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Discretization Method Based on Quantiles for Variable
Selection Using Mutual Informationl)

Woon Ock Cha2?2) and Moon Yul Huh3

Abstract

This paper evaluates discretization of continuous variables to select relevant
variables for supervised learning using mutual information. Three discretization
methods, MDL, Histogram and 4-Intervals are considered. The process of
discretization and variable subset selection is evaluated according to the classification
accuracies with the 6 real data sets of UCI databases. Results show that 4-Interval
discretization method based on quantiles, is robust and efficient for variable selection

process. We also visually evaluate the appropriateness of the selected subset of
variables.
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5 g AlslY W$ES Hrlete dyoltt. DEMYCA Brld AlSEHE FHEZE FEA,
71?4, AR, dxA Fo] 9t} (Das and Liu, 1997, Liu and Motoda, 1998). ¥ =& & HFA
< 93 "Heuyis 24U o] a# i,

'}J’EXQE (mutual information : MDE 5 Aw 7+e] A3 9EA (interdependency) & H7F&
F YE AEE2AM, F Jdo]l AZ SPHA MIt 00lx, F Jge] HE F£4E 73 3o

b

E o] g AAA gk 53 MIE B Y' WFEL Fo] A5PolAY oAt #A
7b 12 B3 oty v AdFEAA FAdME A 5 §17] wWEl dla‘ﬁ"-»] R
dEAEE UBFE A2 2 Bol d7Hx vk B =FdAE eEEEe /M EEA
AEE o) 83te FTFRWES AR, Fouse] REJEES 2AY de THIHE AHS
ot ATt ALY T e B9 delHREE MIE AR F37] AL Parzen o

=4 (Parzen, 1962) & AH&-3te WY Tol AXHYE, o] FHE ALY AN 2EEE
g FAsE e oA EAM] Aot ol olf WE A5F wlolHE WA o]iFsA
713 o]ty dHlojE o] tid MIE AM&3se Aol ddtAd Hyoln

2 =39 542, dFHs7t d4¥0)n ExESI HFYA vlojHo AR EH 4FHs H
S 9A o3 F Ml o3 FaF WsE Addsie A, 98 7HA o] }5} ‘:{3°ﬂ
hE ERAAE Ay L2 AAE & F A' TLAHY oS A s Aol
2 =19 7L O 2 2R E MIE o83t Ay angEFE AW, 3%°ﬂ7~1
= Al 7ER olddshaydl dE AstAth 4FeAE & AT Ay 49 Aede
Heolejdlol 2, d¥AFAE 71 53 ¥4 € BF7tE 7esde A¥Z2A g 53
g oA S AMgEtE AET 1D 4-70 WS AHEEte o]ilstE 3 TaY WMSE
Al EHE sd5H £& EFEHE 48 + JA 9.

e RN s FAF wge pA A
7} 107} A= Holk o8 9% AR
—Hs ¢ T3 o] e A F
W EFIAo] B #ey g&Ho F
£ 9% 449 Yok no aAsa oA 4A 9

Gol @ Pre REIHL 3o
2hsaAT. g HAR Az 93
2% WESZW ORI EE Ho|E Mo~
B9 + gon, o=y A4E BF

2.1 M1
MI= ®lgEo] wtEA A sl A g 549 713E X €1, 55 09 Ay 4
JEko] opvgt dirAQ F4£AHE FAY £ dE ol (Tourassi, Frederick, Markey and

Floyd, Jr., 2001).
g dz¥s, Ye 2Euse &9, X9 YAold MI I(X;Y)E Bed Zo] Bew
o

I(X;Y)=H(X)+H(Y)-H(X,Y)
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=H(Y)—-H(YIX)

A7l H(X)E ¥ X9 E344 (uncertainty) & UYelWE dEZI (entropy) ©lH,
X7t o]4ty W4d FAdE

H(X)= —pr(X)log p(x)
E Aot =3 H(YIX) & g3 2o} Ao
H(YIX)= —ZyD(YIX)IOg p(ylx)

