arXiv:2211.11278v2 [stat.ML] 15 Feb 2024

Optimal Extended Neighbourhood Rule k Nearest Neighbours Ensemble

Amjad Ali^{1,2}, Zardad Khan^{2∗}, Dost Muhammad Khan Ali^1, Saeed Aldahmani^2

1Department of Statistics, Abdul Wali Khan University Mardan, 23200, KP, Pakistan 2Department of Statistics and Business Analytics, United Arab Emirates University, 15551, Al Ain, UAE

E-mail: Zardad Khan: zaar@uaeu.ac.ae; Saeed Aldahmani: saldahmani@uaeu.ac.ae

January 2024

Abstract. The traditional k nearest neighbor (kNN) approach uses a distance formula within a spherical region to determine the k closest training observations to a test sample point. However, this approach may not work well when test point is located outside this region. Moreover, aggregating many base kNN learners can result in poor ensemble performance due to high classification errors. To address these issues, a new optimal extended neighborhood rule based ensemble method is proposed in this paper. This rule determines neighbors in k steps starting from the closest sample point to the unseen observation and selecting subsequent nearest data points until the required number of observations is reached. Each base model is constructed on a bootstrap sample with a random subset of features, and optimal models are selected based on out-of-bag performance after building a sufficient number of models. The proposed ensemble is compared with state-of-the-art methods on 17 benchmark datasets using accuracy, Cohen’s kappa, and Brier score (BS). The performance of the proposed method is also assessed by adding contrived features in the original data.

Keywords: Features Subspace, Neighbourhood Rule, Optimal Model Selection, kNN Ensemble, Classification.

This manuscript has been submitted for publication in the journal Pattern Recognition Letters.

1. Introduction

Classification is a supervised learning problem dealing with the prediction of class labels for unseen observations using a set of independent features according to training data [3, 11]. Machine learning methods are extensively used for dealing with classification problems [34]. k nearest neighbours (kNN) is one of the top-ranked procedures used for classification problems [31, 43]. It is a simple, easy to understand and non-parametric procedure which gives effective results in many cases, especially in large datasets [38]. The kNN procedure determines k nearest observations in the neighbourhood of a test point using a distance formula and predicts its class by using majority voting. As the kNN method is simple, easy and outperforms other complex classifiers in many cases, however, kNN is affected by many data-related problems, such as noise and irrelevant features in the data.

To improve the classification accuracy of the kNN based classifiers, various ensemble procedures have been proposed. For example, bootstrap aggregated kNN [37], ensemble of subset of kNN [16], random kNN [25], weighted heterogeneous distance Metric [41], optimal kNN ensemble [2], ensemble of random subspace kNN [32], etc. These methods try to make the base kNN learners more diverse and accurate to reduce the chance of the same errors repetition [13]. Almost all these techniques use majority voting based on the response values of the observations in the neighbourhood of the unseen sample point. To estimate the final prediction of the query point, the second round of majority voting is used based on the results given by the base learners. However, the prediction accuracy of these methods might be affected in the case of datasets with a majority of features as irrelevant and/or observations outside the general pattern of the data. This increases the likelihood of the ensemble being adversely affected by the noisy features and/or outliers. Therefore, modifying the nearest neighbourhood rule and selecting optimal models in such situations are needed to maintain the prediction accuracy. Several studies in literature are devoted to model selection for ensemble creation [45, 21]. Similarly, to mitigate the effect of an outlier on the nearest neighbours, several studies have proposed modified neighbourhood identification methods. Examples of such procedures could be found in [9, 10].

The current paper proposes an optimal ensemble procedure using the extended neighbourhood rule (ExNRule) for kNN [1] as a merger of modified neighbourhood identification and model selection. The method is named optimal extended neighbourhood rule ensemble (OExNRule). A large number of base

ExNRule models are constructed each on a bootstrap sample with a subset of features and the error rate of each model is computed on out-of-bag data points. After building a large number of kNN models via the ExNRule, a proportion of best performing models is selected based on their out-of-bag errors for the final ensemble. To assess the performance of the proposed procedure, 17 benchmark datasets are considered using classification accuracy, Cohen’s kappa and Brier score (BS) as performance metrics. The performance is compared with state-of-the-art procedures i.e. k nearest neighbour (kNN), weighted k nearest neighbours (WkNN), random k nearest neighbour (RkNN), random forest (RF), optimal trees ensemble (OTE) and support vector machine (SVM). Boxplots have also been constructed for further assessment of the results of the proposed OExNRule and the other competitors. The rest of the article is organized as follows:

Related work is summarized in Section 2. The suggested procedure, its algorithm and mathematical description are given in Section 3. Datasets in their original form and with additional contrived features, experimental setup and discussion on results are given in Section 4. Section 5, summarizes the paper with concluding remarks.

