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Prediction of Diabetes Using Various Machine Learning Techniques
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Abstract

Diabetes is a life-threatening disease marked by unusually high blood sugar levels. It is the leading cause of death in the globe. According
to rising morbidity in recent years, the number of diabetic patients globally will reach 642 million by 2040, or approximately one out of every
ten persons. It is true that this requires a lot of focus. On the diabetes dataset, a number of data mining and machine learning techniques were
utilized to predict disease risk. The goal of this work is to investigate several machine learning algorithms for diabetes categorization,
carly-stage identification, and prediction using a feature-based dataset. A benchmark PIMA Indian Diabetes dataset is used for experimental
evaluation, which includes 768 patients, 268 of whom are diabetic and 500 of whom are not. At the end, the accuracy of various machine
learning approaches is measured in order to assess their performance.

Keywords: Diabetic prediction, Glucose level prediction, Machine Learning, Classification, Logistic Regression, Random Forest

1. FEET AT SYfe T IUTE el HIAT 8, T Th I ¢ Al
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TE U TTE FHE & S TR SR AT & | 19 SFgrd i bl &' | 981 BRT & fo Hege bl Argeie fhelk her



70 MRS e ud sienfies ssar afer af 32 sfF (2) feEmr 2024

ST & | STFAR 9 A9 YR & AIHE AI9E & ol (o (o
1 7 o geffd & 23u-1 HYHE, -2 HYHE SR THHHIA
HYHE" |

T(EY-1 TYHE I7 el I (o gfer el B @l Rafd
T ST T8 BH SfCI T IATET Al & | Al TR W
T 7YHE 1 5§ 10% -1 BT & IR Te 7 %ad dra
7 QIyTaTEET H 2T &, dfcd gawhdl § Y BT ¢ | 2T9-2
THE T BT & 319 IR ENT 3G ware &9 § T Tél
2T 2 | g § TYHe & @ 90% I 22T-2 HEHE &
21 R UBR & AeHE, TR qgHe Afed (SfEm)
& U & | FE AEEL | T 2gfa & qaTeid &9 9
YA AT & 0T 0 STaRar Bl & | T T
afedretl § & AT 2-10% THIETT 9YHE F gHIEd S
2, T9d & q1E ge a¢ | qehdl & a1 A | 2 qehdl ¢ |
Ay & o AR wRE

T2Y-1 AYHE B o0 a8 Feaqel Sifaw ®Ret § §
T, NIRATRS S(eT & | 38 ST, 291 AgHe T
FROT AR HE A FhA0T & 93T &1 &° | T2U-2 AT
ffataa SifaT wReE! & HRT BT © |

1. T 2. HEHE o qIREAT S8 3. 3 4. HM
5. AR TATAfer @ FH 6. I= Tha 7. Sl
HATER 8. THHIA TLHE 9. A

e dfaeq & dEwe qRomd B 2 1 Ud
HEHE T bl [T~ YR bl T FUEnsl & {dehigd
B T T I SRGH BT ¢ | BT HYHE 1 9l BT
T L &, e 56 a1 | TEAd & [ ATIATI HIhT

% |T-A1e TR S it U Feayel e FHr
T 139 T & daNE [ I8 WedN &, 39 fafehar oK gar
& T YETerd fohaT ST |ehall & | AEHE & ARl B et @
fawhaT S dfreT & afed Areatys @ q9ens &
foehTer T WaRT BIAT & | SdoTa, AeHE @ o e o
ITAR SAfeAdTst & Fa AR TR e Faened & g
& FH HA H T BT |

HEHE I e TR AGHE 32T &1 ATEAT HEAT HioT
T T | ey dad guwnst ¥ e & fau fafre
aeie @t faferdt a1 Suan fhar ST & St ot d
7 fafare € | stferepisr faferear 2e1 § TR-aeRar, TR-amr=ar
3T U Sfdf-ifed gedee ST Bl ¢ | Safay IRaRe
3R 2Mh €T & TR qeheileh oid foh THIITH, oq
BIFETHE ST SESOT 21 37 ST &l A &, Wl I
22 P B | TP Tal B & | T I BT & A&
TeHE AN & e w @ ofY SEd fafieT wfie
AT TENRER AT BT & | Fedhal AR T&T dige &
faf=T Tiied &t o & fau SuanT fhar S & | 54
ST N Iegd WHE & YA & o7 JaR HE |
fafir=T msfim @i oenfes 1 SwmT w6 &

