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Abstract

Soil liquefaction has long been a critical issue in geotechnical engineering. Among
the laboratory methods developed to investigate this phenomenon, the cyclic triaxial
test is one of the most important experiments for simulating soil behavior under
earthquake loading. A key parameter in this test is the Cyclic Stress Ratio (CSR), which
reflects the magnitude of loading energy applied to the soil specimen. However, the
appropriate CSR value often depends on the specimen’s physical properties, the
experimental conditions, and the experience of the test operator. As a result, accurately
determining the CSR beforehand is challenging, which may affect the success rate of

the test and the quality of the resulting data.

To address the problem, this study collected nearly 1000 cyclic triaxial test records
from 23 academic papers and theses, and establish multiple machine learning models
to predict the target variable -CSR, aiming to provide a useful reference during the test
design stage. The study is divided into three main parts. The first part involves data
preprocessing and feature engineering, including missing value imputation, numerical
variable standardization, and categorical variable encoding. The second part focuses on
model development using seven supervised models, including five machine learning
models (Random Forest, CatBoost ~ XGBoost ~ Explainable Boosting Machine (EBM),
and Support Vector Machine (SVM)) and two deep learning models (Artificial Neural
Network (ANN) and Bayesian Neural Network (BNN)). Model performance was
evaluated using the coefficient of determination (R?) and error metrics. In the third stage,
the study further converted the regression task into a binary classification problem by
defining a trial-and-error lower bound curve based on the CSR-N relationship to
distinguish between liquefied and non-liquefied samples. This stage also incorporated
model interpretability and prediction uncertainty analysis. The results show that

v
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CatBoost, XGBoost, and Random Forest achieved the best overall performance.
Moreover, the models were able to make accurate predictions using only a set of
primary features (e.g., initial void ratio eo, number of loading cycles N, and fine content
fc). Among the imputation methods tested, Multiple Imputation by Chained Equations
(MICE) produced the most stable outcomes. Manual hyperparameter tuning
outperformed Grid search techniques in deep learning models. Finally, EBM provided
interpretable visualizations of individual feature contributions, while BNN offered
prediction intervals that helped quantify uncertainty and enhance confidence in the

results.

Key words: Soil liquefaction, Cyclic triaxial test, Cyclic stress ratio (CSR), Machine

learning, Deep learning.
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G A4 B BT B AL S A AR > @ W% TR 22 CSR @it
HREE  FRUES  FHT AP RRFLT TE LR ERERE
SRR S IS S TEY X

s *
PR R Y R kR E o R AT TR ST

e

{

RE RSPRS00 ason i Ay f I o e 2 a2
BEFERTA K S ER  BNEIIRB YT A R o 2 ERHS
PegoenkE BT~ H BT CSR K2 47 4 pe o § EATRUBMI IR FR% > #
MRS T o T Fatipk k- R 55 57 % @ CSR FER
B BN RARR S H T AR ST T T LSRN A ST

%o

AR R AT AR TR NS B Y 2 7R CSR 2 o i
Wi 2 e L FH T PURELE Y P R EE 2 & CSR 2 B b s M
o BFAOTBREA AR R E RSBk o 0 B HA TS
2P HCE RALR R RS A AT 0 T i Rk K TR O IR 2 Rk Sl
CSR enB 542 & - 15 1A * 277 7 2 2 o et i d o
AR R TR R BT IRAR 0 F AR TR AT ~ A e RS 49 2
FETMTR E3 REMERY W (4 ouf—vfaw P i = dhiRBk 2. CSR R

FERN T HE AR RIS 03 IPNEE R RS Y Ak B 1 deAg

BY 2R R -
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1.2 =53

AETAE pE - PR SAHAN RE RN L AT R B2
B fh = iRk ALY IR T B4 vt (Cyclic Stress Ratio, CSR) 7 4 3% it {7 2 2

FenBh it o MY 2 220 52 AE A6 TS 23 A2 i

Ji

g!];\é*#k‘?%\ TG ~ BIEAFTERY 53T 0 EFEEPN B 40T o

FoMESFPREF SRS AT TR LBk kg 23 Kt # A2
2 /*Jca Birh? T sz B = dhid S T 0 3 997 £ 3% k&0 il F ekt
FREEMERAEIN LI RF T T ERERSII e s R ATV 5T 2
FIFAE A 2% FHEAE G APy AR RS LA FEIRLRER
A AR BB D R ATRRE DA R EL e - R

Lﬁ*ﬁ' » VLR iR-14 ?1‘ J@J *XJ?‘% - Bv LL‘@*H °

£

FoPRE R BRI 2 SRR AT o S RET B HCIH CSR R ¥ e
R A THY - BEFNEY A 2 FBESF Y 3] (Random Forest ~

CatBoost ~ XGBoost ~ EBM £ SVM) & & & # S (ANN 2 BNN)- & i3] %

o

R AR TR S 0 HN IR R F AU G B A PURB SRR B OE S TR

EHCAID R F S S R R R R L dp AR 1F D U ARG R

BB GBI A T SRR FR T o S IE RS » SR 0 B P (TR
T2 CSR-N ™ "Ud SRUIE 5 2w B 4> s g b 2 P 2 3 2 2R %
I Fr S (Accuracy) At % 5 (Precision)~ Z ® & (Recall) 22 F1 4 #c (F1 score)

AR o P AT 7 EBM BRI P 40~ ARE 1 2 f298 44 475 & § SHAP
BBy H gﬁ?ﬁ’rwﬂtd’ AE o gt eh o T BNN B03] R E o Sodie s G

%
AT R RS I ¢ B 2 e o
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AETRFES R E 0 LR EP G
A :-q‘i_ &;kf‘;é‘q

WML LR R R L e g

Tk

>
N

[
s

égk?éﬁ

FAWM LR E S REEERT RS ¢ (CSR) 2 L &
PR P R R AR S R i B S 34 CSR-N b 2 gt o H =
ﬁkﬂgé‘33 pkl &§33—734:,€ﬁ4ﬂ’; ?;,E«f#pkl")llﬁ}%,;m,-r:}. jl—,_t[?%/\r

BrY 2R FRE LSRRG R o

»
>

fu
s

PR
W R T B2 AR TR R B RIE S N B R F X R4
TR R 2 AR R B R Y SRR R W

Sed WAL RETFREE LR

JFpRlg R A ERENI AT AL s Bl f AT

L
N

IR AR (7 S A 4 o

44 >

%7 % EBM 22 BNN %% dcdp 2 o ¥
FES AL &L M2 4 (EBM 2 BNN) i€ (7% ~ 4537 ’ﬁw?ihiﬁ

’«?;’;u ’3 17"—:1,(.‘?;{0

TR A AT

i R S T D

A~ A - T = -
+ 7 R g.“aé\n-,"—i”\ai

REAFT2ZARFR TRBEATEERICTFITIYS 202K o
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é;ﬁk‘?}éﬁ

20 R L ERT RS B Z i
AE g iSRRI A MBFIEEERT 4 v (Cyclic Stress Ratio, CSR)
mﬁpmﬁ,‘k& | LRGP R i A iR R S CSR 2 % T &M E Ad L=

5 ¢ M CSR & > ¥ 3P CSR &2 T > k=t e N 2 B (% o

2.1.1 14

(soil liquefaction) &dp feds R iE* T > G4 A30d g o n b B
N

R i A
4oB] 2.1 > & fem R 4 43 (saturated cohesionless soils) #g>fm & et 5| & 37
Az

Bk o ER R 2 F A I HARBRREH S OB RS @
G R4 I ART

r' & i T
7R R SR, S FESTEE SN N
4 om R ILAE R ek i - (Seed, 1976; Obermeier

RS EE LRSS

1996)
4% N T
= € "> < = < ‘“’““ Unconsolidated
Th ‘—,T\ : "_' “Th deposit
4 IJ’__ A _/___/.)_ Zfé’ I_f I_}_? .-1_/— _’\_le_/.P _/;T_W_{ RYA AT4 I._)
ULy R "‘fi”>*"‘""’" Bedrock
/—'-——--.-"\ /—__—‘._\

r"—l

— — ———

—— — — —

—— —_— — —

—_— — —_— ——
o ® ®

@ Hypocenter

B 21 2 k=xF BT R T LB (Obermeier, 1996)

4
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R AP RS A A = 0T = F8E 3] (Seed, 1976; Pan et al., 2019; Pan
et al., 2020; Wei et al., 2023; Zhou et al., 2023):
1. 7i# it (Flow liquefaction)
B R T LR AP BB h- ARl 0 W B A AR MBA

E’ﬁéf?ﬂltpp);l ¥ o 4 ‘E‘k ﬁ?ghi\,g (~\, /’5\,?1{_;{%) % T i@ﬁ;gggj‘—g—_

):

@ (rearrangement) @ 3 4 TR BT L 0 IVHORBRAGE FH T ES
BiTpooakd o REG RS BTFE BRI >EA T RRE 0 ER
A4 REReP IR (plastic flow) o #F i i 6 2 #2138 o

Akl pid P o k7 ERM (o 5~15%) 0 ket % v
Fjpad o P de B et A D o AR R T R AR HORR
A ERY S NSRBI F LRDI FER kg
TR R E R RERYAE I AR RRE 2

B o AR5 H 8 AR50 o Zhou et al. (2023) 45 > SEF A LT R

2. F Bin# (Cyclic mobility)

FRiw gAY 23 0Frt 879 Lokt (= 15~30%) 2
Fpde - fAR i AIfE c BORERT AR o LR §ERIM: L
S EEYEEREY SRS RR-H AR S  F N T R
Ao by RAWONEHPET o AP RICPORRES A F o FE S
#gﬁT om g2 Pk (dilatancy) 0 R S PFIRE G TR A S 87
LI - TARR P o P @AY TR EIREF LT BRE e R
B TR RIS RETIFE DREEN B 22977 c A £

ARSI A FRE - I RRERCAST I N E ¥ AT TR
Frifa 2enPcifid o - 75 B3 P RS BEBRER > 3L F0

BRI AR RFEIRLT > B EAE -
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60
I

-60 L 1 L 1 L 60 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2

q (kPa)
q (kPa)

100
(d)
80+
—_ & 60f
* Triggering of cyclic flow =
& o
i E 40+
sl 20
8 1 1 1 1 1 0 L 1 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Number of cycles Number of cycles

Bl 22 72 wHe RBRST 2 FERF & (Panetal, 2019)

A% A5 % (Residual deformation accumulation)

ARERVAFEA-BEFERY R RE AR AP BOR A > AR
FANRKRET 4 K (stressreversal) Z_FHE T o 4ol 230 TAALFLET R
4 (staticshearstress) £ AT x4 > % — R o P BFT o 2 T £ B
FAd 23tk LasxTR? BERY AL WE 2 7O
A5 IVHORBRAES A F o R A RS E o F oS BEE Y A A
HRpfELgl  EDAFRT 0 EREF Ddhe 2 Rl 83 o

Weietal. (2023) 45 ) » § 440 4 35 PF 0 7 o E) BRS¢
dind Rt L ARRRERM ZFA LA TR T BRI (delayed
failure) ;> o *Nimp e 2 7 2 R e RIE A > FrF|I R R F E 0 R E P
RUBEREIS 5 X UG TR 2 TR > (e friEH A 2 3 ¥ i ehsi b o gt oh
BB EANY AT BT R Sk s R I ok TR E R 6

s %gf%. L]él— FuR it
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200 200
(b)
150 150F
= 100 —~ 100
= < N, =224
< s0f = 50}
ofp oF
-50 v . . . -50 L . 1 L
0 30 60 90 120 150 -2 0 2 4 6 8
p' (kPa) £ (%)
30 30
(c) (d)
Or ol
- 30t -30F
g g
= 601 < 60}
o
90} -90
-120+ 120t
-150 - : - - - -150 - : s -
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2
p' (kPa) £ (%)

W 23 3 miat TR R FET G ok RS R R A

(Pan et al., 2020)

Jerh s BEEEARD R fds Y £ T 4038 R 33 1 I 4 - Tonyalietal. (2024) 4 ) -
F Bt (Cyclic softening) & - fa % L& fodbit 4 B (oM FHAEL) ¢ o
FRFASH > AF G AR BT RS Fr T o B (stiffness) £2 3% A& (strength)

EHHET I iE AR L A R AR B - G R 24

B ERI RS R TN BB RSN R L6 5 AR S
five gt BB HIBE D I R BB KR RN BIE K Y 9T i A

L 2hE
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212 HHER TR (CSR) 2 L RAMRILITR P ik d

7Y 4 v (Cyclic Stress Ratio, CSR) &_* 114 7 » R & % R4 2k

PR
Pl st Z R (demand) o H A AT HR L E BALERPF LR A2 ik

AT A BEA kg xR RA 200 E > A n 4o (Seed & Idriss, 1971) :

T a (o}
CSR:#:O_65-ﬂ.L]O.rd (21)
Oyo g Oy
He
Tap: ¥ BAEH T 2 T od g4

Amax: ¥ B3R 3t 2 2 &~ (peak) KT 4cid &

g: £74 vk B

Opo: Tt RS

Opo: FREZ RS

T ¥4 %R ¥k (stress reduction coefficient) » & pr 3+ Z R 4 SRR A R

33 ek

L5k p Seed and Idriss (1971) #73& 21 2_ 3 it /2 (simplified procedure) » I #
fSF S Rmy P AL 2R o 45 Youdetal. (2001) » NCEER 1 iT3F ik
BER GNP IIRAFTRY ¥R Y OCSREE 32 ¥ 38w £ 915 o

Rt foR) T .

CSR Z3®f ik it hE & S8 & fFsRIEFt (Cyclic Resistance Ratio, CRR)

EE - A2 B kR it & 2 (i (Factor of safety, FS) :

CRR

FS = ——=
CSR

2.2)
FFS<1pF > T mZd kar PR v agdARitmge 2 HAR > CSR
EP ¥R E FF o 4ok BARNH K ¥k (Magnitude scaling factors, MSFs) &2

P R4 B ¥k (correction factor for soil layers subjected to large static shear
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stresses, Kp) & @ Vi — ¥ 303EE Lk k A b BIRE T guR VS -

Fim o CSR#E &1 ¥ R RPETIEFZHEN S L g F“@‘J
B R g Sl S SR RSk L MU AT SRR A a0 d
£ k4 -

hd L= iR ? CCSR F ¥ A A T w4t RR . TR A W 0 e oh 4 $f 2
M S 2 BHRPEARR - @ FTRIZI (Cyclic Resistance Ratio, CRR) R & 2 42
R R U F G AR RS R R R d AT B R T
orr CSR 1% 5 4 » 3% 2 S8 e b A7 f 13% CSR iP5 P R HGE (777
Blodt &5 CSR F% P A { I CRR> #m TR L I AFLIFRET D
FiPas R o F o 82 ¢ TfEP R CSRY PAL G H A0 T H 52 CRR ;> 7 K &,

A 0 AT Y RS U EATLIR 0 AR o

2.1.3 iz & CSR 4 7
AU k& 3:1|

¥ iy = fhigS (Cyclic Triaxial Test) 2. 3 & P et BSR4 27 i 23X

Lotk frd Mk RES L IFY 707 -k (undrained) sk & ¢ T A 2

RAFIHR R A okt I R B R MRS R
TEFA Rt MR YR AR o A B R PR R
i

L. iﬁ%ﬁs“l‘%i’ﬁ@k“iél(ruzj—;zl)»,J«Z\ Sl 4 ABITO T

2. ERtEie ¥ E 5% (double-amplitude axial strain=>5%)
3. FRETSETE ST RE Ve ®375% S A B LR TG 0 doB] 2.5

7
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R SR D TN IR N A O SR AP A - R GRRn B  W eBica - I
(Tsukamoto et al., 2004)

Control unit

Hydraulic
'l compressor unit | -

Hydraulic pressure
controlling unit

“|D/A converter

Wave generation unit

T % B (Tsukamoto et al., 2004)

2.5 T |l 1 1 T T
° Toyoura sand
2 o Dr=60% .
® Dr=70%
O Dr=80%

Factor of safety
against liquefaction, Fi
n

p—

I 'Ymax=3.75%
0 5 1 i 1 i I 1 1 i 1 e
0 2 4 6 8 10
Maximum shear strain, ymax (%)

B 25 Furit% 2%l (F) 25 BHERE Vna) D58

(Tsukamoto et al., 2004)

CSR & CSR-N ¥

=%

%Y 4 v (Cyclic Stress Ratio, CSR) & & fi = ghgEgk @ * 1 E it 4 &€ 1
WHRR LB T A R RiEET
e

L
CSR & (4 0.15~0.2 & 0.25 %) > W2 38 4

10
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;—ﬁ'ifl Lp {}ﬁiﬁ:i ﬁ';; (N) ¥

2 Y e iEW M- R RO ARE

&4+ CSR-N ¥
o 4B 2.6 A 0 1
R b AT F 2 TR T AR D

37 CSR 4873 P o 3 E Y TRRRE S 3

*7 = #& N = 15 (Papadopoulou & Tika, 2008; Stamatopoulos, 2010; Tsai et al., 2010;

Y ) 3
Xu et al., 2024) N =20 (Panetal., 2020; Xuetal., 2024) % %% A& #& » B~H %
Y P A T SN y g . . .
2. CSR B 2 & 5 3% 2 A2 bk i it # (Cyclic resistance ratio, CRRy=15 &
CRRp=20) ©
0.4 T T TTTTI J\\ 0.4 T T TTTTTO T T TTTTI T T TTTITIT
Loose specimen |
. 035 1 @ Sand+Sili(PI-8) 035 | .
2 A Sand+Kaolin(PI=18) 8
o 03 - \W Sand+Bento-Silt(PI=50) 1 o 03
g ) g
g E 025 -
= 2 02
] 8
k| E o015 -
] k7] Medium specimen
2 S 0. L@ Sand+Sil(PI=§)
S S, A Sand+Kaolin(PI=18)
~ o005 F - “ 005 Hm Sand+Bento-Sili(PI=50) E
\#® Sand+Bentonite(PI=377)
0 L 0 il
1 10 100 1000 1 10 100 1000
(a) Number of cycles, N (b) Number of cycles, N
0.4 L B N A B B M MR
- 035 -
o
a
e 03
g
E 025
g
£ 02
8
E 015
g Dense specimen
2 01 [|® Sand=Sil(PI-8)
ES A Sand+Kaolin(PI=18) —
“ 005 [|W Sand+Bento-Sili(PI=50) N
\d Sand+Bcnmmtc P[ 3771)/|m L

(c)

1

10 100
Number of cycles, N

1000

Bl 26 2 FRRFZ R4 R (Park & Kim, 2013)

b CSR-N W RF F 2 e Fla R F L2290 2 i
(Dy) A3 R - HH AT IHMFRILF0RRTA A ndnt 8

% #F chbuk i 4 (Tsaietal,,2010) o ¥ ¢ » 3 4p ke CSR 152 T » 2t

1 (non-plastic fines) ¢ "% MiEREILT 55 R X H 4 BT 5 K

s

(plastic fines) B3 243t 3% 2 @42 Fu it 50 4 (Park & Kim, 2013) » % I v 48

11
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b A N (13 T ARor S - S D B SRR | EE a7 I-- ¢ R L WA
¢ gl CSRIE™ » EMET 4 NRAEFF RLPE - Ishihara et al. (1980) 3‘;1
GV, ﬁf{%ﬁ'@q (slurry consolidation) I # 2 z#4f » H3' S HRID 3 > Fak v i
A E o FRINCSR-No M EIRERENET o CSR-NE 7 W5 3R ILIER

Gl % 0 (R ERT F AR g s A8

22 BEREY
MEFFHRPAELFE P B B EF Y (Machine Learning) @ %o 5
oA AR AR RSS2 - o AR VB ER R O B EY

¢ACBW S BRI TR P BT Y~ Rl P ARR R L RS

221 $EF VN
AERE A RS Y L ARBA IR B AR 1R P %0

s B ARE -

WEEY 2

WEEYLE2F EFSEY (Supervised Learning) ~ 22§ A 34 & ¥
(Unsupervised Learning) £ 2 £ 5 & 4 (Semi-supervised Learning) ¥ 7 F = i >
17wz (van Engelen & Hoos, 2020; Jafari-Marandi, 2021; Rani et al., 2023) o

e E“\ B % (Supervised Learning) 5 8 ZF& ¥ ¢ & F L2 #7]> H A A4
=% 7 & (label) iﬁ'?] R PR Bt M oo HOR PR Y P IR
Ao AR EE LR B2 B L (residual) > &7 i Pl fF (regression)

12
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&4 (classification) ehf ehe &R % @ > EFENFY FARY WHP ETEL

FALIE > Gldoh ol 87~ KT H 2 2T 2R % o

PEGTERNEY o R Tg,"‘ 3“2 % (Unsupervised Learning) B 7% 5 F 4454 »
Wi r AR FAE TR R P P EFS TR R B A
b 4o 3R A ¥ (clustering) ~ 4 #cik P~ (feature extraction) £7°% (& (dimensionality
reduction) % o E"E“\%‘f” {TRER N IPEEYPE AT 74

1 F AR 0 blAoE 2 AR ER e A R

\

e E‘ & % (Semi-supervised Learning) 4 ** E”:‘E, L ‘E‘ NEY 2

AEABALAT PR REATRE A RRARATEL B 2282 50 1R

B EFY (Machine Learning) 272 5§ ¥ (Deep Learning)

¥ EE Y (Machine Learning) % A 1 FEAfR Y - sE o e H a2 £ p
ZEE SRR SR & R IV 339?] » %%—Vf’ﬁﬁl NP ARz B iE s m 7R

-7\_

B S aE o DA EE Y S doid XA (Decision Tree, DT) & 4% % Z 4
(Random Forest, RF) % » i@ ¥ 7 i& {7 £ #c1 42 (feature engineering) » & % 1 i P~

