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A SUMMERY OF Classification and Regression Tree
WITH APPLICATION

Adem Meta

Cuyahoga Community College, Cleveland Ohio

Abstract. Classification and regression tree (CART) is a non-parametric methodology that was
introduced first by Breiman and colleagues in 1984. CART is a technique which divides
populations into meaningful subgroups that allows the identification of groups of interest. CART
as a classification method constructs decision trees. Depending on information that is available
about the dataset, a classification tree or a regression tree can be constructed. The first part of this
paper describes the fundamental principles of tree construction, pruning procedure and different
splitting algorithms. The second part of the paper answers the questions why or why not the CART
method should be used or not. The advantages and weaknesses of the CART method are discussed
and tested in detail. Finally, CART is applied to an example with real data, using the statistical
software R. In this paper some graphical and plotting tools are presented.

Keywords: Classification, Regression, Tree, Pruning, split, Goodness of fit, Algorithm.

1. Introduction

In 1984 Breiman and colleagues introduced Classification and Regression Tress (CART). Tree
methods recursively divide the data into smaller parts so as to improve the fit as best as possible.
The sample space is divided into a set of small rectangles and each one is fit a model. The split of
the sample space begins with two regions. Optimal splits are found over all variables at all split
points. After the two regions are created then this process is repeated. The selection and stopping
rules are the major components of the CART method. The stratification performed at each stage
is determined by the selection rule. Then the final strata are determined by the stopping rule. The
impurity of each stratum is measured after all the strata are created. Node impurity is the
heterogeneity of the outcome categories within a stratum. If the outcome is categorical then
Classification Trees are used. If the outcome is continuous then Regression Trees are used.
Classification Trees can take different forms of categorical variables and are not limited to the
analysis of categorical outcomes with two categories. The categorical variables include ordinal,
indicator and non-ordinal variables. In Classification Trees there are three commonly used
measures for node impurity: Gini index, misclassification error, and cross-entropy or deviance.
The Gini index and cross-entropy are differentiable and easier to optimize numerically as well as
being more sensitive to changes in the node probabilities. Due to this they are preferred in
computer algorithms which are designed for Classification Trees and therefore used more often.
In Regression Trees the measure of node impurity is least squares. Due to the lack of tests to
evaluate the goodness of fit of the tree produced CARTS are not used much compared to traditional
statistical methods. As well the relatively short time that CARTSs have been around influences the
amount of use. A statistician’s version of the popular twenty questions game is the main idea of a
Classification Tree. Several questions are asked with the purpose of answering a particular
research question. The trees are advantageous because of their non-parametric and non-linear
nature. Using CART there do not need to be any distribution assumptions and the data generation
process is treated as unknown so it does not require a functional form for the predictors. Also they
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do not assume additivity of the predictors which allows them to identify complex interactions.
Tree methods are one of statistical techniques that are easiest to interpret. Tree methods can be
followed with little to no understanding of statistics because to a certain extent they follow the
decision process humans use to make decisions. This makes them a simple to understand
conceptually but yet powerful analysis tool. Nowadays in many clinical research studies there is
the construction of a reliable clinical decision rule, which is used to classify new patients into
clinically important categories. Examples of clinical decision rules are rules used to classify
patients into groups of high or low risk categories. Clinical decision rules are used in the
emergency department or out of hospital setting so that the appropriate decisions can be made
regarding treatment or hospitalization.

When solving classification problems traditional statistical methods are of limited utility and hard
to use. A number of reasons exist for these difficulties. First, usually there are many possible
predictor variables which can make the task of variable selection difficult. Multiple comparisons
cannot be effectively done with traditional statistical methods. Second, results obtained with
traditional methods can be difficult to use. Third, predictor variables are commonly not well
distributed. A lot of clinical variables are normally distributed with different groups of patients
having different degrees of variance or variation. Fourth, the data may contain complex patterns
or interactions. An example, the value of one variable (smoking or non-smoking, family history)
may substantially affect the importance of another variable. Such interactions are difficult to model
and become almost impossible to model when the number of interactions and variables becomes
extensive.

