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Abstract: Aiming at the problems that ignored by the existing embedded methods: the influence of the
latent representation of instance correlation on pseudo-label learning, and the calculation error was
caused by the fixed graph matrix, which increased with the deepening of iterations. We proposed a
multi-label feature selection method with latent representation and dynamic graph constraints.
Firstly, the proposed method used the latent representation of instance correlation to construct the
pseudo-label matrix, and combined it with linear mapping and minimizing the Friedman norm distance
between the pseudo-label and the ground-truth label to ensure a high similarity between pseudo-labels
and the ground-truth labels. Secondly, the dynamic graph was constructed by using the low-
dimensional manifold structure of pseudo-labels to alleviate the problem of increasing calculation error
with iteration depth caused by a fixed graph matrix. The comparative experimental results with seven
advance methods on 12 datasets show that the overall classification performance of the proposed
method is superior to the existing advanced methods, and it can better deal with multi-label feature
selection problems.
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ARG ARG AF 2 L SOR G R A AR B2 SR SR T Iz S AR G bR 4 4y 2
15 AR, ZHR% 3 2RAE 55 5 TEAR 2 Z A WA SC e A 2 k. 12 2 h5 28 70 28 b RRAE SR £ ] LLHS B
P i A S AR O VERR M MUBOR. PG, 2205 2 R AR e £ AE S 22 b5 48 03 28 ) R e %) — > o AL B D R
CoIRBFIEE NI Z . A HLE 2 T BOR & 8, FR IR B 7 I e R il . h 245 %
AT S5 R AL T SR A W AR T 5. BT, ©A 2R L R U 2 bR A FRAE R R ) B, X
Sy E Ay Ry =2 s uE a0 e A A SR L o i R — B T AR AE 2 IR O M i
FTRAE BRI J5 1, 8 AT AH SEME D IS 48 AR 0 L RT3 il Pearson AHOC R B 4. &
B JE — P B TRIAVE R HEA T RA AR R FE Y U7 MR AE R B — M R ), H A A 1 BB T
TIEAL R AL i A U R L £ R A B 2r BB B I Zrrhr {43 SR A5 AU AT D[] B 2 2] R AIE 58 95 0 4
FAL 5.

AL FLEPTAMMA R SR B R LR PRI 0 — D 800 3. %00 SR T4 i, BR3P AE
2% [v) o L S 28 5 ) (B PR A 28 25 (] 22 [R]  Ze P A S Y. 33 288 5 ke i R T AR O 0 s 28 ) 2k 2 I S5 1) R
O B RN R IEALE . R Ly JEH, Lo YRS RR  E 0 I 2 SRS A B A k. e Ah, i T RE A
U R R, AR PR R L R IE R R TR O | MR 2 AR 2 TN T . TR
TEZERE R b, WO 2 2 AT R RRAE SRR AR L G35 0y R [, T 48 S AR AR AL JE B 00 2 T, DL O e G
235 (6] 5 R AR S A R DS R 1 — Bt W, i TUIE = gl AL Al Laplace 28 3 48 R ¥R 1R i B 45
A SRR 25 Y S5 A A TR AR BE B 1 IR AR B T T O Blan, Hu SN R ARRAE O AU 4E bR
BB 4 R R A, R H T DRMFES (robust multi-label feature selection with dual-graph
regularization) , £ DRMFS H XU & 1F T £k 24 TR B S SR AE A T 46 B i A 2 O AR &5 46 4 . AT ARIIE T R 1E
P HE M I AT FF 43 500 006 R AR I 45 4 RG24 B %5 00 4548 Huang 455 R it — D42 i hir %5 5
FLRREE 2 (B AR DG, TERIE SR PR B AL R 5] AT Hilbert-Schmidt i 57 P v I, 25 & FRAE i B
ML, B mm A s, &1 T MRDM (multi-label feature selection via manifold regularization and
dependence maximization). Li &5 I\ Ry BUA J7 1k v (05 B 240 SR JC V6 PR GE R AR 1] 1 0] DX o0 P, AT 5
T —Fh & HE 20E F g AL VS B IR A BN AR & B, 42 T RFSFS (multi-label feature
selection via robust flexible sparse regularization).

