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Abstract

Significant literature exists on the area under the ROC curve (AUC) and the volume under the ROC surface
(VUS) which are statistical measures of the discriminant power of classification models. Whereas the partial
AUC is restricted on the false positive rate, the two-way partial AUC is restricted on both the false positive
rate and true positive rate, which could be more efficient and accurate than partial AUC. The two-way
partial AUC was suggested as more efficient and accurate than the partial AUC. Partial VUS as well as
the three-way partial VUS were also developed for the ROC surface. A proposed AUC is expressed in this
paper with probability and integration using two truncated distribution functions restricted on both the false
positive rate and true positive rate. It is also found that this AUC has a relation with the two-way partial
AUC. The three-way partial VUS for the ROC surface is also related to the VUS using truncated distribution
functions. These AUC and VUS are represented and estimated in terms of Mann-Whitney statistics. Their
parametric and non-parametric estimation methods are explored based on normal distributions and random

samples.
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SsaTelLt AW Roll A Al WEE BRI A8 X, Xo, Xy E 230 HEWST Y oS
o +HRXETE A Fi(), Fa(e), Fa(Y) Fy(z) > F ( ), € (—o0,00)) 2 78t} 2+
&2 A receiver operating characteristic (ROC) =41 (curve)2 42]o] zof tld}e] true positive rate
(TPR) Fi(z)9} false positive rate (FPR) Fo(z)E& 22 0|2 W] YEF X5 F3xo oS4
Jg== 4 (1.1)3 Zo] 2FHT} (Metz, 1978; Zweige} Campbell, 1993; Greiner 5, 2000; Tasche,
2006).

(FQ($),F1(LE)) = (p7 ROC(]))), (1'1)

1714 ROC(p) = Fi(F;'(p), p € (0,1)°th. ROC F4o] tfat @ddg A SAZeR
ROC FA ofgfle] A4S YElYE area under the ROC curve (AUC)E 4] (1.2)9} Zo] E&3 A&
2oz ZHAHY (Bradley, 1997; Krzanowski2} Hand, 2009).

AUC = P(X1 < Xo) = /01 Fi (Fy ' (p)) dp. (1.2)
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FB AUC (partial AUC; pAUC)E B zp,2u(zr < zy) Aol BaS Yehin Fy(zr) = v,
F(zy) = veoll dlste] oS3} Zo] E&=2 39T} (McClish, 1989; Thompson$} Zucchini, 1989;
Jiang 5, 1996; Hong¥} Cho, 2019).

pAUC(Ul,UQ) = P(Xl < Xo Nuap<Xe< a:U).

pAUCE FPRY W& Alglste] AUC 59 4F WHS 738 5 ] 3

Ale W2 FPRT ¥2 TPRE &7 183ke Aol 8% 4 Utk Yang 5 (2019)
A& /WAdstaizk TPR# FPRE FAlol Algkste] 45
partial AUC; tpAUC)E A|FF 3L, Hong 5 (2019)
2| A (1.4)8} Zo] ARA L2 FHET

tpAUC(’U1,’U2) = P(:L'L < X1 <X < xU) (13)
= pAUC(v1,v2) — P(X1 <z < X2 <2v)
v2
:/ Fy (FQ_I(p)) dp — Fi(zr) x (vg — v1). (1.4)

v1

3oz &3st ROC FH(surface)> F M9 49 717} zpof tist 42k FHEZES

S At 2 Rl digt AEFES 34D Tl Azl aglzz 4 (1.5)
(Scurfield, 1996; Mossman, 1999; Dreiseitl 5, 2000; Heckerling, 2001; Fawcett, 2003; Nakas<2}
Yiannoutsos, 2004; Nakas 5, 2010; Wandishin2} Mullen, 2009).

o
Y
o
=
rel
o
Lol

(Fi(z1),1 = Fs(x2), Fa(x2) — F2(21)) = (p1,p3, ROCs(p1, p3)), (1.5)

°47W ROCs(p1,ps) = Fa(F3'(1 = ps)) — Fo(Fy '(p1)), p1,ps € (0,1). ROC 4 ofzje} 3]
£ YUEY+= volume under the ROC surface (VUS)+= 4] (1.6)3} Zo] &3 HE4oz F3HAT)
(Nakas@r Yiannoutsos, 2004; Xiong 5, 2006).