2. Wie I e

T 2 ¥, T TR @I | 9YHE & Jarda & o
A AT SR FTRLeT TeiRed TR 74t & & | e
a7 fergaor SR e a6t o oy e Uit o1 ST Jer
¥ N AT, T |l SET H U STagaeh e
& | 7R B Ut Ao 39 WhR TR o

. HYHE D YDR

ergU-1 HYAE

1gu-2 AYAE

THaRIST
ayHg

= 1. 9YHE & yaR
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FAR SR T+ Th A HYET-SMERT TgHE
QATTAT IO T&I ! ST b i A9 &9 § START &
ST ATl qefer HEM T UIEH i Ueh GO i
H ITART AT &° | el el Iedi & fag Temeudy
3T T HER T BT LT (64T | Ie (=0 BRE,
qAtfoiieesd RIS TR T J99 1 SEHAT (hdT 3R 3T
Y &l AT TG ARKTT AR HABR & greeenior
q P, AR IR REH 79% AT & Y T8 Je=
T & | S AR 37 IR ST | FYHe 1 GaigA
U SR 79 8 TR & S9dn fhar ar | 3=
qiTaT Sedl & T 10T E-g@mE SR gfasrd
TerdTST Tepitehl T SUANT (T | IRl YAl & Areas
q AR & TH A & 529 ARKAT T TLHE AR
TR-AYHE 22T U (ohaT | TN RO Jard & fh &9
BRI 3 TRNREH & ol § 98at Jes & ¢ |
TN, STATEE AT T & AR ETRIA I T8 Flhar
N T w9 G RUE T2 R W B Afas iR o
wiEeTsT § YR S SRS JYHe Afcred qarga o e
T SR AT @ T @ e Ao
fohaT | I8 HYHE QATHM T &1 J&d H & oY
URARE A AT THREH P BET Io/ T | J&Tied
YOI T oo STHAT & U ST & HEHE 22RE T
TR 1T &T | ST9EST qROM 30 Uafie TREH i
Wﬁ%—ﬁmqq@ﬁ,%wqﬁwﬁ? ﬁ“ﬁ%ﬂ(decision
tree)ﬁ%%ﬁ%l@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁq@?
T & o0 BIETIRRHERA fasduer W e uw
Ttftreee FEIST Hisw &1 T&amd @ ar | Sl TimerT &
fTT 459 ARET & 227 T Aisd & TU&T SR TS &
ToT 128 227 fogaAl BT STNT oA | 39 ST goTal
552 KA B IR-AYHE & € § el ST & qUIhd fhar
3TR 92% T TEhAT ST & | BT, TR qabrih
AT HAATYMEF Theilchi g &l bl T3 T |

UYATRRAR 5 99l @1 TiiRem &1 SuanT i
qeHE HfcTed iRt Yol Udd & o7 | & &9 4,
S gHieTE wdie Ruifed & fafrm @t ok
TEHE 32T o AT Ueh qUI dere i 1 SUANT feha & |
IR THAIUH % W-a BT & @ q 999, e
21 SR =RA Feah Bl o 7 Afee HIra urar | 5y o,

ST AT el & SR UHie 999 fawga w8 o
T 3R 3 o 1T ST T ST AT ST HGHE qHeheT
% o0 dUe Iy A TEIRed &1 a9es fRar ar'! |
T YISTEUAT Sfeae SAfIeT ST T ST (T |
T AT, T8I HISd bl Gelehal § GUR & fo1T BT
T SR SRR R H-WHiee THE-TTdT BT START
fopar | TEH yarTe TR | 9 999 Hied W 99
e Wl &l |ateaar &l fa@mn | 919 SR o |7 7Y
FTeReoT & T aefieRtor dehriienl 1 JeeTeTeh [ageraor
TR TRAT'? | SRl HIeTS A AT RAiied S} U
THIT HYHE ST F ThsT {ohT T GSETAY AR 32T
T TET BT | &1 & AN BT AgHE & &9 § 2TEe
@fmﬁ%ﬂﬂe{%ﬁﬂf AdaBoost, K-[Heheaq usrt gferm=,
TR AT STER BRI BT UL R | 8 STAT, el
ST ge fasest faswrmar f& iqt @diwar &
AR AR ST Grrarsit & sem & g aRieer Teiies
& | IYIET & | . foOorr HER IR o 7 AYHE &
QATTAT % foI {oH B TwiiRed AT e THT qomedt
fafa & S A AT dedie § ST #e S
FEHAT & QT T AT o forT HegHe bt Grives qaigar
Y THAT & | JEAIT Hed AYHE & QAAN & oY
T RO AT & ST GRem | YaT e & fb wfasgant
JOTTAT JHTET S &, HIaarde S 999 qedqol &9 &
BT HEHE T 1 ATl e H qar & |

