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Algorithm for SVM Ensemble Based on Rotation Forest and MultiBoost

YAO Xu WANG Xiao-dan ZHANG Yu-xi BI Kai
(Air Defense Anti-missile College, Air Force Engineering University, Xi’an 710051, China)

Abstract To improve the performance of ensemble learning,an ensemble algorithm which is a combination of Rotation
Forest and MultiBoost was proposed as follows: To improve the diversity between classifiers, rotation transformation in
rotation forest is introduced to model the new data set,and for higher accuracy, each classifier is trained by MultiBoost
on the transformed data set. Finally, majority voting method is utilized to fusion the base classifiers’ recognition results.

To attest the validity, we made experiments on UCI data sets. The experimental results suggest that our algorithm can

get higher classification accuracy.

Keywords Ensemble learning, Support vector machine, Random projection, Rotation forest, MultiBoost

EREI R THRESERBEIREN SR, B
A2 B T R & KOG, BN A AL 28 S o
HERMRAME., BT, ERFEICEERINBTEER
AL R BREEE A (R R Ab RS SR 2 SR TR
B, % HBERFEA Bagging™ . AdaBoostt” , Random
Subspacet® | Rotation Forest™ &, 7E3X 675 B, AdaBoost
LLRCTE) B 3 B PSR B0 LR AT I — R FF H B T IR E A
F, 7 MultiBoost™ ' 25, MultiBoost 2 Bagging 1 AdaBoost
Hifh&, I Xt AdaBoost Fi =4 B 4325 88 R Fl Wagging (Bt
H Wagging /& Bagging (#— RO B A M IAHLEH R LB
Webb!"*? FISZE6IE 8] MultiBoost [ -3) 43 21R 2 W, Bagging.
Wagging, AdaBoost 4> KIREEM. B TF ERNS
(Principal Component Analysis, PCA),Rodriguez &48 4, T
— PR B SR L B —— e #% #F K (Rotation Forest), 3 B 7E
UCI R UEA T Bk e TR E LM L. Bh
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B PB4, % F MultiBoost fil Rotation Forest 3X
MERTERNRA F XA _—EEG BH —#ET
MultiBoost # Rotation Forest J SVM £ @, 5 #: RotMBoost,
DIRBE/ N IR . SVMERESEREI N —FME

ZIW A #1:2012-05-31 K4 B HH:2012-09-09

RSB, Kim % A" 5 5544 Bagging £ R AREIAH SVM
sr3Er, I SVM EH T3R8 L8 SVM BT HERE., SVM
ERBRBA T ZHMAY BB T SUM BRE" S
R B s HEM T SVM MRS . SCAR( 16148 b v
ZHRERHERBES RS RIER SYM £ R RN A
Boghe, HASIAINIREGE SR B EFER LR, &
H—FEri) SVME . FA1H5#E  Rotation Forest B—
T TR BB BT, I IR R 2 A8 5 R hL
FAPHRBED ., BT SVM E—HMRERN A8, A
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BRI PRRTEARBHE . FIHASCHHREILI
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%k #F-HR (Rotation Forest) fyReA 1% i1 B AE M H PCA
X IR R MR BB AT HE RS (8 B 2 K BB LA R B9 I
GeaE . XM T DMRIESR S 288 Z A B B, 5
— 5, L L AR BT ) R R BRI 4
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BN HEERNE, n ARSI IEE N F A 88M 8
B L FRIESEREDL B BB K, BERE BRI 2 7 8% A 1R
BB

W1 BRFESE FREOILASIR K MHETHE. Rk
BAOTEBYEE M AL, W M=r/K,

F2¥ & FEERHATINGSREC MET MHETF
B, X, WX P RESFIEFE F, WHEEATE. W X PRET
AREAPREYL IR 750 BB, I — D A
Xyo ZJE MREASE X, RAFEFLMA &, UAER— R
B Cy

B3H HAERECHAYME—NREIEREER,,
R PSS EE R BERSIEENRFENHT BB
HF ERRIMMERECN R . WXT4r2888 G, AT IIGMREA
T B R AT R A 4, VR BB H G E R X' =
XR¢ ,

B4 MRS SE REESEBSRER W
HEARE,

FEUBANE, £ ERBERGFIEE F ISR K S~F
£ BEP,. X K ANFEZER UL HTUAHIE. T
BRI Z B E R, SOR[Y T R A EARHE R
FE. RIET, R TS, B2 K 2HARELEE ~ 19—
F, BMEREMEETFEPTEE M=n/K MFE, HHNE
R X REARARN X, MEERA R 7500, XEN T
R Y A E A E R T HF R FEM . BRARE
FHRIATEMHFANGE. FRHXEgn TEHEZ T
ERE,

