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Multi-Label Feature Selection Based on Neighborhood

Approximation Error Rate

Pan Siyuan'?,Liu Yuankui'*,Mao Yu'’,Lin Yaojin'?

(1.School of Computer Science , Minnan Normal University ,Zhangzhou 363000, China)
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Abstract : Multi-label learning can process data associated with a set of labels simultaneously, and the study of multi-
label learning is very important for learning modeling of polysemous objects. As with traditional single-label learning, the
high dimensionality of data is an obstacle to multi-label learning, so data dimensionality reduction is a very important
task, and feature selection is an effective data dimensionality reduction technique. A multi-label feature selection
algorithm is proposed on the basis of the neighborhood approximation error rate. Firstly,based on the neighborhood rough
set theory,the boundaries of instances are introduced to granularize all instances. Secondly,a neighborhood approximation
error rate strategy is proposed to evaluate features based on the neighborhood decision error rate. Finally, extensive
experiments are conducted on publicly available datasets.The results show the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

Key words : multi-label learning,feature selection, neighborhood approximation error rate
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South Africa’s FIFA World Cup — a success at
home and abroad
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Fig.1 Examples of multi-label
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(DA(x;,x;) =0, 4 HALY v, =x,,A(x, ;)= 0;

(2)A(x;,2,)=A(x;,x,) 5

(3)A(w;,x,) SA(x;,x,) +A(x;,%,) 5
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k

=? ;mll(x) 3)

—_—

mneu(x)

BEFIEES B, & m™ (x) =0,x RPN
8" (2)= {ylA(x,y) <m™(x) ,y e Uf. (4)
5 m" (%) <0, 4 m" (x)=0."""
1.2 PR RIRER
EX 1 FHEPBBIR ARG NAT=(U,C,D) ,U ZHEARNES,C BFHEZE EIMES,D Zhnid,x, e U,
HERHESRD B. P(0,18(x,)) ,j=1,2, ¢, BIZABINIE T o, BRI IBAE S x, HY8BBSK R
ND(xi)=a)i,P(a)1|5(xi))=rn7_aXP(a)j|5(xi)). (5)
S, P(w,18(x,) )= n/N,N ARSI EA B8 n) 245 j JSREAR IR,
FIA 0-1 1R5r K PR L
0, w(x,)=ND(x,),
M) IND(x))=) w(x,) “ND(x,). (6)
A w(x,) R v, BIESZG.
EX 2! SR SEIR 22 R (NDER) 5 LN

NDER=" v" A(w(x,) IND(x,)). (7)

Ko, n HREAR Y B

SRIRITR VR 22 AT LR AR A G N 20 23 A0 155 I8, , i 22 5 50 I D 5 4 45 A 4 T o
e MR G TS bR 2N 5 T o0 T A 2 1 25 5 K.

2B R4 NDT=(U,C,D) ,A 3= U L& 6=0. I FFREXaaT .

(1)y,(D) <1-NDER;

(2) I AR B3 R G & —5,y, (D)= 1-NDER , 3 H v (D)= 1,NDER=0. ¥ 1-NDER Jg4Bis
5% ( neighborhood recognition rate, NRR) , Ef!

NRR =1-NDER. (8)

2 FETABBGI DR ZE R 2 br il AR B

R SCR AR A T AR A 1R 25 F ) Z2 R i AR AR L PR AR A,
2.1 ETMEIAMIRE RN SIFCFHIEEEREEER

RRI AL 1R 25 2 HIR DAL 723 8] 70 2 RE ST A9, 3R B ARSI AL 1R 22 A die /NI 23 (8], e ] A T4 A 2
T i — A A P 495 o D) —— & Sl ) 2 22 3 e /M T

U ZPMCAS AL LR G MNAT = (U, C, L) , U SRR ES, C R AES RS, L RIS ICHE
B, e RHEES B, X (3) IR BIREA «, fEARIC A ) L T EFRIEIRE m™ (x,) 85" (x,) BHEA x, 1ELREK
AT AR ] B &P K.

