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Comparative study of four machine learning algorithms on the MNIST dataset
XIAO Chi
(School of computer and information engineering, Hanshan Normal University, Chaozhou Guangdong 521041, China)
[ Abstract] The MNIST dataset is a commonly used data set for testing the performance of machine learning algorithms. This paper
uses the MNIST dataset as an example to study the performance of four machine learning methods. First, support vector machines,
random forests, BP neural networks and convolutional neural networks are introduced. Then the four learning methods are trained

and learned on the MNIST data set. Finally, the performance of the four learning models is compared and analyzed. As far as the
experimental results are concerned, the performance of the convolutional neural network is better than the other three learning

algorithms.

[ Key words] Support vector machine; Random forest; BP neural network; Convolution neural network; MNIST dataset

0 5]

T BB BT, N TR e R AN T A 7= A
TG A A AL e N TR e Bl
WA AUz — 1 HLAS 2 ) 5 2 I 2K
P > 40 MR I A DR 5 i T

MNIST %4l 5 42 B T 5 B07 09 & R FAR . 1Y
PRSI, — 34 10 28, 43 X R EF= A 0~9 B
YR E R —IE45 60 000 5K, TR FH 2% 2 7 I 25
FHRE YRR K& —3E45 10 000 5K, A T
f YNGR R A 1 RE

AR SCHUI N FH S # 1) BEAIL  BEALAR AR BP 28 1)
25 TN B 22 ) 24 DO A B 28 = > 7 1L 7E MINIST £&
P4 _E YN R A | FF PG AS [RIAAY APEBE
1 HB/BFEIFHE

KB B AX, 75 ZAR B LES 2% S O ik 2 98 i e
HEAE . ITZ8 B a5 I D SR B A, an A i
“ANHLRER”, AlphaGo Y B R A B 1 R B R &5
Bz R R, 2 R 0 ] R HLAS = > B i
AN ARSCA AN 5 TR R MNIST 48 45 111
B JF e,

T

1.1 ZHFEEK

SCHFIR AL (SVM) J& — Rk T 48 i1 > Bt
() 3 AR HERFAR 23 ) i ] ) B e KAk 47
L KT A ], SVM A — kB Al e 52
Bt KA ZS [A] B ; % F AR Lt 43 2 R 8L, SVML 5
I Bl A% PR BSCRS i A 225 [) e S5 28] e 4 23 ], AR
R YEAS ] SEIR LR R 43, SVM AR 2t 5 1) H 19
S TR R MG R P TR 3 2 (R B e K [ s, 7
FEABAR 1927 212 A RE T AN St 1 52 2 7 T i 3
kD,

MR v s A IR S,y Rl R
LN AR5 2] BARIRTE n 4R R 25 1] S48
Bl NPT XA I R AT

w'x +b=0. (1)

Hrpr ) w" Ty TR E  w b 53 FRIRAL
AR B 75T w'y + b =0 HIEMENT,
lw'x + b | FR o« BB A, i 1
e, AR B AR 8353 R RN 20, A 7 T
T P,

R TE 5 500 R 10 < TR B AR, 23 R I W A5 8
WA, b TS (R, B LT BN

BEE&TIE . L Hss— s  H (LY201801) ; MM HiRHE: /v H (2018GY20)

EEBN: M H(1971-) , B 2t P00, EEI T E SR,
I #s BHA: 2020-05-20

oS AR K50 I @ E A XS S A



186 B o /5 M5 MM

510 %

V- I BEAS f KA A BB, F AR ek N -

vi(w'e(x,) +b) =1,i= 1, n.

1
min— [Jw|* st
2

(2)

w'x+b=—1
WTa+h=0
wTx+b=1

1 SVM WS EBE
Fig. 1 Classification hyperplane of SVM
Hr o(x) sEARZ MBS K £ ds AR 4E %S (5]
WS i A 2s 18], H AR BRBUE IR, R R R
PERY, (2) & R )
H T AR TR AE R 7 B — DR & £
S FVF— OB AT DAL TR S T R A — 0, 4

1 2 m
min — || w +C -
min = [ |l 21 ¢

s.L. yi(wT¢(xf) +b) =1-¢ (3)

E,=20,1=1,2,---'m
Horpr, € RARTI S8, FR 0 7 25 R 1 15
1:38
AL RAR Y H A T8 A 2 (3) B oAy it )t
SEU R ), AT A5 3 S5 AR IR Y B A . H
PR eREE N
aiajyiyﬂ(xi,xj)

~
n

s.t. iaiyi =0, (4)

0o =C

Hor, 0(x,,x;) HARLMER KA, o« FHiA I
Hafer
1.2 BEWLARM

PP (DT) F1 SVM #RJ2 B~ I3 2K 4, HRAT 1
RESRTH AR ST LA S ik $U5 A TR, Rt SR L2
G A ARAE T IO RE A I B A . BEHLARAR
(RF) &—Fh Bagging 4 2= > 7 ik, FIHH Z 1> DT
SEREAHEA TN 4320 g —Fh ke
1.2.1 DT

