ISSN 1004-9037,CODEN SCYCE4 http://sjcj. nuaa. edu. cn
Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2,Mar. 2016, pp. 315—324 E-mail: sjcj@nuaa. edu. cn
DOI:10. 16337/j. 1004-9037. 2016. 02. 011 Tel/Fax: +86-025-84892742
© 2016 by Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

ETTEHTHNNEAMSEZLIER R

&g X&ERY ORRK

. M RN R BN % 5 TR A BE REA, 5410045 2. A R 2% 7 P 0] 5 40 0F B A SE R = R AR
541004 ;3. W B W 24 BETTHE B » K ¥, 410205)

B E:ANEABMIEBEMNTHRMIR P> XBEABZRALRET —HENTLETAML RS
HEBERA>EGEE — AT E 24 R B AR £ N % (Conceptual clustering and predic-
tion through main feature extraction, MFCCP), MFCCP i@ it #+ A RE M A Kt T ZHIER Ha B
THEFEARNEL BRG RS ,/J%/‘#%/@}éﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂa‘i%ﬁ—-/‘/\%% JF 1% # Hoeflding & % X,
BMERGEN S REABTENHAEER S URGAMBSEBYRAERA, E3IAKBEE LY LR
%% :MFCCP £ 4 € & m—ﬁ%%*ﬁ%}i’%iéﬁ >R EA R TSRS R B A A BT A RS
o AR BT R 4 A adk Fik, B MFCCP i A T R & T AMA R B R BAEITH £,
X8R TAMAZS; T 2R Hm B F 4038 8 ; Hoeffding REF X

hESES: TPISI MHEFREE A

Algorithm of Recurring Concept Drift Based on Main Feature Extraction
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Abstract: Recurring concept drift is one of the sub-types of concept drift. In recurring concept drift detec-
tion, it is very important to represent concepts and select the most appropriate classifier to classify. We
propose an algorithm, conceptual clustering and prediction through main feature extraction (MFCCP),
for classifying data stream with recurring concept drifts. MFCCP can recognize recurring concepts by
computing the differences of main features and impact factors of different batches of samples. It main-
tains a classifier for each concept and monitors the classification accuracy to select classifier according to
hoeffding inequality in order to enhance the ability of adapting to concept drift. The experimental results
over the three datasets illustrate that MFCCP achieves better classification accuracy, adapts faster to con-
cept drift, and detects concept drift more accurately than the other four algorithms on the data streams
with recurring concept drifts, and therefore, MFCCP is apt to classify data stream without recurring con-
cept drift.

Key words: recurring concept drift; main feature; impact factor; data stream; hoeffding inequality

EE&TB :ERA KRB (61363029,61540053) W BT H 57 78 X BL 20158 55 £ AR I & CHERL 0 14124005-2-1) % B350 B 5 W 7
AR RN L 3500 BRI (2011RS4073) BE B0 H 5 ) P {5 B A 25 R0 (YB408) BE B i H
Y75 B H#9:2015-05-20; 1T B #8: 2015-07-21



316 HERE LS L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2, 2016

51

il

“ME S EERS” — 1 i1 Schlimmer 1 Granger 78 1986 4F 15 Y Hh o 48 16 A [A) I 1) B A= iE 6 19 73 A &
AT AR AR X B T AT A 2 Hh RO T R s e R 2 G 7 A M AR S AT A 2 A A A
ST . B ECE T RS BRSNS E R IT R T — RIS AR SCERL 2~ 9 T & A £
ELR T E WA AR TS . CE B EER R EERS A — M 48 B A A e
K T R 2 T B AEL S B A B ) S RE W s o A A s 3 S 2 ) A v BE — PP 7 RS T e ) Bt
Xt B 3 S A2 1 18 ST R 23 S S AR A X TS AL IEAE SR LAY FH o 56 340 1A B 47 23 WA Dy 1E R R A L T
2 TP AR A e b A S A 2 I R A 2 B 3 4 T Y LA RS i T AR T e AR I S 2 R X U
ol =5 LD HS A7 N R TR G S Sy T MR A S mT o R o A B ) A P AR S R S
HE,

