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Nonparametric Regression with Genetic Algorithm

Kim, Byung-Do, Rho, Sang-kyu

Predicting a variable using other variables in a large data set is a very difficutt task. It involves selecting
variables to include in a model and determining the shape of the relationship between variables.
Nonparametric regression such as smoothing splines and neural networks are widely-used methods for such
a fask. We propose an alfernative method based on a genetic algorithm (GA) to solve this problem. We
applied GA to regression splines, a nonparametric regression method, to estimate functional forms between
variables. Using severdl simulated and real data, our technique is shown to outperform traditional

nonparametric methods such as smoothing splines and neural networks.
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A% 3] AEA(Linear Regression)2 7Hgh
Z2% A ol&g 7ML 7] Wi oY
SHE T tlolEdlo]X npAIE Fo HF Fof
A 7H de] 2oy Holg ¥4 Hhyolth
ARE AL SHASFY F5HU59 BA7)
Adolgtn 7M. a2y 1 #A7E FAde
2 R o A9l MYIARME A
83 =HY AR HPwrl oA 3
¥ ESE HFEHA 9. olgd AR
FARE sdsr] 93l AF3AT Lore A7
A5 ATAALH 2L dojE FH Wy
S AT FAFAEL HESF IAEY
(Nonparametric Regression)# Z-2 dlo]g] F
29 e AT ws HARAS W
Se) BAZE A%H(smoothyolzkn AHRFO
2N AFRYP AFH £2E FEI} #A
o] g KA FAY 4 Uk

o] =RME HlES ALY 3hy
Regression SplinesE Q9] tjAatoz Algir)
HAE AAE Fohle tdg wiEo] QIR
gk Regression SplinesE &gt Z- o] Hhyo]
gt Hold ofolrjole] ZAFR 17
wFolt}. o] W2 Wigztke] #AIZE Fh H|
A& g}4=(piecewise nonlinear function)g}il 7}
A3 2 SPHTY 7S oY Ay 72
F(breakpoint =+ knot)o.2 TR}l 7+ A7
7+ EE v AYPgrE F90 Regression Sp-
linesE FAst=H o} 7MY Fa3l1E oy
& BA7 7299 929 AsE 2Rae A
ojty. o] =RgME FRHES AF3e= Wye
2 A3 g 9 FEES =943 F 54
gHog dFo FERHS Musie Yy o
At B2 59 715 FEH FoAM AFF
TEHS ddske Aol 0/1 LAY EAl(in-
teger programming problem)jol| 2Qtale] o]
=EAME o] FA A2 Lire]E(genetic

alogirthm)-8- A-8&}12} 3}

o] =F-& Regression SplinesolA] FE% 2
AR} g AAFe W FHA dndES
83k Zolt}. Sudjianto, et al[199%6]2} A+
[1998]9] ME3| A9 FHA WM eY(ge-
netic variable selection)g &3, H|24 3|AR
Mol HL38lo] H M (variable selection) 2
23 del(model selection)& 33l EEF
WS AR £ =82 o go] 1A
Hol 2tk Ao M= Regression SplinesE
FAoZ vRg AR 3] dH3i A
3FAME FH2 FuelFel s hds] dd
8131 Regression SplinesE Ao oJ¥A &=
7He gtk A433 5PMe fHz dx
2EFE o]&% HESF IARME AHF dHo
Elet AA delHE o]&3t Hrigith AleR
AdHe B A+E 84ty #F A7 HAAE
A A gt

0. v=s 3984

44 S"¥E7E 3Rl - $(univariate case)
g n3s) BAh nlje x o} v BEA(=1, 2
wr M7 U3 x 9} y o e ULy oo
7Hg gk

vi=f(x;)+e; 1))

4 A FE #3se s eEAA o
ol g€ BHH 0, £ 079 EFATF
¥g gedy Y9t /& P43
metri) 0 2 3 WHANE 19 FHAY
(functional form)& ulg] 7}Asz 2 oA
2 IR meE Ak ol by @
A Ae AR AEIYARHOE f(x,) =
a+ fx,2 P83k AolM, o714 o9 pE
FAolof & ®aoltt. A wk AT AL
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Agolele AL T BAY & AsTR el
A% f7} Aol opd Afol FARY L F
AAY Aoln By FAHAE HFE Aotk

