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Data Mining and Analysis in Patient Controlled Analgesia

Student : Shin-Ru Wu Advisor : Dr. Yuh-Jyh Hu

Department ( Institute ) of Computer Science
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Effective pain control is particularly important after surgery, as pain can cause significant
distress to patients, and affect wound healing. PCA (Patient-Controlled Analgesia) is more
effectively and more quickly than IM (Intramuscular Injection) in the management of
postoperative pain. By applying data mining techniques, this study aimed to predict the
situation that patients using PCA devices in-the short-term future. With the assistance of
Changhua Christian Hospital,-we collected 1099 PCA patient records. We concentrated on
two prediction tasks in this study: (1) postoperative analgesic consumption, and (2) PCA
setting readjustment. The result-of prediction and feature-analysis will be available to the
anesthesiologist property reference, to better understand the situation of patients using PCA
devices, and more effectively reduce postoperative pain for patients.

Keywords : Patient-Controlled-Analgesia ~ Data mining ~ Class imbalamce ~ Data cleaning



¥ PPN i
A B ST RA T ettt e b e e nae e e aaaeares i
L PSPPSR i
Ze B v
] PP P TR P VPR PR PR PRRPRPPR vii
e 3 T TSRS RURRSRORRRRON 1
L1 B B T s 1
L T B e 2
=~ APBEEE iL --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 3
2.1 ) 3 -SSRSO 3
2.2 & 32 o 8 2 (learning algorithms) ..., 4
221 @5 HE P < 45 B(Naive Bayes Classifier) ... 4
2.2.2 gAY 5 e gk (Artificial Neural Networks ,ANN).....ccviiieeie e 4
2.2.3 S #Ew £ #(Support Vector Machines ,SVM) .......cccvvviieiiiie e, 5
2.2.4 A5 2 (DECISION TaDIE)th turii it ieads sttt ettt 6
2.2.5 A F A (DECISION TIER) (... . csssscumessibon s iaiantsessereasessessesessessessesessessesessessessssessessesens 7
226 I#AFY ;‘éi B 3 2 A BE i i e e 8

23 EHWE Y 7 E 2 (ensemble learning algorithm) ..., 9
2.3.1 Bagging and RaNOM FOrEST it eeie s bttt 10

P AN -1 =T Lo ] A e S B PSR PR 11

P2 G TS = Tod ([ 1o O O TSRS 12

2.4 #p %] 7 T FR(Class IMDalanCe) ..o 14
2.4.1 B0 % B B B4 02 (under sampling) ..., 17
2.4.2 34 g W] P-4k 2 (over sampling with replacement) ..., 18
2.4.3 DataBOoO0SI-IM .......ooiiiiiiiie et 18
244 FoR 2 (data Cleaning) ... 21

=~ 7 %};iuﬂ ..................................................................................................................... 23
3.1 BT 23
3.2 FEAL TN JGIL oo 23
TR T - OSSPSR 26
331 BB E FE IR oo 26
3.3.2  PCAE] B FEIP] iiieieieie ettt sttt bbbttt b bbbt 26
333 PCAZEE S T FETEIB] oo 27

34 TR IR bbbttt 28
341 BAIZIRPIFPCAR B FER] (oo 28
342 PCAZEE FH T A FTER] o, 29
BUA 3 HB T U2 et 30



o~ BEE

4.1

4.2
421
4.2.2
4.2.3

B B BT 2830 s 32
TRE Y FEH 2 25 B e 32
FEREE VR E 2 20 5 5 B s 39

B 2 FT ettt 47



L T AE VI E 22 Bad BBV B 9
2. P F JBIEZL BT s 24
3. CONTUSTON IMIBLIIX ..c.veevreeie ettt e et e s s e be e esreesteaneennaeseaneenrens 29
4. AT IR PITRER BRI 2 0P e 29
5. CONTUSTON IMIBLIIX ..e.veeieeeieseesie ettt e e et e s e be e esreesteeneennaenseeneenrens 30
6. PCA% & éﬂﬁs:?f{ A IR PRI EER BRI 2 E 30
7. BB E FERIT FAIT B 72 2018 B 33
8. PCA%IJE_?E PlT L,ﬁﬂ, 72 20 PE R e 34
O.PCAXEAFXRTIR AT AEY FEZ 25 THAFPERN 34
10.PCAXE AFER T R, 17T AEV FE 2 2 v o THRAFPE N » Fhep s
5 Fop W] Bk 2 (Under SAMPLING) ..oeeeecccccccee e 35
11 PCAEE B BX IR A 17T BE Y W B2 2 v i TR AP R R > 53 4o
S = R (01 =T aEST: 10T o] T oo ) S SS 36
12.PCAEE AF X IFFR A 17T A Vw822 v p*q‘—'b#l*]f# .............. 38
13. PCA% ® 3 FR 2R A 151 B Vw2 2 v i Tl e 4 fs‘# o FE Rt
5 Fop W] Pk 2 (under SAmMPLING) ..ottt 39
14 PCAXE DM FEXR PRI I B W m Lo e #“J"ﬁf A LN 7 E L
L Beap W) B4 02 (OVEr SAMPIING) c.veiveeirecireaitesiaacr s it et eee e e et e e sreeeeenes 39
15, B A B TF P A 1T 20 S5 TR oot eathesaea et e e e e b ettt ettt anas 41
16. PCAR] & TR B A 37 20 B Ll i iiabians s o ettt anas 42
17.PCAL E AF X TFERIAFL R H » THRA APPERI e, 45
18. PCA% & é%f;_f;f{i B AT 2E R %ibwljfé 2 TS PRTPSURPR 46
19. ¥ w2 {oFME Y wEiz 2Rk EH AT B, 47
20. .?:,@f?s‘di?ﬁiﬁll/n\ﬁ cw I kY RS L 10 B EHE R AGAZ IR
OSSPSR 54
21, MBI BEIRRI AT 0 T BB E MAEZ B S B, 54
22. AR gipl A 47 o contidose Bt frid A 8 A gt % 2 B 75 $ R B AT 55
23. BB & iR~ 47 0 pcadose Bt A A € A dE S S 2 H F1 3 R R B 4T e, 56
24. BR|E 3R ?'J/n\ 150 A RE AR B E LGSR A AT e, 56
25.PCAR|IEFERI~ 47 > m T ¢ NIAEF 2o 10 B 2 2 p stk 2 )
BRSSPSR 57
26. PCAF| EIRRI A H7 » - B 5 MAEZ B E LB o 57
27. PCAH| & g ip|~ 7 > pcadose/f 1+ f-PCA®| £ ~» g ¢ % 2. H 7] 5 % B #c~ 47......58
28. PCAH| & g ip|~ 47 > p_timediff_mean/ 12 {-PCA®| & » #5555 2. H 7|5 % £ #ick
LSRR PRPRTRSPR 59
29. PCAR| & fgipl 47 » 2 1 F %#ﬁ&?%rﬂ‘bh’/w\z‘eﬁ'é%iﬁﬁf%'k}&\ﬁ ...................... 59
30. PCA% % 3 ik ff;ﬁfﬁd o Pt Bl o BT K RS S W 10 9

Vv



FLFE B ATEE L NIATE 60

31 PCAM%E A BR ZIERIAH > L BE i BAE2 B E A B e, 60
32. PCAS % 34 2k = 3R]~ 7 > p_timediff_varg 14 {c 8 F 2 HPCAK E S ¥z H 7]
BB B BEA T oottt ettt et ettt ettt r e 61
33. PCA% ¥ 34 2k = 77 B~ 7 » pcamode_set/f 14 fo &_F 34 HPCAK ¥ S ¥z H 7]+
S B BEA FT oottt ettt r ettt 62
34. PCA%E A BR ZIFRI AT » 2L FMAPM BIEE A8 % 2 Ap B 1A 47 .62
35, A BITRIA T % o iR .;g«,,gai;wﬁ WE L PR B s 64
36. WA EIFRIA T % ﬁg%'rifé ok PCAKE Z PR B 64
37.PCAMEFFRI A 472 % » Bt ¥ AL A TR Ll B 66
38. PCAH| £ 7 p) > 45 2 % ’ﬁ%'riffe* *op k€ T PCAKE 2 4B B 66
30. PCAKE # 3k ARl A 472 % » TR ARlpies s Bl pLz 22F
B 1 3 X 68
40. PCAKE A B TR~ T2 5% o T W AFIf3e5 > Bilie % s & @ * PCA
R N TS 69
41 PCARE 34 B AOTRI A1 2 S o FA S Pl Re3 » BER? a2 42T
T il L O OO OSSOSO 70
42.PCAKE 7 ot R RIS AT % o Tl S g fest > it % g5 & i % PCAK
LR 1o T T e RSO TT OO 71

vi



- - - - - S

WP &

RN TR TR R TR R O], 3
KA SRR T R
AEEPZTE
e N 7
% F e T F i & sk (PlayTennis) | 2 i KA s 7
"% if & F 3k (PlayTennis) | & K A2 if-elSe 2L o, 8
 Baggingi& B iE 20 S AR oo 10
8. AABOOSEIF B /2 ..ot re s 12
9. StaCKINGIF B Z 20 JE AR ovviveieice e 13
10. Stackingif & i2 22 f H § 5l oo, 14
11 %W 2 T2 TR i 5§ TSR 2 40 MR A B B s 17
12. DataBOoOoSt-IMIF B 2 ....oooiiiiiiccecccc e 20
13, FRGFIAE 227 LB D] i, 22

S T o

~

vii



—\ﬁ,%
1L1# B4 %

W AR A - FeRPRE > FRHRERI I 2 I FE - AFRRA > LY
s R R FI G S & R o 3o Wl RFE SR E 0 P LS R g
PrdlfdF e 45 0 (1) @ svep J3 stk g (Intramuscular Injection | IM) - (2) AR R p
7 (Patient-Controlled Analgesia ,PCA) -

G siaep b g (IM)£25 % 2 580 i B IR R P o R e R R BT 2 S
1o g e LS UL MR A TR TR RE DR A R E DL ik o

Ao A AR P AZ(PCA) RIS B - & MR NI HI R o FAMRBREL FR
LR 8- SN PCA KA J5d 2% AV #F Lot o 3 m AR DR R P
PCA X8 7 ./5d i B4Rl 170 RS S8 3 5 R R P 0 ot {7 G f@enps
Bp o E R R et o 2R T i o < R R p (PCA) & 7 i s
B EFab g (IM)= 3¢ e 5 saehad TlEdlasee # 5 [1,2] -

it PCA #§ 3 24% g0 o B i@ 578 2 ’Mﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&%%
Rend g m X &R RO ERBIcR * ZXE DT 2R Y X 2 ER
& 35" 4 = pF R (lockout) ;2 2 T |- B ¥4 (4 hour limit) ;& 83K % " 4% = p# /¥ (lockout) |
Pl RPPER N PCA %5 B F =l blde o RRA10 A4 T T HL & 10
AEER 0 F T B iR e (F o PCA SRR R 6 WS- S ehfrpa oM w o) PEPTH(4 hour
limit) , Pl E4r4) e B PR > PCA £33 B2 Z 08 HE > H4e § 2% 2 5 10ml & >
T s PCAKE tew B ] R > 8§ n3Fm RIS 10ml v N e S & 0 F AT
FlPCAEKERIZ HHF - dpd iod A% 2R R L APRTAFRRHLER Y 5 A AR

Pr(PCAYE R % 24 o Tt » doim 3k R5% E B ch i 2 SF R 48 e A £
%E%iic

BT PCA KB F A3 B pukanp (T% & L @2 g 7 37 i SR

P FELEIRE LR EFRRLDPCA KR Sl S P APF L EETHHFY

1



S G R Y PCA KR - BT (6] 24 P2 15 > B/ R PCA ehis
Pl PREFBRMILFTHR L LT TR > RIERIER AR R k2 (5]
T2 PE)ITR AR ERE L e 0 R IRRGER R AL S PCA R Y 1 (b ¥ 24 pF
FIH T2 P)LFFEFEAEPCAKE Didce

BZX PCA ehiig * g™ i » s F2L0rg B g £ R B A AR B A R
Flpa 2 p e FEER R PCAKE » #Tu i g M4 20 jdeie i (7 hp
%ﬂ@éig’%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&#ﬁ%%?o%%ﬁﬁ@+m%§’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
Feies 0 B ey afphvd o f - A2t n@ir s 2 g mn g3
PR R FE U EL R AL A ES R K

Tt AR P AR R R AR ZEE R P FAD B OER R R
BRRAEMER R o o SRR E AT @R {Fhik i - B RE S
o @ B AP AR R A SRR R X St R s 2
(IM)iz gnér 3 &l £ > [3] -
1275 &8

PR P s A F T NBIET AT R F R LA 0 fRp LR
PCA B chifiim > 013  F »eelip s B UEiE R 7 o B 9 A PR S 00T Z AR R

1 (R AR RAHE - (Qup LS ERE PCA £ 1 Lotz i %3 412 0 f+(3)

o

TR PCAXE - Bl 3 FLBFPCAXE 28R T



=SB EFY

2.1 Fl¥tke

PCA X E e RE TP B AL X PN fALA » RF]GAA AP LD
o Fla F ALK ARORREG TAR o TR A LMPIRE DA B A R
Fre T AR oR ALK R R o Ft o MRS BROR R 28755 Boeh PCA i
Emﬁ%ﬂﬁm°%*’fPU\%£$ KAAFRRL AT T > 1 P lRTR R
it AR - RpFE o PCA KR P f 8 RARAF - FI AP Y R o fHaEe 2 T
(class imbalance)srfd &8 » 12 & o s~ chik kg > 2 5 18, Wospm &7 & PCAKXE
SR T o ¥ b T G ARE P ehgesn(noise) o AR BT 2 A FAECK Lp &
111967 £ J. B. MacQueen 3% I sirk-means & & 2 [4]1F A ¥ 0 B EFEF LRl 0 3%
HATG TR BT BB TR LREH S 2T IR S B F R A SRR s R
1 99.875%04% s gt Flw L jah Ak B2 B do) 1977 0 d 0T F A A PaF R

Lip§ Afon e ik M1 (0 1 PR ERTE

LB T gEz j"f FIS TE i F“} 9“?"’”

vﬁm%%v&%*ﬁﬁf%&& R0 28 B ST EAFEFER LB L BT RN
HFER LB TR milr ¥ MBS 2 g @ e e e b dfp L g s 20
FN2ER S FEDE SRR L L 99.875% WARER L) o T AN TR F e



2.2 8 ¥ % & 2 (learning algorithms)

BAE AR SR RER Y L NF Y B E 0 @ 354 K AH(Decision Tree) ~ B <

& 3F % (Bayesian Classifier) ~ zg 4! 5 4 g2 (Artificial Neural Networks ,ANN)[7] ~ £ £ % &
# (Support Vector Machines ,SVM)Ff=i2 B ,éﬁ: 4 ;% (Rule Induction) -

A K pig * Ross Quinlan 2 B e CAS5 w5 2[5] ) L A ER * BHEL LR

(Naive Bayes Classifier)[6] > &£ # = & # i * Chih-Jen Lin & A % B «n LIBSVM[8] » /% P

§F 72 @& * 5 4 (Decision Table)[9] -
221 #j H B = 4 % B (Naive Bayes Classifier)

P A #g v bR 232 (Bayesian Theorem) 7 A # & - F8 783 budh 8 5 o B i
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p(cj|x) = p:;g] = P[XEE{I;(CJ-] =N _\\b (2.1)
d 021 v uER T

p(glx) < p(xle; Jp(q) (2.2)
FF - MW ECIH

p(glx) = ,max p(glx) (2.3)
B X eFIE &) Iiiﬁgﬁﬁi}'l E_ECio

fofE LA AR E[6] ARk AR B i ET o BER R I b 0 Bt

B2ET T (2.2)H % S

p(gx) o< p(xle Jo(e;) = plxy o x5 ]q)p(c) = p(S) 1_[ p(xilc;) (2.4)

i=1

FAIT @3) 0 o W 2] X PN E
2.2.2 #A 35 g (Artificial Neural Networks ,ANN)
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ZRBEA S - BAGeER 2P gz;—lx B FEOIIRBEBERTN ) A iEZ PR 0 R #
FRBEDT - & adgd Rl r g 1k s o A A4 LI e PR ER

R R A el R L T R A SRR ARSI A e T e

Input laver Hidden laver Output laver

B 2. %4 SRk 3B
2.2.3 %3¢+ £ 1 (Support Vector Machines ,SVM)

A3 B [8]H_ st & ¥ 12 % (Statistical Learning Theory) & s @ B 4 & e 4
G oA R RA-HAFATREY OFRECF LA ARZIEIB - BT G
(Hyperplane) - i @ >t d B ag w ch 4L w ;{ﬁft“ BTG FAB R AT fod B U siE
Yotz FALG F R (Margin) ) SVM 8 % 235 @ A d* 2 42T 5 > 5 hoitdg
I 5 (Optimal Hyperplane) » 4yt 7 P g e [ = BaE B enF AL > 4oB] 3o @ B FiTh &

TG 2 FTHAL 5 L4 £ (Support Vector) o % F AT ALE M A HpE 0 T EE
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B 3 rE»EH2T LR

2.2.4 ;% 4 (Decision Table)

i P §F 40 i (rule induction) &= 46 41 % i@ if-else S P43 TR & (7 dm 0 e f-
A3 REDRA BT FTHEEE P IEE  de X E T UBRE A 2 - g
EOCRER B A GALLS O SO RRA A Bt ied WG A - w2 Ml PG
BRI BRI G A RN AN A LR Ra TR - S8 i5 AR
P TR e R AL ERT S o

BRERET L o e FAGERETE R GRS R g AR
CEES SR LN R L R IR I EVEE N For S S e 3 )
FEMP IR F S UB LA - BI R L F RREFLFZIFI B LY ohF - Bk
ROl A PR I rE Y 1] o SER

AR 295 2 RIEFpE Y B Y - IR 2 BB A R SRR F R
BiEs SN GR B EL R B 45 - AR A LN A R T
FARKE o AR FEAPRmaiER > T :%#E%éirﬁiﬁﬁ’t’ Bldo s ¥ B4 B a
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Frinter troubleshooter

Rules
Printer does mot print I |y |y|y|n ; MIM|N
Gonditions | A red light is flashing by v [Ny [y NN
Printer is unrecognised YIM|Y|N[Y|MN]Y|N
Check the power cable X
Cheack the printer-computer cable | X X
Actions Ensure printer sofiwars is installed ' X X x | X
Checkireplace ink KX X : X
Check for paper jam x X

B 4. R % 2§ 6l
2.2.5 ;3 F #HDecision Tree)

il EEYAEEY B RS AR B Adhe g 2 B iREEA
WE U LT Rk LA AR g B e A v BV W

5B ifelse LR > B 5 3 - A KA B

it

o A s G RG hT i T B Aor
Bl AKX F R DR F G £ 47 4k (PlayTennis) | 0 B4 @ <
Outlook=Sunny - Temperature=Hot » Humidity=High > Wind=Strong > » € 4% i&-# /4 K k2]
T_% PlayTennis=No » * - A% AFehif-else 2RA]4r@B] 6 o A XA A~ if*%“ C EMEN A
Farfet P AV LETa bldot 1993 E4c W Bk TR T E X 2 B RS
@3 SKICAT s 5L X7 §e4s 1 2 & pg¥ g g« % 48[10]02 2 1995 & Lehnert % «

