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ABSTRACT Data distribution has an important role in classification. The problem of imbalanced data has
occurred when the distribution of one class, which usually attends more interest, is negligible compared with
other class. Furthermore, by the existence of outliers and noise, the classification of these data confronts
more challenges. Despite these challenges, doing fast classification with good performance is desired. One
of the successful classifier methods for dealing with imbalanced data and outliers is weighted relaxed
support vector machines (WRSVMs). In this paper, the improved twin version of this classifier, which is
called twin-bounded weighted relaxed support vector machines, is introduced to confront the mentioned
challenges; besides, it performs in a significant fast manner and it is more accurate in most cases. This
method benefits from the fast classification manner of twin-bounded support vector machines and outlier
robustness capability of WRSVM in the imbalanced problems. The experimentally, the proposed method is
compared with the WRSVM and other standard SVM-based methods on the public benchmark datasets. The
results confirm the efficiency of the proposed method.

INDEX TERMS Twin support vector machines, weighted support vector machine, relaxed support vector

machine, imbalanced data classification, fast classification, outliers.

I. INTRODUCTION

In machine learning, the purpose of classification is to learn a
mathematical model by using a set of training instances that
are capable of predicting the unknown class labels of testing
instances with a good generalization ability.

Imbalanced classification occurs when the number of
instances which represents one class is smaller than the
other classes [1]. Moreover, the class with the lowest num-
ber of samples is usually the class of interest from the
standpoint of the learning work [2]. The Classification of
imbalanced data can also be known as skewed class dis-
tribution in the literature [3], [4]. Imbalanced data usually
suffer from small sample size, class overlapping or small
disjuncts, which is caused the classifier learning become
arduous [5]-[7].

In the problem of binary classification, the number of
instances of a class may extremely outnumber in compar-
ison with the other class. The class with more instances
is described as the majority class and the class with fewer
instances is defined as a minority class. In the imbalanced
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problem, standard classifier learning algorithms have a bias
towards the majority class. Therefore, the minority class
instances are more often misclassified.

Imbalanced classification problem is of great interest since
it found in many real-world classification problems such
as fraud detection [8], remote sensing [9], pollution detec-
tion [10], risk management [11], face recognition [12], detec-
tion of oil spills [13], disease diagnosis [14]-[16], defect
detection [17], email spam detection [18], customer seg-
mentation and marketing [19], security surveillance [20],
network intrusion detection [21], bioinformatics [22], man-
ufacturing [23], power quality disturbance [24], and quality
estimation [25].

The classification of imbalanced data in the presence of
noise and outliers can be more arduous. Factors such as
subjectivity, data-entry error or the lack of adequate infor-
mation that used to label each sample caused the outlier in
the data [26]. In different areas, the imbalanced classification
problems in the attendance of noise or mislabeled data can
be found. For example, in defect detection in manufactur-
ing, data collected by sensors might be influenced by the
environmental variables or provisional malfunctioning and
this might affect the labeling of the data [27]. In medical
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diagnosis, wrong diagnosis or error in labeling patients
often takes place and have a negative impact on medical
decision-making [28].

Cost-sensitive learning is one of the standard approaches
for imbalanced classification problems. This approach
assigns various weights to each data sample based on its
importance in the model and solves the weighted classifica-
tion problem. The effect of outliers of the minority class is
magnified under the cost-sensitive framework [29], [30].

Support vector machine (SVM) is one of the most pop-
ular supervised learning algorithms that first proposed by
Vapnik [31] and is based on structural risk minimization.
In this method, an optimal decision boundary is constructed
which can separate two classes of samples with the maximal
margin [32]. The SVM formulations are usually modeled and
solved as a convex quadratic optimization problem for detect-
ing an optimal hyperplane. SVM has advantages such as
robustness, good generalization capability and unique global
optimum solution in the case of the convex problem [33].

Noise and outliers can have a negative impact on the
decision boundary. A number of studies in the field of SVM
considered this issue and theoretically presented a robust
formulation [34], [35]. Nevertheless, the computational chal-
lenges imposed by the resulting non-convex goals. Effective
methods have been presented also for robust SVM with con-
vex goals [36]-[40].

One of the proposed methods to reduce the effect of out-
liers on the separating hyperplane in SVM is RSVM [39].
The basic idea behind it is to provide a restricted amount
of penalty-free slack for data samples that may prevent the
classification performance. Free slack causes to support vec-
tors partly be relaxed and push them towards their respective
classes. Another method for this issue proposed in [40]. This
method which is called WRSVM assigned different weights
and free slack amount to the positive and negative class.

Twin support vector machine (TWSVM) [41] create two
nonparallel hyperplanes such that each hyperplane is closer to
one of two classes and is quite distant from the other class. Itis
implemented by solving two smaller quadratic programming
problems (QPPs) instead of a single large QPP, which makes
the training speed of TWSVM faster than the standard SVM.
Furthermore, TWSVM has a good generalization capability.

Twin bounded support vector machine (TBSVM) [42], like
TWSVM, constructs two nonparallel hyperplanes by solving
two smaller QPPs. The considerable advantage of TBSVM
over TWSVM is the structural risk minimization which is
implemented by adding a regularization term with the pur-
pose of maximizing the margin. This modification increases
the performance of classification. TBSVM has better gener-
alization ability than TWSVM.

There are many developed version of SVM which try to
make it faster by constructing and solving two optimization
problems instead of one [43]-[50], but TWSVM and TBSVM
are the most outstanding well-known ones.

Being inspired by the success of TBSVM method,
we present, in this study, a new Twin Bounded Weighted
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Relaxed Support Vector Machine (called TBWRSVM) which
benefits from the advantages of TBSVM and WRSVM
methods. Similar to WRSVM, TBWRSVM concurrently
alleviates the impact of imbalance and outlier to enhance
the classification performance. The proposed method like
TBSVM uses two hyperplanes to determine the class of new
data so that each hyperplane is closer to one of two classes at
the same time and far away from the other class. This makes
improvement in the algorithm’s capability of generalization.
The considerable advantages of our TBWRSVM are perform-
ing extremely faster and being more accurate mostly than
WRSVM. Moreover, it reduces the effect of outliers on the
decision boundary in training procedure.

We compare classification results from TBWRSVM with
standard SVM, WRSVM, RSVM and some other robust clas-
sification algorithms on public benchmark datasets in KEEL
and UCI machine learning repositories.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In section 2, we briefly introduce the related works of imbal-
anced classification and classification in the presence of
outliers. Section 3 reviews primary methods. The detail of
TBWRSVM is described in section 4. The experiments and
results are described in section 5. We conclude in section 6.

Il. RELATED WORKS

Because of the importance of the imbalanced classifica-
tion problem, many techniques have been developed to
address this problem. These techniques are divided into
four categories: 1) Algorithm level approaches, 2) Data
level approaches, 3) Cost-sensitive learning, 4) Ensemble
algorithms.

Algorithm level approaches attempt to adapt basic learn-
ing methods to bias the learning towards the minority
class [51]-[53]. To understand why the classifier fails when
the distribution of class is uneven in these methods, the spe-
cific knowledge of both the corresponding classifier and the
application domain are required. For example in [54] a new
decision tree is proposed which is robust and insensitive to
the size of classes.

In data level approaches, the distribution of classes are
balanced through resampling the data space [55], [56]. These
techniques avoid the modification of the learning algorithm
and try to reduce the result being affected by the imbal-
anced data through a preprocessing phase. Synthetic minority
oversampling technique (SMOTE) [57], modified synthetic
minority oversampling technique (MSMOTE) [58] and selec-
tive preprocessing of imbalanced data (SPIDER) [59] belongs
to this category.

Cost-sensitive learning algorithms position between the
data and the algorithm level. These algorithms allocate
weights to data samples based on their importance. Many
popular classification algorithms can be adapted under this
framework. The SVM adaptation to the cost-sensitive learn-
ing framework is called weighted support vector machine
(WSVM). In WSVM, different costs are associated with
the minority and the majority class. Initial effort of
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applying weights to SVM is done in [60]. Fuzzy support
vector machine is a type of support vector machine learning
algorithm that was proposed in [61] under the cost-sensitive
learning framework. The FSVM technique assigns various
fuzzy membership to each data sample to consider their
importance such that different data samples can make various
portions to the learning of separating hyperplane. Another
cost-sensitive method that is called z-svm proposed in [62]
performing a weighted approach for the positive class. The
purpose of this method is maximizing G-mean to regulate the
hyperplane and diminish skew into the minority class. In [63]
a cost-sensitive algorithm is extended that on the base of the
data distribution adjusts the class boundary and the kernel
matrix.

