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Ensemble feature selection algorithm based on Markov
blanket and mutual information

YAO Xu, WANG Xiao-dan, ZHANG Yu-xi, QUAN Wen
(Missile Institute , Air Force Engineering University, Sanyuan 713800, China)

Abstract: To resolve the poor performance of classifiers owing to the irrelevant and redundancy features, a
feature selection algorithm based on approximate Markov blanket and dynamic mutual information is proposed,
then it is introduced to an ensemble feature selection algorithm. In the ensemble algorithm, a base classifier is
trained based on Bagging and the proposed feature selection algorithm, and the base classifier diversity is intro-
duced to selective ensemble. Finally, the weighted voting method is utilized to fuse the base classifiers’ recogni-
tion results. To attest the validity, experiments on data sets with support vector machine (SVM) as the classifi-

er are carried out. The results have been compared with single-SVM, Bagging-SVM and AB-SVM. Experimen-

tal results suggest that the proposed algorithm can get higher classification accuracy.
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PERE . el A 20 Az R V7 SR R % SR O VR T A D
), SCHRE2 T rb i B AL R 1 1 25 18] 5 v Bt 1 28 07 i
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1 Markov blanket %8 3£ %012

1996 4, k[ 6 | Markov blanket 5| A 21| 43 fiF 1% 3
rh L 75 N R R A 09 5 AR b DLARAE P2 A AR 7R Markov blan-
ket HFR#E, T 145 4 Markov blanket [ — S8 JEAAHE 24, &
F Markov blanket § 8 2 J1iH ] 2 WL SCHk[ 7],

EX 1 4% —AFIE f REFHIE 78 M, CF(f, &
M), Bk M, & f. 8 Markov blanket, X4 HAU S 7E 25 & M, i1
FMUT fi ME—M,—{ f} SR MSn i, B PCF—M, —{ f;} |
fisM)Y=P(F—M,—{f,} M),

HIL 1 WCSRAEETAE M, 2 f, B Markov blanket, JIf
KTELGE M, AT f 52850 C WRpsr iy, B P(C|
fi »M)=P(C|M,),

i id Markov blanket 75 v , 7] DL A &% Hh 25 5% 2 ¢ FH JT
AEAE R A 5 2k 45 8] P 3k Markov blanket 5%t T A #Y)
AR M #ET R GTEE R ERES, R E R E R
O (d JFfE M 40 . KL, o7 LUF) R L Markoy
blanket R fHe it a8, H R(f; O RRFHAE £ 5285 C
BIRRDCHE s RCfos /) RARRAE £, 5 f; Z 18] 0 A1 OC 44
R(f;Cl fOFRGERE £ M EMTRIE £, 520 C
B AH Sk

EX 2 BHRHAE £ RS, C AL R — Rl & fE
WLR(fi;O)>ROfF5:0 .8 fi & f, B — 4 3E £l Markov
blanket, 24 HAY 24 R(f,;C| f)O>R(f;;0),

TE Markov blanket 2 H7 , 24 2 B 52 48 7T 4 B¢ AF J5 76 FF
B B 4 A B B4 R AR AT 8K 2 TU A B AR X T 3 Bl Markov
blanket MR — 7 57 . (2 58 AH SRR AS 77 76 3T {)l Markov
blanket, 5]t 7 A ] B B i AE SC R AR A0 AN S a3 N B . e LA )
HIE ALl Markov blanket [A] 4 0] DL f 8] — N 74 .

2 HE TFiE{l Markov blanket flZh S EHEE R

B & B IE R FE X
2.1 HEHEXEES

5 0 0 EL A SR R R B T 3k R Y 4R AE AR
KL AEN] . X R e g DA Ak B TR 2R R AR R] B AS 1
ERREE I HARA A B R W SE R X R, FEW
FECZWESI AR R E R B, W SCEk[8 T3 H T
F T B B0 R AR 5 B AR vk I K L R T e R 12 T AR
S AR TR R RO s SCERL9 T B AR B ok B A P A AR i
Z ) ge it AR M TR AT 25 A5 1R 5 SRR 10 14 1E #L 4k
HAR B ASALEIRAR S A 48 T — PR A 2 R AE 2 B
FIL A . AR SCTERHAE 09 AR S PE RN T AV 43 b R T BLAR
BAEN B ARAE . Y AR & 58 4 J0 5 5B AH A0 57 1)L B AT
WEHAEE R O, BWEMNH Z M AFEEMRNEL: BEE
EBR R T S AR R (5 Bk 2. Wk, ik 5 A5
BICOMR L RRIN CXFRAE £ AR, 7]
D I ELAR BRT DLAR G (4 J32 a2 R A0E R0 2000 0 4 DG

