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INHEPIAHYH

H epyacioxn @Bopd omotedel éva amd to coPapdtepa mpofAnuate mov avtiuetomifovy ot
opyavicpol oty maykocpo owkovopia. To ovBpodmvo Svvopkd pmopel va OmoTEAECEL
KaBoploTIKO  TOPAYOVTO  OVTAY®OVIGTIKOD TAEOVEKTNUOTOS YO TOLG OPYOVIGUOUS, ALY
TALTOYPOVA Kot pia domavnpn TpOKANo™ Yo avtove. ' tov Adyo avtd ot gTaupieg emBuvpovy
Vo KOTOVONGOLV KoALTEPE TO KUple (nmiuoto, amd to omoio Tnydler To QOIVOUEVO TNG
gpyootakng eBopdas. H emioyn kdmoov gpyalopévov va mapaitnBel, umopel va opeiietan og
TOALOVG SLUPOPETIKOVS AOYOVG. Q26TOCO givol GNUAVTIKO Yo TIG €Taupieg vo EVTOTIGOVY TOVG
mo Popvonpoviovg kot va TpoPAéyovv ool givor ot epyalOLEVOl, TOL EYOLV VYMAN
mBovotnta vo eOyovy, dcTe va Tpofovv ce oAhayég kol vo PeATidGoVV TV dwxeipion Tov

avOpdTIVOL SuVapIKOD TOVG .

XV mopovoa gpyacio eMAELEAUE VO PEAETCOVUE TOVG OAyopiBuovs otatioTikng pdbnong,
TPOKEWEVOD VO EVTIOTICOVUE TOVG KVPLOLG AOYOVGS TG £pyactokng eBopds, pécm Tov pedddmv
e€opuéng dedopévov. Tvykekpuéva, avoidovpe tovg aiyopiBuovg Logistic Regression,
Decision Trees kou Random Forest ypnowonoidvtag to nepipdrirov ™m¢ R xar R studio. H
perétn dehyeton o €va oOVOAO dedopéveov Tov TopéxeTor and to kaggle.com, 1o omoio
amotelel 10T0GEADA drayovioudy e£0puéng dedouévov. To cvykekpyévo chvoro dedopévmv
amoteleiton amd mepimov 30.000 eyypapés kot eEeTdlEl OpIGUEVE OO TO YAPUKTNPIGTIKG TMV
gpyoalopévov, OTMC TO EMIMESO 1KOVOTOINGNE TOVG, Tov Pabud televtaiog a&loldynong Tovg,

Tov WoBo kai 00t Ko’ e&ne.

H peiétn eotidlel apykd oty BempnTikn omoTOT®OoN TV aAyopiBumv Kol Ty cLVEXELD OTNV
TPOKTIKY] EQPOPUOYN KOl OVAALGT TOLG, OTO GUVOAO TMV OESOUEVAOV HOG. YOoTepo Omd
EMOVOANTTIKY TOPOUETPOTTOINGY] Kot 0E0AdYNon Tov Kabe oiyopibuov, katoAnyovpe oTo
KOAOTEPO dVVATO UOVTEAO Yo TOV KaBEva amd owToVE. ZLYKPIvOVTOG TIC EMOOCELS TOVG GTA,
dyvooto Ogdopéva, emAéyovpe €vo TeEMKO poviého péc® Tov omoiov eEdyovue Ta

ocvumepdouata, poc. Téhog mapabétove KAmOlEC TPOTAGELS Y10 TEPALTEP® EPEVVO GTO HEALOV.

H ovykekpyévn meployn HeAETNg €yl €VPD PAGUO TPOKTIKNAG Kol ¥PNOIUNG EQAPUOYNG. AV
emivbel 0pbd, n 1o pébBodog kol povtélo Pmopovv vo ypnoiporonfovy yuo. HEAETN GAA®V
TPOPANUATOV OTTOG 1] ATDOAELD TEAVTOV, 1] dLEIPION TOV TELUTEINKDOV GYEGEDV, 1] AVEPYIQ TOV

VEMV Kol QAL

Aggag Khewowa: pébodor  otatiotikng padnong, emPremdpevn  pdbnom, orydpibpot
tawvounong, Aoyiotikr] [Hoiwdpounon, Aévipa Amopdoeov, Tvyoio Adon, pétpa
a&lordynong ta&vounong



ABSTRACT

Employee attrition is one of the most serious issues for organizations in current global economy.
Human resources can be a key factor of organizations’ competitive advantage, but at the same
time a costly challenge for them. For this reason, companies want to understand better the main
issues behind employee attrition phenomenon. The decision of an employee to quit may be due
to a variety of reasons. However, it’s important for companies to find out the most significant of
them and predict who has the highest possibility to leave, so that they proceed to some changes

and make a better human resource management.

In this thesis, we chose to study statistical learning algorithms, in order to locate the main
reasons of employee attrition, through data mining methods. Specifically, we analyze the
algorithms of Logistic Regression, Decision Trees and Random Forest by using environment of
R and R studio. The study is conducted on a dataset provided by kaggle.com, which is a data
mining competition website. This data set has about 30.000 records and considers some of the

employees’ characteristics, such as satisfaction level, last evaluation rating, salary and so on.

The study firstly focuses on the theoretical depiction of algorithms and then on practical
implementation and analysis of our data set. After iterative parameterization and evaluation of
each algorithm, we conclude to the best possible model for each of them. By comparing their
performance to unknown data, we select a final model, through which we draw our conclusions.

At last we provide some suggestions for further research.

This study area has a wide range of practical and useful application. If it has been resolved
properly, the same method and model can be used to study other problems such as customer

churn, customer relation management, youth unemployment and more.

Key Words: statistical learning methods, supervised learning, classification algorithms,

Logistic Regression, Decision Trees, Random Forest, evaluation metrics of classification
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1. EIXATQI'H

1.1 XKOIIOX MEAETHX

H mopodoa epyocio peretd v mepintoon g epyootakng ¢Bopdg (employee attrition). H
gpyootakn eBopd, otov ydpo tv Human Resources, ava@EpeTol 6To PAIVOUEVO KOTA TO 0TTOI0
ol epyalopevol eedyovv amd v etaipio oty omoia Ppickovtol. Xto mAiclo (oG ETOPiOg
peTpaTon pe tov deiktn tov attrition rate, o onoiog katapeTpd T0 TOGOGTO TOV VAUAAMA®Y TOV
petaxvodvTat eKTdg TG eTapiog, gite yiotl mapartovvral eBehoviikd gite yloti amoAvovtat amd
avtv. Opiopévol and Tovg KOPLovg AGYOLS TOV GUVTEAOVV GTNV amdPacn evog epyalopévou va
OTOYWPNCEL Ao TNV gpyacia Tov eivat 1 VTaPEN KAAHTEPOV EVKAPIDOY EKTOG TOV OPYAVIGHOD,
1N HEYAAN ovicoppomio PeTa&D emaryyEAUATIKNG KOl TPOSOTIKNG {ONG, 1 EAAEWYT avayvdPLoNg 1
N mepopopévn  duvaToTNTO  OVATTLENG OTOV  TPEYOVTA POAO, 1 OTOCIUOTNTO GTNV
emayyEALOTIKY  oTododpopio, Ol OVEROPKELS KOl KOKES ovvOnkeg epyaciag, 1 Kok
GUUTEPLPOPA TOV AVOTEPOV KOL TOV GUVAOEAP®V, OTMG Kot dALol Tapatifevtal otnv ikdva 1
(Carey & Ogden, 2004).

' Low Pay &
No
Recognition

Termination
of Inefficient
Employees

Demotivated
Employees

Employee
Attrition
Reasons
Poor Lack of

Working Career
Conditions Growth

Retirement

Eiwcova 1. Aoyor Epyaociaxnc ®Oopas

O deiktng tov attrition rate (Attrition, 2018) diver wio ewkdva GYETIKA pPE TO TOGOOTO TMV
VROAAMA®V OV €Quyav omd TNV etanpio £0G KAmol SESOUEVN XPOVIKN oTiypn. Amotelel
OTUOVTIKO Tapdyovto yuo TIG etoupiec, kabmg amotteitor va ekkivijoouv Eava v dtadikoocio
TPOSANYNG, Yo B€cElg oL omoieg gival TPMTAPYIKNAG CNUACING Y10 AVTEC KOl OEV UTOPOVY Vo,

ueivouv kevéc. Tavtdypova amoteAel Tapdyovia ovnovyiag Yo avtég, Kadmdg Tovg onpovpyet
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apketd wpofAnpata. ‘Eva amd to onpoavtikotepa givat 1 avénon tov K6GTOVG TovG. ZOUE®VA
pe pelétec mov €yovv mpaypatomombel mn avtikatdotaon evog epyalopévov, Umopel va
00MYNGEL GE aENGT TOL KOGTOVG TV ETALPIMV, KATH EGO 0po 16% - 20% tov etfclov [webod
tov gpyoalopévov. Eved dAleg pedétec avoapépovv OTL 6NV MEPINTOON TOV VYNAOUGOmV
gpyoalopévov N vynioPabuoy atereymv, n abdéNoT Tov KOGTOVS UTopel Vo OTAGEL AKOUN KoL TO
200% tov etfoov obov tovg (Merhar, 2016). AAlo mpoPAfuaTe oTo 0mOio, UTOPEL va
odnynoetl glvar n pelowon g Kavomoinong Kot g OECUEVONG TOL TEAATY, N HEl®oN NG
TOPOYDYIKOTNTOG TOV EPYALOUEVAOV KOl TNG SUVOUKOTNTAS TG OUAd0S, 1| avENen Tov ¥povov
oAOKANpOONG TV dapdpev dodikactdv kot dAle (Mohr & et al, 2012). Eropévac, sivat
peiCovog onuaciog yoo GVTEG, 1| CLOTNHOTIKY TopakolovONGN Tov attrition rate, Tov odnyei o€

LEL®OT] TOL EPYOTIKOD SLVOLLKOD TOVG.

‘Etol, n avaykn mopakoAovdnong avtod Tov UETpov, 6€ GUVOLOCUO UE TNV paydaio avamTuén
NG TANPOPOPIKNG Kol TNG TEYVOAOYinG T TeAgvtaia ypdvia, odnyncav tov Topéa tov Human
Resource Management, otnv oloéva kot peyoAdtepn ypnon pHeBodwv e£6pvéng dedopévav
(data mining). Ot d1G@opeg pebodoroyieg e6pvéng dedopévav divovv v duvatdTNTO OTIG
ETOIPIES VO TTAPOLV CMOGTOTEPEG UMOPATELS, VAL OLALXEIPLOTOVY KAADTEPH TOVG VEOLS VITAAATNAOVG
KOl ETUTAEOV VO, VOADGOVY TNV gpyactokn Bopd madadtepwv vroAlnimv tovg (Ranjan & et
al, 2008). Emouévog n yxpnon Ttovg pmopel va katactel daitepo ypriown yoo to Human
Resource Management og tpeig meproyés: (1) oy avaivon g epyooiokng ehopac, (2) ctov

TpoypoppaTicpd epyooiog kat (3) oty avdlvon npooinyemv (Mobley, 1982).

Yrdpyovv dudpopeg péBodot eE6pLENG dedopEV@V, TOV YPNCLULOTOLOVVTIOL GTNV ENIALGCT TETOL0V
€ldovg mpofAnpatov. Lty mapodoa epyocic, amd 10 GHVOAO TV aiyopiBumv opadomroinong 1
KOTNYOPlomoinong mov ypnotponotodvior otnv e£6puén dedopévav, Ba acyoinbovue pe ovtég
OV KAVOLV YP1OT TV OPYADV GTUTIOTIKNG LABNONG KOl IO GLYKEKPUEVO QVTMV, TOV 0LPOPOVY
uebodovg tavounong (Witten, 2011). Auecog otox0¢ pag givat, pécw Tov puedddwv Avarveng
to&wvopnong (Classification Analysis), va ovayvopicovue moor givar ot GNUOVTIKOL
Tapdyovteg Tov emnpedlovv évav epyaldpevo oty amodeoon Tov va moportnfel. 'H pe dala
Adyo, va TpoPAéyovue av dedouévav kamoliwv cuvinkav, évag epyalduevoc mpoKelTal Vo
obOyel and v etoupio. [apdiinio éupecog 6todY0g T™C €pyaciag eival va mapéyel ¥pNon
uebodoroyio kol cvumepdopata otov Topén ¢ Awoiknong AvOponwvev [opwv, yo. v

TPOPAEYN /KOl AVTIUETOTIOT TOV PUIVOLEVOD QVTOD.

Am6 0 6UVOLO T®V aAyopiBumy TaEvounong, N neAét pog Bo emkevipmbel oty avilvon tng
pebodoroyiog tmv adyopibumv Logistic Regression, Decision Trees ko1 Random Forest. And
TNV EQOPLOYT TOV TPLOV aVT®V okyopifumy ota dedopéva e PAong Hog Kot Ty GOYKPLoT TOV

amoTeELECUATOV TOV B0 TPOKVYOLVY, o TIC S1GPOPES doKIUES Tov Ba Tpayuatomomaoovpe, Ha



KATOANEOVUE OTNV €MAOYN €VOG LOVTEAOL Yo KABe aAyopiBpo, avtold mov mpocapproleTal
KaAvTEpO, ota dedopéva. H ovykpion tov amotelecpdtov votepa amd Kabe dokur, O
npaypotorombel pe v ypron Kamoltwv uétpav agloldynongs. Tétowo pétpa eivon to confusion
matrix, n xapxdin ROC, 1o AUC, to Recall x.a. To pétpa avtd 6o pog Bondrcovv va
KOTOVONIGOVUE KOADTEPQ, OV TO UOVTEAO TOL TTPOKLYE OO TNV €KTAIdEVGT TOL aAyopifuov,
dtvel wavomomtikd amoteAéopota 1 av ypnletl emmAéov PeATidoemy. METd TNV KOTOGKELT] EVOG
povtélov yio kébe olyopBuo, Bo mpoPovpe oty HETOED TOVG GUYKPIGT, KAVOVTAS YPNON TOV
v pétpov aglohdynong, yia va aropacicovpe molo Ba givar 1o TeAKO poviélo pe 10 omoio
6o mpaypatomomBei  Ta&vounon Tov dedopévov. H mpocappoyr 6lwv tov aiyopibumv kot 1
dnpovpyia v ypaenudtov g avdivongs, Ba yivel pe ypron tov avotlytov Aoyiopikod g R

KO [LE TN GLYYPOPT TOV GYETIKOV KMIKa 6To mepiPdArov tov R Studio.

v mapovoa puekétn Ba ypnoiponomcovpe dedopéva epyalopévaov ToAvedvikng etapiag, ota
omoio. meplAapPfdvovtonr emiong otoyeion mPMONV LIUAANA®Y 1TNG, Ol OMOiol AmOYMPNoUV
o1kelo0eddg. O TIHEG TOL CNUEIDVOVTOL GTA YOPUKTNPIOTIKA TOV VTOAANA®V TOL TOPAUEVOLV
otV etotpia, givol avTég oV KoTAypdeoviay 61N PAon dedouévav NG eTaupiag, TNV YPOVIKN
GTLYHUN TOL GLYKEVIPAOONKE TO GLUYKEKPIUEVO GUVOAO deSOUEV@V. ATTO TNV GAAN, Ol TIHEG TMV
YOPOKTNPIOTIKM®Y OV EMGNUAIVOVIOL Y10 TOVG LVIOAANAOLS OV TopatthOnKay, apopovdv To
teAevTaio ooy eio TOL NTAV Katayeypappéva otr faon g etapiog , Katd Tnv XpoviKy GTIyUN
mg mopaitnong tovs. Méow avtdv, Oa pag oobsi M duvatdtnTa. Vo EVIOTIGOLUE TOLG
ONUAVTIKOTEPOLG AOYOVG, TOV GUUPBAAAOLY GTNV EUEAVICT] TOL TPOPANUATOS TG EPYOCIOKNG
0Bopds. Ta anoteréopato mTov Bo TPOKLYOLY amd aVTH TNV SlePEdVNON £ival AVTA, TOV TPEMEL
va AneBovdv TpdTa VIOYN aTd TO TUAU oVOPOTIVEOV TOP®YV, Yo, TNV vtofondnoen tovg oty
dwdkacio ANyng amopdcemv. H d1GpOpwon tov keporaiov mov Oa akolovbncovv sivar 1

KaTwot:

Y10 Keopdiao 1 Ba mpaypoatomombel apyikd n mepnntiky] amotdnwon Tov oiyopifumv
emPremdpuevng pabnong (Supervised Learning), kabog amotehobv 1o gvphtepo miaiclo péoa
o710 omoio aviikovv ot uéhodot tov classification. AxkorlovBwg Ba yivel | cuvortikn Tapovsioon
TV uefddwV pe T omoieg Asttovpyovv ot akyopBuol Logistic Regression, Decision Trees kat
Random Forest, 6mw¢ emiong kot TV S10pOp®V UETPOV OV YPNOLUOTOIODVTAL VIO THV

a&10A0YNONE TOV LITOSEY UATOV.

210 KepdAaio 2 o mpoaypatomombei avolvtikn meptypaen TV 6TolXEimV Tov cuVOETOLY TN
Baon dedopévav pog kot Bo Topatedovv GToKEln TEPLYPAPIKNG CTATIOTIKNG KoL YPOPTLOTA

(MOTE VO, KOTOVONGOVE KOADTEPO, TO, SEG0UEVO KOL TOL IO1OTEPA YOPAKTIPLIOTIKE TOVG.

210 Kepdhawo 3 Ba mpaypatomombei n anotdnmon g pebodoroyio mov axorovBodpe yio to

dedopéva g Paong pog, og KabBévav omd Tovg Tpelg adyopiBpovg Kot 0 VTOAOYIoUOS TOV
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pétpov a&lohdynong tovg, pExpt va odnynbodpe telMkd 6To POVTEAO TTOL Jivel To KOAVTEP

UTOTEAECUATO COUQ®VO e TO TPOPAN U ToV e£ETALOVLLE.

210 Kepdhowo 4 Bo xotaypapovv to gupruato mov Oa TpokvYouv amd TNV avaAvcn Kot

akolovOmg To cupTEPAGHLOTA TTOV EEGYOVTOL GO QT

1.2 EIOONTEYOMENH MAOGHXH

H otatiotikn pabnon avaeépetor oe exelveg tic peBodovg perétng dedopévav, ot omoieg
OTOGKOTOVV VoL AOGovV 10 TPOPANUa eEoyyng cuUTEPAGUATOV, BaCILOIEVES GTNV GTOTIGTIKY).
AwywpiCovtar o€ Lebdd0Vg emonTELONEVNC Ko un emontevdpevnc nabnong (Chapmann, 2017).
Y mepintoon g emomtevouevng pabnong (Supervised Learning) m mpoomdbeia eEoymyng
ovumepacudtov kaboonyeitar amd KOTOW YvOOT UETUPANT amoKplong Kot yivetar Pacel
Kamolwv ene&nynuatik®v petafAntov. Avtifeta n un enontevopevn udonon Paciletal povo e
EMEENYNUOTIKEG HETAPANTEG, KOOMG Oev VTAPYEL KOMON, YVMOOTH HETAPANTH amoOKplong Kol
npoonabel va e&dyel TPOTLTO, 1] GYECELS, OUAOOTOLDVTAG KOWEG 1 U1 KOWEG GUUTEPIPOPES.
AxorovBag, yivetal didkpion tov emifrenopevav pebddov udbnong aviloya pe To €160¢ g
petafintig anokpiong. ‘Etot av n petafAnt otoyog ivol aptOuntikn Kot 6 vveyngs, 1 nébodog
KoAeiton maAvdpounon (regression) eved av eivol Katnyopikn, TOte Kaieitor tagvounon
(classification) (Witten, 2011). Ztnv mapovco vroevotnto Bo aoyoAnbovue EKTEVESTEPO UE TIG

pnefddovg emPrendpevng nabnong kot tn S1aKPIoT HETOED TOVG.

1.2.1 TI EINAI H EHOIITEYOMENH MAGHXH

O 6pog emomtevdpevn padnomn, avoaeépetar og po and T Pacikés katnyopieg mpoPAnpudTmv
7ov Kokeiton vo Avogt n otatiotiky pddnon (Vapnik, 2000). TTo avolvtikd, n emontevopevn
pabnon (James & et al, 2013, p. 25) agopd ot dwdikacio uabnong omd £va cHVOAO
dedopévov exknaidevong (training set), ta omoio Bewpeitar 6TL «emomTELOLYY TN dladiKocio
avth. Ta dedopéva ekmaidevong amoteAovviol and éva chvoro (evydv gc0dov - ££0600v,
YVOOTAOV o€ gUdG. ¢ otoryeia 10600V £yovpe cuVHBMG Evay TIVOKO [E TIG TIHEG TV O10POPmV
YOPOKTNPIOTIK®Y, TO, OTO10 AMOTEAOVV TIG ave&apTnTeEG HETOPANTEG Kl @G oToryeia €000V Eval
Slvocpa amd TYWEG — PETPNOELS Yo TNV UeTAPANT amoKpiong mov eéetdlovpe, dniadn v
g€apmuévn petafAnt). Ot aAyopiOuol emomtevduevng padnone avaAbovv To JedOUEVA
EKTOIdEVONG Kol TOPAYovy Uie. oxECN, Tov oyetilel to amotélecpa g e€apTnuUEVNg
peTafAnTig, ue Tig dtipopeg TéES TV aveEaptntov uetafintov. H oyxéon mov mpokvntel and
NV ovAALoT TOV amoTeELEoUAT®V, TOV dedopévav ektaidevong (training set) xaAsiton povtéro.
210Y0¢ HOg eivor vo oxedlAGOVUE £Vl LOVTELO TOL VO UTOPEl Vo TPOoyUoTomotel akpipn

TPOPAEYN, Yo TV TN ™C €apTUEVNG UETAPANTAC, OTOV ELGAYOVUE GE OVTO AYVWOGTES
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TOPOTNPNAOEIS 1] VO KOTOVOEL KoAVTEPO TNV oYE0M ToL LEdpyel petald g eSapTnUéVNG
petafintig ko tov aveEdpmmrtov peTofAntdv. To avikd cevdplo givar o odyopiBpog va
umopei va kabopicel opbd, To amotédecua ¢ Katnyopiog mov eEetdalovpe, oe Ayvmata Yo
avtov dgdopéva. o va viomombel motoco Eva TéTolo Gevaplo, Ba Tpémet 1 yevikevon avt va

yivel pe éva «Aoy1Ko» TpOTO.

1.2.2 IIOIA H AIA®OPOIIOIHXH METAZY TQN MEO®OAQN

Ot ahyopBuot emontevopevng wabnong (Breiman L. , 2001) pumopodv va ypnoipomombodv ce
€va PeydAo e0pog TPOPANUATOVY, TO, OO0 AVTIGTOLYO, UTOPOLV VO OTTavTHoUV HEG® TOAADV
SwpopeTik@v peBodwv. o v kaAdtepn kotovomon Tev oAyopifuwov avtodv, Kpivetol
avaykoiog o dlouy®piopds Tovg 6€ VIOOUAOES, avdAoyo pe TO €100¢ TV TPOPANUAT®OV TOL
KaAoOvton vo emdvcovy. ‘Etor m dudkpion tov puebddmv pmopel va mpoyuotomombei eite
avéioya pe to €180¢ g eEapTnUEVNG LETAPBANTIG TOV OVTA LEAETOVV, EITE COUEOVA LE TO €100C
g oy€omg mov VIAPYEL LeTa&y TG eEaptnuévng kot Tmv aveaptntov petafintov. Kabe po

OO TIC VITOOUAOEG AVTES OVAAVETOL EKTEVECTEPO TAPIKATO.

IL.TAEINOMHXZH ENANTI TAAINAPOMHXHX

Ot ovykekpléveg 0vo Katnyopieg peBddmv amavtodv oty ddkpion avdioyo pe to €100¢ NG
eCapmuévng petaPAnme, mov ovagépbnke moapamdve. H eEapmmpuévn petofint) oe éva
TpoPAnua pmopel va etvon elte mocotikn gite molotikn. Or mocotwkég petafintés Aapfavovv
apOUNTIKEG Kot GUVEXEIC TIUES, EVA Ol TOL0TIKEG AAUPAVOLY KATNYOPKEG Kot SLOKPITES TIUES.
Emopévog, oty mepintwon mov 1o anotéAeso TG TPOPAEYNG LOG AVTITPOCSHOTEVETAL OO pLdL
ouveyn opluNTIK] TN, TOL umopel va mpocdiopiotel kAbe Qopd PAcEl TOV TV TOV
aveapTNTOV HETAPANTOV Kot OYL amd £Vo TEPLOPIGUEVO GOVOAO OSLVUTMV OTOTEAEGUATMV, TOTE
N pébodog ovoualeton walivopdounon (Castle, 2018). TTapadeiypoto oL gUminTOVY GE OWTH TNV
Katnyopia ivail n TpOPAEYN TG TIUNC TOV KOTOIKIOVY, 1] TPOPAEYN TV £600®V OV Bl eMPEPEL
pio véa SLoENUIOTIKY Kopmdvia 1| 1 TpOPAEYT] TOV TILDV TOV PETOYDV OTIC YPNUATICTNPLOKEG
ayopég. Amd TNV GAAT, OTOV TO ATOTEAECHO TNG TPOPAEYNG HOG EUTITTEL GE £Vl TEPLOPIGUEVO
obvoro K katnyopiov 1 kKhdoewv tote 1 péBodog kaAeiton taltvounon. Tlapadeiypoto tétoiwv
TPOPANUGTOV givor 1 TPOPAEYN TOL av Evag mEANTNG o ATOTANPOGEL 1] O)L TO SAVELO TOL, T

duayvoon kapkivov og acbeveic N n pofreyn tov kopod (Bpoyn, NA0¢, ¥1dvi).

II.LITAPAMETPIKH ENANTI MH IAPAMETPIKHX MEOOAOY

H ovykekpévn ddkpion HETOED TV HEBOI®V aVOQEPETAL OTN HOPOT TNG oxEong f, mov
vrapyel peta&d g e€aptnuévng petafAntig Kot tov avedptntev petofintadv. Milovtag

YEVIKA, KOOGS TNG ¥pNomng Tov uebddmwv otatiotikng udbnong sival va extiunoovy, 660 10



duvatdv kaAbTEPO TV AyveoTtn oxéon f, Tov vadpyel uetold Tov petafAntav avtev (James &
et al, 2013, pp. 21-23). Anhodi|, GTOXEVOVY GTN GKIOYPAPNON LIS GVVAPTNONG f, TETOLC DOTE
y = f (X), 710 k40e mopatipnon (x; j» ¥i) Tov dedopévav exnaidevong. Omov To f avagépetat
OTNV EKTIUNON NG TPAYUATIKNAG oYEong f, 1 omoia tpoonabel va Tpocdiopiatel 660 o dSuvaToV
akpipéotepa, péc® TOV OWPOpwv peBddwv. Qotdco, M oxéon ovt Oev Umopel va
Tpoodoplotel pe omdAvTn axpifela, kabdg VITApYEL TAVIO €va UEPOC OV OV UmOpel va
emeEnynOei amd ™y £. T tov Aoyo autd xproonoteital o cupfolopds “ =~ ~ kot oyt owTde
g andAvmg 1wdmrag. Eniong 1o x;;, avagépetar otnv Tiun g j aveEapmng petofintig v
™V i TOPOTNPNOT KoL TO Y; 6TV T TG eEapTUEVNG LETAPANTHG Yo TV KéOe | Tapatipnon.
‘Etor t0 X omv mopambve oxEcn, OVAQEPETOL GTO GUVOAO TOV TMV TOV aveEdptnToOv
HETAPBANTOV X1, ..., Xy , TOV EXEL TNV LOPOT| TIVOKQ, EVD TO Y AVAPEPETAL GTO GUVOAO TOV TIULDV
g e€aptnuévng HETAPANTAG, mOv £xEl TN HOPEN SovOoUAToS. Agdopévou OTL 1 LOPPT TNG
oyxéong avtig ivan AyvmoTtr, oTOY0G HOG Etval va a&loAOYNGOLLE SLaPOPETIKOVG ahyopiBovg
OTOTIOTIKNAG HABNOo™G, Yo Vo KOTOANEOVUE GTNV KOAVTEPT TPOCEYYION Yo TNV VIOKEILEVN
oyxéon petalhd Tov peEToPANTOV. Xe Kabe aAyoplfuo @oTde0 KAVOVUE SLUPOPETIKEG VITOBLCELS,

GYETIKA LLE TNV LOPON TNG GYESNG AVTNC.

