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IS Wi AT BC 35 55 1) 6 551 R 7 A9 R ik 2 DR K AR Ak 8 4% 19 2850 700 3 K2 i BB 5K C Filter) (ZHZE3K ( Wrap-
per) fk A3 (Embedded) . v, Bif PR AR 26 £ 07 1 7 H 8 0F 5 o o2 (08 1 e S 930 R840 69 T 3 74 Ao 5
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Kolmogorov-Smirnov(K-S ¥ %) & Fl FXF b 8 kEAR B & @ T W — 20 1w A2 5 i oy st e
TN PG AN [RIRE AR 1) 53 A T bk 2 S 0o 2 A5+ 0 SR B0, 7 B0 5298 32k DR B0 10 0 B0 17 JE L i) 46 40 3l B A —
E R JEANGERE B 5 % K-S K30 E AT R B FF H 5 mRMR 256 76—, I FH TR ik 36 5 28 500 11
PERE SRR N AE K-S KRB0 3l 22 b, 00 2% 2 T 2R 3k D B 55 1k 1 G L AR G A S50 56 I TR AR
K 5 K-S A6 50 7 ik A 3 4 vh 9 52 B W L7 3 B 48 0k, O THLBE SR BF s 2 & il — Fh a3 ok 2 1
W98 & TF 06K X — B 32 FHAEAS [] B 4003k 2 v, 3 — 398 1 42 b DU w76 S 8] 89 2 FH O 1o B A R 90 58
L H i UG 42 oy FEARER. B E & 0 —Fiopn AL pY B TR BB S I T T4 2 IR 28 N i B 45 R 42K
7 HLA Rt 9 SCSCHR A Hh o 3 A T BN 5 AT el AR n 26 PR sk BB 08 4R 3] — e Bl /N H 5 2 stk B A
AR I) X 43 B T 1 8 1 4 0k 3 2 i 3o 8 M 240 T Of e A PR M 4 s S T T R T S TR e
P L 0 SR RS AR AT L 3K — A s T SRR A B R T IR T A RO I AR R AR 1 KN 5 A S
BRI BSR4 A [R]85 L 5 ) G e ¢ 1) 43 RS 3 R AR LA AR 0E i PR 4. Hou S50 B 1 HEDRS 45 388 0
HOAL AR AN R 04 43 A SUFR BT % OB 19 0 A P R AE B R G T 1T 28 1Y€ X, 12 X FloE CAH M
A TR R TR gE 7 i o A XU SR AT B R G e 1 20 1 SR kL B L 45 S T DN A T AR <08 SR A A TR
B AT K SRARIAR T AN [R] R BE 1 A R, 45 5 55 DR 45 104 e AR 5 12 3L 7 ik g i DR AR 2 43 1Y) S B
IR o N5

A SCHRAE B A 1 R A OGS R RS £ 30 19 SCHR BERE, 456 K-S K30 . 8 K-S A 50 R 45 SR RS 48 [7) i
ia B R R 2 b e, O T O e S A R R R IR B W A X3 BE L R T K-S A 3 S R i 4 B A
BRI B 0 DR T AR R P R DA [) I A AR R D ) 20 A PG R 5 SRS IO B 1 AR 8 2 T R X L AR 1 e
(0 H L S 80, T LU B DA TR A7 A 1 55 S8 AR DCPE DR AF TR X B R 1 A% 58 1 4 ST A 2 80K 00 oK BB 78 4 % JE AR
PRI TE] T A A7 O, PR 3E 10 B P 9 6 PR 4 s i » 3Bt X TO AR B 0 8 S, 45 B AR SO SE TRV B 4 X SRR &
) U BE SEAT TH 5 5 P D 7 3 2k X L SE B0 UE B T T K-S A6 30 R 4P UM RS 4 1 4R i 28 85 5 i U1 & 52 Bs B
AR

1 MxFR

1.1 K-S#1%
e R IR EE A T 35 T MR R REAS , 43 311 R 1E 28 CA) AT B 28 (B) 33 1 24 20 57 iy 28 ). 356 PR s 4 op
) I FEAR B H B R n o DU AR JE BN 45 P A A6 X L 38 X X n X, IR X P B A TR
2] DA FNZIE R X A WL EL W 2 1) s oy 5 oee s, . 2 HERRAE A X5 L B 3 HE 510 1) A 35 B vk e SO0 0 i
T LX) o = x> LT USRS B A R A AR
0, x<xq,

F(x) = i, k) Zaxa<Zzx+D,k=1,2,n—1, (D
n

n, x=x).

