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HRA A ;o A48 AlLE, 200549 69

3 Ao wet Qe 2 35 a1 4F AT FAME g £ e gEhEed J)da
|H7F Al 2" FEo] AT A]Fo|T

718l EAE 2 8"t 2Y pESs 8 gy Bd2EM(MDA), IAEY
(Regression), ZA(Logit), Z2 8l (Probit) 59 43 WHES F2 2839 grh(Altman,
1968; Ohlson, 1980; Altman, 1983). gy}, 1980ddl $9H&H HAdH sk (Inductive
Learning), ¢1&A17 %(Artificial Neural Network), A2} €318 2 (Genetic Algorithm)¥ Z&
AEA%S (Artificial Intelligence) 7159 -4 HEHUA 71d=4 2 AAH7} Fof o]
213 IR ES 8837 AR AT

B d7oA dider dte ZdAgErte VRS, dEsdEdAY 2 oA BH
(Binary Classification) T-A1$} €2 th#FMulti Classification) ZAo)H, 298 1:8 £
d ARHE HEZFES A o] e AR FAYL AT AT Bokol A o] dt 7|PAl &
Bt BAE EHHoZ sy A g2 A7t Jsﬂiﬂ‘}i‘:} ol# g A= i) FFH &
Mg 7IRte R st gl7] W] 27ld e AR, ol BB A AR B 22 EA3
22 TAH WREe] dy ol &HALY = ?_‘3"?_‘ o, A7 RS2
T4 22 vEA Fo| &WatA AMEEHI Qlvh HZ9 e dFE9]
U ID3, CART, C45%2% A&y E(Inductive Learning) Bt} 1
Hrte & AFEE ¢ FYAE + JLS HodF2 9t} (Jo, Han and Lee, 1997, Kim and
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2 dToA T o2t 2o ATF Tl FAdsto] 7)E A oA SEHE HFMA
71 & 25 718 F HA HHES g 2L e 7[dALB7 28 g Aekst
1A gt ol JYolBe 1 298 F1 AUe w2 o] 2(Rough Set Theory) 717354
Aol 28 T3] AEE AlHle AHE o Fdte A7 2(CBR, Case-Based Reasoning)
2% Z¥olth
v HZo A7t AE EPgolES 7|PA8E Y =Y E ol fre
B} 2 X gto| BoA Hoxe I 2 JFPd dS=e 94 Afole] 553 &%)
ok 2l ZEL k2ot de2Atete 258 7 A% 9 (boundary region) wiEell 1
T2 AlEEo] HA R (Fuzzy Set)#} E538td Skt 5‘}11“} o] 7 Mol L TRHoE
Aol tt2x AA}HOo® 11 Ao| Fol| HEHFIEE £ Ao AHRsHA 8 Aol
AHA o2& AT ZAA ¢ A 259 oAH/ASA AR g3 EFE o
S A (Crisp Set)# HAA R (Fuzzy Set) 2.2 Y& 5 gle=d), HEZR
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AZHFol 2 A7 R3S 2FT 7190897 23

X,

| ZZ8tARE 172Cm, 180Cmst 22 FAZoZ WAd 4428 7Hd & Ik 8 9 U
FI7F E AIEEY EY AP TdHE AT 245 (membership function)el] <3}
]"4 oA =L HAANEH Fuge 44S Wi Jdok &, A AAE 2
AEAE FHAT Ao a5He dasd EFdHH0] WEH 7] B&d
&t i—f‘?— A 248 # 8le Aot webA, W EatA %‘%Oi Uzl 48
3 2 7]

(o]
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p::l

ol gx do ox
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> |~t1 go M ofn ot o p

olgt= el vls] H&AsHA o= TH &3A & F e J1QdelEte dAEo] EA
o g @Y AN oAF HZAGolEol A8 Jhssith B AT AL ezygole
3 AEE T8 dFE Ve, 71949 AETFE ASFE] A A uFES £F
Y (Classifier) 22 ARE3TE Aoz e 7R ARE /A1 1:} x]]}ﬂi SERSE
$E9 uF BAd 22 435S 8y o, A ARE] AN e F2 54 AT

T Re
dojeld] tisii® afHoz g 4 Je F& 185ty A& 3rH(Riesbeck and Schank,
1989; Slade, 1991; Kolodner, 1993).

B =52 g% #Zol 7AH Utk 28dAME V€ =84 7194897 B e
Al AHER 2 71 dal dotrn, 3FoAAE o] AT AIRHE HEHFo| 2 A}
H7|W3E2] o] 84 A& AA T 4FM e HEAFEY S B WG AT Al w3
29 52y 23 AJEFHS Ayt 5N E £ =FlA Aotste HZAE-AE7]
32 (RS—CBR) 289 Aa4 & AFs] A48 dge 48 FA 7 AL diojeld tg A
'3< - -4-401] thal A 7ledeh AJEFH 7194187 Zokdl UM H& et

7igkel 23 BAZ BY F9 dix APTE FHA Lot 2 otk AUdnF
e A 2ol g AAE AN, Ao dig UAS v, EAo] XgEh 67l
A A3 2 ANAEE Gotr 1, FF ALt A ARy B by A9

ARE wol @

2 ol of ofl
rir Hd FZ,

I. 7|8 ER/IIZS

7149 Bite oy 719 g, A, A58 FH(ABS, Asset Backed Securities)
AEsE A4S 3] A Wgor ATHZ AN WYPEe] o] ALgEHo g
A GUNFS o] &% EdoA o #EEA(MDA), FAE E4(PCA), 23
(Logistic Regression)d] ©]27|7}A] thefst vl So] & )8t}

SR EAold ddET F, 3 Y AFEFE o] &M JdY RAse} v AF
FEE ASstazt e Polth o] RS AAVIAT 2474 AFHE Alolo] AAHY
Aol 7k EAEL el Aol7t 1YY REAEE A FAHoE o] 8d F YTdE F A
HEE 7122 Ewatn Aok oYY ddMFS ol &3 TAZF WHEY hEIY dFs
Beaver(1966)2] 45 2% o|th Beavert AFH| & o] 83 YWy 24E 7R dd 2
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"AEA AT, Al49 ALE, 20059 6Y4

