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Confirming and improving the model recovery rates of Q-learning models

Kazuya Fujita (Graduate School of Informatics, Nagoya University, 464-8601, Japan)
Kazuhiro Yamaguchi (Faculty of Human Sciences, University of Tsukuba, 305-8572, Japan)

Several studies that discuss the issues of determining an appropriate model highlight the
importance of model selection. The reliability of a model selection result depends on its model
recovery rate, referring to the probability of selecting an appropriate model that can be enhanced by

improving its model recovery rate. In this paper, we confirm the model recovery rate of a Q-learning

model and further improve its model recovery rate by manipulating the stimuli, particularly reward
probabilities. First, we confirm that the model recovery rates of four basic Q-learning models are
insufficient at approximately 60 percent. Second, we confirm that the model recovery rates increased

by between 10~20 percent due to inversing the reward probability. It is important to verify the

model recovery rate, which is fundamental quantity. Moreover, the model recovery rate can be
increased by appropriately manipulating the stimuli, which can be controlled by an experimenter.
Key words: Model recovery rate, Q-learning model, adaptive stimulus selection, KL information
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LERRERR O PICIE, B TIVRIRSEETH LT
TN B BAMEBROTTIE, BHMTOL A% RKE
THRAETNVERBHELC, 20Nl 6
Lz 77— 2 b s 20523 BB TH %,
F 7 EAYF AT BT B EHGER S 7 IV ERO—
MEEZDIENTED, LD bIFNA DfEHHR
NA D7 EBHIET) 7 (Gelman et al.,, 2014; Lee
& Wagenmakers, 2013; £ H#R, 2017) 2K ) 2D
HLHEICBT, ZOBMETVIZETLET
JVBIRORIEIZ I 4 B2 5 L FHEN L, XA
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DT URBHETY LY, BRI O
ERBL72ETNV AR L7208 O REMED LD %
MHETH b,

EFOVGEIREF L 203812 BT, p@fit
model | simulated model) & p(simulated model | fit
model) O 2 DDRERPELE R HH &L 7 5 (Wilson &
Collins, 2019), RiFlLX, Y I a2l —Y a3 FOED
£V TH 5 simulated model TF— % LR L 721
12, fit model 2EBIINLHERTH 5, FIZIE, €T
V1, 2, 3H5% - 7212, simulated model 723E 7))L 2
2T, ZOH, EBRICETFNV2 2Tk
B L CETFVERL72HEIS, £V 108 IENS
fEZR, BTV 2 ANBIEN LR, ETIV 3 HANEIEN
LWMEREZEZ DI ENTED, BIK, TV 2055
EN DRI E B ZETIVARIEN S
REFTHORTE Ld72H D% confusion matrix &
-5 (F1A228). 72, plsimulated model | fit
model) \Z, ETIVEIROER, &% E 7V (fit model)
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DEIEINHEIL, ZOETURT— ¥ BT TV
(simulated model) TH LML TH L, FEERIZ LD
TR RELETVEIRE LA TH, #idh
TETVDNETHDLIIMETE LWz, O
RPFEEE 5 Do HFETNHRT—FERETVTH
LIERZATHI O T E L 72 b O % inversion matrix
&5, inversion matrix (X4 X DOFEH Z F 1
I confusion matrix 22 5FHTE 5, 7272 LEET
fik1 % 7%, inversion matrix b, fE#E TV OH IR
BILHEHOETUNEEN T IGELEEIN TR
WA T, EEEAFEZL L, AKWFZE Tl confusion
matrix Z ¥ 32l —>a v ilihkprZ T, £
TN N BOMEREIT) o ET V) AN FE
X, HETVDPRBRIINDEETH 5. 512, HOE
TIHERFIRIIN D HERPEETH 5, confusion
matrix (T AEHED 1 T, EAEEI0 TH LI
FATHNZEVIZ E B D ) BOETIVA3100% 5
IENDIRPNZENIT EEZ T Ly,

