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Explainable Threshold Tree Construction Based on Beam Search

LI Yu-Qun, HE Zhen-Feng
(College of Computer and Data Science, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350108, China)

Abstract: Traditional clustering algorithms can split the dataset into different clusters, whereas these clusters are usually
difficult to explain. Iterative mistake minimization (IMM) is a common explainable clustering algorithm, which constructs
a threshold tree from a single feature, and each cluster can be explained by feature-threshold pairs on the path from the
root node to the leaf node. However, the threshold tree only considers the feature-threshold pair withithe fewest errors
when dividing the data in each round, and this greedy method is easy to lead to the local optimal soiution. To solve this
problem, this study introduces beam search, which slows local optimization by, re{aining a predetermined number of states
in each round of division, thereby improving the consistency between the clustering provided by the threshold tree and the
initial clustering. Finally, the effectiveness of the algorithm is verified'by experiments.
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Q50 A VR B8 X ST R 2907, O AR A 2 1
B P e s BT 4. SCR [7] 5% CART 200 3 &,
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R AR RAR S 2R b, 4 AR TR
BT ICOT 1A S0 FNE 42 TR S, A
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FRATE Y AT TR RS S T w2
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IR, DA 38— R, e T4 4 1
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BRI T 70 AR SR R AT 5 R 0 DU TSR R, SRR T
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1 IMM &L, 58 2 B IMM BE, 58
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IMM 53 YRR A AR A 4 /M B0, 2 7 A
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Forn, |- o WL BAS I A, FEAR S x 5 B iR
IO p Z TR EE B c(x) AT R A
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WUEE-DRESE. Q) BENRG AR LT
TR, BN EES S R T R X R (3) BRAE AR
FRIAR 2 DA KA T R RFAE S B 2 k1.
BA kAT SR BER T 515 1 ke NMERE
. I e R IR NCT C X, j e k, W) K-means 4} [X i
AR LAE LA
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AAF IR S F A R B R B 24— A BIE 7 BRI oy
FAERF, G SR A 5 G B AR A 0 A R A3 BN TR Y
P R, WA Z U sk AR T R IMM BV AE 2R
WEE 1 .

Bk 1 IMM ik

N B X=(x 12 RPN, TREL K
A R A

1) R K-means(x! 22, 2" 0 HIFAF RIS H B O pl oo, gk LR FRFR
2yl jetl, e on)

2) return build_tree({xj}’]’.zl,{yj};?ﬂ,{,uj}ljc-ﬂ) IBEACH R B, T L5
P32k (18)

3) build_tree((x/y"_ 07V Awd ) ):

4 (/Y Ry

5) leaf.'cluster<—y1

6) return leaf

7)  for each i{l,.d}

. J
8) li<_mm1<j<n/~1$ 5
J "
9) ri‘fmaxl<j<n.u?
b
10) end for ¥

1) if=argmin; <oe, Zile mistake(x/ ,y)’j,i,é)) WHERETR (19) FI2EEE (20)
12)  M{jimistake(x/ 1’ i,6)=1 r

13)  Le{ji/<oniemny,

14)  R—{jl(>0nGEMY_,

15)  node.condition—*x;<6”

16)  node.left—build_tree({x/} jer 3/} jer. i1t/ }_A/::, )

17)  node.right—build_tree({x'} jep {3/} jer it/ IIJL D

18)  return node

19) mistake(x,u.,6):

20) return (x;<6)#(u;<6)?1:0

WIS 1 Fros, BEA B P 5 node A5
R leaf ¥ . BT 15 node & B¥53K condition FiG

I left right. Horh, BRI condition 1776 BI4E 77

£1(7,0), TREHK left right W4 BILF 66 TR M A 145
RFRE. T A leafﬂﬂé\*/ﬁiﬁﬁiﬁ cluster,
FHSRAE 1T 5 ks 2. &
FELARKN A AR I AR b, 2 A1 5 node 41D
G EDPAFER O /B, IMM Bk 5 5§ (8) Ak
B (9) HF S 1 R R PR R {E O 1 BUE Y L, £
VE T EH P R A 2R ) REST RCS T B
— AN, FEAB IR (11) 1, B A oo AR R &
R R D I B 2 E0 (L 0), FIF (6, 0) T HIB IR (12)
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BR(17) AR pl e A 75 L PR (19) AP ER (20)
FiR T R S O R R O AR A R I R 2
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2 TR AR R R F i

