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Fig.1 A route to predict a property.

35

| 695




45258 Vol.25 (2020) No.11

FREREIZET LT BRI ZOBBENEELE 5D, A
I8 = 2V QBB A D TS, EREE TR T 2
FF= IR LTIR—REVWEFAATE TS XA
TR, Pl — 2120 LTI Z OF TS & % PHIGE R AN
s o EEEHE WS BES LIZLIZET B, Z
O AW % 5 2T ANEBROHIREEETH 5,
HE AR E T — 2 9 A TV 2Tkt 1 LIRSS, i
TAEIRT 2 Tk (Fig.2) & LT, At aaiiug (A1C) ¥

A R B BUE (BIC) ¥, lasso®, MY 7 & 0)%5
HE0d 5,
ASTZR A WS B B3 FyR U 7= &k 5 1280l 1 4 58 3

T 5 &0 FELISHC, ATTERORIT AT 5 Fiihid
0;0%&kbfizﬂﬁ%\ﬁﬁfm o — by a—
I HEND V. IRIED TR AT S I — 2L FIK
%ﬁﬁmkmotiﬁé%éo
RO T AR 5. BB ikkfcf%’”%ﬁof)\hﬁiﬁz%:
WAVE e < HIPR U 72820, b &R BAIc k> TE b
—bi7%ﬁn7/1)@%%%%@%&LMﬁT%ﬁﬁ
5:&&m%ﬁ@km&ﬂ%iW@W&Lwﬁfiﬁﬁé
LS T 3, KRB (FER 2 Bk & 5 72 B (12
ﬁnt%ﬁ%rwéﬁéanvbﬁfia<\m%%%%m
KB S 72 [0FEF N EAES 0D T & &S 5., WP
HRIEEE L TOBWA, ZOTETILOREEIIRICT — 212
IAZHRDBGAIYHEETLELD QEND G521 DH 5, JIE
fEfrE T IL & LTE, PUH X 3 EREE € 7L (RA)
SN A T, IR A BRAE T AL T & 3 47 7 2 @R
(GPR) ™. IR & hiIRE &0 S RS A D AT
AMTIBHROEBR T 280 7-=2—F )% v b7 —2Al)G
(ANN) 2, 70y b D7 —V v (EARROUE) HiRKit
5% & ZAIAYRERRAE S| XTI H — FLEEIC & 0 IR
RETWMOWAS LI ICLRINIZH R - IRy Z -7
VIR (SVR) ¥, B OPEA (EREIEIRRA) OfEFRO

IEREAT

o Za—Flxry bT—=7
© YR—bRsa-woy
e SURLT7FLRE

o AURTOEZER

:/t; ZEYav
BHAHZ 12 —F I3y kT —72(CNN)
> Mask R-CNN

o DEBEHAHLF Y bT—J(FCN)
L Segnet/U-Net

o B BTERILE

AR

o BIZEYTILTY XL
- MFEREL

o RS TR EL

Z/\—Z-T-E
AIC/BIC

« Lasso[al)@

o ERHPW/N—FIVERD DT

« t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor
Embedding (t-SNE)

e F—bIra-—%

- BEfttey 7

Fig.2 A variety of machine learning methods.

696 |

36

Pk L BT VA LT+ LA M (RF) ¥ 7% & 2MRER 7
BEWEEEETH 5. T OB FERIZ 655 X — 2 0'd
D, FNEENAIS—I8F X =R LD HER A A 2D
FEEDRWETFILEES 72012134 73 —3F X — & D
LBV ETH B GHllIZERT ).,

BRENESTE 7 A FEAH I DU T2 MR 2 A
ESTWBETTHBDT, FHEAERNT L3S N5 4
ﬁ?ﬁ%@ﬁ%%“’ﬁ%ﬁ@hﬂ)“iﬁ%&lkfﬁé

ROIEFEE TR TE 224513, ZOIETEF L%
@ofkﬁﬁﬁwﬁ&Abﬁ& AT S I RUE ST
% Z & & A RERERINIC '\ MEESTE 7 NAEBIREIZ A 72
&ﬁ%ﬁ@T-ﬁ@@%ﬁﬁé&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%h%?%ﬁﬁ
H %, T Z CNEfRNTE T IL T TR O 72 A28
DHFPADAZ OREPRAE LN TNB I LA FBE T H L, W
FRMTODREIE & R T % 5 DIZF DANEROHHDATH 5

