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Alternative Optimal Threshold Criteria: MFR
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Abstract

We propose the multiplication of false rates (MFR) which is a classification accuracy criteria and an area
type of rectangle from ROC curve. Optimal threshold obtained using MFR is compared with other criteria
in terms of classification performance. Their optimal thresholds for various distribution functions are also
found; consequently, some properties and advantages of MFR are discussed by comparing FNR and FPR
corresponding to optimal thresholds. Based on general cost function, cost ratios of optimal thresholds are
computed using various classification criteria. The cost ratios for cost curves are observed so that the
advantages of MFR are explored. Furthermore, the definition of MFR is extended to multi-dimensional
ROC analysis and the relations of classification criteria are also discussed.
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1. M2

TRl EREEE T $dYe Fstels £5H (2 DA, threshold, cut-off)& FH = F
=9 A= A8 7Ie}t o3tEA Hok SollA wWel &8FH 1 Stk & AFolA s A8FTelA A
o] A7 E 7o teddsyol wet Fx2(default) 9 A4 (non-default) FE & FEsh= EA
£ st BERNS Xe 230 MeR A%y degtoltt. B3 Fx9 B/ 7t
o] © = {0a,0,} 2 BTTE Fa(z)ot Fu(z)S 247 259] F29 BAAENoA 230 235+
HARELT P(X < z(00)% P(X < 2]0,)2 o3, ~30] g Xo| FARZHS F(r)< o
=3} 2ol 7Hg st

F(z) = vFa(z) + (1 — v) Fu(z),

o714 v AAFEEgolth

ROC(Receiver Operating Characteristic) =41-2 A 3} (performance) & 7] WS 2 B7F 1 3 (classificat-
ion model) & EFA(classifiers) & Al 433t F71e 4= Qe {83 9hHolth 2000 o] %9
ROC FAlof #3F A= Provost2} Fawcett (1997), Sobehart®} Keenan (2001), Zhou % (2002),
Engelmann 5 (2003), Fawcett (2003), Hong (2009), Hong 5 (2010) ©]2]e] W EdA &4
g 4 3tk ROC FA41-E o FAH binary classifier) & AME-Ste] ZF £R/A L] AFojol|x] AARE
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Table 1.1. Confusion matrix

Rat State of Nature
ate

el €2
Decision di Fy(zo) Fn (o)
da 1— Fy(zo) 1 — Fn(zo)

|
Tasche (2006) &=x). °|F EFEFel toto] 4o g 7IEos T Ex BFoez JAEAE
2 B3 == Z53PH (confusion matrix) Fej 2 THAC}

ROC F4oIA] A8 HARR 250 gol ZASH=Y) o)) H& AT2E Cantor 5 (1999),
Greiner?} Gardner (2000), Freeman3} Moisen (2008), Liu 5 (2009), Hong (2009) 5°] 1t}
O¥E BR7IEE FoA ROC FAezie HHAERHS 78 + e Wxd A7 AdA3=
% (Total Accuracy; TA (Lambert2} Lipkovich, 2008)), A& (True Rate; TR (Velez %5, 2007;
Hong®} Joo, 2010)), A=A (Accuracy Area; AA (Brasil, 2010))3 7+2Fs] 2718Hd o33} 2
o},

TA = max {yFa(z) + (1 —v)(1 — Fa(=))},
TR = max {J [Fa) + (1~ F, ()]}
AA = max {Fy(z)(1 — F.(2))}.

HALRI)E TAS TRL thg3} 2o] dApaoe HHE 5 9o, Figure 1.19] 9% 193} Zo
712717k A= T2 AA3 ROC F43} whps 242ke] g #E (Fu(z), Fa(z))dl s 28 3
AEFHez 73t} (Vukt Curk, 2006).

