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Abstract

A Study on anomaly detection based on Machine
Learning

Project Head: Oh, Miae

Artificial intelligence (AI) and big data analysis are the core
technologies underlying the Fourth Industrial Revolution, and
the self-sustained evolution of algorithms, based upon machine
learning and big data, is key to all related progress. Machine
learning, which is a part of Al, refers to the technology with
which computers learn and adapt on the basis of large quanti-
ties of accumulated data. Machine learning holds the key to an-
alytical and anomaly detection tasks required in a variety of
fields, including image processing, video and voice recognition,
and Internet search.

In data mining, anomaly detection is the identification of
rare items, events or observations which raise suspicions by
differing significantly from the majority of the data. Typically
the anomalous items will translate to some kind of problem
such as bank fraud, a structural defect, medical problems or er-
rors in a text.

In this paper, we define the concept of anomaly detection

and discuss various applications of anomaly detection techni-

Co-Researchers: Park, Ah Yeon-Kim, Yongdai-Jin, Jae Hyun
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ques using machine learning techniques. We introduce the
anomaly detection technique and compare the disadvantages
of each methodology. We also study the anomaly detection
study using Deep Learning machine learning method which is
the latest machine learning method. We conduct exploratory
analysis by applying the methodology of anomaly detection
technique using data of health field and welfare field
respectively. Finally, we deal with issues related to the applica-
tion of anomaly detection techniques and conclude with policy.

By using anomaly detection techniques based on machine
learning techniques in combination with fraud detection social
security and improving budget efficiency, we can get closer to

predictable customized welfare.

* Keywords : Machine Learning, Exploratory Data Analysis, Anomaly
Detection
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AR 24 Zojd 4= Q171 2] ol o gt 7id A o o=

A B8 % ek

e
re
-
)
>
1o
>
=)
@]
8
o,
~<
(0N
]
(@}
Q
=
=)
rlo
N
N
A
(e}
K
We,
Mo
2
=2
>,
X,
1o
i,

‘normal 9] ¥t 7iFO 2 ‘o] & &

2 733 J0E YL Foat

W)
1o
ot
=

(& 2-1] Classification2t Anomaly Detection X{0|

A= AR (2017). Novelty Detection-Overvier. https://jayhey.github.io/novelty%20detection/
2017/10/18/Novelty_detection_overview/>°ll4 20184 11¥ °1&

2) o= /Md9 dA] 2 EAL [Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009).
Anomaly detection: A survey. ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15] =&
WEZ §gste] HuA g BHA st
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classification + HFE &L T AU FAHE=S = Aozl
SHH, Anomaly detection T HEE 1185t o]4F%|7} oid Ho]
HEY sectorg & A= AolZtal &

ol dF Atw W & A ojH HAdARl ct
of (19 2-2)& 23 A= o]k Hof &t WA A= W i F
9 A5 xdshs F AL 99 ML V7L e

o A 01, 0,2 FG 05 W FE0] oldgkolTt.

=
oX,
~
at
of
18
)
2
i=)

(223 2-2] 2x1H R=0MQ] OdX] OflA|

3
01

’\\Nl *

O3

A& Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009). Anomaly detection: A survey.
ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15. 2page

ZS(noise) AA(Teng et al., 1990)2} = XA (Rousseeuw &
Leroy, 1987)2 ol &A1} T2 AT, 278 Aol o] ot &
=< BA7FE0] TS 7HAE iAol ofuH, &R E4f szt d
Bolt}, & AA= B4517] old @AM EZ 83 /A B A8
o=

Aol FFoH, 5 242 BAH g F7oIA oldwte] I
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2 £o]7] 3t Aotk (Huber, 2011).

o2 A Holg A4 &X|(novelty detection)(Markou & Singh,
2003a, 2003b; Saunders & Gero, 2000)7} =4, ol= A S7HA| &
AFA] ord A2E fj85S Zolfe AS ExE st} A4 §X]

ol TR}t G| topd mjelS A4 Eﬁni A2 AA, 28 E
AV EA] Bofol|l A 5T F2 o]Hgt A FA| oA U2 sjE2 S o]
A ©A] Hopoj|A] o]-8star, 1 ¥k u};<_7}x]a}.‘5 A, oot A
A= 55 =25

gl

-
T
A
1__

O

A= AR EAS 7= AR AR 2okl Ak A+tE] Qo
Z ¥4(contextual variable)Z HES wj, A7t A= Y 0]

& HA A9 S dE 2 vt E

o AZFARIE ALY, olAHY, 1Y AEY B YEYI T
2 A7 AR wet A2 o2 24 7o W Qa}

14 o,
- 3A Az9] ool et ehllo] o]& 7FsEHA|Q] of o] et
HIA|E vs. A WO BRE,



22 7|AI5H&(Machine Learning) 7|2t Of& EfX|(Anomaly Detection) 7|8 217

2. 1Y EIXI9| 03 24
7t 2 xi=e| A

A2 A== A7 HA|(instance)52] 2o (Tan et al., 2005),
F WA= st ol e] £4 B Hp(attribute) 52 EEEHT A&7 W
o] /g4 wet A& 4 U= oV FA 71 BT FERIT o
of, jF& 574] RS ALYolyt MY A=ovt 48T 4= 3l
-NN 7]8 7] S A& WA 7F A9 Joj7F 37120 % B35
*':;15] Apz.0] AA| %l’ Al A2 Loyt AN B} 22 FH=
= WA 2F ARt FolA = Aol fEe] A gho] Wash giFE
AA 7SS A8517] ofdtt. B3t AR U ZjAlEe] A2 AT
A7E A=Al wet P Am0] o] 2FEHTan et al., 2005).
i HE2 AR AAIE Atele] #Elo] Ikl o AA|= FEE A
H(record data)4 & A= (point data)E HHAFCE dtal JUA|TE, <4}
A= (sequence/sequential data), 57t A= (spatial data), L= 2}
F(graph data)@} &ol A= A7 42 BAE 2= A= FHlol thsh
A A= o] it

rE J\l
4y
iy

> |l

0

Q.

—o}m

A“.:rLL_H;Ll:lmlm

Lt Old2] S&

1) & o]*H(point anomaly)

A= W shue] A7 U A o Hisf ol dsittal IitEe A4S o
et (28 2-2]2 A 010,99 0, W ASAY LHHER] FH9
EAEA| = 0] L oAfolt.
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2) W24 o] (contextual anomaly)

A|m

A2 0 AR B4 WA olgstky THEs 498 Wittt
ey o] Y-S Wers) Aosh] S, Wt Maet 3% Wes vt

o] ofeict

o WY &4 = W2 W (contextual attribute)= W Ei=
1 F¥H(neighborhood)& 2743ttt A& W 37 A=Y A=
U A, AR AR ARE So] HiEt Hapolt,

o P &4 E= BT ¥g(behavioral attribute)i= W2 0]

S/d(characteristic)e WeHt. o= ¥4t F-¢F A=7t

o, 2k A4 2 7o ofof sttt

o o f= EAT WofA Y5 ¥5o] Lo = wogict W o]
A2 AI7F AR (Weigend et al., 1995; Salvador & Chan, 2003)%} &
A= (Kou et al., 2006; Shekhar et al., 2001)°l4 718 S5A 3¢
= o oH, (119 2-3]0] 1 gAlolth. AZ(t,)oll 7]20] 34 35%=
(A oF 1.75)%0 22 18 WHSHA|RE, o F(t,)oll= vl o/t A
ot
o] &= FHoA He] ol4fo] duht Qu]7t Sl=A|et Wk
Al &S 4= A=Al whet WA ol g 7Y AE off

Hrt.

o iYL

£
ox

1B
ox
o
inta

N
N
iih)
ox
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(23 2-3] 7I=20] tieh AIAIE Xt=0f Cet o

Monthly Temp

| I !
Mar Jun Sept Dec Mar Jun Sept Dec Mar Jun Sept Dec

Time
A& Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009). Anomaly detection: A survey.
ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15. 8page
F e WA oA Aol ¢, 3} 1,9 7|22 TR ThE WA L1, ¢ of thst WA=
A/do]7] Wizl ¢, oo E 7hEslA] F=tt.

Ct. Xi= 2k
2L Am 7jA 9] o] & (training) A=
o] 45| o] o Fofl thgt 2pES Fofs)

H|-go] Wh¥siH, B3] LE 75t /9] oS EHole A X
] oYt} At} ool mje- EEA "PE}"PH"P *HE—% S5 oo
A AS A7 ERE 7l 7V
c}. whEba 2hdo] gt JEI} gl X}EE % ”137} UL, 71 A0
et Al ZH 2 UE 4= Qioh

r
N
)

fru
=
2

l

_OH

r

rlo

He o

¢ ALk o]A} &X|(supervised anomaly detection)
ks A= W 2= ZiA 0 2k FEI) Q1 wf 2ol e

E= ol Iaotes 57 B2 S5A7= Aol 7MY dukel HE

Wigoltt. HE Xm7t AAdel ISl o)/4de] Hlgo| me 22 £

|
(imbalanced)$t AEl] 11, A AFGF=o] AEst EF77F olfHrhk=
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2
o,
u
2
O
=
o

Aol 54 1212t 52 Alefstd oS BgE Alv= g3 vl
517] ] 01 AolAe Ei CHRA] et

o FXAL oA} &X|(semi-supervised anomaly detection)
shE Atm 5 A ZAA ol E}@ FE7F A 2 FE7} Ql=s A=l
sl /B o RE & 5 fle BF ARESte 7IHe R Ak o4}
HA T 92 el 341%@_]’ & Sloh. detA o g A A e AR
Sto] B shEAlXl F AIE AHRol A&t A o83t

» H|Z|Z o]A} K] (unsupervised anomaly detection)
2pdo] gl AbmollA ARESh= o] 'Rl i o =, 7Y g 29 4= 9l
= 7IHolth. =2 A= W 7iAE 712 A E 7|HteE sto] o 9= '
Agte} GRbA o2 AAto] Hlgo] A o8 Atk 7S ST,
7o) E8H ¥ @ H-E(false alarm rate)¥ Z2 FA| 7} HAYSHY,

o
!

ct. Ol EiX| 2ol =2y

ol &R HFP9] SLS o8l ZF A9 ol oFE It
T2 AREHE YHoEE ZF iRt 27] &A47F e ol A
(outlier score T+ anomaly score)E AXsl= A FAF E= o]A)

o epae Rofal o] Itk o4 WS olgshe FAL olge

ol EAT BAE £4R7E A4 doF gttt Bid 2hiElS Eol= HH4
ol A= -Er*-ix}ﬂ B9 B E= 2R (hyper parameter) 49 27

024_.

Ak | AAS vk 5 e,
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M2%E o] X =Ll - 2| At A4

ICT 719 %Ao] vt 38 5 245 A1 A2 o4 5] Al
WA AFEE VMO A% S WaloE sk k. 71E
Ak 7o) 21 ol TR 1L 2 Adlol et 4 thgel %
dhokan b4 chahe AESHe WS U gol Hlolg BAo] ofe
2ol Qlgieh. B AAH ICT /1GSS AFE 713 A28 At g
3} uiglole) 14 A BEte] B4 A9 PolelS Shesha Baeh
ChE e A0 TSR o4 AT 711 £54 Aol o]t
o] oA o4 B 7% A8 -9 AHE AT Ropd, dlold §
PR o] 2745t ek,

1. 91 2O0FH O EX| 7|H =2 Al
7}. EQ(intrusion) EiX|

AAolst AFE AAHNA L] oFoj2Ql FAds Yerdth Y &
A& oAM= HE&Fe ARE UHF7] s &2 Alkte] a5y,
Q7 H&(false alarm rate)°] 2FT wotAE A0 & Hdo] & 4
Utk ESF A=TF 7t AU gize] AAIZE f4o] g E
7| A= gkl gt 2h2 HA 2= 5 UAIRE ol 1A
w8 ZA)E} A% 7] o] AFHC} Denning(1987)& A B4 A

~ES YEYI 7]} SAE s]to R Besigr,
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U IS B AE71GR1 ol2F AT E= At 20189 1€¥€
ot AL 719 2153 EHFHA] AA(D-Security) 5= ST Al
A AERE ThEA Y] EAFAE AARIC] tis ete] ARl AtolH S 7F
o}— SAAY] EAo] @71 Hlo|E & Shgote] ol 'A dare|Eol 4
55 di#e “Al 7le2 7lskasd o' St

gt th-38S o ©A =o17] gt A 84
B2 FES 9 gtk 919 AE U3t ks Bl A= 9A- S5t
£ 71AERS 719 As@ EFEA AA 52 Boll, 7o) Atod I
of BA-tf-8 58 A3lotal, AAA oA AAE vhAsHY, FJE ZH4ik

239 284S 5 7 A=F ASH 2R A I Aol Al ¥

(23 2-4) OIZRAIR2IEIS] T Al 7|2t XIS HORHA| MA

Afole] 2218 Szt
RIS HOH| AIAT 75

A2 58|
I RIS (h) A2 7 e 0lEf

ARIHRESA XISEM
Hoikg st

= ALO|HIE 23S Al WS Y
I=gs

2E4A 7|4 XHESHE H{YY T
TCHA "
- XHYEY, $ord EM paRE
it
-BAREEA Y s 2 2 e

= AlO[H oI HE 2 ~x] & Y umon N\ b

I ASSAREEAREN

| Feedback X5 2 SUGICIE] 29k MOIPHIAIAG FHY

FHELBB00 00 S 2aun

»3 « 45 AASE T U B
BHRPALHE ~ A AH Y HY

Hy ll"l'*l—?l’!’&! ‘“-'*R.' =3

)] vI‘ZFE B U M IERTHE

A& SECUN CCTV News. (2018. 2. 5.). HF A, Q3R 15-02 a34Q] of- 3+t &) v A
Retrieved from http://www.cctvnews.co.kr/news/articleView. html?idxno=78306
2018. 6. 7.
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=249 Alo]H] Het Holg Aok 7|UQl AlRHE(Symantec) A
AIAA = FEEA Qe AYEE A=K (connected car)oll 2&2
HT & A ARLS ZRdstiet AV E & g2 ARkl 7‘]“57\}01] ICTE
B3l AA| oY A= HEYF| AZ=, Fal bAsh B
U AMEEZC 2 Bt} o]} #Aste] A} wE Qe 7k A E
a1 71€% V2X(Vehicle to Everything), 2FF 7+ 92 7]&d
V2V(Vehicle to Vehicle), A2 B2} 7F A2 7]&<1 V2P(Vehicle
to Pedestrian), A=} 1z} 7 B4 Y EY A 7|<<Q V2I(Vehicle
to Infrastructure)?] EQF &3 40| " Q3 A3to|t}, o]of A|qtel 2 4
Ao oF FAAREE Hel ¥ 2 o[} AFE %*Zlﬂoﬂ Ao
Het JHE AAREe R o = 5 Y B4 Het AT EQ o1& 7
BH(Symantec, 2018)3tF 1} Q.

Lt. APZ|(fraud) EHX|

AP A= 23, ABTIEAL HAdEd, Froidst SAL FAAE
S A7l A Dofuh= W] 6“—?4% ot 2 Qulgteh. AP &
o] FAE AA 1AL & A, KR =8 50F) uAo = A
= 7FsAE Ak A= Atd71 o] AlSshe Alstdt AHIAE
A 92 WA o7 AHIPS u) WASH, A7 He 53414 &4 9
Qs o3t AHdS ZZAAHo= BAs|E Yilth Fawcett &
Provost(1999)= AF7| &A1) At Q] ALE &5 ZYEH (activity

=
monitoring)°|Zh= 80|12 FHSIY. ol 74 1A ARSPAIE T
=
=

o
o,
l
Y
N
Y

g
)
av

i

i
H
e
)
T,
o
)
i
>

Sk A] A O] AR Zokz A8TTE, FHids), B AT AP A
WA A "HA] 5ol A
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(29 2-5] 0= HOAOIE AP| YXIE fIet Ol Bl 7|8 M8 +=

Medicaid State Datal ha sos 54x) Wedicald Statistical State llledlt.lid anﬂe Data Sets
Medicaid Mana) gement Information Databases (54x) Death er files,
System [MMIS) Medicaid Statistical Information
Decentralized state custodian (different System (M5I5]

netears) Centroiized federal custodia

1L 33?

statistical fo

Extracts

¥ -

ETL
ET m

o
.,

Caleulating Fraud
Metrics & Flagging

and scorin
' . Fraud Analysis & Visualization
ul tanl
processin " Reporting
-hoc query and ana
Sherkock Cube - Online analytical Precessing
Muiti-dimensional I model (OLAP)

Data Warehouse - Dashboards & scoreboards
Centralized custodian

A& Capelleveen, V. G., Poel, M., Mueller, R. M., Thornton, D., Hillegersberf, J. (2016).
Outlier detection in healthcare fraud: A case study in the Medicaid dental domain.
International Journal of Accounting Information Systems 21 (2016) p. 23.

Capelleveen, G. 2/(2016)= 1|7 HltAo| =t HAH HEF A
APl ZAIE si2sh] et A-E S5 Y& AH|AY SRt
A Am & HAGS Fske oA FashAl &2 AHls A
A I A, BY AT S5, B=3 A= AT 5Y AP
T ATk ohRol|k 509 AR Y= w2 o] Ha Aol it A
7] A FA5H] flsl, ARE B A& A4 ol A 7HE
Ag5tAtt. AtollM = g E4(APS AR, L-E4)0lA 9 =
THAE EEoto] HHEZ O & oA & A5, o AR & ¢ Sl
E4 712 A7ski
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olggole} BlE ¥4 47 HAZ, U 145 Al drk
2, 224, 2015 A1), FRFE 40Tt Bl HAEZolA] =Pl
£ A5kl sloy, At o] tigt A Ao] A& 0% A7) = .
Adol= 7 a5 AT B 22 Eo R d2J9] 3RS A
She= olgi=dl, Qmgo] #Elof tiet LUEE AAE F=5shHA F
A a7 9= A28’Q SURS(Surveillance and Utilization Review
Subsystem)& 7HE5ltt. SURSE oA (anomaly)elgtal & 4 Q=
7 eaAe] 45 BAsHL o8 Byl ol A5t dAdE 4

G g FEAE R AT AR HAleE 295kl 8l

SURS A|28]9] =9 fm— Aoz FARES W, 20089 29 1000
o g9, 20099 39 2000%F 22, 20109 49} 30009 €9, 20119
69 40009 & 29 Xé T Adohs 4TS Aw AoE A

)
32

‘Operation FEDRent’ &1 E@% 7fEkelgich o] T2 I = SR
glojgutold 7|¥& A-&sto] FHEZF -‘?*7@ T 95 29 15
sttt 34 Ame HJE/\]‘I‘-’] Al4=E
A9l QIAL R E E-Eolint. dF A& AAE, 45 4
o F B A7t =2 ool dis W= AFE Elst
AAISH= WA o2 g5kl Q)

LA 7F2E]9] Department of Public Social Services(DPSS)olA %=

B4 A2"HE 5o B 32 ¥4k AtHLosangeles DPSS,

oZi
;9
1o
I
N
r
0,
0,
S~
=
L)



A4 A7)

=

H2% ol Xl Mg Fo I =U-2 A 27 31
Z}

A4 A
A, 71e A4 A

H

A7}
d, child care program®fA]

A4
ﬁ

RS

15

Ry

°

Hojelg 9
o]
AR

al

g

=

2018). DPSS=

=1

o
Hlo

ot
=

[¢)
o
ojn

il

3j 4]

& AHEIE gAY 9

fi]‘
=

el X8

o

=

=

9)o] apel

i

[e]
o

A7) &

o

=
T2

b, 24

I

HIAMZ A= o] A7) Arlof o
JEAI A 5 HHolE

ol AR8

R

=
it

=

1

T

]_

S

A AR

ot

°

=

st Ab7] 7H-gde]

glupetol A e

[©)

9

|

ER
sel

o
=

o
=

-F%-:],

be 9 A A

)

QIR A

Eo

—_
o

o
=

A gl

AL
]

A&

3} 57

=

o
=

5

stoict. 121, YIEY A thololae 7)Y

5

A&

YAES

&9

A
L

_‘i

Ao A U Ay 9
__,O_

—L
=]

o

wERe] A%t 4

5 AdH] 52



32 71AIst&(Machine Learning) 7|2t OJA ElX|(Anomaly Detection) 7[8 217

%= 47 571 59 FHiE A7 Aol FrdeEH Add A
IS = Rttt I8l FHo| A= o] s fIste] Aoy A
H A4229] TAASHSHA L 9F 1&e5F A A2018-62% 3t
o= 9 P A V&2 A 2P0kl T &, A FlA
A et 371 T &S A6k, AR stole 2

o]
3 242 H/1H0% NBES GO IR AR A% 43-AF

28] 014 Afo] Lh= ol BAfo] Ueh}7|E St of
P57 fot] TEFH 9 HIR AT AL AU
o Tet W7k Aeka IrHQHRAEH, 2012). olo] o

olgjHo|Asloto] 2 £ At Zjolof gk ¢
o =gsta et ERL &7 A AJo| & Qg IS ASToEN
B4 2 55 AFgAol digh #eElE & o Aot Fust
AE7Fe] A Al 719ket =] Al AFle] S55(learning) 7|52 F7Ft ol
W7gn] AAH] -8-2 ARl tigt QRS Fo|HAE GIHoE 11
% AE3 Aol 7hsdtthe oA @A dhFEIL s ARE HEE
9] EflEo] F3tgict,
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ct. 7IEf 20

AA A St 56 AHAS AFSHe ofofu]au](Airbnb) 4t
AgAtel o] A4 Yot A% WS U S YrE 2A BPEL
LEHCHLL, J., 2015). A AA 1907459] SokE 2 P5heA HAys)
£ =4 Eojo] gigt 2AS AT & QU 54 A2 AclEgel(
4l AolE, ofZ)o] = 2AE 2ot we sjdsl A,
A7} 2y o] B4 98] o4 g4 7]

1

HOo X—LQ.O]— }\]

HE= 10

Oi
-
i

(in, J., 2018).

