ATEASY =S
2010, 1749, 1%, 17-
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R ASHE AT YIS BRII0] §ALTEL AGste] vl Q= WSET ol et
7V A a8 AETAE SAO) dEshe @ EE AAsklch thdFe AA Akge) thsted 7] of
2 R ET A IS Bate) min e 2 EAHQ e g vekdth
F280(: LAITOIR EF7|, RHYTRIS, HHe, HAT1ER

k-2 27 o] $-(k-Nearest Neighbor; k-NN) #3527 (classiﬁer} = 270 A AR 01:01] 4 AR 7

AzkEed Bloeintoly So) RREAN F9l BEH L Irk. AYAL NN BFIIE Y
Wgviael e nET BEAS F AT NS RES FRAtRol 2Rl oF 5% 1
E7hEe W uss MR Y BEAS ASshs wReA Pt of PHE T 5V UL

AF7 o) FoAR ol Theret A ARAHE FHT 25 958 2T A0S FeAA SIrk (Michie
%, 1994).

(feature) -0} MelT} o]Lof th& 7h 27t £7719 o=

kNN 2F7]ell = d2% dgd
A= 223 3 4EYol o8 AFE (Raymer 5, 2000; Paredes?} Vidal, 2000; Wettschereck &,
1997; Bao 5, 2002)0 A 18 H o § AL EE o) §3lo] BH7 oA Hese E 7MEAE R
She Chp MRS O] 47 59l |
FAYTHEE o] &8 EE 7o wig Mg B3 = 1990 Siedlecki®} Sklansky (1990)%
E

HE] AASte] NN EF712 AREste] o4d dobulg aAlsk=d AEE W 25 24709
A 10702 E<] Smith 5 (1994)9] 0%%7} 9lov Fung 5 (1996)& ol& Al™elald] #-gs51%c).
Mosers] Murty QU0 414 £6.2 £ £749] 942 99 £7710 485 B EAAYE L3
o}

ko] AFEA A A S

AA T
T A4EY FREVET 2
o}

|

2 A8t BRI s A4 Aol A= 3ot st
€ 8 itk ueks 4 WasE = %
Kelly £} Davis (1991)% o]z

A3t 2.1 Punch 5 (1993)2 o] 47E &
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eind B 18ttt Komosifski 2} Krawiec (2000)-& w49 7}E0]
9] 499 & 9ulE 2 Fo 2Aorslo] o] & HEE .2 Raymer 5 (2000):,% BE
TEE FALLESE o]E5le] A3 B ol Lol 3 A E SAF LR FHET Bl%-?z:
of Fohe WS Al A EgITh e e 715K o) Kol g FAlo] s WSl i
2 Tahir 5 (2007) 0] £4 -5 (hybrid tabu) G- o]-2 3= ¥hd-& A A et

PRl 2b (110-745) A& Al a3 98553705392, Aadd ety S48, 75, Bmail cspark@skku.edu
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m;wz; cen E"Vi BﬁBzE . EB; k
21+1
J8 1 Aok g2 X 74

8 ERole /189 FALRAZE U NN $i1S) H35 U4 a2 2 5
g MR LNNS BRAS B BEAL o7 AT a4, WEAEA 8 B2 o1F 5
() AU FAlo) TN MRe LTEE AdSGTh AT A BH AL Thir 5
2007)0] SISHA A70E B Rl A12H AR HEe Hedte] AANE Al REog TR}
7 A7 e 29uE e AR
B 2Re) AL the 2o A 23 A E AQ TAB hE AN AL TPHGon
A 33N AE 4709] AA A=l T A g ATE 7122 PHSH ulm sk

_4

2. Mgt nels

kNN9| 284& Fol7] A8 ¥, W3 x 2 22 o5 kg T Lk 94
Aol 28 42 71RF o ApAE G HLTF A E FAlO "EIGF— Tahir 5 (2007)] A A2 B}
FeA oA AR Qi HhEE A 88kt

A 271109 ABRSFE F 1, E A9 A9AFEY FFoleh 8k, xyw AR AR (ZSA)
o] jAR dASe gholek shab. T3, S R(BFX)Y) & nolL AL FNA BT 2
7l No B2 F3ch

