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Classification prediction model based on GPER binding ability of
membrane estrogen receptor

WANG Yufei CAO Huiming ™ LIANG Yong
(Hubei Key Laboratory of Environmental and Health Effects of Persistent Toxic Substances, Institute of Environment and Health,
Jianghan University, Wuhan, 430056, China)

Abstract In recent years, computational toxicology has been widely applied to the screening of
potential environmental endocrine disruptors(EDCs). Membrane estrogen receptor(GPER), as a key
target protein that can rapidly respond to endogenous ligand estrogen, regulates its mediated multiple
physiological functions. However, the prediction model of compound toxicity for GPER has not been
reported. Therefore, the binding activity data of 130 compounds against GPER were collected in this
study, mainly including bisphenols, polybrominated biphenyls and environmental pollutants like
pesticides and insecticides. Six machine learning algorithms, including random forest (RF), support
vector machine(SVM), artificial neural network(ANN), K-nearest neighbor(KNN), Naive
Bayes(NB)and logistic regression(LG), were used to construct the dichotomous model. The results

showed that the test set accuracy of all the algorithms tested reached more than 85%, among which
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the training set accuracy of SVM, RF. ANN and KNN algorithm was 93% higher than that of the
four algorithms, and the 10-fold cross validation accuracy was 80% higher than that of the four
algorithms, indicating that the model obtained had excellent classification prediction performance.
Therefore, the classification model built based on machine learning algorithm in this study can be
used to quickly and accurately predict whether environmental pollutants will produce endocrine
disrupting effects by combining with GPER. It provides a theoretical basis for evaluating the
potential health risks of environmental pollutants.

Keywords endocrine disruptors, membrane estrogen receptor, machine learning algorithm,

classification prediction model.
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B T, Al R 23 3L ROK . B R A B Rz JER 2 ik S AR AR AR, 5 AR AR N R A R
BRI, £ 2 0] 5IME TR A5 A AN 2K, s R Sz R R iR RS R, TR IEE T
P IIRE, 1N S R G ZE L, DNINTS | 25 R, XoF N2t B 7™ A= TS 78 1) 75 35 RS 1L 52 i 2

O A KI5 & EDCs A 7= A 2R MER R AW, AR —HIRARZE | Z2 & BoRE . WL EG
Y. X4 EDCs fEMRERR BT R IEE 5 RIRMERZ ISR A= W 2205 Pk, DA TT52 e Lo P 1 2 B ik R ).
AR R R fe A dE: H &b, FHNESAE . THEIVE . ZRMELZLEE A EART .
FURRIE . 7B N MR 806 . A, SR ARk M RA T R A R 2D S L MR R R
KI R EGAEEH EDCs R BEAFAE 2 A Gk

EDCs 55 7 Az (1) 2 ME 23000 5 28 i 28 B A MEVE 3R A2 /K ERa 5 ERB M- 30). Bl 4544 2B 9
AW RIR A, A R ETE S AEAE R M X 2K (GPER), J& T 7-5 1K G & FH X AZ 1K (GPCR) 5 1y
— B RS ERGE S IWE N, 25 TR ME . Wb, AL I R d A4 AE
FH, X T A5G E 7E N — RSB, GPER 1EBCH — i B9IG T HESR FiUS F8 R0 7. G 8 I
R Z A (GPER) S W9 PR Ay GPR30MY, JLZ5AE A Bl 45 i L0 BN, Wsl A e 1 431 ML) B L 25 4
TERIBFFEA AR AERI AL B B . AN TR T 28 L (R A% MV 3R 32 AR T2 7Y, GPER B IA A 2 A S DR 40 A5 5 1
AU S 5405 T MR PGEAEIE R AR, RS Y, A0 HE R 0T S5 4 Y GPER 45 4,
TR DR 20 AN i I, B PR R MR Y A L AN S B R Bl 5L L RO R 0 , A A A
{555 T . WUBERERE 3 JAmE . =5 18 DL e 8 — AL R B B AFIR AR . 52 R IEsn; o+ 7E A
7 P 2H 2 rh g A A s Y, DT T A M B S k. 28 M, BRBE VS Gl gt v AL PN U
PEY) B 45 G GPER!™. 1l BPA ] 7RIV B T IS GPER, 7 A= 4505 A MR A0 )

