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Abstract

Price prediction algorithms propose prices for every product or service according to market trends, projected

demand, and other characteristics, including government rules, international transactions, and speculation

and expectation. As the dependent variable in price prediction, it is affected by several independent and

correlated variables which may challenge the price prediction. In order to overcome this challenge, machine

learning algorithms allow more accurate price prediction without explicitly modeling the relatedness between

variables. However, as inputs increase, it challenges the existing machine learning approaches regarding

computing efficiency and prediction effectiveness. Hence, this study introduces a novel decision-level fusion

approach to select informative variables in price prediction. The suggested meta-heuristic algorithm balances

two competitive objective functions, which are defined to improve the prediction’s utilized variables and

reduce the error rate simultaneously. In order to generate Pareto-optimal solutions, an Elastic net approach

is employed to eliminate unrelated and redundant variables to increase the accuracy. Afterward, we propose a

novel method for combining solutions and ensuring that a subset of features is optimal. Two various real data

sets evaluate the proposed price prediction method. The results support the suggested model’s superiority

concerning its relative root mean square error and adjusted correlation coefficient.

Keywords: Elastic Net, MOPSO, High-dimensional regression problem, Decision-level fusion.

1. Introduction

Intelligent price prediction is a vital function of machine learning and pattern recognition techniques

(Zhang et al., 2018). Researchers have sought to establish more accurate price prediction models to enhance

price prediction accuracy. Methodologies range from mathematical models such as linear regression and sta-

tistical analysis (Ma et al., 2016; Bhargava et al., 2017; Chandrasekaran et al., 2021; Amik et al., 2021; Cho

et al., 2021; Zheng and He, 2021) to alternative techniques employing artificial intelligence, such as expert

systems (Kim and Kim, 2010; Kim et al., 2005)), neural networks (Hsu, 2011; Kim et al., 2005; Bhargava

et al., 2017; Juszczyk, 2017; Odeck, 2019; Hao et al., 2020; Amik et al., 2021; Zhang and Ma, 2021), and

deep learning Wang and Wang (2020); Haq et al. (2021); Zheng and He (2021); Critien et al. (2022).Hence,

forecasting prices is essential for every stakeholder in the business to mitigate risks and make well-informed
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decisions.

Many characteristics are usually considered when a price prediction is made using machine learning tech-

niques(Asghar et al., 2021). However, it is hard to identify the most relevant characteristics of a prod-

uct/service to its price and ignore the others in real-life applications. The presence of unrelated and insignif-

icant features complicates the learning process and impacts the reliability of results. As shown in table 1 and

Li and Becker (2021); Yun et al. (2021), the prediction accuracy rely heavily on feature selection methods

because it provides a powerful solution against the dimensionally cursed phenomena. By excluding the over-

lapping and unnecessary features from the data, the important and relevant ones are selected for any data

mining process (Ayesha et al., 2020; Eesa et al., 2013).

Methods for selecting features are initially classified into several categories. The filter, wrapper, and em-

bedded methods are the most prevalent(Abd-Alsabour, 2018; Verleysen and François, 2005; Padmaja and

Vishnuvardhan, 2016), and hybrid (Eesa et al., 2015; Leung and Hung, 2008), and ensemble (Lazar et al.,

2012; Mahmood and Abdulazeez, 2017) are the most recent. In filter methods, candidate subsets are eval-

uated by using statistics measurements such as mutual information and rough set theory (Chandrashekar

and Sahin, 2014; Swiniarski and Skowron, 2003). Through the use of this approach, features can be se-

lected without relying on any learning models. An added advantage of this technique is its effectiveness

and working well with high-dimensional data sets, and it outperforms wrapper methods. Moreover, using

this method has the principal disadvantage of neglecting the selected subsets’ integration and the learning

models’ performance(Abd-Alsabour, 2018; Jindal and Kumar, 2017; Teng, 2003). The wrapper methods

assess the quality of features after the most valuable ones are chosen for prediction. It is more accurate

than the filter methods (Jain and Singh, 2018; Jindal and Kumar, 2017; Zhao et al., 2013). The principal

disadvantages of the wrapper methods include computing complexity and greater exposure to over-fitting.

In general, wrapper methods require large amounts of computation time to achieve convergence and can be

intractable for more extensive data sets (Zeebaree et al., 2019; Jain and Singh, 2018). The embedded methods

employs a mechanism that guides feature evaluation based on the properties embedded within its learning.

Regularization, sometimes referred to as penalization, is the most prevalent embedded method. The embed-

ded methods eliminate the features with coefficients less than a threshold, and thus the model will be less

complex(Kabir et al., 2010). Hence, the embedded method is computationally more efficient and tractable

without sacrificing performance than the wrapper and filter methods(Cilia et al., 2019). Moreover, it can be

argued that embedding methods rely on linear correlations between features and response variables, which

may not be valid for high-dimensional data setsAmini and Hu (2021).Hence,hybrid methods illustrate recent

developments in the feature selection field by combining at least two methods from different approaches (e.g.,

wrapper, filter, and embedded), procedures that meet the same criteria, or two feature selection methods. A

hybrid methodology combines the benefits of both methodologies by combining their complementary charac-

teristics (Kabir et al., 2010; Peng et al., 2010).Moreover, ensemble approaches have recently been developed

(Hashemi et al., 2021). These methods derive a subset of features by aggregating the results of several
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feature selection algorithms. Incorporating numerous procedures allows the methodology for selecting the

features to operate better than using one. Moreover, it is possible to treat the feature selection problem as a

multi-objective optimization problem Al-Tashi et al. (2020).However, various multi-objective algorithms may

find different feature subsets(Vickers, 2017).Hence, this paper introduces a hybrid procedure to concern this

challenge. A multi-objective particle swarm optimization algorithm is utilized in the wrapper approach to

lesson the root-mean-square error(RMSE) during the Elastic net(EN) training. Since there is no guarantee

that meta-heuristic algorithms achieve the best solution, the EN is implemented to the smaller subset of data

to exclude features that are still irrelevant. Then, a new fusion algorithm is developed to achieve the optimal

and stable feature subset. Utilization of the fusion algorithm may lead to achieving a more stable subset of

features that guarantee the optimal selected features. The model’s efficiency is investigated for predicting

sale prices in two real data sets. Following is an outline of the main contributions of this paper:

• We develop the fitness functions to incorporate the number of features and relative RMSE minimization

concurrently.

