552 %55 4 KON K F F R(E FR) Vol. 52 No. 4
2020 4F 12 A J. Zhengzhou Univ. ( Nat. Sci. Ed. ) Dec. 2020

ZIRICHFIEE R HE X GRik

h—xm' F=EE'?

(1. PR AN S B ARER 117 KJE 030006 ;
2. WP R ITERMES P UFEEABHEHELLEE L7 KJE 030006)

WE.: FHEREERERZHRICEITERRZ — B A R Zric e kgt s Heamki#Eirna
25 MBI ST BR R TR HEAT 5 A R R W T 2 AR IR AR T I - PR B A R R L, Wk, 2L T
PEPEBL RN 4 A BEEAT RS X — L0 ARR T I RIS AT VR A A 40 5 98 )5, 43 Il ) 348 4% 2 30 vk 1y O Bk o 6 1 3%
5B X Z AR IR R BB 0 HE— 2 B SR O 1 EAT B4

KEW . ZhCEN BERAE; B, RRIF R

FESES: TPI8 XHEARERD: A XEHS: 1671-6841(2020)04-0016-12

DOI: 10. 13705/j. issn. 1671-6841. 2020122

0 5

[l

LB P A 23 T R A AR (LA X BB — 3 5L, 0 PR (b B — i T A LA A A
FEME S s SCA ARSI | — (0 1 PR T BE IR B LA A R A TR — N R T Al [
1M E MRG58 bRic W B 7 v B AL M i e 25V STV , St 6 B30 2 S HE SR B AR . )
TFHARIT S T | AR 2Tt — R I — /AR 2 T A L JH o B 10 43 0 A 5 1 0 1 6 2 )
HEA DR IHG G 20 9 R SR e T I iz —

15 2 b0 25 ST bR 20 4 A — 7 A 0078825 0 8 v LA 5 5 00 O 460 25 0 62 2, 59—y T, U A
TSR ORI AN ALAE ) B R I A R, W O KT SRR R B . R AR i
R, SARE M R KBS NI, — K N AT RO T 5 — 2 AR R i,
U 41 BB 16 8 5T 6 T 23 D60 38 7 7 1 (SR ML ) 6 FE AL 30— /IR 2425 I, 12K 3 o T L) AT
Y I AR AR B 1 K T (L R A (R B D5 A A5 O 1 0 8 S, % 7 430 e PR FLAT P 1 R 2450
FROARR 2 0 0, 70 3 50 0T 0 A 910 500, 0 6 A 0 F° 5 2 O 0 8 DR ; 4 SR, 5
F A P T 2 A P A R AR B A 6 8 7 S (LT DL 2 6 I
A 2 T P T A 6 S T L A5 B 6 06 A 9 30 S, LA 0 A 40 i P 4 2 b i e T
Ry — 5 T BRI AR, BT ik b G P B 2R KRR E ARG T 4 FE M X T
SRR ST W 5 RO AR SR, SRR R P WA A AR IR 5 2 MR iE Z R R IR
I B AR B 2 )R S P 6 2 b S 4 T 9 O T 9 B 600 P 0 8 A 5 GF 0 HE 2 0/
B SCRRIE 5 4740 5 M SE PR 0 B, BT 19 22 4 0 HR AT R T LU 4 A fA JE REAT I 2%

1) WBCHE R AR B B SRR T e B 0 0 T 20 BT vk B SRR b I B 1k
My BEBRAE IR T T 0 T AT MR C AR AR SR 7 Vs . R R RS X B A I 1 6 7 v AT B 1
H HE 7 19 22 50 k38 T W o O o

