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ABSTRACT
The rise of machine learning methods on heavily resource constrained devices requires not only the choice of a
suitable model architecture for the target platform, but also the optimization of the chosen model with regard to
execution time consumption for inference in order to optimally utilize the available resources. Random forests and
decision trees are shown to be a suitable model for such a scenario, since they are not only heavily tunable towards
the total model size, but also offer a high potential for optimizing their executions according to the underlying
memory architecture.

In addition to the straightforward strategy of enforcing shorter paths through decision trees and hence reducing the
execution time for inference, hardware-aware implementations can optimize the execution time in an orthogonal
manner. One particular hardware-aware optimization is to layout the memory of decision trees in such a way, that
higher probably paths are less likely to be evicted from system caches. This works particularly well when splits
within tree nodes are uneven and have a high probability to visit one of the child nodes.

In this paper, we present a method to reduce path lengths by rewarding uneven probability distributions during
the training of decision trees at the cost of a minimal accuracy degradation. Specifically, we regularize the
impurity computation of the CART algorithm in order to favor not only low impurity, but also highly asymmetric
distributions for the evaluation of split criteria and hence offer a high optimization potential for a memory
architecture-aware implementation. We show that especially for binary classification data sets and data sets with
many samples, this form of regularization can lead to an reduction of up to ~ 4x in the execution time with a

minimal accuracy degradation.

1 INTRODUCTION

Execution time optimization of machine learning models
on the edge on extremely resource constrained devices has
been widely studied, especially known as TinyML scenarios.
While one popular approach is to shrink the models (e.g.,
by reducing the number of neurons in neural networks, or
the depth of decision trees in random forests) without losing
much accuracy, this approach is agnostic to the actual prop-
erties of the underlying hardware. One aspect of resource
limitation is often the limited availability of energy and
hence time budget for the execution of inference. Shrinking
models indeed can meet this requirement, but a consider-
able reduction of the execution time can also be achieved
by an orthogonal hardware-aware implementation of the
model, especially in the context of random forests (Chen
et al., 2022; Tabanelli et al., 2022).

Random forests and their inner structure of decision trees are
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a premier candidate for cache-aware optimizations, since
every inference follows one path, requiring only a small
subset of nodes from the tree. This naturally fits in the
design principle of caches, since these are usually small
and depend on a high locality of the memory accesses to
be fast and efficient. Chen et al. leverage a probabilistic
model, describing the distribution of splits, to place the
frequent accessed paths in a cache-friendly manner (Chen
et al., 2022). Breaking the probabilistic model down to
a single tree node, we observe that the approach can be
beneficial only when the probability of data tuples (i.e., split)
to take the left branch or the right branch differs significantly.
In consequence, when optimizing the execution time of
random forest models, a reduction in the tree size should
account for the distribution of splits in the tree nodes and
maintain or enforce the property of uneven splits. This can
lead to a considerable execution time improvement by the
reduced tree size and an orthogonal improvement to favor
such cache-friendly implementations.

In this paper, we introduce the design of a hardware-aware
regularization for decision tree training by actively reward-
ing uneven splits in single decision tree nodes. This leads to



the regularized construction of decision trees, which main-
tain the crucial properties for cache optimization, but with
reduced total size or depth of some paths. Consequently, the
studied problem of this paper is how to regularize random
forest training with the objective of reducing the model size
and to reward uneven splits, while not degrading the accu-
racy significantly. We fackle the problem by introducing a
regularization term into the split method of decision trees.
This regularizer rewards split decisions that lead to uneven
splits to uphold asymmetric distributions. This leads to an
orthogonal speed improvement to the cache optimization
mentioned above, and can even assist cache optimization.

The introduction of the regularization offers a trade-off for
the application. The regularization term can be controlled by
a factor to take an either minor or major influence. We pro-
pose an intuitive application, where a tolerable degradation
in accuracy can be defined by the user. Subsequently, possi-
ble degrees of regularization are automatically tested, and
the configuration with the maximal improvement in execu-
tion time within the tolerable accuracy degradation is chosen.
If users are eager for a deeper investigation and the manual
choice of a trade-off between accuracy degradation and exe-
cution time improvement, we report the corresponding data
for a comprehensive set of possible and meaningful regu-
larization degrees. These results are graphically illustrated
and allow an easy choice of the trade-off. It is generally a
good idea to focus on Pareto optimal points with respect to
accuracy degradation and execution time improvement in
this data set for a first investigation. Beyond the choice of
the meaningful application of the degree of regularization,
the level of maximal possible meaningful regularization can
reveal the information of how well the data set, which is
used for training is suited for this form of regularization.
With the help of this, we determine a property, which we call
regularization robust on data sets, and identify properties,
which make data sets more regularization robust.

Despite the realization of the regularization in scikit-learn
(Pedregosa et al., 2011), we focus on a comprehensive ex-
perimental evaluation of the proposed regularizer in this
paper. In detail, we take a set of UCI datasets (Dua & Graff,
2017) and investigate the regularization in different model
configurations. Furthermore, we conduct an extensive sim-
ulation study with synthetic datasets, where the relation
between dataset properties and the effectiveness of the reg-
ularization is analyzed. In short, we provide the following
contributions:

* A regularization term for the provocation of uneven
splits in decision tree training, including an implemen-
tation in scikit-learn.

 Evaluation of the regularization on UCI datasets.

* An extensive simulation study with synthetic datasets

to reveal the relation between dataset properties and
regularization effectiveness.

