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Abstract

The class imbalance problem is important and challenging. Ensemble approaches are widely used to tackle this problem
because of their effectiveness. However, existing ensemble methods are always applied into original samples, while not
considering the structure information among original samples. The limitation will prevent the imbalanced learning from being
better. Besides, research shows that the structure information among samples includes local and global structure information.
Based on the analysis above, an imbalanced ensemble algorithm with the deep sample pre-envelope network (DSEN) and
local-global structure consistency mechanism (LGSCM) is proposed here to solve the problem. This algorithm can guarantee
high-quality deep envelope samples for considering the local manifold and global structures information, which is helpful for
imbalance learning. First, the deep sample envelope pre-network (DSEN) is designed to mine structure information among
samples. Then, the local manifold structure metric (LMSM) and global structure distribution metric (GSDM) are designed to
construct LGSCM to enhance distribution consistency of interlayer samples. Next, the DSEN and LGSCM are put together to
form the final deep sample envelope network –DSEN-LG. After that, base classifiers are applied on the layers of deep samples
respectively. Finally, the predictive results from base classifiers are fused through bagging ensemble learning mechanism. To
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed method, forty-four public datasets and more than ten representative relevant
algorithms are chosen for verification. The experimental results show that the algorithm is significantly better than other
imbalanced ensemble algorithms.

Keywords: Class imbalance problem; Ensemble learning; Envelope learning; Deep sample envelope network; Local-global
structure consistency mechanism; Local manifold structure metric; Global structure distribution metric

1.Introduction

Class imbalance problem is widely present in many fields of data analysis and mining. So far, it has been one of the most
hotly researched and challenging problems. It refers to datasets with different sample sizes in different categories. When class
imbalance is encountered, the classifier usually favors the majority class and therefore cannot correctly classify the minority
class, resulting in performance loss. Classifier may treat some samples in minority classes as outliers, resulting in biased and
inaccurate classification models [1]. With the increasing size of datasets in a lot of real-world applications, such as target
identification [2], business analytics [3], anomaly detection [4], and medical diagnosis [5], the class imbalance problem has
become more serious in their consequences.

The existing methods for solving the class imbalance problem are mainly categorized into data level methods, algorithm
level methods, ensemble methods and feature selection methods. These methods can tackle the class imbalance problem from
different aspects. The purpose of the data level methods is to rebalance the prior distribution of classes during preprocessing,
including oversampling for minority classes, undersampling for majority classes, and a combination of both [6-8]. Algorithm
level methods use different misclassification costs, allowing the minority class to be more focused such as cost-sensitive



learning [9]. Ensemble methods incorporate ensemble learning and data level or algorithm level methods [10-12]. For example,
data-level ensemble methods aim to combine different resampling strategies with bagging and boosting (e.g., (RUSBoost) [13],
(SMOTEBoost) [14], Underbagging[15] and Overbagging[16]). The feature selection methods aim to choose a feature subset
that are better suited to the class imbalance problem [17].

Ensemble learning is used extensively to address the class imbalance problem because of its effectiveness in adaptability,
robustness, generalization, and their superior performance over single classifier [18-21]. Its main idea is to combine several
complementary classifiers to enhance the single classifier. The ensemble learning methods are not initially designed to tackle
the class imbalance problem, but their relative robustness and superior performance enabled them to gain popularity. To
achieve optimal performance for class imbalance problem, it is necessary to incorporate ensemble learning methods with
data-level or algorithm-level methods [22].

Most ensemble methods modify the sampling step (i.e., data-level) in ensemble learning such as bagging and boosting. In
addition, some algorithms modify the misclassification cost (i.e., algorithm level) when training and combining ensemble
members, but cost-sensitive ensembles are less popular in practical use, because it is difficult to determine the appropriate
costs for a specific task [23-24]. On the contrary, combining data-level methods with ensemble learning is relatively simple
due to the independence between the ensemble training phases and data sampling [22]. It has shown that data-level ensembles
provide an alternative to solve class imbalance problems. For example, SMOTE, which is representative oversampling
methods, can be combined with the bagging and boosting, including SMOTEBoost [14], SMOTEBagging [18]. Besides, to
improve the quality of generated data, Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) can also be used for generating minority class
samples [25]. Undersampling methods are also considered such as UnderBagging[15], BalancedBagging [26], EasyEnsemble
and BalanceCascade [27].Hybrid data-level methods can also be embedded into bagging and boosting frameworks. In addition
to simply combining the ensemble with data-level approaches, recent studies have provided effective methods about how to
design better data-level ensemble solutions. Sun et al.[28] first split an imbalanced dataset into several balanced clusters, and
trained each base classifier on the basis of the balanced data. The adopted strategy uses the balanced dataset to train each base
classifier and can enhance the diversity within the ensemble. Lim et al.[29] design an ensemble framework with cluster-based
synthetic oversampling. Wang et al.[30] design an ensemble framework with a new SMOTE method. The new SMOTE
method considers the boundary information of samples. Kang et al. [31] design a classifier ensemble framework with an
undersampling strategy. The undersampling strategy mainly eliminates noise in minority class through a noise filter, as noise
degrades classifier performance. Chih-Fong Tsai et al. [32] combine a certain sampling approach with ensemble classifiers.
The sampling approach first clusters the majority class and then selects samples from each cluster. Liu et al.[33] design a novel
ensemble framework with an undersampling strategy. This strategy can self-paced harmonize data hardness via undersampling
to generate a robust ensemble. Kaixiang Yang et al.[34] propose a hybrid optimal ensemble classifier framework with a
density-based undersampling method. This undersampling method aims to select informative sample through
probabilistic-based data transformation, obtaining balanced subsets. Zhi Chen et al. [35] develop an ensemble framework with
a hybrid data-level strategy. This method combines ensemble learning with the diversity-enhancing oversampling and union of
a margin-based undersampling.

During data collection, samples are often taken from the same subject or from the same community, so these samples
have hierarchical structural information. Taking speech diagnosis as example, multiple corpora are collected for the same
subject, and some subjects are from same community, so the corpora samples with hierarchical structure information are used
for classification [36-37]. Existing data-level ensemble methods only consider modeling on the original samples, so they have
difficulty in reflecting the hierarchical relationship between samples. Therefore, these ensemble methods may suffer from the
limitation, since the structure information of samples are not considered during modeling.

To address the above issues, we need to study the new data-level ensemble method which can explore the structure
information of samples and construct new representative samples for imbalance learning. Deep learning is currently
high-quality feature learning method and hot spot. The big possible reason for its success is in that deep neural networks can
extract features with high-quality through multilayer transformations, thereby exploring structure information of original
features and obtaining new representative features. Inspired by the principle of the deep learning, multilayer clustering of
samples can be designed for exploring structure information of original samples and obtaining high quality of new samples.
The representative new samples better characterize the structure information and category properties of original samples. Since
the category properties of the minority and majority samples are 1:1, these new samples will help to achieve a balancing of the
different categories of the samples. It is worth noting that multilayer clustering algorithms have been proposed for classifying



in recent years [38-39]. These studies have shown that multilayer clustering can improve clustering performance, as it can
mine the structure information of samples and obtain new representative samples. However, existing multilayer clustering
methods aim to cluster, not to generate new samples to be classified. Moreover, the number of clustering centers is
approximated to the number of clusters, instead of the samples. Besides, these clustering methods do not take into account the
distribution of interlayer samples, etc. Therefore, by combining the ideas of deep learning and multilayer clustering, it is
necessary to design deep clustering method for generation of new high-quality samples.

