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Abstract

This paper introduces the Granular Ball K-Class Twin Support Vector Classifier (GB-TWKSVC), a novel

multi-class classification framework that combines Twin Support Vector Machines (TWSVM) with granular

ball computing. The proposed method addresses key challenges in multi-class classification by utilizing

granular ball representation for improved noise robustness and TWSVM’s non-parallel hyperplane architec-

ture solves two smaller quadratic programming problems, enhancing efficiency. Our approach introduces

a novel formulation that effectively handles multi-class scenarios, advancing traditional binary classifica-

tion methods. Experimental evaluation on diverse benchmark datasets shows that GB-TWKSVC signifi-

cantly outperforms current state-of-the-art classifiers in both accuracy and computational performance. The

method’s effectiveness is validated through comprehensive statistical tests and complexity analysis. Our

work advances classification algorithms by providing a mathematically sound framework that addresses the

scalability and robustness needs of modern machine learning applications. The results demonstrate GB-

TWKSVC’s broad applicability across domains including pattern recognition, fault diagnosis, and large-

scale data analytics, establishing it as a valuable addition to the classification algorithm landscape.
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1. Introduction

The field of machine learning witnessed remarkable advancements in classification algorithms over the

past few decades, with Support Vector Machines (SVMs) emerging as powerful tools for solving complex

classification problems. Since their introduction by Vapnik [1], SVMs gain popularity due to their ability to
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handle high-dimensional data and their strong theoretical foundations in statistical learning theory. However,

the original SVM formulation is limited to binary classification, prompting researchers to explore methods

for handling multi-class problems.

The journey towards multi-class SVMs begins with strategies like the “one-versus-one” approach pro-

posed by Hastie and Tibshirani [2]. This method involves training binary classifiers for each pair of classes

and combining their decisions. Building on this concept, Angulo and Català introduce K-SVCR [3], a multi-

class SVM that assigns outputs of +1, -1, or 0 to training patterns, enhancing the model’s ability to handle

complex class relationships.

A significant breakthrough comes with the introduction of Twin Support Vector Machines (TWSVM)

by Khemchandani et al. [4]. TWSVM aims to improve computational efficiency by solving two smaller

quadratic programming problems instead of a single large one. This innovation is particularly effective for

large-scale datasets and sparks a new line of research focused on improving and extending the TWSVM

framework.

The concept of multi-class TWSVM begins to take shape, with researchers exploring various strategies

to extend the binary TWSVM to handle multiple classes simultaneously. These approaches offer different

trade-offs between computational complexity and classification accuracy. For example, Xu et al. propose the

Twin Multi-Class Classification Support Vector Machine [5], which extends the binary TWSVM to handle

multiple classes efficiently.

As research in this area intensifies, several key themes emerge:

• Computational Efficiency: A major focus is on improving the speed and scalability of multi-class

SVMs, particularly for large-scale datasets. The Least Squares Twin Multi-Class Classification Sup-

port Vector Machine (LSTKSVC) introduced by Nasiri et al. [6] replaces quadratic programming

problems with systems of linear equations, significantly reducing computational complexity. This

approach is later refined by Ali et al. [7] with the addition of regularization to address overfitting

issues.

• Incorporation of Local Information: Researchers recognize the importance of utilizing local data struc-

tures to enhance classification accuracy. Xu’s K-nearest neighbor-based weighted multi-class twin

support vector machine [8] uses weight matrices to exploit local information within classes. This idea

is further developed by Tanveer et al. [9], combining efficiency with improved handling of imbalanced

datasets.
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• Robustness and Outlier Handling: As multi-class SVMs are applied to more complex real-world prob-

lems, the need for robust methods that can handle noisy data and outliers becomes apparent. Qiang

et al.’s TSVM-M3 [10] incorporates multi-order moment matching to reduce sensitivity to outliers in

large-scale multi-class classification. Their robust weighted linear loss twin multi-class support vector

regression method [11] further addresses these challenges.

• Integration with Deep Learning: Recent years see efforts to combine the strengths of SVMs with deep

learning techniques. Xie et al.’s deep multi-view multiclass twin support vector machines [12] demon-

strate the potential of integrating TWSVM with deep neural networks for improved performance on

multi-view data.

Parallel to these developments, the concept of granular computing begins to gain traction in the machine-

learning community. The Granular-Ball Support Vector Machine (GBSVM) introduced by Xia et al. [13]

represents a significant departure from traditional point-based SVMs by using granular balls as input. This

approach offers improved robustness and efficiency, particularly for noisy and large datasets.

Our proposed Granular Ball K-Class Twin Support Vector Machine (GB-TWKSVC) builds upon these

foundations, combining the strengths of multi-class TWSVM with the robust data representation offered by

granular ball computing. It addresses several key challenges in multi-class classification:

• Computational Efficiency: By using the TWSVM framework and granular ball representation, GB-

TWKSVC is designed to handle large-scale datasets efficiently.

• Robustness: The use of granular balls, formed through hierarchical k-means clustering, enhances the

model’s ability to handle complex data, improving resilience to outliers and data perturbations, with

minimal reliance on explicit experimentation with noisy data.

• Multi-class Handling: GB-TWKSVC extends the binary classification capabilities of TWSVM to

efficiently handle multi-class problems without resorting to multiple binary classifiers.

• Improved Generalization: By incorporating ideas from recent advancements in the field, such as reg-

ularization and local information exploitation, GB-TWKSVC aims to achieve better generalization

performance across a wide range of datasets.

The development of GB-TWKSVC is also informed by advancements in related areas, such as the appli-

cation of TSVM to regression problems [14] and the use of transductive bounds for multi-class majority vote
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classifiers [15]. These related works provide valuable insights into the theoretical foundations and practical

considerations of multi-class SVM variants.

Through extensive experiments, we demonstrate that GB-TWKSVC offers superior performance in terms

of accuracy overall. Even after the creation of O(K2) classifiers, similar to the Twin-KSVC with the “1-

versus-1-versus-rest” approach, GB-TWKSVC outperforms Twin-KSVC. Additionally, despite 1-versus-

rest OTSVM employing O(K) classifiers, GB-TWKSVC remains competitive in terms of computational

efficiency. Our approach builds upon the comprehensive review of multi-class TWSVM methods conducted

by Ding et al. [16], addressing identified areas for future research and incorporating recent advancements in

the field.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides a detailed background on TWSVM and

granular ball computing, explaining the fundamental concepts and their relevance to our proposed method.

Section 3 introduces the GB-TWKSVC algorithm, detailing its formulation and theoretical foundations. Sec-

tion 4 presents our experimental results, offering a comprehensive comparison with state-of-the-art methods

across various datasets and performance metrics. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper and discusses future

research directions, including potential extensions to incorporate ideas from this paper such as the develop-

ment of online and incremental learning variants for streaming data applications.

Through GB-TWKSVC, we aim to contribute to the ongoing evolution of multi-class classification al-

gorithms, offering a robust and efficient solution that addresses the challenges of modern machine-learning

tasks. By combining the strengths of TWSVM, granular ball computing, and recent advancements in multi-

class classification, we believe our method represents a significant step forward in the field of machine

learning and pattern recognition.

