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Abstract

With the advent of the big data era, credit risk management has become increasingly important in
the financial field, and credit scoring, as its core tool, faces the challenge of massive growth of cus-
tomer credit data and dynamic changes in individual credit profiles. Traditional credit assessment
methods are deficient in adaptability and flexibility, especially when dealing with unbalanced data.
In this paper, we propose an AdaFocal-XGBoost integrated credit scoring model based on unbal-
anced data, aiming to improve the accuracy and adaptability of credit risk prediction. The AdaFocal-
XGBoost model combines the efficient computation of XGBoost and the adaptive loss adjustment of
AdaFocalLoss, which is especially optimized for the sample imbalance problem. Through experi-
ments on four credit datasets (Australian, German, Japan, and Taiwan region) from the UCI database,
this study comprehensively evaluates the performance of the AdaFocal-XGBoost model and com-
pares it with various other credit scoring models. The results show that AdaFocal-XGBoost outper-
forms other models in key metrics such as AUC, accuracy, F1 score, Gmean, KS, precision, and recall,
especially when dealing with severely unbalanced datasets. This study not only verifies the effec-
tiveness of integrative learning combined with adaptive loss function, but also provides a new solu-
tion in the field of credit scoring, which can help financial institutions to improve the financing effi-
ciency and control the risk exposure.
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15 F DA B0 4 Rl ATk P v o B K Fe R A AN W BRI, A8 FH VR 20 AR 9 R T R 4 BB F DG
TR, 2EH XA B b, AR, BEE KRR RIG, &GRSR e K S
A5 FHEAR RIS RIE, A& G ERASE VPG M R T g Phag, %8 e E e 5 R g e
BRI . RYE 2024 FAE VRN IHATI AR T, oS08 A R BT, W/NG 44 JH B0 9% 7 B 0T
FOFIA R Z0N 3.98%, i 2023 F BT T 1.97 AN e AR HIVEE N ARAT AR ) S B P T
B, 7E05 FREAE I G O o R ST VP RIRE . IE RIS DY 3% s S RGBS T A5 84 B B T
PERRN BT R, WA BT e R LAG ) AU L

e N TS VRS A A G D7 v T s IR R e MR A (e, b ) i o A i A ) )A 4y
Mg A AR 7. B AE[LR L SRS AR A, 8 58 DL FR AR BUE X (8] ik 2 Le ]
5 4 b ) ZEAE A AR RS BE ST, R T SR (Rl AR B AT R I B . TR SRR
iz £ 30 51 4> #r (Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA)SEIUE FHTES,  CAIFRIG 5 RS UE 045 I XU PEA
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k 2L [ATFIAN 2 DU [5] 55 o Ik HE B0 7Y J6 I 1) A 5 A AR SR 7, R B AR UM F 45040 Hh 1R DG BREARRAE
1E—ERERE LRI TS VRS BT GE . SR — L G AR AL B IR 545 FlB A 2 iR ke &R, (H
SERRE DL REAATEAER R R, XA B VL HEH PR I S 2 R E R R . RIEAR SO A8
LG GE T TR nd Bl R

BT UL S FL AR U BAE PP BB R A LA SR R T e e . P B B ) B e L it
SRR DL R R G BB AR RE 77, FEAS VPG SO 2] 1 T2 B . BEE SR [6]F A LightGBM &4
BRILARFE, B 5 R 28 5 2538 U S it (30N S 2 o) B IE Stacking N S PR B, FE AT
SE[716 DU AR Ak B2 T XGBoost BiEH, 5 #5 FUI ARG T F AR B2 BB 28 035: . Xia S5 [8]F R T —
T T R P R S A S A Y, AR I 00 & B B S A g BRI AL A O, AT 4 i 7 B At
BITEAS DR BUR AR R . Mushava S5[9132 H T — Ik T+ SURRARU R Hi8 B0 48 40 AT A4 2K R B4 ik
A XGBoost H', KT 155 R A . Rao ZF[10]7F A o $ 4 R AR BLE 51 A IS 1K
PEES, N RCABBURR e SR B 43 S35 R FH DAL S AT DA A R N 045 FH XU . Wang S5 [11]92 56 TR
R JZ ARG DA S R R B R IR T AR IR B 2 T AE R, BRI S &R i A Tl i HERfi M . Zhang 4%
[12] %5 Ik 2% 2] YRS Sk AL RS AR 28 450 B Tl . H T XGBoost HETEAS HIVE 2 Stk ir1iz FH 14
SYEREEE R T I N AT, R A SCR A XGBoost 53k &, 9T XGBoost 4 BB R fi H1 Bt LL
ERAET S 5N BAE A VEMTESS

