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7IME SoAAE A8 F2L 7HE Wol &85 7oz Wie tolEu ol Yol F5E
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Q78 2ARACH, AFAA FHI A0 BE AT ol ATA FA% BAY AFE £YHD
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AFAA 2 (sequences association rule)3 22 AFAA 77 (negative association rule) 02 F 73}
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AAE NS, &9 AF % NO, 281 2o $4%E NLE k3t 2ot (Park, 2011a).

NS1(A:>BE) = P(Aﬁ Bc) = TLlo/n,NSQ(AcﬁB) = P(AC OB) = n01/n
NC1(A:>BC) = P(BC|A) = nlo/nlA,NCQ(Ac:>B) = P(B|AC) = n01/noA
NLl(A:>BC) :P(BC|A)/P(BC) :’rll()’ﬁ,/(’l”l,l,n,o)7 NLQ(AciB) :P(BlAc)/P(B) =n01n/(no,n,1)

4714 A°sk B9 S mlx 247 Ash B7h QolubA] kg o u Btk A¥A 73 mhol oA £ol
AeY T 275 H @ ol | AFS DS AL T AFT Y e AR ok}
o tobrh 1 AFe] ohd o= AFES WA St Ao LW AE BVT & Ytk T} Lo
AY FAANE 29 AW 542 A% /29 AFEL Py

= ol g2 27 Hol ARl
B & 4 gtk Park (2011a)2 ole 8 BAS HAT 5 Qe 2o w4 AHEE AN v}

2]
¥

P(B°|A) — P(B°|A?)
P(B|A?) — P(B|A)

M@MA#&—{ (2.1)

4 (21)9) A WA A2 B NCpurer (A = B2 E753, T @A 42 NCpurea(A° = B)
& B FAAAL AEY AR e FH AY AL 2R A vE F G5

A G A9 WE S AW A 2TAA g2
= QY AL £UFA G Ao ulgolch. wHo] o
A e Adel H g3 AT £ A e el 1E
% EE AV EREA Fe A F B £TE A W g
A S8 5 B ETD A Vg Aol & ALk A4 A1 st 2]

El
lo gy to
) we, M
Laym®

;ﬁ B —|>

0,

> o
32 e
+ o

o

AW

©

o

lo F

Q

v}

ox

filo

o

e

4 A2 A E S w4 AMEL ol o3 el

3y + 971E AW, P(BA)S P(BIA) 3t (£

)9l el o | kg AT TR F gl Aol 7t FAsA 25 AF £ gE 5

AAT Gk ol & o TAHOZ Gobuy] A5 Table 229} Table 2.37 22 7Hyel
]

Table 2.2 Virtual contingency table(1)

B
total

1 50 50 100
0 70 30 100
total 120 80 200
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Table 2.3 Virtual contingency table(2)

B
total
1
1 60 40 100
A
0 80 20 100
total 140 60 200

™A Table 2.2} Table 2.30 2 2 E 29 AFE NCi (A= B°) = P(BC|A) A4retd 27+ 0.5
oF 0401, P(B°|A%)= Zt7} 0.33} 0.2 UEtEth o287 H 298 &5 AfEs 7 #olA BF
022 FUHA vetgeng 3o &5 AFErts 7HAAE o] 7 B3¢9 Aol& AHE + ot
T3} Table 2.2% P(B°|A)o] P(B°|A°)o] vl8] 1.25819] = 7]o]x1, Table 2.3-& 1.5081¢] =70

r}m =
i
r4u
E N

29 ¢4 AFE2E oYY 2718 AT & Yk o)A EAE mAs) A
est 2 £ 7o) £5 ASE NACy, & AL Dok B4 A (2.2)9] A EH_’%H A
NACpure1(A = BY) 22 %7183, F WA A& NACpurea(A° = B) 2 & % 7]},

to F T -

>

P(B|A) — P(B°|A°)

_ P(B¢|A)
NACjpure(A = B) PBIAY - PUBLA) (2.2)
P(B|A°)

