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This research aims to develop and compare the effectiveness of machine learning
models for fraud detection in financial systems, focusing on solving class imbalance problems. The
study used a financial transaction dataset of 594,643 records with 98.79% normal transactions and
only 1.21% fraudulent transactions. The research compared five models: XGBoost, Random Forest,
CatBoost, LightGBM, and Logistic Regression, combined with four class imbalance handling
techniques: SMOTE for oversampling, Tomek Links for undersampling, a hybrid approach combining
both methods, and Class Weight adjustment. Additionally, new features related to customer
behavior, merchant patterns, and transaction categories were created to enhance detection
capability. Results showed that XGBoost combined with Tomek Links and optimized parameters
delivered the best overall performance, with Precision of 0.88, Recall of 0.82, F1-Score of 0.85, and
Precision-Recall AUC of 0.93. Meanwhile, LightGBM with Class Weight adjustment achieved the
highest Recall at 0.98, though with lower Precision (0.41). SHAP analysis revealed that merchant
transaction frequency, transaction amount, and transaction frequency per category were the most
influential predictors, with merchants having unusually low transaction history or transactions with
abnormally high values presenting higher fraud risk. This research demonstrates that selecting
appropriate class imbalance techniques and suitable models is crucial for effective financial fraud
detection, depending on organizational priorities—whether to balance false alerts with missed fraud

detections or to maximize detection rates.
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2.2 Logistic Regression

Humelian1sinsziiisanmnug i diuetnaunsuaisdiniunisawun

a . . . = di o 1 s

WULUNANIA (binary classification) TaadidiunnaiennuigAntiaviluzaamsnisnd

diu n1sauungsnssuddu “Uni wie “dalne TumallAveguuannfgIudnd

PINNANNUS T UI NI sBUNALAY log-odds ananadnsiTvNne uarldWenduEn
& . . dl a o/ a v 1 1

Nags (sigmoid) Walilainasanidaiduaassutlsaunmliaglugo [0, 1] anun15189

WIAFUTNHDEIFLAAIFIANNTTN (2) LAT (3)

X =Bg+ Brxg + Baxy + -+ Brxy (2)

Taei

A a (% a
P e PG N TG IR IR
X1, X2+, Xn AB AALLIBUWA 11U ATUIURUIBIFINITN ADUNNYINIANS
= [N 1 v
a1 visalsEdRgINITNAa UMY

L

Bo, Bi, Bzr -y B PR ANUNMENTRILARZFALT (ANU2ANE)

1

flx) = 1T o> (3)

TpeI?

£(x) ha aruvhasduniaaglugos [0, 1]
(x) A8 NATNTUEUINNANNTN 1
o '8 a 1 dl ¥
HARNERY f(x) gnAmnitle Annnazidurenisdlu Fraud $9a1u190
Wt (threshold) 1 0.5 lunisfndulals
wn f(x) > 0.5 apiilu "aalng’ (Fraud)

win f(x) < 0.5 anLilu "Un#" (Non-Fraud)
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2.3 XGBoost (Extreme Gradient Boosting)

udanasnulumszna gradient boosting NoanLUUNNALANLTEANEN TN
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< ° 1 | dl 1 % v o dp dl Y a
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284019 U8 TNLAARAUNEN TALBUNANINANTNIUNANENAY (1 ALRALUDILARNE)
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q

o v o =
HagaNaanN1svnunaInyneulilu ensemble Asannsh (4)
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9= felo) @
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Fr(x) Rranavnunaaneuldi k
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K AeanunudubivianualutgnFang

XGBoost U§u1lgea1n gradient boosting ANLANAIENITLNNINATA
regularization 1 L1 (Lasso) uaz L2 (Ridge) iaaquanaududauaasiinauaziioaiu

N9 overfitting 39814 stochastic boosting tnein1sgusinatindayatndouluusazsau
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f
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‘VI‘W]\‘IVLﬂ@@’m[fl’ll,mu\‘]ﬂﬂﬁlﬂ@\‘iﬂﬂ‘ﬂ‘]_lm?

IS4
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AMNIUIRE B Aslam WaT Hussain (2024) lananqlddn XGBoost nunuse
noise LATALAMNANAUS TR UlFR widaidafaana ldwuziuseuu B lndnfadnis
AINHNLTIG

Tnaiagl XGBoost ludanesnuimunat19EeiLUAReIN1s ANNNLNLEN

o o Y dl o £ = aa v 1 [~1 d"lsv
49 wazarNnsnannsiudayai dudeuuacivanadis lan adnalainin lunatsanig
o al o/ ¥ o 1 a rd‘ ¥ i [ %
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%

SLULNABINIT ANNITINTANITIADLNLNAANS bl

2.4 LightGBM (Light Gradient Boosting Machine)

\{udanasiu gradient boosting MBI Microsoft Tneisaiiunaauia

- = ol > . .
wazilsz@Ansnanlunisszunana esesiugadayaruinlunjiazeuinfasnisnisin
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~ o o
LABNNITLENLAANANANNITN (5)

X g)*

(Gain = 1 (Zgi)zl ONDE [ Eg)*
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_1&g)” (29" 5
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g; Wa¥ h; Aa gradient uay Hessian f3AANRANAATBITRYA

A Aa wasRmas regularization Watlasiuanududaunuand
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winziuszuLRsaslszuanadayafumuuinuunlngdGaalngd wu nnsansuganssuiing

a o ¥ ] [ a o 1 dl o Qi Y o o
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= - Ay A oo a | e Y 3 |
‘J‘ZUUL?E]@iV]ﬁJ AUENUBLAY HAIMULALNADNIT overfitting uuﬁm@gmmm@ﬂmﬂiu

AILIANNIIHLARSAND

k4 J v

AINUAI289 (Dhawan, 2024)lana1q19491 LightGBM awnalaauasz 14

1 o v 53 a A a o 6 o dsjd o dl
ningANANTaY WATRLAEAANIIAANNARNSENASTUTaY INlAaRARAUNIZALIUN

% < ¥
ABNNITAITNLT LL@Z?I@H@‘IE‘NWE‘LANWF]

Tnaiagy LightGBM iludana3#iu Gradient Boosting AlnasuguAE Iy
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AHIFIFY AYINLNUWENG waza RIS uReiudayad uauNnn Aatnadlsc&nEnnw
2.5 CatBoost (Categorical Boosting)

\{ludanasiu gradient boosting MU Ing Yandex Tnadiqnataulunng
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wistndayanauinluma CatBoost ldinatia ordered target encoding iveidnsviasiaule
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AILAN ANNITNIIVITUNLUAS CatBoost ARNENL XGBoost WaiN1315ul3aisnnsAuau

split A3l ordered boosting AYANNIN (6)

K
9= fi@ ©)

k=1
Taein

f. (x) A2 NTzLAUNNT Order boosting
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3. mMsandszAanEnInuaItuuaIaad (Model Performance Metrics)
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3.1 Confusion Matrix

uesasiianldlunisagnisvinunanadniresiuwmaluudazaana Inadn

1 4
= £ o o

LAANANUAUNNIINNENNFAesuazianatalugluuureamyisnd NansuzAa:

Munaduilunisgalng miuganldiunisdalng
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Wunsdalnaas True Positive (TP) False Negative (FN)
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Tadlunnssalneass False Positive (FP) True Negative (TN)
(Negative)

ANUTENAL 4 WARININFAIF1 Confusion Matrix
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a K a [

a -4 e 1 Y v
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GRENAFIY ?guﬂq?@'ﬂtﬂ\ﬂﬂ bbNUEIN

2. True Negative (TN): usnafganuausaat e lumaniuiadnladiunng
galns (Negative) wazlsilunisdalneass o) ludeyanaaey wansisarnainnsaly
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4. False Negative (FN): Aganuauniumariuigdnluinisaaing walumanu

a ¥ Y a ' dgj ] a dl !
uazeiinisdalng datianainludauiaadenal@aninign nezun1eA1Nen
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3.2 Accuracy (AMHLLANUEN)
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IUIUNITANANITOIIUNA WA IAFIANNIN (7)

TP + TN 7)
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e
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= ) | o v v v
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FP A4 False Positives (M39a41n138a1naus luildn1saalng)
A . 1 o 7 dl Y a
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3.3 Precision (A2MNUWNUSNUDINITVINUY)
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3.4 Recall (AN19)
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TP 9)

Recall = TP+—F1V
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3.5 F1 Score
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3.6 ROC Curve waz AUC

ROC Curve (Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve) iunsiniuans
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True Positive Rate (TPR) = ——= 11
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o FP
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3.7 AUC (Area Under the Curve)
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i=1

Tpe?

Auc A8 AU AN ROC Curve

i
=

FPR i TPR i A9 A1194 False Positive Rate way True Positive Rate Nani

n An AuINgan A WIasl ROC Curve

UUTUNT8IN19AT993UN13801N9N19N198UW A1 AUC Ngauanaia
ArnaInnrestiaalunisuanuezgsnssndnd eanaingnssudaingliacined

1s2@N5NIN

niedpdsz@nininaesuuuanasndudunaungAny lunisdszilu
ANAIN1TDTR4TNLAA TnelATNANY | 1Y Confusion Matrix, Accuracy, Precision,
Recall, F1 Score, ROC Curve Wag AUC azgaglilsuagiiuninsonuazdse@nsninlu
o d” a 1 dyv = o o A dl
nenenuzasTuea wanannil wesniuanidsiunumdnAnylunisaenunanivuzay
o o dld ] ¥ = [ % a A
Adnuniiaonldannaresdays Tunstiaeanisamadunisgainanianis iy nisaen
a dl dl o o dl ¥ o A o 1 ¥ o v a o
wesnNmnnzaniuizesdAny esanngsnssude inelnddndoudas N lwumTnuieen
1 1 dl ] 1 ac al
i Accuracy 814 biimnnzan mezlinaninuiedinngenssuiiugenssndnafiazd
Accuracy g9 i ldaunsnnsadunisgalneldiae

o o

g nfuilymdszinnil lwssnadng Recall (Ranla) TAanudnAtyuin e

FamannaINien lunnIngaaduganssudalnglaviaunm aueh Precision azuandnluanuou
= o , )y = o 1y ~ ' P

ganssunlmariuiediunisdalng Savnugnaesuinieeiiiesla F1 Score WluAaas

a5 Iufinazud e Precision uaz Recall Aglin nnannanan



23

4. WMANANSAANISTRNAN LHANAR LULFUNIBINITATIAAUNITADIN
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&

‘a%m'm W1 N3USUUAINIIHIReS (Hyperparameter Tuning), N9 MMATANIIAANNS

¥

] A A = o‘d‘ o [ dl o a a wdal d?l
‘IJ@?;IJ@VLNZQNQ@ M?@ﬂq?L@’ﬂﬂWL@@?VI@WﬁD&I Wanmrdsedninineesluina Wnesan

4.2 NSENUBNAULLAAIIUIY (Under sampling)

¥

Tomek Links tlumatia Undersampling #ldann1sriudeyainldannalunig
[ v IS o A J o 1 dld a
F3924UgIN39188 1N IneHUANNITABNIIAAANUINAIBENIAINARNATININ (§IN351LNG)

¥ o

d‘ v [ dld v ¥ a d” o v 1 dl 1 ¥
e liaunaniuaananities (ganssnaalng) malaininulnerunigteyanag lnaiu

=)

AAUAaEAUAZARE (38N91 Tomek Link uaaudayaanaaIaniuinng,

nezuaunisidaudiutlgauduns (boundary) seudnemana Minliluing

]
I o a1 o

14 v dg’ . = o
LLﬂﬂLLHZQ?ﬂ??QJ@@Iﬂ\ﬂ@LL?JLLEI’WLI‘L& LATENTILAANTYTUNUILNIAU (noise) Nanan liluiag

¥
a aday a A

duau agelanmn walaiildadanaldinanlunisAuaunnnndnnismn Undersampling
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fun:(Pereira WavAnUy, 2020)
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4.3 NSENUBNAULLLNNAIUIY (Over sampling)

SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique) iiuinalia

. dl ¥ dl 1 ¥ QI o o 1
Oversampling V]I‘T]L'WﬂLLfﬂmﬂQ_’IV’]ﬂQ’]NVLN@NQ@“I_Iﬂ\ﬂI@N@ TpanITNAIUINA a9 T

a

o y 9 d as . dao - 4
ARNANHANUIUTRE (§9N79198IN9) e aNAANUAAIANNAIUIUNN (§9N730UNF) Unud

b%
a A

azinsAnaenfeyadiuuidng] nallataiedeyadansziluiing lfn1sAunima

a o ¥

ALAAFILNINF a9 lUAAI AN TR U LT RS

=

NTTUAUNNTNINIUENAINNITRBN AR AANENRAINUINTBE LAIUN

A v P ol . Z ¥ v ' o |
iautunlnange (k-nearest neighbors) aantiuainedayaluslnanisAaiuaniseudng

q

o 1 a dl v dl v ° 24 dld 1 o
N PN AT ISR SN SaPATI FIN mslﬁ*lm AHANNAIMHNURINNUANLNINNITMNITAARAN

U

v

BIUALAN

fanraunatialinadisiinANaInuattresdeys antanianisiia

e A o o . - [ o 1
overfitting n¥nnulun1991 Random Oversampling LLazLWNMWN@NQ@%@W@H@VHW

v
yaR 1

TwaBeuslanau atnalsfinin SMOTE a1avinliiduuis (boundary) seninepanadudan

AU wazANANNEUTaulN AN

iWald Tomek Links $auiu SMOTE azidqtanilyniaainliannanasiays
Taatinadisz@nsnan Ime Tomek Links 42891 1941019919198 85 AR08 Tunned
SMOTE fgiiiidaaiunainianzaesiaya luaaianianuiutias

0.8 T T T T T T

0.6 - Jo Original Minority Samples
7y O SMOTE Samples

04 & Y
\ i . \_‘ \.\.
02 ‘-‘l\ ™
\ \
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P iy
g .l LB, 1
g 9 B B
S \ 1 N
¥ \ i N g / 1
02f \ ! /
\ ks :
| > ! N
04 F LY BN ¢ =
\\m ~ _B B =
-\\\ B = s
0.6 =5
0.8 ; X ' ' : ‘
1 1.5 2 2.5 3 35 4 4.5

Feature 1

nwtlsznay 6 AaeH19N1991191U489 SMOTE Tunsiitudayazeangs Minority

11: (Elreedy uazAnuz, 2023)
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4.4 nMSENARANENNEIY (Hybrid sampling)

SMOTETomek iumallandauuanu (Hybrid sampling) Nitandamnueans
SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique) Was Tomek Links Wmaaiuie

Annisrivdeyan liannaluninsaduginssudaing

NILLIUNIININULDY SMOTETomek uiiilugasdunauuan laun:

v
o

1. Tumaun19vin SMOTE: Bussenisaitadayadunsyilndlunaiany

[ ¥ v o a & 1 ¥ dld 1
UIUUBEY (ﬁq?ﬂ‘i‘?ll‘rl‘ﬂiﬂ\‘l) IPENIIANUIDAEIINIAAFIE U TN AN N AL L1

u U

AR N AN U UFt19 AR AN At LAY AFI9ANNAINANS

v

UNUBNA

a

2. TURAUN1991 Tomek Links: nasaniiddayasnae SMOTE waq azld

o

Tomek Links Waszyuazindandayanananiliiinauduauisnnduus

zudenana InaAumgdayanat Inanungausatauazaaiauaiatdaya

«dld o 1 a
ANARNIRTNHAIUIUNINAGN (§9N37NLNF)

Sy A

n13ld SMOTETomek lunnsnsaaduganssudainaidannedoasiullendu
wagEnI9Aang I TRLRNTL anANNIAENTBIN1T overfitting N181aLAARINNNT
1 SMOTE wenagnaiden wazdstaaiulss@naninaesluinalun1sngaqy

v rdl ¥ = 1 1
ﬁqﬁ‘ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ‘&lfﬂ‘ﬂtﬂﬂ Tne L@W’]%I‘u@ﬂ’]uﬂ’]?MW%@H@NV’]'J’]NLLN@Nﬂq@‘ﬂﬂ’]\‘m”lﬂ

FNEINITNANNANUTNAIN AT AT MR8 SMOTETomek adlilunigtaani

Hilsz@Ansnmlunisssandeyanauin hidnTunaianmaduganssugdaing
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(a) Original Imbalanced Data 0

(b) Data after SMOTE
*  majority S . «f o majority :
100 o minority 'Y . 100 «  minority = N

. .. . ” . v
150 i oL e g 150 : 7, S0 O

200{ 3'° iR igiin et o 0D 200

.
g 250
. .
300 ) . 300
. .
.
350 350
.

