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Abstract

This study aims to analyze the impact of statistical feature reduction on classification performance and
to identify the optimal hyperparameter configurations for predicting medical conditions. Three machine
learning algorithms—Support Vector Machine (SVM), Decision Tree (DT) and K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN) were
compared using the Healthcare Risk Factors Dataset. Two filter-based feature selection methods, the
Kruskal-Wallis test (KW) and Mutual Information (M), were employed to generate a full feature set and
feature subsets at the 25th, 50th, and 75th percentiles. Model performance was evaluated using 5 repeats of
5-fold Stratified K-Fold Cross-Validation, integrated with systematic hyperparameter tuning. The experimental
results demonstrated that SVM achieved the highest performance using the full feature set (C = 300),
yielding an accuracy of 0.9214 + 0.0005, precision of 0.9212 + 0.0005, recall of 0.9214 + 0.0005, and an
F1-Score of 0.9210 + 0.0005. This accuracy significantly outperformed DT (0.8752 + 0.0028) and KNN
(0.7916 + 0.0015). Furthermore, reducing the feature set to the 75th percentile using the KW method
maintained a high accuracy of 0.9165 + 0.0006, representing a marginal decline of only 0.49%. These
findings indicate that SVM is highly suitable for disease diagnosis within this dataset. Moreover, statistical

feature reduction effectively minimizes computational complexity without a significant loss in accuracy.
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L%SuimadLﬂ%iaﬁ 3 JUuuy 1auA Support Vector Machine (SVM) Decision Tree (DT) uaz K-Nearest Neighbors
(KNN) uazliyataya Healthcare Risk Factors SaufuisnsAnidenaudnwuzuuuiinges 2 35 Ao Kruskal-
Wallis test (KW) uaz Mutual Information (MI) 1t ea$13yad ey afi finudnyuzasudiuuazyntoyat oo
sfuweddulngd 25, 50 waz 75 UseifiuUszaninmeaeis 5 repeats of 5-fold Stratified K-Fold Cross-
Validation #isaufumsusugulaiesmsiimeseradiuszuy sanmsmaass wuin SVM Iuﬂﬁvawamwmamua
l¥nndnuugasuiu (C = 300) lagifiAnugneas (Accuracy) 0.9214 + 0.0005 APTEnss (Precision)
0.9212 + 0.0005 AAINSEAN (Recall) 0.9214 + 0.0005 uazALeTuANDS (F1-Score) 0.9210 + 0.0005 FaA
ANGNHDIGINT1 DT (0.8752 + 0.0028) Az KNN (0.7916 + 0.0015) sgafliudndy uenaininisand iy
Audnvazaundeiesas 75 Mu3s KW finsdnwranugnaesliligeds 0.9165 + 0.0006 Feanasanifsiiies
fovar 0.49 wanTI¥eT i SYM Samusnsauegrsdsdmiunmsidadelsalugateyatd uaznisanuun

Y
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1. uni (Introduction)

TudlagtumaluladnisiFeusveaaios (Machine Learning) leidnsnilunumdrdyogradslunmsensedu
vImMsnamsunng laganiglusunsaduayunisidadeuaznisnensallsa (Uddin et al, 2019) danasii
msBeuveaaismansUssianldsunsiauuazinlflumssuundeyamanisunnd Tnedanesfindilesu
AudenLardnisldeuegsunsnane laun Fwnesanmosuuwdu (Support Vector Machine: SVM) aulsl
sindula (Decision Tree: DT) Lﬁ'auﬁmiﬂﬁfm (K-Nearest Neighbors: KNN) u18WLut) (Naive Bayes: NB) Lsun
auvlaLsas (Random Forest : RF) tWudy (Kavakiotis et al., 2017)

aglsfinnudayanisnisunmddnUszauiudymeanududourefifidoya (Curse of Dimensionality)
(Clarke et al., 2008) FaAna1nnisiidnauaudnual (Features) Aflsnniumiudniu dawasivliszansam
lunisUssuianaanasiazeneliiinlynin1izgnisiseusiiu (Overfitting) (Guyon & Elisseeff, 2003) A5
Aaidenauanway (Feature Selection) Faidunszuiumsdrdglunisandnnuiivestoya iiolvldundayn
mauawmmuawammmumﬁamizuma (Remeseiro & Bolon-Canedo, 2019)

MAMINUYIUITIUNTINT U Wuineddedlugsingadunisisudisusanesfislulandns
FUNLUUNINIA (Binary Classification) 1u 11338 a4 Saha et al. (2020) Tdynadayalsansiudu muideves
Narwane & Sawarkar (2021) Tdgadoyalsaiuvau udu vielandnisadnnudnvuzvestoya (Feature
Extraction) U 911398984 Narwane & Sawarkar (2021) latnawenisléinafia PCA Feature Extraction luns
Fansiuteyadiliauna dauiinazdisanninududeuvestoyaldd uiviliAnanugaydeninumuienis
MenmYastayaLAs (Loss of Interpretability) inlvignsenisesungradnslunianisunng

dlardunsneulandroriswesuiddedngn nuitedfejaiunsfnsuieudiovssansninves
danasiy SVM, DT wag KNN Uuw%ga Healthcare Risk Factors Dataset %ﬂL‘i‘Mﬂﬁ‘UEﬂﬂ‘U@UL‘Umﬂﬁiﬁﬂw’lmﬂ
NFIWUNLUUNINIA (Binary) 1U§imiﬁi”1LLuﬂﬁﬁmm%’Ueﬁauwmmma (Multi-class)

uanand wieuletgmnsgadsarumnevesdoyaainnisatnaudnuae (Feature Extraction)
nuAteiadenliisnsdadenandnune (Feature Selection) wuu KW uag Mi ludndiuiiunnsniu (25%,
50%, 75%) Trufumsviuusdlaesmafinesodnaduszuy Jsazvelildnadnsiutiuduazdansaansa
oSurmNTINEMIMIMEls ez auiaalunsifinussansamasitdedemensunme

