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Abstract

Diabetes risk prediction helps to detect diabetes early and reduce the incidence and complications.
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To address the problem of diabetes risk prediction, a diabetes risk prediction of the neural net-
work based on improved lion swarm optimization (ILSO) algorithm is proposed. A nonlinear per-
turbation factor is introduced to improve the lion swarm algorithm, so that the algorithm enhances
the global search capability to avoid falling into local optimum, and enhances the local search ca-
pability to provide convergence speed. The weights and bias parameters of the neural network are
optimized by using the optimization ability of the Improved Lion Swarm optimization algorithm
(ILSO), and a prediction model based on the ILSO-BP neural network is developed. Meanwhile, a
synthetic minority oversampling technique and recursive feature elimination are employed for
pre-processing diabetes data to enhance the model prediction capability. The experimental re-
sults on the real diabetes dataset PIMA show that the diabetes risk prediction based on ILSO-BP
neural network has better prediction performance than the baseline models, and better than the
neural network model based on genetic algorithm, whale optimization and particle swarm opti-
mization. The proposed model has good prediction ability for diabetes risk and can play an aux-
iliary role in early diabetes screening.
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1. 5|15

BEJRJi DM (Diabetes Mellitus)& HH T & 28 70 WAAS J& BYBR B 22 K05 SO 7K 1 BT fw 17 51 2
PIEMEACHMERR . I RAS A NIRTT, WEPRIR 2 A N R o), LR IR 8. B
v, fRIMORE Bk, EE LSS, [EFRBER B IDF (International Diabetes Federation) T 2021 4212 H 6
H 1E 3R A 4 BRobE R 955 I (IDF Diabetes Atlas) s 10 [ 1], ARIGHEGHTIR A B, 2021 SE4ERLHG 5.37 12
N (20~79 ) BATHE R, (B RRZER BN T 10.5%, HA2) 90% 2 1T Bk pRw B . B8R 1) &
PRAIE LT, Uit 2045 SRS 7.83 42, BIRHRN 12.2%. P EA 1.41 AN REERE R & &
AT AL, BB W I T KSR, 2108 13% [2].

BE R O 28 By 2t S B N SR R B RS It s 2 —, TR A sl PO R A C & oy At 57t
FO RO LB AE JEBE R a8 Ry KRB B3 I AL 8 22 S BE BRI B2 ks PR BRI 138
FIEAE AT k. TR, VR AT 5T AR B T 2080 SR 3l 1 77 o0 B PO 70 R TN 4T R FE. H b,
T KA DR S R B SR 73 R AT LS T AR QoL 2 ) R0 TR BE & ) (1 4 R TGIAA 9T . Malviya
&N FHBENLARAK RF (Random Forest). AdaBoost. SZHF[/ &AL SVM (Support Vector Machine). % FE#
(ExtraTree) 55 4% GuAl 48 2 S ARG HE R ECHR HEAT 73 8900, W Fe 45 R B ExtraTree BURMLT HAth4r 26
B3], Tigga % AT ICRINEIEA PIMA HditE, KM logistic [F1UH. FMaR DU, BENLARAMRSENLAS
5 ) RIS PRI FEXT L Hr SR ie 25 3, 49 tHBEHLRAR 0 SRR IR AF I 4518 [4]. A DL TR
e ALE B IT HE T2 A A, B Fe il I N SRR AN AR 1 22 A 40 S 388 5 T B A R P Tt A
K T IR S T iB L HVE R Xgboost (GA-Xgboost) IR MY, £ H GA f5m 4= R R 58 J14L Xgboost,
P R SOH R, 1115 GA-Xgboost ARALAENE R I KU TN 55 i PEREAR T- 2kt 015 DT. SVM A& NN
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SERER5]. Ali ZAE ] KNN. AR DU NB (Nave Bayes). ZeEH 5041« 1RSEMHE NIEA 508, [E
MURRMAE a7 2ea%, MR MES AR RO FS AR AT T RS AR 72 (6], A BIF 78 3 R FH At B L 4
R VEFE T B P88 2 S 7 IR R R o FER Y, R B R 4 S s M RE LU BN 0 B B 7] [8]. R
EIETARGNL RS2 ST IR PR TOO CUBUAS 1 AR A U O HERA R, SRR A LA T i O B R SR AN R A
AL R A /N I, FLNREAR S 5] B RGRIZALRE 7). SR, SCREIEALII R RN S BUEFE L
B, SRR PR SE A BOR E A E S R IR . X TE— e PR R PR TR iz AR
7o RGHINIERF IR T . SHCER, &4 R E RN R, ARz K8 H i Z
M. BB ARG, WO B A B 1 2 TN R 0 A R . AR R, PR BE 2% o) al i i B 5 ) B T
B2 2] H B 21 8 2B b A O RS IR R, LR K1 7 B R AE 2 ) e I TE SR LEs 2 ST 5%
S T ECREIEI[9] [10].

