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An Investigation of the Relationship between
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B o0t z2iTo 7z, DHORE, BEOEWFAE LK
FHEOMTHV 2 HERICHAEREN D 5 Z e BRI N,
Kic, 7> — MizBIr % “In your own words, what do
engineers do?” 1IZ2DWTIX, “why” % “Test (EIF)” 72
D HEE v AADHBIBIRIC D 5 & L 3R I T

Sukrit & [6] 1%, #FBHEMH LTI R ZDOH 5%¥4E%
FFEL, BURYR—-F2RET 2DV R 0HEET
LTHD, Attn-ANN ZER L7z, U R 7 05IIE2EER
BFERFLIN LTI o BRIEOA RV b7 -2 %2
W, EFRIEARE DRWERE (At-risk) RUGEFRZHEE L T
BHEfE (No-risk) Z T35 2 &2 T, XEDIDLBERFEED
50 % AT 5. Attn-ANN & RNN E7/UC & 2 #%5%
DEADT, Attention IZX 217 F —XNDEALDE,
EREEEIC L 2 A THITHKEN S, RNN 2 W
HEO¥E 0 7 BERMBOEMRBUCHEC TEAZMMNT
52¢T, HELEZONLHRAZEMNT S X5 1HH
AT o TR, EFVIRHEESR, BTEAZEDOANL 74
MEERXE (V= 1) OB, HERESHRT 7> ay
Bucsr < EH L, fli' 74 (MLP,GRU,LSTM) ¥ Lb#g L
T, WESEBIGENQIZTEWEEZ R L.

E 7, EHOLFIOWE [7] T, 470 I L -k
7 ¥ — FNOHEE L BAEO B 2 IS L. BARRIC
i, BEEOFEHEICH W % HEE% Term Frequency-
Inverse Document Frequency(TF-IDF) 2 & o> THHI L,
Z DHFED ATIWITHFTET % 55513 Transformer(8] € 771
D Attention 12X LTANA 7R EMA TR ZITo 72,
R, BREMWNZBETRREZ 2.5pt M LU, FECH2
BAEDFRREERR E L. —/HT, 77— b ORERY
M2 ERTETVRVA, THIOHWHRILZ 7R T
FTVWRVENIHETD 3.

3. REFZE
AWFETIE, FAEDRIRT 57 > o — b OFORRIIZ
{LIEHL, 7> 4 — bSO BRI O 2L i 2 5

L, fBARETNAZHOCTHEREARETHZITS. K112
REFEOWEERT.

3.1 Word2vec |Z & 2 XEIEDHIAH

7V — P XOFOERERE N2 MVERICERT 5
72, Word2vec|9] % FIWTEFHBEED EIRBEfRZ X2 b
ARBUCEHFT 5. Word2vee lZHRFEELEMENY b
TRET S L5 IFEHEIN =2 —F Ly VU —JET
WNTHB.

Word2Vec &, TR USZIRICHIN 2 BEEII B2 Bk Z R0
HA2H 2 LS A HREICES E, 1 ODRNEZ
DZa—IN%y VU= =ML TEEZIT O FIEOMR
ixfed. AT, skip-gram 12 & o THllBE N 7zE
THAZRHWS. X 212 skip-gram OBE % /RS,

© 1959 Information Processing Society of Japan

user sentences

=

5c»—-oooo|‘i

w(t+1)
001 4@
ploos| o

7 .
/4 001| @
/ 7] o1 o
043 mE
004 1%

™ | Loss

;OQHOOCla

WE

//4

=

7L

° s

B

N

m
- -] |
-4 |

2: skip-gram OFEK

skip-gram 1%, XAk LD H 2 BRI LT, FZZIcHN
LHEEZ THIT 2 Z e TEEZRITS. K (1) 1T skip-gram
OHMBEKERT. 2T, t=1...TIZHBEI, w, &t
HHOHEE, m ZTFRNCT 2 HGEOHHEERT.

J = —Z Z log(P(wij | wt)) (1)

t=1 —m<j<m
AT TIE, XENIZH 2L TOHERY FILDOFEHHE
EXEREDERNZ ML LI ZDDET 5.

