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Totally Adaptive 2D Feature Selection Algorithm Based on Discernibility Matrix

XIE Juan-Ying, WU Zhao-Zhong

(School of Computer Science, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710119, China)

Abstract: To overcome the limitations of the FSIP (feature selection based on information gain and Pearson correlation coefficient)
feature selection algorithm that need human to determine the borderline to detect the feature subsets, the totally adaptive 2D feature
selection algorithm is proposed in this study based on discernibility matrix. It is referred to as DFSIP (discernibility based FSIP). DFSIP
introduces discernibility matrix into the feature selection process of FSIP. It first initializes the candidate feature set comprising all
features and constructs the initial discernibility matrix, then it detects the most significant feature from the current candidate feature set,
so as to add it to feature subset and use it to reduce the discernibility matrix. After that the candidate feature set is updated using the union
of the cells of the reduced discernibility matrix, and the most significant feature is detected from the current candidate feature set again, so
as to put it into the feature subset and use it to reduce the discernibility matrix, and the candidate feature set is updated again. This process
repeats till there is not any feature left in the candidate feature set. The power of DFSIP is tested on very famous gene expression datasets,
and its performance is compared with that of the popular feature selection algorithms including FSIP, nRMR, LLE Score, DRIMIM, AVC,
and AMID by comparing the performance of the K-ELM classifier built using the feature subset detected by these feature selection
algorithms. In addition, the significant test is done to verify whether or not there is the significant difference between DFSIP and FSIP as
well as other compared feature selection algorithms. The experimental results demonstrate that DFSIP is superior to the compared ones,
especially it has the significant difference to LLE Score, DRIMIM, and AMID feature selection algorithms. Although there is not
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significant difference between DFSIP and FSIP, it defeats FSIP in performance. It can be concluded that DFSIP can totally adaptively
detect the feature subset with sound classification capability.

Key words: discernibility matrix; feature discernibility; feature independence; feature selection; information gain; Pearson correlation
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B SERI R R, o Rk E =R AR I FE IS, 36T N TR B R 1 A P s 2% K HUE 73 i 13 2 0L
B ] B N T AR AT S L SR, AR S R AR A B PR AR A, R R
Z TR, ISR, 7R K IR BUTE RAFE. B FR TL AR FTE SSRFAE 2 7 T i S AE W s 2 K H Al ()
SERAN 1 T, A A R B BN M R ST BN 2 — 1R

REAE A PRATE UMK 48 2R SRS 1T 23 O 2 T R e 48 R SR RV RF A R 7925 . SR FH B ML 2% ek )R A 3
Bk, RHB R R R R LB 7 vE, KIE 5 4y 838 C R W] 43 24 Filter FEAELLEE /7%, Wrapper
FFHEXE 8 75 1020 Embedded FFAE B 4% )7 7245 ). Filter $51E 1% $ 7 VAR T BRI 2% 2 WL, A 45 52 1 VP HE
)32 3T 7 (O R R S S 14, B RE PR, (HR T B s B 0 5 e . R R R O bk
T R R SRR RS PR Filter 5 MERE £ VA H VPR, U Laplacian #5434,
Constraint 1343P% Fisher #44>P%. Pearson #3¢ ZP. TA5 K, MICPH4E . Wrapper J7 4K #8tT B A% )
SR, BLAE ST HLE o0 0k VR R AE TR 1 22 KR8 01, TR IR 00 AN TSR MBI 748, JEW 2y, H
FAAEEIE N XS, Embedded Jy i AKHE T4 I ML, HIE LS Wrapper J5i% AN A, Embedded J5 AN i 2245 Il 25 5
I3 9 N5 S FSAIE 728, FFOEE BEAEAR AL 22 SIHL E b ok B ik 72 b S23, JLk U2 Bt Ok B Ar ek 2k
H NAE. Filter J772 T PR . ANAF AR I & N M A5 2072 W H R,

X Filter J7¥E 75 B 45 & B E L[, FSIP (Feature Selection based on Information gain and Pearson
correlation coefficient) 53k Lt T L T4 AEHF UL S5 807 Pk () 2D W WAL RRAE B % JOAR,  DAf 0 25 5 SUHR
TEHEIRE, LA Pearson AHIC RHUE SURFIE MR SL M, #4538 LAFE R BE RV ST 1 4 50l VE D B AR AR ¥ 2D 2= 1), Ji
HRFEYE JEIRTEZ 2D 23[R, AFAG HE R AU N7 Ptk #AR S B R A A T 2% (A4S b A DXk, T8 B9 1 A DX 3 1)
TE. AT BARRIERS T 40 28 TTmk, & SCRFAE IR B 25 o0 SO R B 5 1k 2 BR, R JEAR b 8 IR A TR T A,
TEFERT 23 FE DTk K T AR B AE IR 1 # R AE 4. (B2 FSIP SIEFZE A W IEFAER 2D 2% 8] /34, 5K
IURFIE PR, A SR IEE PR R 56 4 B 84k, Sk, AXSCHEH DFSIP (discernibility based FSIP)5i%, LAHASE
A BIENHUOR IURFE T4, SEILSE 4 A sl LR IE L £E. DFSIP 55 N AT HE SR RE, SIS wr SR e, H
T S ORI 24 1 R R R R, 2 UG AT TR R R ) A 0 3 I B O B R R A, DB R AT i B
BAUERAE, DA PRI AE T IR 2 6 m0 R B, S 24 7 5 (10 ] 9 TRURE B 1) Il 7% 0 3R T AL A B AR AIE, TR B
Y E IR R AL P AR, REEN, HRWHHREMENTEN TR A, WERIER IR G T k. It
BF, B P 1 s AR RE IR A4 BORETIE 4. DFSIP A FSIP S0 N 15 5B E F A M FE A 0k 564 B 2h i
R TR R, SEI0 T RRAE T2 10 S8 4% B 3 B R .

1 fE8kE
11 525

Wi (entropy) & 1877 AEHJIE % KPR 2% SR I 1 — PR & s 8, B TRRRERE, REBTER,
FR R, Ja w2 BOg ik, M TRRRAMGE RS E, WRIBATF. #iE, HAE SR EB/N.