REES IR TR R E BRI AR — TR, RS 2 R THEN . LA R
B PN A5 D BRI 212 Wi S AU o TR 27 S A B 38 0 A5 AP £ T 4 48 R BB VR 2 R ALE
SEIL I 266 ity )it (T I 5, SRS WA AK D 2% 2 B AR R B A SR G T BB /) o Joseph S5HF R T —MET
DU OEA . 5T NV R I I AT RS 1Y) TabNet A5 8L AT K PR (1) P 7325 [ 11]. TabNet 2244 7] 47 %4¢
TE TR AT, FH 0 o B PR 20 S E B (AR AE 1AM AY 45 DU AL A TabNet fOAE AT, G <
VS WA DUk A9 78 DRI 22 00 LA, DA PR 12 A R A8 T AR U 1) JE TR o A 7R (1) e o5 )1 S ]
K HACEH TR HHE . Liv 5 NEEXHEIRIG 0 ST, 5 H—Fh SRR IR 28 00 2% [0 X 2 ) B A4,
I R BEAE B T T 7 VAR R E[12]. Bala 255K F R BIR A RN G ATL AR AR 20 Sk 08 PR A 1E 4T 0
i, ARG AL TR EA LR 1 TR AL, DL PIMA B R Bs S N SERE G 1 152 (A R,
5 Z IR AT LU, 45 R TR AL r AR 34 13]. Kannadasan 548 FHHES (1 H 2h 405
BN )Z, SEECEE P BERAFE, SRIG N softmax JEXIEEAERAT 4328, &Ja R 2R84
{100 MBS I I 49 7 3k X 8 AT AR, AT T — A T B A 20 D 4% (0 PR XSS T AR B [ 14, b ABE Y
ROKTEEER T HEhowL 2 softmax AL AL, AT SZEI B I7H 20 8Pk e

FRARVR P 2 IR0 53 Z 0 B AP I oy 5 bERE, (HJE, TESCBhAErE — ek, Thanist s i
W WZEER) . S WS RS B IR FE 2 S BRI PR R AN RO 2 P2 AR R TR B g2 o 22 K
285 R0 5 BT AE 280 ) ) T VR B 2 IR AR A Bk R B K, BHOE N il TR Z AL T4, 1R T 2
A FE . RS Nk SVM PR Jy7r B8, sl ki BEOL AL 5092: PSO (Particle Swarm Optimization)Xf
SVM I 280 72 1550 T AR R B AT AL, S S8 G, F T s R PR I JEL s A F i 28
P03 AR (1) H ACRE 4y T [15]0 Karegowda 55 A\ K FH YRS FIAH S Genetic FHIEIE £ 7 V3T RFAIE 07
%, HEESL T HET GA-BP #HE 45 R PRI 4 Y, TR A GA-BP 1 LA BB AL 1 I 25 2 BORTBUE [ 16]-
Aljarah 2545 F fii 8 0 AL 55092 WOA (Whale Optimization Algorithm)fft {1k 22 24 28 /0 4% (R EE Al B, 77
TRT ZEAPE MBI R r FAEA[17]. Si S 0L 15 DNEEZERIRE N EERY, B T AR ERAEAN
TTAPEE 2% 73 SR b (R RUR [18] 0 ST R TS TR B2 2% 2 IOWE PR 73 S Fe A 1R 2, (HARE
EAEZHONGI FE PR G BN R, P BRI TP R, Rk, X2 2 004 J7 i (R
FABAFIRNFEFT o B R A A R0 S FL 80 FH 2 2 i A0 A A0 1) 22 7 SCORIE T A s, R 58 X
AR VERIE ST 1) 22— o AR SCHR HH B T b I SRV D0 A A 420 00 8% P B LR FIOIIASE AR . 1 5%, RA G
/b #28d KAE SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique) £ A Vi Br & 42 AT 71k 1) @&, SR H
16 AHFAETH BR RFE (Recursive Feature Elimination) /7 VA TRAELE S, 2RJE, SINFELMEILSNR T ok i
RSV LSO WA, 153 —Fh G WiE 5032 ILSO, K ILSO X} BP #1445 () W 28 2 Rk AT Ak .
e, RIS BP AL S PR B EAT 2 27l
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2. BOHBOMMEELICEE
2.1. ML EE

