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Abstract

Feature selection is widely used in classification tasks of machine learning, and the selected fea-
ture sets directly affect the performance of subsequent learning algorithms. Aiming at the issues
of weak global search ability and slow convergence speed of Sand Cat Swarm Optimization (SCSO),
an improved binary sand cat swarm optimization feature selection algorithm is proposed in this
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paper. Firstly, the adjustment method of controlling the transition parameters of sand cat in the
search phase and attack phase is improved.This method employs a two-stage improved conver-
gence factor strategy, replacingthe linear decrement strategy, aiming to enhance the algorithm’s
global search capability. Secondly, inspired by the position update formula of the PSO algorithm,
social learning factor and cognitive learning factor strategies are introduced to improve the con-
vergence speed of the algorithm. In order to verify the performance of the newly proposed algo-
rithm in solving the feature selection problem, this study conducted comparative tests on eight
UCI datasets using four classical algorithms. The experimental results demonstrate that the per-
formance of the newly proposed algorithm outperforms the compared algorithms.
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1. 5|15

R B — P () PAb 38 77 X, FH T DTG FRRAE 7 8] e 45 th S0 8 I AR OG . A AR TR
RRAE, 50 R AR LR RORIE 78 1) EE . TURTOAFAE[L] o I 3F ORI IE T A EARMLEE, Retgtmnk
I MERE

PRAE R T2 (1) 48 28 TGS 2 15 RS 210 2 ST 2 A 5 6 o] DU RRIE I R 16 751000 il 98 2URRAE S 4%
A2 SURFIEE B AR N SRR IE R [2] o i D8 SURRIE I 3% 1 S0t NI AE LA TRR I IR 38, SR E i 47
G WIRHIE P T AR SR, XA AR A B [3] . ad i SRRAE G 6 A% Ao A2 328 FH S o JU 0t
FHETFHRAT R &, W1 Zheng K 25 N [4132 1 T —Fp &5 & 5 RS BIB(MIE) I K A5 B R H(MIC) i 38
FHEF AR . A U B PR E TSR M IR AR M M T 5 B 5 2148, BT LA B O 75 20 e
JESE )28, W K AR (K-Nearest Neighbor, KNN). 32 £F R & #/L(Support Vector Machine, SVM). Ba#L
#xM(Random Forest)Z5[5]. Wei J Z¢ A\ [6]492 H 1 —Flufr 9722 715 5% BPSO-SVM ik, 3G hk: 1 1) 3% 7 1
K, MIES VLB R, RIS m R IRFIE . RS N7 IE R 5% Sk 7 ododk, woistit i —
T35 P A e A ik R KO AR AT 2R g iR 28, IR ST AR S AR AL B I MR B R SR, S5
B 2F 00 B AL AR IR Z AR, TEAR Y S 4ERF IR 3R v 8 E B RLUF R . RN SURFIE I R 2
W AU R B R N S 221 2] 2 b, BDFE2E ) BRI id fE b, [RIET SE U E e B . | T Eu %
PR FVE R A 7 BN EIEAR ST 5 T80l KRS EmMEEM IS S MM, B
PAAR SCR F ) 2 A e R AE e 437 72

FHIE TN ZRMS AR 53805 A 3CE k. T RIE. R R, M REEE]. 7%
A FEACE RN, R T AEM S E S RIS KaS, B ER S, RIEH T4
RIE DL 20 30 FHER T3 2895 J AR AR, (ERFEE R AR K, HEta 2O 5
MG fT A R BRIE RN R IR I RE I B Sk b (RFE AR . 5 M4 3Rk
YN CE I FIRFE PP BB — DRI ZE MR IE . BENLIE 2% A — & IR LI AL Sk s A% S0k
[9] (Genetic Algorithm, GA). IUJii&3:[10] (Ant Lion Optimizer, ALO). ¥i 1B Ak 53 11] (Particle Swarm
Optimization, PSO). KR 4% (Grey Wolf Optimizer, GWO)&& A& BAFE T4, A FI 45 < (1 o8 B 2208
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S8 JITIE HH IR RAAE TR 0 55 I8 I AN T b 2k (RS A5HGE HE SR IARFAE TR IR TReE , AR B IUAE
MEF5E o AR BTSN [L2]0 BORSFVEJEAT SOt -4 LR T SR ARRAAE G % 1 by, vt —Fhie T IEsZ ek ) 3k
BN SRR AT TR M AR I I S, BAE SR AR IR E,  SINNFL SR 2 2] 5 = AR
BB MR . SO ENEREA SO IR A RS R, R BEERAURRAE . BEHLAE R AT AR 1R A N R R R
FRENE AR BN R B2 M T SRABRAL I R, 26 25 W55 N [13]0] it fe A Ak b AT ek
HoBH R TR & &R YIS M AR AL 17 8. MPanda 25 A\ [1415F AR AR 32 A T SR MBI AR F ) e JE, A
HE M RINEML, BRI R T & TR R %,

