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Summary

We propose a new method to evaluate machine learning models, parameters, and algorithms. To design the

method, we consider verification and correction costs of human labor, and we base it on machine learning systems
with reject models. The models are proposed to handle problems where the machine learning systems have errors.
In the processes of the reject models, a part of outputs of machine learning are rejected and we can get our desired
accuracy, that means we can reduce errors, for the other results that are not rejected. On the other hand, we should
verify and correct the rejected results. Therefore, the verification and correction costs should be considered to develop
the evaluation method. In addition, the reject models are sensitive to thresholds that define decisions of rejection.
Thus, the evaluation method should handle the varying thresholds. Hence, the method to evaluate the machine
learning should have the following two features: (1) handling varying thresholds, (2) managing the verification and
correction costs. Conventional methods such as ROC curve or PR curve can handle the varying thresholds. These
conventional methods, however, cannot manage the verification and correction costs. In this paper, first, we define a
performance measure to evaluate machine learning based on the verification and correction costs. Second, we propose
ARAC curve(Acceptance Rate-Accuracy after Correction curve) and ARAC-AUC(Area Under Curve) in which the
horizontal axis shows acceptance rate, and the vertical axis shows accuracy after correction, respectively. This ARAC
curve can handle varying thresholds as well as the conventional methods. Third, we explain the relationship the
performance measure and the ARAC curve. The horizontal axis is closely related to the verification costs, and
the vertical axis is closely related to the correction costs. Accordingly, the ARAC curve can express verification
and correction costs. Finally, we show experimental results where the proposed ARAC curve and ARAC-AUC can
express the performance measure better than the conventional methods.
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DFHAHIE LW (Correct) 72, 2o TW3 (Incorrect) 7»
ZRT.

NS DIHDRER, KUITRT LI Ta(k), Fa(k),
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TREYRV. BEEEREEWEZI BRVD FI2iT<
FERWV. BROMEND 235G, K LIHFET 5 iR
PROVWEHET R Z P TES.

ML, BWICRZET 2EROMET R 2558 T
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B% Rrp(k), HEMCHEES Rp(k) ZHMEEZ 025 1
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PR #hffik, ROC phigy [Ak%, BE L DTN TOEE
KL T\ 3728, BME E ICKE LRWIEHIA T E 5.
%/, FL— NI 7OBRICH 2HAR L BEHEOW S
757 ETCRZ2ZEPTES. BOEFTLIEEE
FHRES S RZMECH 272D, AEIATIEERY
DI WX B, F72, PREFRICEBWTS, ROC B
¢ [[AkkIC AUC(PR-AUC) 2 EFT B LD TE 5.

Z O PR gL, BHEHELHEEGERD L — M+ 7B
ZHR U723 % 3 2 HINCHW2 D TH D, HERE
EaX bERLTWRW., 2070, RiHXOHNT
B BHERIBIE a 2 McE-D A FEm IR 5 2
ZEDBTERL.

2-5 Risk-Coverage Bi#® (RC curve)

PR I EHLL S % BT B % Risk-Coverage B (ML
T RC #i##, RC curve) 75, [El-Yaniv 10] 1235\ TH
HZhtws., ZoMiETE, #EERICHET2E1 -
Rp(k) 2V 2% (Risk) & LCHtlinc7ay F 3. %
7z, [MHLW 18] ® & 512, #EH Rp (k) it 7w v
FNFE5—RbBHD. BT, Accuracy-Rejection HifR
(ARC) ¥ M3 % iR [Fumera 02, Giacinto 00, Le Cap-
itaine 14, Nadeem 09, Sousa 13] /AL FHEHhTW3
IhoDiiffiZ RCHIFRE R LA, H2WVWIE, #io BT
EAZEREBLEEZRHOHOTH D, EHEMITIERC
HhiR e [ CEHRETERT 3.

PR iR e @E W2 LT, RC R CIMdICY) o= 2
FRIZBIT B 7 717 M F (Coverage) T L TWB R
EEFLIENTES. K777 P RIFMR IR M2
RM3 2ETHD, MREIETR MHED M E
iz SEHiC = 2 AREMD D 5.

L2 L&A S, RCHfRIEHENCHEHAREHRAL TV
3728, BIE#ROTT —RRRMIhR\WEy, Bibs

ANTHIBEA R EE 40535 G (2025 4F)

2 X5 IR OIBIRD AL BT B e W  BERET 5.
AT, 0 RC Hi#RE X 5128 E LMo
RERITS. IRETIEL OB RE LI Teed T Ei
E

2-6 X ~ph#R (Cost Curve)

VY =2 MDA R P RBIATRERAI#RE LT, 2&
k ihi## [Abbas 19, Hanczar 19] 8RR XN TW 3. ik
[Hanczar 19] Ti&, XtV =27 +ax b+ Agp ZFHL
T, MEBCaA N L= (1-Ap)E+A\gR#70 v b5
ZaX MHREIRELTWS (727°L, VPz hER%E
R, E=1-Rp(k) £¥%). i [Abbas 19] Ti&, 2K
JED ARC 123 2 Ml Z 72 3 OTDMFREIEZR L T
W5,

Y7 bazx b A\g ZEHET 2720120%, %R0
3-1HEiCHREIND AR VEREHVS. TDRD,
oD a R MR ERET 5720121, I A NEEET
DEDTBIDERDS. I A, aXbEBIL, #%
W O FHE L H FHE W RIF T 23 ERATEREHSIRE L7
BRICELZDERTH .