(B 1 3R 7 6 24 2008 T AR R T IR BE A2 A AL h i IR B L, Gao S5 FEARAE
PRI G| A TUTE R R, JFJE T A A 1 546 AR 25 (1) 0 i B s 28 2 ) 118 V8 A o 52 23 [ 4 Sy A 7Y
A AR LA s 3 A AR R I TR O T v A e = s ) R R A S () T S M ) — Bk, RS
BAENFHRA R, - H T SSFS(multilabel feature selection with constrained latent structure shared
term). HAR SSFS it i 5| AW AE RS PR A b i W e W BHE B, B2 T IR 2 B AE (R B, B sk
AR M V8 AR R s X PAAR B2 . R Ty ik S Z W T S AR AE R B R RE R — DI R L BT AT 2
A, T E B P B ] RE 2 B2 A IR AS W i R B i SR 25, R DR IRl F 5T TR 4 42
th 3 o b s gl A PR AR [ T AT A ) 2 figp A AR 152 2% R o Te) AL A L AN o [R] BE EE AE R
INFIEIASRA R, #£H T SLMDS(robust sparse and low-redundancy multi-label feature selection with
dynamic local and global structure preservation). Bk SSFSEH HI SLMDSS L #R % (& T ¥ AE 7~ 16 4F
AETE LA 0, 3k 2 0y R A I T R AR bR A VR TE R L 1T 22 W T S A AR OGP 1 TR AE R R X
PAbR 227 2] 1Y 52 ).

Wb, i AR AR R AR BT 1 0 53 — A or SO TR BB i s, X R0y i W AT B AR B+
PRAFAE e, T 92 R AR JE 5. 7EX K r kb, WA MR ALS PMU (feature selection for
multi-label classification using multivariate mutual information)®™!, MDMR ( multi-label feature
selection based on max-dependency and min-redundancy)™’, FIMF (fast multi-label feature selection
based on information-theoretic feature ranking)-*! FI SCLS (multi-label feature selection based on
scalable criterion for large label set)®7 45, PMU 2 F|H £ 0 H A5 E 47 AR &4 K B F e 807 12,
BT ERFIE TRIE SRS Z B0 =458 H, X Ein S8l R R ELEER, FHah 2
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JCHAR BT AR H . FIME J&— Ff D (9 45 AE 2 £ 07 0k, 120888 AR 415 4R iE 19 30 58 ) R AiE 3o
AT ey . DUORBIAREAEZEFE A9 H Y. MDMR G i 505 B A2 AR AR AR SCPE AR IR U AR IR 2 HURAIE A O
P RAL AR AE SO R P de /M. SCLS J& — M 3 T R AR 28 48 n] I JR AR v A9 5 ik £ 4% 77 %, A SCLS
A AR PR RS 25 B0 20 S 98 RO I, il P B % AR A5 AN DT S

1 HEEIE

FEAE B ARG B AR 2 A4S E NGB D= (X, Y I ERE T (X.Y)—>(X".Y), s mir
FBRAH IR . BEFF e B AR R R IE P8 X, N & o 2 as kg, Hh Xe R
RELBIEE, YE R HESEARELE ., nod Flm 53 9 R SLHVE . FRIEBOM bR 240

T [ml I B R 0 T A R, LA SR ek SO TR A L DRI AR ST 2 Dl 5 A Sk AR AL T8 4
AU ) FEACHE AL

rgianXW—Q—lfb—YH%—ﬁ—yR(W), (D
Hr1, e R"HITEERH 1M o BATIE; bE R” Hom Y47 &, RRLHEBG 0 WE M EHE; We
R ALEFE R, o] IR EE M ROV HXET W RS R % A TARW 2= vy IXT
RW) Y FETT 24

% BB HSAR A I T AA TR 5 2 WL 0 I EASAT . B A SCT T AP AR B AR Sy LS AR A Y o AR
ALY, AL, M IRIE AR A A B AR A W E AR R, BT B 2 O R 2 T L S AR A 2 (]
AR RIPE. AT (D AT E R R AR

min || XW+ 170 —V | 2 + BR(V) + 7R (W)
W.V.b (2)
s.t. V—>Y, V>Oy

Hr, ve R AIFREHFE; R(V)HETV IETTRE, A TARY %25 g LT R(V) BT
ZH.

AR, TR R R % A R T 2 BRI MALE 24 2T 5, e sl R &M 2%
TE. FRADRAE Z AR RRAE BERRAT 55 b S 001038 8 ELAT /80 20 1 RR AR 0 RO BE (A 2. S [ 19 52 481 LA A
[F AR A5 2 AR SE ) Z 18] B ¥ 7 ROR A BAE T, B GE #2145 8, AT AR O bR 28 2% ) 19 I BHE B
Biln, SSFSW* Fil SLMDS ™ &R i) 8 F S (51 F1 B S 25 (V8 76 e 18 AN BRZE 124 2], (HZ W T 5K
(51 FH S A s A R Xt EA A 28 A B )

