A2 1SSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software,2014,25(9):1967-1981 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004634] http://www.jos.org.cn
O FERBL 2 Bt ER AT IR A Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563

ZIFE S RIIFIEL MBS
AEEY 1 W WsK?

Y U B R A2 B YUOR Mt 210023)
(P TIMIER Y I URE SRR BE LR M 210023)
WAREZE: # 8, E-mail: m.yang@njnu.edu.cn, http://www.njnu.edu.cn

i OE R T S0 R AR A RIS 5 (IMLLC), £ IMLLC + M2 T A F LA eT EUhah 4
AAR N P 24 X AE TASALAFAT LK BZ R T AR5 3] A3 B EANAFie R B 695 I AR, m BArie s L B4
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Abstract: In this paper, joint learning of multi-label classification and label correlations (JMLLC) is proposed. In JMLLC, a directed
conditional dependency network is constructed based on class label variables. This not only enables joint learning of independent label
classifiers to enhance the performance of label classifiers, but also allows joint learning of label classifiers and label correlations, thereby
making the learned label correlations more accurate. JMLLC-LR (JMLLC with logistic regression) and JMLLC-LS (JMLLC with least
squares), are proposed respectively by adopting two different loss functions: logistic regression and least squares, and are both extended to
the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS). Finally, both JMLLC-LR and JMLLC-LS can be solved by alternating solution approaches.
Experimental results on twenty benchmark data sets based on five different evaluation criteria demonstrate that JMLLC outperforms the
state-of-the-art MLL algorithms.
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FbRICEE A AR, AE A% 55 1R M B 2 X0 (HUFR A B b i 24 SOREQE p A FEAR H — A Bl R R B RE T —A4
FMAR AL (AR LR A IE R Z ). U MR NS — A5 FR DA DGR, 2 FRid & > ] B0 IR AL # bRl
2 3T 0 R PR, BB A 2 ST 1) A bR 22 R AT 2 S ) R — R A v
2 B0 2% I A (K42 1 U F 0 SC A 43 5% I 38 281 6l SO i ) A S AR 43 5 ) R s SRS T [
5 22 AN TG R S 3 AR 5 23 5 e i BRI AU B S AR O, 2 AT 2 S0 1Rl BB B T )2 i ek 2 AR B
S SR ep 2 BR AL A 3T 1)t B FL AR S 4, 1t 1 B B R AR WU A s bR e B L & A A L e
1 F B R bR A A K BRI R RN B3 25 AN SO 260 g5 e 5t . < A A0 e 45025 A MU 1 Bl A
0 A BET T BT AR b 2 AN 2 B g e vt nE o M e S AE A A L o A BEEE DR R B T RE L
A5 2 Fh ol BRI CL B G R A T A B AR A A S 2 eh A A AR BT B 2 R I 1
LR B AR
T JUAFER, T 2 22 #H BT 2 bR 5 2 1) /I 53 46 T KB 1 22 biad 2 2 B30, IR i D b 3 1 %4
WEFCATIR (G SC A 25 BIGFIRR A A Bl b i LU AR5 B2 46), 60 n 56 T Boosting 1) 22 Amid SCAS 3 2Kk
(BoosTexter)!?, £ 4712 4» 25 il 1 (19 4% J7 72 (RankSvm)[® . 2 KR i W5 2% =3 7 19 (MLKNN) Y, A A 12 HE 5 5032
(CLR)®BILL Je 45 R 1) % KRl 70 S 8% B S (ECCO) Mt — Fhfpe B S 1 B 1) 7 6 A 4 2 PRAC 2 S0 1) L i 2 A
MYy 43 2 ) B A RS O R ANAR AL B B T ARG R AR T RE 36, 15 I R S TR AR AR R
W ICAE BT AT 4y 28 b nty i 5 SRR TN B I (0 A 4R A % 9 YA ) B AHLBEAT 25 T A D 2 ) R A DG S
e 0 REAS BR AR UL, T SR8 40 R A A G K bR AR B, BT RE SE AT R 2 ) U BT R I S
NI bR AC 2 1) R 26 P 1T 4 A 4 B P A5 0L, — i B bR A0 Tl A0 AR AT BE B b A o 4
— e SCRY SR e B R B A UK AT R A SR T SR — B SR AR R UK 197 AN K AT B AR A
95 07 TR st o 7 250 1t R0 P 0 2 060 AR AR D 2 i 22 A 2 S el A — AN T BT 5 g 101,
VI 2 2 hrid % 2 SRR B R T AR A2 2 0] R AH OG5 BSR 1R W1 2 bR & o) RGN i2 AV s 9] fan, SCHR[3,6,8]
L8 T FRAC X 2 1) (A OGP R 3 o R B i A PR BB AE R AR B S S, — AR ] g S 2 A A R IR A
KICHR[O1E WS T A vl B R bm ick 2 1] (R AH DGk, RIVREBEAN B 3 1) 2% 50 #52% L& T LAt AH DS AR 12 1K 52 ). SCHR[12]
8T BENLFRIC T AL W) A DG K 2 B2 b i 2 ) BEKS bR ac 2 ) (A DG P 4 A 28 50 0 sl T AR G
(R L BAE T A A 2 TR) (R AH G P ] B = 2 1R Al HE A R 5. SCRR (L1138 1 2 i B2 25 FH (MAHR) 503, vl LL A 3
b2 35 0 R I i 2 T) (A DG 38 7 AR A R A I 2 T A DAL, TRD B R A 1 2 T AR R DR 1 = A
SRR O AR AT T A AR AT 2 0 2 A o FERBR G A DS M AT A 2 .
DR L AR SCHR HE T 22 i 43 2R AR 0 AH S P IR TG A 2% 2 (joint learning of multi-label classification and label
correlations, i FX IMLLC). 15 5&, b BEANFR 0 A8 43 2848, A5 Al AN T i N Re A0E 1) 27 HL A A6 i T 3G
b e AR R YR A T 2 A 4 FERRR AT A S R TG B 2% SR, )N AR 0 B B AN [R] 2R iR B (B logistic
(] V953 2% R 5O fg /s 3R 45t 2 R KK, 43 Bl HE S JMLLC-LR F1 JMLLC-LS 535, 9 15 S04 SR AR AiF 25 ) Hh 2%
31 AR5 R R B T A A R AR R 23 18] B 9 JR JMLLC-LR A1 IMLLC-LS A6 74 #0577 4% 4k o4 ™y At 4k 1) £, 9F: HL T AR
FH A SEARSR MR 1K) 5 ik AT RS SR A S 1) = ZE DUk i
1) MET 2R 0 FERRRIE AR S I IEA 2 SIREEL, A B2 R AR T T AR B AR AR e,
BT 2 bRt 2 3 RbR it G & 1) R T

