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The empirical comparison of efficiency in

classification algorithms
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We may be given a set of observations with the classes or clusters. The aim
of this article is to provide an up-to-date review of different approaches to
classification, compare their performance on a wide range of challenging data-sets.
In this paper, machine learning algorithm classifiers based on CART, C4.5, CAL5,
FACT, QUEST and statistical discriminant analysis are compared on various
datasets in classification error rate and algorithms.

1. 4 &
A A dojus BE YEo| EF(Classification) E= o Z(prediction)<]
Aol BHAES Atk F A Foll o= A& F RAAZL WME &l FEFH AL
T e Ao RE AFEA He TR HgS ddsax & W
o Fopol] AA dojuta gk T AT EeokelAl= R. A. Fisher7t 1930 o
st AEE TAE do BEEH P E HFoE HEsAY. w3 7| AT
% (Machine Learning)®#¢Fo| A& Thornquist® Morgane A& 02 4sx8S
ol5 = o] AID(Automatic Interaction Detection) 71'H& #1312, Friedman<
AID7IHE ®IEFH FFA 93 wEHA BEY HAA AFHoe= “‘X“\]Zi"‘#
Breiman$< ©olv] & 483 /9 317A Eg(Classification And Regression Trees,
CART)E &4t 7IAgFol @ diryozd =g FolAY o dids 7|22 3
o zAFo2 AL FE FAFE o TEdAY. EF EAE s3] AT wHes
W} E2A S v 239, 71485 (Machine Learning)2] EokllME o2 71X 7|A &%
dunz Fo] A/MFAEH o] =FAE C45 CAL5 FACT, QUESTS 7Asts &
& oE Aol
A 1 o] & (Information Theory)& 7|%2 3l9 Friedman®] Breimans 3% &7
CART(1984) Al=o] oigt Wyl & Jj48 C45%5 Quinlan(1992)0] A3+t
CAL52 12 &L CARTAIZHAA w7t F 714 UFoXes & Bastd ¢tE
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o] o Loh® Vanichsettaki(1988), Loh® Shih(1997)= FA& 2 HHEEM S 7|4 &
& ¢ Fo AL FACTS ol& /A4d QUEST 7IAgs <dugldEs /NLstd
o £ =F9 FHE @A7A AL @ 99 A EF o disiA detri, 1
E Wy Add ALE Wy T EUR st §&A4E& vlustna g oW, &
&A49 HIE Folx ARE FFG AT YEE a7t Eoigts 9 2 E7E
slojof £ ¢ugFY HolnR AR EFT v F oEHFEo] 4 EFELYF
o] A4S YehiE Aoz A3 4 9.

2. I3 2 A ( Discriminant Analysis )

7o 4FE vAE Aoz zAbE ke #
ol #EHEE X'=[X),... X, ] 2 A nAee AEeF I
F5 A (0,) &2 o Fo|A e, 54 AHAY #5HE x©
0, ol atEA ol v, ol £I=AE BGsojof ) o, o, o FEHLE F
TE fi(x), 0,9 FELEIFE fo(x) & E78A4 #F g% x7F o
FXHE e 9 oRAes F oA A2 wHd REHT R R 2 UF
Rid® x& 0,22 xERY ddlE 0, 2 EFA drh. FoI3 4%

g 7bAT BRI ALLS 0, 02HEH & AAd 0, BT X RFY LB

T
rlr
b
e

]
m

P(jli)=P(XER;10,) = [ fi(x)dx @.1)

olub( i, 1j=1,2 ) o O¥21& k=1 ¢ A9 28F FES YEE Ao
o,

P21 = fR 4, (Odx
2

P(]|2)='/;1,(x)dx
1
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&% Adggole oY, ol B2 X7 0, 2 EIA