T T ST SR 31 F A @l Aebeiient b1 AT
Tich HYHE bl TN S b, TRt SEd T STe-3eT
AT AT HiE & et & AT | AYHE i Afasar
HET & THAH, difiies RINE, T | 78 aRaer
HeHE T 1 U&el Il T & [ Ueh Gl deheileh bl
YT B & | SR Q12T SR ST ¥ 221 WIEfT 6t SudnT
T BT AT THE [T bl FTTamoT g wegHe I
iAol TOTTH T SeheaT Bl & Si TYHE AT o ST T
ST ¥ HYHE ol ST T faeeror 3ot &°° | 38 yoma
T, I AYHE I % A W AR H & a0 qEEas AR
HUATT (FH-Fehedd TS T8 TNRET & SUART 6 T
T & SR ALHE T[T bl WITTaTn & forg et fafer=
TOISTTaTT 2hT TTeht SHTehT TSRt Rl & | T, e Hated il
ffoiae aifereer 1 A &




72 MRS e ud sienfies ssar afer af 32 sfF (2) feEmr 2024
arferepr 1: forer daferd e @ i
wax Eav wafa/gieahor EEE o
(2016)'° % fordr 37 At S48 feeie & i ammg @ e e TTfed Sea T
Elicae Keaicakea) Rl (AUC)=0.98
fergereor
HEHAR TG 31 ffepTor srenfe ZeT Y WAIRE® AT Freed & = 69%
(2017)" AT qeeiehl T EeEt AT T &t = 71%
TN e AeHE e I TG
1 ferearlt K-fraee J@r IET = 80%
(2018)"® N ITAN e HELHE U T A HEHE T = 76.30%
1 Wl (SVM) w& ¥
EEE)
Uyt U o A5l @T it e Fgd &7 F TE = 96%
(2019)* TANTREH &1 PECRCAERES THET qYHE I&Tl = 93%
TYART X TEHE Eiuul zere f 800 I&T = 90%
t sfereaR A wE g & TS = 91%
e & TET = 86%
K-fre J@r T&T = 90%
(2020)*° dfrer Fea® HYHE T = 94.02
SR AgHE
Hfgegamft dieed
3TETE Td 3T A9 T BT SUEIESE RO R HbA 1 c-Taet arar Fl-=r =
(2021)* TEITT HTh [ESIEE N T 82.05% SVM &1
AYHE A T, Yo ST BT
Afererarelt W e BRE IR TAHaT FPG-traa 3 Fl-wr =
BEGINCRECIIRC 87.72% Y=A
Tk GUTE el ST BRE BT SYIT
HET B
3. WA 9O

o 2. wyguE wfasrErel |Jizd & fog et we &
yaTe feardr | 39 6ied # uid STe-STen #iggd ¢ | 9
Hizgd & QAT 2 i. 2TEE FE ii. TaT T-TrRf iii. fmior
TS iv. FARTH BER-UTHI 8§ Y v. T
3.1 Tl AT & Tl

HYHE & AT & T, B A9 &9 & STINT i
S ATl B8 STATE e qehrlenl 1 SR (6T & | &
w9 ¥, e Afh bl wgHe & fher ot 9ot § it we
% oIT g&amad dbAihl & /g [ageseT e
ST & | YT qgHe Afasarel aedihl w e 38
TR © |

(i) wifiie® RAITF (Logistic Regression)

Ueh Gdferd fareror arfieReor Ueifien, wiforeesd Giema=
o Ush qdafera feror UeReT ¥ 1 39T SUANT I8 Il

