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NKSMOTE Algorithm Based Classification Method for Imbalanced Dataset
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Abstract In SMOTE(Synthetic Minority Over-sampling TEchnique) ,only minority class samples nearest to neighbors
are computed when samples are synthesized,causing the problem that the density of the minority class samples remains
unchanged after oversampling. This paper proposed an improved NKSMOTE (New Kernel Synthetic Minority Over-
Sampling Technique) algorithm to overcome the shortage of SMOTE. Firstly, a nonlinear mapping function is used to
map samples to a high-dimensional kernel space,and then the K nearest neighbors of samples of minority class from the
whole samples are computed. In addition, different over-sampling rates are set on different minority samples to change
the imbalanced multiplying power according to the influence caused by the distribution of minority class samples on the
classification performance of algorithm. In the experiments, some classical oversampling methods were compared with
the proposed oversampling method,and Decision Tree(DT) ,error BackPropagation(BP) and Random Forest(RF) were
chosen as base classifier. Experimental results on UCI data sets show better classification performance of NKSMOTE
algorithm,
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R R B A KT R A2 BEAT TG LR A AR P 57 B T 4R A 26
R . W UL R VAR i RN R 1R M
im0 B0 R A il AR 4 0 A R RSP A 5 R CR A 5 e &2
B A ARG 43 A AR X P4l . Chawla 4 2002 4R 42 1
SMOTE &k, H LA BARJE , 40 IR ik 5 RE A A rh B A5 2 8K
R A PR B BT 1 A USRS A B AT IR A R A 1 1Y
75 AR BB ARRAR B0 4R i A P B, Han 483
T AL TSP, 2 T Borderline-SMOTE 8 % , %8 1%
% [ B il TR AR N 4 25 g 0 TR L X T i A D Bk R
A AT R P T SMOTE 85 % 4 i A /0 0 6 e A 17
R AT S B B A R e BN, Dong % #2 H Random-
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AE) SMOTE 8k 423 T & RUBEA R B &,
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SRR
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AR

2 SMOTE &£ # it

SMOTE 553 19 3 A JEUAR 38 3 T4 iU 1 20 B0 2 B
AR B AR REAR 3 A, HE LA U s A AR B T Y D B R A
Z )ik AT 20 A (E, DA AR B HT D B SRR AR, T T X
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SMOTE B89 X D BB A AT 38 SR A % T3 A Bk
FEAR 2o, 1 Jodl 30 M H R # K AN DB REAR 25 ) SR FERE
N K A HEEAEA hBENLIEBE N AN DB A I8
Koy syz sy s T s A AN N A B AR AT Rl AL LR
PRI LR N A D EEFEAR LA Xew s Xoewz s s
Xoewn » W03 (D PR -

Xopews =2 Frand(0,1) * (y; —2),j=1,2,+,N €})
Horp rand (0, 1) 248 X 8] (0, 1) N 1 — AN B ALER .
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B XF SMOTE S350 B A1 1 0 BORBEA — L[l R %
B[] A B e AN 43 JE 4% 1R [R) B 28 LA KR 40 A K
VTR rh 22 B AT B0 RDE A% SCHR 1 — i Bk A% A ) 1Y
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3.1 NKSMOTE K E & FH#

(DX T B B D BOERAEA 2, TEA% 25 ) b 5 iR H IR 3T
1K AEEA . AR K ASFEAR B REAR I A S 2803k
FEAR AR B D BORREAR » 53 R RFEA G B A W 7H
FEA . B DBRFEARN AR Z T 2 BERA A E N %
RHAR = HLEHAR#HDBRHERYDBD T 2RRHEAE
BB HAFAE DB RS W DB AR = R fE R HE A 4
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(DA DB x AT REA, N K3 48 o Bl AL 3
P2 REARTE 3 DAEA Z TR #5 IR — 2 & IO & L N A
BREA H i N B m ERFEAE R, AR AREA ),
oy, S B WA ) M= GO BRI D BOER AR,

DAE yi By, Z IR AT REALL V18 A2 0 N AN I B R
A ey (=152, ,N)

toewj =31 Trand(0,0.5) * (y, —y1) (2)
Hp rand (0,0. 5) F 7w XA (0,0, 5) P — A BEHLEL .