DT J& 5 TR S5 I AR ok, i) i o e 3= A0 4

AR 22 I 11 35 U 3 A R AR A v R 3 —
“RI5r7 @, AN DT 2R AN [R] A9 o) ok 348 K0 43
JEME, a0 ID3 JE T B, C4.5 FTF B 5%,
CART /23T Gini A4lifE, (H2, %A —FAkhe
TE A R4 A5 2Bl 0 286
BORFEARBHREE D, 565 k 2R BT (5 89 Le ik
P, |y | RZEBIAE N D AR B
[y |
Ent(D) == P, log,P,. (5)
B EM: o 5 VAT RERYBUE, WSR o SR XTRE
ALE D ATRIGY, D TR v S E T DR
FrfEEYE o FHUE N o BIREAS, JBTE o WFEA D
K155 B 25 .
\4 Dv
Gain(D,a) = Ent(D) - Y, 5 ‘Em(Dﬂ). (6)

=
P 0 2 0 T X B8 B2 A e,
T DRI, B T A B
Gain(D,a)

Gain_ratio(D,a) = W. (7)
- D D" |
IV(a) =- log,
(== 2 Jpp low

JEE o BT REHUE R H B2, U 1V () A9(EE
HOMBR (5 B R U AR R B AR M A
B E—METI SR, FHEN R ST S
B FEEA R G SRR, e R4

|y | |y |

Gini(D)= Y, Y PP, =1-) P. (8)

k=1

k=1 k'#k

FORTEREARES D h— A BEHLIE TP R A 1
IHEEIIMER . Gind (D) BN BARSE D W2l RS

DT X245 8 YN GRAEAS 2 2] o eI NG B
HIR, DT Al BEAFTE BE 7 BN AR A [ A I 254
B REGEIA R LLE i Y AR Gt U5
[, (2555 DT 5L 44k
1.2.2 Bagging I AH

Bagging J&— M TENA: 2T ik, B, Ak
YILRE RN N N, X TR0, BEALH A %Rl
Hi A YINZREE At N DS UIZRREA ARz i il
SRAE s HR N GRIT &I AR 1Y DT fe i, 38 2 #5057
g PR XA A B A AR A A BRI, AT
PEEERREE

RF S B 45 8 B 4R )7 m > DT D2k
Gredn TR TR — A A s Hi
O A DT BEEPUE ) Bk AR &l 2 i,
RF 4 Bagging 8 m "% > J7 ik MIBEHL T 25 RIAHSS &



12

B0, PURRHLES % > B TE MNIST BiE4E FA9x) LLAFsT 187

BEHLE RF B9 RO, — R HLAE IR VI 2R 5 i
JHRC o ) 32 B A5 1 K A D DI A 5 — R A o
DT I}, LAY 28 R AE v 2 X — 3B J0 R AR 2 57 DT,
A AL A e R AS R PR AL, BRI T DT Z 18]
AIAHSCHE . RF i pke DT PRS0 0 [R] it , o) g 24 %0
2 BAT RIFH a9 AR FATHE

TG

i ANINGRAREA K

i Bootstrap B RESN

BERLRRAE 25 0]

551 DT FHmBEDT

T AR

L, HIREER

=
ST

EiEn
EpN

& 2 RFiREE
Fig. 2 REF flow chart

1.3 BP &M%

BP #2455 A )2 | B2 i i )2,
AT B W R B2 TR A A
Filf iy, Moo AL 1# 3 R,

wy;

Wi S\f

B3 #M&ET
Fig. 3 Neuron

Hoip, xy 2y, ,x, RARFEDMHEITH n Ak
A5 wy FRE T DETCHE j DA ITTRIRGE ; b,
Je i B SR 2 ORI T S iy AN 28 3l
PR f i i1

0, =f(21xiwij—bj). (9)
TE BP 22 W 25 v T 1) 2 488 B9 45 500 O g A
JZ—> B0 >R R R iR 25 (5 S R R
~>ERBUZ o AR5 22 AN W DA 1o IR R ) 2% A
I, (5% 2 08/ N Ll 2 b, 38 5 0 4 27 ) i
SBUREAS B 19 AP RP AR D i 1 D7 B A AR B 132
TRBE ) ANl L etk
=JZ BP FER BALBRINE .

