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Abstract Binary classification tasks with imbalanced classes pose significant chal-
lenges in machine learning. Traditional classifiers often struggle to accurately capture
the characteristics of the minority class, resulting in biased models with subpar predic-
tive performance. In this paper, we introduce a novel approach to tackle this issue by
leveraging Universum points to support the minority class within quadratic twin sup-
port vector machine models. Unlike traditional classifiers, our models utilize quadratic
surfaces instead of hyperplanes for binary classification, providing greater flexibility
in modeling complex decision boundaries. By incorporating Universum points, our
approach enhances classification accuracy and generalization performance on imbal-
anced datasets. We generated four artificial datasets to demonstrate the flexibility of
the proposed methods. Additionally, we validated the effectiveness of our approach
through empirical evaluations on benchmark datasets, showing superior performance
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compared to conventional classifiers and existing methods for imbalanced classifica-
tion.

Keywords Binary classification, Quadratic support vector machine, Twin support
vector machine, Class imbalance, Universum data.

1 Introduction

The support vector machine (SVM) model marked a pivotal advancement in binary
classification, achieving this by identifying two parallel supporting hyperplanes that
maximize the minimum margin between classes through a convex quadratic program-
ming problem [24]. Weston et al. introduced the Universum support vector machine
(U-SVM), which enhances the model by incorporating prior information [25]. This is
achieved by including Universum samples that do not belong to any class. Addition-
ally, the Twin Support Vector Machine (TSVM) represents a significant extension,
utilizing two non-parallel hyperplanes to simultaneously separate the classes. This
innovative approach maximizes the margin between them while ensuring sufficient
coverage of both majority and minority class instances.

However, many real-world applications pose challenges as they often involve data
that is not linearly separable. Addressing this requires robust techniques capable of
handling nonlinear situations effectively. One well-established approach is to leverage
the concept of kernel methods, which relies on the existence of a nonlinear map-
ping. This mapping transforms the original data into a higher-dimensional, poten-
tially infinite-dimensional, feature space where the data becomes linearly separable.
Notably, the appeal of kernel methods lies in their ability to bypass the need for
explicitly knowing this mapping. Instead, they focus on selecting appropriate kernel
functions with advantageous properties. However, the challenge lies in determining the
suitable kernel function, and fine-tuning the associated hyperparameters can be com-
putationally demanding. As a result, there is a growing interest in practical methods
that seek nonlinear classifiers directly in the original feature space.

Kernel-free models offer a direct approach for handling nonlinearly separable
datasets without the need to map them to a higher-dimensional feature space. The
quadratic surface support vector machine (QSSVM) [3] utilizes quadratic surfaces for
class separation. Bai et al.[1] introduced a kernel-free least square QSSVM tailored for
disease diagnosis. A kernel-free support vector machine, utilizing a double-well poten-
tial, proposed in [8], aims to achieve a specialized fourth-order polynomial separating
surface. However, when pursuing nonlinear classifiers, the complexity of the opti-
mization program significantly increases due to the involvement of numerous decision
variables, leading to computational challenges and potential overfitting. To mitigate
this, incorporating a surrogate that promotes sparsity among decision variables proves
advantageous [18,19,20]. To achieve less expensive quadratic programs, [6] discusses a
least squares twin QSSVM, leveraging two quadratic surfaces for data representation.

Class imbalance in binary classification presents numerous challenges that can
significantly impact the performance and reliability of machine learning models [10].
When one class dominates the dataset, classifiers tend to exhibit bias towards the
majority class, resulting in subpar predictions for the minority class. This imbalance
can lead to various issues, including reduced sensitivity and specificity, misinterpreta-
tion of model accuracy, and distorted decision boundaries. In critical domains such as
fraud detection or medical diagnoses, where the minority class represents rare events,
the consequences of misclassification can be severe [5,15]. Failing to address class im-
balance may result in suboptimal model performance, compromised decision-making,
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and heightened risks of costly errors or missed opportunities. Thus, it is imperative
to implement effective strategies to mitigate class imbalance and ensure that machine
learning models accurately capture the underlying data patterns, irrespective of class
distribution.

Our methodology draws inspiration from the approach introduced in [22], which
incorporates Universum points to bolster the minority class in linearly separable
datasets. Building upon this foundation, we extend its application to the framework
of quadratic twin support vector machines (QTSVM). Leveraging the inherent flexi-
bility of QTSVM, which employs quadratic surfaces instead of hyperplanes for binary
classification, we aim to enhance the efficacy of Universum points in addressing class
imbalance. This innovative integration enables us to capture intricate class relation-
ships and adapt to complex data distributions more effectively. In addition to the
hinge loss, we derive the least square formulation, which adopts the ℓ2 norm to pe-
nalize slack variables and replaces inequality and equality constraints. To validate the
effectiveness of our proposed methods, we conduct experiments on various datasets,
including artificial and public benchmark datasets. These experiments demonstrate
the efficacy and efficiency of our proposed models compared to other well-known SVM
models.

Notation. Rn denotes the n-dimensional real vector space. For x ∈ Rn, the notation
|x| signifies element-wise absolute value. AT represents the transpose of a matrix A

and ∥ · ∥ denotes the Euclidean norm. Consider a real-valued function f defined on
Rn. The gradient of f at a point x is denoted by the n-dimensional column vector
∇f(x). Let Sn denote the set of all n × n symmetric matrices. For a matrix A ∈ Sn,
the notation A ≻ 0 indicates that A is positive definite.

2 Problem Statement and Related Works

We start by describing the fundamental classical and kernel-free models proposed in
the literature for binary classification when dealing with an (almost) linearly separable
data set.

