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Abstract

In binary classification problems, due to problems such as improper handling of data imbalance and
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complex features, capturing the correlation between features becomes a challenge. To improve this
phenomenon, a Transformer-CatBoost fusion model is established, introducing Transformer to mine
the deep information of user data and CatBoost to resist overfitting and achieve efficient classifica-
tion. Firstly, a default classification head is introduced to the encoder of Transformer to build BaseT-
ransformer. Then, M BaseTransformers are integrated as the first layer of the model. The prediction
results of first layer together with the original features are input into the second layer CatBoost to
build the stacking fusion model. Ten data imbalance processing methods are applied for comparison
by using a variety of model evaluation indicators, and the NCR method is selected. Then the Optuna
method is introduced to optimize the model parameters. Finally, the model is compared with various
benchmark models. The effectiveness and feasibility of the model are verified by ablation experi-
ments. And we prove the generalization ability of the model using the Lending Club dataset.
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1. 5|8

TR ATE T SRR . BT W, SR AR I . X2 N AR R S 2 A, SR T X
e 50 TR s [0 ) PR X« 5 2 v T SRR AR B 20 A AN P A7 ELRRAE (] IR AR AR e R R . ATl 4K
PEAE SR A AE, WHERINA: —FRAFEABER L, M5 —MIRATE R 2K m A A
HENAD, XF KBS Ao BB MR kB, 29l KB IR Z . AR 1 2 DL K
PEALTERR = AR TS — RV . BRI Ab, RRAEE] 28 BAE A 5 0 G e s PR 1) 1 A5 Y 1) 3R IA B
[1][2].

KEWFARE, 20O MR — AR RONR S BIAY,  REE 7 B AR R 15 55 Bk il = 22 1R
F o B AR B3 UM G A | (T FRLAS 2 SO AR | R RE A ST AR | B SJ B . Charizanos
SR T MR T S 0 S RS R R A HESE, S R AN AN RN T = AR R A A T
FrRe HIE T 73 245 R [3]. Hazarika S5432H 7 — Mol AU FEINBLZEAE SVML 712 R AN-F- i 250405 1) —
SRR, JHEERRIIZRM B, MR ISR A BRI AR, 2 T30 St AR AR 10 F1 4y
5 G HMEEATIE, UESA (4], Dawkrajai 5] AU GRU 53%, % GRU ZE#4 A 1 AL E |
EFAAL A (g B A X = A AT RS, IFAE AN R AN~ E A7) A B B e K, R4S A5 28 R el
[5]. Akinjole Z5%f i 5#. SVM. XGBoost. AdaBoost. FENLARFK. MLP Z53E4T 1 LB BT 45 & 2 fh
HRFETVE, USRS SRR A 0N AT EOE — o Kb B R [6].

TR —BAAEE IR RIRE, REBME S AN FEEIRMILS, NS &S ERTE . Fei S
T Stacking & 37. 1 RF. XGBoost. LightGBM &4 AR FL& AR, @it 5t py8di i ie 5 2 70
Febn, UE1S AU R 7], PREYTSERE T Voting 4 LightGBM. XGBoost. CatBoost #EATREGHET T
BERIPERE, R 2 R T IE AT 45 B /3 HT[8]. Zohair %454 ANN. AdaBoost. BEFLARM L, 5
AR AR RSB, R TR RN BRI 28 2 RN R R R R TN [9]. ST IASE
# LightGBM. DeepFM F CatBoost iE/E3EAEMY, CatBoost 1E AR, F| Y il & H2 FHEERE[10] o
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EARAL S AU 2R Rk B B, HBUA A BALEE R A A B, BB R R R A
LA R AT FEPETE BB . NSRRI, AL Z AT T iR KA AN R 32 EARDUAE LU = A5

H 3

1) #Ji& BaseTransformer: Ll Transformer Jwt5 a5 FEnl, N GELU BuG k%, Wb Emis. W
B S SRR, B R E R A e

2) #T Stacking JFEEH4 & Transformer-CatBoost fill 5454 : 4 M 1> BaseTransformer 5 ifE N5 —
R ) AR, A A AR TR IR 5 SRR — Rl N 5 25 2] 4% CatBoost, 1HE|H £ 45 R .

3) BAEA-FHETALEE S Optuna fiAk: HIEESHUNRTEL 10 B2 FATHGE, M2 NCR A FEI 25
SRR, BEJE 51N Optuna BHT 2 48R & 23 [ I S B4 .

