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A Split Criterion for Binary Decision Trees

Hyun Jip Choi?’, Myong Rok Oh2

Abstract

In this paper, we propose a split criterion for binary decision trees. The proposed
criterion selects the optimal split by measuring the prediction success of the candidate
splits at a given node. The criterion is shown to have the property of exclusive
preference. Examples are given to demonstrate the properties of the criterion.
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1. A&

Fol X Agel we} 2ozt Ag F UAW dAAAUYRE dux e JEHQA BEHE Fo
A AH AT E(input variables)oll 28] 2 X ¥ (target variable)®] W F(class)& A 3] EF3}17)
A FHF A (classifier) & FAY F& JeEWs59d %E A Alolo] ojuldt o &3 Z(predictive
structure) & 7HA 3L A=A WIl=d Jrh ol BHE Fuslr] Hste] ATH oA oJAAA
U (decision trees) AAWHEL R E ZAG 7]—'—01] 93t} Folzl 7S Hets] UrjHA
UrsE 4% Ade A9 Fad 439 URFERE B2 4% 728 }J & 47 4
& 7FA A7) (pruning) & 3= F GAE AANA 2o wgA YR e
A vid(node)l X & 4 JYe o8 2 FAA /1% HHF 2gS ’&_“’—“.'}71 g B3
Z(split criterion)2 AAZHQA Ui 2YL ARAE 718 2% 99lo|t}

Kass(1980)= 2HE + U o7 8 FoA 713 H-d £dS 37 98 287F2
gojE FlolAlE FAFES AtslR e, Clark®t Pregibon(1992) 2z Qumlan(1993)‘:v°4 Ul
2y 72 & B3y l < A& A}, Breiman, Freidman, Olshen® Stone(1984)& #32d n}
tel B¢ E(impurity) Z42%FE 38l B2L H98r) 938l Gini AFE 2@r|Eoz A
QFat 3 31, Taylor9t Silverman(1993)2 E&7|&Fo] ztZolol &&= HIEld A3 EA(exclusive
preference property)S A 3tiL Gini A7t ZFA 23 olgld EAE wEFsE  MPl(mean
posterior improvement) 71&& A|¢t83th Shih(1999)= ol & o2 BE7|FE EF AH3F 7}
Ta 9% tEgez 882 4 e AMEL Holx, Read®t Cressi(1988)7F A|etst A 3
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GA] FL BENF € 4 len MPISF Zo] HlEly XMIZEAHE wFIE RS EAth

Mola$} Siciliano(1997)= CARTH A Gini 7]E 23 2&HAdE Bt w24 F3s17] 9

3l Goodman® Kruskal® ¢ &2 X4 (predictability index)E& Hd7)|Fo=2 Agsigon Ad

g A3 $%39 289z AAIA9NE JEZIY 7ue F Q2L BE7/15S Adsdo

YR £33 Fo0z vl st A £ AHsr] 948 ol RVEES EF AR
e

A2 WY HolstA g na e o] He 80 drivt ERHUFY HFE M 2 BRI
7te EAAA e EEREE B 4 Qth o] 2 P HAES £EE AdIe EAE Fo
A vt A 23 ¢ Ude 4 EEC] Erdt EE“‘ Fol WFE & ERIAAETE S8,
ol FolA EEWT WFE /1Y B EREA e 2ES Adde EA=Z B $ Uk olg
3 Ao B AFdAE o AAAUYR A4S Hstd UFo &% FolZ wrdA 1
2 F e 4 BgEo AAHOE JAn e BE e 7 HEQ dFHEE FAH3A 7t
F dEFHo] 4% FHE /AL Je BES AdsA ste £27ES AdstaA doh
28NN E BEEEFIL F HFEE R A9, FAR vl £¥S B3 2H¥ £ U= F
AHA FHEL d=8E ZAH7] AT oA FE=(measure of prediction success)® °l &

o] 43 BEVFS AUt =3 Ag® %71 Taylor$d Silverman(1993)e] A2 dk ujeld
A% EA(exclusive preference property)S W&stE AL Bt 3@ AUgd FEE b
F BA=Z E}”OLT’. Breiman, Freidman, Olshen® Stone(1984)2] Twoing 713 #AFS =¥ F
o os g Aeste WHS AgsA. 4ddAAE AgE S22 MPIeE 2] wigty ds
ot AL RAABE T AdHez gRoy, HA HE 45 BHoly] fslo F
HEE 7MA Az T & Yitd M7kA HEFEE R F AR £4
A3Z AANGFAL R Reg AEME B ATy Z2FE A AgE E&UIFEC] 7HE
T U TAEH A Bt EEIA