Ao an FAdEEored FAXJN HHES A L5 Hx9 04—?1]-?,}"/ g 4 e 19
AT 19545 H 1964 Apelo] 79709 BA7Id 3 79709 A 37IYE BRo2 AT =
23454 (Profile Analysis)®} o] %% (Dichotomous Classification Test)% 0|83t A
FHl g g3t 719 FA d58S Fristdo

this gy J% AFE Altman (1968)9) Z-Score 2.8 ot} Altmane THAl 713 <]
AFH &S o] &3 thAZ B A (MDA: Multivariate Discriminant Analysis) &g 723t
Aed, ole Aoz FFHA AFH &S FEH 2R T Gedtste] VYRS
AP 2o AEHT ok vz BHEA o] & ZZ B R M (Probit analaysis), T
%3] A+ (Multiple regression analysis)® 22 T3t SAYHEo] dESAHIRE Fo|7] ¢
3 wyEog wo| AMEEo] @3 ItH(Martin, 1977, Johnson, 1979; Ohlson, 1980; Hamer
1983; Takahashi et al., 1984; Zmijewski, 1984, Gentry et al., 1985; Lee and Oh, 1990).

1980 ) FRkEH AFAAT 719 FH AGEF2%H 59 A3A s 7IEEe] 7IHdAEH 7L
23 ZHg5o] gkom(Elmer and Borowski, 1988; Odom and Sharda, 1990; Cadden, 1991;
Chung and Tam, 1992; Tam and Kiang, 1992; Miller et al., 1995; Kingdom and Feldman, 1995;
Barbro et al,, 1996; Jo et al, 1997), 2 & & AT S7IHEY EAES AFetoq 58
HHES B35 o5 3 W EE] AAIET Ath(Lee and Kim, 1994; Yang et al., 1999;
Shin et al, 2000; Mckee and Lensberg, 2002) (<E1> ZFZ).
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u:r[

<E 1> 7|HUBHIIZY

EAH RN ‘ ,
1966 Beaver DR
1968 Altman MDA
1977 Martin Logit Analysis
1979 Johnson FAHAEEA
1980 Ohlson Logit Analysis
1983 Hamerd Logit Analysis
1984 Takahashi et al. FAAEEA, MDA
1984 Zmijewski Probit Analysis
1985 Gentry et al. MDA, Probit Analysis, Logit Analysis
1990 Lee and Oh Bayesian
1Al uAs NeEY _
1988 Elmer and Borowski | Expert system
1990 Odom and Sharda Neural Network
1991 Cadden Neural Network
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Aol 23} A7 uEee A /gLt vy

1992 Chung and Tam ID3, AQ, Neural Network

1992 Tam and Kiang 1D3, Neural Network

1995 Miller et al. Neural Network, Fuzzy Theory
Kingdom and

199 Feldman GA

19% Barbro et al. Neural Network, GA, Logit Analysis

1997 Joetal Neural Network, CBR, MDA

1994 Lee and Kim Hybrid Neural Network

MDA, Neural Network, Probabilistic Neural
1999 Yang et al. Network
2000 Shin et al. CBR, Induction
2002 Mckee and GA, Rough Set Theory

Lensberg

M. A7

3.1 =EZE0|E

HERPo| 2L 198299 Pawlake] o3 A5 AAFHUAHPawlak, 1982 Pawlak &
Slowinski, 1994; Pawlak, 1997). o] o] 20 2 4 & B2 S ETY FAH S &= 7 F
7 ojwl £49 Fa4E gt R, 2L dBA] gl dlolHE Mgz AHEste A
Solt} o] A Wl e Balagdo 2 s golgE Ay & Qs 7,@01]1&1 S8l E, 7
o], 183 HA o] FEFFHE At o] o)L A RE AMEL 250 7K oW
AB2A AES AL T Uohe 7HA Stel A AZEn. $UT AR J9E M A= 2

e
»1 ¥

9 Auz s £Y 2 AFEG oed TR WA JEUFelEe V27t Uet
s 7] & (Elementary Set)o] 2}t 3L o) o] of® Aol ofsh

ol 7|29 &Hol He AEE YA (Crisp Set)olzt 3t
292 B X3 T (Rough Set)oldt ok whetA ofd Y2 I Jgolut B
&‘5}7‘] %e T dE MAE &, AAREMNA(Boundary-line Cases)
AHLower Approximation)$} A9 *AHUpper Approximation)®
T itk ARE A A & ARl Sske Fvolxn
=

Ae Aot

)
[
A
i)
(&l
%)
E?{.',
flo
o
o
ru

2 AR "Ho]B(Information Table)d] Felz Yeldc} 3 FE
2o A mobs 93 EAEE FA Y U 2F0] A}
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rARAAEA R, A4 AlZ, 20061 649

A FRoE AAEY 4702 A9A e 49 delgue|xe Holg FHE Wrh
olg 49 ez yehld o33 Zrh(Pawlak, 1997).

S=<U,Q,V, f>
S: information table( & & o] &)
U: a finite sets of universe(7] # )
Q: a finite sets of attributes(% 4)

v= U Vq, Vg a domain of the attributes(S A & o A &)
qe @

f:Ux Q@ - V:atotal function suchthatVg e Q,Vxe U f(x,q) ¢ Vq (Information function)

Au golz S=<U,QV, f>qx 24 gaa rrag PACQse w3 99 Ax
xHel) g 7am uge o, V9 P, fx9)= (3.9 o) zAg D559 o] Fo| o9
24 A% P Wste] A4 HE AAgm Bag oz AS Q)7 ma AAL G daiA
Aol BN BAE AAZ o |2 ‘Po] he FAA A" &z IP 2 FAS

Ax 24 38 Q3 P Q= wn A% 44 g U 3 €U 2 Ayq 2294
Pl th3t 8+9)ZAHLower Approximation)$ Pell th3k 4+ ZAHUpper Approximation)< 2zt

PYq Pyz duwdoz mdszm thgdt ol Jehd 4 rhSlowinski & Zopounidis,
1995) (K2 ¥1> 2.
PY={xe Y, I,(x)c ¥}, PY={] I,(x)

xeY

Headache 4

A2 AL —

(Upper Approximation of Y) 4% e

St 2 At
(Lower Approximation of Y)

