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[ Abstract] In the“actual classification problem, there is often a certain“amount of noise in the data caused by the
influence of artificial or other factors,so it is very important to improve the anti-noise ability of the classifier. However,
the hinge loss function used by the traditional Support Vector Machine (SVM ) is sensitive to noisy data and has poor
classification performance. In order to eliminate the influence/of noisy data,this paper proposes a robust SVM based on
momentum acceleration zero-order variance reduction. By intreducing a new form of loss function and adopting the idea
of margin distribution,a robust SVM optimization model is_established to improve the anti-noise ability of SVM. By using
the zero-order variance reduction algorithm and“momentum acceleration technique, a new optimization model solution
method is proposed. Experimental results show that this method reduces the influence of variance effectively by
introducing the gradient correction item,and, increases the convergence speed of the algorithm significantly by using the
momentum acceleration technology.

[ Key words] noise; zero-order gradientyvariance ;momentum acceleration ;robust Support Vector Machine (SVM)
DOI:10.19678/j. issn. 1000-3428.10056286

0 MR Arc-gv IZ T [ RE DL S5 /) 18] B 45 KAk 1 2K g
oA in) 8, 5z fb M Re e 25 o BF 98 N D1 & BE X b B

FPEEE " B VAPNIK 25 A F 1995 4F# 1, 3 B EAR TS A 1 e /0N I Bl 1) o 28 1, {HL R B0 00 1)

I fe /N B) B B K AR ) SR BE BB 05 A BILIS b OR AL () B8 4 A I AN Ao AT A A B T S/ TR B, BOHE
fifp e AR 224 ) Ty ik iz Ak ME o 78 TR) B B E 19 JE B4 [) B 43 A1 1T e X3z A %) 52 i B8 ARG, SCik [ 3 ] %
fith b, SCER[2 148 T — P 251 F boosting Y 7. 1k AT THUSUER . IF H, SCER 4 1304 3% AR N H 3

EE&WB :ERARB =L (61672205),
TEE B B EE (1966—) , L&, J08% T4, B0y m o blae s > s 283 H/ kP 4T, o4 .
5 B #3:2019-10-14 &[5 B #3:2019-11-19 E-mail : cmclusx@ 126. com



FHa6 12 W

B BT, R L) T Bl i R B U/ O 25 Y B R A 1] B IL 89

£ 48 % % 18] & #1 ( Support Vector Machine, SVM) 43
Fer BRAG T A 0 280K B ANz AR M RE  5E 1 B
AH LA 2 0 S5 /0N 8] B S5 K AR 1 D0 A6 7 3, X T B 43
AT AT A 5 2

TE L 43 S ) i rp ol T N s H A &R
SO B AR S AETE — Y MR i fe] X Al A
PR HE AT A R 28, e — M E S B 5T Y ),
SR A S ) SVM X M 75 504l A 5 A7 AR 4f 1Y) &
PR, XOZH AL 48 SVM it ] T 5t i B 4% 4t % pRi 4,
X T M R 2 7 AR K B G B, il SVML (1) 3 2
R - T ™ g 25 i U R ST T, 2 ) B 24 A A AR .
T 2R Nk mEcmEn L, &m
SVM Xif M 7 B 4fg 1) B A v o SCHR LS | 70 BCBE 4 2% 1
A PR T — A T Y BCEE B A B A — A
NT O B AR BT S B s, BRI R A — A E R
B, fiff e 1 W 75 0040 A Ol B R 2R I ) AL, L 9 e
KA 2 AN B /N AL B B, SCER[ 6 13 T
SRBR R, SR O R R R AR 2 S 2 2 )Y 43 B
B BE, T AS 2 die /N B, Pl e B 8 7 % PR I 7
T, G T ke . SCHRI6 ) FE B AINE B T
— e 38 T B 38 BR 461 2% ( truncated pinball 10ss ), #H Lt
FE WY pinball 12K , SCHRLZ | £2& H A 351 55 ok £ 3
T B K- EB A3, A A 2 PR I A — A [ 2
By b5 RIS R i AT SRR 1 R

