Advances in Applied Mathematics BF #1243 &, 2024, 13(3), 967-980 Hans X
Published Online March 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.133091

ETGINIHEX R BB S HE 5T FFFIE

8 #, BAE, KM
REE T REAHOE B, (7 KR

ks HiH: 202442 H25H; A HEM: 20244F3419H; kA HM: 20244F3H26H

H E

AR H T —MET GINUER R BB R4EA A 03T K GINUH SRR AE L 7 ik . BRI R4 T2
LT RRiRE R, HE, WEESM. BEREERBL TREEAEGRMENE. HK, EEFABHHK
EEARE, ERTSELESHER. 8=, BTHEATENERE, EHERES LILRESR. B
VU, FERIREHEE, THHERAR, Bl SRRDEMNSEREIRE LHIRAE 727 %5 k.
XA

BEBIAEOG, SHMEFSE, GINDIEZESR, GINMERXZRE

Selection of Ultra-High Dimensional
Classification Feature Variables
Based on GINI Correlation Coefficient

Meng Si, Junying Zhang*, Yan Zhang

Department of Mathematics, Taiyuan University of Technology, Taiyuan Shanxi

Received: Feb. 25‘h, 2024; accepted: Mar. 19‘h, 2024; published: Mar. 26th, 2024

Abstract

We proposed a new method named GINI correlation feature screening for ultrahigh dimensional
discriminant analysis based GINI correlation coefficients. We also establish the sure screening
property for the proposed procedure under simple assumptions. The new procedure has some
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additional desirable characters. First, it is robust against heavy-tailed distributions, potential out-
liers and the sample shortage for some categories. Second, it is model-free without any specifica-
tion of a regression model and directly applicable to the situation with many categories. Third, it is
simple in theoretical derivation due to the boundedness of the resulting statistics. Forth, it is rela-
tively inexpensive in computational cost because of the simple structure of the screening index.
Monte Carlo simulations and real data examples are used to demonstrate the finite sample per-
formance.
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1. 5|15

A i I PR U B IR AE 4 o A R A R . 3 SRR AR e AR B[R DR E
J R 3 5 A AR B T i 4R A R AN ET b, I B RO SRR 2 B T T2 % Fan AT Ly
(2008) [L]#EH: T 2R MAR L R B 7 SRS R (SIS), B 56T X6 W AR 12 5 1 [ 32 e Pearson AF 251 (1) K /)N gk
ITHER o 5 AT T KRR TAE RN IR — i R B & A AR R, s | R A
H[2] SN PERE Y [3] Cox LLAG RSB TY [4] L2 437 BUE B [S] AR R HHE 8 (Fan %5 2014 [6], Zhang
ZE[71) o AMEEATATHR E 1 A S0 Y (1) O R G e ik B DR B . AHE: Li 25 A\ (2012) (22 T BE B AH G 1)
751581, Mai 5 A (2015) I fili & Kolmogorov Ji€3% 2591, Liu A1 Wang (2017) ) 4% 142 B #5577 #:[10], Huang
A1 Zhu (2016) )3 T KA /1 J79%:[11] » Shao AT Zhang (2014) )3 T8 2 73 1) J5 5[ 12], Feng %5 A (2017)
(TSP B (0 73 [13], 7RS4 (2018) 13 B 2% fF B EE AR B i vk [14] o X 65 A E ZEHR S5 2
%ﬁ%“%%ﬁﬁET”,wﬁﬁ%%%ﬁF,ﬂ&%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%m:qaqmﬁﬁiﬁ¢m
d,(d, <n), [ LRERFTAE AR ST R F AR S BEIT 1o SRTR, &R dE T gemy AR S, AN RRAR 4 3th
F T 53 280 AR & AR B AEWT T — P RO A BRE R R AE SR 7 vk, T T 0 R AR R v 4
EAETR

ASCHEH T — Rl R H ) M B B i 7710 GIND B = eI 6 3% )5 72:(GCSIS) . 1% 5 17 #
AEF N S AT BT N R 43 SR S R R AT R A . AEAMBR B TION RFRE SR A OIS LR, AL T
B (R TR FOHE P — B . BUETE LR, %7 A RIFIERE . & LU A R R,
R A e R SE AN 55 248 58 BB s JCAH R R B 80 FH o] AR ZS 2 VP A, AN BB A vl L%
I FH T LA 43 ST DR - 6 328 i) I 5040 « 7 4 5 DR 4 G BB 72 (GWAS) S5 5 b v, 25 i e N H
Forp AR (R L) S SESE I, 1T BAAZ FRR 22 A5 P (SNPs) S5 i A1 A& 43 2K . [Rtk, Jidixfhorik, T
DL S A b 77 36 H 5 2 i S AH DG IR BRI, A RL BT SRR J1 S