PR it g s 3okt 7 A P B 35 e W 2 5 45 & GPER (A4 28 TN AR 7Y, 7] Ay BRIS PFEA Ak A 0 4t S IXURS:
SN AL E ZEARIE . BARET X IREE TS Y B O, O A R o L g 2E X Bk AT R B
R4 1 43 ZE TN 1 g 1720, {HJE 455 GPER (/N3 FHI R A T A9 3 55008 2 Fn 2 230 0 B A 28, 3¢
PR T #4245 X GPER 43 2R BUMAL R A & Jg . Ry 1 ff P — [l i, AR5 R 45 T 2 4 A Al
/Nor 454 GPER YU, I i — 2510 T BE ML AR K (random forest, RF) . 3 45 ] 5t #L ( support vector
machine, SVM) . # £ % 4% (neural network, ANN) |, K-1% T 4F ( K-nearest neighbour, KNN) | £ Ul i3
(naive bayes, NB) . # %5 [0] ) (logistic, LG )45 6 Fp $L AU HL #8 2 >) B E: 1 43 JS Wil v g, Horp B F RF &
A 0 oy FA T R T R 75 i 4 S T e

1 MRS )7 (Materials and methods)
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JASCHR AT T 130 A% GPER A 45 A& RE 1 A4k A e 111020381 Ay S0 5 7 Bl XUE 24k A4
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30 FhZ B E ALY . 18 FhE R EERAL-A W) . 15 R E . 30 Fhmg| it S HATA ) . 10 k25 5%
WAL 20 Ff GPER sEFMERCIRL &Y. Hh BAS G MG WA o1 Fiy REASS AR M1L
HWA 39 . BT AELL 4 0 1 B LLEIREHL S B 2R AR, o R B A e A
73 R, ABAGGREIIRA 31 B AR B A G RE I A 18 Bl AR AL GRESIMA 8 A A
SRAERE AT ZR TR TR, 3 2 I3 S P PP AR TR ) T
1.2 S FHERAF i

FIH A ChemDraw 72 743 2 A6 & YA B 19 2D 434544, Pl f5 38 28 Chem 3D )7 5% 1k
AN Y 3D 43 F- 454, IF 0 T Re i o/ MEIC AL AR 38 . SR TOUARIS 19 SDF #& X 1Y 73+ 45 48 S,
it if PaDEL #(PFIH5A3 2 1538 /4> 1D M1 2D J» FHIRAF . ARG LR WA IS EA 7200 20 64 F8 R 75 0 1«
(1) BB B 2 /DA — A IAE R AT (2) HIBRIERAT Z RIAOCRBCR T 0.9 MR AT, : 445
B 369 N FHERFFRAAE . Bl S A RE S0 R0 VR AR I 0k i 8 R 1 5 PR PP, o J P i
DR TF IR B, VE A ML > 3 S TS R () R
1.3 A3 p ke 5 R AE

R T RGO LA RIBILAS 5 2] SRk i B, 0 2 e A BB GPER BCAAR 3 2 fii a5 7Y, 3R AT 6
B2 T 6 PR 2= 2 AL IR TR TR A R 0T, 23 50h . (1 RF B9k, B —FhEE s 25485, B R iR
UG B — AR A b, SR 5K BT A R B T 20 G 5 (2) SVM ALK, 3l ik A% bR B50RE i A\ ] 2t e S5 58]
fo AEREAE 25 6], AR AR 2 (8] N R 2 3l 4, 4 3t 5 A S5 R0 B R Y T R 3 B85 AN [) 28 3 1) 40 5
(3) ANN 553k, R FH e UL A S e A 3% Bk, L 32 B REARUR:: S A2 2T REAR, il R s Il AL 486 3306 X6
D) £ B4 A AE R g 22 5204 7 s 52 A R R I 2, et o g o) o 5 1 B8 ) e R RT RE A 35 (4)KINN BBk, 5K
FIVBCHE T R TA O, IE AR R AR AR SO AR AR A T . R R /N Sk de, B kARl
RELHE A, TS K- S840 1) 2 H0CR D s (5)NB B3k, B T IR MR I RS R ik At 37,
FI W3 SN I MER, 4743285 (6) LG B3k, EBEMFFY — 40 2 (%) ) o7 A% 8 55 A0 B R AIE (B =2 [R) (49 AH H
K FR, I AR I A TR AR Y