2. HIOjE] RFE Ol EX 7Y &8 Al

7t. elek Z=HZ(medical and public health) O[& EX|

o] Bo}o] oA} Blx|= 27 Fx}o] 7| 2-S uleho 2 35t} o]A}o]
QJol2 3kx} Arelo] Wisl A Q) 7|E o 507 tjofsit}, Hd
Mo EAEE BolojA Aol MALA Yol g =S =t}

(Wong et al., 2003). €18} 2ok 1] ol AL ol4ghe Fom w7y
B o WYk bt of 7] W] B et avEd 4
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olt

773t 735 2htlo] o] 2 o] 2 HlFS 34|
AAZY HAES} 22 A ARS thEr] e Fid.
| A 2E SRS AT AP A7) 20169 +

ket o]<]d]

£ 24} 9P 27 o1 74 Al2dlo] et 3~547F Q|1 melA 3
Foto] A RFAAEIALNA B U F7 HolElS BAjstol,
A olokE A e 7% ZRAlA, 49y B4 o3 © 2] o]

A AR Z2AA, QJFERPAAREAHIA(DUR, Drug Utilization
Review)e} AAIGE AAIZE Al AA ZENAE 7LSHATE ©o]F &3
é_]x] Zl'oﬂ 7]-7]]-_9. g g3 E% o}o:] 7Podtg HHH o 7P;q SF /\ 011— }\]

2gjo] AEE UK=Y EoI G, A EAHARE7HY, 2016).

Ll "&b ®2l(image processing)UilA{2] OJAF EIX|

VS o7 ol TA 712 ARl w2 ofm|A| 9] MK =2 H
A A1 om|R|ofA] o) Fjt HEZ Fhe Ao] FAolth. A Y

(Augusteijn & Folkert, 2002; Byers & Raftery, 1998; Moya et al.,
1993; Torr & Murray, 1993; Theiler & Cai, 2003), <A 14
(LeCun et al., 1990), £3338HChen et al., 2005; Davy & Godsill,
2002; Hazel, 2000; Scarth et al., 1995), 5% X4 £4(Spence et
al., 2001; Tarassenko, 1995), B]t2 ZA|(Diehl & Hampshire,
2002; Singh & Markou, 2004; Pokrajac et al., 2007)7} &-& djJA|o]
o} ol B 2A%, oldA EAY AS 40 ofsf Lt
A= AL, A E4E BF AU, ZF A= A, 9], A
22 219 A5 &4 7R AE AR A7V vl 27 WiE

off 2k=E Ao ol "AIE f8l Alte T o 71411 of2tso] 9l

B o[-J o
o
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T3S HYQ AR E tE flofl= A7t X 2|5l= 7o) W o]t
Ct. X} Xl=(text data) 0|4t EMX|

AEUlS B3 FASh= HlolE 7} 7|shaA & SoluHAl A1edo]
FH(natural language)?] ¥]AE A& (unstructured data)?] F= &
7¥skal ot A AR ol BAl= B4 A A BZolA A2
FAY AHE 2= Ao] 38 H4oltt. &, 11 Al=& ARdoly o4
A FAZE ol wHEth AREs HE IAYEo|y WEVF EE
(sparse), £A17F Alzto] AUaA] F=2=7] ojiZo] A&l 4= 7}
2

i=g

gt MAM(sensor network)

Su

Al
T

RS

X

T2 Fo] He 2= FAR, o A AAoA BE A= K
2 ol Ahm 24 BRI 53] Fasith AT AmQ] o]
A7 H178442 AP Ald 2 JAAAY, ofd ™ AlA ol =417
A ofulgich. weba] AAT o] FAl= AlA 4T U=
T &t AA7E 35k AR SR olXl, o4k, A%H, 34,
HT @ & Axpbdoln, Az7t &2 02 At E3L, AA7E A4
A o] et Ahmof ol 71AY A&kl Sl ok T
AlATY o] FA o= o8 dato] QUeh. WA AAIZEO 2 AF3fjof 5
o, AA7E of 2 il AR= o] Q17] ol &4 Qlo] 24t HlolH
uto]d(distributed data mining) Fo] 878}t F7HHo= 23,

A5k ol 3wt TEsfoF ke A 2 d™E0lth

oX _I(IDIE
Am

30
L=

N

re rlo

H
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Or. 7[Et =2OF

54 QAAl(Albrecht et al., 2000; Emamian et al., 2000), 23-2]
Y5 FZ(Crook & Hayes, 2001; Crook et al., 2002; Marsland et

al., 1999, 2000b, 2000a), 25 2 YE{H(Shekhar et al., 2001), 4
=9 ®R|(click-through protection)(Ihler et al., 2006), ¥ °f=g]
Alo]A(de & Kashima, 2004; Sun et al., 2005), A&E5HKadota et
al., 2003; Sun et al., 2006; Gwadera et al., 2005; MacDonald &
Ghosh, 2007; Tomlins et al., 2005; Tibshirani & Hastie, 2007),
Q1 2AKHLu et al., 2003), ¥ AA(Lin & Brown, 2003), 14 A
T [Customer Relationship Management, CRM(He et al.,
2004b)], AESHDutta et al., 2007; Escalante, 2005; Protopapas
et al., 2006), JEiA o3 (Blender et al., 1997: Kou et al., 2006;
Sun & Chawla, 2004) 5-& H]|E3l o)A &A1& &&= -2 Zof

7} ot



HO]E AtO[HA 7182t
Ol Bl 718 &+

M2 7AskE 71gt oy EAI /1€

H2E =2id(Deep learning)s &3 014 HX| 7|







GO]E] AtO|HA 78k
O] &Il 717 g+

H1H- 7|AIEE 714 01 BX| 71 #3)
1. 2% 71 olY §X| 71

EH[classification(Tan et al., 2005; Duda et al., 2000)]l+= Z 7HA]
of ol ZEAc] &dt=Alo] tigt 2hdo] £o] Sl ARE RV
(classifier)& e5(training)3t ¥, ehad LPO0=Z A2 7fAo sl
7t 220 £ G52 AISShe WHoloh 5 7N o) A 7HE
A9 vt IZ A o] 7[HE A8 di= EFVIE FoIA B4
Ffeature space)ollX SEAIZ 4= ¥ 1L 7Pgtet Apw9] 2 7
o] mat tH S (multi-class) ¥ A Hone-class) 22 U= 4= Tt

(28 3-1] 2% 712t Ol §X|

Anomalies

(a) Multi-class Anomaly Detection (b) One-class Anomaly Detection

Z&: Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009). Anomaly detection: A survey.
ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15. 21page

3) 71AI8ks 714t o}AF & 7|¥2 [Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009).
Anomaly detection: A survey. ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15]&=%&
W& Hgste] Hestals
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AT 7S A5t o8 SHAR o]FojF ol 7PETTHStefano
et al., 2000; Barbara et al., 2001b). ol ©AIE YollA E7717F &
B 2 YA S FESHEE StgA7|AL, ol S0 29
A %= JMAIE old#eE ALY 3-1(a)) D). IF 714
2 FAol ,_ﬂ A4 (confidence score)E Foj3f /AE SA5HA F
Fog ERdhe 77171 /1™ ol dgtoletarl gttt

P 7S ohg AmrF B Aol ZHgReE (1" 3-1(b)]
3} Zo] Y- SVM(Scholkopf et al., 2001), & %ﬂ‘:} #'d Fisher &
24| (Roth, 2004, 2000) 59 YT 27 L22ES o185 B4 A
Aee F== 24 47l(decision boundary)E i‘% o}, HAE 74
} 558 77 9ol QLo o]4gro] Tk,

ER71E Wee GAESEE Uiro] Au R ot Ao

!

il
ﬂl

N

T Joll

il

17}

.

7t AMZ4%(Neural network) 7|t

Zro & o]A} o B mdstcK(Stefano et al., 2000; Odin & Addison,

AT A= EA AW (replicator neural network)O o] &
tH(Hawkins et al., 2002; Williams et al., 2002). EA] AF42 A4
AgE Aoz 55ty 9ol Aljbd AFYeE, Eﬂ&(mput
layer)®t &8 Z(output layer)Q =& 71 2, A= 2o is) siut
o]4}9] 24 (hidden layer)2.& 7% QA FHE 5ol U2 A=wE Y
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Z3l7, TS 85l AAS Bdste] 23k 'S TR

3-2) A1), BA| AT B B 27

it
o)
P
o
3l
rlr
of
osk
|o
it
]

2 FojAH, o] ghZ = ol A= & 5 AU 71 p= dF &

(03 3-2) =X/ AEy x| of

input output
s, -1
\ S i &
\ K F - !
\ 4 A g code T \ ’
\ ’ \ S - ’ \ '
A ’ \ . ’ \ "
\ " \ i N ¢ \ 7
\ 7 b3
\ ! / \ 1
7 \ ’ \ r
i) A
v o o v
X A [ z b o X
F Y % r
i X A N g (!
A ’ \ 7 v N
4 \ ’ \ ’ \ A \
z \ ’ b - \ / \
A ’ - Sl \ ! \
{f \ 7 - g K ' v
3 | 7 - \
F L e= I \
| T
decoder
encoder

A& 9719 tJoK2018. 9. 1), https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Autoencoder
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L. HIO|X|Qt L|EL{I(Bayesian network) 7|4t

Hlo|Z|Qt HER A= thydt TAo ol &Hth. &7 wAIY of YolB
Hlo|Z|Qt HIEXAR HAE 7|A|] 2 4T S A9 o4l Higt AF
FES 38 7MY B2 2 sidste 4z AET ol
A9 APAEEN 2AFGES o5 ARE ARESto] 43 &
E0°] 0o] Y4+ A$ #@HEgts AR (Laplace smoothing) 22 0 o
4l A4gt g4 2 Fofgitt

Y EZ AY A (Barbara et al., 2001b; Sebyala et al., 2002;
Valdes & Skinner, 2000), ¥t 2 ZrA|(Diehl & Hampshire, 2002),
At A= (Baker et al., 1999), A% A ©A(Wong et al., 2002,
2003)°l| °|& 3835 7I'Ho] A= QItt. jHH vo]H Hjo]2 R ¥
0] FHolzhz 2ol Eagh, o EX%t #o| X HEAE At
&9 2 ¥t AR SE5Y 9E 1ok 7HMeo] A=
(Siaterlis & Maglaris, 2004; Janakiram et al., 2006; Das &
Schneider, 2007).

ol

o
ol

C}. SVM(Support vector machine) 7|8t

SVM(Vapnik, 1995)2 4ot oA} &% A S tf&c} SV

=
o
o)

83 - 85 7IWM(Ratsch et al., 2002)< o]-8-3f g HehS 23t
Sk FY(E= 1 AADS a9 715 72 AAR 231
S50 BA 9] W - o)A o] FEoj| A= TS 2| 7] wiZel, B
of &4t Am o] HEFo] ofEA o|FojH ALt FHT Aty
2t} JH9] F-2o] B RBF(radial basis function)@t 22 #Hd
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5 ARSI Rt HIAE ZRAI7E shaE 90l S017H B
2, ofYH oo & Wil

SVM 71¥< 24 413 A& (Davy & Godsill, 2002), W4 o4 &
Z(King et al., 2002), A|A®l T2(Eskin et al., 2002; Heller et al.,
2003; Lazarevic et al., 2003)& Z3H5) A|7HH <A A& [temporal

sequence(Ma & Perkins, 20032, 2003b)]°|% o]- &=t

2t 4™ F=(Decision rule) 7|t

2% 1 79 7 Asdeld A ARE Bashs 1452 o

SHAL, ojust 2ol shesh ok A olo Hate. o

N AAE 71 & Zohfl=(capture) F2& 21, 2]

A5 ol A= T oA A WP 7HE0] o
S AIQt=AtH(Fan et al., 2001; Helmer et al., 1998; Lee et al.,
1997; Salvador & Chan, 2003; Teng et al., 1990).

A +& bro]d[association rule mining(Agrawal & Srikant,
1995)lo] A EAol| et v = 24 7] 5ol ARgE|o] gt
A7 32 Mg AAmoA APEH 20l et HERkE Hol
Al SteF A A E(support)’t Y 52 dA Eote 22 AAR

(Tan et al., 2005). A& 774 mfold 7|9k 7|H2 Y EYI IY
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(Mahoney & Chan, 2002, 2003; Mahoney et al., 2003; Tandon &
Chan, 2007; Barbara et al., 2001a; Otey et al., 2003), A|A&H] &
ZU(Lee et al., 2000; Lee & Stolfo, 1998; Qin & Hwang, 2004), Al
B7F= A|(Brause et al., 1999), 9541 Al[spacecraft housekeeping
(Yairi et al., 2001)] 5ofl &&=t} A 2] npolid TgoflAf §d
J= X15‘F(frequent item set)°] oIX|=H], He et al.(2004a) °l%¢
AE /WA 2= 1 50 Jie= she algES At

O, 7 SYE U YEH HIR

< oLnO

I 1) AR B3
79k 710] A BAEE A8 B5 dnelEo] net oz,
o) Kearns(1990)°14] & % 9lef. Aut oz ox24

I 5lo] wh2 Wo|1 23 HAslyF "West sVMe] =& oAt

Joachims(2006)7}F H5& A8 Aj7to]| Y= ok= ®PHES Aotol3ith &
5 23 7|6t o] HA] HHES o5 oA oln] S5E HEPS |
AE o] ARESH| o] Bl AE 32 ui-$- wiEo)

21 2) &7 719 ol &R 71 Y] Ay
o o 3 dagE=S o8 = Ut
+ oJu] g5 X3P thsf ofl&%t 5 HER HIAE IpFgo] ulj-e- M=}
o O EF0lA 4 A WA Sl et ghES 5] o#E &

ATt

o AR HY BF a2 AsiA Hold 859 71A7F 85tk

k)
o
M
by
i}
4

O,
kl

AL, SVME ARG o ofmgt AdS ARgSfioF &
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o 7 iAol gt o) W4t Was Aol Sk Ak 7Y
52 P857] ot o AL ] 99 B AELe BRI &

oA S22 S H4E dof Hrk(Platt, 2000).

2. NN(Nearest neighbor) 7|4t OJ& EIX| 7|\

o] Fofo] 7ol A= AR EL olH TH(E)(neighbor)ol L=
of UL, o2 7t TollA e EolA IoF 1L 73t Nearest
neighbor(NN) 718t 7I'H& 22H & 7§A] Ato] A 9] 7lgo] 4 2|=
ojof gt} A= ofd 71| W o= Aol 4= Qlr}. A& W o
A= FEHE A ARl Ao, & HEE AFEE &
THTan et al., 2005, Chapter 2). H5@ o] tisires S 44 A
“(simple matching coefficient)”7} A5+ 2:0|H tf27I A 2 o E545H
27} 243K Boriah et al., 2008; Chandola et al., 2008). X&7}
cthiggolH 7} ¥iso] ot A 2}E A3t Tan et al., 2005, Chapter 2).

NN 7|8t 7|jol| A o] F4E ot WHS AR 7H7ke- 7iA |12t
o] AZE ol-&stAH, Al Yie(relative density)E ©]-&3h= ®Hiol
o} o]gjo] AZE v HA o E E85t= 2 7S 50l UHESHA
AR 7o

%
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7L KEMZ 72 JHHte] A2l 018

ol ME KHAIE 7R JiAI2Ee] A=E ARl 914 ARl
A A =5 ZAUByers & Raftery, 1998) 224 o]1}9] AZE o]
&5t iy 57| ERIEEA 7] (large synchronous turbine-generator)2]
215 AAFEA Y] o4 &A|(Guttormsson et al., 1999)°] 88Tt
ARHA 0 & o4 H4=0] Ak (threshold)e A75HA9E, Ramaswamy
et al.(2000)Z ol A5 71222 FEAIK F ol L7t 7P 2
m7E O[O R HoLal, o714 m-Z EAA7L Aes= A4eoltt.
7124 oA T2} Zo] Al 7HA] e = Shef Ukt A

= ol A Ao v, F HiAlE ALol ofd Akm A
& 98l ohE A A=E YR, Al MR 7R HAIE €71
S AF= 9] Al Aol A28 5= 71 71H ] A4t BeS SR

Eskin et al.(2002), Angiulli & Pizzuti(2002), Zhang & Wang
(2000)= 7V 7W71& k7 7iAIES] A7 9] @k ol A& ]t ©]
o} vt 7192l & Hd E4(peer group analysis)= Bolton &
Hand(1999)7} A-871E A7] ©HA] o &-8-513

ol H4E Fot= thE WHOE g JiAelA 478 A=l (d) oluel
JE= MAY F(n)E Ale WoltiKnorr & Ng, 1997, 1998, 1999;
Knorr et al., 2000). Z HHX]E 49l ZF(hypersphere) F2] 74 7}
FE A= Zoluzg, o] W& MY Wi(global density) FH2Z 4§
71 £ 9tk dlE EW 241 ARofA "EE n/nd 0] "Lt o4
Aore 73 959 I4E 52 5 AT, A 3= E A= ti4l ofd
7IHEZ dE IS 1/nd oV ASE, B 7IME2 ne 15k

A

=2
1/d& o1 4R AEAT,

o o
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ol At W82 thFE-E A5 v TS 7ol AR, HEd
W0 AR E thF= o2 7]Ho| &4

gt &l 2 Z(hypergraph) 78t 7|82 HEY %k—— 5<_:LEH£
& Hgsigt F 1 T1FzmofAe]
Otey et al.(2006) HFY, IA4F
et A =g Ajtstet W, A&Fol dit ARE T=E et
Fol Yotz A 2T, HEE /00 dslixe F 7iAI7E dAlsk=
79 N5E, A& Hsiae £5(dependence)S 27 98] ZEAL
FE= O]%ﬁ_"/} Palshikar(2005)= 9149 <Ak =9 Knorr &

851331, Kou et al.(2006)2 Ramaswamy et

7t A a2 A5t}

133’_ a8/ NS A8l ot fgo] AA=ET 11 F 2 7
£ oldztol € 4 gl AMAE FAISHAY, 7P olidgke] € whet 74|
ot HFol T 312 S45H ) Bay & Schwabacher(2003)= A+
571 385 AESkEY et 7HRA 7] (pruning) WO & Bt ARk
AY AFog &Y 4 USS Btk A0l dsf 7R ol 5 +
PO FaEE2 AF7HA] Zopdl o] dgke] ol A= F HAE AA
oz ik

St

Ramaswamy et al.(2000)2 £& 7|5t 7|HE& AR5k %
A A7E B8 F-SKpartitional clustering)?t F, Z} E5to] djsf
71 Qtoll A Zt RS kAR 7R o] %1k ARE Fof 1A F 4,
F|HZ O 2 7P oAt k7S] ANAE ZdeHA] e Wt 3 AA
ofal Y AJof| ARt o] kS Zrobditt, Eskin et al.(2002), McCallum
et al.(2000), Ghoting et al.(2006), Tao et al.(2006)°] H]<=gF 3
st 715k ZERA]7] 712 ARbSHAT
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Wu & Jermaine(2006)0 2 7HAIoY Hs) Asial 22 o Mo E&E
< HoF 11 oM NN 73t} webA At B8=s Mol 829 2

719 ©f O(MN)o] =1L, o714 N2 A= F=o]t},

E o2 WS #S 3E 24 2719 29 A (hypercube) 2
U1, B4 2Qupd|o] &3t AA7F wod m3td fYgse FArel
Aoleh= Ao A 7118k}, v A 2 gt QA 7}

oF Q1T AEol A AY glow oY 7HsAde
(Knorr & Ng, 1998). Angiulli & Pizzuti(2002)= d3-Q A& 33t
[0,1]"2 W3t H I+ AL FA(space filling curve)S ©]&3f
7= 0,112 Ags}stal /o4 NN 7|HE 285131t

Lt S 2= 0I8

W Z)g 71 e ogk p, S A MASAA, i oA

& Zloltt. of2fet ZAo tiA o™ el diet &l B8 &
i
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(29 3-3] =48 2O HH Z&0f thet 01y

Cy

2e, X P2
K b1
'?ﬁé’: x

Z}&: Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009). Anomaly detection: A survey.
ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15. 28page

Breunig et al.(1999, 2000)2 LOF(local outlier factor)2h= oJ4F
A4E Astatt. 7HA19] LOF A= 7F 7Pk k7l 9] =+4F
U= (local density)2] B} AF7] AH41Y] w42 UEo] HERE o
ot o714 FAH Ui k/(k71Y o] X ol 7P F2 1Y B
m)olet. g 2L Jo X[l =4F] W7t T o= H
SR HHH, o] gk NNl Hlsl JHid o g =42 d=7} e 27] of
ol & LOF A+E ¥+t (18 3-3]9] LOFE A-85H4 py, p, & ©l
gtol=tar wegtt

LOF+= ‘core distance’ @} ‘reachability distance’ 9] 7jgo] AFE-E
=0, k—distance (4)+= A} kSR &4 olx3ke] AZ(kNN)ZHAL St
H, N (4)= kA 24 o] HlolH ZAES} Afte] A2 qto] Z3H]
= Hloly ZJAES9] ()L H ot}

‘reachability distance’+=

reachability — distancek(A,B) = max{k— distance (B),d(A4,B)}
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oJtt,

1719142} distance 7H'E2 symmetricSFA] 2871 WZol 4=oH4 A9
o] Ag] gL ot} reachability— distance, (A, B) @} reachability
— distance, (B, A) £ & = 7] W&ol symmetricohA] g,

object A9] local reachability density

Z reachability — distance, (A, B)

BEN,(A4)

rd(4) =1/

|V, (4)]

Ird(A)= Aol &3t B9] reachability distance B2 94=3to]ch.

