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CIOIE] OOl'E OIA

iid, 248, SVM 27 &12|5 Hlu 244+

tlole] uloldollA dlolE|E AgAoR BHFHuA & uf Yol Alsln e ¢
Rl EE AA El AEAA EFAS S olnsdh ERA N2 = darE
BUF71% F9 sty CART, Wl 73 £28 43858 CART 230 A%8 &%
Zb, 281 SVM B/ AHE vl w3tk CARTE 234 4 o ¢4 & AEE /1A AA
T dlolHo wtet 448 ERAV Ohdstel B s ohE @3 L AT Yok wekA
ol2]¥ CARTS W< Bad w7 =& 2oy due)Ede) 23S S5 E5AE
Adstn 2 Aol disl F7sAch 28 22 Eo] EF45 S 930 e SVM
9 ERAsIx v AT 4 o) 93 B R a € 7HAL AR YR
F4ste AR} 7HA = diolelg Ao 2 2{ A% Soludtt 2 A% tﬁlolﬁi
= aézm A FEY ‘|"7}' AL A9x SVM 2HA%5c] Holde ¢+ AN

b

o

T, 32ge) £ BE dele $29 FueEe 25450 Holkon), volge 3
& m & Ashe A%t MRSl ERASe AoILE T £ AR

880l dlolEiuteld, JAZF YT, M7, B 2¥, d3eF vla, CART, SVM .

A #4 d T ol ¥ Vg4 R FUEt oy o7 A LEst 9
3= BEE Fole €92 dS YA Ut vlolgnleld 712 o2 & Ab3tel A
chFe B4 P AN tiolEol A B 4Rshe] Yok FBE dojule
b =55& &0

toleinto]d 719 & o] g3te] EFEAE A3t A T o 238 EAE F2olA o
O|E1 & o] 83l ZXRWULE M H ST £ e BRAE YA Aotk AA 2 1
o] € UM‘?!oM“ r«}%if_ TR71YE AAFL dod, £eE o3 BF/UE o] &
ste] N2 e 548 7 £R289) S4¢ aRHoE 3o ¥ 4 Ak 2FY o

* 2 AFs #IRRAY ZA7 2 A7 (AN E: R01-2004-000-10689-0) A QL2 S5 -2
1) (FA1A 2 (100-715) A&A 57 BF 37126, FFuletr SAs D 24

E-mail : yung@dongguk.edu
2) (130-071) A2 Al FHET 55 YUY 45 DNIFAY, A7 4

E-mail : ulgi@dni.co.kr

3) (100-715) A&l T BF 37126, $Fcietm A% ety
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2 7HA BF 71 F dlolelg EAA 2 ENAA EF
Y22 & Fojok Bt} g &o] FoA dlojg EA W&
28 A B2 AR =8 JulstA =y 2o F3
et B Aol A& dlolg vlo]doll M AMEE T Y= A8 7HA] £/ ¢ngdES A
£ 3lo] tiolEle] EAolY dHe BE AAHY EF <1 E |
Agezn 2d P4 AFA el AT 238& 43 T 7 UE
utol Yol A A T3l £F ¢1EF 5 AT Bayg gdueEo tiF Frhe ol oY
A 5(2003)°) i AAE Qi vl R F A Ade] 419 dlo]Ejnte]de ZAE 3
4317 Y3 @ol Ale-3 CART+ dlojelo ot A" £FA7F & EgA 3
= 948 7HAT Utk o)y GRS AEE /P st uj A = B A
o] A2¢E B3 I Asol MAAEY Ty AXE 7| JET ¢
&40 wel BFAE At @2 A Zho] ARATE E3 o] AL Fo)
o dolE 7} & AR A & A AGAA 2 djolejol 2t &3t JFT =
& ke dFEE AT Aok melA B A3 H 2 o fHold ERAdsLE
B 7141 -+ SVM(support vector machine)@d 18] &S w7 3 2% <4125 S CART
of AFAIA QL EFxte} vind] 1z dtoh gue ol e Hof AAE AHS F
X EIE F2INZ Sy 7)o 7HEEA A H3tazt g

fe

3t

£

[>
iy ot rlo off & du

SEZ L

2. JAHZEUR

A E B U= A AHE A F 2 (decision rule) & YF T2 2 X E3}3te] E 7 (classificat-
ion)$} ol & (prediction) & F 3t BAYYolth o] WYL EF Ex A5 AAH v
S3zol % FEF A M REH df 7ol b2 B S A dFA7 2 B
g YA osst A 5 ks FEE M % AAER UFe g EL
g 7]1&9l w2} Kass(1980) 7} Al +3F CHAID(chi-squared automatic interaction detection),
Breiman 5(1984) ] #] <3t CART(classification and regression trees), Quinlan(1993)¢] A
Q3 C4.57} Qltt.

