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TRAREE: RGBS B AT R R D2 A% T7 V5 AR 2 hric 2 2] v S

P2 ST, R B RGO ORI, T P52 AR B O TR A B A BN RO 3 AT BL 7 101, 3¢
PO L, R T AR L M6 R, THEZ AT ST, BRID KBRS T3 ST R AR
AARICAEF 0. SR bR I — A B AR IC AR I, 3 ELE bR 2 LA RS, TR T
FEE AR, J50RE st T DR FR S e AR (1) e A3 18 e .

REEA AT DL AR SRR TR, BDAERER— A 2 MO Z8 SO RE IR 4 BRI i H
FRAIE RGN, 35 ELARIE 19 070 BB XK m o 1 7 BRI, BEAKIZREE (DR T 5
SEWSLZAIE, FEMIEIN R TEZAH) N O(nlog?n) M. T Xu % B ) Maxide FIFi £ 4
T2 IR (5 B RIRIC 6 A MR BORFE ARG #h 4 74 T WBME BTS2 IR, A S A G
/53] O(log ) 8, HIRET£6 SLATRERE RN A HEA 1), FEREASIARE LA T SLEHRTF. RIFARBNES B 076
B4 A — R B K1 B AR IR S T RIS T AR B IR, (L B R R R e T 5
RIS, T S6B5 AT L bR R S R R T 400, — B8 T (512514 R RE TR AT 4y
(MR, TP R AR 5500 07 2 L e 5 2 VR S A 0. TR, o )
A7 MR 5 LR IO, PR SO 032 P B LR T 5 SR R AL T AR Ve 0 L

R I 5 L 5 FL PR T 53 (0 0, T T 0 RO U7 1 RS ISR 60 2 R IE R
LA TR, FREAFFR I 4 MRS S, A KernelSVM, B 7 108 3 WA 9
KernelBSVM 101, {EL2, M7 1: 200 7 HRia 2 IR, A6/ AR RRIE 2 IR RISEERS, 0 T
Rt B BP0 40 2688, BRI SRAEA L T 70 40 VIR HCHR, [ L e e e LT /R i
HEAGAFRLHAT 755 H0 I R4, KernelBSVM AU WIZR th— 2 DL AP 592458, JBE AN 47
DU AR OB ME R, 2% 58 7 B2 2 A S b, B M R 1 75 4 O VI 540, T
AR 6 5 3 R A S SR AT 020 688 TR, FTAE IR A7 R KO B35 B ok L
YA 43 LR AL . LR, 5% 0 PR b 4 ki TR 94 R, — B A 7 A
A7 PR RRRE I R P AN £ T 4R R LA SO RE M TR 47 sl o 0,
0T S A O L LA S A R 553

ASSCHRH T R AR AT AR A ORI KernelMaide, fRABAEIEML 1 27 8 05, 4
T TR RO MG KR MR FLRT, USSR R AL 5705, AERBREAN A7 e P T R, JF
LR R 77 8 P 1 7360 T B, 62596 Nystrom 732 18] 96450 T 3T RARRE (0640
Fh. 93058 KernelMaxide J7H:e B B 10 2 W10 5 D SO T I T B AR, it
HIRFTEF R LT 540 Maxide 773 8, SERAM TR SEAFE XM KemelBSVM Jri: 19
LA SR AT TR KB TT

AR ABUIF 5 2 00 B ARICSE ST, BB B BARIDE S | R A DR b
JrVRAIRSE TARHEAT Baiis 585 3 THHRH 7 R ABIAE BLMEATEREAM 2 MR KernelMaxide; 55 4 11
FEAR T KernelMaxide 77 AE I B2 BB K S AR ICECHR L9 ROR: SR MG 40, Jxt Rk fe
B 5077 T 0T 2.

