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A Canmparison Study of the Fitting and G eneralization
Prediction Capabilities of SYM and ANFIS
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Abstract Themapping bew een disp lacan ents and m echan ical poperties of rock and soil
mass is characterized by its non— linearity. M any researchers are tiying to establish an ap-
proach fordescribing hisnon— linearmapping As a resuli data pairs for ranng and data
pairs for prediction were built by using amulti- peaks function and a camnparison study
was conducled for the fitting and generalization prediction capab ilities of ANFIS and SVM.
The results show that ANFIS has better fitthg and generalization predicton capabilities
than SYM  and it adapts to deal with the nonliner and canplex mappng problan n
geotechn fue engneerng
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G raph of selected multi- peak function

Table1 Data pairs for training
Y
* -30 -25 -20 -15 -10 -05 00

-30 10 000 1 10 000 3 10 000 7 9 9995 9 991 2 99745 99635
-25 10 000 7 10 003 2 10 008 8 10 005 3 Q 9435 9 8000 9 699 0
-20 10 003 4 10 014 7 10 046 8 10. 078 9 9 869 9 9 2011 8 6673
- L5 10 004 2 10 002 8 10 0452 10. 326 5 10 300 7 8 7872 7. 226 4
-1L0 10 0299 Q 765 4 9 4079 10 148 3 11. 855 9 10 796 9 8 3477
-05 10 137 3 Q 0850 7.3610 7.9129 12 224 7 13 550 7 11. 479 6

0 9 7550 Q 430 8 5240 4 4 3197 9 276 1 11997 5 10 9810
05 9 7772 8 593 7 56532 4 2384 7 777 8 10 389 6 10 374 4
L0 98900 Q3121 7. 8976 7.365 1 Q 727 1 12 197 8 12 9369
LS 10 029 8 9 8159 9 4707 9 5595 10 883 4 12 559 5 13 2695
20 9 9957 Q2973 9 99384 10 0429 10 499 6 11122 4 11. 4122
25 9 9997 Q 998 3 9.998 8 10 0255 10 113 3 10 237 1 10 296 8
30 10. 000 0 10 000 0 10 000 4 10. 003 6 10 013 0 10 026 5 10 033 1




16 ( ) 2000 12
1
)
! 05 10 L5 20 25 30
-30 9990 5 99863 9,996 9 10. 000 0 10 000 2 10 000 0
-25 97532 9 888 1 9 981 1 10005 3 10 003 0 10 000 5
-20 88770 95192 99879 10 079 7 10 0316 10 005 3
-5 7507 7 9 1361 10 478 4 10 553 9 101920 10 031 2
-10 8 003 2 10 228 9 12 607 6 12 096 7 10 687 2 10 109 9
-0s 10389 8 12 794 2 16 195 6 14. 556 9 11 467 4 10 233 5
0 10 464 1 13 688 6 17. 996 6 15 859 1 11. 8850 10 299 9
05 10375 4 12 934 4 16 251 3 14. 567 5 11. 468 5 10 233 6
10 12 376 8 12 433 8 13 2540 12 209 9 10 699 2 10 110 7
15 12 557 6 11581 3 11. 1853 10 677 1 10 2050 10 032 0
20 11 094 3 10 580 5 10 293 4 10 1328 10 037 2 10 005 7
25 10 229 2 10 114 8 10 046 3 10 016 7 10. 004 2 10 000 6
30 10025 6 10012 5 10 004 4 10001 3 10 000 3 10 000 0
2 (RBF)' ™,
Table2 Data pais for predicting | x: - x |2
K (x; x)= exp{- T} (1)
* Y : x= (xy)(i=12x1=2xx2=y)
1 - 14 03 70206 5
2 Qs 21 6 3099
3 L 4 0l 13 455 4
4 L9 -02 1L 715 8
5 06 - L8 7 6250 :
6 L 4 2 10 889 1
7 -02 L7 17. 591 8
8 -04 -23 R 1588
9 -06 L7 15 456 0
10 Q6 -16 4 628 1
11 -02 L2 15 728 4
12 Q3 18 39308 2
13 07 L6 15, 060 8 Fig 2 The architecture of SYM
14 L6 04 12 505 6
15 L1 2 13 1822 ) r
0 2 nu
2 ANFIS SVM 01 ¢ 349
155 863
, Q 286 129 SVM
ANFIS SVM R - 67 641 200982 SVM
i ~ 10 644 263
, 51, 7,
, SVM
2 2 ANFBS
21 SVM 1 ) ANFBS
v— SVR ANFB e

