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Abstract  Monotonic classification is an ordinal classification ‘problem in which the monotonic
constraint exists between features and class. There hdve been some methods which can deal with the
monotonic classification problem on the nominal datasets:well. But for the monotonic classification
problems on the numeric datasets, the classification accuracies and running efficiencies of the existing
methods are limited. In this paper., a monotonic, classification method based on decision forest
(MCDF) is proposed. A sampling strategy is.designed to generate decision trees, which can make the
sampled training data subsets having’a consistent distribution with the original training dataset, and
the influence of non-monotonic noise data is avoided by the sample weights. It can effectively improve
the running efficiency while maintaining the high classification performance. In addition, this strategy
can also determine the number. of trees in decision forest automatically. A solution for the
classification conflicts of different trees is also provided when the decision forest determines the class
of a sample. The proposed method can deal with not only the nominal data, but also the numeric data.
The experimental results .on artificial, UCI and real datasets demonstrate that the proposed method
can improve the monotonic classification performance and running efficiency, and reduce the length of

classification rules and solve the monotonic classification problem on large datasets.

Key words monotonic classification; decision tree; monotonic consistency; decision forest; ensemble

learning

wOE ORRASEANARISIEL LN ARG E ARG RGOS SERA. S TATRIEG LA LN
MORBIFH T kA3t THAAKIE ARG T R R B BT EATR. R AT RRAKY
398 2 % 7 % (monotonic classification method based on decision forest, MCDF) , 3% i 5K £ & ok & 4

Wi EHE.2016—03—11;1& @ HHA:2016—08—08

BE2WA : [HE A ARSI H (61673249,61503229) 5 LLPY A [ 6 B 27 A BIRHIFRE 810 H (2016-004) 5 1L Y48 B A2 0 QI 5T H (2016BY003)
This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (61673249, 61503229), the Scientific Research
Foundation for Returned Scholars of Shanxi Province (2016-004), and the Innovation Project of Shanxi Graduate Education
(2016BY003).

BIEEE: T O (wjwang@ sxu. edu. cn)



1478

HEHMIR S kKB 2017, 54(7)

HEEM TARBFRETELSRHUEEI A —K . FBIH AR TR LELARKEGY W, ERFR
B RAE AR B A MRS TIEATRCR, B B AR R T L B Bk R AP R R AR ERR
ARBIT LN LSBT EAF RGO BET . REGTERTALEF T HIE, LT AL HKMHK
B EAEHEE UCIRAEHREE LA ZTBRELN . Z 7 E TARZE RS L REFE/FLE,
Yada o KA 60 KL Rk B E AR K 6 B K A

TR PEISY ST SR SIS S TS

REZESES TPI8I

Yo I — PR IR I A RN L T AR T
SR AR I R AR A2 28 A KT 1 F R [R) A, H R
WEAKSE” I B B0 B 7 3 A A8
HAR AR WA IS — P ¥ E R R LRGP IV
TESFG R AR B AT 2 A B R 4 IR
JF 3 — ] 81 9 45 fE CRRBIF K P L U 5% BA (T L 202 o
) 5RO F PO Z A E LT Bt 29500 Y
— I 2 E AR BHIE K B AL B X 3 M
E L B 53 B AS L 55 — B 22 AR B B B 3T SR 9
B AN — T2 B A i A i g S R
05 3 BT A M SRR 5 % T 2 T R VA A [ R
B[R] RE I R A X 2 ) At 2 B A A 2 ) . 5 —
Je 3 248 1) REUAS [ B 90 43 288 [) R0 ) AR AE 5 2 1) B
BUEERAF AT I G R, B 2 35 Z A0 2 B PR 24 3R

X — M o 2R, © AR 2 4 7k
PRGN P28 I 2 L SR ) B HL AR L 3K 26 07 B O
FIERE 5 2R E iy OC R, BT IR RE 153 B —
Fry o SN, H R T G 2R R A — s b
FE» T DUHLAE 46 S B 10 HE 28 fi A5 B g DR B3l ) 2 )
SO FLIX B U 3R AT B — B 4 2 0 i
AR, H H A8 H T4 58008 . X T 55008 200 i) 2] 43
Jeln) i, [ 2% Hu 88 0048 (0 20 8 e 3 i
& H B0 15k AU TE — e R B o T B
PEFNZ AL HE T [BI P 58 . 0 17 19 6 R 5| A48 8
Shannon % .42 1A 55 B AL S IR 7 LAl F ik
T T A 7 E B 0 PR R 57k (rank entropy
based monotonic decision tree, REMT). X fff J7 1
REW8 7™ A= 25 K0 1T B0 L 5 T LA 1) 0 00 42 (EL A5 31 ) A
JEEARE XS A BR o ELAFAE 2o B2 4005 0]