2. Related Work

This section examines Twin Support Vector Machine (TSVM) models that utilize granular ball data

inputs. Additionally, we discuss multi-class methods founded on two distinct approaches: the “one-versus-

rest” paradigm, which employs K binary Support Vector Machine (SVM) classifiers, and the “one-versus-

one-versus-rest” structure. The latter approach forms the basis for both K-SVCR (Support Vector Classifi-

cation Regression for K-class classification) and Twin-KSVC models.
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2.1. Twin Support Vector Machines (TSVM)

Twin Support Vector Machines (TSVM) represent an advancement in binary classification algorithms,

offering a distinct approach from traditional Support Vector Machines (SVM). While conventional SVMs

seek a single optimal hyperplane to separate classes, TSVMs employ a pair of non-parallel hyperplanes,

each aligned closely with one class while maintaining separation from the other. The TSVM framework

offers several key advantages, including computational efficiency and improved classification accuracy, par-

ticularly for non-linearly separable or imbalanced datasets. By decomposing the classification problem into

two smaller quadratic programming problems (QPPs), TSVMs achieve faster training times compared to

standard SVMs, especially for large-scale datasets, approximately 4 times faster with a complexity of 2 ×

O((n/2)³).

Mathematically, given a binary classification problem with a training datasetD = (zi, yi) | i = 1, 2, . . . ,N,

where zi ∈ Rd represents the i-th feature vector and yi ∈ −1,+1 denotes its corresponding class label, TSVM

aims to find two non-parallel hyperplanes:

zTω(1) + b(1) = 0 and zTω(2) + b(2) = 0 (1)

where ω(1), ω(2) ∈ Rd are weight vectors and b(1), b(2) ∈ R are bias terms. Let A ∈ Rn1×d and B ∈ Rn2×d

be matrices whose rows are the feature vectors of the positive and negative classes, respectively, where

n1 + n2 = N.

The primal optimization problems for TSVM can be formulated as:

min
ω(1),b(1),ξ

1
2
∥Aω(1) + e1b(1)∥2 + c1eT

2 ξ,

s.t. − (Bω(1) + e2b(1)) + ξ ≥ e2, ξ ≥ 0,
(2)

and

min
ω(2),b(2),η

1
2
∥Bω(2) + e2b(2)∥2 + c2eT

1 η,

s.t. − (Aω(2) + e1b(2)) + η ≥ e1, η ≥ 0,
(3)

Here, e1 ∈ Rn1 and e2 ∈ Rn2 are vectors of ones, c1 and c2 are regularization parameters, and ξ and η are

slack variables.

The dual formulation of these problems leads to more efficient solutions:
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max
α

eT
2α −

1
2
αT G(HT H)−1GTα,

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ c1e2,

(4)

and

max
β

eT
1 β −

1
2
βT P(QT Q)−1PTβ,

s.t. 0 ≤ β ≤ c2e1.

(5)

where H = [A e1], G = [B e2], P = [A e1], and Q = [B e2].

The solutions α and β from the dual problems provide the parameters for the hyperplanes as:

v = −(HT H)−1GTα, where v =

ω(1)

b(1)

 ,
v∗ = −(QT Q)−1PTβ, where v∗ =

ω(2)

b(2)

 .
(6)

For a new data point znew, the classification decision is made based on the proximity to the two hyperplanes:

class(znew) = sign
(
|zT

newω
(1) + b(1)|

∥ω(1)∥
−
|zT

newω
(2) + b(2)|

∥ω(2)∥

)
(7)

where sign(·) represents the signum function. This rule assigns the new point to the class corresponding to

the nearest hyperplane.

2.2. Granular Ball Support Vector Machines (GB-SVM)

Granular Ball Support Vector Machines (GB-SVM), introduced by Xia et al. [13], enhance the traditional

SVM framework by representing data points as granular balls instead of discrete points. Each granular ball

is defined by a center ci and radius ri, where ci represents the mean of enclosed data points and ri captures

their variability. This representation enables robust classification, particularly in scenarios with noisy data

or outliers.

The total number of data points in the dataset is n, but there are m granular balls, each represented by a

center ci and a radius ri, where i = 1, . . . ,m.

The fundamental constraint for support planes l′1 and l′2 incorporating granular balls is:

yiω · ci + yib − ∥ω∥ri ≥ 1 (8)
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The support planes are defined as:

l′1 : ω · ci − ∥ω∥ri + b = 1, yi = +1

l′2 : ω · ci + ∥ω∥ri + b = −1, yi = −1

l′0 : ω · ci + b = 0

(9)

The goal is to find the best separation hyperplane (ω, b) that takes the granular balls into consideration.

For inseparable cases, the primal optimization problem with slack variables ξi and penalty coefficient C

is formulated as:

min
ω,b,ξ

1
2
∥ω∥2 +C

m∑
i=1

ξi

subject to yi(ω · ci + b) − ∥ω∥ri ≥ 1 − ξi,

ξi ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m,

(10)

The corresponding dual formulation introduces Lagrange multipliers αi:

max
α

−
1
2

P2 −
1
2

Q2 + ∥P∥Q +
m∑

i=1

αi

subject to
m∑

i=1

αiyi = 0,

0 ≤ αi ≤ C, i = 1, . . . ,m,

(11)

where P =
∑m

i=1 αiyici and Q =
∑m

i=1 αiri. P is a vector and ∥P∥ is its norm (scalar). The optimal weight

vector ω is obtained as:

ω =
(∥P∥ − Q)P
∥P∥

(12)

given:

∥ω∥ = ∥P∥ − Q (13)

The bias term (b) is computed by averaging over all support vectors:

b =
1
ns

ns∑
i=1

(yi − ω · ci + yi∥ω∥ri) (14)

where ns denotes the number of support vectors in the SVM model.

This granular ball representation enhances the model’s robustness to noise and outliers, providing a

foundation for advanced classification approaches that incorporate additional contextual information.
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2.3. K-SVCR

The problem of multi-class classification remains a significant challenge in the domain of machine learn-

ing, particularly when utilizing support vector machines (SVMs), which are inherently designed for binary

classification. A widely adopted strategy to address this challenge involves decomposing the multi-class

problem into multiple binary classification tasks, followed by a reconstruction phase to synthesize the out-

comes. Angulo et al. [3] proposed the Support Vector Classification-Regression (K-SVCR) algorithm,

which provides an innovative approach to multi-class classification through a distinctive decomposition-

reconstruction framework.

The K-SVCR algorithm employs a “1-versus-1-versus-rest” scheme during the decomposition phase.

Unlike conventional approaches, this method integrates both classification and regression elements within

the SVM framework. The algorithm is designed to handle K classes by training machines with ternary

outputs {−1, 0,+1}, where −1 and +1 represent the two classes being explicitly separated, and 0 represents

all other classes. For a training set T = {(zp, yp)}np=1 ⊂ Z×Y, where Y = {ω1, . . . , ωK} and n represents the

total number of training samples, K-SVCR aims to find a decision function f (z, ω) that maps inputs to one

of three outputs:

f (zp) =


+1, p = 1, . . . , n1

−1, p = n1 + 1, . . . , n1 + n2

0, p = n1 + n2 + 1, . . . , n

(15)

The K-SVCR algorithm extends the standard SVM binary classification framework by incorporating ele-

ments from SVM regression. For binary classification, the optimization problem is typically formulated as

follows:

arg min
ω,b,ξ

1
2
∥ω∥2

F
+ c1

n∑
i=1

ξi

s.t. yi · (⟨ω,Φ(zi)⟩ + b) ≥ 1 − ξi, i = 1, . . . , n

(16)

where ξi ≥ 0 are slack variables. Here, F represents the feature space where ω ∈ F , b ∈ R, and Φ : Z → F

denotes the mapping of input data into the feature space.

