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Abstract In this paper,a minimum joint mutual information loss-based optimal feature selection algorithm was pro-
posed, which firstly finds a non-diseriminate feature subset of the original set via a dynamic incremental searching strate-
gy,and then eliminates false positives by keeping minimum joint mutual information loss with class in each iteration u-
sing a minimal conditional mutual information criterion, in such a way as to obtain an approximate optimal feature sub-
set. Furthermore, for the computationally intractable problem arising in high dimensional feature space that characterizes
the existing method of conditional independence test with conditional mutual information,a fast implementation of con-
ditional mutual information estimation was introduced and used to implement the proposed algorithm. Experimental re-
sults for the classification task show that the proposed algorithm performs better than the representative feature selec-
tion algorithms. Experimental results for the execution task show that the proposed implementation of conditional mutual
information estimation has a considerable advantage.
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FRAEE TR O LAV 2 S0 B30 T A B AR 1 2 1o A B T
Ab PR R AR AT B R A (B ISR 2 BRI R Y
SRS, FHEEENA —HE MRS EE P B —
HEM 2648 ARG 00 X S R R IE 742, LA B R 1Y
ﬁﬁxﬂﬁ%i&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂm&ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ;ﬁﬁ% Hiy, —Hsk
P RHIEE R IR AT LA 43 3 280 ik A ¥ Filter J5 35 1
Wrapper ik, S THAFTEMNE, RIEERERESHE—
e BRI St B h, R AR ERRE C4. 57, Filter
T5 ¥ T 3 — LR B0 TP M U SR SR AR, B BRAFTE A i
B T AR I I B, A SRR F I B
fERIRE , LB BB A ReliefFU'" 4§, 15 Filter FikMR ,

BI% B 57.2011-01-26  R1& H#H.2011-04-15

Wrapper J7 % DAL — BAKIT 927 > B ik M BE AR g FLPRA0 A0
EEEEARAERIAT HE. B AR, Wrapper 7 B4k 7R T H B A9 13
P EEXNEAEMRE, Ht A AW E IR H
BOTFHPERE, R EA Bk, HSh, BT Wrapper J7#:{#
THRERNEI BB RN R, KRN BT EYS
5 A M EHE4EBUAR B, Filter kB ZE AL T Wrapper
HE.

H FHY Filter RUFELL 75 16 5T R IR AR A &
KR (*-tesHOM  RMI®H 5 B FIEE B %, AR,
W R T SO M AR R R B T L B 1B T B MRFIE S
HARE Z H IR R, AT BRFE 2 (6] AR M, Bt 208 U
FETCAR . AFEPAFIETUAR M, — R 5B F 5 {00 37 o 5 38
/R AT R (Markov blanket) BEif FRRIE T4 RA B9

AR E R A ARBEE ST (60973085) ¥EH) .
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ARG ST 14170 | S 4B 1 3 ek o 5 B AT T 4 AT % 1
SRR 5 A, TSR ) — A SIS 2 R B B/ A2
R DB T, AT T AT T E3 17 4%
4 S e A TR M 5 L T e R o, L
S R T S R 10 18 46 T 2 o MR AEEC0S7 . e i ) A
TAER SN TF 3 2. — KRB RS 8RR
BT B/ 48 2R 1o R 4 e 7 T B Y S 1T SR T
BT R R 2 ST M R B S 2, B R T
IR BT AR IR AT . 7 — 2R 45 MR A2 A JAE
FRREI (XA i A SR R AR, i —
245 T4 TSR PRI 50T 100 28 o ST E S 7 2 SR B AR IE T
SEHEAT R lE 00 ST B (38 B R A9 Yu %548 i B9 FCBF
BT L R SR AMBE IS, XHERA
WA SR T BT8R, A B R I B & B Tk 4
R I AT B, H R EL A ARG