2 EYA BF) = P(XER; |mj)P(mj)=P(i |j)nj
P(o; 2 9A HF) = P(XER;|10)PWw;)=P D%,

P
S BF U8 g e &4 vgdEE Ao 2 F o

25 24
04 0 c(2i1)
AA 2l

0y c(112) 0
9] BoA o, 2 BF Hojotde #EAY w0, 2 EF Holotste #IAL g,
0, 2 24 EFIHUS F+Y ©¥E&E2 0, 0, & FEojo e BEXI 0, 2
AR Hey Ao uLe c(211), 0, 2 BEFHolol & #AAAI} 0, 22 AR
BEg A9 "&£ c(112)e2 Jehldd welr, ojw BEFH A distey 2
B2 B v &(expected cost of misclassification, ECM)& th& 3 Zo] Ao,

ECM=c(2 | 1)P2 | )n,+c(1 1 2)P(1 1 2)0, . (2.2)
geldel RRFHL ECMatol A5d @ ol$ e g shAok Bk

22. 7t x ¥ H{H

fl( X),fg( X) & Z‘}_Z‘}_ Q‘g&‘ﬂ}EiE '8 YIJ:Z 0]37" :o"'E"’}_ 68'?‘;—_:3'% 21,22?_ q\ﬁ%k
AFRE W@ oA oWl RHe o, F 0, o el X=X, X, ] o
= 0en 2ol Towq

| 72 eXD(‘%(X‘Hi)’E,-l(X—ll;)), i=1,2

(2m) K2 | 3,
(2.3)

oluf, RGeS B p,, Uy, 2 =3, ol o] gol 22 ¥A Jdx 7t
Asd 49 R, F R,S 2749 % logg FHs&ld th&d Zo] EAY & Uk

Ri={ (1% 'x

c(
c(

Foos osn(SEB)E]] e

R2={ (ny -1,)7S 'x

L e c(112) \( %2
5 (i ~hp)"2 ﬂh*“z’“n( c(211) )(n. )}
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| &2 BRI ofyY u, 2 EFEC

ey, BARNL BT BE £,(x)E Lolok a1, WFY A= daME
482 ¥4 ot vl At oA EAE #FYSE A: Roz Ue

#&5g x,€X7F £ JADE j.E{cp....c; ) olFn & o, NH9 FEAE
t‘r:]_ Q’%X}E% L= {(Xl,jl),...,(XN,jN)} 0] %E}‘

S E X AANoZRE A X9 e REIAFOZ A
Este 98 wtEgozx 7&HY 4 o, CARTY EIE T3 d JoiA
A A FAE FoAR qEAEE F MR e & FA A2V Yt A85E
o Z A AL&3E7E otk olEidt VIR A AZLE ERE 7539 AEE RFE RE
8 parent subset)Br}t o ‘&3 74zt A& REIFoE ERISE M=
Aoty xx9 2¥8E FE Wye I FHd mEews =285 HEV] 48 o £
& ygoz A}

1. 2t ==(0d &8 A857F AG ol £ &&, plc 1 0)j=1,2,....] &
Adge, olw] Z+zkel plc; | )8 &2 plelt)+...+plcyit)=1 °o|Jth
2. 7IUAF(Gini Index) i(t)=2plc;1tplc; 1) E =E  torMe B
i#j

f

N, 1|

(impurity) 3 =& Yetdt 2 ¥l disto 71141] e Axstd b #
& @8 2E ¥sE 49sd —‘?—%}91 27 5B 20W wT = S wx

o geoe A == tdd & FE8E p)H3 YW, p,,pre 4F
pL=p(t, )/p(t) , pr=pltp)/p(t) &2 AXE 4 9o &4 A=/ AT
B Ails,t) & M(s,t)=i(t)-p it )-pri(ty) 22 AT F A0},

3. 4 =E(tpdd EFREEE HE Bol HAAIE  OIET s
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Ai(s™,ty) = max cohi(sty) ol ostel 2 AR ‘o' MAE BF 42
PR AAME 2 BE ¥Wog Eft 49 viAY x=o] AF
T BEol ¥ FiAM ZAAHE dEYA(plurality rule)ol] <& A A
hetA,  plecj, |t)=max; p(c; | t) o8, st == o] AFL ¢, 2 4
Ao e o= AFd £3EA F RaE AT AF oA vkAH
RE7 HAYE 2 kEE AF 2 2R

