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Fusing matrix factorization and space partition microbial data augmentation

algorithm

WEN Liuying, WU Jun, MIN Fan
(School of Computer and Software, Southwest Petroleum University, Chengdu 610500, Sichuan, China)

Abstract: Aiming at the problems of intra-class imbalance and inter-class imbalance and high sparsity of microbial data, a data
augmentation method that fuses matrix factorization and space partition is proposed. Matrix factorization technology is used to
decompose the original data space into object subspace and feature subspace to extract the latent space representation. The object
subspace is divided into multiple data subspaces to alleviate the intra-class imbalance problem. Synthetic samples are then generated
in each data subspace to address the inter-class imbalance. Synthetic samples are filtered using Euclidean distance to obtain high-
quality samples. The experiment is conducted on 9 microbial data sets, and the performance is compared with 9 sampling algorithms.
The results show that the samples generated by the proposed method have great advantages in diversity, and more positive samples
can be identified under multiple classifiers.
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FEBE P AA AR K AR ; (2) AT, H DRI RIS AP ETR & BB XAEE . ZRIRIAF- i 48
DR R AR AT, RN A TE N I IR LB, 32202 th R A E AT R 25 (0] 43 A AN
BIprEk; (3) mndirett , RVAE D8 BAA E R OTU Rkt

PR AN 0 3k S A ORABE  SRAEE RIS R BER A . RORABEHEAR O T R 2Rk b
AU HHARE AT SFE—EERNER, ORFEEAR N &8N A LT 505 5, (R e ml fE
SEUE B ITURME RS IS . A DG RAEH R (synthetic minority oversampling technique, SMOTE ) '
S VBB R A SR Z— K BE LR AR RAE DB AH S &, NE A BB A 2R iR i RE A ]
ZEIEATE LT A (1) BT RES TR MRS 1A RIEFEA M 4040, S B HEAR B A 7E — 28/ HYE; (2)
SMOTE ‘L PHEAS i GERE Y, S BUL U 5 (3) H T SMOTE 3k DItk J7 B — e, [N
W TG T IR BSOREAAR PR 508 ) AN YAl [ B, B2 AP

BRG DB T A AR (k-means synthetic minority oversampling technique, KMeans_SMOTE )"
AR A D BGT RAEEF AR (clustering using representatives synthetic minority oversampling technique, CURE
_SMOTE) """ J& HRTHCN A LA RAE 1 . R e G T A A M AR | T R T 25 P9 RN 2 [ (0 ASSF- 1t , SR
M7, 3 e R 2 J T B3 AS P87 10 ) 8, 20 1 D B A M i 4R ) iR AR P R R AR AR
REAENE IS I 2 W B ASE AR A3 A 1 2 A 187 B IR R I R I 2 ik R R T LA AT 00 e 38 A1 D s 500 10 7 i
PE AR REMFRIE N ATl X BB A HE A T BRI, S B ARSI A2 1 s st M o S 35 285 SR A 2 i — 2D i 4
Fro 23 (A0 43 A G2 it 28 N AN ST ) — PR R R 3ot 0 RELAEDRH B8 8 2 TR iR A T 0] 4, ZE 25 1R) 400 43 s 8540 23 (1]
H BERS A R AR B DB AR IR A SRAEHOR A58 B 2 [A) R P-4

A SRR XA WA ) = s TR S AN ST ) R B R T — el RS A A S TR ) ) BCE B
(fusion matrix factorization and space partitioning for data augmentation, MFSP) By MFSP B 46 B4
fife A5 o BR8N EE A U8 4 DB BeAL AL, Bk A B 1 R (B D Sl mxn (BRI RE | S At
RFAN0] L F RFHEF2E 0], S, G s AR R R OREA T o SR A LU b R EREA R, S T £
T3], D" R m'xn BHEAEHERE) |
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Fig.1 MFSP algorithm framework
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PSR AL , (3 T4 T R B XA R 88 725 (M 45 A R R AR 38, [RIAS, 25 6] A 88080 4, 78— e R B L G ks
DAL EE B B - SR AP ) R

ARy BB, WA BRI fE B R BEE S R TR Y . &R A B A R
1.5x7xb , REREEFXT 2 B8 25 (R AN R REE 25 T A 30 373

Bt BB B, WG R A TR, TR R SR A 1Y Txb A i i, OF H R RS R NS
B TP BOHTN R A0 S, B2 S'XF 53] m'xn BRI D'

T VAl MFSP Ak MR 78 9 A EAT R RPEA L i i 8R4 L AT 505, O 5 oAl 9 Fhaka
XTI, 4553 W], MFSP B9k L e & u it it A i AR AS |t e 1RO 11 B8 2 AR AR

