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1. [FL®HIC

JREENEREE OEl LITrE, SRR AR D REEM DSBS B E IS S Ik L
TLEI ZEDBEINTWD, FICERER M~ MR ET T NMED & ERAEY 2 Hiks
T 5 HEMITREEF OREDORBRLEIC L > THEDLA TR Y, 25T 5ITREWEH 239
Do TDT, EanERBIEY 2 35T 2 HEIMT BB R TR S s Z L < kb T
LE ) AREMEDN BV, COFREE IR T 5720, BSEZARERA] & iz RSV L C
UWNTE AR BREE S LR O IR RBR A B B NS T AR TN T\ 5, Bl ziE, JesREE
ST ERIERBESME OB O DIER L E 125 2 2 O GHTBMTHhIL T D (A D 2010,
W 2018, AL 1999), 72721, EBROHBYTIX, WYOLEBIRESLAETIER, KWL
Wo BB LITONTEY, O X 5707 —4% %2 EM»om b EICRREHT 5 2 & 13 R
o, FHREHEMOERIEZ I EBLTE TS LTS 0, £70, FIEToOBRE
FRIFITZIGITIED T2, FRx TRBREL AT & IUCHERE S B 2 MR I IRGE T 2 2 & b REECTH 5,
ZDT1, FHEEE PR Z OFRF OBIGEAMT 2 K35 2 LI —MHf TV,

Z 2T, DHEREOMEISREORZIWREELZ T — % R 7 THEBIIZEIR TE 20
PRIz, BRI & Ryl 2 B LR E T — 2 258 (s 2018, KBS 2018)
L, REARR—ZDENGFIEZ IR AW CREERRZ#EH 5 2 & T, WRZRFEE
DD BULHERE O GBI O R S VR E A BRI T 5, BRI S 72 R % O CUCHE R
DB ZHEE TEIL, EBRW L R 2 ZE LI o Ol 2 R 2 LN TE 5,
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2. EEHMR
2 —1. BREHREIRE (Stepwise %) (Bendel et al. 1977)

ERHEN O BEEREZRINT HREWN R FELE LT, BREBRIENH D, BIRE
ERIR T &1, B8N (Forward stepwise selection) & 28 %% 7870 1% (Backward stepwise selection)
EAGOE T EEERINTIETH D, BEIEINEIRIICETOEHICX LT, 72
2T E D p 72 EOET NV EEROFIIEE & e b FEHEE R TS, 22T, p HEEK
BIROFEIRE L OET 5 &, FANIRESNICBELZRZTRHRIED > L, S/hOELZFF
R ETT VA TET MERET 5, ZORHEZHYIRLTET VCEEN D LKA H
MEETHL, BEEZHTEENEH SN o R CERMOENEKTT 5, Z0
EXDOEROMAEDEEREOHMAGDYET D, —F, BERIIEE, ZBHEEMEE X
W, BN TCOEEEET VICRVIAATEET VEERT S, TO%, ETVCEEN
LEED IS, FdbNREZRNT SR WEIEZ R OERAEET ANLRELTNE, B
B2 7o STRWERIEDR B SN2 < R o TR R TER DR EE K T 5, BIREFHOERIGEIT,
AN EEIENiE & RRRICEE DB ETT 9 BEDOEBMOTZTNZ, T /MTBICEENT
WD R D R TCTEEIRE & FRRIZBRED AR R BB HVUIRET 5, £0%, BINLD
BRET DEHMN 72K 705 £ TEBOBTIREZITV, BEIITTE - - B8 & I R OEBOMAE
DEET L, LaLl, BWERIEL, X0V 0WER TR RMICTHIT S22 EHT
HY, BOEHE ORREREBE L CEBORRZITOR W, BIRESNTAEHKE BE
BORREBZOSITINIMN TRV, £z, BEOREEERR 20 RT 720, BEEREEK
DEE ARG OEEGL Z L b REETH 5,