AR H T 5 2 Filid % —EAUE A B A AR (A A O R TS GINI
BIMEZRIIBCR. |7 GINI MHOCHIMERRTE 2.1 T T T, BRIiE 7775 (GCSIS)TE 2.2 i,
55 2.3 194t GCSIS MBI TE . fE5E 3 T, a4 FUAN B S B kAT 7SR50 78, LR GCSIS
R
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2. THikTT3E
2.1.GINI B

BY (¥ Yo, Vi | AR FOWNAR, X eK, , Hi K, AIER X SCRES . N T X
ALY Z B RIARNE, ASSCIR B A B4 52 Y A X IR A R L, FOR N F (x|Y) =P (X <x|Y). H
F(x)=P(X <x)Fm X MEFKAEPREL FHF (X)=P(X <X|Y =y, ) BARHEY =Y, » p=P(Y=Y)

B X PR (XY =y, ) A4 R o X HIBR AR F(x)= 3 pF (x) . ISR T4T
k=1

M xeKy Hk=1- K, HF =F(x), W XY ZBILI AT HiE X FY Z (8194051, Dang 45(2019)
(15175 HE T LA 25 At 70 A R B0 322 o 535 B B0 ) F) B B AH DG JEE

D:=EIR(F(X|Y)—F(X))2dx=§:pk_fR(Fk(x)—F(x))zdx. @)
SR, BB XY MRS, FKEMNE . F 1 GINI ) ZE(GMD) ([16] [17] [18])7&
A=A(X)=A(F)=E|X - X/ )

ERNH OB AS B MR R, Hop X R X R R R EEHR MR F AR L
Az, Dorfman (1979) [19]3F B T % THAE B ML AL &,

A=2[F(x)(1-F(x))dx. €)
HERE)WIEH T MEE A . Kk, AHCERT LS R

K
kZ;pkAk A_;pkAk

X,Y)=1-*= = = 4

p(X.Y) A T (4)

Hot A F [ GINI RE(GMD).  p(X,Y) =04 HAY X F1Y ZISLH,
2.2. GINI X RYTEIFESE

ARSCHR T — BT TR S IR Ik, M (XY ) AR A R P A B AT
Y R B Y, Y, Y (K2 2)BOMRASEE, x=(X,, -, X, ) 9 Bilie, Std pzn B n &#
A, FEAHRE EEBUR R0 R, Jait

M. ={j:F(y|X) BEURHET X, },

i BT R T4, T = (1.2, p}\ M. Frdl BB T4 8 21 @R p(X,,Y ) T
DURERE X 55 Y 2 MRS . 4

Fob Al =E[X; = X[, Al =E[]X;-x][IY =y ]

ERE], 435 1E3R 4 (Huang, Horowitz A1 Ma, 2008 [20]; Fan A1 Song, 2010 [2]) i, B
(X; ieMf 5 (X, jeMI oL, 4 jeM i w >0, 4 je M w =0, Fibhw, o7 bUE A kEEE %
AR — R itiﬁ?%ﬁ%@ﬁ%{xj je M*}F'ﬁu Y RIS R, BRAAIERTR.
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PBREREASE D= {(x, V)], i=Ln I NY, =y, BAAME I, 0 p, iR H R A Ll
fiit, BB, =T, Jedin 1 ERE RIS p, A

-1

-1
-~ (n
A Z(ZJ 1:§:n|xivj_xl,j|y
K ~
> B
V’\\Ijzﬁj(xj,Y):l_kzlij _ .

ST W, AR T — LA B W, 1 ST
M ={j:1<j<pW>en ),

Hre,>0HO<r<1.
2.3. BipMR

SR, AVRIAT U iR . R U Goit S ERie[21] [22], 7EUA R B AAE R, WAL A AT A
(RT3

o CL HiZMF: fFAEIEHEM, M, (M, <M, ) Flt, 15
max, ., (exp XJ))<oo 0<t<t,,
H
M, <[E(X,)[<M..
o C2. f#fEre(0,1)Mc,>0, A min;, w, >2cn"
SEEL 2.1 (E4MF CL T, MTERe>0, HFHEEHRBM S, €(02/(Mee)), 473

P{max1<]<p W, —w, |>g}<3p(l M,s,&/2)"".

