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Abstract

In order to weaken the influence of attribute conditional independence hypothesis in naive Bayes,
many improved naive Bayes methods have been proposed, and instance weighting is an important
improvement direction. However, the existing instance weight construction considers the training
sample as a whole, without considering the distribution of instances in the class. Therefore, two
kinds of class-specific weighted naive Bayes algorithms are proposed in this paper: correlation-
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based class-specific instance weighted Naive Bayes (CCSIWNB) and class-specific attribute value
frequency instance weighted Naive Bayes (CSAVFWNB). About CCSIWNB, the weight is obtained on
the basis of calculating the similarity between each instance of certain class and the mode instance
of the same class, and eliminating the average similarity between the instance and the mode in-
stances of the other class. For CSAVFWNB, the weight of each instance is the inner product of the
attribute value frequency vector and the attribute value number vector in the same class. Finally,
CCSIWNB and CSAVFWNB are simulated with naive Bayes algorithm and other case weighted naive
Bayes algorithm using standard UCI data set. The results show that the proposed algorithm is su-
perior to other algorithms in accuracy.
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FDZR DL BT B P2 0 AT s FH P — b o 2R, BEUASVE T, i ELYE A e P 1) R 8UR R
UF, HAGZW AR, JEEtaft. 0230/, S RBAAF Lo — N AR, FhE
SR D DL 7 BT R S B T RE AR S o AR SE B x 6 B EPEEN &, 8,,,a, » M SRJETER
NG a R x B AR, WIS x BRI G e B RO R SRR 285, R
c(x)=argcgncwax P(c)P(ay,a,,-aylc), FHr C A ¢ Fra v ReEMSE S . EANR I, B

m

SR PRSI, B P (20,3, [0)=[TP(a) I¢) . FMLEAF RSN

j=1

c(x):argmaxP(c)f[P(aj Ic)» (1)

ceC

AT, 25 R CE DS AR DA B, 8 TRt T R TGS, KE A
AT — R T AR SERR IR M A S PR, — R T eI 307 i

Iy AR L R T TR I AL G ) PR 7 5. L0ty B SR M 066 7, LB AR
AERIAN DU, BTN DL, P MR AR, W 28 DU, LA 2
4 SCHRILI-[6]. JRIEBURAHEA AT R IR, R R DR A6 S I LA T
SBIE SRS RO TR, BRI TBUE 1, SRR T BUE O, B DR PR HE R — R F ok 10
PEATEL, BB 2 SCHRL7] (8] [9] [20]. BTSN, T BEGMER T, AR)TIEIMES P(c) Mk
PEREE P (a, | ¢) PR R MR T TR I 50

> S(c,c)+1
P = i=1 ) 2
(C) n+k @
Zﬁ(aij,aj)d(ci,c)ﬂ
P(ajlc)="— , 3
>.8(c.c)+n,
i=1l
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Horb n UNZRSEBIRINEG kORI np AE | DNEITEERIANEL o 8% | MIESEBINR S, a
NE TGRS j AN EBEE, S(ab) RantEmsl, Ma=bi, MEMEN L, Ma=bil, REHUEN
0.

J7 1A R AT SRR A T T G, R A RQ) @) Tk, BRSO MR
TR A S I GERE) . MERBOAZ LRI NB 2035, SRIEMRIEREA I LR 2545 Fxt Je 3ol 4 (3) k171
VA, PR O S RS AT NB 2038, ATTHE i 7 R 2, BT 22 Sk [11] [12] [13] [14] [15].
SN AR U 2R 5245 (1) 43 A B B AR B 4R A SE 0 AN IR A R, 2 S v B0 H i I 2R sl 43 1)
B, ARG BIBE R @A 2R DU 2 2548, RIS 25 AN S 3 AN [R] R TSR 26 (2) 1 (3) »
FHET NB 7328, ARERGORE, BN SRR, [FI R S M AR AT ok, TR Ak
VR T BT S AR AT itk . R A 2R (2) RN (3) kit A

