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Abstract

TMS has some problems such as inconsistent accounts, wrong data input, missing data, and so on.
It needs to analyze and re-classify a lot of data, and to improve the accuracy of classification
learning, it needs to select a lot of data features effectively. In this paper, the stochastic forest
model is applied to feature selection, according to the number of decision trees, the criteria of
feature partition, the maximum feature number in the candidate subset of feature partition, the
change of the accuracy of the model after feature rearrangement, etc., an optimized random forest
feature selection method for TMS data is proposed and verified by experiments.
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1. 518§

[ 5 H 0 48 A5 B PR AR 45 (Transportation Management System, TMS)ZE R FE. SEif %, 1847
EIJTHREE T ERER, RN WARR TRELEE, KA aism @248 . BT B K, TMS
RGN NEIE A B 20 TR AN R, R AR 2 . THERZ SRS, AREEE i
G  H N AE . DRI 7 AR SR A AR I R il b AT i B P SRR %, R SRR AL PR A . TR
R M (decision tree) B[ 12 HLES = 2] —Fh B W or AL, AOUEH T2, [FR s H
[ i) 5, HLIEA S U285 CART [2]. 1D3 [3]. C4.5 [4]%5. Rk — AN g B & s
PEHHT R — R, BRI B A FHAE (AR BB IR T IR # . R LA IR 2N, &
FERBR S ARG, IR SEI T R H 5 T o0 BeXT B8 BOE SO SRR #0A FrE AL R g
D15 BRI, PRSP AL T PSRRI R — . AR RE AR RE AR . oy BN = i fe R Ak
RHpa5E5E . Adaboost HVA[S)HT Bagging SHA[6]HR & MBI bt 5. 5EsE Bagging &%, LEO
Breiman #2H BRI (Random Forest) [7]; 7ERALEFEH, {8 FH A H0 () boostrapping 2 AK[8], [FIM £k
BT RS FARHIEIR R EE & . 5 Bagging TR BT B 1 & PEVE NPT RHIE AR S AN [E], BEATLAR AR I B AL
BT A B BV — AN RS T RMEEERER G . TG, BEALARAA AT LTS b 1 3k G 4006 1) 1] R

EF X TMS RGBT REER: H AT G %, RCERTE TMS RAKM T, MHZ K
R B 1 ) BEATL AR PR T B AT R AR IR 8, DA FE B bR 5 45 VP HIEAT LU, AT Rk & &
TMS RGREHR MR EE SRR 7V, FREE SLg AT 2 AT SRk .

2. FEHLFRM RS
2.1, $HER) > IERE

PEMEATRFAE RIS, 75 B8 pe /MR 1 T BERERE, [ £ 75 B — AR T B
R PR L 25 O RIS B H MO OV A 7 1A 5 47 T T

S REREARIE D = (%, Y1), (%, Vo ) oors (ko Vi )} RS A= {@,8,,0-,3, ) o IREEMRTREASES D
K KBEAR T LB p, (k=12 |V]) HERIYPA TR A A 00 bR B o T, B S U
a f VANTTHEIIBUE o, a2, - 2" | , #H a HXTREASE D HEATRIS, WA=k v M1, Hrh
VAL AT D TR a FEUE S a BIREA, 129 DY . I |D| R AR EARH , |DY
LR D R FPETEIRIE a FEUE & fOREA I [11].
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ER A

1) ETE B AR ks (5 R LR
EJSFatibfagz SUR ST

TR HTREARLZE D 5 BHRS.
Y]
Ent(D) = _Z p, log, p, 1)
e}

THEJE I a MFEALE D HEATRIZ P RASRO(5 B 2 .

