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Table 6 Average of Accuracy for Each Set of Data

150 300 450 600 750 900
PR E | 0.839 | 0.891 | 0.940 | 0.954 | 0.952 | 0.981
ek | 0.895 | 0.897 | 0.928 | 0.945 | 0.941 | 0.964
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Al B 7 4 —F ¥ HTOHIRE
A.1 Training Errors in The Number of Each Feature

- 150#% MSE 300#% MSE 105048
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A.2 Generalization Errors in The Number of Each Feature
s 1504k s 3004k s 10504
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A3 BT 4—F ¥ HTDS, FODIHE
A.3 S and F Values in The Number of Each Feature

Bz AERE
AR S | 600-700 | 700-800 | 800-900 PLLEEZE: S | 600-700 | 700-800 | 800-900
150 28.49 37.82 46.07 150 267.36 206.05 121.34
300 19.51 27.57 49.75 300 254.23 130.78 68.24
s 600 13.87 15.71 23.95 600 61.88 70.94 83.20
1050 6.63 10.57 14.13 1050 86.61 48.67 15.48
1650 6.39 23.32 11.19 1650 73.71 49.29 21.14
A F | 600-700 | 700-800 | 800-900 LR F | 600-700 | 700-800 | 800-900
150 1.45 1.59 2.25 150 12.38 2.74 4.94
300 0.31 0.84 4.17 300 16.07 4.60 7.11
F 600 0.10 0.66 1.05 600 3.07 4.81 5.60
1050 0.30 0.59 0.48 1050 3.05 4.68 1.46
1650 0.45 4.35 0.08 1650 3.24 7.10 3.81
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