WREEAC A 5325 (Lion Swarm Optimization, LSO) & XIA4E 7 45E A\ F 2018 =58 H 1B KRR ge AL K[ 19].
AHEE PSO. N T 532 ABC (Artificial Bee Colony). 5| /748 % %% GSA (Gravitational Search Algorithm)
&, LSO FkSiok Efeth, s Zy kit R Bl i AE, AT DA SE A I At e 4 ) e DA 1)

2.2. BUEMEE X

fE LSO Hikh, MEMREMEZIBE L. o, o M, Hi o, EEREFER LB, B
SRR EEAE L PR RS AR R AR R . T B P R 2 R R S RS, ®AT5INT
AL ERBN N 75 o, BT, #9300 LSO (ILSO)VH . o, Bl AN:

2
2
a, =0.1(F-T) 1+ 1_&) _

k
el -1

e—1

Q)

BN T o, FERERT G RIS A 1. SOk JE RRBIE T o, ARSI R B, fRIETS
AR REE S, EIEAURN], TR AR, AR TR AR AE S, FIRR S SRR,
BEEPOES . BT S, StEI o, BEE RS 2RI 5 R EIAL Z B C R, SEmFETL
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Figure 1. The variation trend of disturbance factor before and after improvement

B 1. A AT i

2.3. ILSO-BP il 8!

BP M& MG BEA A H 5. BAZERS, MAERSBNRHRL. WSCEEZE . 2R EA
R AL DN T X B L, AR SORE Gk IR AR AL B ILSO 5N BP M& M I S H TR,
ILSO AL HIEEURAL Gikh B T PRtk BP A ML IR I B, FFH9E@ 3T ILSO-BPNN [IHH R
S RTTMIRERY o

H5F ILSO-BP (18 R 43 M AL (O v R WL 2, LIRS

1) JRAEFEIRP S PIMA J& T3P 5dE, (A b 3RS R R SMOTE (Synthetic Minority
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Oversampling Technique) [2017H B A 14 ABERRFIETUA, 8% HRHEN FR RFE (Recursive Feature
Elimination) [21]77 £ T RHIEE#E .

2) HasE T BP #H M S5 . MRS TRAL BB AL IRHIE, i€ BP MR Isg 45, GAEH N\ JEp
ST . R EME TN . RIREME TN H %

3) PRI WEMESE N, FRTENLERE D, RRERRE T, PG AE
X =(X0%0 0%, )i =12, N BUEIIECR B o Hoh AR 4EE D B BP 428 I 2% 45 14 e
D=HxI+Hx1+OxH+0x1,

4) W& N R AN SRR M TONE y 5 B SHE y RSSO R A L VR & S R s .
BP #E ML IS 1 RS 75 RN :

netly = W0+ )

WaERECN o LIRS j AT R O

0 = (net)) N
T . 6 0
(0}, )= ylogO), +(1-y)log(1-0},) )
Ho, WO B M R ML IR, o RRE R MR
.