B AZgAE 8 25 71HEY A5 vad] 98 71&9 JAAR YT ¢
FolA 7H% del 2ol WY CART €38

= Z2 AHg3hgth CARTE & ALR A
28 AT o AL E Sto), Y Wl AURFE /MY FLAE AHEFE 2T,
dEuse) B Jlzde FUh A9 9 A5 2R 2 720l ek 44
wESO Al 7 & WoE HEPoEH UE T2E YN Utk YA FAE

AR YA Doh A FH(overfitting) & FA I RHESH FEAAE /MR Y& ==
7} %) 7) (pruning) 3te] Aol A ZAUTE A=t} CART) thd B} 23 gL
Breiman 5(1984)& #=3td "ot

CART+ 23 sj4o] ¢ AL 7HA 2 YA ¢t dlol g0l wetA] A4 E /A7 o
Fste] BEAITHE BAE ZHAT Yok o] d CARTY TS Hastd Hrp ¢
A ZARYTE Y F&uA AMEL Ee AR Y = Fag GuEFol A
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22ERY U)olg o(x, L1

Ex
A #2298 G0l || o(y L @)
. 25(x)
W ERA

3 AEY oOjojE o(x, L(T)
EOET

Ki2obi=2

Hiolel 7} 2F o2tk uld Aol A BRAte] WsAdol 8 Ffodls d&xle] HEA
€ FaA71 22 R2EH(bootstrap) WHE T3l EFAE €2 & Ak ol YA
Bl 7 (bagging) €8 Eolet &tui, w) 42 2 E %) 2 (Efron} Tibshirani, 1993)& o] -&
gt GAHE 71 0 2 Breiman(1996)0l 2] 3] A 7l= glch

W dneld AL 28 310 e} Qe AR Ak fA 2Pz R 229 B
A& ol o E] (training data set) LA B4 T Yo FEol o5 RAEH B4 doly
£ AT ol T P& T BRI TS RAEY £4% vlole| & A%} Z
Ztel RAEY BN R tojEo] Agd & dnE(dE €2 JAEAUR)E A 83
o FYERA o(x, L) E B3 TAY dd 272 A o(x, LY),t=1,2,--- , )& &
£k o2 E &Y FRAE Aste PHolE BE H47t 9458 o o) HF(average),
HEYd i+ o3 FX(majority vote)E AME3ch o] g A Agso] FAH BEAE 0
B 2572 (ps(x)) et &ot.

Breiman(1996)°ll o] &} &A1& ol o] €] 7} & <H4 (unstable) 3t} Wl 7 B F 219 A%
< BAA &5 A5l F4HAAY 28t £4 8 tlo]E] 7} kA A (stable) o] 2HE, w7
AL FHA doiz w7 BFAE E4L dolHoA dol Y BEF 29} vl %3}t

4. S4E 27K

RAEY AR PUS A% RAEY BEo] N SYHo]7) njgo] A4 BF
A7ee) dBAel gtk 1 Ao B AL 22 £5Y A6 o YL 7}
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Ha 2= Hx)=signl éla' 9]

—> h(x)

1EE 24T

Gl ol E

—> hy(x)

AL oJEE o Z EHee Ao 2 EFHE Ert ol g A Mgl ARE
¥ o] £ 2" (boosting) &2 Folrt.