2) MR EHR A 15 2 ) B 0 28t R, % B 5 B A o P T RO A 2 T L U A

Y75 B #A :2020-04-27

EL£TE ERAABAIETH (61672331,61806116) ; LU 7444 5 5 AF & 3% 35 H (201803D421024,201903D421041 ) ; L 7444 H SA B 2%
H 4T H (201801D221175) 5 11 PG 45 15 25 24 A2 1 75 AR 05 7 1 F (2019SK036) 5 1 PG 45 15 45 25 4 7 AR BLBF A B4 8% 7 1 0 5 10 75 49 i 45 2 A R 4
AIHT H (201802014 ) ; 111 P54 HFFE A= BIH 1 H (2019SY005) 5 Ll P4 45 45 %5 ¢ 4 9 1) [ [ B2 2 A A BHOF I A

TEE R k=52 (1994—) B IL v ir M TR AR R A GE RS | 24500 % 2T T 5, E-mail : 1310222154 @ qq. com; 38 75 /E & . &
R (1965—) 5 i P ik A, 2042, £ E N FRTE Pl 22 S 57, E-mail ; lidy@ sxu. edu. cn,



w4 W3, F . SRR AR L RN R 17

FRAEZE £ AL T o i BB A iR AU =F

3) WA FEARICRAE 5 5 B L 2 AR A, B B BN [ b i Al BE I A A [A) B9 5 A 7 48, B Z AR iC Fe ik
PR £ SIRE 3 s [PY N TRE S W TR T LR 7 TR e
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1 #HIEEL

Z b B nT e g A TR 7 U O BRI B | £ 55 R 22 bR e IR UG Sy 221> T 2 IR R 0K 22 A A TR A
¥y —AZ 5y DL X BE AL 5 1 CTE 2 R0 50 28 P A3 SR G5 1 T, AT LA B R is T © A Bbnic 7 2807 L i
RZFRIC RIS, Z AR 0 R AR B £ Rl o a] LURE A6 o B B BAbR 0 RRAE e 4% . BN B 1 £ 182 20 A, B
A AR ICHFIE B ] I R B AR 0 R 4R 19 2 bR 10 SR AL € £F (label powerset multi-label feature selection,
LP_MLFS) ;%ﬂ::ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬂggﬁﬁafﬁ?ﬁf_ﬁ*%(binary relevance multi-label feature selection, BR_MLFS) ; dE %%
1k Z bR IC 4 AE £ £ (directed multi-label feature selection, Direct_ MLFS) .

1.1 ETHIEREMNSRICHEERRE

B B AL 1 AR IC T 48 J 15 (label power set, LP) e JIX Sy e 3 AR K 2 AR ie BE T Y
B —FR LA S B A — R0 K Z AR B 5 A o — A Z 200 AR B, Bl an 2k 1 BI5% 2 E L AR5
1z PR IC R IR 50 e et B AR IR 2 . FE ROk H e 4 LP LU B GH J5 ¥ PPT(pruned problem
transformation) , SR JG - — 2L 5T LP W2 hRic SR E 8 15,

T1 LT E Fz2 L EAMNBE
Table 1 Multi-label data Table 2 Multi-class data
FEA A A, A, I L I FEAS A, A, A, 25
% 0.1 0.2 0.1 1 0 0 % 0.1 0.2 0.1 1
%, 0.2 0.1 0.3 1 0 0 X, 0.2 0.1 0.3 1
Xy 0.1 0.1 0.2 0 0 1 Xy 0.1 0.1 0.2 2
x, 0.2 0.3 0.1 0 1 0 x, 0.2 0.3 0.1 3

LP RCWJHEE 1 T 02000 26 0B T W AT B 18 T RIE A S b ML 77 2 P A L
U, — U | 607 o P B R 26 B B A B A HOG R I L B R A R, AR R
ELAE 53— eI | T T4 O AR T3 T A A 4145 5 0 H B 9 45 i Bl L ) T
245 SR 0L LT 250 o 2 0 DK 0 S LA 32 A

BERE LD 5 o R 6 S T 0 A O 3R 0 R, SR (9] 48 o — G 0 % £ 2%
PP, %7 YIS O B LP 0B RI_L 0 15 B/ S O 0 o LB K 5 0 45 4
BEGL T LP iR % ST R

