nsAnwdTkuNUsEIaNMSsENsTaLAsadiiavuelsAviaenLdonaNeY

W.A.3ANT 91eh

v
[ a Y]

31/1EJwﬁwuﬁ‘ﬁLUudauwﬁwaamsﬁﬂmmwé’ﬂqmﬂ%@@nmﬂﬁiumammmumsﬁm
aUTIYIMNIIIA3BING NATYTMINTSUIASENa
AREIAINTIUAIANT PHIAINTAIUVTINE Y
Unisfinen 2564

SvavEreIpIaINIluNINe NGy



FWIAINTAUNNIINY 1Y
CHuLALONGKORN UNIVERSITY



A Study of Classifiers in Machine Learning for Stroke Prediction

Miss Thitiporn Eyedee

A Thesis Submitted in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for the Degree of Master of Engineering in Mechanical Engineering
Department of Mechanical Engineering
FACULTY OF ENGINEERING
Chulalongkorn University
Academic Year 2021

Copyright of Chulalongkorn University



e Ineinus nsAnwImILUNUIEIANNNSISEUI YR AT RNE

MUElSANaBALEDAANBDY

oy w.a.3ANn3 91eh
#1919 AFINTIUATING
919138MUS N INeNInusuan AENTINTE A3.IYAE UaTITENUGAS

'
] =

ANZAMNTIUAENS PIaInIalunInends sudRbiiuinednusatuiiludiuni

YRIMIANYIAUNTNENTUTYYIAINTTUAERTU U

AMUAAMLIFINTSUAANS

(FNEn312158 A3.aNAU WWYITAUANR)

ALENTIUNTADUANGIANUS

Use51UNTTUAT

a

(509A1ANS1AN5E A9.597U TUNSLAS )

217159NUS NN NUSUAN

A33UNTT

NITUNITNILUDNUNNINEIAY

(A5.0155UMN guniug)



v a

§Ans $107 - nsfinwdT s Beuiveseieadieviunelsavasn
\donanes . (A Study of Classifiers in Machine Learning for Stroke
Prediction) 8./1USnwmdn : 1. A3 3yad uadiseRugAs
sanaenidonauaadulsafifldnsnsidedinguazdaduamgiviiliians
fin1s nsvinAnendnusifaavsrasddnwisiduunyssnnlunisifouivonaioid
UszansnmAunmsviunelsavasaidenanes Ingldfduunussiamiudeyaildantuiin
YoeAudlIAVABARDAANBILUUATUNITITINEIUIaTAINTa] TRsandudadelamesuay
yn1snaaeaiionnuusiuglunisyiuiena nsAnudisuunUssnniiie K-Nearest
Neighbors, Support Vector Machine, Random Forest Ly Adaboost U%UQUWW?WﬁLW@%
fumnzaufudeyanisnsunndfidey dduunuszanuuu Random Forest Tinadns

] N o % ¢ = a ¢ v A o g v
ANLARYAINULLUUYT 78% IUGUE’]%aIi\‘]WEJ’]‘U']a'i]]WWaﬂﬂim i'lllﬂfl?Lﬂi’]gﬂ'{j"\mﬁlmﬂﬂmﬂ'ﬂﬂ

€

a = Y ad = % « 1% A o =
Lﬂﬂiiﬂwaa@La@@allEN9]'3EJ')ﬁﬂ']iLiaugsﬂ@QLﬂﬁ@ﬂf\]qﬂma%aﬁﬂﬂmqﬂqiﬁﬂﬂq IWEJELGU

be

TreeExplainer Use1104A1983 shapley value LivauaninanudiAgyvastaduaniy il

A | Y vy a I3 il X
iiaderaauuInlumMsusuldteyanasiuifivdulalueuian

a

AN IFINTTULASDINA angilevallan

Unsfinen 2564 anegilete 8.9USNE VAN



# # 6270344821 : MAJOR MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

KEYWORD: Machine Learning, Classification, Stroke, Prediction
Thitiporn Eyedee : A Study of Classifiers in Machine Learning for Stroke
Prediction. Advisor: Prof. VIBOON SANGVERAPHUNSIRI, Ph.D.

Stroke has a high mortality rate and causes disability worldwide. Studying
machine learning classifiers for stroke prediction is the purpose of this research.
The Chulalongkorn Stroke Center of Excellence provides stroke patient data for
this study. These data features and experiments were generated machine
learning model with high true positive rate. K-Nearest Neighbors, Support Vector
Machine, Random Forest and Adaboost are the classifiers that operated in this
study. In the dataset from the King Chulalongkorn Memorial hospital, Random
Forest produced high average precision of 78 percent. Moreover, machine learning
were used to analyze the primary risk factor for stroke. TreeExplainer plots
estimated shapley value for feature importance. This study will monitor and

develop model for future data.
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lsAvianLionaiadnie stroke [1] ndnvaeaRenauasiusuvsaindenaanty
avesludgnmzavesaion Nndaglivaelsell 16 dupuilan dalulsanfidnsinis
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10 output Msaula e nsilulsavaenifionauss IadunisiSeusuU supervised [4]
Tugumeaunisyinnuazlgnisduunlseian (classification) U K-Neighbors
Classifier (KNN), Support Vector Machine (SVM), Random Forest (RF), AdaBoost UMY
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fumallasing 9 Nazanglglunislinisiseuivenasels] vilinadnsvedunaiinnugnaes
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oud 1.01g 2lsaanudugs 31sawala den 0 Au 1 Aununsidulsasazlilulsanmudiu
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Anw1I5N13TuUNUTZLAN (classifier) Wuus1e 9 Msnzadiunsduunlszny
(classification)
wansfnwandszgnaldiunsinnenalsavasaiionauedlagiiarsandady

AN (features)

1.4 JUABUNISATEUIUYRIINYITNUS

1)

6)

ANw118N15138U3VBAATEN (Machine Leaming) ieduundayaludnunse
Classification
= A v s 1 LY aq o Y o
Anwwazidonly classifiers wuus 9 waginuIsnsiunUssendldiunisvinng
lsAnaeniienduss
nagouaNwiuglumsiusnanmsidulsanasaidionayss
USuguuaziinnsan classifiers Ilikadunisinneranisilulsanasndenauss lng
Tdtoyanisnisunndniley

= o a = ) ¥ o vy v v
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2.1 Analysis of main risk factors causing stroke in Shanxi Province based on
machine learning models, 2021 [8]

foyaildFnmlunuitetinandsanadu waduuwseyayausninauldfisnw
slulsswenuna 2,000 Au ¥25T 2018 wazdeyatnit 2 angrudeyatseans S1uu
27,583 au Tul 2017 ¢ 2020 Tuaailld train uay test wuadudnadn 41 nadwivos
Hadodesdineliinlsavaendenausssosaiulaned Hypertension > BMI >
Hyperlipidemia > Diabetes Mellitus > anﬂisumiquqﬁ M 177 Jedeides i

FUNUTENNTALGL 3 Uy A8 Random Forest, SVM kag MLP

§71599 1 HALUSIUTIEUYaIAaZIna

Table 3

The compared performance in different models.
Models Average precision Average recall Average accuracy
Random Forest 0.8435(0.0123) 0.8532(x0.0097) 0.8503(0.0130)

(criterition: entropy,
max depth of trees: 4,
min sample splitting: 12)