2 B4 Rotation Forest 1 MultiBoost Y SVM & X

Tk
2.1 g

TESP IR, BB E A2 R ] F AR AEAE S
RERY RS ERIR AR Y o | PR RE S, B
FI B IE BRI GR 2888, A{TBEEE IIEE IS5, A it tu Bl
BERFEMTHREE TUE"AR. PCA RIFZRIATH
BEFTEBARFERARITREZLERE. £E T Rota-
tion Forest MR B E M ARG, B — A H R AFHF A
PCA SH¥UEE AT eSS #. AT, Rotation Forest i & #]
RSB HINGERNEARINES LS. XFGHTR
WA 22 3R AN BRI A B ML 2 ) 22 B AR ORI B 4y 28
& BRMASAIHERR .

5 PCA M L, VLI (Random Projection, f&j #f RP) &
— BB AN B LR BB . BB
BRI R 2B B 2, R AT 4RS00 50 T R T 48
BRTH2HEE. RPHETERETHAE, —2RTH#E
e, HERRROWEREEE R ; 2 RP I FHIERE
BH B — MG Ss (8], FR R T IR BB A 0 TL 4548 , AT
RIE TR . 7RI RP BHATREEM B P, Bk
JRIRBERE R Xn, (O N RRERANE n RAFIE4ER0 , 8
it nXd BENLERE R K KB D] d dEzsial b, A .

Xan =Xnsxn X Ruxa )
HHF, Xnn 0 X E d BEF 25 8] BRI BB EN »
BB T d 4. B4 Johnson-Lindenstrauss 5| BHRT 41, {12
—A B2 1] R B SR AR B B — 1 B — B A RO
T3l b AR AR B 1R AR BRI R Rk

IRREALEL R B vk i) KR AE T 0 S REPLAE B R A IR 48 25 (] #)
Hifd. H RPITE ry WFEITIEA 3.
(D H—AICRHK A RATREILE & 4 4%, P

Gaussian;

(2) ry=V3Xx,2€ {—1,0,1), FHHPE—1 1 WER
¥k 1/6, 8L 0 BIMEZR Ky 2/3, X iCHE Sparse;

(3) ry€{—1,1}, A B —1 1 1 MRESRYN 1/2, 30
iC/E Binary,

B —A BRI S RS M R 4 BLSBTRULER &
Mr B HIR A R Eas 18] A ) B B B OCloghk) 4745 [E)
B RRHE U A2, A TEEMANERRD,mE
17 4 BB 1 43 A L2 AR N, BOR SR SE 58 ) B R B B AR
Hezs [ R d.

SVM 2—FhEiE B B e 0953285 S HIZRE L #iuh
Wah AR, FIRESAMERTERERAR TR ESEN
ERAEL. Fik, £ SVMERF, RITABEFH RP BA K
FEVLEE D - A Z R MR, FEAER SYM MK E.
P, ZE X ELA B RP ) B IR B X BT b, T A
TE SVMERRRE. E3CH[181MBF 5 B Liur R
i Binary ¥ Rot-RP125 % (Rt 12590 2 25 4t Ji R AiE 1 4k 8%
SFEEFIEER R LR SVM £ P R RiF. Hik
2 3R P R 1R i A RUNERS S R
2,2 HEFHR

HEEBRREIR T, ZRERERERR N XERE,
B — 7 1 B AR i e R s 5 — T, BEAE
BENTESLEBHERRITEAMK. Krogh fl Vedelsby
e, W AT AN R 5 2R BRI R TR e
Z IR Z S, WA L — P B R a2 iz L gE.
MultiBoost J& Bagging Fl AdaBoost fJ-& i, B 754+ # F§ Bag-
ging F AdaBoost 5% H %t 22 F e 22 B B W SR itk — 25 PRI 47
KiR%E, F MultiBoost F F 4325 8848 1 7T LU AR F #5402
wmERtE, Rt RP BR—FERMRE TR, BREREE
BRGTEE 2, R e XA AR E LT LUE
HFEEEFHNRE, BRONEATRY —MFNELTE
RotMBoost, 1% # 8 B4 2 F] A Rotation Forest 15
BEEE AR B AR R R VI Shie A HEAT AR 3, SR SR TE B 3R K
4L A MultiBoost R 2432588, B R UL A BRI B3
BEEMA SRS RBOBMGE R, -5 K IE R E 2K
Hyfith . BT, B1F Rotation Forest MR ¥k & 7% B 5 F il 4%
TERE AR, B R R AL RESERMEN T, B
HIBE A RABEENES. FIEEBRNFERAMRE, &
X HE BRI — A, BT LR 2 S R AR SR R Y
¥ ReliefF £ T H4F#F . RotMBoost J5 8 B BARRR T .
YIgkprEe
BIA USRS D= {(x,, 7,0, (X35 7,0 = (X y ) =[X Y], x €