Ensemble learning is a method that incorporates the out-
puts of several base learners to obtain a new classifier.
The main objective of ensemble learning is to improve the
classification performance. Cost-sensitive Boosting such as
AdaCost [64], RareBoost [65] and Boosting-based ensembles
such as SMOTEBoost [66], RUSBoost [67] belongs to this
category. Also, Bagging-based ensembles such as overBag-
ging [68], underBagging [69] can be named.

The Classification of imbalanced data in the attendance
of outliers is a very challenging work. In an imbalanced
problem, the minority class might contain very few sam-
ples. Since under the cost-sensitive learning framework the
minority class data points are associated with higher weights;
therefore, the outliers receive high weights and contribute
strongly to training. Consequently, the effect of outliers of the
minority class will magnify [29], [30]. Hence, the use of these
methods becomes problematic. This problem may also affect
the performance of classifiers significantly [70]. Not only
cost-sensitive methods but also preprocessing and ensem-
ble learning methods suffer from sensitivity into noise or
outliers [71].

Three popular approaches exist for dealing with outliers.
The first approach contains extending algorithms that are less
sensitive to noise and are robust such as Robust-C4.5 [72],
ND-AdaBoost [73], RSVM [39], WRSVM [40], modified
FSVM [74] and FSVM-CIL [30]. The pruning method is
developed in [72] in order to completely eliminate the effect
of outliers. In [73] a new version of boosting algorithm is
extended that integrated a noise detection based loss function
with AdaBoost to regulate the weight distribution at each
iteration. In [39] a method is proposed in order to decrease
the impact of outliers on the support vectors that is called
relaxed support vector machine (RSVM). In this approach,
for relaxing the support vectors, a limited amount of penalty-
free slack variable is used and decision boundaries press-
ing into their class boundaries. Reference [40] proposed a
cost-sensitive algorithm that improve RSVM with allocat-
ing various weights to the minority and majority classes
which is called WRSVM. WRSVM incorporates the cost-
sensitive approach of WSVM and the relaxation approach
of RSVM. In [74] FSVM combined with kernel correction
method which is done based on the Riemannian metric.

22262

Outliers have recognized in [30] by fuzzy membership val-
ues and their effects have reduced under the principle of
cost-sensitive learning, then incorporated them in learning
of imbalanced data with the use of a fuzzy support vector
machine. In the second approach, the outliers are detected
and removed by applying outlier detection and elimina-
tion techniques. Then the remaining data are used in the
learning process. References [75]-[77] are some works in
this approach. In the third approach, mislabeled data is
correcting [78], [79].

IIl. PRIMARILIES
In this section, an outline of SVM, TWSVM, WSVM, RSVM
and WRSVM is stated in summary.

Before these overviews, formally, let {xg, yk}’,f=1 be the
training data set which is a set of n column vectors of data
points in the real d dimensional space R¢. k-th input pattern
is x; and k-th output pattern is y; and yx € {—1, +1} deter-
mines the label of k-th instance. n = n4 + n_ where n4 and
n_ are the size of positive and negative classes respectively.
Suppose that the set of sample indices is denoted by 7 and
I+ and I_ indicate the set of sample indices for positive and
negative classes, respectively.

A. SVYM

Support Vector Machine (SVM) [31], [33] is a classification
method that finds an optimized hyperplane to separate space
of two classes which expressed by a normal vector w € %4
and a hyperplane offset b € 9. It is gained by maximizing
the margin. SVM solution will be achieved by minimizing
the following primal target function:

: 1o -
min /(v b, §) = SIw* +¢ ) 6

i=1

with i | Vi) +b) =1 - &,
& >0,

In this equation, ®(.) is a function for mapping input space
to feature space and ¢ > 0 is a penalizing parameter. By slack
variables &;, misclassification permission is added to the for-
mulation which measure the error of samples classification.

The Wolf dual of the primal problem can be written as
follows:

n
1
m;lx Gla) = 21:01[ —3 Z a;oyyiK (x;, xj)
i= ij

s.t. Zi aiy; =0,

O<o;<c i=1,..,n. 2)

Optimization of the dual function leads to solution of the
convex quadratic programming problem (QPP) of (1). In this
equation, K(x;,x;) is appropriate used kernel matrix and
o € N" is a vector which signs Lagrangian coefficients.
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Expressive parameters of discriminative hyperplane based
on QPP solution can be computed as (3).

n
w=> aydx),
i=1

1 Ny n
b=— (yj — > o yiK(x;, xj)) (3)
NY

j=1 i=1

Here o* is the solution of dual problem and the number
of support vectors (SVs) is indicated by Ny,. By finding
separator hyperplane, class membership of a new untrained
sample can be decided by the sign of the function

n
fx) = Zl o yiK (xi, xj) + b.

i=
B. TWSVM AND TBSVM
The innovation of Twin Support Vector Machine (TWSVM)
[41] is the generation of two nonparallel hyperplanes in
a manner that each hyperplane is more nearby to one of
the two classes and is as far as possible from the other.
Instead of one (with all data in constraint), two smaller
sized quadratic programming related SVM-type problems are
solved by TWSVM, so as a result, TWSVM is faster.

Generally, definition of two separator hyperplanes is as
follows:

KT, ¢ + ) =0, and
KT, chu® + @ =0, 4)

where
c’ = B". 5)

where A and B are matrices containing d-dimensional data
samples of classes 1 and -1, so the sizes of matrices A and B
are ny x d and n— x d respectively.

Equation 4 is generally expressed in non-linear mode.
By considering K(xT, CT) = xTc,w = cTy® and
w® = CTu® we have the linear form of it.

The first hyperplane is found by solving the following
optimization problem:

1 2
min - HK(A, chHu® + elb(l)H + clegé
UM ph g 2

st. — (KB, CTHuM + e,V 4 & > ey, £>0. (6)

Here c; > 0 is a constant between the maximum margin
and the minimum classification error and e and e; are vectors
of ones of convenient dimensions.

Dual of the mentioned problem can be obtained by con-
structing the Lagrangian function and assuming KKT! con-
ditions. Alike, supposing ¢ > 0 as a trade-off parameter, the
second hyperplane can be stated as:

. 1
min -
U@ p2 g 2

st. (KA, CTHu® + e16® + £ > e,

2
”K(B, CTHu? + e H + 20l €
£E>0. (7)
I Karush-Kuhn-Tucker
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Twin Bounded Support Vector Machine (TBSVM) [42] is
a classifier extended based on TWSVM. In TBSVM, to maxi-
mize some margin and minimize the structural risk as a result,
a regularization term is appended to the formulation. Gener-
ally, as TWSVM, definition of the optimization problems are
as the following equations:

: 1
min  —

2
et + M2
ahp g 2

1 2
+ 5 KA T + e[+ caef e

st. — (KB, CHUY 4 bV 4 &> ¢y, £>0, (8)

and

1 2
min —C3(”u(2) H + (D))
u® p@ g 2

1 2
+ 3 HK(B, Cu? + ep? H + caeln
st (KA, CHu® +eb® +n>e, n=0. (9)

In this equations cy, ¢, ¢3, c4 are trade-off constants and
&, n are indicative of slack variables. Similar to TWSVM,
linear case can be obtained, also, by finding the solution of
the corresponding dual problems, the nonparallel proximal
hyperplanes of (4) are attained.

C. wsvm

In standard SVM and many other versions of it, the impor-
tance of all data samples is equal in the training phase. When
the data set is imbalanced, this importance equality might
be distasteful. One way to address this problem is weighting
of the samples. Applying the cost-sensitive learning frame-
work to SVM leads to Weighted Support Vector Machine
(WSVM) which was also found as Fuzzy SVM in some stud-
ies. Reference [61] is one of remarkable adapted algorithms
to this approach. It is developed for achieving more flexible
training process in which each sample is associated with a
weight. Primal modified version of SVM was introduced by
Veropoulos and colleagues [60] to classify imbalanced binary
data. In this method, different costs are used corresponding
to the positive (¢T) and negative (¢™) classes. By solving the
following optimization problem, the optimal hyperplane was
found in this case.

&i
. 1 2 -+ —
min = ||w|f* + ¢ Zei+c Z
ielt iel~
s.t.yiwxi+b)y>1-¢& i=1,..,n
E>0, i=1,..,n (10)

With the weighting parameters ¢t and ¢~, dedication of
different “importance” to the misclassification of classes is
accomplished in this equation.