MESRSANE, F1LESZELE, BRRE RS, 52 o2 meEie, M TR
EEABIN L, 63 50 RN F, P T Transformer-CatBoost fli 4 1 7L () 454 SR, 55 4 &
SIS ST, EREEIE TR . RRETR L . BRI . SHRA . BRI B . H RS
W S5z AL, B S TR RN AR SCRIE A 4

2. HEXIER

2.1. Transformer

Transformer [ 1 150752 —Fp2E T BiE R NI OER B 22 B8, A BATE 2017 4E4EH, FEH
H & P (Multi-Head Self Attention) AR 75144 28 X 45 41 B(FNN) A4 . 5 K 1 AR 15 5 Ab HELBE
(NLP)-5 K 25 25 {6 i A5 B 77 6 58 i M 412 FH P 5000 RS R R BB BRIV TE X R, 23k FITE R WL SCFE
FATVEL, IET USSR IAE, $2m 1K P AR i 3R 5 R g

2.2. CatBoost

CatBoost [12]3k &% 1 Yandex 7 2017 SEFFRIMIHLES 2% I, BT Boosting 5%, &1 LAFIH
Ordered Target Statistics (& BT A5 Bk TFE NI Gt &, 1 B0 JEEUE BURFIEHEAT TiAL 2,
4 T One-hot Zt5 5 Label gmfd i ¥eus, Wb 7 E A .. Ak, CatBoost KR FRM 125 14 5145
BRI AR TR AR E, FRAC 18 HYIE 2 PN 0L 1 XU
2.3. Neighbourhood Cleaning Rule (NCR)

NCR [13]5& 5T R B AR o M K BE 2 BERFE AR JORERIR o & nT LLR 71 7% R T Re XS 73 A5 A
PEREF= A2 1 H R ) 2 R AR, H R BT B SR S 2 B AR . X3 NCR AHILBENLRCRAE, fig
REEZMHIREE, M SMOTE %777, A5l NG AT BEHs R 1S
2.4. Optuna

Optuna [14 R TFIIRTPMMA L, EE&EHEREZTHSEMA, RIBRZEZ HisMZA R
itegse, WEAMEREM. RiGgHESE/AM. Bl AHES:, BEANT B E MmN E, NE
BRI L) FOVFAE SIS FR P IR AT X LRI E S E, KIBT A A
2.5. ¥ ERR

S2u6 At 2 (isDefault = 1) A 1E2E, ANiEZ)(isDefault=0) 712K, W RHAZ RGN AR, (45
O TEFE IR AUC 5, PLE e AL R PR-AUC. 1% PG HE 2278 F) T S2IE 200 XU 25,
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WAL A, IFRIER R SR G PERE . BRI IRIR A I

2.5.1. BEIZE(Recall)
I [15]  5 or FAR LR ISR ) PP g b, i Bl ) DAE — e R B B R ARIE 20 P
TR TTRE, TR
Recall = TP/(TP+FN), (1)

o, FCRRPE TP ACKRSCPREL), FUEZIREA, RBITE PN AR SEbREL), BIAELREA .

2.5.2. AUC
AUC [15]RERS i BRI IEAREA IR RE /), 38 A T Hla A P i 1 T LA 2 BUE OS2 . AUC
i fg ROC HhZ R, ROC #£k 8l B IE 3 (FPR) A S B AN £ SR TN 9 B L0 ), WAk

IR (TPR)A& KRR I L TG 21 L, 15 W 50(2):
FPR = FP/(FP+TN),TPR = TP/(TP+FN) , )

Horp, HEAME TN ARERSEPR AL, TIAELREA, BFATE FP AR SEPRANEL), FEZFEA .

2.5.3. PR-AUC

PR-AUC [15]4 PR 2k FIHIAR, & =/ BRI FR bR . 1% IZE DA R R R, DURSH R
Flr, AR AT B LA R RS B R A [ S, R B A PR 2R, 2R N TARED N
PR-AUC ffi, HUETEHI[0,1], BimRnBiBtEgeiilr. &5 AUC BIIX jls2: PR-AUC = T4 [ 2 5
THEE BT, T AUC U 35 PP A AR AL 00 1E 2R AN 57 SRR AR 1R [X 70 g

2.5.4. FHREA
PS8 A 15— Rl R A BUB bR, X BB A T 45 SR 5 L SehR A, AR AL A R A A [
AR . kUL, RIS SEORERAR SRR IR R, ROAE R BB S SR 5 R e
A, AR A ILAQB), Coy MR IELZ N E S BT A BRI RAS,  Cpp R IR % 7 11
MBI P RA, N OAREA S
Ci -FN+C,, -FP
I .