FITAT 0 55000 Ak BRI 50 8 S7 AR S T 81T S R A 88 ROIRAS 4.0.2) 528, 43 31 A randomForest
N caret B2 /7 AL HUATHFAE ¥E £ . {# FH randomForest, kernlab, nnet, kknn, e1071 #2744 #4147 RF, SVM,
ANN, KNN. NB Fl LG B35 1Y 50 FAF R £

XoF 43 AR R TPAL U7, R AR AR e L P T 53248 55 S PR 48 M L, R R YR VA R R 7 A L BHAE (true
positive, TP) . E [ (true negative, TN) | fi& FH ¥4 ( false positive, FP) | fi& B4 (false negative, FN), 3f-11
T RR VA BR UBHE (Sensitivity, S,) . #7571 (Specificity, S,) . 457 B (Accuracy, Q) LA Kz Thi B A 5C £ 5k
(matthews correlation coefficient, MCC), AH i T332 A0 T .

TP

N 1

Sn TP +FN (D
TN

= 2)

»” TN +FP (

TP+TN
Q_TP+TN+FP+FN 3
TP x TN — FP x FN

(4)

C=
VTN +FN) X (IN + FP) X (TP + FN) x (TP + EP)

BEURAE S| RS S, KSR O LA B8 i b O 2R 50 MCC ) {8 g A 28 1400 B0, 0 0 38 A
0.9 LA_b oA T 45 R 5 b

1M 323 & TAERFE 1 £8 (receiver operator characteristic curve, ROC) W & 55 #h— S PEAf 43 2R A
I EEAEPR. ] pROC #2745 B ROC 2 I 115 A~ 70 FE A 9 I 2 48 A T 4 1) AUC {EL.
WAL, FATH R 10 7238 SUIR Ik, R PGB YRS BE . fe 2R 1 AMBIT Discover 315 I 2R £ FI
DA Ak & P A RO L BLAE IR B, PF0 358 40 il AR 455 1) ToU I ASS 28 4 1y FH 46
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2 ZE B 54718 (Results and discussion)
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Fig.1 Model building process
2.1 oy MR F AR AT
K5 RF 53005 10 B SR PP A caret B3 60 1) 386 UETARR AR I 98005 AT F AR A R G, 45 3 45k 1 R
45 > di E S AR A BRI

F 1 BALEE ARTT
Table 1 Selected descriptors for models

AR ik
Variables Description
GATS4c Geary autocorrelation - lag 4 / weighted by charges
GATS4s Geary autocorrelation - lag 4 / weighted by I-state
ETA Eta Composite index Eta
AATSC6i Average centered Broto-Moreau autocorrelation - lag 6 / weighted by first ionization potential
MATS2i Moran autocorrelation - lag 2 / weighted by first ionization potential

Hidr, {725 GATS4c. GATS4s. AATSC6i Fl MATS2i 3T Geary [ #HX45%k . Broto-Moreau [
FH T8 B L I Moran F AH G T8 BRI IR AT . 1A A S48 B0 0 IR 1M VR 40 M S5 4 1 o A, o
GATS4c Fil GATS4s i i 45 F2 e T Ak A 4 B &% i M ot T 455 AU52 0 . AATSC6i Il MATS2i ik 777
RET A H— B ERENFEM, ETA_Eta Fn 4 RIGFME 22 8500 T3 745 5 58 J1 52 .
22 MLEREAFESR A

XFFARRIHLAS 2% 2 503, SR caret BP0 A% sS40 RIL AT S BN ILAL, 825 B R G 5 it
VMR AE.

Xt F RF BEAY, 58 20 84 S50 trees Al mtry A9 {EL, 2R BRAR B A0 508, AT 8 B0 36455 80 1 1 Ak
B trees TR ARMCRE B, miry SRR RERGERAS A B . R A BEE RF BRI S0
ntree=500, mtry=>5, I AT S 0RS & e AT

X F SVM AR, R FH 5 37 RBF 4% BB A5 2. 250 gamma 58 T 508 W 5 1055 19 4R 4F 25
6] Jo& 9 43 A 5 1 S 50 cost Km MAETT A 7, BEDXF IR Z M R 2. Ak E SVM ALY S 50N
gamma=0.35. cost=10.
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EFXF N T2 /4, 43 35T size, decay Al maxit %5 3 DS EIEA T4, Hid size 183 fU = #4200
55, decay 1CRH ARCE BIE IES 2L maxit QR B R EQREL. mA LB ANN BB SN size=
17, decay=0.01. maxit=1000.