SR bR IR, 5 30 LA (S AR KR A 3R 1
T AEFRMESEEBSHNBMISERBEE. Bk
Al AR R R RN H S M E A
18 MO HRAE -4 00 ST P R AR L B (e 2 AR TR 278
—A S A R AR A TS BRI TERISET£.
P2 T8/ NE (5 8 RN AR TE 5 — S A3 B N B E A
B HEER T XM TR TR E AT . A SRR T
— B HAE F AT R4S B T B R ST B IR0
HATHHREENLH, W UCI BERE A1 B2 SR
BB L KDD Cup # Thrombin $(E4 R4 K LK FEHH,
A3 H AR BB R SRR T2 401 1G, ReliefF f 1-
AMB fSEEE .,

2 BRAERRE&HEER

B4 H {5 B (oint mutual information)™ F FHE R B4
TEEZEMMHAERE, £ X={X,X, -, X,},)Y=
{Y1,Yz,, Y, ) ABIA R R SR EVERNES, U X
Y ZIE MBS EE B @ a7 p (x, ) F1 p(0) p(y) ZIE )
KL 8 (Kullback-Leibler divergence) ™™ &R .

ICXGY) =D [p(x, 9 | | p) p(») ]

— p(x,y)
Epen [1°g 2(x) p(y):]

p(x,y)
P p(y

A, log TR 2 MERBTEGEE (U THHEA log kFE
7~ loge),x .y AP HIFR XY PHREMBUEN & . HERAESE
BRENTM,ZFXHY PHEREREERHXREK. IXGY)HE
HERA, RZHER /N, FElM, 5 I(X;Y)=008,X
MY MEMS, FEANLE XY FEULEE TR 5
Y X={X}.Y={Y}8, I X;Y)=I(X;Y) HTZB XFY Y
HiER.

LZA-NEREBEEYERES. RAEZHXY
Z 8] ) 445 15 B. (conditional mutual information) & X 3%

I(XGY 2> =Epo { D [p(xs y ) [ | p(x| ) p(y12) ]}

=§Jp €3) (?Zy)p (x,ylz)log

=32p(x,log
z y

Cx,y|2D

p(xlz)p(ylz))

_ plx,ylz)
L2 2p Cxrysdlog e TR

IGY D ATHAE ZEHMBRT X MY ZE KRR E
. &IXGY|2D)=0,WiRBEALE Z6t, X Y KM
RZEZEBK, MUEHELE ZiT X fY HBEE M
x.

KA EEBMAGEEBARFIEAERRRE.
SFRAEE IOXGY) =1Y; X0, (XY 2) =1Y;X|2), HfER
WA RN RERRKAEERNAGEEERERN
M,

3 EFRAERBNBABELE

3.1 BAREEE

X B E I WiIE R R R LR, AE
—M%GE U=DF,O, pH%¥IJEEREREU LII%GH
— AT BN A F~C, TSRS ERE S
BV M RRAE 25 i) AP Bt — L B /M IE T4 S, (B¢ T B Bk
FERFHEFE LEST B HN 2'. S—~C B R 7T BB HEIE
h:F—>C, LI R OB R A ol , AT AR
FA—E BTN REORE R IE FENMK S . — BT E , TF4~
SRBAR (AR K (B /N, H BT PEAY A IR F AR MR, 4 T
Co ) HFHEF R TEN RS, BARAFFE R 3 0 4E 55 B ZE R AE
Z5[8] F 38R K —MEARAE e BB BT IV B3 T (- DB
R TTRE K B B/MFIE T4 S,
3.2 ETRABAERENRRISERSZ