2. Related works

Several techniques have been proposed to enhance the performance of the classical k nearest neighbors (kNN) algorithm. A weighted k nearest neighbors (WkNN) technique was introduced to improve performance [7], while condensed nearest neighbor (CNN) methods aim to reduce computational time by removing similar data points [4, 6]. Reduced nearest neighbor (RNN) techniques also decrease data size but can be computationally complex [14]. Authors proposed a model based kNN approach, which reduces training data size but may overlook marginal observations [17]. Additionally, a study introduced clustered kNN to address uneven data distribution [39]. Another study proposed modified k nearest neighbor (MkNN) procedures [30], and a different approach suggested adaptive metric nearest neighbor algorithms (ADAMENN) for bias reduction [12]. A k dimensional tree nearest neighbor (kDTNN) technique was introduced, but it may miss data structure [36]. Further advancements in kNN based methods are proposed in [27, 5].

In addition to the above studies, there are several kNN based ensemble techniques proposed to improve the model accuracy and make the models more diverse. Breiman in [8] suggested a bootstrap aggregation (or simply bagging) procedure. It is one of the basic ensemble methods and develops a novel model to estimate the exact bootstrap average in the long run of the model [44]. Bagging is the fundamental block of many classical ensemble procedures. Methods based on the bagging technique draw a large number of random bootstrap samples of the same size and construct a base classifier on each sample. The final estimated class of a test point is the majority vote in the results given by all base learners [8]. The exact bagging technique is further extended by Steel [37] to sub-sampling with and without replacement aggregation. Several ensemble procedures have been proposed that use bagging and features subsets for constructing base kNN learners [16, 15]. Moreover, [40] has proposed k value optimization in base kNN classifiers to construct ensemble methods. The idea of boosting kNN is given by Pedrajas and Boyer [13], it is a combination of two methodologies to improve the performance of the ensemble. The first methodology is based on feature subset while the second is based on the transformation of the feature space using a nonlinear projection. Other studies can be seen in [29, 42] to boost up the kNN procedure and get improved results.

Ensemble procedures have a large number of base models, therefore, they are computationally complex and time-consuming. To reduce this issue, several authors have proposed algorithms such as the ensemble of a subset of kNN models (ESkNN) [16] for model selection. It is an ensemble procedure based on optimal models selected based on out-of-bag errors. It gives efficient results particularly in the case of datasets which have non-informative features. Further examples of similar procedures can be found in [21, 22]. Although these procedures have shown promising results in many situations, however, they might give poor results due to mixed patterns in the data. Therefore, these methods need further improvement.

This paper proposes an optimal kNN ensemble based on a novel extended neighbourhood rule (OExNRule). This method takes a large number B bootstrap samples from training data at first stage, each with a subsets of features. The method applies ExNRule on each bootstrap sample and compute outof-bag error. It then orders the models based on the out-of-bag errors given by all the B models and selects a proportion of top ranked ExNRule learners with minimum errors. Final ensemble is constructed by combining the selected models to predict the test data. This procedure improves the performance in the following ways.

(i) The k nearest instances are chosen in a stepwise manner to determine the true representative pattern of the unseen observation in the training data.

(ii) The base models are diverse as each model is fitted on a random bootstrap sample in conjunction with a random subset of features for each model. Furthermore, it also avoids overfitting.

(iii) To ensure accuracy for the base learners, models are selected from a large number of B ExNRule learners on the basis of their out-of-bag errors.

3. The Optimal Extended Neighbourhood Rule (OExNRule) Ensemble

Consider L = (X, Y )_{n×(p+1)} be a training dataset, where X_{n×p} represents feature matrix with n observations and p features while Y stands for the binary response, i.e., Y ∈ {0, 1}. Draw B bootstrap sample from the training data L each with a random subset of p^′ ≤ p features, i.e., S^b_{n×(p}′_{+1)}, where, b = 1, 2, 3, . . . , B. Then apply the ExNRule [1] on each bootstrap sample, i.e., S^b_{n×(p}′_{+1)} and calculate the errors on out-of-bag data points, i.e., E^b, where, b = 1, 2, 3, . . . , B. Rank the base models with respect to the out-of-bag errors (E^b) in ascending order and choose a portion of the top-ranked B^′ learners. Based on the selected models, determine the predictions of a new observation, i.e., Ŷ^1, Ŷ^2, Ŷ^3, . . . , Ŷ^{B′} . The final estimated class of the unseen observation is the majority vote of the results obtained from the selected models.

3.1. Mathematical Description

Extended neighbourhood rule determines k nearest observations in a sequence to a test point X^0_{1×p}′ in b^{th} bootstrap sample using a distance formula as follows: δ_b(X^{i−1}_{1×p}′ , X^i_{1×p}′ )_{min} = p^′∑

j=1 |x^{i−1}_j − x^i_j |^q 1/q ,(1)

where, i = 1, 2, . . . , k and b = 1, 2, . . . , B. Equation 1 gives the required sequence of the distances as bellows:

δ_b(X^0_{1×p}′ , X^1_{1×p}′ )_{min}, δ_b(X^1_{1×p}′ , X^2_{1×p}′ )_{min}, δ_b(X^2_{1×p}′ , X^3_{1×p}′ )_{min}, . . . , δ_b(X^{k−1}_{1×p}′ , X^k_{1×p}′ )_{min}. The above sequence indicates that, the nearest data point to X^{i−1}_{1×p}′ is X^i_{1×p}′ , where, i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , k. This gives the required k observations in the pattern i.e. X^1_{1×p}′ , X^2_{1×p}′ , X^3_{1×p}′ , . . . , X^k_{1×p}′ and their corresponding classes are y^1, y^2, y^3, . . . , y^k respectively. The estimated class label of X^0_{1×p} from the b^{th} learner is determine by the majority voting i.e. Ŷ^b = majority vote of (y^1, y^2, y^3, . . . , y^k).