2)TE toew; T 2 2Z 18] BE WL 26 3 (B, 14 385 8T 119 2D B S b AR
Xoewy G=1525++ s N ;

Xoewj =axtrand(0,1) * (tpe; — ) (€))
Ferf rand (0, DR X ] (0. 1) A Y — A BEHLEL .

HIEPRPIADEEA v My, A — AR B WA
K D F OB H 1 D BERFEA

DTE yi My, Z B BEATREHLZE A A= 0 N A I B A
A loew; G=142,,N)

toewj = y1 Trand(0,1) * (y, —y,) (4)

2VFE toewy M 22 100 ) FH 2 (30 1047 i B2 1 37 (L 40 s 3
MY BRFEAR Xy G=1,242+,N)

(D FFDEE o JE W R B AR 0 HL AT 3 R A et 4 B 4
FIAT WS KUK 2 e 7 R AR SO HBURAE . T4
DR e B dpe IR, e Hom) FOoRAEAS R N R 1. TR BB
MLERE— A DB y 76 2 5 y Z AT BENLLR M4 {8, F
LA A — A FE 0.5, 1) I IA] IR A F4 50 43 A1 11 Bl AL 4, fiE
B B TE R DR

Xpew=xFtrand(0.5,1) * (y—x) (5)
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FEES T 0 TR M AE B FEAR S () Fl o(y) , H
RS R

d(e() sy =/ elx) —e(y) [

= VK(x,2)+K(y,y) —2K(x,y) (6)
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(2) Z I A% R

K(z.2)=(x+2+1)" )
(3)S R iR 5L

K(x,z)=tanh[a(x,2) 4] 9)

AR SCR FH 0 J2 e W A% R A
3.3 NKSMOTE &%
4G NKSMOTE By kA< J 51, 45 1 B B s, in B8k 1
FiR
&3k 1 NKSMOTE #i%
BN DB IR T 1] LR BEAT R NG K LA A AU (K=>3) 5 8
BURAE Do s PBBEA x;0i=1,2,-. T
B B LY D B RE A
1.if N<<100%
2. T<N*T;
3. N<-100% ;
4. endif
5.fori=1to T
6. D;<—NearestExample(x;, K) 5 //7E 4% 25 [8] N B AN B P60k < 19
K A48
. m<NumMajorityNeighbor(x;,K)://x B K i
. lf m==K
9. y<-RandomExample(D,;,) ; / /£ /D B EE 5 h BEHL L B — A REA
10. X< x; T rand(0. 5, 1) % (y—x;) 3/ /& BB DB AEA
11. else

-

P AR 2 B A KL
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12. for j=0 to N

13. y;<~RandomExample(D,) ; //7E K ¥ 48 UL L — D HEA

14. y,<-RandomExample(D;) ;

15. tyewj < CreatExampleCy, »y,) 5 // 98 & BURE AR o6 KL

16. Xyewj < x; T rand(0, 1) % (tooy— %)

17,54+ 4+

18. endfor

19. endif

20,1+ +;

21. endfor

22. return X,y 5 X,
CreatExample(y, ,y,) / /4 BFEA R L

23.if y;. label==0 &.&. y,. label==

new

24. tyey <y Trand(0,0.5) % (y, —y )
25. else

26. tye<y1 T rand(0,1) * (y, —y1);
27. endif
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SMOTE!M*" ,SSMOTEM* il NKSMOTE % H i

J5 TR BB 4R B P SR (J48) L 15 25 7 1B #R  v: (BP) L BE
HLAR AR (RF) #4743 28, 38 o XF 52 56 45 R i 17 20 r . 18
NKSMOTE 5% b b JLARad REER IR B L4538 .
4.1 HIESE

SCHGRT AR E R B UCT 88 2" . 3= 1 91 T ax sk 4k
ST B A I A A B A 4 PR R AR B R D
BB AR B AR 145 Z (Imbalanced Rate,IR) .,
1 KR
Table 1 Date set