S TR BN R TR DA R -

2T o FREY (Deep Learning) Pl A S BH Y th— fhae i o H A H L
#A 5 p: (Neural Networks) » I % i % & 2baft 24 € 754 F 54 (end-to-end)
B Y EREVHAT B SRR TRY BT SR e A B
PR F3 P RFZTERATREIEHLA T - A REFFV Y FREYE R
ot did SR RFEL LRFPFY PEFLFOTHFREEE TR

p

&
o

13
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Janieschetal. (2021) 45 ) » FRF ¥ ATt 2t T ¢ BB
NEB AR B AT fERE D RAE IS FEA K G oo H R ;\Fyb
EPRL T WEFVEIEREY AR ER LG A ARTREER

BEALF RREEY

# R (Gradient) 2 B T *%;* (Gradient Descent)

B A Y HA g guEALY o 4F 4 S8k (Loss function) &% 1 T8 #0A]5E
BlEEFEE2 Bt ad & i ¥ LA & F£353 384 (Mean Squared Error,
MSE) £ % * %454 (Cross-Entropy Loss) * o 5 7 42 #A|FERla 4 > 21 E

GRS ISR 3 Al o SR ST R S

- R AR i 240 (gradient) o A R A AE A S O] Scen
B B el NP AT S LA e A AT R
(Gradient Descent) B & & % j53% > w4 B Sl Mgt 4 &) B o B3k A o

B #5587 £ iE 40T (Monego et al., 2022) :

0:=0—n-VyL(0) (2.3)
B 0 A SHon 28 Y S (learning rate) » @ VoL(0) 3 3 2 St
Bopt 2 BLRF VEEA SRR IIRY > T 2L F w83 (Backpropagation) it

S5 K E ik 147 ¢

%@ > Shakir Mohamed (2020) 45 ) » &3 & #3249 o o' F A
(Latent variable model) ~ # = #- 7| (Generative model) & [ F 274 & % B
(Bayesian Neural Network, BNN) % > T35 4 Si#ic2. #) ¥ (expectation) i & /L/L
#2010 f247 358 (closed form) %7t > HREE LR THEEF T RFA G
(Monte Carlo Gradient Estimation) i& {73707 o pt = % SE8 M R ¢ B2 7
FE O EFTHRIARR S e F A L ERCR e acfE L R

14
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4o AT BNN ] g 53+ By R G- 7 0 &2 TR -

¥ oob o R &2 4R (Gradient Boosted Decision Trees, GBDT) #_~ #& 4L ¢
SR EE T B Ak R A NEH L 0 E BT - B AT
GLF 5 XA ARAD) - % KRRl - A PR L 8D EH e T FEMIERP &
T- FVEATVARL AT F Y EAHRAT RS - BT I R A
S BB R enf 3w (Nguegnang et al., 2024) o & &7 3 970 * e #F 3 55 i)
(Categorical Boosting, CatBoost) ~ &4 17 & #% = # (Extreme Gradient Boosting,
XGBoost) £ ¥ iz f# # 5 # 3] (Explainable Boosting Machine, EBM) 35, >

GBDT &zt © -7 -

@3 (Propagation)

A4 24 5B (Artificial Neural Network, ANN) ¥ » @3 (propagation) a‘ﬂ
m’fﬂﬁj »EMREFARL ARREAEFOBRER S HAEFEY ERRDA
#H oo B 23 B A BRIFE > w83, (forward propagation) £ & v @3
(backpropagation) > = —?{ e dpE o frk AR A SRR 2 e (Rumelhart

et al., 1986; Xinghuo et al., 2002; Balamurugan et al., 2022) -

@ @45 (Forward propagation) f 3+ B A4 (el el & o Bf - A ¢ o
e oz G BT BT Sk f() RIZE 2 AN a 0 AP R

oo T

20 = w0a® + p®, q® = f(z®) (2.4)
#e w055 | gagdee bOL ik Lm (bias) a® 5324 RN TR id
g%ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂgﬁﬁ%?%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁ’Ei%&%%ﬁ’ﬂﬂﬁ
PN ]

S 2Pt 0 BB AL TREE Y

=
E&F
‘_.\

F v 4§ (Backpropagation) R|E A3 ERE y HERE y “TA 2 ddp 4
15
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S fic L(y,y)> J1* 48552 B (chainrule) i A3 B4 4 2 A e &2 in £ i i
(FR) THFRCFEZEGFF » FB{LAT BIPPRELE N fcare M H - 8

EHL AN S b B RTE SN 4T

JL T . JdL
———=whwﬂﬂ)mmﬂﬂ=&m

D 2.5)

22 a0l 2% (-1 Kool SO RIR anELe AT H

Balamurugan etal. (2022) i&— # 3P > % o BT AL 5 FEA)FRRIARY T 5%

B Y RS EEBEENEY Ay HAERAZ BAPF T R

P-4

S FREY S=IPY TSI F T

222 BESY S HAR 1R BT

VT K NEF R L AR B P 4o 2 R 2 BRI B B RE Y S LR

BT Gk B L ARATEE AR R RATY 0 TF L R AT SRR R L o dp o 8

A

RGN A ERRA 1 BBV NS E B TR R S 2 2

BB R 2 Fen2b i pl (2> T/ AAFRIEE T andpipe Sy M o

RGN G BE Y AR 120 = BAAEPRY > A u h BB AR
BT R S R R R 0 TP E AL Y g 3 N o
3t B R
W a7 o %EHsF '~ %2 (Random Finite Element Method, RFEM) it % &
SRS T AR A R BT 2R REN S A TR AR S .
ARa o %% RFEM #4174 E 55+ BERVETT Lo s > 15 2 44
5% e A3 o Hslaoetal (2022) B & B EH ¥V & 2 & RFEM g T4

& = ¥ P FRI% 2 i i (Factor of Safety, FOS) 2 s 3 gL if & 5 2 #7) - 3%

16
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Fpobg A 1 g (ANN) &2 5 54

= e
ki

#. (Convolution Neural Network,

) % B A ONN #0310 1§ »cdf iy » Tt en

> 2z 3 AL [P IF s AL 3 2, 2 20l 4 B g
M G AT AF e R AR Y & BT ANN $03) o ¢ #h > CNN ik A #ic g 3
2z + e P — = Ll =S 42 ] > 24 22 = ) L
bopE o HAERIARMERD A CNN#HEARS 3 Bl Fasdq
FEIC R TR
Result from FEM Result from FEM
1.00 1.00
10 ‘* t\} 10 4 ‘t
&) 0.80 = 0.80
$ &
0 - . - : - v 0.60 > 0 - —r v - 5 0.60 >
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 ° 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 3
N N
Predicted by CNN e F Predicted by CNN i Fi
il Saes !
10 ‘* “} * 10 A “ =
0.20 0.20
5 5
0 . . . , r . 0.05 0 , . . . r . 0.05
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
(a) Cosine similarity = 0.9948 (b) Cosine similarity = 0.8699
Result from FEM Result from FEM
1.00 1.00
10 ‘i 10 4 ‘ !g
5 0.80 5. 0.80
0 —_— — 0.60 > 0 e 0.60 >
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 o 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 2
Predicted by CNN Fi Predicted by CNN ]
040 £ v 040 £
10 2 10 A =
0.20 0.20
5 5
0 . . . : ; . 0.05 0 : : . : . : 0.05
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
(€) Cosine similarity = 0.7223 (d) Cosine similarity = 0.6288
Result from FEM Result from FEM
1.00 " 1.00
10 v 10 LS Q
0.80 \1° - 0.80
54 4 54 8
0 ; . . . . T 0.60 > 0 . . . . . . 0.60 >
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 b 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 T
Predicted by CNN - 2 Predicted by CNN - 2
10 “ 2 101 Q' 2
2 0.20 0.20
51 54
0 v v . r . - 0.05 0 . . . . . - 0.05
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

(e) Cosine similarity = 0.4737

() Cosine similarity = 0.2863

B 2.7 CNN #ic3] :# 8 #3% w 357p] (Hsiao et al., 2022)
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Arifetal. (2025) ®F ¥ fat8 B ¥ el b 2 B H AL RGTRY SRt o F 1
%?J NEFHE B R BB T S e B TR SRR ER A D
frdc (FS) & £ F =2 ~ 8% % o # 7 4p 1 Random Forest & ANN Bl 2

MPFTHE EG RR T RRBLOIFRN A Gk WA HEE

RERAITEHEEEPEA R AHATBEE ~F 21 &% RS A
GE= SRS LR T S8 S D RS ERE L Sub et VAN RE

Peid e PR R 8 -

B PR A
Ll R FEREER G > BEEY TERLEES - Wuetal. (2021) ¥
s b Rk REFELFEZ AER KD - 21 CPTu $ici: A#H P
BV LR AN EA KSR IR R TR K e R ITRER
(New Zealand Geotechnical Daatabase, NZGD) 3= i85 74 > ¢ 3 33+ CPTu
RIBEALGE 3520 10 R A o~ S fRAL S 1A (qo) BBt (RONTCHURE (W)
% CPTu $#ic- 3 7 A&HI ELFEFE ‘E‘ OIS RE Y A R e @
* & 7 "g % &1f (Random Forest, RF) ~ #7 & #& # # (Gradient Boosting Machine,
GBM) ~ £ ¥ % £ ¥ (Support Vector Machine, SVM) ~ K- iT fi# (K-Nearest
Neighbors, KNN) £ % 5 ;B {Ew b (Multinomial Logistic Regression, MLR) 7
WAlER 2 6 BE IR BRFEXIH Y BAAFE Flscore (74 3 £ Mgtk B %

B or RF H-3) 5 R84 B 3 T35 Fl-score ¥ i 0.90 > #H & #7415 1 5~12% > *

S

e

bt 3 RAFu] Y A - %P E B o SVM 2 GBM S EIL Rk ami o A

A S BB AL AR L > A KNN 22 MLR P F148 B % A 2474 33 @

\\\

2R AT o Az BEHIL > THRY R R P FA SR E (General
Regression Neural Network, GRNN) & {7 = % 4& & (3D interpolation) > ! * 4 #f i
APERI D ehd AR TS TR P o M BT Y K ERIEE2 2 AR ARG A
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MER o FHLEFET > GRNN #72 2chz B EHAI A1 0 FBLT 84
- REOEBRFHCZEFpHBC SV HEEEREL L R B 0552_33%;}%
o5 CPTu FRABEF VIS E - 7 PRI A E P KR
R F AR - B ONE I ER F R A RS B TS

4 iﬁ‘:—f_lfif@;?r—t o

oo,
Elevation (m)

S L8,
o

B 2.8 Hn 153D EHA K E5% (Wuetal, 2021)

(LR B
TEFAIRLE RSP EEV SN EiRmE s nRAH g1 g
Freri7 G 3gpl e g 2 gl o Mitelman et al. (2023) #d1- 284675 T~ 3
7 (Finite Element Analysis, FEA) &% B & ¥ #3 chfic e -feyp 8 £ 4+

2T G2 B ACOTRIC] o BT ) 2 Bl 5 AR RS A T
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A TRHERE R TS VRTRE M BE Y EAERI P R S E TR B

(21

(inverse analysis) 2. B o L 7 T KR Z 1000 BB g g - & 22 3 7
o2 3 A= otk i 2 MR S o ﬁ%l NP A HELEZ-BRE L AL RPN A
i jFH-4] ¢ 4% Random Forest~XGBoost~ x 4% » £ ¥ jf (Support Vector Regression)
22 ANN Tt @ B 7 b Solicie & T adpiplic 4 o S5 K1 > ANN £
XGBoost ** % #iclF B T E # R EIER AL > T T B R?E 096 1 o BT

27

*).5 3T

Nhid
|

1 43

_g\

3

0GR RS S R 2 AR RN e B R
— EAHAREL AT R EE R PR R SRR RS R

EEME DS B S bl AT B B AR TIEL E o0 2 A

™

~=h

PN RBATR B AT TE R BT TR T A F IEKEF B EFRR

I fgengfes 1 B oo

BD [mm)]

I Actual
" mmm  Predicted

=) - ~ m <« " © ~ © o g
Model #

B 29 $EH V> 10 FE#°3)° FFREE L F 52 v i1
(Mitelman et al., 2023)

FRR A

TER P I IRHIEIPERGIAPMIIP R BEFYET L

B & A7 S AR AT T 4 iR 84 o Chwalaetal. (2023) # :1 - B2 5 ptiafnd

Rl

S BB A A kR TR M AT R GRS 8
ERREZEE PEF VAT AR HFET L AT (update) P 3 BB
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Y RFRNRFEER TR R LB NS E P REFP S o P R T

550 17 (data-driven models) ffJZi 1 % FR TMFHRR > THE A RS
Pio et BNy ARFTR 22 - 7% ’JfF' o w1 hRET TERRBEE
hop TOR R R TR 6 EE RN R G S T B A e

Fe RERFEHEDIGF R THFARBE 2 HFEATSR G TS E A2

PN

£#1 8
Sy

A1 R Fams B AR aompE g o

P ES Y R 3N 1T SR A 45 h R F B 0 Zhangetal. (2023) # 9 -
Bo 2o e R A R LIRS ER Y S 20T AR Y kY e
BHCRG A RPR v Gt BRET LA ST F (oo TP RFERE S F

PARERE) A AF IR AT B R RV HAI TR

Tl opds & 2L 2 HaE RO 4 o E PR Y aE 2 A HEA| (surrogate models) & &

>

"Lk fE 1T 12 S0 B (limit state function approximation) » & # »x ¥ T 38 i kb & FE Bl %

3

Mooy P ik E SR E %> ¢ 32 SYM-RF - ANN ~ 3 #7438 §F (Gaussian

N

process regression, GPR) ¥ [ EHCE > F ;“F] BB AT RS AT R A
GRARY M FHE A & v A KETER] C ATRIER & 4 5L 2 8% (failure probability
estimation) % A 17 - i bl E A TR P BB A S HHE R P LB A
FE T E i (uncertainty quantification) £ HCR| 2 Ak "G F Y L R 2o
T O BEEY 2R FRAAEATAPIFEFIER > G A R
PR S~BATEFT ﬁvfij\ﬁ,‘»ﬁ T TR R R PR

¥ &5 AR R

F_‘-
M-
hat

1 ARAEE Y o Bk (shield tunneling) ¥ 1 3142 e & T RAR AT
AT S % 220 1 1041 5 7 MR e by FrUhaER > 2 2 6 > Chenet
al. (2019) »w B AHE®F PRSP TR AH > ¢ T2 KT 0 F T e
REMPEFN > Z BB ABEF YA RG R S IEF P BN TR
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(Back Propagation Neural Network, BPNN) ~ | j& # ‘& & g2 (Wavelet Neural
Network, WNN)~ - 453k ETF A & g gt (General Regression Neural Network, GRNN)~

#%'LE ¥ ¥ (Extreme Learning Machine, ELM) ~ & 3 » & # (Support Vector
Machine, SVM) ¥ g #% &4k (RF) » #-3]2cit = = % T 355 ¥ 3% %2 (Mean
Absolute Error, MAE) ~ 35 $2:% % (Root Mean Squared Error, RMSE) ¥ /i z_i%
# (Coefficient of Determination, R?) = & a‘% £ - H ¢ » GRNN ¥ RF #27] £ &
$ o FU I RFAVRELPIRBRETERMELHBRER i) o
iZ_f* & 4 (Generalization ability) ° #1 3 7 45 1 > 304 ¥ (ol BE) Bitkag

r] B e Tt 18- B J—g:f\%? & 4T 2| ?v&_@/ﬁk’éﬂ,ﬁ&a%ﬁﬁ,’%;q

ABES VUL F A A L

T T T T T T T T
5_
k.1 = Y )_{ )'( ]
* —_—
0r T —_— w2 x -
] = J L) o I
g LT 1 « :
E >
= -0 :
]
[ ]25%-75%
sk - - X i T w%-90% | _ |
—  1%-99%
o X< outlier
20F * % mean =
1 1 1 1 L L l 1
measurement  MLRE BP WNMN GRMNMN ELM S5VM RF

B 210 B2 Y A0 ¢ SEpEy R E2 453 B (box plot)

(Chen et al., 2019)

L FCEaR b o R T ERPZ ALY L - £ &R - Liu

and Macedo (2024) # i~ £ 11 8 § 02 TRl 31 de2 i Rt 4k o
FEIUANRERRTRES AR B F 2 KT B 2 EAERF S P TR

(4o oo AT e p R $)0 2 2 = e fF 03] ¢ ¢ RFSSVR 22 XGBoost>

o

SRR RIAE N R

ra

\F‘lﬂ

€
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PHGEB > o > 77 @ % L f #&4p M i (Pearson Correlation Coefficient)

F_*

i @7 82 (Genetic Algorithm) & (7 $ #céiiE » ¥ 877 373 % %% (5-Fold
validation) r24% = #0721 i 4 o % & - XGBoost #-3] & & =% 4n 1%
(MAE~RMSE &2 R?) 7 [ 2 B> it { T FREF b H ZHEHRIEE T n
MlaiT 5 cRF¥ SVREEZ R =tz > e pfFz s Rigi2? m B A dfafa 4 ot

R NER TR R R R CFAE RGRTIRRRY (n) LB
1 4

FLET  BEFYHA ET 0 LRl 2 B G EERP A

BOTRAR i 4 0 HRIER GFRESE D M (resilience) 2 L F AR E o

RS T I EE Y R 7% A SRR % 7 ¢ > Demir and Sahin (2022) 4+
o i AR RRIETE > VR AR EREEY AL E 0 ¢ L AAPM &k
(Canonical Correlation Forest, CCF) ~ % & #+k (Rotation Forest, RotFor) ¥ %f # 2
H RF) e 7 ma 2480 £ CPT 3 20| FHE TR TR FE

BRI (o B My 28 44508 B amax) ~ CPT 451k (rdiX IR g &2 B
J R P

w

W R RIER S P REFRATAE D AL HE R SNIER P

ELHT

AAEFEHAFFE AL F T HEY 2 KSR K (Stratified Random
Sampling) 2|4 "2 plEE > T REET B R 6] (50:50 ~ 60:40 ~ 70:30) T #ic
A2 Bpgdd o SERT o ZfAFE SN EMEIIER NS 0 BP CCF &% #F

Hed™amb i AhT DARRS + 54 SR L E B4 - RotFor {r

N

RF Pl &8 A 38T 2 REBT  Br PRSP HEENERT I M % 4of

211 #55% o

23

doi:10.6342/NTU202502436



Correlation Coefficient, ||  Correlation Degree

0.00-0.10 Negligible i
0.10-0.39 Weak

0.40-0.69 Moderate 08
0.70-0.89 Strong .
0.90-1.00 Very strong 06

04
d, (m) m
0.2
q,(MPa) 025 m
0.0
Rf, (%2) 0.35 -0.27m

02
ol(kPa) JUEEN 025 0.37 BEU

04
Oy (kPa) (EFE 025 032 LECEREN]

06
G- (@) 0.2 005 003 0.11 0.27m
08
Mw 004 -0.09 -0.11 003 004 -o,1om
1.0

q.(MPa) 024
¢

Rf. (%) 0.15 -009

[12:73 0.23 020

1.00

oy(kPa)

o, (kPa) 1.00 EUFZGRER 0.91 1.00

Pa—) 005 0.14 023 007 004

Mw 0.10 0.06 0.07 0.01 0.10 OOZE
045 0.14 0230.42 0.1 -012“

FC (%) -0.07 043 0.38 -0.07 -0.07 -0.03 0.02 -0 de

CSR 0.09 0.12 0.18 -0.01 009@012 -0.15 -0.0ZM

dw, (m)

N Q‘\\ ol \,& _\“\\ @ o O 0O 0 o0 o @ & @ e &
: \\;\\‘\ N\ 6‘\¥ é“\¥ \\\‘”\{ ¥ \\;\\\ \M\ éc\*\ oc\\) o k 3‘“\ S P ®
Dataset [A] Dataset [B]
B 2.11 = ¥ % Hcenip i BB 44 B (Demir & Sahin, 2022)

Jas and Dodagoudar (2023a) # 11 - 2 2 & ¥ RS BE ¥ Hpran i B 7
BlRAZ o AR AP AFRE R DEPE P RS RN ETH
5 &A@ * XGBoost 2 37 R4 > ¥ i& - # % & Shapley Additive exPlanations

(SHAP) 4 37 135 58 #5 B3RS 5 eh T p - & WAl iR 1R -

Py Eaf 253 g gien a2 CPT T4

BHY A (CSR) ~ 2 K IF

R R

ﬁ— Mw) ES W J"‘fii )i (amax) N Z) > ‘97 2

2 (FO)~ 45 e (qo) ~ B (R ¥ Rtk RIpP RS R LEH2 -

PRl G = ~ A A TR AL o ST R A G T0% TR E L 30% BliEE

T SHEMR IR TR 0 ¢ F LS (Accuracy) ~ #F B 5 (Precision) ~ 7

(Recall) ~ F1 4 # (F1 Score) &2 ROC # #® ™ & f (Receiver Operating

Characteristic-Area Under Curve, ROC-AUC) -

2% 87 > XGBoost #-A RS F A MR > 2T E 90% ~ AUC i

0.95> Z B FFRlic 4 o 516 SHAP B4~ R84 #F M > CSR~qc &2 Re 5 B 5

A L gk v B FE oanz A B o SHAP 4% B] (SHAP summary plot) £ B %]

?‘}*J:l%],F AT HFHEg b icmERT

RN S ST

-?’Fﬁ’:ﬁ[géo

it 4e@ 212

$H0 12 2 403) 21

SRR A kLAY B}
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AT 3P XGBoost 1T 4 i Y B 3R] ehF v 0 7 B IR SHAP f2
BRENAEI E IR AR B LI 1 AT  BEFYRAREL 3’:1‘#?5

(a)
higher & lower
ase value f(x)

