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Abstract

To address the challenges of high dimensionality, small sample sizes, and severe feature redundancy
in colonoscopy data, we propose an RFE-guided PSO heuristic framework for feature selection and
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classification. Firstly, the raw features are pre-screened using F-tests and correlation analysis to
reduce dimensionality and eliminate redundant information. RFE is introduced to generate feature
importance scores that guide the search process, whilst an improved PSO heuristic optimisation strat-
egy is employed to perform a global search for feature subsets. This is combined with a local search
mechanism to further refine candidate solutions. Additionally, feature scale and stability constraints
are incorporated into the fitness function to enhance search capabilities and improve the robustness
of the optimal solution. Finally, a radial basis function (RBF) kernel support vector machine is em-
ployed as the classifier, and its classification performance is evaluated under five-fold cross-valida-
tion. Experimental results demonstrate that various evaluation metrics, including Recall, Accuracy,
F1-score and G-mean, outperform those of the comparison methods.
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1. 518

58 LW 2 ARV R N R S A0 T B 25 i S A g 2 —, LR IS ot T ot 190U A E A4
WiByT T REAEEE N1 B HER S KA BEEARTIRRE, REW A REIE S b e T4
BhiisWr. SR, IXREmE SO 4. FEARGIR. M 2. FHMETUR NS, [FERGT kg it
Gy AL Gy B OB B2 AR FIAS R 1 )

FHEILEFAE N @ 4EEAR 2 AT AR O, ] S UERFIE 88 & rh i it 5 43 288 e FE AR O B TU A e/ IR
TETHE, MR S e sy, $ETHRAL 0 SMERE . VA ARG I e 2 (filter) . E0.25 7 (wrapper) Fl
iR A2 (embedded) =28, 7 AU E Guitfadr. 23 S PEREFII AL I FR[2]. SHFESRBUA ], HFRAFIESE
TREE THHEAR SR, R vl e v . 7Em g DR ARSEE & BB E R A AT DL AR
BRI KRS, SE P B IR, TR, FRTE— @ FR R R RS AN T A i >R (R 52

FIF5(2024) 42 H ) MMTS-AdaBoost [3]77 5@t il & H R 4t 54k 1455 AdaBoost 7028, fE4EHE
Wl T AR IS TR HERA SR, (T 2R EE R . SR, RO B v A SR, Rz
R RS ARG RS, ERdEE A5 AR MR . Deng 5(2024) 1) U-RFE [4] 7728 d 24l
T AR Y B S SR SR, E 4 B e B U 86.4% M HERR R, (HiT S A% RIS, H ik
HWREEIAMW, SRR . Mohamed 55(2025)#2 H T —Fi454& CNN 5 ACO-PSO [5] 145 ¥ 2 Wi
J5i%: R T G R SR BURRAE S HEAT PR 4k, SR SVM. KNN 2543 28881151 . SZI6E A TR 45 i 21 20
H G FEAS TR E W R S FL{E. SR, ACO-PSO L FHHEESE, KXt BMERIA G474
JathAk, BEARHESRIR T 44,

G5 B0 I R A Al A AR SRR . RS B B UREE I, R A 0 A — b e 42 )R
HWEREE 5 05 BRI RE IR R 7%, DARTHR A 2R i SFa e (6] fEMS ST, RAZ
W BORFAE SRTE 5 5] T o Bk, SRAI IR R E AT R 0%,  DARRIU RS BT BEJE, SIS
JHHFAEH BR (Recursive Feature Elimination, RFE)PFAGRFIEHZ M, FR AR e i0fE BIR A R . 12
PACET B, #5 RFE 5] SR HE S K A =AU, EAE SR #F L 4k (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO)
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2] T AR R LA B, AN SIS AR P SR AR, T B T 2 Wi BN AT SR
[ IK RFE SRS MO E EEMEE L0 5 S5 8, XHRF 3 y mstirf=y, i REmn T e EE
FRAIE X 3. 51N R i 4 2 SR B A AT A0AL,  DATRAN AR AT AN A St vy SR B R 0 F R BRI A A2
It AR BRIk R 51 S P EE R, SILA RARER 5 R K 2 TR A RCP, AT 3RS B AR
HEARRMEMFETE. 0K B, KA TR M B R AL SR E A @ 0 R, DAFE AR
X IRARZME G RINALBERE /[ 7]: FERRIRFFAEAERE RN, A TiRm e 545 RAaett:, h4EH
JWrde s Sk v S LA B2 W B (R nTAT AR B 4%
2. 5
2.1. FESH(ANOVA) F #1

