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BE AXEENATRILSAF AT LR BEE RS REE. FCHHFITE—FHFEMN
BEF R, FRE BT LA F XA LB MR IZEA R FE0 5 8RR
THNERREEZRAMCATRERZE, EEE LAY REREFNKEK. A, ALK
BESFAREABENE BT ETENFICS A, T EEENAFTH A F 3. HER
R—E A, TURBRERINEETFRBEOFILERZRRE L, KE S BN TRAMNART L. HATHE R
BT ICRI AL LB R X AFICHERE. AXEE T IS W F I AT EEBAH AT
X, BT BEARE A F S MARE R A %, X EERHAT T AT,

KR AL, FILH W F A, FILHE R, £AFI0F T, FIE S XK

1 5|§

FRic 25 SCVE 0] R B s 27 =3 Uk i) #A T TR 78 77 1) AE A LSS 7 S1va b, S AE R Bl
PR (1) — B E—AMRIE; (2) — R BIA T2 M Rid. BFRICAE 3] (single-label learning,
SLL) IRt BT PGl 25 1 Fpos sUbsvE, 112 FR1d24 2] (multi-label learning, MLL) [ 52
VRNt 26 2 A7 2Rt BRI, 205105 20 AT BLARBE— AR & T 24Nl i 2 MBI, o
W RARIC S IR Z ARG, # B AR — DA A ), B <mfLebric vl BLR o7, SR
1M, EATERE A BRI S — R — E @ B PRic e i iR 12177, RIS AR IS 2
FRIRE R B R FEE e

S F LS s 1 % o B, R R B SR, 1, — W A SR )
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B 1 (MERZE) Mo meEEtE
Figure 1 (Color online) Pervasiveness of label distribution. (a) Relevant/irrelevant labels; (b) relevant labels; (c) irrelevant
labels

TRAHIGIR, T X LSRR AL — N AR AR A% Hh o o RIS AN A 9, AT 2 30 H &y B2 R 1
R TiEeAIRZ, BN — B — b5 2 M PRg RN AR OS, B4 X BRIt —BE ol T3z
R G A eI — R E R MR RESAH ERGE 2. TR E R, —MR B 2R
TERXN T — Dol @, ¥ — D% dy BT EEADFTRMIRD y, 8 y ik « MR A%k —kiE,
B dy € [0,1], It —BREAMCEE &%, RIAES PRI TRIC— & a) BLog B IE — R
B, BreA 3, dy = 1. R VLEPIA SRR dy B8 y X @ BOHRIRIEE. XE—A7n B, BT dRic iRl 5
FE B — T S AN 2 23 A (R AR 45480, BT AR RO RR i 20 A, T AE ARRIC 23 A bR i 1 880 58 B2 ST
FEFUAR NPRIC 04 2% 2] (label distribution learning, LDL) [4].

Fsg b, AR AR VE 2 B S ST I B — B R, X2 BUONARIC 5 s B B AH 5C B ANAH
W S, X BRI 3 AN .

(1) AR G A SR HIRN 73 RARXS ). R AR & 70 AR SRANIANHE 58 P A>T SRAE A AL X S B 1] et
— ML, TS PR A <A AR IR IS A M. ln, £ 1(a) B, A KT
FAL T JUAAS [F) 5 P ) LR I R S K. 9 T XA SRR IE A R bR iE, T EA N BOE — B
18 yo, ERET yo FIERBIBA N AR, TAHSIMBN N R AR TARID. BRI — R B AR
WY yo RS, JRAE— A0 2R 7. TR — Rl 70 AR o S B RN RS B E K.