A large data set is required for the creation of a clinical decision rule no matter which statistical
methodology is being used. For every patient in the dataset the dependent variable records whether
or not the patient had the condition which we hope to predict accurately in future patients. An
example might be significant coronary heart disease related to the family history, age or obesity,
with another possible predictor being whether or not the patient has a history of similar problems
in the past. The number of possible predictor variables is quite large in most clinically important
settings. The use of classification and regression tree (CART) analysis has seen an increasing
interest within the last 10 years. CART analysis is a tree-building technique which is unlike
traditional data analysis methods. It is best suited with the generation of clinical decision rules.
CART analysis has been accepted relatively slowly because it is unlike other analysis methods.
The complexity of the analysis and the difficult to use software needed for CART analysis are
other important factors that have limited the general acceptability of CART.

CART analysis can be performed without a deep understanding of each of the multiple steps which
are completed by the software. It is proved that CART is an effective method for creating clinical
decision rules which perform as well or better than rules developed using more traditional
methods. There are complex interactions between predictors which may be difficult or impossible
to uncover using traditional multivariate techniques but CART often easily uncovers these
complex interactions. This paper’s purpose is to provide an overview of CART methodology with
an emphasis on practical uses instead of the underlying statistical theory.

CART is a robust data-analysis and data-mining tool. CART automatically searches for important
relationships and patterns and quickly uncovers hidden structure even in highly complex data. The
discoveries can then be used to generate accurate and reliable predictive models for applications
such as targeting direct mailing, managing credit risk, profiling customers, and detecting
telecommunications and credit-card fraud.
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A tree explains the variation of a single response variable by splitting the data into more
homogeneous groups, using combinations of explanatory variables that may be numeric and/or
categorical. Each group is characterized by the number of observations in the group, the values of
the explanatory variables that define it, and a typical value of the response variable. CART is
accessible to both technical and nontechnical users due to it’s’ use of an intuitive Windows based
interface. Behind the easy interface lies a mature theoretical foundation that distinguishes CART
from other decision tree tools and methodologies.

2. Classification Trees

One of the most used techniques in data analysis is the use of Classification Trees. They are used
to predict membership of objects or cases in the classes of a categorical dependent variable from
their measurements on one or more predictor variables.

Explaining or predicting responses on a categorical dependent variable is the goal of a
classification tree. Due to this the techniques have much in common with the techniques used in
the more traditional methods of Nonlinear Estimation and Discriminant Analysis. While the
flexibility of classification tress makes them an attractive analysis option it is not recommended
that they are used with the exclusion of more traditional methods. In fact, when typically, stricter
theoretical and distributional assumptions of more traditional methods are men then the traditional
methods may be more reliable. In such cases the traditional methods may be more reliable.
However, when traditional methods fail, classification trees are an exploratory technique of last
resort, which in the opinion of many researchers is more useful.

An example of a decision tree that can be helpful is the heart attack example. When a patient is
admitted to a hospital with a heart attack there dozens of tests performed to obtain physiological
measures such as blood pressure, heart rate, and many more. A wide array of other information
such as patient’s age and medical history are also obtained. Patients can be tracked to see if they
survive the heart attack for a time period, say for example at least 30 days. Advances on medical
theory on heart failure and developing treatments for heart attack patients would be useful if the
measurements taken directly after hospital admission can be used to identify high-risk patients,
those that who may not survive at least 30 days. Breiman et al. (1984) developed a classification
tree to address this problem with a simple three question decision tree. The decision tree is verbally
described by the following quote, “If the patient's minimum systolic blood pressure over the initial
24-hour period is greater than 91, then if the patient's age is over 62.5 years, then if the patient
displays sinus tachycardia, then and only then the patient is predicted not to survive for at least 30
days." Figure 1 below shows this decision tree.

|s the minimum systolic blood
. pressure over the Ist 24 hours>917?

Is
age>B62.57

|s sinus
tachycardia

present?

