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A Hybrid Oversampling Technique for Imbalanced Structured
Data based on SMOTE and Adapted CycleGAN

L A H (Jung-Dam Noh)  Afreeca TV VOD H|oJE] & F1]o]
Z| B 7 (Byounggu Choi) =¥Ithsta Zgohst AR olEl g {78 P8t} w, WA=}

Ok
oF

2 FA A o] AAHH Ao A7 B (generative

L | Fadol g uhet E}Oka A7E0l o5 H¥
telg e Ewd &4 s 2% A838t7] Akt 22y o]t A5 ol JEE HIAE
tolg 722 WAgeEM FF tolg e 542 FetA wtgsiA| EU}‘:}L ol ZAIZ A AL
Atk & AT E o s Ast] el =3 A Ao A (cycle GANYS FF HoE¢] 29
oA A At ©]E SMOTE(synthetic minority oversampling technique) 713} A%H3k slo] B =
HAER 7S Aljbetdth 53] 71 Aot 2 AN Al AARS :ruéﬂ‘)ﬂ 1o} 12+
4 F 4173 " (1D-convolutional neural network)e AHEo 2 M 71E AT SHAE FEIIUA
B Ao A AR 71 A HaE 98 B ¥ FE HolHE VWe s O‘J‘VQ% < X5t
1 A3E SMOTE, ADASYN(adaptive synthetic sampling) 53 #Z-& 7|& 7|3} v O}ﬁﬁ}. vl

23} AHglo] Be4E, 278 A2/ A4S AQYE 2Fo] $58 45 Holt Ao

[¢]
adversarial network) Oﬂ 7] Hsk

B avs e Q79 gel 49 dolHs FEE 4AUA 4% e BAS B
SHAEYL B BFY 4SS FYAATE AAM 997 dnk

ZI1HE : B HojH, LHAEY, & YF o 21FY, SMOTE 7Y, JF HoJH

A B %
o} IF 198 QI
22 gAdg vgo] ZAFY AHE F7EE A3

BR7)1E FAF 1S 7o g HAE A

o7} wagel wet Holee] ko] FlaEaHe

= o‘\:}(Statista, 2021). Z=WFEES] AHE F7F
13F #o] 2, 72, oprkE 53

ol2fgh FAl= 2022130 = AlEE o v 2,500

2 Z7)sla 9tk 20208 @ A A|A dlo]E 9
ZTL 642 A EPFO] E(zettabytes)dl] 0] 23 01
2025 371A] 180 AENHIO|EE Hod Ao =E o

(quintillion) B}o] E ] HloJE]7} A E Ao R d
Q) tH(Wise, 2022). ©]& dlolE}7} 323}
A 2713k we} o]2 y|ulo g B da E
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AE HEas) A oy
leaming) 71'5] 7%
A ol 5 AL Hol

o
o

13 7]
= AHE Hola glom, ojnz] Q1| glo] A
7 Hojde 55 Hola o, 2o
Aol ol fFomgt A NS Bola ok
(Krizhevsky et al., 2017; Silver et al., 2018).
Haleld e NAE fslixe 24 as
Qg dare]E Wk o} HolE e F4 A
uf-$- 2 Q &}rh(Sambasivan ef al., 2021). IBM (2020)
o W2H Bl= Aol ARk Y FA ] Hlo]E 2
I3l LAY sl Blgo] AzF 3z 9y ol AL
taL ok Yozt A AAl 58 713
3 2Ab m=W SEAY 43%7} 93
e} 71 2 Fof 29102 L bloj
2| &25}a1 gl th(Refinitive, 2019). L2t} 0]
F49 FoAE Bt T
& daElF AT 24 FaL
FAE AHAHoE Bl B
A% AFA o] TH(Chen et al., 2021).
tole] F4L to|E FE(redundancy), = °]
Z(noise), 2= Zk(missing values), &< %] (inconsis-
tency) 5 TFF3F 2913 #&o] Qlth(Aydilek et
al., 2013; Bosu and MacDonell, 2013; Chandola et
al, 2009). ©] 7}&8 &3 o] Ef(imbalanced da-
ta)= tlol8 o] F4S Asfiste 7P dutdolH
8% 22 7ked shE AFH Ao
(Krawczyk, 2016). B3 tlolHe &4 f4&
) dolEHE MZ tE ZF X (classes)E 5+
g, FY2E FAsks 54 ARy Aol
- =EA BASAY 54 Szl g Hlo]
B T Alofo g Qs Ao 54 Fe2d
AUAA B2 Hole7F £3E = A5 2
H TH(Femnéandez et al., 2017; Thejas et al., 2022). ©]
g B8 dHolHe 95 I, 9 2E 27, 3
o gA, Y AP €A 5 vFe S& ol
WIS WAt JIth(Liu er al., 2009; Tek et
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kn)
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al., 2010). B33 d|o]Efel] 7|9kt of
0 Z g9 HolHE ¥l e
¥ (biased) 275 Ho|A FHof 4
AstA Hok wepA o] g o
sjdsts e HAled A FE A%
a3 AFFA ot

olo we} B¢ty tlolE AE siAst] 9%t
heFek Wilo] dlolE et darglE FEellA o] F
o] &) Skeh(Yap er al, 2013). 3] tlo|E] 3] A
2 HQl HolH AMEY 7IHE AR EE
7 (classifie) 2 #2017 W&o 7H¢ d
£ 531 ltH(Feméandez et al., 2017). H|©]E]

9 7S o 282 dHolH 9 & Y2
tole e N4E 2t Edd A=E slas)
£ WY © Z (Khoshgoftaar er al., 2015), & S& >
% | FY 29 volE NFE 274 sh=1tol
w2} 964 2 7 (undersampling) 7} S M A= (o-
versampling) ©. = TFEETh AUMEH S &F F
g 2=9] Hloly o] B v Fej29] HiolHE
AAsE 71Hol™ W (random) AEHZY, E
9 &) Z(Tomek’s link), ENN(edited nearest neigh-
bors) 5°] A THTomek, 1976; Wilson, 1972). 2.1
MEFDLS b5 FH29 Holy g BHAl &5
Fo12: UolEE QEHO R BE W HL
et Y @ HA1EE), SMOTE(synthetic minor-
ity oversampling technique), ADASYN(adaptive syn-
thetic sampling) 5©] 1 TH(Chawla et al., 2002; He
et al., 2008).

