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FE. R T A T AR A8 & 69 B R4 48 % 48 5 0% (hierarchical feature selection algorithm based on instance correlations,
HFSIC) ik —F 4% 54 B o RAF AR L FF 09 ae . B AFREN R LA RAAXHNFIEZ G K EREMFHLTXES
AL Z N P AR EM R RARL S, F T B —F T &R A ah ARAR Kt A 83 E D AR AU A A EAE TS A
BHAA KR M R HSE SR AR R AR L, R R R AR X 0 e ST ARG AF AR, Ak R Ae ik B SR AR JE ok
fift R PTRAE R G RAC I A, A S AN 45AF TR T Sk e il . SRIe S RA M PTAR 7 s 8 5 MBS L R IR
THALE 3 B T L F ke A a0,

SRR AR AR LB B R M AR R A )2 BN AL

FE4y S . TP391 SERAREAD : A

SIS AR, B, XU 45 ST REACOH DCHE A2 YRR L B [ 0] DA R 224 (B2 R) ,2024,59(3) :61-70.

Hierarchical feature selection algorithm based on instance correlations

SHI Chunyu'?, MAO Yu'**, LIU Haoyang'”, LIN Yaojin'’
(1. School of Computer Science, Minnan Normal University, Zhangzhou 363000, Fujian, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Data
Science and Intelligence Application(Minnan Normal University ) , Zhangzhou 363000, Fujian, China)

Abstract: A hierarchical feature selection algorithm based on instance correlations ( HFSIC) is proposed to further improve the
performance of the hierarchical feature selection algorithm. After using sparse regularization items to remove irrelevant features, the
parent-child relationship in the hierarchical structure with the reconstruction relationship between samples in the feature space are
combined. The correlation of samples of each category under the same subtree are learned. Recursive regularization to optimize the
output features weight matrix is used. When measuring the sample correlation, the reconstructed coefficient matrix is integrated into
the training model, and the norm is used to remove irrelevant and redundant features. The optimization problem of the proposed
model is solved using the accelerated proximal gradient method, and the superiority of the proposed algorithm is evaluated under
multiple evaluation metrics. The experimental results show that the proposed method outperforms the other algorithms on five data-
sets. The test verifies the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

Key words: feature selection; hierarchical structure; instance correlation; recursive regularization
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P X BRER X Z R G B 3 AT 55 R o A E 2K

RISV, 1o 2R 2 )30 7 7% KR TUAY N AR IR AIE AN R 338 Jin 7 85 43 7 9 A7k A o35
AR T HL2F > Sk B RCR A TR BRI, R AE e 2 B 2 (0 4500 A B R Je—Fh oA sk i e e 5 1
T AR B AR DGR , RBRTUARRIE , NI R Ao SR | 4 A AR A I R 1], AZ S e e B 07 VA A T Ay
RS TS, IR B S fe] i) JZ R 544

R DA I 53 227 ) vh B J2 R G G B85 Il R PR K, 2 B AT TR 0 T 2 2 T 2 IR A i 1Y
FEAE eSS )5, Freeman %57 H H —Fh il i 56 & 4R AE e B AEAE L A0 40 240 2588 i vkl i g LA 2
A" HEI M — A RIE G5 R 1 — A2 IR e, A FE o AR AR R B8 B8 79 B3 o — DB i /N 2
HIHE A Freeman 451 JF 1M 48 T — Fl 78 AR 6] 53 JEAT 55 w7 04 356 BUAS [R) (9 45 AF 42 19 55 7% 5 Grimaudo
LN SRR EE A A B — 2 T S ST B BN ] R AE AR IR T XA 2 SO IR AR e B s (BB =
% B IREE I P IAL T R LA S50 56 R A Z A 2 BE &R 5 Zhao 5OV B M T 38 T3 U9 IR WAL 9 43 )2
FRIEBERE S5, WA T2 24T 55 S B AN TR B RS AIE T4 s Tuo 45 B2 356 74 4 P10 DU J2 UK AR AE 26 4%
D452 IR AR AN [R) 2800 22 ] 8 R ) 446

