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Abstract

To enhance the prediction accuracy of takeaway order demand in intelligent delivery systems and
optimize operational efficiency, this study addresses its temporal, nonlinear, and high-noise char-
acteristics by proposing a two-stage Stacking ensemble learning prediction model (RF-GBDT) based
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on Random Forest (RF) and Histogram-based Gradient Boosting Decision Tree (GBDT). The study
systematically performs feature engineering based on manually collected data and innovatively
employs GBDT to learn the residuals of preliminary RF predictions to correct systemic biases. Em-
pirical results demonstrate that the model effectively identifies “time of day” as the most critical
feature, and the RF-GBDT combined model significantly outperforms individual models, reducing
RMSE, MAE, and MAPE on the test set by 13.9%, 19.0%, and 19.8%, respectively, while increasing R?
to 0.9016. This validates that the framework can provide more accurate and reliable demand pre-
diction solutions for takeaway platforms.
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L1l fIRER

WEE R T LU SR AN ST BOR R LR G, SSRGS AE NI 8 A% Ol AS, SR “xbrett
WHER” W “HEANENIT” T, EYIRE R (2024 FFrR EEINECEA TR ARG Y B, 2023 3
[ 42173778 7 L 9 8000 1270, HIIT & 2 25, H P BIEHRIE 65%, RN 415 ik 55
& R OGRS A Bt . AhSR T B R BRI P AR LR ERRE, 22 MR R, SN, B
WL IRE . RARIL B E DA SR ENE Zh 5 . AR GE R TR 7 V2 an i (8] 2 81 3 M AE AL R AP SEAT B
REJAELRYE. ZRREME, HHIEMAEEIAR TR EA SRR B, BEEREIR3 LS5
SITTERN T AMSEAT B, OB S TR A 1 & 18 78 AR 7 ] .

AR, HLAS 5 > R AE I 8]y 51 Pt 40 ds e 300t i R0 g, 0 HL 2 AR B 21 7 L B L AR AR
(Random Forest, RF)-5#f & 3 F+ #4 (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree, GBDT)[E H H o 1 #l & 8 /1 5 &M,
Bz R TR RN A A . AR, AEARSE T RN — Bk e, BT
M LA R B G Th 2GS, A KTl wZE S et Bk, MEe% RG22 MBI #m
HAETIHESE, O RN T+ TRINKS B2 -5 Aa f v i) S B 7 7 [ 1] [2].

1.2. fIREX

AW I B AER P ) B RERCIR 1 5 (R ST B RR SR TTUINAR Y, 3 i k5 B AL AR AR 5 L7 PR 2
$& T+ #4 (Hist Gradient Boosting), #&H —FP[ Bt Stacking £k ST HEZE(RF-GBDT), LUMEIEH.—HIAL [
RGMERZE, RIMMYERE . 2 AN BT 322 R A S B0 505, AR DU S X

G, EEREE, B0 ASLIT BRI A, Ry R T BRI TR, BT R LA
5 ) E R BRI IE U B BB 7T . BEALAR M@ R il ) 7 v sl e i A M Ase ME 5z AeRe 70, Rt bR
HPSEAT BAHE TP ARAE I 4R  ARZRMESC R AR RS, ARG AR T TR IR 25 . HIK,
FESCERZ I, AP G T B RG SR A HEf TIu Be 4% i DL U5 R BE SR AL A2 o i RO vy g BN X
WilHa, FEEHZHRE A E. NARESL .. FRRALE R FITHRIR 2, Mg E 8% .
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AHF SO HES) B BERCIE RS R R A 7~ o B KB A TR e R AR AE i Bli S0 |
NI, K XA IR PN A ke SR 2 IR AR BORAT MO 3 . R R L AT SRR SR A, AN Bl
TIRTHINSEF G IS BB, WA SR . BE LS BEIR AL S A LIRSS T B SR AL 5, HES)
WHTFE 54T W IR B R A

2. BAIMATIR
2.1. ESpesRER

HPSZAT TR SR BRIt 8] 5 21 0000 26 2 B AR s B R, A T T i SRR R R SR LA
FOISHARZIR SR E LD . EAMEFE LGN RS, FEEREAGGEA, Pl
B R 2 SR R N S 4 .