SR A S B TP M A B AR B (H R O A P VI R 1 43 2K O 1 AR A 2 B A A T e
B RE A EA MG, i ek O sh s n ok MR AR S A T IH
M43 26 i o 0K A Ak B R IARE A I A 108 AT U P 2 5 BONT T AR A A3 I AR L A R ME R R AR . 7E
A 3 IME A VR I SR BTG AR JLORME R - (D Y A E A I A SRR Ay S AR I R AL L B
5 A S A 0 11 AR o T A WU AL o b e DA PRI oo 114 4 S ME A 58 5 (2) ) o SR S B A I a0 20T LA i
T X RAEAE & TF A7 At o SR AE M 9 X T T B W A M R AR T 5 i A i 72 O o L ST IR RT BE e ik

ST & MTEE T AS Tr) A Ak 38 o B0 ME 8 VA B L SR D14 ) P I R AR R 670 5 AR 11 453 448 R FiE B
AN TR Y B0 R AEFEAS 7 @ A 5 SCHRL 19 1482 s 1y o5 2 ~J 4 3 1% (Meta-learner . MET A) I SCHR[ 20 ] 4@
Hh A B S RS HE L (Recurring concept drift framework, RCD) H FIREAS (4 457 Ak 4 O 5 &R 1)) SR Ak
FEAS I T8 HE 2 s SCHR 10 ] $2 H A9 A & ) & &5 ( Conceptual clustering and prediction, CPP){ifi f#f A 28
S bR 45 5 B — R RFAIE 22 ] B R 36 56 28 FRAEAE AR i Ja8 ABE A 5 SR (15 ~ 18 1%y B30 7k D) 05 A1) T AR A< 91l 2 14 4
K RIEFEA T B & .

CCP & " i = B A8 2 A 7E T FIME & 17 4 (Conceptual vector, CV) R MEM L ME&. &
Ta] i p A AR AR E 5 28 031 T P MO 48 O AR A T e g A B T A g AR ) B A [ B Bk 0 i A
A& I 2 (E] B R L O S BOE Y B LR LA T R A TR R R . SCRRCI0 38 i T —FhiE A& T H M
MR A B ) LAY 43 FEHESR CCP, R A G 3 343 (D e R 5. T8 — AR AR 55 0 o0 M & 1) 25 (2)
B EURRAE . TR AL 1 i R — 5 (DI X e . BB E T IR — M A
ARG A ) o SCHRCT0 B (o ABE A o a8 35 ] 7 3 S0 MG A 2 A5 (] AT, (L% 32 B30 2 7 e 40 3 2 g
PF 5 AR AE — SR 2 - (D R IR RS B A I 25 B 52 3 W 7S 0 520 o 20 A A R AE 1) 248 5OAR v B, W 75 i
T I 22 00 23 o R Y bU EE L 45 B TR VA W P T ) 22 0 5 M TR AR 1 B 22 0 . (2D WO B AR A 2R
Sl B RE AIE 1) 22 0 25 BT N o S S b R T R A 43 2 1) i 7R KA I TR B S AT D BURRAIE 23 5 e RE A
P9 2 T3] 4 A 5 R R A S 03] 1) AR5 AE 25 T TE PN 2 2 AR S T A R U 3 AR FR X . ) A . CCP 5 1k A B i
FI A RE S 14T T ARE s P A D O S X o 2R A o MR I SR B A R AR Y A A W AR A
7 BB A A M 4 BT Ja AR DR AN B B 2 S BOE S Y R AE S HE T DT S R A O3 2N HE A L T
BRI BT 11 23 T B ME A BE A% By 3R i, JC HAE 2 DB B R T2 T 23 36 mURE AR 73 R T 38 K
it R AR