WERPIA S X, F1 X Z AL, WA BT 2 8] 8 W 7 3R st AR AL, DA A7 7E — 2% 3% 422 1%
o, RZIMEA E A, — Wi, A5 B0 W AE R R mT il — > X RR Y Al B B A A RE B, T
S L RAE VBB R, AT FH R RO SR AR SR I S 43 i o0 I i vk A 25 Ja) P i AR UON BRI VORI
VTR, AR ER R

min | Sx —vv' [l %,

(3)
s.t. V>0,

Hor Sy SR SRR [, HE T 2R 26 % XoF O 4 S 51 ) F8 KL JE
A RV)Y= [ Sx—VVT || &, Nk 2) B A

min || XW+ 16—V [ + 8 Sx —VV' [ i +RW),
W s
s. t. V_’Ya V>O~

UeAh . WA REAE BUE AR B . e MBS ol B oG T AP , R AR e S A AR R e P R v, W
AL 2 B MR R B PR RE. i TARIE IR ol UGRAIE W HAT LT I a4 iE =5 (8] RO BB 454 . TRt
AT AF f B R 22 ) A5 LA PR AR T 29 SR W 2 o L (B SO AR AR TR B O 1 0 22 T — A G
[ia) 50, B [ 72 09 Laplace VAR P R0 365 R AE O B A6 R0, 17 220 W6 17 10 L e P A A 32 5% v ) 8 2522 Ak
I HA ) J5 35 > B 14 P 368 Jis 25 149 B S W AT AN ) A9 52 080 DTG S OB R ) Sy R A

PRz IR R A SCR T O AR 28 B AR ZE R E 45 W F 3 — > I 2 Laplace BIAE I, JF A % 3h &K
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PP URFE AU TR B A 2 T . AR (BB A D bR b VL RV L BRI, WA AR P W AW 4
BB AL, A

m

DIDVIW., =W, 1508y, = tr(WLy W), (5)

i=1 j=1

Horbr, trC e D FRRHIEM L ; W F W, o3 5IRR W BIE ¢ 5IFE j Sl &E; Ly € R FRR LT Syt
E/‘J Laplace %E% , Lyr =Pyt —8y7, Pyt € R mxmj‘jx‘—fﬁ%ﬁ% s (Pyr); = 2 (Syr ),] ,Svre R mxmjﬂ'fjﬂ*ﬁ‘%
=1

FEREV B HEARRUSERE , (Syr), ME i 17, 5 7 SN0 E, RaR Vo RV AR, A SO & i ok
BEE Sy s

vaivw Hé
o

0, HoAth
Hrp: o€ RERFBZRBNSEG V.MV S 0RRV I SIS j 6 N )RR
1 K 4k, K it s8 5%k
4 RW) =tr(WLyW") , N ALK (4) B8
min [ XW+10 —V [ §+8ISx—VV" [ § +7tr(WLyWh),

exp{— } V., EN(V.) V., € Ne(V.)),

(SVT),’J’ - (6)

(D
s.t. V=Y, V=0.

NPRIEV B AR TPE, AR W iR AR A, A LRLDG KO8 i e 28 F AR eRECH

min || XW+1b—V [ i4+allY=VI[i+BlSx—VV" i+ ytr(WL, W),
W.V.b (8)
s.t. V>0, W=>=0,

Hodr o Sh 1 )3 24
2 R KAER

AR SCUE T — A TR LT A R A D0 A 7 S8R A H AR pRE (). 5 1E 3] H A5 R (8) A P48 1 A E 1
2o, R AR £ %6 [ 23 % (nonnegative matrix factorization, NMF) B9 Az #1540 A 77 25k i B Aw
PRAL(8).

BT, BEEW MV KD, WMV EER, @ ZXT bk, FrbsRiX @O XT by
FRRE, HASTFRECH 0, WA b B HIAH

b:%(an—l,,XW). 9

HW&, FEbRMGW MV, HTIEZEEM, 775 | M| i=trMMY, FrAa RO AH
B BREL(8) , F0l FH AE B 5 2 28 o R H AR iR 8 (8) .
min{tr((XW —V)TH(XW —V)) + atr((Y —V)T(Y —V)) +