2 RELATED WORK

Performance optimization of trees and random forests is a
widely studied topic in the literature. When it comes to con-
crete hardware-close implementations, one popular example
is the C++ implementation for random forests in Wright
& Ziegler (2017). The prominent concept of native trees,
where nodes are stored in an array and executed in a narrow
loop and if-else trees, where nodes form deeply nested if-
else constructs, is introduced to maintain locality in the data
and instruction memory in Asadi et al. (2014). More vari-
ances of tree implementations are studied for the runtime of
inference on RISC-V MCUs (Tabanelli et al., 2022).!

Random forests are also considered to be executed on accel-
erator devices, such as GPUs or FPGAs (Van Essen et al.,
2012; Nakandala et al., 2020; Buschjdger & Morik, 2018)
or in a vectorized manner (Kim et al., 2010). In addition to
the deployment of the models to a hardware-close language
and massive parallel computation devices, also the optimiza-
tion of the usage of the underlying hardware is investigated.
This includes optimization of the throughput in a pipeline
execution (Prenger et al., 2013) and investigating the data
structure and the decision tree structure itself and gain per-
formance improvement with proper reordering (Dato et al.,
2016; Lucchese et al., 2016). More specifically, the usage of
floating point hardware units and their performance impact
is studied (Hakert et al., 2022a;b). Chen et al. (2022) utilize
a probabilistic model of the data distribution in the data set
to optimize the memory layout, in order to favor frequently
used paths for the cache behavior.

Although the approaches above provide various optimized
implementations of random forests, they do not alter the
training process in order to gain execution time perfor-
mance. One relevant approach is hyperparameter tuning
(Bischl et al., 2023). Hyperparameter tuning specifically for
random forests is covered in Probst et al. (2019), resulting
in the tool tuneRanger focusing on both accuracy max-
imization and explainability. The tool, however, does not
include execution time performance as an objective. Mon-
drian forests (Lakshminarayanan et al., 2014) in contrast,
introduce an online adaptive realization of random forests,
which can improve the execution time performance while
maintaining a similar accuracy.

Regularizing the training process of random forests, to the

'Tts naming system is deviated to the terminology used by most
of related works. For example, the if-else trees are named Naive
kernels, and the native trees are named Loop kernels. In this work,
we follow the majority and use the terminology commonly found
in the literature.



best of our knowledge, has not been studied for the objective
of execution time performance. Regularization, also beyond
the scope of random forests, however, is a studied topic in
order to provide more explainability (Wu et al., 2018) or
achieve higher accuracy (Scheffer, 2000). Also, the effect of
high randomness in the random forest training as a form of
regularization is investigated (Mentch & Zhou, 2020). The
objective of error tolerance and robustness is further shown
to be addressable by regularizing the training of binarized
neural networks (BNNs) (Buschjédger et al., 2021).

3 TREE REGULARIZATION

Improving the execution time of decision tree inference on
real hardware opens a larger design space. One way to
achieve faster inference is to decrease the size of the model
itself. The obvious benefit towards execution time is, that
less computation is needed to return an inference result.
This approach usually introduces degradations in accuracy,
as such the model cannot be shrank to an arbitrarily small
size. A widely used method to decrease the model size is
limiting the maximal depth a tree is allowed to grow to.

In this work, we introduce an alternative method towards
reducing the overall model size. We optimize the decision
tree construction to increase the existence of uneven splits
to benefit shorter paths to leaf nodes. More precisely, a
penalty term in the splitting criterion is introduced, which
serves as a control parameter to trade-off between tree size
and predictive accuracy. This control parameter effectively
shrinks the model size and reduces depths of single paths
by maintaining and provoking uneven split decisions.

Another effective method is utilizing the cache behavior
of the CPU. Chen et al. have shown that reordering the
nodes inside memory in a cache-friendly manner improves
execution time (Chen et al., 2022). In their approach the
split probabilities of nodes are used to determine the new
order in memory. Here uneven splits are beneficial, as they
result in nodes which are accessed more often. Therefore,
the benefit of the cache-friendly ordering is increased. Our
proposed regularization both optimizes for smaller model
sizes and increases the likelihood of uneven splits.

For the sake of completeness, we first give a short overview
of the decision tree construction with the CART algorithm.
Afterwards, we present the introduced regularization and
how it can be tuned for different scenarios iteratively. Lastly,
we discuss why the persistence of uneven splits are orthogo-
nal to the cache-aware optimizations in detail.

3.1 Decision Tree Construction

A widely used training method to construct decision trees
is the CART algorithm (Breiman et al., 1984), by which
the samples are repeatedly split by a chosen criterion. The

result will be two sets of samples from the dataset. This is
recursively repeated until a given stopping criterion is met
(e.g. a certain depth is reached).

The basic working principle of all split criteria is to compute
a score for all possible split values at each node, and then
select the split point corresponding to the best combined
criterion scores in the two resulting child nodes. More pre-
cisely, for a classification problem with £ labels, p; denotes
the proportion of samples with class ¢; (i = 1,...,k) in
a node. A widely used score for the impurity is the Gini
impurity, which is measured as

k
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Hence, when all samples belong to one class, the sum is 1
and the resulting impurity is 0. The Gini impurity results in a
larger value, the more evenly the class labels are distributed
in the node. One popular way to find the best split inside
a node is finding the minimal mean Gini impurity of both
resulting child nodes. We note that other split criteria such
as Entropy and Information Gain can also be used (Breiman
et al., 1984). However, as the exact criterion for splitting is
not relevant for our proposed regularization, only the Gini
impurity is covered here.

The split results in the samples being separated into two
portions, being further used in the left and right child. This
division in the samples then determines the probability of
the left or right subtree to be used in an inference, Each
node has a distinct access path starting from the root node
and ending in the node itself. To get the absolute probability
of any node, the individual probabilities of every node on
the path to that node need to be multiplied. The resulting
value is the probability of this node to be accessed during
prediction. Intuitively, the absolute probability of the root
node is 100%. The probability of any path to be taken during
inference is the probability of the leaf node the path ends in.
These absolute probabilities can be used to identify which
paths are frequently accessed.

