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A Development of Knowledge Error Analysis
Methodology for practical use of Expert Systems

The accuracy of knowledge is a major concern for expert system developers and users. Machine
learning approaches have recently been found to be useful in knowledge acquisition for expert
systems. However, the accuracy of concept acquired from machine learning could not be ana-
lyzed in most cases. In this paper we develop a comprehensive knowledge error analysis method-
ology for practical use of expert systems. Decision tree induction is an important type of machine
learning method for business expert systems. Here we start to analyze with knowledge acquired
from decision tree induction method, and extend the results to develop error analysis methodolo-
gy for general machine learning methods. We give several examples and illustrations for these

results. We also discuss the applicability of these results to multistrategy learning approaches.
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1.4 &

HE/M 2] 7147 9E AP =78 2
25 7] AR A RE, A 2de] Jeids
A8 22 AT Q77 FE3HA A=
%ot BE A7AS ARAE] AH 5o
HEIN 2T s AL L A4, A
=3} (machine learning) 714 2] 71 2 7§
Aol x=HEHT. 28y, HEIAAYSE
38| AE7HA A6 A 8-31e] AYEo] ¥
Jod, Aty A Y59 KL o
Aoz BTt AAH E§o| FAT 4
Foloh. AA A o] FIG 7 & olF
%9 7t AHEdtE S §3ld 58 Ay
o] 347, VL HFE 7 Uve 7ol
oFet7] wjiZolth. &, A @A T & 3t F
Ao 2 AFE A& AA A3l Al ALR-3}
7lle B A8 & Aaorsty] Eelth

B dFE o9} 2 A AFds W
Hoz H5HE A4 AP UYL B
7teta AFE § e LA ES Y
&to], Al agle] e AT o2 A
Ag AAL, 484E& FA37] A% ¢
& AlFstaz g

g Eotl A 71 Bol AHgEE AT e
by o oJALA A Al (Examples) 2 5-E 2JA}
ZAA U5 (Decision tree)& F&83= AEF
24} (Induction  Method)o]t}.  AlQ%
(Neural Network) oy #AzY 18] & (Ge-
netic Algorithm)= 88571 & &85

Z1geltt. & 47 dAERYT 8 U
& FHo2 o FEAIYES /L, o]
ARRE E3le dubAQ A shEEyd
2 &gt

A UF= x=(node)9t 7HA] (bran-
ch)2 745 o] Fa & JAYL FAIE. 9
AHAAURE FEEHE YT Rz Ry
Aztste] Qlo 2 A=t ol e WY
& dFolv A AT FHo2 AA
A48 45 ¢Jor [Braun and Chandler,
1987 ; Carter and Catlett, 1987 ; Messier
and Hansen, 1988 ;Shaw and Gentry,
1988] AEIAAHE AL AT ANY
5o wgozg o|84d += Urh[Michalski
and Chilausky, 1980 ;Quinlan, 1979,
1987b] JALARZUYT-o] AdA F 20y o
HBRo] BAA 24 (discriminant analy-
sis §) ol ZA3 L e FEdEHY 23 7}
A (parametric or structural assumptions)
T BEIA AL iyolth

2 AFAEL FA9 o] 8-F Al o AR

9l F& 3 (training set) 0 2 RE 24 oj
Y JAEAUYFE sl A AEIETGn-
stance space)olA] 2 AEH L FREHA| £
e AHEE A8 [Breiman et al,
1984 ; Quinlan, 1983 ; Spangler et al.,
1989] oldl] wet W2 =750 FAALZEY
H 7&d g3 JAHERUTE Seststs V)
H(pruning) £ W3ty A7 Utk
[Fisher and Schlimmer, 1988 ; Mingers,
1986 ; Niblett, 1987 ; Quinlan, 1987a]



T5E JAHEFUTo B 7N ES A4
U xE #AE Jehl 7| Bl 48] ¢
3= B4 A8 wgdle A$7) ¥,
ojgA $d3] LT ABEL 37 T4
A 7HsAde] g F9t @t o) %
A=t ¥ 7MAEL ZFY (pruning) ol
& AAE F A7) WE ZRYE JALE
AUFE B & FHA Y (training set) ol A=
L7 #&o] X AA A}F7(instance
space) oA & L F-EES Foln B} F&g
oz 4% 4 Qo

71&Y d7-E0] FEE N AL =
Atte FHAA ZF(pruning : o]3}el] A
‘Gz olgt Juh) e F448 AY
2o g FHIAYAY, olej@ A7 AHEL ¢
Tl A ST FAYUTY o] 5] A&
5= ¥-of(domain) ol Zo] &3t o} 1
2B g ol2|d AT ZAnEo] UvtHo g Y
HeA 2 o= ra dedirye] Jid
(concepts) o] A& EoAFEAo disiA
= & AJA gt

& =FdAME gdgsEe de L FE Y
3t Al A8 dvtel BEE AMAZ AY
3ti H5T o8& NLEty, o]lg LFEA
WHELE FHYT. ¢4, SElE dAFE
ol3le] ¢ RE RAsl=d oy AP g
o] 7| (sample size)d] ¥ AT AAE 8
oFsta, 12i% FE-F G BEE FIlA B
RS AF L/RFF gF ALFE 4 (pos-
terior analysis) & 33l o271x] Wy

AF@t EF AHZRE A4S FEI}
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Aol dasEe LRrFEd HE AFHEN S
T3 AT, G5 A4 e e Fo
AR ENE £33 A3 & A FFEAE
B3l 4oz &g Ec] FHE AA
2§89 F A=F 3

npRgto. 2 ALA A9 e g By
71 B9 oldzg}, 87t g7 HE A
o g3 ggH X4 L{FE XY +
A HH2o2 HHA7]7] A A A
T7& T3

A = et 2 F&4 o] 24 i3]
A3, SJAMARUR] Ay 28 WY
% @3l 7|yl ol & A &3t Y= oF
FE& BAs=d "ag Al (example) 9
%23 9 (sufficient bound)& A)Z§c}. o]
AT LRENE A7 7xoj2o 2 o
Aol A ALFA Ao EWE A Fed. I
oA oln o] R H X4l AY,
£ & A E F3717F A-AY Bobs@
el 28 A A L A& A}
FHoz Hrisle WHE ARG N3
A o] AREE AT AHHIE Eo] A4
A& S8 VAAAE AR YRZE
Wajo] AARoI fAxGneEH AHE
of A AFdE Ago 2 v A
8L 38 7 A8 g3z B4
3taL, o] ol ehollA =25 L FEAUY
& F8E e UAE =7 gl
A 89 9 nlEle] dPgg] gistd g
Lig= N



II. Z+&3kg9) 274 o2

£ o AE #AF8(machine learn-
ing) 71" & o] &3t EFd =2 o] AFEIHA]
2§19 A A 7vke 2 AL E = H¢-E A3y,
SFENY Y2 o] 2SI HEH
AR 2" & AT A5 YA JALE
AU F2 HHd o]& &3l g5 A4
oA g & F £ & TPt

3.1 XS Qltt o|®

AFetE e E43a, g ¢nelEF
deE& Ul ol FaelE e Aot )
Adell ¥rgdts A7 Aol 843 =1 Q)
oAby o 2 s elE e A BA
e 84= 359 shd e A4 (concept ac-
curacy), £4¢] F7tll @& dnejFe &
Ad (scalability with input dimensionality),
wHEgE §4F7 s daelge Any
(robustness), B 22| AL 3 A4 2-Y AL
#&4 (complexity), ®&8¢] o]& A (model
comprehension) & th3k 8 A7 Qo). A
T-olA= o] FolA dgd MY A&
ALY AHE-9] A& BHAAN AL ES
2438 o] && A A S

$-gl= o] & ¥ B3 % (sample complexi-
ty) e} A4t B3 % (computational complexi-
ty) 2 Jepdth. 7idE9 AR e U3
2.

Ao 2.1

1) 38 B84 | F2 2345 (sample com-
plexity) &£ ¥ 4228 7IX1 2 {7 A&
Wd (£ 74, hypothesis) & 8ttt
e Aol Folth. ol ARIFIH(in-
stance space)?] RE 7153 EE¥S B
E 7153 2 ¥70d (target concept) Atoll A
Hotol 79 g A He Aldle] 8
Fslhe o2 HoHoh A7|A Al
HAHE BE 7H5d Al E A48 + A
IO, T2 4 HEZA FAEH.

2) AAERE | Al4HEF = (computation-
al complexity) = Fo]% 37]9 Ald FEoO
25E 7} (hypothesis) & AAs=H A8
5= Hdf AL A ofm|Eo

o] F7tA 9] B = 0( )= FAIF

A& 5°] 714l AVE&HIE A ol #
dEe 848 ZAMS A1 §34)E, iy
&, &3NS, AVIREFAE T 4714 8
ARbo] ATk 7HA3HAE. 22{H o] EA)
o] Al F 7 X & oh2- 7} #o] BAId.

