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Multi-Interval Discretization of Continuous-Valued Attributes
for Constructing Incremental Decision Tree
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Since most real-world application data involve continuous-valued attributes, properly addressing the discretiza-
tion process for constructing a decision tree is an important problem. A continuous-valued attribute is typically
discretized during decision tree generation by partitioning its range into two intervals recursively. In this paper,
by removing the restriction to the binary discretization, we present a hybrid multi-interval discretization algorithm for
discretizing the range of continuous-valued attribute into multiple intervals. On the basis of experiment using
semiconductor etching machine, it has been verified that our discretization algorithm constructs a more efficient
incremental decision tree compared to previously proposed discretization algorithms.
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1. A&

71A 26 glolee] £4-& 53 714 14 9l B3 AR
g FE3e A2 714 1 A A 2" FEo] 9lojA] v
Z8% Aot o83 FAe 7€ A7A™ (neural net-
work), 7] 0] & (fuzzy logic), %5 A& 7|8k 32 (case- based
reasoning) § ¢18] 7} W& o] &3t Ao gEo, 9
AHEA E 8 (decision tree)= ©]8 3 WHETR= B8] 7|4 1
A AR 13 (nle)o.2 BHE 4= 917] W *}%1}7]'
714 2% 9208 f4A o3& 4 1 AEIL ALY &
Lol5HA ke AL ATk

i 2% Egle volHE 743 &4 (attribute) 7 2
2(class)$te] AF FAE T8 A3 diojel ¥ (data

set) & 58 A (subset) .2 31, THE FE AR 5

A& THse U AN EHE BHELEA JALEA Ed £4)
& TAHCE At thgat 2}

dolee nle 4% ai, i=1,2,, n3 A7 G2
& c2 A=y, doly g Dol &% iWd dolH
dy i=12- DT (aq,an " amc;)2% THRL
HolH & FAShe 349 &A%k o4t (discrete) £ @
4 ¥(continuous) gt-€- 7+ F jlom, Ax} FeA g o4t
AT CoA Y €4 e et gl gAEA E

g EAe $4%3 FF Ed2 #F9 Hm FHcartesian
product) 0.2 5= wlo|E] FA HolH AF DL F

ARE W, ol vole HTE &4 S ot RE JPeE
283 Ao, ojf £ 71EL 4 FE JYA 2HE R
€ Holei7t i 22 2 Zef2 e AL 3 3o
th JAEA Edle <af oA BRo] agze dFe e
@ =T(leaf node)E A ¥ FI =T(o)8l 2H =T
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D - continuous-valued attribure

<:> : discrete-valued attribure

O : class

0 : splitting point
a1 ox A B

(decision node)2} 3HE B8 70| He 48 rlsta, &
o s A9 AR k& Hi(path)o] ofs) £7E 2} 22
259 Ag 9ulgith 7HA\(branch)E A =29 £ 7]
Zo| 5% 441 9] B8 (splitting point)o] B

olsh e BEAE BE (greedy) Y1 FE 0] 8T HA3}
29l Ao ATk A WFe JAbEA EgolA &3
2 e A4 o] £4 (o]8} HAL 012 T AAL &
Aol Bagold, 7 A £4L Fo7 ol ES Al
3 o A Fe 28 e HE AP RRE £ U= A
oz Mgt A9 Jarad EE FEI) AE H
A 7AA &3S AdE) M E 42 &4 e 2
AL Aolshs o) Boirth Faslt) o]ahy &40 B4
By o ALLHE e A &40 7HE 4 e $A4%
o] ¥]7] W Eo| -8 (finite)3t1 H3}7] Ak 22 A&
g ol Ao BaH oz AMEE § e ol 583 B
o} e B8 24 el £ A 4 RE H7t
e Ao wojusitt. oA Tabd, 5§ A (classification
problem)2 8] 2317] 9l8) AL H = A2 Efle A ol
A8 248 o2 AAE B ol ER A4F S4S
T35k lole e hAOE SgS FPEldE B2
o# o] WETH(Quinlan, 1996). WeHy 948 42 £
3= golHE 7o g oA ad ERE FEEY] el
A&d &A40) 714 4 SlE #e WHE ©]4H3} (discretiza-
tioMA| L EN Q&8 £48 o4 S4T 22 FelE W
B3l 2RYe 4A #& 5 LS e do] Fasid

3
o
A

CH
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(Ching and Wong, 1995; Loh and Shih, 1997).