Figure 1
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Hierarchies of questions are asked and the final decision made depends on the answers to all the
previous questions. In a similar manner, the relationship of a leaf to the tree on which it grows can
be described by the hierarchy of splits of branches. This splits of branches starts from the root
leading to the last branch from which the leaf hangs. One of the most basic features of a
classification tree is this hierarchical nature.

A comparison to the decision making procedure employed by Discriminant Analysis illustrates
the hierarchical nature of classification trees. When a traditional linear discriminant analysis is
applied to the heart attack data then a set of coefficients defining the single linear combination of
patient age, blood pressure, and sinus tachycardia measurements that best differentiates high risk
from low risk patients are produced. Then a score for each patient on the linear discriminant
function is computed as a composite of each patient’s measurements from the three predictor
variables. These are then weighted by the respective discriminant function coefficients.

3. How to split?

Splitting procedure is one of the most important concepts of the CART technique. Some
information and definitions for the nodes and leaves must be provided before the splitting
procedure is explained. A node is a connection point that serves as either a redistribution points or
an end point for data transmissions. The node has an engineered capability to recognize, process
or forward transmissions to other nodes. Starting from a root node a tree can be defined recursively
as a collection of nodes along with a list of nodes known as the ‘children’. Each node in the
collection is a data structure consisting of a value. There is a constraint that no node is duplicated.
A definition for a tree is that it can be defined abstractly as a whole (globally) as an order tree,
with a value assigned to each node. These perspectives are both useful. A tree can be
mathematically analyzed as a whole. But with a tree represented as a data structure it is commonly
worked with separately by each node. For example, one can analyze the parent node of a given
node when looking at a tree as a whole. However, as a data structure a given node only contains
the list of its children and no reference to its parent.

Though the tree all nodes can be accessed. The contents of nodes can be deleted, modified, and
new elements can be created. A node tree shows the set of nodes along with the connections
between them. A tree starts at the root node and then branches out to the text nodes at the lowest
level of the tree. There exists a hierarchical relationship between the nodes in the node tree. The
terms parent, child, and siblings are used to describe the relationships. Parent nodes have children
and children nodes on the same level are called siblings (or brothers or sisters).

The top node is called the root node. All nodes, except the root, has exactly one parent node. A
node can have any number of children. A node with no children is called a leaf.

Nodes with the same parent node are known as siblings.
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Figure 2: Simple tree

In figure 2 above, node number 7 has two children labeled as nodes 2 and 6. Node 7 also has one
parent node which in this figure is also labeled as 2 (the top). The root node (the top labeled 2) has
no parent. In order to split a node into two children nodes, CART asks questions that have a ‘yes’
or ‘no’ answer. An example question would be “is coronary heart disease related with family
history?”

4. Splitting Rule and Goodness-of-Fit:

Tree construction involves making choices about three major issues. The first choice is about how
splits are to be made. Which explanatory variables are to be used and where a split is to be imposed.
Splitting rules define these. The second choice involves using a pruning process to determine the
appropriate tree size. The third choice is to decide how to incorporate application specific costs.
This can involve decisions accounting for the cost of model complexity and/or assigning varying
misclassification costs.

The fitting of classification and regression trees is done through binary recursive partitioning.
However, the criteria maximizing node homogeneity or minimizing node impurity is different for
each of the two methods.

4.1 Gini splitting rule

The Gini index, also known as the Gini splitting rule, is the most broadly used rule. It uses the
following impurity function: i(t) = Z p(k/t)p(l/t) wherek, 11,..., K- index of the
class; p(k|t) - conditional probabilityk::‘ class k provided we are in node t. Applying the Gini

impurity function above, where the classification tree has to be maximization we will get the
following change of impurity measure:
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K K K
Ai(t) = —Z pz(k/tp) +PR Z p*(k/t)+ Prz p®(k/t,) Therefore, the Gini
k= k1 k=1

algorithm will solve the following problem:

K K K
arg _ o max[—y p*(k/t,)+PR D p*(k/t)+P > p*(k/t) Gini
"~ k=1 k=1 k=1

algorithm will search in learning sample for the largest class and isolate it from the rest of the data.
The Gini algorithm works well for noisy data.

