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Abstract: With the development of big data and the wide application of machine learning, data from all walks of life is growing
massively. High dimensionality is one of its most important characteristics, and applying feature selection to reduce dimensions is one of
the preprocessing methods of high dimensional data. Stability of feature selection is an important research direction, and it stands for the
robustness of results with respect to small changes in the dataset composition. Improving the stability of feature selection can help to
identify relevant features, increase experts’ confidence to the results, and further reduce the complexity and costs of getting original data.
This paper reviews current methods for improving the stability, and presents a classification of those methods with analysis and
comparison on the characteristics and range of application of each category. Then it summarizes the evaluations of stability of feature
selection, and analyzes the performance of stability measurement and validates the effectiveness of four ensemble approaches through
experiments. Finally, it discusses the localization of current works and a perspective of the future work in this research area.
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Fig.1 Classification of feature selection improvement methods
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under ROC curve)5s 3 FRFAE L $F 5 vE N I ZRE0CHE UEAT IR AE L B, F 4R URFAEHE) 7 45 AL AR 5 Al gt Rk b 4%
RO IR AIE 7 4 Al 5o Tt A% 0V A v 4 50 v 30k e A T 1) i) 880, SR [56145 bR B b 3 vk 5 3 Ak S vk AH il
P H SR H 487N TU 42 8t K AR 5% (minimum redundancy maximum relevance). 154 F4% B (joint mutual information)-.
A A5 B 5 KAk (conditional mutual information maximization) 148 H.%F & (interaction capping)4s 4 Fhid yg sk
REAE B 7 100 R AIE AT 506 447 B B R BOK T BMEL (R R A SR AR Dy i N R Bt A SRV — 2D B A DGR AIE.

K P A 1 55 W 7 THD, SCAR[5 71K 22 AN AH [R] 11 38 02 7 BEAL AL (particle swarm optimization) )5 iE 1% £ 52
HATIBAT FHEA FEAR R B S LR AE 4 A ) 48t (0 200 0] o3 PE R B 0 e iE 45 JEAT AU B A v 1)
R AE A ATV [RD B f 3 I TR RO AR i SR D 3o UL T oAk S % 1 R ST 5 XD AR I A JRe 1 1 4, 1E— D 4
AR AR 7 A= RTRNE R 187 e 7 Wik b i sy A 11

T T3 A SR A AE A R — R B A A 73, H AT 0 T4 AE I PR S AR T 7 VA I Y
TR T 98 SRR AE S B 795 T ) 5k T8 A 2 PR AR I S B A e Tk 3 T 5 YR IE FUAE AN A 3R OF 0 1l SR AR
58 20> 336t 2 R SR T S 3 e R IR 2 169 2 1) AT R AR AR ) ) A5,

2 FHEERERRE S F AT

BR 73R TT 7 AL B AR MR VAt 2 R ME R B ARUE PERIE ST — IOV B A, R AR 3 AN — 2
A8 PEACE TR LR AR AR AT 5T 5 AT, 2 0T A 328 % SRV PR A IR VP A, — A o 5 W0 AR A1 32 % A 1 TR 3R 110
TR AL 20 3 A 1P i b AR A B R A 0 ME I (R AR 0l A, e RS P 10 8 3 B 0] T A VP Al R
5 PR E R (AR ST T A 7 8 O B NP AR AIE 328 9 SRV A B AT R M DA RE RS AR JRATT T AR R TR
FENLH], MR — 25 e REAIL S (4R AIE 328 86 7 V5 e I B PR ASUE T 58 ) IR 3R T 9 e i — 2D 3R i R IR s 7
RS E M RE R AR FEA, AT T8 70 T MR IE U IR 16 5 T ANRE E A S R A RE“RDIE T 247, 38 H A BE AR AR R T R
2.1 FHEAEREEE SRR RIER

FEARF I F A 8 M HOBIFE T o, 5 B (1) R 2 — A0 A SR AR ol i e B2 50 AR s 43 505 ) A L, R AT 2 3
T PG AU I 6 5 SR ) R ABURE ok 88 AR U 0B PR A8 M A T Rp AR R % 77 V000 A B . HE PP VE A 1 055
3 Tl AR RD 7 VRN B (4 BE BEFR AR A% L IRRE A TR BE A b s TR R I 128 PR A M B R R 1 DT UL 1
bR L 1.

