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Abstract

In practical applications such as medical diagnosis, there exists a widespread problem of classifying
mixed data with coexisting numerical, interval, and categorical attributes. Existing methods often
fail to fully fuse and utilize the original information of such heterogeneous data, leading to limited
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classification performance, and thus cannot meet the requirements for accuracy and robustness in
practical applications. To this end, this paper proposes a classifier based on fuzzy similarity for mixed-
attribute data. First, aiming at the mixed data structure, a fuzzy similarity adapted to the attributes is
constructed, and then a fuzzy similarity measure capable of uniformly processing multiple types of
attributes is built based on the product t-norm. In practical applications such as medical diagnosis,
there exists a widespread problem of classifying mixed data with coexisting numerical, interval, and
categorical attributes. Existing methods often fail to fully fuse and utilize the original information of
such heterogeneous data, which leads to limited classification performance and thus cannot meet the
requirements for accuracy and robustness in practical applications. Second, on this basis, a fuzzy sim-
ilarity classifier for mixed attributes is designed to more effectively utilize the inherent structure and
semantic information of the data for classification. Finally, to verify the effectiveness of the proposed
classification method, it is compared with five representative classifiers, such as the novel classifier
based on maximal positive region, linear support vector machine, and multi-layer perceptron. The
results verify the superior performance of the new method on multiple datasets, providing an effec-
tive new approach for the mixed data classification problem.
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1. 5|15

TP RAE LA 21 5 BR S 20 UK SR A% O 55, AEBRITIZWN[1]-[5] Rt XU i [6]-[8]. T
bR A [9]-[10] 551 2 Skbidgy 5t b R 3 R SCHEAR I, FeorREG R0 25 BREUUE F s SR R
PESATEEE. DL, WEAIERC R R R PEREDE A 1070 3REIE, IR ZAUR T S IR R S 1% L VF
Ko

TESERR R s, B A R B MR T 2 FEA RFAE, 07 20 (5] A0, 75 5018 2 g P (a5 v
TR IREEESEAIERR). XA B ME(UN4ERS 20~30 & . IR\ 5~8 k 257U LR FR) 5 70 28280 8 v (n
PEGS Bk ZEABRZESE B HOE SUARAR) . AN FIZRELR P RFERIA 4 . B o A AR AR AR R 22 5«
B A B A% ORFIE R AR/ NS S, 7 BB I (A% O R AE A2 28IV S — ek, X TR 5 ke ) 75 e
S Bl SRR S R ARV S A AL O R o X PR PR R R A AL P FE R Y W BR . — R R E
S F RS T E RO B i, R T SN 2 YR AU IR, DR Y S WA A ] 1) 3 A
RIRFEE

TE R, X 2R, BT F LS (s e mis[11]. ShIgmag[12]) 5 156 FH B
PEES[13]s Bl T SR N [14] 5 00 BE SR THRHE SR (9 P4 B AR B [15] HH B, P B9 B B 4 1) RE B Al 2
KAWL RN T IX A B, A BER A A - AR AR #[16] . i AUPE 25 [17]8% Hausdorff 2
PS8R H WU B s 5 SR T R R T DX T 43 A A AR v (U X [A) & A% s [ 19]), AR EL
Feth Fk X [B) P AR E AN e o T HUE AR, AT 7 G MR G IR B [20] 3& RAH DGR 5 R
B9[21], BNRRE ) AR ] EE A5 2k 5 B B o) SEIRAE 5% 0 I () AT o 2 B [22]

SR, A Eas A B A B HUE Y . XA B D R oy 2R Ja 1k IR A B I A A E B B R BR . — T
THT, 22 B SR M AR 0K A A0 i 1 (2 228 | X ) 28 ) it 2 60 DR 50 T 3R (A B G A L Hh 0y - 24278 40,
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R REAM AT B 5N TUAYE R 8 A5 B R S o WA o Ve S A 1R 18 S50 5 AN s MEARFAE s 55— i
BUE TTIRAE A Z AR A RE I, 38 3 SR ARk A s T 2% J 7 (AR ALURE i /ML IV 3R 5 SRR [23], 1K
JE R B LARAE LA B A 17 Ja 1k 2 1) 2 [ AR AL U (0 AR 2 ME S Bk A, LS S B SRt e 35 22 MKt
KRB, BZ SR IR S .

