2 ~ s
#31% %10 W # % 5 & R 2016 4E 10 A
Vol. 31 No. 10 Control and  Decision Oct. 2016

XE4RS: 1001-0920 (2016) 10-1791-07 DOI: 10.13195/j.kzyjc.2015.1306

T =) B 4 A H I FEME LR X FrmE )3

WA, LR E R, WAL
(1. VLR R 2E B Bk 2a e, 1195 o8 214122, 2. WHEASE BNV AR 2058 283815 B22F, 1RIX 430079)

B EOUEUA AR RN 5 T A R i AR L [ VS AR PR Je A2 2B il R, T T o e KA AN 5 A XU
/MG SE I, GBI ) SVR H bR2 ST HEN bt In S5 08 26 1F 20 3, 418 S5 B S 1) B Bl AL (EM-SVR). FITié 75
AR M AR, RN 487K 7 EM-LS (¥ RAFVERE. SCOR s RAGIE 1 P 5 ik A 24k

KR SCRFIFERIANL IRz SEEMELR SRR/ ME

HESHES: TPI81 SCEKARASRD: A

Equal mean based support vector regression for attribute effect control
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Abstract: In view of the problem that the existing attribute effect control method can not effectively control the attribute
effect in the nonlinear regression model, an equal mean-support vector regression(EM-SVR) based on the principles of the
margin maximization and the structural risk minimization is proposed by using the constraint condition of equal mean, which
has the good generalization ability and the characteristic of nonlinear regression. At the same time, the good performance

of equal mean-least square(EM-LS) is also inherited. Finally, the experiment results show the effectiveness of the proposed

method.

Keywords: support vector regression; attribute effect control; equal mean; structural risk minimization

0 51 F

HHs 3290 b, O AT S R ORI R R AR
1M, BT R K620« W 0% B3R 22 L A R 50
SRR P T BSR4 SR TR, AR I A £ L2
i L) K2 a2, XAER KRR Bgm T B
o BR B P AR TN A0 X A (i A 5 i A
L] 7]}, Pedreschi S HY 1 By B ML E 22, Calders
SRR T BN AR RIS, A AN . R
B 9T 3 BT BT B B L 5 RS A e R 1)
P 22458, AR BB 5 SCHR (1, 3-71; J5 & R 9T &
BT X U 1 1 B e A ) e 22 4 . S S
e, AR LA A T IEAS S PERRAE, T LA
AR L, JEE R AR B RTE, AR LRI A A SO (2,
8-12]. A SCHE) ™ VIR A B2 A, T RHRURR 1 51 kS
A B R 4R, AR AE 3 b AR 2R 4 [m] 9 Ay vk
ITHE L.

i HER: 2015-10-24; 1&EIHEA: 2016-02-29.
HEMH:
415 H (BK20130155, BK20151299).

VTR, JE PR RN 5] T A F2 i U R 7N
Tz SR, B, @k A T O B % T
S 3 B B AT A BRI, T LA RS T 2w R
NI o 2R SR, 6 e B0 4R 1O P2 3R,
i T 048 o 77 7E 22, 40 k-means. SVM #1 CART 2%
28 2 5] BEAME A R HUIS B AR R, i 2= Rl
e 1 KON (B i 22). TE A A, AT R Z 7RI
S5y 2% H0 6 BHE R AT AL BE R RS R BUB R, M
T35 B bR A 2 (R R OC R 11 B 1. 1% 27575 =
FRAPETE T, RO S dE 34T 6 B AL 2L, WA &5 &8
PE RN ) 8% A 1 4 8 2 S SRR AT S R 1 1
HBESTLSCHER (8148 H, T2 N AH G J& M 11 [a] 2 52
S 18] L o DR s 54 Hh 1A S R P R A RE ELE
T ERJE VRS 5 — J7 T, BRI JE P2 E R4y
BMERE R, XA T G5 2 214, K,
M2 T8 5 B0 L 127 21 248 R At Uk THT ) Je8 1 w7