Avg cost = 3)

3. BRAINE
3.1. {RERKLEEWN

A e F T Stacking JFHE V7] Transformer-CatBoost @l & 87 . 7F Transformer 4t &5 () F: Atk -,
RESZEEINE L 283k, SLBICL AR &L, #)5¢ BaseTransformer, M /™ BaseTransformer 5 /%
VERBERI S — B2 2] s . A s MR R AR 5 TR AR RFAE — [N EE — =57 ) 8% CatBoost, M40
B B 20 45 R . Transformer-CatBoost @il & 8 ) 4504 WL 1.

3.2. BaseTransformer BYEERK

Transformer == 2 HH 2 i 25 A1 AR AD 25 9 58 43 2L A, Sm B 2880 1 ¥ = 02 I g N BE ) 4= R R R,
REFEM . SUAR. B ARERE, fBMESSETHEND VS ). digss - A & bk, B4R
W FFA[16]. BT 2T 55t H 2 [ e 2800 B S0, RIEA T BEED A p AR it 72, 2 HEI8 A Bl
TR, RFEITHE, BT B4 N BaseTransformer.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of Transformer-CatBoost fusion model
1. Transformer-CatBoost gl & & B ZE 4 [&]

BaseTransformer [ 2S804 : 82 A4 n_model, ik A4EZ d_model, £ 3= SHLHI L% nhead,
a5 122 num_encoder layer, B 48 N 2% (1 4E 40 dim_feedforward, dropout ME%, {is B Il pos_weight.
4 2 /& BaseTransformer 454 [ :

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

J——
Stk At ar="y
Nom&Dropout

T A B 35

. R al
| s A EK

5120w B A -log(pos_weight)

r IEXARE N log(pos_weight)

REAEX

DR H K
IE2 1R B Nlog(pos_weight * 3)
B2 4 & -log(pos_weight * 3)

i AR T P T N i L

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of BaseTransformer
[&] 2. BaseTransformer BJ£5#4E

N 444 BaseTransformer AL
D RNk N Z(Embedding Layer) [16]. BT RA& B FHE 2 MR R MIELMERC R, 44t Trans-
former [FJFRLNER I IIER R SPMRERS B, FREIRE ARG N, AU, WEFHER 20 TR
)T BRI FAE AL, T ReLU B0E bR HON SO TRT B U3, DRIt o5 FH B R 1) X 248 &6 i ——— R 2k ik
BUEREL GELU, BT RZNER BRI INE— AR g IR B, DABG B 2R e e i B8 55 ARk 1 47l
#AE 71, 5% X, = Embedding(x), xeR™"“" JLAT(4):
X, = Embedding (x) = LayerNorm(Linear2 o Dropout o LayerNorm o GELU o Linear, (x)) 4

M T RAR B A T BRI B Y, R HORE A% 48 152 (3R 52) B A L B b TR Ak, T8 a7 B FR )
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S5E X, =X, + P, P NWEISH,
3 P R guhid 48 (Encoder Layer) [16], 1 ] GELU ¥Ui% BB 50, gaf 88 26 [ -1 Z00%aH X, . [=1,2,---,N,
B gL R R | 2. Hwigas 5 2 ki = IHLH B4k WL 3:

(mi—Ummmme) [y

( zoamgnhsl )
I

( Add&Norm & | ! 5
e
o K V

C wwmazms ) | |
I : ST\
( Add&Norm  ¥— oy

N
( BIERBEHE )

Figure 3. Schematic diagram of the encoder structure

3. YmiGIRLEHIE

WS 2 S B ML B A SRS R G W(S), HF H = nhead, #HATHRZEERES H—
(Add & Norm)f5 3 ¥, W3 (6):

MultiHead (Q, K, V') = Concat (head,, ..., head,, )W, W g R*-modcdmosel, 5
Y, = LayerNorm(X .1 + Dropout (MultiHead (Q, K, V) ) ) (6)
SR HOOUE 5 — A BT 2 I 26 5 Add & Norm 13 X, ILx(7) (8), /e dmidas st Fid v X,
FFN(Y,) =W, - GELU (LayerNorm (W, + b)) +b,, (7
X, = LayerNorm ¥, + Dropout (FFN(Y;)) ). (8)

5 =20 7 Xk 4y 2K 884 HH (Dual-Head Classifier). #)ifi 7028k 50 $ERGE L) kS &4 L, #a
FELAERIHIR, kTR, RO E O B 28R, AR AR©9), EkmE o
SRR E b WA TR(10):