AR S FHRE B 53 i H AN 5 R S 25 ] il Ry ik R RVRAIE 25 8] B IR 55 1 4[] 12007 1k 22 i A s
TR E IR BT () B i 4848 2% (approximate nearest neighbors oh yeah, Annoy) 8.3k $ T4 BE
VT B T 4148 2% ( matrix approximate nearest neighbors oh yeah, Mannoy ) 8745 [0 X143 /7%, Mannoy 515 %
FH T — o8 i 25 (B30 S s 8 A B ASE A 25 8030 43 J 1) 43 A AR 127 2 5 ELAS AR 4325 1) B g e,
MG T IS AT ), 25 (800 4 s R 8508 2 ) v A B B AR AR | BB A% A 50 DRSS 1] 18 A ST A ) 8
Bt T — Ao B DR 0T 58 1207 ZR RIS 25 S8 T R RIBE B NS N FE S mT DU 50 o 8 o o 22 RO REAS R
B R IOREAS

1 XTI

1.1 HEER

TEIREETHECEE (OTU THEC BHE B 46 LU JLASIRGEMER . (1) T2k W 4y 0 5080 4 2 LAY
BOT A RIZE B s g 8, A RE S 2 4r 26l OTUs A% vt ik K TREA BB 04, s A BEARAR
AN IR PERRIEAR 2 S ECRBI RIXE, (2) 2 SR BCEE o BE A 1, TEie ok A A AR R v 3
T S50 (43258 OTU FHEL, 720K ) RNA 7 52567 (1 22 S ek a8 6 A 2 1 BE Ar iy . (3) 7
Tl 2 R b AR B M B LR R AR i AR 22 03 S O HLAE R 2R i & A
1.2 EFESRE

L fitp S g 5 i i BT BRE P () e BB X 87 {73 f# ( singular value decomposition, SVD)
IR R —A F B4 Y R T A B SR AR M, R B A LR i, 25 08 SVD XA
YIRS T oA B TS B (A TS 3 (SR B 70 )5 25 5 O B IRVE AR Re X 3T, S AL R
ZREERS I H A T BE R BT, T SVD KA FRAEAE —LE )R PR S PR s b — AN SVD, 22k FH AR
(R AR RIORS B B 0 Jr X, S o e . 3 o i B0 2 ARORI B JBE T R 19 J7 % Basic-SVD'"! | Funk-
SVD SVD-+ 1S A3 AR RS R TR AR IR S e DAy 3 AR , T e A 2 AR B T g
FEAR T IR R A4
1.3 ZExa

23 [B) R 43 M SIS AR d T B AR S A R IR AT I . R R A B RS A e g 2 T
R DR T AP R M8, X 2 T AR R I T2 MR AR, 3k 2= [a] R 00, AL G k-ZE# ( k-dimension
tree, KDT) "*) LZZ4# (rendezvous point tree, RPT) %> | WF5x R W], BA K AL MERE OB A A 118 R
PERE, B R R AT BB H R H KDT R RER L5, SR 1M KDT A4 78 AL 3 2 AR R B, 1 R Bl 4 1 14 fin
M RFE, T ikbix— 2200 A B RPT M TR T KDT AR . RPT ARE [ 3058 1 N 7E AR 44540 , A
5 i b4 S B L5 K . Annoy VAR — A 2 28 [R1SR G AU S 0 5, (8 FH 2L RPT 4 1 JEAE R R
Oy IR GZS [B), B g ST — R AR A R A R, AT ML RE 2 4, Annoy SERAIH S X 2 A AR B
S IR Y- THIH s 23 (R 53 2 A (a], B I B R 4y A5 1]
1.4 REFAK

RAE L A SR 3 o R I 2R 1A T Ak L DA 8 B3 2 70 B R BRI 4 o SRAE A3 e SR R R R
Ko R RIDECEE T 20, i RFEE B E D & E I — S A ISR R AR R S —E 1Y
AT RORBEIE MR A H IR —Se R AR | B8 U6 R ARSI BGHR A REA . RORABE Y ol s R e 28
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A ZREe 20 Tt A U2 B T R — 00, Sl R — A JOR BRI LS A TR, 15345
T SMOTE B8, W55 A i SMOTE il TiF ek ik, N i h ek st | T en ke
ook JF 1) A R D B ad R FE £ R ((genetic algorithm improve synthetic minority oversampling technique,
GASMOTE ) " £ 3% AN [ iy D B RE A S IR AN TR] (SR 26 | e B4R B — R R AE R A1 . KMeans-
SMOTE J&— P T R M RAETT 1 , BENEAT A G g 7 1477 A, O ELRE RS e 2 N FIZE M)A,
B AN AR A S50UE ) £ P59 48 (matrix factorization combined with cost-sensitive sampling, MFCS) &
WM REAE AT AU IR v R B A ) (L VA P B P OR ST Y TR R, T X FE 4 43 AT (kernel
principal component analysis, KPCA) fi¥J integrating KPCA and generative adversarial network augmentation 5.