B JARAGME & H¥o 7HP3
T o] ofle} f& HidFojy dlolEld] o3
AAY fE AFY + v AHB oY
® HaY B £ PR wEe o9
27} d=H|[Hastie and Tibshirani, 1990, H =
rdle and Turlach, 1992] 1 £ o] =&JAM&
Regression Splines& ©]&-3ld &+ fE F
8l 2} FcHHastie and Tibshirani, 1990; Fahr-
meir and Tutz, 1994). t}8}3] A+ A (polynomial
regression) & ©]&§ F3o] F A (global) |
H3}] Kernel smoothing®]t} running-mean &
u e o] HEH(local)o]t}. Regression Sp
dines?] 79w T t}dA|(piecewise poly-
nomial)o|7] W&o FAo] HAHo|AME F
2ol x o) Aol od2) A FEH, &<
- (gs28 Wroldth A FEe] Fol
A chgale] Aglo) ARSI Aol s 73
W gakae] o] PR @A Ao} i
o] =®dAME fE FA3I A3 truncated
power series basis[Hastie and Tibshirani, 1990 ;
Smith and Kohn, 1996]& 2-&3}%ch

S
fD=ay+aw+ap’ +ap’ + 2 8,(x— €)%

2

‘?‘]9] é] (2)0“7"1 (X_Si)+=maX{0.x_Ei}
ojct. 4] (29 Foe EE (&, &ivy) THsUb-
interval)ol] A 32} t}g4(cubic polynomial)o] 3
FEAANN A£AHA 1,24 S§4(first and
second derivatives)E Z}A]1 Atk 99 4L
(s+4719 EFE /1A HyAoz APIAR
S HLE 4 Uk Y9 Regression Splines
g Hgaed 3lo] ojele He smoothingd)

Axo] JE&E viAe FEHY AFe AANE
ARae Zolt. e PRAY A Ug
HAAY A7 RHHGE FH9 (A 2
2e ol BE SE A% HAT PR
o] ¥ B A% FE overfit &7 Hol =
& FAXTE & B 7HAA 8 Aotk o]
A Fadte 7P A e A3
B2 59 7h5e FEAHAA Ut A7
o FEYL FAYoz dusr Aol =
7R Hug wegEe) £AZ nE sl

Friedman and Silverman[1989]¢] o]&{3 #
THHE AMSAL TEHE GAE Y(ste-
pwise procedure)& ©]&3dle A&}t Smith
and Kohn[1996]2 #o]AQ HFHEAY S AHS:
o] FEAS Adagdc g2 £ 7
TEH FAA AFF FEHES e Zo] 0/1
BArAY FAYA et o] =FoME #
AR g FS o83 FANAH S AtE}
1z} gt

Aol A Mg W o (multivariate) 2]
Aoz 4A FH&8 F Ak 19 v (=1,
2,,m9 BFAZ nAS s oA
Z x; 7 HE (xy, o x0,) B 7HESAL
o} dE] x Alo]o] FAle o 2oa ¥ 4
At

e

Yi =f(xli: “'7xmz') +6i
= filxy) + -+ fulxm) +e; )]

ol9} & HHH< additive modelingo]2} 3}
d ol mag 9(m-dimensional) ¥4 xo] &
5 FE 3RS BAS mAY 13D §5
& F3h= EAE dodtshe Aolth Addi-
tive modeling® ¢4A3] AutHo|A& AR
o] EA0) aFHog Lol YrHHastie
and Tibshirani, 1987].
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II. 32 ¢2253 Regression

Splines
3.1 REX 125

TR aEe AddM WA 73}
el 7123 B&Holu] robustgt g4 Y
(search method)©.2 HA3t ¢ Q1F 89| of
g Pkl 4FHeE HEHo grHou et
al, 19% ; March and Rho, 1995, Tam, 1992 ;
Uckun, 1993 ; Wasserman and Sudjianto, 1988].
FAA g 71eH] Ade dey 2
tHGoldberg, 1989 ; Davis, 1991, De Jong, 1990,
Holland, 1975].