By adnelEo A AL 71 A 84 (machine learning) A0l A o] 2ol At} 7] Al
St A7 o] 23l AlZ <+ Valiant(1984)8] PAC(probably approximately correct) 3H&
_‘i'."él(learning model) o] o, Kearns3} Valiant(1994)+= X222 oF 2 F(weak classification)
g1 &L A5t} Schapire(1990) = < EHFAIE S L2808 53 7 E5A2 ¥y
g5 9 %—% E.S’i__ﬂf], 22 %ol Freund(1995)+ Schapire €1 8]&2] A3 & i%%}-oq <]

9 4 &= "% AR St Aotk A S BAE dioE] #&3e] MMEAe Y%
ol q AlZsto] BExlol o3 SREH BEGL L /EXNE 21, FEEY DAL
v 2 B IS XE RogozA BEYPEY A AR FH old HHFL F
3 717 AZRY BEFEC o3 AR 7H5E BAE velEzt 42 o, 75
A7t 2718 BEgke] ol AEA Fo2y BRI JE F2HPL 9 A BRIEE
gttt olu) o)A BAL dlolEolM EAZ ARAH 71EE 24§ /M5 dlolE e
21(4.1)3 o] vighdoh
Dy (i) = Dt(i)ezp(_z‘:tyiht(zi))
714 ie FEAE JeUY (= BEISE JERIT D)= tAZANA iR #F&
2ol 3 7LE A o) o] o= tRA A HAE diolg A ZHE Aol =¥y Z A

0.

2gHd Ra® FnEE AL
e %‘J'_E!%‘——% 1Y 413 Zo) 793 vehd 4 Utk Ray) e 23 2
528 Aoz A4S, BAS dolds o) dd ERA $9¢ o s s 3
/\l-E}]

(o]

=1,2---,n t=12,---,T (4.1)
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i

EEAWSLE Ju)sct Z,+= A 73} 2 ¢ (normalization factor) o] t}. o] 2] 3t A & T3] WHE
3] FER 7‘]'94- NEAE AW AR AE EFA H(z) = sign[Y 1., achy()]

5. SVM 22x}

AER 710 &8 duFo] tlolee $40 mat FFAE Adsted B Al
ol éa“:} T3 o] 4R Eolghe] A5t vzt & FARA e AS AUXA
A 2 dielHol T o &3te] T 2THE AN T & Aok GZE 7T Yk oY
g dFg HEst] A8 Dty g o]8F A "L £ SVM(support vector
machine)“"ﬂ%ou sl A Lol oA} sty SVME 712X o8 & H=2 72t @27t
E& BEHsts whdolth o] B2 Vapnik(1979) 0l 9 8te] HEH vl Qlout M 2o 944
oF 2 *é?% AR A 5o, Vapn1k(1995).»]— Burger(1998)oll 28] 2 A7/5 1 Yt
SVMe] 2H2 Fojx B HolEHEL 7153 B = 7o Aoz Beav|s A9
Z % H(hyperplane)& 3= Aoltt. SVM /A th33 22 A3 AA ¥42

N7 e AAE o]FR BRI, iAx ARE prle] BiL2 o] 2o]A WE x, 2 B7)
31 olo] thgdle BEH MFE 2 BV8IAL WR g7t 1 e -1 9 F 7l HR2E
At 3 F HFE TR T 2RUUL B3] Yol EAUL GU)H F A W

2] 2% 9 (separating hyperplane)& H : w'x + b = 0 3} Zo]
UERAZE 2% 51004 o] 2H AL H A £ W (optimal hyperplane)ola} st} oluf 2 g
ZFUAXRE 7P/}v: BE1E M AR E A 2380 7P e HE -1
7HA AAE Avk= 29 Alolg] AglE 2/|wlolth (714 wie B9 dojE 2= 2
W3 A 3 st A E °] t}). o] A& vl (margin)o] 2} Stct whetAd AE SVMLE 4)(5.1)3%

\J

22 HASEAE 3 AL HASA A& wo bE ZE Hol B o)
mew2w
subject to  yi(W'x; + b) 21 (5.1)
HAg 2AE 27 98 2 da2A ALE 2Ystd FaBA BLE SRS

wel bE 7 + Ut SVML 4 diolej7l A8 27 753 o~r°ﬂ-‘é Adgse
Argoll o3 HAe 2HAE FA3= FAE AFsA SIE o] AL EAZNeR ¢
A E FFAZD 2N YA i AATE R A S of -T’—?‘}'?_?-l A ALY
oAHEE @ & Atk o|FA AHRHE= Ad §42 & RBF A, raF thd# 4, Sigmoidal
Ad 5o] Al&5 11 9 tHCristianini®} Shawe-Taylor, 2000). o] €4 A H SVM EFA}=
A 2% B At AAA FEAQ FHo] ofd HEZ o] EH Z A 7
slo] gaieFol 7hEE °L—’F Ak =3 Ay F7he] vAYg A 2 A4E ER F

