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Abstract

In this paper, the data of compressive strength of concrete are modeled by decision tree, boosting,
random forest, artificial neural network and support vector machine methods. Ten-fold cross-va-
lidation is adopted to assess the performance of these methods in terms of the prediction accuracy.
Itis seen that the Random Forest method has the best performance in general.
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BEE R ABOR A R, TR BSOS 2 B 2 & A TR SR, JF HARYE M Sh A Z= 540, W]
PATC B AN FIE R R B . SRTIREE B Gk FER AE RS LU AR 1k, TREE L PR 2 2
PR AIRZM] [2] [3] [4]. REELKIPURIERE R BOHRE LR & I — DN EESE R, AMEA S5
JEPERE Z (B AR A B 2R A, TR R AR M AR R &R o STEER, N 7 P P2 E 5 LE
TREE L PUR IR, V2 IR ST IETT A R . WL 27 21 (25 Fh 07 25 R e SR T 4% A S 20 Ve g
T RREE, BRI LR[5], SCRFRENL6], TSR], AR ENL[8]AE . AT ] — A SRR,
JR S PR A 20 75 0 AR R B BT DR P R TN ASE Y, 368 2o 52 UL 4 75 V5 SR IGALE % P A 2 21 T 7%
IICIET G

2. KR

ASCHE TR BE RIE T 618 E ALK AE BE B ARG B, Bl T #ithik oy,
http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Concrete+Compressive+Strength. %% S ALMI{E v 1030 4, ®HE
s, Hhdbg o MrE, W ARAEE 84, il Kk, W, K, K, EBEOK
i, AR AERAIFRT SR M AR E 1A, JRE L BURREE . EE R A S I AR A R 1 R G
s, 1A T B R sORE A R ME

Table 1. Concrete data
=1 ORBIBUE

BKE B/ME
KR (Kg/m?) 540 102
i (Kg/m®) 359.4 0
W HEIR (Kg/m?) 200.1 0
K (Kg/m®) 247 1218
K (Kg/im?®) 322 0
HARH(Kg/m?) 1145 801
A FH(Kgim?®) 992.6 594
FAPHI(R) 365 1
P 5EE (Mpa) 2.33 82.6
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SRR VIS TR, ATUUE R AT LA R I (B R R A B, oA AR A
EASRL, L M E TR, A TR . AT ISR T2, ST A B e A
BHFIEE R, TR R A P L 38 2 5T 1 v

3. H88% 3

WL S R R T, ST L RS e B WA R R I B0 T 22 51 [9] . ANF FA645 07
VERRAIIRE, HLAESE SR MR IRE, EAREMIE T K b 2 ST R B AT 0 (6 B3 [10]

G5 1 G TR K 2 3o B3R (0 B AN A — i M BRI, ARTIFEILST T, BUSC MR T 6
TR IR BTSRRI G T, T B P B R AT RS, L sk
H AR . XA RSN 22 ST T2 LB A T, L 3% 2 STV TR 5 B e o A P AT i 52
It LR A () 5 SRt BT DA 58 S BGATE (0 7 VR AT VEAYY -

3.1, REREYI

S A 2R T — R X O R A HEAT 4 K R, 4B 4 W A S A B, BN e
BN A[LL] o %07 BB AR e R R AR T AT R4, MRS 5 4 1, SO 43 3R 7 1 43 S0 454
T, 3 FLIXR 4 32 25 1) BE85 (ATF BOR X IX — AR R 22 Bk Bk, AT S5 4 T R 1 49 31 %
BI040 3 T [12]. SRS IOAE — U RI4y, 15 HH AR 22 EL LA R4 7 S8/, TR T4 3 k114>, g
YRR MRS o {8 R BCEE IR 68 rpart. plot HEAT BeSEb [0, 45 iy e b 4 1.
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Figure 1. Decision tree
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3.2. Boosting [E]J3

Kearns Fil Valiant $ Hi 7 505 > 2R 95 2% 2] 8 MRS, JF HUFB 3 vl LA A, RS54 3] 28 T DA
THosms: 21 4%, 1 E Boosting SE T HISK[13]. JaoK, Boosting S T [RIIH 247, AIIZRRZECR
(IRl S5 2 21 8%, 83T Boosting SRR ZE ORI BN, Nk S [m0 e, RSS2 038, M
T 2R ZE 0 /N A BRA ST 4 o J8I 552 2] B AR T i 2 S B T iR S A AR, WA S FpAS [7] 1)
Boosting 751, ASCR A )25 TR Boosting 5%, I H85 %% ) S8 Bk SR Bl . 72 R B rhn]
LU F2 P Eimboost #E 4T Boosting A1)

3.3. HEHLARHK

BEHLARAR H Breiman 2, &M I —Fh AL & 77k [14]. 1% E R A R B & [15]

