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TV-SVM: Total Variation Support Vector Machine
for Semi-Supervised Data Classification
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Abstract

We introduce semi-supervised data classification algorithms based on total variation (TV), Reproduc-
ing Kernel Hilbert Space (RKHS), support vector machine (SVM), Cheeger cut, labeled and unlabeled
data points. We design binary and multi-class semi-supervised classification algorithms. We compare
the TV-based classification algorithms with the related Laplacian-based algorithms, and show that TV
classification perform significantly better when the number of labeled data is small.

1 Introduction

1.1 Notation

Let {xhyi}lgigN denote N data points, where x; € RY is its attributes with dimension d, while y; €
{+1, -1} (binary classification) or y; € {1,...,c} (multi-class classification). The total number of data
points is N including n labeled data and N — n unlabeled data. Hg is a Reproducing Kernel Hilbert
Space (RKHS) with K : R*™¢ — Sym(R) is an operator-valued, positive definite kernel. Finally, we use
the abbreviation f; = f(z;).

2 Binary (two-class) data classification

2.1 Regularized Least Square (RLS)

The standard RLS problem for binary classification is as follows [8]. Find a function f : R — R such
that

.n 2 Ay
in 25— 17+ S o

i€En

where 7, A > 0. Representer theorem states the existence of a minimizing function f*(z) = -, K(z,z;)aj

(or f(z) = Ko with matrix representation) and the norm of f in the RKHS is || f||3,, = " Ka. Problem
() is equivalent to

/AT 2 éT
min Zly - Kall2 + Sa’ Ka (2)

Taking the derivative w.r.t. a provides the minimizer:
o = (nK + M) (ny) (3)
Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:

z € Cyif ff(z) >0 (4)
z e Cyif f*(z) <0 (5)
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2.2 Laplacian-based RLS

The Laplacian-based RLS problem for binary semi-supervised classification is as follows []:

. n 2 A 2 Y 2
= i — fi = = iglfi — Jil"s 6
min 3 ;@(y £+ Sl + 5 ”EENw Jlfi = fil (6)

IDfI2

where | Df|]> = Dijen Wiglfi — fil> = fTLf is the Dirichlet energy and L = D — W is the graph
Laplacian. Observe that training data points are composed of n labeled points and N — n unlabeled
points. Let us consider matrix J = diag(1,...,1,0,...,0) with the first n diagonal entries as 1 and the rest
0 and y = [y1, -, Yn, 0, ..., 0] with N — n entries as 0. This allows to write >, (y: — )2 =y = Jf|5.
Representer theorem states the existence of a minimizing function f*(z) = > ..y K(z, ;)] exists.

JEN
Problem (@) is equivalent to
A
min 2y — JKa|2 + 2a” Ka + L (Ka) L(Ka). (7)
acRN 2 2 2
Taking the derivative w.r.t. a provides the minimizer:
o' = (nJK + Ay + LK)~ () (8)
Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:
z € Cyif f*(z) >0 9)
z € Cyif f*(z) <0 (10)

2.3 Total Variation-based RLS

The TV-based RLS problem for binary semi-supervised classification is as follows [6]:

s n 2, A 2
= i — Ji = iglJi — Jils 11
i 5 20 07 Gl +7 32 wiolsi— (1)

oAl

where |[Df|| =37, ;c y wi;|fi — f;| is the graph TV of function f. Unlike previous optimization problems,
minimizing ([II)) needs advanced optimization techniques as TV term is non-differentiable. However,
recent advances in ¢! optimization provide efficient tools to deal with problem (). In this work, we
propose a splitting step coupled with an augmented Lagrangian method. Although one splitting variable
is enough for minimizing (I, experimental observations suggest more accurate results using two splitting
variables g, h. The proposed iterative optimization algorithm is as follows:

n n n A
(7R g Ty — Jhl3 + SU 1 +1Dgll +

- feglzigylh,g
<AL —g> I~ gl <A h—g>+2Ih—gl}  (12)
M= AT (T =gt (13)
AT = A (T gt (14)
The sub-minimization problem w.r.t. f is:
i S+ 27— (- 218 (15)
which solution is given by f"*! = Ko™, with
"M = (ANIn + 1K) (rg" = AT (16)