400 reste ! : 400

(c) Data after SMOTE + Tomek Links 50 (d) Final Balanced Data

*  majority o «f o majority
100 «  minority g 2 100 | e minority . !
Tomek Link ."-..-- o o ."-_..: o®
150 r: Yor o5t 150 _ e %
Y aeft ¢% . ot e .o
DRI . o3 - ) ey . o3
v o 2001 3 . %% el o s
A L TR 1. adng
250 . T el 250 il A
sigte: T gve¥ | s®e % g’
300 ol U ) 300 . .

.
350 ‘ 350

400 ” eanee = 1 400

ndszney 7 fatenssuaunisdivannateyalaeld SMOTE uaz Tomek Links

1 (Wang hazmnie, 2024)

45 nsUdsudtudnuasrad (Adjust Class-weight)

v
nisudfuihuiinaesnana (Class-Weight) liumatagiAnylunisdnnistasya

[ o

PRIVEN ~ - o aa S o o
nlianna Inaanizlunstinismaaduganssudalne 3suneulaanisliinaudAnyiu
qid ) v 1 % d?l o & o al
AaIANHAUIUERENTT (g9n99udalng) uanaulunisAwieidun19goy1ae (Loss
Function) 904 NaAUMTNU8IARNENEIAUIUNINNGY (§9n79N1ING)
A g = \ =~ o = = )
Hadayadarnliangs Tnan19EeuiI09ATENAZIOULE (Bias) Tn19
AANANHANUIWNINNGN Lﬁmmﬂmiﬁmmmmmﬁuﬁ@m AZAIIAAATAITVNEANANA
Taarqulgdnendn danalilumainasiasaanddiuiias n19U5uLNMmInIaIAaIZAIT 1NN

¥ 1
wilatTyileeinunasing (Penalty) dusunivinunaiinluaanagdauiias

2%

vy A a A4 [ dl ¥ v o = 1 o aa = ¥
danvasmaiiatine lifaslasuilasdeyadueiu oAl fUasnsEeus

o Yo ¥ :// Y QI A ¥ éx o [

wasTuins M lisnendayaisunalilae lifesinviaandeya ueananni deaiunsnilfy
Wninlfeggeinngunuang1IAnyresuiazaang wazaiunsnldiuiumatiabu 1

Undersampling 38 Oversampling i
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1 < o %’/ o v o o 9/%/ o dl a
atinalsfmn n1sUsurnminaaspanafasrzdnsydanisliinminfnnnnuly
o 1 % o =l v ) ] 9} a
Aumanagautas wszarani llumatuualduniunemanadoutesunnnuly (Over-
prediction) T9anadsnaliiAina uaunisimauiianain (False Alarm) g4lunstingnadu

¥
ganssndaing

5. MUARANLALITRINUNITATIAAUNITRAINILUETNTTNNITIRY

5.1 UNAIINIARELTRY Credit Card Fraud Detection using Machine Learning

Algorithms

muﬁﬁm‘f‘ém Credit Card Fraud Detection using Machine Learning
Algorithms a8l Vaishnavi Nath Dornadula a2 Geetha S.(Dornadula LLlaz Geetha, 2019)
Ihinauedinsnmadunisdalneluganssuinnasaninaldinaianisfoufaeseiaos
nae1lsziny 39909n191E Model Random Forest, Decision Trees, Naive Bayes, Logistic

Regression, WAz SVM (Support Vector Machine) iieil3auinaudsedninineesunias

'
a

Tuima 9u3de iR dngUsrasdluniseanuuuua s W wI3EN19AF994UN 1948 IN9NH

¥

UszAnsnmduiudayaganssuunuassaie Tnayaniunistmssinaazifanginssnlu

a 9

o

a % dl o a dl o 6 v o % a
@ﬂWﬂ@\‘i@]ﬂﬂ']LW'ﬂLL']NWZQﬂ@‘J‘ﬂLL‘LIUWE]Bﬂﬂ’j‘ﬁ‘lmLﬂuLﬂﬂ@ﬂHmm@\i@lﬂﬂumﬁ‘ Tneldmatia

a

¥

Sliding Window Lﬁmqmqmw@ﬁ;@mim ay SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling

Technique) \adnnisriuiloymauliaunaludeys

'
el A

NANT39R8WLI1 Random Forest Wag Decision Trees ’Lﬁm@ﬁwmm‘ﬁ'zﬁm
Taaanizudasainld SMOTE lunisudfyunasiuliaunanesiaya laadan MCC
(Matthews Correlation Coefficient) 44014 0.9996 NATATE Sliding Window Technique: I
Tunssausndeyaganssnuazinasinganssuaesgneiing SMOTE: M ilaifinsnuan
rﬁTfmﬂNmmqim@mﬁLﬂumi%@‘ﬂﬂﬂuqmﬁ’m@ Feedback Mechanism: 14 lun1sdamnsiu
1feyn1 concept drift %mmmﬁqmﬂﬂﬁmuuﬂmmmwqﬁmiumﬂ%’ﬁma&mﬁmim:mmq
[GEERET muﬁ%ﬁmmlﬁtﬁuﬁqmmzﬁ’ﬁﬁtymmmﬂ*ﬂ”mmﬁﬂmiﬁﬂuiﬂmLﬂ%ﬂum?

maradunisdalnelugenssutingmsin uaralisiuiepanuyinniglunisdnnisiudeyanls

dl a Y o a
GEN QﬂLL@ﬁﬂW?Lﬂ@ﬂuLLﬂ@\Wﬂ\i‘Wﬂlﬂﬂ??llﬂ']ﬂﬁ]‘]_l ATLATAR LTTEITeNn
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5.2 UNAINIARELTR9 Credit Card Fraud Detection using Machine Learning

Techniques: A Comparative Analysis

mu%’%vtllﬁlﬂ\‘l Credit Card Fraud Detection using Machine Learning
Techniques: A Comparative Analysis e Awoyemi, Adetunmbi, ez Oluwadare
(Awoyemi LAaZAR, 2017)ﬁﬂmﬂa‘:aw%mwmmmmﬁamﬁaui’mmm’émmau,uu Tawn
Naive Bayes, k-Nearest Neighbor (kNN), 1ag Logistic Regression 4115Ln19p39941
ganssndalnatingasem

v
o a o o

IV ERLaR f At iitmsnefenSoufeusy@nsnmaeduarians
uu%’@g@gimiuﬁmmiﬁmﬁiﬂmu@@@ﬂwmn UWAZATIRADLHANTENLIBINTENAIDEN
LUUHANGasEANENINNNIRTAd LRy ALaZATNT TddayaaseangsnssntinsAshnTaY
119¢)191 41U 284,807 918n"3 tnedganssndalnaiies 0.172% 14 PCA lunisAniaen

AuANUy 1EN1sgusnetnauUUNaN (Hybrid Sampling) tagin1s Oversampling AaNa#91

q

v

v . ! a dl v ¥
1ag (ﬁqiﬂiimﬂim) Az Undersampling AAM4A791N1N (ﬁ;?ﬂ‘j“a‘mﬂﬂ[ﬂ) INDATNTALDY AR

TAAB 10:90 LAY 34:66

1
ol Al

HAAWS kNN wandnaawsnangn taedl Accuracy 97.92%, Precision Laz
Specificity 1.0 dMuFusivaasqndaya Naive Bayes Hilsz@nininmsesann lnad
Accuracy 97.69% & miLigadaya 34:66 Logistic Regression dilsz@ninntiasign Inad

¥

Accuracy LiNeN 54.86% &uiLigadnia 34:66

nsdsziiuna Muagwmsnlunisdszdiu laun Accuracy, Sensitivity,
Specificity, Precision, Matthews Correlation Coefficient (MCC) ka¥ Balanced

Classification Rate 1ag KNN § MCC g94a7 +0.9535 @ msugadasa 34:66

Tnaagil kNN luluwmandilsc@nininigalunisasiadunisdalnaluge

v

dld 1 ! o 1 | o a a 1 I
dayanianulianngs neguietsuuunantosiliulglsz@nininaesluinaas e

%

e
TIed

Ay Taeanzdmiugadaya 34:66 Logistic Regression Hilsz@nininilaangnlu
o ¥ a o 9 o v=] QI a dl [
N19AT9ATLgINTINAe N UAT lueuIAR fRTeiaualus AN RNLRNINELTY meta-
classifiers WA meta-learning approaches &14iun19danIsAiLdayailiannaat19uIn

PINDNNIIATIAADLNANITNULDIBNINFBEINIULILE)
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5.3 UNANNIRELTAY Comparative analysis of machine learning techniques

for credit card fraud detection: Dealing with imbalanced datasets

NQITRLTd G‘?Im Comparative analysis of machine learning techniques for
credit card fraud detection: Dealing with imbalanced datasets Tmel Vahid Sinap (Sinap,
2024) M’ﬁﬁmu@mmﬁﬂuLﬁﬂuﬂizﬁmﬁmwmmﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁumiﬁ‘ﬂui’mmm’?:@wmﬂﬂi:mw
lunnsasadunisdalnainsmsin 39809 Logistic Regression, Decision Trees, Random
Forest, XGBoost, Naive Bayes, K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN), as Support Vector
Machine (SVM)

a

Tneenuadeiigjaninlindymdeyanliannadafinainnisigsnssudeined
° b : a o - = = o A = a
uautesnd1genssnLnAuin dngussasdresnisAne uade i uNnee s idy
= a a o a KR = % dl [ ¥
wazifFaunaulssAnsnmresdanesnunisGauireaeseslunisniadunisdaing Ing
Fanan1uAaTdns9 9 1w Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1-Score, AUC, waz AUPRC

99:109N171E ROC curves Wag confusion matrices 1alsiRuAMNAIN1TDa9 AR

HaANS LA THnafAngn: Random Forest (RF) uaz K-Nearest Neighbors

(KNN) iilulananiilsc@nsninangn Inafin1 Accuracy 49014 97% Azunu AUC-ROC
LAz AUPRC: RF UaASNaANWSNAaTN4A W99 AUC-ROC waz AUPRC AagiAzuuY 0.97
LAY 0.98 ANNANR Tuanizi KNN Aflazuuuilndiasaiu ﬂmmwwu Naive Bayes &

Uss@nsnmiisfian Tnad Accuracy Wes 94% wazildasninlunisdanisiudenanld
\ y N

¥

auna wmATlafld Random Under-Sampling: 4 el fuannadeyagsnssuiiliauna

¥

Dimensionality Reduction waz Clustering: InAliA t-SNE Aaandfve BYAUAEN A

WiunguaegInssudeinsuazng ladaangea

Tnaagl s1uddaiinanelifiingd Random Forest hay KNN tuluinaidl

1
=

UszAnsningangalunismsadunisdainatinsasinlugadeyainlianns luanieh Naive

q

Bayes Huse@ninnilasndn

5.4 UNAIINIRYL5D9 Credit card fraud detection using the brown bear

optimization algorithm

914398389 Credit card fraud detection using the brown bear optimization

algorithm Tagl Shaymaa E. Sorour WazAtUE (Sorour WAZANLE, 2024) TAANEIIN1IMIIANL
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a [

n1raalnetingasanine’ld Brown Bear Optimization (BBO) Faudanesnuilasuus
ﬁum@lmmwq'ﬁm@m@wﬁai’fﬁma HANNATBAUNNIABNANAN LY (Feature
Selection, FS) ilauinszansninlunisasmadunisdelng Taeldgadeyainsinnisaann
UszmAnaanaian JngilszasdueanisAnmn mu’%ﬁﬂ‘ﬁa{qLﬁumiﬁmmﬁaﬂﬂ?ﬁu BBO uae
a¥aiilune FuluuanEandn Binary BBO (BBBO) Lﬁ@lﬂumuﬁﬂﬂ@mﬁﬂwmz (Feature
Selection) MAaaTasiuNIIAsIadUNFaTng wazFeufelssAnsnnaes BBBO fu
ﬁ@ﬂ@?‘ﬁumﬂﬁuﬂ@z@w%mw%uj \114 Binary Particle Swarm Optimization (BPSO) lag
Binary Grasshopper Optimization Algorithm (BGOA)

HAANEN 1A THia BBBO A11908AAWIBAMANHUENFaald a0 67%

o a

lusausfidanspanuusiugngeiis 91% BBBO Mifunasigadnwilenindanesfiuniniia
szAninanau I Tunanefadde wu ATAIINYNABY (Accuracy), ATASTNLEUEN
(Precision), ANN1238NN4aL (Recall), AP TN AT (F1-Score), FuTE&S ROC (AUC),
waz Kappa mAlARlE Feature Selection (FS) 14 FS Lﬁ'@@mﬁﬁmmimﬂmmzﬁﬁm
Audneouzildanilu Meta-heuristic algorithms: Wiauiflaufudaneifiuau 7 saud
BPSO, BGOA, Binary Harris Hawks Optimization (BHHO), Wa¥ Binary African Vultures
Optimization (BAVO) msﬁrauimmm%"m (Machine Learning) 1 SVM, k-NN Lag Xgb-tree
Wusaa1uun (classifiers) Tunasasaadunisdalng 4aagl BBBO wansliiiuig
AMANNsn luNNsanaauRuaneuyiag lianlssAnsnnlunisnsadunisdalng Ing

= o rdld = QI a a dl dl ¥
UNAANTNANINBANBINNNTANLILANTNINDU ] g

kT

5.5 UNAATNANEL3AI Imbalanced credit card fraud detection data: A solution

based on hybrid neural network and clustering-based undersampling technique

9113481389 Imbalanced credit card fraud detection data: A solution based
on hybrid neural network and clustering-based undersampling technique Tagl Huajie
Huang warAnie (Huang wavAnse, 2024) latnguedsnisludlunisnsaadunissalnaing

wshnlagldmatianisBauirasesauaznisaanisiuilyudeyalianna

a

[ o = -dl o as [ v L% -dld
Qﬁ]Qﬂ?S@Qﬂ"H@\?ﬂW?ﬂﬂ‘]ﬂ’] WNAWBNUIAEN19RIIRALNN928 INSLTRIIATARNE

dsz@ninninglddeyagonssuuazdayadiudiresdneting uitdyundeyalianna
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1 a v a a aal dl o vy
?Zﬁqqﬁﬁ?ﬂi‘i‘mﬂﬂﬁ]LLZ\]‘Zﬁqﬁ‘ﬂ??N'ﬁl@Iﬂ\? ‘1/]ﬁ@’ﬂﬂﬂ?&@‘ﬂﬁﬂqwmﬂﬂ’)ﬁﬂqi‘ﬂu’]L@H@Iﬂﬂi‘ﬁ‘ﬂ@ﬁﬂ@

1
a o

a3921N811AN3 TUT29N199LIALRY COVID-19 A8N19711LaUe Hybrid Neural Network

14 s ¥

(HNN): 1 Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) &115Uda8ag5n1754 WAL Back

u Q

Propagation Neural Network (BPNN) &1ufudayadqusaaesnaiing Clustering-based

¥

Undersampling (CBU): l4 K-means clustering [iaananuaudayaginssuilng liaunany

u Q

al

fayagInssnaalng NaansN s HNN-CUHIT Hilsz@nininangalunismsadunisdalng
TneifiAn F1-score g9ga#l 0.0572 fRsdounmunzanseninginssnilnsuargsnssudalng
A tal o 1 ¥ ! o o o 1 tal a a

Ag 1:1 naiuauanEueIud 5 Usznisuasdeyadiumizenetinsdeeiinyss@nsan

SN

Tnaagil 91deiluansiiiiud) HNN-CUHIT 8tlse@ntnangalunismsady

v o a o o v 1 v Yy Zj/
nisdelnatinaishnuazatnisndannisiulynndeyaliannalan Inanislddayanaann
gInssuLazdayadiusaenating saufumANA clustering-based undersampling 49

o o

Wnlsz@nsninlunisnsadunisaalnglaad19isd1Any

5.6 UNA2I1NARELTAY Digital payment fraud detection methods in digital ages

and Industry 4.0

MR L?l?N Digital payment fraud detection methods in digital ages and
Industry 4.0 Imel Guner, S. S., Celik, Y., & S6nmez, Y. (2022) (Chang wazmAtus, 2022)
Anmnngmsaadunisgeinelussuuinsz Ruaaiantalfiusunaesym Industry 4.0 Faudt
FLUUNNTRUREWRAUNDE19TIALEY LLﬁiﬂﬁuﬁmmL?legqﬁiﬂm@gﬂiwﬁmqimLU@?‘LL@zmaﬁ