The b^{th} base model H^b(.), uses the above rule to compute the out-of-bag error E^b. In this way, a total of B base models are constructed and their out-of-bag errors are also computed. These models are ranked in ascending order according to their performance i.e. H^1(.), H^2(.), H^3(.), . . . , H^B(.). A proportion of top ranked B^′ models is selected i.e. H^1(.), H^2(.), H^3(.), . . . , H^{B′} (.), which comprise the final ensemble to predict the test data.

3.2. Algorithm The proposed OExNRule based ensemble takes the following steps.

(i) Draw B random bootstrap samples from training observations in conjunction with a random subset of p^′ < p features without replacement.

(ii) Using the suggested ExNRule in each sample drawn in Step 1, construct base models.

(iii) Compute out-of-bag errors E^b for each base model constructed in Step 2.

(iv) Rank the models according to their out-of-bag errors i.e., E^b in ascending order.

(v) Select B^′ models based on individual E^b values and combine them in an ensemble.

(vi) Use the ensemble formed in Step 5 for prediction purposes.

Algorithm 1 shows the pseudo code of the proposed OExNRule procedure and an illustrating flow chart of the method given in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Flow chart of the proposed optimal extended neighbourhood rule (OExNRule) ensemble.

4. Experiments and results

This section describes the benchmark datasets and experimental setup of the analysis as given in the following subsections.

Algorithm 1 Pseudo code of the proposed OExN- Rule.

1: L = (X, Y )_{n×(p+1)} ← Training dataset; 2: X_{n×p} ← Training feature space with dimension n × p; 3: Y ← Vector of n response values of training data;

4: p ← Total number of features in the training data;

5: n ← Total number of observations in training data;

6: B ← Number of total models/bootstrap samples;

7: B^′ ← Number of the selected models; 8: p^′ ← Size of the subset of features;

9: k ← Number of nearest observations to a new data point;

10: for b ← 1 : B do 11: S^b_{n×(p}′_{+1)} ← Bootstrap sample with dimension n × p^′; 12: H^b(.) ← ExNRule based model fitted on S^b_{n×(p}′_{+1)};

13: E^b ← Out-of-bag error given by H^b(.); 14: end for 15: H^{[b]}(.) ← Rank the models according to E^b; 16: Select B^′ top ranked models based on their individual error;

17: Combine the selected models to form the final ensemble.

4.1. Benchmark datasets 4.1.1. Benchmark datasets with original features For assessing the performance of the proposed model against the other standard procedures, 17 benchmark datasets (downloaded from various openly accessed repositories) are used. A short summary of these datasets is presented in Table 1, showing the data ID, name, number of features p, number of observations n, class wise distribution (+/-) and source of the datasets.

Table 1: Benchmark datasets.

ID Data p n +/− Sources

A ILPD 10 583 (167, 415) https://www.openml.org/d/1480 B Heart 13 303 (99, 204) https://www.kaggle.com C EMon 9 130 (64, 66) https://www.openml.org/d/944 D AR5 29 36 (8, 28) https://www.openml.org/d/1062 E Cleve 13 303 (138, 165) https://www.openml.org/d/40710 F BTum 9 286 (120, 166) https://www.openml.org/d/844 G Wisc 32 194 (90, 104) https://www.openml.org/d/753 H MC2 39 161 (52, 109) https://www.openml.org/d/1054 I PRel 12 182 (52, 130) https://www.openml.org/d/1490 J Sonar 60 208 (97, 111) https://www.openml.org/d/40 K Sleep 7 62 (29, 33) https://www.openml.org/d/739 L TSVM 80 156 (102, 54) https://www.openml.org/d/41976 M JEdit 8 369 (204, 165) https://www.openml.org/d/1048 N GDam 8 155 (49, 106) https://www.openml.org/d/1026 O CVine 8 52 (24, 28) https://www.openml.org/d/815 P PLRL 13 315 (182, 133) https://www.openml.org/d/915 Q KC1B 86 145 (60, 85) https://www.openml.org/d/1066

4.1.2. Benchmark datasets with contrived features For further assessment of the proposed OExNRule based ensemble and classical kNN based classifiers, the original datasets are contaminated by adding contrived features. The reason behind adding these features is have more informative features in the data so as to assess how effective the proposed method is in dealing with non-informative features. The number of contrived features is equal to the actual number of features in the original datasets. These features are generated from Uniform distribution over the interval [0, 1].

