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Abstract: In multi-label learning, feature selection is an effective method to deal with high-dimensional
data problems and improve classification performance. However, most of the existing feature selection
algorithms are based on the assumption that the label distribution is roughly balanced, and rarely consider
the problem of unbalanced label distribution. To solve this problem, this paper proposes a multi-label
feature selection algorithm with weakening marginal labels (WML). The algorithm calculates the
frequency ratio of positive and negative labels under different labels as the weight of the label, weakens the
marginal label by weighting method, and integrates the label space information into the process of feature
selection to obtain a more efficient feature sequence, thus improving the accuracy of label description of
samples. The experimental results on several datasets show that the proposed algorithm has certain
advantages. The effectiveness and rationality of the proposed algorithm are further proved by stability
analysis and statistical hypothesis test.
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FEAE B PR OWE Sy — b e 4 T Be bl ) iz 08 A Zhnic 2 S bl Z 20 38 Xl AT TR ST T
LR BRI A, SCHR (8145 & AR 1 AR A 3 2 ) B A 3 S8 BAE BB R U v s SCHR[9 18R ) — b i T
AR B ok U A RRAE PR 5 1k s SCHR[ 1O T ok X 25 ] 27 ) By AR 90, 48 o 17 3 T 3R 50 B 3R s i 2 bRl
FEOETERE 7 VL5 o SR B 1Y RFAE 18 £ 58005 2 802 55 T4 10 40 A - 7 31X — B %, AR T AR 10 A 1 15 [7)
A R P TR BE AR Arts B FRIC A P, AT AR 3 5,8, 11, 13,16, 21 F1 26 AR i 73 413 ¢
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TR AL TR Kb B 4 L AR BT RS P AT IR SR L B 5 R AT R R A R A 1 J M DR Ot T e
B SR A Pedfr it o AnSRAE A3 S B I AAR AR IC AR B, X FEA U RE O B AT B0 2 Hh R fiE 25 8] 4 Ji
LG e, [RIIEXF 43 6 4 1 20 A FE A R IR o H RO H A58 2858  SCER[11 R s 1T — M AP T
SO LR 43 M (Linear discriminant analysis, LDA) B sh 2SR SCHR[ 12 T —Fifg ok — o5
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5 8, 4 = S T o R . X T AR IR A ] OB LARIE 2y 5 1/2 BER A IGO0, B S hrid o0 1 K3
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— AR R EE 500
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Xof 7 b B 2 SRR S A 2 ST i E Y
BOERFESR S T ={1t1, 1o, ts, -+, ,} 0 DFFAEFT N ARICE S L={ 11, Lo, L, -+, L) B m A FRiC T
MR RS L 0T zbric, LIRERA Zbrid. Zhnic il
DataSet={(T,,L)|l<<i<z,T,.€T,L,€L} (1)
e IR DA I RIRE i FEA
1.2 Mg
AR S S X S 56 A R S TR B 1 9 e St L T T 5 2R IEAN F8 451 Average precision (AP), Rank-
ing loss(R1.), Coverage(CV), One error(OE)fl Hamming loss(HL),
WKAE (2, Y ) 1o CROX {1, — 1) 5 ARICEE A A () 230 5 B0 00 BT 45, 1 4k 7 o0
rank (&, [)E{1, 2, -+, L MK 0 pREK 7, (2 ) T 3o
Average precision(AP): i & HF 57 1E 8 191 4 73 %5, B
AP/ e LZ {#lrank (z,, k)< rank,(x,/).kE R}

m 71’R ‘/GR, rank,(x,,/)

K RNFIE T o BIR KARIC S -
Ranking loss(RL): & 4 A M SCARIC I T A AR IE A A5 &L, /P

L
RL(f):E,Z‘R/‘ R|

KPR =Y, =+ 1} MR, ={{Y,=— 1} Fr b L1 £ & 43 il XF N FlAE A oo, AH G T OC 19 28 il 48
AU RN RAEKRIC S ] A ME
Coverage(CV): B 5855 2 2 /025 J7 vl il Jj e A7 1 A DG AR i, B