LRI T 2 R 2 St ) P 5S4 5 (B AR G 1 3 P S B (ARIMA) i PR A2 /R (SARIMA)
%1, Chai, S. HEE AN RS IR T ARIMA BALE DI A i SL A, A R AE TR it . nl g
BEPESR[3]. AR, BERAERUAT b8 T2t 8y, Sk DU Rl S A0TSRt vh S AR I JE 2R MR AE A vy
Mg, TN RS B AT PR .

NS RRAE G ) R PR, HLaS 2% IR oA 7 3. Horfr,  BENLAR#R(Random Forest, RF) A4
JE42 T (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree, GBDT)S588 i > Sk | H sl UL & BE S A E A 12 R H]
Pliakos 42t (B HLARMR SR AR 4 Joy 52 LW B A 2 4t DR SEmt, o TR N 2280 AT 5 A L
To el f[4]. Tanizaki $&H 7 FI NS DT TR RET IO, MIEREAE . R FE S
BN TS I TR SR TR AL (5] o IR LEHIF FEOAMLAS 2 S LE 75 SR IR0 S B FH B 1 S () B Al

2.2. BAMARIR

[ Y28 T AhSEAT SN OB 70 5 SBR[ REIE BR, IR S A A3 st 8 S AR
FEAR SR AN e RE R A [l SEA B T4 o8 I s R R AR S R

PR —BRRACTT T, AR Z AT FURAIE 1A FISEEE BT T RCR . Bilin, A22E M XGBoost
PRI CO, B phid AR, FFUEW] T HART S IEALUSVM)FFAL GeLas 7 2 BIK[6]. 5 — DAt 7o NIt
YT REAE TR 1) L, SR LightGBM A AR T 1 HUNALR SHE L[ 7], IRUERTTURN], MR R HLAR
JRTTIRAE B N 7 SR B AU o Bk TR —

Bt TR 55 52 2% R4 T, 4508 (Hy brid Model) ) AR i 37 10t a4 o [ 9 F 78 2R,
L — R AT REME DL 58 A AR TR I P A RS, PRI SR “ DRSS T SR . AL T A
1) 70fiff - B el IZETT R AR (STL) B/ INB AR A5 T 2K IR e 51 0 il AN TR R » #5853 0T 25 1 2
BEAT AT, R JE R A R 2) FREMEIE: A MERGEATYID AN, A 5 MR AR H
ZE(TRIM R ZE) AT AL, LMEIERGWZE, XIERAMFRANZCEE. A CHRAH ARIMA 5 SVM
MG RIS, M SVM ffife ARIMA Bz A4, IS 7 REFACR8]. X NAWT TR RF-
GBDT (PR BUESSE M T4 71 I IE R SR -

3. BIERESTAIE
3.1. HIEKESRE

AHE TR IR T L T R X AP S B REHURE A, 352t s JEL TR 10 s PR A el A5
REE: F P B s e BARoE, FEONTER AR L, T S AT oM T i v e 5 EL A
AR UL o SR T BEA S G AERF R X I 1 7 ST SR . SRR HdE DL Excel M aUA7 Ak, A5 I TRJ K
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(timestamp) AT B4 & (order_count) B N7-B, 1dsk 7 LAREFI/INES N IRIRG 1 3R G T B . ¥ RS d i~
B N IEUE 5 TSR, AR T E0E 6 B SR e B M

WIEBIEE RIS RSN 2024 49 H 1 HZ 2025 4 1 A 31 H(—/53), 5 H RER BONAFH &
VR 11:00 2 14:00. ZEF )G D& 56 7 & HITRRSES . SR EENINB. L5 1837 A0
o BERAL AR P OO E SRR BT TIPS e, RIE T 5 SR S

3.2. HEEERISY

N I T) PP 0 R0 ) SE PR L, B S AR SRAR R ER ,  ASHIT 0 R P T I 1] R 30k Bt S Xl 20
IZREEMI IR YIRS BERRR)E 7 RANOITA DL WalE: EREE 7 ROET R x 12 1Y
Bl /R =84 SRFEANE IS, HIF PP B iz AL P RE -

