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Abstract—Multi-label classification can effectively identify the
relevant labels of an instance from a given set of labels. However,
the modeling of the relationship between the features and the
labels is critical to the classification performance. To this end, we
propose a new multi-label classification method, called Mul-
ti-Label Takagi-Sugeno-Kang Fuzzy System (ML-TSK FS), to
improve the classification performance. The structure of
ML-TSK FS is designed using fuzzy rules to model the relation-
ship between features and labels. The fuzzy system is trained by
integrating fuzzy inference based multi-label correlation learning
with multi-label regression loss. The proposed ML-TSK FS is
evaluated by experimentally on 12 benchmark multi-label da-
tasets. The results show that the performance of ML-TSK FS is
competitive with existing methods in terms of various evaluation
metrics, indicating that it is able to model the feature-label rela-
tionship effectively using fuzzy inference rules and enhances the
classification performance.

Index Terms—Multi-label classification, multi-label Tak-
agi-Sugeno-Kang (TSK) fuzzy system, fuzzy inference rules, label
correlation learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

ULTI-LABEL classification is a general form of single

label classification. For single label classification, there
is only one label assigned to an instance, whereas for mul-
ti-label classification, the same instance can be labeled with
multiple labels. Fig. 1 shows an example illustrating the dif-
ference between single label classification and multi-label
classification. In Fig. 1(a), the picture is labeled as belonging
to the class of cat, which is a traditional single label classifica-
tion task. In Fig. 1(b), the picture is labeled as belonging to the
class of cat and the class of animal simultaneously, which is a
typical multi-label classification task.

According to the strategies adopted, the existing methods of
multi-label classification can be divided into two main catego-
ries: problem transformation and algorithm adaptation [1].
They are described as follows:
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Fig. 1 Example of (a) single label and (b) multi-label classification.

1) Problem transformation: This kind of approaches trans-
forms a multi-label classification problem into other forms of
learning problems that can be solved by existing methods, e.g.
Binary Relevance (BR) [2] and Classifier Chains (CC) [3],
which are two classical problem transformation methods. BR
transforms multi-label classification task into multiple binary
classification tasks, where each binary classification task can
be implemented independently by any binary classifier. Simi-
larly, CC also transforms multi-label classification task into
multiple binary classification tasks. Unlike BR, CC regards
the classification result of the previous label as a new feature,
which is added to the feature space to take part in the classifi-
cation task of the next label. If there is a logical relationship
between the labels, the chain structure of CC can improve the
classification performance. In order to improve the learning
effect of multi-label model, Zhang et al. proposed multi-label
learning with the Label speclfic FeaTures (LIFT) method [4]
by first obtaining the specific features of each label by the
k-means method [5] and then following the same procedure in
BR where binary classifiers were employed to classify multi-
ple labels one by one. Besides, Calibrated Label Ranking
(CLR) is proposed to transform multi-label problem into mul-
tiple label ranking problems [6]. It first converts all labels into
label pairs, and then utilizes the existing binary classifiers to
solve the binary classification tasks.

2) Algorithm adaptation: This kind of approaches is pro-
posed to deal with multi-label problems directly [7-11]. Mul-
ti-Label k-Nearest Neighbor (ML-kNN) [12] is a classical al-
gorithm adaptation method. It calculates the label information
of the k-nearest neighbors and utilizes the maximized posterior
probability to predict the new instance. Zhan et al. proposed
the multi-label learning method Label-speclfic FeaTures viA
Clustering Ensemble (LIFTACE) [13] by taking label similar-
ity into account to improve the classification performance of
the LIFT method. Ensemble of Classifier Chains (ECC) [14] is
proposed to improve the stability of the CC method using
multiple random label sequences, on which CC is executed
individually to obtain the predicted scores of the labels. The
predicted labels of an instance are then obtained by averaging
the predicted scores. To further improve ECC, Li et al. pro-
posed the Selective Ensemble of Classifier Chains (SECC) [15]
to learn the weights of the classifiers in CC by constructing the



empirical risk function, so that the computational cost is re-
duced whilst maintaining the classification performance.

The core task of multi-label classification is to model the
relationship between features and labels. On the other hand, it
has been revealed in many studies that the classification per-
formance can be improved effectively by utilizing the correla-
tion between different labels [16-19]. Therefore, a promising
way for multi-label classification is to design an appropriate
model to learn the feature-label relationship and mine the cor-
relation among the labels.

Based on the above analysis, we introduce the fuzzy infer-
ence based Takagi-Sugeno-Kang fuzzy system (TSK FS) as
the basis model and propose a new multi-label classification
method, called Multi-Label TSK FS (ML-TSK FS). The idea
of ML-TSK FS is as follows. On the one hand, the rule struc-
ture of traditional TSK FS for single label scene is extended
for multi-label scene. By the improved TSK fuzzy system
structure, the hidden relationship between labels and features
can be learned more effectively for multi-label classification.
For each label, the corresponding discriminative features can
be learned by ML-TSK FS based on its strong nonlinear
learning abilities. On the other hand, a label correlation meas-
ure mechanism based on fuzzy inference is designed to learn
the correlations between the labels. Specifically, each label
has its own discriminative features which make significant
contribution to the identification of the labels. Moreover, the
proposed ML-TSK FS is premised on the assumption that the
correlation between two labels should be consistent with the
correlation between their discriminative features. For example,
for two labels that are mutually exclusive (or non-intersecting)
(e.g. “cat” and “water”), their discriminative features are very
different. On the contrary, for two labels that exhibit depend-
ency (or similarity) (e.g. “cat” and “animal”), their discrimina-
tive features are partially overlapped. To take advantage of
this label correlation information, label correlation measure
based on fuzzy inference is integrated into the training of the
ML-TSK FS. Based on these mechanisms, the fuzzy inference
based label correlation measure and the multi-label regression
loss are incorporated into the objective function to train the
proposed ML-TSK FS.

The main contributions of this work are summarized as fol-
lows:

(1) To model the relationship between features and labels,
we modify the traditional TSK FS for multi-label learning by
proposing the ML-TSK FS that has two characteristics: (i) the
antecedent parameters can be shared by all labels, and (ii) the
consequent parameters are designed independently for each
label, which can be used to find the discriminative features for
different labels.

(2) To leverage the correlation information among labels,
label correlation learning based on fuzzy inference is devel-
oped, by which correlated discriminative features can be
learned effectively for the correlated labels to enhance the
classification performance of the ML-TSK FS significantly.

(3) To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed method,
extensive analyses, including the classification performance
analysis, correlation analysis, parameter analysis, convergence

analysis and statistical analysis, are conducted experimentally
on 12 benchmark multi-label datasets.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section Il re-
views the concepts of multi-label learning and traditional TSK
FS. In Section I11, the rule structure of traditional single label
TSK FS is modified for multi-label scenarios, and the objec-
tive function is constructed based on fuzzy inference. The op-
timization process of the proposed method and the related
theoretical analysis are also discussed in Section IlI. In Sec-
tion 1V, experimental results and analyses are presented. Fi-
nally, Section V summarizes the study and discusses the future
work.

Il. RELATED WORK

The method proposed in this paper is related to multi-label
learning and TSK fuzzy system, which are briefly described in
the section.

A. Problem Definition of Multi-Label Learning

For a multi-label dataset, let X =R" be the feature space
with D dimensions, J)=R" be the label space with L di-
mensions, and Dz{(xi,yi)|1£i£N} be the training set
with N samples. For the ith instance X, € R™*, denote the
ground truth label vector as y; =[Y,, Yips-, Yy 1" € RV If an
instance X, is related to the jth label, y; =1, otherwise
y; =0 . The input matrix can be represented as
X =[X,X,,, X, JeR®™™ and the output matrix as
Y =LYy, Yy Yy 1€ R¥N . The goal of multi-label learning is
to find the mapping function: f: X — ), which can predict
the label vector y for a given new instance x.

B. TSK Fuzzy System

TSK FS is a classical intelligent model based on fuzzy in-
ference rules and fuzzy sets. Attributed to its strong learning
ability, TSK FS has been widely used in many fields [20-27].
The core of TSK FS is the fuzzy inference rules. For a classi-
cal TSK FS with K fuzzy rules, the kth rule can be described
as follows:

IF: % iSA A X, iISAS A A Xy ISAS
THEN: £ (x)=pf+ pix +---+pixy 1)
k=12,..K.

where D is the dimension of the feature space and K is the
number of fuzzy rules; x; (j=12,..,D) isthe jth feature of
the input vector Xx; AJ.k is the antecedent fuzzy set corre-
sponding to the jth feature of the input vector X in the kth
rule; A is a fuzzy conjunction operator; f*(x) is the out-
put of the input vector x under the kth fuzzy inference rule;
and p'].‘ (j=0,1,2,...,D) is the consequent parameter of the
kth rule.

In TSK FS, membership functions are needed to describe
the antecedent fuzzy set AJ.k in (1). Different membership
functions can be used for different scenarios. In this paper,
Gaussian function is adopted for its wide application in vari-
ous fields [28]. It is defined as:

He (%) = exp(=(% —¢)* /2(5)*) @



where the parameters ¢ and & can be estimated using
different methods. In the absence of domain knowledge, we
usually use data-driven methods to estimate ¢/ and &°.
Here, the commonly used Fuzzy C-Means (FCM) clustering
algorithm [29] is employed to obtain the two parameters of the
Gaussian function, which are given by

G = ZTzluikai/Z,j\jzlujk ®)
5ik = h'zz-\l:lujk (in _Cik)z/zlj\‘:lujk 4)
where u;,

i« represents the membership value of the jth in-
stance x; on the kth rule. The value of u, can be obtained
by FCM. h is a hyperparameter to adjust the antecedent pa-
rameter 5.