B —AME R RGN EAT mA, R HES U={u,u,,..,un}, pU)2 25 u IHER, WHZRSEH m Mg
AL AN B R m R, A% R SR R T LR IR N SR A U AR R H(U), 2 SO 23K (1):

H(U)=-2 p(u)log p(u) = —i p(u;)log p(u;) )]
HWREBOR, AARIZRGEATGE, e bR, WaE R mle.
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12 BEE
A (oint entropy), RN AR E A R % B E . TR EERES U MEE n MEET
LA V={V,Va,...,Vn}, FIBEER HUV)E U AR():

HU.V)= ZP(U V)log p(u,v) = ZZ p(u;,v)log p(u;,vy) (2

jti=m
Forp puv) 28 5 u v G R .
1.3 &M
%A (conditional entropy), FK/nHARRE S — R REESHIE KM NGRS, W FHEEREA U
Mgy B s vV, HAMMH HUV)E SCH A 3):
HU V)= Zp(v JHU |V =v)) = Zp(v )Z p(u; [v))log p(u; | v;) = Zn‘,'m p(u;,V;)log p(u; [vy) 3)

=1 = j=li=1

o, puv) A B u 5 v 4 -%#TE’J%#WK.

14 FRHE=E
{7 B3 7 (information gain) & LA A@), KARES UNERESHAEES VAT EEEMZEME:

IG(U,V)=H(U)-H(U|V) 4)

20 B 25 ] TR e BN, SRR IEHR HU)ZERFAE V 45 58 4 1F T A B e D FE R, R T KR s A

AR ERRE V &M N EINTE T £, RIE THRE VXM DTk
ZAEEE A KA XS Pr:

pu,v)

5
p(v) ©

p1v)=
A R4 R(6)FT 7
PW) = 3 PP |) ©

FARXMD-2RAB). ARG, AK@O)TALAX@G T, IBAR(T), RETHF LMW HE8. BEAR.
SAERE G AR
IGU,V)=HU)-HU |V)

M:

:—Z p(u;)log p(u;) — ip(ui,vj)log p(y; Ivj)]

i

u p(uisvj)]

_ 1 ; ,
Zp(U)ogp(U) =22 P(uvy)lo )

m

=—Z p(u;)log p(u;)— ( Z p(u;,v;)log p(u;,v J)+ZZ p(u;,v;)log p(v, )J o

j=1i=1

72 p(u;)log p(u;) —

3 Py log PV, + 3D P p(Y; Uy log p(vJ-)J

i= j=li=1

=~ p(u)log p(ui)—(—iip V) log p(u.v J>+Z p(v,)log p(y, )]
in1 i=1i=1
—H(U) - (HUY)-HV))
=HU)+HV)-HU.V)

R AR (TS, WA RE):
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IGUV)=HU)+HV)-HU,V)

=-" p(u)log p(U) - Z p(v,)log p(v,) + ZZ p(U,.v,)log p(U;.v,)

=3 p(uv))log puy) -3 p(uv,)log pv,) + 33 p(u.v,)log p(u;.v;) ®)
=1i=1 i=1i=1 i=1i=1
==2. 2 p(u;.v;)(log p(u;) +log p(v;) - log p(u;.V;))
j=li=l
Lo (PP
=- TR
2 2Pl vplog=

2 AIHFIRERE

ALYV B R 0E T REAR Z TR (R TT X 20 e 1k, U5 T MR RS S 0% R 20 UK RS 42 % e AR ML RE 52 05, 1
EPNER SRtk
2.1 ZeuiEEE

25 SUHLRE BB 1 Pawlak 3209 F 1982 4R, PADUJGAL S=(OXAV, oy & s — M B R S, Hobh: X 2%t
GAE; ARJRPEAE, R AR e B R E R R SR V =V, L Va REAFAE aeA IR pr XxA-V 2 —
AME B L pe AoV, 4 A=CUD, C £R 4B HEEGFIESE), D R v B G HIE), AR SCERIN D 1L
G —AT0E, WA —ANFAREME. VECC, R E 78 X @R 2 X 5T E k145, SREX % xeX
EJE M B L AT A R U 6 S 4R [xi e
2.2 ShEfEEE

25 SUHURE 238 T A0 B A5 RO, ASIE T T B A s A T IRX R R, 2008 4, AR O

ARIRRURE 4., 52 SLARIR G FR A1 by i 8 R R A mp S5 41 56 2R A

EX 1(ERE R RN, PUtd S=X AV, pE R —ME R ARL, BT ECA, WiZEN T4 E AR
KFE S AK©9):

Ne={(X;,X}) € XxX|45(x;, %) < 8, 0< 6<1} 9)
Hoh, AR LR0 % FEA) JET B 74 E (WFE R, 33X AR B n] DU IR FCHE B . Ly 0 50T 8 s B, A
G MR SEs G — A Ly Yk S BIES L

TEX 20581, DAL S=(XAV.pER —ME B RS, B T4 ECA, Ne Xt %4 X LT E (45
BOCHR, MTAEEFAYXeX, AL E FMAEE A 24 3(10):

Se(Xi)={XjlXj€ X, (Xi,X) € Ne} (10)

TE X 3(ABIEE). CAPU TG SHXAV, R A —ME B RS, EHETHE EcA, SvxieX, HARE s(x)7E
JEPESE E LR e SO A (1), RPARIR P IOREA Kb R A S L g

_ e Ol
P(Se (X)) _W
Forr, 1180l 11X1153 71 2 7 2 sk S (i) 15 FE AR AN BORI 5 L R G0 FE A KL

EX 4GB 5 4pE B2y, Callcdl SXAV.p R R - MEHRS, BIETHE ECA, (X)),
SO A X R T E, F AR, WIARIEA NHL(E)E A A K (12):

NH,(E) == p(Je (% )log p(Je (%)) (12)

I TR xRk Ul HAEJE SR E, F R A SRR AR OC 22 ME— 2 1Y), WO 2 @) HIfF B 45, wf
SE AR A B 25 NIGAE,F) b A= (13):

(11)



1342 BRI 2022 455 33 A5 4 B

NIG,(E.S) =~ p(Se.,s(x))log PO KD PO (X))

13
X eX P(Seus (%) (1

2.3 AYHNER
LU A 5L Skowron 1 1992 48 Y, F LASKAS B VE MLty BUARAE T8 LT AT U A
TEFR W RS SRR A S B S0 10 — K4 32, A5 3L 45 415 BB IIFF A AR D B34 gt cl i — AN B &
G To 41 %71 S=(X,AV, ), A=CUD, C F 75 4 I8 Pk 4 (R 45, D i v sf SR PESE CRIIAE), 3L T4 6
FR 1T VAR B 44 TR 0 M T Sk 4
EX S(ATHHRAERE). 15 68 R 5 S=OGAN, o) I AT HEU R M —AN X< X[ BB, e 3 my s b
m, :{{CEC|A°(Xi,XJ)>-5,Xi e X.x; € X}, D(x) # D(x;) (14

