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IR BT O 64 A M 64 1 JE AR B gROC A= gAUC #9484 3248 Eitit T gROC #9& F R A4 L k2 s,
F) A SESAEAR AT T gROC #9628 M st iah b 32k T AR 4% 8 —— AAUC F=pAUC, 5T /£ UCI %45
£ FIET AR AR F 0 S A, L34 F £ 9 gROC AE45 A AR M ROC th &89 1 2 i, & F IAUC F=
PAUC #9AER i 3% 75 ik AE T AT AUC 3 sAUC #9 AR s 377 % /8 £ 2 L T ,gROC LA R 3495t - K 35 b gk el
HLAR fiE

KERIA AL I A R AE 5 A ROC W &K kR
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Abstract: ROC Curve is an important method of model selection, but its uncertainty affects the accuracy of model selection. Based on
discernible granularity and the view of reflecting the score’s uncertainty, the study proposes the concept of gROC and gAUC, and
discusses, theoretically, some properties of the gROC. The study also tests the reasonableness of gROC using binormal model after gave
its algorithm. On this basis, the paper also proposes two model selection measures, ZAUC and pAUC. The effieciency of these measures
is verified based on UCI data sets. Experimental results show that the gROC can effectively reflect the uncertainty of ROC curve, and the
model selection methods based on AAUC and pAUC are better than the method based on AUC or SAUC. In some cases, gROC has
stronger capability on comparison of classifiers performance.

Key words: machine learning; model selection; classification; ROC curve; granularity
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AR FENLES 7 WA o0 R VR R VRAL 7 VEA9 B T T 12 J03E: A6 2 30k 458 1 & PR AH S BIF F0 88 3 T 1 T
TS 5 .ROC M2k (receiver operating characteristics curve, 32t # i VB4R AE i 28) 7041 & T WAL H DA% 23 2
TV A, AT AT R E B 1) 7 iLROC 23 M de B B A5 5 M 9 oy L AR otk ol oy 0 8 2 6 i
(fBU#71.1989 41, Spackman 5 ROC 43T 51 BIHL S 5% ) 45U, HI F VA4 R LL 82 51752000 4 Swets 71
(Scientific American) & % (11305, 518 T RFE A0k ROC 20 M) 32 511 4.2004 4£. 2005 441 2006 4,5
Frila8 2= 3121 (Int’l Conf. on Machine Learning,fii#% ICML) % ["]25 ROC 43 #7 I R 32 i 18 W N T3 R 2
¥ (the European Conf. on Artificial Intelligence, & # ECAIZE 2004 4E % >4 ROC 2 #3746 L 8. i - ROC
SRR E . S R A D N T BT 2 W R . BRSO R A [ AR R
45U A0 )2, th T AUC(area under the ROC curve,ROC 2k 7 THIF) HUZ 25 18 T 4550 P 4 0 75, 8 25 le 13 4
V)[R B8 PR 48 0T L, 2 AT 1B T 6 ROC 43 AT 7 vEREAT T AR 2 cledb AR 8 JF AR AR A B4R Hh T — S8 iy 20 A 7 1.

Pl 5 2k DRI AH DI 9 v A8 0 ok B ARG 45 23 4 2885 TR VP Ay 595 2 ST T v 280 3 400 25 DRV R, 2% 11 S i T SR FH 052
11 20 5 DR B I 255 4 43 838 00 SR8 1K) o3 R 5 AETEAF A0 HE P AN S 4 A ROC i AN e AR i b PPl
TXRE IR 43 FE B 001k BE . B0, B H 66 T 0 ks B 1) gROC 5 6% T VE AN KR BE R AR AE 3R 15 ROC i 28 11 ] e
RENS A 153 53 2 TB) I TE IR0 BE R4, 3R P 4% B R IEAL ROC ih4k, 552 ROC 2k DUKME R V& 78 bR 1T
ROC i1 gk ). 5256 45 B3R B 70— @ “RL B N 3k T Z 5 VA I 43 8 38 BBk 35, R 08 T A7 2 X 43 73 S 38 1 g
4.

ARICEE LA GO TAE SR 2 1945 th ROC 0 AT 2 ASME S JF 48 H B Rl ROC Fl R HEAL AUC IR
o ARG R PR AL 5 5 3 T4y Y gROC i 2k 43 T AH ¢ B 5t () AR e BT 38 4 15 45 W S IR U 45 58 B W i 46
AL

1 #HxIE

A3 FE BTV H 02 0 I I S 40 2o, 0 73 0 Z2E 11 23 2H 4 136 408 A0 A 260 288 9 e 488 1 B3040 10 23 1) T
6 B 1% 202 o AR 1 VP AN 4 S RV T P B 5 AR 3% DL 0T A5 40 S B R 8 4 R A TR0 1) A T MR
AT B DR Ay AN 2 ER 0N (1 M 3 1T B G0 2 ) v A R 2 2K (5 R ) A, A B SR A T A I v R A
AT ST — A IE (1 53 F % VA B