o5 oy Ap7] gAe} e d4 &
Aol o FE2E AR dS3te] BAsh H
Ho &g S 2R G538t BAse

Ho it tlo

H= Heltka F431a 9O W (Fernandez et al.,
2017; Mohammed et al., 2020), A Z7+A] thF3h
W2l QHAEY T EC] AtE o] $THCao
and Wang, 2011; Zhou et al, 2013). )23} 7|HE
7h&-dl SMOTE 7"-& 71 de] &850 gkor
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=0 9 Ho[HE fIEt SMOTER B CycleGAN 78t slo|E2|= 2u{HEE 7|

A AAY Ed vlolH #A1E o= F= 32
AT B7FE AL At (Chawla et al., 2002).
Teju} SMOTES} 22 5| 718 QA E w4
< 7]E& HolHE 7He 2 2% Ho|HE A4
a7 ol AAE Holele) Thpe] Raskn
o]& ola) 7 wdlo] 343 (overfitting) T4 =
op7]ghth= @i o] A A AL ltk(Soltanzadeh and
Hashemzadeh, 2020).

# < |21 (deep learning) 71WH o] THFel| w}
2} 71E A 71Nk eHAEY VIS 9HS
Hst7] ko] Hedoll 7|¥kS & variational
auto encoding(VAE), glow model, deep sampling
model 53 22 Th¥dt QHAER 7IHEC] 5
Z3}al lth(Kingma and Dhariwal, 2018). ]2 &
™, Fangyu et al.2021)> Held 7|9 VAES ¥ ¥
sto] B3 dlolg 9 TAE | 2dstaxt Al=s}
Ak ol 9 7k e E 71 Tk
o] A4 Ao 217 H(GAN: generative adversarial
networks)oll 7|9HsE @ WAIEE] 7Hol 71 F2
Ao Hole Aoz ¢4 A tH(Douzas and
Bacao, 2018). GAN-> Gl 0]E] 9] #X & 8453}
NZg- HoJEE e 3ol Bl A= 7]
WO ouA] dHo|Ef e} e v E dHolHE o
E u] F2 A5 k9 deep convolutional
GAN(DCGAN)(Radford et al., 2016), Wasserstein
GAN(WGAN)(Arjovsky et al., 2017), conditional
GAN(CGAN)(Mirza and Osindero, 2014), CycleGAN
(Zhu et al,, 2017) 52 o] GAN< 7)d% thest
Edo] At .

GAN®| E& A5 Holat HZ 5o B2 47
50| AE vlolge] B4y A sjAdE o
2-8-3}17] 2233 tHQuintana and Miller, 2019).
oS £4, Ba2019)= GAN 7]5F e BjAlZ2) 71
d-gste] AETL= A A BRE A=
™ Engelmann and Lessmann(2021)2 GANS] &
2 9] CWGAN(conditional Wasserstein GAN)<- 7]
to g OMAIEH S sl o]F 8l thE A

Aol B B 98 154 dZean) 89
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o} 22y B dlolEe] Eid A4 iES sl
GANS 83 AFE2 doJH 9] el & uAY
dlolH o] 7281 22 A(7IEXAR) T2 HFA
A LHAEHS stk HAA A7 9
t}. o] GANo| o|u]A] Hlo]g|e} 22 HIAY u]o]
o #4S al A= AT HollA 7]Q1gth
e diolEle] 2 E HIAY oy 22 W
Aoz 43 dolg e §4o] iy #4
AIAIE st jEdd 4= gl7] witel] o] & a4
s B a7} Qlth o & 1, o]v]A] dlo|EolA HAl
e HA-FH) W3 (min-max transform)S AHE-SF
S ZH -15E A9 g Zhe 7RIS B2
(Gaussian distribution)S W2t} 12jy 4 ¢ o]
| A& WFs 7RRAIRbe] ofd 11 mEE

A

S =thXu, 2020). B3 dHolHE HIAHE dlo|ElY
TF2el 22108 M AE- o|z3k A

.]
o]

7] WE] HelE 4 A ol F wrestel
9)\
s dolge] F22 AR oleid

12 A7 dAHE S557] Al
& Aol X = GAN 719 7k shuRl =gk A
Ao A (CycleGAN)DS ©] 83k &

°lgle] 54E& FZE3aL ]S SMOTE
SHAEY Tl AAE dolE st sk
A gk 2 Aol M At 71 LS

et al., 2017).
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(1D-convolution network) < A& 24 A3 d|
o|5 9] HHjo] gt= AlZE B¥ S Aljtetara) g
o} o] & F A diolH 49 Slof & S
2 HolE Y EAE ot Bt =28 + 3
A FozA 7|1E AT FAE FEstA} g
ok Yozt AlRME B3-S A8ItE A AY &
2] Fotol] Ao ZH o] F&4S HFL
2} gtk B A 7)E Aok 28] AE o]

o FXE FAlHEA A FH2Y EAS ¥

& omAEY S B3 ER e AT
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oft
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rr
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Q
|

SHAEL &g FEl2] HoJHE EA5HA

24 o 2829 HiolHe #38&
Fo2H B ol FAE slistazt ot
HPH-S o] ]S (Mohammed et al,, 2020). 2H 44
238 71 SeskA T 7370 Shrobust) 718
Z-3o|t(Ling and Li, 1998). Y
2 &4 S22 HiolHE
20 & ARg-ate] A Z-¢- H|o]
o2 7kEAIE SUMATIE &
o] 7oz AAE HolE=
71 Hl°olH AgE Ro]7] wjFo] AH o=
A3} EA|E oF7| A7 tHChawla et al, 2004). ©]
23 EA4 2 3| 23}7] 98l Chawla et al.(2002)&
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tllo

£

mlm FIO
z -d
= N

O
S
©

T =
rt Jfo

o
oX

o
bl

4 T fo o ot e & ©
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(i

SMOTEZ}= 7S A¢kalth. SMOTE 7%
24 FH22 R AdsA JEE tolHE
Ao E Wi HZH o] il o]F 719

AA Fx Alolo AZE Hlo|E & Fsh=
S Teith o] 7IHE o] 3-8 Fofell
on tlo|y E¥S s dshe o 53 A4
Rogth 28y &g FH2E Vo E A2

o X
5 ogt o\ rlo

B

Y
)
oo
i
o ¥

Zef 29 SATHS REgstar Holg wo]zd
oFslth= Aol 1 A Z A HF o] gth(He and
Garcia, 2009).