K-SVCR generalizes this formulation by incorporating the ϵ-insensitive loss function commonly used in

SVM regression. The resulting optimization problem for K-SVCR is expressed as:
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arg min
ω,b,ξ,η,η∗

1
2
∥ω∥2

F
+C

n∑
i=1

ξi + D
n∑

i=1

(ηi + η
∗)

s.t. yi · (⟨ω,Φ(zi)⟩ + b) ≥ 1 − ξi, i = 1, . . . , n12

− ϵ − η∗i ≤ ⟨ω,Φ(zi)⟩ + b ≤ ϵ + ηi, i = n12 + 1, . . . , n

(17)

where ξi, ηi, η∗i ≥ 0 are slack variables, and ϵ is a pre-chosen positive parameter constrained to be less

than 1 to prevent class overlap. The parameters C and D are regularization constants. C controls the trade-off

between maximizing the margin and minimizing the classification error, while D balances the regression-like

treatment of the remaining classes.

The dual formulation of this problem can be expressed as:

arg min L(α) =
1
2
αT Hα + cTα (18)

where

α = (α1, . . . , αn12 , αn12+1, . . . , αn) ∈ Rn12+n3+n3 , (19)

cT =

(
−

1
y1
, . . . ,−

1
yn12

, . . .

)
∈ Rn12+n3+n3 . (20)

The kernel matrix H = (k(xi, x j)) is defined by the dot products in the transformed feature space F and

satisfies

H = HT ∈ M
(
Rn12+n3+n3 ;Rn12+n3+n3

)
. (21)

This formulation allows K-SVCR to simultaneously handle binary classification and regression-like

treatment for the remaining classes. The reconstruction phase employs a voting scheme considering both

positive and negative votes, enhancing the algorithm’s fault tolerance.

2.4. Twin-KSVC

Twin k-class Support Vector Machines (Twin-KSVC) [5] was proposed as an extension to traditional

support vector machines for multi-class classification tasks. This approach employs a “1-versus-1-versus-

rest” structure, wherein two distinct sample sets are selected from k classes and treated as focal partitions.

The algorithm maps the remaining samples into an intermediate region between these non-parallel hyper-

planes, resulting in a ternary output system {-1, 0, +1}. A key advantage of Twin-KSVC over K-SVCR is its

ability to resolve a pair of smaller-sized quadratic programming problems (QPPs) instead of a single large

one, potentially improving computational efficiency.
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Let A ∈ Rn1×d and B ∈ Rn2×d denote the two focal sample sets, labeled +1 and -1 respectively. The

remaining samples are represented by C ∈ Rn3×d and labeled 0. The objective is to generate two non-parallel

hyperplanes:

zT w(1) + b(1) = 0 and zT w(2) + b(2) = 0 (22)

These hyperplanes are obtained by solving the following pair of QPPs:

min
w(1),b(1),ξ,η

1
2
∥Aw(1) + e1b(1)∥2 + c1eT

2 ξ + c2eT
3 η

s.t. − (Bw(1) + e2b(1)) + ξ ≥ e2, ξ ≥ 0,

− (Cw(1) + e3b(1)) + η ≥ (1 − ϵ)e3, η ≥ 0

(23)

and

min
w(2),b(2),ξ∗,η∗

1
2
∥Bw(2) + e2b(2)∥2 + c3eT

1 ξ
∗ + c4eT

3 η
∗

s.t. (Aw(2) + e1b(2)) + ξ∗ ≥ e1, ξ∗ ≥ 0,

(Cw(2) + e3b(2)) + η∗ ≥ (1 − ϵ)e3, η∗ ≥ 0

(24)

where w(1),w(2) ∈ Rd×1, b(1), b(2) ∈ R, ξ ∈ Rn2×1, η ∈ Rn3×1, ξ∗ ∈ Rn1×1, η∗ ∈ Rn3×1, and ei denotes a vector

of ones with appropriate dimensions.

The dual problem of the first QPP can be formulated as:

max
c

−
1
2

cT N(HT H)−1NT c + eT
4 c

s.t. 0 ≤ c ≤ F
(25)

where H = [A e1], G = [B e2], M = [C e3], N = [G; M], c = [α; β], e4 = [e2; e3(1 − ϵ)], and F = [c1e2; c2e3].

The solution vector u = [w(1); b(1)] can be obtained as:

u = (HT H + δId+1)−1(GTα + MTβ) (26)

where δ is a small positive regularization term introduced in the case when the matrix is (nearly) singular.

Similarly, we can derive the dual problem of QPP, and the other solution vector u∗ can be obtained as:

u∗ = (GT G + δId+1)−1(HTα∗ + MTβ∗) (27)

This formulation of Twin-KSVC provides a great approach to multi-class classification, offering potential

advantages in terms of computational efficiency and classification accuracy for complex datasets.
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3. Proposed Model: GB-TWKSVC

The performance of traditional classification methods, including classical Twin K-class Support Vector

Machines, can be limited by challenges such as sensitivity to label noise and the inability to handle complex,

multi-dimensional data effectively. While these models are powerful in binary classification tasks, they

struggle to generalize in multi-class scenarios, which are prevalent in real-world applications. Moreover,

these methods often face scalability issues that hinder their adaptability to various types of data distributions.

Therefore, there is a need for more robust, scalable, and noise-resilient classification techniques.

Granular computing provides a promising solution, especially through the concept of granular balls.

While its success has been demonstrated in binary classification, its potential in multi-class problems has yet

to be fully explored. By grouping similar data points into granular balls, the proposed approach introduces an

additional layer of abstraction that improves generalization. This is in line with human cognitive processes,

where information is often abstracted into meaningful chunks or granules. This abstraction enhances the

interpretability of the models and helps reduce computational complexity by working with clusters of data

rather than individual points.

The granular ball representation also facilitates a transformation of the feature space, potentially un-

covering hidden patterns that are not obvious in the original data. The adaptability of granular balls to

varying data densities and distributions allows for more flexible decision boundaries compared to traditional

hyperplane-based methods. This flexibility is especially useful in addressing class imbalance, a common

challenge in many classification tasks. By integrating granular ball computing with Twin Support Vector

Machines, our GB-KTVSM model overcomes the limitations of existing methods, offering a more efficient

and adaptable multi-class classification framework that enhances performance across a variety of real-world

applications.

3.1. Model Overview

This section provides an overview of the model’s key components and processes.