471914 p(x)=P[X
X7t FiHe W Yol

FaNd F deAE

AESAY 2 ol 4ks

WME X §EEXFFol, plylx)=P[Y=yl|X=x]&

= X7 2283s W Yo EFHAE dry
o, szt d53Y ASolE Aol st 2AAL
g Ao o8 MI I(X;Y)E AdE 4 AU
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o _p(x,y)
(X;Y)= szylp(x’y)log p(x?p(y)

ol HelA p(y)=P[Y=yle ¥F Yo FERIXFFL p(x,y)=PlX=x,Y=y]
t 2R gERETgFoT

ey (X, Xy, 0, X7 AFste ARy BEES Yo BN S drbd 95 F
ATAE FAstE, dF3ds (X, X, -, X)% H¥¥S Yo 2% MI (oint mutual
information : JMD< ©g 43 Z(Cover and Thomas, 1991).

I(X |, Xy, ~, X, Y)= ﬁll(Xi;YlXi_l,Xi_z, e X))

o 7]ell A,

I(Xi;Y|Xi—l’Xi—Zv.”,Xl)=H(XilXi_l,Xi_z,"',Xl)+H(Y)
_H(Xi,YIXi—hXi—z,'”,Xl)

oI},
Q%Y W AAE &S o3k AW W PR $7 BopA® MIZF HopE Fol it

o EHﬁJ oAE 449 49 % A¥ZAFAAAN oA =9l

2
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22 T8 FEAY 24EY

MIE o] &3] prle =4 Xi,i=1, =, p TN EERS Y 9 vAE T8

& MeE 27 AAAE, pAY WLRH 478 & JE BE /b5 2748 FEAY
G IMIE ARAA A4 = @ AAE BEEY HEATE Felok T, As} A £}
Be At A EAE zUsA Bk £ wRAAE 2707 qolE FRUS $EA

¥ S& 27357 A8A Battiti(1994)9] Wl wige £ 4AEd ¢ndFS AT

I<-{12 -, pk

S «— &,

I(2; X;) <0
form=1toq
{

j =indexMax ;. {I(X; Y)— 8 kEElSI(Xk; X;)}

S—SU(GhI<1TI-1{};
if (Acc(S) = Acc(A A ©lojE v]o]2)) break;
if (Acc(S) < Acc(S-{j})) {S « S-{j}; break;}

A7l A fe thgel AE E FRWS on ddg WMF Alole] FBAEAE Al v
AAFolth, T 7} 00]W EXWSs9 FTHAS Alole] A5 E gt neA HMFE AHI
Rola, A7 0BTk =W o] oA FrwFe ojn MYy WF Aol FsAR FS B
 9F A #E o)&IA thg MEE AYse Ao d¥kAd EREAAAME B7F 05
~ 1 Atel9] g 7IA &= Rol A§sith(Battiti, 1994). o] ¢nYEFL L&A oln AAHE F&
g BEJR &3l Aol dIoE&Ago] & Hat FEIYEY df ¥4 ZAE JteA
o] oA A dHr}.

E, Acc(S)E SOl 3tz UFHE (ndex)E 7HAE BFEF FXAFE o]F7 dHolH wHd
d g EFAFE, Acc(AA tlojHHol2)E AA ulojEHuoj2d] i ERZFEEA, to
g 3o A 2E(logistic)o] Wt vo] B Hlo]=(Naive Bayes)9t & EFEFS A L3l9 10-F
W 2He}R /3 (10-fold cross validation) g o2 T3t Ro|th W AAd 7] g7t =71 A
XY FE=s AA dolguo]l2E o AHEE A 49 A¥Eng FAY, ¥MF FUE O
74t B9-9 AR F713) Ae AR mY FFHA G A$E Z7) g RIS
£ F3tx, 28x god A7) qd SE T o)A A dEoF FJY S dAELS
W FEARY dste A4S Jgelnt. agn So e 449 &9 A9
AFEY €M vedt dE B9 § =3, 4 1, 2) old, Ao AHE ¥y FEIJFS
W2 {(3le2 FAE Helx, F WA Agd W FEITS (3, 4), A HA Ad9d s

-

fr

do d o R w4 o

4T rE 4z of
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AFE (3,4, 1), 1) WA H98 95 2RATS (3 4, 1, DE Yehath

3. o] A3hd g

-©

I oz

o ox bt
|

Eg& Agsty] oldel AA delEdl tis] sy, AGH ojitste AAY

a =29 8 dolHTE o]&3te FEHOE ot
P R AA A2 F8&8A A8 F Yo & =
Z o]zt W3l MDL (Minimum Description Length), 3|&E 23, 4-73F # et