<, otherwise
Horh, @RIRALE, SRR E AR T HBIES L, D)EFEA x; 2EFR, mij & B8 X 5 FEA X, x; [1)E 1
A AINE e
EX 6(AE). —Ma R SSXAV, AT HERH A M, J&TESE EcC, WAl grlsEE M CT E 4
i & SR A (15):
m;, m; "NE=92
i~ {@, otherwise (19
b, my A ATHRRARE M B E TR, OR R
EX TURIEFHEF & CS). 15 E ARG S=X ANV, o) IFHHRFERE 4 M, 3ECC, WAE E XF Al g RAE FE M 3k
AT, AR HRRAERE MY, MO T RS e R I IR AR, BRI BT a) HE R B MRS ST R TR AT
FRUEA B T B R AIE 1 4R CS:

CS={clceCnrceumy,m;eM,i=1.,[X]|,j=1..[| X[} (16)

ij>
3 DFSIP &%

DFSIP SL334 FT 47 RE A A8 06 340y 11 BH AR 15 0 1 S 4048, 3 LI My 2 T S0 e, 3R £ 40
B L 2 S SR AE MR VRRE, FH R R MDA 06 MR SR AE T, T DU AE J R R 5 0 3 P 2 B s SR A
T, PR 21 T A A L TR M K PR, 0 12 1 5% 1A e T U AT 2 T,
AR I g%, BT A FARAE 2 1b. A, AT O 2830 6 00 M B0 T 8. AR AE 7 42 105 % 11 3
s, SR T FSIP A k2 b5 10 ) f. HETH5AE 74 H 1 K-ELMU1 55 2588 LS 288 11 50 2k B8 VP4 5 1
THEHR B WAL S, TR A SC DFSIP 5533 & L MU IE 4R 0 A
31 YRR, MIMEEERE
AU B HA 4 Datae ™™D, MIEHRAEGL A n AFEA, BEAREAS m AL fie 97 2R id=1,...mA
S (R A Y @ 9 Sy 2R i
EX SCEBAEBHRAR). 0 2 2 (13)78 SIARBIAS L1 25 oK i BB ANRE X T8 B BTk, A b B E 73R
FE, 4 AL BRI dis; & X ATR(17), BRI | AVERIE S R 015 R AL
disi=NIG (Y, ;) (17)
A SRS, IS | ANERAE X T 2 TR
TESCOCHAE IR STHE). ] S A A0 5 2R B8 R E 2 I (AR S, AR § Fr i indl 2 S 24 0 (18):
ind = > (-5 (18)

k=1,...,m, k=i
B k(i k=1, mYRFIEZ TR B 2R AR AR O R By AR (19), JEeh, 6 I REAR j ERFAE § IIME,  F A RFE
| ARG REAS (R 4
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- f(f =T
(19)

> (f,
ik = jn:1
\/Z(fji - fi)z(fjk - ﬂ)z
j=1
28 SRR T 5 R R AEAH O B/ IR RFAE, 57 1 R
EX 10HFEEEE). A T EAAFFEX T3 28 TTmk, 52 SCH 1 ANRFIE I B 22 2 20(20)11 score;, BIAFAE
i BRI dis; 55 H AL ind; (3R, scorey iR, 28 i AMRFIEANER 4L
score;=dis;xind; (20)
28 SCAANCRT DR R R B8 AN 3 P 35 R R AE XS 43 8 M Tk ok, B R ZLRE &, W] IR RE S
ML 2 T REAT B b, DI 43 S BTk B AR I RFAE T B Bl 16 FR 3.
32 Eifik
W H 4 Datae 7™V, Hl Data 4% n MREA, FEAFEARLT m AREE, 5B iG=1,...,m) MEFAE [ B fe 977,
Ye o™ b . ) DFSIP S0k (34 25 Bk I R .
oA IR X
v FRIE TR R
Begin
MR e S 5 ) AT HERAR FE Me 9™,
BARIERAAET4E CS A JEURHRIE T4 C, 1S IET4E FS A 4E, HIE FS=0;
For i=1 to ||CS|| do
P2 A dis;
M 2 X (18) 14 ind;;
M 23 X (20) 74 score;
End //of For
While CS=J do
K 24T CS [T AT FRAE HLAAE CABE R B A R AR AR L SIS 1 S G AR AR T 2D =47 (]
SCOre e =min;
For i=1 to ||CS|| do
If score;-score,,, then
SCOIe,=SCOre;;
frnax=Ti;
End // of if
End // of For
FS=FSU{fmu};
HRAE 2 L6, T fuax A PTHERARE M BT AT, 8 M 5 MY
MR & SC 7, AF B il B R MY BE BT I R AE 14K CS;
End // of While;
iy L1 A3 B BOHFAE T4 FS;
End
BT FS hRFERM IS K-ELM 432848, BLELAr 8 REVEMT FS RIZEFEAIRE 7. KA MA% 4 R %E £ K-ELM
MEZH C MBZRBASHyM B . ERh, ZHERTMG N logCe{-18,-17,...,15} H
logyye{-18,-17,...,15}, #ZBH KN 2 5. LL K-ELM 73 28 ME BE VRN R AE T4 FS 1902868 47, Bk EMERAE
P55 DFSIP Mg
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33 HAEABLENN

AL DFSIP S0 2% 1] 52 % S8 5 B2 a] R AR B 1y I ), ml R RE M2 —AS nxn B, HOooE
My A5 x5 x; 7E I bR B I (E O B R R AR, e N BB A . Bk, SR 2 AR
FEIE O(mn?). 1w 4 /N A IR SR D B8 Hdis 4, SRR HE R0 KT REAKL, B m>>n. DFSIP SV I 1] 5 2%
JE A2 BERE B A0 G SEAUR AT AR R, TR M R R L s R R, R M A d N R, 20 SR
R, EAE R HE TR, SLeh, ST IAA AT U B A I ) R RE N L O(mn?); TSRS JE R R RE
b 7 A R R RE (O 4 2K (0 T R A B 1) A2 2% FE SRR O(miny, Rk, 55 A R 0 A R L Ak T R
JEE 1) S T 52 2% B A I O(mPn); 32 456 S 22 (1) J (10 B ) 2 2% BE AN RS 2 O(m), - 440 7 ST vl U I £ ik i)
SR FEANHERE O(n?),  H A (0 B 2 iE 1 B POV I ) 2 2% BE AN O(n®). IRk, A SC DFSTP 34 1) i I /] 52 2 i
BB O(mn*+m*n+||CS||x(m+n*+n%)<0(mn*+m*n+mx(m+n>+n?))=0(3mn*+(n+1)m*)=0(m?n).

