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Abstract

The problem of financial report fraud of listed companies in our country has been accompanied by
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the development of the market. In order to solve this problem, this paper constructs a forecasting
research on financial fraud of listed companies based on classification model. Through the data pre-
processing and machine learning algorithm model, as well as some statistical methods, we estab-
lished a complete set of analysis and prediction model. First of all, according to the industry it is di-
vided into large categories. The annual data missing rate of more than 50% of the indicators re-
moved. The remaining missing data selected to fill 0. For the daily data, we extract the per-share in-
dex and average it every year, then integrate the average daily data into the number of years. We in-
tegrate the averaged daily data into annual data and extract the characteristic factors. Finally,
through the thought of dimensionality reduction, the factors that have a greater impact on listed fi-
nancial fraud are screened out. By using the method of feature selection of three categories, the spe-
cific index of the system is further optimized, and then the principal component is used to reduce the
dimension. Finally, decision tree classification model, linear discriminant model, gradient promo-
tion classification model and support vector machine model were used to predict the classification.
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KT AR B TN G B RRZ B[]0 LT 28 R0 5541 SR e e [ 214 244> Bk 3 AR

AR LT A F S SRR e L BRI (1) JMERN T2 TR F R3], 1R
F TV ERSTHEMA TR, Bk 7 RERESI AL BERE . (2) 1 MR J b FAIE S5 17 4 1 52 R A
A5 B4Ry, MEBBTE SN, IR T W BT, AR H i A s E A5 ™
HERK, W ARSI ZE . (3) BUNHUAN T2 &) e B8 32 2 R AR M 5515 B [5] iR 31 S Bk
LR IR B R R SR, AEREM_E T 24 R IR S E 1 R B 25 B Ut 2 2 5 SR S R E . (4) -
T 23 ) G R RSO AT R 48 3 P 48 T B i FE X B, A R R B R . (B) L AR FURA
AT BN a2 BRI, RIX RG22 GF R AT 5. (6) a4 7 RSBy MO 5, ™
HEW AR E R, RO T AR IR E A .

2. 1REIRTE
2.1. BE#FHF#K(Random Forest Model)

TENLER 2, BEALERAR[6] B F 2 SR 2, R IR e g S p TR R D T BEATLIR 77, ALt
WY BENL SR o BEATLARAR A IR 2 T A RIE ) o 4l s i3 N B LR AR, s ik —
MR SR IEAT 7328, S fa U A PSR i o R8s R 2 ISR A M R . U RENLARMR 2 — N &
ZA PRI 7 e dn,  IF H S 092852 H AN R 1 2R £ A B80T 5E
2.2. HERKH(XGBoost)

XGBoost #i%/& A boosting 5%, &% GBDT BB HIEF THESEE . X)) Bagging B2, K&
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2IERATLLIFAT . boosting B 7 [k 27 2] SR IAIAF £ 58 SR KA. GBDT [7]2& — Mgt AL, 55 m 42 H]—#R
[ BT m-1 AE BRI SRR, BRARAAL (Y bias. XGBoost & 7E GBDT %4t HyZ kAl EiEAT Ak
ML, SIS, FRIA IR R R  RIs shsh, BRI ZRAr AL S Ja I
EREAN S 2 o) 28 PO SR IO 5 25 40 40T LASFAT, XGBoost X IEHEAT T HAT A, SEELHRAL B bx bk £ LA F)
WEMB IR LR R

2.3. 1Z5E O R
AR TSN I — AN AIEE 2RISR, R, FEATHIRNE
(BRga e AP, 5 BRI ZEA)) o X322 55 [B] U3 A0 357 2 pR B0 G T ] Be k0L & A ) R, 1E AL
A& LR R e MU SRS I SE B, SR AEZR 56 XU hn— AN TE AL T A8 5 T, 1E 0 300w PLECAS [5] i 2 =X,
TEBNA R @R ECE R, BES80r L2 Ya 8, el DAL L1 Y&, BCP 7 Haent, AP0 2k iR B AR
A
1(0) === (h, (x) -y, ) -2
2m §

ﬁ#A%Ewﬁﬁﬁ,EM%E%%EF%ﬁ%%E%%%:@zﬂ—%ZLwAM—MML%ﬂ@,M
T 56 0 S i AR 2 ) T
2.4. LightGBM #&&!

