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HE det) AT AExAdAE AYEe] A 4SS ste do 238 5% Jde 9As =
HUH L sHX ghol Ags AAE A7) FE Ao dAoyg, dd, s AdTFdodA THS A8
of M2W 7|ge] 8t HA TE S AU Y 53 o] Ao|rt E55F o4 Aol A
Atk A 2 AFdAE S dTdY Ase] #ZA<rste], F Yol 7HX A e A HolH
1 A, wSTE, A F2A 34 58 59 dolEHE 7|vter A9 FAL AFE o Fsaz 3
ot HAF oS 2dS AAF7] 98] Decision Tree, XGBoost, kNN, SVME &8s o Z17+9]
Aes vyt o] Ay, AF7kA Aw2AR AP HAE AT etk ke tggdt 808
ol 7 QST ol& T3 7Idel HAF dF RAS o]&ste] o] FHAFSr] el wE ol&
AAstal WA stE e EfE & 7 S AoE oigdr.
SHH St T Ad T HAA TR 27
. HE Aa AN oA Fulss AYA v
Q4 AE o)zl A9el wEFA B ® < 201698 15% vhsle] At 2017 ~ 20184
A e BHE FAAL ATAA AN 4 % EAAe] AF oF AFe] Aol B
WAE FANUGR FARCLMIZ AAde]l 94 & 2 vk BR=FATANAE A%
AR ZA57) gaAE vgo] Fusw, H48 WA wBhdA Jge]l avar Az o9
Aol MG S AL W o Bk e Ae9l sE 12 a9 dolrt EA4w AL
G ot AT 99 olfolt HAE AW Fol B o2 Su Atk A
o YlAE EAE Aol M BEe| AL wT e A AL e o we &
A A o] H]go] dAE Rk ofye}, A At 2 olsstr] fEl o]A& el Aol
o2 Ay FZEFo FAAJN AFES vAA Hrh3] of xS WEFFHY =& £ I
o, R 7IgelA Q13 AL o] 2ol FHs) gt A, g5 Aest] oddEEsE ¢ AL
= oukel o] QA (Y {FFo] 24 v A= F ozl fjle] d 4= Qlth.[4]
AR S QA st o] & WAy & AUE meba] 2 Ao e dnesdTd
2 EALSHE ol & ATgith 1delA = zhQbsto], 2 e gk AAA do]E<l
21 o] EAbel7] Aol WES AU AERALE T Tz, AA T A £ 59 Hel"HE 7
gl Aol dask HolHE dvrh xR AiEx 2 de] HAF RS oS3t} g}
Aol A= AP Eo] A% AEES st deo =8 2 =Y A e 2o 240 A
T Ude gds =HWE L oA go dgs 4 of A}&3k HolHE Agtt). 3FNA =
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Mgttt 48l e 2l Ass gRlstar 7h7e
e gt 5FdaE =Ed ARE e
I 6FNA AES A et

o o]

B AFoM= Kaggle?] “HR Analytics: Job
Change of Data Scientists” Ho]E|MS Al&3)
th(5] o] HeolH+= Heoly #4719 o]F oFE 4
=371 91k 852, 29 ID(enrollee_id), # o]
AT FA =A FZZ(city), AYo] AFsE =A
b A % (city_development_index), 43 (gender),
25 Bd AY o F(relevent_experience), &g
o st -4 (enrolled_university), oS5 T
(education_level), xd%(major_discipline) = A9

3 #xFeol 219l 4=(company_size),
A4 A4 A

I 4= (experience),
Ao 3 (company_type),
olo]  FWM7|(last_new_job), o]4=  A|7H
(training_hours), EA} o ¥-(target)2] 14702 &
o fial 19,1587 02 FAH o glth AA Holy
ol A AAAE 14,3810l HAMAE 4777TH o2

e

2y 7y 15%9} 25% 5 2FA| kAL d ).
21 9 HE EA

2 ID(enrollee_id)9} Aol AF FA ZA
A (city)E AL WA 1270 o] g d
W &4 d3ts <G 1>dd By Aol AF
T EA FE(city) FHL 12379 Z= FR=
TAE o] EFLds WaRE At o 2
dol  AF  FTA  EA = (city)+= X—].-"L
ID(enrollee_id) 2} #Zo] 4 /oAl A<= A

3. e
w

AT = “HR Analytics: Job Change of

Data Scientists” Hjo]E & EAslo] 2 Lo] o]z A
Ao AgS v A= FES Loldltl. Decision

Tree, XGBoost, kNN, SVM¢] 47} g &S &

g3lo] FHAF o F RAS AT 7 dagEe
54L& a3 2k

Decision Tree= A< &7 Edolm, oA}
474 #H% 1 A¥dE EfTxE xdsit
Decision Tree &iz]H-2 ZA4F vlgo] A2 Zoj
g AFS Ass IS F Uk AR 34
(overfitting) 7] fvt= @do] A [7]1[8]