SRAREEST Y SVM A A 2% 25 AMEF5 IF 5T 1 7]
FEHLALEE T B% ( Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD ) 42 ¥
B 5, AL T T A R LA TR R, A
ARV F5 G, ISk [ 8 ] 42 1 Y Pegasos B
P AEAE B B AP BELIE £ — DA T AR
BE LA B 2 o F T R B A 2 ik 37 [
G3A0 B, DATTT REBL A HRCERAS R AS 1Y) AR ek B0 R R 2
A~ B AR eRERR BE 09 T Ak 11, 310 AT R R R R AR AN
Ak 3RS B A3 A A 8 B AL AR A6 5 125 o A0 ik 1
J5¥E ARSI T AR J7 22, W A 2 AR g A, 7
ZAh 2R TR0, WA I AN T s kb A7 BRI 5 AR
T 2=z, SCHR [ 9 142 th 1 38/ Jr 25 B BEATLAS 32
(Stochastic Variance Reduction Gradiefit)SVRG) T [
o BB NN ZIEA ATEINZ TG T 2
BE R VIR . 7R N ZESS R 51 AKS BE S IE I, B
8T Oy XA e B T R ERE . SCHk( 10
f£ SVRG 5.3k 1y L ity I AK i Nesterov (1% 2y &t i
Herg, $#& 7 PN J7 25 1) BE L AR B (Fast
Stochastic Variance Reduced Gradient, FSVRG) F[%&'" 44
%o FSVRG /& SVRG [ — > il it A8 Fft | 78 B R P J2 3%
VI NI D)5 91 157 €5 2L I N 82 = R e e 11 BP A sl DE v
FEAH, [RIE 5 i T E—f AR EE A5 4k, 5 SVRG A L4
TSGR, A R SCER (12 148 th R E AT
PeAb BRI SCik [ 13 46 H i 28 L) Katyusha B35 D) &
SCHRL 14 42 0 s BE AL R N R AE TR 5T A T 3l

HINEEL TS, HERIRAS T B kG .

IR TR Ty vk BUAR AT DUA AL b R AR T 25 X Bk
Y5 e, A A B U AR Y 5 RS T, SR A
JEE VR 55 5 A i SR i A B B AU, 25 15 4 A 1Y I
B o P, SCHR 1S 132 B A4k 5 ¥ Fsioh Jr 22 5K
AR 25 &, B2 — B B N T 22 1Y BE AL AR RE
(Zeroth Order-Stochastic Variance Reduced Gradient,
ZO-SVRG) F 7%k, ZO-SVRG AT BT BB &
PR Y SR, T A T R 50 T 6 32, A S0 ik e 1
2 R B AN B TH B B 1 ] A0, B o 1 S o
SCHRL 167 3 T B e 4k 1y SEUVAEL, 45 5 583 T 1m) 3 1
2 AR TR LR B 2 7 [ 3 T 5k (Z0O-
ADMM ), AZ S Wk o 7 06 BE R TH5, ORI T 52
BTN ReAE A B AT e S5 A0 1 L A, & BRI A AT
RS 6 9 U ] T T AR O R A Ak

N DAL G2 SVML R M B A0 Y ) R, RS
5 51 8] B 4 A1 R0 T B 20 Bl % R B, el — b
BT gl & om & By Oy 22 0 Bk SRR
HL(MA-ZOVR) ,

1 HEEITE
o T — i 10 1R Ak ) S St R A 91 25 ]
S=1(x ), (a3 (X, 0, R E I n A %R
P x e R d FOREEBIMAERy = | -1, + 1] £oRke
AR | 044 Gty SV B AL 17 500 7T DL 3605 O F ik
A

