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A knonledge acquisition method for expert systes

in a practical situation

Induction methods have recently been found to be useful in a wide
variety of business related problems, including in the construction
of expert systems. Decision tree induction is an important type of
inductive learning method. Empirical results have shown that pruning
a decision tree usually improves its accuracy. In this paper we
summarize theoretical results of pruning and illustrate these results
with an example, We give a sample size sufficient for decision tree
induction with pruning based on recently developed learning theory,
For situations where it is difficult to obtain large enough sample,
we provide several methods for a poesterior evaluation of the accuracy

of a pruned decision tree. Finally we summarize conditions under

which pruning is necessary for better prediction accuracy.




< At VYgB Gy YoEAY =37 Holztz Q)
=718 West=59 A4 YUY (reconstruction methods)
=z \_7}91 A& Bolur] ol@7) W Eoll [Musen, 1989] AE7}A]
ool loj A =AY Eo) 7}’8 o ¥ EAZ Ha Ut AL 2
% Induction Methods)2 g &Eokolle] §8& S A AYE Wy
W3 oigte] ¥z gt} [Braun and Chandler, 1987], [Messier and
Hansen, 1988]

destAwt At 4 A 229He A} 9 (Exanples) J2RH -—]
At B L (Decision tree)§ $EstE wWolr), dAAFURE= rx
(node)#} 7}2] (branch)2 T4 Heo] 3352 IS FAch gA@AY
TE FHEYUUE URY L= HE A goz AWFHLG ol 2] ¥
AIEEL ol&olut HES 7918 §¥ez Ay A2Y 4% gon
[Braun and Chandler, 1987], [Carter and Catlett, 19871, [Messier and
Hansen, 1988], [Shaw and Gentry, 1988] FEJIA ARG stz 9 ¥ A
AMEY wyog o]8Y 4% 9t} [Michalski and Chilausky, 1980],
[Quinlan, 1979,1987b] AP RS A Y3d 2Ewwe tEEe FA
3 8w (discriminant analysis T)el 2AsE g maineEy 22
3 7} A (parametric or structural assumptions)§ ¥ FHIA ALFHL:
W o]},

He dFAES Fdo] o288 A8l AW TAY Y (training set)
LERE F5E oy YAFBURE s AA A= (instance
space)oll M 1 FAP L FAR EUriE AU & wASIYT}. [Breiman
et al.,1984], [Quinlan,1983], [Spangler et al., 1989] 2| o] W& =
=& EIAHELE F3H u¥ dAZIURE widisi= Ay
(pruning) &6 thstey 23}z %itt. [Fisher and Schlimmer, 19881,
[Mingers, 1986], [Niblett, 19871, [Quinlan, 1987a]

F3E ANFAIURY we ANEE MY YEY BAES ey
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Hrohe $43 @Adsts 54 AEg vtdsts AL7 v, oy A
TS WYY AEEL FFo| THA] YAY slsMo] Uy Hes u
th ol AfEI e AAES =2 (pruning)ol] 3 HAY &
A7) W TREYH YAFAFUREE 1§ FHAY(training set)o A&
2F HEol AT AA AteF L (instance space)o M= S FHLL =
o]i Xt FHY FHog ALy 4 grh

71&8 dAFEol FEH /dy FHUNE U= FHey =y
(pruning: o]3teld "SIy olat Ay $E4S AYLAHLE 2
B AR, olHY dFAAEL AFoM HuI SN TAYYY o
=°l & Eol(domain)ol o] J&3tx gt P2 oy o
TAHEC] YHeE HYHEA a3 JBET worHe] A
(concepts)?] BHPE FAF Lo s gajxalx ¢c}.

of =&l el dAFEI YR R g3} s go) iyt o g
7bzl o] 24 HAEE 2YstE I 84L& EWE A ¥

2 =EY FREHS AFY LFEY WHEY FAE o] FE AYS
FE FE A& disld Mo Aol uis WEL A=y o
th A7 e dA4E o5l L HE MU= WLy FYY B
=4 27 (sample size)o] oyt Q7 ZHE postz, ey FE &
o EEE F3A] REUAL B 2F5Fo) it A¥E EM(posterior
analysis)& £33l PP AL},

II FoAdes AAARZURY Ay 28 w9y Q o3} 7Y sl
o <] AR, 1 FoME Lot 0 F42 S Bl Wag
Atell (example) 8] F#% Y(sufficient bound)& AZ YT} =& 2EY
G g T8I APAY B FLo]l 22 gAAAURY
BHYE AFFoz Hrste wEL AT IV FoMs olEg &
AEE A BIIE & dEsta Vv FoAL gy yge Agsta
AEZHEE Y 4 YA =HE o239 Zho Uyt 475 Logic
VI FelMde 2o g njzie] AFuate] cistd dZ e},
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1. AR YR Ay &2

JAZRURE 2E3t: @S ¢z de] el {Mingers, 1989,
1989b], [Niblett,1987], [Quinlan,1979,1983,61986,1987a], [Utgoff,1989],
tict4e] ¢mz&e the kA DAE EuUch

1) RE Atal(exanple) & F YA EFsts 88y JAZRUFE 7
&3¢ch

2) $12] AR UEE Vaiste] AA Al#|F 2 (instance space)o]
Mol A =gt d&7HsEE wdch

3) ©E AR URE Nelsto ol3d& AT

AW BAA we daEFES AEMN2EE AT HH
(production  rule)5¢  ol#stzl  &ol¥  FHE AP Ych
[Quinlan,1987b], oW U FELS <A (2)8t (3)& AUt AHE
RAUR Z2&A0) el AHe AN E gl [Niblett, 1987].