0

2.1. GA Al (chromosome)2| >

A GAAE 29 17} Zo] ARELR TAR e A Lol 274 el
wjo] 12 B2 Q@+ DR gon] 7 REo| e gL e Aeh
R WA, ASAEE 9 GAAB AN BAAIAE F A9 0 B 12 JHA o]z
J(binary encoding) P& AT WY B 2 wl= 18 T8 W 49D
© YR FeL guiBth T AR, 45 A5 AT AR 0w FH w7H)E LORE 100747
9 2% ko) B 2 AT (real encoding PAE AHSHTE. F 9] ASge Ao Bhese
H40] 71528 Vehysl Waad daizle) gtol 19 B450) X% AT A WA, H e
KRS 7] 913 QAR RBolE 1,3,5,7 F S} e REE AT} o BROBL kGOR BE
B47 Fs A 018 ARt 7RI} A 2L ghoz BRgod Beo bk o 2 gk 2
2= g4 .

2.2. == 8t (objective function)

AeE Ao AF xof gt 2R fx)= ST} EEAHS E/\]O]] aEs Aoz =2
2ABT o} MElE Wgo] LB SA o TEFEE ALy F 72 Alole] 2AASLE 001 TA
AF o deo wel o2 Zhe AR E 5 itk

f(-x,s') = C(xs) —a- #(-lxs)

x o A A5 g

2.0
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Woiuy e ‘w | BB - (B lk
15270 ... forl oL S0
421340 ... 13011101 . io |3
811281 ... 420111 ... I
N { } : j } H
3ATLTE e sl o0 I
76200 .. XN IR TR T fol7
21 +1
J2l 2 =27 2o FE
c(xs): ASAZA U} HEFES
o ARHET AU WSS Aolg) 27 A% (@ = 001 AHE)
#(xs): A=A A9 AN
1. A AR A4
2.3. 7|2 £ Ci(initial population)

27| RS A4F7) Mol B (bias)7h BASH: RS YA A ofeje) AT} 2ol 2 E W
FEL (10, 100)9) N8 2 O 2 AT BHnormalize) ST

4 kgllinn (x“)
o= | . x9|+1 22)
Jmax (x) = min (xc;)
xR BEAY A AEEs
X AR A AR Ao Aarsh gk
n: & 3FEXY ¢
57 B olgale] 27] W) BEe) ol AASE AT, A 2 103 1007}

o) 7be A YNNG SYAA 27) AFAE AT k] 2713E 4 A9} Lol
A2 ATk o) 2 AL THVLN) TF S0} F 21+ 1N (F FAH Qo] x B
A 27709 AAAE TAE 2712T PO)S A4 etk A4E Aeke] e 19 29}
2.
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2.4, XA 2AHreproduction)
Ao A

AL BARABZ(survival of the fittest) T A El(natural selection)y BAS E¥el
QAL dAges i Yudzes TU AL dunt AR ez K
AR BAY P(r) Yol AASS Adsty Y-S FAsET 2 dFodMe S
WAL o) $510) 272 AV Y A9 ANE FA.
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A1) WA AN 2 AR AREE FoT o) BF B AY=S T AL
N
Fum®) = D" (0, @3)
i=1

[ AR AA iR AR Aol NS BHEAT.
A2) 2z A 2] A& E-E (selection probability) P, & Al AHzlc)

fi®®

Fom®’ (1<i<N), 24

Py(si(1) =

si(DE AR oA iAo JA A
9A3) AEg-E o) w} HAE A h’l Tu)F-Qoll BA ).
A9 23S IelFgol EAR AA 71 Az ieh X2 wi7hA] vhE-gict

2.5. 11 Bl (crossover)

e G 7 MEE Ae 27) Astd A E‘rﬁlOﬂH qe IujFPLeRFEH

B2 (parent) FAUA AL Yoz My, wud AF HESL ANZ 3# E 2FS 2}
E(offspring) & A%t WA Arksd Bdofste F ‘:‘—Er% tha 22 4 e
o]-g-3to] a3t Act.