LV TepinTOon mov To TPOPANLLA TPosdiopiood TG f umopel va amhomomnBei ekTipdvTag vol
nepopiopévo TABog mapaustpwy by, by,..., by , NAadN vrbpyel AVOALTIKY] GUVOPTNGLOKT
oxéon petogd g Y Kot TV Xq, ..., Xp, N péBodog kaheitar wapouepikr (Sheskin, 2011). Zta
UOVTEAQ TTOV TTPOKVTTOVY amd avTh T péEB0do, To TANB0G TV TAPAPETPOV TOV OTOLTELTAL VOl
npocdoplotel, €ivar ave€aptnto tov TANOoLE TV O6edouUéVeV TOV EICAYOLUE GE  OVTO.

[Mopoadeiypoata tétomv poviéA@v eivat Ta akoiovo:

e Polynomial Regression
e Logistic Regression
¢ Naive Bayes

e Simple Neural Networks

Amd v GAAN, ol pébodol oTic omoiec dev YIvVETOL KGO QLGTNPN VTODESN OYETIKA e TNV
nopo G f, kohovvtar wy mopaustpikéc. H popen g oyéone tov X, ..., Xp KoL TG Y
npocdopiletar Kabs @Opa, Paoel TV OedOUEVOV EKTOIOEVLONG TOL EIGAYOVUE GE OULTEG.
TuyKeKpIéVa. ot HéA0doL aTéG TPOoTadody VoL KAvouy pia extipmon ¢ f, 660 To SuvaTdv o
Kovta otV kdOe Tapatipnon (data points) tov dedopévev exnaidevong. Tnv b otiypn dp®C,
TPooTafovy va SlaTnpnoovy TV duvaTOTNTA 1] GYECT] OVTH, VO UTOPEL VO YEVIKEVTEL Yo TNV
extiunon dAlov dyvootov dedopévev. Avtég ol pébodot ivar Wiaitepa ypNoipeg, 6Tav EQovpe

va dlayeptotovpe peydho mAnBog dedopévav ywpig TPOTEPT YVMOON YO AVTA Kol OTOV GTO



TPOPANUO OV EMADOVUE OEV UG EVOLUPEPEL EVTOVO, T OTOKAEIOTIKN EMIAOYH UOVO TOV

COOTAOV YopakTPoTIKOV. [Topadeiypato un ToapapeTpik®@v HoviéAmy eival Ta axoAovda:

e Decision Trees
e Kk-Nearest Neighbors
e Support Vector Machines

e Artificial Neural Networks

INI.TPAMMIKO ENANTI MH TPAMMIKOY MONTEAOY

Ot GUYKEKPLEVEC dVO KaTNYOpies HEBOSmY avapEpOVTaL Kot THAL 6TV GYECIOKT Lop@T| f oV
vapyet petald g eEapTnuéVNG  HETOPANTAC Kol TOV  EmEENYNUOTIKOV UETUPANTOV.
SUYKEKPIUEVE, OTOV VTUPYEL YPOUUIKT oxéon HeTaEd g e€apmuévng UETABANTAG Kol TV
TOPOUETPOV TV OVEEAPTNTOV UETOPANTOV, OAAG Oyl omopaitnto Kol Ue TIg 101eg TIg
aveEapmreg petaPintés, tote 10 poviédo kaleitor ypouyuro (Frost, 2017). Evailoxtikd, va
HOVTELO glval Ypopupiko Otav OAot ot Opot Tov o amaptifovv, eivar gite po otabepd ite 10
YWOUEVO LI0G TOPUUETPOV Kot pog emenynuotikng petapinme. Iloapadeiypoto ypoppkdv

povtédwv givor ta akdAovda:
Yy~ by + bixy + byxy; + ... + byx,
y = by + bix; + byx?

Omnov 10 Y avogépetol oTnv eopuévn petafAnt, o X; oTig enednynuoTikés petaBAnTég Kot

T€h0G T b; 6TIC TOPOPETPOVG TOV TEAELTAI®V.

Avrifeta to LOVTELQ TTOV SEV IKOVOTOLOUV TO TOPATAVE KPLTNPLOL OVOUALOVTOL (1 YPOopIKd, Kol
Umopohv va. TAPOLY ONOOVONTOTE GYNUOTICUO €KTOG Tov Ypouukod. To Tt poviého Oa
emAEEOLIE TEMKA Yo TNV avdAvon pag, e&optdtol amd To oV OmTMTEPOG OKOTAG oG Elval va
mpoPAréyovpe pe akpifelo o amotéleoua TG Y 1 va €EAYOvE KATO0 GLUUTEPAGHO Yo TNV
oY£0T OV VRAPYEL LETALD TG Y Kau Twv x; 1 kou ta dvo (James & et al, 2013, p. 20). Ta
ypopukd poviédo divovy cuvilwg mo omAd Kol To €OKOAN EPUNVEVCIUN GUUTEPACUOTO
£vavTtl OAOV TPOGEYYIcEMY, VOTEPMOVTOC OUMS 6TV aKpifeto Tng TpoPAeync tovc. Avtifétwg,
TOL U YPOUUKG povtéda mapéyovv TOAD mo akpiPeic TPOoPAEYEIS YO TO OMOTEAEGUO TNG
e€apmmuévng uetafAntig, e KO6Tog OUMG GTNV EPUNVEDTIKT TOVG tkavoTnTa, KaOdg KadieTovY

v €€aymYT COUTEPAGIOTOC TTLO OTOLTNTIKY StodtKaGio.



1.3 OEQPHTIKH ANIOTYINQXH MEOOAQN
TAEINOMHXHX

2V cvykekpluévn vroevotnta Ba acyoAnbovue pe kamoleg ek Tov Uebddwv Ttaivounong,
TPOKEWEVOD VO KOTOVONGOVUE KOADTEPO, TOV TPOMO UE TOV OMOI0 OVTEC AELTOVPYOVV.
SUYKEKPLUEVO ETAEYOVLE VO LWATIGOVE Y10, T1G ueBodovg Tav aAyopibumv Logistic Regression,
Decision Trees ko1 Random Forest, kafdc¢ eivor avtég mov o pog amacyolicovy otny avdivon
Tov dedopévev mov Ba axoAovBicel ota emdueva kepdiowa. [evikd piddvrag, ot pébodot
tawounong otoyebovv otnv mPOPreyn oG katnyopikng eSaptnuévng petofante. H
dwdkacio g TaSvopnong avaeépetal oty avabeon Kabe mapatnpnong oV KatdAAnin
katnyopia 11 KAdon. TIoAd cuyvd ov pébodor avtéc, mpoPAémovv mpdTa TV THAVOTHTA TNG
TOWOTIKNG HeTAPANTS, Vo ovikel og kabepio omd avtég TG Katnyopiec, ®g Pdon yw vo

TPOYWPNGOLV GTNV TOEWVOUNOT).

1.3.1 LOGISTIC REGRESSION

H pébodoc g Aoylotikng maivdpounong (Logistic Regression) epappoletat yio va avoldoet
évo ohvolo dedopévov (dataset), oto omoio vEapyovV e 1 TEPLECOTEPEG EMEENYNIUOTIKEG
petafAntés, mov kabopilovv éva amotéleopa (James & et al, 2013, pp. 130-137) (Hastie & et
al, 2009). To anotéAeoua TpoodiopileTor amd pio StyOTOMKN HeETAPANTA, N OToio, UmopEl va
AGBel dvo mbaveg Tinég ¢ nopeng “Nai” 1 “Oyt”, “0” 1 “1”, “emrvyio” N “amotvyio”, kim. H
uéBodog vt avti vo poviehomooel angvbeiog To amotélecua g e€aptuévng LeTapAnTng Y,
povtedonolel v mhavotnta g Y va avikel o kdbe Egxwpiot Khdorm. Agdopévov OTL ot
mBavotnteg pP(X) Okovue vo xopoivovior petald 0 xor 1, yio omolodnmote Ty TOV
EMEENYNUOTIKOV PETAPANTOV X, Y0pig Vo amokAivouy amd Tov Kovova owTd, XPTGLLOTOI0VUE

NV AOYIOTIKY cuvaptnon yia vo, povterorotioovue v P(X). Etot £yovpue:

p(X):1+ebo+b1X1+...+bpxP (I)

6mov 10 b, , by, ..., by avaeépoviar 6TIC TOPAPETPOVG TOV P aveEApTNTOV HETABANTOV, TOV
nepthapBavovion oto dataset mov emidetor, eV TA Xq, ..., X, ava@épovior otig 1d1eg TG
aveapmntec petafantéc mov e€etdlovrol oe awtd. H Aoyiotikn maAvdpounon mapdyst mévta,
KOUTOAT GLYHOEWO0VS LOPONC, 1| ommoia epdcoetal uetald tmv Tudv 0 ko 1, yio kébe tiun tomv
aveapttov petafAntov X. IIpayuotonolidviog KAmolovg HETOCYNILATIGUOVS GTIV TOPOTOVED
oxéomn, N AOYIGTIKY TOAVOPOUNGT Umopel vo AAPel Lopen TapOUOLD. UE VT TNG YPOLUKNG
maAvdpounons. Apyikd uetaoynuotilooue v oxéon (1) ypdeoviag ™V € Opovg AOYOU

amoddoewv (odds ratio):



p(X) =ebo+b1x1+...+bpxp (”)
1-p(X)

To opiotepd pépog g oyéong (1) xadeiton Adyog amoddcemv, vmoroyiletar Pdoet g
mOovotntog vo cupuPel éva yeyovog, €vavtt tng mBavotntag va unv ovuPei owtd Kot
avapépeton oty otabepn enidpaon mov Exel kKGbe o and Tig aveEapTnTeg HeTaPANTES X;j, 0TV
mBovoTnTO TPOyHATOTOiNoNG £vOg yeyovotog. Télog, av mdpovpe Tov Quokd AoydapiBuo kot
o115 000 mAgLPEG TG (1) N e&iomon Aapfavel Tnv axdiovdn popen|:

pX)

n (15

)=by +byxy + ..+ byx, (1)

To apiotepd pépog g oxéong (I11) kokeiton LoyopiBuxry ardédoon (log-odds 7 logit). And v
televtaion oyéon PAémovue Ot M ovvaptnon logit, ywo to poviEAo TG AOYIGTIKNG
moAwvdpounong (1), elvar ypoppuky covaptnon tov ereénynuatikov petafintov. Apa, o
oLVTEAEOTNG by TtapadeiypoTog xapn, deiyvel moco Oa petafinbovv ta log-odds, ov avéndei n
T TNG X7 KOTA Mo povada. Agdopévov 0Tt otnv oyéon (1) dev vmapyel oyéon evbeiog
ypopung peta&d p(X) kat x4, dev umopoOue vo ToOUE OTL TO by avopépeTol 6TIG HETAPBOAEG TG
p(X), and pa povadiaio adEnon g x;. Kabmg 10 1066 katd 1o onoio Oa petapindei n p(X),
amd v povadiaio avénon g xp, €€optatorl amd TV TPEYOLoa TN TG X4 . Q0Td6G0 TO
TPOONLO TOV GLVTEAESTN by deiyvel v cuoyétion mov vrapyel petaé&d g P(X) kot g xy.
Téhog gival onUAVTIKO v ava@EPOVUE OTL 1] EKTIUNGN TOV TOUPUUETP®Y TOV VITOOELYLOTOC TNG
AOYIOTIKNG TTOAvOpOUNoNG, Yivetal pe tn pebodo péyiomg mbavopavelng, cOUQ®VL UE TNV
omoia kGbe Topatnpnomn TG LETOPANTAC 6TOYOV, TAEIVOUEITAL GTNV KAAGT LE TNV HEYUADTEPT

mBovotno.

1.3.2 DECISION TREES

Mo GAAn péBodog ta&vopmong eivar avt) tov dévipov andeacng (Decision Trees). Ta
decision trees pmopovv vo epappoctobv T0c0 o€ TpofAnuato tagvounong 660 Kol o€
TpoPARpaTA TAAVIPOUN OGS, avaAoya Le To €100¢ TG e&apTnUévng peTaAnT)g Tov eEetdlovpe
(Breiman & et al, 1984). ®a emkevipmbovpe ®6TOGO GTOLE OAYOPIBUOVG TTOL CPOPOVY
apofAnpata tawounong. Ov odyopiBuol oavtoi mpoomabodv vo AVGOLV To TPOPANUO,
OVATOPIOTAOVTOG TO, HE TN HOPOT EVOG OEVTPOV. ZUYKEKPUUEVO «OTAVE» TO APYIKO GOVOAO TMV
OedOUEVDV EKTAIOEVOTG, O OAOEVE KO UIKPOTEPA VITOGVLVOAD, EVD TOVTOHYPOVA OVOTTOGGOLY
OTOOLOKA TNV HOPPT TOL GXETIKOD dévTpov. To 6€vipo avanTdcooeTal amd VM TPOG To, KAT®,
€yovtag Tig pileg Tov oty Kopve1. H tehikn popen tov dévipov amotedeitan omd Toug KOUPovg
amooong Kot and o OAAL 1 Tovg TeEMKOVE kOpuPovs. Kdbe koufog amdpaong amotelel pa

ouvOnKn Pacel ¢ omoiog yiveTol 0 dlay®PIGUOS TMV dEO0UEVOY GE dV0 N TEPIoTOTEPA KAAOLA



(amopdoeig). Ta euAla, dSnihadn To KAASLEL TTOL dev 001 YOLV oE GAAOLG KOUPOVG amdPACTG,
QVTITPOCHOTEVOLY TNV TOEIVOUNGT 1 TO AMOTEAEGHO TNG TG NG e€aptnuévng petapintnic. To
amotédecpa oe kdbe teMko kOuPo kabopileTor omd TNV EMKPATOVGA TIU TG UETAPANTNAC
UTOKPIONG, TOV TOPUTNPNCEDY TOL KOTOANYOVV GE 0T TNV TEPLoyN. To kpithplo cOUPOV UE
70 0moio YiveTOol 0 JYOPICUOG TV dedouEvaV og kabe KOuPo amopaong, aSloloyeitar kabe
eopd Yo k@Be yopoktmplotikd (attribute), site Pdost tov classification error rate, gite Tov

deixtn Gini 1 Tov Cross-Entropy mov avaAvovtat topoakdtm (Quinlan, 1986).

Agdopévov 0t1 og KGOe TaPATAPNOT, TOV dESOUEVOV eKTaidELONG, ovaTifeTaL P T avaAoya
e TO mown €ivol 1 EMKPATOVCOH TIUA TNG UETOPANTAG 0TOYOV, OTNV TEPLOYH OTNV Omoin
ta&wvoundnkav, to classification error rate eivolr 10 m0G0GTO TOV TAPATNPNGEDOV AVTNG TNG

TEPLOYNG, TOV OEV AVIIKOVV GTIV EMKPATOVGA T TNG KAGOT:
E=1—maxy(Dmx)

Omov 10 Py OVIITPOCOAEVEL TO TOCOGTO TOV TOPOINPNOEDY TOV OESOUEVOV EKTAIOEVLONG,

OV OVIKOLY OTNY M TTEPLOYN KOl OVTIETOLXO0OV otV K khdon.

O deiktng Gini vroloyiletan Bdogt TG mopUKIT® GYEONG:

G =Ykt Pk (1 — Do)

Amotehel To pétpo Pacel Tov omoiov vmoAroyileTal 1 GLVOAIKT HETOPANTOTNTA HETOED TV K
KAGogwv, dniadr| petpd v «kabopdtnton kdbe kopPov. Oco pkpdTePn M TN TOL OglkTn
1660 mo «KaBapdcy Bempeiton o kOpPog, Kabdg amoteAeitor Kupimg Omd TAPATNPNCELS HOG

KAdong.
Téhog 0 deiktng Tov Cross-entropy vroAoyiletar GOUPOVA e TNV OYECT:
D= - Zlk<=1 pAmk log pAmk

O ovykekpuévog dgiktng amoterel tov Pabud 1 to 1066 g afefotdTnTag GTNV TLYUOTNTO TOV
otoyeimv N pe dAha Adyia givar to pétpo g axabopcioc. Apo Aoimov, o deiktng Tapovotdlet

younAéc Tég, 6tav o kouPfog m givon kabapds (James & et al, 2013, pp. 303-314).

1.3.3 RANDOM FOREST

H cvykpruévn pébodog ta&vounong amoteAel évav alkyopidpo cuvabpoicemv, kabmg faciletal
otnv dadikacio Tov bootstrap aggregation 1 bagging (James & et al, 2013, pp. 316-319) (Liaw
& Wiener, 2002). H yevikfy 18é0 g dwodikaoiog tov bagging avageépetar 610 cuvdvooud

TOAADV 1010V 1] SUPOPETIKOV HOVTEA®V UAONONG, e OKOTO TNV UEIMON TNG JUKL LAV G TOV
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TILAOV TNG LETAPANTHG GTOYOV, TOL TPOPAETOVTAL HECH UL0G OTATIOTIKNG HeBddov. Oume, yio va
emtevyBel n peion g SlukHUOVONG TOV ATOTEAEGUATOV TNG TPOPAEYNC, TpEmel Vo avénbel 1
axpifelo TPOPAEYNG TOV ATOTEAEGULATOV TNG OTATIOTIKNG peBddov. ‘Evag guoikog tpodmog yia
va avénoovpe v akpifeto e TpoOPAEYNC, Elval LLE TO VO GLYKEVIPMGOVLE TOAAG SL0POPETIKA
delypata B amd tov mAnbuoud, ta omoio B ypnoyomoinbovv yio TNV eKTaidEVo TOAADV
EexoPLOTOV HOVTEL®Y, 6oL K&Oe éva amd avtd, Oo pog divel o Eexopioth mpoPreym f(X),
TOV THOV TG Eaptnuévng petoPantie. Etol pe tov vmoloyiopd tov péGov Opov TmV
mpoPréyenv FL(X), F2(X), ..., fB(X), mov mpokdmTovy omd kGbe deiypo, KOTAPEPVOLE VOl
eEacparicovpe éva povadikd HOVTELD YOUNANG Slakduaveng To omoio mpokvzTel Paoel g

oyéone:

B
R 1 A
favg(0) = = > foX)
b=1
omov 10 favg(X) ovopépetar 610 HEGO OpO TOV TPOPALYEDV OV TPOKVLITOLV Omd Ta
EexPLoTd HOVTEAD OV EKTOOEVOVTOL amd Ta. B dlopopeTikd deiypato tov mAnbvouov Kot To
FPX) exppaler ta amoteléopota g mpOPAeYNs MOV TPOKLITEL amd To Kobéva amd To

delypatao oavtd.

Agdopévonv oumg, 0Tl M TPOSPooT e TOAAG SlPOPETIKE deiypoto Tov TANnBvouoy etvar
TEPLOPIOUEVT, Y10 TO OKOTTO aTO AapPdvovue moAld exavoiappavoueva Toyaio delypota amod
TO OPYIKA OEOOUEVL EKTIOIOELONG, OMUIOVPYDVTAG £TGL B S10QPOPETIKO GUVOAD OESOUEVMV
gknaidevong. ‘Enctta, exmaidevovpe v uébodo pog oe kabéva omd o VTOGVVOLN dESOUEVDV
exnaidevonc b, dote va AdPovpe v mpdPreyn F*P(X) kobevoe amd avtd ko TEAKE Va

VTOAOYIGOVUE TOV HEGO OPO OAMV TV TPOPALEYEDY GOUPOVO LE TNV TOPAKAT® GYESN:

B
Fhagtt) = =" F(x)
b=1
omov 10 fhag(X) ovopépetar 610 HEGO OpO TOV TPOPALYEDYV TOV TPOKVITOLV Omd Ta
Eexoplotd povtéda Tov ekmandevovtol amd ta deiypata B, mov e&acpaiilovtal amd To apykd
obvoro dedopévov ekmaidevone. H cvykekpiuévn dwodikoocio kaAeiton bagging. Baoet avtig, n
TPOPAEYN TOV amoTEAEGHOTOC TNG e€apTNUEVNC HeTAPANTIC Yo (o Tapathpnor Tov test set,
TPOKVTTEL OO TV KATAYPAPH TNG KAAGNC TTov TtpoPAémetan amd kabéva amd to B dévipa mov
EKTTOLOEVOVTOL KOL OT0 TOV VTOAOYIGUO TOL OMOTEAEGUOTOC TNG TAEOYNGIOG TOV YNE®V
(majority vote) (Breiman L. , 2001). Avto onuaivel 0Tt 1 TeAKN TPOPAEYN TOL OTOTEAEGUATOG
glvar n ovvnBéotepn KAdon Tov wpokvTTel omd TIg B mpofréyelg mov mpayuatonoodvtat. To

mAn0oc Tov dévipov B dev amotedlel kpiown mapduetpo oto bagging, kabmg n yprion moid
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peyéiov apBpod dévipwv, dev Ba odnynoet oe overfitting. Xty npdén wotoco embovpovue v
¥PNoN €VOC tKavomoinTikoh aptBpod B d6évipav, oote vo e£ac@oiicovpe v peioorn Tov

GOAALOTOC TNG TPOPAEYNS HOC.

‘Etor n Random Forest mov Paciletar oty uébodo tov bagging, dnpovpyel molhomAd,
TAPOAANAQ OEVTPO OmOPACNC, TO OTOi0. TPOKVATOUV aVTIOTOUYO Omd TNV TuYOio ETAOYN,
VTocLVOA®Y dedouévav Tov training set. v ocuvéyewn cuvevdvel Ta OEVIpa  avTd,
ouvabpoilovtag TIC YNEOLG OV TPOKLATOLV Omd TNV TPOPAeyYN Tng KAAoNG, TOv kAP
EexPLOTOL OEVTPOV, TPOKEYEVOD VO OTOQAGICEL Y10 TNV TEAKT KAGOT] TOV OVTIKELLEVOL TTOL
g€etdletorl. TavtdYpOVe GTO GUYKEKPIUEVO HOVTELD, KATA TNV ONUIOLPYIN TOV OEVIP®YV, VTAPYEL
évag akoun mapdyovtag Toyolotnta. Avti va avalntd To To oNUAVTIKO YopaKTNPIoTIKO PAoel
oV omoiov Ba. yivel o Swywproudc tov dedopsvov (split) oe kabe koOuPo, e&avaykdalel v
EMAOYN TOV KOADTEPOL YOPOKTNPLGTIKOD VIO TOV SLO®PISUO TOV Oe00UEVOVY, UEGO OO £Vl
TEPLOPIOUEVO VTTOGUVOLO TV aveEdptntev petafintodv. To vrosvvoro avtd ahidlel og KGbe
6TAd10 OV eMAEYETAL TO KPUThplo Pacel Tov onoio Ba yiveror o dywpiopd TtV dedopévov
KkéBe kopPov amdéeaong. Zuvibwg 1o TANB0G TV aveEdpTNTOV PETAPANTOV TOL EAEYYXETAL GE
kabe split wwodton pe m= \/5 , OOV P &ivarl T0 GOVOAO TV aveEEAPTNTOV UETAPANTOV 7OV
VIAPYOVY 610 cOHVOAD TV dedouévay mov efetdletar. Me avTdV TOV TPOTO, EMITVYYAVETOL
UeYOADTEPN aveEaPTNGio KOl SLOPOPETIKOTNTO KATH TNV EMAOYT TG ave&apTtnTng HeTafAnTG,
7ov Ba ypnopomomOei oe kabe split, kabmg o1 1oyvpég petaPAntéc umopei va unv Anedovv kav
voym. ‘Eter odnyoduacte oty onpiovpyia. vog KaADTEPOV HOVTIEAOD, KAVOD VO ODGCEL TTLO

akpin kot evotadn TpoPiey.

1.4 METPA AZEIOAOTHXHX YIIOAEII'MATOX

Meilovoc onuaciog vy kdBe mpoPAnua, eivar m afloldoynon Tov TEAKOD VTOdElyUOTOG
(novtédov) ta&wvounong, mov mpoikvye omd To. dedouévo ekmaidevong (Mishra, 2018).
SUYKEKPIUEVE TO ETOUEVO POl LETA TNV EKTAIOEVOT] TOL HOVTEAOVL, gival Vo eEETAGOVIE TOGO
OTTOTEAECUATIKO EIVOL KATA TNV ¥prion Tov o€ &va ayvewoto cOvolo dedopévov (test set). Ot
adyopiBpotl Ta&vounong Hmopovv va xpnotpomomBodv yio Ty ETIAVGT TOAADV SLOPOPETIKDOV
mpofAnuatov. o tov Adyo ovtd, LVIAPYOLV TOAAG OLLPOPETIKA HETPO, PACEL TV OmoinV
a&loloyovpe v emidoon tov Kabe vrodelypotog, ta onoio mapatiBevior mapaxdtm. To molo
amd avutd givar katoAinAdtepo, e€aptdtor Kabe @opd amd TNV QUGT TOV TPOPANUATOS TOL

e€etdlertan.

Mmropodue va. TEPOLUE [0 TPAOTN EKOVOL Y10 TV EMIB00T] TOV HOVTEAOV HOG, OTA GyvmoTo
dedopéva, pécm tov Tivakae tov Confusion Matrix. Kabe ypappn tov wivaka aviurpocmredet

t0 mA0o¢ TV mapatnpioewy mov TpoPfAépbnkay amd To poviédo e Kabe KAdoT, evd kdbe
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OTNAT AVTITPOGMOTEVEL TO TANDOG TOV TOPATNPHOED®V TOL TPOPAEQPONKOY Gg KADE TPOYUATIKY|

KAAOOT, OT®G PAIVETOL KOL GTNV OEIKOVIOT] TAUPUKATO.

Actual = Yes Actual = No
ke
1
i TP FP
S
g=]
[s}]
a
=]
=
1
o
g FN TN
2
@
a

Eixove 2. Confusion Matrix

O mivaxog tov Confusion Matrix (Nisbet & et al, 2017) and poévog tov, dev amoterei HETPO
a&loAdynong g amodoong evog povtédov. QoT000, HEGH GE OLTOV TEPIKAEIOVTAL EVVOILES,
1010{TEPQ YPTOULEG Y10, TOV TPOGIOPIGUO TNG TAEIOYNQiag TV pHETpeV a&lohdynongs. Etot, mpwv
TPOYWPNGOVUE GTOV TPOGIOPIGUO TOV UETPOV OLTAOV, EIVOL AVOYKOIOC 0 TPOGOIOPIGHOG TV
GUUPBOAICUOY NG EKOVOG 2 KOl O OPIGHOG TV EVVOLOV TTOV GPOPOVV TOVG GUUBOAIGLOVG

OLTOVG, Ol 00101 TAPATIOEVTOL TAPAKAT®.

True Positive (TP): avoagépetal 6To 6OVOLO TOV TOPUTNPNOE®Y OOV 1] TPAYUATIKY KAGoN

toug o “Not” 1 “1” kat 1o vdderyua. g TpoéPAeye emiong og “Noan” 1 “17.

True Negatives (TN): avagépetal 610 GHVOAO TOV TAPATPHCEDY OOV 1 TPOYUOTIKY KAGG

Toug o “Oyt” 1 “0” kot to vwdderypo TG TPoEPreye emiong g “Oyt” 1 “0”.

False Positives (FP): avagépetal 610 6OVOLO TV TOPOTNPHOEDV OTOV 1 TPAYUATIKY KAGOT

tovg NTav “Oyxt” 1§ “0” xon To voderypa TS TpoéPreye ¢ “Nor” 1 “17.

False Negatives (FN): avagépetal 6to GOVOAO TOV TOPATNPHGEDY OOV 1) TPAYLATIKN KAAOT

toug o “Noar” 1 “1” kot 1o vdderypa g TpoéPreye g “Oy” 1 “0”.

Ta, otoyeio ¢ koplog dwywviov tov wivako (TP kot TN) avtimpocwnedovy 10 GUVOLO TOV
ootV Taévouncemy Tov vrodeiypatos. H mepintmon FN mov avagépetor otV e0QOAUEVT
tagvounon pog BeTikng mopatinpnong oG apvntikn, amotedel 1o Zedipo Tomov 1 evod

avtifetn nepintwon FP anoteiei 1o Zedipo Tomov 1L
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Axpipewo (accuracy): givar t0 mOG00TO TOV COOTOV TPOPAEYEDY OV TPAYLOTOTOINGE TO
HOVTEAO GTO GUVOAO T@V TPOoPAEyemv Tov Olevevépynoe, T0 omoio vroioyileton Pdoel g
aKoAoLONG oYEong.

