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Multi-label Feature Selection Algorithm Based on Improved Label Correlation

CHEN Fu-cai LI Si-hao ZHANG Jian-peng HUANG Rui-yang

(National Digital Switching System Engineering and Technological R&.D Center,Zhengzhou 450002, China)
Abstract Multi-label feature selection is one of the essential methods to overcome the curse of dimensionality. It re-
duces the feature dimension,improves the learning efficiency, and optimizes the classification performance. However,
many existing feature selection algorithms hardly take label correlation into consideration,and the range of information
entropies are biased within different data sets. To address those problems, this paper proposed a multi-label feature se-
lection algorithm based on the improved label correlation. The algorithm firstly uses symmetrical uncertainty to norma-
lize the information entropy,and takes normalized mutual information as relationship measurement to define the label
importance, with which the label-related items in dependency and redundancy are weighted. In the end, the score func-
tion is put forward to evaluate the feature importance.and the best feature subset is selected with the highest score. Ex-
periments demonstrate that after selecting out the concise and accurate feature subset,the multi-label classification is ac-

celerated in terms of the performance and the efficiency with disperse features.

Keywords Multi-label feature selection,Label correlation.Dependency.Redundancy,Feature score

3% O I R A W A R R AE T P S ORS GRTR O A A AR AE AR AU
- SRR AR IR AT R 22 ) L IR B T R AR AR IR 48 B 48 1 & 2] 3%

ZAR% 24 3] B3k (Multi-Label Learning, MLL) B £ i AL A R RE R N E e AR H B

FER TR RS SURR I L SCAS 4 208 46 Tl B 5% R0 g 1) 34
o AR SR B TR I B A AN I bR B R R DR Y L 1% O W
%}E,@‘i B R 2 RO A L i — 2 R B AR )
W3t 400 A T A A e S Bk B A R R B4, RSl
MLL 1 — B & 8 31 b 21 5 2 , 22 45 2 R AIF 3% £5 (Multi-Label
Feature Selection, MLFS) il it M £ 3% 45 W 8% [ TU A& B L A A

F 5 H ] :2017-04-25
(61521003) % 1)y,

B1E H W . 2017-07-29

BRAEA (1974 —) I W50 R, B A= S 0, 32 2200 55 05 1y IO 2% R B4 o0 A 5 R A 0 A B

ARAEFRAT 7 4 d 2P A Bt 7 I5 A A ) MLFS 2504
B B RERR AR 3 25T ik R = R SO A
B A A5 RV R T SRR AE TE 4 5 LA AR A R AIF 26 B 11
M L I mRMR 750 5 352 5000 0l B X AN T #0574 R
ooy 250 1, JF L2 28 59 1 A9 1 RE DR I M I R AE T 46
HOML B8 3100 5 i A 2000 10 18 5 fiF 356 6 3o 7 A 390 A 48

AR 3 3 [ K@ AR IR E (2016 YFB0800101) , [ 58 H 4K B2 3t 4 01 5 #F 55 BF (R 101 H

X Bj » E-mail : 1242100831 @ qq. com (il {5 1E#) ;

BE991—), B 44, FEHFFE 7 1 N R 4% K B 43 7, E-mail : michaelbournelisihao @ outlook. com; 3 8 BB (1988 —), B , i -4, £ %
75 5 1) S I 46 R0t o0 i 5 808 A2 18 s IR PE (1986 —) . 5B L - BYBRAF 5T 51 . = BERF 5T 0 1m0 S X 4% R B HiE 4 b



55 6 3]