FIARTLARBLEE eV SR AR IO AUURE (9 T ¥k, AR 52 AR (DS eR R

in: Xy,
S(x,y,)= k Ly, €85 (x). (9)
JZ(xiz)z X 2(3’,‘1)2
S, AHRTREAS ) O x, ABBRAROREAS kBRI AN

VTRLE R
oy ()|
> S(x,y)
j=1
a"t‘,l‘ . = , . E 6"9“ l X 10
5 (x;) T e () | y; €6, (x;) (10)
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A, S BN (9) fith, 185 () T o, SBIRNAEA RO RR. x, N HTREAS ,y, D o, SBIRPA AOREAR.
FIA 0-1 BRI AR pRAL
0, ay"(x;)=0,
AN ) <o (11)

o, 0 iR BE , BUEEFZ[0.1,0.9]. 4BIHR IR 2ZEH (NAER) 2 SN -

NAER=% i A", 165 (%) ). (12)
izl
A, n HFEARR) S
BRI (™) A
' = 1~NAER. (13)
SR B,a,BCC,a¢B,a tXTF D BEEE (Msig) M.
Msig™*(a,B,D)="vy5,~vy"" (14)

2.2 ETMEIAMIRE R SIMCFHEEERE

QI AL 1 25 S B/ M HEN BT LU FAG THARAE B 73 2 BE T, IR 20 L5 B — 1 SR AR A &, RIVAT 52
PUHE T QR LR 22 R B/ MG HE I A R AE e . AR DL b S, B IR BT B0, JE TR AR bR, i
T T — A SO R PR 3A |, 4 2 T A R 25 R M ZhR LRI £ 00k AP IR R

Hix1 ETMEEMIRERNSIFCFHDEFEZ
A ZHRC MR R G (U, C, D) FIPERI R m™ (x)

iy RRAEF4E red
1. ¢—red

for each a; € C-red
if C-red=¢

return red

PP a, , W2
Msig™"(a, ,B,D)= max(Msig""(a;,B,D))

if Msig""(a,,B,D)>0

2
3
4
5. else
6
7
8
0.
10. redUa,—red

11. else
12. return red
13. end if
14. end if
15. end for
B 1 FEAE I TAERAB M GEERAE T 3R Bmax (Msig™ (a,,B,D) ) M ffimax ( Msig"" (a,,B,D) ) >0
HORHE a,, EElma (Vg™ (a,, B, D)) <0 SkAFHSE e 5. AT iS22 4% A W01 20 LA RS T

HRUGTHRSAF IR PRE. 1% NAER S35 A AT i iy 115503 B3 Al SRk Sk i A R v
3 SR
3.1 SKIGHE

TEATFR 12 A Ao B sE FFf 75050, 405 Arts(A) \Birds(B) \Business(C) \CALS00(D) ,CHD49(E) ,
Emotions(F) .Enron(G) .Flags(H) .Sample(1) .Scene(J) .Water-quality (K) I Yeast(L). & 1 Z5H T Zda4Er
XoF I B PR S

Hrf Emotions 1 CAL500 & SR B 5, & W BUE 4 Birds F T 100 2289 Fp A W80 PE 5 Yeast £
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T2 417 IR R B8 A T R G2k BRI, b 2F 5 4 Water-quality FH T T5000 37 3% SCJE 3T 3
7K, BE 2B H5 4 CHDA9 A0 5 B 56 o M5 L. Scene J2 4155 2 407 7k [ SR 55 UL 0 RS B 5
Flags W& EGEEEE. Arts Business BUREM 2 M T 4028, 45 Envon BUEEE. HA 2R\ w) HLFHIR
PR RVE I — 74 H—4128 0 Thmie , B R T M IR B X SufE Bgksr R 53 A ik
B, U F R | BRI L. 73 AMAA Sample B LE.

F1 LIEEIESE

Table 1 Datasets for the experiment

g/ S AR BRI ESillk NZRAEA KL IR AL
Arts(A) 5 000 462 26 2 000 3 000
Birds(B) 645 260 20 322 323

Business( C) 5 000 438 30 2 000 3 000
CAL500(D) 502 68 174 251 251
CHD49(E) 555 49 6 372 183
Emotions( F) 593 72 6 391 202
Enron(G) 1702 1 001 53 1123 579
Flags(H) 194 19 7 129 65
Sample (1) 600 294 5 400 200
Scene(J) 2 407 294 6 1211 1196
Water-quality (K) 1 059 16 14 710 349
Yeast(L) 2417 103 14 1 499 918