{(2.4) Irank, (., 0) = rank, (,£).({. k) €R, X R }| (3)

cvurziimwﬁﬂmwawrﬂ (4)
One error(OE): £ 5 f5 i HE ¥ A 10 I AS IE 8 09 19 DR 00, A
f):EZ (Yo, =—1] lL=arg, max fi(z,) (5)
Hamming loss(HL) ﬁf#ﬁﬁ{ﬂ‘MﬂE%ﬂEy&ﬁﬂT$ Fric FAYAEIER LA 00, A
ffz z[h )# Y] (6)

X e SV AE bR B T AP (E, HAL DA H5 bR BN B
1.3 HXEEBS5ERFR
EX AP E%E\Veﬂh,%ﬁﬁik 1’%%%E76fﬁi‘r§ztjt %X%J
ZP Nlog p(x (7)
AP HC )RS d, i o i O AR 0 6] 4
EX 20 MM p(a,y)afnt, H(X,Y )& SN
H(X,Y)==>>"p(x,y)logp(z,y)=H(X)+H(YIX)=H(Y)+H(X]Y) (8)

reXyeyY

TEX B0 Mg RS B X Y R A PR
H(YIX)=— > > p(a,y)logp(ylx) (9)
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TEX AP @i bR SCATA HAE R HXY)
I(X;Y)=H(X)+H(Y)-H(X,Y)=H(X)- H(X|Y)=
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Fig.2 Relationships between information
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HLMEAR W/ S5 LMEFEREN

entropy and mutual information

IML(f3L)= D210 f31) (11)

MI(f50)=00F, IML( £ L)=0, Hod S Ff L 58 @ sr i, 13 BA5 B /s 2, IML( f5 L)
K, [ L ST B
[ H A AR

IML( f;L)=IML(L;f) (12)
IML(f:L)= imm— iH(W) (13)

P 3 AT A : )
IML( f;L)= 2H(Z[) (14)

B L 5E 4l SR BE  IML( f5 L) 3R o 4 AN RE BE 22 A, I B A R AR
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ICf3 O)FRMPIE R SRR . MAEZ PR L 2T, i T8 B bR IC AR AL T (9 2% R A BT 35 (5 BRI A
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2.2 WML & xH#ig

S BIE SN RES RS TS 19k & el N30 P e YOS & s T 1 Rl S I N IR S TaN Ui P S N R N
[ , A 00 o A b, 85 38 AR A ST ) LB v 8 b 4 BOA AUM R, L AR S R 5 55 Ak 1 bR 1 ok i B O AR A
TEAF B, A X R 9 43 A 35 1 48 i A bR e A5 S A5 21 T 5 Ak, DT RS TE T A 10 R R AR il AR 1 R
o E bR e A M AT AR B G A bR E R IE S 2R AR D R AR H I B A, R R X IE bR g dE AT X
Pl A B 45 SAE Sy A AR T AU #E AT A AL B8, 45 3] — 20 AN [m] 31 2 B A RRAE 7 1 o A SR WML 7
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A 2L %4 D

B 4 < HEE IR B BEAE 7 31 R RERoRE
(1) IML = (J; 7
(2) for each f; € F bﬂ&%ﬁggﬁfﬁﬁﬁ)Z@
(3) R=U ¥
MR R BAS BEAT
(4) foreach/, €L = IS 17
(5) FRAJE € 36 AT B PR IE T AAUE o,
(7) *ETEK 17 ﬁﬁﬁ/l\%ﬁf,fxﬁl ?JUTE‘iETE‘]ETﬁ;@ & 3 ;ﬁ{fm’fﬁ@
IML(f; L; Fig.3 Algorithm flowchart
(8) end
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http://mulan.sourceforge.net/datasets.html,
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#x1 SiRICHIESE
Table 1 Multi-label datasets

S B IR PRic A WA
Arts 5000 462 26 2 000 3000
Business 5000 438 30 2 000 3000
Computer 5000 681 33 2000 3000
Education 5000 550 33 2000 3000
Health 5000 612 32 2000 3000
Recreation 5000 606 22 2000 3000
Reference 5000 793 33 2000 3000
Society 5000 636 27 2 000 3000
Yeast 2417 103 14 1499 918