• We develop a novel decision-level fusion algorithm to achieve a more reliable and stable subset of

features.

• Real case studies of price predictions validate the performance of the proposed method.

The rest of this article is organized in the following manner. Section 2 discusses the relevant literature ,and

the critical ideas employed in the suggested approach are presented in section 3. Section 4 introduces the

sales price data sets and examines the effectiveness of the proposed approach in price prediction. Finally,

section 5 concludes the study and makes suggestions for further research.

2. Related Works

2.1. Sale price prediction
Studies related to price prediction have been conducted in several economic areas, such as stock mar-

kets(Zhang et al., 2017a), oil prices (Cen and Wang, 2019), electricity loads(Bicego et al., 2018), and electricity
prices (Qiu et al., 2018), real estates (Crosby et al., 2016), and airfare (Tziridis et al., 2017), which provide
essential information for decision making. Hence, the importance of this issue cannot be overstated in the
design of today’s economic systems. As a result, developing a forecasting prices method is essential for every
business stakeholder as it helps reduce risks and make informed business decisions. It is generally possible
to classify price prediction methods into two categories based on the task they are intended to perform(Ma
et al., 2020). The first method involves predicting the price trend over a specific time, such as stock and oil
prices. Another method involves estimating a particular item’s price based on its characteristics, for example,
the price of an old automobile or a house. Specifically, this paper discusses the second kind of price prediction
task in house and old car price prediction as two real case studies. Table 1 reviews the recent studies on price
prediction models in various fields. Herein, we investigate all types of price prediction, including cost price,
wholesale price, retail price, and sale price, estimated by a data prediction model based on several features.
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Table 1 shows that most studies employ machine learning techniques by considering a few features.
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Table 1: An overview of the recent research on the sale price prediction.

Author(s)-Year Research objectives No. of Fea-

tures

Case study Prediction Technique

Kim et al. (2005) Estimating the initial costs of residential buildings using a hybrid

model

8 Residential buildings Neural network and genetic algorithm

Kim and Kim

(2010)

Developing an estimation model for construction costs 10 Residential building Case-based reasoning and genetic algo-

rithm

Hsu (2011) Presenting a hybrid model that can be used to predict stock prices 16 Stock price prediction Self-organizing feature map and ge-

netic programming

Gao and Zhang

(2013)

Designing a multi-objective Markov model aimed at minimizing main-

tenance costs and users’ costs

5 Maintenance Markov model

Fereshtehnejad

and Shafieezadeh

(2016)

Introducing a methodology for the evaluation of the life-cycle costs of

infrastructure subject to multiple hazards

5 Infrastructure project Dynamic programming procedure

Ma et al. (2016) Utilizing an ontology to establish a practical method of formalizing

construction costs

6 Construction buildings Specification ontology approach

Bhargava et al.

(2017)

Assessing the likelihood of cost escalation and the severity of devia-

tions in infrastructure projects

34 Infrastructure projects Monte Carlo simulation and statistical

models

Juszczyk (2017) Using artificial neural networks to estimate construction costs in a

non-parametric manner

Not defined Construction projects Neural network

Wang and Wang

(2020)

Proposing a multi-hybrid neural network model based on a complex

deep learning algorithm for predicting crude oil prices

12 Crude oil price Deep neural network and wavelet

transform

Hao et al. (2020) Proposing a hybrid model for carbon price forecasting using feature

selection and multi-objective optimization

30 Carbon price predic-

tion

Extreme machine learning and

grasshopper optimization algorithm

Haq et al. (2021) Developing a two-stage stock price prediction model 44 Stock price prediction Deep generative model

Amik et al. (2021) Providing a system to estimate the price of a pre-owned vehicle for a

prospective buyer

10 Car price prediction Linear regression,LASSO, decision

tree,random forest

Cho et al. (2021) Developing a hybrid cryptocurrency price prediction market 12 Predicting a stock mar-

ket index and cryp-

tocurrency price

Genetic algorithms, regression func-

tions

Li and Becker

(2021)

Analyzing the influence of market coupling on the prediction of elec-

tricity prices

62 Energy prediction LSTM deep neural network
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Yun et al. (2021) Developing an enhanced feature engineering process for stock price

direction prediction is proposed

67 Stock price prediction GA-XGBoost algorithm

Zhang and Ma

(2021)

Developing a learning model for accurate evaluation of used car prices 19 Car price prediction Support vector regression

Zheng and He

(2021)

Using advanced machine learning techniques to improve the accuracy

of share price predictions in the aerospace industry

15 Predictions for

aerospace share prices

Recurrent Neural Networks and prin-

ciple component analysis

Critien et al.

(2022)

Proposing a sentiment analysis approach to predict the Bitcoin price 5 Cryptocurrency price

prediction

Convolutional neural networks
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2.2. Home price prediction

Human settlement is characterized by the price of houses being highly correlated with socioeconomic

activities (Chen et al., 2016). Researchers and stakeholders in residential construction, urban design, and

infrastructure planning can benefit from being aware of the changes in housing prices in addition to house

buyers(Kang et al., 2021). Researchers have made considerable efforts in economics, econometrics, geography,

and public policy to understand how property values affect socioeconomic environments over the last several

decades(Archer et al., 1996; Cao et al., 2019; Fu et al., 2019; Hu et al., 2019). Hence, house prices increase

yearly due to increased demand(Zulkifley et al., 2020). The house-price model provides numerous benefits

for home buyers, investors, and builders. Through this model, home-buyers, lenders, and builders will access

valuable information, such as current home prices, enabling them to estimate a house’s price. Additionally,

this model can assist purchasers in choosing a house based on their budget(Febrita et al., 2017). As a result,

it is imperative to develop a new predictive model that estimates the house price with the highest accuracy

and reliability. A problem arises when the house price is affected by multiple factors, such as location and

property demand. Therefore, most stakeholders, including purchasers, investors, contractors, and the real

estate industry, are interested in knowing the exact factors affecting house prices, enabling investors to make

informed decisions and assist builders in determining the house price.

A paradigm for evaluating housing prices can be classified as conventional or advanced, according to (Pagourtzi

et al., 2003). Some traditional methods include step-wise analysis and multiple regression, while recent meth-

ods include hedonic pricing tools, artificial neural networks, and spatial analysis (Zulkifley et al., 2020).