W.V.,b

Bir((Sx —VVHT(Sy —VVT)) + ytr(WLy W (10)
s. t. V}O, W}Oy

i H:If%m B, TE R Y S

ZIEF WMV HEGIERARE, FIbERd i, TEKEEwW MY WIERARE S5
HEreRECH, SR A RELEZE 1T NMF 32, #1E LT Lagrange 243K .
LW, V) =tr((XW—=V)TH(XW —V)) +atr((Y —V)T(Y —V)) +
Btr((Sx —VV)T(Sy —VV')) 4+ ytr(WLyW') — tr(@V") —tr (PW"), (1D
H LW, VYEIRFET W HV ) Lagrange R, ®E R M PE R} Lagrange 1.
AT NMF g, 5%, aaitEADXT W RV SR
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a%i:/” —2X"HXW — 2X"HV + 2/WL," — W,
: (12)
¢ Lj(VV) —2HV — 2HXW + 2aV — 2aY + 4VV'V — 4S5V + 4VG — @,
Hrp
G= Diag(— %’SVT o (diag(W'W)HE" + Ediag(W'W)" — ZWTW)j . (13)

Diag( « )l diag( « )43 5l 227 ] 5 % A 4 W Ak AN B X A il ik, E SRR TR 20 11 m 2450 ] .
Hk, ik KKT(Karush-Kuhn-Tucker) 2 B0 1) BAMA S & 0T 15 . ©,V, =0, ¥, W, =0. M
1M 7] 5%

{ (2X"HXW — 2X"HV + 2yWL,1) - ¥ =0, e
(2ZHV — 2HXW + 2oV — 2aY + 4QVVV — 48V + 4VG) - @ =0,
Ho o RRPIMEMH Hadamard F1.
e s RGO FNMEF B3R AS W AV A A
v < HXW £ oY + 235,V — 2/Vdiag(UE)
HV +aV + 28VV'V — 2VU -
W< XHV £ WSyt
XTHXW + yWP
Horp
U= —isv'r - (diagW'W)E" + Ediag(W'W)™ — 2W'W). (16)

F T SERL T X AR R AL (8) MK . A, AR SCA BT T I — R R i B A ISt 1 38 B AR
SR AR B R AT A K
Bk 1 LRLDG &k,
A WHRBAEE D={X.Y}, FEEFELGE b, BSE o p Ay
B FRAFBERELE R s
1

D AL LR H=T— 1,17

2) LRI I W AV
3) IR EAR R =03

HE .
*E%Eit(énﬁ‘%: Pyt F SvT;
WHU:.U=— is” o (diag(W™W)E" + Ediag(W™W)T — 2WTW) ;
VGHXW+aY+2,BSXV*2deiag(UE)
HV+aV+20VVV —29VU ’
HEHWRV, . v
W X"HV+ WSyt
X"HXW-+yWPyr’

B b bz%(lnv—lnxwh

W 1=1+1;
HREWSCHM 1E;
O HREIEHER we I, 3T 2 R KREN RS F,.

3 BiRWSLHIER
T4 LRLDG 53 19 1 S HERE W
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EX AW R ZW WO R FW) il 2 LLR 418
ZW.W) =FW), ZW.W) =FW), a7
W Zw.wH &k FOW) B —AGi B ek %, Hr w2 W 7E I — 20348 i T 3.
SIE 1Y R EHE 1 L, W FOW)SETF RLR IR 25 8 U
w! :argminZ(W,W’), (18)

Hp argv‘r/ninZ(W7W’)?§i“% ¢t WA B A i
B IHEMAREAC R, BER, W,WE R, M AE R, BE RV AR F
FEEE . WILLT AN SE kAT
Z Z <BWA) = tr(W'BWA). (19)

i=1 j=1

s 1, 545853,
SIEB2 WERME 1 HFAC R IE—m ERAEE, W LU R SE ST

Z 2 (BW Di = (WTBW). (20)

i=1 j=1

ZEF LRLDG Bk T W AV A8 r&wm%{u, FIr LA SCAN &5 56 T W14 e 8501 iE B
4558, Il EX 1 HI FW RS K
1

FwW) =?tr(W“‘QW) — ?tr(W“XTHV) + %)’tr(WPVTWT) — ?)’tr(WSVTWT) , Q2D
Hrp Q= X"HX J& X} R . ?FETEJC(ZD, g A B R ZOW W) 1 BURTE ol
t 2
ZW.W = - 22 @O, Wi 1 ZZQ(THW W, -+

i=1 j=1 ,z i=1 j=1

1Z]Z]<7WPv ), W, 122(ywsw> W, (22)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