W78 % OCRICH 3 2B %2280F 5. if/zn, j
Pz 7 MRRZIE BN TR ‘%’xﬁ'ﬁ%’i’ﬁﬁ x_@t
ZXDARAMVyzZ baRAMIZ, 75 %i%’c?ﬁﬁﬁ
A@@ﬁﬁ@@k#ﬁ&gﬁmﬁﬁé.A#ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?
37-912i%, FlzIE, HERETERT2ERE 2 HET

ZREDDH L. TD®, WREDEHER YL OEME
REDIRERIZ, 1D TaRMNERDBEZZ I k5.

A E 2 R HE RN 2 &2~ 4 2T 3581380 T
B30, —BRIIFEROFAEIFAHFTRERINHS X7
L2 UTHRIMEE D TOND 2 B2V, 25 Lkl
TlX, FEWAEE ORIk TR HE LRI HE ITIKE ST 5
HEAMEIIHELTBL3, a A MNEREEDTELZ
LIRXTERN. 207, Aax ke v
BHMIEREMEFE VWb D3, aX MER

IR S L ORHEIHE RO £ Lw.

3. B B F &

g MEBICEEINZ, o, WERBEaX MR
Kig 22 DTEBHBROBEREZITS.

3.1 BREEIXMCEICTHMERE

AR R OB . U THEFREIE 2 X M IicHED { FHiiR
ErERT 5.

§1 % f§

BWEE S 27 2D HAD— 2 NEBORZFETH
5. V27 v ETVOEMNSFAKETHZ. ZOXRT
X, BEWEE S 2T AOFHEREIXABE(EOREEE
RIFTRETH 2 Z e WAL F L. KETIE Z 0B s
DOKFHEREZEE T 5



FERBIEIE 2 R M IZHED S BEREEE R T-I%

U VM ETUIBWT, ABfEEIZVY s ML
BRHRETZ. Z2OHECHEET 2EBE, Lo
2@?56’/\ }TBZT e TES.

o FERR: HIIRZ b ov v DSIEMD & 5 e tias 3 216,

o BIE: HARZ b L v ZBIET /.

HIE TR L7- ROC it ¥ PR ghifg, Zh omRBIE
THERMTERVEIETDH L. 22T, HRIEE
DR LTV Y =7 bETUCEBIF BHERMEIEa X b
ZERT D, UINTIR, WHEREEaX N ZIRFEITHIDH
e E W TR T,

%9, MElax b 2EET S0, Tido 1) ATy
7€ 7 b (Acceptance Rate) X (k) # EF T 5:

X (k) = [Ta(k) + Fa(k)]/. (D
77ZL, QRERERKTHD, N TERT 5:
Q=Ta(k) + Fa(k) + Tr(k) + Fr(k). 2

77 VRIBEOFTY D=7 MRV T 7T L
=85 TH 5. RCHIFRICE Y B Coverage[El-Yaniv 10]
YEIUCDBDTHS. Vo7 MW7 77T LGS
W, BREEMLRY. Z20kd, 777 b= TH
bR bEZDIL0TES. 22T, UTF X(k) %
HELR e M55, %72, X(k) ZHVT, MEREE
Ra(k) EFRO & 5 HIHTE 5:

Rr(k)=1— X (k). 3)

iz, BIEPHELIRZDIE, V=27 FMRTY V=S

FER, 0, BoTWBEATHS. EEHE Re(k)
I REETH 5!
Re(k) = Tr(k) /9. 4

X5z, RCBIF ) O RRLES (BRI
2, 72T R poTHBOMENED THEE) &
T5—RRp(k) v ¥3. T5—RFFiL L%

Rp(k) = Fa(k)/. (5)

DHK)_T, HHRZ b v OFEFHER ﬂ(—Fua) EZT
BL:

B = [Ta(k) + Fr(k)]/Q. (6)

_m;t%@ﬂ%wmiﬁﬁ%z SWEZTH IV, ERXomRE
I TH B0, Bk ICKFELRY. 0 TFIET
M%#EL<%MT%tﬁfbét , THHRIE K IC
HAF LR\, ZD72, ZORFEER B kITHIEL R,
KX Q)@G)6) &b, B 8, =7—K Rp(k), B
EEIE Ro(k) OBRIE TR TRT Z e TE %:

B+ Rp(k)+ Ro(k) = 1. (7

§2 FHEREDESR
Yotz MR EDEREITS. I X MEK
YLC, Uz MR MR Cr, VP2 M
BIEaX b2 Co, O ERRLEBEDAR N (T —
a2 ECp 3oy, WRBEaR LK) &

L(k) = CrRr(k) + CcRc(k) + CpRe(k) ®)

¥ 72 % [Abbas 19, De Stefano 00, Kimura 17]. 7275 L
KZaA+ Cg, Co, Cp XIEDERTHD, ZOERME
IEa R PDVNEI WS S X7 45 TRV Y AT A
TH3. TR RZHVL 2, @ RIF it is:

