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Department of Automation, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100086, China)

Abstract ; Traditional Bayesian decision classification algorithm is easily affected by the estimation of class-condi-
tional probability densities, a fact that may result in incorrect classification results. Therefore, this paper proposes
an improved classification algorithm based on Bayesian decision, i.e., Bayesian-Copula Discriminant Classifier
(BCDC). This method constructs class-conditional probability densities by combining Copula theory and kernel
density estimation instead of making assumptions on the form of class-conditional probability densities. Kernel densi-
ty estimation is used to smooth the probability distribution of each feature. By performing probability integral trans-
form, continuous distribution is converted to random variables having a uniform distribution. Then, Copula func-
tions are used to construct the dependency structure between these probability distributions for two categories. More-
over, the maximum likelihood estimation is applied to determine the parameters of Copula functions, and two well-
fitted Copula functions for two categories are selected based on Bayesian information criterion. The BCDC method
was validated with experimental datasets of physiological signals. The obtained results showed that the proposed
method outperforms other traditional methods in terms of classification accuracy and AUC as well as robustness. Mo-
reover, it takes full advantage of Copula theory and kernel density estimation and improves the accuracy and flexi-
bility of the estimation.

Keywords : machine learning; Bayesian decision theory; Copula theory; kernel density estimation; physiological
signals
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eI B T IR ET X SRS B IR,
FEMERBIREAT S WA T ks 25 R
WIS M5 B R MR B4 G THARE B MS4L
s m e

72 A A (generative model ) 1] J1) = A5E 7Y
(discriminative model) 42 2 A~ Ho B H WA Wa B 2%
ST A SR AT DR B As i Y S
Uod SIS MR (ER R 90 PUNII &/ 5 = avan o i R s
X S5 A3 AR HEA T AR 0 DL B e SR B 5 ) )
TR D 2 ok e KAL) R ABE 2R 2 I BB A Logistic
Regression (LR) ST BRI AE S B Ad R DL
DR ICATIIRAEAEE —E W R IR

DTS 2 SR PR S i DR A 273 S ) R ) — T e
ARGk, ZIIe R R SRR SR A R 53
FEYLTR 5 AR PSR AC M Z 1] ) 2 w47 v H g )
JE X A A A T e %) 2K S Ak O T
ZXF AR AR5 2 D s s i 2 A
WE AR 2 T ek 50 i AR ME VAR A T .

H T, T2 SR M S B R R Oy i E A
2 i (HP RS T — R SR, Rl
RIS AR AL 3R 28 55 R BT I 22 5T i 0 01, TR
NE A )43 24 8% ( Gaussian discriminant classifier,
GDC) M BRI, 22 7T i J 43 A1 19300 43 A J— T
T A % TC i T 43 A IR RN S PR AR A
SRRV BT LA AR SR A T AN e R b 2 B
2 ou R B R A, BB, Zotm o)
A B 5 25 R0 MR HURE S et AR 22 ] Y 2tk
KR MELATH A IR R IR Z M AR G R, 5
2 Fofr U2 R TR R DL 0T A% A ST R R RS
SRAFRE 3R FE BRI A7 A —JT i 40, TR AR
AN E 4325 4% ( Gaussian naive Bayes classifier,
GNBC) " iM% 25 1R AR 1T DA 55 it 0 > 2 8K
T E AB B I TR, R 2 T 2 MR IEZ
B A 2 A8, DRIk, 3207 ¥ AN B VA b A 3 1
ZAFHIE RG34

HY B3R AT A A T B —E
AR RYE . A [T RRIE Z R TE AR G
2B TR DL e SR B S D Copula HSHIZE &
W35 , I FK N Bayesian-Copula F| 51|73 2K 4%, 1%
FEALEE Copula PRI 2 AL TR SS S F 2L 2%
1R R 25 B2 PREL, Copula PRECRE S H A A8 &[] (1) 28
PEECE AR APEA S, Z B Ie K I Z 0B A /0 A R
Bl Lhidisd Copula pRECFIAT: 22 1Y Bl AL A2 5 1 141 2%
S PREICRE T A% 2 B A T R — AR 2
BT EAN T SR R o A g T LU E
BT AAS B R A B Rl BCDC
BT E Y A = o SR B S B [ A R A T A