I AT, #5 ZOW WO FOW) I — DB %, W LRLDG 895 6T W 2y, [N,
HEIE ZW W) J& FW) il — %l Bl ok 55 B AT
5T AR B Y TR AT A
zd] 2 (X"HV),; W, =tr(W'X"HV), zd] Z (YWPy1) ;W =7tr (WP W),
o R (23)
DIDTOWSy) W, = yir (WS W),

i=1 j=1

Hok ., ARAET1H 2 W13
d

m 7 Z
SYSY VO owraw). (24)

i=1 j=1 ij

gEa MR 2D, ATH ZW WO Z=FW) s, teah, 24 W=w' i, H 350 B b 5938 ),
ROCHAES R

2 S WO, W, (.QW) W, 2 SV QW) W, = (WaW). (25)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

gE A (23 IR (25), AJHIY W=wW" HT Z(W,W)=FW) L.
HER 1M ZW W) FOW) R —A B R %, FHlsIFE 1 af %, LRLDG 86T W R I8

. sk, R SO — 0 W W R RRERR. 5 LFTE . LRLDG S5k 6 LS i

4 X I

T LRLDG k5 7 A8 19 S5 #E 55 ik PMUPY, SCLSY™, FIMEF"), MDMR"*/, SSFS***/
RFSFS™ I SLMDS ™ A7 X5 W5 86 I 1 FH S8 14 36 1 J7 20 L I A7 5 AT 326 9 7 2 9 88 1A 1 B
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UEAh . SAEREEFIATAR SO B bERE . I RIT T4 LRLDG Bk i — R EL K, 35S B st S0 56
ST S S 4 45
4.1 HEE

XF SR SRR 2E B AR 12 Ak B 5 D AR ST 2 i 2R 8 B, b
155 RBE 4 Emotion, MBI 4 Yeast il Genbase, 75 B4 Birds il CAL500, K12 %53 4
Scene,Image il Flags, XA KRS Enron, Computer, Recreation il Social. & 1 51| i T Fr A 54 4 )
HAEZ4L

x1 SHEESY

Table 1 Parameters of each dataset

G S5 £ FEAE AL Tn 2 8 VIS RS KI5
Emotion 593 72 6 391 202 IR
Yeast 2 417 103 14 1500 917 a7}
Genbase 662 1185 27 463 199 Y
Birds 645 260 19 322 323 O
CAL500 502 68 174 335 167 O
Scene 2 407 294 6 1211 1196 ESRER
Image 600 294 5 400 200 1%
Flags 194 19 7 129 65 E 4
Enron 1702 1001 53 1123 579 AR
Computer 5 000 681 33 2 000 3 000 A
Recreation 5 000 606 22 2 000 3 000 AR
Social 5 000 1047 39 2 000 3 000 A

4.2 XKIIEE

S25 %k H ML-KNNY AR Sy 22 45 25 3 28 50105 19 4R 38 X 4% R AT 1 6 5500 09 Pk me E AT 9P A0, JF
ML-KNN S &N S=1, K=10. #&£H 5 M ZZ1FEM 8 4r AP (average precision) s MA (macro-
F1) ,MI(micro-F;) s HL(Hamming loss) il RL(ranking loss) ™ & {31 %F Fb 8% HR A0 106 43 550 1k i) 14k Bk

A AR L& T FIMF il SCLS 485815, SR FH 45 56 X 18] 4 B4 2R 47 B o fe b 38 XFF SSFS,
RFSFS Al LRLDG 3%, HHE48S 50 5. 4k, B+ SSFS,RFSFS,SLMDS fl LRLDG # ik £7
e BE AL U6 T A% B A ) 8, A I S 50 45 R A v il M, PRI AR SO A Bk 10 RS 45 SR I (EAE N
IR B a SR AR R R MR R A Bk Y I Ak S RO AT R R, RN R R L
[0.001,0.01,0.1,1,10,100,1 0007, #47E 4 %45 & L £ A RFAEEC RN 200 ~20%, KK 22,
Horp i TR 4R Flags MR IGFRAEECR 19, BT LAAERUIESE Flags e B RRAE BRIy 2~ 18.

I ARIE S FRBE A S, A SE S 4 7E Windows11l 245, ADM 8 g 495 5 3600 6 4% &b 7 2%
3.59 GHz, W 16.00 GB #EEH 58 i, Jf-ffi H MATLAB R2016a 52 8.
4.3 ELWHERSH

S IR A BT BT R R R O I AE A I R AR B T L S g 2

R2~F 6 I THFMEEBR T IEELERSE TR LT L, Hrp SSFS,RFSFS, SLMDS
i LRLDG Bk 02 10 IRE B LI A5 R E. AWML, fER 2~F 6, “O7h &%
g R R HE T A5 A, IRAER PR G — AT 4 A R AR S R T IR AE IR —de bR T T A SR A5 R A BIME
FH T LB AR AE e 48 5 kB AR P fE. i 2~ 6 AT UL, LRLDG B3EAE A $ebr T 0B R PEaEE N
el R EX I EM . LRLDG 5% 78 A ¥ 2 b 2 ¢ AF 26 B 1) 81 A7 — 5 1 10 ik