ARLES /AR {LayerNorm [Dropout (GELU(Wl‘“ai“ Xy +b™") ) } } + b

©)
Zminority — VVzminority . {LayerNorrn[Dropout(GELU(VVlminorityXN +b1minority )) :| }+ b;ninority,
. In(y), isDefault=1 o In(3y), isDefault =1
b;qam — (}/) . , b;mnonty — ( 7/) ) , (10)
—ln(y), isDefault = 0 —In(3y), isDefault =0
Hr,  y =pos_weight = NELREAL/BAREAL, y WS H ShaEE S L2 K(11):
Zﬁnal — O_(a))Zmam +(1_O_(w))meonty’ (1 1)

e, o (@) =sigmoid(w) =1/(1+e™) e (0,1) &A% WA UE, AT LA E R # A Sk Tk . WA
EHIHIRE N 0(0.5) = 1/ 1+e%) % 0.6225 , IR £ 53 23K(62.25% vs 37.75%)
Zilk, mEMA BaseTransformer BENL RSB ZM 20 Ze SRR R R(12):
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Topsompre (%) = (27 + 20 4 Z50) [ (12)

3.3. BkERBAMAILR

TEAE TR I Zrrb B INBCE X e st 80 17], EESHA: BALEIKE num_epochs, Il%k
LK/ batch_size, 273 Ir, L2 JEHE $i T weight _decay, 1514k b& B E weight. 12 o6 5 L3 (13):

1 N
b == 20, [y, log p, +(1-3,)log(1-p,)]. (13)
i1

Hr, N=batch_size NHATHLKIIFEABEL  y, NESARZEO B D), o, &Iy, FRE, p, £
WIFEA i 2 y, =1 IHESR . AR TP BAFEAR R RTE, RANG T OBREZHINE, B o >ao,.

HH T AdamW [18]3CHRFHIIAR % ) B M WS, SCREIENIAG S HOE R ) 3250 5, B AT I 4 H 0dE N
MIRFRIENRR, AR RS HR G, P T REE SIS0k, Hitbiks AdamW 33
%% BaseTransformer % > %,

3.4. Transformer-CatBoost Fi& 5 EY

# BaseTransformer 58 /85 13 B A% 32 45 B 15 JFUARFAE— [F4 A\ 36 — 2% ] %% CatBoost. CatBoost 1- %
SR REW I KECE iterations, %)% learning_rate, FARW I RIRIE depth, HLAFEAALE
scale_pos_weight, FF4545 eval_metric=AUC, HFif 02 H early_stopping_rounds, H 5%, X (14):

q)CBz—% D log(1-7,)+4 logz, |, (14)
;=0

Horft, y EIRRAEO B 1), 7 R A T 1 L) IR
4. IWMELER S

AR SCHCHE SRR BT B 2 R b ) S Rl g% - SR EOE L TR €191, MR BENLAHEL 100,000 25 FEAREAT
BT RIS 47 AR, Hb 46 NMNAL R, 1 AN(isDefault) HFEAR R . HARENIELREA S
19, 59%, EAHARELAFEARLGIZA 1:4. BEER 55 =K: ESREMITREH . WRFESE),
BUEUR RS AE S AR . B EFTAE BOIRGL. PR . Hi X gmigA5) DA K H AR S (U B OR K
RAAn 515 FAEETT LA ). SEI ) BARAR WK 4

Transformer- e e s VH R S0
HAETAEE —) RMELRE CatBoost & Eilbaned &
[y ] OptunaZ ¥tttk RN AL R
J— . B-E% L
o G o2 AL B HRM s SMoTE 22 e
- Py e ADASYN o FEHLARM :
. R AH A7 ; BaseTransformer . SMOTEENN XGB Lending Club
. S s IR . BoRE T XoBomst sl 4
* AL iite #%: CatBoost ° GE10%) ° (k10%H)

Figure 4. Overall framework of the research

[ 4. FAREYSAFHESS

4.1. HIETMALE
PAVEAT R PAC R, EBAHE LU =R D IR
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D) Guitteatr, MR ERETEE . RE. FaEESE, SOSCARR B BURHIE S H IRHEAR S i .