(2) FHRFRICH “AHIAE” RAXS ). B — R85 2 PRICAHIRNT, X LEFRIEX TR A7 i 1) 22
FERE— LB RS L2 e —FE. flin, fE/- 1(b) o, X —&I BRI =BG R, “R27, oK, “@
B R HRAHRARIL, B EA]& B X Z R BIR R AR A F ), B AR AN

(3) AAHRFFICH) “AFHIME WSRFRT ). X —ADIRBIRBE, AR A RIRICH AR 7]
REZRBIE. B, 72 1(c) th, XT38 7k, Wk BN AMHRIRL, HEH T IhREM S
FOARRL, eI <A RIE BN, AR, AT Sk T8 AR B KL T MR
RAET, HE5RTH “AMRE K.
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di d
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Figure 2 (Color online) Example label distributions for (a) single-label, (b) multi-label, and (c) the general case

AR ATZARAE 17 A <07 RIS AR SRR ORI, 1K 3 AN T IR PR 20 0% R e <17 A
“07 ZIAIHIX 2 FEANGERE, “17 A1 <17 Z AR LA ZE R, <07 M <07 Z a4 A 7 R .
1B T ARARIC 5 AN PR AL AR IX AR 1, AR AR 22 MBS 27 5T r) AR Joit b 538 A P i 23 A oK
i,

SR, SEBh BRSBTS A FEAEVE 2 NI RO A BLSE, XAy, — 71, BA% bR
X7 B R BE A 8 B, 53— T 1, BRI AR FE AR AR A B L AR e, H I ik £
EARETTIESE, T Al @, B 12 € {0,1} TR ATRERIFRIC o, IR 1Y =1 WEFR y 2 « 1
HRFRL, IR 14 =0 MR y /& @ MARRERL. 1y £k TR S HREHKR, PrUXt—A 7Rk
b, AR ICZARE 1y AR IE R R RO IZ AT, 28O B AR AR TR s i i
BHE R, Hs@xt i i e d. A it X HE v ) W EHE B ABR AR A T A . X
FibRiC oA BRI 345, AN AT REIE I X Bt SR () 0 ks R R R, X — i R AR O bic 1
5. ARCHE 5 TR I SRR A 1 GG AR IC e OV IC AT L AR HE T (embedding) HY
LR 20715 BV AR, bric i s R T X R B AR I SRR A T RIAR AR A5 B3, ik Y
FORFEA R A2 AR L2 8], D R bric g 95 fbRic A 28], A8 A, FRicHg smrt 5 a6 i ks
LA Y = {0, 1} ¥JEAN D = [0,1)°, K ¢ Rorbric M 58 b, D MR ¢ BRG] i —
ANESLTTR, T Y AL TG SL 7 AR I THS. Aic B4 s R F RS T4 o i bRiC AR OGHE, mT DA 2L
TN ) MBS R, T AR D 20 A 25 I 3R A5 A7 B TR RCR.

ASCRIR P HLNT: 55 2 T E sy AR AT 5 2 X, SRR 4 LR B A AR R FR i
AT EE. R, S 3 A MR ISR E X, N s sR i LR IR S A, AR 4T
PG T AR G BB C 0 A 5 ST FRE AR IC 9 SRR A /S ohRL, Bl A 25 AR SCES 8, IR
AR I TETT 7.

2 FRIEDHES]
2.1 WERENX

B, AL FERFFSERIMT. mOIH e £, i Dbl x £ bRdH g BR8N
PRICH y; 2R, y; T @ IERIRIEH] dy, 30R, B2 dy, € [0,1) JFH Y, dY, = 1. @ HIFRILA
H d; = [y, dez, ... dy) Fow, FTbh d; € [0,1]°, Horh e RATREMdRic s A .