2 MR 3 4 HIHNH T TR AR HL M RL 865 b 09 SE0 45 58, HAE B/ 3 75 580125 1 1 R B 4
H % 2 T W, LRLDG Sk 7E 806 45 Tmage b (94 BB AH X F AR5 3% SLMDS it Re#E 7+ T 3. 93 %,
TEBYE4E Recreation | BYTEREAE X T R A5 1 SSES MIMERESE T 17 4. 03%. M3 3 vl WL, AEXFFIERE
WARH) MDMR 583, LRLDG Bk e 80Ha 46 Flags FAMERBIRTE T 4.3%.
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Table 2 HL comparison of different algorithms on each dataset

BARERIE  PMU SCLS FIMF MDMR SSFS REFSFS SLMDS LRLDG
Yeast 0.209 7(5) 0.214 8(6) 0.220 9(7) 0.208 4(3) 0.220 9(7) 0.209 1(4) 0.202 2(2) 0.200 6(1)
Emotion 0.278 1(8) 0.242 6(4) 0.253 3(5) 0.259 1(7) 0.253 3(5) 0.224 8(3) 0.223 1(2) 0.219 5(1)
Birds 0.050 4(7) 0.050 2(6) 0.049 5(4) 0.050 5(8) 0.049 5(4) 0.047 9(3) 0.046 2(1) 0.047 5(2)
Scene 0.1150(3) 0.1325(6) 0.169 3(8) 0.1325(6) 0.129 8(5) 0.126 0(4) 0.103 5(2) 0.100 8(1)
Image 0.231 0(8) 0.227 0(6) 0.230 0(7) 0.217 0(4) 0.218 8(5) 0.210 8(3) 0.203 4(2) 0.195 4(1)
Flags 0.593 4(4) 0.633 0(6) 0.593 4(4) 0.593 4(4) 0.641 3(7) 0.646 2(8) 0.588 6(2) 0.571 0(1)
Genbase  0.004 8(4) 0.032 0(6) 0.042 8(7) 0.002 6(1) 0.042 8(7) 0.002 9(2) 0.004 8(4) 0.003 5(3)
CAL500 0.966 0(6) 0.965 3(4) 0.966 4(8) 0.966 0(6) 0.9658(5) 0.963 8(1) 0.963 9(2) 0.964 0(3)
Enron 0.050 0(5) 0.051 7(6) 0.052 6(8) 0.049 8(4) 0.049 5(3) 0.052 2(7) 0.049 3(2) 0.048 4(1)
Computer 0.040 3(5) 0.040 4(6) 0.040 4(6) 0.039 8(4) 0.040 9(8) 0.039 4(3) 0.039 3(2) 0.038 7(1)
Recreation 0.061 3(6) 0.063 5(7) 0.063 7(8) 0.060 9(5) 0.059 6(2) 0.060 0(3) 0.060 8(4) 0.057 2(1)
Social 0.026 2(8) 0.025 3(6) 0.0256(7) 0.024 3(3) 0.023 5(2) 0.024 6(4) 0.024 9(5) 0.023 2(1D)

Sk (R 0.218 9 0.223 2 0.2257 0.217 0 0.224 6 0.217 3 0.209 2 0.205 8
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Table 3 RL comparison of different algorithms on each dataset