As to the clustering algorithm, existing clustering algorithms include the density peak clustering, Fuzzy C-Means (FCM),
K-means, Self-Organizing Map (SOM), Spectral clustering, etc. FCM, as a soft clustering algorithm, is often used, and was
proposed by Bezek [40]. Soft clustering algorithm is characterized by allowing each sample to be a member of many clusters
to some extent. The degree of membership indicates the possibility of belonging to a cluster, with a value between 0 and 1, and
the membership value determines which cluster the sample belongs to. Samples can be more informative and diverse as they
do not directly belong to a single clustering center. So, in this paper, FCM is selected as the clustering algorithm to implement
sample transformation. As mentioned above, to explore more sample information, it is necessary to design deep clustering by
combining multilayer clustering and deep transformation. Notably, multilayer clustering is different from the existing ones.
The former is for generation of new samples, while the latter is for direct classification.

Although multilayer clustering can be used for sample transformation to obtain more information, there are often
inconsistencies in the distribution between interlayer samples, so this affects the quality of sample generation (transformation).
To further solve this problem, we will consider to explore the structure information of interlayer samples, thereby guaranteeing
the consistency of interlayer samples. The structure information of the sample contains local manifold and global structures
information [41]. Research showed that, considering both local manifold and global structures information achieved good
results in domain adaptation [42]. Therefore, we will explore local manifold and global structures of the sample. As the global
distributions discrepancy can be measured by Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) in domain adaptation [43] and the local
structure distributions discrepancy can be measured by manifold learning [42], the MMD and manifold learning are combined
for exploring local and global structure information in this proposed method.

Based on the above ideas, this paper proposes an imbalanced ensemble algorithm based on the deep sample envelope
network (DSEN-LG). First, the deep sample envelope pre-network (DSEN) is designed to mine structure information among
samples, including sample neighborhood concatenation (SNC) and deep envelope sample generation based on multilayer FCM
(MlFCM). Then, the LMSM and GSDM are designed to construct LGSCM to enhance distribution consistency of interlayer
samples. Next, the DSEN and LGSCM are put together to form the final deep sample envelope network –DSEN-LG. After that,
base classifiers are applied on the layers of deep samples respectively. Finally, the predictive results from base classifiers are
fused through bagging ensemble learning mechanism to get the final result.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows.
1) Existing imbalanced ensemble methods are always applied into original samples, while not considering the structure

information among samples. This paper proposes a deep sample envelope pre-network (DSEN) to mine the structure
information among samples through multilayer sample transformation.

2) For the multi-layer clustering, there exists distribution inconsistency of interlayer samples, but existing clustering
methods ignore the problem. This paper proposes a local-global structure consistency mechanism (LGSCM) to fully address
this problem by consider the local manifold and global structures information of the interlayer samples.

3) Different from existing imbalanced ensemble methods, this paper proposes an imbalanced ensemble algorithm based
on DSEN and LGSCM, to explore the local and global structure information of original samples, thereby constructing high
quality of new samples and obtaining satisfied accuracy.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: The proposed algorithm is presented in detail in Section 2; Section 3 gives
the experiment results and analysis; and the discussion and conclusion are provided in Section 4.

2.Methods

The proposed imbalanced ensemble algorithm mainly combines data-level approach and bagging ensemble learning
approach. The algorithm realizes the deep envelope sample generation based on the network DSEN-LG and solves the
imbalance problem based on the generated deep envelope samples. The proposed network DSEN-LG mainly contains DSEN



and local-global structure consistency mechanism (LGSCM). DSEN aims to mine the samples’ structure information and
LGSCM aims to enhance consistency of interlayer deep envelope samples. Table 1 lists the key symbols, and Table 2 shows
the relevant terms in this paper.

Table 1. Key symbols
Symbols Definition

KNN The selected k-nearest neighbors

V L
e The Lth-layer deep envelope samples generated by DSEN

V L
e  The Lth-layer deep envelope samples generated by DSEN-LG

LC The Lth-layer number of clusters

 An implicit but generic transformation

 Kernel Gram matrix
 Concatenation operator

   Rounding down

Table 2. Relevant terms
Terms Definition
DSEN Deep sample envelope pre-network
SNC Sample neighborhood concatenation
LGSCM Local-global structure consistency mechanism
DSEN-LG The network combining the DSEN and LGSCM
DSEN-LGIE The proposed imbalanced ensemble learning algorithm
D&F Division and fusion

2.1. Deep Sample Envelope Pre-Network (DSEN)

To mine the original samples’ structure information, the deep sample envelope pre-network (DSEN) is proposed. Firstly,
the complementary information between samples is enhanced through sample neighborhood concatenation (SNC), and then the
deep envelope samples are obtained through MlFCM.

2.1.1. Sample Neighborhood Concatenation

Consider a dataset  1 2, ,... Rn s
nX x x x   with n samples and s features. For the sample ,x x X , the

k-nearest neighbors of the sample can be found using the Euclidean distance metric through following equation

T( , ) ( ) ( )  ,1i i id x x x x x x i n     (1)

Let 1( ) { }i i K
K x x iNN x nn nn X   denote the selected k-nearest neighbors of x ,where K n ,and through Eq.(1),

an ascending list of the distance between x and ( )KNN x can be displayed as follow:

1 2( , ) ( , ) ... ( , )K
x x xd x nn d x nn d x nn   (2)



The ranking of ( , )ixd x nn in the distance sequence 1{ ( , ) }i i K
x x iDS d x nn nn X   can simply represent the level of

similarity between x and i
xnn . So we can define the k-nearest neighbors search more formally in the following manner [44].

( , , )KNN x X K A (3)

Where A is a set satisfying the conditions as follow,

, , ,  ( , ) ( , )p q p qA X x A x X A d x x d x x      (4)

The k-nearest neighbors sample set A is obtained and concatenated with the original sample x to form an envelope

sample ex

ex x A  (5)

 is defined the concatenation operator. So, from Eq(5),the envelope dataset ( 1)
1 2{ , ,..., } Rn K s

e e e neX x x x    can

be obtained based on the original dataset R n sX  transformation.

2.1.2. Deep envelope sample generation

Suppose ( 1)
1 2{ , ,..., } R n K s

e e e neX x x x    denotes original dataset,   ( 1)
1 2V = , ,.., R c K s

e cv v v   denotes the

corresponding prototypes of C clusters . FCM can be used to cluster eX by minimizing.

  2

1 1 1
min U,V ,   s.t. 1

c n c
m

e ip ip ip
i p i

J u d u
  

   (6)

where ip pe id x v  represents Euclidean distance, ipu is the membership degree of pex to the thi cluster, partition

matrix  U ip c n
u


 .m denotes fuzzification coefficient ( 1m  ) and it is usually set to 2.Through minimizing Eq.(6), the

partition matrix and prototype iteration formulas can be obtained as follow.

