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Attribute Reduction of Incomplete Neighborhood Decision Rough Sets Based on

Decision-Cost Fusion Measures

ZHANG Wanxiang"?, ZHANG Xianyong'*, YANG Jilin®*, CHEN Benwei'*

(1. School of Mathematical Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China; 2. Institute of Intelligent Information and
Quantum Information, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China; 3. College of Computer Science, Sichuan Normal
University, Chengdu 610101, China; 4. School of Mathematics and Information, China West Normal University, Nanchong
637009, China)

Abstract: Attribute reduction relies on knowledge granulation and uncertainty measurement, thus
facilitating intelligent recognition. For incomplete continuous data, neighborhood decision rough sets
induce attribute reduction. However, the related neighborhood relation deserves optimal improvements,
while the existing decision cost deserves integrated reinforcements. In this paper, a new neighborhood
relation 1s proposed, and three decision-cost fusion measures are constructed, so new incomplete
neighborhood decision rough sets are established and the attribute reduction is systematically researched. At
first, an improved distance is introduced to produce an incomplete neighborhood relation, so improved
rough sets on incomplete neighborhood are proposed. Then, the dependence degree and neighborhood
entropy are introduced based on decision costs, so three fusion measures on decision costs are obtained by

multiplication fusion, thus acquiring granulation non-monotonicity. Furthermore, eight heuristic reduction
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(2022ZYDO0001); & #BA SCH BRI 5 42 (23YTA630114),
75 B H#3:2024-04-10; 48T H #8:2024-08-17
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algorithms based on attribute importances are designed from two neighborhood relations and four relevant
measures of decision costs. As finally verified by data experiments, the five algorithms out of the seven
new algorithms have good performance of classification learning, thus improving the basic reduction
algorithm.

Key words: attribute reduction; rough set; incomplete neighborhood relation; uncertainty measure; decision

cost
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RS SEH e U B M2 N T2 R SRR SE G B AT T Z R 5 H . Pawlak fH K
BRI JE B T AR 56 B M LA BRI R 0 S PR T A R . 0 5 A R(E B, Ziarko * R
S LR SORDRE SE KR 5 Y ao 25 3R I DL 37 XU e 566, 282 57 B AT fie /N DR SR A1 £ e 555 (B ) ML S A6
T YRGB E T R N T &M E R RGN AT E @SR KT 2R

B2 G5 S — P 2 SR 1 e SRS 4 5 Zhao %O E SR (A1 1 B8 G0 P HEST — Rl OB I £ 4R p SR
*L% Li 250 AR A5 B 2R 55 b 5 A e SRR 4 ok Ak PR BOHE 3 51 0 R 2215 B R 5E L, Gao 25 T I —
Tofr phe S5 RS 2 DA T 7 L T 5 A ke SR 0 ) P 2 T, B A O R s — R R T 2 T X 40 4 D M 24 1
B s Song 2 1SE SUBDR b SRR S 7E T 4 A L T e /D o AR AN 1 S P A R

TESE bR N R TR AR 2 R S8 A 1 S A5 B R G0 (A5 SR FOMLRE 1 7 3 R 8 5 47 B s 4k 7 {HL AR
S B P EORLRE 55 K B M R T ER A . Lin R R 52 415 B R G0N A o SROMURE 42 5 b i 1
2 10 TR 52 45 A1 ORI A 14T SR A 00 L Ak BRI A B P RS 52 45 B B JE Pk 2 1 B S A Y E R S 4%
REGRBRGZ PR —FATEZIRG PR MR E S22 BN SURE AW 3k kR
SEUOIHE R SE R SR RAE B R G B AR E A AR O R 4R R 5E 45 A0 s o SERURE £ A R L T R /M
R B E AR AREEEURE RGN RN A RIET 25 A 5 E e RS 4 1 i 5 AT
BE i, T IE AT 2 R 5k S Tt .

B SR [ 15, A8 58 £ 408 3ok pe SRS B2 M T 4B 3k 56 2%, 1T J Mk 24 i) 3 00 T DR SR A B o, (i 75
Ji ST 24 87 Bk R A AU BN 58 A 1 S RUVBUE o AER: AR AR R AR I OE R LA L A R He SR AR L
e — PR UL AR e 2 T AR S B R T A R AR SC R X B Stk i . BN AT R EEE R RR AR
H Bl 10 405 K 2R A5 s e S AR A A M R 0 R R 2 R A Al BT R AN R 1R .

V:EFE T ENE SBIHRARN, BHRRN,

|2 Cy: COST,- (13

[ 2 Ce’: COST', (1-E,) | |2 ¢yl cOST!-(1p)] |2 Ce’: COST- (1-E)

| ? Cey’: COST',* (1, *E,) | |2 Cey’: COST? - (1, -EJ)|

AR |

__________________________________________________________________________________

1 AR SRR R A T AR e 1 8 24 faf

Fig.1 Neighborhood and measure based attribute reduction of incomplete continuous information system
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P 1 Ay AR i SO R SCHI SR B9 o AR ST A BB AR = (1) AL AR 4B R 0C 28 , 5 T [H 7 4 8O0C 22 Rk 4K
02 A ARORL AR 5 (2) 51RO B2 AR B0, 4 1 26 T e SRR O B0 il M DT U L A B 3 B B IR S
)R TFAGER SR AL R, W 2 X 4=8 F Ak 1Y J8 o 2 5 2 (& 4 815
COST™AR"™' 5 7HOBTFIL ) , 3R G0 3K BUA 5% 46 40 3o e SFEHLAE 42 10 B Ak 2 20 i B