Gain(D,a)=Ent(D)- > '—'Ent(D") @)
X, Ent(D)#/h, FORFEALE D WA Gain(D,a) K, FoxHEME a KR HEAL D
FIERAS 2L AR TR, J@ 1k a 1 B 2P e
2) HT I e R HUL B IR R 0 e %

FRBH AT LR
TR Y HTFEALE D e fE.
Gini(D) =\, 3, ., PP =1- 2, b ®3)
T JEM a MEEARLE D TR0 BRI B fe 3.
. e . \Y Dv P
Gini_index(D,a) = ZV:lHGInI<DV) (4)

Hrp, Gini(D) /b, FoRBEESEMALRTM R, HEFER R0 5 R e 4R B N JE MR iR R ) JE A
By

a. =argmin,_, Gini_index(D, a) (5)

acA

2.2. Bagging E3&

Bagging H.2: & 3 T [ B R AL (boostrap sampling) () —Fh 8 Bl 2 ) 77325 45 € — M8 n MREAEUE
MFEAREE, MBI — MR RS, 25 FHEEFE AN R REARLE, X P I AP ATE
— PR YoR PR TTREME . BEE n R BRI, EHRE - n MERKCREEE, A
JE K £ R 3 BEAR AT BE 2 U BAERAR S, S FEARTTREMAR NI, FEARTE n UCRARID FE 4R 2%
AYCREN N (1-1/n)", BURBR AT BATS 51

lim [1-% 1 0368 ©)
n—oo n e

18I HBREE, FEREARER L 36.8%HIFEARMNAR KBRS, 7] OB IX 30 B AR AR 2L
2.3. BEHLERK

B BL A% b (Random Forest) f 1 % B S bt S 19201 240 238, AR L 2 Bagging 19— M. BEHLAR
WBLRR T UEBALEE, — A Bagging 77 EEBEHLIRE SRRV R MOV 25 T4, — Bl R — 2
BOR IR TR AT AL SV, (P B PRI 2% 51 S A M K R AR

5 Hh KRR SR By (X),hy (X), By (X) OB LAR PR LB T M BERLII R X, Y, s

#:4h(Out Of Band, OOB)YLIR, JEUREAE AL 36.8%MI KA I A HIBILZE F1 SR RS e LB, 7T LU
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R E

KB REARFEMNREE, R RERAIESE RN IZACEREIEAT “Hrdiith” o I D RE R RSERA h (x)
SR BIVIZRREARSE, I H ™ (X) SRERAFEAR X 1 “HEANITI " 43 2Kb5%8, A
H°°b(x)=argmaxil(h(x)zy)-l(xg D,) 7)

yeY t=1

BENLARAMZ AR Z T M T A
€ :iz(x,y)eo I (H°°b(x)¢ y) (8)

B L 2 R 2 S5 7

D HisE OB B A IR A SN

© HisE B B A AR M.

® MEECEFE AP BT RS T NI 44 T4,

@ i e 7 R R A I B AR m, Hom<M .

® M T AR T, AR I AT A m, FRES B2 SR HE SO T
RERTE, AR T BN

© 45 T BEvR TR (FHER, X TS 5L 4] B SV oA L 2 SR

3. BEHLFRMIRBLAE TMS $HEEE BRI R

TMS RGHE RABRYERE, HAAERRFS, EEAT 0 IAES5 200, DAUHATR RIS, 070288
R R LA 2 SRR e W AR TR o HTETR S TMS R G i 7 i ok N o6 FRAR e Rk #5555 HORFALE
HA BTN, sk PR B S S0 8. I RT, F50 TMS REUEHE R 7, FBEHLARM AR
BEATHRFAELEHE, AT TR ACH o ST RAE R AR e L T ARRAE S 2 328 1 5 Hh ) B RRFAE 5%
ZANSHOERIGE R0, R HAALE TMS R I RENLAR PR B 5505

221X TMS R GEAs BRI S A7 BURIL, R T KB e s AR s b fdls, il (g3
s TAMEES TR R MR =R 5, ERBD AR E R B S ey, 3t
LS IMETEIEE . F, TMS RS TG 8n et e, F 2 TSLmf S50, SRl K. %4
Wkt F P R FC S ARAF TR B S5 B %, (BRI B AR LK), WIRAFAEAAL .

