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The Effect of Variable Selection on Deep Learning Regression and

Classification Problem

Seung Jae Lee

Department of Artificial Intelligence Convergence, The Graduate School,
Pukyong National University

Abstract

In predictive analysis, traditional variable selection methods or penalized
regression are mainly used to solve the problem of multicollinearity
between explanatory variables in regression analysis. In this study, we
evaluate how these variable selection methods or penalized regression
using real—world data affect model evaluation measures or the speed of
computer computation, and compare how the effect of variable selection

depends on the size of the data or input variables.

keywords : Deep learning, regression problem, classification problem,

variable selection, penalized regression
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2.2 Turbine dataset
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2.3 Pima dataset
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2.4 Adult dataset

Adult glolE AL 15702 W=el 32561709 AARIAR FAEH 9

omn, 14719 JERFE F3to] A A5 #97F 50,0008 E dEAE

age
workclass T8 @7 A F) — EFa™
e fnlwgt ¥ °1]""7]’?5';‘] | B
education J—J’_%Al (=91%)

education-num | S5 (55F F)
marital_status | 7 &4 H (T71A] W)
oécupation 49 (14744 1)
relationship | ¥ (<, AU, W, WI7ES, 7)ek W E)

race ?l%ﬁ?]‘zl W)
sex 43, 44)
capital_gain Aol 715 (FA%) y
capital__loss AuEy 72 S k) . b N
hours_per_w:—;‘ek 7—; S FL%"] g (A 5§) 4
o Rl JEA] HE
Zew wage A5 29 (> 50K, < 50K )
% 2.4.1 (Adult HelEHA) ©FET

—

Adult Hlo]E] Aol workclass, occupation, native_country W<ol 2}
7k 1,836, 1,843, 58370 A5A& xdstal QoA AT AAY o
A A AA'EATE AQstal Mg A ASHA] gkt webA JIAE AL
MF7E 32,56171 14 30,16270 & it
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$ LASSO WHFAE Falol WMEE A™sd F 1049 WF age,
workclass, education_num, marital_status, relationship, race, sex,
capital_gain, capital_loss, hours_per_week”7} A &=t}

AE Y s A% ulEs 23S % 2419 gk

¥ 2.4.1 (Adult HolHA) AT ABT a2 AT
Zuj A A%

b N s
24 < (Hidden layer) < 1
7} 2 (Weight) % 7] %k U(-0.01, 0.01)
Optimizer &+ SGD
=2 %= (Output node) &4 F57F Softmax
S 4Yw- = (Hidden node) < 5
| %] =7] (Batch Size) 20
g% & (Learning rate) 0.001
2 d® (Momentum) 0.9
g2 W& 4= (Number of Iterations) 100
243} 3t4 (Activation Function) sigmoid

AS AAZT shES A% 2uEsES A ¢ AR JERHSTE
B ol gstE Aok WAy 9 US| AE Foto] AdYE YT =
& o]&st= Aol i A AT AAES sEsiglth a9 242+
ME e g HolE 100715 F3 48R AAE AHEete] gEd
10071 =3, @A HRE Sato] AEE wWFES Abgste] g5
100709 28 28jar LASSO A3+ WHs Foto] A9d Wasss

20



ARE-ste] stEdh 100709 B9 Zhztel] dhel] HlAE ElolE 1007HE ©]&

.
ol Ta HRES AUC @59 BEE vo|&d agow ek u)

1
1.0

;

0 8
AUC
07 08

08

T T T
v ! : DNN(&t2:%5) DNN(LASSO siz=418) DNN(Stepwise #-415)
DNN(z=515) DNN(LASSO #44%4)  DNN(Stepwise #i4:41%)
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i 2x107 1%, 0.022 x 10" "B 2 gho] ysith webs 3744 &

FE Aol Aol Aot Aee ¢ F An AFFEA SR Scheffe,
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¥ e E 2429

o

Bonferroni, Tukey ©t=Hlnw AAES $3Y3t

2.4.37 #Skt.
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AE ARG 2 B HI= s
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Al 3% "9 37 B 7 TACAM e

489 9F - A AR B

2 Fodes B BAE ugFs 21339 A5 E o] g35te] AF Al
&S SIS W oAl SCAD, MCP, LASSO W43z Adug dyss
ste o REo] Alsy s g8 At ojyd JTS wx=x] thE

Ao A AbEE wakd AEE= M FREZ X 3.1 #AAESITH

% 3.1 2x49 A5 74 9 =4

A8 olF =4 BT e 7l = A
Leukemia i 7,129 72 Golub -&(1999)
Prostate w5 12,600 136 Singh & (2002)
Colon =5 2,000 62 Alon 5 (1999)
Breast cancer =5 22,215 188 Neve “5(2006)

3.1 Leukemia dataset

Leukemia HIo|HAS 54 Wdw 2 7279 o2 FH v 7129719

o

A e dgolgE pAEY k. &, 7,129709 -3 2 X
b 72718 AA"AR FAE glow, 7129719 JEHHFE F3H

TY YIAy wEy aae 34 3EY Ay 848
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TAE tETE Leukemia HolE A2l WSl et Ay 17 3.1.1¢]
A A BT
ol & 4= ol
2 4 - 7,129709] A4 BE HolE
V7129
EYus V7130 0:34 F=ayg B8y, 1: F4 549 98y

7% 3.1.1 (Leukemia H|°]EAl) WA

SIS ®WHelx SCAD ®HA3AE o] &std

V2597, V4196, V48477} A€ s 11 MCP HAIAEZ ol &
W V1144, V48477 AEEw LASSO HAIAE o] &

Z 4719

W V1144, V2684, V4847, V68557F A& H T,
AE ART g5 st 2rES 432 & 3.1.13 2.
¥ 3.1.1 (Leukemia Ho|HA) AT AFF &5S 9
Zuj7iHS 43
Z 7 s

4 = (Hidden layer) < 1
7} A (Weight) =7 %k U(-0.01, 0.01)
Optimizer &+ SGD
=3 %= (Output node) &5 F57F Softmax
24y y-= (Hidden node) —’F 20
%] =7] (Batch Size) 5
8}% & (Learning rate) 0.001
2dg (Momentum) 09
St HbS —’F (Number of Iterations) 150 ~ 400
43} 34 (Activation Function) sigmoid
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gtco] s 0.259, 0.131, AUCe] wisiAE 0.256, 0.2300] &t
b e 47K BEE Al o] Aol SAHCRE 2% Aol) e
4 F Sl

Oheo® I3 3.1.32 AR g g% dolE 100715 S 999
AANE AFgste] sh5d 100702 28, SIS W el SCAD 43
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oft

W = l
&

Time(®H& A1)

