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Abstract

Mixed data containing categorical and numerical attributes are widely available in real-world or
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experimental data sets. Before mining or analyzing such data, it is typically necessary to process
(transform/embed/represent) them into high-quality numerical data. Conditional probability
transformation method (which is premised on the attribute conditional independence assump-
tion) can provide acceptable performance in the majority of cases, but it is not satisfactory for data
sets with strong attribute association. Inspired by the one dependence value difference metric
method, the concept of relaxing the attributes conditional independence is applied to the condi-
tional probability transformation method. In addition, an attribute weighting method is designed
to optimize the quality of data encoding. Combining these methods, we propose an Attribute
Weighted One Dependence Conditional Probability Encoding method for categorical encoding on
mixed data. Extensive experimental results demonstrate that our method can significantly boost
the quality of data encoding, hence enhancing the performance of subsequent data analysis algo-
rithms.
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FESbR TAR SR A, TR Ty MBI AN, Xl B S B 2R
ARG L RN, RS TZHE A M E RS Bk T HRR[. v R R R, S
TRACPE, K S n K g iy 7r R AL . (i 2 B & R AU (AR BUE R A 7 26 7), SR A R L8R 2
Skt — DI R BARIZIAE 55 (2] AEERATHT AN, ARZ v PEREAIAL 257 > 502 N REAL 2B — [ M 2R AR (R
PR BB ), Blhn, PRI 2 AN B ) 2 550 A BE S N BB R B, ok SRR AN 3R DL 7 45 5500k A g
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oA L I ARER . R, O TR S8R N T SRR U E RN PLES S S Bk, IR G HE
I REE A B T B 2 — A WA 77 3K[3]

SR, ARSI FERUR L 2 ME R, RS BRI B, X o™ R e 225 S SRR I
REAETSEME4], DRltl, FHR—Fhe PR g hs 7 ik R EE, AT TR S T B g A v T R B — 4
RIAR G| T WIS ZKTE[S] . Kasif %5 A[61H2 HH T AEWE A3 4 2EAVHAR I MBR 5 B (s % 1
BERE R, CPT), BAED MR B B (WEE L E[7]) TS T AEITERE. thsk, FATEXT CPT
FIASE, B TN BRSNS . CPT J& LA R R B T B, 850 i s M 2 IR AE SR AH 56 5%
BRI, ZITEM TR R AR, it IR T — RAIRSE T k. Jiang 48 A[B]HRH T
FERR 2R DU i Y, el AN PR G BB AR M ESGsE  AFER A 3 I TIORA J& P2 1] ) 2%
PERSLAE B e Ui S N[BT I Sl i 25 PR AT iR 1 — MR SRR R e s Li S5 [ 5T
TAN-tree JHUTE A AFARSTAE BB DASSCE 26 APFE SR, it 22 /2 2. (ODVDM) .

UEAh, FESCERE TR EATA . Heda MAdEET, RYEIMBOT B2 s E2EM, ik, &
TR Fid & T ) JE AT 7% . Zhang 55 A [10]42 t & AN S in ALK AR 2% DU 2 (AIWNB), ‘&
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Ab B JE MR EE T INAL[11]. Wang &5 A [12]42 H XU DAL -3 A £ 71 (DWAODE), Al TH J& 14 A
RTINSO - 5 MUK A5 T 2% (AODE) JEAT Ak, 19 3 B LAA [) 8 A2 S8 1 45 a5 110 368 A A st Ay 11 2%
(SPODE) M AEANA], X AODE Hffj4§—~ SPODE I T — MU E, I A%t SPODE H {4 — /M@ AL,
P 45 Ja A Y ] AR FHAERAME . Zhang 45 [5]32 H 2 A& sl B ik N %% 2J (MTDLE), X2 —Mi &4
Wy RIEVER AT, BB 2 AL EE B SR BT R AR AR 2 (A BE B AR R, Bl E 5 27)EY)
SRAS B0 IR A P B B AR AL, AE s E e s . DA Lis F B P AU V24 m] DASR S 7Y
MrERe, UL A . B, FATEE 5% ODVDM g MEMAL AR, &t T —AN @t
R AR 2% A1 MR 2 2 B 77 15 (AWODCPE), it CPT LASE /&1 es 1 40 R 2504 o A ot 22