% #r AR Bk DBEREHEAHK FPHE

ecoli3 336 7 35 8. 60
ecolil 336 7 77 3. 36
wisconsin 683 9 239 1.86
yeastO 1004 8 99 9.14
yeast3 1484 8 163 8. 10

4,2 EMfiRE

ARSI 43 282 20 T ki, — &SR 23 2 K5 AR S AT
FE B L SRR T3 7 BOHE B2 10 5 5 T 43 20K R AT AR 43 26 4%
B PERE AN GBI . FEHL g5 ] Gl b, JE S 4 Ay 2k Y
W I AR AL 35 218 AR BRI 1 28 ROC (Receiver Ope-
rating Characteristic) ,AUC(Area Under ROC Curve) D J &
FIRVE 1Y F-value Ml G-mean., 7FJE T §0 5 2 > o, 0>
BRI R IER, ZROEX R T2, £ 2 T T 242400
R TR VR FE R

*2 RBHE

Table 2 Confusion matrix

M IE % T f %
FN(False Negatives)
TN(True Positives)

S PR IE £
4 FP(False Positives)

TP(True Positives)

M YRR VA SR I W] LA 2 DL R IR 6 45 .
(1) L IE %

o, TP
TP =1p 1 FN an

() E MR

TN
TN”“CiTiNJrFP an

()R IE %

___FP
FmeiTl\jﬂ’FP (12)

(4) 1E T A

TP
TP+FP

H, B E K TP XA A2 recall, IE 28 F H
PPy XFRNEUER precision,
(1+p*) precision * recall
Fooalue — B7) precision * reca (14
(B* * recall+ precision)
Hr . g I T precision Fl recall BYARXS 2 HE , 38 # BUH
1,

PP..= (13)
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TP e AR FP oo SR B AR AT, BT LA 4R 4R 55 3 72 1 1 327K
TR RE R I . 24T 45 ROC 1l 28 A0 58 At . A1 e 4] Bp o 36
R4S L R ITHEY ROC I8 T 5 i T FL AUC 15 R iT 4
SR

1+ TP~ FPue

2

AR IRK ] F-value ,G-mean s AUC YE R PE B &
4.3 EFKNBHZSH o WikE
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PR — B RIS R SOR A AT
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TERZ =S [ R D ER Y K AN 4B S8 5 AR K A4k
D HIEHE A A BORE 1% D B 43 S S TR R 2 O TR A
Al SR BERE S R, K B R /NKE BRS040 — 2 5 .
AR NKSMOTE & K fBUEEE N 3~10, LR
2 R B AR K AL T 8 F-oalue . 2EMiHE K. K
1451 T B 4E ecolil , wisconsin 7E J48, BP, RF % ¥k | i 4
B K 5 Fvalue I FKF

AUC= (16
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Fig. 1 Relationship between K and F-value
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LB 19 Froalue fH . 29 7 PR AE A 504 48 1 A9 8%
e R CFE S ik NKSMOTE (IZ 8K M 5,
4.3.2 EHIBEHK o IR

AR SCIRTEZ A SR D E RS, TR BB S
oo X RBR I o 4 HIBEE N 0. 05,0, 1,0.3,0.5,
0.7,1. 0, 7E 4 4 ccolil M wisconsin b 5% F T 37 28 X5 3iF

LS5 J48, BPL RE ghA7 70 KPR GBI, [ 2 25 Hh T B9
4 wisconsin 7E J48,BP,RF B b 6 5 Foalue ER X R,
& 3 25 T B4R ecolil Ml wisconsin fE J48 B o 5
F-value AR KR .
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Fig. 2 Relationship between ¢ and F-value
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Hi &l 2 AT LA ML 3 o R B U A Froalue (I 1Y
c A, W& o 16197240, AR kR Foalue fH1 722
/N, I 3 AT LA L J48 7E B 4 ecolil b A8 B4
Foalue {EF o 9 1, 16 3 §& 4 wisconsin S & 19 -
value {ER o 25 0.3, BARTE A R F0H 4 L S e Foalue
E B 19 o 1EAS 7] A2 A — B8 SR 7E R ) o (H I Frvalue {619
AR K,

e N [ K N i 7 S o I (= R N I R P 1
e Froalue W BUETTBEAR [ o fHJE X Froalue {H 152 M 1 AN
Ko RTMEIE AL T o EHHN 1,