2) BRI R, T DA AN A T B K B K, T L e 28 O A ) B RT DL AR S T A Ak i), 5 T AR
Tb AT SR AR 1) 5 1R AT BT SR i

3)  AERAAY AT DALE JEU G 2 18] v 2 2, ) it AT DA R 380 F A A% A AR AP R s ) 2 3

1 #HxIE

11 ZHRiEZES]
ELHR H 10 22 i 27 20 S0 R E0RT LA Jl P K212 130: i) B4k 7 5 (problem transformation methods, fi 7k
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PTM) 432 2 4 77 v2: (algorithm adaptation methods, & #% AAM).
1.1.1 A ITE(PTM)

PTM M4 2 b it 2% 3 In) LG A0 Ky TE A 00 %0 1) 2% 50 () 38 (30 a8 1) s 22 208 ) J RN A 1 B T 1) 55

BR(binary relevance) /7 7L 44 22 bR A0 2 S0 1) BG40 by 25 T AN ST (0 = 4 3K ) ) J, %07 VR BT o T LA
AN AR AR T LU 3] BRI T DL AT SE IR (R 2R T bR c 2 I IR A L, R G P e T e SO B AR T
AL B A.CC(classifier chains)PVry SEAL JUALUR o 2 bRic % o) ) U Ak O 3K 1 BR J7 10 40 2 8 i, L b 43
S P S T 43 2 20 10 b g S sl ST T T 100 20 SR B Lk L 3% 07 2 B T AR 2 TR R S, S L T e v TR
DU B, B )52 2% BEAR R AR B T BR 5 ¥R D0 50 AR 1T 2 B AL HE 21 1), B AL 1 2% 18 T i 2 ) (9 4 DG
T H 2 EE 1 AN oS3 T BEAS G0 B, 1% 22 )5 ) 1 RE B BEREAT AR 3 8 7 U IRX S A 2 32 H T 2R /0 26
PR S (ensembles of classifier chains, ) ECC)®.

LP(label powerset) /5 v B 10K 2 bnic 2 X 1] LAk g 22 2827 37 ] i o 6 K I k46 P AEAE T A TR 1Y
AR AL TR AEAT 3 ) e A, A 4 B R RS TR (R 28 S, B 22 b 12 B8R SR 40 h 2 2880 4 48 )5 IR
BRI AT U TE — A AR TR, 1 e MR R Y2515 21 (1 22 288 43 S 38 6 JLHEAT T 5 48 ) 4 i TR 56 4k —
T G B, AT £ 30 B AR S8 b i 4 A LP VAT SR H R 2 AT:1) SRR Ie A BUR 2 1 Bk S 2 2
HOH A 5 A R (08 2 A B2 AR 22, AT 3 806 2837 1) 8 Sl 48 LA 2> Sk 1R U R R AR DL R 25 ek 1] T8 K5 2)
M LI 2542 LLAM 2 DI FRICEE A 0 TARE LP 5B A R I S o8 IR R L 3R 1 TREML Kk FRic 4
(random k-labelsets, i Fik RAKEL)!247 i RAKEL [ 36 AR JEAR: (K1 22 b i 2 S il B0 4k oy B 1 1 2 2825 3 Il
19 5%, AHTER I 28 bR i 46 T BE LML B8 K AFRIC 3885 R LP ik, % I 153 8| — A2 K 0 58 o oL
—ANE R LP AR T g (R e S T R KA AR IR 2 bR il SE A

R 2 B [ PTM 732 LR(label ranking)™ 5 A EAR R 3 1 bR 30 Bb] Ll K5 22 bR e 27 2 il
S AL AR AR HE Y AR S BEANFR AT (), i) #8228 43 R A B 35 08 T- 200 AR e v (A& T 2R 1 yi B4
AR S 1R AR K 8 T 2Ry BN T BRIy IOREA T O SRR, 2 SLA O RE A 25— A
RANFEA 4G 45 228 1) TOUDNARL 33847 56 5% 308 o 1) (R0 V200 1 7 5 1) 5 8 5 SRR 40 A9 A AR R A A i RS
AHICHRAC 12 7 ¥ 1) 2 M p A T A A o R RS T R L0 M A TR AR T S (R 20 AR 4R & R T i i A
i) B, SR [B]4E HH T A (1 bR Ac HE R 415 (calibrated label ranking, #i R CLR). 5 LR AH Lt £ AN BE A (R 25 AR E
TR IN— AN R BAFRAC vy, K FEAE D B AR AR IR A G FR C RIS A SR IE (9 — A~ B 2R K 43 £ [R] B, A 20K g
AbRAC S REAUAR G EAT ONT FEASE AT A BRI XS (yi,yo) K B P 2 0 SR A8% I K & T2 bR il y) IOREA R E 2R
FEA, 15 WG 57 R AR 0 45 38 1 A SRR 8 BT — 3 2R 8 16 100 45 S E AT $ 55, 48 V5 HE 7 o A5 S 8 3 0K
KT BRIRRIE yy AR IEE BOZFE AR B SR8, 75 G A A S br e,

1.1.2  HIESS 7 E(AAM)

AAM JE HFEW U2 bR 5 2] S0 A0 B2 brac B0, BV ES g — 2935 42 16 SR R B 4 AL B 2 A i BHE.

SCER[2]42 T 2 brd SCAS 73 285k (Boos Texter), /& 2 44 [ 86 il 5530 Adaboost ¥ & SCHBR[21K H T P
ANE 73k 40 i Adaboost, £ 45 Adaboost.MH F1 Adaboost. MR, 1 4 :Adaboost. MH B 112 4 T 5 /IME I B 35
J&;1 Adaboost. MR 1) H A7 2 5 /N HE 7 458 2, RSS2 A8 A 56 1R 7 12 HE L HiF T

RankSvm 5730061 25 i ) 32 5 ) SEAL(SVM)HES B 22 b0 2% 2] i b 78 RankSvm b g S48 50 KR A0
A SVM 4rJ5 s, Horh 200 45k TR HE PP 458 2 12 77 10 R HIE P 458 2 25 1R BN R AR 1R A Db Jc AN AH G bR
i, HH ARk ) AT DU A0 A — A O ) B e T 7 R SO R AR A WU R ) Y L K ST AR [15]
JEF SVM &I IR SE L T — /> Lk RankSvm 52 5= 241 22 b id 7 28 592 (Rank-C VM), SCHR [16 138 i 51 A\ 36 8L (9 4 7
PR N ERPURT AL MW SYM EB Z ARl B I8 THEN —X 2 Zhrid SYVM HiE
(OVR-ESVM).SCHR[L7]4E RankSvm A5 84 (¥ JE Rl b 380 T A AR 1A A (199453 2 T LA S A b Je A5 A 1) TOUNMEL 1 3 1
5 ERR IO FE AR 1) TS AR I BB A S5 A L RT3 T — RN 9 2 A0 4r FE L (IMLCU).