1 AE&LPBIERKRHEREE

e e U SRR 4 F 2 A S R B EUE B RS Z b SR S BR b TP ARV 2 A B R E S E B
R G0, P AN 52 4 40 S ok SRR R 4 T DA o A 58 4 A1 B 06 AR Ak BEOR 5 2% i 2k AU A5 21 40 Sk 2ok AR
B e SRR B v 08 AE M 28— 2558 2o e SR DX 3R] 43 A 30 GE DX L i R IUR B DX, DA T S B S PR
HilE o AN FEEA RGPPSR N I S AR RE B RS

BERRELERES=(U,AT=CU{d}), KB U={z, 2, -, 2} e —HIEZ HRXF L
RLATHIE R RGN B PR (C Ry & S8 B S5 B . d e SR IE ) . sl X S e e UAE
BHeccCTHREBEMBEERR Halx), BHEACCERBUTHWEMXRZE XN R=
{(x,y)EUNa€ A, alx)=aly)}), N HEMIEN[ 2 r={yla(y)=alx)}.

EX A X EEREGEERLES=UAT=CU{d)}),ccUTE 4B T 4% A=
{ay, ag, =, a, )= C LSRR

Su(x)={yeUla,(x,y)<5} (1)

Lo AR AR A FE R RGN A
AA(I’y)/i(ak(I)ak(y))z (2)
EREERRGEERENHRE, THREATRIERGERR, HAEASEEE«(IxeU,

JaeC, Halx)=%), FI, FXHBRMS=(U,AT=CU{d ) WIERE{EREEEBRLG I EELE
BT A C CH TSR SRR AL MR 5325 U/d ={ D, D,, -+, D, (B m AR 2 .
X2 HXWS=UAT=CUld}) A= {a,a, -, a,}) < C,x.y€ UL E RN

N/\(I’y): ENIZ(I’)/) (3)
alx)—aly) alx)Z*Naly)7*
j\]i(l',y): (4)
0 ai(l“):*\/a,-(y):*
HET AN 58 £ 4B 3 5 1 T 6 g 218 35k 4 531 S
Ni={(z,y)€UX UIN,(z,y)<d},ni(z)={y€Ul(x,y)ENS]} (5)

0= 0B 0 R 52 A BCK A
BRI 52 e f AR A0 5 S 2 8 — AR 9 B L I KA BB R O 5
% I T SCHRT 13 BIRER AR . AR SRR 1S JHREE T — MR 52 f 5 5 L B
Ni={(2,2)€U X UNa€A, (alx)=*)V(a(y)=)V(la(z) — a(y)|<0)} (6)
HORAL AR ) () ={ y € Ull, y)E N o 3K BIFHABBETHY T LRI B 400 0K K Sy, A5
IR 4 (BN (5) B0 S 2) R R L A i 1 0 4 S0 . LSRR (139
SR 1 4R AR 3L T N2 )RR
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TN 3 (5 S=(UAT=CU{d}) % A,5Bk{= B R

E(?(A):l,(l_Wi(l‘)l) .
Ul 1%

INEE R4 Y ao R 1 /M SR HEAAH RN, $2 1 G 45 I
;'é[l"]E‘Jf?%m%(lﬂi@)*ﬂ*ﬁ%[ﬂo X o R RS 45, XOfN Table 1 Decision cost matrix
X4 FR TC A X R A X RS ara. T g - ™
an AR BIFE R LA R AR 25 X th XE R B % HERR 43 I T
B M5 1 e S PR 3 < 2 R N 1 BT o % o 7E 93 j i

IXN[a]l ax

FivE AR IR SR T MR E D P(XI[2])

1
[[x]l F

X
* ‘ |F[§|Jo *E*E%IE*E%%#FZAPP<Af;P<ANP,Awwg/lfw</1p,\1, ﬁ[ﬁ%%d\mﬁﬁy&
X
MM . (1) A P(XI[x])=a H P(X[[x])=y, M 2€POS(X); (2) % P(XI[zD<a H

P(XI[[x2])=p,MaxeBND(X ;()#HP(X|[ 2 N)<ApHP(XI[2])<y,MzENEG(X), H, HES

P(=Xl[z])=1

;551 o= APN - /lzss\r ,3 _ /11;;\" T /15\'5\7 y= AP;‘\J - ’1;’\";’\’
(APN — Ay )+(’1BP — App ) ' (ABN — Aw )Jr(/lNP — App ) ’ (APN — AN )+( Axp — App )O
g R 2R AL b 2 M e SRR R A T B MR S A AR R ME R T R D SRR SR L 3R B AN

Kl B 53R R B n) (2)o T R A48 nd (2 ), 15 0065 B 11 408 3ok e SR RELARS 4 B G IX I 5
PR

EX4 HXMS=UAT=CUHdNIHRTSHAMO<p<e<1,IRELD,cU/{d}HPRHK
RS £ 1E DCIC 310 50 B DX s 2353 A

POSS(D,) {x|P( Din\(x))= a}

BND4*(D,)

{2p<P(Dni(x)<al (8)

NEGSA(D;)

{2lP(Dwi(2)<g)

DNl ()
%y ()]

AT LA E L DS O A

st P(D () AR ), () F YA D, B A B . ST T4y K U/ (d )