77 Z 5 HT(ANOVA) F K55 [8]2& — P F 1) S AR SR A A 73, Jl I LU R A 22 e 5 R N S BUR 2
KA BRI AT 31 o I —RRAEAEAS (B 2850 2 18] B UK II33ME 72 7 BRI sh BN, 201
Ao R, A RT RS RS .

WHIREAE CAEA, W F Git&Eg SU8:

_ between-classvariance
~ with-classvariance

Hor, 28] 75 7 (between-class variance) FH T~ ZI i A [ 28 1) 35 {f 2 18] 1Y) 22 S A2 BE, 2R A J7 22 (within-class var-
iance) FH T & [ — R N REAR R B SRR B . T8, FAEBUOR, RUDNZFHELEA RIS (8 X 7 fe
B .
2.2. FAXMTIRE

JZ IR EEAR G R $[9] (Pearson Product-Moment Correlation Coefficient, PPMCC) & —Ffi iy & 5 4~ B
WA B 2 A 28 PR AH OGO R 5 FE AN 5 M) R Givt i LR AT AR Rl W 7 22 SAm e 22 I LU AR bR ik
JE RN B OB R PR A T 2% B B R O B8 7 1) — B0, AH G REO IE B4 0 HE
B AW T A, AR RECON; B D EH ZRAEEREL SR, WX REEL T%.

BRANE R X R IOREAS B {x | Ry b BRHEMAR G R B r 52 SR

e Zinzl(xi -X)(v; —Y)
- (- 9)

E¢,7=%ZLN’7=%ZL%%%%£%4%%%&$@EOn%ﬁ$§%°%¥%ﬁxgvmw
i, RPN RIS S & EOMIORE S BHR X 5 Y HORREEIORAL, X AT — 1L,
S 8 r U7 [~LA] (X 0], [r T 1, BMAPIANS L2 I R 1> 0 FoR IEAX,
F<ORRFHIK, r=0 FpFIELELIEIR.,
2.3. BYIFFEERRE

VTR R [10] 2 — B S A E B S0, EL A0 BB AR i T RS I R TS AR E, M
T 045 KM (LA o 26071 (P — /N 5 S8 B HLAR PR R R MBS AT TR, SRJ5 IR

901k ST G ORI I A A XL BT TR A P T4
VEIA LA F = (£, £, £}, RFE (OGS AC R AT A 1 F

M

@
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(1) MR ¢ RARIEAE PO IR MO, SR M AE RO T 4> S ( f ) = importance( ) -

() FIBIEHTHFHET, S K AR R BEEHE(k 9B K), SRR RIS R,

(3) EEMIR 1~2, HEFIRFEECE BT )/ MR r

(4) KA SCIRAUEVEAS A FIRHE T RIVERE, B AE 7 RS 1 e I T AR N B AR AE 746

TEFRHIZ, RFE MRBCRTEROFRE LA T35 ST 2R RHE PR e 7, B TR ZE 2 I s
R, HAH R IFR AR B R A SO R B K RFE HEATHRRE T-HE A3 VA0 3%, i A2 1) 326 i i) 4
EE B ERRRER, 51 FESMHMETENERIRE. — T, 1ZREE % T RFE R ZIERH K
MR, S —J7 T, WA T AR RMRANIH], AR T RFE FERFIEE £ 82 ml e A7
TER R R R, AN AE CRAIE v 52005 1 [R] B S FHRFAE 1 B 1) A e R S P fe

24. RIFHRRAHEE

R RARACSE[LL]2 Kennedy 558 AHHE SRER £ 1T b T PR 520 IXBR K IL FE BT 2t g —
HEeSE, AR A, SHOEM A, ERTRINI S, SR IS MAE R —ARLT
ANRET R H QTR BN e AL B (MR, By), R AR i e 8 R B AT A A
ERRAAR(P, ), BARLT 5 &0 B I B P AR I 1 N 2