2.1 Support Vector Machine

Suppose that we are faced with a binary classification problem and the related data
set is T = {(x1, y1), . . . , (xm, ym)} ∈ (Rn × {±1})m, where the xis are n-dimensional
samples and the yis are their corresponding labels. For such a two-class problem
when the classes are (almost) linearly separable, the SVM algorithm finds two parallel
hyperplanes with the maximal minimum margin. The training samples from the two
classes are divided by the middle hyperplane f(x) = wT x + b = 0 if and only if
yi(w

T xi + b) ≥ 1, i = 1, . . . ,m. The hyperplane for the almost separable case can be
obtained by solving the following optimization problem:

min
w,b,ξ

1

2
∥w∥2 + µ

m∑
i=1

ξi (SVM)

s.t. yi(x
T
i w + b) ≥ 1− ξi, i = 1, . . . ,m,

w ∈ Rn, b ∈ R, ξ ∈ Rm+ ,
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where µ > 0 is a penalty parameter to control the trade-off and ξi’s are slack vari-
ables to accommodate noisy data points and outliers. The above soft margin SVM
exhibits several desirable properties, including robustness to noise and outliers, as it
minimizes the effect of individual misclassified points while maximizing the margin.
However, addressing the dual of (SVM) is computationally advantageous due to its
more structured nature. The Lagrangian dual problem is as follows:

min
α

1

2

m∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

αiαjyiyjx
T
i xj −

m∑
i=1

αi

s.t.
m∑
i=1

yiαi = 0,

0 ≤ αi ≤ µ, i = 1, . . . ,m,

where αi is the Lagrange multiplier. The decision function can be obtained by solving
the above quadratic programming problem and is given by:

f(x) = sgn(wT x+ b) = sgn

(
m∑
i=1

αiyix
T
i x+ b

)
.

A new sample is classified as +1 or −1 by utilizing the above decision function.

2.2 Twin Support Vector Machine

To optimize binary classification by identifying two hyperplanes that are maximally
distant from each other and as close as possible to their respective classes, Jayadeva et
al. [11] proposed the Twin Support Vector Machine (TSVM). This model delineates
two non-parallel hyperplanes, as illustrated below:

wT1 x+ b1 = 0, and wT2 x+ b2 = 0,

where w1, w2 ∈ Rn and b1, b2 ∈ R. Assume that the data points belonging to class +1
and class −1 are represented by the rows of matrices A ∈ Rm1×n and B ∈ Rm2×n,
respectively. Solving the following two quadratic programming problems yields the
TSVM classifiers:

min
w1,b1,ξ1

1

2
∥Aw1 + e1b1∥2 +

C1

2
eT2 ξ1

s.t. − (Bw1 + e2b1) + ξ1 ≥ e2, ξ1 ≥ 0,

min
w2,b2,ξ2

1

2
∥Bw2 + e2b2∥2 +

C2

2
eT1 ξ2

s.t. (Aw2 + e1b2) + ξ2 ≥ e1, ξ2 ≥ 0,

(TSVM)

where C1, C2 > 0 are penalty parameters, ξ1, ξ2 are slack vectors, and e1, e2 are
vectors of ones of appropriate dimension. Using the KKT conditions, the Wolfe dual
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formulations of problems in (TSVM) are

max
α

− 1

2
αTG(HTH)−1GTα+ eT2 α

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ C1e2,

max
α∗

− 1

2
α∗TH(GTG)−1HTα∗ + eT1 α

∗

s.t. 0 ≤ α∗ ≤ C2e1,

where H = [A e1], G = [B e2] and α, α
∗ are the Lagrangian multipliers. After solving

the above dual problems, the separating hyperplanes are found by[
w1

b1

]
= −(HTH)−1GTα, and

[
w2

b2

]
= (GTG)−1HTα∗.

In practice, a small perturbation of the identity matrix is often added to ensure the
invertibility of the coefficient matrices above. The following decision rule is used to
assign a new data point x ∈ Rn to class k ∈ {1, 2}:

class k = argmin
|wTi x+ bi|

∥wi∥2
, i = 1, 2.

2.3 Universum Twin Support Vector Machine

Universum data is defined as a set of unlabeled samples that do not belong to any
specific class [23,25]. This type of data can encode past knowledge by providing mean-
ingful information within the same domain as the problem at hand. Incorporating
Universum data has been shown to effectively improve learning performance in both
classification and clustering tasks. By integrating Universum data into classical mod-
els, researchers have enhanced the computational efficiency and generalization ability
of various existing methods [16,18,25,26].

Let U ∈ Rr×m be a matrix where each row represents a Universum point. The
Universum Twin Support Vector Machine (U-TSVM) was proposed to enhance the
classification performance of (TSVM) [21]. The U-TSVM was constructed by incor-
porating Universum data in the TSVM model, as the following pair of quadratic
programming problems (QPPs):

min
w1,b1,ξ1,ψ1

1

2
∥Aw1 + e1b1∥2 +

C1

2
eT2 ξ1 +

Cu
2
eTuψ1

s.t. − (Bw1 + e2b1) + ξ1 ≥ e2,

(Uw1 + eub1) + ψ1 ≥ (−1 + ε)eu,

ξ1, ψ1 ≥ 0,

min
w2,b2,ξ2,ψ2

1

2
∥Bw2 + e2b2∥2 +

C2

2
eT1 ξ2 +

Cu
2
eTuψ2

s.t. (Aw2 + e1b2) + ξ2 ≥ e1,

− (Uw2 + eub2) + ψ2 ≥ (−1 + ε)eu,

ξ2, ψ2 ≥ 0,

(U-TSVM)
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where C1, C2, and Cu are positive penalty parameters, ε ∈ (0, 1) is the tolerance value
for Universum class, ξ1, ξ2, ψ1, and ψ2 are measures of the violation of associated
constraints. We may derive their dual problems by applying Lagrangian functions, as
shown below.

max
α,β

−1

2
(GTα−OT β)T (HTH)−1(GTα−OT β) + eT2 α+ (ε− 1)eTu β

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ C1e2, 0 ≤ β ≤ Cueu,

and

max
α∗,β∗

− 1

2
(HTα∗ −OT β∗)T (GTG)−1(HTα∗ −OT β∗) + eT1 α

∗ + (ε− 1)eTu β
∗

s.t. 0 ≤ α∗ ≤ C2e1, 0 ≤ β∗ ≤ Cueu,

where H = [A e1], G = [B e2], and O = [U eu]. Once the above dual QPPs are
solved, we can obtain the following parameters:[

w1

b1

]
= −(HTH)−1(GTα−OT β), and

[
w2

b2

]
= (GTG)−1(HTα∗ −OT β∗).

Once these vectors are obtained, the separating planes wT1 x+b1 = 0 and wT2 x+b2 = 0,
are known. A new data point x ∈ Rn is allocated to class i ∈ {+1,−1} by a similar
rule to the TSVM.