Light GBM [9]4H%% T~ XGBoost, #H Histogrm 5%, XIHFEREAT /04, Ja/ b & 70 245 s S 2
APE: Ak, $RH Goss B /INEEFERE: [FIR, $EHH EFB BUEIRGE R, PRARRAELERE, R
R R B
2.5. BEEMN i8R

WLAS 5 S PPN R bR A IR 2 B, A SCRRLILAL PPN 4R R 1 42 R THIFY(AUC). AUC (Area Under
Curve)#i e X~ ROC MM RN . o, ROC HhZk &Mk N5z # T/EHFFE 2 (Receiver Operating
Characteristic), ‘&2 — R FIAFE 50207 (o FUEEHE ), DAL FH M (U E) R A AR, (B
BH 28 (14 57 12k ) A AL AR 2 Il IR T 26 . AUC st 1l 22 ST 2800 95 10— Fh it e Fe A5 . AUC [10] 7] 38 i %o
ROC HiZk T &84 T AR AN 5 . AUC {EBK 432588, IERI S

ROC HIZE[11]REIR 25 5 I AT H AT 2 UL 0] 2% 2] B iz AL PR RE S MR . i 26 A B T i R e P R
ROC igkihein /e 1 fy, MEBLpuEmtEstilm . SEELE LA T ROC M4k b sl o s i b 1 5
UF e, FAR BRI S B S B/ o 3B m] DAREAS [F] (125 ) 38 LURLPE RE . B &A% 2] 2311 ROC it 24l
F[F—Asbrrp, BRI, S LMK ROC B FTACZR 2 S 2R HERf I I i

FEER . B Gl BN AT SR A ST SRR HERA T, JERT F PR A H A . ROC Ht 2o 3T IE
151l R M IE 91 256 LA R VR 5 B e — D, AT v ffl S Pl R o 2 = 88 BB R AU B 0 R, A
PERI 2R a0 . ROC -hZAN bl e B, fovFd PR AL, AT EHE S & LR, RS
SRR, R AN RAEE NS S E .

3. REIHE
3.1. HiEaLE
R, BRI T 5 4R 207 MRFER T, ERHER T CREIER SN CAERE
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R, FHNLER S S Skt — 0y 2K

AT (R OR BT A ] 2 AR I S B, R AR 0 SESON B, 2R IR
FRAE . AR RHAE A TR HIREA G B B, BEET WREMRHE R T ok e AE . H
NEAETIRE IR, Oy “PI RO AT SR B IR AL s WUERBEAMRAE I 7 SRR AR A D, B
HUAR PRI R R AR

T IE B Bt A S AN SRR B RF, JF HAS R DR 7 2 T8 £ B Vi ) e R e Ay 35 75 T A7 A 5K
KT TR N TR AT A A AR ], Bl AnrEA: RERAAEEE () 7 A oA b IR 25 20 A »
Wl Ai[12], sl RAEREERENIE N 0, TTEN 1, KRR EON:

xx= X4
o

Horh R EIAEHR B, T o JRIAEER bR AEE . AR RG22 M O (GO N
0); HZERIBALTZAR 1), B, ARSI, 7 2B R A — R4 B A, T A2
EEXTREAS o FvHAk B SR R AE T U S e 7 22 K, U4 35 5 AR R SO I 8 2 B 28 TC 0 IE
M 228 ST HARRHE . ASCEE OV —HREEEE, B 1TRR—MER, B—FIRR—AFRHE, Rt
PRAELL o

3.2. $FERE T4

I RITER A AT 9 19 Ko WFTAHFIE, SR AR X XBAA B ARAE, UL
88 G 6 K T AT R AR AR NGRS DL

EUE TV I ETAL B R, RAAEIE 5 58 MO TR L3822 2 Sk o FR AR SR Gt hn g v 14
GBI SR SRR K 25 R PR R FEARFIE . T7 221 JE [ I R e A £ 1) 7 22 RAFRFFAE K 38 o A STl bR
JiZER 0 (RRHIE, Kl 216 Mabrbe®) 153 ANMEdR, FF S SIEERE A 0 k7.

