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ABSTRACT
AgAA dAAAHUFAM & W Mdee] @3 AFE ghoY, dFE 4
£33 e HEY Weo ZaH gtk B AFdME £A4E HF] FEIA
CART, QUEST, CRUISE § 71& ¥xngE#H & A7oA Adste vlzsdy a2
ol K-S test, Cramer-von Mises test o] ¥4 Mg g vustget. 2 23
B Ao AtdE Cramer-von Mises test WHHo] e dnaFd H g, WS

Adega B Ade Yol F2 AAE RY
F880o] 1 CART, QUEST, CRUISE, Kolmogorov-Smirmov test, Cramer-von Mises test

1. 9

AL UYE EM L &3 EFE 9% HHHoln A Eort. o33y du= A 4
of BFY ZAE AWE & Atk FHe] gl7] W&ol JAAAUYF M ALEHE g
Zd= CHAID (Kass 1980), CART (Breiman, Friedman, Olshen, Stone, 1984), C4.5 (Quinlan
1993), QUEST (Loh and Shih, 1997), CRUISE (Kim and Loh, 2001; Kim and Loh 2003) &
o] 7hA7E itk olE @ dnFEL APHETE 445 Hee BEY HeR FEIAY,

A4y WSS 1FHSY WBY WS BEAFVE Ak HAT WFY WEFIA 24
Hlordinal) W= A7 2 hgol ohigied, o) A3 AEY WEME ol 3
By WEAE ol £MY WMsel Al Aol ok

H Qs £48 Ry bﬂ o] Mo FEEo H 243 4ol Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test, Cramer-von Mises test®& ©o]&3% WY& A<Ian, 7|Eod AAHULG gungdEFA
CART, QUEST, CRUISE®} H|w3dl7|2 g}

2. 28 A A9 daugdF

5 FEo] EFHA Ue B
HEE 7}11 AE dF dF7E 4 A olgt din. %._
1YFL AEE VA e A5 & HAolth, & deMe 7]&
Ag %iﬂ%ﬁr RS Mg ol & Wy &) 43Rz doh

m&é

fl

_,

A
2.1 CART® W4 M9

CART(Classification And Regression Trees) €2 #&& JAZAAYUYRE gAs=d oA
7t HEZEQ] dmaFoltd. CART ¢ndEL ]EEE]?E_E 28 g yAstx, &4 vy

1) 120-749 A& Al MET ANEF 134 At &5 A4 %y 2a
2) 120-749 A&A MUETF A&F 134 dANsE $EEA ST AALEA
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(node)oll A4 z424lwlt](child node)® #8lA] B&¢% F4-(impurity function)® Z4E Fi3s}st
7 B227EE At prldd A AYASz sad EeEe tgd o] Ao
imp() =1~ 2p 249
A71A p(He ¢ otHE ERHAEH class jol £ FEolth. 281 9% vz FEE
g8 pt 2E8% nyz 7EE 88 pye 47 otgst Zo] @
Nt,) Ntp
Po="No - Prm

A71 MHE FHHdAe F A5 F, Ni)E piddA 9%ez BRd 28 4, 281
NtpE FHHdA 2e8F%ez #id Ay Fol AY AFR & Z
goodness of a split?] g(s, H th=FH #rh

g(s, t): lmp(t)_PL' Zmp(tL)—PR’ lmﬁ(tR)
Goodness of a splitE FHU2 B BEFE 4 wHEFd ato e 3 HsE7)d9
goodness of a split& = &A3le, 7bF & H4E Eausg A9dc),

2.2 QUEST® ¥4 A9

QUEST (Quick, Unbiased and Efficient Statistical Tree)¥ CARTS WHF¥ w29
bias& B ¢atn Ut ¥y Add 2 F HAHE F AR JrolA AAEy] g7, He
Aefol]l 2loJ A bias7t A< fltt
A WMo gsiA = ANOVA testE A A3 p-Zt(p-value)d 731, HFY Ho o
AMe 594 HHE 39 p-3& T ol¥A A T3 p-geo) A Fe = Ll
F2 A™sig,