5) B BRI 2hWihs B o WA AL AR SO0 BP AP N 2% (AT A6 AL AT i L .
6) WFEAL B R . KGE(S) (6) (DAEF WL B DI EREAT 2R, THEE MR I

.
=gt (1+7|pt - 2¥)) )
k k
A= ;pc (1+a,7) ©)
k k
. 1
%(1+0{8y),q<g
k k
xf = %(1+ay),%£q<§ (7)
—k k
u(1+0¢C;/),§Sq<l

E#aﬁmuﬁiﬁm&%¥j,1ﬁ%%i4%?ﬁ%kﬁ%%iﬁﬁﬁ§JgVﬁ%kﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ

B,y RRAIES 540 N(0,1) BENLEL  pl 58 k ARBEIREREOR P BENLBRIE O Stk BRI E, o,
JHRENHE T, 1R b 53 IR Wi A3 2 () 55 4 B (s MBS E AR R ME, o, AL B R )
TEEBE T, p,, ALIIERBE RIS & AR E, g 8 i 4IRS A8 A e SR L
gh=h+l-g", g WBERET, qMABEGHU[0,1].

7) WA BRAKM . FIERRECRENE T, AR IR R RZR N T BIE & MR
BEBER 6); I, A B LI ITHEAL B, ROV IR 8).

8) RT3 BP # 4 M 45 e L2 K WA 50 0 2R X e DU AP 15 21 BP 22 I 2% () e BB AN i B«
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9) FSLIET BP HLR WX £5 RO R PRI TR TR 30 AT 43 ST o 4 AH e Fi i i A\ 1) ILSO-BP W £ 457,
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Figure 2. Flowchart based on ILSO-BP diabetes prediction model
2. T ILSO-BP #EFRBTUMIREERIZE

3. SWMERS T
3.1. BAEMALE

ASOITIEFINEUESE PIMA BEPRPIHUREE, AR T S [ 5008 FRIp AT AL R BT FEpIT[22]. 45 1
NEHRSR NIFEARFE . Blmgedt 768 17 9 51, 8 DAL 1 AF, HAFAYEREA 500 2%, FHPEFEAS 268
o BHRSBIAT . 9 T IR IR, W BRI B, AR RN ALIE 3 . FATIERE 70%
YIZREHR A SMOTE S KA ALERITINFHVEREAKS, 800 P ot B PR AR 7 SR IS o S SRR A 2K
a5 686 2k, FHYEFREAMIBIPEREA S 343 O TS ARF AL BRiZ% RFE JHERFFALZ 18] (04, HUR L

FROEAL G, PRARARMELER. @I SLI0 R I PIMA 4 o (1) 8 NMRFEAAFAETTAR -

3.2. {RENERETENIRAR

RSCHEFEHEATR A - FEHAE P ARIZFER . F1A AUC 1IN R

R(®)~11)itHEASF].

TP+TN

Hbh4, P, REFIAA

= (®)
TP+TN + FP+FN

po_IP ©

TP+ FP
R=—T1P (10)

TP+ FN

2

Fl=o" (11)
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Hr, TPARK ISRV IERKIEH ,  FN i 1B R BINON R HEH ,  FP Hie s R TN 1E SR 5L
H, TN RS km %A .

AUC (Area under the ROC Curve){E 28 ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve) f 28 T I AR,
Hort ROC M2 UME IR FARALR, EIERFNIAIR I HI 4. AUC BET 1, P B2y,
1 AUC 4 0.5 I, FIRINTE R .

Table 1. Basic characteristics of PIMA dataset

%% 1. PIMA RS EARYFIE

FFs FHIE BRAA HfE brREZE B KA/ /IME
1 Pregnancies 111 3.8451 3.3696 17/0
2 Glucose 5 120.8945 31.9726 199/0
3 Blood Pressure 35 69.1055 19.3558 122/0
4 Skin Thickness 227 20.5365 15.9522 99/0
5 Insulin 374 79.7995 115.2440 846/0
6 BMI 11 31.9926 7.8842 67.1/0
7 Diabetes Pedigree Function 0 0.4719 0.3313 2.42/0.078
8 Age 0 33.2409 11.7602 81/21
Table 2. Forecast performance comparison
= 2. TN REELER
FE % (%) HE 2R (%) F1 (%)
Y HER (%)
y=0 y=1 y=0 y=1 y=0 y=
KNN 76.63 81.91 71.11 74.76 79.01 78.17 74.85
SVM 72.83 74.77 70.13 77.67 66.67 76.19 68.35
RF 79.35 86.52 72.63 74.76 85.19 80.21 78.41
NB 77.17 83.50 69.14 77.48 76.71 80.37 72.73
DT 82.61 84.47 80.25 84.47 80.25 84.47 80.27
ILSO-BP 87.50 93.20 80.25 85.71 90.28 89.30 84.97