T T T T
DNN(=4%%)  DNN{SCAD #44%)) DNN(MCP u24%) DNN(LASSO &sys)
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2 17 (F91:2) o EAAC® Fon|gh Zol7t
AEA Bs] S8 FAHEA W Kruskal-Wallis <918 #2492 79
FF 5% FAT A p-ghol A 21071, 0.022 x 107 MR 22
ol vtttk whebA 4744 B E Ateld] g dn AIRE (bReix) 2 At
o7} U&& & F 9} AFFHEA © 2 Scheffe, Bonferroni, Tukey U=

e AAE R A3 v 3 3.1.29 @sth

£ 3.1.2 (Leukemia El°|E|Al) 3t &FE AIZF (F9:2)o] gt
Scheffe, Bonferroni, Tukey U=H| 2 A3}

_ g Bt st 48 Az
g N3P EY gE e
DNN (LASSO WA =) 7.509 a
DNN (MCP ¥ 441 H]) 7.365 b
DNN (SCAD WA H) 5.592 c
DNN (H534) 3.068 d
Leukemia HloE|A9 29 4% A4% BEe stxd o guss
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3.2 Prostate dataset

Prostate Hjo|EAlS AP AFF 2 77897 AAF 2 597 0 F H g

vk 12,600709 A wd dglolH=E FAFE Y &, 12,60071¢]

FAz dd PRSP 136719 JAA'ARE FAE ] 9lon, 12,6007
o AYWUFE Fato] ARNEY el A4 BAE BRI BF BA
£ WET Prostate HOJE[AS] WgEo] Tk A2 19 3.2.1 A4
ahieh
pkiny ~ 12,6007 ¢l 3=} W&l go]E

V12600
Zew2 V12601 0: 48 1: AHHAEY

19 3.2.1 (Prostate H|o|EA) WHFHAH

SIS WHelA SCAD WHA3FE ol&std < 471 W V4483,
V10431, V11052, V112007} d&iea MCP 437 & olg3std & 2
7Nl W V4483, V110527F AEEm LASSO HH 375 ol&std F
6702 W< V4483, V6151, V8610, V10431, V11052, V112007}F A ¥

et
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e A% 2vi/ie A4S & 3.2.19% 2.

¥ 3.2.1 (Prostate Ho|EA) AF AR &S 93 2u/is 23

Zuf ¥ s

24 %= (Hidden layer) < 1

7} A (Welght) 7 %k U(-0.01, 0.01)

Optimizer ¥ SGD

=9 == (Output node) &4 =7 Softmax

S 4Yw-© (Hidden node) < 20

W] %] =7] (Batch Size) 5

8l 5 (Learning rate) 0.001

2d® (Momentum) 0.9

8k2= ¥lE 4= (Number of Iterations) 100 ~ 600

g3} 34 (Activation Function) sigmoid
4% AR Hes A% FAAESES 39 F Ao QHwss
BT o]l &3t Af9 SIS WHelA 3F/Fe HAsAE Fsle] A=A
AMFES o et Aol bl 247 A% AARE SeaAch 19
3.2.2 A 92 s dolE 100715 S gl dAES AR
skt 100702 2y ¥ SIS #HelA SCAD HA 34 WHS &sto] A
gy \EES Abgsle] 53 100719 238, MCP HA3 4 WS &
sto] deEld WeES AFEste kst 100719 7813 LASSO |
A3 WS Foto] AgE WaEsS AFEste] g5 100718 28 7}
zte| dis] Bl2~E doJH 10071& ol&3ste]l 73 Hg=<el AUC #E9
BES wol&d Tgow UEi. volgw 199 AAEe Asus)
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o thaids 2x 107, 0.022 x 107 “BT ZS gho] ugtar, AUCe
A= 247 x 10716, 7.59 x 107 57F gt whebr] 4711 B8 E Alo] 9
Aol sAACRE Fost Aol7l Sles & F AT AR
Scheffe, Bonferroni, Tukey U=Hlnw #HAL F333 A}

3.2.2, ¥ 3.2.3, 3 3.2.49%} 7oyt

1%

o

A

£
oo
=5

£ 3.2.2 (Prostate Hlo]E]Al) A& x| o3t Scheffe th=vln A3}

A% NAY 73 Bt A% RS
DNN (A5 A) 0.876 a
DNN (LASSO W 2dd]) 0.834 b
DNN (SCAD W 41H) 0.807 bc
DNN (MCP WA E) 0.784 C

E 3.2.3 (Prostate H|°|EAl) A& =9 thdt Bonferroni, Tukey
gsHn 23

A% 133 v 3 A ARE ad
DNN (=2 A) 0.876 a
DNN (LASSO WH2dd]) 0.834 b
DNN (SCAD W28l 0.807 c
DNN (MCP WA =) 0.784 c

¥ 3.2.4 (Prostate H|°]E]|A) AUC®] gt Scheffe, Bonferroni, Tukey
OsHln 23

A AAEY 2Y B3+ AUC Ak
DNN (H =2 4) 0.948 a
DNN (LASSO W<=4d]) 0.938 a
DNN (SCAD W=l 0.908 b
DNN (MCP W) 0.893 b
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T 5%l Fd A3} p—gho]l ZA7F 2107, 0.022 < 107 MR A2
ol ustth, meta] 4712 B35 Afole sk okm AIE (HHEix)S A
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¥ 3.2.5 (Prostate "l°o]g|Al) 8¢ &85 A|7F (F9]: %)) tidt Scheffe,
Bonferroni, Tukey T}=8H|n A3}

s AAY 2 st bm A7 (HE9)ix) Ehas
DNN (MCP W44 #) 20.67 a
DNN (LASSO WH=A19) 20.36 a
DNN (SCAD ®H5XAH) 19.89 b
DNN (M52 A)) 3.854 C
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EE e

Sk
5
g 3] 4y

Z_

S9 AUC # %, A%l U 253 HAAs 85 48 A w3 4
G5 B AgEel G50 S W 0 BPSH vd FFHOL 5

W owEs shEre Stelssin,

3.3 Colon dataset

Colon HlolEI M2 thaget ehak 4073} A7ds F7d €At 22 0257 H
W2 2,00070e) A 2 dlolHE A E St F, 2,00070]
Az B FAHFe) 62719 AARAR FAE] glow, 2000719 ¢
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SIS "W elA SCADSF MCP HA3AE ol &3t F 3719 W V249,
V1895, V19357F Aeix]1 LASSO HAZAE o]&std F 3719
V117, V249, V7657 A& =},

A% AR A5 A% EAES 4P E 3.3.15%

¥ 3.3.1 (Colon H°IHA) HF AA® &S fg 2uAHs 43
EL ML s
$ Y= (Hidden layer) <= 1
71% % (Weight) = 7] % U001, 0.01)
Optimizer <% SGD
=2 == (Output node) & F7F Softmax
%‘J,LE (Hidden node) & 20
vl x| =7] (Batch Size) o
&% (Learning rate) 0.001
24 ® (Momentum) 0.9
o5 ‘%’_”—iv *’F (Number of Iterations) 150 ~ 500
243} 3t4 (Activation Function) sigmoid
HE AAT Seg d8 WAEEES 498 F AR dPuss
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o fsiAE 0.415, 0.201, AUCS disiA+E 0.005, 0.0020] 1}k
o}, webA 37F4 RPE Abole] AFgmels TARORE fold 27t 9l
ARk, AUCel= AFol7F las & 5 Ak ARRA O R Scheffe,
Bonferroni, Tukey UEHw AAS 33t A3 vf3 % 3.3.29F 73k
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ANE ALY 2 B3 AUC At
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HE 3.3.3 (Colon HIo|HA) st 7 AIZF (F9:%) o] A3k Scheffe,
@ A