RIMBGUE . ARSI RRIE 22 ) 47
FEMRH G 2R TR 43 2K BE AL AUC AN F8 b5 b, A EE
TALS: 0 GDC .GNBC 1 LR BEA | B iy iy oy i
P AR Ay 8RR R i AR A AT D Ak
FRAFAF (B A7 E — 22 IR S 1 1 S B 1) AL, A B2 27
> IRl HE T — P 0 7

1 Bayesian-Copula #| 7| 72k #

1.1 MAtHETREREE

D1 M e 5 B 3R B G SN A B8 x BT 2
SRR e AT DLGE R T xS TR AN B
AEA5 3], K o DA S IR T R s
P(xl Ck>P(Ck)

p(x)

p(x)= X p(xl CIP(C,)
k=1,2,--- K (1)
b FoRFHERE, B x= (%, %, x, 0,0 K
FRIE AN K NZEBIANEL P(C) 72280 C 55
WA, P(C, 1) W ARNL Y IR, p (x 1 C,) 23K
SRR B R, AL, p (x) AUE — A hR i,
DAPRIE A 200 1 J5 St SRS 1, DU 2 Ak
WY, 38 3o WL 5 E A e, S U ABE R W DL 5 O S
WE
R f5e /I 152 25 ABE 3 A 9 D AR RN B HE x H
HTEEMR P(C, 1x) BRI, HIES] p(x)
HE—AMrm A, =) aT AR ey
P(C,1 x) < p(x] C)P(C,) (2)
FER X 2) 1, FREER P(C, 1x) EEH
FEAER P(C,) MR B E R p(x1C, ) 1Y
FeFUFr g e, Segutii® P(C,) W LA 50 PE 3RS
THRAE VI ZRE A s T 3 — 200 i B8 A~ 2, 7B
AN R i s A2 B T 53]
FE R /N FRATTH 8 3 Copula PRI FNAZ 25
FERG TR0 7 A A 2 SR AR 5% i R A
1.2 Copula ¥if
VTAESR  E G40 B | Copula BIS 5 [ T HF5E
TR, RBE T DB R . 22 Yk BE LA & B
GO PRECRT DA il iy T A — R 53 A R R —
> Copula PREL, 1Mj Copula PREUNPKE A1~ 70 PR AL
HEAERCE BT DA AR BEPLAS it [ AR R, B
A IZBE B 12 0 T 407 & a4 Y
Sklar & #H /& Copula H g 1 #% 0> K 43, /2 Copula
PSFEGe T2 b N A SE A, 7F S KA 0 A PRAL
FVEATTAH R 2 2% 53 A PRI 1] 14 IR ke 25 G REE Y
YEM .
EIE  (Sklar EHE (1959)) .4 H N n ABEHL

P(C, 1 x)=
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THX,, X,, -, X, WG eRE, 2 F (1)), F,
(xy), =, Fn(x,l)jﬁﬁiﬁ_m S S A R, AN
RPTA BRS04 R BCRR S 2R 1Y), IR A A7 E—
—~ Copula PREL C i 12 .
H(xy %) = C(F (x,) -
TR T 8 BRI b BiE SO

) - T

F.(x,))  (3)

h(xl ""’x,,) = C(Fl(x]) P

(4)
AC(F (x,),,F (x,))
c(F(x,),,F(x,))= OF (x,)-0F (x.)
(5)
A e(F (), -, F,(x,)) 72— n 41 Copula

TP PR S () W2 i BEATL A 0 235 2 PR K
L W C 22— Copula FREL, C WEEH
[O,1]",F (%), Fy(xy), -, F,(x,) NEEHLA G Y
G AR IBA C(F (%), -, F,(x,)) AL
E S NRG 3 AT R
837 Copula Big, 2 (2) o] DIgHE
P(C, | x) <c|{F (x,),,F (x,)1 6;C,}| -

[L/xe 1 € - PG (6)

FH .0 & Copula % PRELIISEL, A1 50 1 WFw
J& T35 €1 Copula %5 & pREL, 4156 2 BIRR)E
TR C R R

