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A comparative study of Multiple Classification Algorithms with Classification
Performance

=) e o ” . = . .
Usgauy Winviadusna’ (Pradit Pituksateerakul' Lag Sivug warwnm Wichet Plaimart)’
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UNAnaLo

disiiisaquszasdiionSouionlss aninmyes
matamsiwnszannvesmsviuniiostoya 4 uvy dun
wigrwd (vg), dulinsdaduls (1), ndnnas ®B)
uazimouisu (KNN) TaoarsraTuinanisnaaoeiininis
é’munu’:zmnuwm?’aynﬁ:mnm’nﬁu 912U 4 YA 1005
Ysumimuaiidamaneslssansnm HAN1539eWu1 DT
Wszansnmiainga rfqﬂ"mmwgnn"m Uszansnw
Tagsau unzineri 19 umsatiaTuma 9 lndifseturs
Tao KNN 1ardiiga lumsatisTuma
Mmaiy: sane3tumssuundszinn, msiasied

dszansnmmsswunilszinn, Uszansnm

o = =4 e = e - 3
DONBITUMSITHUZ, INAUA MIMivusIvaya

Abstract

This study aimed to compare the performance of 4
classification mining techniques including Naive Bay,
Decision Tree, Rule-Based and K-Nearest Neighbor. The
model classification was made on 4 different dataset by
improve on multiple conditions that affect the performance
of the model. The results showed that DT provides the best
performance on accuracy, overall efficiency and
computation time on modeling as well as RB. The KNN
shortest time to generate a model.

Keyword: Classification algorithm, Classification
Performance analysis, Learning algorithm

performance, Mining technique
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1. umi

1.1 n'ﬂ’l‘llﬂ‘liﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂ (Current status)

msmuTnuaqm‘su1mauﬂmuawaua'l1lﬂi qnﬂ’lmm
Aud199 "lui}irquunagummu mmug*jm} nsuung
mnmaas fu'lyTeduresiudnd Auszuuaiunlasade
VUIATBN0 TNBINTHULUA 484 matiad1aqueaniles
YoyaneldifanisAunuanudlwiiiaiounts dumy
yumswannsoti ) 14lse Toni ludanis i 14 odralsa
A i‘]tymﬁmq;mmmﬂuﬂmm w'lﬁmm‘mwuﬁfumuun
fie unn.,mnuﬂaWmm"ﬁunumagnwnﬂmanum i
uanaraful Taol¥naiidudrnuubuinlus sdui
uananfiu Medals Jeezdaduldiunaiialaiiny
mingrunugavesdeyanuanyuziyule [1] vuissdu
Tmajianmenmmlszdninmuesdanaiumieadoyalu
AuAnuiu (Accuracy-Based) [2]

AuAeitiIu Sanerwunlszidiuil sy Aninmues
matinveanisiunieadoyavuidonludeg winfinrsan
Tuwimsialsz@nininvesdanesiu (algorithm) A
AUANYUE mawﬂﬂmna (dataset) El'i'i]ﬂ‘iﬂllﬂ 4 nQu nquILsn
ﬂifwanmﬁunauﬂwmmna AquNaDa numﬁnaiﬁunu
wasyadeyn nquitay wangdanaisufunilsgadoya
waznquina wawdanesiuiunaeyaveya luadedaly
varlnudisues 4 nquasna Tuilegiiu

1.2 unﬂ\ﬂﬂ (Motivation)

NuIveil Lﬂumsmﬂsmmmmmunqm 4 Taold
Anvudoudionlszdninim 4 dane3y 18ud widviud
(Naive Bay), auliimsaadule (Decision Tree), naninaat
(Rule-Based) 10z K-Nearest Neighbor (KNN) #%1013
Sunnguiiygadoyaiiléan UCI Repository $11au 4 %n
TavafaTuaanismaanss 11nnislfuamis e sndena

e lszdninin iNenaasulseaniniwveeluiaa
(Model Perfprmance)
MATIAIM IR UA I INN
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1) sma“mﬂumaqmsmuunﬂ5..tnn-uauau
Use ﬁwﬁmwunnmanuama‘lﬂnammhnwﬁwnﬁiﬁq
DRITRITETED)

2) uﬁia:mﬂﬁﬂwamm"umﬂﬂszmnﬂagﬂi’nqmlﬁqua:
weousinls niemnzausudoyaludnvuzlaie
i ldiugadeyanss

3) mﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂs:ﬁ'ﬂﬁmwﬁﬁqﬂwmmsnﬂ%’u‘lﬁﬁ-fu'iﬁ'
oty

2. ananiluan

2.1 ﬂ“nﬁmﬁmmw (Literature review)

:nu'munﬁnmmatﬂ“ﬂumuuﬂs*"ﬁmmmmmﬂuﬂmi
uundszinn (classification techmques) HUUAI9T U4
wmiteadoyammiz lusen 10 Thnd (2003 - 2011) i
un uAazuITea At nuamaailunisyds sy
syAnSmmittis ooy mummvnmiﬂﬂmnnmunu"hlmu
Saguszaadideanisezian UAIBNITAY i
AnuanARAuIARTANEaT TR lsEms nilide (flu
msdsziiudszAniainigadudiununiuga
(Accuracy-approach) lunisvinunsnavesusazimaiiniy
an

ﬂ’ﬂf:'h DaneInu 'lunu?ﬁ'm‘fumﬂﬁqana?ﬁumséumn
Uszian (classification algorithm) éqtﬁumﬂﬁﬂﬁlﬁqﬂu
msmmuawaga daugatoya nueda yadoya (data set)
nuswmuaﬂum.,ﬂs"m (attributes) HaznIfAI0819
(instances) Tnﬂﬂztﬂuﬂqnuaqanawaamﬂwn'lmmma

o £ w A o - vy v
H'IU"I'i]']ﬂj'l'LlﬂlﬂQﬁﬂ'lﬁ'l?ﬂ.l"ﬂ'lﬂ'i'l.llﬂ'if]\lﬂﬂ'ﬂiﬂuiﬂ.lﬂ

Ay fzmannmﬁnmsmuunﬂsvmnnumnuﬂmsmuun
115.,mn“lm'rmeﬂummmhlmunu'lﬂ 1ant 01019719
IMALiA M308anBI T 1ABY Taghiszymsdmundszinn A
veltidn e hilaummnedeafu
Ay aa A4 qw d aw ¥

nuvena e It un I ws w3 Ted 1 un1s
dszansnmvesdansitumsduumlszinn lunmswimiles
3 ) " - et o 4 e | 4’
voyauaazngy TaoiTssnnidlnanumanids dade'lii

. H J 4 L - " A - L

NQUANIL nmaﬁnasﬁunanuwﬂ%ga e lungy

1aun [3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11.

ﬁ'nwnumuau 13 1303
12,13, 14] uay [15]

nqunam uuaaananunuwmwmwa Nnuately
nquuw*nuumu')u 11 1504 1éun [16,17,18,19,20,21,22,
23,24,25] uaz [26]

ﬂqn-ﬁmu HmuaanainnnUﬂuwﬂwna audvely
nquinwuisuau 16 1509 18un [27,28,29,30,31.32,
33,34,35, 36,37,38,39,40,41] unz [42]
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nqamﬁ nawdaneisuiumawgadeya sivulungy
fifwuddiuru 17 1¥ee 18ud [43,44,45,2,46,47,48,49,
50,51,52,53,1,54,55,56] iz [57]

Fodunail ldnnmsTusmenisosnd i 131szms

Uszmisusn mindeunduiies 3 3 (2008-2010) Wy
um'iummaﬂu'mwaqnquﬂmmmmﬁnmmumufu
ffmmqnuuuwu'umnqunnummnqnnﬁamums
wuTaanas ervazieuliiudi AamalumsilSouiioy
UszAninmvesdanessumssuuntszinnlumsiumiles
foyaluilogiiu Idnnommaamdneui maiindiag i
nnﬁ’mmﬁumifuﬁﬂs zAnSnmuandafuedislsiie
mm‘!sﬂuw'ﬁ'ﬂqnmaqnn

Usgmsians mﬁuﬂmaqnqnﬂwmfumuuuqnaam;ﬂ
uwnsamm..ﬁunmqunuayaﬁsa“luanym"’lﬂ

Usznrsfiany umsdumatdavatsyianlSeumiey
Uszansmmiunudeyasiinaroyadoya 1]1ﬂﬂ‘i"lﬂ19
nJiuumuummmﬂuﬂmmumnuuaqnmuwﬂmm wu'la
mnmswqunqunmmmmumsmumeufj’msﬂuq