RLMHLEMIT . 5 2 FAHE T g HR, GRRAGEIEENH. KRR,
TAN-tree MUBVEIBT LM E BN A 5 3 WG JE M INBU AR 36 2% 1528 4 A 5 ok 10 2 B 2
554 T RTE SR IGSRAE B IRAT T VE I B R dm i PR B . SR SS RS 5 TG

2. FEEIR
2.1. BEYIEE

RS ERIBO S 0 KRR A EUE B It S5 Mt Bk 48, e 1 (“Automobile” ##E&TR). H
Fr,  “engine type” . “aspiration” 1 “fuel-type” Z4rJS/EM, “width” . “horsepower” EF{E BN,
“class” N bR

Table 1. Description of mixed datasets
=1 RARIEENSE

ID Width Engine-type Aspiration Horsepower Fuel-type Class
1 64.0 ohc std 70 diesel 1
2 64.2 ohc std 68 gas 3
3 63.6 ohcv turbo 62 diesel 2
4 65.4 L std 88 gas 0
5 67.9 dohc turbo 200 gas 1
6 66.5 ohc std 152 gas 0

22. FHHREIRSGE
X = {x I, R NRARARS, M (=M M, ) RFTTREE A= (A} O{AT) i,

j=M¢+1

(AL A{AY B M FIRER M, MR SR 2R

j=1 c
A,.“—>[x1(,"j>,--~,x(N”?j]T,j:MC+1.---,M 1)
I X R AN | BRI R, SR =1 N j =1 M. BRI IOR
Ao [ T =120 M, @)
) R AR A SRR R . CPT 4 BRI X H OV BT i a (xi“)) :
42 (07),, = [P(6 ). Ples 7). Pl ) @

1x|
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> o(x e )o(ec)+1
= CHLIRAREANHL P (o X)) RAERRSE ¢ R X 1

> 0(x )+

MR ARE@) k1, CPT & LU M T AR B N AT HE, SR AERTE (V)& 1t 2 [ ] REA7 I E R
fltnz 1 v “engine type” A1 “aspiration” B¢ “fuel-type” Z [BFEAEER, WIRZBEIX AR R RES
SEUG T IREZR A ER[9]

-

Hrp, P(cI |x.(°.))=

1)

2.3. TAN-tree
PR i AE 22 FE B [9] S AT 5 UL 4y 20 2 2% [13]4H [5) 1 SR W& 22 3 J& 1 2 TR I R 4% 25 4, AR Bl — AR
TAN-tree LIRS ANFE EERMKIIOC R, BEASRITE:

1) AR EEEN N R B B4 EE R
P(x.(c.),x.(c) |c)
1{x© x¢c)= P(x®, xc)lo AR ;
(le)= 2 P e e
2) BURMES: ARIELSE 2, B LR R A A2 TR RO B | (x| c) s
3) MRS ERR R BR, PhERE R, KLk E NG W
4) IIANFRZELE S e, M ¢ BN EHERAE M.
2.4. BYEMNAGE

JEMEIIAL[14]24 0 B 1 2 (Bl fREA 8 M BB SR F A E o 75 AIWNB [10]H, Jdid PA R A B,
HTHHEEESHREZ MM EES B B R

(4)

P xi(vc.),c

(4:e)= 2 zP<X‘(’c“)'c)logP(x(<é>)JP()c) ©
Xi'jeAjCEC o
p ( X x(©) )
HAA )= P(x,x)1 i .
WA= B PR grgea ©
K7 23 2(5) M A R(B)HI 41 FLAZ R — 1k
NI(A;;C) = Im(Aj;C) )
EjZ:‘Il(Aj;c)

NI(A:C)=— {A:A) ®)

> 2 HAA)

m(m —1) =1 k=lnk=]

fi e 1 PR RE SO BAH SRR 85 H G IRE 1 Z2 A (R 2 2K(9))» IFFI AT sigmoid bR 5eHs A 2 ik 5
F[0, 1] (B 2 3((10)):