2282 A8+ YA Eﬂ-v-‘:} vy °1216¥ SVM° @*’—‘747} 51H3}L 737- éézl
Aol ch3t ol vl &7 WlEoll 25X 7} gho] HAT Ago) M ZHY FFA
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optimal ~ ) ) suppart
hyperplane ‘"@ : veclors

~ : ~L e
R o - ;@“\
- ) . o . . _\
Oringin B, .7
! \\- B .
support ' 3@\ - Mdiaki
veoctorg

3P 5.1 Ao Hel 294
HAdo] o2& A o] Ak SVMe &3 712 ] 3 E2 2R F(2004)& F1sl7) v}

S ANE S BF ol B2l s ® 2$ ol e Husei: H A0

2>}
q}fr ér()]l

2HUE Fe o AXE HE(support vector)d] X & 7)stetA o 2 e Aol
Z 28 299 golt AAEo] AXE HEjojr}.

(=

12 & 22

doflA dEE 48 FFY EFAE 47 oE FIEE A Atk s 35
& gled dolEHe A0 v 7 wpet 71 AFF EF G2

Aol a3t weta LollA 493 CART, w43} 48 ¢12F5E

et 2522 SVM ¢8| 25 Ad5S AA dieolg A {3to dlolH

LA e 7 dudFy SAE MINEES FAh
2 AFdA AMSE tolEls SR U/ A3 YA AU AMES R, Z dlojEY &
Aol wtel CART, CART 23 35 W& o] &3 w7 n Ay ¢ned 35, SVM ¢
T2E F ol Aol ol ERFoz 2 Y HeAo i LolR Ty I EAo e
< Fold 1z} stk duElEe SA vl g A AR E dlolel UCTL dloj8 34
AN &3} th(Blake & Merz (1998)). 2+ tlolE1 & i3t S-S &3y 5, EE
o ¢, dBAS 5, A5y Aol 1Ry vigd] £ AKX &4 {5 Wt &
6.13} Zro] VEMYGITE. A E o AMS3E dlolEl& F 28709 AA dlolgelth wi P} Ha
BHE o]83 oA AAYUT FAANAL SASEZ TP 2] Enterprise Miner(SAS/EM)E A}

6. &) GIOJEIZ 0188t 212lE
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I 6.1: dolH 54

) R D Al
2 | 3R |92 |s|32)|2 2 |2z 939|522
dlolg) & |as|ws| 8| 8|2 dey 2 |us|ws | gy s
g | & | 4 |wla]|x g | 4| & alala
% &% £ 2%
glass 214 7 9 9 X X auto.map 406 5 7 7 X [
segment 2310 7 19 19 | x X shuttle 43500 7 9 9 x x
ionosphere 351 2 34 34 | x X nersery 10343 4 8 1 7 x
iris 150 3 4 4 X X ringnorm 7400 2 20 20 ] x X
letter 20000 26 16 16 | x x twonorm 7400 2 20 20 | x X
austra 690 2 14 6 8 x sonar 208 2 60 60 | x x
breasts 699 2 9 9 X o hepatitis 155 2 19 19 | x )
wine 178 3 13 13 ] x x vechicle 846 4 18 18 | x X
blance-scale 625 3 4 x 4 x car 1354 4 6 2 4 x
german 1000 2 20 7 |13 ] x clever 303 2 13 6 7 )
heart 270 2 13 6 7 x led7 3200 9 7 X 7 X
labor 57 2 16 8 8 [¢] credit 690 2 15 6 9 o
Z00 101 7 16 1 15 X vote 435 2 16 x 16 o
bupa 345 2 6 6 x x flare 1066 [ 12 10 2 x