<E D> 9 e 24 A
2~ 2~ ) 2=~
v ae ARAF | AAAF | AAF
(%) (%) (%)
44l0] 0.87571.0 26(0.2) 37(0.8) 63(0.3)
A _?%}% 0.7570.875 1,384(9.6) 1,980(41.4) 3,364(17.6)
S 0.62570.75 1,152(8.0) 425(8.9) 1577(8.2)
[ 0.570.625 2,082(14.5) 459(9.6) 2,541(13.3)
s ~0.5 9,737(67.7) 1,876(39.3) 11,613(60.6)
Male 10,209(71.0) | 3,012(63.1) 13,221(69.0)
R Female 912(6.3) 326(6.8) 1,238(6.5)
3 3,260(22.7) 1,439(30.1) 4,699(24.5)
e | _ 10,831(75.3) | 2,961(62.0) | 13,792(72.0)
2 Gk relevent experience
BEe | No . 3,550(24.7) 1,816(38.0) 5,366(28.0)
relevent experience
Full time course 2,326(16.2) 1,431(30) 3,757(19.6)
Es no_enrollment 10,896(75.8) 2,921(61.1) 13,817(72.1)
o g3 Part time course 896(6.2) 302(6.3) 1,198(6.3)
T 263(1.8) 123(2.6) 386(2)
Graduate 8,353(58.1) 3,245(67.9) 11,598(60.5)
High School 1,623(11.3) 394(8.2) 2,017(10.5)
g Masters 3,426(23.8) 935(19.6) 4,361(22.8)
T Phd 356(2.5) 58(1.2) 414(2.2)
Primary School 267(1.9) 41(0.9) 308(1.6)
s 356(2.5) 104(2.2) 460(2.4)
Arts 200(1.4) 53(1.1) 253(1.3)
Business Degree 241(1.7) 86(1.8) 327(1.7)
Humanities 528(3.7) 141(3) 669(3.5)
AF No Major 168(1.2) 55(1.2) 223(1.2)
Other 279(1.9) 102(2.1) 381(2)
STEM 10,701(74.4) | 3,791(79.4) 14,492(75.6)
s 2,264(15.7) 549(11.5) 2,813(14.7)
>20 2,783(19.4) 503(10.5) 3,286(17.2)
15720 1,324(9.2) 258(5.4) 1,582(8.3)
& 10715 2,283(15.9) 541(11.3) 2,829(14.8)
k] 5710 3,750(26.1) 1,261(26.4) 5,011(26.2)
d 15 3,909(27.2) 1,954(40.9) | 5,863(30.6)
<1 285(2) 237(5) 522(2.7)
s 42(0.3) 23(0.5) 65(0.3)
10000~ 1,634(11.4) 385(8.1) 2,019(10.5)
500079999 461(3.2) 102(2.1) 563(2.9)
100074999 1,128(7.8) 200(4.2) 1,328(6.9)
a4l 5007999 725(5) 152(3.2) 877(4.6)
A9 = 1007500 2,156(15) 415(8.7) 2,571(13.4)
50799 2,538(17.6) 545(11.4) 3,083(16.1)
10749 1,127(7.8) 344(7.2) 1,471(7.7)
~10 1,084(7.5) 224(4.7) 1,308(6.8)
T 3,528(24.5) 2,410(50.5) | 5,938(31)
Early Stage Startup | 461(3.2) 142(3) 603(3.1)
Funded Startup 861(6) 140(2.9) 1,001(5.2)
a7 NGO 424(2.9) 97(2) 521(2.7)
. - Other 92(0.6) 29(0.6) 121(0.6)
e Public Sector 745(5.2) 210(4.4) 955(5)
Pvt Ltd 8,042(55.9) 1,775(37.2) 9,817(51.2)
s 3,756(26.1) 2,384(49.9) 6,140(32)
1 5,915(41.1) 2,125(44.5) | 8,040(42)
P 2 2,200(15.3) 700(14.7) 2,900(15.1)
a4 3 793(5.5) 231(4.8) 1,024(5.3)
;}°| o 4 801(5.6) 228(4.8) 1,029(5.4)
) >4 2,690(18.7) 600(12.6) 3,290(17.2)
never 1,713(11.9) 739(15.5) 2,452(12.8)
s 269(1.9) 154(3.2) 423(2.2)
2807350 9,405(65.4) 3,217(67.3) 12,622(65.9)
ALK 2107280 3,321(23.1) 1,078(22.6) 4,399(23)
o] 1407210 1,080(7.5) 336(7) 1,416(7.4)
Ak 707140 350(2.4) 81(1.7) 431(2.2)
0770 225(1.6) 65(1.4) 290(1.5)
E A 0 14,381(100) 0(0) 14,381(75.1)
s 1 0(0) 4,777(100) 4,777(24.9)
XGBoostE Gradient Boosting &ig]l&9 £=
wAE AAes] el A SEel mae] Al
2HE wE SmeFor Aumel wdorh 33
3H(overfitting) S WA3s17] 93 W9 regularized
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E AHEet A E =0k do] Fl-scoreE 7|52 0.7 o] AFE HA
KNN2 A2 =5 delgel 7|& dolHE H o I FANAME XGBoost ¢aiElFo] 084302 7}
wale], 2L HeolHE FASHA ddEE 7]E 2 =k
dolH= #Fste daelFolth. dHeolH7E &+
2 2o AL polAuk awkE B4 &xvh - <E 3> EY A9 47
a q’ 2d Precision Recall F1-SCORE
o Ax A fed = Bns= Decision Tree 0.762 0.781 0.771
SVM<2 274 7 Al(Decision Boundary), & +F OBt 0840 0847 0843
2 93 7FE S AHose daglZeolth. SVM KNN 0.729 0.793 0.759
SmEze spaahAel ] wA wa Az dolH SVM 0.761 0.701 0.730
L= B77F 7beetARE, g 7 =2 th[9][10]
29 Sl Bad dolge A NaN ghe Hum 5 FH A
gom WA A, AF #d A9, 1§ 5F B ATAAE Ay wEeE A T sn
5o} el W BFEL dold WAL ol @ o deleg vwtew Ao Hap oRs
22t oz wg gk wak Azt HApR H] d =317l ¢38] Decision Tree, XGBoost, kNN,
go] EF¥snz SMOTE i1z AL3d SVM ¢385& AMEdt. & Edo] Fl-score
#8e w3z (6] 5 7o ® 07 o) AnE RYom 1 FelA
% XGBoostE &&3t do] 084302 =kt
4. g Ax M *é—o«% HAY XGBoost i Fef Al
Zal= o =
B ¢l o] A= Decision Tree, XGBoost, kNN, A ¥3t+ Feature Importance 7155 01 gsto] HAL
SVMZHA] 4714 Smel =S saste] HAF o= @ ofFo 7HE Be dFS 7AE 8dS AT
9o YHsa A7) SueBHe e e g N W ARIE B A el Ad we
=5 n ) & T2 Ugtew, O vgFor AR AW AY
o N } B 0 22z o 5 05 Zols
Scikit-Learnol Al A &at= wA=2 o] &34 oF, WETE, A AY A §9, 4 O
. .. _ 5 o5 A T o A Q= bl &R =
4 8+& (Precision), A& & (Recall), Fl-scoreE A4t S d, A, A, & A9 dg, A 444
N, o] 7 wele] Wyt Hrw g s Abolel FW] W& o] AZF ARyt o]
.. _ 5 Q0 3 q 7] 5l
(Precision)®} 7] & & (Recall) ] —}F*—].S s Zo ek HE2 <& 4>l de s
W, 0] AHEE Eolol oul <x 250 Fagl
o <HE 4> A4 AP o] s mAE a9l
. 89 T A= ZE(%)
Precision = True Positives Ado] AFeE £A ¥4 A= 230
True Positives + False Positives A% gd A9 Q% 21.0
. % 57 16.0
Recall = -]TruePosztwes - Axgo A F 6.9
True Positives + False Negatives AA79 53 65
=43 g 73 55
k! 49
<% 2> Precision¥} Recall =2]0l A& &9 A 43
o] m] T A3 as 4.0
) A7 AH4 Apolel T 36
Ag g o] AR 33
SRS HAAE AAAE FAAZ
AN z" 4% 7 (TP) o (FP)
(@4 A% | SAHIE A94= AHAE AH A= 2ol EAL of R FIFS m A= 2l FelA
a4 (FN) I (TN) N - —
10%7F | 37FA7F 8 8Qlo s dvddn. <i
1>& BY QA= dFE AFehe 2419 2
BE mdoA sk dlolH 23009717 HZE AE7E (05 67.7%) Wil HAAE AF T
Hlolg 57530& Agste] ATk Zzke] Bl Q=AY B A7 % L(0.7570.875 41.4%) 3o
B 29 Ashs <Gt 3> A AF Folarh AAAet HabA mE AR 3d A
Decision Tree®t XGBoost, kNN, SVM ¢ 112 8-S A3 Q)= Abgo] kA wE B AFRF62.0%) 7