2.4 Least-Square Twin Support Vector Machine

To improve the computational efficiency of a classifier, the Least-Square Twin Support
Vector Machine (LS-TSVM) [12] is introduced, inspired by TSVM. Unlike TSVM, LS-
TSVM employs equality constraints rather than inequality constraints, leading to the
solution of only a pair of linear equations. Typically, the linear LS-TSVM deals with
the following pair of quadratic programming problems (QPPs)

min
w1,b1ξ1

1

2
∥Aw1 + e1b1∥2 +

C1

2
∥ξ1∥2

s.t. − (Bw1 + e2b1) + ξ1 = e2,

min
w2,b2,ξ2

1

2
∥Bw2 + e2b2∥2 +

C2

2
∥ξ2∥2

s.t. (Aw2 + e1b2) + ξ2 = e1,

(LS-TSVM)

where C1 and C2 are positive penalty parameters. These convex programs have closed-
form solutions.

Substituting the equality constraints of the above problems into associated ob-
jective functions, one obtains convex unconstrained optimization problems. Thus, to
find their optimum solutions, we set their gradients with respect to w1, b1, w2 and b2
equal to 0. Consequently, we can find the two non-parallel hyperplanes by solving the
following systems of linear equations[

w1

b1

]
= −(HTH + C1G

TG)−1(C1G
T e2),[

w2

b2

]
= (GTG+ C2H

TH)−1(C2H
T e1),

using the same notation as before. A new data point x ∈ Rn is assigned to class one
or two using a rule similar to that of the TSVM.
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2.5 Least-Square Universum Twin Support Vector Machine

To enhance the generalization performance of LS-TSVM, Xu et al. [27] introduced
the incorporation of Universum data, leading to the development of the Least-Square
Universum Twin Support Vector Machine (LS-U-TSVM). This model is formulated
as follows:

min
w1,b1,ξ1,ψ1

1

2
∥Aw1 + e1b1∥2 +

C1

2
eT2 ξ1 +

Cu
2
eTuψ1

s.t. − (Bw1 + e2b1) + ξ1 = e2,

(Uw1 + eub1) + ψ1 = (−1 + ε)eu,

min
w2,b2,ξ2,ψ2

1

2
∥Bw2 + e2b2∥2 +

C2

2
eT1 ξ2 +

Cu
2
eTuψ2

s.t. (Aw2 + e1b2) + ξ2 = e1,

− (Uw2 + eub2) + ψ2 = (−1 + ε)eu,

(LS-U-TSVM)

where C1 and C2 are positive penalty parameters, ε ∈ (0, 1) is the tolerance value
for Universum class, ξ1, ξ2, ψ1, and ψ2 are measures of the violation of constraints
associated. The unique solution to these problems is closed-form, which is advanta-
geous for handling large-scale applications. By employing the same solution method
as LS-TSVM, we can obtain the two non-parallel hyperplanes by solving the following
system of linear equations.

[
w1

b1

]
= −

(
HTH + C1G

TG+ CuO
TO
)−1(

C1G
T e2 + Cu(1− ε)OT eu

)
,[

w2

b2

]
=
(
GTG+ C2H

TH + CuO
TO
)−1(

C2H
T e1 + Cu(1− ε)OT eu

)
.

Here, we use the same notation as for U-TSVM. A new data point x ∈ Rn is assigned
to class i ∈ {+1,−1} using a rule similar to that of the TSVM.

2.6 Quadratic Twin Support Vector Machine

Linear models, while effective for linearly separable data, may face limitations when
dealing with more complex datasets. To address this challenge, kernel methods are
introduced. However, these methods have their drawbacks [6]. In response, many
quadratic kernel-free methods have been recently studied [19,7,9]. The idea behind
these models is analogous to their linear version except they capture quadratic sur-
faces. Below, we elaborate on the Quadratic Kernel-Free Twin Support Vector Ma-
chine (QTSVM) model proposed by Gao et al. [6].

Let I1 := {i ∈ {1, . . . , n} | yi = 1} and I2 := {i ∈ {1, . . . , n} | yi = −1}. Suppose we
have two classes that include |I1| and |I2| points, respectively. Then, the formulation
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of the QTSVM model for binary classification becomes the following:

min
W1,b1,c1,ξ1

∑
i∈I1

(
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1)

2 + C1

∑
i∈I2

ξ1i

subject to 1 + (
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1) ≤ ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

W1 ∈ Sn, b1 ∈ Rn, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|
+ .

min
W2,b2,c2,ξ2

∑
i∈I2

(
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2)

2 + C2

∑
i∈I1

ξ2i

subject to 1− (
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2) ≤ ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

W2 ∈ Sn, b2 ∈ Rn, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|
+ .

(QTSVM)

where C1 and C2 are positive hyperparameters.
It is important to note that the quadratic-based models are not in the standard

form of quadratic programs. Therefore, we will introduce some notations and pro-
vide several definitions to facilitate their conversion into standard quadratic program
forms. We shall be succinct here as these definitions are mainly borrowed from [19].
For a square matrix A = [aij ]i=1,...,n;j=1,...,n ∈ Rn×n, its vectorization given by

vec(A) := [a11, . . . , an1, a12, . . . , an2, . . . , a1n, . . . , ann]
T ∈ Rn

2

.

In case A is symmetric, vec(A) contains redundant information so that we often con-
sider its half-vectorization given by:

hvec(A) := [a11, . . . , an1, a22, . . . , an2, . . . , ann]
T ∈ R

n(n+1)
2 .

Given n ∈ N, there exist a unique elimination matrix Ln ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
×n2

such that [14]

Lnvec(A) = hvec(A); ∀A ∈ Sn,

and further, this elimination matrix Ln has full row rank [14]. Conversely, for any

n ∈ N, there is a unique duplication matrix Dn ∈ Rn
2×n(n+1)

2 such that

Dnhvec(A) = vec(A); ∀A ∈ Sn and LnDn = In(n+1)
2

.

Definition 1 For fixed i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [r], let

si :=
1

2
hvec(xix

T
i ), sj :=

1

2
hvec(uju

T
j ), ri := [si;xi], rj := [sj ;uj ],

w := hvec(W ), z := [w; b], V :=
[
In(n+1)

2

0n(n+1)
2

×n
]
, Xi := In ⊗ xTi ,

Mi := XiDn, Hi := [Mi In], G := 2
m∑
i=1

HT
i Hi, X := [xT1 ;x

T
2 , . . . ;x

T
m;uT1 ;u

T
2 ; . . . ;u

T
r ].

