21wy
A OTHE

B F

EBEEOAR
« 1 H : MBI DE 2T
« 2 H : DO

RS hOES
HBlI 4
- (HEORBED 5 2 OMEDET 57 7 A% FHIT 5 BIHR 2 M

o FEHIMESE : 1, = P(Y = k) (prior probability)
- X=xDE2oNn3HNCTFHING 7 T A

o ER{EMESE : pi(x) (posterior probability)
- X=xDE2ohBIcPFHING Y 5 A

pi(x) = P(Y = k|X = x)
- Fi& T 2RI b\ 7 7 ARz 38

FIRIRIER
CH O
— BNZHX = x OB
— SRR pi(x) DS
- WEHEKIEKD 7 7 A2 F— 8 2478

- HIRBIBIE : 6:(x) (k= 1,...,K)

Pr(x) < pi(x) & 6r(x) < 6;(x)

FREER DN 2 /17§ 25HE L 29 B
o« HHBEE 61 (x) ZHRALT B2 L9 %7 7 A k I20



FRAZHIBY
o fi(x) DIRE
- g BRIEBIAT O LRI
- PRI MV 7 TATEICE LS
- HOBIT 2 IRTDY FATHE

_ 1 L Tyl
fk(x)—(zﬂ)q/zmem 2(x M) Z7(x - )

o BOHBIBES : x @D 1 K5

_ 1 _
0k (x) = xTZ7 g = S g7y + log i

2 ¥R
o fi(x) DIRE
- q ZERAERLIA O FEBIEL
SRS Mo 25 AS LI R RS
- BB 2 VAT EIRER S

fi(x) = p —%(x — ) T e = )

1
(2m)al2detsy
« 2 JCHIBIBIEL : x D 2 KA

1 1 _
Or(x) = -3 detX; — z(x - yk)TZkl(x — Hy) +log 7y

Fisher DR HIRI
s HLVRME Z=0"X 2522
o B\ Z pFLHE
- 79 ZANTREZTS>TVBIEERY (o Wa 13/V)
- 77 AMTREENTWBIZERW (@"Ba 13K)

o Fisher O F:itE

maximize «'Ba st @' Wa = const.
—alZWIBDEI»6HEK-1BEERY L

- ARG REE OB Z Vv %
- dy = Z{i}l(a;rx - Q;r/lk)2 D/ ND ET2 B 7 5 A kA



2 (E¥I 55> 47 D =¥
mDE

- Bl

GEoTHRI SN T — 5 %50
(&ET—5H8)

-N

@#b>

$) =

o HBIL 720> 7 X)L« Bk (positive)

- Bt 1B L < Btk & HI%E (true positive; TP)

— BB - o T & HIE (false positive; FP) (58 1 #Ei835%)

— fBRatE - o T & HIE (false negative; FN) (58 11 #EiB58)

- BEM: B L < B & HE (true negative; TN)

ERTTI
EAE I EEIZENE

HNIBEME  EFGTE (True Positive)  #&Ba1E: (False Positive)
R skt (False Negative)  FLf&4%: (True Negative)

¢ confusion matrix
o BEMICHTIIE DT — ¥ & LH
o IAECTHMEDH 5D THE (XH)

175 (EBLIHD)

H B

p= G|
AN B
HAEIX1: B (True Positive)
BffIZEEN: B3l (False Positive)

BEE (False Negative)
EifZE: (True Negative)

° /\oy_/uuﬁgjﬁ%%m%gf% < ﬁ%ﬂf’ié?ﬁ
o 72174 (error matrix) & HIEIEN S

EAMR MR
. B
TP ..
(EREM*) = TPTFN (true positive rate)
(EEMER) = TN (true negative rate)
- FP+TN
(HEAR) = i (precision)
TP + FP
TP+TN
SRR
(5 = T P TN T N (2oouraey)

o W (TEFTRR 5 D THR)
— J&JE (sensitivity) & % 1% FFBLHR (recall)

TP
B R =
(,\IS?a?|$+) TP+ FN



— RrEE (specificity)

TN
k) =
(Rt FP+TN
— K5I (accuracy)
TP +TN
(IEZH) =
TP+ FP+TN+ FN
F-1&
« 7% (F-measure, F-score)
Fo= 2
DT O1/(B) + 1/GEAR)
B2 +1

F =
P B2 J(EBER) + 1/GlAH)
- PR @) LEARD (HAN ) BT

Cohen @ kappa {E

+ %E#% (Cohen’s kappa measure)

TP+TN

Po= TPy FP+TN+ FN  laccuracy)
~ TP+ FP TP+ FN
Pe = TPy FP+TN+FN TP+FP+TN+FN
. FN+TN FP+TN
TP+ FP+TN+FN TP+FP+TN+FN
_ DPo—=De _ 1 -po
K= =1-
1-pe I-pe
— B X NS & AR DK E O Hilk
SEHEBERFIERIER