FATRE MM 938 B A B AR AR 2 — RS
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AT #% W Bodh R A B S SURE. RATITS , B
BRI — Bl LT kANl s R, 434
A S A L TR b, BTEL A 6 A 1 A PR

SUNBIHEIR A, 18 BAAR A 2 11 24 b R A1) 75 B 47
k=1 D3 ZE kTR B R A HARRES. BAEH (data,
labels, centers, condition, mistakes, cluster) F&7~—"
. B, data. labels. centers 77 WINTEIZTT RN
B SEEA . AR BER LR WS, mistakes N
TEAZAT BRI B s B 7= A Al i s

fH52, IMM FIRAERE— 3 2 G R IUK 2 500
FEME SRR T, A BB A, XA R BUR &
RALH HARRES, PR — DR Sk 5 450 &
P, N 7 I8z ix — [l @, AR SCHRH T 2 TR R R
IMM ZHi7% (beam search based iterative mistake minimi-
zation, BSIMM). BSIMM 53 4 BB )45 — 46 1145
HARE Je R S AEAT i T AR EIRAS (RIS 5E B), M
I AR AR SebR L, IMMUELIESR A () 0 550K
AR S0 B=1 W RIS 2, 124 B E IR
I AU A AN T R R
21 ETHERERR IMM BX

T BRE R 0 A2 i #2 v, BSIMM B35 T R B 3
W& 2 X IMM R I — R . B 1 DO BRI R
ARG, R IGEAR T BSIMM Bk i 4 H it
E AR S B R SO VLIRS 72 [A] R 2R HL A fige i 1R
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MIFRAZS s AP0 . 1 S B3 BT A 2t I AR 1
FUIT4G, BSIMM SRR 8 e AR IR B 411 S0 0
B AMIRES, B R K RS B = A i R mUE AE
=15 4%, X B MREHAFAER SRR
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B M EARRPRAS G St T e, BB BB HIRRA.
2.2 BiAHEA

BSIMM SEMESL W% 2 fs.
H: 2. BSIMM &35

BN MR X =(x) 2, xmeRON TEIHEE K, SRR B, 5 IR
SEHE C
it PR ¢

1) R K-means(x! x2,- x" k) FIEB BB H oty - pk UL SRR
%yj, Je{l,--,n}

2) roote—fE M (/Y1 /Y1 YL @, @, @) B HRTS 1

3) curr_states—root //FTUEAY BT 14 ZRA AR T 55

4) ve—1

5) while (v<k)

6) next_states<[] /WG T — S RIRE D

7)  for each state € curr_states /3 [Jj 24 A8 2R A&

8) for each node € state

9) if (jnode.centers|=2) /IMREES LR ML >

10) c_states<—generate(d, G, node, {;4{ }’]‘.g) /PSR 3
11) next_states.append(c_‘vtates)

12) end for g 0

13) end for

14)  next_mis<]

15) for each state € next_states

16) next_mis.append(cal_mistakes(state)) // V£ W% 4

17)  end for

18)  curr_states«—M next_states "FARYE next_mis EHLHT B /I
HPRE

19)  vev+l

20) end while

21) te—argmingecurr starescal_mistakes(s)

22) return ¢

WNSHE 2 IR (2) Bor, BAMIRES A R

BIAIRRAS (), 0V ). @, @, @) TFH. i

T ERAS H AR Y s 12 0 o AT P R AT
AW A BGETR, RUBERAS, EE?&‘E%@J%@% HARRE A A
A kAT AU BIERT. He ROk A TR 2 L
StF A 2, RSP IR (20) 16— UGEAH ] 3L
BT T k=1 SR, PR (4) thog UH) v kil
R IR (DD IR (13) B FHR B A FRRA 2 A
ATV ARSI B Rebh T 5, SRS ST AR dh s
M TE— . Hdr, BB (10) 1 generate FVAH
T RS B s AR C RS BRI L.