F* 4 ﬁ\*ﬂj\lpl—?f? & B b e 3 4 4 (text classification)[11] o

Outlook
Sunny Overcast Rain
Humidity Yes Wind
High Normal Strong Weak
No Yes Neo es

B 5 1945 F Hhmadg AT & 4 e sk (PlayTennis) | 2 A4 At
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If Outlook = Sunny Then
If Humidity = High Then
Play Tennis = No
Else If Humidity = Normal Then
Play Tennis = Yes
End If
Else If Outlook = Overcast Then
Play Tennis = Yes
Else If Outlook = Rain Then
If Wind = Strong Then
Play Tennis = No
Else If Wind =Weak Then
Play Tennis = Yes
End If
End If

B 6. & F i &3 3k (PlayTennis) | 4 2o if-else 2B
226 I RHEYREZ2L BRE

2 LA I MAFEEL R R T RS 2 A R BE [E
PAAHRIVRERE > PEZALZ AP BER 2T F S MR B
AR PUEREFF T e RN AR AASTR Y L B F BRI
M & R 4 fe(normal distribution) s £ 3F37:8 F 2 B s & 0 D BETE
oo gAY SRR O AR R L RS AT 2 e S e R R ARy < B
PRI ZERTPRI AR A AR A2 R BRERE E M A
BB o A RS AR oA BT R Il v HRUp § R o R ¢
FRLF T PTRFT A - TR T G S B F A T Ha LT - AL
BOTHE U S R SR T 5 B A v R S Eanif-else R

FRBLTEM AR SR e R AP E A SR 2 E R A T 3

N

)

FEEGRREFYRER > 2 Pow B 24 7 b ARG w2 B ok KR At
FARE BT A TS B fEhifelse A1 S T AGE KB POF ARG MAEZ BiL
2 e A A R R e T E S e R 6 TR

Flet o 5 RAFIRRIER AR B RRSE T F ML BT PR AR AL
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2.3 X E ¥ ;% K /2 (ensemble learning algorithm)

ERE ¥ % B % (ensemble learning algorithm) <& (v § 156 5 <A 7358 ¥ 7 &
2o TP HFEERAA L ERPEFRE R ER LSS BEF IR FT N
FEEIBRBEYFEZ  REITR- BREYFLZ -

1999 # > Bauer & Kohavi s % #7 7 [12]¢ > P 7 @& % - TRt A#HOEWE
YRS g B S B Y R ke B Y A K LS Y W 2

bagging[13]4= boosting[14]# #& - £ ¢ bagging £ 41* # ka2 FAL & & A 4 3 ks

KEARLR) > B e MR 3 N E L 2 s SRR A boosting P E_AF et P o
AT T ARE B A EOT AL 0 F L NAFEEOATERE iR

PR RRE R S LR S Y A4 A g




2.3.1 Bagging and Random Forest
1996 + Breiman #& I} bagging(bootstrap aggregating) > ;2[13] > v & * K E £ jieh

q‘s

NELE S BANRRF BAGRPER Y AR OV FEE > Bk A AR

R
%

LR L AR SRR B 2 TR FLFLR o B F R AR R R] 7 )

* £ 4F P~k (sampling with replacement):r= 38 & 2 5 2T REHFE & o blde o B4R
Fopl(training data)® § n £ FAL 0 T RASTVR TR AN R DEAF IR > ot T A
4 - wF R (training data 1) > £AFSLBHRE T M X o B E AL m B RE A
(training data 1~training datam) » # ¢ & — @ TR FRERT 00D - R U et e
¥ A 2 m $ 4 K af(decision tree 1~decision tree m) » # & > #-p|3E F L (testing data)i i

MPARRAS MBALELS B S BAHE o N FR B ML SR o

Testing Data

Prediction

B 7.Bagging i# & i 2 in A% )

2002 # - Breiman # ) random forest[15] » # ¥7 bagging[13] # £ 2. B>t 5= 3¢

% o Rl F PURF AL A A - ARF > bagging @ * enE_>Ran/hie o @ random forest

PIRgHs P E D M BB T2 0 F - i—?f\;]%j—l{]; 7 ,gqrm,nﬁ?‘} g2 2 4
* L U RS 3 d 4Pk 0 1995 Breiman suE ik 0 M hiE i 5 BB ohT 2
19[16] o o *A-KATE B RATE M R RPIRTHR G LA oo BT A 2 \M%T}I‘

§F iR hL R o Tt A - BARAOR S AP E 2Rt K endp B A

< AX4F ’;‘gﬁb AR EE AN RES F L P TR ’T”LL random forest *; 7 3z 3

=5

VRFR LB Rt B EE Y LB U FI LR f kAR L R
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Y FEET LR EL 5 hF o
2.3.2 AdaBoost

1996 & Freund 4= Schapire # ! AdaBoost[17]:;% & /# » AdaBoost : boosting ~* ;2 ©
¥kt SR B % o Boosting  ACREE ¥ kB ¢ ¥ L N2 - boosting ek L

GEFEDEERELL - BRAPHEY DR E S R G RLDRR B

T

B% O BEHRDOP > B ET N E AGEORERER LT UERN - BREY R
iz o AdaBoost & i 7 & - LRIy BEE 0 ak - =g (i (iteration) 4 7 2 18
gL AT FAEL B 0 SRS FOTREL M0 F 2 AL RDTHRR €
FRHAEE > BB RT N BEY REZ L EARTVE AL AT R B A
AdaBoost % & ;= 4@ 8 ﬁ%lz\ Sim A RTOE 0 - B33 E Y 8 % (WeakLearn)
Frd P AT & - LVRFTHIOWIFER T WP 2 BE 2 r F- B @ ¥ 33

FY RGP ER SRS FEEE A2 MR e E o £ LR

Be=e/(I-e)p gbe, 2B« G amma i mama 45 » L4007 ZEfrst %

PEFHAREASE R ORI TRLEL  Pi - 1 2w P S

—nl

D.(1) 5% {Bt ifh.(x) =y,
1

otherwise PR LR ED o KA AT HEEE

Dt+1(i:] =

t

REBEFOTEREREREL  (LATRTG FHRPRLE > TR F - It §

=
oy
W

TZ‘QF?EBﬁﬁ?}}:ﬂﬁi,’%%;ggaﬁwﬁ%é’ﬂﬁb’ﬁg?j g

BB SIS g 400 12 RS S B S T R T

e
(%

Bl B AR EE] F - XN AR AL EE AR R ERE
TR FHAE A FEEIARK T AR R BT RSB BT

L IR B A=
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Algorithm AdaBoost

Input : sequence of m examples {(X1,Y1),...,(Xm,ym)} with labels yi € Y={1,...

Weak learning algorithm WeakLearn
integer T specifying number of iterations
Initialize D4 (i)=1/m for all i.
Do fort=1,2,...,T :
1. Call WeakLearn, providing it with the distribution D;.
2. Get back a hypothesish; : X — Y.

&= ) D0
3. Calculate the error of hy : ihe(x )=y

If . >1/2, then set T=t-1 and.abort loop.

4. Set Pe=e&/(1— <)
5. Update distribution Dy :
D_ (i) & if b (x,) =W,
D iy — ¢ W t i i
ea() Z, {1 otherwise

,where Z; is a normalization constant (chosen so that D.; will be a
distribution).

Output the final hypothesis :

1

hg, (%) = argmax Z log—
VEY - Bt

tthe (=) =y

B 8. AdaBoost ;i & ;*

2.3.3 Stacking

Stacking[18]4= bagging ~ boosting # F e+ = {3t > stacking ¥ 14 ¥ - 3
F Y IRE (e D AR A R E)NIERIE S > B 9 5 stacking iF B 2 20

FEW o RS B A A m B RS o B AU 0t m B A RO AL T en

FRRLE % o Ao U EFIR R S AT T A (stacking training data) o

12
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A re@ 10 iF 5 - B ostacking eoff g b 0 0t g 0] A 4R F A M T E T 4
& =k (PlayTennis) ;> (@)F = L RFFfo(b)d LRpREFTH > F1* £4FBHhen> 5V 2
AT BARA PRTRE S A 2T A RKAAL T BARREE o (COFRFRS AR
5% % FRT BT AL (stacking training data) 2. 1 BB R] R R Ae PR AL 2 ] 0 1Y

D1 56> T AR tassgddau i Yes-Yes~Yes-Nofr No» Bl:z7 B A 5g %%

ik

T A AT T A2 B A D1 RAsansEs) i Noo AT Z F A2 45w 5 No s (d)#T
P& F AL (stacking testing data) 7= 2% > 1% T AT A L T BAERES LB A
Hogge] W 5 NP R IR E o

£ bagging £ boosting #p f > stacking s i g A3t H 1% 3 FFEC RGN & 3 e AR
Bligk o B- Bz b FREY - FERAOFHEYIFEZD0 RS I R
RwWl = >Apk > AT positive 2 TALIER] 5 onegative » T #r3 negative 2 FALIE R A
positive - 2 Z %8 & rx & (overall, accuracy) sk » gk enid % §_0% - iz % & 3% i stacking

W R R SRR S R A P L i i 7] 100% 0k AE A

Stacking
Testing Data

tacking
Decision
Tree

Stacking
Training
Data

Prediction

B 9. Stacking ;% & i 2 in 42 ]
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(@) " F #(Training data)

Day | Outlook Temperature Humidity Wind Play Tennis
D1 | Sunny Hot High Weak No
D2 | Sunny Hot High Strong No
D3 | Overcast Hot High Weak Yes
D4 | Rain Mild High Weak Yes
D5 | Rain Cool Normal Weak Yes
D6 Rain Cool Normal Strong No
(b) B3 F L (testing data)
Day | Outlook Temperature Humidity Wind Play Tennis
D7 | Overcast Cool Normal Weak Yes
D8 | Sunny Mild High Weak No
(c) #7erp! 3 2 (stacking training data)
Day Decision Decision Decision Decision Decision Play
Tree 1 Tree 2 Tree 3 Tree 4 Tree 5 Tennis
D1 | Yes Yes Yes No No No
D2 | Yes No Yes Yes Yes No
D3 | No No No No Yes Yes
D4 | No No Yes No No Yes
D5 | Yes No No No No Yes
D6 | Yes No No Yes Yes No
(d) #7eripl3# 7 42 (stacking testing data)
Day Decision Decision Decision Decision Decision Play
Tree 1 Tree 2 Tree 3 Tree 4 Tree 5 Tennis
D7 | Yes No Yes No No Yes
D8 | Yes Yes No Yes Yes No

B 10. Stacking i & = 2 i H § &)
2.4 3g %) 2 X f=(class imbalance)

FAER &R IRt oo 5% ¢ I IREg W 2 T f(class imbalance)[19] R g 5 gt
B A e § e FALER T 5 - AN A2 3 % diei W] (majority class) > H dic R iE 4
F - FER 0 PRI S S g Bl (minority class) o FRA e p F AR o AP R LG
WAV RSFL PG o VRS F A IR S SR ABENE R bl 3F

4 18 ) (fraud detection)[20]4 2 &% i ip|(oil spill detection)[21] % = fA#g W 7 T =2 F 7%

AR A R e IR e

14



BHAE YRR A YN TR TR A ¥ €M TR S F i

% w|(majority class)m &% 7 o> #cig W (minority class) » &tk eIE R M > BEIRT G R

M

B BN R > C RN B R A G FREE oM s AR Y
R O BRI e F]P A PN R T Ren TR A T S B
WSk ke b g e iR R

3 e [;Jec’ voe - SR R fRAEE ] A T gEenl® 3 > f_1997 & Kubat %
A e b F BiclE W) B~ £ (under-sampled examples of the majority class)[22] ~ 1998 #
Ling % A 3& &) 3 4o o> Hiesg W] B~ 4% 72 (over-sampled examples of the minority class)[23] ~

2002 # Chawla & A & 1 e)g & 55§ B W) ol 4o > #iclf W) P~ /2 (over-sampled the
minority class and under-sampled the majority class)[24] ~ 1997 # Cardie f= Howe #% ! 73
fo b BRE R 2 FAEE 0 6 HEF Y g S e b ficlg w][25] ~ 2002 £ Joshi & A i #
boosting /% & ;2 » #F > #ciE W [26]- 2004 & Guo {= Viktor 3 & 1 DataBoost-IM /% & ;2
H L& boosting 2 A AR BT A RFEA S B ins SRR [27]F 22 o A At

B0 SRR T RS F i W PeARaE s B4 0 il W P-4 02 e DataBoost-IM -

B ARHE W F T A FRT L R TR A e Bl 11() W (minority class)cH g
ALre 2 d ghdoor > w F BER R A B wl(majority class)z T AL > BE AR AF W A T T2

o 7S RN OT AT AR R RIE 0 & R0 § Bl W B R foi] 4o b g W PR
R LA S Ut SO I A R Rl ik R e
BAp§ o 0 4ol 1U(0)Hrm 0 FALA GARE e 0 £ 2R A H S B A2 S 2
% ¥ (decision region) » 7§ 4R 7§ 5 HAF L FH B BN L Wi R dp 0
B @ AR TR AT S iE 0 R0 5 AT PRk o b b ol v PR
(60 LA ABATUTALE K LS I A R R L E PR A AP
AT ALY o B 11(C) R @ R4 BRI HE L T AW T g AR
B S M ERNEE TN S SR DI SR S R PR S SR

B ARHE Y RE 2P 22 g3 SRS B R RS 2 RH[24] 0 K

R ,“L%—F e & | N A% F B g = j—%‘\ﬁm/#&{/f‘ fl’\f; ﬁ”ﬁ;(leaf nOde) » %
15



A A 4 i A R (overfitting) shh 4T o @ @ % R0 % Bk | B2 4o ) 11(d) 0 $4E 4 ke
W FALE PR ot BB TR ENR S L0 @ F G PE S B s T A R R
HEE R RO EINEE Ea KL o S5 E L RCE S LR 5
ERMPREARRE L SEENTRAHTETPN REEF 5By T o
LR b e gk o g % kenearest-neighbor i B % K i) b
#l(outlier detection)[28,29] » @ ® 4= 2.1 #7it » F] 5 * w2 7 * chF L ge i (noise)i
50 A AT N TR AR fee 2 £ peh T A% k-nearest-neighbor L F R F
T2 (data cleaning) » #{*% ¥4 5 Beaf WO AL 0 5T W LGRS AT gD h o

* A m§}‘lg L AR BB Y EE {0 Sv/w\ﬁ?féé\*?%‘ o

=1

LAPHEEL P 0 4 e A bR Y PCA RER AL I FELAEL

Bk Tehy RGN s &6 F R Rl pl v & R R R R ke RA F R
Bl 1A ik e TR KGR 1819%:h KR & A S8k 70 Tl & PCA
FE FBCK TR F IR AT Fo A E o FRd] s 2 T gr(class imbalance) sk 4% 0 #
TEER S 5 G B A S B o SR B 2 AR T e S e R
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& 0 0
J:}l- o © o] J:? o U. © © [o]
= o o = o o
= o o = ™ o o
= O o C 0 o
= o o = e "¢ O
@ 0© o « 0© o
O o] (o] o
2 [3) o %o 2 o o %o
© o] o o O o] o 0 o O o]
o Ce
o O o o] o o o O o (o] o [ ] o
o ° o
o 0 o LS.
o] [e] o] o] (o] (o]
o b o -
o o o o o o
o (o] o o © (o] o o
o o] o (o] o] e o] (o] (o] [o]
Attribute 1 Attribute 1

(@) (b)

b & 0 &
= IZID EE ° o0 = ‘ool °
= o = ®
& o =
= E:’ o % ° 5 = )
2 o ° 2
o] @ o © o
@’
E'Eoo
o o o
6 50 g o
© [e] o (o] o]
Attribute 1 Attribute 1
(© (d)

B 11 s 2 T s FOoR e 2 B Y FIER 240 B EIE S R 6

WP G 4 BEL F sy W] (majority class) 0 20 BE L U desp Wl (minority class) 0 & = 5 b fieg W TR 2 5
¥_¥ [ (decision region) - (a) = fAsgw 2 & P AR o (b) @ AWz B B0 o () ¥#(b)it 74
4o b B W) B4k 2 (over sampling) o f PR F BEA T 3% T ALAR EAF Bk o (d) H(b)iE TR N F B v B

% (under sampling) -
2.4.1 5 % g W B~# 7 (under sampling)

0 5 g W) P~k 2 (under-sampled examples of the majority class)[22] =% & 2 » &
WEATPRA 2 PIRT A B £ P 0 0 RIS R TR 0 % B R S ol
foo S 5 RIS TR T T 0 AR ] ST R - blde § A Sl (majority

class)eng 4L 3 80 £ - @ > s W (minority class)F 20 & F AL > ffe * 55§ fiedp w| B
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B pF o " MBS B e Bl N S Bl R Bk 20 o PR R S 0 f By
Job g B R L e g T R -
2.4.2 3 4e b Bl | B~$k 2 (over sampling with replacement)

3 4 b Bl W] P~k 2 (over-sampled examples of the minority class)[23] > i & 48 B~ &
AAZVRTHEEF P EEEE RIS R F U BT PR E R A S B
E BT o TS R R TR EE o Blde o e W] (majority class) s AL

2

» @ 5 g W] (minority class)§ 20 2 FRL 0 F i M4 S B R BRE £ RV K

s

80
BBk cP] 80 X o AP R 1S 0§ BN et B W TR B R BT Bl AP
B o

B0 B B PR i e B B BRI T e e 2 Bt @ LT MBR D i
SRS SN R A &#hmﬁﬁﬂﬁ°%“’4’ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ
4OV R Ao R Y 5 B B R B S 4 B 2 22w (sampling without
replacement) » FB~{RiE HFARF FARFARL KB AT - L FHE S R AR

=0 @ B A o g W] B2 BB 4R 2 GV R LB ) o (sampling with replacement) 0 & 7

FALT @ © AP RE > T AR E BRI TR AT - LG TR
MBS L oA g N ?K{%’ FV BRI RS B TS AR e

PR REYFEETd T BN TR BY 0 UPERFAEAERE
2.4.3 DataBoost-IM

2004 & Guo {v Viktor # ) DataBoost-IM[27]:# & /% > DataBoost-IM % - % & boosting
rE A 4 m #F R (data generation) 2. i & 2 0 H boosting 338 4 v 2.3.2 #& 3| -1 AdaBoost
foke o F - LFRRy HEE > aF - Sk K (iteration) R 17 2 18 0§ L ATHG TR D
WL HY o AEEOT AR M F L AL ROTAHR NI EE k0
FHALAFIEE T {ATT oL ot > DataBoost-IM » % & 7 A& 4 g # FoF (data
generation)en 8 % - FBiEA 4 BT R R TS FAp LT EE > £ I HT R

ERFFRAL L G AL R TG g fral Bt ke g
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WA FOP A F LB AR o p T TS BT T RE
VRS R { B AR A ST

DataBoost-IM i & i# 4o Bl 120 #ij » 5 m £ R FH o - B8 Y E
(WeakLearn)frd 5 i % e T & = L9l FALORTTR T Al 2 B E > 2 %1
A w5 & i A ] e hard examples > T A T Y B ERE K 0 R A 80 RS HE
W2 FoR e Lagwlir & p enhard examples 3 A # > 4 WA 4 &% F AL (synthetic data)
T AT L TR o T R (synthetic data)e + R4 e U 4 (original training
set) & 4 #7a! R F HL(new training data set) o 4 W] { A7 & BAE L[ OFALE L 0 AT &
BREHDTHIBEREDLAET P OEFLEY AL EF € Mo RIE - 575 - 4
Fren) JUF AL (new training data set)fr { AT hF R B E @ B F Yy ¥ 2

(WeakLearn) » 3 & 3% % 4 4145 -5 v B RRS < 0 12 Rlggmie B 7 2 91§ 117

=&/ b Pl o m A R AR > BT o

GEFHAFEEE T KL PALRE B - 1 2k Tl g8
, D_ (i) ifh (xi:] =¥
D,., (i) =—=x {[31" -

t OO ARAFTIRL & 0 § NS WL AT RRL

AREEOT A EMBEBRE o {ATRTF FHROELE > TENT - Pt ¢

PR TR EE £ 27547 hard examples M A 2 BEFAL o Fp o BEY FL 2 ¢

Fon AR B2 B 10 L MEAE RN R 0 B 5 el et (N0 BN T T R R

EERAFIADTAS o B Pl S g g o 12 & 2 R Rt~

RGN o AT 0= T R A IO N IS I S T A O I

IS EEF NP ERE TP E > FEE N PSRN T} ARF IR EL R
¢

R EBFIE R RS SRR o
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Algorithm DataBoost-1M
Input : sequence of m examples {(X1,Y1),-..,(Xm,ym)} with labelsy; € Y={1,... k}
Weak learning algorithm WeakLearn
integer T specifying number of iterations
Initialize D4 (i)=1/m for all i.
Do fort=1,2,...,T :
1. Identify hard examples from the original data set for different classes.
2. Generate synthetic data to balance the training knowledge of different classes.
3. Add synthetic data to the original training set to form a new training data set.
4. Update and balance the total weights of the different classes in the new training
data set.
5. Call WeakLearn, providing.it with the new training set with synthetic data and
rebalanced weights.
6. Get back a hypothesis ht : X =Y.