L ANERUR 75

AR URE  HZEHOZ(incrementally) E& HAFHLE
(nonincrementally) +&¥ 4 glch. AFFHQA A F& ¢AcE2
Z e Ale(training instance)7} Aol uwlzt miy VA AAFFUF
£ 44 Q AdsE whfelrt. oY WY FIAAHT d4hoe i
A3} A So) Hgrsirt. [Utgoff, 1989], [Van de Velde, 1990].

A gnYZL A o &rs i RE EFAHE ol &3t o
AZFUFRE o] 223t doltt. Quinlan[1979,1986]28) ID3& ¢
AAAUREE 32851 3 uAFIY gz Folch. o dxNF
e B2 g dYstz] AN Z ANk vy &4
(attribute)@ MEFA =i, o &4& M3t W Yol UEH
o] 9lt}. [Breiman et al.,1984], [Quinlan,1986], [Marshall,1986],
[Mingers, 1986, 1989a].
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2. JARAUIRY B

AAAPUR 32 drnel ol ¥FF AR ol BHAY ARE A
gote ASol BAM e ¥ ANE AANE h& 3} THAlE oy
zosA AP "2yt g2 A 713 (true concept)& LHE
o gold 58 $uygg guygch el B4 539 £
2o FAEAY &3 4 dAU 4D 247 ZA ol 71AHNE T
o AR AURE wedstE gAY AgAe wyol A=A
A S7x 252 F2E 4+ A, 239 e AAZAUR FHA
o] 483l xheH(construction-time pruning)ol 3 TIE siu e AtE
AURE gAs] 75 chol HeRE # g8} (post-pruning) ¥l
c}.

AARARUE FHA o £yt Tet NS AAAR YT HAE
Ax Zzsjor WxE HAAsted ol &Hrh N&Eel FA INE
(termination criteria)e ®e FAH Yol ol REAHI FUAT
(same class)ol #¥ul LFe g FAs= Rolgd uts) AEF
zA712 YAAFUEE T3 o A8H= &4 by (selection
peasure) @A I} alth tEAHI AAAEUF A9 g AP
2z18r v (threshold method)z} Fte]-AF ZAAbH(chi-square test
method)5o| ¢lth. [Niblett, 1987].

AAZAUER 79 we3 AP FIANHAY A Rogt &5ty U
2ggie] oftt AR Yohedel 2 ol Atk &, o ¥ =
oA ol 2x AR WA HAgd 2 ==9 319 w=olAN At
AUE AaAe ol AL te¥E WAg 4 grie FHelrh
[Breiman et al., 1984], [Niblett,1987]. A A o]l 2758t ARE BT
olgdlol YA Hu® JAAFUFE e odg7tx 71gel
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= dFo UEAHA Aogr LHR-Bg= *$'d (error-complexity
method) [Breiman et al._, 1984], UAA Y (critical value method)
[Mingers, 1989b], 24 Q7Y (nininun-error method) [Niblett and
Bratko, 1986], &4 9 2 (reduced error method) [Quinlan, 1987a] %o
sith.

3. oA

A7l 2= gaAAYRE SEHIHE dAE R9Faa o
Messier and Hansen [1988] & ID3IE ol &3l 3 A}g 2 FEo]#(1oan
default) RefE o3l 3 AHFstdch 252 1879 ARy
(financial ratio)3} M & o]gsled FHe FE3dc. ag 1 & 2
<8 AFABUYRE A5 RE M4E ol M43 Y Yz s
UiRelth 2 Sgo] oyt "yt THET o AYY ons e

t}.

& 4 ¢ & ¥ 2

FEH & <1.912 > 1.912
B71HA /A7 22 ¢ 486 > 486
A7/ A7) 2 <046 > 046 I <. 486
THAE /& < .222 > 222

ool ¢l /& At < .100 = 100

ol /nf &l < .010 > 010
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2% 1 AREo|ME &S AR PR

FEH &
s/ g
/ \
Eo]% A7) B 2)/ 2} 7] RpE
(10)* g/ &S
/ \
o i 07 B i e 7 B 2 A A2 /o) & o)
gL/ &S W -1
/ \ / \
Tol g sE&:xpAY o] &3 &ole/n& o
S/ g (11) w$E /&S (4)
/ \ / \
ol ¥ o] %3 ol oY

(1) (1) (1) (4)
v 2 HF eEol 3t Ade 4

AANAFURE De2le] o E7) ¢t Breiman et al,[1984]¢] = ¢t
¥ eF-S3g= Y3t Niblett and Bratko [1986] & HAQFH & Alg
sI712 gl oF-HAEe A% ¢ § F @Y xE t of cfsjo] t}
T3 Zol FYyrch

a = (ep - ey)/{n - 1)
AN e = k= t & HEWE FLY 2F/E
e = 22 t & FehA UNE A 2 /&
ne = =t 9 otefo] & W k29 £,

T-FRE YU 2 ved 2= dis] o & Atz A3 e
e & 7MAe 2§ Fehrlz ZF 8 &, Ay 4 ddaeE
dAste] FolFe Welrt. o P WHIt MEL AYAHNBYL
ol &3te] 71 e fFYgo] AL YANAAURE HEH2 2 Ayl 7

=228 e 3ol I 20] vehy geh A7 R o ol AL k=

A “AZINFA/AIN AL w25 Fel ¢ Fo dAAFUEI} 2
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3o el glch.