L(k) = Cg[1—

W, O)RETELEFHMET 5. £F, (D%
VT Re (k) ZHET 5

X(k)]+CcRc(k) +CpRe(k). (9

L(k) =
Cr+Cc — CRX(]C) —Cep+ (CE - Cc)RE(k)

(10)

iz, (10) RCBNWT, Cr+Co BEMIKBEL, X5
2, Co THRET 2 Rtk 3:

—(Cr+Cq)| =

Cr Cg

- SR -5+ (GE 1) Re(h). an

2T, ) RoEd%E L'(k) 2 L, L'(k) ZHERE
EaR e UTHRICERTS 5:

L'(k) = C*[L(k) —(Cr+Cc)]. (12)
c

%7,

v=Cgr/Cc,6=Cg/Cc—1 (13)

e3se, 1)K, (A13)RXXD, ADRKFFRLE 4% %:

L'(k) = —vX (k) — B+ R (k). (14)

(14 RwrEhd &5, MREBEaX 2, HEML
X (k), iR B, =7—F Rp(k), BXY, axt
DLLTERINS K ITHKEFELRWERB y, DX LT
%ﬁmfgé

2T, WERRIBIE 2 R bicH-D < B8 SR R R

()%%zé HEFMEIEa X ME/NEWIES B RWE
L1505, FHIREE W(k) £ LTIEAZWIES AR WE
YERIEIRTLDRTV. 22T, (14) ROFE%R K
Rl 7-Ml% W (k) &5 5:

(k) + B —6Rp(k). 5)

(15) KimaEn s ko, FERE W (k) ik, BBk
R X(k), I:IL‘D%ZY ﬁ, o7 —# RE(k’) 0)5?@5’%’30)*[1#

W(k)=~X



LEREINTWVWS. HELRITENZS DRV, FEHE
EFEEWEIRRV., =7 —FFEWIES DRV WS —
A RERERL TV I RHER TN TE S,

I —RKIELTHRELTBL. RELEGEADaZ
Cp DIES>H, EWEES ATFLNTOBIEaZX N Co
LD HEFITKREV. 207z, —&kINCE, Cg > Cg,
£oT, 6>0%k%. ZOrE, (15 ATREZT—X
FEWESIRRWZ 2Tk 5.

3.2 ARAC pi#& (ARAC curve)
§1 ARAC HHEDIRE

AUETCREER L 72AHERE W (k) 12 k OB TH 5720

EiC ko TEDEL, S oFHil% 2 15 s
BN TERN. 22T, BME K IKTE LR WEHEZ
FEHiT 279, M EILE X(k) 27 vy b3 54
%%%:%‘ié

B, MR LTI —RRp(k) 2EBT 270
mﬁma:ciﬂa@ Y (k) Z8AT 3:

Y (k) =[Ta(k)+Tr(k) + Fr(k)]/Q. (16)

Y (k) \3HEREBLE LR DB ERIEMZR (Accuracy after
Correction) R THMETH 2. EILOEE LD, Mtdh

Y(k)ZT7—FR Rp(k) Z# 1-Y (k) & L TEHAHET
Hb. 57, k=00 ZWIITRNTOHEREZT 7£ 7 b
THILWKRED, Y(0)=BHBRDID. ZDD
fitth Y (k) 12 8 SRIFTRETH 5.

AHIHR (Ml E 7 2 & 7 F R X (k), #tihz B IERIER
RY (k) L5 2H) %, 7717 FRASERERE
## (Acceptance Rate-Accuracy after Correction curve) ¥
3 5. LUFTIX, ARAC iR (ARAC curve) &L T
FL#ET 5. R ARACHIRZ W% Z & T, ROC fhf, PR
fifR, 3B X RC HIFRE AR, BRME k12T LR WETHi
WTE3.

ARAC iz BT, Mo 7 7+ 7 bR (AFLER),
e DB IERIEMRILIC, REWETD 2128 RAF&GT
fifEr 22 RETH 2. 2D/, ARAC HfRIIXE ki
TRECRVIHII 72 oM TH 2. Zolhifizi< 2
2k, MEEMEEa R N (BEMLER, R, =5 —
) (THO K FHIlRE 2 HERNCHBTTE 5. ARAC
MoOBIZX 31K

Z O ARAC Mtz il 3 51213, £ 1 1SR LRER
TADIERZTBRETDHS. 2D, AR MNERZ
MR I ATRE & WO R 2 50, £72, ATdD &
512 ARAC Hifi3 A AT IZ ¥ RVl & 72 2 i ©
H3.

§2 FBIZ—HEIOSNIGZEOFHEFE

LUF, ARAC iz W73 MR E W oBi§ k%
RTWL. ARAC Hi# il S T\ 3 275 7 Rz
X ol #tfleE Y @iy 5%, ARAC ghifid, XY FEIC
BWT, (0,0)~(1,1) O EECHEIXNS.