olegt HAIE =E317] H 1004 77t =
SMOTE®] th<kst 3 750l Aljt= o gttt
o] & S, Han ef al 2005y A5 22~ H|oJE| 9}
O 282 Hlolg 3] FAE 71ESE SMOTE
£ 53 AR HolHE AAse A<l
Borderline-SMOTES- A|2+5}$3 T} He et al.(2008)-2
2 2 dolHE ATl o] A FY
toly FHo tg Fe2 vlojE Wk et
A E Folsh= 71?0 ADASYNS A|qHeH3
t}. o]&]ol| = Cao and Wang(2011)2 tlo]E|] B=

EX AHE 7blog A4 FY2 HoHE
224 8}+= SMOBD(synthetic minority over-sampling
based on samples density) 7|2, Zhou et al.(2013)
tlolE] F- 2 Fel 22 A48 9] A(local linear
partitions)= 47338t Zt 9tE]d HE SMOTEE
Z-g-5to] H|o]E}E A A3l assembled SMOTE 7]
HE ARtee T Aot 212y ol
SMOTE 7|9 A& 7|'H-2 HolEE 4119
AE FrEE o] ol 7]E Hlo|HE 7Rk
2 A2 dolgE As7] witel A3E o
o o] Rt &7 EddA FAY &
AE op7ghe S s sl &skA] Zatar
THCao and Wang, 2011). Yo/} &9 S dlo]
o] vt vk A v 2] &8s vlo]
HE & S22 Aste Y =o|=2E 94
sHAl AT 4= §lo} B/ 29 Ao} vrh=
Aol BAZ A ¢ thdIslam er al., 2022).
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flst SMOTES} #3 CycleGAN Z[gt slo|E2|= QHMEEZ] T|H

(Z 1) GANZt oo ¥ 2ol HttH

A2 GAN ¥ &4 =3
Goodfellow ef GAN <HWE HolE 44 &= < 717 &4
anl (20;):; ¢ (generative adversarial | * L2 X] %L (sharp) FEEEL A | « L& 53
] network) 2] QA" olu|R| AT ke
. « Yot FY2E TS Holy | - 22 A v S
Mirza and CGAN AR AP 27 AR olH e
Osindero(2014) (conditional GAN) .« A7l onA] A
o O} A 0] o A3HE =25 ol AA
. 59 A% IS EREECE
Radford et (deep convolutional | NdE o ) « gto|Hutetu|E Ao w1z
al.2016) s N - 47)s} Ev)e] BigoE

Q1% 13

WGAN
(Wasserstein GAN)

Arjovsky et
al.(2017)

< 71e7) 24 —ErXﬂ ElE!
AAE olHA A
«FE B3 2z aﬁﬁ

« TR e 71& 7] A4
A S

. l‘%}d 2d 7% A

« o] §ol3tA] ¢k

M

«fgste Sl glo] vlolE A « 7)5}8tA WElE zk= ol
CycleGAN 3 -
Zhu et al.(2017) B AR ek
(cycle GAN) c HAZHQ o]z AA .
des de Ga oy |+ AR HolEe) Wal 42

TR, TR, AA &
l He v HolHY #A13s 8% S8
HU 3 AchLeevy et al, 2018). o] wieg} B
T7} HltlolE] A2 E flaf AR vkt "
3 71%‘3 &-g3te] E7F dolE wAE HEs)
312} 3+ tH(Johnson and Khoshgoftaar, 2019). 53]
GANel 719+ek e Al Z ] 7= B d7A=R
BE B3 dolg] £A) 2L Y3 =83 A
T2 FE9 9tk GANS 44 dlole e FA}
Sk 714 HiolElE A/3stE = A4 7(generator) <}
AA HolE o BAFE vlolHE st e
7)(discriminator) ZFe] At d AYL 7oz A
ot5] A tH(Goodfellow et al., 2014). o] &3k A ) 3}
% (adversarial leamning) 2 7]HFO. 2 JJWEH GANS
dEolg e}t fAlg 71 HlolHE v 5 3
o] LHAEE Aol 4A A8 5 A
¥ oolet 11 A HolAME w553 A
mQOiE]—(Douzas and Bacao, 2018). Z1& 1} GAN

Ei EX];( 01;(]'—' l:l]];-]]

ot X

2~
(}2)\-]
o
Qr =

2 HolHE F3817] oEle H 5 22 £AA
o] A= A H = o] 9th(Nazari and Branco, 2021).
oy gt TAES A3ty 913 GANS 7fadgh
TheFek 71 Eo] AlRtE o] $ithd GAN o] W
Y B3] FHS 7hEretA 8.oketd o <i
1>7 2t}

Mirza and Osmdero(2014)‘_ GAN®| =9 to|H
Aol B7bsa NAet7] 13 GANS A3 714}
w7 FAAPE (& Foste 218 A4
2ds wt== 7] CGANS Altetdith
Radford et al.(2016)2> 473719} 18 71¢] B3
deo 2 Qg FAE s4st7] A3l GANe 34
5 2173 % (convolutional neural networks)S 72 &3}
o] DCGANS A|2Fs}t}. Arjovsky et al.(2017)
GAN®] B3t S50 2 gk A3k ghex U

2) "loJe] Ao o] GANS] $-57d¢] Sl we}
°JE 7INO.R Sh= 1009 Aol 7Pk vreek WY
2ol A=k 7t ¥y 2o Uit Bl Gui
et al.(2021), Saxena and Cao(2022), Wang et
al.(2022) 59 Aol Qok= o] gl

o 7Sk wEvle) BEER A5, BAYE
53, 29 dolEg Ao 25, hyste 29
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R R

H

S F9-gto]&¢ iHKullback-Leibler divergence)
o] AR A A8t &4 5 A ZHQl A
(Wasserstein distance)Z o) %] 3 WGANS A4 5+
t}. Zhu et al.(2017)2 P el= g2 dolEr}
A4 02 Q7 EE= GANY ©HE FE35] 9
3 kA = HlolEE &&3te vlolHE A
43t 7% CycleGANS #|QH3}Th