TG EARIC M Z R hRE X — % SCR AT LB VRS /A0 BRe . 181 2 45t 7 3bRid s 245
18, PA R — BB R AR IE A AR B BAARSRU, ST ARIC kR, W 2(a) BBl X R A —A
FRFFIC yo, BIIE dy2 = 1, M HABFTA RIS IHR B 0. X T 2 hrhriE, Wi 2(b) Brsflr,
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PAFE BRI yo 1 yy FEBABIME B OL T N BB R AR, FTLL dy2 = a4 = 0.5, 1M
HAFTE PR SN 0. )5, B 2(c) AT — BB FARic A6 1 — 1, BT L&
P dy € [0,1] FH 3, dy = 1. WL IXLEH] 7 Al LUR H, BARCAT ZhRilhriE# T LR fERR L /046 (1
R, BRic oA EAR G Bl bR 7 S IE i, R AT DO RS 22 ST R (6 2 1 RS 1. EAEEM
&, ARC A S S 2 AR — B R, HRHh, 2 SR 2 R VA AR A PR S 21, B
dy, € 0,1 H Y2, dy, =1, M5 BRSNS 7RG A5 3] IR, AR/ A5 51l LU 1F 2 4l
SHCIVEERERE N

DR AR 10 70 A7 -5 M5 20 A 2 AR R 20 R4 2, DRI AR 10 20 A7 2% 20 v DUE AR 22 Ge it 22 3R
Fik. B, WA R DU AR I R ORFIR, B dY, = P(y|x). IBARC s Hi % S Al DA IR 40 R

B & = R FoRom Bl YV = (g1, v2,. .y} FoRFRICEN. HE—MIGE S =
{(m1,d1), (z2,d2), ..., (Ty,dn)}, FRICH AT BT E BRI S 2% 218 — AN FAF R T R L p(y|2),
Hpxecx Hye).

B plylz) FISERRERN plyle; 0), Hh 0 RS0 E. SEISE S, RO %I H
AR B —A 0, MR35 w6l 2, ply|z; 0) GBS @, FIESIARC A d; AT e URIARIE /A0
U HAE A Kullback-Leibler #U% KB S AN 7 A 2 71 FE 85 1438, IS4 S50 0 .

0" = arg min d¥ In i ) = arg max d¥ In x;: 0).
i3 (4 a3 3 nplle0) m

p(y;le:; 0)

A7) PRI EAR, R ARG R AR IC M 2 ARD S ) IE AR R IX — 4K H AR
TEEEUT AR X T ALY 2, dY = Kr(y), y(z;)), IXHE Kr(,-) /& Kronecker delta K%L, y(x;)
& x; WAL, X, 50 (1) AT LA

arg;naxi; np(y(x;)|zi; 0) (2)
IXSEFR B 0 A RASR AT (maximum likelihood, ML), T )5 HIFH p(y|x; 0) #EAT /- REM TR
JE3 R (maximum a posteriori, MAP). X} T ZAnic % >, AR x; H—MridES Y KiniE,

P,
d%{é7 yi €Y,
0, y¢Yi
B, (1) A
o = a3 [ 3 nplofes6), 3)

yeY;
M (3) AT RAE VR A8 FHAH SR 10 86 & 1 35 R B AT I B R AR i 1. SEBR b, XS54 T8 5k
K — M3 T FRIC B 7 (entropy-based label assignment, ELA) M Kf 22 AR B0 AL A AL
(R RRICEE, SR FE AR LA TR A TH 240 0. @it L E el U, fE&E MM R KT,
FRAC 73 A 2 2 SEIE AT DU A O H W) BRARIC B2 did o S Sk, BRI, Aid e A S T AEAE— AN
I A SRS, B2 TR ARG BARIC A 2RI 2% 20 A, FRid oA 2 21 2 — MO R I
2 STHEZE lan sk [6] S T IREATE ML, R0 0 AR 22 1R B T B AT I RUR.
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2.2 REAHFEIEEX

AT DMK 3 Pl AARIC oA 2 S B B, 28 1 P& e nl @Ak, BRI FRIC A 5 = o) @ %
WAL G R BFRICE Z ARie 7 = ). AR 1SR FRA T3t IR B, 43 7l s2 PT-Bayes Al PT-SVM,
Hrr «pT” RKIR “l 1L (problem transformation)”. 55 2 Ff SRME & BIE S, RPRAL 48 B bnid 5L
Z b0 5% 2] R OIS  RERE AL FRBRIC /0 AT B 1) ) R ARIE RS IRAT AR PR L, 402
AA-KNN Fll AA-BP, Hirp “AA” FRoR “Hkiid (algorithm adaptation)”. &5 3 Fh g AR EARIC 0 A
S SRS AT FRR I T BT T R, AN R RE PR L BV, 2300l SA-TIS #1 SA-BFGS,
Hrp “SA” Fox “LRBIE (specialized algorithm)”.