3.2 ZWHER

AR 3C S B ¥ 7 Matlab2016a 32 47, H 4K {4 25 5% 8 Inter(R) Core(TM) i7-7700HQ CPU @
2.80 GHz,8 GB A7, 52 46 it FiT Ay v il 28 48 O B4 3% 38 (9 Windows 10 #4E R 48 [ iz T HA AR
PE HAT VR J7 19 ML-KNNUSIWE S A< S0 SE i 52 56 3 25 4% o

S BT FH GAvE A 4R 3 T B KA 56k Y 8 1 24 1) 453 (Multi-label dimensionality reduction via de-
pendence maximization, MDDMU!) | 3% 58 5k F) FH P R B 52 5K s, AR A0 L 4 R 0E 5 4 10 25 T e KRR DG Mk
Ji I B8 552 B B AR A 9 R AR 25 [B] 5 O T 20 B B0 2 AR 0 AR AIE % B 57k (Pairwise multivariate
mutual information, PMU ) 32 53 2 3l 2o 8 £ 5 45 10 25 0] 505 8 i KRR A SRR IE T4 s 205 4%
AN 2E DU 307 43 2 1) 457 1 38 454 1% (Feature selection for multi-label naive Bayes classification, MLNB?Y),
I B T R DA 3 A B R 3 843 4 B Ry B 2 i SR FH DL e ST 43 2k S B AR AIE 4 B BE T AR A R G
P 1 2 A5 10 FRAF 1% 55892 (Multi-label feature selection with label correlation, MUCO®2?)) | jfif MDDMspc
5 MDDMproj #F 7 % T MDDM 7 52 56 358 B v SR O 2 801 A A [R] 1 2517 X 47 .

3 AoF I i 52 56 T, AR OB R 5 MDDM, PMU #E MUCO %5 J5 #2543 51— 41 FRFAE 7 91 67 I 25 21
ST D AR S 06 o R OB T A 4R AR T AR A B3R IR MILNB 53095 S0 UE 17 A0 ] (R 158 B, AR SCHE B8 47 SE 5 0 7
o () Bl S50 43 2 A ML-KNN, T 78 52 0 ok B2 h i 8 P18 R s= 1A S 2= 10, Sega s Rk
2—6 i o TP EUEARIE A "R N AR A R MR, v T NVERE RS R e B, 5
BEIRTEE, o 7™ 45 Bk (R A 1 B 22 5, AR SCOR I 38 P /KT 596 1 O T 4G B0 30 A7 4303k % L, IR A
kg h e/ FORA SR T/ 22 T X5 B RATHG 5 T 8UT e e~ 58
3.3 ZSWHERSW

(1) 2P E5 R X TIEN 845 AP, 38 28 % b MDDMspe, MDDMproj, PMU,MLNB #l MU -
COX SAE  1E 8 Ma 4 L RETR A Sk B A, (UAE Education R T MUCO5# 0.008 6,
TSR AR BRI 58 AE O MBI AE L 09 T 85 3 B AR AR S HEE S — MU CO S HEAE 5

(2) FR3IPELEEERLZW] XTI 4845 RL A SCHEILAE 9 A B0s 48 v A7 6 4> 5508l 42 25 A0 T At
B, MUCO 3 78 045 4 Education #l Society b HAS SCH 43 5l #2 7 0.003 4 F10.001 6, PMU 5 ik 76
Yeast FAL LA SCEE 70 0.004 4, 4K 4 7 4 45 /A5 1 A SO HES 56 —  MERe L R R 47 .

(3) KAPILIGER R XTI 565 CV, H A 6 A Es 48 9 A0 2 /Y AR SCH I 7E Edu-
cation 1 Society BI04 5 1 L MUCO B30 0.124 7 F10.040 6, Mi 78 Yeast #0408 4 [tk PMU 8%
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K2 BREEAETHUBELNER

Table 2 Results of each algorithm in average precision ( 4 )