4.2. Experimental setup

The experimental setup for analysis of 17 benchmark datasets given in Table 1 is given as follows. Each dataset is divided randomly into two non-overlapping parts, i.e. 70% training and 30% testing of the total observations in the dataset. This splitting is repeated 500 times for each dataset. The proposed OExNRule and other state-of-the-art competitors i.e. kNN, Weighted kNN, Random kNN, random forest (RF), optimal trees ensemble (OTE) and support vector machine (SVM) are trained on the training part and tested on the testing part. Final results are given in Tables 2-4. The results given in the table are the average values of the results from the 500 runs of the experiments.

The proposed method is used with B = 500 base models each on p^′ = √ p features, k = 3 nearest steps determined by Euclidean distance and a proportion of 25% of the total number of models selected based on their out-of-bag errors. Pooling the results of these models is done by using majority voting. For further assessment of the proposed method against standard kNN based procedures, the values of k = 3, 5 and 7 are used. The suggested method is also compared with kNN based methods on the contaminated datasets by adding contrived/irrelevant features.

R package caret [23] is used to train the kNN model, while package kknn [33] is used for the implementation of WkNN. R package rknn [24] is used to fit RkNN classifier. For random forest (RF) and optimal trees ensemble (OTE), the R packages

randomForest [26] and OTE [20] are used, respectively.

For support vector machine (SVM), the R package

kernlab [19] is used. Furthermore, to tune the

hyper-parameter k, R function tune.knn in package

e1071 [28] is used. For RkNN, the hyper-parameters

are tuned via 10-fold cross validation. R function

tune.randomForest is used to tune nodesize, ntree

and mtry in the R package e1071 [28]. The same procedure is used to tune the parameters for the OTE method. SVM is used with linear kernel and default parameter values as implemented in the kernlab R package.

4.3. Results

Table 2 presents a detailed comparison of the classification performance of the OExNRule method with several classical algorithms on 17 benchmark datasets. The results show that different methods have different levels of efficacy across different evaluation metrics.

The OExNRule method outperforms most classical algorithms in terms of accuracy on majority of datasets. In particular, OExNRule exhibits optimal accuracy on 10 datasets, highlighting its effectiveness and robustness in classification tasks. Notably, it performs equally well as the RkNN method on 2 datasets, indicating its competitive performance against established algorithms. However, it is worth noting that the kNN method outperforms OExNRule on only 1 dataset, while the WkNN method does not yield satisfactory results across any dataset. Moreover, while the RkNN, RF, and OTE methods achieve maximum accuracy on a few datasets, none of them outperforms the OExNRule method in terms of overall accuracy.

According to the evaluation based on Cohen’s kappa, it has been found that the OExNRule method performs better than other methods on most of the datasets. In fact, the OExNRule method has the highest score of Cohen’s kappa on 10 datasets, which indicates a high level of agreement between the predicted and actual classifications. On the other hand, the kNN method does not perform well on any dataset, highlighting its limitations in capturing agreement beyond chance. Although the WkNN, RkNN, and RF methods show optimal performance on a few datasets, they do not perform as well as the OExNRule method across all datasets. Similarly, the OTE method shows subpar performance across all datasets, while the SVM method outperforms others on only 3 datasets.

The analysis of the BS metric provides strong evidence for the superior predictive accuracy and reliability of the OExNRule method. When compared to classical algorithms such as kNN, WkNN, RF, and even RkNN, OExNRule consistently achieves the lowest BS across different datasets. This indicates that it has better calibration and accuracy in its probabilistic predictions. On the other hand, classical methods show higher BS values, which suggests that they may have less precision and reliability in their probability estimates, leading to less accurate predictions. The consistently superior performance of OExNRule in terms of BS highlights its effectiveness in providing both accurate classifications and reliable probability estimates. This makes it an excellent choice for classification tasks that require robust and well-calibrated predictive models.

Boxplots are utilized to provide a comprehensive understanding of the accuracy, kappa, and BS measures, which are depicted in Figures 2-4, respectively. These visualizations validate that the OExN- Rule method has outperformed other methods on various evaluation metrics and datasets. These findings are consistent with the results displayed in Table 2.

To compare the performance of the proposed OExNRule algorithm to other kNN based methods with different values of k (i.e., k = 3, 5, and 7), Table 3 presents the results for five datasets. The findings suggest that the proposed algorithm consistently performs better than other methods across most cases, and is not affected by variations in the k value, maintaining superior performance regardless of k.

To further test the robustness of OExNRule, contrived features were added to the original datasets and the results are shown in Table 4. Interestingly, the results indicate that the OExNRule algorithm is not affected by non-informative features within the datasets. Across most scenarios, the proposed approach continues to perform better than other classical procedures, demonstrating its ability to effectively deal with irrelevant features.

5. Conclusion

The method proposed in this paper selects a proportion of optimal extended neighbourhood rule (ExNRule) based models using out-of-bag error from a total of B learners. The selected base ExNRule models are combined to predict the class labels of test data using majority voting. The results given in the paper suggest that the proposed method outperforms the other classical procedures considered in this paper and demonstrates high prediction accuracy when data have irrelevant features.

Furthermore, each ExNRule based model is constructed on a random bootstrap sample in conjunction with a random subset of features, brining diversity to the ensemble. The proposed method ensures high prediction performance due to randomization, selection of neighbours in k steps pattern and model selection based on out-of-bag error.