P RRARUE T B AL AR AR 2 DL SR O S i
YA B A T DA 0 it BE LS HL B8
PR ks B T A2 B TR R E )T R Ak
TR E BT T e — 8 0 4 2 R 8L, % T
G32E ), A8 3 e SR AR B TR I 3 A PRI HE - D B~ 2k
SR ) 3 5 EEAEAS [R5 4 R AT, dnfe] ]

UEF 4R A B 5 2) Qo] 6y 22 PR SR 2R B AL 5 3) 4R
JSCRI TN E I o S EF G e i 2

AR SCHE S —Fh FH T A D BB S5 2 I R ) B T
TR FR R B B 432 T kL, 3R T SRR TR W R A 1 R oK
B3 12 5K W% 2 TERICHE B B R — B e A PRk ARl
EBSCHE 1) MR 7S S s ) BN SR W AT DL B B A E T
SRR P SRR B AR AE PSR BRI AT 43 28 B, AR
SO H I b DU S B A DT 45
H e 5 el SR ) il R T v A SR A T vk B AT LU
Ab PRAF S B S T DL Ak PEERC(E E

1 B=HIRA

1.1 BiFsHEiEHR

S U={xi a2z, WEIE. A= {a,
ar s sa, ) e IR B AR IEAE 2 FERRAE o B Y
HiCHa () x EARZICH v (). R y ()
EI oo srve ) BRETEF KRR o<le,<lo<Zc, W
R I [0 S — AN 5 0 e Il

XtF—NHE AR, R Vo, o, €U 755
—NRE a, € A B A ar (2) <ap ()
vy )<y (a;) A8 A% 0] R Ay B 4y 2 T it

BE o €U G HEE BEAMIFERRESE B I
x; BRI L I 53 51 SRy

[.r,]‘;:{IGU\ak(I)Eak(I;), Va,€B}); (1)

(2] ={x€Ula, () <a,(x)+ Ya, €B}. (2)
1.2 REHM

PR AR MR Hh 24> BT TR SRR A AR A A
L2 2 Tk Al R R (2 0) sk =1,2,+},
Horpro e M AFEA 0, J2& 20 57 R 43 A5 1) B BLAS
h(a,0) Fm—REoe . X T 5 ABEAR o, B4
SRS S T LIS 31 I 5 4 5 G i 45 R AR A 1 2
EESSEAINRE S B . S E W R 80 F o N
75 3 3 B B TR AR 1R 1 O ORI T ARE AR 1Y
F 3t 7 =



VP ATEF P T D SR AR AR B B 232 O R

1479

ey 7t TR SR AR AR B I 2 4 T

1) 2R TS T 508 56 1 4 o Oy 20 3 ke 3 AR
AR o Y1 5 K08 1 A A ) i s

2) R FE TR AR 4 0 0 3 T 3K T R SR AR
AR AL 5~ 5 U] A4 35

3) PRSRRAYEL H e € 5

4) A BB T DR SRR U] B A TR SR AR AR AR A,

2 RERMBPZEFTZE

2.1 BRRERMEIE

TSR ARG TN 8 0 5 R AR SR B AR O, S
B2/ I D TR AR R 1 RS B A T R SRR PR L R AR
B —E M E R AR A ZE TR E NS
1 7 A 3 SR AR MK I O A R R A 1 2
SEPE U257 SE R AR AT B SR M 2 ] 1Y) 22 S P M o
PR P SRR B9 5 T B B, S B SR T 4 L A BE HIL R
B \bagging'"®! [ boosting" " 25 J5 ik L Ky Fifi HL R R
bagging J7 ¥k ABAS 5 B 1) 73 A % B . boosting J7
PR AR L S T AR AR,
I Hax $e 5 vk W A % S8 B 09 B E k. Liang 4§
R — Bl i B R RE T 9 A R AR 1S B A
FAE R — 1) 22 5 B CRE ¢ R 1 2 25 I 4 Bk
o 4 o 55 BROBOHE B2 43 A A TRD o AE i AN 25 1 3
B 7 & H H B8 T 4075 20ds 09 Ab 2.

AR S S SCHR 16, 8 LA T Bk 51A B2
I¥i) £51 ] L2 ) st A A% 5 P A B0 AR . A 1 P
RRYE AR BT, o0 PR R o0 A B — St , B REA
TNAL s 75 22 YRR R i) BUE AN S 185 AN AR 1, T 2 Bl
O A B SRR A A 158 38 RN A RS 19 B — SOk b AT
P FE AR R R B RE A, 53 A, AR Sl
S A0 RURBR J& FF FAE e B 1 R TR AR 4
B 45 B4R E B S E Y

1) YR 5 A B i

ST RedE B2 U, Sk [16 45 H i I 25 7 48 B0 A
M
ADCE

=

Ho,Z hEFEKETFTW Z-GiE. /T AT B S,
E RJal Dz iR 2s . i P F6 0 - X 2 A48 = BUE
0, i3 MO R A TR 45 AR 2= o
B SCERLL6 145 T 77 5 5 b o I 7 k.

