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EERBELALFIETHY, Dy 7 AT -8 2%
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OB L 7T = 2B T = L LTHeTWwS, L
» L, Zeng & Martinez I3, #l7—% 2V TH, LD
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&, KOBEMET VY TV EEMT A 01IE, kDS
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Algorithm 1 MUNGE
Require:
T =22y b (772705 L) T, 4 7L—va vl
k, RN I XA =% p, FHSNTA—F s
Norm(a, b):F¥ a, BEHERZE b DIERSHD 6 51\ 7 v & Ll
Ensure: k X size(T) D7 7 ANV LT—F 2y + D
1: D+ ¢

2: loop k [A[:

3: T T

4 for all TV DAV A¥ VR edo

5: e+ T NOFSE e

6: for all e DR a do

7: p DHEFRT:

8 if o PUHEYEDS A then

9: sd + |eq —€,|/s

10: ea + Norm(el, sd), el, + Norm(eq,sd)
11: else

12: e DFER L ¢ O EZ AIWEZ 5
13: end if

14: end for

15: end for
16: D« DuT’
17: end loop

12T,

L% L, MUNGE Tli37 9 ZDERICT— 24K L, €
TONDEEDYIT & 7 2 TRENED S %, Lindgren [8] 1, €
FTOVEMIC BT 25T — % £ F% £ LT Model Based
Sampling Z#% L, MUNGE IZ liR_TEN 2 € VLR
WEBICTE S Z L %R L7, Model Based Sampling (&7
VYV E L TIRERDAREZ VS, REARD S
ARIEHAT 52 LT, T OERBICEHRIEZFi72¥, Jo
DT — & THBATRE R IREAR & D b EREE R RERD
AEIT) ZENTES, LL, ZOFEEIRERDA
BEMET BTV Y TNICBOTORENTH D, IE
AR EL YT ESRVLT—FIZW L TIGHATE &
W, AR TIE, EEO7 VY Y INICEWLTHETIVE
ffi % W AR 2 el 7 — ¥ AR TFIE 2 1R T 5.

ETNVIEMICE T 28T — & BRI, AT — 8%
BB A== 7)) v S EEBICHEET 2, £
=2 LT, PEIRY 7 R A —N=F YT
FTBRIET, EFTNDN7 4= ADA LT B Z LR
ST 5 (9], [10], [11]. Liu & [9] A7 — 2248
DB CHBIIAR I IED W TERIICDEIRD 7 5 27—
FuRA—N=B ) 7T EFEERE L. AT
X, 2OT7A T TIED T, NHT — & 10 L AT
ML D B EMEROETFLDON 7 3 —2 v 2% T 5F
ErRET 5.

2.2 ZvHrIINIL

Ty ElR, ZOFHIMETESH 2 WIdEEIC
Yo THAINEETLOEATHS [4. LoL, %<
DT VY TNNEZE DREEPKE MR 20, P HE
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FTICIR 23222 2 [5]. Bucilua & (7] 1&, 7 v ¥ v 7UA%
LT vy vy 7OVEIR [12) ZHv, Lol —% %2 H
WBZETHEME T VY TV THIEM R Z LR L
To. 7YY 7OVERTE, BT 0z s v T
HoTh, 7VH VIV 7 x—< v A EICENS
WEFILE, BRSNS, ZokdIEHlET AL TR
fiadT20TIERL, BrEAEBERTIILET7 VY
TUEMD EMFEN, KDNS B A ZXDOT vH Y TAT
XD RBOIULHEREESR 2 2 EBHIES L3 [12], [13], [14].
Tsoumakas & [15] %, 7 ¥ ¥ ¥ 7OVENAN D % N8 471
FESLKEBAMY, 75925 v I EN D, Rl
WKHIKBEAY D 3oDAh T3 —IcELE. £,
Hernandez-Lobato & [16] &, idfbicE-o <D LE
AR FED BN D 1%, —Mic, Adaboost.R2 7))L 3V
A L, Negative Correlation Learning ¥ 7z 1% Regularized
Linear Stacked Generalization 12 & > TER I NL/-fhod 7
YN, KO, DT vy AR Ik > TES
NET VY TVETALLIDBEN TS I E2|ELT
W5, AT, FHREREZ S, Foilic ko <R

DRMEHL, 7vHdy 7LokEeEEND 2175 .

