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1. FANE

=a2—F)VXy bU—2 (Neural Networks: NN) %, _Z—2 3B, 7F7R¥ V7, BWL 2T A,
BECEU, RRIITH, BSHER EOMHLBEOSBFTELAAShTWES ), BEELEAME
NTWD=a—FNFRy hU—21%, Ny s Fu,y— 3 (Backpropagation: BP) #ZRIZFIMA L1z
BMiHVEBILDZ74—R74TV =KXy MU= THBH, 20Xy NI —s gL LTEY, TRE
Da=y b, BLUOHENRTFA—FEREBELRZ2TNIERLR, =2—FVRy MU —2 OFHREIIHFE
FHHORBRILBEZEVICREL TV AORBERTH S, MEOHBEICEUERBRR Y NU — 7 2K
THLHITT, MELRITHEBRERVIRTLENDY, AEFEDL LVMEETHBIT Y, DL 5 EFE L
WRBEEZART BIEHDOFIEL LT, Xy M= HEEREM T V2 Y X4 (Genetic Algorithm:GA) %
RWTRELT 25D BERINWTVAS, KEEARMELH I BESK LB L NEL T3,

Bifl, BCAR=2—7/VX v hU—7 (self-generating neural networks: SGNN) 15) A3k v h 7 —2 5%
HOBSSOIDIZERZHED TS, SGNN it Kohonen D B EARMLHIE (self-organizing maps: SOM)
D EIIRLIZGDOTH Y, BA¥E (competitive learning) 12 & Y HBARK= 2 —F LA (self-generating
neural tree: SGNT) Z4K$ %5, SGNN O & ) RB=2—F VAR Yy hU—2 X Racz 519 R Li 59
KEVERENTZ, ThOIIREM L TEMEZRNRHBELITVEED, =a—F1Fky hT—20%EBIcE
TOMERE L TALRTWARES-TEES L =2 BREELRY, LHLAERD, Racz bROLi bIC
Lo TRRENEFHEIFBRER EONRT A —FITHECBETHY, R"FA—FZOREICLVELRD
ROBRKIBIZELT B,

SGNT 7T ) X ABFIBRT —F AN D EE=2—FVARE BBIMICERT D120, 15 A—X DR
BILER L, BeFART —F 25X TRBETTE, ZOSGNT 7A=Y X ATEANICHEER Y 5
AZVTTNIY XL THDED, PER/FAFZY V7BECE L Tl =2 —5 1%y hU—2 k
D HLEEICEF LT, BRERREZRTIEBMONR TS Y, LasLiedd, Hifiby 2o BP &
(T, BOBERT S TRRVE V) bIF TRV, 22 Thald, REBF R F 55— 054 580
BE (ULRERE) 2UET OO —FIEL LT, SGNN OEERAELEND ZF A LI E%D SGNN iz &
BT VYT NVABER=2—F VR y hU—2 (Ensemble Self-Generating Neural Networks: ESGNN)
ERRLIY, =a—I Xy T —2 1352 bhedifliT — & 2 AV TEB 2T, REDOF—& 12kt L
THZOHFHADEUEZHHT 52 LN TE S, 22T, REBF—Z T 5ESENO - L 2L
AEH L FFS, ESGNN TiE, /28T 2 b Y v 7 TEIMICAR SN B SGNT OEIZE % b 3 I —
FORABIAKFTHZ LICEB L, T —F LOVBRT BIHEFRS M ORTIEEL S v ¥ M A
NRX DT LIZL VEHD SGNT 2R EE, TR MF—ZICHT 52 SGNT ODHAEOEHES X v k
U= WHALTHZLICLYVPILEEHNDOHEELITS,

