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T Y U TNVFRIIERO SRR FE I, ToMlAas
ORI L > THBEHEER L2 HET. BRFHOSTICE
W, Random Forests (RFs) [1] ® & D ZRREARE T >
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HMontTwnwd.

CCFs IZB1F 2% DREAR (BLF, CC-Tree) IdFiHHZ
BATH & T TVTHD SRR I N EEEH TR N
HUBVH ETHR M ERET L. TOMEE, CCFs &b
FEBEREEERTE S, £/ - I IZ—-2HZEH
U TG % R 5 RN REAR L 1$8 40, CCFs
FE — R ICABAEBIZEH U THI 2 R T 50
T CCFs DOIEF M BRI AT & 0 D BilFIA 720, L
Lahs, 87— 2B wEgE, CCFs i34/ — N
Z YA HEYI R PR AR /L Z N TERY. Th
1Z, CCFs &/ — RIZBWVWTETOH T I 2 %Ik
5728, BT TV L TTF =X OB+ Tldk i@
FEHULXTL 25720 TH 5.

T ZTARMIETI, /—FRAIHATFIVEICHLTT —
BB+ THRVGS, BFEETLI L 2T 720
CCA ZHHlAaz ZE L 7= 2 D D75 DRI G54 D H
MhmAkE s &5 h T IV Th2REALTET7LTY
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DEBIZEH L THERZHEL, YA o
-l HhrHELZHANTHRLANRDE R 2 RDE I L
THD. WEADRENRT L TY LA L LT CART [6]
& C45 [T BHENTVWS, EE5DT7 NIV ALE 53K
mERDE, FEHT—XET/ —FA\QlEXE5. 20
WL — RZ2SE LU CHBERMEIFO NV, B
WX/ = RPRUATIV T —ROEEIIRD M, KTH
a4 FTHRNIZRVIEI NG, ThoDREHMA
Gbht, HBEUTHES 2 THEBENW ET 5 Z A4
LNTWVWAD.

DHEREON EE2HNE LT Y Y TIVFIEOWE
MRHELZ—/T, WERBROSEREEN L2HKE
L7z bitd ST Wiz, ZOHD DN, KDL
EARDILIRTH % Oblique Decision Tree Td 5. Oblique
Decision Tree I%, SREAHZEZH NS Z & T, MR L
SbhbNWERMZ T 5 F1ETH 5. Rotation Forest
[8] 1& Principal Component Analysis (PCA) % FHHAZEE0Z
B UERU7ZEGRERZHWS Z & TR\ FEkEE % E
K95 ZehafEe 7%, Rotation Forest 2332 D
AIZEHEH U TEREREBTWSE T, CCFs &%
BeAhTIVFHEZZERBLTE D HDEICHEL - &A%
BondZehHsnNTNWS,

22 J—7—¥3v

ARFZETH S BB HEME L 1%, D xoukEZEmM E
DREARZ ML x € RP 2o K ([AOHER A T3V EL
C={c1,...ck } NDEB/ZEFLZIETHSL. TDDHIT,
BT T HEATH S N HOFEET — & {(2n,ya) ), %
HAWT, 205K (¥R 258 T 2E25. C
DFFNZ L > TRONEAESREHWT, 77 T DBRA
DHFMANT =R x OFFfEAT IV 2#fETEZeNTE
5. ZZT, z, eRP I n FHOFET— XD D IRILD
R M, v, eClEn BHOZEZ T — XD x, DAffE
HFTY, y, €ECIEnBHOEEFT—XD x, ODFFEH T
TVCTHB. ZIT, X =(x1,@y...x5) ZHTITUN
HERIC & B METH, y= (y1,92...yn)" ZHT TN
MV, T={t}, 2 LIEOK» S RKESLERL
THl.

ti = (W;,0;) W) — MES O = (v} 7 o0 %
J—FEEGO = {0}, , 5%B. 1L, TR — K&
SHE, 0T CJ 3E /) — ROMAES, \ IEELETH S
L5, £, B — Ny = {xj1. 52, @), 85} I
FoTHEBING. 72720 {xj1, 2} CT\j&/ —Kjm
LD=DDF/ —RTHY ¢; 13/ — FIZBTBRHEA~2 b
WADEBRZ M, s; &7 — R j 125 2542 00H X T,
BT ENEETHD LTS, £/, B(j,t;) BRRIZBIS
J— N j OMsRHErTh L L ERT. HIZIE BO,t;)
BEARIZBTZNV—1/—F, B(t) ldkB135/—K%
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BT 5. UL7zd>T, B(j,t:) = B(xj1,ti) UB(xja ti)
DERDBEL D LD, B(j,t;) D 2D F/ — K B(xj1,ti),
B(x o, ti) A TOR (1) — (2) 125, 22T, ze RP I
J—RIZFET 5T —RIZBITBEEDORMANZ L TH
L9 5.