Ay [R) Ak B A 5 504 RN BO(E B e - AR SO Y
bR o R

M= 3

[A]

o= Zauk, €Y)

k=1

Hor o, R A FRAE b RRAE b3 0 22 | A | Ol RRAE
(B B4R Ak A BCELRE AT U AT 5 2, o m] LA
JERUE Y.

Xt T RERUVRRAE e 50— N AR B BUE TS
K P A AR AR B0 5 HUE I — 1 -

ay (1‘,‘ ) T Ap (T)

5

|||||||||||||

Hrfa,, () F a,, ()5 53RN B A FEA TR RR1E
ar bR ME R R RAR 98 5 T B IR IE Y R A AR
Y/ﬁ;ﬁ:

0., = (a; () —ap () 4 (ay (@) —a, (@) -+

(““"'f\’)*ai(x))ZJ%(%) . (6)
SOl (BRI FEAAEREIE a0 10— LI 10T

Hfi.

X F 45 AR SRR 161K 7 L A% SR i
AN G S AR B TR 2 3 T A3 5L 19 AR A 0]
7 e A R ME 2 o,

vl U

IZ)I ljé‘(ak(x,),ak(xj))

6o = ik ,
1, ay(xp)F#a, (x;).
0, ap(x;)=a,(x;).
— e M L A PR IIE A 2] 28 IR 2T 52 1
MBE MR BEOR KA M SR BN B —E L
RO =52 . T TV B N i F 1 B, 4 )y

YD)

,ﬁ\:qja(‘)‘(ak(xl),ak(af,)):{

- MN
M= 7—(M+N)X10Jx1o. (8)

B W 25 AR A P FLBL R B85 R

BiE 1 BB IR AR M A

B BRI IEE U S8 Z.E.0;

i . R M.

Stepl. &= (4) 715 80 5 19 5 1 2% « 45 R AE
S BAE AL W4 5K C5) 0 BT A7 FE A HEIZ AR L ) U
H—Ak, SR 5 e =X C6) 11 5 FLRRAE A o 25 5 25 R AE
R 2 W 20 (7D T F 3 R R IE bR v 22

Step2. % ()N F BB M;

Step3. fH: M=>0|U |, F 2 (8) I # i)l 45 1
SR FLRE

Step4. & [n] M.

2) T4 R

A SR T AT et E R R4 E U b4
HAMIREA &5 BT A REA ) LB p, -

,—lal
© Ul

9



1480

HEHMIR S kKB 2017, 54(7)

Hrp,i=1,2,,5,C,={x, €Ul y(x:)=¢,},i=1,
2y eee o SRR IR A R A5 A 28 ) B R AS 07 I I 2k
B 5 R A RN 25 7 2 b i LU AR [R] . 2 ) e i 2%
ORI T 4 R 4 1T g4, %40
U (1

WIHEARAS T BRI ZREE U v i A R AR 1 A AR
& RV A I W) 46 AL

w(z) =+, (10
n

Horon J IR N2 R REAS (1 0

HOERES 1 NG TREU ERUNZGEU F
BEHLEFE M ASEEAS L I DR GIEH: A4~ 2501 B A A K
5 MEBIR p, o [=1.2, 5. RET — Ml %+
U, IS — AU 57 5 AR R SRR A
KB B IR 22 e, -

e = D wa)IG (x) # y(x)), (D)
i=1

Horpoe R AR ' () RORE ¢ EAD 2, 1)
L, y () FoR 2 PR AIR 5 () Fy(x) s
Iy () FZEy(e ) =1, F M Iy (x,) Fy(x:)) =0,

R Al At 15 230 ST I R 2 B R A KL < X T4
I3 FIAEAS T S BT IZ A AR 1 B O — B AR SR
T RER R RE A Y B — Bk, 2 X x fEFRESE A
55Xy L EEER
| L. ); N5 |

| (217 | ’
D(x) MEBR RN FEAS o, TF Rk 48 5 2851 1K
B A B — SRR L X BAE R D () =e MIFEA
x; BAERIE — B R A, AW R AR B — By A
A e N8 E S H

XoF T 43 A B — BORE A, 18 B AR

D(II):

12)

1—¢,

. (13

) 11 ) # (e

Wi+1 (Ii)zw,(.r,') ( c

XPT 5t o0 HAR B — BOREAS LN AL . Rl
AE I BOAPRE AR 23 5 o3 S AR B RT B L B
R B AR 0.

SR JE g U KR 78 U7 1R FF
WG T U, U, hireA i 2 50 4. — 38
55 aM ANFEAR (a€ (0, 1) N U, FBENLANE 55—
A (1 —a) M ASFEA A U” b o B 4l B0 B0 4R

U— U U, s BEHLAB R (R U, o 54
HATREARBCT M IO p, 1= 1,200 s B
LR I B bR B 0 R A R T
M 4 k.