D. RSVM AND WRSVM
Performance of classification may be badly affected by atten-
dance of some samples (misclassified samples or outliers).
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Relaxed Support Vector Machine (RSVM) is presented by the
purpose of influence reduction of these samples which is done
by producing unpenalized (free) slack [39]. RSVM is given
in(11).

g2
1 R
Jmin Il 45 Z]
s.t.yiwxi +b) > 1—§& — v,
Z vi <nv,
iel

vi>0 Viel (11)

Viel

By nY, forenamed restricted amount is given in optimiza-
tion problem, where parameter Y determines average slack
per sample. v; are distributary variables of free slacks to
samples.

Applying RSVM to imbalanced data may not entail desir-
able outcome, because positive and negative classes don’t
make difference for this method and the penalty term is iden-
tically assigned to all samples without considering relevant
class sizes.

Due to the mentioned issues, weighted version of RSVM,
WRSVM, which is tailored for imbalanced data, has been
proposed [40], [80]. Combination of cost-sensitive attitude
of WSVM and relaxation attitude of RSVM is occurred
in WRSVM concurrently. Formulation of WRSVM is as
follows:

&2 &2
o1 C C —
Jmin Sovan) 22D e D

ielt iel~
st. +(wxi+b)y>1—-§& —v;, Vie It
—wxi+b)>1—-§& —v;, Viel™
Z vi<n'Y
ielt
Z vi<n Y,
iel~
vi >0, Viel. (12)

As it is obvious, for compatibility to imbalance, the defined
constraints in WRSVM attribute distinct amounts of total free
slack to the positive and the negative classes.

IV. PROPOSED TWIN BOUNDED WEIGHTED RELAXED
SUPPORT VECTOR MACHINE (TBWRSVM)

In this paper, we proposed a new improved version of
WRSVM, which is called Twin Bounded Weighted Relaxed
Support Vector Machine (TBWRSVM). TBWRSVM inher-
its specifications of cost-sensitive, relaxation and twining
approach from methods of WSVM, RSVM and TBSVM,
respectively. In this proposed method, to accelerate the train-
ing process and gain better performance, two smaller and
simpler optimization problems are solved and two nonpar-
allel hyperplanes are found. Also like TBSVM, the efforts,
in TBWRSVM, have been made to minimize the structural
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risk by adding a regularization term to the formulation of
optimization problems, which are given in succedent:

1
in - ) b?
Wlf}]lllg’u 2C1((W1 wi) + b7)

1 c
+ E(AWI +e1b1)(Awy +e1by) + M—,ST&

s.t. —(Bwyp +exb)) = ey — & — v,

eZTU <n 7,

v>0 (13)
and
. 1 2
min  —co({wa.w2) + b3)
wa,b1,n,T 2
1 c
+ =(Bwa + e2b2)(Bwa + e2b2) + —n" .,
2 2nt
s.t.(Awy +e1by) > ey —n—1,
el't <ntr,
T >0. (14)

Here, w; € %" is the normal vector and b1 € Nis the
offset of the hyperplane that is closer to the positive samples
and is as far as possible from the negative one; similarly,
wy € W' is the normal vector and by € N is the offset
of the hyperplane pertaining to the negative samples. Other
notations are as similar mentioned methods.

Dual of these problems can be obtained by use of
Lagrangian function and KKT conditions. For the first prob-
lem, this computation is done as follows:

1 1

L = sei(wiw) +b2) + 5 (At + erbi)(Awy + e1b1)
+2’%5T5 —a’ (=(Bwi + e2b) —e2 + & + )
B~ Y —esv)y—aTv (15)

where o, B and A are Lagrange multipliers vectors. The
KKT necessary and sufficient optimality conditions [81] are
stated as following:

oL T T
— =ciw1 +A" (Aw1 +e1b))) + B 'a=0 (16)
1

ow

aL - -

£=c1b1+el(Aw1+e1b1)+62a=0 17
1

JL G ¢ _0 (18)

9 -0 07

oL

— =—a+Ber—1=0 (19)

Ju

al (=(Bwi +exb)) —er +&+0v) =0 (20)

B Y —elv)y=0 (21)

2Tu=0 (22)

«a>0, B>0, A>0. (23)

Due to A > 0 and condition 19, we obtain
0<ac=<§. (24
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Afterwards, (25) is resulted by combination of (16)
and (17):

(AT eTA el +eiDiwr bi)" + BT ella =0. (25)
Which can be rewritten as

H'H+chu+Ga=0=u=—-H"H+c1)'GTa
(26)

by defining the follows
H=[Ael, G=[B es], u=1[w; b1]". (27

The dual of the first problem is specified by use of these
conditions and replacement in Lagrangian function:

—n- 1
max " ala + ega — —aTG(HTH + cll)flGTa
o,fB C 2

—Bn~ Y
st.0<a<Bp. (28)

For the second hyperplane, the dual problem and above
equations can be reiterated similarly:

max ‘;fm +ery - %VTP(QTQ +eD Py
— ,on+T
s1.0<y <p, (29)
v=[w bl", v=—QT0+ecD) Py,
P=[A e], O=I[B el (30)

Two computed problems are for linear case of TBWRSVM.
In the following, nonlinear problems are described. Here,
the kernel-generated surfaces (instead of hyperplanes) are
determined as:

K&, €Tuy + by =0, and
K", Chuy + by = 0. 31

In these surfaces, K is the predestinate kernel. The linear

optimization problems are altered in this case, as follows:

. 1 2 2 1 T 2
min  —ci(Jlurll© + b)) + = ”K(A,C Jup + e1by H
u,b,E,v 2 2

c
+ Zn—_ETf,
s.t. — (K(B, CT)Ml +exb))>er —E — v,
egv <n 7,
vzl 32)
and
1 . a1 ) )
Jmin el +5) + 5 |8,y + eab
c
+2n—+7)T77,
s.t. (KA, Chuy + e1by) > e1 —n — 1,
el <n'T,
T >0. (33)
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Lagrangian and KKT conditions can be determined as
similar. Likewise, the dual of these problems are calculated
by (34) to (37).

ola + ega

max
o, B 2c

1
— EaTR(STS +ei)'RTa — Bn™Y (34)
st.0<a<p
a=w b1, 21=—STS+al) 'R a,
S =[K@A,CT) e1], R=[KB, CT) e2] (35
and

_nt T p
- y'yv+ev

max
VA

— %yTL(NTN + eIy — pntY (36)
st.0<y <p,
w=[wr b)", 22=—=WTN+cl) LTy,
L=[KA,CT)el, N=[KB,C el 37

V. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

First of all, in this section, we introduce the used data sets
and then represent the evaluation criteria for performance
evaluation of algorithms. Finally, the proposed method is
compared with its standard counterparts and the results are
reported.

A. DATA SET

To validate the performance of TBWRSVM, we exert it
on several benchmark data set for imbalanced classification
which is commonly used in testing machine learning algo-
rithms. The applied data set is given in Table 1. Intrinsic
imbalance ratio (r;,) of each data set are imported in the last
column of table. r;, is calculated as the number of majority
class samples to number of all data. The two last datasets,
Dermatology and Cleveland, are innately imbalanced data
(without distribution altering). These data sets are available
in UCI” and KEEL?® data sets repositories.

B. EVALUATION CRITERIA

In this paper, In order to compare the methods, two common
criteria were used: G-mean and CPU time. These criteria are
defined as follows:

1) G-MEAN

Accuracy is one of the prevalent criterion for classifications
performance measurement which is calculated by dividing
the number of correctly classified samples to the total number
of training samples [82]. Nevertheless, maybe it is not a suit-
able performance measurement for imbalanced classification
problems since the majority class dominates the behavior of

2http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml
3 http://sci2s.ugr.es/keel/datasets.php
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TABLE 1. Data sets statistics.

Number of positive samples Number of negative samples Number of total samples Feature Fint
Diabetes 268 500 768 8 65.10
Pima 268 500 768 8 65.10

German 300 700 1000 20 70
Appendicitis 21 85 106 7 80.18
Flare solar 50 94 144 9 65.27
Heart 120 150 270 13 55.55
Thyroid 65 150 215 5 69.76
Breast cancer 71 186 263 9 70.72
Bupa 145 200 345 6 57.97
Haberman 81 225 306 3 73.52
Cleveland 13 160 173 13 92.48
Dermatology 20 338 358 34 94.41

this metric. For example, in an imbalanced problem where
95% of the data belong to the majority class and 5% to the
minority, if all data assign to the majority class, classification
accuracy will be 95%. Whereas, in imbalanced classification
problems, the correct recognition of the minority class is more
important. For this reason, some other proper criteria like
G-mean [83], ROC Curve (AUC) [84] and F-measure [85]
are being used in this field. In our evaluations, G-mean is the
main criterion.