T LP B AL B R SR C A A SRS AR 1 SCHRC 10 22 35 SR WS R 22 R T 55 o0,
SEHET LR 7S 2 BRI BRI 05 00RO 85 T2 PSP 80 7 K 56 7 o R B R T 503
B SRR T O A AR . SCRRE LA —F0E T PPT M1 bR T G STk , 9 5600 PPT
A MRS 22 I SO 5 M DB | 98 3 T 055 02 P 2 7 3R S R (5 O 7 .
SR I T VT I AT . SCHRL 120 PPT AL AW Relief 5L UHIZS 5 AL T — B0 87 09 2 FR T 45
B
L2 EFCEMXNEHFEHIELE

A (binary relevance  BR) U T LIS 2 FRICHCHER L0 2 b S BOI ) A AR IT AR S 5]
AHGE M HGE T 2 RICREIE B 75 S U REA9 A A SCFEA 009 BR 7 6 3CHK [13] 1. external
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approach BR 76, AN SCHF AR IC & A JL 4R O A BE TR0 49, 3T BR FAL B9 A ic Fr Ak 1 £ £ 2 AR
Je , B ZARIC BT 2 Ty B 5 SRS 18 T BB T R I R 5 R R O S T SR R AT R AE
J 5 B S AR A SR Rl 5 SR XS I A 22 AR e S HEAT R A5 5 3 B0 R HE R SURRAE T4

SCERL 1448 T BEHL k-BRiC 87 (random k-label sets, RAKEL) ZARIC/2675 4%k, 1EH BILHT BR ¥
PSR s 22 bR B e Ak 22> 0 S8 5 AR5 s R O A S0 45 A 20 B B R AR HE I 5 B s
Rl SR 1 ) B A W RRAIE 4R A RUB  T RAKEL BE0E B 20 R0,

SCHR[ 1523 500 0 T BROFT LP 3 %of 22 bn 0 A0 a0 A7 5% e, iz A B 18 45 A ReliefF J32 45 X0 45 AiE 3547 3T
W IR I T 4 LR L AR M 1S R BEE AUAS [ R R A A R
1.3 FHEUZIRICHEERE

¥ 22 bR i B B A S BObRIC B, 02 T A RRAE e 5 5 2 X e A0 5 4 BRAR 10 B E AT R AR B 4%, B Ak
1 FEAEAE 23 A — LU 05 B A IR B AL AR B 2 A A — LU [ T, B 45 X 22 AR 0 B0 R A7 R AR 2 % 2 — A A
FUAR I i 172 a6y vk 2 8 VAR 528 T by 22 e /48 i R DG P B o £ B — R A i Ak 0 56

SCHR[ 16 ] 1 YR ReliefF 505 0 T 2R ICHRFAEERE . SCHK[ 17 ) X0 ReliefF 3 4 47 otk DU & ] T 2
FRICHRFIE L %07 A TR T L1 B A 28 B 5 A 26 05 5, AN 7 20K 22 b e 800 i 1k o Bbr ic Bl i 2 51 A
DU BE B AR N R A Z B FR LR B B, B3 SRR A 22 (8] B Je T AR FE A R 1T 6 ReliefF 5305 BEA S04 £ F5ic
G AT R R EHE

SCHR[ 18 42 th—Fh 3 T £ 50 545 B 2 #5 10 KR 1E 3£ % ( pairwise multivariate mutual information, PMU) %
LB E S T R ARSI S O s AR i T 2 U B B R AR AE TR S bR e A R A O
P, 3z AT 1] 90 SRS 0 RRAEFE AT HEFF | IR AR 25 5 Ve PR AR AR BOUAS 1 X I A AR AE T4

SCHR[ 19 82— PR 2 R 0 R AR SR B 0L i e N BEIE B0 B 1 PMU B35 b 38 7 BLA5 B 10 R AE 45
3 BRBCEAT B e I A S 2 R 4 1 = ol SRS+ % 54 20 R R A b T SR R WO SRR T R A K
FRICXS . SEH IR 1R A LT AL Z AR IR R SRS A T AR