FEXF LA B A SCHR M T — Aol B T 3 SRR i ) B B ARE % PR AL A0 3R 1k (Conceptual clustering
and prediction through main feature extraction, MFCCP) , iZ %8 ¥k MEEAS B A B9 R AE 4 A 158 BN 28 1) 52
i) 5 KA — R A RRAE AR AE 2 BERRAE , R 32 ZE AR AE B L A AR 28 01 %9 5 i SR 1 S5 AS [ B A 4 iy X iz R



B FRT IR ARG EAME RS LRI K 317

Al A A EE R LRI R T R A TSRS . S5 AN O T AR DB A DR TR AR SCHR R
PN T 0 g B B OR 7 0 T R M 2 1) i AT BB A8 A G N g B /N T T AR R 2 i 2K ) T
Tl A L 5 3 2 A St 70 9 AT 1 155 70 S e X 4B 2 A% 19 0 L 1

1 MFCCP &%

MFCCP 51 32 2438 1 TR AR Ry B 28 B0 A 9 288 3 28 In] A0, A 1 R AIE B 2600 A 1 B 0 G ol B
(B X TR AR S3 Se )l 27 @ EAFAEME N 1 2R 55 ¢ AEReAE XS I 9 3m) HE BRTE BG 5 BR 40 v, S 0 R oR A
FEAE . JE0NA 1 RN IEH BRAT . 0 FoR BB o (R BEHEAS R AE 4E 50 Ry no AR SO SC—Fiogr i) E A& 1)
2= (202, 5000z, om) P m FOR MR E 0 Bl o DREARFEALTTR .2 G=1,2, . n) R — P =4k 1)
(a2 eze) s O 2 ORI m ADFEAR TS  QERRAEEC 1 BN 1 MREARNG =, RIR X m AHE
AR R 1 H 2R O BIREAR A B = RN G  AERRAEMH O 1 AR A B

R T A BEASTRIRE A B 0 L ) ME A i TR AR A ST R BRRAE S e . S RRE
SRy R A 2 S A A DR R i ) ARAAE R R 28 50 14 52 el P 2 0 PR (Tmpact factor, TF) R TFLIJR RS
ERRAEAE O 1 BPAEAR G 1 5 0 SR . AUy

IF[i]:P(yZI | x;=1)— P(y=0 | z,=1)=
(P(y=1,2;,=1)—P(y=0,2,=1)) /P(x; =1) = (2y — 2zp) /2s @)

TE MR A 43 28 v B A Hy T R — AN REAE 1) 7 R B O B R T RS A2 3 2 3 I A7 P ABE R 25 ).
B /N R AE AT AT £ A FRAE 14 52 M0 B 1~ 46 %0 (5 2 A0, 07 0 AR5 0E 14 52 i R 446 X6 B 2 A 98 26 LA
b WU R AN AR AE B A 2O 8 ] X I Y 3R R .

MFCCP i # .0 TS M S R 2K, RRL B FZW & 3 MF . (1) convertToConceptVec
B T — A 4 % N A HE & 1) i1 5 (2) findSameConcept A3 I T AR SRR M2 [F— %
A1 5 (3) addConcept Vee 583 HI T & I W01 Ja8 [] — HE & 114 ABE 22 o) 3t

MFCCP #| & ¥ convertToConceptVec 13 24 {ij #£ A 42 By 5F 57 i HE & 1m) & . A 3 2 findSame-
Concept THAFFREM S 1 it 5 ORI =LA H &Sm0 28 78 A so/h 25 8D T EE
DI by 25 i A A B J T B A & A F 581 addConceptVee BE T 5 H 22 5 B2 dre /0N (8 8 280 1) o 5 45 J0) Ay
MEEAE R T A M S m R 2 S EE ST,

&% 1 convertToConceptVec()

WA — AR

By A S N N ) A A e

(DI FFEAR L P REALCR m R AELEEL 75

(2)for i=1 to n KK AT LR : (O FE  4ERF AR 1 HEH 0 1 REARE =05 (D) IHRSS
HERFAEME N 1 H 2R 0 BIREARANEE 205 (O TS « ERFIEMERN 1 REAREE 24,