Various models are available for predicting house prices, so it is essential to select the best model. Among

the studies in this field, regression analysis is widely used in several studies (Alfiyatin et al., 2017; Chang

et al., 2019) . Support Vector Regression is another standard model for predicting house prices (Lin and

Chen, 2011; Chen et al., 2017; Phan, 2018). Since house price prediction involves many non-linear features,

artificial neural networks can model complex non-linear relationships. Hence, (Mukhlishin et al., 2017; Wu

et al., 2018) provide an analysis of home price prediction by artificial neural networks that yields a positive

result. In this regard, it can provide an exact prediction model. Moreover, advanced computer vision tech-

niques have enabled extracting information from images of urban environments. Recently, several studies

have demonstrated the effectiveness of visual data in predicting house prices and analyzing neighborhood

culture and socioeconomic characteristics (Gebru et al., 2017; You et al., 2017; Yao et al., 2018; Law et al.,

2019; Fu et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2020).

2.3. Old car price prediction

Vehicles in different categories, like cars, sedans, coupes, support cars, station wagons, hatchbacks, con-

vertible sport-utility vehicles (SUV), minivans, and Pick-up trucks, play a crucial role in human lives(Berry

et al., 2004). Moreover, the growing demand for private cars has increased the demand for used cars, creating

a market opportunity for both the buyer and seller. Many countries recommend that customers purchase
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a used car as the price is reasonable and affordable(Monburinon et al., 2018). As they are used for a few

years, reselling them at a profit may be possible. Nevertheless, several factors contribute to the price of

a used vehicle, including its age and condition. Generally, used car pricing does not remain constant. As

a result, a predictive model for forecasting car prices is necessary as a supporting tool in the trading pro-

cess(Gajera et al., 2021). Predicting used car prices has been the subject of several previous studies. The

literature presents a variety of price-prediction models, including multiple linear regression(Noor and Jan,

2017), support vector regression(Peerun et al., 2015), and gradient-boosted regression trees(Sun et al., 2017).

Moreover, each prediction model is based on data collected from an online marketplace to identify the most

accurate model for predicting used car prices(Struyf et al.).

2.4. An overview of feature selection methods

The pricing of old cars or houses using machine learning directly relates to the process by which technical

systems acquire their information, resulting a high-dimensional data (Camero et al., 2018). Thus, when the

information has a significant number of features, the precision of the prediction model and its execution time

might be adversely affected, known as the dimensionality curse (Gegic et al., 2019). However, a variety of

these features are partial/inappropriate or irrelevant to the sale price (Myers, 2016; Rafiei and Adeli, 2018).

Therefore, if the information consists of excessive features, resulting (1) the requirement of ample storage ca-

pacity and (2) decreased prediction speed and accuracy. Thus, preprocessing of data aimed at dimensionality

reduction is crucial. In this vein, instance and feature selection models are widely used (Pérez-Rodŕıguez

et al., 2015).

Feature selection is an NP-hard problem with 2n states, where n is the number of features. It is becoming

increasingly complex as n increasesAl-Tashi et al. (2020). Our investigation of feature selection literature

demonstrates that most studies focus on classification problems (see Table 2, last columns). That is maybe

most real-world classification problems often lack sufficient information about relevant features. Thus, nu-

merous features are presented to demonstrate the domain, resulting in redundant or irrelevant information.

It is possible to significantly reduce the number of irrelevant/redundant features while yielding a more general

classifier. This is beneficial for understanding the underlying concept of real-world classification issues (Tang

et al., 2014). For classification problems, the choice of features can take place independently of the learning

algorithm, such as filter models (Tian et al., 2020; Hoque et al., 2018; Nguyen et al., 2016; Xue et al., 2013) or

the evaluation of the quality of selected features by utilizing the learning algorithm, such as wrapper models

(Kozodoi et al., 2019; González et al., 2019). In embedded models, features are selected during training so

that the model becomes less complex by discarding features whose coefficients are below a certain level (Zhang

et al., 2017b; Marafino et al., 2015; Zheng and Liu, 2011; Ma et al., 2007). Hybrid models integrate two or

more well-studied models to create a novel approach to solving feature selection challenges in classification

(Zhou et al., 2020; Nguyen et al., 2016; Khan and Baig, 2016; Xue et al., 2012; Ma et al., 2007).Compared

with traditional techniques, the hybrid approach frequently capitalizes on the sub-models advantages and is
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more robust (Got et al., 2021; Lu et al., 2017; Khan and Baig, 2016). In the ensemble models, the output

of many feature selection strategies is assembled to get the ultimate feature set (Tsai and Sung, 2020; Ng

et al., 2020; Drotár et al., 2019; Ansari et al., 2019; Brahim and Limam, 2018; Seijo-Pardo et al., 2017; Das

et al., 2017; Ebrahimpour and Eftekhari, 2017). Moreover, in the hybrid and ensemble models proposed for

classification problems, various meta-heuristic algorithms are applied for feature selection problems. NSGA-

II (Kozodoi et al., 2019; Li et al., 2016; González et al., 2019), MOPSO (Amoozegar and Minaei-Bidgoli,

2018; Ng et al., 2020; Xue et al., 2012), SPEA-II (Xue et al., 2013), MOEAD (Zhou et al., 2020) are the

most common algorithms which applied to solve this issue since they have lower computational cost and

convergence more rapidly than other algorithms. As shown in Table 2, most of the hybrid or ensemble-based

feature selection models target this problem for classification and have not been adequately considered in

regression problems.This is a major motivation for this study. It is often possible to describe a regression

model using a linear combination of the most informative characteristics using a regression model based

on an ordinary least squares (OLS) approach and a statistical regularizer(Zhang et al., 2017b). Therefore,

regression models retain information regarding the initial feature space and allow us to determine the most

relevant ones. The most known embedded models are Lasso (Muthukrishnan and Rohini, 2016; Zhang et al.,

2017b; Zheng and Liu, 2011) and Elastic net(EN) (Amini and Hu, 2021; Marafino et al., 2015; Panagakis

and Kotropoulos, 2014), owing to their ability to modify penalty terms within the regularization method and

time-savings. Table 2 also illustrates that the most recent relevant study in this field is by Amini and Hu