Fy(z) = Fo(z) + (2TR = 1),

Fu(z) = “TVFn(x) + %(TA o).

rot

HALEF7IE TRI AA+ Figure 1.19] 8% I35} Zo] ROC I E2RE 33 v s}
Yo WAL HHE o= ROC A HJR2HE HAEFHOE #3lt} (Brasil, 2010). & A+
£ ROC FAo2HE TR AAN: T JH9 dHoR Ao M2 ER7IEU L& F
&+ (multiplication of false rates; MFR) & A Fstet. Sholl A AF 3 B/ 715 TA, TR, AAR} 2 A
ol A<tst MFR 7|£ 22 HE d& HAHERHES vu3HA E74d7 e} 084 (cost curve) ol
thate] B3kt gty RRAAE vlndty] HeiA ohdet B2l thste] TA, TRI MFR 7]
Fol| 7|Nksle HAREFAS FokaL ol tSshe AllE oF, A2% 2F, F 2F7FY & ForiA
Hl2 BEA43te] ofE Zfo MFRO 9F&0] 22X & AfHur MFRe Zd& B2t 181
TAS}H TR 7]|&E ¥]&FAE o]&3sto] ¥]8u|&S v #4938 Hong} Yoo (2010)9] A& &3t
o] B AFolA AFst MFR 71&3 TA, TR thet v]8u]&S thdst Az oA F3ta B4
o},

B =20 2480Al= MFR 7]&2 A|¢sit). MFRe] B9 & thkst HARFZ7EE 2|4 TA, TR,
AAS}H N WBHAA MFRE A7fshc) thefst 229 #4ke] 27 3follAl TA, TR, MFR 7|&& ©]-&-3}

T

L2 > {F
b2 N

oo fe
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Fn Fn

o] 7ot BRAY AAE vt a1 FyEzel tiste] TA, TR 1831 MFR 7|&e] &3k

EFAS ot 2 ERA St AT A2 27 Z71E A5 E WA MFR 7|89 E4S

E23} 3Z0Ae dubg ol vlgdE 123dA MFR 7152 o] &3ke] 13 B2l big v&

Hl&S Aogtt. =3t uEFHoR Al 7|E o2 RE F3t BRAel thdt vjgul&e AAE Aeeto

g1 9] ZwolA MFR 7129 3 23 ohahe
C 7

192 fEdth 4464t o)ade] ROC F4E Bge
=

ROC FHozRe HAERHS 22 0¥ 71FE Fol Figure 1.19) 45293} 2o ROC FA
o] HAL o] 3= TAS TR 7]1%¢] 921, Figure 1.19] 222 18238 ROCEA olefo)A &
A5 e WAL 0] g3 TRI AA 7]%0] 9tk TR} AA 7|52 ROCHFAL o] R w4 (1,0)

AEE 2P A48 WAYER BEEY. B ATAE B A%EE 24s 5AgoR
(0, 1) HEARE ROC F47H9) AL Aoz s 424299 WAL Avseie 25
&S ;Ejska o] J1%e] Hrheld Wel ROC 449 Fol theshe Axol RREoR 474
T 4 ek olHe £FI1ES ROC FAoIN EAHY Figure 119 ©2% I3} o] ROC H41
o gnre] A7 WAS eIt B A7OAE oldd BRI1ES 4o 210 AlSET. BF
ze =

1 — Fu(z)8} Fo(z)9 §& Avi3lshe 23S BRridos 4Ashker, 49 21904 1 — Fu(z)
FNR(false negative rate) ©]1 F,(z)+ FPR(false positive rate) 22 25+ 2 EF& (false rate) 0] 2

QEFEL] FozZ A3t BERF 7|£E LEFEH (multiplication of false rates; MFR) 2.2 7 2]

e N

9| 2.1 ROC SH0IM MFR J|&ES ThS2t 20| Molsitt.

MFR = max {(1 — Fa(z))Fn(x)}. (2.1)
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REol gapelel BEdse BFE Aolo] EAsY Hrje] MFRE BEee EHA ok 27
(2.2)E W3}

fa(wo) _ 1 — Fa(xo)

_ 2.2

fal@o) = Fulao) @2
APV fa( ) fu( ) FARENS Fa()9 Fu(-)o FEAEdSolh 27 (22)% 4 (21)9)
MFRE 2ol thal u2ste] 7 342 022 508 78 4 Itk F2 TASH TR 7122 #53c 2
FAL 27 fa(z0)/ fn(z0)7F (1 =) /47 1L wlo|t} (Yoo} Hong, 2011).
2.1. S2REEL| 212 2%
E dAFo A= MFR 7|88 o]831 92 EFAF TAS TR 7|F2 2 J2 ERHY S A5E
o} Rl gAele] BEFSF BASTRE A4 (Fa( ) = Fa(+)) SF14 TA, TR 223 MFR 7]
Zol tgate BRAL okl vlm BASEA AARFU Wske} A1E 07 FNRI} A2E 05