The sub-minimization problem w.r.t. h is:

.n 2, T2 A2y 2
=|ly — Jh —=l|lh—(g——= 1
min 2y~ Jhl + Zlh - (9 - SD)I3 (17)
which solution is given by
R = (nd +r2In) TNy + 129" — A3) (18)
The sub-minimization problem w.r.t. g is:
. T A T2 )\2
min y||Dgll + 5-llg = (f + =)z + 5-llg — (A + )3 (19)
g 2 T1 2 T2

which can be written as

1 +7’2H rizi +7'22’2H2
- 2

20
2 g 1+ T2 ( )

mgin YIIDgll +

with z1 = f + i—ll and zo = h + j—j Different techniques can be applied to solve the TV ROF problem

[9]. We use the primal-dual method [3] which is guaranteed to converge in O(%), k being the iteration
number. Finally, we project each function f, h, g on the unit ball (i.e. "™ N.ﬁ

them to be zero-mean (i.e. "' < f"*!' — mean(f"*)).

) and constraint

We summarize the iterative algorithm:

" = My +rmK)  (rg™ = A (21)
fnJrl _ KOénJrl (22)
W=+ redy) T gy 2" = A) (23)
O . 1+ T2 T121 + T222 2
g = argming 7| Dyl + —5—llg — E—— ll2 (24)
with 21 = f+ 2L, 25 = h+ 22 (25)
T1 T2
1 §n+1
ZRaP (20)
S = g mean(" ) (21)
2.4 Cheeger-based RLS
The Cheeger-based RLS problem for binary semi-supervised classification is as follows:
Zi JEN wi j| fi — fil
min : - st. fi=vyi,Vien 28
feHk Yoy |fi —median(f)| fi=y (28)
Based on [2], the following algorithm is proposed:
g = "+ esign(f") (29)
"™ = RLS(g"™) (30)
R = argmin, TV(h) + §—||h 2 (31)
c
"t = " —median(h™) (32)
nt+l Yi Vien
s - { thrl(i) Vi g n (33)
1 8n+1
" = R 34
d EEaE (34
where RLS(g) is as follow
LA 2 r 2
Join Sllell, + 5lle — gllz, (35)



which solution is given by "™ = Ka*, with

o =M +rK) 'rg. (36)

2.5 Support Vector Machine (SVM)

The standard SVM method for binary classification is as follows [5]. Find a function f : R? — R such
that

min_ 2|11
FeH ber 21 HKD (37)
st.y(fi+b)>1,i=1,...,n.

where A > 0. To deal with non-separable case, the above problem can be rewritten with a slack variable

&
. A 2
min SN + 1> &

fEHK bERECRT 2 pt
. (38)
st.yi(fi +0)>1—-&,i=1,...,n,

&>0i=1,...,n

Representer theorem states the existence of a minimizing function f*(z) = 37, ., K(z,z;)a] and I fl7 =
aTKa. Problem (@8) is equivalent to

) A T n
min —a Ka ;
a,6€R™ bER 2 +H;£“

s.t. yi(ZK(xi,xj)aj +b)>1-&,i=1,...,n,

=1
£&>0i=1,...,n

By using the Lagrangian multiplier technique, problem (39) can be reformulated as:

. A o S )
—a K 1 1-¢-Y(K b1)) —
ayéyﬁ,g‘?ulzrﬂl%",beﬂa 2¢ a+pg 1+ (1-¢ (Ka+b1)) — B¢ &, (40)
s.t. Bi,Bes >0,i=1,...,n

where 3, B¢ are Lagrangian multipliers, 1 is a vector whose elements are all ones, and Y = diag(y1, ..., Yn).
Let us consider the Lagrangian optimality conditions. Taking the derivative w.r.t. b and setting to 0
gives