SZUb A 2R S AT NI S &, Amir Seyyedabbasi %5 A\ [15]F 2022 £ H1 T vb Al B AL 5
i%(Sand Cat Swarm Optimization, SCSO). % yFd it —Fh [ 1& M AL, F2H HIEAE 1R R BN B i B
Z I, HARUFARFRAEE T, 1R 4R 2 B AR b R R AE, 1T LRI TR RRRAE
R, YIMING LI 55 A[16]428 1 — M3k T REN AR S MORS S E IO vD e A S, ks o
GINT — PR R AEE NS, DLPE R0 2 RIR R BRI AR FIT K Re 71, IR E WS SOH FE
FRGINBENAR S (kS DEUME SR, [ REREME B R iR AE, 2 — D4R T BRI S0 B A SloR
FEo 5k FE R Re AT R EAT T XTSRS, BRE T e SREE A &Lt . Dijana Jovanovic & A
[17]88 T —FhRE T ok b e A A SR N R R IR AR £, 72 SCSO HVE IRl BN 135 44 1)
N L& B 5232 (Artificial Bee Colony, ABC) 48 R AL . 181 75 1A~ 2 4 245 55 (UNSW-NB15 Al
CICIDS-2017) 36 UE T i ik, FR¥e 45 F -5 AL AR [R] 1] B -7 AU FL B R TAE B HAR Ry SR 1k
O EAT R, EW T YRR, 45 Ak, SCSO ik HA R MIALAL ) K AR AL 11, B HARAE
TERGFEAR . B BNJRIRE A A5 SR B S Eh i, BEPE R A BRI T 23 4]

2. BRI EIMBERLEE

I FE AR AR SEE A 2 V0 B i 0 8 A AT D9 I8 R Tt 1) — o IR BE AL A BB . v BRI T e AT
WIS rE, W CLERIN S NS SIS . Vb R I 3 BAT N o A BB I B A A B, I
T — AR 3 B PR AT R (R P . SR AU 20 (1) BT«

Pos, (t)~ T - Pos, -cos(8), if [R|<1;

AR . ) 1)
r -(Posbc (t)—rand(0,1)- Pos, (t)) otherwise.

Pos(t+1)=

Horp Pos(t+1) Fom 58 t+ 1L UEAF Y AL E , Fodk Pos, (t) 38 tARI R I S ARMIIAL B, Pos, (t)

RN RIS AME LA E,  Pos, (t) Rn5 tAUFBE—AMEIEMEN AL E, Pos,,y N1 AL E R

BZE AR E, HEARMKX @), FRRE RN RBIZEE, HEAmX@)Pr, 0

DI RCA S  E H BEN LA . S8 R FRAZ YD B AR 4 R B M i f Be () (i . R 1Y
TR AR () -

R=2xrg xrand (0,1)-rg )

g b BRI R, vy A iR @) FiR:

Sy xiter,

s = Su iter ®)

To BB INZE T . Hoo iterg J 24 BIIEARIKEL,  iterna HEBOKIEIRAEL, Sy RHVWE
MU SERFAEWOR 1, RIAEI B 2. F RN B UMK RBUETH, A @) FR:

F=r, xrand (0,1) (4)
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UBH R AEIHENTEET 1w, T Bekbre, (8 HR(G) 700 & 5.
Pos(t+1) = Pos, (t) - F - Pos,,, -cos(6) (5)

Horh Pos, (t) A5 t ISR BARARIONLE, 0 R R AR PRS2 e v ik P2 th i — AN BEAL A
B, POS,. A4HTAL B AN E 2 I — AN E, DR R T AR S, A R (e)
FR:

Pos, :‘rand(o,l)-st(t)—Wsc(t)‘ (6)

BB R WAIHERT 1R, A TR B, A7) AT AL E
Pos(t+1) =T -(Pos, (t) - rand (0,1)- Pos, (t)) )

Horfr Pos,, (t) #m 58 AR ABE—MEEMRIORE, Pos, (t) Fon5 AR MA ST B .