Consequently, for fixed i = 1, . . . ,m and j = 1, . . . , r, we get the following equa-
tions:

1
2x
T
i Wxi + xTi b+ c = zT ri + c,

1
2u

T
j Wuj + uTj b+ c = zT rj + c,

Wxi = Xivec(W ) = XiDnhvec(W ) = Mihvec(W ) = Miw,

Wxi + b = Miw + Inb = Hiz,∑m
i=1 ∥Wxi + b∥2 =

∑m
i=1(Hiz)

T (Hiz) = zT (
∑m
i=1(Hi)

THi)z =
1
2z
TGz.
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Note that subindices i and j are consistently used to correspond with data points
and Universum points throughout this paper, respectively. Using the aforementioned
notations, let z1 and z2 be the decision variables constructed using (W1, b1) and
(W2, b2), respectively. These variables are related to the quadratic surfaces for class
1 and class 2, respectively, which will be captured by twin models discussed later in
the paper. Consequently, we can express the equivalent problem of QTSVM in the
standard form of a quadratic minimization problem as follows:

min
z1,c1,ξ1

∑
i∈I1

(zT1 ri + c1)
2 + C1

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ1i

subject to 1 + (zT1 ri + c1) ≤ ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

z1 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|

+ .

min
z2,c2,ξ2

∑
i∈I2

(zT2 ri + c2)
2 + C2

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ2i

subject to 1− (zT2 ri + c2) ≤ ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

z2 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|

+ .

(QTSVM’)

After obtaining the solutions to these quadratic programs—either by solving them
directly or through their dual formulations—the optimal solution to the problem
(QTSVM) is denoted as (z∗k, c

∗
k) = (W ∗

k , b
∗
k, c

∗
k) for k = 1, 2. A new data point x is then

assigned to class k based on the following rule:

Class k = argmini=1,2
|zTi r(x) + ci|

∥H(x)zi + ci∥22
= argmini=1,2

|12x
TWix+ bTi x+ ci|
∥Wix+ bi∥22

.

2.7 Least Square Quadratic Twin Support Vector Machine

Combining the ideas of (LS-TSVM) and (QTSVM), the following model was intro-
duced in [7] to capture two quadratic surfaces going through their corresponding
classes yet distant from the other class:

min
W1,b1,c1,ξ1

∑
i∈I1

(
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1)

2 + C1

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ1
2
i

subject to 1 + (
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1) = ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

W1 ∈ Sn, b1 ∈ Rn, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|,

min
W2,b2,c2,ξ2

∑
i∈I2

(
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2)

2 + C2

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ2
2
i

subject to 1− (
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2) = ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

W2 ∈ Sn, b2 ∈ Rn, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|.

(LS-QTSVM)
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This model efficiently separates nonlinear classes, offering both accuracy and speed.
Its ability to handle complex relationships without significant computational overhead
makes it versatile and suitable for real-world applications across various domains.

The standard quadratic form of the latter model is the following:

min
z1,c1,ξ1

∑
i∈I1

(zT1 ri + c1)
2 + C1

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ1
2
i

subject to 1 + (zT1 ri + c1) = ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

z1 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|,

min
z2,c2,ξ2

∑
i∈I2

(zT2 ri + c2)
2 + C2

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ2
2
i

subject to 1− (zT2 ri + c2) = ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

z2 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|

+ .

(LS-QTSVM’)

These analogous models have closed-from solutions. For k = 1 and 2, let us introduce
the following matrices:

Rk = [r1, r2, . . . , ri, . . . , r|Ik|] and Dk = diag(y1, y2, . . . , y|Ik|).

Then, for k = 1, solving the KKT conditions leads to:

[
R1R

T
1 + C1R2R

T
2 R1e1 + C1R2e2

eT1 R
T
1 + C1e2R

T
2 |I1|+ C1|I2|

] [
z1
c1

]
=

[
C1R2D2e2
C1D2e2

]
.

And, for k = 2, we get:

[
R2R

T
2 + C2R1R

T
1 R2e2 + C2R1e1

eT2 R
T
2 + C2e1R

T
1 |I2|+ C2|I1|

] [
z2
c2

]
=

[
C2R1D1e1
C2D1e1

]
.

After solving these systems for both classes, given a new point x, the decision function
is based on the same rule analogous to that of QTSVM.
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2.8 U-QTSVM

To integrate prior information in the form of Universum points and effectively separate
nonlinear datasets, we bring the following model:

min
W1,b1,c1,ξ1

∑
i∈I1

(
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1)

2 + C1

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ1i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ1j

subject to 1 + (
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1) ≤ ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

1

2
uTj W1uj + bT1 uj + c1 ≥ −1 + ε− ψ1j , j = 1, . . . , r,

W1 ∈ Sn, b1 ∈ Rn, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|
+ , ψ1 ∈ Rr+.

min
W2,b2,c2,ξ2

∑
i∈I2

(
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2)

2 + C2

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ2i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ2j

subject to 1− (
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2) ≤ ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

− (
1

2
uTj W2uj + bT2 uj + c2) ≥ −1 + ε− ψ2j , j = 1, . . . , r,

W2 ∈ Sn, b2 ∈ Rn, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|
+ , ψ2 ∈ Rr+.

(U-QTSVM)

In the standard quadratic form, the above model becomes:

min
z1,c1,ξ1,ψ1

∑
i∈I1

(zT1 ri + c1)
2 + C1

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ1i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ1j

subject to 1 + (zT1 ri + c1) ≤ ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

zT1 rj + c1 ≥ −1 + ε− ψ1j

z1 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|

+ , ψ1 ∈ Rr.

min
z2,c2,ξ2,ψ2

∑
i∈I2

(zT2 ri + c2)
2 + C2

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ2i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ2j

subject to 1− (zT2 ri + c2) ≤ ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

− (zT2 rj + c2) ≥ −1 + ε− ψ2j

z2 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|

+ , ψ2 ∈ Rr.

(U-QTSVM’)

After solving these quadratic programs directly or through dual theory in convex
optimization, a new point is assigned to a class following the same approach outlined
for QTSVM.