H R AR AR A I0H (61272210,61572236); VL7534 A tHH4FE 4101 H(BK20140001); L7744 H AR

fEZ B XEI1982—), T3, YR, A4, g N DR e SR UUNRIFT L, EER1964—), T, 2%, @44 S,

AR AR BHR T2 L BRI 42 P 4 S5 T



1792

* R % 31 %

21 1 4 28R [B] ) 7] @, Calders 5813 i [ DL - AR
R PR N B AR B, A5 FH U B i R A 2 > HE IR A A AR
R, Tide 7 3 FAS N ) DUy 73 28 25 2 T 1%
Kamishima S50 13 F TAF SRR A 0 RS ) 1E
WA 73 K25, 27 R8I ) 4 2 22 S) R AL R 5] N OE
DU A T3 SK it ) 20 TR 43 R 2%, A 2 S T BUR & Pk, IF
B — 25 Ad % 7 iR T logistic [8] 5 7] #; Kamiran
SEUOMR 1 LTSRN 4 S8, R B AR AR
FERS, ZTTEAMBE IR T kT HARKE B3 &, 170 H.
W2 8T T HURE 1 B G 28 X 8Ty VR Hh
f R T e 25K A ) (1) 43 2K [l L GE 1 E ), H
BIAE 1% 77 TH I 7R IG5 /b L, Calders 25214 H
1) S5 I 24 R B /I 36 (EM-LS) 77 15 A2 5 @ 1 0
SR A S B AT P A RARER. e B T
R 72 B /MU SR TN, 308 350 e /N~ 7 i 22 1 U o <5 4%
{25 Z0 R, SEBL T Gk [m] ) o Ja PR 280 RE 42 . SR T,
BT B R A T 256 XU fe /M S, R 1 e 2 4k
PEAISE . FEILSEAE TG, AR A A A 2
b2 5 B AN, JE B VAT (i 508 B Ak mT WL, 0 e T
IF) 3% 2 5 28 B R AT AR B2 [ )3 @ AR 0 2 2 R 9T
H—AEH.

Ty 7 I, FE T SRR IR &[] A ) B I JE LR 1
(B3 2% SRS B 7 T vz A e 3150 2 s vk im st
W SRR 2 18] o 0 s S B e 4~ () o, AT S 3
A HAE 2 VAT O3, I35 T 1) B e R Ab 2 >0 HE T SR
TARL MR B2 2 H R, SRR R ST R
BV 7 R 1 RISt A 2 4[] VA 27 2] 4 e 1
UM, DRI AS e LR F R A R A i 54 1) TR )3 2 ) )
.

DA A HH R L, AR SCHE PR I T ) BEURK T8 1 51 A 1
A i AR 0 A 2 [B] U A A% 1) . 3 5 [A) SVR H b
2 I eh O I A5 P S A 2O R, B H — FloR A Y [l
V% SI AR EM-SVR, DA tR I ZRE0HE Hh i) Ja 1 2508
] /. T 42 5 v AME R AR UE B EM-LS 43 AT (%L
P 1) REFPERE, [R] SO&E & T8 Fh 2 A i JE 42 11 Sl
£, ATz ALBE T RS M A A #2614 (5113
AR . SIS A5 IRIGIE BT H H 7 VA I A R
1 EM-LS &k

EM-LS J5 ¥ /& £ % A7 i 204 1) 26 1 [m] U3 i) 7.
BEMAED = {(zi,y:) L, € R, y; € R. [
x, BTN B, b5 &y, AR DA H AR A,
FHHPRE I EERAEA f(z) = wTz +b. N TE
TR, B EERAI R w P E 1D ITCE w, 79 = 1
NI R @y 5 1o, s T3R8 M
xs, 18 D 73 AN A 2. A SCRH AEJE M, JEREA AR
D 43 1 Dy A Dy PREH, Fir A 45 R A Re e 2 2 A4,
Ny F1 Ny 73 53 378 Dy Al Dy B REAAS K. B,