BEAh, 2 e=2/(Mgs,)-cn™, 2/(Mgs,)=2cn™", BRBRAFH(CML, W
P(M. <N )>1-3s,n(1-Mgs,2/2)"".

HER: ERE A T LR R A R

Al :{r;_kj % [(Xu - Xu)'(xi,j > XI~J)+(XI.J’ _Xi.J)'(XI,j > Xm‘)}
def
D, )
B, Al RSRAER U-ZEit. R DRI RASER, TEE, WHMEER0<t<s,j , Hif j =[n./2]

H
(|A’ A'|>g)<exp{tg}exp{ } [exptA‘]
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i3 Serfling (1980) [23]f¢ 5.1.6, U-Zit Al W] LA Asr BRZ A OREHLAS SR P2 (E ;B
Al=(n )" zw( o Xy ) o FERREASW(X g, X ) R =, /2] ML R A A BEHL AR G T 454

n ! F% n VRHES i, - W@mﬂ)iMMQ:qwqmwwxﬂﬂ,OG<%QE?%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬂ
BREL, CIETE Jensen ANEE

E&mﬁMH=EFm%() Z(X "WJH

smw*%WQZW( § m%}
=o) (/7).
e ERAGER, H
P32 - all> &) < exptelexp -1l "} t/17)]
[exp{sclexplsat)on(5)]

Forbrs=t/ | EBBE(h (X, ;X)) = Al BT ERBEHAE Y, REEIF R exp{sy} =1+sY +5°Z/2,
Hb0<z <Y?exp(sy}, HsRfrF OMs ZMpHS. FHit

exp{sAg}goh(s)s1+sz[Ehl4(Xi'j,X, )erxp 25l h — AJ /2 (6)
fi% A C1 ITAAZAE R 4L C (n A1 p RS L) (75 exp{—sAl | g, (s) <Cs”, B
exp{-sAl} g, (s)=1+0(s’).
AN s, T LUE R AL 05N RS, AT exp(-ss)=1-g5+0(s*) . it
exp(—sa)exp(—sAg)goh(s)sl—Sg/z. 7
%ﬁ%%Q,mﬁm=‘=%,ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ&%um,ﬁﬁ—¢%%$%g,ﬁ%
@umA ﬂm@‘xﬁ(1sdamoﬁiﬁﬁ%g%ﬁﬁsmﬁfgoﬁ@,ﬂuﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ

£ >0, P(‘A‘ —A">g )S(l—sclgl/Z)n/z o

Tﬁ%ﬁPU‘i” -ﬁf&ﬂ ] FISEIES] AL B 0 4L g, ST 1. HE CL,

e [2M, >0 BxHF 5, € (01) (13 M, =M, =5, . MO TRHIAER KL s, » £
P(‘Aj‘g M4)§ P(|AJ’|—‘AJ' —Aj‘g |v|3—50)
<P(jA1-a]24,)
<(1-s,0,/2)"
EJl:
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-p IEiKlﬁkAd _ ZiKlpjkAI{ I > g,‘&j‘ﬁ M4J+ p[|ziK1P_kAl£ _ ZiK:lp_kAl{ | 25,‘5j‘> M“J

| A A

. (8)
K = j K j
<P(|Al]<Mm,)+P AL Z”p.kA”z(s,‘Ai‘ >M,
| A A
K a Aij K j
<(1-5,5,/2)" + P(Iziﬂ;j@d - Zi:fjkAd I > e |A)]> MJ.
(8)HI 5 — Wi
p[[Eafidi _xpeall & |A)]> M,
A A
<p |ziK:1PkAl£ _ ziKzlApkAI{ |+|2iK:1ApkAl£ _ 2iK:1 p_kAl{ | >e ‘AJ‘ M
Aj Aj | | Ai Al | ! 4 (9)
. _ 25 PAY (-
< P(Mi‘zr_lﬁkA; —ziK_lpkA;‘zS/z}r P£| \Z\TZ{HAJ A"ZS/ZJ
3 k
<(1-s,M,&/2)" +(l—s£1M3M4M551/2)n/2,
R My > 00 WA CL AT AR S, p AL 57, JFERSS, pAl < M, .
L (7) A
([EpE shnall,
Al Al |_
<(1-5,0,/2)" +(1-5,M,e/2)" +(L-5,M,;M,M¢5, /2)” (10)
<3(1-Mgs,¢/2)"%,
9, M,M,M
Hrp M6=min{sg° O,MA,SE1 ; - 5}0 KESERR T e 2.1 H A AR o
& &
BB AEAR(C2) R, EH
P(M. <N )>1-3s,n(1-Mgs,2/2)"".
R4 M RsE R C2,
P(M* cM ) =P(min_y, W, >cn™")=P(min . w;, —min _, W, <min, w,—cn")
> P(minjeM* w; —min,_, W; <2c,n”" —cgn’r)z P(maxjeM* |wj —-W, soan’“)
=1- P(maijM* |Wj —v“vj|2c3n")21—sn max .y, P(|Wj —v“vj|203n‘r)
>1-3s,n(1-Mgs,2/2)"".
X TE T e 2.1 55 A A .
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3. BE®R