TP+TN
TP+TN+FP+FN

Accuracy =

OpOotnTa (precision): avaeépetar otnv akpifeia Tov poviédov otnv Betikn npdPreyn. Eivan
TO TOGOGTO TV TOPATNPNCEMY TOL TPAYUATL aviiKovv oty KAdon “Natr” 1 “1” évavtt tov
GLUVOAOL OVTOV TTOL TPOPAEPONKaV and to poviého g “Noar” 1 “1”. Agiyvelr dnradn omd to
GUVOAO TMV TOPATNPNCEDV OV TAEWVOUNGE TO HOVTEAO oTnv kKAdon 1, 10 mOG0ooTo TV

TEPMTAOGEDY TOV 0EIOAIYNOE COGTA.

Precision =
TP+FP

Avaxinon 1 svaweOneio (recall 1 sensitivity): avogépetar oTnV 1KAVOTNTA TOL HOVIELOD VO
EVTOTIGEL TIG TAPOUTNPNOELS TNG OeTIKNG KAGOoNG. ANAod LETPE 0O TO GOVOAO T®V dESOUEVOV

g Oetikn KAdong, Toce TPoPALEONKAY COGTA.

Recall = ——
TP+FN

E&edikevon (specificity): amotedei 10 avtibeto g avakAnong, kabmdg avaeépstal otV
KOVOTNTO TOL HOVTEAOV VO EVIOTIGEL TIC TOPATIPNCELS TG OPVNTIKNG KAGoNS. AnAadr| HETPE TL
TOGOGTO TOV TOPUTNPNCEDV TOV TPAYLOTL AVIKOVY GTNV 0pVNTIKT KAGON, TpofAEémeTal cmaTd
omo TO LOVTELO.

Specificity = %

F1 — Score: amoteAel Tov otadpopuévo HEGO (OPUOVIKO HEGO) TOV UETPOV NG opbdtnTag Kot
mg avakAnong. To 000 ovtd péTpa TAPEYOLV UG OAANAOGUUTANPOVUEV EIKOVA NG
QTTOTEAEGULATIKOTNTOC TOV HOVTELOV, T, omoio ue to F1 — Score cuvdvalovtol. Zuvnbmg eivat
7o ¥pNoo uEtpo amd avtd TNg akpifelog, 0Kd oV VITAPYEL VIO EKTPOCMTNCT| KATOLOG

KAGoNC.

2 * precision * recall

F1-Score =

precision + recall
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To gppadd kato amdé v kaprvin ROC (AUC - Area under the ROC Curve): amote)ei £va
amd TO TO EVPEMG YPTOULOTOOVUEVO HETPO, a&loAdynong. Xvykekpiuéva 1 koumoin ROC
(Receiver Operating Characteristic curve) amotelel v ypaQikn ovamapdotacn e enidoon
€VOG LOVTELOL TOEVOUNONG, Y100 OAES TIG TOOVEG TIUES TV cLVOpLVY andeaong (Fawcett, 2006)
(Huang & Ling, 2005). Omov, 6bvopo andeoong ival To «Katd@A 1oV BETovue 6T0 HOVTELO,
TPOKEWEVOL VO TAEIVOUNOEL TNV KADE TOpaATHPNOT GTNV EKAGTOTE KAAGT. ZUYKEKPIUEVE, OV 1)
mOovoOTNTO TNG TOPATIPNONG EVOL TAVO OO TO «KATOPAL TOL EYove BEcEL, TOTE TO HOVTELO
tagwopel v mopatipnon oty kKAdon 1 odllmdg ommv widon 0. Toavtdypova, pécw tng
koumoAng ROC ekppdaletar 1 gvaicbnoio (sensitivity) tov ta&wountm, kobodg deiyvel mwg
petafdrieton n avoroyio Twv True Positives, oe oyéon pe v avaroyio tov False Positives. Ta
LETPO AVTA ovamopioTavTol 6Tovug AEOVEG Y Kot X avTioTol o, TOL YPUPNLOTOS TNG EKOVOG 3.
Metd v ekmaidevon Tov Hoviélov, emBupodue M KOKKIVN YPOUUN TOV YPOQENUOTOS VO
Bpioketon, 660 10 dvvaTOV MO KOVIA otV TAve deEd ywvia Tov oyNuaTog, KabdS avTd
VTOONAMVEL KOALTEPN Kol 7o 0EWOMOTN TPOPAEYN TOV AMOTEAEGUAT®OV 7oL Oivel o
tawvountig pog. Avtifeta, 060 mo Kovtd Pploketol oTnv OOKEKOUUEVT YPOUUT, TOGO
UEYOADTEPN M TUYXOLOTNTO GTNV oToia otnpiletal o tavountig poc. Ta onueia mov Ppickoviot
TAve omv KOKKIV KopmOAY, ovimpocownedovy tov cvpuPifacud (trade-off) peta&d tov
moc0otob TV True Positives kot twv False Positives. 'Etot péom tov AUC petpdror 1o epfado
mg dvodidotatng mEPOYNS, mov Ppioketol kAt omd Ty kKoumoAn ROC. Xe dpovg
olokAnpouatikod Aoyiopov, to AUC amoterel to olokMpopa ¢ kapmdAing ROC yio tipég
amo (0, 0) émg (1, 1). Emopévamg, kot ot Tipéc mov pmopel va Adpet kopaivovrol petacd 0 ot 1.
210%0¢ Hog ®oTdc0o gival, To HoVTEAD Tov ekmodeveTol va divel Tuég Yo to AUC 660 10
duvatov mo kovid 6to 1, Kabdg avTtd VITOONADVEL KOADTEPEG EMOOGELS YI0L TO UOVTEAD UOG

(Hossin & Sulaiman, 2015).
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Sensitivity
(True positive rate)

1 - Specificity
(False positive rate)

Eicova 3. Kournvoin ROC
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2. IEPITPA®H AEAOMENQN

210 mapov KEQAAOO B0 TPOYWPNGOLUE GTNV OVOAVTIKY TEPLYPAPT TOL TPOPANUATOG, TOV
GTOYEVOVLE VO LEAETIGOVE KOL OTNV TEPLYPOAPT| TOV LETAPANTOV TOL TTEPIAAUPAvOVTAL GTNV
Baon oedopévov poc. Axoun Bo mopateBodv oTolyeion MEPLYPAPIKNG OTOTIGTIKNG, (DOTE VA
AdPovpe pe MO oLYKEKPLUEVN eOVO OYETIKE pe TO TPOPANUO kol To  1dlaitepa

YOPOKTNPLOTIKA TOV LETOPANTOV EVOLOPEPOVTOG,.

2.1 HEPITPA®H TPOBAHMATOX

To mpoPAnuo oV HEAETAUE aPOPA GE o peyaAn molvebvikn etoipia, 1 omoio emibopei va
KOTOVONGEL TOVG AOYOUG Y10 TOVG Omoiovg PevyoLV TPO®PE, Ol KAADTEPOL 1 Ol MO EUTELPOL
gpyalopevol tg. Emutiéov, n etaupia £xel oav o160 va TpofArEyet ool and Tovg Mo KovoHg
gpyalopévoug g, eival avutol mov €yovv peyaAdtepn THAVOTNTO VO ATOYWOPTICOVY OO TNV
etopio. [ tov okomd avtd, €rovv cvykevipwbOel dedopéva, TOL APOPOLV GE SldPopa
YOPOKTNPIOTIKA TOV VIOAAMA®Y Kot Ta ontoio B pmopovce va €xel oty d1d0gon Tov Kot vo
avaAvoel, omowodnmote TUAHO  AvOpdOTIVOL  AVLVOUIKOD, Yl TOVG LAOAANAOLS  TOV.
Suykekpléva, To 0gdOUEVO TTOL UEAETOVUE OTNV TOPOVCO, €PYacio. GLAAEYONKOY amd TV
avoryt Paomn dedouévav, Tov mapéyel 0 16TdTOTOG ToL kaggle.com. 10 cvykekpiuévo data set
nepthappavovtar dedopéva mepimov 30.000 epyalopévav, yio Tovg 0Toiovg £XOVLE TANPOPOPIES
7ov oyetifovrol pe 10 yapaKTnpioTikd Tovg, UEco oTo 0Toio TaPEXETAL Kol 1 TANPOQOpia,
GYETIKA L€ TO OV EYEL ATOYMPNGEL O VILAAANLOG 0o TNV gTapio 1) Oxt. Ta YopakINPIGTIKA 0V TE
€yovv emefepyonotel kol opadonomOei, TPoKeWEVOL Vo, amopakpuvOouy Gtotyeia Tov aEopohv
TPOoOTIKA dedopéva TV epyalopévav, 0Tmg o uobog tovg. ‘Etol Aomdv, 10 TpofAnue wov
gyovue vo avipetomicovus eivor éva khooowd mpdPAnuo tafvounong (classification), n
peAétn tov omoiov, Ba pog dmcel Ty duvatdTnTa Vo, TPOSdlopicOvUE TOVG KaboploTikovg

TAPAYOVTEG TNG EPYACIOKNG PBOPAS.

2.2 TAPOYXIAXH AEAOMENQN

To chvoro TV SESOUEVOV TTOV YPTCLUOTOIEITOL, TPOKELUEVOL Vo TTPoPAEYOVHE TOVE AOYOUG,
wov emnpedlovv évav epyalOUEVO OTNV AmOPOCY] TOV VO OTOY®PNOEL OmO TNV eraipia,
amotedeiton amd 29.998 otywmodtvoma  (instances) wor 10 petaPAntég  yOopOUKTNPIOTIKGV
(attributes). Tmv ewodva 4 Brémovpe tig 10 npdteg eyypapéc tov dataset «employeesy mov
KOTOOKEVAGOLLE, Y10, VO, OTOKTIGOVE U0 TPAT OVTIANYN, GYETIKA LE TO €100 TV dedoUEVMV

7ov mepthapPdvel n oo pog.
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average_

satisfaction_ last_evaluati projects_ time_spend work_ promotion

level on_rating worked_on hmoour;tsly_ _company  accident Iast_Syears_ department ' salary Attrition
1 3.8 53 3 167 3 0 0 sales low 1
2 8.0 8.6 6 272 6 0 0 sales medium 1
3 1.1 8.8 8 282 4 0 0 sales medium 1
4 3.7 5.2 3 169 3 0 0 sales low 1
5 4.1 5.0 3 163 3 0 0 sales low 1
6 1.0 7.7 7 257 4 0 0 sales low 1
7 9.2 8.5 6 269 5 0 0 sales low 1
8 8.9 10.0 6 234 5 0 0 sales low 1
9 4.2 5.3 3 152 3 0 0 sales low 1
10 1.1 8.1 7 315 4 0 0 sales low 1

Ewcova 4. Xovolo Agdouévav

Onwg @aivetoar oty ewdéva 4 kot otov mivoka 1 mwov okolovbei, ot petafintég mov
nepthopPdvovtor oto dataset apopovv og YopoKTNPIOTIKG TV PYOLopEVEDV OMMG: TO EMIMESO
KOVOTOINoNG TOVG, 1 EMOOCT TOVG OMMG KATAYPAPNKE Pdcel g teAevtaiog a&loAdynong, o
apBpdc TV £pymv oto omoia amacyolobvial, ol LEGES UNViaieg MPEg ePYAciag TOVS, T &N
OmAGYOANONG TOVG OTNV €TOIPiA, TO AV LANPEE N Ol KOMO0 €PYATIKO atOYNUL KATO TNV
ATOoYOANGT TOVG GTNV £Tanpia, TO av Elafav 1 Oyt Kamolo TpoaymY” Ta TeAevTaia 5 ¥pdvia, TO

TUNAO OTO OTOI0 OTOGYOAOVVTIOL, TO WGOOAOYIKO TOVG emimedo kol TEAOC TO av vanpée

gpyootakn eOopd 1 oL

MetafAntég elcod0u NepLypadn)
satisfaction_level eninedo kavonoinon (kKAlpaka Tipwv 0-10)
last_evaluation_rating Babuog tedevtaiog aflohdynong (kAlpaka Tipwy 0-10)
projects_worked_on TANB0G £pywV EVOLOXOANGNG
average_montly_hours UEOEG Unviaieg wpeg epyaoiag
time_spend_company XPOVLA ATOLOXOANCNG OTNV ETALlpia
work_accident UTHPEE KATIOL0 EPYATIKO atuxnua; ("0", "1")
promotion_last_5years unnpée mpoaywyn ta teAevutaia 5 xpovia; ("0", "1")
TUNua anaoxoAnong ("accounting”, "hr", "sales", "technical", "support",
department .
"IT", "management", "product_mng", "marketing", "RandD")
salary KAlpaka pobou ("low", "medium", "high")
attrition unnpée epyaoctakn ¢pBopa; ("0", "1")

Iivoxog 1. Heprypopn Aedopévarv

H petafint satisfaction_level mwov avoeépetar oto eninedo wkavomoinong tov gpyalousvov
ko 1 petaPAntn last_evaluation_rating mov avagépetor oto Babud g terevtaiog akloAdynong
ToVG, AapPavouy mpayuotikés Twég oty KAlpaka 0 €éog 10. Omov 10 0 aviimpocmredel TOAD
YOUNAG emtinedo Tov deiktn mov e€etdletan kb popd, eved To 10 avTITpocHTEVEL TO VYNAOTEPO
eninedo mov pmopei va AdPel o kabe dgiktne. ‘Emerta, ot petafintég projects_worked on,

average_monthly_hours o time_spend_company mepthapavovy TAnpoeopieg oxetikd pe tov
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apud Tev project mov avoroufdver o epyalOUEVOC, TIG LEGEG UNVIOIEG DPEG EPYOGIOG TOV Kot
TOL XPOVIO ATAGYOANGNG TOV GTNV €Tonpia, avtiotolyo. Avtég AapuPdvouy aképaleg TIES, Yo Vol
HOG ODGOVY GTOLYEID TYETIKA LLE TO YOPUKTNPIOTIKA OV KAADTTOLV. BAETOULIE AO1TOV OO TOV

wivaxo 1, 6Tl 01 TPAOTEC TEVTE PETAPANTES, TOV GUVOAOL SEGOUEVOV oG ELVOL OpLOUNTIKEG.

Avrtifeta, o1 vmoAlowmeg mEVTE MOV MEPIAAUPAVOVIOL GE OVTO, CPOPOVV GE KOTIYOPIKEG
uetapAntés. Tuykekpiuéva, ot petaPintég work _accident, promotion_last_Syears xau attrition
Aappavouy Tiég TG Lopeng “1” mov onuaivel “Not” 1§ “0” mov onpaivel “Oyt”, Tpokeyévou
VO OTAVTCOVY GTO, EPMTNLOTO, GYETIKA Pe TO av vanpée epyotikd atdhYNU, 1 TPOAY®Y To
terevtaia 5 ypovia M epyaciakn @Bopd avtiotoya. Emiong, otov mivaka 1 BAémovue o0t M
petapinty department moipver 10 Swopopetikég tuéc, kobmg amotereiton omd 10 eminedo
(levels), 6o0a. ka1 To SLAPOPETIKG TUNUATO TOV VIAPYOVY GTNY gToupio. AvtioTorya, N peTafAntm
salary umopei vo Adfel tpeic dwopopetikég Tuég, Kabmg amoteheiton amd 3 emimedo, TOL

ekppalovv ta dtapopeTikd poboloyukd eninedo Twv epyalopévmv.

2.3 XTOIXEIA HEPITPA®IKHXE XTATIXTIKHX

[Ipwv TpoymPNCOLUE GTNV TEPLYPUPIKT] GTOTIOTIKY KOl GTNV OVOADOT TOV OEO0UEVOV LOG,
amorteiton va TponynOei n wpo-enelepyasio tov dedopévav g Paone pnag. Xe avtd To GTAd0
amarteiton vo Egtaotel av Agimovy 1 Oyt Tipég (missing values) amd tic petaPintég tov data set
Kol va £0opoMoTel 1 VapEN OUOIOHOPPNG OOUNG OTIG TIUES TV HETOPANTOV, dNAdN Ot TIHEG
ov AapPdver ke petafint, vo amoviobv otov 1010 TOTO dedoUEV@V. Yotepa amd EAEYYO
nov mpaypatoromdnke oto data set twv employees, domotdOnke 6TL dev vILAPYoVV MIssing
values M un evdederypéveg TWEG ota oTolgEior TV HETAPANTOV HaG, OMOTE UTOPOVUE VO

TPOYWPNCOVLE YMPIC KATOLN TEPOLTEP® EVEPYELD OTIV OVIAVGT| TOVG,.

Ymv ewévo 5y Tig oplBunTikéc petafAntéc, Kataypd@oviol GUVONTIKA oTolyeio
TEPLYPOUPIKNG OTATIOTIKNG. ZUYKEKPIUEVA emonpaivetal 1 péytotn (Max) kot n eAdylotn Tiun
tovg (Min), o uécog (mean) kot 1 didpecog (Median) tovg kabm¢ kot ot TiréG Tov TpdTov (1st
Qu.) ko tpitov (3rd Qu.) tetaptnuopiov Tovg. OGOV aEopPd TIG KATNYOPIKES UETAPANTEG 1
ovuvoyn Tov dedopévev, pag Otiyvel To MANO0C TOV TOPATNPNCEDV OV KOUTOVEUOVTIOL, GF
KkaBéva, and to levels mov Aapfdavovv ot petafintéc avtéc. Baoet g ewcovag 5, Slometdvoupe
0Tl 10 péco eminmedo wavomoinong avrtictolyei o 6,1 evdd pohg oto 25% twv epyalopévov
onuewwvovion eninedo wkavomoinong dveo tov 8,2. O péoog Pobupog aflordynong twv
VROAANA®V avTIoTOLEL 6T0 7,2 €V 1 EAGYLOTN TIUH 7OV KATOYPAPETOL GTO GULYKEKPIUEVO
deiktn eivon 1 3,6. EmmAéov, umopei va onueimBel 61t to 6UVOAO T®V VITOAANAW®V GUUUETEYEL
TOVAdYIGTOV € 2 project, evd 0 HEGOG OPOg GLUUETOYNG TOVG eivan Ta 4 pe 5. Ocov apopd tov

dlaueco TV wpav epyaciog, PAEmovue Ot 1oobtan pe 205 dpeg, apBudg mov avtikoTomtpilet
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TOVAdYIGTOV 45 DpeC VITEPOPLOV UNVICi®G, Yo To 50% tov epyalopévav. AKOUT TopaTNPOVUE
0Tl T0 GOVOAO TOV gpYaloUEVOV TOPAUEVEL TOVAGYIoTOV 2 Ypdvio oty etarpia, pe to 50%
QUTAOV VO, TOPAUEVEL TEPITOV 3 YPOVIa, EVD HOAS TO 25% TOov cLVOAOL gpYALETOL OE QTN TAV®
ond 4 ypoévia. v cvykekpyévn etapio mopatnpovue emiong o6t 10 14,5% eiye xdmolo
EPYOTIKO aTOYNUO, VD HOALG TO 2% éhafe Kdmolo Tpoay®yn To TeEAevTaia 5 ¥povia, TOG0GTO
ov etvan Wwitepa youniod. Téhog, amd ta dedouéva dSoaivetor OTL TO TOGOGTO TMOV

epyalopuévev Tov TapartnOnkay and v etaipia ayyilel mepinov 1o 24%.

satisfaction_level last_evaluation_rating projects_worked_on average_montly_hours time_spend_company

Min. : 0.900 Min. 1 3.600 Min. 12,000 Min. 1 96.0 Min. : 2.
1st Qu.: 4.400 1st Qu.: 5.600 1st qQu.:3.000 1st Qu.:161.0 1st Qu.: 3.000
Mmedian : 6.400 Median : 7.200 Median :4.000 Median :205.0 Median : 3.000
Mean T 6.128 Mean D 7.161 Mean 14,303 Mean 1206.1 Mean 1 3,498
3rd Qu.: 8.200 3rd Qu.: 8.700 3rd Qu. :5.000 3rd Qu.:250.0 3rd Qu.: 4.000
Max. :10.000 Max. :10.000 Max. :8.000 Max. :320.0 Max. :10.000
work_accident promotion_last_Syears Department salary Attrition
0:25660 0:29380 sales : 8280 high : 2474 0:22856
1: 4338 1: 638 technical :5440 Tow 114632 1: 7142

support 14458  medium:12892

IT 12454

product_mng:1804
marketing :1716
(other) 15846

Ecova 5. Xovoyn Heprypagpixwv Ztoiysicov MetofiAntov

Emmiéov, ywoo 11 apBuntikég petafAntéc mopotnpovpe OTL n PEST TN Kot 1 OSUIUEGOG
mapovctdlovy WiKpéG amokAicelg peta&d Tovg. Avtd @Qavepdvel OTL oto Ogiyua Ogv
Tapovctalovtol akpaieg TIES 1 Evrovn acvppetpio. Avtd emPePotdveTol Kot omd TIg YOUNAEG
TUTTIKEC OOKAIGELG, GYEdOV OA®V TeV PeTAPANT@V, Tov Topatifevtal oy gkova 6, mTpdayuo
7ov onuaivel 6Tt o1 TIEG Tetvouy vo, Bpickovtal kovtd otov péco. Movn efaipeon amotehei 1
TUTTIKN AOKAOT TOV UEC®V UNViaioy opdv epyaciag, N oroia wobtar pe 50,1 dpeg, yeyovog

7OV LLOONAMVEL OTL O1 TIEG EIVOIL TEPLGGOTEPO FECTAPUEVES YOP® OO TOV HEGO.

satisfaction_level last_evaluation_rating projects_worked_on

2.486265 1.711663 1.330128
average_montly_hours time_spend_company
50.191940 1.460112

Ewcova 6. Tomixn Anorxiion Metofintaov

210 ENOUEVO UEPOG TNG OVOALONG LOG, TPOXWPOVUE GTOV EAEYYO TNG KATOVOUNG GUYVOTHT®YV,
TOV TIUOV oV AapuBavovy ot cuveyeic petafintéc tov dataset, kabdg Kol oty YPOEIKN
OTEIKOVIOT TNG KATOVOUNG GUYVOTHT®Y TOVG, LEG® TNG KOTOOKEVNC TOV 1GTOYPUUUET®OV TOVC,.
Me 10V TpOTMO QVTO GTOYEVOVLE GTO VO, ATOKTIGOVLE LU0 KOADTEPT €IKOVA, OYETIKA LE TO TG
dwoomeipovtal ot TIuéEG og kdbe KAAoT, ONANOT OTA VTO-OOGTAIATE TOV KATACKEVALOVUE Yia
VO OLLOBOTIOICOVE TIG TIUEG TOV TOPATNPNOEMY, KAOE aptOuntikng puetaPAntng. Amd v GAAn,

YO TIC KATNYOPIKEG UETAPANTEG TPOYWPOVUE GTNV KATACKELT TV PAPOOYPOUUATOV TOVE, TAVM
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OTO OTOl0L EMOTUAIVETOL KOl TO TANDOG TOV TOPUTNPHOEDV, TOL VKOV G kafe o and Tig

KaTyopieg auTMV.

[Mopakdto oy gikdva 7 mapovcidleton o TANBog tov epyalopévav mov aviictolyel o€ kébe
eninedo wavomoinong. Avtiotoryo, oTov Tivaka 2 TopoTifeTal 1 KOTOVOU TOV TUPUTNPCEDY
o€ kobéva omd to emimedo avtd. Iapatnpodue OTL GNUELDVOVIOL TOPATNPNOELS GE OAN TNV
€KTOON NG KAIMOKOAG TIUADV, HE TIG TEPLGCOTEPEG VO KOTAYPAPOVTOL UETAED TOV EMTES®V

Kavomoinong tov dtactipatog (7, 8] ko (8, 9].

(0,1] (1,2] | (23] | (3,4 | (45] | (5.6] | (6,71 | (7,8 | (8,9] | (9 10]

1106 1850 926 2366 3376 3834 3944 4592 4436 3568

Iivaxag 2. Katavoun Emmédwv Ikovoroinong

Histogram of Satisfaction Level
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Eiwcova 7. lotoypopuo Eminédov Ikavomoinong

AxorovBwc, otov mivako 3 kol oty ewova 8 mapatifeviol avticTolyo 0 TIVOKOG KOl TO
GTOYPOULE GUYVOTHTOV, TOL Babuod tng tedevtaiog a&loldynong tov epyalopévav. Baoet
QUTAV, JWMIGTOVOVHE OTL M MeTAPANT avth AapPdvel Tiuég peyodvtepeg Tov 3, evd TO

peyodvtepo mABog Tapatnproemy ival cuyKeVIpopévo oto ddotnua (5, 6].

(0,1] 1,2] | 23] | (3,4 | (45 | (5.6] | (6,71 | (7,8] | (8,9] | (9 10]

0 0 0 472 3370 6084 4468 4626 5628 5350

ITivoxog 3. Karovoun BoOuwv A&ioldoynons
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Histogram of Evaluation Rating
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Eixova 8. lotoypouua BaBuod AcioAoynans

v ovvéyxewn amekoviovtol otorgios mov aPOpPovY GTNV KOTAVOUN TNG UETAPANTAG TTOov
oyetiletor pe tov apBud v €pymv, ota omoia amacyoleitor évag epyaldpevoc. BAémovpe
Aowdv otov mivako 4 0Tl o TIéG elval GLYKEVIPOUEVEG HETAED TV aplBudy 2 kot 8, pe To

HeyoADTEPO TANBO0G TOPATNPCEDV VO KOTAYPAPETAL 0T0 4 projectS, OTmg dlapaiveTal Kot 6TV

sikova 9.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
0 2388 | 6443 | 8420 | 7126 | 3935 | 1430 256 0 0

Hivaxag 4. Kotavoun ApiBuod Project
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Histogram of Number of Projects
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Ewcova 9. Iotoypouua Ap1Buov Project

Xtov mivoka 5 kKo oty gikova 10 ameikovifoviar oToryelo GYETIKA HE TIG CLYVOTNTEG TOV
pécov unvaiov opov gpyaciag. [Hopatnpovue 6tL 10 peyodvtepo minboc mapatnpioewmv
KataypdeeTon oto ddotnuo petasy 140 kot 160 wpdv epyociag, evd 1 auécmg PeYaADTEPT
ouxvoTnTa onuewdveTor petald twv 240 kor 260 opdv. EmmAiéov, and 10 cOVOrO T®V
TOPOTNPNCEDV TOL KATAYPAPOVTOL OTIC KAAOELS oV Ppiokovtar dve tov 160, eivan gpepovég
o011 M TAELOYNQla TV epyalopévev anacyoleitol vIepwplakd, dedopévov 6t ot 160 dpeg givan

QUTEG IOV ATOTEAOVV TO KOVOVIKO UNVIoio mpaplo pyaciag.

(80, 100] (100, 120] (120, 140] (140, 160] (160, 180] (180, 200]
73 571 1982 4767 3764 3138
(200, 220] (220, 240] (240, 260] (260, 280] (280, 300] (300, 320]
3010 3381 3966 3621 1276 449

Hivaxac 5. Katavoun Méowv Mnviaiowv Qpav Epyaciog
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Histogram of Avg Monthly Hours
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Ewcova 10. lotoypopo. Myviaiowv Qpaov Epyociog

O mivokag 6 mov axoAovBel dglyvel v KoTovoU] TOV £TOV OTAGYOANCNG OTNV €Taipio. Xe
cuvdovooud pe v gwkova 11 damotdvovpe 4Tt ol TEPLEGATEPOL EpYaLOEVOL amOTyOAOVVTOL 3
ypdvio oty etoupia, evd M KAGoN pe TV Apéc®S LVYNAGTEPT GLYVOTNTO E€lval OVTH TTOV

AVAPEPETOL GTA 2 POVIO OTAGYOANONG.

1 2 & 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

0 6488 | 12886 | 5114 2946 1436 376 324 0 428

Iivaxag 6. Katavoun Etav Aracyolnong
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Histogram of Years in Company
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Ewcova 11. lowoypopuo Evoov Aracyolnong

2115 €1KOVEG OV aKkoAoLBOVV mapaTifevtar Ta PaPOOYPAULOTH TOV KATNYOPIKOV UETARANTOV,
tov data set twv epyalopévov. Zmny ewdva 12 BAEmovpe 0Tt N TAEOYN QIO TOV TOPUTHPHCEDV
KATOYPAQETAL GTNV TEPIMTMOON TNG UN VIAPENG KATOL0L OTVYTLOTOS GTOV EPYAGLOKO XDpo. Evd
otV wova 13 BAEmovpe 0Tl 01 cuVTPUTTIKY| TAEWYNPla TV epyalopévav, dev Elafav Kimoto

TPOAY®YN T TEAEVTAI 5 XpOVIQL .