2—2. RERR—RADOEWMFEEFEZAVE-EHER

Random Forest (Breiman et al. 2001) <> XGBoost (Chen et al. 2016) & Vo 7258 FiEIX,
RIQDIRERZZHAEL L, TORROVEEZRDH Z LT, RIERDK K TH L iEFE
EERMET 57 T VR FIETH D, Random Forest (IHEERFIAE ] U 7o e o0 B 2
EAEHAETH Y, HEEITE DV FHEERIRAFTEE TdH 5, Random Forest DZEEL D H
L, BRERICBITLDEBROHEBEOYEEIC L~ THRIHSN S, £7, BIER/ICT —
Z B IR L TIRERZAER L, 1R LTZIRERTHEA SN TS 1 DOZEEIZELT, 7—
ZOWWNEZ T o Z LZEES L, WONEOZEER{E T, REROKEEZLEL, KigokE
EDOIAEN BN S N E, BERERLE T 5, RIS, ZEOWENIC TRERIZZ DR F
DOEYEA ALY , Random Forest OZE#{ DB HE & 3%, Random Forest D& 4L D H X,
TR D RIARMETH D720, BROEEE R 0129 D A=A RHEEZ{TDR
W, ZDT2, BHEGEREZAT O, B EANFE2I LI EERER AR B LE L 12D,
Flo, BT VEEROBEIEIT, BFFEEICHT OMHMHRETH D7D, — B ORI
RCITHERFFEEOHL LIRS 5 Z LIINETH D, TN OMEZMRT 5 FIEE LT,
T UREEE & FHSEHIE 2 PR P9I24T 9 RFE (Recursive Feature Elimination) (Guyon et al. 2002)
EVV) FEMRE SN TS, RFE X, 7 WABEREO R E O B 2 JRI TR E 2 1
Lt 52 & T, IRERENRERFOREELZRIRT L2 LN TED,
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2—3. EAMEEZRAV-ZHRIR (EHE 2016)

BAR T 72 &, BROUGTENT — 2 v MRIZHARTENTRE W L0 ) FEIT AL
T&E ofatFiEE LT, EHMRIEIZ L2 A R—2AHEE 2 W AEORIRFIER H 5, 1EHIE
e W Te AR — R 72 HEE 21T 9 RFEWIZR FiE L LT, Lasso (Least Absolute Shrinkage and
Selection Operator) (Tibshirani etal. 1996) [A])7<> Elastic Net [Fl)f (Zouetal. 2005) 72 ENRH 5,
Lasso [ElJfE 7 V1%, AWIZHBD @BWAERENE N TV H54, #EERHICHEBI O ® WAL
DHRD 1 DI NERE 1, MOLLBILEIFARED 0 LHEE S, BIRSRW e ) ijE
Db, 2F0, HEOEWEBREOF TRINS NS ZEHIL, #HEEITo TLic&fkLTL
F ), Lasso [FUFIC LD EHEPIUIALE L SNTWD, Z O Lasso DFfEZ fRIRT H 7200
REINT=ETFED, Elastic Net [F1)7 T 5, Elastic Net [Fl)71E, Ridge [Al)7 (Hoerl et al. 1970)
& Lasso [Al)f 2R A L7z Blf FETH 5, Ridge BRI, FHEIO S WEEREZ BETX 5729
Lasso [ElJf O TEHI{EIH & Ridge [BlR OIEABIEDR S DT A% & %5 Z & T, Lasso IEU”rﬁ@
PREZ R 5, F Tz, Lasso [Bl)F & Elastic Net [FUFIZ I\ TlE, BEICEROI®RRZ1T 9 7=
D, BEORER ENFON N & BEHBOBIRZFEBTE 5, LnL, Lasso [EJF=° Elastic
Net [RUFIIRIERIRENGTETH D720, MRV ORI &\ o T2 MR ASH & OIERIE
P72 BAGRIE 2 FF G AT M & G BB L\,

2—4. BHEMEDFELD

PLED X 51z, ZBEEERRIZBW T, p il ORISR L2 B Lo 28Xt L, Fai
IZERE LT BIEZ W TR 5 2 & TERBORIRZIT 5 FlEN LW, LinL, HEELRERE
BT LR BT D2 LR FRERBIE A ET D 2 I3 LV, E72, Lasso [BJF=° Elastic
Net [FUF CIRIERIZ 2 BARIEDOZ BN N Th 5728, FERIE 72 BfR M2 5 8 ATHE 72 Random
Forest X°> XGBoost & W\ 7278 FIEIZ Ko TRRZEDN RN E 725 L9 IRMIICE T VAt
FL, FEELZHINT 2FETH D RFE 26T 25 2 & C, BEEE O &R E 2RI
BIRTE D ATReMED Em o,