5. For Regression Tree:

Every regression technique contains a single response (output) variable and one or more predictor (input)
variables. Output variables are reported numerically. Usual regression tree building procedure allows input
variables to be a mixture of categorical and continuous variables. When each decision node in the tree
contains a test on some input variable’s value a decision tree is generated. The predicted output variable
values are contained by the terminal nodes of the tree. A variant of a decision tree is a regression tree. A
regression tree is designed to approximate real valued functions instead of being used for classification
methods. Using a process called binary recursive partitioning a regression tree is built. Binary recursive
partitioning is an iterative process that splits the data into partitions or branches, and then continues to split
each partition into smaller groups as the method moves up each branch. Using every binary split on every
field then the algorithm begins allocating the data into the first two partitions or branches.

The split that minimizes the sum of squared deviations from the mean in the two separate partitions is selected
by the algorithm. Then this splitting rule is applied to each of the new branches. The process is continued
until each node reaches a user specified minimum node size and becomes a terminal node. The node is
considered a terminal node even if it has not reached a minimum size if the sum of squared deviations from
the mean in a node is zero.

6. CART Advantages:

An advantage of CART is that it deals effectively with any type of data. Once the ultimate tree is
obtained CART is easy to understand. CART uses conditional information effectively. CART is
robust to outliers and there is no need to transform the data. CART provides the misclassification
rate.

7. CART Disadvantages:

A disadvantage of CART is that it does not help when using combinations of variables. A tree can
be deceptive because a variable can be deceptive if it is masked by another. A change in the sample
can give different trees therefore making tree structures unstable at times. While a tree is optimal
at each split there is a chance it may not be a globally optimal. A tree can be very complicated to
read when variable consist of many categories. Also there are a limited number of software
programs that can be used for regression and classification tree analysis.
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8. Tree models and CART

Regression trees use a continuous response variable while classification trees involve a categorical
response variable. The techniques are similar and together make up Classification and Regression
Trees — CART.

Regression trees can incorporate more than one type of variable, continuous, categorical, or
ordered discrete and are nonlinear predictive models. The tree model is made up of two parts. First,
it is made up of recursive partition. Second, it is made up of a simple model for each cell of the
partition. Each terminal node, leaf, of the tree represents a partition cell. Each cell has a simple
model that only applies to that cell. By starting at the root node and asking a sequence of questions
one can find which cell a unit belongs to. Each branch between nodes is the answer to a yes or no
question which is imposed at each interior node. When some of the data is missing then following
the tree may not lead to a leaf, however a prediction can be made by averaging all the leaves in the
reached sub-tree. An example with the Boston data frame that has 506 observations and 14
variables is described below.

9. An APPLICATION of Regression Trees for Boston Housing
Prices

Goal: Predict the price of a house in Boston, the dependent variable here, with a regression tree.
Follow the directions below and enter the red commands into R.

1. Install and load the MASS library and the rpart libraries. Note: rpart uses a measure of statistical
inequality called the Gini coefficient.

2. The dataset Boston is included in the rpart package, so there is no need to import data. Look at
the variable names in Boston.

names(Boston)
[1] "CIilT." "Z:l." "i:‘.l.d'.J.S" "c':]asﬂ "noxrl rrrn-_rl "E‘.gE"
[g] "dis™ "rad" "cax" "ptratio™ "black™ "l=tat"™ "medv"

3. Fit a regression tree model to the Boston data and get a summary of the model.
In the rpart formula, "anova" indicates a regression tree.