VUS = P(X1 < X, < X3)
1 P (Fyt(1-ps))
= /O /O [F2 (F3_1(1 —p3)) — (Fl_l(pl))] dp1dps. (1.6)

Hong 5 (2019)2 ROC 241¢] pAUCS} tpAUCE ROC 2] VUSE Fgste] BB VUS(partial

VUS; pVUS)e}F Al w1 & VUS(three-way partial VUS; tpVUS)E 4] (1.7), (1.8)3} Zo] &
I HEAoz Aok Wl MY BAHE 21,20, TL., Tu, (20, < Tu, < To, < Tu,) 1B
Fi(zr,) = w1, Fi(zu,) = ue, 1 — F3(zu,) = v1, 1 — F3(z,) = ve ol i3l
pVUS((u1,u2), (vi,v2)) = P (X1 <X <X3zNazr, <Xi<zy, Nzr,<Xs<zy,),
tpVUS((ul,uz), (vl, vz)) =P (Xl <Xo<XsNzp, <Xi1<Xo<ay, N, <X2< X3 S:CUZ) (17)
= pVUS((u1, u2), (v1,v2)) — P(zr, < X1 <y, <Xo<wxp, <X3<av,)

/ / [Fy (F3 (1= ps)) — Fo (FT ' (p1))] dprdps

(uz —u1)(v2 — v1) [F2(zL,) — Fa(zu,)] . (1.8)
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(a) Truncated pdfs (b) Truncated cdfs

Figure 2.1. Two truncated functions. pdf = probability density function; cdf = cumulative distribution function.

= tpAUCS} tpVUSe tf-&3h= ROC F43} FHE e dEUETTS} + =
&t~ (truncated function)@ ZTHIICE 8|3 o] WSS o] f3= AUCS VUSE Ao sk,
tpAUCS} tpVUSe| thate] Z+zh wiwstar] At 3@ A& tpAUCS} tpVUSE
43 AUCSE VUS| IAR 747t fEstA], tpAUCS tpVUSE B4A =4 HPH S Astal,
W-FEY SAFES Ao vE,AE 24 PR E Attt 43837 580 e ddE AyRxy o
Fot Aol st B4 24 o g AuslrE o] 83 AUCS) tpAUCSNY] 34 181 do
|3 VUSS} tpVUSeRe] #A tiete] g4etn, Addtd A Ex2Re xS 72
HR5AQl 24 whEe ARgste] AT g o8-8 AUCS} VUS 283l tpAUCS} tpVUSe}
< BAST A9 6@ AES AEstHA FF AFIA o thste] A&sith

Figure 2.13} 22 &8 W % 3= (probability density function; pdf) fi(z), fo(z)<} F+2 &
ulative distribution function; cdf) Fi(z), Fa(z)olA 5 71e FHE zp,zv (zrn < zu)ol 234
Ack(truncated)® Aol the 5 WSS X7 X32 sty old] g FuEU=d
Z*(truncated pdf)E t-23} Zo] Zo& 4= 9t

H
et
iy
a
=}
g

x0N = f1(z) _ 1
fi(z) = Fi(zy) — Fi(zn) u2_u1f1(x), Ty < ¥ < v,
fi(z) = f2() — fa(x), xp <x <2y,

FQ(JSU) *FQ(QfL) V2 — V1
A7 Fi(zr) = v, Fi(zv) = ue, Fa(zr) = v1, Fo(zy) = v2 0|tk 18]2 FE¥HS X7 X5 of

Sl AEHE AR E B2 (truncated odf) T8} 2},
. - Fi(z) - Fi(zr) _ Fi(z) —w
F = t dt = =
() / iy = g = B

Fy(z) = / CFde= ;;ifj[_F;Q(ij)) - Fj)ix)—;vl'
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(a) tpAUC for ROC curve (b) ROC curve using truncated cdfs

Figure 2.2. ROC curves. tpAUC = two-way partial AUC; AUC = area under the ROC curve; ROC = receiver
operating characteristic; cdf = cumulative distribution function.
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Figure 2.3. Three truncated functions. pdf = probability density function; cdf = cumulative distribution function.