Corresponding to the kth fuzzy set A*, if the membership
value of the ith feature X is g, (x), the firing strength of
instance x on the kth rule can be defined as:

200 =TT 1 (%) ®)

A () = 1 () 315 (%), (6)

where (6) is the standardized form of (5). Finally, the output of
instance X in TSK FS can be expressed as

Y= frgeps (X) = D0 2 (X) F(x), )

which can be further expressed as a linear model of the
high-dimensional feature space mapped by fuzzy rules, i.e.,

Y= Fars 00 =% P, (®)
where,

X, = [1' XT ]T c Rou)xl (9)

)~(k :/&k(x)xe c R(D+1)><1 (10)

Xy = [(KHT,(XH)T,..., (X€)T]" e RKE4 a1

pk = [pg, plk . p:;]T = R(D+1)><1 (12)

py = [( pl)T,(pz)T,__'(pK)T]T c RK(OD+3 13

X, Is a vector obtained for the instance x by fuzzy rule
mapping. p, is a vector containing all the consequent pa-

rameters of TSK FS.

I1l. MuULTI-LABEL TAKAGI-SUGENO-KANG FUuzzY SYSTEM
A. Framework

In this paper, the ML-TSK FS is proposed to utilize the la-
bel correlation information and model the inference relation-
ship between features and labels. The framework is shown in
Fig. 2, which involves two core components: (1) the design of
rule structure, and (2) the construction of objective function.
The goal of the former is to develop an appropriate structure
of fuzzy rules to model the feature-label relationship more
conveniently; whereas the aim of the latter is to make the
learning of the ML-TSK FS more effective by integrating
fuzzy inference based label correlation learning with mul-
ti-label regression loss, so as to improve the performance of
the traditional TSK FS learning method for multi-label learn-

ing scene.
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Fig. 2 The framework of the proposed method ML-TSK FS.

The details of the proposed ML-TSK FS are discussed in
the following five sections: the design of the rule structure of
ML-TSK FS in Section I11-B, the construction of the objective
function of ML-TSK FS in Section 1l1-C, the optimization of
ML-TSK FS in Section I11-D, algorithm description in Section
I11-E, and the analysis of computational complexity in Section
I-F.

B. Rule Structure of ML-TSK FS

TSK FS is a classical fuzzy system model that has been
successfully applied to many fields, attributed to its simplicity
and effectiveness in modeling fuzzy inference [30-35]. To
extend it for multi-label scenarios, we propose the ML-TSK
FS by modifying the rule structure of the traditional TSK FS.
In multi-label learning, ML-TSK FS generates only one set of
antecedent parameters and one consequent parameter matrix.
Specifically, for ML-TSK FS with K rules, the kth rule can be
expressed as:

IF: X iSA A X, iSAS A AXy ISAS

EEOO] el + Pl e+ pioXs | (label 1)
THEN: f5X)=| fX(X) [=] P+ pix, +--+ piX, | (label 1)
ka(X) pto + pllflxi +ot pllfDXD (Iabel L)

1<k<Kand 1<I<L
(14)
where D, K, and L are the number of features, the number of
fuzzy rules and the number of labels respectively. For an in-
stance X, A}‘ represents the antecedent fuzzy set of the jth
(1< j <D) feature in the kth rule, and f*(x) is the output of
x for the Ith label in the kth rule.

Let  py, =[(pD)",(P7)T1e (P)TTT € R¥ODT b the
consequent parameter vector corresponding to the Ith label (1<
I <L), and p =[p{, pses P ]" € RO (1< <L) be the
consequent parameter vector corresponding to the Ith label
under the kth rule. Hence, the complete consequent parameter
matrix of the ML-TSK FS can be defined as:



P :[pg,l’ pg,Z""’ pg,L] € RK(D+1)XL (15)

The antecedent set AJ.k is represented by the membership
function of the jth feature in the kth rule. In this paper, Gauss-
ian function is used as the membership function, and the FCM
clustering algorithm is used to estimate the corresponding pa-
rameters. For the kth rule, the standardized membership
i*(x) ofinstance x can be obtained from (2)-(6).

Finally, the output of instance x in the ML-TSK FS can
be expressed as:

Yutskes = Fursies (X) =[F(X), F,(X),..., fL(X)]T

S OWACINCOH WACTAEIS WACINC
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(16) can be re-expressed as a linear model of high—dimensi(onzzl
features mapped by the fuzzy rules:
yML—TSKFS = fML—TSKFS(X)
Plo - A" (X) -+ Pip - (B (X)Xg) -+ pig - A (X) ++-+ plo - (2 (X)%p)
_| Pao B (X) P (B (X)Xp) o P - 1 () -+ P - (2 (X))

pio () -+ ptD '(,[ll(X)XD)""'"" pfo () 4+ pLKD ‘(ﬂK(X)XD)
=[PgiXg. Pg2Xgrs Py Xg "
=PTx,
where X, is a vector obtained for the instance x by fuzzy
rule mapping and the process is detailed in (2)-(11).
P e R*®*™" is the consequent parameter matrix of the
ML-TSK FS, and its definition is shown in (15).

Compared with traditional TSK FS, ML-TSK FS has the
following advantages. First, all the labels share a common set
of antecedent parameters, which reduces the burden of mul-
ti-label learning. Second, the consequent parameters of the
ML-TSK FS are in the form of the matrix P that each column
corresponds to a unique label. The matrix P has two functions.
First, it models the mapping relationship between features and
labels by multi-label regression. Second, the parameter of the
inference rules P is used in the label correlation learning to
leverage the label correlation information. In addition, P can
be used to identify the discriminative feature in each rule for
different labels. Therefore, the main training task of ML-TSK
FS is to learn the consequent parameter matrix P. The learning
process of P is detailed in the next section.

C. Objective Function of ML-TSK FS

The learning procedure of ML-TSK FS contains two main
parts: modeling the fuzzy inference between features and la-
bels, and utilizing the label correlation information. For the
first part, we exploit multi-label regression loss for parameter
optimization. For the second, we introduce label correlation
learning based on fuzzy inference. Specifically, each label has
its own discriminative features that are indicated by the corre-
sponding column in P (i.e., consequent parameter vector). In
addition, we premise on the reasonable assumption that the
correlation between two labels is consistent with the correla-
tion between their discriminative features, which has been
elaborated in Section . Therefore, the label information can be

a7

utilized by considering the correlation between any two labels,
and their discriminative features.

Based on the above analysis, we take the consequent pa-
rameter matrix P as the solution variable and define the gen-
eral form of the objective function for ML-TSK FS as follows.

P"=argmin £,(P)+a- £, (P) (18)
p

In (18), £,(P) represents the multi-label regression loss
and £, (P) represents the label correlation learning based

on fuzzy inference. Here, « is a nonnegative hyperparame-
ter that balances the effect of the two terms.

1) Multi-Label Regression Loss

Given a training set X =[x, X,,..., X, ] € R”*" that can be
mapped to a new feature set G =[X,;, X;,, ... X ] € R*V"
through the fuzzy rules in the ML-TSK FS as detailed in
(2)-(11). P contains L consequent parameter vectors (column
vectors), and every vector corresponds to a specific label. In
the new feature space,
ey =[(PD) . (P7) 1o (B) ] € R* P corresponds to the
Ith label. In general, TSK FS adopts linear regression to deal
with single label scenes, that is,

4ou)= Flone-al,

where ¥ =[Yy, Yore Yoo Yul @<T< L)y, is the Ith
label of the nth sample, and N is the number of training sam-
ples. Thatis, ¥, isa vector composed of the Ith row elements
in the training label matrix Y e R™".

Correspondingly, for ML-TSK FS, the following regression
loss function can be constructed.

(19)

(T 2
4.(P)=2[PTe v (20)
To improve the robustness of the fuzzy system, (20) can be
further expressed as:
1 2
L’re(P):E"PTG Y| +BIP], (21)
where |[P|, is the regularization item, and S is a positive
hyperparameter to balance the regression loss and the com-
plexity of the model. In this paper, we adopt the L1 norm
which is widely used in machine learning [36-40]. Compared
with the steadily differentiable L2 norm, the L1 norm in (21)
has the following advantages:
(1) With the L1 norm, it is easier to obtain a sparse solution
for the consequent parameters of the fuzzy system
Pyr <I<L) to predict the Ith label ¥, . Since most of the

elements in p,, tend to O, the resulting multi-label TSK FS

would be more concise. Hence, L1 norm can effectively re-
duce the model complexity and computational complexity of
the multi-label model.

(2) For each pair (p,,, %) L<1<L), the feature subset of
the input X corresponding to the non-zero parameters in

p,, are more discriminative for the label ¥, . That is, dis-

criminative features for different labels can be obtained using
the L1 norm.



(3) Since the optimized p,, (1<I<L) obtained with the

L1 norm is sparse, the important features in different rules can
be readily identified while the minor ones can be ignored,
yielding simple and clear inference relationship between fea-
tures and the Ith label ¥, .

2) Label Correlation Learning Based on Fuzzy Inference

To utilize the label correlation information, label correlation
learning is introduced based on fuzzy inference. Correlation
information between labels can be described in different ways,
such as conditional dependence network and covariance ma-
trix [16, 18], and the Pearson correlation coefficient [41] is
used here.

In this paper, the label correlation information is extracted
for the proposed ML-TSK FS based on the following argu-
ments: 1) the ith consequent parameter vector p,; e R*®*

in PeR*®t can be used to find the discriminative fea-
tures for the ith label ¥, e R"M(1<i<L) in Y eR"™; and

2) the correlation between two labels is consistent with the
correlation between their discriminative features. Here, the
label matrix Y is known, and P is set as the consequent
parameter matrix to be solved. The correlation between labels
can be quantified by Y using the Pearson correlation func-
tion as the correlation measurement technique. The quantified
correlation between ¥, (1<i<L) and ¥; 1<j<L) can

then be used to train the correlation between p,; and p, ;.