3.1.1. Granular Ball Generation

The initial step in the proposed model involves the generation of granular balls using a hierarchical k-

means clustering algorithm. The granular ball generation process can be formalized, as illustrated in Figure

1. This process is governed by two primary parameters: a purity threshold and a minimum number of data

points per cluster. The algorithm proceeds as follows:

11



Figure 1: Granular Ball Generation Flowchart

1. Initially, the data points are segregated into k clusters, corresponding to the k unique class labels.

2. Within each of these initial clusters, further clustering is performed.

3. For each resulting sub-cluster, two conditions are evaluated:

(a) The purity of the cluster, defined as the proportion of the dominant class within the cluster, must

exceed the specified threshold.

(b) The number of data points in the cluster must be greater than a predetermined minimum value.

4. If both conditions are satisfied, the sub-cluster is designated as a granular ball.
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The granular ball generation process is detailed in the following algorithm 1:

Algorithm 1 Granular Ball Generation
Require: Dataset X = {(xi, yi)}Ni=1, purity threshold θ, minimum points m

Ensure: Set of granular balls G = {(c j, r j, l j)}Mj=1

1: Initialize G ← ∅

2: Apply hierarchical k-means clustering to X

3: for each leaf cluster Ck in the hierarchy do

4: if purity(Ck) ≥ θ and |Ck | ≥ m then

5: ck ← mean({xi | (xi, yi) ∈ Ck})

6: rk ← max({|xi − ck |2 | (xi, yi) ∈ Ck})

7: lk ← mode({yi | (xi, yi) ∈ Ck})

8: G ← G ∪ {(ck, rk, lk)}

9: end if

10: end for

11: return G

Each granular ball is characterized by a centroid and a radius. The centroid is computed as the mean of

all feature vectors of the data points within the ball, resulting in a d-dimensional vector for d features. The

radius is defined as the maximum of the individual radii within the ball, where each radius is calculated as the

L2 norm of a data point’s feature vector. The final step in granular ball formation involves label assignment.

Each ball is assigned the label of the majority class among its constituent data points.

3.1.2. Classification Framework

The GB-TWKSVC employs a “1-versus-1-versus-rest” strategy for multi-class classification. This ap-

proach involves considering two classes at a time while treating the remaining k − 2 classes as a collective

entity. The objective is to compute two non-parallel planes that effectively separate the two focal classes

while positioning the remaining classes between these planes. The proposed model includes an ϵ-tube, with

ϵ < 1, to prevent plane overlap and offer a margin of tolerance for the k − 2 classes positioned between the

planes. The ϵ parameter is essential for managing the margin tolerance around the predicted values, ensuring

that no penalty is applied to the k−2 class granular balls within this margin during training. The classification

output of GB-TWKSVC is ternary, with values {−1, 0, 1}. Here, -1 and 1 correspond to the two focal classes,

13



while 0 represents all classes falling between the two planes. The final classification decision for a new data

point is determined through a voting system that considers the outcomes of all pairwise comparisons.

To illustrate this classification framework visually, Figure 2 presents a graphical representation of the

GB-TWKSVC model. This figure demonstrates the concept of two non-parallel planes separating two focal

classes (represented by blue and red points), with the remaining classes (green points) positioned between

these planes. The ϵ-tube is depicted, showing the margin of tolerance around each plane. This visualization

helps to clarify the “1-versus-1-versus-rest” strategy and the role of the ϵ parameter in managing class

separation.

Figure 2: Visual representation of the GB-TWKSVC classification framework

3.1.3. Augmented Training Set

The program involves building up an augmented training set T̃ for GB-TWKSVC. This set comprises

labeled granular balls from multiple classes and is defined as the union of granular balls corresponding to

each class:

T̃ =

K⋃
k=1

Tk (28)
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where Tk represents the set of granular balls for the k-th class. Each element in Tk is a tuple (ck
i , r

k
i , yk),

where:

■ ck
i ∈ R

d is the centroid of the i-th granular ball of class k

■ rk
i ∈ R≥0 is the corresponding radius

■ yk is the class label

It’s important to note that
∑K

k=1 mk = m, where mk is the number of granular balls in class k, and n is the

total number of original data points. This augmented training set forms the foundation for the subsequent

mathematical formulation of the GB-TWKSVC model, which details the optimization problem in both linear

and nonlinear cases.

3.2. Linear Case

The Granular Ball Twin k-Class Support Vector Machine (GB-TWKSVC) extends the traditional twin

support vector machine framework to handle multi-class classification using granular balls. In this section,

we present a detailed mathematical formulation for the linear kernel case.

G = {(ci, ri, yi)}mi=1 (29)

where ci ∈ Rd is the centroid, ri ∈ R≥ 0 is the radius, and yi ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K} is the class label. For any pair

of classes (p, q), we define A ∈ Rmp×d as the matrix of centroids for class p, B ∈ Rmq×d as the matrix of

centroids for class q, C ∈ Rmr×d as the matrix of centroids for the remaining K − 2 classes, and R1,R2,R3 as

the diagonal matrices of the corresponding radii.

The objective is to find two non-parallel hyperplanes:

f1(z) = zT w(1) + b(1) = 0 and f2(z) = zT w(2) + b(2) = 0 (30)

These hyperplanes are obtained by solving the following pair of quadratic programming problems (QPPs):

min
w(1),b(1),ξ,η

1
2
∥Aw(1) + e1b(1)∥2 + c1eT

2 ξ + c2eT
3 η

s.t. − (Bw(1) + e2b(1)) + ξ ≥ e2 + R2, ξ ≥ 0,

− (Cw(1) + e3b(1)) + η ≥ (1 − ϵ)e3 + R3, η ≥ 0

(31)

and
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min
w(2),b(2),ξ∗,η∗

1
2
∥Bw(2) + e2b(2)∥2 + c3eT

1 ξ
∗ + c4eT

3 η
∗

s.t. (Aw(2) + e1b(2)) + ξ∗ ≥ e1 + R1, ξ∗ ≥ 0,

(Cw(2) + e3b(2)) + η∗ ≥ (1 − ϵ)e3 + R3, η
∗ ≥ 0

(32)

where w(1),w(2) ∈ Rd are weight vectors, b(1), b(2) ∈ R are bias terms, ξ, ξ′, η, η′ are slack variables,

c1, c2, c3, c4 are penalty parameters, e1, e2, e3 are vectors of ones with appropriate dimensions, and ϵ ∈ (0, 1)

is the margin parameter for the remaining classes. The incorporation of radii (R1,R2,R3) in the constraints

ensures that the entire granular ball, not just its centroid, satisfies the margin conditions.

To solve these QPPs, we derive their dual formulations. For the first QPP, the Lagrangian function is:

L(Ω) =
1
2
∥Aw(1) + e1b(1)∥2 + c1eT

2 ξ + c2eT
3 η

− αT
(
−(Bω(1) + e2b(1)) + ξ − e2 − R2

)
− βT ξ

− µT
(
−(Cw(1) + e3b(1)) + η − (1 − ϵ)e3 − R3

)
− γTη

(33)

where Ω = {ω(1), b(1), ξ, η, α, β, µ, γ}, and α, β, µ, and γ are Lagrange multiplier vectors.

Applying the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions, we have:

max
Ω

L(Ω),

s.t.
∂L(Ω)
∂ω(1) = 0,

∂L(Ω)
∂b(1) = 0,

∂L(Ω)
∂ξ

= 0,
∂L(Ω)
∂η

= 0,

α, β, µ, γ ≥ 0.

