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ABSTRACT 

Support vector machines are widely used in 

machine learning classification tasks, but traditional 

SVM models suffer from sensitivity to outliers and 

instability in resampling, which limits their 

performance in practical applications. To address these 

issues, this paper proposes a novel rescaled Huberized 

pinball loss function with asymmetric, non-convex, and 

smooth properties.  

Based on this loss function, we develop a 

corresponding SVM model called RHPSVM (Rescaled 

Huberized Pinball Loss Support Vector Machine). 

Theoretical analyses demonstrate that RHPSVM 

conforms to Bayesian rules, has a strict generalization 

error bound, a bounded influence function, and 

controllable optimality conditions, ensuring excellent 

classification accuracy, outlier insensitivity, and 

resampling stability.  

Additionally, RHPSVM can be extended to various 

advanced SVM variants by adjusting parameters, 

enhancing its flexibility. We transform the non-convex 

optimization problem of RHPSVM into a series of 

convex subproblems using the concave-convex 

procedure (CCCP) and solve it with the ClipDCD 

algorithm, which is proven to be convergent. 

Experimental results on simulated data, UCI datasets, 

and small-sample crop leaf image classification tasks 

show that RHPSVM outperforms existing SVM models 

in both noisy and noise-free scenarios, especially in 

handling high-dimensional small-sample data. 
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INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Research Background 

In the era of big data, machine learning has become an 

essential tool for data processing and pattern 

recognition. Support vector machines (SVMs), 

proposed by Vapnik and Cortes[1], are widely used in 

image recognition[3], biomedicine[4], industrial defect 

detection[5], and financial risk prediction[6] due to their 

superior generalization performance based on 

statistical learning theory[2]. However, traditional 

SVMs based on the hinge loss function have two critical 

limitations: 

1. Outlier sensitivity: The hinge loss is unbounded, 

making the model vulnerable to interference from 

outliers and label noise. 

2. Resampling instability: The decision boundary of 

SVMs depends on support vectors, leading to 

significant fluctuations in model performance under 

resampling. 

To overcome these drawbacks, researchers have 

proposed various improved loss functions. For 

example, Huang[8] introduced the pinball loss to 

enhance resampling stability, and Xu[9] proposed the 

rescaled hinge loss to improve outlier robustness. 

However, existing loss functions still face challenges 

such as non-smoothness, lack of sparsity, or limited 

flexibility. 

1.2 Research Contributions 

This paper makes the following key contributions: 

1. A novel rescaled Huberized pinball loss function is 

proposed, which integrates the advantages of 

Huberized pinball loss and correntropy, achieving 

asymmetry, non-convexity, and smoothness. 

2. The RHPSVM model is established, which can be 

extended to multiple advanced SVM variants (e.g., 

PINSVM, RQSVM) by adjusting parameters, enhancing 

adaptability to different data scenarios. 

3. Theoretical proofs verify that RHPSVM has Bayesian 

consistency, a strict generalization error bound, 

bounded influence function, and resampling stability, 

ensuring its robustness and reliability. 

4. A CCCP-based solution algorithm with proven 

convergence is designed to solve the non-convex 

optimization problem of RHPSVM. 



1.3 Paper Structure 

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: 

Section 2 reviews related theories of SVM and loss 

functions. Section 3 details the construction of the 

rescaled Huberized pinball loss and the RHPSVM 

model, along with theoretical analyses. Section 4 

concludes the paper. 

TRADITIONAL METHODS 

2.1 Support Vector Machine Fundamentals 

SVMs aim to find the optimal separating hyperplane 

that maximizes the margin between two classes[2]. 

Linear SVMs are suitable for linearly separable data, 

while kernel tricks[7] enable SVMs to handle non-linear 

problems by mapping data to high-dimensional feature 

spaces. Soft margin SVMs[1] introduce slack variables to 

tolerate minor misclassifications, using loss functions 

to measure classification errors. 

2.2 Improved Loss Functions for SVM 

In 1995, Cortes and Vapnik used the hinge loss 

function[1] to establish the first soft-margin SVM model, 

which was called the hinge support vector machine 

(HSVM), and its form is as follows： 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
||𝑤||2

2 + 𝐶∑𝐿hinge(1 − 𝑦𝑖(𝑤
𝑇𝑥𝑖 + 𝑏))

𝑛

𝑖=1

(1) 

where 𝐶 > 0  represents the penalty parameter, 

which is used to measure the model's tolerance for 

classification errors. HSVM employs the hinge loss 

function. 

