
Noname manuscript No.
(will be inserted by the editor)

Weighted Least Squares Twin Support Vector Machine with
Fuzzy Rough Set Theory for Imbalanced Data Classification

Maysam Behmanesh · Peyman Adibi · Hossein Karshenas

Received: May 2021 / Accepted: date

Abstract Support vector machines (SVMs) are pow-

erful supervised learning tools developed to solve clas-

sification problems. However, SVMs are likely to per-

form poorly in the classification of imbalanced data.

The rough set theory presents a mathematical tool for

inference in nondeterministic cases that provides meth-

ods for removing irrelevant information from data. In

this work, we propose an approach that efficiently used

fuzzy rough set theory in weighted least squares twin

support vector machine called FRLSTSVM for classi-

fication of imbalanced data. The first innovation is in-

troducing a new fuzzy rough set based under-sampling

strategy to make the classifier robust in terms of the

imbalanced data. For constructing the two proximal

hyperplanes in FRLSTSVM, data points from the mi-

nority class remain unchanged while a subset of data
points in the majority class are selected using a new

method. In this model, we embed the weight biases in

the LSTSVM formulations to overcome the bias phe-

nomenon in the original twin SVM for the classifica-

tion of imbalanced data. In order to determine these

weights in this formulation, we introduce a new strat-

egy that uses fuzzy rough set theory as the second inno-

vation. Experimental results on the famous imbalanced

datasets, compared to the related traditional SVM-based

methods, demonstrate the superiority of the proposed
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1 Introduction

Nowadays, classification of imbalanced data is very im-

portant. Generally, real datasets are formed from large

amounts of majority data points and a little percent

of minority data points. For example, mammography

datasets are containing about 98% of normal data (ma-

jority) and 2% of abnormal data (minority). In general,

these datasets are classified in such a way that the class

with higher importance (minority class) has fewer data

points than the class with lower importance (majority

class). Many various methods are presented for clas-

sification of such imbalanced datasets. Several efforts

are dedicated to increase the samples of minority class

(over-sampling) and decrease the data samples of ma-

jority class (under-sampling).

Support vector machines (SVM)[3,9,25] are the pop-

ular classifiers recognized as the most useful kernel-

based tools in the supervised learning problems, such as

classification and regression, and they are successfully

used in many real-world problems [22,15].

Learning complexity is one of the main SVM chal-

lenges, because the quadratic programming problem

(QPP) of the training phase is difficult to solve and

its computational complexity is O(m3), where m is the

total number of the training points [25]. Twin support

vector machine (TSVM), which is a solution to raise

the computational speed of SVM, has proposed in re-

cent years [30] in binary classification problems. Instead
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of solving one complex QPP, TSVM tries to solve two

smaller QPPs to determine two nonparallel hyperplanes

such that each hyperplane is closer to one class and as

far as possible from the other one. The size of QPP in

TSVM is m/2 rather than m in SVM and thus, the op-

timization procedure of TSVM is faster than the stan-

dard SVM.

Standard SVM is trained based on the assumption

of balanced datasets. When applying SVM on imbal-

anced datasets, since the data points in majority class

are dominant, the learning of minority data points is

not performed very well and results in the improper

classification for minority class.

Fuzzy rough set theory is one of the best methods in

dealing with uncertainty in data, and since data in ma-

jority class generally contain redundant instances, we

used this theory to select samples that provide the best

representation of the majority data and also alleviate

imbalanced in classification. To this end, we propose a

new method for classification of imbalanced data that is

called fuzzy rough weighted least squares twin support

vector machine (FRLSTSVM). In order to construct

two hyperplanes with weighted least squares twin SVM

(WLTSVM) in an imbalanced data classification prob-

lem, different training points are used, such that minor-

ity data points remain unchanged while a subset of the

majority data points is selected using a new method

based on fuzzy rough set theory. The main contribu-

tions of our FRLSTSVM model are: (1) introduce a

new under-sampling strategy based on the fuzzy rough

set theory to reduce effectively the number of majority

training points and make resistant to the outliers and

imbalanced data; (2) overcome the bias phenomenon

to majority class in the original TSVM by embedding

weight biases in the least squares TSVM formulations

by introducing a new strategy based on fuzzy rough

set theory to determine and analyze the weight biases

in the WLTSVM formulation for improving its perfor-

mance.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.

Section 2 outlines the related work. Section 3 briefly

explains SVM and twin SVM classifiers. In section 4,

the fuzzy-rough set theory is presented. The proposed

method for imbalanced data classification is presented

in section 5. Finally, obtained results from experiments

conducted on several datasets and comparison of the

proposed method results with those of several related

techniques are presented in section 6. The concluding

remarks are given in section 7.

2 Related work

In imbalanced data problem, various methods and algo-

rithms are proposed. The weighted SVM and LSSVM

approachs are presented in [39]. In [13], the weight fac-

tors are applied to the SVM formulation to handle the

imbalanced problems with assigning different weights

to the training samples in the majority and minority

classes. Also, the weighted TSVM approach for the im-

balanced classification is presented in [5], which puts

the different weights on the error variables, eliminates

the impact of the noise data, and obtains a robust es-

timation.

The data-preprocessing approache is one the main

approaches in deal with the imbalanced data that tries

to over-sampling in the minority data points [2] or under-

sampling in the majority data points [19]. Many sam-

ples of the preprocessing approaches are presented in

[2,19,1]. The main strtegy of these approaches is re-

ducing the impact of the inappropriate data points in

learning the classifier, which in many cases may cause

to overfitting. Thus, a number of heuristic methods are

proposed to introduce a trade-off in this mean.

A method is presented in [19] that applies under-

sampling on data points in majority class, while pre-

serving the original content of the minority class. In this

method, the noisy samples from the majority class and

borderline samples, those lying either on or very close

to the decision boundaries between classes, are detected

and removed using the method described in [21]. The

redundant majority class samples, majority class sam-

ples which are quite distant from the decision border,

are also removed. Another approach for detecting and

removing the noisy and borderline samples is presented

in [34], which removes the majority class samples whose

one class is different from the class of at least two of its

three nearest neighbors.

A graph based strategy under-sampling method is

proposed in [29] that is robustness to outliers and over-

comes the bias phenomenon in the original TWSVM

by embedding the weight biases in the TWSVM formu-

lations. An approach is proposed in [23], which com-

bines easy-tuning version of SVM with a modified fea-

ture vector selection techniques for selecting a small

number of samples. This approach represents linearly

all the dataset and also gives a maximal separability of

the imbalanced data in the Reproducing Kernel Hilbert

Space (RKHS).

Other popular approaches in handling imbalanced

data are over-sampling of the minority objects in their

neighborhood. One approach is called SMOTE, which

over-samples the minority class by creating new syn-

thetic examples. The main idea of this approach is to
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generate these new data points by interpolating several

samples of minority class that are closed to each other

[2]. The combinations of the SMOTE method and other

subsampling methods are presented and hopeful results

are reported in [1]. Radial-Based Oversampling (RBO)

method [18] is anoother over-sampling approach, which

tries to find regions in which the synthetic objects from

the minority class should be generated on the basis of

the imbalance distribution estimation with radial basis

functions.