Fol A 3 wloldo A 7] ¢4 AR EE o TRopA RETH H=ETS To HA
Aol A LA BA} FollA 86 oA LT B AA e BES UEE 7o £&
(attributable fraction)S A& 722 Frl7|E] A= F W3k Z ot} (Park, 2011b). °]&
2 =RoAE 59 dF4G +2E& B8] 93 Park (2011b)oll Al 1&g &4 AR 29} 7] &

F A=t FAAE S AR FF o R =F AP sl VR ol 99 Table229}
EaP ol

Table 2.30 4] 7)) &2 Al
© P(B°|A)st P(B°|A?)
(BCIA)E} P(B°|A%)e] 2715 WET +
(lift) & A A5 0.8333 0.8572 F A=
Zro] T U3l v}k A0S AL 4 9t}

B ER
R ) 5405; e R DS P e
2}9]

o 4 AF T NAC,ure1 B NAC pure2 7} Piatetsky-
Falksy %ﬁ sheAle] o RS 2ASIALA}L Shrk 2™
7}8lE Aol & Park (2011a)0] A o+3t &

Z3t=A] o RS A thE Zrh

=
SYeA Y $ JoBZ NACyura

(27 1] P(AN B°) = P(A)P(B°)°]¥ NAC,ur.(A = B9 < 00] Hi1, P(A°N B) =

P(AC) ( )O]Eﬂ NACpuTe(A = B)«] %}\‘_O__ ()o] _?J_r/].
(%9): P(ANB°) = P(A)P(B°)°| ™ P(B°|A) = P(B°)°] i, P(B°|A°) =P(B°)7} S| =& A o5
4] (2.3) 22 RE NACpure(4 = B 32 0°] At}

[Z7 2] NACpure(A = B°)= P(B%)9] 3tol Wet Bz 248} NAC)uo(A° = B)= P(B)9]
Bl wet g
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(59) : A (22)9] NACpure(A = B)E Aot th59] A2 < & AUtk

NACjpure(A = B®) = = PAPANES (2.3)
ol P(B°)9 3ol F74el el NACyu.(A = B)& ©2 gashe AL ¢ 5 Ark
(27 3] NACpure(A = B%)& P(AN B9 ol met 9x S74stal, NACpure(A° = B)+
P(A°N B)2) gtoll whet vz S 7h3ic,
(379) : 4 (2.3)2 Al Feletd g3} 2o 28T 4 Ytk
NACyue(A = BY) = 1— P(A)P(B°)/P(AN B°) o

4 (24)2RE P(AN B gol 71kl whek NACyue(A = B)& B2 S/ A¢ & 4
At

3. 4% oAl

2 dolde 7Y 29 AFE 9 29 &5 AFES & =RoA Adste 5o 79 &

AF T E ¥ wdt7] 93l Park (2011a) ) A Laqzs} A= HA ko] o] &3t} BTk o] oA = Hl o)
Huo]2o] e & EAAAL & (1)E 10082 oL, &5 A A 7 A% s 7l e
(1) AHt e} A7 A& FulskA) ghe (0) A 5 242508 22 shglch =3 &5 3 B
AAE Fust (1) AFE 8 70802 3t AL FujshA] o2 (0) AFEe =8 308 2= 33t
o] =RoME 29 AFBA FAE B A ZEEES U AEE Zo|BE WA n(ANB)A b
o 7 AT wet SS9 WItete FAdE vastaA} gt o] & A5 Table 3.17} 2t
Table 3.1 Simulation data(1)

