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Research progress of Mahalanobis-Taguchi system
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Abstract: As a pattern recognition method generated in the quality engineering field, the Mahalanobis-Taguchi system
(MTS) can carry out outlier recognition and feature selection in an imbalanced data environment without any assumption
of data distribution. It has the advantages such as small samples, simple principle and easy operation. In order to
better promote the theoretical and applied research of the MTS, this paper first introduces the basic principles of outlier
recognition and feature selection of the MTS, and then reviews the research progress in terms of Mahalanobis distance,
signal to noise ratio, Mahalanobis space, feature selection, threshold, data environment, and the application of the MTS.
Finally, this paper summarizes the research progress and proposes a detailed analysis of the future possible research
directions of the MTS.
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17 3K f#. Edgar™V 5] N X3 2% — a3k iR 7 B A 1L
(Gompertz binary particle swarm optimization, GBPSO)
Brizoxt 3 (33) FEIT KR, I 5 BPSO M BACO P Fi 5
AT H AL, 45 R 3 W GBPSO Hvk Lk BPSO HL ik Al
BACO 5Lk 5 HR, (A M U4 FH] GBPSO 534, Yadira
S0 SR ORGP 3t )k B AL 4K (sticky  binary
particle swarm optimization, SBPSO) 5 7£ X 12 #5 1
47 3R fi%, 375 BPSO F1 GBPSO Wi F 77 v AT L 4, 45
L3R WA 3k 5 10245 3 1 FSCPY A H], {5 /2& SBPSO Wit 8k
R, Yadira #E 7745 H] SBPSO 5.

AR A A AE 50 (33) WY itk b, AR AR R AR 2y
R AR B PERME KRR R A & 2 H AR
WY, 3K F 45 77 A 4K (omni-optimizer, O0) 5y2: %}
AR AT SR AR 8 T UCT s 31 4T 52451 56 30 26 1,
2% BRI AL R R 8 £ A0 ) BRI T 1%
Gt MTS. 75 5h, AR 4 55120V I 1 0 AN P i o 4 34 35,
KF g-means. F-value. [% 42505 A1 KRR (5 e L
H 2 H AR AR RY, [ 42 05 AL AL A S0 A
RURAR. 83 8 A UCTH gl S A7 e B, 45 R 3R
B AZ AR RE A Kb BEAS V- it 1) S R TR 31 ) AL, O
HIE4EBOR B2

ERHE T A & I LA A I Ak 1] L
Iquebal 5144 B T F K& £E B 18 (rough set theory, RST),
I FAFALE 55 FS RURE AR S5 4R w 2 18] FR A A5 A s
R B AR AL FER ] GA X HARAAF R PSP

GA o
]E‘Ié%)g((sFS (w) — FS pt. (34)

b w NWFEAR I, Ops (w) N FS K w L.
BT 70578 50 2% 18 1 i f 6 A0 T Ak i 3,
SRR T PSO V4. Liparas 2645 K41 % /N 1E # B
AL PR AR WAL KPP S A E S 23, fl
KAl 6 FBASZ AR, Mg an ™ H A5 s 3
h ca
RE S =5,
For: b oy b e R TE AR S TRPE B ORI e AR AR
K, no N HEFEAREL
XoF 1% 45 Y ) SR i, Liparas 2545 5% B GA £ 4t
HARASRIAIF B TSP, 3153 Bl 54 5 MTS h & T

IEHPEAR

0 R
El6 BAREMNM

Ht (naive Bayes) 3 17 E AL (support vector machine,
SVM). % JZ/EA1#% (multilayer perceptron, MP). ¥
9 (decision tree, DT) Fl B #1 A& Ak (random forest, RF)
S TTIE AT 3 M e LU L. SRR 45 AR W2 T IR AE
YIERHEnf 2. MR TERR R . U . AUC (area under
ROC curve) FHAH X UK BT 45 5 R ME RRFR AR A1 T 3
fi 7V

X LA B RFAE IR B 0TV B AR iR AT
R SCRIEAT 2, Bk W3R 2.

