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1 Introduction

A3 4 o] Zofl 2 ool E 9 &S ofHrx] 7|HE F3
of dejitsd], ¥ AdGo|W ohE olo]ES WFL AW
I A" W4$ Quishate e dbhgolt 2] B oA e
TR UF o) ET N UG JHES SFAI = BH ¥
4 < 118] & (observational learning algorithm, OLA)& #|t3t
b 53], H 2o A¢A 7t dloleE S T ks A
W g o PRAA Yy G Foz AU [4].
g2 E 9 F ofoltjel ofo]ES W EY HAEE T3
€ A EYL R Fsta, ol MEAZ Y AHE VEY
£ Atolell M2 ¢ A E U3 JRE do YFdle
Aoz F e Flelth &, HFoll 2 EYHLE 2 Foix
Z7] dlolel & o] &3} 'ﬂ‘ﬁ"'ﬂ'q gET R F A vEde F
Alg A YA JEHEE TEU. 2o 7Hxz X
2 dlojelo] it YR E A7) Heled B Y™k @ o}
EvEYHEY EYUAEE - AL D) A A o
°]E1§' AL Fo3 dF deolee Frteled A4 E oA 43
ot o9} 22 Aga WAL ubE o EHES AT F
i%‘—’ﬂii 5 MEHES AYstd T WEHS FHY

2 AP g GuYF

dolefs] 47 nal dole] & D = {(@ )k = l.n}
b LS AR fi, i = 1l.Lo] FHdzm 3dlx. o
Nz dEHY 27 ¢ dHoleE T3y std AFY
Dz ¥e nYl H¥F&(resampling with replacement)s} o
D& At [6]. &, 14 nAxle GEFoA 1/n9
HE=2 n¥l £&3% indexF {s1,82,..,8,} & 3P D=

THFL151-742 A EA] BT AYEF A56-1 Agom A Fea

¥, YEY 9143, Bagging dm2|F 3} u|aL3}

1m

{@ors Tor)s @oas Tor)s s (o Fon) 17 ATk o] 8} 2 E 3
D (booistrapming) Wi Ao eI T1 FAHE A A% o]
2] & &7 (estimation)s}= Wl o2 e A glA|¢ HZ A A
Eﬂr Ze B9k &7 7] (unstable estimator)e] 545 o $& A

5 #FAlol ®w =1 gl {3].

#a e GzEFe &£/ BYE X HHA G
3] (epoch) E<¢F “%h<¢ kA (training step, T-step)” o} “FF o
#] (observation step, O-step)” 7} W Zro} 7pE A 3 =i} vl E
A7t t Ao, & Aol £7] 4 dlole (Di)sh AAH
@A oA A 7MY Hele(VE)E ol 3l ZuEy fie
edtch o, B ¢ dnFellMe i =0 M= 7t o]
EH7t gl7lw £l Divbg 71X 443 F UEY se]EE F
Bk WEY fio Ho]EE wiet 3

witl = wt 4 Aw! (1)

9} o] LT} 714 Awie tol A HolE Ha M, 2
S99z (BP, baﬁkpropagaﬂon) e g FolAE Awl =
—miVE(w;)o] il n;+= ¥< & (learning rate) o]ch. gkeof BP o]
9"]--3 o dueE S M Aol g AwiE AL o}
k132 %

oA A HolE T o] oAl F FA Al e o
EY fIE A Yo EYES FAE(FL)E o] 23l 7}
A dlele] AY VITTe AAdc. v, MEY flo £7) 3
E||°|5"(D 1o slel 9l gt &, & yEes ?:‘LT’- FTEAEZE

< A5t BF EX oA 4 dle|el 9 9l 3o, & AP}

131--, FL8 MEY HESS 4 flg 7 o) ‘4"11] YE
HE9 °""J‘%°]E} gab 7hak dlolEl g Q1Y i, & fL ol o
g st 7 dlelel ] Y3t (7)) ol "3"35“4 o] By &
Diof she nol 8 BE dolelol &-&3bd fiof sk ool Ay |
VH] = {(Ua,»f—z('us,))‘vs ~ N(zs ,Z) and :I:, € Dy,j =
L "}°| A"t oj2f o] AR JHA dolE = ‘4% Yo
A g DAl A el o] £H T}
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Table 1: TA3dg &

1. Let {f:|i = 1..L} be a set of networks in the ensemble.

2. Let {D;]i = 1..L} be bootstrapping replicates of original
data set D.

3. for (t=0;t < G;t++)

e T-step For each network, w; is updated as follows.

Ei(w:) = S UH® -9
(£,§)eD,UV!,
with = wi-pVEl(w;)

()

o O-step For each network, observational data sets are
created as follows.