AN 5 S KRBT LAy 2 A SRRV R Sk S et i . TESRTZ T, 8 LI PR
S BEALIL KR (ROS) FIBEAL R KFE(RUS) . EATT H 2 i BEATL S D B i — L s fi], ek
Rl — SR AR AT A . LAY ROS IR SO S, UL & AUl R T RYTF R k. —
b ML 7Y (1) 70 A D BRI KA B R (SMOTE), B I ik BEATLZE 35— S /D B R A N SRR Fb 1 R 34
DRI SRIT, SMOTE R g A ikt iR 1)/ D BRI o BT AnAT ik £ RAE Fh -1 5 i R D 0k
SEf5), SMOTE fiT4E I VF 22844 . X% 1A %% [13]48 ] Borderline-SMOTE 5.1, ¥ /DBEREEAR 70 N2 4,
G, MR X3, B G DX A AR S OB D B AR, K T A AR TSR [ B IS
LA R AFE(ADASY N) [ 3 3 14 5 B3 55 /0 BOPE AN E R RAE R 7 0L 2, R L T738 5 A Rt 470 0 2%
(GAN)EE &, 1 T AE U BB BEAS A I B AEAS P FR A AR T HAthd R4 777 . Douzas 251514 A
AT R (SOMO) = A DA AR I iR, DA 38 RE 1 E . T RUS — J7 T Z28% 1K
BEINGEIEHEATREA ARG R, H—J7H, XFEEERTRSHM ZHREARNEA . N
T 5k RUS BB, ML AR T A2 8 R R AE R R - Batista 2516142 1 Edited Nearest Neighbours (ENN)
S, IR B S P AR RCRFEREAR AT — R Y, MRS AR AR A A LB BAR AR A LRI 2
HERPEAR L] . Kim ZE[171 RS AR BIE ISR 7 IRBBR, Horhiz B9 SR O AR AR A e 75, B S I
BT ok B 2 HER IR L R R, AT AR T — Tl R R e AR AR T S A= R R
PATEAR AL EE, FETR RMUSEE SRR, XS R TE Rt fe . BT Bk B&, ARSORAEH EE
PR S 7 VR B B S BT AT A R AN S AT 55 1 et

AR EARIAE : (1) BT 5 3G P A0 R BRI PR, R HR T TR E SRR A 1 11
877, ¥ AdaFocalloss $i 2% pF Uitk A 5 i 572 XGBoost SA M 1 1) AdaFocal-XGBoost 57 fE 1% 1
PR IOUR AR RIS BRI 250, T A ot o A LN a2 7, BRI
TR e KU P R BE T o (2) TR SEIG LT RN 22 4E FE AR AR VA, 30HIE T AdaFocal-XGBoost
BRI PEREAL S o JEE T 2 BA KRB AEEIEEE, JERM T AUC. KS {H5 24 S -
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LightGBM. AdaBoost %5 = i £ i SI B 34T 1 AT I EL R 0 AT o SEER 45 3 B, AdaFocal-XGBoost 15
RUTE Z AN BRAE IS T B3 MR ER T, R RAEE LI U TR I N R H . (3) HfE F KK
B IR SRR IR AL TR T e S AT AT ERE B T B . AdaFocal-XGBoost #E R R Y, AN E 115 FHIES
B FRAR R, B N NS R 05 RS B R TR R R iR S AR E I TR . AR
BB T8 A RO AR ) AR 2 P, AT 35 B 4 R AT L) B RS T b g A7 IR S A7 o 52 45 200 4 ) 4 XU A B
P, B AR T RS HR A A e

2. 1RB IR0 EAl
2.1. XGBoost

XGBoost %L AR A — AN R PR H S oA 2 A G5 TR B 2 ME2H 5, X SE 55 TN B AR AE A5
VP35 N — B B e o Sl AR A B S B, AL M REIE D1 . XGBoost & XL T
— H ¥ 2R £ (Objective Function), ‘& mH #5304 2 A : 11 255040 1145 2K bR 25 (Loss Function) 1 1E 4k i (Reg-
ularization Term). HAre& %l T