Figure 2.2(a)= FARELS Fi(z), Fo(z)E WPEo® A4 ROC ol FA4 ofgoA] o) F2
Aoz FAIS Go] 4] (1.3)7 (1.4)9] tpAUC(v1,v2)E WERATE 28] AeAR 234 Fi (),

] 4
F3(z)ol thate] A (1.1)3 Zo] 243 ROC 47} o]o] th3sh= AUCE o7& Mo= Figure

T ASFAREFTE o838te] ROC e @33R0l AEdE ol &3sto] AUCE A9 2.13%
o] A <ketet.

ol 2.1 4! (2.1)9] HEk-AEZat0 st AUCE AUC*2 HI|6HH tant 20| Zelstrt.

AUC* = P (X} < X3).

2.2. HtILE 0|88 VUS

218004 =ofgt FgEUEdre) FHRXTTE A TRE A5, FDEE Wl NE At
Figure 2.33 Zro] AWHE z1,,2vu,,2L,,20, (20, < vy, < 2L, < zu,)l g FE HASE
X1, X5, X532 Aostar o)o th-gehs I EUETre) A rd 22 o3 o] Hod 4+

kel

rU]ﬂ
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(a) tpVUS for ROC surface (b) ROC surface using truncated cdfs

Figure 2.4. ROC surfaces. tpVUS = three-way partial VUS; VUS = volume under the ROC surface; ROC =
receiver operating characteristic; cdf = cumulative distribution function.

P
N — fi(z) _ 1
fl (x): F]_(CEUI)_Fl(le) 7’11/2—1,[/1'}01(&:)7 TLy <$<$U1,
Fi(e) = fa(z) rn, <z <xzy, Or
2T B(au,) - Fa(er,) + Pa(au,) — Fa(zr,) Tr, < T < Tu,,

* f3(x) . 1
f5 (@) Fs(zu,) — F3(zn,) w2 —w fs(@), @, <@ <zu,,

* Fl(ac) —Fl(xLl) 1
F; = = F _
1 (z) Fy(zv,) — Fi(z1,) u2_ul( 1(z) —w1), L, <z <2y,

Fy(z) — Fa(zr,)
Fy(zv,) — Fa(zr,) + Fa(zu,) — Fa(zr,)’
Fay(zu,) — Fa(zr,) + Fa(x) — Fa(zw,)
Fy(zv,) — Fa(zr,) + Fa(zu,) — Fa(zr,)’

Fi(x) = ;?iﬁﬂﬁiﬁib - ! S (Fy(@) — (1= v)), wr, <z <auv,, (2.2)

L, < < Ty,

Fy(x) =
TL, < T < XUy,

ANA Fi(wr,) = w1, Fi(zu,) = u2, 1 = F3(zu,) = v1, 1 = F3(zL,) = v2 0]tk
Figure 2.4(a)= FREZIF Fi(z), Fo(z), F3(z)S AtgoZ 23 ROC FHoln FH olefof A

=g Aoz BAS Gelo] A (1.7)7 (1.8)2) tpVUS((ur,uz), (v1,v2))E LFERTE 227 Aeke
4 Fy(x), Fi (), Fi (2)9] thated 4 (15)9F 20] 248 ROC 3} o]0 tfgak= VUSE

o BFAILE2IS Fi(2), I3 (2), F5(2)E 143 ROC FHUL2RE] VUSE A9 2.29
[e)

5t VUSE VUS*2 =7[51H Tkt 20| Aelstit.

0
1
N
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1
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VUS* = P(X] < X3 < X3).