A2y £AS o|AE el HF Gt o R E A%
3 £49 e A9 BE Fhoe B8 o] W (binary)
o] Aks} ¥k o] 1T} Quinlan (1993) 23 € (static) HO|H &
7k 2 9A}EA EFE 7AYo, 2H =24 £ 7
o] B AA A £4¢ Adshy) g HHes Y &
=2 (information gain)& ©o-&3le WL AL Atk
Qunilano] AA1g+ X FEFE HH o] & (information theory)
¢l A EZ T (entropy) W& AHEE Ro2HM AERT G2
gojg el £ & B4 E FL g 2 EA4E AdT o
gA A £4 TR FAX dEZY go] HAv) HE &4
2§ AA =5 AA} $402 AHEEHA Hed, 958
&A0) i AR YEFL AN Y8 s A5Y
&40 7S 5 le] BE o e REIHL W A& 4+ U
= AR YSFL Ak PHE AN Yok 2d
Quinlano] MAg 2AAA Ea] 75 UyE 1€ HoH
2 7oz AR EYE Tk HIFE ¥ (non-incre-
mental) A}AA Eg] T oz & AFoAst 2ol
717 A HloEl7F AAte 2 S HE B IR F1H
= dlo]H & wrad 3t JAI AR EFE T5317] fsiAE dlol
B]7} 2719 it} 71289 Bl g vl A ERE Al A
2.¢ EZE 3ok she 2AYE AYR Aok £ ¢
8 &40 g AH FEBS Axs) S8 448 &4
o] 7748 % e BB zto g BEdle o]7 o|iks
S AL go g SAT o) A8HE YAE ol o] tgE
A (recursive) O. 2 53 o 3He FAH & AL Atk

H|288 oAlAA Ee BANE sEe] A e
2 glojg|7} 271 gt E 718 758 YA EA EFE W
g4 g1 dojgrt 2718 frit 718 ERE £ U
7be 23 (incremental) 9 PR E2] T35 g R
@72 IDSR (Utgoff, 1989; Utgoff, 197)& 5 4 itk IDSR
o Qg doleyt 271 etk dEZIE Uehlc
E-score2 A& (metric) 2 AH&3e] 71&9] EE AFA T
W & A AT Qlon, E-¢ (pull-up) ¥ EE o]t
glo|Bl7} 2718 wnith £48 E-score & 7441811 o1& VIE
02 7|2 729 JA AR EYE FAFLEN FI1E 4
g5 HolHe EAL B Jaay ERlE 7Y T
)= 2 gt} ek IDSR £33 A5 &40 g ofatkst
2 93 o7 olitsl WS AMEFO BN ST oJAEE
93 o)A o]4tehE wE-F o 2 £ago} s FAMHE AY
T 9ok o] 3 HHE A o] o]2HEE B8 AEA Ee
T2 A%y 249 gaf yrE el B AYe £PFLE
A F2EE E2l9 Zo] (depthy’} oA = EAIFE 2T
T} (Catlett, 1991).

Back ef al. (2000)& 7)A] AE) dlo|El7} AN 2 35
3, 3 5%E golE] ko= dojErt XFE e B+
40 21 oA FA EYE TRV AR R3S
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3 9A}AA E 3 (adaptive decision tree) 7% L& AAl 3}
1 itk o] AN A¢tsle 23 YAAA Ew Ho]
B AAe BAE 58 =ol= HoleE &322 AA
11, SDV(Sum of Dominant Values)Zh= A2 HL & o] 838}
o 2839 2F A A B E T3 WS AN s
itk 281} Baek et al.o] A3 288 YAAA Ed] 75
UM IDSRT} nlAVIA 2 948 $49 of4tstE A3 o
2 o|2HgE Ao 2 ST oAt E Y e WHEF
3l 0]7 o)Ag}E AA ok Bl FAIHE 943 AYA &
t}.

Fayyad and Irani (1993)& $lolA 9153 o}7] o]itgte] #
AL sds7] 3 o JERNE o[ &3 Tzt
(multi-interval) ©]243} BHH & A A FOZ A HHEF Q) 0] 3 o]
Aglz ¢ls) PaE A Edl e Zdojrt dojAe FAHEE A
3t 2= Q)= & g}¢rh 22 u} Fayyad and Iraniz} A A] 8 T2
ojakgl Wil & 1AW HoJEE 7|WeR 8k (top-down)
o] AH3tE A&l WP O BN, B oA ¢} Zo] Ao
2 £A5%E 714 A delHE 7o gxEy EYE
FZ317) YsjMe dolert 3712 £ ettt 958 &
Aol thg ol A3} A 9AEA E 73 Y-S ASH
] ThA] dAl8f o sk EAIE S AT

mebd B dFdA e Ao g £3 5 714 A ol
EE 7lulo g B89 Z1 A2 ERE 7537 A
A%8 &40 ozt o423 g AAE st ok E
Tl AN s A&E 49 Tl o ksl L 3haky
o) Aks}e} AaF4 (bottom-up) ]38kt E8-E 3 (hybrid)
olxts Wi o 2 M A2 & dolE7t 37t JYHE B¢ o
29 dolEe} BEE BE P tlaMT otst A&
2712 AN, o]E 7Hle g F&A ZE gAEA E
2 & FEshs U & AAEa gl