X=(F&H &, T8 &, EAFL,
A7) AR &)

webx] 4xpA}e] A4 F3tol AlElETte]
3, A7 Al e FRe F83] B
"ot 22uh 2 fpe I3 {Ele] 3t
2.2 4o gt & Fostd 277 Al <]
FE FI7L €t & S0, 919 XollA A
HA A4 {50 &&(3.001%, 3.08 1.54}
o], 1.50|3}) 8] 372 o] 42} 1, 2, 3
o2 & FA%, YnA] MFEE BEF 3

fr o a



W] #3202 ro] Zhg HHEY, A
W7 ALY FRHE 3'=8177} "ok
A7l N&H7t 5Fol ke TFo2 Lr
ol It k*8lo] £{E nad M) Al
T 571 €k

71483k (hypothesis space)& B4 715 @
Abdlel JEE Jehled, #2220 (rule
space)olgtix Jtl. EZHQ sFAdF7Ee
2= AE AU (decision trees), DNF
(disjunctive normal form), CNF(conjunc-
tive normal form) %o} It} 7} 7L o]
o} Zo] AP ol i BhFo AL L Fo
7] fsiAolct. &, oW WAoo 2 E s} g7
& APEA gow g5 PFHog 99
2 (random guessing)#} & A58 o)
7] MEolth. o]FA JHHFNE 8o e
TN A sl 348 A4 W (induc
tive bias)o]2} 1 Fic}.

SednFe FEREIATY oA
Vapnik[1982]0] H&0 2 G235 dArdg &
23k o2 AE 2.1 19 A E o)&F
gelolt}.

2] 2.1 :N& 7Hd872 Holl Y= 739
Agolgtst, 18 Fohuxt = ZEAY
(target concept)olgtir &z} hr} HA3% o}
#H me] 2718 7HRl= AES YXs= 7}
dolz}3lH  Prob{d(h,f)> e}<do] Y
o}

m=(1/¢)In(N/§)
o714, d(hf)= &€ g he ogs

81

oujstn FAHogE=
d(hf) =Prob{xeX : h(x) #f(x)} =
HA g}
E¥ el QHFE, (= NIE F5& 9y
03} 1A}ol9] kg 71
o}

T 919] Fals H o] AP Ao
H B2 A RE ¢tm ok &, g o
B vk} o] AF7re M} U= AS
N o] 2@ gho] obd 4= glth. wheba), o}
MR AE A7) A8t AHEFe] F3 9
7t ohd T A% 9| sjdo] W sir}. o]8
A8l olel} #e FAH9 ZF(combinato-
rial) et EE B4 4 ok [Haussler,
1988 ; Vapnik, 1982].

A 2.2: AR, 2 VCHL(Growth
Sfunction, VC dimension)

1. 7% (Growth function : 7u(m)) :
AZ717k m Q deje] Age] Y48 MA@zt
Hgol of@ sdoll ol ko Alalisl 29 A}
HE G+ e Y AHASE gujsa,
°|& mu(m) o2 FHF}.

2. VCA9d (Vapnik—Chervonenkis dimen-
sion of H: VCdim(H)) : 438 m4(m)
=2"] 4P Hrje] mo] Hel VCaHglo]
Uk, wof A oje) Pakol i) P4 S4o] 4
H3td, VCdim(H) = oo o]},

O A 2.2 919 A E o) g3t A
e 2948 ndFEn.
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Ag] 2.2 : [Haussler, 1988] H& 71433t
olgksti, 88t gk d& HY VCatdolgt &
z}. 12 2g/doelat 39, 0< e<1) i3y,
h7l 348 o =27] m7l e Ael| o} dR3h=
7} o), Prob{d(h,f) > e} <do] AP 3%ch

m=min[(1/e){In(1/8)+In |H | },

(1/€){4log(2/8)+8d log(13/e)}]

o|¢} Zo] o)W e Fol R
{2 tjaale] R ERT) thaa] o] ANEZ
& IAE dxzA 58 3, ged
78 h7} Prob{d(hf) 2} <89 #+Z& 714
W, ol&d d&58nzESE PAC(Probably
Approximately Correct) 3}y &ig| & olgt
B e} [ Angluin®} Laird, 1988]

o] Aelo] F&AE HdFTe A 7t
&ag A$o 7T A TR UE
olzj ol A Al &t}

q1:|H| <oA%

9ol A 2E Al FN X=(HFH &, 7
H g, W&AE, A7|AEFAE) o
Z} Wigrt 3709 o2 yro] EAEL,
AN437tE A, B ¥ o0 dthn 7H3
slzb. 28] 7HdE HE A3Hd (con-
junctive concept)elgl s Hel w3 <

| H| =4*=2560] €it}. &, N=2560] &t}

A} 2.1 98, k& 37 o] FEA}
g E3lo 35E AY he ARIFTY X
(distribution) o] At#gle] 1-6 o3¢ &8
24, ent} 22 © 7 & 7HAA "t

(1/&)(In(1/8) +1In 256)
=(1/e)(In(1/8) +5.55)

9 HolA $2le 7HaB7e) 2717 F7hek
S R R R EEDEE Lo
e mPe g5 Uk

e=0.10|1 §=0.05¢ 2%, B2l 21& &
8 PACSI5S 98l dad F837]= m=
(1/e)(In(1/8) +1In 256)=86Y& & &+ AU
o} chAjEEbdE, Aldle] 3o FHglol 86
7} o]Ate] o] ® & (random sample) & 33}
o 842 Fashd, 34 E 71 hrt 10% o
3e] 9 58 7hd &§o] 95% ool €.

Haussler [1988]¢] Haldl| oj3td &+ 2
&} (conjunctive) 7Hd 2] VCaI-&

n<VCdim(H)<2n(7]4 n& £A49]
F)o] "t
we}A] o] EA41¢] VCxt& Hof 8o "t
e= 0.17} §=0.05¢1 %3¢, A2 2.28 ©] &3}
o PAC 3ol 875 e ARG (EE2EF
%) & T3HH 4] 860] At
m=min[ (1/€)(In(1/8) +In 256),
(1/e){4log(2/8) +8d log(13/€)}]
=min[ (1/0.1)(In(1/0.05) +1n 256),
(1/0.1){4log(2/0.05)+8 % 8 log
(13/0.1)}]=86
Z o] A%l M2 /HEFR H=Q
VCaIY & ol &3t /AN &aFE AFA £3t
g}, ol 7Hdgzhe] §3 Fho|7] Wl
t}.



o 2:H=00¢Q 7%

BEH Y 714 0] 7M=& Aiken) Rxf < v
E(FA/2) 9 ool dste 5dcin
7Hg3at. 289, Al g2 Xe [0,1] F3te]
€. 7HE 3t HE [x, y] 723 23% )
2t3 3 (7]A 0<x<y<1), [0, 1] 77t
d= 7o) £& F7lo] EAsmZ H=
oltt. Hel 4aste& oh2-3} o] AlArg).

atte] AlEl, ol & B0] Al e AFAHos
N3 o= 3)ALe) AFakehH] Bxjujg o] 0.
6olgkar 81z}, o] Al 0.6€X-& [0.5, 1]77H
o i +(4FA 3JAhH g £7E 5% U
a1 [0, 0.5] T3l oJsfl — (XdFF o] o} 3
AHE E/E & 3t & 7158 28 3¢
(714 +, —9f 2714 3$)el ds 714
T Ao g A B77L 7158k & m(l)
=2=2'o|t},

olAl TN Al#, <& Eol, u]&o] 0.37
0.6%1 2749 BjAl7}h AckaL 7HF 8zt ol 4
7t B9 o] FAl9] Al & BHY 5 s
RE M A AF Aoz A
A F A& VeRdL

(0.1, 0.4] F7IQ g & S 9] A&
22 (+,-);

[0.4, 0.7] 72 W& Tl AlalE
4zt (—,+);

(0.2, 0.7] 7 AL Tl Alel &
22t (+,+)

[0.4, 0.5] T2kl WFL F7)9) Al &
2 (=) 2 #/9

whebAl 1u(2) =4 =2%0|t},
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o)A a, b, ¢ (94714 a<b<c)2] AFAt)n)
FAU &S M E 3709 Al 3L Qo
7138 A. B47l9] #7+& ORE2 |44 £
A& £ (disjunction) 7} S| 5 %) 97| &
oA, HH 9 o3t AFE (a, b, c) & (+, —,
H)2 278 7 itk YojA RE e 2
& A7) ol 74(3) =7<2%] "}

utebr] Aol oJ&) VCdim(H) =27} "t}

5P Foole) Hi ko) 2413
B2, Hie 74 259 |H| = otk
&, 139 4= N=oo o]t}

aeg e 2125 T34 HEAN
7} Bt A& =9etA B} 1,
A2l 2.2& o]&3t9d, €=0.17 §=0.019 A
¥ PAC 3ol a7 5= Al & me the
3 o] {33 gho] E}.

m=min[ o, (1/0.1){4 log(2/0.01) +8 x

2log(13/0.1)}]1=1429.3

oo} o] £2ji= VCAY S o] 831 3
of ag Atelle] ol i@ AE AAY 4
Arh.