2. 5’ﬂqﬂi$aaﬁ\1ﬂuaﬁ'ﬂ (Research Objectives)

1. 1ileTAs1ginansynuvaIMsanIUInRAANYMEETE KW uas MI dmaseustavnmmsiuunnne
MaMsumdsonsiSeuivoanies

2. diowSouiisugamsninesivnzaudmiunssunamgnmsumdiensiseuiveasses

3. WiolSeuiisuUssansnmmsisousuesdaneiiu SYM Decision Tree uay KNN

ad A v . .
3. ﬂ’]iVIUVI’Ju’J‘SSiuﬂi‘SuLLaSVIE]U{]VILnElTUaQ (Literature Review)

3.1 NISNUNIUITIUNTTH
1NNTFIVTINIUIVLMNYIVDITENIY A.A. 2022 D9 2025 Aawandly Table 1

Table 1. Summary of Related Works on Feature Selection Techniques and Classification Models

Author (Year) Dataset Feature Selection Classifier Results
Siburian et al. Water Potability ~ Hyperparameter SVM (RBF Kernel),  SVM (RBF
(2025) Optimization KNN Kernel)
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Table 1. Summary of Related Works on Feature Selection Techniques and Classification Models (Cont.)

Author (Year) Dataset Feature Selection Classifier Results
Salehin et al. 1. Heart disease Wrapper (SFS, SVM, NB, DT, KNN, 1. 85.45%
(2024) 2. Framingham SBS), MI, RF, AdaBoost (SFS + RF)
Chi-Square 2.86.14%
(SFS + RF)
Majed et al. Parkinson’s Disease SMOTE RF, KNN, SVM 94.11% (KNN)
(2023)
Jothi et al. 1. Breast Cancer Hybrid SVM, RF, DT 1. 86% (SVM)
(2022) Wisconsin (Diagnostic)  (ReliefF + Shapley 2.84.96% (DT)
2. Parkinsons Value) 3.96.17% (DT)
3. Heart Disease 4. 95.78% (DT)
4. Statlog (Heart) 5.92.3% (SVM)
5. Hepatitis
Bashir et al. 1. Microarray Hybrid SVM 1. 94.45%
(2022) 2. Cleveland Heart (Filter + Wrapper + 2.91.00%
Embedded)
Prusty et al. Cervical Cancer N/A SVM, RF, KNN, 98.10% (RF)
(2022) XGBoost

v
v

910 Table 1. wutszifiuddyifetosiunmsiuundoyanisnmsunnduasdeyainemans fai
1. dnuugvesatoyawayd1uIuAaTa (Datasets & Number of Classes)
sATdwlvg s adulufinisudtamiuuu win1a (Binary Classification) n3an1ssuun
Toyaliled 2 Aaa L“U"LJ msduungUaelsaiila (Salehin et al., 2024; Jothi et al, 2022) TsawsAugy (Majed et al,,
2023) uazAnNIM (Siburian et al., 2025) vawvioulifiuiinmsduunuenieysewing “nauund” wag “ngu
Aaund” Ssnadulangwdnludagdu widwiansAnwiuisuifisuludeyaifiaududeunatsngs (Mult-
Class) a9 vaY
2. wInINTisuazmaidanisAnden (Research Approaches) lnsuullunvesnuidouwtsoandu
3 nguvan Lawn
1) nguadianaunaIy (Hybrid Methods) Wuuuimsdildiuanudengalusied 2022 feiinuly
314 Jothi et al. (2022) wag Bashir et al. (2022) 11135 Filter W mauy Wrapper w%“amﬂﬁﬂ%uqqa&m
Shapley Value LfioLfisiAyusiuen
2) nguMsiUSsuLTiBuLazUUaLRa (Comparative & Data Handling) 11uAdul 2023-2024 13y
waulansiansaunndeya LU Majed et al. (2023) ldimailla SMOTE uitgwndeyalaiauga (mbalanced
Data) foulingnszuIun1sAnden
3) ngun15UTUgUMII TN es (Optimization) nuAeives (Siburian et al,, 2025) FAuInng
AnLdan Feature e1aldiiieane msAuglUiun1sYin Hyperparameter Optimization Lﬁ@%ﬂﬂisﬁm%quqqm
yosluig
3.2 nufjiiieatas
3.2.1 Kruskal-Wallis Test (KW)
Kruskal-Wallis Test (KW) Luwmaiianisadfuounisiiusing (Non-Parametric) fignianussgndldiiu

Y

w3asdlalunisnsanlesdu (Fitter Method) wiaUseiiiuanuanunsalun1ssuunveiuiasaudneuemiuiiay

q
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(Numeric Features) n398usv (Ordinal Features) LﬁaLﬁSUﬁUﬁULLUﬁLﬁ’mm&JﬁL“fl‘uﬂq'u (Categorical Target
Variable) 1y an1ug “1iulsa” wie “lidulsn” wdnnsvieueguuiiugiuresnisfeuiisuaisisegu
(Median) vain15uanuastoyaseninanguan 4 tnglidesordeaunigiuiiteyaiinisuaniasuuuuni (Normal
Distribution) #sinlimunzansgadsdmivdeyanisnmsunngfisindinisuanuasiliauunnsviedadaund
(Outliers) nsguruMIvhaEuF U o suasifeyafulniusudiu (Rank) Mndudunadfveaou H iio
Usgifiumnuuanenassninangy Aadnuaiziiien H gauazan pvalue i (nehlutiosndn 0.05) azgnfiansan
NiuduiusiuduU s unngegelitbdAgy (Kruskal & Wallis, 1952)

