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Grey Relational Analysis Based Feature Importance
Evaluation and Its Application
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Abstract: Since Grey Relational Analysis (GRA) can measure the similarity between the reference samples and the
compared samples, it is widely applied in clustering and classification, especially, on the condition that the
information of samples is incomplete and the size of samples is small, In general, the time domain of gray relation is
the data of the horizontal features of each sample. Differed from the traditional GRA, a novel aspect is revealed,
where the time domain of gray relation becomes the data of the vertical features of each sample. After defining the
reference vector by ranking or labels in classification, grey relational analysis is conducted between the corresponding
column of each feature and the referenced vector, thus, the feature importance is computed by the grey relational
grade. Then feature selection can be performed with the feature importance, so as to conduct dimension reduction
for sparse and large number of features. Worthy to be pointed is that the presented method can provide the
parameters of features importance with good interpretation ability. To verify the importance evaluation method,
experiments are performed on Decathlon and IRIS data set and the experimental results show that it is consistent to
the priror knowledge.
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1 2011 FHEAARBFELY
FE 100k 400 % B 1500 % Bhim HYER BE syt EFBE R B85
1 10.55  48.37 13.97  285.7 7.45 15. 09 2.02 49. 89 4.8 68. 99 8607
2 10.46  46.99 13. 85 258. 9 7.46 14. 44 2.02 46.17 4.6 55, 17 8505
3 11.07  49.17 14.29  264.2 7.33 14,54 2.05 46.25 5 69.12 8501
4 11.34  51.35 15.49  281.7 7.45 16.17 2.14 50. 29 5 64. 8 8313
5 10.76  48.35 14.42  265.4 7.29 14.13 1.93 42. 23 5.2 61.07 8298
6 10.81  47.73 14.89  266.1 7.41 13.76 2.02 43,97 4.9 58, 93 8256
7 11. 08 49.9 14.33  276.6 6.8 16.01 1.93 48,56 4.9 66.5 8211
8 11.18  49.46 14.92  283.1 7.3 16. 06 1.96 47,93 4.7 68. 42 8200
9 11.28  50.65 14.54  275.4 7.12 14.76 2.02 47.16 4.9 66. 4 8164
10 10. 88 47. 34 14. 56 255 7.42 13.11 1.96 37.84 4.9 59 8158
11 11.2 49.5 14, 37 269. 2 7.06 14,92 1.99 41, 65 5 63. 25 8134
12 10.75  48.46 14.65  269.4 7.59 14. 43 1.99 43,74 4.7 52. 16 8132
13 11.2 49, 46 14.79  285.9 7.79 12.76 2.17 37.2 5.1 58. 91 8069
14 11.25  51.18 14.75  296.5 7.3 15.2 2.05 46. 93 4.8 67.28 8069
15 10.85  49.47 14.04  292.3 7.21 14.61 1.99 43,39 4.7 57.35 7982
16 10.71  48.48 14.25  287.3 6.74 14. 77 1.9 46. 46 4.7 54. 38 7902
17 11.11 49. 24 14.95  255.6 7.24 12.96 1.96 39.53 4.9 53. 33 7860
18 10.56  50.12 14.19 294.4 7.35 13. 26 2.02 41.71 4.5 54, 61 7832
19 11 49, 95 14. 86 287.3 7.31 13.75 1. 96 45, 65 4.5 55.69 7761
20 11.42  50.89 15.2 283.9 6.96 12.88 2.02 43, 84 4.4 67.73 7639
21 11.24  52.01 14.64  298.4 6. 86 15. 69 1.93 47.1 4.8 46. 91 7550
£2 P—EH201 EHABRBHERRNE