(I3 3-4] LOF YZ H|m 1

o 0
0
0 o0
[ ] ¢
o [ ]
0 [} @
0 0
Case 1 Case 2

A= AR (2017). 24 okgto]o] WH. https://jayhey.github.io/novelty%20detection/
2017/11/10/Novelty_detection_LOF/) 2018. 11. 28. 91&

9 a4 EH Ird(Case 1) ) Ird(Case 2)°lth. &, A@EHY)7
Tt w2 2ol = BF, Bt R 2ol Y= BFET rdgke] =
T, A7} 11 5919 o] 25 B FE Wjo] oA HrE AL
Z10] Local Outlier Factoro]tt.

o
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Ird(B)
LOF,(4) = peNa) rdl4) BE%;(A)W(B) /lrd(A4)
S A N P AV B

P
e
4 F
%0
o)
=
)
)
oy
O
=]
%
I
K
H
:
o,
o
)
i
rl
b
s
)
)
oy

[ ]
e 0 ¢ .
[ ]
o o0 [ ] ®
[ ] o [ ] °
. L) L [ ]
L ]
(] e &
Case 1 Case 2 Case 3

LOF,(4)
Case 1 Large Large Small
Case 2 Small Large Large
Case 3 Small Small Small

A= A (2017). 22 ofeto]o] WH. https://jayhey.github.io/novelty%20detection/
2017/11/10/Novelty_detection_LOF/) 2018. 11. 28. 91&

AEA)7E A7t S22 3o lE5=, B(EA)7E BEt & 329
US55 A9 LOFgE2 AXItt.
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(a2 3-6] LOF 2k HlW 3

Dim. 2
100
3.4745 . 1.2764

90
B0
|

7.6259
60 &

o »1.2681
1.4192 *
50
2.7383 ..

40 . & -

P s " +=1.184

1107677 e ey e
30 R e & "4.1668

Yig e T e | g1.358
20 " ' -
® 2 ) 25677 3.108
mn 13953 i
59645 . 3.1361
] + + "
0 10 20 0 4o 50 o0 Fo B0 80 100DIm. 1

A= A (2017). 22 ofete]o] W, https://jayhey.github.io/novelty%20detection/
2017/11/10/Novelty_detection_LOF/) 2018. 11. 28. Q1=

O8] A2 9] 4102 F3F LOFgRS Uehlled], 2=7t =
2 ZolA] 77k ol dgtell A 02 =2 LOFRte] AKMES & 4= itk

LOF= 24 H S2AHA 25T Hlofy Sloj= olfgte s Idd
< ek Aol AR, ol A9 7IEgke LOFgIo= dhrdsljof gt
= ol=o] Sltt. Egh k9] AY AA] dgfop & FEolH.

LOF9] ¥go] @2 dFolA AU, A= =44 98 U
w02 AR, ThE ¥ = LOFE B3¢t FH Y p=o) &85
Rom, LOF 7He| =S Sol= WHE Attt

Tang et al.(2002)2 LOF9] ®ERl COF(connectivity-based
outlier factor)& Aot 71E LOFtY] tol= & ol 1
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AlQld], COFollA= AEZoR ko] Aj(ZHol =3 7NA2H
AdE T 2587 M 22 W& 716l k7 23 wibA]
=0 yxteh o] iRl o] %9 ol 4gk At 182 LOFe}F At
COF= (11 3-7)2F 22 A8 9ol f-8stt

Hautamaki et al.(2004) LOF9] Zbetet ¥ 02 ODIN(outlier
detection using in-degree number)°]2t= WHES AQFsET). 7HA|
22| ODINZ 9] 7V 77k k70 70A| ol L 7HAIA 71 717
&+ k7l o]l 2 & Z3Sh= 7ig=olth. ODINS] 9 ol A= & 5
At H]=gE 715 0] Brito et al.(1997)°] &Js 471 = At

(O 3-7] LOF2t COFOllAML] 2 Xi0]

LOF Neighborhood

COF Neighborhood
A

Z}&: Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009). Anomaly detection: A survey.
ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15. 28page

Papadimitriou et al.(2002)°4= LOFS] ¥¥<Q MDEF (multi-
granularity deviation factor)& AIFstAct. ZF 7HA1S] MDEF #h=
7V 7Pk o] 259 =4 dxo| HFHA 0|t o4 M4+= MDEF
ol 942 ot

£ ZE9] A7l LOFE 583 AHIE Ut} Sun & Chawla(2004,
2006)7} 717 AAmoA F2H ol FAIE HALE I HE AM
I, Yu et al.(2000)2 HFF A= FARE A=E ARSI ES
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Pokrajac et al.(2007)°] H|t] 2 AlA| At=o] LOFE 23t 79SS 4
g3t9ih

Hd [OF9 HEPL2 88 /AL BHE 31} Jin et al.(2001)2 &
7RA ] LOF A4E ok th4l 71 ol 4dst n7l Q] 7HA9HS Ztol

e rin

WHE Aljkeloitt. o] W2 AmoA SAFHES Fotla, &
oA LOFgY] &, HHE ot 1S X3 Chiu & Chee
Fu(2003)= Al 71HA19] A2 Weshedl, 25 7P olidet n7llE 7t
A A && S AASL 2 FHE AT 71 ALk Boto]

A5 Bt
C. A BT U RCHE Hjm

G 1) At BE=
71 NN 7|®#3 LOF 71" 9] @2 A= ol tisl] Al Al7ko] 28

D= gy g|Zolgl= Aot} o] 7|HEo| Z+ AA|of thsf 2R 2T}
= AL 151, k—d E&|(Bentley, 19754 R-E&(Roussopoulos

etal., 1995)8 Z&3 £&2 &L 4 Aot SPAT 0|5 A W]
7bgolud 11 ;o] Hojlnt. ofd 7|2 7M ot 3 i gl
T #AS 7R, 4 AL ol At Bast Aeole AR

ot ¥ S 2AFAR e HE AR 371011% Aol ATt
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(271 2) NN 7] o)4F ©%) 7o) Ae
A% st 7|5tols, Aol Tjs] ofw st A Washx) gt
Apgro] S AT A7Me e GAT BEo) TS Wol &

A& 7I9o] H|A|= 7|HEG o] dgts & Zoffis HoA § %=

Azl & elslo] 9lom Aao] Fejo] T ok,
QIEHAL, ol4glo] ke ol2o] gl 4
FoIA HIAE EL oS PHOR B 0RE Wikt
FAE 71ES A8 v 34 A YA e ol |
AE FROIA] Uehe o] o2 elg 7hs Aol et
HlAE ol A 21zke] 22 ook SR od Agto] At
0] AT HEo| QoS wol wom], Tm, £3} Aol e
7h B35k ARE et Ak 4 ek
- QrEQl R 7  ZHA4EE Ao Folrt
EAI57] t2o] 9Zo] Uof u, £2012 59 o2 vl
Fejers WFY wevt 245 7hasg Al
e o BAS s
Ap50] Apglo] ol d4E AelS AAtsHe B o] ofeigol Heol
wgch

nﬂ

lo

ach
il
M
T
9_15
o o
20 310
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o
o
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rle
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3. ®X8Kclustering) 7|t OfA} EIX| 7|

-
-

7L 22 P40l mE 2Est 719

[

Ol &l 71

+338KJain & Dubes, 1988; Tan et al., 2005)+ H]<3t /A &S
THOo=E FAsto] B xtm EAT AAm AIZ4SE A8 ARE o
Hshz A HIAE 7| Mol A9t A= 3K Basu et al., 2004)% X
AL e}, T3k} o)) "HAl= A= 5] the AAE Ko
Alg, AlG7HA] B 33t 7|5E o)A "R 71Ho] APIE| At o] Fof
2 7Hgol wEt Al /= Uirol Xtk
A 152 BAUEE st = 2 1Y 70 2o AL, ol
&51A] gh=tF 1L 7HEett). o] 7MY IR e R o 7|HE
MAIE 2ol ¥4 ot == DBSCAN(Ester et al., 1990),
ROCK(Guha et al., 2000), SNN ¥ 3HErtoz et al., 2003) 59 €L
&S 83t} FindOut €a8]&(Yu et al., 2002)2 WaveCluster
2+178]Z(Sheikholeslami et al., 1998)9] &0 g A}FoA &
Zropd F| AAsI UHA|E o] R E AEgtth. o] 7|He2 i<
o= Zlo] 5 =& o]7] wjZof o|4 &R A 3l=]o] UA] At
o] it
T WA 252 ‘2349 F4(centroid) F 7H 77k Al A7t
Zow gL 29 oldgtoltt S A4S v e jith WA 3
Skal ZiA17F ke 0] 4T AiA| Atel9] A E ol e R

1o
N,

o

i

rlo
M
b

o
(o s
M4
%)
)

oo

(self-organizing map, SOM), k-H+ 3t EM ¢ 8|&S +st

o o] &5ttt E3| A}7] 223} A E(Kohonen, 1997)= &A% HHA]
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o2 < g@A](Labib & Vemuri, 2002; Smith et al., 2002: Ramadas
et al.,, 2003), &5 HA|(Harris, 1993; Ypma & Duin, 1998;
Emamian et al., 2000), AF7] ©A|(Brockett et al., 1998) 5 &o}f
de] o]-&= ]t

T3 o] 279 7IHES ohs ARE LSk HIAE HAE +4
I} v W e o F4E A= Ao 2 A% 7|Ho] & &= Qltt (Marchette,
1999; Wu & Zhang, 2003; Vinueza & Grudic, 2004; Allan et al.,
1998). st A= 7t ofg] SHAR o|FofX B+ FAE FHIE &
= it} He et al.(2002)2 v =4 £33} 7149k o] A &4] 7|9 (He et
al., 2003)°] 9] o]A+gt A4*(semantic anomaly factor)E =43l =}
-2 -85kl ofn] o)l A= o' ZiA1S] S84 2hdlo] 11 A
A7t &3 YN vE AR5k S AL tE o 2 g Helth

o|e} T2 7ML o] ftEol #AE olF Wl Wi F kRt mHAE 11
F9Y 7IHoE o] ZAIE 2 5 Ut

BARE A 2R :'UQ o, old%2 ZAY FHiteH(sparse) o
Hoj| &3 = 7 7IREe & 3 7|§0] U}X]m 1ol ZgHE A
A7F &3 FHY] 271y BreTt o] o RE WSk 7|0l Hot o
2 3-8 70| Aot A=d|(Pires & Santos-Pereira, 2005; Otey et
al., 2003; Eskin et al., 2002; Mahoney et al., 2003; Jiang et al.,
2001; He et al., 2003), He et al.(2003)2] 7] FindCBLOFollAl&= 7}
A7r &3 789 27 " /AR T -] S4 Abel9] ARE Rhgst
+ CBLOF(cluster-based local outlier factor)gh= oA A4E 2 71
Ao Fofgtet.

e 7IHEY 883 58 URtE o A =]l HA A7 Al
THO(NA)) 2AF 829 13 ZE(fixed width) T3-S o8] 7|
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of] &&= AkEskin et al., 2002; Portnoy et al., 2001; Mahoney et
al., 2003; He et al., 2003). oJd &3 2] F4o] M= 7oA vl
g3z A= oW ] UoH AE T Sl ZIFokar, 1R 50|
Rod I AAE SHLE st M2 7S Tt 238 2ud
ofd 49 7Hiﬂ*°] OJJFRAAE -9 Yo} thE 2] AT
£ e R Aot 1 gH 2 vty o g BAR7L A3th(Eskin et
al., 2002; Portnoy et al., 2001). Chaudhary et al.(2002)2 k—d E
P2 £dS A ARt Bl 71ME At Alit a&o] vl Sa%t
et A=) 853 Sun et al.(2004) CD-EZE AEE &&
Aoz Fovt §, SHg Ao &3t /NAIE oo s ET
ofg s} 7|k ol 'R 7R §F o] BSAIE 1] A At
o] FQasitt. wta], A Akto] stk FollA NN 7I8E o) &
A 713 FA. A SHY A9 7139 A5l 585171 w2l
Al S0l W2t o= FHS} 7|8k o) 'A 7ol AL 11
it = 7|9 719] =8 o]y
&3t S AHeF HEsto] 7 g
A 71 717to] EAok= 24 o] %ol s ZF #= ]% S

olct,

-‘-4_4

Lt At SXie 2 2P Hlw

G ) AL B =

Sk I 9] ER T = AREohe 28 e J—T_'_‘—??'_E} Hxﬂ
o] ATl T Fofjof ol Al AIRF EalgEE S ok JHH, k-
B +35KHartigan & Wong, 19794 ZAF dﬂ(Eskm et al.,

ll‘
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200249 7384 719 (heuristic based)} A% Alto] sjagict. B2

- L5
E 38 He o 29 FAS vlistel S8y g v

(F3L 2) 238} 714 ol g 71 e
« HRAE PO RSB,
- AP 2ot ATEY gom Byt ARE OHE 4 9
+ HAE 3ol whact,

« tpol 2B BT Z0] BE A FUL A F5] ] o]4

4. 018 XY SAH 71"

AR 7IHe] LA YA oY THEE SEEEAA B
A got FEAoZ, Ee GAT] FEOFTL AR HSE|
¥ (Anscombe & Guttman, 1960)2= Zolth. 18]l o|F2 &
B304 FZ F o] yerdet 1L 7yt

BAA 7S FolRl ArE (HE 46 Y-S AUt § 54
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A 22 5o A2 AV 1 RS gEEXE gt 344 B
ASS ez oad RYeeiy PGEUS FEC] W2 MHE
oo Eot. B, R VY B 28 4 Qlny. Hapd T

= BE0 5 vE g1 A PSR HaE 45k Wl
(Eskin, 2000), H]%22 7|HS d¥bao g Bazof gt 7Ho] girt

(Desforges et al., 1998).

7L 2X 7|4

A7t 374
ol 483

O v

Bl YEIgIs A AR/ Bk ojd) 74 7
4 %
947 7He B S5o] mel tha) Uhs 4 et

7 SAFE ol Aol 28T
=]

1) B2y 714l

Am7t AR ol APE Ao g sk, Hee FHdi7kse &
A& (maximum likelihood estimator, MLE)& ARE3Ich Z+ 7iAet
FAE Bt Afol9] A7 ol A7t H AL, o4 deeo] BAE Al
o7k oS ATt AT Aot AA O sl thet S0l Al
U o] T ket Wl AR 1™ & (box plot rule) &Jst
(Laurikkala et al., 2000; Horn et al., 2001; Solberg & Lahti,
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2005), E¥l 2 2= (Guttormsson et al., 1999)2] o]AgrS 2= 1|
EEEAT AR 182 FHA B (min), 1ARER(Q), SYE
(median), 3AHEA(Q;), 2 B4R (max)S YERATE 3ARE 942t
IAFERISY] ZH Qs — @1)F AHE914= M 9l(inter quartile range, IQR)
2t k=t MA[Q, — 1.51QR, @, + 1.5 IQR] Holl fAIet ASLS o1
#o = it

Grubbs A4 BFEEE 7Pt ST A= o4 FAo] 0|85
AHGrubbs, 1969 Stefansky, 1972: Anscombe & Guttman,
1960). 19| Wit HFHALE z, s2t & o], HAE 7JA z9] 2 A

AN
pu

S N—_l \/ a/ 2N),N—
\/N -2+ t(y/(QN),N* 2
ol olAgre 2 AHeEditt. of7|A N A= F7], ¢, A n?d
t BIEO] §Egoltt. ae AF] 52 YEY ok RIEE 71
Z—]_Q_i §Z46}£ ko1 SN o]-q-

Laurikkala et al.(2000)2 thZF XF=20] tist Grubbs A% 2] ¥
S AAEHEEY), HAE A 220 EEEHF o] 3k Mahalanobis A
g2 ARE dHHFOR Fo|= WHolt. &, REEARE 7 I9E
o] 24& uj

y2 = (x—x)’S_l(x—E)
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= o3, yEoll AAIRE Grubbs A% 23 zol A= 7=
Alojt}. T+ Grubbs 779l 880 thHEH(Aggarwal & Yu, 2001,
2008; Laurikkala et al., 2000), 18X (Shekhar et al., 2001),
OLAP(online analytical processing) FE.(Sarawagi et al., 1998) Zt
= AZE FA o2 TR

o] Qo= Student t A% (Surace & Worden, 1998; Surace et al.,
1997), Hotelling t A& (Liu & Weng, 1991), 7Io]A& AA(Ye &
Chen, 2001), Rosner H%(Rosner, 1983), Dixon #7(Gibbons,
1994), v|113 3 HZ(slippage detection) A (Hawkins, 1980) &
o] &&=t

2) 3G 7I6t

IAET 7|9 ol A= AAYE Azl dish ¥ AF=HUT
(Abraham & Chuang, 1989; Abraham & Box, 1979; Fox, 1972).
7124 71 A7) ARG S At FH 11 ZYo tigt HIAE AiA
9] X Hresidua) 2 ol A4E 3t WAfet Sl HF o2 A=A
U= Fis BT AL 2715 IR oY AR & = A
AZ=2 oS Aote o8 A4 HAECl UK Anscombe &
Guttman, 1960; Beckman & Cook, 1983; Hawkins, 1980; Torr &
Murray, 1993).

SERIRE Sk Aol o] Adgko] oW 3 B4 W SR o] JFS
= & Utk olet ZAo] F=2 2o]= ®jto] EHAE(robust) 3]
(Rousseeuw & Leroy, 1987)°]1L, ol/gto] =HAERL Z3tof 5]
& Z2E 7= el Qlo], EHAE IS B9f ol Ak 7 dat
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BAlO] ®AT 4 9ot ARIMA(autoregressive integrated moving
average) X0l o]} H|%3t 7]Ho] H-&E A H(Bianco et al., 2001;
Chen et al., 2005).