Figure 2: Classification accuracy of the OExNRule and the other state-of-the-art procedures on the benchmark datasets in their original form.

Figure 3: Cohen’s kappa of the OExNRule and the other state-of-the-art procedures on the benchmark datasets in their original form.

The performance of the proposed procedure could further be improved by using a more proper distance formula and weighting schemes for choosing the nearest neighbours. Moreover, improvement in the performance can be maximized by using the feature selection [18, 35] during base model construction. These methods select top ranked features from the features space in the dataset and use them to fit the base learners.

This manuscript has been submitted for publication in the journal Pattern Recognition Letters. 7

Table 2: Classification accuracy, Cohen’s kappa and Brier score (BS) of the OExNRule and the other stateof-the-art procedures on the benchmark datasets in their original form.

Metrics Methods Datasets Mean A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q

Accuracy

OExNRule 0.717 0.835 0.746 0.838 0.827 0.581 0.581 0.716 0.711 0.846 0.665 0.709 0.678 0.793 0.775 0.583 0.767 0.728 kNN 0.678 0.798 0.677 0.821 0.776 0.525 0.556 0.677 0.625 0.820 0.680 0.651 0.632 0.772 0.782 0.515 0.742 0.690 WkNN 0.682 0.750 0.707 0.789 0.745 0.530 0.538 0.686 0.623 0.850 0.661 0.622 0.608 0.720 0.756 0.521 0.709 0.676 RkNN 0.717 0.828 0.732 0.826 0.823 0.577 0.568 0.716 0.700 0.864 0.645 0.697 0.667 0.751 0.750 0.584 0.764 0.718 RF 0.707 0.825 0.711 0.824 0.814 0.571 0.570 0.712 0.681 0.824 0.679 0.694 0.676 0.769 0.779 0.570 0.723 0.713 OTE 0.703 0.808 0.693 0.790 0.801 0.544 0.565 0.701 0.653 0.824 0.652 0.681 0.664 0.749 0.763 0.567 0.716 0.698 SVM 0.710 0.828 0.698 0.782 0.793 0.577 0.551 0.706 0.713 0.740 0.679 0.643 0.623 0.772 0.786 0.580 0.734 0.701

Kappa

OExNRule 0.111 0.665 0.490 0.558 0.647 0.139 0.158 0.229 0.019 0.686 0.340 0.300 0.351 0.502 0.547 0.082 0.526 0.374 kNN 0.186 0.591 0.355 0.516 0.550 0.027 0.113 0.202 -0.026 0.635 0.363 0.248 0.253 0.471 0.559 0.001 0.465 0.324 WkNN 0.238 0.494 0.412 0.437 0.483 0.035 0.076 0.241 0.063 0.695 0.322 0.207 0.211 0.374 0.504 0.033 0.406 0.308 RkNN 0.100 0.651 0.466 0.503 0.638 0.120 0.132 0.236 -0.014 0.724 0.298 0.284 0.325 0.349 0.500 0.067 0.520 0.347 RF 0.195 0.645 0.422 0.493 0.623 0.128 0.136 0.254 0.009 0.644 0.369 0.289 0.344 0.447 0.552 0.081 0.440 0.357 OTE 0.207 0.610 0.386 0.394 0.597 0.075 0.124 0.253 -0.014 0.643 0.315 0.261 0.318 0.410 0.518 0.081 0.429 0.330 SVM 0.018 0.650 0.397 0.415 0.580 0.137 0.101 0.280 0.001 0.477 0.363 0.212 0.241 0.447 0.564 0.083 0.447 0.318

BS OExNRule 0.177 0.125 0.178 0.119 0.127 0.255 0.254 0.200 0.226 0.118 0.228 0.198 0.207 0.155 0.164 0.242 0.173 0.185 kNN 0.218 0.167 0.227 0.132 0.172 0.317 0.308 0.237 0.278 0.131 0.243 0.244 0.266 0.186 0.151 0.324 0.186 0.223 WkNN 0.318 0.250 0.293 0.211 0.255 0.470 0.462 0.314 0.377 0.150 0.339 0.378 0.392 0.280 0.244 0.479 0.291 0.324 RkNN 0.176 0.147 0.179 0.122 0.148 0.254 0.252 0.195 0.225 0.123 0.230 0.198 0.215 0.164 0.172 0.239 0.171 0.189 RF 0.178 0.127 0.186 0.124 0.132 0.274 0.254 0.196 0.238 0.134 0.227 0.190 0.211 0.166 0.157 0.247 0.179 0.189 OTE 0.183 0.133 0.206 0.185 0.138 0.311 0.262 0.206 0.248 0.129 0.258 0.198 0.222 0.181 0.178 0.255 0.187 0.205 SVM 0.200 0.128 0.221 0.153 0.148 0.239 0.251 0.197 0.208 0.178 0.242 0.216 0.226 0.165 0.165 0.245 0.193 0.199

Table 3: Classification accuracy, Cohen’s kappa and Brier score (BS) of the OExNRule and the other kNN based competitive procedures on the benchmark datasets in their original form using k = 3, 5 and 7.