2. #&71F 9
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<E 1>AM p;, ieL,R & ZAZ utd ;3 9] ¥ 2 p;, j=1,2% "t oA 9
ZEW4s HFo H &L Vet £8 poE vy 43 SXRWESF HF 7o HE, ppE MY
R ZEERS WF 79 v &S vElAY ol prtpe=1, ]gﬁj=1 o] ™ Jgpszpqu'
i}i’m pr 28R j=1,20] W& p+ pr = p; 1T

olgl gt Aol B so] o3 F vttt AAHJTE ol vl toA “M=ES0l =¥
sOI S5 #0 &5t #E '1'2 28 OaM 0l 58 HF 2'2 2R £& “AU=2s0
28 o0 2ai ¢,01 =618 HE '2'2 25 MM 0 &6t HBF 1R 2R S F
REFE ZoM o BHEFH A4FHE Ao B £ v a8z 9d Az EFTH
o8 EE7F dojdtld <E 1>AAM 2 (L,2)% (R 1D& & X EFE EeE Ze e Y
Bl o] E 9 X FHerror cel)olgt RE7Z dch wE o]l oANEL IFL EZ JYEWE
ok 2, E={(L,2), (R, 1)}. sta7tAE Fate] BHF7H & EF7F doldrd LAns
o I E={(L,]), (R,2)}°] B Aol

olg} o] B& o o3 AHHE F FHAEC 7] driy EXxWse] @HFE F BRI
o= #|Fx=1} = A& Hildebrand, Laing®} Rosenthal(1974a, 1974b)°] o]}l & XA 18
g 4 Qe RE /1% 735 428 2R3 Ysta] AN S ESEA ALY o
&3 72e o &4 FZ=%(measure of prediction success)ol & A £ Ut vy t°ﬂ/\19]
2% o % F BEEFHE R, [=1,2, a8z 7 E2HFH % AA0EY HEE
olgtxn 3+H

bL ﬁlaﬂ’ L) + g ‘2‘6;%,’-’ (IR
MR’(S, t) = 1—— = = ’
b1 20800+ 5 2,005

=1,2, (1)

o714

50 = {1, (i,)eE,,
v 0, (;,)eE,,

ol je{L,R}& j=1,29 thatd p(fd) = py/p; oIt
A (Dol wd B sol o3 AAHE EFTH ROl 9% E;o £ o] u[go] EF
0olH Mp(s, H=10] 5o} R, & A d= Fystt Aoz #IY & Yok Hd Eol

&3 Bse et p=p(f), ie{L,R}, j=1,2, olg&t8 Mg(s, =00 &} a3x T

g o8 25 e EXWSY HFE A3 st FEe nddGA dE, oA 2
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exzrgd g EC {(1,0),(LLR} £2 {(2,0),(2,R}o15td ojde] M(s,H =0 el

Fogat. ntAGo s wd E o &3 2E diated p(p(A)e)EE Mg(s, H<0°) Ak 18
= B89 9% R, 2% FE(misclassification rate)o] 9 EFW4 WF9 vl& B =

< AL gujsteg ojfe] RS HAHIHA ¥ EHFTANEZ uy 9 UM sz @

o weA pe E o £ %E0l HE F A Ad dFeAE uisin, AR Mg(s, H7F 7t

T Ae &Y FAHLE 0< Mp(s, H<10] AL},

(DA &

Oft

N

FF%

Z g EAs BF sol 9% sntd 4% el FoAA A& W 2
T3 RE A8 o SAsE dFoAE5Y t5EE e v
A 2EFEC] 7HE & AE dd dF oA viy oMo Exds HEHE
e vebdnh et Mp(s, HE 27573 R2 3 439e 99 29 Zads &
A8l Goodman¥ Kruskal(1954)0] A|¢tgt o &3 X (predictability index) ¢ Zo]
PRE(proportinate-reduction-in-error) ¥ 3%-& &3},

olg{g AHHEZRE FoIX vir] tolAM T F UAe 4 £ so Y AP =(goodness of
split) & &A4%7] A% g3 2 £E7&ES ALIrIZ @t