ARMI T, N Fe—sMBEL LTELLN TV S MONK’s!3), Cancer & Card®) o 4y38RIE I8 A
L72356 @D ESGNN OPALEEA KB/ ST 570, 7o+ 7R T 5 SGNT 0% L 45EED
SERMEIC BT D FHMERBR 21T 5. ®IC, ESGNN LBEfFD BP % AV -BE NN & 0B E5 %17
5. RBRLY, ESGNN BAAFBKT —% 2525 OATHEMBEICHE L TEHEEREB LT, 74
YINVHRIZE Y TRTOMBEICH L TILEEN 2 HETRETH B2 L Rbhot,



110 HLEEE  RAKEZ

2. SGNT DO#R %

SGNT D#EREIX, BHEFBICESBE@MARLEBETHY, SXONEANIKT —¥ ZIERAHEE
NICEBTIRER 7 SRAF ) ITNVITY AL THD, SGNT 2R TIEARTFLRD2=a—ar %
B 127" Y, SGNTHDO—2D=a—8a ¥ n; i¥, FRNICEENDIEOMBEK ¢;, EAI M w; W
BLTWB, BiZ, n; KERETS mj BOF=a—a OBV 2 1, (s=1,...,m;) b2, ZC
T, BRI M w; ZANIET —F X0 tv e, DEER E % SGNT RIZERT 72D DOERTH 3,

SGNT 1348 (root) , ¥ (leaf) , MELEDOEICHFET S/ —Nil=a—ua rBHY Y THH, B (edge)
ELTY VIMRE ) —FILFET D, BBD=2—0 Y n; THTIB=2—0 % nye, BAEFHIIEL
VBIRENTE=2—8 0% nyin EMRS, ANIBT —F X7 bV e; 2 SGNT DRIZAAL, HAEEEIC
LY e DEEBEMBERET S, Tibb, e L npey DTFELTERIN TS =2 —1 Y nj DEHA
7 bV wj L DRk d(e,-,wj) %%‘l’glﬂ KRRt B =a—n ‘/%%%:J_ny Nwin L¥35,

d(ei, Wyin) = min d(e;, w;) (1)
J
T, i=1,...,N, j=lpar)s (s=1,...,mpar) ThY, N FIERT—28REE, mpar X npar X
THF=a—u REERT, EHAE de;,w;) 32— Y v NEBEZAW2,

A
d(es, wj) = | Y (eia — wja)? ()
a=1
ZIZTC oa(e=1,...,A) i3 A RTIRT —F 7 Ve, ERFBERRT MV w; POFERERTE
¥ThHd, =a—nrn; ODEH wj, PEEIZIE, KAZAWVD,
- (ia — Wja) (3)

Wjg = Wjq + m
K (3) 13, SOM (TR} BIEFHEEEM 1/(c; +1) DHFEL—EKT S,

HRDARE=2—F VXY N —27 OFE 8 T, EFEEEOVHEZETICREL, BVELE
BT BN THARD &85, EERRONHREHEOEZRICL V BEKNIZE DN A REETEHT 5,
—%, SGNN TiiE=a—u  UTICBT 3T —% OHFHEZ BBRICEREETIZ Licky, M
BoHME, SHESC TAREREBET S,

X1 —a—urOiEE
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SGNT £RFIRE LU FITRT,
SGNT 4/ FI|

Step 0. E = {e,'} (l G N) %ﬁhi&yf’ %ﬁdﬁ#%&i#é (DJ\?&’ €e; @%&# i ‘i%ﬁ-‘.mﬁ%i‘g—o)o l/
EME £ >0, BERERIE d(e;,w;) RRET 5.

Step 1. SGNT DARERB=a2—v Y ny BERL, ANIBET—F e, & ny DES w, ITHEH (wl —ey)
Lyocr 12895, BIZ, JRT—% e & ny ICAS, nuin & n1, npar &1y &L, Step3 ~,

Step 2. e; & npar IKAS), npey DF=a2—B VR LR (1) 2AVT nyi, 2HRE, Nwin REH, R
(3) ZHWT npay D BEH wpar PEEETTV, cpar  Cpar + 1 T35, UTOEBEHE-THS,

Nuwin ¢ Npar £ L, Step 3 ~,
d(eirwpar) < d(eiawwin) (4)

