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Fig.1 Decision tree for examine and repair data
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Fig.2 Decision tree for monitoring data
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The application of decision tree to the estimation for cable state

Sun Qiuye, Zhang Huaguang,Zhang Tieyan

(School of Information Science & Engineering, Northeastern University, Shenyang 110004, China)

[ Abstract] The insulation state of cable can be split into well, bad, worse and fault. The estimation for ca—

ble state is a significant topic based on overhaul data, test data and monitor data of the cables. The decision tree is

employed to classify the insulation state. The subtrees can be formed by all kinds of data, then the final decision

tree is composed of the subtrees, by which the insulation state can be estimated. The application by SPSS with

practical data of the cable is carried on. The simulation result for t he insulation state estimation of cable shows the

effectiveness of the approach.

[ Key words | decision tree;classify ; data mining;insulation of cable
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