B al

1 0 tota

1 50 —b b 50

0 204+ b 30 —b 50

total 70 30 100

0<b<30

o|Z A E b3t WBle] WE Y AFE, 2o £ AFE, 23 F 7)o &5 A ES vy
169 B4 AZEY ]S o] &3lo] A4S THSo] Table 3.29} 22 A7E A8 4= Qi) o] 7] A
a=n(A=1,B=1,b=n(A=1,B=0),c=n(A=0,B=1), 28] d=n(A=0,B =0)
ojujRitt. o] EERH & 5 Qe vheh 2ol LA T WX b Fho] SRl wet 2o AFE,
gol ¢4 A%, 2003 29 7o) ¢4 AHEE BE 27453 Ao, e 59 A2 N3}
NCrt 55 o] 3k AR B2 Wapol gt 89 4 AHE NCpurar 3 NCyurea, 1213 29
Aol 6% AFE NACpurar 3 NACpureate 2 50 o) QA7A 740) B2 & 5 ol
5 7ol ke ABA 720l YA opE 39 ABA FHol YEAE Hold 4+ ok 221
b7} & B9 Z7bgel wek 29 7)ol ¢4 AR L E7hEo] 2 23, 1 thgo] £ ¢4 Al
o, 5o AFE9 750 7 7‘“’/‘r wetAd Zof A3 32 BUELE 29 79 &5
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AHEE B Zo] b ol & Brha @ 4 ATk Table 328 & § FAAOR Awny,

a=39, b=11, c=31, 121 d=19¢ 7<% ek H A AF o] 7]Fgko] 0.20]2k1 38 7122 29

AFE gro] 0.220] B2 29 Aol 9) g ol ARy 7L Fue 73

o2 By oHrh Yustd P(BA) = 0.2 A 2 pEE
]

ki
ek
o
30
%
X
_V}i

B89 P(B) = 0357 27] wlEelth 23]¢ o Fo QAgo] g Ao Bsiolop
2 Zojtt.
Table 3.2 Output of some association thresholds by simulation data(1)
a b c d NCy NCpurer  NACpure1 NC;y NCpure2  NACpure2
45 5 25 25  0.1000 -0.4000 -4.0000 0.5000 -0.4000 -0.8000
44 6 26 24 0.1200 -0.3600 -3.0000 0.5200 -0.3600 -0.6923
43 7 27 23 0.1400 -0.3200 -2.2857 0.5400 -0.3200 -0.5926
42 8 28 22 0.1600 -0.2800 -1.7500 0.5600 -0.2800 -0.5000
41 9 29 21  0.1800 -0.2400 -1.3333 0.5800 -0.2400 -0.4138
40 10 30 20 0.2000 -0.2000 -1.0000 0.6000 -0.2000 -0.3333
39 11 31 19 0.2200 -0.1600 -0.7273 0.6200 -0.1600 -0.2581
38 12 32 18  0.2400 -0.1200 -0.5000 0.6400 -0.1200 -0.1875
37 13 33 17  0.2600 -0.0800 -0.3077 0.6600 -0.0800 -0.1212
36 14 34 16  0.2800 -0.0400 -0.1429 0.6800 -0.0400 -0.0588
35 15 35 15 0.3000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7000 0.0000 0.0000
34 16 36 14  0.3200 0.0400 0.1250 0.7200 0.0400 0.0556
33 17 37 13  0.3400 0.0800 0.2353 0.7400 0.0800 0.1081
32 18 38 12 0.3600 0.1200 0.3333 0.7600 0.1200 0.1579
31 19 39 11  0.3800 0.1600 0.4211 0.7800 0.1600 0.2051
30 20 40 10  0.4000 0.2000 0.5000 0.8000 0.2000 0.2500
29 21 41 9 0.4200 0.2400 0.5714 0.8200 0.2400 0.2927
28 22 42 8 0.4400 0.2800 0.6364 0.8400 0.2800 0.3333

webd] 712e] go) AHEE A HW o] A FHE 3o AW FHOR At
SRE W 4 Ak o] Aol 29 24 A= e 016011, 39 o] &5 A £
° o T

L2 0.727322 YElYT Qomg T & 3 7} :
T3 a=38, b=12, c=32, d=18¢1 B} a=37, b=13, ¢=33, d=17¢] A5 vl =d 29 <5
AR = 47 -0.129F -0.08% vepd wbwel] 3] 7)o £ AR R g2 47 -0.59) -0.30772
UERS T mebA 5] 71 5 AR ghol 59 £ AR S Hoh Aighe] 94 37 Yehvs
Al F Ao Aole w9 71 w5 A=Y AA A7k yEgth mEkA &9 719 =4
il