ANTHIBEA R EE 40535 G (2025 4F)

ARAC curve

1
0.8
0.6

0.4
0.2

0
0 0204 06 08 1

Acceptance Rate(X)

Acc. after Correction(Y)

[ 3: ARAC fhifit. #fhic > 7 &7 R (BELR), #Ht
B IERIEfRZEE £k 22(LXETT ey b L7

ARAC curve

N

Te

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

0

X(8)

Y(6)

Acc. after Correction(Y)

0 02 04 06 08 1
Acceptance Rate(X)

X 4: ARAC iz W 7-HlRER H. ARAC #ifRz
AWTEFREL S —K ¢ 26 HILR X (0) &, FBR 3
ZRDBZEDTES.

B S 27 DR LT, AN AT LDFF
BLo5—R ¢ BED, FRICEIWTHERE DT X
R R LT 2 GENDH . AHTIE, FELI —K
MNEZ 5N5ED, ARAC HHER%Z F 725l R RS
FHiEERT.

£9, T5—K ¢ Rl THEE 0, $7bb, Rp(h) =
e &¥5. e =Rg(0)=1-Y(0) TH3%D, K41
RT &I, Y=1—¢ 2222 5% ARAC Bhiff L °#H
KL, TORD X BEEERD 2 2 & T, B0
6357 27€7 bR X(0) %KD 5. ARAC HifgxE HW
T, BEOZNXTIC e 25 X(0) REHERDZZ 0
TZ5.

RKIZ, BHE LI k=02 Lt TOBERIEMR
Y(0) iSRS LTV, ZhuE, ARACHIfRDS X =1 &
Rh2RETIIPOLHIETEIETHZ I TE 3.
Hi#R Lo B 2 M 4 1TR7.

BT, X(0), BOBUFTE 720,
PRE LSS
TW(0) =
x5.

TFRTT—K ¢
DOFHIE W(9) 1%, (15) REHWS Ik
X(0)+B—de DEIWHMNTZZeHT

3.3 ARAC-AUC

ARAC Hi#R (ARAC curve) O REfTHIfE & FI W 72 B0
WA EE ARAC-AUC, 35 X0, ARAC-AUC 22 L
721E#R(t ARAC-AUC ZE&R T 3.
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ARAC curve ARAC curve

Ay

Aprac

AL

Acc. after Correction(Y)
Acc. after Correction(Y)

Acceptance Rate(X) Acceptance Rate(X)

(a) ARAC-AUC(Aarac) (b) ARAC-AUC O |-l
(Ayp) & REBREIN (AL)

X 5: ARAC-AUC ¥ ZD757E]. (a)ARAC-AUC: ARAC
%% (ARAC curve) @ NI DFEBE D HEFE A ARAC-AUC
TH5. (b)ARAC-AUC O7El: LHmEER Ay 1%, F
HHBMERCMIGT 5. TEREEImRE AL 1%, 3% S
WHIES 5.

§1 ARAC-AUC DEH

ARAC Hiffic 3B\ T3, ROC iifE= PR HifR & MRk
iR FERoomEfE Y LT, AUC(ARAC-AUC) % E#T 3.
ARAC-AUC % FI\WCHBME &k I2RTE LR W —EZ v
M2 RS 2 Z e A TE 5. ARAC-AUC DT %
5(a) 1IR3, BT, ARAC-AUC O¥UER Aspac &
LTRY.
§2 1F#{t ARAC-AUC BHD#SE 1(AUC OfEiE5E)

Xz, ARAC-AUC %R L7z1E#H{t ARAC-AUC O
ERRITS. %3, EFL ARAC-AUC B O%E(H Y L
T, ARAC-AUC %X 5(b) ® & 512 2 D DA 7t
55

BANZ, ARAC-AUC © Y < 5 OfEE (K 5(b) @ R
) 2 EZ D, ZOEBIEME S, 1 ORAETH ST
o, HIEIX AL, =8T»5.

iz, ARAC-AUC @Y > 3 DfEE (X 5(b) @ _HERE
B)Ay %% 2% ¥, ARAC-AUC(Aarac) 1E

Asrac =Au + AL 17

YRIZEMTES., 12750
1

Ay = / X(k)dY, Ay = B (18)
B

TH5. HE Ay 1& ARAC Hifi% Fl W TEIERE D TR
5. ¥72, BIXARACHfRE X =1 OXEA»HKD 5
CEYMTES.

§3 IEFMMt ARAC-AUC B D#fE 2(AUC ICBET 3

Z8)
Z 2T, ROC-AUC % PR-AUC OfioBEMHZ2ELRT 2

ROC-AUC [F I EGMHER D 2 WIS a5 1R 2 HH
L72bDeEZXBZEMNTES. ¥/, PR-AUC I3FH
WEREAHLEDDE VR 3.

HIGMER, HBIGHEE, EEREOSIEEIIEE L O/
BTz, BcEZ 2 L BIfE Lk ZEIERE LT
M52 CVHIEZEMT2 e TE5. BEE
EREDER e L WEEE, BEE (BLUME~Et D
BIE k) D3REERIC & o TR 2B OXEF 2R3 720
TH5. FHEMTE - TERRZIFRE 2 EBIEH L ToE
IfERIEHEEREEE LTRAT 2 28 TERL. —
T, BEGVER GinHR, BEBREE, afdnchmiis
e LTz 3. o%b, pEEIcHHATES, B
Pt (RiEMER, HERRCOEEL#y LTHED L
SEME (HifE) 2B L7z D2 AUC THE VWS Tk
BTES.