min F(w) =5 || ? +%Zmax(0,l -y@'x,)
i=1

(1)
3O | | 2 F B TE AL T

.1 EWMBNTERE

TEZZ B LA 7 3% vh, % T 000 Ak 1) R8BS 6 58 35
AP AR G2 09 07 05 , TR 4 A eR B I AR
kb e, G T A B B TE O, IR R AR T AR
o XTI IR XE A S 2R R Y, B O Ak RT L
AR R LR RE . Wb, FH LAz M T
Bl ) U, JF d AT 2R ) — R Ak . HA
FERE B AL 55 2 SCHR[ 12 ] $2 i 19 ZO-SVRG
Bk . ZO-SVRG F ik A N AN WU AR 5, 76 % B {I
PR BT 1455 T SVRG /N7 2 1w . e R4
SMEPERR P E L —A o, % 0 R bR
T RN = EAUS B i Jm —AE, TR AU B 58 40 =

TEER i A REATE @ I RREV F (&), 1E
ZO-SVRG Bk 1 T Y A1 J2 2% A% H 45 vk b AL 3k B —

AKEA | B A REAME VF, (w,) B A REATE
& MRV F, (@) , 3 HE47 10 F BB 16 0F .



90 it

LT O

2020 £ 12 A 15 H

G(w,) =VF (w)-VF(&)+VF(®) (2)
HA G(w,) FRMES B IEDI,

B o B Ak T pR B T AR T Ak B BB Al
HamTF".

ﬁFi(w)=2(ﬁ) [Fi(w+we,) -Fi(w-pe,) e,

(3)

Hr e, #oR—APruE R & L5 I MR R 1,
/ﬂ;{mﬁéﬁ\‘ﬂ\ﬂff O’,LL! >0 %ﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁo

ZO-SVRG B :40F .

k1 ZO-SVRG &

BN ANEERBES, NEERRE T, %% 9, 60
ELign

Wl o,

MEE o,

1.fors=1,2,:--,S

2.

=W,

g1

HE A B VE(S)

3
4. W, = ®

5. fort=0,1,---,T -1

6 il AL At M — A A 1, 10 A 0 B BT

. u)H,=w.—n(%F,(w,)—§F|((;)+§F((:)))
8. end

9. &, =w
10. end

11. return g
1.2 ZH=EmiEFI

SCHK 17 195 tH Nesterov' " i) 3l fin g 4 175 7] L)
T ML /N 5 22 vk R, B % 4 iR 0 ) AN
— e o™y ) AT WA S T R R B A ) K o B ML )
T5 R4y R AN R AR R, 51 A Bl o0 i 1Y
Jei BRI JE AR BB B 2 (4) (3R (5)2 AR
) 49 A+

Vo= -0 (VF(@,) - VF (&) VFG))

(4)

w,., =0o+tp (v, -o) (5)

R X (4) P15 24 A 2 AR A A B AR R 1R i,
H,v,, RETBY AR g, A B K

K (5) T, 85 A L — 5B A 45 1 45 AR
PN 2 36 AR o 8 R o B SRR RN, Horp p, ROR Bh
G EY

| A S 0 B T 5 B S RO I R A A
M T 24 F 2% 40 A B B AR AR 0L, R LB IR T F—
LA IUR a2 St ST W e R 1B AV R Vo e
S —AZ IR AR o A0 S W A R | —
e A R ) A I U0 2 R O 22 i A R 4 52 i
TR 33 K I A B RN L — % B B B ) 1) A L, DO

e it 2o P, 1A Sh B 1 s, 2 R
JEAE B R T o e e 4 Bl B i R 3k
IRV E5 g8

2 FHEMEZFHENTEHEE SVM

HeFICHR[ 4 ] A9 BE TR, 75 AR 30 R 18] B 2 A
SRR AV =R R AN NI e £ S £ S N D
A B0 o 8] B 73 A3 2 {ELA -

LZ,yfwai (6)
n =

AR, £ 5 SVM O3 530N BeRE Uk . (0L
T e R B T e 1 R 6 T W R 2 e
SO RSB T W PRLIEE Ly T WG e 7 B
5 W 4 2 5585 B 55 B 5 4 B A —
S0
Q21—
max/| 0

’ez(l—\"-mei) +1 (7)

R R Bt e 1 R o

1.0
0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0t

00 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
]