1) #B8AY AR AP #o] B
representation of solutions)

2) M2 OE #H8 g Ad ARASe
7ol #3sh= 33 Hpopulation)

3) T Aldiell AHHE A RBE Mes)
€ 71&°] He HASE 7d(fitness)

9 A4e) f04 ¥AL PEeRE g

T #7313 d4Kgenetic operators)

5) HAbgol Yobdt HAAAE W (survi-
val of the fittest)

Al Md-& dEatr] Asl e HYs 7
Ae 28 BA g5 f(x)=—2"+22x+279
g AT 4 [0, 31]elM Hoig} slaz} sk
7Hg82L 3 x & o|Z¢ZE 5bitg o] &8l 1}
B & o) o9& S0}, 01001 92 Jehdith

F3x drnEEe 2R Hz HPue
Aoz AFEn. e mAv)e 3t
& FE8 AZE UL A= FAoRit <H
1> 37] 49 qA9 Hx IS RoFn
A 4 AdollA siFey sl Hexd ¢
8 Brteoiztk dAldMe d5 g fin), 2

e BHE + Ak AL diFEe] A3}
AN E I+ & aUE AR 5 Q)
e HEEE s @} dE Sof
g gol FolAY F2sHminimization) &3
A Bee 5 @e U AR o =
H(scale)s 3t Ect. HLEE %A Fo 3}
7k #AA dagFe A& 2 938
k=g

<# 1> =% s & cHinitial Population)

8 x ) E85)
11101 29 76
00101 5 364
01110 1 391
10100 20 319

A HE Hg=ol o3 HIR ¥, 3
A2 59 2 s A (offspring) S WA F
AE FE(parent)2 MeizlojAc) o] mf, By
2 Jdgo]d FgFo] Hgxo vlddh= &5
A upios ERE Mulgic)

Add RRES Bo] A9Yx1 F43 A
of ojaf o] ATk ANS AAEI] o
ol AREHE dEAQA FHF dioz ww
(crossover)$} &< Wol(mutation)”} Utk ol
= FAR g 7E F23 Hatolu)h
WHlE 7 RRe HLsin F Ruo] drro
Aagtste sy v F o7l9 2R Mg
Wl g ke 7HF e (13 el (1-point
crossover)) <@ la>o|Ae} o] wulA

date ol T WA 2L
oA Add 5 Aok Edwole
Lb>o| X9} o] & &fe] FHHAL TR
HEPA7)e Aolth. sd¥ole 33 ZHsolution
space)?| SFFES A o4& EEo 00
HA R=E Ak 8-S ok
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a. H)(Crossover) b. & o](Mutation)
L | 00101
Bg2 01110 Hn 00101
) 1
A S0l
2211 00110 A4 00111

A2 01101

<3 1> FHE A LHGenetic Operators)

N2e dhgol £84 Q) o5 Ay
oA Adlel ASE N2 AANES A
o2M AZE Htl(generation)E HFAF} o)
o dAEe e FEErt "oAle &yt ©
t} <q 2>E 5§ 2L PAEe Hees 9
oA F g diAgozn F4E A 240

otk vhAgoR FHA YRYZL Fold A
AZAE BEAW B Dok ZAzDL o
22 A% Hu) M Foloh

<# 2> M2Mti 3l & cHSecond-generation Population)

8 X ) (HB)
00101 5 364
01110 14 391
00110 6 375
01101 13 39

a7l AT 99 o fAz e
Fol 4 EAAJAZFE F Jehln Atk mu
7t e AEEAN, =& HSEE AW 27
tHschema) & F-¥3f(partial solution)7} ()
g 0] 0%, 417, 01 o2 sfe] L]
Az WEoldel 48EE A Rwse
£ A70E 7HA 2 A-g Aol 18R] 23
RES Fo 2701E 2D A %L o)

- BEA dEAPE B 22 HSEE A
FEEo] I¥A X% FEE B g2 #
AAsHA E Foln MYzt AEA F&
oo} eabs 1 U 270t ke &
Aoty mhA g HE HEEE

o

_?_l\zizrixl—{m

]

$45n AYhE 2A @ shsAol FopAE
Rolth.