SCHR[7IHR R T — Pl 1) 2 AR A0 2 50 J7vE (MLKNIN), 2 AR SRR K G A8 SEE AT 2 H R K 6 TR AN IR
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K E ST Kk ADTTASFEA SR EARYE kAN EFEA R bR A5 S, FH 58K 5 56 8E 2% (MAP)HE U T30 2 (14 2 73]
FRAc B A A% 7 V2 17 BRI 1) 520 2% BEAEG AR N7 b o1 SR AN B 19 2 30 A8 28 70 )5 30 W 26, 7 28 R AR 10 < TR ] ) A
JAF I, SCR[18] 4% MLKNN HAEFE A A 38 T — B 84 2 bR c Wit 2% ) HE(IMLLA). i 5 7R 4y
R T IZRBARE 14 40 A1 45 B LA 2 AN 2 ) R A G5 R

SCHR[L9T T T 45 T 25 UL 307 19 22 A 30 43 254800 (MLNB), [ I B4R AE S B ML i N B MLNB 4803k 3
56, FE T 3 4 4 T (principal component analysis, & B8 PCA) [FIHRFAE $2 B A Bt JR G REAE 25 i) 45 58 UK 4E (1)

MLNB {0 T500RS B . SCHR[2014 DU 2% 30 H AR B A £ 22 b ac 2% 23 v 32 H T R DL 30 199 20¢ 485 g A5 28 e 40
P 2 B8 i 2% 2] J7 15 (LEAD).LEAD & — NP B2 >) S0, o Je o DL im0 P90 4% 2% S b i A ik 48 )5 T dE AT
S35 AN, SCHR 3132 th T 28 T )5 [ A% 36 o1 48 I 2% (1) 22 A ic 2% =) 5925 (BPMILL); STk [21] 48 HE 17 FH ke 55 b 452 A 4k
P2 FRac B0 I 50 ML-DT; SCHR[22] 5K F B K4 J 21k Ab 1 2 bt 308 $¢ H T CML B3,
1.2 FRigHERM
FE 2 hRid 2 20 b AR REAS BT B8 A I SR8 - 2 SR RR A, bR id 2 1) R A DA B AT 6 45 oh 22 A i il LK) 2%
RGBS ST A A T4 T 2 bR 2% 21 RGP R R Uk, 4T 4 25 b R P A e 2 8] FR AR 9 1, 2
RO A Nk N b ) N
KRR 22 AR A0 27 > S0 Th % FE R AR A0 2 18 R Ak (R 8 A7 46 10 D 2 K E0mT LA 4 2 3 250
1) — SR RS AR S A ST Ak B 58 4R B RR D 1] B AR DG A G 4 2 bRl S S 1) A O 2 A
ST IR 4 2 e R 3% 5 i T B A T 2 TR AC 2 1) PR R A L 2 ST R K P RE T RE VAT A
AL,
2) Y SEWG R T ORRAC 2 1A A SN O FR A9 22 BR AT 2 ST 1) S Ak A kAT HE Y ) AR R e
LR Y R bRl 2 18] A PR AT R B B
3)  FBSEES IS T AR FRAC S HAb AR IC 2 R R DS Bk BE AL I AR D R T AR DS i VRS
7 AR BRI AR AC AR DC Pk A AT g4 S B0 5 8 42 2% 45 fun, ECCITMI RAKE LM 43
SCHR[23MB T 2 AN b i e S — A 28 0] FR 10 22 18] 19 AR DG P st 22 A b e B 3R = AR 4E 7 25 1) SR 3R A
I oA S X 3R b 2 TR AR S AR 2 AR R s A0 2 DD AR S PR 7 2 A8 A1 b i 2 TR D R S 2 ) K £
A E AR B e 2 TR A DG 1 I FE — 5 A R RR 1), AR 3 25 50 A e DR b, SR [L2042 HE T At 2 AT
HE S Sl R P L AT A I A 9 s T L B A 2, 38 3 27 > SRR 7 A SC AR S M e AE SR R (b T AR S M
R 3 2 FH T S5 5 AR 2R 0w SR [24] 5% FH b0 W 5 2 R B ok S 7 M IR s 1 2 ) PR AR DG Pk (RT LA IE AR O A
AH OB A7 AH 5Q), 1T ELFR i AH G T UMK b 1 302 >0 10 S S48 1 8 , 9 7T LA RIS 2% ) FRac A DG 1 A Y 2
B0 A2 SURE SR HS et A i A DGk AE SCHR[25,26] 7 #4836 2 G A e A o 10 4% AR AR Rt ) 4%, 1 rp A AN A4 ot
B — AN ac, B AEAN b 10 K L Ath (1) B G0 AR e RN N AR AR S R LA i, FH &5 R Ak B RR AE AR R AIE S 125 4
PR 2 [ AR OGP AR TR TR AN M A, SEAE S | AR 2 Y000 o 50 b 1 3000 1 A0 fSE T At s 12 28 2 1) (.01
SE B b H A AR 2 (P E IR IE S Se SniE, AN AT LR Gibbs SRAF 7 v AT 4 (0 G FE B B H 3R H FER
] 1h, 2% S ) s 5 24 A s 12 % i PR 4% 40K 0 D9 265 A o T PR 2% S0 8 0T i N A R0 G At 1) 25 il b 4R
Je I EE T 22 bR 40 SRR O R DG P 1R BB 27 2 AT 2 8 5 4K ] e A DAy o DR A T B, TR R A A SR AR 1)
HEAT SR, FLFITI Sek A f B 5 SCRR[2304H bb, AR SCAS 75 BB 1 22 A bl 2L 52— A 725 1), 0] B e 1E Ui 23 i) vp
B SR AR BR O AR I, I B SCH IR T bR 0 2 ) A S 5 SRR [ AR BU, A% SRR B020K5 SR HH 1 v B =l B (0 b
C AR S T T TR (0 T SRR [24]— R, 8 2 1) B 27 39 b i AR 9 M R BORE Y (AR SCRT SR R (bR ]
ARG 55 SCHR[25,26]4H BU, AR SCER H T 4 B ac AH DG AN 23 R AR HEAT R A 2% 20, EL V00N i A 3 1y 2.
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2 ZRICHEFFRICHEX MRS FE I (IMLLC)