SCHR[ 20 ] 4t — o 19 56 T 545 B A 2R IC RIE S B 5008 08 ST —FoB A9 A5 23 eR 8, AH LT PMU
REJE 2 G B Z R % BB R R UE R . SOPW B S BB 1 25 AR B 22 A5 B
73 SRR AT AT DUAR AT AT AR R AE T4 | S 00 45 SR R W1 2% I8 s I 28 A5 R 0 15 70 R B s T BT B 1 H 5
AR R AR B 73 JE PR BE

PMU 5535 7E AL R RS Z AR IC I, 23 BEAR 10 MU I i A BB AR 4 b 25 F& 1R AE 8] B TR 1R, IR B S 51 A
TUARKRFAE o SCHR[ 21 ] 25t — BT AR i J32 S v U] A7 2805t e Ak PR MU AR G2 I i 7 7 255 0 e A A S
AN REAR 7 1 7% P& e /N TCAR PR R ) 2 10 1 — b b B O MR AR 0 B Z AR 0 AR IR 1E 45 . 5 S0 2 hnic 4y
EVEFETTIE M LU, 205 i AR AL B R 22 AR 10 B I RO 1 S 4 B ROR

SCHR [ 22 )56 T RATOCH ML G4 — Fh Pl 79 22 Fp 0 Rp IE 2B £ 530 1% FF 2 bR 0 R IR 2R 5 R) o 2 H
*ﬁ{jt{kl\'ﬂﬂhﬁ,ﬁ#ﬁf@)ﬂx#%z:ﬁfﬁ%'@(Symmetrical uncertainty, SU)EE/I\%:‘?EL?4\$i?iaﬂg$ﬁéé‘f$,WTE
W SR FE 0 FME &, R AR AR BRI 23 Sy AT SRS AR AR B R AE SO R AR AR R R SO R IE SRR S 2 ] T2

A M ZPRICHR IR L 075 R 2 8 T ARSI T 452 T R A S0 IR e 4% 1 7 5 5 ) 4% B 1K R A
JEHTEZHN A,
1.4 BEFEXE

T e HE TR AL IR 2 B AL A 2R iC R 45 A0 A — i R b R AR 1AM, 32 0 1 R0k iSRRI
BEo O T G M AR X Ty | 3R 3 XA 2 T B AR B R HEAT T IR A

2 HEEEEREEFI[NEKER

F B ZARICRHIE SRR A O TR E T B, 2 ARG IE B R T 40 i BB X (filter) (R ZE X
(wrapper) .#% AT (embed) .
2.1 FRASIRICHIEEE

1 B 2RI RRAE S B AR 2 o) 8% B U7 vk — MR S LB 1 2R 07 R e R Al AT 4
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% 3 LP_MLFS .BR_MLFS Direct_MLFS 7 i 1t
Table 3 The comparison of LP_MLFS BR_MLFS  Direct_MLFS

WZRES e e
LP_MLFS AR SCBLR S AL B0 B 2 ) B BB AR O, 23 )™ A B WA AR AT 32 3 200CR
SEIRIEAL T AT DL 8 T B AR (] bR S BE L IE S Wk 2 AR S0 B =2 1 B S O3 AR
ICHRAE 3 5 07 1
BR_MLFS JEAE i 5 16 2 R0 B e 0 24> = 0 B, DY o AT 0k 4 0

G T LP e A7 52 B L& BOR I 1] T FE T
LA e is A RO AT AR ISR IR e, RS SRS T R & B R R
NHE B AR IC Z 18] AR S
Direct_MLFS  JoZiUfeA R 45 T SRR BOHE ) 505203 A X 22 TU AR ik 2 [A) A L R PSS AR Y
IR T ARIC 18] 9 AR S AN REA BRI A 1Y B B 1
G T AL 7 1 ok 9 1) A