Plot of Work Accidents
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Eixova 12. Pafooypouua Epyaticaov Atoynudrwy
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Plot of Promotion for lastSyears
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Ewcova 13. Papooypouuo. [pooaywywmv

v ewova 14 BAénovpe 10 TAN00G TOV VTOAANA®Y TOV ATACYOAOVVTAL GTO. SIAPOPO TUTLLOTOL
™m¢ etarpioc, pe to TuApa tov sales kot akoAovOwg to technical, va cvykevipdvovv tovg
neplocoTEpOVg  epyalopuévoug. Akorovbmg, Pdacel tov pafdoypdupatog ™ ewovog 15
Aappdvovpe v TANpogopia, 0Tl 01 TEPIGGHTEPOL EPYALOUEVOL GTIV GUYKEKPLUEVT eTanpia eivart

Kupiog younAodetot 1 pecaiog poboroykng KApokag.

Plot of Departments
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Ewcova 14. Popooypouuo Epyolouévav ova Tunuo.
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Plot of Salary
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Ewcova 15. Popooypoyuo. MicBoloyixod Emmédov

Téhog otV ewovo 16 mapatiBeton 1 Kotavou Tov epyalouévmy, Ge GXECT LE TO AV EXOLV
amoywpnoel eBehovTikd 1 oyl amd v etapio. Baoel avtrg, PAémovpe 6Tt To TANH0G AVTOV TOL

AmOY®POVY amd TNV eTapia, €ivol TOAD HIKPOTEPO OVTMV TOL TAPUUEVOLV.

Plot for Attrition
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Eixova 16. Pafooypouua Epyactoxic @Oopdg
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‘Eva axoun ypfoyto epyoleio yio vo KOTOVOGOVUE KOADTEPO TO SESOUEVE LLOG KOL TNV GYECT
TOVG pe TNV gpyactokn eBopd, sivor ta boxplots. Tvykekpipéva, péow avtdv cToyxedoVUE GTO
VO KOTOVONGOVUE KOADTEPO, TMOC KOTOVEUOVTOL Ol TIWEG TOV  YOPUKTNPIOTIKOV TOV
epyolOUEVOV TTOV TOPAUEVOVY GTNV ETALPIN, GE OVTIOWGTOAN HE TNV KOTOVOUN TV TIU®V
avT®V oL Tapartovvtal. H yprion ooy twv boxplots, 8o poag fondncet oo va dropovodv o
Gueco TLYOV OVOUOIOTNTEG, 7OV VTAPYOVV OTO YOPOKTNPICTIKG TOV OLO  KATNYOPLOV
epyolopévov mov egetdlovpe. Katd ovvémeln, 1 dmapln S0popoOTO|GEDMV OTIG KOTOVOUES
avtdv, Bo pog dmoel o TPAT EKOVO, GYETIKA LE TO OTMOTEAEGUATO TOV OVOUEVOLUE VO
TPOKOYOLV amd TV TOALUETAPANTH avdAvcn, mov Ba axolovbnoel oto enduevo KepAaiao,

GYETIKA [e TOVG Tavog mapdyovteg mov cLUBAALOVY Gty epyactokn Oopd.

To boxplot amotedei oTNV ovGio TNV YPAPIKY amEKOVION TOV KUPLOTEP®V PETP®V BEong TeV
oUVEXDV HETAPANT®V, 1 0moio O1EVKOAVVEL GE PEYAAO Babud v e€aymyn GVUTEPOCUATOV Yia
Vv Katovoun Tov mopatpnoemy. Elvar yvootd kot og 10 didypoppo tov TEVTE aplipdv,
KkaBdg og avtd amekoviletor n PEYIOTN KO 1] EAGYIOTN TN TOV TOPATIPHCEDV, 1) SIUUEGOS, TO
npdT0 TETOPTUOpo (QLl) ko to Tpito TETaApTUOpo (Q3). TIpoywpovue Aowtdv, oTtnv
KOTOOKELN TOVG Yo KEOe ol amd Tig cuveyelg LETAPANTES LOC, GE GYECT] TAVTA UE TIG OVO TIUES
mov AopPdver m petofinty attrition, n omoion amotelei ™ UETOPANTH EVOPEPOVTOG HOG
(Benjamini, 1988).

Attrition VS Satisfaction
= ]
o - ' a
[ 1
o
g -
® |
g < - ;
o - a
I I
0 1
aftrition

Ewévo 17. Boxplot Satisfaction Level évavr: Attrition

v ewova 17 poivetal o dSoayopiopog TV SedOUEVOV, HETAED AVTMOV OV TOPAUEVOVY GTNV
ETOIPI0L KO QLTAOV TOV £PLYNV, GE GLVAPTNOT UE TO €Minedo kavonoinong tovg. [apatnpovpue

OTL T0. eMimEdQ KAVOTTOINGNG TV EPYULOUEV®V, KOTAVELOVTAL GUUUETPIKA YOP® amd TV KAabe
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duapeco. Tavtdypova givar EPPAVEG OTL TO ETITEDQ IKAVOTOINOTG TOV ATOUMY TOL OTOYWOPOLV
amod TNV €pyacio Tovg, givarl yapnmAdTePO CVT®V TTOL Topapévovy. Evad tnyv 0 otiypn, m
S1aomopd (vOOTETAPTNUOPLOKO EDPOC) TOV EMMESDV IKAVOTOINGNG, OLTOV TOV ToparTHONKoy
glvarl oNUOVTIKA PeYaADTEPT] QVTMOV TOV TOPAUEVOVY, KOOmG To TeEdevTaia meptopilovtot HeTa&d

TOV TIUOV 5,5 Ko 8,5.

Attrition VS Evaluation Rate

evaluation

4 5 6 7 8 9 10
I

attrition

Eixova 18. Boxplot Last Evaluation Rate évavr Attrition

And tov doyopwopd TV oedouévev, Pdacel tov Ogiktn Televtaing aloldynong TV
epyolopévov, mov mapovolaletar otnv eikova 18, PAEmovpe OTL LVEAPYEL cvupeTpio. OTIG
a&lOAOYNCEC OVTOV TOV TOPUUEVOLY OTNV  ETOIPio. KOl  OPVNTIKY OCLUUEPTPIO. OTIG
a&loloynoelc autdv Tov anoydpnoav. H apvntikn acvppetpio btodnidvel OTL vIAPYEL LEYOAN
petafintétra otovg Pobuovg adloldynone, mov eivar HKPOTEPOL TNG TWNG NG SloUESOU.
Tavtdypova opme, 6mwg drapaiveTal omod TiG TIHESG TV 000 dapésmv, To 50% Tmv aTdlmY ToV

amoywpovv amd Vv etoupia elvar mepiocdtepa tkavd amd to 50% ovtdv Tov TUPAUEVOLV.
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Attrition VS Number of Projects
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Eixova 19. Boxplot Projects évavn Attrition

Meletdvrag ta boxplots g swovag 19 mov oyetiCovton pe tov péco aplfpd twv projects, mov
avariapPdvouy ot gpyalopevol, PAémovpe katopyds Ot vIapyovy dVo éktoma onuein oTNV
KOTOVOUT OUTAOV TOL TAPOUEVOLY GTNV Taupia, oTig TInéG 2 kol 7. EmumAéov elvon gpooavég, ott
N mAgoyMeio ovT®V ToL cvveyifovy kat gpydlovtol oty etarpio, avaAauPavovy HKPOTEPO
apOpo projects (4-5), évovtl g TAEOYNEING AVTOV TOL ATOX®POLY, TOL OVOAAUPAVOLY
Kupimg 4 ue 6 projects. Emiong, éva 25% avtdv mov mopartodviol, gaivetal 0t avoloufdvet
akoéun ko 6 pe 8 projects, v idwo otryur] mov o péyioto mAnBog mov avaiaupdvovv dcot
TOPAUEVOLY oTNV eTaupio givar ta. 6 projects. Qotd6co, ot daeopés oto TANHBOC TV Projects
umopél vo, cuoyeTiletan Le To TEPIGGOTEPA XPOVIO GTIV ETALPIN CVTMV TOV TOPUITOVVTOL EVOVTL

OVTOV TOV TOPALUEVOVY GE OUTH.
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Attrition VS Avg Montly Hours
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Eixova 20. Boxplot Average Monthly Hours évavt Attrition

Amd TV KoTOvOUY] TOV HECOV ®POV gpyaciog NG €wovag 20, mapatnpovpe OTL VIAPYEL
GUUUETPlOL OTIG MPEG EPYACIOG OVTMV OV TOPUUEVOLY KOl OPVNTIKY OCUUUETPIO OTIC MPEG
QUTOV 7OV TOPALTOVVTOL ANAdT, Y GLTOVG 7OV TOPULTOVVINL, CNUELMVETOL UEYOADTEPN
SloTOPA 6TO EMIMES U TOV MPOV TTOL Eival HKPOTEPO TG dtapésov. Emiong eivorl eppavég 6Tt ot
TIEG TNG OUEGOD, TNG UEYLOTNG KOl EAGYIOTNG TWNG GLTAOV TOL TOPALTOVVTOL BpickovTol o
vynAoTeEpa emimedo Evavtl avt®v mov uévovv oty etoupia. [evikdtepa Aowmdv, OG0t
amoywpPovV omd TV etaipia ivol dropo mov gpyalovial TOAD TEPIGGOTEPEG DPEG Amd OVTOVG

7oV PpicKovTal aKOLO GE QUTHV.

Téhog, 1 ewova 21 pag divel Tnv TANPOPOPIN GYETIKA |E TO TMG KATAVEUETOL O 0plOUdS TV
ETOV amacyOANoNG otV gTaupia, o€ oyéon pe v vmopén N Oyl epyaciakng @bopdg. Mia
ONUOVTIKY EMIGTLOVGT TOV UTOPOVUE Vo KOvoupe eivar 6tL 0 pecaio 50% tov epyalouévav
oL Tapapévouy oty gtopia epydlovroar oe avtiv 2 pe 4 ypoévio. Evod to pecaio 50% ovtov
OV OTOYWPOVV, GNUELDVOLY SAGTNUO TPOVANPECIOG otV €TOIPIN, TOV KVUOIVETOL PETOED

TPLOV Kot TEVTE YPOVWV.
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Attrition VS Years in Company
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Eixova 21. Boxplot Years in Company évave Attrition

Béoel tov mapondve pmopodpe vo KATOANEOVLE GE EVO TPMIUO CUUTEPAGLLO, OTL EVOEXOUEVES
altieg Yo vo amoy®mpnoovy kdmolol epyalopevol amd v €tTopia, €ivor to yopnAd enimedo
KOVOTIOIN GG TOVG, 01 TOAAEG DPES Epyasiag Kot 0 vepPoAilkog Oykog Kabnkovimv. Evd eniong
ol VYNMAEG 0e€10TNTEG KO 1 LoKpOYpovn eumelpia, pmopel vo lvar dAlol Adyotr, mov mbavov
TOVG KoAMepyoOv v embopios Yo oAAayr] TOVL €PYAoloKoy TOLG TeEPPAAAOVTOg 1 Yo

avalnnomn VE@V TPOKANGEMV.

‘Eva. dAho onuovtikd pétpo mov pmopel vo pog Pondfoel va KoTOvVONGOVUE KOADTEPH TO
dedopéva pag eivor M ovoyétion petald tov petofintov (Bonett & Wright, 2000).
Tovtdypova, T0 CLYKEKPYWEVO HETPO HOG EMONUAIVEL v KATOEg amd Tig PeTaPANTEC TOL
mpoPAnpatog mpénel va apapedovv, oe mepintmon mov cvoyetilovior vyNAd peta&d Tovug,
TPOKEEVOL Vo eEacParicovpe OTL OAEG 01 LeTAPANTES £xovv TO 1d10 fAPOC GTNV EMIOPAGT] TOL
aockovv oto attrition. Kdavovtag yprion ¢ mopopstpikng pebddov cvoyeticewv Pearson, n
omoio. efetdlel av  VEAPYEL YPOUWIKY oxéon uetald TV ueTafAnTdv, AouBdvovus To

amotélecpa Tov gueaviCovral otny eikova 22.

Bdoetl avtov, damiotdvovpe Ott ot PeTaPfAnTég mov apopodv otov apBud twv projects, otig
péoec punvioieg Mpeg epyaciag Kot oto ¥povia amacyOAnong oty etaipio, cvoyetiloviat
ApVNTIKG UE TO EMIMEDO KOVOTOINoNG TOV EPYOLoUEVOV, YOPIS OGTOCO VO VTTAPYEL GE Kapio
amd OTEG KOTTOLO 1oYXVPN YPOUUIKY oxéon. Metald tov vroloinmy aplduntik@v petafAntov,
dwmotdvetol 0Tt VTapyel OeTikn cvoyétion uetad TOVg, WGTOCO 1| YPUUUIKY oYEon UETAED
Tovg eivon emiong acbevig, yeyovog mov emPefoidveral omd TIC TIHEC TOV GUGYETICEDV TOL

mapotifevtol oty ewova 23.
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satisfaction_level

satisfaction_level
last evaluation_rating

last_evaluation_rating
rojects_worked_on

projects worked on
average montly_hours

average montly _hours
time spend company

fime spend company

-1 -06-06-04-02 0 020406 08 1

Ecova 22. Correlation Plot Pearson

. . . average_ .
satisfaction_ last_evaluat projects_ time_spend
. . montly_
level ion_rating worked_on _company
hours
satisfaction_level 1
last_evaluation_rating 0,105 1
projects_worked_on -0,132 0,324 1
average_montly_hours -0,020 0,338 0,422 1
time_spend_company -0,101 0,132 0,182 0,127 1

Eicova 23. Iivarog ovoyeticewv Pearson

Avrtictolyo amoteAéopoto AapuPdvovue KAvovtag ypNoN TNG UN- TOPOUETPIKNG HEBOOOV
Spearman, n omoia e€etdlel TNV VIOPEN LOVOTOVIKNG GYEONG LETOED TV PETAPANTOV. ATTO TNV
€Kova 24 Kot TIg TYEG TNG EIKOVOG 25, Lmopovpe vo eEAYOVE TO GUUTEPAGHO OTL 1) LLOVOTOVIKT|
oxéon peto&d tov petafintov sivor emiong acbevig. Todpa mapotnpodue 6Tl T0 €mimedo
Kovomoinong éxel apvnTikn 0ALG aoBevn pLovotovik oyéon e Tov apldpd Tov projects kot pe

T ypdVIoL EPYACIag oTNV ETALpio, OTMG QOIVETOL GTNV EIKOVA, 25.

33



satisfaction_level

satisfaction_level

last_evaluation_rating

projects_worked on

average montly_hours

time_spend_company

satisfaction_level
last_evaluation_rating
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Eixova 24. Correlation Plot Spearman

. . . average_ .
satisfaction_ last_evaluat projects_ time_spend
. . montly_
level ion_rating  worked_on _company
hours
1
0,162 1

-0,004 0,323 1

0,062 0,340 0,405 1

-0,139 0,161 0,236 0,168 1

Eicova 25. Iivaxog ovoyeticewv Spearman
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3. MEOGOAOI TAEINOMHXHX

3.1 MEOOAOAOI'TA ANAAYXHX

210 mapov keQALoo Bo aKOAOLONGEL 1 TPOKTIKN EQOPUOYN TOV TPIOV HEDOSWV GTATIOTIKNG
uéonong, mov amoTuT®ONKAY BE®PNTIKE GTO TPAOTO KEPAANI0. ZTOYOG HOG €Vl 1 EKTTAidEVOT
TV ahyopiBuov ka1 eaymyn Tplov EExoploTtdv HoviéAmv TaSvounong, Heta&d Tov omoimv
0o amopavBohe TEAIKA, OO €ival TO KOADTEPO Yio TNV HEALOVTIKY Tagvounon Gyvootov
dedopévaov. Mo tov okomd avtd, oe kabe aiyopiBuo kpotaue to 70% TOL GLVOAOL TV
TOPUTNPHCEDY, Y10 TNV EKTOIOELOT TOV aAYopiBuov kot To voAomo 30% yio Tov EAeYY0 T®V
amotelecpdt@v tov. Ta dedopUEVE TOV ¥PNGILOTOIOVVTAL Y10 TNV EKTAIdELON TV aAyopiOuwy,
KaAovvtar dedopéva ekmaidevong (training set), evd avtd mov ypnoipomolobvtal Yo THV
0&10A0YNoT TOV HOVTEA®MY TOV TPOKVLITOVY amd ovtove, Kahobvtor dedopéva edéyyov (test set).
Ta dedopéva ekmaidevong amoteAodv 6TV ovcio TopadeiypoTa, Ta onoio Kabodnyovv tnv
dwdwkacio «uddnong» tov oiyopiBumv, evd ta dedopéva erhéyyov Ponbovv o610 VO

a&loAoynoovpe TGO KaAd TpayuatomromOnke ot 1 dtadtkacia.

H Swdwaocic mov akolovbeiton oe OAovg tovg aiyopiBuovg egivar m akdlovdrn. Apyikd,
TPOYUOTOTOLEITOL 1) EKTAIOEVGT] TOVE, KAVOVTAG XPNON TOV OESOUEVOV eKmaidevonc. "Yotepa
amd QLT TNV TPOTN Ol0dIKACIo EKTOIOELONG TOVE, TPOYWPOLUE GTNV OEOAOYNON TOV
OTOTEAECUATOV TOVG, KOvOvTag ypnomn Tov UETpev afloddynons, mov avoaeépbnkav oto
Kepdhato 1, 1660 ota yvootd yio owtodg dedopéva tov training set, 6co kot ota dyvoota
dedopéva tov test set. Bdoet tng enidoong Toug kot oto dV0 GET dESOUEVOV, KPIVOLUE OV TO
HOVTELO pag etval aE1OmIoTO, Y10 TNV YEVIKEVOT] TOV 0€ GAAL AYV®GTa dedopéve Tov TANBLGLOD
n av ypnler Pertivoewv. Or Peltuncelg, Omov kpiveton avaykaio, EMTLYYAVOVTOL HE TNV
OTOOWOKY] HETAPOATN d1POPOV TOPAUETPOV oToV KABe adyopiBuo. ‘Enetta and kabe petaforn,
enava&loAoyohvTaL Ta 0moTeEAEoHOTO TOV alyopiBuwmy, ek véou oTo training set kot oto test set.
Téhog, emavarappdvovpe v Sodkacio TG TAPOUETPOTOINoNG Kot TG a&loAdynong, €mg

OTOL AGPOLLLE KATO0 IKAVOTOUTIKO OMOTELECLLOL, CYETIKA e TO TPOPAN U OV eEETALOVLE.

3.2 MONTEAO LOGISTIC REGRESSION

Ipw wpoympnoovpe 6TV eQaproyn ¢ Aoylotikng moiwdpounon (Logistic Regression) ota
dedopéva g Paong «employees» mov ypnoyomolovue, oamotteitol vo TpoPfovpe GTov
UETOGYNLUOTIOUO TOV KATYOPIKGOV HeTaPfAnTdv og yevdopetafintéc (dummies) (Suits, 1957)
(ITavapetog, 2003). Agdopévov OTL Ol KOTNYOPIKES UETAPANTEG amoteAovviol amd VO 1
neplocotepa  Swokekppévo  emineda  (levels), pe tov tpomo ovtd  eEaceodileton M

TOGOTIKOTOINGT TOV UETARANTAOV OVT®V, TPOKEWEVOL VO KOTOOTEL EQIKTN 1| GUUUETOYN KOl
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avéAvon TV SPOPETIKAOV TOVS EMTESWDY, OO TO GTATICTIKO HOVTEAO. ZTO TOPOV TPOPAN U,
ot Kotnyopwkég petaPintég department wou salary eivon oavtég mov petaoynuatiCovue oe
dummies. Avtd onuaiver 61t kaOe level tov kotnyopikdv petapintov, Oo amotelel o
Eexoplot dvadikn petafAnti oto povtédo pog, 1 omoio Ba maipver tipég “0” 1 “1”. Omov 1
T 1 emonuaivel, TOTE M apyikn UETAPANTA AapPAvEL TNV T KOTOWG EK TOV EEXOPIOTOV

KATNYOPLDV, OV TEPIAAUPAVOVTAL GE QVTH.

Metd v dnpovpyio g dummy yia kéBe level tov katyopikdv petafintdv, amatteiton pio
€€’ ovTAV va, peivel EKTOG NG EKTAIOEVONG TOV HOVTEAOD, Y10 TNV GTOPUYN TOL TPOPANLATOG
TEAELOG TTOAVGLYYPAIKOTNTOG. To GUYKEKPIUEVO TPOPANLUO OVOQEPETOL TNV TTEPITTOOT OOV
peta&h 600 1 TEPIEGOTEP®V PETAPANTOV VIAPYEL GYEON YPUUMKNG eEdpTnone. Me dAia Adya
1 GLGYETION TTOL VIAPYEL LeTaED Tovg toovTon pe 1 1 -1. Xvvendg o 1 teplocotepeg €€’ avTOv
dgv Oa mpémel va cupmeptinebovy 6to HovtéAo, Yo va. gival SuvaTOG 0 TPOGOIOPIGHOG TMV
OTOUIK®V eMOPAcE®V TV avesdptntev petafintov oty eoptnuévn petafinty. Etotr amod
TOV PETOOYNHOTIONO THG pueTafAntng department mpoxbdmrovv déka dummies, 6ca kot ta levels
and ta omoio. omoteheital, evd avtiotoyo omd v petaPint salary mpokvmTovv Tpeig
dummies. H yevdopetaPAnt mov pével eKtdg TG eKmaidevons tov akyopibpov, givorl vt mov
Ba amoteléoel 10 eminedo avaPOPas pog, Kotd v epunveio tov povtélov (Gujarati & Porter,
2009).

To telko dataset mov Oa ypnoomomcovpe Yoo TV ekmaidevon tov adyopifuov, amoteleitat
ouvolkd amd 19 petafintég évavtt twv 10 mov giyape apykd. Znv euwova 26 Prérovpe tig 10

TPAOTEG EYYPOPES TOL avadlopopemuévon tAéov dataset twv employees.

satisfacti last_eval projects average_ time_ .  Promoti Dep_ma Dep_  Dep_ D D D I I
worl an an
on_ uation_ worked_ montly_ spend_ ork on_last_ Attrition Dep_hr Dep_IT nageme marketi product P P P P ssan.. |saan-

N accident RandD  sales support technical low medium
level rating on hours company Syears nt ng mng

3.8 53
8.0 8.6

167
272
282
169
163
257
269
234
152
315

1.1 8.8
3.7 5.2
4.1 5.0
1.0 77
9.2 8.5
8.9 10.0
4.2 53
1.1 8.1
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Ewova 26. Dataset Employees for Logistic Regression

Xe autd cvumeptlopfavovtol ol UETAPANTEG TOL EMMESOL 1KAVOTOINoMg Kot Tov Pabuov
terevtaiog a&lohdynong tov epyalopévav, ot omoieg AAUPAVOLY TPAYHOTIKEG TIUES, OTMG
avapépnke koau oto Kepdhowo 2. EmumAéov ocoppetéyovv ot petaPAntég tov apBpod tmv
projects, tov HEcOV UNVIKIOV OPOV EPYOCIOC KL TMV ETMV AIAGYOANCNG 0TV £T01pio, OTOV

oleg AapPavouy oaképateg TEG, Omm¢ emiong avaeépdnke oto Kepdiao 2. AxoArovBwmg
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TEPIAAUPAVOVTOL Ol KOTNYOPIKES HETOPANTEG TOV AvVaPEPOVTOL GTNV VTAPEN N U1 EPYATIKOV
OTUYNLOTOC KoL OTIV AYN 1 1N TPOOy®YNG EVTOG TEVINETIOG, Ol 0moieg AapPAvouy TYEG TNG
poperic “0” N “1”. Téhog, oto véo dataset mepihapPdvovror ot evvéa omd TG Séka
YELOOUETAPANTES TTOL APOPOVV Ta dLAPOPO. TUALOTA TG ETALPTING, EEAPOVUEVOL TOV TUNLOTOC
accounting kot ot 800 amd TIC TPEIC YELSOUETOPANTES OV APOPOVV TO. EMIMESH TOV WGODV,
eEapovpévon tov emmédov high, ot omoleg 0nmwg avaeépbnke mapandve sivar eniong ditieg

™G popeng “07” 1 “1”.

"Yotepa and v Tpo-encéepyacio TV 0e00UEVMVY KOl LETE TOV SLOWOPIGHO TOVE GE VITOGVLVOAD,
Tov training set kot tov test set oe mocootd 70% kot 30% ovticToyo, dnmg TpoovaPEPONKE
oTNV apyYn TOV TAPOVTOG KePoAaiov, eipaocte mAEov oe Béom vo TPOYWPNCOLUE OTNV
gknaidevon tov aiyopibuov poc. H dwdikacio mov Oa akolovbnoovpe yioo vo katoAn&ovpe
OTNV KOTOOKELT TOL TEAKOV VWOOEIYUOTOG, €lval aLTH TNG TPOOSEVTIKNG M OTOOIKNG
andppyng Tov petofintov (backward stepwise elimination) (Hastie & et al, 2009). Eexivoidue
AouTdv, HE TNV EQAPLOYN TOL alyopiBLov GTO TANPEG LOVTEAD, GTO OTOI0 GLUTEPIAAUPAVOVTOL
O0leg ot petaPAntéc mov meptypdenkav mapandve. Ensita, agaipodue otadiokd petafAntés,
po Ka0e eopd, ovthg mov gival AyOTEPO GNUOVTIKN Yo TNV OVOAVLOY| HOG. XTOUATOVUE TNV
dwdwkacio aeaipeong petafAntdv omd 1o poviédo, Otav amopeivouv 6e avtd HOVO Ol

OTOTIOTIKA CNUOVTIKESG PETAPANTES, OempdvTag eninedo onuavtikotntag to 0,05.

‘Eto1, 610 mepifdiriov g R epapudlovpe tov adyoptBpo e AOYIGTIKNG TOALVOPOUNONG GTO
TANPES LOVTELD, KoAdVTag TNV cuvaptnon glm kot opiCovtag family=binomial. H chvoyn tov

amotelecpdtev mov Aappdvooue tapatifetal oty gikova 27.
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call:
gIm(formula = Aattrition ~ ., family = binomial, data = training_set)

Deviance Residuals:
Min 10 Median iq Max
-2.1622 -0.6690 -0.4116 -0.1237 3.0847

Coefficients:
Estimate Std. Error z value Pr>|z|)

(Intercept) -1.3392483 0.1618115 -B.277 < 2e-16 ##%
satisfaction_level -0.3998073 0.0081434 -49,0968 < 2e-1§ ***
last_evaluation_rating 0.0591654 0.0123553 4.789 1.68e-06 %%
projects_worked_on -0.2663297 0.0163143 -16.325 < 2e-16 #*=*
average_mont1y_hours 0.0042351 0.0004309 9.829 <« 2e-1g #¥®
time_spend_company 0.2552213 0.0129494 19.709 <« 2e-1f #¥*®
wWork_accident -1.5444684 0.0764043 -20.214 < 2e-16 #%%
promotion_last_Syears -1.3422829 0.2126545 -6.312 2.75e-10 #%*%
Dep_hr 0.2425442 0.1096115 2.213 0.0269 *
Dep_IT -0.2201836 0.1023857 -2.151 0.0315 *
Dep_management -0.4026022 0.1326162 -3.036 0.0024 ==
Dep_marketing -0.1079769 0.1118341 -0.966 0.3343
Dep_product_mng -0.1120151 0.1078780 -1.038 0.2991
Dep_RandD -0.7100806 0.1242241 -5.716 1.09e-08 ##*%
Dep_sales -0.0730182 0.0857941 -0.851 0.3947
Dep_support 0.0127687 0.0918272 0.139 0.8894
Dep_technical 0.0607131 0.0894700 0.679 0.4974
salary_low 1.8777441 0.1059425 17.724 < 2e-16 #%%
salary_medium 1.3572344 0.1065481 12.738 < 2e-16 #=*
signif. codes: 0 *“*¥%° 0,001 ‘%=’ 0,01 **' Q.05 *." 0.1 * "1

(Dispersion parameter for binomial family taken to be 1)
Null deviance: 23049 on 20997 degrees of freedom

Residual deviance: 18145 on 20979 degrees of freedom
AIC: 18183

Number of Fisher Scoring iterations: 5

Ewxova 27. Apyixo novrélo Logistic Regression

‘Eyxovtag mAéov pio TpAOTN €KOVE TOV OTOTEAECUATOV TOV TPOEKLYOAV amd TOV aAhyoplOuo,
UTOPOVLLE VO EEKIVIIGOVE TNV TPOCAPOYN TOL HOVTEAOV, EMAEYOVTOGC TNV UeTABANnT Tov Oa
TPETEL VA, APUPEGOVUE TPMTN ard ovTd. [EVIKG WADVTOC, TO HETPO TOV HOC VITOOEIKVOEL TNV
onUovVTIKOTNTO KAbE petofAnmc kot pag kebodnyel oe ot v dwdikacio eival to p-value.
'Etot agarpovpe Tic petafAnTéc mov gival Un oTOTIGTIKG GNUAVTIKES, EEKIVOVTOC amd aUTH TO
glvar AMyotepo ONUOVTIKY, omd TIG LIOAOWTEG WUN ONUOVTIKEC METaPANTEC. MN oTaTIoTIKA
ONUOVTIKEG gival o1 puetaPAnTéc ekeivec, yuo TIg omoieg To p-value tovg givar peyoddtepo Tov
EMTEOOV GNUAVTIKOTNTOG TOV £YovUE opioel. AvTtd onuaivel OTL Yo TIG LETOPANTEG QVTEG, OeV
VIAPYEL cvoyETion pe v e€aptnuévn petoPAnty attrition, dniadn dev cuvveloEipovy otV

OVOAVGT TOL LOVTELOV LLOG.