LR LA, b R0 B SR 5 A AN P B BRI B, A P A B T L G
FREMOR IR MRE,  SINBENLEL B T DA GRAEDD R (R T S G B . (R B,
—ANBEHUBIEAR R 5] S0 R 0 B SR, 70 e A0S P B T RS, B Ak SR A e
-

3. BCHER) ZBERD BB AL EIE

ARSI 5INPT B SO WS T A M Sk S 2 R SR, B T SNAI AR R BT, IR
T ERICSCE T, IFAERHIE TR AT B BCH NN T RAE AN S0 2 18] (1 SRIBAE A D A R B — B0
MFRitE UCH HdfE B 1L 8 MEAKCRI R ALK 4 AN R 1 Bt SR RN SRE IV RS, SEIRZERRYT, &K
B L BAT A 70 Ok

3.1 EARTHRIY LIMF N EEE R

3.1.1. EARZTHSI CIMBRCEE

FEARMYD AR A S A R P T A B SR (Y 0] 8, Dy 1R VD Ee A RO A S0 T SR B AR i)
B, HTRERYD A B R U . EVIAR A AL B S, K RV A B R U, 2l st
Ab PR 5 AT 45 3] Bk Vb BSR4 4k 592 (Binary Sand Cat Swarm Optimization, BSCSO), Hy2: ) B A4k szl
W FrR.

TEFBERIIE AR, BENLAE RO RV R IvIsafr &, & R e — e BHh 0 50 1. WIghet
AL B A R 3 (8) s -

P, =randint(0,1) 8)

Horp By o5 | MRS j 4EP IOBUE . randint (0,1) %o 0 8K 1o

ELL B, WA R RS Ry R E, SR FEE SCER 18 8 FiAS[E (1) Sigmoid R %Y
(W=R(9)~(16) ) B H b e Al B B Btk [18]. BARIiHE AR = 17w,
1

Sl:S(X)Zm (9)
1

S,:8(x)= Lo (10)

5,:5(x)= 1+e17x/2 (11)
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84:S(x)=ﬁ (12)

wﬁum=%§ﬁmmywt (13)

V, :V (x) =[tanh ()| (14)

V3:V(x)=‘x/\/1+7 (15)

V, 1V (x)= %arctan [ng (16)

PN;Z{O, if Sig (P} ) <rand (0,1); an
1, otherwise.

Horh B AR B BAL ATV LRSS | AN IMASESS | 4EIHUE, Sig R ARIMEeE R EL PN AR E LG
WS | NMALESS | 4EMIRME, rand (0,1) F7r 0 3 1 2 (A BEHLEL .
3.1.2. B TEHI F IR B AL B R R 1 (5] R

HEAR Z BEA YD AR DA SR SRR AL 5 170 AL ) D AR 4 s «

Bk 1. BSCSO th{LHS

1: VB SH. BORIEAIREL iterpe TFRMPIREENEET . Wi
T R RV vy o

2: FIHARO)~Q7)FEEREAT I, EH 2.3 T RHE TR
BRI AT AR N AR PR3 B AR

3: while t <iter,, do

4 WEHGANMEREREE, TR E Pos, (t) K IS M fE 17
fEo

5.  for BAMREE do

6: ARMEFI I EIEE TN RENLA

7 HRAE A @) ISR T rg

8: if (abs |R| <1)

9: M AXE)FEHHMMEMALE

10: K FEHT G AL EARYE 2.1.1 5 P B HUL T VR AR I A B UL
11: WEEANMMERE N EE . WS MR, I
9Bk E Pos, (1) -

12: else

13: R AR FEH TN MEMALE .

14: KT G AL E RS 2.1.1 45 P BB T ER AN AL B S L.
15: TWEEANMEMNIEREE . RS AR, 00K I B
Syl E Pos, (1) -

16: end if

17:  endfor

18: t++

19: end while

XTI, AR AL T AR PR B B S I R SR RGN R, PRk I N R A
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G A I FC SR P E, RGO E A XN MK E e Rmaii g, AbthEE
R R E AL B ISR E

3.2. BN ZHBIPBMB MU ERHEERE X

3.2.1. PR

o AR 1 5 8 5 AU A R BT R MR S RE ST, (BRI SRE A7 4 45 5
NI . O T S Sik e R R/, AT 1 — Rl B esose e sl Rl 7 o e, 18
T A TR B AAUR S, S 7 R e R R

TEAR R B AN B B B AL B ¥ A~ U, SCSO  BvZd it BEALAR 51 AT B TEHT, XA B
SRAT LA 1B SR N SR fB e e, AHL R 2 S 3k i ISl B 18 . R FEARSE 1) . % PSO SRy okt
THINLE EHARBE A, FATIIAFE S5 S AR 27 ST B 75k, i 4wy de I o B A ) 3 e 10
BB LR 5 AL B R SR, IR T SR RS SOE .