2.2.1  “E)@EEL B

HEFRIC 73T 27 =) [ [ A Oy BRARAC 2 2 ) i ) — AN BTV, WU I SR AR AL OB B
OFEAR. BpRbL, MR MNNGHER (2, d;) K ¢ NMRARCFER (2, v,), BIRERMBUE N d7,. R
JEARHE RN FEARFIBUE, ST GRERT ERFE. S BRFEFNGEL LR —DNEA ¢ x n DFEAR
FRAE ARG NGRS, ARAT BRI 2% S SRR RE S T IX AR B 9 7 FZR ] = bRid oA, 43
K VARe i A RE g R, Bl dY = P(y;|z). X H, nTUCRAMASHIEL, B Bayes
28 SVM, 431t A PT-Bayes fl PT-SVM. HAkHh, Bayes 7322 BE N RARMM Gauss S5
g3, I H S SR MR R D90 SR L IR FE. XET SVM, BANFR ic AR ZR A @i — Pzt
e 205 0 33, B G M AL A0S F SO Platt Jo 50t 8 143 2.

2.2.2  “EEME” BiE

LA G SR DL AR RN RE 8 AL BRI AT RS, X AR MR SOE L. BB 1 A
k-NN BO& K, Bl AA-RNN. 458 — MRl o, §REINLGERKE « 1 kL. 855 % k4
T AR AR IE 73 A7 FIIMEAE NN = BIARIE /A Tl 26 2 PR 2t R £+ (backpropagation, BP)
PR I 2% BLUETTOR, Bl AA-BP. 5% 3 ERTPH AN ¢ (o BFI4ERE) NMaAETT, ¢ (FRid i
O Mo, B RITR AL vy AR, T2 BP BIEN) B AR R MEX AN B SR
3 AT AR ZE X 28 i HH PRI AR 10 70 AT 2 TR] 1R 22 -1 77 AL

2.2.3 LTHEX.

5 i) A A AR AL SO K A P )2 SRS AR L, 2 T ARV S b i 20 A ) RESE UL T, bl dn B4R A
(1) PRI L X A H PR L L, BN SA-TIS A SA-BFGS, Hih et — b2 i kit (1)
HH AR A 7

7€ plyle; 0) Fyf KA P /)

plyle:0) = 7 exp (Z 0y,kgk<:c>>, (4)
k

Wt 2 =32, exp(X, Oy.egr () HAALET, 0,5 /2 0 PIEITE, gi(z) 2 2 (955 kAR H53 (4)
RS (1) 1, B3] 6 19 H bR

T (0) = ngf ZQWW (z;) — ZaneXp (Z Oy, K9k (scl)> : (5)
0, k i J k
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SA-TIS ff [ T — MR AGE AR E H YL (improved iterative scaling, TIS) 10 77254 X (5) i3k
T4, T SA-BFGS & T4l Newton ¥ BFGS M, #f—2P 0038 T SA-IIS 553%, 5 Hbn @ £miife 5
— A Aof FEE BRI AR IR, LUARTHE Newton 2R M98 2R 7L B ROCR T .