1 m m
AW;m:NI(Aj;C)—m—Z > NI(AA) (9)
=L k=lnk#j
EXiEP]id -
P ERERE
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att 1
i _ AW?“ (10)

l+e

AIWNB [10]H A SE56E W& PEANALEA SRR T AN RCR A R PR R BCE RN A I A AL PR
IR ER UL 2R A K

W

ceC

c(x;) = argmax P(c)ﬁ P(xi(fj) | c)w?tt (11)

ER, P(c) RFREN ¢ I IER, P(x{fj) |c) RBRZE N ¢ I RIBMEAE Jy X M EEEER . R T E
AT, fE MTDLE 1, 3@ BN 75 3N AN R SR BLAT 15 2 0 B B R RE R, BARH A=
(12) 9 0 B AR R INA «

D=>w,D, (12)
1
L, Dy R BARSLIAT NGB EE EAERE, D AU HIBR B R R . AT TR % MTDLE (1)

InALTT KO ORI o DRI, BRATTEE 5 Rt L 2 P2 R TSR Jo 1 RSP FX) 7 92 R A m ASUx 2%
PR G B HEAT 50t 3 R P DAL A R R 8 25 A1 L 5 B 77 ¥ (AWODCPE)
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Figure 1. AWODCPE framework
[ 1. AWODCPE #E%2

MRAEE 1 B4R T — MR SR A MRS AT 7 i, KR A B MR i) o B e 4 e i
B, B, WEENMYEEITA /KB IEZ ) TAN-tree 13215 2K @ M2 (W I RRIIE, ok CPT 1
NI KA IRV RN — ZR AR AR R, FRE R R YE A ot RN 73 S8 VB 2 HUE
JETE A, PSR TR R i e

W R TR M B B SR AT AR R R EINBU % T A (6) 1 3 (8) i B FE AR R
JE LS SR (B 2 TS R, T JATRE P A AT ek, SR AR SR K i A 7 28 ik
MR Z JE FFIAL, RomN:
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WlAi"WZAZ'"”'WMcAI(/IC (13)
3.2. JRAKRIF LR D
HIRT T T, CPT RABLSE T AL 26 AT AR, BRIk, BRATIASE P A o L 22 P A R F)
EHAT O . 2 TS TAN-tree (VUASPER, BATRE RIS Edade b o FRBUEROBOC R, EURE
T EASRJBYEZ RO, FBCA WA I KE PSS o FATA TAN-tree FH15 BIBRARSS 5 Z5M T
HARIBEN IR LI, P4 IR 1) R B R a, (¢ -

o8 ).,

:([P(Cl | X' i Xi(cl)p) C' |X' i Xl ip J [P |X(C ”JP ’p (C |X(C r(”: Ip >:|)l><(l<njp)
e ny JSREE A BOREEAAEL TS | 52K (8 T 4

o o (4) 2, () m (60)] (5

>0 %) 0 (x5 K)o (e) 1
Ko, P(o 19, %5 ) = c A URAREAEL () Rtk R
20 )a (X 1)+
BRI TR, RE 1, BUER 0), x,<°,>p;%§ﬁ i AR A RSB A A7 IR AL,
P (o 15, X5, ) Rt bR & RSB A X, 10 X[ MRS, SlIL A SRR AR (L), Tl 4R

1,]p

WO EUE R .
3.3. B

AN @ P E BN ], 7R B LA R IR . FRATTA5 % AIWNB [10] /) 77V 1T SALE
{RZARATI A R(6) T A FEFEREE, XalgeFEOHEAEN IR % . £ DWAODE [12]+, fi:
ATV I A 1 S AR S 2 (A AR T AR BB S, BRATME S AT 22808 AIWNB (A 15
A(6). FA ST

(14)

i,jp

— ( -
|(A]Ak|c)_X§%ijszAkccp(x, .kIC)Iog (xi(F)lc)P(Xi(,i)IC) (16)
Hr,

P(x,
P(Xi(,cj) |C) (:,(::)C) a7

P(x©),
P Ic)= (kac)c) "

©) 4(©)

P (x5 Ic) = P(p(c) - "

A3 (17)(18)(19) A ZE S BA R AN A A5
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_Xo(6.c) 1