2.2 AAFLR st5oll et 8

€ oA e ol =93 Fgolg g o
&3t JAHEAGUYRE 2 EUY A Nz
= F&9Y F=UNA L {FTEL BAE |
SEE Alsl o] 4(sample size)ol] thgh 4
AAE A A gt VA AL E YR E D3}
3R 42 Ftoll dsiA EA8ta, tgos
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g3t ol diste 4§

FR 2E9] A g0 L {FFEU g 0<e<
1, 3} AB 53R §, 0<8<1, 7} Fo12 Ay
ANA Az $-2le 714 dF L[t el
t & 80| st FAHE JAEARAUYR-E
A% 7 & B B2 Al
& A3zt giot Ale o] 22 HHEE 3
83l F2H & AH3

2.2.1 SARELIR 8wy

A Z YT
2)+=d|[ Mingers,

FE8 B 4ol
1989a, 1989b ; Niblett,
1987 ; Quinlan, 1979, 1983, 1986, 1987a ;
Utgoff, 1989], titiro] dnelFL o 3
7 A GAE £

1) ZE Atell (example) & H&3}HA 2738}
aeg JAAFURE TS

2) 919 AEAUTFE dedlste] dA
AR Z7H(instance space)dl|Aje] Alg]

ot A &7te e U
) GestE ALARUT-E A3k o]

4& =AU

AAs GAANA g duneFES HEVL
A 288 9% 773 (production rule) 2] o]
giat7] folgt 3L A%t} [Quinlan,
1987b]. ¥ ¢TFEL @A 2)9} 3)&

At JAARUTF FHAl] D3} 71y
& AYsr| = .

A A G UYF-=
ly) %&£ U333 2 (nonincrementally)

7227 0 2 (incremental-

F2E 7 Aok HFHY AGH F& &1
Z 2 FHAM (training instance) 7} 24§
o wet i Ao JAHARUYTE FF Y
st Bygelth. oA W& FHAR}
dAsdoz wasE A% AP
[Utgoff, 1989 ; Van de Velde, 1990].
HIHZHQ dueEd 8 o) 8758 =
€ EAAEE ol &3t ALAA YT T
o] 23} W olt}. Quinlan[1979, 1986]
o D3 JAARURE 228 HEHQ
A F A dnelFoltt. o] dneFdMe
1% 7FAE d9atr] g8 2k dAE 3}
o] &4 (attribute) & AE3HA 5=, ol
EA4& HdYsie B3 o] Wi = Qo
[Breiman et al., 1984 ;Quinlan, 1986 ;
Marshall, 1986 ; Mingers, 1986, 1989a].
JAIAR VR 28 daejFo]l 3 25
7t old E8AT A5 E AMR3tE A9l B
AH N 27t ge 7HE A dest
@Al WS FesHd Hedo. “Egis)
t}” 3o Ax si\d (true concept) & VHERY
= UM L {FE Fukste ouidith. A8
o] EFAUANL FR9 /4 ZINHAY, &
AE 7 le 84 e #AF 827 EAF
d 71157 = &t} A AR UYFE deslkst
< 270 AR AL o] AXHA=H 2
A T2 FF2 FEE 5 Aok 239 sk
= YAHEAYT FFHA 3 Gt
(construction-time pruning)°]1. t& shv}
© QAR AYUTE &A3] 353 oo g
5} 5 &3} (post-pruning) ¥y olct.



JAHEARUS Ao T8 dwdt 7
ML JAEGUYTo] & Al FAs ok €
Ag AARsted ol8du. 71EY FA VE
(termination criteria)2 @A AT
o e ZEAIZE FYAd(same class)dl
E8u U5 g E FA3 = Aol vt
& M2 FAEE JAEAYTE F58
g AMREE £ A9HPY (selection mea-
sure) 7 ¥AI7} U HEHQ] AHEZ U
TEA19 @t 71He A Y (thresh-
old method)® 7ol —AlF HAPE(chi-
square test method) 5] Ut}. 2ALA G UF
TFHA1 g} 71 HS FX] 3 FET 9
Eatd Y5l i JAAAE i)
o 2 @4o] th F, o= & == &
A4 23 & YA HALW 2 =9 39y
=S YALEF T A9 wEgo] A
¥ 7hs4e uiAg 5 glde otk
[Breiman et al., 1984 ; Niblett, 1987]. A
o] 87t FEE 25 o] 83l &3]
g JAHEAVUT-E destete 9371 71y
o] At} 2Fol HEHQ) Ao2E /-
method)
[Breiman et al., 1984], Y#1 A ¥ (critical
value method) [Mingers,1989b], H A &
¥ (minimum-error method) [Niblett and
Bratko, 1986], %42 7' (reduced error
method) [Quinlan, 1987a] %] ¢t}

ZE  HHY (error-complexity

2.2.2 B8 THo| g HRo| B
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o714 Al Zbo)| ®<=(inconsistency )]
glths Alokstoll A JAHARUTE F&§T.
Z, £49] gho] AT Tl A& vh=A
FYT B/ &3lodof @t FE2H JAHA
AFtE 2E FUALE(Training set) &
fesHA ER/3t

FEEZEE 4237 f3ld AHEdFT
(Hye] <AIAAUFQ 7A$-9 VCx4
(VCdim(H)) & HA =& 8o} gt

C & &4i(l<i<n, n& &£X49 F)7}1
¥+ e 7hs ' @t Ageeta stak 2™
AL FT XA 7@ A E R e o
3} o] ek 5 U

d=C,xCyx---xC;x--xC,

Z}2ke] Al SR Mgl @ 49
A B 5o AR Yehd = glerg, 2
= |H | 7} 9t} o] A% JAEYYR = 2¢
Ao AdE A" + eng, VCdim(H)
=d7} €.

webd d§ 7HEEH(H) o] A RURS
7359} VCdim(H) o2} ¥, th-3 2] 2.3
JAHEAUYE 2%z E ID3 g
&3 At 8 AlFE

Ae] 2.3 : [Tsai and Koehler, 1993 ]
1. 03} 1 Alo]9 gk& 7HA]&= oujt e} &
o o 3f A = Al (sample size) 7}
[In(1/6)+d In2]/e
B}t 3A Y ID3= H4F 1-09 &
E24 277t et 22 7id hE Zo}
g+ Ao
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2. eo] 03} 1/2A}0]9] & 7MW ID3+=
i -2 2719 A& o] gaoF &
.

max{[(1—¢&)/e]In(1/8), d[1—2(¢
(1-6)+6)1}

d & B0, £49 A57} 50l &4 £A L
57121 9] 715% g 7HY A 7Rt e
™ VCdim(H) & 3,1250|t}. & -8+ e=0.
19 6= 0.01& Hg = jictn 71 Q&AL 18
Qg 2.39] olatad, m=max{41.25, 2443,
75) =2,4447) 2] A}e|7} ol @ H$olE We
A "o} 283, m=21,70709) A7 Q)
o 9] FET £7& HASI| FE5HA
=g & 4 9t e=0.50]1 §=0.01%] F$
= m=4,342702] Alel7} QQod 9o A&
qg& ded 28 50 o

ArgE e 40 de A9,
VCdim(H)& F&di7} =7] w2l e 2.5
< AgsA ged. 1y B2 gArEAAY
B 224 EFEL o8& 5o A3l
f3te A& A3k Utk dlE £,
AL 2= £49 714 oz UFA
w, 770& FdAM Y 2ASMY /Ee ¢
vlgle FeE U W Eo] o] 851 Q)
o, o]FA £HH gnFd= He 2.3&
288 & 9l

ThoF I o gt wig o] Al & 4& & glud
=) % A}3l (independent test set)& o]&
she A5 24 g st A ERUT
o] A& FAY 4= =1l Tsai®} Koehler
(19937l 444l M2k} vrebi) Qlet. o] ¥y &

HEMAIARTE 71Astn dBAYE 2ALE
AU (consistent decision tree)9] /-l
T3 gk gks gobdint.