Zn:Wié'(Ci,C)+l
=1 ,

P(c)=12— 4)
ZW‘ +k
iw,&(aij,aj)5(ci,c)+l
P(alc) = : (5)

Horrw 228 0 N UIZRSEAI B

S INA R AE S I 4EFE BB g AT AR B, SRl 452 — PRk A Sl e, L@l E R 1
I, SERIREOREE, ACE Y 0 I, SRR . SEBINAL (G £E) & 2 T OF AT — DN AT T DT ), T E AL
Hw, A ] A TSGR . 2B R B AN [ S8 5 R S PR e A R 6 S SR ) SR AN ], A A S T S
TR 5 I SR S48 2 1) 14D 8 SR A s SIAPI B ERL, Gn Xie S5 [16]32 HH T — Fh & Tk B AT I 22 ST Ab &=
DUk, A AR AR I S0 5 U1 2R 949 22 1) Jag 1 A [ (R A B5OKE I R SE A1 1) 43 AN ] 242
(R8N, AEAN IR S A 22 A Ah 3R DU T 73 2828 R 40 SR B8 ot e 119 23 2R 3 o M 52491 43 28 Frank
E[LTIHEH T R ESINBOR 2 DU 50k, SR SR A 2 [R] 3 R AR A F 216D 28 DL S8 4 S 43l A
L S AR AR I 2RS40 5 I S48 2 TR PR K PR B T AR B, B S B I R S48 3 P BE 22
AL . F34h, 25 R3S v 25 Ja PR UE 1) 40 A 5 DUR 73 SR I RE M AN — K, 38 I 237 2% S 491 Jeg A 40 A7 1
BUBF E SCBIALEE, G Jiang [18]55 8 3 v AN S5 A S48 A B 8] R AR LA FE Bff e SE A B, JE I A B T
AN S 5 rpots S ) B T R R B T ot S SRR 2= DL 1T BV (Instance: Weighted Naive Bayes,
IWNB): Xu [19]5 i it 1 5 & 1A 45128 [r) & 5 Je8 1A A 280 m) & 1) ARV E R SE B A L, il T B T itk
{EAF IR 2= DL #r (Attribute Value Frequency-Based Instance Weighted Naive Bayes, AVFWNB). 1%
[20175 & ) AR Hi S A5 A e — FIEEA J& M 73 RIS AN — K, B AR SE I AN 24, 4 J& 1A ik
AN BISEGIRCE &S, P IWNB SR AT odt, S H 1 N J& PRI Se 5 inBOR 21 DL 20 vk
(Embedded-attribute Weighted Instance-weighted Naive Bayes, EAWIWNB).

X T R SRR, AN R TR B A JE A o A M IE AL, B AT AT BT S E N — A
BT ELE, BWAFEBRAIAERIGE . K, AR SCESRET & A A0 1 O ) LAk ok 20
Fik %, FEARISER) N 88 A 7 A 15 DU 1 SEBIRLE S T AT I SO S InA B i
Fe B TR SR (14 SRR S 451 IS R 2 DL 7 B0 R SR At B P AEL A ISR 25 DU vk, JFRIH UC
KA B AT SHIE S AT
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TR ZHAR 5 2 T T I TSR RO SE BN ALRN K DB 28 3 A4 T 2K
JE A BURN 2R U3 55 4 VR 1 Sedn e EANSEIR A Ry 58 5 1 eS0T B4 .