BB N BB T REAE D 4E2 (0] o AU, AR TSRO 58 ¢ UORARP S 0 MR/
5§ 4 BT B R xR o TEIRAGE RE T, LTI A R AR S 4 R AN T ST B SIR
&, TSI AR IR

FESE ¢ UGEARIN, B8 T /VRE RS j 248 B Aod i 5 o B SR A SN R

Vit = avj +in (b =X )+ 61, (g X ) @3)

t+1
X

ij =

X + Vit (4)
Hr, o NBHERCE, RT3 R 2 w8 R I S FE AR R AR R s ¢ F e, 20Tl MR S R - S R
PRSI Rl XA [-11] R BEALEL.

AR (3) () AT 50, WL F B4 S0 48 R R 3 AR MR B I 5 4 R B AT IR AR BE 7 . 7R3
KA, B Z RV R, 5 LR S, AT HME L7 /- #2308 A2 A RURHIE T4 IR, 7E 4
R AR Z A 20515, HMREPREG—E B, SmisuiE[12].

25 BT REERBIZMN S FEEEN

A5 ) K R HA0A SR ) B AL L3152 — R FRIARE 170 A R 50K S50 e S 281 vy ¢4 2 1) AT g8 PR AR 2 1 702K
I ) ST AR ) AU o I L fe R 70 S AT T SR U T, A P A% 150 e 6 2 A B e A

RBF #% 193 XLy
2
X —X;
k(xi,xj)zexp[—%} (5)
Hrhro > 0 FEHIZ R BRI TEE . x Al x; RS R AR AS CREE [V RE), 1) s S b R 5 1 AR,
j R
KHHZIZI SVM PSR B BT 5 A

y(x)=sign(iapypk(xp,x)+bj (6)
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Rt o, NEHSWIETRT y, AR, b N, x, AR R a, =0 Ml Z4HA).
RBF-SVM Sl % 54 C Fl o KA HIBIAL A 540 SN, Fork C R TEMLSHE, JRT- T4t
T e 51

3. £F RFE 3|5 PSO B&RAHEEIRE

R RER AL (Swarm Intelligence Optimization, SIO)E it 4Ll [ 4R AL REAA WA AT v, S2HlRT R 24
R PR AERER, ERHE IR 8 15 202 B [14]. SRR ks BRI A FI AR IR AL SR 4
B 5 THMA. SHM R, MRAEIREM S, GEA ORI m AR 0 8, RS T RHAR BRI
RENEE % 7 V21 i 4RO A B b R It B ) A R AR R Be Ty, AR SEBR A s AT T — e Bk . — 77T,
FEGR TR LB Z I E B 51T, TE R gERHIE 23 18] TR 25 5 tH I R AR SRR e 1
i) RR[15]: 5—TJ7 1, FRARKERENIIAG S S50 SR L], HME LAFE 20 I FARAAE (RS AE A B B 22 5, A
MM TR R R, AL N, BT IE T BR (RFE) A 5 5 T IR G AE B B HEA TV, 75— F2
FE b S BRARFAERT 43 AR5 DTk, (R R TR, H 552k ) SR PERe 2

BT R AT, GBI TR B RFAE VP ML S B AR Re AL T ARG S, DGRBS R AR
FRIEPA A Rt il ARSCE R AR IR 5 AH S 23 B o v 4 i 46 A SR - AT W 075, 78 AR AL B2 1Y)
Fefih PRI —F RFE 51 51 PSO Ji R :HIEIERE /715, 1@ 5]\ RFE A2 sUICRHIE B 2 A5 B X8 R it
BT, R R R FER SSRGS, RERWE 1R,

RIn R

HAREmALIE

}

Fi& 36 548 X MR 05

y
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Figure 1. Flowchart of the RFE-guided PSO heuristic feature selection algorithm
1. #F RFE 515/ PSO B A RHFHEEFE I RIZE

]

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.155258 663 N H it e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.155258

TR, ERN

3.1. FiAbiE

ASCHHARFAT P I, QAR SR RE SRR SHEAN . T BURE R R EEET . DR R
Wb, BESSFIAE FORINRAE AT VAL, ARARAS AT 23 /NI RRAE AT B PP HE e J5 s BT K ANEE
fiE, Hrp k=150, XTEEHCHIATK MNMFAEATAHOCHE T, R A I TURRHIE,  PRARRRE [ T AR 1
FHIRTHRRIE FAE M B ME[16]. 200 F ARG S5 OCIEI BEALEEJS , IR 4G 698 4EHFAE Tk /N T4 T 150 4
PHEERAE T4, NJE4E RFE 5] 51 PSO RRIFIEFEIR (LA .