Metrics Methods

Datasets Mean A B C D E k = 3 k = 5 k = 7 k = 3 k = 5 k = 7 k = 3 k = 5 k = 7 k = 3 k = 5 k = 7 k = 3 k = 5 k = 7

Accuracy

OEXNRule 0.717 0.716 0.717 0.835 0.833 0.838 0.746 0.761 0.767 0.838 0.825 0.813 0.827 0.826 0.826 0.792 kNN 0.678 0.689 0.699 0.798 0.801 0.784 0.677 0.693 0.702 0.821 0.835 0.826 0.776 0.761 0.752 0.753 WkNN 0.682 0.683 0.683 0.750 0.786 0.808 0.707 0.702 0.700 0.789 0.789 0.800 0.745 0.787 0.794 0.747 RkNN 0.717 0.717 0.717 0.828 0.831 0.826 0.731 0.749 0.756 0.827 0.826 0.814 0.822 0.826 0.825 0.787

Kappa

OEXNRule 0.111 0.078 0.060 0.665 0.661 0.671 0.490 0.519 0.534 0.558 0.531 0.484 0.647 0.646 0.646 0.487 kNN 0.186 0.184 0.194 0.591 0.598 0.564 0.355 0.387 0.409 0.516 0.531 0.498 0.550 0.520 0.500 0.439 WkNN 0.238 0.221 0.215 0.494 0.567 0.610 0.412 0.404 0.401 0.437 0.437 0.457 0.483 0.571 0.584 0.435 RkNN 0.100 0.076 0.063 0.651 0.658 0.649 0.463 0.503 0.519 0.511 0.512 0.461 0.638 0.645 0.645 0.473

BS OEXNRule 0.177 0.180 0.184 0.125 0.124 0.124 0.178 0.180 0.185 0.119 0.120 0.125 0.127 0.127 0.128 0.147 kNN 0.218 0.203 0.193 0.167 0.152 0.149 0.227 0.207 0.193 0.132 0.121 0.121 0.172 0.164 0.165 0.172 WkNN 0.318 0.258 0.250 0.250 0.158 0.140 0.293 0.277 0.270 0.211 0.211 0.185 0.255 0.157 0.150 0.226 RkNN 0.176 0.176 0.177 0.147 0.146 0.148 0.180 0.178 0.179 0.122 0.121 0.123 0.148 0.148 0.148 0.154

Table 4: Classification accuracy, Cohen’s kappa and Brier score (BS) of the OExNRule and the other kNN based competitive procedures on the benchmark datasets with contrived features.

Metrics Methods Datasets Mean A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q

Accuracy

OExNRule 0.711 0.826 0.764 0.777 0.829 0.580 0.551 0.704 0.717 0.728 0.634 0.656 0.650 0.763 0.762 0.565 0.725 0.702 kNN 0.659 0.760 0.693 0.801 0.740 0.528 0.527 0.653 0.616 0.702 0.621 0.655 0.560 0.738 0.677 0.531 0.700 0.657 WkNN 0.640 0.722 0.665 0.769 0.712 0.538 0.527 0.635 0.592 0.748 0.599 0.626 0.555 0.682 0.704 0.521 0.669 0.641 RkNN 0.711 0.820 0.716 0.785 0.827 0.581 0.555 0.704 0.716 0.745 0.614 0.658 0.634 0.738 0.716 0.571 0.725 0.695

Kappa

OExNRule 0.013 0.645 0.531 0.304 0.652 0.091 0.103 0.152 0.000 0.450 0.286 0.047 0.291 0.397 0.524 0.031 0.427 0.291 kNN 0.125 0.513 0.387 0.422 0.474 0.035 0.054 0.141 -0.029 0.397 0.252 0.240 0.113 0.385 0.352 0.038 0.380 0.252 WkNN 0.132 0.437 0.330 0.353 0.418 0.059 0.056 0.141 0.000 0.488 0.206 0.205 0.107 0.280 0.402 0.028 0.313 0.233 RkNN 0.002 0.631 0.447 0.325 0.647 0.086 0.109 0.157 -0.001 0.484 0.251 0.059 0.256 0.302 0.440 0.038 0.427 0.274

BS OExNRule 0.185 0.138 0.172 0.135 0.137 0.241 0.246 0.205 0.216 0.199 0.236 0.215 0.220 0.163 0.178 0.249 0.173 0.195 kNN 0.243 0.182 0.215 0.146 0.193 0.321 0.317 0.259 0.280 0.214 0.282 0.245 0.302 0.204 0.232 0.320 0.218 0.245 WkNN 0.360 0.278 0.335 0.231 0.288 0.462 0.473 0.365 0.408 0.252 0.401 0.374 0.445 0.318 0.296 0.479 0.331 0.359 RkNN 0.185 0.162 0.191 0.131 0.162 0.239 0.245 0.201 0.213 0.204 0.234 0.210 0.226 0.174 0.197 0.246 0.175 0.200

This manuscript has been submitted for publication in the journal Pattern Recognition Letters. 8

Figure 4: Brier score (BS) of the OExNRule and the other state-of-the-art procedures on the benchmark datasets in their original form.