Table 1 Measures of stability of feature selection
1 R RERE MR IRAR

FRAIE L $E 74 R 3 6 A 1 S 4 b
PRI B IR AR AR B
EiZPRrS Wi BURSHPAIR RS, ZRIEE . BUEZ R, SIS AR-AERER
FaEv FOCHEE . B BUANUS BEGE L 3R BAD BUAH BLSE S B o X RERSE PEdivd . AU — S Frb
TR BOREMH R R A AR MW R . AR E L. I R

211 BUEEVEARE ML AR bR

N T R R EIE R VR A BRI A [ w R w2z TR R ARARLRE, T DA FH R 2R M AR DG R B AT U
/A W ) Lot

D (W= 8, )W = 24,,)

Do =, (W= p4,)°
o wy B wl KR | ANRRAEEBCE M w R w i B A ay FH oy 2 B ) 2w R w R T A AR () SAME
Dw MMEAE[-1,1]2 18],1 FIRAUTE 7] & 58 45 1IEAH 96,0 R AN 2K -1 KR se 4 fup k.

H T, B2 AN T VAR E M I FE bR AN AT BEOR AR ¢ R B —Fp U7 3% BT BT AT LA B e AE 1 A TR (B K SL AT
HE P B0 AT W RFAE 74, DR AT LIS AR A 1A T A 3 38 o R i HE P SRR E 7 4 1) 7 2, 88 1 SR FH 3 vk

()

Dy, (w,w') =
J



X E FAFER R MR G 2565

TARVE AR BR VAN R AL 1% 5 75 W AR E
2.1.2  Hepp iR e v AR AR
X HE P A e P 1 BE ST LAY O 3 B b, B A HE PP A2 L 4 HE T A1 3R (top-k HE P B R) B 4 1 BB R
(top-k #1134%). 4> HE 7 51 35 /2 48 X A SRR AE 10 HE e 45 SR HR AT J3 b, L3 b 48 b A 5 0 B2 2% 2 HE P A OC R B0k
(Spearman rank correlation coefficient) il >~ [G & (Canberra distance)?5!>%°) 343 k1 51 4 2 46 A R AEHE 7 51
PRI K AR AL B R P ) 2 EA T8 e, A M 1 32 R b 2 AR % G 1§ (weeight Canberra. distance)®”;
WOy FAEH R AR X R AEHE P AR T HT kAR ARG B R E - AR AT R e, UL 1 R R 0 VT 4
(overlap score)® & 3T, SCHR [61]35% H— it 5L T £ 2 - 7 AR I 8 1 255 B e b, 10 2 P Y TR A )92, v AR A
HE P2 AT T 8 0 e TR S 2R e v e e e A 7 S A A 4.
FEAHE R HN 2, g T B ANFEAE A HE Y ) v R e (R AR, T SR P B9 B 2R 2 HE PR AR O R A0 AT
A K(2):
c 2
Dy (r, 1) :1-6%%(22‘7?) v
Forpr By SRAEAE § AEHE 1 R rh A AT ¢ AMRFIE TG Ds MOAELE[-1, 102 01,1 7R BN HE 1] 2 58
28,0 FoR AN HET )R AN ORI, -1 RO e AT S A R HE T AL
3B RE A HE SR I F b 22 KR B L S A X (3):
DCD(rvr,) =§%
Dep U 7E [0, +00) 2 [A], 25 PG 25 (R /I, P AN HIE 3 48 1 38 6 &5 SR BAR B,
AR 22 [ B 8 ) LR 5350 43 HE P 9 AR AL L 5 24 X (4):
, & | min{r, k + 53— min{r k + L
DWCD(r'r)zizzl“|min§n,k+1§+ miniri',kﬂil )
Horp k(1<sk=c)s2 2, R 7m IWRFIEHE P (K 465 R i 56050 K ANFFAEAE 24 23 28 3 i AN RFAE, min(r, k+1) 2 2R B ry 0
k+1 M P RN
FE 30 40 1 SR A AR AL ) ML 2R g 2 8 v 4y, HL 0 S 4 X (B):
Dos(r,r',a):iw;“.il(riskAr;< k) (5)

k=1 i-1
Forprk FoR WHRFIEHE RS (25 R B FE 0T K MERIEAE WL 74851 B Tin s B (R RIEX A 2 IER R,
[(A)=1, 75 ) 1(A)=0); Wi & B, Bt K (9389 1038 8 /1N s ookt 2 500, W W A L B 91 46 R A DG A
ST AR ARBE B B B R bR, T U AE PR A2 L B 0> T AR SR A e 4 & ik S 8o M4
FRAIE TR AL R S8 R, TR & AR -5 A B B 4R AR 1 55401 2 5X(6):