AR DL FRFIE R AR se 0 R T 2800 A AE 0 2 IR S5, A R R T T 40 2588 B M RE  (HIF R % &
BEAR )G R AT, TAT Ok, ORI 22 (4 B BE A M 5 | ABRIE S PR BIL AR 5T de Abreu 261 41
FIFHFRICZS [P FEAS A OCPE N A Z 4510 7328, I J& TR [R] SO LB 10 52 AR A 2 [8) A 78 AH DG
Huang 45" DA A ELA AR RIS IO 1) 2 (4R AR 308 % 6 520 ] (4 AR S&PE ; Huang 2545 H ) B0 AR 0 AR S 1
He2F IARC A FEAE R FRAE , TR FH 2L T Fisher 50 A% 1 WAL 3003k fe /ME AR B9 28 9 I 128 A e R Ab b
TR ZEIRIE S s Li A5 H2 3 AR AR B AT R AR (1 2 B 02 2 500 DR AR AIE 25 ) S 22 AR
PRICRF R AR 2 A FEOCHIREATE Zhmic 2 > RS B B E T . Bl iE 8 I8 TREAS I A OC 3R  AH AR
TREBORF TEFHEA A SN E ) ZAR ORI B RS T NPt S P 8 ; SR, 7E )2 IR G Bdls 4R
FEAA A 51— 200 | BRI F 3R 7 ik JC i Al DR S22 U A5 R B8 B I RRIE S 46 ) R

EIXT IR AT A SCHRE M T B FREAC A S ME B9 2 R BRE 25 45 5015 (hierarchical feature selection algorithm
based on instance correlations, HFSIC) LAHE— 42 5 70 J2 43 FRRIE BE B AL IR RE AR SCHE (3 I #  1E 1)
T L BRAF SRR Z 5 B2 R G5 H T A0 T 6 R SRR ZS [ P AR AR Z ] Y E A OC RARZS &, % T Al — 1
T A& R AR G B JE R VA T O f i LB R A R AR . SEUR S AR WY PR IR TE 5 B s
R IR T HABSE 50Uk TIZE R A 8k,

1 MHXHER®

1.1 ETFRIMBEREN

JE R G5 FZL 53 AR R FOA ] TC R B 2548 REZE G b i B8 OC R A 3 M AR AT sk s B R PR
e bE™ o (Y, <) & ZIREEH Y TR, <" RRMNEXR,

(1) Aol 25, <e,, Vi, €Y Wt <1,

(2) RARME: Vi, €Y, A 1,41,

(3) thuhbk 35 o<1, Hooo <t Xt Ve,0,0, €7, Mt <1,

1.2 ETRREHNFHRES]

W X € R™EFEAFERE ,n Bl d 53 5| F R REABORFE R, 42800 092 R &5 H vh T AR 55 R BT
SEIBON N+ WEEAR X 21550 X X, o Xy, HP L X =[] &) - x"] eR™(0<isN,n,<n) &N
PRI R RS A RBIBRICEEE N Y, Y, - Y K Y, =y ey eR JFEH y =10,
Lo (1<sj<ng)  H d, s S S 208 H B e

FEAT WB A FRAE e rh AR T 27 = PR R 47 1) T g e T B e I — R s AR R B R ik iy
H W2 e/ MU AR 22 AR E AR T R 2 ) R AL — B 20
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min L(W;X,Y)+AT' (W), (1)

Hp L) Bk rﬁ%&,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@?ﬁﬁ%lﬂé&@%ﬂi NI VBCHEI R FZ AR R A AR SOR IR 28
HE TR 2T W7 T2 A B/ N et e O IR Ok RO SO
L(W;X,Y)= | XW-Y | ;. (2)
T'(W)2 W ERREENAIT, TEM B 5k 1, JEROE WIS R e Se A I 25 Al AL A i
A B R BRAMIDCHFE . #53X(2) 5 1, MR G TR (1) FOprRos

mmZ(WXW =Y A W), (3)

Hrw =[w, w} - w] e R™"=FIRNIREE & i A,
1.3 ETRFERREHNERES]

TEJZRRZE R v 8 2 PRI OCR AL F R R LR, — ORI, >k A [F—F R iy 280 ek A
AN A4 A ) LT T 2 AR IS S . AT IR R RN 2 IR A8 T S AR AR 1Y 25 45, S SL 2 JRRLARAE | [
R F R R G IS ZEUCRHEE 5 b B I AL Iy