(2021), in which a two-stage approach with a genetic algorithm is developed in the first stage to eliminate

the irrelevant features. Then, the EN algorithm is implemented to omit the redundant features. In this

study, the regularization parameters of EN algorithm is tuned manually after the first stage and the authors

claim that the algorithm achieves sub-optimal solutions for any regression problem. Moreover, inAmini and

Hu (2021), the feature selection problem is formulated as a single-objective optimization problem that does

not guarantee the best solution. In contrast, in our paper, the regularization parameters are tuned with

the MOPSO algorithm simultaneously to guarantee the optimal solution. Hence, the problem is solved by

modeling the feature selection problem as a multi-objective optimization problem. We adopt the MOPSO to

boost the search quality since it can achieve superior results and prevent a thorough search for the Pareto

feature subsets. Then, to achieve the stable subset of the optimal feature, a new algorithm has been proposed,

which lies in getting the final optimal feature subset. In this stage, the proposed method as a decision-level

fusion procedure has been applied to merge the Pareto subset of features to achieve a stable and reliable

subset. Hence, the proposed method may improve the accuracy and prediction error in regression problems.
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Table 2: An overview of recent research on feature selection.

Author(s) Research objectives Feature selection approach Case study Problem Type

F
ilter

W
rapper

E
m

bedding

H
ybrid

E
nsem

ble

C
lassification

R
egression

Ma et al. (2007) Proposing a new Lasso classifier - - ✓ ✓ - Micro-array gene expression

data

✓ -

Zheng and Liu

(2011)

Developing a new feature selection method based on Lasso

algorithm

- - ✓ - - Cancer data ✓ -

Xue et al. (2012) Proposing two feature selection methods using MOPSO ✓ - - ✓ - UCI data sets ✓ -

Xue et al. (2013) Designing a filter-based feature selection method using mutual

information and entropy metrics

✓ - - - - UCI data sets ✓ -

Panagakis and

Kotropoulos (2014)

Developing a new feature selection using the Elastic net reg-

ularization method

- - ✓ - - Audio data - ✓

Marafino et al.

(2015)

Developing an effective feature selection method for text clas-

sification

- - ✓ ✓ - Text data ✓ -

Khan and Baig

(2016)

Proposing a hybrid feature selection method - - - ✓ - UCI data sets ✓ -

Nguyen et al.

(2016)

Proposing two feature selection methods by inserting swap-

ping and non-dominating strategy to improve local search

✓ - - ✓ - UCI data sets ✓ -

Muthukrishnan

and Rohini (2016)

Exploring the performance of the traditional feature selection

method and Lasso

- - ✓ - - Real data in R packages - ✓

Zhang et al.

(2017b)

Devising a new regularization based on Lasso regression for

feature selection problem

- - ✓ - - The USPS handwriting digit

data set/UCI data sets

✓ -

Seijo-Pardo et al.

(2017)

Proposing two different homogeneous and non-homogeneous

feature selection methods

- - - - ✓ UCI data sets ✓ -

Das et al. (2017) Proposing a new ensemble feature selection method - - - - ✓ UCI data sets ✓ -

Ebrahimpour and

Eftekhari (2017)

Proposing an ensemble feature selection method based on

maximum relevance and minimum redundancy

✓ - - ✓ ✓ Micro array high-dimensional

data sets

✓ -

Sohrabi and Tajik

(2017)

Predicting the dose of Warfarin - - - ✓ - Warfarin data set - ✓
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Hoque et al. (2018) Suggesting a new feature selection algorithm using filter fea-

ture ranking methods

✓ - - - ✓ Network data set /UCI data

sets

✓ -

Brahim and Li-

mam (2018)

Designing an ensemble feature selection method using various

features ranker methods

- - - - ✓ Lymphoma data sets ✓ -

Ansari et al. (2019) Proposing an ensemble feature selection method for sentiment

classification

- - - - ✓ Movie review

datasets/Amazon product

data set

✓ -

Kozodoi et al.

(2019)

Proposing a wrapper method based on NSGA-II - ✓ - - - Credit scoring data ✓ -

González et al.

(2019)

Proposing a new wrapper method based on NSGA-II - ✓ - - - Motor imagery data ✓ -

Drotár et al. (2019) Proposing several ensemble techniques for feature selection

problem

- - - - ✓ Madelon data sets ✓ -

Tian et al. (2020) Proposing a heterogeneous ensemble approach ✓ - - - ✓ Sensor based human activity

data

✓ -

Zhou et al. (2020) Designing a two-level strategy method for feature selection

problem using MOPSO and MOEA/D

✓ - - - ✓ Sensor based human activity

data

✓ -

Ng et al. (2020) Proposing a training error and sensitivity based ensemble fea-

ture selection method using NSGA-II

- - - - ✓ UCI data sets ✓ -

Tsai and Sung

(2020)

Proposing an ensemble feature selection using parallel tech-

niques

- - - - ✓ UCI data sets ✓ -

Amini and Hu

(2021)

Proposing a new hybrid GA-EN feature selection approach for

regression problems

- - - ✓ - US-NAM parent data sets - ✓

Kenney et al.

(2021)

Developing a mixed integer programming feature selection

method for regression problems

- - - ✓ - simulated data - ✓

Got et al. (2021) Devising a novel hybrid filter-wrapper feature selection strat-

egy using the whale optimization algorithm

✓ ✓ - ✓ - UCI data sets ✓ -

Hashemi et al.

(2021)

Proposing a Pareto-based ensemble feature selection method - - - - ✓ UCI data sets ✓ -

This Study Proposing a decision-level fusion method for Pareto-

based ensemble feature selection

- ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ Two high-dimensional

price prediction data sets

- ✓
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3. Model building

This section describes the proposed approach for selecting features in regression problems. Initially, a

wrapper-embedded method is developed to identify the feature set that provides the best prediction accuracy

while it consists of the least possible cardinality. Meta-heuristic search strategies and EN are used simultane-

ously in this process. Through the use of the subset of features determined by the meta-heuristic algorithm,

EN has been used to eliminate remaining unrelated features for enhancing forecasting accuracy. The outcome

of this step is the subsets of features chosen by the wrapper-embedded approach. Then, we apply a new

fusion method to achieve a more accurate and stable optimal solution set. Hence, the fusion algorithm is

utilized as a decision-level fusion mechanism to integrate the Pareto-optimal solutions and improve accuracy

and error prediction.