F2 PHEERNBERER. HHEERR T E

H bR R % Pt AR
OA [1]
[EL 454 aOFAT [37]
BA [38]
BPSO [39]
BACO [40]
FEARIR G 3 AR IER R
GBPSO [41]
SBPSO [42]
g-means. F-value. FFAERCER . fS5:EL 00 [29]
BEARBRG3, BRIEPER, FURE 00 [43]
WL CHLBESR) GA [44]
HEX GA [45]

2.6 BIRRARMRIER

4 MTS H Re B TARZE. #8381 se 8o 5
Hh o AN MTS $ds PB4 8 BN 4E L #pas
{100 X 1) 50408 B0 5. {HL 2 Bl o5 TELIBG X R K S8 2 AR 1Y
KO R R, B Tl o R T DL 2R R4S R B I 4
BAEE. N MTS B4 PR 555 40 e 1) m 4E 3 A 5L
PRI, — S0 3 B St e 4E Bl A H AT Ry
AEFEEL, 28 5 758 F MTS #H47 FRE & HF 5l 7 H 2
Wr. 4 Lv S46V R H 22 8 73 % 25 354 B (multifractal
detrended fluctuation analysis, MF-DFA) 57k M [H]
J7 50 4 vh 5 IR 2R AR, 2R J5 R MTS #4712
WWr. Hu 5471 | H 2 & 7 2 3% (multifractal spectrum)
T S T 4640 (generalized fractal dimensions) $2HYX
IRBNE 5 A PR, 28 5 ) H MTS AT RRAE IR .

Wang W8 EE 0T AR 21t B~ AR IR 3115 5 %L
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P&, 5 6 A H 4 56 B2 4 i (empirical  mode
decomposition, EMD) #1455 73 fi# Jy 35 T AN ARAEALAS
/3 & (intrinsic mode functions, IMF), #X j5 #| H & 7 1&
I3 AR BURFAE 7 2, 5 Jo A1) FH MITS 47 ik 1% F6 A0
. BRAR W SO N 1% 07 R TR Bl il A 1) o
2 W B AR 1) 500 R FH EMD X 41k 3015 5 £508 52 5L
IMF, #R J& B 4% 5 H) MTS 747 #¢ 4E 1% $%. Chen %551
) FH 42 Bl 22 30 B2 43 f# (ensemble  empirical mode
decomposition, EEMD) X & 211 5 ‘5 £ 4 $2 HU IMF, 24
J& FIFH MTS AT R IR L .

LuZEPA B Rt PR IE 5, 5 e M A
/N AL AR 4 (wavelet  packet transforms, WPT) 1
[M] )5 (autoregression, AR) 15 54 1) 2 455 ik 45 %, 28 )5 Al
F & 5 A8 27 A 52 BURRAIE 17) &, $5¢ S5 F) A MTS ik 47
REAE 7] 5 3% 38 A2 7. Zhao 261531 £ S R FH #7345 +ir
i 47 1E R 5 (Laplacian  eigenmaps, LE) % i 4k JF 2k
PE KR 2E AT R AE 52 HL, 28 5 R F MTS 3 AT R 1 ik
%. Ohkubo 25054 12t F| FH #5 58  B 43 43 #7 (sparse
principal component analysis, SPCA) % &1 4 £ 4 12E 1T
FEAESZHL, 28 5 FF MTS AT RHIEE £

I L FARER, X MTS P e 4E 5008 PR 58 AH R
FEAESE U7 ¥ LA SARGR Y SCHREAT A 40, B A4 W3 3.

®3 SHBIRIMEHERIG AR R SR

Bl 55 FHIESR T AR
AR F b 2 B3 A [54]
[SE | 2R e P R TR WL [53]
I 1) 2 e 4 EX iy PN <L Vigi [46]

ZE R L T4 [47]
LU TS MR AN AT B 43 i [48]
LIRS M [50]

B RA M) [511

IR E 5 Hde

Wbt PR S
27 NAMERER

MTS 1 g — b= A T it & R 2% Ak P A 1
S v, B AT DL I PR B AL N R LAk B2
7 7= 5k o R 1 PR, AT DU O IR A R Wi TR
PR AT R AR B, A5 77 o 0T B AR PR U B, R AR 1
NI I B 7 S 10 H . PRk, MTS #%)32 F
T RS W R R, 40 Riho 550551 )
MTS X i Jv Jit 2335 47 12 WT; Hsiao 451561 F1 F{ MTS X
1% 50 301 X (0334T 2 I, Das 251570 1) Fl MIT'S i 126 4
FLAN B4 22 53, LAAR i AVELAN 1R 85 3% I £ Shakya
IS8R FH MTS S AL el AR 3R AT e 12

AN [ [ B [52]

B 7 LA b A% G B A, MTS ik B #h  31) H
fih [ F 45145, 40 Nagao %5059 ] F MTS #F 47 A K 7
Jill; Cudney Z5 1601 ] FH MITS X7 25 25 B 05 75 B2 1047 0
#i: Mahalakshmi 25101 5] F| MTS 1] 52 $iF 25 32 58 W b5
1HE; Lee 26241 FI| FH MTS FiUI 4 745 HL 147 Ml 1) 4 s X
Kr; Su S5 162631 ] Fif MTS H5 AT #1540 Al BH 26 M R AR == 2.
JiE 12 W7; Ketkar 2504 F1 ] MTS % MBA N %% i G 4T
25 VP Hwang ZE BV R MTS M 7 —Fh £ H b5
A B ' 5 i 410121465681 11| I MTS T 55 J& P AL
T BRI R DA B Ak B X ] S ek A I

T AT EE, X6F MTS [ 2 FH 45088k % 2 1) MTS Zh g
DA S AR R SCHR AT S 25, Bk W3R 4.

