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Fast multi-label feature selection method based on global redundancy
minimization

TANG Jiefeng, ZHANG Jia* , LONG Jinyi
(College of Information Science and Technology, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, Guangdong, China)

Abstract: To solve the problem of the curse of dimensionality in multi-label learning and the problem that filter feature selection
methods were prone to fall into local optima, a fast multi-label feature selection method based on global redundancy minimization
was proposed. Candidate labels and candidate feature subsets were selected from the original label space and feature space through K-
means clustering and mutual information calculation; the local optima problem was solved by minimizing global redundancy, and the
feature weight with minimum feature redundancy was obtained to ensure outputting the best feature subset; an ensemble learning
strategy was used to enhance the stability of feature selection. The experimental results on 14 multi-label datasets showed that the
proposed method had better performance than other methods in all classification indicators.
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BB B B0 S R
Birds 645 260 19 322 323 Audio
Chemistry 6961 540 175 4686 2275 Text
Philosophy 3971 842 233 2623 1348 Text
Corel5K 5000 499 374 4500 500
Yeast 2417 103 14 1499 918
Entertainment 5 000 640 21 2000 3000 Text

Image

Biology

Reference 5 000 793 33 2000 3000 Text
Science 5000 743 40 2000 3 000 Text
Computer 5 000 681 33 2000 3000 Text
Emotions 593 72 6 391 202  Music
CALS500 502 68 174 251 251  Music
Bibtex 7395 1836 159 4880 2515 Text
Cs 9270 635 274 6115 3155 Text
Cooking 10491 577 400 6990 3501 Text
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Table 2 Comparison mean results of different algorithms on Ly
. LH
it
GRMfast MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM LRDG MFS-ADGO
Birds 0.049 5 0.0653 0.064 9 0.049 5 0.0537 0.062 5 0.0559 0.060 1 0.066 9
Chemistry 0.0121 0.0123 0.0122 0.0122 0.0122 0.0121 0.0122 0.0122 0.0121
Philosophy 0.009 0 0.009 2 0.009 4 0.009 0 0.009 2 0.009 4 0.009 5 0.009 5 0.009 5
Corel5K 0.009 4 0.009 4 0.009 4 0.009 5 0.009 5 0.009 4 0.009 4 0.009 4 0.009 5
Yeast 0.1994 0.2142 0.2202 0.2169 0.206 2 0.1993 0.203 0 0.204 0 0.203 1
Entertainment 0.058 3 0.061 2 0.064 5 0.0593 0.0619 0.064 3 0.065 6 0.063 9 0.0655
Reference 0.029 4 0.0300 0.029 6 0.028 4 0.0305 0.034 4 0.0352 0.0349 0.034 6
Science 0.0335 0.034 6 0.034 5 0.0336 0.0355 0.0357 0.0359 0.0355 0.0355
Emotions 0.218 6 0.2252 0.222 8 0.223 6 0.2252 0.257 4 0.222 8 0.2302 0.2252
Computer 0.0394 0.039 8 0.0396 0.038 4 0.040 5 0.0417 0.0427 0.0430 0.0429
CALS500 0.1394 0.141 6 0.1400 0.1417 0.1398 0.1421 0.1420 0.1418 0.1417
Bibtex 0.0135 0.0140 0.014 6 0.0137 0.014 1 0.0151 0.0149 0.0151 0.013 8
Cs 0.008 7 0.008 9 0.009 0 0.008 8 0.008 8 0.009 1 0.009 0 0.009 0 0.009 1
Cooking 0.005 2 0.0055 0.005 5 0.005 2 0.0055 0.005 5 0.005 5 0.0055 0.0055
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Table 3 Comparison mean results of different algorithms on Ly
Bk g =
GRMfast MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM LRDG MFS-ADGO
Birds 0.1247 0.1279 0.127 4 0.1289 0.1513 0.142 4 0.1375 0.1518 0.128 7
Chemistry 0.148 6 0.168 4 0.166 7 0.1650 0.170 3 0.164 2 0.1753 0.172 6 0.1720
Philosophy 0.1356 0.1513 0.153 6 0.144 1 0.1379 0.146 0 0.1526 0.154 1 0.1558