TP A|AE AFR 0l o] 23t 7] 2] ¥go] o] &Eql=Hl, Tsay et
al.(2000)> LRFol| vlal] hHT AA LD A=7F 7=
Stal thHE: ARIMA 239 ol &0 2Y 4= = SAT= At
At o] A2 Fox(1972)014 AAIE SAFS] Yutslo]7| = st

T3t Galeano et al.(2006)°] th¥%F ARMA(autoregressive moving
average) A= gk 71H-E& AQtsiih. ©=ol s A2 X
Joto] AmE AT Am=E vt AP 22 M (kurtosis)E 2
skol= AFY & (projection pursuit) 718 (Huber, 1985)0.2 d+=
t}. o] AWzF }7 9] o4 HAE= Fox(1972)004 AAE AA BAFS

2

35 W2 7IHl2 A= B BEESS SURt BYS o8t
o714 Al F FEo ' tm o e, St AR oldgkel A

Z'\_
2 U BEE F uholx, T sht

rr
o

SRl &9 BXE F

AR 7S HIAE IolA NAZE 3%k 29t ol gk =X
Z olfof &35k=A15 AA3I}. Abraham & Box(1979)+= & Xt &L
T o] 2 AR EANA BAHEJAGE, o) Fjt BE] E4tol § 2
ol 7HgsHA). HAE FiAlols 7 230 tiet Grubbs A< A
S W Lauer(2001), Eskin(2000), Abraham & Box(1979),
Box & Tiao(1968), Agarwal(2005)°] ©|<} FASH 78S AR AT
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Eskin(2000) olgh, B AMSES 47 A, 1-AE $1
EM(expectation maximization) @1L8]&0 2 F Hohof tfjst 1S
Tkt webA D, A, M= Z¥2F A AR, odwk, BAake] 22t
SHH D= XA+ (1—A)Mo] AFgt M2 EE 37 7|02 54
T AE FeRES TR AZolle B AE AdeR 1, o
2 AARS Wl ZE7F duiy SR =A = o) 45 Ao

ESE T 7IHES AR £ BPS okl ojHet Yk w
27 %= MAIE oo R wHdtth &9t Ayl g 2ol=t|
(Agarwal, 2006), 714 ¥3¥ ZAA(Hickinbotham & Austin, 2000a;
Hollier & Austin, 2002), 5} XAl o]u]x] 4 (Spence et al., 2001;
Tarassenko, 1995), HEYA A ©A|(Yamanishi & ichi Takeuchi,
2001: Yamanishi et al., 2004) 5l o] &= At E FASE 7ol A
AXZ(biomedical signal) A=ol] 2-8%A=H|(Roberts & Tarassenko,
1994; Roberts, 1999, 2002), HIAE I A S4gh SA(extreme

value statistics)’} 2-&% 9]t}

L} HI24E 7]

Bl 7Me Byo] TEE AR AokA I ARS B 7
oF. W 7Me WEgSo] IS (smoothness) i 2 7Hgo] 9171

SHA%, 24 7R The QubEo e FhAo] At

S|IAE ML HAF 217 9] 7] Q(profile)E AT 71 7Hdst 7] Ho]
2t & 4= 31, E35] FY @A (Bskin, 2000; Eskin et al., 2001; Denning,
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1987t} A7) &&|(Fawcett & Provost, 1999)2} Zo] (A, AZLEY
o] = A|AHIQ)) 2 o] 27 9] Y52 £4E Agtete EokollA &
&olt.

o5 ARE S| AETHS TI7 F HAE JHA7EFLuet 7Hbin)
of ZF=H FFo=E, DA gFoH o4& Sh= o] YRk HiHo]
o} ojwf ZAA7}F ZtE] = 7] Wk (frequency)E HIG2E o4 &
& 7= jieh

71 A 719 H(size)Z FAsHA Hsl= Aol W¢ T8, UF
Zkom AAdgho] §l Fto] 017t oo ® WtE o] R H o] Fof
Aa, |WF AW ol dgE o Q= boll EtE o] 7R /dE(false
negative rate)°] =o}&It}.

S|IAETIHE T8= dol+ Z4 X271 © 351t Anderson et al.,
1994; Javitz & Valdes, 1991; Helman & Bhangoo, 1997). oAzt
2hlo] Ql= 79 oY SIAETIHS 197]|% $tKDasgupta &
Nino, 2000).

At57t thHEgold ZF £A4dof thet SIAETIHO R o)) H4E
5 IASE ot F ol ASE ok o] 71240l o] 71|
Aag o FJU(Endler, 1998), HIEHZ HFA(Ho et al., 1999
Yamanishi & ichi Takeuchi, 2001; Yamanishi et al., 2004), A}7]
(Fawcett & Provost, 1999), 2% &4{(Manson, 2002; Manson et
al., 2001, 2000), ¥ 7|9t 3A(Kruegel & Vigna, 2003; Kruegel et
al., 2002), At A=2] A2 FA|(Allan et al., 1998)F HA|5t= T
8=t o] 7|He HPOCFE Mahoney & Chan(2002)°] A|otstH
PHAD(packet header anomaly detection)?} ALAD(application

layer anomaly detection)”} Q12.H, YEH T A ©X] o] A-&=] 3t

St

flo
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SRI International AF9] AAIZF YIEQF QA €A A|AEl(network
intrusion detection system, NIDES)(Anderson et al., 1994;
Anderson et al., 1995; Porras & Neumann, 1997)2 #FE| A|AH]
o] HA} PES Fohf= Ay EAF Zzme pulshs FEZRE
(subsystem)& E--5F1L tHJavitz & Valdes, 1991). Sl A2l A
A 7] 22EY 7] ZEHO) H|Wo| @ AT ARSI Q 54
F2 E OE 5 FAZFY Aol 2ol=t, § FAFZ ol" E4do] A
o] zgof tjn|sf vl A= Uehdth. 24 E49] S sAFE= 2
of stuto] IS FAF @= Aol o]A R o4} of-E Attt Sargor
(1998)= o5 Hyal P AH 98 ZZEZ(link-state routing
protocol)?] o] §x]o] o]&5}ct,

2) 7d 5= 71t

HE5A dedke 24 7|Hog Ad T4E o83t Parzen &
(window)(Parzen, 1962)°] tt. #Ad 5= 7|5t 7|92 H42 72}
oS- WSSk, FURE Aol ARESte BEbe 4 7I%ol St
Desforges et al.(1998)2 /4%e] dxdtrg Ad T24 7ot
= AT FAA 71j& AAIskIT

Parzen 9] 3-8 7|Ho| YEY A AU(Chow & Yeung, 2002), 7]
£9] 7-5(oil flow) A= (Bishop, 1994), 7 XA o]u]X|(Tarassenko,
1995)9] o]/ "A]of| &&= 3l
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G 1) AL ER

ARESEIAL St O] S0l et B = EEbinh Agqf, 3ot
&, O AE et BxE AW HE AR A7)0 Ao, £ 3
oyt 24 nt7 I Y (hidden Markov model) &2 B3 B2 >
oll vHE-A(iterative)l AR 878) 48 £=9F 7|0 weta] o
Alzrol 49 = Qltt. AE 7|8k 7'HE Am F7]0f| s A d o= A
+ AIZF garEjEolth

« B3 7o) olgto] el 2MAEsbE HA|E Bhgo] 7Hs st
- A7 ERT RS gEcks /o] ek 9wt B, AR

[ ]
%
5
2
N
9
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5. & 0|2 0l ©Xl 718

7t. 2 0| 7|4

o] Bo}o] 7L Kolmogorov &%, dEZY, At AEZu|Q}
e HArg 13 279 Xéi‘%k(information content)s A3
ORI AR EfalE R 1L 7Hgstal ool 552 wEt

Fold A= JAY Y BEFEE c)= 3. (D) - Cc(D— D&
A sHHA FE5] A2 1< DE Zof 9] &3 TMAIES oL E
2 & EXLEQ} 18] 27, = 3] 2Z5}7F A3 Pareto &3}
TAIE &o1oF gttt

%E F(O)l= of= A=AI7F )l 94| Kolmogorov H4 e
(Li & Vitanyi, 1993)7} 22 7]"H(Arning et al., 1996; Keogh et al.,
2004)° 2T} Arning et al.(1996)2 H HIA|(regular ex-
pression)?] Z4olE, Keogh et al.2004)2 ¢=Hd WA F7|E
Kolmogorov £k Al4tof| o]-&5oitt. kSt JEZT U Ao £
T 22 A7t WY g BEHRLE ol o 2% tHLee & Xiang,
2001; He et al., 2005, 2006; Ando, 2007).

ollA AFF=e] 712 714 Bt /2] A7)0 tigk A=
SEARIo) AAISHof gt SHAIRE K= FETS 1E st A2 A5

1Z10] RS} AN BARSHEE HPG ARG A5 24} S 3

S~

L Aol W3t He et al.(20060)2 AEZTE HE=Z [SA(local
search algorithm)(He et al., 200524 A& A7t A HAE
Tt Ando(2007)= HE BE ®W¥(information bottleneck
method)& #A] H]$=3t 7|H-S Aoksts ).
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2 Ary 7 ARA Y AALHA 247 FojE= AR E A4
H o]& 7]§o] o-&=3ltt. o] BLolle ArE FFE(substructure)
=& &Bdffstal o(D) - o(D— < HAdgehs FE+% 1E TR 0]
7L << (Lin et al., 2005; Chakrabarti et al., 1998; Arning et
al., 1996), 1 Z(Noble & Cook, 2003), &7t A= (Lin & Brown,
2003)0l &=t o] 7oA 7R RS FETR 7P A
Agt 2715 2= Aol

(R 2) 42 o} ol T 71¥e] A
« HIAE HhAJo] ZHs et
- Awo) Bxo] that 74o] BaskA) ok
« Aol R Hio 2A oJ&stH, oligle] wol glojof AZo] 7
_‘:?‘:ﬂ- 11H7]> U_l-]‘il-.
o &AL B2 Aol et /0] e BETE0] F7]0) QREe W
4, #29) 2712 7517 494 e,
- 2} A ol W45 7] kgL
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6. AHEH 0|M ©X| 7|
7h. AHEY T

HeE0] 2o 2 A7 9] ME(variability)S i+
= AYstes ARE FARIT olddh 7[HoAs ARE © ¥ A}
2 7t Hfl(embed) ¥, 1 37tA= F447 olido] &4
3] TEETY 71 7Pgsich o] AlZRS 417 Zohd Wit BETrle Mol

Q] HLoltiAgovic et al., 2007). A2HEH 7|HL2 H|A| =

W2 7o FAE B (principal component analysis, PCA) (Jolliffe,
20020 HA AAEE AAY TR AFJAIRIT. 1% ShK(Parra et

al., 1996)= #Abo] ¥ FAHREE FA4E IS 83t A=R9
A FEZ(correlation structure)S WESH= AL /A= ARG gto] ¥
= 0], AT FRo|A Hlojd ol 7iAle &2 = Y Aol
Dutta et al.(2007)= A 55-2] ol @Al o3t WA o2 H{IS
ATt

Ide & Kashima(2004)= L] A|AHo] tigt AMEY 7]y
AlbsAt. 2+ T 2= 14 FE(adjacency matrix)Z 7HA=T,
A P9 A WA FAHEES T =] A HE|(activity vector) =
oh T3d 24 HEES A= 2of JE shuE A=t 1 3EY
A AR A= EO] ¥ (left singular vector) v7} A A B2l FAGS K
Feit}, H|AE Jng vhod 719 4 WE L} v7} o]

Fe= 4xs oY ;ﬁ—roﬂ 283ttt Hl3t JL2E, Sun et al.(2007)

ok O, o

f
N
L
=
ox
_1\1
)

Mo
i~}
[
i
IH
1o
ro,
X
el
)
mIo
_1%
(¢

FHE P& Ed(compact matrix de-
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composition, CMD)& ZARH |, 71 QA=E o]Fo] A A|AE-& Hof
o BAIF 51 o4t Ao ez TenE oigto R HF ek
Shyu et al.(2003)> ZHAE PCAHuber, 2011)2 HA A= 2] &
w4 FAoA TR ot T HIAE 32 JNAITE AR
weres ouht We) GABEAS AU 2 A oS TR A,

y4
g o 57} olagte] ek wok g=pehd Y U2 49 wERE)

Mahalanobis AZ|7} €t} weba] o] AL EHAE PCA 7|8 72
old "A 2 TAA 7IH F B 71Nl B E Z|HollA =t v
Ha} Zohy & 45 Qo

EZHAE PCA 7]Ht 7L YEYA ZHY(Shyu et al., 2003;
Lakhina et al., 2005; Thottan & Ji, 2003)3} 54 FE ol4}
(Fujimaki et al., 2005) ©X]°] &&= 31t
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(81 2) 29EE o4 T 7199 Fed
1A Az Aol Agste, e 7Y
A}83} 22 9j},

+ A o] st

¢ ARE B9 AU BI04, olglo] A Hejsojokt

283,
¢ BE AN B} A

QJ— | (o]

43} (H=t 0}01]/\1 V‘ T 271 913 A 45 7HAoRE oy
7} Att. Song et al.(2007)2 %
d, A HE(indicator) &/3°l2k= £018 ARSIt tha WEHy &4

o] olel @ 744 HAoltt.

rlo
1o
A
u
riok
o,
2
)
=]
=
-
(@]
=]
=)
(@)
=t
o
B
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1) 3%

LY

f

N
Y
Fu

A&} TS Aot 37H S48 7RI F3F AR e B2
Wb o4t 'R " Eo| Xi?l HAHLu et al., 2003; Shekhar et

al., 2001; Kou et al., 2006; Sun & Chawla, 2004).
2) 1= 7

g Jt Hoz ojofdl HE5S FWeR & 4 Utk Sun et
=]

al.(2005)0] J = A7 o] st Wekd o)A} B 7|H-S st
3) &2 A=

MAS] YAX7F WA &4do] k. 53] A/AD A=of s B2 A
+7F AP Ak Abraham & Chuang, 1989; Abraham & Box,
1979; Rousseeuw & Leroy, 1987; Bianco et al., 2001; Fox, 1972;
Salvador & Chan, 2003; Tsay et al., 2000; Galeano et al., 2006;
Zeevi et al., 1997). &3 A59] thE A 2= A4 52 AEU 9
A= (Ilgun et al., 1995; Vilalta & Ma, 2002; Weiss & Hirsh, 1998;
Smyth, 1994)9} Zo] AJ7to] 7155 Ab(event) AHEOIH, A|ALE A}
"o 2] AR Alo]9] ZHA o] AASHA] 9F2 ¢ AUt

A ol 'A 715l tiRt = - B o] Whsf] WehE o] '
°4:rL A= ob4] g o] Stk mWEHE] o)A || 72 WA o]k

= A ol AZ S = T AH7 o] F25 ZYSohe W
R

o_ﬁﬁ

[o
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7k M olY ENZE =4

A2 WS Folff7] & o 3-8t Song et al.(2007)9] 71
o] it} WA WY £4d7} P5F 492 *quﬂ TEEo] AT 7t

27t U9 FHAL U BHEYS W F5H B 7 ve TR
& Vel BHEE 2U88E p(V)0)E 2ol Sde a9
d=lr,y)%) o1 B5E

HJ

Zpre Uply e V)p(VIU,)

et pla e U), ply € V)= 22 o7F UCIA, y7t VoA A
AE NS SEs KRtk

TE 42 7HE FofAst A7) @A (Fawceett & Provost, 1999)°f &
25|t} AR TS} ARE 7|20]1, AFEAE WEky £Jog B
th. THE SHEE oI4Ue XS] 919 24 Aol 5 Ak
AREALY] Do} ARG AlZHE W] £4 0= Sh= H|sett 7|3 o] AFH
Hebo| &8 ItKTeng et al., 1990). o714 += U™ A &8 A33k
27 &3 v w s o] o fE A5
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= JAT E4(Bolton & Hand, 1999) FA] A 7|02 AR
AE T8 Jdog F2 F I FJdolA A5k WHlolth He et
al.(2004b)2 ZH A olA; ©X](class anomaly detection)2h= /NE-S
=gt S o] 85 A7E A ESKsegmenting)gt F L ol A]
A 33} o4 FA] 7IH(He et al., 2002)& 2853t

T Ame A FHEE A IS 7L 5 ATk I 7)4E o)A
=2 71¥(Shekhar et al., 2001; Lu et al., 2003; Kou et al., 2006)>
Grubbs A7 (Grubbs, 1969)°l4 T2 A A 0|4 B4 o=
28) QoA o] A}gkS: 2R=t}. Sun & Chawla(2004)+= 2% SLOM[Spatial
Local Outlier Measure(Sun & Chawla, 2006)1 A A5ttt

Basu & Meckesheimer(2007)= AIAIE A=A 2 7QA|IF 1 24
9] 1= vl WSk 71 ARttt 144 S7Hphase space)< ©]
23] AAE AR E WEelE 7|H(Ma & perkins, 2003b)2 HA| A|7F
A A Ad(time delay embedding) 02 A=E #WE Fgto g vHHET)
ojwf Z} 7jA|9] A7HY A= siFst= A HE o AR 171
H3lkE 5ol A] SYMOZ o] ARS EX| St

L} X2 7X 8
Y 7|7k 44 ek AAG Aa A

S Wo g 7] ojgle 9ol 1Y
S 7141 Sl oV BA00] % 4 9tk S chest g o A

oA 2P o5t FolA w9 P52 ST 3t clSwt
I JSEe] Aol7k wojulshd ol dgtez Ert. ool Zhdet o

A2, B2 S40] 5 &4 ool o8 4 9tk
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ZHAE 3|7 (Rousseeuw & Leroy, 1987), A7139H E & (Fox,
1972), ARMA(Abraham & Chuang, 1989; Abraham & Box, 1979;
Galeano et al., 2006; Zeevi et al., 1997), ARIMA(Bianco et al.,
2001; Tsay et al., 2000) 3ol thgt &9 7|9t 7|50 o] &x|of &
S . 419 (coevolving sequence)] Het SFEY B H Ab
o|9] A B 83t 7| E AFEATHYi et al., 2000).

ANAIG AR ol "ANA 7P 2719 AT T st A
(stationary) ZH713]9] 2H-& 283t Fox(1972)9] Wolct. Z+ 744
A3 B 9] T4t FE Bk F ol o RE ATt o] ¥
o eFgoz SVMeR 3]9R4E 5= 7%e] 3tHMa & Perkins,
2003a).

Keogh et al.(2004)& At AA=olA] shte] ol gk 2= 71
AAP=d, €92 &= U T Kolmogorov EH=7HYH w2 7
=2t S ANARE E& Wi7HA] o] IS WHESITE

Weiss & Hirsh(1998)= <A A= olA 33t AMAS 2= 7[HES
A=, 54 A2 S L o] -] dold APdE=R 4 1L
Zo| ST t=H G A AT A o2 Wit 7|4 24
BG5S 7% o ¥ FE wpe]d(Vilalta & Ma, 2002), FSA(finite
state automation)(Ilgun et al., 1995; Salvador & Chan, 2003), T}
T 2Y(Smyth, 1994)& 0]&3s}7| & 3F3tt. Marceau(2000)= FSA
2 ol n7l| AHEE IR T ARS S5k 7IHS AlAH
= A< "Aol 8313t Hollmen & Tresp(1999)< &Y whX

Ll
2 FojAst A7) gl ol gatdtl, A8Ae] B ASE T

(T

ba)
rE

[o o

o
i

o

)
rich
H
oft
=
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@)
=
(@]
=
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Scott(2001)2} IThler et al.(2006) A3hg MY T2t ¥ 28 A=
o gt E¥S 7 Ajbeld F =w 25 AR H38H
(nonstationary), o1& % 54 % (homogeneous) 2EOFS I of| A AY
A=A 7R 71 wEtTh 84, o4 AbelY] Hol(transition)=
oA I g o7 PSP, Xy FAo= MCMC(Markov chain
Monte Carlo)& °©]-&3I 3t}

P2P B9 o|& T Z(bipartite graph) 7-&7} I ZoA Z+ H
TS 2= b o] 85 A (Sun et al., 2005), I o 8F QoA 1
Fol WALS okl A A7t B2 A ol e E T Eet
I =5 METIS(Karypis & Kumar, 1998)°} -2 dig|&0o & HA]
A ge B2 Idxs B9t 7 1 QoA 292 2= 7T E AT

Aot

Ch. 7t SYE 9 YO HlE

G 1) At 5=

4 7|4 7oA ok Y B EE S4 daEE 74 W
A 2= A ol "Rl 7ol & AlEsht B 712 S4 I
ol Wiz P, 45}t k= &9t B3 F45 o8 71N 4
Aoz Lt} ol 'Rl 712 whE AS AREshd "k HAE 3

Aw FES BLT 7H BE 90| 7 PSHT ok B0 Bw
L A% AL FHL dojd mY shiete] vt ARelA 93]
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(31 2) Wers) o4 w7 o] ey
AA7F o] 588 wal Adfo] 9]
Bl olgel AdS RAT & w, A ol ' FHoR 2]

£ APgo] itk WES Wfo] wiEA]

A
(o]
de oldttE B

O] ofof gtz Ao,

(29 3-8] Ml 72| 24K Af= OfjA|

" - " 'g.?o é‘r .: A r’o ;r::
' S i e N
" 9 r.. L] ' ..3 0'.. o r.. ." o".
. - NS . SES B
. I o ., g ' 0¥,
] " e " o’
g 3o
235 %%, 2% %%,
. oo ‘ﬁé‘ :ﬁ ‘g rﬁ
(a) Data Set 1 (b) Data Set 2 (c) Data Set 3

Y2 S, vlE = ol gk VR
Z}&: Chandola, V., Banerjee, A., & Kumar, V. (2009). Anomaly detection: A survey.
ACM computing surveys (CSUR), 41(3), 15. 52page
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TRt A= Al F72 2244 459 A= (OH 3-8]= A=A

A (T 3-8(2))9] Aol 32 AExe e AGEU0L £
S LS ol F= T vl A2 o] dgto] A% £ Bl A of
T © 3ol Siot. mEbA FARES TEtke A9 o e T
& Ol HiiFE 71 e 7S] B AH S, o] Aol ok 7Y
ol& olEhe F HAT Aotk

(28 3-8(b)) Hat=°] Y& °oIFaL 4te] vl A2 of 2] Y2
FZo A AFE grsol A ARE % AT EF 71N 7S
A A2E Eddote €9 4AE A8 old#tE ZotliA X2 =
ATH SPARE ZF F3lo] she] St B o B VIR 7Ho R
2 RS e BAIE Sl 7Tl e oldwtES AT Aol
ol/ggrol thE ZhAIet %—Er’él golA qlo] ATt NN 7|9t 7[H= &
gheltt. ShAIRE (18 3-8(0)A ™ oldgtEc] &g olFd &Hs
NN 7|5t 7182 017;123_ Aoz A ot T2 e B Aol

A AtR = gol7hd TS Tt dAlo] R 39 5 NN
7IHE 7|2 A9 Akdo] AR ot gg=S e, ol LAHAA A
gl S=7 A4, ol FES] 9E7] WEelt o] Al Ad9E
g 7Mo R ARrE AR SeE AMQATIY A=A, o] A
I %7— oA A4, oldgte] FEHEA A &A= EHE £

ojdff &5 7|8t 70| £ diQte] H O]‘:} SHARE Hdi9] e
Qs BAZE G4, ol mFol digt 2P o] ofF L, Arm o] Bt
F(imbalance)= 7o Zdd=o|. 3131 o &
2PETE ARESh= SA% NN, 331 71Ho| B 3&4d & Utk &

Z(j'

AA 712 HIAEYol e 2AAm7F AAEelAL SA
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aHolch G o2 7ML T 0] o ARHE Aobdl AR vz
22 3 Zlo] Pl

NN} 233} 715k PHE-L 8] Afo] AelE HoJat 4= ofok 3],
I ALE A ol S HA T2 7Fssia 7t ol2st A
EA4 71%o] & L} Aeolt},

ol "ANAM ALt B == 53] %axﬂ Apzo] A8 “ﬂ OP—zr 8%t

mpR|Ero 2 th=o] 7|Ro Vo}%;fol M- EEThl ZPgshed 1%
A 2 AR A I S0 HFEH UEYTY H(worm)
Fi= AFole old#tol sigsts ¢ Edigo] FAwtET B HIHSHA
LFERATE o] A Y o]/4f9] Hlgo| oW HIA = 7|j2 FAdstal ti4l
AZy 2R = 71HE 285 4= AtHSun et al., 2007; Soule et al.,
2005).