= Y 0N
7. Calculate the error of ht : ihgl% =y

If > 1/2, then set T=t-1 and abort loop.

8. Set Pe=&/(1—¢)

9. Update distribution Dy :

et Z 1 otherwise
,where Z; is a normalization constant (chosen so that D1 will be a distribution).

Output the final hypothesis :

1
hg, (%) = argmax Z log—
vEY

tthe (=) =y Bt

B 12. DataBoost-IM ;i & ;*
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2.4.4 F#F# (data cleaning)

T E AR B AT B TR F RS 3T 0 A % k-nearest-neighbor JF B % ki F L

F72(data cleaning) » 3 £ % — £ FAL T TR AE R FRE B agnlip B ang 0 2L TR
gt (noise) o F P51 5 PCA Frl g s m] 3 T frenh® AL » 9702 241 L > g v

(minority class)snF sl 5 R > 35 NgpE BB u TR b2 kK £ FR o Hipgr &

#® % %A 2 ede(Euclidean distance) > iz k L TR o s nE 5§ BcsE W] (majority

class)s AL AR 5 fei > fde BT b HE R hEke iz 2 KA F AL (S 0 AP R ARAR

FAERZ RS SRl SE DS N A BN F OGRS RE VR
BiEaz o B{ARAABEY > URBANLERE -

Bl 135222 deb]l  (@)s ARFTIGFEDRLLTHR 0 BLL FHsgym 2
¢ OBEG U BB 2 TR £ 2 AR R S B2 2] LT 7 (decision region) - ¥ 5 41y
P 0 en S B u TR E BN (D)F S B RSN R B 5 MR BN S g
i# i & i (overfitting) 1R® 48 > (C)F] ¢t > A 1 * k-nearest-neighbor
BEo AV AR U ARl RO L A S B R T A T2 3EF
B (d)iie 3 £ FR Y o F AT S BB R X e EARGe S Res o () A I T
7oA ARE B RIS 2 TR o JER 13(@) % () R F g o B RA TR Y 0 A JEE
PERIBREEPE IR L APERNE  A R TR TR e AP E A
o 2ot ) 13(b)% (6) 0 A F U EAF NI L H B P FRE G CHeh S Boge T

(&) 2% B P At (b) R 18 % - Tyt > T U R i i & F s (overfitting) s o
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B 13. J[—' 3300w Bk 2 7 7 B
WG 4 BEL F desp W] (majority class) 0 209 BE G U dcsg W] (minority class) 0 & 2 5 b i W TR 2 5
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Z N REHEP

Bk z BINA > & 4a5H B 58~ PCA # 2 57 #l4- PCA #

&

ﬁ;t:

Y
-1
R

oy
R

R e

frt.
it
u%_

AR AR o AP B ST H R 24 FPCA R 75 %3

*Lt

ARPTHEHRE  F VGRRIR A T2 PR B R SRR ELHE 2 H Y e

I

T RS ERE PCA KR LSRR E LR G BEF AR SRR F o A ORI A]
B2 % Eaes i =5 ¢ &£ (lowdose) ~ — 4 & (medium dose) ~ % #| £ (high dose) -
A PCAMEIER - HA L HEH 24 ) pFenPCAR Y 75 2 B h 3 T2 5
fe @R FFRIH R T2 pRIS 0 BERE PCA KB TSR EHE > Apke s o 2
PiRERAE 2L S EMA 5 Z 8 MA £ (low dose) ~ - 4] £ (medium dose) ~ % #| £ (high

dose) © % % PCA %5 4k R pnl > RIELLBE LT 24 [ B PCA & " (75 2

A2 TGRS o ERE A (S 048 PR - 2 PCA kR SHcR ATk

>N\

o

#*

2

e
3.1 FHEk
PR e AT R Y e B KO 35 A # ¥ 12 Changhwa Christian Hospital

(CCH) » 2005~2010 =75 & i¢ * PCA K ¥ ef 4 o

3.2 T L
§j 1 B30 12 2005~2010 & * PCA X E 4% § 5432 g & > #1%4 FIPCA X &
Win g B2 A QAL bR 140 4632 k0 L BERIGTHES BRETALR

B 1 4% 2586 r'}}%& gtk Ed x}}%&m)}%}f{g‘}'n’-"ﬁ’fm“&d %‘ﬁ# 505——?—[1‘”']“,%’&

-

PN
u3

n FHAE G 2207 o k> B9 @ % AgiB 24 ) repym L F 1655 =0 @ § 1099 i
ke h PCAKEAZE 72 ] p5 -

F - mp kit PCAXEGRRA Gk  ATUFRFE B LN {rEs s
WFEAL S L oL e S L eAp B R B ) PR AR S o d ) PR A T

BB HE Y PCA KR w2 PCA %% ek T 8 H ] pFengl g b/
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(lockout)zk = % i FE Rl enik 5 o f855 1 ftkga;’z%%r%ﬁw? FERE P s b A

frig * PCA %% aiedodf BIm ™ et o

E-mpbRE EF 280B R AP 7

a. k27 BP_HIGH,BP_LOW,PULSE ,WEIGHT, SEX, age, DM, HT, AMI -

£ 9 i o

b. < jt4p B 1 1 OP_CLASS, ansTimediff, ASA_TYPEL, ASA_TYPE2,

M1 _ANS_WAY, APS » £ 6 & 1% -

c. &% PCA Fi=4phd &+ © success_p_lhr~24hr,

failure_p_lhr~24hr,pcadose_1hr~24hr, change_times_1hr~24hr,

p_timediff_mean_1hr~24hr, p_timediff var_lhr~24hr % 144 B &+ -

d. PCA & #_4p B 4% © loadingdose , contidose _1hr~24hr,pamode_set_1hr~24hr,

pcadose_set_1hr~24hr, lockout_set 1hr=24hr, 4hrlimit_set 1hr~24hr > % 121 & /%

il‘ic

%0259 B2 Ry
3029 BlELwp

YRy 1

BP_HIGH fe 55 R

BP_LOW 55

PULSE N

WEIGHT i

OP_CLASS L A (blde s B VRS S O T Rk S
ARMELN LK LR

ansTimeDiff =+ it {7 P

ASA TYPE1 1: R

2 fE R 2R

3:ER 2EA

41 R4 Gt B g

S5t ARSI A

6: BFHE

1: healthy 2: mild systemic disease. 3: major systemic disease. 4. life
threatening disease or condition. 5. not expect to survive. 6. donor
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(transplatation ).

ASA _TYPE2 + g A
E: R4 LR — 45 jF
E(emergency surgery), R(regular surgery)
M1_ANS_WAY | & jsfrps = 3¢
SA: X E ~GA: & ~LE: EAgA ¥ U Frps ~ NB : A ey
APS L3 b X PCA
SEX e
age £ #
DM LR R
HT TR BB
AMI 23 e i
loadingdose B o E TS i PCA KR 2w “TAR L S et # R £
success_p o) A s R i
BB LA L RRE T LT AR L 9 PCAKE § FRL L
R -
failure_p ¥ o) pF 4 pede R #ic
4 ?iﬁ@*‘é#ﬁyﬁa BiZac e BT 52 7L ¥avie & T lockout
A_"4hrlimity > PCA 5t X =7 55 &L & o
pcadose H o] prm 4 g d R PCA Y Bt AR I e iR B E 2
contidose :J e 4] BRE 2SS St et B R £
change_times + .| & PCA %E K T A
p_timediff_mean o FIRREFR AT
p_timediff_var | ¥ i | FIRER L g R ik
pcamode_set H i~ -] pF pcamode X =
PCA : W% F /R PCA KB = s LL st % -
CONTINUQUS : i i% i BhLiF & 3 AL S s & o
CONTINUOUSHPCA : 7 1% i§4&/& PCA K B {oB8EiF = S48
% o

7

pcadose_set

H i+ ] p¥F pcadose X %
pca dose 3% ¥ & 4p 5 & F B PCA KB > F 4L 4] L5 & # /& PCA
£y g*’%;l;; RBL SR E R T -

lockout_set H ] P lockout % %
lockout & 4p s &7 B E T R F F IR o
4hrlimit_set H ] pF dhrlimit % %_

Ahrlimit & 45 & few | P2 B 07 AR B2 SRS B R R o
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3.3 R &

3.3.1 ®AE IR

BRI E IR LR P ﬁvévﬁﬁéré * PCAKE- PR S@p LY PCA M
Fafs  PREmENLIZTRE > JAERHERE LRI A K2 P AT R R ERE S
BALR o AP REIRHB LR Y PCA KR enT2 | P B ori spenffr i E A HE > # ¢
¢35 B EHRR PCA KR M2 Gd BEF S ST TR E o ARTERIA T 0 B3

31099 &7 % AL d S RIFRPN F LT PCA LR T2 PR EAKE

\

PR AT ER Y PCAKEAZE 72 ) PF o 2R A 7 % NSRRI AT o A i PR ALK
BESERANFFRALZZBRT > EFRAFHREXREARELHFN L7 2 AN D
FTARLAAAR R AP 02 > BH & 5 1H £ (low dose) ~ — 4] £ (medium dose)f-% #| £ (high

dose) > H ¢ i<

1f“b

I F R 50899 %A - AR S 551X B A E AT R KRR
R} 149 L o @ A BhaniE b oA R R gk g SE LR S B o g
2 thod TR AP A e TR AR SRS L ARG AR R 2 €5 TA
B oo TP H S i Rk R RGBT IRR A4 B § SR> Ay ot A > A
4 MR PCAKYE 24 R i) el & BF it * PCA fiinfr PCA X 24P M i ®

PLIERIA AT o B R B E ite o A gL i KAHCA5) ~ i E B < A 3 B(Naive
Bayes Classifier) ~ #g#¢ 5 % g% (Artificial Neural Network ,ANN) ~ & ¥ » & #% (Support
Vector Machine ,SVM)4rii- i % (Decision Table)T &% ¥ w52 » £ ¢ “ﬁf 1 A R AHC4.5)
ek e R @ v WEKA[30]#i: F2%keh1 £ - @ AW E ¥ i & /2 (ensemble learning
algorithm)ea3R 4 » F3r A g R R T M~ BV B AN FRIEmAZ T E T > APk
W HHCA.5) 5 A # % & 2 > ¥ bagging ~ random forest ~ bagging + stacking ~ random forest

+ stacking 4= Adaboost = 7 AR E ¥ w52 o T Aot s 4T o
3.3.2 PCA &| & g R

PCA 4| & F RI{e M B RISTI » — i ke * PCA X8 - BFRLE - 518

Fo ke % PCA iz 3 Hot fop 02 SWFAL% » TRl A b A k2 ) g4 PCA
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ER ATV ERT F AR e ETRR b > A3 AR ERR
BSd BLF > N friS B4 B PCA £ 8 A en s 42 5 % 0 7 PCA & 8970 4
$Hop LG ERR PCA KB L5 Ffe s F AR GOTR] o &P 1% i &2 B S e
MBI R s bR PCA KR 24 [ p5yp B end o pEi¢ % PCA Hin{r PCA 3% 24
BRI * ERIH AR Y PCA KR T2 ) PR PCA IR 5 BAZR » F1t 0 A G

" PCA #3428 T2 1 B3 TR 57 % T Bl fo b M £ R0 235 ¢ 1099

e

.?’#—?ﬁ‘} o i iz e PCA & % & #r7 Sl

Wi

=\
=
=\

=

ZRHRREF ERERFEELRE
SR X R0 0 AT = AR e F AL BACAR R A 0> KH 4 L 1R £ (low dose) ~ - A5
£ (medium dose){-% #| £ (high dose) » H » <& chF A 5 580 & - & - LHE
3L FAHRE AT HEERS > NG 146 £ o

B EE2aite o fol A £ apRldnle o 2t 1t U HCA5) ~ [ EH BN e g
% (Naive Bayes Classifier) ~ #4254 gt (Artificial Neural Network ,ANN) ~ &£ = & %
(Support Vector Machine ,SVM)+feid-i{ % (Decision Table) 7 85 ¥ /w52 > 2 ¢ T A
#H(CA5)re ek > 2R % % WEKA[30] 5 F o i1 2 o @ AHE Y /7% 2 (ensemble
learning algorithm) =% 4 » 12 {04 H(C4.5) 5 A # s & /2 - # e bagging ~ random forest -
bagging + stacking ~ random forest + stacking f- Adaboost + 7 &8 & ¥ /7 & 2 > T 4r )Y
O AN
3.33 PCA X E S8k T3 R

PCA X% S8k TR BRGNP chp L apm i * PCAKE - BT L 53§
AR Y PCAGT S AR pband LR RIERIE & 2 (8 PCA R ™
TAFFEFEAF PCA KR Sl AP RY B DL EF AL pep MBI
v o PCA R 24 ) pEp el o) pFeni % PCA Hinfe PCA % 2ip M RS -
RIFRI R i * PCAKE 5 25 | P3| 5 72 pF2 & > PCA % % S8k AT 4R
B o ok bz RIS AR 0 F1 5 AAERIB L @ % PCA KRR 72 ROl 0 A

BRG@* PCAEZEARE 72 /P 7 * 30 pb3giplodr > 7 % Fd5 1099 4 o A ik pe
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r4

s

) W B (positive)snF Bl 0208 & T A A & 2 AR At T3 md i
ZFH A FFA A GG 079021 F AFEAERIA T 0 F AT 7 T gR(class

imbalance) 2. % 4 -

et o = AIE R A T 0 AP - R (CA5) ~ [ H B S 4 3 E (Naive Bayes
Classifier) ~ #g4¢ i 4 g% (Artificial Neural Network ,ANN) ~ & 3%+ & #%(Support Vector

Machine ,SVM){rii- i % (Decision Table) 7 #& % ¥ iw &2 > £ 7 % 1AW HHCA.5) e vk
a8 ¢ % WEKA[30]#Lh F S cnt B o G gt SEiRIA 49 F1 3 2% 3 T frenf 42 Fpt A
MRS S e s B4k iE (under sampling)fe3 v b #iciE W) B4k 2 (over sampling) & f& i %
PRl FE R T S Y Y2 SR 2 b > 2 i ¢ 41 * k-nearest-neighbor
B ERE T ALY ehge i (noise) o ¥ FALE(F 7R 732 (data cleaning) %‘gt“ T RS
s u TR > ME B S IER o
M RS E Y F B 2 (ensemble learning algorithm) et 4 » v - K HFS A s @ % 7

bagging ~ random forest ~ bagging + stacking ~random forest + stacking f= AdaBoost f-
DataBoost-IM 7 & B8 F ¥ /@ # i3 0 Fls B ER A 17 § 8N 3 T §renf® 48 0 ST
fie 7 R0 § s W) B~k (under sampling)fe3g v -5 g W] B~ 4k 72 (over sampling) » F] “f
LT EEEME Y gyt > R * 7 bagging + over sampling ~ bagging + under

sampling ~ AdaBoost + over sampling ~ AdaBoost + under sampling 4= DataBoost-IM 7 #& =

o R L BEWMEY RE 2 % 2_ %k > 4 1 % k-nearest-neighbor & & 2 ¥ F L& 7 F
#7372 (data cleaning) uw]fpﬁq‘—'t’ SRR 0 Rt e L AR A T fr2 BAR o

3.4 =L ¥p

3.4.1 2% £ R4 PCA &£ 38 )

WA E fo PCAH £ & IR A 47451 * 1 1099t B o 382k Phfr s E A § 0 5
BAASI HREAEZBRE ARPRRELMNEARELFN > LT HFAD

Jpr B 4 R € BEATAR R AR 00 > -2 4 L OB (low dose) ~ - 457 £ (medium dose) - %

28



£ (high dose) - #iem fAFE R A 77 > Vi@ * B8 & 7r & (overall accuracy) i 5 3 & 3%
B g2 vk g chrecall fe precision G =R 8 A - fEH A (overall
accuracy) & #73 F AL ¢ IR ARt Foo & gEw| anrecall e precision gt 2 ek 3
fo 4-recall 4 i%ig sl Y FFRIT a0t 0 blde " lowdose” Recall 4 57 5% 3
A £ (low dose)snFALe » 4 % -5l F e FORAIERI L FE @ precision 2 57 AL 3R 5
AR BT ALY o RASEERIFER 5 3%4E B a0t 5 o Blde 0 7 medium dose”  Precision %

T ALTER] 5 — 4B £ (medium dose) s F kL @ > B P Rhndgnl At L - S B enFoR F 5

% 3. Confusion Matrix

low dose | medium dose | high dose
low dose (prediction) @ @ ®
medium dose (prediction) | ® ® ®
high dose (prediction) @ ®
3 4. AA R IR EER E Q]2
FE R E
“low dose” Recall D/(O+®+@)
“medium dose” Recall O (O+O+®)
“high dose” Recall OrNE+®+®)