Dataset MDDMspc MDDMproj PMU MLNB MUCO WML
Arts 0.507 2 » 0.494 3 » 0.494 4 » 0.4991 0.519 2+ 0.534 8
Business 0.873 6 ¢ 0.873 2+ 0.8754 ¢ 0.871 3« 0.8770 ¢ 0.879 2
Computer 0.634 5 0.628 4 » 0.627 6« 0.639 1« 0.640 3 » 0.6457
Education 0.5389 ¢ 0.542 5 0.546 5« 0.547 8 » 0.5753° 0.566 7
Health 0.6654 0.650 2 » 0.680 2« 0.688 0« 0.6857 ¢ 0.701 8
Recreation 0.4717 0.470 3« 0.436 5 0.479 0 « 0.477 5 0.532 8
Reference 0.6126 ¢ 0.6106 ¢ 0.616 9« 0.623 4« 0.630 1 0.634 4
Society 0.561 5 0.568 1+ 0.588 1« 0.589 4 « 0.593 9 ¢ 0.5951
Yeast 0.721 3 » 0.7210 ¢ 0.747 3 » 0.7355 ¢ 0.7350 ¢ 0.747 8
Average 0.620 7(0) 0.617 6(0) 0.623 7(0) 0.630 3(0) 0.637 1(1) 0.648 7(8)

®3 BHEEHMBREENER

Table 3 Results of each algorithm in ranking loss ( v )

Dataset MDDMspc MDDMproj PMU MLNB MUCO WML
Arts 0.152 1+ 0.155 5 0.152 7 0.154 2« 0.150 4 « 0.143 1
Business 0.042 2 » 0.042 2 » 0.041 3« 0.0419 0.040 3 » 0.040 2
Computer 0.0916 ¢ 0.093 4 « 0.094 1+ 0.0910 0.089 6« 0.089 5
Education 0.0914 0.092 4 » 0.0911- 0.092 2« 0.085 6 ° 0.089 0
Health 0.066 3 * 0.069 8 » 0.063 8 » 0.064 1« 0.060 8 « 0.059 2
Recreation 0.183 8 ¢ 0.1859 ¢ 0.1955 0.187 9 « 0.1857 0.167 4
Reference 0.088 8 » 0.088 9« 0.086 8« 0.088 9 « 0.086 5 ¢ 0.084 0
Society 0.150 0 ¢ 0.148 4 » 0.144 2 » 0.1456 ¢ 0.1416° 0.143 2
Yeast 0.1990 ¢ 0.204 1+ 0.178 6 ° 0.187 1« 0.190 9 » 0.1830
Average 0.118 4(0) 0.120 1(0) 0.116 5(1) 0.117 0(0) 0.114 6(2) 0.111 0(6)

*4 BHEEBSZELHER

Table 4 Results of each algorithm in coverage ( ¥ )

Dataset MDDMspce MDDMproj PMU MLNB MUCO WML
Arts 5.4740 5.56553 ¢ 54917~ 5.504 0~ 5.4187 - 5.2137
Business 2.346 0 « 2.3303 ¢ 2.3187 2.348 3« 2.2687 ¢ 2.2600
Computer 4.398 7 o 4.4437 ¢ 4.501 3« 4.3740 4.348 7 ¢ 4.306 0
Education 3.898 7 ¢ 3.920 3 « 3.8990 3.918 3« 3.6930° 3.817 7
Health 3.5057 3.621 7« 3.4070- 3.416 3« 3.3153 ¢ 3.242 3
Recreation 4.940 3 » 4.947 0« 5.136 7« 4.9953 ¢ 5.0033 4.5847
Reference 34390 3.446 0« 3.366 0 34313« 3.3580 ¢ 3.28717
Society 5.842 3 ¢ 5.8000 5.660 3 ¢ 5.7390 - 5.6107° 5.6513
Yeast 6.8137 6.818 1« 6.4913° 6.692 8 ¢ 6.6057 6.6318

Average 4.517 6(0) 4.542 5(0) 4.474 7(1) 4.491 0(0) 4.402 5(2) 4.332 8(6)
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®5 BHEEI-HERLHER

Table 5 Results of each algorithm in One error ( ¥ )