A E} 71 ES e ZEE) M 2o ABA 79 FEE O FAMA FRE 5 Yok 2T
a=35, b=15, c=35, d=1591 9L 29 7o} o5 AL BF 002 Gerta glojA o] g2
ABeAE TEY 4+ At

FHom 3o AnEAs o .
oMol B WA WE o] W] W2 Lo N, Lo 25
AR 2] NS FAS Gobu 7] 913 Table 339 2L HolE 2

Table 3.3 Simulation data(2)

B total
1 0
A 1 30—¢c 50+4c¢ 80
0 c 20 —c¢ 20

total 30 70 100
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of EolH BN WA WE 7} AT A4 7ol WAS Hohw oL 2
0<e<20

Table 3.3 25 ¥ c9f ghol Z7kgtel met 59 AR =, 59 5 AH %, 59 719
Alsretd thEo] Table 3.4 22 432 €2 5 9tk Table 3.42 7 & £ Q& el 2ol
&9

»—‘—E A =
EGA HA T o grol 74 wet 29 AFE R, 29 &4 AFE, 28 29 7o &5
A5 B SR G Table 329045} B2 S Ak BF P9 G A DR
kol glovt 2o ¢4 AR 2o Ao} ¢4 AAEE BF 2RI o5 AuA 729
BT AL 4 AT TH o) B 99 FAE Dol 2] Ao ek AT EY BAEC] AR
23,2 gl 29 w4 AR EolH, 29 AP e FAB0] A1 A weha Sof ABA 73
BNz oR 29 7o) €4 AAEE Gk 2ol 7P o] F AL B 4 gtk o] HelAE
=27, b=53, c=3, d=1791 % whok H 7 A= 7| F7ko] 0527 W 7] 2e] o) AFE gtol
066250122 29 A@gol Ak & 5 Utk Tel} o] Lo AMA FHL Frze FHow
®7) ojgih. ehukale P(BJA) = 0.6625% P(B) = 0.78¢h 27] mjg o]t} o] Ago] 2of w4
AF T ZHS -0.18750] 31, S9] 7]¢] &4 AFE] Fe -0.283020.F LJEFLIY QlonE = Z% o
JeiAE ol ABAel A AR BHE 4 ATk T2 29 Ao} 24 AFE ol 2o 24
A= Bt Avigre] 27 JER 93 MERE o 282 59 Ao &5 AT g9 Ay
F2e] 478 o Fdsh pReETD & 4 Avk
Table 3.4 Output of some association thresholds by simulation data(2)

a b c d NC, Ncpurel NACpurel NC2 NCpu'reZ NACPUT&Z

29 51 1 19 0.6375 -0.3125 -0.4902 0.0500 -0.3125 -6.2500

28 52 2 18 0.6500 -0.2500 -0.3846 0.1000 -0.2500 -2.5000

27 53 3 17 0.6625 -0.1875 -0.2830 0.1500 -0.1875 -1.2500

26 54 4 16 0.6750 -0.1250 -0.1852 0.2000 -0.1250 -0.6250

25 55 5 15 0.6875 -0.0625 -0.0909 0.2500 -0.0625 -0.2500

24 56 6 14 0.7000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3000 0.0000 0.0000