T % forw fomar ST & o6 ue ar stftre wfasgamerett w
arenfa fasmemd gfafsrar & fohawr Fumemr 21 F ypfa &
fRER a1 STHaq & 9 € | 9 &9 H 37 SATeided &l
AR wiiehd a1 AT HET FTed &, A1 & AfIED
I @ X 2 | T8 22T BT GEAG ®T H qha Bl
2, I I 0 SR 1 H, e S At @ weEE &
FHRIEE T THRIHAD b & H a(hd & & fad 6T
ST & | Aiiiited RIS &1 9@ @6 999 38T e
GO 8, I @& 3 AfTTameT o) & 9T G4 B au
AT & | WifoTieed A U Higd & 9 difay RIgs w®
e ¥ | difoiites R Aied qere® i THRIHS
T T AT T iAol 3 & o RiEs hag &
TN YT & | WioTedeh RIS TRI™ & =R0T-

1. 0 G-SIEIET =)0
2. TIQMET He o forg witiees U9 i
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. 2 3R ot U] 1
PIMA 2. EfﬁFﬂﬁ: » e acH » ﬁi‘ﬂﬁf;ﬁ“& I
mgﬂsl ‘ 3. Tad aﬁ'a“l' i it %ﬂé’;ﬁ
Wt | | amEm | 200 e w1 Sk
| ] | Wﬂﬁ'ﬁﬁ?ﬂ AGEHT EIGI
5, Wia E]T[ﬁﬁ:‘l-ﬁ Hetear o &[%l
EhieH | ol R fabar|

e 2. eI W @1 gaTE

3. TOeT GROMH @l iaea@roft &er

4. YR &l G&TOT HrehdT YT

5. TUEOT HS GRUMT &bl hed= T el
(i) qfUe T FAMAEER (Gradient Boost Classifier)

Afzde gieT us afteor gfteaior & ot wiasgardt &
foTT T BT TeTaT deheiehl § 9 Ueh & | I8 Hiasami
% o STRpeTrett farereft Afsw 9 &% o &2 9« &
farenfefat a7 Siedt € | I8 fTae 3 e W SmeaniRa B |
7€ IS T2T F2l B F(hd B & [0 Tk AT T
SR A T & | UfsUE gRET Wied & yeed H
Y IR & 1 R B ¢ | Jfete e e &
aTUT_

1. @& 7 & U 997 W P . & &9 H fo=ar L |

& gl | FfE I SN T |

e TH H FH FH F AT a9 B STEAT AR
TS e |

Y1 [Ta] = 9T [Ua] + STH UH [Ta]

Hisa freteat @ fagerwor SR o Bl waeE
‘T’ (F) ZIT &1 Sl 2 |

FifBa ST deg uiomy ‘df dh G @l
TR |

2.
3.

(iii) TSR FATHERR (AdaBoost Classifier)

TS (AdaBoost) Bl ‘{ﬁ TE o a%hd ared
FATTATHRIE T Tebeilh &1 | AdaBoost, AT STkl
RET, TH ARYT RET THAB & S BE CFAR
FATEER” BT T “AAId FATTHEARAR” § Sl @ |
R q51 FEAT § HHAR AN E Teh A FATABRANAT
T & {0 U geAmEr AT gftedT g1 a8 FER
Higdl U @l § Tk Hisd Hl Uh G W@ fohar
ST 8 | I8 # @ [, Uk Hise faebie w & fog
YFTETOT 22T 1 SUANT R ST & | 9 Wisd bl @iaal i
ANk HH B AT P AT AT A faepied fhar mm F o
T eI I T SAETAT AT & 519 d a1 af gL Jrrerr
2 U2 F S H I TE AT A & AT SATehas
qEam § Hizd A1g A ¢ | TSR TRRgH & a0
T UBd, USIEE (Adaboost) AEEE &7 &
T G qEHE A ¢ |

TE ST FTETT %67 §ieh W@l & STER )
gfsreror ﬁzaﬁww (AdaBoost) T3f=
AT T Bl FRET &9 F IR H 2 |
T8 AT qlieh | AT Y&ToTl 2l Tereh Jee aal
T T S I GAGRT | afiha el &l
ATereh HHTaT &l |

1.
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4. I€ FANAREARIL Bl Gelhdl & IR T TdH
TR § G Fawriia &l ao ol
ST AT 8 | STTeIh Tl FAahIaRaT i
Jiferes YR f&ar S |