Xi2H H2{'d(Deep learning)S &35t 0|4 EX| 7|'H

2 AoA&= FT 92 dS 0|83t anomaly/outlier BX|°f thal F+
MO == 7St Aol =05t ivhAl T AFm o] AFo] AR A
A4S 2HY AF7H A AYE BYsh] etk B3 1A AwE
Ao E SaAX] F, ol "HAIE st 284 7IHoA S4aA]
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© AP (mapping)> Fofl AL o)F FAof Higt HE glo] W=

N2
)
iy
2
>
re
1
i,

Q
_

Y

i)

2]
TR PHS TR, 24l Bid/dE F7Ivhe U S TRt 7

3

Ag] E= H-FAHE (dissimilarity)2H= 7HE-2 o)A FoM % AFst
AcHAlT] AeE LASR] A8 B2 FEolH, ARle B4 3%
W Yets ARl o&ett). oj2iRt B4 33t AES dRtxlow &
A7 Ao 2 sioF & Argeltt. o] Aol AmE VIHeR &
4 B3 e FHEAS FA0 & o Qe BAE ok WHES A

AJSFILA Bt
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Y ES B9 BHFS ShFAI7ILA jtnt o] RN LAEES
Deep Embedded Clustering(DEC)°|2}tal gttt

DECE shsol7] 9ol 7] 233 A=k E4 g7kl dish Al
2|23k ZI8gsfjof gttt 2t 7 At o] gl AJEiolA ot XY
sh7] f1sh, @ Al e 2 g9 FHEE ol-&sto] HEY(auxiliary) H3H
XS AMEStY  g AEE 734l o]eet S FHEA
et 52 FIAI7IH SAlol 4 374 ZF 44712 & EYEe

J

EX4 H3(feature representation)< 2ropd 4= Q.

lA

(213 3-9] t-SNE OflA|

20

tsne$Y[2]

<40

T
40 20 20 40

tsnesyL.1]

Z}&: Mark B. (2017). Multi-dimensional Reduction and Visualisation with t-SNE.
https://data scienceplus.com/multi-dimensional-reduction-and-visualisation-
with-t-sne/ 2018. 11. 30. &

glo]e] Azt 9 Ak =4 ¥PH?I t-SNE(Maaten & Hinton, 2008)
= YRR AtE EE} ARG H ST 9] AAm ZE TFEW-TolE
] E KKullback-Leibler divergence T+ KL divergence)s %4
slsto] AL AFGE AEE ARSI -SNEE B|RSA gig&
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o]7] W&o embedding ¥ DNNO=Z L33t parametric
t-SNE(Maaten, 2009)7} A =] 3Art.

DEC+= parametric t-SNEQ] 543 E HGAIA FHEA 0 A
gty DECOllM= ¥Atm 7t AR AR E BESHE em-
bedding& Zoti+= A, $4] 7|¥Hcentroid-based) &5 EXE %
olstal, #4 &3 54 S FAI7I7] fs T4 71N EE X
Ol Bz BEx Bx 71 KL TR X455}

HA Fol N2 AR {z,€ X} | & K79 FHOR Y £A)
£ 1efopxt ZF vt S (centroid)E pyy j=1,..., K2kl 7|5t
I, PR Ao A AAFH O 2 AFGA7]E HIAE B E fy : X227
SHAE o714 0= S5 7Fe St g ulshal, Z= AR 4 53t
< 9Ju|gtt}. Deep neural network(DNN)= g ZAtof tfjgt o] 2%
‘48 (Hornik, 19913 & 4% &4 st 5 (Bengio et al., 2013)
= 7HAL Q7] "iell, f,= EEelelr] 918 DNN= ARgRtet.

DEC Z&FL B4 33t 214 kel 279 B4 (i€ 2} 9
A7E Z= AGQA7]= DNNO| B 05 FAl9 ohssto] Ams 3]
skttt DECE o3t Zo] & @A= o]FojXt}. (1) deep au-
toencoder(Vincent et al., 2010)& o-83F 24 27]3519} (2) Bx &
B 2EO| ALY KL TARS F4stshes IS BHESlo] Bag 225}
o WA 09 (€ 2} o 27180l FolFrhe 7Sl (EAd
L4 X2} FHRAE A5 AT EES 54t

O_L:

ol
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1) Soft assignment

Maaten & Hinton(2008)¥} 5 UsHA AFFE A= 2,2t 4 1, Aol
O] GAEE AlAFel7] 9I38) Student's t-EXEE ARSI

7a+1
(14 I z—p12a) 2

qi; — a+1’

S+ Iz—pl%a)

J

oA7NA 2, = f,() € 2= FolW AR 2,5 XT ANY B4 FrhoR
AN GloliL, ot 1-BES Agwoleh. gk iA AR} ;A
2] g2 S4T 4 Yk BAE SEoAE aof et B3

it

g3
A2 AT 5 W e, a =12 A3

2) KL 9HAt 2|45}

B% B3 PES Al 24 B9 AHES ol oS o]
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sto] T HHEA 0 2 Jj A5k S AT HEAL o] Yol thaat
o] soft assignment ¢} BX S8 X p o] KL TS
ri=g

L=KL(P| Q) = ZEpU

3 X PO AEo] DECY| Aol F45] & = 7130 v
3] 1S & Sl P 4 pEe 7HE 7R sS40 Uit dE £x2 s
7Pdshe Aol SHAIRE o714 ¢,7F soft assignment©]”] W],
softer probability Z¥ £XE& A s|of 6‘1-11}. o714 B Ex=t}
S 22 AE WESEF itk (1) &S Aol (&, 239 &
(purity) & T4, 2) 2 A==z Idgd X}Eoﬂ T ‘E%% THAE T

AL, (3) o ol A B4 332 H55HA Zotes 2 Sl digt
&4 BEIRITE

DECOIARE p 2 tha} o] Alkgic.

gt
un Jf;

Pi; =

rok
Lo

Fs e

-

A71A f; = g, = soft & WEE UYeERATE o]
self-training(Nigam & Ghani, 2000)9] st FeHi2 & <+ QJt}. Self-
trainingd} F7FA| 2 DECE 2hHo] gle ARt 7] 771 43
St 5§, AFEE =0|=F 5ol s 7718 ARESH] AF=of 2

S AR} B3 7 Uk Agnie B2 AEE oZo) 4 shgdtel X
7] A FPAZIL e ARES AR AA] et A5
N7 S AeA o gl
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3) H5

DEC+ Stochastic gradient descent(SGD)E ©|-&5}0] -
1;2F DNN9| 2= 5 FAlof A3kt §4 51t
2,2 ZF 29 SA ol thet &A% Lof gk vl vt Ak

oL  a+1 Iz 2)
o= Z(1+TJ (Pi; = 4i;) (2 — 1)

0z; « 7
ok __atiglyy Namml o e
8’“-7'_ a5 a Dij = @ij)\%i ,Uj).

Ul 9L/0z;> DNNL2 L=l vt iS55 DNN9| K
of thgt v aL/06S ARSI A& 9] tol%(standard reference tol-
erance) Bt} A2 AFo| ATt -7 dgo] W of A7t P
Testal 245} S ST

Lt 2 =7|=}

AA71A] DNN9| H4= 09 5S4 {p;} &) Z2gko] 30171 A8l
A DEC7} o8 A X3 =]=A]] s AHHIt. ojAle 2ot T4
ojg@A z7|sksl=Alo] tisf] Lol uA} gttt WA DECE stacked
autoencoder(SAE)E ARg35lo] H4gE %7|slskqic) F2 Ao =
H SAEE o]-&3t 27|13 W2 Fojmlstal & RElE S I
Al wEo] Y Ao=Z YERGTtHVincent et al., 2010; Hinton &
Salakhutdinov, 2006; Le, 2013). w2kA SAEZ 853 HIA| = 1 H2
DECE AR&RF 374 oh52 o -&olsHA gttt

SAE Y EYFE 27I5Fs17] Ydl, ZF Z1ttt denoising autoencoder
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£ ARgSHH(Vincent et al., 2010). Denoising autoencoder+= T
3} o] FojH F F9] dFAEgo|tt:

T~ Dmpouj ()

h= g (Matb)

h~ Dropmit (h)

y = go( Wyh+b,)

7|4 Dropout( - )(Srivastava et al., 2014)2 HEsHA A=

ggro] ARl dis 09] 32 Fofot= &EH AMI(mapping)°]il
g1, go= 242 Q1393 fF g of] st E/d &= (activation functlon)ol

6= {W,b, Wy b= HPO Holth A AF &S
lz—y Il 2 o] 8sto] BES s<5ot1, EF shte] Zof 5] sh5o]
T o= 1 20] 1S Yoz HAsta 1 g o] e S

HHESIT of 7] A= QIFH /YA s A WA SolA2] g, Rt
o149 g, & AQstr EFE rectified linear units (ReLUs)
(Nair & Hinton, 2010)2 &3},
7y Zuit} greedy 50| E4d H, 2E AF Y S AZEA7|AL 1t
< HIH S o5 B9 902 AZAA deep autoencoder Y]
EQIE FAHL tA] BY AE FASehe WL R ShEAIXIH
(finetune). F&A o0& (19 3-10)3 Zo] deep autoencoderoA]

HEE 52 vl AT 3] M SRS AR BN 549 B2

TA Z=49] 273 AARE 2757 ¢5F DNNOJ Q=sho] AF
o= AR A H, EA T 7004 K-BHd 2HELS A5
K
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[(OJ& 3-10] DECY HEQZ +=

(elelelelele)
(ele]8)
[©00]

0000

L=KL(P|IQ)

0000
(eJel9)
(eJele)

[oo;;oo]

i

DEC

Z4=: Xie, J., Girshick, R., & Farhadi, A. (2016, June). Unsupervised deep embedding for
clustering analysis. In International conference on machine learning (pp.
478-487). 481page

Ct. DEC 7I¢ O §X| UH

DECE ol 94 Ao 48317 9130, 38 DECE Hhgoz
AR 2,00 o) AL B20] AHGE Bt 2,9 2 7h e 290 F4
02 T, 29 1,0 ARE ol BA 1RO A8 &
A A= BHE 2YY SN ol WoiA 9 1, o4
o] erta gt

Jl

ru9
ﬂ? rE

2. Deep Autoencoding Gaussian Mixture Model(DAGMM)
[Zong et al., 2018]

g AollAe oldst A A4 ofo|qol(Fo/Y ¥F 2= 5
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34, oYHEEL 2 FF YE FYo Ao v w Nt
WS Rt A ARSIl B o B4l A7 AUAIEE,
ARl Bz Qlo] vk e YA Abmo] s 2 HAESE ol gt |
A& Aldohs 22 o{43] of3% A= dof At 53], Y2 A7
o] AR AeE AREANA Beg F45h= 2ol FH o
AR, BE A Aol s Uehg gHEo] F7ds] WolA ol Ao s
25 et =% QUi (Chandola et al., 2009). 2] Ao A A7)
= ZAIE sidsh] fdl, durdo=s 2uA HIWZ Eol ARSIt
(Candes et al., 2011). ¥A] Ad SAE AP F, AXFAS] FA 51t
oA dEE FHIT Iy A WA DA AFPsh= A She
SOl AP D= S]] tigh o' HRE QASHA] F5h7] w=f, o]

Q]
=

WS F S dFcks Zo] BRsit} I Ad4-=(Zhai et al.,
2016; Yang et al., 2017; Xie et al., 2016)°A DNNs9] 735t =g
B 76 B&5to] A S49 1k 42 FA JYst=

= AFSIRAIT, AAEOA S S8 FHEE AXYS] SaH FToA
SAT 4 QST UF GoT U5 24 29 A8sle] UEsE
5] 43517171 E7Fsstt-

047101]*1% H|Z| I o4 A4 ShA et ZAIE siashe EE3

] DAGMME Z4% 2147 B9 @1} tist EAS 9A]510] ¢
Y] F8 JHE AL E BEF) (1% 3-11)3) o] o]4)
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A A Aok T b SwolA A $5sHe A2 2 4 ek (1)
olgtat AR WaS0] ATPA} ThE Yo ekt ol

9] A9 248 ALA 2A ROl S, ) ol4gkEel B4R
29t v wate ) BUsly] YETh DAGMMOAME el H48 919

A= Y EYA(compression network)o] autoencoders AM&-slo] A
AHAe] AtgE ApEel A AAYASA PRtE FFo R0 B¢
ofgof thst EA JEE AL 4= Ut

(& 3-11] 7421 AMOlH 2 Aj=0f| CHet MRIHYS| At F4 2t

6 =3
L 1] e °
° L ]
(1] ©
[ N5)
5 S
®
@
4 ® L ]

L- reconstruction error

n

0! S ) -ow

-0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2

Reduced dimension

ZF: (1) Z WA LAtE ZFRL 202H0] 1, 7t 32 deep autoencoderS ARE-SHo] 1o
ALE E4T dfolrh (2) A= 7 7iA| ‘:’]":} 1204 EA3E of YRpELte] Atojo]
ok (3) Z A /TR & 27y u)Pg At/ A A S UrERdT.

Z}&: Zong, B., Song, Q., Min, M. R., Cheng, W., Lumezanu, C., Cho, D., & Chen, H.

(2018). Deep autoencoding gaussian mixture model for unsupervised anomaly
detection. 2 page

+ HAZ, DAGMM2 sh5d AR 3004 7HeAlQE &9 29

(Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM)& &85} B35t 12& 714 ¢
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g 2tmo] tigt B g 34 et GMM2 Bk 40| tish 24
St A2 7KL QA YEEEo®E GMM Expectation-Maximization
(EM(Huber, 2011)& ARESto] shsAIZIth. 13y A £4:2F GMM
= o83 9k g 32 A0l HASks] dE7] Wl T 4A
AT 20HA RS ARESte] AT o] Sy ZAIE dEsh]
15l DAGMM=2 2t 7R Ao tsfl 5 WEQAE 485t AxFd A
At 5, £ 4 5 Fcks 34 UEYZ(estimation
network)E AMEoLL, YUY ARE AXYORE ZAAF] H ol|XA]/7}

5= J7HE 755 sto] GMMO] 248 A 24T 4 At

to o

end-to-end S50 & deep autoencoderE SHSA|7|H Ao
%2 local optima©l A #F 4= 3U7] Wzoll, pre-trainings o]
ARESHH(Vincent et al., 2010; Yang et al., 2017; Xie et al., 2016).
T2y pre-trainings ARESHA Fo] Y A 9 I 2FE 9
fine-tuning | A3E ZPL o YELF| gt Bprt 2A HEHA|
=ttt ©o] itk Adol ofshd, =4 UEfZ o8l 7= A4
T3Kregularization)® ¥= YIEL 2 autoencoder”} local opti-
ma= HA]|X] F= A2 gl

Deep Autoencoding Gaussian Mixture Model(DAGMM)-2 5 7
o] 8 849l 4= HE/AS 4 HEYAR 4= 0] ot (1H
3-12)¢} Zo], DAGMM2 th&3 Zo] =t (1) &5 UEYIA=
deep autoencoderE AREsto] U A7 o] AHUS =401, (2) 4
HERAE= Aol 4 ARE YA CE stof, GMMS] 7Fsk=/dl
YR & &3t
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(I3 3-12] DAGMME| #£
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A& Zong, B., Song, Q., Min, M. R., Cheng, W., Lumezanu, C., Cho, D., & Chen, H.
(2018). Deep autoencoding gaussian mixture model for unsupervised anomaly
detection. 4 page

7t &= HEH3

U= YEYIE deep autoencoderE S35t 4% A2FY9] EAIZE
2. 2F BHE Amo] it BT 2,2 B &, F
of dis U= HIEH A= A2 54 WHE & o2} Zo] A4kt

z,= h(z;0,); 2’ = g(2:0,)
z, = flz,2");
z

7|4l 2z, deep autoencoderol|A] AR A EAJZko|1L
< 5 Ao|A i H B4 Mees YeEhdeh E3H 60,9} 0,= 7
deep autoencoder?] 917, TF Q] H4E0|Tl 2'= 25 YA
%%%Z}E,h(')%?li’%‘ﬁj\ g(-)&HIEG 3, f(- )2
2} EAS A4Sk dpolt). §9] 2,2 vt e s AT 4
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o} olg S0l {2t Az, ) K2 AR, B FAE 5
9 ofjelo] tet 543 ofe] AYoR el 4 ek, wAEe
4 MEY9 Yt - AL

i)
{m
‘_E
I
rr
[
O,
ille
1o
1y

Lt =8 HER3

U 25| A2 B4 HEE HE o g £ HEYIE I+H &
7F KRI 7F-AIRE £ Y (GMM)= ARg-sto] BredtpE 7431t st
Fote o= 7HAIRE £ £29] 7 9] HE ¢, B HE

b oA Y X k=1, K& 94 E57] g, 8 vEHA
+ GMMY| B4-5 F45HL 7 e /AUA] &5 Bkt ol& 93],
4 HEQI= o5 ?_]%7—4173”0} Y EQF(multi-layer neural net-
work, MLN)E ©|-8-5to] 7} LS o= o] dS)ith
Fol AR B4 ¥ 20k 7 J/] o Ko tisf,

_&
_1

AQ
(ol
L
Hm

p = MLN(z;0,,), 4= softmaz (p),

o1 S KA WEjolr, 7t JE-E AL 7 ZHo] Soid 38
o THet 2Agke ekl T, pi 5471 0,9 T AFAAY YED
o ZEgte it & NS AR FolA g W, GMME) B4

L ofefe} o] 29T % ek

A7 7,2 AR B4 e 2,9 7F Fof] et H &I, ¢y, iy

5,2 77 GMME] kA 279 vlg
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FAE BPE ARESHo] AE olv A= vt ol AL
1 ~ra, -
k. exp|=olz—m) Tz - uk))
= —log| Y ¢, —
k=1 VAEEIA
o714 | - | = FE2(determinant)& 2]v]3ic.
A& dAME Sh5E GMMY Z4E ARgsto] d& Ao ME
NHRIE AlAFetaL, AP AR At 7|&gtE o & o|AIE 2
T AES RS ARE wddTh
Ct =25 g
Fold N9 MES 7HA]E= A7 E ARESTo], DAGMM 52 9%t
52 k= ot o] S0l itk
N
J0,,0,0,)= %EL +—2E )+ A P(X)
i=1

. i ?J—f??— E?
At 5 AE Uehdth. A@|A 0 R vhof B A7}
A2 4= HEYHD7T A0S AR dSAE o 4= A
] JEE ¢ @ol HEUTI & 4 et A2 ER B 23S 3
Sh= Ah}lo]l "astal, & AFMe ol H L,-norm
(Llxp )= || z;— || 5 )& AH&RITH
()= 48 HAEY 7Fe =g ZPeRRI. AE ovAE 243t
dozd, A Ao 7s=E FHdslshe oS HEHA} +4

A3



H|3% H|O|E{ AJO|HA 7|8t OJAH EXX| 7| ¢ 95

Eo|H(singularity) 2417} 31
W FoJu|3Ktrivial) fE 7H&1
w3l

ol B4t W B2

ok

it
* N3\, E DAGMME ZgLo|tt,

a}. DAGMM2| &k

AW 0 2 pre-training® YT deep autoencoder 7|WF 2§
E(Yang et al., 2017; Xie et al., 2016)7+= ©274, DAGMM
end-to-end 5 ARESHL). pre-trainingQ 2 ARAO] S5H U=
HEQF 9] naE2 ofu] X AT X8Ys= deep autoencoder?)]
local optima(®+ global optima)® Fd%o] Q17] W&o, 1 o
Aotz B 374 9] 52 A7 deep autoencoder?] Y]
Efa Her 35| P8, wWEkA oA ' e AsHAIRIH
I AFS S A5 UEHZL 4 HIEHAE A0 88w

W A2 5 PPAZIE RS ST

co= ¢ = A=







HAe| Z0F At=2| Ofef BA|
7 [EH0]| CHSH BRI i

S|
O 171 ="

HNE Ao 27| Tk 15t 0[0|X| XIE(FDG-PET)
SIRM HA

=20 0O LT
H2& QI sl =&0| TSt OA(anomlay) A&t
EM M

— O L







B2 2| 20k Xf=2] O EiX|
7[EHO|| LSt ERN A

o] FolAe HAAS] ok ArE ZE3to] oM Aett ol
7 285 Bil, &8 7hsde ARG e B 24 AA
o FElUEE A LA E AYs7] deel FF ==l
A9l Bl o] gidid apo] Qv 1Feh ¥ kP19 S7h= A
=0 B k]l o 24 5 & el et wdo] o ol=t

i] A

Aol M AR L eflo] 28-S -troi B EoplMe

§ R4S 9T ARQOLT A AHE A})% Fgsto] st A
o 7} A4 7| sshaint.