Bonferroni, Tukey ©&H] I}
_ Het g g5 A7
Az AT 2 (D;%:z) Ak
DNN (SCAD & MCP ¥H<AH) 7.361 a
DNN (LASSO WH<Ad) 5537 b
DNN (R4~ A)) 2.247 c

3.4 Breast cancer dataset

Breast cancer H|o|EAlL fHkel szt 7593 A 3k} 437 0 2 HE wE2

o
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22,215709 FAA 2d dolelz TAEY Stk &, 22215709 §34 2

TFAAF} 118719 AA-HAZ FAE glom, 22215719 dHHTE 55}

T kel AN A E Bk B TAlE vt} Breast cancer Ho|E
)

Ao WgEe] e A 1

o Vi
Lk ~ 22,215719] f-3 2 2 rloE
V22215
Zyys V22216 0: 8% &4, 1: fue 84
19 3.4.1 (Breast cancer Ho]EA]) WHyAY

SIS Wi A SCADSF MCP HASHAE o|&shd 1719 W4 V47527
A= LASSO HAEZAE o|&3td F 5708 W V4752, V7404,

V13543, V137957 A= €},
H% 9% Zups 49 3415 2ok

b

Al =
il

27

o Nr
1%

¥ 3.4.1 (Breast caner HIo|HAl) AF AAY st&S 93

ZujRS AF

Zuf ¥ ks
&4 & (Hidden layer) < 1
7} A (Welght) Z7) %k U(-0.01, 0.01)
Optimizer &+ SGD
=9 == (Output node) &84 7 Softmax
S4yw-© (Hidden node) < 20
wjx] =7] (Batch Size) S
3l<> & (Learning rate) 0.001
2dg (Momentum) 09
st ‘i% 4= (Number of Iterations) 30~ 200
g3l k4 (Activation Function) sigmoid
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o thal = 1.21 <107, 2.09 x 1077, AUCe] thair+= 2x 10710 KU}
22 3, 875 107 o] upgtth whebA 37HA] R E Abolo] A Eg)
AUCH= AR Aol7h 3las & o Utk AF$E4 2= Scheffe,
Bonferroni, Tukey U=Hlw HALS F33t A3y vt ¥ 3.4.2, =

3.4.3, ¥ 3.4.4%} 7ot}

3.4.2 (Breast cancer H|°|E]A) A x| 3t Scheffe

=
tEH L 23

A% AT 23 At Ao qd

DNN (LASSO W /dd]) 0.897 a

DNN (SCAD & MCPHFAH) 0.869 b

DNN (H =2 Al) 0.845 b

¥ 3.4.3 (Breast cancer H|o|EAl) A& X9 th3t Bonferroni, Tukey

= A=
é%ﬁo it 5 A A= Ak
DNN (LASSO W4 8) 0.897 a
DNN (SCAD & MCPH¥ 4= &) 0.869 b
DNN (WH =2 4) 0.845 c

¥ 3.4.4 (Breast cancer HI°|HAl) AUCe®| 3t Scheffe, Bonferroni,
Tukey vl 2%

A3 *J%' 7 2 B3 AUC Atk
DNN (LASSO ®<=48) 0.962 a
DNN (SCAD & MCP¥ 4= &) 0.942 b
DNN (H 2 4) 0.893 c

CEoR 1Y 343 A= oE g deld 10018 B dus
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ghol LhSith webq 370K REE Abold] st bR AIZE (W9]:%)
@ RAe Fud A e ® 3.4.59 2

¥ 3.4.5 (Breast cancer HI°|EHA) &< &8 AIZF (FY:x)of st
Scheffe, Bonferroni, Tukey T=H| 2 Z3}

A= XA 713 EE kL 2]tk

T o oo 9 (‘ﬂ'-ﬂi) H T
DNN (SCAD & MCP ¥4 H) 5.734 a
DNN (LASSO W44 =) 5.732 a
DNN (H 57 A)) 1.174 b

TE BT AFESY shgste A9k SIS W elA SCAD, MCP, LASSO
HASAE Fote] AgE WMFES AlEste] S5t A8 Huis
W JFE9 AUC #hEol TAFSE {Eek Ao]7h Ut LASSO 4
A3 AE Sote] AEE MFEES ARESte] ghgsh 3ol T E B3
d w7t HHA o R 3~5% %%, AUC T3t HEgHow 2~7% =
ath 28y g% g5 AIEE AA AFE ol gt Tudte AUt ¥
Ao 7bg w23 (1.174%), LASSO A3 AE 3l A &
FE= StHste 4$ (5.732%) 9 SCADS MCP HAIAE F3lo] A
By HEER shaets A9 (5.734%) & 2 Zo|7F fiSlth
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library (SIS)
library (gmodels)
library (tictoc)
library (vioplot)

data ('leukemia.train', package='SIS")
dim (leukemia.train)
# dim (leukemia.train): 38x7130

data ('leukemia.test', package='SIS")
dim (leukemia.test)
# dim (leukemia.test): 34x7130

leukemia_data <— rbind (leukemia.train, leukemia.test)
dim (leukemia_data)
# 72x7130

summary (leukemia_datal[, 1:15])
summary (leukemia_datal, 7115:7130])

# 2737 8t58 data set

# Train : Test = 8 : 2 YF7]. (100¥)

# seed & w7 100709 MZE thE train, test data set A
# listQ Aol A%

leukemia_train_x_list_num <— list()
leukemia_train_y_list_num <— list()

leukemia_test_x_list_num <— list()
leukemia_test_y_list_num <— list()

for(i in 1:100) {
set.seed (i)
train_index <— sample (1:nrow (leukemia_data), 0.8 * nrow (leukemia_data),
replace = FALSE)
leukemia_train_x_num <— leukemia_datal[train_index, 1:7129]
leukemia_train_y_num <— leukemia_data[train_index, 7130]

leukemia_test_x_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, 1:7129]
leukemia_test_y_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, 7130]

leukemia_train_x_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_train_x_num
leukemia_train_y_list_num[[i]] <— leukemia_train_y_num

leukemia_test_x_list_num[[i]] <— leukemia_test_x_num
leukemia_test_y_list_num[[i]] <— leukemia_test_y_num