» ROC BH#R (receiver operating characteristic curve)

o 2fEHIBINC 3 F 2 FIIBE B 2 v 7 T D — R

batt, o6(x) >c

Hmdz{@m 2 s

o ERIER & RBTER

TPR(c) = P(BatE% 1E L < Btk & )
FPR(c) = P(&E:% - TR & HIH)
=1-P(EatEzIEL < Btk &



« ROCH#R : H(x;c) D ¢ Z HICE)D> L x Bl la1EsR, y i ERHR 2 fim L 72 b o
- EXDOBMERLBHERES 7 7 AFHIFMIC L S v
- —fi2 ROC Hi#R1Z% (0,0) & (1,1) ZFER4H LY ol
— HEFR E x il CPH E NZERED)A Y o BB E

o AUC : FECOTHiIRE (area under the ROC curve)
- 2 fEH D HE L X %M % FHED—D

By
R
e ITOMICEZ W0

- F-fl, HIEK, HERONNIRIZED L) Ik 5D

— 2 fEHIA Bt = LBt = 0 ET2)ICBWTIEMI Ly &Pl Y oMEIRE R
TP,FP,TN,FN 8 X O T =¥ N #HTFEE

mEH
o R & DOBIRD & LU T A3R D 32D

min(FFB, B EH) < F < max(FFHLE, # A F)
S - AHFE T OBIRY 5
Fi < (H3FE) < ()
1Y RVAS)
o MHBHREDERITHE > TRHEL T IUT kv

Cov(Y,Y)

v/Var(Y)Var(Y)

o PIZIXDFOMIFEUILLT D X ) IEHHEI NS

Cov(Y,¥) = E[(Y —E[Y])(¥ —E[F])]
=E[YY] - E[Y]E[Y]
_TP TP+FNTP+FP

N N N
_TP(TP + FN + FP +TN)
= -

(TP + FN)(TP + FP)
_ =
_TP-TN-FP-FN
= -

- EHIEAE CEEIZ 7
o FRRICOBODEUIIMTD L2k 3




Var(Y) = E[Y?] - E[Y]?
_(TP+FN)(TN + FP)
= o

Var(Y) = E[Y?] - E[{]?
_(TP+FP)(TN + FN)
= o

e Lo TUTOLIICEEDONS

. TP-TN - FP-FN
(TP +FP)(TP + FN)(TN + FP)(TN + FN)

— Z#UZ Matthews correlation coefficient (MCC) & MEIZ3L 5 2HlifEEED—>TH 5

gt DB

F—=FIEDO2WT
o AT L D HG L B oA T — %
- R[ART https://www.data. jma.go. jp/gmd/risk/obsdl/index.php

— 7 —% https://noboru-murata.github.io/multivariate-analysis/data/tokyo_weather.
csv

K[REEREICKEZBOHIA
o WRFEEIREEIC X B 8,9 H DAL

o fPE EMEIC & B 8,9 Ho 2 Xl

EETTTIDLEE
S XS ELFHEIERDOLLE

Table 1: FRFZHIH

bzl fil
accuracy 0.721
kap 0.442
sens 0.742
spec 0.700
ppv 0.719
npv 0.724
mcc 0.442
j_index 0.442
bal_accuracy 0.721
detection_prevalence 0.525
precision 0.719
recall 0.742
f_meas 0.730



https://www.data.jma.go.jp/gmd/risk/obsdl/index.php
https://noboru-murata.github.io/multivariate-analysis/data/tokyo_weather.csv
https://noboru-murata.github.io/multivariate-analysis/data/tokyo_weather.csv
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Prediction

Linear Discriminant

Truth

Figure 3: fEHI DR F T4

Quadratic Discriminant

Prediction

Truth

Figure 4: 2 JCHIH DRI T4



Table 2: 2 ZH[H

bzl fil
accuracy 0.754
kap 0.508
sens 0.742
spec 0.767
ppv 0.767
npv 0.742
mcc 0.509
j_index 0.509
bal_accuracy 0.754
detection_prevalence 0.492
precision 0.767
recall 0.742
f_meas 0.754

Linear Discriminant : AUC = 0.829

sensitivity
o
2

0.004

0.00 0.25 0.50
1 - specificity

0.75

Figure 5: #7245 D ROC Hiifg

1.00



Quadratic Discriminant : AUC = 0.845

1.00

sensitivity
o
g

T - T T T
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75

1 - specificity

Figure 6: 2 Xl DI [FFT5

ROC BAf#RD LLER
FHIERE

o FIERERE : WLAI7— 21209 %84 D (training error)
o FHRIFRE : RHT — 71207 534D (predictive error)
o AIFERAIT PHEEL D RS RS 2 NS0
o WEHNT — & OHGFNTFAL L T 2 WREMED D 5
— JEE)E (over-fitting)
- %~ H (over-training)
o PHERADVNS W o BRWHRIE