SN, 38 D 3 BB HEREA Dy R EFEAR D,
1.1 EM-LS EX[EREHE

EM-LS MY 7% i i i@ 15 284 1) H b B S5 M ME 2
[ F) i3 22 7 5 R /DS, T B 2% RS T B U8 M e B
RI53 KIPRHFEASE Dy F1 Dy 1) B AR~ B RZ AR5
FEARRT B AR

min Risk(f);
Y wla Y s
(xi,y:) €D (xi,yi)€ED2
.t = 1
s N, Ny (1

Forb: H bRk 2 Risk(f) BB MFEARSE D A5 A
K SRR LR, R, EM-LS A5 b2 a4
BMEL R I /N T ik
1.2 EM-LS 5 RES

TR (1) EAE, Calders 22145 1 T EM-LS 77
I B AR R EOE A R

Z (waBi - yi)2§

min

(x4,y:)€D

ST S

(xi,y:)ED1 (x4,y:)ED2
.t = 2
S N N, 2

7E X
doom > @
_ (ziwi)eDy _ (@iyi)eDs
- Ny Ny ’

W g —AFEALE Dy 11 Dy P H IR 2 22, BISEEfE 2%
R UFRIR N whq = 0.

LM B H STk, IR I RUR] DL IR N 2
WHIHL S W H e %

L(w,\) = Z (whe; — yi)2 +22whq, ()
(ziy:)€D
Forpr X 2 hak I H 37
*t L(w, \) sRFT R w; 1S5, RN 0,
B
8L{§Z)’; A _ Z 2(whw; — yi)zij + 2Ag; = 0,
(ziy:)€D
“)
A fiA
w=(XTX)"'XTy - NXTX) q. 6)
WE, Hwbq = 0, I fi#EfS
g"(XTX) ' XTy
= Y ——— (©6)
q"(X'X) q
K (6) N (5), 17
w =
T(xXTx) 'xT
(XTX>71XTy _q q(T(XT;()—lq Yy (XTX)flq'
(N



%510 4 X R % @ e

ORI H) 9 F AL R L H R E @ AL 1793

Hor X N (w4 vwa HFE, g N d x 1IBF &, ¢; N q
&, F EAR T RoRECE, bbr «“—17 R
KIg
2 EM-SVR #ik
2.1 %‘»HEE#
TEMALED = {(ml,yl)} LT € RY y, € R.
EM- SVRN‘Z R ARV R f(2) = who(x),
fii 2 SREARLE AR AR B 1) e- ANBURAR 2K R 3
e o {0, v-sEl<s
ly — f(x)| — e, otherwise
s/, dE I G\ L2 96 3R A% T IR 45 44 XU I, T DA
Fi&an N EM-SVM Hﬁ KA 9]
%n§\|w||2 + CZ (& +€7).
=1
stwlp(m) -y <e+&,i=1,2,---,N;
yi—wip(x;) <e+ &, i=1,2,---,N;

whq =0. (8)
/\I:P
> @) > pl@)
(zi,yi)ED1 B (xi,y:)€D2
- N, Ny
#& Dy Fl Dy fERZ (A ) M R 2 2. B, whq =

0 RN AFEIMELIA KA, Hh &, & > 0 BBhH 2.
EIE1 W N HEAMAL ) B E EM-SVR R UG 11k
1) FEBE P A1 [ R

1 - 1

max - -& K& — & sty

&ER2N 2 el—y

4. >0,i=1,2,-- ,2N. )