WRAR A 55 3 TR 25 6 &R itk

2B 0 MEFS 5230, BT A ST oy Rk
Vb d 206 2007 1 1 B 4 AR AR AR AL 2 B AR B R IR IR R 2
Bt 3 OCTE

TEX] MLFS W58 i AR 22 2% 2 ) T B AR A5 B 05 B8 ok
B BB 9 43 A R M . Doquireand Al Verleysen'™' & 56 i F
PPT 5310044 25 4 4 [ B 0 b g B0 285 ) R, 1) FH B T LA
B A AR R N B AR M DM B R AR AE . B R 4
N MLFSIE 80350 R B AR 5 65 28 45 & Z A9 15
BB 25 ok iy Bt R AT 1) T R O AR 4l T 4 R 9 1R B3 25 1)
1B 3 3 07 VR M B AR AR SCHRRAE . R I AR 7 ik 2% 18 T RRAE AN
PR Z [ AU £ &, Hanchuan %5 A A mRMR 850 2@
TRHE Z (8] (4 TUAR B 48 B8 DA BCRRAE 5 45 25 4 22 18] ) AH G 48
Tk o 18 T 6 488 S TT 4% B IR T AR G M i AR E 4. TR R
#, Monalisa 1 Anirban™* 4 #¢ fiF 41 & ¥4 48 b5 1 T 4% B2 48 b5
ZtM’Eﬂv AE P A Uk AR Pk sk T4 B s A AR AIE L B2 BT

REAE A2 RT3k 3] 191 S5 48 2 19 (A ; S — 20, Lin Ml Hu 4§
J\ “%.ﬂﬂ’ﬂ MDMR #3578 TUAR B 19 48 b vh a8 25 18T R AiE (7]

A EAF B,

LA S - B B R AT 9 5 5 15 0 BF 5% 38 35 3l A7 7E P
[F]80 - 1A 25 I T ARRAE 18] LA RCRRAE S AR 2 (R 1 06 3, MK T %
T 2 2 3 v AN [) b 48 22 18] 47 70 14 AH G 5 2) 18 AT 2 0 vl 408
43 A R Tl 5 1R 0 15 8 o A7 A5k 0 PR P AR 2% L A A A T LM
Wi TG SRR AT X A ) B, AR SCHR Y — R 3 T AR A
KRYI £ F5 & R B 505 MLFSLC, Bk E e
U — % B A5 B AR R G P Tk, T R
PE L I DA I S AT Sf B R A AR RN T A% B R O L A
7 % 58 T AR WA b s SR L 285 A IR UEE TN TUAY FE HR A 4R 11
— Bl K ) R AE PE 2 bR KR R I R E R — R AR T

BEAT VPO s e S5 R TERPAE T 40 S 5 1 s AR AR AE T 4R JE i 3
Tl DA 45 R A4 52 96 25 SR 96 IE T MLEFSLC 83k A9 A 20k .

2 tAXFIR

2.1 EHREHERE
h I 8 J SCH R AR
i€ X,
EX 1

e PR IL e 2 AR 4 B AR

WAE d ERFAE =S [H] B, XCROR IR AREALE,
x={z a2y x ) EX TR DR, 2, FoRFEERx B
HERFAE S L= oLy s ol ) RORFRBE R q HIRERL ME L £
P 28 080 4 4n = (D TR .
={(x.Y)|x€EX, YL} (D

Ho, Y ={y s 35 oy, ) RFEA x XN AIFRZE T4, Y H ALY
FEA x AR5 £ By, =1, 8 y, =0,
2.2 BEERE

{5 BB (Information Entropy) fi & T % & 00 A 1 & &
TEO llﬁ%% X: S 91’29”'7«1‘,,1}$u Y = {y\ 93’27"'93’;,},
pCa) RICER 2 IR, ARG 19fE B0 R & R B &
5 B2 PR SR B it 82 B X (2) — () FR

HX) =— 3 pa)logs pCa) (2
i=1

1) 2 bR 2 R AR e R 5 1 229
H(X,Y)=*i ip(x,,y,)loggp(x,’y,) (3
i=1j=1
H(Y | X)=H(X.Y)— H(X)
=% 8 ptaiyplog p(y L) 8

K . X fY 9 E{E B & (Mutual Information) 27~ B %1
Y BISMETT X A8 e s i . NG 2F  fA E R
T X MY BB, X G PR,

MI(X;Y)=H(X)—H(X|Y)