2) BROCEALEE, MRS BRI 14280 MEARSS, TR TEEEFEA 85,720 Ao I ANFRILFEA ¢ KB4k
HUE S B AR ORI B B A B, MR A SR A S LB R R ER. SRER: B
HH A BAFAEG B3 2 57 (p < 0.05), (HARHEMIIEZ SMD 5 Cramér's V. REI/NT 0. 1, XK
1R SRR 7 S BEAR /I o DRI R R AL ) AT A A AL 58 A BEATLBR 2 (MCAR) [20], #IBR BRI FEAA 22 5] ik
FEAEREVE IR ZS, A @A IRV . Rk B S A B

3) mEAEATE, BT EBEREKES M T RIUEEE 0By R EAE, TEE 0 BRI
LRI, BrUOR B B HURAEUE, DLERERIAE BB, X TS TR REE, RAMLEE
211850, K5 &R EE, aTLEH, a5 EEAN S AT 10%. ik B o [Hid
RREA B IR RIS B R E, AR Winsorization 45 5 14[22] % e e w A, K IR i 2 3 (B B 0o A
IR b TN A (RD b DU AA EE R DY S ), AT A IR R B A S 4 T B R B R AR SR AR A

Outlier Ratio per Continuc&xosglgeature (Boxplot Method with 1.5 IQR)
I T .09 T I

> 0.10 !
e \ \
N
= |
3 0.08 ‘
£
=
S 008 0.055
N—
[0
e ‘
5 0.04  — —
T
& |
5 0.02 —
= 0.006
O ggo | NN - | . - - 0.000
€ 2 c Q@ o = 5 =
ol 5] = £ m =)
z < E = 8 ° 3
§ 3 S 3 = 8 S
o 5 7] £ ]
2 K= > 3
£ kel c
2 &
[0}
Feature Name

Figure 5. Proportion of outliers

5. REELES

4.2. $HETFIE

BT AL G s, AR AR B TR E TV 23] IR BB X o AR R . BB RN KE[S, 6,7,
8], XEZREIE IVHGEE 1), FHRXDERTILKRE: WRTEHR > SR > WEAIF > FICO Lk

fR =FICO FIR:
Table 1. Information value
F1.IVE
HAE k=5 k=6 k=7 k=8 I
PERR T 0.502207 0.520053 0.522946 0.530975 0.519045
SR ER 0.490034 0.490034 0.490034 0.490034 0.490034
at IS 0.462853 0.481918 0.484914 0.496426 0.481528
FICO R 0.11598 0.118853 0.12019 0.121556 0.119145
FICO TR 0.11598 0.118853 0.12019 0.121556 0.119145
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AL hnsk, FRATEIN SIS R Gk & F (0 = FP il bR A4 % & Pearson. Spearman. Kendall [24]4H3< &
B 6), A REOET 0.05 (LS IV EIRB X 0 EAA RS EEAS:

Correlation with isDefault

| | 1] | L
0.25 ‘
| L] | BEENR
0.2 — ‘ ‘
| | ‘ [
j=
(o}
g l | ‘
I3 1
00'1 ! i ‘
o \
s | | ‘ ;
2 005 ! . B . . I |
¢ |I | | ‘ J
o
5 Mine Ll I I N
S 00 In Tl =1 II (TN 1 I | e
o O Lo | | I II || II LI | ‘|I I
|
|
0.05 - R i L
. ‘ \
mmm Pearson ‘
-0.1 - 11 - 1 -
Spearman
= Kendall ! l ‘ ‘
= £ o o o o ® © © =2 ©» 2 £ g 9 9 g s g 2 D 0 O T N ® T W ON OO = N®OY 5 G
EESE8¢8cBsE2888°53 8835823382 v RvEELRRREELEL GG
< EbB @G E S 5 g Q Q > 95 58828 28% gl J o
5 K] 2 86 =2 ¢ 2 8 5 Y2 2aaz e e S g E
° 2 32 E§ & g8 5 28 8§ z - = 3 ® T £
£ g g% g gec H 3 8 3 E
5 = g 5 3 8 Q 2 5 ER]
g g = ER 3 E g 2 8
522 @ g ¢ 4 g
§ 5 g %
3
Features

Figure 6. Three correlation coefficient charts

6. ZFHEXRHE

TAMER AR REGE IS 0.05 AR N IUERHE, FIH DC-SIS. x* + MV iIBE 7% x* + SIS IRE
EHHTRHETRE, H 2R E R S R AR R A G, MV 5 SIS TS SRRHE 5 RAR & A
K. GINVEAEFRbR: 3% BERRAE A LB SSR. 3 AR A AIE A LB ARAE (1 Ll 5] PSR 3248 [|] U o0 12 i
AUC. AR Size. TURIE. FasEt, Hrp SSR=k fh M AR RFE A% P S AR E R, PSR=1% HH
REAEAI A LA ARFAE A, TUAR B NRFAE IR [0 ~F- Y S M AH DG B, AR T A 52 R 0 7 12 o 8 40 30 () B e