A5 BIE[14172 AR P2 ML S AR 2 2 8] AR 50 R (BB AR Ok ) Rd g 757 BAS
BIEF URHME R R R . TAS BIEARE p HEK FAERBSHE, EREl “8ANRES HbsZ [
FRERMT , XMETHRAE, 1 WHE, Jv 0 WFRRMAAZREMSL, 1 MFRIRPIA AR ¢ 4
Ko LULAY AR B WAV EME B AR E MR R A RPER, O TABEREE, ROKEE R0k
PR, HAERHHEARXWT:

|(x;Y)=X§y§p(X' y)log pl(ox()xpy()y)

3.3. BHUAN

P RS HR L, SHORFEAE S, Bia LRI & BGE A 1 R A AT AN A R
IS, B, PR RIRIFIS . EREEEE SN SHPIIRE, Hice RS, it
AT PIRAR RN e FHR R M ER . Ko i BRAIGE . VoA Z 4R A SRR S M A e
22, ASCHRRRAC O Fiabs B8 AT i 28 R T AR(AUC) .

3.3.1. BEHFHFMIAS

BEHLARAM I S 506 = A, 4358 n_estinators:  BEHLAR AR AR 50 . max_depth: #4 5K
TRIZ . min_samples_split: 1 [A]715 55 24055 i 75 B B /INFEAR L. 1Z 1Y) AUC 45 5F 84.2%, H i3
"I, WAE 1.
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Table 1. RFC parameter procedure
#* L.RFCi&id#2

SRR HIGH{E WE TR 4 WZJEH) AUC

n_estinators 100 [100, 50, 10, 1] 50 0.751

max_depth 8 [8,5,3,2] 2 0.781
min_samples_split 5 [5,3,2,2] 2 0.842

PFAMEE RFC AS 2R ROC M2k, NARFE2 HEEREMZ . AUC $8F5rR 7~ ROC HiIZ: T
L, L 1

ROC curve for diabetes classifier
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Figure 1. ROC curve
1. ROC #i%%[&

H RFC 2 b fE, BAMEH T 153 MNMEFRE ZE MR, AT DURTE MG 2035 ™ S Fe il
X BT A EE A BRI T . FA15H excel AR5 HHT 10 FIFEF58 TEAP_TA. ADMIN_EXP.
PAID_IN_CAPITAL. CASH_C_EQUIV. OPA_PROFIT. N_CF_OPA_PROPT. AR. BIZ_TAX_SURCHG.
C_PAID_OTH_INVEST _A. RESER_PS, #/| 2:
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Figure 2. RFC indicator importance histogram
2. RFC fetrEE MR E
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3.3.2. IZEEIBASTE

PR A AR T BRI S ECE A, 233N penalty A1 C_penalty #ox IEMALII 73K, C FoRIEN
SR, FBRAMEDY 1, RVERAEMI IS5 R A0 L2 101, Cli/h, SRRt/ 1A
SR R B AE TR, IR AR . L7 2:

Table 2. Logistic regression of parametric process
F* 2. ZEETESIE

SRR LN WS 4R HZJE K AUC
penalty 0.3 [0.3,0.2,0.1] 0.2 0.763
C_penalty 1 [1] 1 0.7859

M AUC 4R 78.6%, A4k SRR HAhARTY

3.3.3. XGBoost &

XGBoost FyEM At [N FE S S5 subsample R BENLIRE O HESHE O REA L), 38
F/2(0, 1]: %4 Learning_rate R 1922 2] %, XFOBKDIEHENRE R, FH T EEME.
BIAAZ 0.1, HUEVER[O, 1]. ik 3:

Table 3. XGBoost invokes the procedure
3% 3. XGBoost £ 1372

SHA R LIS WS L 45 WS JEH) AUC
colsample_bytree 1 [1] 1 0.601
Min_child_weight 1 [1] 1 0.613

Max_depth 6 [6, 5, 4] 4 0.620

gamma 0.3 [0.3,0.2,0.1] 0.1 0.643

subsample 1 [1] 1 0.723

learning_rate 0.3 [0.3,0.2,0.1] 0.1 0.745

i XGBoost i1t #21) ROC HiZk, il 3:

ROC curve for diabetes classifier
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Figure 3. ROC curve
3. ROC #iZk [
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XGBoost %1% f5 AUC H 75%, AUC £z 1.0, R J7vE s, R B Il & 880k
AR T A RIEBA BRI 7, BATKARER TERE, Rk EZENRBNES], AR
IR R 7 R0 B U an ] 4 FoR .
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Figure 4. XGBoost metric importance histogram
4. XGBoost #EHF EZE 4K E

AR HEAE XGBoost Hy2:H4FAE T ZM AT 30 FUAFAER 7, HAar 10 Hfess A T_REVENUE.
N_WORK_CAPITAL. REVENUE. OTH_COMPRE_INCOME. CAP_FIX_RATIO. OP_PS. T_CL. COGS.
ST_BORR. C_PAID OTH_INVEST A.