He
& = [aTa*T]T,
o = [061,062,"' 7aN]T7
a’ = [O‘I’O‘Sa T ’O‘}FV]T;
y="[y1,y2, yn]";
K— =
K K 71 —(Ki - K
(K, — K3) + 5C (K, 2)1 7
—(K; - K K K —1T
(K1 2) (Ki—Ka)+ 50
Ky = [kijlnxn, kij = o(®:) T o(x;),
1 . .
Ky = ——[kijlnxn, kij = o(x:) (),
q-q
Ny
> (@) o) Z@ ) ()

(=1

(i) = < N, N, )
(10

UEB SN ALHLRS B H 3 o) Fy, 3
(8) M T B H R £k

L(w, £, 0l ) =
1 N

2 2 *2
5”“’” +C;(§i +&0)+

Z ai(who(@;) —yi —e— &)+

Za

MR KKT A, L(w, €9, o), v) BAFREE

—w @ml)—a—@)—i—waq. (11)

OL/0w =0, (12)
OL/0el” =0, (13)
OL/0vy = 0. (14)

A, Hﬂﬁ(lz)~(14)T%~

w = Z (f — ai)p(@:) — 4. (15)
e =M/ 20), (16)
N
Z a _az Tq
==t . (17)
q q

K2 (15 ~AD AN (D), fEthjE s

Ao 1
522[(0@—0@)(0@ al) T X

ZV—l ) N2

d_vl@) e@) Y (@) el@)
(_ M TN ) X
N, Na

N
> () —ai)y. (18)

i A (10), 208) AT LA A6 S TR 5
9), R 1 por. O

T2 WEHHBO)BEMRa = [a1,a,---,
QN, Qe a}‘v]T.

WEBA O 1] (9) A2 R IS [A] R2N B e A
8, e H bR R B R bR B, T e AT IR AR S A

4, Frbl—E Ak, O



1794 = Ll

5

* R % 31 %

R 1 T )4 5, 15 380 S5 35 (0 S 93 1) o [ )
EM-SVR 4.

Bl SWESCE R ERIAHE EM-SVR.

W A iwmEHEE D,

W B HERTA = [0, a0,

.. ,a’jV]T.

Step 1: BEANH W EHEEE D;

Step 2: e HUE M A% R BB A% B8, DL BOE kG
e > 0METIZHC > 0;

Step 3: M4 (10) THERZAERE K;

Step4: 3RAEZ (9) Frm i — CHKRI (QP) 1] 7, fi#
Rhis B H T &

2.2 EM-SVR Ex#Exi1ie

1) B8] 52 24 FE 43 By . 5532 EM-SVR I ] 52 2% 75
FEALEP  : —J7 I AE  EAAE ME K RS T
FHTAE B SBT3 — 5 TR R K (9) #E4T QP I
eI TE] tg. MIXT T ts, tay FEASTT DLZRS. Kl F
TR ta 7. AR (9), X HBEAT QP 15 I [H)
AliE O((2N)3).

2) 1% bR B AR S S HUE R, ABUBRHUR S H e\
NS O MRS B IAIE X EM-SVR
SRV A o) B AR B (RRE R BB D S A e MR
YER. KERISCHRZE W, CV. LOO Fl1 PSO A& 4 it
1S BT 3%, A T L A iR ), AR SR
CV J7 Xt e F1 C W S HO AT AL IR 35 0T 1% ek 4
(R HE I, A SCR A T SCHR [16] F 773, % 1 & i
SR B BNTHEAL TR 5.

N
B=(1/N*) > |z — x>

i,j=1
Ho: N FEANY, @ flxy NFEA .
3 L B

T VP A ST AT S 1 R, TE S AR
T T ORESLIR IR, HIR BRI NEFIMEA R K
% SVR TE A (i B4 45 b 32E AT 1Bl VA R A8 1) 52l A8
J& L4 L) SVR 773 A 2 I8, PEAl EM-SVR J7 V4 1
[ =14
3.1 IWHEMBURE