3.2 RHA 2|ES 0|88 7|E H7

FAA LYZE AARN HEH E
A7E WY PAll =8, Sudianto
et al[1996]& AHHILAO|H WAE AFEH

© SAH 3]AE 4" (stepwise regression)2] df
(o2 {2 YnEEF S o] & My S
Abstdtt. 484z f4x dadEe ol%
g eddyo] ¢ Ao JE

1998 BAIA 3] AR A (stepwise re-
gression), 74} YU1e]E(genetic algorithm)
o] &3 wMey 9 o] x|¢l(Bayesian) ¥
MNeHE vl - Hrpsldt. Agdn #3x
dneES o] 8g HF YT WolxA ¥
AeEie] 9A A ARNYED S48 Ao
Uelstth. 2 dFelae 71E 948 238t
FRAALGLYSE WA B ope} M
ANz 2Lt

2 4y o

o 3

3.3 REX} 2| FE 0|28t Regres-
sion Splines

2] (2)9] Regression Splinesol] 243 H1=2}
duFdAE HE FALY)E o459 str-
inge g R A X9 Fro] 10]H ;
WA W7t SARE XgEs Hola 0o
EFEHA e AE Utk o o /A
A dnFs Y3 Al o7 string
{101010000---1}o]2} 3|ARE L th33 Pk

~ ~ o~ 3
y= ayt a2x2+ Bi(x—&)4
+ Bs(x_gs)i'
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FHA gnelEFe ol HIZF BHAHEA

£ dqtoll A= BIC (Bayesian Information Cri
-teria[Schwarz, 1978))& 2+ 3|AR¥-& Hrlshe
d AHESITE A Sole Adjusted R?, AIC,
corrected AIC 5 o8 77125 AL&slHS
U Ay¥Zds BIC7E g 71& wis] 4319
ok BICe th3t o] Aojdrt

BIC = log(SSEm) + plogn/n

A AoM ne& HES Fol|1, pE FH3}
© B9 Fo]3, SSEv 23} AlFFHerror sum
of squares)o]t}.

2 d7Y fAx4 dngFdAe Az a3
@ FA9E AAEY. A AdeA REs)
T W7b HgE(fimess)9} HlE|3le] FEHoZ
AHEl(i.e, stochastic selection without replace-
ment)¥] 1 o] FRESZRE 3hie] Aao] HF
e (uniform crossover)dl] 2J3] AAECE HF
wHj@ A oA AEE 14 uiee g F
RFR2RE 2 f3¥AS 53 dEE EH
e ol Syswerda, 1989]. & Q7oA H
THHE AHEEE olfrE B dFolA AMSE
steady statedTH(THS @ 3=x)o) exploiﬁve
3t dAo| F3EZ explorativedt o] 73
HewH & AM-go.2M4 explorationd} exploi-
tation®] #¥E #Ae}7] s hMarch and
Rho, 1996].

gele AA4E Aol A AddA Hx
7b 71 U8 s diA(ie, Elitsm)goz A
N2 *ﬂtﬂe gk olgA 3 AMdielA
&} = F9 A4 YAt tiAshe 4
S steady state HITYolelx 3o o= 3
o] A4Ee oa &3 A= de FHA
Q2] &(simple genetic algorithm)oll ®]3)] de-
terministic & ¥ HHs}e] $-317] dHAE
o[Davis, 1991; Whitley, 1988] & dol|A] A}
3ok ¥ A7 FHx s & &

7} sany g ANG W FAHES 5
Atk o] ASelE Mt AssHIE v
317 19.7] 0}%7] molc.

V. Al Ede]4 slolg|E o] &3 37}

o] ZollMe AE7A HBWY F¥2 Lz
%<& ©]8% Regression Splines®] #&4& Al
EHoldE T AHF dolHA o5 Hrta
17 o oo RE HrlA {34 dn
&9 A 27 20008 AHEE G
25 T &zt AT 9% o) FE AAY o
FA 3k

4.1 B} L0l AR B2 7 EYN
(Univariate Nonparametric Reg-
ression)

4 FARLRYES A7) SRl A
Ags Ba gL F IFE olgstd A9
# dole & AAsh.

1. y=fx)+e=2x—1+¢
2. y=f(x)+e=sin(10xx)+ ¢

AYA e Fdoln FHA P MRl
FXo|t}. z} g2 x ~ Uniform(0, 1)9F e~
N0, 0))S TB2E n = 10078 FES 4
At 7 R 5 Y dioly 28 A
ok 3hhe FAS(noise)o] S(high) 73-9-0]
(0.=1/2) O 3} AEol H2(low) 7
oltH o= 1/8).