§4 R ARAC-AUC
FRoEREZHIZ, ARAC-AUC OWREZFEMT 5.

%9, (18) RiTBWVT, Ay ODRESEIFM 1~3TH 3
728, Ay OEMIFEHE SITKFLTLE S5 maET
Hb. 2T, Ay ® (1 - p) THl-> TIEHLT 3.

iz, Ay FHEMEE X (k) OFIIE (CBE T 3 H)
ZRLTWSH, HEILE X (k) L% g zhzho
FHERE W (k) 1B 2 EAZ KL TWRWEHREE
TH5. 22T, (15 XZHWT, FHERE W (k) <5
% BEMER X (k) L8R 8 OEARE v ZEAT 5.
BRI, SFIEEMER Ay ICEARR Yy 2R Z 2
T, BARRKMIEZI N TES.

FioEZEZHAVT, WR ARAC-AUC(A pa0) & F
nB@J: I »E—’ﬁz?%}

Y
“ARAC = 71_6AU+ALo (19)

2L, B=10t&E, Aypic=7+1275.

Z 2T, ARAC-AUC %713 (17) K&, R ARAC-
AUC Z/R3 (19) Xz Hik$ 2. mEDEVI Ay OfF
BTHB. ARAC-AUC((17) X)) D&, B4 11EW
EDEHE, Ay OHEBEIVNIWEEZ->TLEW, HE)
b AUC IZIEL K Kt iz, —77, iR ARAC-
AUC((19) R) o5BE1E, (1-8) THRELTIERLT 3
Zri&h, BofEIckEES, —EDEETHEELE
R AUC I3, 2% b, B ARAC-AUC i3,
ARAC-AUC ¥ E# LT, fERIEIEa R % & b B
M3 2 iR TH 2 L WR 5.

§5 IEM1L ARAC-AUC(HKE ARAC-AUC DIE1t)

—f%iZ, AUC OF|E & UTRAMEN 1 & 725 HhnzT
5. MMM EEMT 2 2L, BHE R
JTETAORLUELIHKICTE 2729HTH5. ARAC-
AUC & Z OMHE (RKMED 1) ZHD.

Z 2T, ARETIIHE ARAC-AUC % 1EF{L L 7=1ER
{t ARAC-AUC %2EFT 5. IEM{t ARAC-AUC T,
RAKMED 1 272, —&N7e AUC & RIROFIR %215 %
TEYMTES.

¥, Ay &, Y >0 ofEBoEETHLZ L kD,
Ay ORKEIZ1-8TH3. Auy=1-BL A, =%



19 KA T 222 T, Aypac PEAEEZ v+8 &
RHBZEMTES.

X5, R OMEEN, 0<B<L<1THEILEE
T2, Aypac DEKAMEZy+1 745, WR ARAC-
AUC ZARKMETHRE LIEFML S 2 2 2T, FaLoiE#
LU 728R ARAC-AUC(A pac) 2155

Ay + A
AZ‘RAC:w. (20)

v+1
ttb ﬁ_lmt%u AMMC:13?5
AUCJ b/ /5 .

3.4 RC BHfRE DLEER

ARAC 5 & RC i [El-Yaniv 10] OH# %175 . RC
HH A N X WIE B W L 2R AR TH B 7
ARAC HHfR Y DA L. 22T, ZZTWEE T RC
HERROMEID - & Sin U7 #hiiE, 727t 7 bRGEEHE
HH#R (Acceptance Rate-Precision curve: ARP curve, ARP
Hi#R) © EFT 5. ARP gD 7 7 & 7 b it
HASEEROMRTH D, A AT IFEEVEHE L &
578, ARAC gL DL EZ ¥ %5, R ARP i
1%, [MHLW 18] TIRREhTw iR b DT
H5. DT, HEEEMET 5.

ARP HifRiZ PRt O % ARAC #hif & FERICFED.
o HifRD 5 BEMLRZEIG T2 e N TES.

* AUC(ARP-AUC) DEHRAIRETH 5.
HidY ARACHIBRERILTH B, /2, k=00D%
ZOMIOBEAE Rp(0) =8 &b, X =1 DER
¥ ARP iR DR EN (1, 8) L 2 mdbFRLTH
%. Z0Diz, EH{E ARAC-AUC ¥ Rk ICIERTL
ARP-AUC 2 EFRT BB TE 5.
ARAC Hiff ¥ o Hlig . ARP #iffIZ Fato RS2 H-.
» ARP Hi#RI, HENLRMENER TIESRE HE
DIEDMEDI/NE L 25728, BWERMENLLE L
5. 2D, ARP IR TIIHROSTZEL 2 5.
« ARP #hfi%, #tllo@EEEITFAEL T —F L X EHE
BRL TV, 2078, LT —RE2HWTH
LR EHIIG T2 22X TERWV. /2, AUC
IIHEEMEIEa X b EHEAICIEBIE L TWhiR L.,

3.5 BHBOERFCD

ZIZT, R2IHEHBOEREZLHTEL. RTWE
HHHAR O 3 X OB & TR AT TS O FERE 2 W Tt —
FNCERH L 7.