3. RFE ZAWEYINERSEICES T 2B ENHFE
3—1. #E

T DA FIRTE & RFRIAT 2 8 [ L CUCRERRF 0D S I BB 0D K & W RGN HY 72 Rr 18 2 B Y
IEIRT D FEL AT Lz, RS, BRARBICK T 28 EOBEEEN RN ATRE CTh DIk E
ARAR—Z DEYFFEZ BRI O 2 FHEEIEIR A 2 R R O X 5 7 SIC# <
XDDRAE L=, (RERREAR—2DT 4 7 i FikE LT, Random Forest <°
XGBoost 72 E#AET D, RERR—ADT % 7 )VENRTIETIE, HEERHIER L7258
MEDOEEEZ BN FIRETH D728, AFIRESHIE L7 REHH 2 B 8 L 7o Ry 722 R
IZxt LT, EEEAIEE & LIAHEERIREZ TS 2 & T, MEYEREERE I T 2 IR O i
BT DR E 2 FHEE 2 B AI RIS 5 [ E 0o FIEEZ RGET 5,
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AFEOWEZM 1 (a) 17T, AFEITIX 1 (@) (RT LI, KE A BMEREH L
B : FAEEIRI O SIS, A FREER M CIE, RS ET — & 2 x50 2
VEM) DEE AT — DRI EI LT, R Z S 1295, WIZK 1 (b) 1R L9108, 4
TSN AR R ME T — 2 1C6t L CRARGEZHHT 2 2 & T, MOEFIRIE L 5
LZHEMH 2 BB LS EOR 2175, £, RIEHMEZE LM ES LT, BES
HE ROMEREMSC, 5B D Of%E A 5r &, #bs L= FH OB BN e fi a2z A
9%, B: BEEEINTIE, A FEEFHICBO TR SN SROBMEICH L, Bk
S & O C IR R 2 BB 5 ik TH D RFE 2 AWV T, IUER O SV I B DO K
SVWVEEEORIREZ1T O,
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Fig. 1 Outline of the feature analysis

3—2. BHERH

FER T, BRRSET — 2 LABRE, BEF LR EREeEET 5720, &
RFRFE T — & 2 BB IRRE & BRI 2 L 10 BT 5, 2B OB DR IECHES L
TeHDA X FEEEE T2, AFREBIIHEY OBRIEN GINE E TORIFEHIR 2% L L,
REDEFARAT =V H#ERIHWNTHEIT 5, G T ORED DA <2 b Th 2 BHIELIX
AT BN EITH 2 LT, REOMEEBEELZE LIZABREOSENAETHD LB %
Bo Flo, FEERFHEFICEA LTI, B, HOAYD 208 OREIZHNS, — RIS
BRICE > TREDOREMEEIND, 2D, HOHEHDAY ZFIERICHWS Z & T,
HARDORAIRZBERTH D A EOFENBEAIREL 2D LB X D, IICEFIRKE & s
BRI SIS B U - SRR R T — 2 Ioxh L CRERARGIREOBEH 21T 5, —RICEZF I
FED 1 HOMEMOZEATITRL, REIMRZEAEZBE L 2B AW 57280, AR
FHEICII R B b 2 RBUTTREZRFER, FHY, &K, mhEalnws e e Lk, £, &
B @ U fE L LT, MOREDOIEICHW OGN 25 MM ORBEIRE &, FEH 45
BEMANSOAREZFRE LFMT 22L& Lk,
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3—3. BHHEER

Random Forest =° XGBoost 72 & D& 7 /LABGLRE OO R {88 D B A 1T 23 FTRE 2 b 7 1k
ERWCET VEMBET S, HERICEEE OO E L BT 208 1E, R i
Bl U CHIRMIICHE D BT 2 & TR 21T 5 FIETh 5 RFE ZfHHER H TR S
RIS L CHE T 5 2 & T, B B RS ERE L7 IERF O S B Ik L CEHE
R EOBRRBFARETH D LB 2D, £70, FEERROGHEMEZ SO D720, RFE Tff
MT M FEELEEEN T 52 & T, FEHBNTOREERIEROBNEZZET D,

