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Abstract  Automatic detection of electrocardiogram (ECG) abnormality is a typical multi-label classification
problem, which heavily relies on sufficient samples with high-quality abnormality labels for model training.
Unfortunately, we often face ECG datasets with partial and incorrect labels, so how to clean weakly-labelled datasets
to obtain the clean datasets with all the correct abnormality labels is becoming a pressing concern. Under the
assumption that we can have a small-sized example dataset with full and correct labels, we propose an abnormality-
feature pattern (AFP) based method to automatically clean the weakly-labelled datasets, thus obtaining all the correct
abnormality labels. The cleaning process proceeds with two stages, clustering-based rule construction and iteration-
based label cleaning. During the first stage, we construct a set of label inclusion and exclusion rules and a set of binary
discriminators by exploiting the different abnormality-feature patterns which are identified through Dirichlet process
mixture model (DPMM) clustering. During the second stage, we first identify the relevant abnormalities according to
the label inclusion and exclusion rules, and then refine the relevant abnormalities with iterations. AFP method takes
advantage of the abnormality-feature patterns shared by the example dataset and weakly-labelled dataset, which is
based on both the human intelligence and the correct label information from the weakly-labelled dataset. Further, the
method stepwise removes the incorrect labels and fills in the missing ones with an iteration, thus ensuring a reliable
cleaning process. The experiments on real and synthetic datasets prove the effectiveness of our method.

Key words electrocardiogram (ECG); multi-label classification; abnormality labels; abnormality-feature pattern

(AFP); binary discriminator; label cleaning
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TEBH AR 25 09 T 5 BUIE 46, O B BUE A EE 27 )
PEALTT 5 IR A. B, 580 s i 5
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K ¥ 4B (K-nearest neighbor, KNN) . #2 Il i 7 (naive
Bayesian, NB) | 2151173471 (linear discriminant analysis,
LDA) Fl1 1k 56 B} (decision tree, DT), ¥ JiF A Il Zr kL A
BEML A B 10 63, 1A VE RS UEAR , FLAY 9 AR il 25
/S CRIIEZ R S NG B O B o o (e i
WRATRARIC. SCHR [8] B S N BR B A T e A DR AR
Z R GRS, BBl F P A0 B DR E B i . BT 4
th Y vk T A Ak AR, b A g A R R ER
— MEBE R TTZE, H T TCR VI A AR . SCHk [9]
g i, A MR RR R AT BT & AR S AT AR,
R kAR A FE AR B R A R WAL, 3%
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— T RN 89 AR A AT IE. SCR [12] H 4
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AN —F, Wk R N IE i A bR 2. SCRk [13] FH— 1
R R A PR R 28 1) ARLRL Y 3 o 6 P D ST AR
FFFEURBIBRES, W2 —FMEA MR R Tk, SCHk [18] P
R T I B SERSE (semi-supervised weak-label, SSWL)
D7, i DB T8RO bR 2 L 2 0 AR 2 B AT 1 2
> [R) f8E, e AR A S 150 A RL PR R A 2 A AL R b 7S Bk
RIR%.

T3 A — 25 2 LR 55 bR 28 B HE U 2k 2
SCHK [20] $EHE I BEALESRE T B4 (random gradient descent
tree, RGD-tree) , £ A3 45 1R AR 25 O BUHE 5E FUI25 0 3
T gt AL, DR T S T A AT A3 . SCHR [21] £ R ) 4
T 28 B8 451 9% 2R 8 (rescaled hinge loss function), 2 i 37
R [ S BILRT I P R 25 11 B A 1

ARSCARET Bk 2 BIFETE T DIRSRIE RS,
B B v LA &2 T 4% RO ST 55, AR AT
Yo 2, 0 5T LA T 25 R ER 42 48 . Bl 43 A
1555, 40 S 8 09 T I 2) 59 bRic $s 647 2% >
BN REAEAT B 7 PR SRR AR TR R
T3 W B R AR U, A 3SR PR
12 PUZET]

75— AH R AR B IEFEASFIRFRICFEAR (positive
and unlabeled, PU) 2% > P2 & AR 4 1F BE A R bRic A
AR GR oy dn, FE 510 2 L% (two-step methods)
F1A =% >J (biased learning) .

20 3E M 120N — SR RE R SRR AR 5 2
R MR AR 5 IERE A ZE G T U 2o 25 8%, XER IR

Sl B REAS AT 43 26 SCHIR [23] 5 T IE AR AR A R
A AR AL, L AH XoF T 91 5 A AT DX I R ANy 2
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V-7 3K ) HLN RARICRE AR #EAT 402K

A 27 2T I 3 28 2 B TC AR 28 R A Y 1 B A
AL SCHR [15] 2 R0 246 ks o U8 A% A A A
PRic Jo bR 2 B REAS. SCHR [16] Hos Bir A1 R Fm ac 1Y+
AFRIE N REAS, FF 8 FH 2 e R 450 DA I 75 52 43 vp 22
>, DR [P A A Ay Mg P 2 ] R SCRR [17] ha AT
— B Az B PU 2 SRR, 7R A 58 A BEHLE 7 (selected
completely at random, SCAR) R A1 L T, AE i— 24
HE UL PU 75 1954 I 53 26 2 . SCHIR [25] 5 A i i %L
P L S, X 97 AR B R AT R, B Ak fel i
1) 70 25 DRI e /) B T
13 ZRESE

PRI Ay 3 2 i 1 i 1S 228 (8] R/ 5 8 A 28 B i i A
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24y 25T DL 2 28 T ok Mg v, D[] A A A B
PEAS L [N I 2 A s e Y PR A B R
1257 2 g 5, T JE SR T AT 19 % ] BOR R AL B £
P28 53 25 ) 7.