BT 3 ), AR SCHR Y — ol 1 g PR AR A RO AR L i e . BT, e oot 7 26
55 X R o AT BB A e, T 20 ol A2 L A 2 ] vh o SOETRC RO B B B2 8. o M, RATA
— AT R R DAz 2R — Bk s P ECE R R, R LRGSR R . BIERY) T
Wasserstein #1525 JrR H IIERE AR 0 WL, BEfS 22 AT A0 0 o)A (K BT &5l AT 200, 6 — N7 1)
Y T IR AR A AR AR T 0 R AR A R TERFE s T I R P e o X T B AN R R B AR
ik BRIk, XA @, M5IAY) R Wasserstein 2525 LLA ZOH A 73 1 B 53RN AFENE. £%
JE VR PR B e B R A b, JE I RE B SR 5 A O BE B AR, R AR - KR
ELHI R e R . ZBOE A EA SRR WA RIE 2, HRBUEAIRRR S “ st
B REFEREAARL” (s R, TS TG S EOR LR AT S T SEEL 2 YR AR AL ) B 3 AR
o WIS B RAESTIRAE 7 — FhEE M 7T R P o EL VS50 R AR UL P A2

ASCERIUNT - 55 2 Wgn 7 AHOGEIS AR 58 3 VAT T I YR 5 dE TR A SR AR A L
FEs 55 4 TR T IR VR A I ) 2 TR A R MR ORI AR LU A et k- 4R > s B8 5 T 4S & UCT Bl
P 13 MRS, IRIE 1T RIERI AT A Rt 5 6 o4k,

2. B EAANIR
2.1, HEMAPKR[24]

U RAET W, & ARNFKMFEESE, BCANAKTE. ReF(UxU)2ZU ERBRIKER. X
vx,yeU, WHR L
1) SPFEET] RB(X,X)Zl:
2) WM Ry(%y)=Rs(y.X),
PR ZEU _ER—DMERIARLIC R .
2.2. t-3EH[25]
#T:[01x[04]—>[01], WHEExy,ze[01], MRT Wi
1) 22l T(xy)=T(y.x);
2) Gttt T(xT(.2))=T(T(xY).2);
3) WA WX <%, ¥, <y, MT(x,9)<T(%.Y,):
4) LA vxe[01],T(x1)=x,
WIFRT N =Fak, N .
WM SEBEEA LT 4 .
1) Mamdani 57 Ty, (x,y)=min{x,y} (HRKH=FH L)
2) AT To(Xy)=X-Y;s
3) Lukasiewicz t-yti#: T (x,y)=max{0,x+y -1}

4) Tcos(a!b):maX{ab—\/]? 1—b2,0} .
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2.3. BEUNETH p-MilF W EEES[26]
B d BB HOMEE v BT BION A X = (X Xy X} R 5 ?%EZN;M 1
Y = (Yo Yo Y SR, ﬁﬁ,@ivj =1. 57 ={peR|jo=1f} v d e IRE(PA BRI AT FIRES). A
S B STTE L AT 6,,0,,,0, 5. #71F 1D B A Z 19 p B Wasserstein B p v«%mﬂm%rx
. 1
e (s ’V):G;W"p(” et )jp &)

Hrr, v, AR v 71 6, /) 1D BEE R Z, &%ﬂﬁmxiﬁk),(yjﬁk); w;(ﬂgk,vgk)ﬁiﬁ 1D #i¥
M R . SRIBIETE RGNS 1y, v,y THFHER, AR RO BCRA R B MR TR, SR
BRRA, 5Lk 1 pTR[27].