A rl

=
=

rir

Py
=
o

Mroome o

@ o

2
%

(1 A

lo o

07]_

ofy

M(s, ) = max{Mg(s, ), Mp(s, D} 2)

ofA 4 (2)dl g3t wir] tolA 1Y T EE B so Ui B HIEE HY F
ez A3 Fo|y mir] to| A9 3 A E&(optimal split)

M(s", = 2% M(s, D

g wEsE s’z 23¥ & Atk

4 @ g% g B s E 2E YRS AAA7 AdA F 2RAH R
Rel 2 AZYTZEES BF Adstelol vk &, T Mg Adel Fysojol @k auY
1% T ERTAA GG 3 D XS W) AW SATLEL Y F, Byt FolAh @

o 2oy exEe el FolF A% BEFH Foln Ae FHHDE 4 (9F WE3
C eALEY ABe BeE Bod 2T + Ack
£ - (LD RV, sUDSHIIB, -
{(L,2), (R, 1)}, p(1IL)> p(1IR).

A3l g3 wd p(D)<p(lR)eld E={(L,D,(R,2)}’} 2 Aot I
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Igp(le)=JZD(j|R)=1 olmz p2AL)=p(2AR)ol B pFT pE FoARM golmz 93z

Eg2 zE 738 Re o4 ((L,2),(R 1} e 7F vaf & dFHTSE & %= A
& YR gusc, webd Foid B8 & A% 2EUE A O 4 3¢ T3 EE A
F glenz e Aidver 7 &

Fol vitolA 1T F e RE /M5 £ FolA AME v (mutually exclusive)q] st
Arit] & w0l W BZL AdgsA st AL 2UIEC) AFojord F2 A T syl
t}. Taylor$} Silverman(1993)2 olgl@ SA4& £FA717] e S F =3& BFsA o}
alm o]2 wjEl® M E 5 (exclusive preference property)°] 83l 7 o 3}t

i) F2 prprolA 2p(j|L>p(j|R)=oom AY e 7tA ok gt
i) 22 jol st p(IL) = p(jIR) =p; N A H2FE 7HA kgt

Ate 2Y/E QF WA A5 540l Folol ¥ F 2 TF VEAT. 0T A
wal7] fsted Foid vl roh £ sol makel 4 @ (D AR Eel ofa thgd 2ol
-

I

br g\ 81;p(AL) + pr g Szip(JIR)

M(s, )=1—
33 g Orib;j+ br ,2; OriDj
L 231 OL;bj . g:l 81,p(jIL)
= D S sl
bL 121 0rip; + br }21 Orjbj 121 01b;
br 251?;'.0;' 231@'17(]“?)
= 1— 4= (4)

br gauﬁj +pr g‘aijj g‘aRjﬂj

sguse WEF F oA A eAREY AR E=((L,D, (RD}IAY Fe
E=((L2),(RD)Y A2 47184 0T eavd &% wol p1lL)=p2R=0 &2
KAL) = 1R =008 S HALPIR =001 53 4 @ Adsk M(s, H=1& ZETh

v j=1,200 Watel p(JIL)=p(JIR)=p; o1 El £& p(IL)% p(/IR) S p; %t 2=
AS dnlue 4 F MeH=0U A5RE 2E & F 0A 22 A A AT
PYIE @ e 4 S48 BEAE AL ¢ F A

mlo
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3. ¥z 33

2-oA AHod 434

TEEE D2 EF BAR FH2 @ Fo uig t9 E
& solM SxHsTE 35 C=(1,2,...,/}8

JIE et i v 2e 2xJ EgEE 7AE
T Ao
1 2 ]
L | bu| b2 Pu| PL
R | bm| P Drr| Dr
b b by

<E 2> 8% so] o4& vy oM 2x]J &SR

o213t 434 Breiman, Friedman, Olshen®} Stone(1984)¢] #|¢tg th-&-3F & ZH F(super
class)& #H3I7IZ 3},

C1={f1,j2. oo Fmhs C,=C-C, m=1,2,....,]—1.

