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Abstract: In this paper, we propose an improved subspace method utilizing very little anomalous data for
anomaly detection. In the conventional anomaly detection method, the classifier is usually trained only with
normal data. However, in the real world problems, we can obtain very little anomalous data. Therefore, our
method introduces an objective function that minimizes the average projection length of anomaly data into
the conventional objective function for the subspace method. By this formulation, a normal subspace that
considers the distribution of anomaly data can be learned, resulting in improvement of anomaly detection
capability. Furthermore, since the information on anomaly data is given as the average projection length,
stable detection can be expected even when the number of anomaly data is extremely few. Using MNIST
dataset, in order to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed method, we show that the proposed method
yield high anomaly detection performance compared with the conventional normal model or classifier model
under the condition very little anomalous data can be obtained. Moreover, our proposed method could
robustly detect unknown anomaly patterns that are not included in the training data.
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Table 1 Comparison of average AUC in EXPERIMENT 1.
0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.3% 0.4% 0.5% 0.6% 0.7% 0.8% 0.9% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 9% 10%
SM 0.973 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE 0.996 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0 | MLP - 0.937 0.974 0.984 0.989 0.992 0.992 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.996 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.998
CNN - 0.972 0.989 0.996 0.997 0.997 0.998 0.999 0.998 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.996 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
SM 0.996 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE 0.999 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1 | MLP - 0.907 0.981 0.985 0.993 0.994 0.995 0.996 0.996 0.997 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
CNN - 0.992 0.99 0.994 0.998 0.997 0.998 0.997 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
SM 0.911 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE 0.938

2 | MLP - 0.849 0.925 0.935 0.953 0.953 0.964 0.965 0971 0.971 0.976 0.982 0.983 0.985 0.986 0.987 0.988 0.988 0.989 0.989
CNN - 0.95 0.968 0.982 0.993 0.994 0.994 0.995 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.955 0.968 0.971 0.975 0.976 0.977 0977 0.974 0.977 0976 0975 0.975 0975 0974 0.974 0.974 0974 0.974 0.974
SM 0.919 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0.957

3 | MLP - 0.835 0.916 0.94 0.957 0.963 0.969 0.969 0.969 0.972 0.971 0.98 0.982 0.985 0.987 0.987 0.988 0.988 0.988 0.988
CNN - 0.948 0.943 0.977 0.981 0.992 0.995 0.993 0.996 0.997 0.998 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.967 0.975 0.976 0975 0.977 0.976 0.978 0.978 0.977 0.978 0.977 0.975 0.975 0975 0.975 0.975 0.975 0.975 0.975
SM 0.923 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE 0.954 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

4 | MLP - 0.763 0.882 0.927 0.956 0.961 0.972 0.971 0975 0.974 0.977 0.987 0.99 0.991 0.992 0.992 0.993 0.993 0.994 0.994
CNN - 0.915 0.958 0.988 0.988 0.994 0.993 0.995 0.996 0.995 0.997 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.979 0.983 0.988 0.986 0.988 0.988 0.988 0.988 0.989 0.988 0.989 0.989 0.988 0.989 0.988 0.989 0.989 0.988 0.989
SM 0.923 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0.965 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

5 | MLP - 0.707 0.826 0.879 0.894 0.924 0.933 0.94 0.954 0.945 0.952 0.975 0.982 0.981 0.986 0.987 0.988 0.989 0.99 0.99
CNN - 0.949 0.966 0.986 0.992 0.994 0.996 0.995 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.999 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.958 0.971 0.976 0.979 0.981 0.983 0.982 0.982 0.982 0.983 0.983 0.984 0.984 0.984 0.984 0.984 0.984 0.984 0.984
SM 0.981 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE 0.989 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

6 | MLP - 0.888 0.954 0.975 0.981 0.983 0.985 0.989 0.989 0.988 0.989 0.994 0.994 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.996 0.996 0.996
CNN - 0.962 0.989 0.993 0.996 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.992 0.995 0.995 0.996 0.996 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997
SM 0.948 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0.975 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