1.21
—0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 06 08 10 1z 14 16

D N N T A

1P2 = 0.25 | IP18 = 2.77e-07 IP10 = 61.0 IP11 =783 | IP4=3.5

b
( ) ) = 1.213
61 = IP10
0=1P18 . +0.11
0.25 = IP2 . +0.08
7.62 = IP1 —0.07{
7 other features —0‘

00 02 04
ELAX)] = 0.136

B 2.12 & #pcz. SHAP 73] en3p Bl % o7 & B (Jas & Dodagoudar, 2023a)

Jas and Dodagoudar (2023b) 4-¥FiT & 8 BH ¥ 20 V B TR AR R B B
FARE IS R R Ry A RS TR S AAL ] B B AR
W~ R AR Jﬁ’fﬂ—xiﬂ"q/ﬁk'“’v\ FT'“E"“’EF'I?JZ‘:« Afh o A 35317 20 £ ki

%%?4’?‘24/1 ‘Ltg‘ﬂb?F‘/?‘l7@& PR R IPLER o

B Ap o R B R F 2 Sled BRI ~ % (SPTN i)
At (CPT-ge) » Bt (R~ F 22k B4 (0h0) » RARI (Mw) B * ¥
A R (ama) A7 43 O (eo)dokoft 7 B (FO)N R LR & % M #ic (LL-
PI) % c AFRIPHR> 5 > 7 %A 2 LERM2 - A0 R F gHd CSR-FS

2% i“ g ¥ (4 Liquefaction Potential Index, LPT) 2 3% §F 5 R~ {7

BRI BRI BEEY S (4 K-B TRz 0 K-Nearest
Neighbors, KNN ~ SVM ~ DT ~ RF ~ XGBoost) &/ & § ¥ %1 (40 7 K 5 44 5
2 » Multilayer Perceptron, MLP ~ CNN) » I % % & -3 2 4k BE o 12 4 5 1Z 5%
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® 0] 5 AT dp ) RF &2 XGBoost It FE R T~ $HHF s R TR » 2 5 # —
TALR 7 R FREE Y 5340 MLP &2 CNN B2 2 3 % + A0 4127 45

Hep BBV 2 BE > 2 A EFTHEREVRFERF > P RREAART Lo

RS 2 AT KT S A AR VR TERI A P T i 85% 1 P 2 R

Fo R FARREAIL S S H NPT

L3 AR TR R

PHMETL AR IRRFELIY BSOS - > T AP RS Y
R > H FEpliEs% ¢ o Zhao et al. (2024) FIL 48 RITEFT Y o F AV fRE
FBWEEY 47 b 1 FHRE L IR DA EACEE T A e
fRf4 e Py da > ¥ * 03] ¢ 45 Random Forest ~ XGBoost ~ SVM -~ K-
NN 22 ANN - # ¢ > Random Forest ¥2 XGBoost & % 7 % * 2# R IETF »
WHATAARA D AR OTRE o BRI S8 G R G TR - AT
THBBEAFHEROE R Mo BB hoifl 87 5% (Genetic Algorithm, GA)
R = ) o “,f (Recursive Feature Elimination, RFE) ~ 4p & |4 4 47 (Correlation-
based feature selection) B2 AR S € B MR AE S 2 - B 5 kT > SER§ D
PFHGEP R > 2 W 2 WA IR RS 0 T RS b e A
TR L B A E R TR AR R TS T AL R 2
s 2 e R R F ERE S ] B RS TR S s

E

AR ETAE IR T ST BN BERY R IR TR

S R E R R e & S AT R T RE A 1 iR -
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AR AEACE] 30 40 ¢ 3 TR B oI 2 2 R RIS A3
Fo A E FFREE TRV ASERMA A B e § e ]

B IR RIE RSB i A MRS > R AR
PEEE® S B E AUTA % AT R T FRAIL S 0 ot BlRIA R
BOREE X2 AR O B R A AR S S A

NAESE T S e

v )

| Primary features | | Secondary features |
[ J

| Testing set (20%)

| Data base H Literature search

Data processing

Data preparation

[ | Training set (80%)

/r Regression x

Machine learning  Deep learning

| M | fom |\ |Rand0mF0rest| | ANN |
anual tunmg

| CatBoost | | BNN |

] XGBoost
Model traini

traming

| Grid search tuning |

| K-Fold cross validation

)

EBM

. I J
|
|

Threshold-based labeling
H Model testing v
-

Regression-based Classification

traming,
and testing

| EBM: Interpretation |
Meets the |

No requirements? k /
. J

BNN: Uncertainty |

Model building, |

B 3.1 A% A2
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AFPIMBEEYEFRE Y HIFE 2 iF (Regression) 2 4 5
(Classification) 3] » & {7 & i = fhid B #icdp 2 FF R 2% 4 47 « B3R (TR B
% Python #% & 3.12.9 » i & i% i Visual Studio Code (VS Code) ¥ B 4758 » T i@
*o.venv IR B EHEFRBE S - REEERM o ZEREE VT EY

PyTorch 4228 2 4 » 214 $54] 2 BUFs 27 % & GPU &< 38 § 5 o
y

3.1 #cdp kiR it

AT R DT R EEEA B R F R L E YT H 2 E L
WP 2B TR R IR 00T LRy AR R R EkRRE R
P B FEARRE Rl T AP RB TR R LA RRRERR TR
BEFHggw L S A& g (Primary features) | £ "= & ##c (Secondary
features) ;| S F o H P » 3 BHEMe 7wk T B (f,%)~ At HL (e)
Pl dpdc (PL%) 2% BR (') a%T 78k (N)¥ 74 5 (Frequency, Hz)-

it 2 %74 & (Liquefaction criteria) ~ /4 % g3k ;% (Failure pattern) - 14 + 8 i

PGS T e R TR L 2 BhiRsk 2 ¢ Y B9 R B il E R S L

"ﬂn

~

Y L 2L E LTS SR ST Y

N
~mlf

7}"%&?'&$7 o ER

SR T Sl b fl 2 PR SRARE YRR AR G B ERR S R L M E 0 T
&

WGFRE S L& e
AFE g enl R i A ¥TE R (Liquefaction criteria) ; 5 % & = )*Jﬂw“’ ¥ A2 0=
hidfe T BN R g A oikgp o R PR A B & HETHRE - 4 G

® [Firtgihe ¥ iE 5% (epp = 5%)
® s s 2 %E (0,=0)
O RIEM-RBWR, < 095 2 Firtgdhe BRE 5% FRIFM KRR, <

0.95 & iRt B %:iE 5% (R, > 0.95 or &p, = 5%)
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® PEHRT A AEN 20 ARG He BRE 5% BHHRT I EANE
20 2 R B¥E 5% (N =20 or gpy = 5%)
® . = 20% or Seriously deformed
"ELE ALY (Failure pattern) | 4 3% P LRI chd MR 7 A2 F LK
Har g 210 &2 B 5 WP 0 ¢ 7 45
® 5 Hixit (Cyclic Softening)
® F %i# (Cyclic Mobility)
® A 4¥A R M (Residual Deformation Accumulation)
® %% it (Flow Liquefaction)
d”%k?ﬁ%*ﬂﬂmgéﬁ’%ﬂﬁTZ*ﬁ’pﬁkmﬁ%ﬁ*”
fo BB H AT 2 CSR B o Tt 5 AFF T R L A SRR T L - SEMAET R

3R EHE O DRI AYTREARY B s CSR ERLE R 2

o

_g& o

K EFHR e ZAAEHTRE (D, %) M E (G ~323 Gl (C) ~ RSP
Ap 1% (D10~ D30~ Dso ~ Deo, mm) ~ B % 22 B 34 v (emax ~ emin) ~ £ 12L& (PL,
%)~ # U R (LL,%) % 2 Z £ (Siltcontent, %)~ %2 Zz £ (Clay content, %) ~
B & (Skempton’s B-coefficient) ¥ & -k /& (Back pressure, kPa) o 15 3
HedZborerg v R 39% Kgo R A RARR DA S L g ady it 4 R

MARREZDHEL P p » TRE? LREHEIRRRE T -

B EAR TR %T#'*’%&BI A A A& 31824 32R A6 AR EX
LHEH P TAEANE R L S TR R R PR R
gt Bl 32 B E k2 A4 4 AR (Heatmap) H P b s ik LA KL
e TR FES RAALALATHEE FERIRTHEE A7 b it

SEN LRI
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3030 LR B TG EEL L

Column Name Data Type Missing Percentage (%)
fc float64 0.00
e0 float64 0.00
PI object 0.00
p'0 float64 0.00
N float64 0.00
Frequency float64 0.00
Liquefaction criteria object 0.00
Failure pattern object 79.50

30325 B P FRATHE A 54

Column Name Data Type Missing Percentage (%)
Dr float64 58.99
Gs float64 27.44
Cu float64 32.06
D60 float64 60.00
D50 float64 20.90
D30 float64 60.00
D10 float64 60.00
emax float64 29.65
emin float64 29.65
LL float64 8.54
PL float64 9.65
silt content float64 4.02
clay content float64 4.02
B value float64 8.04
Back pressure float64 52.46
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Missing Data Heatmap

fc 4
el |
PI -
po 4
N

T T T T T T T T T
- .2 B 5 o o o 2o Ho8 4 = B 83 2 Qb
e 2‘: Eﬁ@l’;mam—- = ‘5 d E 8_5 S
& £ 2 2 a 8 a8 § 2 2 3 Z
5 £ E 5 EE - &
5 9 = 3 S m =
T =2 m = o= e
= .2 32 w2 =
[FR—— =
L]

S m

o

=

=

=

B 32 54 £ %A G

foe R E M BCE B DT A T A 0 ety float A g WE
B (histogram) > 4@ 3.3 %77 - B¥ B7 % - Sk r FERRP - F
ANER Eoy SN g R (e 2 gl S

Bt 9ry ALY @ 7 0AHRT 4 v (Cyclic Stress Ratio, CSR) » 17 & ##7

T2 FER P i (Target) > M3E 2 F 7 PR 2 F% 152 7 4 CSR 0
BBl 4 o
Histogram of CSR
140 - —
120 -
/PN
100 3
2 50l -
2
260 1
f
40
20 1
O T 1 T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
CSR

(a)
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Histogram of fc

Histogram of €0
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Frequency

Histogram of D60 Histogram of D50
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Histogram of silt content Histogram of clay content
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= = 400
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Histogram of B value Histogram of Back pressure
250
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= g
2150 4 3
2 £ 100 1
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g — T80 4
& 100 4 &
60 -
50 401 M
’_\.— [}
n 20
01— : . ; ; ; } 0 : T : :
0.94 095 096 097 0.98 0.99 1.00 100 200 300 400 500
B value Back pressure (kPa)

() (u)

Bl 33 2#cEdFicz &£ > B (@CSR;(b)fes(c)ens (d)p’os ()N ()
Frequency ; (g) D5 (h) Gs; (1) Cu 5 () Dso 5 (K) Dso 5 (1) D3o 5 (m) Dio 5 (n) €max 5
(0) emin > (p) LL ;5 (r) PL ; (s) silt content ; (t) B value ; (u) Back pressure

gAY g BAF F ekl 2 B 2 Ak i R L 0 Bt A
FAWERFRE AN 7 oz 2R - Ra > PR BERERT Y b
o £ 7wl L RR TR > R ERL G - LFER e F ey i
W BREERATIR Y 2R B e e Rk B (AoF) L R AU AR R R e

o R R R RA R RE A pR) 0 £ R HIR G RETH L iR X

hit- HRER L CEMAP LT - SREFTRESTE - R AP TS
Pd MRS 12 ML ¢ IR A G R - TRES K

HISF R Sl (AR R R SRS AP M S8 TIRAR 0 B K T2 165

%Q}?\_ggé IE B L iEE 2 o[;{—n‘;?,'mﬁ:jw)fﬂ"
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3.2 dkcyp P IR E F

EPEG VUL L TR R R 2L T i 5

F‘_k

FA b &S T R P E Y otk o 2 RIS 2 £ R

FARE Y o R EHR BN AP I EPTRERER L AET R BT

N
9
—

SRR EE ERY SHESE B S R SR A S

-

*

=

bl

2272 B ¥ @ (Outlier) 2 HFRIBLF L > £ AEH ¥ AL > B7 i "8 MY

i

FE e > A3 EREY HhAL LB L (Overfitting)

URURE Ly SR A AN SN S R kSl R TR R
Bl e ~ PG E SR g 0 2 T 4k A B Y sk foTE R 2w ih i
o 7h G B A HOANE A e TR Lt i 4 (Generalization ability) e

Flb o AR E R REP AT Y Y AR ik 4 B AT 8 ) R AR 2 i

ERAEE S R (TS BBV AL FRAH

3.2.1 #4 EAIES N

AFTEEA R FRAEES AR e L B RIES  RARE e

# 4 NaN (Not a Number)
é;j{”ﬂ'b ?ﬁ:ﬂ@r%bﬁi s ﬂ:&‘},%l ‘&é."?‘\h%l{i'— t} J‘/( ;7‘-[: E" :,,;: g ~ H_H N HNAH N "Nall ~ Hnullﬂ ~

"N/A" S AT 42 £ el o K- &3 5 NumPy & 3t@ caNaN 3550 > i@ 18 5 507

Bk A PP o~ NaNBR2Lat (7 5 0 2 2 5 2 9 742 #icdy

W
1\3

e

ol
[k

ﬁi’%?ﬁ&éié<ﬂ*?&?F%@%ﬂ%%$é%§W$%ﬁﬁi?*
GIERTEY T2 @ AL R AT 450 FE BT NP

B (hrTBEd? td) CFRFFTHAGRES G RV E ERE B

Eo3
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Wehdels s AEHY B RAAERE 0 G A N R LILE (e f T s
Dso st 7 & $ L L & Pgeyie) »&dmfad THEIF A G - Apfe T - Hh5e 5 NaN
FARLG - APH T 2 B 3N VO LB R B AT B S iR £
PR o gt 2R n g ak g F R B il A NaN» kg = B ficdy 2 6 2 g i
0 E A R R RR S Y R T R R R o R R
ot th o HAT R FIHEAEY TH L AP R A aE T TSN EARD

- B WO Rl R T RS B 0 B RO SR g R 8 ]

OHE
d 33 ERERYEEREYREE (¢4 LFH L Support Vector

Machine, SVM ~ 4 1 4 & 4§ Artificial Neural Network, ANN 7 [ 3 #74d & 4 B2,

Bayesian Neural Network, BNN) ‘& & /% &J2 NaN (8 » £ 7% ¥ L8 784 > B3E
REARZREVR PRI DETE AT B AR BB & S E 0 B
AEM ALY > FRERETHERS LD RO R

preb s Mo RN A T AES R LR AT AL BT ELR o b
doo R dpdie (PD) fF @ ¥ L 9°NP” (non-plastic) ™ 4 7 %3248 % & 2
PR ) ERAE R R - AP Y & 1 ARBIETRIT S N o

a0 ERE L TR R AT AR BT 8RB SRK
Bj oA R oA 0 BEEEFRETHY LI AELADOR
Ao RERFASFRR R RO B PSR LT B A B o
Flpt oA 0B /A WA TR EE LS R 2w v IR EE 2

.H—_}{ iE)ﬂ’:]‘io
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KNN 4 & (K-Nearest Neighbors Imputation)
Zhang (2012) 451 » KNN 4% k3t p & #8747 25 Bk B

Bedho P oD AR F 450 8 Bodp ek X ARITHR A 0 5 jRHR B ARIT 1R A

BT AL B AT A Y Ao e e

i

RS

SE R TA E o FACEA L B
BEAE 0 F 5 BE P (majority rule) 5 B & BCE A T 0 R AT R A hT 3D
BiETAE 0 5 T2 R (mean rule) o

KNN 4 & % # * %c5' iE42 (Euclidean Distance, d) 1% 3 4% & 4p i d2 =2 4p
oo Hb 5 o N8 (3D

d(x,y) = (3.1)

He oy 82y, AUAALHEAAYIBEETID L hiE > Bt n Bk
KNN G f3E % 20 B 0 A fF i g S Ap 00422 TR 3 40 Py
PERARTOKk AR AEF TS (N ) A E 0 G BN ERT R AR
AR B BRI H AT EARG FAE Y FE BB E
PSRRI S R 2 TR R KA B HE K ERE &3
BEATHEIAZ A ERER L ORI S Nk EaRk o L FE

S REONERF R Y AR o R AR R LB FOFRT T LA
Hrradd B8 % o

*F 3 #+ Scikit-learn #% 2. KNNImputer #ie i (748 & > K T 5 ¥cdo™ .
n_neighbors = 5> A& & &34 4 @4 B30y BP9 ppdgdigeny £ 2
B AETA E ; weights = “uniform” % 75 #73 A8 A hE £ 4p & 5 metric
= ”nan_euclidean” R L3FH AV Mo A A PF T R FIEREIE 0 U E A A

iiﬁ‘]‘i.t'{? 1E * tl‘i o
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MICE # & (Multiple Imputation by Chained Equations)

Zhang (2016) #% | > % £ 4642 (Multiple Imputation, MI) & - f k24 i

\

BERERE 2 2 o ApROT @ SLend - 34T (Single Imputation) © MI § 445 ¥ 4% 4
A2 m BERNEML > B2 m BRETHE - GLFAE A2 ERY
EA B R FLHBRTR DG ERG " o RS F R AR g
HE - @ EFHELAWEFATERI A ARGERITREEL L - iR

L % o doB) 3.4

>
>
Data
frame With()
with , >
missing
values
>
e

Imputed datasets  Results of statistical analysis

Bl 34MICE % i g8 5 44 4 ®ehF 422 = 4 B (Zhang, 2016)

MICE 5 % €447 ¥ * ch 2 > Ao Bl B:E e B Ep?fii'l (Chained
Equations) ik - #¥5 B 34 4 B2 SRS PRI > EFie B =
— #hit Eie ] (chainingcycle) & € #-7h — et B2 % 0 » T - BHEA £

B isjeact 222 % (Koseetal, 2020) o H 4z 4B 3.5 #777 o
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A simple imputation such as “mean” is performed for each missing value in the dataset
For each iteration
For each variable v with missing values
Train a regression model with
(1) v as the dependent variable
(2) the others as independent variables
Impute the missing values of v using the regression model
End
End

B 3.5 MICE 2 #5427 &, B

:&ai\?"r’}b’;’}%?l‘?ﬁr’}o
R o gt MICE #8277 dd B 27 % 87 LA FEAM LN > 4 EE
A

EN BFERNE

AT gk * Scikit-learn £ * P 473k ik 2. IterativeImputer (7 5 £
FAt > R T4 ¥Ao T random_state = 42 &7 F WA UEEL RN
max_iter = 10 R & & 5 387 10 & = B ch% o B B (cycle) o p 3K 23 B2
WHRAMES R Lt SR P BTV ISR ERAEY - K

TR

3.2.2 S
REAWESVHAS L THRF BRI T R B R o ¥

#7 w4 (Categorical) % #cz ff & (T 4% &2 » ¥ £ % £ R %5 (Label

Encoding) £ fb# %45 (One-HotEncoding) % & #8254 > R A A v H 4> 3

S R e
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# & %78 (Label Encoding)
48 %75 (Label Encoding) ®_i%5:i6 5 & B g w4 fleri— e ficlic®@ (400
12.) k&4 7 4ol 3.6 977 o« L2 * AL P AT A2 Bl A R Y

KW g = P 2 FF R B e ORI R H R R TR o

Cat Fruit Cat Fruit
Persian Blueberry 0 0
Persian Blueberry 0 0

- — Cat Fruit
Persian Kiwi 0- Persian 0: Blueberry 0 1
. L. 1: Ragdoll 1: Kiwi
Persian Kiwi 2: Exotic Shorthair 2: « * 0 !
Ragdoll Kiwi 3: Peach 1 1
Ragdoll I > 1 2
Exotic Shorthair 2 2
Exotic Shorthair Peach 2 3
Persian Peach 2 3
Persian 0 2
Persian 0 2

B 3.6 & %5 T 3 B

Pl AT 2 NN AR R S b T A AR N E B B R R
o 105 AT R ALR D RS R L R N A AL B R M el

I]"j‘_o

B# %% (One-Hot Encoding)

W # % #% (One-Hot Encoding) H_#-# i 4 % 4] F 4 # 3 2 b2 =
(dummy variable) =7 ;¢ > FHiEE > BRI R DEBEFZ A B 1 20 £
TR AT RN o 0 2 R Y BT A M2 R R A Sl A o

AR AR B el BB 0 T RTE BAER b 4o@] 3.7 7T e
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Cat Fruit Cat_Persian Fruit Blueberry

Persian Blueberry 1 0 0 1 0 0
Persian Blueberry 1 0 0 1 0 0
Persian 1 0 0 0 1 0
Persian 1 0 0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0 1 0

I:> 0 1 0 0 0 0

Exotic Shorthair 0 0 1 0 0 0
Exotic Shorthair 0 0 1 0 0 1
Persian 1 0 0 0 0 1
Persian 1 0 0 0 0 0
Persian 1 0 0 0 0 0

B 3.7 HESKET RE

AL P o KE WA ke TR P ¥R (Liquefaction criteria) | #7 T L
#3% (Failurepattern) > % 5 % EVER B 2 g a] T4 Fle ¥ b shmie =
e o 2R R iF} > % % Pandas ¥ pd.get_dummies() S Hc¥tiE W gk o
¥ Z_drop_first = True M ¥ 4 & 4 %= > £ R (dummy variable trap) R 4% °
R2EAP AR E-FEPd ER - BRI BHFEAE S SR 2EAT 0% FH
Bredi RieFn S EREIAEEERY 22 EL AT IR AR T
drop_first = True ¥ it # B 47 W] 2 &4} K,% - AR ;‘ggb W x/% A = e
PRF AL > E SR AR o