53



HUHHHHHHAHHH

## NAY & ##
HHUHHBHUHHAHAHHH

# https://mxnet.apache.org/api/r Zil.
library (mxnet)

leukemia_model_list <— list()

leukemia_dnn_test_predict_list <— list(

leukemia_dnn_test_predict_label_list <— list()

leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_list <— list()

leuk@{néa_dnn_test_acc_list <= listO) # y_hat ¥ test data set® y & Accuracy A%
hSt % o

leukemia_dnn_exectime_list <— list()

leukemia_dnn_train_logger_list <— list()

leukemia_dnn_test_logger_list <— list()

leukemia_dnn_test_auc_list <— list()

for(G in 1:100){ # 1:100
leukemia_train_x_scale <— scale (leukemia_train_x_list_num/[[i]])
leukemia_test_x_scale <— scale (leukemia_test_x_list_num/[[i]])

leukemia_train_x_datamatrix <— data.matrix (leukemia_train_x_scale)
leukemia_test_x_datamatrix <— data.matrix (leukemia_test_x_scale)

leukemia_train_y <— leukemia_train_y_list_num/ [i]]
leukemia_test_y <— leukemia_test_y_list_ num[[i] ]

mx.set.seed(2020) # 7}5X 2713 1A,

input <— mx.symbol.Variable ("data")

fcl <= mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = input, num.hidden = 20) # Hyper
parameter : SY9YxE I

actl <— mx.symbol.Activation(data = fcl, act_type = "sigmoid") # Hyper
parameter : @43} ¢ FTF

fc2 <— mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = actl, num.hidden = 2) s

Iro <— mx.symbol.SoftmaxOutput(data = fc2) # Hyper parameter : &8 x=E 3+

2~ Z =2
T ST

tic O

logger <— mx.metric.logger$new ()
model <— mx.model.FeedForward.create (symbol = Iro, X =
leukemia_train_x_datamatrix, y = leukemia_train_y,
eval.data = list(data =
leukemia_test_x_datamatrix, label = leukemia_test_y),
ctx = mx.gpu(), num.round = 150,
optimizer = 'sgd', # Hyper parameter : iter 5, &3} 34+ FT7
array.batch.size = 5, learning.rate = 0.001,
momentum = 0.9, eval.metric = mx.metric.accuracy,
verbose = T, epoch.end.callback =
m);]caqlll%?ck.log.train.metric(1, logger)) # Hyper parameter : 8]X| A}o]=, sh&5E,
s

exectime <— toc(
exectime <— round(exectime$toc — exectimeS$tic, 5)

leukemia_model_list[[i]] <— model

leukemia_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]] <— predict(leukemia_model_list[[i]l],
leukemia_test_x_datamatrix)

leukemia_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[i]] <—
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max.col (t leukemia_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]])) — 1
leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]] <= CrossTable(x =
leukemia_test_y_list_num[[i]l], y = leukemia_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[i]])
leukemia_dnn_test_acc_list[[i]] <— (leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]]$t[1] +
leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_list [[i]1$t[4]) /
sum (leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i] ] $t)
auc <— performance (prediction( predict (leukemia_model_list[[i]],
leukemia_test_x_datamatrix) [2, ], leukemia_test_y_list_num/[[i]], label.ordering =
c(0, 1)), measure = "auc")
leukemia_dnn_test_auc_list[[i]] <= auc@y.values[[1]]

leukemia_dnn_exectime_list[[i]] <— exectime
leukemia_dnn_train_logger_list[[il] <— logger$train
leukemia_dnn_test_logger_list[[i]] <— logger$eval

}

leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist <— unlist(leukemia_dnn_test_acc_list)
leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist <— unlist (leukemia_dnn_test_auc_list)
leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist <— unlist(leukemia_dnn_exectime_list)

leukemia_dnn_train_logger_unlist <— data.frame(
matrix (unlist (leukemia_dnn_train_logger_list), ncol = 100))
leukemia_dnn_test_logger_unlist <— data.frame(
matrix (unlist (leukemia_dnn_test_logger_list), ncol = 100))

# AzpA A

# write (t (leukemia.dnn_test_acc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_DNN_result.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,

"~/leukemia_DNN_auc_result.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_DNN_time.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_dnn_train_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_DNN_train_logger.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_dnn_test_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_DNN_test_logger.txt")
leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <— data.frame ()
for(i in 1:100) {

for(j in 1:4){

leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist[i, j] <—

unlist Jeukemia_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]]$t) [j]

}

leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <— cbind(c(1:100),
leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)

colnames (leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist) <— c("iter","TN", "FN", "FP", "TP")
head (leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)

tail leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)

n

# write.table (leukemia_dnn_test_confusion_unlist, "~/leukemia_dnn_confusion.txt",

col.names = TRUE)

leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist <— read.table ("~/leukemia_DNN_result.txt")
leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist <— cbind (leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist, rep ("DNN (*H<=
AAD", 100))

names (leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist) <— c("Accuracy", "Model")

leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist <— read.table ("~/leukemia_DNN_auc_result.txt")

leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist <— cbind(leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist, rep ("DNN (4
FAA)N", 100))
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names (leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist) <— c("AUC", "Model")

leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist <— read.table ("~/leukemia_DNN_time.txt")
leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist <— cbind (leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist, rep ("DNN (4
FAAD", 100))

names (leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist) <— c("Time", "Model")

# Accuracy ¥3X ol
summary (leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist)

win.graph () .
boxplot (leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 4% 1,
249 x=E 20, (AAHES)",

xlab = "Iter = 150", ylab = "Accuracy"”, ylim = c(0, 1))

vioplot (leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 243 1, &
Hyx= 20, (dAESR)",

xlab = "Iter = 150", ylab = "Accuracy", ylim = c(0, 1))
points (mean (leukemia_dnn_test_acc_unlistfAccuracy), col = "red", pch = 17) #

mean A

# AUC &3 Z2l,
summary (leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist)

win.graph () 3
boxplot (leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 243 1,
24T 20, (AAHF)",

xlab = "Iter = 150", ylab = "AUC", ylim = c(0, 1)) B
vioplot (leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN &Y% 1, &
UxE 20. (FAER)",

xlab = "Iter = 150", ylab = "AUC", ylim = c(0, 1))

poillqts(mean(leukemia_dnn_test_auc_unlist$AUC), col = "red", pch = 17) # mean
A

# Time ¥ 3% &<l
summary (leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist)

win.graph ()

boxplot (leukemia_ dnn exectime_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 243 1,
SUvE 20, (AAHSF) AL,

xlab = "Tter = 150", ylab = "Time (&9 : )", ylim .= ¢ (0, 4)) )
vioplot (leukemia_dnn_exectime_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 243 1, &

Yt 20. (AAHSF) shEAIZE,
xlab = "Iter = 150", ylab = "Time (&$] : %)", ylim = c(0, 4))

poirllts(mean(leukemia_dnn_exectime_unliSt$Time), col = "red", pch = 17) # mean
T A

### 2. SIS W
### 2. SIS #
### 2. SIS W

A8 (leukemia data) ###
A8l (leukemia data) ###
A8 (leukemia data) ###

dim (leukemia_data)
# 72x7130

leukemia_data_x <— leukemia_data[ ,—7130]
leukemia_data_x <— data.matrix (leukemia_data_x)
leukemia_data_x <— standardize (leukemia_data_x)
leukemia_data_y <— leukemia_datal ,7130]