q71H C=CUC, 283 C[)C,=¢olth o]Sd] o8 <E 2> <X 3>3 & 2x2 2%
B2 AFAE & 9

G G
L\ Dic bic, br

R| DPrc Drc, br
bc, be, 1

<E 3> Foi B sollA F 2T o3 2x2 £EE

<E 3>UA (LRI Wt o= 3 by, Dp=p AT j=1,2,.,J2 &4 FE
WEES WS pel Bkl po= 3 p0lth <E >N ¥ & Fe] 2WFA Fold 4
Sl ¥ 5o $Y AYEE Foe BAL SEASY WEA CF G § 9RE A2 A

2

T 22 FAV g9 28ER <F 39 7 3 e Col g3 AAFHER dEHIFESE
< 53 Zo] B = Uch
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b1 30,816 CAL + b 35 8 CUR)
Mi(s, t,C) = 1 ——*= = =12, (5)

233 gl Srche,t Pr Zl Orche,

A7 Sice 7 (4, Cpol LANYE YetdE AAESoIH,

Foln B soM BRHUFE/ JA ¥FE AL Jenz ¥F Y CERE A4 7ted
AZ bE 928 2= T H1338e 27U EA4d 013 E AHEE Foln BE so B
APe s 24387 984 E 2770 BFAG et 4 B)E Folok e A& An @k

olgl 3t ANEAE A7) At FolW B so o3 FAHE <FE 2> 3 Breiman,
Friedman, Olshen® Stone(1984)°c] Twoing 7]1&<& 98 A¢e oS3 2L 2HF 2A3& A
284 71&S 1371z o

fl

Ci = {7:p(IL) < p(jIR)} 6)

2 o7t 2olh AL 3 peol FoIW AL dvisy xY RS

lo
i
o
g
il
rlo
ih)
ol

g golmz 4 ) x¥F Ct 24"IA p(CIL<p(CIRY #AE T=HETh H5o]
SIHCID= [pCIR=1 122 NCIL>p(CIR) oItk 2% 4 ©9 s A58 24

F Crl we E={(L CD.(RCH= 4 (& wFsv), Ed <3 3 Re 4%
{((L,C), (R, C}E Ze - Hl8) 2 AFHTEE @s 2 Eh

olelg Aol ZAT] J522 TEF BANA BT s BT AYEE Wses) A9 o
o3} e $YNFEL AT B

br ﬁ Orcyp p(CUL) + pr ﬁ aRCrb( CiR)
78 ,ﬁ Orcipc;t bR i Orcitc:

M(s, t,C}) = 1—

Pt = Qormz AF FR g tolA 4 (6) g8 2AY 2EF Coll A7 AH

=
=2
2g

rlo

M(s",t,CH=""2% M(s, ¢, C})
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3% 5 9
E71E A (D 94 diEd 45 S4S 2eth 94 Bl 49 2%

of disted  p(CIIL) = p(C3|R) = 0°] 2™ Z‘D(CZILM(CZIR‘)=O°I doh olm  Hdig
M(s, t,CD=1& 722 R AR zAL TFI9. £33 p(CiL)=p(CHR) =pcol ™

M(s,t,C}) =020 A&@e 23 o= F WA 242 BEa= 2L ofnao

>,1\1

243 3-dAN AFHTEZEE T3l HHELS HdFA e Agd BELUFEL Ginixl$rt
Yoo9lA £33 ueld MIEA T AL 2Hrt o] oAM= HA Shih(1999)d A 43
A} 22 7MAARE F3o Agdd Ed7|Fol HEty HdEEAHE UEFde AL Holux
te, =% Ginixl+ 9 TwoingZl& @9 HlaE $3te] Shih7t A& % Merz®t Murphy(1996)°l A
b2 & 941914 2} E (wine recognition data)?] ¥4 ZAI}E AA 72 Fo}

-

¢

i

o]

4

=

il

41. Wig3] AsEA

Taylor®} Silverman(1984) =183 Shih(1999)= Gini 7]&£22 E#H$LE E+&E Zi(the

decrease in impurity) 71&-& WElY MEZEAQE NEIA AT 28] Ad MPI V&
Read$} Cressie(1988)¢] EA4|&d] 9§t Rar|Fo] wleld HIEH S BE3E AL AYHog
AHsl7] st J=40 F 28 ;7 sp0ll W2 <F 4>9 2 MIREE AAEAG.
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
L| 40 20 0 0 L 40 3 10 7
R| O 0 10 10 R{ O 17 0 3
ohH &% S) W} 28 S9