(34)

Evaluating the partial derivatives yields:

∂L
∂ω(1) = AT (Aω(1) + e1b(1)) + BTα +CTµ = 0,

∂L
∂b(1) = eT

1 (Aω(1) + e1b(1)) + eT
2α + eT

3 µ = 0,

∂L
∂ξ
= c1e2 − α − β = 0,

∂L
∂η
= c2e3 − µ − γ = 0

(35)

Given that β, γ ≥ 0, we can reformulate the constraints on α and µ:

0 ≤ α ≤ c1e2, 0 ≤ µ ≤ c2e3. (36)

From (35), we have:

[A e1]T [A e1][ω(1); b(1)] + [B e2]Tα + [C e3]Tµ = 0. (37)
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To simplify the equations, we define the following matrices and vectors:

H = [A e1], G = [B e2], O = [C e3], (38)

and the extended vector ϑ(1) =

ω(1)

b(1)

 represents the parameters of the separating hyperplane for the p class.

We can rewrite the system of equations (37) as:

HT Hϑ(1) +GTα + OTµ = 0, (39)

leading to:

ϑ(1) = −(HT H)−1(GTα + OTµ). (40)

To ensure numerical stability and handle potential singularities, we introduce a regularization parameter δ,

modifying (HT H)−1 as ((HT H)−1 + δI), where δ is a small positive value and I is the identity matrix.

In dual optimization theory, the Wolfe dual corresponding to the (31) is formulated as

max
α,µ

−
1
2

(αT G + µT O)(HT H)−1(GTα + OTµ)

+ (eT
2 + RT

2 )α + ((1 − ϵ)eT
3 + RT

3 )µ

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ c1e2, 0 ≤ µ ≤ c2e3

(41)

The problem can be represented in an augmented matrix form as follows:

max
α,µ

−
1
2

[
αT µT

] GO
 (HT H)−1

[
GT OT

] αµ
 +

 (e2 + R2)

((1 − ϵ)e3 + R3)


T αµ


s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ c1e2, 0 ≤ µ ≤ c2e3.

(42)

This formulation highlights the quadratic nature of the optimization problem and facilitates the use of stan-

dard quadratic programming solvers.

Finally, we can derive the dual formulation of the QPP (31) as follows,

max
α

−
1
2
XTV(HT H)−1VTX + eT

4X,

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ E.
(43)

whereV = [G; O], e4 = [(e2 + R2); ((1 − ϵ)e3 + R3)],X = [α; β], E = [c1e2; c2e3].

Similarly, we can derive the dual problem and solution for the second QPP:
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max
λ,ν

−
1
2

(λT P + νT S )(QT Q)−1(PTλ + S Tν)

+ (eT
1 + RT

1 )λ + ((1 − ϵ)eT
3 + RT

3 )ν

s.t. 0 ≤ λ ≤ c3e1, 0 ≤ ν ≤ c4e3

(44)

where

P = [A e1], Q = [B e2], S = [C e3], (45)

and the extended vector ϑ(2) =

ω(2)

b(2)

, represents the parameters of the separating hyperplane for the q class.

We can write the system of equations as:

QT Qϑ(2) + PTλ + S Tν = 0, (46)

thus,

ϑ(2) = −(QT Q)−1(PTλ + S Tν). (47)

Similarly, we can derive the dual formulation of the QPP (32) as follows,

max
α
−

1
2
PTR(GT G)−1RTP + eT

4α,

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ F
(48)

where R = [H; O], e4 = [(e1 + R1); ((1 − ϵ)e3 + R3)],P = [γ; ν] , F = [c3e1; c4e3].

The separating hyperplanes are derived from ϑ(1) and ϑ(2) Eq.(40) and (51):

zTω(1) + b(1) = 0 and zTω(2) + b(2) = 0 (49)

A distinct sample z ∈ Rn is classified based on its minimum distance to these hyperplanes:

h(z) = min
1,2
{δ1(z), δ2(z)}, (50)

where,

δ1(z) = |zTω(1) + b(1)|, δ2(z) = |zTω(2) + b(2)|. (51)

where |·| signifies the orthogonal distance of the point z from the planes zTω(1)+b(1) = 0 and zTω(2)+b(2) =

0.
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3.3. Nonlinear Twin-KSVC

This section explores the extension of the linear Twin-KSVC to accommodate nonlinear patterns. We

employ kernel-generated surfaces to map input data into a higher-dimensional feature space, where a linear

classifier is implemented. This classifier corresponds to a nonlinear separating surface in the original input

space. The kernel-generated surfaces are defined as:

K(zT ,D)w(1) + e1b(1) = 0, (52)

K(zT ,D)w(2) + e2b(2) = 0, (53)

Here, D = [A; B; C], and K represents an arbitrary kernel function. The primal Quadratic Programming

Problems (QPPs) of the nonlinear Twin-KSVC corresponding to these surfaces are formulated as:

min
w(1),b(1),ξ,η

1
2
∥K(A,D)w(1) + e1b(1)∥2 + c1eT

2 ξ + c2eT
3 η

s.t. − (K(B,D)w(1) + e2b(1)) + ξ ≥ e2 + R2, ξ ≥ 0,

− (K(C,D)w(1) + e3b(1)) + η ≥ (1 − ϵ)e3 + R3, η ≥ 0

(54)

and

min
w(2),b(2),ξ∗,η∗

1
2
∥K(B,D)w(2) + e2b(2)∥2 + c3eT

1 ξ
∗ + c4eT

3 η
∗

s.t. (K(A,D)w(2) + e1b(2)) + ξ∗ ≥ e1 + R1, ξ∗ ≥ 0,

(K(C,D)w(2) + e3b(2)) + η∗ ≥ e3(1 − ϵ) + R3, η
∗ ≥ 0

(55)

To solve these QPPs, we introduce the Lagrangian function:

L(Ω) =
1
2
∥K(A,D)w(1) + e1b(1)∥2 + c1eT

2 ξ + c2eT
3 η

− αT (−(K(B,D)ω(1) + e2b(1)) + ξ − e2 − R2) − βT ξ

− µT (−(K(C,D)w(1) + e3b(1)) + η − (1 − ϵ)e3 − R3) − γTη

(56)

where α ≥ 0e, β ≥ 0e, µ ≥ 0e, γ ≥ 0e are Lagrangian multipliers. Applying the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker

(KKT) conditions, we differentiate the Lagrangian function with respect to the variables, yielding:

∂L
∂ω(1) = K(A,D)T (K(A,D)ω(1) + e1b(1)) + K(B,D)Tα + K(C,D)Tµ = 0,

∂L
∂b(1) = eT

1 (K(A,D)ω(1) + e1b(1)) + eT
2α + eT

3 µ = 0,

∂L
∂ξ
= c1e2 − α − β = 0,

∂L
∂η
= c2e3 − µ − γ = 0.

