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SH e AR =Y A o] vHAA HH AR x9] gro] dEtAlE v SE7T He FAl
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Table 2.2 2 X 2 contingency table by proportions
B
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1 b P1
A d q1

Total P2 q2 1
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2 ZollMe 71ed A4 4 BEEe Hag Fd AMPE 123 PIM 7|uk fAMd &
=59 fF840 tisl Lobuxt Gt o] #18) Park (2012b)fIA AREE A9} FASHA FE
g A, BE 7Pdsioinh. WA HolgHolxol Qe F ERAAL & (1)F 100822 stal, 35 [
Ae 7R 259 BAE 710 S o1 (1) 7l A ok S3S v (0)2 7o
A s 47 508 %}ﬁv}. £33 35 AY BE AA UL VIeer 54 0 (o A8t
2oz AA ()& A 5 308 o= 3kl 1 9j9] WY OoR AA (0)3 AFge] £8 0o S
o @5 A Ast B7F SOl AR R 5, 5 AT o3 2E& FshEA 54 ot” o=
AA g Hog stgleh. o8 Ae|etd Table 3.17% 231, o)7]A h7t HF 5 e A

Table 3.1 Simulation data(1)

1 B ) Total
A 1 h 50 — h 50
0 30—h h+20 50
Total 30 70 100

o] oY HolHE FAEAN LS Hstel wet FHvE ARE 2T A SESH AAE
A AFEE vYdY 162 )83t A4ket 234E Table 3.2 e glct.

Table 3.2 Variation of PIM based similarity measures with AMP by Table 3.1

a b c d supp conf confo lift v 2 x2 SKR SCohen Ssti Spp SFLeiss
0.01 0.49 0.29 0.21 0.010 0.020 0.033 0.04 -0.1400 0.0196 37.3333 -3.1111 -0.5600 6.6753 -0.6087 -0.6667
0.02 0.48 0.28 0.22 0.020 0.040 0.067 0.08 -0.1300 0.0169 32.1905 -2.6000 -0.5200 6.6755 -0.5652 -0.6190
0.03 0.47 0.27 0.23 0.030 0.060 0.100 0.12 -0.1200 0.0144 27.4286 -2.1818 -0.4800 6.6757 -0.5217 -0.5714
0.04 0.46 0.26 0.24 0.040 0.080 0.133 0.16 -0.1100 0.0121 23.0476 -1.8333 -0.4400 6.6759 -0.4783 -0.5238
0.05 0.45 0.25 0.25 0.050 0.100 0.167 0.20 -0.1000 0.0100 19.0476 -1.5385 -0.4000 6.6760 -0.4348 -0.4762
0.06 0.44 0.24 0.26 0.060 0.120 0.200 0.24 -0.0900 0.0081 15.4286 -1.2857 -0.3600 6.6762 -0.3913 -0.4286
0.07 0.43 0.23 0.27 0.070 0.140 0.233 0.28 -0.0800 0.0064 12.1905 -1.0667 -0.3200 6.6764 -0.3478 -0.3810
0.08 0.42 0.22 0.28 0.080 0.160 0.267 0.32 -0.0700 0.0049 9.3333 -0.8750 -0.2800 6.6766 -0.3043 -0.3333
0.09 0.41 0.21 0.29 0.090 0.180 0.300 0.36 -0.0600 0.0036 6.8571 -0.7059 -0.2400 6.6767 -0.2609 -0.2857
0.10 0.40 0.20 0.30 0.100 0.200 0.333 0.40 -0.0500 0.0025 4.7619 -0.5556 -0.2000 6.6769 -0.2174 -0.2381
0.11 0.39 0.19 0.31 0.110 0.220 0.367 0.44 -0.0400 0.0016 3.0476 -0.4211 -0.1600 6.6771 -0.1739 -0.1905
0.12 0.38 0.18 0.32 0.120 0.240 0.400 0.48 -0.0300 0.0009 1.7143 -0.3000 -0.1200 6.6773 -0.1304 -0.1429
0.13 0.37 0.17 0.33 0.130 0.260 0.433 0.52 -0.0200 0.0004 0.7619 -0.1905 -0.0800 6.6774 -0.0870 -0.0952
0.14 0.36 0.16 0.34 0.140 0.280 0.467 0.56 -0.0100 0.0001 0.1905 -0.0909 -0.0400 6.6776 -0.0435 -0.0476
0.15 0.35 0.15 0.35 0.150 0.300 0.500 0.60 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 6.6778 0.0000 0.0000
0.16 0.34 0.14 0.36 0.160 0.320 0.533 0.64 0.0100 0.0001 0.1905 0.0833 0.0400 6.6776 0.0435 0.0476
0.17 0.33 0.13 0.37 0.170 0.340 0.567 0.68 0.0200 0.0004 0.7619 0.1600 0.0800 6.6774 0.0870 0.0952
0.18 0.32 0.12 0.38 0.180 0.360 0.600 0.72 0.0300 0.0009 1.7143 0.2308 0.1200 6.6773 0.1304 0.1429
0.19 0.31 0.11 0.39 0.190 0.380 0.633 0.76 0.0400 0.0016 3.0476 0.2963 0.1600 6.6771 0.1739 0.1905
0.20 0.30 0.10 0.40 0.200 0.400 0.667 0.80 0.0500 0.0025 4.7619 0.3571 0.2000 6.6769 0.2174 0.2381
0.21 0.29 0.09 0.41 0.210 0.420 0.700 0.84 0.0600 0.0036 6.8571 0.4138 0.2400 6.6767 0.2609 0.2857
0.22 0.28 0.08 0.42 0.220 0.440 0.733 0.88 0.0700 0.0049 9.3333 0.4667 0.2800 6.6766 0.3043 0.3333
0.23 0.27 0.07 0.43 0.230 0.460 0.767 0.92 0.0800 0.0064 12.1905 0.5161 0.3200 6.6764 0.3478 0.3810
0.24 0.26 0.06 0.44 0.240 0.480 0.800 0.96 0.0900 0.0081 15.4286 0.5625 0.3600 6.6762 0.3913 0.4286
0.25 0.25 0.05 0.45 0.250 0.500 0.833 1.00 0.1000 0.0100 19.0476 0.6061 0.4000 6.6760 0.4348 0.4762
0.26 0.24 0.04 0.46 0.260 0.520 0.867 1.04 0.1100 0.0121 23.0476 0.6471 0.4400 6.6759 0.4783 0.5238
0.27 0.23 0.03 0.47 0.270 0.540 0.900 1.08 0.1200 0.0144 27.4286 0.6857 0.4800 6.6757 0.5217 0.5714
0.28 0.22 0.02 0.48 0.280 0.560 0.933 1.12 0.1300 0.0169 32.1905 0.7222 0.5200 6.6755 0.5652 0.6190
0.29 0.21 0.01 0.49 0.290 0.580 0.967 1.16 0.1400 0.0196 37.3333 0.7568 0.5600 6.6753 0.6087 0.6667