£tk dAEA UFe ZE PP SAS/EMAA ATt UEE FHE AHEEHA
th SVME Alg3to] 74 o]t MFE 71A A8 E BN T ul A gEHE HHoEE: ¢
o] Y (one-against-one) H =W U th th(one-against-the other) A 2% F 7FA] wdo] AUch
Weston ¥ Watkins(1998) 28] T Platt 5(2000)o) &5 duid Aol o EF2 ER A5
< 7N Y gt A2H e AV B Ao AAFHT ok upety B =F A= SVM
9 o3 F70 dolA A g S AMS ST E3 SVMAA AHE B 5 & o
7}A Ad &4 3 RBF AL P4E AHE st 2 & Pt AAZ2 ALE AZE o

e Ad @< 98 a2 2 S oA g2 Aog de A 9 (Saunders,1998).
W43 a8 g8y SVMe] &1 eEE vla BAS] Y3 7102 LERES
AHg-8tth. CART, w7, 29 SVM €12Ed 2LE8/E&2 B4 8 dolez 23S
HA% T P18 (testing) ol & B HAA &A%t &, EE dolElof o3 &
Y& 7

oX

[0

A4 tlolHl & 70%2 H7h4 vlolEl & 30%2 223 o 4L HoH2RE =2

2% % 714 dolEo] 7248 282 AEAA LEFEL AU ¢ARA o8
582 42 oA F e volHE 85 & o] 27132 th2A sle] E4% dlolH
9t B71& volel 2 2ashe 2L 109 Alv"v}ai Z A Yotk 2y 2&3 HY7HE A
Aste) L EF-E2 AMNSAT & 6201 Vet 2 dolH o] ¥ L EF82 7+ Al
o Al4rd 107) 22572 BFolth Breiman(1996) R Optiz2} Maclin(1999)°l 2joll ¥ 7
3 RAge wELE 25W0] D m7kx] LB Rgo] Mol HYAT I o] Fole 28
F&o) Zao) ¥ J%e A GEvhT ALH D Yok whEkd WA Rade g R
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E 6.2: CART, v} 7, 28 SVM] 2 2 F& vl

tl o] E] CART 7 ®a® SVM | doH CART w7 ¥28" SVM
glass 0.279 0.173  0.200 0.273 townorm 0.194 0.053 0.073 0.021
labor 0.165 0.105 0.183 0.327 iris 0.069 0.064 0.062 0.026
austra 0.173 0.141 0.144 0.335 letter 0.147 0074 0.039 0.029
credit 0.166 0.136  0.147 0.142 led7 0.273 0.267 0.270 0.265
autompg | 0.032 0.030 0.044 0.034 german 0.310 0.251 0.254 0.248
hepa 0.160 0.141 0.217 0.225 wine 0.077 0.052 0.071 0.027
car 0.125 0.098 0.028 0.039 blance-scale | 0.197 0.146 0.200 0.102
segment 0.051 0.049 0.010 0.067 breasts 0.059 0.044  0.051 0.035
shuttle 0.003 0.002 0.001 0.002 vechicle 0.302 0.257 0.223 0.160
flare 0.251 0.252 0.237 0.247 heart 0.245 0.200 0.206 0.175
nersery 0.106 0.105 0.037 0.017 || sonar 0.295 0.254 0.223 0.176
ringnorm 0.129 0.087 0.123 0.016 || zoo 0.127 0.110 0.094 0.043
vote 0.043 0.043 0.043 0.042 clever 0.219 0.164 0.215 0.159
bupa 0.306 0.278 0.276  0.269 || ionosphere 0.089 0.081 0.120 0.057
A PAsteY ojA 258 ME LS T E Frh E 6.20014 A A3 287) o] B u)
A% B2, VMY LEFEE 1 & 25 1870 elEol thalA SVMe] @ $H gl
$2e g5 At 6702 dojEof tisiA = i LEFEol ¥UL U A 4749 ©l
olEfol ML RAe) SHRGo] WL & 4 Ack vlolEo] S4o) e 7 21
2l&o E5 A ASE7] A Z dolHoA 71F 32 £ R &S VA= ¢ F
2 BE W52 FoAnh 231 UA dolHy S4S Yshie SRdS, Bagty 49
JEasoA U3 949 A5 Aee) 25 FAAE SYVS2etel 18 6154 2
o AAFAUFE FAHAT 3, 1Y 612 7 ARAN 7 ERAF S5 2
B2 BENSE ST JAARAURE B4 Aotk
619 A AR IR Q=9 @ A8 thREol SVM AR E vhehgg ¢