281n4an19gInIsy

o

o o A = a a = 2
pnseasAnanaesupaniIsTauaulss@nnanaeslunanisFeug
YAILATAY bHIWA Logistic Regression (LR), k-Nearest Neighbors (KNN), Decision Tree
(DT) uaz Random Forest (RF) uugadayagsnssuaseniaouliannags (ganssudalng

e 1.21%) Tnasinmalladnnisdeyalianna i SMOTE (Oversampling), NearMiss

u q

a v

(Undersampling) #az PCA (aniidaya) unldsaniunisadeluma

ol

HANTINARBINLFT Random Forest THaansanga Inaanizileldsoniu

SMOTE waz PCA @4liiA1 AUROC g4019 0.976 Uaz Precision 0.928 3848411A8 Logistic
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Regression @411 AUROC 0.971 uaz Precision 0.927 ialddauriy PCA @914 KNN uae

Decision Tree Anaansandn Tne DT A1 AUROC singavi 0.902

nsdsnifiudss@nnmlumaldmssnuan lauwn AUROC, Precision, Recall
uwaz F1 Score Tnamudanisld PCA doeintlss@nsninaesniunaldetinadniau fiall
NUAAEAUD LU TFAN LW T UGUNNLRN 1Y Meta-Learning luaunas 1ivefuilariy

oyundeyaliaunaateiilsc@nsnintau
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v a ¥ a = 1% dl . . a o
falneluszuunisdu IneldinatiAn12Faus189LATEY (Machine Leaming) NeUauN19348

lasunisaanuuuetraiussuuielilinadwinilsz@ninangegalunisnaadunis
N 2 v o
201N InaNdUADUNANAIN:

1. AINIINNTTLIUNNTINE

2 mil,ﬁmqmqu%’m@ (Data Collection)

3 ﬂ’liﬁﬂi’)@ﬂjﬂyj@ (Exploratory Data Analysis: EDA)
4. nawisandasya (Data Preparation)
5

N198519KULAa89nenngal (Model Development)

1. AINFINABINTTUIUNNGIAE

Exploratory Data Feature PCA-SNE for
Data Collection and AP ; WED " Enon Visualization of Fraud
Preprocessing nalysis ( ) ngineering Distribution

Data Splitting
(Train/Validation/Test)

A S

Dat Handle Class Imbalance
ala Training Set (Oversampling/Undersampling )
Preprocessing Only trainset

Model
Development and

Tuning
l Test Set

Training Model

i

Model Evaluation

i

Posi-Processing
and Optimization

¥

Feedback Loop

Data Preprocessing

Deployment and Final Evaluation
Monitoring

ANUIENAL 8 LAANNIZLIUNITNINIULBIUULILANABS
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ANRLAA I U DT UARUN TN UA IS LNIW BN U TZ U UATIA UN178a 1N

n1en1sdulagldn1sEeuiaeLe3es (Machine Learing) Tnaanunsnadunausazdunay
. o uye X
AeiN9ALLAEIA b Aail:

Gl L4

1.1 NISENUSILTINLALLATUANTANA (Data Collection and Preprocessing)

u

v ¥ o

dupauusnluudsaiEuaInnsiusumNdayaangadeyanisngsnss:
a dl ¥ dj k% ¥ o
N1INMIRUAIANNAIN Kaggle Milsznaulildnsdayaganssuanuau 594,643 91an1s Inely

AU 98.79% HugInssnlnmuay 1.21% ugsnssuinilunisdalng wesanndayad

= ¥

Yo o A o a =* o ° . |
1@ U1 @N@@Eyﬁ’]ﬁlﬂﬁ‘@ﬂ]@@alj@NﬂW@ﬁﬁ AIABAINTINTITIATHN DA (Preprocessmg) (5132

a u

a

n1samn1sdananualy (Missing Values) n1sui ladeyafiianann (Data Cleaning) waz

U U

v o v ; o vy ' = o o £ ¥ =
n19nIiadeya (Encoding) ia lvdayass lustuiunmsnnsand niunisizausaeqrses

a

1.2 n’l'iam‘i’lzﬁ“flhgmﬁﬂdﬁ'u (Exploratory Data Analysis: EDA)

o

o = ¥ d’l ¥ 2 ¥ o a ca [ dl o
wasannsssaNdayaiiassiu §3delaivinnnstimoidednaiveaiiaaiy
¥ o o ¥ 1 o 1 dl A a
v ladnernizninsyaneiazeddeya W n19dnaaA et Auulslau uazAialng
209INITN FINNIAATIZUANANNUTVRIAUAN HOUEANa ] Wine i udayaaiuayuly

nsfnAnlaasneiliaeslud (Feature Engineering)

1.3 msﬂ%’wqmﬁ’nwmﬂmi (Feature Engineering)

o o a

o2 v o/ QI a 1 o all dl ¥ o ¥
qj"J ﬂﬂqLu‘Hﬂq?@?’]\ijLLﬂ?LWNLmN Lriid @Wuf)uﬁqi‘m?ﬁ‘m‘qs\mLﬂ?;l'mﬂ\‘m‘]_l@ﬂm
FUAT YA AUAT UAZTINUBIAIUIUNEY (customer_total_trans, merchant_total_trans,
category_total_trans, Wa¥ amount_thresh_total_trans) wazai1asiquilsidang

(Categorical Variables) tadqaliluinaaunsnszyuazusnuezgluuugsnssudalnelan

a &
ENUU

L

1.4 n1samilAUaya (Dimensionality Reduction) gl PCA Waz t-SNE

o

:// d” v ¥ a aa vy ¥ U . .
Tudunauil fasuldmatianisanifdaya lfun Principal Component

a

Analysis (PCA) wag t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) iia3tAsnzy

a o

TegngaadnEuznIINszatsuesdaya Inaidngiscasduaniierinaaudnla pattern 189

v

1aya INELANITNITUENNANITNINEINTINUNR (non-fraud) Uazganssuaalng (fraud)
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MATA PCA daaananuiuiinresdayass nadensinmiaseaineddnyldla

TugilaasesAilsznaunan (Principal Components) NiaguneAnuulstlsuaasdays dou t-

SNE lumatiauuuliidadunidunisesldtsanuduiusaasqadayanad Indiuluiifig

u

Tiag Inanuludfan Gamunzdmsunisugaasnaansmizngy (clusters) Ndudau nsld

PCA uay t-SNE lunnsidaiiidngilszasdiie waninisnszatanasdayaluidann
(visualization) Taelaldgninlldlaamsalunszuauntsiiniuing vistiivaaiuayuni i
Feature Engineering wazn19anquuanislunisiaaniuinauazdsnisannistaya ludunay

sl

1.5 n1suListaya (Data Splitting)

o 1

Tudupauil fasauisgadayasaniiusasdounanaensdnian laun gadaya

[ [

A mfunisiiniuima (Training Set) uazgadayagmiunismaaauilss@nsnan (Test Set)
Tnadidhdonaasdayagatnyindy 70% uazganaaeauviniy 30% wanainid fidadaldas
Stratified Sampling e uuladndndauszndnegenssnlnfuazganssudainluusiazgn
v a - e o -

fayaipuannavdaudayanuaii el inauadindaenalunisdssiiiu
Usz@nsnmluwma wavilasiuilyyuining Overfitting fRaulainmaiia Cross Validation

[ o o

Wiy 5-Fold N ldiugadayadiusunisiniuwma (Training Set) Inedsliazdaniloziiin

a

v =

13 ANTNININIAADENNTALANULAZH A NUN TR D NN E9TI
1.6 ﬂﬂiﬁﬂﬂﬁiﬁ'ﬂg@lﬂﬂuﬁ‘]@ (Handling Class Imbalance)

Ravlddnnistayundeyaniinannldannadaamaiiasig o laud nasld

Oversampling (SMOTE) Lﬁuﬁmquﬁ;a‘mméﬂim, NNl Undersampling (Tomek Links)

Y
aa o v

pry ¥ = o . PR 1% = P
Weandayagsnasnlnangd1deu s9aunen19Usu Class Weight 284Tninga ivalinisiEeuii

ANHANARTENINNANTAYANINTL

1.7 mMaNmRILazUdsuLmALULaIaad (Model Development and Tuning)

v o

uisaniandeyaFaufenuds e ldahelunanisfoudaesias 533
1oun XGBoost, Random Forest, CatBoost, LightGBM waz Logistic Regression TneuAaY
TuinagnimufaeAannsfiuansaeiu 1dun: Baseline Model lddayasuariulaglifing
dansmnuliannavasdiaya Adjust Class Weight Usuminaesnanaluluing (Class

Weight) Undersampling 1435 Tomek Links iiaaadayadoulng Oversampling: 1475
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SMOTE wWawindayadoutios Hybrid Sampling: HaN9¥1319 Oversampling WAy

4
o o

. ISR o o ' a '3 ! ] aa .
Undersampling ¥anannid JIae N3 USLuEN NN IR aTIauAaL TNIAAKIWAE Grid

a

ol

Search {N@AUMNIINHABTTIATIEN

1.8 n1sUszinulssansn waasluiaa (Model Evaluation)

[ %

1348149519 Cross Validation (5-Fold) Tudusaunisidniunaiieilszidu
1sz@nsninaasininalaneldinasst AUC-ROC, Precision, Recall, Was F1-Score wNadn

dsz@nsnmlunismsaduganssudalngluaniunisninanasige

1.9 mMsAsEANNIAIaIRILLlsA2E SHAP Analysis

o

udsanlalinanangaudan gadalainmeiin SHAP (SHapley Additive

exPlanations) N1l a3 A1z ikaZaT LN WAAL AL sd9NaAan1IN W sUealNIn S

o o ]

ae14ls Tetaenn A g laisaneean1IineIutelin g LazANNENATdNANSI U6

= el o v
@5‘1/‘]L@@‘J‘V]N[F]@ﬂ’]ﬁ‘l?lﬁ"l@@ﬂﬁ?ﬂ??ﬂ@‘ﬂiﬂ\i
1.10 n’l'iﬂ‘}J‘Llﬂ‘gdLLaztﬁuﬂ‘izaﬂ%n’lw (Post-Processing and Optimization)

TnanlasunnstsziinudsasgnilfuusdainiEa i n1315u Threshold Tu

1 |
= =)

nnsauungnesnlinunzanngn iainysc@nsnannisldaiuasa Iae Threshold Aae
= 1 ' A Yo a ! g A |dI o ' agll 1 ¥
Tauntiapanntitazsiunldindudngsnssndudalnavisell aanisdfuditazdon launsn

AILIANANARTZUINNIAIIAALNNIEE INILAZNNTAANTLALABURANA A 6T

1.11 nsildlduazn1simmuea (Deployment and Monitoring)

o

Tumaniilse@ninmgegaazgnin lllduluannuwindanase uazgidaas
k4 1

ANLUNRAAN LAY IR uNAT e a0 NalFuudladn Tumagaauisa e wlaasinal

srAnsnniialaaaniunisaiasuudagllluaunam

1.12 n1sUszidiunatugaving (Final Evaluation)

[ %

gavine gadaazaglualsc@ninanaasluinandsannilainluldeuass
dl % ul/ 1 = 1 o o % 6 1 ¥
e lisiuladnlumaiimanuusiugn lunsnsaadugenssuae insuasiulsylamisianaslde

asluszuusialll

LEBNNLUTZNELT 7 LaRINITLAUNIREWN THAN T FHUiIa AT A UFL

cY

v v
N19RI9AaUN199aIne ATELARNYNTUABUAILANITALTILTINTaY A N19TATITYdaLA
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e n1sdnnisiuanuliannaasdays nsimunTuna ilaudanisinlldsyeansld

AN NI AR ANAT

[~ .
2. m'a‘l,nu'a"m'a"m“fl"aga (Data Collection)

v |
o )

TURAALLINTBINIIIAUABNITIILIINTAYAFINTINNWNNTRUANUMAN T BT A ley
Tmiﬁﬁmm%gmm Kaggle (https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/ealaxi/banksim1) un 1l

o o v ¥ d” v ?/ Q” dld
NNINRNUITELUAFIRALNNTAR NS ‘Qﬂﬂﬂﬂ;{@uﬂ‘J“éﬁﬂ@‘i_IWJEh;?ﬂﬁ‘?NV]\‘]@u 594,643 7712IN19NYN

AUANHOIEANATY 10 senng dnsuzisunasiayaraiaonliannage Tnagenssuilngd

AU 587,443 91810119 (98.79%) UtueNgInssnaelnedliiien 7,200 $18n19 (1.21%)

P9 1 BAMNIRAIBEARaLL ey agINsINdMILNITAATIzIiNNISaTng

a o o > o a >
daniaas szinnaaya AREUNEUDYA
step int64 JUNINAgINgsN AisuNA 180 Ju
customer object IWAYNAT: TUFUAIY "C" ATHAIELLAT 10

o

NAN 394 4,109 9181lu dataset

age int64 nguaneresgnAkLiveantiy 7 Uszian
eun
0: angtiagingn 18 1,
1: 81895979 19 D9 25 1,

L 8892199 26 T8 35 1,

=

L B1EIENIN 36 D 45

=22

L AN89EUIN 46 D8 55

o A~ W N

: 889NN 56 D 65 1,
6: 818N1NNIN 65 T,

U: Tdmanuang

gender object mem@uﬂﬁﬁ F: LWﬁm@ﬂ M: WAt E:

Enterprise U: linsnuina

4

zipcodeOri string 9 il swlitessiunig (Negaasgnen)
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FaWiaas dszinniaya ANRBLNETAYS
merchant object 59428951161 (ID)
zipMerchant string svia ld serileaaFnuAn
category object UNIAUYVBIAUAT
amount float64 AMUIBRUIUNI9§9N 99N
. » 3 .
fraud int64 Foudsuluuanuansdngenssuiiunig

aalna (1) vizaluaalng (0)

3. n’li'ﬁﬁ‘mﬂ‘fﬂga (Exploratory Data Analysis: EDA)

TURDUTANIABNITNINITA199aUALALAT TYiTaYaLlas6U (Exploratory Data
Analysis: EDA) ianinaanidnlalaseadrevesdeya nisnszatasaaesganssuluusias
Uszinm uazpmagaunuaneuslanalanadesiun1sgaing Wy AvuduRusIzndng

c 1 a

A a
amount WA fraud ¥TBN1TLATIZUAINALN

a

5 (Outliers) “Lm?’mg@ mmm@wummiﬂmm
U dl aa o 1 ¥ 1 o

193983a (Imbalanced Data) #gsnssnlnANaUIUNINNdIgINsTndalniatindmian 1y

fladadnAyifesituIfiatsun alaandnatiafmanzanlunsudiloym e nsdfu

annaiayn uazwrNnFanguiin1awmu s ludunauda bl
3.1 NISASIARAUAMUNINTDYA

nismsaagaununIndeyaunszuaunisdidn lunisezandaya (Data

Preparation) tWaliduladndayaiinaiugnees anysal uazimnizassanisin llldanuly
a o A v o Y d” aa 1

nsanazivzeainilung Tnaluindeliazasaungunisnsaaseulunaaiif 1iu Ay

ATUNIU AYINANNANE ANANUAANNA LWATANNYNABI U TRLA

M1374 3 a7Ln1IRgIadaLANINTBITRYA

MUANISATIAHDL F18ALLAUANITASIARAL NARNY

Missing Data praadaudnlaaandlantavnely ldfiA1919 (Missing

visaly Data = 0%)

2

. o S35 o Ay Ny 435 o
Duplicate Data R YA NP RENITEATS LTk G (AP LYNFY LI,llLI"II@E;IJZ\]‘V]GI]’] U
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Walan1TnsIadal FARLIAAANITASTIARAL N@ﬁWVf

(Duplicates = 0 k1)

Outliers ANUIARALNG lWARANY amount WU Outliers a119 W
Ime’l 1QR (Interquartile Range) 25,781 318119 (A1AN
N41 -29.46 LAZFININ

85.74)

AHANIAANKATEY  M999@aLU1E (age) NAaLduAalaa Wud1 age HAluy

¥

12y (Consistency) wazFad liAnAL TAAIIN AU

718 n13814a Ly

D

ANURANKA LU 817

AAAL

ANNANIIANBTRITaNs RmIdaaeuAedNddanc N 11y laudasdamanurianue

(Uniformity) customer, gender WA category WaR 1 du R uWLan
= o o a & = 1%
gﬂLLummmm (MAWHNLAN) (lowercase) L3g1UTRY
b2
LLAN
LA L an , \ , dl ,
AR I ANmNe AaadauAINldlAa NN wu tdwu AP lyq
(Irrelevant Data) "unknown" 138 "-" mqwmﬂumiﬂgm

nInszaefaedaya  FA99AARLNIINITANEA989ABANY  amount HN19NTEAnY

(Distribution) LA 11 amount wae step laald  faldanna Inawuen
Histogram LLaZ Boxplot Hadnfgegad
8,329.96

nangaaauann ndeyauduseudiAnylunszuaunisady e liiuladn

¥

o 9y v - — = & - LA A
mmﬂamhummqﬂmmummmm ANAMMHNAAIALARNBUNDIAUNATL LLASLNNAINNUILTRND