[R5 T Aok 3 2 2k iR HER
Lo AR R 00 25 —on M &L Fn gy
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TR, I K AR o R Ry — 2k
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Pz | b5 2 HE P B AR IE R AR 28 HE 44 (calibrated
label ranking, CLR), ‘& ¥ 2 55 28 43 25 0] R Ak Ry bR 2
HE P ], v 28 22 6] ) HE 7 38 5 BT bl 3ok 5
PP, 3% 4 Random K-Labelset™ 22 251 £ 25 ) ¥4 £
B 28 43 26 ) U 4 hy 22 26 43 S5 ) B B, Horb B
A3 2 AR AR X AR 2 (R B AL 745

SRLVE 1 IV 7 R A SR AT e S I 2 R A
G325 N, STk [32] TR 2 55% K 4B (multi-label K-
nearest neighbor, MLKNN) J7 7 3R H K i 4B £ AR >k 4b
P 2 b5 2 BC0E , i B K5 59 (maximum a posteriori,
MAP) L5 B . 22452 PR (multi-label decision
tree, ML-DT) >k H] Tk 56 A B2 AR O b 31 22 4 25 B0, ik
T L2 AR S0 1 {5 2 25 b v U b b R e SR AR B, S
ik [34] $2 H 79 HE 7 32 45 ) 5= A1 (ranking support vector
machine, Rank-SVM) % F & K 01 1 3R & i#E 17 2 bR 26
I3, A T — B ZNE S e A Ll ME 2 560 HE 4 2k
SCHR [35] 2 1 2 TR AR RRAE AL A K3 S8 5 1 S
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14 BREREFR

H IR P bR 250 Ve O Tk R AR 2 2% — X
FE B R R AT AR, SR [36] B X IR A 0 A 2L 43
4% PR #X (surrogate loss function ) AW A5 3R JE 47 3 48E, SC
R [37] $2 i 24 5] Ay 25 Wk 75 455 AU (uniform label noise
model) , 3 1 KU Fie/IME, A 64 1 R Y 22 6 4 3
HBLRY. Ty Hb— S H TR R o il AT W 7 B T U
i SR [38] 4 L T AR 43 A i B (data distribution
filtering, DDF) [/ b5 25 M 7 2ok 8 5 % . X T 8096 5 h
(B — AN FEAS , AR AR I 3 4B P RE AR 14 43 A, b L4
FEATIE B D380 53 Ay v 28 B DX 3R {1 %85 B DX
SR X6 AN TR] §18) DX SR FH A [] 608 Mg 7 5k g 00 ) 6 47

2 @A AL

DU =l o 1 o YN T SRR, 3R 181
TS UL O L 5T R R4S ED = {ob, 0D, 0by}
e BA IEHR A s IR SR, B ob, tHHHIE fi(ob,)
FIR G 57 6 b 224 rl(ob,) CU L. fi(ob,) —1>d
HEm (s o, foo oo fa)s BEA AR — DA B RHAIE,
SR AT 22 0 1E 2500 A A IR % o 4 18] 32 19 730 A1 A
SCH, X B RRAS B0 RS 28 RO L0 BOE
(QRS ¥ . P, T )P | FFAE 42 UM T — 1k, 78
12 A S I 1 IR 17 18] B . A 1o R 32 P ol AT A
P v B 4 ZERRAES, K B d HE 1] 5 (fy, -, foo oo fo).
20 5 — 8 I R B R BL 55 4 8 X die 4 WD = {oby,
oby+ by}, TEAS ob, 1A 5545 % 4 cl(ob,), cl(ob,)
() — S bR 45 J8 T A SC AR B4R riCob,) , 1 HAY B ) 2
FEIRBRZ, BUAAHICHR2E. T3 81, ob, AT BEAH SCAR 2
BT YRR B AR WD A B —A~ CD. R SCRRFR I
YL, S AR 2535 R R — & 3R 2 Bl i T A
T E AT
Table 1 Abnormality Labels in CHE and CHW Datasets
%1 CHE 1 CHW IBHRETHFERE

&4 R4
L pERE) el
SO g% LS T
S OEEAST ZER 53 S RHAT
W L ikl Feb =R
SEMEOBhid EEL AL
i BE.CJLBEST FEA 2R S B
e ER g A AT RS B
SRR D

Table 2 Meanings of Key Notations in Our Paper
x2 EAXHETEHSEX
Fincs P4
U=A{lly =, 15, e, 1) i St (hR%E)
ob;, fi Sl FHE

ft (ob) 28] ob HYFRHIE 1) i
ED, WD IRGIEHRAE . SRR
cD RREL /i S
D ED I WD "EFRAAEASTE I R 4
cl (ob,), rl (ob;) ob, [N FIhREFE A AR 4R
al (ob) SEB ob FREPRESSE

ED " EFIANERRE | IR
WD & FIA SRR 1 HIFEA
BR%E | B IEREAS RN SUREAS - AT 250

ED (1), ED (1)
WD (1), WD (1)
FC (D, FC (1)

Ci (D, C; (D PRAE 1 EIEREAS RN GOREA 5 i A0
fo, (D) IBSIVLE N R L EN

FP (D, FP (1) IEREASI S REAS L 573 R AIE B 4
fq (1) FRES | e BESE L AG H BRRR

AWD (FP', FP’) SHHHEaed FP', FP° HF-15 Wasserstein Ji 85
SRR B RE ARG

supp, conf, cort

sty ct, rt SCRPEE LR EEFE A G Y B
dr (ob, 1) PRES 18 TS0 ob M L
6! B 18 TS0 o3 I
o! BRAS 1 I S AR AR 7 e 1<
If (ob) Sl ob B HAFAERL