1A 7 Ls R TA Bk & R ESHL
Horp: e RABUBIRSHL, C 2 IETISHL

=1 TWASMEZEREESH

*
, N, Oy

HE Jit PR BRI R SR T 12 FHESH
EM-LS FT R (7) AT 7
EM-SVR ESEMORY o) e,C
e-SVR HET L2-SVR H b5 s HOK fi# QP e,C

JE I LT RS SCIIE [0 T 1 4 A R R {276,
275 ... 22} 1 {1071,1072,- - | 106} R3RHL < 1 C 1)
BARAE. EM-SVR 1 L2-SVR 4351 3% FH

k(z,y) = exp{~|lz — yl*/5},

N
B=(1/N*) > [Ja; — |

ij=1
9% BR B A% B, HAt R 51 2803 2% R 28 X ik 3k
(EI=LVRI- ]

ARSI SR FH W 3 B4R b 0 A 5] 55035 B 45 (R
45 AT LA

1) RMSE (Root Mean Square Error) g #5!7!

1 1 & N "
maxy; N;(f(mz)_yz) . (19)
Forp: i NS i NMFEARTNESHE, N AT A FEARANEL.

2) MD (Mean Difference) 852!

oo f@) ) f=)

(z4,y:)€D1 _ (@iyi)eDs (20)
Ny Na
Horph: D AREARLE, 4 —HBURE N ¢, B BUE H
X AW T4 Dy A1 Dy; Ny 1 N, B Ibs| D1 1 Dy
HFREARII AN WX FERSE T 0, WERRANELE R 1
A
3) AUC (Area Under the ROC Curve) f8 52!

> > I(f(@) > flay)

_ (@iwi)€D1 (x5,y;)€D2

AUC , (2D
Ny X Ny
Ho 1) 2 fabr 3, A eSS EOVER, BE 1, &
W75 0. AUC HIZZ G 4 (0,10, 2528 0.5 I, RoxbE
BLITE, BRASAEAE J 14 2
R2HIH T SEU AT AS FH 1) Al O 4R e 3 B
HSHL

RMSE =

MD =

R2 3MBIERNEERHE
Communities and Crime Wine Quality Census Income
N 1994 6497 19952
M 99 11 14
y Crime Rate Rating Wage
T Race Type Sex
N1, No 970, 1024 4898, 1599 10358, 9594
MD 0.22 0.94 6.3
AUC 0.79 0.76 0.85

SEIG b, BT SRR T 64 £ /) Matlab JT % Sk
L. 5256 FR 55 A Intel Core i7 3.40 GHz CPU, 8 GRAM,
Windows 7 X64, Matlab 2010a.
32 KGR

SE 3 3 F Communities and  Crime!'®'. Wine
Quality!"' 1 Census Income (1 B} Adult data set)!'81%§
PE B AL P R R AT VAL, 1X Se 804 5 2 B 42
R A0 2 A ) R S S 14 RURE ) 3 A BB e B e 4.



10

XA S B e A RO AE R A F AR A H @ Z )T 1795

Communities and Crime {45 £5 €1 & #& X 2 41 X
RARERISARTAEE, SH 99N EM. ZHIR L
NINAR T G (Race € {black, no-black}) J& PEA7TE
JEPERN. S b, 0T R AR AT T AL, MR T
A A JE 1, JEARHE 18 )8 1t Race £ #5440 N
PIdH, —HEIE R R R BANTE R, 55—H
s W 27 B A AR AR RE TR B 4R X ] i 8 1tk gk
IThRAEAL, 1E R 215 3] 1) 95 & ', Communities and
Crime ${45 42 8L A05 1994 AN, Joh BB A XA
e A X 2 AL F 970 F 1024 MREAR. S iZ s
EREAT AT, T DUR IZ R SRR I T H AR GUIER)
55 UK & 7 Race 2 8] (1) 3 ZUHO ¢ R AL X P
PR Z 5 0.35, T AE B AL X P30SR % 5 0.13
(MD = 0.22, AUC = 0.79). Z0H54E 1IAH A5 Bk 2
Fs.

