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Abstract: Traditional machine learning faces a problem: A a‘a;. he trafhing data and test data no longer obey the same

distribution, the classifier trained by training data can’t ¢ st ddta accurately. To solve this problem, according to the
transfer learning principle, the features were weighted & g 16 thé improved distribution similarity of source domain and
target domain’s intersection features. The semanticgsimifrity and> Term Frequency-Inverse Class Frequency ( TF-ICF) were
used to weight non-intersection features in sour Qd‘@%’n in. Fots“of labeled source domain data and a little labeled target domain
were used to obtain the required features fo&ilding text classifier quickly. The experimental results on test dataset
20Newsgroups and non-text dataset UCI show that{feature transfer weighting algorithm based on distribution and TF-ICF can

transfer and weight features rapidly while guararfiéging precision.
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AIIEMR,

RTIBES CHESMHLEERNARL, £85%
JoTEL SCER (1] 4R H — R TF I BT S Y SCR R,
ZEBJEXT Adaboost J5k 5 &, | FH HAth A8 L IR S 1 AR
ICEHREY 7 B i T EEESE , LUE BUd R /288585 3
BA[2 4R B B F S 5 m B VLAY T #2% J ( Transfer Leaming-
Support Vector Machine, TL-SVM) B3, #| F/DEIRiCH) B

W% H HE :2014-12-22 ; & B HHB :2015-03-17,
TTE RSP H F2H AT B (1JQ2012027)

AUBEARFN R B IR U R W 24 8 A SOk [3 ] R &
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S5 B ARSI AR AUE 22 7] 5 H PR AR 34k Y TRT R 5 STk
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Mo FERIFHT I SCRR[9 - 11 142 A AL 88 % 3 IR ok
B EE s SOk 12  HE R sy
AR AR SCRR [ 13 1 E S I B 5T B I
G USRS e Bk aE SO [14 D N R4 5 1T
BEIGAE BEREESRE, O 15 ] #AAE S ERE
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BUBAEFI R B 1 5 50 1) JC3RE e e R 28 1) R
Zx PR IR B4 B T Sz 3
Zeapt T Fdr 4 SCAGRU P N R, ARTIERS 2 T
KRR EZREET Adaboost Bk, X n M55 3 AR HEAT AL
BE AR TERRE S WRE Rk, MABE AT | N,
IR e S EL AR R 4R i 53R ) G4

A SCARIE IR SRR B AR BRI (9 A F A1, ST R0 32 48
FEIE R 4370 18 O HEAT TE B DAL, T % A SE AR AR 38 1 — it
SCASZERNFREL, 8561 SOR A X IR ST AT B ARk (9 4k 22
SERFIE AT DAL, DA THT 2 52 B ] PO e 4Re £1E 58 B 18 B A
B, 18 F T X SRR PR R B R W AR S AT 45 . U R
£& 20Newsgroups FIIECASRLE UCI h LR, BT 4
AN AR HTRE RIE T A L BE s 2 K B F7 S 4K
A B LB R IR AL T, DR v ) R PR ARIE I
#y a1 B AL ( Support Vector Machine , SVM ) H G B4R A 1) 732558
SO AHHE T Adaboost RSB TR 3 w5 (FERS H A,

1 BAEE R A Bk

FRRSEERLS & B 75 SRR A TR IR 5 LR,
B vl 53 B s —ER A R T EE , B H AR ST , X &5
SYEAER A ARSI BE 23 70 A 18 5 — 42 D SR AU
R R GUER , 3 #8 43 BUE i 22, A 28R, (8.5 AL
WA 5. TEX IR EURE SEA T RAAESE B AL, B2 AE S
FRE L :

1) ZEIRATR - AL IIAR K, 28 BRI b H DR R4

2) AEIR P IR/, 28 BRI L TR

3) AEIRST S BRER K , 72 AR L IS »\ 5

4) FEIRATIR A IR 257 B A ST DM s

5) AEIRG P I, A B AR R L

6) IR AR IR, 2 AR ..