Another category of the imbalanced data classifica-

tion methods tries to control the detection rate of the

minority class by adding a cost term or decision thresh-

old to the classifier and adjusting it. For example, to

learn the optimal decision boundary in the classifica-

tion problem, the ratio of the majority samples in all the

training data are decreased in [10,28]. Also, in [7,17],

the prediction performance of the imbalanced data is

improved by tuning a weight for each class. The margin

distribution theory is used in [6] to design a balanced

classifier by introducing a Cost Sensitive Large margin

Distribution Machine (CS-LDM) to improve the detec-

tion rate of the minority class by using cost-sensitive

margin mean and cost-sensitive penalty.

Some approaches for the problem of imbalanced data

apply the misclassifications as a loss function to up-

date the distribution of the training data on successive

boosting rounds [12,32,14]. A robust lost function to

deal with the imbalanced problem in the noise environ-

ment is designed in [38]. Applying this loss function into

the SVM formulation presents a robust SVM framework

which results in a Bayes optimal classifier.

Several other combined ways are presented to con-

front imbalanced data problem such as RUSBoost [28]

that proposes to combine data sampling methods with

fast boosting. In order to ensure more minority instances

for successive classifiers, a misclassification cost weights

determination method is proposed in [33]. This method

considers the different contribution of minority instances

to the form of SVM classifiers at each iteration based on

the preceding obtained classifier during boosting, which

can allow it to produce diverse classifiers and thus im-

prove its generalization performance.

Recently, rough set theory as an important mathe-

matical tool for dealing with the fuzziness and uncer-

tainties in data, has attracted more and more attention

in the classification of imbalanced data. An algorithm

for online streaming feature selection is proposed in [40]

that uses the information of the nearest neighbors pro-

viding by rough sets theory to select the relevant fea-

tures which can get higher separability between the ma-

jority class and the minority class.

An approach is proposed in [4] that provides fea-

ture selection of the imbalanced data by employing the

neighborhood rough set theory. In this approach, the

significance of the features is defined by carefully study-

ing the upper and lower boundary regions and the un-

even distribution of the classes is considered during the

definition of the feature significance.

To improve the performance of the SMOTE method,

an approach is proposed in [36] that uses two proto-

type selection techniques both based on the fuzzy rough

set theory. The first fuzzy rough prototype selection al-

gorithm removes noisy instances from the imbalanced

dataset, the second cleans the data generated by the

SMOTE.

An approach for classification of imbalanced data is

introduced in [27] that uses the fuzzy rough set theory

and ordered weighted average aggregation by consider-

ing different strategies to build a weight vector to take

into account data imbalance.

In many approaches, fuzzy-rough set theory is ap-

plied before the classification methods, which needs con-

siderable computation time. An approach is proposed

in [35] that uses different criteria for the minority and

majority classes in the fuzzy-rough instance selection

and eliminates the time consuming step employed in

the previous approaches.

3 Least Squares Twin Support Vector Machine

Twin support vector machine (TSVM) [31] seeks a pair

of non-parallel hyperplanes to accelerate the training

process of SVM classifier. To more speed up this train-

ing process, least squares TSVM (LTSVM) is proposed

that also has better generalization capability than TSVM

[20].

Consider m1 positive class data points and m2 neg-

ative class data points in the n-dimensional real space

Rn, where m1 + m2 = m. Let X1 ∈ Rm1×n is a ma-

trix for representing the positive class instances, and

X2 ∈ Rm2×n is a matrix for representing the negative

class instances. In imbalanced classification problems,

it is generally assumed that the data points belonging

to the positive class are minority and the data points

belonging to the negative class are the majority.

Two non-parallel hyperplanes in Rn are given below:

f1(x) = wT
1 x + b1 = 0,

f2(x) = wT
2 x + b2 = 0,

(1)
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where w ∈ Rn and b ∈ R and these hyperplanes are ob-

tained from the solutions of the following primal prob-

lem of LTSVM:

min
w1,b1,ξ

1

2
‖ X1w1 + e1b1 ‖2 +

c1
2
ξTξ,

s.t. − (X2w1 + e2b1) + ξ ≥ e2, ξ ≥ 0

(2)

and

min
w2,b2,η

1

2
‖ X2w2 + e2b2 ‖2 +

c2
2
ηTη,

s.t. (X1w2 + e1b2) + η ≥ e1, η ≥ 0

(3)

where ξ and η are two slack variables, e1 and e2 are

two vectors with suitable dimensions having all values

as 1s, and c1 > 0 and c2 > 0 are penalty parameters.

Lagrangian forms of equations (2) and (3) are given as

follows:

L(w1, b1, ξ,α) =
1

2
‖ X1w1 + e1b1 ‖2 +

c1
2
ξTξ

− αT (−(X2w1 + e2b1) + ξ− e2),
(4)

and

L(w2, b2,η,β) =
1

2
‖ X2w2 + e2b2 ‖2 +

c2
2
ηTη

− βT ((X1w2 + e1b2) + η− e1),
(5)

where α ∈ Rn and β ∈ Rn are the vectors of La-

grangean multipliers. With KKT conditions, the deriva-

tives of equation (4) with respect to w1, b1, ξ and α,

are calculated and set equal to zero, as follows:

∂L

∂w1
= XT

1 (X1w1 + e1b1) + XT
2 α = 0, (6)

∂L

∂b1
= eT1 (X1w1 + e1b1) + eT2 α = 0, (7)

∂L

∂ξ
= c1ξ− α = 0, (8)

∂L

∂α
= −(X2w1 + e2b1) + ξ− e2 = 0. (9)

By combining two equations (6) and (7) we give the

equation (10) as follows:

[
XT

1

eT1

] [
X1 e1

] [w1

b1

]
+

[
XT

2

eT2

]
α = 0. (10)

Using equations (8), (9) and (10) the following values

are obtained:

[
w1

b1

]
= −(GTG +

1

c1
HTH)−1GTe2, (11)

where H =
[
X1 e1

]
and G =

[
X2 e2

]
. In a similar

manner, the parameters of the other hyper-plane are

obtained as:

[
w2

b2

]
= (HTH +

1

c2
GTG)−1HTe1. (12)

After obtaining weights and biases of the two non-

parallel hyper-planes using equations (11) and (12), we

assign a new data point x into the class i as follows:

i = arg min
j=1,2

| wT
j x + bj |
‖ wj ‖

. (13)

4 Rough Set theory

Rough set theory is invented by Pawlak [26]. This the-

ory is concerned with analysis of deterministic data de-

pendencies. It is a nondeterminism mathematical pow-

erful tool for inference in the presence of ambiguity

cases, that provides methods for removing irrelevant

information from data. The indiscernibility concept is

the basis of this theory. Consider an information system

I = (U ,S), where U is a set of finite instances and S is

a set of their attributes, such that each attribute a ∈ S
defines a mapping a : U → Va, where Va is the set of
values that attribute a can take. For every P ⊆ S, the

indiscernibility relation is:

RP = IND(P) =
{

(x,y) ∈ U2 | ∀a ∈ P, a(x) = a(y)
}
.

(14)

If (x,y) ∈ IND(P), then x and y are indiscernible

by attributes of P. So, RP partitions the set U , and

the equivalence classes of P-indiscernibility relation are

denoted by [x]P .

Suppose X ⊆ U and B ⊆ S such that the relation

IND(B) constructs a partitioning and creates equiva-

lence classes. Accordingly, X can be approximated based

on the information in the feature space B that is ob-

tained by the lower bound of X (B ↓ X ), and the upper

bound of X (B ↑ X ) is defined as follow:

B ↓ X = {x | [x]B ⊆ X} , (15)
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B ↑ X = {x | [x]B ∩ X 6= ∅} . (16)

The boundary region can be defined based on the

upper and lower bound as follows:

BNB(x) = B ↑ X − B ↓ X . (17)

If BNB(x) 6= ∅ then X is a rough set. So, a rough set

is recognized as 〈B ↑ X ,B ↓ X〉.
A special kind of an information system (IS) is used

in classification or prediction tasks, which is called deci-

sion system (U ,S∪{d}), where d is a decision attribute.