BARESIME  PMU SCLS FIMF MDMR SSFS RFSFS SLMDS LRLDG
Yeast  0.188 0(5) 0.193 5(6) 0.199 7(7) 0.184 5(3) 0.199 7(7) 0.185 1(4) 0.177 2(2) 0.174 1(1)
Emotion 0,257 0(8) 0.199 1(4) 0.218 1(5) 0.2250(7) 0.218 1(5) 0.198 1(3) 0.187 7(2) 0.187 2(1)
Birds  0.258 5(7) 0.155 3(1) 0.212 3(5) 0.259 1(8) 0.212 3(5) 0.207 0(4) 0.168 2(2) 0.184 5(3)
Scene  0.134 0(3) 0.165 2(7) 0.240 9(8) 0.137 1(4) 0.148 6(6) 0.142 2(5) 0.099 1(2) 0.098 4(1)
Image  0.284 6(8) 0.250 0(5) 0.269 2(7) 0.260 4(6) 0.228 0(4) 0.218 9(3) 0.208 6(2) 0.201 2(1)
Flags  0.197 7(5) 0.248 2(8) 0.182 3(3) 0.181 3(2) 0.207 8(6) 0.210 2(7) 0.183 3(4) 0.173 5(1)
Genbase 0,008 2(5) 0.049 9(6) 0.080 4(7) 0.006 2(1) 0.080 4(7) 0.007 9(4) 0.007 1(3) 0.006 4(2)
CAL500  0.181 9(4) 0.183 4(7) 0.183 5(8) 0.181 9(4) 0.183 2(6) 0.181 7(2) 0.181 7(2) 0.181 7(2)
Enron  0.094 2(5) 0.095 8(7) 0.099 7(8) 0.088 7(2) 0.089 9(3) 0.095 4(6) 0.091 9(4) 0.088 1(1)
Computer 0,096 5(8) 0.091 8(4) 0.093 6(6) 0.093 6(6) 0.093 6(6) 0.091 2(2) 0.091 6(3) 0.088 0(1)
Recreation 0,189 3(6) 0.192 8(7) 0.196 0(8) 0.184 2(5) 0.176 0(3) 0.172 3(2) 0.183 1(4) 0.171 0(1)
Social ~ 0.065 3(5) 0.067 3(7) 0.071 8(8) 0.063 7(3) 0.060 9(1) 0.064 0(4) 0.067 1(6) 0.063 1(2)
IE 0.1629 0.157 7 0.170 6 0.1555 0.158 2 0.147 8 0.137 2 0.134 8
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Table 4 AP comparison of different algorithms on each dataset

BARERHME  PMU SCLS FIMF MDMR SSFS RFSFS SLMDS LRLDG
Yeast  0.737 1(5) 0.730 7(6) 0.722 3(7) 0.741 6(3) 0.722 3(7) 0.741 1(4) 0.751 4(2) 0.756 4(1)
Emotion 0.714 3(8) 0.764 0(4) 0.749 1(5) 0.734 9(7) 0.749 1(5) 0.766 5(3) 0.779 4(2) 0.780 5(1)
Birds  0.443 4(7) 0.574 0(2) 0.514 3(5) 0.414 0(8) 0.514 3(5) 0.514 5(4) 0.577 4(1) 0.543 9(3)
Scene  0.799 1(3) 0.760 8(7) 0.6554(8) 0.777 3(5) 0.769 4(6) 0.779 9(4) 0.833 3(2) 0.838 1(1)
Image  0.6755(8) 0.694 4(6) 0.679 8(7) 0.697 9(5) 0.734 8(4) 0.737 6(3) 0.749 5(2) 0.761 4(1)
Flags  0.841 1(4) 0.802 4(8) 0.841 0(6) 0.846 2(3) 0.837 2(7) 0.841 1(4) 0.856 4(2) 0.860 6(1)
Genbase 0,990 3(5) 0.734 2(6) 0.619 1(7) 0.993 9(1) 0.619 1(7) 0.990 4(4) 0.992 3(3) 0.992 5(2)
CAL500 0.494 3(6) 0.493 7(7) 0.491 5(8) 0.496 5(4) 0.494 4(5) 0.498 6(1) 0.497 3(3) 0.498 3(2)
Enron  0.649 5(5) 0.637 6(6) 0.631 0(8) 0.657 1(4) 0.660 7(2) 0.633 1(7) 0.658 2(3) 0.669 8(1)
Computer 0.625 5(6) 0.631 8(5) 0.620 4(7) 0.6325(3) 0.620 4(7) 0.639 7(2) 0.632 3(4) 0.641 7(1)
Recreation 0.463 9(6) 0.447 1(7) 0.432 0(8) 0.480 7(5) 0.506 0(2) 0.505 3(3) 0.484 0(4) 0.537 0(1)
Social ~ 0.702 2(6) 0.699 1(7) 0.686 4(8) 0.713 4(3) 0.727 9(1) 0.713 3(4) 0.703 3(5) 0.727 6(2)

Baog () 0.678 0 0.664 2 0.636 9 0.682 2 0.663 0 0.696 8 0.709 6 0.717 3
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Table 5 MA comparison of different algorithms on each dataset

