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Abstract

Both feature selection and parameter optimization are important methods to improve the accu-
racy and efficiency of machine learning classification. In this paper, a method based on Improved
Moth-Flame Algorithm (IMFO) is proposed to synchronously optimize support vector machine (SVM)
parameters and feature selection. In order to solve the problem of low optimization accuracy and
easily fall into local optimization of the Moth-Flame Algorithm (MFO), firstly, a feedback-sharing me-
chanism is used to enhance the information exchange between moths, so that individuals can easily
escape from local optimization. Secondly, the inertia weight factor is introduced to improve the moths’
position updating formula to enhance the exploration ability of the algorithm. Finally, IMFO is used
for synchronous SVM parameters and feature selection, and feature selection experiments are car-
ried out on 12 UCI datasets. The experimental results show that the proposed method can effectively
optimize SVM parameters and feature subsets, improve classification accuracy and reduce the number
of features.

Keywords

Moth-Flame Algorithm, Feedback-Sharing Mechanism, Inertia Weight Factor,
Feature Selection

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 58
W%, BEEREERORIAETEY, A E T BRI RMEE . Oy 1 B iy s,

BHAZIFINLA F I E AT o LR EHL(SVM)E —FE WAL % 2 ik, TEAEEA RAEA. mdE
FEE S 1 B 55 55 % ) T A MR R 35 . SR BN R 5 S BORIE ST T3 DA G, I 8E
ERSHOE R R IR G, ok, JFEEIRERZ O ETIRMAMXIER, XFERKEE
SRR, - FEERE T FEFAIEEE TR M. Rk, VR 2 703 0 4RI 128 430 55 T AL 3B AR M B4 4 ik
PRRFE TR, KBRS OOCRIBOM SR, DE KR

AR, JoRAEEE T HE RS TERe, EMIGTr 2 A G000 R85 RN R . 25
N G2 8 0 8 R N R R VR £ 1) R, B R T ReOR B (S S [EI, 93D I a6 B AR I 4 4K,
AT HE mA A MR AR . IR KGR (MFO) [11532: 52 Mirjalili 42 H ) — Rl B 25 ge e AL 5
%, HEASME R 5 THAERR S eV 2 S8hbrm @b gl 2 R H . 2R, R T — 25 R I
%, Fenl mgE M Z S E, MFO W REAAEWSIUE B B G BN Rl s i . Kk, V2
P T B SRS, DURTFE IR . ASCERRT MFO SRS 2 I LA, R B R, 1E
IR RIEW R BRI, b TRER R . ASC F RN AT

1) JEid 51N Hénon WldaAk . AL ZEALH RS A E R 2] MFO 535, $H T —Fhelck i Rk
JEEIE(IMFO), FEAE 12 ANk s 8 Eib AT I

2) Bl i R A B A T R AL SVM S EORRHIEF 48, 1R S R IHERR R IR, 1
12 A~ UCH Hid & Bk AT I
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2. XI1E

Hill, X SVM ZHMIIAIRZ T575 . REAFENME St AR EEIUE SVM 250, JFR 2]
KEHBECRHBEIZ Wi [2]; Albashish & A I Sk OB Wt B 22 AL SE AL SVM 2 50(3]; AR EIR 5%
A T et g e LT SRR DA SVM 2841wk S N i O A it AL AL S Ak SVM S 44[5]

At MFO SEIEAERZAUSAR 2] 7 R . XIF S ASR I 1 56T IR G DL (MFO) SR OB 2
8 it [6]; EFESE NI MFO AL RBF FZe MIZ[7]; 43R5 MEH MFO SEIE R B 3K
TAUT AR ERAR, SRAFREMER AL A EREERAR[8] . ARNTERIUS TARMFAOROCR, W] R O VA M D S B
TR N ) A R e

Nt g MFO SRR PERE, AR E X IZ AT ot . Li &8 Al 51 N TR ik
MFO S MsR =[9]; (AN SCEE NS Y 1 — i 2 SEMS i 45 5k ) RO SR IR I T s b AR e
[10]; Ma S8 NGIAZ S HEARTE MFO SEBk R #8 R LI BE /I [11]; Elaziz S5 A4t —Ffi ik T I 7] 27 2
ANy BEAC I R R S ] T4 AE e # [12]