12 R?
H=m‘;n—i—3(1v+1) (1)

3.2.2 Mutual Information (MI)

Mutual Information (MI) Iml,uaﬂmmrmqwgmiaumﬂ (Information Theory) wmﬂmmﬂivsﬂﬁﬂmﬂu
wdesflelunsdnidonaudnvasuuunisnsond sey lvidlanuannsalunsindfnudeyasaudusswin
AudNYuzLAaziiuiLUsUmNNg ""INLUu’Jﬁﬂﬁ‘WEJOWIEJ‘Lm’ﬂﬂ’]ﬂ‘lﬁﬁm‘diu?WIGﬁ‘MﬁiJ‘W‘L!ﬁLLU'U@QLmJ es9n
annsadnadTus AT uuBady (Lnean uaslshidudadu (Non-Linean n&NNITAUFILVES Mutual
Information ﬁamii’m'}miiﬂ'wammé’ﬂwmwﬁq‘mEjaﬂmmhil,l,ﬁuau (Uncertainty) #3otaulnsy (Entropy)
yosuvathmnglduntesifiedn mnaudnvasdian M ge wansinudnvuzduidoyaiduusslonitonis
vwesuusdmmenn Tumendudu snen M sifugud mnemuinaudnvasiuiudasandaus
Whvnewaglufivselovllun1svinuie (Shannon, 1948)

o P(x,y)
MI(X;Y) = Z ZP(" ) og 5o TRy P(x)-P() @

XEX YEY
3.2.3 Support Vector Machine (SVM)

Support Vector Machine (SVM) Lflué'aﬂa%ﬁuﬁ’m%‘umiﬁi’wLLUﬂﬁagaﬁﬁﬁug’mmﬂmsé’umLﬁuLLﬂqu?a
szuudndula (Hyperplane) ivmnzauiianlunisusndeyasendungusing o Tnefiinguszasivdn Ao nsiia
syervaULYn (Margin) sewiaidunisiugndeyaiioglndfignveusaznauliifiengean deteiiumuausoves
wuuiaedlumsviunedeyalmildegraiussansam Tunsdiideyaliaursanensonandulddedunsdy
U3ndfifuAn SVM agldinafia Kemel Trick itouasdayaludsuindififfigedu dwalianunsomunduuid
wangandmiudeyaiifienududeul ity & Figure 1.

,# Optimal Hyperplane
7

Class1 (Red)
@

S
7’
Maximum Margin

Figure 1. Support Vector Machine Classification Diagram
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3.2.4 K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN)

K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN) lusane3fiunisduundeyailindnnisvesanuadiondiu ngauudd
Toyaifidnuurlndifeatuinareylndfunioinmenguiu sanesfuiddneglunguismadouiuuuliadis
wuuiiaeaasvi (Lazy Leaming) InefiilefidoyalmiiinunazyimsAmnaszsgmesewindeyalmifutoya
fhegaianun Mniudendoyaiioglndfiandiuau K fegis Geen K drulvghduard msfiansamanissiiun
avafonsasnzuuudssndoyaifioud e Tnedoyalvissgninlfeglunduilisauwdsanniian &
Figure 2.

S
Class1 (Red) o }= >
®
®
o Class2 (Blue)

®

New Point [ J

(Green) p= [ ] - Y

Figure 2. K-Nearest Neighbors Classification Diagram

3.2.5 Decision Tree (DT)

Decision Tree (DT) usane3vindiairsnvuitassnssuundeyalugiuuulassainasilsl Tneuduain
Tnunsin (Root Node) dsvmihintsdeyanuioulwdonmdnunziifiaruddygean mntunsyuiunisus
Toyaazddulueghadudiu iufsfuvesiulioudstruaatens (Leaf Node) Bdlddmsuimunaaiaes
Joya 90U Decision Tree Ao darudladnsuazainisadnaveluguuuunnudsldegraduszuy fy
Figure 3.

Root Node:
is Feature A< 5?

—

Yes

Root Node:
is Feature B > 15?

Yes /\ No

Root Node:
is Feature C = ‘Yes’?

ves N Mo

Leaf Node:
Class 1 (Red)

Leaf Node:
Class 2 (Blue)

Leaf Node: Leaf Node:
Class 2 (Blue)

Class 2 (Red)

Figure 3. Decision Tree Classification Diagram

4. NIDULUIAMNIIUITY (Conceptual Framework)

Aol iunuisouuunseunnandauisudiou (Comparative Framework) Tngldszuu IPO Model
fugateyaguaim Taeilinguszasivande mswSeuiflsugnaudnune (Feature Sets) figndnidendieisnsd
uandfuaesiuuseUsEAnE A sTuundeyavesn1sFoudvennios (Machine Leaming) ifin1svgnas
nsnaoulriuuustunnfumsysugulamesmined iieduaudeduremadnsussnssmundeya
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)
=
o
(2]
1]
[72]
7]

Train / Test Dataset

(AU feature, Random seed)

Final Results

Best Feature Set
Optimal Model
Best Hyperparameter Settings

|
Input : Output
L — |
Feature selection : : Raw Evaluation Metrics
(Kruskal-Wallis Test) | liyperparameter Tuning P * ACCURACY
| —— ® Precision
Raw Dataset ‘ | K-Nearest Neighbors | ® Recall
) Train / Test Dataset | P O (i
(18en feature, Random seed) : : s AUC
| P !
l | Hyperparameter Tuning |
Data Preprocessing R Feature selection Il i Aggregated Results
(Data Cleaning) (Mutual Information) l supportVectorMachine I * ACCURACY (Mean,SD)
‘ : : ® Precision (Mean,SD)
| | * Recall (Mean,SD)
Train / Test Dataset | N * Fi-Score (Mean,SD)
(1#an feature, Random seed) | Hyperparameter Tuning | * AUC (Mean,SD)
- -
| : Decision Tree = 1
| il
I . i
*E : I
| H
|
I
I