4. EHET

FRRICHEE LTIEBEOT — 2 2 W CTAEBRIE & R 2 H5E LI EoE T &, &
H U 72 R D & BB O @ WV O IR, IR S V7o RR 8 & O T2 ICHE IR 0 O HERE
% LTz, ARG CIE, 2016 427 H 25 2017 4F 12 HIZHT THEE® b~ b (CF#kX
B a—7) b5 BEGIC CIREBEERRE: SN 54 (B OFYET — X 2 L, £z, HEEH
ISz 7 —2 & LT IRE (°C), fidZE (g/m?), A 4TE (J/m¥s), CO2 = (ppm)
Z 1 S EMITCHE LSRR T — 2 2 L, RO MED 1 > Th o INEITE AL A
T 1 BB SN A L, BEERE CTOEEAT -V ORXSE, BFEOHR
ZHEICEMANOINHEREE ETE SHSL, EFEAT VI DNLAEFARAT—UV ERE
L7z, #cs LRI O Xo01E, BdE LIRS0 B ORI E B O N0 F2 2 KiElz, Ao
HIEZ22 6 BOANV A A 3 %0 L, ZNENERFEE 1 DR 3 & Lz, £72, BD
AVFEZNBEADOHDOHFAE T 2 %L, TNENL R 4, KA 5 E X LT

(£ 1), £z, FEELHFHET DBROEARRERITIE, K222 RBLTRETH LA,
W, R, fehEAW, U, MR oIRE, fazE, BSE, CORENE, £hZh temp,
vpd, solar, CO, & KFLL, FERE, ¥y, mK, H/IMIZNLIL sum, ave, max, min & K7D
T 5,

FEEERINCTHW S RFE OAMBFEIRITIE, 7 /WHEER IS E O BT A e
EHIRTHDHVED B H72%, Random Forest, XGBoost, LightGBM (Wangetal.2017) % H T
FEEERPURE R 2 i U7e, BIRS oM E L W2 PRI, RS A 25 4 R
FTO 1 HEEORIE A Tl x5
E LT, THIRHZER T 28I

F 1 AEABAT—V L RHWH XS J5E

Table 1 Growth stage and time zone division

Random Forest, SVR (Support Vector
. HH HET S Her ]
Regression) (Drucker et al. 1997) , L G " & pH
XGBoost % AV =, £, PHlfsRo 7Y  EEINE i
AEARAR AR & LT, SE M RA R I e L aomen
(MAE : Mean Absolute Error) (= 1) il B AL AT 2 s 35
e 3 3 A
LA RFFEE S (RMSE : Root - - , S
. S
Mean Squared Error) (2.2), REREK v Em 4 HEE7n 5 [ o
(coefficient of determination) (3 3) % . .
Vv MR 5 (2 %57)

Tz, 52251, Python3.7, scikit-learn
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(Pedregosa et al. 2011) 0.21.0 ZfEH L, /XT A —FF 2 —=27|Z1% Optuna ZfiH L7-,

N y — A.
MAE = w ()]
N (v, _ 532
RMSE = M 2
N
RZ =1 Yo = 90)? 3
Zl :1(}’1 yl.)

4 — 1. HEESH

R S TR SN S R O et e s
BOME A BREET 5 77 0, R & L 7 A e BHH
solar_max

400 kot (B HE QREE, fazE, B, solar_mean

solar min 7 | NN

2
@
. . @ solar_min ¢2 LN LRI L NN RN AN E
COIE) X AEHAT =Y (1~V) X # 3 slorsum i 00 &
S = o L . g
By UT-BERIAE (1~~5) X HAHKEEHRE (R, emeomean %
L - P -0.2 £
W, Bk, o)) LR E ORRTA wamax A1 1 8
> - = vpd_mean
B2 1277, vpd_min {1 i | 04
N _ e vpd_sum
;éai‘ﬁ‘/ﬂ\;ﬁﬁfﬁo)ﬁz:%Xth/mﬁ) %é’:‘:ﬁgx oM N S NS oo
T T E=E====2>2>>> >
T— VORI 1, REH 2 OB HE, i L stage_time