A1 %I04 X7 FIEHS 913 0|0|X| KER(FDG-PET) &
84 24

BA Hofo] x|ufj 27] A 935t o]u]|x] Atm T84 EALS 95
ARESE dlojE] W anomaly 7iY, 4 Z2A|A, £4] Ayto] oJu|E o
o] 22 A5ttt B4 Eof B4 /g o33 ot
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(E 4-1) 22 20F 24 Vg

W& N HE =k
ADNIQ] FDG-PET FAF Atz (o|u|R] a2 Wil zg7)
+ scalar AF&

anomaly 7§ |NCIZo] g=slojHyoz Zgke Fxt

Data ARE Hlolg

e

normal 7I'd NCIZo] &=so|Hgoz HeHA] ok &b

olAF ez 7|9 AH|JEAR FA: £XF AR + olu]A] A7
|5 93t Ak7 &[0l 57 point anomaly

A Az 2l A= ol A

u}o} 239 E9% - B0l = ®

w4

= 1. 29 EY o4 & 7|": PCA
BRAA (R8T ol BRI Lo O e L
71%) - e
Accuracy
o S Sensitivity
24 23 AN Specificity
AUC
AT AR LI A ol Asst A LY
o |mex A, R 27] Ak o2 £ % 9. ol o4
B =° 7150l 43 EﬂolEi 9t ol HIPE dHlolE BAE F
835 AA

1. HIOIE & 24 HL

etz sto|HEy(Alzheimer’'s Disease)2> A& YO 7]
o] YFo g, 19079 =Y E419] FAlF QAR] dEo|A
(Alois Alzheimer)7} o] Hoj tjaf == B 15} ‘Qéﬁ}olui
A5] dsto] FRAA 0w 11 FAI7L O}Q}QL Zo| EAolH, 71
el 27] SAIE= 22 Lol tigh 7198 Aol Qi Hol
AYP=HHA Aol 58 9 A 7|5 4ol E}L}_Tl, Z7of o]=
AeA Aol ozt tifet AAIAQl Sl sEE & Ao

(Wikipedia, 2018).
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QI7te] Htrrgol AojRHA A} gxFe] e F7lehe A QI
S uete] 39 =1/ AH g7t g oF 47t 7§ o4} F7kskaL itk
(S5, 2018). ?H, W]=9] 7% 20609 LE=3t0|HA
A7} °F 1,400%F Bgof| o] & Aolet 4=, o|& QA+ H|= A4S
3.3%°1th. Falz 2014 A vl= 1T F F=stolH AHE = ]
&L 1.6%°|tHU.S. CDC, 2018).

Gzsto|mAd A g2} F7to] w2 & H] S7F AIE 25 ¢
Stof wl=-2 20009t ZHHEE Rt e 8S Alsf gt 152 5t
Wt d=slo|HyEGAREAIR)(Alzheimer’'s Disease  Neuroimaging
Initiative, ADNI)°|t}.

ADNIE= E3R G A multisite study)Z=A] G=sto|HE Q] i}
25 At A (clinical trial)S 7HASH ] Y7 FA oA T FH
ADNI&= ¢&3sto|HHS 270 Xekst= A& oy}, W] A ®A =t
(biomarkers)& F&(track), YS(validation), ¥8Kstandardization)
Sh= d € F2o] it

ADNI 9] 7Pk vl= = 7yt A5k 55~904 B4
Ee=odog, dxstolmg o QIgh A|uf T}, Fu|gt 71 Ao E
7R3l = 3ERHMild Cognition Impairment, MCI),9 A
(Normal Controls)2= g% 0] Ut A4 FolE S 2F A7t
off sl 2004 HH thFet 72 o= HlolH, A& =0 245 Y4 A
=7, A AR, ABAEA 5= A7 o2 SRS =T, ol b
o8& U Ho] 7Fs3HeE Sh= ‘open data access' & €A o0&
Stal @itk ADNIQ| AL At o] 55, A5 HARRI(study design),
g=stolH YA EA AN biomarker) 5O H3 o AARt FJHE LA}

il

AN

4) gzslolmE WY 7/l B2 SRR
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StthA  http://adni.loni.usc.edu/E Falol7] vt} Petersen &
(2010) TE3F ADNIQ] 27 9 ADNI Atz 0] €A1 B4 AuE ZA|3]

7|3t ATt

(28 4-1] L=010|H LHO| YHEX|IX Hat 4T

Abnormal A

e AB
e Tau-mediated neuronal injury and dysfunction
s Brain structure
s Memory

=== Clinical function

P race
VELVET
CHURCH

DAISY

= BIOMARKER MAGNITUDE ==

Normal = —/ /

Cognitively normal MCI Dementia

=== CLINICAL DISEASE STAGE =»

B-amyloid (AB) measured in cerebrospinal fluid or by amyloid PET imaging
b. Neurodegeneration indicated by tau protein measured in cerebrospinal fluid, or
by synaptic dysfunction, measured by FDG-PET
c. Brain atrophy, mostly in the medial temporal lobe, measured by structural MRI
d. Memory loss, measured by cognitive tests. e.g.)minimental score

e. Clinical function, indicated by general cognitive decline measured by cognitive

tests.

A& Alzheimers Disease Neroimaging Initiative. (2017). About Biomarkers. Retrive from
http://adni.loni.usc.edu/study-design/#background-container 2018. 9. 2.



HA% HAAE| 2OF Xt2o| 014 BX| 7ol et 2% 24 103

okﬁx}?}%&} (P051tror1 Emission Tomography PET) kqu}

= 3o =E UH:)r”e‘ —’F 9;13: JEOE‘”HH?S‘ ]D‘r. PEToﬂ AP%Q% Ho]—
AMS QJerRe] S TR, & AollA o] &3t A A= WA

=42 FDG(Fludeoxyglucose)°|tt. FDGE SFF A (glucose)?]
AR EA PET 4 ofmfx]of 73 g ]%Q% /\Vc‘} EX]O]D]'
FDG-PETY] &FL AZzx450] xod F&
1, ol 29 Uil Ax=9] AN TS Kot wEbA k9
FDG-PET Y4 A== HAZS] A 5714 melS A 4s)
Sto] Kol =1, F=slolH gAte] Ff- ¥ 54 FoollA =g
AR7F A4} #2] vlste] o HA A2 Aow IEA AeH(1H
4-2) #=). HAZ FDG-PET ¥4 A=e &
kst d g o]-&H i At

(1% 4-1]91A4 Eox| &% o] X3l we} FDG-PET ©]9|o] thef
ot S5 BAFA|A A WS doju=d, [T 4-2)= iAo
4521 p-amyloid”} o] iskde] Wt S4E o] 7k A& Al o=
Hoj 3315 (11§ 4-3)2 1o W0 = Qlsf ¥ 271 ¥s] 7h= A
= Ho] £t

()

5) (19 4-1)a. BAEAA] .
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(1& 4-2] p-amyloid A

Control

PiB PET SCANS

University of Pittsburgh
PET Amyloid Imaging Group

Z}&: Ravi, S., &Rif, R. (2013). PET scans accurately identify amyloid deposition after
traumatic brain injury. Retrieved from https://www.2minutemedicine.com/
pet-scans-accurately-identify-amyloid-deposition-after-traumatic-brain-injury/
2018. 9. 20. 91&.

6) Y2stolwgo] Alskgo] Wt W/t 2,
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Normal Brain Alzheimer Brain

Cortex

Sulci
== \/entricles

Hippocampus

A}&: Wikipedia. (2018). Alzheimerss Disease neuroimaging unitiative. Retrive from
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alzheimer%27s_Disease_Neuroimaging_Initiative
2018. 9. 20.

Cognition Impairment, MCI)%0] &70E| it} @ A Ayfof m=
H MCIE AgRE2 3t 5 A7 10~15%2] vl&=2 Ao 3At= A%k

MCI A= & g=slo|HHo g A 7Hs4o] =2 AES m)g
d&g 4 Qttd o] Ao R HE 7S AAE 4 Q11 A= &
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FDG-PET 94 At2E vl 0 & MCIE A3sH= S % 34 o]ulof
Auf AR Aot Aot 1A A2 SRS d&Tte] ERShe £
A AA o= Aot

£ 240 &8 A= thad 2ol T £ Stk WA 34 o]
ol gzsto|m o R X3t o 5 d&oh= X9 =& o]-83t 7+
ZWA1S] FDG-PET= 32+ 9] oJu|z|o|t}. o] &2 oju|R] AAZ S
AA 126*126*96 Ato]29] 4=2] Ho[H & e = qict. £A4o] HiE 7}
53t o]jgt Hlo] el ADNIS] o] EfEo] A9l
edu/data-samples/9l A ThEZE3FATH 331 o]u|R] 9] F]4 T
£ EA(voxeD)®olzt gtet. wabA ZF A§AS] FDG-PET o|9[AIE /3
sh= BA0] el & 1527 4,096(=126%126%96) 7] tt.

IZHY] M= BT YIEQA Y #2& 7 1L Qlth & Q179 M=

http://adni.loni.usc.

S E2E 7THAARE 7[5 d o ® /714 A de vt A7)
o] sfj5etA oz FHo] Qltt. ¥ FF ARE HH o] Xoh= I
A9 7ol Bt AL & 4= AT, o= ook BY E= BEA
=2 BIE 32 7RIS ok, olEe @42 SAITHY &olE w2
374 A A (spatial correlation) 2 St

St Holy EAoA &2 3 AAE diddchs A= 8
SHA thFoA S B2 WS AFS ok 18y SASH wiFo|
OFSE thF 2] ofst Hof M2 71€4 =0 = gl ] JA A
2E S5 L2 ol-&sto] Aol E(segmentation)ste], Z+ Al
TIHEO] thEZNE o]8-oto] ¥ 7he] =2 A o] ZAIE siZst
T2 A =sHQITE o] W Ae] sijAlE BolstHA gtk R0l Sl

7) preprocessed data
8) 3D analogue of pixel
9) Bt



oA= ol2et @AE n < p TAIE BT} A4 Q14 7Y BAIE
Sist7] fsiA = EAollA= 71T (basis function) ¥ FE AW
S (empirical orthogonal function)& ©]-85F] X ZA(dimension
reduction)& AlE5=t] AR A5 ofef| 4] ZATtof A sHAlc

WA g=stolH ghAte] - w o] R Isf ¥ £ FoA
Ro ARVF A JE IS 2ol HA Solethal G5k o
714 ok= o] 54 B9l 5|27 s AHippocampus), HITY BIE
Z E(Medial Temporal Lobe) So| Ql&=d], £3] Ho ojar m&
(Posterial Cingulate Cortex, PCC) FollA] TGO A AT} =
o HA Yetth= AoE A vk (19 4-4)= L=sto|HHo]
ol wet PCC F9 HA|ZE9] 25T ARV} wof| HA Eolte
AS Ao g Hof Frt

PCCE 9] o F&o] YAI5t= m&olnt. wzha & ZAoA= 3
A9 | JA4 AR S PCC7F AR =2 ofeff R9jof FSstart g
ot @ebA 3D AR 5 ¥ 9] ofgfi&of sigst= H &2 Seto]Aaxial

slice) ¥12 60RIRH 0|83t 3L,10) weha] F4of 2ok S5 9| 7o

10) ¥ gi%oz 23 Lejo|a WT Fof

B
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= (15,876=126*126)0]c
g d=sto|H o] Mgk 75 UBls AREEA ALH])
= HHZH0) 22 17|53t o]nf %} ojF= FDG-PET ¥4= &
= AlFollA 3do] Ay B7HE I FDG-PET F4 Ak= o]2]of] ¢=
Stolu] W0 IS & 5 U= E UrOL 43 (genotype), 7Fo]
A 7Hminimental state examination, MMSE) J4E 230
3okl 2AHFE o] &5t
olHAVSHB7E Aee 7P d8] ARREAL s AWiE A
ArE EFEA QA 7159 &4 AE S45ke A S22 dith
o] A4+ 197599 Folestein $-5-2F McHugholl 98] 4202 474
SitH(Folestein, Folestein, & McHugh, 1975). ©] 3§
o] k&o|1 YukA o7 247 o]Ato|H AHAF 20~237o]H X|qf 94,
197 o]kl B9 A #AF O 2 oA & ZHo| AV e B 7 A7t
HZ5E A Jete] gEo] oItk ofsid 4= itk

H
;

(OF 4-4] BT 48 IE 3y A=

FDG PET

decreasing
glucose
metabolism

normal Alzheimer's Disease

Z}&: Basic medical key. (2018). Retrive from https://basicmedicalkey.com/dementia-
and-its-treatment/ 2018. 9. 2.
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2. Ol (anomaly) Xt Xo| U 7|x S/

2 BHoA= ol (anomaly)?] dS 47 717t B3t g=sto|H
At Mgke] |52 Fsteltt. & MCIoA 34 oo g=stolH /g
o= Aeket SRS B4, Bt = JeshA] k2 SAl= gAfolet 4
ofstitt. efufshH d=stolm7l TS ¥ AFMZEEC] &4
o] of2fgt A=) H= Al sl B /Adel7] WlEelt(1d
4-2), (7194-3), (1”l4-4) 3=).

ADNI Qd+of| 2obd SH7H = g4 dEE0] 2297, MCI 1201 398
g, g=sto|H A7t 19270t 2t
= [# 4-2]00] AR 257 =4
skl AdRET Y25t

I

I

Wi

(lok

1o

FU[ﬂJ

E

O,

ol 1014 grirh, A% o 59) Aol FAH0 feleps
o, ApoB4 AR B olRi dxsolm o] Wizt WA Aol
o] Belt). %, =stolw] 2t 1 w ApoB4E BR Bate] 1]
22 BARE 250 o) T ) oo Y5 kot AR I1F T
#olg FAHOR HAAFH AT 0|59 Kol HlS OIFF Ao

=Yyt

O,

O

{

%

B 4-2) ADNI &7 79| Qi+ 84 &9

characteristic HEES MCI U=5H0|H
s 229 398 192
Lio| Hx 75.8 74.7 75.3
ug A 16 15.7 14.7
oy HIE(%) 48 35.4 47.4
ApoE4 HQ HIE(%)1) 26.6 53.3 66.1
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H 7RA = 398 o2 o] F 12019 MCI A7} 3¢

Aol 2ot
ofujof &

b sk

5]

Sl

%

vl
ol
o

P, A 278
HH °F 10% %= =t

S

o
o)

X

%

A=
&= ik

o

sfol

2.5

ER] &L BFo] BR AHst(classification)E H|1L

3

oju]z] A&7} Xuje] %7] Agko] o

Hsmooth)

Rl

ol
il

3
jara
file)

4

d.o
"
Tor

©

il
,.ao

g

ol

12 g

)

Zol ¢ F8
oln|x| & Higo 7 wdstzt

L. =R
—

3

Holl w21 G ol 2 st

Gl

A

A(sparse principal com-

1= =]
O

= =
sluk/g

1] Sl

ponent analysis)

o
< 945

AR S|
==

A
oy

w gzsfol

s

(shrink) ®HH,

—

002 Zof

o
-

oA 3] HAS(coefficient)13) Zk

stojm = HH
3t (sparsity)o]2t HE

=

11) APOE #4Atg2] B off= &

12) SABIAE o

=
=
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[ = i |

Agk o Fof & FF= v|A= FGolA ] AhAIS gk 18,1 18,1 > 0
< WEStE R, obA ARt 3 AAS olv|R](coefficient image)®] 3]
e TSt dRbd o g SHt Sl A= iAol golstal &Y
= S5 ITHA AUk

S AASY] HA S (sparsity)S HoiA= ohdet WSS e
g Sl=dl, & A= HelER MEHwavelet transformation)

I, B3(penalty)& °1-&3IAth. & 2 A9 H om|A] H FEE=

Hir ©
0,
[
->fl~ J
2
o,
¥9,
rir
S,

we,

ol e /AR EAdte] A 28 AEF F o2 F3] ol
o1 =% A%Se vigor JFRFL AAHRAT. ol HAASS

9] I, ®w(norm)°ll A2kS FOEMN, & I8, < A\ E AAFFE BT
24, 59 FFGoNAY S HAS Fhol 022 Yot s FastA
o} o714 A& 3] HE 2Esh= W7 EA], A>co]H F]
Hgol HA AiA 6, =0, for all j,k& W55 "ok A= AIC,
BIC, CV 59| Wyoz Aegt 4= qlct,

ol (X 4-3)2 g=stoln] g of i 27 £49] 47E Hof Foh
FDG-PET /dA=7F g=stolmg Aujo] 7] Xdto] 7HR]|= A58
< B7¥et7] floto] olw| A7k mhE Wyt 23] R] ok WS 7H7t

u

e

fin)

| ARE-SF A1 SHA|H (discrimination threshold)2 0.5°]t}.
NZE19E HA AmEE A7} AICO| o) AHE AL £24 He

EA(scalar variable)19%F EgHE 2¥9] AL Wi Tr} 0.667°]1

13) 6jk: Jk}x_:_ AAE HEhE index 9.
14) true positive, & AA| A3St /A F Ao EREH /A F vE.
15) Uol, ¥ A4, A, ApoFd BHG ofi, 7Ho]ZAA e E ES
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o3 i classification result error

Accuracy Sensitivity Specificity AUC deviance

scalar | AIC | 0.859 0.692 0.928 0.929 128.99
+ BIC | 0.854 0.683 0.925 0.917 137.58
Image [“cy [ 0.857 0.658 0.938 0.906 145.08
AIC | 0.801 0.483 0.932 0.814 188.52

”g:ge BIC | 0813 0.508 0.938 0.808 190.94
CcvV | 0.782 0.433 0.925 0.783 201.88

AIC | 0852 0.667 0.928 0.904 144.01

Sgﬁ:sr BIC | 0.842 0.658 0.918 0.901 146.71
cv | 0837 0.658 0.911 0.888 156.14

Z: ROC curveZ5E AASE AUC(area under curve)d.

16) Me-Ad% &7, HHE-ude 7 s
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H 4-4) L=ol0|H & 62 ol 257 &4 2
o3 p classification result error

Accuracy Sensitivity Specificity AUC deviance
scalar | AIC | 0837 0.650 0.914 0.889 158.45
+ BIC | 0.833 0.642 0.911 0.864 172.20
Image | oy | 0842 0.650 0.921 0.880 161.38
AIC | 0.774 0.458 0.904 0.758 211.13
";‘ﬁge BIC | 0.767 0.442 0.901 0.771 207.66
cv | 0757 0.333 0.932 0.752 212.50
AIC | 0.816 0.600 0.904 0.876 163.00
sgsl'jr BIC | 0.818 0.608 0.904 0.865 170.78
cv | 0.820 0.625 0.901 0.867 168.95

9 [& 4-4)= d=3telH A 75 10-fold CVE HIF2R 4
Sto] B2t 24 A5 Hof o [# 4-2]9 2] BE A oS
£ MAE ol&3to] dl&{prediction)& A=sIAT. [ 4-3]12 <
Z2H(fitting) ] 2= &S AlEstAl= LSt Alidsh= Bl Ritst
Al B e 2o QWH A&9] FF &7 27t Aol vs) 1
B} ol [H 4-4]9) 59 A% (accuracy), U E(sensitivity),
Eo]L(specificity) S 74]4_}5'}% o] AR8gF AHEHA A (discrimination

threshold)< 0.5°]t}.

i)Y

_4

UAEE WA AHEEH A7} AICO] Qo] AYH H x4 Hyes
(scalar variable)!?gt Zst=E] o] AL wZErl 0.60|1

FDG-PET o]u]A| = E3te o] it 0.65°]th o]= 39 H &
zotolH 2 Mgt Aol 1,000 02t 7HYotdS off, =14 HeETt

17) Yol, 8 QI A, ApoFd B ol 7holAleEs} A
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28319 60092 719 S 4= 9L, oJFIAE WA L83hd 650

< 27) Wiste] duke A8 wjY £ .