TMS R G v KBy g e o 2 Gl 8 B BRURE B | BL A% R SR AR R 2K [12]
H T ER B IZAK, TMS RGP ISR BA A RA 0 2 Brl . 207 Bk Z AR AR . B A e
2. THBEZER R BT ERBERR R, FTEX TMS REMBERITICE ST, Ik FHE G Ik
M ETHERAT NG, SR AT AT 0T KRR I EE A R RoR, 2T HAE R
PR i, AT L =ANTT T T

O MWRBHERTEGE. B AR DR B AN T, R REE N AL -

@ JF e REE T & Ff o B ELMIBTIT, MR B e URE 52 FOML & 22 21 5%

@ FFRREARMIFATEE, BERMEIRZE . BaR 0 EER A X IFT R, ek,

3.1 ETREREB

BEHUARMR R R iy, JLARPAE B B HEAZ O HE R, (LRI (A AN AR 2 38 K. O 1 1
A& EVEBEIIHT$2 N B IUER A& R SR B, T B G R S AT -
@ FERFEWEE B TERE, AT, WU DA B H S B MR HER R R R
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ER A

@ FERFEWEHEE—E )R, AT D KSR, WE R L H 5 EEHLARMAE R HE

ESINPS-
©® R RFEH SRR R R AR R, FEOLEFRAER L — EHE R ZI T, R EL
HEBAE IR

3.2. ETHHERIS

RATPE P F8T AT R AL R 0, R BB R M E R, PR AE R B R
AEHEAT B R DRSS A P15 S5 Y e R JE i BOROG RAE HEAT B B2k LR (18] O T iU
EET TMS RGUHRFERI M ASHE, w0 R 03T

@ (EFIE B 28 (RFIE R 0 HEN, HEATRERLAR AR R BE, SRR AL ZERE L IO HE A, ASIZARY
FIHER .

@ MM EAR B RAERI 2 HE N, AT BENLARMR AT, 13 BIRH L EZMERE L 1 HE A, LAY
IR 2R [14]

@ XTSI 28 5 F SRR BT AT RE R 73 6 TMS RGEBANLAR AR (R i 2 50, IR 2 3
EET TMS RGUHIRFALRI 50 T3 -

3.3. ETHHERISMRIEFRPRRAFER

BENLAR ML T Bagging MR, B AEHEAT 1w R 7 I BE LI BBURS ALt 7 il 74, AR S
WISCRFT, RKREEE EARRE ISR 7 “ia0G” Bl . DRI i B e 7 ) ik 1S P K i
REFAEH HRIMEIE TP BRSSO 1, ERHHT R L B Z R R ik AR P i i
RAEFEEEE T PR RS H I, BEHUARMOR R (0 5 D S 0 b i R 15 1% 0 o SR 0 ) s i R T 5 [15]

N T IEPURIE AT TMS RGEHRFIERI ok 18 i B SORRF RS, AT 0 R SR AT -

O FEREVUARMAE R I, RS 253 73R K RRFES M 1 3 n AT AR,
o NEARAEA SR A R -

@ X EEAERFE R 70 3k 1R B R KRB R I DL 5 BEALARMASE I F) v 2 LSRR T 1Y
FRE R B4, WEIRECE AT TMS RGURAER 5 1% 7 4 B KRR AL

3.4. BETHFHEEHRRENERETN

OOB FEAXS PG LR HERf A A % EEAGME ], PRI T DUl s OOB FEAS H - BE—ANRFAIE A i A s
TEAEHEAT S HE, SRFZWE HE A A REAUAR MO R A R o 8 5 i R o B R v A R AR AL IE S, At ]
PR ZAFAEXT T BEALARMAR RY () S B o W SRR B B RFAE U AR AR AR AL EL P A2 B e
SR E PR AR R A A 5 W SRR A AN LA, MR A R MU A2 3 i, o S R 1
HER AN S A B KT o

N T BT RS AR S HE A XA R (AR R AR AR T R R R A, ASSCR B R JRUAAT

O AR BEAE AV B BEHLARMARE Y, DR e R

@ ] OOB FEAN & —MNRFAEHEAT T A RAAL B HE, 330t b B HERT 5 BEHLAR MO L HE A R 138
RN, A2 B R IE 3 A HE A

BATRHMIEEFE )G, TMS REGEH EREAT IR 82 SMES 2 ORI, T2 RE 15 5L T m] LAE RS
PN R A BEALARMAR AR Dy 0 A o Sl I 73 Wk T DR SR B H L 3 T RRAE R 20 bRt . 2 TR &)
Il AR R A BORRFAE . TR S HE A R (0 R R AL 5 2 AN S HON BEALAR AR BY 82 - TMS
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R E