3.2 Regularization Factor

A possibility to improve the execution time is to reduce the
total model size by controlling the training process to only
keep important paths. The reduced amount of nodes leads
to less memory loads during an inference. In addition, this
regularization of the training can be designed such that not
only important paths in terms of prediction accuracy are
kept, but also the access frequency of paths is maintained
kept. This consequently leads to an orthogonal optimization
of the cache optimization from Chen et al., since the cache
friendly handling of frequently accessed paths is kept, and
cache replacements are reduced.



Since training of decision trees according to the CART algo-
rithm (Breiman et al., 1984) consists of recursively splitting
the samples into two child nodes based on a threshold value,
the split decision can be modified in order to favor asym-
metric probabilities. In order to allow a trade-off between
the original split criterion and the size-aware split, we intro-
duce an additive regularization factor for the split criterion,
penalizing even splits. The amount of penalization can be
controlled with a real-valued factor A which is subject to
tuning. Although this design is applicable to arbitrary split
criteria, we here restrict ourselves to the popular Gini impu-
rity criterion in order to analyse the effect in depth.

In order to include a size-aware splitting criterion into this
process, we define a regularization term R as

samples, ... — #samples..
R=1— |# PLES e # p right ) (2)
#samples

Hence, when the split distributes samples almost equally to
the left and right child nodes, the value is close to 1, when
the split is very asymmetric on the other hand, the value
is closer to 0. Note that in contrast to the Gini impurity,
the regularization term does not operate on the class labels,
but instead on the number of samples. In order to form the
resulting split criterion, we add the regularization term with
an adjustable weight A € R* to the Gini impurity:

GINT = GINI+) - R. 3)

Adding the regularization term to the evaluation and opti-
mization of the Gini impurity in every step of the CART
algorithm allows accounting for cache-friendly splits during
the training. It should be noted that the introduction of the
regularization potentially degrades the Gini impurity and
hence also the accuracy of the trained model. Consequently,
the parameter A\ has to be chosen effectively to provide a
good trade-off between accuracy and asymmetric splits.

Our modifications are directly implemented in scikit-learn.
To achieve the outlined regularization, a new split criterion
based on the Gini impurity is introduced. The implementa-
tion is largely similar as for the standard Gini split criterion.
However, when calculating the node impurity, the resulting
value is adapted according to Equation (3) and returned. To
accommodate the factor A, an additional hyperparameter
can be set while fitting the model to control the amount of
regularization. The source code is publicly available under
[hiddenduetodoubleblindsubmission].

3.3 ) Tuning

During training, the regularization factor A needs to be set.
It should improve training towards the best performance
optimization while preserving the accuracy as good as pos-
sible. An optimal regularization factor cannot be picked
universally. The effectiveness and influence of the factor

changes highly depending on a variety of factors (e.g., the
number of classes in the dataset).

There is a limit to how much any split can be usefully regu-
larized, as at some point all samples would go to one child
node. Therefore, the impact of the regularization factor is
going to approach a limit the larger the factor gets.

To find the optimal factor for a given scenario, the expected
performance improvement needs to be quantified. To that
end, we define the expected depth of a single tree. It is
measured as

> i *depth(l) )

l€leaf(t)

where leaf(t) are all leaves of tree ¢, p; is the probability of
leaf node ! and depth(!) is the depth of node I. The expected
depth is therefore the mean depth the inference is expected
to reach during repeated inference operations. Consequently,
a reduction in the expected depth results in an increase in
performance, as fewer nodes have to be loaded during infer-
ence. Furthermore, once the expected depth does not change
significantly, the influence of the regularization factor is less
pronounced and less performance gain is to be expected. To
find an optimal factor, the factor is iteratively increased until
the difference in expected depth falls under a set threshold,
which decides how close to the best possible performance
improvement the factor is tuned. At that point, performance
is unlikely to improve further, and the corresponding value
for A is chosen.

4 EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION

To evaluate the application of the hardware-aware regular-
ization, we conducted experiments on real and synthetic
data sets. First, we apply a default setting, where the maxi-
mal regularization is applied with a configurable, tolerable
accuracy degradation. Second, we enlighten the trade-off
between degree of regularization, speed improvement and
accuracy drop. Lastly, we evaluate the limitations of regular-
ization itself and report the boundaries for the meaningful
application.

4.1 Evaluation Setup

For evaluating the execution time improvement, we trained
random forests with different degrees of regularization (i.e.
varying ) on real and synthetic datasets. We subsequently
generated a straightforward C implementation and a cache
optimized implementation via Chen et al. (2022). The gen-
erated trees of both implementations are executed on a real
world target machine. We use a server class system, i.e.
with an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5218 @ 2.3GHz CPU with
16 cores, 1024 KiB L1 Cache, 16 MiB L2 Cache and 22
MiB L3 Cache and 180GB RAM. We utilized Scikit-learn
to train random forests with varying number of trees and
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maximal tree depths (1, 5, 15, 20) for each of these datasets.
After a given threshold, the number of trees was only in-
creased for more experiments if it improves the accuracy
enough. This was done to reduce the amount of redundant
experiments. To provide a better intuition for the impact
of the regularization, we always compare the regularized
implementation to the comparable not regularized counter-
part. In greater detail, the not cache optimized regularized
implementation for a specific number of trees and maximal
tree depth is compared to the not regularized version of the
not cache optimized implementation. This is similarly done
for the cache optimized implementations.