A g B2 AN #E o= A%

HA12) W) ES(crossover rate) P& EU)E Tul&5E ARG I r € [0,112 AN A BY
r< POl WEE doick Y= wulA ¢ € [1,1- 11& SN, [c + LOA1S /4
A AE2 a@Fo M T Aeg JATth wlE r > PoojH AEE B2 gAA o] 1
= o] "

TA3) A AL 1+ 1A ARG P+ Dol BA R

YAIF Dol N7)S] FAANZ D w7hA] 919 A2 vhEHATE 24 o) RS kS AEE] ¢ H‘a 4
A2 A R BB wuj= ooz AeE Ry QA BoA kgro] thErhd Joj 2 3 e AHE
332 ktol %%fs}ﬂr‘?ﬂ RO A IR Ao g Y E IS o853tk

2.6. =921 0)(mutation)

B3} ALE = 5o A 2 dibabe JES oS FHA0R vhET o)E I3t &
AAEL A2 gol7HA At o813 d4to] Al 710l LA FAR] ohdy dPoE £ 3
8] (suboptimal solution) L} A+ (dead corner)oll WHA] Al == @ ¢lo] At o] & | 317) 93l £7]
/‘ﬂ"fﬂ"ﬂ/\‘} BE A9 EA vEZ 1A E AL PR FL 23 B¥G 9GS R EAR 0
AARE ARSE = Q). G7)AE 7HE 2] o] €5 3 Yl Y D (EE BE) EFQHOIE ARS
Fow oS3 o] 3uA| = LA of Ut}

DA SxF o2 Jek P+ DU AR A vl E g H ek



FEULI2IES 0|88 2H £-22H0IR 2R 21
E1 A8 Az 89 (=9: )
A9 R85 ARus =5
Diabetes (Statlog) 768 8 2
Australian (Statlog) 690 14 2
Tonosphere (UCI) 351 34 2
Sonar (UCI) 208 60 2

Statlog: http://www.liaad.up.pt/ML/statlog/datasets.html
UCT: hitp://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/index.html

©A2) S0l FE(mutation rate) P, ol ZA3] AR W] ES FAM| FFE ARV I
r € [0,113 WAAA Bt r < P,old EAWOIE Yot olw) AYH mET} IolH
‘VCog, ‘0o ‘I'E ¥hAXZITh WHE £ > P, oW W E ¥hA o] Jojubx] T EAA
o] HAAEC] AFd AL EddolHE AR 4G oA dej= HBF Ae2 AT
.

©A3) AdE HES P P+ Do BRI o] AALL BE GAA| ARFEol BF AIY w7
MR, MEEE R2E 2+ 1) No] Bk Aduith R0z SdAMol} Yok
HIE S %P, 2+ 1) N7AZH Dtk

o5t o] YA A4+ AW 2L BAT P+ 17 AHETh A4HE BYTL duHos
vzl Aal 2 Ak Tol SR wzbx) HB R

o] ZollAE & 7k AA| A E o] 83t 712 AT EANA AR HE PHEFH 2 =AM Al

¥ e 23te] nlastgtt. RE 22138 RE o435 ZAsgTh
3.1. AR E A2

E5 A% vIAE At Statoge} UCIS] A& Fol A ABd9] 42718, 14, 34, 6070 4749) =
E(F D)E A3

Z+z}e] 2} g ol o 3ted Al X Diabetes= £A 371 th8H(The Johns Hopkins University)ol| A} A
33 FukE Q1t]Q(Pima Indian)®] Fx=® AW 2R QAL A28, EH 9€Y, Yol 5&
3 87e) A ER A Atk RE W45 d4Y M5 0| 5 Fh(missing value) §ith
Australian & 59] 7}9) A1 879} AR ARo|Th. RE WSS o) ST FEL NURAE A
ou) g o2 WA} glon 147he] WS 5 WEY WS 87, A% Y WS 6718 BT e
Tonosphere A8& A2)Z 0 2HE Fojtye) A3 7 Folo LA JRE AT AolH 34719) A5
ARWETE TP Yrk. Ao R Sonare T ARt 2704 £5 SHFATE S B
/24 AUHE PESEA FRY ARl AR FASL 60719 SA Fasrhel e oy
A€ e E 0.078 1.09 g-& 7HAch