R (4) ZWIEET, cyin £ 1 RO, npar ¢ i & L, FEOELSEYES,

Step 3. cuin =1 RO, FZRE n; BER (¢ « 1, w) ¢ Wyin) L, wein 22 (3) ZHWTHEL,
Cwin € Cwin + 1, Nyin & n; %ﬁﬁo .7 ~Jj+1

Step 4. ROFMZWMITHE, HIRE nj & nyin DFLLTER (¢ « 1, w; —e) L, n &
Nwin ‘:igﬁ:l:o ‘
d(ei,wyin) > € (5)
ieit+l, jej+1&L, i=N RBERT, i £ N 25T, Npar ¢~ N1 & L, Step 2 ~,

SGNT iIZ&FIRT —F & —ERTFT 52 L TEBERT T 5720, [MELIET —& 287 LB 5
BP BCHAHEICEETH S, £MENT SGNT DXL IIEBOIIET — & BBRSH, FEB>—
ZICHTHAJTAND, TR bR E RERICHEAETICLY SGNT OB b L= 2—no CYEBRD
KREL, METIEDOLD7 FRERETA N —FDOBTB2 522 +5, £7-, SGNN OREAR
EHLZB1-00 LEVWEEIZ0 &L, £II7 —& 2 EICH5A L,

3. Py UILBEBER-aA—F LRy NTI—4H :

SGNN [3#EEFE & REERE~OBEATRRIEDBEN KR H 525, SEREL BP 10 & 5 280
HYVEBRREEND 74— F7 47— FBIXy N2 tl~$3, £ TR~ IX SGNN DERFE R
HEFIAL, EX0NZIT — 250 L0 BV AEREL 3| X H97®, K D SGNT 2 k5 ESGNN
%X %, SGNT O#HEIIFEE PICBICELT 5, SGNT 742 Y X Ak SGNT T _RTOFIT —»
BIZ bR I%IZ SGNT OfERRET 5, B2 58iE% b5 SGNT 13l — & DANEEANBZ S
ZETERENB,

B 2 IR D K D SGNT I2X 37 >4 7L SGNN #5754, B 20k 1L, FF=
N—HMRANET— % DRTRIEE T > & M ANBEZ B 7= D D”shufler” BEET D, T —% eia(t =
L,2,...,N;a=1.2,...A) ZERLTDEEE RETXAR—MZANEND, 22 TART—FZDAN
RAETHY, EHFMEORMEEZERT, “shuffler” 12X V% SGNT 12857 Sh 3 I — » DIEFASA
hEx b, SGNT 7ATY X2k, K BORR 8% b5 SGNT BEINCAEREN B,

B 3127 A MBRIZEIT S K D SGNT 2 & 3 ESGNN #R4, 72 MERIZBWT, ME»SR3
TAPMT =S DEAE T IXZDESGNN IZANEh B, H#HART "L o € RM 1352 h5F—& T st
TBTFRRN—h k OHNELZE%R TS, =D ESGNN OHAITET 29— FDOHADEHEKRD & 5
ICEtET 5 :

1 K
o= E E Of. (6)
k=1

AT, 2 EOLEMBEIZZ ® ESGNN 2A4 5%, 22T, HAM05 UETHhiZZrS5x1, 05%
WTHIITZ 5 R0 LHET 3,
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5!

Expert 1 Expert 2 Expert K
K2 K {0 SGNT iz & 5 ESGNN (FisER)

S
01

K3 Ko SGNTIZL5 ESGNN (7 A h@#g)

4. RERREER

SGNN DOMREZ T 2 7-DIEA L-0BERE L o= oI H LB BP Al v -pgEH

=a2—FNVXy NU—7 ORE, EREBBERICOVTRRD,
4.1 575 RE

SEMEE LT, ANT—2BBERETH B F<— 27 B MONK’s!®), N F<— 2 R84 Probenl®)
DFD, ANTF—FBREREHMTH S Cancer, BEBIE, EFEORE LT —F%2H 2 Card ZHN
5, TRT22o0I T —HETIBETENLENR I By NAEShTWS,