Wine Quality 25 £ 60 1 56 £0 90 F1 1 17 2%
HIHR, &A 1A EMERAE, B bRk EUE R A T BRI
wi JOT PR VP 2%, OB Y0 B A (1,100, B B A N
KT R (Typee {white, red}) J& A7 7E J& HE RN, 5K
I, X B AR AT 0 — A T EL R 4G B s SR
PR R R PG T- 350 Z2 B0/, O T R I H T A2 SR e

0.16
- L2-SVR
-« EM-LS
= EM-SVR
—— Data -
S 0.08} e
//l
— /e—e//
ol—=— i
1 3 5
Strata
(a) &2z
0.65 ///
p— d
N ~
S o L2SVR~. __—7
= > EM-LS o~
0.55 = EM-SVR
— Data .
e "">~?—r\\“c
0.45 .
1 3 5
Strata
(b) &ZMZ N
0.22
-o- L2-SVR -
= EM-LS 7
. —+ EM-SVR // //F
n v //7/
2014} &
[~ /;f;“//
-
0.06¢— ,
1 3 5
Strata

(c) &EHRiRE
1 Communities and Crime 3B & SLIG4ER

K fw s, BEHLEEL T 70 % B A SR, 7EE]
MVE I 1. A8 20U 2098 A0 R P 2R 40 10 MD =
0.94, AUC = 0.76. FHREEMAH 5 B a0k 2 Ak,

Census Income %4 5 il HU T N\ 113 A 2504 1%
ARG AU AT M (Sexe {male, female}) J& 1
AR JR PR30 R sk, e N BT 53
£. Census Income £ #££ 7 A H T3 25, AN NG
SN @0 AN A 37T 3 E S B T RPN AP EihN
T 5 F3 364 A SO R AN T 8 i 2 JE A
SRR, I BB BT TR AR M, SRR BE L
A BGESE I H bR LB AESUS MEESE, BHETRYS
T HF 29 MD = 6.3, AUC = 0.85. 3£ 1)
FHOAS B3 2 Fos.

SE6 2% T SCHR (2] VR, SR ARV 4 o
BT (PSA) 2O Bi 47 40 )2 36F DA1 3 M4, 4
#i& 1T L2-SVR . EM-LS 1 EM-SVR =ML 4 J2
JER B — BRI AT B~ BE3aH TH
RIS AT 45 5, X s g A i BT A RS E.L f)y
FESCR [2] H 1A i 44 5V, 25 SR AE 4y 2 08 ok
TR E 4 «-M” AT FR R, N T8 -F LU, 78
B 1~ B 31 (a) F1 (b) Hid 45 T % 42 L SE ) MD

1.0
-=- L2-SVR
- EM-LS
= EM-SVR
—— Data
S ost
0 - —————
1 3 3
Strata
(@) #IETI%
0.80
-©- L2-SVR
-« EM-LS
0.65} \\ Z b -
. -
% = 7~6/
<
050 F——— %
0.35 :
1 3 3
Strata
(b) &2 HhZ i
0.95} =
m
wn
Z 080} ;
—+ EM-LS
= EM-SVR
0.65 :
1 3 3
Strata

(c) &JEH TR
2 Wine Quality #{iR&E LI R



1796 1= #1 5 S R %31 %
70 — {1 AUC fi.
o B~ B35 B2 0T 4 B R R T B
g 351 = Lasve (MD). i £& T 1 2 (AUC) A1 1 J5 R % % (RMSE).
Z R Bl 1~ B3 1 () F1 (b) BT, 632, JO SR S0 P 1
N — D TS TG ot T 20T VPG 28 2R P AR g AR T T e i) ) A o
1 Stfata 5 I 2 AR,
(a) A BT ~ B3 AR I, AL N EEFESE LR 2
0.9 HRW, ERETH R Z W B YERSL, thah, T E 1~
~ % EZMS‘sYgR B 3 (¥ (a) A1 (b) AHfE & B, EM-SVR % L2-SVR A EM-
g | NERT LS $R 4 7 58 4700 B e RO R 2T 1~ 13
< > (1) (c) K H 8 iR Z, BT KA T AEZ 1 B )34
| e A, EM-SVR I & RCR WAL T EM-LS J7 7.