 
 

1
2

1 1

1

1 ,    
mn

ip pep
ip i mn

m ippc ip
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u x
u v

ud
d



 



 
 
 
  






(7)

Through FCM clustering, the original dataset eX can be transformed into   1

1

( 1)1
1 2V , ,.., R c K s

e cv v v    by Eq.(7),

and 1Ve as a new dataset can also be transformed into   2

2

( 1)2
1 2V = , ,.., R c K s

e cv v v   by Eq.(7). If L-layer sample

transformation based on FCM is performed, the new sample points   ( 1)
1 2V = , ,.., R L

L

c K sL
e cv v v   can be obtained. So the

original dataset can be transformed through multilayer clustering. We refer to this method as Multilayer Fuzzy C-Mean

Clustering (MlFCM) and MlFCM is achieved on the basis of single layer FCM(SlFCM). The deep envelope samples V L
e can

be obtained by MlFCM.
The DSEN combines the SNC and MlFCM. The overall scheme is shown in Figure 1. Figure 1(a) denotes the SNC

module, Figure 1(b) denotes the SlFCM module and Figure 1(c) denotes MlFCM. The pseudocode description for DSEN is



shown in Algorithm 1.

Fig.1. Deep Sample Envelope Pre-Network (DSEN): (a)SNC, (b)SlFCM, (c)MlFCM

Algorithm 1: Deep Sample Envelope Pre-Network-DSEN

Input: Original dataset  1 2, ,... nX x x x ,, the number of clusters per layer 1 , .., LC C , the number of layers of clustering

L, the number of nearest neighbor samplesK ; fuzzification coefficient m , iteration number w and threshold .

Output: Generated deep envelope samples V L
e .

Procedure:

1. Find the nearest neighbor samples A for the original sample via (1);

2. Concatenated the original sample with A to form the envelope dataset eX via (5);

3. For 1:l L
4. Initialize the degree of membership matrix U randomly;
5. 1w ;
6. Repeat

7. Update new samples  
1 2V { , ,..., }

l

wl
e cv v v via (7);

8. 1w w  ;

9. Until    ( 1) ( )U, V U, Vw w
e eJ J    ;

10. Return V l
e and V l

e is used as the input of the next layer;

11. End

12. Return the deep envelope samples V L
e .

2.2. Local-global structure consistency mechanism (LGSCM)

The interlayer deep envelope samples can be obtained based on DSEN. In order to enhance consistency of interlayer deep
envelope samples, the local-global structure consistency mechanism (LGSCM) is proposed here. This LGSCM aims to explore



more structure information of the samples including local manifold and global structures. Specifically, ,Ve eX denote the

interlayer deep envelope sample sets in the DSEN. Through a projection matrix P ,the datasets ,Ve eX are mapped to a

potential common subspace and a matrix G is introduced to generate a transition dataset MX in the common subspace.

P maps the data space from ( 1)R K s to a latent subspace R d ( ( 1)K s d  ). By minimizing the local and global

distribution between MX and eX , the interlayer data distribution in the DSEN is made consistent.

2.2.1. Local manifold structure metric (LMSM)

LMSM is proposed to enhance the consistency of local structure distribution between eX and Ve indirectly, by

constraining the generative transition dataset MX .So local structure preservation of this paper can be defined as follow

         
     
     

2 T
LMSM(F ,F ) 2

,

T

T

D

                                                          D

                                                        2 S    

X XM e

n

hk h e M M
h e

e e

M e

S x x Tr X X

Tr X X

Tr X X

   

 

 

  





L

(8)

Where F
MX

and F
eX

denote the distribution of MX and eX ,respectively.

     Vh M ex X    G ,    e ex X  . ( )Tr  is the matrix trace and indicates an implicit but generic

transformation. The diagonal matrix D is a matrix with entries
1

D S
n

hh he
e

 and S is the affinity matrix , calculated

as

   1,   if  
S

0,   otherwise
h K e e K h

he

x NN x x NN x   


(9)

Let  TT T
rP X ,  V ,r e eX X , the projected ,Ve eX can be denoted as    TT

r eX X  and

   TT Vr eX  .So after projection, the Eq.(8) can be further expressed as

  
  
  

TT T
v v2,

TT T
e e2

TT T
v e2

1min D  

1    D  

2     - S

Tr
n

Tr
n

Tr
n


   

    

   

G
G G

G

(10)

Where    T
V Vr eX   ,    T

e r eX X   are kernel matrices.



2.2.2. Global structure distribution metric (GSDM)

GSDM is proposed to reduce the discrepancy of global distribution between the eX and Ve indirectly, by constraining the

generative transition dataset MX . So the GSDM can be expressed as follow

    2
GSDM(F ,F ) 2

1

1
X XM e

n

h e
h e

x x
n

 
 

 L (11)

Similarly, after projection, the Eq. (11) can be further expressed as

 
2T

v e 2,

1min
n
   1

G
G (12)

where 1 represents a column vector with element one.

2.2.3. Joint optimization of LMSM and GSDM

The proposed LGSCM aims to align the distribution of interlayer deep envelope samples and preserve local manifold

structure. Therefore ,through the projection matrix P , in the common subspace ,the local and global distribution discrepancy

between eX and Ve can be minimized by combining LMSM(10),GSDM (12) and low rank constraint(LRC) regularization

[45] as follow

  
  
    

TT T
v v2,

TT T
e e2

T 2T T T
v e v e 12 *2

T

1min D

1   D

2    - S  +   +

.     I                                                                                                    

Tr
n

Tr
n

Tr
n n

s t

 


   

    

      

  

1

G
G G

G G G

(13)

Where    T= r rX X  is kernel matrix and the nuclear norm *
G is the low rank constraint. 1,  are tradeoff

parameters.
The problem (13) can be written with the augmented Lagrange function by introducing an auxiliary variable H as

follow,

        
 
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T T TT T T T T T
v v e e v e2, ,

TT T T T
v v v e e v e e 12 *

2T
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         
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1 1 1 1

G H
G G G
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(14)

Where 1 is the LaGrange multiplier, and  is a penalty parameter. The optimization process of the three variables

, , H G can be used by following [42]. When optimal  is obtained, the new deep envelope sample set is obtained

by T
VVe   . The overall scheme of LGSCM is portrayed in Figure 2 and the pseudocode description for LGSCM is



shown in Algorithm 2. Ve is obtained and then input the next layer of DSEN. After L-layer DSEN, the final deep envelope

sample can be obtained V L
e  .So the DSEN and LGSCM are combined to form a new network called DSEN-LG and the

deep envelope sample V L
e  generated via DSEN-LG for tackling the class imbalance problem.

Fig.2. Local-global structure consistency mechanism (LGSCM)

Algorithm 2: Local-global structure consistency mechanism (LGSCM)

Input: Interlayer deep envelope sample sets ,Ve eX

Output: Generated deep envelope sample set Ve 

Procedure:

1.Initialize: 0 H G ;

2.Compute    T= r rX X  ，    T
V Vr eX   ，    T

e r eX X   ，  V ,r e eX X ;

3.Optimize , , H G and compute T
VVe   when  is optimal；

4.Return Ve  .