Bk iR B A

Bl MEAHHELTEE

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of loss function curve
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Table 1 Experimental datasets

Kl GRS FFEEL
sonar 208 60
ionosphere 351 33
wdbc 569 30
pima 768 8
tic-tac-toe 958 9
titanic 2 201 3
penbased 10 992 16
magic 19/020 10
shuttle 58 000 9

3. X

A TEAT 4 ME MA-ZOVR 3 AR & 1k
MA-ZOVR LR UM P SC 06 o O 17 filf S5 3 8 R o
IIVT S, R T AR SCHR ) MA-ZOVR 503k Fi %
G SVM B3k (SCHR[8 ] i) Pegasos 3k SR Ak 1L
AR 1 LA R 2 B /N J5 22 530 3k, SCHR [ 15 ]
() ZO-SVRG 5k 5K figg AL AL [l 8L 1) 18y I 3 73 2 245
o T ICHT g S5 R N T A8 LR R (H. 2
PR B L BCE R AN 2 B .

R2 TESMEESLEBELER

Table 2 Comparison of classification accuracy of different linear algorithms %
0% I 5% I 10% I 7 15% M5

Bl 4R MA- Z0- MA- MA- Z0- MA- Z0-
ZOVR Pegasas SVRG ZOVR Pegasos SVRG ZOVR Pegasos SVRG ZOVR Pegasos SVRG

sonar 80.95 71.43 76.19 78.57 69.05 73.81 76.19 66.67 71.43 73.81 64.29 66.67
ionosphere 78.87 71.83 76.06 78.87 69.01 74.65 73.24 67.61 71.83 72.28 66.20 67.61
wdbc 85.96 80.70 85.09 79.82 76.32 78.07 78.95 73.68 74.56 72.81 69.30 67.54
pima 66.88 65.58 64.94 65.58 63.64 64.29 64.29 62.99 62.99 63.64 61.69 61.04
tic-tac-toe 66. 15 63.54 64.58 65.63 62.50 63.02 64.58 60.94 61.98 64.06 59.38 59.90
titanic 75.28 70.75 71.66 74.60 70.29 70.52 73.70 69.16 70.29 72.56 65.08 69. 84
penbased 80.99 75.76 76.85 80.85 73.94 76.49 78.31 71.90 75.44 76.63 68.89 74.62
magic 72.13 69.98 69.06 71.14 68.77 66.61 70.56 65.09 65.96 69.93 63.80 65.14

shuttle 98.20 93.02 95.10 94.17 92.99

94.06 94.09 91.89 94.00 94.04 88.97 92.29
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B R, o JMER R B 2 FEAIR

T AE 4 M MA-ZOVR &7k ¥ ) 3] 7 8% 46 14
Bz B, DR I A A B A KO AR K s BT a2 AT B JR) A
Ko BT RS SERBOR, 6w WAL L iFTIEL
£ MA-ZOVR 575 19 BL We % X b 52 56 . 9 4k %
MA-ZOVR %3k JE 4k P Pegasos 53 DL K qF 26 %
ZO-SVRG Bk s i 25 e n 3% 3 Frow, Hoh ¥y ff
FH w0 30T A% bR R
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Table 3 Comparison of classification accuracy of different nonlinear algorithms

0% M5 5% M 10% M7 15% Mg s

Bl 4R MA- Z0- MA- 70- MA - 70- MA- Z0-
ZOVR Pegasos SVRG ZOVR Pegasos SVRG ZOVR/ Pegasos SVRG ZOVR Pegasos SVRG

sonar 76.19 73.80 73.81 74.38 69.04 71.43 7381 66. 67 71.43 66. 67 61.90 59.52
ionosphere  80.28 76.05 78.87 77.46 71.83 74. 46 77. 46 70. 42 69.01 76.06 67.71 69 /01
wdbc 89.47 85.96 87.72 89.35 82.45 86.84 85.96 78.94 85.09 82.46 71.92 81.58
pima 77.27 67.53 70.13 76.62 65.58 67.53 74.03 62.39 65.08 74.03 60.12 63.18
tic-tac-toe  72.92 67.70 68.23 72.40 65.62 68423 72.40 63.02 67.71 70.83 61746 66767
titanic 78.68 75.28 75.74 78.68 74.37 73.47 75.74 73.24 71.88 75.28 72.33 68.25