TR
® 2 o

3

o

(1) MDL %%

294 oldstE HE Bo] ArgsE AL Gini A5 (Breiman et al, 1984), AR IS
(information gain) % E<% A% (impurity measure) o #&& ¥ Wyolty MDLS HEIS
o vtgE ¥ RS E Fayyaddt Irani(1992)7F #|Qtst wg o)t

o] WAXE A (split point)& HHsy] gl T2 ZLHES
(average class entropy) E(X, T;D)E o] &%t}

DE dloHAY, X& d&8 A4, TE 35 234 1931 D,,D,= DE TE 2% 43
o FETY dHolEHolet & w, DY FdA JEEY 5 H(D)S HF 92 JdE=R
3 EX,T; D& &3 2o

o

o 29

[>

dEZI

k
H(D)=~ 3.p(C,D)log (p(C;,D)) , A7l BEES Y i A 2928
C;& & ®, p(C,, D) ¥ D7} 28 C,
oA &% Hgoln ki 229 Aol
D D
E(X,T;D)=—I“HL|H(D 1)+L;2|—H(D ), 97194 n=|D|o]t}.

o BHANE tF BUPS A4 A9, 458 95 X U@ BE 15 2YY T F
F 2dx dEzdE Y Hrsse T, & PYoz MUsd Fe F o4z Ru¥sn
ol WHE Azel ¥Y Tzo) ARYoE Hgste] 54 2o BE 9 AR AR TE A
S8t} olsh g o WRBVL BT 2L 2AL 712 W FX PoH(Fayyads Irani(1992)).

n

guys > leln=l)

714 loge Be 22 @9, E=H(D), E,=H (D), E,=H(D,) & J4ehlz k,, k,
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=2 2y 3 Q& 2929 Aol o] WPANE A% WARE 4 AL o 43
Ws AR nEsE Aol okl 2 £ ol MDL#H o2 o

(2) 3l2E¥y W (HIS)
of MM E WFrt AFEEE WEE A4 1¥x gL A9y 7Y AsE +3€
Sturge®} 7ol weh &3 Zo] A @H(Vemnables and Ripley, 1994).

T3 Ae = logant1, RIS B2 3$
F7rel A% = logn+ 1+ log ,(1+ % Vn/6) | AAELE WEA &&= FF

A71A ne #HFY A7leln x & FES FAFeIH TS A7 A ALF
A8 B et FEAR} 08 FA3I, [1-20, u+20] T AHA FH AeAFY TG T
oz WETh WeF [u-20, p+20] WA BEG] e FHole FHEG F& gl & st
T 2 el ds = sy e wen.

ol ¥HE AL 7 Wnt 3 9 Aozt gl £ Utk B BSHY 5t @ebds
T 7t golur] HEd 488 MI FRAFe) AFHAA R, 7 7 BopAE £3
Ee @ 7ol BEF) AU A& £7F 9lo] MIE Ashsd 47 Ao

o

e

(3) 4-77 "y
Z} F3bo] FUF F9 FEFE JIAEF FHE U¥yE UH2S Bonnlander 9 Weigend
(1994) 7} 94+% vl 91t} Bonnlander ¢ Weigend 7} AA| S Hi & 2048 AR o S8
7o ARE ALEE FUSY 33 FHo| By B =RAMNE SEEFY ARE 083
e 4AEE (Boxplot) o] 71EE £ WHEL A4 A=Y F5, Ad 4 A9 7S
°ok o BF Folgto] EAY dx A 679 F £E REC 28y Solgkol A FEt
*f—%k o] B 7} &34 &7 Wi ol ?‘7}"1]’\19\ & FHo] B A 4 surh
Ao FdaA AA ALEY s vart guE 27 gEd, B
*‘C— #oll digk AR AT, T4, FAHEA S g e VIR U,
Bolgtd #3Ee FE -3 AHREYS T XA ] e

=y H :
,\L

v r[r
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o
£ Wgd U@ oAy} e FRoz FYHEE dBA FAHIL M FHo|
2o JHAt SoldAE FHo) A R T2l F7} A= xalsmouﬂ o
o @77 2A YHFE 2 P e BEZY F7F o= AT £2L FA
el B8 A fF AHEs} Eobd),