Figure 4. Conceptual Framework

910 Figure 4. NSOUKLIAANNTIYY (Conceptual Framework) a@ansaudseanidu 3 @unan el

1. druthidrdeya (Input) Buduannisirdeyadiu (Raw Dataset) usiunszurunsiniendeya
(Data Preprocessing) il @A magoIaLazdansAfidaund mmfuvi"mﬁquqm%mﬂaaamﬂu 3 NQUATT
naaed laun 1) MIdndenAuanuuealeds KW 2) msAndonamdnuaedie3s M wag 3) nsldnuanua
v (All features) Insfinisimuns Random seed iiouAuAImAsTIvesMIuUsTeyadviilindulas
nagau (Train/Test Dataset)

2. daumstszanana (Process) Wutuneunsainauuudiasamsidouivenaies 3 Sano3iiu liun
K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN), Support Vector Machine (SVM) wag Decision Tree (DT) Tnelutumouiasiinns
USuussmmnsnfinesfiuangay (Hyperparameter Tuning) sgnalussuudmduusiaglnaiielilduszansam
GG

3. dUNAINS (Output): mLuumimmaﬂiua‘wﬁmwmaﬂumamamﬂm Accuracy, Precision, Recall,
F1-Score, UWag AUC mﬂuummsswsfmmaawﬂui‘uqumLaaeJLLa ga@nfoauunnsgiu (Mean, S.D) e
ihlugteasugavinelunisseuradeya luna LLﬁuﬂ’]W’]i’]@JLWE]iVIﬂVIEjﬂ (Best Feature Set & Optimal Model)

5. 351U (Research Methodology)

5.1 LﬂgaaﬁaLLasqunmiﬁT‘iﬂumi"‘a%'ﬂ (Tools and Equipment)

w3 nsileildlunsiseadaillaldsyuu Cloud Computing wes Goosle Colab 1uia3asilandnlunis
Uszananadeya Li0s91nsessumsvhanuvesnw Python uazdiviieUszinanansiin (GPU) Adaeisennuid
Tunmstlnasuluina

5.2 fayadu (Raw Data)

sATeilldndoyatadoidoadunisquaguam (Healthcare Risk Factors Dataset) fiunangiudoya
ooulay Kaggle Faduyatoyadmiunsinnesitadoidosnunsguaguaim 7 amgnmensuwnd loun 1sade
Heu (Arthritis) meuiin (Asthma) Tsasigi3s (Cancen) Tsatumwny (Diabetes) auamd (Healthy) Audulading
(Hypertension) wazlsadiu (Obesity) Inedl 20 Aadnwaz(3IUAaTE) wae 30000 seileutaya (Ahmed, 2025)
fauansseaviduatayalu Table 2.
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Table 2. Features and Descriptions of the Healthcare Risk Factors Dataset

Feature Description
Age Patient’s age (in years)
Gender Male / Female
Medical Condition  Reported health condition (e.g., Diabetes, Hypertension, Asthma, Obesity, Healthy)
Glucose Blood glucose level

Blood Pressure

Blood pressure measurement

BMI Body Mass Index
Oxygen Saturation  Blood oxygen saturation level
LengthOfStay Hospital length of stay (days)
Cholesterol Cholesterol level
Triglycerides Triglyceride level
HbAlc Hemoglobin Alc (glycated hemoglobin)
Smoking Smoking status (0 = Non-smoker, 1 = Smoker)
Alcohol Alcohol consumption (0 = No, 1 = Yes)

Physical Activity

Physical activity (approx. hours/week)

Diet Score

Diet quality score (numeric)

Family History

Family medical history (0 = No, 1 = Yes)

Stress Level

Stress level (numeric scale)

Sleep Hours

Average sleep hours per day

random_notes

Random notes (lorem / ipsum / ###)

noise_col

Noise column (unrelated random values)

5.3 nsinssudaya (Data Preprocessing)

nsinIoudoyainisidanodutl Random Notes uag Noise Col Faifunaduiiiiliiiisates 1iiean
Foynasuniu fdaneduy Gender L olildnuiuisdnidengudnyusiaznisdinnisfuaiing (Missing
Values) Tngléi8msauumiiiiariaiomn saudsuedlunedud class Mburirdedsliulaidoyaiiunuly
Hudoyaiiasysaiviiu Sruuteyaneusssvdimswientoyalduansmeandeadoyalu Table 3.