In case d is nominal, the equivalence classes [x]Rd , re-

sulted from indiscernibility relation R on attribute d,

are called decision classes.

For every B ⊆ S in IS, the B-positive region is

defined as the set X ⊆ U which is identically discernible

for values of B, as follow:

POSB = ∪x∈XRB ↓ [x]Rd . (18)

Two examples x and y in POSB have equivalent values

for attributes in B, which means that those examples

belong to the same class.

4.1 Fuzzy-Rough Set

In practice, datasets contain attributes with exact and

real values. In these cases, rough set theory is con-

fronted with problem. In this theory, we cannot specify

that the values of two attributes are similar or not,

or specify the amount of similarity between them. For

example, two numbers −0.123 and −0.122 may be dif-

ferent only because of noise, but rough set theory con-

siders those numbers different. One way to cope with

this problem is discretization of the database. But, this

method loses information. Fuzzy-rough theory is the ba-

sic solution in these cases. In the early 1990s, researches

on combining fuzzy sets and rough sets are emerged

[8]. According to the following guiding principles, fuzzy

rough set theory has focused mainly on fuzzifying the

lower and upper approximations:

– In order to generalize the set X to a fuzzy set in U ,

it allows objects to belong to a given concept with

various degrees of membership.

– Unlike rough set theory that evaluates objects by

indiscernibility relation, a fuzzy relation R is used

to approximate equality of objects. As a result, ob-

jects can be categorized into classes based on their

similarity to each other with soft boundaries and ob-

jects can belong to more than one class with varying

degrees.

More formally, equality of objects is modeled with

fuzzy relation R in X , such that we can assign a simi-

larity degree to each pair of objects.

The classical way of objects discerning is used for

objects with the qualitative attribute a, i.e., Ra(x,y) =

1 if a(x) = a(y) and Ra(x,y) = 0 otherwise. The Fuzzy

B-indiscernibility relation for any subset B of S is de-

fined in equation (19) (there are several definitions in

fuzzy relation R and fuzzy set A for upper and lower

approximations of A by R):

RB(x,y) = T (Ra(x,y))︸ ︷︷ ︸
a∈B

, (19)

where T (·) represents a fuzzy t-norm. It can be seen

that by using only qualitative attributes, the above re-

lation is equivalent to the traditional concept of the

B-indiscernibility relation.

By using fuzzy relationR, the lower and upper bound

of a fuzzy set A in X are defined in the following forms:

(Rb ↓ A)(x) = inf
y∈X
L(R(x,y),A(y)), (20)

(Rb ↑ A)(x) = sup
y∈X
T (R(x,y),A(y)), (21)

where L(·, ·) is a fuzzy implication and T (·) is a fuzzy

t-norm. Each mapping in the the form [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]

such that for each x ∈ [0, 1] satisfy L(0, 0) = 1 and

L(1, x) = x is a fuzzy implication.

The fuzzy B-positive region for y in X ⊆ U can be

defined as:

POSB(y) = (∪x∈XRB ↓ Rdx)(y), (22)

where d is a decision attribute.

5 Proposed method

The fuzzy rough weighted least squares twin support

vector machine (FRLSTSVM) for imbalanced data clas-

sification is presented in this section. The proposed

FRLSTSVM method reduces the training points in the

majority class using the fuzzy-rough lower approxima-

tion and determines the weight biases in the formula-

tion of WLTSVM using fuzzy rough set theory.
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5.1 Linear FRLSTSVM

In order to generate two proximal hyperplanes with

WLTSVM, we suppose that data points in the minority

class remain unchanged, while data points in the major-

ity class are reduced with the method that we present

its formulation in the following.

First, the B-positive region for majority data points

is calculated, where B is the set of all attributes. Obvi-

ously, data points in the high-density regions are similar

to each other, and therefore these data points have a

high fuzzy B-positive degree, while data points in the

low-density regions have a low B-positive degree, e.g.

outliers data. Finally, for each majority data point xi,

if the fuzzy B-positive degree of xi is more than pre-

defined non-negative threshold τ , then xi can be se-

lected in the final majority dataset.

Given a decision system (U ,S ∪ {d}), where U is

a non-empty set of majority data points, S is a non-

empty finite set of the attributes and d is a decision

attribute. By considering a as a quantitative attribute

in S ∪ {d}, we can define the approximate equality be-

tween two data points x and y in a with the following

fuzzy relation:

Rγa = max(0, 1− γ | a(x)− a(y) |
l(a)

), (23)

where parameter γ > 0 determines the granularity of

Rγa and l(a) is the range of the attribute a. In order to

determine the similarity between x and y based on any

subset B of S, fuzzy B-indiscernibility can be defined

as follows:

RγB(x,y) = T (Rγa(x,y))︸ ︷︷ ︸
a∈B

. (24)

The lower approximation RγB ↓ A from the fuzzy set

A in S by using the fuzzy relation RγB for y ∈ X can

be defined as:

(Rγb ↓ A)(y) = inf
x∈X
L(RγB(x,y),A(x)). (25)

Thus, we can define the the fuzzy B-positive region

POSγ,XB for y ∈ X as:

POSγ,Xd (y) = (RγB ↓ R
γ
d)(y). (26)

In order to reduce the majority class data points,

in the first step, the fuzzy B-indiscernibility relations

for all data points in the the majority class are calcu-

lated, where B is the set of all attributes approximat-

ing equality of objects with their similar ones. Since

we use this method only to reduce data points with

decision attribute d = −1 (majority class), the fuzzy

B-indiscernibility relation for all data points is equiva-

lent to the fuzzy B-positive region, and this algorithm

assigns the membership degree of each training data in

positive region.

In the second step, by using a threshold value τ ,

if the similarity of data points (appertain to POSγ,Xd )

is less than τ , then these data points are finally not

selected for reduced dataset.

Since the membership degrees of the lower fuzzy-

rough approximation in the boundary or overlapped

regions are less than the membership degrees of data

points located in the centers regions, it can be con-

cluded that the lower fuzzy-rough approximation is suit-

able for verification of the quality of neighbors for any

data point.

This fuzzy-rough set sub-sampling method requires

the input parameters γ as the fuzzy similarity relation

and τ which is used as a threshold to remove the objects

having fewer values than this threshold.

In the proposed approach, we design a suitable se-

lection weight approach for constructing two proximal

hyperplanes. Weights should fulfil two conditions: 1) a

higher weight value should be assigned to the minority

class data points, while the majority class data points

should receive a lower weight, and 2) the weights should

be in the interval [0, 1], so that the training of the clas-

sifier can converge. Also, as the second contribution, we

propose an approach to assign weight to the majority

and minority data points. For each data point in the

majority class, first, its fuzzy B-indiscernibility relation

with all other majority calss data points is calculated,

where B is the set of all attributes that the fuzzy B-

indiscernibility relation with decision attribute d = −1

is equivalent to the fuzzy B-positive region. Then, the

weight of each majority class data point is equivalent

to the average membership degree of its related points

in the fuzzy B-positive region. For each data point xi
in the majority class, the corresponding weights vi cal-

culates using the following equation:

∀xi ∈ X2 : vi =
1

n

xn2∑
y=x1

2,y 6=xi2

POSγ,yd=−1(xi), (27)

where n is the number of data points in the majority

class. We define the diagonal weight matrix D2(n2×n2)

having weights vi which corresponded to the majority

class data points as diagonal elements.