W20 I KGA Bk i I M (A R T 2 W I e 5 R S A e
2 MFSP & %

A TR TEANA 219 il 4 A 2 8] ) 4 B9 MIESP 3303k . A0k SR M B R oS e Rl AR Bdiad™
HER AR B L DR B AR A
2.1 EESRE

R T DA A S B R A A, AR S R R e 1) e S 2 1 D RS R R i Ry X G -5 T
FRRHEF23 8], 4 30 2 10 A & 2t JFREMS B BURORE IR 7 1, SR A R

Dan :SleFthXl ’ ( ] )
AP, D FORIFHR B m AR R B R, n BRI S B R T 25 0], F AR 725 0], 1 2
(58 eSS RiUE 6
LR Sl 5 2 pR T
. “ - ‘Du[_SuFiT ‘
mni XX ) @

A, D, R D W w 475 i SIRMEL, S, 18 S 1058 u AN mltE  F, 48 F 1955 i D1k,
22 ZExIS
TEXT G BEA T ST, SOR X R TS AT 23 (8] 4] 73, AR SCHE 9 Mannoy 55 2 /5 Annoy 53 1 5
filt EFEATEEAY . Annoy SR8 A 21 Fir A (8] BEAILZE SR 19 2 A 5307023 6], Mannoy 35032 28 iod e RO HE i
AR/ N 2 AT 78 2 A 1] o 2 (B SRR T o 45 8] — 23D AT s T 4 A, 3 5 8 ) sty =i
PR 23 0], 24500 0 f0 580 23 18] o B REAS Bk /D T st g sy U452 130 o
R mREE . el T — DR RY kT QB R B R N BB AR IC R p, XS
AL p HEATHE U T 60 % AOREAS s/ TR B US, MBGH MR i) 38 BE B R BOREAS p R BE e/ MR
A g Ve =3 TR 53 R 43 1
B 1 Mannoy 3525 (]34 i DO ARS . 38 O—@20 i ABCR S 2 75 /N T 8508l 1 23 ] fee DA A
o i BE, 25 G—A0 2 PR 23 [ R 23 P 30 70 s, 3 D—A9204% p T g 19 vh s/ S 4] o33 (] FR AR T
A, B A0—AB AP i K] 73 i A R A YT, 25 A0 — @B 203 U 1A 3 0 Ml 1 ), JF A S — PR U
EiX 1 Mannoy 5k,
BN XRTASE] S YL Root, M1 SLHY RN g,
HWE X T,
if 1§51 =g then
Each sample in S is a leaf node;
return ;
end if
for each sample x; in S do
r=The average distance of the k nearest neighbor samples of x;,;
p=Calculate the number of samples in a circle with x; as the center and r as the radius;

end for

@eO®®EE
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R R % M (B % R 55 60 &

Sort the data set D in descending order according to the density;
M =Top 60% samples of dataset D;
p is the largest value in M;
q is the smallest value in M ;
if Root is NULL then

Root = the middle point of p and g;
end if
right child of Root=p;
left child of Root=g;
h=the hyperplane equidistant from p and g;
S, =the points lies on the right of /;
if §,# J then

Mannoy (S,,p,g) ;
end if
S,=the points lies on the left of h;
if §,# O then

Mannoy(S,,q,g) ;
end if
T=Root;
return T';
2.3 iRy

BlE Y REBOR T8 1 386 0/ B A AR )0 e S BB - , AR SOl i 7 2 ) K s 45 B

T3], P P 0 5 o A J80 5 8 1w o, 4 1 5 A B 2 8] 5 O, 5 R s TR AH RS B 5 el B, PR
Ew)

@9 EOEEBE B

2

S ew, =BSH (1) S e, » (3)
X, S ., FRE WIS, RIRIEM G, S, &S P15 S, MBEIT I E R i, T 5 S, 2Z YRR T 2 R
/N BIELO, 1] A REHLIA
2.4 HEBBHLIE
PR S (8 AR A G WA R 2 . O T ARAS I T A i A B ) i, T B Ao e e (R
TRNAREEE, B g AR 2 R, B2 S, FRIERRES,S IR EES S, EKRE
B R W RN IEREAS B (0 3R TURE AR 2L (R0 & AR

newy

K2 Hdidus
Fig.2 Data filtering
B2 A0 TR TR A G e e g 2 il R, J R A TR G S S M S RS NETA
le) 2t 2 [8] A IS S 0, AR BUIABE S 465 H JFXE H AT HEY . i B KRR BE B KA 7xb A8 ) AR
ICAIE, BRI S A
B S, BT IE ] R R R A

d
ho= 2 18-S, (4)
j=1
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ho= |8 ~S.l, (5)
m=1