R XAREE
o« T zlT— % LEBT — 2 I2aE LT %
- T —% : HHIBIE 2 #EER § % (training data)
- BT —4 . THIKE % i3 2 (test data)

o T — 8 DENAKA L TFHEGEDFHLIAME %
o fii D 2 ET B 7o D IS ERIR 3 2 4T 2 RS 5
B EHGALDH D

10

: |
1.00



R XIRFEE
¢ cross-validation (CV)
o k-EEASXIRFLETE (k-fold cross-validation; k-fold CV)
-nflOFT =%k 70y 71275 LI HE
-HiTuy 7RRVR k-1 70y 7 CHBIBEE L #iE
- R TEwiE i 7ay 7 TR 2 SR
—i=1,...,k THEDIEL k 8D TRl (F55 2380
* leave-one-out ¥ (leave-one-out CV; LOO-CV)
- k=n& L TLiZ%ET

gt DB

F—HICDOWNWT

* UC Irvine Machine Learning Repository DB 7 — %
— https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Wine+Quality
Wine Quality Data Set

P. Cortez, A. Cerdeira, F. Almeida, T. Matos and J. Reis. Modeling wine preferences by data
mining from physicochemical properties. In Decision Support Systems, Elsevier, 47(4):547-
553. ISSN: 0167-9236.

% DAT Tl winequality-red.csv %
o 7 —F YL
- T #1599
— PEHHZ %L (based on physicochemical tests)

1 - fixed acidity

2 - volatile acidity

3 - citric acid

4 - residual sugar

5 - chlorides

6 - free sulfur dioxide
7 - total sulfur dioxide
8 - density

9-pH

10 - sulphates

11 - alcohol

- HINZE#L (based on sensory data)
12 - quality (score between 0 and 10)

% 7272 LT <l AB,C,D D 4 {EICEE
o HEDF—F DO—

R DEIFRERE & FRIERE
2 RHBIDIFRRE & FRIFRE
LOO R XIREEIC & 3 FRIFRZE D FHh
REIDFE
c¥18: V7RA90RDEZA LRENAE

11


https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Wine+Quality

Table 3

fixed acidity volatile acidity citric acid residual sugar chlorides free sulfur dioxide total sulfur dioxide density pH sulphates alcohol quality grade
7.400 0.700 0 1.900 0.076 11 34 0.998 3.510 0.560 9.400 5 C
7.800 0.880 0 2.600 0.098 25 67 0.997 3.200 0.680 9.800 5 C
7.800 0.760 0.040 2.300 0.092 15 54 0.997 3.260 0.650 9.800 5 C
11.200 0.280 0.560 1.900 0.075 17 60 0.998 3.160 0.580 9.800 6 B
7.400 0.700 0 1.900 0.076 11 34 0.998 3.510 0.560 9.400 5 C
7.400 0.660 0 1.800 0.075 13 40 0.998 3.510 0.560 9.400 5 C
7.900 0.600 0.060 1.600 0.069 15 59 0.996 3.300 0.460 9.400 5 C
7.300 0.650 0 1.200 0.065 15 21 0.995 3.390 0.470 10 7 A
7.800 0.580 0.020 2 0.073 9 18 0.997 3.360 0.570 9.500 7 A
7.500 0.500 0.360 6.100 0.071 17 102 0.998 3.350 0.800 10.500 5 C
6.700 0.580 0.080 1.800 0.097 15 65 0.996 3.280 0.540 9.200 5 C
7.500 0.500 0.360 6.100 0.071 17 102 0.998 3.350 0.800 10.500 5 C
5.600 0.615 0 1.600 0.089 16 59 0.994 3.580 0.520 9.900 5 C
7.800 0.610 0.290 1.600 0.114 9 29 0.997 3.260 1.560 9.100 5 C
8.900 0.620 0.180 3.800 0.176 52 145 0.999 3.160 0.880 9.200 5 C
8.900 0.620 0.190 3.900 0.170 51 148 0.999 3.170 0.930 9.200 5 C
8.500 0.280 0.560 1.800 0.092 35 103 0.997 3.300 0.750 10.500 7 A
8.100 0.560 0.280 1.700 0.368 16 56 0.997 3.110 1.280 9.300 5 C
7.400 0.590 0.080 4.400 0.086 6 29 0.997 3.380 0.500 9 4 D
7.900 0.320 0.510 1.800 0.341 17 56 0.997 3.040 1.080 9.200 6 B
LDA (training data) : acc = 0.615
A- 75 50 9 2
B- 85 9
=
o
—
o
=
@
=
a
C- 13 25
D- 0 9 7 8
' ' ' '
A B C D
Truth

Figure 7: IR
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Prediction

Prediction

LDA (test data) : acc = 0.607

Truth

Figure 8: THIFHA

QDA (training data) : acc = 0.626

Truth

Figure 9: FIHEH~#A2
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Prediction

Prediction

QDA (test data) : acc = 0.604

Truth

Figure 10: PR

LDA (loo cv error) : acc = 0.6

Truth

Figure 11: #JZHH1
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« 2 H:

QDA (loo cv error) : acc = 0.576

Prediction

Truth

Figure 12: 2 21
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