= 1 @0 = (na + pn)/2°1}F (Hong 5, 2010). 28|31
1= Fy(zo) = 1= ®((z0o—pa)/0) = ©((Ha—pn)/20) 2k Fr(zo) = @((z0—pin)/0) = P((1a—pn)/20)E
A ool ot 2AL (1 — Fa(xo))/Fn(zo) = 10]Th
(A% B) 07 <o0n 9l Aol 1= Fy(z*) = Fu(a*) 8 W53 2* € (g, (pa + pn)/2)°) ikl 23
B72 20 T2 (pa, z) Al A8 (1 — Fa(w0))/Fa(wo) > 18 WE3T}

~

N

(B% C) 0d > 00 Bl 1 — Fa(z*) = Fu(a") 8 W53 2 € (a + pn) /2, pn) ol HH3k0] 2 A
EFAE o T2 (2%, pa)Atolol AT (1 — Fa(xo))/Fn(xo) < 15 W53 O

Al 2.160AE MFR3} TR HAE7H- e thetoitt Al TA 71€L o834 73 273
< TR 7|€o2RE 73 ER7aE0 3 22 o= vehdtt (Hong? Yoo, 2010). TAS] A
TR FALt 7+ BERA S8k ALEH A2F 272t A thetels v Zo] AuE
=

$ AdA HAEFAEL zra < zmrr = 2RTLE YEHUH, Al1F &F ot 1 — Fiy(zmrr) =
— Fy(zrr) < 1 — Fy(zra)oldl, A2F 27 B+ Fu(zra) < Fu(amrr) = Fu(zrr)E YEHATE 12
45 AolA= TR MFR 7|€oz2 73 £/ &= AlF 277 TA 7|&ez #3
9] Al1F 7R} 2o, MFR 7|&0 &3k Al2F &77F TA 7189 A2% LFETh =

u!

32

Mr ey Ay 4

[ Ho ﬂll‘ t |d
sy T
o

stere 5 gl
A BolA HAEFAL v 279 Wl vra < omrr < TR EE 2vmrr < Tra < TTRE YUER
oz 74$ Bld 4 B2z 72 pEate] A9ditt. A4S Bl ata < amrr < 21r A9 ok

1— Fy(ztr) < 1= Fy(zmrr) < 1 — Fy(zTa), B Fo(zTa) < Fn(zmrr) < Fo(zrr)Y SAZ YERG
ot 28y A9 B2 aurr < 2Ta < 2R A0 o= 1 - Fi(zrr) <1 — Fy(zra) < 1 — Fa(zmrr),
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Table 2.1. Values of «, 8 and o + 8 when 03 =02

n

«@ B a+p

MFR 0.3086 0.3085 0.6171
TR 0.3086 0.3085 0.6171
TA(y=04) 0.4624 0.1826 0.6450

Table 2.2. Values of «, 8 and « + 8 when ‘73 < 072,/ and xTa < TMFR < TTR

«@ B a+p

MFR 0.3808 0.2808 0.6616
TR 0.2530 0.3900 0.6431
TA(y =04) 0.4317 0.2451 0.6768

B Fn(zmrr) < Fu(zma) < Fo(zrr)d TAZ Yepdoh. 2882 3¢ BloA+= MFR 7]£9 of
S3E AT 25 277 TASF TR 7|€22 3t /7Y SR/E Alolo] EA3tn, 4% B2olA]
£ MFR 7] &3k AlLE 2/7F 7 39, MFR 759 ti-&-3k A|2% 771 7P &t
A 2 z7a < zTR < MFrRE YERH, ot 1 — Fi(zmrr) < 1 — Fi(zrr) <
1 — Fy(zra)©lal, BE Fu(zra) < Fu(zrr) < Fu(zvrr) 2 UERGTE 2322 H9 ColAE MFR
= g-$ohs A1 L/77F o 71l Sk LFET 7P Zron, MFR 7]
A 2% 7L TE 7l S LFET /M Ive AL Ihebe &

