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Abstract: Gene expression data usually comprise small number of samples with tens of thousands of genes. There are a large number of

genes unrelated to diseases in this kind of data. The primary task is to detect those key essential genes when analyzing this kind of data.

G TUH: H K HRBL A E(61673251); BR P4 4 B Wk 5 0T H (2018ZDXMSF-079); [H 5% s #F & it 4] (2016 YFC
0901900); F £ 1 R % AL 3% & T H (GK201806013); 1 5 i 48 1 A BRI Al 55 3% % T 5% 42 (GK201701006); B 78 A 1% 77 61 37 2 4
(2015CXS028, 2016CSY009, 2018TS078)

Foundation item: National Natural Science Foundation of China (61673251); Key Projects of Science and Technology Research in
Shaanxi Province (2018ZDXMSF-079); National Key Research and Development Program of China (2016YFC0901900); Scientific and
Technological Achievements Transformation and Cultivation Funds of Shaanxi Normal University (GK201806013); Fundamental
Research Funds for the Central Universities (GK201701006); Innovation Funds of Graduate Programs at Shaanxi Normal University
(2015CXS028, 2016CSY009, 2018TS078)

ASCHARZ IR T IHLES S 2 TT0E R R A G iR BT D R . B R . BRI BRI

WA B I): 2019-05-31; &SR [): 2019-07-29; K FH T [1]: 2019-09-20; jos 7E £k Hi it [1]: 2020-01-10

CNKI 454t % th iz: 2020-01-14 09:53:31, http://kns.cnki.net/kcms/detail/11.2560.TP.20200114.0953.012.html

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



1010 Journal of Software 2kfF 4% Vol.31, No.4, April 2020

The common feature selection algorithms depend on labels of data, but it is very difficult to get labels for data. To overcome the
challenges, especially for gene expression data, the unsupervised feature selection idea is proposed, named as FSSC (feature selection by
spectral clustering). FSSC groups all of features into clusters by a spectral clustering algorithm, so that similar features are in same
clusters. The feature discernibility and independence are defined, and the feature importance is defined as the product of its discernibility
and independence. The representative feature is selected from each cluster to construct the feature subset. According to the spectral
clustering algorithms used in FSSC, three kinds of unsupervised feature selection algorithms named as FSSC-SD (FSSC based on standard
deviation), FSSC-MD (FSSC based on mean distance) and FSSC-ST (FSSC based on self-tuning) are developed. The SVM (support
vector machines) and KNN (K-nearest neighbors) classifiers are adopted to test the performance of the selected feature subsets in
experiments. Experimental results on 10 gene expression datasets show that FSSC-SD, FSSC-MD, and FSSC-ST algorithms can select
powerful features to classify samples.

Key words: spectral clustering; unsupervised feature selection; feature independence; feature discernibility; feature importance
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5K 1 J5E IR B o 0 R v 6 8,
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TR AR R I 2 N\ VOB H 35 T A SR T M B R R B VA P P LA R SRR AR SR S TR R A R
R IE B0 AF D JBE 15 70 4% B SRR A i 2 B 5 R 25 A U7HR 6 T -840 3R 256 10 T M B AR A 3 1 B0V ) P R
Xt 5 2R AR R LA S REAE 22 18] BRI 6 MRV AR A 3 6 1 3 il b e s e 25 A USVE o TE M B ARG TR A 1 BV 22
Wrapper 77 7%, 3 H 307 FATAA] 2% S VR 1 Filter RfiF ik 7775 ——Laplacian score J& W5 BRFIF 1% £ 5%, 7 H
[F) A A P o 0 AR, S5 AR AR AE T B L X 307 43 0 DA s i L R 5 AR R B8 7, Laplacian score i /) il 4R AE
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Fig.1 The frame of proposed FSSC algorithm
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43 ] B, 43 5% FH SC_SD™X(spectral clustering based on standard deviation). SC_MDP®(spectral clustering based
on mean distance). self-tuning®/4%: X 454 4T 1 B8 2% 18 8] FSSC-SD(FSSC based on SC_SD). FSSC-MD
(FSSC based on SC_MD)#1 FSSC-ST(FSSC based on self-tuning)ixX 3 Filk 45 F 1% £ 5095 H b self-tuning £
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END
2.4 HAEMEBERESH
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score i 3¢ 34 ¢ F7 HE PP 1 i 1) 52 2% 5 2 O(dlogd), F - n<<d, BOB B o) 9 i 1) 52 4% 5 Dy O(d®). IRt AR S8 1%
SR BVE (0 0 W B R I 3 1 SRV PR R B 2% B O(dP).