:(_%J%p(l‘i,yi)logz pi)l('il‘ly)]) (5)
AR BB M
MR EAG B AR A XFRE, B
MI(X;Y)=MI(Y;X)=H(X)+HY)—H(X.,Y)
WG Z2= B E M ZMAETX MY
M A5 B R AR N 45 7F B {5 B & (Conditional Mutual Informa-
tion) , A= (6) T 7K,

{Zl 9299"'72’/

MI(X;Y|2) E:”glk;lP(Ar,vy”zb)logz e

(6)

FAEAF B A R PR

MR 2 MI(X;Y|Z)=MI(X;Y.Z)—MI(X;Z)

%5 B 0 B A 0 T 5 SR T A 1 T A R
PE A8 SO AR o i AR H B 0 T
2.3 HERBESTSRE

i FE (Dependency) 5 TUA4Y B (Redundancy) J2 4 fiF 8 %
PR A D E T R AR 4 A TR 3R Y SO 3
AR

T2 AROH R AR 5 AR A G IBORR B , s L 2 TR,

EX 2 HEEZWERHEEFEEL Y& F R RFREME,
L={1 1y ol ) RORBR B g b 28 55, WA B2 52 Sy
SRL W AR B (D R,

Dp(f>=i§MI<f;z,> %

56 HAG BE R E SCATEL 2 £ RLL A B ST, I Dp B
fEf/N; % f AL SEt%, W Dp BUE & K. H b, 4K
R R R AR R A 25 (1) DG BB A L R A R

SR E’ff&%W?ﬁE%EI’*J%?W:ZIELEI%Y?TE5
& HEMNEESM SRR UERETSE. FREESHWEZLH
RE A, W X3 iR

EX 3 WS={siss, s RACEIFIETE. HE
T RFAE 4R B9 /N TURRAE TO AR JE RE SR 17 S 4540 £ A0S 1Y

T EAF B, =) fixs,
Rd(f):%E]MI(f;s,-) ®)

SCEROIS IR TETUARE MH ST R B8 T fLL M S # 4 AF

HAFE &, MO iR,
1 q
Rd(f)=i§[l\/11(f;s,)fEMI(f;Z,Is,)] )

1 3 CO) A, TUAR BB R A ) A R B B/l 2 B B
TRAFAE XS 28 G 0 8 WA RIS SRR 94 B A R



230 AN I A =

2018 4F

3 ETHRZXZNHANSHREHMEFREEZNHEX
4R

3.1 EEEENRA—{LaE
T 5O oA AN TR S ) B9 B A R =2 AT RE A A () i
FEN SIS ol el 118 = S 5 L1/ 9 [ B o P = 11502 7 = 11
B Sk PR R A M (Symmetrical Uncertainty) ™% % 5 (%
SEHEATIH— b3, = (10 iR .

MI(X;Y)
H(X)+HY)

SAEW NMI(X.Y)€[0,1], H NMI(X,Y)=0 F/R X
AMY IS, NMIX,Y) =1 Fmal#Eid X MY Z2—fiE
H—A.

3.2 FREME B R X 4 AE R B AN T & BT R B

P BT S S DR L O (1 R N R =
Fh AR A B R A Y AR DG T B B R A . AR R X
SEUAR 7R SCOR] A 48 7 22 M 0] R AR A58 N T A% BB AT B0

o 2 T L 5 AR A8 () 18 AR DG TR B DA O L B SE 4A  AR
R E L WE X A FiR.

EX 4 W% [ MBS XS L SRS EmX
B2 5 BT b 25 S AR 2 BRI IR BE 2 RN L

W2 SEREER B Ld (1) M EAS B k4T A5 4,

NMI(X,Y)=2[ ] 1o

KADPIR,
Ld(l,)— > NMIU 51) an
ljEL.j#i
;H\:E'JvL:{llvlzv"'vlq ﬂémﬁ%%’q AR R L, € LA
E<Q TR R T BFR %,
WREE L A, bR % [ BRI IMP (L) W8 7 8
XA w,
2 NMI(:51)
IMP() =AU e (12)
ZLdu»,) 2 2 NMIU;;1)
i=1 i=11;€L.j#i