POS’(d)= U POS”(D,)
j=1
(9)
_ POSi(d)l

Ald
vald) I

2 RRRMBEEE

SCHRL L5 ]G HR T A8 52 4 4B dul e SROMLAE 4R L 412 th D SRAR A L O oy 0 R JH e /A phe SR AR ke i 7 Jes 4
L . AW E LTI A R, (1) BN 0 P AN, 125 I AR 2 55 &0 300 DA £ 57 3 Fh e 3R
AR B B B, R S S Tk 24 A B9 5 S

EXE HXMS=(U,AT=CU{d}) A, %2 D, ISR A
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COSTA(D)=" > (pedp+(1—p)dp)+ Z (pedp+(1—p)edp)+

r€POSS(D,) rEBNDYA(D,)
2 (Axp T(1 =) Aw) (10)
rE€NEGS/( D))
X p=P(Dn’ (). HETMPH I FASHIRRM N
COSTY(d)= iCOSTZ(Dj) (11)

X R FACM COSTE (o) [ R A SCHR[ 15 A9 2 LA, HRARFTAR I ) (). e A iE uf , SCilik
[15 2R B9 g S AR M SR AR FEAB I s (2 ) COSTY (d)o T EE R COST (d) ek . HRAE & X
5, A LA B R G Y BUAR PRAICHE B o OCHE T DL IR 5 = S PR 1 e A BIULR 242 1 COSTA (D)),
5 I R T2 R AR IR T SR8 B e 55 43 282 B9 COS T (o ), T 3245 I 45 @ 1k 24 ff A5 20 22 )

EX6 HXS=(UAT=CU{d}), & X3RSl & 1 &
Cyi(d)=COST(d)(1—y.(d))
Cei(d)=COST)(d)+(1—E,(A)) (12)
Ceya(d)=COSTA(d)+«(1—yi(d)E,(A))

?é%ﬂﬁm%ﬂ COSTH(d) K UETF = S P BIRARGEAT L ya (d ) A U5 T P 3 HURE 42 43 25 0E 3k, 1fii

A) KRBT HRRALG R, =& HA R BN S RGN AR RlE B0 7 A= T 4 1 5 57 58 K 08 B

it TmM%’J@rh SE X6 BB AR COSTY (d), BIAMKHIEE v, (d) FABINE E, (A ) #EST 3 Fh P o
MRl BB BD Cyl (d).Cedy (d) Cey'y (d), Heh G 1Y Cey' (d)5E ARl A T 3 SERIEE &
MR 4NER COSTS (d).Cyo(d).Ce' (d).Cey’ (d) EIMIKN L Z Ry
COSTA(d)= Ceyi(d), Cey’i(d) = Cei(d), Cey’i(d) = Cyi(d) (13)

WA MR E L 3.4.6, 144 y.(d) E;(A)E[0, 1], HILTTHIE,

EE1 (DXTREETHEANZL, COST(d) B A RAERFAME; A ACACC,
COSTY (d)<< COST(d) A 1H i 57 1] COST (d)=COSTY(d) W A f8 & 57 o (2) #F 1 2 8 H
Cyo (d).Cel\ (d) R Cey'y (d ) ¥ BATRALAE SR

WERR (1) X F ool 4, = 3 H @ X (POS . BND NEG) X FREMEES UG ERRACA'CC
ANEA P R B A R LR ) o W, B 2 ()20 () R FES ) ()| = g (o)1 5
IDjﬁnji<x>|>IDjﬂn;i(x)l,{aP(D,Infi(xn:M 5P(D/nj(x wmmﬁ%i

1% () 25 ()]

INKFR LB COST) (d) BA RALIE s 1 o SE B E 2 WK (17) o (2) BR o, () AT LAk S o4 (R
nh ()20 (x2,)=>N(D)SN(D;))=>y,(d)<y,(d), {8 COST,(d) iy kL 4k 534 ¥ ik 1hi F 5
Cy’y (d) kA A B M SR REf & COSTA (d)+(1— 74 (d)) 5 COSTA(d)+(1 — yuld)) Hy s8R K
INKEF L FBRTAS Cedy (d)F Cey, (d)BIRALAE BT E . BF XS 330 3 Rl fil 4 B8 &b, AH O 50RE Ak B8 1 1
WEZLA(17) .

B COSTY (d).Cya(d).Cel (d).Cey'y (d), PETR 1SR4 H 4 Tl BE B 9 KN B e, T 8 B 14290 4
Fofr 85 S (4 R Ak AR B 2R A T ST B T B0 S (=X (17)) B B IE

MR X 3~6, 501k 1 R IT B A B OR B e M (. BOOR LA 12 B 3R W R 3R
B 1 A R (1~5) 58 E, (A ), B 2 X 7 8 B8 (6~10) 18y, (&) B COST) (d), #EHe 3 %3 B 4 3§
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(1D LA A B Cyo (d), Cel (d), Cey)y (d ), e Ja 5 B8 (12) i i B BT 45
Bk HHEARMER COSTA(d),Cyi(d),Ced(d),Ceyy (d ).
A AREEREGERES=(U,AT=CU{d} ), % FEETHEACC.
il :COSTY (d),Cyi(d),Cel (d),Cey’ (d)s
(1) ¥ItHIL E;(A)=0

(2) forz€U
(3) % (x)={yeUl(x,y)EN]}
3 ~
(4) E(Y(A)eE,;(AH—i,(l_‘nA(l)|
|UI |U|
(5) end for