T BSRSFB O, 25850 F) IR AN © 2580 B AR 4
R« i, A B PUE A AT B Ay
AR ERFF ST
1) Data, : JFATBEAE , AR CEPRIC,

2) Data,: HFRUSEHE, FRSE O HIRGUSEEE, CARid.

3) Term,: Data, "5 3 HFRAE o

4) Term, : Data, "L SR IR
LEHAEEBMNE®

AEAEFRAE 4 BE B TR A A, b ) B H ARSI P

FiE. BEMELLITHINBUA REME A 23 B A R R, R

HT .

MEBL 1) VR BRRERT, BONRSUSEE R £ B 3
WEARK , BB SF AR 2R IR SRR £, 20 T BFR4R
Bl B FIRGURS MR 0 2 5, 15 3 M A 2R RUR
SRONEAE

MIEN 2) VB 2R E BT, B 4RI AEFE H AR 453 B
R T RIS EIEEAR D FEA BB TR A S 4
FEAE AR 7T 88 H B0 T8 SR 2R S R B AR

HIHA 3) Ve A EFE B, B 4 A T8 4040 1E ,
FEMBAEE TIRGEM T, NAE T Bl ",

B THEOL 4) PR PR R I BN, 16 42
fERT, 2 IR B , 7 B RN, B 775 18

B AR AL RN, AR SR ARRAE A A I A B R B SR R AR AE
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FE PRGN F ARt AR AR AR K, Hoft = b 2 oh B ol
fitfer B RIB A LR ER O MR AES 5 573
RIEBIE GRStk i

Wi TR , B H AL 3) AP B IE ST B AL Ik
B DA e A T U [ A 38R A1 A DL A ) L 3 e A B
AT ZIZANE R, 3Rk T B AR U T 2 R R T REAEAE /Y
FTHE, SCREPRAE SR 20 A S IR BAR RS — B (D)W
AR 2 WO R AE S AR T T

1 = N2
— [ ) (x,—x)"/n
realC; /allC, ]Zl

(1) F T BT AL RSN B AR ST B 2689 5
MOl Ho: », 9 € B3 i RS T S AL « B9 ik 508

dist(C;,t) = (1)

S 15 G, F A SR I TH0s | Y (v, )/
BICAARIE ¢ 78 C, R RITRIER , BARBE R /R IEIETE C, 38K 4)
A 5 (BT T B2 538 realC, [altO) VEFR ] srealC, g C 4%
TEFCR T B (e = 0)BISEARL;allC, Ky C, 8N FTA XA

B R AAT 43R RO B ANGA H TR
BIA — 2RO 0L & TR A, FF1E ¢ ZETRSTIR Y C 28
H ﬁd = $x,0,0,0,0} (x > 0) ,7E HAp4UHK C I
e 2 + ¥, 7,77,y (v > 0) BRITRFZEWR

25

FPNRHIETE 5 RS  m RE W B AR, /T 18T

@%Y’E%E%%T%EEE% WSRO A A SRR 2

M 2 O B ARBIM A RN 105 /5 F 2+ /5, % WTE €
H O RFIE ¢ TR GERAT B AR TR 215 AR R, A RE 4 H G 5
BIALH

RPN EFEALTR G A Hin SR BB a0 E,
FIFZ(2) XPFRAELESRSTURFN E AR I 53 70 AR BE X 3
AL

c 1

v Z{ | (dist,(C,,t)/dist (C,,0)) —1| +8 )

R(2) AZERERMBOTE . Hi: dist, (C, 1)
R ¢« TEIR GBI S5 A7 s dist, (C;,¢) HFRAE ¢ 76 H AR SR
G370 38 AR VIR AL, B 1 E A0, BUE R T 0 /T 1,
FREE ¢ AETRSBLAN B AR 0 A3 A BRI B, W A3 BE AR T
0, FHIIE ¢ AU RRIC; & W ¢ FALARLHE /1N o SR AFAE ST AR T
BRI

Fok 1l ZEERFEEBNREAED,

WA BGESCERFERE Term, = {1, -, 1,1, BHREA
BFHERAR Term, = {0, -, 4}, 80, 1T
AR R 6.