2 MExI{E

2.1 ZHREFES

ZARC S BB MEARZ A IRICH R, BRG] TR B RS 0T RIfEL 5] 18]
SENLAR S IR R BUR L KO, ERIG AR B, SO 5328 B FIAEME B B 2 A A 7T

48



HEB FEERE B A8E B 1

Z IR AR AR D 1O S e R 200 ST A TR IR T AU, T ONIE JLAEBL AR ST AT
FTTTT 1), AR WA 2R R TRk B a2 ST CR, e AR Hamming Loss 2 (15T
I FAEE R AIFRIC T & HSW; Ranking Loss ] F 8 7 HEEE A S bRl — A SRR T X E/J/I\ﬁ, Average
Precision (221 B & 7 HEEAR ARG BT A AR PR/ 2 06T 20510 % 2] LHAUR R A
A, AT ASHE KL [1].

fAR R 22 BRic 5 2 1) 8l B LB 55 /2 BinaryRelevance (BR) 19, BR ¥ —AN 2 brid 2 2] 0 @UE
FA A T R RE, B PRIC S — AN PR 0 2K A IXANTTIEAE 2 AR ST W TR T
T —EBER. WA 2 hrid % ] K R, BR RRASRER] FbRic 2 B 158 RS2 A% . Label
Powerset (LP) J7i%: 231 & f5 B8 (7R F AR I AR DGR IR U532, B AP e B (R b id 4 & R e — A
HIbRIC, MALGEI 2 80 KA MR R AR IC S 2 1)L (B, AN BRMRR 1T 2 & HR RE 3k B00S 2 )1 2R
i, BT L LP 75 % T I A 2k ) R 9 1 Ak LP 7 V%D P 1) R, — b 75 v 2 0 F AR SR e 4
FAMRC RIS R B 2 BTN R A B 22 I ARC T 50 &R 22290 SR B BVL R N % 1R
THRCZ AR LR R, AEIR 2 ZARICT SRS h Al 1 AEE I RCR.

b 7 ARSI R R AN, J1— iR m 2 hRic 5 21 0 R B B R soe M ARt 7 2K 2. T
U1 Elisseeff 25 B 2 H T —Fh K8 f 702528 RankSVM J5i%, o] LLRFH 5 Bl R BE ok 4 v 2 A id 2 3]
17> KT SCHR [12~14] $R U TR ZARI0 5 ST 22075, RIRIH 2 M2 et n sk o > — 4
B AR LA Iy J A DA s SR L. IRIIE, RO T 7 B Ze itk 2 26858, A SCH A P S g iy 2 — 4
M FIAZHE R A AR L 7 S48, DL A £ M A RE B [ i 8 I AR T 2 TR A LR &R

2.2 WERFEERKNZIRCE SIMIBEIETE

LR, IR Z i iR B, 153 2 R 0l 58 B I BHE B —HMRMER F, 2R KE
I 190 71 EARE A FEARI A FRid, T2 G0 ER RS BN bR ic 2, be R vt
A 260 N FZ % S R BT Rtz A, B 2 I T U T R S R R 0 2 AR A R A
5] (79, 28) 5 e ok e AR AR I AR B A IR RR I, S8 ) AR I P M B Rh Abm i R AR 4
Ji M o — PR T T AN A e BRI BRI 75 i, HAE MR E B RrsmE A, A —eni
WHAE: X T RN noxon B r BRIERE, FEARE IR (RN T 58 e IR B, /5 ZE00 2 1) /b e 3R
M) N O(nlog?n) 11,

Xu 55 B 32 H 7 RGBS AT HE AN 17775 Maxide, AHXT T2 M RERN R, B T1E
FEASIRE A T RERTIE, Maxide ERF—5CAGH  R F B0 — MHXT BN FE RS SVD 73,
AEXRT T 22 B A B A T VR RN = 1 B TR) R 2R AN X A AU . BLAR Maxide 7E BRI S50 R AT 1
B P ROR, SR E 32 BEAT R H i A2 2V AT 7 A O, Tt AN BT 23 (R Bt Bz an e 5 2], Maxide
A E W ASCOR R R A BIE BT AN 20745, 2R G BAN R I BME B
[FI BT, FT DA FH AR 1l e 1 445 K AUAS 5 47 1) 23 RS L