9 — % IEU, ETE ED(B, WD) I 1E#
A4, FED() (S WD) %78, & ED(5 WD) 145 |
(9 B A 4 s B AE ED(X WD) b 1 fa kA SE il ED(l)
(5 WD(D) /R, J& ED(E% WD) FI%A [ IREASE. #i
) S5 A R i, D S X O £ A
PLRCS B TR G RORAE e 2. HARCR UL, B %
FRES 11F ED BIEREA FXR—2MEFC () = {Ci(0),
Co(ly=+, Ci(), -, C(D }, £ ED 1 S FEAS | X i — 2
HKFRFC™ ()= {C,(D), C, (), =+, C(D, *++, C,, (D }. ZE Al
o, A BCFC (AN ECYP (). AR My, 464~ 5% 176 IE
REAS N REA [ 4% X0 107 — 2L S5 A A4 FP(D),
FE SR

EN 1 SRR A5 T — A8 CD),
TS E R IR R (1) W R — AN BT £ 0 I A5 4
i NM (D), 2(0)), Forp (D) JEFRE 4, 200 S 45
W7 2.

YA E 2 MFIERE R fp =NM(u,, 2) Fl fp, = NM (p,,
X)), fiig fpofl f . #H 5 Wasserstein #5254

wmqmjmrwm—m@+mx+&—xﬁzﬁh?1
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Forb i — polly 2 L2 JE U B

AFP 75 3543 B 2 S B B3 T 58 25 9 775 Uk A0 D Ay
A TR AR PR B TE U, WAL 1 s 7 TR
BRI Ve RS A TS N, 1 SEAE ED R wD b TR T4
R

FET RIS Ve U AL
FZAYRIE YR

8 R g3 —
N | SE R I )g%%s

S R |

RIS W
K

|t DI Bl |

L TR

LS
HRbR2E5E

Y BRES AR e

—D BEIKR &

Fig. 1 The steps of AFP
K1 AFP J5ikib R

FE N 2. BB A8 — A R R K (D),
R ew ED F1 wD L= w0 — AR

TEX 3. f 5. 4 — S ob € WD, HiA 5
WA al(ob) Cri(ob) J2 M3 B A6 R A O 57 0 4R

i S B S AR e S A R AR RN R g WD I
1) B FE AR 2, B REJE WD M R AR ZE 1 — &R, X
FHAA™ 70 00042 98 44 3 i) AR AR

25 90 b 25 A 0 A0 D 0 A 2 HE I R 0, 3 1) ke
FAF 2 A 5 R AR AR 2 A TE AR OGP AR G 1k, A
J5 B (AR 25 T8 WE 4 ) T T SRR B 2 A 2 R 2 6 A
WA G, NEA SRS R, LSRR
S AR 2 R AR V.

P25 AT YRR, 4 ED 1 WD 48 TD 144
[ B MK iForest(isolation forest) ™", M3 4 FE A< 75 &
BRI B AR B T E 2 5 S ATE TR R B T
VBT, T SR AR 2 e IR HE B FL, B slHERR 59
BRa&, A0 5 MR 25 00 5 S AH SCAR 2, HEBR B9 F5 2840 K
AHH RS, N FEW) UG A AR 2846, 4 /N T 5545
AR RN ARG ARG o A%, AE VRS bR B 4R,
BRI E IR AR G B AIE TR, 8 2 AN Wi
I TR 2 NS A AR 1) A4 DG IR, TR s At A DA 2%

Jii SCBR 45 3 Ui B, {8 Jensen-Shannon [ 25 > £
2 oA 22 5, 32 JSD.

TE X 4. JSD. 457 2 o3 Ai P(X) R Q(X), Horpr X
FRBE, FJSD E S

1
JS D(PIQ) = - (D(PIM) + D(QIIM)), (2

T M:%(P+Q), D(PIM)E: P I M 2 [ {0 4 % 4
DQIMYE Q A M = i i 15 .

3 REFRANMEE

X TR L R HIERE AR AAEAS 40 iR
S — S, BEMAEE 16 0 i 1 A RRAE A . AR
T A FEA FRAE Ay oy 4 B, H AR SO X B kAT
R A b 3L, DR S A S0 FL O R 1) DX 1) 2 A T A
THEAE 1, S AT R 2, 2 S 5 I T8k 3k M O At
5, B S TR RS B R A AT R,
K R UL 5 0 k-3 {8 (k-Means) #1725, 4
HRE 4l 28 96 i o 20 e 0 i, T SR R ORI o e o AR TR
4 ¥ A (Dirichlet process mixture model, DPMM) i 17
R, BReE B Ik 0 AR U5 s o A R S R A
T 1925 .DPMM HRAEAN S ob, 7oA T AR i R
CRP( Chinese restaurant process ) " ZE1k 2k F1] 78 75 1

Wy 212,00 ~ NIW (g, ko, Yo, vo), (3)
Zy 3,8 ~ CRP(y), 4
0by iy~ MN((, 2)z). 5

A A, SE R 2 00 IE S AT MN A, 25 TR
SrBCH T EAE IR SRR CRP(y) T, Hfy 2R ES
B, Z, 52 S ob, X R S5 5 A 2R v B ek B Y
I 53 A, 198 VD RF 43 A NIW(normal-inverse-Wishart)
JEZICIER I3 A MN W LSS 53 A2 pos N ZE 7]
R T T BIME s ko FIEF- 1 7, 458 Yorb 45 4~ T
BN TRCAR LA v, S H R B, R0 AR A R R IR R R H
Yool UG 26 B, W0 4R A6 NxN B 50 [

R TR BN AT ob, FT I A IE SRR, Bk 1 S A
Hr R AR AT S O3 T

&% 1. clusterAssignment.