% 1. £F 1D DOT IR R S UM E Y/ Wasserstein BB E AR
E'J)\:
X eR™ . BSHGIEE u E"JEZ?%’?%(ZM =1);

Y ERM . B v 03RSy, =1):
j=1
L. HEETHERREE, p: Wasserstein FEEI I (BRIl p=2).
Hi
SW : ] Wasserstein #5 2 fiti 1118
L Mod 4Es RIS SIREE LA T ©=[6,6,,,0,]eR™, HHg es™ H|g]=1-
2. For k=1%IL{H:
2.1.1D B IR U 6, 91D B5: X, =X -0, BIANTEREA(%.6): Y, =Y -6, & ] MTERA(y.6,) -
2.2. 1D B A% i 1] AR A«
a) e XX, Y, HEGGETH R HE, LR HAR G oy, 0y R X, o X, g < <X

ox (N)’
Yoo SYo o < SY, s HEFEROE A X, = Xax(i),\?j =Y, s HFFPJEHIRE 4 = u, .V, =

b) RIBEIHE: Witk s, =0,h=0.

Xi=12N, $T: s =5 +/4(i);

Xt i=12M, #4T: h=h+7(]
c) R AAmitLl 7 -
WIGERIE i RIEERE 7 e RN B o #5A& 0
4i=1j=1;

s <h s h <s, Wy, =0;
RN, <s, <s;<h, W7 =1
HtmgE s, <h  <h <s, W7, =v;
B s, <h  <s <h/, Wy =s-h_,
BMIR N, <sy <h; <s, Wy =h—s .

Vorti) °

)s

]
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0) EEERTRBEES : 7, =7y, 1y

M
e) 142 1D B U A LA cost = 227.,( Y;) .
i=1 j:l
End for
1

3. PV Wasserstein JEES it H:  SW, = (&I_St]p ’

4. JE[E SW, .

3. REEMEMANE

A S5 ASTRA ARVABLRE A3 43 >R FH AR 5] AR 9 X SCAS [ Ja 1 T PR AR A ) PRI BRI AE ALLRE [28], 3% 1 F A [+
FAUEHEAGEEHELR, —EREERTRBEGHEENGEE. $TIk, ACETAEREEARS
WG R, AT A28 & M 1) BE 2 X A SGE RV A TR MR A T AR AL 1 5 S, B I ) F 3R t-
YRR TR G B YESOIARLEE,  DLon o R A6 TR A R (045 S48 SR A 0 i mT X 1 .

SEX 1[29] % 1S=(U,ATV, f) N5 E RGi(Information System, IS), HHU ={x,%,, - X, } HIETH
PR R AR (RIEIR), AT ={a,a,,-a,} NIEEEREESE, V=, . V. V. 2B aEEK.
fiUxAT 5>V ZEERE, f(xa) &nxx R xEEtka LRE. X5 xeU, aeAT, f(xa)eV,.

SEN 2 WU ={X, %, X} HAETHRIMNRERNBIR), D={d,d,,d} AESHRRFEEIEE,
A=A"UA UA NEERGMAESHIREMESE, Hb AR R4, A' NIX AR JE S, A RS
KAaMESE. FRMIS=(U,AT =AUD,V, f ) HiR&(EE RS, XvxeU, aeA, JEMMEILNa(X).

REGERGPNESGRBEEN A={a,a,,a,}, BB A, BHEB RO j MEAE, KX
JREA B R R . X R R A KRR SRR, 85I B={a,a,,a;}, j<m. i
BREMETA ST r MUEREMO<r<j . sMXEMEMHOSs<j . t MR BEHO<t<],
r+s+t=j<m, WIERAEERGEMIS=(U,AT=AUD,V,f), Bc A, B=BlUB/UB, {T& x,yeU
TEJE AL B N TR A B8 ML AR LR & LU F -