HFAREIERELEAENGE LVGH—TAT
SRR, F X R A B A REA Y 43 26 BRFETE
— P NAFIEE A F BIERE C MBS 525, T2, %—
MFESHE BBERERS S HHERRE BN, ZIFEN Y
HESRAFAE , 75 MZAFAE A AR SE AR AE ST RAFED . B TE
A EAE BB SRR N — A RHE 2 (A B {5 B R B AT 4
BT, T W B R EM 5 B EE & AT R Z i8] Bk
BERTEMEN ., RIBREAEREBNESL I(C;S MHER
FARIEE S 5XRBEC WHXEERBR KHNEE0S
RKERBMBE. KZ,I(C;H=0MHEH S PREEHKE
KHMFE . FEi, 3 UBE BAR BAE AL FEIFM R, BP
H J(S=I(C;S) , M BARAFAE AT 55 7] LARIR A I — 4
MR/ NRYSFIE T A S LI maxser [ (C;8) . B F HHFIE
2% ,(S,FYCF, HkA 545 B as ™= w4

I(C;F|8)=I(C;8,F)—I(C;® ¢))
& HEEBRAEREM ICCFIS) =20, FER
KC;S, PHZ=IC;® )

AR (2),ATH supscr [ (C;)=I(C; F), R TitigsE
XEEMERRE, U TEASHEERIFETENE X,

EX UEERMFIETE) BRSCFESHE

KC:$=I(C; ) (3
MR S H F — N TERFIEFE.

BR BUFEFER FRLERFETFESZPAKS
DB T, XIRAE FREXERIFIEFE AR
FETIRRE. TRRITEFMELERES RPN THE
BV E B8 F L FFETFES, By FE# T
G LA HEBR IO, AT 78 AR IE BT 5. LA T #4353
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XA [0 42 M o7 P 4 R SR B, FEAE LR b 48 A S
M RER,
33 EFERASHIEEENEERBITFERRERE

B ESE S, 5R (G FI$9H >0, F 2 — R4
fE, HERHEE S IIRBAMK FRIRECHER:HFF
5C &Mz, B0 ICC; FIS) =0, WHHE F EHE S AR
BAETHLMIEMEREL, B FE— R XHSE, 8 E
B EAERIEE SHNIIRBIE. ZHEFE IGF]
S PUEEE T HHE SHRIRE Z M %, Fpt % B2 T4
FEZ [ BIA R TR ERIFD , B E + 508 S R IEM
TEAUEN, 256D, RITRA— M) SHE R R, #
R—PNFHEERBIETFES. WES—HEP, REME
MEI KRG EEB BB KNIFEH AT FE, FEREFE
HWREFEHT T —HrEN. SERIEE U=DWF.O),%
WA A TS IEE W, =F, O EIFEE S =0, ZKiE %K
BE A LIRR A

v(1)=arg ;gel%v)ld(C;F'@)

Yk, 1<k<| F|
v(k+1)=arg max I(C;F|Fup s s Fow)
Few,

:ﬂ:':':' 9Fv(lz) ﬁ/ﬁ:\'% k ﬂ?ﬂ‘}'ﬁﬁ/\ﬁﬁ%%%%im Wit =W, —
(Fuw}o Wil — KRB #ATI(C:S) = 1(C; F) f 31,
DLF 4t —FhEEM BB B 7 o

k—1
HE Z‘z\o‘kza ;%%VXI(C;FIS{)’W"ZF—S“S] =0,

WEE 1(C38) =IKC; BT A VEFBR 0. =I1(C; P,
UER AR YRR A B 5 B BeE N, A
I(C;S,):nglélx I(C;F|Si—1)+I(C;Si—1)(iizygs"'sk)
i—1