3.2. T RFE 3|88 PSO BERIFEIRIFE

TERRAHERRAE T4 S5, #E—P 5\ RFE 512/ PSO B K AAALHEmE, XA & BT A R
PIIRIUR LA AL 14 o AR AR, AT R AF S AT Ry — A i A R [P B AN
08¢ 1, 70 IR BAFAE 1 5 77 5 PR B

bR PSO &G BEXESAL AL IFl AU e v, L - A7 B SRR XE LB A — i R AR AR
N, A BRSNS B AT RE S BUE B R ZE IR R A E V. PSO R R P Z AR5
ol FER, K EERBNMA RS SRR, SEGER PRI R AEH . Sk
FREARA R RS, Rl 2 PRV, RPN R BRI, S ue e 2 (10 b & 5 R e
PE[17].

B B R, ASCAE PSO 4R 51 3 ARG B, 51\ RFE ZE B AE 3 245 BAE v e ie
51, G AU L] 5 R S RS, YR R AT Sk, AT BRI HRF AL IE 3 (A Rk S5 A
FENE. B

3.2.1. BN R BRI

N T RERGE HULE 73 R RE SRR (B A P4, MBI X, AR SO 2 o S B2 B 4

n.select

mean 4y shape([1] -
Hor, F, BARTERS XIAIE FIRAF AL Fl-score I{H, n.select A4 aTikFEMHFIERL, X .shape[1] A
BRHIERL, o (FL)FR& 4T Fl-score MAREZ . @, = 0.15 F1 e, = 0.15 43 A RFE U AE §1) 105 A2 1444
IR R A

T N P R ECEE ORUE 73 R VERE I [FI B, RMARFAE R 2 5 45 SR A AT 20 0R, SRy iz (LRe 1 5 &
Bt

3.2.2. RFE 5| S#1%§l

B T % Goki 1 BEOR A0 A48 2RO R Aok R S B (0 A R A DR 4 ey e e, 5 = o) o At A 2005 2
PRI, 5S8R )7 M R—[18], JUHAEmYERE S E T G AN Rt . AEIOX — 8, AR5
T VARFAETH B (RFE)SHBERAE T SR AT B VPAL, IR A IV oA E R e 30 AR 5 k1 BT .

£ RFE &2 rh, AR BEHLAR AR (Random Forest, RF)E e 5] 3%, Honh i 4E 50 B Skt o
REMS 2| E AR M RRIE X R AL BASHOEE N WIIEE (n_estimators) ¥ 50, HRZSHCR HERIA
BCHE o FERFIEISL VBRI RE A, FRAE R B L M BTRAE R ) — 2, K (step) v 0.1, BREREEEACHE B
21 10% 1) B R

BT RFE 92 FRHEH T 45 R, A SCHE— DA I3 — A EEE VT, K RHIEHE S WS 22 X 8] [0,1]
Hi 4 ERSE T FRFAEXS BB = (0 51 T80 T BOE S RHIE 51 T M & . 1% 5] T SR AR T 3R L,
N RIEHETT I TEL R, Rk I R R S SR AR T R DT X 3

f(X)=F1 ,-o(F1) )
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AR I, VFEK RFE ZRIEARUIZRH RTH ST, A SOIEAR BRI AT RAE TR ik,
T2 SR A AR AL A O R 51 5o IZRISE R TS R A I I, OR R T AR I R v ot
WRRFAC K R ERRE ST, AT FETH T R AR SR £ AR E Tk