2. BT HRMERI SRS BN DI AT

S I A S )25 SR G R 45 A AN S A FOA R, IWINB S30925 0 8 v 554 A S48 R SE 81l o B 2
[F1) g AR AL RSE SR o SR A, 8 R AR S PR 3 A UK i e B, AR NB TS, AR50 KRG FE
AR E . SR, X757 RE R R MU o A A DR AN REAR S TR B G, B SRR
PR, INZRREAR A 45 58 BIRARRE, AN S0 43 28 (0 B B A e AR VDA G, P DAE %
JFE S AN B VEBUE A A G DU, 2L G S R AT B IS, AN S S T T SR 1 A B s
B2 OB BE R, SH e RO RS /N HAiE i, RS, BRATEE A S
FRAEZSIDTmk, RIS ZE BRI e s m . tk, TSI IWNB Sk 84, 456285000t
BB FI A AT I L, [ B ¥ o4k 255 ] 5 ) (6 At 28 ) v b D BRI U AR A I, B T — P T A S 1 (1 24k
81 5245 N AS R 2% DL -3 535 (Correlation-Based Class-Specific Instance Weighted Naive Bayes, CCSIWNB),
R EVETE R S A AN R B T RS AT SRR A T, @ W FR TU AR (S BRI JE 1
8] S A AL LRI 50 . CCSIWNB S92 SRR I ZRFE A 2 25, AR FREAREAT A2 HRZ Jiang
[18]45 tH Y JE PEEARKL. S A B e LAS B ARSI S AR AR5 103 W I SR sl e Jg 2800, JFRI A 3
B PR TV B S 5 P 2R S AR ARALL RS, Ik 25 5 AR S AE S B AR AL BE (1 P 318, B
JE R Sigmoid BRI — A3 EZ LB AL E, BT A R

1 k
Rizs(xi,yj)—— > os(x,Y) (6)
k_ltzlx\t:tj
1
W, = ) 7
olye® )

Sl x RIS | S, y, FoRE | IR, kORI s(x.y;) =D 0(a (% ).a(y)) &

=1

TR AN 5 5 RS AMARBUE, > s(x, y,) B8 i /S5 HAD S O M AR LA,

t=Int=]

TR ENZ S 5 e R P TURE, AXT)NE— A, w5 i N SEE I R AR E
CCSIWNB HiEMAFEN & 1.

-

Table 1. CCSIWNB algorithm flow
< 1. CCSIWNB E3%m72

Bk 1: CCSIWNB
BN IZRIBILE D, WKL X,
it MRS X, bR
Stepl: 4 UIIZRSEBI4E D %P2 AT RIS
Step2: THEUIZRSEHILE D 1) FTE K SLIAEL y LI 5N ZRI (1 AE AL
Step3:  FH A R (6)FI(7) 25 BEAN IR S T4
Stepd: A FHANAUE (#) D @7 A DL A A
Step5: SEIT A HUMM RS x,,, HIKFFE
Step6: filth x,, HIFEPRZE
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3. RAKBUR MBS MAAD TR DI Hi

IWNB 55270 FH 88 2 07 kv SN RS9 5 AU AR ARV B FEE A S A L, R A5 0 SIE B AL B 4R
NEER, BUE LEZAGEME X, REET B ERBFEE B, AR EEENREE, ik Xu
E[19]5 R T — AR T B M AR SN 73 2K 8%, 12757508 T AT I : 1)@ M SR A
—HeE EAE R, XEE WA DL R E SN ZRs i fIALE . 2) ARG HIRUE S F R VEAE A 1)
AN GEIE LN B EA S & 2 B, 5 IWNB fHE, AVFWNB 7250 %8 1 54N JE A 1)
AR, RIS RE KRS 8], RISl A EGE B K2 TS R A B, (ZNERA %
8 B SR 01 % SIAFIASL B 3 S5 T

R UL b A B, AR SCHR T — Rl R T A AR 1 A R S 48 N AR 2% D1 i Hip (Class-specific
Attribute Value Frequency Instance Weighted Naive Bayes, CSAVFWNB). %595 1 5B I 2R B0 #2625 59 gk
FTRI5Y, AN R RO PR £ DURCRHOBUR PR M n, | BRJEHB BRI 25
(R ARG B P AL AR 2R [+ B 5 ARG S8 A B ) B 2 TR OG5 i 9 AR S 49 B IR BB S S AR
HARUE AR T

Y 5(ay.2;)5(c,.6)

fo; =" (8)
n

G

Hor £ vay (B8 T MIZRSEGIIES | AR V) KR BOBUR PE IR, ¢, ¢ 72 HIN5 | DNSefl 558 k g
BISINPRZE, n, NH | ADSEBIF RSB  ay NE kK D IIZRSEGIIER | SR E(E .
BEEAT lxnmjj;ﬁcﬁtfﬂéﬁj/l‘}%féﬁﬁ}%ﬁﬁ/\iﬁ AR AL B TR (0 g0 50 Mo ) o