Corel5SK 0.1375 0.1427 0.1427 0.1422 0.143 7 0.144 7 0.1393 0.140 5 0.1396
Yeast 0.1756 0.199 6 0.1925 0.186 9 0.178 6 0.1738 0.176 3 0.1822 0.178 6
Entertainment 0.1222 0.1360 0.1398 0.1270 0.1314 0.1422 0.1410 0.1307 0.137 1
Reference 0.089 8 0.0949 0.092 7 0.095 2 0.093 1 0.097 4 0.104 0 0.104 1 0.1023
Science 0.1359 0.140 8 0.143 4 0.1415 0.1532 0.1517 0.1550 0.1495 0.1554
Emotions 0.1723 0.2155 0.2311 0.1811 0.169 7 0.194 7 0.178 2 0.1956 0.1929
Computer 0.090 5 0.097 8 0.0950 0.092 8 0.098 6 0.099 1 0.098 8 0.1013 0.1013
CALS500 0.188 8 0.1892 0.1890 0.1897 0.1915 0.1900 0.1917 0.190 3 0.1910
Bibtex 0.167 9 0.2522 0.276 4 0.2820 0.249 4 0.284 4 0.2835 0.278 6 0.240 8
Cs 0.140 7 0.1658 0.169 1 0.164 8 0.1411 0.1672 0.169 8 0.170 8 0.170 2
Cooking 0.169 9 0.206 1 0.2090 0.1955 0.2162 0.1890 0.213 8 0.2151 0.2107
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Table 4 Comparison mean results of different algorithms on P,
HOip Fe
GRMfast MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM LRDG MFS-ADGO
Birds 0.169 7 0.167 2 0.1690 0.180 2 0.1876 0.204 5 0.1828 0.200 3 0.1690
Chemistry 0.246 8 0.269 2 0.266 8 0.2659 0.2977 0.263 5 0.277 1 0.273 8 0.2751
Philosophy 0.2432 0.262 2 0.265 2 0.253 2 0.246 2 0.258 8 0.263 9 0.263 8 0.266 4
Corel5SK 0.316 4 0.324 4 0.3243 0.3223 0.3221 0.3240 0.318 1 0.3213 0.3194
Yeast 0.462 6 0.492 4 0.486 7 0.478 6 0.468 8 0.459 5 0.456 7 0.467 4 0.460 8
Entertainment 0.156 9 0.1710 0.1740 0.164 9 0.166 1 0.176 5 0.176 1 0.1650 0.170 7
Reference 0.104 6 0.1171 0.114 1 0.1113 0.108 2 0.1126 0.1196 0.1194 0.1180
Science 0.1717 0.1772 0.1797 0.178 8 0.1894 0.1879 0.1912 0.1856 0.192 1
Emotions 0.3177 0.3630 0.3292 0.3267 0.323 4 0.3342 0.322 6 0.3375 0.340 8
Computer 0.1327 0.140 1 0.1372 0.1351 0.1417 0.1409 0.140 6 0.1435 0.144 6
CALS500 0.754 2 0.746 4 0.744 6 0.744 8 0.747 2 0.744 9 0.747 4 0.747 8 0.747 2
Bibtex 0.2753 0.3779 0.4119 0.4252 0.383 1 0.4324 0.4272 0.4301 0.363 6
Cs 0.2599 0.294 1 0.2973 0.294 7 0.262 1 0.294 5 0.300 4 0.3013 0.298 9
Cooking 0.290 2 0.3362 0.338 2 0.3228 0.346 9 0.3137 0.344 6 0.3456 0.3391
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Table 5 Comparison mean results of different algorithms on A,
Sb A
GRMfast MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM  LRDG MFS-ADGO
Birds 0.7120 0.649 9 0.669 1 0.7102 0.678 9 0.6411 0.683 1 0.6619 0.655 6
Chemistry 0.296 7 0.2477 0.2477 0.264 8 0.249 1 0.2590 0.233 8 0.2356 0.2472
Philosophy 0.3358 0.2679 0.246 5 0.3312 0.3165 0.248 5 0.246 4 0.2375 0.2330
Corel5K 0.2259 0.2158 0.216 3 0.2170 0.187 3 0.196 7 0.224 6 0.2174 0.228 7
Yeast 0.758 8 0.716 9 0.7320 0.739 6 0.753 2 0.739 8 0.752 1 0.7393 0.747 4
Entertainment 0.5791 0.522 4 0.5111 0.556 0 0.5357 0.5138 0.504 2 0.536 0 0.5155
Reference 0.618 4 0.597 7 0.606 4 0.608 4 0.607 1 0.5797 0.567 8 0.568 8 0.5725
Science 0.476 1 0.458 2 0.454 2 0.469 3 0.401 1 0.402 1 0.3935 0.409 0 0.396 1
Emotions 0.7852 0.763 8 0.7359 0.783 5 0.7825 0.768 0 0.775 1 0.763 9 0.769 9
Computer 0.638 4 0.6159 0.6113 0.633 7 0.618 9 0.6105 0.604 3 0.603 5 0.607 6
CALS500 0.486 0 0.480 5 0.4825 0.479 5 0.477 1 0.4829 0.477 4 0.476 3 0.476 3
Bibtex 0.411 6 0.244 3 0.1959 0.2447 0.248 5 0.1927 0.180 8 0.183 1 0.260 7
Cs 0.3328 0.2556 0.2213 0.276 7 0.3356 0.2177 0.223 5 0.2197 0.2163
Cooking 02911 0.176 4 0.1470 0.236 8 0.1359 0.175 8 0.130 6 0.1311 0.1325
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Table 6 Comparison mean results of different algorithms on F1,,,