IAIHANITIATIZLAZN1TaT NG



41

3.2 mMsiAssidayaddisiauazaNdNNUETaIRulsiuNIsaalng

nsaAzvidayadednsaiiuduneudrAnylunisinandilagluuudesya

[ % o

waztfadenduiusiunisdaTnenienisiu gadulavminisiirazianuduiussendnayann
9IN9IN ANWULIIGNAT wATUIzINNIBIgINTIN NUANMRESAANITAANTIZaINY 1D

i hlgnsimuntumaniilsy@nsnnsialyl
3.2.1 MIBAIILHNIINILAFITBIR IR

AN Histogram wansiindnanuanitudaulungjedlugdesdangn 1,000

\ 4. 4 i , Y = o
o lurneNAaat (Mean: 37.90) WATNEEFIY (Median: 26.90) ALNDUNNNITNTZANLUN

'
= 1

1191 (Right-skewed) aginedinian wanaintidany Outliers Tugaaigendn 10,000 uilag @

8181 UANTINANAALNATBIGINITHLNTIEINTT

Distribution of Transaction Amounts

0.0200 Mean; 37.90

Median: 26.90
0.0175

0.0150
0.0125

0.0100

Density

0.0075
0.0050

0.0025

50 100 150 200
Amount

0.0000
0

nnsEnay 9 uamaNIINITAEFNTada Nt U NN TN

322 m:“?jmmw‘wqam@mmﬂ%@"mmuﬂ@ﬁﬂmqﬂ@xmmmm{

WEBANWEAIAN TEansILRAE (average expenditure) AWUNAN 3 1Ay

v !

wudnwaniei A ldanageqn (39 wiat), nquengieandn 18 I Anasldanannign (46

a

\ . 5
PU0E), LAZUNIATIBANYT (travel) WAl

I 12

"agengaatinaiuladn (2,250) Ausaadunun

N3 (leisure) kazNWI (sports&toys) N nillduansnguidnisldanagegn (Biggest

v

Spenders) IngfFaumauatldana@fan1nd a1g uasuIAnlAudA1/u3ng 1ie

a
1 |

a P o ) T L oA A ) Y 1y
QLﬂ?’]:‘w‘wqMﬂﬁﬂ\lﬂ’]’a‘%@’mﬁlulmaxﬂ@lm sﬁ@mﬁﬂiuﬂﬁ??:ﬁuﬂ@qmmﬂﬂqqmL@ﬂﬂm’ﬂﬂq?'ﬂﬂtﬂ\ﬂm
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Biggest Spenders

average expenditure ($)

Gender Age

Category

transportation | 26
food || 37
barsandrestaurants [| 43
contents || a8
nyper || 45
wellnessandueauty [J] &5
fashion [J] 5
tech [ 120
teaitn [ 133
atherservices [JJJ 135
home [l 155
rateiservices [ 205
sportsandtoys [ 213
teisure [ o2

E r' 0 500 1000 1500 2000

Awilsznal 10 kaman1seIzinig danslnsaas

3.2.3 AnNdNRusIzuIyaAIgInssniuleanianiaiadalng

1 v 1 v
1aN14n17170A fraud NTUBLINTALRUATNATUIURUN T8 Z9T1

u

Ineianiz g9 500-1,000 wlusull Feldnsinisgalnanauna 1% warAeNiiaaN LRy
(i 2,000 Al

Fraud probability increases with the increase of spent amount

Fraud P for A t Tl

Fraud Percentage

& e &
S & # @ﬁ f? @éfs@ &

Amount Threshold

&,

Andsznay 11 aAIAMNANAUTITUING da9a1uauRuildans (Amount Threshold) A

wafidusnisaelng (Fraud Percentage)

TunAazda9a1uquEu (Amount Threshold) Taenuqnlaanuqu@ui g

a

1 v v 1 14
ANUIANTU ARdIua89 99N991 Fraud (RU1RY) Huuolduiisauatnedaan Inaaniy
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1ug9 500-1,000 uswly FeuanateANdNNUS Iz rI19a uuRUR lEaafuTan1anis

WA Fraud

Fraud probability increases with the increase of spent amount
Fraud Percentage for Amount Thresholds

Transaction
B No Fraud
m Fraud

=3000

2500-3000

2000-2500

1500-2000

1000-1500

AMount Inresnoia

500-1000

0-500

2

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent%

nnilsznay 12 uansdndauaed §3n9suiily Fraud waz Non-Fraud

%

3.2.4 MawIpiAnErgNAIRgINIsNdalng

v
Y o IS =

wudrandayagnAianuaniganssudalng (1,483 91e) {09 71.3%

a

snssuanlnaniInndn 1 918013 uarHNe 28.7% (426 9181) NHFINIT

L
= ¥ Y & ' dl' = v a 43 £ o o o o dl
At deviauliifininNatinisaalnanadiy HNIENINNAZNIENITN ga1ilu

¥ =

o o dl 1 o o v vl a a al g
ayad Aty luntseaniuuszuuAgadukazlasiunisgaing sy Ansnnesau
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Distribution of Customers with Single vs Multiple Fraud Transactions

W= ] Fraud: 426 (28.7%) 2+ Frauds: 1057 (71.3%)

¥ ¥

o dld v o dlal
nwiszney 12 uaneniInszansfituesgnAniganssndalng InsauuniugnAns
g9nssndalnaneNAfaRen uazgnANgINsINdalnInanaAsy

N3 uanIAINDURIgINTINANI98aTNY (Fraud) wazliidalng (Non-
Fraud) lnganuunaixgenldanaiiugeangu:ainan $250 (@8A0): ganssulddeTnadanuou
1IN0 585,837 918n13 lwanszigansandalnadlines 2,783 91819 gandn $250 (Rinv):
o ] U QI -él o = % = o ]
Andourasganssudalnaiiadudaau Tnadiganssudalng 1,091 1an1s Wauiuginssu

3219 4,417 318m13 A nnaanmnaglladn antiiaztlulunisfia Fraud Winawie
e ldaneiu $250

3.2.5 ANANNUSITNdNlssinngenesniuenIIn1sdalng

Fraud above and below $250/transaction
higher fraud probability above $250
above $250 below $250

3,417 585,837

Frequency

2.783
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nnilsEnau 13 LAAIAINTITEY §9N3791 Fraud uaz Non-Fraud Nanuunsny aesldanesi
N91uATgINIn $250

A ¥ =X

WUSUNA F wsagnle Harusuginssnlidalnegeangans 319,807

IEN1T TIAINIABINA M WIRHTNENN 265,950 918N19 AUNWA E viIangui lisvyinal

W 1,171 318119 £ 1M3UNIAN9 LA INTINEA TN WLFNWA F HANuIugengai

Do ol

4,758 91213 W30 AALTW 66.1% 18959N7918 ININIUNA AULAWA M H 2,435 318019
WATIWA E HA1uauagatives 7 318013 aandayasinanaaiunnailladngsnssudalng
o

AnTuNINIUNguNA F uaz M Inaianiznguine F Adauiugsnssusalnegaignasng

TALALS

Fraud Transactions for Gender
Not Fraud Fraud

E 1171 ET

| _num | _4 .
M _Zlﬁ ) M -
0

435
1000 2000 3000 4000

] 50000 100000 150000 200000 250000 300000

most frauds happen to females (66.1%}

nilszney 14 uanIANDe95INIINERINS (Fraud) uazlidalng (Non-Fraud) Tns

AVLUNANNINA (Gender)

WLINGNDNE 26 - 45 T (F2981g 2 - 4) ungunAgInsangaNgAruLL

q

galnsuarlidalng Inaanizdaseny 2 Geliganssndalnegaigai 2,344 918019 uae

ganssnlidalnigena 184,802 :18n19 Tumnemsariudan nguene 0 uaz 7 HauugInss

aastlszinnenngn andayaiid liiuiinguany 26 - 45 Tidunguidanuidassianis

galneunniign
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Fraud Transactions for Age
Not Fraud Fraud

o IZ 404 0 Ida

145,203

107,615

most frauds happen to people between 26 and 45 years old

nwilszneu 15 uaneANDLedgINssuiianisgalng (Fraud) uazlsigalng (Not Fraud)

Tmﬂﬁmuﬂmumﬁumﬂ (Age)

14
naHuamalefidusaenisaaing (Fraud Percentage) luwaazilszinn

dll a I ¥ t=ll [ ISP S
VBANGINTTH (Category) LW@]QLﬂﬁ"]t‘MLLu’Jtuﬂ\lLL@%@QWNL@HQIU‘MNQ@“H&]’N i PN daAUNL

—

1. dszinnidnisdainegeiige laun Leisure Aulafifusinnsdalnagaia

¥

95.0% ua Travel 8gfl 79.4% daiflunnannyisednssfudumm

2. unoanynAnsdalneluszauiliunans laun Sports and Toys (49.5%),

Hotel Services (31.4%) waz Other Services (25.0%)

3. wuaanynanisdelnesananuse lidiae 1aun Contents, Food, uay
Transportation N ldAn124alnaiae (0.0%) 39404 Fashion (1.8%) wae Bars and

Restaurants (1.9%)
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Fraud Percentage by Category

Analysis of fraud likelihood across different transaction categories

contents 0.0%
food 0.0%
transportation 0.0%
fashion = 1.8%
barsandrestaurants ~ 1.9%
hyper 4.6%
wellnessandbeauty 4.8%

tech 6.7%

Category

health 10.5%
home 15.2%
otherservices 25.0%
hotelservices 31.4%

travel

0.0% 20.0% 40.0% 60.0% 80.0% 100.0%

79.4%

Fraud Percentage

nwisenay 16 uanaasidusmainisaning (Fraud Percentage) wenmulssinnans

77N774 (Category)

% ds/ 278 |dl nll % o [ 1 1
mﬂm@g@ummmag‘ﬂimmmwu‘wmmmﬂ\muma‘wnm@u (51 3%

u
14

Leisure 4az Travel Hpd1nidesianisdelnegean luansivuaangiugu iU Food kay

. = A o A P
Transportation Apudaarviselddae

4. nﬁ‘imfi'ﬂuﬁl’aga (Data Preparation)

1%

= ¥ a o dgld rd‘ o ¥
nezuunIsmTeNdeyaluudsuindnglsrasdined sud paauninaesdaya

q

wazvinlddayamuzangmsunisainalumanisizaufuasiases (Machine Learning) Tne

[ 1%

wtiaaanlud R A AT AT

o

4.1 memfa"mﬂauLLazv‘hﬂfa'mﬂzmmﬁ'aga (Data Cleaning)

1. nsaunaaNyn ldalu: Aaa zipcodeOri wax zipMerchant gnatl

IS4

asannidayandndounay ldiinanianlunisiaszd

2. Aannsdayaniang: audnuseiiaw 1y ' aaniaas customer, age,

' |
a o

gender WaE category Lﬁ'ﬂqummzﬁmL@N@mm%H@
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'
Al

3. dfuAnlianmnanua: Ay U luWaes gender gnav wazAinng bl

%

Tuiaas age gnunuiisaeAn 7 Seunnens "linsuang”

o = 3 4 o ¥ dl 1 dl %
4. NIINIANNALAANLADT category: AUATUINUN es_ lum@uuqmm Wwali

¥

ayaRANTARUIAZIFaNIAATIET
4.2 n19mgIad@aU Missing Values

wasaINnIgAgagaunLdn il A el (Missing Values = 0%) lutadasya

M lFldandusaaiuaAvirallsuLA lugawil
4.3 n1gann1sANAUNR (Outliers)

1. n13ld IQR Method: Wiaas amount gnmsaageuminlng tnald Q1 =

i
=

13.74, Q3 = 42.54 Ua¥ IQR = 28.80 ATIagjWantdos -29.46 D4 85.74 gndandnilu Outliers

2. WU Outliers A4 25,781 318019 ArdaLnAluWaes amount gnifu’ld

'
¥ o ¥

d‘ o o o dl =
Lummﬂm@Lﬂu@ﬂwm:mmymmmm@\mumm‘ﬂim
4.4 msasanliaasiud (Feature Engineering)

1. @519 1a8F customer_total_trans, merchant_total_trans,
category_total_trans, bag amount_thresh_total_trans Lﬁﬂmeﬁ’]uﬁuﬁ;ﬁ‘m‘ﬁ‘uﬁLﬁmﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁ/‘]_l

% %

gNA FIUAN YHIANYFUAT KATTINTBIATUIURY

2. W ID 4 mFUNGNFNG 9 11U customer_ID, merchant_ID, category_ID,

uaz amount_thresh_ID adaelunisimeniendayauazanmnududa

3. m§WGWL@@§age_total_trans IWaE gender_total_trans WALAAIRNUIY

GINTINTINANNGUDELATLINA

4. wilaaw m@'ﬁ’]mu@?m?u 11 merchant_total_trans, age_total_trans Wi
% ° > A A PR -
ANTRLNS (% mﬂﬁ'ﬂ’]u’)uﬁﬁ‘ﬂ?ﬁd%ﬁﬁ&lﬂ) L‘W‘ﬂLWNﬂ’J’]ﬁJ@’]M’]?ﬂiMﬂ’]?Lﬂ?‘HUL‘WF;I‘LIWL@T’J? RS
o o/ 'y 1 %

g lilupaidnlapnud Ay durinsaeusazngy 1 gnANNNEangINIINgI1AlAN

o o £
@epanT99a lnaNnnau
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5. N1aF196aLLls amount_thresh: wiU9a1WIREY (amount) @BNLTWT i

0-500, 500-1000, >3000 tWatdaelilunaauIndauANIz89gsNIInlaATY doaanAN

o Y

¥ a o 1 = ¥ a ! 1 ' yddgj
LTAULNADLALTNAIILAY LLZ\]%T']E]SL‘&INL@@Li‘ﬂquﬂﬁ]ﬂﬁ‘NIﬂ‘ﬁ’NH@ﬂ’]ﬁl’N ﬂiﬂﬁ‘ﬂu

A1379 4 TeaziRenTeeweFudunern1sas19Naes (Feature Engineering)

Faniaas FIUALLAEA szian ANREUNE
¥
LI
u
customer_total_trans ATUIUFINTINTIN it ATUIUAINNIFTULA1UIY
UBIGNANUFIAZINE §INITNVNUATIGNAI
customer_ID siATR9gNAUAAY  int sagnANgnaisuulu
o . .
378l \NRIELUARTYNAT
merchant_total_trans ANUIUGINITNIIN  int ATUILAINNITULANUIY
% 4 ] 1 dl ] % v o
SN RN §INITUNUAATIIUAINY
merchant_ID arefuAwsas  int siaFusngnafiaaulug
\ = i P Py
TN \NRsELUAREFIUAY
category._total_trans AUIUFINTINIIN it ANUITUAINNITULATUIY
VBILANZVNIAWY 99N 970 lULAATUNIANY
AuPn AuPn
category_ID IWAIIMNIAYMY it sANNIANYNgNaFIvaY
AuPn Tl
amount_thresh_total_trans ~ A1UUgINTININ int ATUAIUAINNIFULA1UIY
ANNTNUBINTUIL ELEEIAI L L ERETGR
K ANUIURY
o 1 o . o -dl % dg/ 1 -dl
amount_thresh_ID IWAVBITINAIUIUY  int sWangnas1Iaaulusiin
K WNULARZ TN UBIANUILEY
age_total_trans AUIUFINTINIIN it ATUIUAINNIFULA1UIY
ANNNANBNE) ganssulusaznguene
gender_total_trans ANUIUGINITNTIN  int ATUAIUAINNIFULA1UIY

FINHLNA

gangaN luUAATINA
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FaWiand FaazLan lgzinn ANBELNE
Taya
merchant_total_trans fadouaasanuaun  float AN W a2 Aa1n
(weight) ﬁq?ﬂ??mﬂﬁmﬁﬁ (merchant_total_trans /
FRANUIUGINTTH @i’f]muq@mmﬁ”wum) *
v?wm(%) 100
category_total_trans InE112899 U float A 1% 90 A 1N
(weight) §INTTHUDY (category_total_trans /
UNIAYYAUAGI fﬁﬁuquq@mm%\mum) *
ANUIUGINITH 100
z\‘mm(%)
amount_thresh_total_trans  #ag21a99a7101  float A1 U 92U A 1N
(weight) ﬁq?m‘ﬁmmmﬁ%‘i (amount_thresh_total_trans
ANUIBRUFARAUIU / A1UIUFIN FsuTan M) *
qiﬂiiuﬁ“\mm (%) 100
age_total_trans (weight) ~ @nduT8sAL  float A1 W 20 a1n
ganssuluusazngu (age_total_trans / A1
B7EFABANUIY ﬁ;‘j‘ﬂ??ﬁ\l%ﬂﬂum) *100
qimiuﬁ”wm (%)
gender _total_trans {AdIUL8991U  float A1 U 92U A 1N
(weight) gangaN luuAfTINA (gender_total_trans /
FAAAIUIUGINTTH ﬁﬂuquﬁq@ﬂﬁm%\mum) .
ﬁ”wm(%) 100
age IUANANDE int pnulagannAtang s
gender IUALNA int wagAraninAlA N W
PRl M=1,F=2,U=3
category IWANNIAYYAUAT  int pnutasannuu Ay A uen