TEVE 2 BOHRF2 4 10 S v R e B 23 28 AT S B 28 S AP 2 AT 40 9l 2 ) S 0 I, e BE AT T A T S 11
T it 42 FRORT R SE AT HE ), LU A7 51 DX 0 D) S SR ) S B AT 5 o ik S 7 A VARG, R A Sl o FH P B2 D e S Y
T YRS, 2R 45 T, TR Lk S A 2R 4 SR 4 AR SR B AT HE . DL 7 40 25 L A 6 I 4 S STV e 8 4 HR RE o1l 3 2%
(YRR 2 A T 2 5 DL IR HE P S0 O T SR A S A 1A e B, 76 B 45 A B VR JEAT VR ROC & 85 i FH I L2 2%
S EEREVEAY T Bradley i H AUC HLEH WL HLAS 2 > 50k R B AUC B B 1 56 46 34491 - AUC
BN T 5 255 BT I R RS AUC B FE RO 5 A T AUC 1 D A 70 3ok 48 3 et s AN AR TE AR 1 AUC, T L
RAIE B (RS A Huang AT Ling MCER Y8 RS20 15 5 T8 3R 7 11 0 R PP A 13 B AUC AT 45 1 )5 B8 gkt — 20
RS T — Tl 1 58 A 00 1 e VP4 BE 5 AUC:ace. i ik AH 5G40 Hr iE WA 3X % 1 5 RMS(root mean square error)
(KR 8 o A, R 12 P8 A 7 40 I s T LA 81 B 4 TN A 9L b 4% NN P ROC I 2R3 AT N T 28 0
2% ZHARAG NS HE 1) B HLVE RE LA, 9206 45 LR W], ROC 1 2% 2 10 1645 AiE 2 800 43 28 BB A 3 T AL 0L,

T ROC 43 Mt HUOGTE P if A% F8 159 4, — 262235 43 il $ T ek 75 123 Castanho 45 A K BRI 424518 5 ROC
4 B — PR ROC 751 551 ROC 4311 FH 1 PP At 56 T BRI R I ) 2 e b i 1. Ferri 25 A4 i AUC 2%
T KRBT OGTE 7, 5T I 2 A4t AUC IRER I AC pAUC.pAUC fili THHE P IR 1 8, K5 4590 7 1t 2052
PRI AT W 7 PRI, % B T M5 DR 2% A B VP A PP ek I 7 2% R % 1) ) B 41 % P A 41 119 /N 2w A
Flash 2 A\ JET 7 A0 7520 10 JEUAA (L2 1 sSAUC, 1% 1% BHBE G 7 AUC A% B FIIN 7545 (1 ok i 34 sAUC 2% &
T A5 55 1R B TR 46 A5 55T SAUC 143 JS 28 VAL o8 LA i 1E . Calders %5 A4 T softAUC, Ik — D 45 1
— A R R I AL AUC F s 23 2 8% (1 )y 3L,
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2 J&,Vanderlooy %6 A\ 45 ! T pAUC,sAUC,softAUC ) — M T8 3, 38 Ik #1118 2 1 FH S 56 AR R B, 3K 26748 T
I AUC 5 H 5118 Hand $i 1 AUC 745 (K198 76 [ B AUC M 24 T 20T 1320 250 A5 AR Le 20 A b, 8
A KR 1T 159 70 A0 8 T4 4 AL TE VP AL 2 R4k RE W A AUC AR 24 TAE H — M T 9> K s
BT 5 10 8 AL U, AUC 2 A P AN [i) 38 B SR SR A AR [] 43 28 s prg B,

FESEBR N A, T 0k 3R A A FL S e M e /3 2 ROC i HUEZA R ROC M4k, IEARILSEN
ROC i £k Ml B2 H AR 224l v ROC 28 DA K FEAS At s 1k 10 7 1080 S o 1 () 2 ROC il 2k B4y 5, i 2
70 L O A, B AN B SRR 77711972 Macskassy 465 ACK IS 2 56 F ROC i B (34 1t i
SINBIPLES 2 ST, HE T P8 . BB . B B X, B . Working-Hotelling #5245 Jy 19200,
TERAET 15 N ROC BAS A AT 52 Elazmeh 28 A48 1 T —FhA-FA5 5005 F ik 55 ROC E 15 Bt 75 24,
Efron A1 Tibshirani $2 4 (] bootstrap P i&122, 283 i 3 FH] /4 ik ROC 2k (1 TR FE L. ROC A5 4l AE R L1
— B AR R T A /INREAS T U0 08 A 0 K AN YA 0 1, ) A A I x4 P8 i HL,ROC B
15 A B 2 Y AR ROC 2k 4 RERAS-45 5 R AN .

S2PR 1 ROC #i £k ANl M AE 15 50 17 51 v AT AR B, 24 45 43 ) Jo /I e, 2 W 481 I v 23 ek S o AR,
ARSCHEH [ gROC J7 9255 T 43 Fhi B 2 2 X LR IE ALl ROC, il v ROC 1l £k 1) A e 1, T DL JkE K H [1) 5K
FEAR ST 202 BRI PRS0 50 J B Rk £ B A O A AT S 45 R R W, 3 T gROC 43 M7 5 S I A 20 3 % )8
AAUC HpAUC AL T3 T AUC B SAUC AR RS 3k £ 05 .