BB LI LD BN D T, 73y ZVBEN D o
27 vYy 70— BRI BIfR T 2 HIEEIEIC D \W»T
AL (RAME) T35 X =9 28T EE2HNE LT
OB UfEN LRSS E 5.

Zhou & [13] i&, 7> ¥ v 7NOEAMNIFHEEICE TS
PRI s R S BFEICE AR Th B E L, Ty
ZOVEON b M % od bR & LCa B 2 LT, GASEN
ZE L7, GASEN 1Z, BEFNICHNTZ2EHARY b
DELGEZ TV LITHEL, BEH7Z7LTY AL
T, TAFT =T EEKEARY MIVOBEEEZ G
T35, bobRBELEARAXNY PMLIZHESIHT, Ty
TINEREEEL, BAIVNIVETVIIRINT 2.

Li & Zhou [14] 137 ¥ 9 ¥ 7VEA D % 2h 3R I2 f# <
TEMTED QP HEAN LIFE S 5 RSE (regularized
selective ensemble) 7)Y AL ZELEL 72, RSE X, A
N—ZFEE 2RO 1 / VA2 EAT 2 2 LT, HA
WCHAD 247w, SBTOEAD XD b/ w4 ZTildl
BHDOEWT v TV EERT 3,

MAADET N {hy,...,hy} L, 7¥¥ v 70k
HERARI MLVE w = [w,...,wy)" EEFET D, C
O, w; > 05> XM w, =1TH%. RSE &, IE
HI{E Y 2 7 B35 R(w) = AV (w) + Q(w) ZAMET %
LIk wERETS., 22T, V(w) EilEET—%
D = {(z1,y1), ..., (N, yn)} TR T 2 BT DO REEER
T, Qw) FIEHHEIETH D, N F V(w) & Qw) DR
BICB T BEAHL ST A =% 2RT, v PHRETT 7
7797 VIEHHLIE%Z 2 n Fnggiiia sk & Ak & LT
Hwzziicky, MEZTA (1) cetfbsns,
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min  w' PLP w+)\zz::1max(0,1 yip; w) )

st. 1Tw=1, w>o0.

ZIC pi=(hi(xi),. .. har(x:)T EFIBRT — % @ 1<
N 2L DEFADOFHMELRL, Pe{-1,+1}" N iz
LT — 2 IeNT 28 T LD Tl 2 LD 7 TR
T, Py =hi(x;) TH3. LFIHT—500t5777 G
DB 7757777 chHb. R (1) D max() &
BoEDPTREODT, A7y 7EKE=(&,....6.)T %
BATZZEIckDh, X (1) BT (2) THEELE?

min w PLPTw + >\1T£
st. yiprw4+& <1, (Vi=1,...,N) (2)
1Tw=1,w>0, ¢>0.

DR, X (2) AR QP REE 2 D, Mk
Bl Sy r =Y HGT, RIS 2B TES, £
72, 1Tw=1,w >0 EWIHTHIFIIE, A S— RFEM:Z R
Dl JIVAHIRIEZR D, EHAw DL DO D% G
Wiz weicd 2, BEHINEEEARY ML w ZH0
T, X B) DXHICw DEEPEL T THEWE/HETILD
BEIZX D PMERET S, £72, T @) DX ICEAR
AT YTV 7L BREINT VS,