2.2 WA HI| MHBHGAN)S BRE H
& Hlolg A o1

GANe] B4 3 dlojefe] Bid &4 a2
2 AT 2ol wet Y EﬂOlEM Bty
A A= o] &83taA} = A=} o] F
oA e} ]2t AFE5E =LA GAN 7|5 &
79} GAN 7]t 7193} o8 7S &3t 5
Zl= A7E 722 4 Y GAN 7 ¢
SWAZRE 93] GANOJY o] & /g BES
AREEE ATEolt oS 9, Ba019)= TR
GAN 7]5F @ A Z] 7]W S -85} *Ulﬂc

=

M of

¢

—

—Ll
Ut 0
o rlo |z

re et al. (2019)—

9—34"1‘:4%%]% —’Fﬁgﬂ 2871= *}7] A &3
£ 483k A 23 GANe| SMOTE 7|l
H3)| F-1 gk SHAA 73 A5S Hole AL
UERHT}. Gangwar and Ravi(2019)= GAN 7|4k
ANEH 7IHE 83to] A87tE A7 A

= A E=33Y. E4723 GANY WGANo] A

SHAET 7ol vl BEE, F-1 3,
(false positive) B]-& WA ¢ 43t
Hol&= Ao 2 Yehyt} Quintana and
Mj]ler(2019)—'C— TGAN(tabular GAN)S 7]89ho.2 ¢
HAEH S FslaL o] 7|HkeE AnfE Uy
9 —rJrPil 2 72 7H(subjective thermal comport)
< d =3t kA o] ATte AE5E v

o [

ox ML oo Me to fu
ofr w4 & i E
o2 <
I oX

tllo

oY WFE B 1246 o2 Hrh 429
g vlolee] By BAE s @staat sk
‘H 739 Holg 7t 71E 1)
olEl9] EAS & WHYdte AoZ UEy

Dlamini and Fahim(2021)& GAN2| 34 2 &<l
CGANS 83t SHAEHS Fdstal o5
7IRko 2 M ELA HY EXE EFstazt &t
o} #4123 SMOTEY ADASYN#} 28 HE 2]
A W E] vl CGAN©| F-1 ¢k, AEE, Ald&
(recall) FolA Eo} 53 H5S Hole Ho=
UEE T Engelmann and Lessmann(2021)2 GAN

O

o] ¢ = CWGANS 7Htoe g e muEs
& FYaL o] Bl U AR U =
AR 7bsAe d3staA o 42 H
SMOTEE %33t 6719 OHM'.*%%‘ wdlof] H]3)

CWGAN©| © 53 455 Hole 302
E}5tth. Wang and Yao(2022)< Unrolled GAN 7]
v SHAEE 7S &85t AETIE A
A GAE A=A E4Z27 580 &
WA Z8 7'M SMOTEY ADASYNe] H]3j
Unrolled GAN©] -3 A5& Ho|= o7

UEbs e

GAN 7|3t 71H¥} T2 7|HS S35 slo|He]
© 4752 GAN 7]9E 7T b2 7S &3t
S ZH BP9 5 /st ste AFE0
t}. o2 £, Yang e al 2020y A% F) WHold

L EQIF Y (supervised adversarial variational au-
toencoder) 2} WGAN-S- Z3tste] QHAIEH S A
g3l o] 5 T3 EHA Q] BAE A=3HY
o B4y Aekd R¥o] 7]E SMOTEY
ADASYN 79+ 2&o] vla] H3HA, &= B4,
F1 gk A3 A BlE ol S350 S
S o3ttt Zhou ef al (2020) L EQIFT 9}

ANS A3t QHAEYS Adsla ols &
3 Wy EFF SAE A= B4
QERIFT S} GANS ZE s eHAEd 7
SMOTEY ADASYNZ} 22 Z1&2 Q1 w3
71el vls] g SHANAM 73 Hes

pul

ﬂJlﬂI

-

>
oA o® o

O ot o &
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=0y Y HoEHE

25t SMOTES} #& CycleGAN 7|8t sto|E2|E 2H{MER 7|

© A2 Z YERST Kate et al.(2022)2 GAN 7]yt
SHAZH I T Z 2 SVM(one-class support
vector machine) 7|9+ AT EE] WAE £ ato
=3 1A og o, B 3k A AY
dZ, i A B x 45 52 A=siih
423 71E dulEd Bl HlE AUC(area
under curve) Ft SHlA AtE ZFo] -3
XS Hole AL gel3tt). Sharma er al(2022)
< SMOTES} GAN< Z§Hsto] SMOTified-GAN<
AEstaL o] 2 Fall AETt= A7) A "HAE
A =3Het 442 SMOTified-GAN E.& o] F-1
3 A% S|4 SMOTEH GANe Mgl ¢4
3l AeS Hole AL Z YePth Zhu et al(2022)
< GAN 7]9F @Al Z 3 o 7¥t 75 duAl
Z3 (neighborhood-based weighted undersamphng)
WAe Este] A ol oS ATE T
ok £4 243 AjbE QWA ST 71‘1101 g3
SHAMZY 7] SMOTEL ADASYN # oz}
WGAN 5ol RISIAE G %k AUC g, A4 SHol
M 928 H5S HolE oz uEyt
GANS &83 ewiEd 975 2SMOTE
Ur ADASYN Z-& H5H<]
Batal theFet 71olA
°‘°i’>‘1 ¥ HlolEY =
A 71998 Ao] A
= ATES LHlEE S AT =Y %15_011 Eﬂol
Blo] delE 719 BE07] wEol 4
EAS AgsHl =384 23

B

2 ool HolEs e g dolHel 14
& 919 ALE GANS| R3] Bjo]ElE 23]
HSH A9 729 4 HolEE 24

WY dole ] F2E WHAA oA
%ag AL, AoIels 728 958 oo
1

F

2.3 =& ity Hrf A=A (CycleGAN)

H>

CycleGAN- o1 x| ¥ 3H-S 913 GANoI|A] 3}
e Bdlo|t) GANS HIA =SS 7oz 4
A HlolEle] SERZE e sto] AA do]E]
o} 22 RIS Zhe A2 7MY HolHS
Ashe AHREe ¢ FRoE 7MY HolEl s
*Mé‘}h 343719k A dlolE ok 2A] HlolH