SRJE . RYESEOIRCERE T, 5 1 DMUIZRSEGIRLE g SONH IR VR 17 &5 AR 1 fE
Hra mERNRERER). AdrE A 08
W, :(fc,illfc,iZ"”'fc,im) (ncl 200 N ) i( cu n, ) (9)

j=1

W, B A BRI S, CSAVFWNB Skt i L4 2:

Table 2. CSAVFWNB algorithm flow
% 2. CSAVFWNB &£

Bk 2: CSAVFWNB

BN UIZRSIEE D, WHKSE] X,

B MRS x, SARES

Stepl: A5 ZRSLBI4E D HAhritAT o)

Step2: FIHAXE@)HHHFNEIEE a; FRKBURTEE IR |
Step3: FI A () TH 5 H A G K AR A S LR wy
Stepd: FilH 2 s (A)H(5) 55115 B AP (a; |c)

Step5: I ARSI PRI X, FISEARRE

Step6: Hirth x,, MIZFAREE
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SCIGIRET . AT LI H R AE winl0 R4, 128G(SSD) + 1T(HDD)fif#:, Intel(R) Core(TM)
i5-6300HQ CPU, W17 16G [t PC #l_Lidit R 4.2.0 fRATE iR o
AICAE UCH FE S e B T 10 AN BAG 40 BAR A I BE Se g7 5280, WL 30 X e A R IR T sk
AER Z AR, AL S AR B RE . FRATE Jeo B R AR AT AL B, SRR R R AN
PAB A N3, FIWT R B AFAESRRAR, o T B B BRARABL 1 22 48], S m R FH IR 12 S 4910 1 7 gk A7 A 2

Table 3. 10 experimental data sets

5 3. 10 MRS

A gt mErE avam pEE S EREC
Iris 150 4 3 N N
Tae 151 5 3 N N
Balance.scale 625 4 3 N N
Breast_Cancer_Coimbra 116 9 2 N N
Breast.cancer 286 9 2 Y Y
Breast.cancer.wisconsin 699 9 2 Y N
Somerville.happiness.survey 143 6 2 N N
Crx 690 15 2 Y Y
Seeds_dataset 210 7 3 N N
Reprocessed.hungarian 294 13 5 N N
Car 1728 6 4 N Y

42. ZEREHH

S 4 SRR SRR BN 4 PR 9090V ZR5E 5 109 IS, R HEAT 10 4720 XA S5
HEAT AR . 42 4 Srth T VORISR S-SR (0 BB I, 55— BN Sc B TR SR 9, 5
W LB DU S B R S R0 SR AR T 2, LRI V7 A “0” 5 5 7
HEAT p = 0.05 R H MK TFRIRAIUR tRIRHT, LU —HM SN Z I, SRR T SR 5% 5,

V707 AR ASSEE R SR F I SR TS T 5 — R, T R AR (WL

SRR T o

Table 4. Accuracy comparison of CCSIWNB with NB, IWNB, EAWIWNB
5% 4.CCSIWNB 5 NB. IWNB. EAWIWNB BI#5HE L4k

) PR B KA T4 1
Hf e 447
CCSIWNB NB IWNB EAWIWNB
Iris 9499 +4.71 93.99+4.71 94.33 +4.84 93.66 + 4.84
Tae 78.67 £ 8.05 78.67 £ 8.05 84.00+7.120 78.67£7.12
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Continued

Balance.scale
Breast_Cancer_Coimbra
Breast.cancer
Breast.cancer.wisconsin
Somerville.happiness.survey
Crx
Seeds_dataset
Reprocessed.hungarian
Average

WIT/L

93.39 £ 2.49
96.36 + 5.30
81.79+6.28
96.67 + 2.87
61.51 +16.95
89.28 £ 6.83
67.22 + 16.47
66.03 + 11.66
82.59