H(@) = > hi(a) (RSE) (3)
w; >0

H(z) = > wihi(xz) (RSE-w) (4)
w; >0

3. ETFILEMICHITDEUT—TERK

BT — BRI OWTREE 2 201, FUT—5 0
A% EEEOHET — 7 DAL —BI 5 LTH
2. WzIE, IERSAE O THREIT — % D4R %2179 8
&, BOSHPNOZHTH 254, —~HDT—FZ I LT
IELSRBTE R, FEE, T 2EETET LIV R
DATNZGTHERNA T ADBEE L, BEOSHRE Z2 RO
TRUIT S LFIEFICE LY, LaL, KSofaIc X
D, TNSDTERNA TADWAT L LB S (2], [3].
Model Based Sampling[8] 1%, ##ElT — % I REARD
WENAZHVSE Z ET, ZROIEHTHIOT—F %K
BL, BEARICE T 2 HHMTMUNGE[7] & b b ARICHER
WA ET2Z %R L7, LH L, Model Based Sampling
E7 Y TUPRERTHERS N T 208 R3H D, T
BOTYvH Uy IV EEMT S LI3TELR L, [LEOT v
Y 7SR L CHEMEA I RE 7 MUNGE 1%, 787 X —%
RN 2B REINTE ST, £k, T —5
DY T AR D BEET 286, BT — 2 BRI X
D, 5127 7 ADMY BWEZICRD, i, 77 ADE
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B e R T, 77 ADBRICNS 7 2 T — 5 %
BHRL, ETNVOYBHOPTICHE LD 5,

Model Based Sampling Dk 912, 7—% kv F%2H 3
Hprica# L, 2 DR TEEIHBRETE 254, T—
Fy PRI L TRHEZEZL2LDD, 7Y R4
DITHRNA 7T AR T E AR D 5. fREFET
X, 7=y b7 7RIk >THEIL, VIR
7 VRIS T — 7 2 RIRT 5 2 L TR — YR T
NI ZLDTERNA T AZRNT 22 L2 HET. %
7oy VAT RVBICEN T — 8 2 RRT B ETT—%
DOAREEE R REE L, R T — 21T 2 EMiZ & ) &
AT 2 &2 HAET.

3.1 Adaptive MUNGE

AT, MUNGE & D b 87 X =82 3E, &
512, EOOME XD I F GERIT 28T — 8 24T
% Adaptive MUNGE %2249 5. MUNGE & DK Z it
Wit, 7IRAITRVICHEDE, BT Y 2H R T 55T
Hb, INZ, BAVAIVADI FIALZDRAHEE L
TETONBEAVAIVADT S AR —HEIEB I LI
FoTHEHT S, G2onkiT—%2y by 7 AT,
IZDOWT, BAVRARI VR el T—2 ) v FEEjtIC
BOE, RfF e 2FAT 5. O, EEEMEEY v
By brva—5Fg v 7 0, EiEkEEElIn e
2. FegEEEE LS, X (5) VT, BT —
YDfEEY Y TIVT 5,

€q < €q —uleqg —e| u~U0,1) (5)

X (B) ZHOLZIETAVRAY VR e & ZDRIER €,
DEMENKD X I T -7 D% 2 Z LN TE,
X 512 MUNGE ICFTE L 720887 A —% s B PEILT 5
CENTES, e, IKOWTHEMKICY 7V 5, FE
DR DG, MUNGE & [FABRIC e, & €, DfEZESL
#13 %, Adaptive MUNGE O 7 )L 2°Y X L% Algorithm
2 12T,

77 ABICHIRT =7 2y PEAIEL T 2 EE, A
BT —5 2y MBI AEMRO=2—F L%y FD
FEEHT 2 2 Lz, FEAREOHETHERTH 3.
MUNGE OFETHRED R PV 2y 71255 DIE, HBA v
AT VALDOTEA VATV AED—7 Y v FHHE%
B L, solifiz ko 208 TH 5. Adaptive MUNGE
T, BT =%y bR 7 ABIISTTOUIT 2720,
27y FEHZENT2XDICEET 2L VA VR
WA L, FATHRERREIND.

