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Abstract: A framework of latent attribute space tree classifier (LAST) is proposed in this paper. LAST transforms
data from the original attribute space into the latent attribute space, which is easier for data separation or more
suitable for tree classifier, so that the decision boundary of the traditional decision tree can be extended and its
generalization ability can be improved. This paper presents two SVD (singular value decomposition) oblique
decision tree (SODT) algorithms based on the LAST framework. SODT first performs SVD on global and/or local
data to construct orthogonal latent attribute space. Then, traditional decision tree or tree nodes are built in that space.
Finally, SODT obtains the approximately optimal oblique decision tree of the original space. SODT can not only
handle datasets with similar or different distribution between global and local data, but also can make full use of the
structure information of the labelled and unlabelled data and produce the same classification results no matter how
the observations are arranged. Besides, the time complexity of SODT is identical to that of the univariate decision
tree. Experimental results show that compared with the traditional univariate decision tree algorithm C4.5 and the
oblique decision tree algorithms OC1 and CART-LC, SODT gives higher classification accuracy, more stable
decision tree size and comparable tree-construction time as C4.5, which is much less than that of OC1 and
CART-LC.

Key words: classification; decision tree; latent attribute space; singular value decomposition
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7% 18] AR A G0 3 K F R R BB A 18] B3R AT R 18] A AR AR A9 4R R SODT ik BLpb L 1
PRI 5 B SR A oA AR B 3R ) 89 348 R, T vA oA R R AR e AR AR MAE & R E R R R
MALE e Bvh, T ELE 18] B 0 R 5 R R F AR AR AL LS E L EREREAN SEANER SR
S B ik A A4 e R Bk AE e SODT Sk 6 o £ o B F 3 My 264 J O K0 EAS S BAR o i b B8 5,
RFEMA AR S C4.5 FikAin, mik N F H btk Fost k.

KPR o R R B 8] B R

HEESZES: TPIS SCHRARIRED: A

53 RN S ) AU P A 2 WU — A ) L S B RO PSR A AR 2 ) i A 2 oy B3R
B — T A A R ) PR A T O, PSR R LA AR 0 R 4 R 8, 1T LA B0 I T G S A R £ 0 e e ek, o
SR A 5 ARSI 2293 28 03 S8, 20 S FEAS 52 A BRG0P 532 M0 T K, e SRS B A vy T R 2 R U g A
BE 7, AT S 8l B A 2T ST 18 W 1) 2 T VP4 G U 10 A XU &5 AR A8 A G 1) e ST
VE TR b FORE A JB PR R AT WK, T DA SR T AN B TSP AT T AR b il (1 B8 SR T 6t T 7 R R e B
I £ 3 0 Vs 5 BB R St R 4 8 SR A ALK 40 S A 7 2 ) R SRR AN AN K 5o 50 Uk, FLVZ AR P B AR AN 5.

UEAE SR, AN T 2 w85 v Shodh 43 2588 132 A0 i B2t 77 22 70 o v S PO MR A B, BT o e S g = 00 Pl 5%
T2 5 (R ) B IR AR A 46 1) 2 A8 (s 1 ) DU ) o A . A, 2 A8 B VSR B R LN LA 2
AR B 2 B AR R AR P A K ik AL, A R ROBOE S, ) AL 6 O TR T R 2 A 4
£ BRI G AT 2 T 10 3 (7] A T A A R SR YR AR 5 ok S e A M 7 I B o AR, A A v
SRR IR T il /N 1 M R R 0 S e 2L R SR 22 AR Bk P A A R ) 22 AR R R SRR R R Ak SRR O TR e e A
R e S 0 5 2 R A 2 T o PR AR e AR R SRR 2 AR i SRR (172 AT 2L {H Heath 45\ 2 UFE WA 5E e /D73 25
5 22 A R P THT & — A NP-Hard 7] 850 5T LA, >4 7 AR Ak o SO B0 A ) — S DAk vk, AR SV Bl
IR KRN @ L AL T OV S R A A s D 1 AR P T S T A T YA R A v SRR K /N S T T A
TS I AR A ARG T SARH I v B S A3 SRR AN AR E I XA A AR R SRR S0 (0 N U2 A S T
T8 TZE AN T A 29 ) AR e SRR B