AR, BRI LBEAESEIS & OB, RRAET VO
T QFE E TV (Daw, 2009; 3, 2018; Watkins
& Dayan, 1992) ASaH5Eami e (1= 54, 2019)
OFTEHSN TS, Bz, #1192 7% EDRER
BZamEe, QFEEFTNDI/NT X —5 OFEN
ZeE N T\ 5 (Chase et al, 2010), Q5EETFIVIZ
SWiNy T4y RIS LCE S NS 2 L%
Vo ZRINY T4y VIRETIR, oA ATy Y
=B, BIEFZEONLOOT Y LR ER
LCE¥x 7 V%479 (Steyvers et al., 2009) o 247
N SHAUSHI 2SS 2 S, 1T THIUTHEN G
Gz ohhv, I b2 o0 8maa717) . 2
Bl KLz BIE S QFEET VBV T,
HREREEIC B R LB F 2 (Schultz, Dayan, &
Montague, 1997), QHE EBIZT 4 — FXw 7 &
MDA & D2 G lEE) 1I2E W T QIH
EHEH LW EWET S GFELCIE21HZH), Q
fifi L X EEIUE Ol (BHE) k) %boTh
%o

QHFEHET IRV L DD DIERI 2 E T I HHE
T 5o AWFFECldik b B2 € T % (R 72
QHFHEFNVEIAZ LTS (FELIF21HZ
M) AWETIEILUTO3DOETFT VL ED, 5H4D
DETNVEER Do BN QFH ET IV TILER
ENhro/z Aty b QIHIZEH SN EIGE
TEH, BIRENGho/z20y b QMED EH
(HFE) SNb LT 25EHETIV (Forgetting model,
F model; Ito & Doya, 2009; Toyama, Katahira, &
Ohira, 2019) 2SHRET LD 1DOTH 5, 72, #
MR AEASTE () L8 (HR) TR L%
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KEAET 5 IERNFE TNV (Asymetric model, A
model; Chase et al., 2010; Kunisato et al., 2012) %
BHbo EHIZ, A U AE D K9 EE & vt
% AN7-E7 )V (Katahira, 2018) dxiHE 35,
FATIFRIC K o TlE, R BETNVEMEL TIXT
A= FWERIT-720, ETIVEFEERIE L 72
N3 5. FEVDHALIRY, IR QFH
EFNEEZEEO, 7V N BTT S AP
Thbo

FRETN) AN RICEETLERE LT, R
HIFEERIZ BT 2 EBHM O EETH 5, FEFRIHIX
EEEMN T PO —VTELHDOTHY), 787 X —
5 OHEERGE ML TN BT 57217 T% { (Heck
& Erdfelder, 2019; Murphy & Brincke, 2018), €7
WEPGERICEE T 5, ZO7-0H % B #R
CLICkoT, WMEBERLETIVERL EDN
T =AM EEELTEDRETH L, A
JETIZHFIC, L4720 25 A0SR CldMaES) 125 H
T ho QFEHETNIZBIT 2 MBI 2 B PW k2 D
NUF 4y NEHETIE, A0y b ABXUTB OHE
A1 T, Auy M AOHIERE ATy b B O#H
FHFE=S DA L2725 X ICREE NS Z LD %W
(e.g., Gershman, 2016), ¥7-Auy AL ATy b
B OISR % s S & 5 e GRENAERER) %
179 %4 (eg., Dezfouli et al., 2019; Katahira et al.,
2011) L 17b w4 (e.g., Beevers et al., 2013) 3
Do RIFFETITHEIRE A2 DN 771w b iFE
ERHRET D,

ETIVEROB A S OREGEIGE & LTl
Adaptive design optimization (ADO; e.g., Myung et
al., 2013; Myung & Pitt, 2009; Cavagnaro et al.,
2010; Cavagnaro et al., 2013a, b) SRR EN TV 5,
FoNr T4y MREEREHALC, ETVEROHS
FH SRR 2 70280 H 5 (Zhang &
Lee, 2010)0 Z O X ) 7 B9 2> fia 72 il HHE IR
FIZBWTIE, B4 BRRBEROSHICBIT 2 %)
" GO S) %% LT, SRR 5
WMABIRT A LIl b. ETIVEROEEILD
—ODFHDEF L L T Kullback-Leibler (KL) 1%
=D V) (Cavagnaro et al., 2010), AHFZET DA
FRIZB W T KL 1B % A LTl o B & 2 )
T2, KLIEHESIE, TFVALEFIVBOEN
RHNEGEZRT L) ZETH D,

AWFETITH) TR TO3RHIZEEDLND,
1EEE, FFERNLET VY AN iR
LT L Thbo FRITHEBR LIZERN L 4 ETVEE
Z72IRINZ BT, confusion matrix ZHH T 5, 2
HEE, KLEHRET RS2 LT, ETFVEROBIT
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KEBWTHIMOBE S 2 BETAIENTELI LR
BHT %0 FRICHINER SR ORI R BT T 5. 3
BEE, EBRICHMTY A v ELEEST LI ETET
W) AN) e ETEDL I L 2R FrI
WL X ) BT IVEIRO /ST + —< ¥ 2D BT
LI EERT,

K LOWRIILD T oMY Th b, 2HTILQF
BETN, EFVER, KLIEREOERN RS %
BT 2, 3HiTIEY I AL —Y g VERETI,
4EIZBWTREERZIT) .