7 | MLP - 0.82 0.937 0.968 0.977 0.98 0.974 0.982 0.983 0.984 0.985 0.989 0.989 0.99 0.99 0.991 0.991 0.992 0.992 0.992
CNN - 0.935 0.976 0.985 0.992 0.99 0.993 0.992 0.993 0.994 0.996 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.976 0.976 0.98 0.979 0.979 0979 0.979 0.98 0.981 0.981 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.981 0.981 0.981 0.981 0.981
SM 0.874 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE 0.866 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

8 | MLP - 0.743 0.829 0.873 0.893 0.918 0.927 0.914 0.934 0.941 0.941 0.964 0.97 0.973 0.976 0975 0.977 0.979 0.981 0.981
CNN - 0.824 0.877 0.945 0.983 0.987 0.986 0.988 0.992 0.994 0.993 0.997 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0
ISM - 0.927 0.936 0.935 0.934 0.935 0.933 0.933 0.93 0.93 0.931 0.926 0.926 0.924 0.924 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.922 0.922
SM | 0.965 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0.971

9 | MLP - 0.698 0.869 0.904 0.918 0.93 0.945 0.941 0942 0.959 0.957 0.967 0971 0.975 0.975 0977 0.979 0.98 0.979 0.981
CNN - 0.883 0.927 0.949 0.969 0.977 0.979 0.979 0.986 0.987 0.986 0.995 0.997 0.998 0.999 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
ISM - 0.973 0.976 0.978 0.977 0.978 0.978 0.978 0.978 0.979 0.979 0.979 0.978 0.979 0.979 0.978 0.978 0.978 0.978 0.978
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A2 ED% AUC OFHfEIC L ), SM, AE, MLP,
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— Y EDbETI IV ITIADT =Y DAEHNL7-0,

EiS

© 2020 Information Processing Society of Japan

B TFEICBIT AP AUC 27R-F. &7 5 AD%E

54



BIRNIBZ ARG FEEEFEE/SA Vol.13 No.2 50-60 (Aug. 2020)

1o T
0.9 4
08 4
%)
e
0.7 4
— EEERE
—- B
0.6 —a— MLP
MM
—- REFE
‘15 T T T T
0l 1 5 w

Anomaly ratio[%)]

1 R 1 OTHHER
Fig. 1 Result of average in EXPERIMENT 1.

F2 BET-IEIDICBITLER 1 OREN
Table 2 Summary of average AUC for 0.1% anomaly rate in
EXPERIMENT 1.

ME S BeRIE CPIME
MLP | 0.698  0.937  0.815
0.1% | CNN | 0.824  0.992  0.933
ISM | 0.927  0.999  0.972

BET—FFRIIBWT, P AUC P d B\ EE KFT
Y. I, M1 T RTOTEIBNT, £7 5 AD
AUC % ¥ L7 EBRERE 7T 7 TR

M1 %RTH»H LI, ISM TREE 7 — 7 FI/hS
WHAIZBWT, SM, AE, MLP, CNN X1 4 AUC
e, BET— I EPEL B> THEE L TRERMA
TETWAZENGDAD.

1LY, ¥XRTOZFAIZBWTISM »°SM %
MoTWAIZENFERTESL., ORI, BEr—¥
Do AT & ERE LIIEE 7 7 AEaEf 2 Ekd 5 2 LT,
BARARE AN E L TWA 22505, 77, 212
1, JBET— Y EDP0.1%DEFROR/ME, AME, T
YIEZIRT. £2 X0, BET—5 O TIVED I
B 01% DA IZB W T, RETHEO AUC HVKIEIC E
M-oTBY, FHUHEZERICIVEE -5 OFEHRT 525
CETHRVEE T THAMEHTE TV Z L%
ATED,

EHICE L LY, BETFT—-FEIF01%0 5 0.6%DH
FICBWTIZISM 2" MLP % Llil>TWwa, 4B, iy
T RP0.6% %2 AL, MLP 27 ISM % k% 7 5
AMTCTET, 10%TlE, 277A0,1,6 W TMLP 28
LR Tws. F/2, CNN & ILET % &, 77— & ZHs
0.2% T CNN ® AUC 2 L[6 % 7 9 AHNHTET, 0.8%T
X, §XTHZ7FATCNNHFLEE->TWE, 2O &n
5, MLP, CNN TiZZOMEIZBWTIIRE 7T — 5§
A 50 AFLEE TR 7 T A DERE THIcFE AL
EZOLND.