£ TR 27712 745 AHGoofellow
et al.,, 2014). A3 7)9] BAL dlo|Ele] BRI E &
5 5 A 2L 7P HolHE Adshs Aol
Exoln w7]= A49717F A4S wlolE e} A
Al HlolHE ks Aol H2 ol o]E 42
2 Yed o5 24 () 2ok

ming max ,V(G.D) = E, _ puta(e) logD(z)]
TE _pllog1—D(a(2)) (D)

old, G: HYEF, D: 29,
Pyuo(w): A HoTH %E P.(2): 73

data z

gl o] €]

rfp
)

71

A elA & F xRl ARVIE E4TF
V(G, D)5 #4357 Sl ol 7h7ke 7Hd
dlolHE AAsteS ShsS Jgste s, bl
715 AR dlelEle} 7] dlo|el g hHsHA T
Hatr] 9laf S-S Aty gk o] A ¥ GAN
& Y71 ETIF AR Ao wHshe
Tzt & Sl
I8 GANS tigste 2 HolHE

gthe o] £ Zhu er al (2017)& o] a]
3 2E SE] fa) kA g vlolHE
-85} ]o]E}E s 712 CycleGANS

A etstAtt. E3] CycleGANS Hlo]Ele] EAS
FZ314 453k 5 0|2 YmiA| glojEdl| tiH3}
= g0 2 HolHE A= Mol GANT
o2 548 2ta 9t olo] wet By px
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(& 1) CycleGAN 7=
A o F71E 0] itk o]& XA ths <1¥ wWE}A CycleGANS] A4 £49H4= GAN <
1>7 gt} A3} 3 AnA £242 F3 Ok 4 5)9) 2ok
<1d 1>9 @) X, Ye d@stas) sk 7
Q1o AA HolHE ofvlstal G} F= 44 L(G, F, Dy, Dy) = Lyy(G, Dy, X, Y)
712, DX} DY= 715 9v]git). oju A4 +Loan(F, Dy Y, X)+ ML, (G F) (5
7l GEE PO H2& X(@EE YY) =H19] 24
dlolH e 225 S F Y(EE X) =r]l9 ol A= 23 AT 229 ke AR
7P HlolBE ks Alo] Sem #RY) 7] A5 =QH Tk o] E NEOE CycleGANS]
DY(EE= DX)= 4471 GEEE B/ A4 ol s swg yeal o 4 ©F 2tk
Bl o} A4 HolHE TE38l= 2] FHo|t. o]
2 Nog uds 17} T1o A) 1
g o8 EHS A7 v 4 @), O 2 G, F*:argminG_FmaXD“ Dy(G, F, Dy, Dy) (6)
L(;AA'(G Dya X, Y) = E;/Np] [IOgDy(y)]
1B, wlegi-Dycw)] @ I AF ¥y
Lok, Dy Y, X) :EI~P,W(1)[10€DXW)} 3.1 47 =d
+E’NE’“’"(”)UOg(1_DX(F(y)))] ) CycleGAN®] 38 d# &A3 o] 5L
A€ dolE7L o] HolH=E thA] Eopte
a ° A E‘:— ?_] AIE—EL ‘\: A }H =Z 1 -
<28 DS OA X AN IS B g gere 2 100y meA CyeGANC %)

7] G& 53 Y= W1 DY o) s
Ve tA] AA7) FE B8 22 wWalEo] Hz9)
x¢F AT E ANt <" 1>9 o= Y
oo ME yE= AA7] FE B Y2 Wle 1
DYl 93] AT X oA BA7] GE 3l
y = WstE] o] Hx9 yo} EHFFE ALte

20T =
olefgk 7 A4 <=2 (cycle-consistency

loss)o]2} 3kaL T 2] @9} 2ol Uehd 5 gtk

s
i

= A5
Z= T3

(GF) ~ Pl )[I\F(G(x))—xlll]

dat

+Ey ~ Puara ) llc(F(y)) =yl

m/r

)

AAE dolE e dele 24 HalEA de 54
o] 220 D%(Zhu et al., 2017), o]0 x| Hoke] A2
< HlolH
E3th= CycleGAN
0 O’é‘]?j x]-x%o] =

zyﬂ ttlffwﬂx] o
H{Aﬂ—«x‘ﬂ_q
Ur }7} CycleGAN— tole 9] £4
F S Uz HiolEd tigsh=
o lEﬁe A23317) wjitel] L MAEE
2 Ho]E]e] 5438 wHdgt HiolHE A
UE Aol UTHHE S, 2020). WebA] &2
AFlA= SMOTE 7|2 AAHE tlo|HE
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=
Z
)
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278 M to/5ES 23 SMOTES B8 CycleGAN 7[¢t sfo|=2|= @uiMZal 7|
T T T ﬁmﬁ ¥4 dolE
SDOCGAN
y__ (structured data oversampling with
CycleGAN)
—

CycleGANS 53l 354 A &4 S8 HolH A dolHE o83t £F71E Bl s A
o] 5A& kst A E 7o) diolel s A3t Pt & E{E APttt
Fomw o] SDOCGAN(strucmred data over-
samping with CycleGAN)©|2} ™3 olgA A 3.2 SDOCGANSQ| =
e HolEE 7o g B R E’ﬁé 8 TES T
*é%% 2% ;}0513} B AT »AE a9ty GANS &-83t] 43 vlojeHe] Eud ZAE
o <1y 2>9 2ok s st se 71E ATES 4Y dolHE 2

2 ﬂ 4 A AAE] A e 2 A+ olm| A 2 wEkste] QWSS AT
o AA, 4% AY volHE AEAU 2HA 24 129 FEQ A vlolE o] 54S whds)
£ 7]4<2 SMOTEES &43e] 4 diojHE € dl A7 EAgth weba B A 4
AT EA4, o|FA A &5 Fefx vo] g dlolElo] FeE 2R FA817] A8t 13}
B9} 71E S8 HlolE Y] &4 Fg2 volHE A FEF B 83l dlolee] 54 F
o]-8-3}e] SDOCGAN 3855 tlojE A& 435t ZstaA} gk 12k 33 F AW 8 o]
St gt oju, 4E &g FH 2 Hlo] B 54S o & whdd 4 S ik ofye}
B9} 7|1E E0d HolE 9] &g Fej& vlolHE dlole] 54 F2& 53 45 Hole 32
fgshs 7271 Dok AR, SMOTE 7|H o2 & 2 e thBai er al, 2018). o|= &l 7|&
AE &4 Zg2 dolHd d<4¥ SDOCGANS CycleGAN Wj*#-2] 4437] 725 22+ 4+ A
BR7NG)E o]&3dte] &g FE2 vloE Y & Aol A 13 8 Ao 2 WAs At
ol F7r MdE B dlelHE A4 Bt M7 CycleGANS] A47] 72& o <18
Auto 2 g A4 vlolE el Bty A dlo] >3} 2},
B9 Ttk S dlolE ¢} gate] FEE A E BE 1Y FRE A4 A Ve 2, &
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ConviD [z ConvliD v v ConviD ConviD