2Fo N AFF BEENT wud Bd, CARTREHFUHS £X4 As%w
& =
[ o

ohe MY W4 BFY ARE BF 08 4 Y= Fdol ATk TF 99
#2249 ARnnE H4sy] 4n A5 JWGE 2714 g ol
£ BFA F BHBY olUs LRFHEL 23 ¥ £ A %o AR
F28 e WAENAMNE BEA o B9 BEE ¥z X Q=

ey o) R TS AYFOEA B A7 ANE wyo] A oY oA
& ugsty] Aol ANN7E ARste oW HY =y Ar)e AR =9
e 2@ A7 @ Bopolth T2y o] EEAME HH 222 BAs 9
stel A28 ANgagod dndE FE0 FHE T AFenA B,

CART &FWHo] Breiman et. alo] WE3F ZAAEDT Y18 Z(decision tree
algorithm)®1 ] ¥sle) C45% A K o) Z(Information Theory)d 71%3ld] wHEo]lx <&
18 F2 24 Quinlan(1979, 1983a, 1986b)<] ID3E /A sty e & 48] Folty,

41. 23 E#9 75

Aol 2 FJFE Trolgtm &AL Treol Hske A AQAESel AF
{ecier, ey Y A A3 Try,Try,.. . Tr, & 2 B8 JAFgoez vyolad AL
Hunt(1966)= ARl o3t EgE F&3& WY

Hunt(1966)$} Quinlan(1992)e] <28} #|otd C4.5 %}3—’?4 L
3t MPS ok BHEFE ol&3le EYE FHeE Aol HUY %
Artstel ERlE FH8) Ul Tro] FHE W BEZY info(T
A ol sl Aot

NI
)

. R | Tr; | | Tr|
info(Tr) = 21 T Tr] logz( T Tr] ) 4.1)
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ITrile 24 A%l &3 Asolth  Trel od ®bF X gsiq
o

Tr,Try, ... Tr, 22 UyFojxid Treo A4 Xo wg 7 FEe 2k FEAR
Tr o st o2 4 info (Tr) & A8 5 39l
n Tr:
infoy (Tr) = Zl I‘ Tr,ll X info(Tr;). (4.2

+

A g olfdtd TEH 2L FH Sk, X & Adsd EFdozy 48
RE AR olF gain(X) & gam(X)=znfo(Tr)-infoX(Tr) olty, W F A
Ho| o]5(43)¢ HU2 & R 9dstoq £R/E ASsHA ok F
st infoy(Tr) & T8t Zb info(Tr) &+ A& F8& Zgtol &

ey X9 &4 Ad 71z A8AYF Tr& B2 W Trodd S4 AS
utEate B &S Feg W AR o5FE ANT Fo AHH o5F
gain ratio(X ) = gain(X) /split info(X) 2 ©Al & F qlew ol L infox(Tr)
< splitinfo(X) & BT o5& splitinfo(X) @& 7I1F22 7HAX7|E 48

ol @ BEWRE Amel Aelol weh AnFol Mol AE:stol Beist W
9. & delrk A% sl WAt ARelSo] AW 1 WHE WA 2YE s Ed
g WAsy) Mol ¥ RS 4¥E sue A9we RED AP HE,
of $4%e @e ARE Yoz B AL 7 st FoWe TEHE ¥

A9 AMar golxA drh.