2 gROC MiZa A%

2.1 XKFROCFHFIAUC
2 S S 53 S 10 F, AR AN FE A8 4 BB O 1E SR AR SRR 2 {p,n} R I — AN TG FR 4 A T (B 3 S AR ) B A 451
HILSR BTN 200, A 4 ] B HS AR A B2 1A, SR A 43 S T A8 DR G g T S T A G SR 4 A g, R
R i A B T A A8 2 SR A T SR 4 DAy B4, DR G A TSI B 485 dan R 3 kg T A8 DU G g R I . 45 e
AN SRR g R A 1R — A RE A, AT DL FH VR G B 3R R A9 1 A 17 2, L 1.
Table 1 Confusion matrix
=1 OREHE
U I IR EES

SEPRIESE True positives (TP)  False negatives (FN)
SR False positives (FP)  True negatives (TN)

VR 5 I R A S
e ILIF#:TPrate= ™_.

TP+FN’
o {HIEZ: FPrate = L
TN +FP

LL FPrate SAfARAR, LA TPrate S\ ALAR,JIT A FT (e si (FPrate, TPrate) JE & — 4 - i1 X 35 [0,1]x[0, 1], Fx A
ROC #¥[A].ROC £k t 45 1> si(FPrate, TPrate) i 45 7% b, SN sibt N — >4 24 BY. 10(0,0) R 7= 4 R4
IS FREHU Jig 571 24 AR B 5 251, 1) 3% 75 HEAEAN A9 0 F00U st 1E 2 PRI ABE 2R 5 1501, 0) 52 B ARRE B K BT A7 LE 491 43 2 0 1E 2K,
Fir A G 53 2500 B8

FEIT x B T A IR 23 2 AT DR ST 0 2 B AT A2 88 A 4 I AR & R 43 B 1E 2K, ROC BIA Bl 4328
2 T DAIA A A T <58 727, RS 4 T A6 0 55 59t 25 K 0 G Kl VA 38 LE S b s S Bl v AR R = A SRR BT LA ROC
Pl b SE A T o R AR I RE EE A LS| ).

VR 22 43 25 2% A1) 1 ke SFE W) B0 00 U) 85 5 5FAN BE B Y Yes B No. 24 55 B2 25 % I 7 30038 48 I 7 26 o — 3805
FEFE, 5 ROC 78 [B] ) — AN U6 Y. Iy — 2843 2825 0 an kb 25 DLk 30 23 S 38 B 20 ) 268, 200 6 — SR 2B it 2
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54353 (score), i B, — AN 7 481 558 J T AN ST FE 1) B0 S8 A8 mT DU B VA —A0Re P FRDRS 1 1) M o, B
— B, X B R R UE A5 53 B R A5 43 s B T R R A M 4y SR A RV S B b A S — o W AL M
F A I REI A 53 T B e BURR A 5034 UK )7 (rank).

HE Py B A2 0 S mT DU 1 8 A 0 R A A R () 20 21 s 2R 2 SRl i o v T R, DU 2R 8 i 1
Yes; 75 JU), 4 Hi No. &g —AN B X Y. ROC 45 i) [ — A a5 MR A& F a3, AT LUE 3 M —o0 ] +oo i 4% 1 {1, 3 25 ROC 2%
[ —4 ROC Mgk it & b, 1K & —Fp =4 ROC ik HIK 307 2.

ROC £k A1 [ W43 28 45 (I ME e Bk ROC i 4 1 75 T BB R B8 1) AUC, 38 5 R AUC 1 5 B 43 2K 4
PEREI BE AR bR,

2.2 gJROCE gAUCHEEIHE X E X

X TR BT 44 5 B 4343 7 50, n R ELIE B 45 43 score F 61451 #5343 score RO TR B B8 K, 158 W % A5 00 48 4 b [XC
A T IR RSG5 f 22, a0 S E 45 43 R AR 9149 43 BE RS A, SE bR B T o RO R ME T, 1% 4 8 AR X 4y E 4
ARG 0 8 g FEASBLALL A T 20 0 AN [F) G5 4543 22 T (6 T 326 3T e 119 43 28 4 1k g, 3 7. 77 gROC il gAUC
H,

EX 1. 4585 BAAFE s IS HSFR(s,5+0) N s 1A S, e AE U(s, 9).

HH T3 23 (AN 52 P, T UKEAS 2067 T 58 R SR80 N TR RE A 10 Ay AN 7T 43 % 114, 36 S 451 359 40 Ay [i) ol 6 ).
FRARIR 4% 5h 53 FRE E 7™ AE OB E 7 7K F- b 40 S 28 AN BE Wt 23 9% 1649 0 J 491

EX 2. ¥ U, )T IR BI04 F 0], T8 s BB E R0 2 1F 28, 43 I FPrate™ 1 TPrate”, Bk (FPrate,
TPrate”) y_Fifbl ROC £,ic 4 upROC(S, ).

EX 3. ¥ U(s,0) T AL A0 A 76, i 50 s B IE 2R E G FE K, 5 74ic 4 FPrate-fil TPrate«, FR (FPrates,
TPrate.) 4 Nl ROC 4,31 lowROC(s, ).

