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Abstract

As an efficient classification model, the performance of Support Vector Machine (SVM) depends
largely on the hyperparameter selection. In this paper, the hyperparameter selection problem of
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SVM is reconstructed into a bilevel optimization problem, which is combined with the forward mode
method and Gradient descent method to solve this problem, resulting in an optimized SVM model.
To tackle the challenges posed by high-dimensional data, this paper employs Principal Component
Analysis (PCA) for dimensionality reduction on the original data, thereby enhancing the performance
of the SVM model on high-dimensional, small-sample datasets. Comparing the results with three cur-
rently popular methods—grid search, Bayesian optimization, and simulated annealing—shows that
the SVM model obtained through the proposed bilevel optimization method achieves an accuracy of
98.2%, arecall of 100%, and a training time of 0.768 seconds, outperforming the other three methods.
This indicates that the model obtained through our proposed approach has better predictive effec-
tiveness.
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1. 518

X2 # kil (Bilevel Optimization, BLO) & —Fi2Jfi T Stackelberg fEZEIEE MR i, AL AE
SR AR AR O IE B R — e R K I 1) R R AE SR o TEMLES 2% ) I, BLO S H5 ) S AL AR A (1)
SR B SR T — R R AR T R SRR AR S RS TR EL, BLO R LA TERIT ik
JEREER, Re RS T E A A S8, eI SRR R F R, R E R AR MR Hln Okuno
2 N[L1EH A B A eI R MR IE AR ) AL, R T SR MR R T B B8, SES M Mg iE &
JiAREL, %7 AN B SO R B S . Kunisch AT Pock [2]4535 73 B {5 2 e AR TR 1) i 2 Hi ik
B ) f2 38 R — AN SUZ LRI ), $E T 6 Aok i, AL g ikl b, 2 AR SGE B e, i
SN, BERAENNASE B ACROREF 28 PRUIRAE N [B1Ks SCHRF 1] 5 70 S 78 2 B0 B 1)t o 5 O —
ANBUZ R ), B2 T — R T Sholtes US4 JR A ik A8 SUIRAIE B2 R fift, JF B2 SR T IR
I SR B, 45 B S ) B R B ST . Moore 285 N [A 1K Sz 435 i 2 1] U il A f) 6 2 e B 1)
AR IR — AT BUZ R R, JE3 T IR R R X N SUZ B . Kristin P. Bennett 55 A
(514 S FF [7] 8 [ VA F4) 7R 2 000 B 1) 80 338 S 002 BRI o) SR A, UE B 1120 AR LA 8 R B S
(10 R 3 M AN A B 2 8 S B

AT R FH 3 A3 o A 5 YRR 5 T L R ) 22 P R SR AT B 4 AL FE, 454 IE A 5 i (Forward
mode) F1## £ T B2 (Gradient Descent Method) 753 21| 3 RF [a] &AL S 4L, FIRIZREE] T SVM 43 KA.

AR AT LU T 4N REA MR 402, LA RO 092 AL B R e 0 1 24
2. BRI

2.1, XFEEH

Y HFIAEHL(Support Vector Machine, SVM)J2 H Vapnik 25 A [6]3% T Gt 27 ST R A i 45 7 XU )
N VC 4EBR[TIHR H I —FHLEs 2 2 07k, IEAEk, SVM O 2 M H T 2 AN, dndiRss il |
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BRIT W AR 5% . BB (%, y,),i =12, N,x eR",y, e {+1, -1}, y, AIEMH, N AFEAE.
SVM %0 B AR AR B — A BEWs S KAl 0 RN 1 g s 57, RGBS T o x +b o 8 R 2RI m] 231t
SVM W IR B R SHIA A, SRIMAEBLSEt St oh, B AR A R e kv 20 1, N T RIX — /8, SVM
SIN T BB RIRES, B SV — Ll i S R, AR R B A 2 AL RE I[8]. SVM idid
PRALRRAL T (X) = sgn (@ x+b) HEAT43 2, Jorh ,b 43 SRRV 0 R B0 B0 H45 SVM B F bz T Lo
RN & A A LR ™ R ] R .

min,,, 1/2|e|; +C§§i

sty (@' +b)21-¢ @)
£20,i=12,n,
C MM, Faih o ol A (8 TR BE, ZEIEPE TS IRk (X, x; ) « E A IR
AR IEMAESHUS, Wi RARTELI S R D — BRI A 1o

Zociozjyiyjk(xi,xj)—Zoci

min,, 1/2

n n
i=1l j=1 i=1

st Yoy, =0 @)

0<g <C,i=1--,n.