K-St git it T 28 IERFEAN B R o 5B AREARR BRI 06REF ., 2281

2t Xof {1 e R AR, A 5UANF
T:rnlax\FA(I)—FB(I)L (2)

TR FEVEKFH « RT3 EREAR A ST T MR 73 A Ge it & T 3547l AR K-S
KB B, T o N B E KT o TREARGH & W In SHE B B b i R A FEAR G & T A/ T T K
20T LA A5 18 BIZEE R T 28 5 6 AR AR 19 S B 43 A IR B 8 (0 A [] 5 0 4 2R A PR A G 3 8 M
T W T o BYMESE /N AR AT DAAS 4598, BRI Y TE 28 5 07 SRR AR 1 52 BR 23 A5 1 AR F A A7 78 B 2 i A [+]
1.2 4PiftHAE &

ARSCS BSCHRL16, 19 145 H 5 20 SR Al 4 FH 5% 1) LA HE 4 0 Joi

EX 1 HERNDNNENIEHEESRU, HREU={x 2., 2, ) NIESTHES ARV XRY >R,
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WFR A J&F RY LA — A BE AR W 2R A WAL
(DA(x 1 s25) = 0,A(x,2,) =0, 8HMN Y2, =2, Vx,,2, € RY;
DDAz ,x) =A(xy,2) Va2, € RY;
(DA (x1s23) < A(xysa:) FA(xssx3) s Va,s20,25 € RY,
PR (U LAY Oy B 23 ), — RO 0 55 I 2 [ L A B T 3R i h

N
A(Iivl‘j):[z ‘xikifjk |P]1"/P- 3
k=1

# P =1 A KR City-Block BEE s 35 P =2 it . A FR AR #5745 P =<o i ,A /R4 Dominance
HEE.

ITE-'.SL 2 %ﬁﬁﬁﬁ—‘/l\y%%{%‘zgxgﬁ <U9A 7D>9i/gi£ﬁU:{l‘] s XL 2 ,"‘,I”},E‘riﬁéA aH_B gA 9)'_1”5(1
ﬂ:’ﬁz%a x; € U’/ﬁ\: €~ Qﬁiﬂjzen(-rf) ﬁ%ly‘j
€B<x;):{l'j‘IjerAB(I,'v.T])ée}. (4)

(WORPM e J@TABIBME, H e = 0,45z, sx,) RIN—FhREER  KMFBEAR o, MBEAR 2, Z )
0 OC 2R, T LK 35K o o H5H0 Ay R A 22 T ) A AL R R 1% 2 B T TR SR AR R U BT KR AT — AN 3 o, B
BN T BB e MAEAH B X AN SE A FR R o, MR IR, — A SR ISURE AR ) 46 45 3 % 22 37 3 B B pR 4
AEYES B, UL BIE e BYFZW. 53 AR IBURE A 23 (8] 1) R /INAE 1 2 Bl 25 40 3ok 20 428 1) 728 1 i A48 £k, R4 ek 2f
AR K 223 [] v R AR 50K A N 1 3 22 [R] B) A A 22 [) 47 7 19 R B2 3 25 BRI

MR1 MR EE e, <e, . W TFEEM 2, c U MWH e, (x,) Se, ().

MR2 RESBHEMEe. 5 B S B, CCXTEEN ., € UG B, (x,) S eB,(x)).

EX3 HE (U,A.D) BIFFEE.B S ALK D RIS U /3% n ASFEMZE,idh.U/D =
R N TN - 15 a1 R I N Vi | B R i 1 8 V)

Ni(X) ={x, €U |elx) S X}, (5)
Ni(X)={z, €U lex) N X, #0}. (6)

TIERL NG (X ZAR KR T ZI8 Y 7 G R W, BEAR 23 ] vh 58 2 S E X (0 RE AR i 19 1 4R B 1) i

KA. TRBE LAl NS (X SR F8 AR BUA By, B AR 2 (o) b AR 28 8 T el RoE &8 T X, M FEAR T4l

B A R/ IMA.
EX 4 BUE WU.A.D) BIRSKEER ARG IFHIE D B U R Tn MEME XX, X,
MAXAERER B < A 0K @M D XT B W TFIEMS L n] & SR .
N{(D) = U NE(XD, 7
NiD) =UNF (X)), (8)