2.2.3 clasil 3h= 32 24

o719 A= Kim3} Koehler[1996]2] A=t
g FHoZ BAYE AT gt
HAE AAA 29 APEAUYTIE AR )
Y (true concept) 3} 4x]% &Fo] 1-dHt}
& Ve A& 7 . B RAEVE B e
253 A9 FAAETE A FE A $i
=& £3& ol JAH U5 (binary de-
cision tree)d| %o A&3tnz} gt {3
& 7, k, o g M oHd SAX log,
(k)7he] o] M2 oAl Yepd 5 Q17] o
Folct. AA o|AAAR YT O T
(rank) & A e ¥

Ae] 2.3 : V.={viy, ..., Va}-2 n7 ¢ Boole-
an ¥o]1, X,={0,1}" oj2taL 7} 3}A}

L (o] YA AR UTF) o] ejA AR}
& td7 #o| Rojdr.

(i) Q7F 0 =& 19] o] &8-S 7IX = #e

eeghe] UyiReta 3, Qe V.4

o] eAbA Y F-olct. (]34 &

= o498 s “Q=0" ==
“Q=1" olgtz R&}).

(i) Q(0)E Qo ¥Z1}F(left subtree)

2t 3, Q(1)E Q9 LEF YT

2hal 3kt geF Q4 Bl = vt V,



o sli Q(0)9} Q(1)o] oA
AF-old Qx o1 ALE FL}F o
t}.

2. (JAHEAUTY FF) [ oW EA
U5 53&r(Q)2 285y 1 4
ole &3 2k

(i) Q=0 == Q=1 o|A r(Q) =0 o|t}.
(ii) ro2} rio] 242t Qo] PZYF 9} 0 EF
U9 FFolgka g
r(Q) =max(ry, ;), roxr; ¢ A4

ro+1(=r+1), ro=r, ¢ s

Ehrenfeucht9} Haussler[ 1988]¢] 2JA}4
AR 328 €182, Findmin(S) ¢ Kim#}
Koehler[1996 ]¢] <At AUF @3t ¢n
2]%, Prune(r, k, Q, S)oll 9J3ilA c}2-2 7
7t =2¥Y%. A7IM 1, k, Q, S 4% v
Fig=3

_,
[
)
)3
o
o
Wy
H
il
ne
2.
™
1o
>
iR
o,
L
4o

o

) QR R
&
2]
4 J
N

ERRICEBIPREE Y

:.—
Il
offt L 49 fo

x

Q=849 AR,
S =320 AL HE FAA.

e 24 (de3 AL ¥ §ste oA
AUF F8d FER} AlS$ I Kim and
Koehler[1996]) o]@ %} n>r>0, o{H 2§
70 (target concept) f, X, o ti% oW #%
¥ D, 22l DEFH Eg¥og 24

87

s 271, m, 9 foll g 7219 AL EE
S7t9led

a) m>[2/{e*(1-24, .)*} {{(e xn/r)’In
(8n)+1In(2/8)}, 0<e, 6<1Q1 A%

b) m=[1/{e(1-exp(—(0.5)(1-2u, )
M} NH(exn/r)In(8n)+In(1/8)}, O
<g 6<1/29) A%

191} & 88 24 Findmin(S) 2} Prune
(r, k, Q S)= 55°| ro]dlo|n] 2 {7} v
AU 2L JAEPYE hE FE2E F 3
th &7 ex AR 19 W, 4 S
o3t 2

Mo =05-(0.5)"" n2r=1¢1 A%

0. =0.5—{1+(n—T1)(0.5)?}(0.5)" ", n>
r>19 3%

o] Az 2.4 = 3] 739 Al 8 2
st § TG ATte] 20 H e nedd nA
9] £4& 7HA & $F (rank)©] ro]3iel oA}
AQUEE ro] FoIHEA 1/e 1/6, 1/(1-2
#a.. )% n ] Tk (polynomial) A] 7t o} 1-e2]
847 109 M= E 711 88 5 Q)
+& HAEd q7]A $-2e gt 3Ao)
F71g o2 3t Y5 oksh= Aldle 71 F
7vE 71 QAT 13 oy} EAE A%

£ E 5 U4
M. A% o FEAY

VUMY 28 YPINE olgHoz £2
A old FYY 28 RS 22 £
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o A5 97 o2 AUt wemz, 1
28 A9l thujsiel Bestd GAHUT
o dlZgA e AFA B PP 1
M Wast Utk HEoz ¥H Y5 An
g olgste P S5 BRT} YloIE ol 8
F ol PE e A B,

3.1 gGAle 2B 0|83 WY

ARl X3 geuEE 87] At
o] WEIALA L ¥ (Beta prior) & 7} %} ©
Foll g AMEH FH2E 27 A3t o+
7 e 3xzge] HE A (Hoeffding’s Ine-
qualities : [ Hoeffding, 1963])& o] &3t}

»ZEAE 31
X1, Xz o 2 X%n S 0<x,<1Q1 5§ &R
sta, i=1, 2, .., nol &l 7] E(x]=p
2} )=},
e,
Prob{x—z>c} <exp(-2nc?) o)L,
£
Prob{g#x=>c} <exp(-2nc?) o]
o,
mAA ) 8 Abdlol A bl o7} eyt
Ak, siol mEYele] skl The At
ARt

-1

HzAe] 32
2 E b/m<ed] thsl
Prob{f#>¢} <exp(-2(e-b/m)’m).

9 g dadFol ivA AlE BE
2R3 0E x=1clg} &t 232 Jod
xi=0g &tx}. E E78 &8 6« E[xi]7t
|-

FEAHE A brle] /7 AMeBE, B
ZAe 3.19 98 thg-o] ddgot. Prob{26
>¢}=Prob{#-b/m=e-b/m} <exp(-2(e-b
/m)*m).

Z°E ¥ A+ FJelet stx, S(bm)&
9o mzAel 3.29 2ol gle EedvEt
B ¥ (Incomplete Beta distribution) 2] 2}
e A (pa) : paEZ*}ol2}t kal. S(b,
m)& th&-3 o] A Bz o3 g
o] AR A}

®WzAz 3.3 pg€Z ol b/m<e<1(l
<b<m-1)d49,

€o] -2(1—e)In(l1—e)=eb/me] Zo|x,
p+a=1+4m(l-e(e-b/m)) A%, (pa)E
S(b,m)o|t}.

39 . BzAe 3.2¢ oJsiA, ZE b/m<
e<lel digiM, Bwol gle HERHEEE
03§ whEi

Prob{#>¢}=1-1.(p,q) <exp(-2(e-b/
m)*m)

o714 1.(p,q) = HIERAIA &R} o 3}9] gk
& 714 #Eolth p&} g7t FFolug, A9
54 olFEEE e S, & A A3}
o k=0& A3t th5-4 o] Aot



(p+q— DIn(1—¢) +2(e—b/m)’m<0.
2 p+q—1=-2(e—b/m)’m/In(1—¢)°]
chehis=2
f(e)=—2(e—b/m)*m/In(1—¢)2} 39 f
(&) A} Yehts TAA A5 25
(concave) @olth. wekAl {'(e)=0 4L
o} Zo]l HEET
—2(1—¢)In(1—¢)=e—b/m.
ayez —2(1—e)in(l—e)=e—b/mE
= ol i8] ool Ay,
p+q=>1—2(e—b/m)'m/In(1—¢)
=1+4m(l1—¢)(e—b/m).0J
g 2242 3.4 S(bm)oA B¢ fle
HEALA 2 X o] FAE vepd.

H=zAe] 3.4 ; [Tsai and Koehler, 1993]
p, aEZ* ol 1 (p,q) €ES(b,m)°| 9,
(t,9)€S(bm) 1<t<p ¥
(pt)ES(bm) t=qo] YTt

e 2R 3.5 S(bm)olA qo Ha

Z71& Jepdch

B2Ae 35 p,qeEZ o] b/m<e<I(1
<b<m-—1)o|H,

—2(1—¢&)in(1—¢e)=e—b/mE 4Z3}=
eol &l q=4m(1—¢)(e—b/m)E HFT 7
$-ofl 2t (p,q) €S(bm)o] F.

*E Y9 21& UE3e H4 qF ),
(1,40 2o gl WERFPEEE (consis-
tent Beta prior) ¢|t}.