A WZREE D = {0b,,0b,,"** ,0by}, DPMM Z4{(;

s BEANSEA] ob, (1<isN) B ZEFE B

O WS E Z(1<isN) FIE A i 5

@ while ¢ do

@ fori—1toNdo
@ R C6) T ob, 5 ¢ 52 B 2 4 FLHE R
® end for
© if @2, - ZOAE 20, e Z AT

then

@ t—0;
end if
O t++
10

end while
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@D return {Z,,Z,,***,Zy}.
KB EAC, BB A, B
A S8 9 2 52 53 WL ME R AR 9 2 (6) B
P(Z; =m|Z_;, oby;)
P(Z; = m|Z_)P(ob,|Z; = m, Z_;), (6)
Horp Z, B Br ob, Z 5N BT A ST 0 255 43 .
E .
P(Zi=m,Z_;,0b,;)
P(Z_;, 0b,;)
P(Z)P(Z; = mZ_)P(ob-ilZ; = m, Z-)P(obilob_, Z; = m, Z.)

P(Z;=m|Z_;, 0by;) =

P(Z_))P(ob_|Z_))P(obilob_;, Z_;)
_ P(Z; = m|Z_))P(ob_;|Z; = m, Z_;)P(obilob_;, Z; = m, Z_;)
P(ob_i|Z_;)P(obilob_;, Z_;) ’
M T P(ob_i|Z; = m, Z_))=P(ob_,|Z_)F
P(ob;lob_;, Z; =m, Z_;) = P(ob,|Z; =m, Z_,),

GEt!
P(Z;=m|Z_;, ob,;)
P(Z; =m|Z_)P(obi|Z; =m, Z_,).
i 2.
K (6) 5 24T M5 1 WU 45 5E ob, Z AN T A1 52
1] 1 2 3 B AR AT ob, SRR 40 T, R AE (D1
FP R O AR R E

i+y-1
. mAE %
i+y-1

Horbt o, A5 m PR ob, SN SR
3 (6) 55 2 17 19505 2 TSR 45 5 4 B 9 A7 8 4
Sl ob, 9 BEE, AR 2 TCIF 25 505 2
P(ob|Z; =m, Z_;)) < MN (W _i» X0 _i)s (8)
Hob,  RE, 2 m AT ob, BHEIHEAI T2,
31 EFREBTERRNERE
S TR WD S A B LRI ED AN
WD HE 52 1 5 4 Bt 4 5 — R4S L ED A WD
FROTE ) 1 54 ARk TP ()= {7, ),
oy @ o W Tp, O FP() = {7p, O,
705", 71 W T (O} W FP™ ()| FP" (1)
R, 76 B K 45 o I 6 2 15 /N 4 o 454
B2 5 R K I AR S 5, (2 A A ISR AR B K
Ih—HE.
1 ED R WD 365 A RS, W7 2 A Bl
B I % 7 4 8 3 2 3K A (ST AT ABL, T L i 2
AR5 L B R AT Bl 22 1 LA A IR A 24 1€ 27 g
FEAR. PRI, 2 BB 4 0 S — R — B
f:FP°() o FP (1) (9
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T R 2 A A
1) B X3 1) S5 3 4 AR AR 2 S 2 Wasserstein B2
k
> wdt (7p; (0, i)
AWD (ﬁ“’(l), ﬁw”(l)) - = =
10)

——ED

N g /AR, Hod kR FP(DBY FRAE B &, z 2 0 IR
AWD (FP™ (0, FP""()) /v F 0~1 2 ) i B3 AL B 7,
Wdf(ﬁim(l), ﬁ,w D(l))zEll: ﬁ,@(l)*ﬂ ﬁ,w P(DHy Wasserstein
S

2) T 0T Y S 8 R AR AR o 3 S R ] e 22 b 2 AT AR
[FIARAEEEIREAS. 257 2 AN EFECTP(DRIC] (D), FH fq(ls)
FRPREEAE Is TEZSFE B AR R CEP (AN CP (D)
1 b 25 4. 43 A5 43 i Jemd (CEP(D) = (fq(lsy), fq(lsy), -,
LqUspe)Fmd(CYP (D) = (fq(ls)), fq(lsy), -, fqllspy)).
R, B/ MEC(11):

AJSD(FP™ (), FP" 1)) =

1 k
£ 2 I8 D(md(CFP (1)), md(C}'P ().

Y5 FP (D 46 AR i HE PP, 7 28 0 3006 2
Tk 2 AN S M FPC (DB X R T 2 HES L R — A
Z HARMEAL I, SR AR k5 S35 i, 5k
TR 2 Frs . BLRER kol 3 A S EE S WG IR
BE ol B R er(0 < or < 1) FIME 2 A5 55.2 250
W4 Flss k] () 5 — AT & 178 WD | 4> 575 R fiE A
KB —HEF. Bl o R, fERNIRE, Bk A
fige 5 77 B Az B — A B HES , K S A HE S A
oA an S B HE S i i 5 R F BAEHES, W BRA7 HE S
B A5 U], R 4 M . i g = (12):