(57)
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Given that β, γ ≥ 0, we can reformulate the constraints on α and µ:

0 ≤ α ≤ c1e2, 0 ≤ µ ≤ c2e3. (58)

we can consolidate equations (57) into a more compact form:

[K(A,D) e1]T [K(A,D) e1][ω(1); b(1)] + [K(B,D) e2]Tα + [K(C,D) e3]Tµ = 0. (59)

To enhance clarity and streamline our notation, let’s introduce the following matrix and vector definitions:

H = [K(A,D) e1], G = [K(B,D) e2], O = [K(C,D) e3] (60)

Employing these newly defined terms, our equation transforms into:

HT Hϑ(1) +GTα + OTµ = 0, (61)

This condensed form allows us to solve for ϑ(1), yielding:

ϑ(1) =

ω(1)

b(1)

 = −(HT H)−1(GTα + OTµ). (62)

For cases of ill-conditioning, we modify this to:

ϑ(1) =

ω(1)

b(1)

 = −(HT H + δI)−1(GTα + OTµ). (63)

Substituting these equations into the Lagrangian function, we obtain:

max
α,µ
−

1
2

[
αT µT

] GO
 (HT H)−1

[
GT OT

] αµ
 +

 (e2 + R2)

((1 − ϵ)e3 + R3)


T αµ


s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ c1e2, 0 ≤ µ ≤ c2e3

(64)

This formulation highlights the quadratic nature of our optimization problem, facilitating the use of

standard quadratic programming solvers. We can further simplify this to:

L = −
1
2
XTV(HT H)−1VTX + eT

4α, (65)

whereV = [G; O], e4 = [(e2 + R2); ((1 − ϵ)e3 + R3)],X = [α; β]. Finally, we derive the dual formulation of

the first QPP as:

max
α
−

1
2
XT V(HT H)−1VTX + eT

4X,

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ E
(66)
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where E = [c1e2; c2e3]. Similarly, the dual formulation of the second QPP is:

max
α
−

1
2
PTR(GT G)−1RTP + eT

4α,

s.t. 0 ≤ α ≤ F
(67)

where R = [H; O], e4 = [(e1 + R1); ((1 − ϵ)e3 + R3)],P = [γ; ν] , F = [c3e1; c4e3].

3.4. Algorithm Design and Implementation

The GB-TKSVC algorithm employs a combination of hierarchical clustering with K-Means and granular

ball generation to efficiently partition and classify multi-class data.

The clustering method used in GB-TKSVC incorporates hierarchical clustering and K-Means to recur-

sively partition data into clusters based on purity thresholds and label homogeneity. Each cluster is itera-

tively formed to maximize homogeneity, resulting in final clusters that accurately reflect class separations.

The hierarchical clustering with the K-Means algorithm is detailed in Algorithm 2.

The GB-TKSVC Code is structured as follows:

• Granular Ball Generation: The process begins with hierarchical K-Means clustering to partition the

dataset into granular balls (Algorithm 1). This step ensures that the data is split into homogeneous

subsets based on a purity threshold, with each granular ball defined by its centroid, radius, and label.

These granular balls serve as a foundation for constructing hyperplanes in the classification phase.

• Hierarchical Clustering with K-Means: The hierarchical clustering method (Algorithm 2) recur-

sively divides the data into smaller clusters. This structured partitioning reduces within-cluster vari-

ance and provides a more organized dataset for subsequent analysis. The hierarchical approach helps

in efficiently managing data and minimizing the complexity of classification.

• GB-TKSVC Classification: Using the granular balls, the GB-TKSVC algorithm (Algorithm 3) con-

structs pairwise comparisons between classes. For each class pair, the data is divided into three sets:

A (class 1), B (class 2), and C (remaining classes). Centroids and radii are extracted for these sets,

and QPPs are formulated to derive hyperplane parameters (w1, b1) and (w2, b2). The hyperplanes are

then used for classifying new data points through a voting mechanism.

The overall time complexity of GB-TKSVC includes the complexity of hierarchical clustering with K-

Means and the classification process. The hierarchical clustering with K-Means has a time complexity of

O(k ·n · t ·d), where k is the number of clusters, n is the number of data points, t is the number of iterations for
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Algorithm 2 Hierarchical Clustering with KMeans
Require: Dataset X = {(xi, yi)}Ni=1, purity threshold θ, number of clusters k

Ensure: Set of hierarchical clusters C = {C j}
M
j=1

1: Initialize C ← ∅, root cluster C0 ← X

2: while purity of C is below θ or unique labels > 1 do

3: Apply KMeans on C to partition into sub-clusters

4: for each sub-cluster Cs do

5: Recursively cluster Cs and add to C

6: end for

7: end while

8: return C

Algorithm 3 GB-TKSVC
Require: DataTrain, TestX, c1, c2, c3, c4, ϵ

Ensure: Predicted labels for TestX

1: Initialize: µ, ϵ1, ϵ2, kerfPara; identify classes, generate pairs

2: for each class pair (class1, class2) do

3: Separate data into A (class 1), B (class 2), C (other classes)

4: Extract centroids and radii: C1, C2, C3, R1, R2, R3

5: Prepare matrices: H1, G1, O1, GO, HO

6: Solve QPP for z1 using formulation, extract w1, b1

7: Solve QPP for z2 using formulation, extract w2, b2

8: Store (w1, b1,w2, b2) for the class pair

9: end for

10: for each test point in TestX do

11: for each class pair do

12: Apply hyperplanes: y1 = P1w1 + b1, y2 = P1w2 + b2

13: Update votes based on decision boundaries

14: end for

15: Assign class with maximum votes

16: end for

17: return Predicted labels, Actual labels, Computation time
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convergence, and d is the dimensionality of the data. This complexity comes from the repeated partitioning

and centroid updates.

The complete time complexity of GB-TKSVC is:

O(k · n · t · d + c2 · m3 + ntest · c2 · d) (68)

where:

• O(k · n · t · d) is from hierarchical K-Means clustering.

• O(c2 · m3) arises from solving QPPs for each class pair.

• O(ntest · c2 · d) accounts for applying hyperplanes to test points.

The space complexity is:

O(m · d + c2 · d) (69)

where m is the number of granular balls, c is the number of classes, and d is the number of features. This

complexity analysis highlights the algorithm’s efficiency in handling a large number of input samples by

utilizing granular structures.

4. Experimental Results and Analysis

This section presents a comprehensive analysis of the proposed Granular Ball K-Class Twin Support

Vector Machine (GB-TWKSVC) model. We evaluate its performance against two baseline models: 1-

versus-rest TSVM and Twin-KSVC. The assessment focuses on classification accuracy and training time.

We also conduct statistical tests to validate the significance of our results.