Table 3.2°0 X4 supp= AAE S(A = B), conf+ AFE C(A = B), confo= C(B = A), lift=
L(A = B), 283 v ad — beg on|gt}. o] oA B kel Zo] SAENIE o9 ghol $7F
ol whet AA =S} FEE, 2| AFHE confH confo7t S7F6IAL low, B =EolA e #
A SEE FoAA Ssu' AT FAR SEE Skr, Scohen, Sup, LI SricissT® F7FFL I
ot wbde] FhelAlg A 71Nk FAM 2 x*9} Ssute 47 ve] AF 9 Adigk FEE Ao
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elunz sttt S7beke A S71ekt dadsks 432 Jea ok a8a S5 9
Sstit 07} 1 Abo]9] 3k sk wHdoll, A S5 Skre ADS Sconen, Smp, 1B Srieiss™
T -1 1 Abele] 3 Zheth wEbA Fhe] Alg A 716 SR 43 o] #u JEeRd Btk of
Yt a7t S715l uhel 712 d3d Bt 7|EEe] B SUIEE £t gadtrl S7KeHA
v STttt Zashe FHE YL lerg AR B Vo2 uiEdskA] Refttal & &
Aok 2y B =R 2He e FAE S5 FoA Skr, Sconen, Sup, LB SrieisstT
a7} S713e) uet 7|29 ARG Bt 71EES RV E BE S8 FEE UE T oS B
ol gt ok 29 BT E /A Qoerng AF:AY vlskr ulokst 4~ gJojA A HU) 71ELE A}
“‘17]-—3}14_1_ g 4 Atk gy ol SE& 7€y AFA HIPEAA YA Reke AR
WERS et gleng uje vigAst AR 73 BrEeR 13T £ Qi §9, B =3
Al A FAMY SEE 9 HEY 2FS AHEEY] Wil oW 2FS stk wet gk
o] gkt o] EollA FWH & p1, p2, q1, @2 Fol 2z 0.5, 0.3, 0.5, 0.70]3L, ZF FAM S =4
A 2E s F2ANEY ¥ 4 paqi = 0.15, page = 0.21, p1gn = 0.25, p1ga = 0.359] <o &2
GERE lon, B =Rl Ted olu] g $A4 Zue Fuvee] 2l ol Jee wolA
Scohen, SMP, SrieissSkrS €22 AUZE] Z7|7F AR §l
ool = FHu]E ARE s PIM 7|0 AV SE59 §84E & o A5E7] 93 Table
3.33 Zro] BEUX RIx jof 3] W) wet ZHte] S5 55 A4k 23E Table 3.4 e S]
th o714 7 HE 5 & #e W= 0 < j <200t