Baoet tov amoteléopoto g eikovog 27, Brémovue 611 o peyaAvtepo p-value = 0,8894 1o £xet
N petafint Dep_support. Ondte TpoymPodUe GTNV APAIPEST] TNG CUYKEKPLUEVIG UETAPANTAG
Kot Eavatpéyovue tov aAyoplOpo, mpokelévon va eréyEovpe Eava T0, AmOTEAEGUOTO TOV VEOL

LOVTEAOV UE TIG VEES TIUEC TmV P-Values.
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call:

glm{formula = Attrition ~ .

data = training_set)

Deviance Residuals:
Min 10
-2.1660 -0.6691

Median
-0.4117

Coefficients:

(Intercept) -1
satisfaction_level -0.
last_evaluation_rating 0.
projects_worked_on -0.
average_mont ly_hours 0.
Time_spend_company 0.
wWork_accident -1.
promotion_last_5Syears -1.
Dep_hr 0.
Dep_IT -0.
Dep_management -0.
Dep_marketing -0.
Dep_product_mng -0.
Dep_RandD -0.
Dep_sales -0.
Dep_technical 0.
salary_Tow 1.
salary_medium 1.

Signif. codes: 0 “##=%' Q.

(Dispersion parameter for

Null deviance: 23049
Residual deviance: 18145
ATIC: 18181

3Q

-0.1237

. 3301798
3997759
0591795
2662990
0042344
2551788
5443182
3426628
2332246
2295033
4118418
1172865
1213397
7193922
0823376
0513811
8779294
3573549

001 G
binomial

on 20997
on 20980

- Dep_support, family = binomial,

Max
3.0847

Estimate 5td. Error z value pr(>=|z|)

0.1480662 -B.984 <« 2Ze-16
0.0081402 -49.111 <« 2e-16
0.0123550 4.790 1.67e-06
0.0163127 -16.325 < 2e-16
0.00043209 9.828 <« Ze-16
0.0129457 19.711 < 2e-16
0.0763944 -20.215 < 2e-16
0.2126626 -6.314 2.73e-10
0. 0867067 2.690 0.007149
0.0773714 -2.966 0.003015
0.1147483 -3.589 0.000332
0.0895541 -1.310 0.190307
0.0844768 -1.436 0.150898
0.1046084 -6.877 6.11le-12
0.0535211 -1.538 0.123948
0.0591304 0.869 0.384877
0.1059330 7.728 < Ze-l6
0.1065434 12.740 <« 2Ze-16
0.01 *** 0.05 °." 0.1 °°

family taken to be 1)

degrees of freedom
degrees of freedom

NMumber of Fisher Scoring iterations: 5

Eixéva 28. Movtédo Logistic Regression ueta v apatn npocapuoyn

1
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Bdocel tov vE@V avodSOUOPQOUEVOV OTOTEAEGUATOV TNG EKOVOG 28 KOTUANYOLUE GTO

ovumépooua Ot 1 ueTaPAnTh mov mpémel vo, apapedel apéomg petd eivon Dep_technical,

KaBmg £xel TNV vyYNAOTEPT TN Tov P-value n omoia wovTon pe 0,3848. EnavaAaupavovue to

oLYKEKPIUEVO Prpa, aeapdvtag dwdoykd tig Dep_marketing, Dep_product_mng, Dep_sales

kabog dwmotddnke 6t to p-value touvg eivor LYNAOTEPO TOL EMITESOV CNUAVTIKOTNTOG.

KotaAyovpe teMkd 010 HOVTEAO TNg €1KOVAG 29, OTOL OAEC Ol PETOPANTEG Elval OTATIOTIKA

ONUOVTIKES, EMOUEVAMG [LE OVTO UITOPOVUE VO TPOYWPNCOVUE GTNV TPOPAEYT] TV KAAGE®DVY Yid

v petaPAintn attrition.

39



call:
glm{formula = Attrition ~ . - Dep_support - Dep_technical - Dep_marketing -
Dep_product_mng - Dep_sales, family = binomial, data = training_set)

Deviance Residuals:
Min 1q Median Elv] Max
-2.1482 -0.6682 -0.4120 -0.,1244 3.0705

coefficients:
Estimate 5td. Error z value Pr(=|z|)

(Intercept) -1.3647478 0.1439748 -9.479 < 2e-16 #**
satisfaction_Tlevel -0.3997713 0.0081362 -49.135 < 2e-16 #=%®
last_evaluation_rating 0.0594460 0.0123497 4,814 1.48e-06 =##
projects_worked_on -0.2648340 0.0162958 -16.252 < 2e-16 #=®
average_montly_hours 0.0042351 0.0004306 9.835 < 2e-16 #%®
time_spend_company 0.2530509 0.0129079 19.604 <« Ze-16 =#=%
work_accident -1.5424579 0.0763445 -20.204 < 2e-16 ##*®
promotion_last_5years -1.3457767 0.2119824 -6.349 2.17e-10 ##=*
Dep_hr 0.2688946 0.0793284 3.390 0.000700 ===
Dep_TIT -0.1936908 0.0689788 -2.B0OB 0.004985 *#¥
Dep_management -0.3746626 0.1091394 -3.433 0.000597 ==*
Dep_RandD -0.6838606 0.0985718 -6.938 2.99e-12 #%*
salary_low 1.8765707 0.1058868 17.722 < 2e-16 #**®
salary_medium 1.3554463 0.1065141 12.726 < 2e-16 #=%=®
Signif. codes: 0 "##=' Q_001 ***' 0.01 *** 0.05 *.’ 0.1 * * 1

(Dispersion parameter for binomial family taken to be 1)

Null deviance: 23049 on 20997 degrees of freedom
Residual deviance: 18154 on 20984 degrees of freedom
AIC: 1B182

Number of Fisher Scoring iterations: 5
Eixova 29. Teliko puovtédo Logistic Regression

BAémovpe Aowmdv 0Tl T0 TEMKO HOVTEAO OV TPOEKLYE GO TOV OAYOPIOUO TNG AOYIGTIKNG
TaAvdpounone, amoteleitarl amd T1g aveEapnieg petafAntég satisfaction level, last evaluation
rating, projects worked on, average monthly hours, time spend company, work accident kot
promotion last 5years. Exniong, cvunepthapufdavoviar o€ avtd ot yevdopetofAntég salary low
ko salary_medium mov mpoékvyav amd Ty petatponn thg apyikng petafintng salary kot ot
onoieg avagépovtar oto enineda obdv low kot medium. TELog, 6T0 HOVTELO GUUUETEOLV
opopéveg amd TG WELOOUETAPANTEG MOV KOTOOKELAGOUE OO TNV OpylK HETOPANTH TOL

department, ot omoieg apopovv ta tpunpote HR, IT, Management kot R&D.

Ao T1G TWEG TOV GUVTEAESTOV TOUAVOPOUNGNC, UTOPOVUE V. Kpivovue oo gival to péyebog
g enidpaong mov ackeital, omd v kdbe petaPAnti otV eUEAvion Tov TPOPANUATOS TNG
gpyootakng ehopdg, Kabmg Kot TV katebBvvor g enidpacng mov aoKeitatl omd avTéG, ONAndT|
av emdpovv Oetikd M apvnTiKd o€ aVTO. ZeKWOOHE AowmdV, UE TNV OATOTUTMCN TMV
OTOTEAECUATOV TTOL TPoEKLYaV PAcel TG ewkdvag 29, amd v UeTafAnT| Tov aokel TNV
HEYOADTEPT EMIDPOCT GTNV EUPAVICT] TOV PULVOUEVOD, TPOG OTN UE TNV WIKPOTEPT| EMIOPACT).
BAémovpe Aowmdv, 611 yio v yevdopetofanth salary low o cvviedeotic mokvépdunong
oovton pe 1,88, yeyovog mov vmodnhavel 61t av petafindel o picbog tov epyalopévav and
vynidg (high) o yauniog (low), Ba £xet ocav cuvéneia vo avéEnbodv ot AoyapBuikég amodocels
(log-odds) g eppdaviong epyoaciokng @Bopdg katd 1,88. Tnv apéowng peyaAdtepn emidpaocn

oV gpyactokn @Bopd PAémovpe 0tL ackel n petafAnty work accident, g omoiag OpmG 0
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GUVTEAEOTNG EYEL apPVNTIKO Tpdonuo. Avtd onuaivel 0Tt ov KAmowog epyalOUEVOG LITOGTEL
KOO0 EPYOTIKO ATOYMUO, Ol AOYOPIOUIKES OTTOOOCELS TG EPYACIOKNG (POPAS UEIDVOVTAL KOTH
1,54. AxoAovBei 1 yevdopetofantr salary_medium, Baoet g omoia PAEmovpe O6tL av o uebog
petafindei amd vymAog oe pecaing KAMPOKOS, TOTE 01 AOYUPIOUIKES OTODOGEIS TG EPYACIOKNG
@Bopdg avéavovral katd 1,36. Avtictoryov peyébovg emidpacm, oAAd mpog TNV ovtifetn
katevBovon, ackel | petoPfAntr promotion_last_Syears, cOupova pe v omoio av KAToog £t
AaPel Tpooymyn ta TeAevTaia S ¥povia, TOTE oL AoyaplOkég anoddoels Tov attrition peidvovron
xatd 1,35. Emiong apvntikn emidpaon otig AoyopBpukés amnodocelg tov attrition, ackel 1
petaxivion evog epyalopévouv amd to Tuiua Tov accounting oe avtd tov R&D, kabmg dmmg
eaiverarl amd v yevdouetafint) dep_RandD, peiwvovton katd 0,68. Baoet g petafintmg
oV emmédoL Kavomoinong, PAémovpe 6Tl av avt avénbel kotd o povéda, totE Ol
AoyoplBpkég amoddoelg g epeaviong epyastokng eBopdg peidvovron katd 0,40. Ilpog v
oo katevBuvon emdpd kot 1 petokivnon evog epyalopévov amd To TURUO. TOL accounting ce
avtd Tov management, agov oénwc PAEmovE 0dNYel og pelwon TV AoyaplBUiK®V amodocemv
katd 0,37, evd avtifeto n petakivnon and To Tufa Tov accounting oto hr, odnyei e avénon
avtov kotd 0,26. Excita, mopotnpodue 6Tt 1 advénon tov opibpod tov project kotd puo
povada, odnyel oe peimon t@v AoyoplOuikedv amoddcewv katd 0,26, evd ovtibeta 1 avénon
KOTO po Lovado Tov oplfpod Tov eTOV amacyOAnong oty etaipio, odnyel o€ avénon avtov
katd 0,25. Téhog, n povadwoio avénoen tov Pabuod g terevtaiog a&lordynong PAémovue 6Tl
ovpuparier oty avénon tov AoyoplBuiko®v aroddoemv tov attrition katd 0,05 evd 1 advénon

TOV HECOV UNVICiOV opdv epyaciag oe avénon avtav kota 0,004,

‘Exovtag mAéov Olopoppdcel 10 TEAIKO HOVTEAO TOL aAyopifuov, elpacte oe Oéom va
TPOYWPNOGOLUE GTNV TPOPAeYN TG KAdong, mov avikel M kdbe mopathpnon. Bdoel tng
Oeopntikng amotinwong mov mponyninke oto Kepdhawo 1, yvopilovue 611 0 adydpiBuog g
AOYIOTIKNG TTOAVOPOUNoNG €EAYEL G amoTéLecpa TV ThavoTTa TG e£0pTNUEVNG LETABANTAG,
va avikel oe kdbe Eeymprotm xhdom. ‘Etol, dedopévov 0Tt 0 oAyopiOuog mpoPAémel v
mOavoTTO KAOE VITOAAR OV va TapattnOel, avTd OV amatteiTol aTd TAELPAS oG VO TPAEOLLLE,
glvar vo, emAégovpe T0 KOTAAANAO cOvopo, Pdoel Tov omoiov Oa yivetar o Slo®PIGUOC TV

TapaTPHoEnv oty Kabe KAdon, to onoio kakeital ovvopo amdpacng (threshold).

levikd, oe kdOe mpdPAnua ta&ivounong eivarl 1d1aitepo, GNUOVTIKY 1 ETIAOYH TOL GLVOPOL
amopaons, kabmhg Bo mpénel pécw awtov va divetar N amapaitnty Papdtnra oty KAAGT TOL
LOG EVOLOPEPEL TEPIOTOTEPO. XTO TAPOV TPOPANUA, LEYAADTEPT CNUACIA Y10, EUAC £XEL 1) OOOGTN
TPOPAeyYN ¢ KhGong “1”, Bdoel g onoiag TpoPfAénetar mote évag epyalopevoc Oa mapaitnOel
amd v etapio. Apa, avtd wov emilBopodue omd to povtédo uag givol vo pog divel 660 1o
duvatdov vynhotepo true positive rate. H xaumnddn ROC eivar avty mov pag diver o

TanTOYpOVN €IKOVa, ™ uetaffoAng tov true positive rate xor tov false positive rate, oe
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ovvdvaoud pe Tig petoPoréc tov Tipdv tov threshold. H anewdvion avtig, pog Pondaé va
OTTOKTIGOVUE MO TTPATY AVTIANYT GYETIKA UE TO OO €ival TO 100VIKO O1G0TNUHA, LEGOH GTO
omoio Tpémel va opicovpe To0 oHVOPo amdPacns, Yo To TPOPANUe. mov e&etalovpe. Ttnv
TPOKEUEVT TEPIMTOOT, COUP®VO. PE TNV gikova 30, PAEmovpe Ot av opicovpe threshold peta&d
0,2 ko 0,3 e€aocparifovue éva tkavomomtikd true positive rate, diotnpmdvTag TOVTOXPOVO TO
false positive rate o oyetikd younAd eninedo. apdrinia, yvopilovpe OTL (o, GLVETH ETAOYT
givan va opicovpe to threshold ico pe v cuyvoémta epedaviong Tov eowvopévou (event rate).
Amd tov vmoroyiopd Aowdv, tov event rate téco ota dedopéva Tov training set, 6o kol oe
avtd Tov test set, mpoxvmrel 6T TO event rate wovton pe 0,24, Tiun mov euminTel 6TO ST

(0,2, 0,3) mov pog vEdeEe n koumvin ROC.

] [a3]
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o o o 0.1 o
(1] (]
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B o e
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False positive rate

Eicova 30. Kourdln ROC poviédov Logistic Regression

Opilovue Aowmov, cdvopo amdeacng ico pe 0,24 kol wpoywpovue otnv TaEvVOUNon ToV
dedopévov og kabe KAGon, evd €nerto agloloyovue To amoTeAEGHOTO QVTHG TG TaSvounomng.
Y& Tp®TO 0TAd0 M TPOPAEYN TNG KAAONG KOL O VTOAOYIGUOG TOV METPO®V aEI0AOYNONG TOV
aAyopifuov yiverar yu ta dedopéva tov training set kot émetta yuo ta dedopéva tov test set.
Avdloya pe 10 OG0 peydleg | PIKPEG etvan ol AmoKAMGOELS 6Ta HETPA a&loAOYNONG, HETAED TOV
training set kot tov test set, domotdvovpe av avtyetorilovpe mTpoPAnua overfitting 1 ox

avtioctolya.

Ta, anoteréopato TOV PETPOV aELOAOYNONG TOL TPOEKLYOV o TA 600 GUVOAD JESOUEVOV
nmapotifevior otov mivako 9. Mg ulo Tp®OTN TOPOTNPNON TOV OTOTEAECUATOV OLTAOV,
dmotdvovpe 0Tl 01 amooTdoelg HeToEd Tav péETpov tov training set kou tov test set givau
WIKPEG, EMOUEVOC KOTOAYOUUE OTO OLUmEPOCUO OTL Ogv  ovTueTomilovpe TPOPANUL

overfitting, ondte PITOPOVLE VO TPOYOPTCOVLE TNV TEPALTEP® AEIOADYT|GT) TOV HOVTELOV.
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Evaluation Metric Training set Test set

Accuracy 0,742 0,744
Precision 0,473 0,476
Recall 0,752 0,768
Specificity 0,739 0,736
F1 Score 0,581 0,588
AUC 0,817 0,826

Iivokog 7. Métpa AZ1oAdynone uovtéloo Logistic Regression

A&oloydvtag v TpoPAenTiK tKavoTTo TOV 0AyopiBov ota dyvooto dedopéva tov test set
dmoTdvovpe 0Tl T0 HOVTEAD pog TaEvounoe omaotd 10 74,4% TtV TopoTNPCEDY, GUVERTMG
70 T0600T0 AdBovg og avtd (error rate) wovtan pe 100-74,4 = 25,6%, T0606TO TOV PAVEPDVEL
mv pétpla emidoon Tov HOVIEAOL oTa dyvoota dedopéva. AkoloVOws, cOUE®VO HE TO
precision damot®vovpe 6Tt BAcel ToL GLVOLOL aVTOV TToV TPoEPreye OTL Bo amoywpNGoLY
amd v gpyacia tovg, atordynce opfd nog to 47,6% tov vraAliiov. Aniodrn to povtéro
nmapovctdlel younin oxpifeia otnv etk mpoPreyrn. H ocvykekpévn kokn emidoon tov
povtéhov vodnidvel tavtdypova v vapén vymiov false positive rate. Akolovbwg, and to
recall xou to specificity BAémovpe 6t mpoéPreye cwotd porg to 76,8% tov cuvorov TOV
gpyalopévov mov mPAyHaTL amoydpnoay amd v gpyocio Toug kot to 73,6% ovtdv mov
TPAYUATL TOUPAUEVOLY GTNV ETALPIN, TOGOGTH To 0ol dev eivar Waitepa tkavomomTikd. TToAy
Kakn emidoomn onuewmvetal Kot otov dgiktn tov F1 Score mov obtan pe 58,8%, yeyovog mov
dkooAoyeitan amd TG kakég emddoelc Tov precision kor tov recall, xkabohg amotelel Tov
appovikod péco tovg. Téhog, 1o AUC mov amoteAel uétpo g mPOPAETTIKNG KOVOTNTOC TOL
HOVTEAOL Elval UETPIMG IKOVOTTOMTIKO, GE GYECT L€ TO GploTo mov Oa eiyape ov woovtay pe 1,
kaOdg 010 TapdV povtéro teobtan pe 0,82, Tvvolikd Aomdv, SOMGTOVOVUE OTL TO UOVTEAD
7OV TTPOKVTTEL ald TOV aAYOPIOUO TG AOYIGTIKNG Takvdpounong dev divel 1dtaitepa. a&ldmarta
OTOTEAECUATO, TPOKEUEVOD VO, YEVIKEVTEL yloo TV mPOPAeyn ¢ KAAONG GAADV AYVEOOT®V

dedopévav.

3.3 MONTEAO TAEINOMHXHX DECISION TREES

O enduevoc aAydpifuog mov Bo ¥PNGIUOTOMGOVUE Y10 TNV ovdAveN TV dedouévmv e Baong
uog givar avtog tmv Aévipov Amdeacng (Decision Trees). Xto cuykekpipuévo olyopifuo dgv
amotteitat vo TpoPolie 6€ KATolo LETATPOTT| TOV KATYOPIK®V PeTafAntdv oe dummies, mote
VO UTOPEGOLV VO GUUTEPUANPBOVY GV avaAvon pog 0Ttmg Tpdéape Tpv, Kabdg o alyopdpog
SOVAEVEL E1TE Y10 KATNYOPIKES €lTE Yo cuveyelg petafintéc. H popon g Paong dedopévav mov
YPTCULOTOIOVLE YO TNV AVAALGT TOL aAyopiBuov TapatiBeton oty euwcova 31 ko givar idtag
HOPONG LE OLTH OV TTEPLypaenke otnv apyn tov Kepoiaiov 2. Amaptiletor dniadn ond Tig

déxa,  petaPAntég mov ocvumepthopfavovior otn  Pdon  dedopévov  «employeesy  mov
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ypnowonotovpe. [pog vrevBipion 6cwv avaeépdnikay oto Kepdrato 2, 10 cUvoro dedopévmv
TV epYalOpEVOV OmOTELEITOL OO TIC TEVTE OPOUNTIKEG LETUPANTEG TTOL 0POPOVY TO EMIMESO
Kovoroinong, tov Padbud tekevtaiog a&loldoynong, Tov aplfud twv Projects, tig pEcec unviaieg
wpeg gpyaciog, To €T amacyOAnong oty etaipio, kabdg kol amd TIG TEVIE KOTNYOPIKES
petafintég mov oyetiCovior pe v VmopEn EPYOTIKOD OTUYAMOTOS, TNV ANYN KOTOG
TPOAYWOYNG TO TEAELTOLO TEVTE YPOVIQ, TOV TOUED OTOGYOANCTG, TO UoBoAoyKd eminedo Kot

v Omapén epyaciakng Bopac.

average_

satisfaction_ last_evaluati projects_ time_spend work_ promotion_ .
level on_rating worked_on montly_ _company accident last_5years department  salary Attrition
hours
1 3.8 53 3 167 3 0 0 sales low
2 8.0 8.6 6 272 6 0 0 sales medium
3 1.1 8.8 8 282 4 0 0 sales medium
4 3.7 5.2 3 169 3 0 0 sales low
5 4.1 5.0 3 163 3 0 0 sales low
6 1.0 7.7 7 257 4 0 0 sales low
7 9.2 8.5 6 269 5 0 0 sales low
8 8.9 10.0 6 234 5 0 0 sales low
9 4.2 5.3 3 152 3 0 0 sales low
10 11 8.1 7 315 4 0 0 sales low

Eixova 31. Dataset Employees for Decision Trees

Amd v epapuoyn tov adyopibuov Decision Trees ota dedouévo, Tov training set, Aappdvoupe

L0 GOVOYT] TV OTOTEAEGUATOV TOV, OTMG epPavifovtal oty gikova 32.

classification tree:

tree(formula = as.factor{attrition) ~ ., data = training_set)

variables actually used in tree construction:

[1] "satisfaction_lewvel" "projects_worked_on" "last_evaluation_rating"
[4] "average_montly_hours" "time_spend_company"

Mumber of terminal nodes: 12
residual mean deviance: 0.2318 = 4864 / 20990
Misclassification error rate: 0.02762 = 580 / 20998

Eixova 32. Zvvontikd arotedéouara Decision Tree

Am6 ta amoteléopata avtd, PAETOVE OTL GTO POVTEAO OV TPOEKLYE OO TNV EKTAIOELGT TOV
alyopiBuov, ypnowomomnkay ¢ KOUPOL ATOPUOTG KOTE TNV TPOCHPUOYH TOL OEVTIPOL
amOPOoNG, TEVIE Ao TIC aveEAPTNTES LETAPANTEG. ZVYKEKPLUEVO CUUTEPIAMNOONKE TO EMimedO
Kovoroinong tov gpyalouévav, o apudc tov project mov avoroufdvovv, To amoteléouata
™m¢ TteAevtaiog afloAdynone Tovg, Ol HEGEC UNVIOHEC MPEC €PYOCIOG TOLG KoL T €11
omacyOAno”g tovg oty etatpia. BAémovpe emimAéov 6t1 mpoékvyov cuvolikd 12 tepuatikol
KouPot katd v ekmaidevon Tov dévipov katl Télog damiotdvovpe 61t to misclassification

error rate, mov d&iyvel T0 PHEGO TOGOGTO OVOLOLOYEVELNC TTOV VTTAPYEL GTOVE TEAMKOVG KOUPBOLC,
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dNAdN TO TOGOGTO TOV TAPUTNPNCE®Y 7OV ToSvoundnkav 6e GAAN KAdon amd vt Tov

TPAYUATL AVIKOVY, 1600TOL UE HOMS 2,76%, T0G0GTO TTOL givar Waitepa Yo unAo.

H popon tov dévipov mov mpoékvye amd v ekmaidevon tov aiyopibuov, @aivetor otnv
gwova 33. And v Bewpia, yvopilovpe 0TL 660 To YnAd Bpicketol o aveEaptntn petafintn
0TO O&VTIPO amOPACNG, TOCO HEYOADTEPT M EMIOPOCT TOL OOKEl, OTNV SUOPPOCN TOL
amoteAéopartog g e€opmuévn petaPintg (James & et al, 2013). 'Etol, omv mpokeipévn
TePInTOON TO EMiMEdO KOVOTOINGoNG TV £pYaloUEVAOV €ival O TLO ONUAVTIKOG TOPAYOVTOS Yl
To attrition, kaOah¢ PpiokeTan oTNY apyr TOL dEVIPOL, EVA TAVTOYPOVE PPICKETAL KOl GTOV VOl
€K TV 000 enduevav KOuPmv. H apéomg emdpevn mo onuovtikn petafAnt PAEmovpe 0Tt ivan
T £t omaoyOAnoNg otV etaupio, akolovbwe to TANBog Twv projects mov avoiapuPdavel kabe
gpyalopevog, énerta o Pabuog a&loAdynong tovg Kot TEA0G ol UEGEC UNVINIEG MPEG epyaciog

TOVG,.

satwsfactionTIeve\ <465
1

satisfaction level < 1.15 time_spend_gompany <4.5

projects_worked_on<3.5

last_evaluation rafing < 5.75 last_evaluation)_rating < 8.05

last_evaluation)_rating < 4.45 average_montly_hours < 216.5

—average_mony_hours <1715
f‘} satlswﬁg‘—‘ 0 0 time_spend_%ompany <65

0
1 0

0 1 0

Ecova 33. Awaypoupotinny Ansicovion Aévipov 12 pliwv

2NV CGLVEYEWD XPTOLUOTOIDVTAG TO OEVIPO 7OV EKTOUOEVTNKE, TPOYWPOVUE GTNV S1001KOCioL
TpoOPreyns ¢ KAGong Tov dedopévav tou training set kot £merto avtdv tov test set. "Yotepa
amd TV TPOPAEYN TV KAAGE®V KaBevOC GET dedoUEVmVY, TPOYWPOLUE GTNV 0EIOAGYNOT TOV
OTOTEAECUATOV OVTMV, TPOKELUEVOD VO EKTIUNCOVHE OV 1) EKTAiOEVOT TOL okyopifuov divel
a&omioto omoteléouata i av ¥pNniel TapopeTpomoinong Kot exavekmaiosvong. Xtov wivake 10
guQaviCovTol GLVOTTIKG TO ATOTEAEGLOTA TOV HETPOV aEI0AOYNoNG TOV KUOE GET dedouévav.
Me po TpdTn potid PAémovpe 6Tt Too amoteAéopata Tov training set eivon oAb vymid, motdéco

70 1610 VYMAQ givar kot To amoteléopara Tov test set. Ot dapopéc TV TIHMY Tovg gviomilovtal
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Kupiog ot eminedo axpifelag TETOPTOV SEKAIIKOD YNPiov, OTOTE UTOPOVLE VO, GUUTEPAVOVLE

ot dev avtipetonilovue TpdPAnua overfitting.