598 Chong Sun Hong, Seong Hyuk Hong

3. tpAUCS} tpVUSe| FH g

3.1. 24A FH Y. tpAUCS} tpvVUSe| 2|

Yang 5 (2019)9] tpAUC(vi,v2)} 2.1 A A|bst Ad+=A R4 o838t AUC (AUC™)%}
o] HAE F=3, Uo7t Hong 5 (2019)°] Akt tpVUS((u1, u2), (v1,v2))9} 2.2800A49] Atk
FREEXITE 0|83 VUS (VUSY)9ke] BAE st Agsict. 4 AUCT S &S 0|83}
tpAUC(v1, v2) 9] FAAE A 3.1 A 3ict.

]

He| 3.1 tpAUC(v,02) 9} AUCHE TSI} 22 M 22 2HeC).
tpAUC(v1,v2) = AUC* X (ug — u1)(v2 — v1),

OJIM Fi(zp) = u1, Fi(zy) = ue, Fa(zrp) = v1, Fa(zy) = v20[Ch

oq.
A

Ol

AUC* = P(X7 < X3) = P(X1 < Xo | X{ N X3)
=P(X1 < Xolzp < X1 <zynNuzp < X2 <zy)

P(zp < X1 < Xo < ay)
Pz, < X1 <zy Nz < X2 <ay)’

Al (1.3)01]/“1 tpAUC(’UhUz) = P(IL <X <X < JJU)O]EE
tpAUC(v1, v2)

AUC" = .

(u2 — u1)(v2 — v1)
O
e 3.19 A8 FAE Figure 2.28 £3ho] AWatd the3) 2rh. Figure 2.2(a)ol| A9 s 22
AUC, tpAUC(v1,v2) & AHE ™, TPR, Fi(z)2] BT} (u1, u2) o™ FPR, Fa(z)2] HA7}F (v1,v2) 4
< 9 £ 9k wEbA] tpAUC (v, v2) 0l tH-&3H= TPR FPRO 25 tpAUC(v1,v2)0l Yo
Zd, Figure 2.2(b)8] - ZHEZ4E o] 83 ROC A oA AUCH S| WA AL Fadd 4= 3l
o} HOoZ Figure 2.2(b)8] AUC* A Fi(z)2} Fa(z)9] 2+ ZZbe] 37] (ug — ur)d (v2 —v1) S

3, tpAUC(v1,v2) 95 AT 4= Ath

T3 Figure 2.2(a)ollAY tpAUC(v1, v2)ollX B E57A] ol Hiol sfidshs Arzge] WAL
(v2 —v1) X ur = (v2 — v1)Fi(zL)°]BEZ tpAUC(v1,v2)l ©] BAE &3 pAUC(v1,v2)0] ==

BAN A (1L4) 8 AP,

Al 318 F43te] VUS 9} tpVUS((ur, u2), (v1,02)) 4] BAE FE3tct.
He| 3.2 tpVUS((u1,uz), (v1,v2)) 2 VUS* = CHS D} 2+ M 2|2 2h=C.

tpVUS((ul,ug), (1)1,1}2)) = VUS* x (ug — ul)(vg — 1)1) X [FQ(iEUl) — FQ(.TLl) + FQ(ZUQ) — FQ((ELQ)] s

07IM Fi(zr,) = u1, Fi(zy,) = u2, 1 — F3(zy,) = v1, 1 — F3(xr,) = v20[C}h.

sY: Ao 3.29] SHE A 3.19 FHAAG} 2ol FEE T TFeHAT oWl AEAE ol
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1 pFf(x3)
VUS® = /0 /0 [F3 (23) — F3 (21)] dFy (21)dF5 (z3)
_ / / N Fa(@0,) — oo b+ {Fa(ws)— Fa(wey)}— {Fa(w1) — Fa (o1, ] dFy (1) dFs ()
(uz —u1)(v2 —v1)[Fa(z0,) — Fa(zr,) + Fo(zu,) — Fa(2L,))]

F3(zy,) [Fi(zuy)
/ / [{Fo(zs) — Fa(21)} — {F2(2r,) — Fa(2u,)}] dFy(21)dFs(ws)

F3(zr,) YFi(rry)