2.3 CRUISE®] ¥4 A9

CRUISE (Classification Rule with Unbiased Interaction Selection and Estimation) ¢ 2 &%
=% QUESTS mhzirtA2 Ee ¥go Ada £ Fo Md, F 9A=Z rolr] A&
gZol], ¥ Aed] lojA bias7t AY gtk £F £ ¥H4E MYy 0 nezgs uys)
7] %€ CRUISE 1D$} 2% #4& :2jste 2D2 vy Ed, CRUISE 1DE QUESTS) ¥+
A dng & 2o wekA oridAE CRUISE 2D ¥4 Ay dunzE&Ews girz 3
%X, Xy, X e Q5T S WMoY &1, Xk Xge BEF 5 Wt g
A},

1. 9438 W4 o] marginal test
(a) A48 A BT AEE 4719 2oz UND, v classE Po2 4Mgag S
A2 e x4 EEEE IO
b) AFE, b 3(J,—DD 2-FAZFE T8, 59 Peizer-Prattd] z-HES A
hia=

prav}

z={ﬁ(W_—é)\/ (v—l)log< Vx_zl)+Wj v>1
i, -
A71M Wex2-v+1
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KNS z-3 %
2. BEY

(@ MFe) A7 o) 9 W, JxC 2BEE 3480
) AFE

vE (J=Dx(C-1) »>FAFE 73t
@ok ol W (KK )N -3t

2 ge

9] marginal test

2,22 Yepdc

I, Peizer-Pratte] z-#38& Alg
T 3T M 2 #&E 22 JEhdt
3. AEFE WMF (x,, x,)d BNEZE HA
@) (x,, x,)8 EE T Z B9 mediand] 8 409 2Fo2 Wrm, J x4
BEIE A4 3o

() A%, vb 3(7,—-DY xFAFE T8 3, Peizer-Pratte) z-H3g Ao}
KD (I; D ey pogts 2 M2 EE 2,28 YEhdn

4. B5Y W nEe PA
@) WFe] A7t 22k ¢, Y W JxC,C, EEEE A4 T
(b) A%, vVb (J,—Dx(C,C,—1DD x>-FAFE T3l

8l 1, Peizer-Pratt®] z-# 32
Al 8o, (K— Kl)(éf K, 1)4 “%E F M 2 @e, 2,02 g
5. %Y W g0 WEY WMF x99 REFE AA

(a) 9&Y ¥

median®] o3 2788 2FLE WFL, Jx2C HEEE T4
FAEFE F313, Peizer-Prattd] z-®3< Al 835}, K(K-K)N8 z-%
VM 2 #g 2 02 vt

ol¥A AWM U zPER W4FE AT A4 BYSGE PEY oZ WSR2 bhiasE =
8719 8l bootstrap bias correctiong 4 A| 3]]51‘-01 oF gt}

= Aac

I B &2 F4HE79 A bootstrap sampled &34, o=
Z&AF dEsuse

Maye Iz Agdezg
AR Egolr}

bootstrap sample®] Algorithm 25-1% H &3}, 5709) z-2tS Aot}
3. 7oz A fGDA dEAM, fmax(z,, 2,)2max(z ., 2 o 2 w0

T USH3E, A4y
ne - 4
Arg A9t 332 gow 95y W4E ddgdn
4. 127914 3948, & fghez B3 wEdg g(HE 453

o},

e R
5. a(ph)— AR AZEE 7)

o & wia=9f 7l

T

g 73
bootstrap bias correction o &3] AA = gZto)

2
CA £, o %
{f2, 20 F2m 20 209 FES BlREY 713 2

24zt g @ 2 o Az
geuss dge.