ISR T30 ERH B, — . HZERIIITTOHIZE
O TERED A, 7277 L, FBEICMRIC A AR
DIAE DR EZ L QNI 5 Z LI13IEIERN T b O 1
B0 TES, ZZTHIRRBE D KEL (B0 E
/N L) 283 AN ANEROMA G DR % hE#E & < Z1L
XHBZTRBPMETH B, ZOTRIE SN EN Tk e
LT, ARETIREEN 7 LT 24 (GA) . ki - Bl
(PSO) ', <4 XHEEEIL (BO) 7 B0 i 5. GA, PSO

IR 7 — 2 B B ORI A Bk 5 2 &SN T

B, —HBOWET — 2 BBV EOIFIZTE 520D 05k
BT T v/ TRl A R B BRSOV b h B,

Bk, AR CETICRE A R 2Rl A TER 5 2 &
BRI E RS, Zh SN 8 HBR T — 2 0 5 EFLAD
IS8T A — B Rt T 5 Z L S WRTCH H . Pk GEL
TWB A & BEI2 L O AR & 20, Wi
3. 12O HMNZER B 502200 HINZE RO % ek
b9 2 ANEREFERT 20, HWERD3 DL LOBA %
NE Z IR AT 2 AIER A SRS 5113 T A 5
Thb, ZHE FitEd 2 0E DD b L — P4 7 DRBIHRIC
B BFEEDINT v KA B e 2 MR R (DA
BbR) EHRT S I LRIKNES Th 25, Z Otz
SR AT 3 ok 2 - IROBRIIES Tldsny
L AEBEWT 3, ZORMEL R 5 72012 Wang” 13, #
MR e T a v 2 - kA F-FERE T L. B
T DFE % AT 2 MR R, 7o v 2, k% FIRE
RS 3 T AT T\ B, ZOE AT, Bk E e
TWBDIRE /T ot 2 - MK TH D . DI 5D
X OERBHFEE D /4 I THDENIHE L ST
%, 1272 L ZOFETIE, MlikE 7ot 2 - ALFHIRA P IS
L&) fakid s < . Rtk il 7 o £ 2 - UK A RS



JEMNZHEILT 21213 % < ORREN R STV 5,

BEEWEHOEY 2 -z Fa sy F 3 v o5 EEPython X
RTAMENTEH D, 5 H TR A 5 B O
MNTEBD, TOHANEZ & APHS 5 Z L IxEEEE
NBDOT, KR TIILT L SIS 2 5L LanibiL
SBIRE DA O BIR 2 VRO T 7z 72 < Z & & FIRUSH
F15,

B> RN\—2%¥H

21 EEEAHWZTHOZER

o s ERT T T LA ERI2h 720 MBS EE S
A DR R EOCATEREEIRT 2 T & & P4
%9 A CUETH B, HMENZOHEEM AL TH50
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Yo — 2 PEE S AR EIRT 5 THAIC DOV TGER S,
k. AZEBOETNE 25l § 5 —D O TR LT
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211 FtEHRERE (AIC). NI XIEHER%E (BIC)
AICY &, JULESEr R /N & K 5 THIBE 2D EF
APREDETILEZEZBZDIZN L, BICIZEDOETFILTH
BHERNIRE REVET L ERNEE L S, AICTIE. AT
2R & WOV RO BIR & Sl 73 b7 U 2zB512, 0 (L) Ay
KT B Z & aHARE UTE ZICHHEROK (k) OFERD
ERLTREE T LA BINT 5, AICOMMARE NS &b
ETADEETH B EHZ 5. Fig.3 (a) O MMM OHIT
d HEBROBRE () ICKIETANERDL 7254 b
fHOM X (HvF). 2.7 V%A MHOM X (HVM). 3. %)L
7 VYA MHORRE VMM) . 4. 7L 7 V34 HHOBE

(a)AIC

Start: AIC=-218.68
datasetAIC...OutputVariablesAIC.1.. ~ HvF + HvM + VMM + NumDensity +
tunnel + void + strain

Df Sum of Sq  RSS AIC
- NumDensity 1  ©.2399 20.252 -219.16

- HvF 1 ©.2496 20.261 -219.10

(a)BIC

Start: AIC=-195.93
datasetBIC. . .OutputVariablesBIC.1.. ~ HvF + HvM + VMM + NumDensity +
tunnel + void + strain