Obj = L(6)+9Q(0) @)

Horb, L(0) 2kt #EfBNESRSEZRKZER: Q(0) RIENMT, MHTEHHAKE
&P, Biibdig.
TSN GAEAR, KRBT LRIR A
L(©)=31(v9) @
Hor, y RESUE, ¥ AT, | RBURRE H IR R B G 38 77 1R 2 (MSE) RS SR 451
J(Logistic Loss). I T A TRl 40, A5 20 mhbe (1) 40 AN B RS (19 52 2% B

T

Q(0)=yT +%z W’ 3)
=1

i
Fob, TRRIORCR, w2 MR IRCE, M2 REN S5,

XGBoost fi il LA 25 1 40 B 2, LR K 5B 0 > X -2 K 463%4%, XGBoost
LTI ASFHOBE §(x;0,) KBTI

O =argmin| L(6,)+7T +%Ajilw§ +Izn1:f(yi +¢(xi;6’))} 4)
Ko, (O RBSERTHEARREL  ¢(x;0) RFMAKMEA . T HArR B AR R, XGBoost f# %=
HREITRILAL i T4
(5+0(4:0)) = £(3,)£(3,)8(x:0) +5 " (3,) 9 (x:0) ®)
XFE, XGBoost it 1 LA I SR A — A — R il R AR B s £ 1) 72 o
2.2. AdaFocalloss

AdaFocalloss &% T FocalLoss 2 B HI3 25 %t . FocalLoss ¥l N T 1w 2R es i femd2 i i1,
R AT ORI g B T BREAR AR, FOUEXT M DA ERE A HEAT SR AL I 25 . FocalLoss i@id 5] A —
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A b, HAE Focalloss 31 2 BATT LA R N

FL(p)=-a (1-p,)" log(p,) (6)

Horr p A T — ANREA R T AR TR, Rz AR IEREA, W) p 2 AL T o IEFEA
IR WSRZAEA R OREA, T p AR TINA FAEARIMEEE . o 2 PETIEOREARRE R4, BT
Ab PR RIASTAG [0 . 0T IEREAS, o S 2 — N E AW 0.25) W T HMEAR, o l-ay . u T 550
RREANUE 1) 5 H: 2 % (focal parameter), FAEIE H# 7E 0 1) 5 2 [8]. 24 =0, Focal Loss iBAb AARIERIAS
MR . Focalloss HUAZO AR 2 p F2IlE 1B, BDREAZ Gl o J8mt, il (1- p, ) iX— 100D
AR TR, T2 p B O I, BUREAKELL 73 2RI, SEIMIZFEA Rk vTmk . X A7 2, B
B i B 22 OV AE A R RE AR

AdaFocalLoss 1% 007 T &M A% FocallLoss TS % 1 . AdaFocalLoss x4k 56 1 EE
ME BN R AR ZZ TR -

M= Hy 'exp(g(cval,b —Aap )) )

Joob, g R RTIRAG (g AT BURA 4 (. Co AEIESERE b MRS TIOMES, A,
R MR ERSRIT A, o R MESE, i TERESN 1 KSR,

3. AdaFocal-XGBoost £ {E FBiEo R

DL XGBoost Jyft3 i 5 T A5 8 (1) 4 j 23 SIS Y AE A5 F PP o U T S T U i 45 58, (R FERE A ™
RAETEDL T, SRR T DB AR 73 RBERAFAE — AL o TAEAN T Ak BRI 5 FH 1 = i R
FEIEBCNAGE S B0E I, FETHDN AN R L 75 ZUA B S8, HAR Rt Ty . W
AR SCHR K S A S I B R Ok bR B 45 5 (1) AdaFocal-XGBoost 15 A P/ AL, B 32 B4
=AM (1) A XGBoost & Je b BA- M K ds, 13 IR UESEAE R (2) RIS IR AR B ThoL g B i) iR
7 11%% AdaFocalLoss H1 (1) y fE; (3) £ T — Ui 38d 24 1) AdaFocalLoss 482347115, H
BARAE AL, 159 B A TS R .