B2 IR B AE D ={(x, Y} € RO x{+ L~ o i eRY IR i MNZREA, Y e {+1,-13" IR}
NS bRAc ) dE,d A REAE S T 4R35, L A 2R bRl N B R T ANFEAS R T A | AN SRR, ) Y=+1 75
Yiu=—1.28 T 5 B3, il B R X=[Xq, ... o], ZE ARSI FR R HERE Y=[Y o, Yol
2.1 EREE
50, 2 B0 2% 30 U AL L AN ) 43 2 ) L R S T AN BRIC 0 23 2R ) R Bk
9/0) =W x+b, (1)
%77 V207 B H R B R R AE T 25 AR 0 TR A OGS B, T I 2845 B A T8 i R4 iz Ak gL I8
I WD 22 B 30 2 S )R A D SRAR L AN 3 288 T R () I S % R A 2 ) PR AH D6 e, AR SR BT SR
Y f1 1] FE. 52 40 R 2% (DN AR TR 2T L) K S iR [25,26, 28] R J o, A ek 288 il b A0 4% 8 1 4% 1 M R 4% L b 4
AN R — AR FRAL, BN ZE 0 10 6 i R AIE AR e A A PR 2B bk e AR g S s DRt A 40 2R R 1
) AR A T i N AR AU A o 0 AR 0 B, U 55 1 AN S S0 b 1 B ¢ T I P Y o =R v
fi(x) =w x+sTY," +Db )
Hort wieROHI byeR 43 31 22 7 55 | A T o8 550 BTtk 17 AR T [ B R 22, S; = [8) 1,000 11y Sypzseens Sy L) N BRACA]
KA ] i
SCHR[25,26] 7,55 1 N HESR T o 250 B AR 4000 T AR AIE 1) R R LA b ic 2R B R Y, e {4, -0 2 A
WIERBE AR AR 2T R A o2 5 1, 00 2% 20wy I VR8T A e A DA o ) 8 s 1T VAT 2% 18 AR R
B ) B Wy, . Wi, Wi, . W 3 5 SCBR[25,26] AN [ 1) /2 A S04 Y[I =[0,(%),+, 914(X), 91,1 (X), o, gL(X)]T M AN 2
AN T T (1 o R X R S B wy I A T A A [ T HLAR B T BRI A [ R s IXFE
AT LIS AR JGUAS # 15 J0 A7 TR AR e 43 28 28 R DAIG A5 A2 S R I 2% 2, T 3 38 T 8 AN b i 23 38 11 2% 2 BUH i
H 2 b0 3 FERBR AT AR OVt 6 A R [m] B 2% 5 AT 45 2% 245 B B b T AH DG 1tk B8 D HER. 59 A6, A SO BEAN bR g
) F3E AR B4 T R, T Sl AR 2R T R 5, DR AT DA B R AN [R] ) 450 K R A, 1S TR RT e v e E TOOI B B, STk
[25,26]% 22 1 Gibbs SRAY: 7 v SR HEAT TR, 1 A< 3C % RO R AR 0 1] . 0w Jm , A 2K (2) il BL T ki

;
fl0)=wx+>'s (W x+b)+b =(wI +Zsl‘kwk] X+b +>s b 3)
k=l k=l k=l
4 S=[sy,.... 5 €RVE =811, St Stpen, - S0 R WA 2 B) T oy
f,(x) = sTW T x +bs, 4)

E*,W:[Wl ..... WL]GRdXL,b:[bl ..... bL]ER:LXL.
DK, 22 B id 23 2R R A0 AR DG PR IG5 2 IR A
L n
. Tin}L Z[ZV(SlTWTXi +bs;,Yy) + 4, W | +/12[IIW| [ DICHAA IIZJH@ lIs, IIZJ
DS i 1=\ =1 k=l

st.os, =11=1..,L
o VAR A5 2K bR 5, 16 WA T |Wsy |2 FH T 42 A ABE 20 10 2 2 B2 [ fwn 1> T Ja 11 BN S 0 b BT 35 O 4 8 B
I sy Wi 1P A A2 S b AR DGR e T 25 11 45 5 | P SR 4 FRAR G 2R 58000 TR /AN Au, A R A Sy TE T 23 50, Ok

k=l
BT IX 4 1.

LE DU P A AT 20 5310 30 43 1 e AN ) P 452 2 R 5, BT logistic [P U 45 2K R BORI e /s — 38 453 2 bR B0 6 T4 A4S
B T 5 5 TR JSUARRFAE 22 TA) vh 4R )5 40 J B P AR A2 A5 JR A RE 25 (R (RKHS) .

(®)
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2.2 JMLLC-LR (JMLLC with logistic regression)

B 5,3 B¢ logistic [H] U135t 25 b8 3, BTV (sTW T X, +bs,,Y,) = log(L+ exp(=Y, (STW T x. +bs,))).
2.2.1  AEJSUURFFAE AT R 2 )

A (B) AT E IR W R
. Ti”}L Z[Enjlog(HeXp(—Yi. (S/W T +bs))) + A4 [|Ws, [I* +4, [II w2110 IIZJ+ Al IIZJ ©)
WiBSaL 1=1\ i=1 k1

st. s, =11=1..,L
2 3 (6) 1 SR i, SR T 28 5 kAR SR e 1 v
1) [ S,=k W Fl b
S [ 2 I, 2 (6) B 4 100k B0, DR e T DA 20 TR I, 249 TR 4% A T DL 20 ) A 2X(6) TT B

. mbi;{ Z[anlog(lwxp(—Yn (WX +bs))) + 4 [Ws; [ +4, [II w1 10w IIZD (7
WD =1\ = k=l
AT B AR RS — AN R IS R
min ZHJZIOQ(H exp(=Y; ($/W % +bs,))) + 4, [IWS [[F +4, (IW [E+IW (S = 1) 1I}) 8
P =1 1=

o 1 2 LxL (i B B
2) [ W Rl b3k S
2 WA b [ E I, A S (6) AR 3 TS LA A E I, BRIk T LA 2 T 2 2 (6) TR N A
L n
min Z[Zlogm exp(=Y; (STW Tx; +bs)))) + 4, W, [P +4, 11 28w [P +25 11 s, IIZJ
S5z =1

i=1 k#l
st.s, =11=1..,L
VAN )RS RN R M ECE O I i s < L5 1/ A g L VAL T R S A TP OSSR 1 I N e R ST TS

{msin il09(1+ exp(=Y; (5/W X, +bs))) + 4, [IWs, [P+, IW (s, —e) I +4; I s II

9)

(R (10)
st.os, =1
Ferbe O L 4ERB 1 &L T AN ITERA LR N 0.
222 f£ RKHS H223]
LK IMLLC-LR $i 8 1 15 A% A AR AV A 22 1) o KR 28 /s BB 2 llg wy ot 1

W :ialicp(xi) (11)
o, @ RYF FoR %515 (MR E WL
F5 A AL RN E A 2 (6) T 7
[ % ZL:(ilog(“exlo(_Y”(S'TNki”’S')))J“ﬁislTATKAslJrﬂq(fllTKal+(s|—e.)TATKA(s.—e.))+/?3||s. ||2J (12)

Abds, 17 i

Hh A=[ay, ..., 1eR™ a=[ iy, ..., a1n] " €R" 7 55 | AT o6 K0 %k 187 F) 2 5500 K A nxn (9 Gram [ k;
TGS K IR i 4.