2.9 LS-U-QTSVM

Incorporating Universum points may escalate the computational complexity of our
models. Therefore, opting for a least squares version of the last model is often pre-
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ferred. This model can be formulated as follows:

min
W1,b1,c1,ξ1,ψ1

∑
i∈I1

(
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1)

2 + C1

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ1
2
i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ1
2
j

subject to 1 + (
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1) = ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

1

2
uTj W1uj + bT1 uj + c1 = −1 + ε− ψj , j = 1, . . . , r,

W1 ∈ Sn, b1 ∈ Rn, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|, ψ1 ∈ Rr.

min
W2,b2,c2,ξ2,ψ2

∑
i∈I2

(
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2)

2 + C2

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ2
2
i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ2
2
j

subject to 1−
(1
2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2

)
= ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

−
(1
2
uTj W2uj + bT2 uj + c2

)
= −1 + ε− ψj , j = 1, . . . , r,

W2 ∈ Sn, b2 ∈ Rn, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|, ψ2 ∈ Rr.
(LS-U-QTSVM)

The above model in the standard quadratic form is as follows:

min
z1,c1,ξ1,ψ1

∑
i∈I1

(zT1 ri + c1)
2 + C1

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ1
2
i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ1
2
j

subject to 1 + (zT1 ri + c1) = ξ1i, ∀i ∈ I2

zT1 rj + c1 = −1 + ε− ψ1j

z1 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I2|, ψ1 ∈ Rr.

min
z2,c2,ξ2,ψ2

∑
i∈I2

(zT2 ri + c2)
2 + C2

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ2
2
i + Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ2
2
j

subject to 1− (zT2 ri + c2) = ξ2i, ∀i ∈ I1

− (zT2 rj + c2) = −1 + ε− ψ2j

z2 ∈ R
n(n+1)

2
+n, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|, ψ2 ∈ Rr.

(LS-U-QTSVM’)

The closed-form solutions to these problems are obtained as follows. For k = 1 and 2,
we define:

Rk = [r1, r2, . . . , ri, . . . , r|Ik|], Dk = diag(y1, y2, . . . , y|Ik|).

Also, let U = [r1, r2, . . . , rj , . . . , rr]. Then, for k = 1, the solution can be obtained by
solving A1[z1; c1] = b1 such that

A1 =

[
R1R

T
1 + C1R2R

T
2 + CuUU

T R1e1 + C1R2e2 + CuUeu
e1R

T
1 + C1e

T
2 R

T
2 + Cue

T
uU

T |I1|+ C1|I2|+ rCu

]
and

b1 =

[
C1R2D2e2 + Cu(−1 + ε)Ueu
C1D2e2 + rCu(−1 + ε)

]
,
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where eu is the all-one vector of the dimension of the Universum data. And, for k = 2,
the solution is obtained by solving A2[z2; c2] = b2 where

A2 =

[
R2R

T
2 + C2R1R

T
1 + CuUU

T R2e2 + C2R1e1 + CuUeu
e2R

T
2 + C2e

T
1 R

T
1 + Cue

T
uU

T |I2|+ C2|I1|+ rCu

]

and

b2 =

[
C2R1D1e1 − Cu(−1 + ε)Ueu
C2D1e1 − rCu(−1 + ε)

]
.

After solving these quadratic programs, either directly or via dual theory in convex
optimization, a new point is assigned to a class using the same approach described
for QTSVM.

3 Imbalanced Universum Quadratic Twin Support Vector Machines

Class imbalance in binary classification poses significant challenges, leading to biased
models and compromised predictive performance, particularly for minority classes.
This imbalance can result in reduced sensitivity, misinterpretation of accuracy, and
skewed decision boundaries, with severe consequences in critical domains like fraud de-
tection or medical diagnoses. To address this, we draw inspiration from [17,22], incor-
porating Universum points to support minority classes in linearly separable datasets.
Extending this to quadratic twin support vector machines, we leverage its flexibility
to enhance Universum point effectiveness. Through this approach, we aim to improve
classifier robustness and generalization, especially in imbalanced scenarios.

In the following parts, we maintain a general approach where the minority class (A)
is considered as the positive class. To address the class imbalance, we employ random
undersampling of the negative class (B) to create a balanced dataset in forming a
quadratic surface for the minority class. Precisely, letting A = {x1, x2, . . . , x|I1|} and

B = {x̄1, x̄2, . . . , x̄|I2|} with |I1| ≪ |I2|, we randomly select a reduced sample B̃ =
{x̃1, x̃2, . . . , x̃|I1|} from the negative class. We also construct U = {u1, u2, . . . , ur} where
r = |I2| − |I1| Universum points by averaging technique. Next, we choose a reduced
sample of them and construct the reduced Universum sample Û := {û1, û2, . . . , ûg}
with g = ⌈|I1|/2⌉. Note that g ≪ r, and these values are deliberately chosen to ensure
that the optimization problems associated with each class remain unbiased when an
appropriate number of Universum points is added.

The main model of the paper presented next is designed to handle class imbalance
when the positive class is assumed to be the minority. In this Imbalanced Universum
Quadratic Twin Support Vector Machine (Im-U-QTSVM) model, we incorporate only
g Universum points in the formulation of the minority class to better refine the gener-
alization boundaries in its favor. To address the bias caused by the majority class, we
use r Universum points in its formulation, almost as many as the number of points
in this class. Slack variables are also used for penalizing misclassification in the class
points and noise in the Universum points. Furthermore, an ℓ2 regularization term on
the Hessian of the quadratic surface has been added to enhance the stability and gen-
eralization capability of the model. Consequently, the optimization problem for the
Im-U-QTSVM model, which is based on the hinge loss function, can be formulated as
follows:
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min
1

2

∑
i∈I1

(
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1)

2 +
1

2
C1

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ1i +
1

2
Cû

g∑
j=1

ψ1j +
1

2
λ1
∑
i≤j

W1
2
ij

s.t. − (
1

2
x̃Ti W1x̃i + bT1 x̃i + c1) ≥ 1− ξ1i, i = 1, . . . , |I1|

(
1

2
ûTj W1ûj + bT1 ûj + c1) ≥ −1 + ε− ψ1j , j = 1, . . . , g,

W1 ∈ Sn, b1 ∈ Rn, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I1|
+ , ψ1 ∈ Rg+.

min
1

2

∑
i∈I2

(
1

2
x̄Ti W2x̄i + bT2 x̄i + c2)

2 +
1

2
C2

|I2|∑
i=1

ξ2i +
1

2
Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ2j +
1

2
λ2
∑
i≤j

W2
2
ij

s.t.
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2 ≥ 1− ξ2i, i = 1, . . . , |I1|

1

2
uTj W2uj + bT2 uj + c2 ≥ 1− ε− ψ2j , j = 1, . . . , r,

W2 ∈ Sn, b2 ∈ Rn, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|
+ , ψ2 ∈ Rr+.