(1) IR B i sk W S AL S s

L A BAT N AR B AN B, R B R R, R A AT AT R
Bl BRI R, BRI — A0 XS AT 3 DS 2R o T B i ik A 4 R AN e B B 18] 0 e 95
Je B REHEN].

HARQ) TR, RIBHGFEIEER DB AR, £R > 11, SR REE, FEAAR
WA R RS, MR < LI, BUERARGFNREF LS. HARQ) A, R MEEH g $UE,
HARG) AL, 1o FEEIRAEA IR 2 2Bt E 0. 1L SEPRAYD Al 28 Mt F b, sk
IR 1 (LA A0 I AS BTG A SR AT o AR SCHR T — Tl A B B 1) e S SR £ Semes , 6 55— B,
KL MR SN, FE58 B SR H R B v B S A 5, 5 AT AV DR SRS AH B
BT AL TR B, R T BRI AR RAE S, IR T SRRSO . RN F 1 1
A R (18) s :

Sy — Sy *t/itery,, if ry >1.2;

= 18
s 12ﬂgLZ*@(LZ—(Vne%MY),oﬂmnNEe (18)

Hoep sy E¥ N 2, kK FMEBON 3, t o HHTIEAIREL  iterna R FE I s S AREL.
(2) BINARS S B MDA 27 2] PR 1 SRS
M ANX@) TR, RO B, EE— A BEL G SO0 e A G B R, IR BT DR
UESVE UL EGR, A BN RRRI, ER N 2S5k SCE EER .. N 7RI — ],
AN T A RO B, A REA L% AR AN 42 R S I R 51 U B R ST . et Ja i o B S
K9 FR:
Pos(t+1) =T -(a*Pos,, (t) +(1—a) * Pos, (t)—rand (0,2)- Pos; (t)) (19)

BUE A a HBCE Y 0.9, H1C(L) AT &L, ¥ el AL B S 7 SR AT IR R BB, AR 2 P B 2%
TR, FIERERERIRZE . v T IMRELARWSICE L, Aok PSRRI, L0710 R — e M,
A5 AL, BATGIN TP wo A TINTREAN FOUEEE, GEs SEPRIVER BB ALME, FATTIAN
TR T ¢ oo BIEBEHINLE . R E A B4R B hr B 3L R 51 800 AL B SR, i
A BE s SR A L AL B SR ol R A E R A X (20)~21) Fron . 2 30(Q0) TR BB A &
ST, A1) Bl B B AL B T -
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@(Hl):wf-(a* Pos,. (t)+(1-a)* Pos, (t)—rand (0,1)- Pos; (t)) 0
+c1~rand(0,1)~(Posb( )— Pos, (t ))+c2 rand (0,1)- (Posp(t)—WSC(t))

Pos(t+1):w-(Posb (t)—F-Pos,,, -cos(6 )+Cl rand (0,1)- (Posb (t)— Pos, (t))
B (21)
+c¢, -rand (0,1)-(Posp (t)—Pos, (t ))

Hrp SRR w B BLE Y 0.9, 231 T s 6o MM E N 0.5, Pos, (t) &5 t U 195 A iR LA & .
K EIRPIRDHS RN B SR, RN ORI A A R R RE T I (R I BR S e BIGE 1

3.2.2. Byt il BB L BE SR B4 AE Ik R 0]
e i kD R RO AL S22 (Improved Binary Sand Cat Swarm Optimization, PBSCSO)R fif 411k
1) R DA AR a0 R BT s

Bk 2. PBSCSO fhfths

1: WIS E BIIEAREL itera BRI RBUEEET . WE
TR 5 L R RE T vy o

2: FIFARO)~A7) X REEAT I, (£ 2.3 37 IRHE TN
BRSO ST A I A A AN AR 1) 3 P

3: while t <iterp,y do

4 WHEHRANMEREREE, K 4R RAALE Pos, (t) AR E AL
i % Pos, (t) S Hih B B 747 .

5:  for HAMLE do

6: ARIEFAIEEIER AL E

7 MRAE A @) EHISA T rg

8: if (abs |R|<1)

9: R 2.2.1 FhARQLEHFNMMEAINLE

10: K FEHT G AL E RS 2.1.1 5 P B B TR AL B S UL .
11: MR 2.3 5 PARHIE T VAN R BOH EAEAN MR BE . RS 1)
AR, KB A AL Pos, (t)

12: else

13: R4 2.2.1 5 A X (20) E Jr A ME RIS E

14: WEFEHE AL ERYE 2.1.1 15 B HUL TR I AL B L.
15: R4 2.3 1 PARHE TSV R B0 BN MR RIE . RS 1)
AT, T I O R B Pos, (t) .