2. HE

21 QEZETI

FEIREAT2 DOV Ty MIEETIE, BN
Aty A BONELLDEZERLCY v v 7%
190 AUy MERTLTFHEEL, k= 11320y
MNAZE=21320y FBEETET D, $72, RP,
& Re,, 22, AT t 2B 2 SR & i
HO(OFMME) L350 Re, 1324720 S84
BONLHMETH 5o FINT-HE 1 THINARIL 0 &
T b FEBIZSHIEIZT7 4 — F8y 7 S5 ik
Fidrn, EFL, Re, L 3KHT 5, SBITH5RIC B
LR 7 4 %, Re,=1, RP,,=1 -RP, (eg,
Gershman, 2016) L F%ET A Z &ED% 0, KRHIZET
b ZOREXHHT 5,

FPIEHEN 7 Q £ 5V (Standard Q-learning
model; SET)V) ZHMT 5, QFFHET NV TIXQ
BEOTEHIZBNWT, QLT 1 — KNy 7 Ehbil
MO ZS GRINTFIEES), 7, — Qu(0), 2 HH=
DBEFERN & Do 72721, Qu(0) 1XFRAT tI2BF
HA0y hkDOQETHY, 013/8F7 A —F X7 b
VTSETNOEEIZFEFEINT X =% a (0<a<l)
EWREINT A—=F B (0<B) ThHboy & EEHE
EF—FELT, y= 11320y FA%, y=0FR
TtTAE Y PBEBALZEZE®RTLLDOLET
%, QfEIX

QLk(a) = Qz—l,k(a) +I, (k-1 +y[71)aAt71,k, < 1 )

At,k =T~ Qt,k(a) ( 2 )

EVIHIRTHFSING EET L. 72720, L=
lifx=1,1, @=0ifx+1 ThHb, Lk—1 +y_,)
FET LI, Aoy hkEt—- 13fTH TEATY
25 1%, BATWERR-7250FRTHEETH L,
GRIZEMEL T Liky,—) EELSGEDDH 5.0

ATLIZBIT S, Auy M AOETFEEp(y,=1]0)
122Vl

1

1 +exp(—f(Q.1(0) — €,2(0)
ERET B £ LTT— & Al

y~Bernoulli(p(y, =1 |0)) (4)

EARET 5o
QMEOEHXEFBIE L IEE TV E LT, THl
ETN (FETIV) LEFROIERNBET IV (AE
FN) WD KFEIZBVWTIRFEFTLVTI, t—
1 3TH TEIR SN o 72 BIE D QAT 0 12T
oK (BH) ERET S, XTHCL

Qi (0) = Q-1 (0) + Ly(k, 1) oAy
(A1 Ry 9-1)) Q- 1(0) (5)

Ebo 1272 Lap (0<ap<]) IZEHFEINT XA -4
Thbo

AETITIE, FHMFIERE A, OFFI2E - T
B bFEKa, o] FWET . 25D, QHEOHE
i

Qt,k(a) = Qt—l,k(o) +1, (k; yt—l) {I@t—l,kzo) OCZAH,I(
FIA 1 <O0)oy Ay y) (6)

p(ytzl |0):

ET Do 72720, IC) EHH OGS
51, fizENhhro/zs 0 ERTEETH L,

FBRIRMEROE TV OTTFIBIE L - EEHME 7
)V (perseverance model; P £ 7)) L{E1Ed 5, P
ETNTIE, FERMISERS N ATy NIRRT
LBEANRITCRD LV WEEXEL . TNEFRH
A0, EREROET I &

1

1+exp(=B(@:.10) — @.(9)) — 6C()

(7)
EBIET %6 C(0) H3t3AT H O DR (choice
trace; Katahira, 2018) # % L T8, #IUTH~D
WBDRISZINT A =5 ¢ BROT VD, PETIN
TlE, 2O CH 1

PO =116) =

CO=01-9C.@+(-D""¢ (8)