2

ANFS 4 Range of



23 4

:ANFIS  SVM

17

nflience Squash factor A ccept ratio

Reject ratio

2 3 ANFS SVM

Q512505015 , ANFEB SVM
, ANFEB s 1 s
3 s ANFIS SVWM , 3
8 Gausanf , (1). . .
a2 input inputmf rule outputmf output
f(x 0 c)=e 27 (1)
3 , mnput , npum f x
, tule , outpumn f
, output . z
(LSE)
(GD) (47 5
760
Q12469 3 ANEFB
’ _ANFB Fig 3 The architecture of the ANFISm od el
3 ANFIS
Table3 The fitting results by ANFIS
y
! -30 -25 -20 -15 -1.0 -Q5 Qo0
-30 9 992 8 10 027 3 10. 056 8 10 068 1 10 042 2 9 969 4 9 8885
-25 9 969 3 10 007 4 10 047 4 10 051 2 9 991 1 9 869 3 9 7842
-20 9 946 4 10 001 2 10. 077 4 100 0257 9 686 3 8 993 8 8 6734
- 15 9 9262 10 018 10 112 8 10 242 1 10 062 6 8 5771 7.204 5
- 1.0 9 9025 Q9 887 1 94169 10 119 4 12 069 9 10 949 6 8 8528
-05 9 8485 9 2258 73121 76153 12 404 9 13273 7 11. 298 1
0 9 7773 8 451 8 5 2885 4 5826 9 039 12 097 5 11. 2007
Q5 9 7779 8 667 53419 4 3315 7 8439 103359 10 512 4
10 9 8415 9 464 3 7. 8482 73419 9 790 3 12 067 12 776 1
LS5 9 89617 9 845 8 9 5582 9 6069 10 928 3 12 775 1 13 1129
20 9 938 4 9 947 1 9 9338 9 9818 10. 325 6 111377 11. 4237
25 9 9762 9 990 6 10 003 8 10 021 7 10 059 8 10 135 6 10 170 3
30 10 013 1 10. 027 7 10 042 3 10 057 6 10 073 7 10 083 1 10 071 8
3
y
* 05 L0 LS 20 25 30
-30 9 856 4 9 8757 9 9223 99802 10 042 6 10 106 6
-25 9 800 4 9 8559 99149 99717 10 031 6 10 095 5
-20 9137 4 9 6834 9 9549 10 011 3 10. 030 6 10 090 7
-15 75585 9 252 10. 500 3 10. 461 10 099 3 10 096 2
-1.0 79937 10 034 6 12 855 1 12 2157 10 481 1 10 124 7
-Q5 9 961 12 516 9 16 18 14. 658 6 11. 268 2 10 190 8
0 10 63 2 13 898 7 17. 736 3 15 8957 11 7577 10 249 7
05 10 677 1 12 969 1 16 288 9 14 8732 11. 3572 100 238
10 12 508 4 12 347 7 12 962 9 12 243 6 10. 650 6 10 189 9
L5 12 563 9 11 838 8 11 244 1 100 6722 10. 204 2 10. 099
20 11. 051 5 10. 562 10 207 7 100 046 7 10 022 4 10 049
25 10 12 10 067 5 10 044 7 10 0405 10 038 5 10 032 6
30 10 055 1 10 041 1 10 028 1 10. 0152 10 002 1 9 988 8
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Table4 The fitting results by SVM
;