3.1. Elastic Net

The EN is a model that integrates Ridge regression and Lasso regularization. Like Lasso, EN can construct

a simplified version of the regression model by making coefficients with zero values. Studies have shown that

the EN model can improve upon Lasso on highly correlated data (Park and Mazer, 2018). For an α between

0 and 1, and a non-negative λ, EN solves the following problem (Simon et al., 2013):

min
β0,β

(
1

2N

N∑
i=1

(yi − β0 − xT
i β)2 + λPα(β)

)
(1)

where,

Pα(β) =
P∑

j=1

(
(1 − α)

2 β2
j + α | βj |

)
(2)

In this model, N refers to the cardinality of data, yi is the corresponding dependent variable at ith data, xi

refers to the ith variable, λ corresponds to a value of the regularization parameter, while β0 and β are scalar,

and the p−vector, respectively. EN produces the same results as Lasso when α = 1, and once α shrinks

toward 0; EN becomes closer to Ridge regression; otherwise, the penalty term Pα(β) ranges between the L1

norm of β and the L2 norm of β.

3.2. The MOPSO algorithm

Meta-heuristic algorithms can be utilized to select features based on their capabilities. MOPSO is chosen

in this article because it is compatible with many problems associated with feature selection. If the objectives

are complicated, the MOPSO is an appropriate tool. Following is a description of the suggested algorithm:

1. Encoding and decoding particle: In MOPSO, developing an appropriate coding/decoding approach is

crucial to represent a possible solution. Typically, a binary strategy is utilized to create a solution

(Chuang et al., 2011; Unler and Murat, 2010; Wang et al., 2007).The structure of the proposed solution

is regarded as a vector with p + 1 elements, where p indicates the number of features,and the last part

12



of the solution is a real number between 0 and 1, denoted by the regularization parameter of EN (λ).

This part of the solution is used for tuning the hyper-parameters of EN. In the decoding stage, the

solution Xi is converted into a solutionZi as follows:

Zij =

 1 xij ≥ 0.5

0 otherwise
(3)

where, Zij = 1 reveals that the jth feature is included in the feature subset Zi.

2. Fitness evaluation: This paper regards two objective conflict functions to select the feature sets that

provide high prediction accuracy while using a minimum cardinality. Thus, the solutions identified

through the search process are archived in a manner that maintains the solutions with the most signif-

icant features and the lowest prediction error.

3. Update the archive:This paper uses the crowding distance to determine the number of new individuals.

Because the crowding distance has no parameters, this article employs it to eliminate or update the full

archive. Several multi-objective evolutionary algorithms have used the crowding distance(Xue et al.,

2012; Deb et al., 2002; Hamdani et al., 2007; Chaleshtori et al., 2020).Assuming that the archive at

iteration t is At and the new swarm is St. First, we select all solutions that are non-dominated in

the combined swarm P[t] = A[t]
⋃

St. Then, the non-dominated solutions are added to replace their

prior contents. Upon reaching the maximum size of the archive, only those with the most significant

crowding distance are preserved (the number of solutions(Na), also called archive size).

4. Update the personal and global best position:Pbest represents the particle’s best position. This paper

utilizes a domination-based strategy proposed by Reyes-Sierra et al. (2006)to update the particles’ best

positions. The old particle’s memory is kept if the decoded solution is dominant; otherwise, the decoded

solution is changed with the old one. Gbest is the best solution derived from the particle neighbors. Due

to the conflicting nature of multi-objective optimization problems, selecting the best solution can take

time and effort. Hence, based on the diversity of non-dominated solutions in the archive, we employ the

crowding distance proposed by Coello et al. (2007) to evaluate the diversity of non-dominated solutions.

Moreover, the binary tournament is applied with these crowding distances to identify each particle’s

Gbest. A higher crowding distance denotes a higher probability of selection as the Gbest.

5. Mutation Operator:After exploring the solution space, if some particles locate a suitable position, the

others will fly toward that position. This location may be a local optimum, so particles will not re-

explore the entire solution space. Furthermore, the algorithm will get stocked into local optima due to

a loss of diversity of particles (Cheng et al., 2011). Hence, a hybrid mutation based on two efficient

operators is presented in this article to avoid the above limitations. The first is the reset operator,

intended to preserve the diversity of the swarm. This operator allows some particles to reset their

velocity periodically. The other is hop mutation, which enhances searching in general. As a result of

this operator, each particle has a uniform jump probability in any dimensional space. Generally, not

all components are requested by the hop operator, which can be regarded as a partial particle reset.
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Thus, unlike the first operator, it permits more exploration in solution space. Using the two operators

in combination does not significantly increase processing time compared to the conventional MOPSO.

6. Termination condition: Stop conditions are a set of criteria satisfying the viability of a solution. This

study considers the maximum iteration number for stopping the MOPSO algorithm.

In detail, the proposed algorithm is described in algorithm 1.Pbi(t) =
(
Pb1(t), P b2(t), . . . , P bP (t)

)
rep-

resents Pbest set and
(
Gb1(t), Gb2(t), . . . , GbP (t)

)
is the Gbest set. The coefficients (c1) and (c2) act as

constants that control the effect of Pbest and Gbest within the exploration. (w) serves as an initial weight

to handle particle exploration. The (r1)and (r2) are random values between zero to one, and (v(t)) is the

velocity of the swarm within the search space. For a MOPSO algorithm, Chakraborty et al. (2011) introduces

its criteria for convergence based on objective functions. In the following, we will now restate the theorem.

Algorithm 1: Pseudo code of the proposed algorithm.
Initialize:

Set the parameters, including the swarm size Ns, the archive size Na, the maximum iteration Tmax, and create an

empty archive.

Evaluate the fitness function:

Compute the fitness values of all the particles.

Update the external archive:

Use the method presented in 3.2 and step 3;

Update the best positions of particles:

Using the method introduced in 3.2 and step 4,update the P best and Gbest positions ;

Update the particles’ positions using the following equations:

vij(t + 1) = w ∗ vij(t) + r1 ∗ c1 ∗
(

P bij(t) − xij(t)
)

+ r2 ∗ c2 ∗
(

Gbj(t) − xij(t)
)

xij(t + 1) = xij(t) + vij(t + 1)

Mutation:

Apply the proposed mutation operator and modify part of the particle’s velocity using the procedure introduced in

section 3.2 and step 5;

Termination condition:

Assess the algorithm’s convergence with the termination criteria. The archive should be output as final if it does so.