IREE & OIEDOMHBEANFFIZE WD &350

5o EHEAT—VINIARFER TIX, BAIERE

HMERE LIZAEFTAT—VTHDH, DI

B, EOFENREWNZ 205, b~ NI

1B DHAE ROMEEDNILEIGINH RN TH D G 2010) &5 B L —8d
D ENGMND, Fio, BREEICER TS &, R RS 2 0 AR, EE S OMER
BWZ ERn D, —RIOEEBORE I FRIFICR KMEISEL, TORBRAIETTD &0
IR A T, BRI 1 IZ A ORI AR L L TRy ENekE Th 5, D, H
OHIT XV EFRESHIM L7 2 & C, KA BEHE MR fHEE T EREA L2 & T, Jh
FROMBEIZEE N ST L EZ biLD, £72, HERITIE, LOMIZIRE, CO RENEETH
Do ZNODERITNEMREZITO ETCENENREER & 725720, Kefildr 1, FeflHr 2 1238
W, IRE L OFBENE O E W I FERIZOWTIE, SEEEREREAKEIT O oI Hoitia
SN LT, BEREHENKRELRY, SEMPMEE SV EDEINCER -T2 LEX DL
o,

2 B SR & IE L OFAR
Fig. 2 Correlation between calculated feature quantity

and yield
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Fig. 3 Correlation by growth stage

B U7 L I E OB Z, EBFAT— VI 3 IR T, K31k 5 21TAIC
AT HEREICEE TS &, BRI 20 U CREREY 1 2 SRERIEY 5 OFEREM, AKE & OFf
B @I, FRIZBHIAERTOMEE B H & IXIE & OFERIN &V (Pedregosa etal. 2011) Z & A3 &
NTEY, BERMEZEEL TWAIAEEFTAT—VIIO HHFHEOFERAE & OFBIA K X W iE R
IRETHDHLEEXD, £, AiRO@EY, REORRPELEFTAT —VIVLIED H i &
EOFEREVRLD S, BN INHEEITFFREROEBENEIATETNDHEE LS,
—J, M3 D4TRIORTREICERT S &, FIEHMZE L CARZEDOR/IME L OB K
EVERDNDL, DFEVY, FENNIWVWI L TEOKILDEHWIZEEOZABBORED 5L,
IWNEICHEBEIE sT-tE2 bID, Lo T, BHSNTAEEITHEMBEEICB T 2EEFTAT
— VR H OREEH & W o ToREEIE M2 B L7 RBE & 5 %, BT IR 0 SR BEELR 23 Y
HERF AL EZ B2 2 5EB DT ITA N T L WREMED R STz,

2\;{ 2 RFE 0)/\o§ )( *—‘57 0.0027
Table 2 Parameters of RFE 0.0026 W
/\05 )( y—& 1ﬁ E0.00ZS‘
ste 1 s
P 50,0024 1 v |‘ ] ‘ 4
min features to select 10 2 ‘ l \m [ l
cross validation 5 _é 0.00231
scoring mae O 0.0022
—— Random Forest
XGBoost, oooa1 ] — LfghthM"es
regressor LightGBM, Random E———

T T T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Forest Number of selected features

4 FER A ORI

Fig. 4 Feature selection transition of each learner
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FH SN EEN G, IERFO EIC
RO RE W EZEIRT 572D, RFE
Ze W TR EEIR 21T o 72, RFE (2T
R % M52 8812 1% XGBoost, LightGBM,
Random Forest @ 3 #8452 v /=, RFE O&¥
i, IEE R LR CRRE L, 18R
Ol DOINEETHZ LT, AEHOHE:
L OENEZB[E L7 HWES & L7, RFE
DEINT A—REFRK 21T, KFBHROFHE
ERIRHERB A X 4 1T, 7, £FEH
Z DT RHEEIEIGER X 5 BRI T (1
NG

4 X, Random Forest O HFF{# SR HE
BN —EOFRMENTERL WD Z LD
7%, Random Forest |LHE/EZ (28N S 417z
FEEL AW TIREREEEIERT 57 ~
YU TNVEETH DD, FrgREOHIE A
MRS Z LT, REARIERE QR EE D
FABEDENRZ — U DNRE S, ER—E
DOHIFANTHBMLIZE B Z HD, 51z
9 XGBoost 1T X D FFEEEIGE RN D,