Df Sum of Sq RSS AIC
- NumDensity 1 9.2399 20.252 -199.256

- HvF 1 0.2496 20.261 -199.196
<none> 20.012 -218.68 - tunnel 1 0.55e3 20.562 -197.325
- tunnel 1 @.5503 20.562 -217.23 P— TG e ChE
- void 1 9.5726 20.984 -214.65 - void 1 0.9726 20.934 -194.742
= ! D OdEs B SRR - v 1 5.6856 25.697 -169.811
= (] 8 HkRies) BOLoh BB - HvM 1 18.9899 39.ee2 -116.025
= S5 2 el (reres) SRLLA - strain 1 27.7610 47.773 -98.263

Step: AI(=-219.17
datasetAIC...OutputVariablesAIC.1.. ~ HvF + HvM + VMM + tunnel +
void + strain

Step: AIC=-199.26
datasetBIC. . .OutputVariablesBIC.1.. ~ HvF + HvM + VMM + tunnel +
void + strain

Df Sum of Sq RSS AIC

Df Sum of Sq RSS AIC

<none> 20.252 -219.16
e 1 0.6031 20555 —217.44 - HVF 1  ©.6831 20.855 -200.374
tunnel 1 0.7067 26.952 216.88 - tunnel 1  ©.7007 20.952 -199.780
void 1  1.2843 21.536 -213.36 <none> el AL
et g s e -void 1  1.2843 21.536 -196.291
HvM 1 19.3014 39.553 -136.15 - v el R e G e
- strain 1 27.5573 47.809 -112.08 = 4 bbeldtd ERers) i
- strain 1 27.5573 47.869 -95.011

Step: AIC=-200.37
datasetBIC...OutputVariablesBIC.1.. ~ HvM + VMM + tunnel + void +
strain

Df Sum of Sq RSS AIC

- tunnel 1 9.3529 21.268 -203.89
<none> 2e.855 -200.37
- void 2.1560 23.011 -192.72
- VMM 14.8510 34.906 -139.80

1

1
- HvM 1 22.0867 42.942 -113.49
- strain 1 28.8015 49.656 -95.84

Step: AIC=-203.e9
datasetBIC...OutputVariablesBIC.1.. ~ HvM + VMM + void + strain

Df Sum of Sq RSS AIC
<none> 21.208 -203.086
- void 1 2.621 23.828 -193.134
- VMM 1 17.868 39.676 -138.315
- strain 1 29.585 58.793 -97.889
- HvM 1 32.013 53.221 -91.98e

Fig.3 An example of analysis result by AIC and BIC.
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Fig.4 An example of analysis result by lasso regression.
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Fig.5 An example of PCA analysis.
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2.2.2 t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding
(+-SNE)
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Fig.6 An example of t-SNE analysis.
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Fig.7 An example of autoencoder analysis.
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Fig.8 Euclidean and Mahalanobis distances.
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Fig.10 Penalty loss function including weight regularization to
suppress over fitting in ANN.
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Fig.11 Sensitive analysis of ANN.
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Fig.12 An explanation of Bayesian optimization.
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Fig.14 Comparison between support vector machine and support
vector regression.
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Fig.13 Hyper-parameter optimization by grid search and Bayesian optimization.
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Fig.15 An effect of C and kernel g on classification/regression line in SVM/SVR.
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Fig.16  An explanation of random forest regression.
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Fig.17 An explanation of genetic algorithm.
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Fig.18 An inverse analysis to maximize output by ANN-GA.
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Fig.19 An explanation of particle swarm optimization.
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Fig.20 An inverse analysis to maximize output by ANN-PSO.
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Fig.21 An inverse analysis to maximize output by ANN-BO.
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EMNTE D, MIEDRHBRHIHIE THMETH > TE. Hk
BT R EES 2 2k > T O ERBIT 5,
BIER, ¥ 32 b =¥ g Y TIRMEOBIRITIKRER T H 5 2
W3 573, FHEIBEER & S RISl 5 B8 5 2 DRI
%5HITTIRAEVIIFESBETH 5, &< TS
FBR S M7= B OFERAER, PRI K AEHHAER, v 32—
Va Y TRONEMREREMIZE L® LT SBICAM L
V=L Tdh b, BAEIT, —RIZFRP, v Iav—v g
VZHART, BHRAPODO T, ZORBIERNEH R AT AL
WRAT AT OBE T d 5 1 Z DRHHD D Th 5,
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