> I WW, 2, (4)
i=1
ol p, FORG A AT

2 HHRHEA

ARTE AN IR A SRR (e R s SRR F bR ek, feeim , A AR A AR5 E AL
E RIS
2.1 HFAREXERE

H TR 2 (8] PP AR A AU, (L ST R A XA PR AR AR S FT BEAS S MR , o1 S
FEARZ SR O FR TN AS S R AR AE 2 18] R REAS 22 [ A B S 2R, X — MR A FHAAAR AR 22 ] ) 5
RIAT A IR B A REUEME S € R™, Horh S, R0R 55 j DREAXTH | DEARR R TTHR, X e R™ 2
FEATERE  n A d 0 IR BEA RO IR R, R BOHERE S Al DU bR g LT OU A ] ifs 21)

1 ! .
min —- | SX-X | §+y2 IS, |, s.t diag(S§)=0, (5)

Ho 55— TR TG REA I e F A 1825 5 55 0N Il A RE A FA RO B 1Y 1, W08 B8y TP
7 TE 035 B4 A o B B ; diag (S) = 0 F R ATAnREA ST [ B T M Be A BTk,

R TREARRAE 23 (R AR A 22 [ (9 TR 06 R AR B A AR 23 [B) 6 R — MR AT LA EEEWE#ZMETES
T FAL R B AT I, IF A A R AR S A TE D0, ol SRR AR AR G Y B R 22 R T g/,
H IENI5h

Z | XW-S.XW | 2= || (I-S)XW || 2, (6)
Hrb S.=(s,,5,,,5,) € R™"FRAZFIEME S W55 i 47,5,=0,
T B AR RBCE LR
1
mmz[nxw AR ANEYIR A W||+a2nxw SXWHJO (7)

Forp S — UK eR B, T T PN AR IC -5 H AR IC Z 18] A BE B 5 56 00 1, R AT, F 45 20 i1
fift, T AL RO B E A 0K 5 58 =I5 SRS AT A1 A0 1 5C A 5 2 DU T PR S5 R 1k 2 [ I e AR 22 1) ) FE A
KEa, By A T,
22 EERLSEEMRE

N7 IR DL (7)Y E AR RO
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1
T(W)=min—-[| XW-Y | AW B W=W, || t+a || (I-S)XW | ¢, (8)

Horp 1e R™ 2 AIHE I
AT 4, IE DTSR ARG, DRI AR SR TN T 20 S o J32 05 A A R eR RS T (W) 8 i /M TRt o e
AT S B L 95308 S FH g o AR o eR B AR IR, AT LA — il A A HE SR R 7R A

min T(W)=f(W)+g(W), (9)
Hrb H R EACERE RS, f(W) J& Lipschitz EZE2RY, BI £( W) 3l e 51
[VF(W) = VAW) | ,<SLy, | AW [ ,(Y W], W), (10)

Hf 1<i<q,AW=W-W,, L, J& Lipschitz % %L,
A (8) L (9)F F(W) FI g (W) 535K

1
fW)=— 1 XW-Y | P W-W, || t+a || (I-$)XW | ¢,

(11)
gW)=A(IW],,,
PR, 753 F(W) FHXT T WIRBREE
VA(W)=X"(XW-Y)+28(W-W,) +aE"EW, (12)
HH E=(1I-S)X,
hR(10)  (12) 15
I VAW)=VAW) || £= || X"XAW+28(AW-W,) +aE"EAW || ;
<3 | X'XAW || 3+ [ 2B(AW=W,) || i+ | «E"EAW | ¢ (13)
S3CIX'X (R AW [ 2+ 28T || £ (1AW || 3+ | «E"E || £ (| AW || 7)
=3[ XX [ s+ 28I || ;+ | «E'E | 2) AW | £,
[A i, Lipschitz # £0h
Lyy=/3([1 XX | e+ 1281 || i+ [| «E"E || § o (14)
IR (W) M BB S E0m i W YRl TN
1
JW) = fW) +(VF(W) ,W—W“>>+3 | W=w || 5
i 1
=2 W= (WY —— VAW ) ) | 2+ (15)
2 Ly,
Hre W JE5 WX HEEG -, ) FmNBl, 78w EREIR(15) M/ ME A
1
W(HI):W(r)_T Vf(Wm)o (16)
lip
ERAFE] W BRI
L,
W= arg min—E || W-Z || +g (W) , (17)
1 , bV -1 -
Ho Z= W = AF(W) o HISCBRL I8 M, B W= W= o (W W) S TF A b1 A2
lip
(b7)2=b"" < (b)) W RS ¢ YRR WA
2 (17) (0 F AT ml 3 e R R 5, X
Z-ALy,, AL,<Z]),
W =10, |Z) | <A/Ly,, (18)
Z+M/ Ly, Z<=M/Ly,.,