a2, o5 712 gata opr|HE Welk AP BFH ol F: o 7
A £4ES AR FozAd £3589 A 5 Aok 2% A8t Sk AFRY of
Ugt staxtz, H2E #80 g AFe AEE ¥ M F: 229 ARt 3
9o Hgsnat,

aw gL B¥E AAYe R HEIG BRA distd  split info(X)E
infox(Tr) o A& o|l&3ted ASIA Hz, FoA HadM TrE& nile ¥&
Agez UroEoz A dslE = A A Aro|t}, EE
gain ratio( X ) = gain(X)/split info(X) & AR H7} §83% F EFsed =§
o] Hl& Edo odte] Unislg g HE3n Qvk woF £ A oW, £¥A
= oo F3m, o] g Ed AFHolR ¥ Reldh Quninlan(1988h)E HPHoE
AR oS54 A1 EFE FiE HAEUE ol557|FE o &dd EYE FA
g Aol o F& ZA¥E & F e HE EAUI, Minger(1989) = o8 713 7]&
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HAECAM o5& AMgste] EglE Aste ol o 1dd Elg JH§d
Ag B

o

2 =FoA C458 o|gste] EYE F281 LEFLL 7T o o]=8 7|&
o wel YA EYE LAt

02§ ZFLUL CARTHHIY vttt 2 x5 W4
NAE L33t B{FEE &4 e FHo] Yz, g B o
o E£3 CART7Z} oA & &E sted Wale C455 AP diste % 28
sdto2 Egle A7|7 ozl FHo] Aok

t

5. CALS

CALSE C45% Zol HHOEE =
AEZY o]&& o]&dtd THE dnyYFojth. O

Zusta, ke ¥t Exgddu szl CALSE nageziy REZZ

0;€0(=12,.,k) o &3 EdHe ddeoz Y&t old, AF
ci,(7=12,...,0) 7} P(c;)>BR &Asm, P<1L E71Holth

=34 Mee EY 759 Add 9FE Bol FA Hz2 3 dA SAdA
FTE& WEANEE M de ¥5E AddeA H1 £/ E 2y 9std HFE F
A FReE YroFe nYFTE dt FLIY BE FEEL o] Frdl
o2t Ho £4 A w& £A4% Hol YR &1, e ARG FHIR YFoA
doi szt FF TAA A5 ¢AME @ AEE X¥eE 12 T AFA
L8FoR A8E AFE BHMAY AFE 2% & & dvn #aE grix £3
Koz APd AFe AAL 7 [9M4 FAEE 8 § o AR 3§

Bt

Hi: 72 1A ple; 18)=BE TF8 = AF ¢, 7F 4
B354 plc; | t)<p7t

Hz 7 I°lA AAY= RE AF ¢ o dstd
ch=Ride )
5 4 AF ¢ dste] Aol viE AAE BEVIFRG AXNE 7HE Hig A
stal, AEFzio]l B7IFET oW HhE AMEsA doe el wetM, ¢ 7Hdd
et HAsA do.

1 wet delel AF c;7b EASE &, H o] T I ¢ 7 2A%
Aol wTie, 2 [N BHE BuA ¥o g =g Ads
c;%3 ARHA Ao,

rir
N

X
2
ot
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2. Wep T3 IS4 RE AT tsted Hel 7ol wrkd 7 IdME
AZe B 4 g o ASAE O BAdA AXNAINE Qs
2ug A%sA Bk

3. @et 12 & o Anel ¥F0z Aol AL WA RAHE T I:
B9 WA 08 BEAE AAFoIA ol FFHelaT), o)
e W3t He® 2487 98 487 F7hA 9ok we o o4 7
I2 @337 g A2 A9W AF 2R 24 AFY B we
Zl N AGe AReA Do

e, CALSER RS FLE 19 4L/ wt LXFEA Aol)

Bolvz ETE A5} 01%34{— R . =%
o HEHE ArFAA AAY }391 A% Age &MY F7He xjolo] u}
g SEFEY Aolrt A A Eo] AAHex] X¥ AF}E HUH EIF E71H

Pae %A Frupel wet Eel ARE B HolE Btk
6. FACT¢ QUEST

Loh® Vanichsettaki(1988)= FACT(A Fast Algorithm for Classification Trees)
HYFL ALsIT. o] G FoAAE 4 mEoA EFE sV 4 AFE A
stz fs) BAH NEPAEE EYstd, 2§ & ¥ % Adest £ Al Eygs 4
gt wEtM, 7 =M E F el 77t ‘%‘ g2 4 du. A Ee =7
= g A AHAAFHA o& AAAYG. FACTZ i85 CART(Breiman et
al, 1984) X F 3ol WFE o]&% B tdtn HAFEEE stesive FHo)
At