2% 2 % xE9 o e EAY SAFPUR

fEu&(1/12)"
&/ g3
/ \
Eol¥y 7 B2y /2 7] X2 (3/80)
(10)* yg/ \E&
/ \
(1/64)A 7] 220 /271 2P = LA E /o &8 (1/16)
G/ \E& ‘st—%/ VS
/ \ \
(1/32)g0] 9] /& R} AL o|¥ o l@#/uﬂ%%‘i(lm) o) ¥
W/ \ES (11) g/ \ES (4)
/ \ / \
Eo|¥ o] 8}

o[ % o] 3}

( ) (1) (1) (4)
: 2 HF xS0 3t AtE Y 5

wx: 2 =29 a 3k

a3 3 RE|NG A& deHH AEAUF
58] &(15/128)"

g/ e
/ \
Eol¥ A7) 22 72} 7] A (5/96)
(10)* g/ S
/ \
o] 8 S AR E/ & (1/16)
(12:1)™ g/ \E&
/ \
(1/732)%o] /&Y Eol¥
gde /s \&& (4)
/A
Hol 3} o] 33

(1) (4)
x: 2} HFrEo &3t Ad 4
s 2 =9 a 3
wxn 12708) Azl "ol el &3tm 1718 Atsl7h “BolW"o] KTt
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ol
off.

PFEH=F B8

29 3 o4 “old/MEd” xE7 ARHE o S ANIL Yo
22 o =E8 FehiA Hid 39 4e14 1 BIE # £ Ach

a9 4 AREo|WE AT DEHY AANARUR

g/ \E&
/ \
ol ¥ A7 B2 /2 7] A (1/16)
(10)* g/ V&
/ \
o] 3} S ARE /o] &) (3/32
(12:1)* P - \E&

/ \
o} 3 gol¥
(4:1) (4)
¥ 2 HEeso) &3 A 4
xx: 2} =98 g It
exx: 12718 Abal7h "ol 8ol &st: 17]2] Abdlzh “EolW ol et

1% 5 3 44 MR A o BE e == AR/
ARE” =E§ e ¥o GAFFURE RAFT rh

2% 5 AFEE dFse deHH gAFFUY

&0 &
&/ e
/ \
ol o] &}
(10)* (16:6)*

x: 107]¢] Atz "EolR" IFol ¥
wk: 16702 Atdl7b "ol#” Fol 43t:, 6718 Alust TEoIRY 2

Lia= B

Z2te] FANAA AAAURE 5Y AW (independent test
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set)g ERsted A8HEeW H& 2R EFLXHone standard
error) e /& 7IxE 7% 377 &L YAZFUYRE A
o3 MestA "}, [Breiman et al., 1984], [Mingers, 1989b].

Messier and Hansen [1988] o] AL LU HFRFEE
(hold-out sample)& AMg-5te] Tzt 2 ZAE ).

dend AZAFURY k= LF vE
6 (& 1) 2/16
4 (0¥ 3) 2/16
3 (¢ 4) 2/16
1 (3¢ 5) 2/16
0 0 &&= 1°

v FUR 274 "o|P W "golY* Adr YoBE 2FUEL A
olg %o} ol aiglc,

Hq71A 22 ek (root node) 3Lt ZFX2 Q= I 5 ¢
AAFABUTE e MY £ UEE AY9stA "o 99 fEEE
< EF 3ty Ft(class)ol &3igl7] ufEoll F2tele] Efojeta B
Ha & $E Url. Ui o O RH|LL Tzl HEME AW
£ (convex)o] 7171& BEel§ RAErt &, dedd FAxI) Feoew oF
H && Haste 7z, JYF aAside ool YolxA 238 LFuj ol
F7t3teZo] dutA A ¥Ato|ry,

olHols HALFHUE Lt BIE Ut Ao FHLS 2z I
(class)o] WY ¥go] FUsittEs 713t 23 1Y deRFHA Y
HAA B UE7 7R AL 7l 2 {4l & (expected error rate)& 7}HA]
THE oW chestd AZAURE st Ful o] olRRT} Ar)
Hogrl, Ao/ E2 eyt Fo 7o fuj&o] ZolrlA
Fof ¥ 2 ==F ZAetdrt. Niblett and Bratko [1986]
U (binary tree)o] e =29 e /U (E)S vl Lol

1S T
o

M ¥ & re o
N oY

L,
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3 & i},
E = (N-n+1)/(N+2),
4714 N = & Atsly <+
n = AtalY $7F W Aol &3 At 4
7t =0 e RFE &S 2t 27 (branch)o] &% A}d (example)?)
vl &ofl wat Zt B2 e Ru&E FHEH Il AU}, g FEO, o
H lolAM "gojd/oj& A" x=F FehA E = T go| AlAbH,
E = (5-4+1)/(5+2) = 2/7
#8 ==& AR ¢ IUE E F¢ JeFuLL ey g
ol AlAit¥ic},
E = (1/5)(1-1+1)/(1+2) + (4/5)(4-4+1)/(4+2) = 1/5
Holld Hi=uie} o] Al A URE w3 3l=Fo] 7L ful s
w957 dEel "¢olyd/ufE Y x=E IvE FA ¥Hrh ol e
Aol A4E BE Mt xE(nonterminal node)ol] AR AF|H 23 1
o wedeix gL ANFIURI AR 4L AUeFugs RADDE
A& o + dch

II1. o] 234 A3} 9 %3 334y

ojRU e AZBUIEE FELY AHA JAE +2¢ TR
A LRFEE B FEY A8 4+ (sample size)o] thy B A
E AARch HA qARAFURE the st L AL sy 2
H3ta, thgeles dedsts Zfol st 243t}

T BREL ZHRo] LF4FU £, 0<e<1, 3} Ag$LFaA 5, 0<
6<1, 71 Fold AZefed A zrl, Les AN AF3LFs ¢ Hru}
g BEo] & Rrl FAHE dAZAUEE LAY sH S B3I
Y A Y 8§ 2R A P AleY 2L HIEQ HELEHE &
&8& A&y ol Y fH¥L YHEuHE M (PAC:  Probably
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Approximately Correct) ¥ o2tz %tr}. [Valiant, 19841, [Angluin and
Laird, 1988].