SEX 3 WREA X TE r MEUERYBIE R I N Xy, X0 X s 2 X = (X X Xy ) o FEAR Y TE T
ANMEAER R YE R AN Yo Voo Ve 0 2 = (Yo Yoo Ve ) « AER X,y U 1EJEPESE B HUE A& I
BRI ARABLRE 7 SO

R =exp(~p-d, (x.y)) @

d,(xy)=

=y,

©))
Hr, p>0, PHISOHIARLLRE I3 Rk
S 4 VEREA X 15 s DX AR AE TS 50 [ xS xE [ [ x5 G | [ X6 xE ] 4

1 1 1 11 1 . N
K= (o) iy =(E s X (), sy =[EEe ) By s T

s s's’ s

b0 00 0 [ y5) [y ) - [ohont] o ¥ =(otvirt)  v=(EEe)

YR = (YRS yR ) v, —(i 1 3 7 X,y €U TERIEAE B X AR M R BRI L 22 5L
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R=j3:exp(—p-di(qu)) (4)

N

0, (%) =W, ()= 3208 (w2 )
Hrp, p>0, FEHIBORI AL ) 2RO
B 5 WREA X TEt N3 RBLBYE FIE A X, X X 0 2 XE = (X Xepoooe X ) o FEAS Y FEEA

TP RBBIE T HMED A Yo Vi Ve 2= (Yo Vim0 Ve ) o AERE X, y U FEJEPESE B 73 KA IE T Y
R A BLSE RE SO :

®)

R=§=exp(—p-dc(x,y)) (6)
H(XEYE) 2wl
de(xy)=———"="~ @

S, p> 0, BRIBBIBLEI ST, 1<h<t, 1 0 EHORIE BRI 1, FH 0,

SEX 6 BMIS=(U,AT=AUDV,f), Bc A, B=B"UB'UB°. Vvx,yeU, #&

Ra(xy)=T(Re.T(Re.Re |

Hox, yEEMEE B THRE BB, HhT A .
4. BT RERMEMBIOERN k-ILB5KE

HH T KR 73 73 R EE (B an SCRF R B AL[30]) A Be AL FREE A E A, X 002 73 20 Ja 1 R DX 1) 28 Jeg 1 )
B LA TR AR 2 JE A RedAT 02K, SURIFEMGEEEINE R . I, AE IR A @ P DU X A Y
JEPEIR G SISO R TIRA TR MERORIAH LR 732528 (Hybrid Attribute Fuzzy Similarity Classifier, HFSC).

T REEVEEALEEK 8)ME X, AT TIRE B YBR[ k-1 4873 2R 88, 1% K48
IO ARRS U 5% 2 Fl .

®)

Bk 2. RARMIEMIEIUE 55 285 (HFSC)

WA PIZREETr ={(x,y, )|l =1.2,--,n} MRS Te = {x[t=1,2--,m}, ZH(p;

Wi JrRuERR.

1 PR RIS i — AN B I 28

2. BB B I (AN X B B AR AT I — A b 2
3. XEF—"x eTe,

A% eTr, M
ol 7R AR L RD
I 4] 74 % M M AR LA RY
Sy T R AL RE
e B PEBAILLE R, (x,y)
LR,
10, Ry (%0 )(1 =120, n) HEAFHERF , 3RELBLA Kk AN 2 PERDRA U R R AR 2K 50 2 H o e, B0
{(XI‘,yI‘)eTr|i=1,2,---,k}, ytzmode{y”i:l,Z,---,k}, HrR mode FRREUAE

11. R BRUHER R
12. &5W,

© ©® N o 0 &
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FESLE 2 FERAIRBARE NN WRE, fh K2 0 80\ m . o, xRk mEmEE
RBEATIRA, XoBEREE. XEREEM SRR EE. 25, SxilEh s — A, 255
H5NGEDITAREARRE BB, ZMOUZERE T AR R YRS LR . Hk,
F T IREG JE AL ) k-Ur &8 AT 7398 X TR IREAS,  AIZREErh i 5 2
TRE RIS BLRE e i) K NREA, FFIRGE I LEREAR I RAINRAE, i AR B S R O AR FA T
Fle folas KT BUREAS B OIS 5 SR AEAT LU, ST IR RIREA LB, AT A5 2] 5t
2L 7 FHETA R