Xnxno % € Yxio TRIERVL BB K B2 HE W,

Rotation Forest #3548k % S, MultiBoost 5/ # T, Re-

liefF BB P, I SBRE AR H AR EA B {1 5, BT 4

B x;

ERARE
%14 7EVIGE D FHAT ReliefF B3k, IEBUL /R KU1 %584 D
=X Y]AHEEENF;
=2% Fors=1,2,-,8
(1) 4 RPEFE SR Re, W T 2888 C, WIGETRR N D=
[ReX' Y];
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(2) MR E D ERRE SR D, (x)=1,i=1,2,,N,if
BB k=1;
(3) For t=1,2,+,T
(2) BB ES A D, WilllgraE Do P REYLA HUE B N -
A, ARFT YIRS De;
(b MR L=, EHLEE D¢ WA ES R LR 276 5%
BT — b, k=k+1;
(o) #E D¢ ERIEEIEE WIIlGESAE CL1HE C Wil
- Exjelj“:d;(g):kyi Dl(xi);
(d 5 e >0. 5, FYLEE Dr WILE W NESEBRHM AT
MPAEE AT H A E, k=k+1, %11 (0);
(e) SR &, =0, B,=1071, BEWLE B D' N E 4 kg R
TG IS BB E T H— AR, k=k+1;

€

(O B, p, ==y T84 x € Dt EATHAAUA
D, (x)/2e,, C, (x)#y;
D,(x)/2(1—¢), C/(x)=y,

WE D, (x)<<1073,4 D, (x)=107%;
(4) End For

Dy, &)=

(5) C,(x)=argmax2}, ca log
ey ot

1
W=y B_t;
# 3% End For
BB
BT —AFRBE S x BT ER C B HBIRETM Y (K 1

Co )l R %D

s
C* (x) =argmax 2, (C, () =y)
yEY s=1

3 XWHRRSH

3.1 XBMERSHICE

LIBARH K B UCI BEEFE, %% T H+ 10 AHEGE
LB TR N 4~60, FEATE o 150~10992) , L4035 R 4n
F1PTH0. LIRT, W EARHT TIA—bab .

#1 UCIHEEEE R -

$ER LIE ¥ £ 3|
Iris 150 4 3
Sonar 208 60 2
Glass 214 10 7
Soybean 307 35 19
Ecoli 336 8 8
Tonosphere 351 34 2
Bew 699 9 2
German 1000 24 2
Segment 2310 19 7
Pendigits 10992 36 6

SCER(19 1383 523 4K T Rotation Forest i T4 24884
B E R A LA B K MHEFRALEH, FHIE
P TEBSERBSHETFENTIPEE —EW AR,
— BB R Y K=1 1 K=n(HT n DG TEEFOR, £ R
B RERE R, REBUSARRKKER/, RIEERS K
XK. FECHR(19]MLE b, M=3(M=n/K, BI 5 HI i)
FHAE T3 PASAE 1950 B B2 B R BT, TR SO BRI L
JRHIIRB I M=3, A SCRBOCERC20]H ik, RRIE 4
¥UNTF 10 B, B M=2; FRIE 450K F 10 B, B M=3,

1 Rotation Forest B3/ S=10, MultiBoost [1Ji&
RWH T=10, RelieflF K% S P=20, 04843 H=
10, FHERCEB{E 6==0. 02, SEMTESRIR(20,21].,

L Ll SVM R 43248, 3 B PRTool (http: //www.
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prtools. org) i T H 4, % F 12 ) 2 # 5 ¥ (Radial Basis
Function, RBF) ) SVM, RBFSVM B E ¥ RE « A1 N4k
S C WANSELATM— B RS SR L BRI Y
A, BEEESEN CMo TEEEEE S, Xt
RBFSVM HERESM T R B, C {83 /N, S B8 I I A
¥ (B CHE—NEE K7 B IR, RBFSVM Ky P RE T
RIS sl o P B o TR, B o X RBHFHE K,
SCERL23]43 4 T2 RBESVM s iR o B IR 18 T 47 S 89—
SRR, B THE VGRS BRI R RN E
TERZED LB o B, REFESRBUILEE, oS
oo TEFTA B R P BEM WM EE, FikEARH
R RISCERL 23] MMk , BN G BN E A R R R R
ZYENBED LB oH, BIIEF C=1000, LB
BH 2G WHE, 2. 80G CPU, B # T Matlab?. 10(R2010a) 3£
.