TR EARE T DN TFE. B4
AEXF R AR B 1 RR P SRR L PRI 3 AR BT B R O 2
PR R UL B E . 2 M O SR B IROCR
il I s 1) B Al A v A B RE AR AN B — o) M A B
ZE L BRI AT DABA S SR AR R T TSR
AR P P SRR 14 85 H T LU 6 E IR AR
FEA KA H 3 e

YRR RFERE B4 T

Bk 2. T HEM SRR .

A PPBAEE U S ZE Osea;

LT I I | 2 R <8

Stepl. B 1 8 & I T HEMFEAR B M.

Step2. Xf T B8 848 £ Usiz X (O R H
BN ] p,s

Step3. #&K (10) R Ik 5 T & D FEAR M ALE
WA 5

Stepd. 7€ U L FEHLEE B %+ 4 U, I RIIE
o 45 2 R AR B o 2 1 k4R T REAS B0 A
LA R py s

Stepd. #%LLN A BR, 2 AQ A e SR A, 20
G U ERGAMB AR LN T M I 45 50706 35
FFie FEAIAT IR AL A5

Step5. 1. 7£ L —il % F % L REMTY Jy
A R A I 50 (LD A e S R AR 22

Step5. 2. XJff 3 FE A 2 (12) 355 1 L i
— B EBE e 5 D(x) =e, M (13)
B AL, WAL N 0;

Step5. 3. £ U, LB oM NEEAR U I
F A A B FEA P (1 — o) M AN BEA 15 35 1Y
W2 U, I ORUE A 20 i AH L L6810 p, 5

Step5. 4. X U, HIFEAAE T —1k

Step6. Rl h DMNGFHE U, G=1,2,,h).

NG TFEU, LoRAGEH T RIS
REMT 5355 m] DIE IRt T, 0=1,2,+++ I
2.2 RERBAMWEREE

AR S M — b R T e SR AR Y B o) SR O R
(monotonic classification method based on decision
forest, MCDF) , i #:F 31 55 5 AR 2k 5 R 209 B 0] 5 4
JE L RATF U OR AR MR 1) o R B 5

X TR AR PR A, Bt 7 A Lea S TPALE Y
HEARERN Uy, s KEHEAEARNF L crvery ey
A SO RFIMAEZE R ¢ b BRI S BE Ry

Uy |

’
‘ U/mf; ‘

Support(c,) = (14)



VP ATEF P T D SR AR AR B B 232 5 R

1481

H Uy, R A L Lea fi WHIHS b JEREARSE.

FOIN 2 HEBE Sup port (ep) e 35 1 1 K e 55 1 114
BT SRR SRR I AR A A R 11 2
U] DN S5 B A S > R AE A 2 — A AR
B A R ER UL SRR AR A B A 2328 U X A
55 RVBEELAS AN IE B B2 5 L B i R R A SR AU
Z RN A B R A R EE R A r A2
A SE RO 25 r=2) L B ER S b S I 3158 A BR DR 5
RS R R T A T 2 A AR SIS A A R S
JE R BRSO A A 28 501 A R0 S H BE
A BRI 52 45 B 22 R KR 288 Sl 1 DRy 12 R A 1 o
Lo RGN BNZAEAR B 2 R A5 R Ny

h
= argmﬁx(;Su])port(ci))y (15)

k=1,2,,r,
Hrr, Support (i) AR o TEPEM T, iy
SCREE h IR RECH .

AR SCHE A MCDF 8309 EE AL BT,

&£ 3. MCDF &,

A WHLE Ur REE Ureo S350 Z,E L0,
€.

By s o MR Useo HET A FEARY 43 245 2R

Stepl. HHE 2 BB LE Ur 9 h Y%
THE U, t=1,2,,h;

Step2. 7t & Al %k 7 & b R B B
REMTY 2k g it T, ot =1,2, --2uh, i3 (14) 3
SRR 1 A A 2 5 A ) S R

Step3. X ok £ th B9 — DA, 1k A B
R A RITFER BB BN R R o k=1,
2 ey

Stepd. HEEANISH o BB ZZH LR AR
TRE e Ao REE R

Stepd. 1. & B A HE L EHN oo ME—. 15N
Cons W Coe UIBIZAEAS 1 S 2K 5 5

Stepd. 2. AR HA R 2 ZHMEEH o A
r A =20, W 3 (15) TR~ AN 2 b B ) S 5 i
Z RG] o NERIZFEAR M LG

Step5. MMHALLE Ure P EY T A FEA I3 KI5 1R
] o3 A 45 L.