5. A T I A9 Teh AT S Tk foh qHT
qirerr 221 gt ¥e § fthe 7 &1 e a1 99 ah
SRSl SAferhas H&AT T 2 ST |

6. ipd HA & [T, AMUH ERT G917 T FH
TT&70T TRMREH W are & |

(iv) T & TR (Decision Trees Classifier)

fefiom &1 #, yd% M s Uh B 3% &
yfafafera s & (See & fau, ar v fae oo &
T IA WS HAM), TIF A6 S Uk FAE aad (T
GTemett & 0T FT IROMH) &7 I B 8, AR
T T IR FAST ! SR Har & S 39 d o Sl
E o qde | TS Ui dh @ 9 ahoT (gHl T o
g 2 | oo & uenifem & =i

1. TGS BIEX & &9 | ASH & qre of i o7 61 |

2. TYE HIER ¥ 3ASeYe &l Afawarh w1 & fag
IR T =G R ST AT @ 9l 3Afern
gl

3. I=IaH Gl ATH &I TMIET IS & A A H
T fasioar & faw & S 2 |

4. IWTH A H IQANT TEf I A ATl GTem 0
SYANT &eh Ueh el a9 o [T T07 2 ey |

(v) M@ A T9® (Gaussian Naive Bayes)

MRS 5T 999 Uk 99 999 (Naive Bayes) &0
for=TaT & ST R 22Tt STAfT 3l & STR Mt aHr
fI@eT &1 SFTET FIA &1 BEA M A9 I
(Naive Bayes) T STIEIROT 3T T 3R Teh SaTedoT f&aT |
ARH F  UEd, SEY TH TR S & (6 a 999
(Naive Bayes) @1 | 999 Y0g ydafea a9f= @f+r
TRTOT TRNNGH & 66 & [0 SR Y& Hedm & S
7 999 (Naive Bayes) el ST © | I8 9&d AT Th
& |1 Ueh T BT Th1h & | I qd SUART &N & o1
TS I STATHAT AT Bl & | 7 999 (Naive Bayes)
FATABR T AT AT AR Haf bl & i & foQ
off foram ST Fehel 21

(vi) 3T &R (Random Forest)

Te uep fafer & foresr sunt afiewor SR gfermer &
fow fopam ST |epar €1 3T Hisdl @ ga |, I8 Aw
EHAT JSH HAT € | 59 WHIT & T 92 2™ BIE
e T2 €1 o 99 You v & fmfar €1 a8
URg Tedrar drae @ faftr ¥ e & o oas,
ATgEE a7 MO gt & Tes § GUN &I & | I8 HerT
& SR 997 G § fof geit @1 fmior w5 B wear &
ST Y S T &1 SATSeYe YT & S foh S-S Ui
T AT, AR, IT ST JiTeamon (Sferma=) &1 aen
T 1 {59 BRE TEnien & 90T
1. 9B heH B GO “TH” F AR gl
T FAT FHIAT & AT AR<<TH

2. “HR” gaersAl H, g9 B0 faue €
ST BT AT e |

3. |AH (IS & SUINT H¥eh IS Hl Sq-H15d
fermfora ¢ 1

4. ‘T 9P IOU Bl 9 qh AT A qh b

5. Y[ &l “UH” €& 99 & [ “0” F@&r & g
HEH T F 2 AR T 1 fwmior o5

3.2 giaeq T

TE T Aol 701 & f9eH AgHe &l Afaegantt &
forq wifser fmioT onfiet & | g6H eue qegdE &l it
% fau faf=r asfie @f+ oot @0 any fear 21 29
TWIREH ¥, Wit [, Ifste gie, uege, fEe
&1, E AT 99 SR oW BREE TR Uiy
Qe 21
TRATA YOG 2l TR
TROT 1: AT JEIhd AT Y, HYHE SIEE AT
|
TR 2: AT 22T &2 & fog 221 T W-08s e |
WO 3: T[S HN UL JT H T H X 20% Bl
T e & w9 | i & & [T 80% @1 ufaera
ferameT e |
TOT 4: AP AT THIREH I @fafes RAsH
(Logistic regression), Iif20e gR2T (Gradient boosting),
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TSI (Adaboost), fHe E1 (Decision Tree), Tia=
T 999 (Gaussian NB) 3R 39 ®i& TeiRgd (Random
Forest algorithm) T T & |