P(c) N1 (20)
P(xi(?,C) = 2‘115("1(3)*Xi(-ci))‘g(ct’c)”/(”j -q) (21)
' N +1
P(X{ c)= X8 (4 X7 )o (e 0)+y(ne-a) 22)
' N +1
N (©) y(©) (©) y(©) n .
P(Xi(,cj): Xi(,ck):c) _ Zt:15(xt,j 1 X )5(Xt,k ;\lXi::l)g(Ct,C)-i-]/(nj n q) 23)

XK q RRSHE, n M SRR NG K A REIET R E RS, N2,
PAEPIAN AR R RN BV M B R B 00 T AR E Bl G, AT — & EAE

N|(Aj;c)=1lm(LC) (24)
EJZ:;I(AJ.;C)
NI(AAIC)=— Im(A";mMC) (25)
I(A;A|C
m(m_l)ék:g;'ﬂ (AiAlc)
N () FIAA:
Aw, = NI (A";C)_ﬁ%k_éﬂ NI(A;; A IC) (26)

ORI, SIS 2 S(26) SRR AT AE A5, BT LATRA i A Q0¥ BB BT E X 1[0, 1], 435140
RIRER M ML W, g, Wy FEXTRIDIE B TREE A AL, Ay IR T35 -

W1A1,1W2A2,""1WMc 'c (27)
R AE B E B A AT AT b 2R, F5 R (Q27) BIEARE P A5 55 0 e 4 50 -
WlAi,""'WMCAh,/IC’A:/lC+1""'AI\r;I (28)

3.4. BRIt SRS RE S

BATIEAR S 5 W 2, T Algorithm 1 (i RIS . S5 1 B8 8 255§ 12
EP#%J%)?E%%EE‘J&%?VM\E‘@ZI‘EIE‘J%#E%Eﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂa‘fﬂfﬁﬁfﬁ%‘yo(cnjnka) (X B cfehnsk
B, M REMNEHEEE, n M n a2 j A0 REER EERENE KA KB E R, P
P52 5% 6 IS REXS MR A BL, WA O (enjnp M, ) (G ny 258 | AN43 8 Jm LR
@B AR -

4. SERNR AT
41 SKWRE

411 BERE
FEFRAT 286 b, FoA I 22 BN AL 702523 [15] (Multilayer Perceptron, MLP) YA 5 428 45 42
AR E, WiE—EEEE, BRERRE (max iter) i BN 1000, BIEERECN “relu” BREL.
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Table 2. Algorithm design
2. EFgit

Algorithm J& B 5 4% 1F MR 2R gm i 5 ik
Input: 7»RJEEA - A, - BUERETE A, .- A, FIRRZE c.

Output: FFFHIKAEIREE A, A, IR LIS w=[w, -~ w, ]

begin

IPBHRR 26 AR5 i iy

1: 15 TAN-tree FRAGE 12 A RIS R

2: for & —xI/r KR A TSR A, j=1 to M, do

3: for f—/MATRERIFRZE ¢ do

4: i 20 (L) B R i e (X))

5: end for

6: end for

7: HIPER 2 to 6, FAVRENE D SRIE U R BUE M B B e, SRR e AL, A R R iSO HfE e
M1 P AL

8: for & —xI 7 RJEiE AL MEEEIE AL, j=1to Mg, k=1to M, j=k do
9: for H—ANAIAERIFRZE ¢ do

10: A X(16)~3) I ATA B 2 M & AF BAS BAE .

11: end for

12: end for

13: . I AR(4)~(26) T H R m LA E .
14; @A K (L0) KA E MU TE X A0, 119 .
return 45 IOEUERTE A, A, A0 AL EE w:[wl,---,ch] .

AT T S2E6 R 2 1E Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-10500 CPU @ 3.10GHz 3.10GHz 4bFE 2% EHAT I,
WHE N 8GB, 7E Windows 10 Professional x64 1217 . MLP F1 22 4wt 75722 M scikit-learn fFE 7€
WY, scikit-learn F&—N V2 48 B Python SZELAOMLES % > FE . SZIGFE Python 3.10 345 NizfT.

4.1.2. WAREMTLIE

FRAIET LLF 5 R F ok I RS 188 2 ST UCT S 1 18 MR 4R 1) IXSesm AL ke
REEIHEZEIRR, T EERATE I A2 MR, 2) BATEFEMFENE, W EEmsuE)E
PEs 3) EAIRIE Tz, BRI .