Since the consequent parameter vectors determine the dis-
criminative features for each label, the above mechanism fa-
cilitates the extraction of discriminative features for label pre-
diction, and the multi-label classification performance would
be improved accordingly, i.e., the correlation learning can
benefit multi-label classification effectively.

Thus, the label correlation learning based on fuzzy infer-
ence is constructed as follows:

1
‘C;orr(pg,i' pg,j) = Eru p;—| pg,j ) (22)

where r; =1-c; is used to quantify the correlation between
labels §, (1<i<L) and §; A<j<L),and ¢ is the cor-

relation coefficient between labels ¥, and §,. c; is cal-

ij
culated using the Pearson correlation function in this paper.
The stronger the correlation between §, and y; . the larger

the value of c; and the smaller the value of r;, and vice

versa. For the complete multi-label space, the function of cor-
relation learning is defined as follows:

1oL L
‘ét':orr(P) = Ezi:lzj:lrij p;i pg,j

: (23)
= %Tr(RPTP)

where P e R“®**" s defined in (15), and R=[r,]e R"".

(23) can be used to guide the optimization of the consequent
parameter matrix P .

3) The Overall Objective Function
By combining (18), (21) and (23), the final objective func-
tion can be expressed as:

P* = argmin %"PTG—YHZF+ﬂ||P||1+%Tr(RPTP) (24)

For a new test instance x', the prediction output of the
ML-TSK FS can be expressed as:

yl:/IL—TSKFS = furskes (x) = (P*)T Xg’] ) (25)

’ ’ ’ ’ T
Where yML—TSKFS = [yML—TSKFS,l’ yML—TSKFS,Z LR yML—TSKFS,L] and

Vi reces € RV is the output predicted by the ML-TSK FS,
and x; is mapped by x’ through the fuzzy rules. Further,
the threshold function ¢(-) is introduced to improve the
flexibility of the model. That is, the predicted label vector
y' =[Y,,¥;,-.,y. 1" can be obtained by the following thresh-
old function:

H ’
Looif Yo rekesy >7

. @a<i<uy,
0, otherwise

V=0, (yI:/IL—TSKFS,I) = {

(26)

where 7 is the adjustable threshold. In fact, the value of =

can be optimized by cross-validation. In this paper, we fix it to
the commonly adopted value of 0.5.

D. Objective Function Optimization

Since the objective function of ML-TSK FS contains the L1
norm of P, which is not differentiable with respect to P,
we cannot directly obtain the gradients on P for optimiza-
tion. Efficient optimization techniques have been developed to
solve this common problem in L1 norm-based methods. In the
study, the commonly used techniques, the Proximal Gradient
Descent (PGD) [42], is utilized to solve for the parameter P
of the proposed ML-TSK FS. The optimization process is de-
scribed below.

For the proposed ML-TSK FS, the complete objective func-
tion is given by

* H 1 2 =
P = Z|PTG-Y|, + AP, + S Tr(RPTP
argmin 2" "F+ﬂ" ||lJr2 " ), (27)
=argmin f(P)+ B[P,
p

with

f(P) =%||PTG Y[ +%Tr(RPTP). (28)

Since both f(P) and the L1 norm [P, are convex, and
£ >0 as defined in (21), the optimization problem in (27) is
also convex (the proof is shown in the section Supplementary
Materials: Part A). Besides, the function in (28) is convex and
smooth, with a Lipschitz constant (the proof is shown in the
section Supplementary Materials: Part B). Under these condi-
tions, there exists a constant L, >0 such that

||Vf (P)—Vvf (P")|| <L, ||P'— P”|| (VP',P"). (29)

Then, (27) can be solved in an iterative manner. For the tth
iteration, given the fixed point P®  f(P) can be approxi-
mated using second-order Taylor expansion



f(P)= f(PY)+(Vf(PV),P- P<‘>>+L—2f||P -pO’
(30)

2 )

_ P—(P(‘)—Lin(Pm)) +const

f

_
2
F
where const is a constant which is independent of P . There-
fore, for the (t+1)th iteration, (27) can be approximated by
P.= arg:nin f(P)+A]P|,

2

L
=argmin ?f P—(P(‘)—Lin(P(t))) +B|P|,. (31)
P f E

:argpmin % ||P—Z(‘)||2F +Lii||P||l

where Z© =P —vf(P®)/L, . Then, (31) can be solved by

the following update rule (the details are shown in the section
Supplementary Materials: Part C):

P =S, 291, (32)
where S, [Z®] is the soft threshold function, which is
defined by Z© =[z;] and B/L, asfollows:

z;-p/L; , if z; > B/L,

(S5, 120), =12+ B/Ls . if 2y <=p/L,

0 , otherwise

In addition, to obtain the optimal solution for (27) more ef-
fectively, we first obtain the solution of (20) and take it as the
start value (i.e., the initial value of P') of the subsequent iter-
ations in the learning procedure for solving (27). The process
is as follows:

The derivative of (20) with respectto P is

(33)

V£, (P)=GG'P-GY' (34)
Let V£, (P)=0, we get

P=(GG")'GY" (39)
Therefore, we set the initial value of P as

P, =(GG" +y1)'GY" (36)

where y is a hyperparameter, and the introduction of y|1

can further ensure the stability of the solution.

To improve the convergence speed of ML-TSK FS, we re-
set the fixed point P® in (31) in each iteration by updating it
to PY=P +((b,-1)/b)P —P_), where the sequence
(b,) satisfies b’, b, <b?, and P, is the result of the tth
iteration [43].

E. Algorithm Description

Based on the above analysis, the training procedure of the
ML-TSK FS is given in Algorithm I.

F. Computational Complexity

The computational complexity of ML-TSK FS in Algorithm
| is analyzed step by step as follows. For step 1, the computa-
tional complexity of learning the antecedent parameters is
O(2DNK) . For step 2, by using (2)-(6) and (9)-(11), the
complexity  of  transforming X into G is

O(2NKD +2NK) . For step 3, the complexity of initializing
the matrix Py and the matrix P,
isO(K?N(D +1)* + KNL(D +1)) . The complexity of step 5 is
O(®). In step 6, the complexity of evaluating Vf(P©®) is
O(TK*N(D +1)* +TK?L(D +1)* + TKNL(D +1) + TKL*(D +1))
. The complexity of step 7 is O(1). Among the steps dis-
cussed above, steps 3 and 6 are the determining steps that
dominate the computational complexity. Let
a=max (L,T,K), b=max (N,K(D+1), where a<kb
in general, the overall complexity of the whole algorithm can
be expressed as O(ab”(a + 2b)) .

Algorithm | ML-TSK FS

Input: Training data matrix X e R°™ , label matrix Y e R"" , number of
fuzzy rules K, trade-off parametersh, «, £ and y.

Procedure ML-TSK FS:
1: Learn antecedent parameters cik and c?ik using FCM and (3)-(4);

2: Transform the input matrix X to the fuzzy matrix G using (2)-(6) and
(9)-(12);

3:h, b1, P, P« (GG +y1)'GY" ,and t«1;

4: While not converged do

> PY P +((b,—D/b)(P-P.);
6.  ZY < PY—@/L)VE(PY);
7 P« Sﬁ/L, [z97;
8 b« (L4 fA07+1)/2;
9: tet+1;
10:  Check the convergence conditions;
11: End
Output: P .
TABLE |

DESCRIPTIONS OF DATASETS
Dataset #Instance #Feature #Label
Bibtex 7395 1836 159
Birds 645 260 19
CALS500 502 68 174
Corell16k1 13766 500 153
Emotions 593 72 6
Flags 194 19 7
Image 600 294 5
Mirflickr 25000 1000 38
Revisl 6000 944 101
Rcv1s2 6000 944 101
Scene 2407 294 6
Yeast 2417 103 14

IV. EXPERIMENTAL ANALYSIS

We have conducted extensive experimental analysis to fully
evaluate the proposed ML-TSK FS. The evaluation includes
the analysis of the classification result, label correlation, pa-
rameter settings, convergence, and the statistical performance.
The datasets, evaluation metrics, and settings of the experi-
ments are described as follows.

A. Datasets

The performance of ML-TSK FS is evaluated using 12
benchmark multi-label datasets. The Mirflickr dataset is ob-
tained from [44]. The Image dataset can be downloaded from



Github!. Other datasets can be obtained from MULAN?Z. Table
| gives the description of the datasets, where #Instance, #Fea-
ture, and #Label denote the instance number, the feature di-
mension, and the label space dimension respectively.

B. Evaluation Metrics

In the test set X, =[X,;, X5, Xy ] € R”™ with Ny sam-
ples, f(x.;,l) represents the continuous output of the pre-
diction model on the Ith label. The ranking function
rank, (x.;,I) can be defined according to f(x,I). If
f(x. 1) > f(x,;.1) ., then rank,(x 1) <rank(x;.I) .
Y ={0,}" denotes the label space, Y,; is the prediction
result of x (1<i<N,),and vy, is the true label vector of
X.i Ly, Iisthe setof labels associated with X, , and I:x“
is the complement of L, . In order to measure the perfor-
mance of multi-label classifier from different perspectives,
five evaluation metrics for multi-label learning are adopted
[10]:

(1) Average Precision (AP): It evaluates the ratio of the re-
lated label ranking before a certain label I. The larger the value
of AP, the better the classification performance.

N, {I'eL, |f(x;.10=T(x;.1)
Ap= Ly 1 ‘ ul 20 i }{
N L rank; (x,;.1)

i=1
t Xt

|ELX“

(2) Hamming Loss (HL): It evaluates the proportion of la-
bels that are predicted incorrectly. The smaller the value of HL,
the better the classification performance.