This criterion is based on two criteria namely specificity
and sensitivity. These criteria are described by the TP, FP,
FN, and TN instances, which stand for the numbers of
true positive, false positive, false negative and true negative,
respectively. The formulas for computing these measures are
as follows:

Sensitivi i (38)
ensitiivi = -
Y= TP i EN

Specifici N (39)
ecClficl = —
PeCICy = T T Fp

G-mean is the geometric mean of specificity and sen-
sitivity, which can be a reliable performance measure for
imbalanced classification. Its formula is defined as follows:

G-mean = \/ specificity x sensitivity (40)

2) CPU TIME
This measure is the average time which is required to build
hyperplanes.

C. MODEL SELECTION

The SVM and its diverse developments, such as WRSVM and
TBWRSVM algorithms have some parameters that should be
adjusted during the training phase; specifically, the regular-
ization parameter and the Gaussian kernel width parameter
for SVM and WSVM and also the total free slack parameter
for WRSVM and TBWRSVM. For reducing the number of
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examinations in parameter combination, we used a nested
uniform design model selection algorithm [86]. Nested uni-
form design methodology has been proposed for efficient,
robust and automatic model selection for support vector
machines.

The uniform design [87] is one type of space-filling
designs that search its design points to be uniformly diffused
in the experimental domain. This method searches the param-
eter space by probing the points that minimize a discrepancy
function among their empirical distribution and the theo-
retical uniform distribution. In order to detect the close-to-
optimal parameter set, this process can be applied iteratively
in a nested manner. The optimal points are selected based on
several classification evaluation measurements. What we use
is L2-discrepancy measure.

Assume that there are N parameters over a domain C”".
Here the purpose is selecting a set of m points Py, ={x1,. .., X}
C C" so that these points are uniformly distributed on C”.
F(x) is the cumulative uniform distribution function over C”
and F,,(x) is the empirical cumulative distribution function
of Py,. the L2-discrepency of Py, is defined as follows:

1/2

Dy (C", P) = / \F (x) — F ()] d @1)

In order to determine the near-optimal parameter, this tech-
nique performs a parameter space search in a multiple-stage
process. Because the pursued problem is imbalance, we select
the optimal parameter set based on the highest G-mean value.
The model selection process is as follows:

1) Select a parameter search domain and specify an appro-
priate number of levels (factors in design terminology)
for each parameter.

2) Select an appropriate uniform design table to contain
the number of parameters and levels (most UD tables
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TABLE 2. The range of parameters for computational experiments.

Name

Symbol Range

Penalization parameter

¢ [102 10"

Gaussian kernel width parameter

log(0.999) log(0.150)
7 [_ k 5 K ]

Average free slack per sample

Y [0.05, 0.25]

Trade-off constant

[107, 10™]

Cp C2

Note: £ is the minimum distance from instance to average of instances.

BETBWRSVM EBTWRSVM ®WRSVM ERSVM

=WSVM

FSVM ®BSVM =TBSVM ©“TWSVM

Rout.. Y e e 8

Rout.. I SO ESsTD 6
Rout. . | I T P 7D 57 5

FIGURE 1. Summation of boldface results for each methods with R, = 10, 15 and 20.

are available at UD-web. http://www.math.hkbu.edu.hk/
UniformDesign)

3) From the uniform design table, determine the run order
of experiments arbitrarily and then fill the uniform table
using the performance evaluation of each parameter
combination.

4) Amend the search around the point with the highest
performance measure value by repeating step 1-3.

More details are available in [40] and [86].

D. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we express the result of evaluation of
TBWRSVM in comparison with TWRSVM, WRSVM,
RSVM, TWSVM, TBSVM, FSVM, WSVM, and SVM mod-
els. TWRSVM (Twin Weighted Relaxed Support Vector
Machine) is our other proposed method, which is an incor-
poration of WRSVM and TWSVM. All methods are imple-
mented in MATLAB R2015a 64 bit on a 2.3 GHz quad-core
CPU with 16 GB RAM and Windows 7. LIBSVM-3.12 is
used to solve the SVM model and LIBSVM-weight-3.12 is
used to solve the WSVM model. CPLEX 12.6 64 bit is used
to solve the related optimization problems of TBWRSVM,
TWRSVM, WRSVM, and RSVM. Evaluation criteria of
each method are measured by the standard 10-fold cross-
validation methodology. Selection of parameter in each iter-
ation of the 10-fold cross validation is based on the nested
uniform design [86] which is done on training data. For SVM,
FSVM, WSVM, TWSVM, TBSVM, RSVM, WRSVM and
TWRSVM, we use a 13-run UD sampling pattern at the first
stage and 9-run UD sampling pattern at the second stage.
We adopt a 5-run at the third stage. For TBWRSVM, we adopt
a 17- and 13- run of the nested UD sampling pattern for the
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first and second stages. For the third stage of the nested UD
for TBWRSVM, we use 9 points. The ranges of parameters
in our computational experiments are summarized in Table 2.
It should be noted that for defining the search range of y
(the width parameter of the Gaussian kernel), we used the
proposed heuristic in [86].

Performance metrics are calculated using the test data. All
data have zero mean and unitary standard deviation because
of normalization which has been done just before their classi-
fication process. We use RBF kernel in our execution. Several
imbalanced ratios (7j;p) of rins, 80, 85, 90, 92, 95 and 97 are

considered in our experimental implementations. As it was
mentioned, r;,; presents intrinsic imbalance ratio of dataset.

Since we should consider different ratios, other ratios are
computed by randomly omitting some minority samples. For
adding artificial outliers to each dataset, class labels of some
farthest samples in the majority class are varied to label
of minority class. Outlier ratio (R,,;) is determinant of this
variation amount which is defined by a percentage of total
samples. In the experiments, outlier ratio of 10%, 15% and
20% are utilized to investigate impact of different outlier

levels ranging from low to high.
Tables 3, 4 and 5 respectively show the results of our

proposed TBWRSVM in comparison with other meth-
ods, TWRSVM, WRSVM, RSVM, WSVM, FSVM, SVM,
TWSVM and TBSVM in terms of G-mean criteria for R,
of 10, 15 and 20. The results are listed for all considered
imbalanced ratio for each dataset. The highest G-mean val-
ues, the bold marked, are indicative of the best method for
each dataset. By a Glance at the table, it is clear our pro-
posed method, TBWRSVM, outperforms others. Totality of
the best results for every method affirms it. This number
for TBWRSVM is 59, 60 and 49 out of 75 in respect for
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FIGURE 2. G-mean versus the outlier ratio for dataset of Heart, Flare solar, and Pima with imbalance ratios of 90 and 97 for left

and right columns of plots, respectively.

outlier ratio of 10, 15 and 20. This amount is followed by
TWRSVM with number of 12, 13 and 14 for outlier ratio of
10, 15 and 20 respectively. Fig. 1 shows these totality values
for all methods as a bar diagram.

Outliers of the minority class impress on classification
results. Amount of impression depends on two factors: the
distribution and the geometry of classes [40]. Obviously,
high outlier ratio has more impression. Fig. 2 shows this
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impression on G-mean for outlier ratios 0% to 50% for
TBWRSVM in comparison with TWRSVM, WRSVM and
TBSVM. The Figure illustrates this for three datasets Heart,
Flare solar and Pima, which the left and right columns are
plotted for imbalance ratios of 90% and 97%, respectively.
By glancing at the plots, it is clear TBWRSVM is better than
others in the most points. It is notable that G-mean value is
not decreased so much by growth of outlier ratio and even
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TABLE 3. G-mean for Rout = 10.