AN
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Faiaas FEazL1RA lszinan ANRELNE
Taya
amount_thresh IWAVBITINAUIUY  int 2NUUAIA NI UIUEY
U LA
fraud ANUTFINTTN int g9n99u: 0=1n7, 1=dalns
age_0, age_1, ... One-Hot Encoding int 14 One-Hot Encoding L‘ﬁlﬂ
VBINGNANE) UWNRANGNENY
gender_0, gender_1, ...  One-Hot Encoding int 4 One-Hot Encoding L‘ﬁlﬂ
YRILNA LNUAILNA
category_0, category_1,  One-Hot Encoding int 14 One-Hot Encoding L‘ﬁlﬂ
YBINNIAUYRUAN UNUANMNIANERUAN
amount_thresh_0, One-Hot Encoding  int 14 One-Hot Encoding i
amount_thresh_1, ... PAITINATUIURU UNUANTNAUIURY

45 M5IATIERANNANNUTURINLARS (Correlation Analysis)

v o

1AIANTY1 Feature engineering L@3AlFaILfas LAY §A4tAzYIIN199LATIEN

ANHANNUTUBILAAY Feature Iaelaan 10 Winafnl A uduwusiudqandsulinune
(fraud) 8nNgAaaNNININITIATHNeANE gL uLLA NN US sz udnesausuas 14

dudayalunisimuilung
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Correlation Matrix of Top 10 Features Related to Fraud
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= rdld o ) o % o dld o v oA
1. WwasnuAuduAusidsuaniunisaalng: saulsniaoudunusidsuan

\‘]’e‘gﬁiﬁqﬂ N amount (0.49), amount_thresh_2 (0.44), Waz amount_thresh (0.40) TIAIU

L

D_

1 o o = | = '

endaeiuanuInEulun1singanssn uanliiindnganssunlyaAgeanatANNIA LS

u a

=

n198alnININN9N

o o

= o‘d‘d e a o ¥ o
2. Waasnipndunusiieaunun1saaing: Aquds amount_thresh_1 wag

amount_thresh_total_trans (i9##A -0.52) HANANAUSINALAIGA T981919Td19an 99N

Ao =R =
NH ﬂﬂmzmﬂ’ﬁuﬁ\lﬂﬂuﬁ;?ﬂﬁ‘?ﬂﬂﬂﬁl

3. Multicollinearity: HAa INANWUEgeszudnamautsunag 11u
amount_thresh_1 fiu amount_thresh_total_trans (1.00) ba¥ category_total_trans Ay

category_13 (1.00) T9anadanasatlsz@ansninaeslunaidad

4. pNANATY 9L NgInaTN: Aaulsiszinm category HANANAUS
srauunaneiunisselng 1 category_11 (0.36) Lae category_14 (0.25) @quans Ly

Windnlszinngsnssnusdssinniiaudassiantsdaineninndiszinnay

a c o o ¢ ' = o Y @ dl
N@ﬂ’]?flLﬂﬁ‘q:iﬂﬂ’)’]ll@iuwuﬁ‘izﬂqqﬂwL@‘ﬂ?LL@ﬂ\?IﬂLﬁuﬂﬁyﬂ’]L?@ﬂ

o K

Multicollinearity aatiugRasauaanldluing Tree-based iuvanivadnnisiuiloymiitasng

a

NV ENMIAREY

4.6 ﬂ’]%"AJLﬂﬁ"ltﬁﬂ”lﬁ‘ﬂ‘izﬂ’]ﬂ"ll’ﬂd Fraud m28l PCA Wag t-SNE

Fraud Spread over the First 2 Principal Components Fraud Spread over the t-SNE Components
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£ p ® @ oy 00D oy, - 50
™ @ ay Bz, o
qlbn: o
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b %w)oo °
o

o -150
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0 10 20 30 a0 50 60 70 80 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150
Principal Component 1 (PC1) t-SNE Component 1

nwidsznau 19 ﬂqﬁ‘Lﬂ?‘ﬂULﬁﬁlUﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬁ‘z'ﬂﬁﬂm'ﬂﬂ Fraud Aqgl PCA Uag t-SNE
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[ %

AdunFaunauniInszanafaaedgInesn fraud (Ama4) uaz non-fraud (&

199) AagnATiA PCA (118) waz t-SNE (191) aInNRAanI1s9sAsIeinuan t-SNE mmmmﬂﬂ@:u
£

daya fraud #8NA1N non-fraud lAdALaUNIT PCA atiamiuladn vinligadaaunsnidila

a

AnmnizNITNIzANafresdayauazguNun TR lnansadun1sdalnelaasnei

1ss@ANTNINHINTU

PCA: Explained Variance by Component

; 100,0%
100 4 98.4%

80

Use 4 components
to explain >80%
of variance

60

40

Explained Variance (%)

o
20 4 20.2% 19.9% 19.8%

1 2 3 4 5
Principal Component

—8— Cumulative Explained Variance Explained Variance

Andsznau 20 wansanLlsUsauiesunels (Explained Variance)

anNNTIATzinenAtia PCA TngasAtsznauuan (Principal Component)

7l 1 edunsamuLlnleldgegat 38.5% mudanesdilazneud 2 - 5 Sseduneld 20.2%,

19.9%, 19.8% UAZ 1.6% ANAFL [HafiansaunAuuLlssuazan (duduag) wudndas

7 4 aeAdsznavusnasazeduigmanuwlsdsanlsnu 80% (98.4%) #aufludnin el

N m3gu (Eudez@izen) ﬂi’ﬂ;ﬂ@ﬁsﬁamﬁumummﬁLmﬂm‘ PCA Tun1sanuunngs fraud
o o A

RdaaTaaldNe 2 agAlsznausndiasuia A Nlslsulines 58.7% Faanatilu

wisEanvinlinsuenngudaya fraud uaz non-fraud fae PCA Tildniaumeuiy +-SNE
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4.7 nsuastayaunInuy (Categorical Transformation)

1. ?\Iwa{umwaﬂ' \I gender, age, category, kAT amount_thresh gnuLlas

Tiaglugtuunnlumaainnsniseunana ladng

2. maulasulszinndaya Wiaas age gnuilasannilszinm object 1w float

U

Wiaas gender gnidnsialusiiiluangdaiaa (1: Male, 2: Female, 3: Missing)

4.8 nﬁsﬁmnﬁsﬁﬂgaﬁ‘ls\iﬂum (Handling Imbalanced Data)

Q
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o 1 =< 2 o

ToyvnddnyacireuiangidenulunisnsadunisdelnanianisRunaies
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1 oI/ A o aa ! dl ¥ 1 dy
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i Wlmasnadainasewaasldnienisituiadngsnssndaulun)idugsnssudng avin

Ta1ananani1smaaa’dunisealnanuyiasels

= o

[% e 3 Y o oAl | | = =3
andeyananwn wiulddndilaanllannaetnanin aenaziinly
nwsenau 20 Muansliiiudnganssudanlung)iuganssuilng luanenigsnssudalng
= ] ¥ ! i’/ & dg’ dl a B a dl
Wedauaeyintu aorunsaliuuiifluizesnilulanieinisiuase uaziumanainie
Auflusesndsnirnlunisdnnisiudeyan iiannaiallunaseanisansadunig

aalnslaasinadlsz@nsnin

Proportion of FraudLFlrIth Transactions
aul

Not Fraud
| Fraud

1.2%
(7,200)

98.8%
(586,928)

Not Fraud

nwilsznay 21 wassununisnandadougsnssunidunisdainuaslsilunisdalng



56

annuauniaziiulddnganssudsulunjiluganssudnanliinisdelng Andlu

A o dld = = = 1 z// dl

98.8% TAANUIY 536,928 $18N17 TUUMULNHLNES 1.2% viFalied 7,200 $98n19iN1uN
ugenssudalng wanslimiudalyuianuliangaaesiaya (Data Imbalance) ating
datau Fadunanuiinied Ay luniswmun lumani1snsaasunis8a inan1an1 sy

di o 1 d ¥ ¥ di = o a
Lu@ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂWQQEWQﬂ?ﬂﬁYﬁﬂ@IﬂﬂuﬂﬂNanNﬂUWEUﬂU@?ﬂ??NﬂﬂW

1. N3l SMOTE wag Tomek Links: 14 SMOTE af1edayaiinlungugsnsss
FalnIauisaadAaIaRaIuIINGAY (410,849 918N19) uaznI19ld Tomek Links Nandaya
dfaulunguysnssuing vinliiaedeya Non-fraud 410,240 97819 uax Fraud 5,040

T18N17T

2. n9ld SmoteTomek 398 SMOTE way Tomek Links ludtmnaiimientinalivyg

ANNNANAATDITRYA

3. Ngld Class Weight tiatfushminaasgsnssudalnelulumaiinaliluing
Geulanmu
49 meama“ﬁ'ﬂga (Feature Scaling)

14 StandardScaler iailfuainatayadssiaianlidAraauiilu o uazdu
~ , y Ay [y ~ - ¥
Lummummgﬁmﬂu 1 mﬂ@mm@m:mmmmmmwmqﬂuwL@mmﬂ 1awA Amount
(AMUIURW), Merchant_total_trans (ﬁqﬁ?mimqmﬂﬁmﬁﬁ), Customer_total_trans (§7N774
'z‘fm‘ﬂﬂ\‘l@uﬂﬁ’]), Category_total_trans (@Tﬂ?ﬁ‘mqs\mﬂ\mmmﬁgauﬁ’l), Gender_total_trans
(TNTTNTAINMNNLINA), Age_total_trans (§7n77d mummﬂ@;umq) LAy

Amount_thresh_total_trans (ﬁq'z‘ﬂiim’mm’mﬁ')\‘l'ﬁ’]muﬁu)

410 msuzmqwﬁ“agmmz Cross Validation (Data Splitting & Cross
Validation)

k4 1

1. nsutsdeya fayagnuiiaiu Training Set (70%) waz Test Set (30%)

u a

'
o . a '3

TnerldAnda train_test_split wianwnaimes stratify=y iasnudndauaasganssuilnsiuay

4 ¥
falnalugadaya

2. Cross Validation (5-Fold) 4 5-Fold Cross Validation slwqm Training e

WinANUTeneaedn19tsviiuna ting n1sutsdayasenidu 5 douwin o i Tnaluus
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azaau Azt 4 daulunisinTuiea uwazdn 1 doudnsunistsziluna n13ld 5-Fold Cross
Validation dqt1am Bias wazilaariu Overfitting Inaanzlunsiindayainanlianna

' a v
IEUINNGIN ssntnAuazaning

= ¥ d” 1 [ ¥ 4 o o ¥
f‘lﬁ“éﬁ‘i.l')i&ﬂ’]?Llﬁli‘ﬁlll‘ll'ﬂH@Iuﬂﬁuu‘ﬁ’)ﬁlﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬂa\ﬂmﬁﬁjﬂlﬁLM?J’WZNNZW‘M?Uﬂ’]i‘@?'N

Tuna TaannsdannisAiinLng nisadwiliaeslud uaznisliuannadaya daeudnanin

1 24 v
a

Tunsnsadugsnssndalng daganniunistfulpeinfandruviunisimunlunaludunay

a

dml1l Fnel Cross Validation dqsifinAand@analunislsvitiunaansuasluing

5. N1FASLUUAINARINEINTA! (Model Development)

[ %

lunsdanenil fRidelfaanuuunimaaasiaguiivaanidy 5 wuIanInan e
dsziiunansenureamalinnisdnnisteyan lannasetss@nsninvesuuuanasslunig
o dl ¥ ] A o o dl ' o
n3raqugsnssnniiuniseaing InsusazuuanielidnglszaeAuaznazuaun1snuansineii

2
TraAtunmasesFauWaufaeaan1asng | Aall

5.1 TuimaiugIu (Baseline Model)
duusniflunisafieluinaiugunse Baseline Model e il uinoual
wWiesueunadans lnaldluina Logistic Regression, Random Forest, XGBoost,
LightGBM waz CatBoost Ing/liin1silsuusedoyavizanisniinasla o dinidu lunatign
UsziludnammInd Aty 1w Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1-Score Waz ROC-AUC LiNa 14
dgl o o = = o dl ] o 1 A k% a dl z
duiugudmiunisfrauieuiulumaiiiiunisd fuuseseldmatiadu) lwiuneu

sia 'l
5.2 nsdsuuuinAand (Adjust Class Weight)

Tudunauiazifunisdsusinminuasusazaaalivunzautuauliaungs

q

v
ada a

199d0ya IneliaondrAyiuaanandugsnssudalng (Minority Class) ¥1na% 351
Andun1sinaldnis8imes class_weight="balanced' 41115U Logistic Regression Wae
Random Forest uazld scale_pos_weight @1115uluiaatlszinn XGBoost Wae LightGBM

o 3 o X, oy ! Y Py P
nsdfuswintidas liluwmaaiunsnEauiainnguganssudalnelanau aniloyuinish

TuwmagnaslilGaufianiznguidanuausnatinauinndn (Majority Class)



58

5.3 N9l Undersampling (Tomek Links)

dunnsdanisilymiranliannaresdayalaeldinatin Undersampling

AneD Tomek Links f9azyinnisausanenglungugsnssuind (Majority Class) NHaN®OLE

Indpesvzadndauiungugsnssudalng (Minority Class) aanlil A5tdonanaiuduau
1 1 = v d! 1 al

sendnananasine] lunisBeufuesliung fedsnalilumaiinauainisn lunisuanugzqans

Y vaia & LA a &
saalnelaneelu wazan False Positive Nanamnatuluiuiag
5.4 N9k Oversampling A28 SMOTE

dunauilldinaiia Oversampling Tnenisaf1edaatredayadanszviaumn
nalsaemaiin SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique) N@LANAN19W

foadelungugsnssndaing (Minority Class) WA wnlndiassiunguilns (Majority

= ¥

Class) danaliluinaanuisnBauisluuuiazanruzaasgonssndalngldadnei

@ '
adada y A | a

Usz@nBninninau pUddenAadeain Recall lunsnsmaduganssudalng uazaon i

14
=

THAARN AN LN U LALLAD 8ITHIN E9T1
55 N9 ENARALLUNEN (Hybrid Sampling)

Tudumeuil Wunigun Oversampling Anel SMOTE Wa Undersampling Angl
Tomek Links 11 1ld5auriu (Hybrid Sampling) ivaurilyyndayaldanna InaEuainnisld

SMOTE aidayalunaianiauautasnan nasainiuindayanlallannissae Tomek
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No. WUINENISG WANNTUATATNNG AaR-1aINNA
NANDI
1 Baseline Model 11Tuiaa Logistic Regression, I%Lﬂuimm@ﬁ”uﬂﬁu
Random Forest, XGBoost, & wfuilFauiey

LightGBM, CatBoost Ime/luf

v

[ | A
ﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ‘ULLﬁlﬂﬂJ'ﬂH@Mi@

NIRRT A °]

2 Adjust Class
Weight

T EZ
a o

WNUAMINARNATBI9INTTH
aainslaald class
weight="balanced' Tu Logistic
Regression, Random Forest
wazld scale_pos_weight T

XGBoost, LightGBM

FeLNN Recall Tng
Tdnlaauutlasdaya
AILAN WA A 97N
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(Oversampling)

14 SMOTE winauaudayalu
1 k% 1%
ngugsnssnaalng Inanisaing

vy o .
Tayadansnzitunn vy

1981151179 Recall
hae F1-score b6l

a1aLnA Overfitting

%

5  Hybrid Sampling
(SMOTE + Tomek
Links)

99UMATA Oversampling Aag
SMOTE waz Undersampling
mngl Tomek Links e lidayad

ANTHANARNINTY

TIENNAINNEHNAA

¥ 1 =
1897030 19N
UTLRANENIN WAZAA

Overfitting
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5.6 N15UsELRUNARAZLUSEL AL LUNAANS

dl v dgj il/ 1 a v 2 dl o
nﬂiﬂLﬂ@m@?qqmuiumum@umqﬂ °‘| Qﬂﬂ?SLNuﬁrJﬂLNW?ﬂWLMN'\Z@Nﬂ‘UﬂW?
Aaszddeyailianna 1dun Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1-Score uaz ROC-AUC

q

990D93LA9NZW Confusion Matrix WagNIsiNuIangnaasarianain (TP, TN, FP, FN)

u

= =

o 'S 1 as 1= a dl A dl dl o
N@@Wﬁ‘ﬂ’ﬂ\iLL&]@Z"Jﬁﬂ’]i‘QﬂLﬂ?ﬂUL‘VIEI‘LI L'W@L@@ﬂiuLmm/m@mmummmlummmmu