IR LUAR 28 T2 S A ) 2 (7D TR (9) R B A 2 4 O
PEAT AR 45 B S A A2 T A% B A 1A B AR AIE o
‘EE‘JIEJEHL,L%‘EET%%E‘J)Q%,ﬁDEC(lS)Eﬂit(M)Fﬁ/%D

Dp(f):%ZIMP(Z,)NMI(f;Z;) (13)
i=1

Rd(,/‘):%E[NMM,/';S,-)— S IMPUONMICE 31, 15
i=1 =1

14)
3.3 BMAREXZNBTISEHRETE
i 2.3 71 B 43 BT BT AR BE R T A BE 3 0 AR AE 5 A
AR K RN f E RRRIE 5 B SRR AE 4 96 R 1Y A AL T 4R AE
H I M T 22 A 28 RRAE SR B 1 B A R 2 g i o A R T
A 1Ry T O A BE R AT REAIG A RRAE . IR AR SO 3 4R 6 1 0 0T
A A bR LA [R) 45 B A B L oF TR A 0 22 (E AR R RR AR T
4 PRACK B B R AE I E M, sk (15) TR
score(f)=Dp(f)—Rd(f) (15
XA ADMRA L B3 58](16) .,

q t
.s‘('()re(f):% 2 IMP(L)NMICf;1) *% 2 [NMIC(f;
i=1 i=1

s;)-ﬁ)lIMP(l,-)NMI(f;lj\s,)] (16)

15K (15 A1 (16) 17 DL H . 45 G 4 56 8 0 P 0

S — IO O AR AL b 2 B AN 2 TR ARRAIE 328 480 445 SR A AS TR I AN

[ o DR O o 40 S AIE £ T 5 K 00 i B, T WS T A ],

HEREFE T, - MR f IR ER ST — 2

PR s€ S WMYIM ., B RA(f39)RmA £ Hs IR
B AR,

Rd(f;x):NMI(f;.\')*jiEIIIMP(Z,)NMI(f;l]Is) an

BT S Y R AE 2 38 5 B BT AR R HEB Y, A S, Rom
55 YR BE R AE L D0 T 43 bR B OC A B IR FE S Ol 0
A A FRMIEL,

R(H=747 \S\ ERd([ S.)

‘S‘[Rd(f S+ 2 'RdCF58)] (1%
A R, (RN ¢ WAL BE 85 B 15 £ 09 T0 A% B 3T, T
Hﬂft(lg)ﬁfﬁ%“aﬁlio Erj—vﬁ:
R,<f>:%[Rd<f;s,>+<z—1>R,,l(f)]
ko RAUSS) R o)

t
BRI At o X R A B2 ST AR I 26 AR S X (200 B
Forfr 1=0 FR i R AT FRIE £, BOTARE R 0.

R[ﬂ(/.)Jer(f;sl)— D
R ()= t (20)
0, t=0
W (20)  TETHESE ¢ OE A R AR AT S W IT AR
WEy, DR A — 1 R EREE RIS £ AR H 2 ik
REAE A IC A BE RIS,
3.4 HEWEREESH
MLFSLC S i FH —Fh Rl & T 45 2 % & 19 BRAE 7 43 o8
BAE R FRAE BB ARYG . B 1 TR .4 F={f1 s forsful B
TR AR B E4E .S FoR O FRAE 4, WAL B R . A
J b5 22 bR 25 RRAE B2 T 0 e 0 L A B Ry E%qﬂﬁ&'max score
(O MRRE IR RIS ) 2 AF 45, B & O B4R fiE £ 15 5
BRIk,

SRERME||F

—_—— _

F-S § ¥
FI AR

VeSS

1 MLFSLC # iR &R
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of MLFSLC algorithm

MLFSLC 53 ) P A 5532 1 R .