Dataset Timb TBWRSVM TWRSVM WRSVM RSVM WSVM FSVM SVM TBSVM TWSVM
Tint 75.94 75.55 73.68 72.80 73.59 75.15 73.08 73.19 73.94
80 76.36 75.65 74.28 67.70 74.98 75.42 73.35 74.04 73.60
85 74.04 73.66 72.25 67.39 74.88 73.25 69.21 73.14 72.01
Diabetes 90 76.17 75.86 71.60 63.69 75.38 74.82 73.00 73.63 72.40
92 79.29 74.56 72.28 67.54 76.11 74.20 69.48 70.89 73.61
95 80.07 80.07 79.59 67.28 78.92 74.79 68.33 74.22 79.43
97 79.18 75.76 72.12 66.41 76.71 72.75 68.87 68.96 74.81
Tint 75.60 75.08 71.48 72.23 74.80 74.71 73.53 73.90 74.22
80 77.86 77.29 75.16 71.48 78.48 78.00 76.94 75.59 78.40
85 76.75 74.76 67.00 64.87 74.26 72.56 68.22 69.73 71.91
Pima 90 86.36 83.79 78.52 77.20 83.65 81.85 81.71 83.42 80.70
92 85.87 85.27 75.05 74.82 84.85 83.33 80.89 85.27 84.37
95 89.20 89.13 74.75 75.84 87.80 85.77 80.28 87.35 85.33
97 91.01 90.60 69.49 81.97 90.22 87.39 84.58 91.59 88.99
Tint 74.14 73.46 69.26 70.04 72.25 72.38 70.47 70.83 72.61
80 83.21 83.21 78.93 78.20 81.68 81.12 80.82 80.70 81.79
85 83.12 83.12 78.50 75.89 82.36 80.51 79.97 79.56 80.66
German 90 82.15 81.20 73.66 75.15 79.73 79.23 77.26 77.26 80.25
92 86.93 86.93 75.71 76.79 83.67 83.86 81.85 81.73 83.60
95 86.22 84.49 75.44 76.16 83.49 81.13 80.10 85.10 82.44
97 90.45 88.64 78.31 80.00 86.78 86.27 82.62 87.16 82.20
Tint 80.77 81.60 78.61 73.15 82.67 81.31 76.05 76.43 83.06
85 93.58 91.62 91.86 84.85 91.55 82.73 84.48 92.57 90.39
Appendicitis 90 97.16 86.42 87.07 86.42 95.68 86.42 86.42 95.68 91.21
92 93.40 93.40 91.41 77.54 92.01 79.82 81.21 94.29 80.47
95 98.01 88.70 87.07 76.42 95.87 85.90 76.42 95.22 85.77
97 98.66 87.07 77.07 84.97 94.97 77.07 77.07 94.97 95.73
Tint 68.69 68.69 65.26 63.74 65.39 62.60 61.23 67.16 65.95
80 80.22 78.54 77.86 53.12 72.82 73.91 67.72 74.79 76.29
85 84.84 78.28 81.64 70.32 68.96 79.87 70.18 76.68 79.42
Flare solar 90 81.87 75.43 70.10 58.30 80.10 76.41 57.10 78.42 68.33
92 78.57 78.57 72.53 61.58 58.39 64.63 59.91 76.31 76.30
95 76.03 72.92 72.54 26.42 64.05 71.66 44.14 77.93 71.40
97 77.85 75.13 72.39 56.80 72.06 74.48 62.85 61.20 73.86
Tint 84.97 82.63 82.11 84.97 81.59 81.24 82.80 80.70 82.67
80 84.34 79.70 77.36 80.51 77.41 79.22 74.80 76.38 81.34
85 86.04 85.36 83.00 77.18 76.47 81.76 82.72 81.67 83.58
Heart 90 86.74 80.57 80.42 66.09 80.25 79.15 79.15 77.61 71.97
92 77.86 70.51 71.36 55.99 71.55 60.54 51.81 69.59 72.34
95 86.12 80.55 78.18 54.22 68.58 717.97 64.97 79.41 79.89
97 79.01 66.97 64.29 28.08 70.35 66.14 50.27 70.62 75.60
Tint 89.27 89.27 82.73 87.45 86.40 87.83 86.10 89.51 85.35
80 92.33 92.33 81.39 80.01 88.21 85.20 84.54 86.12 79.76
85 90.26 89.56 80.64 76.95 86.42 82.29 78.37 84.93 84.17
Thyroid 90 86.98 86.98 78.91 76.50 85.24 84.94 74.68 65.62 78.56
92 93.84 93.68 84.58 70.56 89.69 86.54 76.85 91.83 91.84
95 91.95 91.95 86.10 63.70 90.00 87.29 76.99 33.70 95.09
97 91.99 91.19 84.05 35.18 88.69 67.78 53.58 79.87 78.50
Ting 69.37 68.87 63.14 64.08 65.12 66.82 66.78 66.55 67.21
80 67.99 67.37 63.94 71.61 72.21 70.26 65.83 62.06 68.90
85 75.34 71.84 67.88 60.69 73.05 69.11 74.93 67.96 72.93
Breast cancer 90 74.03 73.36 70.20 59.74 72.28 64.67 66.24 64.69 65.36
92 78.74 71.85 59.91 57.07 69.29 62.28 59.81 71.48 63.54
95 82.24 82.24 72.35 49.56 71.31 77.86 68.59 73.54 76.73
97 79.17 76.44 79.87 46.17 76.06 73.13 61.04 72.96 82.38
Tint 75.37 75.19 71.42 72.76 71.31 75.63 74.93 57.22 73.73
80 72.02 69.58 69.65 68.99 74.76 69.66 70.12 62.61 70.58
85 75.92 75.92 73.21 62.94 72.72 74.92 71.61 65.59 77.55
Bupa 90 76.13 73.58 68.74 57.46 75.89 72.46 72.09 70.06 73.24
92 82.83 81.42 77.09 62.78 71.42 75.10 64.86 7551 80.56
95 78.10 77.32 75.43 58.82 81.08 76.67 77.12 75.28 78.55
97 75.29 73.95 76.76 61.11 80.09 58.68 59.08 76.74 71.93
Ting 71.79 70.58 64.83 63.95 69.75 67.47 62.06 58.78 68.19
80 76.61 76.61 64.76 45.96 75.56 72.27 66.12 48.83 74.39
85 77.26 76.12 56.26 58.82 71.43 73.90 62.62 59.83 70.00
Haberman 90 71.30 71.30 68.66 58.04 70.23 70.79 61.60 63.30 67.82
92 80.44 80.44 55.26 48.41 80.99 75.82 52.50 44.84 67.21
95 79.32 78.69 62.80 56.13 78.25 73.74 33.69 59.69 77.78
97 86.76 85.86 80.55 53.88 85.36 79.07 52.05 48.48 85.46
Tint 75.73 72.89 68.02 52.80 72.10 69.89 58.50 74.46 77.17
Cleveland 95 75.44 74.62 77.67 32.71 72.72 72.55 65.70 72.64 68.84
97 82.89 80.3 76.79 30.04 73.42 72.75 52.81 75.88 77.68
Ting 87.46 86.97 85.98 84.35 87.25 84.56 73.25 84.85 80.94
Dermatology 95 91.24 91.24 90.52 87.54 88.32 86.96 78.15 90.05 87.46
97 88.47 87.71 87.67 84.15 85.83 85.95 75.23 89.90 83.01
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Dataset Timb TBWRSVM TWRSVM WRSVM RSVM WSVM FSVM SVM TBSVM TWSVM