(1) A P £ BT O 9T, o
w, b, o

(2) S ) A 48 , 758 9046 2 Bl 50 o K
(RIS

(0) 7(0)
ih s bilz ’

EO) =~ (- 7" (10)

Hrp )y, SR ESHE, y, AT,

(3) ARk 401 2% pR S, T F 5 B T Y B 25 AN
BB B TG 14 53 2 T, - B i AN o R i 75 01

(4) FIWTH I sRE/ N T 20 78 1Y B B85 AR R
B ARNEE R B (2) .
1.4 HRRMEMLE

GIRIZ 25 (CNN) 2 H 5 AR B2
PR b2 ERE A, CNN R TS
B 45 5L, AR P b A — A a5 I i A ] 1) DX, DA
— AR X a2 2] B A B, I 2 EHR ) e
J7o BEBE, AT LLBE G s By R 41 2 . AN TR R AR
WL 2 AR BT S, AR B 3L A R AL
{8, AT S IESCHE A [ o7 5 4G DN A [] PR A
1.4.1 HM

BRUZ H— L8 A 4, 78 RUR B oA B
7 S R R R B A TP (R S R T X AR
2R AH e ; Ftas s afe FR SRS ke |, A5 31 A0 R 2 i i1
EIG Y BARERER BAE ; X R 0 BT A o7 i J A2 I 5
1B, GRS R WE 4 i,

AR GBRK fihEdRE

El4 HBRiIE
Fig. 4 Convolution

1.4.2 itk
EIG AR AR AR 3R il o) T B A AU E, BRRZ
i th AL I RS BRI . b2 4RAE
AT LA A RRIE BT EA T R 40, PR R 2R R, A1k
ML IHAE IR WAL ERAE I 5 R, — R gy
E AL, — R AL,
HR=2 % H=2x2

Rl

HfEbf

E5 itfeidiE
Fig. 5 Pooling



188 2 ofe i m oM

510 %

2 LBFELER

AR FH SVM  RF . BP .CNN Xf MNIST %4 4
8 5 EAR R Macbook Pro, 3K 4435 Python
3.6 .

SVM H R FH IR BRECH 1bf BT B H0K 1000,
BEIAEMAERZE, RF R AL Gini X144 100
A CART B, INFR Y s 75 30 o e /MEAR B 2, BP
Pl R 24 R 1 200 YEAR, — RN ZRREARBCh 128,
SR BB BE A AL, #E e e — 2 Sofimax
WG PR R, CNN # 2 M HEZR AN 6 s, B A2
1K 5x5 PG BIUZ 2y 3x3 Bl WAL %
P RtAE 2

HBRUZ 1ILZ 1 BRUZ 2 Wbz 21
2

fiih

i A\ 28x28 o
ERE Bl B Rokif Relu Relu Softmax
5%5 2x2 3x3 2%2

Bl 6 CNN {EZ
Fig. 6 CNN framework

SVM RF ,BP #1 CNN 7£ MNIST #9iJll 24 55 )
A F R HER R IR 1, Hh RF 7RI E R
100% , [H IR AEN] 96.91% , H Bl 2145 Bl 4 ; BP Hf
2 LS AE VN ZRAR NIRRT &R 2 S (IR, (H s 17k
JE R ; SVM PERE EL BP #2245 &7, {H SVM. Il 25
Bl BRI N 45 R B F5 I B RF (13t
A, 7R L AR R e

K1 FRFINFEHERE

Tab. 1 Accuracy of different learning methods

SVM RF BP CNN
PIEERS 94.71 100 92.34 99.48
M4 94.46 96.91 92.27 99.11

CNN fE3z 15 AN A YRR s AR 73 FE RS
A5 K pRBCEL A 5 R ANTET 7 Brzs, CNN 354X 10
U, AR B A T A QUCRCRH SO, R R A R
i, TR E

0.40 Lossl

035 103

030
Z0.25
X 0.20

0.15

0.10

0.05

2 4 6 8 10
ANV

(a) Pk
(a) Loss

1.00
0.98
0.96
& 0.94
E 0.92
0.90
0.88 Accuracyl

Accuracy2
0.86 Accuracy3

0 2 4 6 8 10
AL
(b) MERH
(b) Accuracy
7 CNN Bk FE R R
Fig. 7 Loss and accuracy of CNN
3 HRiE
38 o PURPAIL &8 2% 2 J7 VA X MNIST $54s B 4025,

SV R RN AR 11 23 28 THUN MERR %k UE, CNN TE
RER LAY, BB T3, ONN fL&
TREES 2 W —Fh A IR B 2 RN TR B
R, AR T LA IR B 27 ST HESE | AR S HE 4
RARIBURFAE , Wl YN ZRmst [R] 42 2 R S ARG BE
S % Tk
[1] 4. Hlass I [M]. dbat JEReR % it 2016.
[2] 3kifd, Tk HLasE ) RO AR R oE[T]. h G B

4R AARBHERR) ,2016,23(2) :10-18,24.
[3] http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/.
[4] http://news.sciencenet.cn/sbhtmlnews/2016/3/310264.shtm.
[5] kAR 2% SCRe I S LAY SR BN FHERIR [ T]. VLIR30 T2 B 24l

2016,22(2) :14-17+21.
[6] EZE7%, AR AR AAE ) Z BENLARMEIA LR [ T]. (5 B A H

A ,2018,12(1) :49-55.
[7] EZV AN FET BP M 48 AT SVM 43207 ik iF5E [ J].

A4 ,2015,36(11) :96-99.
[8] WUAE FET BB Z LI EUR /3 L[ T]. i 515 B4R,

2020,28(1) :1-3.