TOT 5: GIAEOT U & MR W Sfearad AW @+
TENRER @& [0 FAT®ER §ied 991 |

T 6: BTSRRI | B URAHI b1 SUANT b qlehdl
H gar L |

TROT 7: G | & SR W Sfexarad 7= Al Tenieq
% T FATARIER /IS T T & |

T 8: YA FANTHRARIT & [T UTed YA ge9i=
RO} BT oA iR Y |

T 9: =T SurEi & SMUR W Ay &1 % 9%
AT YS9 B Al TRNREH T fehd e |

4. YAREF e

Frfafad STg9rT 3 A9 AT TEnReT & A
TART 3 & [0 92T & 9% § fowar § 9qmn | 7=,
PIMA AR S2TEE & SUART HI@H & Ie9d & [0 T
ST & TR e gl & SUarT fage wsfia @t
TehIhi ! THFAT I T & o fomar Smar 21
4.1 T|WAL

o Sfege srafedia (diemss)) 2eme® & umr o
ehT & 3R 1990 | T+ rafch=a AR & TwAles
TORIoTeRT aedl & HedT (a=de ARl R i (ot 1T
a1 | TE 768 ARl i fafeear e Rure & daa 21
fE § F w2 Grr qRd afeard € S w9 F w9 21 a9
I & TR HIH T STREBT iR, TRAHT & a1 el
21 el 1 (YR HYHE TETT) H 268 WIFG STX el
0 (TPRTAS TEHE TAE0) H 500 AT &, ST HA S
T 34.9 Y9 TR 65.1 Sfarere & | FReferiiae ome fagioand
(e o) & Foretent aofe fopam A |epar

1. THIA B B q@n

2. WiRgH TIHS AEWAT LT F WATSHT Tehiel
THNIT 2 1S

3. SIEIH wha (fHT T=el)

4. TTEAH @ H ae Hiere (f)

5. 2-6¢ GRH Yo (THY g/THTA)

6. ISl 9 2 (fhall § o/ (Sarg Hiex H)'2)
7. AYHE FEE FARE 8. g (AW) 9. A W
(0o ar1)

4.2 JAHT TR

T8 Afaegarft wiza a1 Sffad =01 & | @1, & fafre=
TeichT g SI TTeheT Hlehal, ¥ Higar 3R f1-hR
T AN ¥ AfTeaTon GRRoTHT 1 qedlihT HYd & |

TN BT T8 SAYS AT Bl HA TE&AT & [T
e AITSaToTEl &l HEAT P ST © | T4 FHIHOT 1 %
w7 ¥ faar @ E

AT = (FET Wit &1 §@/aH T wiaeaoE
FI B FEAN) 100 FHIRIT. 1
5. QRO

AfIfes RUIE HT SUART afiehoT Hl THENS &
B B fog off foham ST Hepat 2 | T aR W, Wi
RIS FATa®RR [HEs $FM & a6 & &9 § Uh o
e BRI AT ARAEH O & (g G o
SYART R Tl & | BeTEe %as (Sigmoid Function) T
HIT SATSCYE 0 AR 1 & &1 Dbl QAT & | T A4 &l I8
T 3 B 0 Seies W1 Srar & o e 1 378 et
0 ® ¥ 7 qafed &1 fagiw w7 &, 0.5 F siferss afom
T~ A ATel TTYE 1 Bell 1 o {0 Fefer /=T ST
| zo faudi, afg smeeye 0.5 & %4 &, A1 et gy
® 0 W F Haferd & w9 H aipd fRAT AT 2| T,
BTEY-URTHIET [T dtferehl 2 § Yeisid & | 22/ W fafe
HI AT TRNRGH Pl AN A & d1G, 915 T8 qerdhal
arfereh 3 § Sfeaiad o | wifotees U 86% T Seaaq
Rl 3T & | &F o 8 § R = & Hremw 9 qrehan
off 3@ qad 2 |

TIfCTRT 2: ETEUR-URTHIET H23TT

ETER-UAHIE (Hyper-parameter) {Eﬂl’eﬁl’ (Value)
%D (Optimizer) TSH (ADAM)
A BRI (Loss function) Sofeg B Q??ftﬁ

(Categorical Cross Entropy)

FrafadeT (Regularization)

AT HH & HF a1
(Ordinary Least Square-OLS)

55T/ (Ridge/ Lasso)
—
(P-value < 0.05)

FiHIOT WFE (Activation Function) frmTaES (Sigmoid)
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arferehr 3: fafir=T TiifRen @1 gEar

Asf AT Teiie fremdu TER-IHE H
(PIMA) & &1 TR e TR TER FEEA

wifoes RIAIF (Logistic Regression) 82% 86%
fsue FRET (Gradient Boost Classifier) 77% 78%
TSI (AdaBoost Classifier) 77% 80%
=Ho EE'[ (Decision Trees Classifier) 76 % 79%
TMHaT ¥ 999 (Gaussian NB) 67% 71%

¥&9 WRE (Random Forest) 72% 77%
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{Random...