3. kMR AIALECE

RSB AL (MFO) B RIAT K AE PR A R . RERATIE ] M 20w, BRI F 2oR,
WERCATT KA 38 S FEAE 73 I Y OM AT OF 3801
QIR AT e S 3, B RO R e A B S A (1) s -

S(M;,F;)=D;-e" -cos(2nt)+F, 1)
Hrh, Mﬁ%%iﬂ%m;ﬁﬁ%%jﬁk%;Q%%%ﬁ%k%i@%ﬁ%,qzﬁ—M$t%~

ANBENLEL b AR E R, b=1.
FRIGIEAE KIGHEE N AR AT R, A R EIA AT RE P B @ N b O B

Hameﬁo:rmmd(n—l*n;lj @)
Horb, n ORI AETBOE FREEE , 1 ORI EREAT Bk A RS, T REBIE BT & k%
i, B RIEAR IR
R E R RN

1) WEYIRSH: A KA, BRI S WIRA P,

2) THEL R AR PR T A 5

3) MR A (L) T kA

4) R ARQ@)THHE K IGEE, W KIEHATHET A3

5) FWr2 S B RO RE, AR, W RS 5K B IR (2) 48 S AT A
4. XFFEE

XHFRIEML(SVM)E Vapnik NS 57 2] BT 5] AR 8B e i RISk B T i KR 2 1A
(LA A ARE o SCHRIR R HLIZRBY B 32 22 H bR 5y R RE M WIS X 40 TF,  H2RZ [a] i) 43 2K 1A)
R R, DAFERRAIE 7 [A] b 31 RE 8 1R 1 Hh 43 B9 AN 5] 200 R d5e AR 40 2K 18T

SCREIRI B ML R BN 5 (3):

f(x)=w'x+b (3)
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Horb, x REAFEAR, bRz, w' FoREdER@) T HAAH:
w=Y" ayx0<a <c 4)

Horb, o R HIH RS, ¢ RIETTH T
SVM g W% BB R A% R 8 andE X (B) s :

2
_ exp(erj)

—— ®)

20

k(x.,x.)z

i1
Hh, o NESHL
5. SR RER A MEEE

N T R LR MFO BEF RS BEARANES 5 BN Rl i R S i, A SCHR Y 1 — P e T S st L S f AR
PR KT )RR KOG L (Improved MFO, IMFO). 4%, 51\ Hénon WJga 40 LASE InFh Ry 2 BEE, I

U A BB L3 5 QI 2 RN OAS B, AR 2 i R i A, fmedia, SIS ] 7
St R B A 3, I AT DL R Y R SR I B R RE

5.1. Hénon #1354k

FEAH) I IGEFER BT B aa e R AL B, XA R S EUAE R W h A A 5],
SO SR TR R BE /T o (] Hénon IR 51 7315 ] LA IR 70 A SE N2 23, JF 39 it A (0 2 4
M ERESE BB Rt . P, ASCRA Hénon A6tk igeR i, 5505 20l S P [13]

{x(k):l—y(x(k—l))z+¢)y(k—l) ©)
y(k)=x(k-1)
Zr:uJ:Lz,...,N @)
Vi~ é

Hrf, y=14, ¢=03, KARRMERXE, @i 50(6) 4 [0, 11X _E n AT 7IR(7), &
e I A AR R [ A X

X =Ib +z (ub —Ib) 8)
Ferbr, ub A lo RAHZRAAR L, AR,

5.2. RIRTLEHF

H1 T 2L ) MFO 5503 A REAR I SR B BLHEAT R, sh= 1 RIBORh R Z 18] 115 B A0, 59 S B
TN R ERI. RS IOE TR T, UL Z RIS AW AT 20, DIRBI R KHE. ©
) BT AL A — R TR, MR BE ML QI S 45 0 KM 5 AT EUARL, T SR EE B ORI KA
U358 B B S P A AE BE AL R R I R B, Sl IE SR, % IR R s B R TR L R
B CRBL KHERE W B R e I JOBEANEREAL IR L Sl O BHER], 1% Wk BB BRI )
IO A R SitE i I

a= (Fmax - Fmin ) r+ I:min (9)
1
T1+ exp(-4) (10)
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X

t_
t
i

. +(0 =% )a+(x -x )a+6, F(x)<F(x)
i X +(g -%)a+o, F(xt)=F(x)

(11)

Hrh, o RILERH, F M E 20 BRE N R A R/AME, 24> 0 3 1 Z RN, 02
R, A RGNS RAMEE,  x FORBENL R E, F RGN .