R MBUS W IERE weight = {weight;,

weight, ,-- ,weight,} .

Hrih

begin

Term,! = {t, | t,. freq > 8,t; € Term,};

Term,” = { | t;.freq > 8,t; € Term |

Termpymection = Term,' O Term,';
fori; 1 ton
forj: 1 to Termy, eoiion- Siz€
weight = weight + weight(t;) ;

end for
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end for
return weight ;

end

B Term,' il Term,' HEFFHESRZ( Text Frequency,
TF) {EFHEL5 B T BRI, Termyy e, EHATIER AT
EFHE
1.2 EXEHETHMNEZ

FERETE R AL R o, Gad SE R AR ) 38 SRR AE L
A5 MR ELE A R AR Bl TEER D, a2
SUEBA MR, SERFEME DUERR RN & 28004 X % 18
ARAZERFHL , BITEJR I 3, 76 HARSUBR ok s BEAI7E IR
G AR BB, TE ARG BB AL, A IR R
EARICRIEIR , SR AT R AR IE A AR B R BG4
A8 SR EE ALY SCA S I 5, 1R AR S R R AEIF L T 18
BRI . RECA IBIBEIE S Data, F1HF55,
BARLE Data,, PEFT 1 it SCAZHE BT R AW ET R 5%
P, PSR 1 RIHIE

BT SRR RRE AL ALE TE T RRE 1 B R,
BT SR R A DG R B 5 A 2R LB

ER CERIE ¢ 22 S BUBURAR D, B A RE X AR
DR SCARFATRR , FET SCARFAT R AL R R B PR B 4
I, S BT SRR AR ¢ N IRAR &, W R B
AP A R BB E  BBUE SR AE R BE W, M 1
HITEER M ARIE AR ¢ 581283800 BEAE G, U B BT i 4

REGRHECE FrA JE LB 1o, YRR IR X 733

Wi ARSEERET RIS WAEE G weight = {weigh, ,
weight, ,-- ,weight,} .
begin
Wi of EM Dara, #1 Data, 3 BRARIRAFAE, 18 BV A AE A
Term, F1 Term, ;
T3 S DUE S BV E SR Term, Term,’ = {111 >
Sim(Term,,Term,) > y!;
fori; 1 to Term,’. size
forj: 1 to class. size
if MI(Term,' (i) ,class) > &
| class' | ++ ;

end for

weight(Term,) = - tf lb(l class’ | + 0> )

| class |
end for
return weight ;
end
1.3 ETHmME AL ERNFETEMEE
AR SO ARFE 59 20 A5 17 D0 SCA SR8 48, 2 31 % IR
SN B AR U B SEHRA RAIE A SRR AR R R A o 2t
e ERPIRE RS 3 AT oA A SOA 28 Bil9R B0 A Ak
TR . ZE R AAE LR IE AN SRR VR B8
TAR JE 50 F RIS TR GO, A TARICHT AR HE 3%
FHCR S S BOR B B SO 0 264855

B | ’
<%§@Tﬁ?ﬁ$ﬂf£)‘($%5ﬂ?ﬁ B R AEE RS DA S H 4
\

WA KEEIRMCRGEICE Data, , LB EAFID BAREEICAK

ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁwﬁaﬁ,Eﬁ%w@ﬂwﬂwm,Lﬁ%ﬁ*?&'\% Pk ETARRIASMEBHREL BRI,
%‘ 3