(6) forj=1:m

(7)) @(8), 5 POSE” (D). BND5”(D,) NEG5”(D;)

(8) L (10), 5 COSTA(D,)

(9) end for

(10) i3 (9), 5y, (d); Wi (11), 58 COST, (d)

(1) @ (12), HE Cyo(d), Ced (d), Cey', (d)

(12) R COST, (d), Cyi(d), ce(i( ), Cey’ (d)

Bl1 AEERFFEERES=(U,AT=CU{d)HMFE2Pxw, Hp+«RpmEkfl, X5, U=
{zp, 20, ), C={c,cepet,d B A B M 12,305 % % 3 kK E. D=
{23, 20, 25,20}, Do ={ 26, T10» T12}» D3 =121, X0, X5, 7, T11 Jo

m@l‘b&:%%& 0=20.1 ,ﬁﬁ App — ANN — O, ABP — ABN: 02, ;{NI’ — APN =1 ﬂﬁg%%*ﬂ*ﬁﬁxﬂlﬁﬁ a—

1—0.2 0.2—0 o s .
(1—0.2)+(0.2—o)20’8’ P~ z—0+a- 0.2):O P AR EET AR A S CORTE IR B
Ar={a1C A, ={c1, ) TAs={cp, o s ST A =1 ey, €55 05, 4o

K2 IAEBRRERRHELH
Table 2 Example of incomplete decision information system
U &) ¢y Csy Cy d U &) Cy Cs Cy d
Ty 250 0.180 0.30 1.10 3 X 270 0.165 0.30 0.83 3
Ty 256 0.162 0.36 0.63 3 Ty 280 * 0.30 3.40 1
T3 286 0.183 0.84 2.98 1 Ty * 0.100 0.52 3.14 1
Ty 288 0.250 0.78 3.32 1 T * * 0.80 1.30 2
Zs 234 0.167 0.30 0.78 3 T N 0.164 0.33 0.76 3
T 259 0.235 0.75 1.22 2 T1s 226 * 0.73 1.10 2

5T, A K B /MR ARG R 2 Bl AT 0 — b RERM T ERERA=A={c1, cph 03},
e X2 m] 4 12 A4 4B k. nf&(xl):{ll} 774(12 *{127111} ”A 13) {13»110} 71A 14)
{I4’110}v77A(15) {Iv’xll}v nf\(JCe):{fmflo},n[A(I7 :{1‘79111}’7/’;\(18 :{Is’fll}’"k(19):

{2} i (21)={ a5, 24 6. 210}, 0 ()= {20, x5, 20, 25, 711}, 13 ()= {212 )0

(1) fE X 30 4B A E,(A)=0.819,(2) & L 4,12 DB A A 124 %1% .



KT F A TREERNBESE TR ZEARR L AL E B R R 813

P(Dsln% (2,)) = 1, P(Dylny (x,)) = 1, P(Dyln’y (x5)) = 0, P(Dyln’(x,)) = 0,P(Dsln} (25)) = 1,
P(D;ln% (x4))=0, P(Dyln’ (2;))= 1, P(Dyln’ (x5))= 0.5, P(Dsln’ (24))= 0, P(Dsln’ (2,,))=0,
P(Dyln’ (21,))=0.8, P(Dyln’y (21,))= 0. #1184 POS% (Dy)={ 21, 25, 25, 27, 2, }o 8 BLA] LU E 15
_ [POsa(d)] =5 0.667.(3)
U 12

FEX5,COSTY (D=1, FHAILIHEHBF COSTS(D,)=0.6,COSTS (D)= 0.4, [H it B k5 AL
#r COSTH (d)=2.(4) 5 X 6, RTARBE MR A5 :Cyoi(d)=2X(1—0.667)=0.667, Cei(d)=2 X
(1—0.819)=10.361, Cey’, (d )= 2 X(1— 0.667 X 0.819)=0.907 4,

W4t E THE LM CE LR H AL 158 e, TR eF
AVA A AR R T 550k TR 3.

2| P()Si(Dl):{1'9}’13()53(Dz):{xasxlz}o Jﬂ:,ﬁWﬁfE }’A(d)

x3 IOXTHERGEHEENSHESE

Table 3 Example’s multiple measure values based on addition chain of conditional attributes

E% {Cl} {6'1,6'2} {6'1,6'2,6'3} {6'1,6'2,6'3,(4}
(COSTHA(d ), yald),E;(A))  (7.1,0,0.44)  (5.143,0.833,0.653)  (2,0.667,0.819) (0,1,0.861)
COSTA(d) 7.100 5.143 2.000 0.000
Cya(d) 7.100 4.714 0.667 0.000
Cei(d) 3.944 1.786 0.361 0.000
Cey’\ (d) 7.100 4.863 0.907 0.000

HTRIMNUARGEMHECHEREMNER., HRI1IM KD LRNE ., LT, XHPY
COSTH(d).Cyi(d).Cei (d).Cey’ (d )2 bt 2 T 4 3 i (405 508 26 A0 Ak ) i 0t 2>, 5 e 30— F 2 37
P TR PR A S T 0 55 56 R W A B
3 ETFRARROMBEEENBEHAPEE

AT IRERFESOBEEA @A R, SCHR[15] 3R AR FE 48 3 ») (o) 1Y 2k 58 18 40
COSTY (d ), 2R FHS -1 B SR mes R A7 M 2 17 . BAE , SR 3800C F NUHERIE B NS, B SR AR A0 ok el o 1) 3 b
AlE R AR B 2 X 4= 8RN B8, B TR AT AR I SCHR[ 15 ) 29 i HE JR R A7 S i iy o QAP it 4t
—iXE N