3 ZWERSH

SR 10 A T 5 DR B dls B onf 559 R AT K, 52 56 £ FH 04 42 7T L Broad Institute Genome Data
Analysis Center(http://portals.broadinstitute.org/cgi-bin/cancer/datasets.cgi) fl Gene Expression Model Selector
(http://www.gems-system.org/)$ B £ 45 22 VR AN 38 TL R 1.

Table 1 The descriptions of datasets used in experiments

x 1 LR BERERNR

peiES FHIE$ FEA % KR
Colon 2 000 62 2
SRBCT 2308 83 4
Lymphoma 4026 45 2
Leukemia 7129 72 2
DLBCL Tumor 7129 77 2
Carcinoma 7457 36 2
CNS 7129 90 2
LungCancer-Michigan 7129 96 2
Leukemia MLL 12 582 72 3
ALLI 12 625 128 2

3.1 SIgIt

N T I UE BT H Y 3 At SRR MR 6 5k FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Hl FSSC-ST 1P g, 5256 L 11X 3 Fif
SR 5 LT v o I B0 G WA BHRRAIE 1% 43 5 DGFS(decision graph-based feature selection)®?!, 22 2855 75 I BT
P L MCFS(multi-cluster feature selection)!'). Laplacian 78 R1iEi% % 5 % (Laplacian score for feature
selection)!"®, 4 i) JC W BURRAE % 4% 77 9 RUFS(robust unsupervised feature selection)®1BA & JE 4 ) B 45 1iE i%
$£ 507 NDFS(nonnegative discriminant feature selection)®7E 3¢ 1 $4fs 45 i 5236 45 5. b 7E FSSC-ST ik,
FHTZ RSO E NG IAE 7,0 LR DGFS SR F R IR B8 v SRR 18] PR 25 T 7 HE e T P d
RFAE BB 2% 07 B AL I BE B AR 5 EE 33k Laplacian. RUFS Fil NDFS 5% FH 4% 5% AR AL B B4 A0 AR el b, EL 3T 468
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H K ¥ B S,NDFS Hik EML S 408 58 0.1.

SEEG SR 10 4738 SCRAIE 77K 43 I 25 4R 55 IR ., i 2 50008 SR FH 28 9 S84 SEL 7, Dy s R A TS [ 2 4 f
S 5 S R SR B K B/ M T iR AL B R T SVM R KNN(K=1)Fi Fi ) 25 88, SVM 43288 % A AR
{25 NFF R SVM T A6 LibsvmU* o 4% 50 HCR FH 26 4 1% 06 250, 78 771 1K1 C B 20,34 A2 2 50 HUBR A DA
5 9K 10 3758 XERAIE 5256 45 T 01 0 b i 45 R0 0 R B, SR AA v DU SR P 70 2R IEH R ACC. AUC(E MAUC).
F2U5) F-measure. Sensitivity 1 Specificity. & H,F2 J& &1t ANV i dfs (0 PEA J7 325, 7T LA 4 ACC AN i&E & AT
HTHE 5 F-measure 3 525 1 43 J 8 50F 1 2BE AR I A8 77 B BRFH DL MAUC /& AUC 3 22 26 1) 85 (1 3 S2 364X
fidfdi F§ MATLAB R2017b S28; 9256 3K 4558 Winl0 64bit #:1E £ 4:,8GB W17, Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-6600 CPU
@3.30GHz 3.31GHz.
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Fig.2 The average indexes of KNN classifier of each algorithm for different feature subsets on Colon dataset

K2 #5IRAE Colon Hudfs GEXS A FIRFAE T4 1 KNN 2 K881 2R n e

K 2 Fios SE6 45 5 R, AR SC B FSSC-SD. FSSC-ST Al FSSC-MD & 5 [ E T 42 1) KNN 7325 8% (1 &
Tt b B 26 %] H A T3 B B MCFS A RUFS IR 2 4% 8 /& NDFS 5.3%:,DGFS 1% 5 Laplacian &% 1% £ (14F
TEFAE 10 KNN 2288 10 PE e fc 22

Bl 3 Fiom e 45 3 Bom, A SO IR ) FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD. FSSC-ST ik 16 4% ({45 T4 11 7 25 1k B
Ak, B 5E /& NDFS 592, MCFS I RUFS 52 3% £ 4 IE T 42 10 73 25 M B8 J& 1 ,DGFS #9% 5 Laplacian Hi% ik
BRIOKFIE T KRB R .
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Fig.3 The average indexes of KNN classifier of each algorithm for different feature subsets on ALL1 dataset
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Fig.4 The average indexes of KNN classifier of each algorithm for different feature subsets on Carcinoma dataset
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Fig.5 The average indexes of KNN classifier of each algorithm for different feature subsets on
DLBCL-Tumor dataset
K5 % 5HL/E DLBCL-Tumor $(# 4L L Xt AN FIRHIE 742 ) KNN 73 S8 8% P B fa bR