Copula PRELIEF2 /2 B FRIE Y 2R3 pRAL
F (), 10 R0 A EEOE [0, 1], L, 2555
ANFRIE AR A % 2 1Y) B AL AR S I e 6 B8 R A T A

Gy TR BN RAE R 2250 RO 1O

A LM AR R 20 1 S0 A e e X 20 53
1.3 &S mbait

X (4) R, — DA WER % B R E0] LLr i
H—> Copula % B sRELH n A0 205 B R 8L, dE
ZHAGTT 7k I 5 VRIS %5 BEAG T, P LA B 4%
FIFIREASRAG T2 1 1 %% B pR S, 25 I3 L TRT Y
AL B A TR AT TR e i A R 3 2%

PREL, BORA N AFEAR x, 3T — D HRIAEA x,
$7ﬁf4ﬂfl+ﬂﬁ75/£TleEXﬁ
f/ x)— ZK(x—x)—
ﬁ;K(T ) (7)
K K( - ) B RE A 2 IS8 A R
A% R AL, L, 20 (7) FTRAFRIR
1 N (.v*xi)z
p\X) = e 52 8
fi(x) /ZTTNhi; (8)

1.4 Copula ERE S # 4t
R IR R ARLIRAG 11 7 5 % Copula %5 B2 R %L
2 0 SEATAGTE, AT AT 3] 0 RUAGTHE

0" —argmaleOgC Fiy(xy) o, Fu(x,) 50/

(9)
WAN Ol TASHESH 6, FATFE 400 1 T REHLEL
(T, AT Copula %5 B BRECH 2E 5% 10 000 4
BEBLELC, SR 5 HIRR AL SR AR T B J7 32 068 A2 1A Bt BIL
BEH TS BIE T RA S,
1.5 RBELE
HAT 240 Y Copula %5 B pREL £ 2243 A
K2 elliptical Copulas F1 Archimedean Copulas, 7F
AScrp ) F AL H AY S elliptical Copulas "1 HJ £ 7T
Gaussian Copula PREIFIZ2IT Student—t Copula PREL
i, Copula I (1) 356 8 2 X% 5 2220 BR 1 1l —
FERIRZIA PR, DU {5 2 E W] ( Bayesian infor-
mation criterion, BIC) F>EX} Copula BEFIHEF 716 £,
B R D G A B IR A 52 2% I 2 [ ) AUA , BIC
{EH/INT Copula % BE bR ] T4 #2268 2% 1F
AL REL
BIC =— 2logl(0" ) + mlog(k) (10)
L") AT BILRE, m F7R Copula 5 FE
BRI S HR L ke R BRI

2 EAEE TR KRG

308 3 ARG 52 4 A 1 R R o G Ao 2 v 1) PR
RZS (drowsiness ) B8RS (alertness ) 13X —4~ 3
[ RE, 36 AE Fr B2t D7 VR A A 3 X AR ) AR
ST 3 BT AR 7 A5 S R A |
FRIESR RIS 2040 28 3 2B RO R B A
Py (5o TP BRI R 2 B8 S e Y AR FIOIRZS
T HARFAIE 22 (8] 7T BEAF A — & W9 AH SE P, BT L BCDC
BRI A] DL 3 ARSI
2.1 HIEXRE

HAH 8 HBZIRE ST T KA EHR 1) 5L 55
W Z A EHE — DR ET IS RN D sk R
Jei 30 b e R B o T e e R SR 1 R R A TR
Z FHEIRAE IC B (PSG, Ploysomnograph ) B F5 #E1C
T G T 4 FIHAE S (C-A,, C-A,, 0,-4,,
0,-A), P RET 2 FIWHEAFS (LOCA,,
ROC-A,) ,1 FNLHEAGS 1 FO0BES, Kk
HL R R L LA SR AR AR 9 100 Hez, LA
THEREIIAN 200 Haz, &5 U 295 4 230 Hz, I
B H A 203 s, RXEZE T 4 FWMAEF S
(EEG) F12 FIRHL(E 5 (EOG)
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2.2 FHEREX
FIEFNTE 20 s BRFE] Y, 52338 IR S vT REA
FrAeAk , TR IE S 80T RE 2 A BORRY B8l , BT LA
P32 G B Be 20 s B ik U R R H AR 5 itk — 20
5305 s —BM 2.5 s MEEE & SR IES 8
WERRTE , JEXS 5 s BOBHE HEAT 512 > 0 PR A8 ST
MR (FFT) HHREAS 5 s NIRHAE S FIIRBES
MVRFIE X FTA 5 s BYRAE S BUBCTE B, H HAE R
20 s B AE B RRE S, LA T4, SR BN RRAE S
HIXFN T C/C, SER) 6 9% (4~8 Hz) F1 0,70, 7
HRHY o P52(8~13 Hz) AU HL BE & o5 25 LU I ZE (AR
HL(E 5 B M B BB 2 A1 (2 ~ 10 Hz) , BURRAIE [0] fx =
[Dy, D, Sioc, Swocl o FESEOHEAKINER 1,
F1 WBEESTRBESHRINFESH
Table 1 Features extracted from EEG and EOG signals