ARSI R LGB FSTP fR I ) 42 2% E 2 24 O(mn), mRMR [ i i) 42 % & £ 2 O(m?), LLE Score [ H [i1]
524202 O(n), DRIMIM [fI M) 5 44 £ 25 O(mn), AVC SL7A I ) 52 2% 820 O(m?), AMID S ¥ i) 1]
SLIRPEL Dy O(mn). 55 R LE LRI L, AR SC DESTP SEvEAS HLAT I8 1) 1 (4 3
3.4 B RIS

ARSC5EA FE N R IEIE PR % DFSIP ANUE T A%, 305& T U8l RSB Xe 9™,
W] HERA E Me 97, ok | ANFEAR, BN Xogwe FHD ™ AT BERARBEALS K Mpgye H0 D (835 B
55 X, oo HPHFGEFHE 50 ES Sy W) M, My I R M, {M"X" 5'} T Eh T M 79
FIREAE 74 S AL IR RRAE KT AT HE DU B Minew (BT EREE B Brost, Avens Dia BEAT LI, #71% 3 AN HURRE 24 1 24 ]
KR, BT EEAE Xoewe H ™ (REIE T 45 Spew 13 SUEIR SEAVHFAE T4E S 52 MIF, Spen=S; I, F3L
PR Xpewe H V™ (RS T 4 Spew HHITCZE AT AEIEN, B||Snewl-1ISI], MESRAEH BIRHE Xoewe H™ ™ IIHEE T
AT ETH I, v LAERRIE T4 S (MAEAE b SRR A 2 I IE T4 Spew. FFIE T4 S FI Spew Z1HI
FELEW T KR SCSnew-

4 LIGHERESSH

ASCE KA N WIER A 5 1 A NS EBURE M, RSB oL BN B 4
53 2508 T A OGP, 3050 2 S e ik B i I B 505, 48 2 BB 40 K L B A SCELYE: DFSIP SRRE e 4%
vk FSIPP7, mRMR™, LLE Score®”, DRIMIM!*®!, AvC*) AMIDSY i 14 .

Sy 54 AC XIRAE 52K, 3RS RENL ST BdE, SR mT T B BEAT T RL, IR A A R N b AL T A
PRSI ACHE . 4RGSO MatlabR2017b, SZERIAEE S Winl0, 64bit OS, 32GB RAM, Intel(R) Xeon(R) E-2186M
CPU@2.90GHz 2.90GHz.

4.1 JFNIERR

6 R 5-3728 SCUIE I °F 34 7000 #E A R Accuracy « B & % Recall. & #E % Precision. F-measure
F2-measure®”. AUCE-"S2H1 MCCPIPRA #5435 11 206 5 550325 e DL IR A0 T 4R 1 40 28 IR g .

4.2 TIGHEE

1 7 A% H #3E B 4E Colon, CNS, GLIOMA, Carcinom, Gas, leukemia, prostate >l i DFSIP 5%,
B EM S DR 1. 1% 7 DRSPS bt 5 W SCEk[37).

IxI
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1 S I D M et i

Datasets #Samples  #Features  #Classes

Colon 62 2 000 2
CNS 90 7129 2
GLIOMA 50 4434 4
Carcinom 174 9182 11
Gas 65 22 645 2
leukemia 72 7129 2
prostate 136 12 601 2

4.3 HESHEHETESLENRARMBXE

AR BE S B o0 AL DFSIP SIATERE RS20, AT LI 1K) Colon Rl d 4 41, R 5-4 48 Rk 5K
6, M R BE O A S- 4T A SCIRIE, P DR R > Bn SR AT 54 A SURAIESE . A S IR, SRIYME, AR
DFSIP S5 (KRFAE 156 (K 7 RMERf 3 . AL SR BB (MR 12 55 IR iR ), WHSTBI{E 65 DFSIP 5
VR PEIRFIE AR 4 KRB ) . AR IERCE I OCR. A BB R 200 RBFPYIY K-ELM. B 1 JE7R T 1)
{H S5 RFAEBOMURFAIE 146 20 FUET R K AR

09

088

0.86

084

0821

Acc
#eature

081

o O 0% 0P o 0% o O @ 8 0N o 0P

delta

K1 BB S5 o AR B AR i 1 2 70 SR AE A 3R 0 58 3R

M 145 BT LU i AR 30 DFSIP S0 B IR ReIE 4R 1 73 S B8 ) T 4 o 2 I 45 48 SR i 4 130 1 ST 8 K
1M bFF, B DFSIP SEIE B IR IE 4R 09 2 2568 ) 5 B o7 FF LRI IEAH G, (U BIME s B 8 — e f R, &
KB S 1M 23 4% DFSIP Bk LR IR AE T AR M 73 2860 ) N FE, FHHILBeah. 0T e R B S5 /N,
DFSIP 8345 5 NS FEAT], SECRBEAZE HRRAE; T2 B KW, T4 3 300 G HERR 6 H R,
Kl 1 EoR: colon HHE A 70 MIME S 0.01 I, JEFEEIMFRE T RN RN T B rI o B3R, A& 0% H R
AIE. 5 T SE 56 0 - H00E 42 0T S U0 R B4 18 (Y B S 46
4.4 DFSIPE E 1% &8N

AR N} LA SC DFSIP 4195 £ 45 FSIP 5832, LUK 4 #1¥) mRMR, LLE Score, DRIMIM, AVC, AMID %
RRITERE. P2 UK T AE Colon $di 43 — 47 L UM IR FEd R, 38 2 JBOR T %) EL VAR 5 3 A8 IR AIE 1
PITIHERf 2% Accuracy. £r#fE# Precision. £r4:# Recall. F-measure. F2-measure. AUC L& MCC, H:Hr, i
MFRBALG R, ST S EE R BRI, FERFEREE BN ESE S DFIP ER 10—
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* 1800