[E R, T AR 8 B A5 5 ok B o T A RE IE 22 I 19 AR B G

IR . (R, UMK 0 5 4R 1F B & U R WA — 2 1K
ME ) 0 22 TS R AR I A 58 4 AR OC B, AR S W I — A~
FRAE R TUA Y, 1 HLAR 7T B8 22 % 4 3 4R AiF i S d(d— 1) /2
(d S FAE B 4EH0 A~ R AE 8] /Y A8 TG HE BE , 3X AE 1 4E B0
EPRORERARAY . PG, B8 AR AR B A9 B A Bk A
Wi TUARFFAE SR AT AT, A1 Markov blanket %7€ SCH] LA
i . Markov blanket 75 % 7] LU 200 K BROT R RRIE. RZ
SCHk LK Markov blanket i ] - f¢ fiF 2 £ b, a0 STk 11 -
147, BT Markov blanket i i 8 4E 745 2f 3+ 50, Hoit B &
LK, BB RT BLR] R {Bl Markov blanket 3 37 {61 9 # &
TOARNEAE . A SCHEAR B &M BAT BAE Bt e N, T
(fisOFRRFHE £ G0N C AT IS5 f) FoR Rk
£ 5 ZRBHEME I CL O RREGE [ EHT,
£ 520 C B SE . FIHTE L Markov blanket # & 7T
AR IR AR TCS O > ICf500 1S 5C
OIS0 .84 f 72 f; B—A~3El Markov blanket,
BUVRFAE f, R TUAY I o N B
2.2 E Tkl Markov blanket 13 75 B {5 B B #FE i ¥

Hix

TE B R AR DA ORI SR A AR AR G 2 L
AIE7E 3 AR S (9 A8 22 55 A B 0 o B o o 33K I a4
JE £ b MRS B ME T S AR R A W M 1 B S AR RS AL
AR R — D SR A O R £, 28
S C B AT 7 VAL 2 W BRI R I R A 25 [R] A O BT R S A
FE A B3t Al 52 k20 1 e A, A R R R BE B WO R A AR AR
BRI S B B AR AL 3 B (s BT . R, n SR 7
A 3 8 2o R L S BRI 1) A I8k 8 R R R A A T4 A 1 TR
AR A b Zh A Ak AH N CRT LB A b f2 e bE DG R B
M H A2 T s, SGIRCIS R i — M B T B E AR
f) 435 iF 1% #% (dynamic mutual information feature seletion,
DMIFS) 5 i 57 38 2ok R R i 3 — A4~ 5 2400 A G 1k e K
RSN IPANE R S T e e N T SR S (T =3 P
RYREAS i B A 075 A W BB RO RE AR A b Bl A Al DA £
UEAR OGP B B A HERA M . H2 xR AR — A R, B
R RRRAE 55 200 W A0 SC M L WA 5 SRR AR 22 TR B AR G
PRI BT S 5 0 R AR TP T BB AR AE TUAR . N 20 1 I A3 B b ep
13T 8l Markov blanket J& — Ff 25 B T 4% 1 JC & FR-AF 9 A
BT, HE A ST LS A BAR B IO bR o, SR A
Markov blanket 3k 2% Bk TU 4% 1 TG 5C R AiF , 42 ) — Fp 3L F 3
8l Markov blanket #3475 H. 17 B ) £ i 1% % Capproximate
Markov blanket and dynamic mutual information, AMBD-
MD R, Bk WA B B 58— B Bk 8 5 2800 6 4
KR RESE G L 35 Z B B 3 L Markov blanket % B 7T
RRE . WREARBIGE S DR C=C(crversrve,)  HE
A F=f1sforrs fo)  DIBFEAEAIE N S, Bk Bk
HBRIE

BN UGB E D=z a0y, 0y B 2, =
wxu) s RH C=C(c;versrne,)  F=(f1i€1,2,

(i 52 s



+ 1048 -

ARG TR THA

%34k

wod) S BIE pe.

