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Abstract In order to improve the classification efficiency of mutli-class support vector mechine,a multi-class classifica-
tion algorithm for support vector machine(SVM) based on hybrid binary tree structure was proposed. In the structure,
each internal node corresponds to a partition hyperplane, which is obtained as perpendicular bisectors of linking two cen-
troid segements of the two farthest classes from each other. Each terminal node(i. e. ,decision node) is associated with a
SVM, whose training set is two sets of samples instead of two centroids. In general, the resulting classification model re-
presents a hybrid form, consisting of hyperplanes and SVMs. The approximate hyperplanes by centroids can provide fast
partition in the early stages of the training phase,whereas the SVMs will perform the final precise decision. Experimen-
tal results show that compared with the classical multi-class SVM, the proposed algorithm can reduce the computational

time and improve the classification efficiency with similar classification accuracy.

Keywords

1 58

2 4% 18] 8 #L (Support Vector Machine, SVM) 2 fE 2y —
AR Y S BRI R, IR SVM K fiff e 5 28
Gy SRR, MAE L PR i I b, Ar KRG A 2 T W3S, n S
A28 NRRA AN F 5 F 4R 4. AT ¥ SVM i R 2
ENIB, FHMNEW THEL T, Hh, W W2 —x
=B X 2 S TR E T A L S A B
FHUTERRA — B 7 i g 4R s R Ay ik 2
s SVME Al A AT R R N B A R 4E

F g H1:2017-05-18  i&1& H#H1.2017-07-05
BHE TR H (1.22016005) ¥ B,

SVM. Multi-class classification, Hybrid binary tree,Centroid representation

DL Gl R A P R A 2 SRRk £
P, Tl —A K(K=2) 2838k 41 B W _E 3 9E L
P 2 J A3 A8 2R AL 7 R R

D—X—LE 1))  ZFEHFEAE T K(K—1)/2 4
FHRB ETTFHEEA TS a2 m, Witk
S5k BT T4 2888 28 00 R O S e 4R SR AL = A

D—MZLE 1(b)  ZF LB HBEE K AT,
BAF AR — ORI a2 3, R
AR5 BA e R SR R B 1 28 B AH ]

3D S LA E LB 1)) 3% 7 ki B — AR 44

A2 EFR HRB AR A T H (61602056) .37 T4 1 RIS 3h 3 400 H (201601348) ,iL F°

REBEQ981—), B A B, CCF & 5, R EWFT 7 1) R A 20R 51  HL 8 2% >, E-mail : gkleng @ gmail. com GEAF1E ) ; X @& (1964 —),
T B EEFIE DT 1 LA 2% T, E-mail  fdliu@ gmail. com; B EFE1965—) , B, i+, #8042, EEHE5EJ5 10 A B R B HLES 2 3T, E-mail .

jzqinyuping@ gmail. com,



55 5 3]

Vo ZE A — PP TR G W A5 I 19 2 26 3085 AL Rk 221

RS GHE AR K(K—1)/2 NSNS K Ak
TEE AT IR A B I 4 T S B A A E

O TR WP 1)) <3277 12 3 5 33 U Hiops 25 1 26 0 )
HPIAF AR — MO AR R AT A RGE R R
AL — 28, 2 MR A 3 08 7 45 i, 28 5t B 2 B E

(o) [ JLFR

() = XR

K1 £2SVM
Fig.1 Multi-class SVM

— R — I R — X 2 B B TR TR R W A
WA KRR IR Z B A . T G E R —
FEFRIE I A8 0% w0 M3 28 2L 0 &5 8 0B T B I S
K(K—1)/2 A 2250 588 R 912 24 28 B B0 Ko, L &
TR A A ] ST RSS2 R KA B R
TIIgE K—1 2280288 9F B F— ke A, & A
MR log, K U B AT 3RA5 28 B4 1 . 0 Fp = SURES5 44 14 43 25 2%
E LW LA RO H A — A S E AL R
SR FH A3 TR 27 9 W0 A58 R AU 1 S 0 o) 804 it Ky 5 1A 1)
L, LR i