55 6 3]

WRAR A, 55 3 T3 25 ¢ 3R Uik 19 22 A 25 e I 08 4 500 0% 231

Bk 1 MLFSLC &
A JRAR R AR FOARAE 4R L RRAE R L 1 &
W BRI TS
1S T0E 1 B B R AR F 42 K/ n= | F| X 3;
2. WIRAE S Ty as 4R
3 F R — A% L e L A Q2) H AR B EE IMP)
4 F A —AEAE f€ FL R 2R (13) T B AR #E T Dy<-Dp (D, H.47
AL TUAR T Ri<0;

5. while [S]<In do
6. M[S|>0 0, X FH—DFAE (€ F, il 5 20) R T H TR B

i, I R<-R;+[Rd(f;S;5)) —R1/ISI;
7. FIHR QS IHEE—NERE [E€F BAREIES B score(D =D;—Ry;
8.  MEEERRAETT SN F K AYRFAE £y BP fM«[gll?xSscore(D;
9. ¥ Ly AR S BEAFAELE T BT S<S+ Iy )5
10. 44 £y AJEIRREMESE M ER , B F<F— {fy )} ;
11. end while
12. end

THEHANERANRELRE. £ g RS . m=IFI}k
JFIRFESE KN sn=|F| X8=md N Wi & W T B FE1E 7 4
IR/ M98 3 M RN OGP LR A MR RE N
OGng) ;| 5= 12 WEIE N OG" +mn) =08 +
Mm?), BIEENELIRE N OWSF +0m’ +¢* +mq) , 5HfE
ERELL B R R R R D FIAR BB A L., B EER
S D UR 3 AL ER 4 VRS B0 R A H M R RR AE KO
X HCHE LT E R R, W0 SR A B AT Sk A A, W 5
BB E T N OWS +0)m?) . 5 JF AR AR 4 /N FIERE
PEILBIA

4 LWERSHM

AT S S 0 B AR O R S e R Y R OGBS E AN
SEILPERE RO A 16 b5 . SRS T AT 25 AT P O T A S 58 L

D43 HT 4 AE 2 5 L A1) 0 X+ MLFSLC 58 k4 6t Y 5 i 5

2) Bk MLFSLC 351 BE 95 A7 280 $2 8 2 b 45 27 2T ST M Y
PfE, B 5 MLFSIE!™ , mRMRM , MDMRM™ 45 58 25 46 1L, H
PERE S 4.
4.1 LBHIEESHEXEH

AR 3C¥E Emotions, Enron il Medical 45 % Fl £ 5 % 545
B LIEATSER . T A B ROk IR T Mulan Java JFIR TR
25 B B REAS BB R AE 2 B LR AR 26 B R AT 2 R R E ik
BAEHEAFERME 15,

R T B A 5 B

Table 1 Partial information of datasets utilized in experiments

GRS HAE HAE T & T 4 R

e L
Emotions 593 72 FEaR 6 1. 869 # &
Enron 1702 1001 R & 53 3.378 XK
Medical 978 1449 w A 45 1.245 X &

Horr, bR 8 44 Ceardinality) R M FEABIK T £

1) http://mulan. sourceforge. net/datasets-mlc. html

ISAIREE . A X R R REARBCCT R N bR 28 3 500 31 5 n
XCOFAR,

X1y |

. @D

S lx|

9 Bt MLFSLC 53 9 45 2800 Xof 5 56 i 15d 9

DS FIHEE BT 2. 2% OO0 R f i 45 58
il Cequal-width strategy) X B4 £ v i 32 25 B ¢ AR EAT 25
WAL,

2) R 47 28 B UE B9 J5 B AT 25
4.2 EMIERR

% H i A Hamming Loss, MicroFMeasure fil Coverage
YRR SR ERR M PN e AR . £ Y SL R Y, CL 43 JI %R 3 5
PAFEASTRIN N AR FRME T MARE TR WL G E X
LI FEdr vl Bl N T

Hamming Loss F T8 & — A A< 55 12 43 25 45 1 AR 2 1
YR BUE IR/ R L R RE BT . AR AR I 15 A
HLCDPR,

=

card

XY’ @y,
1 2\ rDY, |
.= q

Hrh RS FHIBH g HITATTRENARESH .

