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Abstract

With the increasing popularity of big data technology at the application level, the application of
machine learning and deep learning related algorithms in the financial risk control industry has
been actively explored. Based on open source credit card data (the data has the characteristics of
extremely unbalanced sample ratios), this paper compares the impact of different sampling me-
thods on the classification effect of different classification algorithms in the binary classification
problem of unbalanced data, and applies ensemble learning algorithm to fuse multiple base clas-
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sifier training data. A more robust classification model is obtained, effectively avoiding the occur-
rence of overfitting.
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15 R IRVERC AL 2 F TR - 45 F o e o A RURS: A3 FH R IRVE R0 ) /S ot B — A 43 21
o B 2016 FIATRATH USRI TSR, BRI E—RBE0E, B -RIAEH SRR
B EHRIRERNZ KA DR R R A B —, ESrEHRIRET N FEZ2th-RER, (H7E
B H I AKX — 7 A2 T 5 RIRVEAT IR 2 B — DA AR IR R, 31X — ] A
ALGRATIE R E RAET L, M HIESEWRITIEE, SHRAT I RIS ER K.

T, ARATI RSB R R T T2 RE, MENERAT RGBT 58— 3K, S RIRVET N
PRI R PR EERIEA, SR T ARZZEWN .. SRS I HE, WSS EE Jeskn .
SCHF A ML L S B 21 5 S A N BIE B R ERVEAT NI Fi s IR 22 ST 4%, I GAN 25t
L T PO ERAT (5 - RIRVE . 08 CA BB SOR I, 35T Stacking AR B 2] BVEAE(E R IRVERIN |
FIN D, K R FE T bagging Bi3E T boosting, ZUMI GG K, AXIET Stacking >
FER AR, B 2P o R EE SR IUE R IRVEEE — 028, A RO T AT EURE 2 S i A
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2. xIE

18 R IRVER I 2 SRS R AR AT 40 2 in) @, 380 H 9 1B A D38 © 203 H R ERVER IR
ARASPEE G 5 I8 m) B 7 AHSCEA o FEAS R IRVERL I b, RSB[R Y — A T S HE m AL
BERRIRVERIN &S, FH AR kel i HER 28 . 23808 55 N [2] 05 THRFE TAR4E tH — AU TR AR 52 o A
B A B HE B, FEE X R FERH(DT) Logistic [H1 U AN EEHLARAR = Fh A BUSE 43 8 B A IS R IR
TEo BREF[3]38 H — MK T KNN-Smote-LSTM 5 A -RIRVERC AR, 38k KINN 051 73 8 48 i 16 A
AR I VERE, IR T Smote SFVELEAE BUBTFE A 1) E H A RBR 1% . Brause [4]58 H—Fh LT
W, FFE5-6 B IE NP2 SR P28 77 015 A -RIRVER I 777 « Kokkinaki [51 FH $h SRR AIAR /R 32 46 bR 4004
G PR, S5 G TR TR IR A R E A 5 X, AT R P B8 5 & 15 1B - Maes 55 A
[6HEAT 7 N A 20 X 288 0 Do 7 o 28 7645 F R IR VER I o O PEREXT L . BRILZ AL, EHIR 2 5 E WA
MR AL BEREAT TAHOCHE FL . ARSI T N g 7 & ML) /D RFE ARG OSSR FE R (Synthetic minority
oversampling technique, SMOTE), FfiJ5 A | fRUUHIAEAT RIS . HEAESEN S, G5H Mk
T—%%| SMOTE [k 53%, W N-SMOTE. Borderline-SMOTE %%; Batista Z[7]H 7 SMOTE 5 Tome
Link AH&5 & EE, BRARLEH v ]k SMOTE 7 R (1) M 7 i) 5 o 1) FH KA A R AR AN VA48T 1) R 43 SR RV
HECE A, — MRS, SR IE RS AR i bR T+ WL SR AV TERE , (BT8R Rl ) Bk
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3. #ERINE
3.1. ERES