P B o A R AE OC T RR O B Y T R L A5 YRR AE R R, MR TS BOE A9 B /) B SRR AE A B, 3 0 AR IR
TR B 2 ORI R PR G E TP AR AR, 5 FHRH L A9 18 2R SR 2 ) — > AR T AR, T I S B BN B
IR R

55 1 RO TE TR HR T 0 L I8 | HL R 90050 B I B AR AR B, X 38 07 VR PR R R A R
AR BN BERA, AR —LIr T,

SCHR[ 23 38 T4 B3 a5 42 th 1 — M AR ICRREIE £R 05 v %007 i Se TR A R AE A AR G B 2 A I AR
I A8 KN, DU B B A R AR 9 R 5 SRS 48 /) T L R T A RO TR

SCHk [ 24 ] 3 F B 2 B /N JT 43 M ( minimum redundancy maximum relevancy , mRMR ) J& I $& H — Fip
B Z AR IR IR R R DT v 1% 05 i F AR 2 20 0l B R A R R AIE 5 AR I AR 2 18] B RH DG 1 g IR AR 5 R
MEZ [ A TCARPE SR 5 5 T mRMR 500 25 1 e 24 R i 3 M B8 0 MR G 100 2 18 B8 R R AR 28, 18 T
s P L TR ) e U R R R IE TR L R E R R T RIE Z BRI TR E BIER T £
A TCARFE

SCHR [ 25 ] T 4B 4 A5 B AR —Fh Z AR 10 i B8RP IE S B 07 8 1% B B OR - 8Y  R/ E A AN RDRE
JERIAEAS ) [ 2 SC T = Z2hR 0 SR UCEAR B, R A 8 158 5008 A AE T 46 8, e A 08 R IE T4 M I
TEAETHAR R Z R0 R AR5 I7 15 %07 8 S5 KRG AE T b 31 H0 B E 38 I JC TR A i Bl A Ak 2 s
B 1 B HUE Bl R B0 45 Bk

55 2 K5 R ] ek R T8 T TS B R IR B, K 38 Uy 1 R R TR S BAR R AR
VAR A MO RE &I Bl 3 ST MR 2 AN B RE 0 A RO T AN M TR R TR R R R AR 1Y
ZFRICHFAE R $E kT AR UM 4R 19 2 AR IO RRIE TR 45 5L T RO RS 48 19 2 PR 10 R IR e R 55

SCHR[ 26 ] 3 TR 2 BB A T 22 R 10 AT AR RG BE JE R 2 AT 7 ik PR Ol o- 1R 2 T, B AT LA IE B A AR
P2 ) B & ANER E I . IGAh I ST T 88 15 BE 29 (AT AH O Y 7T 43 B AE [ | 5L T 0] 23 B PR 3O 8- A5
JE LT, BRI ) 22 AR 0 AR I AT 5B o %07 kAR B RN T T AR B AT E B

SCHRL 27 1 BEXF ZHRI0 50 AT 55, 38 JTHLRE 56 B R GE 00 T AR i A & M, 32 10 T IR R AR IS A i 58
PEAAR (9 ZARIC R EE £ 77 1 o T S8 43 A 3R W] 28 MORL RS 4R i i 4K B O AS BB A A0 = AR 0 I R E
P 5 SR 5 MR IC AT 2 A A A T AR R DRE SR AR | SOMLAE e 5 oR R R AR A 1T BE B AT AR 10 4R, 40 3k
PSR BR B R AR B G AT bR IC B, JF 255 3X R DR SR pRBROE ST R I AR AR B pR B, B T — R X
ZhM DRI R B RN B 3K 29 ] ( complementary decision reduct, CDR), CDR B4 1R 5% i) ¥ £ IE
A DL R AL IR 2 bR i B S R T % 2 n A