1. w3 Aol fle oo 4

7] Al 2ol E&(inconsistency)o] @lrthe A oFsjollA 2 ALA A
URE 35Ut &, 49 Ee] YU FAY e =X FY
¥ ERo &3lefof ¥l

229 AAAAURE BE FAAEE( Training set)& E¥siA &
£ 3%tc}, Tsai and Koehler [forthcomingl& A EFEEI AFHFE
of tigt FET Al & A F3= 1_:|"€-4' ut ¥ st T}

ANa4E AR st @uluiEed  shebolel (Combinatorial
parameter) 2 A 7}4d 3 7t (Hypothesis Space), H, 2| Vapnik-Chervonenkis
a9l vedin(H) S BE ¥ert At A 454 L X &
3t RE sl /fdY S €= 2° b Hn sl ER(H)E co RE
Agogy F2ELdne]EolM Y3tz e AYE[E vlo]ofA(Inductive
Bias)ell ojs] AAHct (VCdim(H)&] M B+ Vapnik[1982] ¥ &)

d § 714 F 2 (H)o] 44;5;31,}1:‘31 7 %2 vcdim(H)o] 2} 3txt. &
g2l 1 2 ID30] iy FEY AtslE AFUCL

Ael 1: (ID3of uf¥t Aldl«s: Tsai and Koehler[forthcoming])

1. 0 2t 1 Atel®] k& 7HA& AuEt ez} 6o oz Atas
(sample size)7} [In{1/8) + d In2] /7 ¢ Bt} A AESE 1D3
AW 15 $E2AH 27/ e B} &AL JlE h &
Bohd 4 itk

2. €0} 0 3 1/2 Aol 8] & 7} ID3= ﬂ*‘?_} & 37
o] Ats| Eol-&3of ¥},
max{[(1-£)/€]1ln(1/8), d[1-2(&e(1-8)+8)]}

qE&Fol, 449 A7t 5o, T &4 571A 9 s e MY
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o2 ZbRstA, @™ vedim(H) 3,125 otk E fEE ¢ = 0.1 2}
§=001 2 8eT iz stASA. 2B Fel 1o &,

m = max{ 41.25, 2443.75 } = 2,444 718 At} ojE Y F P =
deastA Hct. 222

m o= 21,707 A8 Azl dod 9o AYUELEES BAYSI F
TAEE ¢ 4 Urh

£=050]3 5=00¢ Zf=

n = 4,342 718 Algi7l gled 9o AYEE d=d FEY
o] Hrtl.

A4UE 7IAlE G40 gle Aol Vedin(H) & Fchzt 7] of
of Hel 1& Fysix gheclh. Ty WS YAAF Y FELIRE
L olg g Aol A sl Y EFE AR Atk AdE
o, A4zt i £48 FNg Woes UrAU, F3E FdA A
Astel SUAY 2nole FHo R e WY&l ol&HI o,
FA +3E ga2EE Be] 1& LY 5 srh

gho} Yoy whEe AdHE d& 4 ¢rid 53 A E e (independent
test set)8 o] §3= AEH 2 Yho] Yt qAAYUYR ] WYY
& &A%Y 4 9 =u] Tsai and Koehler[forthcoming]loll AtAMl A Xp7F L}
1} glch o] W WEl AAERE s dBPUAE dAAAULR
(consistent decision tree)?] 2 Fof uf¥t AHgrH & Zobulch,

r
3N

L o ot o o

2, &

A

e 3

fr

Z%e ¢4

o] vtdolsl= WA Kim and Koehler[1991,1992] & ZAE ottt
A wedtel AR AAA FEE AZFUEI AR AMd(true
concept)} AR Y VLol 1-§ Bt} 2 7154 A3 ¢ B} FAAHT
8§ R 28 37y FIAHSE Mgtz g, 2R e
o AP AAMN FEE JAZIUFY FHYE 5= 3 7HA AHE
A 2AYYE 25t} ol
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=Y £2HE o)A YA P E (binary decision tree)of BrFof Mg
staat ok, /YW £, k, 9 %L AL ojmat E4E loga(k) Y
°lA W2 tiAl uehd 4 At WA olFdAAR YR 2 532
(rank)& 2] ge},

B 1: Vo= {vi v} & n7h2] Boolean W4=ol31, X, = {0,1}" o]
2t 7}4 spal,
Lo (el gAdyUR): olAYAdAURE clgz o] Hew
T},
(1) 07} 0 =& 19 dol8e 7xE Bexzae] UYRagq s
H, 0= Vo A olWAAFAUYRol). (o]stod Sa= ojRTE ™
StAl “0=0" EE "0=1" olalx R =72 ¥},
(i1) Q(0)& Qo ¥FUF(left subtree)atz s}, Q1) Q9
L=2F UFea stah. we qof Rares vi} Vo) 832 0(0) 2k a(1)e]
ol AAF UFolH o o] AP H LR},
2. (AAZURY FF): o)AYARAYRSY 532 r0) &
VM 2 RE g gr}
(i) Q=0 E+& Q=1 o™ r(Q)=0 o|t}.
(ii) ro o ry o] 22} Q2] AJ/ YR} 2 EH YT SJojaln