A F(12) B SR AR A AR SR AR 1 A7 V2.

1) [fl5E S5k A Fl b

2 S ] e i, A F(12) IS 4 TR DR R DL 2 ] 24 PR 4% 1 A T DLZZORE ) 4 2 (12) T LA TR
NA
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min ZL:(Zn: log(L+exp(=Y; (5] ATk, +Dbs,))) + A5, ATKAs, + 4, (" Key, + (5, — )" ATKA(s, —¢, ))] (13)
A (I3)H H AR R EOE — AN e 5 BTk — 20 5
min EL:Z”: log(L+exp(=Y; (s} ATk, +bs,))) + Atr(STATKAS) + Atr (ATKA+ (S —1,)T ATKA(S - 1)) (14)
o=l i=l

e tr(-) 327 L 1) 3.
2) [ A Fl b3k S
2 A F b A E R, A (L2) AT 3 T T 1 T E, DAk ) DL 220 T 2 2K (12) R R R N R

|m‘f‘ i[i")g(“exm—n (5 ATk, + b)) + A5 ATKAS, + 4,5, — )" ATKA(s &) + A4 1 ||2J (15)

il = \i=a
st.s,=11=1..,L

A 30(15) 1 B b B HUE — AN BR A BT BARE— 28 4y M i L A0S (A A ) 0 2L AR S 1 AR ) R T
rTlinzn:Iog(1+ exp(-Y, (s/ ATk, +bs)))) + 4,5, ATKAs, + 4, (s, —¢) ATKA(s, —¢) + A4 || s, |I°

= (16)
st s, =1

2.3 JMLLC-LS (JMLLC with least squares)
T AR B X ORLY CLZR A, BRI D 22 o, H A O.FRATIIE B R/ T AR Sk kR 4, B
V(STWTx,Y,) = (sTWTx -Y;)°.
2.3.1  AEJRARFAE A ] A )
23 X (5) AR I A Fo /N A K R KN, T DAAS B i A AR A R
L n
{mig Z[Z(SFWTXi =Y+ A WS, [P +4, (II AR (DICATA ||2]+ﬂs s, IIZJ
WiiSL 1=

i=1 k=l (17)
EI L RS IEACKRME I TRk A X (17). 3,
o S [H W AT i SR i — AN Sylvester 5 fE K15
BW+WSS'C=BX'YS'C (18)
Horpt B=(XTX+A410) 1, C= (Aol L+ Ao(S—10)(S—10)N) L1 T dxd f 5437 S ;
o W EE IS nliE ik kg T kR A
mm | XWs, =Y., [P+, [[Ws, [ +4, [IW (s, —e) IF +4 I s, I 19)
st.os, =1
Hor Y o= Yoy Yol L RIRS L FR AR BE Y (55 1 5se L 4ERI 5 ) JL50 1 AN oc b LR 0.
TE A A SRR 1) 7 v R SR A 2 3 (17) v A AR, ) R
1) [l sk w
2S5 I, 2 2 (L7) R ES 4 35k A, DN T DL 2 ] I, 2 R 4t R A 20 T 2 5 (17) AT B i

14 n
{mgp Z(Z(SFWTXi =Y )+ A WS, [P +4, (IIW. (R DI IIZD (20)
Widig =1\ i=1 k1
A (20) AT TS B R
min [| XWS Y [IF +A4 IWS [IE +4,(IW [ +1IW (S = 1)) I?) (21)

AN B bR U NN AR QLTI EARREOCT Wk @IS T 0/ B 1 P A
7 (18).
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2) [ Wks
W SE I, A A7) 3 TR 1 A4 kO, R T DA T 2 2 (17) T K
L n
mWE{Z“WW&—WY+%HN+Z%WA“MN§BWMW+%H&WJ
{ihy =1 k=l (22)

i1 oo
st.s,=11=1..,L
A3 (22) 1) B bR R B2 ™ ek 2, BLAT LAk — 200 R 1 L AN GZ i A4k el @, AT AR e B 1 P A 0(19). O
2.3.2 £ RKHS H223]
A XA RAB AKX QA7) T3
min ZL:(ZHZ(SIATki —Yi)? + 48T ATKAS, + 2, (o Ky + (5 =) ATKA(S; —€)) + 4 || 5 ||2J

Afshy =z \im
st. s, =L1=1..,L
T I KA ) VR SR AR A R S, AT R A R s B
EIR 2. KA IEARSRME I 77 1k M A 2 (23). o,
o S [ A Bl aE i Sk ARE— > Sylvester Ji sk 15
BA+ASS'C=BYS'C (24)
FHorh B=(K+A410) 1, C= (Aol L+ Ao(S—10)(S—1)") L 1 2 nxn T 247 46 e
o YA fEE RS nE R AR ARk AT
{n';m | KAS, =Y., |I* +45" ATKAS, + 2, (s, —&)" ATKA(s, — &) + A || 5 |I°

(23)

(25)
st s, =1
Hoeb Yo= Yoy, Yol L RIBRIC R 7R FEE Y (KI5 1A F1e L it 5 1 i, HCS 1A TE 308 LIARK 0.
E B s SR AT SRARE (9 T 3R A 2 5 (23) H K P DA v
1) [ & S5k A
S [ I, 24 3(23) A 4 1A R DN T DA S [R] I, 240 SR A% A1t T LA JU) 28 S (23) T T s

min i(i(sﬁ ATk = Yy)? + 45T ATKAS, + 2, (e Ky + (s, — &) ATKA(S, — ¢ ))j (26)
1=1\i=1
AX(@8) T L H
min || KAS Y [z +4tr(STATKAS) + tr (ATKA+(S —1,)" ATKA(S — 1)) (27)

o tr( ) R TR HE B IR .
AR BEFRREE NN BR T H T ARG IFAHET 0,0 52 B 2 P A0 (24).
2) [HE AKS
2 AT T I, 2 20(23) T A 3 TR S 1040 A E i, DR ke T DL 22, ) s 2 (23) W] DR B sl T
min ZL:(Zn:(SuTATki —Y,)2+ 28T ATKAS, + 4,(s, — &)  ATKA(S — ) + 4 || 5 ||Zj