ASCER T R AR 8 2 S (R 43 25 4% (latent attribute space tree classifier, fij FX LAST)HEZE . LAST %R T
IRRGEN T — ADBEFE——70 8] I K 4 R BUR F 50 TR AR5 T A D e 7 ) A 4 B T ) oy AL
Pt BT A PSR 3 ST AT 7 S P 2 T v A A 25 P e SR R 5 TR 2 e 2 46 o, gt T DL S 6 S SR T
I Je R, B s A 4 SR 28 V2 AL PE . AF LAST HEZR R AR SCHEH 7 P A&7 S8 40 B L 56 (SVD(singular  value
decomposition) oblique decision tree, & #% SODT)57%.SODT FiEEF: T — M T I Ad &) W 5o BRI A0 A
Z AR T AN 2 I DURT DU 3R 43 S IR i 2 DR A e nT DA i R ELAT 045 B 0 Je P TR A DG P s e 2 T 2R
JeB 1 170 A% SHe gt AH EL TG %, T B A 1 e SR 11 20 SR Aff 23 N 2% AN 2 T ] 22 7% 8 R SRS DXL Uk, SODT 492 i
XA JR B R S B AT 7 S AR 0 i, S o ) 4 S B S ) L A8 ¥ T Je P A T8RS TR A TE R 1 o TR N
T A 0 1 B B e SRR B T R, B 2% (R SR AR U 1 2 ) P AR A ) AR SR B AR s R A LE AV TE IR
R 2% ] P 20040 30 FLAS [ FRAT T S0 A A i 1) 42 TE AS W 70 J8 P ¥ 1Rl (1) SODT HVE#R ) GSODT(global SVD
oblique decision tree) % v2:, 1M1 Kg ) 75 T )2 BRI )2 19 Ja 358 B0 3 A4 8 1E A2 W 7E Jg 7 2 (Bl 1Y) SODT Sk Fk A
LSODT(local SVD oblique decision tree) 5. X P A SODT HLy%3& H T AN A (1) 43 28 1] i, GSODT Hv: = B4t %)
FARE R 5 JR A 2 A0 AR R A ds 45, LSODT 3% ) 3= BEEF X 48 A B0 s 5 )= 38 2 is 2 A A 1) 1) B s
42 GSODT H i Wy g Aot v SR (10 1F 1¥0) 52 % F8F 25 1) 14 48 (1) L7 e pR B4, Ol O(min?),LSODT A3 by 2 ) e 55 b
(B 1) 52 2% B 0 O(dmin®), 2 rp d 37 AL et ol 38 1 A s 4 Je 22 1) F) J2 380 o 1 3R 108 3 #8445 52 LSODT 2
Hd h—HHLITLL LSODT 59 A i) 42 2% 5 th 2 O(mn?). ik 4, SODT S3Jaid HAT IR & & F 1k, e vl L 7S 43
I FH TG AR 28 508 1) 45 R A5 5L, T L 23 2 &5 AN 32 B8R R A S HE 1) 56 0 (7 1A AR} o SR G005 00 2R 5 SR 4 2 B A
AT HE B RZ A, U1 OC1). A S H FT AL 38 M 73 S 18 28 L K R SRR DR/ LA R ke S 085 4 2 1 1) 3 AN D7 THKF SODT
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PRS2 C4.5 AR B IR SR, 2410 OCL 1 CART-LC #He s R v 7E 12 AN B 45 FdkdT 7
AT LA 5230 45 W 7R, SODT Sy AE 40 K 22 B iim 45 1 1) 1~ 350 20 R 8 A T HoAh 50925, SODT #4911 e
SRR /N Tl B AR i e SR T B L A AR e S SR TE AR ;SODT A4 4 vk S ()32 4T 3 T i i T Ho el

PSR S0 F R0 T AR B gUSR C4.5 S19A.

ASTCER 1T A SR S (AR A3 SRR HE AL 55 2 A HAE LAST HESE TR 32 H 160 79 b A S5 1 43 Al e SR
9% GSODT F1 LSODT.5 3 4% SODT SHiA AT A TH M PEREVEAN 26 4 X & 30t B &5

1 BERMZT BT LR

AT AT GE T T o A R M 1R S0 A s AE R Sl AT i R [ A R SRR S AR A

LAST HEZEIH Bl BAA N BRI 2Z Ab.
1.1 REMEL

YA LSRN KB 7 SR i R SR R R T B A P A i B 2B K BORITBY B B BEAE AR KB B,

B WA AT R G 2 o T — e 4
AR A I R S A X AN B B A g SR A A A S R
Pl L T 1 2 A 7 TG 2 A Sl 4 et 1 50 XA 7 i A
=1 PR 4% P 45 T A D ) e P4 a8 3R [l (Step 1); 75 10,
e B HE DI € (Step 2) A TR Y 1 25 H(Step 3):88 ),
T U ANTTREI 2> KL (Step 4),45 X il L %0 B 41
() B4 B AR (Step 5) 43 TG 45 Xt VG (14 7 465 15 s A 1 2L 1A

PROCEDURE TREENODECONSTRUCTION(X)
Input: The allocated data X on the tree node;
Output: The constructed decision tree ¥.

1. if isLeaf(X) return P«leaf(X)

2. t"«selectBestTest(X)

3. P internalNode(X,t")

4. for each iebranchCount(t")

5. X« partition(t",X,i)

6. Y.childi«~TREENODECONSTRUCTION(Xj)
7. endfor

8. return ¥

HE (Step 6); 55 Je 3R [FIA4 S 1) P4 #4549 4 (Step 8).

S F G LR TR IR €0 ik B 2 25 Fig.1 Decision tree node construction process
(GainRatio)”), 25 %0(Gin)'". 2 WRUA 6 R B RS A A
S AR SCR R 5 44 10 C4.5 SETE 1A GainRatio #8503 A A0 R4 D YRR 43 BE 0T i b i K 4, D &
7R DRI LA | AN SRR AR, D 2ok DY RIRRAE A ¢ )T O A A R 8 bl e SO

GainRatio(D ¥,t")=Gainlnfo(D ¥ t")/SplitInfo(D ¥ t") 1)
Hr,
GainlInfo(D *,t")=E(D*)-%| DY |/|D¥xE( DY) )
Splitinfo(D*,t")=—i(| D/ [/[D”))xlogx(| D}’ /|D*]) 3)
E(D?)=-2(| D" [/|D*)xloga(| D |D*)) “)

PSRRI EE 2 BB BT B 2 BY 25— Lo G vF 0. H W 7 g R 1 AR 43 32, H R B 1 a4
AW BT BT VE AL AR -5 24 B BTk (cost complexity pruning, {7 CCP)!', k4 5 BT k4 (reduced error
pruning, i #k REP)I'1, GIE W 45 8 B (pessimistic error pruning, i #% PEP)!'2, % T-41% 5 k% (error based pruning,
fARR EBP) L K 3 T de /Nl ik A S8 (1 B A 13188 A SOR ) ) C4.5 STIR I 3 T4 % B A J7 75 EBP BB v sk
PR N R b A 28 2 IEZS 20 A0, AU 1 AN 1T 7R AR B (BRIA R 0.25) 0 [ P9 ) R 132 26, AT
iff 32 J2& 15 75 22 T W % X (subtree replacement) 5T # |7 (subtree raising) B9 ¢ £ 1E EBP [l H 3 24k v 2 2

e( P)=[f+z%/2n+z(fn-F/n+2%/4n*)21/(1+2%/n) (%)
FUrpf SR R PO YIZRAT 130 A0 TiE A% IR RE AR B D Y],z St 1N i 5 475 B (A v 22 (T A R 3K A9).