2.2. AH2X0IML 27

Fu(-)2 E2AFLE NO,DE TA3IL F ()8 B0 191 AFLEE 4G5 Al 741 Z5ol
2} H4h2 WA TA, TR, MFRo| B ALS 9% o, 425 ©F 4, 2210 959 & o + 4%
i 2 AATES & 0580 0B 0580 42 18 wefdt

v
4
T
2T
lo

=

T

=

Mol LAl N(1, 1)Z AAsE, EFHEES zra < zvmrr = zrre TAE 7IA 2L
<059 W) TA 71208 78 BHAEe] AAT P EAREE 4 = 049 B9}
MFR, TR HAEFAA NS o, 8, a + Y 3k Table 2.134 Zro] LT A1E 27 74
© MFR#} TRoIA] 0.30700.2 713 =7 Uyehdon, Al2% 989 49 TAA 0.18258 7} 2H)
velstth £ 279 ) e 0.61712 MFR3} TReo] 7 24 yebgth

(3% B) oj <o

Fa(-)8] 40] Fo(-)) B4R 2 399 AARFAL 19 2700 wet F $7 Aoz
o},

(3% B1) 02 < 02, v € (0.371, 0.424)

F.(-) = N(1, 1.2%), v = 048 AASH o, , a + 2] 2 Table 2.29} Zo] Vbt EFH
52 z1a < zmrr < zrRY FAE JHIAEE A1E 25 TROA 0.25312 718 24 JEhtS
o, Al2% SFE TACA 0245622 7174 24 Yebgth F 279 &2 0.643022 TRo| 71 2
A Uebgth Fu(-) = N(1, 1.4%)%}F N(1, 1.6°)& W2t 2z 43S o si& 23} F,.(-) =
N(1, 1.2°)3} up@d7 A 2 0] 4% TRIA 7174 2HA Yegon, g9 3% TACNA 713 247 el
th o+ 89 32 TRe| 718 2A Yelsit

o
e
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Table 2.3. Values of «, 8 and « + 8 when 05 < G’i and PR < £TA < TTR

« B a+p

MFR 0.3808 0.2807 0.6616
TR 0.2530 0.3900 0.6431
TA(y = 0.45) 0.3327 0.3182 0.6508

Table 2.4. Values of «, 8 and a + 8 when 03 > 072,/

@ B a+p

MFR 0.1775 0.4502 0.6277
TR 0.3606 0.1419 0.5025
TA(y = 0.4) 0.4284 0.0860 0.5144

(A% B2) 02 < 02, v € (0.424, 0.5)
) = N(1, 1.2%), v = 0452 AA3] T3 a, B, a + B2 k& Table 2.30] At &
FHEL omrr < z1a < z7rE BAE 7HABE ALF /= TROIA 0.2531%2 7P 2A vet
won, A2F 2R MFROIA 0.28102 7P A veslth F 279 2 0.643022 TR
743 A vebgth F.(-) = N(1, 1439 N(1, 1.6°)S wE2E Bz 27180z A2 Axs
F.(+) = N(1, 1.2°)3} n}7A =2 ] 4 TROIA 7Fg A velgton, o] 3¢ MFROA 713
A vdErTh o+ 89 32 TRl 78 ZA Jebsith
3% C) o > on
F.(-) = N(1, 0.6%), v = 0.4°] th3} o, B, a + B FLE Table 2.40] Yehdth ERFHAEL 14 <
R < omrrRY FAE VX EE A1E 2F = MFROA 0.17752 7P 24 VYEhgen, A2ZE 9
T TAOA 0.087022 72 AA Yehgth F 279 32 0.50258 TRo| 71 ZA yelsgeh
F.(-) = N(1, 0.525*)¢} N(1, 0.8°)& w2t EXJME F,(-) = N(1, 0.6°)T} 37 A & a9 4
£ MFRoA 7V 2 vebgon, ge] A9 TAGA 713 ZA Yeldth o + 59 32 TRo] 7%
ZHA| VrERSkTE
A1% L7 FNREA 2897} Sl Ao d&got AAZE 22 L BFAY
+ YA Rl A dESgoy AAE
ASPA T AAEE FFoE vEhd A =& 4
A2Z 2&2 73l A1E 2% FNR2 A2% ¢
ol At B 4 k. IHER A1 LFE HAadshe o] A2% L/E Hadee
o S8ttt AR A3l R A CF 2ol Fu(-)e] &ate] Fu(-)Y 24tHt 2 4
t} (Hong?} Lee, 2011, p.273-275; Hong 5, 2011, p.989-991). o]¥ A3-S mol A3l 4L
HEH MFRO| 93 HHE7FHY A1F 771 7 A Ueh= 2 MFR 7]&
Fog o HAEFHEL A1F 2F/FE oW A4 275 a2 F o