2.3 ®&HE

127735 129, Heln KernelSVM B0 3l W 4 A B RN & 29 21 J5A 2 — . IR BT AT I AR Hdis
AR B e B T PRAE RS IA), FEHT R (JOPR) 4R [A) B 5] — ANt op s, 1A 24 TR JRUIR A
A HLEES] T — A ARENE P I, R IR AR S SHESS AR ENE AT 2 (R 00, B REBUS B R AR
% TT IR REMAT AR 1R 3 SRR (EL LRI W 3 T SERAT i 3 P AL AR AR B NSO e OISR, ()
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T T R — KA noxon BIFEREREATEAE; 24 n EEECKEIIRHE, FEAEFITHEDX A noxon (SR
et ot RAR 2 7 4H. — S8 AR ) DUAT ROt gt X AN 1 3, EEAnBE ML Fourier 4F4iE (random Fourier
feature) B B3 Nystrom J77% 16, BEAL Fourier FFAERAE—LE cos Fl sin pRECRIT ALl S 45 4% FE B
Nystrom 715 MIIZREEA S BB RAE —/NER 73 REAS, JFR I —/NER 73 e A 5 At RE A 2 [A) A% R
Bhn x n PRZHRE. Yang 25 B2 [GHF 55 RoR, TEARZHEFEIRIRFIE(E IS (cigen-spectral) (72 5% (gap) HLEK
RIHE, Nystrom J73247 BARKIZ AR R F. A SO A A A Nystrom 7732, 18058 i th A
TIEH TR A4,

LE EFTIR, A SO B R AR B S BT R R AN 2 AR O, JRR S A B 2 bRl 2 ) . X
TIFEE RS 2 hRi0 2 ST I BHE B SRRSO, AMUCE IR TARIC Z A RIAR S, 58 T e IR R IE
(AR RT3 IO T, A R AZ T S5 — AN FEZME 50 2688, AR i 70 RS .

3 KernelMaxide /5%
3.1 ZREWFIBEENE R TEREANEEEESHFRICE TN A

ASFTRE A 4 B3 S BEAT R D 42 B B Maxide JAE 2 FRic 2% ST R 181,

M e R™™ RoRFRN r BIRFIREFRCHERE, b n ZORPEARIIANEL, m FORPRCIANEL |- [
FORFEFE R R, BVEE AR || - | RORFEFERT Frobenius Ju%K, HIFTA JCE M7 7 M- J5
R Qc{l,...,n} x{1,....,m} LB M PRI TROMVE NSRS, BT Q DAMTRE
R MO REBRRE). 455E Q, W] DUOE LERTESRL T Ro (M) : R™™ — R™X™,

Mi,j7 (7’7]) € Qa
0, (4,7) € Q.

T GEHIA 4 B A5 S BEAT R AN 42 B0 505 8 BEAT ZAR1C 2 I A I M ARAE F A

[Ra(M)li; = {

min L) = AW + 5 [Ra(AW = V)], 1)
R Y € R R H R B RORR R ALR MR (SIS 0), A U T2 4 10 MR R A
X e R d BAHEN L —BHOLT A RARHEIESHRE, TRA Wk = [|[AW o £ A A2FRHE
EACAERER LR, FTBIREEUSE X i SVD 4ME, J645 A Boh X MOARHERAERE (B X f031%
). FRAC3 (1), BIARFREASAE X 13 BT R A B0 Mancide, 11 T BB T H
FRAGE M — AW, T A £ X FTZEM2S, FTBL Maxide SLHRIF T HARAENE M RURHE X 2 1002
PEX R

3.2 FRHMERHEITEMEAENATTIA

AT 5 A A B0 A5 SO AT R AN R ATV, — I TR B R — MR o),
RARAERS ISR B — S g (8] (LRI 4Ea3A). BB HARERE WO RARBR, KA BIE BAERE A
BEE o(A) ZJa Rttt Hbral (1) 220k

1
Lmin L) = MWl + 5 [Ra(o(AW — )]l @
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Xl (2) A AR FEAZTE R R 8 E B (the representor theorem of matrix norm) %), FJ& HAx W
5190wy OB d(as) BVRMENTR, Bt o (as) FEskle o(A) 028 17, 03 i APEAHCRER
ZJa FRHER . BORAE 2 Mt PR AR AR L 2 AR R FE A R BT FE S G4 Uniform Training
(UT), Bl UT = {3 : 35, (4,7) € Q}, W w, 1 W H ¢(a;) BLPEMAREIR, 7T EL AR A

wy = Z cid(ai), W =[wi,wa,..., wy] = ¢(Aur)*C. (3)
4€UT
K 3) 1 o(Aur) Ml C Fom W Z s, A
P(A)W = ¢(A)¢(Aur)" C = KanurC, (4)