MicroFMeasure J2: M #f 28 £ 4 [8] 2 %) & F1F 37, G - 5
IFR RGN A MR T A % BB K, SRR B PR MR AT
ZAR R (23 R .
12Xy’ oy |
XI=0 v+
Hip, O KR FSEH,

Coverage F& 758 M YO HE 1 I 10 REAS T % 25 7 48 04758
D75 A5 5 BT A B 50 bR 25 T T B2 04 SR /N I TR B L B A R
AR TERREAT , IR R IR (20 TR,

22)

Hamming Loss =

MicroFMeasure= (23)

[x]
Co"uerage:‘i)lﬂ[zmax rank(Q) —1] (24)

Hor, rank O FoR A LEFPFIHR I HERL 35 40> 20, U rank (2,) <<
rank(A;) ,
4.3 LHERBRNN

SCHG T SE M MLESLC 55 4] i s S0 4R 3E 47 R¢ 1iF 3
LR )5 R H LAY MLRNNE, RAKELMS, CCH fil HO-
MER™ 85 553k 347 20 b 28 43 28, T3 3 43 25 45 3 0 i o
fiF 9 B 57 3 1Y MR . Hoh . RAKEL. HOMER M1 CC 5% 3%
YRR C4. 5 M R LAl 43 28 &% . MLKNN 55 3 % 8 I
AR AE k=10,
4.3.1 HFAR BRG] O AT kAL ¥ A

R T FEAT o BT RRAE BE 4 LU ] 0 3 i AL A X MLFSLC
RRMERE R R S A BN 0,05 & 0.1 Lh 0. 01 K A
0.1 F 1.0 LLo. 1 ALK EMESE 6 WMH ., /4T 3 FIiTH 46
PR AE Ak g5 RN 2 TR

&l 2 (194 F B b Rl 2R s RRAE TR 48 LU 1) Ol s 45 3T
Wb 205 . TTLUE B & R IR E 5 L 6 /) . MLFS-
LC AL R I IR i AR fk XY o= 1 if, HOR 47 55 1F 1



232 i &

ML Bl 2 2018 4F

sH B

3 B

B B LR BN 4 E AT SE 56, R
ﬁzﬁﬂgtA

HnA

0 3 R BOR

3.4 WIS IE B 2% BE A T TTAD . I I AR AR 3 B 1k
B T B 5 T BE AT 6 B/ T T 20 S AR 7 4 B R

BOR A SCRR LI Y & By e AR AT 328 45 LU A9 L 0 4 A 4l
EAEAR R 1505 T AR s R Ll gt TR 2 p . b
ST e Ll A MLEFSLC 58 32 28 85 A FRAE T 4R L BB TR