Table 3. Data Preparation Summary by Medical Condition

Class Pre-Processed Count Post-Processed Count Post-Processed
(Medical Condition) (rows) (rows) (%)
Arthritis 1796 921 51.28
Asthma 2037 1061 52.09
Cancer 1234 610 49.43
Diabetes 6417 3396 5292
Healthy 3039 1602 52.71
Hypertension 7120 3748 52.64
Obesity 3857 2017 52.29
(blank) 4500 0 0.00
Total 30000 13355 44.52
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5.4 MsAnLaanANANEME (Feature selection: FS)
madmdenaudnuarlunuidelleld DEFAULT SEED 7l 42 iierunsiiveskadnssamiuiBnisdnidon
AdnwEALAN1eiY 2 35 Ao Kruskal-Wallis Test (KW) Guduadfivaaeuaunfgiuanuunandsvesisegiu
sewinanguaesiauusidivine Auls Mutual Information (M) fiansnsaiarudusiusisieyaiamnsady
Aruduitusuuulaiadu (Non-Linear Dependency) seminsnaidnungfusudnimneld aadnuusiomn
wgndniGesmuANadA (H-Statistic 138 MI Score) filsnusaziBuas Tufinnadndnsindusduiieldlunmsaing
Yntoyatonoly
5.5 nMsaseyanuanuuzday
yanadnvuzfigninduiuan Kw uaz MI azgninanairaduyanadnuvazeos (Feature Subsets) 184
KW asnaseidndruvesiesidulng (Percentile) 7 25% 50% 75% d1uau 3 4n YanudnyNrEosves MI
$1uau 3 9 Faduyadeyaiiazvioufesziunrududuresqunmdeya Wethundisuifisuivynnudnums
wanuadn 1 ga Puduswauiomn 7 ilefnwmanszvuresgUuuunudnyue Suiunudnvzinade
UsganSamnisiuundeyavesiuudtassetils
5.6 N13M9I13HUANUYNABIAIENIATIvERULYS
msnTvdeumLgniestasn1sfeuiveniodluamiddel ieliuuudaesdamnindefiouazanmu
uLdeA (Bias) MnAuliiaunavestaya (Class Imbalance) qm%%’aﬁlﬁﬁwwum‘ﬁy’umauﬂWim'gaaa‘ummgﬂﬁaa
830 Stratified 5-Fold Cross Validation (SKCV) (Prusty et al., 2022) I@ﬂummwumaumu
1. MafmuaAEuRY (nitialization) mmmimmﬁwmaaummmu 5 58U (Runs) LilensIa@8UAIY
iefpsveanuuTaes Insusagseuazimunal Random Seed flumnsneiu e [12, 22, 32, 42, 52
2. mautsarutayauuuutsdu (Stratified Data Partitioning) luusiazseunisaaey deyaszgnuus
soniu 5 dugos (Folds) Ineldmdnnns Stratification Lilemuaulidndiuvesusiazaana (Class Distribution)
Tunn Fold fimmaunauasaenadesiugntoganiu
3. NFEUIUMTFTEUIUALIAGOU (Trammg and Testing Loop) fudunisaug 5 ads (terations) A1l
s Fold Tnsluusiasadusiinssuauntssed
1) Mfeyaduiu 4 dyu Duyedeyatinasu (Training Set)
2) Wloyadiuau 1 daw fnde 1Huyndeyannaey (Testing Set)
4. msUszanananadns (Performance Aggregation) hnan1ssiuundildainnisnaaeutia 5 ads u
usiazsou Seed wdwnALady el dufunulsyAninmesuuudaedunsmenuraduaniine
5.7 nsfinuazuiugunisiieuivaaaios
msFeuivenedosiflilumided de ileutwlndan (K-Nearest Neighbors: KNN) dwmesaranimasusadu
(Support Vector Machine: SVM) uaz#ulsidadula (Decision Tree: DT) Tnsynnaidnwaizdanits 7 gnazgniln
Freuuusiasanani aelddeuls 5-Fold SKF ﬁﬁmiﬂi"ugulmwﬁwmﬁmas‘ (Hyperparameter) lngdins
fmunnsaumsUiuAmined deeludl KNN 166 K7 3, 5,7, 9, 117 ludauves SYM fvuadn C i
[1, 10, 100, 200, 300] d1w§u DT 19/A1 Max Depth 71 [5, 10, 15, 20, None] @ sl Tnnuszasdiil ofumyn
wilmesfivnzaiian dmsumsduunannzmsunmdvasusiazuuuiiaes
5.8 n1sussiliudssansnn
msinUszAnsnmeesnmsidouivenniasiishunsfinuazdiugulunuifedusgnusadu Tngldyavs
wAsnIana 3 518013 A Ansuiug (Accuracy) e Ardndiuvesteyamuaiilunarugldgndes Ao
Fuaned (F1-Score) 1uAadsuuuaiuein (Harmonic Mean) 531ie AILigansa (Precision) uazaanila
(Recall) Fadumninilimnzdmiunisusuiiunuuiiassuuyadoyailiauna (Imbalance) uananiidaing
i uii 1éAuTR S (Area Under the Curve: AUO) § i s uanusedns nmlunisusnuezaaiaves
wuuinaes
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5.9 N138TULAZIIBUNATNG

%gumauﬁm%'wLaﬁauﬂﬁi’mﬂszﬁw%mwmawm@mé’ﬂwmzﬁ'mﬁwmwwswﬁma%&nauwuﬁmmmiamﬁm fg
NI3TIMHANITNARBINIVNADIN 5 ATTUFLLUUEL (Random Seed) udwnAads (Mean) uazduideoauy
11m 357U (Standard Deviation: S.D.) vosuumsnUszANS v iiteuenuszansamineadouayauiaties
(Robustness) siaAulsUTINVBINTUUYRAMAN YUETRYA

6. Nan15338 (Results)

6.1 NAN1TIATIBINANTENUYDINITANVUIAAMANULAIYIT KW uaz MI danasauszansaimnisdauun

AENIMsUNTERaensiseuva et

6.1.1 HANITINTUAULAZATINYAAMANBAILAY Kruskal-Wallis Test
yadoyandaiunsdasuduaudidyia 16 audnuuedie3s Kruskal-Wallis Test 9¢lé H Statistic &

Busdfneuddguesaasnunruasnansaaeudstuiu audnvusiomnianuduiusesailteddy

msadAtuiudsdmineg (p < 0.05) Snse Tnefinudnuueifanudidygeanie HbAlc (7202.26) Glucose

(6950.96) e LengthOfStay (6796.18) anuddty stinsdaduduazgmitluldifieatraymandnuusgosn

dndu 25% (4 Aaudnuniz) 50% (8 AadNYNY) kar 75% (12 AudnwME) AuanssIvasiduntayalu Table 4.