Hi Kaur 2R (5 n AS) A UT BEFEAH P2 R R B AR, #538 (3) AR (4),
JUES)

. 1
min  L(C) = A|¢p(Aur) " Cllee + iHRQ(Kall,UTC - Y)|lr, (5)

CeRMUTX™
Sk nuy = [UT]. T RO MATHINE, BB % RE W RATBE, T 6(Aur) ARG
F) 5050 3 i 4 7 () J5 B 25 R, S W 2Rk 0, B CUBT A HARRERE © /R 22 RRRIN. 72 C AR,
3 (5) Fedplan ™ HIPLAL il
min  L(C) = A|Cfex + %”RQ(Kall,UTC —Y)|p. (6)

CeRrUT X™

3.3 FIM Nystrom 7 AR

fESX (6) th, HPAERERUN, TTBLEBAR A TR LT, BAERERS AR, JE RTINS
AR IO, B TR, A5 Nystrom 777 (10 HAbFE (04 M 10 T SR8 1A, DASRRG 1
IV TR0 0%

Nystrom J7i% B MR n MBEAZEN D = (e, 2} THEHURRE n, AFER, D = (..,
B b, WD _EMBIEFEN Ko an, = [5(81,3)]n, n, - TEASCHEZHET RBF $, B

K(z1,32) = exp { — |21 — 22[3/20°} .

D R AR A R A2 18] O REAR R RN K, = [0, 85) .., WU UE PR AZ R

Knxn = [’i(xiyxj)]nxn m‘u%ﬁjﬁ:'fuj‘j
Knxn mI<n><an<jzr><an<;£><nrv (7)

Horp K:L,,,an KR Ko, v, FIHEHERE. Yang %5 B2 BIRUERH T4 H Nystrom J5¥% G %50
R RS EOE AR R O(ny /). A EERR (7) AT H AR RKZERE Koo, HFH
Ko E Q BT HREAT RIS Kaor, 8 Kaor RH Koo B35 ¢ SUALRTERE,
te{j:(i,4) € Q}.
3.4 itk

NT ER AR (6), B R IEBS B T % 575 (accelerated gradient descend) 331, 1% /N5 7 F]
7 BAs B FIRRE, /15 T O(1/T?) BifkdiE, Hd 7 Z2IFHSA T xE. itk (6) Frfsn
KernelMaxide HiEMHE 1 fon, b e S B EA—ME/NIEE. 8T RS 4 710 8,
B H Singluar Value Thresholding /772 34,
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BOE 1 FAHBIME BT A MR AN X7 VE KernelMaxide
BN Q, 7, ), IAE;}II,UT
Bikidie:
1 MM Ci=Co, L,y > 1,00 =02 €(0,1],¢, k=2
2: while £(Cy1) < (1 — €)L(Ck) do
3 Zp=Ckr+0k(1/0k_1 — 1)(Cr — Cr_1)
Cr+1 = argmin A[|Cler + Qr(C)
while £(Ciy1) — E(Cr) > Hi(L) do
L=1Ly
Crt1 = argmin A|Cl|e + Q& (C)
end while
Ocr1 = (VO + 467 — 67)/2
10: k=k+1
11: end while

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂj Ck+1

EEE 1,

1
L(C) = MCllex + §HRQ(Ka11,UTC - Y|,

]_ —
EC) = §HRQ(KaH,UTC -Y)lz,

2

Q)= Hc - (Zk- ~ TR urRa(AYi - Y))

)

F

— ~ L
H(L) = Tt (it = Z) Ky yrRa(KanorZe — V) ) + 5[ - Zil-

XA 1 AR T VE R SE 2 4115, ATELZ% Tseng P¥ {30 5.

4 S

AATEAE Z it BE 5 E VP4 Frie R A B S ST HEFERNEIRZ TR (KernelMaxide).
A ARG AE Matlab “F& ES2Hl, H4E CPU 2.53 GHz MIATE 48 G A Linux K55 5% b 58 Biszig.