MONK’s!®) i3A2DRRZ 3 EHEZ b OnRy FOJEMET, FREOEROMALEDRICLY, =&

BORMERH D, FREMEICHETIEREER 1177

o [ M, : O = ko) ik (Uxry b0 =), 432 @BOEeF—rF, JEANE

BLLTIUERT VF LSBT TS, HEFIZIA- TV,

o FEE My : 6 DORBMEES 2 OBREFOERDEE LD, 432HOENF—F, JRAAEETLLT

169 NS v #F ASBITNTWS, EFTII ATV,

o I M3 : (V%7 v hOBRRTRIZFK-TWD) 723 (V¥ 7y bOARE TR EOERN
A TRV, 432 D2 F — i, 12237 VX AR TV 5, IBRAAEBHIZ 5% DB

BEaEte,

#1 MONK’sZBIFTAASA>DOBMEE
z,: O € h, WA, \A

zo: RO € H, WA, \A

z3: o TWND € IFV, NIz

zq: o TWVB € R, FEf, I

zs: V¥ Ty bR, &K % F
z6: RTFAZLTWVDB € TV, Nz
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BFREOREELZ BT DL, —ROF—F—ThHd Mz RELH LVWHETHS, Kz, M i3 (ED
% = o) OMRZFBT DO ZROF—F —OBFEBHZOTORELY, LT, HbELL
DX My THD, My IZELWVWI FRZBLTWAENE ) nERT DI, 6 oOLBHEEFALITHIT
2BV,

Cancer, Card® &% — HERIETH 5, Cancer iX, LBAMIICK LT, ThRBMEETH S
NEMEE THI01%E9 2OBMLIVRET S, 27— 28699 Eh, AHIET—FIL350E, 72 b
T—EERYOT—INLAERICIT4ERBATH S, Card HBEICH LTIV y hI—FEBEFLTL
W ESI»ESLEOBENDSET S, BT —F P 5% OBRSREEE, £7—F5 690 @, AH
ERT—Z 13345, TAMT—FE2BVDOT—INLERIC IT2HRATH D, TNEN 3 SOREM
HBEM, WET—FLTRANTF—ENRT U FAEABLZONIELDTHB,

42BP =2 —F NV Ry hU—J DHERE

SGNN O7 4 TV REBFOFEZR L BT 57291, /Ny 7 Frs%— 3 (Backpropagation:
BP) IZX5ER%1T5, BPNN TiX, MONK’s, Cancer, Card D&REIZR LT, AHE, $TEB, H
NED 3 BHEEDEX Y FT—I VD, 2B, ANE, PRBICEIZ1 ZANTA LEVWVESEEAa=y
Fe 1 2HATWD, PRE=Z=y FOEE 10, ZBRE 2 1.2, M U HE¥ex 1 &L, AHHE%K
W 7EA FEEERAWS, FEINERSEMG L U TEY"RE2E (Mean Squared Error: MSE) 7% ESGNN
LRBELRDETLT S, AL, MSE RRFICEEL TLEWVIGRLARVEA L ER L, $TEED
LR % 5000 B &3 3,

43 ERERER

LT, EREBEFRICOVTIRARS, ETFIHEFRT—F% K HO NN CEBIEE, RICEDRTH
DNNEZTRAMTF—FE AN L EOHNERZEHL, KEO7 %7V NN OEHHA L 4D H
TMEZREL, T A M —FERRLEBICHOERERD S, 22T, HEERIL, ROLICEET S,

ELLKBELET—¥%
TR ITF—F¥

BREICHBR - 7R MET R EZRD D, 22T, K 0% SGNNICBLT1 75 100 £T20
(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 9, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35, 40, 45, 50, 75, 100) & L, BPNN icBi L Tiz
1100 2#MET 5, HERTEEITIS0 BET 5, AEBRIXZ, COMPAQ DESKPRO (Intel Pentium II
450MHz) #FEAL, TATY XA FT_RTCESTEELTWS,