R S RATH — R0 5 S Es AT 7 20, JRAE R MR A 2 2 S i a5 AT 8BS, IR
P B2 S 28 TE AT IR BRI — Fh S ST B, SR I LM i A 55T bagging AR 21772
T boosting [HEE 2 ) Tk MEE T Stacking FUSE R > 12

3.1.1. Bagging (Bootstrap Aggregating, 3%#%)

Bagging Rl2 4805, A R HIFE B NS REA T BEHL IO 258, 2547 k #eHhi, 53] K
MG, BNMNGESD— DA, 3t K AMEA. Bagging 11 REAHE T H B R fee ik, @it
PRI/ RAR I TT 22, Be A ACE B Bz AR 22 . o W EE T bagging WA R 2] T7V5 A BENLARIK

3.1.2. Boosting

Boosting BVEIZ 0 BAR R 24550 KA A RTS8, @I S mT — R b 385 0 58
B FEBIAUE, BUNIT—RIEH 2 R FEARRIRUE, 70 REEXR A MBI AR 17 2K 8OR . & W,
15T boosting [I4E 2% 2] 77754 adaboost. GBDT (H & H& T+ #4) B 7%

3.1.3. Stacking
Stacking J7VEEIRGIIZRZ MG, RS IE NGRS e L AE 9 AR R — AR, 15 3R 24 )
By, AESEERN A, BATIEE A logistic [MIA1E A & S0 .

3.2. REFEHE

H T I MARS, DB IR N85, BAURMEA DL, BoERdtE. Bl
R AEARASPHTEAE 7 R T B B KA, BFERIE . JCRFEFIZE G RAT .
3.2.1. EREE

I SRAE S 0 RGBT K D OO HEAT R AR, DAE BUHTRE AR 2 A R AP 1) . 5 DL ) R 7
LA BENLIE RAE. SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique), B[ & a0 H28id REEH A
Border-line SMOTE. H &M & B FE ADASYN 4.

3.2.2. ZEH
IRRAE NS UG T B 2 BRI TR, B> ZHERFEA DS RHE I D ATTE BT . FRFER) 732K
HBENLURKFE. EasyEnsemble. BalanceCascade. NearMiss. Tomek Link. Edited Nearest Neighbours (ENN)

Jarey
=T o

3.2.3. AR

LR RFE TR T IR AN I RFE LS G, B FH R A B T e 2R 4 ENN A BRI SR A H L )
HBFEAR, 19300 002800 . S8 G R A BT 47 43 800 e AE B 7%, LI ER6%
F£J71%4 SMOTE + ENN Al SMOTE + Tomek Link Removal.

ASCERL smote + ENN AE A FHEHE FISRAE T 7. ENN B R0 EL R IRE AR AT 8, an S5
—MFEARRIRER 7 K ABIE AR e B S RRAMA—E WX ANFEARL TR0 528 FAb 8 D Fik
g, BT DA BR X AN FEA

DOI: 10.12677/hjdm.2020.104027 256 EAGIEEraE


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjdm.2020.104027

KFID, i

3.3. EosR

3.3.1. KiE4RE %

K ARG — R AR 4 A5, HFEE R A — DINGER S, SHplimAe, Hk
TEL 78 N ZR 88 Hr 4R 31 5 1% S B 4RI 1 K NS, AR5 IR K AN S b i 2 Sl g il —28, 48
WK 4 N R

3.3.2. BEAAFEES
A T ] U 2 BT R 2 T oy 1) L) F o R, I IR B AR A, 5 S FE AR B R A BR2E
Z RN BCBE R, RMLAS 5 2] SRS 5 SE il R I S 3% o T4 58 IS N SEB x, S5 2y A dn
"
P(¥=1]x)= exp(w*x+b)
1+exp(w*x+b)

~ _exp(wxx+b)
P(Y—O|x)— 1+exp(w*x+b)

TRYEFEAEL K H P(Y:1|x) il P(Y=0|x) s BT LR SRR AE RN, K x R A ERAE
KIHB—%K.