05 — 335 HUB T 36 I 707 R R )
Strata RSB H R RE. 4 R A R R 7 K < -S 7 E
(b) &% JZ 2k N NG 25347 AR R, W L2-SVR-S, EM-LS-S, EM-SVR-
O o S) Al 4 J2£ 8 7 (1 L2-SVR-M, EM-LS-M, EM-SVR-

. = EMSVR M) P R 0 HEAT T L.
2 014f . W 3R R L2-SVR A 5 18 I P27 1
| / W AR T RO L S, T A A AR 5,
004k — / . EM-LS-S 1 EM-SVR-S JH bk T B NI E M 8
1 Stfata 5 PR, {2 EM-LS J2& 28 14 [ )R R, Fir A4S 21 1 [

() JIE¥ITRIRZE
3 Census Income #IEESLIGLER

A 45 BN 4 N\ =, 1 EM-SVR 1 i Il 45 35 {8 29 3
Ja, BITTRR Z AR EA5 15 B 5 L2-SVR A 1) %
g5,

x3 NEFHFEHSEHLERILR

Communities and Crime Wine Quality Census Income
MD AUC RMSE MD AUC RMSE MD AUC RMSE

Data 0.22 0.79 — 0.94 0.64 — 6.30 0.85 —

L2-SVR-S 0.22 0.82 0.13 0.92 0.89 0.84 7.68 0.92 0.17
L2-SVR-M 0.13 0.77 0.15 0.81 0.87 0.87 6.76 0.87 0.19
EM-LS-S 0.00 0.49 0.22 0.00 0.51 0.94 0.00 0.50 0.29
EM-LS-M 0.07 0.69 0.20 0.40 0.72 0.90 1.34 0.68 0.26
EM-SVR-S 0.00 0.48 0.15 0.00 0.51 0.89 0.00 0.51 0.19
EM-SVR-M 0.08 0.71 0.17 0.27 0.70 0.88 1.25 0.65 0.22

4 4 @ 2E ik (References)

Bt BURK R 1 5 A i A AT IR A KR
FER AT ) — > B R PR AR AR SCE X 1% ) 2
PERE A S2 WS 13T A9 59% EM-SVR. — J5 [, 2
THRZALH) SCHE ) B[R] AL SVR 24 STHEZE, 615 fir 4
SR H AT R B AR AR R 1 RE ;T — T, i T
EM-LS Sk AL, B SEE R Q W, 15
SE BA SR PRSI BE ). Sele h A HER & Sz L
BE VUL T A SCAR AR Rk, 2R, Akt
T 52 2% JEE ARG 50 v, ] ek IR e 1) 2 2% 2, fa L g%
Ak B KRS i ol B 1) S A RO 2 R — 2B I iE AL
HL

[1] Pedreshi D, Ruggieri S, Turini F. Discrimination-aware
data mining[C]. Proc of the 14th ACM SIGKDD Int Conf
on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining. Las Vegas:
ACM, 2008: 560-568.

[2] Calders T, Karim A, Kamiran F, et al. Controlling attribute
effect in linear regression[C]. Proc of the IEEE 13th Int
Conf on Data Mining(ICDM). Texas: IEEE, 2013: 71-80.
[3] Hajian S, Domingo-Ferrer J. A methodology for direct and
indirect discrimination prevention in data mining[J]. IEEE
Trans on Knowledge and Data Engineering, 2013, 25(7):

1445-1459.