SCHR[ 28 1B XS ZARIC AT 55 M A T 245 10 B ORDRE SE AT AY | 25 8 i 1 3 Bl S 2% 220 i 45 ik X T
PRICER B RRE T Bt T — Rl R RS AR IR R L . B T AR IOC R IR ] DL 0 B (e A 22
Fric EOHE R AT R L HE , WA AT B . SO AE 5 AN BUE R Z ARG B B AT XS L SR I TR
A R
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SCHR[29 ] FRIC 5 2 & 0 Z2 bR I BB B HOH R AT AR AR e 5, 1 e e T R PE A ic JE R & AR R i
FPRICE FRBOB AR R £ 2N mARIC OGR4 T8 RO 1 G L MO B2 E SC, IF BT T — R 1) 8
RAZICFHIEE R Z R R TIA B Z A0 FR R £ b JF B B3 87 1 AR 10 ¢ R Bl 8
PESE R A8 4L, 2B B0 IE 1 42 48 bR 10 OC R AE 2 bR i RR Ak B P AT R

SCHR[ 30 ] 4t — Flokr (9 BORDRLES 82 L8 T T 2 AR 0 FR AR £, SCrP A8 i ORI RS 28 X5 2 4 i i
1 HEAE 43 BT B SUFE T 0 LA AR 3 B PR AR AR 19 BLOE 57 8RR AS | X 3 AR R I B s, SO E
SE SCEEASFEA RS 43 18] 5, LLPEAS AR XS T B AR FEAS T 5 02 5 2R R A YA 38 5 SR R I T Jm B R AR R A R A 2
(] A A g B B, SR SO et R 1 Y R R R R R T — R B0 ) AR AR RS LR IR IE T
2 A R

SCHR [ 31 ] MREA FIRR 10 P AS £ BE 2 5] 2 Z0 I RRAE A9 DX A3 BB T o X 2 A 0 RRAE JE AT 55, %o 1SS0 B
FEAE ST B RORI HR R OC 2R FB A SO, R TS AR A AR i DHRE & R i AT DX ) AR AR S A58, R B R 1 M
B B RRAE AT X 53 B REAS X B0 7 B9 AR i, 51 AV AN R B PR B A S BT T MO E A X Z
PRICERAEBE BB TE . SO AN AS TR B4 F B B R AE A0 IX 20 6 0, T DAAE AR B B4R o 7 28 MERE B0 2 Atk 1 A5
RUEARFRAE 2 FE
2.2 BRASIRCHEEE

2 X ZARIC R R £ 07 1% B 2R IAFAE R 5 b 5 ml i o ) Ve e e AR RO AE 46 0l THFAE
TR 2H 5 B 2 B R A B0 i 45 B 4 K, PRI M BT A R AR 4B T FE AT 8 R & — > NP-hard [0)/8, it
— 2 R I — B[] 52 2% AT 0 48 R SR (91 A i3 i X TR W o A B A

SCHR[ 32 T4 H T 2 FAME D1 M- 37 9 2 85732 29 28 ( multi-label naive bayes classification, MLNB) &, M
THRESEENRCR, O E 5 A 3 W44 #r i (principal component analysis, PCA) #E 47 HRAE il B, 76 [ 4
Jo B EHE B MLNB 15 R3304 2548 , HEF R 2% RankLoss VLA 2% HammingLoss V5 418 W BE e %L, 12 F
181 B 1 45 R SR X 22 B A S R AT R AR R

SCHR[ 33 ] B UK SCAE 36 I 0L (memetic algorithm ) N H 2 Z AR D FR R BE £ i, 58— T Z AR iCFR1E
PP 5 R AL BT A S A R IR, i e 1 OC T e G IR R AT R B Y R AR A AR 1) 2 i 0 B A B A
FIEFNFRIE A BAs Bt g 1, e iz L EAR BRI N4 4E (add operation, ADD ) I B 52 4F ( delete oper-
ation, DEL) M350 6 #0 . AR LU T 36 T 35t 4% 50 15 O R AR 2 9% 32005 B WA 8B 1k o R s, JF iR e T IR
MR,