¥ ¢b o AFF g A7 % oh Categorical Boosting (CatBoost) #-74] & & ki 4 rJ2 58

WA Rl 40 Tt @ R Y Ron G (TR R G o AL S

3.2.3 @A R
AREBEVEA S KEAF AV EF P RSP R (scale) HH
(unit) > & X & {7 F HERIL 0 T oA BRI A S F VBT X DRk R

PEAA g $uLbfEFEPEL (4o SVM) 2 H A B4 (4w ANN &
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BNN) i & i ¢ B P w8 F o Flut o Sl 3] it R RIT B4t
=l waqu7 %; Lf'} I3 an o
Sujon et al. (2024) # 3| = f& ¥ L 44 x> 5% &4 i (Normalization) #

&% it (Standardization) » 4 %] 4o

it 14 (Normalization)
LR - FERREER I FUER ¥ 5 03 1) 2758 Ao test
(3.2):
X, = Kmin_
Xinax — Xmin

B X G RAAFHCE » Xinin & Xmax 4 5] 5 3545 g [ B dc < (8 o b2 3§ * 3%

B TR IR TR AN BER] AR TR Y a4 TR

PR ER G R T RS A B R TR A 2R
;ug._gg' 5‘1—. 4 T % o

#- % it (Standardization)
Ptk R TR S T 0 LS Lk A G N B AR

4o (3.3):

B Z A Sl X R R P s TS g R B L gt
SRTHC REA G WY N S RSB WL AR RE
SR TR D S R 4 SRR TR AP T PR
LpF B E R -

IR KB ATR R AR REFRE I8 F e (R T o SE N)

2R E A A G o R IR 22 (Normalization) ¥ i H R K48 ¥

42

doi:10.6342/NTU202502436



i & B Gy 4 oo T ATy R * R { (Standardization)

S | %?rj{;:éﬁf{ﬁ{{‘% % » ¥ 11 Scikit-learn £ ¢ ¢ & &2 StandardScaler #- %

3.3 ’}iﬂ] i 5

AR g BIERI P 2 R ERREET 2 ART R4 - (Cyclic Stress
Ratio, CSR) > Bt @ F A @ FRIF AL > e 27 3 1 & P AT 5 2 §F 4
(Regression) 47+ f *0 FH ¥ 5 3 4 5 - Sh) » HCE D IRRE T
AT HFY EENEY R A R

PO RS SRR S SRl e S SHLRE S A
FFE (label » o CSR) 2 FHE - AP T H*  BAEFN Y Al iy
W EFWES Y 22 (Machine Learning, ML) 2 /% & § ¥ = /% (Deep
Learning, DL) » 4o 7| #7537 » 338 {7 & Sufd a3t S8 2% 35 05
& BEREY 2

1. 1 %+t (Random Forest, RF)

2. & #pH 5 73] (Categorical Boosting, CatBoost)

3. &R #D# (Extreme Gradient Boosting, XGBoost)

4. ¥ f2## % 3] (Explainable Boosting Machine, EBM)

5. A #Fw» &4 (Support Vector Machine, SVM)
& FREV -2

1. I A 5 e p (Artificial Neural Network, ANN)

2. B i &g, (Bayesian Neural Network, BNN)
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33.0 KA FHAHG
AL ERE- AR EREL FRRESEE LR FLRBEEARIRE % 2

Voo ik o

%1%+ (Random Forest, RF)

ARSI BE

AR A Y SR AR TER R R RNE Y 2 2 H B REE R
2 (Bootstrap Aggregation, Bagging) 3" F AL &2 it g R 0 & AL
BRI A BRI S BB S PRI I0E (R FNA) &S B E

(R AR EFSRH N oF 38

Decision Tree-1 Decision Tree-2 Decision Tree-N

Result-1 Result-2 Result-N

Majority Voting / Averaging

Final Result
Bl 3.8 Random Forest 7 17 & Bl (Khan et al., 2021)

2. @A
® fELe i
(1) # & pcil i i fue
(2) FAEEATHES Sk
44
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(1) FEpisff 53t 8 FHL 2 AT

Q) LRIZEAEF TEFTHRAEIRFFTRART &

() PREFR & T IRF KA e A
3. v

AFTFERRRBEELES ¢ 7 F L L84 BEE AN Bt EEREd -
W HETRT o RO REN R P EE - 2 S TR ETL AT

AHIFRIFCA R IRRIFEERT KA (CSR) -

4 ¥p 3 % 53] (Categorical Boosting, CatBoost)
ARSI BE

CatBoost (Categorical Boosting) 5 - #& &t # & #& 2 /& X #F (Gradient
Boosted Decision Trees, GBDT) *74 & 2 st L 8 i » 1oL g 2 5@ h 24
- KFIBBEEY R (LK LARHE) #F - HIpiEL (Residual) itd T
- BHETA o 4ol 3.9 HigE 2 i @i GBDT #f 00 » B A T 52
(Gradient Descent) #h#icy B ¢ F45 %) 48 4 S ¥c (Loss Function) °

10§t @ 52 GBDT » CatBoost 31 » @ 38 € & 9 By 249 i * @ F L o
4% (Prokhorenkova, 2017; Hancock & Khoshgoftaar, 2020):

(1) 3 A 35 (Ordered Boosting)

% % GBDT & $pfe  YUug4r @& % FRIRFTPEFEHAR e &
¢ RN B R T 0 % 532 P HE8IE (targetleakage) » TR A A 1 S0
PR AT T B I AKRT R ERIPPBSEEREE o

CatBoost #& 1 # B 3t = (Ordered Boosting) 1 f#/4-p¢ i¥ 38 » #4513 T ik
Bl i b BFEAT R AT gy B@ Wk fakic T, ohf
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1

BB RE AR ot R R R T FRR A TP SR R0 G
MEMABRI A FANL N 4 > A AR M AN R EO G R R DT
B ARMAZIEE

(2) #F %) M AB Wv:  (Categorical Feature Encoding Strategy)

9 5L GBDT #-A] a2 s W] S epF > A M-H e S e ¥ A3
One-Hot Encoding » #X @ > % #f W #& & % % ¥ > One-Hot Encoding % * ¥ &R 2R
¥ (curse of dimensionality) > & & 82 A iy o

CatBoost # * 7 E # "8 B 24| (ordered constraint) 3hm#% # vk » 3t & 4§k A~
PR F AR A AT (MArEa e e e A Y MR dk) kR
okl B LA AR A AR o P P B R N TR D
FoxtE MaEHE B & £ H i 208 A dc (high cardinality > — B #E W A 4 A @
LA RAEN) R AL AT .

Training set
N samples, M features

Target statistics method
to handing categorical
features

Features combinations

Bootstrap
_________________________ T samples
.. ™Y * .. ® L Training
° °
. [ ] ° N . ® .
° e o @
Qe o (Y X ]
Building T [ ] ®
CART trees
one after
another
[ ]
ol.° :
ol
Weighting .. .
increase ®

Testing

Weighting
Predictor Predictor increase

Prediction:The weights average
aggregation of all predictors

Bl 3.9 CatBoost 7 77 & Bl (Huang et al., 2019)
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i AL
o pEe i

(1) ¥R

) EITE A B B WA R L

(3) 4% * Ordered Boosting » ¥ " M | %52 B & b 'k

(4) o 2EAMEE A R ROk > TRRIRA B

(5) *REFHFAEIRE T 2
® Hrlgln:

(D) #3 s $a fe > BHERA 3 = 2 347

(2) $&NF O BEFTHEPEFETR

(3) ffkAEAEF TN T E AAFEn (highly sparse » + § S e E g1 A

FELFE) FLT DRI RIL
(4) FFEHERS > VRERGFTRET A HRS

3.
AR 2 AR R TAL K Ao} VA2 B R B T ik

B E 2 (heterogeneity) % 0 FALA i # 320 CatBoost it 2 L 3% 47 B A i adT
I & % Ordered Boosting 7 1 > it j < #. One-Hot Encoding i & i & X ¥ %

FE AT HN 08 A G R AR R R i £ 1T AT 29
7 3 i 27

TP R # L (Extreme Gradient Boosting, XGBoost)
Lo A&FEHe e Big

XGBoost (Extreme Gradient Boosting) 3 2= * > @ %L GBDT A #_} ch3 iv 4k
;% &2 > 4 Chen and Guestrin (2016) #7341 » £ & B »&iy 229 x84 o H fr
PREZ MBS Nt S BREY B BEFHD - RIRFLOEY T

FN S SR TSRS T LR § SFEEE = TS FPES
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BRI E e 8 foo @ 28§ ficd 74 (4o Random Forest): H 78 45 4] 3.10 (Wang
et al., 2020; Faska et al., 2023; Oztornaci et al., 2024) -
XGBoost 4p #2342 GBDT frzic @iLitic 4 2o % 3 ¥ H A 11 2 5
P ¢ da
® o fit 3 (Regularization): & i & §4F e W3] B4 (bldril AR AN Pt ]
B L LB L 0 RTRIS R L AT R
® _ [FH R T (Hessian): & R pF7 0305 - pr i (FRRIEL an )
BRI e (A Sodked F) KEHEA B8 E # 8 (leaf node)

i o i B~ I AU B feact B (0 4§ R R

O M EP A B PREYVRALLEDEELS A 7 BEF VA B L
i d

| Random Subset I
( =\

) ( )

Treen )

Tree |
y
A\

o=

Result |

Result n

H Weighting

Final Result

B 3.10 XGBoost 2 #7+ & B (Oztornaci et al., 2024)
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2. BH )
® ifEho 4
(1) 2% FEplErise fE 2 4s

(2)  BERLLI A 5 i RIZ R MR R B DTOR S fhAR

(3) HAIZEHY & A S THeTHEET FAKE R

(4) BT R G R R L § 2 S e s

AR
o il
() #AFEF?  FEFFEAATERE  HAF 0 7 REPRE

(3) BEE P AMPEH > HAHT THBHTHERE P EH
£ 3
3.

AELTRRA AR RF - LHRAFTEAE DL AL R
A PR BV AL G 2R 2 T B T o XGBoost Aig i g TR
VAR B R st R S v 4 0 i g ondf B AR R B B 0 T

WEF AT FER A AT o

¥ f2§# 3 %2 3] (Explainable Boosting Machine, EBM)
LoAREEE P RE

(Explainable Boosting Machine, EBM) £:i7# % E ehv 2 M BE Y > >
v 44 (glass-box) #-A| - f& 0 fc L AR R I FESF E WAV IZfEM c Hpw 5 R
% 40z 73] (Generalized Additive Model, GAM) e v 2558 » 555 - 8% 2 B
PR P RREPP T T Y X (learningrate) &7 F R B E
¥R (Boosting) Hjiriu ' M AF L SR BT A AR < o EBM 0

49

doi:10.6342/NTU202502436



TRl k] & REHT RS a &0 FL S BB ACHTIR S & P P07 A
H g 2o 4ol 3010 04 ¢ > EBM 7 3t @ ke GAM % # 0 23 UE
AP ¥ op d IR 3 FRRE B 3 % (pairwise interactions) » 4] 3.12 >
- HEA A NIFR B g * (4 (Hernandez et al., 2023; Wahab et al.,

2024) -

10 10
' "—rr\prLI_y—’L
-10 -10
=20 -20
30 40 50 60 70 80 0 10 20 30 40
SFD VFT
30 20
20 §
10 — —
2 % 2, L3 £ > 8, ’ o 2 2 ! I} fg P 2. 7 .
S., %05 V6, T, V2, R Y8, %3g %9 S.g 06 2o % T8 > g s g g Vg W, Wy
Vs g, T, 2, N2, S, Gy 69, s 4, 4 oy 115 18 95 W 2y, Yy, I, N, U
(a) Slump flow diameter (b) V funnel time
10 10
Om 3
-10 -10
=20 =20
0 0 40 60 80 50 100 50 200 50
YS
v
30
20 20
10 L P . .
0_ — 0 | —
; 7 > . ] .
.0’9%,_ -—,_,_ %, %, 1-’a)_ %, %, 0\.’}_ //3_ &q_?_ s, %3, "45 9, 19 17, 16y 195 < s 29
o 5, %%, 2, Y0, Y8, 34‘, 6y, 2, Sg, S, g (&5 9, g ey o5 105 Tp s Wy 9
(c) Yield strength (d) Viscosity

B 3.11EBM *® & )}% B> f2f (global explanation) + &
(Wahab et al., 2024)
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160

140

120

100

80

TRI11
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0 10 20 30 40 30 60

Slp
B 3.12 EBM ###c2 3 B %7 2 B (Maxwell et al., 2021)

2. B
® iLELc i
() #NRLRF AT R TS BREETRS S T
(2)  FW R EATRE KB Y Foo BN M MR kPR
() T p B RIE R Y T E
(4) TR AL HAAUE M Y R PR R
® H5:
(1) a2 8 #HEA] (40 XGBoost ~ CatBoost) » 2" 3iE B #fi
(2) FHEALHEOBHE > s HERAFRTHEFLRT LT
(3) PR AR A fFE - WA MY NS AR P RS i

et 4% IR

AT R ZFREG - TR DR T E AP S RSB TV NG
w23 iv* - EBM HAIZEE- FY L REDPE > L7 p b R & ik
I L R AT AT AR Y BV AR o > EBM W
AR R R EHITERS S DT e 2T R CSR M aE RS - H A
ARAERE IR A v R R TR TR AT 2RI - .
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£ #F % £ (Support Vector Machine, SVM)

L ArFHEPCBE

SVM  (Support Vector Machine) & - f&# * * 4 #f &1 [F B 4L enE H50 &
P2 AP emAl AP EIFYPES - BERGg AR T ROLT G
(hyperplane) » & T4 B2 3 9 B 5 S x e B I > 4o 3.13 ¢ foiw fF A 47
? o SVM R|2 & 4% e 3¢ §F (Support Vector Regression, SVR) 773438 1% >
BEAD T - BFFELPEP B S Solice B (7 AL R L HOPF > SVM
¥ 517 S ¥k (kernel > 4= RBF ~ polynomial %) #-R4-FAlpt 64 5) % a5 /F > 12
EPZERMET A chrnk o SVM B Y iARY c ¢ pHEL SRS BLTER
(margin) <73 L 8L (T support vectors) € A& * K-z B K kLR o @ H503)

W U dF e it g 4 & g 42 T 4 (Manjrekar & Dudukovic, 2019) -
(a) (b) (c)

- 1,
* o°% o —_ il/ ) ¢ )

o ° | sindonn J l 41

X X X

B 3.13 SVM 8UiEie fF 14T (a) RETHREEBE S5 () BHFTHERE
(e-tube) (¢) 4 i F T 5 (Zhang etal., 2021)
S A
® s
(1) $3aFTHE LbEEIEi 4
Q) THEPFPSOEYRAPEARPRPIE EHE T PR
(3) B AlSHH % » WiedE supportvectors 22 H A K R 0§ BT LB R

& K AR
4) AETRICEEIFLEEKRT B ‘F}]‘? &7 Firdl Al e R &
LI
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®

(2) FREW TR AR 0 P ARIEE F G E DT R BT

(3) B AiE (7AW A e S A AL
3. @

AT AR 2T A B E S A BT T A AR
PRARY BN SVM T EET PP e RAIE AR THRA G L F L
a4 BIERAE T L ARV ER AR ERAL T LR e o
d % SVM & ik df > #ic support vectors 2= HHCR] 0 i F oordrFERE b R 0

WA F P CSR FERIAITEBRFE* Mo > 185 A7 2 RIHEAIZ - o

A 14 &5k (Artificial Neural Network, ANN)

ARSI BE
ANN (Artificail Neural Network) & - - £ #f4d 5~ 18 72 584 ey

EFEVHA O EA AR 2 ﬁi%] » % (Inputlayer) ~‘*Z£4& % (Hidden layer) ki’ﬁi%l
» R (Output layer) » # & d % B4 L~ (neuron) &= o & B4 5~ € 54w -
By DB Pl i £ 58 (bias) &7 LR IR S

(activation function) » & # ?hfsﬁl'ﬁ_%] MMELL BET T - K o 4oB 3.14(@)c F ﬁs?]

* R F i PlERERE Y g g mjgkkwp%%’?ﬁiﬁ%T:
n
i=1

2= f)) (3.5)

HeY s x5 %0 Ilﬂis?] Rl w R HERE (weight) ) b i £ I8 >y 5 %A G

CL RS o mﬁig?] e f 5 e Sl (F R 4e ReLU -~ sigmoid 2 tanh) » Z 5 %

JBAERAE A E > e R 3,14 () -
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ANN # i F » @ 4% (Backpropagation) £ #-A& & "5/ 3 £ Sl 1 E I 4R
A e 2 HATERIEAEAE o ANN B2 2800 2 Z R ABERFTAL G
BEE MR A RS RRAT AR LT RULE T YA R A 1Y

(Kimura et al., 2019) -

Input layer

Xy Wy Hidden layer

Output layer
X2
X3
Y2 @) : neuron
. f : activation function
“n-1

Y : bias + summation of

" weighted inputs

(@) FREY ¢ TR (b) # 7 ehp 20
Bl 3.14 ANN #3247 & Bl (Kimura et al,, 2019)

r X AR
® fELs 3
ONE = ES S St R St L CL YT LA
(2) T RILAFFENZEAMM o H TR E T B G e
() PEEABRFTHEAGEFEF BTN G @ » 05 20 BHpap
FEhR? 3L
(4) T LR s Sl BRI B > s AR gL i 4

(5) Rif® iiE s AMEPEE AR LSV EABRL

(1) FESEFTHRE LRl TR NRERES THREFI
@ HRERLTS o RAIANERAE
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() W E B L B HOF R L TR S % 0T
4) PREAHAWT ARG KR

(5) HFTALC REERE AR GRS

[
=
N
=
iy
.\t
>_L
S
e
3 =3
1+
<l
hy%
=
N
|
: %
TS
W
\
\\?{r
B
i
Y
|
D
€
|\
W
\H"
A

T H s S R R P ERER G o SFE M T 0 ANN it 53 FIE A F

B 24 5§ (Bayesian Neural Network, BNN)
L ANFHEPCBE
BNN (Bayesian Neural Network) & A 1 4! e pen- )8 > %67 0

FEAP A MY e e AR S B R B ERFL ARG -
BB ANN EEY - 2 FA 2 58 F BNN ¢ 5 5 - BRES H LT S%A
i (posterior distribution) » %38 =X j&3% 4 & ¥ P~fR i 7o w @yE (forward pass)
PR E T E LI RE > 4oB] 3.15 (Hése et al., 2019; Mahajan et al., 2024) °

AR %A 423, (Variational Inference) = /% > B3R - B & 4F 2250
(4o #74 F) chigE L o 2 ST FFH Sl NRITEF KL T o LEFTN
¥ o 2 EAY 12 E] i KL 47 (Kullback-Leibler Divergence) % P % > &

LN Sl T B R Y o H 18 7 £4078(3.6)%7F (Belov & Armstrong,

2011) :
Dii(g Il h) = f g(H)Zn%dB (3.6)
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I

® g(0): F®AAG * RITWEF s %A G

® h(0):

i
-
)
=l
‘3\5_7
-
‘a\
St
mf
o
A
D2
3

® 0 NEHA Sl (WiEEEBL)
® Dy » KLATER » * Nrgd BAG2Z LR

GRAIHY BB R T ERFE I Dy AW BT R R %A G

(s

T

X1

X2

Gaussian prior Posterior p(w)

X,
. Hisddur unit
B 3.15 BNN 7 #£77 & Bl (Mahajan et al., 2024)
(S AR

® ifEe
(1) %7 s BAERIE S o S PR R
(2)  F7 WA SR AT LR S S M~ DR L B R
3) 3 ﬁig,l A F e viLE Y B R A (confidence interval) » if & * 3t
SRR ET SN SRR

@) tiEDe @ET LG Bk AR E L

(1) HAFEHEEF RS AR
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() PHEREFI 3 REA o AP B ANN £ 5§ RS

(3) % %=w® BiL (forwardpass) 4 i A4 FETIER HF Y FTIhE R

%
3. i
AT T RSN S F RS M GRS R RRYE A7
5« BNN i 59 AL s 2L & T4 7 $06nlEin o b pF AT RIS IR 0 & cnff

B8 Rt RICI 2 R S D AL £ PTIRI P ok B e A S 0 BNN
AR AR TR R K LR BRT G R s T

B TE L AR ERRIECR 2 - o

34 BUVRAG S 3
B EE Y A duE 2 BV YGRS 0 A7 S cd R T BOAD aRT G 9
7t & & o4z S8k (hyperparameter) dp ARG HCR 2 S d @ K dp 20 2L

EY A EFhfdo? bodg flicle ERERICL A8 Y Y R Bt

MR~ R BRI AR FIMRER Y TRAED N FEHATL TR ORE
A Sl & R A A -

-2 E o AR R S > A8 § 95T 4% (evaluation metrics)
HrE WA ehd R e = dpfhie LELE PERCAI SR RIS RIFE TR IR AR R
T pREyER T 0 RS TRESEA R TENA T B A TR A T
2 #edpthd 7Aoo Pl EE R £ andp iRy B0 20 0 RER kR

AU AR ERRABEP AT TN R LA S BRI AR AR
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341 & 3%
AMEDATERT LW EEVHAGE B E 2 HIRERY FI AR T