AP R F0 R 53530 D ) e B BT I [ B B RS, S, €S, S;€8,, S, €S ,d FIRIEER
Bk ¢ FoR i B
AT S, BT
H,, =oh+(1-0)h_, (6)
X H,, FRFEAD G E S, IR o FR3E 0 €[0,1],
JITAT G R A4 A B
H:(HlaHza"',Hz)s (7)
A, H R A G Bn & AR B {E , z=1.5%7xb,
RSP 8 88 R, 37 - i 1] P ) R SR 0 SR A7 ] b A | e H v B B B KA b A5 i ) 5 0
) S h Y AR S SRHERERE F AR, 19 BB Y R
B 2 HEHEY AR IR PR . SO R ARG i AT R IR AL, 55 Q—A 2L X S 4 P
AR IEATY 3G, S0 S8 A S S rh T AT 1 [n] e R 7 1] ek 22 (8] A PR R 22 AR, SR K 26 B 8 0 ol S
B b, Fh e ROG—OP R EAIEAR K b, Fl b SREEARG R ES B RO—QEX H
TR SRR BS BRI 7xb A i, IR S AERES T
Hik 2 Augmentation H%
BN IEREARECR b, ORI S L T R TS S
wH YRR S,
® i=1,8,,=9, H=,
@ while (i<1.5xrxb) do
for (j=1to b) do
B=0 to 1 direct random value;
Select vector Snearstj closest to S;;
Generate §,,, according to Eq. (3);
Sew =S e US
Calculate /4, according to Eq. (4);
h,=h, Uh.;
Calculate h_ according to Eq. (5);
h_=h_Uh_;

i=i+1;

new; 9

end for
end while
for (z=1to 1.5x7xb) do
Calculate H,,, according to Eq. (6);
end for
Rank H in descending order;
S..., =Select the top-(7x b) distances in H;
S'=SUS,..;
return S’
2.5 MFSP &%

MFSP FiE RSN . 3 s, SHO—@L RN S F M M e PR T SR IR AL, 55 @D—1020
JEXHERE S FF B EOHHRAE A3 e A1 RSB it IR R Bi 4R D, S DA & AT 23 | R o3 JF 7 — X
B, SR Q5 & W A B 23 () BEA TR - S AN U, R Q020 2 i 1Y R OB 7 2 (a5 JF e R AR5
SHHMET A F ARG R EEEE D,

DR AEEEIEEBELOEIDVEE®
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®iL 3 MFSP #ik,
BN JRIAEHEE D, 720 o IEAESE y B 7 1 IEREARCR b, SO L T RO ¢
B HREUEE D,
Initialize matrix S, F, T;
Root=NULL;
My =, M
S, F=UpdateMatrix(S, F, o, A, [);
Calculate M,
while (M gme >Myiren
M,,..=M
S, F=UpdateMatrix(S, F, a, A, 1) ;
Calculate M
end while
T=Mannoy (S, Root, g);
Num =The number of leaf nodes of T
for (i=1 to Num)
T,=Augmentation(T;,b, 7) ;

current = 0 ;

according to Eq. (2);
) do

current

current ¥

according to Eq. (2);

current

end for
S”=Merge the amplified subspaces;
Get a new dataset D" according to Eq. (1) ;

SESESER=N-RSESESNCRONSNONGRORCRONS)

return D';

3 ZRERRAAMN

T T ARG S, AR SCEEBLL R S ik Bk R AT H S D el AR X 1 A D B2 i R A (synthetic
minority oversampling technique tomeklinks, SMOTE_TomekLinks) %75 ; @SMOTE &1k, @t 4P H
A WD B2 53 R A (synthetic minority oversampling technique of edited nearest neights, SMOTE_ENN) %
B @ T AT 2F > 1 A & N A R A (adaptive synthetic sampling approach for imbalanced learning,
ADASYN) & #: 21, @i il SMOTE %3 il J5 5B 2k M i A -1 5508 4326 ( classification of imbalanced data
by using the SMOTE algorithm and locally linear embedding, LLE_SMOTE) Bk ©KMeans_ SMOTE %
27 ;(DCURE_SMOTE #.i%' ) ; @MFCS H k' ; OKGA Fik™ R 3 F o2 aent o AL BEA TS 1L
S a2 R Y] MFSP S RB 8 IEH I U5 TE Z H FHPEREAS
31 IBEHIEE