1) KB WS 24 {F bootstrap FEIIFEA, JF B A3 H —HHFEREAR

2) AR AR 00350 7 B i Sr g S, I Ho BamBE LRI 53

3) EE )M 2)idFE m Ik, $RAG m AR, A RBEHLAR AR

4) BARTIMEE, BRSBTS B AT IO, A5 m ASTROME, 555 BUH LB UR 2 BUEAE N
% R B (9 TR

EITERIAG SAE T BENLE B SNBSS T HUE S (0 Re 71, IF BLRe A Aol e LA L, TR 2
A A BRI G RLRE 1. (E R FfFrha] DL IR 76, randomPForest 4T B HLAR MK 1811
3.4. ANTHLZMLET

N T A X280 FH R R 71T AR A, ARG R B2, % FETT S EMBUS s ~—)2, Kkt
T B B A T AL, AR R T AR ZE RNV LA T 2 — N B B MR A S, AT e
W, BE&REMAEE, KB RZEEIEATEEN . F— AU 2 v] LLER R N [16]

y= f(Zwkxk +¢9k]
k

Horby ZoRZ HE RS, f ONBGE B8 ¥ (activation function), w  x, 16, 73 BIACEIZAT EE S kK A
TSR L (AN . {5 R R EAOFEFE A neuralnet #EAT N T AR I 2% [81), BUE 3 553£H2(0.1, 0.5),
BB (4, 5, 6), Z83T 6 UCIREG, I EURE AR P I TR AR X 2 ZE (8 B /NI 7 56, DU S5 R 0.5, BRGBUZ
TRAEN 4.

3.5. ZfFEENEA

FE— MR i b, WA RN f(X)=o"x+b, SCFEH RN E K2 &M
o' 0f2+CY (&+&), 1113

|yi_f(xi)|§g+§i
H, eXmiEzE, CRXNRENEN, &M FRMohEF . % IR ) AT DU Ak A HO6 5 )@,
- 1 - * - N
maxg(a,a ):_EZ(ai - )(a;—a) )% + Yy (a—a)—e XA +ay

FEARLANE ) R, SRF R AL R A AR BT AR RV E LS @ (x) » B EEEFEAR x BEZ IR 2R
RAIEAE A, ARG FE AR AR 2 (A AT ek 01, e Je s 4 SRR [0 B B g 2% (A [17], 3
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Table 2. Results of cross validation error
Fz 2 XXWIFREZER

WA 23] HIME e/ ME RKE
PRI 0.257 0.216 0.333
Boosting 0.207 0.176 0.237
BEHLARAK 0.145 0.107 0.186
N LA 28 ) 246 0.227 0.164 0.295
SCHEIA AL 0.170 0.134 0.242

f(x,®)=w®(x)+b

Seh, o Fb SIS AR .

1 i 0 65 4 1 e B R 10 0 B (), () O B A TR L E A G B B
K (%, ) = (@ (). (3, )AL, 4408 5 0 B RO 0 P AR R ST DL 5 R 5,
(LR B Sigmoid B AAR[18] [19]. 7 R §CPk v LA L 62 1071 i 7 SR BLBLIEL I, 1P
PR R R

4, 3ZXEHE

X, PG T, e REAREIE B n A, ARIREUH — RIS, R4
TERNNZREE, RINLEE S I B SO A 5, AR T AR, AT A5 OB AR AR R R 22, RIRIEAT
n WLUE, FTLAEH n ANTNRZE, BOLEAE %5 20058 SCIUF IR 22, e il bR 22 2R 4 e
BT VE DTSR o A ST T HLER 2 21 U7 VR FH BT A2 10 $758 XSG IE (10-fold cross validation),
R FAFREALKG A 2 5 10 4y, I HS T BT 5 AR X S 2 0 i I SE A .

ASCSILAE T R . Boosting. FENLARAR . A TARZEMILE ., S2HF R EALX FOR 5 R0 1% R 5+
(e B P 5 AT VA 90 AT, I HOIX R 7 24T 7 40 38 SCIRAIE, 3@t L7 28 IR IE 45
B, FTLAE RO VER R L R SR B T AT SR . T ORB B HLAR S SIS H WO R AR R R 2
M¥ME . B/ MERRKME, MR 2 B,

AT DA A FH B ATLAR AR (31 V45 1 1+ 47 28 SCERAIE )72 22 3408 Bt/ A 0.145, (R AT L5 FE A F Bl AL AR
MRS BT R 5 BE AR

5. &
BUIREE L PR R R RIS, A T BB E ARG IR, BN S . i

FRAIBL &2 ST 70— A SE P e i S AR SRR, B A S )RR R 75, A& R LA 2 20 7 ik
WIPTEEE, R IR ZIE R NN BEMLAR AR
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