AIHZ(9) —(18) Ay i B8 st m] Ak 2K (5) PP OC T AR S BOPLILIRIEL, S 1 i 2R 2%
F diag(S)= 0, AR CAERFUCGE A E S #RAG S ThR P X MZOTRBCE N 0,
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MR (7) Wi B bR R B B2 (9) —(18) ML fbadt 72 |, 45 A SO 530 1 i A AR AR An B30 1 i
TR 1, A3 BPREA AR R HET AR R I | I AN TR R A PSR (5 R AR 58 OGS % PR 1 A Y
FRIEERRAT S5

Bk 1 TR M2 R E B

HIN  HAIEX, e R,

WY € 0,1 Hri=0,1,---,N,
ENESE o, By A,

Ml RCGERFE We R

1. BEHLIGRALFEFE W, € R mx

2. W=[W,, W, - W,];

3. WIHESBE b°, b1, W W (X"X+yI) 'X"Y, +0;

4. ARAEA(S) IR REHEE S

5. REPEAT:

b -1
W= W G (W W) TSR ¢ kAR W94

o

1
7. ZV=WO—— VAW,
Llip

8. IEIARBIEIEITE WAL

Z"-A/Ly,, ML <Z{,
Wi =1, 1Z," | <A/Ly,,
Z+N\/Ly,, Z)<-MLy;
9. pUD L+/4((6")"+1)
> ;
10. t—t+1;

11. UNTIL . 2|52 11 514
12. RETURN W;

3 SEHAaAT

AT A 43 52 55 e (i FH 098 4 PP FR b O F Ak SRR IR B IR SR A R AT T A,
31 HE&E
SEH 5 AN HAT 2RSS B 4R 2 8 BT EHE 4K < protein data data set(DD) (F194,3 >4
14545 £ . imageNet large scale visual recognition challenge (ILSVRC65) . the PASCAL visual object classes
(VOC) .cross language evaluation forum( CLEF) , 2 1 431 T &G E N TEANE B,
£1 HdEEmnk

Table 1 Data set description

5 LGRS PUEER S LIS FFIERK REDY LSRR EPE JZ%k
1 DD 3020 605 473 32 27 3
2 F194 7105 1420 473 202 194 3
3 voC 7178 5105 1000 30 20 5
4 CLEF 8368 939 80 88 63 4
5 ILSVRC65 12346 11845 4096 65 57 4

3.2 iFMHIELR
bR T ARG HERSBE AR Z O, SR R 2 A AL Ge i A A b Rty L et 1 5 2 SR R A 9 VP
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FEHT
75 S92 (tree induced error, TIE) 5 bRAENS I MUREA LRI ZEH |- 1O AR RS | B
TTIE<y’y):z<y’y)’ (19)
Horpy fUFRESARIC ;3 AREBIARIC; Y, (v,9) FRESARIC AR 2 18 1 sai 5,

BT A M52 F, ™ (hierarchical-F, measure, Fy) 1EAREEE % B4 ZER RN IR | B AR
RAHIRREE  H

2-P,-R
Fy=—"", (20)
Py+Ry
Hp
1Y, NT,,l 1Y, 0T,
Pﬂ_iy RH_Ai
1Y | 1Y |

aug

I Anc(y) R BSEhRIC y BIRLYETY MBS, Anc () FRTINARIC § AALET SRS W ESShRicy
LR RICY REFRIR A Y, =y UAnc(y),¥,, =y UAnc(¥)

3.3 MHhEE

TR FT SRR A RO SRR T 5 DB UREFE IR B AT LU, B R 5 R L EE T .

(1) T 1, OEUR/IME I R RCE 5 I FRIE 26 4% (efficient and robust feature selection method to employ
joint 7, ,-norm minimization, HierFSNM) 453", ZEH1 SR TR E WIS 3y EKA 1, S 80w M X s
MBS R A G EER  E R T,

(2) e KA NE /N ITC Ay ME ( minimal-redundancy-maximal-relevance, HiermRMR ) 8. 3= AR #E B {5
B R GRS W B AR R | 5 | A S/ NTUAR M R KA SR I 45 & At 52 28 R I e PR 2 10 1 —
B W BL 73 Z R Rk

(3) JEWRERE%#E (hierarchical feature selection, Hier-FS) &0l H 22 f ik i 2 6] i) 2 Wk &5 44 1117
AN P A Z ] Y 550G R RN DL o OC R AP 4%