Doz ns, BEFFIIH—DOIEFT— ¥ 5O
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BIZBWT, 8T — ¥ B2 WA ICBWT Y,
FNLDOREF— 7 EAMIEH LT, iEkFHELIVLE
WEERAGEN EEONL Z EDTERTE .

4.3 FEER 2
4.3.1 FER2-1: 27X MF—2IIWHT A

R IICKETFHEICBI LT AUC 2RT. £7TAD
FRET— I RIIBVT, T AUC P b mWEE KT
Tied. T, B 2T RTOFFEIIBVT, &7 T A
D AUC Z Y L7-EBRHERE 77 7TRT. K2 &2h
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—} T, MLP, CNN L HELTH, §RXRTORET—%
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12, MLP, CNN 3 RHDRE T = HTF AN TF—=51C
BN BE BB TE LR WD THLEEZLNDL D,
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EHlZ, #3 XY, BETFT-IEFNIRUTOEHEICE
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TWALIENHERTE DL, ZOfRERPS, IEWT— 5 040
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BB BVWTORETFHEIIANTH LI LD OH b, £
72, BEALETRTOBAIZBWT KISM 25 ISM % I
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—Ji T, ISM ZH7 — A NVEEZHC TV WIZh 22 b b
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REEANEATZDGMEDR DD 00 b. L LA
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AUCPMET L TWAZ LSRR TE 4. 21U, FHED
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Table 3 Comparison of average AUC in EXPERIMENT 2-1.

0.0% 01% 02% 0.3% 04% 05% 06% 07% 08% 09% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 9%  10%

SM |o0792 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

87| KSM |0832 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0842 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

87| MLP | - 0752 0.768 0.773 0.777 0.783 0.786 0.78 0.781 0.778 0.789 0.785 0.787 0.798 0.797 0.797 0.799 0.792 0.803 0.8
vs | CNN | - 0599 058 0579 0635 061 0615 0.638 0.599 0.633 0.608 0.634 0602 0.646 0.635 0.652 0.597 0.631 0.635 0.581
ISM - 0.858 0.859 0.86 0.858 0.858 0.855 0.858 0.858 0.859 0.858 0.857 0.856 0.856 0.856 0.856 0.857 0.856 0.856 0.856