! ~30 _25 ~20 ~15 ~10 ~0'5 Q0
30 10 4341 107239 10 3182 9 9607 100863 104988 10 6865
25 101172 102847 97126 9 282 4 932 96127 9 9468
~20 10 058 10 129 6 9 6002 9 3559 91927 & 6035 7. 944 4
15 103349 101709 9 8308 10 3343 10 657 6 95102 7. 6077
~10 1059 1 9713 1 9 1479 10 494 2008 114765 9 2052
05 105862 8 578 7 70235 R 5365 1.38 1 122134 10 7565

0 10 478 2 7707 4 49233 5 774 9 128 7 112738 11 0676
Qs 10500 6 8 138 8 49295 4 962 7 967 3 105812 110973
10 10 453 9 568 4 71739 6 9279 9 211 4 114745 11 9453
L5 99703 10539 4 9 5013 9 453 1 11 020 1 126013 127679
20 9272 1 102468 10 0449 10083 2 109319 118453 119414
25 9 276 3 9 677 1 95256 93017 9 389 9 9 682 4 9 8657
30 10 7232 10 591 10424 10 0522 9 600 6 9 3033 93097

4

S
! 05 L0 L5 20 25 30

~30 10 373 5 9 7532 9 2738 9 276 5 9 801 1 10 623 4
~25 10 311 2 10 611 1 10568 3 10 1517 9 936 5 10 723 9
~20 8 153 7 93307 10 318 4 10 145 6 9 523 8 10 353 2
15 71135 & 775 3 10 714 4 10769 5 9 468 7 97811
-10 8 296 6 10 260 8 12 8318 12 809 7 10 399 4 9 465
-0’5 10 185 4 12 516 7 15 4719 15 2807 11 8379 95103

0 11137 5 13 624 4 16 604 16 369 6 12 608 4 9 607 5

05 11312 4 13218 7 15 554 4 15 2912 12 067 8 95106

10 11 653 6 12 293 6 13 3775 12 9333 10 724 6 93875
s 11. 983 6 11506 3 11 419 1 10790 1 9 617 5 9575 4

20 11 316 9 10 659 6 10 197 6 9 6773 9 314 4 10 100 8

25 9 866 7 9 810 1 9 711 9 547 9 636 1 10 603 9

30 95915 9 948 4 101326 10 094 1 10 1371 10 723 6

3 1 ANFE SVM 5
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Table 5 Generalization prediction results by ANFIS and SVM

SVM ANFIS
x y : % %
1 L4 2 10 889 1 11 147 4 23721 10 893 5 0 0408
2 -02 L7 17. 591 8 16 858 41713 17. 269 1. 8348
3 -04 -23 8 158 8 7. 317 27 10 314 4 8 138 0 2554
4 -06 L7 15. 456 0 154329 0 1495 15 558 0 6598
5 06 -16 4 628 1 4 87492 53331 45849 09334
6 -02 L2 15. 728 4 14 7725 6 0775 15 755 4 01715
7 03 -18 3930 8 4 22739 7. 5453 41128 46303
8 07 1. 6 15 060 8 14 910 6 0 9973 15 065 7 0 0327
9 L6 04 12 505 6 12 128 5 30154 12 458 4 0 3776
10 L1 02 13 1822 119911 90357 13 044 1. 0488
11 -14 03 7. 020 6 7. 144 16 1L 7600 7. 089 0 9740
12 05 -21 6 309 9 539351 14 523 1 59706 537717
13 L4 01 13 4554 12 578 6 6 5163 13 214 8 1. 7883
14 L9 -02 11. 715 8 12 361 8 55140 11 843 2 1L 0878
15 -06 -18 7.6250 7. 809 24 2 4163 75212 L3613
5. 316 07 1. 3716
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