R 2T -

N VIMEREARSE;

(1) VNS4,

() Tk UGEN, 4E LR SHL O, TN — D HT IR o (x; 6, ) R HTIAL .
6, =6, +ia)i f,(x;0) ®)

Hob, f, (x0) R EREOTIE A, o 2R LR
(3) KRR IR AT IS, TSR 7 b

FL( pt) - —a, (1_ D, )Hk Iog( pt) = —q, (1_ D )#k—l'eXP(g(Cval,b-A,am)) Iog( pt) (9)
(4) AREIE 0 )RR R TSRS (A B B H bR R
Obj = ZH:FL( pt)+}/T +%/1in (10)
i-1 =1

AR PE T R AN O S 5 A FORT (AR b FE N BRSO s X 2 855 ST AR Bl % E AL, R
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4.1. BEER 5L

AR IR UCH HdE i 4 ME R 8ESE: Australian. German., Japan Al Taiwan #1[X . 5T 44>
15 FVP o B 4 1 VIS B 0 3% 1.

Table 1. Dataset information

F1LBEEER

Hid Atk FEAA % FHIE%L B E L HL Hid Atk
Australian 690 14 383/307 Australian
German 1000 20 700/300 German
Japan 690 14 383/307 Japan
Taiwan region 6000 17 5000/1000 Taiwan region

N T AT VAL AdaFocal-XGBoost #7475 F 4155 BRI R, AR SO 2 AN A FF 15 DR EiolE St
177 SR T o AR AR PRk R 2 WM R o] B 0, R B AR 84 8:1:1 B LI BE LRI 2 R VI 2R
IS UFSE R4 . AdaFocal-XGBoost £ FI| F 80% Il gk St 4T 2502 S Rk, 81T 10% )5 E4E
HATEZHA, DPEd G . R, SRAERIAR 10%M R g7 oil, DA & RS VP T
% B RIZ AT BE RN SERR AR .

4.2, STECARBIR 4 REVTAHEAR

AR PPl & SAE FPP A R I M R S & F I, RSO T — A2 BIRFERI BRI LUAE S, BAE
AR Ff R S A5 AR A FVE o SO P (R I 57 ). BB B3 5 TGt S VR 7 ik 2otk
Sl5rHT LDA FZHREA LR; JE TGN 2% ) 5% ki DT K24l KNN. SCRFAEHL SVM Fiff
22 NN, JETHERCE ST 1S FHIE 245K . AdaBoost. EfEHR T GBDT. LightGBM LL k¢ A S A5 % ]
PR XGBoost; & T AP R AL i 4 . BalanceCascade. KmeansSMOTEBoost L f
OverBagging. £ 4 A A2 4 R & G v 25 R 4 51, e TTEAS VP2 S0 4 S8 B S T
S, GEFEXAMEARON T IR AN R, BORER G AR SRR LRI K OUTAR. PSR
DA i 25 I 245 2 ] o 5 ST B RO ATL 4 2 I AR, LR SR 110 1 T DAV 78 30 B 2 R A TR RSS2
VRIS DL R PMLES 2 2] FIRAEAS FVP M5 BRI SRR IR 5 &N T B FE 764 FH T4,
SE R T 15 RE SR bL oA — AT O G () T B 0 o 1T A STt R F) = F AS ST i Bk bR B 0 3 T T
FRAETTVE, I G =M 5 AdaFocal-XGBoost FTERE, T LLERZR S (53w B R Rk B B S
il E KA T VELE AL BEAS P 4 B A 5 35

A FHGAME FPEo 5 TR 48 bR AUC fH . 1R ACC. Fi 70 %, Gmean. KS. F&ffi# Prec
PA K A [H] 2% Recall. AUC Fll ACC I& & 1FAG /0 Il 1 B (R B AR M RE, 17T Fiv Gmean 1d& A 12851
AN 1) ) AR R s KS Tl S AR [X A [o] JRURS: 45 0 (A BF 2% ) IR R, KS AELBROR, AR ) X
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4.3. SEWEERSHR