Mea, (d), Mea€{COST, Cy, Ce, Cey}, 0 €{0, 8} (14)

MW ERENSHEFSSNE IR ARFRBEA R L), -8 TR 1IOHEH®. T

AT, R TR B Meay (d)BIRERE L Mea -AR, Hrb SR A T )@ M d B

R4 2HPHXATI4MEMESEFTSHINATEZ(AFES)

Table 4 Eight reduction algorithms (reduction measures) based on two neighborhood relations and four basis

measures
BE AR R COST, (d) Cyi(d) Cei (d) Ceyi (d)
NY COST™AR (COST'(d))  Cy™-AR (Cy4\(d)) Ce"-AR (Ce% (d))  Cey™AR (Cey’ (d))

Nj COSTAR (COST, (d))  Cy*-AR(Cyi(d)) Ce™~AR (Ce(d))  Cey-AR (Cey’ (d))
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EXNT7 (XS=UAT=CU{d}) 5 & Mea, (d), a€C— AMX T ACCIHJEMIEE
R

SIG,Mea ' (a,A,d)=Mea,(d)— Mea,,(d) (15)
aEAMMTFACCHIRIENEZEE N
SIG,Mea ' (a,A,d)=Mea,(d)— Mea, ,(d) (16)

B L7, 80X LA S AL AT TH5 8 Pk a £ 1 0 5 I BR B E 43 25 M R m  E B L A5
SIG, Mea” (a, A, d) R T OH @K, W aXTAXNTJM0JEMEE TR, JTHTHRM. &
SIG,Mea ' (a,A,d)/NTFOHMBN , MaXkTFAMTFIdMBEBHEEEEBRL, AHFEMBE. RZ
SIG,Mea ' (a, A, d ) KF45TF 0, M o NEE T EMER . ok, 7 LA i & 120 1 /98 R SR ks
%2R .

Hik2 T Mea, (41 R 2R AR SEL (Mea -AR)

WA ATRERRELBRES=(U,AT=CU{d} ).

iy i : JmYE 21 red .

(DR red=0), i Mea,, (d ) I — R KA

(2)while C — red #

(3) fora€C— red

(4) HRAEF L 115 SIG,, Mea  (a, red, d )= Mea, (d )— Mea,y ,,(d)

(5) end for

(6)  PEFJEME a,, 1715 SIG, Mea (ay, red, d )= max,c ¢ — i (SIG, Meay (a,red, d))

(7) W SIG,  Mea"” (a, red, d)>0, M red < red U{a,}, 750, break

(8)end while

(9)while red 7
(10) for a € red
(11) FRAEEE 118 SIG,, Mea (a, red, d )= Mea,; (d )— Meai‘d,w(d )

(12)  end for

(13)  EFEBIE a,, 8175 SIG, Mea (), red, d )= max, ¢ . (SIG,,Mea, (a,red,d))

(14)  fH SIG, Mea (ay, red, d)=0, W red <—red — {a,}, % M break

(15)end while

(16)3% Ml 24 8] red

2R TR Mea AR, UM 48— 45 11 S P (IR 4 80K 1) o 5536 250 WA TR 4
B LR (1~8) ) Hh J& P b 51 2 B X 24 13 48 48 red WS N 22 @ 1 L 56 =8 0 (B BR(9~15) ) th @
DA X T A red #E— 25 Bz ) N B AR G SO JE M L B R AP R (16) i th 9 T 45 R . X LD BR(2~8) iy B
KAt 5K BCHR mlCPIUP, 25 38 (9~15) 09 fie K 3T 8B R 8k mlCPIUF, B 8wk 2 /9 ik /o) &2 2% B
O (m|CFIUP ).

B2 4kS L) 1A DG ECHE ), 3R 5 4 8RR A IR A T A5 . R 6JBIR T Cey’- ARSI
SEFRAANT . FEFR 6, AR XN AR 2 19 0 PR (1~8) , 3 aok d5 K JR M A B B e 5 U & 1 oy
ey, A3 BN red = { 3, ¢y )5 I THIFHB 43X 0 33 2 925 3R (9~16) , St T A% Ja 1 194 5 1) ) B3k, AL J 4% P
FE LN T OB ¢y IR BEMBR | e 245 B B P29 1] red ={ 5, ¢y Jo WLERSR 5 AT, il 2 2 FH 4R
B Z X Ak 2 TR — R B RS, 24 {4 R AT — 225 Rk



KT F A TREERNBESE TR ZEARR L AL E B R R 815

®5 SHMEINEMEAELER

Table 5 Attribute reduction results for eight algorithms

JiE AR I 0 2 COST} (d) Cyi(d) Cey (d) Ceyi (d)
N.f(ﬁz 0.12) {('vazvﬂ} {6'2,6'3,6'4} {63,64} {63,6'4}
Ni(6=0.1) {6'3,671} {6'276'37671} {5'3701} {5'3701}

R6 Cey’-ARE%TE
Table 6 Cey’ -AR algorithmic process

BB red  Ceyu C — red Ceyigii/S1G o Meay (a,red,d ) JE&YE a,
(1) @ 10.000  {cr,enes00) (7.100,6.336,2.372,1.074)/(2.900, 3.664,7.628,8.926) ¢,
(2) {c,}  1.074 {ci,cocs) (0.272,0.733,0)/(0.802,0.341,1.074) s
(3) {csesh 0.000 {cie0} (0.000,0.000)/(0.000,0.000) —