In addition, we measured the balanced accuracy of the
trained model based on the test dataset. Balanced accuracy
evaluates a model’s classification performance by consider-
ing both sensitivity (true positive rate) and specificity (true
negative rate), making it particularly useful in scenarios with
imbalanced datasets. Since the methods from Chen et al.
(2022) only optimize the memory layout and do not change
the model structure, the balanced accuracy is the same for
all implementations. For the measurement of the execution
time, we executed 50 repetitions of the inference of the test
dataset and average the time consumption under realistic
execution conditions. To compare the balanced accuracy
and mean relative execution time, we used a training-test
split ratio of 3:1 and repeated it 8 times. The scitkit-learn hy-
perparameter maz_features was varied across a set of rec-
ommended default values {Lzﬂ, lv/Pl,2[/P),p}, where
p denotes the number of features (Wright & Ziegler, 2017;
Hastie et al., 2009; Liaw et al., 2002).

4.2 UCI Datasets

In the following experiments, the influence of the regulariza-
tion is compared on eleven datasets from the UCI repository,
which was also adopted in Chen et al. (2022). Table 1 lists
the dataset name, source, number of samples (n), number
of features (p), and number of classes (cl). For the ease of

Table 1. Name, source, number of samples (n), number of features
(p), number of classes (cl) of each used dataset.

Dataset Source n P cl
Adult (Kohavi, 1996) 48,842 64 2
Bank Marketing (Moro et al., 2014) 45,211 59 2
Covertype (Blackard & Dean, 1999) 581,012 54 7
Letter (Frey & Slate, 1991) 20,000 16 26
Magic (Dua & Graff, 2017) 19,020 10 2
MNIST (Dua & Graff, 2017) 45,000 784 10
Satlog (Dua & Graff, 2017) 6,435 36 6
Spambase (Dua & Graff, 2017) 4,601 57 2

Sensorless Drive
Wearable Computing
Wine Quality

(Dua & Graff, 2017) 58,509 48 11
(Ugulino et al., 2012) 165,632 17 5
(Cortez et al., 2009) 6,497 11 7

presentation, we aggregated the multiple simulation settings
with regard to the 8 replications and focused on results ob-

tained with max_features set to | /p|. Detailed results 5

for all settings are available in the Appendix.

Intuitive Application

To illustrate the most intuitive use case of the regularization,
we limit the allowed degradations in accuracy to 5%. We
then pick the best regularization factor A\, which achieves the
maximal execution time improvement, while not degrading
the accuracy beyond the specified level. Figure 1 reports
the corresponding results, where the x-axis separates the
different data sets from the UCI repository. The y-axis
shows the relative speed improvement with regularization in
comparison to the same configuration without regularization.
Each box includes random forests with different numbers of
trees. The different colors indicate different maximal depths
of the trained decision trees and configurations without and
with cache optimization.

From the presented results in Figure 1, several observa-
tions can be made. First, it can be seen that for trees with
a small maximal depth, the improvement in terms of ex-
ecution time is not reliably observable. Some configura-
tions degrade the speed, some configurations only slightly
increase the speed. Considering that a limited maximal
depth of 1 only allows for 3 tree nodes, these results are
not surprising. Further, it can be observed that the speed
improvement grows, the deeper the trees become. A gen-
eral tendency can be observed, that the deepest trees also
benefit most from regularization in terms of execution time
improvement. For the data sets, which achieve a significant
execution time improvement, a similar scale of improvement
for not cache optimized and cache optimized implementa-
tions can be observed. This supports the design principle of
a regularization, improving both not cache-optimized and
cache-optimized implementations in an orthogonal manner.
It should be noted that this plot shows the relative execution
time in comparison to the not regularized version, i.e., when
the cache optimization improves the execution time upon the
not cache optimized implementation, this improvement is
orthogonal to the regularization. The maximal improvement
in terms of execution time can be observed to be more than
75%, i.e., more than 4x faster than without regularization.
The data sets, which profit most from the regularization in
terms of execution time improvement are adult, bank and
magic. Spambase and satlog also show a higher timing
improvement than most of the other data sets. Comparing
this finding to Table 1 suggests the conclusion that data
sets with binary classification can benefit most from the
regularization in terms of execution time improvement.

Regularization Trade-Off

Tolerating only accuracy degradation until a configurable
threshold is a simplified form of application, which does not
allow to make a trade-off. It could still happen, that a higher
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Figure 1. Impact of regularization on execution time across datasets

degree of regularization degrades the accuracy slightly be-
yond this threshold, but achieves significant faster speed.
Such scenarios are evaluated by analyzing the relation be-
tween the accuracy drop and the runtime improvement for
different degrees of regularization. We illustrate the results
of corresponding experiments in Figure 2. The data sets
are separated in different subplots. Each configuration, in-
cluding different amounts of trees and different degrees of
regularization. forms one point, which is denoted by the
relative execution time improvement to the corresponding
not regularized counterpart on the x-axis and the accuracy
drop on the y-axis respectively. Cache optimized and not
cache optimized implementations are separated by squares
and pluses. We further denote the limit of 5% accuracy drop,
as used for the previous intuition, by a dotted gray line.

From the results, two different major behaviors can be identi-
fied: For certain data sets, namely adult, bank, magic, mnist,
spambase and wearable, the configurations with the maxi-
mal speed improvement are either Pareto optimal or only
have a slight larger degradation in the accuracy than the con-
figurations with the lowest accuracy degradation. This trend

can be observed to exist across different maximal depths of
trees. For the other configurations, it can be observed that a
higher execution time improvement also comes with higher
accuracy degradation, especially for deeper trees. It can be
as well observed, that cache optimized and not cache opti-
mized implementations form close results, which supports
again the design principle of an orthogonal optimization.
This suggests the conclusion that, data sets with either bi-
nary classification or large sample sizes are better suited for
execution time improvement due to regularization without
high accuracy impact than other data sets. We call these
data sets regularization robust.

