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Abstract

The purpose of this research was to study factors affecting model building to predict hypertension
treatment. In this research, 2,414 records of hypertension treatment were collected from Thung Khao Luang
Hospital database during January 2018 to December 2020. In order to select relevant factors to increase
performance of the prediction models, Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio and Information Gain were applied. In addition,
Decision Tree C4.5, K-Nearest Neighbours, Random Tree, Multilayer Perceptron, and Logistic Model Trees
techniques were employed to build models for hypertension treatment prediction. In this research, the
researchers used 10-fold cross validation to divide data into learning sets and test sets. Specificity, sensitivity and
accuracy of the models were used to determine the model performance. The results showed that factor
selection by Gain Ratio was the best approach to increase the specificity and accuracy of the model created by

K-Nearest Neighbours which the specificity and accuracy were increased by 15.35% and 3.72%, respectively.
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1. unih
Isewmmé’uiaﬁmgqLﬂu{]zymﬁﬁwﬁ’m;uaammimz
guuagiisuudihodudunndlanandeyasony
vasasAnIsounislannundgiielsanudulaings
{fou 1 Wuduawhlan [1] dawlulszmelne 1sany
fulafingadinaduigmguamiidifyguiy 99n
senulsannudulaiingslutsseinsony 15 Yiuly
Winduan 10 dwuau lul 2552 18w 13 §ruau Tud
2557 F1uugiiealelsanuduladingedaiiuulliy
dntuan 4 §ruau ul 2556 10y 6 Sruaulud 2561
[2] nsAnwAeafunisinuilsannudulaingly

v '

fateny wudAanudulainludgeengnisaiunulily
1A 150/80 RadlunsUsen wavarmusulaialanedlngn
(Diastolic blood pressure) #ivAiu 82 fadwunsuson
ausulafindalndn (Systolic blood pressure) fixnnia
148.6 JadlunsUson Laztiosnin 126.9 Sadunsusen

LHB9NZAALIASDTIMNLN wasdauianadnsBeaunig

wileadoya (Data Mining) ABNTEUIUNST
Ansesideyadnauinn WedumsUuuuvdenuudians
ﬁqiauagﬂwqm%agaﬁu'u 1 [4], [5), [6] TudagUunsvi
willasdayalagninluuszendldlununatgyszian wu
PUAAINGIFNERT AIUNITNILNNY  WazNITHEINTE!
Tsmsing 9 FafidnITenarevinuldiiemaialumiies
Toyauldlunisasiuuudnase i Khunsuk and
Thongkam [7] lavin1siUSeufisuuse@nsninaes
wuuT1asuiion1snensainisiinlsa lsaugidaduu
(Breast cancer) 15ALUI11U (Diabetes mellitus) 15@
laweslnsesd (Hyperthyroid) 3ngudeya University
of California (UCI) Tnewmeialunisdmdendulsildie
3% Chi-Square test w§9nus e IaUsEaNS Ao <
wuudIaeInIsneInTallsanewaila Decision Tree (DT
C4.5) waila Naive Bayes (NB) inatian Neural Networks
(NN) tmaila Random Forest (RF) waginAilm Deep
Learning (DL) nagoulsz@nsninsiunannis 10-fold
cross validation asAAugnees AR kazA
ANAINIE AINAITNAFDUNUIT nAlA Decision Tree
(0T C4.5) lidArnugnaesgeanainyadeya diu
Aboalnaser and Almohammadi [8] latUSeuLfisu