g e s P M Ak Hy 4E L > LB — S N M- 4k 2ol 327
172 BN L (H 2 6 8N B —E R B I SRR MRS e B 19 4326 I 2 155 22 45 28 73 vk O P RE R AR IR R
0062 RN 3 < MIkNN 058
~_ RAKEL —+—RAKEL
0060 HOMER —e—HOMER 056
. cC = 30 ——CC
K 0058 § 054
S 0056 & ® 3
o0 R S
X N S os2
] N &
§ 0.054 f) 20 g
S 050
T ooz N
15
0050 048
0048 10 046
100 9.0 70 50 30 10 09 07 05 10090 70 50 30 10 09 07 05 10090 70 50 30 10 09 07 05
feature selection ratio X 10 feature selection ratio X 10 feature selection ratio X 10
(a)Enron
0.016 7 084
—e— MLKNN
0015 —=—RAKEL 082
—e—HOMER 6
2 001 cC y
3 ; m 3 08
® 0013 % §
X § T 076 | —o— MLKNN
§ 0012 : S —«— RAKEL
3§ S 4 —e— MLENN S o7 HOMER
T oo —— RAKEL N *—cc
: HOMER 072
3 ——cC
0010 % oo ooy o oo 070
9 2 068
100 9.0 70 50 30 10 09 07 05 10090 70 50 30 10 09 07 05 10090 70 50 30 1009 07 05
feature selection ratio X 10 feature selection ratio X 10 feature selection ratio X 10
(b) Medical
0.30 28 070
028 26 065
2 N
5 oz 24 £ 060
S 160 +
) § §
X 024 L 22 g
3 S 2
8 Q S 055
E 022 20 g
—e— MLkKNN —e— MLEKNN
. —=—RAKEL - —— RAKEL 050
— ].‘[(‘)MER —=e— HOMER HOMER
=2=CC ——cc ——C 4
018 16 045 =
100 9.0 70 50 30 1009 07 05 10090 70 50 30 10 09 07 05 10090 70 50 30 1009 07 05
feature selection ratio X 10 feature selection ratio X 10 feature selection ratio X 10
(¢) Emotions
P 2 RRAEE PR L) % 55 7 Mk G 1 52 i)
Fig. 2 Effects of feature selection ratio on performance of algorithm
F 2 RIRVEUE 42 Y 5 A R AT 3 95 L 1]
Table 2 Optimal feature selection ratio for different datasets
Hamming Loss Coverage MicroFMeasure
MLkKNN RAKEL  HOMER cC MLkNN RAKEL  HOMER cC MLKNN RAKEL  HOMER CcC
Enron 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.07 0. 30 0.30 0. 06 0.05 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07
Medical 0. 06 0. 06 0.06 0. 06 0. 20 0.20 0.05 0. 06 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.06
Emotions 0. 80 0. 60 0. 60 0. 60 0. 80 0. 60 0. 60 0.60 0. 80 0. 60 0. 60 0. 60

% F Enron il Medical £(#% % . 7£ Hamming Loss Fl Mi-
croFMeasure PTEMT #5405 T .0 # K & 0.5 LUE ., 4 PR AE B 1K
B 2% 2 TRV ECIE AR 43 BIHE 6=10. 07 A1 =0. 06 Kf
PERE e fE s 7E Coverage WM 8 F3 T . %) T MLKNN Hil RAKEL
WA 4 2545 , I Al BOHE 4 4 B #E 0=0. 3 F1 0=0. 2 i 1 BE dx
.1 HOMER Fl CC 4325 2% 19 W5 Fh 8048 JE 78 0 24 0. 05~
0.06 Mf PEREF . X T Emotions 33 5 . MLKNN 4334 2%
PERETE 6=0. 8 I s A, 1 H A 4325 4R Y PR REAE 0=0. 6 I 3
U o AR BT 18 B S MR BB B L TR BE AR B R A 2, H
I3 38 B — AR 08 S A R 2 PR IEAS TR) 53090 4 R [) 1 B £
FRAE 3% 4 Lo B, T Emotions 804 48 1 B £ H57 1F 38 55 H 1) H

Enron Ml Medical £ 55, X R KRR EE I JE i FiESL45E
AR ) AR DS
4.3.2 MLFSLC k5 Ha ke bbb
TR IE Sk A sk M, % MLFSLC 5 MLFSIEM™,
mRMR™ I MDMR™ 46 55 3 847 % B, 25 fE OF # 48 4 19
GRS FERI-F S5 P, K, BAHFHHER
MLENN, RAKEL, HOMER L & CC 4 Fift 532 28 18 %F Jf P g
AN AR T ME 2% rh 5CHE DL 3 Fh 50 00 M BE 37 0 48 4 19 o A
B /20 B e R 1) o AR A 3 % EE A8 14 T 2K 40 L R AE i 4
o LT 43 b (26 g Az L 52 56 vp 25 T 48 bk 1) e A 1 N 4%
R AE 5 B L6481 19 B /ME 43 I R R .