TR SR 30 B 11 73 2 A B AR (R ARV I s AR AR 05 R X B I 4 B ) N BB B, L R

B TR FEAS T SR 1k, JU0Z S ST 8 2R 0 s Al 2 B B 1 o 2R A AL
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1.2 LAST#EZ

A G2 1) PR SR BEE AT A AT I, R R — > 43 SR R SR dp I 11 PP S A S R 5 A P 0 B X R A
PRI e T P T A K 22 1] B S 4 10 0 IS 8 S L Bk 5 T 0242 40 L B AT 0 ) 45 5L Ja AR A O 0 — 1
BRI B 4R 23 2R (M2 A Tk R 2=

FATTHR H IR A i k25 TR ARG 3 2 35 A B, DA Y SRARS S50 (1) 4 FH X 42 43 28 243 TR N 7, T8 3 % it g 17 7 i) 7
o FET 5 Ty s A B B AT G R SRR S SRR VS A R M R K R A s TR AR B L R AT A T
28 BT AT HHT R, DT A A% 458 1) e SR S92 TR 2t 22 46 o8, 700 T AR it e S T A PR TP AT T A b 2 1)
FET 1) o 207, 47 TR R 7 9 7 Ja8 e 2 T PN Ot 500 A8 L 2 A 1P e S 1) 93 2R AN R B LAST HE 48 15 30 40k %
F2 A% D7 TR A J ] 50 A A B T 3 288 24 T [ 28 4 A 7 D502 D) v 2 ol 2% £ S0 6 2% ) v AR 1 5
B 5 43 TR 51 43 2828 132 AL B ) AR P9 3 IR [F) 2 A 2 ETE T 4% 5 v 2 108 5 o503 500 5 A U] 1) 1
R B OR SEB 43 284 (B PR AR 46, T LAST HE 42 )52 3 aod e A% Je8 7 1) 7R V9 19 56 2R R ST AX — H R 1) b A1 LAST #E
BT V5 T i e 225 8] P R A0 AN AR A% 5 R TIRE AT Pt o] PR R, g i ml RO S e AR L i 1) e 3845 6 DA 2% 4y
A4 FERF R 2 A R BB R K 7 VR AN AR, 0 A [ 1) 048 4R B0 ] — 0 42 1) AN [R50 4 ) e e 5 0
B 7E & 4% ) 451 41, LA PCA(principle component analysis)!' )l ICA(independent component analysis)!'®1%%57 A
5 P SRR A B () S J T LAST HE AL X e 800 A FURM AR SR B AT T AL 38, ) B A I3 £ 1 A=
B8R (1 PCA 22 Bk mT RE Wk 75 & 1), (H e AT A 4 M AR T 7 LAST A S Job A% 6 43 24 25 () SR o 38 43 SR B iz
A T R AR
2 FRESBRORER

ARNTRAVAE LAST HELL T HEH T W Fh & 558 2 B &L ¥ 56 W (SVD(singular value decomposition) oblique
decision tree, {fi #K SODT) 42, 73 7l /& 4 R 7 e A 23 A Ak ke SRERS SR3 R ) 8 7 S {1 20 AR Ak o SRR B0 AT i e
RT3 e AR B JLAE 1F ATV 7T J8 1 2% ) # 2l vh 1% S 88 5 TR PR RS SODT BV IR B A TR IR 45
GSODT 1 LSODT [ SAVEAN I, foc Jri X P Bt SODT S92 (1 I 18] &2 2% L BEAT 7 Ay ATt i
21 FRENE

T AR 0 AR 2 IARAR 4 A7 U e 2 B v S50 1) o B AR e T B () T R 2 — R AR A 5 SR A T A R I
3 MM 5E BRFR K Autonee-Eckart-Young & FEU7LH Ay 241 F -

I 7 A7 Ae R ™N(BC™ ), WIAFAE IEAS (BRI Ue R™ (SR C™ ™M Ve R™ (8 C™™ {15

A=UVT (5 UzVH) (6)
=,
5 {2, o} o
O O
H.z=diag(o,0,...,07), HX M o0 2 4% TR 7 HEF -
0120>>...2op,r=rank(A) ®)

ARSI SODT Sy A= BRI SVD b SRR (6 #1145 AL) S 1 A8 17 985 7 Ja P 22 1) 7 5, BT T2 B B Xinen
R SRR B N B (AN B 5 B0 ), m ok 452 S A0 n D B R AR AN B ) X B AR BE R OR T X 1 A
i ) ) PR 2 P A OG-
C=XX"=(X; X] Jmsmobsj € { 1,...,m} 9)
W C J&— AN A B, SR s X REAE 25 18] 2 — A Ja8 2 1) 795 7 £ 42 JC D 19 15 A8 205 ), i B AT 1) B e gt 2 A 3
FE—A 2T X B IE AR J MR 2 1) AR5 347 S A o it o B, R AT 2 4
X=UxV' (10)
A X R SRR R W] 3R 75
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C=xXT=UsVvViU'=UusU" (11
X (D) HEAT AR fb, T 525 30 (12) 9 6) 47
UTcu=(UX)(UTX)"=2? (12)
FiAHERE Y=UTX U253 (12) 4 T
YY'=32 (13)