SCHR[ 34 R Z ARG R IE B B4R O —Fh 2 HAROLAR IR, H iy 2 54— A R 4B AR S . ez
U 22 B ARRL T SRR ST O0 AL, SR PR3 G 1 02 5345 R s B 1, B DU 83 2% ( HammingLoss ) FIREAIF %5
A g B 0 1 R R, A R UERE T DAL (particle swarm optimization, PSO) 83 AE A% Uk S 5 A BIC AT,
R JH A 0 4 ) A8 S ol T e BT 4R Bk 9 R BB s AR R ROE RO RE , SO B BT TRl T 2R A 2T Y )
AT 50 S0 W ok 7 2 48 2% 2 () i g DX

&1 X T AL 5B (evolutionary algorithm, EA) B2 AR 0L £, SCRk [ 35] B I3 —Fh S F W)
WAy ¥k %O EE T AR A AR SR i i A B, SO e sl AR EAR B B T — R AR o R BG4
IE 8 R T A R T R 5 SRR R A R R EEAE R T EA Y ZARICHRE SRR DT I B0 E A L 1T kA
VA GEET EA I 2 hRic 4% 07 2 0 4 5k k.

2.3 BAXSRICFMERE

TEFRA AR AEEFE 27 ) SR 2 5 FR A e B AR [R] — S UC AR HE SR A 52 1k, P A R sr, — i A U2
PRICFREVE £ 7 7] 43 Ry W2 . — 2 B TR ASE AL (B R AR TR 45 5 vk T R R o AR BT 2H R 4R 5 i 2
EFE A RRAE 158 5 00— R AE MR A v 5 | ARSI 0 AT R AR R 95, B T AN [R] A AR 5, — M Y 7 ik 24
Ly, BU L JEEON AL AT IE A

SCHR[36 ] 4t 1 56 T A0 A 2 1) 22 bR 0 R I 28 5 07 7% (multi-label C4.5, ML C4.5) %07 ik i il 42
PRIC T SR ASEAY ;SR 5 B T4 TS 4p iE 23 2 B 0 5 AR I i e i 2 S BE g 58 A0 SO TR R 5 3 RO HRAE TR
ZITEAE SR SRR 1 [R) I 8 1 7 5 38 Y AR AR 74

SCHR[37 T4t 7 —Fh 2 B 2 AR DRI SR B 5 . SOh B el R PR ICBUE R bR IC W AR A o 2



w4 W3, F . SRR AR L RN R 21

F /N AR pR VBRI 1, T D SR AT AR S I R R AR R A 5 205 R A R R 0 R AR I R R R AT
FAE T — 5B R AL B b iC Bl A7 U 25 s e R R4S 1O g 2 SO B I TRR AR e 9%, %07 T LA
A 80z AR AR IC B BEAT R IR e 8, 5 BUA A0 SRR 23 i 1) 22 R i R AR e B R AN [R) 12 030 Ul ik ke
JUANERAE DT R, DR T i T RS 22 hn i i

SCER[38 M T — M EE T 1, JERCGENIL 0 ZARICRF IR £ %0715 5 18 T ARIC AR G | O 3k 40 S 46
1025 AR5 0, 1 e iz PR e T 4 4 07 06 0 D R A 10 25 (8] R 45 21— A IR 4 23 18] 5 8 76 TR 48 s B9 AR ac 25 1)
g AR BT, BT B M B T — i A X 2 AR D R IE R

SCHR[ 39 ] 51 XF Z2 bRl o ~J $2 ) — Fh 5L 7 3 18 WAk A1) 591 2047 AiE 3% 5 ( manifold regularized discriminative
feature selection, MDFS) 53k  MDFS 45 & Wi AT ¥, B Jo i T th 55 506 0 Ak 25 18] B AT AH [7) J) 318 25 44 194 9 4 4%
AT e BRI K25 Al R IR R R 5 AR 4R 48 A 2 ] B IR R 5 5 I B AR IC 2 6] 9 2 B 5C 5 MDFS 51 AR
AT IENAE Bl R RS IC R R s RR5IA L JEBOE WAL S BURFE S £ . SCIRBIIE T MDFS B A7 By 1Y
HOR, GIAFRICA ML MDFS iPEREA T k42 & .
2.4 =FTTEMBRAXTLE