¥
93n97128 1N
a [ Qo @ N o .
5.7 MstAsIEiANNdIAraIniaasaie SHAP Analysis

TunaugANnaAanisinmaila SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations) 31
AArzfinaniaanid1lanisnnauaesiuina 1ae SHAP azdqsaiutgduiasiiansd
nansznusanisfndulaaesluinaatinels iiunsaglaudrdnyaesiiaes (Summary
Plot) kaznsnuansanssnuaesiians (Dependence Plot) e ldfiunndniandaln
dl o o/ [ & 1 | rdld 1 o % a e‘da/
NELANNANAUTIDILAREWIADINANARDN1TAIIRTLFINTINAD NG NARINNITIATIEUT

azdqelunisnmunvizaiaeniiaafiilsransnngegasialyl
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XGBoost, Random Forest, CatBoost, LightGBM ua¥ Logistic Regression HaN13398gn

UNAUAATNAFUTUADUNTWAUT TP NTAZIDEAAIT

1. wan13danisdasyalianna

2. wan1sdsuusaluiaa (Hyperparameter Tuning)
3. mndreumaudsz@nsniniuimg
4

a '8 o o = I8
N1TUATIEUAITNAN ﬂﬂu_,lil‘ﬂ\‘ﬁ/\l LART
1. HANNSAANITTAYA LNANAA

‘Lu%umuﬁié’ﬁmiwmmuﬂ@zam%mwmmiuLmﬁugmﬁﬂmu 5 lszinn leun
XGBoost, Random Forest, CatBoost, LightGBM a¥ Logistic Regression Taeld
W3R asBN AU (Default Parameters) Wi aLluinusid1adedusunislfauifaudy
HAAWSNAIAINN19US LU NN 9HLAaS (Hyperparameter Tuning) Wazn134aANIsTaya L4l

anna lunisssidulszansninaasuwnaldfamdn laun Precision, Recall, F1-Score,

ROC-AUC uaz Precision-Recall AUC

;199 3 mmmmmuimmﬁugm (Baseline)

Model Precision  Recall F1-Score ROC-AUC  Precision-Recall
AUC
Logistic Regression 0.88 0.66 0.75 0.993 0.821
Random Forest 0.88 0.80 0.83 0.990 0.914
CatBoost 0.88 0.80 0.84 0.998 0.924
LightGBM 0.89 0.80 0.84 0.998 0.921

XGBoost 0.89 0.81 0.85 0.998 0.928




62

1%

[INFANTIN 6 ET w91 TLmalszinym Gradient Boosting (XGBoost, CatBoost
uaz LightGBM) uansilsz@nsnmilaaiu tae XGBoost IiNaaNSANgARIIAN Precision

0.89, Recall 0.81 LLlaz F1-Score 0.85

Random Forest liuan1snaaauat luszALnas (F1-Score 0.83) Utus Logistic

'
= v

Regression ilsz@nsnwenfign lnganizAn Recall (0.66) Tqazviauiadaaninuasluina

o Y

dadulunsnsaadunisdalnednfimaududai

widmnTueadAn ROC-AUC 43810 (0.990 — 0.998) wsilunstiidayaldanna An

¥
o 1%

Precision-Recall AUC {lusin@idnlmunzanndn @9 XGBoost aadliir1gagai 0.928

1
o o =

d” 2 A dld
AMNHANITNARABLU HIFELADN XGBoost 1uluinans NENINNINNGAN WAL

1
-

pdunslfuusewsdmafinainlszananansiall Tnaaniznisiliuilyedn Recall
tﬂl a [ v o v a a a
1H8991n lWUTUNNNIATIRAUN1928 N N1INANARTIRTUNIRER TN TIHNANTENUN19GINA
4N

ROC Curve - Baseline Precision-Recall Curve - Baseline
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-
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=
=
N
Precision
)
a

02 e — Logistic Regressian {AUC = 0.8934) 02— |ogistic Regression (PR AUC = 0.8208)
. Random Forest (AUC = 0.9903) Random Forest (PR AUC = 0.8138)
— CatBoost (AUC = 0.9982} —— CatBoost (PR AUC = 0.9236)

L — LightGBM [AUC = 0.9983) —— LightGBM [PR AUC = 0.5209)

o0 —— XGBoost [AUC = 0.9984) 0.0 —— XGBoost (PR AUC = 0.9262)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10
False Positive Rate Recall

ANsznas 21 wame ROC Curve Wag Precision-Recall Curve 81U5UNaN1TNARa L INLAA

ﬁugm (Baseline Model)
® ROC Curve W&RAIANNAINITD IUNITUENLELgINITnaalng Tuma XGBoost,
LightGBM Wag CatBoost {A1 AUC znggmfn’ﬂa:mm 0.9984, 0.9983 Uaz 0.9982 AINAIAL
® Precision-Recall Curve LL@MM’]M@NQM:MdN Precision WAz Recall Tuiaa
XGBoost {fn PR AUC gegaii 0.9282 sasatnnia CatBoost uaz LightGBM iflAnuinriudi

0.9209 Tn8IT9NUA XGBoost uaz CatBoost IANAANEANIEAlWLITBINNIAIIAAUFINTTH

aalng
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F139 4 NANIAdaLINAauAIaINdAnIstayanaets SMOTE

Model Precision  Recall F1-Score ROC-AUC  Precision-Recall
AUC
Logistic Regression 0.21 0.98 0.35 0.995 0.795
Random Forest 0.63 0.89 0.74 0.992 0.851
CatBoost 0.54 0.93 0.69 0.998 0.907
LightGBM 0.43 0.96 0.59 0.995 0.900
XGBoost 0.49 0.95 0.65 0.998 0.913

o 1

RINAN9N 7 §Adenudn nsdanisiudesya ldannasaemaiin SMOTE daualvin

Recall  wawnlumaiinaiueenldeddy  wilnansznulwdisausiasn  Precision

Q

Logistic Regression #A1 Recall 494p (0.98) WH Precision aAAIRENININ (0.21)

A9nalif F1-Score ANgn (0.35) AxViauiaN1aaauLe false positive AMUIUNAN

Random Forest A181305NE16xAR321914 Precision waz Recall 1daTigandald
SMOTE Tnail F1-Score gedn (0.74) udfazdndnpritldannis Lmﬁugm XGBoost lu
A"9197 6 Tuiaa Gradient Boosting %mmﬁﬂ"] Recall g9 (0.93 — 0.96) W5 Precision aAAY
881931N (0.43 — 0.54) @aualy F1-Score @muﬁmﬁﬂuﬁuimmﬁugm Tnel CatBoost i
m@ﬁﬁ@miun@;uﬁ (F1-Score 0.69) A1 Precision-Recall AUC £apagelungs Gradient

Boosting a8l XGBoost flng\‘iqm (0.913) M1NA9g CatBoost (0.907)

HANNINAADINT WALiud 1914 SMOTE analimunzaniugadeyatininiansn
Tnasan Wevanise@nsninsnu F1-Score anasluyninmailameuiulunaiiugiy
a9 lafigny winnsnaudnAan1aiin Recall lunnsnsaadunisdelng n1s'ld SMOTE @14

A dl v [ QI dg/ I
Wunsaanimnnzan Inafaseaniun1sinauaey false positive



ROC Curve - SMOTE
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st (AUC = 0.9925)
— CatBoost [AUC = 0.9977)
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Precision-Recall Curve - SMOTE

Precision

02  —— Logistic Regression (PR ALIC = 0.7853)

Random Forest (PR AUC = 0.8509)
—— CatBoost (PR AUC = 0.9067)
—— LightGBM (PR AUC = 0.9000]
0.0 —— XGBoost (PR AUC = 0.9133]

00

0.2 Q4

VQC’.%\‘—\

0.6 0.8 10
Recall

ANUsznean 22 wane ROC Curve Wag Precision-Recall Curve 81U5UNANTNARL

SMOTE

® ROC Curve: lunavianuafian ROC-AUC galndipaaiuuin tnaane

XGBoost uay CatBoost avag InaLAtiuLéw True Positive Rate = 1 at199m1a1 uaA997

Tmaanunsauanuezganssudalneaingsnasndnalanuin

® Precision-Recall Curve: CatBoost WAy XGBoost 1A PR-AUC @jﬂﬁﬂ;ﬁﬂﬂlﬁ

dszanns 0.91 - 0.92 uansWiwinANaIN1T0 N19RPATUNGH fraud tANdTumaRw

F113°9 5 HANNINAAALIINIAANAIAINAANITTaY AR Tomek Links

Model Precision  Recall F1-Score ROC-AUC  Precision-Recall
AUC
Logistic Regression 0.87 0.67 0.76 0.993 0.820
Random Forest 0.86 0.81 0.83 0.990 0.913
CatBoost 0.87 0.83 0.85 0.998 0.923
LightGBM 0.88 0.81 0.84 0.998 0.921
XGBoost 0.87 0.83 0.85 0.998 0.928

o

AMNA199 8 RS8N nATla Tomek Links 1qeifudgalsz@nninaesiuimag

Tnasnnannansendng Precision way Recall Watauiumaila SMOTE
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XGBoost WHaANEANgAIALITIN fiveiAn F1-Score §94m (0.85) WATAI Precision-

Recall AUC 1'71 0.928 Imaiil AN Precision (0.87) az Recall (0.83) nanna WA AT

ANNA1NN70 1NTRTAdUNNTaa TN leasinataen

CatBoost Waz LightGBM Husz@nsnnsasasnn Ine CatBoost NA1 F1-Score
(0.85) Ina1AeiL XGBoost WazilA1 Recall winiil XGBoost (0.83) 2tusi LightGBM HAn

Precision gand1tantiatl (0.88)

Random Forest L& mﬂi”am%mwﬁmﬁﬁLmumvudwiuLm@ﬁuﬂmmzmﬂ%

Tomek Links TagiAn F1-Score AT 0.83 luraaedds 291939701318 Tomek Links laidana

De

neenuselsrAnaniniausanaes Random Forest Tugndayatl

1 !
=

Logistic Regression flapsililsz@nsnnsngnlungs taeannzen Recall (0.67)

al o

wiazdl Precision A (0.87) LLMWD']N@’m’]ﬁ‘ﬂsluﬂq'iﬁ]‘j"MQUﬁ'iﬂﬁ‘ﬁ‘N'ﬂ@Iﬂﬂ fafldaannin

o

WanFaumauiuids SMOTE §adawudn Tomek Links linaansnandnlnasau
TneiannzAn Precision N44N911IN TMNNTNNNIANAIT8Y false positive BnENTIAISNEN
ANANID luNNTRgaadunisdalnalaa wunzandunistn ldldluaniunisniazad

ﬁ]'ﬂ\m’]iﬂ’ﬂﬂm\lﬂﬂﬁbﬂ')’?\iﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁli")@@ﬂﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂ’ﬂiﬂ\iLLZ\]yﬂqﬁ‘@ﬂﬂ’]iLL@\‘ILﬁ]@uﬁ NANATA

ROC Curve - Tomek Links Precision-Recall Curve - Tomek Links
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—— Logistic Regression {AUC = 0.9935) 2 — Logistic Regression (PR AUC = 0.8106)
Randam Forest (AUC = 0.9903) Random Forest (PR AUC = 0.9128)
—— CatBoost (AUC = 09982} —— CatBoost (PR AUC = 0.9232)
"2 — LightGBM [AUC = 0,9983) —— LightGBM (PR AUC = 0.9211)
0.0 — XGBoost (AUC = 0,9984) 00 —— XGBowst (PR AUC = 0.9281]
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False Fositive Rate Recall

ANUszneu 23 wane ROC Curve Wae Precision-Recall Curve 8115UNANITNARaL

Tomek Links

® ROC Curve: Tina XGBoost wanslsz@nsnninanganaas AUC gegai

0.9985 %Q@deﬂmm%uj Gnitee Ine? Random Forest 1A ROC-AUC g 4m (0.9903)
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® Precision-Recall Curve: Tuina XGBoost Hilse@ninngeganan PR-AUC
1923104 0.93 AINNIARE CatBoost WAy LightGBM Nlnatatsiu uaasiifiunisaanansa

NAR721914 Precision LAy Recall Haldmatian Tomek Links d4l0NagnsnandImanA

SMOTE aginegaLald

F11979 6 HANNINAAALINAANAIAANITayaRI8aT Hybrid (SMOTE + Tomek Links)

Model Precision  Recall F1-Score ROC-AUC  Precision-Recall
AUC
Logistic Regression 0.21 0.98 0.35 0.995 0.793
Random Forest 0.63 0.89 0.74 0.994 0.852
CatBoost 0.52 0.94 0.67 0.998 0.910
LightGBM 0.43 0.96 0.60 0.997 0.904
XGBoost 0.49 0.95 0.65 0.998 0.915

AMNA1999 9 §adanudnisldmatia Hybrid ANaNKE1UIENd19 SMOTE waz
Tomek Links adnaiinimanniszinnilAn Recall geauaeinaunn waiauiunisld Tomek

, = \ =
Links LNENBEINILALID

Logistic Regression NAN Recall Qﬂﬁ@ﬂ (0.98) wHH Precision ANNIA (0.21) A9NA
1% F1-Score A7N14 (0.35) TIUAAIDNAIUILNITUANRBUEANAA (False Positive) XN
Al vl ldwmnnsanlunisvinld Idanuass

CatBoost 4az XGBoost faasuanilsz@nsnininusannngn Ine XGBoost HAN
Precision-Recall AUC 444 (0.915) A1usiae CatBoost (0.910) Tnaivaasluinaiian

Recall 44 (0.94 — 0.95) UBINAN Precision AaLAN96 (0.49 — 0.52)

Random Forest ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ@ﬂd@@%ﬂ'ﬁw Precision (0.63) kA Recall (0.89) AAN43N
Tunadu danaliiian F1-Score g4 (0.74) wifazilAn Precision-Recall AUC AINN9NgH

Gradient Boosting
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WealdFauwauiunanimagaumie SMOTE Waeatnafneaa wudnas Hybrid 14
HaaNsN InalAariu InalAn Precision, Recall, waz F1-Score R luuanfnaiunnn uamaled

WidnmAtiA SMOTE daninaninnanluds Hybrid

Tneiag1 35 Hybrid (SMOTE + Tomek Links) Hisz@nsninlunisiiin Recall usisl
¥ a A ° 1% L. = | o e o
dai1daAanilif Precision anaININ @981 laluunziuAnIUN1IINARINITAINANAA

TEMINNNTATIRALNNTER INIUAZNNTAANITUAURRUTRANAA

ROC Curve - Hybrid (SMOTE + Tomek Links) Precision-Recall Curve - Hybrid (SMOTE + Tomek Links)
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02 — Logistic Regression (ALC = 0.9946) 02— |ogistic Regression (PR AUC = 0.7926)

Random Forest (AUC = 0.9938] Randem Forest (PR AUC = 0.8521)
— CatBoost [AUC = 0.9978) — CatBoost (PR AUC = 0.9095)
L — LightGBM (AUC = 0.8969) —— LightGBM (PR AUC = 0.9036)
0.0 —— XGBoost (AUC = 0.9978) 0.0 —— XGBoost (PR AUC = 0.9153]
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ANUsznau 24 wane ROC Curve Wag Precision-Recall Curve 8115UNAN1TNARaL

SmoteTomek

® ROC Curve: Tuina CatBoost WAz XGBoost WAAILITANTNINGIGAAILAT
ROC-AUC 1521104 0.998 ANNAAE LightGBM (0.997) mm::‘ﬁ Logistic Regression (0.995)
uaz Random Forest (0.994) fiAnsnndnidnties astdlafiau ynlumaensdisn ROC-AUC
figannn (>0.99) uapsiepauausalunnsuenuesin

® Precision-Recall Curve: Tuina XGBoost uaz CatBoost lilsz@nsnwaunn
IneannzAn PR-AUC ﬁqqﬂi:uﬂm 0.91-0.92 thauendwmAlALLL Hybrid 1i85nEaNma

$Y194 Precision way Recall 15
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F13N 7 NANIAaeLiNaauaIdAnIsdayanaeia Class Weight