TEARTTH R 9 MR EIATIK, LIS IE MFSP B3k A 20, Bk A AutoML W3 (http: /
39.100.246.211:8050/ dataset ) , HHladE A HMAfE R 1,

F1 AT B

Table 1 Unbalanced microbial datasets

Btk FEEER s 2R AP
D008881 153 490 1170 2.39
D001714 149 315 1216 3.86
D003863 145 228 1170 5.13
D001255 9 145 224 1170 5.22
D001289 142 162 1170 7.22
D002318 140 116 1170 10.09
D000067877 140 86 1170 13.60
D008107 136 62 1170 18.87

D002446 137 58 1170 20.17
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32 iEMIERR

ASCAH T 3 2 R VRIS FE R, FE TIRE JE R, T, FEREAS EL S 2R G 1E 26 I HAR ARDEE =51 o0 1E
X Fy FEREAR HSL R BIPE IR (R EDIE LU0 0 1285 F, F8REAS 152 20012 17 28 (HBE LK R 51 R 1E
0 Ty FEREAR BN IS IF HABTALE HAR 5 o 12

F2 RN
Table 2 Confusion matrix
BV GESE/E S IEZE (B e (B
2% (2195) F, T,

SR S e E AR T Y EL B PR AR Y L] R
TN
PTTAF,
AR R, 48 IEAH 72 0 IE 5005 52 bR IE IS E0 i, B
TP
G, WR—FZEA 5 S A MR AR AR, Y G, BRI UL BRI by, B
Gn=-/R.S, . (10)
A, 18ZiRH TAERFE £k (receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC) T HFRAYME , FH T IFAd 432845 X
O3 AN B 1 53 SRR
33 XWERSHMH
3.3.1 =X SR
AT IPOA A7 L4351 2.39 13,6 F1120.17 A9EdE4E D0O08881 , D000067877 FI D002446 17 5L 5,
XX 3 ASEEEE 43 5 H Mannoy 5575 M1 Annoy FEvA7EA 725 (B 43 , 25 (TR - B E 45 R S |, FEREAE I T2 o
LS53R 3—5 FR . KL 3—5 (1928 [ 353 45 5 v LI Y, Annoy 55355400 43 19 2523 (8] Hh A REAS 250 i
AR I H AR B A KA X 3t A A5 204 3 Rl 43, Mannoy 83k 36 FREACSE JE E A7 25 (a1 R 4, il
1R 2 F BT REA B B S i X I, 2 SRR AR 2 B 1 ) o0 T A A5 A 5008 7 25 TR AR o A 35 R 38 5T
It HAAA 2 M RSB A 22 AR,

(8)

(9)

- '
o
(a) Annoy 5k 1R K 43 77(b) Annoy #1220k K43
.
(d) Mannoy %74 1 &1 43 (e) Mannoy 43 %:2vk Xl 43 (f) Mannoy 33 e 481 43

3 Annoy 535 Mannoy HiA7ESESE D008S81 il 431 i
Fig.3 The division process of Annoy algorithm and Mannoy algorithm on dataset DO08881
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(a) AnnoyF-i 1K 43 (¢) Annoy ST AR5y

(d) Mannoy 5.3 17K 43 (e) Mannoy - 320X 43 (f) Mannoy &5 e 2K 43

4 Annoy kM Mannoy 5535 AE 4R SE D000067877 | #y%l 435t 7
Fig.4 The division process of Annoy algorithm and Mannoy algorithm on dataset D0O00067877

(d) Mannoy 332 17K 43 (e) Mannoy - 320K il 43 (f) Mannoy -5 Fe 2 K1) 43

5 Annoy 575 F1 Mannoy Sk AE BB SE D002446 -] 4 id F2
Fig.5 The division process of Annoy algorithm and Mannoy algorithm on dataset D002446

Kl 6 451 T Annoy B35 M Mannoy 81540 A 7204 42 D0088ST 1) 3 kK 4345 5%, M Annoy B L[y
TR R AT I 2 ) ) o3 SR HBE LR G 77 50, R 8 — R S R S R A A K E S, M
Mannoy -7 1973 (8] %] 4315 2 7 =A% Annoy SRR TR 2, AR5 M1 0 i 25 SR T indee , I 6 i)
RM R T X,

(c) Annoy B iR 3 IR A 45

T
(d) Mannoy 553256 LUK e 2485 () Mannoy S 552U i 4 45 21 (f) Mannoy 33 1E 503U iR 4 45

&l 6 Annoy 3575 Hl Mannoy Sy 7 BHE4E D008881 I+ 3 i &Kl 445 4
Fig.6 Annoy algorithm and Mannoy algorithm on dataset DO0O8881 on the third final division result
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332 TRy LR