5. SCER
5.1. BUEENRIR

JIEIE SRR, 1Sk UCH L2 =] (https://archive.ics.uci.edu/) F1 EL A AS 5] J& 1t 25 T FAS [ B
$ﬁ%%13¢ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁi%,ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%loBﬁﬂﬁ%%%ﬁﬂkuﬂwﬂﬂn&]ﬁﬁ
'ERUM, a€[0,05] [31].

Table 1. Dataset description
=1 BiEEmk

NO G/ FEAREL JE %L 5 FHL H

1 Wine 178 13 3 HER

2 Iris 150 4 3 HHM

3 Cancer 699 9 2 et

4 Sonar 208 60 2 HER

5 Colon 62 2000 2 HAERY

6 Yeast 1484 8 10 HAE R

7 Widbc 569 30 2 e R
NO g/ FEAREY JELC e I T

8 Pima 768 8 2 HEm

9 Diabetes Risk 520 16 2 SyHE BHA
10 Gall Stone 319 38 2 YA BHA
11 lonosphere 351 33 2 IyREL HE A
12 ILPD 583 10 2 RN, BEM . XA
13 HESPE 145 31 8 M, XA

5.2. HEEKIFA—1L

BT K2 7 SRR S T 00 5 B AT 7 SRRk, TR AR RRAE (A A8« Wi TR 56) BB AN A () B 40 5 Y
1B 6 Rl (Un4E 338 1 A 30~80 %, T4 [ 7T 5] 100~200 mmHg), & B3 A% FH R AG B e B, BuE vy
FARCK RN R IR RS R, SBUSE RN N REERFEABUR . I BR & 2 5 AR FE & 1T
P, W OR S HE T DL X TR B AEAE PR B8 1T S R B mT Lo, RSO BT S 28 2 X ) B AR B R A 4 R
TiFAT R G — .

XN EUE RS PEE x; #E4T 50K - HehA—46(Min-Max Scaling):

DOI: 10.12677/hjdm.2026.162004 40 EAC/EE e


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjdm.2026.162004
https://archive.ics.uci.edu/

min
W = Xij — &
ij min

Q™ —a 9)

B n MR, 1R Y, 0 e . R | ARER (j=12n) , IR
Ay o) = ol 0,80 ] o 5 5 B S48 1 AN DX R A RE A 2 45 0 5 1 A o
(@ am ) AL (a1 ™ &™) » RRJF A BIRTS | A FEARHY A2 AT AATSROK - B/MH—10[32], Jt
EE*%%%%qzbﬂﬁi,E¢z

L L,min R R,min
- 2 R & — G

_ aLmin " T Rmax R,min

g -8 (10)

5.3. SrRMEREIRIR

TR R332 PP 2 R RE A% O TR 22—, BEfs LU 2 BURE AR X 5% R AR (1 70 SR T 45
Bo T AT, HIREH R BT Lk 2 s B, BIER(TPYRER IER(DHCER)FEAY I
BTN AR, ARSR(TN) AR TR (2 B R A i T R B0 s (R0 SR (FN) FR IE SRR A A 1R Tl
MM ECE, RIESE(FP) RS 7 S A iR T Dy 1SR A B

Table 2. Confusion matrix
=2 REEE

i EST
T IE 2 T 612
o HSLIER HIEHK(TP) B (FN)
HEA K RIEZ(FP) HAF(TN)

BT IR MR R SRAE(0) 73 ST, ATk — P HE A5 B [ W4y KRR LR G VEREI DS N 48 4R,
F4% A [0l Z (Recall) . #ERfIZ (Accuracy). A5 (Precision) & F1 73 %(F1-Score)Zs . & 1Ehrtt M (¥4 1t
HARWE 3FR:

ASCHREL F1 4 $(F1-Score) 528 & LAESFAE #2481 i AX (Area under Curve, AUC)5 #E i % (Accuracy)
VER G FRVERE R OVFINFENR, =3 22 A 4R FE 2N A R 1) 73 R8UR . Horb FL /- B M i 5 T IRl %
(TR FN-S5E, AT [ I USSR TSR AR “ Tl ] 521t 7 5 “IRAE R R, RN 5 T e
B AT HEVPAL DB IR 23 283 I AUC FEFR2E T3 038 TAERHE 28 (ROC fir k) -5, JLAUE Al
MEIERSIER, FLEa BN RPN EREAR R 70 IX /168 J0s T HER 3 M R AR AL E R 73 28 11
FEA 7 SAEA B L], 2 UL R RS A 3 S TE A 1 R R R FE A

Table 3. Confusion matrix formula
< 3. BAEEEAR

e A ELILE

Az P SR A T T T A T L
TP+FN

ot TP+TN : .

e T SO IE B 0 R 2
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B %
TS TP T EBIROREA R, S2BRA TE1 H 1
TP+FP
F140% 2xRecall « Precision K I B T
Recall + Precision
AUC ROC Hi2 F i1 KL IE 175 5 25 T BEAL 1 ok
5.4. &R o

NIUEA ST ) HFSC 732888 BUVERE, K 3L 53k T B R IE X I # 1 73 25 &% (Novel Classifier
Based on Maximal Positive Region, MPR) [34]. £ 14 3 ¥ M & #L(Linear Support Vector Machine, LSVM) [35]+
% JZ B HNL(Multi-Layer Perceptron, MLP) [36]. I k #2405 (Weighted k-Nearest Neighbor, WKNN) [37]EA
Je2F4% k it 4B (Radius k-Nearest Neighbor, RKNN) [38]iX 5 fh4 s it 4 25 2830047 % LU 5286, i 20284 F
ZYIRHAG —BSHE K = 5)AMRIEX AP, SIS ITHEEA N AT ENL, BAREWNT: #1E
£%: )9 64 fit. Windows 10, Ab¥H %85 AMD Ryzen 53500U, WIAEA Y 10 GB. EAKIZH4LE L% 4.,

Table 4. Classification accuracy of each classifier on different datasets

4 BORBENRBEE LD IOERE

EVE/iE S
wine
iris
cancer
sonar
yeast
colon
Pima
WDBC
ionosphere
diabetes
gallstone
HESPE
ILPD

Average

HFSC
0.9719 + 0.0281
0.9533 £ 0.0670
0.9671 +0.0158
0.8081 + 0.1046
0.5728 +0.0435
0.7762 + 0.1476
0.7265 + 0.0518
0.9648 + 0.0263
0.8548 +0.0643
0.8904 +0.0385
0.6398 +0.0952
0.2843 + 0.1254
0.6995 + 0.0755
0.7776 + 0.0680

MPR
0.9549 +0.0354
0.9400 +0.0798
0.9371 £ 0.0295
0.7260 + 0.1650
0.4724 +0.0322
0.5190 + 0.1387
0.6874 + 0.0509
0.9298 +0.0453
0.7863 £ 0.0412
0.9288 +0.0315
0.5956 + 0.0562
0.1571 £ 0.1031
0.6604 + 0.0419
0.7150 + 0.0654

LSVM
0.9438 + 0.0505
0.9467 +0.0499
0.9642 + 0.0072
0.7788 + 0.0809
0.5693 + 0.0428
0.7476 +0.1518
0.7162 + 0.0323
0.9613 + 0.0246
0.8490 + 0.0480
0.8865 + 0.0264
0.6265 + 0.0823
0.2681 + 0.1105
0.7136 + 0.0072
0.7670 + 0.0549

MLP
0.9722 £ 0.0373
0.9467 £ 0.0718
0.9613 +0.0203
0.8024 +0.1051
0.5587 + 0.0444
0.7595 + 0.0990
0.7227 + 0.0634
0.9544 + 0.0361
0.8547 +0.0433
0.9096 + 0.0385
0.5860 +0.0710
0.2490 + 0.1365
0.7067 + 0.0198
0.7680 + 0.0605