Temperature

<28 1> A9 ZAHUpper Approximation)2t 51 2 AHLower Approximation)
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Reductzt shizdl, “RED (P) »al3 mrjsies o). duwidoz gw
Reduct® 7bxlth ZE Reduct®] Zy o] 5 £4E9 2L “SHE PY Y -core’d} 22
o, “CORE (F) »ab grlshe
71&Y] ATolA HEFFGo| 2
HA wrE AL 39709 7Y AE
(Slowinski & Zopounidis, 1995). =
of 7t & o]E Yy AAEM 9 AHue} nmd AFrE oh(Slowinski, Zopoumdis
Dimitras, 1997). 3 71 74 &S 3 J=30§ E4 8 Al 83 & 2 498 22 =
Ao} v w3t =§o] JrH(Dimitras, Slowinski, Susmaga, & Zopounidis, 1999).
ojgle tt2 EHHY HIAE A dxFol2S £ AHE %=, Hashemi et al.
(1998) = ’,\_]76‘ 09] AAe Aoz HEyg 248 *}%ﬂ)_ °]& $3 2-Dimensional
= WHE 93k 3
FHOE o] Y S 01%3}1"1 339] ]“H"—rL o &ste L sttt o] {Ash

192°

!

G 2 42 o8
ol AL 719 20 A3 AZYY TS ABAAT, £ AENAH chAd
ERA A Fol s ek ZaEo] thel HXAY BHL o gl 1 ATES FHhale
WHEE Aol wph Aok, ol ¥4, & WA, 1999)

3.2 Al7|9t==(CBR, Case-Based Reasoning)

A EREe A2e 270 Bsks 37 Aee ARsAL, IR NS ol g3l
N2e 4FE dysA, HAY AN A g FoskAY, £ AZe e olas
U A2 EAlel i AP e 3] A8 HAzRY FH8E AL 9w drhKolodner,
1993). A}fﬂlﬂﬂ Fe lBges AR BEE BAZ 571 a4 AAC gAE et
HF%& NAE FEo] FoW BAS FIA e RAFE, BL AY

S R 2E el 2B, A28l g Fe Gz Qs A S 31
B Folz FAIS 7P w£F AE 24 2L HTo) AZRH Abelrh 7
o BAE ATt B T2 HATTYRE ALY oIz 2

mtm m{n

T v 22 ‘?——_101‘/}_’ Ao 5‘1:& 2 At FANE g =
T2 %ol AMEH I 9tk Brownt Gupta(1994)el] wh2d H o= o4bayg, vl 854, 2
7t REEYL B, 7199 AT 24, 4397 rEAEs FEAY 59 A% 2 3

Agotolr] Gushl 4455 ek

A RFES A7) ARAE DA Aol chE BRPu Al td Aerpge A
dste] Abl/IuF 29 T2E BYstelor Gk Ao ERPES 24V A e Fod
9 BAE £7] ANA 47 oW BHE HUHIL, £ oW Ao o5& HAY AANE
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Axygoles AdrlnEes 2Ee /19ueEs e

ARste Aot AtdlE EEete Wyde Adld B2 ke S4(attribute)d] @&
Aoz ’\}34]*2‘ E3 ;HE £ . d(feature representation) W, 49 @& L &%
(slot)e] e Z e Y(frame)o] s}l %=E(node)7F 01 A% FZ(hierarchical
structure) 2 A}Eﬂ% & 3}—‘:— o gy, 2n e &9 /o AleE H¥ste
bl sleiA 13, ZH 4], F43h(abstraction), %< (inheritance) ’o‘*"]’ 22 e £ 385}
At E Bddhs UH Sol Ak Ateledl e Eole AL ST AtelZt FoAE o Aty

o] oM frALGH AL & B& A O R 7] Hate] Alglo] 29 Al E A stst 1 E A (labeD) &
Eole A& ovg)

Al 71820 B3 71€9 AF(Barletta, 1991; Kolodner, 1993; Brown & Gupta, 1994;
Aamodt & Plaza, 199)o 4 A ALl 7|¥k529 HAL 74zt oF7he zpol& Boju 7|8 &
AL dAE AA 2L EATL FoAHE | Alelulo] 2ol A FAMI ] HEo B3}
st AAY AEE FE2S F, 2 AEIES vY A dag S HEstd AldE At
B(reuse)stil Ao o]g-gic) wref FEH Atelo] ofg djge] MZE FA s do] HsA
HoH ol FA(revise)3til MZL AES AASIL o] & thA] 2L AHHZE A ZL(retain)f‘P
b= Zolth Brown® Gupta(19M)= Abglel Mg Eol: Wyjogx Atde #HuF
(associative retrieval)S 93 At#le] Ao QPP oz A
ZZ(hierarchical retrieval) & 98] Ao 54 FoA AteY &
Y LEE Z4E AR & A4S AR wdsle AFHe
Alska gl

A9 AAS g9 A AR Qokstgri<ad 2>3%)

127 A A (remembering) - AMEl FZ(case retrieval)

297 A &(applying) - AFl9] o] &(case usage)

324 35 (learning) - AMEIRF 7)4d(case-base enhancement)
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i
lo
b,
- o -{N
bAA

H
=0
€

hu
J>'
o

Input
Indexing ___,.1 .
Rules ] Indexing }

Case _,‘ L - Case
Memory Retrieve } Memnory
L Retricved casc

; €] Adaptation
{ Some ? { Adapt ) Rules

L Proposcd sobation

{ lndexing ““{ Tiest

Mew casc

<a8 2 > AlIIgEES FE npd
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V. HERE-ARD| 2SS

7199 A&F7E B A 7H oz 3 F9 shde T4 AEAEE T 3
Y E2F A3 F A Al 7198 EAE 4EE F U WFE MdEse
a8 eSS AE3tE d JojA dEHoR AleHo & WYERE -test, 1-way
ANOVA, &4 2 2 A8 stepwise method 5 S 4 Ut 3= ‘?} olgidt TAH
HEA e v=A AAAE st 94 HE 5] ARExne ok o
3 EAA MBS 3t AY ofd FAE 4 gl WP EE ] 893 dFHn )J\ ?‘1—?01]
A AR HEIYOlE 94 I F9 YR ¥ 4 itk