LUUIaBRioNITNEINTANISIAALIALLINITY FEwATla
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Naive Bayes (NB) tnatim K-Nearest Neighbours (K-NN)
watia Artificial Neural Network (ANN) imaila Decision
Tree (DT) mAilA Random Forest (RF) tnAilA Support
Vector Machine (SVM) waginaiia Logistic Regression
(LR) U131 tmAda K-Nearest Neighbours (K-NN) &
UszaAnSnmaign luauideves Alpan and ilgi [9] 1¢
wuenisnensallsauinnulasldimaianisvinmiles
doya fduinaila Naive Bayes tnatla Decision Tree
C4.5 iwmaila Random Tree tnAtlm Random Forest
WmAda K-Nearest Neighbours Wwaginaila Support
Vector Machine wuiwaila Random Tree fiusg@nsaw
fflgn sziulddudazinadaiitiunaianuudiassi

o ' a a

sudagyiumeaesiiuszansamligadn uazdidn

S5

Linsiislelidoyanliiunmsdnidontade
asAmdendaduilunszuiunisneunisadie
wuuTassiifadensiuusiifinnuieatestunis
wensel wldlunisfiulssaniamussuuudasdluns
wensallsa 1w Sujan et al. [10] lavinsAndendade
nndayarielsavaeniionaussie Chi-Squared uay
#519UUUT1809 faumalla Decision Tree C4.5 (C4.5)
wuiiAAnugndeintuiosas 8.80% dau Sittichat
[11] leAndendadenisAinevestin@nwinenanisisey
f18 Chi-Square kA Gain Ratio @519UUUTIADIAEY
WmAdA Multi-layer perceptron haginata Decision
Tree C4.5 WU’j’lFi’lﬂ’MﬁJQﬂ“UENLLUUR]QWaENﬁa%N@f’JEJ
wafla C4.5 Wintudesas 13.90 azuiuldinnisdndon
Yadoudaziarursadfinusydninainlunisadis

a a

wUUIaaslumATAALANAaTY

v
¥ U YA =

datiugidedaalafiazAnuisnisdmdentadon
Viwatee #2835n15 Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio wae
Information Gain Tun1sas1suuudiasslunisweinsal
n1ssnwilsannunuladings éﬁalﬁﬁ%wmﬁmﬂuﬁﬁau
wagiiuszansnmlunisasrsuuudnass fe wata C4.5,
K-NN, RT, MLP, LMT Tun1siUssuifisuuse@nsninaess
WnsAadenade A1l (Sensitivity) ArAanudumiy
(Specificity) wagA1AUYNABY (Accuracy) lagniiunld

Y
Tagpsananndummnunzaufunisnensaing 2 aana

(Binary Class)
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2. /N9
F3nsenfiunsisedlaldTuneunisiuniies

foyaves [7] Fedivianun 4 Funou Ao n1swisuteya

nsfndeniade nsassuuuaed wagnsinuseavsnn

LUUTIaD9

2.1. mawssudoya

mawdeadeyalumiafedifideyanistnuilsa
ANAUlaingI1Ing uTayalsaneIu1anuuInaI
gunefuvman Jamiadesidn lnalsaneruiaauen
wae Ifiladndunisidle 1 wguatau 2556 dein
drilnauassaguiminiondn drdnanuldansens
A151300g Uselanlsaneuiaseau F3 Yssunsluien
FuRavouUsEua 23,573 au wazddUlslsanduny
Tafingaunsuuinisidududiuiu 9 vadsaneruiadiuay

Viaiun 2,639 au Jeyaiildlusnuideiiludoyariqiae

Table 1 Nominal data

audlafinganiunisinuluiasiuil 1 unsian 2561
19 31 SunnAY 2563 91uaU 2,414 szideu 13 Jade lag
Yadouretadeiinisudaadudias Wy werwe wiuas
Wu 1, wends waadu 2, 165uen wdaadu 1, ladle5u
81 wlaslu 0 \Judu &9 Table 1 wag Table 2

a v

Table 1 wanalagenivsfndeuaduuiudyaa

Y] )

(Nominal) Hadedrulugazdiiies 2 A1 (Binary values)
andmduladeiifisuiuanggn
Table 2 uanadadenfisladoyadudiavau oy

v

Ausuvgladui 8051Tnas dnsinismela Al
w3813 lneguedulngfionguszaunn 68 U dudvil
maneUszunad 24.54
wissdoftnuldlunismIsudoyaldun
1UsuN53 Host Xp Tsunsy Excel Idlun1singuuuy
Joya Urteyaidrglusunsy TUswnsu MySQL Tusunsy