FEARTTH, il SRR D BT T PF A S HE K GINI AR AR KT (GCSIS) I A BREE AL RE. 28
Je, RPN S EE LT SGUE AT, LAUEWI R B 9 GCSIS JiiE A Rt .

3.1. ERIFASE

A A T A A B ) B MR N (MMS) R AT B R AR e TVERIRICR . 34k, X T4 i
B ND =[n/logn], hehn SREAE, [X] N x HIBEEGHS . JHT, FoRa & B EEA R X WL,
HIM, Fom 08 i S AR LU A BUE BT SR 2 A R ARRDBEAT /.

B 3.1 (B e 4E LA 053] 73 AT (Cui, et al.) [241)ERXAMII 3, ASCH R —S BUA e 4 T AL B A 46
V0 BI4HT 198, ST 4% Pan, Wang il Li (2013) [25] IR E . W THANE | RIGIIREA, %
BWERLY, PR AR R 1) B8, A K DSBS S0 Am, Hdb P(Y, =k)=1/K,
k=1 K 2) i, B0 p, =P(Y, =k)=2[1+(k-1)/(K -1) | /3K & —A 2 2451
MaX,. o, P =2Miny ., P o BT, 2 Y & 3R, p, =1/3, p,=2/3. 45EY, =k, M@ 4 X, =u, +¢
R AT X, H AP, = (U, U, ) € KPR p IR, 3 kAR U, =3, TSR
BN, & =(eq 18, ) A p AERZET XL, HEPIFHHL F IR D) &6 ~N(0,1):2) & ~t(2)
DA j=1,---, p BOL. EIER, B0 RN TN AR B R G E R, L H AR & S i 7 i1
Ff@tt. N T RGHEE GSIS FHARTTEE, 251 2000 AT K71 n =40 () o RiAS &, LR AER
f&0LF n =200 #9710 73 JKma . BI 3 5IH (R, n, p) =(2,40,2000) A1 (10,200, 2000) -

Table 1. Simulation results of linear discriminant analysis, R = 2 (example 3.1)
1 SMFNSBESR, R=2(f13.1)

fE1): & ~N(0,1) Ho(2): & ~t(2)
Pr WaRrS

MMS T, T, M, MMS T, T, M,
SIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.4 (9.8) 0.80 0.90 0.78
SIRS  2.0(0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00  85(23.2)  0.69 0.72 0.50
DC-SIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 0.99 0.98 0.97
15 KF 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 0.99 0.99 0.98
PSIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.5(9.3) 0.80 0.85 0.75
MV-SIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 0.99 0.99
GCSIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 0.99 0.99
SIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00  55(49.0) 075 0.75 0.60
SIRS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 0.99 099 175(125.3) 0.70 0.64 0.45
DC-SIS  2.0(0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 0.95 0.096 0.90
eI 4l KF 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 0.96 0.98 0.95
PSIS  2.0(0.0) 1.00 1.00 100  6.0(49.0) 075 0.75 0.56
MV-SIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 0.96 0.99 0.95
GCSIS 2.0 (0.0) 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.0 (0.0) 0.98 0.99 0.97
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Table 2. Simulation results of linear discriminant analysis, R = 10 (example 3.1)
2. HMFIRSHELSR, R=10(#13.1)

Jri MMS T, T, T, T, Ts Ts T, Tq Ty Ty M
P AR AL (L): 2, ~ N (0)

DC-SIS 10.0 (0.0) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 099 0.99

PSIS 100000 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
MV-SIS  100(000) 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
GCSIS  100(0) 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

BRI DL): & ~1(2)

DC-SIS 16.0 (22.5) 085 09 098 098 097 098 099 099 099 098 0.75

PSIS 371.2(570.3) 0.74 0.75 0.76 0.74 0.75 0.75 0.73 0.76 0.76 0.80 0.06
MV-SIS 11.3 (4.0) 1.00 1.00 100 099 0.99 1.00 100 099 099 099 095
GCSIS 10.5 (3.5) 1.00 1.00 100 099 0.99 1.00 100 099 099 099 0097