89

Za) : p=1 o/ Prob{#=>¢}=1-1, (1,9)
=(1—¢)*'<exp(—2(e—b/m)?m)o] "}

2aF4E FHelo qIn(1—e) = —2(e—b/
m)’m & 4& ¥ AUt

B24g 3.39 93 FAH BHE ALE
o A9 E & 7 A

—2(1—&)in(1—e)=e—b/mE WF3=
e°l) thal g=4m(1—e)(e—b/m)e] &t

q*E 99 2H& U= HA q gholEt
&9, (1,g0) & B23e) 3.390 o&f 2ol f
= e A E 2] 51, o] 4L ojH e(b/m
<e<D)o] X E 4HE.

w2 (1+k q*—k), k€EZ*, & Z&le
e LA 228} 71 Ekak 22E BEAE 3.
4o 98l A (1,g*—k) = 2] gl WERL
AEzolth. wetA, p=1< B4, ¢*E a9
Hagho] 4 glon wao] WA} 18
22 (1+kg*—k)= o|H keZ 9 M=
2&gle WERAARES 8 F ik

oW $ peZto HHME q& q*Ert A
1} golol 3, —2(1—¢€)ln(l1—¢g)=e—b/
mE EEE ol s g=4m(l—e)(e—b/
m)E 958 3D (pa)ES(bm)e] #
0.0

(pa) & 2&o] fle WepAE ¥ 8t
my7l 9] Al @A El bl o] o /7t vEbgt
3 7 A4S, AFRE-E o] BetdEE (p+b,
q+m,—b;)7} "}, Hepo] AIE &L 4
£ o 2ol A3+ Utk

8=Sup 1-I1.(p+bxq+m:—b,)



(p,q) €S(b,m)
p,qEZ”

BzAg 349 93 [(p+b,g+m,—b,)
© poll dEiA F7Hgtrol i, qofl A 2
#Frds & Aok @2bA supremum ke
BE 7} pFAA HA po}, BE 7bdt
q FAA HAA qf J (p, QoA L2
o 28, prt E71El wel, 2EolglE q

& uaggoltt. wetA Ry B¢
o, $8e olddQ (Hd p, H4 q) JFE
4g gtk &, g J#el dig B
g B4o] g+

ole} BzAza 3.6 & p >p%q >qE 7
3l sepvilet A (pa) o (p'a’) o BA
£ HAE. oM 2 & AR S
€ A= gl e 23 egkel @AV USS

%4 et

¥zAQe) 3.6 kEZ o]H thgo] HYF
=3

a) (p)% (p+kg+1)o] Z&ERle vt
APA 2 o] mhetu g 3 3tole skl

a/(p+q) b/molH, (p+k,q+1)& b/m<
e<add M= go] %3, (pg)v a<e<l
T A A&z gho] 2ot (714 b/m<a<
1) k7t Z713ell e}, agk= F7V8) o/ (p
+q)<b/m |1 k=1¢]9, (pg)= (p+14q
+1)Et} ZE e(b/m<e<l) gholl sl &
A x g Fo

b) (p)¢t (p+1,q+k)7t 2Egls HE
ALAE-¥ o] mheto e Yjtolet &AL

a/(p+q)=b/mo]d, (p+1,g+k)= b/m
<e<p 4 NIAE gto] ¥, (pa)T B<e
<1 F7HqA A2 =zgkol Erh.(47]1A b/m
<B<1) k7} Z71etel whe, fake gt

=™ . a) k=149 Abramowitz€} Segun
(196879 24 26.5.15%} 26.5.16 & Agsto]
g(k)=g(1)=I.(p,q) —[.(p+1q+1)=K*
(1—(p+q)/q &) & deth d7]- K=e(1
—&e)(p+q)/I'(p+1)I'(q)olth

K7} @etd, b/m<e<q/(p+q)el Ha
A g(1)=1L(p,)—1(p+1q+1)>00°]3,q
/(p+aq)<e<le] diaf A g(1)<0 o|t}. mpa}
Al a/(p+q)>b/m o9, (p+1,g+1) o] b/
m<e<q/(p+q) FNA & NIx &
Fi, (pa) € ¢/(p+q)<e<l FAA &
A= g Foh o/(p+q)<b/mQl %ol
= 2 F e(b/m=<e<l) F7rlA (p@)7t =
& A3 % g A "ok

g(k)e] dutalg w23}7] 98t Abra-
mowitz®} Segun®] F4] 26.5.16& o] &3}
I[(p+(k—-1)q+1)E I(p+kg+1)2 X
3t t3-& A=t

g(k)=I(p,q) —I(p+k,g+1)

=Kx(1—(p+q)/qe+(1—e)R(k,e)).

o 7] R(k,e) 1s 0 B} & k—17) &9} g
ojt}. k7t F7Hetoll whet R(k,e) 9] gkol #=A|
o2 2 g(k)>0 o g 317] 93l ghol AA
of @tt. &, k7} F713tel wet gtol Fohet



o

earg& 19 v $- 717HA Ao zA, gk)=
AW keZ o] HME &571 2 5 A
a2% e<1e] A, (pg)e (p+kg+1)
Bt} e MIx gh& FA "ok melA, of
gk keZt o] A E (pq)7} T L Al
T #& FA =He 9o des 3 olyA
e}

HzHe] 349 oA, 1-1(p+kq+1)
€ k7t 3718 uie} 2o Fr1gid). mehA,
oAmF keZ*o] HHAE o/(p+q) b/mo]
dH, (p+tkg+1)7t 0 & A= & FA

= e Hele FAYe) oA It

b) kel a)oll Aol ZHHH I FARE WY
oz 29y

q/(p+q)<b/m7} obd&, 2E e(b/m<e
<1) ol g3l Hete] A= FE F+= (p,
qQ) #& SR F& Hxe 3.68 B3
U Aot BE JHed gl sl oo 63t
& Fv (pa)#te &7 Y8 ZE 2go] gl=
HERALHE X gebul e Jieg o} vlush=
AL YT Be xo] 228E AYolng,
o3 2 NG 53 H Ao s @
< Fopll= WS A4 5 Ak A& &
o], p§ Hdigkol A3, Bl gle HA
o] q& Zrohll= Wo] o1, EF qE HAF
oA 133}1, 2ol flE A9 pE ol
© W E Utk 284, po 7hedt Az
e & BE8RHQ golBz, q Ha2ge
WA Fohfa, old] tf-g-3t= A pghd

91

stopurhe el weh AAFQ Hefo] Ak
e el o WYE 5 BHE nABT)

Ae 3.7 p,q€Z2*9 b/m<e<] (1<b<
m—1)of i}

q=4m(1—e)(e—b/m)<Q! 7 -5t
(p,a) €S(bm) o]t}

Aq714 e& —2(1-&)ln(l1—&)=—b/m9
S},

q*& 99 21 & wEse M F gl
8tal, p*& q*7t FolH & X HE Hd o
petz 3kzk 239 (p*, q*) & AT oE
B¥ g9 FUANA 7HF @& A= % (confi-
dence factor) & A|F3l= AL H O} w40
¢l (consistent) W EIAFHEE o]t}

m,7H o] ALl AP & 3l byrle] Al E
X Ry,

Prob{f=e}<dol o714 469 313
(lower bound)2- t}&-3} i}

1-1.(p*+b,, q*+m,—b,) =8<6.

%, (p* q*) & 09 &ehg Al Fer).

o714 1.(ab) EgAHERE-E (Incom-
plete Beta Distribution) o]t}.

Z9 9 29¥ B2FaY 3.3, 34, 35,
3.69 9jated FHHE.0O

Ae] A= 09 3k e {43 ARE
AFIEZ, 5] el AT 23E =230}
g} A 24 L o]of g =2 & Firt.
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32 #&5¥EI} fic FPolk ol8 7t
B Uy

A7 AHE AL BEA g ol gl
Prob{f=e)ol tht Uvt AANE =2dct.
ol W e T 5ol ANE ol g3
olc. ek S5 Er AT AY Erl9le]
the Ay sl WaE e 3%
53 Agsich.

m 7He] ARAHEIZ AEstel b At
X @ #7H AT B8R

Ae] 3.8 : oJm 3 b/m<e M E }E H-F
2ol Jy gt
a) Prob{#=¢}<exp(—2(e—b/m)’m).
b) Prob{#>¢e}<exp(—2(e—b/m)’m
—(4/3)(e—b/m)*m).