XRRY W TR E R ) X B IE A VAR B T A R), HOX s 7R B Ph a2 X R B T R b A
2.2 SODTHE%

SODT 592 A% S5 w S S0 5 T 10 a8 P R0 AH EL JE O it R, &5 A b S S v0u 42 4 A A B E B R
P A 2 P 2, 8 e 5 e A T AR 8 g AT R 9 A g s TR B A O T 9B A S T TR R A RS, S DA A
JE B 2R SR IE T 5 TR T g B A R B LR 1 e 4 A, DT A Bt 14 e 3R W AR i % E Y E I
A 25 ) P TR 2 b ) 7 D i 1 2 D) PRl AL s DI At e KR Bl o 1

SODT SLiEA# FH A7 78 43 fft K ¥ T8 0FE AC 1A 78 E Ja 1 25 TR) B 23 A 20 it R e A B 0 4 )& 18k, B BA,SOD T
ST B 44 ) T B MR Ak B AL B . SR 1015541 40L T 44 1 8 8 RN (e 78 8 e 2 1) PR A L B AL T
VL, ATE Sy SODT Sk () B4 TOUAL #E AR SO T #3415 o R & BT A 10 )@ MR R 2 B AL B
2.3 £RFFESERRER

GSODT 528 1 3 AR B4 5 oy 30 B0 (Can A 7] 28 5300 110 25080 ) 45 40 2 A 3 24 A ()30 e o] #4354 3847 SVD,
Fo 5 4 Je 1) 1 A 9 7 Ji i 2 (D, D) I 85 7 J A 2 0 P ) 2 ) B e S Tl 25 0 T 7 JrUJR e A (R PN A 3 1Y
FHRSE.GSODT By = A2 1 LA w3 Th 2 e % 17— & A W)

ALGORITHM GSODT(Xtrain, Xtest)

ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ{kﬁ%[ﬁ] Input: The training data Xain and the
test data Xiest;
Kl 2 454 T GSODT FISLVL A 15 56,GSODT #4 Il 2 4 ¥ Output: The obliq'ué decision tree T.
Xirain FINAKHE Xeest 2 I AR X(Step 1)HEAT SVD(Step 1 X[ Xoraio Xeel

2. [U,ZV]=SVD(X)
)R JE KRB A& T R B U M A R 1 A8 7R 8 ok 5 ) 3. Y=U'X

4. Yirain=Y(:,1:512€(Xtrain,2))

Y(Step 3), )i fE Y M ZREHE D Yiain(Step 4) LA i 75 8 5. T=buildDecisionTree(Yain)

25 [) Y 1 4% 48 AR Sy SRR (Step 5)FFIR [Pl (Step 6), M1% e 35 6. return T

W5 2 S P % T P TR ) v S A Fig.2 GSODT construction algorithm
GSODT i AR 75 {00 (L7 512 7 P o 40 8 1R 45 Fl2 GSODT Sikfiid

R4 B, Waveform i 4 Hy 21 AN WA B AFJE P 5 000 A EHE A LU 3 AN 1 BN 200) 3t 2
AP G 3(a) 2 Waveform $udf G278 J5U 1R 18] 4 1R dee £ 2 4EBE52, 10 P 3(b) M2 EAE GSODT 42 )
TEAT WA g k2 18] A B e 2 B

10

* CI;J.SS 1 I

# Class 1 8
8 P © Class 2 61 © Class 2
— # Class 3 w4} % Class 3
PR £ 2
= <
— =
E 4 a 0
5 e 2 2
S S
9 -6
-2 : . - -8
-4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15
Original attr 7 GSODT attr 2
(a) Original attribute space (b) GSODT global orthogonal latent attribute space
(a) g A1) (b) GSODT 4 Jsj 1EAC 5 75 Ja 1 2% 1)

Fig.3 Best 2D projections of Waveform dataset in two different attribute spaces

Bl 3 Waveform $odi 27 P 2 18] A 1R doe i 2 4R BERY
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TR 2 ,GSODT #45%F Waveform Z# 42 il HH 58 MEAf 11 20 2483 78 43 (A DL T 440 3 4 ) 1E 38 w8 £ J M 2 106 04
PSR o ZEUER I B R B,
24 BEEFSESEERER

LSODT HiL/EH GSODT i #&AA K4 i) 8 (1) 15 AT 3B 76 Ji Itk = Rl 7 8 31 ey s i b vz A, IR g 2 AN )

SERE O AT T 25 0] AT B4 B RGBT IO &5 7 R0 43 A i 384428 (0] LSODT  SHyk I fit v J i e TR T 2 BT )2

B R R S B T SR S ) 1E AT 9 A R 1 2 ), DA I A A B R v SR 1) A T S il R s AR SR i 2 TR OE
ST

Bl 4 ik T LSODT Sk 0o ¥ B Jh s 1E AT v 7 J 2 25 1) F) v SRR s ) M s 1 22 1 56, LSODT I W 43 1id
TG S5 0 U B S 5 0 T A A, SR AL DU R T e R IR [ (Step 1) 75 K 4 iE 2 A% T
FR VN B AR B & 9 (Step 2),3E47 SVD(Step 3),IF 1 A2 47 57 1) B K5 U A4 28 J5) 350 (1) 1E AZ 8 £ Jg 1 45 1)
(Step 4).4X )5 ,LSODT FEHW H 1278 7 Ja 4 225 ) P9 i 1 i im 358 43 (Step S)HI T PO 19 £ I #4 2 (Step 6,Step 7),3F
O AR EHE T 4 (Step 5), PAE -850 S5 A6 X 10410 s BT 388 VA A S I (Step  10), MR35 24 5 P38 19 0 A9
TR AN 2R B — 8 0 e B 4 38 1 719 0L (Step 9).35¢ )5, LSODT 3R [0] #4451 A 5B 15 55 (Step 12).