“low dose” Precision OI(O+@+®)

“medium dose” Precision | ®/(®+®+®)

“high dose” Precision ONO+®+©®)

Overall Accuracy (O+O+®)(O+O+B+BO+B+®+O+B®+O®)

342 PCA X% 38K T3 KR

B PCAXERTAFNRRAITY > d 202 S Hop R L PCAG IR T2 (87 ¢
FTREIAKE > FIPF L AL TIPS T TR R 0 bldo o iE 2 e }F”%“ [31,32]#]
g TR RN T TR 3EPE > B8 ACRE 8 kxR (overall accuracy) k s 3EE B

Pl E 7 &30 blde > 5 #csE w(majority class) e 4l 4 #ic ik > ficeh 95% » @ > e B
(minority class) & ik > e 5% > S E B Y IR E 2 B2 BRR S Bpn > PIE BEERT
B3 95% > A BN T o T D AR R DTSR SAE SR - BANAR Y A

THPEOTALY o A PG ML B TR T A e B B R T
29



BN T ERAEPE R o S EE R TR R ] A AP R L e )]*
AN "f it * F48 % pr i (overall accuracy) 2 2 & g %] earecall - precision i® 5 4+
Zo 0k R ARRIA AT 0 ANPER 4 1 e T k3(geometric mean)[33] 4« F-score[34] i 5 3F
E&p - 29 B T35% positive recall - negative recall e e T35 0 £ 2§ P2

it 2 Ndedk 54ck 6

# 5. Confusion Matrix

Positive Negative

Positive(prediction) | True Positive(TP) | False Positive(FP)

Negative(prediction) | False Negative(FN) | True Negative(TN)

% 6.PCA KR 38K T FpRl a8 B R 2 p

=g R o
Positive Recall TP/(TP+FN)

Positive Precision | TP/(TP+FP)

Positive F-score 5« Positive Precision % Positive Recall

Positive Precision + Positive Recall

Negative Recall TN/(FP+TN)

Negative Precision | TN/(TN+FN)

Negative F-score 5 % Negative Precision X Negative Recall
Negative Precision= Negative Recall

Geometric Mean wffPDSiﬁVE Recall % Negative Recall

Overall Accuracy | (TP+TN)/(TP+FP+FN+TN)

343 T * i

FaE = BRI A AT Y 0 A R R fe PCA |

\F‘b

e R A R 8 A (overall
accuracy) » i & 3§ H# R > PCA % % S 8K €A FI PRI TF 5 5 8% 2 T gr(class
imbalance)2 FF 4% > # i@ * FHBERAR Z AL TR R €5 3 5302 R Bt B
Bl E s B Red 2 £8 0 @ A PCATHY - O Hp R & PCAF 4R T
(6 TR EFAMAER T F TG @A A (positive) & -5 #icdE W (minority class) » w3
B4 47 H_7 positive F-score % H 3 & :=§ #p)

RAEAER] > PCA &£ 3 pl{r PCA K ¥ S8k TV FAEml L > = BRI~ 47 %

F_*

¢ b - X HH(CA5) ~ 5 H B X 4 4 % (Naive Bayes Classifier) ~ #g4¢ 5 % i (Artificial
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Neural Network ,ANN) ~ & 4%+ & #(Support Vector Machine ,SVM)r ;i % (Decision
Table)T aF ¥ wh iz VRS FAANTI BEY REZY ARAFLFEZ AR R

* paired ttest %0 HGEF B el BF Y w2 L8 0 #4 L8 2 pvalue

E=1)

1005 %Wkﬁ?ﬁgéi’ﬁﬁ$%¥iﬂ’U&%ﬁw@iﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁgo
FHWE Y 7 % 2 (ensemble learning algorithm) e384 » — k¢ 11975 FHE Y g hi27? 4
BoddF 2 R 5 AR B H A2 FERRE Y W B 2 0 paired ttest f& o FFut ¥ AR BlIE

Bz Brria g L B

3

7 o PCA S E 3 JEFFRIA 45 1 0 34 12 kenearest-neighbor i & i #1% 331 (noise) -
}%?7}—'—3@ 7 ?#*’/ﬁ‘ﬁ.(data Cleaning) ' & j’z %’%ﬁb - ;\1 2% ’F]': P‘ 4| A I g—":ﬁ’ﬁﬁ: %\ P *ﬁ/?ﬂ?#i

If By myiznz —Lyféii’rgfyg 3 og 8 0k by paired t-test ¥ T_» +“ # A 'FF‘ ’}”F 1 e

CERFRLBY 0 F e PP AR C AR B P R AR
p-value -] >+ 0.05 » A & 7 FoRl AR B2 8 5 o FEF T E P g 2otk o
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P Bk

4.1 3g R A 5

NPE YT B ETHAFR O R FF {0 R LR PCA KR N
o U ke b TS R o Bt 5B A B SR PCA A £ 3R 11 2 PCA
AEFEX AR BRI > F LT URERHFHEFFL I plit* PCA K

ﬁmﬁa,gw,gaﬁw%&w@w%%ﬁéswi,@sﬁ@wwmiai@@’

ey
#
D
=
.
N
3
Z—m
F_
P
>_L
-
=i
&
(
o)
=
4
\
-
“3
o
,dm
i)
N
S
£
vl
=
I
N
=
3
‘L!m
(S

42 R B % BH

W% g % ohine o g g 710-fold = =B E(cross validation)iz » 3= & 2 2 chif
% > @ t bagging {- randomforest & f& £ 48 5 % % & i (ensemble learning algorithm) 2 £_
MEd e @ E B 2 (stacking under sampling feover sampling)z = i pF 0 b4e
bagging + stacking & random forest.+ under sampling 5% & ¥ /g & 2 > & X F % ¥ A
e EEEAFIHR AL 200 B RFH S L K h10-fold 2 % e RH T o

Mot E BRI EE o AR IR A 7o PCA B2 FRRIA 47 A FH B
(overall accuracy) 3 i & 3= 8 # 7] - & PCA %5 Sk LA FFFRIA T > d 30 5 fiops
B4 7R FHEDIE > Fpt 3 2gn 2 T ge(class imbalance):ft 48 > 7 if & @ * A B IR
T5 A B=g &> H P 2w positive class 17 5 - #eag W] (minority class) > & 7 positive
class s & 7 & PCA %y JF o F]p > 24 12 positive F-score fr 2 v & 35(geometric

mean) il & 1 & dnFg &R

421 IHEYFEZZBELR

NP A g Y F e E > @ % LR HH(CA5) ~ B H P & 2f B (Naive Bayes
Classifier) ~ #g4¢ 4 4 g% (Artificial Neural Network ,ANN) ~ & 3%+ & #%(Support Vector

32



Machine ,SVM){ei+- K % (Decision Table) T &5 ¥ i@ &2 » " s BIFRIA 74 0 2 §F
VRE 2 AR EmE 2 A Yo% o
4211 BA&EIEPR

BRAERRIBEY FE 28540k 7o B9 L MEAF 2 2 5K £ (Decision
Table) » s Pl & frd e B Y i B 2 chi % 17 paired t-test > 2 H E B 2
p-value -] %+ 0.05> R & 73%i@ ¥ 2 b 0 B 7 %7 dkse2 0 @ p-value ) >t 0.001 %

g0 A THEHFREZ IR T AT EAEEARLI LRI HFAR -

207 RAMBRIT EFEE 2R

£ 7R (%) C4.5 | Naive Bayes | ANN | SVM | Decision Table

“low dose” Recall 77.4 79.07 69.8 | 8.07 74.9
“medium dose” Recall | 72.87 67.77 79.6 | 96.17 78.9
“high dose” Recall 60.67 38.07 2167 | 0.0T 48.3
“low dose” Precision 76.3 7187 80.2"{.59.4" 75.6
“medium dose” Precision | 73.5" 70.2T 66.1T [ 50.67 72.4
“high dose” Precision | 62.87 46.37 56.9" | 0.07 73.4
Overall Accuracy 72.8 67.97 68.5T | 50.7T 73.3

2x 1 & Decision Table z_+* #& @ * Z5m p-value < 0.05 > T % -+ p-value <0.001 -
4.2.1.2 PCA A€ 7]

PCA#EFRI BEY FE 2 S5 4c% 8 ff H P < 4 37 B(Naive Bayes) 5 # ¢ £
RBAFZFEZ A PRFEL AL GER{rE e A5 Y F 82 % % (7 paired t-test
e A X 4 i 8 i Bz pvalue 30052 FEE X T O

%P2 p-value ] >r0.001z g B2 A T FE 2o HE L NSRS

it

4 HELR
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# 8. PCA ® &I RII AT 52 2 R

PCA #| £ 3¢ if1(%0) C4.5 | Naive Bayes | ANN | SVM | Decision Table
“low dose” Recall 76.97 81.4 89.2" | 99.97 82.8"
“medium dose” Recall | 51.57 48.1 19.17 | 0.07 42.37
“high dose” Recall 45.47 50.8 8.47 | 0.07 26.87
“low dose” Precision 76.1 75.4 62.07 | 52.87 68.47
“medium dose” Precision | 51.27 55.6 20.77 | 0.07 49.17
“high dose” Precision | 49.3" 51.2 22.87 | 0.07 54.4
Overall Accuracy 64.1 65.4 54,77 | 52.77 61.17

3 1 22 Naive Bayes 2+ #& : * % 57 p-value <0.05 > T % 7+ p-value <0.001 -
4213 PCA %% S8R T KRR

2 QLT AEY TS EEHPCA LR 2K IR, ITL8% 27 LA
e f3 H P X 4 g B(Naive Bayes) > 24 4] * paired t-test & Tt o f H P < 4 55 E
(Naive Bayes)fr# 4w 68 ¥ i 52852 £ 8 > 243 X 82 p-value /| ** 0.05° p| &4
QriwB iz 1w h B X ez ot 0001 B MUTT B A FE e E L
4 4F % (Naive Bayes)enis & s B ¥ £ 8 -

WE QT gl H - B IR R AR AT AR 52 0 PR IR
7 I f§7(class imbalance) i* %2 2. #2248 35 Pl % % & 5 M % >t 3E0p] § #esE W] (negative class) -
H ¢ gpa g e (ANN) ot 32 % £ 1% (SVM) b #ciE &) (positive class)enz g £ » &0

H_ > 8RR 5 % JdE W] (negative class) -

% 9.PCAZRDERTRIAATT BEY W H 2200 TR ANIF IR

PCA %% # &% 238 RI(%) | C45 | Naive Bayes | ANN | SVM | Decision Table

Positive Recall 25.57 65.8 007 | 0.07 0.87
Positive Precision 25.4" 23.6 00T | 1.07 487
Positive F-score 25.27 34.5 0.0T | 017 1.37
Negative Recall 82.57 49.7 100.07 | 100.07 99.07
Negative Precision 82.67 86.2 81.17 | 8117 81.07
Negative F-score 82.57 62.7 89.57 | 895" 89.17
Geometric Mean 45.87 56.6 00T | 027 3.27
Overall Accuracy 7177 52.7 81.17 | 81.17 78.97

3t © 22 Naive Bayes 2 +“ # : * % 7 p-value <0.05 > T 4% =+ p-value <0.001 -
PfRAZAR R A PTG A T fE20 BORE o A A 1 R 0 5 BcdE ) B~k 2 (under
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sampling)fe 3 4¢ > #icif ) B~ 4% i (over sampling) » 1% s Bk = #ot T s fE8E W] T

o

ek

#. 10 % 4EfeR > 5 BcdE w B4k (under sampling)z. %% » H ¢ £ A dF2 w2
% - % (Decision Table) » i * paired t-test +* #;4-{ % (Decision Table)£2 H 4w f& ;7 &
22 A8 > FHE AL B2 p-value | >+ 0.05> Pl * B 5" * ek 10w E o w7

T &3 p-value -] »* 0.001 2 3% % & i - o

(under sampling)

PCA %% # &% 238 R|(%) | C4.5 | Naive Bayes | ANN | SVM | Decision Table

Positive Recall 46.8" 54.9 7147 | 2.27 52.6
Positive Precision 22.37 24.9 21.27 | 203 25.6
Positive F-score 30.17 33.7 31.0" | 3.87 34.0
Negative Recall 62.0 60.2 39.67 | 98.27 63.3
Negative Precision 83.37 85.1 86.4 |'81.17 85.2
Negative F-score 70.9" 69.7 4767 | 88.87 72.2
Geometric Mean 538" 56.2 40.2T | 8.8T 56.9
Overall Accuracy 59:1° 59.1 45.77 |'80.0T 61.3

3x : 22 Decision Table 2+t #& : * %53 p-value <0.05 > T # 7= p-value < 0.001 -

FE e 4o b B W) B4k 2 (Over-sampling) 2o & 4o 110 H ¢ #gad i5 e B (ANN) 5
HvY LAMb I 8% & batapk o 1% paired t-test v gl 5 e L (ANN) 22 2 4 8
2z AR > 2w B ET X A 11 VHEeH £ 82 p-value /]t 0.05 ZiFEE &

p-value -] >+ 0.001 2_ ;& & ;= » BI0" T Rz o
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2 11PCA S B B3R RATRIA 11T 5 Vi B % 2 0 o TAL ARG 030 » S 4o > HA ] B~ 4 32

(over sampling)

PCA %% # % 238 R|(%) | C4.5 | Naive Bayes | ANN | SVM | Decision Table
Positive Recall 3167 62.1° 67.8 | 1.97 36.57
Positive Precision 22.0° 24.2 24.8 | 19.3 24.4
Positive F-score 25.37 34.3 347 | 347 28.77
Negative Recall 73.77 53.4 48.4 | 98.87 73.17
Negative Precision 82.2 85.9 84.2 | 81.2° 83.2
Negative F-score 77.67 65.1 57.7 | 89.17 77.67
Geometric Mean 48.2 56.3" 50.2 | 7.57 50.6
Overall Accuracy 65.77 55.0 52.1 | 80.47 66.27

X0 ANN 2+t gt * & 51 p-value < 0.05 > T # 7= p-value <0.001 -

“,%"JF#%%@"‘\?},;\.,FBJ,%% FLig (7

%

7 3L (data cleaning) - *
k-nearest-neighbor & & /= #1 f—? 18 cge 2 (noise) ¢ F L F "%%ﬁ“ AT e AT
Bl MEALFARERME o B FRGFIEL 0 A R R T A B 8 81%(negative
class) : 19%(positive class)*# % 65%(negative class) :-35%(positive class) » iz # 71 75
TR U PLAE A T fmendn Re FURGRIR S o R e i F ol | P~ 42 (under sampling)
fr3 4v -5 Bl W) B4 % (oversampling) - 12 8 iz #F B2 T 2 BT o

%12 3 T4 TE(data cleaning)fs 2 %% A 13 2 ARG 0 B4R S H

ETIRS

#g W] P~k 2 (under sampling)z_ 5 % » & 14 R E FOR G IZE8 - f A 4o > Bl B Pk
% (over sampling)z. % % - # ¢ 2 E 42§ 52455 i H B < 4~ 4 B (Naive Bayes) -
fedkss > AP paired t-test & T4 W)t i B PO 4 5 B (Naive Bayes)frH ke 2 5

33 /ﬁ-,—r/z_; 22 AR > ‘Fﬁi{ﬂ.\ pvalue oA 0.05 > gp]é_%\ 12~ 4 13 ﬂfr'%\ 14{‘;‘2;%’

'E‘T’é Pk %’{” *7 ’]‘ » T 1Y 7 $” ’]‘-r‘;& p-value AT 0.001 z —»/ﬁ-ﬁ’/é » T ~\'—'/</§7?-r1'
4o i € B % A 47 % (Naive Bayes) iz % § AEE £ B

¥yoebo G *ﬁ/F'J:E‘( "/F E“’(data Cleanlng)ﬁ FaE wEED ’F‘, v B F 4 7 /?J&Fil’_ﬁ;’ﬁ

Hondk o SV EEAR P S R 2 AT AR R IR i & T paired test

&

T :F’—,ﬂ ;L-;m— 2 p'Value AT 0.05 - /] B4 12~ % 13 'ff'?\ 14 = ¥ 5 T%?#J‘/‘}?— w5
5

BRI R SR 2 38 ez > #0077 fh3e pvalue -t 0.001
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FooRRRY FAGREIHILFEZAFRFLR AL Ofrk 2y gl §

2
=
el
-‘&:/\
g
T
NE
=}

B0 o AR BHCAB) ~ £ 42 % £ $#(SVM)Frit & £ (Decision Table)
= BE Y % B2 fopositive F-score fr fe T3end R R BFRS 0 A7 TAGFER
GRS T PG e R SRRANN)Y o T TR
R ERG R e 2oh o R G E R <A 87 B (Naive Bayes) TR IS 0 R AR
BT MR che @ 0 Bl W B 2 (under sampling)shgta o 2 10 fo & 13

g2 T A A BHCA5) ~ A it (ANN) o £ 4 5 B 5 (SVM) = 15 ¥ i 5 % 7

=

1\3

7] .