MEEA  red  Ceyiw red —{a}(a€Ered) Ceyly (/SIG,Meay (a,red,d) JEYE a,
(1) {csesb 0.000 {es ), {eu) (1.074,2.372)/(—1.074, —2.372) —

i red { c5, ¢4}

4 EELIG

BT CHRL 15T AB I 6 R 5 P SR AR, LR AR o el b A B 1 1 AR AR 56 & R 3 Rk A B R, AT &R
Gk 2 X 4 = 8Rh LM Sk (IR A 5181 1) o Ay 32 B S0 K00 a4 5206, o7 S BEAS 0 TE AN o 8 1 32 o,
T2 5 LA A PR SRR IR A0 2835020 . ik, N UCT ML 27 > 48 1% (http: //archive.ics.uci.edu) #EHL 6 4~ %X
AR TSI, AR TR o 3K 6 4B A2 B9 B i SR MR O R R 09 B KN — A #E AT AL
L, BT A AR R TE IR P LR B 390 A F B PR AL B B (B . EAh , SER A R AR M
B4 DL R X RBEALIER : App = Ay =10,0 < App < Axp < 1, 0 Ay < Apy<< 1. BIELEHFERHEA
i52.30 GHz b # 2% .8 GB N AF . Windows 104:/E R 4L i3T5 AL, IF R H Matlab 15 5 S LU i 2 .

®7T ZHWHIEE

Table 7 Experimental datasets A~
Frs BE & AR FEA B S AF IR R P AR
(a) Wine 178 13 3
(b) Sonar 208 60 2
(c) Tonosphere 351 34 2
(d) Heart failure 299 12 2
(e) Seeds 210 7 3
(f Wdbc 569 31 2
4.1 REEENITERIE
G R UE R BRI T ) (o) SBBUR R B 4 Fh B B A5 PSR AR COSTA (d) 5 3Rl & 1
B OCyA(d). Ceh(d). Ceyi(d)e H T £ KW 2, % &M E MMM A={cCA=

{c,c )T CA,=CH SIS =0.02<<6,=0.04<--<5,=0.2, FERHEE1H#17
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B ATP LR AR G SR A5 R T IR 2 09 =i tar o 72 18T 2 7b o Bl X IO A% T A, o Bl X 6, = Bl G
AN 5 A A A

EECOST),
EECY,
mCe

Metric value
Metric value

Metric value
N A

o]
(=

=ICOST’,

Metric value
Metric value
[\ S N
=] (=]

0.0 S
0,000 (o

(d) Heart failure (e) Seeds
P2 BE T 8 e R e A5 9 i 1 4 b RE ik il T

Fig.2 Four measure surfaces on attribute addition chain and radius addition chain

Pl 3 B RH 5C 45 T LSRR 4 4 B2 o AR AR AR SRR M AR/ IE R o A BdiE 4R (e) Seeds 7] LA fiE 4

FARFRIE S (0 = 0.1)
COSTY (d)=23.251>COST, (d)=11.116 << COST} (d)=11.146

Cy (d)=5.093>> Cy’ (d)=1.323 < Cy’ (d)=1.327
Cel (d)=0.318>> Ce’, (d)=0.310<< Ceé’, (d)=0.312 (o
Cey). (d)=1.603>> Cey’ (d)=1.600 << Cey’ (d )=1.657
PO ZEHLIGIE T B 1. oAb TR 2 A BE R RN R SRR 1 M5 ie — 8
4.2 AFEENDELR
B3 8 Fh A AL TE (2 A 50E 1), 55 14 COST AR R T A A /M e sk AR B E 4 T ik, O
AR TR . T I R 24 K R R KT AR 4 28R R R T LB SC T, Hrh 0 N 0 ) 1
0.12F10. 10 K T B4 36F L 5 R0k o 7 R 00 B IS S8 4615 B R G 2 AR SC S o e 1 5 2 4%
) 4 AR A 0 0 T P 2 TR IR S R 25 2 R AR SRR P 2 R S A B 306 R I
FIA 8% 15 1526 Bdli ek 3, e I8 AR b s 3R R R AP S0 5 2R UL
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BEXFBRCH 3 0L (326,820, 15%) , 10551 1 24 1 K B2 1 26 8 BT/, L v PR AR 1R e /N 24 K 2
A A S BUR B, P 3 8 T, Ji 4 AR 3 O T Kl £ 15 i 2% AR A B 3 29 B K EE 20 531 R 6.13.5.92,
6.25.6.00, it F A 6 Fp 532 19 B ¥ 29 & K R 10.04.7.00.9.50,9.53.,12.44 11.67, F L, BTA 10 F
T AR e AT R TR AR TR T el (oo ) B 4 o B30 LA 249 (4K A 4, 3 WL A 4 06 R i1 it
TR, Cy-AR S Cey AR 43 5 WU S 08 15 U AR 10 F- 3 20 T B, 356 F RS2 301 COST -AR

Ce’-AR,

x8 10FEEMABKE(BREXEH(3%,8%,15%))
Table 8 Reduction lengths of ten algorithms (miss-rate group (3% ,8%,15%))