## SCAD ##
## SCAD ##
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## SCAD ##
leukemia_SIS_model_SCAD <— SIS (leukemia_data_x, leukemia_data_y, family =
'binomial', tune = 'bic', penalty = "SCAD",

perm = TRUE, q = 0.9, greedy = TRUE, seed = 31)

leukemia_SIS_model_SCAD
leukemia_SIS_model_SCAD$ix
leukemia_SIS_model_SCAD$fit$heta

## MCP #+#

## MCP ##

## MCP ##

leukemia_SIS_model_MCP <— SIS (leukemia_data_x, leukemia_data_y, family =
'binomial', tune = 'bic', penalty = "MCP",

31) perm = TRUE, q = 0.9, greedy = TRUE, seed =

leukemia_SIS_model_MCP
leukemia_SIS_model_MCP$ix
leukemia_SIS_model_MCP$fit$beta

## LASSO ##

## LASSO ##

## LASSO ##

leukemia_SIS_model _LASSO <— SIS(leukemia_data_x, leukemia_data_y, family =
'binomial', tune = 'bic', penalty = "lasso",

31) perm = TRUE, q = 0.9, greedy = TRUE, seed =

leukemia_SIS_model LASSO
leukemia_SIS_model_LASSO%$ix
leukemia_SIS_model_LASSO%fit$beta

## 7k AEEE WaE g
leukemia_SIS_model_SCADS®$ix # 1144 2597 4196 4847
leukemia_SIS_model_MCP$ix # 1144 4847
leukemia_SIS_model_ LASSO$ix # 1144 2684 4847 6855

### 2.1 SIS SCAD WA (leukemia data) § DNN ###
### 2.1 SIS SCAD WM& (leukemia data) § DNN ###
### 2.1 SIS SCAD HFM 9 (leukemia data) & DNN ## #
# 2737 8t58 data set

# Train : Test = 8 : 2 YF7]. (100¥)

# seed & W7 100709 A Z tE train, test data set A43.
# listQ Aol A%

—r

leukemia_SCAD_train_x_list_num <— list()
leukemia_SCAD_train_y_list_num <— list()

leukemia_SCAD_test_x_list_num <— list()
leukemia_SCAD_test_y_list_num <— list()

for(i in 1:100) {
set.seed (i)
train_index <— sample (1:nrow (leukemia_data), 0.8 * nrow (leukemia_data),
replace = FALSE)
leukemia_train_x_num <— leukemia_datal[train_index, c(1144, 2597, 4196, 4847)]
leukemia_train_y_num <— leukemia_datal[train_index, 7130]
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leul)i]emia_test_x_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, c(1144, 2597, 4196,
4847
leukemia_test_y_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, 7130]

leukemia_SCAD_train_x_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_train_x_num
leukemia_SCAD_train_y_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_train_y_num

leukemia_SCAD_test_x_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_test_x_num
leukemia_SCAD_test_y_list_num/[[i]] <= leukemia_test_y_num

HHUHHHHUHHAHHY

## NAQAY S ##
HUHHHHHAAHHY

# https://mxnet.apache.org/api/r Zil.
library (mxnet)

leukemia_SCAD_model_list <— list(

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_predict_list <= list(
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_predict_label_list <= list()
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_list <— list()
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_list <— list() # y_hat ¥} test data setq y =
Accuracy A& list €4

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_list <— list()
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_train_logger_list <— list()
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_logger_list <— list()
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_list <— list()

for(G in 1:100){ # 1:100
leukemia_SCAD_train_x_scale <— scale (leukemia_SCAD_train_x_list_num[[i]])
leukemia_SCAD_test_x_scale <— scale (leukemia_SCAD_test_x_list_num[[i]])

leukemia_SCAD_train_x_datamatrix <— data.matrix (leukemia_SCAD_train_x_scale)
leukemia_SCAD_test_x_datamatrix <— data.matrix (leukemia_SCAD_test_x_scale)

leukemia_SCAD_train_y <— leukemia_SCAD_train_y_list_num/[[i]]
leukemia_SCAD_test_y <— leukemia_SCAD_test_y_list_num{[[il]

mx.set.seed (2020) # 7}5A 27|13k 4.

input <— mx.symbol.Variable ("data")

fcl <= mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = input, num.hidden = 20) # Hyper
parameter : Y% E I

actl <— mx.symbol.Activation(data = fcl, act_type = "sigmoid") # Hyper
parameter : @43} g FFH

fc2 <— mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = actl, num.hidden = 2) B

Iro <— mx.symbol.SoftmaxOutput(data = fc2) # Hyper parameter : =8+ = 3t

o~ Z =
T ST

tic O

logger <— mx.metric.logger$new ()
model <— mx.model.FeedForward.create (symbol = Iro, X =
leukemia_SCAD_train_x_datamatrix, y = leukemia_SCAD_train_y,
eval.data = list(data =
leukemia_SCAD_test_x_datamatrix, label = leukemia_SCAD_test_y),
ctx = mx.gpu(), num.round = 300,
optimizer = 'sgd', # Hyper parameter : iter 5, &3} 34 FT7
array.batch.size = 5, learning.rate = 0.001,
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momentum = 0.9, eval.metric = mx.metric.accuracy,

verbose = T, epoch.end.callback = _
mx.]ce}ll%e\_lck.log.train.metric(1, logger)) # Hyper parameter : BJX] Alo] = sh&E,
L=

exectime <— toc()
exectime <— round(exectime$toc — exectimeS$tic, 5)

leukemia_SCAD_model_list[[i]] <= model
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]] <—
predict (leukemia_SCAD_model_list[[i]], leukemia_SCAD_test_x_datamatrix)
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[i]] <—
max.col (t (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]])) — 1
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]] <— CrossTable(x =
leukemia_SCAD_test_y_list_num[[il], vy =
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[i]])
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_list[[i]] <—
(leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_list [[i]]$t[1] +
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]]$t[4]) /
sum (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_list [[i]]1$t)
auc <— performance (prediction( predict leukemia_SCAD_model_list[[i]],
leukemia_SCAD_test_x_datamatrix) [2, 1, leukemia_SCAD_test_y_list_num/[[i]l],
label.ordering = c(0, 1)), measure = "auc")
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_list[[i]] <= auc@y.values[[1]]

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_list[[i]] <— exectime
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_train_logger_list[[il] <— logger$train
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_logger_list[[i]] <— logger$eval

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlist <— unlist(leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_list)
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist <— unlist leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_list)
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist <— unlist(leukemia_ SCAD_dnn_exectime_list)

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_train_logger_unlist <— data.frame(
matrix (unlist leukemia_SCAD_dnn_train_logger_list), ncol = 100))
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_logger_unlist <— data.frame (
matrix (unlist (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_logger_list), ncol = 100))

# A3A A

# write (t (leukemia_SCAD._dnn_test_acc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_SCAD_DNN_result.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,

"~/leukemia_SCAD_DNN_auc_result.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_SCAD_DNN_time.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_train_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_SCAD_DNN_train_logger.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_SCAD_DNN_test_logger.txt")
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <— data.frame ()
for(i in 1:100) {

for(G in 1:4){

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_unlist[i, j] <—

un}list (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]]1$t) [j]