=i

ARG A AR A FTAFRL S o LY R A 4Ee B(SYM)ELTF A ES

A

2o @ ff B LA 4 B (Naive Bayes)frii- it % (Decision Table)® i ¥ 2 74l iF 12

BT B0 HCE X o gtk o PR 4o b Bl W UR B 2 (over sampling) R A o F

7
|

PN

otk 11 4ed 14 3 B A RAHCAD) s & 3 v £ #5(SVM){eid- K % (Decision Table)
SHFORRDY O THFRLE YR FRS RIS LT FEHBEL NS HE
(Naive Bayes)fr#g4! & g 1t (ANN) » 021 ;L 5 B ernec & o

¥t i@ 3 0 1% k-nearest-neighbor 7 ¥ 72 1 F & {7 1 ;572 (data cleaning) » ¥+
S R 0 3 EA S 0 B Y R A(CAE) e L £ 9 B B (SVM)E 5
PR WIS 0 fe £ 0§ BN Bt 2 (under sampling) o 4 § Bcap b Bk 2

(oversampling) » &2 R (¥ FAlF 2 B ApREmAE DT B FRS -
4214 IREVFEZL B FH

BARIR AT 0 T EE Y FE 2 & R84 K & (Decision Table) - & &

F_*

# gz & (overall accuracy) & 73.3% > @ A X AHCA5) 2 & % W L3 £ » R B R
% 72.8% o PCA & B g R~ 477 » PIE_L i3 H § % 4 %7 B(Naive Bayes) 3 4 i & 2 &
Bk EREFER S 65.4% ik KHH(CAB) SRR B 5 64.1% B ¥ B freniE A o

M 7 PCA K% S8k T FIRR L 2 lcd B4 2 %% 5 4 SR (ANN)#E
3 4v b B W] P~ 4% 2 (over sampling) > positive F-score 5 34.7% > % - 2 %% 5 H £ <

& #f % (Naive Bayes)# fie 3 4v > #icdf %] P~ & ;% (over sampling) > positive F-score %
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34.3% » @ A K AH(CAD) Bt g % 0 L A F A Ao R 4o o> Bk W) P-4k (over
sampling) - positive F-score 5 31.2% -
AR BRI AT Y 0 X A(CA5)F A AR B FE o A AR A

(Decision Table) f 3" AL > bt Ae - X ATE & 77 & PpFR o @ sEA 5 e B (ANN)

B o R BRET L2 A KRR T R KA m@ﬁﬂg%mﬁéﬁéii
Btt o i B %427 B(Naive Bayes) | ix § v5i2 B At F iz Bt - &3 BK
B & ¥ i~ pe(normal distribution) st £ L #3852 B  R-H S AEAT

AR BT LY G AR B B p T S b S nifelse A1 AT AGE
%ﬁ*ﬁﬂméﬁzz%ﬁ’%&Amﬁl%ﬂmfw$ @ 2B F R T E
AFEIET D RFE RV for @ RELRG © 32 k il Tt T it ik AHCA4.5)
FRAARBEL S R AT FRRERER LT T 0 A PR A
TEZ FEEMEY FEZ2 R EEERNE Y wE v 2L AHCAD) 2 R

TR R G MELRE

# 12PCARESAFERTHRRAITI/RETV AL 220 FfLe N!J",lrt;ié:gm

PCA %% # & =3¢ RI(%) | C45 | NaiveBayes'|"ANN | SVM | Decision Table

Positive Recall 4357 69.7% 007 | 357 28.27
Positive Precision 23.2"" 22.0% 007 | 27.8™ 2797
Positive F-score 30.27* 33.4* 007 | 61T 27.27*
Negative Recall 66.37 42.1% 100.07 | 98.37* 82.87"
Negative Precision 83.47" 85.7" 81.17 | 8147 83.27"
Negative F-score 73.87F 56.2* 89.57 | 89.07F 82.97*
Geometric Mean 53.7% 53.9* 0.07 | 13.17* 46.97*
Overall Accuracy 62.07% 46.6™ 81.17 | 80.47F 72.47F

331 : ¢ Naive Bayes 2 +* # : * Z 51 p-value <0.05 > T % 7+ p-value <0.001 -

FL2 0 feslp e {82 v g # & o7 p-value <0.05 > %4 5+ p-value <0.001 -
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# 13.PCAXEAFR TP AT BEV FE 22

(under sampling)

*‘ﬂ%

flo p ,fﬁzgu. » BRI Y S B W B2

PCA %% # & 238 RI(%) | C45 | Naive Bayes | ANN | SVM | Decision Table
Positive Recall 5297 67.0" 725" | 657 53.47
Positive Precision 22.0 22.6™ 227 | 236 24.6™
Positive F-score 31.0° 33.6 324 | 9.77% 33.2
Negative Recall 56.27* 45.6* 39.2" | 94.97% 61.17"
Negative Precision 83.7" 85.4 85.8 | 81.3™ 85.0
Negative F-score 67.17" 58.9% 48.87 | 876" 7047
Geometric Mean 54.5 54.6" 4457 | 20.97F 55.8
Overall Accuracy 55.6"" 49.7% 456" | 78.27F 59.67"

3 1: £ Naive Bayes 2 ' # © * £ 5t p-value <0.05> T % 57 p-value <0.001 -

L2 feRFIEan 52 vt i # A on p-value <0.05 5 ¢ % 7 p-value < 0.001 -

% 14.PCA SR 74 B3k ROTRIA 9T AR5 1 W 5 2 v o TR S P Ik Sequ o e 4o 0 MM B 102

(over sampling)

PCA %% # & =3¢ RI(%) | C4.5 < Naive Bayes | ANN | SVM | Decision Table

Positive Recall 53.07" 68.8" 647 | 587" 51.47*
Positive Precision 22.8 22.2% 1957 21.9 24.0°
Positive F-score 3127* 335" 26.177| 897 325"
Negative Recall 58.07% 43.6% 424 19527 61.77"
Negative Precision 84.2" 85.7 848 | 81.37 84.5™"
Negative F-score 68.57" 57.4% 459" | 87.77% 7097
Geometric Mean 55.4* 54.3% 29.27% | 19.77¥ 55.5%
Overall Accuracy 57.17 48.3% 46.6" | 78.37F 59.77%

331 : ¢ Naive Bayes 2 +* # : * Z 51 p-value <0.05 > T % 7+ p-value <0.001 -

FL2 0 feslp e {82 vt # & 57 p-value <0.05 > %4 5+ p-value <0.001 -
422 EREVFREZ2R5VR

Ao KRS A #w E 2> @ * bagging~bagging +stacking~ random forest~ random
forest + stacking = AdaBoost 7 f &% & % /& & /% (ensemble learning algorithm) - ¥ ¢+ »
Fli e PCA £ 8 8K T BRI~ 47+ > 7 55 % 7 L fg(class imbalance)f® 4 » 7
R AR R 0§ BoHg W B~k 2 (under sampling) fe 4 4v b oS B B~ 4k 2 (over
sampling) » #]* "éf a7 AEME Y gy > B * 7 bagging + over sampling -

bagging + under sampling ~ AdaBoost + over sampling ~ AdaBoost + under sampling §=
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DataBoost-IM 7 8= /% » & -~ AFME Y w52 o 2 BIERA T > AP Re 5L
REMEYREZ2LBY -
4221 BA&EIEPR

F 15 Z BB E IR~ W R T BT Y F 5 2 (ensemble learning algorithm) 2. &
5 oo AIpRlAATY o BY AREFOEME Y FE 2 5 C45 £ fie & bagging o A A
* paired t-test +t $iz bagging frf 4= 2 B R > 4ok % 4 R 2 p-value -] *+ 0.05 T &
4 15 v ez Eikie k7 ¥ @ %7 T iz p-value o) 3t 0.001 2 %% B j# o8 & 15
=

N AFEWMBERRE LY o C45 e & bagging cwr Bt H AR E Y g8 2 o

F_L
+

“m\ “

ARG REF AR o KA o At SEMEVFEEY o F 4 E (high dose)s recall -
precision 12 Tt — A £ (medium dose)fe i3] £ (low dose) %k N AE I o
LE S FHE DT RER RS AT g s T B g Y 5 1 3991

) 551(- Al £) - 149(3 A L) F MR ATHRLT o+ TS BATY R E S
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% 15, BRI EIFRAITLES

C45 C45 C45
) C4.5 ) C4.5
BREFRI(%) | C45 ) Bagging Random Random Forest
Bagging ) ) AdaBoost
Stacking Forest Stacking
“low dose” Recall | 77.47 84.3 84.7 80.17 80.37 79.27
“medium dose” - - - .
728" 83.5 79.97 83.6 77.6" 75.8
Recall
“high dose” . - - .
60.6 62.4 66.8" 47.47 58.1 61.2
Recall
“low dose” - - - - -
76.37 84.3 82.57 8147 78.37 78.87
Precision
“medium dose” - . - - -
73.57 79.7 80.3 74.8" 7597 75.37
Precision
“high dose” - - . - -
62.87 78.5 73.27 80.4 7117 66.0"
Precision
Overall Accuracy | 72.8T 80.9 79,07 77.47 75.97 75.17

X1 22 Bagging 2 't #& 0 * % 5t p-value<0.05 © T # 51 p-value < 0.001 -
4.2.2.2 PCA & &R

% T AEWE Y w52 (ensemble learning algorithm) ¥t PCA #| £ (£3F Bl 2 % % 4o
% 16 wiZiERI~ 477 > CA5 L Fes bagging A ¢ A MEAFOEME Y IigEiz o A
P41 * paired t-test +* & bagging frH S F e rr R 0 4 16 F U B B Y7 e i B
z_ p-value -] %+ 0.05 z %% & ;£ » = H p-value -] >> 0.001 p|2” T~ ez o & 16

TRl AERER R AR > CAL e & bagging crEE iRt H AR RS Y R 82

41




# 16.PCA®EFFRIATL %%

C45 C45 C45
PCA #| £ 7/ C4.5 ) C4.5
C4.5 ) Bagging Random Random Forest
(%) Bagging ) ) AdaBoost
Stacking Forest Stacking
“low dose” Recall | 76.97 84.3 81.0" 95.47 87.67 79.07
“medium dose” - . - - -
5157 65.8 63.8 47.27 54.8" 5437
Recall
“high dose” . . - - .
45.4 47.5 49.4 31.8" 33.8" 45.1
Recall
“low dose” - . - - -
76.17 81.7 82.1 73.27 75.87 7747
Precision
“medium dose” - - . - -
51.2"7 60.7 59.07 61.4 57.97 53.67
Precision
“high dose” - - - - -
4937 75.1 67.67 85.77 69.87 52.37
Precision
Overall Accuracy | 64.17 73.1 710" 70.67 69.47 66.17

X1 22 Bagging 2 't #& 0 * % 5t p-value<0.05 © T # 51 p-value < 0.001 -
4223 PCA (R 83K T F3R

7 17 5 PCA %% 280k 233 i * B8 E % /7% /% (ensemble learning algorithm)
23RS % 7 bagging ~ bagging + stacking - random forest -~ random forest + stacking
- AdaBoost 7 &S ¥ ;w5 2 > & @ * 7 bagging + over sampling ~ bagging + under
sampling ~ AdaBoost + over sampling ~ AdaBoost + under sampling = DataBoost-IM 7 # -
o XL AEWME Y gy o 29 bagging + under sampling j# & J# % positive F-score
A v T $5(geometric mean) s IR R g AF e o AR 4% paired t-test 1t §i bagging +
under sampling f-# 4% & /% > 5% bagging + under sampling £ H & ;i & ;% «03f B 857
B3 MAELRE " H pvalue 005 Aoz kg X7 HRe2 > @ p-value -] 3+ 0.001
¥ R T fRss2 g8 17 7 5 4 > bagging + under sampling £2 3 4w B i 4p die -

w3 ¥ LR 45 bagging + under sampling J& & 2 & %IE RIS 47 o FER A H AR

e iZ IR R A T Y 0 F]1 G % W 2 T fF(class imbalance) 2 R AL - i @ #

k-nearest-neighbor i 3 i #1 %% 7 AL @ «haje s (noise) » ¥ T AL A& 7 AL 22 (data
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cleaning) o TG 1S - B FEAF W] R 5] 0 & 81%(negative class) : 19%(positive class)
" = 65%(negative class) : 35%(positive class) » % ¢ FALFILT 2oL 4F B 3 T fHF2 AR R o
%018 3 FALFIEE S BEME Y w2 DRSS KR W7 e 187 5 & 475
SRR Y W B TR I ES opositive F-score o e T 3oand R R K AT R
Weng sk o SR aFEZ > APEART TR A R ahE & B paired
ttests 7> #H £ 82 p-value /[ > 005 Pl 188 2 % iE” # » ¥
17T ARge p-value o] 3+ 0.001 2 3% ¥ i o483 18 1 4ro 41 i x5 ¢ otk 1 AdaBoost
+under sampling *F » H &y B 2 Ak TG 0> B RIEAE Y B FR T oA

iR S M o 1% k-nearest-neighbor i & i 34 {7 AL

ra

? (data cleaning) » ¥+ 3 4 ¢
R Y A Jeiae

Bk B g TR G g SR B P 0 454 positive F-score fr A e T 35
(geometric mean) » H ¥ % I E4F iF B % 5 bagging + under sampling » 2 i e 4k @ #
paired t-test » #-H 27 H 0 3 9k Rl g o 30 A A8 P oo 12 B 57 X7 4Z2e p-value /] >t 0.05
zo g g > #ou” T 4RZs p-value )3t 0.001 225 0 % 18 2 %% % &t > bagging +
under sampling ;% & ;= > A @ * 483 41112 (data-cleaning)2 5 - H FEip| A 7 ek R FE
L SOEE = S

% 42147 £33 T RE- VY IFREE? > AREF2FEEE ANNEEH G
k) + over sampling /2 2 Naive Bayes(f§ ¥ £ = 4 g %) + over sampling » #% if* #-i 7 8 7
E g S o MR B 2 ¢ & &4 2 bagging + under sampling & & E 2 & % 43 vt di o
W RS dod 19 Y paired t-test # b o ¥ Ak 19 P 5 U B BT KT Rz
p-value -] 3+ 0.05 2. % % > e #3217 T {3z p-value -] >+ 0.001 2. % % > H ¢ bagging
+ under sampling #fie 7 F 532 » 7 positive F-score {r % ir = 35(geometric mean) 4 IR
&> ANN + over sampling = Naive Bayes + over sampling > & #X positive F-score & i #ix
g% 0 fe 2P ¢ _negative F-score sh & & % s 0 ¥ 03 3R bagging + under sampling
BReFALGE PR ¥ hA w82 > £ 7 ANN + over sampling - Naive Bayes +

over sampling 3% = -* #cag | (positive class) R & kx & hfe FF > 34T 05 0 5 BoE v
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AN

(negative class)z ¢ ip| & fx & o B e A T gEenpt AEPE T

F_L
D

/S |
(minority class) e g p| #Fx B > Wl (majority class)id # € Flut gkt m *F (L H SE P
WEER BB REAEY > CHEYREIMI BRI AP ER L £8
2 AFE AR BN IR R DR R ) s R R .

#k @ - bagging + under sampling # fe 7L f VD B IR B R v o A
5 B | endE pr R ¥R A o dp 3t ANN + over sampling = Naive Bayes + over sampling

2 EAFEMS G o
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% 17.PCA (R B BX TIpRI A T2 8% » T Mljx,ért;agm

C45 C45 C45 C45 C4.5
PCAXE# C4.5 ] ) C4.5
C4.5 ) Bagging Bagging Random C4.5 AdaBoost AdaBoost C4.5
K& ZIER | C45 ) Bagging Random
Bagging ) Over Under Forest AdaBoost Over Under DataBoost-IM
(%) Stacking ) ] Forest ) ) )
Sampling Sampling Stacking Sampling Sampling
Positive - - - - - - - - - -
2557 43" 947 16.17 41.5 267 2597 19.67 328" 47.3"7 19.77
Recall
Positive . . . N * = «
o 25.4 39.3 32.7 28.2 27.5 38.2 28.0 27.9 24.6 23.17 23.7
Precision
Positive - - - - _ - - - . -
2527 757 13.8"7 20.27 32.9 4.77 26.67 2257 27.97 30.9 20.7T
F-score
Negative - - - - /’ . - . - -
82.57 98.7" 94.17 90.4" 74.4 99.6" 84.57 88.27 76.5 62.9" 85.47
Recall
Negative - - . - _ - - - . -
82.67 816" 81.0 82.2"7 84,5 81.47 83.07 82.57 83.07 83.7 82.0"
Precision
Negative - - - - - - - - -
82.57 89.37 87.0" 86.17 79.0 89.6" 83.77 85.27 79.5 7177 83.67
F-score
Geometric - - - - - - = - -
458" 20.47 29.67 38.17 55.5 15.97 46.67 4147 50.0" 54.5 4097
Mean
Overall - - - - - - - - -
7177 80.97 78.17 76.47 68.1 81.2" 73.47 75.27 68.2 60.0" 73.07
Accuracy

3* 1 22 Bagging Under Sampling 2 +* #& :

* % 51 p-value <0.05 > T # 7+ p-value <0.001 -
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% 18.PC
: A%ﬁ»
CE R ER U
N A S
BRI AT %% o

PCA %%
AER c4 C45
wm | cas | P | e & . ca5
a0 . . aqoi
#1(%0) Bagging agging gging Bagging C45 C4.5
Stacki Ove
Positive eHand Sa r Under Random Random C45 43 C4.5
T mplin : F ' AdaBo '
Recall 4357 | 40.77F 1 9 sampling Forest orest AdaBoost ost AdaBoost
Positive B 5117 5 Stacking over Under c45
- 4.4 - Sampli DataB
.. T T n 00st-
Precision 23.27" | 2957 29 6T 318™ 3567 4257 P Sampling M
: T
Positive 26.1" -5 55.4%*
30.27T% 26.2° 3027 . 54.0"
F-score 0.2 33.97% 0.2 T 4967
' 3457 286 24 5"
Negative 38.7% 35.0% . 23.67 _
T / T 37
Recall 66.37° | 77.27" 26,57 Eis| 31.37 - 24.37
egarive ' 6607 | 640" g™ | sa0™ ;
- .0" s 1.47 -
Precision 8347 84.87" 85.07* v 79.27 69.57* 3157
Negative ' 85.3™ \ S 57.97*
73.8" 85.7% Sh-q . 55 g™
F-score 8 80.87 8057 ' 841" - 63.8"
Geometric ' 74.37F 7a.1¥ 9" 84.8" s 0"
— A1 =i .OT _
Mean 53.77% | 56.07" 56.77* 832 815" 75.97* 8457
Overall ' 58.1°* 9" 68.67*
62.0* 59.0% 51 9T* ' 66.97"
Accuracy o | 703™ | 7007 ' 53,17 _ 725"
0o 63,0 54.3T* _
. 621" 56.6"* -
' 73.07% 54.9 -
. e 56.27
64.47F _
55_6?>:<
61.17"

a gging Under S -
amphng 5 L&
ESNLE 3N

P2 e {8
2= A3v b»il’l‘ﬁ’i:# 4 =
% 7 p-value < 0.05 5 % %
%4 71 p-value <
0.001 -

* F =
-~ 717 P-
-+ p-value < 0.001 -
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% 19. gjﬂj ﬂ/z’frgfﬁ%ﬂ/ﬁ;/z%mﬁ*& wa#ﬁ—q”ﬁ‘

PCA X E 3 5% T8 R1(%) C4.5 Bagging Naive Bayes ANN
Under Sampling Over sampling Over Sampling
Positive Recall 54.4 62.1° 67.87
Positive Precision 26.2 24.2" 24.8
Positive F-score 35.2 34.3" 34.7
Negative Recall 64.0 53.47 48.47
Negative Precision 85.7 85.9 84.2
Negative F-score 73.1 65.17 57.77
Geometric Mean 59.0 56.37 50.27
Overall Accuracy 62.1 55.07 52.1"

T : ¥7 Bagging Under Sampling 2 ** $iz : * # 57 p-value <0.05 > T % 75+ p-value < 0.001 -

423 st

e
|

d 3 RRE YR B E 42 7 T 44 2l (data partition) s 2 o iz vhie et > 7 gy

BHILF TR B U HOF S s S R P SR (r00t) 4 E L » 2

—&\

IR IT n & Bh(node) AT E 2 R o v TR S ah T A RO IR E

(leaf) iz chd-gba 5 » H EH B AP S o 38 5 £ 0 FERIINERIT (2 7 10) it s 5
BT B e FUIRLE - o AR A Y o AT RO BRI
POE SRR B i bldetage k-l £ ¢ o P E S ¥ - K B S G