AYES AW R AIC, X4 W4 BH9] 72 0.8160]3 $X] 4+
E

@‘4 3% 0.837=4 1,000 ¥ %A EF19€ A 71+

—|o

79 U= Bolde ARt A AlAslete Hol F= ROC
curveo|t}. AAlo] Y% & BAEo 7I7heE A5l AEeS
sh=d, tiEE2] AHeHA ol 4] Image+Scalar Lo B U2 A&

Sensitivity

8 —— Image&Scalar
—— Image
—— Scalar

T T T T T T
10 08 06 04 02 0.0

Specificity

L
il

18) Mg-de B, vlde-v| 4%

p
:
o
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[ = R |

(3% 4-6)2 ZF 7HA19] A&5H g=stolH A &S Hol &
LE ZPoA AR Agst /RAI(12 Y, IM Fo g HAS] Ag
Eo] A¥slA] A2 MA(0LR IY, AFM Ho = HA)S EEHT}
& Aol AL wEhA BFPo] Mgt o E & Sl Stk A &
2 ltt & Image+Scalar® 3$ & 152 o & E&F3)

o} vt gk ZiA|e] Ak SHEo] 19 ¥ 7Pk Al AL, Hit=
AgksiA] ek 7iA19] A9 1 gHE0] 00l § 77k AEF

e
)
N
£
sl
i)
s}

(OF 4-6) Y=ol0|H M2t 2tF G 21t

1.0 L 1.0 4 N L
3
» o
L [ Nt
08 - .t
= . LA +
08 - w07 o 0s{g e L
e = . 4
L ]
= ] 8 = £ " e
= = = »
=} P | =} 0
g 0.6 1% P g g 065 $
=] <] =] L
3 o 0= g 0. 5 s L 0 »
g (8,0t '3 L T R
5] 4 .. L 3] 2] B 1R
3 04 :fﬁ‘ 3 3 04 .
e - ? » k R B L' 1:
Y ey .
o (] st
02 1 SN S 02+ '“.- or-
a ¥y ¥
r oy %,
. 3 ¢
0.0 4 L 00 L
T TT1 (I N ) B o
0 100200300400 0 100200300400 0 100200300 400

a. Image+Scalar b. Image only c. Scalar only
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4, AAPY

Ao 27] XS 9et A= E49A= NCITto] gd=slo|HHo =R
A3kE RS anomaly®Z A 951, normal®] 7Hg-S NCI#o] &=
sto|mHri o 2 AvtE]R] Q2 SRt= o5}t

EAS ol 329 FAF AR E 221U 9] o]u|A] Atm 2 HEeFY o

H
)
g

A Apz ARt ofzt AP Arm ke o J=HsE B85kl
oA} &H1] 7| A2 %t Atm £A4L2 point anomaly©|il, A% ©]
g "R &3t & 4 ok B4 W flolE3 ¥H¥Hwavelet
transformation) ¥ [, penaltyE 0831, &k, UL, ol
AUCE 4 23 A A5

1 Ay}, oju]A] AR 7HA AL A} 7Hs/dE olSdhe ARt AT
SH2Ql FETE 7HA|AL A1) 7RsAE oSSk 2o
11, o)A A= e} QIS FHEE & o o] &3S WY dE5E2 ¥ &

obdths A& & 4 it

-



Hag 2HME| 20F A22| Ol BA| 7I”0l Ciet

H2E

E
|

0Xx ro

A
21

St .L=0fl Chet

SR 24 117

0|4 (anomaly) X 2|2}

8] Boko] 19l shrf ol ek ThAA A BAS 98] M8

dlojg 2 ‘anomaly’ 7H

d, B mada

24 Z3te) oul st

B2 QST FA] ok 4 e =e a3 2

(B 4-5) =X| 20F 24 g

L& N2 LHE A4
Data AR Hlolg 2017 =RIAERA}
- BAAEH AY gdd v EH FE R 9
‘anomaly’ 29 JEHER
g - HAAE A )Ad ZAAEH 4 gl
» 28 PR
- - BAAEH FY )l BAEY FH e E A5
‘normal’ H I EER
7 - HAEAEY A A4 HEAEY A8 AR
28 SAEER)
ol &R 7Y | - A AR A d&F AR + HFY AR
Hes o3t - OJAr9] £%&: W2t o]XKcontextural anomaly)
A5 &4 - AR g (W o) g H-8th Ak ol €A
sol | - male] aegk Ao 2 3ol
S 1. ol &#A9 TAA 714 £ 244 3y
;:"1_8]_00 |2 NN(nearest neighbor) 718t o} &%] 7|9: LOF
(A8 o1 AHEZ o)A} 4] 7|9 t-SNE
mega | e ) |0 Do 00 E X
4. 333} W (clustering): DBSCAN ¥¢1g&
1. 4709 class® W0l ogA|7} ofto)] &5h=A] B4 84
2. S A gl JTolA o]t A9 1009 plot € &
A ek AT ol AolA o4 491 1009
24 2 A plot ¥ &4 &4
3. plotol anomaly ¥A] 9 4]
4. ploto] clustering 23} #A] ¥ 24
- 24 ol o} chER-) FEFOLERE HOl 4 9
o|n 39 X = 3-]\%]
=il Y| guss aow M o 49 wEoE B ohe(op
down) A9 7Fs
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L NE g Ay
- AERE d 49 o) 19 o=z B¥E ?(bottom
up) 49 7Fs

- ol B40] 3t iR Ex A BREE £ o
7 Qe AR ol BX A1Ne A8ske Aol
Hlgstehs 21 A4

1. CIOIE A7419)

LRIEA A5R W IABRAF AA9] HAI5K20079 1€9)E 3 1t
T} RARS AABIEE o] 9Jon 7 dgto g 20179k QI B RA}
7b AAEQIE 2 AP fAISHE 200749 )% 20084, 20114,
201439] o]o] 4HA 2 A EE= AR, 9l gigt 454 o]E ¢
g AEH 75hS vl o= ol HA 9o a3t 7| 2ARE Al
Fole AL BHE It F 2 2ARE Boto] k19 A dgt
£ Tt 0 & wotstal Q1 EA4J0] WE} F:0]& A|55to], EA 9
FT k& GO t-g5t7] sl A ol Z Rt

X0 of1l Qltt. & RARE AFRAL
AE 52 AA SAHRASAGEUHE A11771%) ot S5 ZA}
HE 8359 20174 6¥ 12¥9~89 289 7|7+ Bt 9347 A9
6541 oA} 17t 209 (23 2267 Egho] Hist AFHARAE &
=5kt

20179 QA RARE 12R19] 410 A S e A it 5
NZAE ] tf-g5k] gt Y - Al S F8% ARE L8y
= Aot gt AL Y] FA%E QIR B HEo] k)19] FA Soh
A ol WRY tefdol] FHiskal Qlof, o

Z
2H

I ye

P
fru
g M

=
oK
ol
rr
pous
o
Iy
©
2
Rl
N
R

rl

T
r']I
o
ol
oL
)
Y

19) 9733], 293, 2, A%, o187, 2vlel, 3], AAR], olids], old, ZEo]
(2017). 20179% =QIMEHZAL HAEA R SR AN ATA] BuA g 23
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o] QT Yt} whebA 20179 E FAR= AS]AAESHE] Wl 9 g
A Wslets Wek o)Al -019] EATt S d3FS thhx o g nlots
of AJALAQ #ig} Fol& mofsial Q] Wi e Aets| utet

=71 v
SR o 232 T3

1"5:40}01 H71 =Rl9] E4e B A E AL jir. el o] o
Rl 37 kRlef RIFAE]es 54, kRle] A | 17, AEAe] A
715 811 5 =R19] &4 THH 811, 715 AR €9, A

27, AFEESH Yoz FE Ao AT & ArHHAE,

Q.

X,
O‘r‘

]u
2017).

of7]ofl A= =l S A0S 2R} sh= o] oy, 20179 =
AU EARE o]&5to] o4H(anomaly)oll et 7d2 thAl A sk,
71A8kE 715k ol 'R 71 A8-5to] tht A kst 1 &

& TS o) 2ol giek

ox,

2. Ol anomaly) XI& Xo| U 7|x &4

o710l A= oA, ol dwe] B9 R /Nd= 18 B Eof HlofE e}
tEA AZskaAt gtek. 1804+ ol (anomaly)?] 71'E-& NCIZ-o]
Yzsto|Hr o2 HehE AL A oJslirt. 280l A= st e F5
£ &8oto] ol (anomaly)?] 7idZ g Ado] Sl= kQIo=
At SRS, 7oA += W2 o] contextual anomaly)2.2
tol A= ol Al AN (EAF hRh7F 574 Sgtol| A o) 4fstotar o
4+ °old(anomaly) /9 L2 25t Al Stet. 3334 A+

ol ox
iﬁ 4>

g
B or
i



120 7|78k (Machine Learning) 7[5t OAF EfX|(Anomaly Detection) 7[& 17

e AAY, S5 AmOIA BPS shsdl ol Wo|A 9 P55 A
goh 22ar 9t S T5E9] Aol7 fojulolH o dRo R &
4 Stk Wk £4o] P5a] &4 dEof o] == AU, 20179 =
AN 2A} A2 oA = St A 558 BHS¥S(response variable)
2 51 A5 2P F8olo St ot dSaa BSaEAIRD
9] zto)7t Y= A5 o4 (anomaly)ol=tal o]kt

ol& olF £ A9 5 PR AT EH vREHS0] HAAg ) of

o] Yepd = It} of7]o)A anomaly 7Hd-2 F4
o] HFAAEH g8 Y A3Ho2 B (n,)HA,

)H AE w8 Y ez E7(n,)d

o

s

N,

ek _H;

52 ille

b &
My

)o

a
=

)

X,
ox
i)
)
oM,
oot
pack
jo

(B 4-6) =X| HIOIE0IM2] Olekanomaly) Fel

22 0|&(Predicted)

HIZAEHTH)
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B 4-7y 20179 =QIMEIZXAL OIS D0 ALREH MHBHE
0 =g 2|3 Y(recoding) H1
S EARE ° .
omH
ID_add1 (=2 1 omE ) =H5 0 ID_addl_adj
ID_SEX SEEI o4 0 ID_SEX_adj
ID_AGE EEAR N
ID_MARRIAG g3 weq on et gle 0 ID_MARRIA
E - GE_adj
= )=
LesA, aeany, | TV
id_GA_H2 2Ig 7 FH 5 371EA4 A ﬁﬁ(i"dc’G A
A = 7 O
4u|2Ay A 57]E H2. ad)
ID_EDU EECIFEESS
ID_WORK g3y _#9] o EEEN) ID—WSJ.RK—&
ID_ECO g3y TAEEY)
= 71573 EARE A 1 ID_HEALTH
1= X} S =] —
ID_HEALTH | ZY_7154telA5t of = AR 9SO adi
KID BEAT_ 7
GKID s 3
KIN 7R A _/F
FRND A3t Aol AR _FF
B1 HA0] A7ATH
GDS_R 2 95
C1 2 TA % ol 0 Cl_adj
N3_PT FHod 4%
N3_BS ESSEEo
N3_PP AHAF f5
N3_PT_S 7H-_FHOI A AE(FY)
N3_BS_S 7 7| 2R AFH(EH)
N3_PP_S | 7+ AHHigaSEe)
NC_P_PT 7HQ1_&&old 5%
NC_P_PP AAAH LT
NC_P_PT_W | 7HQl_T&o]dAEH(EH)
NC_P_PP_W | ZHJ_AHAFAENEN)
G4 At 13 Apee] 2 38 o8 0 G4_adj
1271, 27A,
L1 AZ FHEHD 3353 A= LA,
4RSS g 9A|, 554
N6_1 4. a Hol By g% AS 0 NG—laf—a—a
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91 A oof whet B+ HolES ZHdst] S8l ol& 2E 2 oS 5ol
=0 BAE HPHS H23519 1, 10 fold CVE k5 ALE 9} HAE &7
£ F&oto] A overfitting) wAI7F TEEA] F=E stoich 17
1, k9] foldolA AEEERE A 10%7-2 B183EH 48 )
o= BEoI EE, A& E3L o' S F8stuy, BR 71E
(cut off point) oJEA sh=1fo] we} 9] oA 2|3t Hlo]& Ao

A5o] Dzt AAR, lift Ndo =2 A9 10%E =+ 7I1&2= Aot

9L 1o} G-mean(V/ sensitivity X specificity) measure= o}

2 9 £5 A et 2.

(B 4-8) 25 712(ift A9 10%)0 2 25 i
(9] )
2w 22 0=(Predicted)
= HA HIAK(EITH)
22 ZH4m gy 8,385 709
(True) HI&IAK(SHTH) 688 301
(B 4-9) B2 7|Z=(G-mean)0i| [I2 22 3=
(9] )
2w 22 0f=(Predicted)
i By HIEAI(EIH)
22z A 5,863 3,231
(True) H| & AH(SHCH) 360 629

0|9} Zro] B7 7]|Fof| W& Ato|st Axl= ojAHanomaly)oll 45t #|
= gt B Ao &g AstaA} sh=
nygoz BFH o4 (anomaly)

=
e shots] g Ao el doletn A B
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ZIBAE AR 109 3 A2 2YCLT YU olgoll BHsHIA
94, STl AY o] e AusolA e HRahe v B o
o 2.

H 4-10) Sl 28 R20| U2 T-Test 21t

s y Gith 28 9% Yz "o BEQA
2i7g X 0 .66 005
1 65 015
a3 o * 0 .40 .005
- 1 .38 .015
2|35 oiey 0 249 013
- 1 2.55 038
0 .64 .005

2|7 woxt 9o *
EER WL 1 - s
0 24 004

=747 =K
=717 o ; = o
0 3.35 014

2FY 1S A% *
meus 1 3.12 042
EER R 0 52 005
- 1 .32 .015
0 2.91 015

2|3 JIFAERY *
|79 TIASEY 1 -7 o
0 26 .005

2|7 T|S AR

|3 _7ISAERISH Of5t 1 = o
0 08 002

MERNY_Q9
HR7 1 97 1005
0 93 1003

MEARIA QS *
MR 1 91 1009
- 0 47 1005

IS Holy Q9 *

i - 1 39 016
15 0 57 005
25 Z0|RX0_Q8 *

ETOIRKIEL &7 1 49 016
o 2z * 0 3.06 010
1 3.27 .031

oo oo x 0 .20 004

T= T 1 ,38 '015

sixf E¢ o 0 .09 .003
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e y @it 23 99 B2 mIo| BEQR
1 .10 .010
2x0H 92 * > o o
Jawn 9o » (1) ?g 8??
0 .02 .001

Aol 9
f T 1 .02 .004
_ 0 710.66 8.656
7H_SHOIBAS(EN) * 1 662.30 21546
I T\ RS * (1) 2%; ;z%
- 0 13.70 1.605

I ARG AS oK) *

A & 1 6.28 2.149
ol ZHojE 92 * (1) SZ 883
THolApEgiZ 9= * (1) 81 88;

Hol_ZHO[HAS (£ 0 430.87 6.703

1 409.93 17215

Hol_APHOtAS O£ ) (1) zzi iégg

Rl 197+ xpfole] ZS 7B * (1) gg 8(1)2
~ 0 1.71 014

HE SO 1 1.92 044
2ol 23j 9% * > > o

oA e), St Aol g thACER
7t St Aol g 202 S Wekn,)3t S M3 Fel U=
A0 ASE Ae(n,,) 02 BFHHT, St 73] Aol U= A
7t Sl AFol Y ACE NS Hek(n, )3t Sfef 1) H ol 9
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470 el W AEHsd WEge ohe BE gk

B 4-11) =it 0| Sl= A 2F 20

e N11(8,385%) N12(709%)
R s HEUX R T HEMR
2|34 X9 .65 477 72 448
g32g_H 41 492 34 473
2|lme o 2.48 1.212 2.55 1.208
2T _HIRX RF .66 475 42 493
AR o8 23 420 39 .488
Gl L= mE= S 3.37 1.322 3.06 1.313
239 _FY o8 32 467 27 443
2|2Y JITASES 2.95 1.384 2.43 1.428
2|39 _TISNElRSH 012 .25 433 37 483
MEIE_RF .98 134 .94 241
MEEIY_RF .94 243 .82 .386
e FQIN Q7 .48 .500 31 465
st 2FOIRXQI_RF .58 493 44 .496
TAO| HZHAE 3.03 973 3.47 .941
22 RF 17 376 .53 .499
31 &2 o2 .09 .289 12 .320
SHOIM RF .95 226 .96 192
J|ZEE 22 .04 190 33 472
AHAZ 8 .02 133 .01 118
71_SHO|IHAS(EY) 713.21 | 834.506 680.50 | 709.657
77 |=EEH(EA) 17.29 95.748 163.72 | 266.798
71 AHAZASH(EH) 14.37 | 158.323 5.75 63.257
THQI_BHOIH R .87 337 .94 246
THRIAIHAE 2% .01 .108 .01 .106
7HRI_SHO|HASH(ZH) 43572 | 648.296 373.43 | 516.292
THOI_AFEHAZ ASOH(SH) 8.70 | 118.824 4.62 59.694
At 1E82F XpaQtel 24E 4 .00 .051 .64 .480
71F SO 1.66 1.299 2.22 1.438
201_21__F 24 .429 .28 .450
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(# 4-12) sitf 0| QU= Wt 2F 20

sy N21(688%) N22(301%)
B BEWL B BEU
2129 XY .64 .480 .66 473
2284 38 485 37 483
228 oy 2.55 1.203 2.56 1.181
22 text |2 56 496 35 476
S oR 31 464 48 500
23 18 7 3.22 1.346 2.89 1.284
228 _F o 36 479 25 433
228 IHHASES 2.76 1.426 231 1.390
2| 2E_7IsHEAet ®F 31 463 .40 490
YEM_RF 97 164 97 161
YEE ]2 92 274 89 317
72 TN Q8 42 494 32 467
Zigt TFOIRXI_FF 52 .500 42 494
Yao| ALY 3.17 977 3.50 972
2 /7 29 452 59 493
S &% oR .10 295 11 -309
SEON {7 96 201 98 140
7| Z2Y |% .07 260 31 464
AEeg |F .02 136 .01 .081
7 SHOITAS(EY) | 667.03 | 729.455 | 65151 | 541.619
47| = EHH(EA) 33.51 | 132.846 | 146.28 | 248.592
71T ARIZASHEY) 8.06 | 78.604 219 | 29516
7HRl_ZX01H RF 90 295 95 225
WIS RF .01 114 .00 058
THRI_SHOITASH(E ) 418.56 | 578.738 390.21 | 444.676
HRI_APIIZ A5 H(E) 544 | 66.641 1.59 | 27.667
K 12t Aol 25 39 .01 .100 .80 .403
77 EHOH 1.82 1.401 2.13 1.367
=22 _FF 25 432 31 461
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st o] g AR Sl F8o] i Ao o129 3
THn, )2 st Tof F3o] = Ao R &5 k()02 54 7t
219] B AR, 0, AL G Bl ATHOZ 1, S

A7k Qe A9 Bor] LS £, HTASESE 4HoR Hr,

NP, n,, YR SAZLT vlF0] Eou] 15Tl Y B9

gon] 999 JErt A 0R Sokth. Jel3 7|2 RS w1 9
4

297} gow A 197k Adeke] 2% Aol Horeh. ol
sfej 8] Aol S AHEEDL St Aol gl Ao
A%, )3 BhT] 53] o] S A0 ST Hk(n,) 0% &
43 dol Yk n, W] SHL n, WHe] SA4I Hlse,
n AR EAS n,, W] B SASICh & 4= ek o|at 2t
= o LA n,, 0% nyy ol AT hAAFEC] QB FE At Pk
3] giet.