[1] Amjad Ali, Muhammad Hamraz, Naz Gul, Dost Muhammad Khan, Saeed Aldahmani, and Zardad Khan. A k nearest neighbour ensemble via extended neighbourhood rule and feature subsets. Pattern Recognition, 142:109641, 2023.

[2] Amjad Ali, Muhammad Hamraz, Poom Kumam, Dost Muhammad Khan, Umair Khalil, Muhammad Sulaiman, and Zardad Khan. A k-nearest neighbours based ensemble via optimal model selection for regression. IEEE Access, 8:132095–132105, 2020.

[3] Sarwan Ali, Bikram Sahoo, Alexander Zelikovsky, Pin-Yu Chen, and Murray Patterson. Benchmarking machine learning robustness in covid-19 genome sequence classification. Scientific Reports, 13(1):4154, 2023.

[4] Ethem Alpaydin. Voting over multiple condensed nearest neighbors. In Lazy learning, pages 115–132. Springer, 1997.

[5] J. Amores, N. Sebe, and P. Radeva. Boosting the distance estimation: Application to the k-nearest neighbor classifier. Pattern Recognition Letters, 27(3):201–209, 2006.

[6] Fabrizio Angiulli. Fast condensed nearest neighbor rule.

In Proceedings of the 22nd international conference on Machine learning, pages 25–32, 2005.

[7] T Bailey. A note on distance-weighted k-nearest neighbor rules. Trans. on Systems, Man, Cybernetics, 8:311–313, 1978.

[8] Leo Breiman. Bagging predictors. Machine learning, 24(2):123–140, 1996.

[9] Yongliang Chen, Qingying Zhao, and Laijun Lu. Combining the outputs of various k-nearest neighbor anomaly detectors to form a robust ensemble model for highdimensional geochemical anomaly detection. Journal of Geochemical Exploration, 231:106875, 2021.

[10] Dongdong Cheng, Jinlong Huang, Sulan Zhang, and

Quanwang Wu. A robust method based on locality sensitive hashing for k-nearest neighbors searching. Wireless Networks, pages 1–14, 2022.

[11] Maxime Darrin, Ashwin Samudre, Maxime Sahun, Scott

Atwell, Catherine Badens, Anne Charrier, Emmanuèle Helfer, Annie Viallat, Vincent Cohen-Addad, and Sophie Giffard-Roisin. Classification of red cell dynamics with convolutional and recurrent neural networks: a sickle cell disease case study. Scientific Reports, 13(1):745, 2023.

[12] Carlotta Domeniconi, Jing Peng, and Dimitrios Gunopulos. Locally adaptive metric nearest-neighbor classification. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence, 24(9):1281–1285, 2002.

[13] Nicolás García-Pedrajas and Domingo Ortiz-Boyer. Boosting k-nearest neighbor classifier by means of input space projection. Expert Systems with Applications, 36(7):10570–10582, 2009.

[14] Geoffrey Gates. The reduced nearest neighbor rule (corresp.). IEEE transactions on information theory, 18(3):431–433, 1972.

[15] Jing Gu, Licheng Jiao, Fang Liu, Shuyuan Yang, Rongfang Wang, Puhua Chen, Yuanhao Cui, Junhu Xie, and Yake Zhang. Random subspace based ensemble sparse representation. Pattern Recognition, 74:544–555, 2018.

[16] Asma Gul, Aris Perperoglou, Zardad Khan, Osama Mahmoud, Miftahuddin Miftahuddin, Werner Adler, and Berthold Lausen. Ensemble of a subset of k nn classifiers. Advances in data analysis and classification, 12(4):827–840, 2018.

[17] Gongde Guo, Hui Wang, David Bell, Yaxin Bi, and Kieran Greer. Knn model-based approach in classification. In OTM Confederated International Conferences” On the Move to Meaningful Internet Systems”, pages 986–996. Springer, 2003.

[18] Chenxi Huang, Xin Huang, Yu Fang, Jianfeng Xu, Yi Qu, Pengjun Zhai, Lin Fan, Hua Yin, Yilu Xu, and Jiahang Li. Sample imbalance disease classification model based on association rule feature selection. Pattern Recognition Letters, 133:280–286, 2020.

[19] Alexandros Karatzoglou, Alex Smola, Kurt Hornik, and Achim Zeileis. kernlab – an S4 package for kernel methods in R. Journal of Statistical Software, 11(9):1– 20, 2004.

[20] Zardad Khan, Asma Gul, Aris Perperoglou, Osama Mahmoud, Werner Adler, Miftahuddin, and Berthold Lausen. OTE: Optimal Trees Ensembles for Regression, Classification and Class Membership Probability Estimation, 2020. R package version 1.0.1.

[21] Zardad Khan, Asma Gul, Aris Perperoglou, Miftahuddin Miftahuddin, Osama Mahmoud, Werner Adler, and Berthold Lausen. Ensemble of optimal trees, random forest and random projection ensemble classification. Advances in Data Analysis and Classification, 14(1):97– 116, 2020.