(IR EIMEE M E Z= (2,2, 50052, ,m) o

&% 2 findSameConcept()

WA TS EES CVS — DR E R & curCV; H{EH 0€[0,1],

it CVSH 5 curCV g [F —# &It R RG] index 8 —1(—1 £/x CVS PATELEY curCV &
[Fi] — 1B 2 1) MR A o )

(DX T ERFEN curCV K& CVS ity 4 A HE A& ) & AR IRAT B R Ca~ e o DATH 53 4 A A ) £ %)
N FE B ARRAE S 32 B AR A 1 5 e [

Ca) B 3 B A5 A 2506 2 OO ARE G 1) 2 08 7 1) R A B00EE 19 1 00 R AR AE S i IR 158 05 (b T3 &
TR E R ] T TFL] = (2 — 20D /20 5 (o) M3 45 45 AE 4 5% i IR 1 14 4 5o {8 N R B0 /N HE I L 75



318 HERE LS L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2, 2016

FIHER 5 AR AR 43 s (D B MU /IS & B A BT & AR5 AE A9 52 0 D1 7 46 0 (L 2 i o A R A ) 52 [ 7
2 X {E Z AN 9820 LA s Ce) E # T & AN RFAE A1 Dy AR 22 1 45k X B2 A 2 AR (R AT 2 B A R B L
AT
(2) X F CVS B — A A i) e AR Y37 A curCV g = SR AE A B0 L B 33 1 A ABE 78 1) X o
{1 = Z AL 19 5 5 T REAE 9 B0k 40 B AE TN A CNLE L DN=TN—2X CN,
DN

DF, :m 2

DF, = > (| IF, [i ]—IF, [i]|) /(2 X CN) (3
[ISE'+ S

DF =a X DF, + (1 — ) X DF, (4)

KH.q, DF,, DF,, DF€[0,1],

(I AT A 155/ DF H f9 fc/MA DF,., SO0 R B A8 & 17 S 72 CVS H & 5] index, J|#f DF,,. 5
BIME 0 BIR /. 25 /NT 0, W%t indexs &0 i iy — 1,

&% 3 addConceptVec ()

BN PR E  A

il A E RS

U P A A 28 1) 32 1) B — X 7 43 52 A 0 B Ry 45 3 )5 A & )

(2)3& M5 9 J5 i A& 10 /& .

A P MFCCP 2 B i iR 4nF

(ORI S ) RS KRB EG RS REHRA LR, MEnEESHFRES S
XoF 17 P ARE 2 1) o 4 AR A B F T R A5 A M A X B 1 0 28 o 6 T A M A 2 LR A X B 1 — A R
A=A 2R .

(2) WU AFEAS . B 5058 — AR B Y B0 B30 017 50 28 A A REAR 28 MBI S5 . Y iy
AR AR NI R AR A T kBRI T T 0 28 Y AT REAS 1 43 28 g L LA S A5 R AR O e 4 0y R A R LT
B MMERE . A2 1 AHE D MEEARE T o 04 2888 R Ml L BE LSS I 428 . & Bk AR AR A 5K
Nosw B EEEUAE M EE R AR (3) ,sw LB HR/N w il 1/ N(N=2,3,4-) 1%,

)RR K sw DHEA PR S {40 2888 AT 58 5 - W7 2R RE A A BOR & 0 0 10 K/ B B0 As . 45
ST UL B R () s BWEE R AL BR (2) . BARGITANT A 532 sw NFEAR 5 K15 30 Lo R AR iy B S22 51 L
ALY I 43 24 45 X Ik AR A1 43 R UER 2 ace. X T A 43 S IR AR S O AF XTI Y I sl ME A % histAce, B
SAREEA SRR LA ENREAR S B, A curHistAce 378 Y HT 40 28 48 109 7 5 fE o 26, 75
curHistAcc—ace™e, W /3 404 A o 0045 40 2585 43 BT sw ADREAS 40 288, IF 18 B4 208 M 0 2K B o I
Iy A4 AE R M AT 4> K48 e AU MEE i Hoeffding A 45 0 2"