o = 3 59 b1 S
3 £AS F4F 5 gon HHolty BUY 5

2

—~

>

O
.

3. HI8=HI0IMS] HISHIE

Table 3.1} 742 H]-8-3 & (cost matrix) o] I H & wf LRFA A 7]thu]-E&-(expected cost; EC) T4+
o233 2t} (Metz, 1978; Zhou 5, 2002; Pepe, 2003; Kim, 2004).

EC=Cy+ CTp’de(QZ) + CFN’}/(l — Fd(:C)) + CFP(l — ’y)Fn((L') + CTN(l — ’7)(1 — Fn(az)), (31)
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Table 3.1. Cost matrix

State of Nature

Rate
€1 €2
Decision d Crp Crp
dg CFN C’TN

714 Co= 1AW §-o|T.

71t A (3.1)= Hasdlehe 2FolE Fe L JFEFAS S5k BAE TF5H7] w2l
Jund 5 (2005), Hand (2009) Z28]3 Hand®} Zhou (2009) 52 7|tiv]§ T+ Faslele= AR
F8 w0 fa(zo)/fn(zo) =[(Crp — Crp)/(Crx — Crn) (1 — ) /vS BS3Th Aokt (Crp —
Crtp)/(Crn — Orn)E ¥]&H]E(cost ratio; CR)E A3, Hand (2009)= 7|thu] & S+-E H4
318 wf o] wjgulES JAERAE zool Sdte 7Fe =Yl fa(zo)/fu(zo) & v/(1 — 1) FoE A
(3.2) & =3ttt

CR = (%) % (3.2)

A0 APES AARFAS 27 AsA W EHEe] B LA B Dok Cantor S
(1999)= thFst A NA Y] vgHEol e FAZE AASI e, Adamset Hand (1999)+
vlgHEe HArbes AT 70 BAE AFSHT ERAGRE VEEY 2AE JEder
AHE 4 9le WHOE performance graphs (Turney, 1995), regret graphs (Hilden¥} Glasziou,
1996), ROC 4, loss difference plots (Adams2} Hand, 1999), precision-recall curve (Davis2} Goad-
rich, 2006), prevalence-value-accuracy plot (Antoni %, 2006), DET curves (Liu2} Shriberg, 2007),
skill plot (Brigg¥} Zartzki, 2007) 28] 31 W]-8-3+4] (cost curve) 5-©] At}

B dAFoAe tHEAQA HE&FAS e g bgugd tiste EE3tt (Drummond®} Holte,
2006; Holte2} Drummond, 2008; Hoshino %, 2009 59 £33z ) Hong3} Yoo (2010)% TA2}
TRE Hdsleh= vl&ulE&2 242 CRra = 13 CRrr = 7/(1 — 7)¥= B, B dAFoA=
MFRZ Hti3}ete v-8u]&S e 3.194 EE3ic)

Hel 3.1 MFRE z|U|3l6l= H|2U|8 CRE U2t Zict.

1— Fy( IMFR)) 2
CRy . 3.3
MER ( Fyp(zMrER) 1—7v @3
&Y 4 (3.2)°] MFR& HUige o) 274 =4 (2.2)E tAXNZE 78 5 Slrt 0

ArEE v8vES H4sstr] fote] vEFAE o] &ste] vgulE&S FotaA} gty ulEFAHe
CR¥} v& o]Fo]R &E1|&3H=(probability cost function; PCF)&} F#3}8 7]thH]-8 (normalized
expected cost; NEC)S 353 23522 Yehdtl (Drummond$} Holte, 2000; Kim, 2004;
Hong3} Yoo, 2010).