Table 4. Kruskal-Wallis Test Feature Ranking and Subset Creation

Feature H Statistic Significant Percentile
(p < 0.05) 25% 50% 75%

HbAlc 7202.26 Yes / / /
Glucose 6950.96 Yes / / /
LengthOfStay 6796.18 Yes / / /
Physical_Activity 6242.59 Yes / / /
Blood_Pressure 5673.96 Yes / /
Age 5310.00 Yes / /
Diet Score 5269.80 Yes / /
BMI 3932.52 Yes / /
Stress_Level 3166.27 Yes /
Sleep Hours 2997.73 Yes /
Cholesterol 2995.98 Yes /
Triglycerides 2739.62 Yes /
Oxygen_Saturation 1870.24 Yes

Family History 913.78 Yes

Smoking 851.15 Yes

Alcohol 300.47 Yes

6.1.2 nan13INBURULATATINYAANANBAEZAE Mutual Information

YATBUANSIHNIUNITINSUAUANUAIAYNS 16 AnENwaLAI835 Mutual Information agld MI Score &

v
o

Juddinanudidyvesnudnuae JnadnvausifinudAygigade LengthOfStay (0.5995) miuunsiae
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Glucose (0.4591) uag HbAlc (0.4464) auanu elinsdasuduiigninluldiiieadaynnndnuvuzdogn
dndau 25% (4 Andnuai) 50% (8 AmANYME) Uay 75% (12 Aadnyniy) Aalansseavduntoyalu Table 5.

Table 5. Mutual Information Feature Ranking and Subset Creation

Feature MI_Score Percentlle
- 25% 50% 75%

LengthOfStay 0.5995 / / /
Glucose 0.4591 / / /
HbAlc 0.4464 / / /
Age 0.4180 / / /
Physical_Activity 0.3534 / /
Diet_Score 0.3109 / /
Blood Pressure 0.2918 / /
BMI 0.2066 / /
Triglycerides 0.1848 /
Cholesterol 0.1552 /
Oxygen_Saturation 0.1481 /
Sleep_Hours 0.1394 /
Stress_Level 0.1368

Family History 0.0341

Smoking 0.0215

Alcohol 0.0091

6.1.3 wan13UsziuUszAnSnwUTsuisuaiug1sEineyanManeae KW waz M dmsuiuudnags
SVM uwag DT

nsUTeuisulseanSnmAnuwing1senIgaRan e KW way M dusukuudnass SYM way DT
Tnegamezgnnudnuasilinnuuiudigaiian uenmilonnyniifinudnuurasuiomn

Comparison of Accuracy between KW and MI Feature Sets

0.93 -
W KW Selection (75%)

0.92 - 0.9165 0.9154 W MI Selection (75%)
@ 091 -
o
S
¥ 0.90 -
>
®
< os9-
1
£ B
0:88 0.8752 0.8739
0.8703
0.87
0.86 g g
o ) ) ) S
A S o> o >
(4 7 & & &
N N X R R
o\ SV Q Q Q
A A N B o
Q A o\ o o\
& N » A2 »
A A Q0 A
N N « & <
S S N & N

Figure 5. Comparison of Accuracy between KW and MI Feature Sets for SYM and Decision Tree
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970 Figure 5. LLﬁﬂﬁiﬁLﬁu’j’]ﬂmﬂmﬁﬂHm:ﬁﬁ 75% w03 KW Tun159uunaig SYM uaasuszansninaiiu
wiughitge Tnefiuseansnmitguiunin 90% Tuld luvaisfiyanmudnuasd 75% voa Mi Tunissiuundas DT
TAAusiugi 87.52% wazuonaninisldifuynaudnuned 25% 50% vo9ia KW uaz M Andudushly
annsavenléiniuaudnuus lanasdmasdioUseanamlunisduun
6.2 wan1siSsuiiisugamsfinesiivanzaudmiunssuunazmansunmddenisiseuivaanies
6.2.1 nan1susziliuUssansamvasnisiuundayadae Support Vector Machine (SVM)

HaN13UsuYTEANSAMNUeIN1TTILUNTBY AR Support Vector Machine (SVM) WuinyaAuanyly
avun (100%) wazen C 7 300 Tsin Accuracy Ladegeanil 0.9214 uagen AUC 71 0.9935 muddy UssAnEnm
szanaadntiesiilon C A1 200 azlviAn Accuracy Ladegeand 0.9203 wazsnnen C fd1fl 100 A1 Accuracy
\ndugeandzegil 0.9158 egdlsfmunadnsiivnalafie yanadnuazieds Kiuskal-Wallis test 7 75% 14
C # 300 1¥iei1 Accuracy 1adgegail 0.9165 uansliiiufeanisanvundeyadnsdiuszanawnissuuniia
ANuLLuEgeeY Auanseazideadeyalu Table 6.