3.3.4. LightGBM @&318

LightGBM [ZEAR A S F2 U T B e BEm 2= 2 28, OME 0.1 PRfT, IXFE2N 1Rl sh i s
fEo XX T RS RIBAVLER. HIRENPGEMEASH NS, RERIENGSHEIRS. KL, $—F
Setf g S S RBREARIREL, 5 2, B max_depth A1 num_leaves, X2 2 miAs A 1) i EL B (R S 40
=P, #ixE min_data_in_leaf A1 max_bin. 58P0, #fixE feature_fraction. bagging_fraction. bagging_freq.
$1i25, Wi lambda_I1 Al lambda_I2. 257525, #isE min_split_gain. -2, BEKFIER, BNERK
B, WAERR, LightGBM Hi%iZ 5 AUC A 78.6%, AUC 1R¥EIE 1.0, il 5 ks oett s, FUR
BRGFHIERR . 3 4 Fis:

Table 4. LightGBM invokes the procedure
5 4. LightGBM 51272

SRR CILGLIER WG £ WS JEH) AUC
colsample_bytree 1 [1] 1 0.653
Min_child_weight 1 [1] 1 0.701

Max_depth 6 [6, 5, 4] 5 0.709

gamma 0.3 [0.3,0.2,0.1] 0.2 0.721

subsample 1 [1] 1 0.772

learning_rate 0.3 [0.3,0.2,0.1] 0.1 0.786

M lightGBM W2 #2¥) ROC fhk, fnf& 5.
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ROC curve for diabetes classifier
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Figure 5. ROC curve
5. ROC fhZk[E

LightGBM £ 2 J5 AUC f 75%, AUC #55IT 1.0, 7B stk e, R BRSSP & 3L
B A BT A FERE BRI 7, BRATERAE R AR, 6 5 ) 3 2 R 2 /NHES
HARFAE R 7 A0 L 3 R 4 R ] 6 B
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Figure 6. LightGBM indicator importance histogram
6. LightGBM &R E E 1K E

PATR B TE XGBoost 5k FRRFE 8 2 M A /T 30 AURFIE R F[10]19, HAaT 10 FI484F5 8 REVENUE.
COGS . PAID_IN_CAPITAL . RETAINED EARNINGS . T_PROFIT. AR . DEFER_REVENUE .
MINORITY_INT. PROC_SELL_INVEST. C_OUTF_OPERATE_A.

3.3.5. CATBoost i§&i312
CatBoost H L ¥ 24 Learning_rate. Depth 1 Bagging_temperature. Learning_rate Tk, S
Depth F/~# R E, bagging_temperature 7 DU =484z il sm B2, [X[A][0, 1], BRINA 1. W15E 5 Fios:

Table 5. CATBoost invokes the procedure
3% 5. CATBoost & id1%

SRR AL N S gk MZJE 1) AUC
Learning_rate 0.3 [0.3,0.2,0.1] 0.2 0.671
Depth 4 [4,2,1] 1 0.7859
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CATBoost Z:ilZ |5 AUC B 79%, AUC 33 1.0, fMJ5 ik smseit s, FRUPREE BT Rl &4
Bo NEFHXE ETTA B E B BSEMER F, BRATEEER AR, S5k 3 2 KBNS,
HAFAER F A B B RBUE T 7 Fiw:

3.4. HEXTRE
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Figure 7. CATBoost indicator importance histogram
[ 7. CATBoost 5 R EE 11K E

20 40 60 80 100

ARIAE iR 4 MR ERILS T2 )G, AENRSE BTN, BREAIZRE AR, A DA
RSN, i TAMERRRE, RAICRESF KPR T 25 N EEE. (ESLEEAE 1, Bk

i =AM AL R B N T, FRT S, BRI R WL 6:

Table 6. Results

6 HR

{7z Tai ERBAatr fatr(h o)
1 REVENUE A
2 COGS FE WS HA
3 T_PROFIT H A
4 AR LSO
5 MINORITY_INT EEatidir g &
6 R_TR PRI 3 R
7 T_REVENUE I PN
8 T_REVENUE_YOY PEN NG o4
9 LT_BORR W 55 S T
10 PAID_IN_CAPITAL T HEA
11 CAP_FIX_RATIO [i5] 58 B AR LG 2
12 DEFER_REVENUE IEIEUN
13 T CL SIS
14 C_OUTF_OPERATE_A
15 OTH_RECEIV HAN
16 SELL_EXP Sz A
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17 C_INF_FR_FINAN_A