K 4 77 S 56 45 5 B R AR SCHE UK FSSC-ST. FSSC-SD i FSSC-MD 592 148 4 1) 5 B 1 42 11 40 S M e A
T DGFS. Laplacian. RUFS 5 NDFS 5315 % (1 3 K T2 11 4> 28 66 . DGFS+ MCFS. Laplacian %1% £
BRI -4 1 43 S 14 B & v RUFS A0 NDF'S B3 45 119 22 R 74 1) 45 T H A7 B A 1K 2404 438 I R A U8R 2 1, MCF'S
SR 0 2 Y ik R 1 4 9 KININ 43 25 2% 1 Sensitivity Al Specifity 1 bx_F g 4 #8312 FSSC-ST.FSSC-SD #1 FSSC-MD
S R I, Carcinoma £ 42 1 S 46 45 S48 7R, A SC TR 7% FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD F1 FSSC-ST #Jfig ik £ th X 43
RE I 47 BB REAE B IR AE T 4R

B 5 s 9256 45 B R, A SCHE ) FSSC-ST. FSSC-SD il FSSC-MD 5.92% 18 35 (1 3 [F] 145 5% B 43 2K 2% 11
ACC. AUC. F-measure. Specificity fl F2 fa#5 k¥ 4 4 T %f b % DGFS+ MCFS. Laplacian. RUFS 5 NDFS.
FEFE D TS AEK T 50 I, A S0 ) FSSC-ST. FSSC-SD 1 FSSC-MD ki B3 K T4 1 Sensitivity
FEFRAL T HoAtxh b 80922 PRtk A S0 42 B9 FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Al FSSC-ST i1y A 1% 4 31 X 73 B8 11847 1Y
FREF4E.

SEE B 2~ 5 HIsEG 5 ok E A SCHR B FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD. FSSC-ST HiE 4 A ik 5 i 2800 X 43 Bk
JIRUF B RRAE 74, 00 T H A%t bh ARk,
322 HEDRMRME LR

T8 UE AR S AR I R A 1 B, LB VA TE 10 AMRE BE TR AR 5 YR 10 H7 38 S IE I 8 1 AR AiE T 42 X BL
I3 A 10 5548 A~ 35 45 JL 0 B U AEL, SR FH 4% BVRAE 10 AN B3R 42 506 25 1Y) win/draw/loss A VF AR F M fE. 3% 2.
T3 MERT &HEIEIE 10 NEEE LFTIEFHE TSR KNNL SVM 2 2885 1 A7 35 4 e i %8 ACC.
AUC. F-measure. Sensitivity. Specificity Fl F2 {8 1] win/draw/loss LLH. 3% 4 45 T ZHIETER 1 19 10 ML
PR VLI B R T 42 1 KNN A SVM 43 K 28 % F8 A5 (8 1 S AAE P 31 win/draw/loss 25 SR LLER. R Aol AT R
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Rl 2k F R A SCHE H ) FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD 1 FSSC-ST 84 T Hofth %o bb 82035 1) 45 3 28 v hskE o 20 A F il 2k
FRA I ) FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD 1 FSSC-ST #5441 1 3¢ v 22 1] HL %, win KT loss &5 .

Table 2 The highest average index comparison of KNN of selected gene subsets on 10 datasets (win/draw/loss)

T2 FEVELE 10 AEUHE S TS TR T AR 1K) KNI 73 S48 10 e i~ 15 23 S B8 6 b L 85 (win/draw/loss)
Indexes Algorithms  FSSC-SD  FSSC-MD  FSSC-ST DGFS MCFS Laplacian RUFS NDFS

FSSC-SD - 6/1/3 6/1/3 9/0/1 10/01/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0
ACC FSSC-MD 3/1/6 - 4/2/4 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-ST 3/1/6 4/2/4 - 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-SD - 3/2/5 6/2/2 8/0/2 9/0/1 8/1/1 9/0/1 9/1/0
AUC FSSC-MD 5/2/3 - 4/2/4 9/0/1 9/0/1 9/1/0 9/0/1 9/1/0
FSSC-ST 2/2/6 4/2/4 - 9/0/1 9/0/1 8/1/1 9/0/1 9/1/0
FSSC-SD - 7/1/2 4/1/5 9/0/1 10/01/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1