BAT—UVORFEH 1 ERFREH 2 O H
SR, BEEORmVAEEL L TERSh
e Z e oyind, FEfE 1, RS 2 1ZH O
HEREZ b ORI Ch D1, AFAT —
TVIZEBWTHOHIZ X 2 E DM R
0, KERGEENKREL R, SLHEIME
XN EDNIEREIMCEN -7 % 2
bid, £7c, ARICAEFTARAT—UVITEBIT
% HOHBEOIREOEFEDO RIS &
EWVN D FER & 7R o T, HEW) O LA AR 2 T
ETHERTHD, RE, HIRE, COIRE
DENENNPREER & 72 D78, IREE &k
FRIE DM G NEE -T2 & TIENEML

REW B A fe T 11:219 (2020)
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Fig. 5 Feature selection result by XGBoost
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Fig.6 Feature selection result by LightGBM
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Fig. 7 Feature selection result by Random Forest
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Table 3 Evaluation specifications

HHA

NE, fE

H 24K
number of cross
validations

scoring index

regressor

I (kg) I BRE(A)

5

RMSE
LightGBM,
Random Forest,

SVR,
XGBoost

F 4 T A —H PRI

Table 4 Parameter search range
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LightGBM
min data in leaf 100 - 500
number of leaves 10 - 300
max depth 1-10
number of estimators 10 - 300
learning rate 0.01-0.2
Random Forest
max depth 100 - 500
number of estimators 100 - 500
SVR
penalty parameter C 2e-10 - 2ell
kernel rbf
gamma 2e-10 - 2ell
epsilon 2e-10 - 2ell
XGBoost
min samples in leaf 100 - 500
number of leaves 10 - 300
max depth 1-10
number of estimators 10 - 300
min samples to split 100 - 500
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Fig. 10 Prediction error (MAE) Fig. 11 Prediction error (RMSE)

72, FHEEERIRIFICR T E LT LE- T2 B2 6D, L L, B E %% Hu 72 RFE
IZ KL DR EERIN T, b & ORMEND 385 RITOREEN LD TWVDIZHLEDL LT,
KB IR ) LT MAE 25K 5.6%4L, RMSE 238 0.7%]f) E &, B—n%E 2RI L % RFE
EHHE U TR AERF CE TV D 2 00D, ZDTn, B O %% HV - RFE I X
STEIRENT 21 RITIC L DHEHRET L TORERM R TR T2 ELXD, OFEV, #
RENT R T IER WE A~ D BOREVWREETHDL L 545, iz, —KITH
RS THEY) O A B IRRERSZ ORI & B & ORERAID) DA AU HINT L CREFO B 5 i 4
AT T2, FIGHIRP ORHICEBEEORWERZ I 20 TE L, it EE os g
72 EE RS ARSI b D EE 2D,

5. 8HYIC

ARTIX, HEYOFEFIF OB E R SR E 5 2 2 B HEE ARG T — &
OILMNIT D, MR & & bICEREERSCZE ORFIERF RIS 5 2 D BN R D
ZEIZEBRL, WMOEBTAT — UM A B E LR E A BN L, RFE 12X 287
BET NA_— 2 DINFERF B IO R & WREERIR FEZRE L, KAFEEZHWTE
BRICARB B RS b~ R 2R LB T — % 208 L7k R, FASERIR X it o
FESCHEE L W o T2 A AR S 2 BRSNS I N, BENRmRE —ET o125
HTEWTER, iz, BIRSNTFFEEDOHEZHWTIERFOME ThH HIN &L THI L7
R, BHINTE2TORBEE AW TTRILZE L FBREOEEOREEGELNT-Z &0
O, BRINTAEEITINETHRFICEEEOSWREETHY, ZOREELZZRE LI
o0, BEEZ BT 5 2 & THEBEE OB LR IR L ToND B X 5,

H%IL, T—Fty NOIEFIZT T, HKRPER & W o oIkt L TEEO E WL
K 2B O 2179 2 & C, INHERFOSE TRIORER R4 BT, Frickes i $
DOHEMDOEBIRELZ LIRS 2 2 & T, LV EMICABREEZZE L HEELHRFITx5 &
BEZDH, £z, OGS ARFELZEHAT 22 LT, WHEOFM BT & & HICHE

G. Nakanishi & H. Mineno - 11
BSJ-Review 11:222 (2020)



MBI AR 11:223 (2020)

B BERE 72 S DOIERF OB TH A TH L P HGEz D T <,

HEE

ARWFFEIE IST & X238 F (JPMIPRISOS) OX A= IFESINTZbDOTH D, £, K5
WZHT=0, T T A A NSO H T IARRIITEFZR 72 BLE NS DT R ANA A& TAEW -,
Z I OB AR,

5| FASC#R

Bendel, R.B., & Afifi, A.A. 1977. Comparison of stopping rules in forward “stepwise” regression,
Journal of the American Statistical Association, Vol.72, No.352, pp46-53.