(u2 —w1)(v2 — v1)[Fa(au,) — Fazr,) + Fa(zu,) — Fa(zr,)]
- {/ R ()~ B (Ffl(pl))}dpldpsf(urul)(”?*“1)[F2(“2)7F2(w1)]}
(uz = u1)(vz — v1)[Fo(zv,) — Fa(zr,) + Fo(zo,) — Fa(er, )]

4 (18)0 A1) tpVUS((ur, us), (v1,02))¢] ARAL thAFe] e FET 4 Tk
tpVUS((u1, uz2), (v1,v2))

VU8 = e —u) (s —on) Ba(aw) — Fa(ar,) + Falwoy) — Falery)]

O

Aol 3.2¢] WAL Figure 2.48 o] §3lo] Amste] HAL Figure 24(a)olA1e] Al M 22 VUS,
PVUS((ur, uz), (v1,v2)) o] h-3He Fi(2) %] M9 (ur,uz) 18T 1-Fa(0) 59 M9 (v1,v2)°]
ot 283 £RAEFA HaEole Fu(zy,) — Fa(zr,)ol™ HAEolE Fo(zrn,) — Fa(zy, ) 2| BE 3
= W99 ZL [Fy(zy,) — Fa(zrn,) + Fa(zu,) — Fa(zr,)]olth WA tpVUS((u1,us2), (v1,v2)) ol Al
7y 9 w9 259 F (u2 —u1) X (vg —1}1) X [F2(«’EU1) — FQ(lel) +F2(JJU2) _ FQ(QSLQ)]% BREE)
Figure 2.4(b)¢] VUS' 4 2413 4 9Ir

283 Figure 2.4(a)ol A tpVUS((u1,uz), (vi,v2)) oo ASHAS AuEd ASHA D Yo
= (ug —u1) X (v2 — v1)ol® ASHA Zol= tpVUS((u1, uz), (v1,v2))9] A =0l Fy(xyr,) —
Fa(zu,) oItk wWebA tpVUS((ur,u2), (vi,v2)) oFele] AFHAA 3= (u2 — w) x (v2 — 1) ¥
{F2(zr,) — Fo(zuy)}ol Bk WA tpVUS((ur,u2), (vi,v2))0l ©] £33 (uz — u1) X (v2 — v1) X
{Palary) — Fawe, )} & S518 12014 £918 pVUS((ur, ua), (01, 02)) & 18 5 91T,

3.2. HIS4E 5 Wy

3.138 = tpAUC(v1,v2)8t tpVUS((u1,u2), (v1,v2)) S AUC*e} VUS* 9] AR F=313ch o]
FAAE ]85 tpAUC(v1,v2)8} tpVUS((u1, uz), (v1,v2))8] BFAA £ whgor &83 5 9l
. B oA vEFHQ 4 PHoR AFE st 4 tpAUC(v1, v2) & FH8H HHL
Z Yang 5 (2019)2 W-3)Ey S7AZ(Mann-Whitney statistic)& ©]-&38 tpAUCw= th23 2ol

Aokatdtt FEFEE (X}, {Xo2,;}8 FEIZ 7 22 ny,ne ) A,
ny n

tpAUCMW— . ZZ|: X17, < Xoj, X1, 2z, Xoj S:EU)

=1 j=1

1
+§I(X1,i = Xo, X1 > zr, Xoj <zvu)|.
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(X142 o, X, <ao}e] W92 ADSHE Avd HBELS (X7}, (X5,) 2T 3, ol 59 £2
2718 A7 ni,ng (nf < m, nd < n2)3 B9, AVE T AEEL thse] W-HEY FABLS o8

& AUC*S AUC,w 2 ¥7]3H1 Lemma 3. Lol A1s} 2o A ekater.