(Crn — Crp)y _ 1
(Cen — Crp)y 4+ (Crp — Cn)(1 =) 1+ CR(1—7)/v’

NEC = F,(z) + (1 — Fn(z) — Fa(z))PCF.

PCF =
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$349) 52 UElE POFS NECE 2% 03 14ole] g8 2=% B2astglrh wg34e)
E Aol d-g3le FAE v82 A (cost line) o2kl dl=d], AA| A3oAE a4 EFHd OIS
5= R AAE] HA4AY H(mlmmum envelope T+ lower envelope)& 923} BH|RH]ES 3=
o AR ok A ER9) BR/IES AUISERs £RAe) A Al 1S4 FolA NECT 744

3 ng ]
e 4L AFsH HM§FAol Hu) A FFE) BRIF FolA o= 729 PCFAA AEHE /2
o] £AAA Teln AEHE RRIIFe] W HISHES kT 5 Ak B AT BEHA 2

F71€< TASH TR 28] MFRE 73 Ztzbe] 2274 t-5sh= NECS PCFol| thak u]-gx)
(e]
=

2749 A% AdA F EFHo] dAIEZ zra < zmrr = xRS 2 USTE Hongd Yoo (2010) 014
T8k kel 2o v]gu] &2 v ZrH(A% A: NECyrr = NECrr < NECra)

xMmFr) — Fa(zTa) ’Y _ Fy(xrr) — Fa(zTa) 7
) — Fa(zra) 1 =~ Fu(zrr) — Fa(zra) 1 — 7~

Lo o) <02 wE BFA ovrr < zrr(©] W1 21a < 2mrr < 2RY TMFR < TTA = TTR

Ae® TR) 38T o2 > o2 wj= BEA rrr < ovrr WA7F 91‘:]' u2tA 25 cmrr©] F &
FA zra, errI AR e of A3HE 78S (NEC) 7 A2 Th2 Aol thate] v|-8H&& A
EZ]'. —?—/\4 _Hr‘j‘_:l_r‘x‘j 0] r1TA < TMFR < TTR o] 73]—?— Bloﬂ/Kﬂ% NECMrER < NECTA :lE]_L. NECMmER <
NECrrE &A1 W&E3FoIoF 3tal, £FAC] zmrr < z1a < zrr$ AF B2oA+E NECwrr <
NECTa € TE3to]of gttt 274 zrr < amrrQ AF ColAE NECurr < NECrr< THESFo] of
R 7b7he] 7ol uldu|Eo] Z3 5 U= 7o WA= v Zo] goksith

de| 3.2 (d2 Bl) z1a < zvrr < TR, (2 B2) zvpr < 21a < 2R 28l (B C) z1r < 2Mrr 2l OF
OllMel vlgdlee 22t thSt 2AE ettt

Fy(zmrr) — Fa(zTr) v Fy, (xmrr) — Fa(zTa) v

< CRp; < , 3.4
Fn(zymrr) — Fr(zrr) 1 — 7 ! Fp(zympr) — Fr(ora) 1—7 (3.4)
F, i F,
CRpy > a(zvFr) — Falzra) v 7 (3.5)
Fp(zmrr) — Fo(zra) 1—7
F, F,
CRe < a(zvFR) — Falzrr) v . (3.6)
Fp(xmrRr) — Fu(zrr) 1 -7

3Y: EFHEo] zra < zmrr < zrrY A% BlolAE NECurr < NECra 183 NECumrr <
NECtrE €H5steio} 3 24719] 9ol PCF thd} 2ol shakpat Adhate A&

1 1
1 & Fa(zmpr)=Fa(zTa) <PCF < 1 4 Falempr)=Fa(eTr) *
Fp(eMFR)—Fn(@TA) Fpn(zMmrFR)—Fn(zTR)

olofl ot v]-&-n]&9] 3et} AJshzhs At 4 (3.4)E @S = Itk A$ B2ol AF ColAe &
Zt NECurr < NECra 2t NECyrr < NECTrE WE3tojof 3l2E PCFE U3 ZoEZ H]&H]
&2 47+ 4 (3.5)9) 4] (3.6)= d+=th