F-measure ~ FSSC-MD 2/1/17 - 4/1/5 9/0/1 10/01/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1
FSSC-ST 5/1/4 5/1/4 - 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-SD - 5/2/3 7/2/1 9/0/1 10/01/0 8/1/1 10/0/0 8/1/1
Sensitivity ~ FSSC-MD 3/2/5 - 5/2/3 8/0/2 10/01/0 8/1/1 10/0/0 8/1/1
FSSC-ST 1/2/7 3/2/5 - 8/0/2 10/0/0 8/1/1 10/0/0 7/1/2
FSSC-SD - 711172 5/1/4 10/0/0 9/0/1 9/0/1 9/0/1 10/0/0

Specificity ~ FSSC-MD 2/1/7 - 3/2/5 10/0/0 8/0/2 9/0/1 7/0/3 10/0/0
FSSC-ST 4/1/5 5/2/3 - 10/0/0 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-SD 4/11/5 4/1/5 10/0/0 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0

F2 FSSC-MD 5/1/4 - 5/1/4 10/0/0 10/01/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-ST 5/1/4 4/1/5 — 10/0/0 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0

2 N S0 48 B IR, AR S I FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD il FSSC-ST i 3 AIF i 33 593 3% 5 1 JE I 14 1)
KNN 72538 () 5 Z5 Mk R 40 Ho At T %) th 5% DGFS. MCFS. Laplacian. RUFS fil NDFS %% 5 K T4 (1
432 EE 71 e () FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD A1 FSSC-ST Sy AH Lk, FSSC-SD Hyk i 5 1) 5k (K T4 11 40 S B
i, #£ ACC. AUC. Sensitivity F Specificity iX 4 /M #5 EAR T FSSC-ST Hi%,7E ACC. F-measure. Sensitivity
F1 Specificity X 4 MMEHx LT FSSC-MD 532 fr 4 th ) FSSC-MD 4 FSSC-ST 3% 1% £ i) 5: K 7 A2 ¥ 4 2
Ae M 24 76 F2 Fahn B2 A 3 PR AE 2 % 51k FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Fll FSSC-ST # 4% it 3£ IR T4 1) 43 2%
A& 7140 24,FSSC-MD % flt - FSSC-SD Fl FSSC-ST Hik.

Table 3 The highest average index comparison of SVM of selected gene subsets on 10 datasets (win/draw/loss)

F 3 BEIELE 10 MEEETE R TR SVM 43 83 1 B T 14 43 M R HE A5 LB (win/draw/loss)
Indexes Algorithms  FSSC-SD  FSSC-MD  FSSC-ST DGFS MCFS Laplacian RUFS NDFS
FSSC-SD - 4/1/5 3/1/6 10/0/0 9/11/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0

ACC FSSC-MD 5/1/4 - 4/2/4 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-ST 6/1/3 4/2/4 - 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0

FSSC-SD - 6/2/2 6/2/2 9/0/1 8/1/1 9/11/0 9/0/1 9/1/0

AUC FSSC-MD 2/2/6 - 6/2/2 9/0/1 8/1/1 9/1/0 9/0/1 9/1/0
FSSC-ST 2/2/6 2/2/6 - 9/0/1 8/1/1 8/1/1 9/0/1 8/1/1

FSSC-SD - 4/1/5 5/1/4 10/0/0 9/0/1 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1

F-measure ~FSSC-MD 5/1/4 - 4/2/4 9/1/0 9/0/1 8/1/1 9/11/0 8/1/1
FSSC-ST 4/1/5 4/2/4 - 9/1/0 9/0/1 8/1/1 9/1/0 8/1/1

FSSC-SD - 3/7/0 3/5/2 6/4/0 5/5/0 5/4/1 6/4/0 5/4/1

Sensitivity FSSC-MD 0/7/3 - 3/5/2 6/4/0 5/5/0 5/4/1 6/4/0 5/4/1
FSSC-ST 2/5/3 2/5/3 - 6/4/0 5/5/0 5/4/1 6/4/0 5/4/1

FSSC-SD - 2/4/4 2/4/4 7/0/3 8/0/2 7/0/3 8/0/2 7/0/3

Specificity FSSC-MD 471412 - 3/4/3 7/0/3 8/0/2 7/0/3 8/0/2 7/0/3
FSSC-ST 471412 3/4/3 - 8/0/2 8/0/2 7/0/3 7/1/2 7/0/3

FSSC-SD - 4/1/5 5/1/4 10/0/0 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1

F2 FSSC-MD 5/1/4 - 6/1/3 10/0/0 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1

FSSC-ST 4/1/5 3/1/6 - 10/0/0 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1