The results below are the complexity table for the tree produced.
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Complexity Table

CP nsplict

rel erroxr

xXxexrxorxr

xstd

i 0.4527494492007 O 1.0000000 1.0008441 0.08279329
2 0.1711724363 1 0.5472558 0.6415611 0.05826556
3 0.0716578409 2 0.376083494 0.4282302 0.04558908
4 0.0361642808 3 0.3044255 0.3524707 0.04251598
5 0.0333692301 4 0.2682612 0.3352451 0.04269041
6 0.0266129999 S 0.2348920 0.3201398 0.049284871
Z 0.0158511574 6 0.2082790 0.2833742 0.04035666
- 0.00824549484 7 0.1924279 0.2716571 0.04230165
S 0.0072653855S 8 0.18418249 0.2594427 0.03907483
10 0.0069310873 9 0.1769170 0.2556601 0.03828815
0.0061263349 10

0.1699859
0.1638596

0.1590543

0.2541351

0.2392679

0.03861434

0242451 O
). 03424519

0.03402908

13 0.0045609248 12 0.2332381

14 0.0039410233 13 0.1549494934 0.22645491 0.0338849499
15 0.0033161209 14 0.1505523 0.2285377 0.03485257
16 0.0031206492 1S 0.1472362 0.2311663 0.03650942
17 0.0022459421 16 0.149441156 0.2284981 0.03631381
18 0.0022354038 18 0.1396237 0.2279692 0.03615274
19 0.0021720940 19 0.1373883 0.2279692 0.03615274
20 0.0019335691 20 0.1352162 0.2300202 0.03624752
21 0.0017169079 21 0.1332826 0.2295729 0.03616074
22 0.00144490359 22 0.1315657 0.2281099 0.036147S3
23 0.0014098099 23 0.1301217 0.2291503 0.03615862
24 0.0013635419 24 0.1287119 0.2282475 0.03615277
2S 0.0012778421 2S 0.1273483 0.2279400 0.03613419
26 0.001247364S 26 0.1260705 0.2274864 0.03614715
27 0.0011372540 28 0.1235757 0.2279233 0.03615827
28 0.0009633247 29 0.122438S5S 0.2272594 0.03615926
29 0.0008486865 30 0.1214752 0.2269299 0.0361204S5
30 0.0007098930 31 0.1206265 0.2260585 0.03614413
31 0.0005879326 32 0.1199166 0.2274213 0.03612924
32 0.0005115280 33 0.1193287 0.229945S5S 0.03615310
33 0.0003794039 34 0.1188171 0.23065S33 0.03615437
34 0.0003719398 35 0.1184377 0.2303838 0.0361378S
35 0.0003438561 36 0.1180658 0.2302506 0.03613847
36 0.0003311450 37 0.1177219 0.2302972 0.03613873
37 0.0002274363 39 0.1170596 0.2300330 0.0361494984
38 0.000195578&88 40 0.1168322 0.2301039 0.036144907
39 0.0001000000 41 0.1166366 0.2304656 0.03615669

From the output below, we can see that at the root level (Node number 1), before
any splits, there are 506 observations. Also, the Mean Square Error is 84.42 and
the overall data mean is 22.53.

The largest tree with 39 terminal nodes has the smallest cross-validated error rate. However, this
tree is too large to make predictions. The first primary split is based on the average number of
rooms. If a house has less than 7 rooms, the observation goes left, otherwise it goes to the right
side of the tree. The second primary split is the lower status of the population. If the number of
rooms is unknown, the lower population status could be used with splitting value 9.725.

10. Pruning

Returning to the complexity table above, the lowest error rate is a tree with 27 nodes, but because
the tree with 12 terminal nodes is within one standard error of the minimum, the smaller tree with
12 terminal nodes is sufficient. Pruning the tree can be done by selecting a complexity value that
is greater than that produced for the optimal tree (tree 12) but less than the complexity value for
the tree above it (tree 11). Here, we need a tree with complexity parameter within 0.0048 and
0.0061.
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Prune the tree with the code below:
boston.prune=prune(boston.rp,cp=0.005)
plot(boston.prune,main= main="Pruned Model")
text(boston.prune)