92.58 +3.44
96.36 + 5.30
74.29 + 4.01V
91.30 +3.97V
62.23 +17.64
80.18 +4.17V
68.18 + 14.87
62.96 = 11.09V
80.07
0/6/4

91.61 + 3.00
95.45 + 5.38
76.61 + 5.81V
92.00 + 4.92V
61.52 + 14.87
80.27 + 5.86V
70.63 +13.38
64.36 + 11.59
81.08
1/6/3

90.48 + 4.50V
95.00 + 5.93
75.67 + 8.24
96.96 + 3.30
58.38 + 17.34V
82.27 + 6.98V
67.81+12.10
65.10 + 6.39
80.4
0/6/4

Wilcoxon -5 A0 /2 —Fh i FHAESE TR0, B0 FH RS 50 Rt W £5cd 2 22 2 75k B 38E N
O FRLMA (= AR B 1) e A e 15 B AR R B38ME), H A s AR 10 B0t VR e 22 e b AT HEFY, [RIINE 2288
5, B IENZERR. %5 8457 CCSIWNB 5H Al =ML tEcgs B, Hh VIEERETH
FRERAEAN RIHOCHE B N AR5 SUIRUEAS B (A ff 55 22 (8 BLAF 5 M IE S IR . p [ERSRRSTERT
B TSRS AR OR THEAR BRI g 2 ENME, 5 “ V7 ZRREZEIEE T CSCIWNB
CSAVFWNB HiEML T BT R I S

Table 5. Comparison results of Wilcoxon signed rank test between CSCIWNB and other algorithms
# 5. CSCIWNB S5H B XA Wilcoxon FF ST LLIRLER

CCSIWNB 5 NB CCSIWNB 5 IWNB  CCSIWNB 5 EAWIWNB

B4R

\ p-value \ p-value \ p-value

Iris 25 0.3543 10 0.5862 101 0.2534

Tae 10 0.08897 2 0.002552 1325 0.1361
Balance.scale 7 0.5839 49 0.03109Y 87 0.0323V

Breast_Cancer_Coimbra 12 0.7921 20 0.8028 81 0.4773
Breast.cancer 66 0.00370Y 825 0.01051V 1415 0.0341V
Breast.cancer.wisconsin 89.5 0.00218V 65 0.004366 72 0.04853

Somerville.happiness.survey 0 1 17 0.944 725 0.836
Crx 131 0.00122Y 160 0.001265V 151 0.08936

Seeds_dataset 7 0.5271 14 0.3411 81 0.8497

Reprocessed.hungarian 6 0.1814 44 0.1016 116 0.4093

MF 4 535 ML R LG H, CCSIWNB LB ST NB, 1 HMLT IWNB Fil EAWIWNB
SESLINAL L, BARSE RS

1) CCSIWNB 7F 10 M5 T3 0 250 2l 82.59%, 23 =T NB (80.07%) LA K HoAth P Fh 52
BIINALELIZ: IWNB (81.08%), EAWIWNB (80.4%).
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2) FETECHXNUE t K556, CCSIWNB ftF NB (4 1 6 °F- 0 i)+ IWNB (3 i 6 *F- 1 1), EAWIWNB (4

J1E 6 °F- 0 17).

3) R4 Wilcoxon 55 B o045 5, AT LIS 458, /KT EEM N a=0.05 Ff, CCSIWNB i

24T NB. IWNB 1l EAWIWNB.

