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Abstract In this letter, we evaluate the classification performance of mixed numeric and
categorical data for comparing the efficiency of feature filtering and feature wrapping. Because the
mixed data is composed of numeric and categorical features, the feature selection method was applied
to data set after discretizing the numeric features in the given data set. In this study, we choose the
feature subset for improving the classification performance of the data set after preprocessing. The
experimental result of comparing the classification performance show that the feature wrapping

method is more reliable than feature filtering method in the aspect of classification accuracy.
Key words : Classification, Mixed-type data, Feature wrapping
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