436 B 1M
2021 4E2 H

o fFOB

R VNI B
JOURNAL OF CHENGDU UNIVERSITY OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

Vol. 36 No. 1
Feb. 2021

XEH S 2096-1618(2021)01-0032-09

EFI3—4k KNNI B FEVL ZR HIE M E &

R, FRAE,

KA,

T A, ¥ A, T E

(A& TRRXFHRSE TSR, W) KA 610225)

TEE . FEALARMIAN T R AE SR 58 25 8 R SR HA T SE A LR e, (R el 380 i 5 2 2 Wk i1 7 i
MLAMER SBESTE R R, I T 4B R TR, 42 4 T NKNNI-RFI( normalization k nearest neighbor im-
putation-random forest imputation ) A8 BHRIAANA D o M A RFT B3 Fh R kb, BV R SRR 50 A E A 14 )5 — 1k
KNNI( normalization k nearest neighbor imputation, NKNNI) /E A AN, g RFT 5535 w8 FH Bt AL 2% MO 260 750 ) S0 ME
PRAE T TR TR R AR B | i RFT 5570 RS 7 50 0 (10 et I P 8 S ERM T 45 FLORRF B A PO LR OR . S 86
HE T 10 > UCT ARSI AR KR H A8 5 RFI NKNNI SVMI F1 ROUSTIDA %51 347 He & 481 Fif NRMSE . PFC
FART JEAMTEM I T E IR RORHATITM , SCIR g5 R W 48 3B L A9 NRMSE A PFC 5 RFI 247 , NRMSE
Et NKNNI,SVMI 1 ROUSTIDA 534 294£0. 02 ~0. 8, PFC Lt NKNNI,SVMI il ROUSTIDA 55 244%0. 01 ~ 0.6, ART

AH LG RFT 353 B R /D AR B3k 53%
*x #
FESZES TP301.6 MHRARERD A
doi:10. 16836/j. cnki. jeuit. 2021.01. 006

0 5§

TEREAZ 48 O, K2 B ST R A8 7 v AR A 1
SAESER R B RS (complete information system ) |-, Bff
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BRIARL XS R 2Z 8] (4 B, Il A — g i 2 fofe 2k
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RFI Bk it ] R4 £ 221 2k RY sr 28 8snyad
o BN GBHR RSN p , FEARAECN n, RF
— PR SRR Sk B I R A 2 BRI LT O (p # 0 %
(logn)?) . 4n RF A n, KR, W RF 535 AR H) 52
ZREEAERIT O(n,,, *p *n+* (logn)®), £ RFI &k
o, AL TR (9) 2= (19) FIA, 5 L— UK RFT AR e
T2 d I RF @I R AT ite Y, I, RFT 3311
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A ELLF BT IR 8, AWl D 28 AR U te, {15 NKNNI-
RFL S35 I A) 52 % /N RFL S95 AR ) 52 425
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A S L Y R R BRCHIE SRR RV NKNNI-RFI 55
225 B AT AT 1Yk B AN A7 RFT NKNNI
SVMI A1 ROUSTIDA 47 % bt S5, 3 46 X6 be 5 vk &
BCHRAZ I S P T N ) A SECRNR DA Ry
X Hb AT B A Y NKNNI-RFT 3552 A9 PR BE

3.1 SRS

VIR A 5256 35 ff A Windows10, Intel (R) Core
(TM) i5-3230M CPU @ 2. 60GHz, 8. 00 GB RAM
Windows10 64 i #:/E R 45, i Python3. 7 #1742,
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S Pl A AR ARk [ UCT AR AR,
BRERMGRIME 1 BT, n AXLRAE,p N8 M5
50 p. . KSR EES TS p, . W BUR S
HVEC, AESZE rh, X o BR AL HEAT T AL B . wpde 2K
P R R BE R i A DR BV E, O T RS2
TR AR, 35 BURE 5 i R 1R 04 % 52 N 5 S5 Pk A 7 5
B, X R LA B 4 P A B AT 0 2 R 1) B
B AL (Q NKNNI) JG 3 kb B DR 7 745 e 55
BUEIGHEATSE0 . musk (con ) Z4E 48 /& HH musk 4
LRI B E1S R,

R BRI
Dataset n p P (con) P (cat)

parkinsons 195 23 22 1
wdbce 569 31 30 1
wpbc 194 34 33 1

promoters 106 58 0 58
wine-quality-white 4898 12 11 1

kr-vs-kp 3196 37 0 37
Sonar 208 61 60 1
movement-libras 360 91 90 1
musk 476 167 166 1
musk ( con) 476 166 166 0