N T T B SAE R BERPERE, 1 JeiEid ROC 3T EIAL K RE L. ROC B2k —Ff
I T VPSS VR R AR AR, e x B~ PR 2 (False Positive Rate, FPR), y i FBHME
#(True Positive Rate, TPR). & 1 J&/x 7 ANFEME HPP AL DA 204 4 (Australian. German., Japan A1
Taiwan H1[X) L[] ROC HiZk. AdaFocal-XGBoost f%7F Taiwan X X4 R ILEZ M T HAMSRL, 78
Australian #1 Japan %#i4E I, AdaFocal-XGBoost SR FHFHXE/N, (HIE ROC 4k T HIFR(AUC) IS KT
HABAR . 7F German ¥#i4E I, AdaFocal-XGBoost 5 BalanceCascade [ AEAIT, 12 AdaFocal-XGBoost
() AUC {E 4378 = T~ BalanceCascade. {EAS7FE M2, KNN HEBY7E German. Japan 1 Taiwan i [X %4 5
R AUC HHEZ SN TE)G - IXATAE R H T KNN ST AU HEAT 00, 1045 P AE SE A B 17 70 8 RIAF
) A, FEOLIRINEE SR T 2 BT B BE,  ANTTTEEE /D H28 XU Bk i R i e

100 100
80 80
~ 601 ~ 60
E i =
= =
o 4018 g 40
<" —— LDA B} GBDT B} GBDT
-e- IR —4— LightGBM —— LightGBM
L —_= DT =X=' XGBoost —-= DT =X~-- XGBoost
20 e =B+ KNN —O— BalanceCascade 20 =B KNN —O— BalanceCascade
- — SWM % KmeansSMOTE — SWM % KmeansSMOTE
= NN —O— OverBagging —— NN —G— OverBagging
P —A— AdaBoost —6— AdaFocal-XGBoost , —A— AdaBoost —6— AdaFocal-XGBoost
00 20 40 60 80 100 00 20 40 60 80 10t
RBAZR (%) FRBAZE (%)
(a) ROC curves for Australian dataset (b) ROC curves for German dataset
(a) AustralianZ#E£E MROCH£2 (b) German#{#i £ HIROCH £k
100
80
C ke
= = 40
i ~—o— LoA ~E GBDT i § "~ LoA <[ GBDT
-~ LR —&— LightGBM &P -e- LR —&— LightGBM
¢ P —— 0T -5 XGBoost —— 0T - XGBoost
201§ e =P+ KNN —O— BalanceCascade 20 " Wt =P KNN —O— BalanceCascade
ik —— SW e KmeansSMOTE —3— SWM - KmeansSMOTE
—O— NN —o— OverBagging I = NN —o— OverBagging
—A— AdaBoost —6— AdaFocal-XGBoost /,/, —A— AdaBoost —6— AdaFocal-XGBoost
00 20 40 60 80 100 00 20 40 60 80 10(
RBAZR (%) BrAE (%)
(c) ROC curves for Japan dataset (d) ROC curves for Taiwan dataset
(c) JapanZ#HEMROCH 2R (d) TaiwanF#EEMROCHIZ

Figure 1. Comparison of AUC on different datasets

1. RNE#EE £ AUC XTEE
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NRNRFTAEBIEGEZE ST, & 2 FIH T &5 FHVE 0 8L7E Australian 244 IR &40 6] b 25
AdaFocal-XGBoost 7 7E AUC. Acc. Gmean Fll KS fe#r_EABEUE T S tEVERE, EWIELAE(S V> 7 TH
HARZEMNH . LDA £ F1 F Rec 8bx FHUAS T &, (A Prec fabn2mE—fKT 0.8 [y, XK EIBIAT
B AREARRRAEREA L, SEERALE AUC. Acc SRRV RV REFE AR _E R IUAEE

Table 2. Performance comparison on Australian dataset

5% 2. 7E Australian 2355 R EEELEL

LAY AUC Acc F1 GMean KS Prec Rec
LDA 0.92688 0.85942 0.85339 0.86369 0.73078 0.79607 0.91961
LR 0.92977 0.86487 0.85199 0.86575 0.73158 0.83094  0.87414
DT 0.91402 0.84368 0.82360  0.83549 0.68270  0.82704  0.82020
KNN 0.91336 0.84939 0.82265 0.82049 0.68602 0.86399  0.78508
SVM 0.92622 0.86255 0.84461 0.85257 0.72054  0.84973  0.83954
NN 0.91476 0.85017 0.83133  0.84778  0.69631 0.83282 0.82984
AdaBoost 0.92733 0.85554  0.84963  0.85986  0.72332 0.79128 0.91726
GBDT 0.93922 0.86371 0.84778  0.86260  0.72530 0.84260 0.85303
LightGBM 0.93713 0.86238 0.84485  0.86018  0.72074 0.84756 0.84215
XGBoost 0.93942 0.86333 0.84676  0.86178  0.72376 0.84487 0.84866
BalanceCascade 0.92847 0.85990  0.82209  0.85363  0.70811 0.81707 0.82716
KmeansSMOTEBoost 0.92367 0.86957 0.82581  0.85289  0.71076 0.86486 0.79012
OverBagging 0.94023  0.88406 0.83636 0.86628 0.73280 0.85185 0.85185

