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ME orAd Ege #Y9 A9 singleton X3 #AIE S A3}7] 918}o] Cascading-and-Sharing ¥4

E 7S Agstel A4 bF A A EdE FEISAT 13 259 AFEs FAAIL, E

glo] Hamel wd HYHFS v fdte v Ef FEAACAA AF FEEATIYEe 7hike

= Fd HolH £A459 THAS A 43 A3 HAEY TEAHS A 753 Ed

T Y 7IHEY o #2 A%E HAFAY
1. ME Haol A 90Tt Bagging¥} boostinge ts oJAbE

A AA EFE HolHE BRI 2How AdFAs, 4 EYE THE7] A% 4EE vIHeEA JdA4% 28
AT, AR, FARA T B2 BofdlA ol g&H1 Exo] wel B odolHzRE wEAon MEHYS o
ol EE|Holth AlAA Egi offje} B o] fm Ztzbe] FEZER|(bootstrap) AEE 7] BFR7IES A
e A7IE M ol AA, JAEA EY AdS gtk st [5lel A & vhd ek GFEZIH Y ATl
Be nds px3y] 9% mjAuss e godolt Aste]  ofEel e EAHAES AAIAL. A,
= 0 Zexd o wEHE 38 Ry §3y 7 odh boosting WH R AHdE B dFEES singletono] oh
o] & &5 U oW AA=E FdesA ¥k =4, A, AR A7 B B $45S BRE T 99
JA A EFE TEe7] date] AvE gduFEse A SR B 5Ee pA3 gk ol AL tE ojALZ
Al sbH] go] AA] k7] wlEo] wiE T dolEle A7) 4 EZE TEF oA HAEE A @ HE gE
= 2ES waA TE £ gk AA, A E A B, F450l FEREV E 7 e AvEH
E3] & m7)9 EgE AgHoz oy 49eH o &4 A8 (feature selection) ¥ 5 Aol A HHF
Bl g dojE RIS 4¢ Efe] AEAE T2 719] A FAANE F de T VYol 53, w
=7 71HEd vlseth A 2 e gaese] s & H8S= M= dolHe Al #dol AL
2 e duglZE(Hunt's algorithm)o] ¢, ID3[2], o] E (irrelevant  feature), ¥  d©°]E (redundant
C45[3], C5.0[4] 5& Tasle 2L A 44 Ed 7 feature) = A7 HA9 FEHIE AEste] o] &
W daEEe 7127k Ha vk ARk oabE A B 24 B7719 4ges FHANE F Ak BY v E
e RE Ege RENEE FAE FY HolEHESo A gg TET oA FHE P45 gAEF EF9
A 9 Hojx= &4 (fragmentation) T A 7} &) 3k}, EX4=Es S7MAA 2 3 H Foverfitting)ol wH-E S
=710 AEAS FEATT] skl e GRE 7 AT
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ol g3t HAE Aol FAAAE FAHI A A F TEH92 7 EFY dS5S T 2/ A449e 79
EH SAES 44 AR O o5 EY T35 AEH At 1 dF A3e (29 DA dEida ok (1
L5 3t dDE T3 & F dxol, THE FH4ES AAS dol
H F 23S o]&ste 5% Eg = WA do”HE AL
2. 3548 HAH A ofF AEH EE T+F £ 39S ATEY F 9 52 AYgEE Y= A4S
Sypee doldold RAAHT 2Had guE A AY ¥+ A% E <K > Lol Bolo] HPEE 2
Astn 203 £ATNS Mudle] dolEEAe 84S oF £ vk A971A sl 2 47 SEE SA4ES 2
Folv A FAAHo|th WA o R “FE2(good)” FH4E gate] ¥ EFola alle FEE £A4ES EHsHA
oS 2Qdoll BHo] s W ofYF v E £HEFN F 1 FEE EFoltt
Eo] ¥z &E H4ES st theF 7t T &4
Apolel gwde &4 wrke Amw iY@ &o) <E 1> AsE A AH
P as =2 AAAS VAT 3 g2 SH4EH = FP rate | Precision | Recall | F-measure | Class
ATE o glx] ot o] £AS FL &EAolgln Ao ol 0.031 0.946 0.906 0.925 M
= ot} 0.094 0.945 0.969 0.957 B
o ) 0.045 0.925 0.925 0.925 M
FEA Aol AR E FAEe HEE v dE S 0.075 0.955 0.955 0.955 B
a7 AE A S(inear correlation coefficient)[6]7} all 0.053 0'212 0’9i5 0'9133 1\];[
ek & Aol &RX Yol @ dd AuAS re obd) b | D% (oo %
2113 2o AAteTh
_ _ <% 2> E¥ =ZL7] v
Z(xz_xl)(yz yz) -
;= i 1 Tree Number of Leaves Size of the tree
_ )2 _ )2 1 10 19
Dilai—2) [ Dyi—v) S
\/ R \/ o 2 12 23
all 13 25
olAel A z; EXel Hitgolm y, & Yo Hitgtolw rt
2 - 15F 1Ao] kel FolA "Arh ®keF £4 X9k Y .
. Comparison of accuracy
7 bds] gaEoel oW ke 1 £ - 15 7HAA
94.8
wan, whop X9 Y7 AR SyAeW, gk 02 7HAA = Accuracy
6
o
- 844
kA SEE b gAMEAA Ef FEIAAHAA AY
FEAS ARz $45 Atole] FEAL AAetm CS4 %2
g8 =9 cascading-and-sharing GAE7|HE& #4835} %
o] ®BF5F3 9] singleton wAlE A 3dt] ofFd BF If 938
AEs sk, A8 THES TH20](aggregate s
score)[7]5 E3le] o5 Z2AAE A3 FFaF0 %4 |
£ ooldel 4 29k ge Pyow AHT &k o174 * N ’
Ce 544 Sy &7 2395 9nsit )
o ” - (29 1) Ags
X,
Score“(T) = E Coverage (rule®) (2) 4 A2 A sx AF
=t B =FdAes $8E $X4E5S 28l cascading-an
d-sharing 47FE7IHS AL&ste HXHoZ o9
3. d& 23 0E xdd Ede Tt 4% BE A
29 delg = Aol diste] 7A ek A Aa[6] Wisconsin Breast Cancer Datasets Alg&3lo] 23S 3
©]Wisconsin Breast Cancer Datasets& ©]-&38t51oH. o] drt. 1 A3 AAAH tE gAAA EE F23 9l
dlelel HE T S6970ef st S27hel SAOR T o 2Rye Ve $4ES st oF daad
AEA. = v Ef PN o] SAE Akl EfE TEaEd AgsE A Bg A2 gE gE E
o FEAE AR AWAT Hww SAse TEA 2 TEol AHgEY wRle AREE ®Yd + AL
F HHES wHsel 474 AR ge iAy EfE g 5 Ao
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