Otherwise, return to the” Update the external archive” step.

Theorem 3.1. Consider S as the initial population. Under the restrictions formulated in equation (4),

MOPSO will ensure that the mean swarm converges to the Pareto optimal set Λ∗. If µt is the mean of the

population after t iterations, then limt→∞ µt = X̄∗ where X̄∗ denotes the Pareto optimal point.

w < 1; 0 <
c1 + cr

r
< r(1 + w) (4)

In the presented algorithm, the inertia weight is adjusted to w = 0.4.The acceleration coefficients are

determined by equation (5), where Tmax is the number of iterations performed. Since these coefficients

satisfy equation (4); thus, the swarm converges to the center of the Pareto optimal set Λ∗ as the iteration
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number (rt) grows.

c1 = 2.5 − rt

Tmax
, cr = 0.5 + rt

Tmax
(5)

There is evidence that members of the Pareto set may disagree with their choice of features. Hence, the

present study proposes a novel method that considers the level of support and the importance of features for

prediction accuracy in feature selection. The steps of the proposed approach are explained as a new fusion

approach.

3.3. The proposed fusion approach

In the decision-level fusion process, the conflict arising from multiple models must be addressed in the

final decision. In the feature selection problem, different models may choose various feature subsets. Hence,

it is crucial to integrate their decisions to achieve a more reliable subset of features. This article presents a

feature selection method and explains thoroughly for regression problems. In the proposed fusion approach,

the adjusted coefficient of determination (R2
adj) indicates the accuracy level of each Pareto member, and the

normalized R2
adj indicates the degree of support for each of them. In addition, the extra sum of squares

(ESS) assesses the level of uncertainty in prediction accuracy. The ESS assigns the initial weight to each

selected feature. Then, we apply a simple additive weighing algorithm to calculate the final weight. The final

score of the features is utilized to identify the best ones. Therefore, a subset of features is selected using the

given scores calculated by the proposed weighting method. The proposed approach is much more reasonable

in handling conflicts of Pareto members in selecting the features by MOPSO for regression problems. The

suggested technique contains three parts: the calculation of the degree of support of Pareto members using

the normalized R2
adj , the calculation of the uncertainty in prediction accuracy using ESS, and the calculation

of the final score of features using the simple additive weighting method.

3.3.1. The adjusted coefficient of determination

The adjusted coefficient of determination is an extension of R2, in which the non-essential explanatory

variables are penalized (Ramsey and Schafer, 2012). In this way, it is possible to judge whether adding an

explanatory variable provides a better fit. This article uses this criterion to determine the weight assigned to

each Pareto member in the regression model. The summation of assigned weights must equal one. Therefore,

the normalized R2
adj is considered as the weight of each Pareto member, formulated as follows:

R2
adj = 1 −

(
n − 1
n − p

)(
1 − R2) (6)

wi =
(R2

adj)i∑Np
k=1(R2

adj)k

i = 1, 2, . . . , Np (7)

where Np is the number of Pareto fronts,n is the cardinality of observations, and p is the number of features.
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3.3.2. The extra sum of squares(ESS)

The (ESS) is the difference between two regression models’ error sum of squares(SSE). The ESS

measures the marginal reduction in (SSE) when another set of features is included in the model. Hence,

this assesses the importance level of features in explaining the response variable. Assume that the regression

model contains one feature, X1. If we add another feature, X2, to the regression model,(ESS) defines the

proportional variation explained by X2. This can be expressed as SSR(X2|X1).Therefore, the extra sum of

squares explains the part of (SSE) not explained by the original variable X1 (Ramsey and Schafer, 2012).

The ESS can be considered as the confidence/importance degree for the presence of a specified feature in

the regression model, calculated as follows:

ESS (x2) = SSR (x2 | x1) = SSE (x1) − SSE (x2, x1) (8)

Generally, the formula for calculation of ESS of an specified variable xn can be written as follows:

ESS (xn) = SSR (xn | x1, ..., xn−1) = SSE (x1, ..., xn−1) − SSE (x1, ..., xn−1, xn) (9)

3.3.3. The simple additive weighting method(SAW)

The (SAW ) method is the most commonly used MCDM technique, also called the weighted linear

combination or scoring method. According to the SAW method, a new weighting approach is suggested to

compute the final weight of features. The steps involved in the SAW approach are:

1. Define a Feature-Pareto comparison matrix with (Nf ∗Np) elements, where Nf indicates the cardinality

of selected features and Np is the size of Pareto front.

2. Calculate the weight of each Pareto set according to equation (7).

3. Compute the ESS related to each feature of the Pareto members, and then assign a score based on

equation (9) to show how crucial it is. Note that the score of features that do not exist in the specified

Pareto member equals zero.

4. Evaluate the final score of each feature by equation (10):

Score j =
Np∑
i=1

wiESSij ; j = 1, 2, . . . , Nf (10)

5. High-scoring features are considered members of the final feature set.

Steps involved in the proposed procedure are summarized in algorithm 2. The structure of the proposed

approach is illustrated in figure(1).

4. Model evaluation

This section assesses the suggested feature selection approach. We employ two real price prediction data

sets, and tuning the hyper-parameters should be done before model evaluation.
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Algorithm 2: Pseudo code of the proposed decision-level fusion approach.
First stage:

Run the MOPSO-EN algorithm and find the Pareto sets.

Second stage:

Evaluate the importance of features/Pareto sets

1. According to Equation (7), calculate the weight of each Pareto member,

2. Compute the importance of each feature regarding to Equation (9)

Decision-level fusion stage:

According to Section 3.3.3, implement the SAW method to fuse the Pareto members and obtain the optimal features

set

4.1. Data sets description

Predicting the price of houses is crucial for every national economic forecast. We apply the proposed

features selection approach to a data set collected for 372 residential apartments built between 1993 and

2008 in Tehran, Iran Rafiei and Adeli (2016); Dua and Graff (2017). The data set contains building costs,

sale prices, and project and economic variables to analyze individual residential apartments. The total

features equal 105, and two output variables: construction costs and sale prices. Overall, the number of

instances is equal to 372. The presented method has been utilized to evaluate the performance of predicting

housing sale prices as the response variable. Because the features have different ranges, they are normalized

to the scale range zero to one.