R BVRFAE TR T REXT LA 7), () i fedn dr ik B, "I ) DC-SIS ¥ SSR 5 PSR M % 1 5
ANFIFR T, (D) NEAEETRIE S LR, FI& 1 DC-SIS AT LAGH Mk 4 B AR ARAE, Rk 3RATiE#E DC-
SIS HEATHFESRIE, JLIfIE H 33 ANRFE .

Feature Selection Methods Comparison Ground Truth Features Selection Status

tability

—e— Distance Correlation
—e— Chi2 + MV
—e— Chi2 + SIS

Feature Name
Selected, 0=Not Selected

1

Chi2 + SIS

i2 + M)
Selection Method

@ (b)

Figure 7. Feature screening performance comparison

7. FHEFHIE M REXTEE

DOI: 10.12677/pm.2026.166165 163 S H


https://doi.org/10.12677/pm.2026.166165

ST &

4.3. BI/ALHLES Optuna BHUL

BT 8 AN Tl 2 A AR A B AE T I e ) T~ 2 4038, P DARR 22— D A B AR . S — IRy, M3k
Ptz 8:2 Koy MNZREE A FIAEE B, ARG 2ctE, RACEE A BAPAT. 3 kKI5, K- Fiis
(A 2 8:2 R NIZREE A0 FIBGIESE AL, KRlRSE B IR B 45 AR Al 45

AR PR B AN 17 b 3 7 3RS R M TR (RO M R, DRI, AR SRS 10 AR AN 1l b 28 5 AT
S5, 13 BWIEEZ T Transformer-CatBoost Rl AR 4L 1 45 5 L34 2.

Table 2. Handling of data imbalance
2. BUEANFERIALIE

Tk AEE% AUCY% FIA )
Random Oversampling 89.40 71.85 471.16
SMOTE 54.84 67.47 1017.70
SMOTEENN 78.36 68.28 638.27
SMOTETomek 54.58 67.95 1022.08
Borderline-SMOTE 56.20 68.19 989.38
SVM-SMOTE 57.23 69.57 967.28
K-Means SMOTE 42.60 68.02 1225.79
ADASYN 54.08 67.74 1026.22
Tomek Links 39.12 71.81 1264.14
NCR 62.53 71.64 868.93

MELL 2, B ROS. SMOTEENN. NCR =#757%, HARITNEMRH BIZRHELE 60%LL T, P MAHLE
900 LA F. {HHT ROS. SMOTEENN 7EACBEE A AP A2, AR EMR A FEA, 1 NCR REfE
A R G IX — e . NCR FEAE M B AR Bl HIRE AT, 177 e de ik 7 2 248 1) 28 8 DXl o P i P R A A T 3
TEVE, [N OR B SR AR S () LS p AR 450, AT EOR AR i . L A BT T . b D45 2k R BRI (1] 8)RTT A
Eih, SMOTEENN #iJkid i, A/, 1ff NCR #k MEIUER, HZEHREICEETRe, Fikf
I NCR 25525,

B8 J53AT TR A Optuna [25 TR G I S50tk . 357 H PR BB (15), FHRAEHEIT 50 AL 5
CEINg sl oty e 21 e

max F (AUC,Recall) = F, = P,c — Preeat

F :l. AUC + Recall + JAUC Recall + 2-AUC-Recall ,
3 2 AUC + Recall

(15)

st. 1 Pae =2+ (a—AUC) Lipvecays Frecar =2 (8 —Recall) [iecati<py

Recall 290%, AUC >70%,

Hrlt, a5 gy AUC BARMIME 0.7 55 Recall BARBIE 0.9. T, ATHZREE, HAUC<a A 1,
BN 00 KU, Ly = Recall > 51, BHNH 0.
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Comparison of Test Loss Across Different Resampling Methods

1.8

- - e
o N IS

Test Loss (Cross—Entropy)
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—— TomekLinks
—a— NCR

Figure 8. Test loss curve summary chart

8. MR LI B

4.4. {REIRILL

DNUEAFAS SO AL (A 24 1 5 T AT, % 1 H TR 2 Pl R IR 5 R R AT X B, AL EE 8
Fih B — A5 5 4 Fhgh SRR, 40 SCER[7]% RF. XGBoost. LightGBM. 3% 45 [a] 7 & 15 AL (BE WL AR Ak
XGBoost. LightGBM N — 2% 2%, @HEEIHNE —)JZ5 18 JCHR[8]H LightGBM. XGBoost.
CatBoost [ Voting #fi & # %4 . LightGBM . XGBoost . CatBoost [¥] Stacking fif & #% %! (Light GBM . XGBoost
CatBoost N — 2% 2] 2%, CatBoost N —J2222]4%), H BB SH A SRR R, FR14 R

& 3.