+

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <— cbind(c(1:100),
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)
colna)mes(leukemia_SCAD_dnn_teSt_confusion_unlist) <— c("iter","TN", "EN", "FP",
HTP"
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col.names = TRUE)

head (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)
tail (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)
# write.table (leukemia SCAD_dnn_test confusion_unlist

~/leukemia_SCAD_dnn_confusion.txt
"Model")

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlist <— cbind(leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlist
"Model")

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlist <—
read.table ("~/leukemia_SCAD_DNN_result.txt")
2= e 100))
names (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlist) <— c("Accuracy", "Model")
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist <—_cbind<1eukem1a SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist

"Leukemia data. DNN
[CRB|
RS |

rep ("DNN(SCAD
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist <—
read.table ("~/leukemia_SCAD_DNN_auc_result.txt")
1E)", 100)) ‘
leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist <—.cbind(leukem1a SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist

D A
names (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist) <= c("AUC"
"red", pch

leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist <—
ie))",

main

c(0, 1))

2= x
Al
names (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist) <— c("Time

rep("DNN(SCAD
read.table ("~/leukemia SCAD_DNN_time.txt")
100))

win.graph ()
2494+ 20. (SCAD ¥
17) #

rep ("DNN(SCAD
Zd ey
Xlab = "[ter = SOO” ylab = "Accuracy", ylim = c(0, 1))
"Tter = 300" ! 1
points (mean (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlistfAccuracy), col
main
c(0, 1))

# Accuracy ¥3X &9l
summary (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlist)
boxplot (leukemia_SCAD_ dnn test_acc _unlist[1],
v1oplot(leukem1a SCAD_dnn_test_acc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN
20. (SCAD HEA )"
, ylab = "Accuracy", ylim
"Leukemia data. DNN &Y

,L 1,
’o— ly S_ —l—l—
) xlab =
17) # mean %A
# AUC 23 9l
summary (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist)
boxplot(leukemla SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist[1]
20. (SCAD HAE) "
"Tter = 300", ylab = ylim =
AD HZ=ATe) -
300", ylab = "AUC", ylim = c(0, 1))
_unli red", pch
Leukemia data. DNN
c(0, 9))

main = "Leukemia data. DNN &4

win.graph ()
"AUC”,
oplot (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN

1y \__ —I—J—
points (mean (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_test_auc_unlistfAUC), col

=
xlab =
vi
= 1, 24Yx=X 20. (SCAD
) xlab = "lter
mean A -
# Time X &<l

summary (leukemla SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist)

win.graph ()

boxplot(leukemla SCAD_dnn_ exectlme _unlist[1], main =

=1, Jy-T 20. (SCAD HEA =) 6‘]—/‘}\]7]—"

Xlab "Tter = 300", ylab = "Time (2] : )" ylim =
plot leukemia_SCAD_dnn exectime_unlist[l], in =
2495 20. (SCAD HagAE) S&HA|7H
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xlab = "Iter = 300", ylab = "Time (&t : %)", ylim
points (me]an (leukemia_SCAD_dnn_exectime_unlist$Time), col
mean %A

= ¢(0,
="r

9))
ed“ pch = 17) #

### 2.2 SIS MCP "1 ¥ (leukemia data) ¥ DNN ###
### 2.2 SIS MCP W49 (leukemia data) & DNN ###
### 2.2 SIS MCP "4 ¥ (leukemia data) ¥ DNN ###

vl

# 2747 8t54 data set

# Train : Test = 8 : 2 YF7]. (100¥)

# seed & v 7IH 100719 M Z t}E train, test data set 4.
# listQ Aol A%

leukemia_MCP_train_x_list_num <— list()
leukemia_ MCP_train_y_list_num <— list()

leukemia_MCP_test_x_list_num <— list()
leukemia_ MCP_test_y_list_num <— list()

for(i in 1:100){
set.seed (i)
train_index <— sample(1:nrow (leukemia_data), 0.8 * nrow (leukemia_data),
replace = FALSE)
leukemia_train_x_num <— leukemia_data[train_index, c(1144, 4847)]
leukemia_train_y_num <— leukemia_data[train_index, 7130]

leukemia_test_x_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, c(1144, 4847)]
leukemia_test_y_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, 7130]

leukemia_MCP_train_x_list_num[[i]] <— leukemia_train_x_num
leukemia_MCP_train_y_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_train_y_num

leukemia_MCP_test_x_list_num|[ [i]] <— leukemia_test_x_num
leukemia_MCP_test_y_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_test_y_num

HHHHHHHBHHHHH

##t NG S5 ##t
HHHHHHBHHHHH

# https://mxnet.apache.org/api/r ZFil.
library (mxnet)

leukemia_ MCP_model_list <— list()

leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_predict_list <— list()
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_predict_label_list <— list()
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_list <— list()

leukemia_ MCP_dnn_test_acc_list <— list() # y_hat ¥} test data set y &
Accuracy A& list &,

leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_list <— list()

leukemia_ MCP_dnn_train_logger_list <— list()
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_logger_list <— list()
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_list <— list()

for(G in 1:100){ # 1:100
leukemia_MCP_train_x_scale <— scale (leukemia_MCP_train_x_list_num/[[i]])
leukemia_MCP_test_x_scale <— scale(leukemia_MCP_test_x_list_num[[i]])

leukemia_MCP_train_x_datamatrix <— data.matrix (leukemia_MCP_train_x_scale)
leukemia_MCP_test_x_datamatrix <— data.matrix (leukemia_MCP_test_x_scale)
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leukemia_MCP_train_y <— leukemia_MCP_train_y_list_num/[ [i]]
leukemia_MCP_test_y <— leukemia_MCP_test_y_list_num/[[i]]

mx.set.seed(2020) # 7}5A 2713 1A,

input <— mx.symbol.Variable ("data")

fcl <= mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = input, num.hidden = 20) # Hyper
parameter : SY9Y%E I

actl <— mx.symbol.Activation(data = fcl, act_type = "sigmoid") # Hyper
parameter : 43} I+ FH

fc2 <— mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = actl, num.hidden = 2) )

Iro <= mx.symbol.SoftmaxOutput(data = fc2) # Hyper parameter : 8- %

>~ Z =
T ST

ot

tic O

logger <— mx.metric.logger$new ()
model <— mx.model.FeedForward.create (symbol = Iro, X =
leukemia_MCP_train_x_datamatrix, y = leukemia_MCP_train_y,
eval.data = list(data =
leukemia_MCP_test_x_datamatrix, label = leukemia_MCP_test_y),
ctx = mx.gpu(), num.round = 400,
optimizer = 'sgd', # Hyper parameter : iter 5, &3} 4 F37
array.batch.size = 5, learning.rate = 0.001,
momentum = 0.9, eval.metric = mx.metric.accuracy,
verbose = T, epoch.end.callback =
m);]canlllt%?ck.log.train.metric(1, logger)) # Hyper parameter : 8]X| A}o]=, st&E,
=
Al .