3.2.3. RFE 5| 28I =it rR gt HL 5
B TR AR 5 1) AR S L T RS BOe At 1) R, 75 SRR 7 3% 2 2 ) v (R 6 BB LSy — ik )R i e
BERE[19]. A, ACEFESE Sigmoid BB ML LR L, 51\ RFE A4 SRAE E Z 0%, 6 ik
AT HE R
E%ﬁé,%i&ﬁ%&%t&%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%xﬁ{@wﬁmﬁg,ﬁﬁ&m:ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%

S & A
1, x5 > 0,
S = (8)
0,x; <6,
Hodr, B 6, B1 RFE 51 55 Bah 5 4
0,=6,-(1-G;)+1-G; 9)

1ELER(9) T, G, NH | IMRFHIER) guidanceq, 1377, 6, NWIIREIME; A J9i 7T REL.
AN E L 5] NRHIE L ZE I A5 2, 8 L ERGAE 0T NP B ARLFEARG, AT B2 v el ade o (O %, i
AR ZVERFAE I SE Sy e B, SEBIL T #R 2R RENS SC B AL () 5 325 1L L

3.24. REBIEZEHH

TEAS B IS 5 RIS, il — D AR THRRAE T SR RS SR 5 il o SR P N R s, 7R BB
SRR, ASCEINREAER U], 0 4RGP AT AR . B RTHIE TS I me (0,1°, D
FFHERE A S ={je (L2, D} m; =1} FRAFE T RFHET 4, £ET ={je{01-,D}|m; =0}
FARRPE P IIRAETE, W m; =05 m, =13 53R E j /ML B RRIEARE T ik iR, A4
RHEREEES AT RN A = S+T o TERLUIEAR AR 2 B R b 350 2 i 28 AP T G T B e A «

(1) BEAUIHBR IR 7 REAE

5 AR PR HE RO | S| KT S NRFIER N, o BB HUI R — 300 REAE, MR B 52 SOh -

Karop = Max (L,(|S]- ), 11 =0.1 (10)

TE0) A, p AT MR RAELE B RIEREIBR 220 1 AMRFIE, B 2 I BR 20 AT ERY) 10%. # M BR
IR R 5| NG ATE S S I SIBEALIEE, AKBAEFIVES, AT OREFESIIBEALYE, B ekt R
LI 2 o
(2) 51 IS FHAE
MARIEHFESRS T H, AR 51T 0 BOA BRI R PR I > AR . I INEE
Kuig =max(L([T|-¢)),¢ =0.02 (11)

B AN L AMRRE, BRIRERZ I INZ) 2% B RHER. EQAD)T, ¢ RN TR EARINAREL S [T|
FIORARBGLE PRAE R, S BATIRE BN K, BRFERS , RREAES T BRI THRFAE | 0% PO
op, HHIFHHMIELE, B p;A:

—
l ZkeT 9k

(12)
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Fort, g, R RIS S48 quidancey, . AMBHRET ABTASHENT S ML M, X, S HURE T
BHAE, A TR, MR OB

(3) B2k

G AVING , T TIABL[S | > No N 9B E MR, BSR4, B
B[S < Ny [FIIHRIE[S] > Ny

VLR IS R RS 5 B R LT PR AR AL 2 AT AR R, G NS BB AR

3.25. 3|SRKFEH R
gig LIk, fEARUE PSO HUFERE I, PRI BB ALHIEAT lodt, ASCHI N4 R 5155 RFE %
555 SRR HRG o B8 T AR B AR A RON:
X = X! 410 (Gt = X ) F +1, - quidancegee (13)

Hr, o An N[0,1) FIBEHIEL, Qo NEREAALE, guidancey, JH RFE R AEHE LT, F A
AW, HoE SON:

F(t)= exp(—t_rij (14)

Horr, t S AEEAUREL T KSR

fE3ET RFE 51 %1 PSO o R AR £S5, R MR PIR Loy — A i &, s —
R R — ML IR A o SN PR ER 15 5 B8 RNERE . PR AL RN S RAGE Mk, DAA i vFAn
IR . E4 )RR BL IR RFE AR AE 3 ZE 0 B a3 kiR, 51 1 S8 1A,
M FE T 20 AT [X 70 e FIRFAEACE T AOE SR s B — 3kt SR WL AR 827 BB e O S B RS A 1
o AR, FINJREHE ZORL T AT AR . BENLINER R 2> CIERHIE, 1KHE RFE 2 BUZMR T
INARFAE, FERMRAE S BT LR, DLt — SRR & . il 4 RS RFE %I (5 B XUE IS
SRR , LT AE e AL 2 R B REOR B AL 6 (IR R AE ST, SUREREE T OB X 38, B4R THRFAE
RN SRR ENE