ZF9 a)c HEAE 3.20] g =4A F
H5n, b)) Hoeffding?d] H#52]& 7|43
Johnson} Kotz[ 1969]2] §%54] & o] &3}
BzHoz =28.0)

uetA A =29 A% 3t 3 A
of g Axje}l Hr|Ae] AAE At A
= g 17+ ARE 5 U

AMRAR7E A HEE U &
shute] Wo] gint. o] WHE kol R ¢
2] @ Hu)g o 2¥7} FFAPEEE (Uniform
prior) & 7133 =& EHE WMo A, o]

7Hge] Bdd w ALg-S = Hgolnt. 12ut
o] & 2 FHl&o] ojH FRFFIANM GE
FETh e BES VAE APl #AT
s}, ol A Cme miRol A k7R &AM E
nei3lx ¢S BES e WY Folnt

XMzl 39 : [Kim and Koehler, 1994a] m
Aol AFA & deste A EAYTE o]
&3l EFEW brje] e {7 LA,
FSAFA B X (uniform prior) & AME3FE 23}
shetolet 02) AFE R 2 e oh 3} 2o,

Prob{@=¢ | b, m}

b
:z;) Ckm+l€k(1_6)m+|’ 6S0.5°] 73_?_
=

Prob{#=¢ | b, m}

m+1

= 3

k=m+1-b

Ckm+1 €m+l—k(1 _E)k,

£=0.5¢ ¢

B g QFE 37k Bae 45 ue
Yoz g Adel LHE AFH o2 233

2402 49 5 Ytk
V. ARl A 8 A

B kol A= Messier2} Hansen[ 1988]¢]
HF-Eol3(loan default) EAE AHE-3}o
@ MoA e g HAEAA 2830t
B oo ] Alel e Ao L FEA Y E
& At 2t Boh A 448 5 JEE 7L



S Btedl BH4o] Aot & FEFHA =&
AR A A4 38 ol U= FA
=& A8t Ao oju)o} H LAY L A AT
o

ANE HeleHA &r19lste] 6719 A5y
&2 AM|-Z7H(instance space)g& ¢&3td
A& 23 b2 e YFHEES
AHE3t B|Ate] A FEo|E o Fdh= F3
& FE3e BAE A3t 2A. A4 &

€ ‘F'% Wgolgks FAY e IR
o|AMFE BE MFE HES Y o]HF &
o] A X Messiers} Hansen[1988]0.2
e =25HA

& 4 0% & = &+
FEH& <1912 21912
712N/ A 7| AL < 486 =.486
AR /ANAHR <046 2.046 R <.486
AR /o) 2 < .222 =2.222
&ol9)/F At < .100 =.100
ool / &Y < .010 =.010

Ehrenfeucht9} Haussler[1988]2] <JA}4
U575 ¢18F Findmin(S) & o] 4314
A7 H 4 T (minimal rank) &
7H YR2A FEH . (HolE& Mes-
sier9} Hansen[1988]0] Al&3F 32719 ¥ &
Al g AT, of AR S
< 20|11, o] UF= F-AE(S)E ¢43iA
(sl %)@

ojAl $-gl= FT7el 1< gl 9A2A

F& 98t 71t Bzl a9 r=1,

93

k=27} "t}. Kim#} Koehler[1996]2] &=
2]Z2 Prune(r,k,Q,S)& Alg3la oJArAA Y
& 9e3AFIE T80l 190 JAHEAYR
7} doj 2t

4.1 SEYTIYE ZUME AR
LS &R0l g PEE SRS Ao
Ab2i4

99l Bes AR AR 224 K AP
2] thsted 2] 248 H skl WA od71A
&9 & n=6, A9 JAHEAPURE 5F
k=2, 28|1 Hd3l= S 5 r=1 ot}
2] 2.49] a)ol of&] 8= FEF] Al
T mZ

€=0.50]1 §=0.194" m=560,609¢] 1.
e=0.10]11 §=0.01¢d] m=14,015,240
o|t}.

e 2.49] b) & AFE-IIIL g, o HE BT}
AAZE A (tight bound) & AF8-3HA (AHA)
% 82 Kim3} Koehler[1996] &%) mo|
23 Zo] 2o EA Bt

€=0.4990]12 §=0.01¢ ) m=833,

£=0.20]1 §=0.01Yu) m=2,084, 123

€=0.10]3 $=0.01Y} m=4,168°]c}.

Z, 99 AF-Eol3 EAMA de3te 7
e AH A AIURS Yoz 228 74
h7l 4,1687] o]4}e] 799 Zyd FdA}
# & Alg-3t] F2HUcHE hel 3 2 {7
10% ©]3lYd &-&o] 99% olio] H-& 9u|jt
t}.
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3.2 hEslEl oAEYLRL| R
of cHet A A =FX|

AR e] P BN M= K9 o] &l 9o
87HE ZES F AHEHE 27 o=Ee 7
7t gt ol @ Aol S8l Fes A
A& A3t A AAUT-E FE3HT AL
2 2R ate] 29 Nd 3L
HFrishe W& A E 5 Sl

Messier?} Hansen[1988]¢] xji-Eo]3)
(loan default) Zt5& A}8-3tc] o] A& A
HEch EFHAM Y 5 m=320]1, TFr
=1 Q1 YJALE YT o3 279 £FLF
7t AE. Al gAE o = 160]3 25 2
e} AbIZE R E5E T

gt o] ARE o] 83t HE 3.79 W
Yol 2% e FFAF = o33 g

Z273& nE3hs q* =220 @A (p*=
1, q*=22)7} Aol A},

€=0.19) 99| Prob{#>0.1}<8o|x

1—1.(p*+b2, q*+m2—b2)=1-1,,(1+
2, 22+16—2)=8<do| "}.

AZ3}g A3 o7 o] "t

Prob{#>0.1}<é&olx 11, (3, 36)=0.
253670=9<4d0| ®r}.

F, g8 g A JAEZUYFY 4
A9 /71 10% B} aAY 2& #§E0] 6
wo} 2he-d) §¢] 3§ A A= 0.2536700| ).

714 o e £ egtel tiaf o 4
B dA9

Prob{#=>0.07} <6, 1 -1, (3, 36)
=0.497546=0<.
Prob{#=0.15} <46, 1—1,.5(3, 36)
=0.061545=5<0.
Prob{#=0.20} <8, 1—1I, (3, 36)
=0.011306=0<0.
Prob{#=>0.25} <6, 1—1, 55(3, 36)
=0.001641=6<34.

22 ekl M= pake IA st €A
5= we} APHE X (consistent Beta prior)
& Fopdozn 337 A (lower bound) &
NE 5 Ut A& &9, p7t 294d LA H
< q@k ol 7 2L g& 300IH. £=0.1¢]
735l

0=1-1.(p*+b2, q* +m2—b2)

=1-[,(2+4+2, 304+16—2)=0.295587.

Aot e o E S A&t 2L ¢
gholl thetd= 78 A &3l FHsh= Aol
7Hestel At sy & egkoll didled e o
o] A% 3% AARE AFEt. d &
£ €°] 0.205t} A9, (p, q)=(2, 30) °]
A& N8R ZReo

X 71y o] Mgl Bl 3.89 W
Ha)e 37 2ol &/ &A%

€=0.22] 799 Prob{#=>0.2}<exp(—2
(0.2—2/16)* 16) =0.83527,

€=0.3% Fg-l=

Prob{#=0.3}<0.375310] "Hrt}.

2 3.89] b)) o3lH b7} o] {7t

EAM g £=0.29 799



Prob{#=0.2} <exp(—2(0.2—2/16)*16
—(4/3)(0.2—2/16)*16)=0.83479] =H, ¢
=0.3¢2] 7%= Prob{#=>0.3}<0.3678¢]
A}, |

Al o) 27} 160l 270 9] EFLF7)
dAsideng, ASEEE /MEse AT
e 3.9 oj& & Zol /g L 7E F
Ehid=d

A=Y
=

Prob{g>e¢ | 2, 16) = S1C.Ve (1 —€)""
=0

7)1 & WA FIEA A27HA] & ¢

Z2 o F FAANE A& 7 Jrh.

€=0.2¢]% Prob{@=¢ | 2, 16}=0.3096
o],

e=0.30]" Prob{f=¢] 2,
077397} B}

Z gestel AYgE AR 28 Ade F
AL F7}20% E 30% HUl & &80l &4
0.30963} 0.077397} ©t}.

ool Bl JAARUTIE et
HA L AXNA ¥ L JARZYTFERG
AlgAE A o Y& 3752 (better classifi-
cation power)& 7} dub3Q] A& o
250] By2 ¥t FdALI) 40740l &
#3tg JAE AT o)A 879 Azt
AR Bk stab = 20709 Al@AR
g Fito gesld QAEAUTE AIEE 2
7 2709 BFLF7F AU L &AL

A 3.70) ol wy | 2P & W= q*
=181 wWa}A(p*=1, q*=18)c] Ao}l
t}.

16}=0.

%

€=0.2%1 7 %9 Prob{#=0.2}<4, °]1L
1-I1(p*+b2, q*+m2—b2)=1-L,(1+
2, 18+16—2)=g§<do] ®rh.
AZ5} g A4k o3 o] "t
Prob{#=0.20} <g°}a 1—1,(3,32)
=0.0113=8<4°] €t}

z, deatdd g AR JAHEA YR 33
Aol @ 771 20% Bt AAY 2& 8ol 4
B} e 9 8§ AA = 0.0113]4.