3.3. ILSO-BP {EE!SHIGE
BP #EMZHNZT AN 8, 2AETE, BEMAILECN 50, MHET AN 1, HKRERKREN

5000, ZE>]% 0.1, WOHKEL tanh, K BRECHAS UK B INEEELE 30, BN 0.2, sRIERIREL

500, 1 b FIFIE 53 3 —0.1 F1 0.1 SEEGIRIRER FH DR /R 56 AU 4 15-10210U Ab 3 8s, R A5 2500U,

FEEALIR H python3.9 4ifE, 22 T H KA matplotlib £ EIfH,

3.4. SEWERSHR

3.4.1. ILSO-BP 5 EE£&AERIA 1 REEL 8

RSO FE LR A HEEL T AS A R S50 K IEAR(KNN) SZRFFEHNL(SVM). BENLARFK
(RF) 7 VEAIAN 2 DUHHR(NB). SRS (DT) )55, ILSO-BP A BB A SR A (RPN HEAR W 2. HI# 2
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AN, FRATTITEE B ILSO-BP BEAL /3 JEUERA HIE B 87.50%, 0T IELMR . B RARZN 0 IFEAIL 2
RN 1 HIREA, HOREMEE . BEE, F1EA R R T H A RELBR AN EhR . SEI0 45 FUIF A SCAT
FE 1) ILSO-BP A0 R 43 288 B A 4 e 1 F0UMARS 2

3 KRN ROC H1Z K ROC HIZE I AR & AUC, AUC BT 1, A5 RUR I A5 R iR it
H & 3 % AUC HE/F: ILSO-BP > DT > RF > KNN > NB > SVM, H. ILSO-BP {1t 5 0.8673, BH&E KT I
BB AUC 1B K3 AUC (1 — A Wrbs v i BHERAT B 42 (1) ILSO-BP #5784 %} PIMA {443 1) 43 AR
ARGF, W THE FR I XU Tl .

KNN_ROC_AUC SVM_ROC_AUC RF_ROC_AUC
1.0/ 4 1.0 1 1.0 4
2 Q 2
£ 3 &
2 2 2
B & B
‘% 0.5 1 2059 = 0.5
o g =}
= £ ~
2 : g
g 2 £
xg —— AUC=0.7688 | F Pig = AUC =0.7217 P4 —— AUC = 0.7887
0.0/ 0.0 0.0
T T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.5 1.0
False Positive Rate False Positive Rate False Positive Rate
NB_ROC_AUC DT_ROC_AUC ILSO-BP_ROC_AUC
1.0 4 1.0 A 1.0 4
2 1] 2
2 Z 2
205 - 20.5 4 0.5 4
S 3 o
~ ~ =
Q Qo
& £ £
Sz = AUC = 0.7632 P = AUC = 0.8236 Pig = AUC = 0.8673
0.0 4 0.0 A 0.0
T 1 T 1 T T T T T
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False Positive Rate False Positive Rate False Positive Rate

Figure 3. ROC plot
[ 3. ROC #hZk[E

3.4.2. ILSO-BP 5 H ¥ RIF MR I 4 ELL 8

2 3 4 ARSI HR H 0 TR 2L 5 LAt A TRUIUHE PR 8 TR B 2L (g L . i SCRR#B R FH A L5504
£ PIMA. SCHR[23] [241F0[25]10BRFH TRLFREEIUL . 2 B AR A ROR RS 555 i i £ A6 RO ABOR 3L 1 /2
FRIAERL, ABATRIUERR 705N 82.32%. 81.50%A11 85.33%. Aljarah 2 1T WOA. PSO 14k BP (¥
RT3 SR 2R 3 T A 77.86% 79.77% [17]. SCHR[ 16182 H 3L T GA fit1k BP A5 2Y (HER R A 84.71%.
A FH A STHR AT B TR TR f v e 8 87.50%, 1M TR 25 TR Mk R 77 TH A6 6 v PO ME A 22