UBNVINTYU Ganud1 udTedunisidIoufon
ﬂswﬁﬂﬁmmaaaanaﬂsumimuunﬂumn]umimmuaq
manauuummimumem{uﬁauq anAseatuiiiuns
Tuiisanglunduina

2.2 daneitumisdswmundizian
Algorithms)
sane3iui 19 lunmsnaaesiilszneuds

2.2.1 annaxsunu‘lummaau‘ln (Decision Tree)

:ﬂummunwugmnm‘lﬂlmmusqaammsuaw Wy
matind Iinadns ludnyuzvesTnseadreduls GRITRER)
sm%‘uﬂmunnfmuums1'innimlszmmm:uuunanaa
(Regression) [13] Tumswaaeaiiisudensanesty DT J4g

222 annaiﬁumaﬂmu (Naive Bayw Algorithm)

l¥ndnaaiu mmﬂumaquuwugmum Bayes!
Theorem LA AVUAFIU n"tnmsmmmmqmsmmn 11y
aaswﬂanu Lﬂumﬂun"lumsunﬂtgmuuumi DRITETE
ll‘igI.mf'l'I"I'IflGﬁ“lll"l‘iﬂﬂ“lﬂn"ﬁﬂmﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂllﬂ"i'f'lll'liﬂa'ﬁll"lﬂ
19 2]

2.2.3 dandInuHANNMTN (Rule-Based Algorithm)

Lﬂuaaﬂasﬁnnmﬁumsmngmmmmmmmwmmnu
aanasummuau‘lummﬂﬁu‘lﬂ[|6] li‘_luwugmmaamﬂuﬂ
msduuniigni i usanesiuduq udiy msading
mn'lnmfumnnmmamwa‘lnnui‘lunNuTﬂNﬁsmﬂu
uuudul lunisvaassilisudensaneiiy RB PART

2.2.4 aanaswmmmau (KNN: K-Nearest Neighbor)

s anaiﬁu‘n'lﬂumimuuﬂﬂs“mhnag“lunanms
tiuuzuuuwu., (Supervised learning) 11ANA14 mnmﬂuﬂau
n3ai D410y 0fna (raining data) Tunasara

ne

(Classification
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tuuiiaeg uw’lwaunuumsi‘lumnuuﬂ"mm [30] Tuns
vAReailisudensane3 i KNN IBK Wil minaassluseu
Usn MMUARY k=1, 3, 5 UANANIINAABINDIY A1
1Jﬁwf'mﬁmwn'lﬁ"luummuﬂnmqnuammuuﬁmig uAa
n"l%”lun"ﬁﬁﬁa'imﬂﬁnnuqﬁfu Tuaniidediseimualism
k=1

3. MINAad (Experiment)

3.1 mgHams@enmaiin (Algorithm Selection Criteria)

mqNn'lumimanmﬂummmw'luunﬂﬁ"mmaqa'lu
N 1 2 Uszs

Uszmsusn madiamssuunlszinnia 4 nuy 18un
nu‘lun‘nmﬂﬁuh (DT) widvhiud (NB) mdninua (RB)
HazIABUIBY (K-NN) a1u|ﬂulnﬂunwug1uw‘1ﬁmmw
u.-.mm'11J'hm~ﬂummamua.,'luﬂmumsmim

Uszmsdiaes iifeaninnnmsdisaseniseluiade 2.1
Wy uﬁmmﬁun'lumﬁﬁ'uﬁmms‘i‘nﬂs £ANTNIMVDY
mmmm:muum}i.,mn'lunannﬁ (nmumﬂuﬂuunaw'qn
doyn) szimuiudoss uimsnulioufioui 4 matin
smnuuunmwmagauﬂnunnwuu’mau

Uszmisiiay yadeyai 1 Fanudonlszdnsam i
ALIAMINMAINMABUAZIMINSAUR UM I NATD LRI 4
MAlAAING1

Fumail saden 4 matindanarin 1§

3.2 yavieya (Dataset) inAana

yadoyaildlunisnanesluaniseid1&immen
g1ui’:’ayammimzm?mﬁnﬂ?aufUCI Machine Learning
Repository [58] 1ilugrudioyaniamiidrsasluaniwmsel
34 Tnaldfaidenimmzyadoyaiiguanyazinainnae
annsadudunumsmszanininiald faau
aARteIEYIMNZANTININATOUAIS 4 IMATIAGING 1
yadoyaii 4 4a Uszneudae (1) adult (2) page-blocks (3)
hypothyroid (4) soybean ﬁﬂmﬁ'num.,?;ﬂsmauﬁmimmua
3iha n3diiede (Instances) UAZAUANHUZYDIBANNS
1@ naﬁ‘iﬂ'lumﬂm 1