16: end if

17:  endfor

18: t++

19: end while

3.2.3. BUTRARAVISIE

MARIE UCT m 5 s B 8 A SR MRS v e, R AR VeI WK 3 Fon. M Ss BB BUE N
W R B S EL I R, 2.3 R RHIE TR O MR E R . BB BRI PAT
UHON 30 Wk, FREEIBEN 10, BOIEARRECN 100, 1 K-NN 433528 L% holdout BAiF )7 2Xx fifi ik
HRMRHIE TR REEATVEAY, K ME R E N 5.

1 fAE BSCSO Bk p kAl B 5| NFRT B Bk Wi Sk X1 g (Convergence Binary Sand Cat Swarm
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Optimization, CBSCS0)5 BSCSO &k L. {8 3.3 15 A IE TEE I PEN Fa b Pl b, o
AVG £/RI84T 30 TSI B L& N A P EME, AVGALL FoR7E 8 MG 4E b Be s B A8 17 1)
. MZERTLIEH CBSCSO 7 7 MR A F R, HAETE HIRE LI PR . SIA
&t PR R Y BB 1) SR UL S 7 SR s A K, RERS ISR BVE I AR R Ae 1, FRBNEALIRRIE 4R

Table 1. The average of the optimal fitness values of the two algorithms

F 1 MMEENRIE N EENTHE

ELEITE RN fabr BSCSO CBSCSO
Breastcancer AVG 0.037 0.036
BreastEW AVG 0.062 0.060
HeartEW AVG 0.169 0.168
Lymphopgraphy AVG 0.177 0.176
SpectEW AVG 0.164 0.165
lonosphereEW AVG 0.149 0.148
WineEW AVG 0.068 0.058
Zoo AVG 0.089 0.080
AVGALL 0.114 0.111

7 2 AE BSCSO By AR b5 Nt 225 =) BRI A %0 =) A+ 3K i (Study Binary Sand Cat Swarm
Optimization, SBSCSO)-5 BSCSO HiL L. HA AVG KIRIEAT 30 IR BT 15 13 B B AR WS 1A iR
B -T5ME . SR AT LIE H SBSCSO £ 8 M #aS FRILA L, ULIIA IR 1 5] A e 22 > R+
1) SR B R 8 2 i RE USRI B, SRR B s R AFAE T2 .

Table 2. The number of iterations when the fitness values of the two algorithms converge

® 2. MME RSN E AW ENEROR

I EITE N EiEg BSCSO SBSCSO
Breastcancer AVG 39.2 26.4
BreastEW AVG 28.4 19.2
HeartEW AVG 45.7 40.8
Lymphopgraphy AVG 39.3 32.6
SpectEW AVG 51.1 40.5
lonosphereEW AVG 41.0 33.7
WineEW AVG 33.0 26.4
Zoo AVG 29.0 234

3.3. S AEFEIFN R B
RN ERIRHEERE S, A TIREEENMRE, TRMEFET BB T, MUFEEE S EM
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YRR, B TPERAE TAEMILERE . BRI S B AR S BB AE N o AR AR AN S 0 AR AR S Ml e R A 2
2 TV ELAS SR B o A SO P S0k () — VD A AL S AL T4, FIAREMEDN 1 BR 0 /0%
FEAE R TP P, 51N K-NN 2328850 E 20 2R HERA R, /03 T —FioB AHE AR FOVR I B B X (22) BT

SelNum Y (1-1(X;Y))

feature_val =0.98 « ERate + 0.01* ————+0.01*
Sum SelNum

M ERate FR 20 JSMIAHRER, SelNum o #lidk v I RFE 148 (B B8 B ik S R AR A 1) hAs e I H
Sum FoRBIEE P RMERE . 10GY) RN B E T R RFE A5 2 18] A5 H . fEr 3SR, 2y uE
B R AR bRAE, K 2R EHR R A E R B N 0.98, HRFE-T-48 1 45 B AR AE AN 51 22 18] ()
AR E ¥ E N 0.01.