PROCEDURE LSODTTREENODECONSTRUCTION(Xtrain,Xtest)

Input: The allocated training data Xain and the allocated test data
Xiest on the tree node;

Output: The constructed tree node .

if isLeaf(Xrain) return ¥<—leaf(Xirain)

X= [Xtraln Xtest]

[U, ZV] SVD(X)

Y=U"X

Yirain= Y( I‘SIZe(Xtrainaz)L Yiest=Y~VYtrain

t*<«—selectBestTest(Yirain)

Ye—internalNode(Y train,t*)

for each |ebranchCount(t*)

[Y(:am Y ] par“tlon(t* eraln Ytest |)

test
10. ¥.childi«<-LSODTTREENODECONSTRUCTION( Y

train > t:esl )
11. endfor
12. return ¥

O XA RWD =

Fig.4 LSODT tree node construction procedure

Kl 4 LSODT SLidehhy g vk sp 17 s i 72

LSODT 1 5 Zhou % A 412 4 ) HDT(hybrid decision tree) 58 B AN R 2 Ab7E T, 77 & (1 B T 16 48 e
SRR T A1 2 AN e R T U A P e A K0 R R RN T T[] A 8 R 245 1R . LSODT S I Lk
ZAEAE T R IR AIE T A4 25 ) R Je) 38 - 2 B) (R A JB 1 IR AS 1, L GSODT B3k mT L 5 f b Ak 2 38 44 B4 4
R0 Je 38 5 AN [R) 43 A7 110 43 288 1) 0, g EL 7= 2 %) e 58 T e B 2 Ak BB 2 1 TE W ST ;10 LSODT e s 2 L
GSODT Fvk 58 52 2% Jf 38 i 7 &AM K v S [

25 BfEERE ST

GSODT Skt S ARSI BT SVD 1IN 8] 52 4% 24 O(min{m?n,mn?} ) M4k 3Kk 75 26 75 57 10 e o A0 2 4 )
TE AT YA J P 2 1) F0 I ) B2 2% R O(min®), 4R J 16 12 4 J 1E A8 5 76 Ja P 2 [ phy g 3 #2356 M £ e T 42 2%
JE Sk O(min®), ifi Fo At 5 A5 25 0T E O(T) I Ta] Y 56 B BT A, 4 m<in, B 12 A $i /b 50 45 1 H008 K A 0 ,GSOD T
[ I 1) A2 2% - O(m*n)+0(mn?)+0(mn?)+0(1)=0(mn?); 117 24 m>n, R J& #EAHOK T B B A A B, GSODT [
I E] 2 2% & O(mn?)+0(mn?)+0(mn?)+0(1)=0(mn?). 1 I 7T %1,GSODT [({ I 8] 52 24 )% &£ O(mn?), 56 45 i as &
RSB B P IS ) 52 2 S AH [

LSODT #:5 GSODT 42 7E i 7] 52 4% B 43 B b %) 32 AN [R) 2 AbFE -+ ,LSODT 32 BN 45 T 2 15 551
Jo 58 5 ) S R S %) L R 9 A e 2 ) T T S S A P A S R R A, PR R AT AR — 2 R
B RIS ) S 2 BE A BT AT IR SR — )28 k MRS HEE | N SR oy AN R RO A AR, )
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LSODT S i J2 P 715 ) 3 J 3508 AE A2 5 £ Jai 1 2 ) A4 ) 1) 42 % P
O =(O(min{m”n;,m n’ H)+O(min{m’ny,m n? })+...+O(min {m’n,,m n }))+(O(m n? )+O(m n? )+...+O(m n? ))
<O(mn?),

L 20 RT3 20 A28 kAN SRS HEAT SVD AR IR R] 52 2% B2 I 2138 3 DL R FH SR A Kk AN 26 35 57 ) o B A
R B A AT VS AE SR M AR ) (R TRk S 2% S8 T LU B LSODT X} d J2 v b 500 2 =) 30 1F A8 v 7 J8 M 45 1l
JIT 5 (R IR ) A2 2% B by O(dmn®). 53 4, FE I 1 LSODT A4 %8 JiT A7 B 7% Bk e 5 45 201 O(min?) I [ &2 2% & ,.LSODT
SE ) I ) 52243 O(dmn?)+O(min®)=O(dmn®), BB 25 44 2 Joy 300 1 A8 98 o 4 2 T 008 47 A2 098 o i 2
PR R T IRATIE H #5452 LSODT (K124 d Jh—# %, T LL LSODT S (i [0 52 4%t 24 O(mn?).

3 X W

AATBATHS GSODT F1 LSODT P SODT 497: 5 28 L [1) C4.5 AR 5 Y SR 575 L3 44 1) OC1 Fll CART-LC
RSB B2 I DR L PSR B DR /s DL R SRR MY b 1) 3 AN 11, 78 12 NI s 4 BdiAT T 21
PO S TRATI 45t B AR 1) S 58 T S RN 5 s 22, 3R 5 SN 3 AN J T S8 45 S EAT T BRI 18, dc i ht S
I 85 WAl TR
3.1 st

A MEH Java TEF ST GSODT £LiEA1 3 Ff LSODT £73% LSODT-L1,LSODT-L2 #11 LSODT-L3, H:#,
L1,L2 #1 L3 43 378 LSODT S 4 Y s T 6 1 )2 2 J2 A 3 J2 W45 hUb 8 Ja) 50 ) 10 A 385 7 i 42 2 1) 5
IIX 3 Tl LSODT 53 1) H 1A 2 W0 %% bt 5 A8) 3 Jmd 350 1 A A 7 Jag P 24 ) PO 4 i 23 4001 386 I, LSODT S03k 11 43 2%
PERESZ B A0 IT 4 (1) SODT SLyA#R R Fast C4.5 V) 475 5 vl S b sl 15 257