KRSEE AT “yahoo.com” W T/ HKHHRAE B LB E S 11 ML, BN FBIESE
A5 5000 NMNZRFEAR. 3X 11 N3 RAT S BIRFEBCRI bR iC B BORZE 7, HRFIEE 438 ~ 1047 AN
& ARICEUN 21 ~ 40 5. ST IREBIREMEAIE B, v SEE 1.

AR SZI6 SR AT DU AR B AR R se ik, BRHAE NS0 45, BEALRAEE 10% BEE 1E it 2
W, TR I 90% BHRIEAINGEGE. N THEBINGEYE Resr, TR, ik w% FIERAR
FOREANE AT I B bR, TR RIS RPRIC/ES R AL E. W% KA {10%, 20%, 30%, 40%}
BUE. FSRgES 10 R, 28B4 FKE 2 10 WRESEI MR EEE LR FR45 3. XA 1
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#1 11 1 “yahoo.com” #AIIBHIFMER ©

Table 1 Eleven “yahoo.com” datasets ®)

Dataset Dimension Class MaxL
Arts 462 26 14
Business 438 30 12
Computers 581 33 17
Education 550 33 7
Entertainment 640 21 17
Health 612 32 13
Recreation 606 22 17
Reference 793 33 12
Science 743 40 9
Social 1047 39 10
Society 636 27 16

a) “Dimension” is the number of features. “Class” is the number of candidate labels. “MaxL” denotes the maximum

number of relevant labels per instance.

KernelMaxide 77¥%, FLIENESE0 N Bi@ 22 CIGTEM 2{-10,-9,.9.10F vhk . 556 H R H RBF-
kernel, 2 B4 o ¥ LAAE CIGUE M 2875445} dhik . KernelMaxide HIZEL v Fl e B4 70 5l 1
B2 1070, B KRR E BN 100. HR4E Nystrom J75RAE MIREAK H A, A SOR X F
KernelMaxide 77723471, Bl KernelMaxide-f(ull) PA S KernelMaxide-n(ystrém). /£ KernelMaxide-
£ o, T AR AHR F SR T EAZHE R, B n,. = 5000. 7E KernelMaxide-n H, n, ¥E 4 1000, BI H R
EEAR I 20% THERZHERE. N KernelMaxide M HU# 7775 Maxide (X A8 BN bnic i i — AN SE1E,
TMANBERf B X MR D2 A0, AR SEICK R Ranking Loss FaAR R ELEIX 11 DM EAnic2E TS B
FricHR P45 3, TR 7 2R 45 SR 1 LB B B e 8 AR,

LI KernelMaxide J7 140 2 A7 HUEL, — AN RA% GE R FL 4 B 45 B HEAT RE R AN A I TV,
Bl Maxide [8; 53—/ NRARIC I — A KernelSVM 432K 3817575, Bl KernelBSVM 101, 55
— N7 Maxide SEAAFIA 1 40 BIE B ATAR ICH BE BRI, (H2 FF 1% 25 R AR 56 B 1 4%
KernelBSVM J5 1% BAIRTE [& T HHIEAERE A%, (B3R HBEFRIC 2 B 9% R ; 3 H KernelBSVM J5 14
FHRAMHA Nystrom J7V5RE R TH R AT, D9S8R T A B8 Rt SR . 0T
Maxide, S5 T 1 A1 AR B R 280750 X T KernelBSVM, S288 R LibSVM 126 fF
HNFEAEE, HIE NS EH RBF-kernel ZE0AEEL, WEF T A1 KernelMaxide [FJ£EH) 77 2.

# 2 JE/R T KernelMaxide-f BT AL I BHE BRI Zhnid 8ol Erscie s . A 15 00
T, KernelMaxide-f /£ Ranking Loss b FIZRIERE LR, HECPF LLETT 583 W aF. —J71H, X i
BHAE “yahoo.com” W T 7 K4 I, KernelMaxide J7 7AiMk X R UGHIE O 4E 52, fardh 17—/
EE%E’HE&@%%@%, H—51H, #XT KernelBSVM, KernelMaxide J7 =W F|H T Fric 565 HIE
FRAE, BB RE T hRic 2 [ )R &, AT E 120 8K .