23 57 7 13 0.7125 0.0625 0.0877 0.3500 0.0625 0.1786

22 58 8 12 0.7250 0.1250 0.1724 0.4000 0.1250 0.3125

21 59 9 11 0.7375 0.1875 0.2542 0.4500 0.1875 0.4167

20 60 10 10 0.7500 0.2500 0.3333 0.5000 0.2500 0.5000

19 61 11 9 0.7625 0.3125 0.4098 0.5500 0.3125 0.5682

18 62 12 8 0.7750 0.3750 0.4839 0.6000 0.3750 0.6250

17 63 13 7 0.7875 0.4375 0.5556 0.6500 0.4375 0.6731

16 64 14 6 0.8000 0.5000 0.6250 0.7000 0.5000 0.7143

15 65 15 5 0.8125 0.5625 0.6923 0.7500 0.5625 0.7500

14 66 16 4 0.8250 0.6250 0.7576 0.8000 0.6250 0.7813

WA go A WEA WS Wale] Be 2o AE, g9 ¢4 ARE, 11 g2 Ao

w4 A2 Wsshe P dotugith 99 A9 BN go) AFEE BE P9 e
7t B R B3] gloevt 29 ¢4 A=} 29 7104 —G—’F AFEE BT 2 B30 93 AAA4
o] e Tet® 4 9Tk B ohier 2o Fo] ¢4 AR E gol £ £4 A =o] ]
Adigkol 211, A vHA WEe] FUbe] WE MIFE ¢ 3ERE 59 7o 5 AFET 29
AT 72§78 o FA PEARTHE ALE HAT 5 Atk o FSAE 29 Ao
w5 A go] g0 ¢4 ARE mrh Aujgkel 2A Ui go AB4 729 478
o FAstA T2 ¢ ok £ thE Ao ZhY] Wsle mE N E ) ¢4 4129 gE vt
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A3 7 A9 ke HRol WA ABHE B AL BE GO e AAER PP o,
S ARES} g9 o] ¢4 AHEE 3 5o o8 Avg 7 PFS & & Arke
s}

A4 st
4. AE

29 AT 74 vhol g o FBo| AT ThE FHL YA Frhe UL YA
Aelth. 7129 &9 AAEE ¥ ABAL AAE AT 7L 29 AP FHo= AGsH
He 0FE WY 4 Utk BH 29 5 AHEE 528 53 F5o) A Aot Avtal
HE G FE 29 FA6 1 25 oo g9 BAYR F) BAYL VYUY S o}
SAol £E ¥ FEGE 277 $U5Y w5 A= gE $U5H HE vEe AN o
e BAE AN N3 B =AML 29 Jo] 25 AHEE AGsE FA olo]
FUE 25 249 FF0lRE Fobu gt

w42 Bate] A A 2AXN WA W] gro] S we} g0 A, go] w4
AT, 293 22 7o} £4 AR EE BE ST drks AAS HAF & ATk B8 e
A EE B o) e AN DE W] Yot 29 5 A=Y L9 Vo] £ AFEL BT
T REe) o3 Ay FH PFS T 5 ATk BAX B WL gol & v S
et g2} 7o} ¢4 A £ S| 43 A3, 1 thEol 3 &5 ABEoln, g2} Az
F7h%o] by Ak mebd 29 ABA FH FNEOR 29 o] £5 AR S AETE Aol
4 7ol & Heks AAE BT 4 gtk $A B WES] Wale] mE 29 AFE, o
S5 AT, Te3 29 7o) 24 A E] WS Pl B E s gkt BAX 24
MEe] Aok FAR A%E 2 5 dslch
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Abstract

The most widely used data mining technique is to explore association rules. This
technique has been used to find the relationship between items in a massive database
based on the interestingness measures such as support, confidence, lift, etc. Association
rules are frequently used by retail stores to assist in marketing, advertising, floor place-
ment, and inventory control.In general, association rule technique generates the rule, 'If
A, then B.’, whereas negative association rule technique generates the rule, 'If A, then
not B.”, or 'If not A, then B.”. We can determine whether we promote other products
in addition to promote its products only if we add negative association rules to exist-
ing association rules. In this paper, we proposed the negatively attributable and pure
confidence to overcome the problems faced by negative association rule technique, and
then we checked three conditions for interestingness measure. The comparative studies
with negative confidence, negatively pure confidence, and negatively attributable and
pure confidence are shown by numerical examples. The results show that the negatively
attributable and pure confidence is better than negative confidence and negatively pure
confidence.

Keywords: Interestingness measure, negatively attributable and pure confidence, nega-

tive confidence, negatively pure confidence.

1 Professor, Department of Statistics, Changwon National University, Changwon, Gyeongnam 641-773,
Korea. E-mail: hcpark@changwon.ac.kr