O lKisM| - 0819 0819 0819 0819 0849 0848 0849 0849 0849 0849 085 0849 0849 0819 0849 0849 0819 0849 0849
87| MLP | - 052 0514 0525 0549 0539 0552 0563 0567 0538 0568 0.579 0.594 0.599 0597 0.615 0.621 0.615 0.625 0.627
vs | CNN | - 0644 0667 0636 0641 0.684 0.665 07 0.657 0718 0705 0.741 0.74 0772 0.775 0.793 0.771 0.8  0.769 0.828
| M - 0.839 0.843 0.843 0845 0.843 0844 0845 0.844 0.843 0.844 0845 0846 0845 0845 0.845 0.845 0.845 0.845 0.845
KISM| -  0.92 0.922 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.924 0.923 0.924 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.923 0.924 0.923
87| MLP | - 0743 0.762 0752 0.779 0.771 0.773 0.763 0.77 0.766 0.755 0.777 0.772 0.775 0.779 0.783 0.779 0.782 0.787 0.785
vs | CNN | - 0734 0768 0769 083 0795 0818 0.82 0864 0845 0851 0.87 0.868 0.899 0.886 0.889 0.872 0.882 0.894 0.901
, | 1M - 0.869 0.865 0.864 0.861 0.861 0.862 0861 0.858 0.858 0.859 0.856 0.857 0.856 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.854 0.854 0.855
KISM| - 0864 0.866 0.864 0.864 0.864 0.866 0.866 0.866 0.867 0.865 0.867 0.866 0.866 0.867 0.866 0.867 0.866 0.866 0.866
87| MLP | - 0622 0.646 0.654 0.644 0676 0688 0.666 0.707 0.701 0.706 0.721 0.731 0.758 0.767 0.764 0.788 0.78 0.783 0.793
vs | CNN | - 0632 0733 0733 0735 072 0746 0.74 0.751 0.783 0.782 0.798 0.794 0.785 0.816 0.818 0.803 0.818 0.8 0.806
ISM - 0.879 0.878 0.877 0.874 0.875 0.874 0.875 0.874 0.873 0.876 0.868 0.869 0.87 0.87 0.868 0.869 0.868 0.867 0.868
P lkisM| - 0869 0869 0869 0869 0869 087 087 087 0871 0871 0.87 0.87 0.871 0.871 0.871 0.871 0.871 0.871 0.871
87| MLP | - 0593 0612 0621 0.628 0633 0641 0632 0651 0.651 0.655 0.66 0.654 0673 0.668 0.67 0671 0.674 0.675 0.68
vs | CNN | - 0632 0691 0669 0723 0703 0.737 0.694 0728 0.732 0.733 0.756 0.776 0.75 0.759 0.777 0.774 0.787 0.774 0.75
L | M - 0.888 0.896 0.894 0.892 0.889 0.89 0.888 0.88 0.887 0.886 0.884 0.883 0.882 0.882 0.882 0.882 0.882 0.881 0.881
KISM | - 0884 0888 089 0888 0888 0.889 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.889 0.889 0.89 0.89 0.889 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89
87| MLP | - 0677 0734 0738 0752 0.763 0.77 0.77 0.766 0.78 0.775 0.798 0.806 0.809 0.812 0.817 0818 0.827 083 0.829
vs | CNN | - 0754 0789 077 0.803 0.84 0854 0.837 0832 0863 0.858 0.881 0.881 0.894 0.895 0.9 0.901 0.917 0.9 0.907
5 | 1M - 0865 0.871 0.862 0.862 0.862 0.859 0859 0.857 0.861 0.857 0.854 0851 0852 0.85 0.849 0849 085 0849 0.85
KISM| - 0.866 0.871 0.87 0.871 0.87 0.869 0.871 0.87 0.87 0.871 0871 0.871 087 0871 087 087 0.87 087 0.87
87| MLP | - 0773 078 0805 0815 0805 0813 0.817 0.813 0821 0817 083 0825 0.826 0.831 0831 0832 0832 0832 0.835
vs | CNN | - 0.79 0.818 0.828 0.863 0.852 0.844 0.868 0.881 0.835 0.858 0.888 0.891 0.89 0.892 0.906 0.904 0.914 0.915 0.909
ISM - 0.873 0.874 0.871 0.872 0.873 0.872 0.871 0.872 0.872 0.873 0871 0871 0871 087 0871 0.871 0.87 0871 0.871

S lkisM| - 0869 0871 0871 0869 0871 0872 087 0871 0.872 0872 0872 0872 0872 0871 0872 0872 0872 0872 0872
87| MLP | - 0524 0508 0529 055 0562 055 058 0593 0576 0.578 0.618 0.63 0.653 0.662 0.662 071 0.689 0.691 0.724
vs | CNN | - 0601 0606 0689 0734 0644 0.738 0.711 0.788 0.798 0.79 0.844 0.861 0.878 0.9 0.891 0.916 0.899 0.92 0.898
ISM - 0.862 0.867 0.863 0.863 0.864 0.861 0.86 0.858 0.858 0.859 0.854 0.851 0.85 0.852 0.85 0851 085 085 0.85

9 IKisM| -  0.882 0.883 0.885 0.884 0.886 0.386 0.887 0.887 0.887 0.887 0.888 0.888 0.888 0885 0380 0.888 0889 0889 0.888

g — mEmE
074 “-- A—RLESEREE
—- I
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Fig. 2 Result of average in EXPERIMENT 2-1.