Model Precision  Recall F1-Score ROC-AUC  Precision-Recall
AUC
Logistic Regression 0.19 0.99 0.32 0.995 0.798
Random Forest 0.88 0.78 0.83 0.989 0.906
CatBoost 0.47 0.96 0.63 0.998 0.919
LightGBM 0.45 0.97 0.61 0.998 0.920
XGBoost 0.52 0.93 0.67 0.998 0.916

[ % |

AINA1379 10 GAasenudinatianisdasiiniinaana (Class Weight) d4uasia

srAnsnnaaaluaaunnsieriuly

Random Forest WARYIAITNANAANANIAATNIN Precision (0.88) uay Recall
(0.76) d9ualsidl F1-Score g4n4n (0.83) Tunguyiansa 35149819 Random Forest 3N

AuuugngeldlAiazinumuansnlunsmsadunisdalng

XGBoost, CatBoost ka2 LightGBM lafuuansenuainni1saaauininaandg

1NNd1 IneAn Recall INNAUAENNIN (0.93 — 0.97) WA Precision anavateliag1AnY

~

ke

(0.45 — 0.52) N9 F1-Score @mmlﬁ@L‘ﬁﬂuﬁuiumeugml,m:mﬂ% Tomek Links

Logistic Regression 1ﬁ’§umﬂﬂi:mmﬂﬂﬁ@'m T Precision ANXNAN (0.19) waard

Recall 44 (0.99) @awa’l¥il F1-Score An7igm (0.32)

#11A1 Precision-Recall AUC wuanluiaa Gradient Boosting ianualina
IndiAeaiu (0.916 - 0.920) Tag LightGBM HANg94n (0.920) Auxnsage CatBoost (0.919)

Ay XGBoost (0.916)

[ &

wAllA Class Weight Tiuaansaaneiuds SMOTE Taadaeiiia Recall waluann

¥

1% Precision anas atlstinin A5dddanne ldadusasainiraandayaass inlinis

dszananaianiuar liidassanisainsdayaduassimlianass daflulselonmilunsiin

¥

= 1
Hdayaruinlug)



69

1 |
= =

Random Forest @Jmmqummﬁlﬁmﬁﬂ Class Weight Wasannanunsnine
AIHANARTLNIN Precision way Recall t0a H1eilan 1un1aninsadn1viaanuudue
wazanlalunngmenaduinisdalng

ROC Curve - Class Weight Precision-Recall Curve - Class Weight
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02 7 — Logistic Regressian (ALC = 0.9345) 02— |ogistic Regression (PR AUC = 0.7979)
Randam Forest (AUC = 0 3586) Random Forest (PR AUC = 0.9064)

—— CatBoost (AUC = 0.9981) —— CatBoost (PR AUC = 0.9188)

— LightGBM (AUC = 0.9981) —— LightGBM (PR AUC = 0.9201)

0.0 - — XGBoost (AUC = 0.9979] 00 —— XGBowst (PR AUC = 0.9162]
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False Fositive Rate Recall

ANUsznau 25 wand ROC Curve Wag Precision-Recall Curve 8115UNANITNARaL

Adjust classweight

® ROC Curve: Tunailsziny Gradient Boosting #A1 ROC-AUC g4 (0.998)
ANNAE Logistic Regression (0.995) Laz Random Forest (0.989)

® Precision-Recall Curve: CatBoost Laz LightGBM pn PR-AUC 494m (~0.92)
ANNA2E XGBoost (0.916) waz Random Forest (0.906) mm:‘ﬁ Logistic Regression AN
s (0.798)

® Random Forest memmaﬁ'ﬁiwdw Precision iLag Recall Lﬁ‘ﬂl‘fmﬁﬁﬂ

Class Weight a8anaedriuel F1-Score 1149

2. wan9sUsuunaluima (Hyperparameter Tuning)

o

nsdsuussAwITdinasaasluaa (Hyperparameter Tuning) Ludumaug1Any

QI a a o v o v dl a o dgj L o v
Tunisinilsz@nsnmaasuuuanaeslimunzaniudeyaniniga Inalusudaeil fadele
ALY TUAINITIH IR aFIRIINAAAQENATA Grid Search $ANALN19N1 Cross-
. N . ‘dl % a = Qi ' 1
Validation U1 Stratified 5-Fold e l#n19tssiiunatmuineansaLazsaasuman

annA1e9daya (Class Imbalance) laat1amuzas
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1 a e‘d‘a [ 1o v v . =X v £
AN aTANAT4N AL anuausuld (n_estimators), ANNANT 964 bl

. o , R R .
(max_depth), an?1n17L78Ug (learning_rate), LAZWITIN R BTAUNINEd89 I uLAAY
fAN830H LU scale_pos_weight 11151 XGBoost #38 depth 41151 CatBoost Inelinag
dszillunaansaindn Recall ilundn iasainsddatyadulinnimeadugsnssuindu
nnsdalng (fraud detection) Faiilungudayadouiias (minority class) NEaslHANNAIATY

VLN LA S

HaaINNITUSLLALane IR IuaaLlsziny Boosting 1 XGBoost, LightGBM

= v v o fdl 1 o d?J dl U [ %4 a o/
way CatBoost Huun T linaansNudueININIU Ineaniziia MsunumALANIIaANIT

v

dayalianna 1M SMOTE, SMOTE-Tomek Uazn31lfil class weight @eiinaliAn Recall,

¥

. a & | Ao o o A = o a o
Precision, iag AUC INNAURENINUERALT LN@LLEEULVIEUHUV’W']W’W’]NLW@?MQmu

A998 wamsuanIsiIauineulss@nsninaesluinalumaila Oversampling Aag

SMOTE AauuaznadIn19lsuusanisumas (Hyperparameter Tuning)

Technique Model Preci Recall F1- ROC- Precision-
sion Score  AUC Recall AUC
Logistic Regression 0.21 0.98 0.35 0.995 0.795
Random Forest 0.63 0.89 0.74 0.992 0.851
Baseline CatBoost 054 093 069 0998 0.907
(Smote)
LightGBM 043 096 059  0.995 0.900
XGBoost 0.49 0.95 0.65 0.998 0.913
Logistic Regression 019 098 0.32 0.994 0.805
Random Forest 0.63 0.89 0.74 0.992 0.850
Tuned CatBoost 053 094 068 0997 0.910
(Smote) LightGBM 047 095 062 0994 0.896
XGBoost 056 093 069 0997 0.913

nan dTaueulsz@nininaacluiaalumailan SMOTE NauLALAA9INIT

UFUWAINITHRDT
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AMNANTN 11 GAunuNsUFuusannanimas (Hyperparameter Tuning) 1adl6

asnalitlsc@ninmaasiumaiinavedeliadgAnyllaldsauiumaiian SMOTE

CatBoost iluluinanlinannganainisiiuuss Tnaiian Recall 49 (0.94) uae

PR-AUC (0.910) #1A msnz@uduinismnsaduganssudainglaatininsaungu

XGBoost waninN191iuilgeandaiaunganasnistfuusts Tne Precision tinauann
0.49 1l 0.56 waz F1-Score WNAWANN 0.65 111 0.69 UUENEASNET Recall luseAngq

(0.93)

LightGBM az Random Forest 8n1sidasuniladineaianiies d9u Logistic

. v A a a <3 ¥ o [ !
Regression NAUNUILENTNINAAAIANUBLNAINTLTLILLAS

Tneagu Tuwailszinn Gradient Boosting (CatBoost, XGBoost, LightGBM) £4p4

dusdaniunnzanngadmiunismsadunisdelnaieldiuiumaiin SMOTE

= a a a a . Y
A1919 9 LL@@\?N@ﬂW?Lﬂ?H‘UL‘V]H‘LI‘]J?%@VIﬁﬂ’WW"]J@\‘IINLﬂ@lumﬂuﬂ Undersampling Ad¢

TomekLinks NAULATUAINNTUTULANNI9NIART (Hyperparameter Tuning)

Technique Model Precisio Recall F1- ROC- Precision-
n Score AUC Recall AUC
Logistic Regression 0.87  0.67 0.76 0.993 0.820
Random Forest 0.86 0.81 0.83 0.990 0.913
Baseli
asein® — catBoost 0.87 083 085 0.998 0.923
(TomekLinks)
LightGBM 0.88  0.81 0.84 0.998 0.921
XGBoost 0.87 0.83 0.85 0.998 0.928
Logistic Regression 0.87 067 0.75 0.993 0.819
Random Forest 0.86 0.82 0.84 0.992 0.913
Tuned CatBoost 0.88 082 085 0.998 0.925
(TomekLinks) | jghiGBM 088 082 085 0.998 0.922

XGBoost 0.88 0.82 0.85 0.998 0.929
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nanTTFeumaulsrdansninaasiiinalumaila TomekLinks NAWLAZUAINIT

YFULAINITH T

ANANT9N 12 Tanansuani1naaadlaeldmatian Undersampling #ae Tomek
Links wudtuiaanilsz@nsniniannungalunismsaduganssudeingde XGBoost 143
nst5uusennaimas Taaliian Recall winfu 0.82 waziAn Precision-Recall AUC g4l

0.93 TUAAITNANAINNIDTUNNIAIIAAL Fraud TAaeinsusinguazasaLagy

Tuanied CatBoost uaz LightGBM filikaawsn Inalaeari InadAn Recall agi
0.82 wuLAtAriY wiA1 Precision-Recall AUC ndnidnias vl XGBoost flamaitlu
AORBNTNMNIZANNGAGINTLNIUNFABIN1TANAATEUTNNITATIATLUATAANITUALFA D

HANANA (False Positive)

@21 Logistic Regression udazilAn Precision 44 (0.87) wsiA1 Recall Angalu
ngu (0.67) uanslifiudndlantanaingsnssuaalniauounin asanaldmunzlunsiia

APIN1TanAYNIALNAINNI9RIAdLlllae (False Negative) Tusysiiga

A13714 10 wamanan1gTa L ulsz@nsninveslunalumaiia Hybrid sampling Aas

WaTUaIN1TUSULENNI9EIaT (Hyperparameter Tuning)

Technique Model Precision Recall F1- ROC- Precision-

Score AUC Recall AUC

Logistic Regression 0.21 0.98 0.35 0.995 0.793

Random Forest 0.63 0.89 0.74 0.994 0.852
Baseline  otBoost 052 094 067  0.998 0.910
(Hybrid)

LightGBM 043 096 060  0.997 0.904

XGBoost 049 095 065  0.998 0.915

Logistic Regression  0.20 0.98 0.33 0.994 0.803

Random Forest 0.63 0.89 0.74 0.995 0.855
Tuned CatBoost 053 094 068 0997 0.910
(Hybrid) LightGBM 048 094 064  0.992 0.900

XGBoost 0.55 0.93 0.69 0.997 0.914
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nan1gFaueulszaninneeslunmnalumaila Hybrid sampling NeULAZ A

N3UTLWAINII LD ST

A NAN3 13 ATUNUINNIIUFULFINI T Tma A uiumAila Hybrid (SMOTE-
Tomek) daualiinistfutlgadss@nsnmlulumaunadszinn: XGBoost memmi"uﬂg\qﬁ
%mL@uﬁzgm Tne Precision sduan 0.49 1w 0.55 uay F1-Score finduan 0.65 1y
0.69 TULREasNIN PR-AUC TuszAlige (0.914) LightGBM {nn31liulgasnu Precision a1n
0.43 11114 0.48 Waz F1-Score a1n 0.60 i1 0.64 1191 Recall azanadlantiagain 0.96 Liu
0.94 CatBoost uaz Random Forest finsulasuudasiiesdntiosnsanisysunss anied

Lo . = a a @ v
Logistic Regression Nilse@nsn1nanadianiias

Tneagil XGBoost iluluiaan lslszlaininiigaainnisifuusanisdinasiie
ldsandumatia Hybrid sampling Taeliaanuannanfaszudnmu Ll ueILaYy

ANANITD 1IN1TAFIRRLINT1928 1N

A1919 11 wansuan1aFaueudsz@ngn naealunalumaiia Class weight nauLaz

NAINTUTLUAINIHLIRAS (Hyperparameter Tuning)

Technique Model Precision  Recall F1- ROC- Precision-

Score AUC Recall AUC

Logistic Regression ~ 0.19 0.99 0.32 0.995 0.798

Random Forest 0.88 0.78 0.83 0.989 0.906

Baseline o iBoost 0.47 096 063  0.998 0.919
(Class weight)

LightGBM 045 097 061  0.998 0.920

XGBoost 052 093 067 0998 0.916

Logistic Regression 18 0.98 0.31 0.994 0.802

Random Forest 0.67 0.89 0.76 0.997 0.894

Tuned CatBoost 036 098 052  0.998 0.905

(Class weight) | jghiGBM 0.41 098 058  0.998 0.920

XGBoost 0.37 0.98 0.53 0.998 0.916
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nan1giTaueulszansninaasiunalunaiia Class weight NauLaTUaaIN1g

YFULAINITH T

ANA3NN 14 Taudnsuanimmaaaalngldinaiia Class Weight ilaqanisiy

I |
calalal A

ifoyun Class Imbalance wudnludunau Baseline luinanlinaawsnangnma LightGBM

q

Tnelirn Recall §9714 0.97 wardlAn Precision-Recall AUC Wil 0.920 Faiinnzd1msy
=

A o o Y . v =
ﬂim‘ﬂﬁ]’ﬂﬂﬂ’]ﬂ‘ﬂﬂcl:’ﬂﬂ’]@‘W@Wﬂﬂ’]ﬁ‘[ﬁlﬁ")@@ﬂﬁ?ﬂ??ﬂ@ﬂtﬂ\i (False Negatlve) 1@@?1’]\‘1&]

Ug2ANENIN

WaFaumauiuNanaan12Ulsuwaanislmas (Tuned) W91 XGBoost §l9A9
Wulumandanssauzinawiu InaliAn Recall windu 0.98 wazA1 Precision-Recall AUC

Winru 0.916 W91 Precision aZanadbaniasnany

anuaniImaaediianignaglinan malla Class Weight sanfiuluina XGBoost
17a LightGBM Lun1siaaniinlunisnsaadugsnsudalng Inaenizlunstinsasnisiu

Tnnslainainnismaaady (Recall §9) HINNGINITAANITUALFDUHANAA
asUnanisifFauiiauilssananinuaslainansiadunmsaning

Tungdneil dadelanFaumanlss@nsnmasslunansaasunisdalnmnenig
Runelfmatindnanistloyun Class Imbalance 4 giluuy laun SMOTE, SMOTE-Tomek
Links (Hybrid), Tomek Links (Undersampling) az Class Weight Tngnaaaunulneg 5

1sznn VT@Lmuﬁugml,mumuﬂi”uLwiqwqi’]ﬁmm’

® Tomek Links + XGBoost (Tuned) TWnaanwsangalaasau saed1 ROC-AUC
0.998, PR-AUC 0.928 uazA Recall 0.825 LAAITNANMNANARTENINAMNULNBEUAE

ANl lunsmsasy

I
Ay !

® SMOTE + CatBoost (Tuned) W1z d1m5UNTUNA29N19AY Recall 44 (0.940)
wiandaeAn PR-AUC i (0.910) wdazlaNNIAIEAN Precision 7 (0.530)

® Class Weight + LightGBM (Tuned) Ianans1AT Recall 449 (0.980) WAz PR-
AUC (0.920) NN ”mﬂ%*marmﬁu:aﬁmméfﬂiﬂﬂﬁlﬁmﬂ‘ﬁqm

® Hybrid (SMOTE-Tomek) + XGBoost (Tuned) Nilse@nsn1nanqeaAn Recall

0.930 waz PR-AUC 0.914 Tngidl Precision (0.550) g4n31n1sld SMOTE (iienatingifen
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a v ¥ ] o . dl 1 o
NIUABNNITAITNANA A 14 XGBoost $9uU Tomek Links N{14n191U5u

a c dl PR I d‘
W1Hmas Wasan el Precision wag Recall NANAR

NIUABINI1IATIANLATLEAY I LightGBM (Tuned) $aufiU Class Weight i3

CatBoost $auril SMOTE @1iien Recall 43091 0.940

|
=

NIFaINNsUsENAANALSq AT Class Weight HdaladTauEesnnuuazlisie

1

aFadeyadainavil tng Random Forest (Baseline) TWAdnannanfsiag Precision 0.883

WAL Recall 0.775

A9 Hnd a9 lFiudIINITaanN I ARAYANIS Class Imbalance NMUNIZAN

faunulueanmuizan dpoudiAnyetsdsalsz@nsninlunisnaadunisdaing

o o A

nanrRu lnetannzlugnunisaliddesninvravuieianiznig

Performance Comparison of Best Models from Each Technique
Precision

1.0

PR-AUC

= Tomek Links + XGBoost
SMOTE + CatBoost

—— Class Weight + LightGBEM

—— Hybrid + XGBoost

F1-Score

= a a -dlddl o '
nwsznau 26 LL@@QN@ﬂ’]?L‘]_E“F;I‘LILV]EIU‘]J?EZ'ZW]ﬁ.ﬂ’]W“II@\ﬂNLﬂ@%ﬂ%@ﬁﬁﬂ\ﬁqﬂw’]uﬂ’]?