B(xj1,t:) = B(j,ti) N {z"¢; < s;} (1)
B(xja2.t;) = B(j, t:;) N {z" ¢; > s;} (2)

2.3 Canonical Correlation Analysis

Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA) IZ =2 D174 D
ML GEEOMMEERKRIZTHRT MILERLIFIETHS.
ZDOFEEFZODEEDITF W e RV, V e RVXE
BRE NS 2720ICHVWSoNS. TITNRT—2%,
DG, KigA5I3VETH2 IRy, £/, V
WBEATIZFRE T 2T aVIIH LT, Tz 0 2 e
% 1-of-K REZFOITF L T2, Wk, FHHZEATII W,
AT IVITHIV, 2N TNDITFNINTHEANT b
NacRP, beRE 225, Lzd>T, CCADER
H#E Wa & Vb HOHEZRKIZT 2 ZDDERDONR
ZJMla, bEHMHETEILTHE. 22T, corr() =D
DAY MV 2R BB CHH LT 5L, CCA
BT ORGEMEZ R Z & IcL VBRI N5,

argmax corr(Xa,Yb) (3)

a,b
subject to  ||ally =1 (4)
[Ib]] =1 (5)

3. Canonical Correlation Forests

3.1 BE

RE R DPRERDT V¥V T NED & 512, CCFs
DORIFMIZ L THEHI NG, ¥PTNLIT) XLIETARTO
F=RAWHETBL—N) = Rhrothxs. X (6) - (7)
TEHIND ES1Z, &/ — N B(j,t;) THEE s; 2PE
U, TOBMEIZNTERNTF /) — RADT—RE2HES
5. ZOWNHETRTD /) — NPT ERME2H7-9 D,
J—RIZFET 5 F—2B—20HF I VI3 £ THR
MUV K. RF O & D2 —MBNRIEART LIV X L
EDENE CCFs 1%/ — N j IZBWTREARZ b e A
FIVEEEULEEER Xa; THEIN s; 2F#ETHZ
LTHB. ZITX e RV 3RMATH, Y e RV*K 1%
AFTVRZ MVIZH LT 1-ofK BRZ@HALZA 7T
V474, a; 1&/ —F jI2B0WTR (3) — (5) 2NTHS
N3 DRTDORZ ML ET B,

B(xj1,t:) = B(j, ti) N {zTaj < Sj} (6)
B(ng,ti) = B(_], ti) n {ZTG,]‘ > Sj} (7)
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3.2 CCFsD7/)LaY XA

CCFs DZHE 7L IT) XA TIE—#IZ RF 2[E U<
T2y M X,)Y)POT = ANT Y TH TN
N7 =Ry NG DRPAUFNZZEZ 2175
CCFs D7 NIV ALTIRE/ —RIT2IZ CCA 247\, B
AR MVRBHT S, RIZ, AERER LT, Rk E
MEBRT S, TOYEUZDE IO HEBERIZIE
HEZH TR EREENZ S U T TR H 50, TORME
2SR TR PR N U TR TR 5. ZTho D&k
B ETHEBREREL, O ZNSOREEIRET
VYU TIVT B T CCFs XKD N BB RO IE %17
5. TR, COFs 3R NEBEREMET L M
A[RETHB. CCFs DEF TN TV XL%ELUFIZRT.

Stepl) =07 3.

Step2) j—02¥ 5.

Step3) (X, Y) 267 —bFA NI TH YT IETN
F—=X+¥ v b B(xj,t) 2EKT 5.

Stepd) B(xj,t) 76 DHDEENSF > X LI d D
B8 T Y X LSRR 5. (272U d < D)

Step5) CCA ZiT\ a; KD 5.

Step6) ¥ ={REEILMEICIE IR HI s; B HRRT .

Step7) R (6)—(7) ZHWT=2DT/ — K%FHET 5.

Step8) A (8) —(9) IZHEV, B(xj+1,ti), B(Xjr2,t:) &
T 5.