Also, for each minority class data point, first, its

fuzzy B-indiscernibility relation of all majority class
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data points is calculated. Then, the weight of each mi-

nority data point is equivalent to the average member-

ship degree of its related points in the fuzzy B-positive

region. For each data point xj in the minority class, the

corresponding weights vj calculates using the following

equation:

∀xj ∈ X1 : vj =
1

n

xn1∑
y=x1

1,y 6=xj1

POSγ,yd (xj). (28)

We define the diagonal weight matrix D1(n1×n1) hav-

ing weights vj , which its diagonal elements correspond

to the minority class data points.

By using X1, X̂2, D1, and D2, which X̂2 is a re-

duced matrix of majority data points, we determine

two hyperplanes by solving the following optimization

problems:

min
w1,b1,ξ

1

2
‖ X1w1 + e1b1 ‖2 +

c1
2
ξT

m2∑
i=1

viξ,

s.t. − (X̂2w1 + e2b1) + ξ ≥ e2, ξ ≥ 0

(29)

and

min
w2,b2,η

1

2
‖ X̂2w2 + e2b2 ‖2 +

c2
2
ηT

m1∑
i=1

vjη,

s.t. (X1w2 + e1b2) + η ≥ e1, η ≥ 0

(30)

where ξ and η are slack variables and e1 and e2 are

two vectors having suitable dimensions with all values

as 1s. The parameters c1 > 0 and c2 > 0 are penalty

factors and m1 and m2 are number of data points in the

minority and majority classes respectively. Lagrangians

of the above equations are given as:

L(w1, b1, ξ,α) =
1

2
‖ X1w1 + e1b1 ‖2 +

c1
2
ξT viξ

− αT (−(X̂2w1 + e2b1) + ξ− e2),

(31)

and

L(w2, b2,η,β) =
1

2
‖ X̂2w2 + e2b2 ‖2 +

c2
2
ηT vjη

− βT ((X1w2 + e1b2) + η− e1),
(32)

where α ∈ Rn and β ∈ Rn are two Lagrangian coeffi-

cient vectors. According to KKT conditions, the corre-

sponding derivatives of equation (31) are obtained and

set to zero. As a result, equations (6), (7) and (9) are

again obtained, and following equation is obtained in-

stead of equation (8):

∂L

∂ξ
= c1viξ− α = 0. (33)

Considering two matrices H =
[
X1 e1

]
and G =

[
X̂2 e2

]
and two vectors u1 =

[
w1

b1

]
and u2 =

[
w2

b2

]
, equation

(33) can be rewritten as:

HTHu1 + GTα = 0. (34)

After solving this equation, we find:

u1 = −(HTH)−1GTα. (35)

In order to avoid the possible ill-conditioning of HTH

in the special case, which it may be singular, TSVM

introduces a term δI(δ > 0), and replaces HTH by

HTH+ δI, where I is an identity matrix of appropriate

dimensions. In this case, equation (35) can be rewritten

as follows:

u1 = −(HTH + δI)−1GTα. (36)

After solving equations (9), (33) and (34) we obtain:

α = [
D−1i
c1

+ G(HTH)−1GT ]−1e2, (37)

where Di is a diagonal matrix having weights vi which

corresponded to the majority class data points.

In the same way:

u2 = (GTG + δI)−1HTβ, (38)

and

β = [
D−1j
c2

+ H(GTG)−1HT ]−1e1, (39)

where Dj is a diagonal matrix having weights vj which

corresponded to the minority class data points.

Once solutions w1, b1, w2 and b2 are obtained, for

each new data point x ∈ Rn, first its distance from the

hyperplanes are calculated, then it assigns to the class

i (i = +1,−1) having the smallest distance as follows:

i = arg min
j=1,2

| wT
j x+ bj |
‖ wj ‖

. (40)
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5.2 Nonlinear FRLSTSVM

To extend the proposed model to the nonlinear case,

we consider two following kernel based surfaces instead

of two hyperplanes:

f1(x) = K(X1,X)w1 + b1 = 0,

f2(x) = K(X2,X)w2 + b2 = 0,
(41)

where K is an appropriately chosen kernel function

and X = [X1,X2]T . After solving two following kernel

based optimization problems, FRLSTSVM for nonlin-

ear data classification will be obtained as follows:

min
w1,b1,ξ

1

2
‖ K(X1,X)w1 + e1b1 ‖2 +

c1
2
ξT

m2∑
i=1

viξ,

s.t. − (K(X̂2,X)w1 + e2b1) + ξ ≥ e2, ξ ≥ 0

(42)

and

min
w2,b2,η

1

2
‖ K(X̂2,X)w2 + e2b2 ‖2 +

c2
2
ηT

m1∑
i=1

vjη,

s.t. (K(X1,X)w2 + e1b2) + η ≥ e1, η ≥ 0

(43)

where X = [X̂1,X2]T . Considering two matrices P =[
K(X1,X) e1

]
and Q =

[
K(X̂2,X) e2

]
and two vec-

tors z1 =

[
w1

b1

]
and z2 =

[
w2

b2

]
, the solution of the

above optimization problems will be found as:

z1 = −(PTP + δI)−1QTα, (44)

α = [
D−1i
c1

+ Q(PTP)−1QT ]−1e2, (45)

z2 = (QTQ + δI)−1PTβ, (46)

β = [
D−1j
c2

+ P(QTQ)−1PT ]−1e1, (47)

which are the solutions for w1, b1, w2 and b2.

A new data point x ∈ Rn is then assigned to the

class i (i = +1,−1) using the following decision rule:

i = arg min
j=1,2

| K(x,X)wj + bj |√
K(x,X)wj + bj

(48)

Summary of the proposed method is shown in algo-

rithm (1).

Algorithm 1 FRLSTSVM (X+, X−, S, d, τ, γ)

Input:
X+, the set of positive class instances.
X−, the set of negative class instances.
S, non-empty finite set of attributes.
d, a decision attribute belong to {1,−1}.
Hyper-parameters:
γ, granularity parameter.
τ , selection threshold.
Output:
w1, b1, w2, and b2.
Process:
X1 ← X+

X̂2 ← X−
A) subsampling of majority data:

1. For any subset B of S, Calculate fuzzy B-positive region

POS
γ,X−
B with equation (26).

2. For each x ∈ X−:

If (POS
γ,X−
B (x) < τ)

X̂2 ← X̂2 − {x} .
B) assigns weights to the majority and minority data points
using equations (27) and (28) respectively.
C) calculate hyperplanes:

1. calculate α and β using equations (37) and (39) respec-
tively.

2. calculate u1 and u2 using equations (36) and (38) respec-
tively.

3. calculate w1, b1, w2, and b2: u1 =
[
w1 b1

]T
and u2 =[

w2 b2
]T

.

Return: w1, b1, w2, and b2.
D) Classification of new sample using equation (40).