Lig
r(Q) = [ max( ro, r1 ), ro % 1 o As
| ro+1 (=ry+1), ro = r ¢ AL

Ehrenfeucht and Haussler[1988]9] oxldAgUR ags dRE,
Findmin(S) ¢} Kim and Koehler[1991]2] A AT '{li‘z} g3 a
. Prune(r,k,Q,8), o] 28}y c}eA =7} EZ"ct o9714 r k0S8 =
Ztz} b2} 2t}

r= Wedte ARE oA ANFRURY B3, & a7}

43t AFFUTe W 42,
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Wt iy dAe gABFURY F3.
CEDREREE RS S
220 AL EBAH.

Fa) 2 (g3 AL FHsie AAMAFUFE FE FEY 2e
:Kim and

Koehler[1991]) ol™ 3t n>r>0, o™ B X7 4d(target concept) f, X
of tjgt

oWl FEEX D, 123 DEFEH FYPHor F&3 0L 27, », 4
fo tjgr F2tg] Al 22 sy gledw

a) m=[2/{e%(1-2n)} 1{(e*n/r) In(8n)+1n(2/8)}, 0 < ,8 <1 4 AF

b) m=[1/{e(1-exp(-(0.5)(1-24n)?))}1{(e*n/r)"In(8n)+1n(1/8)},

0 <& .8 <172

ol AL 1-5 Br} & VL EA Findmin(S)&} Prune(r k,Q,8)&= &
olstojm @87t ¢ Burt AU e gAAFUE hE FEY 5 T
A7 A e AGE 19 YHold, p, & T Lrh

0.5 - (0.5)"™, n2r=1 Q4 A%
0.5 - {1+{n-r)(0.5)%}(0.5)"""}, n2r>l §1 A .

Un,r
Hn, r

12l Ae 2 &= sty 23] AHE FES=U ¥ L AT 28

& Y n A {4 L A= SF(rank)o] r o]l JAAYUF
E r o FoHEW 1/¢, 178, 1/(1-20. )3} n2l ti¥(polynomial)A] Tl
of 1-¢ o AP 1-5 & AHAEE 71X £33 5 AL HAETH
AZIN fele e} Aol RriHLE st HHopste AHY 71
71871 = st xgt A oY A4S fFAEE & 4+ A

HAFQ 22 AYUME ojl2A T T&H old FUR #4525 Y
st 22 49 AFHES @7 oL A4 werzE, Y FA¢
of civisted T H AANAFURY & A F o] tidt ALFA FHI
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HE 2y gast gl

*1714 Kim and Koehler[1992]2] 37}x] A3 O F Z WY 0o}y
Th olelold CF & o AolA k A £NE 3R %S PES A:
Wy e folr)

Tes] AF3HE, Y1) T3y GAAPURo) 2§ S Fujge
=27 MGl FEEE(uniforn distribution)& zZt:tiz 7}A 3}
cZo] Fddu ALHE Yyolrt, ey o] wWHE QB Lo] oW
SAF Aol thE 2R &2 YL AL ALl B st

BH(2) ¥F At (training example) & EHdled R7 dAHE
olEY FEE AdAZFUTE ALY & ATt o WYL P4 mapy)
EFS 71Al= #El ALHE X (Beta Prior)& 713 S1A|T o EH Y wEpR
o 71 & FAE g=cl

TR(3)2 LFu & AHMEE(prior distribution)o] R@siA HL

¥ 4 drh

HR(1): AlHAPI) Mg AL

e A EANE CEd YARAURE o|&sle] BFEUW b Y
2R YA, FSAIAEE(uniforn prior)E Al£3 28 mpeim
Bl 6 & A 2AAL 2 Yo},

kﬁ‘b Gt ogR(1-g)™r R £ s0,5¢ A&

Prob{ 86 2 ¢ | b, m )

+

Prob{ 6 2 ¢ | b, m } G e *(1-e)%, £ 2 0.50 S

k=m+1-b

WR(2): FRAAMHSHE S ANE o] g

MEMMAEEE 7145l Ede) PR XNS=(F, BEdo] gi)
Teteletel A derh oM SEY sielviets e R A 4=
Ch. ey FARE afY FAAEA b EREFI BASATID
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748 5t=b, ol7] A S(b,m)e FRAFHY Xt mietoiel Zoirh
3o B4 p. q & b/m < &<1 (1 <bsm-1)o] chste
g 2 4m(1-¢ )(& -b/m)Qd F-Folqt
(p,q) € S(b,m) o]t}
A7A £ &  -2(1-¢ )In{l-¢ ) = € - b/m®] Zo]T}L.

' B 9 2AL U&= ARHL qtx 83, pt E o7t Fo
Few dANHE HcolY pet A 2HA (p), oY) £ Had oE &
B e 8 AN A U 4l# E(confidence factor)& A F3te Al
AR K Beo] ¢l=(consistent) WERALA X o|T]

m 7Re] AP E AYEL sto] b, AY AlHE FE LFsiAAcHE,

Prob{ 6 2 ¢ } < 6 o[l 7|4 & & 3}3(lower bound)2 T}

t}.

1- I(p" +bz, g'+me-bz) = 8 < 8.

& (p, q)& 89 I AFIrch

o] 7] A I(a,b)e E¢AMEIEX(Inconplete Beta Distribution)o]
t}.