5 6 4 WRAR A 55 3 TR 25 6 &R itk

233

f 22 A5 28 R AR B £ 58 1

23 AR LELET 4 MUEEAE BB M Hamming Loss {8 LR
Table 3 Comparison of Hamming Loss values between four feature selection algorithms under different classifiers
MLkNN RAKEL
Enron Medical Emotions Enron Medical Emotions
MLFSLC 0.0489/7 0.0125/6 0.1957/80 0.0482/6 0.0092/6 0.2186/60
MLEFSIE 0518/27 0.0130/7.8 0.1966/19. 4 0.0494/27 0.0094/7.8 0.2192/19.4
mRMR 0.0511/20 0.0132/7 0.1959/90 0.0497/80 0.0093/7 0.2195/7
MDMR 0.0509/20 0.0133/8 0.1982/80 0.0493/40 0.0096/7 0.2195/7
HOMER cC
Enron Medical Emotions Enron Medical Emotions
MLFSLC 0.0539/7 0.0096/6 0.2272/60 0.0517/7 0.0092/6 0.2282/60
MLEFSIE 0565/27 0.0099/7.8 0.2284/19.4 0.0521/27 0.0102/7.8 0.2291/19.4
mRMR 0.0572/20 0.0102/7 0.2313/7 0.0521/80 0.0095/7 0.2284/50
MDMR 0.0562/10 0.0102/7 0.2274/10 0.0522/10 0.0097/7 0.2338/7
£ 4 ARSI T 4 FERIE BB Coverage (H LK
Table 4 Comparison of Coverage values between four feature selection algorithms under different classifiers
MLKNN RAKEL
Enron Medical Emotions Enron Medical Emotions
MLFSLC 12.9057/30 2.4057/20 1.7778/80 24.8904/30 5.0088/20 2.2615/60
MLEFSIE 12.9653/27 2.4388/7.8 1.7923/19.4 27.7152/27 5.3184/7.8 2.4730/19.4
mRMR 13.0217/60 2.4651/20 1.8114/90 32.0431/80 5.6689/20 2.5977/50
MDMR 12.9084/10 2.4456/20 1.7877/90 26.2721/80 5.2775/70 2.5297/7
HOMER cC
Enron Medical Emotions Enron Medical Emotions
MLFSLC 26.2354/6 5.3398/5 2.2468/60 15.9758/5 3.8680/6 2.0651/60
MLEFSIE 26.2677/27 5.8759/7.8 2.2479/19.4 16.0019/27 4.2050/7.8 2.0709/19. 4
mRMR 26.2632/7 6.1007/7 2.2597/6 16.2892/5 4.5214/6 2.0831/9
MDMR 26.2744/9 6.0971/7 2.2427/6 15.7406/5 4,2256/6 2.0674/5
#5 ARGFENT 4 FAEER B LN MicroFMeasure {8 3
Table 5 Comparison of MicroFMeasure values between four feature selection algorithms under different classifiers
MLKNN RAKEL
Enron Medical Emotions Enron Medical Emotions
MLFSLC 0.5300/7 0.7461/6 0. 6659/80 0.5612/7 0.8271/6 0.6147/60
MLEFSIE 0.4950/27 0.7339/7.8 0.6635/19. 4 0.5577/27 0.8242/7.8 0.6139/19.4
mRMR 0.5024/20 0.7278/7 0.6649/80 0.5543/80 0.8246/7 0.6135/7
MDMR 0.5051/20 0.7253/8 0.6596/80 0.5577/40 0.8209/10 0.6135/7
HOMER cC
Enron Medical Emotions Enron Medical Emotions
MLFSLC 0.5679/7 0.8188/7 0.6617/60 0.5425/7 0.8268/6 0.6379/60
MLEFSIE 0.5545/27 0.8142/7.8 0.6567/19.4 0.5396/27 0.8132/7.8 0.6313/19.4
mRMR 0.5391/40 0.8095/7 0.6525/7 0.5383/80 0.8238/7 0.6250/50
MDMR 0.5551/9 0.8090/7 0.6587/10 0.5432/80 0.8185/7 0.6364/5
MF 3= 5 AT LUF t, — 75 0, 55 Al R AE % 48 5 1 AR I8 140 24 JBE UM IR R, (H K 22 W T bR 4 22 ) B AR L O R R
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