1 &
HL =2 [V @ vl /L
toi=1

where @ represents XOR operation.

(3) One Error (OE): It evaluates the proportion of labels that
have the largest predicted values but the prediction is wrong.
The smaller the value of OE, the better the classification per-
formance.

0E =13 (%), a(x,)-

1 1 if argjmaxf(xtvi,l)ezLxLi
Nt i=1

0, otherwise

(4) Ranking Loss (RL): It evaluates the scale of the label
pairs that are ranked incorrectly. The smaller the value of RL,
the better the classification performance.

1 e < o) ) el <E,

Nt i=1 LX[I I:

Xt

RL

(5) Coverage (CV): It evaluates the average number of
times that all related labels of an instance are found. The
smaller the value of CV, the better the classification perfor-
mance.

Ne
CV= NiZmax rank, (x,;,1) -1

¢ it IELXl,i

Thttps://github.com/KKimura360/MLC _toolbox/tree/master/dataset/matfile
?http://mulan.sourceforge.net/datasets-mic.html

C. Experiment Settings

The proposed ML-TSK FS is compared with six algorithm
adaptation methods and two problem transformation methods.
The six algorithm adaptation methods are ML-kNN [12], mul-
ti-label classification with Meta-Label-Specific Features
(MLSF) [10], Hybrid Noise-Oriented Multi-label Learning
(HNOML) [45], Canonical Correlated AutoEncoder (C2AE)
[44], Backpropagation for Multi-Label Learning (BP-MLL)
[46], and Joint Binary Neural Network (JBNN) [47]. The last
three methods, C2AE, BP-MLL and JBNN, are deep learn-
ing-based methods. The two problem transformation methods
are BR and CC, which have been mentioned in Section I. A
brief description of these methods is given as follows.

ML-kNN: The method utilizes the label information of the
k-nearest neighbors to predict the new instance.

MLSF: The method adopts meta-label learning and specific
feature selection approach to fully consider the correlation
between the labels.

HNOML.: The method utilizes bi-sparsity regularization and
label enrichment to deal with label noise and feature noise,
which can improve the robustness of the method.

C2AE: The method adopts deep canonical correlation anal-
ysis and the autoencoder structure, which are determined by
feature mapping, encoding function and decoding function.

BP-MLL: The method considers correlation learning by as-
suming that the rank of related labels is higher than that of
unrelated labels.

JBNN: The method exploits multiple logistic functions in-
stead of a softmax function in the network for different labels.
In addition, it utilizes a joint binary cross entropy loss to cap-
ture the label correlation.

BR: The method uses the &-Insensitive Learning by Solving
a System of Linear Inequalities (eLSSLI) [48] as the binary
classification method. The LSSLI improves the generaliza-
tion ability of fuzzy classification by introducing &-insensitive
learning.

CC: The method decomposes multi-label classification task
into multiple binary classification tasks, and each binary clas-
sification task is completed by sLSSLI with different parame-
ter settings.

Five-fold cross-validation strategy is adopted to evaluate the
generalization ability of all the methods. The hyperparameters
in the methods are optimized using grid search in the range as
described in Table I1. While five metrics are used to measure
the performance of the methods, it is unlikely for a method to
excel for all the metrics at the same time [1, 49-51]. Hence,
only one metric is chosen as a reference to determine the cor-
responding optimal parameter values, although we can obtain
different optimal parameter settings for a certain method on a
specific dataset with different metrics. For example, Tables 111
and 1V show the results under different optimal parameter
settings that are determined with the metrics AP and HL re-
spectively.


https://github.com/KKimura360/MLC_toolbox/tree/master/dataset/matfile
http://mulan.sourceforge.net/datasets-mlc.html

TABLE I
PARAMETER SETTINGS OF EXPERIMENTS

Methods
ML-kNN

Parameters ranges for grid search
K ={1,35,7,9,11,13},
s ={0.01,0.03,0.05,0.07,0.09}.

MLSF a={0.1,0.5,0.9},
£={0.1,1,10},

K ={1,5,10},
y={0.1,1,10}.
HNOML «=4{0.01,0.1,1,10,100},
£=40.01,0.1,1,10,100},
y=4{0.01,0.1,1,10,100}.
C2AE «={0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,0.9,1,3,5,7,9,10},
N =512,

B =500.

BP-MLL e = {10,20,30,40,50,60,70,80,90,100},
h =0.2*D, D is the number of features.
JBNN e = {10,20,30,40,50,60,70,80,90,100%},
h =0.2*D, D is the number of features.

BR C =2."(-5:2:5),
M ={2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9}.

cc C=2."(-5:2:5),

M ={2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9}.
ML-TSK FS K=4{1,2,3,45,6,7,8,9,10},
h ={0.1,1,10,100%},
a={0.01,0.1,1,10,1003},
£=40.01,0.1,1,10,100},
»={0.1,1,10,100}.

Due to the high computational complexity of BR, PCA is
adopted to reduce the Mirflickr dataset to 50 dimensions. Sim-
ilarly, PCA is employed in CC to reduce the Corel16k1 dataset
to 150 dimensions.

D. Analysis of Experimental Results

1) Multi-Label Classification Results

The classification performance of the 9 methods on the 12
benchmark multi-label datasets, in terms of the mean and
standard deviation (SD) of the five metrics, are shown in Ta-
bles 1-V.

Multi-label method is usually evaluated from different as-
pects using different metrics, it is unusual and difficult for one
method to outperform the others on every aspect evaluated
with the corresponding metrics [1, 49-51]. In the study, we
determine the optimal parameter setting using grid search
based on one specific metric out of the five at a time. The re-
sults obtained using AP and HL respectively as the metric are
discussed below.

The results obtained with AP adopted as the metric are
shown in Table Il1. Through grid search, the parameters of the
methods are optimized when AP reaches the maximum value.
However, the other four metrics, i.e., HL, OE, RL and CV, are
not necessarily optimized under such parameters settings.
Therefore, as shown in Table Ill, the proposed ML-TSK FS
does not demonstrate an overall advantage for the other
methods, e.g., for the CAL500, Image and Scene datasets.
Nevertheless, ML-TSK FS shows the best performance in

terms of AP for 11 out of 12 datasets. It is only suboptimal for
the Scene dataset.

Similarly, when HL is adopted as the metric to determine
the optimal parameter settings for the methods using grid
search, the settings thus obtained when HL is minimized do
not necessarily guarantee that the metrics AP, OE, RL and CV
are also optimized, as shown in the results in Table IV. Nev-
ertheless, ML-TSK FS demonstrates outstanding performance
in terms of HL for 10 out of the 12 datasets. For the Scene and
Yeast datasets, the HL values of the proposed ML-TSK FS are
the second best.

To fully demonstrate the performance of the methods based
on different metrics, we have conducted further experiments to
obtain the best values of the five metrics attained by the 9
methods on the 12 datasets separately. The results are shown
in Table V, which shows that the proposed ML-TSK FS out-
performs for each of the five metrics. This suggests the fuzzy
inference relationship between features and labels are effec-
tively modeled and the correlation between the labels is well
utilized by the proposed ML-TSK FS.

Although CC and BR are two representative problem trans-
formation methods, their classification performance, as shown
in Tables I11-V, is not outstanding. This implies that the trans-
formation of multi-label problem into multiple single label
problems in BR is not an effective solution and it ignores the
correlation between the labels. On the other hand, although
CC considers the correlation among labels, the classification
results are dependent on the ordering of the labels.

2) Label Correlation Analysis

To evaluate whether the correlation between two labels is
consistent with the correlation between their discriminative
features, two experiments are conducted using the datasets
Emotions and Scene. The results are shown with Fig. 3 and
Fig. 4. The visualization of the correlation between any two
optimized consequent parameter vectors p,; (L1<i<L) and

p,; < <L) isgiven in Fig. 3, whereas the visualization
of the correlation between any two labels ¥, and ¥, is

given in Fig. 4. In these two figures, Pearson correlation coef-
ficient is used to measure the correlation between any two
columns in a matrix. The higher the value of the coefficient,
the stronger the correlation. The effectiveness of label correla-
tion learning based on fuzzy inference is analyzed from two
aspects: (1) whether the correlation between two labels (ex-
pressed by Y in Fig. 4) is consistent with the correlation be-
tween their discriminative features (expressed by optimized P
in Fig. 3); (2) whether the correlation expressed by P is rea-
sonable in the real situation. Comparing Fig. 3 with Fig. 4, the
following conclusions can be drawn:

(1) By comparing Fig. 3 with Fig. 4, it is clear that the cor-
relation between two labels is consistent with the correlation
between their discriminative features.