W (3): dtEel o F F3HA
©e3® JAIARURE Al8ste] oo FHAIHFAA bAY £

FoF7t gAstd vt 713 3tAt.

AEEE b/n s € AME ThE F540] 4Bl

a) Prob{ 6 2 £ } = exp(-2(e-b/m)%m). B

b) Prob{ 6 2 £ } < exp(-2(&-b/m)*m - (4/3)(e-b/m)*n).

® ol b/m<e 3 0c< e < b/mofl thSAE T 5ol AU
t}.

c) Prob{ ¢ <8<} 2 l-exp(-2(E-b/m)zm)—exp(-Z(b/m-C.)zm).

b wHYolr = Messier and Hansen[1988]2] 2]F Eo|%(loan
default)2}E & AtEsle] 918 WHES ARl
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IV, AA B4 & g

o] Tt o= Messier and Hansen[1988]2] 2} F-Eo]3(loan default)
BHE Argste] © 111 o4 4" AzE AAZA LYk A
ANE Ha|slA 317198t 6702 A Fu &R Al FL(instance space)S
A&t EAE EHH T} B2 AFHLES AE3t ALY
AqFEo| WS O?ﬂ‘z‘?fl'“ FHE 3= BAE A"t B 714
ot ‘e 3 W olTE FAY %E Y UW4E BE WLE
EQste ol FEL AL Messier and Hansen[1988] 22 HE X
&5 odrt.

HFEHE& 4 >
A7 R2Q /AN AR < >,

2 A7V R /AL 7| AR < > 046 3 <. 486
A2/ &Y < .222 > 222
o]y /& Apat < > 100
Fol/uf & < > 010

227} 21=93 Ehrenfeucht and Haussler[1988]2] A AAUYEZLSH ¢
Zel& Findnin(S)& ol&shd 23 1 (I1%) & 4AZAFURI L
F(ninimal rank)g 713 UFE2A 325 Zrc}. (dHelg = Messier and
Hansen[1988]0] A}-&%t 32 712] FAA 8l & AH&stdct). o AZZY
e 53L& 203, o] URE FAAH(S)E A EF (27 &
)¢t

ol#] LEl Tgol 1 @ Hr}l thedd AAARZURE ¥t Y
3l B2}, 28®W r=1, k=2 7} "}, Kin and Koehler[1991]9—] gz &
Prune(r,k,Q,S)& AM&3ted dAAAURE eI 7 2 3 (11%) 4
$3el 1 4 gAAZ LTI dojch
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1. Sesagdgs TUsie YAZFUT £ £ 7HE 32T 49
AL 8 4=
#le e A E AX 2EF YA F YR ity P 2 §
A gt Bxl, A7 &4 £ n =6, QALY JAFZUYE FF k
=2, 2|3l Wt ded &€ r =1 otk Fe 2 & a)d] o3 &7
He 3% Ald4 o 2
€ =053 §=014¢Ye] m = 560,609 ]2
€ =0.103 5 =001 4o m = 14,015,240 o|tl.
el 2 8 b) & AL par o Y BTt AT FA(tight
bound}& A}-&3td (AT V&2 Kim and Koehler[1991] #3) m o] T}
=3 Zo] Eo8A Hrl.

€ =0.499 0|32 § = 0,01 Yduf m = 833,
€ =023 8§§=001 ¢ul mw= 2,084, 22X
€ =0.10°]3 8=00t 4 m = 4,168 o|t},

F, 218 MqREoly Eaeld v AL AA dARZAURY
HelE 282 2 h 7 4,168 7 olate] Ratgle] H¥ TAAHE
AHgste] FEECIH h o 33 2FJ 10 % o] 51 #go] 99 % of4}o]
gt ot |

2. Doy qAAF YT 2R Y AFH 23FA

A2 BF BHFoME HY o Y3ld £AHE FEY A A
A& @7 o8 A7 "k, ol ¥y F o e H24Y AHE
ArgBle] AIZAR VRS FEBEL ALY YY) st 2R A
2] AYPE& st YPs ALY 4 ol

Messier and Hansen[1988]12] 2 FEo}38(loan default) A}IBE A}-L 38}
o of ZSE dEUrt. FAAEY SEn =32 2Y¥ 39 FF 1 ¢
HAAF YR g3 2 AL ERLFI wAHT.  AYAHY F=
ol 1% 2 MY At AR EFH}.
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b (1): AlPA e 47t 16 ol 2 7le ERLFI YANFALERE,
Z R ¥ (uniform prior)e] ZHEstelA, Wy (1)2 th&at ol 7ZAEe &
§ &3yt

Prob{ 6 2 ¢ | 2, 16 } = kf}) cl? e 1-e)"K,

o
=
r

A7N ¢ & WHAIEA HesiA tiE £EY 2F/ FYANE €5
% qtch
£=020°9d Prob{ 6 2 € | 2, 16 } = 0.3096 o],
€=030°™ Prob{62¢12 16} =0.07739 7} Vx}.
2 thdle] RS AN F29 NEY FHLFH 20 % E= 30 % E
t} 2 ¥g&o] Z 0.3096 2} 0.07739 71 "l
W (2): 2AL wEstE " = 22 o]z watd (p' =1, ¢ = 22)7
Ao Zr}.
£=012¢% ZHFol
Prch{ 8 = 0.1 } < &, o]l ‘
1- 1.(p*+by, q"+mg-bp) = 1- Io; (1+2, 22+16-2) = § < & o] ®rl.
AzZ:Y g Asstd i ol Hrh
Prob{ 6 =2 0.1 } < 5, o3
1 - Ioy (3, 36) = 0.253670 = § < & o] ®r}.
&, SR AS AR GARFURY ALY 277 10 % B} 2
AU Z& ¥gol 6 Brt 26 6 9 sy FALE 0.253670 |t}
A7 A odd ot 4£22 ¢ 3ol i o AxE AL