# 3 RTEEIEIEFERNEER FER SVM 7352881 % T s A0 T 358 LA R R AR SCH- ) FSSC-ST.
FSSC-MD Al FSSC-ST &y 46% #h A1t F % bt 529%: DGFS.MCFS. Laplacian.RUFS A1 NDFS.fi$% Hi ff] FSSC-SD.
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FSSC-MD #l FSSC-ST ixX 3 FRHEIE B IEE ML E THEX B SVM 43 K417 AUC e fE iR
7R, FSSC-SD 3% 5 1 3 PR 7 45 1 1 B # 4F, L V2 FSSC-MD 535, FSSC-ST A7 5 45 = T HE HI 1 3 Fh it £iF 06 %
LG R TR SVM 4r 2883 1) ACC LU 7R, FSSC-ST 3 5 10 55 R 748 1) 40 JS 1 BE a7, 28 s A IR
#& FSSC-MD #11 FSSC-SD.F-measure #§#5 HL 5 &R, FSSC-MD Hik i1 fEM& A8 T FSSC-SD Al FSSC-ST &1k,
Sensitivity FLE SRR, 52 A 3 Pl AE e $ 5k FSSC SD. FSSC-MD 5 FSSC-ST %k 5 [ L Al 14 1 29 5 1k
AE LA 24, FSSC-SD B& AL T FSSC-MD Fll FSSC-ST,FSSC-MD W& 4t T FSSC-ST.Specificity & i 18 L 5.7,
R FSSC-ST 5 FSSC-MD Hykm& ft T 32 t #) FSSC-SD #.9%,FSSC-ST 5 FSSC-MD 1t A AH 2445 Bk 1) 2
Rl F4EXT . SVM 43 585 1) F2 {8 R, FSSC-MD Hik ik it 28 J5 K ¥k /& FSSC-SD Hi& Ml FSSC-ST Hik.

R 3 B & BRI R 73R X B SVM 73 K38 (1 T2 50 45 SR 40 A 49 H AR SO HR 1) 3 R O B BN R AL ik
P FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Fl FSSC-ST X Hufft F Xt L 59 DGFS. MCFS. Laplacian. RUFS Al NDFS.
TE TSR (9 3 Fh R 2 18], 22 B0 0T (1M BE HE AR E b B A FRF B0 — Al Sy 4 et b AR - LAt B R ARV

Table 4 The mean highest average index of KNN and SVM

for the selected gene subsets on 10 datasets (win/draw/loss)
T4 BHIEE 10 ML ITEL IR TR SVM 5 KNN 732K 881

% = T35 53 48 5 1 35 4B EE 3 (win/draw/loss)
Index Algorithms ~ FSSC-SD FSSC-MD  FSSC-ST DGFS MCFS Laplacian RUFS NDFS
FSSC-SD - 711172 4/1/5 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0
ACC FSSC-MD 2/1/7 - 4/1/5 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-ST 5/1/4 5/1/4

- 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0

FSSC-SD - 6/212 6/2/2 9/0/1 9/0/1 9/1/0 9/0/1 9/1/0

AUC FSSC-MD 2/2/6 - 6/2/2 9/0/1 9/0/1 9/1/0 9/0/1 9/1/0
FSSC-ST 2/2/6 2/2/6 - 9/0/1 9/0/1 9/1/0 9/0/1 9/1/0

FSSC-SD - 7/1172 5/1/4 9/0/1 10/01/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0

F-measure ~ FSSC-MD 2/ TR, - 4/1/5 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1
FSSC-ST 4/1/5 5/1/4 - 9/0/1 10/0/0 9/0/1 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-SD - 5/2/3 7/2/1 9/0/1 10/0/0 8/1/1 10/0/0 8/1/1
Sensitivity ~ FSSC-MD 3/2/5

- 4/21/4 9/0/1 10/0/0 8/1/1 10/0/0 8/1/1

FSSC-ST 1/2/7 4/2/4 - 9/0/1 10/0/0 8/1/1 10/0/0 7/1/2

FSSC-SD - 6/1/3 5/1/4 10/01/0 711172 9/0/1 8/0/2 9/0/1

Specifity ~ FSSC-MD 3/1/6 - 2/4/4 10/01/0 8/0/2 10/0/0 8/0/2 10/0/0
FSSC-ST 4/1/5 41412 - 10/0/0 8/0/2 10/0/0 8/0/2 10/0/0

FSSC-SD - 5/1/4 4/1/5 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0

F2 FSSC-MD 4/1/5 - 6/1/3 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0
FSSC-ST 5/1/4 3/1/6 — 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0 10/0/0