TRE
I(C;8) = max I(C;F|8i-1)+ max I(C;F|Sp—z) 4+
Few, Few,

k=1 k—2

+maxI(C; F[8)
Few,

=kil max [(C;F|S;) =g,
i=1 Few,
WA o=1(C; PHSIC;S)=I(C;F), k¥,

YR 1 R TRARHEERRT R 6 5 1(C;SOZM
BEHER. 0 Fmax (G FIS)EB—HRFHEHE,

B 00 HE47 1(C;8) = 1(C3 ) BRI Kk R B 10
R, WA ETER i A max (G FI8) =0 H 0% 1(Cs

PR A, N T QRUER A B, (RS B w4k
SEHEAT AT LT B EL A 43 28R T ARHIE (RPN AR 4 B
ABKEAE BHFAD #EAFH BIAH Sy =S + (Flmax

IC; F) } s Wiy :Wi“‘<F\£23‘1VXI(C§F)} »0it+1 = 0i o

3.4 BFB/NEHEREBHTRIHEHRER

AR RRRE SR T RS RGP TR
E2EN N EERFETE, AR GHR T HU0EANRIE
BEA SRR AR HEHE TR TURIHE, 3B T T
HRAR . HARZAETFE-SRANEHHERT RS
ORI F 4 ST B AE (9 43 26 B8 ) BTk X4 T 5L otk
ABE T AT 5 » BI04 2881 IR I R BH
A BEHERE TR, T RAFFE R ARHE TR AFHE R
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B 33 ARAE T 58 POAAE B 2 0 B I TUARFRIE R AT BEME .
G T REXE B AE TR MBLE K, SFHE AR LR R
M FAETE B AR TR, Rk, KR (G S =1(C; F)
HAEIE TR S, J5 0T BB RFERERIFA BAFIE 5 Jy 150
PRI P AT BEAFAE O TURASAE , N BN TR A, 55
b, B FEEBRBURSE BT R R B S YI G4
ARG R HE 5 R EZ B A EmET" . EE
T 2 BT 1 B T4 AT ZE A B P 5 A — AN FI B 7 R A
WiTtatE. BEA [(CF|IS—{F) <y, WHE F H—170
AFEHE HARHE TR P B, Wb, hf—w/MEA
BB AT TOAR 2 B 45 DR 2R , 1) B R R B AR A X R T 5
Sehr 42 RE T IR AT RE/D B T R AR UR A IE TR 5
KiFBZ AKX A LERBHTHRZ M. LR ERE
Ry RA—MET B/ MR EE BB ARMBR R R ITTRE
fiE, BEBER—BBITRBIRETREN S ERRET
BAMEM T L ANIUREHE M RER AT RN A

LGS =1(C;8) — Umin [(CFIS—(FD (4

E:IFES;Z

EAE 1 SRE n;igﬂC;FlSk“ —{(FH=y. Wi
Fe& L

WEHHE T4 R BT A FFIE AR e R TR AFIE . B
BRI AR B B AR, I S R A BT AR IB OAFIE 146 St
3.5 MIMIL &%

Lia BT, ATH B MIMIL B ¥ (Minimum Joint
Mutual Information Loss-based algorithm) B{H{%HS

i1 MIMIL BEEEEE
Input: A training dataset U=D(F,(C)
Output; Selected feature subset §
1. Initialize: S=@ ,W=F,s=0,JMI=I(C; F)
2. Repeat // &—HrE
3. If 3FEW such that I{C; F|S) > 0.do
4 Choose FEW that maximizes I(C; F|$)
5 S=S+{F},W=W—{F},6=¢t+I(C;F|
6 Else
7. Choose F&€W that maximizes [(C; F)
8 §$=S+{F},W=w—{F}
9. EndlIf
10. Until g=]JMI
11. Repeat // 8 BB
12. Choose FE S that minimizes I(C;F | §—{F})
13. I I(C;F | §—{F})<ly,do
4. §=S—(F}
15. End If
16. Until 8 has not changed

MJMIL B3R —Fh T RE T R0 S I B
B BANEEFRNEM IR BT OUFID) KA. AiE
“HRUETHBERAMBR T, ZEEE BRI - HEREMN
FRIE e R B A A2 5 Bk (B DU B B 5%
BB —1 1) MaT e s B4R 3R N TR
A B B 8 L3 A R — T S FE 5
¥R AN B R X R 5RMES MR R YO R
M, ZHBH FE I BEHRBAE BRI %
A R LRI R B R, UTRA R - Miua s
Sl HAZ BAE T IR O TR BB R T AR AT LB K
RS AR T B 28 T SR A B PRI £ MUMIIL. B30 0 RS 76 55