bzl

S VWt w mAS AYAste]l A A, BE

’
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ANAA(75.3%)Eer o A vk 28 ar A A2k
AR B s it Eo] 7hd wokA Rt
E|AFAF67.9%)7F A A AH(58.1%) 2t B B2 Zo=
UEl T ol £ U dHE EAjA =& 59
wES e s Vs Y g2 Aer &
ATE FE A Fo} A Aol BEFE o)A}
= de F9d o] dQlo=E o AtHn.

Aoz AFsi e EAe HH AHEv}
EFom H2 FEo uss Wi AR wdyd A
o] BT E HAT gEol w2 FoE UEY
t}.
6. 28

2 A5+ Kaggle?l “HR  Analytics: Job

tole &  7]uk
Decision Tree, XGBoost, kNN, SVM &1
g-gato] Ao HAF AARE S BdS
§"E‘r T3 Ao ol# " EHAL FIFS w|

a]le disiA A& & Ak o]F T3l ol
A 255343 %é}gi TFRHALD AFlA

vetd = A

Change of Data Scientists”

Mo 20 X ody o

oo e X fr 2 o b

o

]

=i A ol A P%‘thi 19,1581 0.&
A A fdu EE H94 ol A o] l‘%ﬁ,ﬂsﬂ

AT HolHE 4% ¢ B 49 HoHE
& =]
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