18 PREPAYMENT TRAT K 2K

19 RETAINED_EARNINGS Eep el

20 BIZ_TAX_SURCHG [EN & A

21 DIV_PAYABLE o 5%t 3

22 N_CF_OPERATE_A W& IE
23 ST _BORR ST B

24 C_FR_BORR I 45 2 T A 4
25 C_PAID_FOR_TAXES SEAS R - T A B

4. BETEERA NS
41 BAAHERIRLL

AT Stacking BERMER G T, RO AIMAT THE A RS RRE 2107 BT A ok ) LA RE 4
FEMTER, KRR RAT AT & o R S A, ST A A [ R R AR IR R . IR AT AT T 5757
(f) Stacking 7574 mT LA AN IR R ) e i R L, AR RN o5 BECANRE Ak, ASRE TS R F) F9000 4 1 = A0
ZALRES). Stacking FREH — BN 2 AN B 1 EEREZMTMAES 2 R IZRE R
(TrainingData). M /EFEWF: Hoe, INZRERERNA RN DB AT k I ISIEMSIR . k
P SGAE, RS W k-1 FriENIIGRERE, 5350 iE A EdE (TestingData) &2 A6 IE ™
ARSI RA SR, 1A% 2 R IIZREREE . Fi5t, @0 Heln 4 50K 1B AN I R 2t AT
W, XA k ATIEEESE, TR A B, ASCRER S S IO N T — R
PR IR LR . 28 2 )2 SIRRUR AR MY, IR 28 1 2R R Ay ) 10 48 RAE NI 2R I 25
B, A5 FHTROTRIN A S o 38 1K i T 45 SR EE 2 JE AT Fp i e R b AT X L, L Tl v 1

ik 8 fios:

Stage 1 ] Stage 2
TrainingData1 Leam Learn Leamn Learn Predict »| Predictions
TrainingData2 Leam Leamn Lean Predict Learn : t Predictions
TrainingData3; Learn Learn Predict Leamn Learn : : »| Predictions | NewTraningData
TrainingData4 Leam Predict Learn tearn Learn . : #| Predictions
TrainingData5 Predict Leam Leam Leam Leam o Predictions

'

[ Model1 ] ( Model2 ] [ Model3 ] [ Model4 J ( Model5 J

Test i Paralleted
Predict Predict Predict Predict Predict Average ) Predictions XGBoost Final Result
Data T Model
NewTestData

Figure 8. Stacking flowchart
8. Stacking FRFEE

Stacking SRS 3] SRR IF R BCR TIN5 T . — N2 R RS TINRCR , Wl H R 2K a1
TR, SRR SRR (Y B RCR BT s 53— DRI REBZ 0 EA —EMERE, FEA
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BT 1) FEOE RURIE], IXFEER A RE A AN 62 ) B 8 70 I AL Al AU T2 L) Stacking AR
R AT O 1) N A — IR A B BN AR R, 20k 5 AN [R] BOMLAS 2% S AR RY HEAT T
2) fEFHEE 1 2 AT 5o 2838 Fre= AR R MR R B AR R 2R 2 B RSN

Stacking #H Lt LinearBlending K5, SEMMGEK, AT Gl & ASCRHA 5 $138 XIRUEE KA,
FEIE DA Z R, XA stacking HES: .

HE—ZHE] 7 XGBoost. Light GBM. FHLARM. ZH[AH & CatBoost AR, 5 FhEIEAA
FRAT BRI S HE, T LR E I LA RS B L B 2 202 2] SRR R ) e 1R 1Y Light
GBM Hi%, HTXEE 1 JEE% ) 2, I HATH 7 $r28 AR UE il 4 Hictts 1 75 =B 1k 35 1 Rk A
ZE LR, ASCHEET Stacking R S BT EE 1 ERE )98 1% 5 LGBM. RFC. XGBoost. Light
GBM. Catboost, i 2 JZ70% 2] 441 #% light GBM, HERIZEHI NS 9 Frow, i b 77 i m] A4S B 58 7S 4 1)
TEE R, R R N YHA

a1 2

Figure 9. Pie chart of the total number of manufacturing enterprise whether to
fake