<E 4> F &8 S]'Tq' Szoﬂ e 7HdA s

<E oA B8 50l £F 50 Wls] 2t upg3
Y ol F £ dd o 2Z7IEENA Lol AAE AP <E A B 5 UAXOl
Gini 7|22 58 © A¥T 22 AHeA I AT MPI 7|&3 Shihvt Atd B@7E
o E5¢ 49 e XP a3 $Eud g3 G EL £ 5¢ AdaA d} 94714
dEZ3 7]F(entropy criterion)22 g $7|%E v}

oldl ¥ ol s 4 (e A3} 2HF  Ci={347} ZAHzR oy
E={(L,C)),(R,C}1nz M(sy,t,C))=100lt}. 1 & 50l didte Cl=(2,4)0l22

rot
Mo
ek
o
.SE,
rr
Y
flo
<
..|
ot
)
fo
o,
e
Wi
)

T
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Gini MPI X2 G*? M
g s, 01979 0.1875 80.0000 89.9736 1.0000
B s, 02087 0.1293 55.1999 60.8479 0.7143

<E 5> JHEAEd A% A8 EE/EY @

M(sy, t,C}) =0.714301 5}, &, Agd 2BINE (1) 9N 5,8 AdaA Sd22 wetsy H5EHS
HEete e FAY 5 o

42. 432383

Merz9 Murphy(1996)o A Q183 A4 2 ¥ (heart disease) AaE AZFAHY] & . L& =3
7] 98t 270 9] FAEZHE 137kx] FH9 AZAL AAg Ado|th 137] YFUFE 79
A& AT o/ HFY Wz FHHUY

o] A8 E ol &3 AAAHBY f - FE dF37) Y3 Gini 71E2H AAH BEIFE Mo
A7 o)WAMNAAR YT BAA T} <FE 6> Fold Qlth 7 B&@7)Fd 98 JBEE 9 (leaf)ol
Al #FgEe] £ w7tx] A7l Fol Breiman, Freidman, Olshen® Stone(1984)°] =<t
cost-complexity W& Fatd 7tAX7IE FHIAA. AR A7) o 2 YR QEFE
10-folds 2 2Fe}F A (cross validation) W el 9&) FAstA <F 6>A |TJs 7HAA7)
ol 4 7 g9 £8 vl RVTHE 3 2EHES vehih £¢ 1-SE th
of o dejd YFe 49 Fol ¥ EAZF oYt Add HFURZE <1€ I>eA &

Atk 2-AA 4 wid de] F e 747 FFritoM e Egused HERSs UrE}"“E} 01]
g B PEudE FE¥HSY YT 1Y =47 150009 2¢ E471 1209 74° LeRA T
ol A 2709 9] #FAFNA 1508 A AFAEE g1 de AL Yo

¥ o r?h

r°l'

Gini M
ITd | R(T Y| ITH | R(T,)
30 0.2333 32 0.2555
28 0.2185 29 0.2407
23 0.2185 23 0.2222
16 0.2000 15 0.2111

0.2074 9 0.2037
11 0.1888 6 0.2148

O WINo | — | =
—
w

g 0.2148 4 0.2407
6 0.2852 2 0.3037
4 0.3889 1 0.4444

10 2 0.4444
11 1 0.4444

<E 6> FARARS Gini 71F% ALY 712 g B A
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(7}) Gini 7]&el o 7 () AgdE Mo 9 F

<3 1> AFAFAEY d§ 1-SE Byl s Aegy U

$N <E 6>02RE 1-SE #yo] 93 MU" F s)Fd % R oREZo gA =
e AL & F Aok a8y AgE BENFE Mo 93 YES Y HL g 7}751 RAE G F
Slew WM wg 1EE FRE AU AL <29 A ¥ 4 o @K £5@ Ao