2.3. Whole method

An imbalanced ensemble algorithm based on the deep sample envelope network - DSEN-LG (called DSEN-LGIE) was

proposed. In this proposed algorithm, firstly, the majority class samples in the imbalanced training set will be divided into Q



subsets, and each subset contains a number of majority class samples equal to minority class samples in the training set. We
perform subset partitioning based on feature weighting [46], rather than random sampling or clustering. Assuming

1 2,n n denote the number of majority samples 1
1( 1,2,.., ) Rn s

majX maj n   and minority samples 2R n s
minX  in the

imbalanced training set respectively , the feature-weighted sum of each sample in the majority class can be calculated as
follows.

1

1

,   
s

majf
majf majf majf s

f
majf

f

x
y w x w

x



 


(15)

Where majfx denotes the value of the thf feature for majx , majfw denotes the weight of the thf feature for majx .Each

sample is given an index value y by Eq.(15).The majority class samples are sorted in ascending order according to the

corresponding ascending order of y,and then divide the sorted majority class sample into Q subsets. Each subset contains

2n majority class samples. Specifically, the ordered samples of the 1st to the 2 thn could be obtained as the 1st subset;

the 2 1thn  to the 22 thn samples are obtained as the second subset, etc. A balanced training set can be obtained by fusing

the majority class samples in each subset with the original minority class samples, and we can find the following relationship

between Q and the imbalance ratio (IR).

1

2

nQ IR
n
 

  
 

(16)

where    denotes rounding down, so that the number of subsets divided among different imbalanced data sets is

correlated with IR.

Secondly, after obtaining Q balanced training sets though the above subsets division and fusion (D&F) method, the

balanced training sets are input to the L-layer DSEN-LG to train the network and obtain the deep envelope training sets, then
the deep envelope test set can be obtained via trained DSEN-LG. Finally, the deep envelope training and test sets are used for
classification model training and prediction, and a voting mechanism is adopted to determine the final prediction results of the
test samples. The specific flowchart can be seen in the figure 3.



Fig.3.Whole DSEN-LGIE algorithm

3. Experimental results and analysis

3.1. Experiment conditions

Forty-four popular publicly available datasets are employed to evaluate the proposed algorithm. The MlFCM and simple
ensemble method with bagging mechanism are compared to the proposed method. Additionally, another two groups of
ensemble algorithms have also been adopted as the comparison algorithms. The first group comprises seven classical ensemble
algorithms:
RUSBoost(RBO)[13],SMOTEBoost(SBO)[14],UnderBagging(UBAG)[15],SMOTEBagging(SBAG)[18],BalancedBagging(B
BAG)[26],EasyEnsemble[27],BalanceCascade[27].Each one of these methods represents a distinct combination of an
ensemble method (e.g., bagging, boosting and hybrid method). For comparison with more sophisticated algorithms, the second
group uses four state-of-the-art ensemble algorithms: CBIS[32], SPE[33], HOEC[34],HD-Ensemble[35]. All the ensemble
algorithms are the most relevant and newest. Besides, the diversity and performance on the base classifier of the proposed
algorithm are also analyzed.

Since the most relevant ensembles in this field are decision trees [32-35], decision tree C4.5 was adopted as the base
classifier in the experiment. 5-fold cross validation procedure (5-CV) was adopted and the 5-CV procedure was repeated 10
times on every experimental dataset to eliminate the effect of randomness.



3.1.1. Datasets

Some imbalanced datasets from the KEEL[47], UCI[48] and Libsvm(https://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/
cjlin/libsvmtools/datasets/) databases are used, and Table 3 gives the information of these datasets, including the number of
features, samples, minority class samples and majority class samples, and the imbalance ratio (IR). These datasets are widely
used [32-35]. Among these datasets, some have multiple categories and several of these categories are treated as majority
class and several of them as minority class. For example, Glass016vs2 is from Glass, where the classes 0,1,6 belong to the
majority class and the class 2 belongs to minority class. Winequality-red-8vs6-7 is from Red Wine Quality, where classes 6,7
belong to the majority class and the class 8 belongs to minority class.

Table3. Characteristics of 44 imbalanced datasets
Dataset features samples minority majority IR

1 Iris0 4 150 50 100 2
2 Glass0 9 214 70 144 2.06
3 Vertebral 6 310 100 210 2.1
4 Haberman 3 306 81 225 2.78
5 Vehicle1 18 846 217 629 2.9
6 Blood-transfusion 4 748 178 570 3.2
7 Ecoli1 7 336 77 259 3.36
8 New-thyroid1 5 215 35 180 5.14
9 Ecoli2 7 336 52 284 5.46
10 Glass6 9 214 29 185 6.38
11 Yeast3 8 1484 163 1321 8.10
12 Ecoli3 7 336 35 306 8.6
13 Page-blocks0 10 5472 559 4913 8.79
14 Yeast-2-vs-4 8 514 51 463 9.08
15 Yeast-0-5-6-7-9-vs-4 8 528 51 477 9.35
16 Vowel0 10 988 90 898 9.98
17 Glass016vs2 9 192 17 175 10.29
18 Ecoli-0-1-4-7_vs_2-3-5-6 7 336 29 307 10.59
19 climate 18 540 46 494 10.7
20 Glass2 9 214 17 197 11.59
21 german 24 324 24 300 12.5
22 Shuttle-c0-vs-c4 9 1829 123 1706 13.87
23 Yeast-1-vs-7 8 459 30 429 14.3
24 Ecoli4 7 336 20 316 15.8
25 Page-blocks-1-3-vs-4 10 472 28 444 15.86
26 Dermatology-6 34 358 20 338 16.9
27 svmguide3 22 312 16 296 18.5
28 Yeast-1-4-5-8-vs-7 8 693 30 663 22.1
29 Yeast4 8 1484 51 1433 28.10
30 Winequality-red-4 11 1599 53 1546 29.17
31 Yeast-1-2-8-9-vs-7 8 947 30 917 30.57
32 Abalone-3_vs-11 8 502 15 487 32.47
33 Yeast5 8 1484 44 1440 32.73
34 Ozone-onehr 72 2536 73 2463 33.74
35 kr-vs-k-three_vs_eleven 6 2935 81 3854 35.23
36 Abalone-21_vs_8 8 581 14 567 40.5
37 Yeast6 8 1484 35 1449 41.4



38 Winequality-white-3_vs_7 11 900 20 880 44
39 Winequality-red-8vs6-7 11 855 18 837 46.5
40 kr-vs-k-zero_vs_eight 6 1460 27 1433 53.07
41 Shuttle-2_vs_5 9 3316 49 3267 66.67
42 kddcup-buffer_overflow_vs_back 41 2233 30 2203 73.43
43 kr-vs-k-zero_vs_fifteen 6 2193 27 2166 80.22
44 kddcup-rootkit-imap_vs_back 41 2225 22 2203 100.14

3.1.2. Evaluation metrics and nonparametric statistical tests

To assess the performance of the methods, this paper used AUC[49], F-measure (F-M) [50], G-mean (G-M) [51] ,
Matthews correlation coefficient (Mcc) [52]criteria, and calculated the average results of AUC,F-M,G-M, Mcc of each method
on the dataset. The calculation formula of the four criteria are as follows.