= I Ry -~ R (AN

AN oo M ok
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4. 49 2 494+
41 29474

E d7dAe g 22 ez Ay
St

1. %9 dolguo]2g MDL, 3|2EI, 4-73 WHoz oAt
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2. Ztzke] wpiow ol 4siAZ) HolE Mol 2d tE BRSO F MIZt 2 EME JZus
o &9 Far

3. 228 LAYFE AHEEE TS REYE S FEY S-S 055 H A MIHAA
7t dds) & At & Aolrk iRenz B = 07% A EF 73%‘ EA2H

°]

B (LOGISTIC)3} YolBE Hlo]2(NB) 2302 stk = oJ# 71X AA| dolguo]~E A}
43t Agd B Ay Q2A5-E g AT ALSEE W 25ads) %—-sra A Y]
gl S HYANE 48 3}

2t dA A AFS Y8, 2EaW WHeR olard dHolEwWeolag
A 2 22 AN FoWSF FEAT] FrWUSFE FIE AL R Z2 "fE% ’\}%0}915}.
(Ihaka and gentleman, 1967). MDL ¥ 3} 4-7-3F 9o 213 o]4td dlolgiu|o]AE DAVISE
AHE-Ete RS 3L (Huh, 2005), 2% RS == WEKAY Experimentd logistic, NaiveBayes
ETREFE AHLste F39 ot (Witten and Frank, 1999).

4.2 AH-§ d o] o] =

AEE %A, BE dFHUSFE] 9&4Y FE AL Y FENFE HF P ASAE
FIetA] g dolHue]2~E UCI 3 (Merz and Murphy, 1996) oAl F3tgich & AglA
T X% dHelHMolx (IRIS), 42 dolgwel2 (THYROID), dwt v 2= Hel
B W o] 2~(Pima Indians Diabetes : PIMA), £ E=F¢14 dolg{wWlo]2 (Wine Recognition : WINE),
olmjz] R dojelMo]~A (Image Segmentation : IMAGE), $12Z4 A4 dolguo]x
(Wisconsin Diagnostic : WDBC)9 67/0E Al&3tgtt, d&uiso 9 Fd29 /5 2 deolH

o2 A7 E & ¥ o

E 1> AHE Holg o] &

dolelol | oZws 4 | BmasY a5 | A7
RIS 4 3 150
THYROID 5 3 215
PIMA 8 2 768
WINE 13 3 178
IMAGE 18 7 210
WDBC 30 2 569

43 2343
431 oAy ME WL MI 99 Fous REFAF S

Al 7Hx ez oj4kEl A7) diolEHo] A e W&E MI &9 FaWs BEIY SE
F8 g <E 2> ~ <E 7>d Az saoh
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<E 2> IRISq| dig MI <9< S I&

MI &9 LOGISTIC NB
MDL |4, 3,1, 2 {4} {4, 3}
HIS |4,3 1,2 {4} {4, 3}
4-F7+| 3, 4,1, 2 {3, 4} {3}
<% 3> THYROIDel oi& MI ¢ S J&
Ml &9 LOGISTIC NB
MDL |2 5,1, 3, 4 {2, 5} {2, 5}
HIS 2,4, 1,5, 3 2, 4, 5, 3} {2, 4, 5, 3}
4-F7+ 2,5, 3, 1, 4 {2, 5, 1} 2, 5, 1}
<¥ 4 > PIMA ¢ g MI €91 S 3%
MI &9 LOGISTIC NB
MDL |26, 85, 1,7 3, 4 {2, 6, 8, T} {2, 6}
HIS ,6,5.8,3,4,7, 1 2 1,7 21,7
4-F3+12,6,8,5,1, 4,7, 3 {2, 6, 8, T} {2, 6}
<X 5> WINEY] i3t MI ¢ S J&
MI &9 LOGISTIC NB
MDL |7, 13, 10, 12, 11, 1, 6, 2, 4, 9 {7, 13, 10, 4} {7, 13, 10, 4}
HIS | 13,7 12,610, 11,1, 4, 2,6, 5 {13, 7, 2, 12} {13, 7, 2, 12}
4-F3+| 7,13, 10, 12, 1, 11, 6, 9, 2, 4 {7, 1, 11, 13} {7, 1, 11, 13}
<E 6> IMAGEd d% MI ¢ S &
MI &9 LOGISTIC NB
MDL | 18, 9, 16, 12, 10, 11, 15, 17, 13, 14 {18, 16, 17, 15} {18, 16, 17}
HIS | 2, 15, 16, 10, 18, 13, 14, 11, 12, 9 {2, 18, 10} {2, 18, 10}
4-72+ | 18, 16, 12, 9, 10, 11, 17, 14, 2, 15 {18, 12, 2} {18, 12, 2}
<¥ 7> WDBCH dig MI +=81¢+ S J&
MI &9 LOGISTIC NB
MDL | 23, 24, 21, 28, 8, 3, 4, 1, 7, 14 {23, 28} {23, 28}
HIS | 24, 23, 4, 13, 8, 14, 3, 11, 21, 28 {24, 11, 8} {24, 11, 8, 28}
4-F3| 21, 23, 24, 28, 8, 3, 4, 1, 7, 14 {21, 28} {21, 28}
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Aed Ml 99 SAE 25 MDL H*%‘s% l—é