2.2. WEHX

RUZFK 6] & (Bilevel Optimization, BLO) g 55Kl T, 1955 4 Stackelberg 7£ HoMF 8 i 3 22 5% 1) & A
o, SR T USRI e R TR . TR ORI RE /T, BLO S A V&ML S AR L
N E TR . {fH BLO EFEB SO AW 2 TR LW, AR A in 8 DL S R ) S5
e R, XL R K A 11 i R R 0 AR SR ) T R AL 85 2 ) AR AN 77 v R BRI 8 J A vl e

ME EJF, BLO AJRIAN:

min_, .. F (xy)
s.t.yeS(x)=argmin f (x,y) ©)
yey

HAFF, f:R"xR™" 5> R HZEETFEHWERE, x, vy NSEEANNEFERREER, SX) 2 FNEZEHRE
A E x N BRALRE  XUZS L — A A BN 2 55— W8, 2 R EAE A LR S 4R .
2.3. ERD R

TEXT A AT 0 280, AR NBORZ S IR Rt &2 22 b, 2m R RUR . E i
YERN—F 2 2 08t i, F AR AR BB A7 70 A DM 1 SR 4R S e 4 N Ry, v DAE B
AR AN, R R IR P4 S R IE R TT BE S R R A AR B B N A A R . 3 F DR B R I 2k
FERNREE, FFRIE I ZREER T7 2 Bt kR0 2 e/ N4 fEINKEY B, K RS 5 5 )1 2R 5 1)
A B A e AT MR EE R AE » o T 22 DT ik 2 O U B 1% 32 il L 3 A 2UE B
3. NEMRIKEBSH

BT H br R RUZ R 7 208 B R BN S5, BRI EN BB, ek
FRRURE R, R faj A A TR ST A & PR . B WA = 7 [ O SCHR, FREENL TN FHIXUS T,
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. u v (&7
min._; > log (1+ g Vit )
i=1

weargmin 12w, +C> 3, 5 (4)
i=1
C=0,
ot m ARAERIIREAR SAEL my IR A SN L C RS, I, (,) A logistic 4515k %L,

3o (%.%) = (1+y.)log(1+e‘*"") 1(1—9i)log(1+e*i“’)o R R S MRS S,

BAMGITZREE i . BT Logistic Loss (1™ P DLAGESE R i, fEAAH R R E A Ak 1n) 2Rl Ay 5™ H
A, M TFH—ACeR, FTEMAME I o(C), M4 Franceschi % AMHFFE[9], 24 F 2 1) B2 5

" AR I AR SRR S, BRI B3R TR AT AR T AR 3L
B4 ETZE bR ¥ A F(C o), f(C o),

F(c,a)):%log(l+e-7i<*f”>), f(C,0)=1/2|of +CZJWI . 5)
i=1

MR A A

do (C) i\ %
V.F(C,0)=V.F(C,0)+V F(C ) => —— (6)
c = 1+exp{—yi(xi o) dC
N E HER B 0 KRGS
—ﬁiexp{—)?fa)} . )“(iexp{RiTa)}
v f(C, cy (e g)—— L0 gy T 7
.f(Co)= a)+2 Z[(+ )1+exp{ % o }+( y)1+exp{§<iTa;} "
N E A RIER T FRE A
2 :wt—l_n(th—lf (C'wt—l))'t =12,---,T. (8)
MR B RN A
doy _ 0oy da, | Oor
dC 0w, dC  oC
o i LCU (1+9i)>2i>2fexp{—>2§a)} (1-9,) R % exp ,zTco o)
0w, 4 2 (1+exp{—)A(iTa)}) 1+exp ITa))
dw,  n|m (1+§/i)—>”<iexp{—>2fa)} (1 §i) % exp{x' o}
oC 23 (1+exp{—§<fco})2 1+exp )2
5E SCHERE -
_da ,_Oa g 0o (10)
dc dw,, ac
2, EAATRLIS )y
Z,=AZ_ +B.t=12T. (11)