53. IRMEMNERETF

fE MFO 5idirr, "WIRGE KM DMRE 77 sUE T B, R XIEOR, SESGR RS, BiREE 1
59, Bk, AT SIANBYER E R TIRIPEIR M RAE S, BORIIR TR 1S e BN AT R it
TR, BUNOPTRERSAE AT IBRAE SR B X I PR IR R . DR Tl i A s E

W(t) = Weng '(Wstart = Weng )(Tmax _t)/Tmax (12)
’E\:EP’ Wetart = 0.8, Weng = 0.4.
FINBER T2 )5, R E SR~ X
Di:|Fj—W~Mi| (13)
S(M;,F;)=D, " cos(2at)+w-F; (14)

5.4. BUHE IR A IEEERIE

BSCHE 1 G B KA R R I

1) WEVESH: CRAKIGRF BRI A%

2) 1 il A (8) WAL B

3) LR I 135 I FE £

4) BEHLIEPE—A G X LU BTG X, 5 B G 3 R FE A

5) If fitness(x,) < fitness(x,), i 22 2 (1) A 15 S U5 B8 397 e B8, 765 U0, Y 7 S ot 305k oy 58

6) i FH 31 AP AL IR T 1 2 3 (14) BB R

7) KR AR Q)R BOR, X AT HE R A

8) JIWH R AL BB AEARUEL, FkB, T eSS s 75 I3 [5] 2 0 (3) 4k S AT e
6. IMFO-SVM Rt 8 BA4FIE T 5

B — A IR AL, 5% CESDAVO (RIS (i Bk M) — 3. a2t
AV TSR T U R BLE K R A 4B A AE TR KB . R B A A B T AT DL
WiME 1870, P 1 FoRE R TS RRE, 4 0 FR R PIZAHE .

0 B I A Sigmoid BHCRSZIL,  H A S (15) R

1 if Sig(y,.)>0.5
Xij: I Ig(yl,1)>
0, otherwise

(15)
RFAE I PR AR H A2 A ORIE R 5 70 SR IE W R AT B2 N I3 e MR T4 o [RIUL, AR SO 0 17 2 Ry
H(16) KPP BEA -

S
Fitness = LE +r, u (16)

IN]
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Hor, E 8 SVM 4 834 tH AR, S R FTEAFHEMEE, N R EIRBIRENRHESE, re[01],
=1-r 2N HE 7. AL+ n =099, r,=0.01.

i FH IMFO SEMAL SVM RHEIE B B AR D BRI T -

1) fAEdE, R8RS, PR EUREEIEAT N LB,

2) QI SVM iR, BENLERL SVM S8, WIHIRLATRE, JRIEAT oD ORI EE 4 2 A0 Al Y 4R ) Sk
Kot T SVM 1S5 ¢ Ml o, AR R HEAT — 00 G b ] T 18 FEARFAE 748 5

3) M 2X(16) yad B 5 PR BT R LA

4) i IMFO BEMALIE R SVM KIS 5 (c, o) AT T4 ;

5) KAl G RIS EOARAE TR UITZRE — AT SVM B g 47 )1 25

6) TFRLE N, AR N TR O B R 2 SR IR A DR R R AR

7) JHPTERAE T RIS W ZR ) SVM AT IR

8) HIWTE T R FVEZ LS, IS, IBEAT S5 BT AL T th e A A5, 75 R [P B8 (3) 4k iz

FET IMFO 54 SVM RHIEGE#E (AL a0 R P 1 .

WARGE Hénon#JZE L Fh B

v
BmERI S
v THELE R A
Hma—1k
FI S R
v BEH GRME
BIBSVMEE R }» *
BIARERER T
FEH URAE

RIS O ALK T4

| Itk ‘ ’ Wit ‘

Figure 1. Flow chart of IMFO-SVM
& 1. IMFO-SVM R i2E
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7. (ARCIE
7.1, U TR AR BRI SoIe

7.1.1. iR E B

S IMFO B 1068 77, AR E R 12 N RBOHZEEATINR, Hoh F1~F4 2 sig sy, S/ 14
— AN G R ERAUR, T RSN ISCERE ;. Fo~F8 A2, CATEA R, T T
BN SRR A BE FT . FO~FL12 J& [ e 4 22 6 70 , [ 5 4 52 Ve R BB A1 17 B fh 3 i bR B8O 2 (O R
2], B EE N A R RGeS . WA % 1 foR.