(Im-U-QTSVM)

Similarly, the least squares version of the model discussed above can manage class
imbalance when the positive class is the minority. In the Imbalanced Least Square
Universum Quadratic Twin Support Vector Machine (Im-LS-U-QTSVM) model, we
also utilize g Universum points in the minority class formulation to better refine the
generalization boundaries in its favor. Similarly, to mitigate the bias caused by the
majority class, we employ r Universum points in its formulation, which is nearly
equivalent to the number of points in this class. Slack variables are incorporated to
penalize misclassification in the class points and noise in the Universum points as
well. Additionally, an ℓ2 regularization term is added to the Hessian of the quadratic
surface to improve the stability and generalization capability of the model. Further,
we consider the quadratic function as the loss function. Therefore, the optimization
problem for the Im-LS-U-QTSVM model can be expressed as follows:

min
1

2

∑
i∈I1

(
1

2
xTi W1xi + bT1 xi + c1)

2 +
1

2
C1

|I1|∑
i=1

ξ1
2
i +

1

2
Cû

g∑
j=1

ψ1
2
j +

1

2
λ1
∑
i≤j

W1
2
ij

s.t. 1 +
1

2
x̃Ti W1x̃i + bT1 x̃i + c1 = ξ1i, i = 1, . . . , |I1|

− 1 + ε− (
1

2
ûTj W1ûj + bT1 ûj + c1) = ψ1j , j = 1, . . . , g,

W1 ∈ Sn, b1 ∈ Rn, c1 ∈ R, ξ1 ∈ R|I1|, ψ1 ∈ Rg.

min
1

2

∑
i∈I2

(
1

2
x̄Ti W2x̄i + bT2 x̄i + c2)

2 +
1

2
C2

|I2|∑
j=1

ξ2
2
i +

1

2
Cu

r∑
j=1

ψ2
2
j +

1

2
λ2
∑
i≤j

W2
2
ij

s.t. 1− (
1

2
xTi W2xi + bT2 xi + c2) = ξ2i, i = 1, . . . , |I1|

1− ε− (
1

2
uTj W2uj + bT2 uj + c2) = ψ2j , j = 1, . . . , r,

W2 ∈ Sn, b2 ∈ Rn, c2 ∈ R, ξ2 ∈ R|I1|, ψ2 ∈ Rr.
(Im-LS-U-QTSVM)
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The constraints of the above least square version model are equations, so by sub-
stituting ξ and ψ into the objective function, and via Definition 1 and letting

SA = [r1, r2, . . . , r|I1|],

SB = [r̄1, r̄2, . . . , r̄|I2|],

SB̃ = [r̃1, r̃2, . . . , r̃|I2|],

SU = [r1, r2, . . . , rj , . . . , rr],

SÛ = [r̂1, r̂2, . . . , r̂j , . . . , r̂g],

the problem for the (first or) minority class can be reformulated as

min
z1,c1

f =
1

2
∥STAz1 + c1e∥22 +

C1

2

∥∥e+ ST
B̃
z1 + c1e

∥∥2
2

+
Cû
2

∥∥(−1 + ε)e− (ST
Û
z1 + c1e)

∥∥2
2
+
λ1
2
∥V z1∥22. (Im-LS-U-QTSVM-1)

Here, e is a vector of ones of appropriate size and V was introduced in Def. 1. This
problem can be solved by putting the gradient with respect to z and c equal to zero,
so we have the following equations:

∂f

∂z
= SA(S

T
Az1 + c1e) + C1SB̃(e+ ST

B̃
z1 + c1e) (1)

− CûS
T
Û
((−1 + ε)e− (ST

Û
z1 + c1e)) + λ1V

TV z1 = 0, (2)

∂f

∂c
= eT (STAz1 + c1e) + C1e

T (e+ ST
B̃
z1 + c1e)− Cûe

T ((−1 + ε)e− (ST
Û
z1 + c1e)) = 0.

(3)

By integrating the above equations, we have the following system:[
SAS

T
A + C1SB̃S

T
B̃
+ CûSÛS

T
Û
+ λ1V

TV Ae+ C1SB̃e+ CûSÛe

eTSTA + C1e
TST

B̃
+ Cûe

TST
Û

C1e
T e+ Cûe

T e+ |I1|

][
z1
c1

]
=

[
−C1SB̃e+ (−1 + ε)CûSÛe

−C1e
T e+ (−1 + ε)Cûe

T e

]
.

Let

Σ =

[
SAS

T
A + C1SB̃S

T
B̃
+ CûSÛS

T
Û
+ λ1V

TV Ae+ C1SB̃e+ CûSÛe

eTAT + C1e
TST

B̃
+ Cûe

TST
Û

C1e
T e+ Cûe

T e+ |I1|

]
,

and assume it is invertible. Let

β =

[
−C1SB̃e+ (−1 + ε)CûSûe

−C1e
T e+ (−1 + ε)Cûe

T e

]
,

then [
z1
c1

]
= Σ−1β.

Similarly, the problem corresponding to the majority class in the least square loss
function becomes:

min
z2,c2

1

2
∥STBz2 + c2e∥22 +

C2

2

∥∥e− (STAz2 + c2e)
∥∥2
2

+
Cu
2

∥∥(1− ε)e− (STU z2 + c2e)
∥∥2
2
+
λ2
2
∥V z2∥22, (Im-LS-U-QTSVM-2)
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which by the same methodology leads to

Σ̃ =

[
SBS

T
B + C2SAS

T
A + CuSUS

T
U + λ2V

TV SBe+ C2SAe+ CuSUe

eTSTB + C2e
TSTA + Cue

TSTU C2e
T e+ Cue

T e+ |I2|

]
,

and assume it is invertible. Let

β̃ =

[
C2SBSAe+ (1− ε)CuSBSUe

C2e
T e+ (1− ε)Cue

T e

]
,

then [
z2
c2

]
= Σ̃−1β̃.

A new data point x ∈ Rn is assigned to class i ∈ {+1,−1} using a rule similar to
that of the QTSVM.

4 Theoretical Properties of Proposed Models

In this section, we present some theoretical properties of the proposed model. We first
show that optimality is always ensured. Moreover, under very mild assumptions, the
optimal solution is unique.