PHP isltlunswieumana visetaseny

Variables Details Number of value
Sex LA 2
Occ DTN 32
Marry FADUSNIN 6
Edu SEAUATANWN 8
Ht1 IgSuenanausulafeuiad 1 2
Ht2 Igsuenaneusilafieuied 2 2
Ht3 Ihsuerannnusilafeuiind 3 2
Class HAN35N (SEAUANNALUNR, S8AUANGUE) 2
Table 2 Numeric data
Variables Details Min Max Mean SD
Age 21 11 103 68.23 11.35
Bps ANAuvE I ladus 58 226 134.11 17.32
Pulse NI 47 125 81.75 12.01
Rr dnsinsmela 16 92 20.02 1.48
Bmi fatiunanie 1.9 83.9 24.54 4.93

15



a

NITIMEIeansuarmalulad unnIneduguasnsntl U0 25 atuil 1 ReuunIIAN-wwIeY 2566

2.2. nmsAataandale
msdndenteds Wuturoumsidoniaseiiday
\Redosszminstladvanivg futladenumuiifnasonis
wennsaimsdnulsannudulaings (7] lusnAdedlsn
TUsunsu WEKA Tuilendu Attribute Selection Ingiden
Yadeiidararnudrwusuinnin 0 druilededid
Auduiusiviniy 0 azgnénesn Jedefimdeazgmiily
A519UUUT1899 LarinUszanSnmueInuudIans 38013
ﬁgnﬁmﬂ%ﬁixﬂaué’w Chi square test, Gain Ratio
ez Information Gain
3% Chi square test 1Juisn1sAnidentadesie
AsNAdBUANENTUSSENI1elade (Test of association)

FadUNIA 1

(1

Tnei

2 A o

chi® A9 dananaaaulaaLaf

0 #s Amudilsanisdunm

E A2 mudnmenis

aa . . A _aa v o a 1
199 Gain Ratio ABITATTINTITIUIUUATBIVBYA

wialdluniswennisal Asaunisn 2

Gain = Entropy(p) — (Z%(:O n—i)Entropy(i)) (2)
n

Tnef

Entropy(p) Ao A1 Entropy U861 Root

= o ™yentropy(iy Ao AN Entropy Tuusiazlniungos
n

3% Information Gain g N1SARIITUIIINAIAIY
Jrazduvesnrazdadedululandiinaainuls
szilgu (Entropy) titedatdantadeniinnudidglunis

Fuunngu Aeaunisi 3

Entropy(p) = -X5 3 p(j [0 log,p(jl)  (3)

Towdt
Y1 fe naninvesauunaziluvesdn j Mialuaana t

p(jlt) Ao AANNBTAudNTUSVRINgY | iuluun t
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nan1sAadeniads nuIuAaIdansaAnLaen
1§ 7 Yadeiifianudduinndn 0 Tae33 Chi-Square
test ldtd0n Occ 38 Gain Ratio latden Sex @713
Information Gain lsitden Edu wani1sAatdenidade

aunsanansland Table 3

Table 3 The remaining features after selecting

CST GR IG
Bps Bps Bps
Ht2 Occ Occ
Marry Ht3 Marry
Ht3 Marry Ht3
Edu Ht2 Ht2
Ht1 Ht1 Ht1
Sex Edu Sex