EVHHHRATIRET S, B, v (0sr<l) I
choice trace DJHIEFEINT X =5 ThH b,

22 EFIVERICERT 3 HHRERE

AKBFFE I B v T LT @ Akaike Information
Criterion (AIC; Akaike 1973; Symonds & Mousslli,
2011), Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC;
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Claeskens, & Hjort, 2008), 3 & "Widely applicable
(Watanabe) Information Criterion (WAIC; % i |
2012) AT %50 mEHDETIVIZEITSH AIC 1

AIC, = —2108 pp(¥10,) + 2L, (9)

R De 1250, b, EETL m OLE, y=,
) L O, I XETF A MOT A= [ IFEF b m
DINT A=, TIEFATHEEET, F7omEHD
EF MBS BIC i

BIC,, = —2log p,,(710,,) +1og(D) I, (10)
EET S, WAIC (95, 2012) 1B LTI

WAIC,,= = 2Y 108 Eps [0131]0)]

+ Zi 070510 Py (|0,m)) (11)

TEMHTE D, 72721, E,qvar,  3FBEIMICB
LEFER X 05 TH 5, AIC, BIC, WAICW ¥ 1L
WZBWTYH, EFERICBWTIE, ZOMEI RN
DETFNVERBEDETIVE L CHEINT 5,

EEAE LT, A2 BV Tid MCMC #E5E
TH L7354 O — F & S 6, & LCH
Hth, #0728, AICIZBWTIEREIZIENS X
B LB AT E B~ LEWMERER & (O
75 - eI, 2004) ZFHTRETHLWEEELD %,
EEE o 7 S LTI ERIRER A 2 A LT
Wn7e®, ZOFEF AICEZFIHL w5, F72BIC
OFHEIZBIT 20 v TVEOEGIZFD F FHITE
TxFHALT5,

2.3 KL{E#Hm=E
KL ¥y, BogMh%x q IE LG/ % p &
L 72,

q)
KL(g; p) = fa(x) log — dx (12)
p&)

LEFSIND ORI - AU, 2004) . KL &=L,
BHOETIN q EBELZETIV p O & % 5
ERZONTWA, BT 512 KLIEREIL, HEOC
JEILOFIEEEHE R L T b, SHOETIVORE
&, KL &=

b0 l
E,

q

lo,

g *
A

* *
r 7 1-1
Y it log —+ (1 - ¥ )log —— (13)
! e 1 -
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Ybe 72750, 0 0F REOSHEB L ORE L 72
GATOINT A =5 B, 0 g \TEOGA, GEL
7oA COBIR A OFRIERTH 5, 2F D, S,
FAETNVHETIEEFEINZQMEICALABEL, £
NS BEIFFERD X VNZEDY | FER & LT KL 1B
BIFIEDOMERY, EFNVRHDPITREE 2 5, FliK
FIROBANSLED &, ENFITEFIVE TR
ROBEWERIELEELIENTELDY, Z0LH 7%
FEERH T A I H, ) HAFEEE 2D,

3. YIaL—Y 3 ER

31 FHik

KETIH, YI2l—varilioT, 42m0Q
FEEFNHEZ O, BTV AN REFERE
RO BZEXHNET B, EHI12, EBHIE TV
AU E o TETFVEIROINT 3 —< UV ADED D
ZERRT . ED XD REFRIBLTFA VARV,
FR IR SR iR O %) R 2 KL EHE 12 £ - TR
T BT OWTIIMTETRT .

YIalb—a YORMILTOEY THbH, 1.
TR T A VEFEE DL, ThIMAIL 1 THEZEL,
=T (0.8, 0.2) 2 EDOFREE TOHRDTHB L,
T (0.8, 0.2) &, IR A OFITESE 0.8,
U B OFEMIER2302THAH L 2FK T, 2. HD
TV ERETVmEEET 5. 3. T—FERE
Thmhab, ST =8 2ERKT 5. 2HTHBEL
TETABLINL. TEDILEDINT A — 5 {E%F
M35, 4. 420Q%HETIV (S,F, A PET
V) TMCMC #5E % 17V, E7 WV #ER % AIC, BIC,
WAIC ##liE L LTITH, 2OYIalb—ark
S0 KY e 2~4DAT Y T%, &ECHOET IV
(m=1,2,34) CTHY KT,