(2) It can be seen from Fig. 3 that the results measured by P
are consistent with the real situation. For example, for the
Emotions dataset, it is likely that “Amazed” is probably due to
“Happy” or “Angry” rather than “Relaxing”; and that “Quiet”
is probably due to “Sad”, not “Happy”. For the Scene dataset,



TABLE Il11

MEAN (SD) OF THE PEROFMRANCE METRICS UNDER THE OPTIMAL PARAMETERS SETTINGS OBTAINED WITH AP AS REFERENCE

Method  Metrics  ML-KNN HNOML MLSF cc BR C2AE BP-MLL JBNN M";SK
AP 035(001) 058(001) 037(002) 058001) 060(001) 009003) 054(001)  0.02(0.00)  0.61(0.00)
HL 0.01(0.00)  0.01(0.00)  0.01(0.00) 0.01(0.00)  0.01(0.00)  0.14(0.02)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.01(0.00)
Bibtex OE 059(0.01)  037(0.01) 057(0.01)  037(0.02) 0.36(0.01)  0.94(0.04)  042(002)  0.98(0.00)  0.35(0.01)
RL 021(0.01)  009(0.00)  0.14(0.01)  0.09(0.00)  0.08(0.00) 0450.03) 0.12(0.02)  0.97(0.00)  0.07(0.00)
CV  034(001) 0.17(0.01)  0.35(0.02)  0.18(0.00)  0.16(0.00)  0.60(0.03)  0.17(0.01)  0.62(0.01)  0.14(0.01)
AP 022(002)  034(003) 026(003) 034(001) 033(0.03) 0.30(0.04) 034(002) 029(0.06)  0.34(0.03)
HL 0.05(0.00)  0050.00) 005001) 005000) 007(0.01)  0.150.01) 020(0.02)  0.050.01)  0.05(0.01)
Birds OE 0.85(0.03)  067(0.05) 079(0.03) 067(0.02) 067(0.02) 096(0.01)  0.72(0.04)  0.94(0.03)  0.67(0.04)
RL 0.16(0.01)  0.10(0.02)  0.08(0.02)  0.10(0.02)  0.11(00.02)  0.24(0.03)  0.10(0.01)  0.39(0.06)  0.10(0.02)
CV_ 019(001)  0.12(0.02)  0.17(0.05)  0.14(0.03)  0.14(0.02)  0.25(0.04)  0.13(0.02)  0.23(0.04)  0.13(0.02)
AP 050(0.01)  043(0.18)  049(001)  046(001) 050(0.01)  0.33(0.02) 046(0.02) 045001)  052(0.01)
HL 0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.01)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.22(0.00)  0.29(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)
CAL500 OE 012(0.03)  030(0.39)  0.12(0.05) 0.18(0.04)  0.14(0.03)  0.12(0.04) 042(0.15)  0.12(0.04)  0.13(0.03)
RL 0.18(0.00)  0.14(0.08)  0.18(0.01) 023(0.01)  0.9(0.01)  0.36(0.01)  0.19(0.00)  0.28(0.01)  0.18(0.00)
CV  0.750.01) 0.78(0.06)  0.77(0.02)  0.89(0.02)  0.80(0.01)  0.94(0.01)  0.77(001)  092(0.01)  0.76(0.02)
AP 028(0.00)  034(001) 028(001) 030(0.00) 0.34(000) 021(002) 026(0.01)  0.08(0.00)  0.35(0.01)
HL 0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00) 0.02(0.00) 0.02(0.00) 021(0.02)  0.15(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)
Corell6kl ~ OE 074(0.01)  065(0.01) 073(0.01) 071(0.01)  0.65(0.00)  0.80(0.03)  0.82(0.02)  0.86(0.02)  0.63(0.01)
RL 017(0.00)  0.15(0.00)  0.14(0.01)  0.6(0.00)  0.16(0.00)  0.31(0.02)  0.150.00)  0.750.02)  0.16(0.00)
CV  0.33(000) 031(0.00) 0.39(0.02) 033(0.01) 031(0.01) 053(0.03) 030(0.00) 072(0.01)  0.30(0.00)
AP 0.71(0.02)  0.80(0.03)  0.76(0.02)  0.78(0.00)  0.80(0.01)  057(0.03)  0.80(0.01)  0.76(0.02)  0.82(0.01)
HL 026(0.01)  021(0.02)  024(0.02) 022(002) 021(002) 041(003) 022(001)  0.20(0.00)  0.19(0.01)
Emotions ~ OE 0.37(0.03)  0.26(0.04)  0.34(0.06)  0.32(0.01) 0.26(0.02)  0.60(0.09)  0.29(0.02)  0.31(0.02)  0.25(0.02)
RL 027(0.02)  0.17(0.02)  0.11(00.01) 0.8(0.01) 0.17(0.02)  043(0.03) 0.16(0.01)  0.23(0.03)  0.15(0.02)
CV_ 039(002)  0.30(0.02)  0.34(0.03)  0.31(0.02)  0.30(0.03)  0.32(0.03)  0.38(0.02)  0.21(0.03)  0.29(0.02)
AP 0.80(0.04)  081(0.01)  082(0.03) 0.80(0.04)  0.81(0.04)  0.74(0.06)  0.82(0.02)  0.80(0.04)  0.82(0.01)
HL 0.33(0.04)  028(0.02)  0.28(0.04) 028(0.04)  027(0.03)  0.42(0.03)  0.33(0.02) 0.30(0.03)  0.26(0.03)
Flags OE 0.19(0.08)  021(0.04)  020(0.06) 021(0.08)  0.8(0.10)  0.32(0.13)  0.20(0.03)  0.23(0.07)  0.19(0.01)
RL 0.24(0.04)  022(0.01)  0.13(0.02) 0.23(0.05) 0.23(0.04)  0.36(0.08) 0.21(0.03)  0.23(0.04)  0.22(0.01)
CV  056(0.02) 054(0.03) 0550.04) 056(0.02) 056(0.02)  054(0.03)  0.49(0.04)  053(0.03)  0.55(0.01)
AP 0.74(002)  078(002)  0.72(002) 0.78(003) 079(003) 047(002) 079(0.02) 0.63(0.04)  0.79(0.03)
HL 021(001)  0250.01) 022(0.02) 0.19(0.03)  0.18(0.01) 046(0.04) 021(001)  0.21(0.00)  0.19(0.01)
Image OE 040(0.04)  0.34(0.04)  043(0.04)  0.35(0.05)  0.34(0.06)  0.81(0.03)  0.34(0.03)  0.53(0.06)  0.33(0.05)
RL 022(001)  0.18(0.02)  0.11(001) 0.18(0.03) 0.17(0.02) 052(0.04)  0.17(0.02)  0.37(0.05)  0.17(0.03)
CV  023(001) 0.200.02) 025001) 020(0.03) 019(0.02) 0.24(0.04) 021(002) 0.18(0.04)  0.19(0.02)
AP 051(0.00)  051(0.00)  0.27(0.00)  048(0.00)  0.44(0.04)  045(0.02)  0.47(0.02)  0.42(0.03)  0.53(0.00)
HL 0.15(0.00)  0.5(0.00)  0.5(0.00)  0.16(0.00)  0.16(0.01)  0.30(0.03)  0.31(0.00)  0.150.00)  0.15(0.00)
Mirflickr ~ OE 053(0.01)  050(0.01)  0.02(0.00) 057(0.00)  058(0.05)  0.66(0.04)  0.66(0.03)  0.51(0.01)  0.49(0.01)
RL 0.21(0.00)  021(0.00)  0.70(0.00)  0.24(0.00)  0.32(0.04)  0.25(0.01)  0.21(0.01)  0.53(0.05)  0.20(0.00)
CV_ 044(0.00)  044(0.00)  0.64(0.00)  052(0.01)  0.62(0.04)  0.46(0.02)  0.40(0.00)  0.60(0.01)  0.43(0.00)
AP 049(0.01)  061(0.01)  052(0.02) 057(0.01)  0.60(0.01) 021(0.02)  053(0.05)  0.05(0.01)  0.61(0.00)
HL 0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00) 0.7(0.02)  0.04(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)
Revisl OE 054(001)  042(001) 051(001) 047(001)  042(001) 078(0.06) 0.60(0.14)  0.96(0.01)  0.42(0.01)
RL 0.09(0.00)  0.04(0.00)  0.08(0.02)  0.07(0.00)  0.06(0.00)  0.33(0.02)  0.08(0.01)  0.90(0.02)  0.05(0.00)
CV  020(0.00)  0.1(0.00)  0.24(0.04)  0.9(0.01)  0.14(0.01)  051(0.03) 0.150.01)  067(0.01)  0.12(0.01)
AP 050(001)  063(0.00) 052(002) 058(001) 061(001) 0.18(0.04) 058(001) 0.05001)  0.64(0.01)
HL 0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00) 0.02(0.00) 0.7(0.03)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.02(0.00)
Revis2 OE 056(0.02)  042(0.02)  054(0.02)  046(0.01)  0.44(0.01)  0.83(0.10)  0.47(0.02)  0.96(0.02)  0.40(0.02)
RL 0.09(0.00)  0.05(0.00)  0.06(0.00) 0.07(0.00) 0.06(0.00) 0.36(0.02) 0.09(0.01)  0.88(0.02)  0.05(0.00)
CV  019(0.01) 0.13(0.01) 0.19(0.01) 0.180.01) 014(0.01) 0550.02) 015001) 062(0.01)  0.12(0.01)
AP 0.87(0.01)  085(0.01) 086(0.02)  084(001) 086(0.01) 042(001) 087(0.01) 059(0.03)  0.86(0.01)
HL 0.09(0.00)  0.3(0.00)  0.09(0.01)  0.10(0.01)  0.11(0.01)  041(0.03)  0.11(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.11(0.01)
Scene OE 0.23(0.01)  025(0.03)  023(0.04)  027(0.02) 0250.03) 081(0.02) 022(0.01)  054(0.02)  0.24(0.02)
RL 0.08(0.01)  0.08(0.01)  0.04(0.00)  0.09(0.01)  0.09(0.02)  0.49(0.01)  0.07(0.00)  0.41(0.05)  0.08(0.01)
CV_ 008(0.01)  0.08(0.01)  0.08(0.01)  0.09(0.01)  0.09(0.02)  0.26(00.01)  0.09(0.00)  0.15(0.03)  0.08(0.01)
AP 0.76(0.02)  061(0.00)  0.75(0.02)  0.72(001)  0.76(0.01)  057(0.02)  0.74(0.01)  0.71(0.03)  0.76(0.01)
HL 0.19(0.01)  0.30(0.00)  0.20(0.00)  021(0.01)  0.20(0.00)  0.34(0.04)  0.23(0.01)  0.21(0.01)  0.20(0.01)
Yeast OE 0230002  036(0.01) 0250.03) 026(0.03) 0.230.02)  0.620.03) 025001)  0.250.01)  0.21(0.01)
RL  017(0.01)  0340.00) 0130.01) 021(0.01) 017(0.00)  030(0.02)  0.18(0.01)  023(0.03)  0.17(0.01)
CV 045002 062(001) 0.480.01) 052(0.01)  0.450.01) 048(0.02) 0.47(0.01)  0.48(0.05)  0.46(0.01)