3.3 EiMEMFE

A BEAT Ge— R0 BRI AN SR BEA TP Y
P, AR R X JEUA S 2 4 Bl A HEA T B IE | SELA ML
FOHETCPPHN 2 PR, S vl b Ay % 58 45 B4
SEREAT—5E LU (20% ) B BE L il 2 SR A58 411 ke 2 K00 4
Ao RN, o Kt A 2R e P RS R M A SEAMECR
AN IE AT I [a) (AR R A BORMEAN 7 8k

NRMSE PP 7%, BEXTIELE R TR N R AR
A5 77 MR % 2% ( normalized root mean squared error,
NRMSE) 'SP b , i iod F A R ME AN B S 2 (]
10 22 S R B TE VA Y AP SCR | BRI (6) 1
it

mean( (X™ =X")?2
e ®
Horr Xt Ry e A BN B 46 [, X S RN 1Y B s
ERFEIE YA mean FNJT 22 var JE 48 HE A6 B rh 2k
EIHER,
PEC PN IT %, BEXTREEUETESE F RIS 70 A 1
K (the proportion of falsely classified, PFC) PF41 #8645,
T Ao ORI AT R MR DR A (L )80 st S L
PRSI A BAMICR | FEER A (7) HEATHHAT
TSI X
PFC:—NM (7)
Hr 1(-) I s R T(X™ A X ) i iR X
X" R WHGR B 1, K 0, N, o8 B R Pt A
AT R R R T R R
XF Tk ISP J7 v (E B T 0 U Sk kb
RO BRGS BRAZT T 1 DI SSCR O |
ART PEN I, SEg b X AN R B 17 T i
AR AN sl e R T, 5 T, PEAT 10 IRESEE
P Y32 17 8] ART (average running time ) |, i
AR THEARITAN SR 4 1 A BR08 BAR «
3 (T L)
ART:T (8)
BARUEL, S, RFL 33 5 NKNNI-RFI 3%
=2 Z2 WA BEHLAR A R 58 i Rh . — Bt B0
N EAREO 2 | AR S I Rl 2, BEX TR —
P8 AN RIS BN E M OLT AR A 25
A5, T ART 23 53208 47 R LA A [R) T A B el 2
TERFHLAS FIB 1709 22 53 SOR ] 52 e 3800k i 50
BV PRI, S v e T bR HE SR B R] ART P4 SC

NRMSE:J
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szay e fdi T NKNNIL,ROUSTIDA SVMI A1 RFI
BENE R NKNNI-RFT B3R 0 F B | & B Y
SN 2 fin, T NKNNI-RFT 559 & (EA A,
HAMSICRBAF (F 1, - 2,8 3) o M1 ~60 HEHAE
SEYG ORI A B A IEANEUR R AT HART AHXT
F RFI FEA W B0 8 k=36, MR IER B2 A Y
A% P NKNNI 335k A kL H 36, SVMI 5 RFT 3592
TR BRIN S B (£ 2) ,ROUSTIDA B TS H0R E .

#2 PHESH

RS SHHE SH A
NKNNI k=36 bl 5y ¢=|
RFI Ry =100 BEHLARAK A i K
e /l\ﬁ%‘,ﬂirhﬁﬁm&ﬂiﬂ@ﬁri 0]
' HH
SVMI Kernel = RBF  SVM H{fi Fil A9 4% b 4
Cc=1.0 BRETAETT ZHL
Epsilon=0.001  $#1% s%L
NKNNI-RFI k=36
Myee = 100
Moy =p
r= 15 RS LR
4 KWER5HH

4.1 NKNNI-RFI T k BB HILIER

PA promoters . Sonar Fll wpde K44 Ry 6l 76 & 1,
Pl 2 sl 3 R 2 b {HE 1 ~ 60, NKNNI-RFI 433
T 3 SR NRMSE \PFC B0 R B ( Lterations ) I

ART #9284k, I LK RFT B L T X 3 s AR 4 Fh
SR EE B I AAE R X L, IR RFT Bk G & 8
B ~3 h My — R EHL,

M1 F 3T promoters BHE4E , 24 k (H AR
if, NKNNI-RFT 32 ¥ 78 PFC 3£ QB ART 3 7 1
A AL (T promoters A LR ME, FrAK 1
WA % s 55 19 NRMSE 28 fL &) , 2o PFC B A A8
1t AR X B 25750, 63 ~0. 67,5 RFI #£ promoters
BnE LAEEIK0. 65 HAH220.02 44, Kl 1(b) . (c¢)
1 NKNNI-RFI 59575 promoters 303845 5 kA
], Hak AR g Rz 17 Rl A Ak — 30 . I 1(b)
o SCh R A TR S ORFT B (6 AR HH HLRETE
AN kBT BUASBefIG 3 YA A i 8 WRaEAR