Feature num=1671
dis=2 0296

1600 Feature num=657

® dis=1.7384
il ind=1750.8433 i 1528 0645
1200 | 1200 Rog s
R 1000] g 1000 : 21 1809
800 800 |
600 | 600
400 400
200 | 200
ol . . . . i ) o . . . P . i
-0.5 '} 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 05 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25
dis dis
(a) 3 1 M AL (b) 25 2 AT BARAE
Kl 2 Colon 44k 5 #1708 — 3 AR AL L £ 7
B2 B S P URE I PRS0 R
Datasets | Algorithms  Accuracy  Recall AUC Precision  F-measure  F2-measure MCC #Features S5
DFSIP 0.901 3 09750 0.9038 09111 0.9349 0.766 0 0.735 4 0.01
FSIP 0.855'1 09250 0.8338  0.8728 0.890 2 0.8710 0.7270
mRMR 0.855'1 09500 0.7938  0.8478 0.893 8 0.866 9 0.733 0
Colon LLE Score 0.8372 09750 0.8050  0.8239 0.889 2 0.715 8 0.6320 2
DRIMIM 0.756 4 0.9500  0.697 5 0.754 8 0.836 5 0.647 6 0.448 1
AVC 0.771 8 09750 0.7875 0.757 6 0.849 8 0.677 8 0.485'1
AMID 0.710 3 09750 0.6100  0.6994 0.8136 0.458 2 0.291 6
DFSIP 0.9000 09667 0.8444 08941 0.927 9 0.9104 0.809 2 0.005
FSIP 0.8556 09667 0.8556  0.8431 0.899 6 0.876 5 0.7210
mRMR 0.877 8 09667 08667  0.8668 09132 0.8929 0.767 7
CNS LLE Score 08111 1.0000 0.8139 0.7826 0.877 1 0.877 1 0.643 3 3.8
DRIMIM 0.8222 09833 0.7889  0.8071 0.883 9 0.860 6 0.6330
AVC 0.888 9 09833 08944 08781 0.925 4 0.902 1 0.775 4
AMID 0.755 6 0.9333  0.6750  0.7717 0.836 2 0.644 3 0.426 2
DFSIP 0.6214 0.6722 0.8602  0.6650 0.650 2 0.504 0 0.4579 0.000 1
FSIP 0.6150 04556 09204 05028 0.4619 03357 0.274 9
mRMR 0.7295 0.6944 0.8579 0.7833 0.719 4 0.659 5 0.5753
GLIOMA | LLE Score 0.416 8 0.4389 0.8194  0.4333 0.4179 0.143 3 0.088 9 3.4
DRIMIM 0.697 3 0.6556 0.8778  0.6228 0.629 1 0.494 6 0.4519
AVC 0.501 8 04556 0.8194  0.5333 0.468 3 0.369 7 0.283 0
AMID 0.448 6 0.5056 0.8500  0.4700 0.459 9 0.167 1 0.114 9
DFSIP 0.641 2 0.6856 0.8794  0.6652 0.672 3 0316 6 03100 0.01
FSIP 0.574 2 0.5450 09022  0.5235 0.530 7 0.273 9 0.262 0
mRMR 0.570 7 0.6270 0.8629  0.6166 0.616 5 0.3497 0.3301
Carcinom | LLE Score 0.359 4 0.4341 0.8264  0.3975 0.410 3 0.090 7 0.076 3 4
DRIMIM 0.342 1 0.5256 0.7897  0.4703 0.490 4 0.123 8 0.1119
AVC 0.329 8 0.2830 0.8998  0.2746 0.2756 0.058 0 0.049 1
AMID 0.188 0 0.1185 0.9026  0.0871 0.099 6 0.0158 0.012 3
DFSIP 0.938 3 09000 09160  0.9667 0.927 3 0.943 4 0.854 1 0.01
FSIP 0.9396 08667 09345 1.000 0 0.927 3 0.948 2 0.824 8
mRMR 0.888 5 0.7800  0.8219 0.960 0 0.841 6 0.906 2 0.720 8
Gas LLE Score 0.8484 07667 0.8167  0.9000 0.800 0 0.864 2 0.6710 3.4
DRIMIM 0.818 7 0.8333 0.7792  0.7910 0.806 6 0.8213 0.660 7
AVC 0.890 8 0.7867 09386 09714 0.849 8 09126 0.7318
AMID 0.720 3 0.5933 0.7279  0.776 2 0.618 3 0.742 9 0.420 4
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Datasets | Algorithms  Accuracy  Recall AUC Precision  F-measure  F2-measure MCC #Features S5
DFSIP 0.958 1 1.0000 09751 0.941 8 0.969 4 0.969 4 0.936 7 0.01
FSIP 0.958 1 1.0000 0.9538  0.9418 0.969 4 0.969 4 0.9367
mRMR 09181 1.0000 0.9204  0.8957 0.943 3 0.943 3 0.863 1
leukemia | LLE Score 0.930 5 09578 09787 09378 0.947 3 0.927 3 0.856 7 4.4
DRIMIM 0.764 8 09800 07342  0.744 4 0.8455 0.805 1 0.529 0
AVC 0.9457 09578 09622  0.966 7 0.959 5 0.945 5 0.8815
AMID 0.7924 09556 0.769 3 0.796 7 0.858 4 0.850 1 0.600 4
DFSIP 09336 09208 09569 0.9624 0.936 9 0.9359 0.859 3 0.01
FSIP 08166 08808 08457 0.8298 0.848 1 0.830 3 0.6515
mRMR 0.860 2 09217 08565 0.8569 0.883 2 0.873 8 0.753 8
prostate | LLE Score 0.888 8 09350 09251 0.883 1 0.905 9 0.895'1 0.800 1 7
DRIMIM 0.7216 09367 0.7300  0.6886 0.791 7 0.763 4 0.5328
AVC 0.904 5 09217 0.8985 09145 0916 3 0.905 5 0.8112
AMID 0.684 5 09475 0.6790  0.6725 0.776 8 0.620 1 0.408 0