A ST EE A3 Aol BE EJAFES 4 200 A3l 2EF o /A ¢ad
9 A R T BAEL ANFES 80%, EAHIHEL 0.5%, Z7|EHDFE 300, HEAY
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x
ell
ET]

B2 AL LY $F 4%
=B e x AZ AT EAT 8 L EFE®)

1 7 5 0.80 19.9

. 2 7 5 0.79 20.8
D'?g;tes 3 7 6 0.80 195
4 -7 5 0.79 203

5 7 8 0.80 19.0

Average 19.9

1 5 6 0.89 10.1

. 2 5 6 0.89 10.6

‘ Au?;r:)ha“ 3 5 8 0.89 9.6
4 5 8 0.89 9.6

5 5 6 0.89 : 10.1°

Average o 10.0

1 1 8 0.97 2.8

Ionosphere 2 3 6 0.97 28
G4) 3 1 11 0.97 28

4 1 14 0.97 2.8

5 1 14 0.96 3.8
Average 3.0

1 1 32 0.98 1.6

Sonar 2 1 29 0.98 16

(60) 3 1 24 0.98 1.6

4 1 22 0.98 1.6

5 1 26 0.98 1.6

Average 1.6

T 50028 F£it}. ©, Sonar 259 3¢ HY A F-E 53] AF A S 30022 47354
. O] FEL 71&9 A2} v ZE 9)to] Tahir 5 (2007)7} Kudo2} Sklansky (2000)04 ARg
e IUE FL5Arh NEA YR Fode A5 EE S AYPE 53 $HYEE Agd
THIAEE 2R3
z}zte) AR E-L 0% E TR T ALE (train data) 9} YA 30% 2 FAH ASALE (test data) £
Yoz £yt Zh Agvich 5] vhE-g B3te] FH o AW k, AHHE W, BAY
T3 AFARY LEFE( RS AR Stoy I AF: X 29 2t BE AR AR gho] v
2 QA E3he RS B 5 dod A9 kgts s go® £33tk A AEE ¥
9] Mg} il g A o= Aol 7t &= Ao g Yeh) tE § 7 EAES & 5 Adth
F 32 ZZte] Aol Wi AG ¢ EF ohE ERIIESY LEFE (%) vlagt Zoltt. W)
o) AEEH BERIIES ZAVE w9 C4.5 (Quinlan, 1993)2} YA Q) k-NN 57|12} Tahir
(2007)9] EFERA kNN 27/ 71(TS/A-NN), A48 EEA, dlo|x|t gl volB Hlo|2EF
7}(Naive Bayes classifier)©]™ AIH g o]2]9] BE WY AL AEHTES EF AHEIHY
t}

o e L

A4¥ 3HE Y LNNOAM f3 @8 EE o83t A3 A1 A% guelEe 2R
7t BE ARNA 248 452 Btk ARSS LR FE&2 7 A5} 53] vHE AP ] 3
 LEFEoIth. |52 7571 A2 Diabetes A2 39 ZE £7719] A5 0] vIRA T, W)
N7} 242} 34, 607191 Ionosphere, Sonar AFZ o)Al &= FA &2 E3 MRS k-NNojl 283t
FEF/AS P, TSh-NN)S 450] 53] $53ch. 53] lonosphere AHE A A< L1 F
8 LEFEL 3.0%, Sonar A5 At E12)FE LEFEL L6%EA ENFEAYE o 8T &
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E3: A LdreEg e B8 gun (+2: %)
23 C4.5 k-NN HEEA W o] = TS/k-NN Al

Diabetes 26.3 29.7 22.5 23.5 22.3 19.9
Australian 15.6 16.7 14.1 20.8 10.2 10.0
Ionosphere 11.3 143 13.1 19.1 6.2 3.0
Sonar 23.1 12.5 25.0 225 5.8 1.6