Dataset MDDMspc MDDMproj PMU MLNB MUCO WML
Arts 0.634 0 0.648 7« 0.653 7 0.643 3« 0.613 7 ¢ 0.588 0
Business 0.128 7 » 0.128 0 = 0.122 7« 0.1317- 0.120 7 » 0.1190
Computer 0.440 3 » 0.4490 0.446 7 « 0.4320 0.4330 0.4270
Education 0.6100 ¢ 0.597 3 » 0.592 0« 0.582 7 0.5520° 0.5650
Health 0.427 0+ 0.440 3 » 0.408 0 » 0.394 7« 0.401 3« 0.3800
Recreation 0.679 3 ¢ 0.6827 0.7210 ¢ 0.664 3« 0.667 0 ¢ 0.597 7
Reference 0.484 3 » 0.488 7« 0.486 7« 0.470 3 » 0.463 7+ 0.456 0
Society 0.495 3 ¢ 0.481 3 0.459 3« 0.454 0 0.453 3 ¢ 0.448 0
Yeast 0.259 3 » 0.252 7 0.2331° 0.256 0« 0.252 7+ 0.242 9
Average 0.462 0(0) 0.463 2(0) 0.458 1(1) 0.447 7(0) 0.439 7(1) 0.424 8(7)

®6o BHEEBHRIELENER

Table 6 Results of each algorithm in Hamming loss ( ¥ )

Dataset MDDMspc MDDMproj PMU MLNB MUCO WML
Arts 0.060 7 o 0.061 2+ 0.061 5 0.061 2+ 0.060 5 ¢ 0.058 8
Business 0.027 7 » 0.027 7 » 0.027 3 » 0.028 3+ 0.027 3 » 0.027 1
Computer 0.040 6 » 0.040 6 ¢ 0.041 3« 0.040 1+ 0.040 7 o 0.0387
Education 0.042 6 » 0.042 2 » 0.040 9 » 0.040 5+ 0.0401° 0.040 7
Health 0.044 1+ 0.0456 * 0.044 6 « 0.041 5 0.044 4 « 0.040 2
Recreation 0.062 0 ¢ 0.061 6 ¢ 0.063 3 * 0.061 1+ 0.060 8 » 0.058 6
Reference 0.032 2 0.0311- 0.0306 ¢ 0.029 6+ 0.0309 = 0.028 9
Society 0.058 0 ¢ 0.057 7 » 0.056 1 0.0559 ¢ 0.054 5° 0.0557
Yeast 0.2209 » 0.224 6+ 0.208 9« 0.208 0 » 0.2090 ¢ 0.202 8
Average 0.065 4(0) 0.065 8(0) 0.063 8(0) 0.062 9(0) 0.063 1(2) 0.061 3(7)

0 0.140 5, 4% SCHvE 78 AUHAb Ir G S35 3047 %0 BB, O S BUs 46 A 6 4 i A, 7 A B aE 4R 1 44 9
B =, M AE CV Y 45 R 2 55—

(4) RSP LI ZEIRRY] X TIFM 848 OF , A SCHEAE 708 4 1 H 45 1 & i/, MUCO &
1L 7E Education #0848 B H AR SCE 80 T 0.013 0, PMU B vk H AR SCE VL TE Yeast 06 42
>0.009 8, 7843 R WA T A SCHE L A PL B | I FLAE #5200 4 1 - 2 45 1 E IR HEZ 56—

(5) ROEPLIEERFY A HL b AR SCRIEE O BIRE A 740 50, X R T A SCRIL W
RE AR B g, i A SC AL VR B AN AE Education A Society B4l 4 L F b (6 F MUCO 53k | [ AE 78 3 45
AR —

25 E AR AR SCHE 9 AR R S A 5 PR e AR b HEAT 1 R S X B WML 1A % A B
PEAT T HRAE . 7E S5V FRAR [ A SCHE T A WML S K 2 8Os 5 EAHED 5 — 7 H A AU SRt 45
P JERTH , F A SRR T Y00 2500 Z AR C AR e PR Rk o Wi R R e A SO 72 70 % 18 T hRic gy
A AN TR R 5i 2ok RN R AR IC T IR SbR i B E S iZ AR MAUE L iz HIA 5 ik 55 A b 12 25 (8] Hh Y
G AR, R EEF] AR S0 55 A OC R R Al 5 A 10 5 FR R A9 DGR 1 5 BRI AE O/ B8 IR 25080 4R v RR Ak 25 (]
14 J5 ek A PR B BT K AR A TR AR I B T AR AR e R B v, AT A S R IR E
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