EX 4. H(FPrate” TPrate”) [ HUAFR A F¥T L ROC 148,12 4 upROC; Hi A (FPrates, TPrate«)#) i I #U I FR
J FIEL ROC ik, it #E lowROC.H lowROC F1 upROC JE I £ %112 4 gROC=(lowROC,upROC), ¥
gROC £kt

EX 5. lowROC FJ7 i A Fr 4 FiL bl AUC,i2 4 lowAUC;upROC T J7 i FUFR 4 3Bl AUC,iE4F upAUC.
tH lowAUC Fll upAUC 7% 74572 5 gAUC=(lowAUC,upAUC).

BEIEA IR A 1T 2543 A N(0.65,0.22), 97451 ij M 1T 25 43 A N(0.45,0.22), 43 531 2 ik 2 000 AN 451, B Bt N,=N,,=2000,
15 BLAF 53 4 535 WA 2(A0 45 175 2001~2050 [¥13 43 FEGI1F 43 S 8 M5 B). o» Hehi 5 Sl 0.02,ROC Hfi2k &
RIEAEL ROC #i gk P 1 FroR, 2o A ok R SR 1.

Table 2 An example of scoring classifier (partial)
R 2 IEAF I KA R (s o3 A 451

R = B e e A s o s N s e S v M B 0 e A s o M s, e o R M~ |
2011 0.483 96 2022 0.48311 2033 0.482 47 2044 0.48141
2012 0.48374 2023 0.483 04 2034 0.48232 2045 0.48124
2013 0.48372 2024 0.48304 2035 0.48230 2046 0.481 21
2014 0.48359 2025 0.48298 2036 0.482 11 2047 0.48112
2015 0.483 58 2026 0.482 88 2037 0.482 07 2048 0.48110
2016 0.48350 2027 0.48278 2038 0.48195 2049 0.48109
2017 0.483 38 2028 0.48272 2039 0.48189 2050 0.480 97
2018 0.483 35 2029 0.482 61 2040 0.48183
2019 0.48333 2030 0.48258 2041 0.48182
2020 0.483 30 2031 0.48253 2042 0.48168
2021 0.483 17 2032 0.482 52 2043 0.481 68

2001 0.48571
2002 0.48562
2003 0.485 08
2004 0.48471
2005 0.48470
2006 0.484 41
2007 0.48419
2008 0.484 17
2009 0.484 16
2010 0.484 14

I Do 5 5 5T S

0D O T S O O T S T S
T 5 T 5 T 5 T T S T T
T T T 5 5 5 5 T T S T

- 5T 5T 5 5 5 5 S -
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10
0.76
LiEfl ROC
08 . 074
FiEfel ROC B3 ROC
2 06 g 072
g 3 ROC g
a & 0.70 21 ROC
F 04 T o AL
02 : ROC
: 0.66
0.0
0 02 04 06 08 1 0.26 0.3 034 038

FPrate FPrate
Fig.1 ROC curve and pair of the gROC curves

K1 ROC ik M1 gROC 2%}
2.3 MRS

5 ISR E A, BB I KT NFE 53 A1 2 1 R HON @(x), 93 A1 R HCh @(x), % ER 7 U(s,0) Y
BIPEBIABLIREB] xeUE I h(8) = [T p(x)dx = D (s + 8) — d(s) .t TN SO — 55153

A5, WA P{E =k} =CEh (8)A-h(s)V ™ 1Lt k=0,1,....N.
BEHLAZ & S B B E(O)=Nh(8)=N(D(s+)—a(s)). ik i~ 16 5% - 1F 4 ml 5 45 449 Bl 3.
W U(s, )W IERFEGI S H b &0 S RAEGI S E b & AT f5an F 4548

MR 1 X T 4 ERENME s LAY SE K0 HERLEE S,upROC(s,8)fE ROC s % E 77 :1owROC(s,8)7E ROC

AT

SE T AT L ROC #3745 FPrate’ =— %5 Tprate’ =17+

i3 4% FPrate” <<FPrate, TPrate” = Tprate. [Al tt;,upROC(s,8) 7. T- ROC AH M. 5 /) 2 F 7.
FP+ &P TP-&P
FP+&P+TN' TP-&P+FN

Xt IowROC(s, 0) 47 T ROC #H M A HIA T 7.
PR 2. R U(s,6) P BeAT HARAE 6, )0 upROC(s, 8),IowROC(s, 8) 55 ROC wi HE 15
E A Rk U(s, 0) A AR RE], N £2 = 0,&7 =0 BT L,

[F]¥ 7 FPrate, = TPrate, = ,FPrate.=FPrate, TPrate.<Tprate.