BRI &, ~ N (0)

DC-SIS 13.2 (15.0) 08 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00 100 0.85

PSIS 10.0(0.0) 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
MV-SIS  100(0.0)  1.00 100 100 100 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
GCSIS  100(0.0)  1.00 100 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 100 100 1.00 1.00

A HEMRRELR): & ~1(2)
DC-SIS  130.1(248.8) 035 091 093 093 097 100 099 100 100 100 023

PSIS 350.5(446.7) 0.68 066 056 058 064 063 062 060 073 062 0.07
MV-SIS 13.0 (10.0) 094 098 098 098 100 100 100 1.00 100 1.00 0.1

GCSIS 12.3(10.2) 095 098 098 098 100 100 100 1.00 100 100 0.85

Bk, HE T GSIS 5 MV-SIS (Cui, et al., 2015) [24]. SIS (Fan Al Lv, 2008) [1]-SIRS (Zhu, et al., 2011)
[26]. DC-SIS (Li, Zhong #1 Zhu, 2012) [8]. Kolmogorov Filter (Mai 1 Zou %, 2015) [9]#1 PSIS (Pan, Wang
AL, 2013) [25]4F — JTHi N AR B HIPEBE , Forh X A X A LR B 0 145 TR e R/ d = [n/logn)
N, B TEEET 500 KAL) MMS (1) A iR AR DG bR i d 22 ) R g il TH(RSD = IQR/1.34), &%
FIAT, j=12T.

PRk, R 10 MBI, Fod X, X, X A EEA R, JET, WNAARY & U
¥, X{§i13 SIS. SIRS F1 Kolmogorov Filter AN3&H . AT {# DC-SIS i&H T iZ @, # 10 453 2sma N %
#eh 9 M e B, & NN 2 E AR B JER ], Li, Zhong M1 Zhu (2012) [8]iA N DC-SIS
Al UL T2 B 5 . Pan, Wang A1 Li (2013) [25]4& H 1 — Pl BT i 18 J 7 i 16 (PSIS) >R AR B 5328 e 37 . PSIS
m#ﬂﬂ%(rj : rz) (T —um| PERTRINAE & X IAFRE S, Hbu, Fom Xy Tieli:y, =r}
FEAPIME. 42 B85 TG RN d =[n/logn] &, F:T 500 YXBHLLHT MMS 1w (37 5508 ARG 1
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bR Z (S H N j=1,2,---,10),

LR 2 R, FELMERIN AT, ARSCHR B GCSIS 1R Bk AL T HAR LB . 24
T 22 T 0 3 L0 R SR I ARG NN, GCSIS IR IME R NMMS) /NS %2, I H. 5 HoAd sk <7
AR L, GCSIS TEFTEM A 0 & A E D B MR E &R 2 . ik, GCSIS &g — N EE
PREAE, fH43 EfESC TP A . MR ZE TN IEZSIY, GCSIS Il v Il 4 56 5 PSIS FE# 21k . 4R,
YR MBS IEA AN, PSIS 224k, 1 GCSIS 4R R R 4F .

Bl 3.2 N 7RSS RLIE R SR AR S SNP, A SCH Z; FRER j A SNP XS8R i A2l A # %08,
T AR R X <qp, Zy =1 W <X;<0, Z;=0; WRX;>q,, Z;=-1, Hr
X :<xil’ Kigres xip)~ N (O'Z) > =pi‘}7j‘ Hrp (pij )pxp =10 j=1,po oM g Al RERRE LS 70 AT
M3 — DR =AU AR5, T8I BAR 75 304z R AR e (R LR A 57 ) -

Y =PBZ+ B, + 20,214+ 2,25 — 2055 |2100| +é,
n

Hob g =(-1) (a+|2]), j=1--5, ;gq:azz.og( L

j » U ~Bernoulli(0.4) H.Z ~N(0,1), ®RZEW ¢ {E

N (0,1) (1) 2 ) -

Table 3. Simulation results for example 3.2
3.l 3.2 BEHIAER

& ik MMS T, T, T T, Tio M,
SIS 1120.0 (834.1) 0.96 0.97 1.00 0.99 0.02 0.02

DCSIS 10.0 (40.3) 0.94 0.95 1.00 0.99 0.80 0.73

N0 SIRS 1317 (907.3) 0.96 0.95 1.0 0.98 0.03 0.02
©y RRCS 1102.0 (810.3) 0.96 0.94 0.99 0.98 0.03 0.03
MV-SIS 8.0 (35.2) 0.96 0.94 0.99 0.98 0.89 0.78