Table 3. Comparison of results of different models

= 3. FNEERIHILE R

10

; bl BEEY% AUC% FE A (TT)
oAl 68.94 71.47 716.25
RENLARA 69.41 71.30 761.75
SVM 67.03 71.53 751.50
XGBoost 72.89 71.80 705.44
CatBoost 69.94 71.89 749.83
MLP 32.56 71.20 1382.09
RF/XGBoost/LightGBM/LR fili 46.01 70.49 1150.40
LightGBM/XGBoost/CatBoost [] Voting fili & 73.83 71.98 690.10
LightGBM/XGBoost/CatBoost ] Stacking fili & 82.13 71.54 576.18
Transformer-CatBoost Bl &5 %l 90.05 71.63 462.84
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e 3 M RATLEH, R—RRE A R EIERIK, rrees RE RIRABR, KEE K.
A AR, SR RF\XGBoost\LightGBM\LR fill & B8 (114 G 25, {H LightGBM. XGBoost. CatBoost
P 2R A AR PR 4 [ 2R 43 3N 73.83% 82.13%, AUC 4351108 71.98%. 71.54%, “F-¥ A5 514 690.10
5 576.18, Wl WLIEBEAERRA G GG 2, AHERIRAER . IREERsE SRR RIS T
AEFEE, ML T, AL H Transformer-CatBoost fl &R E — /3 BT 5 h IR B %, 16 &I
B A [m e f ey, PRI RAR, AR T KB M, T BARIE T 2 RBER 2R G TR RE .

Ak, A PR fhZext b LK 9, ATLLEH, Transformer-CatBoost fili &% [ PR-AUC HX
AL T/ EES 3 4, HAAREREE 0.7 J5, Transformer-CatBoost Fll 445 7 (1R 5 €01 11 28) 10 kS i 2 )
B R AR, em m T A EETE RS % BRI, X — 0 UL AR R 1 M BE A 3

1.0 :
Recal‘I = 0.7

Precision

0'00.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
Recall

— BEEYT (PR-AUC=0.3483) —— Random Forest (PR-AUC=0.3693)
—— SVM (PR-AUC=0.3355) —— LightGBM\XGBoost\CatBoost AJStackinggt& (PR-AUC=0.3702)
—— XGBoost (PR-AUC=0.3740) —— LightGBM/XGBoost/CatBoostfyVotingal & (PR-AUC=0.3788)
—— C(atBoost (PR-AUC=0.3798) —— RF\XGBoost\LightGBM\LR g& (PR-AUC=0.3592)
—— MLP (PR-AUC=0.3679) —— Transformer-CatBoostali &#& 8 (PR-AUC=0.3765)
— CNN (PR-AUC=0.3461) ——- High Recall Region (Recall > 0.7)

Figure 9. Comparison of PR curves for different algorithms
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4.5. JHRASCIG

N7 BGAIE Transformer-CatBoost fli A 155 81 AN H ) 2501 , 2 1) B — A8 B 0 A8 200 1R A7 Y A S 56 [ 26
R SEIR T, SR Z AR RS, WA RIRHO AR () AR, 42

1) Transformer-CatBoost-A, M[x BaseTransformer />%(4)2%3k, & BaseTransformer [FJ4E %5 Cat-
Boost i fs

2) Transformer-CatBoost-B, M|} BaseTransformer % /%#/E, fRE BaseTransformer /b#5r33k5
CatBoost fili &

3) Transformer-CatBoost-A + B, #|f& BaseTransformer /0 #4395k 5 BaseTransformer 8 #AE, &
B 5 CatBoost fil &

4) Transformer-CatBoost-C, flflF# CatBoost, {#{{ BaseTransformer;

5) Transformer-CatBoost-D, lf% BaseTransformer, ff% CatBoost T —733;

6) Transformer-CatBoost-E, fl[% BaseTransformer %1%, {# ¥ BaseTransformer /> 443253k 5 CatBoost
A, FEHGINEAA BaseTransformer VRS 5 %6 %, H1ESHEM Y.