FALIE R LR, /T LR 8 A& & T TMS RGN LR ZVEHEA . O 1 bz it —
A 5e, IS B HER A R OB UARMAR,  Re i RS AL 3 B HE A TR 52 A R, SERTIZR15 21
— AN HIBEALAR AT DU ) — AR B R . BRI

@© FEAEET ORI « 2 TR R TR sk 748 P iR R IR 2 T Rp IR
HEE R A HERA R AR I 2, B 2] BB RN — 4URFAE 5 Z R A

@ X5 B FRFAEE B HR A AT, 19 2 oy N HT LML

© B IR AL HT I ZRBE LR MAE A, R85 21— AN K BE AT LAR P AU — 2 (KR A 3 B HE A

@ AT LA P R BE AT LAR A R S S 10 70 RAE S5 AT 202K

4. KRS 5
4.1. SKHIE

AR SRR B TARFEREIH SRR3R M TMS RGEE, T L5075, Sl 7 = il 55
RN BRHAT LR T, HREM IR 1 PR,

Table 1. Summary of business types

J& k4 Bk o ik K Ay KR ]
1 3 4 7 8
ObjectID Xt G R 1D VARCHAR 512 SRR BRI, DIA
ObjectDispidx GRS VARCHAR 22 /85
Name X R IR B R VARCHAR 512 B[S
WholeName SR B R VARCHAR 512 Rﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁkzgﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%m%
Abbr Xof BRI VARCHAR 512 RN
PAR_SYS R VARCHAR 512 E[H/SEN
PAR_ZONE Jv g X 45k VARCHAR 512 E[/SEN
SerialNumber 5 NUMBER 8 |31
BUZ_TYPE Ak g5 VARCHAR 512 NEE 3!
A _SITE_ID A VARCHAR 42 25 vty £ FEUR
Z_SITE_ID Z ki VARCHAR 42 2 vty 55 EUR
DISP_ORGA W R AL VARCHAR 48 At B i
DISPATCH_LEVEL WS VARCHAR 42 T RESE
BuyDate eI 3E H TIMESTAMP 80 EAH, Jpnif
SERVICE_STATE IR VARCHAR 42 RIS
DispObj T EEXT R VARCHAR 512 E[3::
BEG_DATE Frid H M TIMESTAMP A, Jpni
USE_DEPT {5 F AL VARCHAR 512 B[S
EquipmentType WA VARCHAR 512 BWARA, JEXE
IS_FIBER_BUZ RS INT4 RT(0/1)
CHANNEL_CAPACITY BBERE=s INT32 HUETERE: 1310, B35,
BUZ_RATE N4 VARCHAR 512 b if
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ER A

Continued
i fang: i 5 i I AN R P 5
END_DATE BHHM TIMESTAMP A2 B HH R TF) ﬂk%iﬁf;ﬂﬂmﬂ% FAH
TEST1 TEST1 VARCHAR 512 Rk~ B
TEST2 TEST2 VARCHAR 512 Rk~ B
TEST3 TEST3 VARCHAR 512 Rk B
TEST4 TEST4 VARCHAR 512 Rk B

4.2. TMS R BUETmALE

L 5B BRI 225,506 2 5E, XF EquipmentType 7 BT 028 T0I . N 7 Sl 28455,
TS X R B A RGR B AT, N TR T — I B, 10 ObjectID. ObjectDispidx. WholeName.
Name %5, #2345 4 KB 47 B, W END_DATE. BuyDate. DispObj. END_DATE 4§, ¥z %
B o BB E, fH5 TESTL. TEST2. TEST3. TEST4. %, N THAIZEEE N
{A _SITE_ID,Z_SITE_ID,PAR_SYS,DISP_ORGA,PAR_ZONE, IS _FIBER_BUZ,BUZ_TYPE, DISPATCH_
LEVEL,SERVICE_STATE,CHANNEL_CAPACITY,BUZ_RATE}, 127 MFEEJELE N 11 M7, s
A{EquipmentType}.