HBARENIH  PMU SCLS FIMF MDMR SSFS RFSFS SLMDS LRLDG
Yeast  0.312 0(5) 0,279 3(6) 0.245 0(7) 0.317 4(3) 0.245 0(7) 0.313 3(4) 0.347 3(2) 0.357 9(1)
Emotion 0.385 6(8) 0.493 1(4) 0.484 9(5) 0.455 7(7) 0.484 9¢(5) 0.594 6(3) 0.595 6(2) 0.607 6(1)
Birds  0.038 1(4) 0.074 6(7) 0.067 9¢(5) 0.020 1(8) 0.067 9(5) 0.081 6(3) 0.104 0(1) 0.099 9(2)
Scene 0,617 4(3) 0.554 1(6) 0.291 2(8) 0.552 3(7) 0.567 5(4) 0.561 7(5) 0.6820(2) 0.694 0(1)
Image  0.331 1(7) 0.360 3(5) 0.278 7(8) 0.378 3(4) 0.350 1(6) 0.391 0(3) 0.429 6(2) 0.489 3(1)
Flags  0.937 1(3) 0.906 9(6) 0.937 1(3) 0.937 1(3) 0.902 9(7) 0.901 8(8) 0.937 0(5) 0.949 1(1)
Genbase 0,609 1(5) 0.243 3(6) 0.179 2(7) 0.737 2(1) 0.179 2(7) 0.692 4(2) 0.637 1(4) 0.681 6(3)
CAL500  0.933 1(4) 0.9330(6) 0.9323(8) 0.933 1(4) 0.932 9(7) 0.934 3(1) 0.934 1(2) 0.934 0(3)
Enron  0.094 9(5) 0.090 9¢6) 0.076 7¢(8) 0.102 4(3) 0.102 1(4) 0.087 0(7) 0.105 7(2) 0.113 4(1)
Computer 0.060 1(6) 0.083 0(5) 0.040 6(7) 0.087 0(3) 0.040 6(7) 0.098 8(2) 0.086 0(4) 0.110 4(1)
Recreation 0,077 5(6) 0,054 2(7) 0.038 8(8) 0.095 8(4) 0.119 2(2) 0.110 1(3) 0.090 4(5) 0.150 2(1)
Social  0.132 9(5) 0.116 9(7) 0.101 9(8) 0.145 6(3) 0.158 6(1) 0.138 3(4) 0.124 5(6) 0.155 7(2)
¥I{E 0.377 4 0.349 1 0.306 2 0.396 8 0.345 9 0.408 7 0.422 8 0.445 3
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Table 6 MI comparison of different algorithms on each dataset
AR PMU SCLS FIMF MDMR SSFS RFSFS SLMDS LRLDG
Yeast  0.609 6(3) 0.583 6(6) 0.560 1(7) 0.6057(5) 0.560 1(7) 0.608 4(4) 0.629 5(2) 0.634 2(1)
Emotion 0,450 2(8) 0.584 7(4) 0.550 1(5) 0.529 2(7) 0.550 1(5) 0.628 5(2) 0.626 6(3) 0.636 9(1)
Birds  0.104 3(7) 0.172 8(4) 0.155 6(5) 0.057 1(8) 0.155 6(5) 0.196 7(2) 0.280 9(1) 0.196 7(2)
Scene  0.622 9(3) 0.557 9C6) 0.307 6(8) 0.557 5(7) 0.573 5(4) 0.570 6(5) 0.681 2(2) 0.690 6(1)
Image  0.344 3(7) 0.381 5(5) 0.286 6(8) 0.401 0(4) 0.3556(6) 0.427 1(3) 0.462 5(2) 0.509 2(1)
Flags  0.937 5(4) 0.907 5(6) 0.937 5(4) 0.937 5(4) 0.902 6(8) 0.904 4(7) 0.938 7(2) 0.949 9(1)
Genbase 0,944 7(5) 0.518 7(6) 0.237 2(7) 0.970 (1) 0.237 2(7) 0.967 1(2) 0.946 5(4) 0.960 0(3)
CAL500 0.937 8(6) 0.938 1(4) 0.937 4(8) 0.937 8(6) 0.937 8(6) 0.938 9(1) 0.938 8(2) 0.938 7(3)
Enron  0.519 3(4) 0.496 2(6) 0.487 8(8) 0.509 9(5) 0.529 6(2) 0.490 2(7) 0.529 5(3) 0.544 5(1)
Computer 0,406 3(5) 0.380 1(6) 0.378 7(7) 0.422 6(3) 0.378 7(7) 0.429 0(2) 0.417 9(4) 0.433 2(1)
Recreation 0.128 4(6) 0.079 4(7) 0.056 8(8) 0.167 7(4) 0.206 6(2) 0.189 9(3) 0.162 1(5) 0.269 5(1)
Social ~ 0.499 8(3) 0.469 3(7) 0.460 9(8) 0.498 1(4) 0.527 0(2) 0.485 9(5) 0.483 2(6) 0.531 9(1)
IE 0.5421 0.525 8 0.446 4 0.549 6 0.492 9 0.569 7 0.591 5 0.607 9
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