AUC= (Sen Spe) 2 (17)

Pre RecF-M 2
Pre+Rec


  (18)

G-M= Sen Spe (19)

    
TP TN-FP FNMcc

TP+FP TP+FN TN+FP TN+FN
 

 (20)

where sensitivity(sen), specificity(spe), precision(pre) and recall(rec) are calculated as follows

 Sen= TP TP+FN (21)

 Spe= TN TN+FP (22)

 Pre= TP TP+FP (23)

 Rec= TP TP+FN (24)

TP is for true positive, FP is for false positive, TN is for true negative and FN is for false negative. Moreover, the
nonparametric statistical test methods were adopted such as Friedman test [53] to detect statistical differences between all the
methods. In the present study, a Holm post hoc test procedure [54] can be performed to determine the differences between
algorithms and α =0.05 was considered the level of significance.

3.1.3. Parameter setting

For the proposed method, three parameters need to be determined before running the learning procedure: (1) K ,which
means the number of nearest neighbor samples for SNC, (2) L ,which is used to determine the number of layers for

DSEN-LG ,(3)Q , as defined in Eq.(16), which determines the number of subsets. We set 3, 3,K L Q IR      , and the

Gaussian kernel function was used in the present study. All the results in experiment were obtained under this setting.

3.2. Verification of DSEN-LG by ablation method

To demonstrate the effectiveness of deep envelope sample obtained by DSEN-LG, ablation method was adopted to



compare the proposed algorithm with the MlFCM and simple bagging method called ‘Bgging+None’. MlFCM means the
original dataset is clustered by MlFCM. Six datasets represented two types of datasets are chosen (e.g.,high- and low-IR),
including Ecoli1,Ecoli2,Ecoli3,Yeast-1-4-5-8-vs-7,Yeast5,Winequality-white-3_vs_7. Table 4 records the results.

Table 4. Ablation method for the proposed method
Dataset Ecoli1 Ecoli2

Measure AUC F-M G-M Mcc AUC F-M G-M Mcc

Proposed method 0.9246 0.8041 0.9209 0.8047 0.9362 0.8278 0.9275 0.8201

Bagging+None 0.8588 0.6934 0.8493 0.6183 0.7131 0.3984 0.6616 0.3194

MlFCM 0.8185 0.6482 0.8119 0.5487 0.7433 0.4242 0.7086 0.3553

Dataset Ecoli3 Yeast-1-4-5-8-vs-7

Measure AUC F-M G-M Mcc AUC F-M G-M Mcc

Proposed method 0.9569 0.7337 0.9549 0.7430 0.7959 0.1804 0.7205 0.2415

Bagging+None 0.8628 0.5022 0.8579 0.4937 0.5838 0.1020 0.5514 0.0702

MlFCM 0.7815 0.3569 0.7569 0.3468 0.5185 0.0858 0.4388 0.0170

Dataset Yeast5 Winequality-white-3_vs_7

Measure AUC F-M G-M Mcc AUC F-M G-M Mcc

Proposed method 0.9802 0.9437 0.9751 0.9300 0.9263 0.3539 0.9199 0.4685

Bagging+None 0.9490 0.3817 0.9475 0.4602 0.7732 0.1048 0.7589 0.1691

MlFCM 0.8639 0.1849 0.8529 0.2722 0.6799 0.1088 0.6482 0.1314

From Table 4, the proposed algorithm shows a large improvement in performance on all four metrics compared to
MlFCM and bagging+None method. This indicates samples generated through DSEN-LG network are of high quality and very
effective. In terms of the four criteria, the proposed method is better than the Bagging+None. It means that the multi-layer
clustering can obtain new samples with hierarchical structure information, and the samples have good complementarity, which
are helpful imbalance learning. In terms of the four criteria, the proposed method is better than the MIFCM. It means that the
LGSCM can well explore the structural information of samples, thereby enhancing the consistency of the interlayer samples of
MIFCM.

Besides, inspired by the Kappa-AUC diagram [55] and Kappa-error diagram [56], the Kappa-AUC, F-M, G-M and Mcc
diagrams are designed. These diagrams aim to analyze the diversity and performance of base classifiers in the ensemble system.
Small kappa values and high AUC, F-M, G-M, Mcc values indicate the base classifiers in the ensemble system have high
diversity and excellent classification performance. Figure 4 displays the diversity and corresponding metrics AUC, F-M,G-M,
Mcc on Ecoli3 and Yeast-1-4-5-8-vs-7 obtained using proposed method, BalancedBagging, SMOTEBagging and
UnderBagging.

(a) (b)
Fig.4. Diversity and performance analysis of base classifiers:(a) diversity and performance analysis for Ecoli3, (b) diversity

and performance analysis for Yeast-1-4-5-8-vs-7.



In the Fig.4, it can be seen the points obtained by the proposed algorithm are located in the upper left corner of the figure. It
means the kappa values are smaller and AUC, F-M, G-M and Mcc values are higher with the proposed algorithm, indicating
the base classifiers of the proposed algorithm have higher diversity and higher performance than other imbalanced ensemble
methods. The results means that the proposed DSEN-LG network can obtain new samples with better diversity, which is
helpful for subsequent classification, compared to other relevant methods. In general, the proposed algorithm is competitive.

3.3. Algorithm comparison

3.3.1. Comparison with classical imbalanced ensemble methods

In this experiment, the proposed DSEN-LGIE was evaluated against 7 competitive methods. The brief description of the
algorithms can be found in the beginning of the section 3.1. Tables 5 lists the average AUC, F-M, G-M and Mcc values
obtained by performing 5 10 CV procedure on each dataset with different ensemble methods. This section shows the
results for two datasets, and the Appendix section gives the complete results of Table 5. The best results are shown in bold
style.

Table 5. Comparison results of the ensemble methods on 44 experimental datasets
Dataset Measure RBO SBO UBAG SBAG BBAG EasyEnsemble BalanceCascade Proposed method

Vertebral

AUC 0.7400 0.7457 0.8240 0.8036 0.8264 0.7962 0.7843 0.8398

F-M 0.6432 0.6533 0.7535 0.7318 0.7578 0.7121 0.7015 0.7841

G-M 0.7304 0.7319 0.8219 0.8004 0.8245 0.7939 0.7806 0.8298

Mcc 0.4769 0.5096 0.6311 0.6026 0.6376 0.5599 0.5559 0.7145

Haberman

AUC 0.5329 0.5741 0.5947 0.5200 0.5889 0.5606 0.5195 0.6694

F-M 0.3050 0.4062 0.4301 0.3040 0.4216 0.4010 0.3404 0.5091

G-M 0.4755 0.5681 0.5882 0.4675 0.5788 0.5552 0.5065 0.6626

Mcc 0.0624 0.1367 0.1731 0.0497 0.1699 0.1104 0.0362 0.3141

The experimental results in Table 5 present an overwhelming improvement of DSEN-LGIE over the other imbalanced
ensemble methods on all four criteria. In particular, when considering AUC and G-M as the performance criteria, it is
observable the method proposed in this paper provided the best performance on 37 and 36 datasets respectively, and never
showed the worst performance on any dataset. For F-M and Mcc, the proposed method provided the best performance on 29
and 32 datasets respectively. Thus, DSEN-LGIE perform best in most imbalanced datasets. For example, DSEN-LGIE obtains
the highest AUC value, F-M, G-M and Mcc on the high-IR dataset such as Winequality-white-3_vs_7. The result means that
the proposed algorithm is better than existing classical imbalance ensemble methods apparently. The possible reason is that the
samples obtained by DSEN-LG have higher quality and more classification ability.