. Fl,,

BB GRMfast MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM  LRDG MFS-ADGO
Birds 0.176 7 0.1235 0.106 7 0.152 1 0.079 9 0.078 2 0.086 0 0.0612 0.089 5
Chemistry 0.0118 0.002 5 0.002 3 0.008 0 0.004 5 0.0119 0.000 0 0.003 9 0.005 2
Philosophy 0.024 6 0.006 9 0.001 9 0.0220 0.022 4 0.0124 0.003 2 0.002 1 0.002 1
Corel5K 0.298 1 0.296 7 0.296 8 0.2972 0.297 5 0.296 9 0.296 9 0.2987 0.2977
Yeast 0.368 0 0.253 6 0.275 8 0.2916 0.356 0 0.299 0 0.3452 0.3336 0.3294
Entertainment 0.1396 0.086 4 0.064 2 0.087 4 0.099 7 0.0299 0.065 4 0.079 0 0.0387
Reference 0.117 4 0.100 4 0.104 0 0.113 6 0.1125 0.0809 0.078 9 0.076 8 0.081 8
Science 0.1192 0.1057 0.097 3 0.1011 0.0105 0.003 5 0.005 1 0.014 6 0.001 6
Emotions 0.609 7 0.574 1 0.596 9 0.599 6 0.5877 0.499 0 0.5712 0.600 7 0.615 6
Computer 0.0797 0.070 9 0.054 7 0.068 8 0.043 4 0.030 8 0.033 5 0.026 8 0.056 9
CALS500 0.063 1 0.057 7 0.056 5 0.057 6 0.055 6 0.065 2 0.063 1 0.0570 0.056 9
Bibtex 0.084 3 0.0195 0.005 0 0.031 4 0.0192 0.0149 0.021 8 0.008 9 0.034 5
Cs 0.030 8 0.008 9 0.002 1 0.016 4 0.0381 0.008 8 0.005 6 0.004 5 0.004 5
Cooking 0.0419 0.009 1 0.004 4 0.023 8 0.001 7 0.0180 0.003 1 0.002 5 0.003 5