Pv e BRSSO BNHIARRIAATA T 0 2280 BRI o R Bt SR G B

4231 RAEIEPR

BB EFERIA 47 ¢ 0 bagging F B 2 AR % £z & (overall accuracy) A IR & B

F_*

Y ehe @ {1 % bagging /% & 2 0 & 10-fold 2 = SEd 0 F15E - SmRERE A4 200
VRFAEEL > J 2200 BEAE S o APT AL 200 KA Fet > 10 B folds
B e A4 2000 A KM 4IIR(root) B F - K o AR R - TR T K Y o AR
BHPeiE 5 & gh(node) g F 2w L Lz B £ 20 LAt R R I AT AT AT

R ¢ endV AR 5 > Bl4e © contidose_24hr iz 2000 5 A AT 0 ALPEE 5 N HE 5 3

74.8%> 5 MM dikh B 2 o a NIAE S % - L e/ R & contidose_23hr> 3 18.4%-
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A 20 FouF o MIUF R RE L B 5 A @7 PCA HRARM B 0 b4
contidose_24hr ~ p_timediff_var_17hr {- pcadose_21hr % o pt ek » i B o 3R PLE
sl 2 R A contidose it 0 fe ¥ = K F1T A - contidose Akt iE h=t ﬁxfjfb"é‘ (%=
oofa hE - KIFI A ARIED DB F A pcadose B § o stk A
% > contidose 1+ &+ pcadose Btk F{ G £ & > T frE F L LR > FLigE
- @i * PCAZE DRAEIFR A 47 BILIGd PCA KR #rid st i it # 8 € 3%
Fop £ R A H o F 0 AP AT dup BRI E R R B F R 78.1%:505 &
Gd BEF S ARSIV ERE LR 5 d PCA REARISM DR E D AP HPIE
f],%{contidose Bt b AR IPGE TR F] o

AL R 20FE-HendEE > R A - K FRFAEL 0 F 5T K OEE B
Bt N E e ML AN - EEIRI RS RS AL R Bl £ R
%> bl4e > contidose_24hr 5 %= K L RAp S 2 NRAFE S S T48% 0 A v ¥
SRTIST KL i H L R R - o SRS AN 5 % - ki 45% - § = K in
129% -~ $ 2 & e 11.6% e T & 186% » $~ kendmad G BB BE 0 F2L¥T
R Bt > F o 3 S 58 4 5 T48*5+4.5%4+412.9%3+11.6%2+8.6%1 5 £ % L 4625 1
$ T 5 contidose_24hr it ens e $ER 20 1 FORPE R E R Bk £ Y
PR L B P E N BB 2 B SRS 0 AP E R Mg
B2 21T S EL BE T g det BiRG MAatL Bt § 5 contidose(s
Bgd BRiF oAbt H o) pERAS 2 AR )fe peadose(p & 5D BRF ST ST B o) pE
Fric & E)D B

4-¥fcontidsoes 3R 4 > A 4+ B F1 3 % R fic~ $7(0One-way ANOVA) > 4 47 contidose
#7% ehpE [ Bh(contidose_lhr~contidose_24hr){eig & & » #g % % 2 AR 44> 3+ B S % 4ok
22> 7 -logio(p-value)” AxF % & 7 1% HFF RRA gL BRI RIEL L
Mom i F 2117 Foo - WA 4R $43E T ehcontidose i 145 contiodose_24hr~contidose_23hr
frcontidose_22hr= B pF 2L > 3+ 8 iz = BHEa7"  -logio(p-value)” (4r# 22)z. T35

5001524 o ptob s A E 4 % % 4 B 2 (Monte Carlo method) - g
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contidose_1hr~contidose 24hrv %445 ) = BpF @ 8L » - B RE P 0 chpr gk
-logio(p-value)” z. T35 > 2% 5 1131 ¥ UFEF AT BE N ik S £ 8 = B
PR TR Rk o A AT RFLEL o

i 2+ & contidose_lhr~contidose 24hr#7"  -logio(p-value)” 2z T 35 » 4 AT 16 3%
TiaEz e 5 17 @ > & W E_6hr ~ 7hr ~ Ohr ~ 11hr~24hr=contidose » @ 854 K AP
PE ez B A A2 B S 22hr ~ 23hrfe 24hr o F IR H F13 R B s ¢ PE PlenE
B2 G 17.6%0" ble LG RK AT PeE Bl OB 4R Bl o A RO P T eh
B 100%35 5 B 715 SR #k? PRz B b8 0 gk-score 5 30% o

M pcadosesFR A > i — A * H F]F % £ #ics 7 (0One-way ANOVA) > 4 45 pcadose
AP R AR E ok pMiE o & 23 SRS LR R E T
pcadose % 1R 7 pcadose_Shr ~ pcadose 21hr » pcadose_3hr ~ pcadose_19hr{rpcadose_2hr
I B pF Y ghenpcadose 0 B ip T B e clogio(p-value)” 2z T35 E 114 - % F
+ B2 K 24 BRFRFELY AR PR T BREFRL PR E N R R
-logio(p-value)” 2. LT35> &% 5 109+ Fgt > K- LY pE IR E R T BRERR
z_pcadose/f it » VR T 2ERE R PE R g o

frcontidose4p Fe > 3+ 5 pcadose_lhr~pcadose_24hre"  -logig(p-value)” 2 T 32> 3
7 10 B pF LA % T 321 > & W& 2hr ~ 3hr ~ 6hr ~ Ohr ~ 11hr ~ 14hr ~ 17hr ~ 18hr ~
20hr{= 22hripcadose » @ 4xid- LMY $4iE Fleng B M 4E2 B 5 2hr ~ 3hr~ Ohr ~ 19hr
fe2lhro 2 R E 515 S R s 70 PHED DT &2 G 0% bls GG KA
POE DI ehR a2 B B G KA PE D VRN 60%35 5 B T3 R fid PrE T2
B s ra g2t B A aFE-score & 40% o

teifd o2 ped [35-40] 0 FRALp B ANE LF R blde Ed TR A RSER
AT TR R EaEY o AT R om kb B B op kR Y PCA K
Boeodp BB AERIA T A A 204 TR A ARH BRSO BEBR

B e @ i Ty

F_&

(w,

@ % PCA KR ip bl Bid » o KA E S G £ R

o+

¢ s i 44[35-37] ~ 10| [38-39] ekl & [40] ¥ ALFGE LD MAEL B F o A e
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= B pit(age ~ sex fr weight)fo ¥ *h = @ i 2~ ph ¥ AR SRS EL 2 B
(BP_HIGH ~BP_LOW 4= PULSE) > » B|fci & & » 5p 5 % p M 124 47> S % 4od 23>
Frug i ER e E Sl RELAAMIE A AR POE Y > FAARYE
TR Y AT g Bt TR A @ PCA 2 AR BT 0 Flt A U E Ol
GEpIE G e aE2 YRR RTINS Bl E el Bl AR
EEARLIERZ B

4.2.3.2 PCA &£ 3R]

PCA &£ FF |~ 470384 > 75 w82 ¢ LM% & (overall accuracy)sh# .+
r bagging & & 5 & iF 0 A & bagging & & J# & 10-fold % % FHFPF A 4 ¢ 2000
PR M AIR(root) 2 & - K 0 A3 280 BRI A RKAEE S R - BT T K
a-gh(node) » $4iE T Bich B L L2 B SRR ek 250 deF A T AAPNE A B

2 #E & > Glde o pcadose 9hr it 2000 5 A WA T AP E S AIMaHEF 5 244% 0

N F B2 B s N FE = LR E pcadose _19hr o i 17.3% o
'ffﬁ,&’g‘f' EIRRI S FTAPF 0 B A 250FE - Heni@ E o B das Bt Lo B

EL A bR 2 et 260 8RS BRE Mat i< § 5 peadose(p Bgd gk
FoeriLa 2 W] PR 2 ) B i fep_timediff mean(¥ -] pF s & 46 RPCAK B p¥
B A2 T o Flpt A mf)* H 513 % 8 #ics $7(0One-way ANOVA) » 4 47pcadosest
F ehp% ¥ 2k (pcadose_lhr~pcadose_24hr){-PCA# & ~ #E 55 % 2 AR 1 - & 27 5 A 472

-

% o @ 3ZIRRIA TP 0 A P E T ehpcadose s 14 pcadose_Shr ~ pcadose_6hr

it

pcadose_19hr - pcadose_l4hr 4 pcadose_1lhr 7 & p% R 2- > & 7 B M 5”7

-logio(p-value)” 2z L35iE 5 449 — {1 * 5+ + %% » j&pcadose_lhr~pcadose_24hr
PRSPV E T BT EL P B PE D e P h2.” -logo(p-value)” z T35 &
5 3840 im0 I A APE D e G M2 T B ELOBM s oS PE
SARE o AREPE DR RET R LEL P

B $c > 22t ¥ pcadose_lhr~pcadose 24hren”  -logio(p-value)” 2. T35 > 2 4z
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W% ToEz Bk 5 13 B » & W[ E_ 2hr~6hr ~ Ohr ~ 11hr ~ 12hr ~ 14hr ~ 17hr ~ 19hr ~
20hr{ 24hrirpcadose » @ 804 KopH? $43E FlenT B RE4E2 12 5 6hr ~ Ohr ~ 11hr ~ 14hr
fo 19hr» j& H 5] % B fiom 477 PE R hE & 2 Bk 38.5% by LG A
E R e a2 B o a G- RAY PE DB R 100%35 5 H F 5 R B PrE 2
B s r2 g2t B A aakF-score 2 55.6% o

@ p_timediff_mean & 175 I > 4] * H #] 5+ % B #~ 47 (One-way ANOVA) » %4 47
p_timediff_mean#73 cpr F 2L{cPCAHI £ » sg 5 % 2 4pB 1> & 28 5 H B % o M
Pk P E 1) eop_timediff_mean g 12 5 p_timediff_mean_22hr ~ p_timediff_mean_14hr -
p_timediff_mean_Shr{rp_timediff_mean_17hr= i p¥ i B p_timediff_mean > i&w B 14
e#177 -logio(p-value)” z. T355 143« % 5+ Bejx 5 € 24 BRFRAF LY S PE T
T PE R RE 2 B NP E ) opE B BE20 T loge(p-value)” z T 3o, 5% 4 1054 F]pt o
JEOARREY P DL F & e B P Bz p timediff_ mean/g it 0 ¥ g X 2ERE
i & o

B ks > St 8 p timediff_mean-1hr~p timediff mean_24hr7"  -logyo(p-value)”

z. TRy 11 B P A BEAT B 3% T 3218 & WA 4hr~6hr ~ Ohr ~ 11hr ~ 12hr ~ 14hr~17hr -
Fv 20hrerp_timediff_mean » @ AL ORHR PEE ) e B BE422 B4 5 Ohr ~ 14hr ~ 17hr -
fe22hr> B RKE 71+ LRI PET DT & 2 G 27.3% a0 blL 5 G A
vOPeE R enRi a2 B A R PHE DB IR] 7% G B T g R B PrE T
Z_Bg M 2t B o4 eaF-score 2 40% o

Trb B R ARRIAATAR R o SIS e B ekl g2 = B B2 (age ~ sex v
weight)fe ¥ #h = i 3 A 40P 5 & 5 € & 2 B2 (BP_HIGH « BP_LOW 4r PULSE) 5 4
L fr PCA &I E A8 % p B2 47 > Bhacdk 28> FE &~ ul{ef € aur i3
BFLAPME e Bl APY R Y AR pap LR Y PCA K2
AR A A A E T s < S S R e RLE 2 VAR L N

frfEfrd e nd BEAP > REIRZELZ B
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4233 PCARXEBAEFXTAFRR
@ PCA %% S8k 23 R4 17 > 12 bagging + under sampling £ $5 i 7 4L 732

ik

% > % positive F-score {r i I #5(geometric mean)s# L+  E Feho @ | *
bagging + under sampling > & 10-fold < = %z ? > — R ¢ A2 4 2000 % /- K A > 24 s
3+ bagging + under sampling $&fe 34232 » Az 2000 # 4K e 0 75 280 B B

AER(root) 5 & - K o A E - D P AU K HPYE B & Eh(node) i A -

o

Y

X1

K-

SpE > £ 30 FAFEES O ERFEAFEHLEETE Y DN R H o B4
p_timediff_var_3hr iz 2000 $ 4K AP > ALPeE S RIMaHp S L 36.3% 0 5 DMtk
BB s MBS S - G R E_BP_HIGH » I mp S 5 12.7% -

fot @S IR ST 0 1A 30 FAH R EBHEL AT AL L
B Ak ® 2 Bidcd 31, 2 4 0 feho /g4t 5 p_timediff_var 3hr o gt > 2%
p_timediff_var (¥ frz_ % 4p Ip <08 7]+ % £ #c A 45 (0ne-way ANOVA) » 4 47 24 1 P& & g
cp_timediff_var{e£_F 3 HPCAKE S8z saM 12 2 & 32 S 2472 %% « ¢ » 4
WA AP B ep_timediffovar i 2.3 p_timediff_var_3hr{cp_timediff_var_8hr= i p¥ &
gL, 2" -logig(p-value)” 2z T3mE 5.09c LA * 5 + B2 > K 24 Bpril BLY RSP

I BPREREL 8 H” -logio(p-value)” 2. T35 B4 L 04 FF AL THPE S

P itz S BRETRET RS EL L

B4 o A2t B p timediff_var_lhr~p_timediff var 24hre7”  -logio(p-value)” 2z
¥ FRALEG T B FR L 7 B & W E_lhr s 3hr~ 6hr~8hr ~ 12hr ~ 17hr{- 22hr
gp_timediff_var 14 > @ 3hrde 8hrp] F_s - X e i e gtz B> K H 715 8 8 ¥
Adq e PEFIE £ 2 BT 28.6%t e 5 G RATY PE B hm a2 Btk o @
AR AT PE R DB R 100%55 5 H Fl G R B B PE T B 0 it B A en
F-score 5 44.4% o

m pcamode_set/f {4 % 31 ¢ >4 5 & b pF R BEAR P4 IE T 0 & W) E_pcamode_set_24hr

frpcamode_set_14hr » F]yt > i — % ¥pcamode_set/fh 1 24 B pF R e E_F 3 ATPCA
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8 2 HciTH T3 %8 #iA 47 (One-way ANOVA) » gLz H Ap Bl 12> 5% 4ok 33 H ¥

AW AP AP E D) eopcamode_set/B 1 H 7 -logio(p-value)” 2. T 3EiE G 2.7 A % F
Bt R 8 24 BREREEEY SEHSPE DS BT R E H” -logy(p-value)” z T iz
%L 31 A idap T L K A hpE g H p-value-] >+ 0.05 > ;I%ué'\w 2R L ek
BB fo 3 B S dc) B R enip ML o

7R3+ & pcamode_set _lhr~pcamode_set 24hre”  -logyo(p-value)” 2. T35 > 3 AR 16
Tz prR gL G 12 B > 4 W& lhr ~ 11hr{e 24hrepcamode_set/f 4 » @ 14hre
24hrp| B K RY $eiE cnbi 42 B HE TS R B AP PETE R 2 BT
8.3%¢nt bl» 5 A AT PeiE BB a2 Bt A G KAY PE T 1R 50%35
LH TG RB P PuE Rz B gt B dveaF-score b 14.3% o

Foeb o A& 31 ¢ i Pl 5 B gEen A IR 2 4p B i BP_HIGH o PULSE > 2t i
- AU H A R s RGeS BRI R O AARPE S AL R AR

- (weight o BP_LOW) » % 34 H 4 47 &% ¥4 % HIGH f= PULSE 5% # 1%

-m\

2_ p-value » * # p-value -] * 0.01 > @ ‘weight {- BP_LOW 2_ p-value =+ *+ 0.1 > 1zt
PP AL PR D end AR B L G g A M
# ¢ BP_HIGH(Ixsg/R)ergta > sV iRl 2L %] 5 B 7 % & B (Hypertension) & . &
BB 2p R AR R ER . R - ARG B Bap R kahF 0 & Braunwald’s
Heart Disease * 1% 85 3 (Anesthesia and Noncardiac Surgery in Patients with Heart
Disease) ¥ 3Lpl » © 3§ foik L hEHHET B L BB L ANG 67 BRSSP ETH
B g AR S F R b )k "&[41] - 1979 £ Prys-Roberts 3% 1 0 3
w Bam B fr- SR RAPRZ T 0 AT T R R G R LARE > A A E g ot el
WAz B RS F R BT A L E el 2 3 [42] - 1978 # Steen %
AER B BEAESH L AE IS T o E e Bk 2 - [43] o Bl i AR
FoAPEFE Fe BRI B - RALF BRI BRERT 25 22w Ft
Bit® PCAXER gt - p kb {F 7 i § & PCA Sz 38 & Ft BP_HIGH(1<

)1 6 A PCAKE S HK TAFRFRIL1TY s £& 2 Bt o
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F 20 @WEIFRI LT DI K P NTAEF

2 10 B LR R i 2 AT S

b
3 A F (%) Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5

Topl contidose_24hr | 74.8 p_timediff_var_17hr | 24.3 pcamode_set_24hr 16.6 | pcamode_set 24hr | 16.2 pcadose_3hr 21.1
Top2 contidose_23hr 18.4 pcadose_21hr 16.3 pcadose_9hr 15.9 pcadose_3hr 15.0 pcadose_9hr 16.2
Top3 contidose_22hr 6.6 pcadose_9hr 11.9 contidose_24hr 12.9 pcadose_9hr 13.1 contidose_23hr 10.4
Top4 contidose_20hr 0.1 pcamode_set_24hr 9.5 pcadose_3hr 12.0 contidose_24hr 11.6 pcadose_19hr 10.0
Top5 pcadose_17hr 8.5 pcadose_21hr 9.7 contidose_23hr 114 contidose_24hr 8.6
Top6 p_timediff_mean_19hr | 8.3 contidose_23hr 9.3 pcadose_2hr 7.6 pcamode_set_24hr 8.1
Top7 pcadose_19hr 6.1 contidose_22hr 7.1 pcadose_21hr 7.0 | p_timediff_mean_5hr | 6.7
Top8 pcadose_3hr 58 pcadose 19hr 6.2 pcadose_19hr 6.6 pcadose_7hr 6.7
Top9 pcadose_14hr 48 pcadose_2hr 5.6 contidose_22hr 6.3 pcadose_2hr 6.3
Topl10 contidose_24hr 4.5 p_timediff_var 17hr 4.6 pcadose_7hr 5.3 pcadose_21hr 5.9

21 BAEIRR AT L BEL MBS L ik

LTS A% -log1o(p-value)

Topl contidose_24hr 462.5 156.2

Top2 contidose_23hr 153.1 153.5

Top3 pcadose_9hr 137.7 11.1

Top4 | pcamode_set 24hr | 128.3 | oo(It's extremely significant, so p-value is almost zero.)