3z dagdEs A 83e £ A9 F g
2% & 475 itk H¥EY Ay <a
g 2>ofA 9} o] T A AL F BT F3
¥ 7t AR el vl Y B
o] & A% e y=1.942—0.952 FAH

Hdo R ox ox
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FHEX} ¢02|ES o|BF H|2F HAHEA

3 RPE 062013 ALo] He AL F2=
' y=2.09%—1.062 FHHUT R*E 0%
olfich. Hzel FRA AFE 4014 40747}
A uhro] Hgrour Aze itk FHA &
DZEe FWH AYAST HAsich

2

1.5

1

0 02 0.4 06 0.8 1
x

a) High Noise

0 0.2 04 0.6 08 1

* Opservation —TRUE - GA estimate
b) Low Noise

<3y 2> dysts YA

FUA YuEE AATHY AP T
7 e A BF L A%E AT <2
B olAsh 2ol A G4 AR ocus) F
Haded Aol & A%E R 0620190
Agel He AeE R 0weldth el
2 4% HARYE SA9) W% 44 7
28 EPHAT 20l HE FPE A4 5
Ao} Wa(est dhe] FEH)E TS

a) High Noise

« Qoservation —TRUE --- GA estimale
b) Low Noise

<3y 3> Melate FHZM

4.2. Ol dI2=s 3HEM(Multivariate
Nonparametric Regression)

o] HolMe A ¢nelFE B} oe
thisg BAlo Hgs Rz @k 4 BE
#1049 x - UQ, D& w2 SPus 1094,
x, - X0, 5 AASIES 2d2 oo s
olgste] B&WS yE A9HoE WAsHAc

J— 41’ 4
+3x3+2x+ x5+ e

91e) Aol xold not A AL
Frolstelo} @tk o] Wrkel AwA 2HL §
A guelFel AFY FYAFY nolA xsw

& HYsierle e Aol 1 tedle 2
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FHUX LdD2|FE 0| BE vy FHHEY

2o ARY EJUSG FHuUSge B9
23 Yl mEe WEstE BE ol
Yuisel A9 phIE 97 Bale] T
5 Held ¢ A4sUt 4 @9 7hid
(additive) 7H9 < AHg3E e this =Y
o] 100749} Q1914 EEg ol 83je] FHHch

10 .
y=ayt ;(axlxi+az'2x?+ai3x§ (@)
+Bi(xi— 1)+ Biu(xi— &)%) +e

lo

3
Nolse ] Low,Noise

<E 3> ClH$ gt

a6 fan |aie |aw 8n [fre a0 lan ae [an 11 [Be

Intercept
X1
X2
X3
Xy
X5

Ol ||| OO
(=R Rl Rl Na-N i R
OO | |=
(=l Rl Rarll el N Ran)
O|lo|IC|(Oo(—|O
S| ==

X6-10

#H4 dmEe oHF P Hp
AnAo)drh Rgo) & At He 7

R*7t 74z} 096673% 099660120t} 780

A #AA fueEL 579 P P9
AHYTH<H 3> #Hx). AHE AME] B
VA §AA dueEe 4 SyEs 5
FAME A g4 BAE AT 09} x
9] A% vy F5E <Y LMY u$
FARH FA43AE xollA 19 Fee e
SHAl F4849te] BAIE H¥oz FAHIY
th &gl He RLONE <¥ 3> <1y 5>0
Uehd AAHE §A1 Aot Jebdoh ¥R x
o AL AYJAdE fAx dae|Ee HAd
(A3)22 FH3AT. <E >E HE #go|
& A9 AL Ay Axprt g AXY B2
oy} AR a¥A thEA] gt A, A& o]
Hel Vg B4 Aoz F 27 BRAN &

N o

Zx

b

A4 dnEgEL T H bRl sHE HFE

£ s AddstA] stk EA, M ud

(]

9] A% F AN A EFoA Myog
gukEAl FHEAG AR T AEFH o)A A
ool Uokd 10709 S-H¥UT F 1, 1 x5
o] M EH@WFo sFEHe FAlolth 18y
o] BYx W e Slojr <zte] o)}
ANANE M E Hao tigh Alg(coefficient)
Fo] o]Foix|7] wo HFHoZ FAHH
239 Bg vl FABIH<2E 49 <19
5> #x). 100749] ¥B-S 7FA3 107) F 5749
AR5 HFE FolAN o FHE Y3}
AL 2 F 27 HAEA RS e o F

A gueze e $eat & 4 Aok

6

5

f.x)
w

(X3}
~

0 02 0.4 06 08 1

— TRUE - GA estimate
<18 4> chS #4 FHA W0l 2 P9

vpAgte g o] =FoA At FHA g
%2 AE3<l 99 Smoothing Splines[Has
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13 HlRS 5B

14X,)
w

14%)
w

<3 5> ciH$ &5 FHPI: 30l H

rie

el

tie and Tibshirani, 1990]9} <1-¥ 4173 %HFausett,
19%4]# ®lw3] BEokrh Smoothing Spliness %
Aol A2 BESs JARY 2Fe u
w3tE Az F2 ARHE RS 37
2 o]t}. Smoothing Splines:= T2 3
3 249 828 £29 4 rHHastie and
Tibshirani, 1990] 1994).