33. HiETHE

BT YRR S PR T, AR RGWE T 2 4ERESE, FEAFEDITIE:

1. B TERRAE: $REUGFEAIE T /N (hour)s 43 (minute). 2/ 1(day of week). /&7 i K (is_weekend)
JELLIT [B] S (time_of day)SEBERHRFIE o itk — 25 fif iy 18] R SR IR S ) B, 5IN T JE S 1 S A ARFAIE
BE /NS AT 3 L AT 1IE 5% (hour_sin, day sin)5 & 5% (hour cos, day cos) 8 #k, K47 FR AT (0] 8540 iR T 5
Sy RE SR IR B AR o

2. W fEHRHE: BT AMKE(ACH) 7 #r, FAEREN. HEMS FE NS R B E M. ¥
I, EECT 2 R R (Lag=[1,2,3,4,5,6,8,13,91]), FLAHRIIRME [ H 5550 Bk — I HT AR
[ BN 220 T BRAR =

3. RENGTHRHIE: R F A RS Sk, W T 2R E (4, 8,12,24), FFUHE T
B TN R {E (rolling mean).  FR#EZE (rolling_std). #/ME (rolling_min) Al K1E (rolling max).

4, ANEREAE: SIN T RS FEE(weather_index) 54515 8 (is_promotion) 5 4MlAr &, LEMIFE 5iE
ENG AN VT B RV AR .

w1 R, RHMETAEL A R 15 MRHEARR R, 5 HAAE order_count & ARG BB N, XS
BEAL AR Y 4 0 A RRAE S B AT 20, AT UK. B [ R 2R S 4 32 2 AL, timeof day /2 5 L Filil]
JIRVRAE, X5 4M2T B2 AR I A RS D S5 W fE W& D SeAT N KBTI R 7, — RAIIR
NG RFAEAN JERFAE AL FU R, WA fR) Tt i AR T30 3 7 e 2540 (a4 MK, I 18] e 471
HAT R A AR AN RS B IR IE: AMEESI NI weather_index 1 is_promotion RFiE$Y {2
NHEEREEN, U T RAAMAE SIS ST R A E RGPER N, ASHTE ST R U X e 5
ma) AL IR T TR A

3.4. REMESHK

AW TR W B AR TR . 55 — B BCR A AL AR PR (Random Forest)fE Ay FERETRMAR RS,  HAL /A
TREE A A RRHE S BAr 2 M AR S R . 28 M BER A RS B FHHL(Hist Gradient Boosting Regres-
sor) 0] 55— B I TR 22 HEAT G AL, B AEAB IR R () RV R 2

R AL IS R T, SR BEHLIE 2% (Randomized Search CV) 5 i 18] /7 41|58 X EIE(Time Series Split)%i fifi
UM IE ZHOAT IR, LT 50 UOER, S&MERIMSEAEH: {n_estimators: 500, max_depth:
None, min_samples_split: 10, min_samples _leaf: 2, max_features: 'sqrt'} . 5% ZE AR [ FEZE I 4% 4% 22 (Grid
Search CV)flift, #iE R HES%N: {learning rate: 0.05, max_depth: 6} .

|
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Figure 1. TOP15 feature importance
1. TOP15 $F{EEE M

4. E TR AHRMBIS2B)E B T 5 3%
4.1. ARG=E

4.1.1. RF {28 HE

BEALAR A —Fp 5 T Bagging FAHMYAE RS 2] 7k, IR FIR @ 1 I RS dE 47 1 B R
(bootstrap sampling), F7ERFAR GRS (14> ZL A2 o 5L NFRAERAALYE, R 2 AR I EA R, &2
FR EE P 7 AR B RAR TN 45 R . BEMLAR AR B BRIz R 1 S &R, Res T BRI — ik
SRS 3 0L RS o

HAm A e Rom A

Vrr (x) zﬁghm (x)