] s
T ojistE Al u F3rel £t ‘ez o} X fa MH A7} FolRle AFS AFAAZ A 5
AT PIMA, WDBC ol o] ¥ #| 1 9 oﬂ =9, zt o]ishyd wE & ¥ MI

Lo mlm
r{r

MDL(2 ; 4) = 0.19008255
HIS(Z ; 28) = 0.05569810
4-73H2 5 4) = 017037840

ot} o719 MDL(2 ; 4+ W4 28 MDL #i o
o] MIZ 9n|sla, HIS2 ; 28), 4-F7H2 ; 4% Z+

o2 olitztate] 4749 FHoE R
gy 2o
¥ < 9o MIZ Jeldith, WDBC dlojg o)~ Ae=

A 25 2870, 4719

H

MDL(23 ; 4) = 0.68504369
HIS(23 ; 27) = 0.118144920
4-T-3H(23 ; 4) = 0.618434932

o,
432 o|Ashbyel we WEAYY BRASS

A A osh el ue, SUB 2o Ald
of We 2A2Y, oln dolx FFEPY BFEES THS
o ®e A% ge AA dolguoliy W £ PR AFEE ehdch AdE WF 5
Qo) %= AA WS S 4F AL YD, RFIE 99 25 4 WA Holuol
2o @ AREE 1002 Yehd o AF FE=E JuFh

rﬂ

HEEZT o]Foz F4E dolHu ol
<E 8> ~ <E 13> A

1>

<E 8 IRISq| tigt AAds ERAEE
o] Abshube ] LOGISTIC _ ] NB
SRR =37 A% | SA™Y 7 THAGE
MDL 1(25%) 96.00(100) 2(50%) 96.00
HIS 1 96.00 2 96.00
4-F7r 2 96.00 1 96.67(100.7)
FULL data 4(100%) 96.00(100) 4(100%) 96.00(100)
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<% 9> THYROID®| tj3F HEAEgs E5A48s
o] apsh b ] LOGISTIC _ ] NBHE _
sA%Y 27 [ EFARE | SARY 37 ERASE
MDL 2(40%) 96.28(99.5) 2 97.66(100.96)
HIS 4(80%) 96.73(99.9) 4 96.73(99.9)
4-37+ 3(60%) 97.21(100.5) 3 97.71(101.0)
FULL data 5(100%) 96.77(100) 5(100%) 96.73(100)
<X% 10> PIMAd] i3 dsAdd AR
U ] LOGISTIC _ _ NB _
SAZS 37 | ERAYE | SRR F7] ERA%E
MDL 4(50%) 77.74(100.7) 2(25%) 76.43(100.2)
HIS 3(37.5%) | 75.91(98.3) 3 75.92(99.5)
4-F3 4 77.74(100.7) 2 76.43(100.2)
FULL data 8(100%) | 77.22(100) 8(100%) 76.31(100)
<E 11> WINEY] i3 ¥4 E5A8e
o) kg ] LOGISTIC _ ] -~ NB _
S A% 37 il A S Hgre =7] EFAEE
MDL 4(30.8%) | 93.79(96.5) 4 94.90(98.2)
HIS 4 93.86(96.6) 4 91.12(94.3)
4-F7¢ 4 96.05(98.8) 4 97.22(100.6)
FULL data 13(100%) 97.19(100) 13(100%) 96.63(100)
<E 12> IMAGES Ui WsAds B8
R ] LOGISTIC _ ] NB _
SRR 27 | EFARE | SAwY 3] ERARE
MDL 4(22.2%) 87.14(105.8) 3 78.10(100.6)
HIS 3(16.7%) | 85.24(103.5) 3 83.81(108.0)
4-32h 3 85.71(104.0) 3 83.81(108.0)
FULL data 18(100%) 82.38(100) 18(100%) 77.62(100)
<¥ 13> WDBCH| o3t AsMEs EFASE
ol AFEY i LOGISTIC _ i NB i
SARY 271 | ¥HEAGE | SARY 4] ERAgE
MDL 2(6.7%) 94.03(100.6) 2 94.21(101.3)
HIS 3(10.0%) 93.50(100.0) 4(13.3%) 94.03(101.1)
4-F7+ 2 94.38(100.9) 2 94.73(101.9)
FULL data 30(100%) 93.50(100) 30(100%) 92.98(100)
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AZR5 AP e Agste] BRYL A4S AA WEE O AST BF ARG 22,
B 2golq Ao o FA Yet E IRISS 2ol #udc) F& dolHujo]xd