3.2 AU NIEEICEZT7r— MELEDORE
Skip-gram {2 & o TIH 6 N XEHDIAAZ FWT, #
7o — ORISR > - E(LBRE2EH T 2. FEH
DiAABER W ZLE OB T TEE AR THRN 5.
3.2.1 1—7Yv FiEg
2—27 Uy FEZ2—2V v FERICBIT3 2 S|
KREEHEZ KD BEITEFIETH 5. XERZ MLALO2—
7V v NEEEEZ R 2858, WiE ORERNRELE 2 RS
R LTRT e TES. R (2 ca—2 Y v R
DHERERT. ZOLE, o,y FZhPALENRY bL

$:($17$2,...,1‘n), y:(y17y27"'7yn) TH5.
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Level-wise tree growth

LightGBM: C{OE =) =) m) -

Leaf-wise tree growth

X 3: LightGBM 0% 7 1 —

3.2.2 Y- iERt

aH 4 VT 2 R PR M EICE S W IERE
ERDODZEIHEFETHS. N B) a4 ViEHOG
BAXERT. 2O %, 2,y BZNFNLXEXRT bV

.T:(Il,.’lfz,...7$n), y:(y1:y27"'7y’n) Th5.
c(x,y)=1- ——— (3)
x| [y

INBDORY VIR, DXV Y EEER L O EBR
72 B EUE 3.

3.3 FERAETIICEZIFEDERIEEETR
BFREARETND 1 DTH 3 Light Gradient Boosting Ma-
chine(LightGBM)[10] Z AW TZE{bET — X TOER 21T
W, ERMMRE TR EZMEES 5. LightGBM 21X, 5
YEECTHIPERETNVZLAMLT — AT 4 Y 7ITED T
YU INERTETNTYXLTHS. Light GBM D%
oz 31TRT. 3D EXI51IZ, XGBoost 72 & D
TR DIRRAE TR E FANTHER LR A B H 2175
73, LightGBM 3HEZ L ACHE 2175 720, X DRI
HEEATD L DARETH 5.

BREAREIA (1) 0 &5 wBREBER/MLT 25HHE I
Ko THFEEITS.

n N
L= Uynin)+ > QS 4
=1 k=1

22T, Wys, 9s) WSHEEBEE, 9,131 OFRIE, Q(f) &€
FNADOEMEX RIS 2 720 DIEANLIE, N IZAKRDHKRE,
nldAf VAR A ERT.

AIFFRTIE, FEORKBE L2 HERAME L B L,
LightGBM E7/WIC & o TPHIT 2 Z & CTHEEMEE THI
2179,

3.4 SHapley Additive exPlanation(SHAP) IC& %
BRHBEOFEESR
SHapley Additive exPlanation(SHAP)[11] & &,
7 — LZHERD Y v — 7L A fE (Shapley Value) % it~ %
WIS 5 22T, ANESNT =2 D EDEITHHRERIC
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0.97 0.57
0.21 0.71
0.85 0.46
0.96 0.89
0.31 0.65

X 4: SHAP O
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FELTW 22 BIELT 2FETHS. SHAP OffHR
BEZX 41217,

M4wzhs &5, ANMENETF—X2D—HEHELT
B T TS ANT 5 2 e TELT 3 o[ Z2 58
ML, AT kERoOBGREERD 2. Rl j BT 2
shap i ¢; 13X (5) 1Tk > TRKDOHNB.

gi= D ‘&MNMQP“_UWu5uUD—ka(®
SCN\{i} '

2T, SEiLHOAT, NEETORBOES, k(9)

BRHEES S ICEOWTTFHIE T 01T 2 FHlEE

R

4. RE&

fFohmfBoZ(tB2 A dLL, miEe oREMEz

HET 2. £, ZUET X ZHOVTERRRET L2
ML, TS X OREEEEED S ¥ O BRI D K
HEMHBD D 2% 0T 5.

4.1 F—2tv bk

AWFZETE, JUNKFETIEE XN, HIEH ORI
327> r—boRZEXY, FEEORBETHERIN S
F—Rty FEHWS, 72— ME 2020 EH 5 2022 4F
T TOMM, #ERERTbIE. 7 — ME—HEIco
x5 MR XN, KR 14 M5, 1 Sk LCEF 70 REE]
ETD. 7 —rOBEMABRIUTO@ED TH 3.

o Ql: SHOWEZHZZDDSETHHAL TL X,

o Q2: b/l tEENTLIEX,

o Q3 bhohhrolzl b EENTL X,

o Q4: HDHNTEWTLZE W,

o Q5 SHOMBOKAE, BMEELHEVWTLIZX W,
AR TIE, ROEERIEL, HBRICE U TEBNRME
REZl &0 QL DAHWS.