R AFFIER F1 BEXT
Table 7 Comparison mean results of different algorithms on F1,;
Fly;
GRMfast MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM  LRDG MFS-ADGO
Birds 0.5506 0.350 8 0.3883 0.545 5 0.4750 0.326 7 0.468 3 0.4103 0.413 0
Chemistry 0.0553 0.025 7 0.020 7 0.041 4 0.0190 0.0250 0 0.0110 0.025 4
Philosophy 0.1723 0.090 0 0.040 7 0.166 0 0.1456 0.046 3 0.006 6 0.0119 0.004 0
Corel5K 0.010 1 0 0 0.001 4 0.005 6 0.009 0 0.002 3 0.0156 0.003 4
Yeast 0.6455 0.569 3 0.602 3 0.607 9 0.629 4 0.5911 0.620 8 0.6215 0.609 4
Entertainment 0.2838 0.215 8 0.1217 0.250 5 0.201 4 0.1142 0.097 8 0.156 7 0.062 3
Reference 0.3930 0.336 1 0.345 8 0.376 9 0.297 6 0.2516 0.3251 0.280 6 0.3358
Science 0.1909 0.038 1 0.114 8 0.1503 0.0230 0.007 9 0.018 7 0.030 1 0.0111
Emotions 0.640 4 0.604 9 0.629 1 0.6323 0.624 5 0.5329 0.618 6 0.614 1 0.636 5
Computer 0.3374 0.3397 0.388 0 0.4158 0.378 7 0.373 8 0.380 8 0.367 4 0.3895
CALS500 0.3412 0.3106 0.3235 0.3279 0.3313 0.329 2 0.328 1 0.3118 0.327 1
Bibtex 0.2707 0.1629 0.077 6 0.191 1 0.134 5 0.0333 0.049 7 0.015 7 0.178 8
Cs 0.1722 0.067 1 0.018 9 0.105 1 0.158 3 0.0209 0.017 1 0.0307 0.0220
Cooking 0.177 5 0.083 5 0.037 6 0.154 7 0.022 4 0.0512 0.009 5 0.016 0 0.0120
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Table 8 Friedman statistics F}; and corresponding critical
values for each indicator
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Fig.1 Comparison of GRMfast against other MLFS algorithms with the Bonferroni-Dunn test( C,=2.819 6, «=0.05)
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Fig.2 Influence of the number of selected feature on the Computer dataset on each indicator
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Table 9 Running time comparison of different algorithms

BATHE]/ s

Bopde GRM MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM LRDG MFS-ADGO
Birds 0.15 37.65 0.66 1.39 0.81 1.23 0.16 0.18 0.87
Chemistry 4.10 — 602.33 33.38 303.84 62.68 53.34 65.36 508.83
Philosophy 4.59 — 697.77 83.87 215.23 83.92 15.01 30.76 164.68
Corel5SK 25.30 — — 42.18 990.45 87.69 175.21 83.32 690.52
Yeast 0.09 27.21 0.25 0.95 5.22 4.01 1.65 2.08 15.95
Entertainment 0.61 344.17 4.32 18.41 13.59 4.48 8.79 9.18 70.12
Reference 0.57 671.31 13.71 56.24 19.78 4.79 8.67 15.36 74.03
Science 3.83 765.26 15.54 46.30 5.04 4.91 4.60 9.57 86.36
Emotions 0.08 1.21 0.09 0.33 0.26 0.17 0.17 0.18 1.02
Computer 3.58 — 5.22 22.66 15.30 3.99 4.45 19.09 46.68
CALS500 0.14 17.86 3.63 0.38 5.93 1.47 0.30 0.27 0.85
Bibtex 24.84 — — — — 49.25 69.58 191.71 977.06
Cs 16.44 — — 73.19 510.17 315.84 135.84 143.34 —
Cooking 13.41 — — 104.57 — 476.52 223.53 201.67 —

K H Friedman £ 55 3547 0 2 WK, RO B
AR BT BOR A AR R, 3R 9 SRAFi8 47 A [h]
Friedman 4t i1 & F, = 27.099 7>F (13, 104) =
1.815 4, L B EMEK Y «=0.05 $E4a (%%, H T

FrE BB T8RN A, #47 Bonferroni-Dunn Ji&
LER I — 2 X 4 B IB TR 22 5 R 4
wmE 3 prs,
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MFS-ADGO
MIFS

FIMF

MICO

L GRMfast
MC-GM
MCLS
LRDG

E 3 GRM #3k5HA MLFS %75 Bonferroni-Dunn #8345 5% (C, =2.8196, a=0.05)
Fig.3 Comparison of GRMfast against other MLFS algorithms with the Bonferroni-Dunn test( C,=2.819 6, «=0.05)
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Table 10 Running timecomparison of different MLES algorithms on the Delicious and Mediamill datasets
Kol BTl s
GRMfast MDMR FIMF MICO MIFS MCLS MC-GM LRDG MFS-ADGO
Delicious 102.60 — — 210.60 — — 238.78 973.56 —
Mediamill 225.72 — — 634.14 550.29 — — — —
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Fig.4 Parameter analysis of GRMfast on all datasets