ben (FP (D), FPyy (1)) =

new

(1D

{ 1 , dt*"P <O H.dr* 5P <0,

—|dAVP 4 dASP| | HAh.
(12>

|

dr"” = AWD (FP™ (1), FP,.()) -
AwD (FP™ (1), FPy (1)),
s = AJSD (FP"(), FP (D) -
AJSD (ﬁ“’(l), FPoy (l)) .
2 (12) 1Y 5O SC 558 HE ) O 7 I HE 51, 0] (]
1, 75 SR [l —|de " P+dr ™| 24 AR5 S, A ss M5Bk
it IAAGE S i v 3 B — > e A i Al 25 i B HES
S W IB AT I R) 32 22 R G BR ke, HO ) A
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fN: ED_FIIBEHEBIFP(1), WD IR FFIFPY(1),
B kS8l cr,ss
¥
IR A B A B Flss k]

while /KT A

1=}
E
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I

| P B BRI R IR EE |
i

gneben(F™ FTi)) |

|
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[ T
— tl—tl-cr e
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Fig.2 Flow chart of algorithm for pattern ordering on WD
K2 wD ERHERRk R
J R O(ss - log,, 1)
H i, A ECHE S S R (] 4 A 2 A , X 1
L AWD F AJSD, T 53X ss A 5 28 1) - B {E AF o
AR SR i, 5 1 S (AR T2 B L 1A i A1 o il 462

X —BHE TR, 45 € — 5201 obE WD,

AR X I Y S AR A FRR ob B AR A, (R I%
S AH SCARZE . ARG, K ED R WD )RR 2SR AR
255, T — NGB AR TD, 8 TD L1248 5% &
. HERRHL I - a2 e

32 BEHEIRZEZIFAHER AN

32,1 FE TD L iZ4RAR % & LA )

FE O LB, — A SR 4w R A TR AE
B2 R 28 K BRI FH R 4 7 A L ] B0 S
FEAERE . 45 78 24 5 8 FRAERL o ()R fp; (1), #r
25 R I fpu(1°) => fp;(I1NF B+ 5 A S A5 ] 1of 9%
A S, T fp, WO AEAEE 2, I HLAR SE A S50 b 28 0, D)
LA SR bR AL

Bl 1. B 2 S HARSE A B, A T REC L
BE, B J& 70 )5 53 S AR S BHL T . B A 4 & B R )
S fo(A)=>fp,(B), Hrf

FpiA) = NM ((0.75,0.83),( (8135 %.125 ))

fp/B)=NM ((0.76, 0.81), ( 8:2 8:2 ))

N S P ’ 1
‘ﬁg\gﬁﬂﬁam{ﬁfﬁjﬁNM((0.75,0.83),< 09135 00'25 ))

5 LR SE 55 545 L% 22 N (076, 0.81),

(0200 ) Yo 43 3 s St S s . it
FASLH ob BATHFAE fit(ob) = (0.755, 0.82) FIARZ 4,
Al LHEWT ob A 4525 B, R ft(ob) A B 2 B fp,(A)
H fp,(B) X 2 4~ 5 REAE R

2 fq( o) F fgq( fp,(19) 53 348ER C.(1°) F C(1Y)
HSEHL fp (1) R fip (VB I REA AN B, W bR 25 K 3
W) By S 45 B A AR B e A (13) (14)

supp(fpil°) = fp,(1) = fq(fp() U fp,)), (13D
Hrr fq(fp:(1°) U fip; (1) 2 ] B 52 3 fip, (1) R fp (IR =K

IREAAEL

conf (1) = i1 = HEL BN,
R 2 ) TE AR O AR $8 Kulezynski (12 Kule) i &

cort(fp(I°) = fp;(I") = Kule(fpi(I), fp, (1) =

L (fa(pi*) U fp,(19) | fa(fp:(1) U fp(1)

iy ) as
FOW D, W corr=0.5, W fo, (1A fp,(IFH BBk 57 5 4n
Wcort #3L 1, W fpi(1YFN fp;(IDIE A E 5 4n 2R cort $2
T 0, W fp(15)F fp; (1) 5 B AH €.

g5 B TR, 45 SRR A se. BT AR o N
TEAH G BB rt, — AR I fpil) => fp,()h
MR 3 5 A Dsupp( foil°) => fp;(1Y) 2st; 2)
conf( fpi(l*) => fp;(1Y) 2ct; 3) cort( fpi(I*) => fp,(I) =rt.

ARSI 2 A BRAZ AR 2 A BRI 5 5k, i)
it S A BE A st FE AT BE A co, 3298 T P AR 28 1]
(14 X B L T, A A S BRI ) 1 13 W, T S 1o B
D50 25 s R ik — 20, AR AR5 2 K SCIBR ML I 4 44
bR & BLFLI.

H 3% 2. generatelnclusionRule.

BN BRI SR LN LR, 55 RRIERL X AFP,
SR B se, B AR BE co, \EAHSC A

i 112 PR 2 R R

OFIFGE®

) foreach (I*—I') ELR do

@ L"—1E AFP KB AT S FRAE A

@ R"—1E AFP KB FIT A 50 FRAE B

T TR AR AR S S R 7 ) B 28 A R A A
HLI*/

® foreach (fp,(I*), (1)) € (L"R™) do

© if (1), (1))l A3 (13)~(15) then

@ putp*)=>fp,(1') to ret;

(14>
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end if
©@ end for
10 end for
@ return ret.
Bk 2 A & 2 o O(ILR|-¢7) , Hob LRI Fx
28 18] B SC TR KL I K, g 2 — A 5 X o7 ) R AR AR =X
B B
322 fE TD bz b R MU
TESL S ARZEHEBR LN 45 58 2 A SR AR & AL,
PUES
fq*ulY) < fq*)- fq(1"), (16)
WA A RS2 58 B0 A GG, 0 B e 1, Hov fg(PUlY)
SR e AR TR DR = 7 N @
N T B R AR OCHE, TIABIE ¢(0 <e<1), TR
fqrul)
fal*)- fq(1*)
WA fp (1) 1 fp(19) 2 5 5 AH DG Y. W S,
RCTEREA T E S, MR SR L R, R
INER. R B 3 S IR 28 HE R A0 () 47 9
& 3% 3. generateExclusionRule.
A I EAR XS FS, UG &
By s B HE R BL D).
@ ret—0;
@ foreach{*, I') € FS do
. fqPulh)
&R fa
@ put I* & [' to ret;

® endif

® end for

@ return ret.