HBFAES B T BAUbH RBMSEFE,
3.6 FEEEBRMSET
NPT BZE, B RAHBREFRNE X UK
FEEERMRREERZEMER,
EX2AHERFER HAEPHEELU=DF,O,XEF,
YEFUCU, ##U LA X MY HRHBEELEN

A

IU (X;Y)= EEPU’ (xyylog “M

A

v (r)pu' (»

o, g O Fpy (o 5+ VSMBINTE UL S0 FIB A
B,

WE2 SHEAA R RS ETS, E AL A
METHET R T N ETRREE B, AR aF
NAREARWBHESR U=DF,C) M E F4 SCF,XEF,YE

FZ & GEERTTRRN
I}(X-YIS)=éA- Ty, (XY )
.4 €, 1]%3—/\5(1‘ FUMREUCU.
BB 1% S={F1, -, F:}, @ 0 S FHFERELH S =4,
¢ €D R S PIFEMN —F R AREH S, 0 PERFETF U
FHIBREAE NN ¢, U.CU BEH ¢ MTEIEE, No, K

U, higkAH, TR UU U, B

A, BABIKGEFENME. BN RAEEBMAIT
AR R EZE R O S| NlogN) +ON); R, &
ERERHF R BIEE U S 7HF . R4 E M BUE IR
K, FRERBREHF R MR 2E 0 OUS|(N+m),
FRBLARBEMELGFEMERIZELER O(S|(N+r)+
O\ LB OCS| (N+ 7)), ATHIYBMRMELER - AKX
B 48R0 F AR E AR IIREN S, PR _BERTH
£—., FICRATR-HITHEELH.

4 LRRERDH

RIS B4, Y MIMIL BB RE.
AR ELI R T 2 M AT B E B IGM  ReliefF) DL K&
IAMB H3£09 5 MIMIL Bk #4T HER. 2H2883%#F Naive
Bayest™ ,kNNFIF C4, 511, &8 —3R4%, MIGTEASCIR &%
B E A5 BORMEHEIE MR R, 53 5IE A 3005 R FISCRRC9 ]+
FJTER R SC B MIMIL 355, 3 Lh BB A 12 7 MIMIL B8
mMEREENBEGE—NE LMfTRE. AR E
2. 8GHz CPU,2G RAM ¥ PCHL EE/R.

BB OUCHE e M RN EREREE £ WERES
35 % Harvard Lung Cancer? $(3#E4 F1 KDD Cup 2001 )
Thrombin® $#EEENLIIHIEE, FEARRIE 1.

*1 THRFEEHL

Instances

Datasets Features Classes

I(XYIS)—Ep(¢)ZEp(x,yI¢)log P(x’y“’)
P(I|¢)P(y|¢)
nw, (253)
&Ny U, (x,y) Ny,
=S NII TRl (D) i, ()
Ny, NU,-
¢ Ny A
=Zw22 U(:tc,y)log/\—gl—(ﬁ‘)L
=1 =2 pu () pr ()
7 Ny
=§T\J~ u, (X;3Y)
K my, Co)omy, Coy o ) 53R —FFE BUE FBUE 4