FEATRE S B AR AE ¢ (LS HIK R A,

B Lo IR, WA AE XS 3 SR BhBOR , HA B AN

EIL L T S AE R A SC S oy BT S5 9 EL 4], 4 AR
RRIEERT 1, A (3) , B SO A L0 8

A, A AT A XHRGURAN H A5 B A AR 32 AR AESEATIE B

A

weight(term) = - if » 1g{ O L&D (3)
| class)l

Hirof HAFAEM R, | class | B A R,
I class’ | RHIE SR AAHCER T BRH v B2K04EL, 50T 0 4
R T Ab T,

AEAZ R E RS ALY B S R A0 T

1) MAEAFFIES R (TF ) 6 M IR SR A H A5 40 B8 0 328 R AR
2 Term_ Fl Term,,

2) FIFIE SGEBA Term, HHFHES Term, T iFEIESE
X E B Sim(Term,,Term,), £ 8 Term, ¥
Sim( Term,,Term,) KT BHE vy /DT 1 BT,

3) AEfFBHEARK:

class = p(class _p(class,t)
MI(class,t) = p(class,t) lbp(class)p(t) (4)

HE M BE ¢ SR AL R,

4) ARUEHET 1 R I SCA SRR R, B A ST R
BIE 7, X Term, P EAHE AL o

RS ERRAE LA A S BT

Fk2 FERHEITRMBE .

N WSS Data, , ARSI Data, o

Data,
Wil EAES B AR SURi S 4 MR SRR INAUR A S
A weight,
1) ZHEFEIBINNELRRD] weight; ;
2) AEEFHEEB IS 515 8] weight, ;
3) weight = weight; U weight, ;
4)  retum weight,

2 RBERE A

A SCLR R R BAR B4 AP 1) A SCA SR & UCT,
2) SCABIHE £ 20Newsgroups, S B {8 i ST 1) & AL ( Support
Vector Machine, SVM) X 3E %8 AL f5 PR P AIE 43 28 1A BB HEA T PE
W TR IR B R F P

B UEAS SCH R IR ME O HE R AL AT 4, 7E UCT BE &,
Xof HeA AR vk 5 HAG R W T 43 200 B B LSO (R SR AR
RLREXS 53 S PERR IR ; 75 20Newsgroups R4 Hh, X L4 3¢
Bk S HABE A RECE 1 B AR UL T 1 53 28 MR
2.1 UCI #iEER%
2.1.1 SR EALHRE AL

KA UCT BlLgs4 ] FEr ) 16 BRI T 3550, SR 4
538 4 AR TR SR, 43 5 R A A Bl 2 : Tris , Mushroom , Stalog
( Heart ), Ecoli, Acute Inflammation, Haberman’s survival,
Mammographic mass F] SPECT heart ; #1: 2%} %% ; Balance scale.
Nursery , Hayes-roth , Teaching assistant evaluation . Car evaluation
F1 MONK’s problem ; Z5 /&% : Chess (KR vs KP) ; ¥R 4514 :
Wine, HHt, [BHEEE:3 ~36, KH1EE:2 ~8, HEAKEE.
120 ~ 12960,

EiofE UCL BB AT 5 5 TrAdaboost 5% TL-
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SVM & ¥, £ W 3) & TrAdaboost ( Multi-Source dynamic
TrAdaboost, MSDT') %5 5k 1 AH B &£ 5 & B P SR A% 1 38 W 1078
( Self-adaptive Transfer for Decision Tree, STDT ) B 7E /3205 E
FIRCE EHEAT LB, Y SVM 42 TrAdaboost FYBEMES 2%,
1 IR IETE UCT BUE S 1 53208 BE A 53 25460

M 1 T LAE ), AR TR &, A SCE
AN SIDT B9 40 Xt TREASE, R 1 B9 5 IR Lok
B ASCAEMAR T STDT K H AL =FA %, 3 CE %R
JE S 2B AR SRR AEJOM 5 5 T X L Py 0o 3 5 PR A2 2
BEAAAHE T IR U AE R , 385 F R R K