A IE [ 4 20 (Forward mode) J7idk, AR T2 )5 — S Z; fife C:
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ZT:(ATZT1+BT):(ATAT12T2+ATBT1+BT):...::§(1_T:‘[1&JBF 12)
JUESE
N (L LN -
1+6Xp(—7 Y a)) t=1 \s=t+1

SR TR FHBA S R BB C
C, =C, 4 ~1VcF(C,0) k=12, K,

3 — E AR AR BRI S 4, A E I 2515 3] SVM LAY,
4. SCIESHT
4.1. BIENE

AR AFFH) “UCH Breast Cancer Dataset” i SR AT I0E . h & 43 569 /N3fsl, ¥ K& 30 4
FRAEFEAR(10 ANFEIME, 10 MhrdEZE, 10 NRfE): radius-4M AL 15 5K); texture-8CF; perimeter-
YA A K area- AT AL smoothness-~T-18 &% ; compactness-%# /& ; concavity-[UI/%; concave points-
M 5i; symmetry-%i#R{E; fractal dimension-7> JE4ES: 04 70 o R FIGEAE b8 P 26 (target: SR 275 &
FUIMEAL = /&, -1= 1)), HPEFRAREMSE, Lt 2124, gAY, Jtit 3574, #Ha R
MR I 1.

Table 1. Part of original data
=1 BoREHKE

RESE PR g JAK X35 S RRE RN MR xR

1 1.095 0.9053 8.589 153.4 0.006399  0.04904 0.006193  0.01587  0.03003
1 0.5435 0.7339 3.398 74.08 0.005225 0.01308 0.003532  0.0134 0.01389
1 0.7456 0.7869 4.585 94.03 0.00615  0.04006  0.004571  0.02058 0.0225
-1 0.4956 1.156 3.445 27.23 0.00911  0.07458  0.009208  0.01867  0.05963
1 0.7572 0.7813 5.438 94.44 0.01149  0.02461 0.005115 0.01885  0.01756
-1 0.3345 0.8902 2.217 27.19 0.00751  0.03345 0.005082 0.01137  0.02165
1 0.4467 0.7732 3.18 53.91 0.004314  0.01382 0.002179  0.01039  0.01369

TR o BT T B SR A 4R, SO Pycharm B4Ext 30 SRR HEAT R 70, ME
By o T Al KT LA, ACRT NI 5 2 R sts 2 1 0.897, RICREHT 6 A2l mit il LIS IR 46 4
MR ME R, ARG R 457 RBOERE, TR 6 A3 M BB 2 5 Hdis WAk 2.

4.2. SEIEIERER

B, AESUZ IR AR R DU R, IR K AT B A SRR A B LS R  7E TR AR B

£ FMVISRIE B FIZad PCA B BRI ZRis s, seaast Bk 3 fon. seaest Ry, Lk

MRS, E4d PCA CERIHURSE b, ISR R 75T, XIUERH 7 PCA fEH2 m #E A 3 AL
R RENRS: JEH, PCA IIIHIERIZRKIFF 2 SVM #LREE T SR ZRiEfE .
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Table 2. Part of PCA data
< 2. BB ERS S ITHE

Fsr 1 F Y 2 F Y3 F R 4 F Y5 F 6
9.18475521 1.94687003 -1.122178766 —3.630536408 1.194059478 -1.410183639
2.385702629 —3.764859063 —0.528827374 -1.117280773 1.117280773 -0.028631162
5.728855491 -1.074228589 0.55126254 -0.91128084 0.176930218 —0.540976145
7.11669126 10.26655564 —3.229947535 —0.152412923 2.958275431 —3.050737497
3.931842467 -1.946358977 1.388544953 -2.938054169  —0.546266745 1.225416405

Table 3. Time comparison for models
3. FEIEETREIGFERITEL
RS PCA A Il ZRFERT /s PCA JE VI ZFERT /s
BUZ RN E % 1.321 0.768
WA R 52.140 4,551
DU E 46.136 7.452
B KA 3.734 2.658

Fok, TEARTF M EEE AL FRRATX HSGD HVER B BRI FAt 52053 B OB BEAT ME R X LL, A
KR (Pre)s MR (Acc)s A [F1 2R (Rec) VE st 45 SR APE R britE, Fik:N:
TP
TTP+FP
oo TP+TN
TP+TN+FP+FN

TP
TP+FN

Wz 4 FioR, XUZ RIS 20 SVM 1 BLTE LR DR A b RS 1 A0 T IS 4 R AF 21 SVML I
M EIER R SVM, 3 1 5.286%. 2.300%; {HEHHRAL T MR RS2 SVM, T i 57515 2
) SVM. iB-KEEEFH) SVM, 2355 T 5.218%. 0.800%. 4.014%; 710134 100%, 1T ULk %
RIFEIM SVM LR KEIERRIE SVM, 735l T 5.263%. 12.2%.