B 2 BoR: FEAXT O I R AR R R R AR R AE, SR A7), AxRA8)FIA K (20) 5 1
VAL PR RS . A7 A EBERE, N A R R R R 7E 2 Sl AR R B S . AABAR I 2D A R (o
Kl 2(a)for), 8 EAMREE, BIEE 1 AN mEERE, 'S 1671, SRJEHEN T HHRFRE M 2 e id 72, AR
JE S 6 XA HR PR BEREAT 20 ], AR ER R BE R SRR 1671 AT R B, TR TUERE R AR I0E R
FH B SR 15 LR AE 4R, AG R ILRRAE T 82 4 T ARFAE R 7 75 LA TRURE S R A A By P D AR B 1) 2D 7%
[ 2(b) i 7s), 16 H A i F A REAE, BT A ISR 657 MINRFIE. AR5 T 3E N W] HE DR R 1R 4
AR, AR 8 S 6 X AT FH AR ME T OGHAT A1, AR HERAERE T S RAE 657 B AT R E A, Ml E R,
FHFE 657 AT HE R G 3, SIBR SHEE 657 AHOCITLAREFIE, TR AT HE R BE R G SR e B A IR 4L,
Rl BT B SR REAE 2, A4 B o AiE - 4R P I ARe AIE B R 7R 7E DAFE R B ST Ak 43 S VE R AR B 1 2D 225 1), A
R PR B AL, R IEAR, B BRI REAE TN AR, WISE R T T R P R s b, AR
2 N EBURRE 657 2T T HERFERE IS, T DR R T AR D A R

Kk, Kl 2 WIoRE) Colon Hls 4R 1 5-477 48 XU F S50 1) B4 Sl i RF bk B 72, 7EEFEBIEE 2 Ak
BRRAE 657 i, AT ZREAE XS AT HE R AR MEREAT 201, 21 1 45 RATAS AT R AR R R T R O T R,
{E AL R 1 AL T 255, DFSIP SRS, 15 2% R 730 06 N R REAE 1 8 FS={f1671.f657}-

2 WS g K BoR.

e 7t Colon ##li4E, A DFSIP H%4E Accuracy, AUC, Precision, F-measure, MCC #& 5 _b B4 T T 45 %

Lk 4590, € Recall 845 5 LLE Score, AVC, AMID 5.5 HAL T HAh x5 b 557, £F F2-measure $5
b E5 T FSIP, mRMR SEAEAL T HAhox BE S,

e /F CNS ##li%E, AL DFSIP %1 Accuracy, Precision, F-measure, F2-measure fl MCC 543448 T
X EEELI%; Recall #4555 FSIP, mRMR £, fUXL T AMID 53%, 25 F%F L A% LLE Score, DRIMIM
H1 AVC; LLE Score 5.72:7F CNS Hdli 42 11) Recall ik Fl A AH 1; AVC 5%:4E CNS Hdi 4 1f) AUC $R o7
BefE, 4 0.8944;

e {E GLIOMA 45 4E, 4 DFSIP &i%4E Accuracy T5 b5 45T mRMR, DRIMIM HE BT HoAthxo) He
Hk, A5 AUC f845 195 T FSIP Rl DDRIMIM SLH AR T oAt L 3E, 7E Recall, Precision,
F-measure, F2-measure, MCC Fg#5_ 45T mRMR H A4 T HAd o Lh vk, BARKE, 76 GLIOMA
H¥idE, mRMR ik pe s, HUOR A SCHR H ¥ DFSIP 592

e Y Carcinom ¥ #i4E, A& DFSIP Hi%kfE Accuracy, Recall, Precision, F-measure $5 5 L #84L T5F L&
%, 1E AUC f5k5 1551 FSIP, AVC, AMID $LE R T oAb X LLATE, 7E F2-measure, MCC fih5 155
T mRMR SRR T HoAton) L 50V

o 7E Gas ##i&, AL DFSIP HIETE Accuracy fabr E45 T FSIP BEHEILT H ALK ELE:; 7E Recall,
MCC #atr LTI A X HE I, £ AUC fits B4 T FSIP, AVC HyEHAR T H ALY &k 78
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Precision 845 45T FSIP, AVC Hyk(EAL T HoAtx} b5 yk, FSIP BLi Y precision N AUIH 1; 7
F-measure 545 I 5 FSIP 51745 7 HAL T HAtb Xt Lb 5092, £E F2-measure 845 95 T FSIP 5Ly HAL T
oAt LB,
e 7t leukemia H 54, A DFSIP H.754E Accuracy, F-measure, F2-measure, MCC ¥5¥5_L#B5 FSIP &
DR HAR T oAl LEST3%, 4 Recall $5#5 125 FSIP Hl mRMR #:°F HLAR T oAl L8735, #8 AUC
fiths AL T LLE Score SEVA{AAE T HoAb XS LAY, {E Precision $i45 £ T AVC SIL{H Y FSIP 5
ERE BT HoAdo B 5L
e Yt prostate F{#i4E, AL DFSIP HikA{E Accuracy, AUC, Precision, F-measure, F2-measure, MCC f5#5 -
BT AR 4E Recall #ihs BAXVET FSIP &3k, 45 FILfb 5% mRMR, LLE Score,
DRIMIM, AVC F1 AMDI.
gr borHr T W AR SCEE I 584 FIE N R EIE B SE DFSIP 7R 45X iy 4 45 DN 40d A dh AT RRAE I £ 1),
A PATEBE 4 R0 B D) AR B (R REAE 4, SE B B4t H i)
45 FHitEE AN
AR 3 A SC DFSIP §73% 5 4 FL 3% FSIP, mRMR, LLE Score, DRIMIM, AVC, AMID J&: 5 H A7 45 it 75 X
FEFEMNZESR. BRI Friedman 36 M% 7 ANEVER L TAALES & B B v 2s 2258, 78
Friedman 3000 B HVE MG EREEER G, RN 2 ENBRERAEEHHZMETHEEEAR. £ 3 B
TN TS ERRHE T A K-ELM 2> 2R 28 PPN FE 48 Accuracy, Recall, AUC, precision, F-measure, F2-measure DA
J% MCC £ ¢=0.05 it Friedman il (1) 45 5t

K3 BHIEPTIEAFL T4 7) KAE T (1 Friedman ol 45 51

Accuracy  Recall AUC Precision  F-measure  F2-measure MCC
/ 26.8154 57236 153299 26.1637 28.246 2 26.347 8 29.140 7
df 6.000 0 6.0000  6.000 0 6.000 0 6.000 0 6.000 0 6.000 0
p 0.000 2 04549  0.017 8 0.000 2 0.000 1 0.000 2 0.000 1

2% 3 FHIVEM) Friedman #0453 7R, p<0.05 X Recall FEFRANEAL, {HX) Accuracy, AUC, Precision,
F-measure, F2-measure il MCC $8F5r3%) 7. W HHAE p<0.05 I, 25 8RIE R HIRFIE 122 4E Recall Fa b5 G 3%
PEDC). AH NS BE L PR AR T 2R 0] N 43 25 88 1 Accuracy, AUC, Precision, F-measure, F2-measure 1 MCC
FEMRE, SRBEAAAEG R X R R AN . 1 1 I X L B35 08 8 IR AIE 1 B2 6 IE 2R R ) RE D AR 077,
XA IR R ) 75 AR K.