S iZ i
st.s,=11=1..L
2 30(28) 1 H A B H ™ B 8, I BT RARE— 2B 03 i i L AN SRS AR AL i) 8, T 45 52 B 2 v v (25). O
2.4 TR ER
LEFRB B B, 285 7€ — D ARFIREA x, SLFUI A2 bR id SR & 4
h()=(h(x),....h.())=sign(f1(x),....fL(x)) (29)

(28)

S sign(-) 7 5 R M
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3 X I

3.1 WiE&KHIA
N T B UEA ST 75 i PE g FRATTE T 20 A%%iﬂ¥£‘/ﬁi&ﬁ’*(it}ﬂ Yahoo 4 11 P H#i4R) AT
SRR X SRRV I T SCAR G I8 UG bR 3 AR A SRV AE W) 0 8 5 A I A, B AR i L3 1.
Table 1 Detailed descriptions of multi-label data sets
x1 i8R ERNTEARE
Bomde  WGREAR WEHAR BN EC B EC CPBIARIEA S BRI TR UK

medical 645 333 1449 45 1.245 0.028 Text
langlog 751 502 1004 75 1.375 0.018 Text
slashdot 2269 1513 1079 22 1.181 0.054 Text
image 1200 800 294 5 1.236 0.247 Images
scene 1211 1196 294 6 1.074 0.179 Images
emotions 391 202 72 6 1.868 0.311 Music
yeast 1500 917 103 14 4.237 0.303 Biology
human 1864 1244 440 14 1.185 0.085 Biology
plant 558 390 440 12 1.079 0.090 Biology
Yahoo 2 000 3000 438~1047 21~40 1.169~1.692 0.033~0.068 Text
n L
oo P bR A M = 1 ZZN_+ﬂﬁmff iZZmenH%LW%%W%EﬁM%Q
i=1 I=1 i=1 1=1

3.2 IEMAEN

2 FRd 2 S HE B b RS RE A TT RE [N SRS T 2 AN 2 A0AR 0 Rk, 5 SR il 22 S RRM LG, 2 ARl ) R
5 (¥ VP A v JU) 388 R A2 2% e B M b, B AR T VFE B AR AE A ST RGO R L VR vt Juy 13718 15,26.090 i 355 o
REET ={(%,Y,)}", < R x {1~ FF AR T B8 % £,(x), 58 XL — N HEF B rankq(x, 1) e{1,...,.L3 00151 fi(x)>Fe(x),
) rankg(x,1)<rankg(x,K). 2 SCEH T 5 B H P4 #E U, BT Hamming Loss,One-Error,Coverage,Ranking Loss #il
Average Precision Sk 2 AR 10 2% X R MM RE, AR w LR

1)  Hamming Loss:FH T B & FEATE BAN b b A8 2 S bw o R SR0II A 1 F B 152 DG PR AR 0.

hLoss(h) = %Z Z[h x)=Y,1;

—1

2)  One-Error:H 3k 2% S Tt HE AR 56 1ﬁﬂ’ﬁmdkﬂfi)%?@ﬁzkﬂﬁ‘%ﬁ:
oneError(f) = lzm:[Y” =-1];
miz
Hrr I, _argmaxf (%)

3) Cwmwﬁ?§E$wL%%%¢$¢%ﬁ%ﬁ$%ﬁ%m%wﬂ
coverage (f)= %gq’ﬁx rank; (x;,1)—1;

Horh R={IYi=+ 1R FEA i AR DCARIC R4 R = {1 Yy = -1 FomFEA x; (A AR il 4
4)  Ranking Loss‘%ﬂ%%?*?zkﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁidE‘JﬁFFﬁE&T*ﬁ%*ﬁﬂE‘JﬁFT”E‘J‘%?R'

rLoss(f)=— 3
© gIRIIRI

5)  Average Precision'FHﬂ%ﬁégﬁfiﬁ?iﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ?ﬁézﬁE‘J*ﬁ?’éﬁi’d%ﬁﬂ‘]‘%b‘i‘
m [{k | rank; (x;,k) < rank; (x;,,1),k € R}|
angre(f)f—lzllI R %} cank. () .
IR 5 ANV AE N b T 4 AMEDBN R GE P R, B B 0 e 1 AMEBR O BT e A 1

1£0,K) | rank, (x,,1) = rank, (x,k),(1,k) € R x R} ;
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3.3 BHEE

H T WA SCHR 792 IMLLC (843 JMLLC-LS F1 JIMLLC-LR) A &%tk K IMLLC 8.3 5 8 ML hwid
22374 B BRI MLKNND BPMLLE! RankSvm!®! CLRE! RAKELM ECCPUfI CDN-LRZEAT S8 b e Ho v,
JMLLC,MLKNN,BPMLL,RankSvm Fil CDN-LR J&JE T Matlab SZ3 i, oAt 4 2 3 T- MULAN %7 4 BO sz B (.
X BR,CLR,RAKEL 1 ECC, #8i #f C4.5 Sy AF Ay H 43 248 6T T MLKNN, I 484N H5 k FI-1-1 240 s 43 ) W
2910 F1 17E BPMLL Hr, 44 248 B 28 1 B 5 4 22 TS ORI AN B0 20%, % ) 22 0=0.05 B B 5 f K 1R 34X
YN 10060 T RankSvm 484 24 c=1, [ I 1% £ RBF K% B %5, BI K(x,y)=exp(—|[x—y||*/26%), 2t Z: 3 o5 T it
AW ERBEAS 2 1) (1 R A B8 (¥ {5 6T CDN-LR, %k #% RBF # 2 $7,4,n,t, A1t 4 %X 0.1,100,100 A1 500.
ST A JMLLC-LS A1 JMLLC-LR, ATk #% RBF A%, A 3 M IENL S EiA, A, FlAs T B A% 0T
JMLLC-LS F1 JMLLC-LR,#BYE 444l 45 BT 10 $748 IR UF SR IEHE Ay, A, FH As, B AT IKI B AR ¥ B #45 4 {0.0001,
0.0005,0.001,0.005,...,1,5,10,50,100,500}. 5% % 45 J 2 1524 1,=0.005,1,=0.005 LA }2 A5=50 H},JMLLC-LR F=E%a
SE [ . R, A% S T IMLLC-LR TR T 0 48 E, A, 4, R A3 #5437/ 0.005,0.005 1 50. [ A¥: b, %t T
JMLLC-LS, 78 i It B s 42 - #882,=0.01,4,=0.5 LA} A5=5.
34 XWEREHH