F5 1003k 4003k 100 kEEEE 1500 K 80 Bk Bk e BT B iR
1 0.91 0.73 0.93 0.29 0. 68 0. 68 0. 44 0.97 0. 50 0. 99
2 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 0.91 0. 69 0.49 0.44 0.69 0.25 0. 37
3 0.36 0.57 0.73 0.79 0.56 0.52 0.56 0. 69 0.75 1.00
4 0.08 0.13 0. 00 0. 38 0. 68 1.00 0. 89 1. 00 0.75 0. 81
5 0. 69 0.73 0.65 0.76 0.52 0. 40 0.11 0. 38 1.00 0. 64
6 0. 64 0. 85 0. 37 0.74 0. 64 0.29 0.44 0.52 0.63 0.54
7 0.35 0.42 0.71 0. 50 0.06 0.95 0.11 0. 87 0.63 0. 88
8 0. 25 0.51 0.35 0.35 0.53 0.97 0.22 Q.82 0. 38 0. 97
9 0.15 0.27 0.58 0.53 0. 36 0.59 0. 44 0.76 0.63 0. 88
10 0.56 0.93 0.57 1. 00 0.65 0. 10 0.22 0. 05 0.63 0.54
11 0.23 0.50 0. 68 0.67 0. 30 0. 63 0.33 0. 34 0.75 0.74
12 0.70 0.71 0.51 0.67 0. 81 0. 49 0.33 0. 50 0. 38 0.24
13 0.23 0.51 0. 43 0. 29 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0. 87 0.54
14 0.18 0.17 0. 45 0. 04 0.53 0.72 0.56 0.74 0.50 0.92
15 0.59 0.51 0. 88 0.14 0.45 0.54 0.33 0.47 0.38 0.47
16 0.74 0. 70 0.76 0.26 0. 00 0.59 0. 00 0.71 0.38 0.34
17 0.32 0.55 0.33 0. 99 0.48 0. 06 0.22 0.18 0.63 0.29
18 0. 90 0.38 0.79 0. 09 0.58 0.15 0. 44 0. 34 0.13 0.35
19 0. 44 0.41 0.38 0.26 0.54 0.29 0.22 0. 65 0.13 0.40
20 0. 00 0.22 0,18 0. 33 0.21 0. 04 0. 44 0.51 0. 00 0.94
21 0.19 0. 00 0.52 0. 00 0.11 0. 86 0.11 0.76 0.50 0. 00
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FE  100% 400 % B g 1500 % Bkim R Bk %o AT Bk TRAR
1 0. 09 0.27 0.07 0.71 0.32 0.32 0.56 0.03 0. 50 0.01
2 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.01 0.22 0.41 0. 46 0.22 0. 65 0.53
3 0.54 0.33 0.17 0.11 0.34 0.38 0. 34 0.21 0.15 0.10
4 0. 64 0.59 0.72 0.34 0. 05 0.28 0.17 0.28 0.03 0.08
5 0.02 0.02 0.06 0.05 0.18 0.31 0. 60 0. 32 0. 29 0.07
6 0.03 0.18 0. 30 0.08 0.03 0.37 0.22 0.15 0. 04 0.13
7 0.27 0.21 0.08 0.12 0.57 0. 33 0.51 0. 24 0. 00 0.26
8 0. 36 0.11 0.27 0. 26 0. 08 0.35 0.39 0. 20 0.24 0.35
9 0. 44 0.31 0. 00 0.05 0.22 0.01 0. 14 0.18 0. 04 0. 30
10 0.01 0. 36 0.01 0.42 0.07 0.47 0.35 0.53 0.05 0.03
11 0.32 0. 05 0.13 0.12 0.25 0.08 0.22 0.21 0.20 0.18
12 0.15 0.16 0.04 0.12 0. 26 0.06 0. 22 0. 05 0.18 0.31
13 0. 26 0. 02 0.06 0. 20 0.51 0. 49 0.51 0. 49 0. 38 0. 05
14 0. 31 0. 33 0. 04 0. 45 0.04 0.22 0.06 0.25 0.01 0. 43
15 0.19 0.10 0.48 0.27 0.04 0.13 0. 08 0. 06 0.03 0. 06
16 0.41 0. 37 0.42 0. 08 0.33 0. 26 0.33 0. 37 0. 04 0.00
17 0.03 0. 26 0. 04 0. 69 0.18 0.23 0.07 0.12 0.33 0. 00
18 0. 63 0.11 0.53 0. 17 0.31 0.12 0.18 0.08 0.14 0.08
19 0.24 0.21 0.18 0.06 0.34 0.09 0.02 0.45 0.07 0.20
20 0. 08 0.14 0. 09 0. 25 0.13 0.05 0. 36 0.42 0.08 0. 85
21 0.19 0. 00 0.52 0. 00 0.11 0. 86 0.11 0.76 0. 50 0.00

4 ROEXBEENSTEESESSF
HIEA 1002k 4002k 100 KER 1500k  Bkim Rk %=1 Bt AT B LN
RELBE 14,24 15.02 15. 47 15. 06 14. 63 13.64 13.48  13.71 15. 69 15. 81
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B (petal width) % 4328 B A 58 AH X, B 88 K BF RABWEFRSE T ST B R M.
(sepal length) R M XN MAEEREMS>EXE ®7 A—LBEHNIE
AR, H i nl Has1
EEUHLEEERER B/IMIEHEETEE. KE RE KE KE KE RF  KF  RE
# 5 IRIS MBS LSRR L L
- 0.7813  0.25 0. X . .