SIHEARSBEFVRENEE - £ 333 4 3946 FEEEA Y Bkt

—\

foo & FHAFRE S TLELE WP 0 L AT S EN 2E A Rk

;}%,\o

% 3.3 Random Forest 2_ 4z % ¥
L FRE TR B
Bk el o Bl 4 5
n_estimators 100 A AEE ¥aA% 0 R hERE K
ESCF R E THEE o
SRR UL s p ) S
max_depth None L A& X ZAE A X "‘ € B E S IFR )
§ T
- i ?ri';\_h iﬁgéc?ﬁfi;é»g#%~;}ﬁ~ria
min_sample_split 2 RS N ﬁﬂk 1 MR AP S o s g R
erT-ard ATEE -
£ing - Lk T
-w—i—ﬂ—gi '_/%; ?,l) ‘;,“ _1 _?b‘ v";Um =a
min_samples_leaf 1 :E- q.ﬂ"‘é'— LI VLR = R e
T B ARG T T R
TeY B
i . R g e T B4
—i:(g‘rlﬂé.k\};—\ufg’“r /)é‘ ) & ‘Jf & ii?j v
max_features auto ' L RS AR B RFER RS
o Ragrey i S 4 i A e
T WALV frd T R ih
n_jobs None AT FE P_{L Bf\, | , P
CPUP: < #c P s T A et 2 & -
LA R
verbose 0 | N ERB DR R o
BT AR R "
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R A

by
Rima}
o
f=

% 3.4 CatBoost z_

R S
im

iterations

1000

Boosting-;ﬁ A2 ¢ 3B be > il enEicE o
ﬁﬁf%ﬁ%i— #HhA L AR R
7 ’ﬁ AR S ”"'HJ; o ARE bl
r’ ’ﬁf%\ WJ”HF\FE?E ét\é?g'
THRE

Boosting=hi4, v & #c 2

depth

A XA~ 2 & (F Random field s-max_depth)

learning_rate

0.03

ATRE o Bkt

A g

e F & { % iterations b #-A T
Bl L4~ LI 5 4 i A et
» e 7,5 % @#}ig °

Pl
N
Ja;-i*m

12_leaf_reg

PN ESRSEL o KT
BoAlEH E o i E &gk AR E
l’,—‘?\—j o

random_strength

Al b R ACE TR R R -

BE M 5
TR EARR B ARG T et LR EF 4 o

border_count

254

B FA A, S S VR NI
FERF R 27 A o BEBMen
max_bins# [ e & i * e w2 E
B iEs KL BARS > AP AR
oAl B Plehim AR 5 > 5% B BR
& EAR] > o FARE > HOAARE H
i WL RS o

ARTE

cat_featrues

CatBoostjh & 4 § i | Hc kb » 3
I L AL FRIMEALY Sl
;—“1: o

R
%
=

URE AT

tack_type

CPU

T HECPULGPU » & * GPUT + 13 4
VIBGE R 0 R GG IS AR
7o

hARFEL
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3.5 XGBoost 2 4z % #
m A R T s
¥ §fF 4 17 * reg:squarederror ; = 4 #f

objective

reg:squarederror
/ binary:logistic

EEE rer

A %‘?" binary:logistic ; % #f %R 48
* multi:softpro -

Boostingsrih, v £ #ic o Ak 5 7] 4% s

n_estimators 100 AKX g CARE b EERE O MR > WEAARE
CART R TS .
L ATR O B EAR) > BOAIASAE R 0 e AR S Bomt
learning_rate 0.3 R RO B n_estlmator‘si\; ; EAR S S TR
£hifE 2 B3 LA E =
- A BRI IR o SRR WA
A o PR R AT
max_depth 6 & B A EEE CFREANGE > 2
S
, . GEPRARNE MO ER SRR A B ET
min_child weight 1
) TN R RS o ELEY R
GBS HPEATE EARS S BART TR AR TH A
gamma 0 ko) A Slie VIR HIBECRIAT SR AR R o 0 E MGERR S b
U & o
T ohp RN A S e £ ABi1T30 0 A4
L1z Bl (&5 Mfi AR LRI A
MBS i e n AR B ek BT
reg_alpha 0 i P iv) 5 g o o kel L as o At s
+ FF A OT R B R
- ik i’;{
L22 B (S0 7 E 5] AR E 0 @ I LB
reg_lambda 1 TRIV)E e - PATTuE R R > T O ks MaER S
z R w7 gid *%&@ﬂ°
& 35 “:\7']‘3 E )
oot L e AL R KR
subample : Btk A ch
P f&q‘f Hip gt T ETE L B L o
& $E A EE , ,
1sample_byt 1 iﬁiﬁj;x#z\fm B A HA e S R EE’subsample#ﬁ—’fa
r 3 2 S E
colsalpre_bytree :;f/]lf v AT Bl S PE AL o °
71
{?‘E’i% }%! —/:—\l- l;’f" A | 3 4 2 2 Y
: P FRORE G AR TR G True o
enable_catergorical FALSE zg\f V:I‘jit] Fr g2 N R BT AT
F? jy
FTHHDIRTREE L BFE 2 N
r/@*—ﬁ;iiﬁu}%j—ﬁ’! o1 ﬁﬁ'? £ Fi/.ﬁ‘,// !
tree_method auto G R Zk1ég‘ﬁﬁﬁ\ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ§?
i FHRALLEF 52
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% 3.6 EBM 24 %3¢

R FRE TR P
R F AN s D RRRE o R
MR EFAE l“1€:f"§fﬂ o 3
CatBoostsborder _count? e ’rﬁ{ié *
/\ E A._\J_
max_bins 255 & jhdc AL RS ANHA S liﬁx .
o BAE S 0 A F AR 0 B0 5 F 5
Ak § o AR Y S R L P S AR
B oo EAR o 4 (FARe o BRG] H
» B A EERE o
) XLy a2 ,‘rL?H“ Lk sy e OAR LIRS IR S
max_interaction_bins 32 HEES R A A AR AT R FRT B
1 B B e 4 TR o
L . A €:E T & E4F chinteractions
Lgppgpay oA "
- B3 i ey b » 53¢ » 7
interactions 10 p\ A b - S .
N L Sk %“?‘r l“‘ﬁé’f? e
FAYL AR R AT R 50
F L RTRF > B dpdE e ’i’f#’!’“{? =
learning_rate 0.01 $HEFMEAREE m”’&'f}i o AR 0 TR EAAXNS B
i F fe 3 RALAE ~ e wru%w
B = ¢boosting® AT B S TR B e TR &
max_rounds 5000 . .
£ i early stopping roundsi¢ * o
ZiEX T &
AZ 1 K < r’ﬁfi A VRE P ERE o E TR
PIRFA L e gy 2
early stopping_rounds 50 L WA FRAE S F o E o PT
CRIF R -
" 2 - BE o
. . e FaAisE BRREALDS S EHA
. Spa g a0 PR
min_samples_leaf 2 P e L H ALk T U B
2 eIt 2 e "
K Lo puEFFRY G RF ap
=1 s B (B a""b#' Fios e e (0 v 1 g 3
max_leaves 3 Z}f ?‘)“—rb )¢ o SEITEE) > S EREAR S > WA E

§xﬂ & BE

LAFReefis > 2% 5 B E o
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% 3.7SVM 2_4z % #c
R LR TERIE TR o
AR e A A TR A DR
WA L oo AR HAE AR L B L 0 M
C 1 (regularization TR EPIREN B F ERE  EAX
parameter) JART LR L - w AR BEAIE H
TR
AT AT P AR A T
ﬁﬁgﬂomfs%ﬁ(a%uaé
53 e T e
kernel rbf i IS g‘? ﬁ:ﬁ' A ZER N /
poly: % 78 ;% 4% ; linear: fsﬁll“if’% e
¥ AU w b 2 UL A 5 S sigmodd:
KA AT e B e S0 i o
KR FLHE o L HAEINE B
bogEwRm L o PeORE RN R
(epsilon-tube) 5238 GRFAE AT EARR TR %
epsilon 01 ° p‘ . ‘P T i —Ilﬁ“ v e F R RPLL R S B4R
RISEAH g A~ RS e h b LA
4 @i (loss) ¢, b
'gg o
frbf ~ poly ~ sigmoid}z ¥ # * » ¥
‘ Fr %@ 4000101 1% - EAx
e R SR S e O
gamma scale 9 i ] B OBtk A R R AR o HE
ey VRSV RE R EL
ﬁiﬁ%@%@ﬁ%’ﬁﬂ%iﬁo
A% 538 N dnen % gE NP =
5 7 ;\: 7}&’: \;},g(poly /'_ s ¥ * 3 ] ‘a;: k&“
degree 3 sam # °?'1%abiw$¢m§% A
=% #ic
¢ EREHE -
% polyfrsigmoidt: ¥ i€ * o {rpoly
RS VB e - LN e e g -
BI g fesigmoid® ¥ dlihend &
coef@ 0 ool ? oy #iksE b msig £l

BAs o AR S AXE AL B =0 0 AR
R ARAT S L EAR] 0 ARRIT AU S
oo
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% 3.8 ANN 2 4¢ %-#c
AL I o

WA g P enlist R IR o M Ae B B A G

(FArET BRASEELFR RIWAFTE > FY (HRDH G - f i

%) A G AP g RERE KB P B R ERE D T
o

hidden_layers

IR T S T

4 o 1% ¢ k2 * , B R ¥ =L
5K ERE @ g oo "R R E3k @ * RelU %Ik.é,?pw&fﬁ

activations linear | e 3 2% @ ¥ linear; F 5 - ~A KRR 0 12
VAl i . _
- ke * sigmoid: F 5 5 A AR AL o Ek
softmax °
IR R e .
7 f—r - [l 7 ~ o Sy o 2 ’\
dropout_rates o %) S s A erdropouts 5 Pelp o dEHRE o ERAERR (S 4o _]:h' LR

# # 4~ dropout -

e R = S LY S S
it o iR e R B AR e T <
T e M % s BE ¥ o Batch Normalization—f?\— ZiReR
E_ 1 =X 1+ =R N
se_batch_norm FALSE T # 5= " ¢ o~ iR TR L
Hee- - (Batch Normalization) Piﬁi VARG HE % ,f, ¥ L
(#32E 50 FELHK:L]L) o \‘ IS CEIET S =
a3 AL BFE G - TLhE Al
b2 o

Ok ATRE Sl B VR4 o S - R
o PR A St B B R Sl i

optimizer rmspro i 1L BB A p
prop it BAEAF PlEo] VIF 4 PP o 3 R BTt B
R i b
PIRAEI P A - Sl o F B v
(1% & 45 %8 FPRE > 4 @ % mse ~ mae ~ huber; ¥ 5 = A%
loss_fn A p Fde A Sl B %2 » ¥ # * binary_crossentropy ; # & 7 &
) & BETE4E 0 F @ * categorical_crossentropy
# sparse_categorical_crossentropy °
(35 Az ‘fﬁfﬁﬁ*\ St v ko E A ‘?"fif?‘FF“%\\ Fi¢ *mse~mae~ piTZr2
. E T e s ” .
metrics o EL,) ~ TR svEscy £ F A ¥ % accuracy ~
HEE G #ﬂ 1= precision ~ recall ~ AUCE -
_ FAPIRAE PF AR 0 BT AR PR ARL
batch_size 32 " . "
Gk i AR > PIPEE RARE- BT R F A DwE o
# Ztepoch & 14 > #Alh i (i€ 2 ik
epochs (FAte HARETHE +AL:DI0Z) € L AT~ < - #HFE»T- B

EIN RN epoch * % =tepoch¥ E A& H Jeki T L 4o eh
Sdcie & o i 5 depoch § HRER S ©
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# 3.9 BNN 247 % #c

R FRE TR i
& = r‘ =l S ;:,%_2;
hidden_layers (”1? ! ’?‘%‘ i (F+ ANN =hidden_layers)
&) KA Gl
FAIAE A g 4o~ dropouti 41 04 B i
WEHRLE R ' o K TG TruefF o & K -1 4
use_dropout FALSE #_% fx* Dropout :ﬁfgz “ﬁgi?f;/} WA ﬂiﬁ b 2
= ¥ w3 — 2
it ?;l: 4 o
Sl 2haphag 4 o SEHECEIN ¥ AF e
activation_fn RelU & g el nfic 2B 0k o @4+ % ¢ * RelU> F|H & i
FlE SR AR o
- TR SRS T (Ao R 1) {37
= =X 3 ’ '
. : iﬂ g e gy STE R o EAR| T RCARFE T o T2 D R R
learningrate 0001  EMAAR TR L f e na T SRR
oy P 3 NS % AL ° 3R
2r x13
< FEKLARELF AL ERELY -
® g 13 SRR 8- s
epochs (rig,,f Bl EE A (& ANN #repochs)
TH) FeohsEk
PRLATRE S B A R
. o o * Adam > FIHCA| P SdicE A T (F EE R
optimizer_type  Adam it E A4 FL) o fekrsR LR 0 Adamenp S it
4 B4 T o
(Z 0 P41 K dropoutsrnt b o % %k B4R &
dropout_rate . = £ endropo F R oo KE 0027730 ropout - 5
i;) & chdropoutt & R % o 3% 2.5 0.04 % A i * dropout > ¥ £
= i %0.1~05
loss n (Fpi % o ¢ 353498 B KLER » &BNNY > Lossid
- &) ¥ 5 TIERRELAKLTR | -
¥ rhAf L& 8 (node) ¥ £ &2k (leafnode) e B o AW MY » & 82

AR s Mgk * B RN - Bk S iE R

%"E\#',v A\/”L :

RS EU T T RR S T e T
B LAY Y AR S B B P » Keg BN IR R H T s R
ER-2- RN G-I I e B R i LS AR L g e i
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342 2EAKBI FHHE

LB ESVER SRR THEU AR IR EALEAE
B

SR TR FREVER PN BARABRE > FHIPRIIAREE LM NS o B EA
WA ST WEF VAR Y ¥ LS EBFE S N L3 4 (manual

tuning) ~ “£#$#% (Random search) ¥ 4 #.3% (Grid search) » @ -7 >t %%

Pl 5 5iE2 R B (K372 ) %) 27 EMEP & A boT

£ # 3 % (Manual tuning)
ARl AP S B SR A RGO R T RS E

CAE A R Y SRR M A AR BHE S M Rl TR
AT AR LR R SRR YA LT L AR R

iRy 0 B PET G BN AR A A B YR iR Y R o

33 F (Random search)

“ % ¥ & (Random search) % & % ® F T §§ % e dg % # B 1
(hyperparameter optimisation) = ;2 2. — » B oA 5 A S8k TP N F 5
Fl SR EREFRE G FEEE B SRR S BFT B8 ol 316
Flt BT P G L ST ESFRAIE o FREREEF  (Grid search) 4pt >
REISEOH G WA RSE S TR A Rt ORI R Sl A R HEFH 2 o

& ¢ Randomsearch »t5§ 2 2 i - Thgfpdt LA %2 B =M 2 %

BE ] AR RS L AR K RS A RRE % R

=l

4

R Pe v £ R (Igbaletal., 2023) -

NS
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Hyperparameter 1

Hyperparameter 2

Bl 3.16 Random Search % % #4 1% 42 %82 & 7 & Bl (Igbal et al., 2023)

PR PF (Grid search)
¥ dp&  (Grid search) 7 ¥ Loz 2HIEHE > N2 - > F i 5 F 2 7
FdRY KNP RL L A RIFE AR 3170 A F AR SR Lo T

THEY BRI ¥ 7 A PEARA S AA L B A AR SRR T B

foFody i fdici & oo RA o Gridsearch ¥ RS2 B MR hdic g B o FAT
FHEE e Sl f,"_:}}}]gt& £ 0@ = MR LEE (Belete & D H, 2021) °

*F7 3 # fe Scikit-learn ¥ 2. GridSearchCV & ;ViE (7 e 30F & 3 R %%

BRAN %I HEET R

Hyperparameter 1

Hyperparameter 2

B 3.17 GridSearch fri##73 42 582 & 77 £ B (Igbal et al., 2023)
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K-Fold cross-validation K 372 % %#
K-Fold 7% S 5 i PR B8 ¥ §4 st 2Lt i 4 e * 3 20 Fuif

BN TR G U o B (iF L BT R T EA

i

K B+ & (folds) > & = #-H
\:‘——fl}:)-g%/%ﬁ' pﬁ_&’ﬁ’%@KIII}*%IFwF”'ﬁﬁ i%’;K’kTE"lij%EPE_
BB T LR E M A AR > deB] 318 S o gt xR WAL R AR

i
WAoo VEZRBAGER S S %R (variance) ARR 0 - B H|ETE T F EERE

PH o

Fold1 | Fold2 | Fold3 |Fold4 | Folds
Accuracy 1 Test Train

Train Test Train

Train Test Train
Train Test Train
Accuracy 5 Train Test
Bl 3.18K 373 % &%+ & B (K=5) (Ragbetal., 2021)
K % j‘&g CEWARER RS K B % (bias) ¥ i B 0 K B *

PI7 i EREEH A KITHRETFVERSFBIOF S 28R RO E I pRF
B ML e ok 3328 (Ashfaque & Igbal, 2019) -

T KiTz F (K=5810) 175 #3"REA FEe2 {HE5%
B TR IR RS s E TP ET R o
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343 #3255 £

PN ERFESELVHOL R TR AF OEG R R RE A
B2 @ R AT A T R ATEHE R R LB ¢ A S

Erf;bh’/q\ \F‘_/lv\*frm% P\?' kS 1\ ’1‘7\‘;7' Fy"pg 7* * —L;L',é#}:‘]ﬁ;‘ii bha’ % °

i 7445 (Regression analysis)

BRAEFRAEY > AT ERY 2 B Y Lip R AR AR E S R R EL Fh
AR TEHAY L B BRTRBEAERP Ly i h i LA EE
Vie WAFFRE Y2y T HE n s thAide
1. L3543 43241 (Mean Absolute Error, MAE)

P ORHFRIERE SR R L BTG A o837 2 R

PR R G ot R Lt R P SRR ERE

n
1
MAE = ;Zlyi — ¥l (3.7)
=1

2. 3373 3% % (Mean Squared Error, MSE)
% ;E,‘Eljgg_,iﬁqj: = I 39, “_;J._';g: = ;{u,;,r;u@_g) s ;L,z.g A L o R

BRATE 0 3 TR < AR D -

n
1
MSE == (= 9’ (3.8)
i=1

3. #2723 1 (Root Mean Squared Error, RMSE)
5 MSE 1T 2 425 22 8 4es8 (3.9) it hdF 8 22 R4n T - RO R EFHL L H

KA T ek o

n
1
RMSE = MSE = E}S@r—ﬂy (3.9)
1

68

doi:10.6342/NTU202502436



4. A-%_th#c (Coefficient of Determination, R?)
PREFERAEREEFEEZ R R SRR 0 P E 4058 (3.10) ) BE 43 0
2 R ARFRIT 1 A B IR 4 AR o
e (i — 907

2=1- 3.10
: e (i = ¥0)? G0

FLE R AR e R? (PG A2 3 & ok ie ) R iRt s
HETHCR] 43 £ 3 ehdf B4 > Chicco et al. (2021) a‘ﬁ » 30 > MAE ~ MSE ** RMSE
EF O REORME Lokt SR hF P AR A IR R A

He R TR AT ER AT BT 0 REE S 6 85§

B g BB R RS R R R I R R R S

AR B A KRR L s AR R A8 2 T0%3 90%2 B R AR
FR Y T0% F AR ST R T U K R 2 R
£ 3 F ¥ * {4 (realistic usability) °

BHCARER o AT A EELRRIE T A 2 R? 4 ¥k (training score) > #
Z AR AL AR & IR (testing score) o d THCA] APVRIFEE B0 TRF
FREY » FrRAFE Y EPRERRREA R SVIEHZRE o

R o Fa FAFEE S VA N ACAER S (overfitting) 0 THAE AR F Y
PIRF AR e E o @2 T AT o F 2 YR BIREL B R

PIV & NI T & (underfitting) enfiim > B A E V4 2 0 228V F

AL g s B o AP 0 FVRERFL KT RF IAAALA < RIFARLHD

B9 sk A 4F }ga‘% M2 R o FIBEELE A —‘}‘mz\ﬁuiﬁfﬂ’ W
PRHEHAE T G AERAFRNEY HhASFE -
b AT FRALEY L 1000 £ B B JRT Rk AR

FRRIA AT WRFTHL ZPREPIFEES 2> FL N Y= e%FE S (validation

set) » BB EETIRE RIE TR R B LR ek A
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£ 3 4 +5 (Classification analysis)

fea SRR A TR R S BT SR £ R WA EH Bt

FLHH R ATH hFERA 4 o 3 2 G T fBA STHCY doki 0 T B ER et
(Confusion matrix) i& {73 iRl % o 8 A 45 30000 2 AA#H Y 590 A ik
1. ’% 4% (Confusion matrix)

RABLI - BRFEERAESRAN GRS S EFIRVVHTEIR > R P
TR FEL A ST e - E D AT B0 BRE 100 BHEAD A

True 2 False » H 3¢ jp|.%

"«1\\-

VORI G - 2x2 AR F A o 4o 319 frm 0 @ 7
T S 46 A R

® True Positive (TP): § % 2 T # 4 » FFRl» Z Bt A o 30t foi? Hig 3 350
® TrueNegative (TN): § % 5 f R & > FRiRlx & f R & o300t o 05 B % 38
® False Positive (FP): F " & f A FERIGFL L Aot o) ? H @3 1o
® False Negative (FN) : § " 5 T k& » TRRIEE S (1R A o 0t dei)? Hig 3

16 -

Confusion Matrix

35

False

True label

True

- 15

False True
Predicted label

B 3.19 ;pa Bz R % serd
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2. EFEXF (Accuracy)
LAEF G kBB ¥ s =gtk ¥ TR HEAITR AL G o

HF & AT FEIR ek A B (7 TP 22 TN 2 4r) @b 23 At o 0 34 8

T Ao @) e aE g bl Y BB S 0.730
TP + TN
A = 3.11
CUrAY = TP ¥ TN + FP + FN G-11)
PIEREREEE R ABEAPH T TN SR 30 F 20 B Atk AR Bl
RO RFEFT R FIHE S fAE e A2 SRR R E B gt TR A R

3. #®x (Precision)