2 =EdA 71 AEFFE A3 98 EFEE (classifier) .2 A}E3 AL A
o2 & R ARE MNIE £& HFEL HolUAM HAQ AFEo] HAE FQ EA
< At Eﬂ"] Ejol "—H?SHHE Eﬁr;ﬂ oz J e Ao 4 Abel7]uk32(CBR, Case-based

T3] o= FAEIAE Folry] A3}
o o -Er”olur -T- 38 *—ﬁjr %‘% ﬁ%@‘ﬂ TAZVHE o} AFANAY Z& hEHY
o

.l

AFAF 7IHERY AFES vastdh

2o W+E JASE Zloptimal feature selection) Hod olF TS 2E BF 29
(classifier)-& 7Hd3t= d 1ol 7Hd S8 #A 9 shtolt). 2o WS MAoled dF 2y
(predictor)ol]l AHR-¥&= H%9] 8 BT d FY3AY S ¢S $48% 45 vehid

A w1l Aoy We HAA JEE WEAY
(Swiniarski & Hargis, 2001). ¢]&|3t & W42
upe} Zo] getz)

AA7EA] g3 e A8 EEL ZA S 2 F A 289 dvr AZAZE F
Ut
-2 (open-loop, filter, front-end methods)o A= AAE WEEo]
=3 of W3] o3t Je vld AJX e ths) s Fed F 2L HSETY
AR A AeTg o83t odF 238 F 79 5%1 Ql R¥Pe g 7k

4 %

ER-LBEFEE 01a1 W37} e
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oy N

2ze-2x " (closed-loop, wrapper, classifier feedback methods) &
iy Jtﬂi ?3@1 W "”44 7]—v— XH] HF AFEF9 HFE

1=
o

o 0
= -
mﬂjﬂ
I‘Er_&_ll’.
Jﬁ"gr
r.l._Lx..
ﬁr&m
(O ok
N oY
o
NIO:\B
_\|J_‘=:'.
2&&
Hl?
el
BL“
wx Y
N
Em
o &
ruzQ
=
»onE o
o X
bo it J
=y
4 2
N
2
nwyo
inj
—{n:
ot
&
AU}
k!
e

_50__



Aol Atz EE Z2EY /U897 =Y

32,
o
X

x
b
ok

oo e
o =
o 2

Do o 2 '
o AN
a
o
1o,
rﬂ‘.
e
in
2 rir
X
i
= |
2
(¢]
=
= e
3
)
lo
by
iJ
S
olf
rlo
lﬂl [-o
g Flitl
|
1K
o
1>
2
=
e
4/

e -

oA A7 W2 JHHS MAS Y3l Adet Sz HFo) 2L 2 AA Y
I 2A 1 7|Ed 25 WsE AYd 3 : =
of W4 M wiolrh HEFFo|EE 7|YAE&F 7} = | ©

ZH ol 2oA BEAE JFH 1 A deHE di Alole] FEF 45T
H 3 s 2alet A 2AEE 23538 A A9 S (boundary region) W&ol
B AHgEo] HA AT (Fuzzy Set)s EF3te gt ARt o] F jfolEe
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2,
iy}
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9
fu
o
e
2
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2
>
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=
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X,
L
R
ol f{o

Y S ox 2 Mo MR -t o
o
g

23
A gy 5Fog Yol A85Hls A vla) AFeA o= SF SahA @
E B Qa0 EAH e A HLolA ol PTG B0 HE THset
g 2 A7 dHE HZYPol2 S Bo) HEE T8 WSS sz /Y A§5FL dF
7] A8 A HEES EREY(Classifier 0.2 AHE@T AUi¥oz He FR RS
AR GEFAAE o207 ALE GEF EAd S 4FEL BY F don, HA A
250 X F2 5 € AE 13}
HZARE ol8F W AL Jwon A/ MEE WHES AFse] RYS FEI

(Riesbeck and Schank, 1989; Slade, 1991; Kolodner, 1993).
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A ARE o FHAL, A AT 71AE ATAE ABE FTYIANLAIAA AT
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ol ol

i
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&t A dolEuol 2ol FEaATE TES #o] AzxY 24 der A3 oK
YT A2y T AA 4FS Hste BRAE 2ot AES Eﬁé—% TE317] dER
8 =

H vdettez =exoz 493ty g=

S 719 Ae5FL 2A Al A2 A3 B, C9 5
Aol A= HYA Al2 1, A2E 2, A3E 3, Be} Cx 48 %7)3)
%2 ZEo FEAME YEYR C5F
PELS ojn] B4tdt 7ol AY &
ﬂ“"] HE V9EE, ZHT:TL } FA & FE9] 7Igel disiA o stgte
ostar Aok wEbA 2002d 714 E A e E 459 C5F 719S B3 34 45
o2 AASE AA Hrtet E 7‘401*‘“— Ne A2 A + lth Z2 F W5 go] ¥
719 Addstdon, 239 +&& ¢ 54 do]E(training data)Z 2 559 80%l 3
Fote dHolHE 18 UnA| 20%E é%% t] o] ¥{(validation data)2 A&ttt 2 719
o] Aol & W& BFo] g5H AFS Y3 AHEE & U= F 5-fold cross validations: 2 A
3h L, sid A 9 (experiment) ] 754—}9} A vhA el = 5709 AEE TEE ARE A AR
t HAFHA B2 V1YY A8E 59 SXE <E 2>F Poh

i
Hu
S iy
ot PeoLorr

o

>
~

M g 3R
o

tle
oz o o

<E 2> dEol AEE EE2 7|ge MBHIIEA (H=xY, 20024)

s Training - Validation dA | ERs
1 82 24 106 8.2%
2 442 110 552 42.6%
3 266 66 332 256%
4 245 60 305 236%
g Al 1035 260 1295 100%