@)

_1_ TJS(R)
Ds(R)=1-2% o) (6)
e
. ngm:ﬁiimwn%pﬁ%MHEﬁj¢%ﬁﬁ$¢$%%%@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ
i=1i-1 i

o TE(R)= 0 l0g(q) R MFHEAYRUEISH § A HEIE
BEHERE 1 Bl r=(ry o s, 10), O T3 24 50(7) 755

g 1[1+1+1+...+1] (7)

"2 o+l c

Hoeh, o 95 AL AR AR B Y 0 =1,Dys FIHRAAE(0,1) 2 1], ELAERAIIT 1 R 32k P 45 SRAR B E v



2566 Journal of Software #f+3 4k Vol.29, No.9, September 2018
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Table 2 Characteristics of experiment datasets
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Fig.4 Comparisons of stability indicators in four real datasets
K4 4 scdn sk b RRE MEfabr L

T L 52 L AT LU Y :Dg,Ds A1 Dew T ARAE 2 B 45 5 1 REAS Ay A S Iwie Hh A 1l 28 4 ) B 1 Do %
157 24E Al 1) 52 W, DG ¥ YR R R I B (1 B W S SR DI e A P R iR b A L b
BT AEBEHLAE RS AE 46 110U W], Dr,Dp M1 Dew $8 b3 TG B H BE AU AL 26 6 PR RS2 U8, B AN L #4 BE LA
IEE, R, De A1 D 4 b A5 5 5 MEE F8ASUE P U T B AT B M 23 PR BE.
3.2 FEEFETREEEM T ES

FERFAELE FERE PRI ST R B STN G2 R T 3 107 i v S50 RS P (E IR S T AR AR W] T 48
FTT I A O, JF AR S BT A ) A 5 4 B e 5 2 AR R VA M AR RO I AR E I 2RI RE S KA 2
[ PR AH R P L At — 20 i) 2 W VAl

AATNIX 3 ANT7 HINT R 45 4 B AR e b5 2 At R AR 1 B 1 8 T VETE A E MR- TSR L 4 ek R 5 40 3
e 1) (1 5C R WOR N 5288 73 A AT 5 FAT R 36 T 12 T 508l 50 4 U R RE A TR AORE A I e A 22 3
Bootstrap fillF Az i n AN HlRE B, BEASRFAELE £ 5 AR n ASHIRE O B EATRFIEE 35,06 Nxn ANRFIEZE £ 45 3
TEAT 4R PR 1t 2 AR AE 1 2 2R T AR A 15 1 20 S I 3 SCHR[21] 50 U 1 AN [+ (1) B2 Jld S 2 1) 9F Jc b 3%



X E AR MR G 2571

1) 72 e, DR b 3k B AR P o {E v B SR AR R 5 4 S, B, 45 R AR I T LA 22 N H T 4 R b &b T i ) A7 B R ) 5 8K
B MHESL N 5 P (X B n=5).3% 1 1 B A BEER AE 26 3% 07 V6 b 2 AU 6 25 (1G), 2 78 S A 1R b 6 5 1 4
ReliefF 132 $F 7] F AL VAR AE 7 B (SVM-RFE), 1% H1 32 7 [ S HL(SVM) K 3T 4B (KNN)FIFN 25 TUH- 7 (NB) %% 3
Fih 3 2525 56 3.1 19 I S0 3 D A1 D F5 05 76 55 F R AE M 8 2 i 1 Jy T HL AT 4 Ao 1 Pk e 3 B, R kb A 4 A

S EA 2R A De ¥8 b5 45 R b7 B =
HRE T4 AL

- L2 i ok
HIF 742 k2

JiEN

1

RENESZS

i)

Fig.5 Framework of experiments
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Fig.6 Stability comparisons among ensemble feature selection methods
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Table 4 Classification accuracy of feature selection methods in BASEHOCK
R4 FPIEIEFRTTVEAE BASEHOCK #0417 2K IE %R