* 4 Bl X TR E M FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD #l FSSC-ST AR HILAER 1 A 10 AN IE KI5 dE %
EREIVEE R XS R KNN FI SVM 43 28283 B B AL F8 A 9 2 (B L 35 S 7 BT 4 H 1) 3 i Rp A1F i 8 LV P ik
FE R AR R 2y 2P e 4 0 M AL T4 L 892 DGFS. MCFS. Laplacian. RUFS #1 NDFS. 2 ! () 53 FSSC-SD.
FSSC-MD 4 FSSC-ST #H L, FSSC-SD $.32: 14 48 1) 5 K 7 B ¥ 3 K Be 0 1E 2 BUs 0L T R T B2 Hh i) FSSC-MD
I FSSC-ST %.4%,FSSC-MD £ AUC 1 F2 fa#r 5% i ff T FSSC-ST %#¥%,FSSC-ST R 7E ACC 1 F2 fabrms ik
F FSSC-SD &k FSSC-MD.

I g2 AR 2~F 4 52645 1ol LA B T4 1Y FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Al FSSC-ST i BRI 1k 35 59 46
Sf Al T % H 3% DGFS. MCFS. Laplacian, RUFES £ NDFS.$% H ) 3 Ffr i 47 4F 2 436 5201 4% A L FSSC-SD
B RHAE T 5 1) 43 25 B8 ) B 58, H IR & FSSC-MD Al FSSC-ST ik,

3.2.3  RHEFEEMBLE

RO/ TR T T4 M0 3 i J0 BB A e 40 B2 B N 2 R T 4R 1 20 M e U I /N T LU %5
PR REAE A I B RIS B K B R 4 I 6 JRR T 5 BVAIE B I B IRl 40 B2 KNN T SVM 43 2828 (1 B
PR AR AR AE T 52 PR 7 2 40 B 1) ST 2 e DR 45 R 6 8 T ColorBar JiG 3 0 €1, 3 7 22 PR 308k /> CREAIE T~ SR AU AR
/N, R 2 B R T ColorBar TR I B0 64 A iE T A2 60 & M RS %
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Fig.6 The mean feature number of selected gene subsets with the best average index of
SVM and KNN by each algorithm for each dataset
Bl6 2 5dnt 2% B SRt £ 2 T 4R X N SVM A KNN 73 28 2% (1
B CARARAB R S AFAE 5~ 4R 1 e AR £
B 6 BT 7 R AE 4 FUASE L 5 S R AR SCHRE Y 1) FSSC-SD\ FSSC-MD Ml FSSC-ST LV T6 1 SR H W A PP A
bR, 68 RBAE ALLT 203 5 1 de B 4 256 0 B B /NI 2E TR 7456k T F-measure $84%,75 ACC. AUC. F2.
Sensitivity 1 Specificity $&45 I, Bi$ t #9 FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Fl FSSC-ST 51k 1E & 45 5 35 i 30 15 21 H A
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AR5/ BB AR AT 4 2R 68 70 I R I8 7 4 4 A HL R DR F-measure bR It 43 588 T 0T IE 28 U0 B8 0,
R T R B X T ISR B RE .

LR 0T 6 BTN #5 SL1k I8 8 0 R IE - B2 FIUASE (¥ 43 B 0T 60, BT B HE 1Y) 3 P R AIE B8 8 8% FSSC-SD. FSSC-
MD Al FSSC-ST REf 1% 5% 31| 73 2 1 R 4 HRALAS K 1A 1iE T 4.

4 BREAEFRHEZRESN

9T A6 A S B ) FSSC-SD.FSSC-MD Al FSSC-ST 5132 5% L 5% DGFS*! . MCFS!". Laplacian!'®.
RUFS® VR NDFSPOR 75 BA Gi il & 35 1, A 15 % B Friedman K56 7 72 SR A0 36 45455 10 306 438 4 v ) fg 22 SR 136370,
7E ] Friedman A& 31 52 7] 1) 55 38 14 22 7 5 K F 2 B LUK 36 (mwltiple comparison test) {35 JF R 56, LA K
T A% X AR e B v 2 T ) R 3 M 2 e R TR 4% VR AE 10 AN RE 36 R B4 5 9K 10 37 58 36 TIE 3 8 H 4 4iE
FHEXT R KNN 402828 () ACC. AUC. F-measure. Sensitivity. Specificity Fl F2 &-¥845 7145 B 1 B AL E, 7E
a=0.05 I}, 34T Friedman £.