AKX L BIE A W AT 1) BRAE BB AT, BRI P IE S B Rl 2
PR E 2 P EVEE B BB 2) MIBREEEE I E TN SR 3) BERJEMEE R 2 siRH 2k F 8
H—NEERTEHE ML “Zoo” H¥adEh rjEME “animal” A 100 AL ERJEE(E, “Anneal” %
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FEEE “exptl” 1 “ferro” JEIERA —MEMAL). FATKZT LN EALFER) 18 MEHEEE B LA E5E
KL% 3).

Table 3. Description of 18 UCI datasets used in the experiments
3. ¥ 18 1 UCI RSN A

ID HEse S H RBENEL HUH B a2 PREEA L
1 adult 45222 8 6 2
2 automobile 159 9 15 6
3 autos 205 10 15 6
4 car 1728 6 0 4
5 census 142521 27 12 2
6 colic 368 15 7 2
7 credit-a 690 9 6 2
8 heart-statlog 270 0 13 2
9 hepatitis 155 13 6 2
10 hypothyroid 3772 21 6 4
11 kr-vs-kp 3196 36 0 2
12 labor 57 8 8 2
13 nursery 12960 8 0 5
14 primary-tumor 339 17 0 21
15 sick 3772 21 6 2
16 splice 3190 60 0 3
17 vowel 990 3 10 11
18 Z00 100 0 16 7

4.1.3. VHMEFRE
AT 20 758 IR E [ F1 4555 [16]% 5240 25 M PE R EAT PRAN, FEAERRAN & Pbs P +
e, B AEKFRN 0.95 XUR t K3 [1717E 881 & S LU e BT A Bidis 4 LT vk 2 el () f6 3%
PEZESE, FF H AU o Rl e (13 A R B AT 7 v 5 06 L 7 VA LU TE Gu it 3 S B 2 2 iR AL
s FNEBIRERITN FL 2. RIEHE LS T 76 FTH B 4 L7 {E (average), #fl F1
575 (# of best), Win/Tie/Loss (W/T/L)FI P14 FE(AR). WIT/L & e RRATH T iE 533 M b, 5
W ARG, F T MR, L AR . RATIEME AL S 45 Fl-score, AR I B 262 1%
TR A2, HAFRATT00 77 15 (AWODCPE) [ H AV 28 F AL e 2R A A, FeAm R U,  EOWHh A 8 77
TR R AT
B T CAESPE 2 A, AR T #E—22 2t AWODCPE 7E £ MR 4 iz Ak ERg, 18 Friedman
Koot K 54 Nemenyi #6596 FISETH AR 6 [18]. ZE{ ] Friedman K36, X2 6 B2 A IR HHE N
k—1H1(k-1)(Ng —1) () F 43 Ai (X B K RFVENEL Ny REBIHEANED . H7E 5% REMAKF R, XEMHEK
TR F Al FUE, WEEL R, REAF S A REEER. &5, BAMEHER Nemenyi £
I EM IR A MR SRA R EES. £ p /T 0.05 B, Nemenyi #6586 (13 {8 22 B HI I FHE A :
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(29)