1 1%, HfliZe 2 X004 (True Dist) &, True Dist
D SR & N7z 450 KOFIFET — % 5265 MUNGE, &KUY,
Adaptive MUNGE IZ & > THK S N Hl7T— & D54
ZRLTW3, £, EREIET—5iIck>TEoNnk
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Algorithm 2 Adaptive MUNGE
Require:
DT =2y b T, ATV —>a vk, I A=%p
Ensure: k X size(T) D7 FAF_XVELT—F %y + D
1: D+ ¢

2: loop k IHl:

3: for all T D7 7 A T, do

4: T « T,

5 for all T, DAV A¥ A edo

6: e« T, NORIER e

7 for all e DR a do

8 p DWEHT:

9: if a VB EDYE then

10: €aq ¢ €q —uleqg — €| u~U(0,1)
11: el e —uleg—¢€,| u~U(,1)
12: else

13: e DR L o DR E ANEZ 5
14: end if

15: end for

16: end for

17: D+« DUT!

18: end for

19: end loop

True Dist

Train Data

MUNGE

1 2RIET =BT BHUT — 5 BT RO, B
Train Data CHI#EL 72 SVM OREH R Z/RT. Adaptive-
MUNGE %, P8R 7 ADEPT =8 %% ERTH L
T MUNGE IHREOFHEZEMT 2 ENTETED, £
720 7 ADAHH BRI N T 5,

SVM 12 & 2 PERREZRL T3,

FAE D, MUNGE 12 X o THER I N H#UT— 7 13,
SHIRY 7 ADT = EEDELT — 5 %% S AR L T
22 LDBRTHING. X5 ICHT — ¥ OEREE P T
&, PEORY 7 ADFERMERD TR, 7— 8 ko
JEDT23% . Adaptive MUNGE 1%, 7 7 AEIZHHLT —
FERERL, PBIRY 7 ARAOERT—2 %2 X D% 4
Y% ET, MUNGE ICHRED DA 2T 5 2 L3
TETWV3,

4. RER & ¥

41 F=Htvhk
KETIE, NvFe—210 L TRETFELUAETED
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K1 7%y

FT—%%v b Fetd T8 B
LETTER 16 20000 0.0377
VEHICLE 18 846  0.2350

Mammography 6 11118  0.0232

COVTYPE 54 38501  0.0713

RS %279, T—% Xy bOBEICBIL TR, £112
FEol, R1LICBIHHEELE, JIfiT—%icET3
7 7 ADHHE LV EIRTIRET, DEBIRY 7 A DOFHITHER
Th D, RFETIE, B [7) THeoh T =52y
b, RO, REEERICE T 2% (10, [11] THw s h
Tw37—=%ty FZHAWT, Ea%{T4%->7. LETTER
& VEHICLE, COVTYPE % UCI Repository[17] 2> 5 HL
31 7z. Mammography i3 OpenML[18] 7> 5B L 7z, &
WigEcI3, BEEIIZE 7] I3 T, N1 ) ERTEIC B
W HIEFERRE (TS 72, [7], [10], [11] IZHE> TILD T —
Yy FEBIELZ, LETTER X, 77 2% T0) 2280k
7 IR, ZTNLDND 25 XFZLHIR 7ALTHI LT
NAF YR L 72, COVTYPE (%, 35754 %~ 7L
E2MATH Y TND2OD Y I AZMHL 7=,

4.2 EERFIEEFESE

TUY Y TIIVOREEIIEL T L) RAEFHALT
Gk e T VEERT 5. BENICIE, SVM, =2—9
LVt v b7 —7, KNN, RENR, Bagged Decision Trees,
Boosted Decision Trees, Boosted Decision Stumps % {8
T2, 7Y XL, LT A=V RERHHT
52LT, RBMIDEFLEIFEL, 7LD
L T2, W OrDEFNVIIENLEERZE T, 1
7 A=Y AL T DTV SEET 5, K5 TIE,
RolE{LIcEED XD ¢H % RSE (X (3)) & RSE-w (R
) #EHL 7 vy 7V EREL, K7 -1y MIE
WTNRT7 =2V ADRWI 2T 5. RSEIC K> T
RENTT7 v 7, B dbitng =6 2 8%
ETFTNTHY, INzETNVEMONGRE TS, MUNGE,
Adaptive MUNGE &, ZNZFNOFHEICL > TERIN
BT — & Tl S 7oA 128 il D 2 = v |k 2 H¢
S22 —F V%Y FERT, Za2a—F )%y M,
BB 7 V2 R A02iE Adam(19] 2, Ny FHA R
13 128, TEMEALBEEICIE ReLU[20], A1 iEHALBISIC
k> 7' A FEEZEHW S,