a3y
£ ik mehd BEAERY 47 AT ASA7 ZARA FOHA SRS 57} 67)
ughel A eE SVME TS BRASC Aol & 4 Aok ol B ALARRE SVM
277 A5 J%E Yol W ke A €5 AT KU LR G0l 22 A
= o 47k e A% WA Aol HoiA o 78
5 2AE AAHD 92E 2 4 AATH 29 6.18 AW O w2 $2
2340 257 @0 =E2 EEHUSS ¢ 4 Atk B BB ARE) 57 B
Aee oge ¢ %

b
lo
N
g 2
2&,
3:
0
®
. 2
Hu
2
_g
la]
}ﬂl
L
o
o C
1o »

b4 Qoh AR gEe A AR
715 ZANFBZ o B33 diolE oA £
# REoA A 259 57%7 M2 AR
W7 gnelEel EHT AL ¢ 5 ALk
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233 R4E 9%
3% 1

2 143 4
® 1 24% 6
A 100 2B

=

e4% ALE OES E33 N4E QED
3 BBd% 13 3 656% 6
2 00% D 2 (TR L2}
1 31,6% 1 1 DD% D
AX 100% 19 AX 100% ]
|4H

RN REE VES £3N RYE Q%S

3 833 1D 3 @ 3

2 0,0% ] 2 0.0% D

i 16, 7% 2 1 B7.1% [

A& 180X 12 R 100% ?

<55 Fe55]

AL AR YR e NYE Ond
3 8ppx 9 3 5% 1
2 0o% D z 0% 0
1 100% 1 1 80p% 1

AM100% 1D HH 100% 2

® @

%1: MIRHA, 2: #2220 PFA, 3 SVM 54

2961 TS WDE J ANAHUE

7. A2 U $SH|

2 zedAe dolguloldelA ALH T Q& dal 7h) £E/NEL dolH &
Aol B A5 & RAuGT W RALE CART, CARTERAl #2228 &
52 AUAA AT LR}, SVM E5AE ARSI9Th 2 A3 5 287 AA) ool
ol A 18708} clolelel Sl AA SVMS) £ 5 4ol AoNdE ¢ 5 59w, uol
670, 4708l dlo|Elol AAAE 247 AT HAm BuAEY ERAES] RAGE U 2
AGeh ol AHE ko2 HoIE) KAl Uk A NAAULE BE A3t BE Aas
S7h oA 43 AEA7F 2AA FE AP SVME BRSO Holde ¢ 4 AT,
BEAEY 471 Be A9 BA® @neE 450 Folde ¢ 4 Ak AEA}
2ASE Ao Mol OB F /Y ¢nad v EFAsel BAVL ¢ & A
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whetA] o] e FEE HRL R vlojHY S4E

o =8e £4 5 AL Tk ﬁ#zﬂ.
a2 28709 dlojElol tid AE &4 EF ¢

& 77t de & Aok FFole o B2 dolgs 54

2R ¢ugFe] SA4olu Y S 2AEHE 2ol €83ith

FAo|} o] EF T AAHFE W N EFFTE I
& A

oz 7 ¢1eEe vlu FA% e Ae FE FAR

% l-n

4 e
to
o
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An Empirical Comparison of Bagging, Boosting and
Support Vector Machine Classifiers in Data Mining*

Yung-Seop Lee?) Hyun-Joung Oh? Mee-Kyung Kim®

ABSTRACT

The goal of this paper is to compare classification performances and to find a bet-
ter classifier based on the characteristics of data. The compared methods are CART
with two ensemble algorithms, bagging or boosting and SVM. In the empirical study
of twenty-eight data sets, we found that SVM has smaller error rate than the other
methods in most of data sets. When comparing bagging, boosting and SVM based on
the characteristics of data, SVM algorithm is suitable to the data with small numbers
of observation and no missing values. On the other hand, boosting algorithm is suitable
to the data with number of observation and bagging algorithm is suitable to the data
with missing values.
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