7192887t aR1e AFARZZEY FEHE AT 7149 e, A9 2 874890 5
f HAFHFE Yol B £ Qloh & =FdAE vE AZH] AFRTE FAULE 5o £
Mg st o, ATt kAl e F7HAQ AREA S wdsty] Aste FA JHed vAF
HaE Frlstd A% 24 QY] HE AFETE 71E A7 719 AE55S 23
et Folgh Aor Bezl 3970 W REAR 107, 794 AE 1270, A AE 104,
de5E AR 4, A AR 33N, <E3> 7‘”‘)% x4 e g2 mstda(elaid, T, &
A%, 1996; Shin & Han, 1999; 271, o]&%, & 94, 2000; Huang & Tseng, 2004), Z+Z+
o) B ]

ot 2fo) W A A S 712% 2 AsE E5
1 AR AR 712 BARH R WEEY, FALEHE 918 SPSS 1108 A8k

1, ?_:6"’1‘_‘73%3 NeuroShell 20, AtEl7|¥t3E2L& KATE 502, 28x H{ZHEg &A
ROSETTA 1441& AH&3t).
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Az goles) AdslFes

A% 71897t 23

<E 3> AEH ABE Yo JHEZEHY
22w ks e | H2ag gt | e
X1 | ZA 3676055243 | 97430100416 4871587 | TX4476523.36 | @
X2 | f3A 13803185624 | 467951010.78 62005 | 354037937779 | o
X3 | Az 21850013974 | 752048463.10 592178 | 595550621017 | ¢
X4 | AR 15003016947 | 46746%517.37 19185 | 424283737043 | €
X5 | & 30698101040 | 935699030.37 127973 | 686924462783 | 9
X6 | #7171 6742162 20854451 37513.% 00014652 | 9
X7 | %4 17167347059 | 51331973523 115819 | 3313858158 | ¢
X8 | Zrhaz 264534212 | 17721460.02 494 | 679348649 | 9
X9 | 1o1gwiEd 42130 43630 103 80% | ¢
X10 | 9019 37746488 | 83410690.36 7056158076 | 653610177 | ¥
X1l | g71@eld 1059924200 | 7347961885 67127 | 74188442125 | @
X12 | F9&od 108499 335057 13912 1708633 | 9
X13 | 49 2350 1457 1 8806 |
X14 | FAHEA Y8 429 1078 3079658731 3003 | H&
XI5 | fEduS 3800 2938 75.06799026 11642 | H1&
X6 | 28014539E 12 418 2523000075 2814 | v
X17 | E8H4t5An& 0.00 0.00 0.001994538 000 | ¥ &
X18 | #&ulgtidnl4ulg 0% 2.84 9718768286 1159 | v&
X19 | #rbdzuidiEn) gl g 441 379 0 1842 | vl &
X0 | aRATANE 4856 19.11 221 B4 | W&
X2 | AdedgeER 2718 1772 001 897 | 9%
X2 | AARTANE 5397 21.04 024 007 | B&
X23 | AaARtdlfE Ak & 2420 1610 001 77| A&
XA | eNALTNEIY B & 58,08 2409 01 PN | BE
X% | d5aEURAn$ 1207 3648 1435957547 16506 | ®l&
X% | desEdayian g 062 1287 269.8068657 11020 | vl &
X27 HABEEUEAEE & 335 1041 32.31392371 367 | v&
XB | FARFLEE 1657 2% 2344 46330 | H&
X9 | 3ARAAL & 156 348 0.001397623 8822 | &
X0 | FAa& 164.46 38723 094 436176 | Bl&
X3l | ol g 280 11175 1291.330069 125342 | vl &
X2 | #A8eoldE 067 1545 59.8833453 5173 | W&
XB | ANAReoldE 513 5150 3008357134 38167 | v
X4 | ARFgYeldE 5304 12877 51205 78150 | v
X5 | ARFAYAE 3250 15693 7168245249 9191 | &
X3 | wgdFeloE 19.15 1514 31.59096783 072 | &
X37 | Wi AdeldE 5.8 3662 192.8980176 17527 | 2%
XR | (AR Az 133 175 0.176434817 360 | Hl&
(498503 FsE
X3 | gy (e aAe) 0.4 026 2007845094 3% | W&
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ARN2DAT, A4A ALE, 20064 69
5.2 &8 28 A

AFEFHY 71941887 okl oA AR BFFE AFTANET 716ty 283 FAH
2y 59 dix 48T S T A 31‘”‘?} A7) EAER Y 1897t B
Al &y g g AF TS 9t 4 A AHEEHE WY E 449 ‘4‘?——1 2y
of g A¥E sy, AFRY d3Y F4S AHET| At AFNAEY A
At 7|9k 2 AFEE D vjusd & =294 7Y AE5FE d&3] A%
(classifier) 2.2 A}&3E AL Aoz e 7R ARE /HAIE & HAFES
FAY AR Eo] 7MAE F8 EAHL A5 dHolHd WMz axF oz wgste A
7 A}e)71¥+32(CBR, Case-Based Reasoning)o]th E3F 2] T3 £49 W4 AR 59
o] ol AERIXNE Uotiy] Yty Wl FMojv FAHAE BN 2 AFHA AV ER
oftz} AFTAZE £ dEHY AFA T VHEH AFES WAt < He £ A

FRYeA S FE 4% 24 BYS) Batel B Holth

_/F.

W

_'[‘_
MDA-CBR  BEFARFHR A DR EA SR
AusMse 282 | PCA-CBR FAREAUSAR- A R RS Y
RS-CBR ATYPAF AR BE 22

521 99 23

H¥ B A (MDA, Multivariate Discriminant Analysis) 282 #3248 A A7) o] Ao 13}
oz dd A (1-way ANOVA) #E4 (Correlation Analysis)E F3) 39709 W
FolA 1709 d4E E4A Adstdtt AEH oz 2 HEE AHEst SEEA S
Al 22709 Qg FoA wE 2Eo o Ego] HE ¥MFE AAs7) Hste #d
A9 stepwise 548 o] &3t 2 27 Z 2 H(experiment) @& 12~15719) W47t 34
o] Eguisz AAHAT

b HE i, F—LJ



HEY P2 Adv|Hres 289 9NE%} 0

Ké M
E2 Yehe IF - THEN 249 32 E}%f& e 9 9]4@’“ A QA 2=
T o ¢ F&sith & =&dME A5 HFHE £ FE(Boolean Rea somng):%,
g 3 W59 Z9%(horizontal & vertical reducing) & $13ME FAA dugdEFE AL
2% AA A5 W o Ao ttE 2 ve] 7+ Aot Holw e e
T 281 AR nYFoR YYEE Fold A9 Idubxor /143 RE gYES F
oh 2R 5 dlo|H(training data)ell dia|ME 79 100% 7H7HE HFES HAE ol
TR GaEEFg o] 8 A NEFHE DHl(crossover)9 EF o] (mutation)E E3 HA
3 & 3 (global optimum)l] 7}7}& &) FolrE AT gAML & 4 Qo)