6 Experimental results

In order to evaluate the proposed FRLSTSVM method,

15 independent imbalanced datasets are utilized to in-

vestigate its performance. Table (1) shows the details

of these datasets that constitute several imbalanced

classification problems of various sizes, imbalance ra-

tio and number of features. In each dataset, the mi-

nority class is marked and the rest classes are majority

class. The seven datasets Yeast3, Vehicle, PimaIndian,

Haberman, Yeast4, Shuttle, Segment are imbalanced

datasets from Knowledge Extraction based on the Evo-

lutionary Learning (KEEL1), and the other datasets are

from the UCI Repository2 that have not generally been

assigned as imbalanced datasets.

In the experiments, in order to demonstrate the

superiority of the proposed FRLSTSVM method, we

compare it to the several SVM-based methods such as

WSVM [11], TWSVM [31,16], SMOTE under-sampling

[2], SVM with under-sampling and over-sampling method

[24,37] and WLTSVM [29], using datasets shown in the

Table (1). The proposed FRLSTSVM method is imple-

1 https://sci2s.ugr.es/keel/imbalanced.php
2 https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/index.php
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Table 1 Characteristics of the benchmark two-class datasets

Dataset
Imbalance

Features
Minority Data

Ratio Class Samples
Yeast3 8.1075 8 ME3 1484
Vehicle 3.2337 18 VAN 940

Transfusion 3.2017 4 Yes 748
Wine 2.0166 13 Class 1 178

PimaIndian 1.8653 8 Positive 768
Ionosphere 1.7855 34 Bad 351
Haberman 2.7779 3 Died 306

CMC 3.4228 9 Long-term 1473
Vowel 9.1010 13 Class0 988
Yeast4 28.4118 8 ME4 1484

shuttle-c0-vs-c4 13.8810 9 Class0 1829
Segment 6.0077 19 Segment 2308

Abalone19 128.8701 8 Class19 4174
Wisconsin 8.7943 9 Rest 683
Led7digit 8.7943 7 Rest 443

Table 2 Confusion matrix

Predicted positive Predicted negative
Actual positive TP FN
Actual negative FP TN

mented3 in MATLAB R2017b on a PC with Intel corei5

processor (2.4GHz), 4.0 GB of Ram and Windows 10

OS.

6.1 Evaluation metrics

In the traditional binary classification tasks, the most

important criterion is the accuracy, but this criterion is

not appropriate for the imbalanced data classification.

Accuracy, sensitivity, specificity, and G-mean, defined

in equations (49) - (52), are the classification criteria

that compute from the confusion matrix shown in Ta-

ble (2). G-mean as an appropriate criterion that can

characterize the trade-off between sensitivity and speci-

ficity is widely used in the imbalanced data classifica-

tion tasks.

Sen = TP/(TP + FP ) (49)

Spe = TN/(TN + FN) (50)

Acc = (TP + TN)/(TP + FP + TN + FN) (51)

G−mean =
√
Sen× Spe (52)

3 The Matlab code of the FRLSTSVM method is available
at https://github.com/maysambehmanesh/FRLSTSVM.
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7. Experimental Results 

In order to evaluate our proposed method, 15 

independent imbalanced dataset that used in [28,29] are 

utilized to investigate performance of FRWLTSVM 

algorithm. Table 1 shows the details of these datasets 

that known as most of the imbalanced problems and 

various in size, imbalance ratio and number of features. 

The minority class for each dataset is marked in Table 

1, and the rest of the classes considered as the majority 

class. The seven datasets Yeast3, Vehicle, PimaIndian, 

Haberman, Yeast4, Shuttle, Segment are imbalanced 

datasets  from  Knowledge Extraction based on 

Evolutionary Learning (KEEL), and the other datasets 

are from UCI Repository that has not generally been 

assigned as imbalanced datasets. 
In the experiments, to demonstrate validity of our 

proposed FRWLTSVM, we compare it with WLTSVM 

[33], WSVM [30], TSVM [24,31], SMOTE under-

sampling [10], WLTSVM [30] and SVM with under-

sampling and over-sampling method [33,34]  by using 

datasets that show in Table 1. These algorithms 

implemented by MATLAB R2016a on a PC with Intel 

corei5 processor (2.4 GHz) with 4.0 GB of Ram on 

Windows 10. Grid search approach is used for parameter 

selection. 

 
Table 1: Characteristics of the benchmark two-class datasets 

Number 
of Data 
Samples 

Minority 
Class 

Number of 
Features 

Imbalance 
Ratio 

 

Dataset 

1484 ME3 8 0.1098 Yeast3 
940 VAN 18 0.2362 Vehicle 
748 Yes 4 0.2380 Transfusion 
178 Class 1 13 0.3315 Wine 
768 Diabetes 8 0.3490 PimaIndian 
351 Bad 34 0.3590 Ionosphere 
306 Died 3 0.2647 Haberman 

1473 Long-term 9 0.2261 CMC 
988 Class0 13 0.0990 Vowel 

1484 ME4 8 0.0340 Yeast4 
1829 Class0 9 0.0672 Shuttle 
2308 Segment 19 0.1427 Segment 
4174 Class19 8 0.0077 Abalone19 
683 Rest 9 0.1021 Wisconsin 
443 Rest 7 0.1021 Led7digit 

 

7.1. Evaluation Measures 

To evaluate the performance of our algorithm, four 

evaluation criteria are specified before presenting the 

experimental results. In traditional binary classification 

tasks, the most important criteria is accuracy, but it is 

not appropriate for imbalanced data classification. Thus, 

we consider G-mean as the main criteria measure for 

imbalanced data classification that can characterize the 

trade-off between sensitivity and specificity. Accuracy, 

sensitivity, specificity, and G-mean are defined in 

equations (55) - (58), which are computed from the 

confusion matrix, shown in Table 2. 

Table 2: Confusion matrix. 

Predicted 

negative 
Predicted 

positive  

FN TP Actual positive 
TN FP Actual negative 

 

7.2. Numerical Results and Analyses  

In this subsection, our proposed FRWLTSVM method 

evaluated by these benchmark datasets. In each data set,  

First, the 75% of the data points are randomly selected 

as the training data, and the other data points are used 

for testing, second the proposed FRWLTSVM method 

is trained and tested using nested 10-fold cross-

validation technique, and finally, the accuracy and G-

mean of this process are averaged from all runs. The 

whole process is repeated ten times, and finally, the 

accuracy and G-mean values are the averages of these 

ten cross-validation runs. 

 

 
Figure 1: Small circles show the selected majority data points 

by the proposed fuzzy rough set algorithm for Yeast3 dataset 

 

Fig. 1 shows the selected majority data points of Yeast3 

dataset after applying the proposed method. In this 

figure, we consider only two first features of the Yeast3 

dataset. This figure shows that majority data points in 

higher density regions have good chances for selecting 

in the final dataset, but the training examples in the 

lower density regions (outlier examples), likely not be 

selected in the final dataset. 

The average accuracies of FRWLTSVM and comparing 

it with six previous methods with linear and non-linear 

kernels are summarized in Tables 3 and 4 respectively. 

Tables 5 and 6 shows the average G-mean of 

FRWLTSVM and comparing it with six previous 

methods with linear and non-linear kernels.  

(55) 𝑆𝑒𝑛 = 𝑇𝑃/(𝑇𝑃 + 𝐹𝑃) 
(56) 𝑆𝑝𝑒 =  𝑇𝑁/(𝑇𝑁 + 𝐹𝑁) 
(57) 𝐴𝑐𝑐 = (𝑇𝑃 + 𝑇𝑁)/(𝑇𝑃 + 𝐹𝑃 + 𝑇𝑁 + 𝐹𝑁) 

(58) 𝐺 −𝑚𝑒𝑛 = √𝑆𝑒𝑛 × 𝑆𝑝𝑒 

Fig. 1 The selected majority data points of Yeast3 dataset
after applying the proposed subsampling method. Small cir-
cles indicate the selected majority data points.