GCSIS 8.6 (31.5) 0.96 0.95 0.99 0.98 0.90 0.82

SIS 1430.0 (550.1) 0.30 0.35 0.42 0.42 0.02 0.00

DCSIS 125.0 (290.3) 0.78 0.76 0.94 0.91 0.53 0.33

. SIRS 1126.0 (625.1) 0.86 0.84 0.96 0.96 0.02 0.01
' RRCS 1024.0 (730.1) 0.87 0.84 0.98 0.96 0.02 0.01
MV-SIS 46.2 (141.3) 0.79 0.79 0.94 0.94 0.79 0.47

GCSIS 38.6 (180.3) 0.80 0.80 0.92 0.92 0.80 0.50

A 5 NA R SNP, 73l Z,,2,, 2,10, Zog B Zy o BT 4 NTEPE SNP 50080 Y B2 HAH G, TSNP Z,,
5Y 2L K. A, RN LN |2, | R BAE O R ISR N . FEIX L, H B 5
ANTE) B AR SL G 3% J5i%: MV-SIS. SIS, DC-SIS. SIRS. RRCS (Li et al., 2012 [8])F1 GCSIS, H ¥ & n=200
Fil p=2000, MANSEGH A 500 Y. fE% 3 g 7 d=[n/log(n)] ML 5.

B 3 AIAL, HiRZERMIES AN, BT S5m N 2P R, 5 MLk S e A B ik
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G

H AT 4 AN SNP. #R1, R4 DC-SIS. MV-SIS F1 GCSIS f] L% #EXT Y HAELMETTIRIN Z,, - iR %
HIAR KRR L B B R (1) AR RS, A MRk ik i R W ELET . 2810, GCSIS HITEREAIIR /&
IREFI . B, ATEATSH GCSIS W] LA Rk £ 5 i A% & 2 v B A e MEAR DGR 1 43 28 SNPS

B 3.3 (AESHT ISR FR 4 Meier, Geer #1 Buhlmann (2009) [27], A<3C5E ST BATF PUAN R %

f(x)=-
RIGH LN A .

e=(g, &) FPIMEEN: 1) ~N(01): 2) &~t(1), i=12,n.

Y =3 (X)) + f,(X,)+15f,(X;)+ f,(X,)+e,

HA WA B+ U [-2.5,2.5) At O TR SRR T i T3 A B R Ik, A BRI

sin(2x), f,(x)=x*-12/25, f,;(x)=x, f,(x)=e"—2/5sinh(5/2).

¥ n =200, p=2000, FE4R

THOL T RN SEIR H R 500 . ERATHOBEI S, RS —. 58 =M= W8y GSIS -1y, Kifk

AT BE BB — A 4 R, £ 4R T ERBIR A = [n/ Iog(n)] IR ILAE SR
% 4 R, GCSIS 1E & BB T R ¥ 5 R 47 . ESR DCSIS 7

(R ESIE 35-3 P ENER -

IR X A X, o ATRERIRERZ Y S RTPI ST 5 2 (R R B B AR DGR e85 . 73— T3, GCSIS
PSR AT DL ROt e 3 LA W A 7, XN e RS,

Table 4. Simulation results for example 3.3

=4 BI33MERILER

£ WARA MMS T, T, T, T, M,
SIS 1203.5 (721.5) 0.16 0.02 1.00 1.00 0.00

DCSIS 50.5 (56.2) 0.47 0.79 1.00 1.00 0.35

N (0.1) SIRS 1221.0 (670.3) 0.16 0.01 1.00 1.00 0.90
RRCS 1143.0 (682.1) 0.17 0.03 1.00 1.00 0.00

MV-SIS 4.0(1.5) 0.99 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.95

GCSIS 4.0(1.8) 0.99 0.96 1.00 1.00 0.96

SIS 1510.3 (540.2) 0.04 0.01 0.44 0.51 0.00

DCSIS 205.5 (265.3) 0.20 0.33 0.96 0.96 0.13

1 SIRS 1223.5 (658.3) 0.12 0.01 1.00 1.00 0.00
t( ) RRCS 1230.5 (690.1) 0.14 0.01 0.99 1.00 0.00
MV-SIS 11.0 (25.2) 0.93 0.82 0.99 1.00 0.75

GCSIS 10.5 (23.5) 0.94 0.82 0.99 1.00 0.78

3.2. EHEERA
3.2.1. SR

Gordon 4 A\ (2002) [28]#11 Fan H1 Fan (2008) [29]5& Fil % it Fta 64T 1 234, LADK 53 i 8 1 i e ) sz
I8 (MPM) Al fii 9 (ADCA) . H:A5 5k B 251 12 533 ANEERIFT 181 MHZIFEA: MPM 2% 31 >, ADCA
2150 . YIZRBIEEA S 32 MREA(16 A~ MPM A1 16 /> ADCA), 1% T 149 MREA(15 4> MPM #1
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134 4~ ADCA) Tl .