AT T —RHT LT UM S5 Y £ 28 SVM 4 2%
L BTER A RBOR. A2 B Kostin 4 19 P 3K
BT IR K TE B A YR A 3l A R 3 ) Y T O Ok
T 8 S 1 L A T S A I 5 00 o A 2 2 ot A s )
Gy . SRIT IR TR 4k R B 1 Y TS AL T A P AL
AT 7= A2 B 00 T B 45 05, 24 31 ik g o 45 SR, T B R
SVM BT, DS de ) 43 28 T 5K . 3k ke — A = S04 BB
B ST % OB E R R B A SVM IR G 45 . 1
e 8 T TS BRI R A PR R 4L T SVML 58 G R ¢ R

ARICH 2 BRIBAH T SVMEE 3 W4 TIRA = XU
TR 2o AR L IR IR O AR RS 5B 4 R T RO
TEBR RGBT 0 S50 45 SR X L ARAT T AT s I e A
SCIE TR e — 2 0 TAE,

2 SVM @4y

HRENGSE S={(x sy i=1,2, .0}, SVM il if 7E 4§
fF25 ) 3 — A R T H = Cws (300 00 AT 53 W A
Ao Hox €R RN AREA  y; € {1, — 1} 308 A1 DL Y i
AR L RRFEARANHL, ¢+ )RR R BT 5 47 1E 23 18] 1
Wefh, ¢ D RARMA BB HR, 8T REDESFE H.SVM
7 B SR LLR A A R R

min - | w | *

&)
Sty (w2 +H)=1,0=1,000 1
D B — A AR %5 ) 1 R A Ak 1a) A, 5@ R
SR figt A R 2 Ak SRy A R (7% 6T 48 ]

14 &
mm(2’V%la;a_,vy,-yﬂqﬁ(x,),¢(xj)> Y%‘la;) »

st =0,i=1,,/

A Mercer 78 3T, 0T LT I 45 6] 49 0F & 1% o6 B0k
F R A 23 () o P 1) 0 A A AL R K (s x) R
B ($(x) ¢ (x;)), (O TTHE R .

1l .
mm(7’_-jz::1a,»a1y;yjK(x,»,xj) i§1a') 3

s.toa;=0,i=1,,/

KT AR B AR LR 0 T Fe A — R A 4 5 K TR B
SVM.

min(- S vy K o) — D)

i=1 i=1 @
L

s. t. ga,y,zoyoga,gf/‘yi:l""»l
o, C RS R A FoR X B B S ST C R R R E
PR AR A SRS X T R 3 R i s s X T — B B R A
x,SVM i 28 (5) e i H: 26 51 .

f(:r):Sgn(%[:la,-y,K(x,,x)er) (5)
Horr,sgn WA S RE o N ()M %, Karush-Kuhn-Tucher
(KKT) S5 M PRAIE T ME— i /) 78 70 b B BR a0 >0 BIEEAR N
YR LW 6 AT I KKT &4 B A5,

3 BREZXNEHMNZESVM

ATORARAER) SVM e B 2 658 L o) 45 28 LU
B D AT RIS . o T T R UL AT A DL —
A Z 2T 0 UL P 2 — BT 40 S BB Rk 1 A B AR

10 10

o classl o classl

091 |x class2 T 091 | class2

03 class3 oy e P L 08} |o class3
class4 PR « class

07 ; K 07

06 06

05 05

04 04

03 03

02 iy 02

01} 2 01

0 0
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Ca) JELIR B Hi

03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

(b) JiL»

B2 po ks

Fig. 2 Centroid representation of classes

Y w
o classl o classl

09714 class2 097 class2 .

08| |o class3 08 [ class3| \ e ¥

o Li_classt o) L classt]

06 06

05 05

04 04 .

03 . 03 L. wHL

0, S 0680, Baby

02} 2 &r 00 c
N1 TN

01}2 01} 83WKES o6 o .