4.3. SEERSTHR

YRR IR7S S B G E D AN 1 1 7 73 0 N 197 (i S Sl DB N 1564 0 AN (=
(¥ B 1R E A RFAE OB BT JE X L, JF S 2 7 Rpdh 28 ol & T TMS RS 3T L
FEME: BURTE T IIEE T TMS RGURHEIE SRR BENIARMBR, Rl SCIn s 2 1 R A AEIL 45
Ko FrAr B S H score AR BENUARMAE AL 1) SR AR SR ARZE 70 SR HE R 25, 250 oob_score_fURFEHL
PRI ) OOB AR I FEFTMIAER A o

43.1. REWHEEILL
ANEEEME T 1~10 BRI T AR, KEHEMH T 10~200 LUSKN 10 BRLER BT T 1%
IR 2475 FEBEHLAR ML ) OOB FEAFRZE 4> A TIMIAERA S oob_score I, R INFLEHAE R IFEH FIIE A,

AL B AL K KT score, HE—2518] oob_score X BENLARMVERA R 00T B HERER, WK 1.
1.01

- score
oob_score_

0.839418

0.666565

RELEME

0.493712

0.320859
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Figure 1. The influence of decision tree number on score and oob_score_

1. REEHTE E Xt score F1 oob_score HEZMA
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MU ERECE PLB KON 10 #7E 10~200 Z [ AR4bI, FEALARMA R ERf R — e 1) LTS, Mk
EMECH KT 70 BREY, BIRMERR R LA CEIE T 0, @il 2 Fias.

0.9868778

- score
oob_score_

0.969356

4 0.951834

REVETRE

0.934312

0.91679
O PP PSS LR RRRNERCOERNS

Figure 2. Effect of decision tree number on accuracy of random forest model in large data sets

& 2. REMYEERBIRE BRI AR B EFH RN

R, wre fd FH R S 2 B o 70 BRIGEEALARAMRAVE NI 28R . MUk H o 70 BRI, 19 300 %r
fEE BRI 3 i, b BUZ_TYPE S E 3, 1 BUZ_RATE BEEFEE N 0.

0.256144

0.192108
410.128072
1o
2]

H
4£0.064036
0

O & & S ¢ © & & 9
& &8 &£ & @ S & &
EXEER IR A A SIS Gy SRS A
' Q’\) Q>\> \/S) o\% Q«O Q\Q) Q QY' A\O 17
& g @ &

Figure 3. The importance degree of features when the number of decision trees is 70

3. RRWMHB R 70 RETHVFHEEEMZE

4.3.2. FHERI S FREXTEHE

TEVR WAL H LA K 10 BRTE 10~200 2 [AAR (RIS, 43 Silfde 565 200 2 R0 2 T8 Je Fia 2lons =15 A
HEATRFAERI 53 56 BB AL AR AR A

WA 4 Frow, MIEERSEAECE S 70 ARE, TS B A5 5 5 TR SR B RHAERI 2 AR v e AR 1)
ICRRFE S AR, 60 A LA —3, fESE L 20, WS THEE BUZ_TYPE (B B2,
T B3G5 R B ME )y 0.26, 1fidE TR IR EUTR BIMMEDN 0.24. IXBILER, Joit R BRFARFAE R 5
B, o e 2843 AR ) Ay e EL A B MR (R AR AE o BR AR K Iz, — SN E B RRAE | LRI 5D,
W BUZ_RATE, XM B ZEFEELHZN 0.
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Est/

0.32 « A_SITE_ID
BUZ_RATE
« BUZ_TYPE
0.26 0.24 » CHANNEL_CA.
. DISP_ORGA
0.24 DISPTCH_L
1&:( IS_FIBER_B..
w « PAR_SYS
ﬁ « PAR_ZONE
. 1 » SERVICE_ST.
o 0.16 0.150.14 044 015 <Z SITE I
i on
0.09 .090.09 0.
0.08
0
040 0
0

%Eﬁﬁ

Figure 4. The importance of characteristics of different criteria

E 4. TEXISRENFHEEZEHIER

4.3.3. FHER) S EEFRPIORAFHER XL

£ TMS RGNl 55 8RR, £ SIURECEM T BUE, R 11 7B Bk, 1
BEATLAR AR (10 2 PR SR BEAT 5 R R 0, W] DA A 1~11 MR AEAE RS Al ) o ok 12