R4 RET—5ROIBIIBI 2 ER 2-1 ORREY
Table 4 Summary of average AUC for 0.1% anomaly rate in
EXPERIMENT 2-1.

hOME S BeRIE S CTPME
MLP | 0.520 0.773  0.651
0.1% | CNN | 0.599  0.790  0.673
KISM | 0.849 092  0.875
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Fig. 3 Result of average in EXPERIMENT 2-2.
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Table 5 Comparison of average AUC in EXPERIMENT 2-2.
0.0% 0.1% 02% 03% 04% 05% 06% 07% 08% 09% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 1% 8% 9%  10%
SM | 0.84 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
8,7 | KSM | 0.986 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0966 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP - 0994 0.997 0.998 0.999 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
CNN - 098 0996 0991 0996 0.999 0.998 1.0 1.0 0.999 0997 1.0 1.0 10 10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
0 | ISM - 0993 0994 0994 0994 0994 0.994 0994 0993 0994 0.994 0.994 0994 0.994 0.994 0.994 0.994 0.994 0.994 0.994
KISM | - 0.995 0996 0.996 0.997 0.997 0997 0997 0997 0.997 0997 0997 0.997 00997 00997 0997 0997 0.997 0.997 0.997
SM | 0.662 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM | 0.489 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0461 - -
vs | MLP - 0.992 0.996 0.997 0998 0.997 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
CNN - 091 0919 0966 0.994 0904 0.997 0.999 0.975 0.999 0998 1.0 1.0 10 1.0 10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
1 | ISM - 0981 0993 0.993 0993 0.994 0994 0.995 0.996 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996
KISM | - 0983 0.996 00997 0.998 0.998 0.998 0998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
SM | 0931 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM | 0.881 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0969 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP - 0963 098 0983 0985 0985 0987 0.988 0989 0989 099 0992 0994 0.994 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.996 0.996
CNN - 0.891 0.988 0.991 0.996 0.995 0.997 0.996 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
2 | ISM - 0.986 0.98 0986 00987 0.988 0988 0.989 0989 0988 0.988 0.988 0.989 0.989 0.989 0.988 0.988 0.988 0.988 0.989
KISM | - 0985 098 098 0987 0988 00988 0989 0.989 0.989 0989 0989 0.99 099 099 099 099 099 099 0.99
SM | 0795 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
8,7 | KSM | 0.896 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0.922
vs | MLP - 0.94 096 0968 0974 0979 0.982 0.982 0985 0985 0.986 0.989 0.992 0.993 0.994 0.993 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995
CNN - 0895 0.995 0977 0.996 0.999 0.999 1.0 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 10 10 10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
3 | ISM - 0974 0975 0976 0977 0977 0976 0.976 0978 0976 0.977 0.977 0.976 0.977 0.977 0.976 0.976 0.977 0.977 0.976
KISM | -  0.977 0977 0.979 0981 0982 0982 0982 0984 098 0983 0984 0984 0.985 0.985 0.985 0985 0985 0985 0.985
SM | 0798 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
8,7 | KSM | 0.871 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0876 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP - 0974 0985 0.99 0995 0.996 0.996 0.997 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
CNN - 0935 0975 0.949 0.999 0.955 0.999 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
4 | 1SM - 0.982 0.987 0988 00988 0987 0.987 0.987 0988 0988 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987
KISM | - 0972 0979 098 0982 0983 0983 0984 0984 098 00985 0986 0.986 00987 0986 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987 0.987
SM | 0824 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM | 0.894 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0929 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP - 0911 0973 0977 0984 0988 099 0.992 0992 0994 0.994 0.996 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.999
CNN - 0.984 0.997 0.994 0.999 0.997 0.999 1.0 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 10 10 1.0 10 1.0 1.0
5 | ISM - 0969 0977 0978 0978 0.979 0981 0.977 0978 0979 0977 0.976 0.976 0.977 0.976 0.976 0.976 0.976 0.975 0.976
KISM | - 0973 0.982 0985 0.985 0.98 0987 0.988 00988 0.987 0987 0.980 099 099 099 099 099 099 0.99 0.99
SM | 0971 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM | 0.964 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0976 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP - 098 0995 0996 0998 0.998 0.998 0.999 0998 0999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
CNN - 0995 0.997 0996 0.999 0.999 0.997 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
6 | ISM - 0.998 0.999 0.999 0998 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
KISM | - 0997 0997 0.998 0998 0998 00998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998
SM | 0542 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
8,7 | KSM | 0.738 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0701 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP - 0.928 0.948 0.963 0965 0.974 0975 0.977 0978 0.977 0.979 0985 0.988 0.99 0.991 0.991 0.994 0.994 0.994 0.995
CNN - 0911 0877 0849 0.994 0917 0.995 0.992 0.997 0.998 0.987 0.999 0.999 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
9 | ISM - 0901 0894 0.9 0888 0903 0881 0.88 0874 0874 0.876 0.854 0.838 0.836 0.846 0.837 0.839 0.835 0.838 0.838
KISM | - 0908 0916 0929 0933 0942 094 0944 0941 0943 00943 0946 0.947 0949 00949 0949 0949 095 0.95 0.949
TiLd. $72, B4 IZTRTOFERIIBVT, &7 TR BONZAANTH Y, HEAZRIEL 225, ERICOF