2. A% $49] o] A3}

Q%Y £4¢ N8I A3 A PYosE A4
249 G T Y HE T2 B ol7] o4}

Ho] itk 2y o] o|age FEEE YA EFY
Zol|7t AolA e EAYE ALy 7ol o]2id EAE
A 98 e ot olaks} Wil AdHUY o
T 0|18 E o] &3l 5 YAAA E]E ol o)Ak}
g o)g35to 728 A A Edd HIg EjY Fol7t A
& 7198 (simple) EEJE 758 & dde FE Ado
(Fayyad and Irani, 1993).

oA o]2k8}e} T 7k o] 4bete] AL T 22 AAE
B AR 5 AT 948 &4 o7t <aY 2o 2 UE
2T o]5o] LEANELE AP Juky 7HgEAL <Oy
oA B8 FHE $4 oF o8 | A2 5 UE

EECRREERE R

values of attribute Q

0 5 10 16 20 25

| | | l | |

N T T2 Tes U oca )
—

class of data belong to interval (5, 10]

Y2 AEY 54 08 S5

increasing order
e

|

BEAE Ve Ao, 4 FhEEe Y 7 2% &

2E R715H 9t

<229} 2L GE ZE AEF AL HEH o] o]t
38 53 <2 >3 2L FE Aoz Y 5 5leH
o) 53 758 A2 ERlE <Y 49 2T} <3y 3>
M BB o]z ol lgtE PHHOR &4 o9 2 FY
10 71222 2708 R TRCE ZEE F o522 44
283 59} 160 o3 ohA] 2709 FE o2 F83e A
& Yepdch T4 169 o) £8E F& 77 oA £8H
209 o8l 270 9] B8 FICE O ZF 54 FE

a-values 0 5! 110 1|6 2]0 2|5
!
cass T c3 T e 1 2 Teal ca 'l
a<=10 a>10
« ~a
(I) ? 110 1|o 116 2|0 2|5
T Ta e Tl o !

“x
A s o» o
C3 C4
N
a<=20a>20

EEERCE RN

a<=10 a>10

a a

7N\ /\

a<=5 a>>5 a<=16 a>16
AN
o) a

a<=20 a>20

1@ 4. ol o) kekE o] 87 XA Ed.
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a-values 0 5 10 16 20 25
] ] | ] ] _
class " o3 T ¢ |1 2 3 T g 1

I | | | I
O<=a<=5 5<a<=10 10<a<=16 16<a<=20 20<a<=25

¥ 2 v v
D%_] Ler] [ [e] [ ]

a9 s, o3t olitst

O<=g<=5 10<a<=16 20<a<=25

g3 0o ®

39 6. THE O3S o] 87 A A B

o2 BT L YEIT HEhN BH8F o7 o4
39 o8l 729 SRR Edle <2g St 2T EAS B
o) 30] 9 ¢ 4 Utk

<9 25} o] ol B4 S v £173 o) 03

PYE AEE A%, B ALY BTL <37 59 2o
+a50171 o) 5 758 NEA Bl <38 63

2t} <1¥ 6>oll A B0 7t o] ste] o3 75H At
AR E2E Fot 124 ol7 ol4tgtd] o) 758 gArE
B BB HES 728 A F, vzt ol dg s
T5E AEA EYe HolE Y £EE A3 & Y &
A4 AARE AN i oA o)itEtE T TEE At
27 B8] H]3) W A7) 25 AHe £3Y & Avhe
AL AT

21 ol ey #+

A&H £A49 g oj4tst A& WHEY EA et
U 22 57HX) MF 2 FES) £ 4 ItHDougherty ef al.,
1995; Cerquides and Mantaras, 1997).

211 £49] ol 2 BF

&Y SA0 g o8} AL F33te o lolA o)
Aol He £49 o whet X H2(local) WP EH HEH
(global) B O 2 7FEE &SI} A WL o9 v)
o A&y &4 TN FEHA &40 I o8} Al
FRse AL vt AGH AYEL BE A48 &40
o) gk o] aks} A& SAN Y SR 3E A S grjdch

212 A3 S22 AR o] o GE BF
oj2tg A4S Y o HolHs AU Y 23 2

949 &

38 e o] Ah 3} 397

A AR E o) R8k=x] o B wpa} TAKsupervised) HHE T H)
WA Hunsupervised) BPH 0.2 BFE 4 Ut} 2Al wHE e o)
olE7F AL Y& Q*Jr 29 YRE o83t o]itg
AAL 33l AL dujdlw, vmAl U As S A