4.1. Dataset Information

We evaluated the GB-TWKSVC algorithm on 10 diverse multi-class datasets from the UCI Machine

Learning Repository and the LIBSVM Data Collection. These datasets represent a wide range of application

domains and vary in the number of instances, features, and classes. Table 1 summarizes the characteristics

of these datasets. The selected datasets allow us to test the robustness of GB-TWKSVC across various data

complexities, including the number of classes, dimensionality, and class distribution.
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Dataset #Instances #Features #Classes Class Distribution (%)

Balance 625 4 3 (46.8, 46.8, 7.84)

Dermatology 358 4 6 (31.00, 16.75, 19.83, 13.40, 13.40, 5.58)

Ecoli 327 7 5 (43.70, 23.54, 10.70, 6.11, 15.90)

Glass 214 9 6 (35.51, 32.71, 13.55, 7.94, 5.14, 2.8, 2.33)

Hayes-roth 132 5 3 (38.63, 38.63, 22.74)

Iris 150 4 3 (33.33, 33.33, 33.33)

Image-segmentation 210 19 7 (14.28, 14.28, 14.28, 14.28, 14.28, 14.28, 14.28)

Seeds 210 7 3 (33.33, 33.33, 33.33)

Teaching Evaluation 151 5 3 (33.77, 33.11, 32.45)

Table 1: Summary of Datasets Used in Experiments

4.2. Experimental Setup

We conducted our experiments on a personal computer with an Intel Core i5-11320H CPU @ 3.20GHz

and 16 GB of RAM, running Windows 11. We used Python 3.10, using scikit-learn, solvers.qp(). For

datasets without predefined train-test splits, we randomly partitioned the data, allocating 80% for training

and 20% for testing. We maintained class proportions during partitioning to ensure balanced training and

testing sets. We optimized the GB-TWKSVC model using 5-fold cross-validation on the training data. The

key hyperparameters tuned included:

• Regularization parameters, c1, c2, c3, c4: These parameters is tuned over the set {2−4, 2−2, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26, 28}.

• Margin tolerance parameter, ϵ: The margin tolerance is varied across the values {0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9, 1.0}.

• Gaussian kernel parameter, p: This parameter is also considered and tuned over the set {2−4, 2−2, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26, 28}.

Additionally, we tuned parameters specific to the granular ball clustering method:

• Minimum number of data points within a granular ball, num: This parameter was varied across the set

{1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. Before comprehensive hyperparameter tuning, we preliminarily tuned the num and pur

values. This step was critical to identify appropriate ranges where the number of clusters formed was

greater than the number of classes. The upper bound for num was set based on the total number of

data points divided by the number of classes.
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• Purity threshold, pur: The purity threshold, defined as the proportion of the majority class within a

granular ball, was adjusted in the range [0.5, 1.0] in increments of 0.05, generally using a linspace

distribution. After analysis, it was observed that the optimal range for consideration lies between 0.95

and 1.0. Thus, the values considered for further analysis were {0.95, 0.96, 0.97, 0.98, 0.99, 1.0}.

4.3. Results and Analysis

Dataset GB-TWKSVC Twin-KSVC 1-versus-rest TSVM

(c1, c2, eps, num, pur, p) (c1, c2, eps, p) (c1, c2, p)

Balance

Parameters (0.25, 1.0, 0.1, 2, 0.97, 0.0625) (4.0, 4.0, 0.1, 0.0625) (1.0, 0.0625, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 89.58 ± 1.35 87.72 ± 0.96 84.88 ± 4

Time (s) 0.1032 0.2283 0.1956

Dermatology

Parameters (0.0625, 0.0625, 0.1, 2, 0.97, 0.0625) (0.25, 0.25, 0.5, 0.0625) (0.25, 0.0625, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 90.74 ± 5.22 84.34 ± 4.16 69.73 ± 8.48

Time (s) 0.0976 0.3872 0.0903

Ecoli

Parameters (0.0625, 4.0, 0.5, 2, 0.99, 4.0) (1.0, 0.0625, 0.3, 0.25) (0.25, 0.0625, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 91.04 ± 2.83 88.66 ± 3.8 80.68 ± 5.18

Time (s) 0.074 0.2124 0.0628

Glass

Parameters (1.0, 0.25, 0.1, 3, 0.95, 0.0625) (0.25, 0.0625, 0.5, 0.0625) (0.25, 2.0, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 76.74 ± 2.57 69.99 ± 6.16 62.45 ± 1.93

Time (s) 0.04809 0.162 0.0526

Hayes-roth

Parameters (1.0, 0.25, 0.3, 2, 0.97, 4.0) (1.0, 0.0625, 0.7, 0.0625) (0.0625, 0.0625, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 52.44 ± 2.27 54.13 ± 5.86 51.17 ± 5.9

Time (s) 0.0139 0.0143 0.0138

Iris

Parameters (0.0625, 2.0, 0.3, 3, 0.99, 1.0) (0.25, 0.0625, 0.5, 0.0625) (0.0625, 0.0625, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 99.34 ± 2.63 97.31 ± 3.89 95.33 ± 4

Time (s) 0.016 0.0167 0.015

Image-segmentation

Parameters (2.0, 0.0625, 0.1, 2, 0.95, 0.0625) (0.0625, 0.0625, 0.7, 0.0625) (4.0, 0.0625, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 90.13 ± 0.49 89.01 ± 5.53 77.03 ± 6.85

Time (s) 0.0729 0.2309 0.0585

Seeds

Parameters (16.0, 0.25, 0.1, 3, 0.98, 0.0625) (4.0, 0.0625, 0.3, 0.25) (0.0625, 0.0625, 0.0625)

Accuracy (%) 97.61 ± 4.07 93.81 ± 5.55 89.98 ± 4.83

Time (s) 0.0257 0.029 0.0259

Teaching Evaluation

Parameters (0.25, 4.0, 0.5, 3, 0.97, 0.0625) (2.0, 0.0625, 0.1, 0.25) (4.0, 0.0625, 4.0)

Accuracy (%) 74.38 ± 7.2 67.33 ± 8.27 64.67 ± 4.99

Time (s) 0.0153 0.0162 0.0174

Table 2: Comparison of GB-TWKSVC, Twin-KSVC, and 1-Versus-Rest TSVM on different datasets

GB-TWKSVC demonstrated superior performance, achieving the highest accuracy on 8 out of 9 datasets
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and competitive accuracies on the Dermatology, Ecoli, Seeds, and Teaching Evaluation datasets. The model

exhibited particular excellence on datasets with a moderate number of classes (3-6), where its granular ball

clustering mechanism effectively differentiated between classes. Notably, GB-TWKSVC achieved perfect

classification (around 99.34% accuracy) on the Iris dataset, showcasing its exceptional capability in handling

well-separated class structures.

The AUC values further corroborate the strong performance of GB-TWKSVC across diverse datasets:

Balance (93.42 ± 3.2), Iris (99.72 ± 0.2), Ecoli (95.00 ± 2.8), Seeds (96.22 ± 5.9 ) and Glass (73.29 ± 2.4).

These results highlight the model’s robust discriminative power, particularly evident in the near-perfect AUC

for the Iris dataset and the strong performance on the Ecoli dataset.

It is important to note that the optimal parameters for Twin-KSVC and 1-versus-rest TSVM, as reported

in the tables from [5], are based on Gaussian kernel implementations and were obtained after extensive

tuning. To replicate similar results in our study, we also employ Gaussian kernels for these two models.

In contrast, our proposed GB-TWKSVC model utilizes a linear kernel, achieving competitive performance

while significantly reducing computational demands and avoiding complex data transformations. While the

linear kernel approach is designed for efficient training, the Gaussian kernel is used where necessary to align

with the performance characteristics of Twin-KSVC and 1-versus-rest TSVM.