At ® R
UfSte g
fgﬁﬁﬂfﬁ{mumonm
B

’q—s-q .

e 3. fafte=r ueniten @& g & fog =

Highly Correlated Features Diabetes Classification
70 A
L diabetes
60 1 L neg
3004 B eos
50
x
<
€448
8
g 30 A : 200
8 5
@ 20 1 8
10 1 1004
01 ec0 o o o
0 25 50 s 100 125 150 175 200
Plasma glucose concentration il
ferr 4. weroHT Teehi SR diuwers & e e neg St pos
labetes
ot 5. wegHE iR

78t A T AR 32 & AT fasga &9 7 qamn
3| faferfiae e 4 oo s de1 d2 & Ao 6. TR iR i @ amm
farsarerT o1 yfffere et & | 39 ot fae 4,5,6 X =9 9 O | fafer=T 9eie @t fafert a0 e us
7, et 4 # Sfeaifad 3T & i Geer &7 g 2 2 T W I TR & 1 Y& Bl TS & | e 9=




Tt v g fafieT Aqef At awie R ayHe @ qd-wer

pregnant - Diabetes

\\l‘lhﬁdiiy.n._

pregnant

forer 6. Tofarit Afeaett @1 HgHE AR

output_var
- neg
B pos

count

N
o

15

e @ @ @ = @ @ @
5 & 5 § 5 & £ ®
S =} a o @ = -4
g = 3 = < S
8 ® &8 g
1
pregnant . .
08
glucose . 06
pressure . 0.4
a 0.2
triceps @
0
insulin i@ ’
) -02
e O
pedigree . -06

age

o 7. Geddy AERE

-08

arferert 4: fomr 2feae Serde A fasermo

wen
(Count)
TR T e
(Number of times pregnant) 768.0
ATSHT TS T
(Plasma glucose concentration) 768.0
SR T add
(Diastolic blood pressure) 768.0
T T wies Wiers
(Triceps skin fold thickness) 768.0
2 T2 P AR e
(2-Hour serum insulin) 768.0
EIERIGEEEEE
(Body mass index) 768.0
qYHE AT FARE
(Diabetes pedigree function) 768.0
34 (Age) 768.0
YROM (Outcomes) 768.0

o= RIECRECEE oft
(Mean) (Standard Deviation) (Range)
3.84 3.36 0-17
120.89 31.97 0-199
69.10 19.35 0-122
20.53 15.95 0-99
79.79 115.24 0-846
31.99 7.88 0-67
0.471 0.33 0.078-2.4
33.24 11.76 21-81
0.348 0.47 Yes/No (1/0)

AT & Tt iR wYHe Tede & fau gEe fnR ar
T ¢ | 3 At @ qeaie | feaman m §, e
Ao 4 31T ST & g atad aRem & Jle #
IYART FoRaT ST Fehall © | 36 qedieh & AN, fuer gfeam
e & o dffafes e 7 fdee &, =0 %
e & o H 9o STl Yee foar &) fumr Sfeaw
2T & forg dffaieds RUS & Feimar 86% ¢ o gae
TRl BT AT § FATS ThI HaT & | B M A
TRIRET Tl Flohdl &I JaT S8l & | T8 < & foh Aisa

ARET 3TEE I GAT § 3W SIES & Y AYHE Al
fersramoft & FErehar 3R Fhar § R BT £ | 3696
STETAT 6 T Bl STHT ST AT Gehdl & dIfeh I8 YaT Tar
ST T o STl % auf § I-TEHE AN T THE B Bl
fopaeiT T 7

Qe O § YYeRT SUSIT ATl bl dTfereh:

English Hindi
Algorithm FHa fafer
Analysis [BESER
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AdaBoost Classifier TS
Computer LSRNE
Classifier ERICTE N
8.
Diabetes qgHS
Decision Tree ESSISE R
Gradient Boosting Yfede e
Gaussian Naive Bayes T S 999
Hyperparameter BIEUR-UHIT 9.
Logistic Regression dtffees s
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