Prob{ 6 2 0.07 } < 8, 1 - Ipor (3, 36) = 0.497546 = § s &.
Prob{ 6 > 0.15 } s &, 1 - Ioas (3, 36) = 0.061545 = § < 6.
Prob{ 8 2 0.20 } < 5, 1 - Igz (3, 36) = 0.011306 = & < &.
Prob{ 6 2 0.25 } < &, 1 - Ioss (3, 36) = 0.001641 = § < &.

e ¢ ol dAAME p FTE ZA A dAHE HE AAIE
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(consistent Beta prior)& opd o g A Al(lower bound) & MY
2 ot oE EW, p 7t 2 4o UAHE q AFA 7t A w2 30
o|t}. € =01 ¢ FFol

§ = 1 - Ie(p'+bz, q +me-bp) = 1- Lo (2+2, 30+16-2) = 0.295587.

ds ge wHos wAg Agsed L& & Qol tole 2FE 3
waiA 2Re ol sbssted ATh AU 2 ¢ gol vl ol ¥
Wol AAY sy FAYE ABPch AF Fol £ ol 0.20 Bt a4,
(p, q) = (2, 30) o] FALE MAskA ZYCh

wy(3): Wy 3 9 a)e ot Po] 2FE EMYUTH

£=10.2¢d BAFal

Prob{ 6 2 0.2 } < exp( -2 (0.2 - 2/16)* 16 ) = 0.83527.

£ =039 A= Prob{ 6 = 0.3 } < 0.37531.

Wy 3 9 blof oshd thg Fol £/ EM¥h € = 0.2 d A
of Prob{ 6 = 0.2 } < exp(-2(0,2-2/16)°16 - (4/3)(0.2-2/16)'16) =
0.8347 o] ®m, ¢ = 0.3 ¢l Hgojx Prob{ 6 2 0.3 } < 0.3678 o] ®
.

ojiofr W&aNE YAZFURI TEHABE AX=Z 4 LAY
AR A UR R A BAM A o e 23 (better classification
pover) & 7HAlE ANAA HALE d2ES EVE o, EFA A7 40
slol: wrazte AR BUT] oM 8 el Al AR E£F9U2
stzb, =4 20 S A EAHNE st DG AAPFZUFTE AP
Az 2 A9 EFeFV d@Hcin A o B s (1)2 b
Zo| LHE AU

2y (1)

Prob{ 0 2 € | 2, 20 } = ’g Ct ek (1-e),

A7M ¢ & WNAABA A ThE £ oF FINE 4E
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T Uct.

£=0.109od Prob{ 6 2 € | 2, 20 } = 0.6484 o]2
0.2 o]@ Prob{ 6 2 ¢ | 2, 20} = 0.1787 o]2
0.3 0| Prob{ 6 2 ¢ | 2, 20 } = 0.0271 o] "},

™
H

t
1

BH(2): 28& WESE " =18 o)z WM (p' =1, ' = 18)9)
dof A},
€=0.2Q HSo
Prob{ 6 2 0.2 } < 5, ol
1- Ie(p*+bz, q'+me-bz) = 1- Ioz (1+2, 18+16-2) = § s 6 o] W},
V&S A4std oy go] W,
Prob{ 6 > 0.20 } < &5, o3
1 - o2 (3,32) =0.0113 = § < 6 o] Hr}.
G TS AN JAEAYRY 240 0FI 20 % Bop 2
A Z& Hgo) 6 Bl 22y 5 ¢ Y FAL 0.0113 ot}
A7IM o8 T8 £F2 ¢ ol oz thg AAE LAWY,

Prob{ 6 2 0.25 } < &, 1 - Igzs (3, 32) = 0.001641 = 6 <8
Prob{ 6 > 0.30 ) < 6, 1 - Ipg (3, 32) = 0.000190 = 6 < 6.
Prob{ 6 > 0.35 } <8, 1 - Ioss (3, 32) = 0.000018 = <8

€ =02 ¢ ZRol A= WEIAIAE E(consistent Beta prior) ¢l
(p, q) = (2, 20) o 3le] The} ol 3y AA7 AN

8 =1 - Ip'+bs, Q'+ma-by) = 1- Io; (2+2, 20+16-2) = 0.0244.

Het 22 dHoz ©ug A% Ze ¢ o) tsld: o8
HotA FFste Aol 7issted Ak, oYU 2 ¢ ol ot o]
Mol 43 Y AAYE AT HE Bol £ o] 0.75 B} A4,
(p, @) = (2, 20) o] AAZE Astx) By},

B3 B 3 Y a)e Tt Yol LHE EH YT}
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£€=0.22¢ A%
Prob{ 6 2 0.2 } < exp{ -2 (0.2 - 2/20)* 20 ) = 0.6703.
£=031< ALl Prob{ 6 2 0.3} s 0.2019.
Wy 3 8 biell s, £ =0.2 ¢l F Lo
Prob{ & 2 0.2 } < exp(-2(0.2-2/20)%20 - (4/3)(0.2-2/20)*20)
0.6685 o] E|m, £ = 0.3 ¢l ASoll= Prob{ 6 > 0.3 } < 0.1935, ¢
0.4 @ ZALoll= Prob{ 6 2 0.4 } < 0.0220 o] Hc}.