M I aglnuanyuzvesyadoyaniden

Dataset Attributes |Instances Attribute L.
Characteristics
adult 14 48,842 |Categorical, Integer
page-blocks 30 3,772 |Integer, Real
hypothyroid 36 683 Categorical, Integer
soybean 14 48,842 |Categorical, Integer |

3.3 Tama (Model)
v & s =
ainaluimanisnaasaitugiu :1udu 6 Tuinaiil
AuanyuzuAnANAuAIAIT1n 2 Tasl¥doyadimivin
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(Training Set) 171000z 66 Arw3TMsgy 19doyalums
NATBU (Test Set) yarReInu TagadraTumanisnaass 910
madiufmsiinesiidinadesiszAninim 3318 luaa
vianuainumaiingg 6 Tuaa sauihi 24 Tuiaa dhmsdu
uuwanamaanhﬂuﬁmmu Ao 1) Yoyadn (training set)
uag 2) mayamm’au (test set) MmisadiaTumadiuou 6
Twaa doyatinez 19 uvnzAnnodsulasead e Tuma uay
Joyanadovvzl¥dmiunaneuTuinandasunis
nszuumsiiouiud ienadeutszaninmvesTuaa
(Model Performance) Tﬂunﬂﬁummmqnﬂmmnms funs
maaqmmsnmuﬂmmsmmammqnu uazimuan k
Wiy 1 dmsumadiauuundudy i 6 Tunadanaasly
M3 2

M5aN 2: Teanmsnaasq

Tuaa | padnuay
¥ aa t:
1 1Huanniiavanua
- ma S a  w %
2 wanuenmIianmnzay Taouownamsunuzi

s aa
TIUIU 6 UDVINTUIN

3 14 Tuea 1 $amAumMsUSURIAMUA (Preference

setting) 1111 useSupervisedDiscretization

4 1#Tuipa 2 $2uiuTuea 3

¥
- Ld = d . - . -
5 WsmIAane M ITAN LA A nEuEAUS N

(Distinct) qasﬁu'hl uaz 14 Error Reduction Prune (DT)

6 19 Tuen 5 s2uAy n1315UMIAMUA (Preference

setting) 11UV useSupervisedDiscretization
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3.4 maadszansammsdmuniszian (Classification
Performance Evaluation) ,

1uﬂ1Ei’ﬂﬂs:ﬁnﬁmﬂmsﬂ"muﬂﬂmpmmé'anﬂ?ﬁuﬁa
4 matnlugdaz Tunaduyadeyaianua Hifhnune
nfSpueunugnABa (Accuracy-Oriented) Arlsz@ninm
uazmAUFUFouvee Tuaa (Complexity) Younazimaiin
vudoyayaideriudundn Seordoinuai  (Evaluation
criteria) A41]

Augndesn 189 InAduiu (Accuracy)  dausia
UszdAniniwial&nauiies (Precision) f11wsEnld
(Recall) 1inuInT iAW (F- -Measure) FuilusadoaiTuil
aanhminyeadnmfisafua 1L Edn1d nazd
AuanyuzAntiunsusaduTAs (ROC-Receiver
Operating Characteristic Curve) LazAMUFUFauve1 Tiaa
Sal&nnnarii 14adraTuian (Generated time)

3.5 N NAIATY

14 WEKA version 3.7 Suflusenduasnisiumiles

doyauvuidamosadun iy (Open  Source) lunas
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Autivau (Run) uav'nﬂﬂ.,m;mauﬁ udniwanidly
wisuioumuideulumsnaaesmuiitimuals

4. Wan13NAav3 (Experimental Result)

wanmsnaaeulSoufountisesnilu 3 d1u'ldud dru
UszAninmiianigalumssunnisznn Sy ansnm
Tawsau uozdunnugndes nadwigai