71& AFAA A 39709 Mo dEl AHE FHL AR @3 BE WEE JHus
2 AEEle FAAY 2y 2 AlgriuiaE Jdd 288 AMEEY 1 A uuE 2 A
TES BAF1 Qe ]* 39709 W7t olm] 71E AFAN V1A A85FE A=
o fo3 Aoz #ug AolojA og 3t Ast Yehd Aoz 2Asm Qo)

:&9

oy BA AR 2N A BNS B3 AAE A 7R 4 :\L"«] %52 7
& (Classifier) 0.2 A}&3= zgr 78S QAL

E=a =1 =
MDA-ANN, PCA-ANN, 183 RS-ANNeo|zt= Al 71219 280 s 2 HFES Frlste
Aojth, & Ao A gy Zho) 2 2y Avkzel A3 W2 A7) Y8t WSE
A22 1 39709 EE MSE Y HFE A48 AFANAT 2YE AFsgrt

A& NeuroShell 2& AH&-3F% I Test set®] Calibration interval S 200.2.2, MAE(Minimum
Average Error)ol T€3F 2o 3000032 oHIEE +3sle2 MAsHrt 29 =(hidden
layer)9] :=Z(node) 7N 05n, n, 1.5n, 2n(ne YBE == /F) A 7} A7 2
=2 };jﬂio}giu} a8y, AR 2 2 ] A4S FX5H] f8 BE d5-sL 3749

A&
HEZE S8 HE3HEqual frequency binning)dte] ¢l &stath,

W EM9 stepwise A4S ol &3t AAE F R EHAFEL AFTANAY 239
PHAAFZ ALESATE Mo g ¢4 AE FYPHOE & HFES HolXuh HEAY &
AEches 32 A3E Holng A 28 (hybrid mode) S EAME 18] £ Agay & 4 ¢
B =RdAE & HEY G 0%MAE AU  UEE FHES AeYsdu, 2 A% &
Ao 12 ~ 13749 —;,‘—/é—‘?ioi % 7 YAtk

S BAY BHL 0 A HF 4EEQ IF-THEN 49 73 448 53 A
tlolele &2 ohzt g4 AFTEHe FYE(reduct)d Zol(core)dts WS 3 WF

4% ¢4 3 JEE 4T £ Q= AolAm wH wh vk o] FA4 2ol(corel, &
DY E(educ)s] EFH Q= 7PE F2% A0S AXE W4EY YRoA B

B

-
o,
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"TARA AT, Al49 A1S, 20053 69

EERE

P oA JEAY 24 T 44T 2olsh mold] 2L WSS ATUAYe
YUSE ASHAT. Zol7 obd mole] ‘TS WD ¥R ot AA FuaAA =
o7k i MsE BA @] 4o 43 dYEd Bol EFHE WrEY 0.2 3Pl g
FUFEE ARG BRI FRS AFE A2 NN B8 €99 208 shiy
F748 grit Uehie 438 X9 F08 vuA AF80] FAA AU S U
F2 o9l Fol YehiA 2¢ W2 etk ST Wee A% AURA BopH
zyozAe oul7} glolx7] el Ho) 048 ¥A RS AT AF 27, & 299
4382 Ais AAZE 30} Y ATAF A BFBRS-CBR) 2NN 43¥ =
of MW FYY Ao Uehgth meby 4x] AAE QRS BE Y8 HTAR-A

)
)
=
o
i

(RS—CBR) 2¥9| A2 Fz3wd 2 Aotk

TR -ALel 793RS -CBR) 28] 435 wmsly] st 38 Aue 35EY=
2 8H(Equal frequency binning) 3tQ1, §42F 218 Z(GA, Genetic Algorithm)2 o] &3+
FHES} 7S A

523 A7 2] =3

AFTANATY A 2¥o Ay 59 274 stolA, AFAAT gl Al uEe e
H(Classifier) 22 ¥ Al 7k ¥ A 7189 848 A8 & g AdA
T Fadd ME 2y A A HstE o] A3t HEE A=A g3 39719
TE 48 W2 A AR BYE 483t 48 KATE 5028 AH&3t
FAF AHdl 328 98te] 10-NN(Nearest Neighbor)S 24381t Abg7|utsgL g
FLEd e} JtFA Aol FLEM I TS FHAE T UE ReE ¥4 dA
AT e AU AJojgtoz FAHOE Fo3 A% WS o]Td F USS
3ted 715 24 & 31X Fhth AFAAY 2y vlAsiA 2 RE qEUFE )
2 589 ¥F3HEqual frequency binning)3tAth 71& Aol w33k 39719 ¢
i WA AAL AN 3, BE WFE YW ALgsto] AbdnEe v
Aok o] & 39709 WEE 7IE AFA V1YY AE5FS AAs = foAF A
AEolgt 2dA|, & AFAAT 2 1 HFEo| A ey

AR stepwise §4E o83l AAE BE B EYHSFES A7) wF2(CBR,
Case-Based Reasoning)®] Q8 ¥TE A& o] AEAA 714

M e Mo
<ot 1w

3R
&

o & &

o

o

b NN rle 1o

[of
-

]

H

(<

S ABNAY 2L BF RY dPus 44 A% A8HE AL $88 2ol
2 % gt
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Yl A7 R2 S 289 /90897 =Y

32 9 ﬁ“—% olidel F7bto] Yelx] #g Wz AAs At AT fgo] A7t AYA A
oA Ty o 29 oujs} glojx7] Wi A 20/& ¥R E=F sk A3 E 35E
A= HE 5} Equal frequency binning) 391, A2 €12 Z(GA, Genetic Algorithm)& ] &

dtof AYES} He AU

53 43}
531 A3dxq Av v)w

<" 3> 2 <ELE B AFAAM AAE 10749 By digt & ’é?ﬂ ¥ HFE EXE
Yeld Aojch Avtdoz shd BA e HEyy #Mwez Y v BydYdE 1
ol Mg A 7Y £F Z¥(Classifier)s T8 28 23 (Hybrid ModeDol A & of $-73+