S s A eVa @

A A As Y Fgoln <y <<
x,<b°]1, smoothing spline f& ¢ A4S H
Agee & FE EAZ 299 4 ok 9
AollA A A g Aal dole9 B3o] o
S gtol Euhd zolr) Y=rkE 28k
o2 dvt FARAM9 23 AsFHerror sum

of squres)ol] 3l|Fgtc}. whA = Wz g
¥ 35 7Y ZFH(curvature) AT E Aojahe
Fog whof o] AdH FIFo] ¥ glx HA
d S 22E Foln 20 HYE FFo
of
_%
u}

H]

rx

(o

r

T A WdY F57 22" Aotk ¢ 4

Hasglele Bl Qo) A9 e AR

Holle oel J2Wo] oy B =FdXxe
FAEAS 7t 9] #ole cross-validation
WM& ARESIATE & ol AAlR 2HFs
£ HA3she A ge gt Aot

é{)i,-—l/f"(ﬁc,-)}2 ©6)

cviny =1 p2

9 HelA Fi(x,) & Al dolEIE AL
¥ 339 7y9] o ZXE usith

ANFJAERLE HESH 2AYE 23 23
o2 U3t Q¥ AF(Artificial Intelligence)
9] 3 FobZ[Fausett, 1994] thddl o] ZFA| o)
AEHo2 HEHogr} AFANALLS 2layer
feed-forward backpropagation networkS A&
ATk JAFNAGY AE BEY F7 F7
HE] A 2¥e £287)7) ozt ot
2t b transfer $h, TRt H4ro] hid-
den node & Alxdtd 74 $3 ARE
Uebd 23S wmo] o] &3¢t vl AR
¥ ©89] hidden nodex 57l, transfer function
< sigmoid§H<o|t}. Learning rate, momentum
term ¥ tolerancex= Z+2z} 045, 09, 018 AL&
=g

Zt Wi o Aatg £A4317] 98l Square Root
of MSE (RMSE) = \/ Z(f(x,»)—f(xi))z/ng
ARSI v dn fAxge]Eo] Smoo-
thing Splines?} 1FAHYHT} 43 Aoz
UEHRTH<E 4> Zz). J¥g5oMe f3a
¢32]F#} Smoothing Splines7} #e AE
7tAE vhA QQFAAEDE FA ¥ ARE 7}
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FHX YH2FE 0B v2F ALY

At AQFFANE FAKRE st debd
t}. §AAL1E)E7} Smoothing Splinese -
A A8 Uele AFNEFL X g
A%E 7HAg o 39 Fede 73
2} &areg}Zo] Smoothing Splinest Q1A%
Bod FFo] & A AL BF EF 7

AHRE vehiick

-~

<E 4> AMgalo|d o|olel vl IHRMSE)

"i’;'f"f‘.', V_vw"t" » ) f@"m i - ;"; 3 " -

GA  |0.0245]00258| 0.1246] 0.0426] 0.2348] 0.1306

Smoothing | 1 4s 0 0258| 0.1265| 0.0307] 0.2843{ 01890
Splines
Neural

Nty | 00792{0.0639] 05549|03652| 04542 06101

V. AA dolgE o] &% 37}

o] FolMe FAA dnEFE ol&E Re-
gression Splines®] f8AE AA doJHE o]
g3t Hrlstazt g@oh Byt A€ dolH
T 7199 & B4 HolHE BESE 7636
olx 7709 EYPWHTE XTI T T
Ade tsa g2