Limits of Regularization

The previous experiments and result discussions suggest the
conclusion, that several data sets have a property, namely
regularization robust. This property refers to data sets,
which can benefit strongly from high degrees of regulariza-
tion in terms of their improved runtime, while not sacrificing
too much accuracy. Previous experiments suggest that the
data sets adult, bank, magic, mnist, spambase and wearable
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have this property to a certain degree. In order to investigate
this property even further, we use regularization tuning as
explained in Section 3.3 to stop increasing the regulariza-
tion factor once the expected increase in speed falls under
a change threshold of 5%. In other words, if no further
execution time improvement is achieved, the regularization
factor is not further increased.

We illustrate the amount of configurations of a data set (i.e.
different number of trees in an ensemble and different im-
plementation strategies) with their maximal regularization
factor in Figure 3. To get a general picture of the influence
of the regularization factor A, experiments with A € [0, 40]
are run regardless of any metric. Next, regularization tuning
is used to stop once the factor is expected to not make a
significant difference to execution speed. It can be observed
that for certain data sets, a reasonable amount of configura-

tion can profit from high regularization factors. These data
sets are adult, bank, magic, spambase and wearable. Except
the mnist data set, which has an exceptional high number
of classes, this is exactly the list of data sets, which are
encountered as regularization robust before. Hence, by only
investigating the data set properties upfront, an assertion
can be made whether the data set is regularization robust
and thus may profit from strong degrees of regularization.
We have seen that this often holds for binary classification
problems or very large data sets.

4.3 Simulation with Synthetic Data

In order to better understand the effects of tree regularization
on binary classification datasets, particularly with respect to
regularization robustness, we conducted experiments with
synthetic data. We first describe how the data is generated
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and subsequently present the measured results.

Simulation Setup

We consider a binary classification problem Y € {0,1}
with ten real-valued features X1,..., X1o for which we
specify different distributions, dependencies and underly-
ing models, described in the following. We model the last
five features Xg, ..., X0 as independent and uniformly
distributed random variables from [0, 10], independent of
the first five features X1,..., X5. For the first five fea-
tures we consider three different dependence structures
as summarized in Table 2. In the first setting (Indepen-
dent), we consider completely independent features, where
each feature follows a distinct mixed normal distribution
Zpp =W+ 1-ON(A,+k, 1) with A, € {1,3,5,8}
and W; ~ N (1,1). The concrete choices for ¢ and k are
given in Table 2. In the other two settings, we model a weak
dependence between X, X3 and X4 (second last column)
and a strong dependence between X and X5 (last column),
respectively. Note that for the first feature, £k = b is not
held constant, but is systematically varied from 0.2 to 0.9

to provide some degree of adjustment to modulate the class
balance. Having fixed the dependencies among the features,

Table 2. Distributions of X1, ..., X5 used in the simulation stud-
ies with p € {0.2,0.5,0.7,0.9}.

Features  Independent Weakly dependent Strongly dependent
X1 Zpa Zpa Zpa
X2 Zo.1,-5 Zo.1,-5 Zo.1,-5
X3 Z0.5,2 Zo.5,2 Z0o.5,2
X4 Z0.3,3 Zo1,-5+ Zos2  Zoa,—5+ Zo.s2
X5 Zo.s,—2 Zo.s,—2 Zo.5,2 +0.5Zp 1

we now model the dependencies with the outcome Y. In this
study, we investigate three different relationships between
Y and X3,..., X9 by incorporating different dependen-
cies and correlation structures through logical rules. The
settings range from a simple dependence of the outcome
solely on the first feature X; (S1), whereby Y equals 1 if
the realization derived from X; originates from W; of the
normal mixed distribution. The more complex dependencies
involve the first three or five features. The concrete details
are illustrated in Table 3.



Table 3. Dependent models between the output and some of the
features. Here O; refers to the event that the realization of the
feature X; originates from the first part of its mixed normal distri-
bution.

Setting Y =1

S1 Oq

S3 (01 and Oy) or =04

S5 (01 and —=03) or (=05 and —Oy) or O4

For each setting, we generated samples of size num from
the respective model with num € {100,200,500}. The
regularization strength A and the number of trees are var-
ied as described in Section 4.1. The same applies to the
hyperparameter max_features.

Results

For ease of presentation, we focus on the most important
results and general trends. Studying the simulation study
results for all configurations, we observed that changes in
the dependency structure of the feature, the relationship
between features and outcome and the size of the inner boot-
strap sample (max_features) of the random forest had no
large effect on the behavior of trees under the regularization.
In comparison, the balance of the prediction classes, regu-
lated by the balance parameter b and A, and the sample
size n were the driving forces for changes in the influence
of the regularization.

Examining the effects of sample size, we find results con-
sistent with those of the previous section. As the sample
size increases, a greater improvement in execution time is
observed along with a decrease in accuracy. Details can be
found in the appendix

Results for different combinations of the balance param-
eters are shown in Figure 4. The results shown in Fig-
ure 4 are for max_features = 6,n = 100, num = 100,
independent characteristics and the S3 model for the out-
come. We present results for three combinations of b and
Au:b=09,A, =8(ed), b =0.7,A, = 3 (green) and
b=0.5,A, =1 (blue). These combinations were selected
because of their different strengths of balance. Red is the
most unbalanced and blue is the most balanced. The x-axis
for each of the first two plots shows an increasing regu-
larization factor, the y-axis shows the balanced accuracy
in Figure 4 (left), and the relative execution time in Fig-
ure 4 (center). The x-axis for the figure on the right shows
the 1-balanced accuracy, and the y-axis shows the relative
execution time. The different shapes indicates wether a
cache-optimized version is used or not. For all three set-
tings, there is a clear trend towards faster relative execution
times as the regularization factor increases. However, the
improvement diminishes as soon as the regularization factor

reachs 50. When examining the effect of regularization on
balanced accuracy in these settings (plot on the left), it is
noticeable that the blue and green settings show a more
significant decrease in accuracy than the red settings. This
suggests that the balance of classes influences the effect
of regularization, with unbalanced classes showing greater
sensitivity to regularization. By looking at the Pareto front
(plot on the right), we can see that the red setting dominates
the others for most configurations.