Evaluation Metric Training set Test set
Accuracy 0,9723 0,9721
Precision 0,9676 0,9679
Recall 0,9146 0,9132
Specificity 0,9904 0,9905
F1 Score 0,9404 0,9397
AUC 0,9704 0,9730

Iivaxac 8. Métpo A&ioAoynong Aévipoo 12 pvidwv

A&loAoy®mVTOG TO OTOTEAEGUOTO TTOL TPOEKVYOAY OO TOV OAYOpOHo oTa Ayvmoto dedopéva,
PAémovpe 611 taivounce oty cmot) KAdon to 97,2% Ttev mopotnpnoEwy, v onueince
10006Td AdBovg (error rate) mov avrtiotoryel poAg oto 2,8%. Emmdéov, Paoetl g TWNG TOL
precision, PAémovpe OTL TO HOVTIEAO GVUPOVA UE TO GOVOAO GVLTMOV 7oL TPOPAeye OTL Oa
amoympnoovy, a&loldynce cmotd 10 96,8% twv mepmtdoemv. Aniadn mapovstdlel vynin
akpifeia oty Betikn npdPreyn. And to recall ko to specificity PAémovpe 611 10 poviédo
evtomilel cwotd 10 91,3% TtV TEpITOCE®Y TOL TPAYUATL TapattovvTon Kot 0 99,1% avtdv
mov mopapévouv otny etapia avtiotoyya. To F1 score, mov Ommg MoM €xovpe ovapépet,
anoteAel TOV appovikd péco tov precision kot tov recall, wwovton pe 94,0%, 1060616 MOV Eivar
wWuitepa VYNAG, YeYOVOS OV dIKOOAOYEITOL OO TA VYNAG TOGOGTH TOL GTLELOVOVTOL KOl GTO.
dvo avtd pétpa. Téhog to AUC mov amoterel to pétpo mov ekppalel v mpoPAemtikn
TKOVOTNTO TOV HOVTEAOV, OTNV TPOKELLEVT Tepintwon givar ico pe 97,3%, mocootd Winitepa
VYNAO o€ oyéon pe 1o dproto mov Ba elyape av wovtav pe 100%. Kabbg 6nmg paiveton kot
a6 v kaprdin ROC oy sikova 34, 10 1060616 TmV true positive mov mpokvwTovy 0d T0

povtélo givar oAd VYA evd avtictorya owtd Twv false positive sivor apketd yopuno.
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Eixova 34. Koumoin ROC uoviélov Decision Trees

[opd Ta vYNAE TOGOGTA TPOPAETTIKNG KAVOTNTOG TOV GLUYKEKPIUEVOL povTEAov, eEetdlovpe
TO EVOEYOUEVO MYNG OKOUTN KOADTEPOV OMOTEAEGUATOV, HEC® TNG OLUdIKACTIOG «KANOELATOG)
tov dévipov. T'o tov okomd owtd, ypnowomowovue ™V uéBodo tov cross-validation,
npocdopiloviag Tavtoypova o ot OtL Béhovpe va kabodnysitar omd To emimedo TOV
classification error rate (avti tng peToPANTOTNTOC), TPOKEIUEVOD Vo EEETAGOVUE TTOLOG Eival O
Béltiotog apBuds Tov KataAnKTik®v Koufwv tov dévipov (Kohavi, 1995).

$ size”
[1] 121110 & 8 7 & 4 2 1

fdev
[1] e05 829 77 B31 840 1105 1430 2185 3BOF 4999

$k
[1] -Inf 33.0 49.0 86.0 92.0 265.0 325.0 377.5 B811.0 1192.0

fmethod
[1] "misclass"”

attr{,"class")
[1] "prune" "free.sequence"

Ewxovo. 35. Aroteléouoza uedodov Cross-Validation

H ewodva 35, pag deiyvel g Slopop@@vovTal ot TWEG TOV SpOp®V TAPUUETP®VY, KaODS
petafaiietar 0 aplOpdc TV OAAMV TOVL JEVTPOL, OTME OVTEG TPOEKVYAY At TV YPNON TNG
uébodo cross-validation. Zvykekpipéva, 1 TapapeTpog Size avapEpeTal 6To GHVOLO TOV GOAA®V
tov dévipov, 1 dev oto cross-validation error rate kow m K otov dgiktn kOGTOLG-

TOAVTAOKOTNTOC, ONAAOT OTNV «Tovi» oL Oa Exovpe, av emiééovue peyolvtepo dévipo. I
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VO OTOKTGOVUE KOAVTEPT] AVTIANYT] Y10, TOL OTOTEAECUATO, TG EIKOVOG 35 Kol Vo KPIVOLE v
70 JéVTPO WOG YPELIlETol KKAUOENO», TPOXWPALE OTNV JSIOYPOUUATIKY GTEKOVICT] TV Error
rates oe ocvvaptnon pe TOo TANOOC TOV KOTOANKTIKOV KOUP®V KOl TOVL O&iKT KOGTOVLC-

TOAVTAOKOTNTOG GE GUVAPTNGT KE TO TANOOC TOV KOTUANKTIKOV KOUP®V.
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Eixova 36. Mioypopuotixiy aretkévion arnotelecuarwy Cross-Validation

Amd 1o anotehéopato Tov eKOvov 35 kot 36 PAémovpe OTL M YOUNAOTEPN TW GTO CroSS-
validation error rate kot 6Tov d€ikTn KOGTOLC-TOAVTAOKOTNTOG, CNUEIDVETOL OTHV TEPIATOON
Tov 12 koéuPov. Aedopévov OTL T0 apyIkd UaG dEVTpo «oavomTuyxOnkey kol katéinée oe 12
TEPUATIKOVG KOUPOLG, ocuvemdystor OTL dev givol oamapoitnto vo, mpoPovue 6€ KATO0
«cAadepay, kobmng ot 12 xotoAnktikoi kouPor eivor avtoli mwov pag egaceaiilovv To
younAotepo emimedo error rate. [lpoympodue moTOG0, GTOV EAEYYXO T®V OMOTEAECUATOV TTOV
TpoKkOTITTOVY a7Td TNV emidoyn 11 kan 10 pOAA@VY, Tpokeévoy va emPefatd@covpe Ty opBoTnTa
TOV GUYKEKPLUEVOL GUUTEPAGUOTOC. AV TO, ATOTEAEGHATO TTOV B0 TPOKHYOLVV amd TO KAASEUA,
TOV 0EVTPOV YEPOTEPEYOLY, TOTE Ba KoTaAnEovpe 6T apytkd dévtpo pe to, 12 guAla, evd av

Bektiwbovv o emdléEovpe avTd TOL SiVEL TO, KOAVTEPO ATOTEAEGLOTO.

To dévtpo mov TpokvRTEL 0d TNV emhoyn 11 Teppatik@v kouPfwv mopatifetar oty swdvo 37

KOl TO ATOTEAEG LT TV HETP®V 0ELOAOYNONG TOV, GNUEIMVOVTOL GUVOTTIKA 6ToV Ttivaka 11.
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satisfaction y level < 4 65

last_evaluation rating < 8.05

average_montly_hours < 216.5
time_spend dompany < 6.5

0 1 0

Eicova 37. Awaypoparicn Ametkovion oévipoo 11 poAlwv

Evaluation Metric Training set Test set
Accuracy 0,971 0,971
Precision 0,961 0,960
Recall 0,915 0,915
Specificity 0,988 0,988
F1 Score 0,937 0,937
AUC 0,969 0,972

Hivaxag 9. Métpo, A&ioAoynong Aévepov 11 poidwv

Yvuykpivovtag ta aroteléopata TV PETP®V aEloldynong T@v 000 SEVIPMV, SlOTIGTMOVOLE OTL
01 JLPOPEG LETAED TOVG etval UNOOUIVEG, LLE TO OTOTEAEGLOTA TOV OEVTPOL HE Ta 12 pOAha va
glval TNV TAEOYN L0 TOVG, VYNAOTEPO A0 OVTA TOL d€vTpov pe T 11 @OAAa. Movn e&aipeon
amoteletl to pétpo tov recall, o onoio av&dveror kat’ erdyloTo 6TO dEVLTEPO BEVTPO, YEYOVOG
OV VIOONAMVEL OTL TO dévtpo pe ta 11 @OAAa, gvtomilel oplakd meP1ocOTEPOVS VIOAAAOVG,

OV OTOY®POVV Amd TNV £TALPIaL.

AxoAoVB®G TO dEVTPO ATOPACTG TOL TPOKVITEL Ao TNV emAoyr] 10 @OAA®V €xel v popen
mov mopatifetal oty gwkova 38, evd ta PHETPA AEIOAGYNONG TOV, KOTOYPAPOVTIOL GTOV TIVOKOL

12 mopokdto.
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satlsfac’(ion{level <465

satisfaction [level < 1.15 time_spend

projects worked on<35

last_evaluation rating < 4.45
0 1

Eixova 38. Awaypopparticn Ametkovion oévipoo 10 pvAlwv

Evaluation Metric Training set Test set
Accuracy 0,968 0,969
Precision 0,949 0,953
Recall 0,917 0,916
Specificity 0,988 0,985
F1 Score 0,933 0,934
AUC 0,968 0,971

IHivaxag 10. Métpa A&ioloynong Aévepoov 10 poilwv

[Hopatnpodpe 6Tl AVTICTOY(O OMOTEAECUATO WPE TPV, CNUEIDOVOVTOL KOl GTNV TEPITTOOT TOV
dévipov pe ta 10 @OAla. Xtnv TAEOYNQIL TOV HETPOV CNUELOVETOL KOl TAA, EAQPPDG
yxapnAdtepn enidoon amd avTy TOL giyape 6To apykd dévpo, pe eaipeon to recall to omoio

av&avetal oplakd.

Ytov mivaxo 13 mopatiBeviol cLYKEVIPOTIKA OPIGUEVE OTTO TO OTOTEAEGUOTO TOV UETPOV
a&l0AGYNONG TOV TTPOEKLYOV OO TIG TOPUTAV® SOKIUEG. XVYKEKPIUEVA, KOTOYPAPOVTIOL TO
pétpo Tov AUC, tov accuracy kat tov recall, 6nmg avtd kotaypdenkay amd Ty xpnomn Tovg

ota dedopéva Tov training set ko Tov test set.

Nodes Set AUC Accuracy Recall

12 Training 0,970 0,972 0,915

Test 0,973 0,972 0,913
11 Training 0,969 0,971 0,915
Test 0,972 0,971 0,915
10 Training 0,968 0,968 0,917
Test 0,971 0,969 0,916

ITivaxog 11. Xovoruika omoteléouoza doxiuwy Decision Tree
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ZOUTEPAGLOTIKG AOUTOV, UTOPOVUE VA ETGTUAVOLUE OTL TNV LYNAOTEPT T oto pétpo AUC
ONUEDVEL TO 0EVIPO UE TOVG 12 TEpUATIKODG KOUPOVG, EVD OGO WEIMVOLUE TOV aplOUd TV
QOALOV, PHEIOVETOL Kot 00TO Kot eAdytoto. To id1o axpifog copfaivel Kot pe To, amoTeAEGHLOTO
NG GLVOAIKNG aKpifelag (accuracy) tov povtélov, 1 omoio EMIONG UELDVETOL CTOSIOKA UE TNV
ueioon tov OAMov. E€aipeon omwg &idope kot mopomdve arnotelel to pétpo tov recall, to
omoio avédvertal og pikpd Pabuod, kabmg peidvoovpe ta OAAL TOV dEVTPOL. AVTO VITOONADVEL
0Tl T0 povtéro, divel kaAvtepr TPOPAEYT Yio TO GUVOAO TV EPYALOUEVOV OV OTOYWPOVY OO
™mv etaupio, KaOOG perdveToL o aplipog TV TEPUATIKOV KOpPmv, dnAadn o apbuds tov False
Negative ocvotnpotikd HEOVETOL ZOUPOVO HE OGO TPOOVOPEPONKAV KATUAYOUUE GTO
copmépacpa 0Tl To apyKO OEVTIPO MOV eKTAdEVTNKE, He TOVG 12 tepuatikovg kopuPoug givan
avtd mov Sivel GuVOMKG To KOAVTEPA OmOTEAEoUATO TPOPAEyYNS, omdTe €lvar avtd TOL

EMAEYOLUE Y10 TNV HEAAOVTIKT TTPOPAEYT] AAADV AyVOOTOV dEOUEVOV.

2y ewova 39 mapovstdloviol Ta avaAVTIKA 6Totyelo Tov 0EVTpov TV 12 pOAL®Y, dtmg ovTd
TPOEKLY AV amd TNV OPYIKN €KTaideuon Tov aiyopiBuov. Xe ovtiy PAETOVLE TO GUVOLO TOV
KAoddv tov dévipov mov Swpopemdnkav, to Kpurnpw Pdost Tov omoimv yivetor o
Swyywpiopdc Tov dedopévav oe Kabe KOUPo amdPAoNS, TO GOVOAO TMV OESOUEVAOV TOL

katénéav o kabe kOUPo, TV amoOKAIoN TV dedopévev mov LVILapyEL o kaBéva amd avtoic,

4

mv Kupiopyn KAdon mov mpoPAémetar oe kdbe kAadl (“0” M “1’) ko 10 WOGOGTO TV
mapoInpoe®v mov Aopfdavovv v tun “0” ko “1” avtictorya. Téhog, ov actepiokot gival

0LTOL TOL VITOOINADVOLV TTOLOL ElVaL O TEPUATIKOL KOUPOL TOV SEVTPOV.

node), split, n, deviance, yval, (yprob)
# denotes terminal node

1) root 20998 23050.00 O ( 0.76192 0.23807 )
2) satisfaction_level <« 4.65 5856 7874.00 1 ( 0.39822 0.60178 )
4) satisfaction_level < 1.15 1213 0.00 1 { 0.00000 1.00000 ) *
5) satisfaction_level = 1.15 4643 6436.00 0 ( 0.50226 0.49774 )
10) projects_worked_on < 3.5 2725 2774.00 1 ( 0.20624 0.79376 )
20) last_evaluation_rating < 5.75 2362 1454.00 1 { 0.09229 0.90771 )
40) last_evaluation_rating < 4.45 86 0.00 0 ( 1.00000 0.00000 ) =
41) last_evaluation_rating = 4.45 2276 1008.00 1 ( 0.05800 0.94200 )
82) average_montly_hours < 171.5 2207 641.30 1 ( 0.03308 0.96692 )
164) satisfaction_level <« 3.55 37 15.56 0 { 0.94595 0.05405 ) =
165) satisfaction_level = 3.55 2170 382.70 1 ( 0.01751 0.98249 ) =
83) average_montly_hours > 171.5 69 57.11 0 ( 0.85507 0.14493 ) =
21) Tlast_evaluation_rating > 5.75 363 149,10 0 ( 0.94766 0.05234 ) =
11) projects_worked_on > 3.5 1918 1043.00 O ( 0.92284 0.07716 ) *
3) satisfaction_level > 4.65 15142 9671.00 0 ({ 0.90259 0.09741 )
6) time_spend_company < 4.5 12340 1938.00 O ( 0.98485 0.01515 ) *
7) time_spend_company > 4.5 2802 3B866.00 0 ( 0.54033 0.45967 )
14) last_evaluation_rating < §.05 1061 340.70 O ( 0.96230 0.03770 ) *
15) last_evaluation_rating = §.05 1741 2075.00 1 ( 0.28317 0.71683 )
30) average_montly_hours < 216.5 307 153.20 0 ( 0.93160 0.06840 ) =
31) average_montly_hours = 216.5 1434 1184.00 1 ( 0.14435 0.85565 )
62) time_spend_company < 6.5 1342 785.00 1 ( 0.08569 0.91431 ) =
63) time_spend_company > 6.5 92 0.00 0 ( 1.00000 O.00000 ) *

Eixova 39. Anoteléouoza Extonwong Tacrvounty Decision Tree
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ZuvovaoTikd pe v ekove 33 oy omoio wopaTEONKE 1 SYPOUUOTIKY] OEKOVICT] TOV
S€VTPOV, SOMGTOVOVUE OTL GTOV TPAOTO KOUPO AmOPACTG, TOV EMONUAIVETAL UE TOV oplOud 2
oV &wova 39, to KpPUMplo pe 10 omoio yivetal o Slay®Popdg TV dedouévev gival To
satisfaction_level < 4,65 ko n xvpiapyn kidon o avtdv givar to 1, kabbdg dnmwg emtonuaivetot
10 39,8% twv moapatmpnoeov AopuPavel v tun 0 evad to 60,2% v Tiun 1. Qotdéco, oty
MEPIMTOON UM  IKOVOTOINGNG TOV GLYKEKPIUEVOL Kprtnpiov, eac@aMlgTor KaADTEPOG
Saypiopog tov dedopévav, Kabdg Otmg eaiveTol oto ototyeio 3 g sikovag 39, to 90,3%
v mapotnpioeev Aappaver v T 0, eved to vaorowmo 9,7% AapPdver v ipm 1. Apa 1
Kuplapyn KAdon otov cuykekpipévo KopPo givar to 0. O apéomc emdUEVOS dY®PIGUOS TOV
dedopévov, yivetan emiong Pdoel tov satisfaction level, aAdd ywo tipég pukpotepeg tov 1,15.
Bdoetl avtod, n koplapyn khdon givon 1o 1, kabbg Prémovpe 61t 10 100% TV TOpUTNPRCEDV
OV KOTOANYoOUV G€ avtdv, Aappdver v ovykekpiuévn Tiun. Tavtdypova o GuykeKpluévog
Koupog PAémovpe 611 glvor TeppoTKOS. Avtifeto, otV MEPIMT®ON UN KOVOTOINONG TNg
TOPATAVE avVicOTNTaS, To T0G00Td dopopeavovtol 6to 50,2% war 49,8% yio v KAdom 0 ko
1 avtictoya. 10 1010 eminedo, 0 GALOG KOUPOG ATOPACTG EYEL KPLTHPLO Y10, TOV SLOYMPIGUO TMV
dedopévov, v petafint time_spend_company yia tipég pukpotepeg tov 4,5. Te avtdv, n
Koplapyn Kidon eivar 10 0, kobdg 10 98,4% TtV TopatnpRoe®y Tov €loNABOV GE aTOV
AOpPAvouy TV GUYKEKPIUEVT] TN, eved HOALG To 1,6% AouPdavel v Ty 1. O cvykekpiuévog
KOUPog eivol emioNg TEPUATIKOC, OTMG EMIOTUOIVETOL GTO OTOTEAEGUN UE TOV aplud 6 Tng
gwovag 39. Avtileta oty TEPITT®ON WOV OEV TKOVOVOTOLEITOL TO TOPOTAV® KPLTHPLO 1
Koplapyn KAGon eivar kat médt to 0, EVD TOPA O SLUYWOPIGHOS TOV TOPATPNCEDY YIVETUL GE
1060010 54,0% Ko 46,0% vrép e khaong 0. Ouoimg ene&nyobvtal Kol T OTOTEAEGUATO TOV
VIOAOIMOV KOUP®V amOQPACTG OV aKOAOVOODY. ZUVOTTIKA aVAQEPOVUE OTL GTO OUESMG
emOUEVO eminedo, TO KPLTHPLO dloy®piood TV dedopévav givar to projects worked on < 3,5
pe Kupiapyn kKAdon to 1. AxoloO0mg ota dvo emdueva KA, TO KPITHPLO S ®PIGHoD tvat
o last_evaluation_rating and v o yio Tipég pikpotepes tov 5,75 kat omd Ty GAAN Yo TIHES
ppotepeg Tov 8,05. Le avtd 1 emkparodoa Tun g KAdong ivar o 1 kot 1o 0 avtictoyo Kot
ot kopPot eivan teppartikol. Eneita, akolovBovv ot koppot andpacng pe Kpitnplo Soympiopond
to last_evaluation_rating < 4,45 ot to average_monthly hours < 216,5 ot omoiot éyovv
Kopiapyn KAdon to 0 kot eivon wiong teppatikol. LTo TPOTELELTOIO EMIMESO £YOVUE KPITHPLO
dwympiopwov to average_monthly _hours < 171,5 pe wvpiopyn khdon 1o 1. £t0 televtaio
eninedo Tov O&vipov, ot kOpPor amdpacng ivol emiong TEPUOTIKOL Kol €YOLV KPLTHPLL
dwympiopod to satisfaction_level < 3,55 oto omoio 1 xvpiopyn xkAdon eivar o 0 Kol toO

time_spend_company < 6,5 pe kvpiapyn kAdon to 1.

52



3.4 MONTEAO TAEINOMHXHX RANDOM FOREST

O 1pitog akydpBoc mov Ba ¥PNOLUOTOMGOVLE Yot TNV AVAALGT TV dedopUévev Hag, givat
avtdg tov Tvxaiov Aacov (Random Forest), o omoiog givar Topopolog AOYIKAG oTHG TV
dévTpav amogaons, kabdg 0nmg Tpoavapépinie oto Kepdiato 1, mpokidmtel and v avdmtuén
TOAALOTADV TapdAANAoV dévipmv. AvticTotya Aoumdv, 1 doun TV OESOUEVOV UOG TOPAEVEL
O pe ovt g ewovog 31 mov mapotédnke otV TPonyoLUEVN] VLIOEVOTNTO, KOOMG Oev
amarteiton va mpayparorondel kbmola nmpo-enelepyacio tov dedopévav. Epapuolovpe Aomdv,
Tov aAyopBpo Random Forest ota dedopéva ekmaidevomn kot AauPavov e TO ATOTEAECUOTO TNG

gwovag 40.

call:

randomForest{formula = Attrition ~ ., data = training_set, type = classification,

importance = TRUE)

Type of random forest: classification
Number of trees: 500
No. of wvariables tried at each split: 3
00B estimate of error rate: 0.97%
confusion matrix:
0] 1 class.error

0 15960 39 0.002437652
1 164 4835 0.032806561

Eixéva 40. Extorawon opyixod poviéiov Random Forest

Béoel avtrg, domiotdvovpe 61t 0 aplfpudg TV SEVIP®Y TOL avarTOYONKE, KOTA TNV EPAPLOYN
Tov aAyopifuov ota dedopéva ekmaidevong wovtan pe 500. Emiong, PAénovue 611 ota dévipa
avtd kébe kOpPog amdPacng, TPoEkvye omd TNV a&loAdYNoN TPUDV oveSAPTNT®V HETOPANTOV
Kka0e popd, evad to “Out of Bag error rate” 1 OOB error rate wcobvtor pe pomg 0,97%, yeyovoc
OV LTOONAMVEL TNV TOAD KOA TPOCOPHOYN Tov aAyopiBuov oto dedopéva exmaidevong.
Téhog, umopolpe va eTGTUAVOVUE OTL TO LOVTELO HOG, TPOyHaTomolEl KaAvTePT TPOPAEYT YO
™mv kAdon 0, mapd yia v kKhdon 1, émmg vrodnidvetar and ta classification error rates, mov

onuewwvovtot gniong oty gwkova 40.

210 onpeio avtd, eivon yprowo va emionudvovpe 6Tt o OOB error rate avagépetor otnv
EKTIUNON TOL HEGOV OPOL TOV COOAUAT®V, TOV TPOKVTTEL A0 TO GVVOAO TV 500 dévipwv TOL
exmoudevmrav (James & et al, 2013). Avalvtikdtepa, o€ GUVEXEIL OOV ovapEPONKaY otV
Oewpio Tov akyopiBuov mov mponynonke oto Kepdiowo 1, n Random Forest ypnowonote
EMOVOANTITIKA £Va SLAPOPETIKO VITOGVVOAO, TOU GLVOAOL OESOUEVAOV TTOV E1GAYOVTOL GE OVTH,
TPOKEWEVOD VO KOTAOKEVAGEL T0L TOAAATAG dévTpa amopdoemy. Enetta, petd v dnpiovpyio
ToV KdOe dévipov, Tpoympd otV TaEVOUNOT TOV 0Ed0UEVMY TTOL dE GLUUETELYAY T} Ttav “out
of bag” katd ™ dnovpyia tov dévipov. TEXog, amd 10 GLVOAO GLTOV TOV TAEIVOUNGEDY

A

voAoYilel TOV HEGO 0PO TOV CRUAUATOV TOL TPoskvyay, dniadn to “Out of Bag error rate” ,
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OOB error rate, mov avaEEPETAL GTO TOGOOTO TOV OES0UEVOV TTOL TaSvoundnkay ce GAAN

KAGOT amd QT TOV TPAYUATL AVIKAY.

Ta ovykekpipéva anoteAéopato wotdco, Tposkuyay and tig default tipég tov napapétpov tov
adyopifuov. ' Tov A0Y0 awtd TPoYWPOoLLE 0TIV eMeepyacio TOV SUPOP®V TAPAUETPOV TOV,
TPOKEWEVOL Vo EEAGPAAIGOVE, AV VITAPYEL, EVO aKOUN KOADTEPO LOVTELO, TO omoio Ba amavTd
KaAOTEPO Kot To 0E0mioto 6T0 TPOPANua mov egetdlovpe. Katd v dwdwkacio avt) Ba
YPTCULOTOUGOVLE OPICUEVO UOVO a0 TO. UETPO. OEIOADYNONG TOV HOVTEA®V, TPOKELUEVOL VO
glval mo GueoT Kol E0KOAN 1) GUYKPIOT) TOV AMOTEAEGUATOV KAOe dokiune. Xvykekpiuévo Oa
gotidloovpe oto OOB error rate, mov mpokbOmTel amd TV ddikacio exmaidevong Tov kdabe
povtédov, 10 AUC yia to training set kot to AUC yua. to test set. Emiléyovpe va e6Tid600HE 6TO
AUC, 31611 amoteAel éva amd To GNUAVTIKOTEP UETPO, AELOAOYNONG TOL LOVTEAOL UOG, KUOMG
uetpd to trade-off peta&d tov true positive rate (recall) ko tov false positive rate (1-
specificity). "Etotr 660 mo kovtd oto 1 givar n T tov, t660 VYNAGTEPN N TPOPAETTIKN

wkavotnTa Tov povtélov (Huang & Ling, 2005).

210 WPOPANUA TOL EMAVOVUE EXEL MEYOALTEPT oMuacic Yo gUdg va evtomicovpe O6GO TO
duvatov akpiéctepa v KAdon 1, dnAadn Tovg vTaAAAOVG ToL TTapattovvTal. o Tov Adyo
avtd EEKVAUE [LE TOV OPIGUO TOL GLVOPOL omdeacng ico pe 0,24. Tlpog vrevOdUIGN do®V
avagépbnkav atnv vrogvotta 3.1, o 0,24 avtictoyel oto event rate, Sniadn 610 TOGOGTO

TOV TOPALTIGEDV TOL £X0VV CGNUELWDOEL 1IGTOPIKA GTO GHVOAO TV JEGOUEVOV LLOG.

call:
randomForest (formula = as.factor{attrition) ~ ., data = training_set,
type = classification, importance = TRUE, cutoff = c(0.76, 0.24))

Type of random forest: classification
Number of trees: 500
No. of variables tried at each split: 3

00B estimate of error rate: 1.08%
Confusion matrix:
0 1 class.error
0 15868 131 0.008188012
1 96 4903 0.019203841

Eixova 41. Extorwon poviéiov Random Forest yio threshold=0.24

Egapudlovue gk véov tov akyopiBuo oto dedopéva tov training set and tov onoio Aapupavovue
T amoteAéopOTA TNG EkOvVag 41. Xe oyéon pe avutd g eikovog 40, PAémovpe 611 to OOB error
rate av&dvetor xKotd éva pikpd mwocootd omd 0,97% oe 1,08%. Tnv idw otiypn oumg, to
amoteAéopata TG TPOPAeYNG Yo TV KAdon 1 Beltidvovtal, kabhg peidvetatl 6nwg PAémovpe
7o classification error rate tng cvykekpyévng kKhaong o6 0,033 mov ftav apykd og 0,019, evod
nopdAinia o AUC tdco tou training set éco kot tov test set, onuewdvovy TOAD vVYNAGL

voopepa 0,9999 kot 0,9985 avrtictorya, 0nmg PAETOVE 6TO GTOLKElD 2 TOL Tivaka 15. Qotdc0,
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aveEapTTmg TOV KOADTEP®V OTOTELEGUATOV oL Tpoékvyav yio. threshold = 0,24, e kopia
nepintoon dev o emAéyope v avdivon tov povtédov pe threshold = 0,5 ko avtd yoti

0élovpie va amoPaAAovpe 0O TO LOVIELD LLOG TOV TOPAYOVTO TG TUXOOTNTOG.

Agdopévou 0Tl amd TPoeMAOYN 0 oAyOpOLog Tpoywpd oty ekmaidevon 500 dévtpwv, TAnbog
70 0moio givar TOAD peydro, oto 6Tddo avTd Bo TpocmabfcovE va Teplopicovpe To TARBOG
autd, o€ KOmowo UIKPOTEPO appd, Tpoomafdvtag TopdAANAC va  SlTNPNGOLUE TNV
TPOPAETTIKY KOVOTNTA TOV HOVTEAOL oTa id10 emimeda 1 6€ eAaPpmg youniotepo. o Tov
okomo avto, egetdlovue 10 Mg eEedicoeton To classification error rate tov ta&wvountn, ™oL
Kataokevdoape tponyovpévag yio threshold = 0,24, o cuvdptnon pe 1o TAN00¢ TV SEvTpoV

7OV YpNoLpoTolovvTaL Kabe popd oty ekmoidevon ¢ Random Forest.