FPrate' =~ % _ FPrate,
FP—&"+TN
n
TPrate” = _TPres TPrate,
TP+£&7+FN
p
FPrate, = _FP+é g = FPrate,
FP+&2 +TN
_£P
TPrate, = % =TPrate.
TP—&f +FN

A, upROC(s, 6),lowROC(s,8) 5 ROC M E 4.
MR 3. Y4 HERLEE /N T-15 43 i B/ A BE R ,upROC, lowROC 5 ROC 4.
IE A BT /N TAF 43 1 B/ T B MO A N9 43 s,U (s, 0) P 38 LA RE A5, Bk 5 2 1 S 45 18 AR

O

O

YRR 4. T ENSNME s LLEBEA PR L 8, A8, W 61<8, ] upROC(s,H) 0 F upROC(s, )2 L

lowROC(s, &) T lowROC(s,8) 2 % F.
SEU T 6,<, 0 £) = 0,88 = £8 AT A,
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FP-g, _ FP-g
FP—& +TN  FP—¢&l +TN
TP+g TP+
TP+&5 +FN - TP+&5 +FN

[H I, (FPrate”(s,5), TPrate”(s,&)) iz T-(FPrate (s, &1), TPrate” (s, &) & L J5 .

[F] LA AIE, (FPrates(s, &), TPrate«(s, &) ). T~ (FPrate«(s, 61), TPrate«(s, o)) 41 /7.

BT, upROC(s, &) T upROC(s, 81) 2 ZE L ;1owROC(s, )02 T lowROC(s,81) 2 41 . O

HPEJI 4 W %N, 5 6 WY ) upROC (R4 T-5 8 XK upROC £k 11 E 7 ;5 & %) lowROC i £ 40
T-5 6 X RE¥ lowROC 1K T J5 . 1T ,upAUC 2 ¢ T SV 5 178 326 1 e 250, lowAUC 52 5K T o) #1326 3 ok 4.
2.4 EFgROCHJHEREE

FERH AUC VPN AN 73 S a3 PR Re I, LRI T rank, 1032 R score, BRI AN BEAR 47 b LB B AN 73 S5 2% 11
A2 3 (6 T AUC 13X —55 1, i 100 2588 A R4 2888 B XHREGI I HER 52 2 A1 ), # 0 ROC ik —
FE NI AUC AHTA], AT ROC 2 AUC i BLE A 7 2K 4% O PE g (L AE gROC #5284 K A HT gAUC REWS LEAL M

A ABIRL.

FPrate™(s,5,) = = FPrate’ (s, 5,),

TPrate” (s,d,) = =TPrate’ (s, ).

Table 3  An illustrating example on AUC’s shortcoming

%3 U AUC Gk 2R 7R )

30 3 FARA 39353 Je4%B

Fey A9y JON | RS B | BSR4 | RS B R
1 0.9 p 11 0.495 n 1 0.9 p 11 0.4 n
2 0.8 p 12 0.40 n 2 0.8 p 12 0.38 n
3 0.7 n 13 0.38 p 3 0.7 n 13 0.36 p
4 0.6 p 14 0.35 n 4 0.6 p 14 0.34 n
5 0.55 p 15 0.34 n 5 0.57 p 15 0.32 n
6 0.54 p 16 0.33 n 6 0.55 p 16 0.30 n
7 0.53 n 17 0.32 p 7 0.53 n 17 0.25 p
8 0.52 n 18 0.31 n 8 0.51 n 18 0.15 n
9 0.51 p 19 0.20 p 9 0.48 p 19 0.12 p
10 0.505 p 20 0.10 n 10 0.45 p 20 0.1 n

95 T8 S HERLRE O 6=0.02, 28 THE AT AL 3R 3 A3 ar4r 2838 A I AUC 24 0.69,lowAUC 24 0.645,upAUC 4
0.735.1M #3434 2548 B 11 AUC 1124 0.69,/H1L lowAUC 25 0.674,upAUC 4 0.691.#84 lowAUC,upAUC (1) LL 4
AL REE B A4S AN PRI N HAT TR 4 28 PR
X6 FhA- IE;\I:LlJJCC i b % L 41 1owROC il UpROC S ROG M2k 1 F2 i

4%, 1€[0,1].244=1 i} lowROC I upROC 5 ROC LT A4 RIMEIE/N, B TS 5 R BE 2 R B2
ROC A s PR,

1 A P AR (R AR 45 B SR AT AUC {ELAR ], o] AR A 4B P 2 A L e S A0 55 A A ) 4 WL FEE 11
TEOLT, B B LG e R AR P B A i — MR O AN 1) AUC B A — 58 A1 4%, T8 HAT 8 & AUC 1)
P H o LR AT th T 43 KA M B8 AUC BIE Lb, 9 B 308 b 38 s 1 L, PRk mT DL s SCTn R i 43 28 o 1
e .

EX 7. Fr AAUC=AxAUC HFLAL ) A ST BUINEL AUC,id 2k AAUC.

AR UPIAMEIAL AUC AHSE I, 0 B g A A 2k R DR 32 e T L L 2R A0 S M B AUC AS TR,
AAUC fefig [ WU 2 AUC {i LA J ROC N E 1t AN J5 T R ik, AAUC L AUC TER 2.

F 48, 5 lowAUC=upAUC, ] AAUC=AUC, B LA =] i, 5 HB 4k 5 AUC.