CST = Chi square test, GR = Gain Ratio and

IG = Information Gain

2.3. M3adeuuuInges

nsa$rsuuudiaedlunuifedldilsunsy
WEKA 1n@d1auuudnges 5 imnaila Usgnaude inaila
Decision tree C4.5 (C4.5) .mAilA K-Nearest Neighbor
(K-NN) tmaila Random Tree (RT) tnaila Multi-layer
perceptron (MLP) kaginAlla Logistic Model Trees
(LMT) giaf

wiadla Decision tree C4.5 [12] Wu3sn1sluns
af1auvudtaelasudsyadeyasenungueis 4 ya
Fogafigniudun wwludminvosusasnuaiioains
fuvsrely waglvungavinevielnualy Aenadndils

wadla K-Nearest Neighbor [9] iwnafinlunis
afanvudiassfieduunyateya ssiinszvinuandd
TndiAssfignduau k i szidunisiuuszezige
aosqgavasteyaiifesnisduunnus iy k inwmualy
ifeyaliadrondefuasiiszogivinseenty

wAda Random Tree [13] As adadildlunis
IuuNMIAYURALINY C4.5 Ineindnnisasieiuld
nMsguvane 9 wuu Tuwiaslvunudidenussaiana

o

Ingladldn1s Prune 9gduidionyndouvauanidod

(Attribute) Aoufiagthluld
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wafla Multi-layer perceptron [14] tJumaila
Tulassdeuszamiteniidlassadrswvunaredu 1nns
Fugrsmendamanslaonisdnddudu Tnefideya
#s 9 azgndsiunguleystamindigiwaduszamiile
vhnsuszananauazdsmadndileduundoya

wialla Logistic Model Trees [15] Aan1ssauiu
Y99AlA Logistic Regression wazinalla Trees NAaDU

1Y A oA

AudnwuzAaweulmnlnuangludmiuien3dny

52UA1 k wazduauaudazgninisedlun k uazasiue

eC®_

s

AULaNIUI

2.4. M15IAUTEENT NNV ILUUINADY
A5IAUsEANSAMVBINITHEINTAINISSAYILSA
Ausuladings lngnann1sld 10-fold cross validation

Tnsmswuuteyaeendu 10 nguwi 9 fu th 9 ngudu

a A

goilnadou wazyaimdsiduyganedeu uasvinisidsy
YANAABUIVATU 10 50U Lion1AIAY A1A1Nly A
ANUTUNIE LAZAIAINNGNADY VBILUUTIA0IlAYAT
o ' & | A Yo a a °
fanan LuAnlginussansninvesuuudianiuszian
luaunsranalailueene [12]

A1m1u 1 (Sensitivity) Ao ANAILUUTIADINTT

1Y

SnwilsaanuduladingsaunsaneinsaigUiendsed

c

v v Vv

AUsuUNAbeandes sagUlefllseauaiInuauUnf

LYl u

a

YINUA AIFUNITN

)
Sensitivity = ——— (4)
P + FN

AIAIUT NN (Specificity) ADAINLUUTIADS

mi%’ﬂwﬂiﬂmmﬁuiaﬁmqﬁmmiaw&nﬂsm@m&mm

seduaufugelagnees AeguieNdseduaiiudugs
& 9 S
Viaviug feaunisi 5
™
Specificity = ——— (5)
TN + FP

o

A1ANYNFBY (Accuracy) FRATIKUUTIABINTT
SnwilsaauiuladinganunsanegnsalgUienilse iy
AMUAUUNG wazszAuANduasligndes degUae

H o -
VNUUA ANFAUNITN 6
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TP + TN
Accuracy = ————————————— (6)

TP +TN + FP + FN

Toeil

TP fie $1urudoyafiuuudiasaneinsainisinuilse
anusulafingaiivihlsgvasdsesuanududniliode
gnees

TN i Srurudeyaiiuvudiassmeinsainisinuilsa
anudulafingsivilviUaedsefuanudugeliegig
gneies

FP fio Frurudeyafinuudiassweinsainisinuilsn
anusulafingeivi lfiuasfissduanuduunilels
gneas

% a

FN g 31u3udauafinuudiasanennsainissnuyilsa

U

AnudulafingaiiigUiedssauanuiugalalignies

3. NANTTIAWUATDAUTIINANTTIAY
Tunsmnaesadedifitelévinnsdndentadeild
lun1snisnensainissnulsannudulaings lngis
Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio It @ ¢ Information Gain
a519uuuInasInlgmatla C4.5, K-NN, RF, MLP wag
LMT 1ileldf 10-fold cross validation Tunnsutsteyaifiu
YARNADY LaznIAIAIINLY AIAIUTINIE LazAIAIIN
gneestaduaiiuuudrassnisinuilsannudilaiings
awnsangnsaifiiedfissfuanuduuni uagsedu