Hoeffding A~ %5 2RI FEHLAS & X, oo yX”HﬁH\??%UﬂB 1948 55 1 53 A Bernoulli(p) , W X AT &% >
0.F

P(B— X, >e) < e’ (5)

A X, =n 2 X,
ﬁés%%%ﬁuﬂ B IE 5 5 IRMAA S R o3 A AR Y AR AR 5 R AR 2 e 4y 2K AR TR —
WE A B PR 0. 05, BRI RS W AR F A9 curHistAcce 5 ace B K2E{E N
= /In 0.05/(—2n) 6)
Ko BUE A swicurHistAce M2 T2 (5) 1 E Brace M1 TR () X, .
() B B TR A1 11 B AE A 38 47 3 30 ME 2 TS0 A U R 0 A 0 2 SR o A A 1) ik B S R R AR AR



B FRT IR ARG EAME RS LRI K 319

B Y FT 2K AT R AL R (2) . BRI N B 5B AIH convertToConceptVee 5 6 4
I AR A B 4 S 8 ] 5. ] curConceptVee 75 5 48 J5 il i findSameConcept 575 M T R 17 1Y 1 &
[ AP K Y curConceptVee J& ] —#E 2 I HME 2 i) B, #r findSameConcept 1% [B] 45 5 index i —1,
FR YTt DR R T RS WK curConceptVee iIn AME G 1] & 5 G I F AT 25 5 %0 HARE A I 2543 26
i B I A3 284 0 D7 s HE R % histAce FIRG 250 80k 1 5 H W8 — S M REAR B p, WRIEH 0.8 )5
TMARBRES  H I RBRAE N S A A5 index AEF — 1, FRYATHE OHEARE T EIHAK
& 5 3 addConceptVee L F A curConceptVee BB & ) & 5 & o R 51 24 index M8 A& 1] &,
targetClf (targetClf £/R KA EA PRI index B 732K 48 73 Y 1T 6 1AL A 2] 43 K WEH K acc,
A targetCU 1Y Iy 50 1 2R

newHistAcc=p,/(p, + w) X oldHistAcc + w/(p, + w) X acc
K 1 :oldHistAce 2y targetCl Ji Jy 50 fERf 2 5w S 80 11 K/ BB targetCH 9 p, S p, 0 E w0, HYHT
& AT targetCU, FFRE H BN 151 73 26 4% o
2 EBEHH
2.1 iFMiRE

H T WA MFCCP B3k A 8 AR SCR A T 4 B aEMN FR 4 < (1D HET 28 (Accuracy) . BT A IEH# 70 28
B RE ARG (5 SRR AR B B LL ] . (2) ¥ 1 28 (Precision) . T 43 1F B 43 2 19 1E B BE A B0 (5 42 2K R IF
B AR BRI ] . (3D A I Z (RecalD o B 1L 4325 19 16 61 AE A B0 4 8 15 6 46 8 B0 19 B 6
(DO FERF (Time) o X — > B0Hl 5 HEAT 2% > M43 25 0 B E ] LA s R B p
2.2 ZWHEHE

AT 3 A EEE .