AdaFocal-XGBoost 0.94827 0.87440 0.84849 0.87646 0.75309 0.82716 0.82753

% 3 IR T B AME TR B AE German Bl & EROTERE LS. AdaFocal-XGBoost 7£iZ 53 & L)
RIS, 76 A VEN Febs HEUE 45 5 . AdaBoost 75 7 [F 2645 R I H €, {13 Prec. AUC. Acc.
KS $8Fr N 22, XTI LZIREA T A8 Sk 2

Table 3. Performance comparison on German dataset

5% 3. 7 German #UiE&E LRy REELER

LAY AUC Acc F1 GMean KS Prec Rec
LDA 0.77954 0.75846 0.83719 0.63756 0.34534 0.79256 0.88714
LR 0.78084 0.76012 0.83813 0.64133 0.35080 0.79421 0.88720
DT 0.70962 0.72324 0.81020 0.59916 0.28562 0.77911 0.84389
KNN 0.73835 0.72798 0.83146 0.42669 0.14850 0.73412 0.95857
SVM 0.71123 0.70650 0.78813 0.36659 0.31523 0.79660 0.77983
NN 0.77994 0.76592 0.83961 0.66778 0.38602 0.80674 0.87529
AdaBoost 0.70350 0.70208 0.82368 0.14356 0.01482 0.70314 0.99409
GBDT 0.77916 0.75870 0.83877 0.62583 0.33346 0.78790 0.89666
LightGBM 0.77758 0.76152 0.84095 0.62723 0.33749 0.78865 0.90069
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XGBoost 0.78113 0.75816 0.84204 0.59045 0.29943 0.77567 0.92083
BalanceCascade 0.79360 0.77500 0.84099 0.70760 0.44296 0.82069 0.86232
KmeansSMOTEBoost 0.74626 0.75500 0.82310 0.70213 0.42286 0.82014 0.82609
OverBagging 0.80306 0.77000 0.84354 0.65938 0.38242 0.79487 0.89855
AdaFocal-XGBoost 0.80486 0.78500 0.83004 0.76117 0.53099 0.83395 0.84677

% 4 BTN RIS PR BERLLE Japan B4 LR REXT L. AdaFocal-XGBoost 7E /™ b H A L
BT A, X IE SRR TMPE RE AR BT o AP S S LA TR 0 FE A B YRR BN
A e {E . BalanceCascade ¥ FoEE T AR i, [FIFERECHEAEHAISEL. LDA X 24
RFEARPUNBONHER, (A H BIZREUC, X 2 HEFN D HEEFEA N A 5 68 1 BN A4 .

Table 4. Performance comparison on Japan dataset

5% 4. 7E Japan BUEE EAYMERELLER

LAY AUC Acc F1 GMean KS Prec Rec
LDA 0.91265 0.86058 0.86427 0.86542 0.73623 0.94020 0.79969
LR 0.91560 0.85493 0.86132 0.85891 0.72057 0.91748 0.81164
DT 0.91344 0.84901 0.86292 0.84596 0.69627 0.86981 0.85614
KNN 0.91109 0.84867 0.85959 0.85027 0.70084 0.88621 0.83452
SVM 0.86821 0.85658 0.86109 0.86108 0.72696 0.93115 0.80084
NN 0.91773 0.84868 0.85926 0.85032 0.70180 0.88950 0.83102
AdaBoost 0.92105 0.85484 0.85940 0.85945 0.72344 0.92933 0.79927
GBDT 0.93621 0.86415 0.87590 0.86436 0.72873 0.88977 0.86245
LightGBM 0.93494 0.86340 0.87620 0.86259 0.72523 0.88289 0.86961
XGBoost 0.93621 0.86784 0.87887 0.86849 0.73702 0.89586 0.86251
BalanceCascade 0.93481 0.87681 0.88435 0.87771 0.75556 0.90278 0.86667
KmeansSMOTEBoost 0.92053 0.85507 0.85915 0.85783 0.71810 0.91045 0.81333
OverBagging 0.93788 0.86232 0.87075 0.86312 0.72635 0.88889 0.85333
AdaFocal-XGBoost 0.93866 0.88406 0.88060 0.88368 0.76765 0.89394 0.86765