4, SIS RER DR

4.1. R TE

i H python 4 5L, MFRiE UCH Bdfs ARG 8 MFE AU AR AIE A5 35 AN [ ) B R ok Mk B vk
MItERE. %3 @il T HERSEM AN, FHMHENEE . FANEE. JOEE.

(22)

Table 3. Data set introduction

3. BURENR

EVE /AR R ESRIRIZE6=x FEAH R Bl 6
Breastcancer 9 699 2
BreastEW 30 569 2
HeartEW 13 270 2
Lymphopgraphy 18 148 4
SpectEW 22 267 2
lonosphereEW 34 351 2
WineEW 13 178 3
Z0oo 16 101 7

4.2. MRBEEREXSH

# PBSCSO 5 GA. BPSO [19]. BGWO [20]. BSCSO Xftt, i KNN 432545 L& holdout Z&1iF ]
77 FOOF IR H SR BAFAE T BRI ML REEAT DAL, K IMERE A 5. TOMEER RRENEMAIAFIEFECN 10, &
KIEARKEH 100, FIEIBITIRBCN 30. GA ik XMEZ4 0.9, A RMAEN 0.1. PSO HikthikE
PPERCE w o 1.0, 23 F ¢, = ¢, = 1.8, BSCSO £ & i [l 5 B N[0, 360].

Brutz 4k, £ BSCSO Hikrib A & sttt AR AR (9)~(16)H 8 AN [H] e 4 ki 24,
T &5 R B i (e e R BH T PBSCSO e

4.3. N EIR

> RAER R G R URHIE T M YE AR RPN 48 hs 5 HM 1) 4 PR e AL SV T
e, EB] PBSCSO By 2tk
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(1) 7r2EuEm =
I3 RUERRZ 2 4y RIETR I FEARR S REAR S Le ), R P & R 0] b VPN e s . 4 K HER
A XA (23) Fr:
j
avgAcc = EZMW
Forpr K R B HIHAT RS, N Fom l TRAEMREAR B8R, O R i3 8%, RyFIRH KL
fRI2EhR25 . compare K 55240 HH A5 21 10 B AR A5 5 2dls i) SRR S REAT XS b, ARARIR N 1, AFN 0.
(2) &EMEAE
W AR B =, it o REHERG . R TR LR L . RN R IR AR G . SR
PAT KK, SR IRIAT 76 J5 P sRAF 1 S A7 B IS R AR I~ 3ME,  tH A = (24) s :
SeINum+ *Z(l—l(X;Y))

. 1 «—«
avgFit=—> . w, * ERate + w, * W,
g K 2 2 Sum 3 SelNum

Y. ,compare(O;,R; ) (23)

(24)

Horh K RRFRRMMPAT RE, wy Ros 70 SRR P A IBCGE, BUEDY 0.98, w, Fon AL 2R M 4E L P i
MR, HUE 0.01, ws RoROEH RHEAN SR B ARG E, BUE Y 0.01. ERate &on7r3K
MR EE, SelNum Frntiid v IRHE FARM4ERE, Sum JNARFIERIRECH , 10GY) Rk sh R e
R T A R

(3) HAURFIETERAILESE

B RFAIE T4 A 4 2 A2 BROGE ARG RS TPk R FORFIE TAR BN 1 BRHIER M. SERUT
KR, SREFE TR R, AR (25)FrR:

avgSize = %Z:ilsize( f,) (25)

Horh K RnBRR AT B, £ 80m 3 | IRBAT PNIE H FRFIE 748, size(fi) R Fridk ) BORFAE TSR IO ZESE
4.4. SKHSTHR

AR EMARFEMSEAER 3 o 8 FORFIR UCH $idi4E Fdkir 7 30 ST EE S, % 4 2
BSCSO HikrE 8 Pl Hd 48 A )\ AN 5] 1) 46 bR B B 2445 BT 4 RUERA 2 101 L . o AVG
INIBAT 30 PRI 73 RUER R WP 4ME, STD R HX RIAr#EZ, AVGALL Fn1E 8 MRS Eor
U F3ME, STDALL RoRTE 8 MEHHLE Ly HEi R br il Z 0PI . NS RTUEH, &
SRAE 3 54 bR BOIEAT BB AEA AR 4 L RBUFAR Y, EHE B MR R P E R, Xt
FRFISHESE E A TRIE TR B A T M A DRIk, RHY Sy UL s BT B Bk, TR %
PR T LLR PBSCSO Hr b Fe i B 1 5k