BZHBEORFIZ A, B, C, D, FA5x2613%. BiF
ADERH L, BEF B5 2 oA ABREO ML
Ezohkw, BEI 07 v — b ORIBHEEZN 5
W2, 7Y — OV REIEREREX 6 IR

O a - R ZHEEEREORM L & HITEK 1 IR
. 7Y MBI LIEESTTHD OB, 8HD¥AE
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10?4

10t 4

10° 4 —=

A B C D F
Grade

6: 7 ¥ — b DA HEEE

£ 1. BB 20— 2ZHEEORES R
Tearm | A B C D F Total

2021-1 9 53 32 7 6 107
2021-2 | 15 88 37 9 25 174
4

2022-1 | 17 37 34 4 96

Total | 41 178 103 20 35 377

2 2: Word2vec ETILDNA N— T X —&

NZ AVRTCEL 200
B/ NELEE HY B 1L 5

2Ly R 40
74 Y RuH A4 X 10
P A7 I VIV )T 1 le-3
IRy 78 25

AHT 4 T TV HEER 10

ZRHii T — 2 LTHEMT 5.

4.2 Word2vec |2 & 2 XEIBDHIAHDEIF

7V — FOFORRYITER & R OB R
PHRET 5729, Word2vec ZHWTEE F—XADLX
BEHEDAACEIRL, FHDALDOELEEEMNT 5.
Word2vec DNA 2R=o8F X =R ER2ITRT.
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4.3 TUT—MCEIFZRRINELEDDH
HAEPRHE LY U — FOERBZLEEZN T, X8
WKRT. ZOrE, #HEREORIENE—THIH5EIHS
NBR7 MREERX 0 ¥ 725720, EAEBOE(LED
HREV. TNERERT 2720, 2TO¥EDELEOH
REEHVE. K7, M8 &Y, MHEF 04 7L L
DHRTT V= POEBZENEL LN Z b s, F
72, BREPEWERIEY 2—2 Y v NEE XL, ay
A VERREDRZVWZ EAERTE S, DFD, X7 bLOD
MorHEREAEZE <, HMEKRESRRZEEZ DT, K
EORWAEREIZ L RIE L DR ERIIEMT 223, X
HBHNTERTINENREL AR EZLNS.

iz, BREICBI3%2E07 v — FELEIZOWT
DFEESFEK 9, M 10177, K9, K10 ZHiKs 2
¥, B#EABCD D1—2V v NEBILI-EE & 223,
av A VEEHIBESEDVEERELRD, 75— D
NAEDOEMKRZ(L e BEIIZHBEERI D 2 e EZ 5N 5.
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10: a9 A >R FIE AR

® 3: AJIREE - B
7 ¥ — F ORI

zero-count

WE T DHGEH 01~15
XEDI—7) v FELE euc_01:02~euc_14:15,
a—2V v FZLEDFIH euc_mean
XED YA 2R c0s_01:02~cos_14:15,
a1 VLR DFEME cos_mean

£ 4: lightGBM EF DA =85 X —&

num-_class 5or4
metric multi_logloss
boosting_type gbdt
num-_iterations 1000
max_depth 12
learning_late 0.01
num_leaves 31

4.4 BEHFENLGRRIIZCEZAV-FEOERERE TR

R, BREARETVEHWT, 77— ORRYIZE
BEHWEET VORI EMGEST 5. BN E LT,
215 [[OFHEET > — b+ I 212 Light GBM £ 7L % JIfR
L, logit DVEZ RAEHNL THIERE 527 v T
E7 L% Baseline £ 3 5.

light GBM 2 A 1§ 2B R UM E K 31T, light-
GBM ETNADNA R=RF R =R ERAITRT.