TE R (0 L 5 T, B AT IRE B T ) C ¥ 5 SEBLIK C4.5 PAAR B v S B0 A1 OC 1 . CART-LCU O il ) e
FW LS SODT HAMAT LU IE#: C4.5 B3k H IR T 5k 2 & Rk w53 — e I T4 Ay &
PR B, Tk HE OC1 A CART-LC S H B ZE S T 4 SODT Sk e AL 75 At v s ik 2 il T
JR UG ) CART-LC S IR AN G S 9 3k 45, A ME FH I 2 th OC1 RESEILY CART-LC B

1 R4 T AT HE C4.50C1,CART-LC,GSODT,LSODT-L1,LSODT-L2 # LSODT-L3 3t 7 F&iki 12
AR B A L $im 4E spectf,bupa,pima-indian-diabetes,vehicle,vowel,satellite,waveform FI waveformnoise
Sk BT UCK #1382 =) 85 2P twonorm A1 ringnorm 3K [ T DELVE ¥£3%! threenorm &tk B T SCHk[22]11
AR B B2 A 1, 1 gauss_2D S Elena 55 H P31 () — AN FE0E AN T8l 42,30 H (02 RS 7] ) s s B v
FEIR B HLAE ST o3 Bl 4R 1) 43 S B8 3k L 0 54t 4R 1) — AN S )R 2 A5 0 I S AR g SRR T B AT ) 43
FRUET K.

Table 1 Experimental data sets

F1 WA HLE

Data sets Number of cases Number of attributes Number of classes
spectf 266 44 2
bupa 345 6 2

pima-indian-diabetes 768 8 2
vehicle 846 18 4

vowel 989 10 11
satellite 4435 36 6

gauss 2D 5000 2 2
waveform 5000 21 3
waveformnoise 5000 40 3

twonorm 7 400 20 2

ringnorm 7 400 20 2

threenorm 7 400 20 2

A PTE I 9286 #E— 4 %54 SuSE Linux Enterprise Desktop 10 #: 15 & 4t ) Intel Pentium IV 3.40Ghz. X{
CPU. 1024M WAZI PC &l 58 N ig4T L1, Java BTG JREL.S.0, B RINLAE & P o X T 847,18 17
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INF g KHE S (A BE A 1 024M,C/CHHI PR3l GCC 4.2 AR50 46 K-02.
3.2 MikBiIRE

* 2 HH T C4.5,0C1,CART-LC,GSODT,LSODT-L1,LSODT-L2 1 LSODT-L3 3£ 7 Ff 42 y:4E 12 AN 4k
gl b 10 F7A8 SIAIE 117 - 240 It A 58 R J HL bRl 25

Table 2 Comparison of averaged test error ratios and their corresponding deviations

=2 PR AR R I RRAE 2 U

Algorithm Spectf (%) Bupa (%) Pima (%) Vehicle (%) Vowel (%) Satellite (%)
C4.5 25.1£7.2 36.248.2 26.1+4.4 27.2+5.8 20.5+4.8 13.9+£1.7
OC1 27.849.3 30.9+6.4 26.5+7.4 35.1£3.9 20.8+4.1 13.242.1

CART-LC 27.749.4 33.7+8.3 28.3+4.3 31.244.2 20.5+4.5 13.4£1.7

GSODT 23.246.5 33.0£8.6 25.4+5.4 27.3£5.6 19.1+4.2 13.0+1.8

LSODT-L1 25.1+£7.2 35.1+7.9 25.6+4.9 27.6+5.4 18.41t4.4 13.6£2.1

LSODT-L2 21.046.2 34.845.1 25.9£5.0 28.4+4.0 18.2+3.2 13.0£1.5

LSODT-L3 24.7+4.6 33.6+7.2 25.9+3.7 28.146.8 20.3+3.7 13.2+1.4

Algorithm  gauss 2D (%) Waveform (%)  Waveformnoise (%)  Twonorm (%) Ringnorm (%)  Threenorm (%)
C45 27.6+1.6 25.1+7.2 24.6+1.8 15.4£1.3 9.2+0.8 2594178
OC1 28.842.6 18.5+2.1 20.7+2.1 18.8£1.8 17.842.1 18.1£1.1

CART-LC 39.8%10.5 35.5+6.2 56.9£10.4 18.416.0 43.1£6.9 42.7£8.2

GSODT 27.1+1.8 15.1+1.5 16.8+2.0 2.2£0.4 8.4+0.8 11.1+0.8

LSODT-L1 27.1+£1.4 15.5¢1.9 16.7£1.3 2.31£0.7 8.4+0.6 10.9+1.1

LSODT-L2 27.242.3 15.7£1.6 17.2+2%2 2.610.6 8.6+0.7 11.7+0.7

LSODT-L3 27.0£1.8 17.0£1.4 18.9£1.9 2.3+0.4 8.4+0.8 11.7+0.8

MF 2 AT LA R LA R g8

56,4 Fh SODT HILAE K 2 BUEHR 4R b (07 3B 1 SR A0 AR T 04t 3 FpAvA,1IX 78 43 61 T SODT
SRR R P A MR R (M FRUEZE B4 Fh SODT SEWTELs K 2 B8R4 E#AK T HiAts 3 Fhad, ir
PL,SODT 532 [F] it H A B i B k.