M3 0] LLE 78 45 5 19 AS [RGB (196" 41
BAR4E b A SO 3R £ M MA-ZOVR Bk 5 3
2Pk Pegasos 5.3 LA S AE 2. ZO-SVRG 59k AH L,
YA 5 i 1 R XU AR MA-ZOVR 51
PR PERE AT, BE 5 B B AL G/ SVM IR 2, B AR
TR RSO X S R SR M
3.2 #EHREE

A SCHE ) MA-ZOQVR 53 40 45 x4 1k 455 Y

FISK i 7 ¥k 2 A 5 1 B Btk o (0 S A 15 )
B, R SCHEATRE AL S . BEH LS 1
Ja i A AT 50 (7)) S CT0) 73 5 il A% St 10 Bl
HLAE BE T R 09 5K i J798 e MA + SGD; i e fk
SCER 2. AR G g SVM KL S (1) T 2 A0
MA-ZOVR ALK it 77 & (LG Ltk FAE Ltk )
IL A SVMe+ MAG 2 1 57 15 B B Ak 52 36 25 21 4N
x4 R

F4 FRLEEEERPTRER LR

Table 4 Comparison of modularization experimental results of different linear algorithms

%

0% M7 5% Mg 10% Mg s 15% M s
YEIE S MA- MA+  SVM + MA- MA +  SVM + MA- MA+  SVM+ MA- MA + SVM +
ZOVR SGD MA ZOVR SGD MA ZOVR SGD MA ZOVR SGD MA
sonar 80.95 78.57 76.19 78.57 76.19 76.19 76.19 72.42 73.81 73.81 71.43 71.43
ionosphere  78. 87 76.06 76.06 78.87 74.65 76.06 73.24 72.24 70.42 72.28 71.83 70.42
wdbc 85.96 82.46 84.21 79.82 77.19 76.82 78.95 76.32 75.44 72.81 70.18 67.54
pima 66. 88 65.58 65.53 65058 64.94 63.64 64.29 63.64 63.64 63.64 62.99 60.39
tic-tac-toe  66.15 65.63 65.40 65. 63 63.54 63.54 64.58 61.46 61.98 64.06 62.42 61.46
titanic 75.28 74.94 74.28 74.60 72.34 72.11 73.70 71.20 71.43 72.56 70.98 70.29
penbased 80.99 79. 40 79.72 80.85 76.72 75.44 78.31 73.99 74.58 76.63 71.90 73.08
magic 72.13 71.45 70.74 71.14 69.77 69.79 70.56 68.51 68.98 69.93 67.74 67.90
shuttle 98.20 97.13 98.02 94.17 94.03 94.04 94.09 93.66 93.98 94.04 93.01 93.05

M4 ol LLAE M, 18 45 E /Y A 7] 7S L i
O LU AR, AR SCAR B 2P MA-ZOVR 83k
MRS BE O T S 90 1 ARG B2, X Ul ] 17 7 R 11 0
TARSCRRE R SRR T I A S R R S
SLE 2 AR MR el T LA W, AR O A
SCHR R O AL BB B A A rE . AR 2P MA-ZOVR