Bl 9. fEkl RS EREWEHGHE

AL E], FNEERA A 396 5K, RIEMRAFA 1949 %, WTHE 7 Pin:

Table 7. Number of forgery company
F 1. ERARRS

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 4019 461623 1047928 1452732 1898974 2363841
2 4213 467739 1050124 1463106 1908690 2364212
3 31035 511361 1060623 1475529 1915230 2374556
4 50357 535187 1072740 1499870 1917077 2383853
5 73338 548784 1087133 1508169 1917131 2391741
6 75645 569860 1102339 1508508 1968470 2396884
7 79499 583371 1103553 1512805 1975301 2435254
8 81575 607310 1114489 1533276 1993579 2435904
9 97965 612944 1126031 1534091 2011661 2436184
10 131509 630294 1133137 1536458 2024615 2442440
11 135231 635943 1136701 1545745 2034931 2444790
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12 155465 637281 1153502 1578921 2040251 2445197
13 166534 641851 1162478 1634387 2043333 2450989
14 166659 657368 1165331 1644007 2046826 2456492
15 189771 668840 1230774 1663579 2111801 2500113
16 198262 684783 1231430 1689193 2112284 2527742
17 284358 694894 1233831 1722591 2113648 2544142
18 287574 721454 1241747 1741317 2135452 2564968
19 302307 725938 1251220 1787928 2136960 2572928
20 305202 770959 1254216 1790666 2165071 2625107
21 312467 772122 1257862 1794373 2178858 2626870
22 313420 797107 1263748 1802096 2180481 2634733
23 325632 811328 1273541 1802653 2214474 2657564
24 342901 820979 1286992 1811362 2219887 2662475
25 349646 823133 1304725 1818220 2233158 2665725
26 349920 824674 1331316 1826967 2239503 2670976
27 376089 859910 1346405 1850533 2242597 2673748
28 399309 877559 1347287 1854599 2246642 2674558
29 407079 894508 1370722 1856192 2267190 2675963
30 413331 917791 1373516 1868870 2268406 2680698
31 413459 923620 1381078 1874358 2282829 2706709
32 422647 947351 1394196 1876786 2294861 2727652
33 431877 965153 1409661 1878137 2318006 2729166
34 449715 993505 1430872 1885796 2323008 2730037
35 449726 1009709 1432553 1891959 2347419 2731130
36 455179 1044654 1444042 1896420 2357255 2745140
37 2761144 4772233 4514761 4074874 4354943 3090508
38 2777010 4773317 4520607 4095867 4362849 3110158
39 2790290 4773872 4563832 4110715 4376158 3113925
40 2792275 4775806 4569042 4136067 4390993 3122352
41 2795783 4785950 4589100 4157869 4415670 3164095
42 2798174 4789867 4593225 4161524 4425487 3195475
43 2811617 4795842 4594694 4174154 4429333 3205897
44 2826195 4835102 4601114 4178256 4445741 3214052
45 2838489 4838928 4621970 4186839 4451155 3217869
46 2847211 4857304 4638024 4191281 4455960 3220876
47 2847618 4859692 4640362 4200913 4456759 3248102
48 2881859 4882136 4652939 4211486 4471087 3254864
49 2990894 4890706 4662982 4239770 4471107 3267677
50 3017801 4897311 4663150 4259116 4474326 3277491
51 3020358 4898392 4687189 4265385 4475502 3287799
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Bk
52 3027989 4941663 4694403 4272413 4479025 3315757
53 3028649 4947245 4694503 4285172 4490413 3328655
54 3033695 4955770 4715729 4286287 4507053 3336683
55 3040312 4961319 4720778 4290778 3882975 3363404
56 3052129 4968617 4724087 4314899 3906022 3379549
57 3056128 4986535 4731575 4337932 3910370 3412883
58 3085552 4992858 4735999 3695289 3923399 3418224
59 3087276 4998808 4736790 3695809 3925532 3423888
60 3587014 3646332 4758209 3728995 3946194 3424430
61 3596878 3646698 3538572 3783229 3983344 3425757
62 3601904 3679000 3539128 3796888 4004646 3435688
63 3612127 3682953 3563206 3810059 4041432 3440528
64 3644236 3686245 3565648 3814950 4050050 3444357
65 3835191 3691837 3570756 3816511 4065876 3456641
66 3517308 3857935 3536395 3819610 3850081 3458266
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I, ATLAAS B — 4 B I 2R 208 NewTrainingData, # 5 43 T (R 5088 R FH A VA 0, B8 — 008
IR e NewTestData. FH [FIFER 7775 20 VI ZRBEHLAR AR gbdt. XGBoost, light GBM, il ZxAn
W% s b, s DS 2] 5 MR 08 56 BB, K BB B NewTraningData F 41l 25 %k
NewTestData 1F AR EIE, FHrilZr— 1 XGBoost #75, 15 F| 5 & M 5. X Fh 5%k ar LR St
PLA, FIHFHEZ MAGHER, S5l