FEUR B SR S0 00 1 35 A 15 B AN — s L S R i e SR VL AR SE 86 P, C 4.5 BUVRAE 12 AN IR
PEAE T 7 AN BRI AS R R AR T 8% T OC1 A CART-LC W Rl v s bt 092, 3 00 7 1 A0
£ LG 4 Fh SODT Sk 45 B K 0.1%. X U B, R 70 IR LRl v SR 2 AR S WS IR 2 A0 TE X,
B IEAR LR RISk 00 43 2 48 it — e U0 S8 e S B9 1) 49 2 45 1E.OC 1 ST3JR CART-LC 513
Tk D B PE AR T, LR €L R E AL A R A R B R A ) R R S ) N A R — AN R e A 1 AR} R ST T
SODT 4575 W) 5% 17 S0 A 5 e 54 A 355 10 i 4 1) A G A1 W8, 300 Sk £ I A8 4D 9 4 D 12 2 T Ay 4 Rl Al e £ 1 B
AR SR, ) 42 b S AT 7 i e v 25 0] P (1 3 ALt DA AR e AR, S8 45 B A 5 B (RS 0 A i 25 B e e ) 1 =l 2
MR R LI BAE.

T VR A 3 B Ay 22 A J 8 1) I A8 P A M 22 D) S AN — i LA B — A A SR I I A8 98 4 J 1t 25 i) SEAR A2 R 2
FUE 7 AMRER R SR 2 1 A LSODT Sk M- -F 34 =K T 805 T GSODT ik, A3t
LSODT-L1 8k 7 2 A3 Uk B, K 2 B 505 4 10 B0 40 A1 485 1) #8 LG 5 00 4 JR3 B304 RN ) s 50405 1) 4 A
IS HEAAH 5], BT LA, L o) e A B4R ) 3 4 Jm) 1) T AR A e P 225 ) 3 8 28 T L8 R K0S 4 1) i) R A i) 4, AN
ZIRLIK R LSODT S92 I 7 A L MR SR 4230 spectf M1 vowel _I 58 51 7 45 B G 19~ 24 00 A 5 6 5 35 76 )
T 1t B 4 ) e ) S S A () 4 AT PR AR 200 PR A 7 AE R i I AN

55 J5,SODT B2 1) 43 FE 45 A Z 5O AF A FEHE 52 i AR B R IR BAR AR AR D X X AL 2 1) 1F A WS 7 )
PRSI Y=UTX U g X 1070 75 5 1) B . SODT S 370 1% 76 J 233 ] Y pA) g e P 2 vl S ol S A
AT IR P X X MEAT B R A (R A1) B T HE, 73 208 B0 A B X =XP, HARYE 37 500 o0 i e 20

X'=XP=(U2V"P=UXPV)" (14)
Fi% V=PV, A
VHYV=(PV)"(PTV)=V'PPTV=V"v=| (15)
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V' (V)=(PV)(PTV)"=PTVVTP=P P=I (16)
LA X'=UZV', B V'=PTV.IX 7R X' [¥ 47 77 5 [ S5 B V48 1 XIR A 4 5 T da B VAR AT 3 R, T X () 2 7 S5 1 gt e
U B0 A BE S5 X110 70 3 S5 1) e R AR XS A AR A AH () b O P 45 X PR 1 A W 7 Ja 1 % 1) Oy
Y'=UTX'=UTXP=YP (17)
B X 1R EAS VL A 1) Y 1R 900 TR b 3D 2 0 AR e e SR SV () 43 2 45 AN S MO R A T HE 5
R SODT SHEAE Y A Y/ IEATHELE i 11 225 ) P ) 22 (1) B AR e o SRS BB 37 502 58 4 AH IR 1), 0 LALSOD T B30
Iy ARG RABAZ A AT HE 5 .
3.3 REH KN
#* 3 71 T C4.5,0C1,CART-LC,GSODT,LSODT-L1,LSODT-L2 #! LSODT-L3 3t 7 FhALEELE 12 I3
AR b 10 H7 28 0 UE 1) 1 P s R/ B Hobr v 72
Table 3 Comparison of averaged decision tree size and their corresponding deviations

R3PS B B

Algorithm spectf Bupa pima vehicle vowel Satellite
C4.5 27.0+4.2 47.4£11.3 45.8+10.3 141.4+14.9 184.249.8 392.8421.9
OCl1 18.2£13.0 13.6£20.0 41.8+44.2 45.6%39.1 101.0£30.2  130.8+78.2

CART-LC 18.4£10.9 16.6£16.0 40.8+£54.4 81.0+68.0 161.2423.9  161.8+£76.8

GSODT 31.243.2 27.24£7.9 46.2+9.4 131.0+14.5 183.4+6.5 349.8+24.4

LSODT-L1 27.0+4.2 25.0+6.7 47.8+10.6 127.8+14.4 172.8£8.2 342.2£15.0

LSODT-L2 30.842.2 22.6x10.2 48.0£13.2 142.8+10.9 174.4+6.9 362.6+20.9

LSODT-L3 28.4£5.9 17.247.1 44.4£17.0 145.049.6 183.245.3 355.4£15.0

Algorithm gauss_2D waveform  waveformnoise twonorm ringnorm threenorm
C4.5 9.8£1.7 541.8+41.9 585.6+28.0 567.0£11.2 373.0£15.1  921.6£26.0
OCl1 119.8+158.8  105.0+57.0 125.4495.1 731.2+418.1  644.84238.2  16.4%14.6