XH e () 2l id B B FIEE i R A S [ A B QR 0K 7 T HLJRSE DY T B B M AR R SR AR B
A LAZRAR N «

NPOSE = U Ni(Xo. (9
[l e SR A 10 5 5 SCM
BNR% =N#(D) — Ni(D), (10)

PRINF BNRE (D) 248 —MES i S MO SR RGN, ATREFN M HE R BUEE X b HA
RE4 T & HE R B — S TR T X B a5,

255 W

(LDYD CUHANL(D) © X S Ni(D);

()Y B, S B, , ANZ(D) = N§(D);

(3)¥Y B, © B, .ff7£ NPOS}, (D) & NPOS7 (D).

TR BRI B RIS B RIS rp di BEAS I A A O 78 SR WOHLRS 25 GBS 3] 1A &K i L Jl
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O L R 2 R SRR A 9 A A S (R I AR 225 2 S D R O VR A T R T A SOH A 4 1 1
SRR
EXS HE—DIRGEERG WU.A D) R D HOO T 2 F B AL B i A4 ARl LU 24
AR
; NPOS} (D)
75 (D) =5 (an
EX6 HE—TIRELERG (U.A.D)ARBTU LM EER, X TALME B S AL WERE R ALE K

JER WA W R B W
(D% (D) =9%(D);
(2)Ya € B:yh (D) < 9%(D).
WFR B J2& e RLEET AR X 24 fif.

2 ET K-S i FnsRimi A S r b F 77k

B XT T T 2 3] 3ok B T A A G AR R A Dy 1 R R R AR b B RS R E T AR SORF K-S A6 50 R0 4R SelH s 42 3
EA K, Bl A A 56 3 I %% £ 19 5B 3% (Feature Selection Based on K-S and Neighborhood Rough
Sets, KSNRSFS) , R H] K-S #6565 5 12 W6 AR & TR 48 50, 4 /N8 230 L )P 48 SO RS 48 78 17 R0 F 2k A B9 J 4
27, T PR IE ) e DL ARRAE B X 40 20 TR IR 1.

SR 1 AT K-S AR AR SOHL A AR B0 (0 R AR R BRI 1k

WA FEHEEIEE X ={A Ay A, B By By b BB o AR RGE(ULA D) L 4B
RS MSEMA U EEETRS B efe _ctri;

i FRIE R EE S feature-elect.

B REBEARS HIER A B FIR KRR X AR v AR B BE A ok 82 X (D) L AT
FRIE AR REAR 9 BB A R BUE Fa () il By ()5

BB 2 REm AR OMERERN X 1 K-SKEImgit&E T WE . K5 RS o FFRYIE FE T o KOO
MCETTEAR NG T AN T T o I FHE XA R R B A 1 35 X 43 68 0 i B R, O HL Bk i
RKAEAH B A L PRI S red;

A3 XEFETFE red H1T7IH—1LAL B, std_red =std (red) ;

AR 4 A5 RS BE 4 2R e IR 1 RO A% 1 e M T A e B T 10— ) R SR M T B
Je By —41 5

HIB 5 AL 6 =std_red(red)./A;

HBE6 X A-red A B o, A IES Pos’, (D)

HUR T FIREKIEIK Pos, (D), T 5 B 45 14 J 4 51 2 1 45

LIRS EEEERTREN TR efc_corl U AT 45 red; /N T 3% B JE 6.