Ha A 0 27 45 va

A5 i LEFE(%) A7 k
SES 23.7 4 7

SFFS 237 4 7

Diabetes TS(FS) 23.7 4 7
(8) TS(FW) 223 8 7
TS(FS+FW) 20.1 4 5

A i 19.0 8 7

SFS 11.6 6 7

SFFS 113 5 9

Australian TS(FS) 11.3 5 9
14 TS(FW) 9.1 14 7
TS(FS+FW) 7.1 9 3

A ek 9.6 8 5

SFS 8.5 11 3

SFFS 7.5 9 3

Tonosphere TS(FS) 6.6 9 3
34 TS(FW) 8.5 34 1
TS(FS+FW) 57 15 3

A T 2.8 6 3

SFS 7.2 35 1

SFFS 4.8 33 1

Sonar TS(FS) 34 24 1
(60) TS(FW) 6.7 60 1
TS(FS+FW) 58 17 1

A by 1.6 22 1

FEOE 298 A5 Btk ) EollA C4.5, k--NN, I EAM o] Huo]= WS o] g5t HE
T4 ARY BE WSHE oSG EFEFo| R Had Wg e H40 SERSS <&
15 A T 25L& 4 Yk

3 4% Al L1 2ET k-NNoj| <204 2 €-4(SFS; Sequential Forward Search) W83} SFS ¥4
= A8 AR S2 554 (SFFS; Sequential Forward Floating Search) ~12) 1 W44 e}(FS; Fea-
ture Selection) ¥} WH<=7]5 %] (FW; Feature Weighting) S A-235} e}L &b -NNE v 23l 245 28
Shal itk FolM Y LEFE(%) AHH Aprlar, kgh2 SHY AY F AYEr) 7 2 A9
ol Ao} Fx]Eolth

WA, Al GBS 043 ER77|Y RRASS Australian A EES A 9] 3 Aﬂ 212 ol A
T &5 Yoy 53], W] A7 B2 A& (Ionosphere, Sonar)ol| A] THE 81> el ey
oz mf-e Zokcy. MelE Wgo] A4 o whin uesA v ong E% AL st
E AUk 239 HFH ) k7hS Australian A2 E A9ty th2 WS} S48tk W4
WS T AHEAA HAE 98t £ 49 L EFEFH HLAFE ol g5to] BT AR
1 @3 27 33 2ok Australian AFE S A9 3 A 719 Akl A OFE WA S b3
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S48 L 7VEA), kg A g FA6) ke BRYEE Adsn. APz tawt
AR Zkg2 0l hete] A28 A} k59 FRo|) Aol Al EiEFS o] &3 BRIl 7€
o] EF71E) vlst 2R D &40 53 Aoz epdrh Al EuEFoAM 1
WA D HEA) 223k FoIA kS Austrailian A2E A)9)5HE i) Ao 71 2e) Y
3} 7+ zho] AElE of A A o7 2o Aol Ge Aow Holrh A gk 2+ k7Y AL = A or
G Fo] 712 YHE vistd AEAQ Aoz Ueht AdE WeED o] 5ol e 7H5A 9
Aol 7t B7719) Aol e YT FE AL L4 Aok
7129 HHEDY MAE At BRSO LEFET WEAS Aol 2AAS oFhS
0012 3% Arehe TP A ol et HAe) ¥, 7152 2ela kgtol B Aol7}
A& Aoz At 2AHAT ot 2 B FALTEFY B4Eol e thgs A EH oL B
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Optimal k-Nearest Neighborhood Classifier Using Genetic
Algorithm

Chongsun Park !4, Kyun Huh®

“Department of Statistics, Sungkyunkwan University

Abstract

Feature selection and feature weighting are useful techniques for improving the classification accuracy of
k-Nearest Neighbor (k-NN) classifier. The main propose of feature selection and feature weighting is to reduce
the number of features, by eliminating irrelevant and redundant features, while simultaneously maintaining or
enhancing classification accuracy. In this paper, a novel hybrid approach is proposed for simultaneous feature
selection, feature weighting and choice of k in k-NN classifier based on Genetic Algorithm. The results have
indicated that the proposed algorithm is quite comparable with and superior to existing classifiers with or without
feature selection and feature weighting capability.

Keywords: k-Nearest Neighborhood classifier, genetic algorithm, feature selection, feature
weighting. v
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