SVM (kernel: rbf, 0.7623(0.0215) 0.7538(x0.0263) 0.7573(0.0250)
penalty: 12,C = le-1)
MLP 0.8124(=0.0351) 0.8172{x0.0283) 0.8146(+0.0294)

(hidden layer = (150,100.50,1))

Table 4
Result of random forest model.
Precision Recall fl-score Support

Low risk 0.8007T(=0.007 1) 0.9331(£0.0044) 0.8703(0.0041) 1962
Mid risk 0.8213(x0.0082) 0.7850(+0.0118) 0.790 1(+0.0064) 1367
High risk 0.9124(=00131) 0.7182(+0.0102) 0.8026(+0.0076) 1426
Accuracy 0.8400(+0.0100)
Macro avg 0.8421(=0.0081) 0.8179(£0.011) 0.8271(0.0034) 4755
Weighted avg 0.8311(=0.0095) 0.8400(£0.010) 0.8344(+0.0062) 4755

P13197 1 Tuwanldiadnuunusznn Random Forest NL@mAINITIALeDS max
depth of trees = 4 uag min sample splitting = 12 lvinar1Lade precision @3an HaaWSH

A1 0.8435 §dUTt 2 AefsuunUssan MLP fifaviuaen layer = (150,100,50,1) Wadnss



AN 0.8124 uazddudl 3 Fafsuunusznn SYM Figae kernel Wunuu rbf, penalty
WU (2 wag C = le-1 waawsian 0.7623
2.1.1 Model Interpretation

'
B a o o o

Model interpretation {WuadAydmSUNITIATIEToLaNMNITUNNE LWU A
feature importance ﬁaﬁ'aﬂﬁﬂ%ai’l Gini importance %58 Mean Decrease (MDI) 1{u

Aadevet node impurity fianasluusasiulsuway weishted Tnsanutinasluvesiuls
s node dm§u Random-Forest model fviualyf response i v wagduinALade

MuUsngItesiu feature X e N trees Ionduannisil:

tmp(X ) = 3 P, )

T=1 jeTa(s;,)=X,,
Imp(X,) #e ¢ feature importance ¥o1 feature X, p(j)Ai(s, j) Ao thniin

purity fianasves feature X Tu nodes vianueves j, p(j)fe anuuasuvesiiogan
14Ty node

_ the amount of samples reaching the node j

N total amount of samples

waz i(s,, j) \Ju impurity measure 9 node J @efauusil node J fatiuaylain
v(s,) = X_ 4 node J, splitting identifier Aa s X
j m m

Y v

Tunselvesluma Decision-Tree azaunsaLluu feature importance lansil

Imp(X,) = > p(h)Ails,, )

U(SJ =X

m

2.1.2 Permutation Importance
Permutation importance lo5unein feature usazdiinantgnalsiunis prediction

e WumsUszanamuasuudawes model prediction’s accuracy 1ngn13

o g : [ th
duLUdbu feature importance Tuwuu? 7 feature



1 K
Pe’r[mp(z) =5 Ezsi.j

. . . o a -th ‘th o 3
Per,  (9) A9 Permutation feature importance 984 feature §ial 4 , 7 ¥4

~

Ao model accuracy MgnanuUadlugadeya D, me

:J’ U U 'th
K asvaduiulu ¢ feature, s, y

J

.th { YY)
1" feature NaaUNU

2.1.3 SHAP (Shapley Additive explanations)
3Bn13 SHAP uAsn1sfluansnudfyuetusias features wavusias features 3
ANUFUNUSUINLRIAUNSTINUIENAA NS W3 B8R UTANY
WhmnedeniseSutensyuievesiauls o Tnenisussananaiiiedestuveus

ay feature AulUAANITYINUNE

S|t n—|s] -1t _
! [v(S U {z'}) = u(S)|

SCF\{a'} Y

oen S C{z',2%,...,2"}\ 2',F = {2',2%,...,2"}.
luguns F\ {z'} de duwaidululdnamunilill feature 2, S unu 1w sub-
feature Nisnlunaans, v(S U {z'}) Aonadns (output) vaslina i precision, recall,
o 2 UL, . o p o
accuracy Uazdu 9 wasan feature ' i lUluduime S, u(S) Wuovinaveslunad
aglusuduien S lewIguiisuiu permutation feature importance Ua361 SHAP
A1119095U18AULNEI1T83709 feature Tulsiaziog19lanAna1919919 marginal positive

uaznegative Weiay features

2.2 Performance Analysis of Machine Learning Approaches in Stroke Prediction,
2020 [6]

mui‘sé’aﬁiﬁi’ﬁ,mdqsﬁa;ﬂamﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂixwmffmmmmi”lmu 5,110 AW LAaNLYAITILUN
UizLﬂVIﬁyJﬂﬁm 10 WUU AB Logistics Regression (LR), Stochastic, Gradient Descent (SGD),

Decision Tree Classifier (DT), AdaBoost Classifier, Gaussian Classifier, Quadratic



Discriminant Analysis (QDA), Multi-layer Perceptron Classifier (MLP), K-Neighbors
Classifier (KNN), Gradient Boosting Classifier (GBC) ez XGBoost Classifier

91519 2 davessadmuntseanilalunisiiuielsaasnidanauad

T ccuracy ass Labe recision eca - J ate ate

LR 8% No Stroke 0.83 0.82 0.83 | 0.76 0% | 16%
Stroke 0.70 0.71 0.71

SGD 65% No Stroke 0.68 0.95 0.80 | 0.73 48% | 5%
Stroke 0.76 0.26 0.39

DTC 91% No Stroke 0.94 0.92 0.93 | 0.80 129% | 5%
Stroke 0.87 0.90 0.89

AdaBoost 94% bNo Stroke 0.92 0.98 095 | 0.79 4% | 5%
Stroke 0.97 0.85 0.91

Gaussian 18% No Stroke 0.86 0.77 0.81 | 0.77 3% | 12%
Stroke 0.97 0.78 0.72

QDA 19% No Stroke 0.87 0.79 0.73 | 0.75 31% | 11%
Stroke 0.69 0.80 0.84

MLP 19% No Stroke 0.91 0.79 0.85 | 0.81 3% | 9%
Stroke 0.71 0.88 0.78

KNeighbors 87% No Stroke 0.97 0.83 0.89 | 0.81 25% | 2%
Stroke 0.77 0.96 0.95

GBC 96% No Stroke 0.93 0.99 096 | 0.85 0.1% | 4%
Stroke 0.99 0.87 0.93

XGB 96% No Stroke 0.94 0.99 0.97 | 0.90 05% | 4%
Stroke 0.99 0.89 0.94

Weighted Voting 97% No Stroke 0.93 1.00 0.97 | 0.93 0.9% | 3%
Stroke 1.00 0.90 0.95

M1597 2 uanaiduunUssianiliaininugndes (accuracy) gegn Ao Weighted

Y

Voting #A1 97% AuN1mgiIduunUseLnn GBC way XGB Nlvnaansn1sauunuseLnmnil

¥ [
Y ] Y 1A

A1 96% aadlalndifeeiu sidfifudinnuansavesnsuunUssinnlaun precision,
recall, F1-score, tlay AUC
2.2.1 Area Under Curve (AUC)
FuadruaansavesiasuunUsEnn 81 AUC = 1, ﬁamaﬁﬂumﬂuazaugmwa
flnessuunussanldigndes nsdl AUC = 0 dmafifuauuasuangndmunidumauan