®1 UCIBIRSES RIS

el Bl TrAdaboost TL-SVM STDT MSDT AXELE

BE ks WE s WE s WE s HBE K/

Iris 0.710 0.016 0.794 0.016 0.855 0.015 0.732 0.016 0.871 0.014
Balance scale 0.682 0.009 0.773 0.008 0.803 0.007 0.715 0.008 0.811 0. 006
Car evaluation 0.718 0.021 0.695 0.022 0.778 0.021 0.701 0.024 0.792 0.019
Chess 0.753 0.390 0.838 0.349 0.925 0.345 0.793 0.431 0.931 0.301
Mushroom 0.700 0.259 0.691 0.287 0.712 0.285 0.683 0.301 0.745 0.253
Nursery 0.726 0.120 0.817 0.106 0.892 0.107 0.786 0.130 0.905 0.113
Statlog 0.753 0.090 0.738 0.098 0.784 0.090 0.742 0.091 0.796 0.085
Wine 0.813 0.384 0.735 0.400 0.813 0.397 0.729 0.387 0.857 0.329
Hayes-roth 0.672 0.023 0.673 0.019 0.708 0.018 0.697 0.019 0.734 0.020
SPECT heart 0.694 0.039 0.700 0.045 0.759 0.046 0.718 0047 0.770 0.038
TAE 0.858 0.019 0. 856 0.020 0.926 0.020 0.878 07021 0.941 0.018

2.1.2  ARBARME T R AR Fa

N UCT 54548 H ot 18 1 P30 - 008 , — 3508 0 43 M 10
e, B —HamesAa s ERit. 8858E e s ua
#1116 T2, B8N FRMBIBE S WA, JE ZMIEN
TRGAFAE , BB/ VN B AR TARAE . B ERPARS
BB NT A 30 15\ TrAdaboost 2.3\ TL-SVM & 3 . MSDT
F1 STDT B B2 ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬂfi?ﬂ’ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%i&ﬁ}&%

B 1(a) ~ (c) BFIH UCT BB EARFE @fﬁ&é TIAH
RLBE B e B B 2 [ R FERT L, A AT I 2T,

TEATISAHRLRE 558 5 B (4R SC 8 BR7E Car,Wine 1 Hayes $(4E
£ PR RAE & HSTDT Bk A A BIRE B, A 01
R ST & 1k

<%, & Ga~ (o) £ UCT ¥R 42, B4R B 5 B AR 8k

TREE BRI BOVERR R A B RN F X . WNEHAT LR
1) 47 30 AH o B B AR B, 7R 3C 5 5 #E Iris. Balance scale.
Wine ,Hayes-toth , Mushroom , Acute inflammations F Haberman’s
survival ZE MR S L STDT B kiR E 5% Ll L, #EH
R A B R ERT .
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(a) HETHR (b) H [ & () FH
[-0— TrAdaboost —A— STDT 1 TL-SVM  —O— MSDT  —%— K F#k|

VE: A RIris; B¥ RBalance scale;CF7RCar evaluation; D 7RMushroom; EF RS atlog; FE /R Wine; G s Hayes—roth;
H#ERAcute Information; I8 RHaberman's survival;J3 7RMammographic mass; K32 7RSPECT heart.,

B 1 RS SR T R MR RT L

65

70
60 65

ER AN 2

5 S0F %55

Bl 45 5 50

40

WS BCDEFGHIJK S ABCDEFGHI JK
UCHESE UCIE S UCE iEEE
(a) TR (b) H 2 (c) FlE
[-0— TrAdaboost —A— STDT 1 TL-SVM —O— MSDT  —¢ K Hik|

TE: AE RIris; B /RBalance scale;CRCar evaluation; D 7"Mushroom; EF /RS atlog: F R Wine; G m"Hayes—roth;
HZE RAcute Information; I RHaberman's survival;J3 RMammographic mass;K#E/RSPECT heart,