WKNN
0.9611 +0.0434
0.9533 £ 0.0521
0.7868 + 0.0549
0.8319 + 0.0866
0.5862 + 0.0441
0.7786 £ 0.1384
0.7369 + 0.0597
0.9666 + 0.0199
0.8462 + 0.0529
0.9615 + 0.0285
0.6743 £ 0.0889
0.2402 +0.1109
0.6778 +0.0884
0.7693 + 0.0668

RKNN
0.9386 + 0.0631
0.8667 £ 0.0789
0.7367 £0.0411
0.7600 + 0.0845
0.5842 + 0.0367
0.7738 +0.1514
0.7161 + 0.0429
0.8771 +0.0398
0.6839 +0.0709
0.9442 +0.0338
0.6210 + 0.0785
0.2644 +0.1531
0.7079 + 0.0744
0.7288 + 0.0730
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Figure 1. Classification accuracy diagram of each classifier on different datasets
1. ERAB[EFERIBE LA D XEHREE
Table 5. F1-score and AUC value of each classifier on different datasets
5 BOAB[ETRERIEE LAY F1 58F1 AUC &
HFSC MPR LSVM MLP WKNN RKNN
EVEITE S
F1 AUC F1 AUC F1 AUC F1 AUC F1 AUC F1 AUC
wine 0.9724 0.9870 0.9546 0.9982 0.9422 0.9995 0.9717 0.9902 0.9605 0.9913 0.9381 0.9502
iris 0.9529 0.9902 0.9401 0.9913 0.9453 0.9900 0.9460 0.9967 0.9526 0.9973 0.8629 0.8970
cancer  0.9671 0.9878 0.9359 0.9841 0.9643 0.9936 0.9611 0.9911 0.7032 0.8640 0.6042 0.5797
sonar 0.8055 0.9167 0.7218 0.8122 0.7772 0.8179 0.8012 0.8982 0.8296 0.9229 0.7402 0.7771
yeast 0.5658 0.7592 0.4817 0.8241 0.5463 0.8388 0.5431 0.8180 0.5762 0.8195 0.5669 0.8061
colon 0.7532 0.8922 0.4900 0.6583 0.6930 0.9417 0.7230 0.8208 0.7335 0.9083 0.7486 0.7438
Pima 0.7191 0.7747 0.6854 0.7065 0.6627 0.8275 0.6737 0.7477 0.7315 0.7752 0.6963 0.7302
WDBC  0.9643 0.9870 0.9299 0.9695 0.9606 0.995 0.9537 0.9680 0.9664 0.9867 0.8699 0.8165
ionosphere  0.8447 0.9204 0.7790 0.8947 0.8420 0.8770 0.8417 0.9017 0.8905 0.9213 0.8011 0.5120
diabetes 0.8916 0.9574 0.9294 0.9891 0.8873 0.9709 0.9085 0.9708 0.9583 0.9896 0.9401 0.9987
gallstone 0.6322 0.6820 0.5911 0.6189 0.6149 0.7111 0.5391 0.6150 0.6166 0.6997 0.5299 0.6826
HESPE 0.2791 0.6806 0.1368 0.5895 0.2246 0.6543 0.2294 0.6204 0.1599 0.6609 0.1679 0.5539
ILPD 0.6747 0.6310 0.6660 0.6814 0.5943 0.7047 0.5966 0.6811 0.5717 0.6639 0.4508 0.7521
Average 0.7710 0.8589 0.7109 0.8244 0.7427 0.8709 0.7453 0.8477 0.7423 0.8616 0.6859 0.7538
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Figure 2. F1-score and AUC diagram of each classifier on different datasets
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Figure 3. Nemenyi test results for six classifiers (significance level a = 0.05)
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Figure 4. Parameter sensitivity analysis
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