CART-LC 18.6£15.4 23.4+22.7 32.6+49.2 127.6+89.6 3.6£1.4 20.6+28.2

GSODT 9.2£0.6 220.0+43.8 311.4£41.5 26.0£9.8 341.4£12.8  147.0t40.4

LSODT-L1 9.6t1.4 211.0+40.5 331.6+49.9 36.6x16.6 343.4+17.0  128.8+34.5

LSODT-L2 9.4%1.3 282.8+30.0 324.2+56.9 50.2+18.9 362.2420.2  192.0+43.2

LSODT-L3 10.0+1.1 305.0+34.9 375.6+39.9 25.2+14.1 354.8£12.4  178.6£53.6

1E4 3 ",CART-LC 53k & 4 FpALydh g siop # s 13 5 /N — A ,0C T SR/ LK, SODT vk B i
TR =000 C4.5 SR R AH 2 CART-LC S8 1K /N YRS I A 58 4% 32 A Pk R 1 1Y % I 7T ringnorm %(¥3
45 I1,CART-LC SiEM S B PSR 13 U 3.6 /10 50 (B0 R PR - 340 R A i3 26 0 =k 43.1%, 1% L Be 3L A ok
SETCIENT R S AT IE# 2 JS 2R BT 0.0 OC 1 Sy M AT 70 45 88 8 M 2 I B B 70 K 2 B0 46 1, 0C 1 5
R R LT 1 e A 1) e SRR RN IR 200 AN s BAN ERAE twonorm FI ringnorm YA #idi & |,0C1 3%
FAIEE 1)1 1) e SRR R /N HI SEAR BT 3 731.2 F 644.8 AN pi, AMEBRE T C4.5 Hik, i Hik =ik SODT HykI
30 JUAE, XA AR PREE L L B8 1. SODT B9 AR 2 W S R g 15 35 /N 1) — A AE A BB TE LRAIE ~F 34
W A % R AR PR T B2 R4 R SRR 1 DR /NS M4 S 7 — AN BRI VS ] Y (<370 A1 R0, 13 P 3 B2 11~ 7 4
WL AR T T PR SRR 3 S35 A 132 A0 1k e

TRV K /INARAE 72 5 TL,SODT Hk7E ik 9 MRS Bk B AIG; 1M AH & H#1,0C 1 HEHITE 9 AN ER 4R
A B X — O T BRI A PRI T SODT Sk i ase v, 53 — 5 T 36 AF 1 FRATT AT A5 VEANY
OC1 BEVE 35 PR SRR /NI %of FER S 1 (1) PR EE.
3.4 REHIHEERT ]

#* 4 51T C4.5,0C1,CART-LC,GSODT,LSODT-L1,LSODT-L2 il LSODT-L3 Jt 7 R 47ykfE 12 AR AL
P BRI 10 IR 73 35 IR F 3 I [R].

= VERL,OCT RGN T ORIEAL I (9 S AN 22 T3 R B R SO (0 2 AN L 50 S22, 75 Wi i faf 1 b L 2R 4G
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4,4 T SODT S A1~ 147 whe SR Ay Ja IR 1) 328 I T Ay 3 A A ke SRR S50, 0 5 P23 e SRR 0025 €45
F1R3 1~ 233 R SRR g 3t I ) 2 0 XA 04 AR B K 2 5 ) AP S0 P 1) 52 2% 2SR AR :CART-LC 53] g
A TR A IR T SR A st — B4 5 R e B IS AT I TR 1B B 0CT SVE I Tl A4k O(mnlogn)!®); 45 4t
(1) B AR e RS B30 C4.5 (RN T) S 2% 5 O(min®);GSODT 7k 1A 1N 1) 52 2% Ji - O(min), 75 2 586 41 5 g 28 Jo) 3
IEAT ¥ 7 i 4 18] ff 2 8 (1 LSODT-L1,LSODT-L2 il LSODT-L3),l LSODT 59 [ I 18] 52 2% £ 4Bl O(mn?),
PR IE, SODT SEA I I 1) 52 % B 2 O(mn?), 15 AR ke S g B 1A 7).
Table 4 Comparison of averaged tree construction time (milliseconds)

R4 TIPSR I R P (L2 D)

Algorithm spectf bupa pima vehicle vowel satellite
C4.5 28 6 20 64 168 672
0OCl1 200 214 478 2568 2240 57 484

CART-LC 34 20 42 130 2392 2075

GSODT 104 20 73 287 318 4259

LSODT-LI 114 21 77 302 325 4380

LSODT-L2 146 20 81 326 314 4679

LSODT-L3 199 21 96 373 355 5392

Algorithm  gauss 2D waveform  w.f.noise  twonorm  ringnorm  threenorm
C4.5 118 1008 1944 2300 4056 2036
OC1 202 106 56 122 74 658 33452 40 770 27 745

CART-LC 12 894 242 140 2117 580 56478 44 524 37857

GSODT 153 1676 3584 1236 6246 2 144

LSODT-L1 214 1762 3703 1372 5938 2213

LSODT-L2 226 2003 4239 1599 5423 2459

LSODT-L3 241 2384 5170 1 680 5919 2 459

4 HEXRE

ST T — PV o L 2 1) B 20 RS HE S R AE A S N 4R 17 P 7 S (70 MR ) R SR B30 e PR
S MR N,SODT 53 HE W8 b PR A (A K08 55 Jeg #4080 dha 0 A1 AH 7] AN 7] 1 K4 4R, T LA 78 20 R AT AT B 28 e bR 28
By (0 25 K A5 L, 70 SR AN S B AR TR (0 5% i, iy L I 1) A2 28 B0 By PP A e SRR SR )RR R S
4 RBW], SN AT R M SR C4.5 USRS S9E OC1 I CART-LC HLE, SODT S 17 KR
T i AT IR R SR /N SRR B8 A 7 SR 8 S5 e, DR SO A S I ] 30 T C4.5 SR T a /) 1 LA A g 3
L.

SODT $k IR F5 73 FE Nk REARSF HAIE ] T LAST HEZL (0 rl AT PEAN LA IR bk, AT N — 20 AR il — 2P
Fo5E LAST HEZE M Py 25 AFIL o 25 L 5 HAAR. 53 /076 LAST HESE R e vl 3 2 055 1 Y S B3k R N 7RG
TRV A R 1 2 TR ) R 3 T 56
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