6 PR N9 Friedman R R S REEIE B EVE 2 MIAFAAE B 22 7 BT KINN /0 888 I TRINMERH 28 ACC 1Y)
7/=60.9034,df=7,p=9.9624¢-11;AUC ] /=59.4230,df=7,p=1.9679¢-10;F-measure 1] y*=58.7260,df=7,p=2.7102¢-10;
Sensitivity []/=44.7006,df=7,p=1.5633¢-07;Specificity []’=23.7982,df=7,p=0.0012;F2 I /=62.1587,df=7,p=5.5873¢-11.
p<0.05 % T A PR 6 AR 38 B or, [ AR 458 S HIR R R A B E E R

F 5~F 10 JBER T AME/KF R 0.95 B G — SRR MEIE B SvE 34T 2 B IR R4 R &R L= MFRRE
X SR R B R S 2 22 R = A RN & SRS Z R M Geih M, D ROR MR VA 2 T gE v B B

R 5~ 10 FrR i Gt H VRTINS R R AR SCHE H 1 FSSC-ST S b5 it/ LU AR AR % % 5% DGFS.
MCFS. Laplacian. RUFS fl NDFS 2 [a] 4 /7 1E . & 7 22 5 %F F iR th ) FSSC-SD Al FSSC-MD %1%, 4 1#i il
Firige 3L K FEE ST B KNN 42588 ) ACC. AUC. F-measure. Sensitivity Al F2 Arit, 5 B 5 LRk 5
% DGFS. MCFS. Laplacian. RUFS #1 NDFS Z [A[$5)(F7F & 2 AN F; 24 fl Specificity EARIT, 5 MCFS &%
WA BFEX Y A5 A s L DGFS. Laplacian. RUFS Fil NDFS ¥J777E & 3 1 A [F) Sk MCFS 553
Laplacian. RUFS #il NDFS fEFi A fabs F LR 5 A H X L H L NDFS Ml RUFS 7EFR T Sensitivity
Z AN A S AR _E A B R .

Table 5 Paired rank comparison of 8 feature selection algorithms in ACC of KNN predictive model

"5 8 FPRRAE e B SRV AR R A T A B KINN TN L f) ACC 55 2% LE AL

Algorithm FSSC-SD FSSC-MD  FSSC-ST  DGFS MCFS Laplacian RUFS NDEFS
FSSC-SD -0.1500 0.050 0 53000 22000 4.200 0 3.1500 4.850 0
FSSC-MD 0.200 0 54500  2.3500 4.350 0 3.3000 5.000 0
FSSC-ST 52500 2.1500 4.150 0 3.1000 4.800 0
DGFS * * * -3.1000 -1.1000 -2.1500 —0.4500
MCEFS * * * 2.000 0 0.9500 2.6500
Laplacian * * * 3 -1.050 0 0.650 0
RUFS * * * b 1.700 0

Table 6 Paired rank comparison of 8 feature selection algorithms in AUC of KNN predictive model

6 8 FURFAELLFF VA M XS BURFAE TR ) KNN PN ) AUC 5528 LR

Algorithm FSSC-SD  FSSC-MD _ FSSC-ST DGFS MCFS Laplacian RUFS NDES
FSSC-SD 0 0.600 0 53500 2.300 0 4.2500 3.7500 4.950 0
FSSC-MD 0.600 0 53500 2.3000 4.2500 3.7500 4.9500
FSSC-ST 4.750 0 1.700 0 3.6500 3.1500 4.3500
DGFS * % * -3.050 0 -1.1000 -1.6000  —0.400 0
MCFS * 4 * 1.9500 1.4500 2.6500
Laplacian e * * * —-0.500 0 0.700 0
RUFS * * * * 1.200 0
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Table 7 Paired rank comparison of 8 feature selection algorithms in F-measure of KNN predictive model

7 8 FRRFEIE B FIE MK YE X R AE T HE 1) KNN Tl B2 1) F-measure 55 4% 0K

Algorithm FSSC-SD FSSC-MD  FSSC-ST DGFS MCES Laplacian RUFS NDES
FSSC-SD —0.300 0 —0.200 0 5.1000 2.1000 4.1000 3.1000 4.500 0
FSSC-MD 0.100 0 5.400 0 2.4000 4.4000 3.4000 4.8000
FSSC-ST 5.3000 2.3000 43000 3.3000 4.700 0
DGFS * * * -3.000 0 —-1.000 0 —2.000 0 —0.600 0
MCFS * * * 2.000 0 1.000 0 2.400 0
Laplacian * * * * —-1.000 0 0.400 0
RUFS * * * * 1.400 0

Table 8 Paired rank comparison of 8 feature selection algorithms in Sensitivity of KNN predictive model