The second data set predicts the selling price of used cars based on their features and current condition.

The problem is to model the sale price of used cars using the features provided in the data set. The client

could use it to estimate the price of a particular car. This data set includes categorical variables such as the

number of seats, fuel type, vehicle type, and owner type. Moreover, some continuous variables include the

year of the model car, mileage driven, the company’s standard mileage, the engine displacement volume, and

maximum power. Records containing missing values are eliminated first to pre-process the data set. Then,

a binary variable is created from the categorical variables, and the continuous variables are converted from

zero to one range due to their different ranges. After doing the pre-processing steps, the total features equals

37, and the total instances equal 823.

4.2. The performance metrics

Since this study’s response variables are continuous, the RMSEcv and the cardinality of selected features

constitute the evaluation metrics. Moreover, a 10-fold cross-validation process is employed to calculate the

first objective. The second one is calculated by counting the cardinality of selected features.

4.3. Hyper-parameters tuning

It is important to note that the MOPSO has no standard fixed parameters. They significantly impact

the MOPSO performance, so they must be adjusted for each problem to achieve the highest exploitation.
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Theorem 3.1 specifies that the MOPSO must determine the optimal solution early in the search process. As

a result, to increase the likelihood of a rapid enhancement in the MOPSO’s response, a high level of elitism,

a small swarm size, an archive size, and a pretty high mutation probability are used. The parameters for the

MOPSO tuned for this study can be found in table 3.

Table 3: The tuned MOPSO parameters.

Parameters Values/Method

Car data set House data set

Maximum number of iteration (Tmax) 50 80

Swarm size (Ns) 20 35

Archive size (Na) 15 20

Inertia weight (w) 0.4 0.4

Initial personal learning coefficient∗ (c1) 1 1

Initial global learning coefficient∗ (c2) 2 2

Mutation rate 0.1 0.1

Mutation function Initialized-jumping operator
∗ These hyper-parameters are updated by Equation (5) at each iteration

4.4. Model validation

This section compares some classical and advanced feature selection algorithms with the proposed method.

4.4.1. Comparison between the decision-level fusion method and feature selection method based on MOPSO-

EN

We evaluate the proposed method by randomly dividing each dataset into two sets, 70% for training and

30% for testing. The train data set undergoes a 10-fold cross-validation process to boost its reliability. The

proposed method is run in a MATLAB2020b software program using a laptop with a Corei7 processor and

8 GB of RAM. The overall performance of each Pareto and acquired features set merged with algorithm 2 is

evaluated by (RMSEcv) and R2
adj metrics. MOPSO-EN is also run for each data set, and the Performance

metrics for each Pareto set are reported in table 4. The Pareto set for each data set is illustrated in figures2(a)

and 2(b). According to the performance metrics for the House data set, the sale price of the houses can be

predicted accurately by at least 15 independent features (Pareto set 5) up to 40 independent features (Pareto

set 8). Moreover, at each Pareto set, about 98% of the variability of the response variable is explained by

specific characteristics.

Regarding the performance metrics for the car data set, the selling price of the used car can be predicted by

one independent feature (Pareto set 5) up to 16 independent features (Pareto set 1). Moreover, at each Pareto

set, at least 80% of the variability of the selling price as a response variable can be explained by selected

features. As evident in both data sets, the variability of the target variable can be modeled by different feature
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sets. Hence, to obtain the more reliable independent features set for each data set, algorithm 2 is applied to

the corresponding Pareto features set, and the regression model is built by fused features. According to table

5, for each benchmark data, the overall performance of the regression model built with the fused features set

is higher than the ones in each Pareto set in training data. Furthermore, the model built by fused features

can predict the response variable with high accuracy in test data. Our findings indicate that the suggested

approach is superior in training and testing data for two benchmark data sets.

Table 4: Performance metrics of each Pareto set in MOPSO-EN algorithm for training data.

House dataset Car dataset

Pareto set # selected features RMSEcv R2
adj(%) Pareto set # selected features RMSEcv R2

adj(%)

1 43 25.85 98.48 1 16 7.48 85.03

2 44 26.13 98.43 2 15 7.51 84.88

3 17 27.07 98.32 3 5 8.52 81.49

4 42 26.01 98.47 4 4 8.60 81.04

5 15 27.10 98.32 5 1 9.2 79.85

6 38 26.59 98.43 6 9 7.95 82.92

7 37 26.66 98.41 7 2 8.84 80.32

8 40 26.08 98.48 8 3 8.76 80.68

9 19 27.06 98.34 9 11 7.58 84.73

10 10 7.71 84.16

Table 5: Performance metrics of the proposed algorithm with fused features set in both benchmark data sets.

House dataset Car dataset

# fusion features RMSEcv R2
adj(%) # fusion features RMSEcv R2

adj(%)

Train data
46

26.33 98.41
15

6.368 88.45

Test data 19.66 98.74 7.22 85.38

4.4.2. Comparison between the decision-level fusion method and benchmark feature selection methods

This subsection compares the suggested approach with the Elastic net(EN) and the genetic algorithm

combined with linear regression(GA-LR) as benchmarks. In comparison with other meta-heuristic algo-

rithms, GA is a highly adaptable algorithm, which is the primary reason for choosing it as a wrapper method

benchmark. Moreover, the GA algorithm employs linear regression without incorporating feature selection.

An individual is represented as a binary vector with a length of P , where pi = 1 expresses that the feature

pi is selected for the individual, pi = 0 if the feature pi is absent in the individual i = (1, 2, ..., p). We gen-

erate an initial population consisting of predetermined numbers of individuals and randomly select numbers

0 and 1 for each entry. The solution with the lowest prediction error(RMSEcv) and fewer features have
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Figure 2: Pareto set of House data and Car dataset

been nominated for the next iteration. Equation (11) describes how fitness values for each individual are

determined based on the applied fitness function of GA(FGA), which evaluates the fitness value based on the

linear regression model. Also, the weights wr and wp must be adjusted separately for each data set. These

coefficients have been applied to assign the weight to each objective function to transform a multi-objective

problem into a single objective. In this paper, four scenarios for these weights are considered using a grid

search method.