Br, R TRA R UL SRR B N7 3eas . 120 FAsRes i AU B M gE . ARZNERAIE
A PR, I BATEGREZALEE ST, AT SEEUR AL JE AL T £ AR E AR 5 70 2K

g bpriR, A7l PRI, RFE %5013, TRk PSO I RMLHI LK R#E R 5K
W, AEORSF 4RI R AE ) A RN B0 1 4R AEk B R T vk S AR b

4. SLEEER ST SR
4.1 KRB SSH
411 SERSHIKE

IR S 6 B SR IR T UCH i e vh 1 25 T R e Jess v s A8 WA B 808 4, FLRRIE4E 20N 698 [3],
FEAECN 152,

SEESTE Windows 11 64 A7 45E Rt EE N kAT, AFECE N AMD Ryzen 7 8745H 4bFE2% )2 16 GB 4
1F. HPFET Python 528, T EKFE NumPy. Pandas LA K Scikit-learn S VAL 8% 24 S FE 58 e NARIIE
Frig i) RFE 515 PSO Ja KAFHIEIE R 77 BA RIFMF e S ol S0, RS 1 S 40T
THE—wE, Wkl PR,

F SRR ETELE A5 BT R B SR 7 R B R A B, DAYELRIESES0 AP 5 45 ]
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PR [EIS, $RmTTiRrRR et S T E R .

Table 1. Experimental parameter settings
1 LEBHRE

S 5% E BE VLA
BT AR k 150 I Top-k RHE
I n_estimators 50 el HTL AR R
PR EL A1 — 50% RFE R B — 4510k
Bk step 0.1 R0 3 VA B LA
DA N 20 R
IR EL T 30 &1k
RHE S /N — 2 TFHE TR
REE i KA — 50 THE ERRZHR
WG B A O, 0.45 Btk B U
L REER ¢ A 0.3 RFE 5] T 15
MRIRH — 4-5 Ji R R AR R IREL

41.2. LWBHIH

KITTIEW R A FKEBE, NS =R A W B OFEVIRR RSk . RrEEN
R RIEARIRELT AT BURME AT, FRLER & HAL S EIE L N VIR RRRHIE S 2 5 54PN 847 Precision.
Specificity. Recall. Accuracy. F1-score. G-mean Ji& 7 HirE— & V0l A A AR Ak Xof 45 B () 5

(1) WITRHRFIEH k

WITHMY Bl F A SRt X Top-k F#1E. 2 k i/, AIRERREEAIRME R & kiR, Wasign)s2:
HWRTMEIEL . AL k €[100,200] i Bl N BEATIHK, S5 REVI 2k =150, BIAAESy KikRe 515
BB 2 AU AT, DRl A SR A k =150 &

2 R T AEANIR K A5 2 N RV e bR itiszm . nTLAE Y, k =150 i BT $8 AR 3808 2 i i 8
FIEAE, Kk =100 I ST AR AR AR, Kk = 200 B #8548 AR T k =150, {HEEAAAE T k =100 .

100

90 — & -G 0= —0
80 — . —————————3
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

R (%)

Precision Specificity Recall Accuracy F1 G-mean

WA
=@ =100 ==@== k=150 ==@== k=200

Figure 2. Effect of initial feature selection (k) on model performance and feature count
E 2. FEIVITEHFES k SR B M 6 S FHER R T
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(2) FLT¥EN
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Figure 3. Effect of particle number (N) on model performance and selected feature count
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Figure 4. Effect of maximum iteration number (T) on model performance and selected
feature count
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Table 2. Ablation study results comparison
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Figure 5. Classification performance radar chart
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Table 3. A comparison of classification performance among different methods on high-dimensional data of colorectal lesions
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