D AUC %F¥ L - FEEiE R % 75 7(TT X4 %RT el
ISM, KISM (3535
FEfe Tk & T L CRE MR Fa o

GB LA
BETF—F I L TH,

=

DEWT L0 5
IARTOFELRIC

D SM,

BT,

L IUE, e LA L)
ISM, KISM @ AUC 23 ¢kF
KSM ® AUC &0 b ELTwa. FEEH»S
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FIZET NV L9 Rmic
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Table 6 Comparison of average AUC in EXPERIMENT 2-3.
0.0% 01% 02% 0.3% 04% 05% 0.6% 07% 08% 09% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 9%  10%
SM | 0785 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM |0811 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0.826 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP | - 0718 0.736 0.742 0.746 0.753 0.756 0.749 0.751 0.748 0.76 0.756 0.757 0.77 0.769 0.768 0.771 0.763 0.775 0.772
CNN | - 0737 0748 0733 0734 0.771 0.773 0.786 0.794 0.79 0.781 0.818 0.82 0.842 0.853 0.838 0.843 0.843 0.847 0.848
0 | 1SM - 0.839 0.84 0.842 0.839 0.839 0.836 0.839 0.839 0.84 0.838 0.838 0.837 0.837 0.837 0.837 0.837 0.837 0.837 0.837
KISM | - 0828 0.828 0829 0828 0.829 0.828 0.829 0828 0829 0829 0829 0.829 0829 0.829 0829 0829 0.829 0.829 0.829
SM |0813 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM |0.889 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0.904 -
vs | MLP | - 0494 05 0489 0487 0492 0486 0.499 0489 0.518 0508 0.528 0.533 0.546 0.548 0.558 0.556 0.567 0.567 0.577
CNN | - 0.6 0.625 0.582 0.583 0.648 0.61 0.651 0.605 0.671 0.657 0.698 0.698 0.734 0.738 0.759 0.733 0.767 0.731 0.799
1| ISM - 0815 0818 0819 082 0819 0819 082 0819 0818 0819 082 0821 082 082 082 082 082 082 082
KISM| - 0.909 0.91 0.91 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911 0.911
SM |0772 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM |0.825 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0823 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP | -  0.677 0679 0683 0706 0.69 0.678 0.676 0.697 0.696 0.723 0.704 0.726 0.734 0.733 0.742 0.746 0.749 0.751 0.746
CNN | - 0.71 0.735 0.737 0806 0.765 0.792 0.794 0.843 0.822 0.829 0.85 0.849 0.884 0.87 0.872 0.853 0.864 0.879 0.886
2 | ISM - 0.851 0.847 0.846 0.842 0.842 0.844 0842 0.839 0.839 0.839 0.836 0.837 0.837 0836 0.835 0.835 0.834 0.834 0.836
KISM | -  0.846 0.848 0.845 0.846 0.846 0.848 0.848 0.847 0.849 0.846 0.849 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.847 0.848 0.848
SM | 0792 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM | 0823 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE | 0.831
vs | MLP | - 0574 0.608 0591 0.603 0611 0621 0.647 0.633 0.666 0.666 0.716 0.731 0.766 0.774 0.765 0.764 0.779 0.779 0.782
CNN | - 0594 0695 0.698 0697 068 0709 0.703 0.715 0.752 0.751 0.769 0.764 0.754 0.79 0.792 0.775 0.791 0.782 0.778
3 | ISM - 0.865 0.864 0.863 0.859 0.86 0.859 0.86 0.859 0.858 0.862 0.852 0854 0.855 0.855 0.852 0.853 0.853 0.852 0.853
KISM | - 0854 0853 0853 0853 0.853 0.854 0.854 0.854 0855 0854 0.853 0.854 0.855 0.854 0.855 0.854 0.855 0.854 0.855