%, AolMs ge wyez

z*=max{f*z, 2z, f*
w} frp, = z%elw, olel 3
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B} 7, =z* o9, olo] AYEE FEY 43 WEE HY@,

grob frp = z*olW, o-gko] BT} 2 A4W o W4E HY9T,
o} frp =z"ol®, z-gko] Bh 2 BHEY o WEE HYPT
BweF fiz =z*0lE, olo] HFsHE B2 o

Y
rE
4
]
rx
=
(o
v

2.4 Kolmogorov-Smirnov test

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test (©]3} K-S test)e F W49 SEFI T 22X o7& wd
e Wyoer, T wf Ay 7H & EXY £33 Aol 5 MY 2 L BAFeE
o X, X, Xy, X, BEFHEEREE 5,0 2L, YV, Y, Y, Y, FEFHFE
BFYXE ¢ (x)a}‘ 39-g W FAZHFLED =suflS, (x)—S ()| o] gth

olg13 K-S testE AEAHYF o] HEE 4 Aot FEH5WUSF vy classol whel o & WHe
AE v 8 EXE vustd, D7} b /s A3E e WL E B daR MdYsie
Aolth, & D7t 255 y9 classoll W& o&¥ge X7 2 A7) “ﬂ-v—°ﬂ D7t 748
g Wl vE 2 AYEFe deda @ 4 drh

2.5 Cramer-von Mises test

A9 K-S test7} & HAwg neld Aolghd, Cramer-von Mises test® HAEEXE 3188
ZAolgt & 4 2tk Cramer-von Mises testd] S A% 7= th&3 o] AAtwc)
2 SIS X D=5 )12+ BLS (V) -54¥ )1

T=

(m

K-S test WRlo} &
Mises test W& 5

A% D7 71 #9d H4E By Heg Adyd RA Y, Cramer-von
AF T A% K98 A9HE Hol: WSS Pol WE2 Agsch

3.529449

MATLABAIA x1, x2, x3, x4, x5% 5709 & #FE BAAA, 50071 #2XE 50004
MR A gk W4 yE 07 1 $Y 28 XEgslE 28W4E 250709 BRI 7 o

31 ¢A¥ g9 A9y njw

J AEE 7HAE

HA dSHe x12 &APolAnt &S5 %2, x3, x4, x568 d£8 €¥EQ
°] I E dlolHE "3’“
& x

A gAML x1 MET dFeo] 91, Urix] WEEL oS
selth £4% W4 o) PEE E31% o) Ysirz Bt d3u
ATE BT 0 LA FEYL 42 13 019 DAY FTREAN ¥

H32e &A1Y W7t gt 2el 3

_\SE‘.“

W AdE ol “H—r SA 1,}5}1,}—: »l‘:} ‘“U} 7]%— J"Eln zl
F8HA etz l3, B ESYES o] 88 MY FdE

o]
o2
Cramer-von Mises test WHe] 2 Wy MYH L vogFy o). «dHF A7t J&
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£ CRUISE ¢18%&°] Cramer-von Mises test Bt 53X Mert BolAFE
Cramer-von Mises test ¥ o] ] 4% RS ZE JE)

¥ 3L £M% ¥ RodPel AHsE X

A A4
G 3% 12 . k& A%t €AY ZLRE, P )=, Vil . k
A A4 1, 28 FHele ©A8 BE,

2 IPr(Xi=1)=6, Pr(Xl—Z)—.4
A 441, 2, 32 Hste €48 BE,

3 |Pr(X;=1)=Pr(X,=3)=.25, Pr(X;=2)=5
4 A4 1,2 3 4, 58 s &8 BE

5 |Pr(X;=1)=Pr(X;=5)=.12, Pr(X,;=2)=Pr(X;=4)=.18, Pr(X;=3)=4
A A4 1, 2, .., 10& e €48 BX,

10 Pr(X1-5)-Pr(X1=6)=.2, Pr(X;=other than 5 or 6)=.075
A 441, 2, .., 208 FHEe ©AY BE,

2 Ipr(X=10)=Pr(X=11)=.14, Pr(Xi=other than 10 or 11)=.04
4 A4 1,2, ., 308 At oA BE,

% Pr(X—lS)—Pr(X=16)=.136, Pr(X;=other than 15 or 16)=.026
A A1, 2, ., 502 #Hile A48 BX,