𝐿ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑔𝑒(u) = {
𝑢 𝑢 ≥ 0
0 𝑢 < 0

(2) 

Introducing slack variables to (1) can transform it into 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
|𝑤|2

2 + 𝐶∑ 
𝑖

𝑛

𝑖=1

 

𝑠. 𝑡. 𝑦𝑖(𝑤
𝑇𝑥𝑖 + 𝑏) ≥ 1 − 

𝑖
, (3) 


𝑖
≥ 0, 𝑖 = 1…𝑛 

HSVM attempts to maximize the shortest distance 

between the two classes. Therefore, the decision 

hyperplane 𝑤𝑇𝑥𝑖 + 𝑏 = ±1  is determined only by a 

small number of support vectors, so the resulting 

classifier is relatively sensitive to boundary noise. 

Pinball loss is proposed by Huang[8], it replaces the 

shortest distance with quantile distance to enhance 

resampling stability but suffers from singularity at zero. 

The form of pinball loss is 

𝐿(u) = {
𝑢 𝑢 ≥ 0
−𝑢 𝑢 < 0

(4) 

where  ∈ [0,1]  represents the quantile parameter. 

When = 1  the pinball loss becomes 𝑙1 loss, so the 

pinball loss is also the generalized 𝑙1loss. The form of 

PINSVM is 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
||𝑤||2

2 + 𝐶∑𝐿(1 − 𝑦𝑖(𝑤
𝑇𝑥𝑖 + 𝑏))

𝑛

𝑖=1

(5) 

Similarly, (5) can be equivalently transformed into 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
|𝑤|2

2 + 𝐶∑ 
𝑖

𝑛

𝑖=1

 

𝑠. 𝑡. 𝑦𝑖(𝑤
𝑇𝑥𝑖 + 𝑏) ≥ 1 − 

𝑖
, (6) 

𝑦𝑖(𝑤
𝑇𝑥𝑖 + 𝑏) ≤ 1 +

1



𝑖
, 𝑖 = 1…𝑛 

Zhu[12] proposed Huberized pinball loss, which 

improved the pinball loss to achieve smoothness, but it 

lacks outlier robustness. The form of Huberized pinball 

loss is 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(u) =

{
 
 
 

 
 
 𝑢 −

𝑠

2
𝑢 > 𝑠

𝑢2

2𝑠
0 < 𝑢 ≤ 𝑠

𝑢2

2𝑠
−𝑠 < 𝑢 ≤ 0

 (−𝑢 −
𝑠

2
) 𝑢 ≤ −𝑠

(7) 

Where 𝑠 > 0 is a preset constant and  ∈ [0,1] is the 

quantile parameter. When appropriate parameters are 

set, the Huber ball loss can be reduced to the ball loss 

and the 𝑙2loss. It is also worth noting that, unlike the 

ball loss, the Huber ball loss is differentiable 



everywhere. 

Xu[9] proposed rescaled hinge loss and generalized 

quantile loss based on correntropy, improving outlier 

resistance but with limited flexibility. However, 

existing loss functions cannot simultaneously achieve 

outlier insensitivity, resampling stability, smoothness, 

and flexibility. This paper addresses this gap by 

proposing the rescaled Huberized pinball loss. 

RHPSVM MODEL AND THEORETICAL ANALYSIS  

3.1 Rescaled Huberized Pinball Loss Function 

Combining the Huberized pinball loss[12] and 

correntropy theory[13], we construct the Rescaled 

Huberized Pinball loss function as follows:  

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(u) =

{
 

 
(1 − exp (−(𝑢 − 𝑠/2)/)) 𝑢 > 𝑠

(1 − 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−𝑢2/2𝑠)) 0 < 𝑢 ≤ 𝑠

(1 − 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−𝑢2/2𝑠)) −𝑠 < 𝑢 ≤ 0

(1 − exp ((𝑢 + 𝑠/2)/)) 𝑢 ≤ −𝑠

(8)

 

Figure 1. 
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Figure 1 show the influence of the change in the parameters,  and s, on 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(u). From the expression and graph 

of 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(u), it can be seen that the re-weighted Huber ball loss is asymmetric, non-convex and smooth.  