EMTTARIER RS, FI ARG RRERITE R
67K ¥R 0.95 WA RERBEFEXEENRAER. HHE
AR

%2%.025 (n—1) 2
AP suso FHIFR ZEZ R UE I EFARHER , 1005 (2)
=4, 3027,

3.2 XBEHERMNSH

T RIEFTR T MR, £ UCI BUB&E LT &
By, 3 5843588 (Single) & MultiBoost, RotForest, RotBoost
CrR[20]H Bt ras) 3 MR B #AT T X, SLBM 3
A HEATIHE B —FB4r i 5 By B TR 2 88 — 8
SR Fr 25 A BEXT R O TR AT s 5 =B A Lh R R
FHkERE.

3.2.1 FARMREL&IEK

KB, B F FTE SRR R B i I 25 5 A IRHIE
£, FIRA 3 IR BIEER M mmiRE, x5
£, e e RN EE B 3 AEE, K 1 AME
HEAER, NN G E—RERNEGE. EEIMEEEL
HAT 10 WER, LW R 10 WEBMFHE, InE 2 7
5,

Fe SHITERBWRERBRATH 0. 95 HEFXED

Dataset Single MultiBoost RotForest RotBoost RotMBoost
i 565+  5.82+  4.41+ 455+  4.45+
s 1.89 1.17 1.04 0.93 1.05
30.18+  18.59+  17.20+  17.26%= 17.19 &
Sonar
2.25 2.27 2.26 2.19 2.15
al 24,554  24.43% 2445+ 2448+ 244+
ass 0. 86 0.83 0.62 0,87 0.78
Sovbean | 1L29F G54 697= 656k 649t
4 1.35 0. 64 0. 64 0.78 0.78
_ 19.76+ 1493+  16.25+  15.34F= 14,98+
1.59 1.18 1.35 1.07 1.09
lonosphere 12-43E  6.35F 560+ 564+ 558
P 1.28 0. 88 0.77 0.76 0.71
Bew 558+  8.194+ 293+ 3,27+ 2,02+
0.76 0.30 0.35 0.37 0.32
Comman  S486% 2670+ 28.45% 2461+ 24322
1.34 0.70 0.82 0.85 0.79
Seomene | & 93E L8E 214+ Lgox 18l
am 0. 36 0.21 0.28 0.19 0.18
. 479+ 0,82+  0.64+  0.69+  0.60+
Pendigit N
endiglts 45 m 0. 04 0.03 0.07 0.03




F2PHBERTESMUEE L FRMRE R/ DA,
M 2 LR M ETA BB S - RotMBoost J5 i I Bl iR
EZ /T Single, BT AILIE H RotMBoost £ X ZHHIEE
R M BE AR T MultiBoost, RotForest $1 RotBoost, /&
BREREHFABE, EHEE Iris, Ecoli 1 Segment Lk,
RotMBoost BN BEIFH , HIUR T BIFHIT .

WA R FERE M A BB R EES PR
CHAERBERATREF &, BEERT HAHIRES PR
2OEHPRENFEL, BT REES ©HHENRE,
SRhEFET UCIEHESE S 10 MR I Bk B ARS
BRBEE. BENE—SREERET UCTHIES., EXE
FRGETT UL X 3C o BT 85 B B9 43 28 07 Bk R A X PR BR BE AT 43
Br. FESCRIATR A SCER(10] 2 i — Se gt B AT i
W, BIKUHTEFRAREE L EMHFEMREILE. &
HE—TEENFENREERAREE LW TIHE. R
Hrow” BB B~ T ENIRE, ‘ol RAENE
—FUBF AR, W3k 3 F 4" —17 BB R IR “row/col”
B, “s” 3B MAT 48 H 9 B win/tie/loss SEiT B,
HAp 3 MESBIFER col<lrow, col=row, col>>row [ ¥ 1E
£