Lazlile 0.5 < AUC < 1 2enunefan1suananuaauaInanduuInanuanieay

2.3 Evaluation of machine learning methods to stroke outcome prediction using
a nationwide disease registry, 2020 [9]

sniddeiiindeyalul 2006 f98 2018 fdeyariovun 58,493 doya uvdsfiunain
Taiwan Stroke Registry (TSR) wisUsgianveslsavasnidendueatdu Ischemic uag
Hemorrhagic Tafia9uunUszLanN Support Vector Machine (SVM), Random Forest (RF),
Artificial Neural Network (ANN) wag Hybrid Artificial neural Network (HANN) ieldlunis

= = (% s
WSHUMSUNRANG



2.3.1 Cross-Validation

Cross-Validation 11Asn157taaiunsiin imbalance dataset 11uAdsilidanlduwuy
10-fold cross-validation wUadu training data 70% way test data 30% el in

UsganSAnnsvinaurasunaien

Y o = =

QAN TNDNAULLUEIVDINITYINUIEAT positive predictions 1IEINITAAIUIUNIAT

¥
=]

precision #41l

TP

precision = —————
TP + FP

TP fio $1UIUV09 true positives wnafalulsavasnidonauns lunaauise
[ [ o ' < = N o v = 1
uglagndesinlulsavaenidenaues way FP Aip 311IU84 false positives el

< A 3 o I A
Julsaraendenauss walunariiuieindulsanasnidendusd

TP + TN
total population

accuracy —

A [

TN # §1u3UVe true negatives vnedsliilulsavaonifonauns luwaaiuisa

4 1

vimneligndesinldidulsaaenidienauss aunsmean accuracy Treduausaldeiv

Y

U b

FTIANDI recall FIaunsaReNdNY1NIN sensitivity 139 true positive rate (TCR) lngf

(%
Y A

AN recall @u150ANUIUMIA AR

TP

recoll = ————
TP + FN

FN fo §1u2uves false negatives tulsaasnidonauos unlunarinuiginduly

15AVRBALEDAALDY

v v (%

1BNAINNRGITMTINNISYIUIBNATDIN Fl-score F9a1unsamuInlagadl

2 * precision * recall

Fl-score = —
precision + recall



2.3.2 Feature Selection
Feature Selection Ao 33n157iaelun9iden input feature Fnzaud nsuisnis
FUNUTIANLUUANA 9 (classifier) Wilatiann1siin overfitting
Mnnaselushedstiavidonld extremely randomized trees (extra-trees)
algorithm Tnevhenanends ielslatadiameiimunzan Tne extra-trees algorithm I

j
o e e . . 2 coA o 5 1 ¥
N1UA Gini impurity = I— § P;» ] A9 91UU class MU, P, LAYEIUYDY labels Ay

i=1

AAE 1 UAazAsIT iteration Auuean threshold . = min(o) 4 sd(0), A1 o f9
984 feature importance e feature importance MfiAniu 0 azgndneen laevigiu

10 59U (10-times hold-out)

Ischemic stroke cases Hemorrhagic stroke cases

HANN Svm HANN SVM

87 6 137 30

23

728

ANN

2028

126

106

RF

24 73

166
259

Fig. 6. Venn diagram of failed prediction cases from four machine learning models.

U7 1 Lulpownsunisyiuieiidanainainluma 4 wuy

22

RF

NNFUN 1 LulaunsuuansdnyeveInISnueNiana1nnlung 4 wuu @n

U 55.2% ludeyauseinn Ischemic stroke 7Ifag1uunysznniie 4 wuurinneiianain

willouriu 2,028 nsdl Mndoyansyiwefiianainvisiun 3,647 nsdl uazAndu 32.1% lu

Joyauszinn Hemorrhagic stroke WuMsviungRanaIngINiy 259 nsal INtayans

o Aa & = A o o g v a a o o
uefiananiania 808 nsl aguAemiduundsziamiliuseansninlunisinenung

Mgama SYM slutoyauuu Ischemic stroke Uagkuy Hemorrhagic stroke Wagddnuun

Uszinmilvinaugiandie ANN classifier



2.4 Interpretable Classifier Using Rules and Bayesian Analysis: Building a Better
Stroke Prediction Model, 2015 [10]

mu‘i%’ﬂﬁwﬁﬁagaﬂuﬁmﬂ MarketScan Medicaid Multi-State Database (MDCD)
wsmsduundoyauandhusud 2 Tnglnnalunsviungazeglusuves sparse decision lists
Usgnauluseyaues if..then... statements auneLiaAuAe if vanefaduvesypuesa

features way then WeTaInUNaN1TYINUN8YRIEINaLlD

if hemiplegia and age > 60 then stroke risk 58.9% (53.8%—63.8%)

else if cerebrovascular disorder then stroke risk 47.8% (44.8%—50.7%)

else if transient ischaemic attack then stroke risk 23.8% (19.5%-28.4%)
else if occlusion and stenosis of carotid artery without infarction then stroke
risk 15.8% (12.2%—-19.6%)

else if altered state of consciousness alnd age > 60 then sfroke risk 16.0%
(12.2%-20.2%)

else if age < 70 then stroke risk 4.6% (3.9%—5.4%)

else stroke risk 8.7% (7.9%-9.6%)

U7 2 decision list lunisdmunngudaya

PoyaluaIdeildi8nis 5 folds cross-validation uazilyauusveseny (split points)
a a = Y & [} < Ly} a A v |

Aufuandluzun 2 Faazudsuusogrseladuanzangdusulsuuuluus fe deuniy
A 1 r-:ll = a 1 1% £y £ U o L%
WeEnlugawuseyn 60 U fiarsansiumeiunisldensnulsauaslsausedn6a e
o a . . I A & & a
A1B8UY hemiplegia Wusnnsilunaannnisiiulsavasaidonduss, cerebrovascular
disorder Ustn15.8u prior stroke, wag transient ischaemic attack @unsaiendneenein
mini-strokes Yayanauawariliulseiinisdulsanaendonauesiilulsglovily
nsfnw Melidalafiwianquesslunguanldnameuasimandgs

2.4.1 Bayesian Rule Lists (BRL)

BRL wisngdm$u multi-class classification wavad labels Mduldlaae 1,...,L Tu

MaviueAIEesuadlan stroke I 2 labels Ao 1T stroke wa Ly stroke ngudoyad

n

¥ {1 d . .
lmsu o 2,y lewien 2, € R \Uu features a3 observation 4 way ¥, 1Uu

labels, ¥, € L...,L fnua X= T,...T  Uag Y= Y-,
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Bayesian association rules NANNANRUSIDING @ — b A duUsiinTunau

a wazdnuusdunaiiedu b dwmsunis classification fanUsilusiviunede ¥

a — y ~ Multinomial(6)

AMuUUALA Multinomial AB NNSLINLILUUBLUNBWNN (Multinomial distribution) &4

anuhziureseiunuuiilvgnisuanuasieunisdunadn
0 | a ~ Dirichlet(c)
Avuale Dirichlet Ag Dirichlet distribution, ¢ A W1s18Wa35tuA1S distribution

W observations (,y) hluclassified Tnengil fmvun N | Wudwiuves

observations 71il label y, =1 4ag N = N ,..,N  2glin15uanuaenienss

0 | x,y,c ~ Dirichlet(ac + N)

38015 BRL 1Wuisnsimduuselevdlumsuansanuidetowazasnsandilaiu
FENINIsNsSusvaATeILazyAaININ N SLNETaziluealUld Senldiniu
Interpretable model lngluwnaazianivannisyinaunazisnisengaulalunisiunenala