B A X A COST Cy’-AR  Cé¢-AR  Ce¢™-AR COST™ Cy-AR Ceé-AR Cey-AR
3 . . Y e e Y- e ey~
Bl B2 AR
Wine (7,8,9) (4,4,5) (6,6,6) (6,7,6) (6,6,7) (6,6,6) (4,5,5 (4,4,5 (5,5,5) (4,4,5)
Sonar 8,8,8 (5,5,6) (7,7,5 (7,6,6) (6,6,7) (6,6,7) (5,5,5 (5,5,5 (5,5,5 (5,5,5)
(9,11, (9.5,11, (10,12, (10,12,
Tonasphere (6,6,8) (9,11,9) (6,7,6) (4,6,6) (6,7,6) (6,6,6)
31) 8) 31) 30)
Heart (10, 10, (11,12, (11,12, (12,12, (11,11, (7.5, (7,75,
. (7,8,9) (7,7.5,8) (7,7,8)
failure 12) 11) 12) 12) 12) 7.5,7) 7)
Seeds (5,5,7) (7,6,6) (5,5,5) (5,5,5 (7,7,7) (5,6,6) (6,6,6) (6,6,6) (7,7,7) (6,6,6)
(8,11, (8,11, (18,18, (18,18, (25,26, (24,23, (7.5,8,
Wdbc (7,7,8) (7,7,7  (7,8,7)
15) 15) 18) 18) 25) 23) 7)
(7.83, (6.17,  (9.33, (11, (10.33,  (5.83, (6.17,
T (9.42, (5.67, (5.83,6,
8.63, 6.67, 9.83, 11.5, 10.67, 6.25, 6.42,
K 10,9.17) 6.08,6) 6.17)
13.67) 8.17) 9.33) 14.83) 14) 6.33) 6.17)
3 10.04 7.00 9.50 9.53 12.44 11.67 6.13 5.92 6.25 6.00
K

AR SORE 10 B0 B (1 2 fT 45 S 0 FH T KNN 43 2888 (K=9) . R 9 I T 3T 9758 SOF- 319 73 20k
JE L BRAR AR PR A 43 JORG B B R AR BBOR B . 2 9 SEPR i B G F 3P 2k 2R (306,854 ,15%0 ) 1 3%
IR R, B S A DG T 6 R AR R GE Tt A A T YR S B RN, R O RS 1
AT AL 7 06T 3 il 2k AR BCHE AR M GE Tt Hy il m] LR R R O Y B RS B S B HE T - [84.729 3,
86.287 2, 85.756 6, 85.231 8, 83.717 1, 86.193 2, 87.604 6, 87.569 2, 86.179, 88.138 8] ,
Cey’-AR > COST’-AR>Cy’-AR> Xt L83k 2> Cey”-AR> Ce’-AR>COST-AR>Cy-AR> % Lt 57k
I>>Ce’-AR. 7] UL, 3 F5Bi 343 Cey”-AR ,COST*-AR . Cy’-AR 43 S BUAS e I  RAT V565 3 0 S5 S 340 73
EAMET X 1.2 5 H % COST AR W A st vk . Bh4h, 3 8 vk Ce”- AR Al T 17 1F
BLEE COSTAR B He Bk 1, B F N J A4 4 o 50 0k L AT ot O 34, 3 o 3R W b e 4B 48006 R NS
AR e . S b ARG R N BT AT i 0 B R R RO A ) — A Lt 20U A B S AR IR
W 2585 L IR I 78 A5 AR G T A 5 3 R I B A 4B B8R0 R NS T 4 L T A i e L PR 3R A T B
F I8 358 35 A IS I RTTEURL A L A OG 24 1 B30 32 ) 1 4R ELA 30 1 o AR,
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R 10FMEEA KNN Y EKEE(3MERKEIN,8%,15%)

Table 9 KNN classification accuracies of ten algorithms (three miss rates 3% ,8% ,15% ) %
(3% A R) XL X COST- Cey’- COST’- \ Cey’-
S ] ‘ CY"AR  Ce-AR 7 CyAR  Ce-AR 7
FAEITE S %1 %2 AR AR AR AR
Wine 97.153 97.5542 96.9099 97.153  96.042 97.1875 94.444 96.3195 94.4440 96.5195

Sonar 78.847 77.5468 80.9025 77.366  74.837 80.9420 81.704 81.7270 75.7520 81.7565
Ionasphere  83.148 84.486 8 83.6575 83.148 83.796 83.8425 87.222 88.2870 83.4720 88.564 5
Heart failure  70.552  75.0584 70.0690 70.230  70.253 70.9430 78.943 79.5980 80.2470 80.297 0
Seeds 92.857 91.5681 93.5715 92.857 91.905 93.5715 92.857 92.3810 91.4290 92.6190
Wdbc 96.901 96.684 5 96.3890 96.491  96.836 97.0115 95.614 97.1370 96.0450 96.854 0
FHEIRG B 86.576 3 87.1498 86.916 6 86.2075 85.6115 87.2497 88.464 89.2416 86.8982 89.4351

(B AR A 0) (1) (1) 0) (0) (1) 0) (1) (0) (3)

3¢ =)t Xif COST’- Cey™-A  COST’- ~ Cey’-

(fﬁwﬂh) it Tt Cy™-AR Ce’-AR v Cy*-AR  Ce-AR v
HiE 4 R N AR R AR AR
Wine 95.564  96.665 96.778 97.513  96.667 97.222  95.124  93.819  94.444  93.708