ZIT, 7=ty F ORI RS 270D, K2 7
2L TEHEDZEEOHWBTEAMIFILTEET .
FHAiC X 5-fold 7 m A NY F— 3 ¥ E{TW, Accuracy,
Fl-score, AUC OFEEZ FAWTIREFEOEEICEIT 2
FEEDZALZREES 5.

e Accuracy IX1IE L W T RIOEBA KD ME] % i 2 2

ZRTIEETDH 5.

o Fl-score \3f5E (Precision) & BIIH (Recall) OFF
FINZ K o TRD LN ZFHIEETDH 5.

o AUC 2273 &ToOnEBMEIC D - TREM 2
REFEIEZRE T 578, Rk T -2ty ML
TENRFHERRETH 3.

PSR LT, R1I1CH B X512, il D 0Lk
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£ 5: 57 7 AT FNITBT ik

it Baseline Ours
Accuracy [%)] 54.01 63.10
F1-score [%)] 37.31 54.62

AUC 0.7266 0.8227

£ 6: 4 27 7 AGFETNMTBY B

izt Baseline Ours
Accuracy [%)] 60.41 68.99
F1l-score [%)] 53.15 68.84

AUC 0.7176 0.8237

(a) 1EF{TFI (Baseline) (b) EF1T%1 (Ours)
11: 5 7 5 AR B 2 RFETY O Hig

(a) IRFIT1 (Baseline)

(b) EFIFTH1 (Ours)
12: 4 7 7 AR BT 2IREITHI O LLig

DEEETH 2720, FEC-D 2R~ R lLz475
AGFC X A DT DD T 5.

£5, £61E, FTFRCBY2#HBZEMETHREDLL
WThb. F}5, 326 &b, Bascline & LB LU TIREFIE
D Fl-score BZ N 24 17.31pt, 15.69pt [ EL, FAdkEs
ELLFHITEZ XDWCEELTWR I EMHERTE 3.
X 11, K122, 5 752 ¥ 4 75 ZAFRNTBT 2EELT
&R, RBFEAITH S, Baseline €7 M THIZEGE B
WIR->TWA Z e 2B TE 5. ZhE, R1WHD LD
2, T—Xty bOSADIEB IZF->o TWA720HET
DHRTHZ. LhrL, EFETER2TDOZ 7 RIZTFH
WOEL, SEEOREEIELLEEBTETWVWR LS 5.

4.5 SHAP IC&BHHEEEESR

SEOFERTHRS SVHEEEZ R UREFEETMCE
W, YORED R D BGE L 3 2 0 R R EE
BT 5. X132, SHAP IC Xk o THEI L -HHeE
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zero_count
cos_14:15
09
cos_mean
07
euc_14:15
14
euc_9:10
euc_13:14
euc_mean

euc_6:7

cos_7:8
euc_11:12
euc_8:9
cos_8:9

c0s_9:10

0.0 01 02 03 04 05
mean(|SHAP value|) (average impact on model output magnitude)

13: MBEFEET NV ORHEEZEE DAL

15
cos_9:10
cos_4:5
cos_3:4
cos_2:3
05
euc_mean
£ cos 11:12
§ cos_
3 13
- 12
cos_8:9
cos_7:8
euc_11:12
cos_10:11
euc_13:14
euc_8:9

T T T T
100 200 300 400
Unimportance (1 / SHAP Importance)

14: RBRFEETNORHEANEE O AHL

HEELZRT. K13 LD, REFNVET V7 — FOKRIEH
[E%L (zero-count), 7 ¥ & — FED IV A Y ZE{LE (cos),
7Y — M XEDHGER (01-15) ORI EHLTWS Z
EHTERTE 5.

T, CORHHERD R BEIMME L HB L T iund
ZONS 5. X 1412, SHAP fHOMEIC X » THERME
DAEEZRT.

X 14 &b, REFMII5EHEHT V7 — + OHGER (15)
PRHBECERLAEVWI MR TE 2. Zhud, H15
BHOERPART A FOBETHY, 77— FONED
WMBEYBRLREVWEDTHEIEEZLNS.

iz, HEMADT 7 — b UER L, BENEWE
ELRWVEEDETED XS BV DHZD05THT 5.

i 7 — XN TET AN TR LD DD S B, K
FEA, BEC, BHEF O¥EICH LTIy E L2 Ao
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L7 BT IR