T8 8 MRRELE £ SR MM X NRFAE T 4R K KNN TIN5 1) Sensitivity 55 2% HL L

Algorithm FSSC-SD FSSC-MD  FSSC-ST DGFS MCFS Laplacian RUFS NDES
FSSC-SD —0.200 0 0.900 0 42500 2.1000 3.4500 3.3500 3.3500
FSSC-MD 1.100 0 44500 2.3000 3.6500 3.5500 3.5500
FSSC-ST 3.3500 1.200 0 2.5500 24500 24500
DGFS * * * 2.1500 —0.800 0 —0.900 0 —0.900 0
MCFS * * * 1.350 0 1.2500 1.2500
Laplacian * * * X —0.100 0 —0.100 0
RUFS * * * * 0

Table 9 Paired rank comparison of 8 feature selection algorithms in Specificity of KNN predictive model

RO 8 PRREE £ SR MR X BRFAE T 4R ) KNN TS B ) Specificity 552 HL AL

Algorithm FSSC-SD FSSC-MD FSSC-ST DGFS MCFS Laplacian RUFS NDFS

FSSC-SD 0.200 0 0.100 0 3.1500 0.5500 2.3000 1.5500 3.1500

FSSC-MD -0.300 0 29500 0.3500 2.1000 1.3500 2.9500

FSSC-ST 3.2500 0.650 0 2.4000 1.650 0 3.2500
DGFS * & * —2.600 0 -0.850 0 —-1.600 0 0
MCEFS * 1.750 0 1.000 0 2.600 0

Laplacian % * * * -0.750 0 0.850 0
RUFS b * * * 1.600 0
NDFS * * * *

Table 10 Paired rank comparison of 8 feature selection algorithms in F2 of KNN predictive model

2 10 8 FiURFAE I B SVA AR A 0 AR AE T4 A9 KINN FGII AR 1) F2 45 2% L

Algorithm FSSC-SD FSSC-MD FSSC-ST DGFS MCEFS Laplacian RUFS NDFS

FSSC-SD 0.900 0 0.3000 5.2000 2.1000 3.900 0 3.100 0 4.700 0

FSSC-MD * 1.200 0 6.100 0 3.000 0 4.800 0 4.000 0 5.600 0

FSSC-ST 4.900 0 1.800 0 3.600 0 2.8000 4.400 0
DGFS * * * -3.100 0 -1.300 0 —2.100 0 —0.500 0
MCES * * * 1.800 0 1.000 0 2.600 0

Laplacian * * * * 0.800 0 0.800 0
RUFS * * * % * 1.600 0
NDFS * * * * * *

10 FiRGeit i 45 R Bom: 4 F2 $8ARET, A SCHR H Y 3 Ptk R AiE W #5092 FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Al
FSSC-ST MMV 5 Fr 5 %t E 892 DGFS. MCFS. Laplacian. RUFS I NDFS £ 7E & Z YA [[], B4 4 i FSSC-SD
F1 FSSC-MD HiE2 [ A48 48 it B 3 1t 2 5. 5 4b Laplacian #1 RUFS. NDFS 3% 2 (6] 174 2 FH PEAN .

EH DA = SEvE 25 M A3 A ml L, BT 2 H RS AR I 3% 45 S FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Hll FSSC-ST A& JF & 5 % i) %
RL 2 9% 55092, BB 0 39 43 300 43 2 Mk A 8 35 X IR 155 B B9k I Rk IR T4

5 & i

R 4 DR R 050 1 L8 4 25

EES

A1 T W B R AT 3 43 859 FSSC-SD L FSSC-MD #1 FSSC-

ST X A AL HEAT 1 3R 28 R ARMDLAE 5 i (R TG A% P ) RO AR AL B B — 248 DA 2% S A3 0 6 AR RFALE A BRUARFAIE 1 4R 32
HURFAE X 70 B2 o RFAEARSZ AR RS AIE T B R, 08 SCRRAIE X 23 P2 O Hobm e 22, 58 SURRAE AL A O L 5 1 9 o
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X 43 £ 5 e REAIE 1) Pearson AH 5% 22 HORT AR (8180, % X 43 BE i R ARRAE, 58 SCHB ST 1 Sy e 5 7 76 R A1E 752 o AN A DR
fIEM¥) Pearson AHI¢ Z A XA 514, 8 SCRFIE B 14 L IX 43 FE 507 1 22 B 10 A3 R 00 42 1 S 40 X
G5 R I FAE R G vk 0 3 A I 45 SR R B T 1) T e B R AR e 4% 592 FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD #1 FSSC-ST
Y B B 3NN B 9 3 2 B8 0, B R RO A I R AGE 1 4, 3L R FSSC-SD VLI 3 I RRAIE T 4 ¥ 7 2R i
FIEA TR B S AR i 36 Sk FSSC-SD. FSSC-MD Al FSSC-ST 5% Lb 5% DGFS. MCFS. Laplacian.
RUFS. NDFS Z [AfE7E 2 35 1 2 .
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