Breiman, L. 2001. Random Forests, Machine learning, Vol.45, No.1, pp5-32.

Chen, T., & Guestrin, C. 2016. XGBoost: A Scalable Tree Boosting System, KDD °16, pp.785-794.

Define-by-run hyperparameter optimization framework. https://optuna.org/ (7”7 £ A H 2019-06-
26).

Drucker, H., Burges, C.J.C., Kaufman, L., et al. 1997. Support vector regression machines, Advances
in Neural Information Processing Systems, Vol.9, pp155-161.

FREEALSEIT )N 2010. IM1,IM7,JM8 B LMY BARMN Y v I OFEDNAFHE I KIETH
[ 5 FRFE, Vol9, No.2, pp.171-176.

Guyon, [, et al. 2002. Gene selection for Cancer classification using support vector machines,
Machine learning, Vol.46(1-3), pp.389-422.

AR, 2 BE, IWRECEIEA 2010, 3 BELY b~ MREFICIS T 2 BEE AL O e 23
BT T T 2R & M ORI, FEBRER T2, Vol.22, No.2, pp.95-99.

FHEHR 2010, BIAERTO ASHTESWIEEK b~ M2 2 BRNEZR O FHI, FH=5
HF5E B, Vol.9, No.1, p13.

FHEAR 2018, fiax b~ FOIEIEINZ AR & L7320t & B A E OB ORI, E=%
9%, Vol.17, No.2, pp.133-146.

Hoerl, A.E., & Kennard, R.W. 1970. Ridge Regression: Biased Estimation for Nonorthogonal
Problems, Technometrics, Vol.12, No.1, pp55-67.

JEHREE 2016, AX—RET U F LTIV, BRI HEEFEE Vol.99, No.5, pp392-
399 (2016).

AFFEM, BREPHEL, K OSER 1E00 1994, b bERFEO R FERSy & BE O BIGR, BULE
SERFFE, Vol.47, No.1, pp.275-276(1994).

IKEFRIT, G2 bR, WEEFES 2018, FEAZUHERS S SOUN B B D AR AR R AT Tk
DORRET, 80 [HlE R CEE 2018.3, pp.121-122.

LR, ANRIR, DR =0 1999. b~ MREICKIT DG R LU O - BREER

G. Nakanishi & H. Mineno - 12
BSJ-Review 11:223 (2020)



R R F e nifR 11:224 (2020)

PRI DL e O MR 2R, R FRMEES, Vol.68, No.5, pp.1000-1006.

PSR, KEFHUT, ATRES, AiEE RS 1E0> 2018, AEWIERSE ISR 53 2 FRRERE
MEOHE, HFRQEFE~ VT AT 47, 538, Wil & €31 L(DICOMO2018) s 7
U L, pp.75-81.

Pedregosa, F., Varoquaux, G., Gramfort, A., et al. 2011. Scikit-learn: Machine learning in Python.
Journal of Machine Learning Research, Vol.12, pp.2825-2830.

Tibshirani, R. 1996. Regression Shrinkage and Selection Via the Lasso, Journal of the Royal Statistical
Society: Series B (Methodological), Vol. 58, No.1, pp. 267-88.

Wang, D., Zhang, Y., & Zhao, Y. 2017. LightGBM, Proceedings of the 2017 International Conference
on Computational Biology and Bioinformatics - ICCBB 2017, ACM Press, pp. 7-11.

Zou, H., & Trevor H. 2005. Regularization and variable selection via the elastic net, Journal of the

Royal Statistical Society: Series B (Statistical Methodology), Vol.67, No.2, pp. 301-320.

G. Nakanishi & H. Mineno - 13
BSJ-Review 11:224 (2020)