Y(TEL3) =719 9] tdE FAuE

Xi(TEL ) = 719 i8] (F)E% FAHE

Xo(DURATION) = 71%li8] E&5d5

X(CAPITAL) = APt #xo HAshd 1,
282 ¥ow 0

X4(EMPy) = 719 i9) tdx FHLF

Xs(SALE.) =714 i9 t 9= vj&od

Xo(RNDx) =714 i9 tdx afEo gju
R&D Ez}H)&

XAPROFIT;) = 7I4 i8] tdx 4§

HolEg FEat] FAoll 3818 H5H|(esti-

mation sample)E AME-EHR iriA] 3818
ZX|(validation sample)E = ¥e] &S 3
Z3kedl AMEEIATE RE ¥gE 2¥ES 374
&7 Holl Atst stk 0/1 WE X
fatn yob 7t SYuse] WAe gL
233} Aok mebA g 22 ALY
FAslax o
Y= B+ A(X 1)+ A(X2) + 83X,
+ fi( X))+ f(X5) + fi( Xe) (5)
+ fi(X7)

)

rx

g Wy A 5 FEHE AR
A mdFPsre) 549 FEH|
Aoz Yyeiyith A4 5Rg g2 T
AHEE A9l (XX)WEZ 27 AY
singulard}?] W&o FHAAgo] AP=HA %
= 7A97F Bsioh

FAATE <F 5> 8950 ok ¢4 A
A e AARYNA A=A F HAZ
ZYHE X, X 2 X E£585 Y9 #A
e Ayoz FHHYD A HAZ X, X, 2
X9t Yl #AlE wdygog FAHHUH<
4 6> Fx). A¥IARFY S AFSEATE A
2¥E AUZ 48 5 AUS Aotk

=

o

&

Z

AE o 0

tio r

< 5 S4l8| Hiol&{2f af

Variable |ao [an|ae|ad: BE{BniPn|By
Intercept | 0
X1 0 11
X2 1 0j0(0]0]0]|O0
X3 O -]-1-1-1-1-
X4 111|101 |1]010/]0
X5 1100011 1)1
Xs 11]0|0|0|0|O0O}O(O
X7 110|]0(0]0[0j0(0O0

npAgto 2 fHa €arelEE Smoothing Sp
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X+

a) fi(Xi)

— GA esbmai® c) fS(;(S)

<313 6> S4lu| dlolgf FHZ D

lines, ?13417% % polynomial regressionl) 7}
vl Bt} $olA AF3A K] 3818 BE
S FA A2 v 3818 BES
Foll ARR-3IA. <E 60 2YHURC] F &
£ 25X 382 ¢u)Fo] Smoothing Sp-
lines, 134173%, polynomial regression}.t} $-
F3l4tt.  FAH A E(estimation sample)ol| A &
xole AAgE of &4 E(validation sample)o]] M
F32 ¢n2EL Smoothing splinesel] Bl&j 5

1) 7709) 2t SQ¥so H¥(linear) 3} A(square) 3
€ X §e polynomial regression T3 AME&tgict

HAE o]4 RMSE(root mean squared error)7}
Ao} 2¥o] Yrhs o &AFA washs R
o] €}%43}8] Smoothing splines 23 o] vf$ &
A HINY myolzhs HE 1Y o SHAE
Az 2 zole  Aolgn & 4 Yok

<E 6> &4l4| lojgf H| 22 IHRMSE)

GA 0.2657
Smoothing Splines 0.2701
Neural Networks 02791

Polynomial Regression | 0.2793

V. &

o] dFNME FAA dnEES vIES 3
ARAZF9 82t Regression Splinesol| 83}
Aok F A gnES Heddy EA
#rtk ollzlt R¥MH] FAE HEF Ao
o 193 ulolEl} AA HoEHE o] &3 H
ZhlA fAA gaeEe AFHA RS 3
AEA Y2 Smoothing Splinest} Q1F Al 7w}
g ¢4 4948 Jeioh

g% dA7e oYg wekog AYPE Aot
T2 o] AT EYPEFNY A3 HLo
e ez /st a8y AFANAY
#2 dlojgutelyd 7Y EYPASY 5
€S M9¥ 4 Ath[Berry and Linoff, 1997].
FFoe o] dFA AR FAAGTENES
ZHRTY 3RS 1 E AT
© d78 JPF Aotk APsHojop & AL
o] 79 UdnEFS 2z Wty 43Fgo)
e A4E 13 E FHTE Ro|
o Ao 2 fAz gnES @4 sy
o 83 Be Aot £ ¥AZE & #AA
g1l v R o] fHAGnFY F
A &S Y3 &R Rale Aol A4
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