2.3 MESEXEESH

M T e SR B £ B AT LLAR A5, Bk, MCDF
5V ) 3 R SR AR AR A B (] 32 2 ply SR A S R AR B 2R
SRR B IS R] 2 873 A4 .

KA R EARTEREE S RS E
JET AAE R AR ET A B H A R o5 TR AL IR it

B TR SRS AR I AR 35 22 | 5 A A A A A A o A R
e 23 ik Py 1 MRS B AR TR SRR Y SR
FE TR B I 8] 52 2% B2 Sy OCMD.

Az LR SRS I T S S 2 AR I R A
T AR A R

D e85« A EM Y i B BRI I m Ay
fiE s PURFAEAE I 19 o AN BUEAE R 23 2050 SR B0
MR RMI %A & 2% R OCGmo). 38 RMI
IF o F DI A v B g AR AR 1 3k P IR A AR L
BAALE O F Wizl A8 0 i e S A BEh O(nl).
WL AR AR R A 2P B B RS R R
O (mon?) <<OGnoM?).

2) TE5 j MR R TR I s
JIT A REASR BT A & 45 A 2800 1Y S8R5 B L o 7
sl BRI SR R O <<OM).

87873 ¥ o NGt I B R E L i R e
O3 kA Ry DUAE R TR SRR B I ] R 2% R
Ok ioM® +k,M).

25 b, B MCDF J5 2 b 2 00 e 3 2% bk rp e 5
WECH R A8 4 MCDE J7 % f  [8] 52 2% & o
OhMA-k, moM? +k,M).

1M REMT 53325481 1 Ji ) 25 48 v i) e A 4 A 1|
GROCRR A R 2% S8 A e SRS ) i 1)
S A 5 MCDF J7 vk v AR il ke SRS B i 1] 52 2% 2
ok v GBI e [ o e I W w1 T =0 S -
OGmon®) (n 275 R 212 B FEAS K i) L i 7799
RS A 2 S OGo) BSR4
FINEF-95 0800 5 R kR RS0 REMT 89% i B
(6] 8 24 B R Ok mon® +kyn).

H1 LA b 23 A AT AR O ik v BROAREEIN T R AR 2o
(R AE A4 I 18] 52 2% BE A O ChMD T 38 3 R #f
A LU IR [R] 52 e B rp A AR A i M D 25 4R 1Y
FEAKCE n Bl /D Ry R AL SR B9 M T M<n.

3 XBWERRESW

3.1 LBBIRERITFMIER

AR HAE 4 D NERAEE T A UCT X1 A4
BB A AR AT S 4 A HUE Y N 1 B 4R
T8 o

f(axy ,IZ)ZIIJF%(Jg—If), (16)

/H\:EP s X1 91'26[0,1].

BABAREEASA 1000 AFEAS (2 ASFRAE 2500 %
WKy 2 26 4 2.6 2570 8 28, OISR KNI 1 Foms



1482

HENM R SR E 2017, 54(D)

3 o6 [ 2L
E i;.‘ 5 : b :
= dalnt & . ,‘_;. = o}
LR A T R
'.‘.l-_-.;.:“" . g -
0.2 Fogo e 258y oty dy
hok® oatee sty p
e "--:\. M i
0 0.2
Featurel
(a) Setl
1.0 p=
0.8,
T 0.6 [as .
g @ v
2 0.4 " s
0.2 prgutr
- g
ey ¢ thiedy ¢ 4, St AN 4
0 0.6 0.8 1.0
Feature 1
(c) Setd
Fig. 1
A1

ARG 1 iR 8 A s 48 06 IE 5 s .
& Score 2 Il P K 2% 2 A= Wl Bt 1Y L 52 0 4 4k Sk
TR 7 4R UCTEHE4E. Ho Wine, Score 4 %t

L. o
0.
S 0.6
2
0. o o
e ot A & !J_’
% :"_:\: S, = >0 4 o0 'I.’ , 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Featurel
(b) Set2
o~
B
=
&
(5]
[+

(d) Setd

The artificial datasets

i B 4R

{EAIBHE 42, Breast-w, Car 45 = %I 45 45 , H fib
4 Ah B LS A5 5 R A AIE A A B R R AE 1 B
PE4E.

Table1 . The Datasets Description

=1

HiE&E#it

UCI Dataset Number of Samples

(Number of Numeric Features| Number of Nominal Features)

Number of Features
umber of Features Number of Classes

Wine 178 13(13]0) 3
Score 512 25(25[0) 4
Breast-w 683 9(019) 2
Car 1728 6C0]6) 4
German 1000 20(7113) 2
Adult 500 14(618) 2
Australian 690 14(618) 2
CPU 209 7(215) 5

TR RO A b AT 3 58 BRIk, il 2p 26
YA 3 11 149 246 % 5 2 415 S U0 BE I ) PFAR s o
P RUER R CA E LN

DG s ya))
CA = =% :
U]

17)

1. y(xp)=y(x);
0, y(x)Fylx).
SR AR 2% MAE 8 LR

;H\:':F‘gl(&(.fl) ’y(l',)){

D3 — yla) |
MAE = "%

: (18)
U

Hodr, y(a ) AR x PR, y(x) AFEAR 2 1E
OyER .