Top5 pcadose_21hr 114.2 9.3

Top6 | p_timediff_var_17hr | 111 3.9

Top7 pcadose_3hr 110.3 15.7

Top8 contidose_22hr 66.9 147.6

Top9 pcadose_19hr 66.2 6.3

Topl10 pcadose_2hr 38.3 14.4
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2 22, WA E IR A 47 > contidose Bt Ar B E A MR S 2 H T R R s 4T

Bl p-value | -logio(p-value)
contidose_lhr | 9.75611E-71 70.0
contidose_2hr | 1.72612E-63 62.8
contidose_3hr | 6.34474E-62 61.2
contidose_4hr | 4.1778E-110 109.4
contidose_5hr | 1.69196E-69 68.8
contidose_6hr | 9.1398E-119 118.0
contidose_7hr | 1.1112E-115 115.0
contidose_8hr | 3.27798E-69 68.5
contidose_Shr | 3.8047E-118 117.4
contidose_10hr | 1.7134E-68 67.8
contidose_11hr | 2.2228E-121 120.7
contidose_12hr | 5.6013E-125 124.3
contidose_13hr | 5.6464E-121 120.2
contidose_14hr | 9.702E-125 124.0
contidose_15hr | 2.0139E-126 125.7
contidose_16hr | 4.2869E-123 122.4
contidose_17hr | 1.3425E-125 124.9
contidose_18hr | 2.298E-129 128.6
contidose_19hr | 8.0482E-133 132.1
contidose_20hr | 9.4393E-147 146.0
contidose_21hr | 1.4871E-135 134.8
contidose_22hr | 2.7203E-148 147.6
contidose_23hr | 3.3139E-154 153.5
contidose_24hr | 6.6656E-157 156.2
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BEAAPM BIe A M % 2 AP A 47

% 23. WA EIER A 47 > pcadose 1A A E 4
Bl p-value | -logio(p-value)
pcadose_1lhr | 1.59324E-09 8.8
pcadose_2hr | 3.81689E-15 14.4
pcadose_3hr | 1.92548E-16 15.7
pcadose_4hr | 1.28439E-06 5.9
pcadose 5hr | 2.8256E-10 95
pcadose_6hr | 1.7311E-13 12.8
pcadose_7hr | 1.86484E-10 9.7
pcadose_8hr | 2.93792E-09 8.5
pcadose_9hr | 8.54355E-12 11.1
pcadose_10hr | 2.58171E-10 9.6
pcadose_11hr | 3.85629E-14 134
pcadose_12hr | 8.8052E-10 9.1
pcadose_13hr | 1.23557E-11 10.9
pcadose_14hr | 1.30171E-14 13.9
pcadose_15hr | 1.43281E-10 9.8
pcadose_16hr | 5.46394E-11 10.3
pcadose_17hr | 9.34115E-16 15.0
pcadose_18hr | 5.563E-12 11.3
pcadose_19hr | 4.55083E-07 6.3
pcadose_20hr | 1.26678E-13 129
pcadose_21hr | 5.47524E-10 9.3
pcadose_22hr | 1.1497E-19 18.9
pcadose_23hr | 2.80102E-09 8.6
pcadose_24hr | 5.54573E-08 7.3
% 24 EIERA AT
Bt ﬁl p-value | -logyo(p-value)
age 2.80551E-18 17.6
sex 5.43466E-10 9.3
weight | 6.5477E-22 21.2
BP_HIGH | 0.768876541 0.1
BP_LOW | 0.193921887 0.7
PULSE 0.093969073 1.0

Wligk 2 HFF %1 st
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# 25.PCA #|EFE BRI A 47 > =

-
1

BN LB 10 R LAEE RH AR L A

3 % (%) Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Topl pcadose_9hr 24.4 pcadose_9hr 25.7 pcadose_9hr 18.6 pcadose_6hr 15.7 pcadose_24hr 154
Top2 pcadose_19hr 17.3 pcadose_6hr 14.1 | p_timediff_mean_22hr | 16.6 | p_timediff_mean_%hr | 15.3 failure_p_15hr 13.6
Top3 pcadose_14hr 12.7 | p_timediff_mean_22hr | 12.0 pcadose_6hr 16.2 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 11.7 | p_timediff_mean Shr | 13.4
Top4 p_timediff_var_19hr | 11.2 pcadose_19hr 8.8 | p_timediff_mean_Shr | 11.6 | p_timediff_mean_22hr | 11.4 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 11.5
Top5 pcadose_11hr 10.0 | p_timediff_mean_14hr | 8.1 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 8.4 failure_p_15hr 10.6 pcadose_6hr 8.7
Top6 p_timediff_mean_14hr | 9.2 | p_timediff_mean_9hr 7.9 | p_timediff_mean_14hr | 6.9 pcadose_9hr 9.5 pcadose_23hr 8.2
Top7 pcadose_6hr 6.7 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 6.5 pcadose_14hr 6.5 pcadose_24hr 7.2 pcadose_9hr 7.4
Top8 pcadose_12hr 3.4 pcadose_14hr 6.5 pcadose.13hr 5.2 | p_timediff_mean_14hr | 7.0 pcadose_7hr 7.3
Top9 p_timediff_var_11hr 2.7 pcadose_11hr 5.7 failure_p. 15hr 52 pcadose_23hr 5.9 pcadose_19hr 7.3
Top10 pcadose_22hr 2.4 | p_timediff_var_15hr 4.6 pcadose_24hr 4.9 pcadose_13hr 5.7 pcadose_13hr 7.1
4 26.PCA # £ pipl A 47 > L B E 5 Mgz Bl e o

B EH 4 % | -logy(p-value)
Topl pcadose_9hr 307 40.1
Top2 pcadose_6hr 178.6 46.6
Top3 pcadose_19hr 129 41.6
Top4 | p_timediff_mean_22hr | 120.6 10.4
Top5 | p_timediff_mean_14hr | 113.1 16.9
Top6 | p_timediff_mean_Shr | 110.4 18.5
Top7 pcadose_14hr 109 47.0
Top8 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 86.1 11.3
Top9 pcadose_11hr 72.8 49.0
Topl0 | p_timediff_var_19hr 56 5.7
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% 27.PCA #| & 7gipl 4~ 47 > pcadose 121 PCA # & ~ 45 /¢ % 2 § 7|5 % B fich 47

Bl p-value | -logio(p-value)
pcadose_1lhr | 3.86183E-30 29.4
pcadose 2hr | 4.00393E-43 42.4
pcadose_3hr | 1.50566E-42 41.8
pcadose_4hr | 4.18381E-41 40.4
pcadose 5hr | 2.02602E-51 50.7
pcadose_6hr | 2.33807E-47 46.6
pcadose_7hr | 1.17008E-29 28.9
pcadose_8hr | 6.39116E-31 30.2
pcadose_Shr | 8.53315E-41 40.1
pcadose_10hr | 1.16715E-30 29.9
pcadose_11hr | 8.95398E-50 49.0
pcadose_12hr | 8.2681E-43 42.1
pcadose_13hr | 2.4256E-33 32.6
pcadose_14hr | 9.91982E-48 47.0
pcadose_15hr | 1.05048E-34 34.0
pcadose_16hr | 1.31569E-38 37.9
pcadose_17hr | 2.4323E-48 47.6
pcadose_18hr | 5.89723E-38 37.2
pcadose_19hr | 2.25211E-42 41.6
pcadose_20hr | 4.21549E-43 424
pcadose_21hr | 2.34963E-24 23.6
pcadose_22hr | 2.54557E-44 43.6
pcadose_23hr | 6.23482E-29 28.2
pcadose 24hr | 1.70192E-35 34.8
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% 28.PCA #| £ 7f

B~ 45 > p_timediff_mean /{2 {- PCA #| &

Bt p-value | -logy(p-value)
p_timediff_mean_1hr | 0.004173426 2.4
p_timediff_mean_2hr | 2.45764E-05 4.6
p_timediff_mean_3hr | 1.30791E-09 8.9
p_timediff_mean_4hr | 2.03545E-12 11.7
p_timediff_mean_5hr | 1.46532E-16 15.8
p_timediff_mean_6hr | 1.77981E-16 15.7
p_timediff_mean_7hr | 3.1689E-08 7.5
p_timediff_mean_8hr | 1.11156E-08 8.0
p_timediff_mean_9%hr | 2.89482E-19 18.5
p_timediff_mean_10hr | 1.71224E-05 4.8
p_timediff_mean_11hr | 2.69839E-17 16.6
p_timediff_mean_12hr | 1.11185E-14 14.0
p_timediff_mean_13hr | 8.11241E-11 10.1
p_timediff_mean_14hr | 1.2487E-17 16.9
p_timediff_mean_15hr | 3.56527E-15 14:.4
p_timediff_mean_16hr | 2.57382E-12 11.6
p_timediff_mean_17hr | 4.82334E-12 11.3
p_timediff_mean_18hr | 3.77859E-11 10.4
p_timediff_mean_19hr | 7.5296E-11 1041
p_timediff_mean_20hr | 1.51029E-11 10.8
p_timediff_mean_21hr | 3.03677E-05 4.5
p_timediff_mean_22hr | 3.83554E-11 104
p_timediff_mean_23hr | 6.05972E-05 4.2
p_timediff_mean_24hr | 4.30352E-10 94

% 29.PCA®EFERI AT » 412

Bl p-value | -logyo(p-value)
age | 0.030054587 15
sex 0.05039 1.3
weight 0.000340414 35
BP_HIGH | 0.374544425 0.4
BP_LOW | 0.956868575 0.0
PULSE 0.982779231 0.0
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3 % (%) Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Topl p_timediff_var_3hr | 36.3 BP_HIGH 211 BP_HIGH 19.6 BP_HIGH 214 BP_HIGH 24.2
Top2 BP_HIGH 12.7 | p_timediff_var_3hr | 18.4 PULSE 125 PULSE 17.1 PULSE 12.6
Top3 PULSE 8.4 PULSE 13.1 | p_timediff_var_3hr 9.6 WEIGHT 9.3 ansTimeDiff 10.5
Top4 contidose_24hr 7.6 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 8.5 | p_timediff mean_17hr | 9.4 ansTimeDiff 9.1 failure_p_21hr 9.6
Top5 p_timediff_var_8hr 7.2 contidose_24hr 8.0 contidose_24hr 9.2 p_timediff_var_3hr 8.5 p_timediff_var_lhr | 8.4
Top6 pcamode_set_24hr 7.2 p_timediff_var_8hr 6.9 p_timediff_var_8hr 9.1 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 8.2 WEIGHT 8.0
Top7 pcamode_set_20hr 6.1 failure_p_11hr 6.2 WEIGHT 8.7 p_timediff_var_l1hr 7.4 | p_timediff_mean_8hr | 7.5
Top8 pcamode_set_14hr 6.0 pcamode_set_24hr 6.2 ansTimeDiff 8.1 pcadose_17hr 6.3 p_timediff_var_3hr | 6.6
Top9 p_timediff_mean_17hr | 4.5 age 5.9 p_timediff_mean_24hr | 7.2 failure_p_21hr 6.3 contidose_24hr 6.4

Topl10 age 41 pcamode_set_14hr 5.8 failure_p_15hr 6.6 pcamode_set 24hr 6.3 failure_p_1hr 6.2

# 31.PCA %% AR ZIPRI A4 - L B 5 Motz Bl ok

B EH 4 % | -logy(p-value)
Topl p_timediff_var_3hr | 307.5 1.3
Top2 BP_HIGH 273.7 2.8
Top3 PULSE 178.7 2.1
Top4 contidose_24hr 104 12.0
Top5 | p_timediff_mean_17hr | 101.1 0.5
Top6 p_timediff_var_8hr 90.9 0.5
Top7 pcamode_set_24hr 73.4 3.2
Top8 pcamode_set_14hr 53.2 2.1
Top9 ansTimeDiff 53 1.2
Top10 WEIGHT 52.7 1.0
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% 32.PCA %% 3 B3k 25E R A 45 » p_timediff_var 14 fo 8 3 33 & PCA % % 4dicz H 75 % B #ich 45

Bt p-value | -logy(p-value)
p_timediff var_1hr | 0.29361717 0.5
p_timediff var_2hr | 0.910682212 0.0
p_timediff_var_3hr | 0.050896126 1.3
p_timediff var_4hr | 0.761665778 0.1
p_timediff_var 5hr | 0.578374664 0.2
p_timediff_var_6hr | 0.020603257 1.7
p_timediff_var_7hr | 0.348946269 0.5
p_timediff_var_8hr | 0.306984252 0.5
p_timediff_var_9hr | 0.979320895 0.0
p_timediff_var_10hr | 0.51432813 0.3
p_timediff_var_11hr | 0.574531304 0.2
p_timediff_var_12hr | 0.718330118 0.1
p_timediff_var_13hr | 0.691513961 0.2
p_timediff_var_14hr | 0.866282344 0.1
p_timediff_var_15hr | 0.590917587 0.2
p_timediff_var_16hr | 0.759547896 0.1
p_timediff_var_17hr | 0.127544126 0.9
p_timediff_var_18hr | 0.942378033 0.0
p_timediff_var_19hr | 0.525110253 0.3
p_timediff_var_20hr | 0.968413686 0.0
p_timediff_var_21hr | 0.789912599 0.1
p_timediff_var_22hr | 0.009572045 2.0
p_timediff_var_23hr | 0.91271761 0.0
p_timediff_var_24hr | 0.739990876 0.1
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7 33.PCA St % 3 B3 3R]~ 37 > pcamode_set fH 12 fr8 F 4 B PCA % % 4iicz H )3 % 8 s 47

Bt p-value | -logy(p-value)
pcamode_set 1hr | 0.000146789 3.8
pcamode_set 2hr | 0.000214518 3.7
pcamode_set 3hr | 0.000214518 3.7
pcamode_set 4hr 0.00021 3.7
pcamode_set 5hr 0.00008 4.1
pcamode_set_6hr 0.00008 4.1
pcamode_set_7hr 0.00008 4.1
pcamode_set_8hr 0.00017 3.8
pcamode_set 9hr 0.00024 3.6
pcamode_set_10hr 0.00024 3.6
pcamode_set 11hr 0.00066 3.2
pcamode_set 12hr 0.0009 3.0
pcamode_set 13hr 0.0009 3.0
pcamode_set 14hr | 0.007254763 2.1
pcamode_set 15hr 0.00164 2.8
pcamode_set 16hr | 0.004456233 2.4
pcamode_set 17hr 0.0135 1.9
pcamode_set_18hr 0.00271 2.6
pcamode_set_19hr 0.00654 2.2
pcamode_set 20hr 0.00207 2.7
pcamode_set 21hr 0.00604 22
pcamode_set 22hr 0.01272 19
pcamode_set 23hr | 0.014242791 1.8
pcamode_set 24hr | 0.000577082 3.2
4 34.PCA ¥ B AERA 1T » 2 IWF UM B ILe 2 55 % 2 4p M LA 49
Bt &4 | p-value | -logio(p-value)
BP_HIGH | 0.001527 2.8

PULSE 0.00854 21
weight 0.10552 1.0
BP_LOW | 0.574053 0.2

4.2.4  Lesion study
423 BiEa it o T LB e ped o SRR B2 LT blde o £ 8

WES > RPSERIA 1T o A A Ppawry ¢ A o AR SRR U
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R * PCAKE cnip M B ARl ts - A s drd kit * PCA KR o
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%
FHGK A HIRRIZAIFR AT T8 40 422 I R FHIEREFRIL T2 5 4

4241 328 3gR
%035 M EIERI AT R ¥ op A2 2 LT WA S i BB K IR
% om 4 36 R AR PCAKE 2 4p b IR AIFIER o & 35 fr& 36 v dez
oo R A Fr & (Overall Aceuracy)eng i b o A% 5 B¢ % PCA KB 2 4p
Bt & TR A R ALY R 2 LA EjeAp MR iR R enp S
MR 35 frd 36 4 u# A 1B LR RIS IR R AT O T g

A W o }?3%,7 WEMME L ARG GEE RS S P R LT R 22 3

-

Rl e @ I AR Y PCA X2 M B FFRIS S > frig * 23vanfiis B
At > A H\F’B’-x 5T mlFEALR od LRT AP ’«‘Iﬁi.&l”é’* PCA %% 2 4p i JBie -
BIZARRI S ATY o AR APIERER DL T > A H R A LTI LM
g2 TR AR LR o LT R o AR o der i i€ PCA K D

AP B - ST RIAHE KR R LG Feene
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% 35 RAEFRATZEE > BERY B R ALTIE A 1

cas C4.5 C4.5 C4.5 cas
WA EIERI(%) | C45 ) Bagging Random Random Forest '
Bagging ) ) AdaBoost
Stacking Forest Stacking
“low dose” Recall | 4217 |  39.27 4587 35.0 4307 4317
“medium dose” - - - - -
~ecall 60.5" 738" 60.6" 80.0 65.4" 60.7"
eca
“high dose” - - - - -
~ecall 16.77 1057 19.27 4.4 14.27 16.9"
eca
“low dose” - - - - -
Brecisi 46.5 51.6 48.1 54.7 50.2 46.2
recision
“medium dose” .
53.1 53.7 53.8 53.2 53.4 52.9
Precision
“high dose” - . . . -
o J o 228" 39.9 30.7 34.6 26.2 27.3"7
recision
Overall Accuracy | 47.97 | 527 49.67 53.4 50.37 48.47

#xr @ ¥ Random Forest 2_ t* #& @ * % 5¢ p-value<0.05> T 4% 7 p-value <0.001 -

F 36 BHEIFFR AT RS 0 PR I B * PCA KBz 4l Bl

cas C4.5 C4.5 C45 Cas
SR € 7 R(%) C45 '_ Bagging Random Random Forest '
Bagging : ) AdaBoost
Stacking Forest Stacking
“low dose” Recall | 77.17 83.8 82.6" 81.3" 79.37 79.17
“medium dose” - ] | - —
~ecall 732" 84.0 80.4" 83.2 7697 76.17
eca
“high dose” - - - . .
i | 60.2" 63.8 67.1" 489" 60.8 61.8
eca
“low dose” - - - - -
o 77.0 84.8 83.1 81.5 78.3 78.7
Precision
“medium dose” = . - - -
- 73.2"7 79.8 79.2 75.6" 75.67 75.47
Precision
“high dose” = - . - -
- 625" 78.5 719" 80.2 69.8" 67.4"
Precision
Overall Accuracy | 72.97 81.2 79.47 77.97 75.6" 75.27

i @ 22 Bagging 2 vt # ¢ * 4 57 p-value <0.05 > T % 57 p-value <0.001 -
4.2.4.2 PCA & &3g R
PCA F| R IFRI A 477 v 2 2 L F 2 L eip BB K (T3 R4 45 5 % 4o &
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37> @ & B8RRI R PCAKE 2 APM Bk FFFRIE % - & 37404 384
IHRZT o - fFE g d o flr o kit PCA KR 2 ApM B R ITIRIGE % o B
8 7o & (Overall Accuacy) P B i st iR * g g2 2 T2 £ i i Bitehig % - F
P o AL dd 37 ok 38 A BB R 2Bk IR OB E L 1649 T 1
Fe B IR AT R Y R 2 2T L GAp MR TR R P A A
€ 2P RS oA p R Y PCA EE 2 AP B RIS o
2O PR EAP B L WA S R FLR o d v & PCA HETR
RIAATY /R 2 AL E = ji4p BE e ki€ % PCA EE 2B

% PCAREZAAMBHIRZER DS o0 TP > AP rH &Y PCAXEZ AP
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% 3T.PCAMIETFRIA|r2 8% BH@? AL A LFAL Lot it