3 fRiciEsE
3.1 HBEX

x; FZEIRCH 1 = 192,092, 1) 3R, b 1 € {0,1} F0R y; 252 @ BAHKRL, ¢ 2
ATREARICEEH, W 1 € {0, 1}, B X = RY RoRmBIREFED ], Y = {y1, 92, - -, Yo} TAPRILS
T, JUTET PR A i 20 A1 27 2 I AR C 4 i X R

HENGE S = {(z:, L)1 <i < n}, PRIC RS ARG 2, FIZHARL 1 FACNE R AR
oA di, N BRI IS € = {(x,d:)|1 <i < n} BFIEFE

3.2 FRiciERE L

3.2.1 ETRMFENRICIEE

T RO 77 1 AR 10 1 e (12150 i) FASORA £l 1 JELAR, G T ORI SR 28 L MR I8 BRI SR @ P S5
5, 2 ARG AR S B, BB AR ARC A [ERERNE, XRER BB — 82
T RO N AR NI R AR 1, 1 IR A L AT DK I AR AR 10 1S 5 bR ic 7 A (H A2, IR 2R
RAFR 1LY 5 7 V2 S b T DL TS0 S5 J8 B A AR bR 1 0 AT . AS/INTT A G A TR0 7 VR AR
BRI, I3 ) FE TR SRS AR O 1Y 5 SR R T A SR B AR I G B A

ST SRR A bR 5 12 @I AR C — P{E S (fuzzy C-means algorithm, FCM) (161 FIf&
Wiia 5, BN DR R B R AR G A A N I ARID 70 A, TR BIFR I I 2R EE. FCM 2
FH 38 J8 B2 A e BN M0 RUB T AN SRR IR I — PP SRR L RS 0 AMREARST 9 p AN BRI
K, FHREA TR L, AE 1S I IIZRAEA 2 2R bl INAL. (U FAEAS fO6 AH R SRR (0 51 &
RIE) FEZ AN, B FCM RINZRE S 7B p NI, e ForH k DNESERI L, WA T
WRHFTH @, 3T REMORIRE mo, — [md,m2 ,...,m2:

1
mfci = ) (6)

o (BE)
Hrb, Dist R TEREEERE, g 2R T, Ll 8 > 1. 83 m,, &, 3P — B
A EHRAE A o x p R A, REMIM T ARER A K 17 A

Bl A; NPTA TR T AR § D SERIREARI S B ) B 2 f. 25047 5 — RS B AR RS A W RLBE 44—
AN B AR FERE, B A TR g Fon T AR (BRID) 558 kAN RSEAORBRERL. AR
WZ AL DO R R A 5 o WREBRIBE me, TR G RIZH v, = Aom,,, N
MR ;XTSRS AR AR B L. f ), M RIBE R v 34T, ' PITER
FIAN Ay 1, B3 ZIARIC AT d;. FE TR0 SRS RO RR 10 5 530 P ASOR) SR 2 A oh ™ A B s 0 A
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RIIRIE R, I AR AR R, Kot SRR ) SR J@ FE e Ak et R iy R S i, AT 2B &
PRI 4. TEIX — i R A, B SRS i T Rl 2 1) P 40 56 2R T IE I S R B, K I B ok R G AL E
FRic 2 (8], AT A BT B fd 73 ) SR A i s 1 7 AR B A2 8 1A S, AR bR id A

BT A% SRR B (AR 3 5 7 VIR T — PR ORI SR ) S AL AR A SR R I AR a2 81 dE i — AR
LR VEWLS SR B N B 2o, WIS 38 i 4 25 ), )P AZ BR BT SR 4 s A R R 2R ) R 4:@%[1%71%

FNER ORI S, I SRR R BT BRI 2, MIbRIE AR BARR, T IZE S Rt
/\ma y;, WRAE v, MEHAE, ¥ S WA ES, K o M 2 = 1 EAH oY &
R W, IESSRGERE R R0 O = L ec? o(x;), XH ny RoRiZESFRBIEL
H, o(x) NIRRT R, R K (2, 2;) —4,0(:1:1)- o(x;) e, ZEEIIEREE N
ry = max | OY — o(z;)|, BEFH z; BT OMERR diy = |jo(@:) — U | B4, z; STHRid y; 1

dz,
, 1-— 1Y =1,
my¥ = (r2 +96) (8)