¥ I\ K B B AE L 1]
ik MR 1% 2% 3% 4% 5%
SVM 09458 09523 09594 09609 00654
Ensemblel | KNN 08711 08585 08670 08721  0.8635
NB 09072 09167 09282 09267 09267
SVM 00458 09533 09604 _ 09654 09664
Ensemble2 |  KNN 0.8721 0.862 08665  0.8690  0.8676
NB 09067 09157 09272 09287  0.9262
SVM 09403 09503 09669 09704  0.9619
Ensemble3 |  KNN 08781 08700 08851 08836  0.8776
NB 08981 09057 09237 09252  0.9267
SVM 09453 09523 09644 09724 09654
Ensemble4 |  KNN 0.8886  0.8766 08876 08881  0.8841
NB 08981 09047 09212 09267 09247
SVM 09423 09523 09609 09654 09649
7 KNN 0.8670 08585 08650  0.8650  0.8625
NB 09072 09187 09272 09308  0.9278
SVM 09448 009533 09579 09629 09644
IG KNN 08761  0.8550 08640  0.8706  0.8711
NB 09062 09147 09257 09247  0.9252
SVM 07095 07501 08284 08419 08921
ReliefF KNN 06197 06763 07391 07792  0.7747
NB 05966 06457 07190 07571  0.8028
SVM 09458 09528 09548 09629 09559
SVM-RFE | KNN 09117 09042 08811 08911  0.8951
NB 08926  0.8976 09182 09157  0.9192

Table 5 Classification accuracy of feature selection methods in PCMAC
5 LT A PCMAC Bl 45 11140 2R IE A 2R

T T b
ik NRA 1% 2% 3% 4% 5%
SVM | 08760 08837 08955 09074 09043
Ensemblel | KNN | 08230 08044 07931 08034  0.7962
NB 07344 07499 07679 07736 07777
SVM | 08760 08837 08991 09094 09084
Ensemble2 | KNN | 08230 08024 07946 07987  0.7936
NB 07344 07499 07679 07725  0.7766
SVM | 08775 08945 08960 08991 089
Ensemble3 | KNN | 08430 08250 07977 07951  0.8055
NB 07246 07632 07556 07509  0.7777
SVM | 08816 08929 08971 08966 09001
Ensemble4 | KNN | 08482 08332 08049 08075  0.8096

NB 0.726 2 0.763 2 0.749 4 0.752 4 0.7725

SVM 0.8729 0.883 2 0.896 0 0.902 2 0.9104

Va KNN 0.8147 0.800 8 0.789 0 0.797 2 0.797 2
NB 0.728 8 0.7519 0.768 9 0.7705 0.776 1

SVM 0.876 0 0.880 1 0.894 0 0.905 3 0.908 4

IG KNN 0.8230 0.808 0 0.7915 0.796 2 0.804 9
NB 0.729 8 0.748 8 0.764 8 0.7720 0.779 2

SVM 0.598 0 0.658 8 0.807 0 0.8204 0.8333

ReliefF KNN 0.5600 0.620 7 0.7354 0.7329 0.740 6
NB 0.529 6 0.5790 0.662 3 0.656 7 0.696 9

SVM 0.8873 0.8909 0.880 1 0.8847 0.894 5
SVM-RFE KNN 0.8791 0.863 1 0.8291 0.8291 0.8235
NB 0.739 6 0.739 6 0.750 4 0.762 7 0.754 5
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Table 6 Classification accuracy of feature selection methods in COLON
F 6 HFAEIESE 5 ILAE COLON $¥id: L\ FIE =R

} e TFALILR]
ik R % 2% 3% 4% 5%
SYM | 06949 07244 07577 07577 07577
Ensemblel | KNN | 08077 07577 07731 08385  0.8218
NB 08077 07423 08064 08231 08038
SVM | 06936 07077 08038 07744 07744
Ensemble2 | KNN | 08256 07577 07897 08551  0.8218
NB 07936 07423 07910 08385 08038
SVM | 06936 0741 08038 07731 07731
Ensemble3 | KNN | 08397 08038 08231 08385  0.806 4
NB 07923 07564 08064 08064  0.8038
SVM | 06603 07564 07397 0759  0.7731
Ensemble4 | KNN | 08397 08038 08218 08231 07910