T SRR bR AL Dy B AT AT 5 7 . Fan AT Fan (2008) [29]2 B, At AT T A4 AL IR S a7 JEU (FAIR)
T 3LANEERL, A ENZRZEM 7 AMNRZE, 1 Tibshiran £5(2002) [30]4& H 1 il 25 4 5t
O(NSC) k£ 7 26 N, WA PR 2R 11 MIRIR 2% . 2R 5, % E MV-SIS, DC-SIS, PSIS
FIFRATHT GCSIS J7i%(FH GCSISL FoR), fii ] LDA SRIFURIXANHE R 42K i, 3 & 3] FAIR 1F t 156
Tk fE A TR M BT (LDA) e N T AT AP HLEL, 38N 7 — M t ke it 5 LDA AHES
A5, B FAIR* &R, MV-SIS 5% LDA (Bl MV-SIS1), MV-SIS J5#% SDA (B MV-SIS2). Ak
% 7 Witten Al Tibshirani (2011) [31]4% H: & 51 LDA J5 % (] PenLDA 2 7)#1 Clemmensen 25(2011) [32]
P2 H AR EE HT(F SDA RRIATHEY) . LAk, ASCK GCSIS 5 SDA 4Gk, AP B
Tk S —MEER 771, F GCSIS2 £in .

T VHAS TG RE, K 181 AN ZFEARBENLII 3 NP 7 B35 100 MEA R I ZREERIH A 81
ANFERIINASE . W RIS TR, R i I ZREE AR AR IR 70 R 22 R PPl e A TR R
N A PIECE,  ASCE AR IR BIC FRii Ny B AT Tl B R OB R /. B S0 100 4K, £ 5 R
SEE T YNGR Sy S0 72 5 ik B N ) 350 S AR G AR e 22 (R 5 ). A5 R0k, GCSIS1 R I
4, PR 12 AN AR, NZRAIiR 2 #R IR N e Hordr, SDA J7ixf Y GRiE A 73 SRR BT,
MERE R ZI /N . SR1fT, SDA ML TR FEA Y 2 AR, DR ] B2 2k 2 — Se BBy (] e ik . (19
R, GCSIS2 nJ LA 5/ (it 2k R A B S i e /N R B iR 28 o X g — 2B 144 GCSIS 55 SDA A%
AR BTV IR A

Table 5. Performance evaluation of Lung Cancer Data

= 5. B BEAY M REIT AL

J7i%: YRR ZE (%) TR 72 (%) M35 S DR AL
NSC 0.87 (0.90) 1.86 (1.93) 17.56 (12.10)
FAIR 3.05 (1.4) 3.52 (2.01) 13.72 (7.40)
PenLDA 0.88 (0.92) 1.95 (1.97) 18.95 (18.14)
SDA 0.00 (0.00) 1.42 (1.21) 39.83 (2.85)
PSIS 0.06 (0.24) 2.14 (1.57) 24.69 (6.85)
DCSIS 0.08 (0.27) 2.63 (2.30) 15.54 (12.53)
MVSIS1 0.15 (0.44) 1.77 (1.91) 11.99 (9.53)
MVSIS2 0.16 (0.43) 2.20 (1.89) 12.42 (9.20)
GCSIS1 0.19 (0.41) 1.61 (1.70) 11.70 (8.35)
GCsIs2 0.18 (0.42) 1.32 (1.50) 11.54 (7.21)
3.2.2. PR

2 N B 2 i85 mRNA #1515 2> 97 (Bhattacharjee, et al., 2001) [33]. 203 il B8 ¥4 14 i firk 723
FHIEH Mt mRNA RIA &8N 12,600 1~. 203 MrAH 0 5 ANE: fili i (ADEN) 139 4, SRR
filiJeE (SQUA) 21 4, /NITiE (SCLC) 6 />, FiliZsJ&E(COID) 20 /N, H4x 17 M IEH IiFEA (normal). 7E4)
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G

FKZHT, Bk B bR B T IE AN 7 250 N T VPG B R T 1 e, BEALAREAS T2
HEPER291007% LI I ZRREA, A 100(1-7)% HIREIMELEAMIAREAR, Hrtze(0,1).