8Ty1=0 = gTy=o0. (41)
Taking the derivative w.r.t. £ and setting to 0 gives
pl—B—Be=0 = 0< B <pi=1,...,n (42)

Taking the derivative w.r.t. a and setting to 0 gives

YB3
=~ 4
=X (13)
By substituting ([@3]) back into (@Q]), we reach the following dual optimization problem:
T 1.7
1- 2
s 671 - 56708
(44)

st. Ty =0,
OSB’LS/U‘7Z:177TL



where Q = Y(%)Y. The above problem can be solved using several efficient SVM solvers s.a. libSVM
[4]. Once the optimal 8* is obtained, it is straightforward to get the optimal a™*:

*_Y/B*
@ T

(45)

and
F@) =Y ai K(w.z). (46)

Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:

zeChif f*(z) >0 (47)
z€Cyif £ () <0 (48)

2.6 Laplacian-based SVM

The Laplacian-based SVM problem with slack variable for binary semi-supervised classification is as
follows [T]:

. A
min —
fEH i £€RN beR 2

Il + 1Y€+ 3 D wislfi = £l

ieEN i,jEN

IDfI2 (49)
&>0,i=1,...,N

By using Lagrangian multipliers technique, problem (49) becomes:

min AT Ko+ ue1 + LaTKLKa+ T(1— € — Y(Ka +b1)) — L€,
@,6,8,8¢ €RN beR 2 2

(50)
st. Bi,Pes > 0,i=1,...,N
Applying the same steps as (@1)),[@2) and [@3]), we get
T 1 .7
1-- )
max B 58 @B
st. BTy =0, (51)
where
Q=Y +~LK)'KY (52)
Optimal o* is obtained by solving the following linear system:
o = (M +~LK) 'Y 3" (53)

and
fi(x) = ZafK(%xi)- (54)

Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:

z € Cyif f*(z) >0 (55)
zeCyif f* () <0 (56)



2.7 Total Variation-based SVM

The TV-based SVM for binary semi-supervised classification is as follows:

A
SN 0D &+ D wislfi — fil,

min 5
N
FEHK ,EERN beR = o

1S (57)
st.yi(fi+b)>1—-&,i=1,...,N
€>0i=1,...,N
where |[Df[| = 3=, .cywijlfi — f;] is the graph TV of function f. Like for TV-based RLS, we use

a splitting step coupled with an augmented Lagrangian method. The proposed iterative optimization
algorithm is as follows:

N
A
n+1 n+1 n+1 _ . - 2 .
gy =i S 36+ 1Dl +
n T n T
< 17f—g>+§1||f—g||§+</\27h—g>+§2llh—g|\§ (58)
s.t. yi(hi+b)21—§i7i:17...7N (59)
&>0i=1,...,N
(60)
AT = AT (T =" (61)
AT = A (R =g (62)
The sub-minimization problem w.r.t. f is:
. A 2 T1 Aly2
min SR + 5~ (0= 28 (63)
which solution is given by f*"*! = Ka"*!, with
"M = (AIn + 1K) (rg" = AT (64)
The sub-minimization problem w.r.t. h is:
Al r
min 1) &+ |l — e
o (65)
st.yi(hi +b)>1-&,i=1,...,N
&>0i=1,...,N
where e = g — %22 Problem (63) is equivalent to
. r
min  p€" 1+ Zllh —elf + 87 (1€~ Y (h+b) - B¢
hfvbvﬁ;ﬁg 2 (66)
s.t. ﬂi7ﬂ§i > 07’L' = 17...7N
Applying the same steps as ([#Il),([@2) and @3] did, we get
max 471 TQB — A7 P,
BERN 2
st. 8Ty =0, (67)

where @ = % and P = Ye. Problem (67) can be solved by gradient descent method, and the solution

-
B* can be used to obtain the optimal A"

et = Lygeye (68)
T2



The sub-minimization problem w.r.t. g is:

. T )\ T2 )\2
min || Dg|| + —21 lg = (f + =515 + 5 llg = (h + =)l
g T1 T2

which can be written as

r1+ 72 g — riz1 + ra2z2 Hz
2 g r1 4+ 7o 2

mgin YIIDgll +

With21:f+i\.—11 andzzzh—F%.
We summarize the iterative algorithm:

" = My 4+ K) (g™t = AD)
fn+1 _ KOénJrl
* 1 .
B = max pBT1—=8TQB-8"P st. 8Ty=0,0<pB<C,i=1,...,N
BERN 2
= Lvgige
T2
_n+1 . T+ 72 T121 + T222 2
= D —
g argming v|[Dgll + ——llg — = —- Iz
)\7l )\7l
with 21 = f+ 2%, zo =h+ =2
1 T2
gnJrl — §n+1
g™+ |2
n+1 — gn+1 _ mean(gnﬁ»l)

2.8 Cheeger-based SVM

The Cheeger-based SVM problem for binary semi-supervised classification is as follows:

. Zi,jEN wi ;| fi — fil
min -
FeHk Y ey |fi —median(f)|
st.oyi(fi+b)>1—-&,i=1,...,N
€>0i=1,...,N

st. fi=vi, ViEn

Based on [2], the following algorithm is proposed:

gt = esign(f)
67L+1 _ SVM(gn+1)
E’ﬂ
"' = argmin, TV(h) + 5o Ih = "3
"t = "M —median(h™T)
Sn+1 _ l(l) Vi en
- ") Vign
i = ﬂ
[[s+ 12

where SVM(g) is as follow:

LA r
min 2lelff, 4+ Y0 &+ Llle — I3
iEN
st yi(es+0)>1-&,i=1,...,N
&>0i=1,...,N



Problem (B8] is equivalent to
A

s 2 T r 2 T T
m 1+ —|le— 1-¢&— b)) —
ooin, Sllelle e+ Slle—glo +67 (A =& =Vie+b) - b €

(89)
st. Bi,Bes > 0,i=1,...,N
Applying the same steps as ({1l),[d2) and [@3]), we get
T 1 .7 1
max B 1-58 Q8- 5PB,
(90)

st. 8Ty =0,

where Q = YGY, P = rg" (G + GT)Y and G = (A + rK) ' K. The above problem can be solved by
gradient descent method, and the solution 8* can be used to obtain the optimal a™:

o =M+ rK) " (YB* +rg) (91)
and

" = Ka* (92)

2.9 Experimental results

# labels per class 1 5 10 50
Lap-RLS 18.09 | 1048 | 7.77 | 4.14
Lap-SVM 13.79 | 9.84 | 7.61 | 4.77
TV-RLS 3.18 | 3.16 | 3.13 | 3.16
TV-SVM 3.18 | 3.13 | 3.13 | 3.08

Cheeger-RLS 4.06 | 3.74 | 4.03 | 2.84
Cheeger-SVM 3.87 | 3.74 | 4.00 | 2.73

Table 1: Binary semi-supervised classification algorithms tested on the sets of 4’s and 9’s from USPS dataset.
Error is averaged over 10 runs with randomly selected labels.

3 Multi-class data classification

3.1 Laplacian-based RLS

The Laplacian-based RLS problem for multi-class semi-supervised classification is as follows:

R ) D S VS DRI LARE DO BETNI Y AS

_— 1
=0t fe)e e 40 e k=1ijEN

D fk(2
st. Y ff=1, ff>0¥ieN (93)
k=1
where the last constraint being the simplex constraint. Problem (@3)) is equivalent to

] c )\ c . c .
min LSS = P4 5D e + 2 D IDSIP,
k=1 k=1

F=(hnfelx 2T

st. ff=g" Y gf =1, gf>0VieN (94)

k=1



This leads to the proposed iterative algorithm:

(@F)" = argming i gy gﬂylc —J"Ko®|3 + %a{Kozk + %(Kak)TL(KOzk)
k
+LIEa" — (g* ~ 2|3
= (J*K +rK 4+ Xy +~vLK) (ny" 4+ rg® — A7)
("t = K@)
kyntl g, AP
(g") = Ty e (f7 + 7)