1
PCF < 1 Fa(zmrFR)—Fa(zTa) ’
Fn(zMmrr)—Fn(zra)
PCF > L

1 4 Falzmpr)=Fa(zTR) °
Fn(zMmFR)—Fn(2TR)
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Table 3.2. Cost ratio of case B1

Fn(-) 0 CRTRr CRMFR CRB1
0.371 0.5898 0.8 (0.6896, 0.8954)
N(1,1.22) 04 0.6667 0.9047 (0.7795, 0.9512)
0.42 0.7241 0.9827 (0.8467, 0.9911)
N 1.42) 0.365 0.5748 0.9697 (0.7642, 0.9847)
’ 0.371 0.5898 0.9951 (0.7842, 0.9975)

Table 3.3. Cost ratio of case B2

Fn(-) 0 CRTRr CRMFR CRa2
0.44 0.7857 1.0657 1.0325
N(1, 1.22) 0.46 0.8518 1.1554 1.0578
0.48 0.9231 1.2520 1.1212
0.44 0.7857 1.3251 1.1594
N(1, 1.42) 0.46 0.8518 1.4367 1.2126
0.48 0.9231 1.5567 1.2692
&1 —m ~1—
- TA - TA
""" MFR N(1,1.2%) = MFR N(1,067)
- MFR N(1,1.4%) == MFR N(1,08°)

15
2.0

CR
1.0

0.0

S
o

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
037 038 039 040 041 042 036 038 040 042 044 046 048 050

Figure 3.1. Cost ratio of case B and C
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A 3.2014 NECurre HA3HEE wle] 4% Bl, B2, C2 #]&x]E&2] H9E 244 CRs1, CRae,
Cch TFata BAstk o714 CRrav 34 10]7] wfi2oll Tableo| A A<l gt
7% AE HongT} Yoo (2010)8} SY3}7) w0l At A Bl 03 < 029 Aol o2& 18T}
= 1.22, 1.4°% 23357 thekst yol| it ¥]8H]& CRrr, CRmrrT CRp1E Table 3.20] & oks}
Gtk Table 3.25 53 AuHH 079 Bato] 747 71842 A F79 HEH&2 S8 £3)
7} Z7VEEE v g Ee BF 343 455, CRurr©] 12T Aty 4 B2E o] < 029 4%
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Table 3.4. Cost ratio of case C

Fn(-) v CRTR CRMFR CR¢
0.25 0.333 0.1314 0.1980
N(1,0.62) 0.35 0.5385 0.2122 0.3198
0.45 0.8182 0.3225 0.4858
0.38 0.6129 0.4058 0.4957
N(1, 0.82) 0.42 0.7141 0.4795 0.5858
0.45 0.8518 0.5418 0.6618

Table 4.1. Confusion matrix

State of Nature

Rate
€1 €2 €3
dy Fi(z1) F>(x1) F3(z1)
Decision do Fi(z2) — Fi(z1) Fy(x2) — Fa(z1) F3(x2) — F3(z1)
ds3 1—F1(.Z‘2) 1—F2(.Z‘2) 1_F3(-732)

1 CRp19Y 7+ CRurrE T 231 CRra Rt Aty 283 3¢ B29jAlE CRrr < CRra = 1 <
CRp2 < CRvrr B2 398 £ o). gtz oz &A40]E (Cpy — Crp)ol 7138 H]E (Crp — Crn) E
ot 2 Cex — Crp > Cpp — CrnO|BEE W80 &L 1K} At} webA] CRurr > 10|BE dAF
o|x] ¢¥tt. 183l CRmrr > CRrrOIEZE TRo|| HlsiA] MFRE] <414 (Cpy — Crp)©] 7]3)H]-&
(CFP — Cry) Bt Ivia 3ge 4= Qi