P

MEFSHFEHR A FRIGIHRAY -G 520 bR R Rk

Y

—‘J- a = —\ -{-1[—'(3 12) AT it # l;lj ;hi = f‘% 0.761 -

TP
Presicion = TP+ FP (3.12)
FL[RE T F R AR F (False Positive) st (e F S iRlY) 2 s E 2
FRRBCASE T R & oyttt 4 0 R R B iR TR £ R o
4. 7w & (Recall)
v F LA ATy R THAY o F 5B BARITER AL A
g o 3 H 2 e (BU13) ) e ¢ H S 0.686 ©
TP
Recall = ——— 3.13
T TP LN (3-13)

i % N E£ARLE 2] (False Negative) b % chlFs » # 9| as B A7 a0 2t
R BT (oA R e A CETTE LAY ) 2l i HIBF PR s 2

AP e LY FEREFER ST -
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5. FI1 %» # (Fl-score)
Fl Sdes#pFez vy fanfedso, GLrpidl b kARl o
FEBBRES P E S AR G4 e HE S 07220

Precision X Recall

F1 —score =2 (3.14)

. Precision + Recall

Fruligr N r AT TN E o R RS RFLFERE IR o FL &

BV 5 - R0 gl B PR HCAIH L R A IR B SRR 4 o
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Frd HULREFERBEFVR

REREATLAE 2 B BT VR AR RRTR Y gri o A

FUREBEAF LV RIFELTHEAFRSF2 LB - FBE

2 TR R T AR iy 4

- $HE R
A RSALE WA G A AN R R

SRR - Tit- B TR BN B

4.1 H3 £ RLH7
PR TR R A IR T E A7 AT

N R R =TT IS -3 )

Bk T eng R od SR A BT

\\\?{r

PHCE R v~ 2 A A D B

Pl % B R 74 4R 3 o

ﬁfi‘] AL %:éﬁ;::ﬁ_ :;E 3 Sg o ENR

411 RFERZALPE
? 9%&&'{7 ifrz’%ﬁf’ L]
B gt T o A HE - REREEAE BRRE Y

2y 57 43R
R

17 R R 4 R

4\‘

SERTTT LR

>

LRP R AL S

R R AR o B I TEE R L K S OF i AN fe

SR PSR Y SIS

r- e EBM #5235 fo 0> TR Ee 52

% & ek A #ic (min_samples_leaf) | i % %] LR

L
B ©°

EREpenFRT s T E BA

EE ® 1 Hid R

PE o BRR LSRR e d 4 4o

B
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# 4.1EBM# %40 0] ¥ 242 S8k T

R Iy - N
max_bins 256
max_interaction_bins 32
interactions 10
learning_rate 0.01
max_rounds 5000
early_ stopping_rounds 50

max_leaves 3

A7 % 4B 4.1 0 ' 4 min_samples_leaf » "3 FEipl 2. R 4 #cp ¢ = il
o &P T é = B A “FFI ""l‘% rﬁﬁ,\,] 1];3: j\ﬁ;:{,') EE\,: ,}v—.mj W i ‘m?ﬁ%ﬂgg ?#‘l#}‘k}‘ ,
FATGRRIERR

1.000
0.950 |
0.900 | 0.868

0.850 0.798
0.800 F 0.762

0.750
0.680

Score

—8— Training
0.700 F

0.650
0.600 F
0.550 f
0.500

0.638 Testing
0.594

10 20 30 40 50 60
min_samples_leaf

B 4.1 EBM 4 ]2 R 4 #c1t i f]

f FﬂL?"U' ok ﬂ‘lﬂ"fj‘ﬁﬁ' R GREGFAR AT o ITAREB P 0 L BT
UBTE AR R REZ RP AL KPR ER S A A e £ ERY o B
TR E ST RZAScE SN R I A R AR o d At 2 02 7

TEBE S NG AENRARA RS L ERE > i R LA
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W 4230 47 5 EBEFV RN LBD EATH > AFERTELEGA

9

Score

Score

Score

et j&%@ég‘i g0 AR Bl R o

0.900

0.850

0.800

0.750

0.700

0.650

0.796

| 0.633

0.879
0.853

0.669
0.638

0.600

0.950

depth

(2)

18

0.900

0.850 F

0.800

0.700 F

0.650

0.600

0.838

0.631

0.874
0.853

0.638 0.651

200

1.000

300

400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
iterations

(b)

0.950 |
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700 |
0.650 |
0.600 F
0.550

0.877
0.853

0.670
0.638

0.500

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
learning_rate

(©)
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1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700
0.650
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0.500

Score

1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500

Score

1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500

Score

0.851 0.853 0.848
—C
0.662
0.638 0.639
1 2 3 4 5 6
L2 leaf reg
(d)
0.853
0.797 0-27_/‘
c
0.620 0.629 0.638
1 2 3 4 5 6
random_stength
(e)
0.853 0.861
0.824 Py —9
*—
0.660
0.640 0.638
50 100 150 200 250 300

border_count

®

—@— Training

Testing

—@— Training

Testing

—@— Training

Testing

Bl 4.2 CatBoost # Ip 42 % #c2. R? 4 #ic'b # B (a) depth ; (b) iterations ; (c)

learning_rate ; (d) L2 leaf reg ; (e) random_stength ; (f) border count
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Score

Score

Score

0.407
1.5 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5
degree
(a)
i 0.513
-2 4 6 8 10 12
coefl
(b)
0.595
0.513
" 0.424 0.417
0 4 6 8 10 12
c
(©)
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0.600

0.546 0.546
0.550
2
S 0500 [ -
175! —&— Training
Testing
0430 T 0.424
0.414 '
0.408
0.400 L L L L L L
-0.03 -0.01 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.11
epsilon
(d)
| 0.682
0.1
| 0.818
| 0.586
0.01
5 | 0.673
:
B Testi
& o | 0.697 Testing
| 0.810 O Training
scale | 0.684
| 0.822

0.500 0.550 0.600 0.650 0.700 0.750 0.800 0.850 0.900
Score

(e)
Bl 43SVM 7 e 42 482 R? A #ct #2 B (a) degree ; (b) coef0 ; (c) ¢ ;5 (d)

epsilon ; (e) gamma
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Score

Score

Score

1.050
1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700
0.650
0.600

0.700
0.650
0.600

i 0.973 0.982
- 0.757 0.771 0.772 —8— Training
L Testing
3 4 5 6 7 8 9
max_depth
(a)
0.979 0973
° 0.955
—e
0.775
0.771 0.757 —&— Training
Testing
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
min_child_weight
(b)
0.973 0.983
e
B OV
i 0.771 0.777 —@— Training
| 0.720 Testing
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12
learning_rate
(c)
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Score

Score

Score
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0.950

0.900
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0.900
0.800
0.700
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0.400
0.300
0.200
0.100
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0973 0977

—
[ 0.902
B 0.771 0.774
i 0.712
900 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400 1500
n_estimators
(d)
0.973
0.771
567
- 0.483
3 0.219
i 0.199
-0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
gamma
(e)
0973
| 0.925
0.847
- 0.771
3 0.716
| 0.681
-0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
reg_alpha
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Score

Score

Score

0.900 F

0.800 | 0.771

—8— Training

50 0.724 0.716
0.750 Testing

0.600 1 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

reg_lambda

(2

1.000 0073

0.950 | 0.906 0.913
0.900 F

0.850 F

0.800 F 0.771 —8— Training

0.750 F 0.718 0.723 Testing

0.600 1 1 1 1

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1
subsample

(h)

0.950 | 0.909 0.921
0.900 |

s 0.771
0.800 —®— Training
0.727

0.750 F 0.713 Testing

0600 1 1 1 1
0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1

colsample bytree
(1)
Bl 4.4 XGBoost # 4 $-#c2. R? 4 #cvt #2. B (a) max_depth ; (b)

min_child weight ; (c) learning_rate ; (d) n_estimators ; (e¢) gamma ; (f)

reg_alpha ; (g) reg lambda ; (h) subsample ; (i) colsample bytree
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Score

Score
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0.800
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1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850

0.800

Score
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0.700
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5 .
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max_leaves

(h)
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Testing

Bl 4.5EBM 7 e 42 482 R? 4 #ct #B] (a) max_bins ; (b)

max_interactiion_bins ; (c) interactions ; (d) learning rate ; (¢) max_rounds ; (f)

early stoppping_rounds ; (g) min_samples leaf ; (h) max leaves
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Score

activation fn
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optimizer
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; ~01104
linear”t; o<
. | 0,520
” leaky relu I 0.626
=
2 |_0.666
=
= relu
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¥
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tanh | 0.434 -
: ; |_0.497
sigmoid | 0.636
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(1)

B 4.7ANN 7 |42 %82 R? 4 #ct #. 8] (a) epochs ; (b) batch_size ; (c)
drop _rates ; (d) factor ; (e) max_epoch ; (f) use_batch norm ; (g) loss ; (h)

optimizer ; (i) activations
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All features, MICE, Manual tuning
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All features, KNN, Manual tuning
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All features, MICE, Manual tuning
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Scatter Plot (Training)
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Scatter Plot (Training)

Scatter Plot (Testing)
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432 Bt BB

R BT A IR T R L TR BT o ) Ak E R 1
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#HH #3] (Tree-based model)
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v+ Random Forest #-3] 5 &) » &8 5 & * 1 & #Fcd]? > 4oB 4.14 0 ~ 45
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Random Forest Feature Importance
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oo 4ol 4170 I LB 5 e~ N~ silt content ~ f; f= Back pressure e

PACE R PRI EU R  RER RS THRESTAE A LR
AR TR A S BAEE AR FEK T R FAREEBRA
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SVM Permutation Feature Importance
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Features

EBM Feature Importance
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Features

EBM Feature Importance
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EBM Feature Importance
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3042 R AN R ARE LR R AT LB

LM CE & 1A
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All features
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All features
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All features
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s $FHc (N~ eo ~ fo ~ Liquefaction criteria)
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Z ¥ (Cu ~ Dr~ p’o ~ Back pressure)
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® Ak fis;¢ (Failure pattern)
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Lt STRUN I L

—n\

% (Liquefaction criteria) ¥ % Frjfc> ¥ 2 FTHBFiE 24 » B 88 LAY

F_‘-
g

P e T Ep T (C) BHBRE D) FRFR (po& & k& (Back
pressure) & > M H HA R P EE T o BEAL I NS FHRB LB
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Time (s)
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All features, NaN / "0", Manual tuning
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All features, MICE, Manual tuning
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¥ 7% EBM # BNN*% it dicdb2 2
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FETHE TR SR FF AR LBz kR 0 Jfd CSR & N 2 eh
FOLR iz A AR igp o B 5.0 3 AR A 2 2 AW LB Kb i B
o2 (Y 7 d (V) S RV S (CSR) A B8 2 s
L2 R RAPM L Sk

R ELGHREATY UFFEREE D - e BTy FAHARLTAAM
(Lower Bound, LB » iz d & &) (¥ 5 £ F €8 2 R it chH¥r A% o 327 Uz o

F eV (5.1):

1
R=——— 4004 5.1
CSR =135+ 2oms T 009 G-b

ZF B FE R 2. CSR B > gt T r ' A > TP k| dr 5

‘g <
-
N)
IRy
¥
=
L
W
(“
o
<%
o
>
I

Arad oo pxiars TEgpit oot 2 e E A MERR R A
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BR T AP MR AR FHC TR CSR % o 5 i B g gt T
B TR A Ei L - AR L ER S S LR R s
P T RO AR EE AR AR A g 0 JRACAIR R R B TR e

BE R

B 5.1() » 323" TRED* RRIFRPIAIT2 A > 230 E%P F %
FAR®M (AL i) B SO FFEIERES AN EAIRTHEE
(Train) &Rl TR & (Test) ;s Bl S.1(c) # %4 24f 4 B L RREFT Y 113
RIS FE ST VR B B ERIE A BRI A TR R

PR ST S A NS R R L - A A - e D

ETES

%’;%“_!' rf’]? # ll"i‘_ o

5]
. Predicted CSR vs log(N) with Lower Bound Check
All
—— Lower Bound

0.8 1
o -
vy 0.6 1 -
Q -
=]
] o oo
S
=]
E 04
£

0.2 1 - wo som see

%% 3
0.0 T T T T
10" 10' 10° 10°
log(N)
(a)
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0.8 1

Predicted CSR

0.2 4

0.0

0.8 1

Predicted CSR

0.2 1

0.0

Predicted CSR vs log(N) with Lower Bound Check

0.6 1

0.4 1

Test
e Train

Lower Bound

(b)

Predicted CSR vs log(N) with Lower Bound Check

0.6

0.4 4

o Correct
o  Below Lower Bound

Lower Bound

(©)

B 5.1 CSR 2 log(N)2 B % B2 & 87287427 . B () *7F TR (b) YRF

FLEEREE TR E (o) WAITERIE %
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AF TR DT RANH ¢ Z T B X ABEEAEE > g LTI
TR OT R R BN P FEY I FERE IR 4 e bk A BT
% 0 k- #* MICE #£4% (Multiple Imputation by Chained Equations) =/ » 4%
LRI S % > MICE 5 BM 2 REAE T2 84> 0 7 il F xR g TR

SR G

AATIRARY o g AT P 2R T AR P L R £ R
PROBRFRP LD T 2 B A READ 2 R IR A s A 4T

B s £ BB B IR R A 7 ¢

5.2 EBM #-3] & ++

~ & E % ¥ f2§8 5 % 53] (Explainable Boosting Machine, EBM) ¥ 5 % 4
BABEF VA SERRTRE AR FIERE LI 4ok = R AT
EBM i - f8v ##3 > Eyw s K p B & 42 73] (Generalized Additive
Model, GAM) » & & & #- & % = (Boosting) ik = 248 T8 £ | o
e A RGM o 2 0] GAM & - B 8 7 7 R o BRE R
By vd - wtmpradk f L;’i’ﬁi%]%:f?rﬁfz xj dbe et S > 5N (5.2):
y=PBo+ filx) + f2(x2) + -+ fo(x) + € (5.2)
He By AR (intercept) » 5 ¢T3 FHHCEINE_ 0 PFRAIERI A HE > T
ARG TIFRIE e ZFARAAL ZFREERANFRELFanitL  n A
Bl fi(g) THRBFALY 0 3 FERE LN RER 5 LAY G
fofs Fefaffie 47 Y o # 1k GAM fEA ERE B () “THBOT S
Bod B0 P A S CSR el AR
VAT R E 2 2 AR T AR RLE R4 S0 d 7 20 ¢ EBM A

AR R R T ALY B TR 4 o o) 5.2 407 0 A A4 A k2
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v Y o
v =

BMERMEGT ATV (ko) AR R R (D) EF A

2ERE (Do) ~ BHRTd (N) 22 E (G-

=

60% ¥+ s 2.

% 5.1 EBM 4= 443 2. Fp R &~ B & 4
Index Training score Testing score
R? 0.8946 0.7804
MAE 0.0226 0.0397
MSE 0.0013 0.0035
RMSE 0.0360 0.0591
EBM Feature Importance
<0 0.026
Dr
D60
N
Gs
D50
fc
D10 0.010
D30 0.009
PI 0.008
Frequency 0.008
po 0.007
Cu 0.007
Liquefaction criteria eDA=5% 0.007
o silt content 0.006
g emin 0.006
= emax 0.006
Back pressure 0.006
clay content 0.006
1L 0.004
Liquefaction criteria Ru>0.95 or eDA=5% 0.004
B value 0.003
PL 0.003
Failure pattern_cyclic softening
Liquefaction criteria_c0'=0 or eDA=5% {1 0.001
Failure pattern Residual deformation accumulation | 0.001
Liquefaction criteria_eaxial=20% or seriouly deformed { 0.000
Failure pattern_plastic strain accumulation | 0.000
Liquefaction criteria_Ru=1 4 0.000
Liquefaction criteria_co'=0 1 0.000
Failure pattern_Flow ligeufaction 7 0.000
0.000 0.005 0010 0.015 0.020 0.025
Importance

B 5.2 EBM 4~ 4o fic| 2 $ fic & & |48
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5.2.1 ?ﬁﬁ%giﬁﬂﬁ%%

A TP iE 2 T B4 (€0~ Dy~ Deo ~ N~ G) £ #79' EBM #-3) > #
W FIRR A ORI A 52 0 g ATHCAZ B % B A S E T B TR AR
o R FMEEPA L TP EL T AR @ F ST L XA
Blic 4 o

% 52 EBM 72 75 iR A s % 4

Index Training score Testing score
R? 0.8303 0.6117
MAE 0.0314 0.0560
MSE 0.0021 0.0062
RMSE 0.0456 0.0786

Bl 53 533 B RpE TR ERINCH RE A LR - 24 B (B 53()

(b))® +

-:H
=
i}
‘QH-
,‘m
1%
i
e
fa
ki
-l
s
:R\
‘_\.
F»b
(
02
=
P
S
pu)
m
~‘rm
4@
T._

L

Z B (B 53(c)~ (@)% 7RRFLA G &P MRS 8- H el &5 42

B 5.4 28 5.5 % %k EBM #3] 2 ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ%‘r" A S S I
75 (interaction terms) 2. FxE E MR A B > 7 % bR A H AT Y T i

TE,‘)I?%%E_BE °
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Features

Scatter Plot (Training)

Scatter Plot (Testing)

0.9 = 09 g
o EBM s EBM
0879 ---- Ideal Fit 0871 ---- Ideal Fit
0.7 o 0.7
° ° o
5 067 L 0.6 ,/’
2 = .
505 505 "
E E .
£ 041 204
= g
= 031 ™ g5 .
0.2 0.21
0.1 0.1
0.0+ . 0.0 ; .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 k 0.6 0.8
True Values True Values
(a) (b)
Residual Plot (Training) Residual Plot (Testing)
03 03 5
o EBM o EBM
L ]
021 ! ¢ 021 ® .
° L4 ° e e
i ot
° L ]
, 0.l ° o . B L, 0. .
z ° ° e s ° °
,'E o® o ."=2‘
17 o 7]
I~ ° & b e
0.0 22 0.0 -
L ] °0 e
=0.1 ° =0.1
’ L4 °
©
%
-0.2 . r T T -0.2 - . - : . .
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
True Values True Values
© (d)
30— A2l ik Pl o=k 3Bk g SN Y
B 5.3 EBM #3309 B PRAE 24T 2 L B
EBM Feature Importance
0.026
D60
el & Gs 0.008
Dr & Gs
e0 & N 0.006
Gs & D60 0.005
e0 & D60 0.005
Dr & D60 0.005
N & Dr 0.005
N & D60 0.004
e0 & Dr 0.004
N & Gs 0.004

0.005 0.010

0.000

B 54EBM #7472

0.015 0.020
Importance
JTiE* 2 £ R PPEE R
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EBM Feature Importance

0.026

0.000 0.005

0.010 0.015

0.020 0.025
Importance

Bl SSEBM #3417 3 23 v* 2 £ & WA R

522 WA EES

A&t EBM #0330 - A2 SR ALY chA R o ARy A % 5.1 &2

CSR-N T ¥ Mo itz itz HEgr Ao F 5.6 RIS p|RFTHE

¢ &4k k2 log(N) EERI CSR B2 A ff » BAk7F do d T 10 & 7 47§

N2 FEPEID AT R RS & o A A SRR

o R e R

1

0 E P T P AR A

EBM-Predicted CSR vs log(N) with Lower Bound Check

°® o Correct
®  Below Lower Bound
0.6 —— Lower Bound -
°
® o
0.5 4
® oo
® o
°
& 04 .
O e °
s
5 : °% o :
5 e ®
203 ° * ', *
& ° e ® °°,
‘i eo o ° ° ® .
[ ]
e ° i. % 00 o ©
{ ) L)
o2 4 ® e ° ‘l‘:._"o’ e -y ® e
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°ee : "‘.'.°'0.'c °
'i. ®0%, ®, 0 ©° 00 °
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o ¢ ° e °
01 ® s @ ° ¢
e ® @
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log(~)

B 5.6 EBM #2438 B CSR &2 log(N)# Bl 2 T AL 558 %
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B 5.7 L ¥Rz "% (Confusion matrix) » #-E F & (True label) £ #-
A)5E R % % (Predicted label) & (74P o 2 & 28y TFRREAFTHF AR ) o
A 45 PR > ¥ CSR B2 T 0 K2 b (Above LB) %% & I A o d 3 A
TR EATHERRE S LR FEF AR 2K A F AR R RER

¢ OE IR T R M2 T ek & (Below LB) o PR AR P o g iR

A3 FE 2% 5 Above LB o | (False Positive) /&2 (False Negative)

_%I:‘i 'I"g"zli o

Confusion Matrix

Below LB A 0 0

True label

Above LB 0

T
Below LB Above LB
Predicted label

B 5.7 EBM #:3]8  &rd

LR dp iR 4 53¢ 3 Accuracy ~Precision~Recall £ Fl-score % -
PR P EBM A A AT 2 A mEaT DR o Ra 0 d
FAE 2 & g2p a0 - AERIEAT Y SHE- A H R RRs o
REAL S ADTREFAN T A RFEL S AR A pRaR S Y
o SRS - HHhE BULE R 2
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# S3EBM HCA|» sp e % 2 LA dptk
Index Value

True Positive, TP 194
True Negative, TN
False Positive, FP
False Negative, FN

Accuracy

Precision
Recall

F1 score

—_— = = = OO O

523 3 447

s34 EBM #0315 iz 12 > #-% EBM {350 R % & & 78— ) ehse
15 0 AT A AR T 3R ¥t CSR FER| BB et > RO T X AT R 2 B % o
* & Fg *t 4r »~ SHAP (Shapley Additive explanation summary Plot) » & # iz EBM #i-
AlpEz H é‘%ﬁt?‘ kS BB (Contribution plots) » — A2 3P o3 4 & g 4 7
SRR T S e