Table 1. Test functions
= 1. MR B

SRy AR kA4 AR
F1 Sphere F7 Griewank
F2 Schwefel’s function 2.21 F8 Generalized penalized 2
F3 Schwefel’s function 1.2 F9 Kowalik
F4 Schwefel’s function 2.22 F10 Goldstein-Price
F5 Rastringin F11 Hartman 2
F6 Ackley F12 Generalized penalized 1

7.12. EWERS

DI GNP ES 2 SR S 36 24 43 IAE 12 AR A 30 4EFEAT 100 4E2 EXT IMFO 5 MFO #EAT
W, FIEMIERIKEESEN 500, fERARE FIET 30 Ik, JRCFEA R LEN EE N RE. P
EAbREZ, SIEE R W% 2 s,

Table 2. The result of function test
= 2. REMRER

Dim =30 Dim =100
SRy RS LA P PRtk wALE FE1E PRtk ZE
MFO 1.259E+00 4.341E+03 6.786E+03 1.376E-01 1.264E+00 1.063E+00
i IMFO 3.11E-159 3.97E-150 2.13E-149 2.44E-160 3.54E-154 1.08E-153
MFO 1.966E—01 3.313E+01 1.853E+01 8.656E—02 3.440E+01 1.991E+01
F2 IMFO 6.644E-85 2.432E-80 6.405E-80 3.111E-83 5.282E-81 1.005E-80
MFO 6.356E+03 1.926E+04 1.056E+04 2.094E+03 1.447E+04 9.538E+03
s IMFO 3.79E-150 4.96E-141 1.88E—140 2.68E-149 1.05E-143 3.86E-143
MFO 5.129E+01 6.675E+01 7.727E+00 2.763E+01 4.125E+01 9.304E+00
F IMFO 1.394E-77 5.313E-73 1.603E-72 4.190E-78 1.527E-75 2.654E-75
MFO 9.954E+01 1.609E+02 3.735E+01 5.278E+01 1.363E+02 3.341E+01
P IMFO 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00
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Continued
MFO 5.446E-01 1.387E+01 7.488E+00 1.905E-01 1.050E+01 9.430E+00
ko IMFO 8.882E-16 8.882E-16 0.000E+00 8.882E-16 8.882E-16 0.000E+00
MFO 4.414E-01 1.293E+01 3.907E+01 2.190E-01 9.832E+00 2.738E+01
¥ IMFO 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00 0.000E+00
MFO 4.584E+00 1.367E+07 7.487E+07 4.269E-01 3.505E+00 2.270E+00
e IMFO 2.523E+00 2.890E+00 9.387E-02 2.459E+00 2.852E+00 1.277E-01
MFO 4.340E-04 1.947E-03 3.742E-03 6.338E-04 8.732E-04 2.256E-04
o IMFO 3.413E-04 6.560E—-04 1.416E-04 3.140E-04 5.280E-04 1.252E-04
MFO 3.000E+00 3.004E+00 5.027E-03 3.000E+00 3.001E+00 4.787E-04
F10 IMFO 3.000E+00 3.000E+00 1.363E-15 3.000E+00 3.000E+00 1.591E-15
MFO —2.45E+00 —1.88E+00 2.584E-01 —2.96E+00 —2.26E+00 3.299E-01
e IMFO -3.32E+00  —3.21E+00 1.065E-01 —3.32E+00  —3.22E+00 4.518E-02
MFO —3.84E+00 —2.38E+00 7.791E-01 —4.96E+00 —3.06E+00 7.73E-01
F12 IMFO —1.02E+01 —7.98E+00 3.204E+00 —1.02E+01 —8.05E+00 2.88E+00

7E L R HEIR A, IMFO 78 4 NIIRER AL E 19 30, 100 4EFF EIRME T R/NEREE . P AME A1
PRAEZE, XKW IMFO Sy BAT s (1 AR e Sy A fase M. 76 204K B0+, IMFO 7F F5. F6. F7 I
FIRESRAS T B NIBEN A . PRMEAbRMEZE, 1€ F8 [ 30 4EfF BRI T T RARMIER M. FHME M
PRAEZE, 1E 100 4k BRI SRR/ NIBE N, BAEE] T RN EAbREZ, Ui IMFO 7E£
U R K bt B MFO A BB 87 )R I FE[E E4E 2 U e b, IMFO SLVEH7E 30 A1 100 4EfE I3RS [ i
NI EARAE S CPIEARRAEZ, Y IMFO Bk B LA R REE 1. Mk UL, XRG4 R
B, 51 Sk S KRR T T R AR AR SRRE T, HBEAE 4R 30, IMFO BRI SR AR 7k
SRARAT, 15 BH SOIE B S AE AR R s 4 R 2% 1) b B K R