AuRugslagnaes AegUnevianun

3.1. araula
ArA21u L (Sensitivity) ABAITILUUTIABINTT

v [

$nwlsanudulafingeanunsanensalfiaeifsyfu
ausuUndldgnies dedUasiifiszfuanuduund
wanan luniswieuidisudiauls §iuldgeudou
wuusaesiiadeneunisindeniadouazuuusiansd
a51wmden1sAndentadeaieis Chi-Square test, Gain
Ratio wag Information Gain @313uuuInassslgivaiia
DT waila K-NN waila RT walla MLP Lagimalia LMT

PNNIsNRaesENsauansrtmulalafg Table 4
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Table 4 wansA1A101IVOILUUTIADINS
wensainissnwilsarnudulafingineunagnanis
Aadeantadenieids Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio Wag
Information Gain Tnglginaila DT matia K-NN nadia
RT wmalla MLP wazwada LMT Tuni1sadiawuudnass
nmsnsshwlsannudulaings #ausIngIn Information
Gain anansadaideniladefideuiAeidesilidinng
hwesuusaesiiadsdemaiia MLP getufigniosas
2.26 59489311 Chi-Square test Faluuuassiiasns
Fewaiia MLP faruaraligatudesas 2.00 agslsh
#3 Chi-Square test Ml uusIassiiadiadiomaia
LMT fAanas @2y Information Gain viliuuusnasil

asemewmeda LMT wag C4.5 faanas

3.2. A1AINTIUNE
A1AIUTNTE (Specificity) ADAIMILUUTIADY
nsfnwlsaanudulafingaaiuisaneinsalgUlend

seAuaNudugslagnies degUlrendseduauiugs
anue Tunsiieuiisurinnudinzdidelalddoya

U

' o A

neun1sAmdendadeuasdeyandinisdnidendadese
3% Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio Wag Information Gain
dlea¥swuuiassdiemaia DT wmada KNN wmada
RT wAllA MLP waginalla LMT Lagvinn1snaan
anunsauanaAANg Iz lene Table 5

Table 5 LAAIAIAINNTUNIZVILUUIIADINTT
wgnsain1sfnwlsaanudulafinganauuasnaenis
Aataontadena838 Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio,
Information Gain lagldmaiia wafia DT wAlla K-NN
wealla RT wmada MLP wazwalia LMT Tuni1sasie
wuudnaeen1IMsinuilsanduduladings Hausingin
Gain Ratio ausafnideniadeifianuieidosilien
ANz RsUUUTIaesTiadasemAda K-NN qa%u
fign¥enas 1535 59983 Information Gain Hael¥uuy
Pfia¥isdasmaia KNN $a21uauTuNIzgTy
Soway 12.78 0e13l5Anu Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio,
Information Gain vliuuusiaesiiasesemaiia LMT

fdananas
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3.3. HAYDIAIAIINGNHDS
AANYNABY (Accuracy) ABANNILUUTIABINTT

o

Snwilsarnudulafingauisanensalfvieniissiv

U

AMNGUUNG wazszAuauauasligndas seUae

U

v va o

anun lunisiSeuisumanugnaesidelaldtoya

U U

' o A

neunsdndendadeuaztoyandinisAnidentadene
3% Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio Wag Information Gain
dleadswuuiaessiemaia DT mada KNN naila
RT tmAalla MLP waginalla LMT hagyinn1innasy
anansauandAInNgneealana Table 6