DYITALIU
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unil 3
= 3 =
N13LIYUIVINAIDY
nouiiingteaiun1siseuiveases (Machine Leaming) agnaiiislunsaginge
Aastalil

3.1 Hypothesis equation
y=h,(x)=6+0x (3.1)

sumldvesaunslawamdaunusie h,(7) Uszneulufee 0, waz 0, iie

Ussanaanewing ¢, #idu b, fensdeindunevesdeyavien = Tdwnoning ¥

3.2 Cost Function
mytaaanugnaeswesilindulaomdaszly cost function ilunaainAade

votlalumda Waleudunn T fudnewing Y M108nu1asa

1 m T 1 m
J(Ho,el) = — (yl_ - yz_)Q :_Z(he(mi) — yi)Q (3.2)
1

1 1 2m 5
= A ! a o o h 44 ' ] | Ay °
AT T ALY ALRAYYDINIANEDY 9(',171) = yZ PIDHAFINITHINATNEBDINTIINTUNY

AuA9Se lenduilanunsalsendntiaan Wendu squatted error 38 mean squared error

3.3 Logistic Regression

lunszuaumsTuunUssinnaAlevinaames ¥ asilaua 0 ve 1

y €1{0,1}

0 Ao AananfnaLduay (negative class) way 1 Ao AananinaLduuan (positive

class) azisonindutlymnissunusetanluund (Binary Classification Problem)



h(x) Ao mnuthasdudl x 1y 1
0<h,(x)<1

aglusUInisundn Sigmoid Function #38L38n31 Logistic Function

%o sigmoid Mg UsN S sUTeveailsitunansluun 3

hy(x) = g(6" z)

T
2 =0z

31/7/7'3 31 Sigmoid Funtion [5]

3.3.1 Decision boundary

Duduiiuusiudien ¥y = 0 uaz A y = 1 gna¥franileddulaemda

h (z)>05 —y=1
h,(z) <05 —y=0

Handulaawm@Banuadun1sanwunyssnn 0 wise 1

9(z) > 0.5 when z >0

a a1 1 = [ (3 ISP ! = [
BUNFUATUINAINIBLNIINU 0 LRIMNNANATNINNTTAITDNINY 0.5

12

(3.7)
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1N

z=0" =1 — g(2) =

z—o0e " =0 — g(z)=

S =N
>
")

z— —o0,e” — 00 — g(z)=

dlounwen @' X Tu g ald

h,(z) = g(0"z) > 0.5 when 6"z >0 (3.10)
ssuneladu

"'z >0 = y=1

7 (3.11)
Or<0 = y=0
Cost function zagluzy
J(0) = iZ(]ost(he(:z:(i)),y(i)) (3.12)
m =
Cost(h,(z),y) = —log(h,(z)) if y=1 (3.13)
Cost(h,(z),y) = —log(l —h,(z)) if y=0 (3.14)
84 hypothesis fiin ¥ annPu Awas cost function 1MAIEANNTUAL &1
hypothesis MU Y A1 cost function AsMAU 0
Cost(h,(z),y) = 0 if h,(z)=y
Cost(h,(z),y) — oo if y=0 and h,(z) —1 515
3.15
Cost(h,(z),y) — oo if y=1 and h,(z) — 0
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nsaliiAmeuvignees Y fie 0 fatu cost function agdleAn 0 MlsAtulaiemall

ey 0 wui widilsidulawomdadilng 1 fstu cost function azidnlng oo

3.4 Support Vector Machine (SVM)
faunUszianuuy SYM Tanuasarudndesuin 3slgialu prediction %as

train lutnatey winnzdmSudeyaniivateda wWeldsiufyu kemel methods vl

v v Y

Usgloviivainvane wazusudlannudeyananeyssny

Support vectors

N
N
N
~
~
~
4 ~
~
~
\\ o
\\ ¥
~ ~
~ ~
~
2 N ~
~ N
~ N
~ ~
~
~ ~
~
\\ N
~
~ ~
0 N ~
~ ~
~ ~
~ ~
~ N
~ ~
~ ~
~ ~
~ N
T T e 1 =

g‘z/ﬁi 4 7IMMaRN Support Vectors

9ntugui 4 1dulies w3 the decision boundary wusdeyaidu 2 aana SYM 14

margin Wuiduguuny 2 v wuldandudinnseiiegns 2 Bwesweuiualugy Liawmes

31137 (0,0) LUE9Ar1a9 138n7 support vectors Faduiinnvesdeamduunuseinm

(%

cost function ¥ SYM Weaulanail

R U0 T 0 ri AN o
J 0 _Ezizly cost @'z" + 1—y" cost Oz +%Z]_:1@j (3.16)
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AN M AABAANNTT B13A m factor Tu denominators usvzlaiinaludiuves

optimization wagld factor C unu A aglei
m . . . H ]. n
J 0 :Czizly(” cost, o'z + l—ym cost, 6" z" +§Zj:1®j (3.17)

1 4 3 24 1
n C = T wndies regularize 11nTU ABIAANT overfitting lasane C

mnlunsdlfesnisan regularize avAosannis underfitting lnanisiiiuen C

1 4if ©'z>0
h,(z) = z (3.18)
0 otherwise

Sendndu discriminant function Ao Wine 1y 1 %38 0
3.4.1 Large Margin Intuition

1 yzl,@szl

(3.19)
a1 Yy = 0, @Txg—l
dle ¢ deunn
ZL y(i) COs tl 0"z"V + 1— y(i) COS t0 6"zY =0 (3.20)
wnuAly cost function aznanedu
JO) =C-0+15" @
( ) =00+ 52;‘1 J
(3.21)
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Je8¥YeY decision boundary fieglnafiegasen margin FaWENN15¥09 SVM 92

Yal o1 dl
WEJ’]EJ’]@JIMNV‘T]&J’]ﬂV]Ejﬂ

3.4.2 Vector Inner Product

fnawmes u uay v andidn (0,0) W (v,,v,) Anuennames

. . 2 2
V= HUH = 1/vl + v,
uw=|" v=|" (3.22)
U

£ = ALY projection UBIIAKDS U UULIAADS U

u'v=p-||ull (3.23)

mnuv=l|ull-|]v]cost, O wmewin u wer v

dlouwny p =] v ]| cos O agldannisdnediu
T T (3.24)
o '3 a @ 1 T —_
dewnnames u uay v fanurii wasunuen 4 v = p- || u ||
T, _
uv =, +u, (3.25)

nsdfyusening u wez v wnn31 90° fsu projection P vziduay
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. n 1
m@mzj:1@2‘ = 5(@? + 0.+ +07)

J

:%(\/@f+@§+..._}_@i)2 (3.26)

1 >
=S lell
2
mﬂﬂg@mﬁu 1519z la optimization objective

0'z" =p |0 |= @r’Eii) + @2:1:;1) +-+ @na:s)

nsdl y =1, pP @] >1 (3.27)
nsdl y =0, p”- [l <1

a o v .oa ] 1Y ..
WMANaNy1 i margin 1A11IN LNS18LIALAE O AIRINAU decision boundary
Wiofayld optimization objective Luas9 1351398 0919%%A" projection p"” fF1unian

winnazduldle

3.5 K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN)
MTunUTEIAN KNN 3gaSurendnnisyinaulaglilamuununig X \@eulugy
flasdudu p: X x X — R filfanszegmaves 2 aundnla q lu X wu 1 X = R? fatiy

p eglususeuy Euclidean
Y Y

p(x,x') = Hx - X’H = \/Zf_l(xz —z)) (3.28)