(1) dsz@nnmvessaneituiianga TasRrsanaay
QnAe dszdniniwn wazANuFudeuvesTuaaluns
wunlszinnuesdanaiiuna 4 14un DT, RB, KNN taz
NB uus;m‘faga wuidh DT ifudaneiiui sz Aninind
fiqauu 3 yadoya 1&un adul, hypothyroid 11a% soybean
@7u RB 1H1Js~ﬁn1sn1wnmqqﬂuuigmam page-blocks
Tas# DT vy adult Aumwgndesiimniuuiuiesas
86.45 muﬂs*ﬁnﬁmwummwmm 0.86 ANwszan 14 0.86
Annasiawey 0.86 taz ROC 0.92 MuanuFudeuiisuim
ildferf19Taima 1.20 511 v hypothyroid mumannm
tiemnnuiuiesas 99.53 Auilszaninmiisnnuiiios
0.97 ANwWsEAn 18 0.97 Aas Taew 0.97 naz ROC 0.97
MunnuFudeuiaai 1 Fade Tuiea 0.38 Juri vu
soybean funmgndeaiisianuiudesas 90.94 d1u
UszAnEnmiininaniios 0.92 A1wszdnld 0.91 drnas
FaeW 0.91 uaz ROC 0.98 ﬁ’wmw&'n%auﬂfhnmﬁ'l%’
ainTuaa 0.50 3unit dau RB WszAninwiangauy
-qﬁ-uann page-blocks Aanerasluamaad 3

M 3: FoudiouszAninmvesdane’ TunANgauu

upazyadeya

Ogy

Accuracy Efficienc lmm&:g

enerated

Dataset  [AIgorithme | omect | precision| Recall|F-measure] ROC [Time (sec)
adult DT (J48) 86.45 0.86 087 0.86 088 1.20
hypothyroid |DT (J48) 90.53 089 | 100| 100 | o099 017
page-blocks |RB (PART) 87.37 0.97 097 0.97 0.97 0.38
[soybean _ |DT (48) | 9094 092 |o91| o091 Joss| oso

(2) MuszAninmlaesiuves NB, DT, KNN itas RB

vugadoyasianun wud uennnnadaninesuoaglu

o

W¥8 (1) &2 U hypothyroid 3 DT uaz RB 1¥A21mgn

e

A A W ' - -
apaM1iuf 99.53 Inasiduqmiiiu ud RB il ROC 7
£ Sl Age S, v 4
0.98 AN DT 1Wsana9a (0.99) Aduaaaluaisnei 4
M50 4: WSouAoudszaninnTassauues NB, DT,

KNN tiaz RB
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Accurac Efficiency Complexity
Dataset Algorithms Correct | Precision | Recall | F-r ay ROC ?:nn:::g}
adult NB 84.04 0.8s 0.84 0.85 0.92 0.49
DT (J48) 86.45 0.86 0.87 0.86 0.88 1.20
KNN 1BK 85.92 0.85 0.86 0.85 0.89 0.02
RB (PART) B6.09 0.86 0.86 0.85 0.90 3.18
hypothyroid |NB 98.20 098 Dsga D.g8 1.00 0.08
DT (J48) 99.53 0.98% 1.00 1.00 0.99 017
KNN IBK 82.75 0.94 0.93 093 0.84 0.00
RB (PART) 99.53 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.17
page-blocks |NB 9527 0.96 0.85 0.96 0.99 0.06
DT (J48) 96.99 0.97 0.97 097 0.92 0.47
KNN IBK 95.91 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.88 .02
RB (PART) 97.37 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.38
soybean NB 90.08 0.92 0.90 0.90 0.99 0.00
DT (J48) 90.94 0.92 0.91 0.91 0.98 0.50
KNN I1BK 90.51 0.91 oo 0.90 0.96 0,00
RB (PART) 90.08 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.96 0.16
L3 W ar P e =
(3) MUANUYNABIVDIDANDT ﬁn'nﬂ“nqﬂ Taoiinrsan

nnAugnAnatazid 14 umisehund Vunsazgadoya
Wy Sane3suiiangauy adult e DT uanugnAnafasay
86.45 141201 1.20 3u1# VU hypothyroid Aie DT inamge
feadeoar 99.53 191721 0.17 Tur# vy page-blocks 10 RB i)
ANUQNABaIBEaz 97.37 141381 0.38 U1 nazuu soybean
fio DT finnugndesiosns 90.94 141221 0.50 Tuadt Fauaag

Tuusugiia 1

5 99.53]0.17
100.00 4 g 9737|038
95.00 -
90.94 | 0.50

90.00 -

; 86.45 | 1.20s
85.00 1
80,00 -
75.00 e —pe s

| DTpas) . OTi48) | RB(PART) i DT(M48) |
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