8 e F£59 et tis t& e ¢
< 7 AUk

Prob{8=>0.25} <46, 11, (3, 32)
=0.001641=9<4

Prob{=0.30} <46, 1—1,.3(3, 32)
=0.000190=40<¢

Prob{§>0.35} <4, 1—1I, 5(3, 32)
=0.000018=8<4

€=0.29 ZA$ol dsHe WERHER
(consistent Beta prior)¢l (p, q)=(2, 20)
o o3t o} o) 3t A7t A ET.

d=1-IL.(p*+b; q*+m;—b,)

=1-1,,(2+2, 20+16—2)=0.0244.

o} ge o g FAL AL AL ¢
Zoll el e 2 78 A 33k Ao
7Fs8te] Aok 2@y & egtoll digtd= o]
wWgo) AR 3% AAGE AFE. 8
o} go] 0.758 T} AH, (p, q)=(2, 20)°]
A& NdstA] Z@ot

H7) 3.8¢) a)E THe T Zo] LHE EHT
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=2

e=0.29) 7% Prob{#=0.2}<exp(—2
(0.2—2/20)%20)=0.6703,

€=0.321 3 $= Prob{#>0.3}<0.2019
o] gt}

€] 3.89] b)ell &34, e=0.2¢1 ¢l

Prob{# = 0.2} <exp(—2(0.2—2/20)?

20—(4/3)(0.2—2/20)*20) =0.6685°] =i,
€=0.391 7 $-9l+= Prob{#=0.3}<0.1935, ¢
=0.4¢] 7%l Prob{6>0.4}<0.02200]
L2A= X

Ae] 3.99 ol&f oS3} o} FAHHLY.
Prob{8>¢ | 2, 20}=éck2‘e"(1—6)2"“.

4714 eg WSHAFEM JeirkA ThE 5
F 9 F 342 Ae 5 Ak
€=0.10]" Prob{f=¢ | 2, 20} =0.6484
o3,
€=0.2°]"H Prob{f#=¢ | 2, 20}=0.1787
o),

€=0.30]" Prob{f=¢ | 2, 20}=0.0271
o) 9},

o|9} o], HA 18| = 5% (the worst pos-
sible confidence factor) 89 th&ts], 853

& o]&3l= HE A AE AT,
S5 A HE o] 83HA] v HS UvkA A
&7 Al (upper bound) & A|F &t} -2l& o
ARE APt 6o YHE €& F U

Ao AHEEE A1) gt 20779

A& AMgEte] AEAURE 223U
I 815, @estd A2 AU (pruned deci-
sion tree) dl A= 670¢] #-7 77 S
th 7kl E3 16709 S AL & Al
435t AR A 27 AF & 2R FFE
Aok 7Hg skt

A2 3.79) A&l 69 &t AAE At

b/m=6/20=0.3 o]=2.2, £¢=0.3¢] i3}
(p*=1, q*=7)ojt}.

w}2bA, Prob{§=0.3} <J§o]11,

1—-1.(p*+by q*+my—b)=1—[,5(1+2,
7+16—2)=0.0157=8<4d°] €t}

2] 3.89] b)oll sl 59 37t HAE AN
Ligs

Prob{# > 0.3} <exp(—2(0.3—2/16)%16
—(4/3)(0.3—2/16)'16)=0.3678

upetA] 6] W97 doj At

0.0157<6<0.3678.

%, deste] #A3E AA F2E ide &
F71 30% Rt ZAE 8ol et 9ol
0.367871x] & 4 1o} A3 0.0157 o|3l=
EHA &S HAE.

ojg} o] L FEH HHPELS AEdEE 4
48 0, g5 A0g m2He Ao 3
ol 3l ALY d&-& 7HsEA BlFT, 2F
J FEE ZAY T A= TS ATIH &
g olm| shgE Aol Abd e FeEol '
S2YA X AH et ALF L {FEHE
FYs= WHE AT FETHA 2 A
= oot #2 YHES T8O T o3y



Al 2ol A ALR-BhE A4 o] F&gl td B
o A9 4 8, 2 FHE ALY &8
o o] &% Ut

V. ok RS
Aeollo] 48

5.1 CtEtA st e

2 AolMe 9 g5 A e AN
&7] 1% oA s dis) F4 %
Al st A o] W A& Holr] $j8ted |
A stge] 718 F2E ARE. gEE A A
Ao EAdte B £4E2Z FE AFAH.
44 (feature E+ attribute)Fll= EHA
o2 & =evde $4% AR £71817] o
A, &9 Ae SAE AGT JE F AU
ok i REe AdtEse Fog =ad dF
o] £47E o83t BFE& s A
upelA] ] HA AR A& wol7] AA
= EAds BE £A4FAAM A AR Bd
o] B& 259 £4& FEAWE A F
29 £4& o83ty EE JYshe #A
2R Heg woof gk AAAH s
A& A8 o3 2o

ANA Y &4 JAd—-E4 2
— 8.2 (classification) T ¢ g5 8

JAHARUYFFE 2& dREY A58
FEHE ZAd FE £Ao] o|n| FE 5o
Al s ok 7133, FREEE TR
o} w2bA, 5o el el AHEE &4

g7

Ao F4o) o8 B 9% WA 4. F
AN Ho g EF% g YAYE, &
o] EAe] o $& HrHE ¥Al Kite
4= 2, w2 FHF g ndE
T &4 gl Fol AGE aAE AF
v AoR RuE7|x gt}

o]eigt EAIH & JAEt H2ol E0] &4
FZo i #Ho] n2HI Yo oy &
Bgest 7hA1HQd Aabe gle Al o
A AFs vhe} o] AHAF YT Sl A
AN £402 A% dFa s A WA E
3l @371 (pruning) 718 & #8314
B2 49s AFne oy, o Aok
3 o] §& Afoltt. M, b5 ¢
2 E9 AA AN A5PdE A= &4
F2 HEe FHo2 B Aol Had A
go|o}. EH- M F1z e EH oAt
AURE, A3Y 7Y 5& §83to oA &
F AL THe oidE AAEe HYH
A i Al A%

5.1.1 RAANe| &0 AHdE

YA AUYFF 259 Aol A2
Aol 7k dgo] & HAE Az HIA
H =), AR.o)& (Information theory)o] &
A SP5g A AHEst loh.[Breiman
et al,1984 ;Quinlan, 1986 ; Marshall,
1986 ; Mingers, 1986, 1989a]. 21&{y} ¢]&
e nE A Yoz e A7t
B UHERA F7HHU 7 2o 4%
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olty. ¥ 5 tiF £A vlS- & AL, F
&4 71 mlf B2 Aol MEYo] 2
£4& F238= dol Wi $ F83H4 Edt

fFA4 LSS FAYAE o835 A
Ao m2A HI3he FHE Holn glom
2, o] 58L& o] &3t AdsgolA &4 A
g EHtE Bt & Qo F, AA &
ol 7 v B2 3ol 7 e =L =
L N (A& FFdte FEoR FAl%
dnEFE ol 48 F Ut

n7jel £4go] EAsE SFFFAAE 2n
e &4 ez BT o] 7hsdit) o
7 ol she] &4 33l 7 &gl &
2 A o] EAt. F, S-el7t Edhe F3
FAR HAdo] EAsta, EFHU £49 @
F= SRt Al Foly] Y BE &
ATt HHa 2 A ] sHe g Hos
of Rhe}. Eg AJHA} (test set) Y49 L F
&0l ABHA DT 2E BolA ¢rl o
ol £433%e 2 R et 58
A&k Aol &n7} gtk 2], nel & 7
Folle(F4 o) 7Hed E F59 £4
Aol thated ggats Aol AHdA E7bs st
o ek {3z dnelE e =Yty 38
dol B &4 AFE A&3H golio 8
TS Eole Aol ¥ Heke 7| sidol

Mo r

R

AAH el BAL TheH o THY

Pand
% qleh.

1) $4¢] 8% §4oi9E 27 vE 2E

2)

3)

4)

5)

o2 FHFTH = (X, Xz cver 1Xigerrer »
X.) 3 Zo] n7f o] £A4o] & 7%, nil
&4 A%} g $EHE A4S n
7Re) 1(111111..... 11) 2 BA|3I} =
x 7 x, % ol @88 ZH9-=(100....
0001) %} o] FEF}.

%7] < (population) & FHAZ A
gt Al 2700 et 27] Yo g
F4l U Sshe] 272 AR, A
AE BEAERYLE A4 {FHaxLg
2o 94 zlYvoz A=l o
%8 A,

Zzke) 40l tatel A AR
Sedgol AR Sl S4MY 3
T (selection measure)E& Al&3ld o
AL AAARUYT TrE5E Ay
A E g Fol wat desir|y
& A8 4 Sick.