WS =(x,y)..(x ,y )dusiegravestouanls training gy x € X,
1 1 m m U g

fmun 7w (x),...,m (x) Fosddvves {L...,m} awuszezie T, p(X,X,) dwmdy

Ve ¢ < m,

p(X,Xﬂ_(X)) S p(X7Xﬁ. (x))
i it1

dmsudnuu £, ng kNN dmsunisdwunluundaiunsaleulaniudiasi



i i i M Class B
! ,

>

5 5 n1ME5UIEY KNN

'
a

UM

Y

A uay class B Avunan K Anneiy tieuatiieutau (neighbor) [11] lagnalunig data
. a A ' &) a A (J [ R vy X [V

science [12] Hemdena1 K iluavd Wedmiuearaduavy Ardenlduuiusgivioya

Liazyn fdoamaaosiuluinanazauadnsils 91UV k neighbors Tu KNN 1Ju

hyperparameter fifnuaNaveInIsituelung 8elaun Bedesldnisussaananinaiy
WHANEIANTIRE Noise ATEAINANUNASNS

3.6 Ensemble Learning

Ensemble learning {un13553unguaasdidnuunyssnnuniaun lanadnsnnau
Yadluna IaefnunlseinnusaziituaisiauanateLazidudasedanu [13] 1o

Y a v o = v a4 o ! A ay vo Yo
ANYBNANAINANNFAI L UNUTLLANLNEIR ALY 1umu%88ﬂm3@EﬂflLVlﬂuﬂV]\l@uqll'ﬂ

“U@Q‘ﬁ,
3.6.1 Random Forest [14]

FI97WunUSELAN Random Forest (RF) WWun1ssinvesdignuunuseiandulsd
(Decision Trees) na1Aeidunis optimized v uunUszunndulsl Fadasuunuseiny
suldagsiunsanaulavesrulisazuuu

frsuald algorithm A uag M3nszaneniu 0 Buanduuiiiegsnin § fete
fregrsluaildmsuinen S fown m’ MWasnszarsuuuasiiateuy S a1nduadng

a10u I, 1,,....Wmefiusas 1 0udunves [d] vuin k aglddiegianisnsgaieuuy

adanouuiUsdNIn [d] nsduimuavesiinUsnnnanes 0

5 awedung KNN Suanilteyannainisaiunusenninssogmaluds class

18
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Training dataset 2 h a &

o e S mae
EIE3E3E2 EAEAEAEA [ % | %] v ]
als eyl a1t b1 c1 di1 1 a2z b2z 2
Bootstrap
a2 ¢ d2 2 b3 ¢3 d3 1 a3 b3 1
as ¢ ds 2 b4 ¢4 da 1 aS bs 2
| | |
o} o Q
Ensemble o O o ko) o 0
of trees WG I N A
O ON_ O 006 © _—~ 0 Q
Aggregation | Majority decision ]

3“1/771 6 UNUNINDEUIENITYINILYEY Random Forest [15]

3.6.2 Adaboost

frsuunUszian Adaboost wiedeiuvesdsnisiizenin Adaptive Boosting 914
33115 booting fan1ssuiswunUssaniilinadnsiiug (weak learners) Tduiisiuun
UssLamiilinadwussiatu (strong learers) Tnawmsunugnsu Tnefiudazadazsimunlaam
ninsvinlumndaneu 14 weak leamer wazwa hypothesis 7ivinl¥an error #1as 91nn"s
nsznewazilandudmanefidesnns (Empirical Risk Minimization)
Avuslsisuingusoe e limey S = (x,9,),...(x, v, ), \nefludaze iy, = f(x,)

o [y & o . . a I o w PN Y
d1uTuNaAdy labeling NT2UIUNTT boosting ATNTUTOUAINAIAU 50U ¢, A7

. (®)
booster fusnaznszaeiiedisly Suandusy DYas DY € R" uay ZlDi =1

Fatius booster avdsitunisnszany DY waziegne S 1Ug weak learner fiauyfigiuin

weaker learner 9¢lvidn weak hypothesis, h, 1ag AdaBoost 2lvidn weight dwisu h,

w, = %log £ 1 (3.29)
€

t
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umiinves b, Wudadiunniuiu error 109 h, leauusdayseu AdaBoost axlden
Tusiluseudaly vl weak learner agitiunnsundgminiiaduluseuiiainazusuunlu
soulul Hadnsvesdanadtu AdaBoost 39U strong classifier ANaMNNATINYINLN VDS

weak hypotheses

DY exp(~uyh(x)

update DZ_(”D =

® (3.30)
Z?%Di exp(—wtyjht(xj))
idloAviamme = L...m
output the hypothesis
h (x) = sign Z; w,h, (x) (3.31)

e e/ [l

ANALIL
~] [oef [ [

U1 7 nmsenauntvi191ued AdaBoost
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3.7 Evaluating a hypothesis

flafd hypothesis enadlAn error fitfosdmiusogsiiliingu udligndes sy
overfitting 13133suUstatayallu 2 nqu Ao training set kA test set WAWIINITAIWIN
error U84 test set

ANRRAYYDY error AMSU test set

Test Error = LZL’ err(h©(z"),y") (3.32)

test
test

3.8 Bias and Variance
9INN9Y cross validation azuumedayalu 3 ya wWu training set= 60%,cross
validation set=20% uay Test set=20% L519¥AIUIUAT error 1A 3 LWATNANAU training
error fiwwnlinanaafiolsiaing d 4es polynomial saugiiienfiu cross validation error f
= A a o ° v 2 a s
zanailolsWANANS d Muuald © fn W11AWe3

7
A (Y

High bias (underfitting) Ao %a J,  (©)uag J,, (©)iAgs ety J.,(©)~J, (©)

Hight variance (overfitting) A J, _ (©) xdiensuay J.,(©)fAgunnnit J, ()

train (

regularization parameter \
Wo A s J (@) iAo ez J, (0)ilAas
do A fiFutunans i J, (©)uag J_ (0) fienen uay J., (©)=J (0)

train (

de A 1N J, (©)uag J,, (0)ires

Y

Validation Curve Schematic

«—— High Bias

model score —
«—— High Variance —

model complexity —

U7 8 nsmlanimaiuduiusved Bias uaz Variance
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]
unm 4
ad o a a v
DNTIANUUIUIY
A3 laAnwITNMIThunIsEuTesATRILALA I RN UTHANIINNTHUAY
= & [ < o a A o ) )
ssaunssuluunil 2 ua 3 unilaslutuneumsandununhlvldduansununmiuney

agadglugui 9

1. Preprocess
Data

2. Extract
Features

5. Model

4. Optimize

3. Train Model
parameters

FUT 9 ununIMTURDUN TSI VONATEY

4.1 anwazdayainld

=1

4.1.1 Yoyayad
WS UAUTTMUA 5,110 AU LVaIL1In [6] Iwunaandy 10 Jadeanie wana

nsdnnguvesdeya (PCA) luguil 10 uarduundsznaudeyalanasaluil

Discriminating PCA directions

0.509 0.504 0.504 Scree plot (PCA explained variance)