0, if 1% =0,

H 6 >0, WL o(a:) BITHEI 0 L% SR AL K (0, 25) A S, #F ma, 14k, RIAT13 2]
w; FIFRICMAG di. TR SRR BE R ARC 3 R S A% B PO 7E 4 IEUEPmLﬁT@'JXT!:/\%ﬁ'JE’Ji
JE B, AT BE R Y24 VI SR AHE o SR bric (R BN B 2R AR RS &

3.2.2 ETEMFRICIE®E

BET I bR 1 o S BB R R R ) 18] PR A 2k, T 5] N — S R R, o il 1] A
RAIEGPRCEAHIRNE Z (B 56 &, HETTRE 2R 0] (2 R 1T 9RO FRIE 70 A AN P Ah 5 - P e
RIFIPRICHE R S5, 70 3 T ARIC AR AU AR L 5 FOE AL T HUE AR 1L 48 5 5005,

FThRiCA R R bRIC g5 07 R 2 5 D8] sp RIS RR BOR B T Amic i b ﬁ?i/i%
SRR AE S B T ARACLEE R 22— A &, 2R Jm ARG T P AR 4 41 S8 R AR s Bl T A F AR L. T Aic ek =

Fxie EAUERIREM, 2 BB FERRC R 2 5. AARicAe R, &l E‘Jﬁﬁiﬁiﬁ:ﬁ
C VARG SRR C A BARR), B 2RI S, G = (V. E) For L S R GIu T A 4
EEE, i v RRTRNES, B RRTRMZ B RILNES, 0 5 o; ZRIL ERBUENE

I TRV AR ABAE : ,
N O 75k.71 R N
e () s N

0, if i = j,

A I B R AL R A = [aij]nxn. PRICAEIRAERE P MU RE LS P = A3 AA 3,
KA AR, B a, = 307 ai;. BORBTA AR L T 7 01 PR FEE A i — A A AR
M F, Z5E AT EAW R F. F MPIGE FO = @ = [¢ijlnxe HRB] @ FZHEARCHK,
BV VS s iy = L, FERUEERE b (8 FARTC AR FE 0 38 AR B 3R 4T S8 8T,

FO = ogPF* Y 4 (1-0)®, (10)

Hr, o RVESH, 1% ﬁ%lJTm“Eﬁﬁiﬁmﬂ%nhﬂﬁéﬂ AR E’Jﬁfﬂﬁ%ﬂ” ZiIE, REF

W E] F* = (1 —a)(I —aP)'®. 23— L3 v vs_, - di = Z e, MR BRG] 2 (hRid
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A dy. BT FRICAERR HAR L 5 SRR IE I PR SR 18] RO PR AN S A, KOG 1 BE TRl AL A e
RIBRICARARAE RS, A% 3 1R mh B AR BUE AN RS A RIS D AR08 BE AR AR 22 5, AT S Bkt
AL AE VI ZRA AR L ) 58 &

F T RObRiC 5 500 DOV (BB e AERFAIE 223 AR bR 10 23 (A1 23R AE SRR T b, 5 F
AEBEHS P25 (8] BRIAL A B 2R 2R, AT AT AR FARRAE 22 [0 R A 4 41 58 & A AR D 2 IR (R 22,
FEBCEERS E R = B A2 AR LG 55 bR IC Al . BRI, Z5ERIE G = (V, B, W) R ZhRic %k
& S MR RN G, o v R R a5, B Z2UlES, w2 ERIAPER
Wi, 5, FERRIE = 8] R, B 9] o AR IR s 2 R AR 4tk BIME R sl oy WTBLERER & — IR
LR A EA, EABUERERE Wl e AR E]:

2

; (11)

n

QW) =3

i=1

£Lr; — Z Wi T4

J#i
Hodr, 370wy = 1 WR @y AR @ B k- 548, WA wi; = 0. JE B PO, BRFAEAR U R
BIRIFRIC AR AT REARAL, FDRHRF AL 22 18] (R P S 5 R A% BURRIC 23 ) v, B =2 R R ) o) A ek EE A AL
EAERE W KR, ARIC 2 AR 0 A 7T e e/ M T A5 3