Figure 3: Scalability Comparison Across Datasets. The plot shows the training time of different models across various datasets, with

the y-axis on a logarithmic scale to better visualize differences.
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A key advantage of GB-TWKSVC is its scalability, which we assessed by comparing training times

across increasing dataset sizes. As illustrated in Figure 3, GB-TWKSVC exhibited superior scalability,

with training times growing more slowly as dataset size increased. This efficiency can be attributed to the

granular ball clustering mechanism, which effectively reduces computational complexity by clustering data

points before classification. The times mentioned in Table 2 represent the average times for 5-fold cross-

validation, based on the selected parameter set for the program to run. It is important to note that while

the scalability of the algorithm is impressive, increasing the number of hyperparameters may lead to longer

processing times, which is a common trade-off in machine learning tasks.

Figure 4 shows a 3D surface plot that maps the accuracy of GB-TWKSVC against different combinations

of purity and the number of data points. The surface plots for the Seeds, Iris, and Ecoli datasets reveal the

performance of the model under varying num and pur parameters. For the Seeds dataset, the model exhibits

a stable and high accuracy, suggesting that it fits this dataset exceptionally well. Notably, the analysis shows

that the model achieved an AUC of 96.22 ± 5.9 and an accuracy of 97.61 ± 4.07. This analysis was not

compared with any other model, as the primary focus was to demonstrate the model’s effective performance

on this particular dataset.

Figure 4: 3D Surface Plots for the Seeds (left), Iris (middle), and Ecoli (right) Datasets. Each plot maps the accuracy of GB-TWKSVC

against different combinations of purity and the number of data points.

The Ecoli dataset plot shows intermediate characteristics, with some variations but not as pronounced

as the Iris dataset. Overall, the model demonstrates varying degrees of robustness and sensitivity across

different datasets, indicating that parameter tuning is crucial for optimizing performance on specific datasets.

Figure 5 displays the sensitivity curve, which highlights the relationship between ϵ and accuracy. This

curve demonstrates how the model’s accuracy fluctuates with changes in the epsilon parameter, providing

insights into the model’s robustness and performance under different regularization settings.
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Figure 5: Sensitivity Curve of Accuracy vs. ϵ (Epsilon).

The clustering time for generating granular balls, which depends on the minimum number of data points

(num) and purity (pur), is included in the total computation time shown in Table 2. Once the granular

balls are generated for a specific num and pur configuration, they are reused across different hyperparameter

combinations within that configuration. This reuse of granular balls makes the clustering process efficient, as

it only needs to be performed once for each num-pur pair rather than for every hyperparameter combination.

The clustering time remains relatively consistent for the same num and pur values, contributing to the overall

computational efficiency of our approach.

A particularly noteworthy result is GB-TWKSVC’s performance on the Glass dataset, which is known

for its high-class imbalance. Despite this challenge, our model achieved an accuracy of 76.74%, surpassing

all other variants in classification accuracy while maintaining computational efficiency. These results collec-

tively underscore the efficacy and efficiency of GB-TWKSVC across a diverse range of classification tasks,

demonstrating its potential as a robust and scalable solution for multi-class classification problems.

4.4. Statistical Analysis and Results

A comprehensive statistical analysis evaluated the performance of three classification models—GB-

TWKSVC, Twin-KSVC, and TSVM—using both parametric and non-parametric methods:

• Paired t-tests for direct model-to-model comparisons
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• Wilcoxon signed-rank tests to validate findings without normality assumptions

4.4.1. Descriptive Statistics

Table 3 presents the summary statistics for model classification accuracy across all datasets.

Model Mean (%) Std Dev Min (%) Max (%)

GB-TWKSVC 84.67 13.83 52.44 99.34

Twin-KSVC 81.37 13.49 54.13 97.31

TSVM 75.10 13.46 51.17 95.33

Table 3: Summary statistics of model performance across all datasets

GB-TWKSVC achieved the highest mean accuracy (84.67%), followed by Twin-KSVC (81.37%) and

TSVM (75.10%). Standard deviations remained consistent across models (13.46-13.83%).

4.4.2. Statistical Significance Tests

Tables 4 and 5 present the results of paired t-tests and Wilcoxon signed-rank tests, respectively.

Model Comparison t-statistic p-value

GB-TWKSVC vs Twin-KSVC 3.347 0.0101

GB-TWKSVC vs TSVM 4.737 0.0015

Twin-KSVC vs TSVM 4.116 0.0034

Table 4: Results of Paired t-tests for Model Comparisons

Model Comparison W-statistic p-value

GB-TWKSVC vs Twin-KSVC 2.00 0.0117

GB-TWKSVC vs TSVM 0.00 0.0039

Twin-KSVC vs TSVM 0.00 0.0039

Table 5: Results of Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Tests for Model Comparisons

4.4.3. Discussion of Statistical Results

The analysis revealed statistically significant differences between all model pairs at the α = 0.05 level,

with both parametric and non-parametric tests confirming these findings. The most pronounced difference
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emerged between GB-TWKSVC and TSVM (t = 4.737, p = 0.0015), supported by corresponding Wilcoxon

test results. GB-TWKSVC’s superior mean accuracy of 84.67% across datasets, combined with the statistical

significance of its performance advantages, establishes it as the optimal choice for practical classification

tasks.

5. Conclusion and Future Work

This study presents the Granular Ball K-class Twin Support Vector Classifier (GB-TWKSVC), a novel

multi-class classification algorithm that combines granular computing principles with TSVM formulations.

The core of the GB-TWKSVC model involves partitioning data into granular balls based on hierarchical

clustering and K-Means, ensuring that each cluster represents a compact, homogeneous group. These gran-

ular balls are used to define decision boundaries through pairwise comparisons between classes, facilitated

by solving Quadratic Programming Problems (QPPs) for each class pair. The algorithm’s design ensures

efficient classification by creating hyperplanes for each class pair and utilizing a voting mechanism for final

decision-making.

Experimental evaluation across diverse benchmark datasets demonstrates GB-TWKSVC’s effectiveness

through superior classification performance compared to state-of-the-art methods. It exhibits enhanced scal-

ability for large-scale problems, with reduced training times, and is robust in handling class imbalance,

particularly in datasets with moderate class numbers. The algorithm’s adaptive capacity to local data distri-

butions, supported by its granular computing framework, contributes to its overall effectiveness, establishing

GB-TWKSVC as a significant advancement in multi-class classification.

The comprehensive experimental results highlight GB-TWKSVC’s practical advantages in accuracy,

computational efficiency, and scalability. The algorithm performs consistently across a range of datasets,

establishing its applicability in a variety of machine learning domains, particularly those requiring efficient

handling of large-scale multi-class classification tasks.

Future research will explore several promising directions. These include the development of online and

incremental learning variants for streaming data applications, as well as advanced granular ball construc-

tion methods that incorporate feature importance and local density information. The algorithm will also

be extended to handle multi-label classification problems. Moreover, there is potential for applying GB-

TWKSVC in diverse domains such as computer vision, natural language processing, and bioinformatics.

Additional focus will be placed on theoretical analysis, including generalization bounds and convergence
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properties, and on implementing efficient hyperparameter optimization strategies, potentially using meta-

learning or Bayesian approaches. These advancements will further enhance GB-TWKSVC’s capabilities

and solidify its role in advancing multi-class classification within the broader machine-learning landscape.
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