75 U, TR 4 No, /N= UH

HGYI9=22 T, 06D

LAEIR 2, AT RIS B E BT ¢ )
R ER AR AR, FREREE AN
A m AR BRSO 2R O™, Y
W g A Ui 78 U s g9, AT LUK B — 1 U %
AV ST BB, 3 B Ty, (X5 YD BB 02 U, bt
I TS B P, B 2R T 5 B O T 2

gw;ﬁlow» DN OCN) . M Us 72 U s g2 451, T 3%

FALAT mRp I 8« 5 R—, RAM I E 2B 7 O(NlogN)
HIHEF B (BIINB RS, MG MRIE FES AXEFE
XIS U #1T|S | R RGBT A R E 5 BIF

L http: //archive. ics. uci. edu/ml/

Kr-vs-kp 37 3196 2
Census-income 41 199523 2
Mfeat-factors 216 2000 10
Arrhythmia 279 452 16
Harvard Lung Cancer 12600 203 5

Thrombin 139351 2543 2

HE 1A LEH, FrEiEE T ie 2 AFEAEHE (203~
199523) , 3 J& NBRE I8 (37 ~ 139351 ) SR 3, H B 38 T A 4T
HTEE, A F TFami BB R EE.

4.1 SYHERETEM

RAEZNRBIZETL S Weka fERSF AR TS,
4B CERL12], 4 ReliefF Bk o 9S50 N 30, L4841
Bk 5. MFASCRHEN MIMIL &%, BB RE v &8
0.01, 5L+ TAMB B> Ml MIMIL B3l Java L3,
FHAlr A Weka & FHH. FHEEFE IG A ReliefF W
A 7E Weka FEHEEA. X F Thrombin FIEEW S, H TH
MBORR,BATH CH+ R T LR 4 FPAFERE
Hk A Weka 5 T XHHEERRS B Thrombin $E4E
TrRLE ., LR SAEHERE (Accuracy) 1E R 411 RE
RITF SR, FR T 10 K. 10 Hr38 LI IER KB 4 T
R, WA, R MIMIL 8 57 B4R In 4 FaMERE,
TEf P43 K B AT Thrombin % 47 £ B9 R B, 38 A
ROC fi£k T R (AUC)™! | 25 #E 2R (Precision) FI #f £ % (Re-
calDYERTEM IR, M FEH EERIFENRIRE, LB

2 http://datam, i2r. a-star, edu. sg/datasets/krbd/LungCancer/LungCancer-Harvardl. html

®  http://pages. cs. wisc. edu/~dpage/kddcup2001/

Y http. //www. cs. waikato. ac. nz/ml/weka/

® ff IAMB BB RAE T B A RIR S, I P R A0 AR A ST VISR P AR SUHR ) 9 SETR S AT SR
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ATSER A MDL k™ TR e b . SCIRES R IFE 2 A
% 3,

% 2 iR Lie 5 SRR, MIMIL 1 IAMB B4 3 #4>
EB LW EHSEABEHREZEHB M T IG A ReliefF, H
MIMIL MRIER . SHHMEAR S BIARMREEN S, K
THE Kr-vs-kp E#Z2 B 40, MIMIL #1 IAMB X B 4% X 0T
RIFEL N BRRAFEREFERWREEFA T+ HE,
IAMBEE £7€ Arrhythmia (884 E 3R T X R Z RS8R,
XE—ERE L T A5 SR BiE s PAME TN
Xt o2t BE A S R T AR B AR K, B A 55 245 AR 8 AR e 1

XAYEPERRE R T REMKEM . R, IAMB £ Arrhyth-
mia b TR HE LR WU T JAMB B AR A RH
BHRE LR HHEEBRE N ORI RMERITARTFE. XM TH
AP AELL_EIUBURAAE 4 BE M B8 4 B 2 Thrombin X BRI H
PR S, MIMIL WBUS T8 3 MRS 8
AR 25 R, X U T o 4 B 4R TR TR FRIE B AT e X 23
RERBEEEENRW. HEHIEFRPIIRFHMERE A K
REFHAETRMEE, AR & KR, £ MIMIL #T-
AMB 2 [a], MIMIL F{E#tE B &, X % T MIMIL &
W B A IR A SRR AR IR R AU TR AR FI FI R8RS