TABLE IV

MEAN (SD) OF THE PEROFMRANCE METRICS UNDER THE OPTIMAL PARAMETERS SETTINGS OBTAINED WITH HL AS REFERENCE

Method  Metrics  ML-kNN HNOML MLSF cc BR C2AE BP-MLL JBNN M';ESK
HL  001(0.00)  001(0.00) 001(0.00)  001(0.00) 001(0.00)  0.14(002)  002(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.01(0.00)
AP 033(001)  057(0.01)  036(0.02)  0580.01)  0600.01)  008(0.03)  054(0.01)  0.02(0.00)  0.60(0.01)
Bibtex OE  061(0.01) 037(001) 057(0.02) 0.37(0.02)  0.36(0.01)  0.96(0.03)  042(0.02)  0.98(0.00)  0.35(0.01)
RL  023(001) 0100.00)  014(0.01)  009(0.00)  0.09(0.00)  0.43(0.02)  0.12(0.02)  0.99(0.00)  0.08(0.00)
CV  038001) 018(0.01) 037(0.01)  0.18(0.00)  017(0.00)  058(0.01)  017(0.01)  0.62(0.01)  0.16(0.01)
HL  005(0.00)  0.05(0.00)  0.05(001)  005(0.00) 006(0.00) 0.15001)  0.18(0.02)  0050.01)  0.05(0.00)
AP 022(002)  034(0.03)  0250.03)  0330.03) 0320.02) 027(0.04) 029(0.03) 0.28(0.04)  0.31(0.05)
Birds OE  0840.04) 066(002) 079(0.03) 066(0.02) 0.69(0.02) 096(0.01)  0.73(0.02)  0.96(0.03)  0.73(0.06)
RL  0.16(0.01)  009(0.02)  008(0.02)  011(0.02) 0.12(0.01) 031(0.03) 0.10(0.01)  0.37(0.04)  0.11(0.03)
CV_ 019(0.01)  0.12(0.03)  0.18(0.04)  0.150.03)  0.150.02)  0.31(0.04)  0.13(0.02)  0.27(0.03)  0.14(0.03)
HL  0.14(000)  0.14(0.01)  0.4(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.19(0.01)  0.29(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)
AP 050(0.01)  043(0.18)  0.12(0.00)  046(0.00)  050(0.01)  0.100.12)  045(0.02)  0.450.01)  0.52(0.01)
CAL500 OE  012003) 030(0.39) 0.12(005)  0.16(0.03)  0.14(0.03)  035042)  0500.11)  0.34(0.02)  0.13(0.02)
RL  0.18(0.00) 0.14(0.08) 0950.00)  024(0.01)  0.19(0.01)  0.6(0.19)  0.19(0.01)  0.28(0.02)  0.18(0.01)
CV_ 075(0.01) 078(0.068)  0.98(0.00)  0.90(0.01)  0.80(0.01)  0.79(0.08)  0.77(0.01)  0.91(0.01)  0.75(0.02)
HL  002(000) 002(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00) 002(0.00) 021(002) 0.12(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)
AP 0.28(0.00)  0.34(0.01)  027(0.02)  030(0.00)  0.34(0.00)  0.19(0.01)  021(0.00)  0.08(0.00)  0.34(0.01)
Corellskl ~ OE  0.74(0.01)  0.65(0.01)  0.74(0.01)  0.71(0.01)  0.65(0.00)  0.81(0.01)  0.80(0.01)  0.86(0.02)  0.63(0.01)
RL  017(0.00) 0150.00) 0.16(0.03) 0.16(0.00)  0.16(0.00) 031(0.02)  0.16(0.00) 0.750.02)  0.16(0.01)
CV  034(0.00) 031(0.00) 0.43(0.08) 0.33(0.01) 0.31(0.01) 0.54(0.03)  0.30(0.00) 0.72(0.01)  0.32(0.01)
HL  026(001) 021(0.01) 0240.02)  021(0.02) 020(0.01) 041(0.03)  022(0.02)  020(0.00)  0.19(0.01)
AP 071(001)  0.80(0.03)  0.73(0.04)  0.78(0.02)  0.80(0.02)  056(0.03)  0.79(0.01)  0.76(0.02)  0.81(0.01)
Emotions ~ OE  0.39(0.01)  026(0.05)  0.380.03) 033(0.02) 029(0.03) 060(0.09) 031(0.00) 031(0.02)  0.25(0.03)
RL  027(002) 0.17(0.02)  0.12(0.03) 0.19(0.03)  0.17(0.02)  0.450.03)  0.16(0.01)  0.23(0.03)  0.15(0.02)
CV  039(0.02)  031(0.02)  0.37(0.07)  0.33(0.04)  0.30(0.03)  0.35(0.03)  0.37(0.01)  0.21(0.03)  0.29(0.03)
HL  033(0.03) 027(0.01) 026(0.05) 027(0.03) 027(0.03)  042(0.03)  0.30(0.04)  030(0.01)  0.26(0.03)
AP 0.78(0.03)  0.80(0.02)  0.80(0.03)  0.80(0.03)  0.81(0.04) 0.70(0.02)  0.80(0.03) 0.77(0.02)  0.82(0.01)
Flags OE  029(0.09) 020(0.04) 023005  022(0.09) 020(0.10) 028(0.11)  0.25(0.10)  0.34(0.09)  0.19(0.01)
RL  025003) 023002  0.13(0.02) 024(0.04)  0.23(0.04)  040(0.02)  0.22(0.02)  0.26(0.02)  0.22(0.01)
CV_ 057(0.03) 0550.02) 0550.03) 056(0.02) 056(0.02)  0.56(0.03)  050(0.03)  057(0.03)  0.55(0.01)
HL  0200001) 023002  021(001) 019(0.03) 018(001) 046(0.04) 021(001)  021(0.00)  0.18(0.01)
AP 0.74(0.02)  0.74(001)  051(0.01)  0.78(0.03)  0.79(0.03)  0.46(0.02)  0.79(0.02)  0.63(0.04)  0.78(0.01)
Image OE  041(0.03) 0.40(0.03)  043(0.04) 035005 0320005  080(0.03)  033(0.03)  053(0.06)  0.35(0.02)
RL  022(002) 022001) 0420.00) 0180.03) 017(0.02) 052(0.02)  0.17(0.02)  0.37(0.05)  0.19(0.00)
CV  023(0.02) 023(0.02) 0.42(0.02) 0.200.03) 0200.01) 026(0.02) 023(0.02) 021(0.04)  0.19(0.02)
HL  015(0.00) 015(0.00)  0.15(0.00)  0.16(0.00)  0.16(0.01)  0.30(0.03)  0.31(0.00)  0.15(0.00)  0.15(0.00)
AP 051(0.00)  051(0.00)  0.27(0.00)  0.47(0.01)  0.44(0.04)  044(0.02)  0.46(0.04)  0.40(0.04)  0.53(0.00)
Mirflickk ~~ OE  053(0.01)  050(0.01)  0.02(0.00) 0580.01) 0580.05)  0.68(0.11)  0.650.01)  051(0.01)  0.49(0.01)
RL  021(0.00) 0.21(0.00) 0.70(0.00)  0.25(0.00)  0.32(0.04)  0.250.01)  0.21(0.01)  0.60(0.08)  0.20(0.00)
CV_ 0.44(0.00)  0.44(0.00)  0.64(0.00)  0.53(0.01)  0.62(0.04)  0.46(0.02)  0.39(0.00)  0.61(0.02)  0.43(0.00)
HL  003(0.00) 003(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  003(0.00) 017(0.02)  0.04(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)
AP 048(0.01)  060(0.01)  050(0.02) 057(0.01)  060(0.01)  021(0.02) 051(0.06)  0050.01)  0.61(0.01)
Revisl OE  054001) 043(001) 052(002) 047(001)  043(0.01)  0.78(0.06)  058(0.13)  0.96(0.01)  0.42(0.02)
RL  0.11(0.00) 0.06(0.00)  0.09(0.02)  0.07(0.00)  0.06(0.00)  0.33(0.02)  0.09(0.01)  0.90(0.02)  0.05(0.00)
CV_ 0220.01) 0.14(0.01)  0.27(0.04)  0.9(0.01)  0.14(0.01)  051(0.03)  0.6(0.01)  0.67(0.01)  0.13(0.00)
HL  002(000) 002(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00) 002(0.00) 0.17(0.03) 003(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.02(0.00)
AP 049(0.01)  062(000) 051(0.02) 0580.01)  061(0.01) 018(0.04) 0580.01)  0050.01)  0.62(0.00)
Revls2 OE  057(0.01) 042(002) 054(0.02) 047(0.01)  044(0.02) 083(0.10) 047(0.02)  096(0.02)  0.41(0.01)
RL  0.10(0.00) 007(0.00)  009(0.02)  008(0.00)  0.06(0.00) 0.36(0.02) 0.09(0.01)  0.88(0.02)  0.06(0.00)
CV  021(001) 0.150.01) 0.250.02) 0.80.01) 0.14(0.01) 0550.02) 0.150.01) 0.62(0.01)  0.13(0.01)
HL  009(0.00) 012(0.00) 0.09(0.01)  0.10(0.01)  010(0.01) 041(0.03)  0.11(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.10(0.01)
AP 0.87(0.01)  083(0.01)  084(0.05)  084(0.01) 086(0.01)  042(0.01) 087(0.01) 059(0.03)  0.85(0.01)
Scene OE  0230.01) 027(0002) 025005  027(002) 023(0.02) 081(0.02) 022(0.01) 054(0.02)  0.24(0.02)
RL  008(001) 0.100.01)  0050.03) 009(0.01)  0.080.01)  049(0.01)  007(0.00)  041(0.05)  0.09(0.01)
CV_ 008(0.01)  0.10(0.01)  011(0.07)  0.09(0.01)  0.08(0.01)  0.26(0.01)  0.09(0.00)  0.15(0.03)  0.09(0.01)
HL  019(0.01) 030(0.00)  0.19(0.00)  021(0.01)  0.19(0.00)  0.34(0.04)  022(0.01)  021(001)  0.20(0.01)
AP 0.76(0.02)  0.60(0.01)  041(0.01) 072(0.01)  0.76(0.01)  057(0.02)  0.74(0.01)  0.71(0.03)  0.76(0.01)
Yeast OE  0240.02) 037(002) 026(0.03) 026(0.03) 023(0.02) 0.62(0.03)  025001)  0250.01)  0.22(0.03)
RL  017(001) 0350.01)  071(0.00)  021(0.01)  0.16(0.00)  0.30(0.02)  0.18(0.01)  0.25(0.04)  0.17(0.01)
CV  045(0.02) 0.62(0.01) 077(0.01) 052(0.01)  0.44(0.01)  0.48(0.02)  0.49(0.02)  051(0.09)  0.46(0.02)