5.2 oI35 2 ol 88 RS S A ol
213 729 WEA) Be B 5

ol ¥t A}iell o3 B8 2Kinterval)9] 7F A
A opid Ao whe} A #(static) *H 7} F-2|(dynamic) WP 2.2
v‘i'—% 5 Stk A3 ) &g o) akE e £8E 73
o #E FA & ()22 1Asd &S FHske A o
Ujat3 T el o o st AL el wiet wigtst
E 73 ol g8 &S £t AL @k

214 £ S w2 B F

o3} AY-g FP3te o YA 71 FaF I F3H
o £8L Y8 AMEHE 28 S o124 FRFE AU
3k ZAE ) 2sle Aolck BEH L 24T o v 24
B E8EE 97H 08 AMEse S A A Q(direct)
Holzt Foata, HlolE st 7)) we) dalele FEHS
Froh| A ALE-3he W & S8 B (incremental) ¥rH o)k A

o,

215 FgE e st e &5

FEY WYL o83t o3 AYE s AfME
TRY ETHE ol go] TR0 EFHE Fohir]
Aoz e AR FEHE ASH 0z 318 Uit
313k (top-down) M3} B E 7158 REHE Fobd T P
8 §le B2AE A A ke 44 bottom-up) W) 31

droMe dAzte g £REHE 71A 3 HojEE 7]
H¥° L2 B3 FE Y EFE TE) AP 94F
£A39 ozt oldts i e 2 M (A, mAL BH, FEE,
223 Y (hybrid) o)AHE S A A B A Pt of7)
A EFE BT ST PHER FTH PHES BF
FHHES weih

22 g3t ol daEl

£ A7AX AR gk g7t ol st uEEe T EY
< S AR HE REEE Ay AF 32 A Kullback-
Leibler A8)(Cover, 19918 A}RE YT, <28 7>9) Vet
ulel o] AFaka Wi F) &1k HPHE TS Helol 72
& Adch

221 Kullback-Leibler A7)
£ @7 A G0 ol e Y E e

/‘~ A
d44 &4



398

Continuous-valued attributes

A 4

Sorting the values of attributes
by ascending order

h

Splitting the range of attributes Splitting

" into sub-intervals Algorithm
s there any interval
to be splitted?
No

Merging the over-splitted intervals Merging

=1 Merging P Algorithm
. L o Symbolizing

Discretizing the splitted intervals Algorithm

Y7 o7 ol 4.

o] 714 £ U #HE Uy FE FUER FEE 9
Kullback-Leibler AB)E 7]1F 02 0|23l AQE 533l W
ol

Kullback-Leibler ARt EA AN F 72 AZ A
(sample set) A}o] 9] FAYE H718L7] Y8 AHEEE HEE
A B Ao X o)4katE Yol £8E F Y BE 73 AL
ol 9] fAMI S H7t3l] Y A& ALE-B-

Kullback-Leibler 72| & o438 B& 77t 288 7 77
o] &3 dojeld] tha] S E FE RS AR FOIEF
3 F Y BE 37 Alo]o] FAMIE Hrishe W OB A
Kullback-Leibler AT)7} 00] H& A$ F F7te] S~ 8
£ 3ol gAste RS Yridlan F 7o) 4L 2o
748 2= Sick. whek Kullback-Leibler A€)7} wl$- & 79w F
79 Zad BE e Aolvt Atke Ag YnIdt o]
B 2AR T 7o EAo] AF thadn B4 & Atk

B Apox 7t B 7E08 AMSle Kullback-
Leibler APE 4 (DI 2ol AT + AUtk 4 (1)oA
KD(L|IR)S 448 49 #7408 5 MY & 73

(L, R}E B&39 S o) 5 73 Alol 9] Kullback-Leibler A

2 & el & ol

CECRRETREEE

fe] P
KIXLIR)= X, P.'(c)log Z—P;j,(—cc))
icl (1)

= CZIPL'(C){ logszr(C)“ lngpR'(C)}

where
Ni(o) Ng(c)
Py(e)= == Pr(e) = g
PIRAC) 2, Nelo)

Ni(0) : F7H LA Eej 27} ¢ HoJE £
Ne(0) : FU R AA EH 27} ¢ A HolH &

dE Eo] <ad &7 22 T Y 7] EAF AL,
Kullback-Leibler A1) 73ke] 93 219 (i) F 77to] vl
A FAR AL AU IS ¢ 5 0, 28 (i)Y 35
£ F 7o BAo] Aol 7t dg & ATk
i) ¥ 7 BHOl AAT AS
L (left region)
[0X00XX0 | OXXOXXO |