FT =8y MW LT, 5 aEIRAERGEC & > THEER
2179, £, 5 OHIRAERGEC BT 2 &I T — 5 & H
W, 5125 FHEIEEMGEEZIT) T LT, RSE D87
A—FBPET B, FHliE, 77N, Lo —
FOBREROCTHFELERRBOB—~=2—F L%y b, 7
YV TINDEHICHCSEN TR HDD ) LR O —
&5V, MUNGE &, Adaptive MUNGE 12X L C479).
FHiiFEREE 121X, RMSE (Root Mean Squared Error), KO
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F& 2 BT8R RE ()
. MUNGE Adaptive MUNGE
F=Fey b apave Wi (%)
mean + std mean + std
LETTER 198.838790 + 4.038973  91.071705 + 3.192761 54.198
VEHICLE 9.102416 £ 0.092772 3.354137 £ 0.421760 63.151
Mammography | 58.750733 £ 3.478732 29.389855 + 0.504321 49.975
COVTYPE 552.654022 + 5.301989  236.756285 £ 3.545175  57.160

Fltiz M2, FEEREHE7—5 BT 2 ok
TG SNTE D, 79 2ADREHIH L CHBRTH
BEEZLNTOS [,

4.3 RBREREEER

M2, &F—%+xy AT 2 EFLVEMHORSRT
HY, 5B EMGECN S 5 F A, 1 RMSE %
ARLTW5, FfHEIE, EuiEERgfis s —2I1cnL T
FLAPHETETCLL I ERARL, RMSE 1, ZDEHME
WIEEETFTLDN 7 3 —2 VADREWI ERZRL TS,
ZNFNUHLT, IRV 3 —2 A%/ LT3
IKFERIEAET = e T2 7 v 7L ofERTH 5.
¥ 72, best neural net IZTCDOFIFT— & Tl 2 mE
D=a2—7)3%v FZ/RL, best single model i7 >4~
TNDBA & 72 BIREB OB~ T IVDY T 3 —< v A
%9, Adaptive MUNGE (%, Ffiit RMSE /72 &\
T, MUNGE & W Efzicd h, HEEIMEHNT —F 2y
MBI TEZEDBEE TH 5. Adaptive MUNGE 12 &k >
TABIRY 7 ADEEHIEZ 2 & 5 Il T — % 2 BT
52T, AT — 21T LT HHEMED T TV
BTk, Py N OREEREZENTER L
Ezond, Bly—% %y P800k AL LT VY
VINVDOREOBMET VLD b ROBETHETE T
%. F7-, Adaptive MUNGE T4 L 72 100k OHHT—
FTHML =2 —F 0%y ME, JGOT7 VS v 7N LI
XM D RMSE, KU, FIETHZ I E8bh s, L
L, COVIYPE 3RS, HE DD\, Zh
& COVTYPE (2 I3RS % {, MUNGE & Adaptive
MUNGE QAIRIZENO D n izt tEZon 5,
F21F, £F—FLy FIBWT, 24 27D CPU %
AL, JfT—2 25 100k DERIT— 7 LRI o
7-Wi %~ LT\ %, Adaptive MUNGE i3, MUNGE T
LT — & BB 0 I 2 L ORI E Tw %,
Adaptive MUNGE 1%, AJI7T =22 L T2 7 AEITAL
HT2ZLET, MUNGEIZBWLWTR LR Y 7 THH 7R
2Rk 2 MHIZE VT, RO NRICE S T — 55
ZEIT 5 2 LT, BHMT — 8 IS 00 B IR & T
ErtEZoN%,

5. fhim

AWFFETIE, W BTV Y 7N ETFIVEHEI]
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LETTER

VEHICLE

0.96 W

o —e— MUNGE
—*— Adaptive MUNGE

.. —%— MUNGE X
—%— Adaptive MUNGE
-- ensemble -- ensemble
+ best neural net il IR best neural net
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