° o S

0
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

(b) 432 ¥ 1

0
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Ca) B3 3000 HE HE

B3 =T EIRE AR S Y A R

Fig. 3 Generation of root of binary partition tree



222 AN I A =

2018 4F

10 10

3 classL
09 091 |4 class2 %
ogf|o s3] Kaglrk
« class4| ; T X% e x
07 Sk e
06 . SVM,
05
04f  SVM, A
o0

08 |°
0
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

0.7
(A FR SVM,

06
05
04
03
02

2 0"
01 989

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
(a) 2 ¥R SVM,
B4l SVM BEAT 4026 BSR4 2 R
Fig. 4 Classification decision by using SVM

A K(K=2)R R A2 0 80 H A8 N, 7T 44 3
— A T=/{Class ,Class, »++Classg } » Fo H 42 Class; =
(X][1=1,2,++,N; } Fi R" " REA LA, B .

X = (xl,sx),,x))),j=1,2,,K (6)

FERIRRE T A2 T A RS AWH., 2
SCHRLL7IM R K 5 o3 SRR B R A~ 26 b R A T i it
EATHY B0 R HEAT R4 . B Class; BIFG N

C/=1C(c{ sc] s+ sc] oo sc)) "
Hrr,

R

oy STz K ®)

Wk, — BRI A C B B 5248 T X,

C={C'|j=1,2,+,K} (9

Bl 2Ca) 25 0 T — AN DU S b ] 8, 1 2(b) 43 H T A R 1)
B FEIELE C={C",C?,C*,C* ), TRkl 84T 5™
AN B B B PG B8 50 1 0 T A A o T O IR Hodr e Sl €7
HCo BB Z B Y P8 i it . 3% = 4R 0 B AT A SOk
Crodrb i i iy Ja e 07 v R 58 W .

B — A I B0 W DRI — A4 G_C? 8 G_C*, C
FHHAMFEORIES C» AMC M BEXLREfE /4. X8
i st %7 RRCEG IR 85 bR B, X T L CF G 1{psg)), i
dist(C,C*) < dist(C7,C), U C'EG_Crs HN,C/ € G_
Ct, 7EW 3Ca) B o 0 C! RN CF H e B3R B 85
BEWA S G_C' Ml G_C?,

56 3 V5 b ) g — XU Ay BIRE PY) B — A2 0. AR 4L R
AyEBL AR G C? M G_C? & R 2+ — 4,
38 A R I B0 CF RN C R B — A N ER 4G S CRLAR AR 45 50 L IF
A5 EE V1 H .

((cP—ct) » x,—%[w)z — (] =0 (10)

oo

O - T N 34 B O BRL Cr R C o Y 2R B i 3R P
e, WA 3 R GBS H1 i C A C?RIER (1o) i
"HEE,

MEG.Cr G _Ccr b Rud
SR, LS A SVM ST R TR
Ut A 14 2 5 5 0 5 AU 26 9 )N R 58 o 7 AL HP A R AR SR A 3
A 0 o 2 — AN A DA AR &5 5 31 3 = U4 0 )
ke S, B b R A . B4 T
SVM AT B KPR a5 1, b SVM, 53 1 2% Class,

A TR — A K B

1 Class; » SVM, 43I T 2K Class, Fl Class, . 52X Wi — X
WA 5 R, AREREB L s SVML,

A4,B / C,D

P

45 B Cc$ D

A/ \B C/ \D

B 5 4 2R % L~ SR 4
Fig.5 Binary tree structure corresponding to four-class example

HCNFOLT S AR T HIR R — R A TR T
BRI SF- THFT SVML IR & 25 4 . Hov B 1 T RE #8 X 21 i 45
B 2R AT T AR 3, G A I R A 1 SVML RE A8 ST
UL 3 45 5 WK B 40 2, iR AIE 4 S B it . {HLT 5 W Y
2 TERSE AR R4S 1 Z R IF AN MR IR A P A Y L IR
L5 —SE R A TE 2, AN &L 6 TR .