B 5.8 5 EBM 32 SHAP (L% H] > ##h 5 SHAP & - i & 32 AciHin
TORIOT AT R 0 B A TR A TRRIE o f BRI S EE S E R B

I R A BRSO 2 A ABE S 5 ME -

—\\

High
eO e e o Qe °
Gs . s @ . o
=
]
=3
D60 g
2
B
Dr . =
N .
Low

—0.15 —0.10 —-0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
SHAP value (impact on model output)

B 5.8 EBM #-73] SHAP 3% % B
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Mgt eo b ] B SHAP A AT M () FHEARNLG &
Tt (SHAP 5 ) 4 77 A dpdt Bt AR HOA] e SRR G 20 CSR 5 F
\,g%ﬁg(gm,gﬁﬁgizﬁﬂ BT O BHE ®E BT B A4
b g @ B MR TRl itz CSR o o - R E S 14 Bl A A

0 AR ATt Bt e AR R S ARER L o SR AL 4 AR o

B AT U R A (R Gy thd & 5 A 0 f h SHAP & %%

08 f ch®sd - &7 F fenf e @ ISE 5 A G % SHAP @ %30 0 che fpl - 07

PWAG LD IR E G A FRIEFF eI DR AR 827 E %
PR3k AP EFFRECSR H I EP A FEETLF > EF 13025

F28 2R HBH) P ARETIRAFL % TR ERY AL EY A
B EISERIE ORI o d S Gs TARG - AT R F RN R A 7 R
ANEEp > Fpt ATERY BB HE R o Do P SHAP BRI A (5 > B
B84 5% & SHAP ehiE BLipl» 304 14§ 4ERcD TR 2 B T A 2
B3R T Mo BT HECAER CSR § 2haiengs > W 3 R e H B B
EAM St RS 26 DR o pERA D FL A ﬁi?ﬁ}im?@b‘_
dpth EREMEIURCRRS B E S B Y & SHAP E %73 0 ch ] » 3P 49
HRRB IR B CSROMELSFLLRZITONMKBE 05 AT
R g CSR 2 AfH o il LAY 24N> § @5 400§ ch SHAP &% -
2 & TR st R B pUR o SR ROl AR 0 B AR D
AT TR AR S ST A T S T AR 0 B 2 TR R
IR P AT R T RS R -

% SHAP 3% - EBM 127 dk 5 (3 #2870 3 % 2 6 4T fr o
#B) (Contribution plot) » ¥ ALA4L i 7 e et E 45 F ¢ %ﬁ—’i'lﬁe?] 5 eh gl AR
$ooF 5.9 1 5034 T RI FAERL (€0 Gy Do D N) 2 F e dndie
Bl > s FacE s ] o dh 5 2 HCHIE R CSR z’ﬁ?ﬁj}fk/}& (Contribution
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Score) » F 4 LR ® i & & HA *;"T'E“),?r 7 FE T FE B (Uncertainty Band) °

E%&ﬁ%&&ﬁéwimmﬁﬁg%%’%ézﬁiﬁa@(wmmmy
Band) » ¥ AL WA A R AL Dok o F A TR FRFF 0 A 7 A
HaFREOFYREPHBLU IR EIRFPTERF 2 FRTRY
RIR 232 % B A i S RECR 2 P RIP PR A R Y 57 5348
Lo HIFRITRET R G A kBl o ) Do 3 6] 0 o] 5010 £ A 04 3 0.6
B AL F S B M WA 2 ARG B A
Mg ARBEORL AREE (50.7) HREE (<03) AR B 7 RRI| 2

FEXN 4 RIP B4~ > Bom H03) TR FER % B TR S R R R

PUE] 5.9 fidpdt Bt eo 5 b0 B R 0.35 1 045 B A F P AL TR KK
B4 REBARIT 0 RS 0 BT O RO RS R
CSR FFip| & » 27 SHAP (&S Bl %1 % Rerd$ - & > 3 B0 R T R an
2V IR R g R SERIR R P Slice B 510 ¢ L £ G B A
2.6 M TR EE PR E 0 2 (530 2.62 1 2.94 0% BN TR E LA R 0

Thw RF 93 2T5 L EG0T O M F A T AR R 2

o

MERgET R BELETHY DAL TG M

EBM Contribution of eo

0.25 1 — Score
Uncertainty Band

0.20 4

=

S 0.154

wn

o

£ 0.10

3

b=

£ 0.05

=]

O

0.00 M M__
0,05 - w

0.4 06 0.8 1.0 12 14 1.6
€o

Bl 5.9 EBM fi-3] ¢ eo 4t CSR enf jpk o el
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EBM Contribution of G,

0.25 1
—— Score
0.20 1 Uncertainty Band
o 0.151
S
@ (.10
=
g
3 0.05 - l
&} / V
~0.05 1
-0.10 1
2.50 2.55 2.60 2.65 2.70 2.75 2.80 2.85 2.90
G
 5.10 EBM #-3] G #f CSR 1 jt 30 dic ]
EBM Contribution of Dso
—— Score
0.0757 Uncertainty Band
0.050 1
o
S 00251 /\/L‘\
=)
9 LAy (_
= 0.000 ¥,
2 e/ v
£ -0.025
|
—0.050 1
—0.075 1
0.0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

D(r()

B 5.11 EBM #-3]® Deo ¥ CSR m?‘[};k & Hc 8]

EF A5 60%¥ 2 2 AT Deo 2 TR U] 0 4e Bl 5110 B e
REMPRTEQPLH> 2061 09 FFEL3 &0 TE‘L;% v o] 3 0.4 e

.

<309 % ?ﬁ},%téﬂ']:% foE 48T 0 2 SHAP Bl ¥ e & v L%

-

AR o B 5027 AR B AR Dy 5 60 11 R G ARE R el Tk [ 60 BIT
FREFARE > ]2 30 B S AR L T BT RTanEE CSR FERIE f o
=

]
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EBM Contribution of D,

—— Score
0.15 1 Uncertainty Band
2 0101
A
£
Z 0051
A v
~ 000 Al S,
o A
~0.05 1
0 20 40 60 20 100
D,
B 5.12 EBM #:A|¢¥ D, % CSR m‘?}l?c 5%l
EBM Contribution of N
0.151
—— Score
Uncertainty Band
0.10-
2 o0s) M
v
8
S 0007 A
\J
© —0.05 1
~0.10
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
N
Bl 5.3 EBM 3] # N $ CSR e i e
B fé 0 B 5.13 & Vﬁ‘ .5 27 B N 2 '&E’]ﬂmﬂxlﬁ &% 250 & 600 s B

B AL TR 'gNﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁam%’ﬁﬁaﬁmg¥T%j%&%ag
o g ABH 2 SHAP MR WY BARS- R B N @R § T HEHLE=
phiEsk? TP AR S 0 47F CSRAKM | i 4|7 WM % 2% FRET
BeE e BRT R SAAHT RS B0 B N EFERN BT R D
CSRAp# T L MenN Evp § > Flm A 4 Ap ¥ Tt o 2  EBM #f & SR a0 ek
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ETR

rw&*gﬁaiﬁﬁaﬁyzﬁiﬁﬁwﬁ’F%’ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?
SRR PRFRA T AP TS @ MM G SIF P R Al

BEHe R EELRL

Fxa S 0 EBM B3]tk -2 B R gf pa iR 2 SHAP SRR T &
PO A R BRI L Y Rk A RS e B

T EBM HCR| AR A P B P RET DR o

FUR B4R (GAM) R EE FE R Ry (TR
2 PR 5d CSR) VLS 5 e frdndic fi(x) sic i o gt §orpE o
I BHEH (et g0~ VW E Gy WP A Y 5 60%3H 2 2 3T Deo ~ 4P
HHAE D~ BRT 2 ZEN) T LB i xS SEER 59 2 W 513
SRS Sy LT SURNE SRS L SRS LT R

PR R A A B P B SRR BRI . X ke ok i
AT B T R AF Y TR TSR A F LT
7T 3 CSR N AR R > iE I 2o 418 Wi bt 2. CSRAFRIE - 04 47 &5
2R AR P R R RPRE TR T R L R R R 7 R

PAFT AR RE R B LV RES P FERAER 2 I G B
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5.3 BNN #3| & 9
A E et it EBM #0320 A 4R % 0 8- HEERUFREY S 2P L E
214 = g i (Bayesian Neural Network, BNN) 2_ i % |4 o sp ¥t @ 54 240 g

B (ANN) > BNN z { 2 FRE Y 3] S & 2 maddasmaa 4 0 o

4y
~my

RlEAZY i CSR FRRIE2 BHHA o d »> CSR 2% % BRHTFIZH B2 %
Boo LIRS EHE G - RRBH . BNN Sl A B3 R B4 o A
GORGE BFIERIE R AR ARSI T A T2 2 6 P BNN 32 LR -

MG FpE 2 2 474 BNN $3] 0 d ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁfﬁ‘lﬁ‘-"% 5.4 #% > 7 8 BNN 4=

b oA AR Y T & raE > 2 EBM B3 & AR E o

# 5.4 BNN #= 473 2 FE P &~ B % 4

Index Training score Testing score
R? 0.8933 0.7916
MAE 0.0212 0.0366
MSE 0.0013 0.0033
RMSE 0.0362 0.0576

B 504 5 H AR REFTELSALE MR AR A S R A
SRR L BE - ES RS T - R S R ARk
EM AT FHET 2L (standard deviation) > K pr RS I EFAGER B % 0
BRARRE o P BNN AP 308 ZH 54 FE 2 mabamidd] xR
WEARY € A S ECGE SRR R P - FHAE S XVIRY B EE T G AT
Pl o BETIOEEREL PRI T G ok PR L BB iR
MEEofR HY » ZZRARE 270 H M IPE? TR LS R- K
AL £ BIEE F REDE S ELRRE AT PN EL P HR
B OEAHETR SR RI BT RERALS T A OER T AT
x
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BNN Feature Importance with Uncertainty

N 0352
po 0147
Dr {0130
e0{—————0139
silt content Ji—=0.124
fo (170
emin i———0115
Failure pattern_cyclic softening 4 ———010a
Liquefaction criteria_c0'=0 1 0104
clay content - —0l104
Gs e 0103
Frequency — o
emax {0103
D30 {——=0.101
8 Cy{r=——=0100
= B value {Ie==——n(100
= Back pressure {1—=——=0000
D50 === 0098
D10 | 0.097
Liquefaction criteria eDA=5% — Uk
PL{———0005
D60 4 ———=0092
Liquefaction criteria_c0'=0 or eDA=5% =001
Liquefaction criteriaRu>0.95 or eDA=5% e L0841
Failure pattern_Residual deformation accumulation ——0031
Liquefaction criteria_gsaxial=20% or seriouly deformed - ——0078
Failure pattern plastic strain accumulation 4 ——0077
P1{ ———0076
LLA _D.()ﬁ.
Liquefaction criteria Ru=1 e ——
Failure pattern_Flow liqeufaction - ——oes
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5 0.6 0.7

Importance (mean =+ std)

B 5.14 BNN 4~ 4.3 2 45 € & |2

PR Al 2 5V B8 BNN AR E B RRE S

¥ Efe- g R A A BREE AR R -

71~

1532 A &% > BNN #0319 517 A B B4 2 8B S kT r=ik

A

(N)~1p%t 2R (D)% FER (po) 443" B (o) ¥4 2 7 £ (siltcontent):

AU 4235 (@ N D) &% &2 EBM A 2540k > 7 B Bl § 40

FC U N

* AR 2 BAEE o HT CSRAFRIE 3 B 55 R iE -
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By w7 8P 2 370 BNN HEAD H e FIgRlg ok 5.5 4757
FAVREZ RPABAIFLO08 2+ » Ra P2z R2AHKT 1 0.5657
B i3t &2 EBM #0730 B o7 BNN #2412 ez i § > i

ZARRlAe A TR HRIE MBS EFR LI TR AN AFL G Y -

% 5.5 BNN 73] 2 70 8] A i & 4

Index Training score Testing score
R? 0.7801 0.5657
MAE 0.0372 0.0593
MSE 0.0027 0.0069
RMSE 0.0520 0.0831

B 5.15 5 3% BNN B0 30 508 22 138 B e B2 2% £ ) - 43H W (W

5.05(2)) VRLBIERIE S R S A MABR A GREHEMR > w ARRE (W
5.15(b)) © * LA A o AL E (R 5.15(c)~ (d)) Blie— # A x

7w % CSR B % B enifiplifd & G5 A 47 £ 1 W3] B PRI it & i

=3

P ) N
Aivg i g

o

Bl 5.16 3 BNN H-3 #5352 B cf B B4 A Flov LT > 58k (V) 1
SEREPES 2 e BB S 2 7 & (silt content) ~ A7 43t A (€0) ~ 4P
HHE (D) 2R2%FR (po) - FHEREZALD EBMHAlg%5 #1482 > BT

BRI R S S R P ek L
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Scatter Plot (Testing)

Scatter Plot (Training)
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it A A2 SR FA TR R

i AR Y

% A1l ¥R B 4.2 2 CatBoost % 47 % #c&k T

B] 4.2 depth iterations learning_rate L2_leaf reg random_strength border_count Training score Testing score
5 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.796 0.633
(@) 10 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.853 0.638
16 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.879 0.669
10 300 0.05 3 5 200 0.838 0.631
(b) 10 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.853 0.638
10 1000 0.05 3 5 200 0.874 0.651
10 500 0.01 3 5 200 0.657 0.554
() 10 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.853 0.638
10 500 0.1 3 5 200 0.877 0.670
10 500 0.05 1 5 200 0.851 0.662
d) 10 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.853 0.638
10 500 0.05 5 5 200 0.848 0.639
10 300 0.05 3 1 200 0.797 0.620
(e) 10 300 0.05 3 3 200 0.797 0.629
10 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.853 0.638
10 500 0.05 3 5 32 0.824 0.640
V) 10 500 0.05 3 5 200 0.853 0.638
10 500 0.05 3 5 255 0.861 0.660
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2 A2 ¥RE 43 2 SVM % 42 S8k T

B 4.3 degree coef@ c epsilon gamma Training score Testing score
2 1 1 0.1 scale 0.265 0.212
@ 3 1 1 0.1 scale 0.360 0.316
4 1 1 0.1 scale 0.407 0.345
4 0 1 0.1 scale 0.340 0.300
(b) 4 0.1 1 0.1 scale 0.355 0.318
4 10 1 0.1 scale 0.513 0.424
© 4 10 1 0.1 scale 0.513 0.424
4 10 10 0.1 scale 0.595 0.417
4 10 1 0.1 scale 0.513 0.424
(d) 4 10 1 0.01 scale 0.546 0.408
4 10 1 0.001 scale 0.546 0.414
3 1 100 0.01 scale 0.822 0.684
@) 3 1 100 0.01 auto 0.810 0.697
3 1 100 0.01 0.01 0.673 0.586
3 1 100 0.01 0.1 0.818 0.682
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% A3 #HEE 4.4 2 XGBoost & 47 $#ck T

[E 4.4 max_depth min_child weight learning_rate n_estimators gamma reg_alpha reg lambda subsample colsample_bytree Training score Testing score

3 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 08 08 0938  0.757
() 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 08 0973  0.771
8 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0982  0.772
5 2 0.05 1200 0 o1 3 08 08 0979  0.775
(b) 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0973 0771
5 10 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0955  0.757
5 5 0.01 1200 0 o1 3 08 08 0913  0.720
(c) 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 08 0973 0771
5 5 0.1 1200 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0983 0777
5 5 0.05 1000 0 o1 3 08 08 0902  0.712
(d) 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0973 0771
5 5 0.05 1500 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0977 0774
5 5 0.05 1200 0 o1 3 08 08 0973  0.771
() 5 5 0.05 1200 01 01 3 0.8 08 0567  0.483
5 5 0.05 1200 05 0.1 3 0.8 0.8 0219  0.199
5 5 0.05 1200 0 0 3 038 038 0925  0.716
(f) 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 08 0973 0771
5 5 0.05 1200 0 05 3 0.8 0.8 0.847  0.681
5 5 0.05 1200 0 o1 1 08 08 0923  0.724
(9) 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 08 0973 0771
5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 5 0.8 0.8 0905  0.716
5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.7 08 0906  0.718
(h) 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0973  0.771
5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 1 0.8 0913  0.723
5 5 0.05 1200 0 o1 3 038 0.7 0909  0.713
(i) 5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 0.8 0973 0771
5 5 0.05 1200 0 01 3 0.8 1 0921 0727

179

doi:10.6342/NTU202502436



% A4 ¥RE 452 EBM % 42 £ 8ck 7

4.5 max_bins max_interaction_bins interactions learning_rate max_rounds early stopping_rounds min_samples_leaf max_leaves  Training score Testing score
128 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.830 0.679
(@ 256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
512 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.831 0.673
256 16 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.812 0.664
(b) 256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
256 64 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.852 0.682
256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
(c) 256 32 20 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.864 0.684
256 32 30 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.693
256 32 10 0.005 5000 50 20 3 0.859 0.706
(d) 256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
256 32 10 0.05 5000 50 20 3 0.819 0.665
256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
(e) 256 32 10 0.01 8000 50 20 3 0.835 0.680
256 32 10 0.01 10000 50 20 3 0.835 0.680
256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
)] 256 32 10 0.01 5000 80 20 3 0.838 0.679
256 32 10 0.01 5000 100 20 3 0.839 0.680
256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
(9) 256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 30 3 0.798 0.638
256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 50 3 0.762 0.594
256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 3 0.868 0.680
(h) 256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 5 0.849 0.695
256 32 10 0.01 5000 50 20 8 0.865 0.696
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% A5 $E 4.6 2 BNN & 42 %8k T

B] 4.6 hdden_layers use_dropout activation_fn learning_rate epochs optimizer Training score Testing score
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.Sigmoid 0.001 500  Adam 0.761 0.721
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.Tanh 0.001 500  Adam 0.892 0.720

@)  [256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.ReLU 0.001 500  Adam 0.880 0.747
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.Softplus 0.001 500  Adam 0.824 0.714
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.LeakyReLU (0.01) 0.001 500  Adam 0.896 0.782
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.001 500 Adam 0.924 0.782

(b)  [256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.01 500  Adam -0.028 -0.041
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.1 500  Adam -0.054 -0.069
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.001 300  Adam 0.895 0.780

c)  [256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.001 500  Adam 0.924 0.782
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.001 1000  Adam 0.954 0.770
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.001 500  Adam 0.924 0.782

d)  [256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.001 500 SGD -0.008 -0.035
[256,128,128,64,32,16] [True] nn.GELU 0.001 500 RMSprop 0.914 0.785
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% A6 BB 4.7 2. ANN & 42 S8k %1

ANN Sequential history
B 4.7 hdden_layers dropout_rates use_batch _norm  loss optimizer activations metrics validation_split epochs batch_size verbose Training score Testing score
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32,16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 100 32 1 0.556 0.350
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 200 32 1 0.692 0.474
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32,16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 250 32 1 0.667 0.561
@ [256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 275 32 1 0.633 0.453
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32,16] [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 300 32 1 0.745 0.642
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 500 32 1 0.741 0.596
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 300 16 1 0.655 0.554
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 300 32 1 0.636 0.497
(b) [256, 128, 128, 64, 32,16] [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 300 64 1 0.788 0.551
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16] [0.01,..] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 300 128 1 0.778 0.445
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 0.1 300 256 1 0.863 0.547
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.636 0.497
(c) [256, 128,128, 64,32,16] [0.001, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.715 0.547
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16] [0.0001, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.769 0.621
® [256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.640 0.457
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] False mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.598 0.306
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.636 0.497
© [256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True huber  Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.797 0.595
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.640 0.457
(h) [256, 128, 128, 64, 32,16] [0.01, ...] True mae SGD (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.256 0.058
[256, 128, 128, 64,32, 16]  [0.01, ..]] True mae RMSprop (learning_rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.366 0.209
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32,16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning rate=0.002) sigmoid [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.636 0.497
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) tanh [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.434 0.324
(i) [256, 128, 128, 64, 32,16] [0.01,...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) relu [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.789 0.666
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ..]] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) leaky_relu [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 0.626 0.520
[256, 128, 128, 64, 32, 16]  [0.01, ...] True mae Adam (learning_rate=0.002) linear [mae, r2_metric] 32 300 100 1 -0.105 -0.104
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% A7 HIER 4.7 22 ANN & 42 S8k -2

B 4.7 units num_layers activation BatchNormalization Dropout optimizer learning_rate loss
32~256 3~5 [relu,tanh,selu] True 0.1~0.3 Adam 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale ) mse
(d) 32~256 3~5 [relu,tanh,selu] True 0.1~0.3 Adam 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale) mse
32~256 3~5 [relu,tanh,selu] True 0.1~0.3 Adam 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale) mse
32~256 3~5 [relu,tanh,selu] True 0.1~0.3 Adam 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale) mse
(e) 32~256 3~5 [relu,tanh,selu] True 0.1~0.3 Adam 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale) mse
32~256 3~5 [relu,tanh,selu] True 0.1~0.3 Adam 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale) mse
metrics objective factor max_epochs directory project_name Training csore Testing score
['mae'] ‘'val _mae' 3 100 ‘tuner_dir' ‘csr_ann_script' 0.307 0.175
(d) ['mae"] ‘'val_mae' 4 100 "tuner_dir' 'csr_ann_script' 0.379 0.079
['mae'] ‘'val_mae' 5 100 ‘tuner_dir' ‘'csr_ann_script' 0.322 0.162
['mae'] ‘'val mae' 3 100 ‘tuner_dir' 'csr_ann_script' 0.307 0.175
e ['mae'] ‘'val mae' 3 300 ‘tuner_dir' ‘'csr_ann_script' 0.405 0.057
['mae'] ‘'val_mae' 3 500 ‘tuner_dir' ‘'csr_ann_script' 0.249 0.108
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% A8 EBM | ¢ * #7F £ i 302 NaN 2o & S8k 2
B AL @ (b) © (d)
max_bins 256 256 256 32 32 32 128 128 128 256 256 256
max_interaction_bins 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
interactions 0 5 10 0 5 10 5 10 20 5 10 20
learning_rate 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
max_rounds 5000 5000 5000 | 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000
early_stopping_rounds 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
min_samples_leaf 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
max_leaves 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Training score 0.7887 0.8684 0.887 | 0.7227 0.8385 0.8666 | 0.8661 0.8752 0.8957 | 0.8684 0.887  0.9003
Testing score 0.5908 0.6684 0.6842| 0.568 0.6746 0.6959 | 0.6639 0.6744 0.6911 | 0.6684 0.6842 0.6963
max_bins =256
1.000
0.950 0.887
0.900 F 0.868
o 0.800
S 0.750 e
A 0700 L 0.668 0.684 —@— Training
0.650 Testing
T 0.591
0.600
0.550
0.500 L L L L L L
2 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
interactions
(a)
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1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500