WA PR SRERS (1)-F-YIBR BE De prh A Ry 53 250N
KERITEN AR, LI & 1 AR E #3. 60 GHz
4 #% CPU.8 GB WAEH TN 3257 & & MyEclipse
2015CL e S B~ Z=1.96,E=1.2,0=
0.05,e=0.1,0=0.5.



VP ATEF P T D SR AR AR B B 232 5 R

1483

3.2 MCDF 5 REMT &% itk %

Hu 25 A4 ) REMT S 4y 50 k0 2 g
Ui R sk o R K < N7 NS B o NS = I o A v 214
MCDF 5 REMT Bl 53 28 558k 19 70 2E0K5 L F- 1
2 5% 1 25 TSR R

2 R 3 43 5k 2 Fh B vk A N i B g 42 A
UCT J B8 4R i Se g 4 2R,

MIEL 2 FE 3 AT LLE B N 18 B4 4 Set3 LU
Hb . MCDF J5 ¥ 75 T A 8 8i 4 S b REMT 551
() 53 2 HEAR R 5 S X e X DR 254K i FUIZR P41
FRASE LU I 2 4R B R/ o i DUAE AL Set3 7E N 1Y
i A B s 5 L MCDF J5 i 48t REMT 535 i #
AR L /.

B4 Set3 | MCDF J5 78 CA HIF
¥ide %t i 22 MAE |t REMT & %K 2 0. 4%.
MCDF J5 i fEE 2 A e SR 1 A B P B T
B YRR A AN [R) 8 I 25 5 A A 38 0 2ok 140 R At 4 A AR
(%) B — SR B R S g R R AR I R A 1 AL
T, DU I A5 AP 2 ] 25 SR L AT 42 1R DO
AR 2 JEMG EE. 0T T NS B R A

SRR () LN — S0P, — T T PR — BOW B R R &
ARE R O RYREAH B, 55— 7 THI . B P S A e PR
PH — B BE 4R T B IR AR B B B AR B
b, BIVASCER A Y REAS B D 3 LT A AN R 2
[F1] F) B A A F 2 57 R KL BT L MCDF 5 2 1 £
PEWA 1S3 78 KB 1 REMT &k h T 0 74
HIOMESOE SR PN €/ 1E W =S Ry TR Dt
fE. Sk b 7 N ROHE 45 1L 2 Bl oOT R e ke
LA K AE Setl,Set2,Setd |- MCIF Jiig B 11
REMT & & A £ (4 5 8.0.9%, 0.6% A
1.8%0) 1€ Set3 KT REMT 5 vk i 2 BE 1 1R /)N
0. 4%).

R A5 52 50 25 S, FEON 1 B HE4E Fn UCT K 3524
P4 I, MCDF 75 3l REMT &3 (1 43 2% 1 i R
O3 S-S HE T 10, 72940 4. 14 %6 - 48 RFR 25 4%
SIS BEAR T 0. 73 % A1 4. 21 % L1 H .l T4 T %%
NI 25T 2, MCDF J7 145 31 1) Je 56 B IR
2N AR e UCT Je 5 5 84 45 1 43 51 o7 35 8
B TLL 6 3. 21 IR AR SCHR A Ok ET LAR  ER
VARSI R R L 48 6 2R A K B

0. 98 3 REMT 0. 16
O REMT .U 018
__ [ 0. 009 0 MCDF ' O MCDF ). ¢
0.94 } B Difference between 0. 12 | B Difference between
__[m0.006 REMT and MCDF REMT and MCDF 0. 004 g
=
3 0.90F I 0.08
0. 004 ] 0. 006
0.86 | 0. 018H 0.04 f Ho. 009
0. 82 H 0. 00 H
Setl Set2 Setd Set4 Set1 Set2 Setd Setd
Dataset Dataset
(a) CA (b) MAE
12
O REMT
11 | B MCDF
@ Difference between
REMT MCDF
10 MLV 1.4 1. 667
=
=, ol 1. 625
]
1.7
8 L
? | H
6
Set1 Set3 Set4
Dataset
(c) Depth

Fig. 2 The experimental result comparison of REMT and MCDF on the artificial datasets
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Fig. 3 The experimental result comparison of REMT and MCDF on the UCI and real datasets
P 30 UCLR B S84 b REMT Rk 5 MCDF J ik i1 92 0 45 2 e