Horb, M AFORBENLARMR AR R R, (x) 9ER m BB AO TN EE SR o A SR BELAR PR SRS 5K
BEAT IR, FRAGHID T Dy -

4.12. ERBSHGESHL

TERENUAR MR A R, SRR BB R TR . BB EAR Y, &S
SEEER H IR LA SO LA, T R TR . IRk, ASSCEERS R SR 5IN T S E0R T A2

BARTT &, A0SR FHBEHL% % (Randomized Search) 77 5% BEAL AR WK 1) S BB S BUHAT AL . 5 %48
% (Grid Search)fH LL, BEAAE 2R BB TELS 1 (192 050 AT VG 6 N BEAT LA BURE A s EAT PPA, ZETH SRR A
R LERAGS . FE, 5 RER ST R B R R IRHE, ASCHER SRR P 4 A TR 7 5138 X
39 1F(Time Series Split), VACRUEAAIAE I (A1 4E B2 V2 A0 RE 71(9].

EPWRERE T, AL EEN LT ESEEHT R, Wk 1
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Table 1. Optimal hyperparameter configuration for random forest

= 1. B AHERESHRE

R4 FENA RALHUE
n_estimators BTN AR Y R 409
max_depth FH T 428 1l B3 B R SRS 1 B TR B 26

min_samples_split FUSE T 9 R HEAT 70 2RI 7 I R R AR B 5
min_samples_leaf TR T M7 ST R R B A S 2
max_features A RARTE 73 79 U i B8 25 8 1) B R AR AIE sqrt

4.1.3. RF-GBDT &85
JUEBENLARIR RS0 E SCR A J AL, (E LTI 45 3L 5 S BrMl 2 (AT AR AT BEARAE RS MR IR 25 . it
— BRI RS B, A CEI N E SRR, AR LT

€ =V, —Vrr,

Hep, y, NERFGRIE, Py, NBEVIERMR AT SR ZE A1 e, 05 T BEHLARMOR RES P 1B X 5 4R E
Rl E R TR ZE A, A B T B 45 R AT I

FEFRZE BT, A3 K H Hist Gradient Boosting (L7 B FE S AL o 1% 75 122 16 FE 5 i (GBDT)
IR RCEI, HAZ O BARTE T Jlid B 5 814 Wi (Histogram Binning) /7 2R EE SR RHE 125 B0 9 ] 78 2o 1
DX 8] (bin), FAE X 8] T 4R R 2, MR IR T S AT, R IR R R A vt 4 TS 2
Hist Gradient Boosting £ 45— #2351 0L & 722 (0 b BER BT A, LR 48 30

By (x)=Fy \(x) +1-h, ()

Hrb, ny, (x) ZoREETEITE PSR RN, 7y, Hd RS ARMREE 5, BAREE
BT P AR . RETRETIE TR AN: & = f65 (X,)
£E A BENLARAR B SERE T 45 B 5 Hist Gradient Boosting FIFRZEME1E, F& TR v FRIR A
j}t = JA)RF,t + ét
Forb, e, RARBENUARM W HNE, e, s H Hist Gradient Boosting £ 1545 21| {7k 222 1E T
42. FRERE S

4.2.1. N IBER

FEXT G RERIVEREHEAT VRAS IS, SR T 2 M 48hs DL 4 h i & LTI BE /), 445 MSE. RMSE. MAE
PLJ R?. MSE+ RMSE. MAE X $6F5 by B H2 7 S A 20 0l i v 1, AAAS ) 3 B R Wi 22 3 A s MISE Al
RMSE EALTRMRZ T, R KARZ N, MAE #2806 i iR Z 1P A, E &7 HER 2
W5t REVEAGEIASN H AR S R R ARG ), H T HEs i Rk v g, SRELemNmdets, T8
Hdm SR B AR LU . RN EEAT T PO 5 B S Y O B R AL A AT, S T R ) BB A, UK
AT B BUEFR AR R PR