YI3alb—TaroREIUTOMY) THhDH, iR
FTH1E200, 785 4 — & OBEAlIZa=05, of =0.7, af
=03, 0p=0.3, =02, ¢=1, f=2 & L7z HM
=12 (0.5, 0.5), (0.8, 0.2) =B LT, (0.8, 0.2) T
=R s S ) S0 3R RE L7, 72721
N R X103 T 2 L 12T o 720 AIC DEHEE 2
ElZiE, MCMC #E 2T WHESHOE— F
(maximum a posteriori probability; MAP) % FJf L
oo HEISAIL, e, of, a, an ~UQD), ¢~
student 1(4,0,3) (— 5< ¢ <5), p~student t(4,0,3) (0<
B<10) #FH L7ze 72721, student t(df;mu,scale) 1X
HHEHE A 7B/ ST A—% mu, A7 —J/8T A —
% scale D t 5545 & 3o MCMC HE5E1%, 5000
TN ERY L, &OO20000 %7 +— AT v
TR E LTIET, MylExiE1ELT, 3F AV
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L7z,

32 HBREEE

ETN) AN EOFES (confusion matrix) %
FL7-oONFKla~lc TH D, T IHEHREMAEICLD
EWERTBE, BICIZY Y IV SET VR
OB TH D FFZPETIUNEDOS AL, 787 4 —
< ¥ A2, AIC & WAIC (UL 72 fi# ) ¢ &
%o AIC, BIC 3ZEME I, MM aBEaetd £ 2
RIS WAIC IZHFIEH L TRRE T <o
ERIZET VY AN)RIT6ERREEH TR
VW7 =< ALRE ALY (Fla), 20X %
KT, EBOERTH ZILS ETNVINEIENT
4, (S, F, A, PEFLVOENDDREIZEDET
WiZofzb LThH) SETADREILT =Y EWRET
VTHDHERMETE RV EICRD, F, A PE
FUDREDIRETD SEFIVIZRIEND Z 05 5
7O THh Do 72, BT A v CHMiESR) A3
ThE, ETFVERONT 3 —< Y AFEb-> TV
% (#la, 1b)s

57

X5, WSRO FE L Kb, 1lc &5
ERZ D, MDY I 2 L — 3 a3 v S RS
IZ Lo TCETNANDPEE R Z e FHEINT
Wk FEEEI, HINHERSEL I L o TETV) AN
VERIZ, AETNVERWT, 10~20%E LA LT
Wb, ZDXHIZ, EFIVEIRO/ST  —< > 2L,
FEERF AT b0 — VI REZ R T A 2 &
N, HIBREUETEXLI VTN b,

41 EE

AWFZETIX, AW 450 QFHET VIIBIF
L, BTN AN EEER LIz, 72, KLIEH=
Lo TED L) RFEBRRLTETIVY A3 3o
YETLHHIHE L, EBEICMCMC R—2D Y 2 =
L—2avldkoT, ERREcL ) ET IV AN
) ERPEAS D L EER LT

TPEARMLET IV A8 EIZ 6 FIREE L
LDOEIEEZ LMol 2OZEDNS, VLD

% la.
TN AN AR HEEESR (0.5, 0.5)
(A) WAIC HOET (B) AIC HOET W (C) BIC HOET )V
S F A P S F A P S F A P
S 056 0.16 0.28 0.24 S 078 0.22 036 0.32 S 100 0.34 0.82 0.64
fisEL7z F 010 068 000 018 fisElL7z F 012 072 000 034 fsEl7z F 000 0.64 000 0.32
7NV A 022 012 062 010  EFHV A 006 002 054 002  EFNV A 000 002 018 0.02
P 012 004 010 048 P 004 0.04 0.0 0.32 P 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02
# 1b.
BTNV A8 AR W (0.8, 0.2)
(D) WAIC HOET (E) AIC FOET I ® BIC HOET
S F A P S F A P S F A P
S 068 0.20 0.34 0.46 S 082 0.28 044 058 S 1.00 056 0.78 0.88
fiE L7 F 000 050 000 010 fsgl7z F 000 054 000 014 fisEl7 F 000 040 0.00 0.08
E7V A 014 014 062 018  EFV A 008 010 056 014  EFIV A 000 002 022 0.04
P 018 016 0.04 0.26 P 010 0.08 0.00 0.4 P 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00
# lc.
TNV JN) R W (0.8, 0.2) AEEREES Y
(G) WAIC HOET IV (H) AIC HOET W (D BIC HOET )V
S F A P S F A P S F A P
S 0.78 0.14 028 0.18 S 090 0.16 050 0.28 S 1.00 048 0.86 0.70
L7z F 000 070 0.00 016 fgzEl7 F 002 074 002 024 L7 F 000 052 0.00 0.24
7NV A 016 006 062 016  E7HV A 006 002 046 010  E7N A 000 000 0.14 0.02
P 006 010 0.0 050 P 002 0.08 002 038 P 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04