FA K IMLLC-LR 1 JMLLC-LS 53 Ath 8 /M FH 1) 2 brid % =) 3% ——BR,MLKNN,BPMLL,RankSvm,
CLR,RAKEL,ECC I CDN-LR #1752 50 ELHR AR 5 FIA T FIVEM HER, 2R 2~ 6 2 BIFIH T JAT TR 5k 5
fily 8 Pt L SV AE SR 1 B gt R A i B L R PRl S e 45 A o K Yahoo (1 11 MO AR BRI S5 R
124 Yahoo %4 1) 45 A3 6 7 VTR BF AN ot 2 1 10 9256 4 SRR (3L, Yahoo £cdls )47 45 3 4 Yahoo %l
111 ANBERAE L RF ¥ HE ) AR LE SE 38 B0 5 T R AR TE NS W, B i 16 25 S R 3R 7 TRD B 8 o 7 325 78 BT
HHARE LR 45 RO d 5 —AT Horh PR HE R N R M R

Table 2 Performance comparison based on Hamming Loss (the smaller, the better)
£ 2 T Hamming Loss(f 1/ T ) i 1 BE EL 3¢

H#itE IMLLC-LR JMLLC-LS BR MLKNN BPMLL  RankSvm CLR RAKEL ECC CDN-LR
medical 0.013 6(5) 0.011 7(1) 0.012 7(4) 0.017 1(7) 0.020 2(9) 0.019 G(B) 0.012 8(5) 0.012 5(3) 0.012 3(2) 0.022 5(10)
Ianglog 0.017 3(1) 0.017 7(2_5) 0.021 0(7) 0.018 1(4_5) 0.024 7(9) 0.023 5(5) 0.017 7(2_5) 0.020 3(5) 0.018 1(4_5) 0.026 8(10)
slashdot  0.041 8(2) 0.039 2(1) 0.046 4(5) 0.052 8(9) 0.045 4(5) 0.047 5(7) 0.048 0(3) 0.043 7(3) 0.044 5(4) 0.066 7(10)
image 0.166 3(2) 0.151 3(1) 0.225 7(7) 0.172 3(3_5) 0.247 5(10) 0.178 0(5) 0.228 2(3) 0.183 3(5) 0.172 3(3_5) 0.244 3(9)
scene 0.083 9(1) 0.089 6(2) 0.138 9(3) 0.098 9(3) 0.290 3(10) 0.104 8(5) 0.140 9(9) 0.115 0(5) 0.101 6(4) 0.118 0(7)
emotions 0.203 8(2) 0.189 8(1) 0.269 0(10) 0.208 7(3) 0.225 2(5) 0.213 7(4) 0.262 4(9) 0.227 7(7) 0.215 3(5) 0.255 8(3)
yeast 0.196 8(2) 0.193 8(1) 0.258 8(9) 0.198 0(3) 0.208 9(5) 0.202 4(4) 0.225 7(7) 0.232 8(3) 0.212 4(5) 0.286 9(10)
human 0.081 4(2) 0.079 6(1) 0.120 3(10) 0.083 1(3) 0.084 4(4) 0.093 0(5) 0.096 8(3) 0.100 O(g) 0.085 3(5) 0.096 6(7)
plant  0.088 0y 0.0844; 0.1301a 0.0870z 008915 010687 010515 0.109 6 0.087 8z 0.117 3
Yahoo 0.039 6(2,55) 0.037 9(1,00) 0.049 8(7,35) 0.043 2(4,73) 0.051 4(8,82) 0.049 0(7_59) 0.043 6(5_05) 0.043 9(5_23) 0.040 2(3_00) 0.054 6(9_13)
T2 2.50 1.13 7.88 4.50 8.00 6.88 5.90 5.68 3.50 9.05

Table 3 Performance comparison based on One-Error (the smaller, the better)
% 3 AT One-Error(fE il /NBRIF) K PE g LA

¥4 IMLLC-LR JMLLC-LS BR MLKNN BPMLL  RankSvm CLR RAKEL ECC CDN-LR
medical 0.132 1(2) 0.117 1(1) 0.228 2(5) 0.264 3(7) 0.360 4(9) 0.354 4(3) 0.180 2(4) 0.237 2(5) 0.177 2(3) 0.387 4(10)
Ianglog 0.691 2(2) 0.681 3(1) 0.800 8(7) 0.826 7(8) 0.770 9(5) 0.866 5(10) 0.768 9(5) 0.766 9(4) 0.709 2(3) 0.842 6(9)
slashdot  0.439 5(3) 0.379 4(1) 0.544 6(7) 0.664 2(10) 0.405 2(2) 0.530 1(5) 0.568 4(5) 0.510 9(4) 0.530 7(5) 0.655 0(9)
image 0.285 0(2) 0.253 8(1) 0.460 O(g) 0.323 8(5_5) 0.552 5(10) 0.297 5(3) 0.357 5(7) 0.323 8(5_5) 0.308 8(4) 0.475 0(9)
scene 0.208 2(1) 0.219 1(2) 0.426 4(9) 0.242 5(4) 0.826 9(10) 0.231 6(3) 0.311 0(3) 0.297 7(5) 0.270 1(5) 0.306 9(7)
emotions 0.257 4(1) 0.262 4(2) 0.351 5(9) 0.302 0(5_5) 0.306 9(7) 0.302 0(5_5) 0.311 9(3) 0.297 0(4) 0.282 2(3) 0.401 0(10)
yeast 0.239 9(4) 0.231 2(1) 0.402 4(9) 0.234 5(2) 0.236 6(3) 0.244 3(5) 0.249 7(7) 0.290 1(3) 0.248 6(5) 0.464 6(10)
human 0.546 6(2) 0.517 7(1) 0.725 1(10) 0.603 7(5) 0.684 1(9) 0.550 6(3) 0.605 3(5) 0.635 O(g) 0.610 9(7) 0.585 2(4)
plant 059495 0.607 7y 0.794 9 0.664 1zs) 0.943 61g 0.664 1gsy 0.72567 0.7385¢ 07051 0.669 2
Yahoo 0.398 8(2,45) 0.370 3(1,09) 0.527 5(3,13) 0.471 4(5,54) 0.523 9(5,45) 0.507 0(7_50) 0.430 0(4.36) 0.452 6(5_09) 0.412 2(3_09) 0.541 5(9_14)
T2 2.25 1.20 8.15 5.63 7.95 6.43 5.40 5.48 3.85 8.68
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Table 4 Performance comparison based on Coverage (the smaller, the better)
F 4 BT Coverage(fH B /INEET) (1 14 BE L 4L