Lemma 3.1 AUC}, 2l BI243 54 WHoz thgat 20| 43Sttt

S ou——T

1 1
AUCHw = —— > Z [I (Xii < X5,5) + 51 (X1 = X3,5)

el 3.3 tpAUCMw St AUCK = Uhsat 2 ZAS 2=t
N nin
tpAUC\rw = AUCw X 12
ning

88: tpAUCyw ol FEFER2 (X1}, {Xo;}el et 245 AUCTwe 24 QHE {X1:}
{X3,,18 270] %%_]7_5]'53 F SA A °]%F 3 (double summation)2] A¥= dxsic). 283
ni/n1ek n3/nee 22 (us —ur) Y (v —v1) e FAZLRZ, A 3.1 Zo] AUCYw Ol ni/nit
n3/n2E FaNFW tpAUC,w S T FL3ic).

O

Hong#} Cho (2015)= W-3EY A o|&3le] A EEEI ujo] VUSY HEZs 23 WS
AlR¥etdet. o] Aot tpVUS((u1, uz), (vi,v2))e] HIEF F3F tpVUSMWL 23} Zo) 3
Aok A FEER (X}, {(Xog) {(X}e) FRIZNZE A7 nayng,ns 0l {2, < X <
zuy, X2 < xuy, Xoj > Tr,, To, < X3k < zu, }S HY O tidhod,

tpVUSyw X (ningns)

mnp nz2 ng

= ZZZ [I (X2,5 < X3 X1, < Xoj, wry < X4, X2y <zuy, 21, < Xoj, Xak < 2u,y)
i=1 j=1 k=1

1
+ §](X2,j = X35 X1, < Xo,j, 20, < X1,4,X2,; < zuy, T, < Xoj, Xsx < zu,)
1
+ §I(X2,j < Xz p|X1o=Xoy, o0, < X1, X0 <avuy, 2, < X2, X3k < 20,)
1
+ ?I(ij = Xa k| X1,i = Xo,j, o0, < X1,6,X2,5 <zvy, 2o, < X5, Xk < zuy)|,

7|14 I(A|B): A B 279A A A9] 2| AJ&H4=0]t} (Hong Cho, 2015). éﬂ‘&% %E%:%
{X1a4 X5} {XG ekt stz ool tgshe B22718 22 ni,ni,ni (n] < ni, i =1,2,3)2k
3 3R AdE A FEREL] VUSE VUS{iwE 3%7]3}3 Lemma 3.22}F Z4o] A| ?1'7‘5_]"—/}-

Lemma 3.2 VUS}, 2l U253 =8 WHoz thg 20| A%

=2o

2
rol
a

k%
"y Mg N3

* * * 1 * * *
VUSyw X ningng = Z Z Z [I ( < X3 plX{s < X3 ]) 35 (XZ,j = X3l X7 < XQ,j)
i=1j=1k=1
1 *
+ 51 (Xék,j < X3 plXT,= X2,j) (Xz =Xl XT = X;,j) }
EEI 3.4 tpVUS\w 2t VUS]?I\ = Ul 42 AHE H=0t
ningng

tpVUSyw = VUSHhw X .
ninans
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Y tpVUSywd FEFE {X1:}, {Xo,}, {Xsipol e 273 VUSywe 2dd FExE
{X1.:} {X5,) {X5,.18 27e] Zonz & FAZHE 78 ] 453 (triple summation)®] A3}
= sttt wetA A 3.20049 {FARHAl VUSyw ol ni/ni, n3/net ni/nzg FHE 3

tpVUS jy ZS A 3Tt U
4. AA2F0M 2558 =4 oA

2 ZoMe 2dE ZAFEEE A A3t tpAUCSE AUC Y A4 tpVUSE VUS™ Y H 3
£ o] WwsA o] BAE S}

TN 23 FENS XaF Xp9 BExIFE 44 FHEE N(0,1)F N(1.5,1)2 7H43ta Ao
A zs,00 8 037 122 212t 475te], olo] B2k tpAUC(ur, v2) 2 AUCT S AkRITh = A7
Bz} AhES Figure 2.1 2813 tpAUC(v1, v2) 2 AUC* 2 Figure 2.20] A3t}

743t B2 oA tpAUC = 0.0434Z Figure 2.2(a)ollA] o] F& JHo 2 FAISH ATt uy —ur =
F1(1.2)—F1(0.3) = 0.2670, v2—v1 = F5(1.2)—F>(0.3) = 0.2670°]t}. Figure 2. (b)«] ROC =41 o}
w2 AUC* = 0.60940]t}. whebA tpAUC = AUC* x (u2—u1)(v2—v1) = 0.6094 % (0.2670 x 0.2670) =
0.0434% A= 3.1 HAE I3ttt