BB SEPGRL, CRBEEES S=.D =,

B®|2 X FHFARIEM [ i E 10, i
IC/O =0, F KB .

|3 X F P RRRAERIR IO M ER )T HE
5, M B RS A el F

B4 BF RME—AFAE B f=arg max I(f;;
OK fIMAZIE ®EFIEEARS . B S=S+{f},F =
F'—{f},

]S WMAEE SRR S RIS NEEARES D, H
HEESE D=D—D,, WH D Nz sk & e MEEA AT H
BN T BE p B IR

HB,6 B F PR T —A4EE £, Wf f=NULL, &
Pk, BMHRATH R 7,

FB|T SMERW €S MR ICHCI OIS0,
WK F ool £ B B F =F — (£} iR B 0E 6., 75 0], 4%
FIMAZLS I F oilbg £ B S=S+{f} . F'=F —
{(f). RMIFBEES,

Wl RETES.

2.3 EHF AMBDMI Y& A 45 (E 1 %

AMBDMI F| ] B A5 B F1 5 4 B 05 B = RRAE 19 48 ¢
P o SR e AR R AR 3 A R AR o A Ak BRR
PRI 388 3 %o 11 2 4R 1) R AR 43 A 3 A7 30 30 i ™ 26 AN [R) 1 Ry
FEF 4, DT AL 385 3 T AR AR PR 3 I AR Wi 7 ¥ . Bagging f& —
P F R E L B 15 AR B F SVM &2 —F“f8 e 7 i
Gy AR N REAR YL B N U B A0 2 T Bagging 4R AL
B 7 AR M3 SVM B R R AR AR, AR X B AR Bagging-
SVM ikl it . 51 AR 648 22 5l T B 4E
B, 432 A T T IR ) 2% S R (A 25 S Ry
n; +n, — 2n;

BCD G, ohy) = 2o

(D

BCD(h) = > BCD(h, oh,) 2
N— 14

H,i,j=1,2,- . N,N B/ HBIREG B 0 on, IS iyj
AFESTHEER O M E AR A RE A B s, A i) TR
FIEFIR BRI EEA B, i 20 (D A (2) AT 5 BCDCh: k) »
BCDC(h) € [0,1], HIUE MR , B AMEBGR A2 SUSC R A

ETEREHREHENNSRNT .

W h Bagging L AENIR I KR E SR RS E
B L,

B MRS RBES.CS=T.

HIE 2 RS 452 28 I AE 4 1Y A K IEH R N
CR,(i=1,2,-,L) . 05 CR,<C0. 6, )\ RS =I5 H:XF 1% 1
FeOr AR by BB RS={hy shy s eer shyy s M=|RS[<L,

HB|3 R ML BRI ATEE 4. B0 AR @
5 RS A FAR MRk 2 7 E BCD (h) (i=1,2,
<o MDA RS T B R 2 R B/ 3R Oy 28R R

RS=RS—{h;} \M=|RS| iR L& 3,

B4 CS=RS,

Wl TR SR I RS CS,

T LB AT R ) —Fh T AMBDMI iy SVM
B JNUREAIE 2 £ 35 75 B Bagging-AMBDMI 5% %%, fiff #x B-
AMBDMI 83, By 34 B B . 12 F Bagging 757 % 1 9
bootstrap & AR = A Z I Gke AR F 8 FE B D INLGF4E L
N AMBDMI 833 it 47 R84 3 5, 45 B AH B 19 RE 1 F &5
] K B A I SR A 1 4 8052 B A I 1) AR AE 1 5[] A 3]
IR 2R 2 VI 2R 3 SVML I AL AR L 5 20 1 % 5 %)
S REAE 25 18] B8 )5 S A HE B 09 36 43 25 2%, e Ja % 3k 4 25 8
It A AT RS . BEHR IR

W UIRE DA o NI GREEAR F B N,
HAPHAR SVM WA S E L SRR L,

H$B 1 5 [ bootstrap fll 7 77 77 4 L A BBy
N BN REAR 742,

HB 2 XU 42 H AMBDMI i 17 R¢AE 1%
A BN — AR F 25 I K I Zr S B R IE 7 &
&) L.