5% ®BX FRIES 8L
D, =
S4(Cs) S,(Cy)
fEHE max{ ——— x 100% ,— x 100% |
o S:(Cs) S:(C,)
EEG =L/ %
D, =
5,(0,) 5,(0,)
max { x 100% , x 100% |
$,(0y) $,(0,) ]
ki
EOG HE&E A S10c(LOC) , Sgoc(ROC)
/uV?

#1960 (4~8Hz),a(8~13 Hz),T(0.5~
25 Hz) ;LOC, ROC(2~10 Hz)
2.3 wEKHZE
2.3.1 AEAALFRER kI

TG KRR SR fOE — b A B BE AL B 70%
R VE A IR0 |, 30% 1 B0 AR S i 3t 4 1k
15930, SRG EEX R — 20 i ok A 3R o A 4
TN A T 4 D RE R 20 R, IR
kendall BRAH G 22 B0 R 7R PR RRAIE 22 8] 9 AH DG 1,

AU s
T ~04137 -02753 -02895]
ow = | 704137 1 02288 02470
! -02753 02288 1 0.801 8
| -02895 02470 08018 1]
T 05399 -01745 -01875]
ow o | 70599 1 02541 01983
2 -01745 0241 1 0.728 6
|- 01875 01983 07286 1]
(11)

ML 2 ANFE R AT AL, B S A R 2 1]
FAAEIE ORI, A e Ak 18] F) R S 1R FE R A8

X FERE W TR Z R E X 2 MRS —E 1
zmtE,

BifiJ5 , X Copula % B PRECIIZEL 0 PEATH KA
SR, I BEDLEU R BT AR ES B 0, )5,
K H BIC B & ) Copula % 5 pREL, I 5%
JEAGTAHSS G A28 55 1M 30 28 B2 BRI, BIC 1B
FIRIRIANER 2 s

x2 ETF BICIEEHR 2 1E5IH Copula Z B iRE]
Table 2 Copula density functions for two categories based

on BIC
Copula ZEEERRKL  EWERA(A)  WEIRZE(D)
Gaussian Copula -451.63 -477.25
Student-t Copula -459.46 -471.83

BIC {H#/M# Copula pRELSIBEIESE | BT LA Xt
alertness 2 Jl] 1% B Y J& Student-t Copula PR %L, 1M
drowsiness FSH|EH A /& Gaussian Copula PREX
232 B4 XA

W WG BCDC 54 5 GDC . GNBC AT LR Xl
IR AT 2 A AL, ROC il 2l R R B 40
FAF I PERE , Bl R 1% 2 S BOE 2 AN R Y
5] >k 455 7 L FH K (true positive rate, TPR) Fl{EFH
K (false positive rate, FPR) BUMHIC R, HAEEHIE
REPAA R R B A i 2T A BOR 32k
FOTRIRE S MR, B 1 R BLH 4 DA IER R
Hodls B9 ROC R, Horb i H2 50 (0,0) (1, 1) By
HALFREEHUF I, AR H AL 3 47525, BCDC 5%
B ZA T A2 A, BT LAZ 7 2 3R B B0 19 4