& 7—9 JTEXHE S D008881 . D000067877 HI D002446 fii Ff Mannoy . 1k 2% [u) ¥ 43 J& 09 B0dE 123
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A S DR g LRI
R 0 2t BV
R ATt e L EE
(a) E—F2S (Y 1A (b) TSRy e HT (c) 2 = Fas [ e my
.o "‘- ', -
o LT oY R AR
. o™ LEP R S M4 o 28 %0+ @
o °8 "ee o "‘\ o e, e o . TS e ‘.u.‘ RN
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O Nl fITMILY T el e
IR AR ees The Ny
(d) B—TF== b s (e) B T=NRPHE ) B=Fmy 85

7 Mannoy F i 7E 5 4E D00SSST - AR 123 Al P B 45 0 (1E 2K 16 (0, 12 45 (D)
Fig.7 Data subspace augmentation results of Mannoy algorithm on dataset DO0O8881
(Positive class: blue; Negative class: orange)
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Fig.8 Data subspace augmentation results of Mannoy algorithm on dataset D0O00067877
(Positive class; blue; Negative class: orange)
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Table 3 R, comparison of different data sets under different classifiers

Gyt (G S ODS SMO STL SMOE ADA LSMO KSMO CSMO MFCS KGA  MFSP
D008881 0.10 0.63 0.64 0.01 072 050 0.0l 0.60  0.38 0.15 0.70
D001714 0 062 060 0 0.58 0.59 002 062 012 0.14  0.42
D003863 0 0.64  0.63 0 073 0.42 0.08 0.62  0.36 0.18 0.32
D0012559 0 060 060 0 0.55 0.56 0 0.62 027 0.23 0.54
GBDT  D001289 0 036  0.33 0 049 047 0 0.38 0.19 0.15 0.41
D002318 0 0.48 0.51 0 0.48 0.45 0 0.45 0.51 0 0.48
D0067877 0 050 050 0 0.45 030 0 0.60  0.19 0.41 0.49
D008107 0 032 0.26 0 032 021 0 0.11 0.16 0.33 0.89
D002446 0 0.47 0.47 0 0.47 0.41 0 0.47 0.05 0.27 0.80
D008881 0.10 0.63 0.64 0.01 072 050 0.0l 0.60  0.38 0.15 0.70
D001714 0 062 060 0 0.58 0.59 0.02 062 0.12 0.14  0.42
D003863 0 0.64  0.63 0 073  0.42 0.08 0.62  0.36 0.18 0.32
D0012559 0 0.6 0.6 0 0.55 0.56 0 0.62 027 0.23 0.54
SVM D001289 0 036  0.33 0 049  0.47 0 0.38 0.19 0.15 0.41
D002318 0 0.48 0.51 0 0.48 0.45 0 0.45 0.51 0 0.48
D0067877 0 050 050 0 0.45 030 0 0.60  0.19 0.41 0.49
D008107 0 032 0.26 0 032  0.21 0 0.11 0.16 0.33 0.89
D002446 0 0.47 0.47 0 0.47 0.41 0 0.47 0.05 0.27 0.80
D008881 0.40 0.47 0.39 0.37 042  0.37 036  0.39 0.10 0.41 0.52

D001714 0.26 0.36 0.36 0.26 0.33 0.23 0.25 0.30 0.08 0.27 0.45
D003863 0.19 0.23 0.30 0.15 0.36 0.23 0.21 0.29 0.14 0.18 0.45
D0012559 0.22 0.36 0.29 0.18 0.18 0.20 0.22 0.20 0.15 0.16 0.70
) D001289 0.11 0.16 0.31 0.09 0.20 0.29 0.04 0.07 0.23 0.07 0.63
D002318 0.12 0.18 0.12 0.09 0.12 0.09 0.15 0.12 0.04 0.17 0.45
D0067877 0.10 0.1 0.10 0.10 0.2 0.15 0.10 0.10 0.23 0.18 0.59
D008107 0 0.11 0.11 0 0.16 0.05 0.05 0.11 0.04 0.08 0.58
D002446 0.06 0.12 0.12 0.06 0.18 0 0.06 0.06 0.11 0.09 0.51
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Table 4 G, comparison of different data sets under different classifiers

AR HiEE ODS SMO STL SMOE ADA LSMO KSMO CSMO MFCS KGA  MFSP
D008881 0.33 0.52 0.50 0.32 0.56 0.42 0.36 0.31 0.32 0.3 0.50

D001714 0.38 0.49 0.49 0.38 0.46 0.34 0.39 0.33 0.30 0.20 0.51

D003863 0.16 0.45 0.40 0.16 0.37 0.28 0.20 0 0 0.20 0.40
D0012559 0.23 0.31 0.36 0.20 0.29 0.19 0.19 0.13 0 0.15 0.39

GBDT D001289 0.15 0.14 0.20 0.15 0.21 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.14 0.18 0.31
D002318 0 0.34 0.29 0 0.29 0 0 0 0 0 0.10
D0067877 0.22 0.31 0.22 0.31 0.31 0.22 0.22 0.22 0 0.23 0.48