TABLE V
MEAN (SD) OF THE PEROFMRANCE METRICS OF THE MULTI-LABEL LEARNING METHODS

ML-TSK

Method Metrics ML-KNN HNOML MLSF cC BR C2AE BP-MLL JBNN FS

AP 035001) 058(0.01) 037(0.02) 058(0.01) 0.600.01)  0.090.03) 054(0.01)  0.02(0.00)  0.61(0.00)
HL 0.01(0.00)  0.01(0.00)  0.01(0.00)  0.01(0.00)  0.01(0.00)  0.14(0.02)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.01(0.00)
Bibtex OE 059(0.01)  0.37(0.01)  057(0.02)  0.37(0.02)  0.36(0.01)  0.94(0.05)  0.42(0.02)  0.98(0.00)  0.00(0.00)
RL 021(0.01)  007(0.00)  0.14(0.01)  0.09(0.00)  0.08(0.00)  0.42(0.01)  0.08(0.01)  0.97(0.00)  0.06(0.01)
CV  0.34(0.01) 0.3(0.00) 0.350.02) 0.80.00) 0.16(0.00) 056(0.01) 0.14(002) 061(0.00)  0.12(0.01)

AP 0.22(0.02)  0.34(0.03)  026(0.03)  0.34(0.01)  0.33(0.03)  0.30(0.04)  0.34(0.02)  0.29(0.06)  0.34(0.03)
HL 0.05(0.00)  0.05(0.00) 0.050.01)  0050.00) 006(0.00) 0.150.01)  0.18(0.02)  0.050.01)  0.05(0.00)
Birds OE 0.84(0.04)  0.66(0.04)  0.49(0.04)  0.66(0.02)  0.67(0.02)  0.94(0.01)  0.72(0.03)  0.94(0.03)  0.46(0.04)
RL 0.16(0.01)  0.09(0.02)  008(0.02)  0.10(0.01)  0.0(0.02)  021(0.02)  0.10(0.01)  0.37(0.03)  0.09(0.02)
CV_ 019(001)  0.42(0.03)  0.17(005  0.13(0.01)  0.13(0.01)  0.22(0.03) 0.13(0.02)  0.23(0.04)  0.11(0.03)

AP 05000.01)  043(0.18)  049(0.01) 046(0.01)  050(0.01)  0.33(0.02)  0.46(0.02)  0.450.01)  052(0.01)
HL 0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.01)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.19(0.01)  0.29(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.14(0.00)
CAL500 OE 012(0.03)  0.30(0.04)  0.12(0.05) 0.11(0.06)  0.13(0.03)  0.12(0.04)  0.42(0.15)  0.12(0.04)  0.09(0.02)
RL 0.18(0.00)  0.14(0.08)  0.18(0.01)  0.23(0.01)  0.9(0.00)  0.6(0.19)  0.19(0.00)  0.28(0.02)  0.17(0.01)
CV  0.750.01) 0.77(0.06)  0.76(0.03)  0.89(0.02)  0.79(0.01)  0.79(0.08)  0.76(0.02)  0.91(0.01)  0.73(0.01)

AP 0.28(0.00)  0.34(0.01) 028(0.01) 0.30(0.00) 0.34(0.00) 021(0.02)  026(0.01)  0.08(0.00)  0.35(0.01)
HL 0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00) 0.02(0.00) 0.02(0.00) 021(0.02)  0.12(0.00)  0.02(0.00)  0.02(0.00)
Corell6kl ~ OE 0.74(0.01)  065(0.01) 073(0.01) 071(0.01)  0.650.00) 0.80(0.03) 0.80(0.01)  0.86(0.02)  0.59(0.01)
RL 0.17(0.00)  0.15(0.00)  0.14(0.01)  0.16(0.00)  0.16(0.00)  0.30(0.02)  0.15(0.00)  0.75(0.02)  0.14(0.00)
CV  033(000) 031(0.00) 0.39(0.02) 0.33(0.01)  0.31(0.01)  053(0.03)  0.30(0.01)  0.71(0.00)  0.29(0.00)

AP 0.71(0.02)  0.80(0.03)  0.76(002)  0.78(0.00)  0.80(0.01)  057(0.03)  0.80(0.01)  0.76(002)  0.82(0.01)
HL 026(0.01)  021(0.01)  024(0.02)  021(0.02)  020(0.01)  041(0.03)  0.22(0.02)  0.20(0.00)  0.19(0.01)
Emotions  OE 037(0.03)  0.26(0.05) 0.34(0.06) 031(0.03) 026(0.02) 0.60(0.09)  029(0.02)  0.31(0.01)  0.20(0.05)
RL 026(0.02)  0.16(0.02)  0.11(00.02)  0.8(0.01) 0.17(0.02) 043(0.03)  0.16(0.01)  0.23(0.03)  0.15(0.03)
CV  0380.02) 0.300.02) 033003) 031(003) 030003 032003 037001 020(0.03)  0.28(0.03)

AP 0.80(0.04)  081(001) 082(0.03) 080(0.04) 081(0.04) 074(006) 082(0.02) 0.80(0.04)  0.82(0.01)
HL 033(0.03)  027(0.01) 026(0.05) 027(0.03) 027(0.03) 042(0.03) 0.30(0.04) 0.30(0.01)  0.26(0.03)
Flags OE 0.19(0.08)  0.20(0.04)  020(0.08)  0.19(0.08)  0.18(0.10)  0.21(0.07)  0.20(0.05)  0.20(0.05)  0.17(0.02)
RL 024(0.04)  022(001) 0.12(0.02) 023(0.05) 022(0.04) 0.36(0.08) 021(0.03) 0.23(0.04)  0.21(0.02)
CV  056(0.02)  054(0.03)  054(0.04)  056(0.03)  055(0.02)  0.54(0.02)  0.48(0.04)  0.53(0.03)  0.52(0.01)

AP 0.74(002)  078(002) 0.72(002) 0.78(003) 079(0.03) 047(002) 079(0.02) 0.63(0.04)  0.79(0.03)
HL 0.20(0.01)  023(0.02)  021(0.01)  0.19(0.03)  0.8(0.01)  0.46(0.04)  021(0.01)  0.21(0.00)  0.18(0.01)
Image OE 040(0.04)  0.34(0.04)  043(0.04)  0.35(0.06)  0.32(0.05)  0.80(0.03)  0.33(0.03)  0.53(0.06)  0.01(0.01)
RL 022(002)  0.18(0.02)  0.10(0.01) 0.18(0.03) 017(0.02) 052(0.03) 0.17(0.02)  0.37(0.05)  0.12(0.02)
CV  023(002) 0.200.02) 024(001) 020(0.03) 019(0.02) 024(0.03) 021(002) 017(0.04)  0.18(0.02)

AP 051(0.00)  051(0.00)  027(0.00)  0.48(0.00)  0.44(0.04) 045002) 047(002) 042(0.03)  0.53(0.00)
HL 0.15(0.00)  0.15(0.00)  0.15(0.00)  0.16(0.00)  0.16(0.01)  0.30(0.03)  0.31(0.00)  0.15(0.00)  0.15(0.00)
Mirflickr ~ OE 053(0.01)  050(0.01)  0.02(0.00) 057(0.00) 058(0.05)  0.66(0.04) 0.64(0.02) 050(0.01)  0.09(0.00)
RL 021(0.00)  021(0.00) 0.26(0.00) 0.24(0.00) 0.32(0.04) 0250.02) 021(001) 053(0.05  0.19(0.00)
CV  0.44(0.00) 0.44(0.00) 0.450.00) 052(0.01) 062(0.04) 046(0.02) 039(0.00) 0.60(0.01)  0.42(0.00)

AP 049(001)  061(001) 052(002) 057(001) 060(0.01) 021(002) 053(0.05)  0.050.01)  0.61(0.00)
HL 0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00) 0.03(0.00) 0.03(0.00) 0.03(0.00) 0.17(0.02)  0.04(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)
Revlsl OE 054(0.01)  042(0.01) 051(0.01)  047(0.01)  042(0.01) 078(0.06) 058(0.13) 0.96(0.01)  0.01(0.00)
RL 0.09(0.00)  0.04(0.00) 0.08(0.01) 007(0.00) 0.06(0.00) 031(0.01)  0.07(0.01)  0.90(0.02)  0.05(0.00)
CV  0200.00) 0.11(0.00)  0.24(0.04)  0.17(0.01)  0.14(0.01)  0.50(0.02)  0.15(0.01)  0.65(0.01)  0.11(0.00)