T 2% %2 upAUC(lowAUC)BE 73 #E kL B 578 A I 15 . DL 4 KL B 624 1l AUCTupAUC (lowAUC/AUC) i
GNIh, 2 B 26 K () 2 o).
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AUC/upAUC &
lowAUC/AUC

1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0.0

———- LowAUC/AUC |

“ AUC/upAUC
~

—————

0.4 0.6 0.8

115

SrHERLE &
Fig.2 Trend of AUC/upAUC (lowAUC/AUC) along with the discernible granularity &
Kl 2 AUC/upAUC(lowAUC/AUC)FE 7 kLI o) A% A a3

ebr bk T 3 RN S5 4 AT AN, BE S 2 MR S 0 A8 F) 1,upAUC 1 AUC B4 _ETH5] 1,11 lowAUC 1 AUC #ii
T EEF] 0.
AUC

e e lowAUC
X‘ é/xeﬂﬂ,g/ ““it"é‘,l}l-f 5 — , 5 — y
0T 45 58 B 3 FE R BE 6,1 (6) UPAUC 9(9) AUC

M 0B 22 KA )R 8 OB, 140 910 B 5 upAUC 5 4K AT 551 1() b R,
() 0 22 15 BE T LA 4y R 19 40 445 A0 5 DA 2550 ROC. AR 5 HE AN B 0) 20 BE R AE 1,
B ROC 6 Nz /6 12 S5 1 e A AR, 50, £ 5 B FE R A 900 445 A U, TowAUC
i W 5 (o) K0, (&) 1 40 R 4 T LA 4 2 W 8153 53 S K 5 ROC S e —
ERE0(0) M2 0 B AEIE 17, W) ROC IR ANl i P I 0197 L% AP AR,

o T B TR S e o SR A 7 % (9% o(6) B O R B
[ 16(o)ds M [ }o(@)d. A B N B A 6 IS & LI, % o= [ 11 (0)d0- [ La(@)0s, 1 epi 1
BORL) AUC A, I p (0B 10 ST LA S 7ty e R U5 o 1% AUC 8,52 XU i

EX 8. H pAUC=pxAUC HHELHL p IR IIEL AUC, 2k pAUC.

BRI 2 55 p AW T ROC e e {0 JE 4 A LA 55 2 125 0 i OIS e (6350
(0, RIE, 2 JETE4 5 S HRRLIE O T ROC AW 0 R W o /27153 HL i ST 7 RELAEL O . F 75
S0, (0, AE ROC S 2P 52 Bt p (13158 £ K38 B M TTT47,pAUC 13 £ 0 K 88 MR |- 9
KB B
3 gROC HHitEXE=EIITE

4R gROC % B & 1 5 X, upAUC,lowAUC, AAUC,pAUC i1 % T- gROC h£. X, B SE M4 #1451

W SRAF 53 Fe 5 o A A58 S 8 8 1R 15 0, )0 ROC

353115 gROC #1411 upROC s fll lowROC s frI AR AR AH, 2K J5 55 T8 T A 33152 upAUC F1 lowAUC.
B3%. gROC MLk k.
PN
o Z={Cis()};
o CiFEfli;

o s(i):FRIKFEG] C; Ay A A5

o SHFHIRLEL.

iy :upROC & AR KR (FPrate”, TPrate") 1 lowROC £ i) A4 #5{H (FPrates, TPrate.).
Begin

1. Zg«—$af3508 s BeFH5IM Z

2. WH:upAUC0,lowAUC«0,n<-0,p<-0,&<-0,£,¢-0

3. forCieZydo
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4, n<0,p<0,5<0
5. left<—s;+o
6. leftno« K T-%5F left [FIFE B4
7. p< i1 1 £ leftno 1 IEHI 4%k
8. ner 1 £ leftno 147451 %k
9. if i==leftno+1 then
10. if C; JIEHI then pe—p+1
11. else nen+1
12. end if
13. FPrate”(i)«n/N,
14. TPrate’(i)«<—p/N,
15. FPrate«(i)«—n/N,
16. TPrate«(i)<—p/N,
17. else
18. p<p+(i—leftno);
19. for ke (leftno+1,...,i) do
20. if C i fifsl then
21. L&+l
22. else &< &+1
23. end if
24, end for
25. FPrate”(i)«—n/(Ny—&,)
26. TPrate”(i)<—p/(Ny+ &)
217. FPrate(i)<—n/(N,+&,)
28. TPrate«(i)<—p/(Np— &)
29. end if
30. end for
End
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FLF FPrate”, TPrate”,FPrate., TPrate«, £ FH b6 1 2 305 T #5458 1) upAUC {H T lowAUC i, M 1115 7] LLA%
I8 AAUC K pAUC 8 SCTHEAH OG5 L AAUC R TES 8 10— o0 HERLE 2 T BT 45 341 pAUC ITE B
BLIEAR, A ek & b1 0 ARG E] 1P RAEAR R 3 HERLE 2 T £(0) & g(8). RAE R B TE A U5 1(0) & g(o)ith
ST 7 AR R G R i SR pAUC.