51BN elist dataset™ 155 1 500 ASHRCEREAR EFAEZE SR 913, % K0d SR BB T 1/ —
FAAEAS [v) B[R] B % i — 2 U R L R AR R R 2y R A Kk 3 A, Hd s 1~300,
601~900,1 201~1 500 PHEA B T [F] — Wk & F o FH P 0 2 24 1) 32 UJgR % 8 L T X6 K 25 F0 48 3K i) 32
ANIERL R 5 55 301~600,901~1 200 PNHEAFR 7R F P X K 28 FH B Bk 1 2 Rk 4 B L i %o 1 24 7y 32 A Jek
MM,

552 B0 A 2 He ROSCHR (23 1rh M B 2 iy SR ) SEA dataset, FEA B 3 600 P EEA, FRAE
HeHOH 10 B ERAAEME N 0 3 1,38 3 M-S BB & T 100, X4 f+ o+ + f<y(f, R
FEAS TSR ¢ AERFAED B2 5000 1, 2R 5108 0, Hrp 5 1~600,1 801~2 400 MFEAJE A& 1:7=1;
% 601~1200,2 401~3 000 MEEARTE THEZ 2:.7v=5;% 1 201~1 800,3 001 ~3 600 PMEEAE T HE 3.
=7,

55 3 AN B4 spam dataset fG3R TN EIUBE R RS 19 Bl . O SCHRL 10 M Spam Assassin Collec-
tion 4 U F) MR R BCHE B L b 9 300 MREAS A 499 4EJR k.

2.3 XttEEZE

BN 2SN AL £ B4 25 44 v (Dynamic weighted majority, DWM) Y AR 77 1 ANl 24 40 FE B8 41 AR 1 46 3%,
Gr A H A J3 S 4 AR K AR B8 1053 28 45 43 208 IR A 19 28 01 3 3 A 43 28 AR S e s . 2
BAAS 3 4 O S 1R B R /N AU I /S T 005 1 15 (L B Al 5 A DL 1 43 2 4 B I 43 28 2 o
FEBR s AR LA 245 0 AR IR BB M 40 A5 i S LIAUE 1 B AR AT 2885 P . YARIBURE A 1y L 55 2
SJE S PR T B A B3 25 4% o AR SCSE IR T S 80 B OCHR (24 i 8 (B=10.5,0=0. 01, p=1) , K43 K 4%
A Naive bayes,



320 HERE LS L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2, 2016

META B—MEFIordHmmE L., Bk i adid0 MW Z, Levelo JZ2# Normal Classifier I
Levell JZ# Referee. LevelO JZ 73 4% HIK FUMAE A KR 45 AR LevelO 73 B IE# . W Levell FEAKRAE A
CETLEBRN R, Levell Rr KA IR EFER FIER Level0 E 43R AR T —MAEAM 2K, Bk
TRAE T A C LS ) Levelo Hl Levell J2 732 &% . 24 J5UA 19 B & A2 ) LI, & A7 fiff 19 23 2K 4% 8 B
PR A o A SCIE 0 v S 80 BSCHRL 19 Ji8 & (0=0. 7) . H 43 26 4% S Naive bayes,

RCD 58 1 O A7 5 BE A X 7 1) 43 26 s S HLI R A L 3 5 e 28 I B8 A Il 7 125 (Drif ¢ detection meth-
od, DDMD) > | i J& 45 & A4 A A IR %, 24 DDM A6 W 31 8E & 585 5 ) F Al 2 58 11 O vk 40 08 244 i E 2 J2 5
JE TR A . T DU SR X LAY 43 2 e o OB A M R A TR ORI S Z N — A e A
7 30 S B T S B BRSOk (20 138 B (R s=0. 01, 6b=200, t=200, k=5) , K432 38 Fy 45 & AN 2 DL 037 119
Heffding # ( Heffding tree with Naive Bayes. HTNB),

CCP FYEAE 43 28 20 T v 20— 5 HACiE A A 119 288 300 3 RIS 32 B30 vk R T ¢ e o 500F 32 41t 1 A I S i
PO ME & e s AL X A MR U — A>3 26 1 R T SR 2R B FI M B AR A 1 — A R R B T A
MOME S . A8 T DU 0T IO Y A A B Ay 28 s o DR B AR DU R AE TR R O S Z R — A g
Fen o AL P SHCE I SCIRL10 B & (RD 3 AN B &b 20 i 0=4.0=2.5,0=0.6) . 3L /3 K &N
Naive bayes,