C4.5 C4.5 C4.5
PCA #| & sz 7 C45 ) C45
C4.5 ) Bagging Random Random Forest
(%) Bagging ) ) AdaBoost
Stacking Forest Stacking
“low dose” Recall | 60.27 | 78.77 63.47 86.8 69.37 62.17
“medium dose” - - - = =
3127 | 207" 28.6" 13.1 24.27 31.47
Recall
“high dose” - - - - _
108" 12" 8.6" 0.0 7.2" 8.1"
Recall
“low dose” .
o 53.6 53.2 53.0 53.2 53.3 53.9
Precision
“medium dose” . . . .
o 34.7 34.5 33.7 32.3 33.3 34.8
Precision
“high dose” - . - - =
: B 14.27 75 135" 0.0 14.37 12.67
Precision
Overall Accuracy | 43.87 | 487" 44.37 50.3 45.87 4457
#xr @ ¥ Random Forest 2_ t* & @ * % 5¢ p-value<0.05» T 4% 7+ p-value <0.001 -
% 3B.PCAME R A2 %% Bl * ph ¥ PCAEE 240 it
C4.5 C45 C45
PCA #| £ %5 37| C4.5 _ C4.5
C4.5 ] Bagging Random Random Forest
(%) Bagging : ) AdaBoost
Stacking Forest Stacking
“low dose” Recall | 77.77 84.0 81.17 9547 85.4" 80.17
“medium dose” = L - - -
51.2" 65.7 64.5 4757 56.1" 54,37
Recall
“high dose” - - =
d 45.0 47.4 51.0" 3417 36.4" 46.3
Recall
“low dose” = . - = =
o 75.9 81.9 82.3 73.6 76.2 775
Precision
“medium dose” = - . - -
. 51.2" 60.3 58.6" 61.9 56.7" 543"
Precision
“high dose” - - - -
- 50.6" 74.2 67.0" 86.0" 716 54.4"
Precision
Overall Accuracy | 64.37 72.9 7157 71.07 68.97 66.87

3x £ Bagging Z b i :
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4243 PCA X% 38K TR KR

%30 5 PCA %3 3Bk A BFRIA £ Y ph2 A WFRE L jeip il Bt
K ESERIEE R 0 A & 40 RIEp B Y PCA KR 2 Ap BRI R EIER b e A

i34l (data cleaning)shib % » % 414fc# 42 Bl &1 * k-nearest-neighbor i & ;%
EE RIS gk o

a2 e gk o 2 3R R EME SIS 0 & PCA KRS EAFST
s B A 423 A fe Y L WA~ AR Y PCAEE 2 Ap MBI
7 2 Fesenigiple GBI E IR PCA B £ FE R 8 A o 78 & PCA £ ¥ S8k € K
R~ 0 423 Ao g s e hle o 4 B 25 k@ % PCA %

2 ApM B 19 4 ¢ 37 BP_HIGH fr PULSE %5 &2 2 F 3 « 7R 4 30 fo
40 & & Alfrd A2 2 WA TV MR BAERIAHT Y B R Y PCA KR
2 AP BE G K TESE R e % 0 A Positive F-score fr & fe T 35(Geometric Mean) 4 3t o
FOARAR Y o E 2 AT LR SR B e R %

FRgch b i 394 & 4101 % 2 A04e& 42> % ragF R | * k-nearest-neighbor

%

B2 TR 5 AL 22 (data cleaning) 1 # 3 t(noise) i - Positive F-score v 2 7
T 32(Geometric Mean)« % 3ty A F ks o F > Az Rl AT > AR ER

7oL 7 (data cleaning) » $7FiR| 1 (T G Fletch o RIRRIPEFER G e o
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% 39.PCA LR DX R AT 5% TRV APPERN > Bl ph2 2B Faz Lt Bt

C45 C45 C45 C4.5 C4.5
PCAXE# C4.5 ] ) C4.5
C4.5 Bagging Bagging Random C4.5 AdaBoost AdaBoost C4.5
K& ZIER | C45 ) Bagging Random
Bagging ) Over Under Forest AdaBoost Over Under DataBoost-IM
(%) Stacking ) ] Forest ) ] ]
Sampling Sampling Stacking Sampling Sampling
Positive - — - — = = - - . -
136" | 237 19.0" 25.7" 41.7 0.7" 240" 1327 36.3" 47.7 185"
Recall
Positive . = = . -
o 22.1 22.6 23.3 29.6 24.9 12.0 24.1 24.2 25.0 22.3 22.8
Precision
Positive T T T T T T T * T
16.4 4.0 20.4 27.1 31.0 1.3 23.7 16.8 29.4 30.3 20.0
F-score
Negative - - - T = 5 - - - -
88.8 98.4 85.1 85.5 70.4 99.8 81.9 90.1 74.4 61.1 85.3
Recall
Negative T T T « T T T « T
o 81.5 81.2 81.8 83.1 83:8 81.1 82.2 81.6 83.4 83.4 81.8
Precision
Negative - - - - - - - - - -
85.0 88.9 83.4 84.2 76.5 89.5 82.0 85.6 78.6 70.3 83.5
F-score
Geometric T + =+ = T = T « T
M 34.6 14.5 40.2 46.8 54.2 7.7 44.3 34.4 51.9 53.9 39.7
ean
Overall - - - T - - - - - -
74.6 80.2 72.6 74.1 65.0 81.0 71.0 75.5 67.2 58.6 72.7
Accuracy

3* © 22 Bagging Under Sampling 2 +* #& :

* % 57 p-value <0.05> T4 7= p-value <0.001 -
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% 40.PCA (¥ B BX TIpR AT %% » T ert;a;m C R op R PCAKE 2 ApM Bt

C45 C45 C45 C4.5 C4.5
PCAXE# C4.5 ] ) C4.5
C4.5 Bagging Bagging Random C4.5 AdaBoost AdaBoost C4.5
K& ZIER | C45 ) Bagging Random
Bagging ) Over Under Forest AdaBoost Over Under DataBoost-IM
(%) Stacking ) ] Forest ) ] ]
Sampling Sampling Stacking Sampling Sampling
Positive - - - — = = - - . -
2617 | 527 106" 16.77 39.4 28" 233" 203" 315" 43.9 20.0"
Recall
Positive = . . = . =
o 25.1 39.7 29.1 26.1 24.5 36.3 234 25.7 22.8 215 23.8
Precision
Positive T T T T T T T T . T
25.3 8.9 14.9 20.1 30.1 5.2 23.0 22.3 26.3 28.7 214
F-score
Negative - - - - T F - - - T
82.1 98.4 93.8 89.2 71.8 99.4 82.1 86.8 74.9 62.4 85.1
Recall
Negative T T T T T T T T « T
o 82.7 81.6 81.8 82.1 83:6 81.4 82.1 82.4 82.4 82.7 82.0
Precision
Negative - - - T - T - - - -
82.3 89.2 87.4 85.5 77.1 89.5 82.1 84.5 78.4 71.0 83.5
F-score
Geometric - - - - U - - - -
M 46.2 22.4 31.5 38.6 53.2 16.8 43.7 41.9 48.6 52.3 41.1
ean
Overall T T T T T T T « T T
71.5 80.7 78.1 75.5 65.6 81.1 71.0 74.2 66.7 58.9 72.7
Accuracy

3* © 22 Bagging Under Sampling 2 +* #& :

* % 57 p-value <0.05> T4 7= p-value <0.001 -
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3 1 53 E’ : & o SF = T =
4 P( :A B F?:ﬁ’ ;‘/{ 'L”E;E‘I/\*%% ‘,‘_l.gt —a\,}l $ 2 :é ¥ 5 = b4 B f:r 4
)y F il e \ S R R
F J’,.,.igﬁb ’ t]’lv f «‘)PF;/.\—;/» F = i &g
% % ;é =3 1 f g, = BLA N A #E] fi fg't_

PCA %3 # cat
gwasm | cas | O 45 | g c43 - e
' : in , 4, -
(%) Bagging Bagging c)g g oa0ang R ° Random Cc45 C4.5
. ver :
Stacking Under andom Ca.5 AdaBoost AdaB
Positive Sampling | Sampling Forest Forest AdaBoost Ove oo c45
T . . r
Recall 48.3 4817 ¥ 5 5TH - Stacking Samoli Under DataBoost-I1M
’ 37 x _ plin .
Positive 60.5 42.97F 48,07 B g | Sampling
. 22 3? * ' 47.91—% *3%
Precision ’ 26.1 25 l# 5 55.8 57 2*# _
] ‘ 245" 246 . ' 53.47 %
Positive : 265" 25 gT* B
T . . 23. T —
F-score 304 33.6 " 33 6*>:< " 30 22-2T# 22 6? —
Negative / 8257 33 4TH —
60.6" T - ' 3097F T#
Recall ) 68.0 63.97 o 31.7 32 3$# _
' 58.0" 56.6™ £ ' 31.87"
Negative ' 7217 k7 T .
Fix — : 62.37 ¢ =5
orecion | B34 | 8497 | 849™ - 23 54.47" 63 7%
Negati\/e : 845T>< 84 9'T'>< —
F-score 75.4 70.8T¥ » 84.1 84.3T -
' 69.0” 68.1°" e ' 84.2™*
Geometric ) 7777 75 3-T—>:< —
TH * ’ 7 . TK T
- 58.1 58.5% T ' 68.2"
Overall ' 55.6" " 57 0T ¥ =
58.3" T - ' 54,67 T#
! 6.6'" T _
64.1 5067 .
54.6 5447 .
' 56.8"™

:x 1: £ Baggin i
gging Under Sampling 2. +* f& : * % 5+ p-value <0.0
7 = . 5 ’ ?%’ :I‘
L 5t p-value < 0.001 -

L2 FRMFITA {2 v # A
Z - T
% 57 p-value <0.05 > 3¢ % 7= p-val
% % 7+ p-value <0.001 -
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# A2.PCA AR DR TAFRLITLEE > FTHLe g e B pmeer PCAXEZApH B

PCA 1 3 cas c45 c45 s C45 C45 c45
g R | C4s C4..5 Bagging Bagging Bagging Ranc;om Random C4.5 AdaBoost AdaBoost C4.5
%) Bagging stacking Over Under Forest Forest AdaBoost Over Under DataBoost-IM
o - - - Sampling Sampling Stacking Sampling Sampling
recall 449% | 4077% | 386" 52.6™ 53.5" 365 41.27% 43.47% 53.4* 54.8" 47.47%
Positive 22.0% | 255 25.7°% 23.9° 23.9 N i -
orecicion : . : 28.0 26.5 225" 22.8" 22.0° 22.0"
POTVE 1 oa | 312® | 204 32.7% 32.8% " * o '
e core . . . 30.4 31.97 29.5 % 31.9% 31.3 29.97*
Negatve | g2+ | 7227 | 7367 60.9" 60.2" & i '
recall . . . . 78.0 7347 64.97 57.6™ 54.6™ 60.6™
Negatve | 30t | a0 | s3s™ 84.7" g4.8" 6 - T
orecicion : . . 8 84.1 84.3" 83.17" 84.1" 83.8" 832"
Negatve | 21 3% | 7767 | 7807 70.7* 70.2% 3 i ' T
core . . . . 80.7 7837 7277 68.3™ 659" 70.0*
Geometric 53.0 % | 54.2°% 51.8% 56.6™ 56.5™ o o ’
Vean . . . . 52.5 54.7 53.1°% 55.4"% 54.6™ 53.6"
overall 1 go3% | 6657 | g6.9™ 59.3™ 58.9™ i i ' T
Accuracy . : . 70.1 67.37" 60.8" 56.8™ 54.6" 58.1%

33 1 : ¢ Bagging Under Sampling 2. +* §& : * # 7+ p-value <0.05 > T % 7 p-value <0.001 -

>3 . vy 2 ot =2 sy s e -
L2 feRlp IR S 2 v # & o7 p-value <0.05 - 4 57 p-value <0.001 -
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KaE 2 g P W L F ae[44-45] > o A R R B 4 1k i iz (Patient-Controlled
Analgesia ,PCA) » & =+ jisis 7 7 chip 4] b - & @ Foimp g1 &b 5§ 72 (Intramuscular
Injection IM)Ap v+ > 2 #14F1E 72 7 ok it 2 R R PR Y PCA KR 744 i
R R R XTI R L PRREMNE R 2R DT 2
Bl e x 2FEFe 3 T4 2 pF 7 (lockout) ; f= T w o] pFrL4(4 hour limit) | -

AR BT RER R TR A% o P IERI AR R R Y PCA R enli
Ao B e RIARB L AR Y PCA KE-EFFL > P AR P AT 2 R E
A Afrp &G0 B PCA KB “rd stz s 4R 0 0% FTRIB L h2 18 PCA & ¥
PO AFFEFEAFPCALE XA B PCAXE FHK I FRRISATY - Fl5
= %ﬁ”zz’v’ﬂ:}ﬁs Big* PCA KEPF » edrdn @A F 87 EATH 58 F]P > dpt g
BlA 7Y ¢ 84w 7 T fr(class imbalance) 2. P AR B ALenE Y R B2 A Y s T
frenF R EE > 3 ¥ ¢ ¥F e 3R Rl % dEeap B (majority class) @ £ v: 7 b Bl W (minority
class) » i & T At & | SRR R AR G B A R T AL AR
Bl A RN 2 TR TR o X S WO ML BEs > T 0T G R

B AT AT RIBAER B AP K L L LB o AP EEA AT N H T ] R

IR

~]

B AERENTREA R AR R [l EY TRl TS T

P 99.875% T A WA KL L FHMALFLERR > d 0 T AP AT RL

o

FAEW A L HEOR AL o A EROT AP Rl £ B G ARy F e o e
R RTRFBAES Y > AR R PR FER o

LA FER - PCA # £ FE B {r PCA £ % S8R €A IR Z AR A 477 > A
PERH - B Y g E 2 ¢ 45 XA (CA5) ~ [ H P S 4 % ® (Najve Bayes
Classifier) ~ #g 4! 5 % i (Artificial Neural Network ,ANN) - % ¥ » & $%(Support Vector
Machine ,SVM){e i+ % (Decision Table) T #85 ¥ i@ &2 » £ M- RTats AAF S 2 0 %

% bagging ~ bagging + stacking ~ random forest ~ random forest + stacking §= AdaBoost 7
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RS ¥ F B i (ensemble learning algoritm) » @ A& PCA % % Sficsk 233 BE3ppl Y > 3
fR A5 W) 2 T gTenh® AL 0 FE e 0§ s W] B~ 2 (under sampling)fe 3 e b BidE B B4k
/% (over sampling) » F]pt &gt 3g R~ 47 ¢ > R i€ * 7 bagging + under sampling ~ bagging +
over sampling ~ AdaBoost + under sampling ~ AdaBoost + over sampling f- DataBoost-IM 7
faE > R - EEME Y FE 2 o gt b s @& % k-nearest-neighbor 7 & 2 R
{7 3k - 22 (data cleaning) - ;ﬁ ph f FLe engesn (noise) o

BRI BIRR AT R Sk S obagging A REREFE 2 AR EAE S 80.9% -
AT g B ¢ o F A E (high dose): recall { precision g % 8L 3t - S E
(medium dose)fr & £ (low dose) s Th> 2 i da Bl £ F] 2 B HE T EERT 4t fa
KBl enFT AR Ranh o A {47t > AR g R contldose(J}is Sl BRE U4
SR E A ) S G TR 2 BRI T Z G T81%up & 0 Rt E kR

Bl o d BRIF S SSALL SR 2 R S B 2igd PCA K E AL S ORE o

PCA | £ 3B & 7 c03%a w4 B E oyt 34 i3 5 bagging> 7 73.1% R Em i -
i ¥ i d paired t-test #& %_'CA.5 e bagging =2 2t 8 2 k> "o BEEF LR o
A B AT e AREIER A TP 0 BURAE S G £ R 2 B
BHB PCA %% 48 > b4 > pcadose~ p_timediff_var % - @ H ¢ 1z pcadose_Shr ~
pcadose_6hr 4= pcadose_19hr 5 J1ZAF F B 2 Bt > APl H 53 % R o 47

(One-way ANOVA) » 4 47 F i =

|

B R AT PR 2 g PCA & & A 47 % 2 4p
M F S B R Bt H B AR 2 L 2 ik + PCA |
EAMss g R 2 AphE -
& PCA X B 4 BSR4~ 477 » 11 bagging + under sampling 5 f2 TR i = e T b
+ > positive F-score % 35.2% - @ * 4 % Hen B VIR B Ao BEME Y w2 > AT
7L 15 > positive F-score fr & fr T #5(geometric mean) 3R &f & &= - Ao TR~ Kk
G B A 3 0 RIERIL ' 3R G §Teene 24 s bagging + under sampling 5 fie TR
RengSfrd - g Y g2 P o & Bi4F 9 ANN + over sampling = Naive Bayes +

over sampling sh4 I iF1t & » ¥ 12 ) bagging + under sampling #5 fie 3 iF 32 g %
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ENERGE SR I B g g T A s | s u] e R R A > o ANN
+ over sampling * #&2. T > & T K E LS F oo a7 aiae > A3 ) BP_HIGH v
PULSE & féda 5 M4tz Bt o

APy P o AR F L HH(CAE)FE AR TRFES L > A FREE
R OARET MR TE AT AREREFMEYREZE  BmASDLIRY G 7
Send Rt AR BB BT H M o A Ad HETN 2 T R TR e
AL 4% k-nearest-neighbor G B 2 H FALE 7 FALFE > B Her iwE &
Poo wEC EBOEIEEFRS O RRERRE @A PR T L3 Fleame

AN E KR P AR BAERIA TS 0 R MAEL R B E R
+ % B #c> 47(One-way ANOVA) » # 7 e B F frd BIERIA DL 5% 7 KB
2 AP RE I o fri 2 E'v’ﬁ;gw fo erade 2 ofe it blst NG TEREAET B Rt

r}‘?l]f_g’ﬁ% A )

F_*

B r b PCA KR M T ie BagiR 1 it B2 @
o A RRPE e G MR Rl X S At PCA KR 2 ARM T a2
pre A ama i n el g fr A AR Bk o R B LS GRS 2 AAM
M A 14 e lesion study ¢ o0 SVPEEREHA GA AR /;,——rs/,};;};«,&7 4@ FMILE
=+ jiein B ﬂ’»fmkﬁémvﬁﬂwéwf Bt ¥ - Rl Ep R PCA K
B2 ARM B TSP AR P b F RATRRIHE S FIRER Y o2 2 I
2 GEAR R RIS R X S s R PCA KB 2 AR B R IEIERI R & &
BE > WaeApaEy? o e rip i R PCA KR 2 A0 B $HH 2 57R
frPCA;‘t“F%f’f P B:FKF *ﬁ[gz,mo
Fr L@y AR R PCA KEHT > 4 2T TR
AR @A A RRAEY o 35 BP_HIGH 5 f s M4z Bt Rl EF5 T B
B BRRF Fp b o it PCA KB > - HART B2 B2p LT RF

Z el Flt o S LF R §F A ehiRa FEAN S
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