4 KIS

4.1 ROCAHE MR DT

FEAS T ROC 28 AR 22 PE (AR 7] 5 125 P Meetz 46 A FH RO RUIE 2 B8 e 192 SR I 40 75 P 1 s 7 LS 56
(5L At b 2K 14 18 ROC AN i 1 1 23 . 1 1 1 il A 1F 25 43 4 N(0.65,0.22), 5451 il A 1F 2 43 Aii N(0.45,0.22), %>
SR 2 000 ANFEA], BT L Np=N,=2000, 73 ## R 5 B A 5=0.02. 18 3 HbsiE T7F LIRS R IMZ % ROC Hhgk,
5] S 6 fh 26 L5 ROC #h £k, 52 ROC #h 4k /T lowROC 1 upROC 2 7] [ I 4= i 100 ¥k £ ROC #h4k, I

Pl 3 rpr e A€o il 2 i (S s AR i 26 41). 7T LU L lowROC #1 upROC 1 LU IR 2250 ROC HHfi 2k 1) ASHff s 1.

215 ROC £k %F M ) AUC {24 0.7628,upAUC H % 0.7938,lowAUC B 0.7441, LTI LE % 2 2 0.9374.
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1.0

08 _iEfl ROC
' Tl ROC
21 ROC

H.52 ROC

0.6

TPrate

0.4

0.2

0.0

0 02 04 06 08 1
FPrate
Fig.3 Uncertainty of ROC curve

Kl 3 ROC &k n A e

4.2 ETFIiEENAUCHHEEEF
4.2.1 BHREE R SLI W E

hy VAL SR (R B B £ 7 4 AT AS R 52 B B 1S 5K UCT B PP T2 47 22 A28 0 0 e 2 9T S e 2%
B R B,

x4 AT EYEE B AR R ER DN BHAE BE ILP Vowel 1) hed 24454 1E28, AR A Jf 1
3 5125, Vehicle [1) van 286 4 1598, HAh 24 F- 6 24 6128, X Satimage [ dampgrey soil 284 1E 28, AW & FF4E
512X Abalone Bl 55 18 2K TR, 58 9 2K 4 1128,

Table 4 UCI data sets

k4 UCIHdlidk:
s — B e
ELS OB

Monk2 0 6 169

sonar 60 0 208
Breast-W 9 0 699
Abalone 7 1 731
Vehicle 18 0 846
Vowel 10 3 990
satimage 33 0 6 435

O ORFRAE VIR BE 30U 42 R A P 200 40 A — 55 R 4 2 RIRE R TR AR B0 4 i 3. 3543 :60% HH 11 45,
20% 1] T-4641E,20% 1 T3 S 46 56 T Matlab2010a 0443855, e 364 25 UL I 73 25 2%

422 FERIVERE

AR A I 25 (% B4 45 AU bootstrap 3 AT i FEP #E 4 — A bootstrap 4 E _E 44 £ kb 26 UL 7 2 25 8%
bootstrap il X EHC K 100, AT E 100 A Kb 7 DU 753 2825 78 73 S 38 1 i BL, LA gAUC,AUC HiT sSAUC
IR 3% B e 7, 70 313 2] AUC,SAUC,AAUC FllpAUC 1H 5 K1) 4 DN 42528 AR5 5t AN AR 2R 3k 2 15 i
B (R4 2588 M IR 4E K AUC 18 By e e B 15 35 2 .

F 5 HIH TG 4 B AR R 0BT R DU I S B AE MR AE ¥ AUC . T LA — e i R B
gAUC IR Y 6 58 15 - T A0 5 1) 20 15 2% LMt 4 b 1% AUC i b B 48248 1] AUC B8 SAUC 1 B0 10 458 14 4 e
1393 2528 IR 4 AUC H B . 5236 45 R R W] 3L T g AUC (R 7Y 3k ¢ 13 2 80 HL JSU IR 2 L AAUC T pAUC
T WA J7IHAUC A K bR Il ROCHIE I " L5k ROC HFLEE.

T AN, NS S BT DUE TR AR SR 4, pAUC LEAAUC (130 5L S0 4 SR DR 2, o AE BT ] g 4%
HERLIE 2 T ROC AN M 1) S e T 3T AR LY 26 AJ AR 45 58 40 WERLFE T ROC ANHff i 1 1) J k.
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Table 5 AUC values on the test set
Fz5 MWA%E LK AUC {H

pIEiEE AUC SAUC AAUC PAUC
Monk2 05635 0.5637 0.5674 0.567 4
sonar 0.8905 0.8905 0.8971 0.8927
Breast-W 0.9613 0.9625 0.9659 0.9658
Abalone  0.8572 0.8572 0.8572 0.8572
Vehicle 0.8860 0.9126 0.9229 0.9279
Vowel 0.9466 09466 09466 0.9478
satimage 0.9051 0.9051 0.8998 0.9075

4 UL Sonar R A 41, 15 B AS AR B0k 6 P 2 I ROR %5 F B I BN U B — A K3 (F B EE
SR, 43 AR H0 H R 20), 15 AR bk oA AT Sk 6 BT, A A Ay S O (IR 4R AUC {1 B Hp Sl R FR 7R AEAS [ A 2R
TEPERE RN I AT 10 4 2B BT N A EE AUC (. I 4 w4024 DLAAUC A RLE B RE ) I 1 A2k
PRI FI AUC A LU T I8 B 1R B 0 43 S8 48 22 131 2 DLpAUC D B BLIE FERE T 5 2 /N0 R 7E 4 1
[ AUC 1H LU T E 8 10 B Ao 8 88 B 10 4 BL AUC 8 SAUC A RLIE R L R IN AT 4 AN 288 E R 4E 11
AUC 15 L BT 5 (1) e A0 23 2548 2 v 52 30 45 SRR W], AAUC FlIpAUC 4T~ AUC F1 sAUC.