ol B wjo) =

Aol olashigel Ao ¥ P tAA gevks A, 47T PPo o uHA
T Asg Adste 44 oldshide u$ pasAw g2 Py vd o 2L 438 48
F3les & & U

433 dlo]g &A

DAVISE o]&3%¢o WINE, IMAGE, WDBC dlo]gdo]xo] dts] ¥ AA=FEH} FoE
(Scatter Diagram)& <28 1> ~ <2d 6> Jel 1 4319 A7 vlu 2489

(1) WINE Ho]g o] A

Al 7EA o)ats wbe) wEl A" myow T3 AF Sd XIFH vl v2, v4, v7, vl0,
vll, v12, v13o] ¥ ARATHS BEA v7, vie] /b4 F43F WFoln I o vide] Fa3 W
TYUE ¢ F Uk ABEE B V7 vl v vile A2 dR#A} et mgEA 4-73
Hog olAstAA dojH {v7, vl, vll, vi3}o] th& ojashiye Ano FA8I WFE o

qeg Ade &+ Yok

(2) IMAGE d]o]EjH] o]~

A 74A o)atE W we 2X2d R¥o 73 A So THEI v2 v1o v12, v15, v16,
v17, vi8& FAIS A¥ AANEFHE BWE vige] 71 BREXEo £ AALEE BA vI12s} v10
& MEZ ABBAAN B B F syt AYgEE Aol npEA sl £33 FHE W v18& whA| %
U= &, vi2E F AR Fd2 S 3384 Fde £, 27k FEW mx g3 6W A 2
g e & ST 4= 9t F2EOYRTE 4-F PHOE ojisiAA
< {v18, vi2, v2}7t th & olatsbiiye] Axrd o &&Folth

nP.ioE.—l

t

i 5
i e B SRR e

e

L Sy seom | e TR T ... i Wit

<% 1> WINE - AR =8 <8 2> WINE - A48 %
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<Z¥ 3> IMAGE - #Axd <21¥ 4> IMAGE - #4#x

LIS

5 OO ... SO

kst

fsieiniid

class

<% 5> WDBC- AXEF <31% 6> WDBC - 43#%=

(3) WDBC d#jojefujo]x

b 37ER] i e 2 v8 vll, v21, v23, v24, v289] U3 AHREE HY v2I1FH v28 F ANE FE
ERsEE Ze RS ¢ & Ao v249) v21e QBBAI F&) E Fo sy A"EE H
g ZAZ=EHAM BE v2lo] o 2¥ EFTHE 2YS ¢ F YL E vlle FLE ¥
obdS & ¢ itk WDBC HolEHolAd AL A2ETY WMEETE 4-77 dyoez o)id
AA @olZ {v2l, v28}o]l thE oty Afrd ¢ A A& ¢ F Aok

o
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