6.2 Numerical results

In this section, we evaluate the proposed FRLSTSVM

method on the benchmark datasets and compare it to

the most of the SVM-based state-of-the-art methods. In

each dataset, we apply nested 10-fold cross-validation

technique. The whole process is repeated ten times and

the mean accuracy (and G-mean) of these ten runs and

theirs standard deviations are reported as the final re-

sults.

Figure (1) shows the selected majority data points

of Yeast3 dataset after applying the proposed method.

To be viewable, we only consider the first two features

of the this dataset. This figure shows that the majority
data points in the higher density regions have a good

chances of selection in the final dataset, while the data

points in the lower density regions (outlier examples),

are unlikely to be selected in the final dataset.

The average accuracies of the FRLSTSVM method

compared to the other methods with linear and non-

linear kernels are summarized in Tables (3) and (5) re-

spectively. Tables (4) and (6) show the average G-mean

of the FRLSTSVM and compare it to the other meth-

ods contain linear and non-linear kernels.

For the linear cases, Tables (3) and (4) show that

the proposed FRLSTSVM method achieves better per-

formance in terms of G-mean metric compared to the

previous methods in the most of benchmarks includes

Yeast3, Wine, Pimaindian, Ionosphere, Haberman, CMC,

Shuttle-c0-vs-c4, Segment, and Wisconsin. Also, it achieves

better accuracy in 10 of all 15 datasets. Better perfor-

mance of the proposed FRLSTSVM method in terms

of G-mean metric on the most of datasets compare to

other svm-based methods demonstrates better capabil-
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Table 3 The testing results of linear classifiers (Mean Accuracy(%)± Standard Deviation)

Dataset WSVM OverSVM UnderSVM SMOTESVM TWSVM WLTSVM FRLSTSVM
Yeast3 90.79± 1.36 90.22± 0.15 83.78± 0.19 91.92± 0.39 89.17± 0.41 91.96± 0.19 93.21±0.39
Vehicle 95.80± 0.86 94.67± 0.10 93.83± 0.85 97.03±0.24 96.59± 0.23 96.51± 0.28 96.21± 0.31
Transfusion 62.73± 4.28 54.86± 2.21 55.69± 2.67 65.06± 3.73 49.43± 2.27 66.64± 0.62 72.45± 0.21
Wine 92.12± 0.50 95.72± 0.55 91.20± 0.73 96.04± 0.19 94.81± 0.50 95.12± 0.87 97.19± 0.11
PimaIndian 75.64± 0.79 75.26± 0.90 72.79± 0.53 73.01± 0.62 76.10± 0.25 76.78± 0.35 78.69± 0.45
Ionosphere 88.75±2.29 89.11± 0.67 83.62± 0.44 73.01± 0.30 84.93± 1.21 87.53± 0.81 85.48± 0.26
Haberman 70.68± 0.92 64.82± 0.51 58.96± 1.74 74.77± 0.28 75.81± 0.46 75.90± 0.57 77.49± 0.36
CMC 73.46± 0.35 71.25± 0.17 51.94± 0.78 75.83± 0.41 74.36± 0.21 74.48±0.37 71.15± 0.66
Vowel 96.91±0.64 96.11± 0.19 73.62± 6.28 95.36± 0.21 96.01± 0.13 96.43± 0.24 94.14± 0.23
Yeast4 94.29± 0.25 84.98± 0.18 87.06± 1.73 96.50± 0.26 75.10± 0.16 95.89± 0.25 96.36±0.14
Shuttle-c0-vs-c4 97.36± 1.69 98.24± 0.12 82.14± 2.19 99.95± 0.05 99.84± 0.12 99.82± 0.10 99.98± 0.01
Segment 93.26± 0.31 92.79± 0.35 78.09± 1.69 96.48± 0.17 95.37± 0.07 95.76± 0.42 99.04± 0.24
Abalone19 96.92± 0.45 81.63± 0.94 77.47± 2.53 84.12± 1.55 96.06± 0.33 87.02± 0.89 99.20±0.47
Wisconsin 96.72± 0.73 93.37± 0.26 93.10± 0.24 95.92± 0.17 95.34± 0.25 96.30± 0.31 97.21± 0.23
Led7digit 88.74± 0.53 87.23± 0.62 85.35± 0.93 90.78± 0.08 96.63±0.32 90.71± 0.93 91.85± 0.43

Table 4 The testing results of linear classifiers (Mean G-mean(%)± Standard Deviation)

Dataset WSVM OverSVM UnderSVM SMOTESVM TWSVM WLTSVM FRLSTSVM
Yeast3 78.02± 1.20 76.23± 0.15 71.75± 1.69 84.93± 0.73 83.07± 0.96 85.70± 0.30 87.32±0.61
Vehicle 90.38± 0.74 91.69± 0.41 86.91± 0.80 96.05±0.27 93.74± 0.43 95.48± 0.56 94.39± 0.43
Transfusion 58.68± 2.75 61.31± 2.72 56.97± 2.66 62.06± 3.18 52.72± 0.36 59.08± 0.56 59.98± 0.82
Wine 76.57± 1.64 82.07± 2.56 80.20± 2.73 84.72± 2.19 86.87± 1.36 91.09± 2.87 95.90±0.15
PimaIndian 66.39± 2.16 71.24± 0.92 68.79± 0.53 72.01± 1.51 70.43± 2.80 73.16± 1.42 74.92±0.52
Ionosphere 75.59± 1.26 80.54± 0.44 62.09± 0.41 77.31± 0.93 75.67± 0.97 79.90± 0.45 89.60±0.15
Haberman 60.84± 2.85 62.90± 0.67 52.15± 3.48 66.92± 0.50 52.21± 4.90 64.72± 2.77 67.55±0.67
CMC 52.91± 1.08 50.58± 2.17 45.56± 1.29 60.43± 1.76 54.61± 2.22 63.44± 0.34 67.02±0.44
Vowel 75.48± 2.42 87.47± 2.19 64.06± 3.50 89.02± 2.33 85.62± 1.51 90.28±2.42 78.53± 0.08
Yeast4 73.84± 2.01 82.02± 0.19 67.93± 1.97 84.35± 0.18 18.78± 6.20 85.55±0.69 72.97± 0.41
Shuttle-c0-vs-c4 93.63± 0.59 99.51± 0.12 98.22± 0.84 98.95± 0.17 98.27± 0.19 99.01± 0.39 99.90±0.10
Segment 90.14± 0.72 89.70± 1.74 76.63± 0.53 94.79± 1.48 87.86± 0.47 93.64± 1.11 97.42±0.15
Abalone19 62.75± 3.82 70.89± 3.43 57.39± 2.36 84.43± 1.47 8.097± .45 85.35±1.91 79.23± 0.34
Wisconsin 96.49± 0.36 91.40± 0.21 89.14± 0.24 93.54± 0.18 92.04± 0.52 95.93± 0.35 97.18±0.33
Led7digit 70.28± 2.21 66.41± 1.67 64.80± 2.95 73.48±2.04 62.56± 5.34 67.20± 2.03 69.23± 0.33

Table 5 The testing results of nonlinear classifiers (Mean Accuracy(%)± Standard Deviation)