The simplex projection is done by Michelot’s method [7].
Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:

z € Cy if fi(z) = m?X({ff(x)}lgg)

3.2 Total Variation-based RLS

The TV-based RLS problem for multi-class semi-supervised classification is as follows:

_ . . A= ok :
i 2SS = S 5 DI i+ 3wl = £,
k=1

- 1
f=Ut o€k 23 Gen ijEN

IDseI

st. Yy ffa) =1, ff@) > 0,Vie N

k=1
Problem (I00) is equivalent to
77 (& A c fy c
. k pky2 k)2 k
min  ISOSE - 4 2SI e + 21D,
F=(hnf)elx 23T k=1 k=1

st ff=g" Y gl =19/ >20VieN
k=1

This leads to the proposed iterative algorithm:

n . A
(@)™ = argmin i gy gHyk —JFKOF|3 + EafKak + %HKak —(¢" -
= (I K +rK 4+ MN) " (it + rgt — 2AF)
(fk)nJrl _ K(ak)nJrl
Akyntl . k Tk PR
g") = argming: v[|Dg" [+ Fllg" — (/" + —-)ll2

@ = Oy ee(@h)

—k\n+1
kyn+1 (g%)
g N ————
@) [(g*)" 1l

Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:

z € Cy if fi(z) = mjax({f;(x)}lﬁjﬁc)

Ak

r

3

(99)

(100)

(101)

(102)

(103)
(104)
(105)

(106)

(107)



3.3 Cheeger-based RLS

The Cheeger-based RLS problem for multi-class semi-supervised classification is as follows:

° Zi,jeri,ﬂfik_fjH

min - s.t. flk =" Vien (108)
F=(f1fedk ien [fF = median(f*)|
(109)
The following algorithm is proposed:
""" = ()" +esign((f5)") (110)
kyn+1 kyn+1
(e) = RLS((g")"") (111)
(W)™ = argming. TV(R) + 20" — ()3 (112)
"t = ()T — median((h")"T) (113)
k .
kyn+1 _ Yi ViEmn
(5 ) - { (tk)n+1(i) VZ gn (114)
@) = Hgae(sh) (115)
akyn+1
kyn+1 _ (8 )
S (O P -
where RLS(g) is exact the same as (35]).
Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:
z € Cy if fi(z) = max({f; (2)hr<j<c) (117)

3.4 Laplacian-based SVM

The Laplacian-based SVM for multi-class semi-supervised classification is as follows:

min 2 2 I+ Do S e+ 530 D wiglst P
k=1

o fl N X
F=(f1,....f¢) € Hc bERE EERN Xe PR Ao1igeN

|Dfk|2

st yb(fF+oM) >1-¢fef >0ieNkec

Y fi=1 M) z0vieN
k=1

Problem (II8) is equivalent to
: A (k2 - kAN k2
3 min 5 2 M +p &+ D
F=(F1.o.fe) € H g bERS EERN X 2 kZ:l K ;;V 2 kZ:l 7
s.t. yz(fz+b)21_€z7€z 207Z€N7k€c
ff=g" 3 g =1 9 20VieN
k=1

Notes that, each f* can be solved independently by using the same procedure as below (superscript k is
ignored for convenience):

. A T Y T r 2
min =~ + 1+=f"Lf+=||f —e€ll3,
feHg ,beR,E€RN 2||f||HK I3 2f f 2||f [12

st yi(fi +b0) >1—-6,& >0,ie N

(118)
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where e = g — £, and [ is the Lagrangian multiplier. Problem (IIX) is equivalent to

min éoeTKoz—&—u§ 1+7aTKLKa+—||Ko¢—e||2
bER, £, 8,8 €RN 2

119
+6T( g - Y (Ka+b) - 6 (1
st. B,Be >0,i € N
Applying the same steps as (@1l),([d2)) and [@3), we get
max 471~ 267Q8 - S5,
BERN 2
(120)

st. BTy =0,

where Q =YGY, P = re” (G+GT)Y and G = (A +yLK +rK) ' K. The above problem can be solved
by gradient descent method, and the solution 8* can be used to obtain the optimal «*, which is:

= + LK +7K) " (YB" +re) (121)
and
f=Ka" (122)

This leads to the following iterative algorithm:

(f5"™* = computed by using (I20), (IZT) and ([I22) (123)
k
(@) = Mg+ 5. (124)

The simplex projection is done by Michelot’s method [7].
Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:

7 € Cu it fi(2) = max({f; (0) hzjec) (125)

3.5 Total Variation-based SVM

The TV-based SVM for multi-class semi-supervised classification is as follows:

min 3 an ||HK+HZZ& +7§: > wiglff = £

F=(f1,....f¢) €Hg RN Xe beRe T i1 k=1ijEN

(126)

IDfE

stoyf(ff+0") >1—¢fef >0ieNkec
Problem (I26)) is equivalent to
min f +p &+ Dg*

F=(F1nfe) €y eRN X peme 2 ZH i ;; ' ZH I

sty (fE+0°) 2166 20ieNkec (127)
c

=g ¢"0) =1 ¢"t) >0,vie N

Notes that, each f* can be solved independently:

min + 1+ =||f—¢€ 27
i Sl €71+ G = el -

st yi(fi +b0) >1—-6,&>0,ie N

11



where ¢ = g — L, and [ is the Lagrangian multiplier. Problem ([[Z8)) is equivalent to

T

. A
min o Ko+ pug"1+ L||[Ka — el + 57 (1— £ — Y(Ka+1b)) — g€
bER,a,€,8,8 RN 2 2 (129)
st.B,Be >0,i€N
Applying the same steps as (@1]),[d2) and [@3]), we get
P 1
max B 1-58 Q8- 35PB,
(130)

st. BTy =0,

where Q = YGY, P = reT (G + GT)Y and G = (M + rK)"'K. The above problem can be solved by
gradient descent method, and the solution 8* can be used to obtain the optimal a*, which is:

o =M +rK)H(YB" +re) (131)
and
f=Ka" (132)
This leads to the proposed iterative algorithm:
(fYy"*' = computed by using (I30), (I31) and 32 (133)
N . T I*
(@) = argmin, 2| Dg"]| + Lllg" — (7* + )3 (134)
@) = Mg (@) (135)
—k\n+1
kyn+1 (g")
g = N =2 -—— 136
o) ICRGRE (150
Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:
z € G if fi (@) = max({f; (®)h<j<c) (137)

3.6 Cheeger-based SVM

The Cheeger-based SVM with slack variable problem for multi-class classification is as follows:

- Zi,jeN wi»jlfik - fjk|

min - s.t. fik = yf7 Vien 138
P et 2t o |F = median( ) (138)
The following algorithm is proposed:
@) = ()" +esign((F)) (139)
(€)™ = svM((g")" ) (140)
(W)™ = argming. TV (R*) + %Hhk ()2 (141)
"t = ()" — median((h)"T) (142)
k. .
Eyntl y~ (1) Vien
(5 ) - { (tk)n+1(i) VZ €Tl (143)
(3" = Ipaea(sh) (144)
. ()
fk AT VG 145
v [ESESF —
where SVM(+) is as (88]).
Finally, unseen data points are classified as follows:
z € Gy if fii(z) = max({f; (2)}1<j<c) (146)
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3.7 Experimental results

# labels per class 1 5 10 50
Lap-RLS 20.06 | 6.64 | 4.03 | 3.3
Lap-SVM 49.95 | 14.21 | 6.27 | 2.82
TV-RLS 2.0 2.06 | 1.91 | 1.98
TV-SVM 1.75 | 1.82 | 1.77 | 1.85

Cheeger-RLS 3.35 | 1.95 | 1.85 | 1.87
Cheeger-SVM 294 | 208 | 1.72 | 1.74

Table 2: Multi-class semi-supervised classification algorithms tested on four classes (0’s, 1’s, 4’s and 9’s)
from USPS dataset. Error is averaged over 10 runs with randomly selected labels.
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