Tint 75.75 75.27 72.15 73.65 72.68 74.98 74.10 71.75 72.84
80 74.31 73.94 71.78 73.80 72.92 74.50 74.72 70.62 72.70
85 78.29 77.44 74.75 71.51 77.09 77.24 74.69 74.55 77.02
Diabetes 90 75.63 75.23 71.49 70.06 73.99 76.43 75.25 70.87 72.40
92 81.79 80.23 78.29 71.13 77.66 80.67 78.32 79.36 79.72
95 79.52 79.52 78.41 73.99 78.49 76.84 76.29 78.89 79.78
97 83.03 81.03 81.63 73.09 82.31 77.99 77.25 79.21 83.50
Tint 76.62 74.15 72.85 74.30 73.66 75.09 74.28 70.59 74.70
80 76.76 76.76 71.18 72.20 76.27 76.32 75.30 73.51 75.79
Pima 85 76.94 75.92 69.88 70.92 75.84 75.28 73.64 71.48 75.25
90 82.30 81.27 73.68 74.07 81.67 80.03 77.18 80.06 77.26
92 79.50 79.50 68.41 69.74 77.09 76.69 74.42 76.02 72.21
95 81.98 81.98 71.23 73.89 81.11 79.14 74.54 78.00 74.40
97 83.61 82.86 68.16 71.05 82.29 79.59 75.47 83.04 75.50
Tint 76.43 76.07 69.88 68.58 74.67 75.39 74.63 70.04 75.83
80 79.59 79.59 72.37 73.39 78.58 78.81 77.95 72.93 78.20
German 85 77.91 7791 67.13 73.38 76.96 77.36 75.93 72.86 77.81
90 83.84 82.85 76.34 76.60 79.54 80.56 77.98 81.80 80.07
92 85.20 85.20 72.40 77.22 80.68 79.36 77.45 82.22 79.70
95 88.66 87.49 74.40 82.00 85.39 84.30 82.63 85.62 84.86
97 89.74 88.77 84.27 83.94 88.76 87.88 86.73 87.57 87.47
Tint 84.72 83.98 78.30 79.81 81.31 80.01 76.33 75.61 78.54
85 89.90 82.96 82.38 70.99 83.58 79.75 74.717 80.20 81.69
Appendicitis 90 91.68 85.33 81.95 83.99 87.74 86.91 81.19 87.59 83.11
92 88.98 86.09 79.17 69.90 84.57 84.93 72.11 84.28 75.94
95 89.89 84.05 79.56 75.58 85.37 86.55 79.25 86.08 83.31
97 91.97 90.59 82.86 86.76 91.18 89.08 87.02 85.96 87.33
Tint 66.42 64.94 63.67 61.96 57.65 63.04 63.86 59.63 64.27
80 80.41 77.12 76.51 64.28 72.08 77.04 76.83 71.10 76.19
85 84.53 82.50 81.09 67.48 75.25 79.19 79.64 73.16 79.29
Flare solar 90 79.28 79.28 74.62 65.26 73.88 70.63 71.70 69.25 73.36
92 83.51 82.16 80.73 62.20 74.91 79.98 76.21 77.94 77.52
95 88.69 81.56 81.04 72.92 82.70 82.48 80.84 84.58 77.64
97 92.54 78.15 76.72 70.97 81.73 76.48 75.20 76.22 89.71
Tint 81.03 79.67 80.57 80.17 81.75 78.55 79.97 78.50 81.14
80 79.51 79.49 74.35 78.32 75.37 77.02 7531 70.34 78.23
85 82.16 81.26 74.44 72.76 72.96 76.09 78.02 73.35 80.23
Heart 90 81.95 81.95 72.21 70.94 79.27 76.34 71.77 64.45 81.13
92 83.37 78.34 73.13 71.40 68.37 71.87 69.88 72.84 77.94
95 80.27 78.57 70.47 54.69 73.96 76.30 70.95 74.24 7791
97 81.91 80.39 74.87 59.67 73.67 72.38 69.80 64.94 77.64
Tint 87.28 87.28 81.53 80.96 87.42 85.12 85.47 82.65 78.28
80 86.45 85.29 75.74 82.39 88.81 85.00 79.70 73.02 74.28
85 86.74 83.08 80.01 75.90 91.79 85.66 86.20 85.54 84.17
Thyroid 90 85.21 85.21 71.81 80.63 88.89 87.39 88.19 61.62 78.59
92 90.50 88.76 80.13 83.11 89.05 88.78 89.28 85.17 85.78
95 93.65 93.62 85.42 66.49 91.14 91.34 87.19 87.04 93.50
97 91.35 90.92 86.88 84.25 92.15 88.53 90.83 86.63 93.60
Ting 69.85 67.67 63.68 66.79 67.71 65.94 65.74 57.39 66.39
80 76.72 76.09 71.36 73.01 75.73 74.19 73.05 66.77 74.11
85 75.84 75.82 68.55 65.63 72.18 73.29 72.44 71.13 73.05
Breast cancer 90 79.24 79.24 71.87 76.44 74.80 72.86 71.03 72.44 74.96
92 79.06 76.79 76.50 65.88 75.28 75.68 70.93 72.81 75.15
95 76.27 74.91 72.80 75.62 74.77 76.30 71.15 71.72 78.40
97 81.08 79.89 72.21 67.07 77.44 77.31 72.57 78.95 78.90
Tint 76.99 76.99 70.12 73.66 74.81 75.08 75.59 58.71 74.00
80 77.95 76.10 73.83 72.09 77.30 74.94 76.60 66.80 77.60
85 77.20 75.01 70.57 72.62 75.51 75.59 76.48 68.22 76.11
Bupa 90 80.66 78.64 77.99 72.16 79.52 78.95 79.58 72.97 82.67
92 83.29 80.14 75.79 64.81 83.24 83.38 80.46 77.60 81.90
95 83.89 83.80 70.69 75.84 79.27 79.87 73.52 75.76 79.37
97 89.12 88.36 84.25 77.33 86.37 85.13 84.61 83.96 85.99
Tint 75.20 75.20 63.90 65.22 72.46 74.60 72.03 69.64 70.79
80 80.57 79.10 74.21 72.90 78.08 79.88 79.54 74.69 79.48
85 81.72 81.72 68.66 70.64 78.56 79.51 79.74 71.83 78.89
Haberman 90 74.44 74.34 66.70 74.33 73.64 74.88 72.24 67.97 71.43
92 83.71 82.09 68.36 75.49 79.54 82.28 81.93 28.94 79.94
95 86.01 85.57 76.84 79.58 83.08 81.66 74.62 76.83 83.06
97 88.56 87.90 78.73 76.58 86.88 85.02 80.98 45.83 85.08
Tint 79.15 78.70 73.81 67.09 73.30 75.82 75.21 65.46 80.93
Cleveland 95 82.57 82.57 75.91 43.67 73.35 74.03 68.94 66.52 75.10
97 79.90 78.26 77.26 62.45 77.89 74.85 67.91 71.63 77.25
Tint 88.77 88.05 87.11 84.06 86.26 85.92 83.56 84.53 86.67
Dermatology 95 87.66 86.89 85.38 82.99 86.25 86.93 83.98 83.01 86.37
97 89.45 89.40 89.23 86.78 87.81 88.59 85.10 89.39 88.17
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TABLE 5. G-mean for Ry,; = 20.