H Swoypoppatikn amewcovion tov dvo autdv peyedov mapatifetor oty ewkova 42. H podpn
YPOUUTY OTN GLYKEKPLUEVT e1kdva, delyvel mog uetmvetal to Out-Of-Bag error rate coppmvo pe
v avénon tov opliuoy TOV dEVIPOV, EVM OVTIGTOL(O Ol YPOUATIOTES YPOUUES DElVOLV TWS
uewwveral to classification error rate g kéOe Khdone. Zvykekpluévae 1 Tpdoivn ypouun Seiyvet
to classification error rate g khdong 1, evd n koxkivn ¢ kAdong 0. Mapatnpodue 611 Ta
errors petwvovtot onuavtikd £oc ta 70-80 6évpa, evd omd ta 150 ko Enerto PAETOLUE OTL dev
UELDVOVTOL TEPALTEP® Kot apyilovV va, amokTovV [ o otadepn) Taor. Agdopévov OTL amd Eval
mN0og 6évipav Kol Emelta, 1 EMITAEOV TANPOPOPIo. TOV AOUPBAVOLUE Atd TO WOVTELO, OgV
avéavetar mepaTépm 1 avEAveTal Kot €AAYIOTO, TPOYWPOVUE OTN OLOOYIKY UEI®ON TOL
mAnBovg avTdV, OoTE Vo EvTomicovpe To TANB0G oL oG e£0c@oAilel KOADTEPO OTOTEAEGHOTO

TpOPAEYNC N TapOpOLN pE 0VTA OV lyape oo v default emhoyn tov 500 dévipwv.

classifier

Error
002 003 004
I

0.01
|

frees

Ecova 42. Awaypoparicny ometcovion Error rates covaptioet wAnfoog dévipawv
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INa tov oxomd avtd opilovpe dwadoykd Tig Tég 300, 280, 250, 200, 180 kot 150 péow tng
emmpochetng mapopétpov mwov Kabopifovpe KOTA TNV EKMAidgvon Tov oAyopibBuov, tng ntree.
e kdBe pio amd avtég Tig 6oKIéC vroroyifovpe Tavtoyxpova to AUC tev dvo Eeympiotmv Set.
To, amoTEAEGHOTO QVTOV TOV SOKIUMV GVYKEVIPOVOVTOL 6T oTotyein 3 émg 8 Tov mivaxa 15.
Ao ™V HEAETN QVTOV KOTOAYOUUE GTO GuUTEPaG 0Tt 1 emthoyn 300 dévipov pog divel To
youniotepo OOB error rate = 1.04% o€ oyéomn pe TIg GALEG SOKIUEG KOt [LoL Ao TIG VYNAOTEPES
Tipég Y o AUC ota dyvoota dedopéva tov test set. Tavtdypova, and v emroyn tov 300
dévipa eEacparifovpe youniotepo OOB error rate, ce oyéon pe OVTO TOL TPONYOVUEVOL
povtéhov v 500 dévipwv, evd To AUC tov test set mopapével ota idi vynAd enimedo pe

OVTE TOV TPOTYOVUEVOD HOVTEAOV.

Emm\éov, amd v eKTOTIOGN TOV OTOTEAEGUATOV TOL TagvounT, mov mpoékvye amd to 300
dévrpa, dlamioTdvovue OTL TETVYOIvVOLpE Tepattép® peimon tov False Negative mpofiéyemv
TOV HOVTEAOVL, OTMG paiveTal otny gwkova 43. Anhadn, eEacporilovpe nepartépw adENom g
TPOPAENTIKNG KOVOTNTOG TOL HOVIEAOL Yoo TV KAdorm 1, mov omotehel wor tnv xAdom

UEYOADTEPOL EVOLULPEPOVTOG LLOGC.

call:
randomForest{formula = as.factor(attrition) ~ ., data = training_set,
type = classification, importance = TRUE, cutoff = c(0.76, 0.24),

ntree = 300)
Type of random forest: classification
Number of trees: 300
No. of wvariables tried at each split: 3

00B estimate of error rate: 1.04%
Confusion matrix:
0 1 class.error
0 15869 130 0.008125508
1 89 4910 0.017803561

Ewcova 43. Extonawon poviélov Random Forest yia ntree=300

Axorov0ag, Bempdvtag dedopévn v emhoyn Tov 300 SEVTIp@V, TPOYDPOVUE GTOV EAEYYXO TOV
VITOGLVOLOL TOV AVEEAPTNTOV UETABANTOV MLrY, TOL TPETEL VO, XPNCLLOTOLEL 0 aAyOp1Ouog, Yo
mv Stevépyeto kGBe split. Amd mpoemhoyn o akyopOpog kabopiler mtry = /9 = 3, émwc
avapépbnke oto Kepdhato 1, 6mov 10 9 amotehel 10 GUVOLO TV AVEEAPTNTOV UETAPANTOV TOL
dataset «employeesy. T'ia va, evtomticovpe ooy, Tov 180viko aplfud g tapapuétpov mtry 6to
TPOPANUA TOV ETAVOVUE, TPOYMPOVUE KOl TAAL OTNV Jaypoappatikny oreikdvion tov OOB

error GuvapPTNoEL TOV MLry avt ™ EopPa, oL Tapatidetal otny ekdva 44.
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QOB Error

00110 00120 0.0130
I

My

Eicova 44. Aaypopparicny ameicovion OOB error covaptiioer mtry

Béoer avtig PAémovpe Ot yio miry = 3, 6mwog opiomke eEapyng amd tov aiyopdpo,
Aappdavoope ta younAidtepa anoteiéopato tov OOB error. Qotdéco yio vo egtdoovpe v
opBotnta G emAoyng avtng, eAéyyovpe TV oAAayn mov Oa eméABel otnv mPoPAEmTiKY|
KOVOTNTO TOL HOVTEAOL pog, av oAhdEovpe tov apBud tov Miry coe 4 ko 6 avtictoiya,
STNPAOVTOG TIC GAAEG TOPAUETPOLG, TTOL NON €xovv opiotel otabepés. Ta anotedéopato Tov
Aappavoope and v a&loAdynon T@v 600 VE®V HOVTEA®V OV TPOEKLYAY, EUPavIfovTal GTa
otoryela 9 kot 10 tov mivaxa 15. Iapatnpodue 6t ko otig 6vo meputtdoelg o OOB error
avéaverat, o 1,07% ko 1,27% avtictorya, kot to AUC ota dedopéva, tov test set yeipotepevet,
kaOdg pewdveror og 0,9981 o 0,9982 avtictorya. Emouévmg, KaTaAYOLUE GTO GUUTEPUGLO
OTL M apyIkn €miAoyn Tov aAyopifuov, émov miry = 3 givol avtr], Tov pag divel To KaAHTEPQ

amoteréoata TPOPAEYNC TV 300 KAAGEWDV.

Emnpdcbeta, o100 otddo avtd mpoywpovue oe véeg SOKIWEG TOL aAyopifuov, O6mov TMPO,
TAVTOYPOVA LLE TNV TOPAUETPO MIry emnpedlovpe kot TV mopauetpo Ntree. Tkomdg pog eivor vo
g€etdoovie T0 eVOEXOUEVO VTTAPENG EVOC VEOV LOVTEAOD, DYNAOTEPTG TPOPAETTIKNG TKAVOTNTOG
amd ovtd 6T0 omoio £yovpe KataAn&el mpog to mapdv. Xta otoryeion 11 kot 12 Tov mivaka 15
e€etalovpe TIG TEPMTMOELS, OTOL 1 TAPAUETPOG Ntree 1oovtal pe 280 kat 1 mtry pe 4 kot 6
avtiotoryo. X& avtég to OOB error wovton pe 1,09% ko 1,26% avtictorya, evd to AUC 1tov
test set pe 0,9981 kot 0,9982 avtictoyo. Almoetdvovue Aoitovy, OTL Kol 6TIC 0VO0 TEPITTOCELS,
TOL ATOTEAEGLLOITOL IOV TLPOKDITTOVY EIVOIL YEPOTEPH OO LT TOL TTPoékvyov yia ntree = 300
mtry = 3. Avtiotowyo, ota ototyeia 13 kot 14 tov wivaka 15 gléyyovpe T0 AmOTEAEGLLOTO TTOV

mpokLITOVY Yo hiree ico pe 150 ko Miry ico pe 4 ko 6 avtiotoryo. Amo TNV HEAET TV
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OTOTELEGUATOV TOV CLYKEKPUEVOV OOKIU®OV, KOUTOANYOUUE OTO 010 GULUTEPOCUA LE TPV,

KaODS Kot TAAL TOL LOVTEAQ TTOL TTPOEKLYOV EYOVV YAUNAOTEPT TPOPAETTIKY| IKAVOTNTAL.

Télog, o axdun mopdpetpog mov eEetalovpe givol avty tov nodesize Pacel g omoiog
npocdopiletarl 0 EAAYIGTOC apBUOG TapUTNPHCE®V, TOL Oa TPEMEL Vo £YEL KAOE KOTOANKTIKOG
kouPog. H default tiunq tov odyopiBupov yio v cvykekpipévn mapduetpo givol o 1, motdco
e€etdlovpe ta anotedéopato mov Bo Adfovpe, aAldlovtog Ty TN avt o€ S kot 3 avticTtotya.
Tavtoypova Kpotdue oToOEPEC TIC VLAOAOWTEG TOPAPETPOVS, OTIC omoieg KoTaAnSoue
Tponyovpévae, onAadn ntree = 300 ko mtry = 3. And ta otoygeia 15 kot 16 tov wivaka 15
SMOTOVOLUE KOl TAAL OTL ToL amOTEAEGHATO YEPOTEPEHOLVY, Kabmdg To OOB error avédveton
onNUavTIKa, evd avtiotolya 10 AUC TtV dyveotov Sedopévev LEIMVETAL EMIONG ONUOVTIKA.
Apa KOADTEPO POVTEAD £MC TOPA EVOL OLTO, TOV TPOKLATEL 0O TNV €mAoyn ntree = 300, mtry

=3 xou hodsize = 1.

210 810 CLUTEPOCUO KOTOANYOLUE Ov Tépa amd ™V petofoin tov nodesize oe 5 wou 3
avtioTorya, oAlagovpe kot to ntree og 280, kabOOC Kot AL To. amoteELEouata TG TPOPAEYNG
pog yewpotepevovy, Omwg @oiveton ota otoyeio 18 war 19 tov wmivaka 15. Avtictoryo
GUUTEPOC O TTPOKVTTEL KO Yo To ototyeio 22 ko 23 Tov 1010V wivaxe, ota omoia EmMAEyovUE
ntree = 150 kou nodesize ico ue 5 ko 3 avrtiotoyyo. Télog ot ototyeio 17 ko 20 eEléyyovue v
nepintoon Tov pHoviélmv, 6mov to ntree oovtor pe 300 kot 280 avrtictolyo, Evd TAVTOYPOVA
aAlGlovpe ko BEtovpe mtry = 4 ko nodesize = 3, kabmg givol ot TWES TOV TAPAUETPOV TOV
pog €dmoav To. Oe0TEPU KOADTEPO OMOTEAEGUOTO OTOLG KOTO HEPOVLS EAEYXOVG TOL
aponynOnkav. O1 dvo avtég doxipég PAEmovpe dtL eEQyouv TOPOLOW OTOTEAEGLLATA, TO. OO0

oG dev eEacarilovy vYNAGTEPT IKAVOTNTA TPOPAEYNG Y10l TO LOVTEAO LOG.

Ytov mivoka 15 wov akoAovOel GUYKEVTPMOVOVTIOL TO OTOTEAEGUOTO OAMV TOV OOKIU®DV TOV
TPOYUOTOTOMCUUE TOPATAVED. AOY®D TOV WKPOV OlPOopdV 7OV  GNUEIDOVOVTOL OTNV
TAEOYNOI0 TOV OTOTEAEGUAT®V, YPMOlLonolovue KAipoko Swfaduong ypopdtov, yoo o
anotedéopata Tov AUC oto test set kot tov OOB error, mpokeipévov va yivouy mo eudtiKpLTeg
ol JPopég HETAED TV OLPOPETIKOV UOVIEA®MY, OAAQ KOl O EVKOAN 1 OQViYveLON TOL
KoAvtepov povtélov tng Random Forest. Xvykekpipuéva 6o mo vynAf 1 T tov AUC
KGO0V HOVTEAOV GE GYEOMN UE TO VIOAOLTO, TOGO O EVIOVN 1) amOYPWOOT TOL TPAcivov. Evd
TO aVTIoTPOPO 1oYvEL Yo TS TIHéG Tov OOB rate, 660 pikpoTEPN 1) TYH TOL TOGO EVIOVOTEPT 1

ondYPOON TOV TPAGIVO.

OOB
cutoff ntree mtry  nodesize set AUC error
1| (0.5,0.5) 500 3 1 training  0,999998 | 0,97%

test 0,9985084 1,92%
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11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

(0.76,0.24)

500

300

280

250

200

180

150

300

300

280

280

150

150

300

300

300

280

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training
test

training

0,9999987
0,9985616

0,9999982
0,9985253

0,9999981
0,9985351

0,999998
0,9983061

0,999998
0,9985051

0,9999977
0,9984704

0,9999978
0,9985029

1
0,9981301

1
0,9982121

1
0,998123

1
0,9982322

1
0,9980877

1
0,9978829

0,9999291
0,9978863

0,9999796
0,9979713

0,9999905
0,9980796

0,9999296

1,08%
1,92%

1,04%
2,07%

1,07%

1,11%

2,07%

1,09%
2,08%

1,05%
2,00%

1,11%

2,10%

1,07%

1,27%

1,09%

1,26%

1,13%

2,19%

1,23%

2,08%

1,20%

1,13%

1,13%

1,19%
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test 0,997893

19 | (0.76,0.24) 280 3 3 training 0,9999793  1,15%
test 0,9979598

20 | (0.76,0.24) 280 4 3 training  0,9999906  1,12%
test 0,9980951

21| (0.76,0.24) 150 3 5 training  0,9999267
test 2,11%

22 1 (0.76,024) 150 3 3 training  0,9999777  1,15%
test [10,097692" 2,27%

Livaxag 12. Xvvortika aroteléouoto moapouetporoinons Random Forest

‘Eto1 Baoel OA@V TV S0KIUOY Tov TponyHnKay Kot TG cUYKPIoNG TV OTOTEAEGLATMY TOVG,
KOTOATYOVUE OTO GUUTEPAGUE OTL TO LOVTEAO UE TNV LYNAOTEPT TPOPAETTIKY KAVOTNTA, TO
omoio umopel vo yevikevutel yio TV TpoPAeyn GAL®V AyvOCTOV 0e00UEVOVY, Eivol avTd NG
ypopung 3, tov wivaxo 15. Xvykekpéva ivar ovto Y10, To omoio £yovpe TAN00g dEVTpmV iG0 LE
300, mAnboc petofintov mov eAéyyetan oe kabe split ico pe 3 ko eldyioto WANHO0G
TapuTNPNoe®V o€ kabe kouPo amndpacng ico pe 1. To cuykpluévo povtélo emopévag, eival To

TeEMKO LOVTELD 6T0 01010 KaTaAyovueE Yio Tov alyopiBuo Random Forest.

[Ipoympodue Aowtdv 61OV VITOAOYIGUO TV UETP®V aEOAOYNONG TOV, Y0 TO, OEGOUEVO TOV
training set xoi tov test set, omwg mpdape kol otovg GAAOVLG V0 alyopiBuovg Tov
aponynOnkav. Ta amotedécpota avt®V Kotaypdeovtar otov wivako 16, pe okpifeio €6
OEKUSIKAOV YNOimV, TPOKEWEVOD VO KOTAGTOUV EUPOVEIS Ol d1apopés UeTAED TV dSapoOp®V

UETP@V, KaOMOC To LEYEON TTOL CMUEDVOVTOL GE QVTA Elval WO10HTEPA VYNAQ.

Evaluation Metric Training set Test set
Accuracy 0,998381 0,989778
Precision 0,993245 0,972799
Recall 1 0,984601
Specificity 0,997875 0,991396
F1 Score 0,996611 0,978664
AUC 0,999998 0,998525
Evaluation Metric

Livaxag 13. Métpa A&oloynong tedikod uoviélov Random Forest

Topoatnpdvrog apyikd ta arotedéopato Tov training set, propei va dnuiovpynbei avnovyio o1t
10 povtélo pog eivan overfitted, Adym tov vynhdv peyeddv Tov onuedvovTaL 68 OAN ToL HETPOL

avtov. Qot060, 0 EAEYY0G TOV amoTelecudtov Tov test set pag kabnovydlel, kabmg Kol ota
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dyvooto dedopéva, To peyédn tov pétpov avtodv eivar eicov vymAd, kabioTdvTag TIg

dtopopéc peta&h TV 600 GET AMEPOEAAYIOTEG,

‘Etol howdv, Pdoel g axpifeiag (accuracy) tov test set, Aémovpe OTL TO HOVTEAO pOG
ta&vopel cwotd to 98,9% TV Ayveotov Tapatnpnoeny, eved a&loloyel AavBoaopéva Lol To
1,1% tov tapatnpioemv. Tavtdypova 1 akpifela tov otny Betikn poPieyn ayyilel o 97,3%,
dNAadn amd To GHVOLO AVTMV TOL TPOoPAEnel 0TI Ba amoympncovy omd TV etarpia, a&loAoyel
owotd 10 97,3% tev nepmtdcewy. Ty ida otryun, evromilel to 98,5% tov epyalopévav Tov
Tpaynatt amoympodv and v eropia, kot 10 99,1% tov epyalopévov mTOL TOPAUEVOLY GE
oLTY, TOGOGTE OV givar Wiaitepa vVYNAL. Emiong vynAo eivar kat to mocootd tov F1 score mov
oovtat pe 97,9%, yeyovog mov dikaioloyeitol omd To VYNAG TocoaTd Tov precision kon recall
7oV emonuavOnKay Tponyovpévas. Téhog o AUC 1covtat pe 99,8% yeyovog mov emPefoaimvet
mv Ymoapén moAd vyniod True Positive rate kou youniot False Positive rate, 6nmg @oivetat
EexdBopa oty ewova 45, omov 1 koumoAn ROC «aykalidleyy v Tave oplotepd ymvia Tov
Sy PAUUOTOS. ZUUTEPOUCUOTIKA, UTOPOOUE VO ava@éPovUe OTL TO HOVIEAD HOG £YEl TOAD
VYNAN TPOPAENTIKY KavdTNTA OTA AYVOGTa dedopéva, kabmg oo To pétpa a&loAdynong tov

anéyovv Kot ehdyiotov and 1o 100% mov anotedel 10 dpioto enimedo.
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Eixova 45. Kouroin ROC povtélov Random Forest

"Eyxovtag kataAn&el oto teMkd poviélo tov aiyopifuov, egetalovpe TNV ONUAVTIKOTNTO TOV
petafAntov mov copmeptropuPavetol oe ovtd, Pacel Tov deikt®Y mean decrease accuracy Kol
mean decrease Gini, tov omoimv ot amdAvteg TWEG mapatifevioan oty ekdve 46 Ko M

S0y POUUOTIKT] TOVG OTEIKOVIOT OTNV EKOVa 47,
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0 1 MeanDecreaseACCcUracy MeanDecreasesini

satisfaction_level 70.278848 294,73287 244, 01827 2834.009137
last_evaluation_rating 43.132003 155.73451 157.31906 1055.664903
projects_worked_on 39.931055 105, 24192 108.67541 914.904334
average_montly_hours 54.819521 96.97438 102.41950 1067.902097
time_spend_company 73.630476 97,21656 105.1677 1445. 316078
work_accident 13.213025 24,31129 25.80396 44.173633
promotion_last_Syears 6.060871 15.24788 15.22427 6.175264
Department 29.893971 91.51927 74.16667 130.203516
salary 26.579960 47.38403 46.65270 67.728616

Ewcova 46. Znuovtixotnro ustofintaov poviéiov Random Forest

Yvuykekpyéva, o deiktng Tov mean decrease Gini avoQEPETOL GTNV PEIOT) TNG OVOLOLOYEVELOG
(impurity) mov vdpyel 610 déVTPO, amd TV EMAOYN TG £KAGTOTE UETAPANTAG, G KPLTnpiov
Yo Tov doympiopd tov dedouévav (Split) ce kdbe képPo amdeaons. And ta amoteréouota
avtOVv PAETOLE AouTOV, TOGO ONUOVTIKY &ival 1 kKGOe petafinty, o€ oxéon ue olo to splits
7oV TTpaypoatonomOnkav. Amd v GAAN To mean decrease accuracy OvVAQEPETOL OTNV Ueimon
mov Bo emélBel otV akpifela TOv HOVTEAOL, AV OPOIPECOVUE KATOW OO TS aveEdpTNnTES
petofAntég and avtod (James & et al, 2013). v ewdva 47 ta peyédn tov dEIKTOV QVTOV Yo

Kké0e petaPfAnt mopatifevian oe PBivovca celpd.

Variable Importance

satisfaction_level o satisfaction_level 0
last_evaluation_rating G time_spend company G
projects_worked_on o average _montly_hours !
time_spend_company o last_evaluation_rating @
average_montly_hours o projects_worked_on <
Department Q Department ©
salary @ salary o
Work_accident e Work_accident e
promotion_last_Syears |° promotion_last_Syears |°

T

1 — T T T T 1
50 150 230 0 1000 2000
MeanDecreaseAccuracy MeanDecreaseGini

Ewcova 47, Awaypopuotiny ometkovion onpuavaxotyrog uetofintov Random Forest

Amd T1g ewdvec 46 ko 47 mapatnpovue Aoutdv, OTL TO EmimEdO Kavomoinong eivar M
ONUAVTIKOTEPN UETAPANTY 6€ OpOVG akpifelag Kal «KEPOOVE TANPOPOPIaCY, Ue TNV Evvola OTL
ue v ypnon ovthg e€aceoriletor peyoldtepn «kabapodTNTo» GTOVG TEAMKOVG KOUPBOLG Kot
Katd ovvémelo kaAOtepn TPOPAeyn Yo T dVo KAdoelg. AkoloOOmG, Ol EMOUEVEC TLO
oNUaVTIKEG petaPAntéc yio e mpdPreyn g khdong kdbe epyalouévov, oAAl GE OPKETA
uikpotepo Pabuod, ivatl To £ITN aTaGYOANOTS TOL GTNY CLYKEKPIUEVT] ETOLPia, Ol LEGES UNVIOIES
mpeg epyaciog Tov, o fabudc g terevtaiog agloddynong Tov kat To TAR00¢ TV Projects ota

omoio amacyoleitol. Ao v GAAN, TO TUNUA GTO omoio amacyolobvtal, o uicog, 1 vrapén
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EPYOTIKOD QTUYNUATOG KOt 1] ANYT TPOOy®yNG LEGH OTO TEAEVTOIN TEVTE XPOVIA, OEiYvVoLV Vo
unv givar 11oitepo GNUOVTIKEG Y10 TO LOVTELO, KaBMS paiveTal Tmg dev emnpedlovv Wdaitepa

TNV TPOPAEYN TV OTOTEAECUATOV TTOV TPOKVTTOVV.

3.5 AEIOAOTHXH MONTEAQN

H Swdkacio avdivong mov tponyndnke ot vToevoTNTES TOV TAPOVIOC KEPUANIOV, £YIVE LE
YVOUOVA TNV KOTOGKELT TOV KAADTEPOV dLVOTOD HOVTELO Yo Kabévay amd Tovg adyopifuovg,
OV UEAETOVUE GTNV TOPOLGA EPYOCTic. ATMTEPOS GKOTOG OVTNHG NG dtdikaciog gival oto
TEAOG TG TOPOVGOC VIOEVOTNTOGC, VO EMAEEOVUE £V, LOVTELDO oV B pmopel va YEVIKELTEL e
UEYOADTEPN aCGQAAEIN, otV TTPOPAeyn AAA@V dyvootov dedouéveov tov TAnbvouov. ‘Etot
AOWOV, TPOYWPOVUE OTNV GUYKPIOT TOV TEAKOV HOVIEA®V TOL TPOEKLYAV Omd TOVLG
aAyopifuovg Logistic Regression, Decision Trees kot Random Forest. H oOykpion Oa faciotei
OTO OMOTEAEGUATO TOV UETP®V AELOAOYNONG TOV TPOEKLYAY Amd TNV TPOPAEYT TV AyvmOOTOV
dedopévav tov test set. Ta amotedéopata Tov PETpeV a&loldynong 6Awv tov adyopifuwnyv etvor

GLYKEVTP®UEVH GTOV TTivaka 17.

Evaluation Metric Logistic Regression Decision Trees Random Forest ‘
Accuracy 0,744 0,972 0,990
Precision 0,476 0,968 0,973
Recall 0,768 0,913 0,985
Specificity 0,736 0,991 0,991
F1 Score 0,588 0,940 0,979
AUC 0,826 0,973 0,999

Hivaxag 14. Xvykevipowtixa oroteléouaro. AlyopiQuwv Talivounong

Bdoel avtdv mopatnpodue 6t o tpitog akydpbpog tov Random Forest mpofrénel cwotd v
KAGon Yoo 0 99,0% tev TEpmTdcE®Y, evd TV Bl otiypr owtdg tov Decision Trees
Tapovclalel ELAPPOS XEPOTEPO amoTEAESUATA, OAAL €Elcov LYNAL ™G TAEng tov 97,2%.
Avtifeta, o TpdTOg AAYOPIOLOG ONUELOVEL ONUOVTIKE HIKpOTEPT OKpiPela o€ oyéon Le TOVG
aArovg 6v0, kabmg evtomilel opba poAg 0 74,4% twv khdoswv. Ilpoywpdvtag Tdpa otV o
AVOALTIKN UEAETT] TV OTOTEAECUATOV TTOL APOPOvV TNV KAdor 1, PAEmovue O6TL GTO TPDTO
povtého LOALS to 47,6% tov otoyginv mov talvopndnkay oty Kidon 1, avikovv mpdyuott
0€ 0T, VO TNV 10 oTiyp| 610 de0TEPO KOl TPITO HOVTEAD TO TOGOGTA OV GNUELDMVOVTOL
givar 1dwitepo vYNAL, kabdC aviietoryovy oto 96,8% kot oto 97,3% oavtictoyo. [Ma va
g€etdoovpe TV IKOVOTNTA TOV UOVTEA®V GTOV EVIOMIGHO TOV VIOAMA®MV TOL TPayurott
aTOY®POVY OO TV £Talpion 1| TOL pévovy og ot pueietodue ta uétpa tov recall kot Tov
specificity avtiotorya. Ko ota 600 pétpa o orydpiBuog Random Forest givor owtdg mov

ONUELDVEL TIG VYNAOTEPEC EMBO0ELS, KoOmG evromilel To 98,5% tov epyalopévmv mov mpdyott
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maportovvtor kol 0 99,1% avtdv mov mapapévovy. 1010 amOTEAECUATA OTUEIDVEL GTO
specificity kou o akyopiBuog Decision Trees, evd 1 enidoon tov oto recall eivon petopévn kotd
7,2%. Epopovag xepdtepa eival To, OTOTEAECUATO, TOV KOTOYPAPOVTOL Y10 TO. LETPO VTA, GTOV
aAyopBuo Logistic Regression, kabmg aviiotoryoby poiic oto 76,8% wat 73,6% avtictorya. To
UETPO OV AQUPAVEL TODTOYPOVE DTTOYN TOV, TOGO TO Precision 6co kot to recall mov e€etdoapue
TOPUTAV®, KOOGS KOl TNV AVIeT EKTPOCOMNCT TV KAAcewV, givol to F1 score. I'a tov Adyo
ovTO YPNOUOTOIEITOL GLYVA G UETPO GUYKPLONG UETAED SOPOPETIKOV aAyopiBumy. ATd avtd
damiotdvovpe Kot ol 6Tt 0 adyopiBuog Random Forest vreptepei évavtt tov Decision Trees
kou Logistic Regression, onueuwvoviog mocootd 97,9% évavtt tov 94,0% kot 58,8% mov
KaToypaeeTon 6Tovg GAlovg dvo. To televtaio pétpo a&ordynong mov eEetdlovpe, Ghia Eva
Oomd TO OMUOVTIKOTEPO Yo TO TPOPANUA mov peietovpe, eivor 1o AUC, kabBog Aapfdver
TotdYpova vdyn, 10 Tocootd tv True Positive kou False Positive. Xty mepintwon tov
aiyopibuov Random Forest, to AUC tov povtélov mov dopopeodnke icovtor pe 99,9%,
dnaon| Swpépet katd 0,01% amd To dpioto. Amd v GAAN TOAD LYNAG TOGOGTO CTUELDVEL KOL
T0 povtého tov Decision Trees kabdg toovton pe 97,3%, evéd petplotepa ivor to omotelEc oo,

v, To povtédo tov Logistic Regression xabag icodtar pe 82,6%.