7 5 /& PBSCSO 5 H & (MU Rl Bk 7 R UErf R i b, Horf AVG RIRIZAT 30 AT 43 Kk f
(¥, STD FonHXTNMFRIEZ, AVGALL FRNTE 8 MEHEEE 117 FHErfi 2 1) 3{H, STDALL
FORTE 8 MEHHAE L4 K MER R ARHE Z 1 FIE . NS R ATLIE H, BGWO 7E Breastcancer A5 4 -
KI5 i, BSCSO 1 BreastEW F1 lonosphereEW ##fi 45 & I i, PBSCSO fE Breastcancer. HeartEW.
Lymphopgraphy. SpectEW. WineEW I Zoo %44 bR ILHS 2 i 47 (1), 7E BreastEW £ lonosphereEW %%
PEEE E I RIUIR T AR AT GAL BPSO Al BGWO, ASCHEH ¥ PBSCSO vk HIRFIEZEFEHL
HIAE R 2 HE 52 BT LE— P I TH 0 RO RCR . BRBAAE T RHIEE SRR, PBSCSO REfEA R
B R AE B, R B ARAFE T2
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Table 4. Classification accuracy of BCSCSO algorithm under eight conversion functions

3% 4. BSCSO HUAT 8 ML MAB TN K ERERREITEE

ELEITE RN Eizga S1 S2 S3 sS4 V1 V2 V3 \Zi
AVG 0.961 0.958 0.960 0.963 0.963 0.964 0.958 0.951
Breastcancer
STD 0.008 0.010 0.012 0.014 0.012 0.015 0.009 0.010
AVG 0.938 0.942 0.946 0.932 0.937 0.933 0.938 0.936
BreastEW
STD 0.010 0.013 0.019 0.011 0.011 0.019 0.014 0.016
AVG 0.804 0.801 0.793 0.781 0.766 0.741 0.766 0.765
HeartEW
STD 0.045 0.045 0.037 0.044 0.041 0.040 0.039 0.041
AVG 0.788 0.799 0.791 0.824 0.753 0.802 0.786 0.753
Lymphopgraphy
STD 0.070 0.062 0.042 0.048 0.043 0.044 0.066 0.045
AVG 0.793 0.808 0.801 0.807 0.791 0.783 0.780 0.787
SpectEW
STD 0.024 0.040 0.043 0.050 0.038 0.044 0.041 0.043
AVG 0.850 0.845 0.845 0.840 0.890 0.884 0.879 0.869
lonosphereEW
STD 0.023 0.040 0.042 0.042 0.038 0.033 0.037 0.031
AVG 0.907 0.907 0.914 0.896 0.907 0.920 0.907 0.912
WineEW
STD 0.022 0.038 0.040 0.026 0.028 0.021 0.033 0.024
AVG 0.841 0.867 0.896 0.883 0.835 0.845 0.861 0.880
Zoo

STD 0.062 0.057 0.062 0.074 0.076 0.031 0.050 0.072

AVGALL  0.860 0.865 0.868 0.865 0.855 0.859 0.859 0.856
STDALL 0.033 0.038 0.037 0.038 0.035 0.030 0.039 0.035

Table 5. The mean value and standard deviation of classification accuracy of the five algorithms

5.5 MEBECEN S I EMERN THEREREE

EAEITE T i Eizts GA BPSO BGWO BSCSO PBSCSO
AVG 0.961 0.959 0.965 0.960 0.965
Breastcancer
STD 0.015 0.015 0.010 0.012 0.010
AVG 0.936 0.934 0.929 0.946 0.942
BreastEW
STD 0.013 0.016 0.020 0.019 0.015
AVG 0.781 0.789 0.718 0.793 0.819
HeartEW
STD 0.054 0.060 0.085 0.037 0.049
AVG 0.777 0.754 0.748 0.791 0.811
Lymphopgraphy
STD 0.055 0.058 0.050 0.042 0.043
AVG 0.796 0.789 0.806 0.801 0.811
SpectEW
STD 0.041 0.045 0.038 0.043 0.034
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Continued
AVG 0.835 0.839 0.836 0.845 0.844
lonosphereEW