exectime <— toc() } ;
exectime <— round(exectime$toc — exectimeS$tic, 5)

leukemia_MCP_model_list[[i]] <— model
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]] <—
predict (leukemia_ MCP_model_list[[i]], leukemia_MCP_test_x_datamatrix)
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[i]] <—
max.col (t leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]])) — 1
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]] <— CrossTable(x =
leukemia_MCP_test_y_list_num/[[il], y =
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[il])
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_list[[i]l] <-—
(leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i{]1$t[1] +
leukemia_ MCP_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]1$t[4]) /
sum (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_list [[i]]$t)
auc <— performance (prediction( predict (leukemia_MCP_model_list[[il],
leukemia_ MCP_test_x_datamatrix) [2, ], leukemia_MCP_test_y_list_num/[[i]],
label.ordering = ¢(0, 1)), measure = "auc")
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_list[[i]] <= auc@y.values[[1]]

leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_list[[i]] <— exectime
leukemia_MCP_dnn_train_logger_list[[i]] <— logger$train
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_logger_list[[i]] <— logger$eval

leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_unlist <= unlist(leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_list)
leukemia_ MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist <— unlist(leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_list)
leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist <— unlist (leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_list)

leukemia_MCP_dnn_train_logger_unlist <— data.frame (
matrix (unlist leukemia_ MCP_dnn_train_logger_list), ncol = 100))
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leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_logger_unlist <— data.frame (
matrix (unlist (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_logger_list), ncol = 100))

# AFAZ

# write (t leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_MCP_DNN_result.txt")
# write (t leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,

"~/leukemia_MCP_DNN_auc_result.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_MCP_DNN_time.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_MCP_dnn_train_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_ MCP_DNN_train_logger.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_ MCP_dnn_test_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_ MCP_DNN_test_logger.txt")
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <— data.frame ()
for(i in 1:100){

for(j in 1:4){

leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist[i, j] <—

unlist Jleukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_list [ [i]]1$t) [j]

}

leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <= cbind(c(1:100),
leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)
colna)mes(leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist) <— c("iter","TN", "FN", "FP",
UTPII

head (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)

tail (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)

# write.table (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_confusion_unlist,
"~/leukemia_MCP_dnn_confusion.txt", col.names = TRUE)

leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_unlist <— read.table ("~/leukemia_MCP_DNN_result.txt")
leukemia_ MCP_dnn_test_acc_unlist <— cbind(leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_unlist,
rep("DNN(MCP #HEA8)" 100))

names (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_unlist) <— c("Accuracy", "Model")

leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist <—

read.table ("~/leukemia_ MCP_DNN_auc_result.txt")

leukemia_ MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist <= cbind (leukemia.MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist,
rep ("DNN(MCP HAeh)" 100))

names (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist) <— c¢("AUC", "Model")

leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist <— read.table ("~/leukemia_MCP_DNN_time.txt")
leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist <— cbind (leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist,
rep ("DNN(MCP ®HsA8)" 100))

names (leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist) <— c("Time", "Model")

# Accuracy ¥ €<l
summary (leuke MCP_dnn_te st_acc_unlist)

win.graph O
boxplot (leukemia_MCP_ dnn test_acc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN =214
= 1, 24Yx= 20. (MCP A=),

Xlab "Tter = 400", ylab = "Accuracy", yhm = c(0, 1))
Vioplot(leukemia_MCP_dnn_teSt_acc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN &Y
1, 249%E 20. (MCP ®HpAE) ",

xlab = "Iter = 400", ylab = "Accuracy", ylim = c(0, 1))
points (mean (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_acc_unlistfAccuracy), col = "red", pch = 17)
# mean ¥A]

o] \
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# AUC ¥ E}J
summary (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist)

win.graph ()
boxplot (leukemia_MCP_ dnn test_auc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 24
=1, eynt 20, (MCP wig=Aa)",

xlab = "lter = 400” ylab = "AUC", ylim = c(0, 1)) ~
V1oplot(leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 243
249w 20. (MCP WHEAED ",

xlab = "Iter = 400", ylab = "AUC", ylim = c(0, 1))

points (mean (leukemia_MCP_dnn_test_auc_unlistPAUC), col = "red", pch = 17) #
mean A

—_

# Time 3% <l
summary (leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist)

win.graph ()
boxplot (leukemia_MCP_ dnn exec‘mme _unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 24
Z 1, 29%= 20. (MCP WHEAE) g5AI7

Xlab = "lter = 400” ylab = "Time (%9 : )", ylim = ¢(0, 11)) )
vioplot (leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 4=
1, &Y= 20. (MCP ¥WgAe) 5A 7",

xlab = "Iter = 400", ylab = "Time (2+$] : %)", ylim = ¢ (0, 11))

points (mean (leukemia_MCP_dnn_exectime_unlist$Time), col = "red", pch = 17) #
mean XA

### 2.3 SIS LASSO R4 8l (leukemia data) §- DNN ###

### 2.3 SIS LASSO ¥+ (leukemia data) ¥ DNN ###

### 2.3 SIS LASSO W% (leukemia data) ¥ DNN ###

# 277 8t54 data set

# Train : Test = 8 : 2 Y+7]. (100¥)

# seed & v 7IH 100719 M Z 2 train, test data set A
# listQ Aol A%

leukemia_LASSO_train_x_list_num <— list()
leukemia_LLASSO_train_y_list_num <= list()

leukemia_LASSO_test.x_list_.num <— list()
leukemia_LASSO_test_y_list_num <— list()

for(i in 1:100) {
set.seed (i)
train_index <— sample(1:nrow (leukemia_data), 0.8 * nrow (leukemia_data),
replace = FALSE)
leukemia_train_x_num <— leukemia_data[train_index, c(1144, 2684, 4847, 6855)]
leukemia_train_y_num <— leukemia_data[train_index, 7130]

leulf]emia_test_x_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, c(1144, 2684, 4847,
6855

leukemia_test_y_num <— leukemia_data[—train_index, 7130]

leukemia_LASSO_train_x_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_train_x_num
leukemia_LLASSO_train_y_list_num[[i]] <— leukemia_train_y_num

leukemia_LASSO_test_x_list_num/[[i]] <— leukemia_test_x_num
leukemia_LLASSO_test_y_list_num[[i]] <— leukemia_test_y_num
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HHUHBHBHHBHHHH