4.4 Discussion

The previously presented results indicate that the introduc-
tion of regularization offers a trade-off between a degrada-
tion of accuracy and the improvement of execution time.
While for shallow decision trees the regularization generally
cannot offer a large spectrum for the trade-off and quickly
degrades to extreme cases, a wider spectrum for the trade-off
is offered for deeper tree models in general. It is worth notic-
ing that the degradation of the accuracy is usually less by
one order of magnitude than the gained speed improvement,
when a moderate amount of regularization is chosen.

Investigating the dataset properties itself, the comparison
between synthetic and real data sets shows that a major in-
fluence on the effectiveness of the regularization is put by
the balance of the prediction classes. Table 4 shows the Chi-
Squared values for the UCI datasets, where a high values
indicate a potential high imbalance of the distribution in
the prediction classes. It should be noted that these values

Table 4. Chi-Square Values of UCI Datasets

Dataset Chi-square
Adult 6,556.066
Bank Marketing 18,552.56
Covertype 71,3450.9
Letter 19.3273
Magic 1271.086
MNIST 139.705
Satlog 504.379
Spambase 153.515
Sensorless Drive 2.2707
Wearable Computing  33,934.62
Wine Quality 6,383.254

can only be interpreted for binary classification datasets
(indicated in bold), since the structure of the imbalance be-
comes too complex for multi label classifications. It can
be seen, that for the adult and bank dataset, which are ob-
served to provide high speed improvements on minimal
accuracy degradation, a relatively high Chi-Square value
can be observed. This aligns with the observations from the
synthetic datasets, where highly imbalanced distributions
also allow high speed improvements on minimal accuracy
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degradations.

From the perspective of an user, regularization should be
considered for deeper tree models, since the effectiveness for
small trees is highly limited. When a dataset is used, which
by default is imbalanced, regularization can be generally
turned up further and gain more speed improvement while
not degrading the accuracy much.

5 CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

Deploying machine learning models efficiently on resource-
constrained devices requires a carefully tuned model shape
in terms of model size and a hardware-close implementa-
tions, of which the state-of-the-art cache-aware optimiza-
tions are prominent for random forests and decision trees.
In this work, we present a method to regularize the impurity
computation and reward highly asymmetric distributions
in the training process of decision trees, which provokes
uneven probability distributions (i.e., uneven splits) for of-
fering high optimization potential.

To examine the effectiveness of our method, we conduct
extensive experimental evaluation on synthetic datasets and
on UCI datasets. The evaluation results show that a large
execution time reduction of up to ~ 4x can be gained in
many cases while degrading the target accuracy by a few
percent. The user can either specify an acceptable threshold
of sacrificable accuracy degradation and derive the optimal
regularized result or can make an own trade-off by choos-
ing between pareto optimal points in the scope of accu-
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racy degradation and execution time improvement. We can
further categorize data sets as regularization robust, when
they are either binary classification data sets or have a high
amount of samples. Such data sets may benefit strongly
from regularization.Spending a deeper focus on the property
of being regularization robust, we see a dependency to the
sample size in the synthetically generated data sets. We fur-
ther observe a strong dependency with the imbalance of the
synthesized data sets and the effectiveness of regularization,
supporting the initial design principle. An implementation
in scitkit-learn is openly available.

For future work, the application of regularization across
the random forest structure should be studied, instead of
considering single trees in separation. For instance, the
dataset can be split into subsets with strong dependencies
for the training of different trees, making the regularization
more effective. Furthermore, it can be considered to have
heterogeneous degrees of regularization for other tree-based
ensembles.
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APPENDIX

We present the complete results regarding maz_features
and the different execution types. The results are presented
in graphical form.

13



bal. accuracy

1.00-

I
075- &

L& N

0.50-

0.25-

i dpoon-

1.00-
0.75- ;
0.50-

0.25-

1.00- $
0.75-
0.50- ’

0.25-

max_features e

dmee U el

=k

s

o=

adult

letter

o Wm0 bk o
o> e
-
+u
]

Ao ppns- - 3 e - ke

Ao

A Um0 - ol

satlog

orgg

g2094o.

-

-
L2 L 2

L4 ]

wearable—body—postures

“*‘.
Hi:
TERERE

sy .,

4 0 o o

(3
-
.

25 50

i

oupan S

oh- Gulmipin > 4o Mk o o

Ll g

L
¥

e gue oy

]
v

bank

*

SR RRE N
magic

L3¢ 3

oo o-HbeD>  niil e i

<@

'
25

sqrt(p)/2 4 sqrt(p) = 2sgrt(p) + p

L
Lo ]

Eel 2 4
> CHomD> o

oF ol >
o atHiba

sensorless—drive
‘ s o @

wine—quality

T

50
reg. factor

L1 4

'
75

o

ook

100

ol

FHpemame pu + Jaut- 4
* 4 b ek 4
& Hi- S bu -+ o 4
* Huesawpn | s 4P
# e wose pu - (Bix 4e

L

o o il
L e b
le @it

-
Omjenn

[ J SBR

'
25

max.depth e 1 e 5

covertype

sm p
™ p

L T cuppdl-

mnist

spambase

'
50

10

Figure 5. Evaluation of the balanced accuracy for the UCI datasets

14

e »