Table 6. Top 5 Performance Evaluation Results of the Support Vector Machine (SVM) Classifier

Feature Used Accuracy Precision Recall F1_Score AUC
(Percentile) Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
16 (100%) 300 0.9214 0.9212 0.9214 0.9210 0.9935
16 (100%) 200 0.9203 0.9212 0.9214 0.9198 0.9933
KW 12 (75%) 300 0.9165 0.9202 0.9203 0.9159 0.9927
16 (100%) 100 0.9158 0.9202 0.9203 0.9153 0.9930
KW 12 (75%) 200 0.9154 0.9160 0.9165 0.9148 0.9926

6.2.2 wan15UszliuUszansnmeain1sdnuundayanae Decision Tree (DT)

mamsﬂiuLuuﬂivammwmmmimLLuﬂ‘uauama Decision Tree (DT) wmwmﬂmawmmywm 16
AMANELLAYAT Max depth 14 15 19iA" Accuracy Laaaaqam‘w 0.8752 uazA1 AUC 91 0.9353 auasiu wazay
mulmwsqmmaﬂwmm 75% 7933 Kruskal-Wallis test wag Mutual Information fiusganzamnsduunteya
$ee Max depth 71 15 19A1 Accuracy 1@vgegail 0.8715 wag Accuracy 1augegail 0.8739 muandiu Feas
131 Mutual Information SUszansn1mandn Kruskal-Wallis test 1ntioeiiioldeusauiu Decision Tree
wanTwazidunteyalu Table 7.

Table 7. Top 5 Performance Evaluation Results of the Decision Tree (DT) Classifier

Feature used  Max Accuracy Precision Recall F1_Score AUC
(Percentile) depth Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
16 (100%) 15 0.8752 0.8774 0.8752 0.8760 0.9353
Ml 12 (75%) 15 0.8752 0.8775 0.8752 0.8761 0.9351
KW 12 (75%) 15 0.8739 0.8773 0.8739 0.8752 0.9378
16 (100%) 10 0.8715 0.8737 0.8715 0.8723 0.9317
M 12 (75%) 10 0.8703 0.8747 0.8703 0.8714 0.9598

6.2.3 wan15UsziliuUszansnmvain1sIuundayanle K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN)
HaNsUsELiuUsE VBN MUeIN ST UNtayame K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN) WU 14aRsanwaueiania
5 susuusniduganmudnuaedl 50% nisldnuanvauziiios 8 quanvmzaIn 16 AudnvuzLazN1SAREeN
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ANENYENIIT Kruskal-Wallis test wag Mutual Information Winadwsfwinfiu sg1alsinuen Accuracy ade
gaanivilafie 0.7916 7iA1 K fidndu 9 dauansseasideadoyalu Table 8.

Table 8. Top 5 Performance Evaluation Results of the K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN) Classifier

F Features used Accuracy Precision Recall F1_Score AUC
(Percentile) Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
KW/ Mi 8 (50) 9 0.7916 0.7943 0.7916 0.7897 0.9470
KW / M 8 (50) 7 0.7908 0.7949 0.7908 0.7901 0.9409
Kw / M 8 (50) 11 0.7903 0.7924 0.7903 0.7875 0.9507
Kw / M 8 (50) 5 0.7890 0.7944 0.7890 0.7895 0.9305
KW / M 8 (50) 3 0.7803 0.7932 0.7803 0.7847 0.9098

6.3 namsilIsuliisuyseansaiwnisiteuivasdanasiiu SVM, Decision Tree wag KNN

Tudauvessuisedidunsinavenanisuszans imaesnisduundoyadaonisiouivonndes
(Machine Learning) 91u1u 3 vila lawn Support Vector Machine (SVM) Decision Tree (DT) Lag K-Nearest
Neighbors (KNN) ﬁ’umqmé’wmsﬁqmmmuﬁw%%‘ Kruskal-Wallis test ua3§ Mutual Information 533%A
Arudnuuziarun 7 geitlidtusmifumsusugu Hyperparameter 5 AndensiSoudvoaados Sniafiunissu
wuuUfmuAAEUFULUUEN (Random Seed) 1171 5 58U

wadnsTsenuduanads (Mean) vosgamsdimeslundazaFudunuuguesusazyndeyanmdnuny
welrisulalupnuadiosuasarutidede Tnefd Sandnildlunsussifiuuszansamie Accuracy F1-Score
kA Area Under the ROC Curve (AUC)

mamsﬂiuLﬁuﬂiuﬁw%mwmmmmﬁaaa (Model Performance Evaluation Results) Tuniusaunanis
neasdisuifisulsyans nmweuusiasans 3 Euum (SVM, DT uag KNN) Wuin Support Vector Machine
(SVM) LUuLLU‘umaawmmuawaﬂmmwmauau TgliAnnmusiugigeanil 92.14% sesasnfe Decision
Tree (87.52%) tiay K-Nearest Neighbors (79.16%) anuaisiu

Comparison of Best Accuracy Classifiers

0.95 -

0.9214

0.90 -

0.8752

0.85 -

All
0.80 -

%)
0.7916

Accuracy Score

0.75 - 50%)

0.70 - 0 0 0
SVM Decision Tree KNN

Figure 6. Comparison of Best Accuracy Classifiers
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9710 Figure 6. wandbiifiuauwans1swesUsz@nsningean (Top Performance) vadusiaz Lmumaaa
28137 ALIUY mavmﬂwmmwmauauuaﬂwmvmiﬂsvmamwLaamamsmuunmamiaswi TR IIRIR Y
(Hyperplane) ¥8¢ SVM 1nnnn1sitansanaslndinvastoyauuu KNN

7. @3Unan13398 (Conclusion)
miﬁﬂmﬁﬂisaummﬁwL%ﬂumﬁlmwﬁl,l,a:L‘U'%EJULﬁawizaw%m‘wmaamiammmmmﬁﬂwmzL%ﬂaﬁa

fomssiuunnmzmamsunng lnsannsnagunaniuingusyasdnisiseldsd

1. NANTENUYDINTAAYUIAAMAN WY N1TANTIUIUAA NYNILAIHTT Kruskal-Wallis (KW) 7iszsiy
75% (12 andnwng) lesumsfigaiudrindugeaunaiafian lnsainsainwuszdnsamanuuiudwes
wuudaes SYM legsefie 0.9165 Tsanasanyadoyaifiuifios 0.49% wandifiuinnsidndudsitdedidasii
Pwannnududeuvestoyaliasinglidmansenuioanugndadunisitady