Theorem 1 Problem (Im-LS-U-QTSVM) has always an optimal solution.

Proof. The problem minimizes a convex quadratic function on an affine subspace, so
it possesses an optimum.

Theorem 2 Problem (Im-LS-U-QTSVM) has a unique optimal solution if and only if

the set of vectors {xi, i ∈ I1; x̃i, i = 1, . . . , |I1|; ûj , j = 1, . . . , g} is affinely independent.

Proof. From Theorem 1, an optimum always exists. Recall that the problem has the
form of minimization of a convex quadratic function on an affine subspace. Thus,
the minimum is not unique if and only if the objective function is constant in the
unbounded direction. This happens if and only if there is a nontrivial solution of

1

2
x̃Ti W1x̃i + bT1 x̃i + c1 = ξ1i, i = 1, . . . , |I1|

−(
1

2
ûTj W1ûj + bT1 ûj + c1) = ψ1j , j = 1, . . . , g,

for which the objective function vanishes. If the objective function is zero, then we
can deduce that ξ1 = 0, ψ1 = 0 and W1 = 0. Hence the remaining conditions take the
form of

bT1 x̃i + c1 = 0, i = 1, . . . , |I1|

bT1 ûj + c1 = 0, j = 1, . . . , g,

bT1 xi + c1 = 0, ∀i ∈ I1.

This characterizes linear dependence of vectors

{(xi; 1), i ∈ I1; (x̃i; 1), i = 1, . . . , |I1|; (ûj ; 1), j = 1, . . . , g},

or, equivalently, affine dependence of the vectors in the formulation of the theorem.
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Naturally, the situation in which z∗ = 0 for an optimal solution (z∗, c∗) is not
desirable. Thus, we present a sufficient condition ensuring that the optimal solution

is nonzero. This condition assumes that certain three vectors in space R
n(n+1)

2 are
linearly independent, which is very likely to be satisfied.

Proposition 1 Let (z∗, c∗) be an optimal solution of (Im-LS-U-QTSVM-1). If vectors
SAe, SB̃e, and SÛe are linearly independent, then z∗ ̸= 0.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that z∗ = 0. From equations (1) we obtain that

c1SAe+ C1(1 + c1)SB̃e− Cû(−1 + ε− c1)S
T
Û
e = 0.

This means that vectors SAe, SB̃e, and SÛe are linearly dependent; a contradiction.

5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, a large scale of numerical experiments are conducted to validate the
performance of the proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM model for binary classification. We
first introduce the experiment settings, including the data sources, the parameter
setups, etc. Then all the numerical experiments are conducted to validate the classi-
fication accuracy of the proposed model along with some related binary classification
models on some public benchmark data sets. Certain statistical tests are also con-
ducted to analyze the computational results.

5.1 Experiment Settings

In the numerical experiments, multiple benchmark SVM models are implemented for
comparison, including the linear SVM, linear Twin SVM and least square twin SVM
models. We also tested their corresponding Universum variants. All the tested models
and their abbreviations are listed in Table 1. In addition, we list the Python toolboxes
(commercial solvers, packages, etc.) in Table 1. All the experiments are conducted on
a personal computer with eight Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-13900 @ 3.4 GHz CPUs and
64GB RAM.

Table 1: Models implemented for the numerical experiments

Model Abbreviation Toolbox Parameters
SVM SVM Scikit-learn C
Twin SVM TSVM CVXOPT C1, C2

Least Square Twin SVM LS-TSVM Numpy C1, C2

Quadratic Least Square Twin SVM LS-QTSVM Numpy C1, C2

Universum Twin SVM U-TSVM CVXOPT C1, C2, Cu, ε
Least Square Universum Twin SVM LS-U-TSVM Numpy C1, C2, Cu, ε
Universum Quadratic Twin SVM U-QTSVM CVXOPT C1, C2, Cu, ε
Least Square Uni. Quadratic Twin SVM LS-U-QTSVM Numpy C1, C2, Cu, ε
Proposed model Im-LS-U-QTSVM Numpy C1, C2, Cu, λ, ε

For each experiment, a five-fold cross-validation procedure is applied. Each ex-
periment is repeated ten times for each tested model in order to keep the results
statistically meaningful. Means and standard deviations of the accuracy scores are
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recorded as the measurement of classification effectiveness. Ten percent of data sam-
ples from each class is randomly selected to generate Universum data by averaging
each pair of samples from the two classes [16].

All the parameters for each model are tuned by applying the grid-search, which
is commonly adopted for tuning SVM parameters [7,13]. For each pair of the twin
models in TSVM, LS-TSVM, LS-QTSVM, U-TSVM, LS-U-TSVM, U-QTSVM, and
LS-U-QTSVM, the penalty parameters C1 and C2 are selected to be the identical.

We first generate four artificial datasets to show the flexibility of the proposed Im-
LS-U-QTSVM model. The surfaces produced by the proposed model are visualized in
Figure 1, in which Figures 1a and 1b have the similar nonlinear pattern while Figures
1c and 1d have the other similar one. To show the proposed model on different levels
of imbalanced data, we set the imbalanced rates in Figure 1a and 1c to be three while
the imbalanced rates in Figure 1b and 1d to be ten. The major class of data is in
color green while the minor class is in red. For the major class, the number of solid
points is the same as the minor class.

(a) Arti-1, rate 1:3 (b) Arti-1, rate 1:10

(c) Arti-2, rate 1:3 (d) Arti-2, rate 1:10

Fig. 1: Im-LS-U-QTSVM on artificial data sets
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From the results in Figure 1 we notice that the proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM model
can fit the quadratic patterns. It also provides promising classification accuracy when
the dataset is imbalanced under different levels.