1T =
b g

%ﬂ

3. BMH Xz 24

ol7]oflAlE 3] A WSS H8aA oA Aolgt Wk o4}
(anomaly) A= tigt T2 2k= 2418 3 BuA} et ARSRE
W 47 R, ol 'Y SAH 719l £ XA B, NN(near-
est neighbor) 74t 0|4} B1%] 7| 9] LOF, AHE
t-SNE, 33} ¥ (clustering)2] DBSCAN &4 7|H&
A EAAE o A F-5(y) FEE A Qlstar A
g3to] 24519900, AIE AT w= %A oIt 479
£ EHE EA4E Auroltt

e

[¢]
o
o
2
N
g
lo

o
s

SE
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: sj_%l- [mEsyS| I:Il'lé'l% 0|g3l~ EH

— O~

X Xz

HI

1
=

AT Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4

e oz s s s

2|29 x| .62 .65 .70 .80

225 4 0.00 1.00 42 38

2|25 o 2.63 2.53 2.31 231

2| 2G_HIRA RF 42 .90 .68 47

=71 o2 .38 .08 21 45

23 g F 2.78 3.94 3.47 3.65

22 FY o= .30 .39 29 21

2|39 JHASES 2.64 3.18 3.00 2.48

2|23 _7|SE et o2 .35 .15 .25 .26

MEIHS_RF 1.00 1.00 1.00 44

MEDTHA_QF .97 .94 91 43

IINE RN _RF .48 .45 .45 44

RIgt EIFO0IRX|Q_QF .57 .56 .55 .57

TAO| LA 3.21 2.87 3.08 3.20

22 /% 23 .16 .25 24

&M & o 0.00 0.00 30 11

SHOIH {2 1.00 1.00 84 .92

7|EHE Q8 0.00 0.00 .19 32

AEOIZ Q% 0.00 0.00 0.00 44

717 _SHO|HAS(EY 547.52 886.33 758.44 719.99

747 | = Aol (S0l 0.00 0.00 90.65 145.90

71 _MHAZASH(EH) 0.00 0.00 0.00 329.50

JHRI_SHo|H RF 1.00 1.00 61 .83

IHRIAHAE {F 0.00 0.00 0.00 .29

7HQl_SHO|HASH(EH) 344.01 737.64 276.20 373.55

THOI_APH S ASOH(EH) 0.00 0.00 0.00 202.70

K| 147 xpEQte] 248 48 0.00 0.00 24 .02

MHE RO 1.84 1.45 1.80 1.93

20_2xX_fF .20 .26 .30 .30
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23 A3k, class 12 B oj4o] 3 BA7k vlFo] Fom el
22 ol A7) 7|5 Agko] 1Al FHolH AT ¥ ool
S 4= AUtk class 2= EF EA0lAL AT HdolH, S0l dAST
Aol =2 HYtolth. class 32 A ete] 4-50] o Aol H|s| =2
o, ot Hsff F B]&o] thE Fof H|5f =2 FJdolt}. class 4+
EAZLE HZo] Fon] 7179 Aoldaso] ¥, 717 7|EHAY
HA| =2 Hto|}.
(B 4-14) Mixture model B 7% 250 M2 S 48 QF HI8
A Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4
-re ey b i ey T
g A /5 .08 .07 .15 .10
(B 4-15) 40§ HH ZEEM Aut WAREA
(T 4,%)
=8 28 2% class
St
oo 22 1 : 3 4 )
" 3676 2469 1937 303 8385
u (43.84%) | (29.45%) | (23.10%) | (3.61%) (100%)
N 43 9 604 53 709
ol 2 (6.06%) (1.27%) | (85.19%) | (7.48%) (100%)
, 319 177 161 31 688
e (46.37%) | (25.73%) | (23.40%) | (4.51%) | (100%)
. 11 1 279 10 301
22 (3.65%) 0.33%) (92.69%) (3.32%) (100%)
W2 o4 anomaly) /IHC2 BRE 47] Yekat 2YRA9| A7
S WARRAG] B, ny YT ny FHS Y 1 classol] Zol 5|
QLo 1y, LT} 1y, S 24 3 classoll F2 Bxa] At & %



130 7178+ (Machine Learning) 7[5t OA EfX|(Anomaly Detection) 7[& i3

9Ick. ol ok AFol gl BRI ot AEol g Ao o
=51 % (n,, )2 31 315 Aol U TARHEZY 7} st Aol
2 A28 Wek(n,)?] EA4o] itk e & % k. 1)

[0 o

k
ﬁ
oﬁ
Q,
r
Hu)
>
2
M
£
N
Lok
Hu)
ik
2
o
_ﬁ ook
o
30,
rlr it
S
Lﬁi
)
o JlNi
¥

oh
I

Lt &t Y=(LOF)E 0|88t EMH Xtz 2

r

Ao WS ol 87 HAH A2 BA L LOFE S Aol gl
dhgtet st Aol U A HelEoE thire] B4

LOFE %t9] 27171 49] 100749] ol 4%t 717t 233} Qleag
wAS the T} 2t

-

(28 4-7] sitff Z&0| Sl= CHAt CIOJE0IAS] LOF

-50 0 50 100 150 200
1 1 1 1 1 1

PC2
010 045 020
| |
T
200

005

000

0.05
-50

-0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 015 020

PC1




™A B 7 S0l AS 35
of) M%7} o] AZES RSl o] $Q38t Wigety & 4= Qlch LOF 9
A9 1008 HEE Aol dAE0] YL, 712HA SF0] g

AApgoltt.

(B 4-16) St Z&0| 2= CHAXE CIOIEOIA LOFOI 2f5t 49 100 OF&Ztel 274
HHI ZEEA 20 WREA
(9): 8.%)
TH =7 2% class u
A 22 1 2 3 1 )
Ty 22 38 21 10 91
20 A
- 2 1 4 2 9
e 24 39 25 12 100

)
f
rH

AF9] 100 oAz EAS Ak R} - BER 2 o] 4F
sif Agol = *JXK?%Dﬂ st g0l Y= ez 4
(ny,)°l HEE(1007 F 9178) &ot=Hl, LOFA 143 W<l

’

]

i
)
i
i

(o]
ok
2
o,

HAAE0] 22 Alo|ASE olAg o2 wrtslal Qlo] o4 2 class®] E4
#E wol vigdotar itk gt FEo| Q= AR 7 sl =& A

gol A= ALz dI5H Hhn)2 FHONA 3 classoll Bo] £3f .

3t SAL B B4 WES ol 88 BAE A4 B4 2 g2
(o)

202, LOPE 3t} 4@o] 9 Tt dlole Aol A RAshecs.
o

_4

LOF:= gkl 2717 4491 100749] ol 43ke 42 $& 3.0
A% A BE theat @ur.

TN Hid 7 S0 AS(FH) Mot /el SA01HAS(F



132 71AI8t&(Machine Learning) 7|8t O} EtX|(Anomaly Detection) 7|8 %7

7K | 2RA(FN)o] ol g3t Bt o Fad W
otk

12
rE
b i

ki
ok

(I8 4-8] st 0| A= CHAt CIOIE0IAS] LOF

-20000 -10000 0 10000 20000
1 1 1 1 1

o
=3
=]
o
o™~ o~

o
o
=3
- o
o

3
a —
o
=3
- S
o
3
o™~
o o
' =3
- o
o
«
T T T T T
-0.2 -01 0.0 01 02
PC1

B 4-17) St Z0| U= AL CIOIEOIA LOFO| 2fet &1 100 Oldarel 274

- (==}
HE 2HRY 20 DAY

@ %)
=8 2% =& class
5t
ot g2 1 2 3 4 -
Ty 20 20 19 8 67
274 =t
Ty 1 0 31 1 33
i 21 20 50 9 100




|_

K| 7ol Ciet At

Mg 2HME 20F X=29| 0]

LOF%I A2 100
o}, =, shj 73610

1:]1:]’(”21)01
Agol U= 308 58

—_—

51, g
oA 3 classol 3]

@ H’(nm)‘% q]‘IT i

AUt
9 Z7t= o] A /52 ARE Uiro] LOFZol 2 100 tAAE
o] EAS YA Hogt 27 Aty AEA AR ASHog AuE
Ao g LOFZ] & tARIE9] 4212 Sa|d 335 n2-z uhH S o] &

ol BRI A 217 BA Ake} S ASH Ao|c},

3 B RiE

HI

C}. +-SNE 2! DBSCAN IS 0|8 4
HHQ t-SNE2 9At=/de] A 229
9 -2to] &) WiK(Kullback-Leibler

glolg A

H oA Am 22 7
divergence F+= KL divergence)= Z|A3}olo] A2}l Q] AlFH A=
-

WE

1ok 9 A Ha

14

A
£ AAKSIt) -SNEL B|H 42 garej&o] 1, 13HY AFR oA wo]
&&= ol t-SNE RS 2-8-5to] gl o] Ql= di At o]
B9} shtf] o] Sl tdAt ElolBlE Uiro] EA1A At B4 A
stoich 187, 2R3} 7)4t o)A} B%] 7o g ‘AAFEL S} F
o gk w0l &34 Y=t AL 7Hgsh=
23} 91 DBSCAN

2 7jo] w30 Lo
DBSCAN &1]&2 X4£—<‘s}oq {-SNE HFd 2]
ket

232 ANStel AR oR 1 EHSS An



134 7|A58H&(Machine Learning) 7|2t OfA EfX|(Anomaly Detection) 7|8 17

—

(38 4-9) Sitf ZI0] i ChRE GIOIEIOIAS] t-SNE 24 ZITEE 25 BA)

1-SNE result : classification Result
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(O3 4-10] sitf Z=0] Q= ChYAT GIOJE0IAMS] +-SNE &4 ZIKDBSCAN Y11
25 21t HA)

t-SNE result : DBScan Result

100-

cluster
0 19 3’ & 76 95 1
LR 20 £ 77 9% 115 134
do
50- S 2 2 0 5 78 97 116 135
4
i v 3 22 41 60 79 9% 117 136
4 23 2 # 80 99 118 137
[} $f,
f’ e 5 -7 B 81 100 119 138
* 6 2% 44 8 82 101 120 139
7 2 5 4 8 102 121 140
ol 8 27 6 8 84 103 122 141
¢ 9 28 a9 8 85 104 123 142

F 10 29 48 67 86 105 124 143
o 30 49 68 [:14 106 125 144

\a 12 3 50 69 88 107 126 145
13 32 51 70 89 108 127 148

14 13 52 il 90 109 128 147

16 35 54 73 92 111 130 149
17 36 55 74 93 112 131 150
18 7 56 75 94 113 132 151

-

-100 -50 0 50 100

-SNE 54 4] 23} 9o DBSCAN 2212 18] B & 152719
cluster7} LB}, o] 24 A Hekd] o|4oleta Holgt okt 7
Fol gii= TAHEZY 7} Bt 315) Aol s AOE AZH HWe(n,,)
o S (purity) S AR, 11 gho] & 240 4L Ane Pt
Ut} £ 54 W] AAES0] ZtElo] Qs HEES gujs,
7} 2 AE 9 EAL o 4 k. L4 (purity)gke] 0.857F B 2HL
16, 64, 100, 102, 128, 138°]t}.
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B 4-18) SH Z&0| 9l= CHAIK} HIO|E0A DBSCAN_ZE Z1t
DBSCAN_ZZ/Hi5 n11 CHAIRRS n12 CHEXp n12_purity
0 172 17 0.089947
1 18 6 0.25
2 8 0 0
3 113 0 0
4 72 0 0
5 27 0 0
6 54 0 0
7 369 0 0
8 9 0 0
9 94 7 0.069307
10 44 2 0.043478
11 149 0 0
12 21 0 0
13 342 0 0
14 234 0 0
15 158 0 0
16 6 277 0.978799
17 134 4 0.028986
18 73 0 0
19 5 0 0
20 347 1 0.002874
21 54 0 0
22 506 1 0.001972
23 5 0 0
24 310 0 0
25 213 2 0.009302
26 25 0 0
27 60 0 0
28 191 0 0
29 342 1 0.002915
30 145 2 0.013605
31 8 0 0
32 69 52 0.429752




HA% HZALS| 20F Xt2Q| Ol BHX| 7|#of gt SMx 24 137

DBSCAN_Z&HS n11 CHARES n12 CHARRtS n12_purity
33 146 0 0
34 195 0 0
35 12 0 0
36 6 0 0
37 41 0 0
38 85 0 0
39 46 0 0
40 104 7 0.063063
41 177 23 0.115
42 12 0 0
43 124 0 0
44 31 0 0
45 32 0 0
46 89 0 0
47 133 0 0
48 6 0 0
49 35 0 0
50 19 0 0
51 61 0 0
52 74 5 0.063291
53 42 0 0
54 43 1 0.022727
55 49 3 0.057692
56 39 0 0
57 50 0 0
58 70 38 0.351852
59 17 0 0
60 121 68 0.359788
61 7 0 0
62 37 0 0
63 29 0 0
64 3 24 0.888889
65 44 0 0
66 149 0 0
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DBSCAN_ZX|HS n11 CHARRS n12 CHAKES n12_purity
67 28 0 0
68 32 0 0
69 5 0 0
70 45 0 0
71 27 9 0.25
72 11 14 0.56
73 5 0 0
74 18 0 0
75 4 0.8
76 6 0.6
77 0 0
78 62 0 0
79 40 2 0.047619
80 45 0 0
81 11 0 0
82 6 0 0
83 45 0 0
84 17 0 0
85 27 0 0
86 85 0 0
87 126 0 0
88 23 0 0
89 26 0 0
90 18 0 0
91 12 0 0
92 9 0 0
93 4 2 0.333333
94 7 0 0
95 0 40 1
96 41 0 0
97 33 0 0
98 39 0
99 92 0

100 4 43 0.914894
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DBSCAN_Z&HS n11 CHARES n12 CHARRtS n12_purity
101 44 0 0
102 1 11 0.916667
103 30 0 0
104 9 3 0.25
105 54 0 0
106 12 0 0
107 11 0 0
108 68 0 0
109 74 0 0
110 26 0 0
111 26 0 0
112 14 0 0
113 20 0 0
114 6 0 0
115 36 0 0
116 46 0 0
117 7 0 0
118 16 1 0.058824
119 18 0 0
120 1 4 0.8
121 9 0 0
122 7 0 0
123 12 0 0
124 10 0 0
125 50 0 0
126 15 0 0
127 43 0 0
128 1 18 0.947368
129 9 0 0
130 5 0 0
131 14 0 0
132 7 0 0
133 22 0 0
134 13 0 0




140 7|A8H&(Machine Learning) 7|2t OfA EiX|(Anomaly Detection) 7|8 17

DBSCAN_ZX|HS n11 CHARRS n12 CHAKES n12_purity
135 14 0 0
136 10 0 0
137 30 0 0
138 1 10 0.909091
139 24 0 0
140 17 0 0
141 8 0 0
142 20 0 0
143 10 1 0.090909
144 7 0 0
145 7 0 0
146 5 0 0
147 5 0 0
148 6 0 0
149 13 0 0
150 5 0 0
151 6 0 0

Puritygte] 0.857} Y= #7421 16, 64, 100, 102, 128, 138°] thsh
ZZ¥o] -3 EAE AHE "I a7t Q) o]= WA ojifolzkal Aolst

Aelage AMSHA Urold EES 73 2L & 5 Sl

B 4-19) it 0| Ql= CHeA HIOIE0IA DBSCAN_2F =8 54

PR DBSCAN_=&HS
16 64 100 102 128 138
228 XH(ESE 1, 88 2) 73 67 89 50 68 .64
gl7g_d 36 .85 30| 0.00 37 91
228 ol 2.66 2.04 1.96 1.25 2.58 1.45
2|2 _HIPA RF .54 74 51 1.00 74 91
22 _SHIF 0F .26 .26 .06 0.00 11 .09
2R WK +E| 3.00 3.37 3.85 3.50 4.00 4.55
22 _FEY oF 32 52 .30 42 11 .55
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st gl A= WA HlolEollA t-SNE 24 2YHE St A0
W= 4"&@(%%%)7} g Aol gl Aoz dEH Jd(n,,) S
ol e dAGERD7E s msf Fe] Sl A= d5d Ad
(nyy) 0.2 M7Zhg FEste] 9 At thadt 2ot

Of

(33 4-117 St Z80| U= TR BIOIEIIAS] t-SNE 24 ZET 25 BA)

t-SNE result : classification Result

.
-
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.
0- - Y e result
e %
. og 5 n21

.
B d e n2

9.2 Aoz EAS sk Aol Sl THRHERY 7} Bk S8 Aol
Qi A0 o5E 5k, ) A o= FolA gl Aoz ettt
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(23 4-12] st Z2l0] U= AL COJE0IMS] t-SNE =4 Zu(DBSsan 11
2l 21t BA)

t-SNE result : DBScan Result

Cluster

t-SNE ¥ 2.4 23} 9lo] DBSCAN 272 18] 2dl & 6574
cluster’} 1A}, o] 27 A= Wera olAtolzk Aolst s A

o purity2 ARBHL, T go] &L ZA| EAS Amu 1A Sk,
iLEH Aol Y A o 1E1°ﬂ*1 224 Puriyglo] 191 Wko]
i3]
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B 4-20) St de0] U= At Ho[HMA DBSCAN_ZE 21t

DBSCAN 25 AT s n21_purity
0 294 159 0.649007
1 22 5 0.814815
2 2 4 0333333
3 7 1 0.875
4 18 6 0.75
5 4 9 0.307692
6 2 12 0.142857
7 4 7 0.363636
8 16 3 0.842105
9 5 1 0.833333
10 18 0 1
11 2 3 0.4
12 7 1 0.875
13 14 2 0.875
14 4 1 038
15 7 0 1
16 6 1 0.857143
17 7 1 0.875
18 1 4 02
19 5 0 1

20 6 1 0.857143
21 10 0 1

22 22 5 0.814815
23 10 1 0.909091
24 18 3 0.857143
2 3 3 05

26 8 0 1

27 5 0 1

28 1 9 0.1

29 6 0 1

30 8 0 1

31 9 0 1

32 2 4 0333333
33 10 3 0.769231
34 4 0 1
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DBSCAN 25 EH;*ZJQM EHE&# L
35 10 0 1
36 10 0 1
37 2 3 0.4
38 4 1 0.8
39 1 4 02
40 7 0 1
41 5 0 1
) 3 3 0.5
3 6 0 1
44 4 3 0.571429
45 7 0 1
46 4 1 0.8
47 2 3 0.4
43 3 1 0.75
49 0 6 0
50 5 0 1
51 1 4 02
52 0 5 0
53 6 0 1
54 6 1 0.857143
55 7 0 1
56 2 3 04
57 5 0 1
58 2 3 0.4
59 1 4 02
60 5 0 1
61 0 6
62 5 0 1
63 4 1 0.8
64 4 0 1
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4. MAPE

of7]of A= el B k& B4 41 fls W=H4 o4 (anomaly) 9
Mds s, ol B9 A 719 &9t H42 HH, NN
(nearest neighbor) 7|5t oJAF &3] 7|§9] LOF, ABEY o]A} &%)

719 t-SNE, £33+ W(clustering)®] DBSCAN £4 7|HE &
sto] SR g £A4Z AAISHIH A, ol 'R BAA 71 F
Shel &9 BpA Wi o g wWebs o]4fof dgshe Alo| A7} 4719
classollAl oltjo] &5t=A1& AREAS Soff AwEdt 11 o, gt
o] 9ol gl oA "iolel e} st 90| Sli= tdAL "ol E U
o] NN(nearest neighbor) 7|%F oJ4} &X] 7]‘%'5—4 LOF #+& &8s}
o] LOF#t 491 100789 E4do] W4 o]iof| sfjgst= Al

o ] E :‘-—'E
eotal Aol "t £45 AASIA. AHE™ oY ©X] 7|H]
t-SNE ¥ 4], ot} 4ol gle tid=t dlolE et sl Fdo] e

A HlolBE Wro] WEha] oo sfgshe= Alolass A4 A4
o2 s S W (clustering)®] DBSCAN 4 7H-& 28
Sko] W22 o] fol| sfgsh= AlC|AEY EAS AlFA R A HI
oV WA 1M Agstol ARS ERwhY, TRRYORE o
= Tl & UL, 29A|9] FERE 5P LOFgte =, A7
O = WZ7hH DBSCAN WS AMEsto] 542 mhefd o ok
, HEFHE FYs U77HH top-down H4lo2 33ty -) LOF
DBSCANQ] w412 AHgslal, ARFHE AHoSittH bottom-up
¥F4] 0 & DBSCAN -) LOF -) 23123-& #-85t0] E45h= 2o 4
Shhal HHETh &8 ol=e 2% Al 24 e S H AR S7
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njsjet. webA 4 okl S o4 T 7]5S of e o
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HE2 Ao 24, T EA4 oF, oY 7 5 o 81

o FoAL ST Fejol BARE A% BAMA Fold A2
(EL= 2A)S) Fefoll et ol gAlel tha A7 A9,
R YA FA, /1ASES, Heleuto]d, Hu o], Ade

Y o] 22 X B Hofo] W ES Fuko w gt}

T3 A7t Azl A] o)Ak BX|2] Z7ha el WAl thedt 2k,
=4 A= Fejoh EAlo] o4 §x] mygo] EAfsl] whE] )
© tiofst wo] ZAky, o] ols) Azt LA A5

o AR AR AETE A7) g, A=) A 9 A% 5
2te] 3 5 ofgfgo] AT 55| AEY Ho[E A= 2
2 g Ho X} = AE 7|37} Folxirk= of#zo] Atk
o AE7E ZAbE RlA AR A= o) BAE kE 3 T
282 3] sﬂro} A AR AL o8-8l Atsiof sk ofEte
o] ZAgt.
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