#3 EBMFTEES RS EKNIRE(Eron LB

. . Multi- Rot- Rot- RotM-
Algorithm Single Boost Forest Boost  Boost
Mean error (%) 15.40  10.73 10,91 10.42 10.27
Single r 0.571  0.550 0.538 0,521

s 9/0/1  10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0

. r 0.961 0.943 0.912
MultiBoost 5/0/5 6/0/4 9/0/1
r 0.979  0.947

RotForest s 5/0/5  9/0/1
r 0. 967

RotBoost . 0/0/1

MK 3 BSEEES R LUE 1, RotMBoost J7 B RA &/
RIEHiIRE . SR E MY 3SR B UE SR,
5 RO B 3% IR 4 R B 47 B 2 KK A RotMBoost, Rot-
Boost,RotForest, MultiBoost, Single, 87 % & RotMBoost
HI5RBR, B Single B)iR 2 K LA FI9E L EF

AN T Single (1R 2 R & LA P HEE /D, Fof, 5
RotBoost, RotForest, MultiBoost fjiR 32 2R ) JLA S {E A
Le, A SCETIR T ER M ROR LB, AN, B R 4 Mh B
Lk, RotMBoost fEEE ZIBIRE A BN RRE, TR
ERBRWZFERERN,
3.2.2 RENGENRTESMR

BT 2 TR B A RO AR 22 AR
EMFEMENAEHTITIC. WIS BV 1 28 HW
WREN RN 3 T4, B TRZE DA AT 1R 2 (irre-
ducible error) RZEMF 2, MAELRPYEIES T, BXME
S — R AR, R T AR E . -
S, WEBIREX LN EI B R EAER, EASRREES
FHkZ A RAE X, 2E SCHR (1058 iR 2 R 22 Fn 0 22
S, NENRESMAR TRERFZ . & THIIGE
W54, D AR B4 T MG, L BRI EE, LD
Fom R LY 28, WX FIIEREED 5 () HIRZER
FERELR:

Bias(x)=Pp-r (LD)(x)F#y & L(D) () =y")

Var (x)=Ppr (L(D) () #y & L(D)(x)#y*)
K,y BHKE THARNESE D INGHSEEESE x
BT H 1 AR 2 B9 .00 S (central tendency).

ATHBREMFENE, BEFTEAENSBENE
LM T, HTFEERREP, T —BERAE, Bt LR
FRERMATHRE I 2. FEMCRA Webb™o B 82 J7 3k
fEitREmAZE. RELBRINT . & S8 D vl
SAKRPER—BESR 1. 2y [+ FHFHBEABERH#AT 10
wARB] 30 MARMESR A, 12, 15, 1 1 o A P
P BHBRERT K SNMNESGTHENESHAE-KE
IR, SR BN EGRENGE. AT ELIES,
A Di=AUADi=AUADi=AUSL WM F zeD, K
FEARBE M OB LR

argmax(3} € f; & TP W =) @

RAB/HT BANBUERE LA 7 BT % LA R 22 1

2. ERBAFILT RZE N Ty 2 Z FH A T4 E T HBL IR
%, FERRIN—BEHATTHEEA.

3

K4 BRITHRESNBIRE BT 2R E

Dataset L . A&
Single MulB RotF RotB RotMB Single MulB RotF RotB RotMB

Iris 3.49 4,72 3.52 3.71 3.69 2.16 1.10 0. 89 0. 84 0. 76
Sonar 14. 45 11.71 10. 93 10, 14 11,05 15.74 6. 88 6. 36 7.13 6, 14
Glass 23.32 23.18 23. 37 23.10 22,99 1.23 1.25 1.08 1. 38 1. 05
Soybean 5.81 4.53 4,62 4.46 4,38 5.48 2.01 2. 36 2.10 2. 11
Ecoli 11.74 10. 95 11. 46 11.76 11. 50 8.02 3.98 4. 79 3.58 3.48
Ionosphere 7.58 5. 21 4,69 4,03 4,05 4.85 1.14 0.91 1. 61 1.53
Bew 3.02 2.64 2.51 2.56 2.50 2.57 0. 55 0.42 0.71 0. 42
German 21. 45 19.23 24.11 19. 14 19. 10 13,41 5.56 4,34 5. 47 5.22
Segment 2.10 1.12 1.27 1.15 1.11 2.83 0.73 0. 87 0. 65 0.70
Pendigits 1.54 0. 52 0. 50 0. 44 0. 44 3.25 0. 30 0.14 0. 25 0. 16

AT EEH ML B E R O B R E RO 2/ MR,
RITERALE T BHET . RoMB AN TEMIRE
BMEBEEFNRENMTEILE . RPEFEIIRBHREL
5% 3 M.