By% 3. generate 51k

N B RAERE d, T BRI EIRCR C, ST R node, 4R
LR S T
St WS ¢ trees

1) {x/ };?:] «node.data /|81 55 VEHRE S
2) {y/ 1 —node.labels /|51 R IR
3) {cj}jlehnode‘centers /ARG RO ES
4) r_cuts—]

5) r_mis<{]

6) for each i€f{l,- d}

7) for each tefl, ,h—1}

8) «—argmin ;_,_ r+1 Z;‘.zl mistake(xj,uyj,i,e) NVEIE 1 b
[N

I (19) AEIE (20)

9) mis&mincl,_< o<t 1 Z;f:] mistake(x/ ,ﬂyf ,iﬁ)"

10) r_cuts<—r_cuts.append(i,0) \

11) r_mis<—r_mis.append(mis) :

12) end for y

13) end for y ! '

14) cjgutse})\ r_cuts TARYE r_mis AT C AN/ NHISTE
15).¢_trees«1t node ¥4 c_cuts AT, 133 C FRM
16) S c_trees W' node W condition, mistakes

17) c_left, ¢_right«—c_trees F1 ¥ Ji J5 I A 45 745 55

18) T ¢ left, ¢ right "1 data, labels, centers

19) for each ce{1,+,C}

20) if (Jc_left[c].centers|==1)

21) c_left[c].cluster<—c_left[c].centers T3 N HIF% S
22) if (Jc_right[c].centers|==1)

23) c_right[c].cluster«c_right[c].centers Fi ¥t N IS
24) end for

25) return c_trees

FESLE 3 58 X generate 575, AT A4 &
R 1 O 0, A T T R P 0 e B
PEAILALI .t T A BT 403K AR WA I — i i
T et KB B B £, I LR 75 /M A
A5 v 0 2 1) M2 AT 43 5 RCR AR L. 25 T
(6)-35 1 (13) iz, BN VERRHE AT, ZE 43P AN AT
(ORE 2 8] Rk 3 SR A 1 85, r_cuts BV TE %54 R
U P O 4 B A BEAL, BTSRRI R
DA 5 D 43 OB O R RIS A, 0 BRAT T 7 6 1
1 B MRS HE 5 K %4 0, AT 2 T 3L A5 4
FE . BB (14) R, BRATMAE M R
BB cuts FRIE C Ny EIRE, b C B
INF BB, BAVES T (15258 (24) FHiER 6
R 25 P R A 4 R R, e, i A R £
T A R E AR O, W% T T
U R IR T R cluster VB A% S eb 0
RE
ik 4. cal_mistakes 51k

A RES state
K RES state FEAENERR 1S BL state_mis
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1) state_mis=0

2) for each node € state

3) if (jnode.centers|=2)

4) state_mis+= node.mistakes
5) end for

6) return state_mis

WS 4 Frow, R85 2 (B3 (16) AT 3R (21)
H1 ) cal_mistakes SFE IR TR 2 AR B EE IR
R o, RS AR BB R U RN IR AS
BN PR S mistakes 2 .

3 SRR 5

nE 1 s, KB 10 A UCT #dla 4R, 7
7 /& Robot. Pendigits. Anuran. Vowel. Waveform,
Mice. Digits. Avila . Yeast 1 Ecoli. Robot # 7~ Wall-
Following Robot Navigation Data #{4fi4E, Pendigits %
7 Pen-Based Recognition of Flandwritten Digits ZU#54E,
Anuran 78 Anuran Calls (MFCCs) (4 4E, Vowel &
7~ Connectionist Bench (Vowel Recognition-Deterding Data)
A4, Digits 7R~ Optical Recognition of Handwritten
Digits #4755, £ KR, Mol R R L+
IR 46 K-means HIEFAT 10 XEENLFF T4, HK 5
IR ) K-means 43 X AR A4 ] ke B 2R A R
U822y X, fJE AT R SRR BVE 45 RN P S (B A
B 2G5 R S PR F8 A R B AR E AL 2y X RRA
(normalized partition cost, NPC) FlAx#E{L H.A5 B (norma-
lized mutual information, NMI). Fi & ##fiid T o] il ks 826
FE 506 K-means 535 2 0] 56 T 43 X AR (1 LA,

APt (3) 5K (1) 2 b, iz b flek ik H sz ir 1 i, |

W I AT AR SRR B 23 X A BRI 3L W] 46 K-means
VLR 73 X RUAS; T J 2 W SR ttgz%ﬁiﬂﬂﬁ%%%%%
TR IV B FEEE. g !