ALLLLLL L L LR LR L LR LR LY
CLMMAAllliiliilllil L LA LY
SEEEEEEEE NN R RN ENNENEENS
ALLLLLL L L LR LR L LR LR LY
Ol L L L L LY
Ol L L L L LY

AU LA LLLA L L L LR
AL LA LGOI
AL L LR
T e Y
AT LA LLAL L L LR
AT A OO L LA AALL L LR

ALLLLLLLLLLL LR LR LR R R LY
ALLLLLL L L LR LR L LR LR LY
MAlllliitiilillii i LRy

ALLLLLLLLLLLL L LR LR R R LY

Concat

Concat

Concat

Concat

(3% 3) SDOCGANS| ¥d7| (G) =

Eglolt @)+ 12 AP 2o 379 o} Xho] = 47} 64, 128, 256, 512, 512,
2B JeA 7] el AP AESIATE B 512, 256, 128, 64, 12 A YT
&, A WAs v F8 A9H 2 149 A 7] 9 239 AT AR 139 A

# AAE T olFl x4 i Sk(instance w AR WAsen o9 FxE tUw
normalization) & F7}ste] 28 & AYE=R <O 4>9F Aok A7} FYsHA EE 1A
Aiteletsich. A9 542 wj= Leaky-ReLu &4 A A NAM 7129 A7]E 2, KEF =
s, A9E =Y WE ReLu EHTFE A = 12 AAstd e g AHsklth 27138
SATE e FollA dEg 5 A Slsf A £ ol B 0, 2FUAF02¢] WY =9 oA
d =3 o]y e}lo] A (random normal initializer)S Zlo] A2 ALEE g A WA =2 493 nE
ARt 7S 2718tk 27) 7 Al 12w AT Fole da"s st =
& P TFAAE 42 07 0,029 AHFEE S FUHetn miAt F& Ao RE TR
oA 7292 F233 . CycleGANS] Unet A Leaky-ReLu 495 A8 vhAE} v
19} Pol 228 5HS o 2 dgspy] ffef & 2 A S HUg g2 SHS FE87] A
2 SRS AT 9 S5 A 3 =ol=E AASA. 12+ A A B
o orpA e 2 RE 1Ak A Al tig OF-E A FE 64, 128, 256, 512, 12 AGsIGiTk

7 Garnn997

%997 49744977

(38 4) SDOCGANZ2| #e7| (D) 7=
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=0y Y HoEHE

25t SMOTES} #& CycleGAN 7|8t sto|E2|E 2H{MER 7|

V. &

n°"

2 A7 2}

4.1 HO[E{ M

—_‘-‘4
(o

i ot¥l SDOCGANS o] &3t 5}o)
fe gwu—z—% 7188l e shersl) 19

3 ﬂ IEJ-OJ eHER S o
L2l «loH f'zlc% ‘?:*‘jr(Ba 2019). 1 7}
< dolH e Y EvE Axe SHAUEY
o] ol Auig J&FS viA= A2 YEl
ot A9 A7 B&4E QB F(misclassifica-
tion)®} 7F5o] S7kstaL, 2w A=rt A
= A3} A3o] Frkete] LHAEHY 45
o] 3}&s}A Eth(Deepa and Punithavalli, 2011).
SDOCGAN-°4 Agol o] 0|59 YEFs Fgst
Al gtetalr] fate] tha 22 F 7HA] vlolE
AS TSI WA AL S 79317
sl o Sl vlolg e} &g S vlo]H 9
H 8-S 99:18 133k 29 == 20, 25, 30,
35, 4002 &9 5579 vlolH AlS A8
o oo 2 B9y AR 9IS getstr] 9
3 2] 5 3002 1A B AEE
99:1, 99.5:0.5, 99.7:03 0. & 83} 357 9] tolH
A A3t shsS 915 87 HiolH Ale
tlole 42 ZH7} 25T E 1gsten BE O
oE] Aol A 70%+ St58 2 2, 30%+= H7/FEOo
2 23t AMESHAT
=4, SDOCGAN©]| AA| Atglol] Heprt 2 &
SH=AE Hrket] 98t E4F ol A
22 A3l 7H=2(Kaggle)oll A AHEH AR 487}
= HEH tolE A AR i HolH e
Z- 284807719 Al&AY HolHE FA = 1o
uq o] 7}¢-Hl 0.172%2) 49277 AL7] A= o
H B3 dlolgjolth M4 wlolE 71 0%
19936571 35802 AR o™ 30%<

8544271 74 Hlo]El 2 A§3te] SDOCGAN
< Hrhshgch

4.2 A8 &dF

SDOCGANS &3 slojBe]l= QuiEd
7MY A% HaE 9s] SMOTE, ADASYN,
Polynom_fit SMOTE(Gazzah and Amara, 2008),
SMOTE_IPF(SMOTE _iterative partitioning filter)
(Séez et al, 2015)2] A%< 37 A3tk
SMOTE$} ADASYN-S QW AIZ 8L QJa) AEZ
o= 7P gol E&HUY] wEel desion
Polynom_fit SMOTE$} SMOTE_IPF&= 2 WAIZ
g 7Y 7kl M 22 A S Hole AeE
YEs7] ol & o] th(Kovacs, 2019).