D008107 0 0.23 0.23 0 0.23 0 0 0 0 0 0.41

D002446 0 0.34 0.34 0 0.34 0 0 0 0 0.28 0.47

D008881 0.31 0.52 0.53 0.09 0.52 0.55 0.09 0.55 0.34 0.37 0.50

D001714 0 0.57 0.56 0 0.55 0.63 0.14 0.58 0.30 0.34 0.44

D003863 0 0.54 0.53 0 0.58 0.50 0.23 0.55 0.36 0.39 0.33
D0012559 0 0.53 0.53 0 0.53 0.50 0 0.50 0.30 0.44 0.53

SVM D001289 0 0.48 0.46 0 0.48 0.52 0 0.49 0.39 0.32 0.44
D002318 0 0.52 0.53 0 0.52 0.50 0 0.51 0.54 0 0.45
D0067877 0 0.56 0.56 0 0.52 0.47 0 0.57 0.34 0.52 0.53

D008107 0 0.48 0.44 0 0.47 0.41 0 0.32 0.31 0.42 0.38

D002446 0 0.55 0.55 0 0.54 0.57 0 0.52 0.10 0.40 0.46

D008881 0.53 0.55 0.51 0.52 0.53 0.53 0.51 0.52 0.15 0.55 0.54

D001714 0.46 0.53 0.52 0.46 0.51 0.45 0.45 0.50 0.17 0.45 0.53

D003863 0.39 0.42 0.47 0.35 0.53 0.44 0.41 0.49 0.20 0.37 0.46
D0012559 0.42 0.52 0.48 0.38 0.38 0.40 0.42 0.40 0.24 0.36 0.48

PRHM D001289 031 036 050 028 041 050 020 024 020 024 052
D002318 0.33 0.40 0.33 0.28 0.32 0.28 0.37 0.34 0.11 0.38 0.43
D0067877 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.42 0.37 0.31 0.30 0.20 0.39 0.47

D008107 0 0.31 0.10 0 0.38 0.22 0.22 0.32 0.11 0.26 0.50

D002446 0.23 0.33 0.33 0.23 0.41 0 0.23 0.23 0.12 0.28 0.44

K5 AFGES T AFEIRER A, XL
Table 5 A, comparison of different data sets under different classifiers

st B ODS SMO STL SMOE ADA LSMO KSMO CSMO MFCS KGA  MFSP
D008881 0.52 0.58 0.56 0.52 0.60 0.56 0.52 0.52 0.50 0.52 0.54

D001714 0.54 0.59 0.58 0.56 0.57 0.55 0.56 0.55 0.51 0.48 0.56

D003863 0.51 0.57 0.55 0.51 0.54 0.53 0.50 0.49 0.50 0.51 0.53
D0012559 0.52 0.50 0.53 0.51 0.49 0.50 0.52 0.50 0.50 0.49 0.53

GBDT D001289 0.50 0.48 0.49 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.51 0.45 0.52
D002318 0.49 0.53 0.52 0.49 0.52 0.49 0.49 0.50 0.50 0.5 0.51
D0067877 0.52 0.54 0.51 0.54 0.54 0.52 0.52 0.52 0.50 0.47 0.56

D008107 0.50 0.52 0.52 0.50 0.52 0.49 0.49 0.50 0.50 0.44 0.56

D002446 0.50 0.54 0.54 0.50 0.55 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.49 0.54

D008881 0.54 0.53 0.54 0.50 0.55 0.56 0.50 0.55 0.51 0.54 0.57

D001714 0.50 0.57 0.56 0.50 0.55 0.63 0.49 0.58 0.50 0.49 0.53

D003863 0.50 0.55 0.54 0.50 0.59 0.51 0.52 0.55 0.51 0.51 0.51
D0012559 0.50 0.53 0.53 0.5 0.53 0.50 0.50 0.51 0.51 0.53 0.53

SVM D001289 0.50 0.50 0.49 0.50 0.48 0.52 0.50 0.51 0.51 0.43 0.52
D002318 0.50 0.53 0.53 0.50 0.52 0.50 0.50 0.52 0.52 0.49 0.54
D0067877 0.50 0.56 0.57 0.50 0.52 0.52 0.50 0.57 0.51 0.54 0.55