3.2 RHPSVM Model Formulation 

Under the soft margin SVM regularization framework, 

RHPSVM is defined as: 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
𝑤𝑇𝑤 + 𝐶∑𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝

𝑛

𝑖=1

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖)),  (9) 

where 𝑤̃ = (𝑤𝑇 ,𝑏)𝑇 , 𝑥̃ = (𝑥𝑇 ,𝑒) , C> 0 is the penalty 

parameter 𝜙(𝑥̃) = (𝜙(𝑥)𝑇 ,1) is the kernel mapping. 

3.3 Theoretical Properties 

3.3.1 Bayesian Consistency 

Theorem 3.1: For  > 0, 𝑠 > 0  if 0≤  ≤ 1 , 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(u)  is 

Fisher consistent, and the optimal classifier 𝑓∗(𝑥) 

derived from minimizing the expected risk [𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(1 −

𝑦𝑓(𝑥))]is the Bayesian classifier. 

Proof: First, according to (8), suppose u = 1 − z , and 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(z) = 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(1 − 𝑧) , then we will get  

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(z) =

{
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
(1 − exp (

 (1 − 𝑧 +
𝑠
2
)


)) 𝑧 > 1 + 𝑠

(1 − exp (−
(1 − 𝑧)2

2𝑠
)) 1 < 𝑧 ≤ 1 + 𝑠

(1 − exp (−
(1 − 𝑧)2

2𝑠
)) 1 − 𝑠 < 𝑧 ≤ 1

(1 − exp (−
1 − 𝑧 −

𝑠
2


)) 𝑧 ≤ 1 − 𝑠

(10) 

Next, we will discuss the relationship between Lrhp(z) 

and Lrhp(−z)  in three different scenarios, where 𝑧 >

0. 

(1) when 𝑧 > 1 + 𝑠, that is −𝑧 < −1 − 𝑠 , we will get 

 



𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) = (1 − exp(
(1−𝑧+

𝑠

2
)


))

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧) = (1 − 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (
(1+𝑧−

𝑠

2
)


))

 

When 0 ≤  ≤ 1,   (1 − 𝑧 +
𝑠

2
) < (1 + 𝑧 −

𝑠

2
) . 

And also because[1 − 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (
𝑢


)]  is monotonically 

increasing on u, 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) < 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧) 

(2) when 1 < 𝑧 ≤ 1 + 𝑠  

that is −1 − 𝑠 ≤ −𝑧 < −1 , we will get 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) = (1 − exp (−
(1 − 𝑧)2

2𝑠
)) 

For 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧) , we should discuss the range of s. 

When 1 − 𝑠 > −1,  

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧) = (1 − exp(−
(1+𝑧−

𝑠

2
)


)), 

we can easily get 
(1−𝑧)2

2𝑠
< 1 + 𝑧 −

𝑠

2
,  

then 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) < 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧).  

When 1 − 𝑠 < −1, 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(z)

=

{
 
 

 
 (1 − exp (−

(1 + 𝑧)2

2𝑠
)) 1 − 𝑠 < −𝑧 ≤ −1

(1 − exp (−
(1 + 𝑧 −

𝑠
2
)


)) −1 − 𝑠 < −𝑧 ≤ 1 − 𝑠

 

We can easily get (1 − 𝑧)2 < (1 + 𝑧)2. And when 

−1 − 𝑠 < −𝑧 ≤ 1 − 𝑠 , we can also get 
(1−𝑧)2

2𝑠
<

1 + 𝑧 −
𝑠

2
 ,  then 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) < 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧).  So, when 

1 < 𝑧 ≤ 1 + 𝑠, we have 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) < 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧). 