FGA = wr ∗ RMSEcv + wp ∗ np (11)

The elite are chosen as parents according to their fitness value to produce children via crossover and mutation

operators. This study’s crossover and mutation operators are similar to those presented in Amini and Hu

(2021). Because GA parameters are not universally fixed and may impact the GA’s performance, it is

important to adjust them to the particular problem. Hence, GA parameters can be adjusted to maximize

exploitation in this regard. An elitist approach, a small initial population size, and an extremely high

mutation probability are applied to ensure a rapid improvement in the GA’s performance. Additionally,

random individuals are included in each generation to maintain a diverse population. Moreover, the number

of generations must also be kept low to satisfy the time constraint. Table 6 summarizes the GA parameters

tuned in this paper.

Several scenarios are presented in table 7, in which the higher the weight, the greater the importance placed

on minimizing the related term. In this study, the scenario with ((wr = 0&wp = 1)) is ignored because

this study intends to enhance prediction accuracy. Table 7 shows each original and selected number of

features related to each scenario. In addition, table 7 shows the performance metrics related to each scenario.

For both data sets, the wrapper method shows the most significant feature reduction and the minimum

(RMSEcv). As a result, this method not only reduces the size and complexity of data but also results in minor

predicted errors. However, for the last scenario(wr = 1&wp = 0), GA-LR produces the lowest prediction
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error, although it specifies the most significant subset. The outcomes in tables 5 and 7 indicate that the

suggested featured selection method enhances the prediction model’s performance by excluding irrelevant and

unnecessary features. Although our proposed method extracts more features than others, resulting in a more

accurate prediction and a higher adjusted coefficient for the benchmark data sets. Based on the comparison

of performance metrics, the proposed method enhances the prediction accuracy for regression problems.

In addition, Elastic net has been established as the embedded method since it represents a generalized

Table 6: the tuned GA parameters

GA parameters House data set Car data set

Values/Method

number of iterations 100 80

Population size 50 60

Crossover rate 0.7 0.8

Mutation rate 0.1 0.2

Table 7: Results of experiments for both data sets in the wrapper method(GA-LR).

Scenario House dataset Car dataset

(wr − wp) # selected features RMSEcv R2
adj(%) # selected features RMSEcv R2

adj(%)

(0.3-0.7)
train

8
30.51 98.14

1
10.02 77.43

test 29.02 98.35 7.66 79.16

(0.5-0.5)
train

9
23.75 98.73

1
10.04 76.57

test 31.57 98.41 7.35 83.06

(0.7-0.3)
train

12
27.41 98.62

1
9.54 78.64

test 22.63 98.65 9.04 74.14

(1-0)
train

62
19.88 98.99

27
7.22 84.23

test 21.08 98.19 9.67 80.68

version of Lasso and Ridge regression. The EN method would achieve optimal results through the careful

selection of hyperparameters. Therefore, four regularization parameter values are considered in the grid

search subset. Table 8 shows the (RMSEcv) related to each scenario and its selected features. This table

shows that increasing the regularization parameter (λ) leads to lower selected features and higher (RMSEcv)

for both benchmark data sets. Moreover, the highest variability explained by the EN has been achieved

when no regularization exists in the embedded model (λ = 0). Tables 5 and 8 compare the proposed and

wrapping methods, showing the proposed method’s performance in enhancing the regression’s prediction

accuracy. As evident, For both data sets, our proposed method can lead to better performance metrics with

the performance obtained by the wrapper method.
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Table 8: Results of experiments for both data sets in the embedded method(EN).

House dataset Car dataset

(λ) # selected features RMSEcv R2
adj(%) # selected features RMSEcv R2

adj(%)

0
train

103
427.2 97.73

33
203.28 83.85

test 278.44 84.72 123.23 77.58

0.25
train

99
430.49 97.89

12
222.24 80

test 286.46 80.61 126.6 74.94

0.5
train

37
433 97.8

6
239.27 77.11

test 302.11 81.73 134.79 74.99

1
train

27
436.28 97.62

4
268.14 61.28

test 310.39 81.11 219.12 52.76

4.5. Statistical analysis of results

In this section, we perform a non-parametric test called Wilcoxon with a confidence level of 0.9 to identify

which algorithms are substantially more efficient than the others Jahani et al. (2022). The outcomes of the

test are provided in table 9. The findings demonstrate that the suggested method outperforms the other two

benchmark algorithms. Nevertheless, the red values in the table indicate that the presented approach cannot

perform as well as the algorithm pair method. However, despite the uncertainty in the benchmark algorithm,

all tests have shown that the offered method is superior to the others and appears error-free.

Table 9: The outputs achieved by the Wilcoxon test for both data sets.
House dataset Car dataset

Proposed Alg vs GA-LR Proposed Alg vs EN Proposed Alg vs GA-LR Proposed Alg vs EN

P-value(Train data-Test data)
RMSEcv (0.05-0.05) (0.05-0.05) ((0.978-0.977) (0.05-0.05)

R2
adj (0.978-0.978) (0.978-0.05) (0.05-0.05) (0.05-0.05)

5. Conclusions and future directions

This paper proposes an innovative procedure for selecting the most significant subset of features to enhance

regression model accuracy. It includes two stages: a hybrid wrapper embedded method and a decision-level

fusion technique. Initially, the MOPSO-EN explores the solution space to identify the subsets of features

with the slightest prediction error and minimum cardinality. It can minimize the process of finding the

optimal features by circumventing an exhaustive search across all possible solutions. Then, a novel decision-

level fusion algorithm is used to obtain more accurate and reliable optimal features, improving accuracy and

prediction error and getting more reliable and stable features for a regression problem. The superiority of

the presented method has been discussed on two real data sets. According to the outcomes, compared to the
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other methods, the presented method effectively reduces the number of features and minimum (RMSEcv).

Hence, combining wrapped features with decision-level fusion reduces the dimension of feature space without

compromising accuracy. There are a few limitations to this study that suggest directions for future research.

Even though the MOPSO is superior to exhaustive search methods, it still requires much computing power,

especially for large data sets. Moreover, the Elastic net can complement other algorithms to settle this

concern in future studies. The suggested method can also be implemented for various data sets not covered

in this study. An examination of other fusion-level approaches could be considered for future studies.
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