58 A48 AR ARES A
Ao AR F A AAE JEs
toEsEY (540 FEUW)Y A
# = (fitness) 2 A 9] o|u] & 7}x1t},

A A Ak (reproduction), 12vj (cross-
over), Ed¥ o] (mutation) $ § A2}
2259 Mgk QS A1gad g
A SPGB HA4 2
2% el F7 2] BEHS
W, e A M RE) B
42T 2 o) AWE o83} By
AN (AR ) & <50 Azt A
23t FEZHO| UFHZA A%



¥ @A 3202 Eob} ud Al&s
I ojgAlmtt FREA S HARRG

ol oz ¥Fs YA £49 BE
Z% 7Fs Al didl gad JYPe 2N, &
A 32 7] B9 E Bol g% 5 9
i, Ztzte] &9 dneFe A T
weh, AN $4 R A3 A= FA 8
2%+ YA € Aoz 71ddd.

5.1.2 Fstgn MFY 7|y

ARG 7L A4 F EH AAAE ol ¢
HolubA| gt &9l &5t =2la, shgdE U
£-9] A g o] £33t o] f Wi FFY
AtA Ao B8o] AL Ut £4 B9
£5e Xkt o B %S WA He
d, Heleese E3 dYdolE o 9%
& A", g5 g EAY &4 ool $
B2 A di AFTEsAAE SAFHY
71HE 883t Wdo] & SAH(AF)E
Agsls AA-E AGe w311 o F2
Bo] AHgEE BAI4 WEe 8984 (fac
tor analysis) 2} At 3] 7 &4 (stepwise re-
gression) ¥ Holth. QAEM S AN £A4&
29 oule 2Fo2 UrEA 801E F
2= oz, £49 £§ Soledl 7
o&A €oh. a2y o] WEE F&EFE 2
213812 g 2t P Aso BT a8}y
o &ol gAI7E e WHoz AAHT QU
A3 ARY P L AWYos MFE F
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7¥8} (forward selection), %3 o g W
& A Asl=(backward elimination) 3]H&
A wbgoltt, vlg] AR g A€ 7]|F o
& Mg ARE ArE 28 2¥d I
AR W7t AdE Fo, G HFFAA
7H A Mg F8 gAl 28 3713
I, TR gyt 2718 olF, 7|& ¥
(71 A ¥5)E ohA] AAKES AHA]
Z4d A== gast, ¥yt A4 2
Aol AFsHA 2tAIFT}. o] FAl Mg N},
HEAA & VeSO ol gz,
AR 2AE HF3s Ex7E PR A&
g} o] WL FEUSFE FHoZ 7 &4
o] Y& BIste Wolez 8 FHE
o} g ggolel & 4= gltk. Kwon[1995]
& 719457} (Bond Rating)EAE S8
AR HEE HRae, 126709 AF
H]-& (financial ratio) B Fo|A] 24709 A
L3971 A Y A5 E F28 1) Uh
au b 8 UAassie 539 49
g Fo3te B4 & s AdE €
g & o]&3l= o] B g E gijto g
FHdt. & PEFUYT 28 71 ¥
e 7] (selection measure) & o] &3} 9
AR 4EY e HTE AYdts 3ol
A&A 3 A A B} 342l dighe]
F ok, wehA & A g3 go] FAE
o}
1) JAAZUR =& d2]EFE o] &3l
AL & B8 a& FAT. o Al
o] 7t ol §- B2 AT HES FE3
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S 5 9ok,

2) Shrol ZAE ANERUR ALEE
W5 (S4)ES A%Be 99 neg
Aejsted AFY & S,

3) A% sel A%E Y5Y ANez
SELREECIEE DS AE-EBEY
= 49e 9 Fudas 9. 2
84 ThFE SARAUR 73 g
E¢ AMgstel WeE F3eln, AR
S5e Utk 458 el A%s

g 9 5 k.

Hir

5.1.3 HMFYUn RAEXIADE|E

E AR G AREYsIEe 2
4 Uk o] WYL ARG 71E R E g
e B E FAAYREE o g3l A
&z *22 A= 4 gloh[de Garis, 1994]
o] ¢ TFAY L ey 2y

D) 7tEAE 293t 2r1dde A%

o.
Al

3ol n) o FtE A& gEthe 12
2 AASEATGE, n*(p+1)79 HE
(bit) 2 3htel AHYAHE epd o
714 pe ZZte] 7hEA shE JEehy
= HIE Foln, 14 gl AL 715X
o] FZE HAIF| %ot} 7159
= MEHIY T2 g} r=Fo)
At A, 2r|dde 2319
2 448
2) & 289 AYE (fithess) & AR

¢

o 7

D

o}
AP 434 QR e 4D
of Be g olAG. Y &N A
H=o HEe ofefo} #o] 8 FHE &
Hat(d) 3 A& (aD) 9] 2213e
o1 gk Holtt.
A% (fitness) =1/3(d, —a,)?
9 49 eaeg sEHos WRs
e} 2 HYES AIEY £ ook
A3 (fithess) =1/21*(d, —a,)?
3) fAAdmFel A Beg FA
o}
Sterddda FEd 2EYFNA
APt 58 2ER 7M3AE58 A

Aol B A2 22dhe AL

olot 2 ohF AHFL AF A A2 (art-
ificial nervous systems) & F+&3l= g
&€ lon, nAE T Bad YR
oF ZAMN AN E HEd 5 A& Aol

5.2 CHEA| Hete| s 24

JAHE AT FE9] A9, A BA4F bt
o} o] 7%t AL ERY 2 FE d

| H| =27} "o}k, of7]o)l X RE £40] ¥
F¥ 4 (categorical variable) o] v §-3+3
o] Ab¥l 4= (discrete variable)ql 9= | H |
7F FRAT, £4F9 77} FEE o)
WMol ALt d<4¥ < (continuous variable)

ol |H | =007} 5o vtz A] VCaI & o]



gaoF fro st A7 g =28 5 Urt.

A4 W] A, oyl 7HdF ol st &
= 2~370¢] Fto 2 Aol =, 77ty F
of W} VCxre =717} gak A A ). o
£ 5o, sl oz /Mde ekl 4
+ 270 AR S Al e FeE BE
Aol &l Adg vepd 5 AAT, 349
Al Yebd 5= gl A7 EART(S,
FheHl el Atglgte] &(—)9] A A$e
gy 2k AdezeE e £ gldh). o] A
£ VCaig & 27} dut.

FAz daelEe B A4 $A40] o}
d, HE A shdo] dhvte] B@9vt Hof g
HE ooz 9jo] 722 FAEE oY
o} A4 7Y A gEddS A
(weights)oln g, % A4zlo 2 FJd
9] S gt& 7HAA Fh. whebA] o3t A A=
£ ¥4o] B7besta, dijto g oapE ol
£8 o] &3 B-Ao] Al=x 1L /) [Haussler,
1990]

T o ol A AAIR ALEH A
& omg HubydE HEE F Y= LF
4 dhgolng gaA stgAgdE 4
F A= g A B4 o] k. o W
Y 3717 718 F2E 7H e, AP B}

e A%, oz iEe] JRE ol&de
A%, dutE]l A9 T AR AFE U
o] L FEA Y& Al AT

AMRARRIL A e A9, #FAREE
(uniform proir) & 7}33l1 ALE R FAXE

23] AL BT FEAREEE QPR
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7b 9l ASel 7 &3] AHgEE 7P
ot} sty o 2 HE] PRE o8& F Ue
2=, WEALAEE (beta prior) & 7183}
3 AR YA el AAFEEE EE3HY
Ho} ZE3 2/ FHo| 7ttt £ ojw
3 M % slA e Ao YA 2 F
AAE =23t AHgTo2 A AFAEE 7HY
o A% YL H4ssln, eFHHYA o
FXEHA FRE 5 5 Ut

VI. 8¢9 AE

B A7l A58 e Botod 858 A
o) @ #8 RS SR A LFEA
PHee FYsic
4 22 AL AF GRS A2
Q)=o) Skl AR, ol& oAt
ARYR F20 Agsle] $4 2HE £2%
At ol FYAE AR AgHd AA A
B8 Q9=
level) & 7M1 ¥ L FUTH e FFe
LHE AL PAAYUTE FEY + U=
s ugsitd 2 Aol (sample
size) & E£23H9ch. BEEIEE AT o
ARAURS A % JAHE PR
el Z2te] Aog AFsheich
ozt dold E28 FE@ ¥ A
g Q7)) olelg Weol AFHA PPoz
ofel £2& AWN: P AFsHA
o) JRE 0§ A9t HEYRE o
2311 e Aez PR BAARAT, 8

& (specified confidence
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FHRE o] &3 E+= LFTE
EA i 7H & de 73—:—9} 7}gol A
= dRHE]l 5ol A48 g sle e
2} A A8kt

AR Z e FEH WHES HERAE &
ety st oAl StEAEE AAsL,
ol T g Tt S5d g F&YE
SR SA JiLE WSl %A HE
€ 7 AeAE B
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