3.2 EMIERR

B d dEm S 2sE] X =R FHA M AFricibric s L= {-1,+11". @ Zhricil 44 D=
x,  Y) NN<i<n| MEZFRHCIHAE Z={ (x,, V) 11<i<m| , H¥ x, e X & d FEWRFFEHE x, = (1, ,x,,
ox,). Y e LIZEIEMPAMICER. Zhmic iy I F 55 MU ZREE 2z 21— T sR 45 £ x—y , 4 T ok
BASEN Y e L. T rank,( -+, + ) ZXF 07 AHET eRAC . S EERAAE B BR AR B U 4 TN R IR -

(1) Average Precision(AP) :AP Siit T FEFEAR ISR B HE T 7 91 o, HEFE AR CARIE Z T AR IR SR
SEAHCARIC I OL. A8 R N R Ge P g By

e 1 Iy €Y, :rank(x;,y") <rank(x,,y) ||
AP_; ; 1Y, yg;/,- rankf(xi,y) . (1)
(2)Hamming Loss( HL) : HL VP4l T3R50 AU 0 09 LA, FCHCIE B/ NN 22 G 1 RE AT
1 & Y @Yl
HL=— ; — (16)

{h, @R usH.
(3) Ranking Loss(RL) : FEXAEVREETT TAEARIZARICRHET P80, B IR HER AU IS 00, AR Pl
/NURGEPERE LT
RL:% ) Y |]|Y ! LMy fGey') <f(x,y™) L (") e Y XYL (17)
Kby, RIS Y, MM,
(4) One-error(OF) - XV 4 b3 TH AEAE AR IRIBRICHET P81 b, P S e AR AN & T4
KAREHE G RO, ZAE PRI N R Gk e g
| o
)y [ [arg max f(x;,y) ] ¢ Y] (18)

m ;=

OFE =

3.3 XWHE

ARSI R Z R0 502548 ML-KNN (K = 10) X 2 88 (R IE T4 0547 20 29K BE i 1PAL. SE P B 4
— % F Matlab R2016a, - H A Ay 5286 4B 7E [F] — & Inter E5-2620,2.10 GHz, 112 GB WFEAYIHEHL iz
5. A TIAIE NAER S 78 Zhnic BaE 4 bk A7 Re Ak g 5% 10 A 5t | Tl isk Sk 1 RE A X Fb 330 /0 S i M i
Ze5 AR SCR A S FEIE A 4 A PR 4R AR AR O X H S b AT S8, Bk A 46 MINB!®!  MDDMspe ' |
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MDDMproj''® . PMU'"' A & MFSNC''™®' . #E NAER &.#:H1,0.1<6<0.9. 1 7 MDDMspc ,MDDMproj . PMU L
S MESNC #4175 2IFFAEHEY | PRUEEUET k ( NAER 333445 B A RRIE 880 FROEVE R RRIE 146
34 IWHERSHW

T HAEFTEE NAER S0 A R0, 16 el SR A0 s S 4 R EOWL LU B R 7 4 Fh 2 hmic oy
KIFEHFEFR Average Precision,Hamming Loss . Ranking Loss I One-error [ BRI | S8 5 i — 254 FH 75 ik &
T ARV EEAE L b 4 A 0r I aE bn bR SrSEPERE , R Jm i I I 2R 18 58 NAER 595 A7
RHE.

22~ 5 HHEIAR T 6 FONIE A 2 bR 10 RRIE R B R L AE Average Precision, Hamming Loss Ranking
Loss Fll One-error PEMT 845 _ LAY ML-KNN 43282550, K 2~ 3£ 5 e 17 FoRBUE MR, « | 7 FRBUE
HUNBE . 2 6 A TIETE 4 DVFN R T B0 o B)n — A7 B AE RS (Average) ,
FLEHE N A FES bR B BB L4

AR 2~ 3% 6 AR TR0 T 4518

(1)NAER #4812 NMEARSE G 4 NP FEFR AP REHER S —. 16 4 DI ERS |, B0
TR G —2F) B8 ERTERE AL, 3% 6 AT WP B4 240 2 — SO SUAMERE B,
NAER Sk e VP fahs L PEREAR 2 el pd.

(2)NAER .3:7F ML-KNN 4328887, 7£ Birds  Emotions , Flags . Scene F1 Water-quality 50854 #4328
PERETE A A7 46 b5 LAl 2 i 0. JF HAE F A Eod 4 B A 70 2 RE AL AL (BB #5630, #0 NAER 530057
12 AR E R 2R PR RE LA E .