2

n

v(d) =)

i=1

di— 3 wid;
JFi
Hobt A > 0 RAFUCRENSH, EEHTH IR, N T R 2R IE, SOk (19 e S
HERRID 1 € {—1,1)°, TR R G 1 € {0, 1), BREAR FIFA KA. BRE, 2H
P anin > X\ TLLHR do, 55 13 2. SRR L — Ok R d; 5, 2t A 1 B 4
FRICAM do, SETT BIRFE A ZRte. FET TR0 7 H ok TR R 2 DDA 2 IR, L
SR, AR 2 O S BT R BB AT A ), S AR et S b RS 2 1 6

TSR SRR T 4.

st dWIY > A VI<i<n, 1<j<e, (12)

4 THES4E

RICTEENAT 3 BRI o0 A0 5 I FIE AP0 T L BbRic s (1 7 vk, | — K55 B A
TUMSEI V. EARIC /MR > T, SA-IIS A1 SA-BFGS (LK H bR 2 B /M E SEhRIC /0 A Al
TRIARAC 73 A0 2 (6] )RR RS, DRI, T8I D0 N X PR A E () LDL Bk LA 4 Fh AL G2 S
K LDL SRR R 47, KA, SA-BFGS ] 7 s Ak it 72, R Rid & b SA-TIS %
LS. 78 WAL G AL SR 1) LDL &k, AA-BP R 59T AA-KNN. X & [F N BP £ 2%
HREMSHES AA-BP &5l &. PT-Bayes H) Gauss 70 A R ¥ H AN T8 44 10 2 sk
P4, IR ILES T PT-SVM. AA-KNN FIRILE LT PT-SVM, KA AA-ENN [P R R 1
FRic oA AR 25 1), T PT-SVM A T BUE EERAE, SR 1 IR AaFR 10 70 AT IR AR 2514

TERRICIE SR EVE R, R % 1A TR AR iC 8 5 bR IC 2 A T 3 H A, 3 T AL i bs i
SR TV, AL U R T A AT AR, H AT DUE S BIAR OB R SR bR e 3 58, QB T RO 7
FRIC IG5, 1% LEAS [F] {34 50 7 V200 i MR AR o 2% SR SRA A ) M BHE 1., AN TR U A A )
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FE TR 7V BFR 108 5 R FASOR SR B2, K AR iC (Bl AH 2515 B S 2 AR C R &, AN/ 2 SRS A £k
PR, A BGREEEE, SRS BEER SRRV, (B2, X IT RS Z S50 bR 2 (8 AL 2
I8 5 2 K AL, AR AT A DA DT R S Jdta R sl ORI 70 Al 6T BB R R i 5 7e 20 B T
RHEZS AR R 0 5% R oKAR S AR A3 AL SRR B2, A RIFROEC- R, A7 T8 ol & HolE 4 &
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Label distribution learning and label enhancement
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Abstract This paper introduces the concepts and algorithms for label distribution learning (LDL) and label
enhancement. LDL is a general machine learning paradigm with traditional single-label learning and multi-label
learning as its special cases. A label distribution covers a certain number of labels, representing the degree to
which each label describes the instance. Thus, LDL has been successfully applied to many real-world problems.
Unfortunately, many existing datasets only have simple logical labels rather than label distributions. One way
to solve the problem is to transform the logical labels into label distributions by mining the latent label impor-
tance from the training examples. Such a process of transforming logical labels into label distributions is defined
as label enhancement. This paper provides formal definitions of label distribution learning and label enhance-
ment. Subsequently, six representative LDL algorithms and four typical LE algorithms are briefly introduced and

comparatively analyzed.

Keywords label distribution, label distribution learning, label enhancement, multi-label learning, learning with

ambiguity
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