% |Pr(X=25)=Pr(X=26)=.116, Pr(Xi=other than 25 or 26)=.016

¥ 32 €A% B59 249 29

X X, . % PX1& sz AY)
class0 | classl T CART |QUEST |CRUISE|K-S test| Cramer
A, U, | Noise®l .32 .70 51 40 .64
A, U, | Noise® .62 21 92 .66 .90
As | Us |Noise®s| .76 27 98 80 94
Ay Uy |Noise®F| 75 21 91 87 91
Ay | Uy |Noise®F | .67 22 82 83 .85
Ag | Ugp | Noise®s| 79 21 87 91 91
Ag | Usp |Noise®4| 81 22 88 93 93

wonge ANE HESE PHES 958 U5Ed YANE AL BA ARE B9
@ oY FURAT. A BE Zuss0) A5y P9 YnYET WS MY
5g wlwslo @t

y7h 0%l ASelE BFE BT 0, BT BRAE 247 17 019 B AFETN We

g 4sdn 293 yih 1 A £ 015,02, 03, 042 WA, x2,

X3 xd, x59 HEE BT 01l BUS FELE 2% 13 019 BEF FREIAN B4

= Ag*%o}aau} of A%AE dFus xlo] HF dFHol Fou xio WE NYPo] e
EEEER LET Y
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AU FAN XY £ W g 83 47

of

E 33 BATEE 21, JFE AZ UG8 ouP AFRE

class0®] ¥ classl ¥ P(X1& Bz AH)

(uy, 8o, 1oy By, e Uy, 1o, 1a, 14, 0] CART | QUEST |CRUISE | k-s test| cramer
(0,0,0,0,0) (15.1,1,1,.1) .29 .33 27 .38 41
(0,0,0,0,0) (2,.1,.1,1.1) 45 52 42 .58 62
(0,0,0,0,0) (3,1,1,1,1) 78 .85 73 .85 .88
(0,0,0,0,0) (4,1,1,1,.1) 93 .98 94 97 .98

£ 332 0¥y FFEEES o8 oY o dF A Azolvt B AFdA A
etste Ml E4A W<l K-S test®} Cramer-von Mises test® |43 ¥ 3 QUESTS ¥4
Ade o] gA vebdch debA 8RS e £MY HAFET oy A5y WF F 4
A= Abge] 7k e BHA S FAF F doh

B dFdAe JAEH UFdAM EE v dgsied glojA, " Fert £A4F
A%o FEGT #2543 HE HHY K-S test® Cramer-von Mises test& ©] 83 %Hy&
A|Qbsta, CART, QUEST, CRUISES 9] 7I& dngj&3 ¥4 A9 e vusi.

49 A3 CART ¢ FE A9 ZE Z o ¥y Ayl vA Vet CRUISE g1
BES €A% Hae HFY At AE A (dE 5™ 100)3h) W AHFe] MG ¢
3 wkE, W3 ATt BolASE ¥y dude] v Raure] ulE oFstH Ak QUEST ¢
2FL &MY WA S 2L ¥y AYE S BHoy A4y Wy dEAe 4%
Wy AdYe BHg B dFoA Aetsls K-S test® Cramer-von Mises test® o] 83 4t
HE dutydom 2 AHE RAF3 Ul £3] Cramer-von Mises tests W49 e
Agglel R Heol £ AHE ByFT %o "$ Robustd %Y Rez dergo)

o] AFeMe Be ¥4y MY BAwg mstgoy, 28 Ws4E &2 MHsae
At F2jd dgo] AREHWA, o Pt FH/T B £ vk "N FF EeE A4
A= Fojxel & otk

FuEd

Kass, G. V. (1980), An Exploratory Technique for Investigating Large Quantities of
Categorical Data, journal of applied statistics 29: 119-127

Breiman, L., Friedman, J., Olshen, R., and Stone, C. (1984), Classification And Regression
Tree, Chapman and Hall, New York, NY

Quinlan, J. R (1993), 4.5 © programs for machine learning, Morgan Kaufmann Publishers

Loh, W.-Y. and Shih, Y.-S. (1997), Split selcetion methods for classification trees,
Statistica Sinica 7: 815-840

Kim, H. and Loh, W.-Y. (2003), Classification trees with bivariate linear discriminant node
models, Journal of Computational and Graphical Statistics 12: 512-530

Kim, H. and Loh, W.-Y. (2001), Classification trees with unbiased multiway splits, Journal
of the American Statistical Association 96: 589-604

- 288 -