Figure 3 shows the primary split at the number of rooms per house (rm < 6.941). The second split
on the left Istat seems important in terms of the models ability to partition the data to reduce the
residual sums of squares. The expensive houses tend to have a higher average number of rooms.
Cheaper houses have less rooms (< 7 on average) and a low status in the population with a high
crime rate.

ktat--14.4 = {437

Istat=+9.65 ptratior—=17.€
i
23.06 33.74 38.89 1699

crim=>=6.992 dis>=1.551

m%ﬂlﬁﬁ mp;gfiﬂ = 6543

11.08 16.63 16.24 2002 |sial>E7 57 38
2099 23.97 2143

Figure 3: Tree A -- Pruning tree based on the one SE rule

10.1. Interactive Pruning

A complexity plot can aid in determining the size of the pruned tree, here, in relation to the number
of terminal nodes.

plotcp(boston.rp, minline=TRUE, Ity=3, col=1, upper="size")

Figure 4 shows that cross-validation suggests an optimal tree of size with between seven and
fourteen terminal nodes. | chose a tree with nine terminal nodes, so we can fit this model.
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A tree can be interactively pruned in several ways. The code below prunes the tree to have only

9 terminal nodes and plots the tree.
size of free P

1 4 7 10 14 19 23 27 32 36 N
RN NN NN

1.2

1.0

o)
|

X-val Relative Error

04

02

I I I A O A O
inf 0035 00065 00022 00013 000055 000014

p

Figure 4: Complexity plot for pruning cross-validation

boston.prune.int=snip.rpart(boston.prune,toss=c(8,9,20))
plot(boston.prune.int,uniform=T,branch=0.1,main= ""Interactive Pruning'")
text(boston.prune.int,pretty=1,use.n=T)

Notice that the interactive pruned tree below uses the variables rm, Istat, crim, dis, and ptratio for
determining the splits.
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Interacive Pruning

1198 1714 Y X 3 X 46.99
=74 =101 =7 = n=39 = =23

Figure 5: Tree B — Results of Interactive Pruning

meanvar(boston.prune.int)

11. Predictions

Examine the predictions from both tree models using the predict function.

Model 1: for Tree A
boston.predl=predict(boston.prune)

Model 2: for Tree B
boston.pred2=predict(boston.prune.int)

Compute the correlation matrix of predictions with the actual response.
boston.mat.pred=chind(Boston$medv,boston.predl,boston.pred2)

boston.mat.pred=data.frame(boston.mat.pred)
names(boston.mat.pred)=c(*'medv"’," pred.m1",""pred.m2"")
cor(boston.mat.pred)
medv pred.ml  pred.m2
medv ~ 1.0000000 0.9144071 0.9032262

pred.ml 0.9144071 1.0000000 0.9877725
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pred.m2 0.9032262 0.9877725 1.0000000

The correlation matrix above indicates that the predictions between models 1 and 2 are highly
correlated with the response. Model 1 predictions are a little better than model 2 predictions.

The predictions can be plotted using the code below:
par(mfrow=c(1,2),pty=""s")
with(boston.mat.pred, {
egscplot(pred.mil, medy, xlim=range(pred.m1,pred.m2),ylab=""Observed",
xlab=""Predicted"’, main=""Model 1')
abline(0,1,col=""blue",Ity=5)
egscplot(pred.m2,medv,xlim=range(pred.m1,pred.m2),ylab= ""Observed",
xlab=""Predicted"’, main=""Model 2"")
abline(0,1,col=""blue™,Ity=5)
par(mfrow=c(1,1))
)
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Figure 6: Observed vs. predicted values for model 1 and model 2
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The plots in Figure 6 indicate that both models are pretty good for predicting the median value of
house prices in Boston. Notice that model 1 is slightly better than model 2.

What if the dataset is missing the rm variable, but we still want to predict the house price? We
can create a regression tree with the average number of rooms (rm) variable removed.
boston.rp.omitRM=update(boston.rp,~.-rm)
summary(boston.rp.omitRM)

CP n=split rel error XEerror xstd
0.4423649998 0 1.0000000 1.0040176 0.08319221
0.1528339955 0.5576350 0.6009111 0.04900741
0.0627501370 0.4048010 0.4382420 0.04057083
0.0400760532 0.3420509 0.4188052 0.04137352

s L R
Ld k3

Examine the first node.