SER (%) = -100 (7)

5. RBRER

ESGNN ORALEN 25T 27Dz, HBEMEOR F=— 7 BBEOH S 8BA % 9 SO RIE L&
Rllc, R2HEALEDET—# 277, 2RI ELXBEMETH B, F0EMEICH L, ESGNN &
B—SGNN BIL UK R =2 —F VX y VT —2%FRAITHB BP LEDT VYU T AEFAC LB S
BRE L AERMELERLL,

X 4 (a), (b), (c) iZ MONK’s ® 3 >DRIEE, Cancer ® 3 >DRIEE, Card ® 3 S>ORIEICRIT 3T >

®2 EALEIEWT—%, #Data- 7F— % (JIE7— 2%,
TART—2%), Type - BHZ A 7, #A - Bt
Name #Data #A Type
M, 432 (124,432) 6 discrete
'MONK’s M, 432 (169,432) 6  discrete
Mz 432 (122*,432) 6 discrete
Cancer 699 (350,174) 9 continuous
Card 690% (345,172) 51  mixed

*

: included 5% misclassification
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0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
The number of SGNTs
(b) Cancer

Cancer2 —o-—

L ! OD:OQHW ...... N J

) .ub..wunbu..@ ,@.. s@\.@u.@ & =R

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
The number of SGNTs
(c) Card

RS ——e T R
Card2 —o-—

By

I Wﬁ Y S-S
m ) _ _ : : . L 1 s |
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

The number of SGNTs
T oY I NERT S SGNT O3 (K) & 8EFE L 0Bk

B
B

F 7 MERT B SGNT O L F|R L OBFKETT, TIT, HYEKL50 BHORTOFHTHD,
B4y, TNTOMBEICH LTSEEER SGNT I L5 ESGNN AAFHELEDE 5 Libh b,
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£3 HEE (%) ok
K M, M, M, Cancerl Cancer2 Cancer3 Cardl Card2 Card3

SGNN 1 80.6 71.2 83.8 95.8 94.9 94.5 75.7 76.3 71.2
ESGNN 10 864 72.5 88.0 97.4 95.6 95.2 76.7 77.9 71.8
ESGNN best 87.8 73.6 885 98.0 95.8 95.7 77.0 78.8 72.4

BPNN 1 789 73.9 816 96.3 94.2 95.2 82.5 77.7 79.9
EBPNN 10 79.5 769 828 97.6 93.9 95.3 85.8 79.8 81.0

4 OHEGH (sec.) DLB
K M, M, M; Cancerl Cancer2 Cancer3 Cardl Card2 Card3

SGNN 1 0.06 0.08 0.06 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.46 0.44 0.44
ESGNN 10 0.63 0.78 0.65 1.27 1.29 1.24 4.62 4.40 4.46
ESGNN best 3.13 2.73 1.95 4.25 12.56 8.92 2.78 33.10 15.58

BPNN 1 0.07 6.15 0.26 2.31 2.08 1.34 7.04 11.43 2.86

EBPNN 10 0.66 61.46 2.55 23.13 20.83 13.44 70.43 114.25 28.64

WEREAIL 225 10 £TO SGNT BEOLHREMICELN TS, 20 LLED SGNT ® ESGNN Tit, 4
BRPMIZFPORLTLE D, LEDOKRELY, SEROKEDHR, 3L ONERER»LHE LT, 79
TMTERT S SGNT O3 10 EH 5 20 MR L THZ L ELLN B,

& 3ICH—SGNN (K =1), B—BPNN (K =1), ESGNN, 7.%>7/LBPNN (EBPNN) ik
LOBROLKE, R 4 ICLBERHOLBEZTYT, ESGNNIZEALT, 10 HOHEA L 0 BEOT ¥ 7
VEDOPTREDBBELHAM L2 L EOR %, EBPNN IZBALT 10 BOBEOREELRT, +_T0H
RRITERITEE 50 BDOFHEZRLTVWS,