Table 3.3 Simulation data(2)
B

-}

Total
1 0
A 1 30 -3 50 + 7 80
0 7 20— 3 20
Total 30 70 100

Table 34914 B njs} 2ol BAX MG co} ghol Z7haol whek A we} A w7} Zasha glo
H, igAS S5 SN Scohen, SMP, SFiciss~ AL Jow, BF -13} 1 Alole] & Zta
Ao} Skre F7VsHe A0l BE gho] Xt} At}

Table 3.4 Variation of PIM based similarity measures without mp by Table 3.3

a b c d  supp conf confg lift v V2 X2 SKR  SCohen SSti  SMP SFLeiss
0.29 0.51 0.01 0.19 0.290 0.363 0.967 1.208 0.050 0.0025 7.4405 8.5106  0.1613 6.87073 0.2703  0.4613
0.28 0.52 0.02 0.18 0.280 0.350 0.933 167 0.040 0.0016 4.7619 8.8889  0.1290 6.87091 0.2162  0.3690
0.27 0.53 0.03 0.17 0.270 0.338 0.900 125 0.030 0.0009 2.6786 9.3023  0.0968 6.87108 0.1622  0.2768
0.26 0.54 0.04 0.16 0.260 0.325 0.867 1.083 0.020 0.0004 1.1905 9.7561  0.0645 6.87125 0.1081  0.1845
0.25 0.55 0.05 0.15 0.250 0.313 0.833 1.042 0.010 0.0001 0.2976 10.2564 0.0323 6.87143 0.0541  0.0923
0.24 0.56 0.06 0.14 0.240 0.300 0.800 1.000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000 10.8108 0.0000 6.87160 0.0000  0.0000
0.23 0.57 0.07 0.13 0.230 0.288 0.767 0.958 -0.010 0.0001 0.2976 11.4286 -0.0323 6.87143 -0.0541 -0.0923
0.22 0.58 0.08 0.12 0.220 0.275 0.733 0.917 -0.020 0.0004 1.1905 12.1212 -0.0645 6.87125 -0.1081 -0.1845
0.21 0.59 0.09 0.11 0.210 0.263 0.700 0.875 -0.030 0.0009 2.6786 12.9032 -0.0968 6.87108 -0.1622 -0.2768
0.20 0.60 0.10 0.10 0.200 0.250 0.667 0.833 -0.040 0.0016 4.7619 13.7931 -0.1290 6.87091 -0.2162 -0.3690
0.19 0.61 0.11 0.09 0.190 0.238 0.633 0.792 -0.050 0.0025 7.4405 14.8148 -0.1613 6.87073 -0.2703 -0.4613

o e e

S i s e

e

12 0.68 0.18 0.02
11 0.69 0.19 0.01
10 0.70 0.20 0.00

120 0.150 0.400 0.500 -0.120 0.0144 42.8571 30.7692 -0.3871 6.86951 -0.6486 -1.1071
110 0.138 0.367 0.458 -0.130 0.0169 50.2976 36.3636 -0.4194 6.86934 -0.7027 -1.1994
100 0.125 0.333 0.417 -0.140 0.0196 58.3333 44.4444 -0.4516 6.86917 -0.7568 -1.2917