I 11 TR0, 22 5080 4 A i i b 48 4 v s B
p B BRZ 48 T2 2 PR, 7 — 2L 84 45 b
Corel5K Reference | Science [ g BUE &, i 3R
PR bAE ) MR s TE AR B 5 g BB R 0.1,
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Table 11 Best parameters setting for selecting labels A AP 2R ERE . B (NI , GRMfast A L i
and features for different datasets MR EETR 25 52 FER AF 42 TP e B — 52 L9 I pR 28 Fn
Ko gk P q L p g A DA T Bl 20 TG AbR 28 R A 22 [ 3
Birds 0.25 0.10 || Science 1.00 0.25 3.5.2 R NEIRVECE ST E R RE R I
Chemistry 0.85 0.10 || Emotions 0.55 1.00 GRMfast 3% FHAE 2% 3 DI RME i e b 25 7] fig
Philosophy 0.85 0.10 || Computer 1.00 0.25 SR A 2 AN IR B AR AL 23 ) BT A Sk IR e R [
Corel5SK 1.00 0.55 || CAL500 0.55 0.55 H A E%ﬁi*ﬁﬂﬁ% E Xﬁﬁ/ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ i) ’ fiﬁﬁ
Yeast 0.55 0.10 Bibtex 1.00 0.25 Chemistry\Yeast\Philosophy ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?;’;%,%%
Entertainment  0.85 0.10 || Cs | 0.70 0.10 m#E 12 i ﬁﬂ*ﬂ?1¢%§ﬂ?l§?§‘ﬁ?f£ﬂﬁ@%ﬁk%[
Reference 0.70 0.25 || Cooking 1.00 0.10 WA B (.
12 AL RAERIECRETE GRMfast b IWE5R L
Table 12 Comparison results on GRMfast for different numbers of ensembles
ﬁ(ﬁ% E Ly Ly P Ap FlMu Fly, Bﬁl"ﬂ/s
1 0.012 1 0.156 7 0.255 3 0.289 6 0.013 2 0.051 2 3.220
10 0.012 1 0.149 0 0.247 9 0.311 4 0.010 6 0.053 2 3.940
30 0.012 2 0.164 5 0.267 5 0.257 7 0.001 6 0.008 2 4.010
Chemistry 50 0.012 2 0.149 9 0.246 4 0.294 2 0.013 5 0.040 3 4.080
70 0.012 1 0.148 6 0.246 8 0.296 7 0.011 8 0.055 3 4.100
90 0.012 2 0.153 1 0.253 2 0.289 6 0.008 2 0.039 6 5.720
1 0.201 5 0.179 4 0.469 4 0.747 5 0.337 4 0.628 9 0.072
10 0.201 4 0.184 0 0.473 6 0.744 0 0.337 0 0.630 8 0.074
30 0.203 2 0.183 3 0.468 5 0.744 6 0.336 5 0.631 2 0.075
Yeast 50 0.203 3 0.176 7 0.464 1 0.752 1 0.3317 0.625 8 0.078
70 0.199 4 0.175 6 0.462 6 0.758 8 0.368 0 0.645 5 0.088
90 0.200 9 0.179 3 0.465 3 0.748 2 0.3310 0.615 4 0.110
1 0.009 1 0.137 3 0.244 8 0.318 2 0.0250 0.164 6 3.950
10 0.009 0 0.136 8 0.243 3 0.3399 0.024 7 0.188 7 4.250
30 0.009 2 0.1357 0.242 3 0.324 4 0.021 5 0.153 2 4.340
Philosophy 50 0.009 1 0.135 9 0.243 2 0.334 7 0.027 4 0.201 6 4.380
70 0.009 0 0.135 6 0.243 2 0.335 8 0.024 6 0.172 3 4.590
90 0.009 1 0.145 7 0.255 1 0.287 0 0.016 3 0.148 4 4.700
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