SHrE 5 F1FE 6 A LLFE H , RotMBoost X i 2 W /ME
F Single. MultiBoost, RotForest, 5 RotBoost #1Z AR %, 5

P B X R 22 B I /NER BE B 47 B 224K RotBoost, RotM-
Boost,RotForest, MultiBoost, Single, RotMBoost Xt} 2% Y
Bo/NE 5 R8s T BT, X 22 BN BE A B 2RI
4 RotMBoost, RotForest, MultiBoost, RotBoost, Single, #t
F# 5 FFE 6 KWL FE A B 458, RotMBoost L Rot-
Forest,MultiBoost BT &K T MZEM T 2., REEREE
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432884 25 75 1l RotMBoost R il RotBoost, {8 RotMBoost X
I EHB/NERT RotBoost, BTG ZEJLF F 2+, RotMBoost
R =R R/ .

£5 BRATEESNEIEELHRE Bias) ik

Multi- Rot- Rot-  RotM-
Boost Forest Boost  Boost
Mean error (%) 9.45 8. 38 8.70 8.05 8.08

Algorithm Single

Single r 0.774 0,764 0.717 0,715

s 9/0/1 8/0/2 8/0/2 9/0/1
T e
RotForest : (;/zj; g/ii;
Rooe 0.

£6 BRFBEESIEEE I (Variance)

Multi- Rot- Rot-  RotM-
Boost Forest Boost  Boost

Mean error (%) 5. 95 2.35 2,22 237 216

Algorithm Single

| r 0.340  0.295 0.343 0.204

Single
s 9/0/1  10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0
MultiBoost t 0.856 1.009 0,853
HBoos s 7/0/3  5/0/5  8/0/2
B 1163 0.997

R

RotForest s 4/0/6  6/1/3
B 0. 887

RotBoo:
otBoost s 8/0/2

3.2.3 EFHE
A THRUEAGITE XML REIS, FIRBRAR LR 5xf
L MERAT . HPBOKEHENT .

Rjzi;ﬂ: (5)
R PANES  MEE E RS 5 BB ERIRNEELAA,

T ABMITERHETRERRE, X L=10, R7THHT
BRTEARE MERT 2 3 T HEFIBENBRAT

RT BROTHEBRMTPHE LR

. . Multi- Rot- Rot-  RotM-

Algorithm Single Boost Forest Boost  Boost
Error 4.9 3.1 3.0 2.8 1.3
Bias 4.3 3.3 3.2 2.4 1.7
Variance 4.8 3.1 2.4 3.0 1.7
Global Rank 4. 67 3.17 2,87 2.73 1.57

M 7 T LAFE B RotMBoost fi118 2§ F1F ¥ 88 /D
4 1. 57, RotBoost R Z , Single J k. T HAEX 5 Moy
SRBRBFGEITTE X EHBEEH, AR T Nemenyi
K77, PR RA BEEESR, BRI kB
T2 KT IERE CDCcritical difference value)™*

CD=q, A /‘L’g}ﬂ—) )

X, g, A H il 2 “ The Studentized Range Statistic” 18
Bk NFERIEMFER, ] IEREBHKRE. EFLE
BT 5 M RTEBGKERN «=0. 05 THRHRME, 0
2 TP, k=5,q.06=1. 860, {8 AR (6) W 182 Rl AL
(CD>% 1. 315, WEEFR 7 A A1 RotMBoost ) Bk ¥ H 3t
RITEBRFHRRE /N AL EHKT LR RE, BT
B¢ RotMBoost & 95% i Bf5 X A#EF FHE N .

SR\ ASURH T —FT A4S RotForest il Multi-
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Boost 1) 8 5 /7 & RotMBoost, H 3 22 £ F] B Rotation Fo-
rest R AR e RURDR N B4y A BRI M = Bt A A
MultiBoost H4 N £ /3 R 2R MM HE . Z B EH LHH Re-
liefF M4 RE AT BLE, AR M TELNITERT 4
E. BT SVM E—FMEE a4, MRS s A HUR, B
I7E Rotation Forest W, fE# F B RP B4t PCA 4 e ¥s4h
B, X E A A RP BN SVM &R, b T RITF
BRI ENAR M, £ UCIERE #1758, fIHE
PEREERMASESLBNRBER. TRERXW &
BRI HK1BMLF RotForest Al MultiBoost # iR 2, 3 H fiE
BABE/MRZEM T £, Bk, A CRBOTERARL.

2 X X MW
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