Dataset WSVM OverSVM UnderSVM SMOTESVM TWSVM WLTSVM FRLSTSVM
Yeast3 91.39± 1.77 92.91± 1.04 87.61± 3.42 93.52± 1.49 92.31± 0.16 93.54± 0.15 94.33±0.35
Vehicle 78.54± 0.89 80.63± 1.89 74.16± 2.56 82.80± 1.52 79.47± 1.65 82.09± 2.18 88.96±0.52
Transfusion 73.25± 2.35 74.85± 1.38 68.59± 1.17 75.60± 2.59 60.16± 3.29 76.99±0.47 76.62± 0.87
Wine 84.28± 2.18 95.73±3.48 77.62± 1.17 92.51± 2.64 92.15± 2.07 94.67± 2.12 94.74± 2.32
PimaIndian 62.79± 1.61 65.10± 0.37 64.42± 2.28 73.42± 1.78 72.23± 1.27 75.69± 1.03 76.9±0.61
Ionosphere 93.67± 1.59 91.63± 2.64 87.45± 2.36 94.32± 1.71 90.30± 0.47 95.27±2.29 79.68± 1.12
Haberman 73.55± 3.14 74.24± 1.15 58.96± 2.68 72.77± 2.41 69.39± 1.56 73.48± 0.35 73.81±0.45
CMC 62.25± 2.07 68.13± 1.65 60.27± 1.89 71.74± 2.20 73.62±1.55 64.95± 2.15 70.13± 1.52
Vowel 95.26± 1.75 91.80± 3.14 86.38± 2.96 96.29± 2.33 94.79± 1.42 97.58± 1.35 97.87±1.18
Yeast4 92.63± 1.39 94.07± 2.86 92.49± 1.73 95.48± 1.82 92.16± 2.79 94.48± 2.44 96.22±1.06
Shuttle-c0-vs-c4 92.79± 1.88 90.27± 2.19 86.47± 3.51 92.86± 1.65 92.07± 0.35 93.61± 1.07 99.81±0.04
Segment 49.53± 2.83 78.61± 1.95 46.09± 1.69 61.52± 3.17 82.59± 1.87 54.33± 7.82 99.42±0.33
Abalone19 90.26± 2.60 93.74±1.82 85.73± 1.45 88.75± 3.13 92.29± 2.27 90.23± 2.19 81.42± 1.18
Wisconsin 93.65± 2.25 94.26± 0.86 91.28± 2.58 96.16± 0.81 96.02± 0.72 96.96±0.22 93.12± 0.51
Led7digit 89.28± 1.67 89.35± 1.72 86.76± 1.85 91.42± 1.28 90.99± 2.81 90.69± 1.03 96.18±0.41
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Table 6 The testing results of nonlinear classifiers (Mean G-mean(%)± Standard Deviation)

Dataset WSVM OverSVM UnderSVM SMOTESVM TWSVM WLTSVM FRLSTSVM
Yeast3 81.05± 1.46 80.73± 0.45 74.14± 1.25 85.32± 0.83 78.68± 2.57 86.36± 0.51 88.63±1.04
Vehicle 81.05± 1.39 84.31± 0.42 69.41± 2.44 90.61± 1.29 83.08± 3.30 89.55±2.20 88.74± 0.36
Transfusion 57.88± 1.83 50.89± 2.89 43.97± 1.50 60.52± 2.04 51.90± 1.21 66.46±1.15 64.44± 0.57
Wine 7.52± 18.94 71.93± 4.62 0.00± 0.00 67.44± 2.81 60.87± 2.68 69.98± 3.32 91.51±1.45
PimaIndian 48.63± 2.73 54.89± 3.11 19.74± 8.51 58.42± 3.20 57.16± 2.68 60.50± 4.02 73.12±2.56
Ionosphere 93.93± 1.60 94.07± 2.56 72.44± 2.96 93.35± 2.95 90.73± 3.14 95.62±0.56 91.39± 0.41
Haberman 35.52± 1.47 43.78± 11.10 29.26± 2.18 51.61± 1.58 41.37± 2.36 44.94± 8.55 63.21±2.58
CMC 64.04± 7.38 62.23± 2.98 54.34± 2.00 41.05± 5.40 53.64± 2.19 63.24± 4.16 69.54±4.28
Vowel 80.39± 2.52 90.24± 3.55 73.88± 5.61 93.39± 4.34 83.27± 1.71 95.66± 1.61 98.85±0.31
Yeast4 31.13± 3.01 51.24± 1.05 40.17± 4.15 48.08± 1.63 46.66± 2.54 49.24± 0.84 61.59±1.29
Shuttle-c0-vs-c4 62.07± 2.09 0.00± 0.00 58.14± 2.96 72.32± 1.86 69.87± 3.19 73.55± 2.23 99.62±0.13
Segment 58.27± 3.10 60.12± 3.90 38.75± 4.28 69.95± 2.25 67.03± 2.66 64.69± 6.78 99.35±0.04
Abalone19 8.77± 4.02 12.17± 2.75 0.00± 0.00 17.51± 3.11 3.91± 3.29 9.21± 0.35 40.23±0.2
Wisconsin 75.98± 0.53 84.26± 8.29 90.48± 2.51 94.44± 1.32 93.85± 3.20 96.27±0.24 91.26± 0.31
Led7digit 63.63± 1.92 56.01± 1.44 42.05± 1.83 68.03± 2.62 57.32± 2.99 66.10± 2.17 88.61±0.30

 

 

Fig. 2 The behavior of the FRLSTSVM method by changing
the parameter τ .

ity of FRLSTSVM method to trade-off between the sen-

sitivity and specificity in the imbalanced problems.

The results in non-linear cases, show in Tables (5)

and (6), are similar to those of the linear classifiers and

demonstrate better performance of the FRLSTSVM method

in terms of accuracy and G-mean metrics in the most

of benchmarks includes Yeast3, Vehicle, Wine, Pimain-

dian, Haberman, CMC, Vowel, Yeast4, Shuttle-c0-vs-

c4, Segment, Abalone19, and Led7digit datasets. In these

datasets, compared to the WLTSVM, with the graph-

based under-sampling strategy, the fuzzy-rough set strat-

egy provides a better subsampling strategy by selecting

an approprate set of the majority data points that rep-

resents the distribution of the data in the majority class

 

 

Fig. 3 The behavior of the FRLSTSVM method by changing
the parameter γ

and increases the robustness of classifier with respect to

the outliers in those datasets.

Also, compared to TWSVM, the performance of

FRLSTSVM in most of the datasets is better than TWSVM

because there is not any bias in TWSVM for the ma-

jority or minority class in the imbalanced problem.

6.3 Analysis of parameter

The performance of the proposed FRLSTSVM method

is highly dependent on two parameters, τ and γ, which

must be tuned accurately. A non-negative threshold pa-

rameter τ is of membership type and must be tuned

cross validation in the range {0, 0.05, 0.1, ..., 1}. The

tuning of granularity parameter γ used in fhe fuzzy rela-
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tion (23) is dependent on the dataset. We tune this pa-

rameter using cross validation in the range of {0.1, 0.2, ..., 2}.
The behavior of the FRLSTSVM method on eight datasets

by changing the parameters τ and γ is show in figures

(2) and (3), respectively.

We observe that the performance of the proposed

method varies by changing these two parameters. For

example, the proposed method for the Transfusion dataset

obtains better performance by setting τ = 0.8 and γ =

0.6. This means applying sub-sampling method among

the the majority data points with at least 80% similar-

ity provides the best performance for this dataset.