FEVk 3 (B 5 26 BE Sl OCIFS|), H: o |FS] 2 4 2
FRAE R I B
33 MEZ o RS

S F AR L 7E TD R, 43 35 3
EHHEFCO={C" 0.6 0., T 0., T 0}
871 26 f% FCTP (= {CTP (), C°(D),, CTP (D), ,
CI2(0) ). ML (S E R SR FP () = {7, ),
T2 0, Fpy D, =, Fp, DI EP™(D) = { fpP (0,
leD(l)""’ Q:%D;“,fl?(b}

95 78 L) ob FSH 1, 5 ob RN 1Y A 2SR
> B /N Jensen-Shannon 1 B 15 FC' (4% 255 v
0 f2(le)” (), ley (D), cle; (e ele, (D)), ECTP (g
28 L 2 (e TP (D), elehP (D), el (D), cletP (D),
JiT A ob FIFC (D e/ NHE B

amn

< € then

mind (ob, FC'" (1)) = min { JS D(ft(ob), cle, "1 <i< n},
(18
ob FI FC"P (D) e /NI Ay
mind (ob, FC™ (1)) = min {JS D (ft(ob), clc;" (D) |1 <( { 9<)m} )
B4, 1 KT ob IR R
mind (ob, FC'"())

mind (ob, ﬁm(l)) +mind (ob, FC™ (D))

(20)
PREE R, IR (2D HIWr [ B EBJE T ob:

1, dr>60'+p',

dr(ob, ) =

hasLabel(dr, 6', p") = { -1, dr<9'-p, Q1D
0,  Hfi.

XL O S E A, AT 0~1 2 [8), pf 2B ] B
JE. A0 hasLabel 3R 9] 1, 1 J2& ob B AR AR 255 2R
BI-1, 1 )& ob B TCRARZ; BN, TTIEE [ 28T
ob, Ty BAE T — Rk ALK, oA dr BIEA T 0~1 2
B, BT LATF 4 Beta 5317 :

1
fldr:a,B) = B@.p)

Horr o, B IR 52 4 pRBOR IR 59 2 10 P 339 6
P 22673 3l S

dr'(1—dry!, (22>

[0

/J*Zm, (23)
5= — B (24)
(@+p)(@+B+1)

I, &8 =u, p'=o.
W JE, R A bR A i Ay AR, RN BD =

4 HERFBFEXE WDHHPBEHRE

WD ) S H RS O 2 A A SR UEAT T v, RIS
T 25 90k BRI 36 4 7 Uk
4.1 BIREWMAE

9558 — A LB obE WD, HEi AR A al(ob) @
THKAREE A ri(ob) cllob) R FEFIREES, Hp
() b5 25 T REJE T rlCob), AT REARJE T riCob). Xt 55
P 28 T A BRLERE, A IN 55 A 48 S AH DR BSOS A DG AR 2, A
M4 /N bn 2 G, AR R B 4 R, 40E —
A LB ob, U1 FEEVE A — S FR S S BRI 0 1 S
BARRIEAL S, IF HAT I Y e AR 2, A A 25
J& T HAH T ri(ob). BAKMY, 45 %€ 26 ob F1 55
FRIE AL NM(p, ), W02 ob 75 A (u=3-Z, p3-2) X
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], T} ob € NM. Xt AN HH O A5 2 HEBR B, 4 SR A5 2 HEBR
TN — ) ) A 25 J& T 4 S, D) 2% 5 O — I B A
2, S NSRS cl(ob) M BR.

& 3% 4. reduceWeakLabelSet.

HA: FEAR ob, P2 R IALIN IR, AR HEBR AL ER;

i s ob AR bR R 46 085 Y 99 bR 28 5

@ ri(ob)—al(ob);

@ cl(ob) —cl(ob)\al(ob);

/* T HUIAR SCAR 2 +/

@ foreach /€ cl(ob) do

@  foreach ir€IR do

® if (ir.lefi.label € rl(ob) ) A (ir.right.label=I)

N (ob€Eir.leftNM) N\ (ob € ir.right.NM)

then
PR TE 53 AR HE B bR 2/
© rl(ob) «rl(ob) U {I1},cl(ob) «—cl(ob)\{l};
@ end if
end for
© end for

/N T HERR AN A S AR AE
10 foreach /€ ci(ob) do
@  foreach er EER do
) if Cer.left.label Erl(ob) N er.right.label=l)
or (er.right.label Eri(ob) N er.left.label=I)

then
® cl(ob) «—cl(ob)\{1}; *HERRFR 2 */
@ end if
® end for
end for

@ return rl(ob) ,cl(ob).

BBE 4 W As AT I ) B T — A S 401 B s 25 250N
BERE — 45 2 09 K00 K, B LB Y )R] A2 2% R 2
OCu-M"), Horpru 52 U R/N, M2 A S I bR 2
R IR B HE BB 0 e KA E . SEPR T, Bk 43817 B
B3 /N T OCu- M), PR Ry — A~ S 461 1) A 25 % H 3 3
/N T u.