US98 as (Hyperparameter Tuning)

9 o '

anandszneu 26 gadenudiusazinalindanis Class Imbalance Hqaudan

LANFINGAL
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a

Tomek Links + XGBoost (R11{1) HANANARATAA FaeiA Precision 940

(0.87) uazAn PR-AUC g44m (0.928) Class Weight + LightGBM (&1@219) 11n"136159441
4940 Fntl Recall 4909 0.98 WALANAIY Precision A1 (0.41) SMOTE + CatBoost (Ada)
WAz Hybrid + XGBoost (Aun) Iiuaansaanaiu Inail Recall 49 (0.93 - 0.94) uae
Precision U11na14 (0.53 — 0.55) neifluds=lemfasnedaluntsidenTunaldmangiv
ANNNABINITIRNIY LT Wmﬁfﬁ’mmamqmuQm’ﬁﬁmatﬁ@ﬂ Tomek Links + XGBoost LA

wnfasnsiunsadulitlaunigaaqsiaan Class Weight + LightGBM

1 1
aa

AN9NULARY W19NHLRaTNANgR (Best Parameters) dusLufazimaiinlunig
Ufuumaluma (Hyperparameter Tuning) Tnel43% Grid Search $aufiu 5-Fold Cross-

o

Validation Ipgi@1819008 L easiden leAat

A13714 12 Best Parameters dNusULAaZnATiA

Technique Best Best Parameters AELNLLNNLAN
Model
SMOTE Catboost depth=10, wAllA SMOTE doaiiiaatuIudayaly

v
yaXR

iterations=200,  AANA Fraud e liluinaFauslamnau

=S

learning_rate=0.1  @4ua A1 Recall 189 CatBoost 44014

a

o o

0.94 TpeNeasnE PR-AUC 71 0.91

Hybrid XGBoost  learning_rate=0.1, WALA Hybrid HANNANUIEWINNNITLNY
max_depth=10,  dayalunana Fraud wazaudeyadily
n_estimators=200 A&14 Non-Fraud g4ua’liA1 Recall g4

(0.93) wazlari PR-AUC %15 (0.914)

ClassWeight LightGBM  learning_rate=0.1, N19A1UA Class Weight M ldlumald
max_depth=10,  AANA"ATYALAANE Fraud NI FanA
n_estimators=100, 1% Recall g94a09 0.98 ul41A1
class_weight=  Precision azan (0.41) Famaneiunadia
{0:1, 1:81} fasnnsnsaqugInssudalnaliladuin

=
ngn
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Technique Best Best Parameters AELNLNNLAN
Model
Tomek XGBoost  learning_rate=0.1, nAllA Tomek Links 1aeiantloyundaya
Links max_depth=6, G192 1l1Aa14d Non-Fraud 911 }%AN

n_estimators=200 Precision Qdaﬂ 0.873 azA1 PR-AUC

A9gATN 0.928 LARITNAIINANAATA

u Q

srudA LBt LazA NI lunNNg

RTIARL

3. msulFaunaullssansnnlnea

v
=

IO DEAG

e Bauiaulss@nsnaneesiunan 1asuntsufuusts

W Hmefuae e liiliuaanusnsnauazqawutewsiazlunanldinatindanisdasya b

ANAAFAI9IY WasaINTyuIN198a NN R BN AR a9 uae99In N3 ngANIN

2 o K o

2 A ' Iy o ' b a
i RURIAALADN LN Lﬂﬂﬂt@mLmuluﬂflﬁ‘LLﬂﬂfyﬁqﬂl@H@iN@N ﬂ@iuﬁ@qﬂgﬂ LU NNNITENH

¥

193a (SMOTE) mmmﬁmﬂ@eﬁﬂ%’ﬂu (Tomek Links) NNINANHAUARINANA (SMOTE +

Tomek Links) Lazn1snivuainutinliinataaalng (Class Weight)
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1
A v

3.1 NIUNABINITIANANARTZNINN Recall LAz Precision AN wunzanlawn
XGBoost 1911 Tomek Links NH11A17U5uN1771m87 15ia3anliiAn Precision way

Recall Nanna

Performance Metrics: XGBoost_TomekLinks

Confusion Matrix Learning Curve
i
Ateecn \__*_‘
wooan —
Not Fraud (0 247 aa
12000
z pr s
= g
— &
] o
g b
Fraud (1) 394 1766 -
snoma
—8— [raining Score
—e— 5 Fold Cross Validation Score
e Fraug {0) Fraud (1) i w0 pree) o s gon
Predicted Label Training Exarnples
Precision-Recall Curve ROC Curve
1
0na
-
Y
N £ e
H] T -
2 : -
: 2 Pae
£ <
2 -
a Z o4 .
— PH-AUG - 0928 e —_— ROC-AUG - .99
——- Randa (Baseline - 0.012) e - = Random (AUC - 0.5)
Recall False Positive Rate

Anisznel 27 wassilsz@ananinaealuma XGBoost 99NN Tomek Links

2 o ' P ' e aal =
[Aaunud I a NI ANANARTENN Precision ua Recall angn Ined

Precision 11 0.877 uaz Recall 11 0.818 (1,766 AN 2,160 n3ail) d9ua il F1-Score N1ANT
Tunaau wiazna1An19n9adugInssudalnaninndn usil False Positive teg 247 N9t
Winudu

Learning Curve H98491992M94HANEIUTIUTARNADULATNAAD L

| 1 v 1
waanaas uiduun i Indnuiedeyaiinunau fadedneAn PR-AUC lageqai 0.929

Az ROC-AUC 9407 0.9
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3.2 neciAasnisasaaquAsudau I LightGBM fauriu Class Weight 114013

Ufunnadmes WesanliAn Recall gavign

Performance Metrics: LightGEM_Class Weight

Confusion Matrix Learning Curve
e
a0
Mot Fraug (0 173027 3052 o
Hz00an
z e o us
2 £
2 &
3 @ o
G001
Fraue (1) 53 2107
02
o= Training Scare
—a— 5 Fald Cross Validation Score
wn
Mat Fraud (1) Frawel (1) o 1m0 150,200 e e pre 000
Predicted Label Taining Examples
Precision-Recall Curve ROC Curve
1 10
na
=
z -
- o e
5 2 -
= z -
04 Z ns -
— FR-AUC = (.920 —’} — ROC-AUC = {998
—-+ Random (Baseline - 0.012) S - == Random (ALC = 0.5}
G T T S s s s s s s s s [
Recall False Fosilive Raie

nnilszneu 28 wansilszansninaesluing LightGBM $aufiL Class weight

o

1danudlnaiiilAn Recall gangalunnnismasaasi 0.975 (2,107 ann
2,160 N9TU) WALANKNIAYE Precision NANNN (0.408) H49a1NH False Positive 44719 3,052

=
natu

Learning Curve H98991992M9N4HANNIEIUIIUTANNADULATNAAD Y

o o oA

i v Y = v A o PO _ @ v ]
ﬂ'ﬂ‘w}.l’]\‘iﬂqqﬂLL@Z?NLLu'ﬁuN@@@\‘iLN'ﬂﬁJ‘ﬂH@LWNﬂu HQ@E@QLHMQ’]NﬂW? overfitting taNUBE LB

=

195 PR-AUC 715 (0.920) waz ROC-AUC 44 (0.998)
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3.3 NIAeINITAINANAATEUINNUsEANTNNIALTINLAZNITATIATLT

psauAg 14 CatBoost 91l SMOTE 7knunisiiunisilees wesainliien Recall 44

Performance Metrics: CatBoost SMOTE

Confusion Matrix Learning Curve
o
szszsz ._'_'—-l——-ﬁ___
Laza
——
Mot Fraug (0 174314 1765 o
z wan o
H E
2 &
2 o
ooit
Fra: (1) 135 2025 o
02
s o= Training Scare
—a— 5 Fald Cross Validation Score
wn
Mot Fraud (1) Fraue (2} o 1m0 150,200 e pre 000
Predicted Label Taining Examples
Precision-Recall Curve ROC Curve
1 10
na
=
= £ s
5 e
2 7 &
B 2
= z -
04 Z ns -
— FR-AUC = (.910 —'} — ROC-AUC = {998
—-+ Random (Baseline - 0.012) S - == Random (ALC = 0.5}
G T T S s s s s s s s s [
Recall False Fosilive Raie

Andszneu 29 wanglszd@naninaadluima Catboost 99N SMOTE

o

{3d98mud191n Confusion Matrix THinaann1sansaadugsnssugeinelang
2,025 A 2,160 n3ail ALl Recall 0.938 usidl False Positive 419U 1,765 natld dana il

i Precision gl 0.534

a

Learning Curve wandlfidiudnlunaiiianasning InaiiAn F1-Score iauiu

9 o o

! 1 I v
gadayannaauLaznaaaulndipasiulazasiiladayaiinay §3sadnan PR-AUC 1o

u

0.910 waz ROC-AUC g304 0.998 LAAITNANAINIID IWNTUENUEZNANAN
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3.4 nedseanistsz@ninininesanngalunisnsaadunisdaing 14 XGBoost
aumi Hybrid Sampling Aknunsdiuniaiees Wesainlien PR-AUC gegn
Performance Metrics: XGBoost_Hybrid Sampling

Confusion Matrix Learning Curve

600

0 —ee e
Not Fraud () 174466 1613 oA

17a000

Tiue L abel

F1 Store

Fraug (1) 161 1998

=e= Trairing Score
—s— 5 Fold Cross Validation Score

o
Hiat Fraud {0 Fraud (2} s
Predicted Label
Precision-Recall Curve

Tiue Positive Rale
\,

— FR-AUC = 0.914 ," — ROC-ALC — 0995
- -+ Randam {Gaseline - 0.012) o ==+ Random (AUC = 0.5)
o s
oo 0z o1 s 05 1 o

2 a1 us
Recall False Positive Rate

nwdsznayu 30 udms Confusion Matrix a84luiaa XGBoost N ldimAiia Hybrid sampling

o

1dunudnlnaiAY Recall AXAN (0.925) ardnsnasIaduganssuaalnals

3

%

1,999 41N 2,160 nacil Tneidl Precision #1 0.553 @4gan3n LightGBM wsielslalminin

) = S > =
Learning Curve NAIMHLADETANIN Tmﬂmmuuqmﬁﬂ@fauummmuum

IndAeaiuLazad wanadntunalaifiiloyun overfitting %38 underfitting §3484AA" PR-

AUC 18 0.914 1az ROC-AUC 71 0.998

1%

P2 =2 ' ' I < ' o d? 1o &
AdpAsuasiusaz lunadaaudsuansiaii Ineavaddunimunasesesdng
dazfudugsnssudalneilaunnngn (Recall 449) vFaiiuangasewdenIsuAsRauRafy

NINaNAINTINgalng (Precision-Recall AUC §4) @9 XGBoost (Tomek Links) gaziili

b

o

Aonaniassianga luniangan winliianiiniges False Positive waz False Negative 1u

SLALNANAA
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= d %3 = 4
4. N15AATIZUANMNKIAYTDINLADS

o o

nranziAudAyaesiimefidudunaudiAny lunigdnladdimesfladna

o

[ [

sanisinueeslimanInign d1uiulunallsziny Boosting HadtainnsnAtuanilaann

q

o

Anlunszuaunisuanaulsl luntsmaaesdl §3deaenld XGBoost $auriu Tomek Links Llw
wan asanliipn ROC-AUC waz F1-Score 434 waz 1At SHAP Values N131A91z3iiNe

| o g o
%N@ﬂ?$VIU°ﬂ@\1LL[§]@3W AR TNNABANTTNIUNE

i
=

ati19lsfinan 1InFeIN19anA2INLALNAN False Negative lifiuaatinsiign
LightGBM gaufiu Class Weight azimunzanndniiesannliien Recall gandn udazuanun
3 e dl d? [ - a 'S o o = =R 1 v
pngl False Positive NNINTW HadNEaINNNIaATIziANd Anyresiiaasasdanliaiuisn

wenluauaydsannisdeya liannanasnrdesiviimanenisgaialdethanunzas

4.1 wan1IMAAaL Undersampling $981U Tomek Links Tulnima XGBoost Tag

SHAP analysis

SHAP Summary Plot - XGBoost

merchant_total_trans '.' -
category_total_trans +—- .
amount w*-- " . see e . .

High

merchant_ID

customer total trans +

customer_ID

Feature value

category -

age

age_4.0

+
gender total trans *

*

.|.

T T T T T T T Low
-8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
SHAP value (impact on model output)

nwsznau 31 wams SHAP Summary Plot 21831LAR XGBoost

1 '
= = o

® 71a8f merchant_total_trans Nuansenusialuinagengn neaA SHAP Ngav

Tilunaduwaliuaanisaidndugsnssunalaniaiiy Fraud
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® a5 category_total_trans WAz amount NNANTENLIAIAINN Inelan1ziiladl

ANge A WHaRuws liuAtan1salinu Fraud

® 71aaf age WaT age_4.0 NA1 SHAP Value A8 TeuanaldifiuinWiaes

WANINNARANIANANITOILRE

SHAP Feature Importance - XGBoost

merchant total trans
category total trans
amount

merchant ID
customer total trans

customer_ID

category
gender total trans
age

age 4.0

0 1 2 3 1 5 6
Mean |SHAP Value| (impact on model output)

AUsenau 32 LaneAlaataad SHAP Value a1usuusaziiaasluluima XGBoost

® i1aaf merchant total_trans HA1L1aA1 SHAP Value 43914a (~6.5) luiaasm

q

%

Huansenunnigasanisfngdulazeslung

® 31aaF category_total_trans LAz amount NHANTINLIZALTAIAINA (~1.0 —

1.5)

L] WL%?‘merchant_lD WA customer_total_trans ANanTZnUIzALUUNANa (~

0.5)

5

o WRafuuatiay iy category, gender_total_trans, age, 8 age_4.0 Y
1

ANLaatl SHAP Value Induel Lanadntnasan1saanisndtiasunn

a
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SHAP Dependence Plot - XGBoost
Feature: merchant_total trans

b ]

44 2 -0.5
[ ]
L)

7 (00 £
S5 E
cu_l 01 =
s 8 . --05 8
T8 ]
>l |
[ [i¥]
L ® --1.0 g
T < o]
m874— ]

2 3

--15 Y
MR j j
_81 ' - 2.0

-2.0 -15 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5
merchant_total_trans

Alsznatl 33 nanIANANRUS 921919 Wlaas merchant_total_trans NUNARNWEUR

THLAANIWAT SHAP Value

91N SHAP Dependence Plot 289W1aa§ merchant total_trans LlsLAa XGBoost

® 138 merchant_total_trans #A149 (FIUANHEINTINAIUIUNIN) AT SHAP Value

aziily A1au 17N THeaas an lanianiuiaqitly Fraud

|
o 1% v A ¥ !

e i merchant_total_trans qppn (FAUANETNTINURE) AN SHAP Value aziili

q

ANUAN Tuwaay WK lanianiuigaily Fraud

|
[

® 11N customer_total_trans 4 (fﬁmaLLmLile) 11999 merchant_total_trans #1

% v

AZBNNANAT SHAP Value Tiifluuanunau uwandn SudndgsnssutasusgnAidilse i

YINgINITNLERL AZYNNBIIINAIINIALN Fraud 8Inau
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SHAP Dependence Plot - XGBoost
Feature: category total _trans

204 °
-0.5
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category_total_trans

AUsEnay 34 wARIAMNENTUS seudnaiaas category_total_trans ALUNARNERINLAR

NIUAT SHAP Value

a1n SHAP Dependence Plot 289W1aa5 category_total_trans vwinina XGBoost

v

® il category_total_trans HAN44 (§3n990TunNIANMYIUNIN) AN SHAP Value
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SHAP Dependence Plot - LightGBM
Feature: merchant_total_trans
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SHAP Dependence Plot - LightGBM
Feature: category
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SHAP Dependence Plot - LightGBEM
Feature: amount
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1. wan1sIRanuIlumalsziny Gradient Boosting (XGBoost, CatBoost
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1. 3YAUAINIALNE: 14 XGBoost + Tomek Links 1iVassyginssnig
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. o 5 r o
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