NB 07756 07564  0.7744  0.8064  0.8038

SVM 07436  0.7385 07256  0.8218  0.7410

Va KNN 0.807 7 07731  0.8218 0.8385  0.8218
NB 08077 07423 07897  0.8231  0.8038

SVM 0.628 2 0.741 0.7885  0.7885  0.7577

IG KNN 0.8244 08038 07897 08231  0.8051
NB 07936 07256  0.7910  0.8231  0.8038

SVM 0.6949  0.7064 07872 07269  0.8218

ReliefF KNN 0.8244 07564  0.8385  0.8231  0.8077
NB 07923 07256  0.8218  0.8385  0.8038

SVM 0.793 6 0.752 6 0.788 5 0.7910 0.8205
SVM-RFE KNN 0.8077 0.721 8 0.8051 0.838 5 0.774 4
NB 0.776 9 0.709 0.787 2 0.838 5 0.771 8

Table 7 Classification accuracy of feature selection methods in ALLAML
R T LR IT A ALLAML $0d 45 FIG 2R IER R

} e TFALLLR]
ik DR % 2% 3% 4% 5%
SVM | 09457 09733 09581 09448 09724
Ensemblel | KNN | 09457 09600 09571 09733 09429
NB 09590 09590 09581 09581 09581
SVM | 09457 09733 00581 00448 09857
Ensemble2 | KNN | 09600 09600 09571 09733 09295
NB 09590 09590 09581 09581 09581
SVM | 09590 09733 00438 09590 09857
Ensemble3 | KNN | 09162 09457 09000 09181 09152
NB 09590 09590 09581 09581 09581
SVM | 09590 09733 00438 09590 09857
Ensemble4 | KNN | 09590 09457 09000 09181 09152

NB 0.959 0 0.959 0 0.958 1 0.9581 0.958 1

SVM 09314 0.9733 0.958 1 0.944 8 0.972 4

Va KNN 0.9590 0.960 0 0.942 9 0.9733 0.929 5
NB 0.959 0 0.9590 0.958 1 0.9581 0.958 1

SVM 0.945 7 0.9590 0.958 1 0.9581 0.972 4

IG KNN 0.9457 0.9733 0.971 4 0.9733 0.9571
NB 0.959 0 0.959 0 0.958 1 0.9581 0.958 1

SVM 0.959 0 0.9733 0.957 1 0.9590 0.9714

ReliefF KNN 0.9305 0.9324 0.9143 0.889 5 0.928 6
NB 0.9457 0.9733 0.9714 0.9581 0.9714

SVM 0.986 7 0.960 0 0.957 1 09724 0.9714
SVM-RFE KNN 0.9295 0.9457 0.873 3 0.9314 0.901 9
NB 0.930 5 0.916 2 0.944 8 0.943 8 0.958 1

g b 5 SRR ARG P55 AT L A 45 6 A i By 20 AR R U ik K B T R RE B TR DR B RO AR AE 1 R AE A
[ B £ b AT R AEE L I I R AT 08 20 M B T B T R AE 73 M BE L IR TH RO B 70 K 3% OF
To S ORHRTE SR SVM 73 S8 8 REWS JAT B4 (1 73 ek RE.
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2 AR RS E VE T TR SR A AE R 2 10 2 L T A SR AR IR A U R RO PR A L SR A HE AR SR AT
ORI 5y SRS ANVEAN HE N 2 152 5 AT SCIDENE, G AT 8 e i - 20 A S0 I 6 () A 1, R 7 D R
ZRIBIFFTTT 1) 08 52 Wi A 1 6 8 A 7 1 R 38 PR R AN 8 MR R 3K I AR AS 8 e e e 45 A 2 A28 ) RBLER)
ARV AN A AN [ PR 8008 48 s AN () 109 2 P T 57, 3 SR I U6 6 AN A7 D) 3R AN JRUAH [, S WA L A A
KOl o A 55 AR 0 H AT IR AT BIF S8R L BEAT IR AR 0 SRR AL AN AR K D 3% LR S [N 3 () A
(K9 5 W A5 BT 2 53 A, LA S A DAg M0 B2 1 68 N2 4 A ke 1y 5, 2 A I A 3R A PRI 9 1K) 2 22 Py ¢
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