$ CY o] > 029 B9l o2& 1HT} 22 0.6°, 0.8°22 A3 Y3 yol tiste] CRrr,
CRMFRJ’} CRcE Table 3.4 89kala1 o] & Figure 3.19] L 2% 283} th Figure 3.1& AHKE
W 7t SR Al S/ v8uEE BT 543 dette A2 A% B F9sit 28 A
Be} th2 Ho 2 CRmrr < CRrr < CRra = 10|19 24t 1H T} ZHotd 45 CRumrr ©] CRrrETH
Zrol2l & AL mhobe 4= 9ot mekA] d4AQ CRurr < 12 WHE3ML 53] CRurr < CRrrOIE
E TRe| H3jA MFRS] n]§u|&o] 2on webx A3k 7Iu&(NEC)7F &ttt 28858 ¢
Ct Fu(-)9 FA4to] Fo(-)9 F4titt 2 A 43k Ao, TA9 TR Htte MFRE ARS-5to
Tt HHEFA ik v]8u]&o] AAF ol Zthu]do] Frh= AL AT 4 Ut

B oepo] FRENE T RS Fi(z), Fu(a)ol B3 HHAEF/12S 53] LBF8F(MFR)o|
el ATeinh B AoldE RRRYe A Eras o4 dold duAd piEs whds
£ EAGNA MFRE 93 Q7T 40 QAU ol gsin. Faus X drges
Fi(2), i=1, wolA Fi(z) > Fo(x) > Fy(o)2 71880 22)2 Qole) ek

z1, z2(x1 < x )oﬂfﬂ “’X]"?’_
ROC =4 (surface)2 (Fi(z1),

2013), AtxkdoAe] MFR-2 4+ e
2 sh= AR e RuE HAdigele ZIEoln, HAislE wje] ROC FHAe] ol t&dhs 230E
fgos 24un. 4 202 MFR% 9oz BAsEA 49 410 4T, ROC FH 9

31
—
8
™

I

Fy(z1),1 — Fi(z2))E 2= A 192 =Z (Hong 5,
A9 2ol (1, 1, 1) FERHE ROCTAA A4 o2t
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9| 4.1 ROC J4M0IAM MFRE TS 20| MolsHCt.

MFR? = max{(1 — Fi(z1)) - (1 — (Fa(z2) — Fa(21))) - F3(z2)}.

439 0149l kX 7IA] Egslo] MFRoY tsle] A Al B234E Fi(zx), i =1,..., k2 323}
I BE oA Fi(z) - Fe(z)2 7830 2812 A9 298 o, .., a1 (e < -0 < @p—r)©ll

Zhou 5 (2002)2 kY EF5FHAAMY A4 RIEEY TS AA NESE UFE 3osE AR
& (correct classification rates; CCR)& AJ3}Ra 7+ BEXA] HEFE(CCR,)Y 7EHFLz
Akstgict. & Aol Ast kxkhe] MFRI CCRIF] #AE AHelshd v 2t
k
MFR" = [](1 — CCR,),

=1

017]}"] Z}' —Ey—}?’—_?,] @—Ev—‘?r“%\ot CCR1 = F1(1'1), CCRZ = FZ(CL‘Z) —Fi(xi71), i= 2,37 .. .,k‘— 1, CCRk =

5. 28

# 97 ROC FAdolA 94 Jejz 235 = HHEF7IE 2278w (MFR) 71&S Altsksl
th. MFR 277122 (0, 1) HE2FE ROC FA7HA9] Ad& thZd ez sk ROC F4d9 SiF
2o A4 dAE Hdiglete 7€l o] MAgE sk o] ROC 54749 ol tis
St ~F0jE ERAEeE AT

MFR 7225 d& HAEREH o2 2771570 £74870E vasisle. 748345 243t
7] 1304 cheFsk EEx el thate] TA, TR MFR 710 71kehe HAEFHES F3tal o] of
o3k ALF LRt Al2E 2R 22a F R e HlwstdA MRS Ade EEsith. oif
2o AA AN Fa(-)S] 2430l Fu(-)S] 4R 2 4971 Brh old A&olxs MFR 7]
Foz 73 HHARFH U3 Al1F ©79 FNRo| TRo|U TA 7|&2o2 AL HAEFH A1F
SRET A2 G Zdeth webd Fosta SAReTE 2 ALS 2RE Hadee

whA ol u]g TS o] &3lo] B AFoA A+ MFRE Ho)dlshe= v]&u]&S AYsiant. x4

TAS} TR 18|31 MFRZ 73 Ztzte] A8 74 t-$3= NEC2} PCFof ot v]
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