3.3.3. MMEREE

DU S 7R i AR 18 b f) UL ek 0 B B O SRR BEAT 73 SRS . b2 DU SRR AR B s AT S A2 -
BN RVELE B AR EAR RIS AR BT o AR 3R T3 S0 0 s I (AR 23 [R) B2 2 R AR b A T LAt B
TR SRR, SOERGE I, 5 PR (H d T AR DU 20 SR AR fie IV DR R R A SR A ST IR A BT
PR RAN . EBISEAEIL T AT 20280, B < AR R AMSL,  RIAN SR DU B i o0 O &
S| —E R I

3.3.4. RIRIFBENLARAK

TR I — PS8 T DS Sk AT 7 SR AR A0 MRS T s, Ut 20 SR I rhAH L
FRMIE R, I E R R 2> 30, ERIBIE M7 5, R 7755 R RIS 2

FEALAR AR (Random Forest, RF )& X g HE A H iy oiedt, By A i 2 2 AR R SR B S T I £ 4528
A, I PSR BB A Rk B S )  BEALARAR R SR A FRAE T, MR B A T8 el gk E
] B MR A AR A TR, A AR AR AR AR A i AR SRR, AT ISR, A N DA R, 4
—ARR A HEAT T, S G T SRR RIS S, R 2 i S R A 2R . Bl
HURBRMR A TR T PR S92 A e T 22 (R R A
4. WENFMIRE

Sy AT S5 PP ST AR B, I F1 Score, P-R IR, EFXTARIFNY 1%,
SRR B AR R A R AN 4R bR . A SOR ) B SR AP AERE AR SO AT RO 1, wlode DO 1
HAF1AE R MEAE N Stacking £ K2 ST ) 43 9N FEFR

SE Iy AR 2 0 B A B — A SR R R IR bR . X T — A i, gl i 2
5 R o N R AR HEAT ISR, SR 50 P DU AR DU OB R T TR A i) 7 SR SR, R4 B 5o
R HER BN N RAZ IR 70 R B . T A N o R b B i A R4 bR, X T IE U A K
FHA I BE S 1 7 R A5 R BT S LT 58, ARSI RFE- P AT AR K, A A SCRIE I ZRiBE Y, sk
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FFAE UG AIE 5 BT R B R AR A PEIN TR b
Fl-score J& k& i % (precision) F1 4 [2 3% (recall) [ AP IME, & 0R4E RINGE VT IR, F1EHME
FHTEFER T, ol =28 AN T B0 3 42 A PG A >4 1 508 #0 nTod A

_, precision * recall

score

F1 —
precision + recall

5.1. BIEER R AL

ASAE FH B2 TR IS R o Bds g AT 25, BaREh A S IEEZ S A 284,315 %, RELS
MIFEAR 492 %, SHAH AN 0.173%. HEHRE RS H-RRIRVEBY & 8 3R < —, BARK
L

AR S A HE . BT, OIRESEIRMGR . SRR BRI RS
BEAH 22 BOR PIRHE AT bR e AR 2], 48 FH = 053 73 T (Principal Components Analysis, PCA)X i 4
FRIEHEAT B AEAL 3.
5.2. SEWGR
5.2.1. FEEERNFAER

Stacking £ B2 2 LI H A H Logistic BIAME Ao, FEE R AT DURAT f] —Fh 73 A0 . A 1)
IEHOR M 7 R AR, s IRATHRE I ZRER i A\ BAS R 73 B rh g AT I 25, 49 30 A B Y 1) 73 28 45
5wk 1R,

Table 1. Single model classification

=1 BRAIGHER

A F1-score Accuracy
KNN 0.6 1
SVM 0.5 1
U3 0.62 0.99
S 0.88 1
ZEER 0.85 1
REHLBRAR 0.85 1

bR, FEHEERET, KANL., CREmENL. V8L 250 FLE5 508 0.6, 0.5, 0.62, #H
AT PRS2 48 [ AN BEALAR PR SRR (FL E 53 708 0.88, 0.85, 0.85)IM &, 7r RIS M
BARY R UL B SRy Ah 3 R HERA FE AT 9 1, AAER LA IS, B T 6 B2 A& A 1R o 2 A1l
Bl o H VPN AR BRI R
5.2.2. FERHSZETSRERNIRER