# 3 J87x T KernelMaxide-n ¢ WU ELE I BE BRI Z Fricddl HASRiess . 45 R ER,
FER Nystrém J7VERAZFEFEAM Il J5, B FORAE T IR BRI 20% AR RE, 78 2 B il
T (44 REZEHHT 41 IR), KernelMaxide-n f£ Ranking Loss _ FJZRIAKIR L B FR LLE T7 7% Maxide 1
KernelBSVM L3 (4. XFLL3R 2 F1 3, BAR KA Nystrom J7 7255 A% 40 FEAOE R A 338 1 5921

53



TRAREE: RGBS B AT R R D2 A% T7 V5 AR 2 hric 2 2] v S

%2 BT LBMETERERS KernelMaxide-f 75347 M BH &M B 724 L) Ranking Loss (i
NEIF) TRER

Table 2 Ranking Loss (the smaller the better) results of KernelMaxide-f on multi-label learning with incomplete supervised

information

Dataset Algorithm w% = 10% w% = 20% w% = 30% w% = 40%
Arts KernelMaxide-f 0.1514 0.1365 0.1264 0.1266
Maxide 0.1596 0.1500 0.1421 0.1422
KernelBSVM 0.2325 0.2262 0.2138 0.2110
Business KernelMaxide-f 0.0424 0.0428 0.0359 0.0366
Maxide 0.0457 0.0488 0.0444 0.0458
KernelBSVM 0.0785 0.0833 0.0722 0.0724
Computers KernelMaxide-f 0.0957 0.0889 0.0785 0.0861
Maxide 0.1033 0.0974 0.0902 0.0988
KernelBSVM 0.1676 0.1588 0.1475 0.1565
Education KernelMaxide-f 0.0944 0.0833 0.0839 0.0806
Maxide 0.1025 0.0917 0.0904 0.0893
KernelBSVM 0.2249 0.2037 0.2011 0.1915
Entertainment KernelMaxide-f 0.1186 0.1080 0.1064 0.0991
Maxide 0.1233 0.1199 0.1177 0.1119
KernelBSVM 0.1911 0.1902 0.1797 0.1707
Health KernelMaxide-f 0.0597 0.0540 0.0491 0.0491
Maxide 0.0691 0.0652 0.0609 0.0607
KernelBSVM 0.1130 0.1144 0.1124 0.1127
Recreation KernelMaxide-f 0.1674 0.1508 0.1419 0.1389
Maxide 0.1824 0.1609 0.1549 0.1526
KernelBSVM 0.2347 0.2184 0.2143 0.2056
Reference KernelMaxide-f 0.0870 0.0724 0.0720 0.0703
Maxide 0.1052 0.0946 0.0897 0.0828
KernelBSVM 0.1567 0.1472 0.1489 0.1448
Science KernelMaxide-f 0.1260 0.1186 0.1117 0.1086
Maxide 0.1423 0.1329 0.1316 0.1268
KernelBSVM 0.2140 0.2054 0.1993 0.1983
Social KernelMaxide-f 0.0687 0.0588 0.0569 0.0552
Maxide 0.0773 0.0718 0.0727 0.0727
KernelBSVM 0.1155 0.1048 0.1070 0.1086
Society KernelMaxide-f 0.1445 0.1330 0.1298 0.1287
Maxide 0.1546 0.1454 0.1416 0.1421
KernelBSVM 0.2141 0.2030 0.2054 0.2014

a) w% represents the percentage of training instances with observed label assignment for each label. The best results

and its comparable ones (t-tests at 95% confidence level) are bolded.