[*)

1

o

=
2]
2

3

6.1. Ed #5344

kxrgel 287t &5 a olg AR AFTE ¢, j=1J] , FIAR 25N
A c; o AFse A5 F£E N7 34 HA g2 & N=jleN,- ojt} E
@ A2RY dod wE rolH A8 e AR FE (U, <))E B
T AR o £8 NPT BsA kdA ¥4 X, BRAE x, A
oltf AF ¢ ol gAY BF m,=N;/N ol &z E3 Jo9 AMI} == ¢
A AF ¢l £ BEplc,t) & plc,t)=n;N;(t)/N; o] HI, == to &3
AAZL AT ¢ 2AR B8 plolt)=plc; )/ 2ple,t) °o ot =5 oA

EFRAE] 7IUAF (e (D=1-2p°(c; | t) 2 Bt}
J
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o] ==& 237 Y3ty MEd &MY WFE X g1 R FACTE #
&g FE37] Y3t dgad BAS Adsted ol 7 shR el vk AA
2, wold AFE 2RY urtx] $F2L B E B0 g F dAEeE A
o] FAto] FYSIA & FE AT AMdo] FAHJUGE Aol

olg F 7kA EAE QUEST7 sizsided 2 #4388 4¥Ed osa 2k
J>2 W, ol g A3 A AA AFE F HY = AF(superclass) 22 Y
FolErh BAtel A €& & UASE nEstd F A 2 AFd olx wEFgs

A AA oY Aol EAGTD A AEHA o
ProlM Ao LEF4E FPA. oy, AFET HIFF BAE ABZYE
e B2AM  x 9 si2 0 o(=12) AFd HEH Biolam aha

>
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H
)
S
L)
y
_O’l_g
3
o
_>'1_', .
)

o(x) & 0(x)=(2n)

exp(~iz—) ol ¥F HFEET
JENe  x&S A e Frez  U¥Ed I e AWRd
(‘Oo,dl ),(dl,dz) ’(dzyoo)O]E]-. o]u:Hy dy,d; =

plep 1 0)s; ' 0((x- x " Vs =pley | Bsy 0 (x- x

ALEL 7] dshel, QUESTE 2udoz F 79
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doh wob AFel Wiol FASTY, BB A9t 2 AF A H2 bE ¥
B z AF B7 A o neEe osd o 2o

xp % spolgha stat, £ plA )= X ple;le) s
p(Blt)=1-p(Al¢t) & 2 AF AAsGoleln &z}

3. oAb e S axi+bx+c o AFE WA logE Hste Aysd

a =si-s%

b =2( xa85- xp55)

c =( ;ASB)Z_( ;BSA)Z"”ZS:ZS:;;IOg[{p(A | f)S}g/p(B | t)SA }]

s o] ¥ 4 AUtk
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4, d7} 4S8 28 4 k=& X=d AN &80
(a)eF a=0 °ol9,
( ;A+—-x.]})/2—2( ;A—}B)Sﬁlog (A | t), ;A¢ ;B,
d= p(Bt)

Xa, X4 = Xg.
(b) WFeF g=0o]H,
(i) Tk b2-dac<0°l™, d=( x4+ x5)/2 I AFc}
(i) T b®-dac =0 °JH,
A 5 A9 2 (2) '(-bxVbi-dac) F x4 ANE 2L dE R
t}, &, ol ZE R 7HRE BEA] 287 X gEool dojof g
B. 2 99 ALl d=( x,+ xp)/2 2 A&}