4 MTS RS X RLIhRE R AR =t STk

S FH 45U, it RF MTS B AR SRR
FEmTERISH R R [55-56]
PR RHEE PR [57]
USRSl AR RAEe [58]
INAYi SR IR R [59]
WP SR FRIEE R [60]
AR e RAEE PR [61]
R SR N R [24]
BEyT 5 W SRR FRIE R [62-63]
LAV SEHAE I R [64]
PSS SRR [13]
EALE S RHE IR [9,12,14,65-68]
ZwE5R4E

MTS A o — Foft i 1) A ~F~ i i 4l (0488 3R 0 7
V2, FLA VRR ) S R R ) AR AR e SR B %007 ik
ANBURT BRI AE 7 b B2 W By W, XA
Tl 2 Ja8 P R SR A QTSR AR A T LALE A 201 R
2 YEBTIRIR . A 2 XU M 0 35 T AT 3 i 1R 12
FH A SO MTS B A SR BEAT 720, FF X MTS B
2000 4F =02 H DOR 0 STt FEREAT 1 HEE. AR
B S RE, KBS LUR 45k

1) MTS 24 i =70 A hl 4 e 3 2 73 28 4
10090 by M 2 o 4 e B A B 2 SIS AT B
TR e R BRIRHESE, DL 7.

&7 MTSELHELE
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2) WWFFL B, fRals J LA 5 0 ) - B A AT 7
(JLIEL ), Ty B F 7E Y 2 T B A2 T IR {5

W EE  Cy B () A S R IE 30792 BB A€ T 15
B P e A U, UL IR 9.

14
mEHI O R
12
10
P
ﬁ 6
4
2
o L]
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Eh
8 MTSIELHRMN AR RS HIER
P L 715
— L2 TE MDD — (A R o — 00
/" N\ st sevn msE \ o TEES «— GBPSO
HAGH A FEMD et Kb aOFAT —»
RENES < Ba
PrMD — A g BPSO ——
R L e, “—— GA
BACO ——
SCIMD — N\« D JE TR M st
» MTS
, SR
mE ST R D
}zﬂgfﬁ JRAR R BB —, ISNR —— SNR
AR —> HH/NRRE
FAik — e A SNR
B0 ISNR
Ko —, o
<«—— DEA R SNR
LI i TRPS ISNR
2 A 7V WL E 771
&9 MTSIHEILHZTHEESR

23T 3T 20 4F () % J&, MTS B AR AE BRAG T 78 71 B
FAFE AT T — 2 b JE, (B[R] I A7 70— S 2,
WER FH R RE R LB R IEAS R TREE$E, B AR
P 7 MTS Bt fe (AR KA B39 7 MTS i+
PR 2P, A2 T MTS $e i ) JR B s, 5 T
Ve DRI, 0] 76 32 v MTS P g 5 PR AR T 55 55 2 1
Z A P, e A SR B 1% FE s SRV ). B TR
FUE A, MTS [ 57 5 (U3 3 B0 2 AR FE A, X
TR 7 20T — a2 N v 43 HHis 1R B R s 22, A
A A 36 e S ] B R AR 0l S AL 2 — MBS
RIS i) .

B KR AR R R, DA IR B S H AR B R
TR, MTS B A5 1R K FAIF 70 25 18], AR B 8 5 e
PR AN 1) R — & MTS 7E 22 Y5 57 44 s 24 355 o 11
REA )L H AT, MTS FESNAS i 4 s 28 55 (1) )84
MR E s T — it (A “ RN+

I AR I 21K, B SR IR ANME £ 4, 1 BLAZEEAR K 5=
AP GOAAT s S5 A4 5 R AG) A, (55 4% 55 (1) MT'S it 3
TAESLIE A T 2 I R BRI 55, K 2 — MR KBk
(% I MTS 5 IR S HR A8 X kG 1) . i
S, TR > AR B AR 22 T U I i B ER IR,
WK H 5 MTS IR FERL A, PR MTS 1R B 7L
PROLT R ],
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