PU(O)=4/7=057 Pr(Q)=3/7=043
PrOO=3/7=043 Pe(X)=4/7=057

R (right region)

KD(L||R) = P1'(0)*{log, p,(O) - log, Pr(0)}
+ P/ (X)* {log, Pu/(X) - log, PRX)}
=0.57%(log,0.57 - log,0.43) + 0.43%(log,0.43 - log,0.57)
=0.057

(i) F7re Aol Yol A%
L (left region) R (right region)
| XXO0XXXX | 0000X00 |

P(O)=1/7=0.14 Pr(O)=6/7=0.86
P (X)=6/7=086 P&(X)=1/7=0.14

KD(L||R) = P.'(O)* {log, P, (O) - log, P=(0)}
+ Pr'(X)* {log, P.'(X) - log, PrA(X)}
=0.14*(log,0.14 - log,0.86) + 0.86*(log, 0.86 - log,0.14)
=1.885

1% 8. Kullback-Leibler A 8] A4},

22237 RS EuYF

delel A4 &4 o7} 7HE e @ e Ut
S 2 o|Atala7] Y8 WYL B AT ME FHLE A
2 ol B S e FE R Y AT 7
7 EEL AT dulEe dollX AAIG Kullback- Leibler
AL g ol &3t 5 77| EAo] AR Aolsita Bds=
A% BEE AAE Bok £ A7 AAske 7t £
L EL <H 1> o] T gk

27+ B8 Q31854 MultiSplitting(a, D, Splitting_List)



FE 9444 E9 F2L 48 949 99 G702

BE 7o £8€¢& s AAM(boundary point) T\
Kullback-Leibler A2} KDr(L||R)E AXNE ¥, o] F 713
2 #& 2= AR 178 A4y ol& F3 AA s
F e B2 pog Bl WY ALgdt ks o
T3 o138 E S} AAME &A3FY AA ko] A
g RE 7o B8 A B Hoz B8 gue e
A4} sttt <# 1>9] OF @& vzt olitgE 93
MultiSplitting(a, D, Splitting Lisnye] ¥HE-H o g 857 9]
RN

EL 02T 9uE

a : continuous-valued attribute

D : a set of data on which ¢ is defined

T : a set of boundary points

Splitting List : pointer to a list of splitting points

Begin Algorithm
D < SORT (D, a)
T < SelectBoundaryPoint (D)

FOR(¢=1; ¢t<=|{T}; t")
/* split range into 2 intervals */
L — {deDla(d) < T}}
R—D~L
* calculate KIXL||R) for each T,*/
T = argmax 17 KD 1(LIiR)

IF ( KD ~(LI|R) = 8) THEN
Splitting List — T

MultiSplitting (a, L, Splitting List) - -+ D
MultiSplitting (2, R, Splitting List) -+ @
Return Splitting List
End
£ ATFoA AAlste #3F £8 ¢a2]E<] MultiSplitting

(a, D, Splitting List)& %74 o8 77 £8& AT £33 s
(Splinting_Listy& 38 o £ FHI} & Ho 2 AA
e AHEEI T AR ol- <1 > M9 o] &4 o9
& NEL B HoleE LEATCLE Y o 29 &
EEaV R e R L 8

Z 54 09 PE VFOE QEXNEOTE AHE e
dlol8  HFyelA At Fg> o) NE gE
(Class(dy) # Class(dy)) 7 78¢] Wlol] 4, d, & D7} )

increasing a-values
—

class w

a-values 0 50

boundary points

aY9. AAHY A
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8L, 5 7] wjo[E Alojo= ofuf 3t dlojel = EASIA ¢
R A w), AAH TE {ald) + al(d)}/22 HE
AARE o] &8 BEH AY AL A&Y 49 &
548 B o] B8 FRE AME oA Wy
Arbde] vl 58S A3t W A7t 283 24
FUSE 3= AL AT B8H 8 o AA
HE AT F e olfe I E¥Y 7Fo) He
Kullback-Leibler A¥] KD{IIR)E HRFA 7= 3 TE
4 ARl ehe thea 28 AU E B3 7hsi

A

A2, 999 3t 77} Kullback-Leibler A2) KD (LIR)E 3
A7 E $4 o o FHolE TE 54 09 %
Ao,

&4 a9 gl w2t LEAE
22 Y dolHE Uehd 2oz et 73 7,70
Aozt 713 T, 9 Alolole FUS U2 (CHE

= n21709 HolE7t QXA Hi 7,9 9Fo02E L
e o7t Ty 9 R8%o2E R/NY dolErt 9%

(BY) <1 108 94

Wloon

ot 7HEE 4 sl
potential splitting point T
! nr nr !
:‘4—-———><—'————‘—>‘: boundary point
T: Tavw. /
| ] ) 4 | |
i T T i
L instances n instances R instances
Le instances of class ¢ class Ck Re instances of class ¢

N instances sorted by @ values (N=L+R+n)

ZE10. FAE LY T

719 9% X LAY dolHg 7,9 8% ¢
Ashe RAY vlelEE dlol87} 2t S A ol wel A
Q), OF FL2AS HEANIG B Lo H AR L F
AM F2 c(ceC)E 2t HolE 9 £8 oujsia &
dloE] A R FoIM el ¢ & 2= dlo)H - 9njsin.