RO, B R Ak 2 HE T LR PR SR B A P Ab He e AR S
B 1 A T FE KernelMaxide 2 H EET 1B ] 80%. 7E ] Nystrom AL T 20% %L
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Fz 3 FRT 20% BIEITEZERR KernelMaxide-n J5A7ESEHEREREAMNZFRICHIE LA Ranking Loss
(M/hiEEF) LR

Table 3 Ranking Loss (the smaller the better) results of KernelMaxide-n on multi-label learning with incomplete super-
vised information &

Dataset Algorithm w% = 10% w% = 20% w% = 30% w% = 40%
Arts KernelMaxide-n 0.1527 0.1382 0.1278 0.1289
Maxide 0.1596 0.1500 0.1421 0.1422
KernelBSVM 0.2325 0.2262 0.2138 0.2110
Business KernelMaxide-n 0.0434 0.0446 0.0386 0.0393
Maxide 0.0457 0.0488 0.0444 0.0458
KernelBSVM 0.0785 0.0833 0.0722 0.0724
Computers KernelMaxide-n 0.0957 0.0902 0.0811 0.0879
Maxide 0.1033 0.0974 0.0902 0.0988
KernelBSVM 0.1676 0.1588 0.1475 0.1565
Education KernelMaxide-n 0.0955 0.0853 0.0861 0.0833
Maxide 0.1025 0.0917 0.0904 0.0893
KernelBSVM 0.2249 0.2037 0.2011 0.1915
Entertainment KernelMaxide-n 0.1224 0.1113 0.1124 0.1036
Maxide 0.1233 0.1199 0.1177 0.1119
Kernel BSVM 0.1911 0.1902 0.1797 0.1707
Health KernelMaxide-n 0.0616 0.0562 0.0519 0.0503
Maxide 0.0691 0.0652 0.0609 0.0607
KernelBSVM 0.1130 0.1144 0.1124 0.1127
Recreation KernelMaxide-n 0.1704 0.1568 0.1489 0.1484
Maxide 0.1824 0.1609 0.1549 0.1526
KernelBSVM 0.2347 0.2184 0.2143 0.2056
Reference KernelMaxide-n 0.0896 0.0764 0.0749 0.0727
Maxide 0.1052 0.0946 0.0897 0.0828
KernelBSVM 0.1567 0.1472 0.1489 0.1448
Science KernelMaxide-n 0.1328 0.1248 0.1175 0.1145
Maxide 0.1423 0.1329 0.1316 0.1268
Kernel BSVM 0.2140 0.2054 0.1993 0.1983
Social KernelMaxide-n 0.0719 0.0624 0.0609 0.0600
Maxide 0.0773 0.0718 0.0727 0.0727
KernelBSVM 0.1155 0.1048 0.1070 0.1086
Society KernelMaxide-n 0.1451 0.1341 0.1326 0.1314
Maxide 0.1546 0.1454 0.1416 0.1421
KernelBSVM 0.2141 0.2030 0.2054 0.2014

a) The same as in Table 2.
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Figure 1 (Color online) Time efficiency of the KernelMaxide algorithms compared to those of baselines. The X-axis is
the observation rate (varies from 0.1 to 0.4) of the label matrix, while the Y-axis is the time cost measured in seconds. The
less the running time, the higher the time efficiency. (a) Arts; (b) business; (¢) computers; (d) education; (e) entertainment;
(f) health; (g) recreation; (h) reference; (i) science; (j) social; (k) society
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Kernel method for matrix completion with side information and
its application in multi-label learning

Miao XUL2 & Zhi-Hua ZHOUL2*

1. National Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China;
2. Collaborative Innovation Center of Novel Software Technology and Industrialization, Nanjing 210023, China
* Corresponding author. E-mail: zhouzh@lamda.nju.edu.cn

Abstract In practical machine learning, one instance is always associated with multiple labels. However, due to
high cost, it is difficult to acquire the full supervised information for multi-label data. Thus, multi-label learning
faces the problem of missing supervised information. By considering missing labels as unobserved entries in a
matrix and features as side information, the matrix completion algorithm can be exploited to solve the missing-
supervised-information problem in multi-label learning. While the previous research often focused on the case
where data is linearly separable, in this paper, we propose the KernelMaxide algorithm, which not only exploits
the nonlinear structure in the missing-supervised-information multi-label data, but also considers the correlation
between labels. In particular, we construct a novel optimization objective based on the kernel matrix, using
the Representer Theorem of Matrix Norm. We further use the Nystréom method to reduce the memory and

computational burden on the kernel matrix. Experiments show the merit of our proposal.

Keywords machine learning, multi-label learning, matrix completion, kernel method, Nystrém method
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