7EK 2(a) ((b) 1, Sonar $E 4 /£ NKNNI-RFI &
2 FHURAY NRMSE B FI3MK T RFT B34/ NRMSE
(0.296) ,H: PFC Bl & 1B A AN R0 sh# B ., fe s 24
HO. 14, el 280,02, {HEME 2(c) FiT(d) ar Ll
BB E NKNNI-RFI B0 6RO ART
D7 T R IR EBE T RFT B3k (12 Ak, 345s) . Kl 3
(a) ", NKNNI-RFI 5 3% 78 wpbe %0 35 4 HU A5 (1)
NRMSE /2 7F RFI S3L S 190, 67 4243 8, i 7E &
3(b)H,NKNNI-RFI 5B & {EAS R T BUE A9 PRC ¥
AMIET RFI 255 BUE K PRC(0.142) . 78 8] F13E AL
WHOT T B 3 (¢) | (d) FIH NKNNI-RFI 57k 76 K
2Bk H T BB ART ¥IMKT RFI 5k (7 1K
EAR,81 s)

AT LAAS TR & (B FIT 48 S A0 B0 B A8 A 7 B
] AL AR B 44 NRMSE 5 PFC OS2I K,
Ji X 52 86 BOHE AE AE NKNNI-RFI B9 i) &k B 1 ~ 60
FI S0 25 ARG AT BT, e PRS2 36 B 4 1
ART FEACUBIITE k=36 BFAH%E RFI ¥ ART
AR UECA g /b, B K 36 7E 7 NKNNI-RFI 5
b kU,

0.70 ———————T——————————— 12 T 200
——NKNNI-RFT ——NEKNNI-RFI : 5
—RFI 10+ — _ RFI | 180 [‘ —I};}EIIQNI RFI
0.68 . venl ! —
|
o 8T i 140t /‘,
0.66f g A @ y
g K Z 6 — - 2 ]
=] | — LA | f | ‘\ | \’
3 o R ol < | |
06 0 L s N AR T T N
b sofr ! n i i
R AR y
0.62 gl 6ol |
401
0.60 0

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
3
(a) PFC

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
k k
(b) Number of Iterations

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
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E 1 promoters FHEHELE k (EAS R A LA
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0.296 ; . 0.14+ ——NKNNI-RFI | 7

0.294 _/ﬂ\ i —I};IFIFII\INI—RFI ] f‘ —__RFI /\

S | — - ! 4

0202f | Gl i o

.l X f L]

0.2901 1 41 i 1 010 1| ——— L
= b (! I | = oo ( ‘ i i\ L N R T Loy
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2 e £ oosi i | L P LU
R N AT S | | A [] = ¥ \/ Yt VARTR
z U A 2 OV

0.284F ‘ [ / Msmalelly ! i f I/ N 0.06F ! 1 ’¢ \ “/ ‘ \ b

[ ! P A I

2821 \/‘ - \\// \/ ‘A - 0.04} \‘/ \U/ V | | i

0.280 | LA & —

0.278F ' . 002 \ T

é) lll') ll:,') ZIO 2I‘3 3Iﬂ ?Iﬁ 4Il') 4I5 5IO 5I‘3 60 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
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(2) NRMSE (b) PFC
16 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
—— NKNNI-RFT 4001 ﬂ — NKNNI-RFI 7
1ik —RFI \\ i —RFI /\
| 350F | ) | i
| |
12} /0‘ | s ‘ g 300 | L /\ -

N | N |

< | A il [l N £ 250r | I .

I N z i I |

= \ AR L \ | 200 | Ly AT

PIRCSONINNS AN . S .3 RN Al
A l il U \ Y \ I A , i o m\\ / ! ”\/\’/ AT //0\ ( m// I
Y, WA ‘V V] b - PAE Vi \\
6 S L hetged { ool \YAl J
&l \ 100F = .
4 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 H5 60 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 H5 60
k k
(c)Number of Iterations (d) ART
[#l2  Sonar BHRLELE k EAS R LA
0.074} —II\QIFI?II\INI—RFI 7 0.1761 —NKNNI-RFT A
— —RFI
0.072| i 7
/ 1%
\ I 0.168 .

oy [T - TR T R
% ooesl ||| N ‘ B oy \ C b o \ 1 /\ ” f ’ f‘ ’L
I H Hir— A g |
g 0'066“ Vo Iy LA ‘ o | / / } / |

o : | ! | ‘\
oy v ‘/ il 0152H \ ’ / ‘ |
iyl % g .

et L A1 A

0.062 . ’ )

: oaaell 0 L T0 T 5

P | S S S R T R S S I S S S

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
k k
(a) NRMSE () PFC
T T T T T T T T T T T 160 T T T T T T T L] T 'V L
2L ——NKNNI-RFI ——NKNNI-RFI
- ——RFI 10 ——RFI ]
| ﬂ
10} i /\‘ . 120 ,\ .
£ b i /\ ‘ @ /\ / |