M A C-2021-2_U31
: C-2021-2_U41

B C : C-2021-2_.U140
: C-2022-1_U39

B F 0 C-2021-2_U7
: C-2021-2_U84

(a) C-2021-2_U31 (b) C-2021-2_U41
15: AifE A OZFAICE T 2 HWHARIL o nl ik

(a) C-2021-2_U140 (b) C-2022-1.U39
X 16: f%AE C OZAEICEBIT 2 HIWRI o nT#i{k

(a) C-2021-2.U7
17: FRAE F OB 2 HIWiRIL o Rl #H b

(b) C-2021-2_U84

P TRTV, ENEFRDT V= MIHLTET
AHBED XD IRHIWHARILZ ML > TTFRIZITo T2 D0 %
AL L THERR T 2. o7V Ut id 2R 7
2, ZREFNOZEAICH LT, EFADBED & S 2R
SREGEETFHIL 202K 15, K16, X 17 1IZR7.

X 15 &b, Bk A OFEEICH L TETFTVIZHESR 14, 15
mE D a4 iR, KRR, 2Nk a1 EED
FENTEHLTWS Z e bh b, 2O %, WHED 14,
15 B HEEO Y v — MEBEXICEET 5, 4EIET
X 17 —=ZDIED D OREL LT, #HilicHBIicOWTH
BTz 205 X5 BERNIRZHNBTICE R LTV S,
5EETIE ITANEMREZ L. ) REDIEH I VT
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NREE 2o TW5. fMORED2EAE 14 B H THRFR
ETHoRDRTHIHBENEZL, ZOEHTOXvv S
PR ELRHEWIRLIC o TWwWa3 e EZ N 5.

X 16 &b, AHEC oA L TEFLIZ#EEL 2H
Hoa—2V v FiEEE, 4, sEHO—2V v FiE#ELR Y,
REEETIZR L, #BEOFTED & P 02 LRI
HLTW2Zdbhrd., ZOrE, 224 C-2021-2.U140
XEFE 4 B H 2 555 7 B H £ TORE TR FE 50
XFeRHRoTED, TAIHE A OFEDTFE (110.25,
1412) LB L TARW. F/2, #F 4 BIH K 5 BIH
D7 v — b AEPR—F—HAFA—TH 57D, ZTOLIR
WWITBAR RIS 2 ET AR LTIRRLTVWS EE X
53, X5, 24 C2022-1.U39 2”2y, 7L
HEL 2PHICRDEFEHL TV S, ZHUIZDXED
[\ B FR DD 509 LF L IEFITRKREN2DTH % L
HWTE3.

17 kb, BEF o4 L TE T MR H B
2ROV A VEMLBRICFEHELTWS Z bbb, Z
E, MbicdHs X5, Ml F OFAEHME L LbTHEA
FNCARIBHAZ WD, ZOBERZHIWRILE LTERL
TW27=DTH3 il Tcx3.

U EDERD» S, ETVOFRDOIRILL 725 TV B E
ELTC, 77— OREHESCEE XD HEROZTL,
NEOEWED LR DERLZEL TWVWD Z L HERT
x3.

5. Fo

BxL, FETER 77— e IR LT, ZEOEEE T
FHT 21D 7o THEHETH 2 FHNREREZZHICED
HHEEAERDO 7 > — M LT, BERNRRERYIZL
BEYERT IBHEEET VORI EFHME L 2. BHEE
W7 v — M2 15 [ Thbh, 2 OEKIERE CEZ b
MEET NV THDIABICEI L, RN > TXEED
ZlbEZHEMB L. #R, BERNRERIIZCEIIFEED
B e B R S, BbEZ AV THERRE T VLM
935 Z & T, Accuracy 3 9.9pt, Fl-score 2% 17.31pt [ _EF
% Z %R L=, F72, SHapley Additive exPlanations
(SHAP) 1T & o THEEE 7LV OHIBHRILZ v U 724558,
NFEPRBERZ I TRL, HEXDEEDLARED
BRIZOWTHIEHLTED, FPHEOHBBICNT 5L8%
HEALTWS Z eA2RENTZ. SR, XEMEBRES
ThAL, XE2KZERL CHRAMCHEBETRZITS €
THAZRMMEL, EDIRIOD 2FHHZRL LA SEWEE
R Z L HATRER Al DR HIE T

6. ¥

AFlx, JST CREST 2’5 ~ +&E JPMJICR22D1 i &
hZBmans.
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