K3 4LV, B—DSGNN/BPNN &V b7 o4 7 ita U 72 5 3 A0ZR R ) 2 B 1o 0 SR AN )
£ELTW323 (BPNN @ Cancer2 £A4}) , Bi— SGNN & BPNN, 10f@® SGNN & BPNN #H\7=7 >
PUTNETAVERETD L, TRTOHATSGNN AV EEREETHD 2 LRbh)5, My, My, M3
CBLT, M, ORFRITHE— BPNN OSERICHAE D8, GBI THELE ST 32 LNTE, My, Ms
BV TITE—SGNN THE—BPNN &Y b EWAEREELN TV, FiIZ 10O ESGNN 2L b
10 DT %7V BPNN (ARG TEVSEERSB 5N TS, Cancer ORIEEICE LT, B—
O SGNN TH 95%E< DEVIIEELRL TV B, 10ED7 47NV SGNN 2 & Y BE—o BPNN #
HETD LV ERMTHRRERDEZ LN TE, 10EDT L7 % 3HE L= BPNN & b FRENE
N EOSGEEAB LN TS, Card IZB LT, Cardl, Card3 -2\ Tix SGNN i% BPNN 1213 & T4
VA3, Card2 IZBLTIZ 10 DT 97V SGNN 2 & Y B— BPNN X ¥ % 48[ BPNN & FR2
BEOSEERE/HIIENTES,

®3, RAKBVT, KFTRLTWVWBHERIL 10 0 ESGNN & B—0 BPNN Ol TH S, 9T 6
T ESGNN 23Bi—o BPNN &£ 9 &, b L IZRSOSEERE SN, 9BIF 6 BT ESGNN 288 —
O BPNN XV bEWAEBEE L 25TV 3,

6. LTIV

AL T, SBEELRET 57DD ESGNN OMENT 21T o7, EBERL Y, ESGNN X9 fi+
6 DORPEICH L TREMR=2—F VX y bU—2 2BRAITHZ BP LY bEMBIcERL RETET
HDHT Libhol, BP THRERIZT V4 U 7 ABRBIBETE 503, ZHICIIS KM 2 05 &
T 5, #IZ, ESGNN [ZERE CHEEDOT V¥ TAERB I LN TE, BPIRLB3 74— K74 U — A
Za—INRy bU—J L RBEOSEREEHTERR VIV TCILEADH B =2 —F LRy hT—2
D—FETHDEVR B,

ESGNN ORERIZ, Jif7T—F RRBIZFEETIHE, BREERRRT ABENRHZ - LRHITH
n5. B, TYHrTMERT S SGNN OBICH L TAEREE 2823, 22T, “hbofEs
R T D 1o DITITEFIFH S AV =B FI S HAERE D THE L EL bR S, 4%, MIMD Bt 53+
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g% AV T ESGNN 0% SGNN #& 7 at v izl YT TEIISBAEEIT I TETH S, % SGNN
IXRI— DT — X E£E50 5 SGNT T Y XA L > THEBIZEE 21T =%, BIERNLLFIZhEAH
HFEh 3,

BE
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Characteristics of Improving Generalization Capability of

Ensemble Self-Generating Neural Networks
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(Received November 1, 2000)

Self-generating neural networks (SGNNs) have the features of the simplicity on networks design and
the fast processing by automatically constructing self-generating neural tree (SGNT) from a given train-
ing data set. We have proposed ensemble self-generating neural networks (ESGNNs) to improve the
generalization capability for classification problems. The ESGNN is composed of plural SGNTs each
of which is generated by shuffling the order of the given training data independently, and the output
of the ESGNN is averaged all outputs of the SGNTs. In this paper, we investigate the characteristics
of improving generalization capability of ESGNNs comparing with the standard backpropagation (BP)
method. Our results show that ESGNNs are comparable to the standard BP method less computation
time.



