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Figure 2: Performance comparison of the LHR with 11 standard feature selec-
tion schemes (FSSs). For each tested data, the results after five classification,
coupling with 12 FSSs through LOOCV are boxplotted. In most cases, the
proposed LHR. achieved the highest accuracy. Moreover, the results after LHR
show small variation on LOOCV error when tested with different classifiers,
implying a high degree of robustness.