4, £ BR

REFEOMBEHEBRTHEI»D L. DIF, AEIZBWL
Ti&, v=1,0=0¢&L*%.

ANTHIBEA R EE 40535 G (2025 4F)

%2 Bl EFE L LD, ARAC 4}, ROC i, PR
%R, RC HifR, ARP HifRoER % IREFITHIOFEE%E FH
WT/RT.

Name Horizontal Axis Vertical Axis

Ta(k)+Fa(k) Ta(k)+TR(k)+Fr(k)
Fa(k) Ta(k)

ROC | mm+ram TA (6 + Fr(E)

PR Ta (k) T (k)
Ta(k)+Fr(k) Ty (k)+Fa(k)
Ta(k)+Fa(k) Fa(k)

RC o TA )+ Fa(h)
Ta(k)+Fa(k) Ta(k)

ARP Q TA(R)+F4 (k)

£ 3 AN —Z (FER1-1). PR T — 2 DIETH
DM THAHDOL Y b2 3 —AHELL.

Case No. wp np ap WN MUN ON

1 075 |06 | 0.1 | 025 | 04 | 0.1

2 025 106 | 01 ] 075 |04 | 0.1
3 025107 ]011]075]03 0.1

4-1 ANIFT—2%ZBVIELER

FHIZESHE T2 F—RIIBWT, BEDFr—RXTid
ARAC HIfROIRPEL 125, ZD X577 — R &5
FNCER L THIRERT. 22T, WEELITBIT3
TRIgRDOH 7 — X ORERZERIE f(t) Z RO LS
TERL L 72:

f(t) =wpfp(t) +wnfn(t).

ZZT, wp & wy XZENENTRZCBIT 2 1 ETHlT—
ReMFUT—2XDOEREHIE T 2EHTH 5 (wp +
wy=1%7F23) ¥/, t DERBI t€[0,1] THD,
fe(t), fn(t) EERZRETFHF—& LlFHF— XD
MR FERR (REE) TH %:

« fp(t) = N(t;pp,op)/ [y N(@;pp,op)dz,

« fn(8) = Nt un.on)/ fy N (@, on)de.
772U, N(xsp,o) &, Z8x, P p, BEEFEE O
Eﬁ‘ﬁ@%fﬁﬁﬁﬁ(ﬁmkbt

(372—05)2} _

1

2ro

N(z;p,0) = ~eap [—
§1 =REH1-1

RIIWWRT IODFr —ARXBI2FEREFEML 2. &
A WEBERPRT. E4IIERBEa 2 McESL
FHEREL LT, & =0.01 XK 0.05 DEED W(0)
AT 5. W(0) i 3-2 iR L2 FIETHR Lz
bDTH5.

AREBROFER, T Dh» 5. U, TESIIEER
r—ADEFERT.

o EFREIEa R MCEO S FHMEREDNEIE, 1>3>2

TH5 (¢ =0.01,0.05 H12).



TERBIBIE a R MTHED S HEMA Bl Tk

F4: AUC BELHFER (B 1-1). ¥ — X T 212 ROC-AUC,
PR-AUC, ARAC-AUC, [E#i{t ARAC-AUC #HH L7
BREPTT. £=0.01,0.05 DHEEOFERELNLT 5.

Case | ROC- | PR- ARAC- | [EHI(E [ W () [ W(0)
No. | AUC | AUC | AUC ARAC- | ¢ = € =
AUC 0.01 | 0.05
1 0.921 | 0.970 | 0.954 0.783 1.21 1.46
2 0.921 | 0.822 | 0.704 0.423 0.36 0.47
3 0.998 | 0.994 | 0.718 0.437 0.50 0.55

% 5: IEREL ARAC-AUC #hRERH AT 7 — R (528
1-2). FHRERHS 7 — & DIEFHIDA LTI O1 »
FE2F—2HELT.

Case No. | wp up op | wN UN oON

4 095 | 055 | 0.1 | 0.05 | 0.45 | 0.1
5 095 | 0.7 0.1 | 0.05 |03 0.1

* ARAC-AUC 8 X N IEH{t ARAC-AUC DJIEIZ, 1>
3>2Tdhb, FHEREWO) OIE1>3>2 5%
L.

* ROC-AUC DJEIZ, 3 >1=2THb, FHERE W (0)
DIE1>3>2 I3RS,

* PR-AUC DJEIZ, 3>1>2THh, FHliRE W (0)
DIEL>3>2I1dRE3.

PIEXYH, ARAC-AUC B X UIEH{E ARAC-AUC I3,
ROC-AUC, PR-AUC Y H#g U THERREIE 2 R MizHD
CAHMBREZR X b BFEICKMT X 25505 % Z e
M5 XL, M6 ICANAHOIIK SHiftO IR %E
R, K625 R ahs.