N
%Hb o

EUEES

0 0.1 0203 0405 0.6 0708 09 1.0
[CUES
1 GDC.GNBC.BCDC.LR #j ROC Bk
Fig.1 ROC curves obtained by GDC, GNBC, BCDC,
LR, respectively
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AT 20 A 4 A3 AR U A TR
M, 3E I 428K BE AL AUC TRANTPEBE SR PR AT 2 2548 0k
FFVEMY o 25 P& BN 2 50 H0 A 12X A8 40 2 i B 32 B
(1, BE TR AR AR 25 5 1k AT B 23 58 T 43 2R 4R 1)
PEBEVEAS , Iy LICKE BEBLSE 516 R 50 WK, 15 3 3 25 4n
(P24 73 K5 BE -2 AUC, e 3 Foms
%3 GDC.GNBC.BCDC.LR W EH#EE, F AUC &

FOHE R B bR e 2
Table 3  Average Accuracy, Average AUC and corre-

sponding standard deviation obtained by GDC,
GNBC, BCDC and LR, respectively

REST FIREE (it 2) ¥ AUC(HRifE2E)
GDC 0.855 9(0.025 7) 0.940 8(0.012 9)
GNBC 0.858 8(0.025 8) 0.925 3(0.016 9)

LR 0.838 2(0.023 9) 0.912 0(0.017 3)

BCDC 0.902 6(0.017 9) 0.963 4(0.010 3)

A 3 A ASCHE Y BCDC BRAE A4
FKAetn F I AR S 2RI, BT A B
7, BCDC iR 5 AAG B i T oAt 3 02588 K4 5%
ey, RIS FRUE2E /N T H oA 3 A0 28% ., mixdF
AUC, R4 GDC X #23ik F BCDC, {H BCDC 1
AUC ER T HA 3 A7k, HinezbmE/N, 20
B TR R

KT T AR AR A RV B B 4R
SR JT, W HE o AR LEE R 10% .30% .50% |
70% F1 90% HY B AE AN 2R , FH R0 4% i i 8k
PEPEAL 4 032807k a5 R niE 2 s

107
091
i 08} :
_-l':;\V
S
o7l —H—GDC
' —7— GNBC
—¥— BCDC
—6— LR
oL . . . o6l . . .
010 30 50 70 90 110 010 30 50 70 90110
N2 WL
(a) FEIRGEE (b) F¥ AUC
B2 GDC.GNBC.BCDC.LR ZEARRIGHFENT BT
K FHEEFFELH AUC

Fig.2 Average accuracy and average AUC obtained by
GDC, GNBC, BCDC, and LR based on the dif-

ferent subsets of the training data

SHTEEE FT AR YR BRI (10%) ,4 4
D7 R JLT- A8 [F] - 3485 B, BCDC IR & A7 7™
AR BIRE B . SN SR B R i (30% ) , B
W7 IE B R IR B T At 3 A0 2588, Y
BHE KT 30%, BCDC 2 88 i o @ () Ar 2 R 8t
MIMS 2,24 30% ,50% ,70% F1 90% 1F J Il 25 B35
i, AH %8 GDC (GNBC LR, Bk ) BCDC Y425 fE
Jiwg, R 2 B 0 R R A B R i P It
T 22 (0 A 28 T A5 S DT B o o e 4]
3718

VB R —Fh W =022 2 J5 vk, BCDC Bk o 2
B AR B B4 5 T 28 SR A R 28 B R A T
FIHERR T, EARVIZRES [ K29 02 10 s, (HRTEA A
BE R I, BCDC B3k 52 30 S 48 1 - 2 4y
FAG -1 AUC,

3 HZARiE

ASCHE T BT DU e 5 B8 F Copula 3
W 2R R, AR s it R b, 24
Copula BEFY 2 BEAG T AHZE A P2 TR
BERREA T A MERPE . AR U A A2 e i DL S e
FAR A | Bayesian-Copula F 5| 73 28 2% BE 45 1E 5L B 1)
AP 52 U ) R A5 B A 10 3 B8R

Copula BEAY L3 F B RATE ZX L5010 1Y
B AT FERRS b FRATTA TS A RAE 1Y
200 BRUME  HASFEAY Copula pRAECEE ST FF1E 8] (1)
WAGLEAE , B TR B ) o | TR R B Hf E Sr 8
RUNy, BA 20 R, R T V290 PRme, fE5
RREAY rh o 37 [ A1 R 8 R AN T B, TR
Wit Copula P IS BE % £ &5 XF ¢ & 43 A0 Al 71 19
B
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