4.2. tpVUSQ| @4% =X

Al el 2Fo] BEHS Xy, Xy, X398 BEE A7 AHEEZ N(-1.5,1), N(0,1), N(1.5,1)& 7}3
sk, vl A BYA L, 2uy, TL,, Tu, = 47 —1.2, —0.3, 0.3, 1.22 A%} T8 F FEH
T, 3 vy, 2B .3 zy, B Arele] B3] st tpVUS((u1, u2), (v1,v2))E T3k VUS* 2}
vlwstth. M 79 AqEEe o AdFELS Figure 2.39] 8] tpVUS((u1, u2), (v1,v2))2+
VUS*E Figure 2.4(a)%} (b)ol] 33}AtT}.

7Hgst Bz tpVUS((u1,uz2), (v1,v2)) = 0.0232F Figure 2.4(a)o|A o]F JJoz FAS H
S0l us —uy = Fy(—1.2) — Fa(—0.3) = 0.2670, vs — vy = Fy(~1.2) — Fy(—0.3) = 0.2670 18] 1
[F2(zu,) — Fo(zr,) + Fo(zu,) — Fa(zr,)] = [F2(—0.3) — Fo(—1.2) 4+ F»(1.2) — F»(0.3)] = 0.5340°]
t}. Figure 2.4(b)¥] ROC =4 o}g] £3 VUS* = 0.6094°]ct}. webA tpVUS((u1,u2), (vi,v2)) =
0.6094 x (0.2670 x 0.2670 x 0.5340) — 0.0232% A 3.29] BA = Falatgict.

5. EEAZOIM HI24H =3

B oA 48oA 7HE e ddd AR EolA FEREEES FE59] tpAUC(v1, v2)9F AUCT 2
ﬂ:ﬂ tpVUS((ul,ug),(vl,vg))ﬂ— VUS*E H]U/\x"?_ Hopﬂ»——i ‘irx ]‘0:] H]E_‘é‘]—tﬂ/ﬂ o]e-’] "’]'7"“ i—]-'
gt
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Table 5.1. Two random samples and truncated random samples

X1 —2.7318 —2.4883 —2.2189 e 2.0534 2.3101 2.5538 ny1 = 200
X2 —0.9862 —0.6491 —0.5332 cen 3.7586 3.7934 3.9402 ng = 300
X7 0.3136 0.3218 0.3431 cen 1.1319 1.1391 1.1998 n] =59
X3 0.3058 0.3149 0.3223 e 1.1680 1.1819 1.1903 ns =176

Table 5.2. Three random samples and truncated random samples

X1 —4.2394 —3.8165 —3.6567 oo 1.0604 1.3810 2.2400 ny1 = 200
X2 —2.6655 —2.3114 —2.2158 e 2.7097 2.8688 4.1226 na = 300
X3 —1.0976 —1.0453 —0.8644 s 4.2573 4.2944 7.8311 n3 = 400
X3 —1.1925 —1.1923 —1.1497 s —0.3081 —0.3068 —0.3062 ny =55

X3 —1.1816 —1.1695 —1.1691 oo 1.1804 1.1848 1.1867 n3 = 166
X3 0.3096 0.3735 0.3753 .- 1.1727 1.1955 1.1997 n3 = 111

nj = 7622 Table 5.10] YRETS F7|s0 2 Jdsto] A3}
W3 ey EAZFS S8 tpAUC,y = 0.0430, ni/ni = 59/200 = 0.2950, nj/ns = 76/300 =
0.2533, 28] 7 AUC;w = 0.57500] k. whabA

>k *
ning

tpAUCw = AUCyw X = 0.5750 x (0.2950 x 0.2533) = 0.0430

nin2
o Ao 339 WAE Pt FuE 2eAd Yo 7
0.6094 x (0.2670 x 0.2670) = 0.0434F ZA 3t x}o] 7} WS ujotad