% WS 9§ SDOCGANS®] 3 A #-AH
o Bedt gk 94 AA g5 99 2
A 40 GFEQl A} (5) FR)E 1002
A3 THZhu et al., 2017). BE SEulo| A&
SH5E 00002, HIEH 052 7HA AdamS AL§-3}
Aok BHIE Mg HEHOR AGH $55
A5S Hole Y IFPIEE A].Q.g}gig_g:]
(Fernandez-Delgado et al., 2014), ¥7F2] &2
F-1 gro 2 HWalH: CycleGANS] 852 A4
g omAE B S %%3}71 ol =gk
T 71F0] gty mEkA )& AT 2 &
£ 5= 100 epochZ &5 76_ EO]-OE‘U}(Zhu et al,
2017). 8t AFS 25 glo|A 4ol AXdH
Tensorflow 2.0S ©]&3}e] Z3Y3tQ_Th

4.3 4

i

il

w4 A9lel GE st Astel b 29
= HlelEie} 44 el HOTElS) Bl 9912
ngska Ao 55 dspl WAsel Qg
o2 YT HolEE o 8 oYY
W ) A5 vmE AN s o8 Loral
B ohe < 29 ok
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yE-FHE T

(E 2) Ataloll mE 2HMES 7|8 72+ ds Hlu

24
A9 | dEgoly SMOTE ADASYN Pogy&(g—Eﬁt- SMOTE_IPF (SK/IOT:E_TL 5
SDOCGAN)
20 0.4361 0.4564 0.4593 0.4392 0.4575 0.4719
25 0.4460 0.4478 0.4590 0.4747 0.4421 0.4604
30 0.4306 0.4404 0.4274 0.4591 0.4417 0.4487
35 0.3800 0.4221 0.4152 0.3852 0.4222 0.4460
40 03711 0.4213 0.4139 0.3700 0.4099 0.4393

<3 >4 & F Axo] 259 30k ] A
Polynom_fit_SMOTEZ} ¥ Aol A A<t &fol
HY= OHAEH Hlg o] =2 S Hole
Aoz yehtorr 1 ol 7zt 001437
001042 A ¢¥3tth. £3] Polynom_fit SMOTE
o] A5 o]y 9] ahedo] Folgel whet F-1 3o
A7t & Fo2 et s Wk ofye} mpA| Rt
4021 9] A9 3 YEHIH F-1 Xt
o 218 Hole Ao g vEhytth vhE B A
o| X A2k3k SMOTES} SDOCGANS &33t 7|9
o] 7% 20, 35, 402+l T2 7| Eol Hls|
=2 A% S Btk 53] 359 40249 A5 ot
HETE vl¢ 2 2e] d= Ao =Z et
oz} A9 Higlez Jujd oz g4
3}E Hole ASE Yeylth o] & B3 A
o2 B AoA At slolH= QWA
o] 71 Hg ol 3t S Bl

R HE N

z

S = oo e
I

fr oo &
N

o
o

sty Slgdoz AAE
Aol A AQkst 71} 7]E

SHAEY 71 1 A5 HlaE A o
£ go3hd o <xE 3>3 2tk

<3 3>0)4 vepd Z3 o] By F=7t
99:1%Y 73-%- Polynom_fit_SMOTE 7]} o] ¥ A
oA ALt slolHE = QHANZY 7|HKET oF
Y FE Aes Uelt 28y BaE A
7} 99.5:0.5¢F 99.7:030.2 HA Alsigo] we}

Polynom_fit SMOTE= & H|o]EH €] F-1 gtXEth
o ke Hols Ao g YEhyith vhd B A
A ARt StolHY = SHAEZY 7|He A5
7M=& Fl g5 BTk 5, B AF0lA At
Sk 7]"H-& 99:19 7% Polynom_fit_SMOTE 7]%
o Hl3| 2zt e A5s Bl W EvE A
7 A AT e BE 7 Hlal] e A
Se Hole Zo2 UERTh

o2 A AR7t= A7) AR HelHE
7IRro g2 2 Ao A Ak 7ML 7]E 71

7be] AL AU <E 4ol T 5 U5

(£ 3) 878 T 2 QHMEZ| 7| 7} AS dH|w
273 oolomom fi 2 a7
e mgolg SMOTE ADASYN Oghrj[%n‘T-El- SMOTE_IPF | (SMOTE +
(49 SDOCGAN)
99:1 0.4306 0.4404 0.4274 0.4591 0.4417 0.4480
99.5:0.5 0.2166 0.2825 0.2712 0.1638 02712 0.2949
99.7:0.3 0.0978 0.1576 0.1530 0.0402 0.1506 0.2046
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=78 39 Ho|HE ?Ist SMOTER} & CycleGAN (gt slo|E2|E QHMER T|H
(E 4) AEFt= A| Hef Hlojefof| cHet @HMER J7|Y 7+ s H|w
Pol fit € gy
A5 AR BRcRE D= SMOTE ADASYN OS-‘VI\I}ICSI;-EI - | SMOTE_IPF | (SMOTE +
SDOCGAN)
A & & (recall) 0.7536 0.8261 0.8261 0.7971 0.8188 0.8478
AH % (precision) | 0.9204 0.8028 0.8201 0.8271 0.8071 0.8540
F1 3 0.8287 0.8143 0.8231 0.8118 0.8129 0.8509
o] 2 7|HEe] Hls| & Aol A AQtst 71H B o) A A|¢HE SDOCGAN©] SMOTE7} o}
o] 3 S Hole Ao g et 53] 02 SHAEY 7IHE st AFEE =
]

o] o]= HolE e £ F=7} 99.828:0.172F Fh= Ab7) A=) o]
A7) WZEQ Ao g Hekd <A
<E 4>0A & F Ql%o] dEuolEle] HlF| 3} p
BE 7MY AEE ghol FEHAS & 7 3
t} ol & ZY 2 HlolE Y Aol Fagh @ £l
HAEZH 9 A5 Adgo] T F5 Akl vl o 37 J}5A4L 3
ddo g 8317 Wi SHAMEH 7HE
o] o] FINTI= Aol 2H& T WELRE 4.4 FIt &E
olai & 4 itk 2l AFE S AN
AaMe AT S wFofof sttt o] = QI3
71E LHAEY 7Y AS T AR x3h Bt
Q1 F-1 #ho] & uo]gof vl3) vtolxl Aoz 2 9 7]
T 2 Ao A ARESE sto]HEE QHAIE A3 3
g 71HY A5 7Sl Hls] U= Hae] Aoz %
atet Fo] A AAE Ao dsol =37 WE AH7] A o E

o F1 g A 98 Ao2 et 2 ATt L
A ARFSE 71 ] - Lo e} vt A
e S 00942, F-1 3 0.0222 A3ttt