7) Transformer-CatBoost-F, B CH#iE, F H AL 1o RRAE 5708 1O B8 3047 5256

3B b S I 25 R W% 4.

Table 4. Ablation experiments
4. HRASLLE

R ARE% AUC% FHIRA (L)
Transformer-CatBoost 90.05 71.63 462.84
Transformer-CatBoost-A 89.84 71.75 467.19
Transformer-CatBoost-B 89.37 71.75 473.11

Transformer-CatBoost-A + B 89.55 71.75 467.48
Transformer-CatBoost-C 65.32 70.99 827.69
Transformer-CatBoost-D 69.94 71.89 749.83
Transformer-CatBoost-E 87.84 71.50 491.86
Transformer-CatBoost-F 89.90 70.73 466.93

ML 4, BaseTransformer /#7328 SEMRMERS M VB A 12, BRSNS P AE. A
Ittt R AR A R R UE 5 M ] BaseTransformer #2/8EL CatBoost AHEL, 737l 24.73%.
20.11%. UFFFASERY B AN B A3 AH B LA RAE — 50 AR S5 R 2k .

4.6. BT ILEE

FRG IR 2 A e 1 5 SEBR S B, A SCK; Transformer-CatBoost @415 I H T Lending Club

HHEE[27], H5 3.4 THISEERIAT b, 15319 5 45

Table 5. Comparison of different model results based on the dataset Lending Club
% 5. EFHIRBE Lending Club MR EHERILE R 3FLE

i %i BRI, AUC% FHIBRAR ()
ez EAEIE| 81.33 86.89 156.50
Bl HLAR AR 76.90 91.20 145.25
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SVM 64.00 85.60 188.00

XGBoost 34.67 90.11 247.00

CatBoost 79.43 92.67 124.44

MLP 11.08 88.36 352.19

RE/XGBoost/Light GBM/LR Fii & 51.90 91.23 190.69
LightGBM/XGBoost/CatBoost [{] Voting B4 54.11 92.88 182.81
LightGBM/XGBoost/CatBoost [f] Stacking i & 59.81 92.61 168.81
Transformer-CatBoost Bl &5 %] 89.33 91.06 137.75

MEEF 5, Transformer-CatBoost fll & 7E A T4 #5 5 Lending Club ERIPERETI R B E S, HA
MR EUE 89.33%, B HABE D, AUC BUH 91.06%, “FIJRA N 137.75 6. ] W, Transformer-CatBoost
A AR T —E iz AR ), B S HMME.

5 B4

ICN=A

BT R AT R RA R, JREURFIEA GG R . B 2 R i B 284 i) 2 B T I Bk K
R IX — A @, AN SCHEHH Transformer-CatBoost @A 1528 o 78 204 TiAL BE 5 RFAE 57 18 B B AL 2R 1 £ 4 ik
RERHE, oW IVIESHEARE, HAH DC-SIS. 2+ MV, 42 + SIS ZRUFEfik k. 5 2%
]2, X Transformer 4mfid #4247 GELU WuiE fifbAr BmAS . RN/ E 283k VRN i B 01 56 0 Rt
BaseTransformer, 7145 i BaseTransformer 3 & # Pk ; Yl SR i FE 08 BUINAL 22 X368 2% R %, R AdamW
B BRI 515, IF¥G CatBoost fEAEE )25 2148, i th B8 () B R S5 3 o AEBUHE AN T fliy b 3
o, JE$E NCR ALBEAE AP . 7£ Optuna ZEULAH, 7 H AR R EIF AT 50 IRTEASEES . FEBLAYRT
b, G HEIR . AUC, PR-AUC. “FEIEANENPEI RIS, R A SRS 3R B HERR R X L . SRR
B, AR T AR AL . FEVHRRSEIS T, B A AU B A A R A A E S B, 1R
BASZ A RE T REI H, H 7 ERIERE B 5 — A TFER 4R Lending Club EARILH 4, DILAEIE 29 R 54%
AN E S BOERA PR, BB EAA ST MME.

BIRARSCAEAE DB L PRI R AF, (HWAFAE— 25 PR 1%, Ak TAER FlZe LR LA 7 T @

1) FREATARARZER . RRAEATAE W] LA KA R R B R o, i n] DA— @ R R b s e A 2

2) BEREE )2 Transformer HiE2 1l PLSX 5 ZAE RO RIA G, DU TS 4 1) 25

E&WE
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