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An Analysis of Naval Command & Control System Failures Using Feature Selection
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Fig. 2. Composition of KNTDS
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Table 3. Failure Data Attributes

1 2 3
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Search Method:
Attribute ranking.

Attribute Evaluator (supervised, Class (nominal): €& result):
Gain Ratic feature evaluator

Ranked attributes:
0.00028265 4 unit
0.000272 5 component
0.0001385 2 month
0.0000391 3 date
a 1 year

Selected attributes: 4,5,2,3,1 : 5

Fig. 4. Attribute Selection Output
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Fig. 5. Relation between result and
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Fig. 7. Relation between result and
date Attributes
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Fig. 9. Relation between result and
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