#it NAY SE ##
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# https://mxnet.apache.org/api/r #Fil.
library (mxnet)

leukemia_LASSO_model_list <— list()

leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_predict_list <— list()

leukemia_ LASSO_dnn_test_predict_label_list <— list()
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_confusion_list <— list()

leukemia_ LASSO_dnn_test_acc_list <— list() # y_hat ¥} test data set® y &
Accuracy A% list &%

leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_list <— list()
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_train_logger_list <— list()

leukemia_ LASSO_dnn_test_logger_list <— list()
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_auc_list <— list()

for(i in 1:100) { # 1:100

leukemia_LASSO_train_x_scale <— scale(leukemia_LASSO_train_x_list_num|[[i]])
leukemia_LASSO_test_x_scale <— scale (leukemia_LASSO_test_x_list_num [[i]

leukemia_LASSO_train_x_datamatrix <-—
data.matrix (leukemia_LASSO_train_x_scale)

leukemia_LASSO_test_x_datamatrix <—
data.matrix (leukemia_LLASSO_test_x_scale)

leukemia_LLASSO_train_y <— leukemia_LASSO_train_y_list_num [[i]]
leukemia_LLASSO_test_y <— leukemia_LASSO_test_y_list_num/[[i]]

mx.set.seed(2020) # 7}F&A 2713 14,

input <— mx.symbol.Variable ("data")

i
D

fcl <= mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = input, num.hidden = 20) # Hyper

parameter : =YxE F

actl <— mx.symbol.Activation(data = fcl, act_type = "sigmoid") # Hyper

parameter : &3} &4 FF
fc2 <— mx.symbol.FullyConnected(data = actl, num.hidden = 2)

lro <— mx.symbol.SoftmaxOutput(data = fc2) # Hyper parameter : £ x- =

o~ ==
TS

tic O

logger <— mx.metric.logger$new ()
model <— mx.model.FeedForward.create (symbol = Iro, X =
leukemia_LLASSO_train_x_datamatrix, y = leukemia_LASSO_train_y,
eval.data = list(data =
leukemia_LLASSO_test_x_datamatrix, label = leukemia_LLASSO_test_y),
ctx = mx.gpu(), num.round = 400,

optimizer = 'sgd', # Hyper parameter : iter 3, # A3} < F7

et

array.batch.size = 5, learning.rate = 0.001,

momentum = 0.9, eval.metric = mx.metric.accuracy,

verbose = T, epoch.end.callback =
mx.callback.log.train.metric (1, logger)) # Hyper parameter : 8]%] A}o|=, 38+
2ug gk

exectime <— toc()
exectime <— round(exectime$toc — exectimeS$tic, 5)

leukemia_LASSO_model_list[[i]] <— model

leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]] <—
predict (leukemia_LASSO_model_list[[i]], leukemia_LASSO_test_x_datamatrix)
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leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[i]] <—
max.col (t leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_predict_list[[i]])) — 1
leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]] <— CrossTable(x =
leukemia_LASSO_test_y_list_num/[[il], y =
leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_predict_label_list[[i]])
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_list[[i]] <-—
(leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_confusion_list [[{]1$t[1] +
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]1$t[4]) /
sum (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_confusion_list[[i]]$t)
auc <— performance (prediction( predict(leukemia_ LASSO_model_list[[i]],
leukemia_ LASSO_test_x_datamatrix) [2, ], leukemia_LASSO_test_y_list_num/[[i]],
label.ordering = c(0, 1)), measure = "auc")
leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_auc_list[[i]] <= auc@y.values|[[1]]

leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_list[[i]] <— exectime
leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_train_logger_list[[i]] <— logger$train
leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_logger_list[[i]] <— logger$eval

leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist <= unlist(leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_list)
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_auc_unlist <= unlist leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_auc_list)
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist <—
unlist (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_list)

leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_train_logger_unlist <— data.frame (
matrix (unlist leukemia_LASSO_dnn_train_logger_list), ncol = 100))
leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_logger_unlist <— data.frame (
matrix (unlist (leukemia_ LASSO_dnn_test_logger_list), ncol = 100))

# AA A

# write (t (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_ LASSO_DNN_result.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_auc_unlist), ncolumns = 1,

"~/leukemia_ LASSO_DNN_auc_result.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist), ncolumns = 1,
"~/leukemia_LASSO_DNN_time.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_train_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_LASSO_DNN_train_logger.txt")
# write (t (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_logger_unlist), ncolumns = 100,
"~/leukemia_ LASSO_DNN_test_logger.txt")
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <— data.frame ()
for(i in 1:100) {

for(G in 1:4){

leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_confusion_unlist[i, jl <—

un}}ist (leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_confusion_list [ [i]1$t) [j]

}

leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_confusion_unlist <= cbind(c(1:100),

leukemia_ LASSO_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)
colna)rnes(leukemia_LASSO_dnn_teSt_confusion_unlist) <— c("iter","TN", "FN", "FP",
HTPII

head (leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)

tail leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_confusion_unlist)

# write.table (leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_confusion_unlist,
"~/leukemia_LASSO_dnn_confusion.txt", col.names = TRUE)

leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist <—

read.table ("~/leukemia_ LASSO_DNN_result.txt")
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist <—

cbind (leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist, rep ("DNN(LASSO WHZEA8)" 100))
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names (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist) <— c("Accuracy", "Model")

leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_auc_unlist <—

read.table ("~/leukemia_L ASSO_DNN_auc_result.txt")
leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_auc_unlist <—

cbind (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_auc_unlist, rep(”DNN(LASSO HaEAE) " 100))
names (leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_auc_unlist) <— c("AUC", "Model")

leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist <—

read.table ("~/leukemia_LASSO_DNN_time.txt")
leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist <—

cbind (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist, rep ("DNN(LASSO H-A8)" 100))
names (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist) <— c("Time", "Model")

# Accuracy ¥ ol
summary(leukemla LASSO dnn_test_acc_unlist)

win.graph ()
boxplot(leukemla LASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN =
Y= 1, &Y= 20. (LASSO W+ 1F’")"

Xlab "Tter = 400", ylab = "Accuracy", ylim = c(0, 1))
Vioplot(leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN &4
1, 249 %x=% 20. (LASSO A=),

xlab = "Iter = 400", ylab = "Accuracy”, ylim = c(0, 1))
points (mean (leukemia_LLASSO_dnn_test_acc_unlist$Accuracy), col = "red", pch =
17) # mean XA

ofj

# AUC w3 <l
summary (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_test_auc_unlist)

win.graph
boxplot(leukemla LASSO_dnn_ test auc_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN &
= 1, 24Yx= 20. (LASSO WA

Xlab = "Iter = 400", ylab = "AUC” ylim = c(0, 1))
v1oplot(leukem1a LASSO_dnn_test_auc unhst[l], main = "Leukemia data. DNN 24
= 1, 249X 20. (LASSO WA

xlab = "Iter = 400", ylab = "AUC", ylim = c(0, 1))
points(mean(leukemia_LASSO_dnn_teSt_auc_unlist$AUC), col = "red", pch = 17) #
mean %A

# Time 22 &<l
summary (leukemla LASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist)

win.graph O
boxplot (leukemia_LASSO_dnn_exectime_unlist[1], main = "Leukemia data. DNN =
U= 1, 24t 20. (LASSO WHFA=) sh5A 7",
Xlab "Tter = 400", ylab = "Tlme(‘;} 9 1 %)", ylim = ¢(0, 10))

vioplot (leukemia_LASSO_ dnn exectime_unhst[l], main = "Leukemia data. DNN &
1, &9 xE 20. (LASSO W4=A8l) sk&A] 7",

xlab = "Iter = 400", ylab = "Time (&% : )", ylim = c(0, 10))
points(mean(leukemia_LASSO_drm_exectime_unlist$Time), col = "red", pch = 17)
# mean XA

10
ofs
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