=R i i OH /s = 100 by | o

g I | i - I ¥ I i

g AR A l /Uw\ = LY AR

=2 /\ }M H}/\ N “ /\ | 4 \ i 80F T T N\ 7 “/ =

W RN | \/0 / [ IR A B A il )
6 ‘ /\u\‘ . 7/\/ J\ L /\'\ )‘\/“ IR A \’\'\/ ¢
-f\ ! \\\’ | \/ | /W) ,7 M“ Y S \/ /”\ | VoL \ ‘ I Ul / | ¢ [IRAY
I | TR T ] | " | 4
| | AN | i | \ Voo | f
| Vi / Vot Vi \ i H Lot | V
IR V WY i 1 “ / l NV
10 F N .
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 b5 60 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
k k
(c)Number of Iterations (d) ART

TEE 4 (a) H  NKNNI-RFI B 7E A B 4 B
I, NKNNI ROUSTIDA F1 SVMI B34 U i B AN RIOR: |

13 wpbe BT k (AN Y LLEL
4.2 5 F#E;XTH NRMSE 5 PFC b3

B NRMSE , tH 2 Z)7E0. 1 ~ 0.8, {H7E wdbe %
P 153 5] NRMSE [ RFI 209 550. 02, Ho4x iy

P55 RFT A,

TEK 4 (b) ", 5 FPEEEEAE wpbe, promoters , kr-vs-
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kp BdE4E | PFC AR 22 AN . (H DCH A Hicdl 4R
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(a) NRMSE
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(b) PFC

El 4 BAREELDTIE TR NRMSE #l PFC HE

WA IR 2209 s 263 s 1548 s, Hi A Sonar £ 5
/DREPE R KOk 53% (#4) , 7E parkinsons Fl1 wdbe %%
Pt b BTk ER PR e B0 B SRR B A 224k,
Rl ART oA SRR 2840 Wi/ DR BE /)N,
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Dataset NKNNI ROUSTIDA SVMI RFI NKNNI-RFI
parkinsons 0.03 2 5 43 41
wdbe 0.15 52 19 65 61
wpbe 0.05 14 16 81 48
promoters 0.1 8 17 99 72
wine-quality-white 4.93 158 84 162 115
kr-vs-kp 5.25 297 174 345 202
Sonar 0.21 19 30 293 138
movement-libras 0.11 95 135 915 706
musk 1.16 227 502 1684 1421
musk ( con) 0.78 258 489 1708 1160
Average ART(s) 1 113 147 539 396
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Dataset parkinsons wdbe wpbe promoters

wine

kr-vs-kp

Sonar libras musk musk ( con)

Reduction/ % 5 6 41 27

41 53 23 16 32

VE :wine A ¥ 4E wine-quality-white #9 f#] 5 | libras 7 2 4% & movement-libras 49 5 ,

#5  RFI A NKNNI-RFT 7680 45 b 040 Ukl e

Dataset RFI NKNNI-RFI
parkinsons 6 6
wdbe 4 4
wpbe 7 6
promoters 6 5
wine-quality-white 8 6
kr-vs-kp 8 6
Sonar 12 6
movement-libras 15 12
musk 8 7
musk ( con) 7 5

5 #WRiE
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A Random Forest Approach for Missing Data Imputation based on Normalized KNNI

YOU Feng, LI Daiwei, ZHANG Haiqing, WANG Jie, PENG Li, WANG Zhen
(College of Software Engineering, Chengdu University of Information Technology, Chengdu 610225, China)

Abstract ;: The random forest imputation algorithm has reliable imputation performance when imputes incomplete informa-
tion systems. At the same time, it needs to carry out random forest modeling for many times, which results in heavy
computation. In order to shorten the running time of the algorithm, the NKNNI-RFI ( normalization k nearest neighbor
imputation-random forest imputation) algorithm is proposed. By changing the pre-imputation in RFI, normalized KNNI
(NKNNI) with more accurate is used as the initial imputation, which provides data closer to the original data set for the
prediction of the imputation value using the random forest model in RFI, enabling RFT to complete the imputation task in
a shorter time and maintain a good effect. In the experiment, 10 UCI standard data sets were used to compare the pro-
posed algorithm with algorithms including RFI, NKNNI, SVMI and ROUSTIDA, and the effectiveness of the algorithm
was evaluated using NRMSE | PFC and ART evaluation methods for imputation methods. The experimental results show
that the NRMSE and PFC of this algorithm are the same as RFI. NRMSE is 0.02-0. 8 lower than NKNNI, SVMI and
ROUSTIDA , and PFC is 0.01-0. 6 lower than NKNNI, SVMI and ROUSTIDA. ART has a maximum reduction of 53%
compared to RFIL.

Keywords : incomplete information system ; missing data imputation ; normalization k nearest neighbor imputation ; random

forest imputation ; evaluation of imputation method