%2 ETFML-KNN SEEMAPE(T)
Table 2 AP values based on ML-KNN classifier( 1)

HiEdE MLNB %3 MDDMspe 83 MDDMproj %5 PMU 5.7 MFSNC &% NAER %
Arts 0.214 6 0.481 7 0.478 2 0.509 6 0.531 0 0.520 0
Birds 0.611 0 0.634 0 0.633 9 0.668 3 0.655 6 0.693 1

Business 0.255 9 0.868 0 0.864 7 0.872 0 0.879 7 0.873 4

CAL500 0.374 1 0.481 2 0.481 2 0.480 4 0.476 9 0.484 6

CHD49 0.779 6 0.779 0 0.773 8 0.777 3 0.753 7 0.782 8

Emotions 0.754 8 0.756 0 0.762 2 0.697 7 0.707 6 0.778 6
Enron 0.251 2 0.554 8 0.554 8 0.641 5 0.611 4 0.537 9
Flags 0.800 7 0.805 6 0.805 6 0.748 4 0.786 8 0.835 4

Sample 0.667 2 0.656 1 0.684 9 0.704 1 0.655 7 0.710 8
Scene 0.6315 0.743 9 0.781 5 0.740 1 0.797 4 0.826 1

Water-quality 0.641 3 0.636 4 0.636 4 0.640 9 0.636 2 0.657 1
Yeast 0.706 8 0.769 7 0.780 9 0.743 9 0.744 2 0.750 9
Average 0.557 4 0.680 5 0.680 5 0.685 4 0.686 4 0.704 2

%3 ET ML-KNN S%EMHLE(])
Table 3 HL values based on ML-KNN classifier( | )

BiEdE MLNB %3 MDDMspe 83 MDDMproj #-#5 PMU 5k MFSNC &% NAER %%
Arts 0.065 3 0.061 7 0.061 3 0.059 8 0.058 9 0.060 4
Birds 0.073 4 0.059 9 0.068 3 0.062 5 0.056 8 0.056 2

Business 0.028 9 0.028 3 0.028 7 0.027 8 0.026 7 0.027 4

CAL500 0.187 0 0.140 5 0.140 5 0.139 8 0.140 4 0.138 6

CHD49 0.739 5 0.758 7 0.722 2 0.739 5 0.743 2 0.725 0

Emotions 0.261 6 0.248 3 0.248 3 0.277 2 0.277 2 0.241 7
Enron 0.071 1 0.057 3 0.057 3 0.051 3 0.056 4 0.058 4
Flags 0.301 1 0.327 5 0.327 5 0.336 3 0.338 5 0.283 5

Sample 0.2350 0.247 0 0.230 0 0.227 0 0.239 0 0.233 0
Scene 0.178 4 0.141 0 0.124 7 0.146 5 0.1159 0.109 4

Water-quality 0.867 2 0.857 1 0.857 1 0.885 8 0.869 4 0.843 8
Yeast 0.238 2 0.226 1 0.223 6 0.207 0 0.206 5 0.203 2
Average 0.270 6 0.262 8 0.257 5 0.263 4 0.260 7 0.248 4




B IVE R 2= ( TR AR 5523 &5 11 (2023 4F)

®4 ETFML-KNN B RLE(])
Table 4 RL values based on ML-KNN classifier( | )

G MLNB 5% MDDMspe 5% MDDMproj 5.3% PMU %3k MFSNC 3% NAER 5495
Arts 0.179 0 0.158 6 0.158 7 0.149 4 0.146 2 0.147 4
Birds 0.168 3 0.151 1 0.138 1 0.124 9 0.156 2 01221

Business 0.049 4 0.043 8 0.044 5 0.043 4 0.039 4 0.042 5

CALS500 0.245 8 0.190 9 0.190 9 0.188 2 0.193 2 0.188 1

CHD49 0.228 9 0.222 0 0.237 6 0.228 3 0.253 5 0.224 9

Emotions 0.219 7 0.205 6 0.203 0 0.265 9 0.249 0 0.184 6
Enron 0.116 1 0.109 0 0.109 0 0.095 4 0.099 2 0.110 0
Flags 0.223 8 0.226 2 0.226 2 0.276 7 0.248 7 0.210 3

Sample 0.289 2 0.288 8 02525 0.249 6 0.297 1 02379
Scene 0.237 7 0.172 1 0.136 5 0.154 0 0.125 4 0.108 0