(4) BT FBE R Z 0938 5 I 4k )2 Yﬁ(%ﬁiﬁﬁ(family relationship based hierarchical feature selection
with recursive regularization, HiRRfam-FS) &L AAVE BN S Z HER KR, WE BT S Z AR
AR IR R R TR E#E

(5) FETEAEFFNIRIR Bl 1S4 19 )2 R EFIE £ $F (robust hierarchical feature selection driven by data and
knowledge, HFSDK) B3k | f 5cd AR BR 3l , 38 4 40 51 LA A0 Kb ic 2 )k ARl B0 A RRAE 745, XA
P 5 (LA BRI o R AR R R
34 EXWIEE

LIS P FE o AR G — (1 FHEME SR i b, SRS 37 38 UG %) 5 3k B0 R 3 3 i v s 1, AR
SCHR[ 104438 , Hier-FS 193 %5bki% & 4 10, HiRRfam-FS IS5 HKE N a=1,B=1,A=10, N T 5
295 Hier-FS Ml HiRRfam-FS PR-45— 2, A 5256 S 8 1 54080 4 A0 1 1 88080 4R 23 ) 8 #5117 10% 1 20% Y
FEAE
35 EWRERSHW
3.5.1 TEMIEE Lok

T2 350G T 5 AR L EIRTE 5 DR DR R bR p SEER A5 R Horh 3R 2 45 A SREFE AR TR
BHEE B Ty, 3 3 4 S B BEARRIEPE4E 1Y Hierarchical-F, measure 255, “ | ” /R TIE BUE %L
{E B/ NER ST, « 17 2878 Hierarchical-F|, measure BUE KA BEAOMIA R R RIS R, HE2.3 41
T, 1 Hierarchical-F, measure 737 7] 15 | A< 5256 iy 3 550 16 76 B4 48 DD L (19 45 2R B Ik T HiRRfam-FS .
2%, 3% 2 AR 5 DD A FRRAE B AR R Bk BT 2, SR IMT7E F194 \ILSVRC65 . VOC ,CLEF 4 M #i4E I #4Ht
TR I EE R X — S5 AR T FE A AR SCHE XS FAR D R E R e 88 T 2. 53 4h, HFSIC 3 1o
() B 2% A 12 AH S RIRE A A DGR 7 HA 2 IR S5 4 1 B 4 1 mT DUERAS: B8 4 A 0 50 2R
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£ 2 AFFHES PR EAEAR B A bRiE TIE 2528 ( 1)

Table 2 Standard TIE results of different feature selection algorithms on different data sets( | )

Bt , . T
HierFSNM HiermRMR Hier-FS HiRRfam-FS HFSDK HFSIC
F194 0.2123(6) 0.180 0(5) 0.174 6(3) 0.1730(2) 0.1752(4) 0.166 0(1)
DD 0.088 6(5) 0.091 9(6) 0.085 0(3) 0.0836(1) 0.086 3(4) 0.0839(2)
ILSVRC65 0.0350(5) 0.0335(6) 0.0328(2) 0.0328(2) 0.0329(4) 0.0326(1)
vOoC 0.214 4(5) 0.2188(6) 0.2143(3) 0.2143(3) 0.2126(2) 0.2087(1)
CLEF 0.207 7(6) 0.1825(3) 0.1826(4) 0.1826(4) 0.1745(2) 0.1735(1)
FEIHES 5.4 5.2 3 2.4 3.2 1.2

K3 ORIFRHE AT [ 8 4 I Hierarchical-F, measure 454 ( 1)

Table 3 Hierarchical-F, measure results of different feature selection algorithms on different data sets( T )

el , . L
HierFSNM HiermRMR Hier-FS HiRRfam-FS HFSDK HFSIC
F194 0.6462(6) 0.700 0(5) 0.7089(3) 0.7112(2) 0.707 5(4) 0.7127(1)
DD 0.8524(5) 0.846 8(6) 0.8584(3) 0.8606(1) 0.8590(2) 0.8584(3)
ILSVRC65 0.9563(6) 0.958 1(5) 0.9591(2) 0.958 8(4) 0.9589(3) 0.9592(1)
voC 0.6739(5) 0.6669(6) 0.6754(3) 0.6758(3) 0.6772(2) 0.6820(1)
CLEF 0.7396(6) 0.7635(3) 0.763 1(4) 0.7623(5) 0.7742(2) 0.7755(1)
P HE 5.6 5 3 3 2.6 1.4