Assuming the first rank for the method with the best performance and the eighth rank for the method with the worst
performance, so for AUC, F-M, G-M and Mcc,we can calculate and analyze the average ranks of each method on the
experimental datasets. Table 6 gives the average ranks of AUC, F-M, G-M and Mcc of each method on the 44 datasets and
Figure 5 visualizes the results.

Table 6. Average ranks of all compared ensemble methods

AUC F-M G-M Mcc

DSEN-LGIE 1.591 2.500 1.727 2.273

RBO 6.272 5.500 6.273 5.750
SBO 5.864 4.182 5.773 4.386



UBAG 3.318 4.659 3.273 4.591
SBAG 6.250 3.523 6.341 3.545
BBAG 4.023 4.864 4.045 5.023

EasyEnsemble 3.591 5.045 3.545 5.045
BalanceCascade 3.864 4.477 3.795 4.318

Fig.5. Average ranks of all compared ensemble methods

Table 6 shows the proposed DSEN-LGIE method achieves the lowest average ranks 1.591, 2.500, 1.727 and 2.273 on the
AUC, F-M, G-M and Mcc , respectively, so the performance of proposed method is the best. It can be also seen the average
ranks of the other methods on the four metrics are clearly different from the DSEN-LGIE in Figure 5, suggesting the
excellence performance of DSEN-LGIE has maintained considerable consistency throughout various metrics.

To further evaluate the validity of the DSEN-LGIE, the Holm’s test was employed. In the test, we took the proposed
method as the control method, and analyzed whether there were the statistically significant differences with other imbalanced
ensemble methods in terms of average ranks. the results of Holm’s test are recorded in Table 7.

Table 7. Results of Holm’s test

0.05 AUC F-M

Method p-value Method p-value

0.0073 RUSBoost 4.39E-28 RUSBoost 8.30E-10

0.0085 SMOTEBagging 7.22E-28 EasyEnsemble 1.54E-07

0.0102 SMOTEBoost 2.92E-24 BalancedBagging 1.03E-06

0.0127 BalancedBagging 1.20E-09 UnderBagging 7.60E-06

0.0169 BalanceCascade 1.19E-08 BalanceCascade 3.98E-05

0.0253 EasyEnsemble 4.58E-07 SMOTEBoost 4.54E-04

0.05 UnderBagging 1.21E-05 SMOTEBagging 0.0320

0.05 G-M Mcc

Method p-value Method p-value

0.0073 SMOTEBagging 4.76E-27 RUSBoost 8.15E-13

0.0085 RUSBoost 2.05E-26 EasyEnsemble 7.29E-09



0.0102 SMOTEBoost 6.89E-22 BalancedBagging 9.53E-09

0.0127 BalancedBagging 8.40E-09 UnderBagging 1.11E-06

0.0169 BalanceCascade 2.42E-07 SMOTEBoost 8.44E-06

0.0253 EasyEnsemble 5.13E-06 BalanceCascade 1.60E-05

0.05 UnderBagging 9.96E-05 SMOTEBagging 0.0068

From Table 7, It’s obvious that all the hypothesis of equivalence have been rejected, indicating the proposed method
DSEN-LGIE performs better than the other 7 imbalanced ensemble methods in significance level. Overall, the results in Tables
5-7 show that DSEN-LGIE has a remarkable improvement compared to other imbalanced ensemble methods.

3.3.2. Comparison with the state-of-the-art imbalanced ensemble methods

Four state-of-the-art imbalanced ensemble methods were selected for comparison, namely CBIS [32],
SPE[33] ,HOEC[34],HD-Ensemble[35]. The source codes of these methods are not publicly available, except for the SPE
method, and their learning process involves multiple parameters to be set. To avoid biased conclusions due to the
implementation of the algorithms and the setting of parameters, we extracted the experimental results of CBIS, HOEC and
HD-ensemble reported in their original papers. We ran the SPE’s code and compare its results with the proposed method. The
parameters setting in DSEN-LGIE is based on default for fair comparison. Table 8 records comparison results in this section,
and the Appendix section gives the complete results of Table 8.

Table 8. The comparison results between CBIS, HD-Ensemble, HOEC, SPE and DSEN-LGIE
Dataset Ecoli2 Glass6

Measure AUC F-M G-M Mcc AUC F-M G-M Mcc

CBIS 0.9340 -- -- -- 0.9340 -- -- --

HD-Ensemble -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

HOEC 0.9128 -- -- -- -- -- -- --

SPE 0.8992 0.8067 0.8938 0.7787 0.9164 0.8300 0.9130 0.8074

DSEN-LGIE 0.9362 0.8279 0.9276 0.8201 0.9813 0.9591 0.9796 0.9577

The comparisons in Table 8 clearly demonstrated that the proposed DSEN-LGIE provide better performance in terms of
the four metrics, suggesting that DSEN-LGIE outperforms the four methods.

4. Discussion and Conclusions

Existing imbalanced learning methods always are based on original samples and ignore the structure information among
samples. Besides, the structure information among samples includes local and global structure information. Therefore, it is
necessary and challenging to explore local and global structure information among samples for improving efficiency of
imbalanced learning.

To solve the problem, an imbalanced ensemble method based on DSEN-LG (called DSEN-LGIE)is proposed here. First,
the deep sample envelope pre-network (DSEN) is designed to mine structure information among samples, including sample
neighborhood concatenation (SNC) and deep envelope sample generation based on multilayer FCM (MlFCM). Then, the
LGSCM is proposed to enhance the consistency of the interlayer samples distribution. Next, the DSEN and LGSCM are put
together to form the final deep sample envelope network – DSEN-LG. After that, base classifiers are applied on the layers of
deep samples respectively. Finally, the predictive results from base classifiers are fused through bagging ensemble mechanism
to get the final result.

Over 10 ensemble methods are adopted as the comparison algorithms to evaluate the performance of the proposed



algorithm. The comparison results on over 40 imbalanced datasets show that the performance of proposed ensemble algorithm
is better than other classical and state-of-the-art imbalanced learning approaches. As seen from Tables 5-7, the proposed
algorithm achieves the best performance over classical algorithms significantly. From Tables 8-9, it is also observed the
proposed method outperforms the relevant algorithms significantly. Specifically, the proposed method provided the best
performance on 37 ,36 ,29 and 32 datasets for AUC, G-M, F-M and Mcc in Table 5 and has the lowest mean ranking on the
four metrics at 1.591, 2.500, 1.727 and 2.273 in Table 6. In Table 7, It’s obvious that all the hypothesis of equivalence has been
rejected. Similarly, compared with the CBIS, HD-Ensemble, HOEC and SPE, proposed DSEN-LGIE provide better
performance in term of AUC, F-M, G-M and Mcc in Table 8 and is significantly superior to those four algorithms in Table 9.