Water-quality 0.303 2 0.323 6 0.323 6 0.303 3 0.317 8 0.295 6
Yeast 0.211 6 0.194 2 0.184 7 0.183 9 0.182°8 0.180 0
Average 0.206 1 0.190 5 0.183 8 0.188 6 0.192 4 0.171 0

%®5 HTF ML-KNNHEEHOEE(])
Table 5 OE values based on ML-KNN classifier( | )

HnE MLNB 53 MDDMspe $-#%:  MDDMproj 533 PMU 5% MFSNC 5.3 NAER 5%
Arts 0.751 0 0.673 0 0.678 7 0.622 3 0.590 3 0.616 0
Birds 0.532'5 0.489 2 0.520 1 0.448 9 0.427 8 0.393 2

Business 0.136 7 0.132 3 0.135 7 0.126 7 0.119 7 0.1250

CAL500 0.243 0 0.167 3 0.167 3 0.135 5 0.107 6 0.123 5

CHD49 0.240 4 0.2459 0.251 4 0.251 4 0.300 5 0.240 4

Emotions 0.326 7 0.356 4 0.3317 0.455 4 0.415 8 0.306 9
Enron 0.419 7 0.400 7 0.400 7 0.286 7 0.340 2 0.412 8
Flags 0.246 2 0.184 6 0.184 6 0.261 5 0.246 2 0.138 5

Sample 0.505 0 0.545 0 0.510 0 0.460 0 0.530 0 0.455 0
Scene 0.581 1 0.406 4 0.357 9 0.431 4 0.330 3 0.278 4

Water-quality 0.335 2 0.329 5 0.329 5 0.372'5 0.361 0 0.3209
Yeast 0.260 3 0.326 7 0.306 9 0.246 2 0.248 4 0.230 9
Average 0.381 5 0.354 8 0.347 9 0.341 5 0.334 8 0.303 5

F6 BEZE4MEMERTHESE

Table 6 Average value of each algorithm under 4 evaluation metrics

TN bR MLNB %3 MDDMspc % MDDMproj %5 PMU %3k MFSNC 5.3% NAER %54
AP 4.833 3 3.333 3 3.250 0 3.750 0 3.833 3 1.666 7
HL 5.083 3 3.916 7 3.166 7 3.250 0 3.166 7 1.8333
RL 4.916 7 3.666 7 3.666 7 3.166 7 3.666 7 1.583 3
OE 4.500 3.833 3 3.666 7 3.666 7 3.083 3 1.583 3
Average 4.833 325 3.687 5 3.437 525 3.458 35 3.4375 1.666 65
A 2 AJ 1, NAER Bk PR RE A HAW B B A 5. 0 T 3 B0 Le NAER BEEA0 5 MXT ez
MU EPERE OB, R TR AT SRS AT, 06— AP e RLTN

---- HLPH(E --- OET-44fii

B3R T AE DU T, AR L R E TR 05F

K 3 Al LA T 45i8 . 2 o4
() TE 4 DNPEMY 8 PR T, NAER Bk 1978 55 1 FL & 03l

SO, DU NAER 55345 21 59 i 5t 5 0 26k 02r
REEELF.

1 1 1 1
MLNB MDDMspc MDDMproj PMU ~ MFSNC ~ NAER

(2)7E 4 DMPEM 885 T, NAER Bk 207 7 ML o
PatE A LR BE. H2 12 MSIEE R R R T EAE ATt

( 3 ) Tﬂ_:‘ 4 /I\iEF ﬁ} TE 1:,]}"2‘ ,NAER %:{f E@% Jéﬁél T A Fig.2 Line plot showing the comparison of the mean values
j( ﬂ:ﬂ: ’ﬂﬁ%iff U‘E‘Eﬁ NAER %{2?}‘% ﬁ]? %»ju%% E$§ /THE E@ ﬁ’q’: of algorithm with different metrics and 12 datasets
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Fig.3 Spider plot showing the stability of the algorithm with different metrics and 12 datasets

i Friedman " ¥ 56 1 Nemenyi[zo] K 06 o — A 45
WA FIERIERE R T B 2 5. Friedman /504011

#£7 AEEHRTH Friedman it

Table 7 Friedman statistics on different evaluation measures
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Fig. 4 Comparing the performance variability of NAER with other algorithms by Nemenyi test
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