D008107 0.50 0.52 0.49 0.50 0.51 0.50 0.50 0.52 0.49 0.43 0.53

D002446 0.50 0.55 0.55 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.50 0.52 0.49 0.43 0.55
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AR HAmsE ODS SMO STL SMOE ADA LSMO KSMO CSMO MFCS KGA  MFSP
DO008881 0.55 0.56 0.53 0.55 0.54 0.56 0.54 0.54 0.50 0.55 0.54
DO001714 0.54 0.56 0.55 0.54 0.56 0.55 0.53 0.56 0.50 0.51 0.56
D003863 0.50 0.50 0.52 0.48 0.58 0.53 0.51 0.56 0.54 0.48 0.53
D0012559 0.52 0.55 0.54 0.49 0.48 0.50 0.51 0.52 0.50 0.49 0.54

PR DO001289 0.49 0.49 0.56 0.49 0.53 0.57 0.46 0.48 0.49 0.43 0.55
D002318 0.51 0.54 0.51 0.49 0.50 0.48 0.52 0.53 0.50 0.51 0.53
D0067877 0.51 0.49 0.49 0.51 0.54 0.53 0.52 0.51 0.49 0.51 0.54
D008107 0.47 0.51 0.51 0.48 0.53 0.49 0.50 0.53 0.50 0.46 0.54
D002446 0.49 0.52 0.52 0.50 0.56 0.48 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.47 0.54

¢ 3—5 AR, FE A B $2 FH SR ( gradient boosting decision tree, GBDT) H', MFSP .74 1Y R, $8FR1E
REFIEE L HEZ S —, HIHA 2 AN FEPRFIX R 2 . MFSP Bk 72 885 4 D008107 11 3 MM 8 bRak
Rfchf  BTEEE S D008SST R A S5 SRARRT 55 T HABTY vk . SRl RAE 2 KGA Fl MFCS SEIE7E S
Zetkfe LR RAF ABAETERS 3 P dE AR 0 B9fE L, 3R B MFSP 555 REAS 450 B 2 (Y FHPEREAS

XS24 1) E L ( support vector machine, SVM) 4324% , MFSP .67 9 D45 115 B PEAN 8 bR
R AAEEVEN AR RN 0 BYIE L, MFSP BiA7E RS 52 D008107 b 3 1 Y 25 AR X HAB SR 1k LA
P ABFE AR AR AR RIS AR 22 . Bl I RAEFE KGA A MFCS B8 ik SVM 43 25 80 i
&5 FAH L T GBDT 43028804 rde i,

XFF YR 432585 , MESP 53k TS P Fa b — DL B HER 5 —  AE 8 4E D001714 AR R IFMN 15 45
BOREAS, I H R, FabrAH LT HAWE L B 40% , DR 432588 Fr iR SE g0 25 A L T SVM B0 i, H AR
THAMSEE , SC L RRY], MFSP SLKTE 3 o288 th B9 0 R85 R0 T A 1 B R E
3.34 HERERE

SRy R W A il R s TR0 43 A 80 7 3 B AR B HEA T A S SRR A5 RNk 6 TR, Non £
NG AL PR R IR R 5 4E , Mannoy + Augmentation F/R AN ZEad MRS T, B AR B SR AR AT S [ X 43 J5
B G T A U8, MF+Augmentation &7 A 285 23 [A]1R] 40 A0 B, I 05 B 08 S 76 A0 MR o i s E A T 4 3 RN ik
U8 , Augmentation 75K 5 ORI A8 ELHEHEA T 1 A UEHRAE

6 R 3 AR TH RS

Table 6 Ablation experiments by using three datasets

LG S T R, Gn A,
Non 0.21 0.34 0.54
Mannoy+Augmentation 0.37 0.47 0.54

D008881 MF+Augmentation 0.31 0.33 0.51
Augmentation 0.26 0.45 0.54

MFSP 0.52 0.51 0.55

Non 0.05 0.18 0.51
Mannoy+Augmentation 0.21 0.39 0.53

D000067877 MF+Augmentation 0.07 0.14 0.50
Augmentation 0.12 0.32 0.53

MFSP 0.61 0.49 0.55

Non 0.02 0.07 0.50
Mannoy+Augmentation 0.04 0.16 0.49

D002446 MF+Augmentation 0.33 0.02 0.50
Augmentation 0.08 0.21 0.52

MFSP 0.67 0.46 0.54

H 2 6 R A T IR 4R B0 4 , Mannoy + Augmentation . MF+Augmentation £l Augmentation 5321 i
AT, BE 9515 B B £ ) IE £ A, Mannoy + Augmentation FlI MF + Augmentation 43 28 %4 5 % 4 T
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Fig.10 Performance on three classifiers at different hidden factors
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Fig.11 Performance on three classifiers at different leaf node sizes
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