B(xj+1,ti) < B(xj1,t:) (8)
B(xjt2:ti) + B(xj2:ti) 9)

Step9) j=j+1&L, ¥ 7%&MH%NM~T £ T Stepd) 2
5 Step8) & DK,

Stepl0) [=10+1&U, Step2) 25 Step9) % L [H#§#D
SUe AN

4. REFE

4.1 BE

CCFs X LWIERD T B v TIVFETH B, F77,
CCFs ODHFDARETFTNTH S CC-Tree 1 CCA ZHWB Z
L&y, ERERETHESNEZBRIZETNTHS.
%) — NCIE¥EERERD, TR T 2 0H R %2 0E
U, 73 YT N%FTS Z 2T, CCFs |X 3R 555 % 1%
FETDHIENTE, GVWABERKENMIOND Z AR LoN
TWa. LnULAaRs, E8T— 281D nnEE, CCFs
& — R I R BITEY) R R 2185 Z LR TE
mW. I, REARD XS ARG EHWEZFEE T LT
YALE ) — FOBEINKREL BB LIZ/) = RIZFIET
5T =2 LU TWL DY, CCFs 1%/ —NTLTD
AT IV EEMES 20, AT TVRIHELTTF—2#
NHHTHRSL>TLEY, X 3)—(B)ITLoTHES
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N3 bW EEE LT 5D TH5. Thbb, K
DBENRTA=ZBIZH LU TT —XBBRELRT AR5,
F7z, CCA 2ZHAWI-E/HEZEOEMTIE, AUATIVD
TR IREEI NS LS ICEHKE NS, LrL, 7
TAVENLL B L EHRINERVEME R, HD
EHEEBIZB I 2BIEOATHEEFAREL T 5 & 5 A fiH
TIXR L R B EEENH 5.

CCFs 3% 7 7 3V MBI U Thfigg 2o —D2 D
HiX CCA IFEHRTAIIZYb DFHHEEZHAVSNTWS Z
EMBIFONS. Y IZATITVFHAITH S8, &ITI12
HUTIEEAED 0 DEEEHDANR—=ARITHNZ IR > TV
5. TD LS RTHINIHUT, b DIRITCEB K E WEEIZ
X (3) - (5) DEMEZFTS & b DHEEA@FEE T 5 Al REM:
RETLND. ZTIT, R TIINT A — XEHIE L E
Y785 %8578 CCA 217> 728, H 7 T V1%
Y i U TR 2 2 FE 2B (K (10) - (12). L
MU, EEITIVTHY ORE/EITO LY OE2TO
EHRIZHLT{0,1} 2525 &> flAGbEIEE 2
O(N2K) O EENBEL 5. fHENT - X N IT
WIFEST B0, BHEMIETRIEL RS-0, HE
BHIRO 7= AFETIRY 10T 5582 773 DM
AEbEEE UTHS. EDOEMRE D, #7730V KD
LW EMEE T RIZ, HUWCCFs D7)V A L%
K95, ZD7®, Exhaustive-Correcting Output Code
(BLF, ECOQ) [9] ®# 2% CCFs ~NEA$ 5. ECOC &
2 DR R LA HEMEAN LIRS 57200 7T
DAGOLERIFERTHS. ECOCIZEIS AT TY
DHIAGDEIZHE, HDHRA (10) DEIEL 2B E5RY
BT S, 259522 T, CCARDENCHEL 7-E5H
EIF5ZNTESL. 22T, XD, YU, o), b0 1%
FNEN — K ot d 2R8I, A7 3V T8, X0
IR BEARZ ML, YO IZHTBEEARZ ML, y;
i BHDOT—XD 1-of-K REULZATITVRT MLT
BB, Yyim Ty, Dm BHOEFEREZRT.

argmax corr(XWa) Yy @Wpli) (10)

Y'()
subject to Yim € {0,1} (11)
lyill, =1 (12)

4.2 Exhaustive-Correcting Output Code

ECOC Zff 5 &2 HWTZEAHME 2175 FILTH
D, 2{EDHI T L HAEAN RSB 5 2 DITRE S
Nz, R1OLSICEERIT {01} THEINhTEY, &
EENBERIEZONZ1 00T TV 2HHIT 5 248
SEMEE UTEE %2175, £72, Exhaustive fF51E AT
TVHKIZHLT 28" 1 D& 2 5N B2 TD 2 s
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TR B HIRIERMEER & 7R > T WD, Hifzle T — R & ¥
TB56, & 2MEPEHEOHNFEREFESREDNI VT
HHEDP R B IENA T TVIHET 5 FIETH 5.

ZZTKX(10) — (12) D &S RflAGLERE%E &/ —
Rz UCTHEAT 5 LatEREIE O(N2K) 2745, 22T,
AW TIEA (10) — (12) oA F TV MASHLEMES
Exhaustive FF 5% H\\W5 Z & TiHHEEE2 02K 1 -1)
THIE A~ 5. &/ — N TH#EZ Exhaustive {50
7173 OMAEDEEGRIIZITS Z ik b, HED
BbEL BB L5507 TVEH Y0 2RkDBZLTY
DL ZlT .