W0 5 Fn, HEOKCRHERON 1 3] 11 2240, BEMLARMBE Y i Emf 5 S ETHE TR, XA i 4%
TERCBD I, S PR SE TCVR IR FR O S G AR BEAT R 70 s (H 2R AEROL 2, BEATLAR MR ) i ok
SR 5 A% GEOUSR ORI, i KR IR RS T T A R, BENLAR MO 1 5 DS 5 4% Gt e 3
WIS, Rk, HARRIER R 2 BT

0.938682

0.937828

0.936974

RREGETHE

0.93612

0.935266
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 5. Effect of maximum characteristic number on model accuracy

Bl 5. RAFHEH IR ELETHRFNT

YT TMS RGEHE, MRHERI > T8 P ECRRHEECY 6 B, BT 21 (1 B ATLAR MO L 1 A 2R e ey
Rk, &% TMS REGERIEWE, FRATIEEL 6 JRFAERI %%k 755 i (1 B KA e 5L

RFIE R O3 ik 1B I R R ARFE RO 6 BRINE, 45 B RRAE S ZE AR A ] 6 PR, HrpRpiE 2
PEHEZERT =192 5 & BUZ_TYPE. DISP_ORGA #1 PAR_SYS.
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R E

0.2593862
0.194541
i
i 0.129694
&
@
0.064847 I
09 « «/!\cy!&ﬂ & &9
& & &G g @ P P &
ICAREIIN S K & &Q’ & & &7 47
&’ o & =% N
& e ¢ &
2 N
G

Figure 6. The degree of feature importance when the maximum feature number is 6

Bl 6. sAFHESR A 6 RIHFHEEEMZRE

4.3.4. FHEEHRYER HIRWIE

3 3 A4 B T HE B AR R A AR AR AR B, RT DABRASZAS A TR R ) R . BT HE R R

(AR OO, MIRFIEER 2L, 2 A R M 2 A AL IR R ), R A 2L

KB AT S8, R EE HE 300% MBI VE AR A . M T T 100 MR B VIR S, 153
B R BRI 7 fn. AkHES T, $E BUZ_RATE FIHFIE SERVICE_STATE [ B FLE# N
0, MMk T A =4S Hh A3 B RE B Z M b LA RE BUZ_RATE 4 0 [FIRS, 55 B B AFAE
BUZ TYPE HJEEFEE LB 7 0.3, T 71 =/ NS HUI 1S B HRFIE E 2% HE4 T RFIE BUZ_TYPE
HIEFEEIILE 0.25 Ao A7 o FH AT AR 21, 456 FHRFIE SEHE AT o A B v 20 10738 A it Sk Al B R iF B BEPEAR
RES UL E L (R AE AR A T O B, LA B BRI ARG T AN L, DN 7 VERS AR T AR 7 2705

0.44

0.33

BITEEMY
o
N

0.11

cn Halll
&

&7 X v < ) s &7
N < 7 R ) )
?*? Q}\)’\// Q}\S\// s \%‘2 s &oszs/ Q\Q’Q/ N QV‘_Z“/ \0((,/ w
& ¥ & o &
o‘?‘?? N &

Figure 7. Importance degree of feature based on feature rearrangement
E 7. ETHEERRSIEEEMERE
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Est/

4.3.5. FHERFRTEXTEL

Xt BEHLAR AR I 55 5 2 (R R 3 B A4 HEAT B, USSR oy S LANVRR A, FRCGHEAT B AL
AR R, B 2845 2 — AR ON PUAL IS AL B BEVE R AT — AT B 0 AR 55 I RN LAR AR T
MZETE B ST IR HRE 25 TR HE o B2 HE 0 R AR =R RS R AL R, 15 BB A
JEBEHLAR AR R (I AER R AL . SR IROR SR AL A EERE /N T 0.1 I, R BR .
HFEEE . ETHREREL BT R EHE R AR HE G R AAORI R AT BOR, P R 1A —
¥, ZIE 2.

Table 2. Three-dimensional characteristic truncation results

2. ZNMERRFHEERLER

KR T B T EA RS AE TR 5T AR IRHE
A_SITE_ID. Z SITE_ID.

o 56 PAR_ZONE. IS_FIBER_BUZ. DISPATCH_LEVEL. -2 = - =
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Figure 8. Comparison of oob models before and after feature truncation in three dimensions
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