QUEST ¢xg & ¥FY s £/ HEdA R3te 93 e Bgstd ¥F
¥ W4 SR vyl Fol AHEH AGATIE HHEE ol&styq EFSHA
gk AR TS 83, HFY WAFE AEE BT ofve 2T BEXE Folok
e AEENY dHe AdsA

ool A AFE 74 duelFe BE&AS HlwsuA o FAE FokdA R A
Fisher7} 1930t 2 Zol thdt 2A82 & 4T do HEEY 7P S Moz AHE3
iris AF&.9} Breiman® £x1¢14 x5, FFHH 8 F ol &std LEFEE FIIA
th olme LEFEL HA AFAAM HAY AFTE AUE EFHA X BEA Y
v &olt},

71. A5

7.1.1. AN A H

ZAJNA L BE AAAAY AMZAMAMNEA 749 34 £7 Bo] AA #
Aol xgtoll wel FHE. o] AEE 2FG AMVIZEEH dojzl zRaoln, Z+ 77
o] ztgld] Eo] Eo] & FEL 0lolth o AYsA LAY, 21 AEE WY 9
H (x;,..,x7,Y) EZRE Afoln ojue Y+ AFolx, £& 1,..,10 & FF
3 gEe ZEdy AASA 28 Fo4A Yl ddd xy,..,x; & 4 &
1099 &3 o7 o] 0124 Yo dg3e gl ¢ &5 e ek
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712. 153 € A=

oz s QA s dolrzuz ok A A FEFHEA
hy(t),ha(t),hs(t) o] 7122 @t 7 AFL o8 & & Fo 5 /Mo A
&3 2y Aoz ngHARAY. FAH HEHE X={x,..,x5 ) =, 21-29

ofch AT 19 9E x& 4437 A8 SYHoR YFIRE U4 u

€ A4stn =
g 2170 Ho] 0 BAto] 191 HFEEY dF £,..8, B AT oz
Xp=uh; (m)+(1-why(m)+e,, m=1,2,...,21 (7.1)
ojgtx A EJ AlF 2 ¥E x&
Xp=uh; (M)+(1-whs(m)+e,, m=1,2,...,21 (7.2)
olgtx 7} &AL E¥ AF 3 HE x&
Xm=uhy; (M)+(1-whs(m)+e,,, m=1,2,...,21 (7.3)

olgtxz 7tAstAE. ol s A5 HEE 9%FHH(Breiman et. al., 1984) A8 1
500071& AAste o AEE IR 7 AHEL wwstza ok E=F A (¢),
hy(t), hs () BelE g 2971, 2972, 297358 2o

1] [ '3 n L]

3™ 71 b (0) 59 Y

- » v F3 n 1]

e 10 =0
T

¥ 72 hy(t) ] ¥
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7.2. ¥A4%

irisx &, £AAA 257, 5] A2 /ML LEFES ¥uEdd O3 X
o

T
718 2& FAE AL F 9

71 A8 WE QEFS v (B

irisAt & TAJAA 25 DR =
stszlg |HAEAS | 4528 |HA2EXAR | S5 |HAEAR
(150) (30) (200) (48) (4500) (500)
HHEA 0.027 0.000 * * 0.027 0.000
C45 0.064 0.073 0.220 0.365 0.064 0.073
CAL 0.027 0.033 0.350 0.313 0.027 0.033
QUEST 0.002 0.000 0.191 0.375 0.000 0.375

de) Ang Amuw, AARANe AgdEs A8/ nsHEd A$Y FEP
AR BE N£F OEFEL Bol £ AR ML Rzl ol wa
49¢ AFHAT 7178E SnaZANE C459% CALS HE @ irisdHEst o
geje] ARAME B ORFES

Algol & C457F 0222 o £2

Sho] W8 LEFEC] YAAHY R

M)

S
o, WEHE AFERY o]FojW £
&S HY dAHoZ C457F g
UElgth ZE gagFe] EEME A9

nt £AAYREAH e¥FEe) EohHon s AR F$E QUESTI H
ARE o BRA WQon deozt EPMe oRFE0 A Ue A ¢

4 lm ok B > ot o Lo

Att.
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