BE B BAE  BE hE  AERARR 3025 0.9811 0.9583 0.5938 0.6875 0,393 0.5
wepal lngth 4.3 7.9 5.50 0.8 o182 0.8438 0.5625 0.9811 0.9583 0.4063 0.3750 0.3585 0.3750
wpal width 2.0 44 3.05 043 —o. 4104 0.9063 0.4375 1  0.9583 0.8438 0.9375 0.6226 0.6250
petal length 1.0 6.9 376 176 0.9490 0.9375 0.5  0.9623 0.9583 0.3125 0.6250 0.3774 0.5
et width 0.1 2.5 120 076 0.9565 0.8125 0.1875 0.9811 09583 0.7500 0.7500 05094 0,4583

0.6875 0  0.9245 0.8750 0.4063 0.3750 0.1132 0
0.9375 0.3125 0.9811 0.9167 0.5625 0.7500 02830 0.25
1.2 HEBEAMBETRXEASTHNBTEEENESZ

6}2!3l‘ﬂ@%ﬂ*ﬂﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ-ﬁéﬁﬁﬂtéﬁﬁkﬁfﬁj@% 0.8125 0.3125 0.9623 0.9583 0.1563 0.5625 0.1320 0.1667
B, o5 o [ B R A B AR 2, 3 o B & AN 4T 1 1 0.6250 0.9811 0.9583 0.4063 0.6250 0.18877 02917
B (WAL AR5 [ 8 2 8] A8 U 31T K 0.8438 0.5 0.9623 1  0.3438 0.5625 0.1509 0.1250

KRR R, MR K AR E. 0.1875 04375 0.3585 0.4583 0  0.5625 0  0.1667

T AR A SO IRTS S8R S b & 2 b 4 0.3750 0.4375 0.3962 0.4167 0.8438 0.8750 0.3962 0.3333

B 10 MEEAS M LA BB RE A R & 0K 6 TR,
’ £ H N 0.2188 0.5 0.3208 0.4167 0.0938 0.6250 0.0566 0.2917
*®6 REBYE

0.6563 1  0.4906 0.5 0.2813 0.8750 0.1509 ©0,2917
hE LE Ll LR e HE HE LR LR e
KE EE KE OEE " OKE RE KE EE 7 0.3438 0.6875 0.3774 04167 0.1250 0.1875 0.0943 0
51 35 L4 0.2 1 57 2.8 45 13 2
49 3 L4 02 1 63 33 4T 16 2 ®S MAERMEK
47 32 L3 02 1 49 24 33 1 2

0.390244 0.666667 0.33758 0.342857 0.551724 0.615385 0.452091 0.5
46 31 L5 0.2 1 66 2.9 46 13 2

0.372093 0.470588 033758 0,342857 0.457143 0,444444 0,438017 0. 444444
5 36 L4 02 1 52 27 39 14 2
Sh 39 17 o4 1 63 33 5 25 3 035555 0.533333 0.333333 0.342857 0.761905 0.888889 0.569892 0.571429
6 34 L4 03 1 58 27 51 19 3 0.378%6 0.5  0.341935 0,342857 0421053 0.571429 0.445378 0.5
5 34 15 02 1 71 3 59 21 3 0.300852 0.727273 0.33758 0.342857 0.666667 0.666667 0.504762  0.48
44 29 14 02 1 63 29 56 18 3 0.421053 1  0.350003 0.363636 0.842105 0.8  0.56383 0.5
49 31 15 01 1 65 3 58 22 3

! 0.347826 0,615385 0,33758 0.352041 0,883889 0.666667 0697368 0. 666667

7032 47 14 2 16 3 66 21 3

0.380052 0.615385 0.341935 0,342857 0592503 0.888889 0.576087 0.6
6.4 32 45 15 2 49 25 45 L7 3
6o 31 49 15 2 13 29 63 18 3 0.333333 0.444444 0,33758 0.342857 0.842105 0.8  0.616279 0.705882
55 23 4 L3 2 67 25 58 L8 3 0.372093 0.5 0341935 0.333333 0761905 0,888889 0.588889 0.571429
6.5 2.8 46 15 2 7.2 3.6 61 25 3 0.330052 0,470588 0438017 0,48 0.5 0.888889 0.5 0.6

0.444444 0,470588 0.452991 0,461538 0592593 0,571429 0.8281%5  0.75

2P —LWBENE 7 R BRSRERA 0300244 05 0424 0461538 0551724 0.8 053 0.70582
—_— 2 (s} 231N 1N i 1‘%@“ 8
ﬁgﬂzj@ HIE RERRARRINH * 0592593 1 049537 0.5  0.695652 0.571429 0.5888%9 0705882
FRIRBI KRR REGERE.

0.430432 0.615385 0,445378 0.461538 0571429 0,615385 0.55208 0.5
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