4.4 ZWHERRDW

SE 86 R FOT 28 SR, A Java 2 8 SMOTE, Ran-
dom-SMOTE, Borderline-SMOTE, SSMOTE, NKSMOTE #.
B, AR SCfd ] J48,BP,RF 4h 28k,

F3—F 5 4B H T LLJ48,BP,RF 4 JE B LR 5 Ff
SRR ELE 5 MR B Foalue {8 .Gmean {5 HI AUC
i, Hp,S % SMOTE, RS f£ % Random-SMOTE,
BS {t % Borderline-SMOTE. SS ft # SSMOTE. NKS ft %
NKSMOTE, w 1t %4 4 wisconsin,

%3 Fualue (R L

Table 3 Comparison of F-value values

y . J48 BP RF
A%
S RS BS SS NKS S RS BS SS NKS S RS BS SS NKS
ecoli3 0.6292 0.5844 0.5920 0.5800 0.6334 0.6092 0.6324 0.6468 0.6372 0.7248 0.5566 0.5552 0.5568 0.5596 0.5662
ecolil 0.7680 0.7740 0.7722 0.7792 0.7780 0.7862 0.7752 0.8034 0.7890 0.7664 0.7776 0.7936 0.7816 0.7782 0.7610
w 0.9170 0.9178 0.9248 0.9210 0.9260 0.9314 0.9338 0.9384 0.9402 0.9354 0.9396 0.9418 0.9330 0.9410 0.9420
yeast0 0.7436 0.7272 0.7446 0.7424 0.7452 0.7722 0.7636 0.7678 0.7388 0.7516 0.7960 0.7974 0.7774 0.7864 0.8008
yeast3 0.7240 0.7268 0.7340 0.7144 0.7360 0.7454 0.7376 0.7474 0.7304 0.7356 0.7336 0.7304 0.7232 0.7348 0.7400
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Table 4 Comparison of G-mean values
| . J48 BP RF
B &
S RS BS SS NKS S RS BS SS NKS S RS BS SS NKS
ecoli3 0.7400 0.7092 0.6920 0.7108 0.7488 0.7590 0.7906 0.7822 0.7918 0.8492 0.6918 0.6972 0.6786 0.6994 0.7124
ecolil 0.8348 0.8434 0.8336 0.8476 0.8472 0.8592 0.8536 0.8682 0.8562 0.8356 0.8376 0.8502 0.8420 0.8350 0.8232
w 0.9362 0.9376 0.9428 0.9396 0.9436 0.9484 0.9484 0.9556 0.9566 0.9522 0.9550 0.9534 0.9464 0.9566 0.9544
yeastO 0.8194 0.8100 0.8166 0.8216 0.8204 0.8568 0.8752 0.8576 0.8596 0.8736 0.8476 0.8606 0.8390 0.8472 0.8626
yeast3 0.8240 0.8194 0.8360 0.8264 0.8380 0.8608 0.8480 0.8684 0.8616 0.8516 0.8208 0.8122 0.8224 0.8250 0.8288
#5 AUCHM L
Table 5 Comparison of AUC values
! 2 J'/lg BI) R}“
A%
S RS BS SS NKS S RS BS SS NKS S RS BS SS NKS
ecoli3 0.7816 0.7552 0.7428 0.7588 0.7870 0.7868 0.8146 0.8122 0.8156 0.8634 0.7358 0.7396 0.7282 0.7400 0.7540
ecolil 0.8496 0.8564 0.8484 0.8596 0.8592 0.8708 0.8658 0.8802 0.8688 0.8510 0.8510 0.8616 0.8548 0.8484 0.8382
w 0.9456 0.9454 0.9510 0.9482 0.9524 0.9582 0.9574 0.9574 0.9656 0.9622 0.9616 0.9614 0.9552 0.9626 0.9622
yeast0 0.8400 0.8318 0.8384 0.8406 0.8412 0.8742 0.8886 0.8752 0.8750 0.8864 0.8638 0.8748 0.8576 0.8632 0.8784
yeast3 0.8416 0.8372 0.8496 0.8398 0.8492 0.8730 0.8624 0.8784 0.8740 0.8646 0.8402 0.8324 0.8400 0.8436 0.8472