5.2 Results on Public Benchmark Data

The proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM model is tested on some public benchmark data sets.
All the data information is listed in Table 2

Data set # of data points (Class 1/Class 2) # of features Imbalance rate
pima 768 (268/500) 8 1.87
blood transfusion 748 (178/570) 4 3.20
seismic bumps 2584 (170/2414) 15 14.20
haberman 306 (81/225) 3 2.78
wholesale 440 (142/298) 7 2.10
liver disorder 319 (134/185) 6 1.38
wine 130 (59/71) 13 1.20
balance 576 (288/288) 4 1.00
taxpayer 667 (331/336) 9 1.02
car evaluation 1594 (384/1210) 6 3.15
CTG 2126 (471/1655) 22 3.51
US heart 3658 (557/3101) 15 5.57
Alzheimer rowdel 354 (37/317) 9 8.57
Alzheimer clinical 1200 (373/827) 5 2.22
thyroid 215 (65/150) 5 2.31
ecoli 1 336 (143/193) 7 1.35
ecoli 123 336 (20/316) 7 4.25
ecoli 4 336 (64/272) 7 8.60
ecoli 1234 336 (9/327) 7 10.59
ecoli 5 336 (29/307) 7 15.80
ecoli 678 336 (35/301) 7 36.33

Table 2: Basic information of public benchmark data sets.1
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For each tested model, the mean and the standard deviation of the classification
accuracy on each data set are recorded in Table 3. The average rank of accuracy
scores on all benchmark datasets is also calculated for each tested model. Moreover,
the highest accuracy score on each benchmark dataset is highlighted. In addition, we
have recorded the CPU time consumed by each tested model on all the benchmark
datasets in Table 4.

Fig. 2: Heatmap of relative rank of CPU time. For each row, the unit is closer to red
if its CPU time is longer, while the unit is closer to green if the CPU time is shorter.

The observations from the results in Tables 3 and 4 can be summarized as follows.

– Compared with all the other tested models, the proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM achieves
the highest mean accuracy scores on most of the benchmark datasets. Besides, it
provides the highest average rank of accuracy score. In other words, the proposed
model provides a better general classification accuracy than other tested models
does in this experiment.

– In general, the CPU time consumed by the Im-LS-U-QTSVM model is acceptable.
As a least squares model, the proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM does not lose efficiency
when the size data set increases. Even for the relative large-scale datasets seismic

bumps, US heart and CTG, the CPU time consumed by the proposed model is
acceptable, and is less than that consumed by the other twin SVM models without
least squares.

– Furthermore, we plot a heatmap in Figure 2 to show the comparison of efficiency
among all the tested models on each dataset. We may observe that, in most cases,
the relative rank of the CPU time consumed by the proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM
model stays at the medium level among all the tested models. Compared with other
tested models on a given dataset, the proposed model might be more efficient if
the ratio N/n is higher, where n is the number of features and N is the number
of data samples.
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5.3 Statistical analysis

Some statistical tests are conducted to further analyze the computational results
we received in Section 5.2. We first conduct the Friedman test [4] to evaluate the
classification accuracy. The null hypothesis is that all the tested models have the
same classification accuracy.

Let p and q be the number of datasets and the number of tested models, respec-
tively. Hence, p = 20 and q = 9, and the χ2

F value of the Friedman test can be
calculated by the formula (4)

χ2
F =

12p

q(q + 1)

(
q∑
i=1

R2
i −

q(q + 1)2

4

)
≈ 73.78, (4)

where Ri is the average rank of accuracy by the ith model. And the statistics FF is
then calculated in (5)

FF =
(p− 1)χ2

F

p(q − 1)− χ2
F

≈ 15.66, (5)

where FF is distributed according to the F -distribution with degrees of freedom
(8, 160). With the significance level to be α = 0.05, the critical value of FF in our
case is about 2.03, which is far less than the value of FF . Therefore, we are confident
in rejecting the null hypothesis. In other words, there exists a significant difference
among all the tested models.

To further analyze the difference, the post-hoc Nemenyi test is performed as fol-
lows. The statistics CD is calculated by (6)

CD = q.05

√
q(q + 1)

6p
≈ 2.62, (6)

where q.05 = 3.10 is the critical value of Tukey distribution. Therefore, the Nemenyi
post-hoc test detects a significant difference between the proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM
model and each other tested model except the LS-U-QTSVM. The result from the
Nemenyi post-hoc test is visualized in Figure 3.

Fig. 3: Visualization of Nemenyi test.

Even though the average ranks of the proposed model and LS-U-QTSVM are close,
we may still find the difference by the Wilcoxon signed-rank test as suggested in [2].
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The null hypothesis is that there is no significant difference between the accuracy of
the two models. Let βj be the difference between the accuracy of the two models on
the jth dataset. The calculated values R+ and R− defined as follows

R+ =
∑
βi>0

rank(βi) +
1

2

∑
βi=0

rank(βi) = 185,

R− =
∑
βi<0

rank(βi) +
1

2

∑
βi=0

rank(βi) = 25,

Let Rmin = min{R+, R−} = 25 and calculate the statistics z:

z =
Rmin − 1

4p(p+ 1)√
1
24p(p+ 1)(2p+ 1)

≈ −3.15 < −1.96.

Therefore, the null hypothesis can be rejected with a 0.05 confidence level.

In conclusion, the proposed Im-LS-U-QTSVM model significantly outperforms all
the other tested models with respect to classification accuracy on the benchmark
datasets in Table 2.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we introduced three kernel-free Universum quadratic surface support
vector machine models for binary classification: U-QTSVM, LS-U-QTSVM, and Im-
LS-U-QTSVM. Binary classification with imbalanced classes presents significant chal-
lenges in machine learning, especially when the minority class is underrepresented.
Traditional classifiers often fail to accurately capture the characteristics of the minor-
ity class, leading to biased models with poor predictive performance. To address this
issue, we developed the Im-LS-U-QTSVM model, tailored for imbalanced datasets.
We examined several theoretical properties and proposed an efficient algorithm for
this model. Our computational experiments confirmed the effectiveness and efficiency
of the proposed models. The main findings are summarized below:

– We incorporated Universum data into kernel-free QTSVM models to propose the
U-QTSVM model, followed by its least-square version, LS-U-QTSVM.

– To tackle the challenge of imbalanced datasets, we adapted U-QTSVM to cre-
ate Im-U-QTSVM and its least-square version, Im-LS-U-QTSVM, which reduces
computational complexity by solving a system of equations.

– We explored several theoretical properties of the Im-LS-U-QTSVM model.
– Numerical experiments demonstrated the impact of parameters on classification

accuracy. The promising results on various artificial and public benchmark datasets
indicate the effectiveness of the proposed models in addressing real-world binary
classification problems.

Future research could extend this work in several ways. Immediate future work
includes investigating the robustness of the proposed models for binary classification.
Additionally, these models could be extended to semi-supervised learning scenarios
and generalized for multi-class classification, which warrants further investigation.
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