F2 PFTEBIEE LD 4 MR EE R AR R LR OO

Harvard Lung

Kr-vs-kp Census-income Arrhythmia Mfeat-factors Cancer Thrombin Avg. Accuracy
MJMIL+Naive Bayes 94,32 86.62 76.37 86. 11 94,83 92.70 88. 49
MJMIL-+kNN 97.61 94, 02 68. 87 84.27 94.73 95, 45 89. 16
MIMILA+C4. 5 97.85 94. 69 71.99 80. 31 91. 67 95. 48 88.67
TAMB+ Naive Bayes 94, 26 85,48 75.71 84.78 92.91 89.75 87.15
IAMB+ kNN 97.13 94, 08 68. 94 83.02 93,25 91. 27 87, 95
IAMB+C4. 5 97. 26 94,70 71. 50 78. 85 90. 25 90. 19 87. 13
1G+ Naive Bayes 88. 09 79.99 74,05 82. 68 92. 27 92.41 84. 92
IG+kNN 96. 76 94, 07 69. 36 81. 80 90. 54 92. 44 87. 50
1IG+C4.5 96. 82 94, 55 71, 64 75. 65 88.42 92. 44 86. 59
ReliefF+Naive Bayes 91, 34 81. 60 73.81 59. 90 92.76 91, 25 81.78
ReliefF+kNN 96.75 94. 38 67. 30 64, 86 90. 59 94. 34 84. 70
ReliefF+C4. 5 97.38 94, 54 72.88 63, 48 90. 10 94. 69 85.51
# 3 Thrombin 4E4E b RMEREPRAIEIR (V0
MIMIL 1AMB 1G ReliefF
Naive Naive Naive . Naive .
Bayes kNN C4.5 Bayes kNN C4.5 Bayes kNN C4.5 Bayes kNN C4.5
ROC(AUC) 92,62 85. 92 82. 63 90. 26 84, 88 83. 58 49. 60 49. 60 49, 60 87.26 77.23 76.16
Precision Active 51.42 77.62 77.93 39.76 76. 19 76. 98 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 44,19 71. 30 71.09
Inactive 97.17 96, 63 96. 71 97.29 96. 66 96. 46 92,41 92, 44 92.44 96. 59 95, 47 95, 82
Recall Active 66. 15 57.81 58, 85 68.75 58. 33 55. 73 0.00 0.00 0.00 59. 38 42.71 17. 40
Inactive 94,50 98. 64 98. 65 91. 49 98. 51 98. 64 99. 96 100 100 93. 87 98. 60 98. 43

344 T HILFE Thrombin BIEE L MEMIEIR. *
BE 3 M EBE IGC LR LR ERESFIE 92. 41%,
92. 44 %0 92. 44 % AT H; AUC (HHI#ER R A 49. 6% ; RNt 3
433885 1G 4 & 7 Thrombin b3} Inactive 26 (2351 4~
BEAORIZ YEE R T Naive Bayes 3 92. 41% 4b, H & K
92, 44 % (SRR RE R M) s EEHKBR T 7 Naive
Bayes |5 99. 96% #b, H 4 ¥k 100% ., {E X T Active 2§
Q92 MHEAO T, HEMFMELF LR 0%, UL E B
FI3E X BAERT , 3 P BRI BT A Active AR 2423
Inactive 25/, MBI L IG F X Thrombin 038 4 MG
AR (192:2350) +4MBUR . TX A RIS ReliefF sl
BB T — ki 78 TAMB A1 MJMIL &, 9t 5 2 MIMIL
FLOBBTEHNRE. £ 3 B0 MIMIL #1 3 fh4r2286
AUC{EA Bk 92. 62%,85. 92%#1 77. 63%, /£ C4. 5 L
MJMIL #) AUC {8 % IAMB B& {i& DA #F, #£ Naive Bayes FI
kNN _HZ(EHFMHTF IAMB, e 1, MIMIL i &
T HA 3 e R L.
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