STD 0.034 0.032 0.031 0.042 0.033

AVG 0.916 0.915 0.924 0.914 0.926

WineEW

STD 0.026 0.031 0.045 0.040 0.034

Z00 AVG 0.876 0.876 0.893 0.896 0.903

STD 0.056 0.057 0.064 0.062 0.048

AVGALL 0.859 0.856 0.852 0.868 0.877

STDALL 0.036 0.039 0.042 0.037 0.033

I3 FER F 2 A B Ay SR I FE K PR RE (M I L 1 48R, AN 5 WTLAE HH, PBSCSO 7EAN A #i 4 b ik
ITRHE TR IR R 0PI uE 2 e i PIbRUEZE B/, X R I8 H PBSCSO S92 I RF AL BEHL (1 732
ROR e o B E R E

7% 6 /& PBSCSO 5 H At 1) DU FP S5 3E R I b, Hod AVG RoRig4T 30 P11 St id B FE AR
fF24ME, STD Fom Hof L RIFRHEZE, AVGALL FRIRAE 8 M EdE 4R b ii& B EAE 172416, STDALL %
TNTE 8 NEHRSE b 113E L AR AEZ [ P35 MH . MEE AT LLE H, BPSO 7E WineEW # 445 FR I 4T,
BSCSO 7 HeartEW %44 & Bl i 4f , PBSCSO 7 Breastcancer. BreastEW. Lymphopgraphy. SpectEW.
lonosphereEW #1 Zoo %4 - RILAR & f 4P 111, 7 WineEW 1 HeartEW % 4 - R I T et fE
HILLE T GA. BPSO Fll BGWO, ZSCHEH 1) PBSCSO Hi% IR M L 7 K 2 Bt g b #B AT ik
— DR EER SRR /T, YT TRMIE L #ERT, PBSCSO RefSE H B RAFAE ¥4 . AHLL T BSCSO,
AR ) PBSCSO SHRAE KB 73 B S o L FEAE AR, 1 AR SCHR HH 1R e B 1 e WAL 85 R -1 55
&S W, BRI R SRR T .

Table 6. The mean value and standard deviation of the optimal fitness values of the five algorithms
6.5 MEEMSEMEN EENEHERIMVEE

AR AR Eizts GA BPSO BGWO BSCSO PBSCSO
AVG 0.037 0.036 0.041 0.037 0.036
Breastcancer
STD 0.003 0.004 0.004 0.003 0.003
AVG 0.062 0.063 0.074 0.062 0.061
BreastEwW
STD 0.007 0.007 0.010 0.009 0.006
AVG 0.185 0.181 0.255 0.169 0.174
HeartEW
STD 0.021 0.016 0.053 0.015 0.018
AVG 0.186 0.179 0.217 0.177 0.171
Lymphopgraphy
STD 0.019 0.023 0.027 0.024 0.020
AVG 0.164 0.163 0.176 0.164 0.156
SpectEW
STD 0.019 0.018 0.025 0.014 0.012
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JATfit, FENg

Continued
AVG 0.144 0.150 0.160 0.149 0.141
lonosphereEW
STD 0.013 0.013 0.020 0.013 0.020
AVG 0.066 0.059 0.080 0.068 0.064
WineEW
STD 0.011 0.010 0.019 0.011 0.010
AVG 0.101 0.093 0.123 0.089 0.088
Z00
STD 0.016 0.015 0.034 0.009 0.014
AVGALL 0.118 0.115 0.112 0.114 0.111
STDALL 0.018 0.013 0.024 0.012 0.012

Y& FEAE 27 G 7% B84y S R I 20 R P Ik HH SR BB AR IE AR 4R, Mk 6 W LU, PBSCSO fE
AR FIEATRAE T AR PR P& N A /N ~PIIbRiEZE i/, xR PBSCSO Hi% 1) 5
e fe 71 i L cAa e

1JRTE 8 PN 4 LRI 5 FloAS[R] ff) 509275 38 0 S AR AE T4 I B~ 38 175 I A1 BRSO
BGWO FI BSCSO #lt, PBSCSO 7E K Z A4 I IMHRHIE FAEMI4E S # 2 5/, FI GA FHEL, BFh
SURAE 8 MHEAE EIRHETAR M 4E AR — 8. WS RATCUE H, AT H K PBSCSO HILREIETE IR
UE RUEMZERIRTHE T, A R0 BRIt i S R ARRAE T AR 4R

2k LATR, PBSCSO HEREMSTESRUFAFIE T A4 RU/NMUTE L R s R k2, 32 AR r4y
fEFHE. B PBSCSO Hik F T R AR fIE G 43¢ 1] 8 B A A i IR 25 R

7TF

B Breastcancer 5.0k IEEl BreastEW
oL .
5L 12.5 |-
e i
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IRl S g hor
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