10 — variance

~ cumulative variance

09

08

07

o = o w

06

PCAZ

-1 os

-2 04

03

=3

2 1 0 1 1 3 & 2 [ H i 2 1 0 1 1 3 i 0o 05 10 15 20
pcaD a1 Pca0

5U% 10 Principle Component Analysis V83Uya%annasd
v v 9
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- Joyauuuia: i 3 Teya e 91y, seiuianadslufiontarel BMI uandluguil 11

Y 9

¥ =

14 . a o a [ LY a1 [
RS UDAALUY binary MUuUANavL 2 UVaila A Iiﬂﬂ’)’]&lﬂu%{ﬂuaﬂiﬂﬁ’ﬂﬂ UA1 0 NU 1 wnud
I3 "’ o w gy = &, = v °
ﬂ’]iLUULLGSISJLUUIiﬂGﬂlIa’mU Iﬂﬂm‘ﬂ@yjﬁiiﬂ‘ﬁﬁ@ﬂLa@ﬂﬁll’ejx‘iL‘LJ‘L!L{]']‘MQJ']EJ‘V]Li’]ﬁ]@\iﬂ’]i%']ﬂ’]ﬁ]

anwazdayailuiuy binary Wity

80 1/ mmm 0 o
o ™= 1 % 1
B0 4
LE)
& 5
40 4
30 A
50 -0
_ X 1
g L3
& 200 1 3 ]
i
(=]
S 150 1
U|I
% 100 i
50 4 . . , T T T
i
e 1
R
10 1 g
T T T T T
40 60 80 100 200 25 50 75
age avg_glucose_level bmi

JU 11 NTINUARINISNTE VeI Ean Iz U ey

- JoyanuUTUNUsELAN (categorical data) 5 Taya laln

G

1. i 2. 91T 3. iegndy 4. N15ANTA 5. NMSGUUN

4.1.2 Yayayail 2
Wdau1ANAUElIAADnIFeAALBIMUUATUINAT LTINeIUIaTHIaInsal 31U

Susuntuiindeyaiivionun 99 au Fududirelsavaondenausiluuiiuniogamu
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(Ischemic Stroke) wuutiufiniidayaneafiulsauseindingUaedu dregradeyaudns

diandnlusnsed 3 1wy Tsaumanu (OM), TsmAuAuga(HT), Tspiala(HD) Wusiu

mI5N7 3 Are5uIedIee 9Ty alutayayai 2

FED AasUNe
BMI Body Mass Index
DM Diabetes Mellitus
DLP Dyslipidemia
HT Hypertension
AF Atrial Fibrillation

Coronary HD Coronary Heart Disease

MR Mitral Regurgitation

TOAST Trial of Org 10172 in Acute Stroke Treatment

wonwteaniidsdl ”uﬁﬂﬁﬁaagaﬁ'u q flifeades wu nansdiunsade, Az
n3UsEidlu TOAST, enitfudsenu, Tsaimuidusutioslungudeya aglilsthunldly
et SunudoyautesUssnihisnldluieneginsiuelsanaenienauomuandy
5Ut 12 Snuauii@ulsediviomn 97 aundmnmsssiadadoya suudiidwaudoyany
Adunazliidulsemaonidenauss 197 auflazianluldinsulusa

ﬁ’]a‘ﬁmmﬁmaﬂugﬂﬁ 12 LWANENIZUNUAIEANAY 0 LASINATIIZUVIUAIBLAY 1

wazlsa HD Au HT azununshiidutazsidulsasmeias 0 wag 1 audiau



Don't have stroke by gender

60

I
S

Don't have stroke
53

54
B s

0 1
gender

Count of stroke by gender

60

Count of stroke

0

gender

Don't have HD by stroke

100

Don't have HD
3

0 1
stroke

Count of heart disease by stroke

N
S

w
I}

o
=5

14

0 .

0 1
stroke

Count of heart disease
=

Don't have HT by stroke

30 29
) I
0

0 1

stroke

Don't have HT
s

Count of hypertension by stroke
62
I
0
0 1

stroke

s @
S =)

Count of hypertension
o
o

JUT 12 wnpiuviauanisigaziogniuauanteyalsine 1v1aguwiainsal
' 1 [ ! ISy 1 A ! IS ! 1
wiarysveseryswialutay 10 U wu 20 U Ao ¥ave1y 20-29 U laluyngae
918 Feaziuldannguil 13 119901y 50-59 U Wutnengfideuulsanasadenauswin

Ngnuau 25 au Ay 26.04% ndruaupuiidunivan 97 Au

1(1.04%) L 2 (2.08%)

\u

8 (833%)

,—8(8.33%)

23

= age (bins)
(23.96%)

820
@30
@40
@50
®60
@70

80

23 ®90

(26.04%)

24 (25%) —

U7 13 91uupuiiiulsaviaenidenaussainteyalsmeuiagwiainsal
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v

4.2 N5M3NN5VDUA

Y

[y J o

< & o v a o d' v °
Jududdyneunmsihdeyalulilumsdeudvenaias doyanwuuiunlssnnae

o

gnutadhidudaulagld sci-kit learn [16] Toyayadl 1 azaglugudasialuil

1.

2
3
a.
5
6
7

91y

Tsmpusiugs (HT) : laddulse = 0, WJulse = 1

15Awala (HD) : luvdulse = 0, 1Julsa = 1

syfutmawndsluden

A1 BMI

e EMEe = 0, e = 1

918N : YISy = 0, Wildiviiau = 1, vhnuenu = 2, §5A9dusI = 3,
Uniseu = 4

N5ENTd : ldm = 0, uiesu = 1

MsauYYs : linsu - guusedn = 0- 4

mogradeyanandlugui 14 s U9 16

age gender HT HD

50 Male 1 0

82 Fernale 0 0

45 Male 0 1
72 Male 0 1
64 Female 1 1

U 14 feehsgadeyanltlun)simuntssamn
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Stroke

U7 15 faeehetayanlylunsimuienasindeyarni 1

TOAST

large-artery atherosclerosis

cardicembolism

small-vessel occlusion

stroke of other determined eticlogy

stroke of other undetermined etiology

U9 16 daeeeteyanasihlvldlunisvinenasinlssmerviagmansal

foyannlsmeunagmasnsalifiudeyadielsavasndonausaiuy lschemic il
uanasegreteyaluguil 16 ieruazmnlumsidogdavindaldiuasuteya TOAST wie
N3P UUNUsENNYedlsAaBAIRDAANBILUURUAUNNUTHAMUNUMIBIAY 1 AHVIENY
Fenfuteyayaneassiuandlugudl 14 Tnefl 1 vanefansidu stroke wag 0 nunedisnslal

\J stroke

4.3 msfadendayanialuld
tumeuilazidunsdndendeys esnnddeyantuaziladummezuneianlyl

ANFNTUSAURAaNEILTIeINslunsviunelsavaeniiondied Ae Negendeulasingiay

LY

Uszdndiludeyayanaaes suudIznaedayaiiie 4,800 Auludayayausn

Y 9
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Toyayni 2 lnsin1sAndadeianizuisdineanainiinardbiluiite 4.1.2 viadlle
AsvdeunUIiiveya 2 Auanuuuludinaudlseviaendonauenludeyanivniu Falavin