SEHG N THIMM 3% . ExGreedy B0 L)
J% ExShallow 5L 347 X6 b, X 65 A AT A RE 5%
RSB ) K-means 77 X 2 &, E#E— N E4R
FEA 1) P T ST B T T H R SR X S TR )
X IAE T3 5 70 B A SR B AN [F]: IMM BRI SR 1 A
B/ (15 %), ExGreedy HIEGE R0 X A &/ 11 47
E; ExShallow HyEM| 2 7E ExGreedy HiERISEAE %
& TR L. AR ST P R BRI SR R R kYR
F 5 R B AR OGR4 2R3 AR SCHR [17] Prés 1,
ExShallow 592 H FH SR AU 73 DX RS AS R FR) IR B 1) 2

A WE N 0.03. 5 KRF E BSIMM Rk W5
B A SR B E CRE. ok, X4 Bk
i, BSIMM HE% 8 7 2 Mg T &, Alae a4
T U ) 4 SR, (R [R] B AR 2 £ BE A SR A (A8 AT I [RD T
C BRI 2 50 21 Bk 43 B 1 5. 220 1% RE B AT
DA sz 56 b, BSIMM Bk 8258 B W B N 40, 15
MR IR C BB 10, 2RSS RN 2 Fios.
F1 BIEGERE

i ok S R %0 RAH
Robot 5456 Y24 4
Pendigits 10992 8 "6 10
Anuran Y 7195 22 10
Vowel| | 990 10 11
Waveform 5000 40 3
Mice 1077 69 8
Digits 1797 64 10
Avila 20867 10 12
Yeast 1484 8 10
Ecoli 336 7 8

MR 2, FATTAT LA RIEE R YE B 4 40 ) BSIMM
Hyk. IMM k. ExGreedy 5% L& ExShallow &
2 F NPC Al NMI % HEsza 4 5. Hodr, FeAiTar b
F F| BSIMM FELE R4 Hdi 42 rh (1) NMI #R T3
& 3 AN, ERE BSIMM 50578 B 2T 5524 b ik
REZE. E Vowel fll Avila ¥4 I, RE BSIMM H
VI NMI 5% %, {52 ExShallow 5% NPC EL BSIMM
BT, X% T ExShallow S5 fE % $4 310 %
JEET o3 X A S 1 TR A5 55 225 fbn 22 1)
GFEE. S8R R, FECT HoAh 3 Fh IR BIE R (1
— k) 3 TR S5 R — A 4, AR SCTAR HE ) BSIMM
SRR S MR S R 2 AELAE i T S RS SR
JR RV, HR& T GRS R R RS
B RARIRAS, A RO IR % T =3 et 1) R i & 2,
TSR IE B TE R a4 | BSIMM BVERE S 12
TRAE 2 X A (15 L 32 5 0 46 SR 28 43 B8 I — %

HITRREG A,

4 diw5EE

BEXT IMM 535 BT 2R T A 5700 SR 2 2 BN JR)
B )R, 7 H T Rl T R R R R R
W3 9 % SR A BB AR — S R 0 TR B
e AELAF A 0 B (RS, T AR DU — ARG, il
i O B 2 AR AR 0 P AL R Vi B, 3R A S A A ok
758, A5 B A S 44 10 SR S 23 S I G B 4T 46 3R 2R
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XI5y B Ja, I AE UCT HdE 4 b7 58, Xttt 7 IMM
. ExGreedy %%, ExShallow i1 BSIMM &
TRIIBRUHEAG 2 X A IR HEAG ELAS S, SEI0 45 SRR,

BSIMM 5% 145 50 B4R T He 4 3 AN S0k, ilE 7
BSIMM S 2otk Aok TR T i —

8

/D G S H R PR .

—_

# 2 IMM. ExGreedy. ExShallow fl BSIMM &k} L
" IMM ExGreedy ExShallow BSIMM
ESIES NPC NMI NPC NMI NPC NMI NPC NMI
Robot 1.0758 0.5322 1.0634 0.5214 1.0634 0.5214 1.0621 0.5641
Pendigits 1.2465 0.7187 1.1405 0.7733 1.1346 0.7709 1.1324 0.7594
Anuran 1.2857 0.6978 1.1533 0.7119 1.1591 0.6959 1.1504 0.7278
Vowel 1.3534 0.5531 1.2458 0.5715 1.2138 0.6203 1.2265 0.6297
Waveform 1.1064 0.4645 1.1090 0.4678 1.1090 0.4678 1.0924 0.4756
Mice 1.1305 0.6465 1.0908 0.6578 1.0864 0.6593 1.0813 0.6721
Digits 1.2440 0.5364 1.2132 0.5487 1.1883 . 0.584 1 “ 11810 0.5969
Avila 1.0721 0.7331 1.0577 0.7226 1.0496 0:7345 1.0623 0.7448
Yeast 1.0984 0.6457 1.0762 0.6379 170988 0.6227 1.0711 0.6553
Ecoli 1.0820 0.8436 1.0305 0.8546 1.0390 0.8410 1.0212 0.8640
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