R, 77 0 25 A P FE AR AIE T 42 19 K-ELM 43 2848 1) Accuracy, AUC, Precision, F-measure, F2-measure
PL A MCC i — 22K H 2 5 LR I & R AR IR BRI R R R A Sk B L B B E X ). R 4-K 9 45
HTTE 0.95 AIfEKFEN, BN EIETEAR IR T2 BB ML A, Kb b= M2 m 0 NS F
VISR 72, T = MR SIE R GE v F B, * RS N I SR A e v i3 S AR AR B 1 X ).

F£ 4 7 FHSMEE R EVE S S K-ELM A ) Accuracy 252K b4
Algorithms  DFSIP FSIP mRMR  LLE Score DRIMIM AVC AMID

DFSIP 1.3571  1.7143 32143 3.7857 22143 52143

FSIP 0.357 1 1.857 1 2428 6 0.857 1 3.857 1
mRMR 1.5 2.0714 0.5 3.5
LLE Score 0.571 4 -1 2

DRIMIM * -1.5714 14286
AVC 3

AMID * * *




WA 3

F5 7 MU EEFRFVE LS A K-ELM BRI 1) AUC 2545 Lh %

5 AT SRR A GE R 2D FAELA R R

Algorithms  DFSIP FSIP mRMR  LLE Score DRJMIM AVC AMID
DFSIP 0.1429 1.4286 1.5 3.1429 0.6429  3.1429
FSIP 1.2857 1.357 1 3 0.5 3
mRMR 0.071 4 1.714 3 -0.7857 1.7143
LLE Score 1.642 9 -0.857 1 1.642 9
DRJMIM -2.5 0
AVC 2.5
AMID
6 7 IR VR FLTE L £ K-ELM B 1) Precision %44 LAk
Algorithms  DFSIP FSIP mRMR LLE Score  DRJMIM AVC AMID
DFSIP 1.5714 1.5 3.2143 3.6429 1.5 5.0714
FSIP -0.071 4 1.642 9 2.071 4 -0.071 4 3.5
mRMR 1.714 3 2.1429 0 3.5714
LLE Score 0.428 6 -1.7143 1.8571
DRIMIM * -2.1429 14286
AVC 3.5714
AMID * * * *
27 7 PR R EE LSS K-ELM B[] F-measure 25 2% HL A
Algorithms  DFSIP FSIP mRMR LLE Score DRJMIM AVC AMID
DFSIP 1.7143  2.7143 2.8571 4.857 1 2.7143 3.1429
FSIP 1 1.142 9 3.1429 1 1.428 6
mRMR 0.1429 2.1429 0 0.428 6
LLE Score * 2 -0.142 9 0.2857
DRJMIM * -2.1429 -1.7143
AVC 0.428 6
AMID * * *
8 T FMFIEE BTV SE A K-ELM B Y [F) F2-measure 25 2% L 45
Algorithms  DFSIP FSIP mRMR LLE Score DRJMIM AVC AMID
DFSIP 1.2857  0.9286 2.928 6 3.6429 1.7857  4.9286
FSIP -0.357 1 1.6429 2.357 1 0.5 3.6429
mRMR 2 2.7143 0.857 1 4
LLE Score 0.714 3 -1.1429 2
DRIMIM * -1.857 1 1.2857
AVC 3.1429
AMID * * *
#9 7 MUFIEE B VESE S K-ELM BRI MCC 254 b %
Algorithms  DFSIP  FSIP mRMR LLE Score DRJMIM AVC AMID
DFSIP 2 1.357 1 3.5 4.071 4 2.2143 53571
FSIP -0.642 9 1.5 2.071 4 0.2143 33571
mRMR 2.1429 2.714 3 0.857 1 4
LLE Score * 0.571 4 -1.2857 18571
DRIJMIM * -1.857 1 1.2857
AVC 3.1429
AMID * *

1349

AT /SR PR IE T 42 1 K-ELM 4> 2824 1) Accuracy £ T L 4G £ W], A SC DFSIP $1%: 5 DRIMIM
M AMID S35EAE4E B E AT, TATZBIHF9THe s AMID 3% 5 DFSIP, FSIP 1 mRMR 7778 B35k 2 7.
DFSIP 5 HAWF N 2 RA G B X F 2R, (HEEFA LR

x5 BT HHL AUC ML EHKBIR, AWM DFSIP Hik 5 Al L R TEAE S8 3 X L
B, (HAE H: DFSIP 5 FSIP, AVC Hik M5 7 KT 0, 5% mRMR, LLE Score FISF 2 KT 1,
585 DRIMIM, AMID 554 72 KT 3. %45 A 30 W A S48 th (1% DFSTP 8032: 5 6] L 51 FSIP, AVC, MRMR, LLE
Score, DRIMIM 1 AMID £ 46 R FFEE 2 5, 5 DRIMIM Fil AMID Hik 22 2ok, R X2 RIE A

R L ZE S
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R 6 I T HHLIERMRE FEXT N, K-ELM 428251 Precision £ F LW o, ASCHH DFSIP Hiks
YT LB DRIMIM, AMID A7 7R B 3 MEAN A, BATTHT AR 50 42 B R I e B2 507 AMID ARSI H 1)
DFSIP &%, LI ILAT ) FSIP, mRMR Fll AVC i 2 KA.