Based on these results, several conclusions can be drawn. Firstly, the deep envelope sample learning can explore the
structure information of original samples effectively and is helpful to obtain representative samples. Secondly, the deep
envelope samples can be better than existing sampling method apparently. Third, deep clustering is designed by combining
multilayer clustering and deep transformation, and is effective to realize the deep envelope learning. Finally, domain adaptation
is helpful for improving the deep clustering by exploring the local and global structure information of samples.

Besides, seen from the results, the proposed method is more appropriate for processing datasets with high IR than the four
state-of-the-art methods. For example, the kinds of datasets include the Glass016vs2, Yeast-1-4-5-8-vs-7, Yeast-1-vs-7 and
Yeast5. Conversely, for datasets with low IR like Glass 0 and vehicle1, we can observe in Table 8 that the performance of
proposed algorithm is slightly worse or not better apparently. The possible reason is that the number of base classifiers Q of
high-IR dataset is higher than that of low-IR dataset, and fewer base classifiers are not conducive to model classification.

Although the proposed algorithm achieved promising results, future works still remain. For example, more clustering
algorithms, more datasets and more domain adaptation methods can be considered for further verification in the near future.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank the editor and reviewers for their valuable comments and suggestions. The authors would
also like to thank those individuals or institutions that have provided data support for this research. This work was supported in
part by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) under grant 61771080 and U21A20448, the Key Project of
Technology Innovation and Application Development in Chongqing (cstc2019jsxz-mbdxX0050),the Natural Science
Foundation of Chongqing (cstc2020jscx-msxm0369, cstc2020jcyj-msxmX0100, cstc2020jscx-fyzx0212,
cstc2020jcyj-msxmX0523, cstc2020jscx-gksbx0009, and The Chongqing Social Science Planning Project (2018YBYY133),
and the fund of Sichuan (21ZDYF3646).

Declarations of interest

None.

Consent for publication

Not applicable.

Data availability

The codes and data can be found in (Github): https://github.com/leaphan/ensemble .



Reference

[1]. Yang K, Yu Z , Chen C , et al. Incremental Weighted Ensemble Broad Learning System For Imbalanced Data[J]. IEEE
Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering, 2021, Early Access. http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TKDE.2021.3061428.

[2]. Qi C R, Su H, Niebner M, et al. Volumetric and Multi-View CNNs for Object Classification on 3D Data[C]//2016 IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR). Las Vegas, NV, USA.5648-5656.

[3]. Moodley R, Chiclana F, Caraffini F, et al. Application of uninorms to market basket analysis [J]. International Journal of
Intelligent Systems, 2019.34(1):39-49.

[4]. Erfani S M, Rajasegarar S, Karunasekera S, et al. High-dimensional and large-scale anomaly detection using a linear
one-class SVM with deep learning[J]. Pattern Recognition, 2016, 58:121-134.

[5]. Santucci V, Milani A, Caraffini F. An Optimisation-Driven Prediction Method for Automated Diagnosis and Prognosis [J].
Mathematics,2019,7(11):1051-1070.

[6]. Kotsiantis S B, Kanellopoulos D, Pintelas P E. Handling imbalanced datasets: A review [J]. GESTS International
Transactions on Computer Science & Engineering, 2005,30(1):25–36.

[7]. N.V. Chawla, K.W. Bowyer, L.O. Hall, W.P. Kegelmeyer. SMOTE: synthetic minority over-sampling technique [J].
Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research,2002,16: 321–357.

[8]. H.Han, W-Y.Wang, B-H.Mao.Borderline-SMOTE: A New Over-Sampling Method in Imbalanced Data Sets
Learning[C].//2005 international conference on Advances in Intelligent Computing.Berlin, Heidelberg. 878-887.

[9]. Siers M J, Islam M Z. Novel Algorithms for Cost-Sensitive Classification and Knowledge Discovery in Class Imbalanced
Datasets with an Application to NASA Software Defects [J]. Information Sciences, 2018, 459:53-70.

[10]. Yin Q Y, Zhang J S, Zhang C X, et al. A Novel Selective Ensemble Algorithm for Imbalanced Data Classification Based
on Exploratory Undersampling [J]. Mathematical Problems in Engineering, 2014, 2014:1-14.

[11]. Cao Q, Wang S Z. Applying Over-Sampling Technique Based on Data Density and Cost-sensitive SVM to Imbalanced
Learning[C]// 2012 International Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN). Brisbane, QLD, Australia.1-8.

[12]. Woniak M, Grana M, Corchado E. A survey of multiple classifier systems as hybrid systems [J]. Information Fusion,
2014, 16:3-17.

[13]. Seiffert C, Khoshgoftaar T M, Van Hulse J, et al. RUSBoost: A Hybrid Approach to Alleviating Class Imbalance [J]. IEEE
Transactions on Systems Man & Cybernetics Part A Systems & Humans, 2010, 40(1):185-197

[14]. Chawla N V, Lazarevic A, Hall L O, et al. SMOTEBoost: Improving Prediction of the Minority Class in
Boosting[C]//2003 European Conference on Knowledge Discovery in Databases: PKDD. Berlin, Heidelberg.107-119.

[15]. Raghuwanshi B S, Shukla S. UnderBagging based reduced Kernelized weighted extreme learning machine for class
imbalance learning[J]. Engineering Applications of Artificial Intelligence, 2018, 74:252–270.

[16]. J. Sun, J. Lang, H. Fujita, H. Li, Imbalanced enterprise credit evaluation with DTE-SBD: decision tree ensemble based on
SMOTE and bagging with differentiated sampling rates[J]. Information Sciences. 2018, 425: 76–91.

[17]. Forman G. An extensive empirical study of feature selection metrics for text classification [J]. Journal of Machine
Learning Research, 2003, 3(2):1289-1305.

[18]. Wang S, Xin Y. Diversity analysis on imbalanced data sets by using ensemble models[C]//2009 IEEE Symposium on
Computational Intelligence & Data Mining. Nashville, TN, USA .324-331.

[19]. Shahi A, Deng J D, Woodford B J. A streaming ensemble classifier with multi-class imbalance learning for activity
recognition[C]// 2017 International Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN). Anchorage, AK, USA.3983-3990.

[20]. Mustafa G, Niu Z, Yousif A, et al. Distribution based ensemble for class imbalance learning[C]// 2015 Innovative
Computing Technology (INTECH). Galcia, Spain.5-10.

[21]. Yang K, Yu Z, Chen C. L. Philip, et al. Progressive Hybrid Classifier Ensemble for Imbalanced Data[J]. IEEE
Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics: Systems,2022,52(4):2464-2478.

[22]. Galar M. A Review on Ensembles for the Class Imbalance Problem: Bagging-, Boosting-, and Hybrid-Based Approaches
[J]. IEEE Transactions on Systems Man & Cybernetics Part C Applications & Reviews, 2012, 42(4):463-484

[23]. Sun Y, Kamel M S, Wong A, et al. Cost-sensitive boosting for classification of imbalanced data[J]. Pattern Recognition,
2007, 40(12):3358-3378.



