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Approaches on imbalance and sparse data

Takumi UcHIDA* and Kenichi YOSHIDA*

1. B L ®IC

Web ¥ —7 7 1 V7T —RIIHTH D In DA 732 516

FIZH D, ZOZDDHEIZDOWTREIEHI T 2 BERH
%, ARWRTIE. T OFREIRT B — M 720 Lk % S 17

Zx 2L, TNENONNEEMAEGHE THEG L 7R
IZDOWTHIR L7z, AT — 2 oRike LT, RER7ZR
resampling, cost sensitive V) 2 L7z, 72, BiF—X D
— AR AR & U T TR A B & BRGEIR 2 A f R T

¥ B, ZHOEIT wrapper method ) Z#EF L 7=,
2. MBI F &
WRDIZ, B DOARGMIZ B K D ITEBER L 7ZT —& &
FEBED Web ¥ =7 T4 V7 TF—RERET S, IZ, i

RO UL E A G HER T — K24 LT 10hold Cross
Validation 24175, ®f&iZ. TOMAGDLE I I I h
77 W5 R FE A0 I IRF R & LR U 72,

f&

3.1 THET—IRUEDEEDHRE

BEMUAERL T — & Tl precision DIEAEAL L 7225, recall A3
KELWEL, fl-score bW L7z, Web ¥ —7 T4 V75—
KTk, precision AL U recall 1&i3E X N7z A3,
WIZRERBEH A S Wi o7z,

3.2 BT —9IRWEDBEEDIHR

BUAERT =& & Web ¥ =754 V7 F—XTh, KBf
T — R AILIE TEEE 7R fl-score DEIIMER TE Mo 72,

3. R

fl-score

72, SBS(Sequential Backward Selection) % )& U 725
A2 fl-score WA E S EALT B Z L BHER T E 72, FEUERK

T— XTI, BT —RIZ LT PCA THAIEHZEL 7215
A2 fl-score DBEDA SNZH, Web X =7 F 4 V75—
RTIXZ DEFANIIER T E b o 7,

3.3 %wm&&maAbﬁW®#%u WwT
SBS % HAKTH# L U725 S IR ERENEL L T\ d3,

* R RFRER €Y ARESR
* Graduate School of Business Sciences,
Tsukuba

University of

2017 3 3 -5

- 244 -

feature lecti
T4 / fl-score & / f1-score
imbalance convert_X SBS Nothing  |SBS / Nothing
default PCA 0.033 0.096 0.338
SparseRandomProjection 0.000 0.059 0.000
Nothing 0.000 0.071 0.000
over_resampling |PCA 0.194 0.266 0.729
SparseRandomProjection 0.291 0.257 1.132
Nothing 0.267 0.263 1.015
sample_weight |PCA 0.278 0.250 1.112
SparseRandomProjection 0.294 0.238 1.235
Nothing 0.283 0.287 0.985
smote PCA 0.196 0.235 0.834
SparseRandomProjection 0.280 0.253 1.107
Nothing 0.254 0.269 0.943
under_resampling |PCA 0.265 0.215 1.237
SparseRandomProjection 0.257 0.226 1.139
Nothing 0.233 0.226 1.034
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