7.2. FFEIEFESH

721 BiRE
UCH 52— F T 503 20 B 4325 (B L 2% 2% =) 34 22 (UCI Machine Learning Repository: Data Sets).
ASCAEF 12 AN SRV IMFO-SVM T4 RE

7.2.2. ¥EMIERR

DL AR e TR A R L RS

1) FENEE: AR MNIERNEREP RIS, 38N R R s SR K S A

2) MRIEHIZR: CRDRBA BTN, R T RIFERFEENAERFERE . ZEBK, 2K
AT

3) FHEAfRI R K& — IR RHIER > F 486, HR= ngs HEAR . Hi, N 2EGEHIEE
PR AERCER, S SR TIRSS SR . K, UIERME A R R

7.2.3. ZWERS SR
R IMFO TERBARA R A e, R T AN vkt AT b, s 2 it (L H VL (DE). &
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RACTIE(GWO) LT HE 52 (PSO) At (AL A 51 (WOA) o N PRIE SIS (1 A1, AR KNI K
IEAIREL B E N 20 A1 100 BT BEE RN RS FIgqT 20 Ik, Al EOERIEEE . SR IR
FIVRFAIE G B 2 (1 S A0 AL AT 240E

3R T 20 YUsAT RN IR RAR IS B A B AE AT T I, IR ERATRT DL, BT MFO
(RAEIE B 7V AE 12 N R R 3RS T B r s RiE,  BIE B R e/ ME . BRI S, IMFO 51
AT AN BRAE LGN AR T DE, 75 8 MR 4L 1 5 2 FR515E —; 78 8 AN B 4 L@ M E i T GwO,
1E A MR LS 2 I8 —; 165 ANEREE iGN AR T PSO, 18 7 MR L5258 —; 18
10 MRS BiE MR T WOA, 78 2 MRS B 52 3515 — . X UIZ T EAE R SVM S50
FVRFAE 748 v 1 _E ) SR A 10 B AR T HoAh B0y, bk, IMFO BE7ERR T Vote Al Wine Z 4M1) 10 M
PR ER IR T BRI P& B A, X R B AR 1% 1 T R H B GWO.L PSO. WOA 1 MFO
HA I AR E

Table 3. Comparison of fitness values of different optimization algorithms
= 3. FNEMECEEMIER B EEL

o Tl SFHE
EAETE
DE GWO PSO WOA IMFO DE GWO PSO WOA IMFO
Australian 0.144 0.223 0.144 0.172 0.144 0.168 0.230 0.178 0.219 0.159
Breast cancer 0.000 0.036 0.036 0.050 0.000 0.043 0.047 0.050 0.054 0.033
BreatEW 0.009 0.000 0.009 0.018 0.000 0.016 0.009 0.019 0.018 0.011
HeartEW 0.074 0.129 0.092 0.202 0.055 0.020 0.138 0.147 0.220 0.119

lonosphereEW  0.014 0.042 0.014 0.028 0.014 0.025 0.042 0.031 0.035 0.018
Lymphography  0.103 0.137 0.103 0.137 0.103 0.147 0.154 0.140 0.137 0.135
Segmentation 0.165 0.330 0.189 0.307 0.165 0.281 0.413 0.304 0.318 0.258

SonarEW 0.048 0.072 0.048 0.072 0.048 0.070 0.085 0.070 0.085 0.058

Vehicle 0.281 0.709 0.270 0.621 0.258 0.463 0.724 0.474 0.680 0.417
Vote 0.011 0.000 0.000 0.011 0.000 0.014 0.006 0.010 0.011 0.011
Wine 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.023 0.000 0.040 0.014 0.013
Zoo 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