N15AR9anNNISILN ANy TRTIT U uRaue 197 audmsunisiuasisluwma

4.4 n 514 Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique Tudouauaf 1
v Kl
mM3seuindeyailidaunariu (imbalanced data) WWulgymininainnisiauun
Ussinnngudeyailaiviniu wadildenailviine accuracy Mvilidnlafianain
(misleading accuracy) wazn1sviuenai biased [17] ngusegniidulseviasnidonaues
- o oA =2 o % | A o~ Y v = aa
wsenauiegniiaulafnwiidnudesnhunndlameuiungudiegnlididulsn 38013

[y

under-sampling ¥89 majority class ﬁL‘fJu‘ﬁauuaﬂuUﬂﬁ F2UAUTENNS over-sampling U84
minority class ffudeyadihefidualasn Welildvadnsintulunissundsson Bms
SMOTE grinluldognaunivans [18] faudiiiimsifuiilel 2002 winmsfedassdoya
Twifitaelumsviunengudeyaiiiitien Tasns interpolation 5gwing minority class flagly
defined neighborhood nann1saeaula feature space vivetoyatadeianizudagem

11NN31 data space MJunmsanvestayarvun

11

h

i 14

13
U7 17 msasideyadiaeauuy SMOTE

a

uwiazgn 1, e 1, vieeadunsluglegseninge 2, e 2, wanadugadi Ao Joya

Aansuszinaatutadudeyaiiiinyuanisnisi
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Before using SMOTE Balanced Data

4.35%

95.65%

0(healthy) 1(stroke) 0(healthy) 1(stroke)

U9 18 Joyavasmahlvianaiudeyaiiu

4.5 dayanmsuluing

Joyayni 1 vivetoyaynnnaes

5.110 daya

AalAanlaya

4,800 daya

0 : "liilu stroke 1 : il stroke
. L 4 . 209 au
‘ 4.591 Au ‘ ) ;
I — SMOTE
kA 4
4591 Au

FIUNIVUA 9,182 ZauA

JUT 19 wrislstayayausn
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nswUsteyaily train uae test avagludnsndiu 80:20 Madeyayai 1 wag Toya

YA 2 uandluguin 20 wag UM 21 muadu

9.182 fiaya

Training set = 80% Testing set = 20%

fa ™

1.837 Hiaua

‘ 7,345 2iayua

|

praga

‘ 3.681 AU ‘
1ilu stroke
JU7 20 aquinnudeyailideyayai 1
197 fiaua
Training set = 80% Testing set = 20%
‘ 157 7iaya ‘ 40 daua

— | UNIVE|

‘ 79 AU ‘ 78 AU ‘ 20 AU ‘ 20 AU

JU 21 agudsandeyanlvdoyarai 2
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4.5 Hyperparameter Optimization
vdanildimsdadenteyainzaslumsthlulfinsulumauagsinisuvag

Foyaliluldtussuunyssnning 1 IHAnusavsam suseuifadumsrnua

Ansdinosiivilinsiunelsealnsnlduadnsiusiugfian wunmduneusSuieifiuia

wandluguil 22

Feature
Selection

Feature
Transformation

Train Model

Hyperparameter

g‘z/ﬁ 22 WHUNINTURDY Hyperparameter Optimization

ARSIV KNN Landlunis1en 4

915199 4 WMo svad KNN

Parameters Description
n_neighbors number of neighbors
algorithm auto, ball_tree, kd_tree, brute
p p = 1, manhattan_distance (l1), and

euclidean_distance (12) forp = 2

n_jobs number of parallel jobs for neighbors

search
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ANTTResLEuBs Support Vector Machine Wanseazidenlunsed 5

975199 5 WITIdmasved SVC

Parameters Description
C float
kernel linear, poly, rbf, sigmoid, precomputed or
callable
degree degree of the polynomial kernel function
gamma scale, auto or float
probability false and true

random_state

integer or none

ANMNSIAMSNLIUBY Random Forest LamIsngastdentum1sIen 6

975N 6 WITITMOTYa9 RF

Parameters

Description

n_estimators

the number of trees in the forest

criterion

the quality of a split (tree-specific)

max_depth

the maximum of the tree

max_features

auto, sart, log2

bootstrap

True and False

oob_score

out of bag samples: True and False

class_weight

balanced, balanced subsample, dict or

list of dicts
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AT BSNLTIUDY AdaBoost LEAITIUALLDEALUATSIN 7 BS UL LAl

a

USU base estimator 9¥14 Decision Tree 7ilA1 max depth = 1 WnlEEITILUNUTZLANG?

= @ v
DuaN190U5U classes wag n_classes 1A

§75199 7 WI1dmasved AdaBoost

Parameters Description
base estimator the boosted ensemble
n_estimators the number of trees in the forest
learning rate float, default=1.0
algorithm SAMME, SAMME.R real boosting algorithm
random_state integer or None

4.5 n1sAiun1smsulaLea
A9 UNUTZLAN KNN A1 K ﬁiﬁi’fﬁ]zt,ﬁulﬁmﬂgﬂﬁ 23 11 K=7 @1usavilinadnsi

AN accuracy lageiiganeudusuiuusn

073

1 2 3 45 68 7 8 91011213 14 15 16 17 18 19
K value

JU7 23 n15U5UAT K uasaandiuusiuenveslung
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JUN 24 uansnsmlsendng Error rate fiuen K Ml4 8361 error rate doaviungis

A1 accuracy &9

Error Rate

89910 SVC diaeguuuuislainisnaaeuigduuulafilinas

052 4

0.50 4

0.48 4

0.46 4

0.44 4

0.42 4

0.40 4

0.38 q

Error Rate vs. K Value

U 24 nsluansuaesa) K AvensinudanaInvedluna

[y

N

sl &
5angn Tuntlay

1ga1 AUC iail3euiigu Tngiirgegaues AUC=1 windlanidlng 1 Jemnetialunal

NAANSTIANT1 JUT 25 wandliiuiuuuidunsalipl AUC 1nndn rof wag poly d1dufl 2 3

d":l Y U
PaulnaAse LN

Model AUC

1a

0.9 1

0.8 1

0.7

0.6 1

0.5 -

0.4 1

0.3 1

[ T
T

kermel

= Ibf

INA

= linear

. 2 paly
. & T 3 poly

CV test fold

U 25 n3mluanseiaain SVC luguuuuiis19iu
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WHUATNGUN 26 wansbiliiunisnfiwes max_features wag n_estimators 983 RF

[
a0

Ingilgudindesaingaiialszana 0.8 Wuduiimmlwesnaesiavinlilunaiian

accuracy gage

— 0.8
0.79

0.78

max_features

0.77

0.76

100 200

n_estimators

U1 26 wpdn mean I sUunITdines91n RF

JUN 27 Wisuiisumduunuseny AdaBoost luguuuu algorithm fisinaiiy

05

i
Wl

=== [ecision Tree Error

= Discrete AdaBoost Test Error

= [iscrete AdaBoost Train Error
Real AdaBoost Test Error

= Real AdaBoost Train Error

A = Decision Stump Emor
I I
——

error rate

01 A

ﬂ.U T T T T T T T T T
1] 25 50 7% 100 135 150 175 200
n_estimators

3‘1/17 27 a71U38Uigy algorithm w89 Adaboost
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undl 5
NANTSNARDY
5.1 nan1vaaesNdayayanaas
n¥rnfiniounistoyadeuiosuazudadnilitounaunatu deyaromngnuiu
Tuamsfimesuanzay azldimduundszamdiliaiade Precision gean fio RF

waz AdaBoost AaLtlu 0.94 d1sudaly Ao SVC fiA1 0.90 waz KNN HA1 0.89 1Sa9mugisiu

M5 8 HANITNAADIDINTBYAYANAASY

Model | Accuracy | Precision | Recall | f1-score
KNN 0.87 0.89 0.87 0.87
SVC 0.89 0.90 0.89 0.89
RF 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94