MFCCP fE elist dataset F IS EE N w=50, sw=25,0=0.3,0=0.6, HEAWITEEEL LS
BEE N w=100, sw=20,a=0.3,0=0.6,3:/r254% N Naive bayes,

2.4 RRERESHIH

o T AR A KDLV 9 B 7 % [ 1 i T MECCP 15 CCP 7 elist dataset 71 SEA
dataset | {03 1) i 3G B AR . K] 1 Ca~h) rhoBl A bR 7R A 1] B Y 5, AR AR R R A G ) R
5 W AL BR AR [R) A A G 1) B R T R — R e FROR B H R/ . WKL T Al LUE H : MECCP 764
i) K/ B 10 25 0T G AN [) B0 4 B AR B 5€ 4% 1E B 1 DX 23 1 8 —F AS i) M A2 1 1) o % J@ A 7] 48
& AL 1 e R B W] — AR b s T CCP 7R 31X P A B dk B b o) Al 1) o i) SRS 45 SR A A BAR, B K R
T[] — A A 1 o) i 2R BAS (W] 2 L BOR K B TS R A ) i SR B[R] — A . X b g R U i i il BB
BRI 1 J7 3 RE A5 T o 6 b DX o3 A AR 2 T IR P E A .

T oy MECCP (9 7y VR B, 3% 1~3 XFH 7 A5 Sb 4 Bk 5 B AE elist dataset, SEA dataset
il spam dataset FHJIPRUEF R . O T FRARSL IR S5 R B BEBLYE A SCKE elist dataset $2 A ) S5 )5 0
X053 5 A Kt P A T ) — WG A 25 B Pz ) i B A HE R R AT A G S AR 12 0y B AR L B
M AT PR A AN SEB B AT 12 K. 5 Ah AR SCBEMLAE BT 100 £y SEA $dis 5 . & i B0 A9 5 47
PRAFAAS SR H A 100 I, AR 1~3 AT LUA 78 elist Bdi 5 1 SEA B 4 1, BRis 47 i ) 4, MEF-
CCP B AL T Ho Al 4 Fp 535 5 78 spam £dfE 46 b MECCP 72 o iy 58 FURS 0 28 0F M 35 b5 B R I EcAr . A1
I F CCP,MFCCP 7EHI 3 454 ¥R AF i T HBE R A, I LU T A G — sl X 3
AL AT AE Bl T DWM 304 5 B i 5 2 W 9, D 7E 5 S S B AR A R 4R elist AN
SEA 43R BERR AR X Ul WA TR - R EHAM S T2, META B IET EE I #M
A& B E ARSI A S I R TR E ) AR | A SRR AS 2R G (AN Gl T g A TR
A KRR AE 4370 JL-T- A28 (R 2 IR A I BB 46 L T elist dataset 12X S AU (9 %54 . (R it META £
clist dataset F/rRME 2. RCD 7E 3 N Eudl B R BLAR R 22 . & H o RCD 7E W B M L FEAS 2 &5 )& T
[) — M G I 25 1 T RRAE 4R 1 23 A P OO AL, B R AR S SRR I ROR 0 2%2

K 2~4 493 m DWM,META,CCP,RCD #1 MFCCP 5 fh 8B ik 1E elist dataset, SEA dataset D) )¢



T R OF AT BRI TSRS Ak 321
4t
B2 XYY XYY YY) w3k ceo0so ccccoe
%1 [ec0 00O 000000 00000 ﬁz [ eecee eocsee 0000
%1 e
13579 11131517192123252729 1357 911131517192123252729

(a) w=50BFyMFCCPEelist dataset [ & [ B RBLE R

BMEREFS

LR )

(b) w=50lFCCP7Eelist dataset_I- (il & [ B KL R
(a) CV clustering result of MFCCP over elist dataset with w=50 (b) CV clustering result of CCP over elist dataset with w=50