1C]

;1LC=L, 0<L <L @)

c=
1C

2:3ch= RO<R <R 3)

B} 73} 73 Alo)e) F0g 9]9] 28 79 93 F 7
o2 Rethel who) BolEl <18 10501419} 2ol 3
n 28 4 T O E TR 2 B4 BEAIA Bk

n=n;+n,and N=L+R+n

KDr(L|RE HUB 7€ £4 o9 £8Y T T4
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Kullback-Leibler Distance
for potential splitting point T

/KDT (L[IR)

T A T2

Th<=T<=T
potential splitting point

a9 1. KDr(LIIR).

AARolE AelE 29e] daMe <2d 1009 77}
BlEA] T BE T, 59 shvoof sitke 21& FH 8o 3}
o, o]& KDr(L|IR) 47} <28 11>9)4¢ 2o| 7%
T, Alolol| Al E-& gl (convex function)y] & s A3
2o

deolel B84 T o B Kullback-Leibler A8 E JeR)&
KDr(L|R) &7t T3 T Alolol A B5 F49s 55
37] A <2g 12204 FAE A REA T,, T,
o thaf oh&- Z2 Ao} 2HEH & F s of gtrt

KD ir,+ -y {LIR) SAKD7(LIR) +(1—A) KD7(LIIR)

V0<Aig]

(4)
potential splitting point Tp
1] 1
Y np Rrp ]
I,‘—_’ 1
| :
| |
| : y ) |
[ i T L
L instances n instances i R instances
Le instances of class ¢ class Ck i Re instances of class ¢
) i
o L b ]
| Rig Rrq E

potential splitting point Tq

JE 12 AAE LA T, T

2 @A KD (LIRS KDr(LIRE FAH £834
T,, T, o 3t Kullback-Leibler A2 & Ve = g2 T}
3 2o Fo .

|C| Pi(C)
KDr(LIR)= ;l Pi(c) log . ()
ic. P ¢)
KD (LIR = 3 PHc)log s ®)
c=1] PR(C)

A ) O)elX AAH £8H T,, 7,9 A 22E F
FRANY Ao FH2 oo U FF e TS 2o
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AoE 4 k.
| Lengl(© Rt ny IO
(Pf(c),Plg(C))_( L+nlp R+nyp )
) oo | Letngl(d)  Retm, o)
(PL(C),PR(C))_( L+nlq R+n,q )
(1 o=k
wora={y 1k

A9 Aol x Hd FAH 284 T,, 7,9 I3 £ ¥4
T F 70NN 4] Y oo hF FE g2 log sum
inequality (Cover, 1991) % Je]| 2J&} T34 2] vehd 4= gt

AP+ (1 - APf ()
AP R()+(1—-DPE ()
(1-)PHc)
(1—- AP

AP+ (1—=APF (O log

P('
<AP(0) log -j%% +(1= NP log

9 Aol el ds] ZE EP2(ceC)d BT §
(summation)& #8d &3} 22 Ao] Ag .

Il
2 (APf(c) + (1—-APf () log

c=1

APH( )+ (1= DPf(c)
APR()+ (1-DPE() )
Pio
Pi(o)

ICt Pp( C)
b 4L
<A E}(PL(C) log PHo)

|Ct
)+(1—/1) EI(PE(C) log

9] A& Kullback-Leibler A7)} A 2lo] oJ8) then} 7o)
A8 £ A1, ole Y @9 2e A& ¢ 43t

KD 1,40-»1r(LIR) SAKD1(LIR) +(1—- ) KD7 (LIR) ®

223 Frwg gl

Z 7oA A 7 £ LT FL A4 £40
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FAALE At Z1ev 7 £ duYERE o) &t
At 988 49 ho] YR B BE FoE By
S Fx £ (over splitting) &4 7} LA 5= Qic}. E3] &
ATAA G o] AATO R FHHE HoHE Mo &
T YArEA ERE T3 A 958 49 gx 2%
2 g8 &5 JAEA Byt UR EFEA e EA7}
HAE £tk gt B dode 77 £ 8 ¢ag g
o3 EE FE T3S LR HE fAS E4& AW
i 7 Fohfe] olE HETeEA HE 2249 £5
ZaNd e 7 BE ¢1eEQ Meging (e, D,
Splitting Listy& A3}