AdaBoost 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94

average 0.91 0.92 0.91 0.91

5.2 Han15naaandayalsane1uIaniaingal
uansneaesilliiimsiiedefuiudeyayanases wilifinsusaunavesdndu

foya 1osnndoyaiiewinpdidesnsvihunewiiiu shimsusugumnsiiimesfimnzay azld

Idhduundszanitliteniade Precision gsane RF Anidu 0.78 uazdusiudalulsiun sve

@1 0.76, AdaBoost 3A1 0.73 waz KNN #A1 0.63 LS89 1uansu

175799 9 HanITNAAeIRINTeyalsineIuIagIainsal

Model | Accuracy | Precision | Recall | f1-score

KNN 0.62 0.63 0.62 0.62
SVC 0.75 0.76 0.75 0.75
RF 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.77
AdaBoost 0.73 0.73 0.72 0.73

average 0.72 0.73 0.72 0.72
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Han1sALiuunldnsseusveansadlunMsviineinusnuauwansueInisy

nuuaag platform lansil

#7599 10 san13lgeuu platform

MATLAB (desktop)

Jupyter Notebook

Google Colaboratory

Ffulag UUABNNIADS UUABNNILADS Google Drive
Hardware 7il4f UUABNNILADS UUABLRILADS 14l ws1eld cloud
$auau library | mudidiann MathWorks fifiuTunass fifiuTunass
n3Ansta library lyidfoq Andauiedos $ulmiynads
M TildTey MATLAB Python Python
ANNUasnny LINNTIZSUUY LN UUY ADUT UG IZSU
ULERHE Aouf ey pouumesfld | uu cloud usidiosdion
duilda
nsisenalug AosllusunIy Aosilusinsy ausanlalagliise
AamdlUsunsy
File syncing Taid] il auto saving i autosaving LagLlum
Seidu
AUEEAIN Yoomszdeddiud | Unnaramsizdes ADUT AL AINNT Y
Aoudnannlunsing AadaRauy ausailaglanann
UUABLRILADS ADUNIUADS browser

asUuandavindeniiagly Google Colaboratory iundningzlidndusadlsy

a s A a P v a ¢ aa Y = Y oA A v
ﬂ@@JW’JLW@ﬁL@ﬁ@Ql@Lﬂi@QUQ aqﬂqiﬂiﬁﬂ@NWULmaiLﬂﬁaqmu internet U109 LAVDLAYUADN DY

Sentd library Tvainnassniinisldaulg
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5.3 uadnnsinnudesdineliinlsavaanifonauas

Aanvileiientdan Shapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP) %i5e Shapley value
[19] \uAnUszanamas contributions vesnssasmansasdiulina axldien predictive
error §,8u marginal contributions TngfiAniadeves marginal contribution wandlade

wnnzvastuniauadulule U7 28 waninisdrassdSnmsianuves SHAP

Players Combinations Score

L 4

70

il

:

Gender

(@]
()

U1 28 3UT180435M15911911809 SHAP
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TreeExplainer T9UszunaiA1 SHAP @115 tree-based models [20]
nadwsiuandluzuil 29 nandaudlefionginntudsdanudssioniadulsavasnidonaues
Suduf 2 Aeseduthmaluden annsolnnesitelumadulsaumiu Sufud 3 fo a1
BMI uazsusufifinasesasinde nsguyvd, lsannudugs, lsavila, msvihaw, e uag

an1uenNIIausd

== | =
——
.
smoking_status _
hypertension. |GGG
heart_disease _
work tyve. N
gencer N
ever_married _ : g:::;

0.00 0.02 004 0.06 0.08
mean(|SHAP value|) (average impact on model output magnitude)

U7 29 TaveiiasuasionIsyuielsavaonidonaueiaintayayannaed

- v a o a € 1 v Y A LY el' 2/
Wesnnladeiunimsesiuiudeyaganaaeiiiies 4 Jady 3UN 30 wansly
WiueginnTusazlsaiiladwmauindududuninviliiialsavaendenausy ieway

lsmpnuiulafingadutadeidsssedududnin

- I
-«
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 010

mean(|SHAP value|) (average impact on model output magnitude)
U7 30 Uadeiiaemanionisviuielsavasnidenauedainteyasn.gwiainsal

WatSeuliguiunauddedu [21] warainauddeineesluuni 2 du d1eu
Uaduaneiidmasenisdulsavaondenauedinuwandieiu iesandeyanildlunis

unefiunaanuwansneiu sududnvasansveiunasdayatiu



5.4 malulduseleviasaluguuuu Web Application
Tuwanisvhwelsanaendonauesiiasaauysaignitivimunseluguwuuiv

a o A 1 ¢ Y] v X
weundindu wenvzliyaainsmanmsunnduazyaaavialuldldnuazainu

Stroke Prediction

Enteryour gender Enter your age
Male v 57.00 =
Do you have hypertension? Do you have heart disease?
Yes E 0
Are you married? What is your job?
True v Self-employed
Enter your average glucose level Enter your BMI
160.00 = + 31.44 =

How often do you smoke?

Never v

Predict

U7 31 milwinamslsukeunaintuinelsnvaenidonayed
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unil 6
A3UNAUIRY

6.1 #3UNAN1IY

miﬁﬂm@hﬁi’wLLuﬂﬂszLﬂwiumsﬁaui%mm?aa K-NN, SVM, RF waz Adaboost
wuhmsiunelsanaeaidenauesiidussansnmannianludeyayausn Ae fduun
Usglanuuy RF wag Adaboost flranuusiugiil 94 % wagludeyani 2 anguélsanasn
LHOAANBILUUATUNATIINGIUIAANTAUINUIIFITUNYUSBANUUY RF HAAsusiugn
7l 78 % geanlunguinduunyszaniltlunismaass

Haduiameresdoyaiifieglunduieyaynd 1 dvtovun 10 Jade uhidevhns
Inswinardnnisteyanawhluldmsuliwea denldies 9 Jadelunisiuelsaviaen
Fonanes nsditeyayail 2 fdnnudeyauariladeiowziitosninnn Jdldinsmusa
foyaunssuaniindrondstusdnhluldlunisine 19 4 Jadodeduninneinadns
Tuwna deyaiiiuszansamidududdyiinasolunanisSeuiveseios

naINMTIuEMsSeusvesaoseansnihluliussneunsidadesefuauides
lsAvaonLdonauaiuanuilanINnTinsevinadawazUszaunisalvasnng lagladnvinlu
sUkUVTas web application iumsussiiuarndsadesiudmiudgiengfifienudedy

ASNALSANADALADAFND

6.2 datdusnuzinan1sIvgluauinn
=3 1w 1 a a & o [y = P =] = [y
nsiiungudegeiinidluinuaukasdadumsduiionUssuieuiu
Hadell 1 Tseumnu UseIananugnssy wanssuniseaniidanie wusu sausiy
ialgiunsasislumalmiluouas Midessdunenaainlunaiiuinaiuisausulala
wseliiudeyayalui Wenldfduunyssnnuuuaulunismsulima awsdesenldnis
19 Deep Learning 1@y a1muanu MRI, nwliasigvinigiiy ansavenseauaudesiy

I A
nsilulsaraonaongues
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