3.3 MCDF 5 Adaboost. M1 & xR bk B
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MFE 2 aAFH & Australian DAAMAG E AL 11
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o R 4T iR 22 8. oA Adaboost. M1 57k J&
R4l 3 53 25 2% 1 B % 26 08 B A 1 DI 2R AR Y AR
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FEMCHEFE Ry 0. 998, #2305 F 1, st J& Ui JL-F- iir A+
AHR AT LR — 2ot o3 e 28 5] X 5 @S B 4R
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filk 7 MCDF J5 ¥ 6 2 (4 o 56 AR Ak b 28 A SRR 2
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(G I I [ = S NVA B R I = e S E DO 4
B rEge. UL L 3 ANA R LR & s T MCDF %
Australian | %) 43 25 1 68 B 22 T Adaboost. M1 &

P HEH Set3 —H, B8 MCDF J7 i 1 73 5 0
B It Adaboost. M1 W& A F [&, {H HiZ 730 K Ik
Adaboost. M1 B 5.

Table 2 The CA and MAE Result Comparison of Adaboost. M1 and MCDF on the Datasets
% 2 Adaboost. M1 H ik 5 MCDF &M #EBEMIRE LR

CA MAE
Dataset
Adaboost. M1 MCDF Adaboost. M1 MCDF

Setl 0.956+0.024 0.966£0. 022 0.04440.024 0.034£0.022
Set2 0.92940.020 0.93610.026 0.07140. 020 0.064£0. 026
Set3 0.888£0.030 0.888+0.038 0.112%£0. 030 0.112%£0. 038
Set4 0.85340.019 0.867£0.024 0.14740.019 0.133+0.024
Wine 0.73940.104 0.770%0. 125 0.33040. 147 0.281£0.129
Score 0.79740.063 0.8241£0. 046 0.20340.063 0.176£0. 046
Breast-w 0.959+0.014 0.975£0.017 0.04140.014 0.025+0.017
Car 0.84340.025 0.880+0.031 0.17540. 032 0.126£0. 030
German 0.61240.047 0.661£0. 053 0.38840. 047 0.339%£0.053
Adult 0.74840. 047 0.764£0. 049 0.25240. 047 0.236£0. 049
Australian 0.743£0.037 0.72040. 048 0.257£0. 037 0.28040. 048
CPU 0.86140.057 0.8851£0.070 0.13940. 063 0.1254+0.070

3.4 REMT, Adaboost. M1 5 MCDF gYiz 1T Bt 18]
REMT, Adaboost. M1 5 MCDF J7 ¥ £ 17
] #EAT TR, 3R 3 0 3 RO YA TE 12 Bt dE
S AR
Table 3 The Running Time Comparison of REMT,

Adaboost. M1 and MCDF
% 3 REMT, Adaboost. M1 5 MCDF 7 3% HiE 1T

A 18] bE 42 s
REMT Adaboost. M1 MCDF
Dataset Running Running Running Time
Time Time (Sampling Time)
Setl 3.939 54.158 0.416(0. 005)
Set2 4. 146 58. 844 0. 448(0.005)
Set3 4,162 57.830 0.450(0. 005)
Set4 4. 413 58.079 0.453(0. 008)
Wine 0.138 1. 404 0. 030(0. 002)
Score 0.212 2.950 0. 098(0. 002)
Breast-w 0.136 1.753 0. 068(0. 002)
Car 0.161 2.102 0. 095(0. 006)
German 0.283 3. 245 0. 059(0.003)
Adult 0.069 0. 876 0.025¢0.002)
Australian 0.119 1.230 0.061(0. 006)
CPU 0.053 0.441 0.031¢0.002)

M 3 o] LLFE . B4 30%F I MCDF J5 1y
PATE E] B REMT 533 . Adaboost. M1 535 #8047
AR HeE o JUHAE R BRI 5 b, W Set] ~ Set4,
RO AR R B, IR 2.3 W R oA T A A R AR
P (Y 1 8] A2 28 O O CkymoM? + b, MD L T
Setl~ Set4 Jy #{E AU %54 42 . JIr A FLRRAE B i 358 L
HA n PP BY o=n,, LLAR T 50 491, 55018 7D %50 4
AT A BBy E AR RN O (M) 84 5
REMT #1 Adaboost. M1 2 ¥ & AR I 2k 4
(4 T A G A B RR DR SRR A L T R MCDF 5
FR R A 2 R JESRE  20 90 AR T L 9B A7 I T
ST LA 2 R SR 1 1/500, [/] B, Hfth 15 4 b iy as
A7 B[R] AL AR A A ] 2 B 014 86 A1 o T R A o A T 34
) B[] 4 B AR /. Btk R 48 REMT 809k il 25
1 RSB, (80 Lt [A) &2 2% B R Ok imon® + ko)
1M M<on s i A2 A7 38 BEATS AR [l MCDE J7 318, 1M
Adaboost. M1 L & mHa S REMT ) ha 5 (ha
i Adaboost. M1 Bk 14 1 19 2L 43 25 8 B i) L 1B 47
S0 9 N L R e 2R T S| B S RIS R 7 T
I  MCDF J7 ¥ 1 °F- X i 18] 48 55 70 %l 29 25 REMT
1 Adaboost. M1 23k 1/9 #1 1/130; 7 UCI M E
SCEE AR [  MCDF J5 ¥ 0 1 S I [B] A6 41 4 o i &2
B2 German B35 4 , 73 9 29 5 REMT #1 Adaboost.
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M1 f#y 1/5 1 1/55, B 7 42 & B 0 1) CPU B4 48
1. MCDF J5 ¥ i B 5] 46 45 110 29 5y REMT Al
Adaboost. M1 () 1/2 F1 1/14. K i, A< SC 48 0 )y
AR S T BT RE.
3.5 MCDF ERAMELIEE LNERHE