« [} 6(d) & (e) IZRT X512, ROC Hif I THIER DR
WEPE LGS (ETH AT O RN ZE
L7=58) T, BRBEDL SRV, KL TSR Y
LTW3 XS RFHli i 2 720,

o PR il ARAC Hiff i VW28 2Ry, Lol
Mo, M6G) IRT LI, PHISTETHILT—
Z DRI NE L BIEPIECNGAE TS, HiiROE
WrhsRc A FIciR D < &5 55 (PR ##RE L
TIEEVIHiiE Ko TLESHBE) BH LS. 20D
OB —ADBBD D7D, KL THRHELE LTV
& 5 TR 1 AE 2 A,

» ARAC B3 A FIciT I EWiHiie 72 5. AUC
FHW2 Z 272, ARAC BifROEIRZ BT % &
ET1>3>20HFZEIRT 22 bAEETH S.

§2 HEBER1-2

iz, BHBREVGE (B =0.95) ZHIicD, ERHL
ARAC-AUC O%H%ZRT. R 2 ¥ —RATOEREHE
MEL7z. RSWCWEANT —XNEZRT. K6 ITER
RERT.

=R 4 =R S5 BEHHERE W(0) DEEFK
ZWCH b 5T, ARAC-AUC OZEIKIZE A YW,
—75, IEM{t ARAC-AUC T, EBOFHMEIRED S —

Distributionof Output v Distributionof Output v Distributionof Output v

—Incorrect ——Incorrect ——Incorrect

ol
Correct A Correct /\ Correct
J \ / \\
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
Confidence t Confidence t Confidence t

(@7 —R 159 (b)r—R253%H (c) ¥—R 351

ROC curve ROC curve ROC curve
08 08 0.8
x 06 0.6 06
o a o
Fo4 Foa4 Fo4
0.2 0.2 0.2
0 0 ]
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
FPR FPR FPR
@ r—2x1 () r—R2 ) r—23
ROC i ROC i ROC it
PR curve PR curve PR curve
1 1 1
0.8 ﬁ 0.8 08
206 206 506
EOA an §04
02 0.2 02
0 0 0
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
Recall Recall Recall
(g ¥r—2A 1 (h) r—22 G 7 —2A3
PR i3 PR i3 PR i
ARAC curve ARAC curve ARAC curve
§ 1 § ! s !
gua Sos gos
Sos Sos Sos
EU“ an gozz
$02 $0.2 §0.2
<o <0 <0
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
Acceptance Rate Acceptance Rate Acceptance Rate
G r—=1 kK r—2=2 )7 —23
ARAC it ARAC i ARAC Hhif#

6: EBR 1-1 #5231, 1EFM (Correct) 3 X AT (In-
correct) 7 — X DM EIL 2 3 7 — ADFHEERZ E. &
& — 21233 % ROC iR, PR #hifR, ARAC iRz "9,

A4 Tr—A5DEFEZIDEIRLTVEIE VRS, K
72, Ao SOk E R L TBL. K7(g) &
(h) L3 2 2, AN ERZ>TWTH, ARACH
MOEBWIZ 77 ETIRIFLAYRW. 2O KSRGS
WXIEF{E ARAC-AUC BHORADRH 2 EZ HN 5.

4.2 BWFBEETILERER

BRK 72 ARAC B % D TS £ TOLEIR %
LS 25 (ERR2) 2FEML/-. T ZTlE, modell,
model2, model3, modeld @ 4 FEEE O S £ 51 D5
REBRZEITS. ANDPEBRTHH BB Fa— K i
fEETH % OCR ZTHlIZR e L THW:. &ay s
M A FEEOFERFICHET 5. Bifio N T7—&T
'3 ARAC i & ARP HiFROTEIRDEWHNE L A E I



# 6: AUC ELIRSSR (87 1-2). 7 — R Z 212 ROC-AUC,
PR-AUC, ARAC-AUC, [E#{t. ARAC-AUC % & L7

MRERT. £=0.01,0.02 DHEOFHHREZ{(IF T 5.
Case | ROC- | PR- ARAC- | IRt [ W(0) | W(0)
No. | AUC | AUC | AUC ARAC- | € = £ =

AUC 0.01 | 0.02
4 0.760 | 0.982 | 0.987 0.849 1.49 1.70
5 0.998 | 0.9999 | 0.999 0.961 1.91 1.92

£ 7. AUC EHAER (525% 2). model Z ¥ 12 ARAC-
AUC, [F#i{t ARAC-AUC, ARP-AUC, [F#i{t ARP-
AUC, ROC-AUC, PR-AUC % 7R % RT.

No. | ARAC- | (FRfE [ ARP- | 1EF{E | ROC- | PR-
AUC ARAC- | AUC ARP- AUC AUC
AUC AUC

0.9876 | 0.8575 0.9820 | 0.8052 | 0.7840 | 0.9828

0.9956 | 0.9317 0.9953 | 0.9291 | 0.9407 | 0.9966

0.9579 | 0.7941 0.9421 | 0.7521 | 0.8409 | 0.9541

B W =

0.9717 0.8307 0.9675 | 0.8196 | 0.9311 | 0.9843

Wiz, ARP BHFRO$ERE R L b o 7228, ARHi (R

— R % EER) 12B W T ARP #lifi & o Ll # 1T
5. X T, ROC #hf ¥ PR ghfg ¥ D Lt#EH175.