ZOUTEPAGHOTIKG AOTOV, UTOPOVUE VA avaPEPOVUE PACEL TV TAPOUTAV® GLYKPIGE®V, OTL TO
povtéhov Tov Tpoékvye amd tov akyopidpo Random Forest ivarl gppavdg kalvtepo and o
HOVTELD TV GAA@V S0 ahyopiBumy. Apa Ba pmopovce va ypnoioroindel LEAAOVTIKA Yio TNV

tagvounon GAA®V Ayveotmv dedoEVeVY oL amapTilovTol amd ovVTIGTOLO XOPUKTPLOTIKA.
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4. XZYMIIEPAXMATA KAI MEAAONTIKH EPEYNA

4.1 XYMIIEPAXMATA

Kopro avtikeipevo g mapovoog epyaciog omotéhece m e€gbpeon TV TopayOvVI®V TOV
GUVTEAODV OTNV EPYACLOKY] (Opd €vOG epyalopévov. Xta OedOpEVO. OV UEAETNOOUE M
gpyootokn @Bopd 1codvvopel pe mopaitmon, oamd v etarpio oty omoio PplokeTon kdébe
epyoalopevoc. 'Etor mpoympnoape oy diepevvnon aiyopifuov otatiotiking pabnong, mov
éxouv ¢ otdyo v emilvon mpoPfAnudrtev tafvounong dvo KAACE®V. XUyKeKPUEVA
ypnowonomOnkay ot akyopiBpotl twv Logistic Regression, Decision Trees kot Random Forest
Kol avoAbOnke o TpdmMOg pe TOV omoio Asrtovpyel Kobévag amd avToh, TPOKEWEVOL Vo
ta&ivounoetl ta dedopévo og kibe kKhaon. TéLog PACEL TOV AMOTELEGUATMOV TOL TPOEKLYOV ATO
v Ta&vouncn Tev ayvootov dedouévav, vroloyicape v anddoon kdbe alyopibuov Bdoet

TOV PETP®V 0E0AGYNOTG TOVC.

To cvunépacpa 6to onoio kataAnEape etvat OTL TO LOVTEAO TTOV TPOEKVYE OO TNV EKTTOLIOELON
tov aAyopiBpuov Random Forest givar avtd mov pog diver pe dopopd To KAAVTEPQ
amoteAéopata toEvounong, oto dataset mov peietnoape. Zvykekpluévo, gidape 0Tl 01 LOVO
ONUELDVEL TIG VYNAOTEPEG EMOOGELS EVAVTL TOV AAA®DY 300 HOVTEL®V, OAAG TAVTOYPOVA EYEL KOl
4plotn JLVOTOTNTA TPOPAEYNC TOV OVO KATNYOPLDV, OEdOUEVOL OTL OAC TO WETPO. TOL
nwpooeyyilovv pe moAd peydAn oxpifewr o 100%. E&icov vyniéc emdooelg, oArd Aiyo
YOUNAOTEPEG, TOPATNPNOAUE OTL GNUEIDVEL TO HOVTELO TOL alyopiBuov twv Decision Trees.
Onwg eidape T0 GLYKEKPILEVO HOVTELO VOTEPEL 6TO v TTPpofAéyel pe v 101o akpifelo, og
oyéon pe 1o povtého tov Random Forest, v katnyopio tov epyalouévav mov @edyovy omd
mv etoupio. TéLog Slamiotddnke OTL TO HOVTELO TTOL TPOEKLYE amd Tov aAydpiOuo Logistic
Regression gival avtd mov pog divel to Myotepo a&ldOmioTa amoTEAEGUOTO, EVAVTL TOV TPLOV

povtédwv, kabdg oe Oha Ta péTpa agloldynong onpeimoe HETPLEG EMOOCELS.

"Exovtog kataniéet 61t 1o poviédo tov Random Forest givat to o a&idmioto, amd ta vroAouTa
dv0, yio TNV TPOPAEYN TNG COOTNG KAAOTG €0TIALOVUE OTOKAEIGTIKA GE AVTO, TPOKEUEVOL VOl
AVAKOADYOVUE TOVG TAPAYOVTEG TTOL GLUPAAAOVY 6TV gpyactakn eOopd. Bdostl tng avéivong
OV TTPONYNONKE, UTOPOVUE VO GUUTEPAVOLUE OTL O KAOOPIGTIKOTEPOC TOUPAYOVTAG YO TNV
mapoitnon evoc epyaloptévou ival To ENITESO IKOVOTOINGTC TOV TOL TPOCPEPEL 1) EPYAGIN TOV.
Or opéomg emOUEVOL TO OMNUOVTIKOL Tapdyoviag €ivol avtol Tov GUVOAOL TV ETOV
amaoyYOANONG oTNV €T0Pia, KAODS Kol TOV HECOV UNVIKIOV OpdV epyaciag Tov. Akolovdwg 1

enidoon tov Paoel ¢ televtaiag agloAdynone Kot o aptBpdg Twv Projects mov avorapPavet,
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delyvouv va aoKovV KATOoo EMIOPACT GTNV aTOPAGCT] TOV VO OTOYM®PNCEL Ol TNV £ToPio, OAAL

o€ oA WiKpOTEPO PaBud 0mtd ATl 01 AAAOL TAPEYOVTEC.

4.2 KATEYOYNXZEIX MEAAONTIKHX MEAETHX

A76 T0 OTOTEAEGOTO TNG EPYOGTNG QLTS TPOEKVYAV Kamola BEpato mov a&ilel va peketnBovv
oto pérlov. Katapydg 0o propovoay vo SoKIHacTodY To OTOTEAECUOTO, TG TOUPUTAVED UEAETNG
€l1e o€ JEOOUEVA SLAPOPETIKMDV YPOVIKOV Tapafipwv gite KAVOVTOC XpNoT AAA®V alyopifuwy.
Axoun elvar ypnown M UEALOVIIKY] GLYKEVIPMOOT EMMAEOV YOPOKTNPICTIKOV, Yo TNV
KaTovOnGo TG EPYAcIokng PBopac, A0Ym Tov 0Tt Ol SIBESIOL TOPAYOVTEG TAY TEPIOPICUEVOL.
Kdétt tétoo Oo Ponbnoel oty Kotaokevn &vog vEOL TO €EEIOIKELUEVOD TPOPAERTIKOD
HOVTEAOL, EVGD TOVTOYPOVE B0 GUUPBAALEL GTNV KATAVONGT) TOV GUYKEKPLULEVOD TPOPANLOTOC G
peyodvtepo Pabuod. Tétolor mopdyovteg Ba umopodoav va gival ta emayyeApotikd ta&idw, n
OIKOYEVEWNKT] KOTAOTAOT, TO €Minedo ekmaidevong, ta bonus k.o Télog, emumAiéov pedétm
umopei vo deEayBel kbvoviag ypror OPOPETIKMOY SELYUAT®OV, OO SPOPETIKOVG KAGOOVG

ETOIPLOV, TPOKELEVOL Va. eMKLP®OEL 1) 0pBOTNTA TOV ATOTEAEGUATOV TNG TAPOVGOG EPYAGIOS.

To cvykekpluévo medio Epevvag €ival YPNOUO YO TO GTEAEYN TOV TUNUATOV AvOpOTIVOL
Avvapko Kot yio Tovg managers kabmg yio kébe etoupio ot avOpdTIVOL TOPOL OTOTEAOVY TNYN
OVTOYOVIGTIKOD TAEOVEKTNUATOS, OTNV ONUEPV TayKOcUo owkovopia. O oxedlacnog Tmv
avBpomivov Topmv amoterel o and Tig onuavtikotepeg evbuveg Tov TpuMqpatog HR. Emopévag
T gpyoieio Kot To HOVTEAM OV BEATIVOLV TNV TPOPAEYT TV TapaydvImv Tov ennpediovv
v gpyaciokn @Bopd, umopodv va amopépovv peydin oéio ota otehéyn tov HR, ta omoia
mAéov karovvTal va mai&ovy Tov poho Tov oTpatnyIKoD gTaipov oe kabe opyaviopo (Ulrich &

Brockbank, 2005).

66



BIBAIOT'PA®IA

Attrition. (2018). Avaxtnon March 2019, ané mba skool.com:
https://www.mbaskool.com/business-concepts/human-resources-hr-
terms/1772-attrition.html

Benjamini, Y. (1988). Opening the Box of a Boxplot. American Statistician.

Bonett, D. G., & Wright, T. A. (2000). Sample size requirements for estimating pearson,
kendall and spearman correlations. The Psychometric Society .

Breiman, L. (2001). Machine Learning. Springer US.
Breiman, L., & et al. (1984). Classification and regression trees. Chapman and Hall/CRC.

Carey, D., & Ogden, D. (2004). The human side of M & A: The human side of M & A: How CEOs
Leverage the Most Important Asset in Deal Making. Oxford University Press.

Castle, N. (2018, March). Regression vs. Classification Algorithms. Avaktnon March 2019,
amo Oracle + DataScience.com: https://www.datascience.com/blog/regression-
and-classification-machine-learning-algorithms

Chapmann, J. (2017). Machine Learning: Fundamental Algorithms for Supervised and
Unsupervised Learning With Real-world Applications. CreateSpace Independent
Publishing Platform.

Fawcett, T. (2006). An introduction to ROC analysis. Journal Pattern Recognition Letters.

Frost, ]. (2017). Statistics By Jim-Making statistics intuitive. Avaxtnon March 2019, an6 The
Difference between Linear and Nonlinear Regression Models:
https://statisticsbyjim.com /regression/difference-between-linear-nonlinear-
regression-models/

Gujarati, D., & Porter, D. C. (2009). Basic Econometrics (5th ed.). McGraw-Hill /Irwin.

Hastie, T., & et al. (2009). The Elements of Statistical Learning: Data Mining, Inference, and
Prediction (2nd ed.). Springer.

Hossin, M., & Sulaiman, M. (2015). A review on evaluation metrics for data classification
evaluations. International Journal of Data Mining & Knowledge Management
Process (IIDKP) Vol.5, No.2,.

Huang, J., & Ling, C. X. (2005). Using AUC and Accuracy in Evaluating Learning Algorithms.
Journal IEEE Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering.

James, G., & et al. (2013). An Introduction to Statistical Learning with Applications in R.
Springer.

Kohavi, R. (1995). A Study of Cross-Validation and Bootstrap for Accuracy Estimation and
Model Selection. 14th International Joint Conference on Artificial Inrelligence
(IJCAI). Morgan Kaufmann Publishers Inc.

Liaw, A., & Wiener, M. (2002). Classification and regression by randomForest. R news, 2(3),
18-22.

67



Merhar, C. (2016). Employee Retention - The Real Cost of Losing an Employee. Retrieved
March 2019, from PeopleKeep:
https://www.peoplekeep.com/blog/bid/312123/employee-retention-the-real-
cost-of-losing-an-employee

Mishra, A. (2018). Metrics to Evaluate your Machine Learning Algorithm. Avaktnon March
2019, amo6 Towards Data Science: https://towardsdatascience.com/metrics-to-
evaluate-your-machine-learning-algorithm-f10ba6e38234

Mobley, W. H. (1982). Employee turnover: causes, consequences, and control. Addison-
Wesley Publishing.

Mohr, D. C,, & et al. (2012). Employee turnover and operational performance: the
moderating effect of group-oriented organisational culture. Human Resource
Management Journal 22(2), 216-233.

Nisbet, R., & et al. (2017). Handbook of Statistical Analysis and Data Mining Applications
(2nd ed.). Academic Press.

Quinlan, J. R. (1986). Induction of Decision Trees. Journal Machine Learning Volume 1 Issue
1.

Ranjan, ]., & et al. (2008). Data mining techniques for better decisions in human resource
management systems. International Journal of Business Information Systems
(IJBIS), Volume 3, Issue 5.

Russell, S., & Norvig, P. (2009). Artificial Intelligence: A Modern Approach (3rd Edition).
Prentice Hall.

Sheskin, D. ]. (2011). Handbook of Parametric and Nonparametric Statistical Procedures
(5th ed.). Chapman and Hall/CRC.

Shetty, B. (2018). Supervised Machine Learning: Classification. Avaxtnon March 2019, an6
Towards Data Science: https://towardsdatascience.com/supervised-machine-
learning-classification-5e685fe18a6d

Suits, D. B. (1957). Use of Dummy Variables in Regression Equations. Journal of the
American Statistical Association. 52 (280).

Ulrich, D., & Brockbank, W. (2005). The HR Value Proposition. Harvard Business Press.
Vapnik, V. N. (2000). The Nature of Statistical Learning Theory (2nd Ed.). Springer.

Witten, 1. H. (2011). Data Mining: Practical machine learning tools and techniques (3rd ed.).
Morgan Kaufmann.

[avapetog, 1. (2003). Mpauutka Movtéda pue Eupaocn otis epapuoyes. Avaktnon Maptiog
2019, amo6 Owovopko IMavemiotiuo ABnvwv: http://www?2.stat-
athens.aueb.gr/~jpan/Linear-Models-Supplement.pdf

68



IHAPAPTHMA

#Descriptive Statistics

# Importing Dataset
train=read.csv('train.csv’)
test=read.csv('test.csv')

#removing the 1D variable from test set

test=test[,-1]

#The data set

employees=rbind(train,test)

# Dimension of dataset

dim(employees)

# stracture of dataset

str(employees)

#Missing Values

sum(is.na.data.frame(employees))

#converting integer into factor
employees$Attrition=as.factor(employees$Attrition)

employees$Work_accident=as.factor(employees$Work_accident)



employees$promotion_last_5Syears=as.factor(employees$promotion_last_5years)

#Summary statistics

summary(employees)

#Standard diviation

sapply(employees[,1:5],sd)

#Frequency Distribution of continuous variables

attach(employees)

satlev<-table((satisfaction_level),

cut((satisfaction_level),

breaks=seq(0,10,1)))

margin.table(satlev,2)

hist(satisfaction_level, main="Histogram of Satisfaction Level ",

xlab="satisfaction_level",

col="blue",
freg=T,
las=1,

breaks=seq(0,10,1),

ylim=c(0,5000))



lastev<-table((last_evaluation_rating),
cut((last_evaluation_rating),

breaks=seq(0,10,1)))

margin.table(lastev,2)

hist(last_evaluation_rating, main="Histogram of Evaluation Rating",

xlab="last_evaluation_rating",

col="blue",
freg=T,
las=1,

breaks=seq(0,10,1),

ylim=c(0,7000))

proj<-table((projects_worked_on),
cut((projects_worked_on),

breaks=seq(0,10,1)))

margin.table(proj,2)

hist(projects_worked_on , main="Histogram of Number of Projects",

xlab="projects_worked_on",

col="blue",
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freg=T,
las=1,
breaks=seq(0,10,1),

ylim=c(0,10000))

avghrs<-table((average_montly hours),
cut((average_montly_hours),

breaks= seq(80,340,20)))

margin.table(avghrs,2)

hist(average_montly_hours , main="Histogram of Avg Monthly Hours"
xlab="average_montly_hours",
col="blue",
xlim=c(0, 350),
ylim=c(0, 7600),
freg=T,
las=1,

breaks= seq(80,340,20))

yrspd<-table(time_spend_company,
cut(time_spend_company,

breaks=seq(0,10,1)))
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margin.table(yrspd,2)

hist(time_spend_company, main="Histogram of Years in Company",

xlab="time_spend_company",

col="blue",
freg=T,
las=1,

breaks=seq(0,10,1),

ylim=c(0,15000))

# Frequency Distribution of categorical variables

df<-table(Work_accident)

bp<-barplot(table(Work_accident), main="Plot of Work Accidents",
xlab="work_accident",
col="blue",
ylim=c(0,35000))

text(bp,df,labels=df,pos=3,0ffset = 0.5)

df<-table(promotion_last_5years)
bp<-barplot(table(promotion_last_5Syears), main="Plot of Promotion for last5years"
xlab="promotion_last_Syears",

col="blue",

73



ylim=c(0,35000))

text(bp,df,labels=df,pos=3,0ffset = 0.5)

df<-table(Department)

par(mar=c(8,4,4,4))

dp<-barplot(table(Department), main="Plot of Departments",

col="blue",

ylim=c(0,10000),

besides=TRUE,
axes=TRUE,axisnames=TRUE,axis.lty=0,
las=2)

text(x=dp,df,labels=df,pos=3,0ffset = 0.5,tick=FALSE)

df<-table(salary)

bp<-barplot(table(salary), main="Plot of Salary",
xlab="salary",
col="blue",
ylim=c(0,20000))

text(bp,df,labels=df,pos=3,0ffset = 0.5)

df<-table(Attrition)
bp<-barplot(table(Attrition), main="Plot for Attrition",

xlab="attrition",
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col="blue",
ylim=c(0,25000))

text(bp,df,labels=df,pos=3,0ffset = 0.5)

#Box Plots

boxplot(satisfaction_level~Attrition,
main= "Attrition VS Satisfaction",
xlab="attrition",
ylab="satisfaction",

col="gray")

boxplot(last_evaluation_rating~Attrition,
main= "Attrition VS Evaluation Rate",
xlab="attrition",
ylab="evaluation",

col="gray")

boxplot(projects_worked_on~Attrition,
main="Attrition VS Number of Projects"”,
xlab="attrition",
ylab="projects",

col="gray")
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boxplot(average_montly_hours~Attrition,
main= "Attrition VS Avg Montly Hours",
xlab="attrition",
ylab="monthly hours",

col="gray")

boxplot(time_spend_company~Attrition,
main= "Attrition VS Years in Company",
xlab="attrition",
ylab="years",

col="gray")

# Correlation table of continious variables
#install.packages("corrplot™)
library(corrplot)
correlationl<-employees[,c(1:5)]

correlationl<-cor(correlationl)

#hide upper triangle
lowercorl<-round(correlationl,3)
lowercorl[upper.tri(correlationl)]<-""

lowercorl<-as.data.frame(lowercorl)

lowercorl
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#Correlation plot Pearson
corrplot(correlationl,method="circle" type="lower",

tl.srt = 360,tl.col = "black")

correlation2<-employees[,c(1:5)]

correlation2<-cor(correlation2,method="spearman’)

#hide upper triangle
lowercor2<-round(correlation2,3)
lowercor2[upper.tri(correlation2)]<-""

lowercor2<-as.data.frame(lowercor2)

lowercor2

#Correlation plot Spearman
corrplot(correlation2,method="circle" ,type="lower",

tl.srt = 360,tl.col = "black™)

#Logistic Regression

# Importing Dataset
train=read.csv('train.csv’)
test=read.csv('test.csv')

#removing the ID variable from test set

test=test[,-1]
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#The data set

employees=rbind(train,test)

#Converting integers into factors
employees$Attrition=as.factor(employees$Attrition)
employees$Work_accident=as.factor(employees$Work_accident)

employees$promotion_last_5Syears=as.factor(employees$promotion_last_5years)

#Create dummies for department and salary
Dep_ = factor(employees$Department)

dep_dummies = model.matrix(~Dep_ +0)

salary_ =factor(employees$salary)

sal_dummies= model.matrix(~salary_ +0)

#Constructing the new dataset of employees

employees=data.frame(employees,dep_dummies,sal_dummies)

#Removing columns salary,department,dep_accounting,sal_high

employees<-data.frame(employees| ,-¢(8,9,11,21)])

#Splitting the Dataset into the Training set and Test set

#install.packages(‘caTools")
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library(caTools)

set.seed(12)

split= sample.split(employees$Attrition,SplitRatio =0.7)
training_set= subset(employees,split==TRUE)

test_set= subset(employees,split==FALSE)

#Fitting logistic regression
classifier=glm(formula=Attrition ~ .,
family=binomial,

data=training_set)

summary(classifier)

#Removing insignificant variables

classifier2=glm(formula=Attrition ~ .
-Dep_support -Dep_technical - Dep_marketing - Dep_product_mng- Dep_sales,
family=binomial,

data=training_set)

summary(classifier2)

#Calculating events rates

table(training_set$Attrition)

table(test_set$Attrition)
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HHHHEHHAE Training Set#HHHHHH
#Predicting the training set results
prob_pred= predict(classifier2,type="response’,newdata =training_set[ ,-8])

y_hat= ifelse(prob_pred>0.23,1,0)

cm=as.matrix(table(training_set[,8],y_hat))

cm

accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])

precision

recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[2,1:2])

recall

specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 =2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)

fl

#Plotting the ROC curve
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#install.packages("ROCR")

library('ROCR")

roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,training_set$Attrition)

roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr','fpr)

plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE,print.cutoffs.at=seq(0,1,by=0.1),
text.adj=c(-0.2,1.7))

abline(a=0,b=1,lwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")

auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")
auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc

HHHEHHHHHHHE Test set #HHHHHHHHHHH
#Predicting the test set results
prob_pred= predict(classifier2,type="response’,newdata =test_set[ ,-8])

y_hat= ifelse(prob_pred>0.23,1,0)

cm=as.matrix(table(test_set[,8],y_hat))

accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])

precision
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recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[2,1:2])

recall

specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 = 2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)

fl

#Plotting the ROC curve

#install.packages("ROCR")

library('ROCR")

roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,test_set$Attrition)

roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr','fpr")

plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE,print.cutoffs.at=seq(0,1,by=0.1),
text.adj=c(-0.2,1.7))

abline(a=0,b=1,Ilwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")

auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")

auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc

#Desicion Tree Classification
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# Importing Dataset
train=read.csv('train.csv’)
test=read.csv('test.csv')

#removing the ID variable from test set

test=test[,-1]

#The data set

employees=rbind(train,test)

#Converting integers into factors
employees$Attrition=as.factor(employees$Attrition)
employees$Work_accident=as.factor(employees$Work_accident)

employeesSpromotion_last_5years=as.factor(employees$promotion_last_5years)

#Splitting the Dataset into the Training set and Test set
#install.packages(‘caTools")

library(caTools)

set.seed(12)

split= sample.split(employees$Attrition,SplitRatio =0.7)
training_set= subset(employees,split==TRUE)

test_set= subset(employees,split==FALSE)
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#Fitting Desicion Tree Classification
#install.packages('tree")

library(tree)
classifier=tree(formula=Attrition ~.,

data=training_set)

summary(classifier)
plot(classifier)
text(classifier,pretty=0)

print(classifier)

HHHHHHHE Training SetiHHHHH
#Predicting the training set results

y_pred=predict(classifier,newdata = training_set[,-10],type="class")

cm=table(training_set[,10],y_pred)

print(cm)

#Evaluation metrics for training set

accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])
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precision

recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[2,1:2])

recall

specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 = 2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)

fl

#Plotting the ROC curve

library('ROCR")

prob_pred=predict(classifier,type="vector',newdata = training_set[,-10])[,2]

roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,training_set$Attrition)

roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr','fpr)

plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE,print.cutoffs.at=seq(0,1,by=0.1),
text.adj=c(-0.2,1.7))

abline(a=0,b=1,Ilwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")

auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")
auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc
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HEHHHHHHEE T est set #HHHHHHHHTHHHTHT

#Predicting the test set results
y_pred=predict(classifier,newdata = test_set[,-10],type="class’)
cm=table(test_set[,10],y_pred)

print(cm)

#Evaluation metrics for test set
accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])

precision

recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[2,1:2])

recall

specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 =2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)

f1

#Plotting the ROC curve

prob_pred= predict(classifier,type="vector',newdata =test_set[,-10])[,2]



roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,test_set$Attrition)
roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr','fpr"
plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE)

abline(a=0,b=1,lwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")

auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")
auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc

# Pruning the tree
set.seed(12)
cv.classifier=cv.tree(classifier, FUN=prune.misclass)

print(cv.classifier)

par(mfrow =c(1,2))
plot(cv.classifier$size,cv.classifier$dev,type="b")

plot(cv.classifier$size,cv.classifier$k,type="b")

set.seed(12)
prune.classifier=prune.misclass(classifier,best=10)
plot(prune.classifier)

text(prune.classifier,pretty=0)

#Evaluation metrics for training set after pruning
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set.seed(12)
y_pred=predict(prune.classifier,newdata = training_set[,-10],type='class')
cm=table(training_set[,10],y_pred)

print(cm)

accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])

precision

recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[2,1:2])

recall

specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 =2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)

f1

#Plotting the ROC curve

prob_pred= predict(prune.classifier,type="vector',newdata =training_set[,-10])[,2]
roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,training_set$Attrition)
roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr','fpr"

plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE)



abline(a=0,b=1,lwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")

auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")
auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc

#Evaluation metrics for test set after pruning
y_pred=predict(prune.classifier,newdata = test_set[,-10],type='class’)
cm=table(test_set[,10],y_pred)

print(cm)

accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])

precision

recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[2,1:2])

recall

specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 =2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)
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f1

#Plotting the ROC curve

prob_pred= predict(prune.classifier,type="vector',newdata =test_set[,-10])[,2]

roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,test_set$Attrition)

roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr','fpr")

plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE,print.cutoffs.at=seq(0,1,by=0.1),
text.adj=c(-0.2,1.7))

abline(a=0,b=1,Ilwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")

auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")
auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc

#Random Forest Classification

# Importing Dataset
train=read.csv('train.csv’)
test=read.csv('test.csv')

#removing the ID variable from test set

test=test[,-1]

#The data set

employees=rbind(train,test)
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#Converting integers into factors
employees$Attrition=as.factor(employees$Attrition)
employees$Work_accident=as.factor(employees$Work_accident)

employees$promotion_last_5Syears=as.factor(employees$promotion_last_5years)

#Splitting the Dataset into the Training set and Test set
library(caTools)

set.seed(12)

split= sample.split(employees$Attrition,SplitRatio =0.7)
training_set= subset(employees,split==TRUE)

test_set= subset(employees,split==FALSE)

#Fitting Random Forest Classification

#install.packages("randomForest™)

library(randomForest)

set.seed(12)

classifier=randomForest(formula=Attrition ~.,
data = training_set,
type=classification,

importance= TRUE)

classifier
plot(classifier)

importance(classifier)

91



varlmpPlot(classifier,
sort=T,

main="Variable Importance")

classifier
plot(classifier)
importance(classifier)
varlmpPlot(classifier,
sort=T,

main="Variable Importance")

#Defining the threshold to 0.24
classifier=randomForest(formula=as.factor(Attrition) ~.,
data = training_set,
type=classification,
importance= TRUE,
cutoff=c(0.76,0.24))

classifier

#Selecting the best number of each parameter
set.seed(12)
classifier=randomForest(formula=as.factor(Attrition) ~.,

data = training_set,
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type=classification,
importance= TRUE,
cutoff=c(0.76,0.24),
ntree=280,

mtry=3,
nodesize=3)

classifier

#Tuning the best number of predictors at each split
set.seed(12)
mtry=tuneRF(training_set[,-10],
training_set$Attrition,
mtryStart = 3,
stepFactor = 2,
improve = 0.001,
ntreeTry = 300,
cutoff=c(0.76,0.24),
plot=TRUE,

trace = TRUE)

HiHEHE Training SetiH#HHHHEH

#Predicting the results for the training set

y_hat=predict(classifier,newdata = training_set[,-10])
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cm=table(training_set[,10],y_hat)

print(cm)

#Evaluation metrics for training set
accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])

precision

recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[2,1:2])

recall

specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 = 2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)

f1

#Plotting the ROC curve
library('ROCR’)
prob_pred= predict(classifier,type="prob',newdata =training_set[,-10])[,2]

roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,training_set$Attrition)
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auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")
auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc

roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr','fpr’)
plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE)

abline(a=0,b=1,lwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")

HEHHRHHRHE Test set #HHIHHBHIHT

#Predicting the results for the test set
y_pred=predict(classifier,newdata = test_set[,-10])
cm=table(test_set[,10],y_pred)

print(cm)

#Evaluation metrics for test set
accuracy = (sum(diag(cm)))/sum(cm)

accuracy

precision= cm[2,2]/sum(cm[1:2,2])

precision

recall= cm[2,2]/sum(cm([2,1:2])

recall
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specificity= cm[1,1]/sum(cm[1,1:2])

specificity

f1 =2 * precision * recall / (precision + recall)

fl

#Plotting the ROC curve

prob_pred= predict(classifier,type="prob',newdata =test_set[,-10])[,2]
roc.pred<-prediction(prob_pred,test_set$Attrition)

auc <- performance(roc.pred, measure = "auc")

auc <- auc@y.values[[1]]

auc

roc.perf<-performance(roc.pred,'tpr',"fpr’)
plot(roc.perf,colorize = TRUE)

abline(a=0,b=1,lwd=2,Ity=2,col="gray")
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