N T USRS, BIA G IR, 38 Friedman 5" A MG I AS 8] 5995 22 0] Jes 75477 i 3%
P2 S K NRIER N ANBEAE , r 25 j ANFIETES DB B, 5 B AR 2 P (E

LN] _ (N1_1>X12:
1

N R, = r AR FE PR BEER A R A O T Gl R F AT LR, Ho xp

N, & TN (k=1)-x2
2N, (&, k(k+1)?
“k(k+1) <;Rf_ : 4 :
4.838 XFF 6 PMRIEA S MBIREMIGRE F(6-1,(6-1)x(5-1))=F(5,20) , KF a=0.05 WK F K&K
FHH 2.711, K AR 4 e S PEREER AR IRl iX — {4 ] Bonferroni—-Dunn f5 2246 46 > 1R b [R5
EVEREZE S, i SCHR[ 23 JAYR 5 AT k=6 ), g, 0 =2.326, A 30T 10501 2408 01 22 531 A4 i FH(EL ( critical
k(k+1)
6N
[, il I 35 2 45 AN R BRI AR HE T P ME, 7ISRAS Fo=4.373, KF a=0.05 B} F K55 16 5HE
2.711, WISCHR[ 23] #YR 5 A5, k=6 I, q,,, = 2.326, K1, Doy, =2.752, K 1 435 Hierarchical-F,
measure fll TIE BEA$5 45 i i Bonferroni—Dunn /56 (a=0.1) #F—& LA R B M RE RO AG B0 25 51 . K
§o 2t KB  HFSIC 78 2 AT 3545 LB 800 T HierFSNM A1 HiermRMR .7

). it % 3 4311 R F A Hierarchical-F, measure (1, TR F, {10

difference, CD) D, =g¢, Wi, Al#5 Dy, ,=2.752,

CD cD
—_— —
6 5 4 3 2 1 6 5 4 3 5 1
L L1 L1 1 T I [ |
HierFSNM —— — HFSIC , L HFsIC
HFSDK HierFSNM
] HiRRfaam-FS
HiermRMR HiRRfam-FS Hie R Hier-FS
Hier-FS L HFSDK
(a) Hierarchical-F1 measure (b) TIE

/¥l 1 i#id Bonferroni-Dunn #4543 HFSIC B0k 5 HAB BRI M fig
Fig.1 Comparing the performance of HFSIC algorithm with other algorithms through Bonferroni—Dunn test
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3.52 HekEk
TV Rl S B 56 IE HESIC 30325 R A 75 AR IE U AIARE A AR DS HEE U A A e . 20(7) s o3 i 4
GFRRWT .
(1) HFSIC-a, ZpREH(7) FPRH % pR BRG] PR R AT AR IE U T4 A, D
S (1
mv%nx [2 | X;W,-Y, I é"'/\ [ W, | 2,1+B [ Wi_Wp,. [ 12=j o (21)

i=0

(2) HESIC-B, Zp¥ha(7) it 2 s ECRIAET R B AR AR FH G TE DI I 4 3, B

N
1

minz ( | X;W, =Y, | 12=+/\ | Wl 21 T

woiTo\2 i

J

Bl 2 B T HEAR RIS B 4E F194 A1 VOC 1, Hbist HFSIC 535 AN [R) 41 & 19 Hierarchical-F, measure
S50, QA 2 B BT R R 25 2 1) 4 A DGR FIARAIE 23 ] e AR AR 22 ] ) EiAA OC 3R 1, TRt
JIr§53 1 HFSIC i T HFSIC-a Hil HFSIC-B ik,

” XiWi_S/'XiWi ” ;z:j o (22)
=1

0713 0.684
0712} 0.682 |
0711} 0.680 |
& 0710¢ = 0678
0.709 | 0.676 |
0.708 | I 0.674 | I
0.707 0.672
HFSIC-« HFSIC-B HFSIC HFSIC-a HFSIC- HFSIC
(a) F194%df4E (b) VOCHi e

2 FET F194 Fl VOC Hoda 5 i fil 5L g 25 21
Fig.2 Ablation results based on F194 and VOC data sets

3.5.3 BB

XJ HFSIC FE AT S H0UE N 00T, G 28 o B oA HP A IR E R M BRI, o A1 B J0 il S T
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Fig.3 Parameter sensitivity analysis based on F194 data set
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Fig.4 Parameter sensitivity analysis based on VOC data set
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Fig.5 Convergence curve of objective function values
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