'
75

*;ii!t:r++-

'
100

15 e 20



Opt.NativeTree_25 Opt.PathlfTree_128000 StandardIfTree StandardNativeTree

NaiveNativeTree

sqrt(p)/2

ms B
LU
-
< mj@bE
CRSR LT 1
o <(md@E
<ot
o e

LIE L

-

<« w=a

*  <omBHI
o o < i E
= aHaE
<teml |

= EsE
nEE
- e
<mm @
° o lmumkH
Ll <« moll- B
i
o w4

= E
" em
e
< s

o O<ami

o < wshm

=B

[ TE

< meEE

r<mmn

14 mu-HEE
o <o m
<mimj=Hm

sqrt(p)

L 23
* o < mEtm

. L
. A

awl} uoinoaxa

‘194

2sqrt(p)

LR L]

L]
reashps
SR

¢ wdB i

-

L

e
-
< (gl
*+a-
-

LR ]
B
<
4

-

L L
-
ccnnim
ERTE ]

< amHE

75 100

L

+ &

am

o« <mtE
* « mem
o) <@

1
50

1
25

«

1 1 1
75 100 O

‘i.i++
B gy

'

50

ci< ( mEH-E
o AR
e

1
25

1
75 100 O

L
1
50

< B
© 4<n @
« g
< mt

1
25

1
75 100 O

reg. factor

15 20

10

1

20 max depth

30

10
15

number of trees

Figure 6. Evaluation of the relative execution time for the adult dataset separated by the execution type maz_features, the maximum

depth (shape of the points) and the number of trees (color).

15



Opt. NativeTree_25 Opt.PathlfTree_128000 StandardIfTree StandardNativeTree

NaiveNativeTree

sqrt(p)/2

> & <« #E+E

o«
o e
= )

. o <« @
¢ tm =B

. (<< | op

. ) <am u =S

e
<rH
{ang
SN

¢ = 4m

« IRTEE 1l
Cemn 1T
CER R

o < @ ud mHAES

sqrt(p)

1 1 1 1
e v <o 9
— o o N

9w} uoinoaxo [al

2sqrt(p)

<« e

5 HiE

LR |

.o «n um
. < 4 nEE
<= HE

+ =
+m-i
+m &
< = EsE
| u &
N
© - u
o : m-m =
. “« = B
. “«<om +HHH

o « =t @48

<« m+m

<« HE
< q W
. <« vaHem
AL E X -
e AmHEE
o admutiE

1 1 1
e
- - o

-
<
<

<
14

>

+=
+ B
+ B
+a

75 100

‘B

1
50

Cam4Em
Ll

1
25

|+
"+
B +
a8+
@ +
B

B
+
1
75 100 O

1
50

i
3
2|5

L

:llll.-
a2t 4+ o+
1 1
50 75 100 O
reg. factor

" EeE
u B
LI B

25

+m
+ B
+ =
+m

1
75 100 O

L1
e
< mHEI
L
<A

1 1
25 50

1 1 1
75 100 O

Pty

50

BE)
CR T i
<t um 4@
]

1
25

< il

1 1 1 1
e e wvw o <
o N - —

1
0

1
L
o

0.0-

15 20

10

1

max depth

20
30

10
15

number of trees

Figure 7. Evaluation of the relative execution time for the bank dataset separated by the execution type maz_features, the maximum

depth (shape of the points) and the number of trees (color).

16



NaiveNativeTree Opt. NativeTree_25 Opt.PathlfTree_128000 StandardlfTree StandardNativeTree

1.25- t T I
too-w B4 1¢ ] PN
00-= 3+ 44 *f2i: hoAEft Ao i i - B
Ity I:i"' HE ] HE I fﬁj!j-f g
2 g ¥ T * =
0.75- B i1 o R o] " e 2
l.;l L} : s 8 g o® B T % o l-”-.‘é
= B g L .l-
0.50- L] " s oa o, e
l.. .. ]
L ]
0.25-
1.25- X
100—".‘ | 48 gl so
. :*::!: %"" ;!d; iAR; g g2
" & = = l-_-: + = + .'.'!_i_._ (_é:
@ 0.75- = | L s f o+ o4 .. =
E .. L T
E ) -l
G 0.50- = =
5
3
® 0.25-
T 1.25-
© : L i r i
1.00-# * g ¢ %3 z oA g A oA 8 | 2
g t _‘,-l,J.J_l f:;_ E!i: _"-M
e e [ 3
0.75- - .. g, I ) 2
L] ] I ")
2 a
L]
0.50-
0.25-
1.25-
1.00-% = , ° L4 PR I fa $les
g L N | - + B I ¥ £ a
" Fa -
s ® " +
0.75- g T - =
® B T
-] Y
0.50-

0-25_I 1 1 1 LI | 1 1 1 LI | 1 1 1 LI | 1 1 1 LI | 1 1 1 1
0O 20 40 60 80 0O 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80
reg. factor

e 1 10 20 - 40 maxdepth + 1 +« 5 = 10 + 15 = 20
number of trees
5 15 30 ¢ 50

Figure 8. Evaluation of the relative execution time for the covertype dataset separated by the execution type maz_f eatures, the maximum
depth (shape of the points) and the number of trees (color).