B L
L = E
=1,3
sz"l = (—’3;7 -z(vﬂg))lvs ~ N(z-'?]’z:)

and &, € Dy,j = 1.n}

4. The final network ensemble output is computed as

L
FE=Yaiff
=1

dne)E9 gdepu|el 24 o9 67 Atk 4GS ZE g
o)l By ¥ WEY AARE THE Wi HE RSt BB
A4 7HA diolEl & TEW olfsHe VEYHESY Y 7MFA
#HSolrh B =EME o] Y5& sl d& HA (simple
averaging) £+ ¢} FE (majority voting) W& ol &34
ch.

3 Ay A3
3.1 Al ¥ A £4
3.1.1 24 4%

A FAMNS G5 S (19 Ayl ALE" Ab) A
o 37 A AgsAed gFAL

y = sin3(x + 0.8)% + ¢ 3)

olt}. (7] A ex H o] 0ol BE WAV} 0.49) FF £ X ol
19 el £ 20709 diolel D = {(zk,yx)|k = 1..20}& —~1
1 Abelel A I A2 A AR 2 T2
£ 1-10-lo] 2 24 oA A §<4 (transfer function) s
tanh(z)& ol £ aksic. 17 EAlol7] WEel 29 rE A
#5e AY (linear)& AHgslglcl. FAAG dae|FeoA A
a3l AR 27 L2 2008 QA7 DE HEAEY
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sted Zt EHY &7 dleoly Di,i = 1.L& A 7HAd
dolele] A HAE 2H3le Wrd T dHYel *%3}0171
W Fofl 0?22 epi T 3 001 2 2P At ot B &=

i R joll Abgbglol Ztzh /L, 1/(L- 12 ¥ Hd A% “F
B e GE 2002 YAt FL quasi-Newton ¥ 3}
#4413+ 3+ ul 2l Levenberg-Marquardt 3¢ €4 22]5 8 o]
S3tede} [7). Hl2E dHolel 2 A (3)ell A o]= glo] 100075 -
dolel & [-1,1]9 F7bell A g UstA YA ste] o] &3t

3.1.2 Ag Az}

Figure I: &t 4173943 #Ad§ S FE o] 4 ¢AES
HAE A x& TF vlele & vebdeh

AY Ae 29 1o vegsleh 44 dd EYE A4S
@ AAE vehll =) Sl o) el ol 33 (overfitting) =&
€ Btk 7le AL #AANG g EY Hl2E AR A
HAE do|elo ARz 3 23 glon A dolEe &
Ak rolZole AiH YA $EE ¥ & ot 18R,
FRGFS Y HEH S o} S3 Holucol F duist 45 E
HA T & ¢ 5 At

Aol |G daEY A5 S /& AR PHE
F & =Y #1¢3] 9 Baggingst wjaslgich. AY A3
= E 2e] vhotolrh 4 wiio® 254 AYPI ¥ H2E
MSE(Mean Squared Error) 9| 3, 4, Huigt 5& 73t}
T4 de|e 7t 1E3L7] i Eell AE o 0]51 (validation data)&
ol &3lx gstrh. 28|, BE VEHE FE3] dF4A177] A
gt e WlEY § 439} Baggingoll M= 83 A4 ASF
gk g4

Ay A3 JAUG dnEL G H Y3 uhg uo o 3,
Bagging .o} of ] A= A Fo] Fokv} £, Baggingst #F
g dus BF HE2ERYE o/ 43l g4t Bagging
AS 27 dlo|elel] wiztale] ofx|e} AR Fo]7} E Wt
Hol) ARG B} 4P A5 Bolx .

Table 2: ©+2 v E %(SN), <& 914 3](SC), Bagging 212) 2
AeEe Yuist 45E MSER EAlslgich

Methods g | A4 | HdY | 2FEEA
SN 0.291 | 0.061 | 1.700 0.340
SC 0.226 | 0.085 | 0.747 0.176
o}at& [Bagging | 0.120 | 0.048 | 0.236 | 0.050
OLA 0.076 | 0.030 | 0.144 0.028
3.2 ¥5{% &4
3.2.1 ¥4 A9

At PR dYFE EF FA H &t o] A¥
& B3t £F EAAE 3FA A Fo] RS U2
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2lEel Yutsl v FAo FL A7) glon G Yy
¥ Bagging ®Wiioll visl 458 $& dut3} A& viAz o
the & 3ok