3 ZWHH

3.1 TIHEHE

A S S 56 ) K Hh 4 23 3 R < i B JREE (Prostate) L F LR (Leukemia) Al i (Lung) , K4 5 7T L UCT Fil
GEMS W3 T 2, ¢ FEIRE M TEE B LR 1R AR T PR S E Windows10, #:1/E R4
BT 64 AL NAER/INE 8 GBALBEEH(E B4 Intel (R) Core(TM) i7-4710HQ CPU @2.50 GHz A 3 i 45 52
U6 AR EAH S B (A MatlabR2016b 1 weka3.9.0) H1 S BR 1),
32 LWERSHH

EEXF PR S K-S 6 560 AH 3¢ R AE 28 3% 05 1k AR SCRA Tung JUBA 35 DR B0 4 0 9], 43 591 58 i T 3 F K-S £
B Relief FRF 26 £ 77 1 (Feature Selection Based on K-S test and Relief , KSReliefFS)™ I KSNRSFS
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P8 S 6, K I X IR e TP S 0y 12 A B AR TC AR BE AR L TR AN SE B AR AN R

(DT K-S K i i Relief FRAF 3685 7 vk 1 ZRHEEHL

LR MATLAB ){i?j. K-S ¥ 5 i1 1 72 & Tab.1 Description of experimental data sets
BB SRR UIE -~ S| E N E iy (o O P R ey = WP RHENAEC BEARGE/ RO %5
AR5 B AR A ) 1 22 ALl B DAY R 3 M 2 L LU Prostate 12 600 5423431 2
Lung Ji 46 5 N 8008 46 0 ), 2o iy 31 AN IEZEAEAS I 39 Leukemia 1 869 63(25438) 2
AN ZRAEAZH N MRS BRI REAR AT 1 626 S FFAE(E. Lung 1626 70(31+39) 2

H positive 27 1E# FEA ) 2R A HE% ] negative
TR MRS 1) BB AT AR P R R o SRR FEPE L NI F (o) FoRFE A o X5 N[ 2 4 A i
BT A — 26 PB4 1. | 67 2R A 1% 3R AR 40 A ik 26 A 3 B ) b 1Y) dme R 2 (A 4 X, B SR iz B IR 0 Js vk X
M) K-S KB mgeita T XSS T 5 8 FEKE T RN REAG 09I FE T Ba] A% B E
T RE S T B TR0 Sl 0k 22 S DTSR AT A A% A R IR i 35 4 11 1 R IRT 2 i s o R BRES 8 S FETRTRIER 10 4> R[]
1) BRI AR 2 E i AW gt i T, 1550 K-S K 50 58 8 R it 52 5 B A [\) 58 R A 73 A 2 R 25 5
ZEIRE S 10 A FEPIREA 3 AT AR 1 25 55 W 3 KT8 8 A, IR, AT LUTA R i & B0 A B T 78 47 25 A ik
A 5 I TG G IR 45 R 7R AN Lung J5 46 56 RS A2 3k 70 ASREAC i ) 1 X 0 B 7 B B A 3k 1 280
A BEIREA A5/ TR — 2 SR AT 0 8 o 248 R 1 .

SRE 4 0 IR R S
8 A AE 3 TR TR — A4~ T Y 09l gt
%/ﬁ\ ':F' . JH Relief ﬁ{fjﬂ:'ﬁ‘ %10 MERFEAW SR .
FRIEE#E, 3R 2 v DIAR
AV T AR 15 (B HOAS [+
{E i}, KSReliefFS 15 # Y
4 lung FRAEE A B0A P
ATE] T 40t weka W 15 F
K lung F& [ 3 38 15 50 HE -2 . ---------- Empirical CDF OF pos
LM EEENRA K
AL, BEA R FR R E . B

1.0

F(x)

Empirical CDF OF neg

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
ArORE BE R A 98.571 4 %. x
B Tung H AR 4 5 B3 10 MRERRISG R
Hﬁ,%*ﬂé[ﬂﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂ&ﬁ Fig.1 Statistics of the 10th gene sample
A4 000, 5 000, 6 000, 1.0

7 000,8 000,9 000,10 000,
XE M AT KSReliefFS %
52 UM I IR B R B S ) — &R
FIRFAE 5 2, O 92 AR IC R
Pk A9 FRAE 45 2R, 2R )5 R
T weka BAF N BY
SVM 4326 £ 55 B0 o 44 45

B8RSR T

F(x)

Empirical CDF OF pos

N LY IRE “F
R0 o ) 2 S S % R o1y e Empirical CDF OF neg
ﬁﬁ%%gﬁﬁ[21]'%57ﬁ 0.0 L L L 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 o1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 L0