Note. S ET7 NV =1E#ER % QFHET IV, FET NV =RHAET I, AET)IV =3RRI AHET IV, PET I =REEIE
HYETINVEET, M (08,02) ATy b AOHEIFERS A1y B OHMFER02%ET,
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KIFFE TP 724 DODETFTINVEEZ HEEIZIE, FE
BROEERTE SN2 FIVEIROFE RS 5 \WITREIE
NIZET N % N= A LRHIZ O W I EE A
BT DI EWIrhe BTN T E12ETIVER
WREAZH L TVAEEICIE, ZOETFIVEREREL
EEIEETEZL20EGh0 v, TOZLEHF
ZAhE, BTV AN B MEPO ) ETUE L
THWBWZ E b5, &2 CTRIFFFETIENFIZ,
MR SR ORI RIEH L, Rt 2 179
TEIZEoT, EFNYINERYEST LI LS
TR L 720

ADO 1B 3 2 BATIIZE I B\ Cld,  FEERHHC
LoTETFNVEIROINT 4+ =< VADPUETELH S
EMREN TS (Cavagnaro et al., 2013; Myung
& Pitt, 2009), JEATHIZE & Bz 2 051%, ARBFZETIE
QFHEET I E V) BERFUKAED S 5 ET I E o
721 &, adaptive 72 7 A~ Tld 7 < fixed design
B L7-HTH D, adaptive T A ¥ xS
DPURT — % % F T & FEBR P I A& B 1 1228
1bE 42 T3 C, fixed design & 13 FEERF R IZHE
RY AN R, BMEOREICERR L, R LT
ETHDo QFHIT LTI LR 2 2L s
5 EIETERW/Y, fixed design )7 AMEF]
BN DD, QFEHETFTNVIZHBWT fixed design
ZREL7ZIRETYH, EBRIC Lo TET VY A
IN)RIFYFETEZ. TDEHIZ, EBEI T T
O— )L CTEBERIHE V) BEHRIZL T, 7L
BIROINT =< Y ABLPETIWVEROFELE L
NEHWELONENORENIEDLL, TD-0,
FEEFN T A >~ 2 REN 2 OBENIEET T2 &
FEETH S,

42 SHOERZE

RWFZEOBA A 3 miE L TB . I,
confusion matrix (X HAATH] R AESA 1T, £
NLPAMZ0) HEMEATDH B8, RIFFEOERTIE
Z %o Ty, iz L ) TV
HoN) BITE L, BAATINSE DO Wb o0, F
PUFEOHRMIZFEENT VD, TFNV) BN R
REDSEEECld e o 72 R & LTI, fixed design
Tholzl b, 22BN T4 v FEREL W) FRERE
FEEARIEEE LTV &, HlER L AE2 LT
WD THIED I35 — VDT ie O REDE 2
bNb, BEIZ Lo CIdEEE AL LD &
Wo i WRZTREZTHIIET, TV AN
BEAMBMZRRICEVEDITL I EPHEETH
5o

B, RIRIIEAZSED T =723 LT, f#l

5 61 7

N EICETIVERE T R % g L7z &
o TWAETHD, FEFITIE, BREETIVEMA
T WAIC % & CHEFERo7— 5 2R L TETIV
BIREAT-720), EORBIETIVIH) 2 iBEE
BELT, BRETTNVO L) IZER LN D5H)
5 Z DOEAEEEPER E N2 WET HETF N EE
HALTHMT A0 TEDL, ZOWE, SINEN
VI 55, &ROF— 353z 5720, 57
W) N BFESROBREIYEL 25 L TPHEN
bo SO BIRIT, EFNY AN KT
EHERTHLDOLEETH L,

B, BANICETIVY) AN)ERIE, BB E
TNty ML TEPED S, ET VLY MEE
ZTVALETOETFINOIETHY, LRIOBAEX
SSFEAPEFLDAODDEFTNDIETHD, Bz
X, 7' TIVE B ANTYA, RO L
IZ confusion matrix DHIZZEH L L HHESINL, F
Tty MDD LN, FERE LE T HE)S
Hbo T2 ZFL, BHICEOETVPET VL Y
MCE TN TR WAL, confusion matrix D
W% &5 RS B e EBIERR 2 30 & e o TR
T AMEDSHLEI R > TL DA,
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