$B®3 HEANREENINGETFENSE -1 SYM,E
AR LR LA 2 s

B4 KR A B B AR IE TS | LI A
AR ) B0 2R S AT 4 26

$B|S FHZSFEEBEN TR SVM, 15 5] 3
FERAGER CS,

W6 AT KR A L B R FESS EARHIE
(], FH CS Hrxt iz (9 . SVM X i 8 45 3 47 43 2% R A A
R G CS h & B A a0 K ai . R Bh LR
4 v CS AT 1 5 43 25 4 X B0 UE 4R 19 43 28 IE B R AT IH —
A 35 A5

Wl DR AR 0 B R AR A

3 XWERRESH

3.1 SRR
ST KPS ¥ ok B OUCT Bl DS L sk £ Hoh 8 2l B
CRRAE 2 5075 o 8~60, BEAR L B A 208 ~6 435) , R4
RWMFE 1R,
£ 1 UCIHIBERHIERHIR

Hdh 4 24 I AR i3 el
Sonar 208 — 60 2
Glass 214 — 10 7

Soybean 307 — 35 19
Ecoli 336 — 8 8

Tonosphere 351 — 34 2
Segment 2 310 — 19 7
Waveform 3 000 2 000 21 3
Satimage 4 435 2 000 36 6

g A s 1/2 AT Iat. 1/2 il FRIE, xr&d
BT RS B B o AT A B - B AL AR ORI AR Y 2/3 A
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AR ) O T2k, HAy 1/6 TR, 1/6 H T HALE.
SEER L X B EAT I — AR AL T
3.2 ZWERMOW

BRI B-AMBDMI 18 #4: 68 , 78 2 3t £ 48 48 UCI
AT SL I I 5 4 25 2% (single) & 35 44 1Y Bagging £
VL MR Bagging(AB) £ S8 vL HEAT X FE 92 06 . TEAN 11
4325 E B R R B A 5 38 SO IR, I A A RO AR T o K
BRI ST EAFAKOT-2 0. 95 14325 1E 1 R 8 (5 X ) 1F Ok B
BAER, LRIy A — TR R I E B AR T 4 b
SRR B 43 NG BE LA 5 5 R 40 BF 9 A A 5 A UG
ZIRR,

e i DL SVM R 432548, 3 H PRTool Chttp: / www.
prtools. org) T. B- 48, 5% i £ 11 2\ 4% #6 # (polynomial) Ky
SVM.q=1, S¥blasabBEAs £40 2. 82 GHz, £ 2 G,
BT Matlab7. 10(R2010a) SZ B,

3.201 BRASERTH S EMHE K

SEI R HUEE 2 B IE  #EAT 10 WRSCE BT A 45 R I
10 WS B i B (8. S o v I 7 S AL 45 TN R A
P, AR AR B 25, SR AE R 2 R,

R2 AMEENSRBEILR(EDER[/HH 25)

Single-SVM Bagging SVM  AB-SVM  B-AMBDMI

Sonar  85.404-3.85 85.4643.56 86.5243.24 87.4543.12
Glass  80.28%+3.08 80.1942.99 81.4243.05 82.5742. 86
Soybean 91.86=3.52 92,4743, 41 93.05%3.26 94,25+2.98
Ecoli  80.66-+2.34 81.024-2.56 81.98-+2.47 82.53+2.84
Tonosphere 92.3242.40 92,2442, 12 92.8441.95 93.6242.01
Segment  93.827-0. 24 94,8440, 35 94.98%1.02 95.2341.25
Waveform 83.3641.92 89.1541.77 90.3141.84 91.29+1.76
Satimage 84.28+2.32 84.8541.74 85.22+2.06 86.09+1.98
Average 86,502, 46 87.5342.31 88.2942.36 89.1342.35