KB A — EFEE LA S R R 2R e, (B H TS ERRE, R a5
KHRETEAE HAR G K5 LR DUEAT A . ik, A SCE I BN FRIRAE T VETE S Rl WL oy B
MPERER I, BRI B B RFE I (S R 2).
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Table 2. Sampling with single model classification

=2 RHE + BRERBESRER

vt KR SMOTE SMOTE + ENN SMOTE + Tmoek link
KNN 0.6 0.91 0.94 0.91
DO 0.62 0.54 0.52 0.53
YesERf 0.88 0.93 0.96 0.93
pik AR E| 0.85 0.54 0.55 0.54
BEHLARAR 0.85 0.54 0.55 0.54

BATRBUGL RFEFAR SMOTE. 434 KAEH R SMOTE + ENN 1 SMOTE + Tomek Link Removal /£ A
SRR EERRFE . W 2 PR, KINN AR SR SE A 2 5 170 R 45 A TR KRR B DL S 5
EAh, HRDYMELEAE SMOTE + ENN SRAET7E T R RER LIS AL T- SMOTE #1 SMOTE + Tomek Link
Removal. FAHLARMEIEZ I RAE 2 S5 170 H M RE LR T TR 22, IXTE— @ R b mT DLV B SRR 7 VA
SRR 2 FFAE SR AS P B b ) o 2 R AR SR THE FH

5.2.3. Stacking £ F I BEE T AR ER

BT Stacking A ) FIE AR, 6 HE M RAE S 15 SRR AN A 500 23 28 38O I - Stacking
Mfk s 7E TRefE “HUKAMNE” , WOREE R —HHE 4 NE R pRIA PR ), Raraethde s
BB Z AL RE J1 . FRATTLL logistic [BVABEEIVE N Stacking HIZH & 5E0E, 1 AR R » B TH S,
IR 5.2.2 (1S5 45 S HU L34 R RE J7 1 SMOTE + ENN fE A6 R, A [ 20L& (1 43 25 45 SBEAT 4947
AT A S W ER N Stacking SR S FILF AT ISR, 18I0 92K 4: Bk 3,

Table 3. Stacking learning algorithm
5% 3. Stacking EERRF S E %

VakzS 35 F11E SPIGUERSIE
KNN + DA + SR (SMOTEENN) 0.34 0.50
KNN + JUFHr + I CRFAD) 0.67 0.67
KNN + B8l + BEHLZRM(SMOTEENN) 0.42 0.55
KNN + BRER + FEDLARARCRFRE) 0.75 0.76

w ER PR, AR KNN + RN + BEVLARARAL GBS 2 01 S5 B2 AT 2 F1(EAH B3
AP A SRS SRR B I, HAE O BIEA R T 0.75 F10.76, 43 B HEREE S ) KNN + $e3iEp + BENLAR
MAAAHAIE 027 A1 0.21. KFEG PRI A SIS Stacking B SF-H F1E 454 0.5 #10.55, “FHJHEH)
FERANKE IS 0.5, M RMIEARY, KERE RFETT X BB 2 % Stacking 7) RYERE T I H
BEMEIEH . RRFEFIEIETE Stacking £28Y F AT I ZR1S 20 25 AR T & B AR M.

6. it

A8 00 3 AR AT AT AT R 1 53 2R 95 B & O 00 & o), 3 SR ARUAR A Rl R
FEAS R IR VEIX 28 50 50D HUSR R AR R ) ) S s B FH [l e, LK) 23 SRR I AN B IS B FH
ARSI A [F] 0 B SEEG, Bk TR FEANIE SR S A B o R R AR O AL, R R IAE
Stacking £ B2 =) 7510 I S 75 R AN P B4 SR A X 43 S 48 A KR W52 o Stacking B2 1 5% AR
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