(3) when 0 < 𝑧 ≤ 1  that is −1 ≤ −𝑧 < 0 ,  when 

1 − 𝑠 < 0,  𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) =  (1 − exp (−
(1−𝑧)2

2𝑠
)) . For 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧), we should discuss the range of s. When 

1 − 𝑠 < −1, 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧) =  (1 − exp (−
(1+𝑧)2

2s
)) , 

we can easily get 
(1−𝑧)2

2𝑠
<

(1+𝑧)2

2𝑠
,  

when 1 − 𝑠 > −1, 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−z)

=

{
 
 

 
 (1 − exp (−

(1 + 𝑧)2

2𝑠
)) 1 − 𝑠 < −𝑧 ≤ 0

(1 − exp (−
(1 + 𝑧 −

𝑠
2
)


)) −1 < −𝑧 ≤ 1 − 𝑠

 

we can easily get 
(1−𝑧)2

2𝑠
<

(1+𝑧)2

2𝑠
. 

when −1 ≤ −𝑧 < 1 − 𝑠, we can also get 
(1−𝑧)2

2𝑠
<

1 + 𝑧 −
𝑠

2
 , so when 𝑠 > 1 ,we get 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) <

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧). 

when 1 − 𝑠 >0, 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(z)

=

{
 
 

 
 (1 − exp (−

(1 − 𝑧)2

2𝑠
)) 1 − 𝑠 < 𝑧 ≤ 1

(1 − exp (−
(1 − 𝑧 −

𝑠
2
)


)) 0 < 𝑧 ≤ 1 − 𝑠

 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧) = (1 − 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (
−(1+𝑧−

𝑠

2
)


)) , which is 

obviously true for (1 − 𝑧 −
𝑠

2
) < (1 + 𝑧 −

𝑠

2
).  

When 1 − 𝑠 < 𝑧 ≤ 1, we can also get 
(1−𝑧)2

2𝑠
< 1 + 𝑧 −

𝑠

2
, so when 0 < 𝑠 < 1, we have 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) < 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧). 

on the other hand, the first-order derivative of 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(𝑧) 

with respect to z is 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝
′ (z)

=

{
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 




(1 − exp (

 (1 − 𝑧 +
𝑠
2
)


)) 𝑧 > 1 + 𝑠

−
(1 − 𝑧)

𝑠
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−

(1 − 𝑧)2

2𝑠
) 1 < 𝑧 ≤ 1 + 𝑠

−
(1 − 𝑧)

𝑠
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−

(1 − 𝑧)2

2𝑠
) 1 − 𝑠 < 𝑧 ≤ 1

−



exp (−

1 − 𝑧 −
𝑠
2


) 𝑧 ≤ 1 − 𝑠

 

We can easily get 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝
′ (0) ≠ 0 . By verifying the 

conditions of Lin’s theorem[14], we prove that 

𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(z) < 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(−𝑧)  for all 𝑧 > 0  and 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝
′ (0) ≠ 0 

satisfying Fisher consistency. So 𝑓∗(𝑥) is the Bayesian 

classifier. 

3.3.2 Generalization Error Bound 

Theorem 3.2: With probability at least 1 − 𝜁, RHPSVM 

satisfies: 



𝑃(𝑦𝑓(𝑥) ≤ 0) ≤


𝑛
∑𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑓(𝑥𝑖))

𝑛

𝑖=1

+
2𝐵

√𝑛
√∑ 𝐾(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥𝑖)

𝑛

𝑖=1
+
√
8 ln (

2
𝜁
)

𝑛
(11)

 

where  is the Lipschitz constant of 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝, and B is the 

upper bound of ||𝑤̃||. 

Proof: Derived using Rademacher complexity[15] and 

Lipschitz continuity of 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝. 

3.4 Solution Algorithm 

The non-convex optimization problem of RHPSVM is 

transformed into convex subproblems using CCCP [16]. 

The ClipDCD algorithm[10] is adopted for efficient 

solving, with convergence proven by the monotonic 

decreasing property of the objective function. 

By observing the expression of 𝐿𝑟ℎ𝑝(u) for loss can be 

decomposed into the following two functions: 

g(u) =



𝐿ℎ𝑝(𝑢), ℎ(𝑢)

= −



𝐿ℎ𝑝(𝑢) + (1 − 𝑒𝑥 𝑝 (−

𝐿ℎ𝑝(𝑢)


)) (12)

 

Obviously, g(u)  is a convex function and h(u)  is a 

concave function here. By substituting them into (9), 

the problem can be transformed into 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
𝑤̃𝑇𝑤̃ + 𝐶∑𝑔

𝑛

𝑖=1

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃))

+𝐶∑ℎ

𝑛

𝑖=1

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃)) (13)

 

Furthermore, we can use the concave convex process 

to optimize problem (13) by transforming the original 

RHPSVM problem into a series of convex subproblems 

for solution. 