X T K-fi i 48, 38 o X7 4B JE Al & ny 00 Ak, AT BG AR B (A B . B kR 5 AR R A
KNN 3k g7 B, R B s

X F NB ALY, Shy kit i R AR B A0 T S5O A 508 FR A e ) g B R, ol B B e R
MO T A B, 3kt O 5 M 48 ] fa

XTF LG R, FRATTE 2820 (R A% 5 s 0 47 A48 b 1 B A 0 2, 75 3 e AR A
2.3 AN R R

X SR LA, B2 BN R LA IO 25 51, sk 2 Fos .

F2 BAITOINZE R
Table 2 Model prediction results

el o 1@%%%& EFH'K?E. Efﬁﬂﬁ ﬂiiliﬁ'ri ﬂ%%rSEl'r?
Dataset emical number True positive True negative False negative False positive
(n) (TP) (TN) (FN) (FP)

T RF

PllER S 104 73 30 0 1

e 26 17 6 1 2
T SVM

PllER S 104 72 29 1 2

e 26 16 7 2 1
HEAANN

PllER S 104 72 27 1 4

e 26 15 7 3 1
FA KNN

PllER S 104 71 28 2 3

e 26 15 7 3 1
T NB

PllER S 104 69 16 4 15

il 26 16 6 2 2
T LG

PllER S 104 70 13 3 18

A4 26 16 7 2 1

FRYRZE HL, 3 51 2% TH% RF, SVM. ANN H1 KNN [ 4 20 T 2% At i 8ot , Horb Y R4
F254 GPER, N ZaR AL &, LA, W4ER o-E2. Y24 1) 2'-OH-BDE-003 FI BPF % U4~ 5
YA FR M EE R . HED R R A o-E2 Fl BPF 7R 4544 15 HA 45 G300 153+ E2 A1 BPA A ML Z A,
2'-OH-BDE-003 7E45#4 I 5 A HA 255 %00 1943 F BDE-003 A3 AL Z AL, Bt mg T AR5 o Y i
A3 AFAVER AN RE X AT IR A A 43 2.

WA 4, THEBALIE AR S, S, Q Al MCC A, 4R Fit/s . W LA B RF BOARS A2 d5e e, U125
£E IR F] 99%, 3K 4R 1k 5] 88.5%, B Fids S Mt e, UEHH RF B9 B AR 75 . SVML ANN,
KNN A9KE B Yk 22, I 2k 8805 1 5 20 013K 2] 97.1%. 95.2%. 95.2%; I 12k 5 K5 B 0 1) 1k 3] 88.5%.
84.6%. 84.6%, FUIE IR SEPE LB . 1 NB FI LG A T 45 54 2%, IR 8205 BE 0 ) A 81.7% Fil
79.8%; W A HE 2 437l A 84.6% F1 88.5%, Hi ML B Fe LA A8 RF.  [R] I H B A (1 GE b T4 A0 48
PR(Sy Sy O FI MCC)W 7R RF A e {4 73S P AR AL
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Table 3 Prediction of model compounds

e ey B2 GPERPL{A43F (J&/75) GPER ligand molecule(Y/N)