# 2 R KIR Single-SVM 73 24K i §F T Bagging-
SVM G MG EE MBI 4R . AR 2 WTLUE I, A0 LL T HiAth 3
FhA % B-AMBDMI 5376 8 B 56 19 2 805 1 A
B, Hob, 48 Single-SVM {2 5 2 2. 63% , % Bagging-
SVM #5241, 6%, % AB-SVM £ 5% 0. 84% ; AB-SVM
Bk F B-AMBDMI 8 3% 1 Bagging-SVM 8.1k 2 [6] , i
Bagging-SVM % #: 75 Tonosphere I Glass 5048 £ - % Sin-
gle-SVM [ 43 ZERE BE 43 3 F W& 17 0. 08 %6 il 0. 09 %% , 78 Ho Al
6 B AR [, L HL Single-SVM 512 52 T 19 I & R K (FE
Sonar 3 HE 4 FWALEEE 2 0. 06%) , Al U, , Bagging % 7
BT SVM 4325 28 I BUR N HLAR
3.2.2 Aoy RBHEyEMEZING XA

55— AR Ay LB T KL 4 R AR B 25 I AL 3 b
RIE L B NE BE Dy T ik B 43 28 8 B0k 4 UKS B 2
T R0 0 3 i B vk AR AN [ i 28 2 BT 1 23 20
B R AT L R SR 4£ Sonar, Ecoli, Segment fll Satimage [~
PEATIE . LIS RME 1 Fis,

88.0

S REMI/%

83.0k-

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
O RBE
(a) Sonar¥3E4E b4 2005 B L
83.0
825 B -
X
M
g
H
K -0
R

05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
PRI
(b) Ecoliffisit b4y JORE I Lt

93.07%%

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
HPRBE
(c) Segment#IE4E b4 Jks LR

87.0

86.5
°\° R S — PR RPR— R —
< 86.0 e e 3
# h
£ 855) /
R 85.01/

84.51

8407570 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 %0

5 RABY
(d) Satimage %34 b 43 55 B LL B
--o—: Bagging-SVM; ——: AB-SVM; --»--: B-AMBDMI.

1 3 RN R L 43 S AR BT 143 08 JE LU

M1 E &7 4 A8 4 -, B-AMBDMI 8 3%
T A 45 3 3 R 28 T ¥ B T 4% Bagging-SVM 8. i il
AB-SVM 538 19 43 3K i Bagging-SVM 533k 78 Bk 43 38
PR > (<T5) W 4 2605 S 48 AB-SVM. B 3k 4, 1 24 3k 4%
KEBGRT — &8 B LLF  AB-SVM 55 8 149 4> 285 B B 1
# Bagging-SVM 83k 4f . MR K, AB-SVM 53k %t FR1E
25 (] ) B AL A R T 8 5 380 200 AF 2 L AT o R 3 ) 2 8%
RGN e o T B 3 40 2S8R B T, B 43 2 2% 22 (R 1 2 B ¢
AT A IR B b, DT 2 7 42 2R . Ifi Bagging-
SVM 531k 5 T4 A i UL A A Bt 4 A A 4R (9 38, BE HL
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FEXS 73 A% B2 W AN R, D B Y 2 20 26 408 1Y 22 S 1D L A
R BCR A AB-SVM., /3 #f B-AMBDMI 5.3, 1 T
JE1E Bagging J7 WA BRI 45 1 4 L P 28 17 45 AF 32 4 T 7%
B RAR IR T 4 K k. B BE1S 2 1L Bagging-SVM B ik
1 AB-SVM 5 3% #8509 22 S e S 2K A% H b T OB
AMBDMI (¥ ¢ fif 52 [ 00 32 41 fiF 26 £ 59 35 45 21 D AR AR
THEBA B0 I3 JERE 7 PRAESE S S8 8% 04 3 2K 2, B LA
AT LA S A B A A 4 P E .

TR

ARSCAEBFEIT AL Markov blanket 13l 25 5 {7 5 1Y 5 G
L AMBDMI S, o %5 1M B 65 B D R i A 5
P B o UL R SR TR AR AR bk B B AT S A AN
A3l Markov blanket [ B AERf 19 25 R TR FRIE . SR IE
A 8 A T AR A L B 1 B-AMBDMI 83— F
Bagging J7 1% H1 #) bootstrap fill ¥ 3% R 45 & AMBDMI 454k
BRI A AL A8 I AR R E R T B
PR N I fE A 4% 52 12 Wl & T 08 R 43 2 28 R I 45 2R
D5 FLACI 25 R R i T R AR R A O
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