5 45 T S FME FHIE S ALE Taiwan X HE 5 EROPEREXT L. Taiwan b X HHfs 48 i 28 A
TR B E, BTG EEAE G5 S FE R 2, MR . AP A o Y DL &
AdaFocal-XGBoost 7£ A F1fif 375 N rEF 7 RIFHIEDL, AdaFocal-XGBoost 1£ /5 MabrFF#EL 5 ZE—, Ji#
T T AR AN S 1 5 AR A 1) T e

Table 5. Performance comparison on Taiwan region dataset
52 5. 1 Taiwan #hX##EE LA REELE

it AUC Acc F1 GMean KS Prec Rec
LDA 0.69845 0.65116 0.63327 0.64933 0.30234 0.66763 0.60228
LR 0.69988 0.64862 0.63449 0.64747 0.29726 0.66120 0.60986
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DT 0.71990 0.66657 0.64910 0.65889 0.33315 0.68511 0.61669

KNN 0.71690 0.66755 0.62541 0.65800 0.33513 0.71635 0.55495

SVM 0.70582 0.67314 0.61010 0.63649 0.34634 0.75608 0.51136

NN 0.73771 0.68058 0.65426 0.67619 0.36118 0.71314 0.60437
AdaBoost 0.71697 0.67278 0.60701 0.65163 0.34561 0.75990 0.50533
GBDT 0.74961 0.69477 0.66976 0.69063 0.38956 0.72968 0.61893
LightGBM 0.74942 0.69540 0.67123 0.69150 0.39082 0.72922 0.62179
XGBoost 0.75038 0.69453 0.66907 0.69026 0.38909 0.73006 0.61749
BalanceCascade 0.75138 0.68667 0.66607 0.68397 0.37179 0.70093 0.63452
KmeansSMOTEBoost 0.75232 0.68932 0.65909 0.68972 0.39671 0.74839 0.58883
OverBagging 0.75676 0.69333 0.67318 0.69066 0.38513 0.70841 0.64129
AdaFocal-XGBoost 0.76761 0.69833 0.68483 0.70620 0.41876 0.73346 0.64225

ZEE UL EUAN BRI R AT LLA 1, 5]\ AdaFocalloss J&, AdaFocal-XGBoost £ 7 () 5 {4 2 B
e JEiH XGBoost /712, JTUHRTEH B3 KS L4t DS PEA /P KM GE I8 R EFETHEE K. AR, 7E
IE SR G 1K) German., Japan $iE &8 IR RE 22 5 22/ T Taiwan Hb XX AT I 580 5
RS . XK AdaFocalLoss [ 5I A8 10 T APz st TR I, AdaFocal-XGBoost /215 H
PEO U AE A BRI R I o TRTE R L HESE p DU A R SR 0] EE T AR, Gerl AR Gepl 48 2 2
BT P AR R INAS I B B 7Y DA S AP B e Y, R U Y 1 RAEAS VP 4 3 55 R R IR T
5 2%

1IN=A

B SRR IR A e, A5 PO FRE AR AT AN e R LR o B B B i ™ 8. A SCHR T 3 T
AP EAE IR AdaFocal-XGBoost 5 il FIVE MR AL, 5 78 MR SEAE FH VP J5vEAE AL BEAS T 2 1 1)
JRIPRYE . I I E SN AR R, R RERS T A RO OGTEXE DL R DB R A, TR THE
FIVPr (s e R T S . SEBG 45 IR, AdaFocal-XGBoost 5 U7E 2 /N A FFE Se i 4 LR B4
FALG G I A LS 22 SIS, JRHAE AUC., FL A0, A IR e br LRI B M. X
—BCRAURAIE T SR 21 5 B G B RS 1A R, OSSR SR (4 1B (1 R B AN TR,
2SI N T RE 9% D <t REBTLAZ) PR DRSS HLURT ok S S (3t BE DR HE R S8 o

RRIIWEFC AT LLE— PR R AdaFocalloss £ H AR (HE TTEE S . Al AR ITAl 237 5t N
SR, Bl K 5 (0 AN BT AR A 5 2 PR AR T, el A ORUEAS AR R BE AR TR, SRETHRR Y Fy e A
R — MERNERT KT 1
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