17



NaiveNativeTree Opt.NativeTree_25 Opt.PathlfTree_128000 StandardIfTree StandardNativeTree

1.2- .
l*t,“: I.:;- -;:-' -i :: -.’.- g
" b i Y Pl iy B
:’:. =!. "':I .._._..’l :.:'- B
0.6- T . u i
= B ] ]
a L}
B & B g
0.3- =
1.2-
+ "] N
- | $ 2 ¢ 0 = g = (]
©09- ., fiias +hia;” i Pt il 2
E +1iy. ER 7:t‘. LI Ly )
c T L
5 06- i . ——
=
8
¢ o03-
()
Elz +
’ i 1l & B 8 B8
l.l .. !: bl * . --A;o .;. 1 w
09- ¥y ¢ th: L tety RN =1
] S 4 - [ ] 8 ¥ =
] T e
=. [ ] ] ~
0.6- =1y LI
0.3-
I...
1.2- s "
[ ] B = ] B g [ I a I} :-
a ¥ 3 FEL A 84:1 H =
09- T % a8 LS S T et 388 LB = B =
F S it. 7.1': +++¥
0.6- i 1 T - a
0-?’_I 1 1 1 LI | 1 1 1 LI 1 1 1 T 1 1 1 LI | 1 1 1 1
0O 20 40 60 8 O 20 40 60 80 O 20 40 60 80 O 20 40 60 80 O 20 40 60 80
reg. factor
maxdepth + 1 +« 5 = 10 + 15 = 20 e 1 10 20 - 40

number of trees
15 30

Figure 9. Evaluation of the relative execution time for the letter dataset separated by the execution type max_features, the maximum
depth (shape of the points) and the number of trees (color).

18



NaiveNativeTree Opt. NativeTree_25 Opt.PathlfTree_128000 StandardIfTree StandardNativeTree
1.0tel gud o & sl : . "
H . . i L4, =
= i R . n T )
EE "3 " g 1 P 5[ o g " I S S
o ) | + + + st B+ " mm B s M 3 pr D
05- " "ifmygils Begiid Teitua.. | et . Bgiziit,
B B B 2 L] B -.!++ii+ ‘_it:*t++ w® B L]
Limam o B B F l.i
L1 | LI ]
a
AA A
= . AA
10-s 8 § it 13 o b A 144y
& 2 o W] (Al & ry I AN & g
o B A = n i 2 i =
S $iit:, !i* 14- :"’.1. ;-¥:+*++ c)
€ 05- Rt -1 L ¥ 4 _Et; Sy
. U '] B =
g '-'++++ -'|!'++++
o}
o
Q
X
)
© :
bt . 3 : )
M 4 8 o H °
1.0- s 8 HEE S R -
- B £4 o N
.‘.’* !41« :'—l\ o)
*Bgsd+tt+ S e REgya, + B
toEy i + A ® ¥ + T+ 4 S
+ Byt +a+3 - -
0.5- & - A¥ed ++4 Eafmuwt++ =
B L9+ s
1.0- 28 T g2 4% TR LD
L 8ak, o2 B RN
"E _ ¥ = s » L] [ ] H Ee)
: LI '"i.l ] I - LA I
+ 7 i .t;. b
05- Vi, sik.
L

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 25 50 75 1000 25 50 75 1000 25 50 75 1000 25 50 75 1000 25 50 75 100
reg. factor

e 1 10 20 maxdepth « 1 +« 5 = 10 + 15 = 20
15 30

number of trees

Figure 10. Evaluation of the relative execution time for the magic dataset separated by the execution type max_features, the maximum
depth (shape of the points) and the number of trees (color).

19



NaiveNativeTree Opt. NativeTree_25 Opt.PathlfTree_128000 StandardIfTree StandardNativeTree

1.2-
104+ ¢ & 2 14 i i ;i 1t ! i io4 SR
_.- . Ll : " 1 3 o = -
S S B8 Py P:od s i b g
08 R R aRaEar: Py S
* ¥ ¥ N
0.6-
1.2-
10-+ = § ¢ "¢ i : — s : 1 % g
z ¥ i s S | i g : f 5] . 5l ; i I
E: | # % = T 2
Q o i g . t s s =2
E ] T r )
c
2 06-
]
[&]
Q
x
®12- + 1
@ | A | . | . 1 | L
g 5 3§ § i A I TR 1 s 1 = =
1.0- * 3 21 & 8 | | -] : 8 2 ) A i % 2 Y ¢ 3 [} .
v 1 " H i + N
X . 8§ 5 - z & »
i B L] ¥ . ; %
0.8- L o
0.6-
1.2-
i [ ] [} L} 1 A T B = =
1.0- ¥ a 2 2 2 2 'y 8 L a A i z E 3
2 * 'y P - ES
i 1 1 i ¢ $ i Pob H ! LI ] :
0.8- . ! y . | = 4 =]
0.6-

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0O 10 20 30 40 50 O 10 20 30 40 50 O 10 20 30 40 50 O 10 20 30 40 50 O 10 20 30 40 50
reg. factor

maxdepth + 1 +« 5 = 10 + 15 = 20 e 1 10 20 - 40
number of trees 5 20

Figure 11. Evaluation of the relative execution time for the mnist dataset separated by the execution type maz_features, the maximum
depth (shape of the points) and the number of trees (color).
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Figure 19. Balanced accuracy evaluation for synthetic data (blue setting) with varying sample size, max_features, maximum depth
(point shape) and number of trees (color).
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Figure 21. Relative execution time evaluation for synthetic data (red setting) and sample size=200 with varying sample size,
mazx_features, maximum depth (point shape) and number of treegfcolor).
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Figure 22. Relative execution time evaluation for synthetic data (green setting) and sample size=100 with varying sample size,
mazx_features, maximum depth (point shape) and number of treegj(color).
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Figure 23. Relative execution time evaluation for synthetic data (green setting) and sample size=200 with varying sample size,
mazx_features, maximum depth (point shape) and number of treegxcolor).
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Figure 24. Relative execution time evaluation for synthetic data (blue setting) and sample size=100 with varying sample size,
mazx_features, maximum depth (point shape) and number of treegycolor).
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Figure 25. Relative execution time evaluation for synthetic data (blue setting) and sample size=200 with varying sample size,

mazx_features, maximum depth (point shape) and number of treeg/color).