RAE S e 7 A5 80 TR 5 S BB 2 [R) AR S, RAELRREIT 1, d WH R AR f6) T30 &% R ez o s B
. RMSE & MSE {1~ 7R, T4l B T 5 5 BrAE 2 (R R~F 3015 22 K/ o RMSE {E /), A5
(R TR A T 7 o MAE 2 A 70 (i 5 S A8 246 0 22 A0S S40 4, TR T4 B TR 45 S B 1T 401 2
K/No MAE BN, FonmiRL T % 2588 /N . MAPE 2 FH T 3P4l BB Y v it 12k ) S8 - 48 45, L 2
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ELR IR, MAPE %L 0%F /R iZEA 5E3E . RMSE. MAE. MAPE Al R2 i+ A0 R[10] [11]:

1 )
RMSE :,/;Z(yi -5
i=1

R .
MAE :—Z|y, -9,
n[:1

MAPE= L%

n =

Vi _)A/z‘
Wi

4.2.2. BEREUEHER
2. %% 3 435N RF fAL 5 RE-GBDT 4 &R ALE Y R4 5 R 8 L ik BE VR4S .
%4 JBOR T B BENLARMRE Y 5 1 SR A AR b P RE X L

Table 2. Evaluation results for the random forest model

% 2. RF RPN R
PR

RF HE gk e
RMSE 27397 5.8286
MAE 2.0900 45169
MAPE 2.3725% 4.4642%
R2 0.9854 0.8672
Table 3. Evaluation results for the RF-GBDT model
# 3. RF-GBDT AR
A e TR
RMSE 1.2007 5.0183
MAE 0.9035 3.6573
MAPE 1.0423% 3.5804%
R2 0.9972 0.9016
Table 4. Model performance comparison table
= 4. 1RBVMERERTEE R
- é%%% . RMSE MAE MAPE R2
RF %Y 5.8286 4.5169 4.4642% 0.8672
RF-GBDT # % 5.0183 3.6573 3.5804% 0.9016
I 0.8103 0.8596 0.8838% 0.0344
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4.3. =EIxFEE o h

4.3.1. =BT 4

TEWGREERR (LK 2), BEATNME S BB 2 M= EVI A, PE R LR — 8, AEH
SRR E A E R UM ZE o BEIASR G, TR S — B AR MRS AL IE 2 A& TR A, #8608 45 4 M 0l
BNGEIRR LS X UL AR I ZRid F2 b2 >3 B 7 i (8] 7 20 1) S SRR AE AR, BB ML A5 R
71 IHRHEHA, HAEWEMBE SR IR Bt ol, #h— DR HAER e S AR 2k %
RITHAARA

VIgER: ATESHETAREL

— Ex@
o RFREEY
w0 — BAEET

120 4

110 4

TEE

100

a S N v > \

'S »\;» ¥ < & &

& & o &

£ Y + +
3[5)]

Figure 2. True values vs. model predictions on the training set

2. RS : ELESEETUNRILE

FEI R A TN 45 R e (LA 3), AT BL SR I8 — B LAR MR 5 A S A AU AR B 5 ety
Bt BRIE FOSCAE A A4, (HAE A A RN (B R A AE s RE I i 22 Forp, BENLAR MO RLE TG
SRR B R B3 Je vk PO ELAEAE (i 28 RS o i A R 22 i T B R e s
2k, JCHAEEIE ) SR I S ORI, e AT R i — R B R e 22 . XK W], GBDT
SRR AL & TN BE 06 AL ORFF-E S BRI, 3R o JE YT s i i e e

4.3.2. RBBRESH

TERERIPERERT LEIR T, A — DX BRI AL S RF-GBDT A 88 5% 22 A dAT 7 4T
Kl 4 o T MR RIZE I RER EIFRZR I . PTLAMEER], B —BENLARMBAY (W 2 R sh BN 2.3, &
oy R B ZE (R 4, UL IZAR AL AL AL BRI 8] 51 i 35tk 5 2 P VR R A I AR — e AN R . T G A
75| N\ Hist Gradient Boosting XJ B A& A AT @M, FHA VLRI R ZHITIEIE, Rl 535 EIK
T 22 o FLAR 22 o0 A AR b T I, BRI ANV T S SAE AR R 2 IR P> . IXR WA
R LE S AR I (8] 77 51 35 1 5 AR 2R R ik 2 0 T 2L 46 SE v RS BE A AR E M. BT AT 458 AHEL R —
1R, RF-GBDT 20418 et B A ROt iR 22, ST Pl 5 S vl 5@k