PAE 230 4 1 s oo 28 5 i AU SC B B RMC R T7 1, W AP R Rk R4 /il T &
PRI BB B A A

B4 OLER ALK EART EA K
Table 4 The comparison of filter, wrapper and embedded

T7 ik P B4
AU ORIREURRE 2 e BB I R AR TR X TR BR T AR AT R AR AN TR R T E 1 R A AL
PE S iRk B BRHIE Z [H] 6 TOAME AR E O S 2 A R AR 2 1)
OECRE S
AP W TRRE e AT DL R A R AT T4 W E i 24 TR IE T & A — & & A T H Al 4
T I s R A 3T A o of eSS
FrEA G2 MREMR, HEERES
AR AR E WM AL 4 BB ROR ARATF I RHAE T8 A — E 16 T A o 26488
R AIE 8 PR 7 2 ) i R S R, AT A OB R R
PSS €

3 ARMMIEHEHUEFENEE

Zhnic 7 AR IC BT R R B3 S, R A 10 T RE XS A R BRI A . X 2 AR 0 R AR ik
£, WA R AR e S 2 AR R TR AP = MO R 1) B bnic S S A R AR 746 52) A TR AR id =
A ANTFE Y HFAE T4 53) R AR iR S A B3 23 o Z2 S ARachE, W] — AR N A AR IC 55 A A0 [R) B R AE 54 A
RN BIARIC A AN FRFIE T4 o 6 T3 = A RMR 3, 2 bRic Fp ik e B 55 12 m] 0 O =268 p i Hh 2 50
L /A bRk e,

3.1 fRigHER

Fric 35 X 2 FR 0 R A 2 5 05 B AR BT A A i 3 A R AR AE A R 1 45 AR 0 b = 5 2 i W
3.2 #HiEEER

PRic & IR R 2 R iC R IE SR B U7 vk B I BB 0 B A AN ) 20 i X A AR 0 S AT AR AR S AR 2
BEAARIC LR RHE T4 R 2 S i dnic L Jm X0 i i R =

SCHR[40 )1 YR T ARIC LR R R ROME S I B A iC B L B B AR AL PRk BB R AE O L Ja R AIE
WEARM T —Fh T L B AR B9 £ 4530 2% 2 ( multi-label learning with label specific features, LIFT) =17
LIFT ¥ 550 3 FR 10 09 1E 51 SRR AR 70 ) 3R 26 F) I SR SR 45 1 0 i 45 Hh B AR IC ) L R AR s R 5 AU & s
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Figure 1 The display of label-shared Figure 2 The display of label-specific Figure 3 The display of label-granulated
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Review on Multi-label Feature Selection

YAO Erliang', LI Deyu'"’
(1. School of Computer and Information Technology, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, China;

2. Key Laboratory of Computational Intelligence and Chinese Information Processing of
Ministry of Education, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, China)

Abstract; For multi-label learning, the dimensional disaster of features was one of the important challen-
ges, for which a large number of multi-label feature selection algorithms were proposed. The classification
and introduction of the existing methods were of great significance for the further study of multi-label fea-
ture selection methods. The current research status and progress of existing multi-label feature selection
algorithms were comprehensively discussed. Firstly, the multi-label feature selection algorithms were
classified from four perspectives, and some representative algorithms and theories were introduced in de-
tail. Then, the advantages and disadvantages of each type of algorithm and the applicable scenarios were
described separately. Finally, the further research directions of multi-label feature selection were summa-
rized.

Key words: multi-label learning; dimension disaster; dimension reduction; feature selection
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