Azt vlwshd tpAUC =

=
=
% slek

I~

5.2. tpvUSQ| H|2+H =4
FEAT X1, X289 X539

TEFTE 4285 LAl 7t 2 REoA ny = 200, n2 = 300,
ng = 400718 BE& FEoty. T8l FHA v, 20y, 20, Tu, 5 42 —1.2, —0.3, 0.3, 1.22 AF
oy dds gERES 47

¥ =55,n% = 166,n% = 1112 Table 5.2¢] YR B F7|¢oz 1}g
sto] Al stgich

-3 ey EA S 283 tpVUSyw = 0.0240, n}/ni = 55/200 = 0.2750, n}/n. = 166/300 =
0.5533, nj/n3 = 111/400 = 0.2775, 222 VUS}w = 0.5666°|T}. Al

Hel

3

A

* * *
ningng

tpVUSy i = VUSyw X = 0.5666 x (0.2750 x 0.2775 x 0.5533) = 0.0240

ninsng
o7 A 349 WAE At 2 wer 3 FAHY wwstd tpVUS((ur, uz2),
(v1,v2)) = 0.6094 x (0.2670 x 0.2670 x 0.5340) = 0.0232% Z7}o] ZAFSL 22A zlo|7}
QAT AAH o W AR $AT 5 gk,

+ Yang 5 (2019)= Hong % (2019)°] A ¢kl tpAUCS} tpVUSE 7HdbelA Bdstn 5
= Albgith PFo R Aok T tpAUCS Al e g Aloks e tpVUSel i35t
ROC #4134 59dS FA s L7bl FEUETo AR E AR ¥t 18
ol AITSE ol8ste]l ROC F413} 5wl tigt AUCSE VUSE 22} Aejsigict. Aokt
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T °ol&sh= AUCS} tpAUCS] &7 18|al Aekekg o8-k VUSSH tpVUSe] A7 A4 <
AE 2E1 A& AR ST

ol FAAL nigror BisA BHF T ALsHE tpAUCS tpVUSE 7Hdsl Aoz gds:= &2
T2 34 e Adeta, EZE| hE tpAUCS tpVUSE Alidste A-¢ol= W-J =Y 5A%F
= ARSSHAA W R 2 = Al keIt

theksl AFRZ Ao thste] tpAUCS tpVUSE Alsls oAlolx] Add AFEzo] thah
AUCS} VUSE 7&%6}74] %6}04 5538 tpAUCS} tpVUSE F438= oz 483 - S &
Agtglon, Add AFREENE FERES FE5}0] 319_4 Q F4 e ARgSte] AUCS

VUSE AAxtsto] tpAUC 1?4 tpVUSSLe] T 7} A g 3he ahAstelct.

B AFodA = F A e Al A9 FEAHSET olol] tSsh= ROC FA3} do tist AUCS}
VUS| &gt A5 AR Ul 7 o] FEH4ES ROC manifold 1831 ool tf$t hyper-
volume under the ROC manifold (HUM)ol| &3$ A+ & multi-way HUM (mwHUM)l &gt A+E
Fo AFIAZ G AEE
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MOt 2 0|88 AUCS VUS

o
ROC 341 obe] WAz} ROC FH ofe] 2312 o] §3te] £FEF| BaUL 245 FAZA AUCS VUSe
@3 e a7z} 9k ROC F4E P45 FPR¥} TPR 2% A)@
AUCHT} o £3H40] 3 B8P AP gtk ROC FHIME F& VUS 25 ohjeh 4| 3 22 VUS 57
o] A= girh. ¥ AFolAE ROC F41e] FPR} TPR miol Alghd &
43 A% BHoE T AUCE Alkaith, E@ o AUCE 9 %2 AUCS #7 982 & + itk
ROC 2ol Mgl Al B3 F8 VUSE AV4E ol g3k VUSS #alslol g€ wasigrh. ael oleja
tiehel AUCS VUSE 9-31EY) BAGe s Bdsn F490. A7Rus SBREL /uos ol
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