ﬁz_ . . . . . . ﬁ3 - L] . . . e e
%2 * o e o o )
ﬁl_. - - L L L L d L L
23 B
12345 67 8 9101112131415 123456 7 89101112131415

BMEREFS

BEeRnEFS

() w=100i MFCCPEelist dataset Ly (7 SR LE R (d) w=100R CCP7Eelist dataset I A2 i L T 45 I
(c) CV clustering result of MFCCP over elist dataset with w=100 (d) CV clustering result of CCP over elist dataset with w=100

ﬁ?} F eccoce LYYy} gg i o eecece * ecceo.
L P .
ﬁz r 000000 000000 ﬁs | . .... oo oon
%1 fesocse e®ccce ﬁﬁ:& I ... . .
BRI, e, e,
2 4 6 81012141618202224262830323436 246 81012141618202224262830323436

(e) w=100FfMFCCPZESEA dataset_I- {2 [ B R A 45 1

B REFS

SR EFS

() w=1008F CCPZESEA dataset - (& 17 B R KL R
(e) CV clustering result of MFCCP over SEA dataset with w=100 (f) CV clustering result of CCP over SEA dataset with w=100

ﬁ'ﬁ:; - e o o e o p ﬁ4_ e bl
- . .
ﬁﬁz r L) L) %3
2 T . . o e
ﬁﬁl_... L) ﬁﬁ_..‘ oo o
%1
123456789101112131415161718 123456789101112131415161718

e kY ) e k-4 )
(g) w=200FFMFCCPYESEA dataset b A% & 1 BB 45 R (h) w=200FF CCPZESEA dataset L FUE T B LE R
(g) CV clustering result of MFCCP over SEA dataset with w=200 (h) CV clustering result of CCP over SEA dataset with w=200

1 MFCCP il CCP 7E elist dataset #l SEA dataset [ [ H 2 ] 7 3 2 45 1
Fig. 1 Concept vector clustering results of MFCCP and CCP on elist dataset and SEA dataset
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&1 DWM,META,RCD,CCP 1 MFCCP Z£ elist dataset _E 14 fE
Tab.1 Performance of DWM,META,RCD,CCP and MFCCP over the elist dataset

"k NiRES RLES SIS FEmT /s
DWM 0.42040. 004 0.45640.001 0.460=+0. 001 12.068+0.551
META 0.56940.018 0.613%0.008 0.523740.091 10.552=+0. 090

RCD 0.62340.034 0.65640.040 0.61040.030 12.117£0. 219

CCP (w=50) 0.74940. 085 0.77340.086 0.748+0.071 4.52140. 107
MFCCP (w=50) 0.8474+0.011 0.859+0.013 0.8494+0.016 5.40440. 197

% 2 DWM,META,RCD,CCP #1 MFCCP 7£ SEA dataset | {J4% &8
Tab.2 Performance of DWM,META,RCD,CCP and MFCCP over the SEA dataset

Bk NS LRES EEES FERS /s
DWM 0. 687+0.011 0.69540.011 0.63840.011 0.27840.013
META 0.78740.012 0.79240.015 0.764=40.014 0.38540.023
RCD 0.70140.022 0.71640.026 0.620£0.019 0.33040.030
CCP(w=100) 0.76440.030 0.75240.041 0.75440.030 0.19640.027
MFCCP(w=100) 0.80540.013 0.79640.018 0.79440.017 0.22840.024

#& 3 DWM,META,RCD,CCP 1 MFCCP 7£ spam dataset _ 914 &€
Tab.3 Performance of DWM,META ,RCD,CCP and MFCCP over the spam dataset

B RS UiEES A Inl 3 FERT /s
DWM 0.917 0. 845 0.827 6.120
META 0.911 0. 808 0. 857 11. 395
RCD 0. 898 0. 806 0.792 14.706
CCP(w=100) 0.906 0. 828 0.784 5.652
MFCCP(w=100) 0.918 0.852 0. 807 7.001
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Fig. 2 Accuracy over elist dataset Fig 3 Accuracy over SEA dataset
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