42 ERBHEBHRE

FRESTE DERT, 42588 BD 4% M6 F6 4% AY 55 b
BEIAT I A3, I A SRR 2 AR B B cl(ob) H1iG BRAS
FH AR SE, [F] IS B8 — 0 26 4% BD. Dy it B ob JofK 1k
M2 54K, s HAE AR 2L If(ob) . I, 7E EDU
WD & ¥4 73 B B FR AR iForest™. 525 15 b B AR Ak b 1Y
TR B apl(ob) 1E R ob I AEAEFEE o0 1. B 4E
A, ob AEAFHEEL If (ob B TR

x-(Icl(ob)| +1
1 (ob) = {(212(02)), |cl(ob)|Z, (25)
If(ob)—1, 30,

Hrp x 2R T L5 E& 8% ET,
apl(ob) K, ob Al 9L 28 # 1 BLA REE AT 55,
PRI 5 2 1 2% AR EROBE 205 (el (ob) [, 5 EE B2 1Y
TR AR X 43 H b A DG AR 28 A AR A DG AR 2

A Ve L R AN 3 B, AR E BT A
55 B BB 40 28 S R DG bR 2 BN AH DG AR 48, BRAE A7 4
BN T 2T 0. 76 ob BV IS, U0 SRAT) JC VAL 0 2 45 45 1
JETE T ob, ¥ X WA 55 B8 45 N T B 4E 16 R BT,
— 7 THIUB 2E AH GRS A e hn 2, 53— J5 T update-
Discriminator J 8 5 E A5 2 2 BOR BT A A1 28 1Y
v A RAUH TR R I T S 2 R O(N -u' - 1f™),
Ho N & wD BRI, o SRS SRS H 1 1
S LR S 0 A= A Y 5

3 9 bR 2 3% AT U8 IR F wpdateDiscriminator
S T O Ae HRT, o EAR HURT A R A A A 4
JIE 7. TS, BB R S %) S 48 RN AR 4 4 TG 465 RH L Y OE
TR, TR % Beta 3 A1, i T AR 4f8 288 7 A A I 2 e
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{H ORISR X ] o' (1) BL At

HIN: TUAREJS WD, iForest, —- 4y 52 BD
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v
| WﬁﬁmeﬁWD¢WﬁiM%$ﬁ%&mw)|

WD T34 obii /. Ifl0b)>0

e
VI LA A b 2
BIW={(NW(), NW(D)[1 <I<u}

oreach(ob € WD with [flob)>0) —
foreach /€ cl(ob

=]

| +E$)§BD(/)1+§dr, 0.0 ]
v

o

il

ind—hasLabel(dr, 0', p") |
v

WA ind i P E FEEBW.NW(),
BW.NW(I), rl(ob)Hicl(ob)

]

HEEf(ob)
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o

Fig. 3 Flow chart of iterative cleaning algorithm
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SN o RE8BD, Hrik
AR SR AN AEAH AR ZE S BV
|

-
foreach#R%51 € {1,2, ---u} -

=]
E

foreach(ob,l) € BW.NW(I)

=)
7E

SV (0b,1) BN BD.FC(I) ) — A5,
i /e ob FNZ IR B /INFIISD

v
| o=otdr(ob,l), fi=pi+(1=dr(ob,)) |

J

| & BBD.FP() XA 5 R B R, |

foreach(ob.l) € BW.NW(I)

312 (ob,))EIBD.FC(I) I — 2%,
i L ob HIZISFEA i/ INIJSD

v

| a=artdr(ob), f=p(1~dr(ob.})) |
|

| EEBDEPORIEA FARERR |«
|
/ it 1EBUR H9BD e
Fig. 4 Flow chart of updateDiscriminator
[ 4 o R AR

o

5 KEIFM

S 7E TE 45 AMD CPU(8 #% @2.90 GHz) #1 16 GB
WAEI AL Lz 1T, IR &R 58 Python S BH,

SEE RT3 AN BRI AR, AT 2 2 A X
B 7 O OB Y LRI AR R AR 12 Rk
10 s AIIC 5%, ARSI R N 500 Hz. 5% b2 464 16 4,
W 1R, — 806 % CHE f17% 3919 M AEAR, O
LS AR 2 ol R AR AR R A, AR A SR
EHI. 5 — A BE S CHW £ 5 12385 M REAR, &
Oy RS B R B RS IE . 45 3 NS MIT-BIH Y 23 3%
P 42 90 S MIT. MIT Yo 4 7 HoHp 40 4~ 455 110
VI 30 min (9.0 HLIC 5%, HURE AR 02 360 Hz, #%
BRSO B SR A3 SRR AY 180 K B J 10 s BUFEAR,
N B FE A B B I AR 2 B O, TEMIZFEAR T £
B, i F AN AR 2 AR AR 8 B o, SERG ISR T
{53 3 iR i 8 S HARZENY 7166 AN FEAS. A0 HL I
0 LR TR W B, QRS U . P IR AN T U A% R ) A

FAIESR U SCHR [39] BTk s, B MEAR 100 AMFAE.

Table 3 Abnormality Labels in MIT-BIH Dataset
%3 MIT-BIH #IEEFH R ERE

bR 4
ZER A% PR A TR A
LR OBk e uhithe

IR IEH LBk
EeRiiE SR

TR bR AT VERIROR, R 3R bR, HD
precision, recall, F1, EAI THRYEZR 4 Frasng 3 NEbRE L.