Table 6. Accuracy comparison of CSAVFWNB with NB, IWNB and AVFWNB
% 6. CSAVFWNB 5 NB. IWNB. AVFWNB EJ#5#3E L5

D o B 0 80 5~ 350
EVEIRE E R
CSAVFWNB NB IWNB AVFWNB
Iris 94.2 +10.19 94.82 £7.49 94.82+£9.34 94.82 £7.49
Tae 84.29 + 13.06 78.5+19.2¢ 84.2+£15.12 73.87 + 13.82
Balance.scale 93.06 £ 2.84 92.58 * 3.44 92.25 £ 3.00 925+4.16
Breast_Cancer_Coimbra 95.96 £ 5.23 93.64 £5.30 95.45 +5.38 95.00 £5.93
Breast.cancer 76.64 £ 6.88 77.62 £ 9.56 76.53 £9.33 76.47 £9.16
Breast.cancer.wisconsin 97.14 +2.39 94.30 + 4.57V 94.00 + 4.72 93.96 +2.34V
Somerville.happiness.survey 60.98 + 17.7 58.57 +17.84 56.6 + 19.43V 59.38 +17.34
Crx 84.37 £6.36 81.18 +5.67V 80.27 + 6.46V 77.07 + 7.45V
Seeds_dataset 65.5+15.9 66.45 + 14.66 70.27 £ 11.530 71.22+11.68
Reprocessed.hungarian 65.01 +7.97 65.94 +11.59 67.03 £ 10.5 65.54 + 10.01
Average 81.72 80.36 81.14 79.98
WIT/L 0/7/3 1/6/3 1/6/3

Table 7. Comparison results of Wilcoxon signed rank test between CSAVFWNB and other algorithms
% 7. CSAVFWNB SE {5 5% 9 Wilcoxon 7 S AT b 4% R

CSAVFWNB 5 NB

CSAVFWNB 5 IWNB CSAVFWNB 5 AVFWNB

HHR R AR
\Y p-value \% p-value \Y p-value
Iris 2 0.7728 0 1 2 0.7728
Tae 51 001188V 135 1 72 0.01064V
Balance.scale 11 1 35 0.04752V 73.5 0.7954
Breast_Cancer_Coimbra 6 0.1736 1 1 18 0.1198
Breast.cancer 55.5 0.8195 455 0.637 53 0.6243
Breast.cancer.wisconsin 0 1 0 0.3458 35 0.3222
Somerville.happiness.survey 245 0.03991 24 0.01058V 14 0.5271
Crx 12 0.02353 84 0.04935v 167.5 0.003837V
Seeds_dataset 27 0.6212 30 0.088 14 0.04982
Reprocessed.hungarian 29.5 0.7894 24 0.1403 50.5 0.7527
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MF 6 5% 7 eigs BT UE i, CSAVFWNB HiLB AT NB, 1fi AT IWNB fil AVFWNB
LHIE, LR RALGWT:

CSAVFWNB 7E 10 M #iE5E F I35 50 81l % 0 81.72% % % 5T NB (80.36%), IWNB (81.14%),
AVFWNB (79.92%).

FEFHCOUR t #4256, CSAVFWNB 7 NB (3 /£ 7 °F- 0 f1). IWNB (3 I 6 °F 1 f1), AVFWNB (3
Ji 6 °F 1 ).

RHE Wilcoxon FF5 RGNS R, FATATLAG LR, MK FRENN o = 005 B, FKATHEHEM
CSAVFWNB &1t T NB. IWNB 1 AVFWNB.

5. &g

N T ST SR I S 1 2 A ST PR AR A DA S SO AS T SE MRS At v, A SR Y T PR AR i S 451
BT, CCSIWNB HVEAMN G RS 7 2K, 34Xt & 1k 8] (W AR D M AE — e P2 T 5540 T J@ M 2 kST
PEfR . CSAVFWNB 592 3 Z25 [R5 J M (B A2 2 (A7 AE — e B R, [T SR g VA A% 5
FUFIBYEAE N B ISR R IEARDG . ARYE IG5 R, AR SCHRE (1 P b S MR S A B £E 10 A
UCI #ia 4 BT NB. IWNB. EAWIWNB UL AVFWNB 51k, FA135E H B RR S5 5 28 A & M EL
ER A AEN, HEA BB &AL SN R, NS5 RIERKE, RRYLERE=
HHHTHRE, BURNZEELF. Kk, sEs =& 5 EiE S pIE, EE8EHH—PmR.

E&UH

2K H AR 5 42(11661003);  VLPH4 H AR 34:(20192BAB201006) .
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