FHRAE 12 AN E oy R IEMA R RAEAFE L 4 Pos. Seiesi WK, MFO B0LfE 12 4
ARG R IEH R R IR R . BRI S, IMFO 78 5 MR it 2 EHi % = T DE,
1E 7 NMEEE B 5 DE 35— 18 8 MIUR4E I IE#ZE ST GWO, 7E 4 ML F5 GWO 5%
—: £ 5 MRS EIEHEE T PSO, £ 7 ML 5 PSO JRAIEE —: 1E 9 NMEURAE LI IEM RS
T WOA, 7£ 3 MRS 5 WOA 351, iXEH] IMFO 4325 IER R i S AR B BAL T HoAd R AN k. 1t
4b, IMFO 7Lk Breast cancer il Vote 2 #M1) 10 AN 4 _EI-F 3570 R IERE % 3515 T DE. GWO. PSO Al
WOA. X5 Bl FEAE Rt i i 7 8B n) 0 RIEm =, JF HRAMRGF R E .

FRTE 12 MR SE ERORRIEE SRR 2% 5 Fin. IMFO SHETE 8 MRS FRMIEL fa R 1 el &
FHAME D, HHIEF]T 78.6%. 77.8%. 76.9%. 26.5%. 66.7%. 45%. 77.8%. 53.8%, XiiH] IMFO
SR KR 2 187 R G B SR RFAE , AR T FA SRR A S U AR AE I T RE 7). 256 IMFO BLEIRTS
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M7 IR, UEW] 1% ST AR A R AE ISR T 20 SRR 2 Ik SR BT 111

Table 4. Comparison of classification accuracy rate of different optimization algorithms

F 4. FRMUBEEN D REREELR

. i A1
el
DE GWO PSO WOA IMFO DE GWO PSO WOA IMFO
Australian 0.855 0.775 0.855 0.820 0.855 0.831 0.768 0.821 0.818 0.839
Breast cancer 0.971 0.964 0.964 0.970 0.978 0.857 0.953 0.950 0.920 0.934
BreatEW 0.991 1.000 0.991 0.991 1.000 0.984 0.981 0.981 0.981 0.989
HeartEW 0.926 0.870 0.907 0.870 0.944 0.881 0.861 0.852 0.851 0.878

lonosphereEW 0.986 0.957 0.986 0.967 0.986 0.975 0.957 0.969 0.967 0.981
Lymphography 0.897 0.862 0.897 0.872 0.897 0.852 0.845 0.859 0.853 0.862
Segmentation 0.833 0.667 0.810 0.767 0.833 0.717 0.583 0.693 0.689 0.738

SonarEW 0.951 0.927 0.951 0.942 0.951 0.929 0.915 0.929 0.923 0.941
Vehicle 0.716 0.254 0.728 0.373 0.734 0.533 0.254 0.521 0.314 0.579
Vote 0.989 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.986 0.994 0.990 0.979 0.989
Wine 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.977 1.000 0.960 1.000 1.000
Zoo 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Table 5. Comparison of feature reduction rate of different optimization algorithms

% 5 TR ERROHEAB R

) R f A
B

DE GWO PSO WOA IMFO DE GWO PSO WOA IMFO

Australian 0.786 0.357 0.786 0.357 0.786 0.525 0.321 0.464 0.357 0.564

Breast cancer 0.667 0.444 0.556 0.333 0.778 0.411 0.278 0.544 0.333 0.544

BreatEW 0.267 0.133 0.400 0.033 0.167 0.147 0.083 0.297 0.033 0.085

HeartEW 0.615 0.462 0.692 0.385 0.769 0.538 0.385 0.569 0.346 0.485

lonosphereEW ~ 0.000  0.000  0.178 0.118 0265 0.038 0226 0000 0.059  0.149
Lymphography ~ 0.611  0.222 0556  0.167 0333 0272 0167 0378 0139  0.183
Segmentation  0.667  0.222 0556  0.333 0667 0378 0111 0333 0222  0.400

SonarEW 0.233 0.333 0.367 0.317 0.450 0.145 0.192 0.233 0.317 0.153
Vehicle 0.722 0.056 0.778 0.000 0.778 0.450 0.056 0.486 0.000 0.522
Vote 0.500 0.063 0.375 0.125 0.188 0.178 0.063 0.225 0.063 0.053
Wine 0.462 0.308 0.538 0.462 0.538 0.331 0.308 0.400 0.304 0.462
Z00 0.188 0.063 0.375 0.000 0.125 0.047 0.031 0.119 0.000 0.013
8. B4
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