AT 1 JF 0] 2% P XGBoost. Light GBM. BENLARM . B4RV K CatBoost £ 2 /205> 5% .
HHE T light GBM, MITIHE T & S M TR . Stacking 5 MR 7E MR 4E 04530 = T B 24
539535, Stacking SR B E MR AL 155w T B A 2Rl 43 2588, HL AUC 1349 78.5%, T3 i3 ROC
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Figure 10. ROC curve
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4.2. ERVTL
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Fia R At A5 A AL B AR AR 5 1) B I 00 P ORI DR 25 TN 1323 SR ARG Ak 26 6 4R 2 i

. W& 11 Fros:

Figure 11. Pie chart of the total number of non-manu-
facturing enterprise whether to fake
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RFENTILE R FF1E 18.4% MG L TEF N Eﬂﬂfﬂkf&fﬁ'% Wi 244 A EridligfR, 1079
AR . ATTEMEE, L2115 6 Al

B 11 pos.

BB, 0 RRASIER, 1R

ITEIEse, nl

A Stacking SRR SR ERRAY, SRATVE 26 5 4F Ky Ak ik Kot Kb Ak BRRFAE e 5 1) & I F 2
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Table 8. Specific counterfeiting enterprises of non-manufacturing enterprises

8. EHIER I B AE R e

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 10083 1682405 3326606 933562 2574856 4330281
2 38184 1682715 3352332 962308 2584388 4357417
3 62331 1725654 3363628 962466 2603195 4367525
4 73662 1726484 3387626 974393 2611171 4382140
5 79573 1731244 3389413 985873 2640939 4388517
6 84271 1818571 3429869 991606 2659712 4431385
7 85904 1820481 3445220 996153 2665107 4432826
8 98122 1824625 3461548 996441 2682553 4433656
9 162606 1856393 3463726 1083660 2705618 4442582
10 169426 1874536 3468727 1115066 2745216 4445647
11 195183 1892808 3473078 1182264 2747835 4455639
12 214798 1907820 3488598 1201147 2769232 4456365
13 232852 1922317 3499832 1203334 2790878 4480980
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14 249234 1936514 3511485 1209362 2796741 4564086
15 266963 1970382 3530822 1227673 2812981 4570965
16 286880 1976303 3578030 1269286 2816927 4647549
17 297926 2017677 3583157 1313450 2829042 4661966
18 301092 2040254 3618063 1345499 2829669 4669213
19 686427 2399070 4187334 1656791 3262635 4887547
20 693604 2402604 4192287 4938803 825566 2497957
21 315965 2042348 3640933 1359300 2843139 4678393
22 316520 2049023 3648636 1362836 2844622 4680149
23 325727 2070248 3683463 1373528 2849337 4690399
24 334688 2114004 3719746 1379943 2895524 4710457
25 350818 2134524 3804323 1471977 2918873 4727328
25 364305 2151056 3864884 1490049 2923338 4734851
27 389141 2172483 3872511 1513417 2944368 4741756
28 390627 2176533 3889707 1516761 3056391 4749099
29 394067 2183203 3942923 1522220 3058236 4755501
30 431111 2185630 3973471 1524574 3065911 4763536
31 491001 2221349 3975089 1525496 3118775 4786358
32 545184 2250948 3980150 1568226 3137668 4800652
33 597339 2303318 3984945 1596218 3174326 4825493
34 620668 2312291 4031377 1625847 3176303 4839163
35 628392 2313379 4089079 1633079 3177888 4840667
36 655040 2332077 4102514 1644358 3182805 4841735
37 657586 2339115 4117272 1645542 3189773 4858120
38 672970 2379742 4147734 1656299 3208224 4868990
39 759602 2417596 4198575 4942421 874870 2558544
40 786249 2435283 4214318 4946014 4237084 812418
41 2488211 4229984 4968271 4245500
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