Table 4 Meanings of TP, FP and FN
%4 TP, FP,FNHI&EX

B LR
TP e LE BT Ay 19 P R
FP K B A T Ay T B
FN Fog IE BT Sy £ A ) A

9 — IR %E 1, H: precision, recall, F1 & XK
TP()

precision(l) = m, (26)

B TP(])
recall(l) = TP FNG) Q7
FI() = 2 x precison(l) X recall(l) (28)

precision(l) + recall(l)
T A B2 AR 0 s 25 1 A T B Y (E 1 an, 3k
£E TS | precision B35 R

M
precision = Z MITS X PN(I;), 29

LeU
Hoop MISHRRAS 116 TS B RA, M7s=Y_ MI°.

7 T, 250551 7% () BCHE 4 CHE 15 K 4
CHW % BRAN T 25 BRI UE T B RCR . CHW 1R 55 £ dls
£ WD, T MELLIfE WD b HER AR 2, AR 4 I 2
(4 43 28 e A80R T 46 B8 B bR 28 1Y VR VERIOR. 1 B B
CHE 43/ 2 & 43: 1/3 /) CHE {1 M 4 TS, H A4 1E
s B IR AR ED, X WD B IH e RCR #3405
i+%::

D) 15 WD FoRfgA-w s 1 =28 KR,
T TS 5 precision, recall, F1, 43 1C M precision™,
racall”®, F1°¢.

2) 75 WD WIS VEEHE 4 B B S 1 A
RS, VEWIAE TS i35 precision, recall, F1, 43
W28 N precision™, recall™, Fie,

3) bk 2 YRl A Y 2 4R S PERE R AR 491 4n, X
Tdfl=F1" = F1"*{E R P REFR 5.
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B — 7, 43 ) 4E CHE F1 MIT AR 400 e 75 bR %,
T 2 ARSI AE SCHE 1 SMIT KA J7 s m ),
B A bR 2 e IR — E 1Y LR B O AN B TREAR R
BE AL AR 25, T B e 75 AR 25, HL R b, N CHE o ik £
1/3 B REARAE N ED, 55 ShY 2/3 IREA Az i 2 43 45 DL
— 3 ERIEW RS B, 5 — 1 5] AR5 (5%,
10%, 20%, 30%, 40%) 1) W 75 b 2 VE Sy wD. 7€ MIT |-
o [R)REBRAE. SRS, X wD #4755 Uk, W Ve IR M RE AR
5Z BAXE b, W38 precision, recall, F1.4 & 7
ST 8 SR B AL, 6 6 3 58 U IE TR 4% A B
AR RAE AR, B B {E se=10.
5.1 FMmARE & B A0 HE BRI B E =&

Y5 7 — AR, LR R (ace) J2 1E B U0 1 1F
(B ) bR b R0 0 IE (8% 670 A5 2 B9 L . N T
G BT FEAS TR 7 7K P 2 o 28 R D0 14 5% g PR 2R o
R UL, AR J&AE SCHE 1 iy 25 5, LAl 5k
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S0 SEMAARZS K BRI Y N 2
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Fig. 5 acc changing with ct at noise level 10%
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Fig. 6 acc changing with ct at noise level 30%
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B 7 MK 109% B R RE IEAH DG RI{E A 1k
1.1

1.0
09+ _®

0.8

AR

0.7+

0.6

0.5 1 1 1 1
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

AR R

Fig. 8 acc changing with ¢ at noise level 30%

5 8  MATE K- 309% MR SR BE TR AR ¢ BI{E 1 28 4k

5.1.2 S bR A HERR B i R 3

9 FE 10 43 3 7R T #E MR 8 K OF- 2R 10% Fl
30% B}, acc BB & 9254k BE & e (035, 16 %
Je Tt ARIERERAR. SXOE N, 5 e K/, A at T /™
6, 23 2 — S R bR 2 HEBR FLN, S B 652
FE DR TR AR 2 1 52 5 T BE & & 28 K, AT LA R &
P Z2 HEBR HLU, (A5 HE 6T R TR (0 e it — 2
AR, A2 5 SOHE G R 000 o 1 e R AR 7 A MR 5 K
-, SRR
52 HELSEI

AFP J7 I bR B 1H Ve AL & 3 D OCHERRTY: 55 1 20
(phl), 7 ED F1 WD | S5-3I0 5 W A A =X, gk iy
B WD b AR % CR P IRAR 2 1 —3 5 ) s 55 2 b



BT T SRR A O WU bR 2T BE T T

2605

1.1

0.8 1

0.6 |

iR

0.4+

02+

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.05 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.10 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00
%] {Ee

Fig. 9 acc changing with threshold ¢ at noise level 10%
B9 MK 10% IERHREEFE & 12 1L

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4}
0.3
02
0.1}

iR

0 1 1
0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00
BRI {Ee

Fig. 10 acc changing with threshold ¢ at noise level 30%
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Fig. 11 Ablation experiment at noise level 5%
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Fig. 12 Ablation experiment at noise level 10%
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Fig. 13 Ablation experiment at noise level 20%
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Fig. 14 Ablation experiment at noise level 30%
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Fig. 15 Ablation experiment at noise level 40%
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x5 HELHIEE L AFP, CV, DDF HEMItE %

Jrek precision recall Fl1 dfl
NEVE 57.74 55.95 55.24

AFP 62.70 60.45 60.43 5.19
CV-S1 61.15 56.03 56.30 1.06
CV-S2 58.26 55.69 55.46 0.22
CV-S3 58.59 56.51 55.07 -0.17

DDF 63.65 57.41 58.37 3.13
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