HBhE wAFa o

Hold—out Avgerage

70%

65%

e

60% |

55% |

50%

0-~8D

45%

40%
MDA  Rough ANN MDA- PCA- RS- CBR MDA- PCA- RS-
Set ANN ANN ANN CBR CBR CBR

Methods

<738 3> 1074 R¥o Wi HNEE EX

w3 Aol A tehd AHY WE APS A @u Aol 30/ M4E BT 9 WS A
& QB AAFANN), A7 M5 E(CBR) 249 AFEE 493 Fe W

W NZe AFNA 1 FAH 4ol AFE Aol uF wolzst Bo| £
sm Pob 2 A0Z FHY 4 Utk WA B B4
# 71Eh v v a% o we Ao

2 % Ak U}?‘l“‘oi r’—i*"& g ENE T HAE MeTe ATAE L ALY
32 o= 7k sfo My} S A E Ho|x Qlt) 53] A7 MEE oA 1 A
% HoAd AR Yehued, ol HAA AF AFAE AASFAAT ofF EF(Binary
Classification)7} obd tH-F(Multiple Classification) #A oA 28] 1 dlojgld] {7} BA ¢&
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i

g3 TS Brolls JTABLRG A7)0 Hojg A3}
2 4E 98¢ 935 Aol
<E 5> 107] R¥el A8 ¥ MEE
Experiment & nm sot m Rough Bul aun | Mo | POA-ANN as—nm con | moa-cen|poa-con | ne-cen
Training - B4 3% 54.7T% -~ - -
59.10%
1 Test - 55.00% 51.92% - - -
oo | maa | wome | woes o Beomx | st | eaaw
Training - 66.58% 61.94% -
60.80%
2 Test - s246% 53.00% R - .
Mottt woox | sesew |osuw stae | men | memx | max | see | mww
Training - T0.45% 65.16% 67.48% - - -
57.30%
3 Test - 67.69% B1.15% 56 15% 67.69% - - - -
Hott-oul serox | 2w | eavew ! osasew | srax | saom | saoex | saTr | siaem | 200w
Training = 62.9T% 56.65% 63.87% 64.26% - - - -
s7.70%
a Test - s9.23% sa.23% sa7m% 64.62% - - - -
Hoke-out sisoe | smmw | s | omaen wmmx | s | sz =.00% man | swm
Training T1.81% 6135% 81a7T% 61 46% = = = -
53.90%
5 Test - 64.62% 59.62% 50.77% - - -
Hokt-out meow | omaw | osnaw | omisk | osees ook | sew | e |
Holg-out Avg. 50.16% 56.08% 58.31% 54.23% 56.62% 60.46% 58.38% 58.54% 54.15% 63.86%
53.2 w94 A
o 5 T 5 - .
B R At /14U HI RYL HEUUD A MEES AT Aoz 4 2
S
3 HZE LXN o2 SAH J1Y L AFAS Mol vla) S4a HBE wolw Q) o
J == = = _
et HE g A7t AA FANcEE ounr}l 9= o8 Mexe AZ37] 989

McNemar TestZ AAstF

(<E6> 2Az) 1 Az H=Z3g-— AL} 7 k2 (RS CBR) =3
AR %
o 49 AIe dE RYEH FAZoZT Ajols} gk 9u] Y= Ao AEAL % 9
<# 6> 2% 2t HFE Aolofl o st McNemarTest
MDA 65187 2640325+, 6.4844++ 111472000 37,6362+ 22,2495+ 23,1889+ 4.8891 - ﬂmx
Roush Set 58.6745 =~ 28.8368+~~ 40. 7351 === TB 9174w~ 49,8300+~ 54.5919="~ 22. TS '.m"
ANN 10 2037 === 08579 24795 0. 0000 0.0064 55356~ 12, DS~
MDA-ANN 1.8405 18.3381 ==~} 61872~ T7.0678>~~| 0.0000 \
PCA-ANN 44795+ 0.8026 0.9948 1.8340
RAS-ANN 1.4922 1.207% 12666~
CBR 0.0024 4.9507==
MDA-CBR - 56915~
PCA-CBR
T) weko196 FEANA Fo), #x-5% FRAN 9, #-10% 52N §-9]



HEG ol & A7 S AT VAN E97} =Y

drd o2 7/ 2 (Classifier) 224 9] AL 7|92 fet Fokd 2 7h5x 44
S 34 Fevid AFTAAF G vE) 2 37t l"‘x] B ZoR gHA Yok AN £ =
oA Aetd HZFE-AH71HF2RS-CBR) 289 A9 1 HF &0 HZHT-AFA
F(RS—ANN) E3Hch 4% Ao 2 Yelgr. & ?“i:l“’ﬂ Me Fr S0y 7 Wy

3 22 ol 7 (Bmary Classification)7} obd th2 5 (Multiple Classification) &4} T
& 540 F I AT EA FAT Aol e 74°]"—}“ 7HdE MR o # 7P
Ads dFs] A8 2 Eﬁ TEo A8 FYE J19EH dolHd dis 29 24 57

A2)E 119 302z, 181 39 3/ ST(A3 B, C)‘E‘ Uz 149 s8()eR °]7ﬂ )
et O AHE By dF usidt <O¥ o8 2y 7 H43 8 JFE BXE Jehx
k. Aukg oz FARRE BEE Holu ¢l3, McNemar Testll M= FAH o2 {28 zjo|7}
e R] Gokth <E T>ellA UERE 3 2o ol 7% diolHd dEiAe F Y % F
AF R Fod 27t &S & + AUrh weEbx B AFdA ALe - A7 ws
Z(RS-CBR) 282 o] BREUE 4EF FAA 1 F5o] 0% FHojd Aoz #ud
T Uk

Overall Hit Ratio

20%
85% |
80% ¢}
75% | B RS-ANN2
ORS-CBR2
70%

65% |

60%

Experiment #

<18 4> ozl 7 ZHoll cHeh Z& 7F v

<E 7> O|X &7 ZHAof cfst McNemar Test

McNe:ﬁar Value .