<E 2>°l|A] Splitting Liste 3 £& G2 E o8] 3
AE A TS Avista, Splining_Listo| &3 Z24e] £
g4 o3 ya=e 5 A & 7ol s Kullback-
Leibler AB]& Al4Yete] 7 -2 7719 EAo] fARIt
wiE 39 F RS sYEkA 2o
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a : continuous-valued attribute
D:a set of data on which g is defined
Splitting_List : pointer to a list of splitting points

Begin Algorithm
FOR(: =; t<=|Splitting List|; t™)
* generate 2 intervals by T,_,, T, T)4,*/
7* Ty=Min(a), T spiging_piw +1= Max(a) *!
L—{deD| T, <ald)<T,}
Re{deD| Th<ald)< Ty}
/* calculate KD(L||R) for each T, */
IF¥ ( KD r(LIIR) < @) THEN
DeleteSplittingPoint (Splitting List, T:)
Return Splitting List
End

2.2.4 7153 ¢uglE
T ES dueEd A B g sd o8 943
J:—*é a 9] Fo| RE 7o 2 SASA REEHAUS S
A&Y £449] g o3y S0 E MBS Y £
B B8 271 )3 7) 3 (symbol)E A &) ke of ek <3 3>

o D& 89 94&% £49 F-& 7 (Intervals)el] th3) o]
4 3 7158 YUFORN A& S4E oY &40
2 W@k A2 9vignh

X3 7|&8 gazE

a : continuous-valued attribute

D:a set of data on which g is defined
Splitting_List : pointer to a list of splitting points
Intervals - pointer to a list of intervals

Begin Algorithm
FOR(t=1; t<=|Splitting List|+1; t)
/* generate intervals by 7, */
* To= Min(a), T spiing_vis 1= Max(a) */
Interval [ t}—{deD| T, {ald)< T,}
Createlntervals (Intervals, Interval [t])
Symbolize (Intervals)
Return Intervals
LElld
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real-time data

a |

On-line Data

Machine
Y
Preprocessing Error Rate Check
Noise Data Check Distacne-based

Neighborhood Rule

Incremental Decision Tree
Construction

New Metric : SDV

T3 Al

Multi-intervals
Discretization
Eg

a9 13. 3 AAEA

g HolHE 7igte g R oAl ERE T337) 93
A Baek, et al. 2000)0] A3 3 oA AH EY 7
% FAE waoh 13U Back, er al.o] A3 A3y oAHE
A EY 75 AT 948 &4 g wE-F1l 0)2 o]4t
32 FYFo2AN FEHE EFlY Zopt ZA e FAA
o] Ai3}7] W ol <1 13> Ao} o] B Aol A At
3 T3 vzt ol aksl 3] EE o] 83l A4y £
&t olitg) ARy S FAT F o] F VNIeE FE 9AtEA
EFE TE3E e wED

nebM <2 13>3 2L AAE T3 TR YA EA B
g 7&3e 45, AR EY 75 dAdAME RE &4
o] ol Aty g 2y £A 02 WEEY| i) HAF &4 A
g Hx SDVE 4] (N3 2ol 98 4= 3, A2 Ex
5 9 784 A <3 4>9) o] AP E 4 9l <¥ 4o

M ALEE DM arrays SDVE A4HsE7) 98 AME = A
§ TZREM Baek, eral. 0] A3 AR FRE 9|3
1A
SDV(a;) = ;}{w,»XInﬁC. - CECZ_{C-}"""“” %)
where
a1 gzzﬂ ﬁ:k]
A& a7 M & Ae S0 &
w; = Zb’” . i=1,2, -4,
n I)C
ng s 549 a; Y gol SR S| FY2 Fho] ¢
2 wlolE o] 4
c'= argmax cec(n )
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Step 1. If the tree is empty, then define it as the leaf
node setting the class name to the class of the instance.

Step 2. Otherwise, If the tree is not empty and actual
instance of data is consistent with the predicted class of
the current decision tree, update the DM array of the class
to which the instance belongs. Otherwise go to Step 3.

Step 3. Decision tree update.

Step 3.1 Update the DM_arrays of attributes that are
elements of the decision path of the instance.

Step 3.2 Expand the leaf node of the decision path
using an attribute with the largest SDV value as a
test attribute.

Step 3.3 Decision tree reconstructing
From the root node of the decision path, calculate
SDV values of all attributes and replace the current
test attribute of the node with one having the largest
SDV value. Repeat this procedure for the sub-tree
of the node.