𝑤̃𝑘+1 = 𝑎𝑟𝑔min
𝑤̃
𝐿𝑣𝑒𝑥(𝑤̃) + ∇𝐿𝑐𝑎𝑣(𝑤̃

𝑘)𝑇 ∙ 𝑤̃ (14) 

where 𝐿𝑣𝑒𝑥  and 𝐿𝑐𝑎𝑣  correspond to the convex and 

concave parts in (13), respectively. ∇𝐿𝑐𝑎𝑣(𝑤̃
𝑘) 

represents the derivative of ∇𝐿𝑐𝑎𝑣(𝑤̃) with respect to 

the optimal solution 𝑤̃𝑘 . To simplify the process, we 

introduce an auxiliary variable 𝑘 = (1
𝑘 , … , 𝑛

𝑘)𝑇 as 

follows: 

𝑖
𝑘 =

{
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 




(1 − exp(−

1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) −

𝑠
2


)) 1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃

𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) ≥ 𝑠

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃))

𝑠
(1 − 𝑒𝑥 𝑝 (−

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃))

2

2𝑠
)) 0 < 1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃

𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) < 𝑠

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃))

𝑠
(1 − 𝑒𝑥 𝑝 (−

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃))

2

2𝑠
)) −𝑠 < 1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃

𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) < 0

−



(1 − exp(

 (1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) +

𝑠
2
)


)) 1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃

𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) ≤ −𝑠

(15) 

then ∇ℎ(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃)) = 𝑖

𝑘 ∙ 𝑦𝑖𝜙(𝑥𝑖) , So applying 

the concave convex process can transform problem (13) 

into 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
𝑤̃𝑇𝑤̃ + 𝐶∑𝑔

𝑛

𝑖=1

(1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃))

+𝐶∑ 𝑖
𝑘 ∙ 𝑦𝑖𝜙

𝑇(𝑥𝑖̃)𝑤̃

𝑛

𝑖=1

(16)

 

After introducing slack variables, the problem becomes 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
𝑤̃𝑇𝑤̃ + 𝐶∑ 

𝑖
2

𝑖∈𝐼1

+ 𝐶∑ 
𝑖

𝑖∈𝐼2

+ 𝐶∑ 𝑖
𝑘 ∙ 𝑦𝑖𝜙

𝑇(𝑥𝑖̃)𝑤̃

𝑛

𝑖=1

  

𝑠. 𝑡. 1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) ≤

2𝑠



𝑖  

1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) ≤

𝑠

2
+




𝑖
, (17) 

−1 + 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) ≤

2𝑠



𝑖
, 

−1 + 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃) ≤

𝑠

2
+





𝑖
, 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼1, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼2. 

where 𝐼1 = {𝑖||1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃)| < 𝑠}, 

𝐼2 = {𝑗||1 − 𝑦𝑖𝑤̃
𝑇𝜙(𝑥𝑖̃)| ≥ 𝑠}.  

Further, (17) can be transformed into matrix form 

min
𝑤,𝑏

1

2
𝑤̃𝑇𝑤̃ + 𝐶𝑇𝐸1 + 𝐶𝑒𝐸2+ 𝐶 𝑤̃

𝑇𝑌𝐴𝑇𝑘  



𝑠. 𝑡. 𝑒 − 𝑌𝐴𝑇𝑤̃ ≤



(2𝑠𝐸1 + 𝐸2)+

𝑠

2
𝐸2𝑒, (18) 

−𝑒 + 𝑌𝐴𝑇𝑤̃ ≤



(2𝑠𝐸1 + 𝐸2) +

𝑠

2
𝐸2𝑒, 

where e is an n-dimensional unit vector,  

Y = diag(𝑦1, … , 𝑦𝑛)  and 𝐴 = (𝜙(𝑥1̃), …𝜙(𝑥𝑛̃)) . And 
𝐸1, 𝐸2  is a diagonal matrix that when 𝑖 = 𝑗 ∈