2. mswSsuidisuyamsniive’ msUsugulaesmsiimesedrauszuunuit yaaivanzauiian
fa n151den C 7 300 $aury RBF Kerel @115 SYM wazAn Max Depth 7i 15 1915 Decision Tree lag
wuu91a04 Decision Tree AOUAUDINBNTAALGBNAMENBUIEA8TS Mutual Information (MN) 1aAin138 Kw
dintloy

o o

3. MslSeuisuUsEanSnmeanasyiy wuudnass SYM fussansnnuilaninegelivedaalunn

4 ]
o
S =

AAn15UsAU (Accuracy 0.9214, AUC 0.9935) a1un3e Decision Tree Wag KNN Aua19u §9Us931 SVM 1Ju
wiasllanlianunumulasinzaugadmiulasaisloyaguamyaiindaududeu

8. anusnenanis7e (Discussion)

8.1 AUARAAGRUANNAIULATUSUNYRITRYA

wamsfnuulumuauuiguddeliin nsandfdoyadaeisvieada (Statistical Feature Reduction)
aunsanaUszans imssuunld Tnglumavasesdliifuitqudnvusiigndneenludas 25% aavie (Rank
wgn) udyarasunmunedeyasdeuilisuiudensiFouivesuudmownniniefisuiuyadoyaiii
AnudnuuzATy Sdimuuiug et uundsuuuhaes SVM Senuuanssiulsiiu 0.5% whbuideifeu
funsFeudteyadifisiu 25% wenaini nanisvanesdsaenndesiunguiiiii SYM Sanuanunsolunisdanis
futieyafifiifguasdudeuldinirdanoifiufiugiuegng KNN waw Decision Tree Insiamzluuiunvosdoyanis
MsuwngTTieuulTUTIuge
8.2 nsufseuiisufiuamuddeiinendes

dewSeuisutunuidelueiin nadwsues SVM Aildrrmnuusiudnasan (92.14%) flanuasnadesiy
$ATees Bashir et al. (2022) uaz Jothi et al. (2022) finuin SVM Wusanesiiniilinadndlansulunisduun
T3 (92-94%) s ufiudane3fiudu eswinmsade Hyperplane Tufifaeeuenaanadeyalannid

ogn9lsfimu nan13IFelliAuuanA1aInIuTes Majed et al. (2023) Anuin KNN 1ﬁmaé’wﬁﬁﬁqm
(94.11%) TugadeyalsanisAudu anvmvosanudaudsiaaininandnuusveseadeya Healthcare Risk
Factors 7ilmnulsiaunavesaaa (Class Imbalance) g9 (Fauanslu Table 2.) §a KNN ddasdalunisdua
sovmdlungudeyatedion (Minority Class) dwmaliiussanBnmanasndeifios 79.16% Tuawidded uenaind
nsisideiiagiiunuin Decision Tree noudUBIo Mutual Information L#fini KW faenadesiuunAnves
Salehin et al. (2024) flafuayunsliisinnnuduiusuuulidadu (Non-Linear) ilewfiUssavsnmlulunadiil
Audugeu
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9. daiauauuzaUIdy (Recommendation)

1. madansiuaruliaunavesdeya asfiansuuszgndldimadatuguiloutUymaraldaugaves
Jaya (Class Imbalance Problem) LﬁaLﬁmﬂiuﬁm%mﬂumiﬁwLLuﬂﬂéu%mﬁﬁﬁwmuuaa (Minority Class) 19
fdatu Ineidenldinadasms 9 iwu Meduitegvdudosdduanesiuuuiindum (SMOTE) madusegnads

FUATIZLUUUTUAT (ADASYN) visemsiseuiuuumilsfianunu (Cost-sensitive leaming)

2. MIVYILHAFUITUNNTITIUTS Luaqmﬂ‘mmamamlﬂummﬂmmw‘uauamﬁwmvmmmawam
Kaggle F9o1afluTuniiunndnsandnuaenauszvnsuas iuUUﬁWﬁ’lima‘U‘UE}\‘iﬂiumﬂlwﬂ foifu #alinns
UsziliuUsgdnsnmilanuanysalwazagyioundinuanansalunsldnuais (Practicality) 1w dwuuiassluldiu
sruudanIegunII ot uuuaesiiiaundulunaaeusuteyansseidouresitasaidulsmeiares

Usewmalnamaly

10. MmsUawenslilyaUsehugiBeasneassd (Declaration of Generative Al)

mslitiyUszavsaisassd nuideiliussgndld cemini lugusadosilerisflassadalusunsy
ﬁug’m (Code Scaffolding) wiawfinuszansnwlunsinay sgrslsfinu mAeiflddiunsnsedeunazmu
@0y (Review and Verification) nssngvasidsiamunsenuios Insaseunquisuinsirdeyaith mansiaaey
nszurunsadugudoya (Manual Inspection of Data Shuffling) n13AUANAT Seed Lt plaunsnyig1ng
nnaals (Reproducibility) 2ufansnsIvaeUmNgNFBsveIHadNEINNT AT eI e liiiladnmdeildly
MsnnaesiALTlB IR LTdnNsIde

11. ﬂ’liLLamUVlUWINZL‘?JEJu (CRediT Author Statement)
Yotsapat Ruangpaisarn: Conceptualization, Methodology, Software, Validation, Writing-Original Draft.
Sakulchai Saramat: Data Curation, Visualization.
Auttanit Wongjak: Software, Validation, Formal Analysis.
Sukanya Chansamorn: Investigation, Writing-Review & Editing, Supervision.

All authors read and approved the final manuscript.
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