FEMNREE b, ASCEFERT B AR AL 5 22 40 A HEAT TR EE (LI 5)e MEERFTLAE Y, BEHLARMR A A

DOI: 10.12677/orf.2025.155239 162 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.155239

Wrtadie, kg

MR ATESRETAREL

— =@
o | --- RFEEEN
—- EAEEEN
130 q
120 1
1 110 7
g
100 -
o0
.

RE)

Figure 3. True values vs. model predictions on the test set

& 3. Mitse: ALESHERTUNIIL

VIghER: REBRERLE

o
o RFRRIRE
o HAREME
.| .
.
8 21 .
E S
1
. .
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Figure 4. Residual comparison of models on the training set

B 4. JIZREE: HRIFKETLE

FEHR 73 I 1) B TN R Z2 B BN, JeHAE SR BZAR AL H, R Bl T W8 i IR ks . ThiZH
AR R ZE AR T INGE R, A R 22 B AR R D, RIS AR E EANZ AL RE ST R
FE T RGN B, AL S B RENS S0 DL 5 B R AL, MO FRAR 1 U I 22 . BT 5, AL SR R eI
AR LRI G INZELS R 8 BE—PIAE T GBDT SRHLARMAHSE & 1A Rk AL .
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Figure 5. Residual comparison of models on the test set

5. MiRERE: HEBFRENL

5. e 5RE
5.1. HiR&ie

AR TR AT RIS RS0 A% AT ——FPS2 T SRR SR (7] &, XTSRRI R
PEL AEZRME RN e e S R, AR G TR T AR A B N R I R, ASCHRH T — Rl kA BEALAR
#K(Random Forest, RF)5 .75 EI#f FE#2 F+(Hist Gradient Boosting) I BT B¢ Stacking £ i %% ] HE 42 (RF-
GBDT #5i4Y), J8id ) BLSEAS2IT AR AT SCUERI 7T, A SCFEAFH LU 4

1. SR SRR S % T SR P b 3B AR TR el . R FE R B, S — A B L AR MBS 2R A i L AR
YRR, B ROHILRHE ST TR R AR MR R, ElSE FEUS T R?=0.8672 (1Tl 2L
H, UER T AR AR 2 ) b B R o (LT T SR VG AR A S R B B s AT AR I — S (1 T
W e AR ZE, HER T B — B PR A B A 7 THIAZ T SR PR

2. RF-GBDT Wi Bt Stacking HEZL REA RCHE - TIOMIAS B S Aadd v . A S O BRI E T 91 N 15k 2
EoIHH . 2B B BORI A GBDT A RF T A5k 22 047 S84, D3R T RF BB R B2 T VS 7E 4L
PRI RV R 22 . SO0 S5 TR, 2 G BIATE A S PE Al TR AR 13— B AL T 5 — RF AL
TEREER) RMSE M 5.8286 F£% 5.0183, MAE M 4.5169 [#2% 3.6573, MiffRE 7% R 0.8672 T+
0.9016. XA UGIUE T FTHRAE AL A5 A AN R BRI T TR 22, 358 78 32 fh e

3. FHIE TR S S E AR I 5 A o AHE B B R AH 2 KRBT T ZIRFIE(N 2 R
A TERHSE)S BRI, ARG TR . R, SR ABEHLE R 58] P 158 X
41F(Time Series Split) 45 & 1A S 50g, H0R T REAGE S HUN Bt S HAERT R 488 Bz fRe /o,
B VG, AR AR e R bR AL T RS IR

ZE LR, AW FAMIGAE T LA S VA S TR SR (0 i, B B, SR R I0HIE
T — R IR ZEAE E SR A M BRI T AT B4 TR RF-GBDT B AU AL G- T — ANk
AR R TR TN T, N SEBIEh S . SRR RE vk SRIR AL T AT 5 K K3 S