VAT LADHELT —RPEZ LN TWREE, 5
W, BUEE 2352 o Twa5EE, (15 R HWT
FHIREEZEHL, ROEWEE Ro TNV EERT
X, LarLiads, ey A7 LT, 7F
KIS —RBPBELR L DT R RIEERET 27— &
Whb., ZOLIRFETT —EPBENGZ 5TV
ROBEIIHLTD, THIDROVETVEREEML
72w, 27 &mEER, » 250k, & AUC = H
WMl D DD B .

9, M8 ZHWT, ARAC iz HIHCHEZES 2
KF, AKX model HEEZ2/RT. BHLHIZ, 2> 1> 3,
BEY, 2>4>3THBIehh 5. REE, modell
¥ model4d DL TH 3. # 2T AUC = H W= %
FEHiT 5. R 712 AUC OHEFER %R T. ARAC-AUC
D TIE modell DIE S 23 modeld X b FHMI{EA B .
AERED, POFELT —EIHEINTORWGE
WA EETLELTE, 2>1>4>3DJEHTERTA
ROV W 3.

Z 2T, K8(b), (d) ZZHL T ARP Hi#f ¥ PR #iffD
IRE R 2. s ORIt EE L2 AL TV
3. WARDEHRTE, 7RHIET 7€ 7 M Ta(k) +
Fu(k)) T®H%. ARP ghfit & PR #2777 7 oMl
INEWED . B (7 7 T FEREPMEVE X)), DEHI/NX
WMHEY 722 72 DHEERMEEI R LE L 5. FHEE, K 8(Ob),
(d) 1ITRENB L 512, ARP HifRy PR fFROIRD NS
DTH5. ZD&DBRALERMEHICEET % AUC
DEEIAREL T2 5.

KK 8(c) ¥ 3K 7 SR L T ROC HIRDEZR %17 5.
ROC fiif#, 3B X, ROC-AUC TiZ, model2 ¥ model4
DFHififEA E . ROC MR EEHE g 22 BER LK

AEHX T,

NTHIRE:

Distributionof Output v

0 02 04 06 08 1
Confidence t

REEE 40 E 35 G (2025 )

Distributionof Output v

——Incorrect
Correct

o
0 02 04 06 08 1
Confidence t

(@) 7 =R 451 (b) r—R 5510

ROC curve ; ROC curve
08 0.8
0.6 06
[N o
Fo4 Foa4
0.2 0.2
] 0
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
FPR FPR
(c) r—2R 4 (d)7r—25
ROC it ROC it
PR curve PR curve
1
0.8 08
206 206
§’04 §04
0.2 02
0 0
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
Recall Recall
(e) r—X4 ) r—=x5
PR Hh#f PR hi#3
ARAC curve ARAC curve
s ! s !
goa an
5’06 So.e
So4 o4
§0.2 §02
<0 <o
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
Acceptance Rate Acceptance Rate
(g0 r—R4 (h)y r—R&5
ARAC i ARAC Hhif#

. ®

X 7: B 1-2 #5582, IEFHl (Correct) 3 X FFEFHI (In-
correct) 7 — X DA ERL B 2 7 — ADFKEERE L. &
o — 21233 % ROC iR, PR alifR, ARAC iz "7,

&, FWEEND TIERVWET L TH > THEIRL T
LESfERMEnid 5. AL THRELTWVWS X572
Yz 7 FETAOFIEICIE ROC FRIZH WS Z & 23T
bbb

V¥l NETFMCERALESES

FMBIE 2 R MICHED < B A B RHMETFE DR E 21T o 7.
ROC Hif®, PR HifRE, RC i/ & OfEkFETE, FFE

7 —R N OHEREIEa R + 2 HUEE Y U 75Tz EiiT
& m\,.&ma%% o TWe, HERIEIEa R b % KIS
7%, £F, WIREIEa R MHD B S HlR
EREFR L. RIZ, 727€7 MR (HEMLR) 2HHE e



AMEIE 0 R M ITHED < BB Sl TR

ARAC curve ARP curve

s 1
S — \/—\/\m_‘\q
5 T
2095 \ 095 TN\
] ]
3 —modelt | @ —model1
Z 09 o2 09
g model2 o model2
S 0.85 modeld & ggg model3
2 modeld modeld

08 08

0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1

Acceptance Rate Acceptance Rate

(a) ARAC Hitii (b) ARP i
ROC curve ; PR curve
— sl A
08 2095 N
06 —modelt 3 — modelt
Eoa model2 | 8 °° model2
modetd % g.g5 model3
02 model4 model4
0 08
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
FPR Recall
(c) ROC Hhifz (d) PR fh#R

8: FER 2 FER. 4 O E £ 5L modell ~model4
XS E 5 ARAC fhiff, ARP fhiff, ROC fhif#, PR ff
MERT.

L, BEREMREHE LT oy b 3372727
RASEH IR (ARAC HiER) OIEE %2 T-72. &
ARAC iR ZFIH L T, BT 7 -5 X o NiBE
OFHEIRERIS HiEE R L. X512, ARAC HIFROM
FE % O IR B ARAC-AUC, B XU, IE
it ARAC-AUC Z4RE L 7.

Z D ARAC HifR%E FIWTHERRIEIE 2 X McED Wi
W E MG % T 2 2 L ST X %55, ARAC HIFRHH
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