HE A &R A wol A 4Hn e FY FHE A
7+ &£ X (overlapping bivariate normal distribution) &} ¥§ 5 =)
ofch. N{p, X)E Hgo| foji F&A YYo] Tal 57 B E o
2 3ta ¥ 229 i A7 fic, = (1,~1), jic, = (~1,1)0]
I FEAL o, =3, 244 Ty P A Foct o] B
Ao A EH7E 2 = 202b3 LGN (5]

Age) AR AdgdlojElie F FHE22RE # 20704
% 40719 dlolel & WAt o] f3ldn) dlojEly YYgL
(z1,22)9f 244 Welol $YPL lof-c TYL AHgstedct
5, & G EY3e (L0), Coof £33k (0,1) 0]t} ALg-
ARG FERE 2-1028 IPART 29 k=9 5Y x
=9 A g 247 tanh(z) 9 sigmoidE o) g3yt viE
H g F Y ol Foidd &Y FHAE AYHE W
Hezes 749 &9 k29 g ujasld 2 298 R 2
o 292z APt A G FEL A EA A9} 7
o] Levenberg-Marquardt &< Y xne|&E-& o] &sigr}. Yuks}
Ao& 5337 AR HLE Yol R d4 dole S WA
€ AR 2wy o 2 10000709 o] E1 8 M4 sl o] 83}
et oluf o] £5F EH 9 Ha &/ o EL %ty ¢
stk

7 TA A4E G ¢SS (A EA 4P
G2l E5F 4 diolel o g At WHe 2R Ay
dolel o] &9 gkl A ubyo) k2l xto)7t gl £ F A
A2 VALY 23S AA ZA A Fo] A& o)x) o
I ol4kHoe]7] wlEolct. web dellA AAY FAYF Y2
259 O-stepH-E& 257 EA o =& st apgsigict

3.2.2 4y A

14 2(a)e Hd MEHE Abgated Foq HFuolEE o &
sted At ¥ ARYS 57 AHE vhehdc 5 $ R0
o1 =224 4402 vdehlm Qo agelM B 9y WE
H& Foixl gadolBlels F YUY BF AHE Holx 9l
At HA ERII%E e Holvt Y& ¥ & AUrtk. &3, @
o olElel] wf-gigtatgso] glol ] Ants Yio) T2 S
& ek

(b) BEUE

Figure 2: (a) @ Va4 3¢ 23} 2oz THW 99
UL 1G)oln YL FH22Co)olrt. ot +& 2zt
class 13 Co 2 ¥-5 Ao} ol Ag% vlojefolch. (b)
wEYg duAF) EF A

(a) W A1

ofell whal, W3¢ A3t & Aes 217 2(b)o)
A Bolx ok AHSH Heulee L= 100|2 S2 & o2t ¢
&7F 2% 0.252) 23449 o2t 29 (diagonal matrix)ojc}, ¢t
VEHS Aol v oy o) FHY4) LF5)E oz ufj§
Zslthes Ag 8 F ok
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Table 3: &+ W= H(SN), @< HU3(SC), BB Fxa
% % Bagging®| A% nli. 7 whyol sl 258 MY ¥ o
2, Ho W HL B R oleiee FERL

Methods R BERNIEERESEE!
SN 14.37 | 8.80 | 60.14 9.97
SC 11.36 | 8.43 | 19.72 2.64
o}AtE | Bagging | 9.88 | 844 | 12.79 1.21
OLA 895 | 834 | 11.10 0.62

& 32 o] classificationZ # o} o3t} AU G F &
d HEY, F& A¥2 % Baggingd ol 43l UYY A&
HEb D olch RE AYL 2584 Sysga Fa Ao 2
i EF oeed Fasich g 9939 Baggingol A A4
T UENY = [ S0 F oMY wpRRE 1007
FL AYsch EellA B § QlRo] BBRG guFEL B
FEAA etz b WS vle W$ F& Ykt A%
& 2dnes A& ¢ Ak

4 Conclusions

& =Rl ME A3 o] B H4E ZAZ YR o
A8 g ¢neEd B3 S duEL s A
A A s UG WHES 2 AN JEYE SYHo
2 G Fo By A VMFANE T GAE BYSo) o
F-¥ olgich zeiy, ¥ 24 MU dae dndEe
Eo Fboll MEYETtel ‘WAoot MEY Y5 A
2 ags 39 NNy ey duis »HL FAAIH A
= FAEY & FAA = ol v E Wt T4 ¢ A
A I ER Al e A > FHR A5 S HYn
71E9) W Eo ¥4 chekg FHEL 7MAD Yok B Y, A ak
H dnese dasln H43517) 47] WSl Al g} By
olvjet CART, C4.5, k-NN3} & dut=ql 7|4 &< (machine
learning) 7)Yl of] &% H&-o] 7}53lchi A3 o) 9}
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