M 4E AUC

M4 AUC

0.94 . 0.94 N
PL AUC 4 15 R i 4% PL sSAUC g B ik 4%
092 pir ity s P4 2% o 092} prhbiEph o
2
0.90 00 o % 2 090 0 O o 5;
0.88 2 & 0.88 Bo”
° o ° OogDOo = i o ° OZO&'O
0.86 = 086
0.84 o 0.84 o
0.82 0.82
0.8 0.85 0.9 0.8 0.85 0.9
IGiF4E AUC I HF4E sSAUC
0.94 e 0.94 . .
PLAAUC 558 1t 4% PApAUC 5 20 ik %
0921 et 10 J5 1 43 2 8 o 921 EEREIK AL A8
0.90 p 2 090 X\
[} Yo < @ o
0.88} o ¥ & 088 @ )
o © o0y 0 i [s] 0o @
0.86 = 0.86
0.84 o 0.84 o
0.82 0.82
0.8 0.85 0.9 036 038 04 042

RFFEAAUC KiiF 5 pAUC

Fig.4 Model selection results of 20 classifiers under different metrics
Bl 4 ASTH]BE BT 20 A9 8 38 ISR e 45

4.2.3 RIS R A AT

SCHR[91FI H Pearson AHC 4 #T Lb# T AUC,accuracy & AUC:acc 55 RMS(root mean square error) ()4 ¢ F2
JESZ IR R, T 43 AR S TR AR R 2 8 B B X A 2 2R 2R 1k RE PR A T 45 AR 5 AUC — B R i
THE IR AR PR e P T 5 R E AUC (B2 18] 1F) Spearman FRAH I R EL(BRAH OC R EOURR A S HAH K R

2, BT HH 2R 28 50, I EAT AR < 28 Bz 96, DA TT0 20 A7 5 L 08 % P2 4 15 ik e AUC fELZ T (R AH SR P

755K LA Sonar Bl 52 441, K 55 4.2.2 75 AR K S5 3 B, THELEE 100 MASE 32588 i AUC,sAUC, AAUC

A pAUC JE B Al LUK AE TR S B AUC {8, B 2 17K *F- 0=0.05, 5K 75 Spearman #EAH 2% R 502 Bl 40 T
rs(AUC)=0.5154, r(SAUC)=0.5211, r{(1AUC)=0.5214, r,(pAUC)=0.6470.

xR p A5k
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P(AUC)=0.0207, p(SAUC)=0.0189, p(AAUC)=0.0186, p(pAUC)=0.0021.
B EM KT a=0.05 T Wil A G SR AT 40,4 PR AR5 AREE AUC A5 MEAR 4 FL A 56 R nT
41,AAUC Fl pAUC SRS AUC FIAH S FEE KT IR AUC il sAUC.

5 % g

ROC /3 M K AUC J i 200 AR 700 358 ¢ 32 B LS 6 50 ROC ith 2k H oA ANAff s M, N TTT 35 ) AUC FI AN
SE 5 W AR DA A B 0 6 R e (W HER 1. QROC 1l 2 23 17 7 W 2 T3 R BE IR & 8 L BTl ROC, 118 T
gROC i1 £k i T 11 5, 43 B W,ROC &t gROC (47151 A IE 254K 7Y 51256 45 HR 2% W lowROC 1 upROC HE1 A1 3%
S ROC Hi 4k (AN A 1k, 5 45 s J AR L 8 G T KRR SR R o T 3%

ROC X AX i ] rank,ifi gROC i i T rank Fl score, 3 H.7¢ 437% & T score [{I AT 5 k. 5E T gROC i £k & X
gAUC &, RI 3Tl AUC A1 NIl AUC, 78 b I il b s SUBE Y 3k $6FE 8: AAUC T pAUC. T AL LE & A S i
2296 ROC £k 1 P AE AT 2 1, AAUC filt T AUC B AN BL LG 3R AW /S 5 T, J& 76 45 08 43 HERLIE T (A4 10 ik %
P pAUC [FIFEFEET T AUC fH K ROC AN PE P A J7 10, ANk, ot 75 JT A 43 HERLEE T ROC AN 5 P (1)~ 34
S S 25 LRI N TORRE AR SR 52, pAUC LEAAUC TR AL

7 UCH i 86 AT 5250 EU AR, th AAUC i pAUC 1k BEZY U6 5 5 5, P 1543 2R A AR B L AT AUC Bl sAUC
FT 03 R 2 B H A T 5 1 AUC {8, AAUC Fll pAUC H A 5 i i ) 23 2 2 Pk REREAT LA RO BE ) 1 Spearman
FRAH S22 BT 9256 B8 3IF T AAUC FlpAUC 5K AE AUC H A 5 R B R 56 3 .
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