RS-ANN & RS-CBR
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A2 7190887 ke Gl Ate7IwEE e B g ThsAd st Ak
% 7|H o2 A9 31*”’@'0134 TEAE GolrE Floltt ol e
A3 A A A dF B S AASET A, gY mdogN By
A& o] g3 Yot} o] 4 J 2 (hybrid modeDE#9] AFE vluE 9
171 S8 AAEAG €A, AT EEE £7F 28 (Classifier) &2 3t& Al 7}
ol Al ZHAE 27 o B AR B HZg 248 e A4
Eolth. vk o2 9 A 7k ¥4 AAY 7 EF 2024 A
gk Z ot}
{02 AL 7|89 B/ 5o
3l AAE dHHFE T2 FA 7YolM MAE MEEd nE 4
£40] Holgds & & Utk
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o
o 53 438 BRAA 5
7‘}017} ofd o= ‘/]’E}‘;l":} ’\}\’—4]7]‘?}1—%0] 53 43S Bole dHe o
€ T JAATL, {‘l%-‘é 79} 22 oHE-F(Multiple Classification) #419] 29 Q1&Al
ZAHEY Hod AHE BY U S B]Jl- A9E T ¢ F “3(11:}. %, 59 7]%]743"11

el 2 A855E 20), 3HDZE o]F it A8 A AFANZ L ALg 7|93 Apo]
of AN Fo% A 2pol7} "}E}‘—}X] Futh A4, 9 F A EF 2P dis)
e AA 719 E A48 29 HZIF B8 o4 o 02 7MEd vls) daAHA Hold
BeE BATh & =& BFo| AL 7932 st A gzl &9 Ay B HF 24 Y
S 45 AYS AT o 1R Age & 5 QU

2 A7oA n2ex RAAAY 48 FAHNN TAPOZ AA, HLYT 24T v @aly)
A3l AHE-E W A 7IHES 9 Qo] 2 &-F Z(open-loop) WS mEE W Eo|Ur)
B8 2802 HEYY BAo] QE-FX WAoo F2Z2T -2 (closed-loop) WA T} H]
Wate AL &R ¥ B F A, "‘*‘? dqME 289 FAng &g FFL T2
AZne FHA GudEd gL FRRT-F2 YA F] A3 v nE 31X B3 & 2
nEFata & 4 ok E4, AlE P—’;‘— o] thF(Multiple Classification) EAolA 134
gl HE] 2 A7t Hold ¢ USS olF EFSE dolHd tE F71 AP S ZaM
HHor FHHAATE, oYl E EAY F v g EF2A 2 3 dyo] BF5g
th. 28 dolg 7|¥H(data-driven) YR EY UF9 FAZ HFT £ YA 2P F A7
A HSHE Fol7] AN E 1 Ao dig FE3 Y E oA FHugelol & Aojg, ujabx
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Hzygol et A MFES AYE 154857} 29

Atel7)wbe g 22 EYoldhs WY Ed dig FHEHA 4d el = gt

ok AATE A= 22 B g olFrt e

£ oM deivde FARES s, dFd HdAE FF d7E A%
=T A A P Eo] AEHE ofe} FE dFoly F} “”‘o

S EGE 39 A HEE duHA +4E Ao RAFEA goldtor &

d 2y g Aol gk HolA wlg- Fag Fxjolth

A, & 79 BoFE 437t 94 2 E-FZ(open-loop) WAl =3 RAA opuH

FEZE-FZ(closed-loop) WA 9] WHEEIN} W E LT 45 HAFE A 2

27} 3tk ol & flaiME 41 7 dEA M A4 71hY f3x

gu2|F3 vasjutop & Aok

st e

ot

>,\l O_L,
2,
_\1

F

o

ERR=-FI w2y

l&

AR, HZAT BM Byo RHd nE FGuE 7 AU A Bo] A= He B &
e, o gl ZE MR HE s 1 HFTES Be Aol olge At Boh 2 A
TAME BAE HYE Z44S YHAFToR 3 B¥ S PE5tn AFskE Ao] 44 Po}

2 AR 2 70)(Core)S AT BE 0] HAE U
AR YA s shel dHE} shtel =Pd Yu

457 E YAt YL vEx
7 4% goln: AT gul 9g Zole AT A HUES JHVETOR AgsE
4 dYol £Ael JEAA BT ATAAFON Alls|EE 2e BF 2T sz

o] et
Aokl vg st Hold RYL ALate
F9 22=d Wet 1 AFE A5

vl g o g, AL 7Rk o] WS
2ol e7En dHH o Aty
TN 29 4TS TN F e 4
Aojto g % AdE e  YUSE B
FF AZIEFES 7 58 ®ol7] A gHNS tEAE FEHoR 2 B

ge] 7ol dgsti.

A3

St} 4B N2YE FEAE F
e
ks

—

4, Z4H, 43, “BA A2S AT dTAFI R AFNFY SHYRE” 7

a0 ’ I_Bg Ty 1, ’
FARZRAT, Volo4), 199, pp.23-40.
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<Abstract>

Integrating rough set theory and case—based
reasoning for the corporate credit evaluation

Tae-Hyup Roh, Myung-Hwan Yoo, In-Goo Han

The credit rating is a significant area of financial management which is of major interest
to practitioners, financial and credit analysts. The components of credit rating are identified
and decision models are developed to assess credit rating and the corresponding
creditworthiness of firms as accurately as possible. Although many early studies demonstrate
that one technique outperforms the others for a given data set, there is often no way to tell
a priort which of these techniques will be most effective to solve a specific classification
problem. Recently, a number of studies have demonstrated that a hybrid model integrating
artificial intelligence approaches with other feature selection algorithms can be alternative
methodologies for business classification problems.

In this article, we propose a hybrid approach using rough set theory as an alternative
methodology to select appropriate attributes for case-based reasoning. This model uses rough
set theory to extract knowledge that can guide effective retrievals of useful cases. Our
specific interest lies in the stable combining of both rough set theory and case-based
reasoning in the problem of corporate credit rating. In addition, we summarize backgrounds of
applying integrated model in the field of corporate credit rating with a brief description of

various credit rating methodologies.

Keywords: Corporate Credit Evaluation, Rough Set Theory, Cased-Based Reasoning
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