T RGP [ X e 4
S AE 2L AN B 5 L A

,:HTI %:Iﬁﬁj O, A B2 s AEEFEANSIE
@ﬂg{}\ﬁtgﬁ ’ Xd‘% E"J *X Fig.2 Statistics of the 8th gene sample
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[ (1 BUAS [R) A AFL SR 5 A 0 0 56 A0 30 3% JEL 43 20K 5 o DA T O {8 0 A7 X6 .

i 3 A 4 %0, R T KSRelief FS 7k 2 )5 » lung JRU AR 36 RIBCHE 46 P O TUA R AE S B T 314 7
R A 4, FE S B0 o B b, 7 6 ) A 3 R A BB 2 3 DR AR 15 (L 1) 3 KT 3% A5 b ik /D>, {HL 43 20K B R
FE 98.571 4 %6, I A it [ {1 () 25 Ak vif % A W 4 A8 Ak, gk U I T — A4~ ) 8, Bl KSRelief FS X % P A (3 {4 1
A 43 A R o BV 66 PRUASC B0 9T 2 031 5 32 B 0t v A Xt 4 2 1 35 DR 0000 4 R BBURR A 3 43 O 1 AR
Je i it Weka F0FIUR H B 2853 JEKE HE (0 25 38 o DT PP A 122530 12k 14 43 2 PR R DR L L 3 ol AR S s 88, o] DAAS
MR 4538 B KSReliefFS B A K £ E M al 1574k,

(2) T K-S K 50 4P Sal R RS B2 11 R 11F 26 45 0y 1k

S Ak AR L AR AR A7 B X OB AR A R TR 3 AR R 2 2 R s 2 R 45 2L D) lung Il pros-
tate &P ECHEAE MBI, 20t Z2 U IR0  H A IO (E U B AR [A) DX TE) 9, R 5T X 08 UM 45 S0 56 465 SR ok i A8 4k, B
AR LR 3 AR AARE S0 145 BAS 0, lung SEPIECHE SE 19 X BB 7E (0.1, D Z IRl SRR AEffa e 76 1 3 3
A A B BUE AT, B lung SERERAE T A E 2l 0.3 11 prostate JE PRI 4 19 A BUE 7E (0, 2) X [H]
Af, A8 I 0 B 2 B L A AR e TR L, T DAAS 0 AN (] 1) 3 DR B 4 XA TR B X B, ZE AR R BRI 0 2 itk AT
UG A B e A E

400 F 2.0
350
1.5 F
300
& 250 1 LOpem e
o0 L #z
tﬁ 200 2?
& 150} O
100
0.0
50
O ,O' 50 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 000 5 000 7 000 9 000 3 000 5 000 7 000 9 000
B KB R B BCE R
[€13 Lung H4fE 4358 PSR B0 SRR AIE SR [ Pl 4 Lung Him S35 DR B0 I 43 SRS FE
Fig.3 Lung dataset gene weight threshold corresponding Fig.4 Lung dataset gene weight threshold corresponding
to the characteristic gene classification accuracy
F2 HEANEBREREMIN KNS EEE 3 lungEREF I NEBIENEEE
Tab.2 Gene weight threshold value and Tab.3 Value and eigenvalue and importance of
corresponding classification accuracy A in lung gene set
R 1) FRAE 3 A8 SYERRE % A FRAEAE HERE
4000 244 98.571 4 0.1 398 0.329
0.2 1233 0.671
5 000 169 98.571 4
0.3 1233 22 48 0.871 0.957 1.000
-
6 000 110 98.571 4 0.4 1233 22 0.943  1.000
7 000 60 98.571 4 0.5 1233 22 0.943 1.000
8 000 34 98.571 4 0.6 1233 22 0.943  1.000
0.7 1233 22 0.943 1.000
9 000 22 98.571 4
0.8 1233 4 0.971 1.000
10°000 1 98.571 4 0.9 1233 4 0.971 1.000