% 1 Exhaustive f¥57 (K =4)
Table 1 Code word table of Exhaustive method (K = 4).

c;|1 1 1 1 1 1 1
C; |0 0 O O 1 1 1
c3;|0 0 1 1 0 0 1
4|0 O 1 1 0 0 1
Cs|{0 1 0 1 0 1 O

4.3 RET7ILITY XA

BETLITY ALIE /) — KT &2 CCA 217 WS EST
FINDEANT MV a, BT TVFFINODEANT ML b
PEHUZE, abB5EIAN-E0E L THRERZT IV
Y OR#ElEITS. &%/ — KT CCA ZEHL =%,
ECOCIZEDL AT TV DflAELEIZREN, ZT TV
Y 228, R (10) TEHREI NS MHE RS E L
Hotzh T 3D OMAEDEER (10) — (12) DL T 5.
ZO%, CCAIZL->THRON-EHELEHEHHEILI N
ATFIVFHY ZRAWT, ¥R % B 5l 7 4 E
MEBRT S, ELORERE, R (6) — (7) VW T—
REF/)— RN~ DOFiEIE5. 7272L, —ERUCATITV
ELTHESINEZAT IV IS/ — NTIEETHIATTY
& &N, FE Exhaustive FEICE SRR T IV T
EOMABDLEERDSL. IS DUHERT MR
I, J—=RKDPREUATITVTF—RXOESIZREH», KT
MW TETET/ — PPV THRMIZER D IRE N
5.

Stepl) [=0&7 3.

Step2) j=0&7 5.

Step3) (X, Y) 267 —bFA NIy FH YT IETN
T—Xtw b Bx;,t) ZEKT 5.

Stepd) B(xj,t) 75 DEDEENS T > X LI d D
BT X LTERT 5. (72720 d < D)

Step5) CCA 217\ a; 2K 5.

Step6) Exhaustive fFZIZEEDERERY 2 RKD 5.

Step7) ¥ {REEEMIZRELS TN EBEET 5.
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Step8) = (6)—(7) Z#HWTZ2DF/ — RZ&FHET 3.

Step9) i (8) —(9) IZHEWY, B(xjt1,ti), B(xj42.t:) ZHE
Wds.

Stepl0) j=j+1&L, & 75MEh72d % T Stepd)
M5 Step9) ZHE DR .

Stepll) [ =1[1+1& UL, Step2) » 5 Stepl0) % L [AI#E
Dik9d.

5. FL{M3EER

51 UCIT—%tv MIBIFDRREME

REFEOEWIEERT 20, £2THRINE UCI T—
X+t w b (balance scale, nursery, optDigitsHandwritten)
[10] Z HW T ¥HFEBRZIT R > 7. WRFEE UTRF,
Rotation Forest, CCFs i\ 7z, 5T v ¥ T %
1772\ Rotation Forest D KEARE TV (BLF, PC-Tree)
& Canonical Correlation Forests D K HARKE 7L (AR,
CC-Tree) Z W7z, FHEHEEEIUTORNTERSI NS
LECLR: Ly ARV

DEERD R

— ELSHFILET AT — 28
=1- e k=28 (13)

EREMBEL UT, YT —XETANT—ZD%E 4:1
35, MAT, AMETRETOFEET K %285 A —
R—=HEIZHWT, ZHF—RD fhDAEINT A —XH
FIHHAT 5. F72, EEREEL 5-fold-cross-validation %
10 EfF -7z, MAT, BNNTA—=RIE, KT OmAREX
%100, /—ROB/NT—X8% 20 & L, KO 50
5300 ETO50 TOoWMEEEbDE L, FHT—ZH
OB DFEREEERRIET 5720837 A —& f1X20 & 40
Tiro7z. TS DEMET, 10 HITWZF DO OFE R
RONT A —-REEEERE UL,

£ 2 UCIF—X+tvy hORE
Table 2 About the UCI Dataset.

F—Rtw b W AFIVER T2
balance scale 4 3 625
nursery 8 5 12960
optDigitsHandwritten 64 10 5620

52 UCIF—4%tvy MIBITRBER
UCIDT—&ty FOERKEREZR 3,41TmT. £3
FEFIRICBIT 27 VT Y T U T0aRWARRAD
MREZRLTCTWD. £z, K@) XTIy INLEED
DHFMREZ R L TWS, % (3) £, balance scale Tl
FEFIL, nursery Tlk CC-Tree, optDigitsHandwritten
T & Decision Tree D’ EEWHEE LR o7z, £T—X T
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20% & 40% & HFE CFENESVEEEZ/FTND720, T—
ADEIKTFELTWEEEZ OGNS, £z, DwvwT —
A THEE UGG, FETH» 6 OFHREzERT 5720
PC-Tree I#MEVWAEEE -7z EZ 6N 5.