¥4 IMLLC-LR JMLLC-LS BR MLKNN BPMLL  RankSvm CLR RAKEL ECC CDN-LR
medical 1.501 5(2) 1.198 2(1) 4.096 1(9) 2.723 7(5) 2.030 0(4) 3.648 6(7) 1.973 0(3) 5.888 9(10) 2.720 7(5) 3.732 7(3)
Ianglog 12.37 9(1) 15.47 8(4) 23.50 8(9) 15.65 9(5) 15.942(7) 15-707(6) 13.008(2) 34.496(10) 14.010(3) 17-215(8)
slashdot  2.407 1(2) 2.519 5(3) 3.828 8(7) 4.262 4(3) 2.328 5(1) 3.076 0(4) 3.103 1(5) 5.833 4(10) 3.343 7(5) 4.269 7(9)
image 0.886 3(2_5) 0.817 5(1) 1.465 0(9) 0.966 3(4) 1.636 3(10) 0.886 3(2_5) 1.050 0(7) 0.992 5(5) 0.971 3(5) 1.271 3(3)
scene 0.441 5(1) 0.484 1(3) 1.280 9(9) 0.568 6(4) 2.219 9(10) 0.469 9(2) 0.648 8(5) 0.687 3(7) 0.592 8(5) 0.732 4(3)
emotions 1.747 5(1) 1.802 0(2) 2.841 6(10) 1.876 2(3) 1.965 3(5) 1.910 9(5) 2.054 5(7) 2.118 8(3) 1.905 9(4) 2.212 9(9)
yeast 6.405 7(3) 6.365 3(2) 9.285 7(10) 6.414 4(4_5) 6.414 4(4_5) 6.321 7(1) 6.797 2(7) 7.669 6(5) 6.681 6(5) 7.954 2(9)
human 2.037 8(1) 2.237 1(3) 5.959 8(10) 2.405 1(5) 5.842 4(9) 2.082 8(2) 2.442 1(5) 3.651 9(5) 2.811 9(7) 2.250 8(4)
plant  1.8744q 1.8923; 4.95640 2.4231s 5.653840 2.0667g 251545 3.3513¢ 2.8821p 2.123 1w
Yahoo  3.634 11175 4.654 8727 8.069 Lio.00) 4.097 5s55) 3.980 8s.36) 3.992 8ras2) 3.688 4(2.00) 9.878 90.01) 3.847 Brssz) 4.756 4rus)
SEYIHE Y 1.68 5.05 9.10 4,73 5.48 4.28 3.55 9.20 4.50 7.45

Table 5 Performance comparison based on Ranking Loss (the smaller, the better)
F5 T Ranking Loss(ff # /N BT ) 6 1k g b4t

¥4 IMLLC-LR JMLLC-LS BR MLKNN BPMLL  RankSvm CLR RAKEL ECC CDN-LR
medical 0.020 8(2) 0.015 6(1) 0.068 1(9) 0.042 5(5) 0.030 6(4) 0.059 8(7) 0.028 6(3) 0.106 3(10) 0.043 4(6) 0.065 2(3)
Ianglog 0.130 2(1) 0.168 4(4) 0.263 2(9) 0.171 1(5) 0.174 7(7) 0.170 2(5) 0.138 2(2) 0.406 0(10) 0.147 2(3) 0.189 9(3)
slashdot 0.096 2(3) 0.095 3(2) 0.158 4(7) 0.178 5(3) 0.090 0(1) 0.124 6(4) 0.127 0(5) 0.240 6(10) 0.136 6(6) 0.180 9(9)
image 0.155 0(3) 0.135 9(1) 0.295 9(9) 0.175 5(5) 0.346 1(10) 0.153 6(2) 0.193 2(7) 0.181 5(5) 0.171 6(4) 0.259 O(g)
scene 0.068 0(1) 0.075 1(3) 0.230 7(9) 0.093 1(4) 0.425 3(10) 0.073 9(2) 0.109 6(5) 0.116 6(7) 0.098 0(5) 0.127 5(3)
emotions 0.140 4(1) 0.149 0(2) 0.312 9(10) 0.161 5(3) 0.180 8(6) 0.173 0(5) 0.192 6(7) 0.194 0(3) 0.167 9(4) 0.252 6(9)
yeast 0.169 8(2) 0.167 9(1) 0.320 6(10) 0.171 5(3) 0.174 8(5) 0.174 4(4) 0.184 7(6) 0.224 0(3) 0.189 4(7) 0.295 5(9)
human 0.133 5(1) 0.145 9(3) 0.419 1(10) 0.161 1(5) 0.412 9(9) 0.136 9(2) 0.162 1(6) 0.247 5(3) 0.187 8(7) 0.150 6(4)
plant 016123 0.16223 0.44159 0.2110 0.49834y 0.18005 022136 0.2952F 0.25294 0.185 0
Yahoo 0.085 O 55 0.106 5(.52) 0.209 O¢9.14) 0.102 4(5.36) 0.094 2(4.09) 0.095 5(4.73) 0.087 42.09) 0.259 1(9.86) 0.091 9(5.73) 0.117 1764
Y 160 4.70 9.13 5.15 5.35 4.30 3.55 9.18 4.50 7.55

Table 6 Performance comparison based on Average Precision (the larger, the better)
% 6 T Average Precision ({8 B KB LT ) 1k g EL 8

¥4 IMLLC-LR JMLLC-LS BR MLKNN BPMLL  RankSvm CLR RAKEL ECC CDN-LR
medical 0.894 3(2) 0.906 2(1) 0.793 2(5) 0.795 7(5) 0.758 8(3) 0.717 7(9) 0.865 5(3) 0.770 1(7) 0.853 5(4) 0.703 1(10)
Ianglog 0.402 0(1) 0.398 5(2) 0.281 3(7) 0.285 1(5) 0.334 5(5) 0.265 3(9) 0.345 3(4) 0.272 1(3) 0.375 9(3) 0.254 9(10)
slashdot 0.674 7(3) 0.712 1(1) 0.566 6(7) 0.477 5(10) 0.696 8(2) 0.595 7(4) 0.572 6(5) 0.545 5(3) 0.589 6(5) 0.491 1(9)
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Fig.1 Performance comparison of all classifiers in terms of five evaluation criteria
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