𝐼1, (𝐸1)𝑖𝑗 = 1,  otherwise (𝐸1)𝑖𝑗 = 0 ; when 𝑖 = 𝑗 ∈

𝐼2, (𝐸2)𝑖𝑗 = 1, otherwise (𝐸2)𝑖𝑗 = 0. Further, (18) can 

be transformed into the Lagrange function  

𝐿(𝑤̃, ,, ) =
1

2
𝑤̃𝑇𝑤̃ + 𝐶𝑇𝐸1+ 𝐶𝑒𝐸2 + 𝐶 𝑤̃

𝑇𝑌𝐴𝑇𝑘

+𝑇 (𝑒 − 𝑌𝐴𝑇𝑤̃ −



(2𝑠𝐸1 + 𝐸2) −

𝑠

2
𝐸2𝑒) (19)

 

+𝑇 (−𝑒 + 𝑌𝐴𝑇𝑤̃ −



(2𝑠𝐸1 + 𝐸2)−

𝑠

2
𝐸2𝑒) 

The corresponding KKT condition is 

{
  
 

  
 

𝜕𝐿

𝜕𝑤̃
= 𝑥̃ + 𝐴𝑌(𝐶𝑘 −  + ) = 0

𝜕𝐿

𝜕
= 2𝐶𝐸1 + 𝐶𝐸1𝑒 −




(2𝑠𝐸1 + 𝐸2)

−



(2𝑠𝐸1 + 𝐸2) = 0

(20) 

By substituting it into (18), the dual problem can be 

obtained as 

min
,
(−𝐶𝑘 + − )

𝑇
𝑄(−𝐶𝑘 + − )

+
22𝑠2

𝐶2
(+

1


)

𝑇

𝐸1 (+
1


)

+2𝑒𝑇(− ) − 𝑠𝑒𝑇𝐸2(+ ) (21)

 

where 𝑄 = 𝐴𝑇𝐴.  

We suppose 𝑣 = (−
𝐶𝑘

+1
+ ,

𝐶𝑘

+1
+ )𝑇 ,then 

{
 
 

 
 
−𝐶𝑘 + −  = (𝐸,−𝐸)𝑣

+
1


 = (𝐸,

𝐸


) 𝑣

− 1

+ 1
+ +  = (𝐸, 𝐸)𝑣

(22) 

Where E is an n-order identity matrix. Substitute (22) 

into (21) and let 𝑃1 = (𝐸,−𝐸), 𝑃2 = (𝐸,
𝐸


), 

𝑃3 = (𝐸, 𝐸), we will get the final form 

min
𝑣
𝑣𝑇 (𝑃1

𝑇𝑄𝑃1 +
22𝑠2

𝐶2
𝑃2
𝑇𝐸1𝑃2)𝑣

− (𝑠𝑒𝑇𝐸2𝑃3 − 2𝑒
𝑇𝑃1)𝑣 

𝑠. 𝑡. 𝑦𝑇𝑣 = 0, 

(

 
 −

𝐶𝑘

 + 1

𝐶𝑘

+ 1
)

 
 
≤ 𝑣 ≤ 𝑀(

𝐸1
𝐸1
) 𝑒 + (

𝐸1
1

𝐸2
)𝑒

𝐶



+

(

 
 −

𝐶𝑘

+ 1

𝐶𝑘

+ 1
)

 
 

(23)

 

Compared with traditional CSVM, the difference in the 

final iteration (23) of RHPSVM is that the upper and 

lower bounds of the optimization variables are 

constantly changing. So for the optimization of (23), we 

can use the traditional SVM iterative algorithm. In 

summary, the solving algorithm for RHPSVM can be 

summarized in following. 

1. Initialize 𝑤̃0  and set maximum iterations K and 

tolerance . 

2. For k=0 to K: a. Calculate 𝑘  based on 𝑤̃𝑘. 

   b. Solve the convex subproblem to obtain 𝑤̃𝑘+1. 

   c. If  ||𝑤̃𝑘+1 − 𝑤̃𝑘|| ≤  , terminate; otherwise, 

continue. 

3. Output the optimal 𝑤̃∗. 

4.CONCLUSION 

This paper proposes a novel RHPSVM model based on 

the rescaled Huberized pinball loss function. 

Theoretical analyses and experiments confirm its 

outlier insensitivity, resampling stability, and flexibility.
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