Horp g, oA Tukey 4347 F I S -
4.2. YRISEEMERETES,

AT scikit-learn f¥] Category Encoder F Hi%k i 4 FPgwtd 75155 CPT Al AWODCPE bt 54 4 i 14
fE, IX 4 Fhémbs T
e Ordinal Encoder: i3 2 Hh 44 73 5 Ja8 14 L ST D3 8 ) B LB
o Target Encoder [19]: Hi Micci 55 AT 2001 4F42 tH, 8 H Z50oR /ey IR 7 v 55000 B ) BB AR 25
BB AR BRI A BT BB AE N i e I EUE A -
e Cathoost Encoder [20]: i Prokhorenkova 25 AT 2018 fE#2H, TH5 2R FTEAT AR T 5 Rbr 2
Bz b, FRAE A RIOME R HEAT I AL ], Ab3R S B S I EUEAS T
e Quatile Encoder [21]: HI Mougan %5 AT 2021 4E4& HH, 1| FH X LIS 14 AE A0 IE M4k 2400 OB,
X RATAH ERRZE IR p 73 AL 80142 RS p o BL AT IOAL, AU MEAE 9 i a i BUE At it
AWODCPE 5 UL | 6 i ik LU 2 R G554 4L & 2 RN 3 vhr, JRATTHS 3 s ffln - 2
1) {35 4+, AWODCPE P31 F1 134772 5 =i 11)(86.87%) , 5 CPT(84.92%)#HEt 51 1.95%. A1
INELC S 4 Mo m 2 3%. AR B R EEHON 12 4>, mm T HEWEIE. £4iH5E
X &, #ATES CPT ML, &7 MRS, F 10 MRS, 1 MRS, WHEMRT CPT, JFHB
BEHTHE 44T FHF A L72 A Tk d s, AXCL 347k E CPT 5 AWODCPE )
ZEPR /N 6
2) MWE 2 AT LLE HH, AWODCPE HIFE A& 1R R 22 B /N X 3 1 e 5 Fhor v, X vl BHERATT I 7
EA T RIRETE . T HIRATE 7 v b HAth 7 A S s AR AR A B Ar 2, U AR B I R e 4
PERE .
3) 7E 95%% E MK P T, Friedman 51 X7 (=5.21) KT IG S F, 4 (5,85)(= 2.32) » tHAS ik
A 22 Xl Rk, FRATIHE CD Eh 1.78, FFLAEE 4 thEFISHEP(AR) v 2EA, 7EK] 3 rh BRI
FAIS L2 B X . ATRUE Y AWODCPE feff:, Sk REZR, WEMT Ordinal,
Target. catboost ! Quatile.

Table 4. F1-score comparisons for our method versus 6 encoding methods

4. BANWNEES 6 MRS FER FL IS ELR

Datasets AWODCPE CPT Catboost Quatile Target Ordinal
adult 85.27 +0.50 85.10 £ 20.9 85.20 £ 0.24 82.99 £ 0.28e 85.28 +0.22 84.70 £ 0.34e
automobile 78.23+148  62.27+242e 68.04+314e 7217+3.81 69.42+238e 56.73+4.93e
autos 73.90+152  6853+188  67.82+£3.61  71.92+208 68.81+324 60.96+3.78e
car 91.37+296 89.82+353e 80.05+2.78¢ 8299+0.07e 77.87+2.89e¢ 82.85+52le
census 96.27+0.22 96.08+1.15¢ 96.11+0.07e¢ 96.12+0.08¢ 96.10+0.10e¢  96.16 +0.21
colic 83.72£6.72 80.94 +8.75 80.83£1.59 76.07 £ 1.49e 81.22 +1.42 80.64 £ 2.08
credit-a 86.46 +4.25 86.29 + 8.58 86.42 + 0.61 87.94 +0.81 86.45 + 0.47 87.90 +1.35
heart-statlog ~ 8542+8.05  81.83+6.35 81.33+1.35e 8134+129e¢ 81.40+154e  82.08+1.33
DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.131009 83 B SR


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.131009

M 55

Continued
hepatitis 86.87 £9.62 85.11 £2.26 87.08 £2.83 89.14 £1.27 87.01£2.58 85.36 £1.62
hypothyroid 97.61+1.12 96.32+£0.52¢ 95.33+0.36e¢ 95.25+0.05¢ 95.27 +0.40e  95.98 +0.29e
kr-vs-kp 95.18 £ 1.54 96.32 £ 0.530 9456 +£0.18 96.04 £ 0.050 94.60 £ 0.19 99.38 £ 0.140
labor 95.67 £14.9 93.98 £2.90 92.64 £2.54 93.94 £ 1.68 93.43+£2.13 90.29 £ 3.49
nursery 92.63 +£1.28 91.94 £1.06 89.72+0.93e 78.43+0.27¢ 90.22+0.80e¢ 90.13 +4.56e
primary-tumor  48.94+17.9 54.30 £ 2.37 44,96 +£2.07 44,62 +1.95 4491 +1.24 47.80 £2.54
sick 96.83 £0.92 96.29+£0.97e¢ 96.37+0.25¢ 9576 £0.11e¢ 96.24 +0.14e  96.38 £ 0.15e
splice 96.35+1.24 9566 +£0.17¢ 9257 +0.35¢ 93.98+0.38e¢ 92.75+0.37e¢ 82.04 +1.58e
vowel 75.48 £ 6.85 7046 £ 4.25¢ 70.01+4.04e¢ 6247 +28le 69.82+352e¢ 67.72+4.64e
Z00 97.40 £ 6.36 97.29+1.71 98.12 £1.58 99.91 £0.40 97.76 £ 1.56 98.46 + 2.02
average 86.87 84.92 83.73 83.41 83.81 82.53
# of best 12 1 0 3 1 1
WIT/L - 7/10/1 9/9/0 10/7/1 9/9/0 9/8/1
AR 1.72 3.44 4.22 3.83 3.94 3.83
100 99.91
97.61 97.29 98.12 97.76 9938
96.12 95.98
94,08 4.93 94.31 94.56
901 ___| T T L | _——
88.06 26,75 - 673
84.11 : 85.03
31.16 80.99
80 80.25 s 1
= 76.66
X
% 73.90
E 701 67.82 68.81
62.27 2.47
60 60.96
456.73
454.30
501
448.94 4780
444.96 044.62 444,91
Ol‘ll’s ClI)T Calbloost Quz‘itile Tar'get Ordlinal