B2 (RGUSHERET M2tk aExs Lk
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gr ERTIR  FEIR G B AR SUAR B B R A ETIR T,
STDT H-3: FIA S B34 B IR % X BB J7 , 7 UCT iy
SR ERR 51 81.12% 1 83.53% ; T AEAH IR 841G
MREEL T, 45 3CF ¥ A STDT 5wk 1 3 35 o o 3 45 3 o
71.84% F1 67. 68% . F L, ZEIRBUIRT B AR FARP B R
i, AR EE N STDT Sk B B R R BE 1 5 1 72 ST AH
RLBEBARAT, BRI 5 HAR U AR BRI 0, 42 3C
75 ¥ T8 R RHAE TE B AT ST AN E AR A 42 4 e TE X
F AR o2 R ROARRE , 78 SO 1) E AL 5 B8 47 Y
SRR
2.2 20Newsgroups X A EE R I

20Newsgroups J2 [ 7 K2 20 /NEH IR SCEIR &, &
SCEEFH H comp . rec.sci A1 talk UK ZEHEFTELES, B K p
TR HIVER RGN B b5 SUA S, X A B B e AR £
B BAr SUIBERE T BB MBI AT S0, K A5 R A

100

3 iR

HE 3(a) ~ (c) FT40, P& B hr S B 3
THEEM O BMRE E TS, R EE R
60% Bt , 5325 RS T-42 € ; STDT 1 TL-SVM B 5k L 4l 3k
3 70% Bt BB ¥ T $2 E ; TrAdaboost F1 MSDT 5 3k 7€ W ] 3%
3 80% Rt HERERA TRE o

24 FARATIURE A B B e /0 B, 25 SC 0 R AE 1T 78 I AL 38
RN PAREE, ERAETACH LA TIEXGEM
BT, BN B B AR SUREE , AR A TR R4
ZXFAREA BN R B BARSEAE S T n
Ko HAE BB A8 B BT 4 Je Mk, B0 R A R B AR
FURBAE AT IR, TSGR 2 1) B ARSI ZAE A4 Hr
B, ARIC BARSUBEE T EAE S KB W 8], X T SE A PR
KRR SRS I ARE .

90

:

g
-0
& 70
@

60 -

50 %

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < 1 V@ 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 30 %0.3 %5 0.7 0.9 30 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9
B AR SUSARE BT o e ARl - Xﬁ S STUERARRE BT o H AR B AR AEZN o5 Ha
(a) MEBHE \ A OREATES (c) FIE
[=O— TrAdaboost —A— SFBT - TL-SVM__ —O— MSDT__ % A Cj7ik]
B3 B e AR X 4y 2 RE R S MR
. [J]. Control and Decision, 2014, 29(1): 141 -146. (¥f, £
3 4iE

A SRR Y — bR T 4320 A A G IR L A8
BUEE BT IRSUSAN B AR S 1 32 R RAE TE 45 B U 43
0, 48 W AT SRR I IT R IR R S BT AR S SR AR, 3l i 1
SCRARRE K TR AT AN E B SRR 2R A ok , A48 A SCHR: 1)
SCARFEFT R R BAHE AT IE R AL, A BriEA R,
o AR SCER 1 B A PO T B SRR TE A 2V B RIFEI AT T
PO 5 11, 724 1a] 450 AR 4L BE LA ) A A A< 01 1L
T X AR WA R RRAE TR L, BT SRR R AT LIE R
RS HMTBEEM LA LR R A AR RS
BEALS RS E RO 5C , T 2E T Adaboost HIE#% 24 21 732
BEEREAMUE R, BB HT 2GR A fE 4R 3
oy 2eds , AR FEIT B 2 ) A8 SCHR HY 13 30426
SRR R A BT R T3 3) 1 FRIA TG,
FCREEE R T IR BRSNS BAR A H AR U
R ERIES, ML STDT &k & AEEE .
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