i T UCT v S Bl 52 19 FLBL B/ . Oy 1 36 iE
MCDF Fe 5 K A EE 4 F i A7 2800k DL T o6 8
4 3 B B A A

fxysay e
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Table 4

1 2
() o
1 1 g 1 :
ootz (o) (g ) )] a9
Hrpzy v,y eee oz, 52 m A RN A) 43 A 0 il 37 Bl
PLAZ & Om R ARED  R7m m DRHAIE A 20y 50
1‘%’6[0710]91‘%71 91‘%+29"'91'm€ {0’1929"'910}9

B 00 1R L0, 1140 s A [0, ]

(L2 o (S ] it s 2 2.

st B AR R TRANAS BN 4 P .

The Large Dataset Description

R4 AABBIEEHR

Large Dataset Number of Samples

be y
Number of Features Number of Classes

(Number of Numeric Features| Number of Nomifal Features)

LargeSetl 100000
LargeSet2 100000
LargeSet3 100000
LargeSet4 500000
LargeSet5 500000
LargeSet6 500000

8(4[4) 5
12(616) 8
48(24 1 24) 8
8¢4 [ 4) 5
12(66) 8
48(2424) 8

TEZEE % I, MCDF J7 vk i 52 46 45 S an % 5
Frzn. 1 REMT F1 Adaboost. M1 & & 76 £ 4
LargeSetl,LargeSet2 | ] MCDF JF ki) 104518
AT A AT TC A5 3 45 5 s 7F LargeSet3 ~ LargeSet6
XA AR A b T vk AR AL A2 1 B (] 75 )

45

Table 5 The Experimental Result on the Large Dataset
x5 AHMBEHBEELRER

s, g S B Sy o e
LargeSetl <0.854 0.148 12.9 1. 060 696. 469
LdrgeSét2 0. 767 +70.233 13.8 1.524 2271.657
LargeSet3 0.804  0.196 14.5 5.829 9766.699
LargeSet4 0.877  0.123 14. 8 20. 865 35269.533
LargeSet5 0.782  0.218 15.2 21.041 62898. 782
LargeSet6 0.823  0.177 15.9 46. 784 184 350. 219

MCDF J5 ¥ 1 R ML A B di 5 b i A 2%t 7
PG BT AR AR S 2. 3 Y I a) 42 2% BE A B
AL, MCDF J5 ¥ A= il g 3B 1 ) [8) &2 2 B Ry
OCkymoM* +k, MD .1 REMT Az 5 P 56 44 (1) i) 7] 52
FPE R Ok ymon® +k on) . Rl 2 rh A 45 45 5
RUFIECH ALVRRAE X T 275 AR E . U Y o R —A>

BB X T BUE RUERAE , 2 8 ol AT
FEAS (5005 9 An 78 AR 5 & . MCDF 7 ¥ 76 0
RURRAE b A Bf 18] &2 2% o O(M®) 1 REMT 53
RO LI S rh R A S o 10 J7 1Y 8o 4
LargeSet]l S, 2. 1 75 oy 8 Y 2k T 2 LA M
(77 1 ml DA B 2 1 M SR 900, F T 45 1 Tk
KRB A 220 R, BT HLAY M T R A 425

4 B 19 7 BLAE M (R AE |- MCDE 735 7

I REMT 3359 (105 ) 220, 645 5
FEAE 1 MCDF J7 3% FF % 0 1 1 .17y REMT %1

%1 (105

2
lw)xm&ﬁﬁAﬂDFﬁ&%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

%% REMT S8 1= 76 4 %4 MCDF J % 76 % 5

P4 LRI 17 i) 2 696. 469 s B, REMT 533 1
T T 8. 7 b X RS BBl A
K P 5 (LargeSet2 ~ LargeSet6) , MCDF J7 ¥
A REMT 554k (% 32 17 B (8] 22 BE B & JE & K.
Adaboost. M1 B3 W75 2 1 REMT 5832 58K iy if
TIPS S RS 5 1 I i 3| B2 = = N e ey s
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