AN E 4£F( the worst possible confidence factor ) 6 o cist
of W ()= 3VEAE ATtz WH(3)L ¥ A 7 A (upper
bound)& A|F¥ct. FeElE o HAINE FYUSSt & & HAE €& & A
t}.

A APEUHE oAAISHZ] f15t 20 Y AHE ARg sl & A}
AZYFRE FEstdrtz sz, <38 JArFE F U F (pruned decision
tree)ol M= 6 718 &F &7 wAAstAciz SR =] 16 A
538 AlHE AHE3t] A8Y d3 2 7Y AHE FR ERsArin 7t
3 3t A,

W (2)e] 23] 5 o Y FAE Asryct
b/m =6 /720 =03 o] &
=030 thstd (p* =1, q" = 7) olt}, wetA
Prob{ 6 =2 0.3 } < 8§, o]3
1- Io(p" +bs, q'+mg-bz) = 1- Ip3 (1+2,7+16-2)
= 0,0157 = § < § o] Hr}
2H(3)Y b)ell o3 5 o A% HASE AArgicl
Prob{ 6 2 0,3 } < exp(-2(0.3-2/16)*16 - (4/3)(0.3-2/16)"16)
= (. 6685
utegtAd & o Hej7t deojAc).
0.0157 < 6 < 0.3678.
&, e AP E AX 228 /gy /7 30 ¥ Bl AAE ¥
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o] # oo 7 Lol 0.3678 71| © 4 e} A3 0.0157 o] EE HA
ULE RAET].

V. stestriy e o234 apgxA

3 IIHE Algstd ¥ F2EH AES deHdHog a8y oy
T Aol wredIge] d&FHHE oA HEA s A o
A ax] ¢tcl, Kim and Koehler[forthcomingl:= T2 A&AYES
a7 A8 w3yl Lol WAy %o ofyt A& 3t ol F
2 Al3lZ 3 (instance space)?] FEEEE 71T iS4 3 712 U4
L2 o] EAE E43lgtt

1) BIth A 4 (skewness)d] F7t. (MBS At FolAH EFT
(class)e] +R7F 3 sl ge] AA A FoAAY v Zolnh)

2) Al#] <4 (sample size)2] &7},

3) Xxo]Z(noise)d] F7}. (ko]lZRE: EFU &GHoAMY 2Fo)
ct}.)

olE2 AT+ H Al WY RFol iy gle] Friyell uwiel daH
7ol & BYL L Eoledy Aoz {8 7Y HeZoz ysl
2 gk 53, wjviF go] AR AV FHAE (training set)d] 7t ¥
olxl¥ wolZ7t HFQrin 7R 3Heie e HE JAZA YR = de
BE]A] 42 AP AUTY & FHEG ALY B £EY ASFRYS
7t A "Breh, &40 ko]27t UL F ol BE HY RLHl o
% F71¥c. gty o wol=x7t welAd ey S AN HAAH
UF2] o &P ge] ThedEa] o2 gAZAR TR o AR

ol RE YEHINYPES ALl FER JAAZ LRI FAR £
AE R ofF AL &AL E AU Et o & AS5HAHES
71A =21o] nv}zgtAsltl. Kim and Koehler[forthcomingl+= YA &
AN ARBURL &FHYol o-F=E cl=2A HeA I JxF
E43tgdct. o]y FAY Aole I AR TEY AA UAFE L X
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Y EEA Hid, ZEEEE MY dedsP S ALY AAFBUR

7t A4 10 A o]dd BFo] dA=HE AFFHE] 4 5 o|F7} HE
BolZch oy 22 4o AFFYY JAL Eo} deda drHR
Adolutt F& A3t dof wetM: 4+ & 4+ e sEoIch

VI, a¢f ® 4&

o] =FojAN el JAZRFAURE 2 Ade desta AdY o
ZAHEE BAFE Tyl usld 22 AAE K48t AE
Eo] I olgwwz oulE dysisch. o £EY F8 fEE HEIA
26 AUREA $18 deA o]EHYU AAES &Y F UEF 7}
L3tA g Qtl. d7AE AR 59 ZAAE AAsAch

gy, A A AFE =Z(specified confidence level )& 7}A| 2 A F
H oRET &2 £32 2858 Ae YAEZAUFE FEY F UAEF
RAstE 28 Ade] (sample size)& EEIILT. TeHUE
AR AL A A UTL AR 42 dAAF R iy Fz S
dF st

B3, flolA =28 2EY 2 AldE A7 o3& F ol AHEH
A wHoew oFe 4£FL s WY AFsidct. AR PEHE
AZstged 2o WEe gAASs 713 (assumptions)& Fourbd
A o8E 45tz gl Hd7AHE esEE AET gAFF YR
AR Al ¢l AAAF T cis] 7 dF st

gt e 2, AR AT AXFFYEE w7 Hste] Tyl
LostAEE A% st =2sigct. o A TeHIYPo] dA&FH
Y (predictive accuracy)& YAHE F2o 2 F=7 Y& F3
stedex o]&¥ 4 At}

ejogol AFWnre e YE AL YqAAZUFE FE3e
HAolM Zzte] L HF4FEELE Bt 23HE FEY IV Alde
(sample size)§ ZFo7le Ho| Zo%¢ AFYH shtejrt. EF T
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HE AAFAUFY ALY /2P NSt ok 3y o F S
BAE dedo] EUhE FLY I3t 28z Bk Sy A%
oA gtexrge] f831A He BFE Holie Jx uietAYy dxw

ol ct.
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