Score

1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500

Score

1.000
0.950
0.900
0.850
0.800
0.750
0.700
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500

Score

max bins = 32

0.867

12

B 0.568
interactions
(b)
max bins = 128
I 0.884 0.897 0.916
I r- —— —e
i 0.646 0.657 0.679
’ ? 10 15 20
interactions
(©)
max bins =256
[ 0.916
0.881 0.900
B 0.658 0.668 0.689
0 3 . 10 . 15 20
interactions

(d)

—@— Training

Testing

—@— Training

Testing

—@— Training

Testing

B A.1 EBM #.3] 7 FF interactions 3% T 2. 5 % " g (773 #4x > NaN £47) (a)

* max _bins =256 F (b) * max bins=32 T (c¢) * max bins=128 T (d)

** max_bins =256 T
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Z A9 EBM i3] & * #r3 45 3o KNN EAT 2 &

)

Bl A2 (@) (b
max_bins 128 128 128 256 256 256
max_interaction_bins 32 32 32 32 32 32
interactions 5 10 20 5 10 20
learning_rate 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
max_rounds 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000
early stopping_rounds 50 50 50 50 50 50
min_samples leaf 20 20 20 20 20 20
max_leaves 3 3 3 3 3 3
Training score 0.8842 0.8969 0.9161 | 0.8809 0.8996 0.9156
Testing score 0.6458 0.6568 0.6785| 0.6581 0.6675 0.6886
max_bins = 128
1.000
5
o0 e
0.850 o -
© 0.800
E g;;g 0.664 0.674 0.691 —@— Training
Testing
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500 .
0 5 10 15 20
interactions
(a)
max_bins =256
1.000
5
o501 o
0.850
o 0.800
(:QOJ g;;g 0,668 0.684 0.696 —@— Training
0.650 Testing
0.600
0.550
0.500 .
0 5 10 15 20
interactions

(b)

B] A2 EBM #-3| 7 ¢ interactions 3%k % 2. B % b i (P13 Bk KNNEA)
i

(a) ** max bins =128 T (b) ** max bins =256 T
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# A.10 EBM 3] ¢ * #75 et 2 1 MICE #4F 2. & S8k 2

B A3 (a) (b)
max_bins 128 128 128 256 256 256
max_interaction bins 32 32 32 32 32 32
interactions 5 10 20 5 10 20
learning_rate 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
max_rounds 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000
early stopping_rounds 50 50 50 50 50 50
min_samples_leaf 20 20 20 20 20 20
max_leaves 3 3 3 3 3 3
Training score 0.9056 0.9207 0.9439 | 0.9086 0.9319 0.9419
Testing score 0.6877 0.6936 0.714 | 0.6905 0.7069 0.7072
max bins = 128
1.000 — 0.04%
0.950 0.906 0.921 .
0.900 —
0.850
o 0.800
(538) 0.750 0.688 0.694 0.714 —@— Training
0.700 Testing
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500 :
0 5 10 15 20
mteractions
(a)
max_bins =256
1.000 o0 LY
0.950 0.909 o
0.900 —
0.850
o 0.800
3 0.750 0.691 0.707 0.707 —e— Training
. 0.700 Testing
0.650
0.600
0.550
0.500
0 5 10 15 20
mteractions

(b)

B A3 EBM #.3]7 I interactions 3% T 2 5 % " 2 (773 # 4k > MICE &4F)

(a) ** max bins=128 T (b) * max bins =256
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Approach
max_bins
max_interaction_bins
interactions
learning_rate
max_rounds
early stopping_rounds
min_samples_ leaf
max_leaves
Training score
Testing score

% A.11 EBM #-3] & FF g 2 548 2 34 T 2 GridSearch % T

Primary + NaN + K-Fold
256
30
10
0.01
5000
50
20

0.8662
0.6859

B A4
All + NaN + K-Fold
256
30
10
0.01
5000
50
20

0.8677
0.6886
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All+ KNN + K-Fold
256
30
10
0.01
5000
50
30

0.8681
0.6738

All+ MICE + K-Fold
256
30
10
0.01
5000
50
20

0.9268
0.693
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Approach

With GridSearech

) 0.693
All + MICE + K-Fold |
© | 0.927
. 0.674
All + KNN +K-Fold |
© | 0.868
O Testing
0.689 g
All +NaN +K-Fold | N
a © | 0.868 O Training
Primary + NaN + K-Fold | 0.686 | 0566
0.500  0.600 0.700 0800  0.900 1.000
Score

B A4 EBM #7342 B HGE# % AT 2 ;8T 2. GridSearch & % - iz
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M B B Y 2B AT

4 B.l L BEYHAZ B iE2 T2 R2- MAE » MSE ~ RMSE 4 #c#

Features Parameter R? score MAE MSE RMSE
Model . Imputation . Time (S) File name
involved selection Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing
Random Forest 0.819 0.689 0.035 0.055 0.002 0.006 0.047 0.074 0.4 0311 4
CatBoost 0.898 0.688 0.025 0.048 0.001 0.005 0.037 0.068 958.0 0319 12
XGBoost NaN 0.967 0.733 0.014 0.044 0.000 0.004 0.021 0.063 0.0 0325 12
EBM 0.912 0.681 0.023 0.048 0.001 0.005 0.034 0.069 36.8 0328 1
Primary Manual tuning a
SVM_rbf 0.908 0.755 0.021 0.041 0.001 0.004 0.035 0.061 0.0 0401 _4
SVM_poly g 0.892 0.711 0.023 0.043 0.001 0.004 0.038 0.066 7.8 0402_6
ANN 0.745 0.642 0.038 0.054 0.003 0.005 0.058 0.073 32.8 0408_7
BNN 0.918 0.751 0.021 0.039 0.001 0.004 0.033 0.061 125.1 0419 5
Random Forest 0.949 0.799 0.017 0.043 0.001 0.004 0.025 0.060 33.0 0311 6
CatBoost 0.885 0.886 0.027 0.026 0.002 0.001 0.040 0.036 3240.0 0320
XGBoost NaN 0.925 0.721 0.023 0.046 0.001 0.004 0.031 0.065 1856.4 0325 _11
EBM Primary Grid search 0.866 0.686 0.028 0.051 0.002 0.005 0.042 0.069 1437.6 0329
SVM_rbf tuning 0.862 0.731 0.027 0.043 0.002 0.004 0.043 0.064 0.3 0401 _6
SVM_poly o~ 0.419 0.336 0.067 0.077 0.008 0.010 0.088 0.100 4.1 0403_3
ANN 0 0.702 0.502 0.043 0.060 0.004 0.008 0.063 0.086 1.3 0409
BNN 0.780 0.698 0.033 0.046 0.003 0.005 0.054 0.067 10732.4 0420
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Features Parameter R score MAE MSE RMSE
Model . Imputation . Time (s) File name
involved selection Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing
Random Forest 0.880 0.622  0.015 0.046 0.001 0.005 0.023 0.069 0.4 0313
CatBoost 0.934 0.702  0.018 0.045 0.001 0.005 0.030 0.067 1480.9 0320_2
XGBoost NaN 0.983 0.777  0.010 0.039 0.000 0.003 0.015 0.058 0.8 0327_19
EBM . 0.900 0.696  0.022 0.048 0.001 0.005 0.036 0.067 11.1 0329_27
SVM_rbf Al Manual tuning 0.942 0.657  0.016 0.042 0.001 0.005 0.028 0.072 0.8 0428_15
SVM_poly . 0.929 0.731  0.018 0.042 0.001 0.004 0.031 0.064 6.6 0428_14
ANN ° 0.555 0.253  0.051 0.073 0.006 0.011 0.077 0.106 26.3 0409_12
BNN 0.924 0.782  0.020 0.038 0.001 0.003 0.032 0.057 62.8 0420_34
Random Forest 0.961 0.690  0.015 0.046 0.001 0.005 0.023 0.068 180.0 0314 2
CatBoost 0.901 0.899  0.024 0.024 0.001 0.001 0.037 0.034 22.3 0321
XGBoost NaN 0.951 0.754  0.015 0.040 0.001 0.004 0.026 0.061 2.9 0326_12
EBM Grid search 0.868 0.689  0.026 0.048 0.002 0.005 0.042 0.068 2212.6 0329_7
SVM_rbf Al tuning 0.912 0.766  0.017 0.040 0.001 0.004 0.034 0.059 4.1 0424
SVM_poly . 0.765 0.700  0.032 0.045 0.003 0.005 0.056 0.067 345 04241
ANN ° 0.502 0.427  0.048 0.063 0.007 0.009 0.081 0.093 9.9 0410
BNN 0.756 0.640  0.033 0.050 0.003 0.005 0.057 0.073 162.0 0420_41
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Model Features Imputation Param.eter RE score MAE RMSE Time (S) File name
involved selection Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing
Random Forest 0.911 0.597 0.022 0.053 0.001 0.006 0.034 0.078 15 0315 3
CatBoost 0.927 0.648 0.020 0.050 0.001 0.005 0.031 0.073 65.8 0321 3
XGBoost 0.983 0.710 0.009 0.044 0.000 0.004 0.015 0.066 0.8 0327 2
EBM ] 0.916 0.689 0.020 0.049 0.001 0.005 0.033 0.068 16.8 0329 13
SVM_rbf Al KRN Manual tuning 0.510 0.314 0.049 0.070 0.007 0.010 0.080 0.101 0.1 0402_13
SVM_poly 0.595 0.417 0.055 0.068 0.005 0.009 0.073 0.093 20.6 0404 23
ANN 0.630 0.457 0.045 0.063 0.005 0.008 0.069 0.090 34.6 0410 11
BNN 0.702 0.251 0.036 0.067 0.004 0.011 0.063 0.106 245.7 0421 2
Random Forest 0.954 0.678 0.016 0.049 0.001 0.005 0.025 0.069 292.5 0317_7
CatBoost 0.904 0.907 0.024 0.021 0.001 0.001 0.037 0.033 386.7 0321 6
XGBoost 0.947 0.684 0.015 0.047 0.001 0.005 0.026 0.069 3.3 0327_6
EBM Al KNN Grid search 0.868 0.674 0.025 0.050 0.002 0.005 0.042 0.070 2529.1 0329 14
SVM _rbf tuning 0.419 0.336 0.067 0.077 0.008 0.010 0.088 0.100 0.3 0403 1
SVM_poly 0.419 0.336 0.067 0.077 0.008 0.010 0.088 0.100 4.1 0403 3
ANN 0.435 0.104 0.062 0.080 0.007 0.013 0.086 0.116 10.9 0411 2
BNN 0.622 0.127 0.038 0.070 0.005 0.013 0.071 0.114 11893.6 0420_15
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Features Parameter R? score MAE MSE RMSE

Model . Imputation ) Time (s) File name
involved selection Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing Training Testing
Random Forest 0.931 0.708  0.019 0.046 0.001 0.004 0.030 0.066 1.6 0428_1
CatBoost 0.927 0.715  0.019 0.043 0.001 0.004 0.031 0.065 74.3 0321_8
XGBoost 0.987 0.757  0.008 0.038 0.000 0.004 0.013 0.060 1.0 0327_10
EBM . 0.944 0.714  0.022 0.046 0.001 0.005 0.035 0.068 9.5 0329_18
SVM_rbf Al MICE  Marual uning 0.997 0.302  0.002 0.072 0.000 0.010 0.006 0.102 0.0 0403_8
SVM_poly 0.867 0.769  0.027 0.042 0.002 0.004 0.042 0.059 4.0 0415_16
ANN 0.852 0.624  0.027 0.051 0.002 0.006 0.044 0.075 26.3 0411_13
BNN 0.864 0.678  0.026 0.048 0.002 0.005 0.042 0.069 150.1 0420_19
Random Forest 0.967 0.724  0.014 0.044 0.000 0.004 0.021 0.064 387.3 0317_11
CatBoost 0.912 0.897  0.022 0.022 0.001 0.001 0.035 0.034 409.9 0321_12
XGBoost 0.952 0.736  0.013 0.039 0.001 0.004 0.025 0.063 31 0327_14
EBM Grid search 0.927 0.693  0.018 0.044 0.001 0.005 0.031 0.068 2093.5 0329_21
SVM_rbf Al MICE tuning 0.991 0.352  0.003 0.070 0.000 0.010 0.011 0.099 3.2 0403_5
SVM_poly 0.415 0.369  0.058 0.068 0.008 0.009 0.088 0.097 79.3 0404_27
ANN 0.369 0.175  0.065 0.079 0.008 0.012 0.091 0.111 1272.0 0412
BNN 0.617 0.118  0.037 0.070 0.005 0.013 0.071 0.115 8948.1 0420_28
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Z B2 LB BEYHA A RELE T2 A3 S8EE 41

Random Froest @) (b) (c) (d)
n_estimators 500 500 500 500
max_depth 10 None 10 20
min_samples_split 5 2 5 2
min_samples_leaf 1 1 1 1
max_features squrt None squrt None
random_state 42 42 42 42
cv 5 5 5 10
file name 0311_4 0311_6 0313 0314 2
(e) (f) (9) (h)
n_estimators 450 350 450 550
max_depth None None None 20
min_samples_split 5 2 5 2
min_samples leaf 2 1 2 1
max_features None None None None
random_state 42 42 42 42
cv 5 10 5 10
file name 0315 3 0317 7 0428 1 0317 11

i(a)~(h) A G4 E 48 1 B 411 2 £5.% %
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Cat Boost @) (b) (c) (d)
iterations 500 1000 1000 500
depth 10 16 16 10
learning_rate 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
12 _leaf reg 3 1 3 1
cat_features categorical_features categorical_features categorical_features categorical_features
verbose 100 100 100 100
random_strength 5 5 5 5
border count 200 255 200 200
task_type "GPU" GPU GPU GPU
file name 0319 12 0320 0320 _2 0321
() G o) (h)
iterations 500 500 500 500
depth 12 12 12 12
learning_rate 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
12 _leaf reg 3 3 3 3
cat_features categorical_features categorical_features categorical_features categorical_features
verbose 100 100 100 100
random_strength 5 5 5 5
border_count 200 200 200 200
task_type GPU GPU GPU GPU
file name 0321 3 0321 6 0321 8 0321 12
it (a)~(h) A S ¥PRE 48 3B 4.11 2 {25 2
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XGBoost (@) (b) (c) (d)
objective 'reg:squarederror’ 'reg:squarederror’ 'reg:squarederror’ 'reg:squarederror'
learning_rate 0.05 0.05 0.1 0.05
n_estimators 1500 1500 1200 1500
max_depth 5 5 5 5
min_child weight 5 5 5 5
gamma 0 0 0 0
reg_alpha 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
reg_lambda 3 3 3 3
subsample 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
colsample_bytree 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
random_state 42 42 42 42
enable_categorical True True True True
file name 0325_12 0325 11 0327_19 0326_12
(&) ® @ (h)
objective 'reg:squarederror’ 'reg:squarederror’ 'reg:squarederror’ 'reg:squarederror’
learning_rate 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
n_estimators 1500 1500 1500 1500
max_depth 5 5 5 5
min_child weight 5 5 5 5
gamma 0 0 0 0
reg_alpha 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
reg_lambda 3 3 3 3
subsample 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
colsample_bytree 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
random_state 42 42 42 42
enable_categorical True True True True
file name 0327 2 0327 6 0327 10 0327 14
:(a)~(h) A S|4 BE 4.8 1 B 4.11 2 £5E% 7
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EBM (@) (b) (©) (d) (e) () (9) (h)
max_bins 512 256 256 256 256 256 256 256
max_interaction bins 32 30 32 30 32 30 32 30
interactions 20 10 20 10 20 10 5 10
learning_rate 0.005 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
max_rounds 8000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000
early stopping rounds 200 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
min_samples_leaf 2 20 20 20 20 30 20 20
max_leaves 5 8 8 5 8 5 8 8
random_state 42 42 42 42 42 42 42 42
file name 0328 1 0329 0329 27 0329 7 0329 13 0329 14 0329 18 0329 21
SVM_rbf (@) (b) (© (d) (e) U] () (h)
kernel rbf rbf rbf rbf rbf rbf rbf rbf
C 100 10 1000 1000 100 10 10 1
epsilon 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.1 0.001 0.001
gamma scale scale scale scale scale scale 0.01 0.01
file name

0401 4 0401 6 0428 15 0424 0402 13 0403 1 0403 8 04035

(@)~ (h) ~» W ¥RE 48 1 B 4.11 2 53K 2
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SVM_poly (a) (b) () (d) (e) (f) ) (h)
kernel poly poly poly poly poly poly poly poly
C 100 100 1000 10 10 10 10 1
epsilon 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.001 0.01
gamma 0.1 auto scale scale scale scale 0.01 scale
degree 4 5 3 3 4 3 3 4
coefo 1 0 0 0 10 0 0 1
file name 0402 6 0402 10 0428 14 0424 1 0404 23 0403 3 0415 16 0404 27

()~ (h) A I HER 48 3 411 2 B3R T
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2 B3 ABBEVYHAN I FEL TSGR 2L 2

Model / Hyperparameter (a) (b) (©) (d)
ANN
Sequential
hidden_layers/units  [256, 128, 128, 64, 64, 32, 16] 32~256 [256, 128, 128, 64, 64, 32, 16] 32~256
activations sigmoid ['relu’, "tanh'] sigmoid ['relu’, 'tanh', 'selu'l], 3~5layers
dropout_rates 0.01 0.1, 0.3, step=0.1 0.01 0.1, 0.3, step=0.1
learning_rate 0.001 0.00005 ~ 0.001 ( log scale ) 0.001 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale )
use_batch_norm True True True True
optimizer Adam Adam Adam Adam
loss_fn mae mse mae mae
metrics ['mae’, r2_metric] ['mae’, r2_metric] ['mae’, r2_metric] ['mae’, r2_metric]
batch_size 32 32 128 32
epochs 100 300 300 300
history
validation_split 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
batch_size 32 32 128 32
epochs 300 300 300 300
verbose 1 1 1 1
file name 0408_7 0409 0409_12 0410
BNN
hidden_layers [256,128,128,64,32,16] [256,128,128,64,32,16] [256,128,128,64,32,16] [256,128,64,32,16,8]
use_dropout True FALSE True FALSE
activation_fn GELU relu GELU sigmoid
learning_rate 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
optimizer_type torch.optim.Adam torch.optim.Adam torch.optim.Adam torch.optim.Adam
dropout_rate 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
input_dim X_train.shape[1] X_train.shape[1] X_train.shape[1] X_train.shape[1]
loss_fn L1Loss() LiLoss() LiLoss() LiLoss()
k1l_weight 1.0 / len(X_train) 1.0 / len(X_train) 1.0 / len(X_train) 1.0 / len(X_train)
epochs 500 1000 500 1000
file name 0419 5 0420 0420_34 0420_41

(@)~ (h) A S4HPR R 4.8 3 B 411 2 5K T
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Model / Hyperparameter (e) [63) (9) (h)
ANN
Sequential
hidden_layers/units  [256, 128, 128, 64, 64, 32, 16] 32~256 [256, 128, 128, 64, 64, 32, 16] 32256
. activations sigmoid ['relu', 'tanh', 'selu'],3-~5 layers sigmoid ['relu', 'tanh', 'selu'],3~5layers
dropout_rates 0.01 0.1, 0.3, step=0.1 0.01 0.1, 0.3, step=0.1
learning_rate 0.001 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale ) 0.001 0.00005 ~ 0.001 (log scale )
use_batch_norm True True FALSE True
optimizer Adam RMSprop Adam RMSprop
loss_fn mae mse mae mse
metrics ['mae', r2_metric] ['mae", r2_metric] ['mae’, r2_metric] ['mae', r2_metric]
batch_size 32 32 32 32
epochs 300 300 300 300
history
validation_split 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
batch_size 32 32 32 32
epochs 300 300 300 300
verbose 1 1 1 1
file name 0410_11 0411 2 0411 13 0412
BNN
hidden_layers [256,128,128,64,32,16] [256,128,64,32,16,8] [256,128,128,64,32,16] [256,128,64,32,16,8]
use_dropout True FALSE True FALSE
activation_fn LeakyRelLU(©.01) sigmoid Softplus sigmoid
learning_rate 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
optimizer_type torch.optim.RMSprop torch.optim.Adam torch.optim.Adam torch.optim.Adam
dropout_rate 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
input_dim X_train.shape[1] X_train.shape[1] X_train.shape[1] X_train.shape[1]
loss_fn L1lLoss() LiLoss() L1Loss() LiLoss()
kl_weight 1.0 / len(X_train) 1.0 / len(X_train) 1.0 / len(X_train) 1.0 / len(X_train)
epochs 1000 1000 500 1000
file name 0421_2 0420_15 0420_19 0420_28
i(a)~(h) A G4 E 48 1 B 411 2 £5.3% %
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