Also, we apply the Gaussian kernel in the experi-

ments of nonlinear FRLSTSVM method mentioned in

the equations (41) - (48).

7 Conclusions

In this paper, we had embedded weight biases in the

TSVM formulations to overcome the bias phenomenon

in the original TSVM and used fuzzy rough set theory

to propose a new method based on the support vec-

tor machine for imbalanced data classification tasks.

To have balanced training data, our method, called

FRLSTSVM, introduces a new subsampling method

based on the fuzzy-rough set theory that makes the

classifier robust to the outliers and imbalanced data. In

this strategy, the minority class data points remain un-

changed, and a subset of the majority class data points

are selected with a new method to reduce effectively the

number of training points of the majority class. Also,

to determine the weights in the formulation of FRL-

STSVM, we have introduced a new strategy using fuzzy

rough set theory.

The experimental results of the proposed FRLSTSVM

method conducted on synthetic and real-world datasets

demonstrate that this method is feasible and effective

in terms of generalization ability and accuracy, for im-

balanced data in most of the used benchmark datasets,

compared to the number of related techniques.
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oversampling for noisy imbalanced data classification.
Neurocomputing 343, 19 – 33 (2019). DOI https://doi.

http://doi.acm.org/10.1145/1007730.1007735
http://doi.acm.org/10.1145/1007730.1007735
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.1813
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.1813
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009715923555
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009715923555
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022627411411
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022627411411
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1642194.1642224
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1642194.1642224
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=645528.657651
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10994-005-0463-6


Title Suppressed Due to Excessive Length 13

org/10.1016/j.neucom.2018.04.089. Learning in the Pres-
ence of Class Imbalance and Concept Drift

19. Kubat, M., Matwin, S.: Addressing the curse of imbal-
anced training sets: One-sided selection. In: In Proceed-
ings of the Fourteenth International Conference on Ma-
chine Learning, pp. 179–186. Morgan Kaufmann (1997)

20. Kumar, M.A., Gopal, M.: Least squares twin support
vector machines for pattern classification. Expert Sys-
tems with Applications 36(4), 7535 – 7543 (2009). DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2008.09.066

21. Laurikkala, J.: Improving identification of difficult small
classes by balancing class distribution. In: S. Quaglini,
P. Barahona, S. Andreassen (eds.) Artificial Intelligence
in Medicine, pp. 63–66. Springer Berlin Heidelberg,
Berlin, Heidelberg (2001)

22. Li Yu-Xin Shao Yuan-Hai, D.N.Y.: Improved prediction
of palmitoylation sites using pwms and svm. Protein and
Peptide Letters 18(2), 186–193 (2012)

23. Liu, J., Zio, E.: Integration of feature vector selection and
support vector machine for classification of imbalanced
data. Applied Soft Computing 75, 702 – 711 (2019).
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2018.11.045

24. Liu, X.Y., Wu, J., Zhou, Z.H.: Exploratory undersam-
pling for class-imbalance learning. IEEE Transactions
on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics, Part B (Cybernet-
ics) 39(2), 539–550 (2009). DOI 10.1109/TSMCB.2008.
2007853

25. Naiyang Deng Yingjie Tian, C.Z.: Support Vector Ma-
chines: Optimization Based Theory, Algorithms, and Ex-
tensions. Chapman and Hall/CRC (2012)

26. Pawlak, Z.: Rough Sets: Theoretical Aspects of Reason-
ing About Data. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Norwell,
MA, USA (1992)

27. Ramentol, E., Vluymans, S., Verbiest, N., Caballero,
Y., Bello, R., Cornelis, C., Herrera, F.: Ifrowann: Im-
balanced fuzzy-rough ordered weighted average nearest
neighbor classification. IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Sys-
tems 23(5), 1622–1637 (2015). DOI 10.1109/TFUZZ.
2014.2371472

28. Seiffert, C., Khoshgoftaar, T.M., Hulse, J.V., Napolitano,
A.: Rusboost: A hybrid approach to alleviating class im-
balance. IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cy-
bernetics - Part A: Systems and Humans 40(1), 185–197
(2010). DOI 10.1109/TSMCA.2009.2029559

29. Shao, Y.H., Chen, W.J., Zhang, J.J., Wang, Z., Deng,
N.Y.: An efficient weighted lagrangian twin support vec-
tor machine for imbalanced data classification. Pat-
tern Recognition 47(9), 3158 – 3167 (2014). DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.patcog.2014.03.008

30. Shao, Y.H., Zhang, C.H., Wang, X.B., Deng, N.Y.: Im-
provements on twin support vector machines. IEEE
Transactions on Neural Networks 22(6), 962–968 (2011).
DOI 10.1109/TNN.2011.2130540

31. Shao, Y.H., Zhang, C.H., Wang, X.B., Deng, N.Y.: Im-
provements on twin support vector machines. IEEE
Transactions on Neural Networks 22(6), 962–968 (2011).
DOI 10.1109/TNN.2011.2130540

32. Sun, Y., Kamel, M.S., Wong, A.K., Wang, Y.: Cost-
sensitive boosting for classification of imbalanced data.
Pattern Recognition 40(12), 3358 – 3378 (2007). DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.patcog.2007.04.009

33. Tao, X., Li, Q., Guo, W., Ren, C., Li, C., Liu, R., Zou, J.:
Self-adaptive cost weights-based support vector machine
cost-sensitive ensemble for imbalanced data classification.
Information Sciences 487, 31 – 56 (2019). DOI https:
//doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2019.02.062

34. Tomek, I.: Two modifications of cnn. IEEE Transactions
on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics SMC-6(11), 769–772
(1976). DOI 10.1109/TSMC.1976.4309452

35. Van Nguyen, D., Ogawa, K., Matsumoto, K., Hashimoto,
M.: Editing training sets from imbalanced data using
fuzzy-rough sets. In: R. Chbeir, Y. Manolopoulos, I. Ma-
glogiannis, R. Alhajj (eds.) Artificial Intelligence Appli-
cations and Innovations, pp. 115–129. Springer Interna-
tional Publishing, Cham (2015)

36. Verbiest, N., Ramentol, E., Cornelis, C., Herrera, F.: Pre-
processing noisy imbalanced datasets using smote en-
hanced with fuzzy rough prototype selection. Applied
Soft Computing 22, 511–517 (2014). DOI https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.asoc.2014.05.023

37. Wang, B.X., Japkowicz, N.: Boosting support vector ma-
chines for imbalanced data sets. Knowledge and In-
formation Systems 25(1), 1–20 (2010). DOI 10.1007/
s10115-009-0198-y

38. Wang, Y., Yang, L.: A robust loss function for classifi-
cation with imbalanced datasets. Neurocomputing 331,
40 – 49 (2019). DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.
2018.11.024

39. Yang, X., Song, Q., Cao, A.: Weighted support vector
machine for data classification. In: Proceedings. 2005
IEEE International Joint Conference on Neural Net-
works, 2005., vol. 2, pp. 859–864 vol. 2 (2005). DOI
10.1109/IJCNN.2005.1555965

40. Zhou, P., Hu, X., Li, P., Wu, X.: Online feature selection
for high-dimensional class-imbalanced data. Knowledge-
Based Systems 136, 187 – 199 (2017). DOI https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.knosys.2017.09.006


	1 Introduction
	2 Related work
	3 Least Squares Twin Support Vector Machine
	4 Rough Set theory
	5 Proposed method
	6 Experimental results
	7 Conclusions