[24]. Elkan C. The Foundation of Cost-sensitive Learning[C]//2001 Proceedings of the Seventeenth International Joint
Conference on Artificial Intelligence(IJCAI), Seattle.973-978

[25]. Douzas, Georgios, Bacao, et al. Effective data generation for imbalanced learning using conditional generative adversarial
networks[J]. Expert Systems with Application, 2018, 91:464-471.

[26]. Hido S, Kashima H. Roughly Balanced Bagging for Imbalanced Data[C]//2008 Proceedings of the SIAM International
Conference on Data Mining, Atlanta, Georgia, USA.143-152.

[27]. Liu X Y. Exploratory UnderSampling for Class-Imbalance Learning[C]//2006 International Conference on Data Mining.
Hong Kong, China.965-969.

[28]. Zhongbin, Sun, Qinbao, et al. A novel ensemble method for classifying imbalanced data[J]. Pattern Recognition,
2015,48(5):1623-1637.

[29]. P. Lim, C.K. Goh, and K.C. Tan, Evolutionary Cluster-Based Synthetic Oversampling Ensemble (ECO-Ensemble) for
Imbalance Learning[J]. IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics, 2017,47(9): 2850-2861.

[30]. Wang Q, Luo Z H, Huang J C, et al. A Novel Ensemble Method for Imbalanced Data Learning: Bagging of
Extrapolation-SMOTE SVM[J]. Computational Intelligence & Neuroscience, 2017, 2017:1827016.

[31]. Kang Q, Chen X S, Li S S, et al. A Noise-Filtered Under-Sampling Scheme for Imbalanced Classification[J]. IEEE
Transactions on Cybernetics, 2017, 47(12):4263-4274.

[32]. Tsai C F, Lin W C, Hu Y H, et al. Under-Sampling Class Imbalanced Datasets by Combining Clustering Analysis and
Sample Selection[J]. Information Sciences, 2019, 477:47-54.

[33]. Liu Z N, Cao W, Gao Z, Self-paced Ensemble for Highly Imbalanced Massive Data Classification[C]//2020 Proceedings
of the IEEE 36th International Conference on Data Engineering(ICDE), NewYork.841-852.

[34]. Yang K, Yu Z, Wen X, et al. Hybrid Classifier Ensemble for Imbalanced Data[J]. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks
and Learning Systems, 2020, 31(4):1387-1400.

[35]. Chen Z, Duan J, Kang L, et al. A Hybrid Data-Level Ensemble to Enable Learning from Highly Imbalanced Dataset[J].
Information Sciences, 2021, 554:157-176.

[36]. Sakar B E, Isenkul M M, Sakar C O , et al. Collection and Analysis of a Parkinson Speech Dataset With Multiple Types
of Sound Recordings[J]. IEEE Journal of Biomedical & Health Informatics, 2013, 17(4):828-834.

[37]. Little M A , Mcsharry P E , Hunter E J , et al. Suitability of Dysphonia Measurements for Telemonitoring of
Parkinson's Disease[J]. IEEE transactions on bio-medical engineering, 2009, 56(4):1015.

[38]. W. Pedrycz, R. Al-Hmouz, Balamash A S, et al. Hierarchical Granular Clustering: An Emergence of Information Granules
of Higher Type and Higher Order [J]. IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems, 2015, 23(6):2270-2283.

[39]. R. Al-Hmouz, W. Pedrycz, Balamash A S, et al.Hierarchical System Modeling [J].IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy
Systems,2018,26(1):258-269.

[40]. Bezdek J C, Ehrlich R, Full W. FCM: The fuzzy c -means clustering algorithm [J]. Computers & Geosciences, 1984,
10(2–3):191-203.

[41]. Zhao K, Chong P , Qiang C. Clustering with Adaptive Manifold Structure Learning[C]// 2017 The 33rd IEEE
International Conference on Data Engineering (ICDE-17). San Diego, CA, USA.79-82.

[42].Zhang L, Wang S, Huang G B, et al. Manifold Criterion Guided Transfer Learning via Intermediate Domain
Generation[J]. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, 2019,30(12):3759-3773.

[43]. M. Long, Y. Cao, J. Wang, and M. I. Jordan. Learning transferable features with deep adaptation networks [C]//2015
Proceedings of the 32nd International Conference on Machine Learning (ICML), Lille, France.97–105.

[44]. Muja M, Lowe D G. Scalable Nearest Neighbor Algorithms for High Dimensional Data[J]. IEEE Transactions on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 2014, 36(11):2227-2240.

[45]. T. Kanamori, S. Hido, and M. Sugiyama, Efficient direct density ratio estimation for non-stationarity adaptation and
outlier detection[C]//2009 Proceedings of the Twenty-Second Annual Conference on Neural Information Processing
Systems, Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada, 809–816.

[46]. Y. Shen, W. Pedrycz, Y. Chen, X. Wang and A. Gacek. Hyperplane Division in Fuzzy C-Means: Clustering Big Data[J].
IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems, 2020,28(11): 3032-3046.

[47]. Alcala-Fdez J, Fernandez A,Luengo J, et al. KEEL Data-Mining Software Tool: Data Set Repository, Integration of
Algorithms and Experimental Analysis Framework[J]. Journal of Multiple-Valued Logic & Soft Computing, 2011,
17(2-3):255-287.



[48]. M. Lichman. (2013). UCI Machine Learning Repository. [Online].Available: http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml
[49]. Fawcett, Tom. ROC Graphs: Notes and Practical Considerations for Data Mining Researchers[J]. Pattern Recognition

Letters, 2003, 31(8):1-38.
[50]. Wong G Y, Leung F H, Ling S H. A hybrid evolutionary preprocessing method for imbalanced datasets[J]. Information

Sciences, 2018, 454-455:161-177.
[51]. Sokolova M, Japkowicz N, Szpakowicz S. Beyond Accuracy, F-Score and ROC: A Family of Discriminant Measures for

Performance Evaluation[C]// 2006 Australasian joint conference on artificial intelligence, Berlin, Heidelberg,1015-1021.
[52]. S Ab Ri B, Fethi J, Mohammed E A, et al. Optimal classifier for imbalanced data using Matthews Correlation Coefficient

metric[J]. Plos One, 2017, 12(6): e0177678.
[53]. S García, A Fernández, Luengo J, et al. Advanced nonparametric tests for multiple comparisons in the design of

experiments in computational intelligence and data mining: Experimental analysis of power[J]. Information
Sciences,2010, 180(10):2044-2064.

[54]. Holm S. A simple sequentially rejective multiple test procedure[J]. Scandinavian Journal of Statistics, 1979, 6(2):65-70.
[55]. Y. Xu, Z. Yu, C. L. P. Chen and Z. Liu, Adaptive Subspace Optimization Ensemble Method for High-Dimensional

Imbalanced Data Classification[J]. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, 2021, Early Access.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNNLS.2021.3106306.

[56]. Kuncheva LI. A Bound on Kappa-Error Diagrams for Analysis of Classifier Ensembles[J]. IEEE Transactions on
Knowledge & Data Engineering, 2013, 25(3):494-501.