Node number 1: 506 observations, complexity param=0.442365

mean=22.53281, MSE=84.41956

left son=2 (294 obs) right son=3 (212 obs)

Primary splits:
Istat <9.725 to the right, improve=0.4423650, (0 missing)
indus <6.66 tothe right, improve=0.2594613, (0O missing)
ptratio < 19.9  to the right, improve=0.2443727, (0 missing)
nox <0.6695 to the right, improve=0.2232456, (0 missing)
tax <416.5 to the right, improve=0.2017517, (O missing)

Surrogate splits:
indus < 7.625 to the right, agree=0.822, adj=0.575, (0 split)
nox <0.519 to the right, agree=0.802, adj=0.528, (0 split)

The primary split is now on Istat and the surrogate splits are indus and nox. When rm is omitted,
the new model uses the competing split of the original model to make the first split.

11.1. Examining Performance through a Test/Training Set

To get a realistic estimate of model performance, randomly divide the data into a training and test
set, and then use the training set to fit the model and the test set to validate the model.
set.seed(1234)
n=nrow(Boston)

Sample 80% of the data and let that be the training set and the remaining 20% is the test set.
boston.samp=sample(n,round(n*.8))
bostonTrain=Boston[boston.samp,]
bostonTest=Boston[-boston.samp,]

Below is a function that will produce the MSE for the previous model (re-substitution rate).
testPred=function(fit, data=bostonTest){
#MSE for performance of predictor on test data
testVals=data[," medv'"]
predVals=predict(fit,data[,])
sqrt(sum((testVals - predVals)*2)/nrow(data))}

The MSE for the previous (pruned) model is 3.719.
testPred(boston.prune, Boston)
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[1] 3.719268

We compute the MSE for the previous model, where the original Boston dataset was used to fit
the model and validate it. The MSE estimate is 3.719268, which is a resubstituting error rate.

Fitting the model again to the training dataset and examining the complexity table reveals that the
best model based on the one standard error rule is a tree with seven terminal nodes. The red line
across the figure below represents the 1 SE rule.
bostonTrain.rp=rpart(medv~.,data=bostonTrain,method=""anova",cp=0.0001)
plot(bostonTrain.rp)
abline(v=7,lty=2,col=""red")

Figure 7: Regression tree with the 1 SE Rule

Now we can prune and plot the training tree.
bostonTrain.prune=prune(bostonTrain.rp, cp=0.01)
plot(bostonTrain.prune, main= ""Boston Train Pruning Tree")
text(bostonTrain.prune)
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Boston Train Pruning Tree

rm<?_941
Istat-+14.4 < 7.437
3219 473
aim>16.992 dis>=11.551
]
1154 17.14 m-=§.548
38
2155 26.99

Figure 8: Pruned Regression Tree for the Boston Training set

The computed Mean Square Error rate for the training dataset is 4.06 and the value of the MSE
for the test dataset is 4.78. Clearly, these MSE values are similar, but not equal.
testPred(bostonTrain.prune, bostonTrain)
[1] 4.059407

testPred(bostonTrain.prune, bostonTest)
[1] 4.782395

The prediction performance of the models can be examined through plots of the observed vs.
predicted values.

bostonTest.pred=predict(bostonTrain.prune, bostonTest)

with(bostonTest,{

cr=range(bostonTest.pred, medv)

egscplot(bostonTest.pred, medv, xlim=cr, ylim=cr, ylab="Observed",

xlab=""Predicted", main=""Test Dataset"")

abline(0,1,col=""blue", Ity=5)})
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Figure 9: Scatterplot of Observed vs. Predicted prices

Figure 9 above shows that the prediction performance of the models seems to be a good indicator
of the price of houses in Boston, since the data points lie close to the line.
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