0.18 0.62 0.12 0.08 0.180 0.225 0.600 0.750 -0.060 0.0036 10.7143 16.0000 -0.1935 6.87056 -0.3243 -0.5536
0.17 0.63 0.13 0.07 0.170 0.213 0.567 0.708 -0.070 0.0049 14.5833 17.3913 -0.2258 6.87038 -0.3784 -0.6458
0.16 0.64 0.14 0.06 0.160 0.200 0.533 0.667 -0.080 0.0064 19.0476 19.0476 -0.2581 6.87021 -0.4324 -0.7381
0.15 0.65 0.15 0.05 0.150 0.188 0.500 0.625 -0.090 0.0081 24.1071 21.0526 -0.2903 6.87004 -0.4865 -0.8304
0.14 0.66 0.16 0.04 0.140 0.175 0.467 0.583 -0.100 0.0100 29.7619 23.5294 -0.3226 6.86986 -0.5405 -0.9226
0.13 0.67 0.17 0.03 0.130 0.163 0.433 0.542 -0.110 0.0121 36.0119 26.6667 -0.3548 6.86969 -0.5946 -1.0149
0. 0.
0. 0.
0. 0.
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Aol AF BAYG 2t B4 Fo) vt e Bu oheh o SR wel NEe] Any %
7} AES] B ZMg0lE Bk gasthrt 2k gom 72 duy 37k /15 AFE
£ 940 uT 2 Zue A% JonE oSS olgd A SHols T} Bed. A B
Eol A TS I RA SEE S Sconen, Sup, Srieins s ¢7h S71Y weh BT
St b UehiT 92 Buk ohjel %, 29 ¥EE XL gonw ARy BT sepy 5
ol Aey B7t AEow WS g Awy 74 FAIEes 2EY 4 gtk o] EelA=
o Fwnlge 2P nPuel oot fAH ZEE gho] Debdth of BelA Xl HE pi,

P2, @1, @29 Fel 247 0.8, 0.3, 0.2, 0.7011L, ZF HAMY SEoA 1ejshe el 27 pagi = 0.06,
prgi = 0.16, page = 0.21, p1gz = 0.569] <02 Jeh} gloma B =Roi 1adts on ge
FA S5 Scohen, SmP, Sricissd THAHNE ZBUFS] 27171 UEhsH-

9 A3 ARE FFEEE o, FHblE AEE v8e PIM 7 A S5 F9A Scohen,
SmP, SFieiss~ WAHES] 7t 38 gho] ojd b‘*EHi Waleets 4 -13F 1 Abel] e ZHe B Al

7129 A W3t FAFE GABIAL Tt olF FAAE Sriciss 7t HE Fo] 7P AA TR 7t
T8 2 7P ug s ARG & Fot 7]%2i AT
4. 4=
ABA 3 whol g2 AR A 7)1 F diolH 2 RE FF 7 AdBdS S 7IHeE, AU
2 &5 dlolgmojxolth. ou gl ARG 1AS B8] fsiAE 71EAA A B 71+
FoA AFE7F 74 wol &85 ok 28U A s A 3] v A HW 1 grol 2
A vdA S5y, A Fof FE 7HA7] o] A3 WIS & 4 gtk RS < Q)
o olgfst AL s Z3l7] S5 2 =EollAE AMPE 183 PIM 7|9 §Ad S=& A3 37}
71202 uH3AT. 53] ol SEEL VIS A3 44 Ut Ve 2 b g dRe w
ApE0] BE S sty dBAY AEE SAE SEolBE HAsH EE JHE 48] 9
Fe Ex ol Flo] AlF SAZ 71N SE& A o F veRd Buk oluet 712y AR Bt
71259 Hslele FATE thEA adttrt S AW SR Fashe FElE e o
g dA3d Hrt VIR AR Kttt & 4ty 3 S5 Skr2 719 A3 Bt
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Abstract

Association rule of data mining techniques is the method to quantify the relation-
ship between a set of items in a huge database, andhas been applied in various fields
like internet shopping mall, healthcare, insurance, and education. There are three pri-
mary interestingness measures for association rule, support and confidence and lift.
Confidence is the most important measure of these measures, and we generate some
association rules using confidence. But it is an asymmetric measure and has only pos-
itive value. So we can face with difficult problems in generation of association rules.In
this paper we apply the similarity measures by probabilistic interestingness measure
(PIM) with all marginal proportions (AMP) to solve this problem. The comparative
studies with support, confidences, lift, chi-square statistics, and some similarity mea-
sures by PIM with AMPare shown by numerical example. As the result, we knew that
the similarity measures by PIM with AMP could be seen the degree of association same
as confidence. And we could confirm the direction of association because they had the
sign of their values, and select the best similarity measure by PIM with AMP.

Keywords: All marginal proportion, association rule, confidence, probabilistic interest-

ingness measure, similarity measure, support.
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