Aom UEhks  Ave A2

3l 7

El
oot
o
frt
>
S
[} E}li
X
(o
fr

A A

W vl B8t oy Iy A
789 o] Brkss] Wi o]E AH
gich mekA S A8t
2 7]Hke. g GANS Z4-3}o]
g 2l A7 Ao

stazk a3l

(# 5) SDOCGANZ} CIE J|HE E§st LHMED 7| 7F M= |
LR Polynom_fit POISyl\I:I(E)n'lT_];n_ 2 a7
A5 AR ADASYN + SyM OTE N SMOTE | (SMOTE +
SDOGAN SDOGAN SDOCGAN
A & E (recall) 0.8261 0.8333 0.7971 0.8261 0.8261 0.8478
A9 (precision) | 0.8201 0.8156 0.8271 0.8507 0.8028 0.8540
F-1 % 0.8231 0.8244 0.8118 0.8382 0.8143 0.8509
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(E 6) GANZ[EF LHMET 7|HES &3¢ o7 Zaet sl

A& A AUC % AL T AUC % AUC #% 37}

2 AL SMOTE +SDOGAN 0.876759 0.923796 0.047037

GAN 0.910690 0.913723 0.003033

244 = CGAN 0.910690 0916118 0.005428

(2020) WGAN 0.910690 0.926209 0.015519

CWGAN 0.910690 0.916128 0.005438
A 5202002 AolA AUC #he &85} and Bacao, 2018). 53] Zo& o2 A¥ HolH
Ao B7FIA7] witel & Al A Abgt 7] o By FA sAdE H&3t7] AlZetAt
Hol gj3k AUC FES THalal o]2 B3] A% vlul (Quintana and Miller, 2019). ZL&{1} ©]& 3 A+E
£ FYAT vyt 22 HoHE o] &solE < HolelY] & HIAY dolE 722 WA
E7ata s34 AL volEe & HH oax AY dolge] 5AS AgsHA Wi &

dd THXE ER/VIE AHEStE HlA Y it AR o] EAlgtE & AFelXE o)E

S 3RS FH3E Aol EVFsEIA ] Wi & 23t7] Al CycleGANS A& HolHY X%
AUC 3t AHAI7F ok et = 71 7He] AUC #k9 o BHA| AT 3kaL o] & 71&9 SMOTE 7%
S7hES S AsS vlusdoer 1 die A%t stolBEE e HAET YIHS ARt
<3 6>°l Vel Stk ok 53] 71& A9 2y 1xke e AEEE

<E 6>0llA & F Axo] B AFA Altet
7S &8st eWAEF e 4§ AUC ol
0.047037(0.923796-0.876759) %+ %713+ whA 7]
¥ F(2020)%] ATFANAN 7 & 45S UE
Wi WGAN2] 7% 0.015519(0.926209-0.910690) 7+
F 37t ol & Tl B Aol AQkst 7]
Hol GANS o] &g T2 7|je Bls)| ¢t 4
T& By 23 5 3tk =8 AUC 39
7M. R Ao vlasks Zlo] & WS o}
Utk ey dolgh A3 S o= s A
¢l Bl 7)Ee] e AF AUC kel Z42t
0.9237967 0.926209% =LA x}om UA e A
< a8 & o S7HFS B3 1A A Al
Wk 94 A= 9wzt dvar & 4 ok

i

[¢]

AHEERo 24 71E AT g SEStA}
Atk g 71H s sty f8 954
o2 A3 8T FY tlolE M AE7tE ALY
Az HlolE] Mo FA A&t T35 F1 ghe
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£ &83 19 520209
B Ao A Agtet 71HY
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2 2
Atk AR, F vlolg e 54S vrET
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o] (Goodfellow et al., 2014), ©] 7] 2] AYAJ8at o]
g} o|m A W& (Zhu er al, 2016), ©| ]

(Pathak et al, 2016) o4 $538 A%< Hole
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A Hybrid Oversampling Technique for Imbalanced Structured
Data based on SMOTE and Adapted CycleGAN

Jung-Dam Noh" - Byounggu Choi’™

Abstract

As generative adversarial network (GAN) based oversampling techniques have achieved impressive
results in class imbalance of unstructured dataset such as image, many studies have begun to apply
it to solving the problem of imbalance in structured dataset. However, these studies have failed to reflect
the characteristics of structured data due to changing the data structure into an unstructured data format.
In order to overcome the limitation, this study adapted CycleGAN to reflect the characteristics of structured
data, and proposed hybridization of synthetic minority oversampling technique (SMOTE) and the adapted
CycleGAN. In particular, this study tried to overcome the limitations of existing studies by using a one-dimen-
sional convolutional neural network unlike previous studies that used two-dimensional convolutional neural
network. Oversampling based on the method proposed have been experimented using various datasets
and compared the performance of the method with existing oversampling methods such as SMOTE and
adaptive synthetic sampling (ADASYN). The results indicated the proposed hybrid oversampling method
showed superior performance compared to the existing methods when data have more dimensions or
higher degree of imbalance. This study implied that the classification performance of oversampling structured
data can be improved using the proposed hybrid oversampling method that considers the characteristic
of structured data.

Keywords: Imbalanced Data, Oversampling, Cycle Generative Adversarial Network, SMOTE, Structured
Data

* Junior, Afreeca TV
#% Corresponding Author, Professor, Kookmin University, College of Business Administration

2022. 11. 117



H
02
ol
B
0E
-1

OM X210

= & = (wjdeka93@kookmin.ac.kr)

AR Afreeca TV VOD HloJE Bl A& Foltt. RIt)sta glo]EfAlo] A
A FHS3IATE T2 ARk dlojEAleldx, HElY, ol AP gRr 83
stetgo ] HEE 39T

Z| 8 3 (h2choi@kookmin.ac.kr)

A =it FFst Bt w2 A Tolnh KAISTZE 93 A4
2 HAERE HESHA T IRt gtae] F-91317] Mol University of Sydney,
School of Information Technologiesoll Al ZugZ A 23T 8 AFEob=
A 4739, adr|rio] ofdelE s, HloJEAtel 2 Folm X F7hA| o]e} st
Journal of Association for the Information Systems, Journal of MIS, IEEE
Transactions on Engineering Management, 1&M, APJIS, Information Systems
Review, A1474 997 & L33 vhe] = 9] StaAo =& AA AT

o 20228 108 19¢Y AZHEEY - 20224 118 17
Ao :2022d 11& 10€

118 Information Systems Review, Vol.24, No.4