7 (4) £ 9, balance scale (40%), nursery (20%), (40%),
optDigitsHandwritten (20%), (40%) CHREFENE N
FMHREEZ BT WA Z bbb, Zhlk, Random Forest,
Rotation Forest, CCFs (&2 7 3V EfiiZ T N25EHT %
FOIEARBFEET 24T, BEFIEEIE/ —FTAhATT
VEMELVFETS720, &/ —RNZeTRoNDHEIBE
RPRELERY, BRELULTT VY YT LVOMRNE
FolbrEZONS.

%3 UCIT—&Lvy h DEEHKENE (Tree)
Table 3 The result for best TME for all of tree method in UCI

Datasets.

\ Decision ~PC ~ cC &%
TRty b Tree Tree Tree  (Tree)
balance scale (20%) 0.672 0.649 0.742 0.728
balance scale (40%) 0.750 0776  0.760 0.786
nursery (20% ) 0.867 0.771  0.892 0.858
nursery (40%) 0.877 0.818 0.916 0.890

optDigits
Handwritten (20%) 0.700 0.682  0.580 0.700

optDigits
Handwritten (40%) 0.771 0.762  0.667  0.756

x4 UCITF—%tvy hOERER (TVH U7
Table 4 The result for best TME for all of tree method in UCI

Datasets.
. Random  Rotation e S
T—Xtv b Forest Forest CCFs  (Forest)
balance scale (20%) 0.821 0.856 0.887 0.883
balance scale (40%) 0.843 0.876 0.902 0.912
nursery (20% ) 0.932 0.901 0.940 0.960
nursery (40%) 0.956 0.934 0.980 0.982
optDigits
Handwritten (20%) 0.952 0.952 0.964 0.970
optDigits
Handwritten (40%) 0.967 0.970 0.978 0.980
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1 balance scale D73 ¥ MERE & RDEK (20%)
Fig. 1 The result of balance scale (20%) by changing the num-

ber of Trees.

50 100 150 200

2 balance scale D7 FINERE & RDOE (40%)
Fig. 2 The result of balance scale (40%) by changing the num-
ber of Trees.

==X e=Random Forest
**# < Rotation Forest

CCFs

e 12 22 (Forest)

50 100 150 200

Ko L

3 nursery O EMEE L RDEK (20%)
Fig. 3 The result of nursery (20%) by changing the number of

Trees.

100 150 200

RO L

4 nursery D/3EMERE L KD (40%)
Fig. 4 The result of nursery (40%) by changing the number of

Trees.
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6. &R

Rotation Forest, CCFs, @ 2 Fiklk, &/ — NI TH
WEBEBTHELEZZZIZEY, 7oV TIVOREDN
£ Y, Random Forest (ZERTEWAHEMREEZ /S
tEZoND, £z, BEFHREIITIVITFICNT HE
ATHNE 2ITIZ L TWB Z e L %fliTh Y, HEET B8
TA=REREOT I TT —RBEBDRVEZ, @Y E
AITFI RGBS NIz, T ORER, b ANEEEE I Y 45 E
HRME SRR M ELZEEZX oG, 72, K
1-K4DBRT LT VB TNED 150 2B TH 51X
SREVEREIC K E R BB/ T VAR, 2L, T—2D
SR U TR T VY YTV E e 572 THD L
HEZoNb. TO, WYL T VY Y TNEOPE ik
DG EHEBETH D, IHEIZ, Exhaustive fF5% H\\W7zh
T3V DAL OEEREILIE, T— 2B VR AR
THY, TV INTEIETEOEWSEEENES
NdLER5. —MRIZ, PIHEKOK Rz owot) »
B2 RBLRZY Y TIVEEHMA DT, TDL57%
BEZ, REEVESIE RN H 5.

7. FELHESEDRE

AFETIE, AT TVBIZR L F— ZBAD 2N AH 5
FEA2NLR 2L, &/ —RFIZ & TECOC DE X IzHD
W21 T IV OB FE T TV X LDREETT-
7. EBRHERLD, ZHIER DT —REBDRVGE,
BEFEOT VYV ITNVEEAWS Z 212X b @unarsEt
BRI CEX B L 2R LT, SBDHEE LTI, CCA
2179 AT EBOYIRE A5 I 175 2 BERELT 5T
HEORERZERDIToND.
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