Sonar 76.604  77.528 80.852  77.995 76.892  78.945 80.802  81.228  76.416  81.752
Ionasphere  81.111  83.736  83.611  86.926  80.926  84.167 87.037 88.333  85.556  87.576
Heart failure  69.586  74.451  69.172  68.253  68.897  69.264  78.931 78.241 78.92 79.287
Seeds 89.095  90.567  91.905  90.952 86.19 91.182  90.952  88.571 86.19 90.571
Wdbce 94.665  95.687  94.727 93.85 93.496  96.839  95.786  96.303  95.608  95.959
IR BE 84.4387 86.4392 86.1742 85.854 8 83.844 7 86.2698 88.1053 87.7492 86.7890 88.1421

(e %D (0) (0) (1) (1) 0) (1) 0) (1) (0) 2)
A5% sk Xk X COST'- Cey’- COST?- m \ Cey’-
” ‘ ‘ Cy"AR CS-AR Cy"AR Ce-AR
FRHRE k1l W2 AR AR AR AR
Wine 93.597  94.638  94.972  92.153  89.931  94.708  93.22  92.639  91.042  92.778
Sonar 75.89  78.675 77.995 76.366  75.564  80.125 81.707 78.268  78.271  83.183

Ionasphere  80.093  83.689  81.389  82.685 81.389  81.593  85.185 85.134 81.389  86.759
Heart failure  69.897  74.857  70.931  70.575 68.92 71.874  77.966  77.621  78.310  77.529
Seeds 85.762  86.159  88.571  88.095  83.333 88.714 85.714 87.143 85.714  86.238
Wdbc 93.798  93.618 91.216 91.924 91.034 93.347 93.675 93.496  94.373  94.549

FHEIKGEE 83.1728 85.2726 84.1790 83.6330 81.6952 85.0602 86.2445 85.7168 84.8498 86.839 3
EwHERE) (0 (0) (D (0) () (D) () () (D 3)

B 84.7293 86.2872 85.756 6 85.2318 83.7171 86.1932 87.6046 87.5692 86.179 88.1388

28y i B 1 A RO S OR PR T AR OG5 O E R X P AR R ek . T R E T AR K
AR IR X B AR T, R T AT A T R M ST EAE A . A NS NI PRSI BT COST 43
Prima i, Cy 5 Ce A —@E e B LR H A Coy RA BRI L UGEBOR . FL 1 Tk
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FARM COST, Cey” F) FHAR A E F1 401 W05 St 1 XUER fl A, IR & A ek e R R 2 A 8 LA PRy . [,
Xif Lt 2 P e, 4 ez Ak B R B A BE T 4 i ok A T IR B A AR . K, Cey AR T4 25 T4B
WG FR NG B Cey XU B0, R B 5505 A 00t AT B0 COST-AR '™,

BR T R JORERE R T AR FE B S IS AT I IR] . S, DL 1500 SRR S 1 39 sk 1 10 Fh A
], Jd, 1B 3Ca, b) 43 i 2 B/ B HE AR 5 R BSOS 4R W As B IH] . 7E 25040 48 Tonosphere 55 Wdbce Hr,
BT NS 4 FP Sk A 32 S ) D 25 H LT 76— G000 i 56 1 N A 4 R 50k 1 32 S T O A1 7 A
Bl b, e 10 R 1 as SRt (R 22 BE JF R K. PR OG T 3Rt LU 80k, 7 o B8 ik DA 3380 Bsf i) >
AT AR .

o o Bkl B COST, 300} mmm & YE] B COST?,
) . Cy, g2 EECY
CICOST’ mm Ce 250r cmcosT?  EmCe

« oy, =To2) 2 200L EECY =3 Cey,
E 5 | B Ce, = m Ce,
'l.g = Cey’, = 150k = Cey’,
) )
1§ 10 500k
Wine Heart failure Seeds 0 Sonar Tonosphere Widbc
BlRE Heyade
(a) Three small datasets (b) Three big datasets

F3 10 Fp AT I8 17 I A] Ho A

Fig.3 Running time comparison of ten algorithms

5 HRIE
Ve S RURE 2 K FLJR M 24 (A7 45 R TR 5 4% 16 S0 25015 1, 2 495 1 S W o e A B0 850 437 L AL L T 11 A

FWFFOE AR IRA, BRI A JE 22 b B R BLAE : 4006 R A 3 2 BB TS . I
o T Rk B S T et ) B PR T AS A) o A X S R, AS SCE Se 51 A KT N 2k T R R
HERY AR IO FR LA 58 5 AR S R SROMURE B , 1208 TR R LA S5 Ak PR 5 £ % 2 K 5 AR T R R R
AR AR B2 10 S50 A 1) 3 0T A1) S A R 5 T R T A/ AR R SRACUAN M 2 X 4 = 8 R X
JE Ak 2 B Ak o i KON B S U YR 1A B E R R R 24 R B0 A A AR R B A R 2 R
T2 Cey"-AR) HA SUF (1 43 BR0CR o % T S B 107 FH 4R 114 00 &0 ik Ak 15 il 4 88 42 ) TR B0 80 5
SR, T ST R JE 29 1 b LR R G A TR R S oy 2 o o MSGRLIL B AR IR AL S
Z AL RE 5 T TS A e 5 100 FH 40 i, 1y T R T I B9 PR o O T R SR e R D 1w, AT AN AN € A ik Ok
HRYBUFE, % 08 = SR RS AR ot 5 U A BE S 45 21 R4 N T Z2 R 5 B R 50 (46 2R
FRASGEMEMFERLAS).
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