Figure 2. Comparison of AWODCPE with its competitors in terms of F1-score
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Figure 3. F1-score comparison of our method versus its competitors per Nemenyi test
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4.3. EFEIFFEHITMG

ARG AT LI b, R4 5 O AR N 2 IR 2 2838, 1SR 7 R AR AEIX S 4 B 1 i)
B, FFAERBLEAE T 5 e FREH, FMEERERIF R LSRR RSP LUE L, RATMTS
R TR IKIE TE “census” BUHE SR I IRI4E ST i T A 5, S B TP IIME . TR AR B
e b, HHAR T R AE IR AL S =

Db, BAE 95% 8K TR, 157 Friedman f36 1) X7 (=11.37) KT FHE F, o (5,85)(= 2.32) ,
VA& iR A A R . ik, FATHE CD By 1.78. [AIFEHE, HR4EZ 5 P4 HEF (AR) i H &
4o WEIHTTLAE H, BAT M AN S EAR, (HAERE Sk R AN (8] AR AU 2, A2 T A2 I

Table 5. F1-score comparisons for our method versus 6 encoding methods
5. BANTEES 6 MRS FHER F1ISS LR

Datasets AWODCPE CPT Catboost Quatile Target Ordinal
adult 10.978 3.5989 5.2116 2.0965 3.6111 4.5885
automobile 0.8736 0.3795 0.3417 0.3421 0.3477 0.3461
autos 1.3798 0.4071 0.3644 0.3698 0.3708 0.3641
car 3.0485 2.0577 0.8963 0.0772 1.2467 1.8829
census 231.48 18.202 20.083 17.860 11.682 10.938
colic 0.7452 0.2475 0.3864 0.3262 0.4279 0.5496
credit-a 0.8782 0.3069 0.5276 0.4421 0.3652 0.5132
heart-statlog 0.3254 0.3142 0.2035 0.2204 0.2164 0.2144
hepatitis 0.2083 0.3009 0.2264 0.1831 0.2396 0.3002
hypothyroid 32.703 2.6624 1.1992 1.9817 4.4219 3.7632
kr-vs-kp 3.2243 1.4947 1.6723 1.7346 1.7036 1.5515
labor 0.2748 0.2225 0.2713 0.2489 0.2812 0.2493
nursery 23.716 12.947 10.445 2.1918 15.463 3.7767
primary-tumor 3.8233 1.3706 0.3341 0.3722 0.1895 0.7441
sick 3.7469 0.2184 1.6378 1.4081 1.8878 2.3352
splice 29.048 1.9616 0.9277 1.0736 1.1389 3.0414
vowel 3.0248 1.5958 1.3601 1.3582 1.3637 1.4001
Z00 0.3169 0.3067 0.2995 0.3093 0.3162 0.3752
average 19.434 2.6997 25771 1.8109 2.5152 2.0519
# of best 0 5 5 5 1 2
AR 5.67 3.33 2.61 2.28 3.56 3.56
CD=1.78
! i R : i
Quatile —8 | —— Ours
Catboost Ordinal
CPT Target

Figure 4. Time Cost comparison of our method versus its competitors per Nemenyi test
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