R, TR NSC F1 FAIR AUE0 7070 2R n) @i H, PR A AN E T3 b 22 284000 73 #r
¥ H LDA ) psi. DC-SIS. MV-SIS Fl GCSIS FiH T IIZREE, i M alaE A Ak ge AT VP4 o %
T DC-SIS. MV-SIS (27~ MV-SIS1)F1 GCSIS (7~ 4 GSIS1), KH LDA Jii%, R —2 XEHE T
NN GEIRER RN, HeAk, 5558 T1E1] LDA (PenLDA), MV-SIS, #X/5 SDA (MV-SIS2)
F1 GCSIS (GCSIS2)HHAT L, FFHTH 10 F18 28 XEHIE M A2 B — 28 XIS U RE B i AR K/, BAVR
TR . ELSR SDA AT DB H R T4 8 WA RS I 2 84050 43 #r, (BT 2 25588 mr 4 258, 2 SDA
FIREAERA RSP B AR S, I, f# ] GCSIS F44E, SRJ514 4 SDA (Bl GSIS2), TMiAZTER
il b fd ] SDA.

PNk, ASCERIMEN: £=09,08, HEESE 100 K. ARYEFTI0RRBIEE 3.2.1 795), %k
IR 73 S 22 (1) 7 ¥ DA S T a4 B R PR R IS 00 B AR DR IR 22 (2% 6 TRl T 465 I &) - vT LA
TERME R, BIRPTATNEEMRE 3 R rh BRI AR ML, ABAE N ZRANIN 4y SR 22 DL R £ 2L 4 1)
&M, LDA B¢ SDA [ GCSIS Jik#RB AL T HAh 5. Bk, w2 GCSIS+SDA(H! GSIS2)
TR A S TR N S B B A PR . bAh, PTLUR B GCSIS JE R TS KA B A 1, I HAF
TETER A . X — SRS R 1 A 2 A VA IR REAI N B0 22, HRIESE T BT th i) GCSIS &
BEPERHIE . S — DR T K GCSIS 7355 A 43 M AE S5 A HI PR Y B 7 VETE S vh B G 1Tk e 4
EAE TIPS EIR

Table 6. Performance evaluation of Lung Cancer Data

3 6. FhEREURRIIEREITEMN

T T7i%: YR 2 (%) TR ZE (%) 18 (R 0
PenLDA 21.88 (2.24) 21.71 (3.87) 25.76 (21.04)
PSIS 3.54 (0.79) 9.43 (5.65) 107.54 (15.71)
DC-SIS 6.85 (1.35) 11.81 (6.40) 32.08 (3.85)
0.9 MVSIS1 3.65 (1.15) 7.62 (5.09) 31.76 (10.24)
MVSIS2 3.60 (1.15) 7.70 (4.91) 31.90 (10.10)
GCSIS1 3.52 (1.13) 7.64 (5.01) 28.43 (9.86)
GCSIS2 3.31 (1.10) 7.32 (4.91) 20.71 (80.23)
PenLDA 22.12 (2.10) 22.40 (4.37) 25.04 (21.81)
PSIS 3.08 (1.11) 7.90 (3.89) 101.88 (15.72)
DC-SIS 6.33 (2.16) 13.15 (5.32) 32.18 (5.38)
0.8 MVSIS1 3.74 (2.09) 6.70 (4.24) 27.20 (9.11)
MVSIS2 3.80 (1.99) 6.65 (4.40) 26.54 (9.04)
GCsIS1 3.61(2.12) 6.45 (4.31) 25.94 (8.78)
GCSIS2 3.23 (2.53) 6.2 (4.10) 25.30 (8.21)
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4. ZRERE

ARSI T — MBI T GINIAHSC R B 485 o Ui, BT YRS T GINI AR SGHFAL I
MG o T ANAE F R AR S W AR 5P I RIF Rt SEER R, ©
PR BB R ER A, DA R] DLRGE N T2 M SRR S HE R . gk, X FARIES AR, %
JHEFIFERESHER N OB AR, IRAESCPr N R B L AT, ZIiE A RIR k. 24
[ 2 MR RY BN, FCSOR AT R AN A0 58 JUSL BRI (SIS) TV Rk, BATK ) Tk — PR IX — 7 1%,
PUELAE B 2 47 5 F # e B BAH I CR -
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