Gini 7129 9@ <2Y 1>9 (FhelA Relsitie] R WA Qe seivtolAe] 2gure 91
@ THe majority rules] 93W 2L 8] AW W5 X,7b 0585 AAG 2 o) A

rL

ol BF 2EA4e] w4 22 d3@vs Aot Iy (b UFAE Gini 71ETE
N A S T A whejsh 2 2% wirle) 7
7 HE 7Y WFE TR ZIES S A ¢ 4 Ao

43. gAY A=

odRF HE dE 9l Merz9 Murphy(1996)o] 4 2183 €119 22} & (wine recognition
data)= olg@lole] FUE g AWelA A A A FF 2o thated 2+ 92le] X m
°‘t S54E& BAE7] f3te ALY Aot AEE 1370 A58 ®Sd ulsted 99 ‘1, 99l

g a 94l ol wiEte] Z+zh 59, 71, 48 A E A 1787 BRFoZ FAH Yok

ol zgel Watel Gini, MPL, Hol& X° $=wel 9% G2 agx At BEsFE Mo
g o JAAAR T BAAAI} <E >0 FolA Utk 4 BF/1F 93 UFEE Ao §)
#Zgol £ w7x] FAAZ Fo] AFAEAFY vlB AR Z cost-complexity B & T35}
o 7AAA7E FYsAG AR A I A& 7 YR QBFE HA] 10-folds TAEZGA Y
of ola FHstgen, 1-SE W & Ay YFe Ao Fo F FA7 FHolrh
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Gini MPI X2 G? M
kK [ ITd|R(TH|ITH | RT)| ITAIREAT Y| ITA | R(T Y| ITA|R(TY
1 | 14 | o.1011 15 | 01067 8 0.0674 8 0.0787 11 0.0618
2 | 10 | o1011 11 0.1067 6" 0.0618 6 0.0730 7 | 0.0618
3 g8 | 01124 | 100 | o0.1011 5 0.0899 5" 0.0674 6" | 0.0618
4 5 | 0184 7 | 0.1461 4 0.1348 4 0.1292 5 | 01011
5 4 | 02865 5 | 02247 2 0.3427 3 0.2697 4 | 02978
6 3 | 0.3371 4 | 02472 1 0.6011 2 0.5056 2 | 05112
7 2 | 04775 3 | 04101 1 0.6011 1 0.6011
8 1 0.6011 2 | 06011
9 1 0.6011
<E 7> gAAAES oy EEFE AT &4 2H
X10<3.725 X19<3.8%5 Xy <TU.5

0 0 0 0 1
s OF X<T24.5 O O O% X <346

0 58

O }Dﬁss.«s Os O3
0 58
Os OF

7h X%l o8 y¥ (1) Gl 9@ v

o=

Xp<2.115

X0<3.56 X,<0.795

X13<726.5

X p=3.46

(th A%l Mol % U7

<z 2> AU AE W X2 G2 a2l ALY M 9 R
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fo
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2
iul
oft
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ol
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2
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rok
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> HE
i
flo
s,

g e ke AWGE AL 2+ A ol
3 9RRE 2 e ANAT X3 Mol =g Fol Hla) oAl

9 98 A1 uE BAE T
i

ZE ZE AL 2 4 3d Shih(1999)E X% Gl @
4% Gini F& MPL 7|&0l o1& Yeo vg) SAddAs BAdE o Agadn 473
T qen, elsw 4Re AH PRz HAAE 5T A%e] e AE ¢ + 3

. X% G* g Atd Mol s AFE HE UFe BFe <A™ 2> & 5 Ak

2 dFdAME ol YgAAARAUT Y RS Astd Foz viddA 7t AN 28 S
71 94 NELE 2E7ES AgsAT AgE E/ELE FoR £l FERHESTY HFE ¢
dqEFHFE7ME St HHES S Ad3A ok WA Aoy REVEL ERHS
FE 71 & dEEA ste ASEAd F&5A FEE £ AS Aot
F&871Fo] ZFojof & nfF A} EA FoAM AgE BEE7)FEE Talor® Silverman (1993)°]
gt HiElA] HE EAS wESG. ey 4-d A £ Add EEVES T BAdAME
A A &M (exhaustive search)S F3la HHREE Mesigonz 7|&9 EF7EFE0 7M1
AE WM YA (variable selection bias) A E 72 £ Q.

¢

AnE3
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