Pre

(14)

Rec

Table 4. Comparison of experimental results
= 4 LIRLERIILE

it FHf % HERH %% A E %%
WEHLRI-SVM 95.000 98.200 100
W 4H 2R -SVM 89.714 92.982 94.737
U H50%E-SVM 92.700 97.400 100
BKED: SVM 96.296 94.186 87.800

NG, gt l DURP A 1 SVM FEFLRRE Bt 48 _E 07 2 2R, 27 5] il 28R VR AL &2 ST Ak
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REMEE T A, BATRR THBEARFYIZFEAR RN FIIRI, 206 2RI 25 5 L (Training score) %
NELE I ZREE ERIVERE, SR il AR AE IR IE 43 % (Cross-validation score) # /n 5 Y 7E 48 IGIF AR F 1)
PERE, RIUEAAE AR AEOR AR LRI, B 1 R, BEZMRIRRE) SV (Bi-SVM)RIIUNR L, FEE
WIZRREASCR 3 I, IS5 43 B 22 SCRAIE 7 B0 8] (1 22 BRI, LT 88, B SUZ RIS 201 SVM
HABENIZAEE S, PRS2 SVM (Grid search-SVM)., 1B kK 523545 5 f#) SVM (ANN-SVM) A1 11
MRS 2K SVM (Bayes-SVM)BEE YIZRAE A B SG I, U125 53 BOR 58 XCEGIE 73 2502 18] 1) 22 B B AR
WAEIZH DN, BT X2 R I SVM, B AE I 5 BRI AZ SC6UE 53 % 18] f) 22 BE ek /)N )
JENENS, UL AR IR . BARE, XSUZ MR B0 SVM TERL ALz b ae 1 BJRILH T 81 B
R

Bi-SVM Grid_search-SVM
1.00 - 100 To—————————————— ——
*——o——0—0—0—
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> >
(8] O
@© ©
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(] (%]
< &
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Figure 1. Learning curve
1. F3JphLk

BEANE I 10 B AT XU AT B AR R AN A =AML ) 7 AR BEAT I ALAE, 75931 T a0l 2
I BRI AR AT o TRV R A P DR At IR 7 SRR I PR RE I S, B TR SRR RS S
AT MR R, - ATRR DRG], 8 FRE DTS, L ERE(N 2 B
FA )RR IEF T AR A, BIECIEGI(TP) A G BI(TN). 15 2 Al i, Sl XUZMRIB 2 H SVM
PRI AEAR 8 L AR HoA =R, (HILMER R R i i, I HAE A IR TG, XURMRIE 2 SVM
R AN e DU B RS 2 SVM BERLR A D et

5. &ig

ASCHRH T SVM S HUE S R R, i HI 2 TR L 51545 & Forward mode 5 125K fif 1%
MUZRERY, FEX i AR R e R e M B R AL B, 285 SEIGIGAIE, A ST i WUZ A4S 21 ) SVM AR Y
A E LM DA b FRORS B B2 A T AR 4 R A 2 SVML DU BEAS 2R SYM, - 3l 1 5.286%.
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Figure 2. Confusion matrix heatmap
2. JRIBFEMERE

2.300%; HERIRM T MIIERG R SYM. DU EES 21 SYM. 1B KEVEAREI SVM, Z5lE T
5.218%. 0.800%. 4.014%; #[HIZ 100%, LT IR K EIEARIR) SYM, 25l T 5.263%.
12.2%. FF HVUFE R 225 3 o3 o3 1 e D ZRFE Rt # B i, X2 R0 5 3 OR S 7 B PR I 2
JE LA SCHR S BT v LA bR R SRR, fEXT SVM B SRR, fehs R I R RE AT
e IR

E&WE

B K H AR A3 G (NSFC), I H %i 50 1207134237464 H AR 364, T H %% 5 A2020202030.

FRIN 27 BB e B L N 2808 30 8 s SR I EH ORI H , T H 2% 5 4 J20230701.
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