MR 3—3R 5 A A, Y JA8 fE R 43 85k B Foalue {8
FE R PEMN B B, NKSMOTE e SMOTE S Z i ##5 1. 2%
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BE 1. 4%; b Random-SMOTE £ £ a] # & 3. 96%; It
BSMOTE #x £ 7l 48 5 5. 68% ; NKSMOTE B T 7 % 4% 4
ecolil il yeast0 W& # T SSMOTE, 7F H th 8¢ 45 4 | [t SS-
MOTE B Ll 75 3. 8% . H AUC 18 N T4 FE & i),
NKSMOTE . SMOTE # £ 7] 42 & 0.96%; Lt Random-
SMOTE #z £ °l # % 3. 18% ; NKSMOTE B T 7 % s %
yeast3 [ B& itk F BSMOTE, 7 H b £ i 48 I Lk BSMOTE #x
LAl {5 4. 42% B 46, NKSMOTE [ T 76 304 4 ecolil |
W& itk T SSMOTE, 78 H At B4l 4 I b SSMOTE #x £ 7] 4 &
2.82%.

Y BP E R4y K B Foalue {HAE S TF 4 & & 1),
NKSMOTE m§ith F HAB LA o SRR . Gmean 1ERVF
#r B & B, NKSMOTE 76 K 2 #0548 &£ E L T SMOTE M
Random-SMOTE %% , i T BSMOTE #1 SSMOTE %% . Hl
AUC 15 J3 31 #r B & i, NKSMOTE 76 Kk £ % 8 88 48 -4 T
SMOTE, Random-SMOTE, BSMOTE, i # 7 SSMOTE 2.1 ,

M RF BN KA B Foalue ]9 0F40 B AL M
BT HA LAl i R AR 1 NKSMOTE B 7 28 50 48 ecolil
LRI ZEZ A BB LA A REE NS, H
G -mean YE RV E BB, NKSMOTE 5§ T 78 30 38 4 ecolil
# wisconsin W& T SMOTE, SSMOTE, 76 H s 5 42 £ |-
Ft SMOTE # £ W] #2755 2. 06%, It SSMOTE & £ o 42 &
1.54% ;NSMOTE B & T 75 598 45 ecolil b W% # T Ran-
dom-SMOTE, 7£ H:fth £t % 4 I tb Random-SMOTE # £ 7] &
5 1.66% ;b BSMOTE s 2w #5 3.38% ., M AUC fE RiT
Hr BE 1 1), NKSMOTE B T 7E308E 5 wisconsin |l 22 T SS-
MOTE, 7E 40 4 ecolil Mg 3Eh T HAth JLFP 3 SR AR B 1, 76 5
fit %% 4% 4 | b SMOTE, Random-SMOTE, BSMOTE, SS-
MOTE #B87 A [a] #2 B 1) 52 155 o

ROk 3, NKSMOTE 8 % b SMOTE % ¥ . Random-

SMOTE # 1% .BSMOTE 5% .SSMOTE 553 841 . o] LA$ &5
G o AR RE

2 R A I | B T S B N S 1T 1 N e S e
JE S R, T NKSMOTE &3k iz 8 ke a8

fi] v R A B A KO AR L K KO AR YIS BB R B A b
£ A AR R A B2 T L B ST R AR A B Y 4 A AR
SUIRT R Y ) LR BERS S, FrRST LR R & e 5
SMOTE 3k A . 7 % 48 Lo NKSMOTE 553 FUL#h
B RAEE L M RR HEAT X L, 9256 45 R % B NKSMOTE 8%
BT R gE . 3 — 25 (OBIF 58 T AR 2B ROR AR A AR
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