No. Compound Reference S Observed SVM RF ANN KNN
1 SKO* [25] Y Y Y Y
2 SKOP [25] Y Y Y Y Y
3 G-1 [6,21] Y Y Y Y Y
4 G-15 [6,21] Y Y Y Y Y
5 G-36 [6,21] Y Y Y Y Y
6 Oleuropein [24] Y Y Y Y Y
7 Hydroxytyrosol [24] Y Y Y Y Y
8 MIBE [24] Y Y Y Y Y
9 4-hydroxytamoxifen [24] Y Y Y Y Y
10 GPER-L1 [24] Y Y Y Y Y
11 GPER-L2 [24] Y Y Y Y Y
12 17B-estradiol [22] Y Y Y Y Y
13 E3 [24] N N N Y N
14 Tamoxifen [22] Y Y Y Y Y
15 Fulvestrant [22] Y Y Y Y Y
16 Epi* [27] Y Y Y Y Y
17 Epi-prop [27] Y Y Y Y Y
18 Epi-4-prop [27] Y Y Y Y Y
19 Epi-5-prop [27] Y Y Y Y Y
20 Epi-Ms [27] N N N Y N
21 C4PY [26] Y Y Y Y Y
22 7p-OH-EpiA* [24] Y Y Y Y Y
23 G-DOTA [37] Y Y Y Y Y
24 G-Bz-DOTA [37] N N N N N
25 G-Bz-DTPA [37] N N N N N
26 Atrazine [24] Y Y Y Y Y
27 PBX1 [34] Y Y Y Y Y
28 PBX2 [34] Y Y Y Y Y
29 ZINC65156419(1) [29] Y Y Y Y N
30 ZINC65156419(2) [29] N N N N N
31 ZINC65156419(3) [29] N N N N N
32 ZINC65156419(4) [29] N N N N N
33 ZINC65156419(5) [29] Y Y Y Y Y
34 ZINC65156419(6) [29] N N N N N
35 ZINC65156419(7) [29] N N N N N
36 ZINC65156419(8) [29] N N N N N
37 ZINC65156419(9)* [29] Y Y Y N Y
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e o Sk GPERF A4 F (J&/75 ) GPER ligand molecule(Y/N)

No. Compound Reference LI {E Observed SVM RF ANN KNN
38 E2-NH3" [13] Y Y Y Y Y
39 E2-COO [13] Y Y Y Y Y
40 E2-NMe3* [13] Y Y Y Y Y
41 E2-NB [13] Y Y Y Y Y
0 o,p-DDE [6] Y Y Y Y Y
43 El* [24] N N Y N N
44 a-E2 [24] N Y Y Y Y
45 Genistein [6] Y Y Y Y Y
46 p,p-DDT [6] Y Y Y Y Y
47 BPA* [6] Y Y Y Y Y
48 quercetin [24] Y Y Y Y Y
49 Resveratrol* [24] Y Y Y Y Y
50 Raloxifene [24] Y Y Y Y Y
51 zearalonone [6] Y Y Y Y Y
52 Nonylphenol [6] Y Y Y Y Y
53 kepone [6] Y Y Y Y Y
54 STX [24] Y Y Y Y Y
55 PPT* [24] Y Y Y Y Y
56 2,2',5'-PCB-4-OH [6] Y Y Y Y Y
57 equol [24] Y Y Y Y Y
58 2-methoxye stradiol [24] Y Y Y Y Y
59 niacin [24] Y Y Y Y Y
60 daidzein [24] Y Y Y Y Y
61 BDE-003 [28] N N N N N
62 BDE-007* [28] N N N N N
63 BDE-028 [28] N N N N N
64 BDE-047 [28] N N N N N
65 BDE-049* [28] N N N N N
66 BDE-085* [28] N N N N N
67 BDE-099* [28] N N N N N
68 BDE-100 [28] N N N N N
69 BDE-154 [28] N N N N N
70 BDE-180 [28] N N N N N
71 BDE-187 [28] N N N N N
72 BDE-201 [28] N N N N N
73 2'-OH-BDE-003* [28] Y N N N N
74 3'-OH-BDE-007 [28] Y Y Y Y Y
75 3'-OH-BDE-028 [28] Y Y Y Y Y
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e o 230k GPERFC{A& ST (J&/75 ) GPER ligand molecule(Y/N)