Table 6 WANIAIAIINYNADIVDILUUTIABINTT
ngnsaln1sfnwlsaanudulafingenaunasnaanis
Aatdentdadeaaudd Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio,
Information Gain lagldwaila walla DT C4.5 wmaila
K-NN wasla RT wafla MLP wazinada LMT Tunsasig
wuudaean1sMsinelsannuiuladings nausingin
Gain Ratio asafnideniaseiifianuieidosilien
AugNFBIveILUUTIaRsTiaisiaemaia KNN getu
fign¥eraz 3.72 599a911 Information Gain Feluuy
Sfiadredemaiia K-NN ﬁmmmmgné’aagﬁu%@saz
2.98 ag13lsfinnu Gain Ratio vinliuuusiassfiadiadag
wasla LMT Sa1anas

ann1sAneinisAnaendadelunisasng
wuudnaesnisinuilianudulaings wazilSeuiiey
UszdnSnmveanuudiaesnisinwlsaanunuladings
mgwallamilestaya Han1INARBINUIINITARLGEN
Ya988183F Gain Ratio a1u1sasiiuaraiuly Aa
ANNTUNE UazA1ANNgNABIVBUNATIA K-NN gﬁiqm
uitseehslsAinmunisAnidentadudieisnis Chi-Square
test $aufumaila DT C4.5 Iiszansnwadian 1ile
Weudunisanidentadun1835 Gain Ratio uay
Information Gain saufiumALla K-NN walla RT maila
MLP wasinaiin LMT Gedenndasiuiuideves Srsuk
and Thongkam [16] lavinisiUssutisudsz@nsan
vosuvuiaeeunalamileseyadmiuneinsalnig
walsa wua n1sAndeniadenieis Chi-Square test

sfumatia DT C4.5 iAanugneesasiigauiu
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Table 4 Models’ sensitivity

After feature selection

Models Before feature selection
Chi-Square test Gain Ratio Information Gain
ca.5 93.70 93.89(10.19) 92.30(V1.40) 92.36(V1.34)
K-NN 93.06 93.49(10.43) 93.27(10.21) 93.06(=)
RT 88.97 90.80(1N1.83) 89.56(1M0.59) 89.13(1\0.16)
MLP 91.60 93.60(12.00) 91.82(1N0.22) 93.86(12.26)
LMT 93.92 93.27(/0.65) 92.30(M1.27) 92.84(\/1.08)

Table 5 Models’ specificity

After feature selection

Models Before feature selection
Chi-Square test Gain Ratio Information Gain
DT C4.5 61.13 62.88(MN1.75) 61.25(10.12) 61.83(10.70)
K-NN 45.34 56.16(110.82) 60.69(1N15.35) 58.12(M12.78)
RT 48.75 53.91(MN5.61) 51.86(13.11) 49.25(10.50)
MLP 54.25 60.47(16.22) 57.42(N3.17) 61.62(N7.37)
LMT 62.95 62.35(/0.60) 60.61(N2.34) 61.78(\1.71)

Table 6 Models’ Accuracy

After feature selection

Models Before feature selection
Chi-Square test Gain Ratio Information Gain
DT C4.5 79.74 80.82(11.08) 80.41(1N0.67) 80.16(10.42)
K-NN 76.06 78.38(1M2.32) 79.78(13.72) 79.04(12.98)
RT 76.55 78.17(1M1.62) 77.59(11.04) 76.72(1N0.17)
MLP 78.17 79.58(1n1.41) 79.16(10.99) 79.83(M1.66)
LMT 80.24 80.36(10.12) 80.16(¥0.08) 80.36(10.12)
4. unasy 5. finAnssuusznia

MniaguszasdiiieAnuiisnisdnidendadois
HaReUsTAVE A MvBILUUS L ionsweINTain1sE N
lsanudulaings algnannisAatiendiuds 33
Chi-Square test, Gain Ratio, Information Gain w Ui
nfadentadeseds Gain Ratio anunsafiaaenus g
wagA1AUYNABIveImATla K-NN fefauag 1535 uay
fowag 3.72 mua1nu uan1sAndentdadunleis Gain
Ratio viliA1ANd I zkasAIAINgNABIvRRNATln

LMT anad wazdeiliaainulvesnaiia C4.5 anad
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