Data set Timb TBWRSVM TWRSVM WRSVM RSVM WSVM FSVM SVM TBSVM TWSVM
Ting 75.51 74.39 71.41 74.64 75.25 75.92 75.24 64.14 74.57
80 75.52 74.98 70.39 74.77 73.20 75.05 75.08 62.10 74.11
85 78.19 76.85 77.34 76.27 77.06 75.69 73.56 76.59 75.69
Diabetes 90 76.34 76.34 72.92 76.08 74.60 75.44 74.71 62.79 75.19
92 82.43 82.14 79.61 78.87 80.61 81.77 80.82 77.35 81.48
95 84.35 84.35 81.36 77.98 81.87 82.18 82.62 79.44 83.81
97 85.19 83.16 83.56 78.55 82.00 82.18 82.08 81.04 83.64
Tint 75.00 74.95 70.72 73.66 73.33 74.89 74.56 65.20 74.33
80 78.8 77.09 77.07 75.13 78.47 80.98 79.84 69.18 78.56
85 84.96 84.83 78.71 79.03 84.13 83.12 82.48 82.96 81.81
Pima 90 80.76 80.76 75.06 73.29 80.20 78.93 78.84 78.69 75.86
92 81.57 80.95 71.62 76.90 81.02 80.68 79.25 79.89 78.92
95 81.26 81.26 74.29 75.42 80.93 80.97 80.01 78.96 76.96
97 83.72 83.72 68.63 72.59 81.98 80.84 80.17 80.07 76.95
Tint 76.75 77.07 72.20 71.06 76.33 71.27 76.64 70.20 76.25
80 83.36 83.22 68.70 80.62 83.11 83.52 82.64 82.29 83.25
85 82.41 82.41 68.06 78.58 81.45 82.18 81.55 80.47 81.96
German 90 84.83 83.62 78.20 80.22 82.95 82.66 81.76 81.69 83.53
92 86.71 86.71 80.59 84.10 86.56 85.70 84.93 84.10 85.65
95 90.28 90.20 85.67 87.86 89.37 89.07 88.17 89.65 89.41
97 89.86 89.83 84.67 84.28 87.38 87.32 86.76 88.80 88.60
Tint 84.63 83.46 83.15 82.32 82.33 82.43 77.89 81.24 81.22
85 87.34 87.03 79.97 81.41 87.45 88.41 83.67 80.55 82.34
Appendicitis 90 87.76 90.05 85.04 89.22 91.17 86.84 89.09 86.43 87.78
92 87.27 87.27 86.50 83.17 82.93 83.31 85.74 80.04 80.56
95 92.47 88.85 87.56 85.18 87.33 86.62 86.54 85.43 89.07
97 91.32 89.01 78.41 90.82 90.04 88.74 88.40 87.31 90.04
Tint 73.68 69.13 72.27 64.79 68.86 69.91 67.66 63.12 72.31
80 83.48 83.48 78.46 75.30 73.44 78.71 78.64 72.46 83.19
85 84.68 84.79 80.95 77.82 78.81 81.40 80.14 82.47 85.01
Flare solar 90 82.59 81.37 80.43 79.79 79.09 80.03 79.53 79.90 81.24
92 88.34 82.19 82.19 82.66 81.59 83.14 82.59 86.37 84.65
95 87.05 87.05 85.75 78.94 84.76 86.18 84.04 78.51 85.07
97 92.11 91.26 90.37 86.77 88.66 86.97 86.62 84.80 90.97
Ting 77.61 76.71 76.13 74.45 75.60 76.11 74.93 71.51 76.50
80 80.17 79.00 72.79 79.50 72.11 76.09 76.65 67.08 78.96
85 78.01 71.37 73.73 73.77 77.47 77.06 74.59 63.50 79.38
Heart 90 77.48 79.35 75.98 76.38 73.43 76.68 73.33 59.35 79.60
92 81.21 80.30 76.31 76.89 73.34 79.55 80.06 65.32 79.22
95 79.75 76.31 70.97 65.50 76.00 75.56 68.83 45.65 75.74
97 80.12 78.34 75.34 66.79 74.67 78.14 75.51 62.25 78.15
Tint 85.69 85.57 81.47 85.29 86.51 89.77 89.22 79.71 75.12
80 89.95 88.26 74.79 80.64 83.15 87.49 87.49 7591 85.13
85 86.98 86.93 82.92 80.92 91.31 91.28 92.86 82.33 87.65
Thyroid 90 85.88 85.88 77.37 85.06 90.19 89.03 89.24 82.61 85.59
92 91.67 90.19 83.14 84.91 89.67 88.61 89.22 80.05 88.44
95 94.62 94.62 87.78 82.02 90.43 93.48 96.20 86.04 95.63
97 94.42 93.47 92.13 91.23 90.79 92.08 87.64 88.97 92.13
Tint 71.80 69.37 67.73 70.51 70.30 72.09 71.35 59.32 68.77
80 77.12 75.90 75.58 77.01 73.86 75.36 75.21 67.72 75.86
85 78.27 75.44 75.77 73.23 74.87 76.59 77.61 73.26 75.60
Breast cancer 90 78.53 78.32 76.62 82.85 78.33 78.59 76.63 72.13 76.39
92 79.80 79.80 74.50 76.94 75.70 78.11 78.18 70.19 80.70
95 80.69 79.10 75.30 74.69 78.30 79.23 76.81 72.50 79.06
97 83.21 83.21 80.73 72.26 82.69 83.98 85.16 77.84 82.37
Tint 76.50 75.16 70.94 74.54 75.60 76.42 74.53 59.26 74.56
80 77.69 77.69 72.15 77.66 75.55 75.83 75.74 64.19 74.63
85 79.55 79.55 75.42 77.24 80.34 79.76 81.08 69.51 79.67
Bupa 90 81.03 78.55 74.17 80.92 79.02 80.79 81.60 71.56 78.78
92 85.50 85.39 80.43 80.57 82.68 85.22 84.27 75.70 83.59
95 84.57 84.26 78.06 83.22 83.99 84.14 84.05 74.73 83.82
97 90.92 89.78 88.67 84.56 83.51 89.11 85.92 87.81 89.72
Tint 76.76 76.76 66.81 66.25 75.73 77.49 78.25 73.27 75.19
80 84.23 84.10 75.44 83.28 82.54 82.88 83.49 79.99 83.16
85 73.83 72.94 71.96 70.82 69.62 65.53 45.93 66.22 66.91
Haberman 90 80.62 80.62 69.85 80.13 78.27 78.31 80.14 74.53 76.45
92 82.68 81.89 71.74 81.26 82.75 83.25 83.19 77.11 84.19
95 87.39 86.25 80.01 85.06 87.91 87.22 87.52 81.26 87.04
97 88.27 87.80 78.93 86.93 90.68 90.48 90.20 85.02 88.17
Tint 80.15 80.15 74.83 75.24 78.19 77.94 79.22 53.30 78.56
Cleveland 95 77.21 76.58 75.21 72.68 71.14 77.05 73.41 68.62 76.01
97 84.08 80.00 78.07 71.48 78.87 79.06 78.39 69.99 84.51
Tint 87.25 87.25 86.49 83.51 84.26 85.34 85.39 81.36 87.07
Dermatology 95 87.48 87.12 87.41 87.02 86.17 86.74 86.79 85.76 87.94
97 88.08 88.08 86.97 86.80 86.15 86.31 86.17 84.71 88.15
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TABLE 6. CPU time for R,,; 10, 15 and 20.