[22] Zardad Khan, Naz Gul, Nosheen Faiz, Asma Gul, Werner Adler, and Berthold Lausen. Optimal trees selection for classification via out-of-bag assessment and sub-bagging. IEEE Access, 9:28591–28607, 2021.

[23] Max Kuhn. caret: Classification and Regression Training, 2021. R package version 6.0-90.

[24] Shengqiao Li. rknn: Random KNN Classification and Regression, 2015. R package version 1.2-1.

[25] Shengqiao Li, E James Harner, and Donald A Adjeroh.

Random knn. In 2014 IEEE International Conference on Data Mining Workshop, pages 629–636. IEEE, 2014.

[26] Andy Liaw and Matthew Wiener. Classification and regression by randomforest. R News, 2(3):18–22, 2002.

[27] Julio López and Sebastián Maldonado. Redefining nearest neighbor classification in high-dimensional settings. Pattern Recognition Letters, 110:36–43, 2018.

[28] David Meyer, Evgenia Dimitriadou, Kurt Hornik, Andreas Weingessel, and Friedrich Leisch. e1071: Misc Functions of the Department of Statistics, Probability Theory Group (Formerly: E1071), TU Wien, 2021. R package version 1.7-9.

[29] Toh Koon Charlie Neo and Dan Ventura. A direct boosting algorithm for the k-nearest neighbor classifier via local warping of the distance metric. Pattern Recognition Letters, 33(1):92–102, 2012.

[30] Hamid Parvin, Hosein Alizadeh, and Behrouz Minaei-

This manuscript has been submitted for publication in the journal Pattern Recognition Letters. 9

Bidgoli. Mknn: Modified k-nearest neighbor. In Proceedings of the world congress on engineering and computer science, volume 1. Citeseer, 2008.

[31] Rajalaxmi Ramasamy Rajammal, Seyedali Mirjalili,

Gothai Ekambaram, and Natesan Palanisamy. Binary grey wolf optimizer with mutation and adaptive knearest neighbour for feature selection in parkinson’s disease diagnosis. Knowledge-Based Systems, 246:108701, 2022.

[32] Mamunur Rashid, Mahfuzah Mustafa, Norizam Sulaiman,

Nor Rul Hasma Abdullah, and Rosdiyana Samad. Random subspace k-nn based ensemble classifier for driver fatigue detection utilizing selected eeg channels. Traitement du Signal, 38(5):1259–1270.

[33] Klaus Schliep and Klaus Hechenbichler. kknn: Weighted

k-Nearest Neighbors, 2016. R package version 1.3.1. [34] Warda M Shaban, Asmaa H Rabie, Ahmed I Saleh, and

MA Abo-Elsoud. A new covid-19 patients detection strategy (cpds) based on hybrid feature selection and enhanced knn classifier. Knowledge-Based Systems, 205:106270, 2020.

[35] Paulo J.S. Silva, Ronaldo F. Hashimoto, Seungchan Kim,

Junior Barrera, Leônidas O. Brandão, Edward Suh, and Edward R. Dougherty. Feature selection algorithms to find strong genes. Pattern Recognition Letters, 26(10):1444–1453, 2005.

[36] Robert F Sproull. Refinements to nearest-neighbor searching in k-dimensional trees. Algorithmica, 6(1):579–589, 1991.

[37] Brian M Steele. Exact bootstrap k-nearest neighbor

learners. Machine Learning, 74(3):235–255, 2009. [38] Shahadat Uddin, Ibtisham Haque, Haohui Lu, Mohammad Ali Moni, and Ergun Gide. Comparative performance analysis of k-nearest neighbour (knn) algorithm and its different variants for disease prediction. Scientific Reports, 12(1):6256, 2022.

[39] Zhou Yong, Li Youwen, and Xia Shixiong. An improved

knn text classification algorithm based on clustering. Journal of computers, 4(3):230–237, 2009.

[40] Shichao Zhang, Xuelong Li, Ming Zong, Xiaofeng Zhu, and

Ruili Wang. Efficient knn classification with different numbers of nearest neighbors. IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems, 29(5):1774–1785, 2017.

[41] Youqiang Zhang, Guo Cao, Bisheng Wang, and Xuesong

Li. A novel ensemble method for k-nearest neighbor. Pattern Recognition, 85:13–25, 2019.

[42] Youqiang Zhang, Guo Cao, Bisheng Wang, and Xuesong

Li. A novel ensemble method for k-nearest neighbor. Pattern Recognition, 85:13–25, 2019.

[43] Shuai Zheng and Chris Ding. A group lasso based sparse

knn classifier. Pattern Recognition Letters, 131:227–233, 2020.

[44] Zhi-Hua Zhou and Yang Yu. Adapt bagging to nearest

neighbor classifiers. Journal of Computer Science and Technology, 20(1):48–54, 2005.

[45] Xiaoyan Zhu, Chenzhen Ying, Jiayin Wang, Jiaxuan Li,

Xin Lai, and Guangtao Wang. Ensemble of ml-knn for classification algorithm recommendation. Knowledge- Based Systems, 221:106933, 2021.