27 R R LR B R AL S 1Y K-ELM 4225 2% 1) F-measure [ % 5 LL# %, A5 SCHE Y DFSIP 5132
5%t L 49%: LLE Score, DRIMIM, AMID 575 A7 4F W35 PEAN A, FRATT i S0 9% R 465 iE 3% B 472 AMID 55 DFSIP,
FSIP ! mRMR A77E & 3 PE A A

% 8 HT - H RN N AFE T4E I K-ELM 732528 1) F2-measure (14 Bl W], AL DFSIP &% 5%/t
f) DRIMIM Fll AMID SyET7AE & YEAH. AMID 5 DFSIP, FSIP Il mRMR 777E i3 2% P AR [A). DFSIP 5%k 5
A IR 1 28 TR E AR B M 2 5, (HIg e 25 5

F 9 T Z AP N AFIE TR K-ELM 2) 258810 MCC £ H L B, I DFSIP 53k 556 b 4732
LLE Score, DRIMIM il AMID £74£ i # A< [f]. AMID 55 DFSIP il mRMR 177 1 2 1 7% 5.

DL EGEvh A I oy A . A SCHR HE 1Y) DFSIP 5392 5 % 8k LLE Score, DRIMIM, AMID [AI{7{E 48 1 i
N R EFE®X. 5 FSIP HikE A E AL TR X EAREEN. HIET SN2 A% 3, DFSIP
5 FSIP e, REERAREFD. XIUF T AL DFSIP HE A e SCHUHIE T 52 M 58 42 B 1E Wk 4%,
T HL B B I 4 1E 5 IR A5 AE 18 B4 4509 LLE Score, DRIMIM, AMID L5 (45 1E 155 B AT e v 2 b1k B 35
B, HAE B AE T2 140 2588 140 T FSIP B3k o 0 S a0k B (R R 1E T2 1 40 2568 5.

46 BELEBEITHIERELER

AT — 0 LA A SCH HH 1) DFSIP 51755 6 AN X L 4772 FSIP, mRMR, LLE Score, DRIMIM, AVC 1 AMID
L6 S FARARNSAT I (B P4, RIS BRAIE 5 4.3 5 0 T HIVAN I 24 E 00T, R 10 A T S HEAR 1 iR
i) 7 B 5 Colon, CNS, GLIOMA, Carcinom, Gas, leukemia 1 prostate ] 5 3738 X AIE (1) - 412 17 0] B #52.

K10 FFEAER 1 HERER 5 728 IR F-3818 47 I 1) BL 4% (s)
Datasets DFSIP FSIP mRMR___ LLE Score __DRIMIM AVC AMID
Colon 94.23%5.81 14.85+3.15 8.67£0.46  0.08£0.02  9.75:2.12  14.48%1.07  0.35£0.06
CNS 434930434820  141.73£1524  10.26+0.19  0.46+0.04  43.81£9.75  1622+3.07  2.26+0.44
GLIOMA  1198.70+352.96 62.67+5.66 9.94+0.18  0.23:0.18  26.737.06  41.17£5.18  1.29+0.37

Carcinom 6366.90+914.22 391.31+37.99 13.42+1.46  1.24+0.12  94.74+27.36  353.81£62.30  14.09£1.89

Gas 22528.00£5802.70  1516.50+243.05  12.21+1.43  2.98+0.04 83.00+7.80 7.7240.50 7.07£2.07
leukemia 4035.90+£1535.40 238.96+23.61 14.09£1.86  0.40£0.03 27.51£1.53 8.84+0.73 3.27+1.46
prostate 15462.00+£3439.90  619.94+168.54 15.34+1.29  1.61£0.08 86.03+3.54 22.82+1.94 14.00+2.59

10 B EVEMNSAT I ) L o A SCHE HE 1) DFSTP S0 1R B )38 2 Jo 22, 45 2 3% I [ 4509 )2 FSIP 45
%, LLE Score Sk (M0 I 2% fe v, e R BATEZ ATk 5 32 1 (19 AMID 7%, mRMR, DRIMIM Fil AVC
SLVE I TR R W R R X B BTL I SE B IS AT I ) 5 58 4.3 715 [0 B 17 52 2% B B8 49 7 45 3k A — 3L

DA b % S0 10 S Bz A7 I ) EL A Bk : A SCHR IR DFSIP 8032 I () R0 % de 2, R AR s AR S8, 2
THIE TR e 4 A Bk B, FLIEFR IR AE T 42 10 2 2R BE D Jc i, IX MR 2 [0 526 45 AR T o L X AR
TR SIEATBCR Z M M0 i, AR I TR T M RE R TE. AR ZR N R AR HLRE 1 8l R I e AR AE
THERRREE PR AL, RRATIEAES 0007 T, 2 75 BRI AUk R 47 L [ R 2 11 )

5 % g

PE T L T AT R (1 58 42 FE MK 2D R AELE FE T 5%k DFSIP, sofik T 2D $FALLE £ 5E FSIP
W ZEN TS5 R IR UL T2 AN L. DFSIP 595 LLAT A B0 25 58 SCRFIE BN, Pearson AHOG R HUE X
FEAESUSE Y, JF DA 2 AR A S R AE T SR B A B . T R A R A5 40 Sl ARV RE ST PEAERE . AR R
(K] 2D 5[], A3 UM 2 BRI 8 6 d B SRR AL IR AL 4R, JF DAL AE 2 f] IR R, SR )5 AT # R
TSR A R R AE P I P TR AL, MRUGEAX, RIS R AOHEAE 0 4, AN A 38 N SR A e U Al 4. # i
I OURFAE 5 B0 B K-ELM 73 288%, DL REVPA e DUAFAE 1~ 4R (R R0 R RE 70, 208 i 7 2 e Al 3 6 0 1)
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2 LR BB 1 537 A8 X E Sz 8, A& E FSIP Bk M & MR 7E 1k £ 57% mRMR, LLE Score,

DRIMIM, AVC, AMID F528; LBt v H S AT I 0 A A L. $ H (0 58 4 & N FK) 2D % ()R Ik 6 6 5%
DFSIP &t — A7 S IR AL LE $E 5705, wT LASE % Pk BEAR A (K45 AE 1 4. DFSIP 5Lk A UE LB T & MY
AEXEFE, HAERr AL S R vl A4k, I BE T T 1 2k B0 0 R ik 2k 6 A0 O s B0E (Rp AR 9, SBLBUE AR
L 4. DFSIP AN AL 2 Ab St e ey AR T YRR 4 I F) B (0 7 22 S B o, ELIN TR B 2. ] 1 sl ¢
3 ) 408 3 RTE TR A P B B BB B ] 8 e SR R, R TRAT TR SR IS 7 1.
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