DOI: 10.12677/orf.2025.155239 164 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.155239

Wrtadie, kg

5.2. WiREV=PRME

JE AW FEHE LK) RF-GBDT 4R B R AE A SEAT SAFN s R B R 47 (O E BE, (B0 L TR BRI,
T BT R AR S SRR N Y7 s 2 TR 20T, BAR B DR DY A5 T

o, AWHTAERIE SR LT A7 AR AN AL o Fir o FH K B I [ s P2 AN 2 ()3 Bl AT B A R
RBEDINZAE i B Edhs DL K 35 5 i AR 00, Rk = 22 ST e AR LSS IE A 2 1) DX sz A
UEAk,  BERL YRR, IR B BAK R Rl B as . SEISSIRAS o 7 ;e 4 oiR L S5 ARLEE R, BR A1
TR R 2R R 3 S AR RE T -

Fok, BRSNS G RE B SS. RAE EEINE TR H 5 R, (B mRk
NICPAEM . KAl ] R S BEeS- T 6 R VERR S “ RREE” FF, HMAREL
AR SR o X EEAF AT B FEOT R F R M BUR W s, e LT RAEZ S, Rtk
REFEAR Iz 57 T P BE L L 2 R B

W=, BRSPS SR T T I AT Pk . RF-GBDT 2 & AR B B 25 S T IO RG 52, EL
IR SHEEE AR TSP T AR, T AE T o KA T B s L 75 R AT SN B S Tl i
AT BE A AR AL T P88 o0 Wi IS PEE PR SR o AR T 1 A R AR A At B 2 5 ST AL TR AR
2R, IR SE AN etk Iy Th 75 A7 AE R o

e, R RS A SE T 2 6 o A I A E B HE 0 R OGS A R, (B AR
AR AT () SRAR R RS BT R o At Xk B3 S T 45 R (A 5 B ) s PR AT B 5RAR) . AT AT
ARG SHAP. LIME S5l Rtk TR BEATIRA T, A8 7 B i W ISR SRR Dk 53 5t o,
— MBS G T

b, AW SRR R RREAFRINL SEPEOREE S R REE T A AR E R, A
JE SR TR T IR B T 1

5.3. KEARRE

BT AT IR 5 R, AR AR LR JUASIT a1 — R AR R -

5, TR 2 RS HUE Rl S IR FERFAE SR BRI 7 o 35 5 NS AR IR0 BT« SR S B IO
PEEBEZFERWEIE, HEHGIRMZEMLECNN) B2 (GNN)FIRE S 317, BaifzaE
RIEE T IR EAIE, R S I SRR &, M BRIE T SRS T A

L, REBUNTIT R 1 8 B S SR R PN 3 558 o B IS TR SIS A AN A2 5 SRR AP 57 553 ) il AL
A 5] NAEZL 5 3] (Online Learning) LA, AR RS U455 BIA Bt -5 S sh A TR, Raded b icds 70 A A2
o TR, T B RSCR H R, R IR B SR AN 1 Sl ik A AR I B m ) s P T SR, DASR T
RGBS

H=, AN ERE M (ST-GNN)Z 75— N EET [ ShEAT LR REA A E RN 2 RS,
AR BCIE DX R P 2R T 5, MIAT ST-GNIN [ A4t [X dsk ] 52 25% 0 2 TR 4R 0% 2 S5 I T Bl A2
A, WTID SRS A M R AT B 55 SR R I AR LA, SRS 2R A X I T

LA, 38 AR R () R AR 5 Tt BAT B B 380 5 N AT AR N TR BE(XADEAR (W1 SHAP,
LIME %), PR P 45 RIE 4R SR 2 R s, AMURERS 3T 35 N DI R (S AR, IEmT 4l BhizE
R, SR Z,  HESH A TIUI  pk 3 9 AIALAL -

e, NAHESITI 52 s R A R G . RRIETC Rt — PR s LT 45 R 5 T i B 3R
WGIRTZRE G, RIS BRAROUI(VRP) B TR BReAEAT RAE, TR “ Tl - fith - ths” — i &iag
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