10

X AR &

) 16) B P AU 32 4 89 F AL R L F @2 E A

1797

(4]

(]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

Ruggieri S, Pedreschi D. Data mining for discrimination
discovery[J]. ACM Trans on Knowledge Discovery from
Data, 2010, 4(2): 9.

Kamiran F, Calders T. Classifying  without
discriminating[C]. Proc of the 2nd Int Conf on Computer,
Control & Communication. Karachi: IEEE, 2009: 1-6.
Kamiran F, Calders T. Classification with no discrimination
by preferential sampling[C]. Proc of the 19th Annual
Machine Learning Conf of Belgium and The Netherlands.
Leuven: DTAIL 2010: 1-6.

Pedreschi D, Ruggieri S, Turini F. Measuring
discrimination in socially-sensitive decision records[C].
Proc of the SIAM Int Conf on Data Mining. Nevada: ASA,
2009: 581-592.

Calders T, Verwer S. Three naive Bayes approaches
for discrimination-free classification[J]. Data Mining and
Knowledge Discovery, 2010, 21(2): 277-292.

Kamishima T, Akaho S, Asoh H, et al. Fairness-aware
classifier with prejudice remover regularizer[C]. Proc of the
Machine Learning and Knowledge Discovery in Databases.
Berlin: Springer, 2012: 35-50.

Kamiran F, Calders T, Pechenizkiy M. Discrimination
aware decision tree learning[C]. Proc of the IEEE 10th Int
Conf on Data Mining(ICDM). Sydney: IEEE, 2010: 869-
874.

Kamiran F, Karim A, Zhang X. Decision theory for
discrimination-aware classification[C]. Proc of the IEEE
12th Int Conf on Data Mining(ICDM). Brussels: IEEE,
2012: 924-929.

Kamiran F, Karim A, Verwer S, et al. Classifying socially
sensitive data without discrimination: An analysis of a
crime suspect dataset[C]. Proc of the IEEE 12th Int Conf on
Data Mining Workshops(ICDMW). Brussels: IEEE, 2012:
370-377.

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(7]

(18]

(19]

[20]

MRt 2R, W . 25 T 20 33 ) B[l R A R P A A 73
D HI T 35615 9K, 2014, 29(3): 460-464.
(Chen J D, Pan F. Online support vector regression-
based nonlinear model predictive control[J]. Control and
Decision, 2014, 29(3): 460-464.)

TR, WA, T T IO AL AR L S ) [
VA $2H) 5 Y3k, 2009, 24(1): 125-128.

(Zhang J F, Hu S S. Nonlinear SVR based on unconstrained
optimization[J]. Control and Decision, 2009, 24(1): 125-
128.)

VR, A, EE, S5, KRR G N S ) R (A
JABLLY. #2441, 2013, 24(10): 2312-2326.

(Xu M, Wang S T, Gu X, et al. Support vector regression
for large domain adaptation[J]. J of Software, 2013, 24(10):
2312-2326.)

Wang Shitong, Wang Jun, Chung Fu-lai. Kernel density
estimation, kernel methods, and fast learning in large data
sets[J]. IEEE Trans on Cybernetics, 2014, 44(1): 1-20.
Deng Zhaohong, Jiang Yizhang, Choi Kup-Sze, et al.
TSK
modeling[J]. IEEE Trans on Neural Networks and Learning
Systems, 2013, 24(8): 1200-1212.

Asuncion A, Newman D. UCI machine
repository[DB/OL].  (1998-12-11)[2015-03-01].

Knowledge-leverage-based fuzzy system

learning
http://

archive.ics.uci.edu/ml1/2007.

Cortez P, Cerdeira A, Almeida F, et al. Modeling

wine preferences by data mining from physicochemical

properties[J]. Decision Support Systems, 2009, 47(4): 547-

553.

Rosenbaum P R, Rubin D B. Reducing bias in

observational studies using subclassification on the

propensity J of the
Association, 1984, 79(387): 516-524.

score[J]. American Statistical