AL R AL LI S5 R INK S s, RS af L
AR g IR TR R LB 6 AU 4 R, AR S
& th M AR L MEMA-ZOVR B3k 70 SRS JiE 1 v T 5
B VRISCHG 20 4% 8 B M7 ik, 2 i B IE T
TE AR 2R B0 T A SCHR A SR g I3 3k ARG A 1
B A R -
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Table 5 Comparison of modularization experimental results of different nonlinear algorithms %
0% Mt 59 g 10% M7 15% M

sk MA- MA+  SVM+ MA- MA+ SVM+ MA- MA+  SVM + MA- MA+  SVM+

ZOVR SGD MA ZOVR SGD MA ZOVR SGD MA ZOVR SGD MA

sonar 76.19 75.19 74.08 74.38 72.62 71.43 73.81 70.42 71.43 66.67 61.90 59.52
ionosphere 80.28 78.87 78.87 77.46 76.06 76.03 77.46 74.08 74.65 76.06 73.24 70.42
wdbc 89.47 88.60 87.72 89.35 84.72 86. 84 85.96 84.21 85.09 82.46 80.70 81.58
pima 77.27 76.62 65.58 76.62 73.38 65.58 74.03 72.08 63.64 74.03 66.88 63.64
tic-tac-toe 72.92 71.88 66. 15 72.40 71.35 66.15 72.40 70.83 65.63 70.83 69.79 63.02
titanic 78.68 77.55 74.60 78.68 75.51 68.53 75.74 73.70 68.48 75.28 71.88 67.57

3.3 AEHSTEE

AT HEAT AR LR M MA-ZOVR B3k Fil 15 Gt bt LB
J& N B% ( Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD ) 2. £ 1) 7
25 TS . B2 MK 3 5 MA-ZOVR 83 Flf% 4
SGD B3 % A [A] MR 75 1L 1 wdbe 54l 42 #F 47 43 2540
T 2R

-0 0%MA-ZOVRALH:
—A- 0%SGDHLYE
- 5%MA-ZOVR {1k

1.40E-09 ¢
i -8 5%SGD#

1.20E-09
1.00E-09 |
$H

8.00E-10

Ji%

6.00E-10 @

4.00E-10

2.00E-10

1 1 I 1 1
0 /100 , 200 %300 400 500 600 700 800

IERIREL
B2 AREMBEEL(0%,5%)FEXFLLER
Variance comparison results of different noise ratios
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Fig.3 Variance comparison results of different noise ratios
(10% ,15% )
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Fig.4 Objective function values of different noise ratios
(0% ,5%)
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Fig.5 Objective function values of different noise ratios
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MA-ZOVR 53543 B 1E WAk 2 80 A e 307 4% oR 801
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Table 6 Classification accuracy of linear

MA-ZOVR algorithm %
o A HER R

g
A =0.001 A =0.01 A=0.1
0 78.87 66.20 66.20
5 78.87 64.79 66.20
10 73.24 69.01 67.61
15 72.28 59.15 65.63

F7 dEkiE MA-ZOVRE L5 K BEME
Table 7 Classification accuracy/of nonlinear
algorithm MA-ZOVR

8 75 /% sigma G ks

A =0.001 A =0.01 A=0.1

! 80.28 78.87 77.46

0 3 7887 77.46 77.08
5 63.38 61.97 62.68

1 77.46 77.08 76.98

5 3 76.06 75.38 75.32
5 64.79 63.38 64.08

1 77.46 76.59 77.02

10 3 73.24 72.65 73.01
5 66.2 65.98 64. 32

1 76.06 75. 84 75.96

15 3 66.2 65.952 65.38
5 64.79 64.39 64.03

XF 22 6 HEAT R 1A X B, A T BOHE S H Y A%
PR AR G B W] LR I, 2 280 A =0. 001 |
1) 43 WO BT
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sigma [ 4510 T, M HE 20 RS FE T LLE % F 45
FIASTR] A B, S RAOCR 22 5 R K, 2 A =0. 001 B 43
AR G T H A Y B RO 3R T 34T 9 1) X
e, 7EE M S AT A = 0. 001 [ 55 14 F , A 4 45 4R
AR, Y sigma = 1 B 0 R RCR 7. B, 24
sigma =1,\ =0. 001 B} 4> 2 PERE R o

4 H5RIE
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T B vk /N 7 25 B & FE SYM BiL . i@l 51 A TE
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U e ST AN i s ] AN )| BEE S 3 S
SRAFPEALRER S50 45 R R W, %07 Wk Re 8 A 2 4
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