2 AFolH A &4 A9 HET ALEHE SDVE 24
weo ofa) 28 dolgs) B8 Y] 2t 49 Fax
o) 534 (homogeneity) & H718 HE2A DV} 245 ¢
olEe) £A40] 522 oJnldch by HolE g TRHE
747}e) &30 )l SDV 2hS A $ 714 2 SDV @&
2e £48 449 2% =59 A4 402 A85 8
O 4 ()elA izt eke) AL Al (dominant) A3} F o)
()% 2 dolEe) 40 UnA) SYA5E 2E HolH
o) 7ol SJulaH 154 o, & e Aol2 ATE 5
Axgo] 2 4] Y ¥FE 7] 93] AT Fol.

A S0l <1y 14>9) Ee] ()3} (i)e] A% SDV g A
W o) Mok RS 42 2AD B8 (i} Eg (Eohe
£440] 7] BEol 7FA o, B o8 B2 (i)
SDV gtol £olA|= 8 ek

FES. 71A ol HlolH ¥4

W=3/4

:=3/4

SDV = 3/4#(3—1) + 3/4*(3-1)=3  SDV =2/3%(4-2) + 1*(2~0) = 10/3

1% 14. SDV A% oAl

3. o3} o) ik3) el A Hl

B GFAN AAIS E7E g7t olats g EY e s
B718k7] S8 A FAA A oA A& FH3= 7IA P
o o]g HolE & 7R o2 T34 abaA Egle| A% |
25 HAEIY. v A] FAAA oA S FashE 7
PE 33 Haol Wl o 4§ (etching rate)o] W3st= &
zZreth 714 Pe A Eol UF AU WS dolAlE
Aoll FA7F A7) wfiEel AEE AHES A
AEE 3t Yo| Fasitt metAs B dFdqX e A&
S U FHATE £ Hsla A Eof uf
2} A3} 292 (LE : Low Etching Rate, NE : Normal Etching
Rate, HE : High Etching Rate)Z A J3} o] ¥ do|E& 7]ute.
ZAEY o} FFE FEY F AE JAAA EBE T
Z3it) 7|4 P o] FloJH e <¥ 559 2 A S zhet)
<218 15>% Baek et al. (2000)0] A|A| 3t 0] 7 0] 4¥31E 0] 831
A& A EA B 315 HAHE B3l 7| P o] HlolHE
7t g &g oAb EglE VRl Aol1, <ad 168
B Aol AAS E3HE ot olabs) g aelE-S o] 88t
T3 AEA EBE Ve otk <T¥ 16504 Hzo]
B Ao A AA G EFHE o3 o4k o) g8t 133 9
AR Egrt oAl o|lslE o g3l T ERET} o]

Q3 s 47 AL RH EAYL L 5 Atk

Name Description Type Domain
PRESS Pressure Continuous 1~900 ( uTorr)
TEMP Temperature Continuous 100~500 (°K)
Attributes GAS_FLOW Density of etching gas Continuous 1~90 (sccm)
ION_VOLT Voltage of ion Continuous 25~100 (V)
LOCATION Location of wafer Discrete Ground, Powered
Class ER Etching rate Discrete LE, NE, HE
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Press<=271 Press>271

Gas<=32.5 Gas>32.3 Press<=604 Press>604

5® ©6

Gas<=60.5 Gas>60.5 Temp<=204 Temp> 204

5 ®6

Temp<=302 Temp> 302

®

R o248 0|43 9427 E¥

Press<=266 266<Press<=600 Press>600

® ® &

Gas<=31 31 ‘Gas<=60 Gas>60 Temp<=202 202<Temp<=304 Temp>304

ONONONONONC

29 16, THE7E o131 E o] §% 94124 Bl

19 15, o)

B Q7NN AAIG EFE ozt olitst e E A%
& AA 3 Blmdty] Y8 diole Y F7t FriEel uhE oAt
24 EdY AT, EFA, 223 o)ids) ARiE S8t
A8 Ee = b AL S8 vnd 2T e <2y 17>, <2
g 18>, <1y 19>9} Zt} 1o HMDE B7)€ AL &
AfoA AAZ ERHY O olitst WHE (hybrid
multi-interval discretization method)& 2]v|s}li BDMLE ¥
71"l AL Baek ef al.o] AAG o] ojiFsl WY & (binary
discretization method)& ] v| gt} & B Ao A A A5 &
8 o7t ojatsl MY A& £ A 8] Hlms}s]
918 ESDs} TMDE E7|5)€ F 714 th73t o] 4ks} il &
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Accuracy (%)

Number of data
—_— 30

-v——-‘)O
—120
—— 150
~— 180

HMD ESD

B HAHEE &, gy © 3
£ 91“]%}53— Amin & DEE A a7} 2te A GE YV
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