(3) PIFP LT K-S K56 1Y 0 Fh R 11 26 388 7 1k TU AR BE X b
T LT AR AR BEBE B TUAY R B L B B W AR R SCOT AN R 3 %k R 3 T R R RE B L ROR
wr .
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_ IR
| C |-
JH 3 PR 3 % i 1 5k A1 850 I 4 (B3R A D e 35 DRV B 1 S DR B E LT84 o I A2 S 0, I R IO AR R
JRE AR AT 194 280 SR B 1Y . X A (7] 56 DR B30 R 0 AN TR R AR A 495 07 U6 I 0 AR BE 25 R L3R 5.
STHG 45 R B R K-S test, KSNRSFS LU K KSRelief FS A9 25 5 A0 X H , Hod 45 59 70 4% B & v 19 S Lk
17 K- S WYL T4, TUAJE B AR i J& KSNRSFS, L prostate 5 KB 8 0 ], 3 FhERAE 26 86 07 545 2 19 7T
ARPE R 98.7%,0.02 % F1 0.04 % » H.45 4 KSNRSFS 7 fiff 18 i 1 FF 5P, e 24 235 5L 0K o HL 5L fA L X L 3
Foft 35 DR B30 4 A 92 0 45 SR 2 B KSNRSFS HAT il A7 ¢, 85 & 36 6 nl 0.8 3 4 Bdis 45 10 52 36 25 52 40 il il A
Weka BAF P 4 Fli43258% SVM, Random Tree,J48 F1 PART rf 4745 B I3 , o] LA & B KSNRSFS fr 4544
JEE b 5 v ELE S [ B9 43 28 v A5 1 14 40 2ORG B2 45 SR 0 EL AR R o F L TIE I AR SR 1R A R AR S 5 O Tk A

12

r

Rny.
% 4 prostate EE £ F 1 FHEE R 5 K-S test KSNRSFS 5 KSReliefFS Tt 4 B 45 R 3t bk
Tab.4 A and eigenvalues of Tab.5 Comparison of redundancy results among K-S test,
the prostate gene set KSNRSFS and KSReliefFS
Lammda FEAE(E B k€I R AE 7 FHIEE %L H TURE/ %
15 144 4700 6 853 Prostate K-S test 12 437 98.7
KSNRSFS 3 0.02
1.6 4026 0447 809 KSRelie[FS 5 0.04
17 18 4700 9797 Leukemia K-S test 1409 75.4
KSNRSFS 5 0.27
1.8 107 4453 8682 KSRelie[FS 33 1.77
1.9 9 4453 8 682 Lung K-S test 1280 78.7
KSNRSFS 3 0.18
2.0 2 4700 8682 KSReliefFS 11 0.67
% 6 K-S,KSNRSFS 5 KSReliefFS % 3 43 245 B Xt bt
Tab.6 Comparison of classification accuracy among K-S, KSNRSFS and KSReliefFS
JE R BIE 4 AR B T SVM RandomTree 148 PART
Prostate K-S test 57.407 4% 68.518 5% 85.185 2% 85.185 2%
KSNRSFS 81.431 5% 75.925 9% 85.185 2% 85.185 2%
KSRelielFS 57.407 4% 88.888 9% 90.740 7% 90.740 7%
Leukemia K-S test 75.000 0% 77.777 8% 77.777 8% 75.000 0%
KSNRSFS 77.777 8% 73.611 1% 75.000 0% 75.000 0%
KSReliefFS 58.730 2% 71.428 6% 69.841 3% 73.015 9%
Lung K-S test 74.285 7% 82.857 1% 98.571 4% 98.571 4%
KSNRSFS 92.857 1% 94.285 7% 98.571 4% 98.571 4%
KSReliefFS 100.000 0% 92.587 1% 98.571 4% 98.571 4%
4 LHRIE
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Feature selection method based on K-S test and neighborhood rough sets

Liu Yan,Cheng Lu,Sun Lin

(College of Computer and Information Engineering, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007 , China)

Abstract : Traditional tumor gene selection algorithms usually remain many noisy and redundant genes in selected feature
values . which affect the gene algorithm accuracy and the classification precision. Aiming at solving this the problem,we propose
to combine the K-S test with neighborhood rough sets theory.Firstly, the cumulative distribution function is used to calculate
the positive and negative cumulative distribution values and the K-S test statistic,and the sample statistics under the significance
level are compared to remove those redundant and noisy genes.Secondly., the reduction is performed through the neighborhood
rough sets theory,and the importance of the condition attribute is compared to get the optimal reduction result.Finally,compa-
ring the K-S test and the two feature selection methods based on the K-S test through experiments, this method can not only ac-
curately select the tumor genes with significant ability of distinguishing, but also be efficient and feasible.

Keywords: K-S test;neighborhood rough sets;feature selection
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