SM | 0791 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
8,7 | KSM |0.827 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0836 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP | -  0.562 0.592 0.606 0.587 0582 0.616 0.612 0.58 0.611 0.595 0.627 0.658 0.669 0.678 0.676 0.686 0.685 0.681 0.706
CNN | - 0.59 0.651 0.63 0.685 0.668 0.7 0.651 0.69 0.695 0.696 0.721 0.744 0.715 0.726 0.746 0.742 0.757 0.742 0.714
4 | 1SM - 0.875 0.883 0.88 0.878 0.875 0.877 0.874 0.872 0.873 0.872 0.869 0.868 0.867 0.868 0.867 0.867 0.867 0.867 0.866
KISM| - 0871 0876 0877 0874 0874 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.875 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.876 0.876
SM |0.788 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM |0.825 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0831 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP | -  0.647 0704 0708 0.723 0.734 0.742 0.742 0.737 0.754 0.748 0.773 0.782 0.786 0.789 0.794 0.795 0.806 0.809 0.807
CNN | - 0725 0763 0.742 0778 0.82 0.836 0.817 0.812 0.846 0.84 0.866 0.867 0.881 0.882 0.887 0.889 0.906 0.887 0.896
5 | ISM - 0851 0.858 0.848 0.848 0.847 0.844 0.844 0.842 0.847 0.842 0.838 0.836 0.836 0.834 0.833 0.833 0.834 0.834 0.834
KISM 0.853 0.857 0.856 0.856 0.855 0.854 0.856 0.855 0.855 0.856 0.856 0.856 0.855 0.856 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.855
SM | 0.768 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM |0815 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0823 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP | - 0744 0756 0.779 0.79 0.779 0.788 0.792 0.787 0.796 0.793 0.806 0.801 0.803 0.808 0.808 0.809 0.809 0.809 0.812
CNN | - 0762 0793 0805 0845 0832 0823 0.85 0.865 0813 0.839 0.873 0.876 0.875 0.877 0.894 0.89 0.902 0.904 0.897
6 | ISM - 0.856 0.857 0.854 0.855 0.856 0.855 0.853 0.855 0.855 0.856 0.853 0.853 0.854 0.853 0.853 0.854 0.853 0.853 0.854
KISM| - 0851 0854 0853 0852 0.854 0.854 0.852 0.854 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.854 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.855 0.855
SM | 0828 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
87| KSM | 0846 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AE |0.862 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
vs | MLP | - 0466 0.444 0466 049 0503 0488 0.529 0.538 0.518 0.521 0.565 0.578 0.605 0.614 0.614 0.669 0.645 0.648 0.685
CNN | - 0557 0.566 0.666 0.697 0605 0701 0.671 0.758 0.769 0.761 0.821 0.841 0.86 0.886 0.875 0.904 0.884 0.909 0.884
9 | ISM - 0856 0.863 0.858 0859 0.858 0.858 0.857 0.856 0.855 0.857 0.854 0.853 0.852 0.853 0.852 0.853 0.852 0.852 0.852
KISM| - 0.878 0.878 0.878 0.877 0.878 0.878 0.879 0.879 0.879 0.879 0.879 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 083 0838 088 0.88
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Fig. 4 Result of average in EXPERIMENT 2-3.
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