22272

Roui =10 Rou=15 Rou =20
Dataset 7y | TBWRSVM | TWRSVM | WRSVM | TBWRSVM | TWRSVM | WRSVM | TBWRSVM | TWRSVM | WRSVM
Fint 1.2892 1.3132 50.6399 1.2251 1.2400 51.1515 1.2925 1.3661 51.4858
80 1.2954 1.2978 48.138 1.1710 1.1992 49.6759 1.2869 1.3076 47.7920
85 0.7981 0.8911 28.1039 1.4171 1.5025 47.5611 1.4171 1.5025 47.5611
Diabetes 90 1.2155 1.2836 47.1817 1.2082 1.2137 47.5827 1.2766 1.2892 47.8647
92 0.7913 0.8638 23.3861 0.6588 0.6956 24.0945 0.5401 0.5613 23.4195
95 0.8072 0.8864 22.8739 0.6304 0.6917 22.2685 0.5555 0.5809 22.3721
97 0.7936 0.8620 20.4563 0.6391 0.6737 21.5024 0.5197 0.5316 21.8872
Fint 1.2184 1.2905 41.9774 1.2068 1.2051 40.5462 1.2480 1.3178 40.7942
80 0.8949 0.9298 25.2388 0.7622 0.7962 24.8853 0.7220 0.7615 24.4526
85 0.8399 0.8810 21.2651 0.6977 0.7663 20.5457 0.7386 0.7894 23.1764
Pima 90 0.8820 0.8993 18.1791 0.6751 0.6844 19.6361 0.5536 0.5827 20.0321
92 0.8050 0.8565 18.5994 0.6315 0.6504 18.1412 0.5382 0.5553 18.3455
95 0.8205 0.8861 15.6033 0.6256 0.6771 16.2531 0.5843 0.5603 16.5883
97 0.8119 0.9332 15.8620 0.6445 0.6861 16.8588 0.5040 0.5354 15.8804
Fint 4.4225 4.8037 81.1662 3.7771 3.6272 76.2071 4.0270 4.9670 69.9129
80 2.9822 3.3227 50.3407 2.4047 2.4858 54.7613 2.4973 2.7267 50.4198
85 3.1752 3.0599 44.0094 2.2338 2.2699 49.3827 2.1861 2.5209 47.3656
German 90 3.0540 3.1040 36.7087 2.3917 2.5407 37.5701 2.0463 2.2751 37.8774
92 2.9806 3.0740 41.0366 2.4042 2.4060 38.4786 2.0215 2.2456 36.7470
95 29175 3.1967 35.5237 2.3795 2.4282 33.4704 1.9786 2.0627 32.4416
97 2.9689 2.9716 35.6327 2.4052 2.4777 27.1541 1.8996 2.0836 32.6826
Fint 0.0356 0.0463 0.7765 0.0314 0.0330 0.8745 0.0309 0.0365 0.7495
85 0.0309 0.0327 0.6611 0.0265 0.0376 0.7542 0.0277 0.0290 0.6735
Appendicitis 90 0.0343 0.0398 0.4651 0.0254 0.0365 0.7013 0.0250 0.0291 0.5415
92 0.0281 0.0377 0.6591 0.0231 0.0312 0.6875 0.0232 0.0281 0.6908
95 0.0257 0.0464 0.4060 0.0237 0.0289 0.5514 0.0237 0.0330 0.5394
97 0.0276 0.0420 0.4425 0.0295 0.0309 0.4745 0.0290 0.0299 0.4998
Fint 0.0433 0.0472 1.3160 0.0432 0.0447 1.2774 0.0456 0.0503 1.2724
80 0.0389 0.0422 0.8871 0.0351 0.0363 1.0168 0.0348 0.0363 1.0456
85 0.0355 0.0405 0.8485 0.0332 0.0359 0.9724 0.0350 0.0370 0.9958
Flare solar 90 0.0350 0.0382 0.6837 0.0302 0.0336 0.8035 0.0287 0.0302 0.8237
92 0.0338 0.0416 0.7904 0.0315 0.0341 0.7377 0.0285 0.0337 0.8177
95 0.0333 0.0376 0.7262 0.0299 0.0321 0.8184 0.0283 0.0303 0.7756
97 0.0332 0.0435 0.7762 0.0283 0.0315 0.7283 0.0279 0.0311 0.7575
Fint 0.1561 0.1864 5.0556 0.1356 0.1396 5.4779 0.1271 0.1435 5.3332
80 0.0919 0.0997 2.2388 0.0840 0.0813 2.5491 0.0690 0.0725 2.6629
85 0.0835 0.0924 2.0532 0.0750 0.0774 2.2039 0.0623 0.0654 2.0681
Heart 90 0.0786 0.1030 1.9448 0.0729 0.0803 2.1869 0.0590 0.0647 1.9789
92 0.0842 0.0947 1.7104 0.0691 0.0741 1.9326 0.0592 0.0574 1.8706
95 0.0780 0.0975 1.7878 0.0666 0.0723 2.0548 0.0566 0.0579 1.8522
97 0.0729 0.0976 1.5329 0.0720 0.0800 1.4690 0.0516 0.0584 1.6610
Fint 0.1486 0.1357 3.6285 0.2273 0.2356 3.7964 0.1711 0.1968 3.6646
80 0.1177 0.1291 2.8427 0.1421 0.1190 2.7454 0.1311 0.1394 2.6772
85 0.1598 0.1615 2.4362 0.1223 0.1611 2.4392 0.1411 0.1521 2.4939
Thyroid 90 0.1298 0.1132 2.2900 0.1077 0.4016 2.2165 0.0901 0.1311 22113
92 0.1113 0.1172 2.1292 0.1074 0.1542 2.1144 0.1014 0.1113 2.1095
95 0.1333 0.1579 2.0387 0.1139 0.1138 2.0463 0.1043 0.1341 1.9668
97 0.1748 0.1780 1.9067 0.1219 0.1746 1.8702 0.0928 0.1366 1.9814
Tint 0.1405 0.1491 5.6638 0.1442 0.1690 5.5002 0.1525 0.1560 5.4152
80 0.1104 0.1274 4.4403 0.1628 0.1211 4.3349 0.1215 0.1319 4.4773
85 0.0978 0.1164 3.7365 0.1160 0.1250 3.9504 0.1049 0.1169 4.0914
Breast cancer | 90 0.1078 0.1285 3.3579 0.1190 0.1429 3.6065 0.0947 0.0983 3.6569
92 0.0982 0.1074 3.1497 0.0930 0.1039 3.5061 0.0926 0.0942 3.6377
95 0.0916 0.1092 2.9027 0.0901 0.1075 2.6426 0.0842 0.0927 3.0880
97 0.0866 0.0990 2.7294 0.1043 0.0982 3.0636 0.0859 0.1014 2.7114
it 0.1950 0.2017 8.8727 0.2027 0.2154 8.5615 0.2200 0.2345 8.4377
80 0.1302 0.1367 5.2346 0.1454 0.1910 4.8808 0.1329 0.1473 5.0003
85 0.1174 0.1299 4.6933 0.1135 0.1193 4.3346 0.1228 0.1361 4.1923
Bupa 90 0.1084 0.1220 3.5585 0.1077 0.1146 4.1368 0.1123 0.1231 4.3244
92 0.1041 0.1133 3.4082 0.1105 0.1087 3.5503 0.1045 0.1166 3.9197
95 0.1009 0.1177 3.7716 0.0956 0.1008 3.5291 0.1028 0.1181 3.1500
97 0.1063 0.1189 2.9035 0.0936 0.1013 3.1212 0.1078 0.1225 3.4407
Fint 0.1798 0.1932 6.8998 0.1714 0.1870 7.7233 0.1615 0.1714 7.6418
80 0.1635 0.1641 6.7197 0.1633 0.1533 6.4735 0.1841 0.2202 6.5038
85 0.1340 0.1761 5.5929 0.1468 0.1627 5.9279 0.1880 0.2043 7.2879
Haberman 90 0.1553 0.1730 7.6466 0.1711 0.1777 7.7575 0.1611 0.1692 7.8358
92 0.1197 0.1388 4.9554 0.1140 0.1264 5.0471 0.1191 0.1218 4.8552
95 0.1306 0.1461 47719 0.1180 0.1298 4.6523 0.1123 0.1158 4.3352
97 0.1186 0.1413 4.5439 0.1101 0.1205 4.4583 0.1044 0.1132 4.4942
0.0919 0.1075 1.9377 0.0806 0.0875 2.2146 0.0679 0.0783 2.0349
Cleveland ;”; 0.0960 0.1082 1.9089 0.0728 0.0836 2.1773 0.0634 0.0665 1.6947
0.0925 0.1125 1.8509 0.0748 0.0838 1.6906 0.0622 0.0678 2.0352
Fint 0.3709 0.3624 9.5568 0.2835 0.2854 10.7446 0.0679 0.0783 2.0349
Dermatology 95 0.3430 0.3439 10.4293 0.2684 0.2933 10.5862 0.0634 0.0665 1.6947
97 0.3256 0.3372 8.6680 0.2740 0.3031 9.4013 0.0622 0.0678 2.0352
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TABLE 7. Mean rank of Friedman test for R,,; 10, 15 and 20.

Roi =10 Rou =15 Rou =20
TBWRSVM 3.81 3.89 3.78
TWRSVM 2.97 3.04 3.01
WRSVM 1.93 1.59 1.53
RSVM 1.28 1.48 1.68

TABLE 8. Wilcoxon signed-rank test.

Ranks
N Mean Rank Sum of Ranks
Negative Ranks | 2° 31.00 62.00
TWRSVM — TBWRSVM Positine Ranks 73: 38.19 2788.00
Ties 0
Total 75

a. TWRSVM < TBWRSVM
b. TWRSVM > TBWRSVM
c¢. TWRSVM = TBWRSVM

Test Statistics”
TWRSVM - TBWRSVM
Z -7.198°
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
a. Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test
b. Based on negative ranks.

in some cases it is increased, which significantly affirms the
suitability of our proposed method for imbalanced datasets.

TBWRSVM is expected to perform much faster in compar-
ison with WRSVM. CPU time of TBWRSVM and WRSM
and also TWRSVM are given in Table 6. It is obvious,
TBWRSVM is faster in the most cases and it has significant
results in comparison with WRSVM, something about more
than 20 times faster on average.

Here, the Friedman test [88] was utilized to determine
the superiority of TBWRVM in comparison with TWRSVM,
WRSVM and RSVM in a more accurate manner. This test
is a non-parametric statistical test and its basis is considered
ranking. Its usage is for difference detecting in treatments
across various test endeavors. The results of the Friedman
test in terms of G-maen for outlier ratios of 10, 15 and 20 are
listed in Table 7. Based on this test, our proposed TBWRSVM
is superior. High amount of this value for TBWRSVM and
its difference with others implies great improvement of it.
It should be noted that RSVM has a low amount of the
ranking value in this test which may be associated with its
development’s goal which make it to be outlier robustness but
not to be proper for imbalanced data in particular.

Wilcoxon signed-rank test [89] is another non-parametric
statistical test which is exploited for statistical affirmation of
CPU time results. In this test, the null hypothesis is that the
two methods are similar in terms of CPU time and 0.05 is the
regulated significance level in this test.

According to Table 6, very high difference between
TBWRSVM and WRSVM in CPU time is thoroughly evi-
dent. So we apply Wilcoxon signed-rank test for comparing
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TBWRSVM and TWRSVM which are close to each other.
Results of this test for outlier ratio of 20 are given in Table 8,
which null hypothesis is disapproved (0.001 <0.05) based on
it and the CPU time for TBWRSVM is less than TWRSVM.
It’s obvious, TBWRSVM is faster.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a new Twin Bounded Weighted
Relaxed Support Vector Machine (called TBWRSVM),
which can concurrently deal with the impact of imbalanced
data and outlier noise, enhance classification performance
and do it in significant fast manner.

In the presented method, instead of one optimization prob-
lem, two problems are utilized to achieve high-speed runtime.
Moreover, to increase the generalization ability, a regulariza-
tion term is added to the primal problem with the aim of max-
imizing margin. In addition, to deal with the imbalanced data
and to reduce the effect of noise and outliers, the penalization
cost and a limited value of free slack are used respectively.

Experiments have been made on several data sets, indicat-
ing that the proposed method is premier to the other meth-
ods such as TWRSVM, WRSVM, RSVM and other robust
classification methods. This superior is demonstrated in both
computation time and classification accuracy in most data
sets for both low and high outlier ratio.
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