4,B 5 C A4 $ B,C,D,E,F,G H,I
A5 B C A/ B’EE/@’]
/ \ 3,9/ D,E F,G// H, I
oo 53¢ Dsg A8 HYL
B ¢C D E F G H 1

() JRIR A = XUR (b =l - i — A

B 6 ke R = R

Fig. 6 Binary tree with special forms

T 1A TIRA 45 2 o W 1 A B 5 3% (Binary
Partition Tree with Hybrid Structure, BPT-HS), T {fi T
PR AESE 1 PO T A AR R TR A
ik 1 WA B A B
A 1A K RGBS HRE S
i — B SR
1A K a8 i 0 C=(C,C? 5o, CK ),
2R P BT C° I CHL BRI C A A G_CY R G_CY:
YOG p.ap) M4 dist(CLCr) < dist(C,CH M C€G_CP 5 B
L, eG_C,

3L G_CP B G_C" HALf 1A, 7 5 414 R 4 [l 4 i — 4
SVM, Jf N BA SRS, 1 AMEF 45 R G_CY & R ECR T
L C*M =G CP /e TR 5 C™¥ = G_CY AT T

A7 AR 2K (LoD 7 AN T CP R CY ) 3 38 4 80 8 S 1 L 3 HL
C"=G_C M T] C™ = G_C A T

5. A HTA K AN ZEH A T 45 5 R

BPT-HS 523 3 1Y, B4 51 % | 2 %) I b A 7 5 1
AT #E AT /NE) 28 8] B A 85 o k. X — A
K 2532508, BPT-HS fFF E il 4k K—1 A48 %, W
AL T o 33X e 43288 2 R AL 5 el B0 TH AR A5 B A 8 S T AL
SVM, e gt 4 & [ ASFEA  BPT-HS Ry [R] 52 2% FE

R
Terrus =O0mKD+OL(K—1—m)KI* ],
m=0,1,-,K—1 (11)

o K2 X m AN KE SR K—1—m 4> SVM, 4%,
SVM ) Il Zx B 1] &5 8 1, 0 A B8 A A9 — S 40 1 A
ST, X RS H KA K/2 A SVM # 3 8, H
BT T R 58 B L A 25 A A E AT M 43 2K A PR R
A



55 5 3]

Vo ZE A — PP TR G W A5 I 19 2 26 3085 AL Rk 223

4 KBWERKRSH

S 8 AN oE B YR S Ok PR AN BPT-HS M TERE . %
ERHI R E 1 P, H o vehicle, segment, letter 3 4~ $ &
£k B Statlog™, H Ay 5 MEEE K H UCT?Y ., Xt F 4
£ vowel 1 letter, A 3¢ H 2 F LIBSVME™ 45 H 1 Il k4 A
WHRAE . % T HAD 6 A %HE 4 , BELRE o3 g s 43, — 8 43
TN 55— T, S8 — %t — £ 28 SVM fE
Sy R E L 1% 5 B AE SCHR (23] ob B TE 40 43 BT O B A T T
SVM i F i i i sk A, BT S B0 8o 1. B S 80R
K 1/ dim(dim RRYERE) HEES B E R 10 °, HLAR IR
7 :15-3230M CPU 2. 60 GHz,4 GB W 7F, Windows8. 1 #:{E
/%/Lc

R LR B 4

Table 1 Datasets used in experiments

name = class # training # testing Z dim
iris 3 75 75 4
wine 3 88 90 13
glass 6 105 109 10
vowel 11 528 462 10
sensorless 11 29249 29260 48
vehicle 4 422 424 18
segment 7 1155 1155 19
letter 26 15000 5000 16
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Table 2 Accuracy and model structure of BPT-HS

name BPT-HS 1-Vs.-1 SVM # hyperplanes  #SVM
iris 94.37% 94.37% 0 2
wine 100. 00 % 100.00% 0 2
glass 65.14% 59.63% 2 3
vowel 77.92% 80.87% 3 7
sensorless 72.06% 74.71% 4 6
vehicle 67.92% 70.28% 1 2
segment 90.56 % 90.82% 2 4
letter 77.58% 82.28% 8 17
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Table 3 Training time and testing time
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Training time Testing time
name BPT-HS 1Vs. 1SVM  BPTHS 1 Vs 1SVM
iris 3.82 0.85 0.15 0.52
wine 5.98 0.87 0.41 1.50
glass 7.90 12.68 0.71 1.77
vowel 26.98 57.42 0.36 25.94
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vehicle 22.04 23.85 20. 81 23.47
segment 100. 30 157.55 31.04 88.83
letter 1374.72 1.11x10* 259.18 1.18x 10"
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