3.4.3. JHRASCIS

T8 I Y R S B AG B L T ILSO-BP ALAY H ¥y A AN LA % Tl 25 A sz iy, SIZg 45 2R W36 4. BP AU
HERRZR 2> A 85.33%, B h0 T WREL ALK LSO-BP HIUHERI R IR = 3 86.41%, FET Mk I 4k 52
f) ILSO-BP [{JHERIFIEF] T 87.50%, 5 BP Al LSO-BP Mtb%:, ILSO-BP HIUERAZR /> B4R T 2.17%H
1.09%. A&, A EIZA F1 808 KE U 1 SO B B AR ILSO-BP B A R UF (il R Frig
f*) ILSO-BP #4841 LSO-BP. BP 1AL S FES 7374 129's, 126 s 1 154 s, 1X—H U B 5] NPiFE
St T AN SRR
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3.4.4. BETALIE 75 A TR BN RERY R M

TR B R TR BRGS0 TN 1 B AR R R . B TR ER B BEAMCR A SMOTE I %A%
HARTH BRAE A7 1)@, i A FH 338 VA RFAEVE BRVE RFE W BRFFIE M I TUAR » 18I S250 KB PIMA 44
PP 8 MFEAEAETUAR, SHERRYIZR AT P AR EE 8 MNMRFIE. 38 5 AN A28 oAk BEIN B 2R 14
B8, FH Agrip 187 T (SMOTE) + (RFE) + (ILSO-BP) ! (I HERI %, Apip {87 T (RFE) + (ILSO-BP) {5 7 ff)
HEMR R . IR 4 MRFEREAT AT, HERZE Arp A1 Aspis 73700 N 68.83%A1 64.13%, FRATTA I
i RAE SMOTE FEAIC 17 FIPERE . 5 AMRAAETIOINd A RAEE . e BURHEECH 6 A1 7 I, b SRFEEIAR XS

BT B LF- 35 0. 4 SMOTE 5 RFE A

TRE REA 2 P

b A
LS

Table 3. Performance comparison of ILSO-BP with other diabetes prediction models

%% 3. ILSO-BP S E M FERFBFNR A M fELL 4R

J&i» HERR R Aris A1 Aspip 735914 83.12%F1 87.50%,

7k R 0 JEAR TERI (%) S SCik
AN Ly N 3 A Q | /\% S IJ
PSO-Nefclass TR RO A (PSO) 22 UHA 73 K B 82.32 Mostafa ef al. [23]
(Nefclass)
T % HERHA AT AL (MOBOAs) B R 11 .
FRBCSs-MOEOAs 43 R G (FRBCS) 81.50 Marian et al. [24]
TR N B A Y
RST-BatMiner Hﬂ*"ﬁﬁmg%gﬁ/ﬁ;gjm(m)E']/E H 85.33 Cheruku ef al. [25]
WOA + BP F Tt a A (WOA) K BP #h£E 4% 77.86 Aljarah et al. [17]
PSO + BP FEF R T HEUAL(PSO) ) BP #1428 M 2% 79.77 Aljarah et al. [17]
GA + BP BT B AL H(GA) I BP #2 / 2% 84.71 Karegowda et al. [16]
ILSO-BP FF G HEIRREDL L (ILSO) Y] BP #1142 R % 87.50 AP A
Table 4. Ablation test results
4. HRRSLIRLER
X FEH 2R (% B I8 2(% F1(%)
BY ) HREECR) A
y=0 y=1 y=0 y=1 y=0 y=1
BP 85.33 79.61 92.59 93.19 78.13 85.86 84.75
LSO-BP 86.41 81.55 92.59 93.34 79.79 87.05 85.71
ILSO-BP 87.50 93.20 80.25 85.71 90.28 89.30 84.97
Table 5. Impact of data preprocessing on ILSO-BP
5. BURTALIEXT ILSO-BP Y50
FHE 75 HERHZE (%)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ARLB ASRIB
N N v v 68.83 64.13
v y N v v 69.48 63.59
S N S S \/ S 74.68 74 .46
\/ y \/ Y N N v 75.97 75.54
N S N S v N N v 83.12 87.50
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