No. Compound Reference LI {E Observed SVM RF ANN KNN
76 3'-OH-BDE-047* [28] Y Y Y Y Y
77 3-OH-BDE-154 [28] Y Y Y Y Y
78 4'-OH-BDE-049 [28] Y Y Y Y Y
79 5'-OH-BDE-099* [28] Y Y Y Y Y
80 2'-OH-BDE-007 [28] N N N N N
81 2'-OH-BDE-028* [28] N N N N N
82 3-OH-BDE-100 [28] Y N Y N Y
83 4-OH-BDE-187 [28] Y Y Y Y Y
84 4'-OH-BDE-201 [28] Y Y Y Y Y
85 5-OH-BDE-047 [28] N N N N N
86 5'-OH-BDE-100 [28] N N N N N
87 6-OH-BDE-047 [28] N N N N N
88 6-OH-BDE-085* [28] N N N N N
89 6'-OH-BDE-099 [28] N N N N N
90 6-OH-BDE-180 [28] Y Y Y Y N
91 BPAF [16] Y Y Y Y Y
92 BPB* [16] Y Y Y Y Y
93 BPF* [16] N Y Y Y Y
94 BPS* [16] Y Y Y N N
95 TBBPA [16] N N N N Y
96 TCBPA [16] Y Y Y Y Y
97 Diethylstilbestro [24] N N N N N
98 2-Hydroxy stradiol* [24] Y N Y Y N
99 Aldosterone [24] Y Y Y Y Y
100 Tectoridin [24] Y Y Y Y Y
101 Apigenin* [24] Y Y Y Y Y
102 Methoxychlor [24] Y Y Y Y Y
103 p.p-DDE* [24] Y Y Y Y Y
104 o,p-DDT* [24] Y Y Y Y Y
105 DPN [24] Y Y Y Y Y
106 Ethynylestradiol [24] Y Y Y Y Y
107 3MC [32] Y Y Y Y Y
108 AB-1 [31] N N N N N
109 CIMBA-5* [36] Y Y Y Y Y
110 CIMBA-6 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
111 CIMBA-7 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
112 CIMBA-8 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
113 CIMBA-9 [36] N Y N Y N




2 8 FFRE: TR EZE (GPER) 456 1b-GWRE 11970 2 T AR 7Y 425
53
e o St GPERF A4 F (J&/75 ) GPER ligand molecule(Y/N)
No. Compound Reference PLM{E Observed SVM RF ANN KNN
114 CIMBA-10 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
115 CIMBA-11 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
116 CIMBA-12 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
117 CIMBA-13 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
118 CIMBA-14 [36] N N N N N
119 CIMBA-15 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
120 CIMBA-16 [36] N N N N Y
121 CIMBA-17 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
122 CIMBA-18 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
123 CIMBA-19 [36] N N N N N
124 CIMBA-20 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
125 CIMBA-21 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
126 CIMBA-22 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
127 CIMBA-23 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
128 CIMBA-24 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
129 CIMBA-25 [36] Y Y Y Y Y
130 Carbhydraz [35] Y Y Y Y Y
ARG Y.
Note: *Testing set compounds.
x4 BT
Table 4 Model performance
G S LAY UM et ity EEHTISE R L
Dataset Chemical number(n) Sensitivity(S,)  Specificity(S,)  Accuracy(Q) Matthews correlation coefficient(MCC)
%l RF
IlAE 104 1 0.968 0.99 0.977
WA 26 0.944 0.75 0.885 0.723
i SVM
Ul S 104 0.986 0.935 0.971 0.931
WA 26 0.889 0.875 0.885 0.741
T ANN
IlAE 104 0.986 0.871 0.952 0.884
WA 26 0.833 0.875 0.846 0.672
A KNN
IlAE 104 0.972 0.903 0.952 0.884
WA 26 0.833 0.875 0.846 0.672
i NB
IlAE 104 0.945 0.516 0.817 0.535
WA 26 0.889 0.75 0.846 0.639
iR LG
Ul S 104 0.959 0.419 0.798 0.480
MR 26 0.889 0.875 0.885 0.741
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A i 2 TAERRAE (ROC) fZE DL J AUC it R i ARG RE R PEAf pE A7 E— A0 . AUC
T AT 1 AR RE R . I 2 AT, RE IR AR R AUC [E37E 0.9 DL L, T8 R
AEf s SVM. ANN, KNN & Z, Yl 254 AUC {H 23 5135 5] 0.961, 0.987, 0.938, M4 AUC 433l ik |
0.882, 0.889. 0.854, B AU M:FEAL L NB Fil LG Ml 2545 AUC {E 43 3R 0.795 Fi1 0.765, i 4 AUC ¥
“h0.799, ik BHAR 7R Tl 4 e 4 25

_ aRF — b.SVM
1.0—(——:1———— 1.0 - I____-————
0.8 —| 08 ,
206 —| 206 ,
E | z
3 04 —| A 041+ ,
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Fig.2 Receiver operating characteristics(ROC) graphs of the classification model
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