AP 05000.01)  063(0.00) 052(0.02) 058(0.01) 061(0.01) 0.18(0.04) 058(0.01)  0.050.01)  0.64(0.01)
HL 0.02(0.00)  002(0.00) 002(0.00) 002(0.00) 002(0.00) 017(0.03)  0.03(0.00)  0.03(0.00)  0.02(0.00)
Revls2 OE 056(0.01)  041(0.02)  053(0.01)  046(0.01)  0.44(0.01)  0.81(0.06)  0.47(0.02)  0.96(0.02)  0.07(0.11)
RL 0.09(0.00)  0.04(0.00)  0.06(0.00)  0.07(0.00)  0.06(0.00)  0.35(0.03)  0.07(0.01) 0.88(0.02)  0.05(0.00)
CV  0.19(0.01) 0.11(0.00) 0.9(0.01) 0.16(0.01) 014(0.01) 053(0.04) 014(001)  062(0.01)  0.10(0.01)

AP 0.87(001)  085(001) 086(002) 084(001) 086(001) 042(001) 087(001) 059(0.03)  0.86(0.01)
HL 0.09(0.00)  0.12(0.00)  009(0.01)  010(0.01)  0.10(0.01)  041(0.03)  0.11(0.00)  0.14(0.00)  0.10(0.01)
Scene OE 023(0.01)  025(0.03) 023(0.04) 027(002) 023(0.02) 081(0.02) 022(001) 054(0.02)  0.00(0.00)
RL 0.08(0.01)  008(0.01)  004(0.01) 009(0.01) 0080.01) 049(0.01) 0.07(0.00) 0.41(0.04)  0.07(0.02)
CV  008(0.01) 008001) 008001) 0090.01) 0080.01) 026(0.01) 009(0.00)  0.14(0.03)  0.08(0.01)

AP 0.76(0.02)  061(0.00) 0.75002) 072(001) 0.76(0.01) 057(0.02) 0.74(001)  0.71(0.03)  0.76(0.01)
HL 019(0.01)  0.30(0.00)  0.19(0.00) 021(0.01)  0.19(0.00)  0.34(0.04)  022(0.01) 021(0.01)  0.20(0.01)
Yeast OE 023(001)  036(0.01) 0250.02) 026(0.03) 022(001) 061(0.04) 025001) 0250.01)  0.21(0.01)
RL 017(0.01)  0.34(0.00)  0.13(0.01)  021(0.00)  0.6(0.00)  0.30(0.02)  0.18(0.01)  0.23(0.03)  0.15(0.01)
CV 045002  062(0.01)  048(0.03)  051(0.02)  0.44(0.01)  047(0.03)  047(0.01)  0.48(0.05)  0.42(0.01)
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Fig. 3 Visualization of the correlation between any two sets of discriminative features (expressed by the consequent parameter matrix P) on the
(a) Emotions and (b) Scene datasets.

Amazed
Happy
Relaxing
Quiet
Sad

Angry

S

. -\
M\‘”@\XZ’QQ;@\%*\% QS e

@

Beach
Sunset
FallFollage
Field
Mountain

Urban

x A
?)%80 %\)o%i\? 0\\%%6 Q\i\h 0&@\0
%

Q

o

(b)

Fig. 4 Visualization of the correlation between any two labels (expressed by the true label matrix Y) on the (a) Emotions and (b) Scene datasets.

“Beach” and “Sunset” are likely to appear together, while it is
unlikely for “Mountain” and “Urban” to be so.

The above analysis indicates that it is reasonable to use the
correlation between ¥, and ¥; to train the correlation be-

tween p,; and p, ;. By this strategy, for similar labels, the

related model parameters would be more correlated and have
similar values, which is favorable for improving the perfor-
mance of the multi-label classification task.

To further verify the effectiveness of label correlation
learning in ML-TSK FS, two groups of experiments, i.e.,
Group A and Group B, are conducted in Fig. 5. The settings
are as follows. For the parameter « , which is used to adjust
the influence of the label correlation learning term in (27), it is
set to zero for Group A, and set to an appropriate value for
Group B. That is, label correlation learning is disabled in
Group A and enabled in Group B. The settings of the other
parameters are the same for Group A and Group B.

It can be seen from the experiment results in Fig. 5 that the
introduction of label correlation learning can indeed improve
the classification performance of the ML-TSK FS.

3) Parameter Analysis

The performance of ML-TSK FS with respect to the param-
eters K, eand g is studied in this section. The experiments and
the results are discussed as follows.

For the number of rules K, we use the grid search strategy to
optimize the number of rules for each dataset and the search
range is {1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10}. The results on the 12 datasets,
presented with three sub-figures for easy observation, are
shown in Fig. 6. In general, ML-TSK FS can achieve optimal
performance on the 12 datasets when the number of rules is
between 2 and 6. If the number of rules is regarded as a hy-
perparameter, the optimal setting of this parameter can be de-
termined automatically by grid search and cross-validation
strategy.

The parameters « and S are used respectively to adjust the
weight of the correlation learning and the model complexity.
Sensitivity analysis is conducted on the Flags dataset by first
fixing £ while adjusting « to study the effect on AP. The
analysis is then repeated by fixing « and adjusting . To fully
test the parameter sensitivity, « and g are adjusted within a
wide range of values in the set {0.01, 0.02, 0.03, ..., 0.09, 0.1,
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0.2,03,...,09,1,2,3,..,9, 10, 20, 30, ..., 90, 100, 200,
300, ..., 900}. It can be seen from the results in Fig. 7 that the TABLE VI
performance of ML-TSK FS is relatively stable when « is FRIEDMAN STATISTICS (k =9, M = 12)

within [0.01, 0.6]. The performance fluctuates greatly when o - - —
is within [0.6, 60]. In the range [60, 900], AP increases with ¢ —Evaluation metric Fe Critical value (2=0.05)

and tends to the best values. On the other hand, the perfor- AP 15.01
mance of ML-TSK FS is stable with high AP when Zis within - 989
[0.01, 0.9]. Beyond this range, AP decreases rapidly with in- OF 14.21 205
creasing S. RL 17.64

4) Convergence Analysis ey 8.03
The convergence of ML-TSK FS is investigated experi- . , CD3.0455
mentally by evaluating the absolute value of the difference ;%55 FEN S8 7 654301
between the previous and the current value of the objective T J 110}
J L o | =

function (denoted by df) as the algorithm iterates. The results G
of the experiments conducted using the datasets Scene and D ¢ [
Yeast are shown in Fig. 8, which indicates that ML-TSK FS
(b) HL
5) Statistical Analysis JRemetlasy JRemetliry
Friedman test and Bonferroni-Dunn test [52] are used to an- _|
alyze whether the performance difference between ML-TSK J J L4
L—D
the performance of the methods as shown in Table V, Fried-
man test is conducted on the five metrics AP, HL, OE, RL and (c) OE (d) RL
CV. The null hypothesis is that there is no difference in per- (D=3.0455
formance between the methods in terms of the five metrics. If T
the Friedman statistic Fr is greater than a critical value, the _‘ L
null hypothesis is rejected. Table VI shows that the null hy-
in performance observed are significant. The post-hoc Bon- (e) CV
ferroni-Dunn test is then conducted with ML-TSK FS being Fig. 9 Comparison of ML-TSK FS with other methods using the Bonferro-
. ni-Dunn test, in terms of (a) AP, (b) HL, (c) OE, (d) RL and (e) CV, with
the reference method. The difference between the average ML-TSK FS being the reference method. In the figures, the 9 methods are

rank of ML-TSK FS and another method is expressed in terms  denoted by capital letters A to I, referring to ML-TSK FS, BR, HNOML,

mmow o>

TOTW >

il

omQw >

=0
Q) —
(e}

Om—Q

can converge within five iterations. () AP

987 654321 987654321
FS and the other methods are statistically significant. Based on

987654321
pothesis is rejected for all the five metrics and the difference

mwWEmO»>



CD =q, /k(k+1)/6M

where k and M are the number of methods (k = 9) and the
number of datasets (M = 12), respectively. With confidence
level ¢=0.05and 0, =2.724, we have CD = 3.0455. Fig. 9
shows the average ranks of the nine methods arranged from
right (more superior) to left in ascending order of rank. The
smaller the value of the rank, the more superior the method. If
the difference in average rank between ML-TSK FS and a
method is less than one CD, the difference in rank is consid-
ered not significant; otherwise, the difference is significant. In
Fig. 9, ML-TSK FS is connected to a method with a red line if

there is no significant difference in average rank between them.

The following conclusions can be drawn from Fig. 9:

(1) ML-TSK FS is significantly superior to ML-kNN, CC,
C2AE and JBNN in terms of AP, OE, RL and CV.

(2) Although the performance of ML-TSK FS is not signif-
icantly different from that of HNOML, BR, MLSF and
BP-MLL, ML-TSK FS outperforms these four methods in
general as evident from the results in Table V.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose the fuzzy multi-label classification
method ML-TSK FS to improve the classification perfor-
mance by introducing fuzzy inference and utilizing label cor-
relation information. The ML-TSK FS has two distinctive
characteristics. First, ML-TSK FS uses the rule structure to
model the hidden association between features and labels.
Second, ML-TSK FS utilizes the label correlation information
to further enhance the classification abilities.

Although ML-TSK FS has shown promising performance,
there is still room for improvement. One issue is that all the

features are used by each of the fuzzy rules in the ML-TSK FS.

If the dimension of the original feature space is large,
ML-TSK FS will produce lengthy rules which increase the
computational cost significantly and weaken the interpretabil-
ity of the generated rules. Future work will be conducted to
address the issue.
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