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H WA ool MARE &3 ¥ tlolEe R FET & gls7]ol dloleeY 54
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Hel MR et 7 HRE AT BEHo g A 34 WollA /48 5= JA =
JH = FroAAY 317 7Fsai Rt wetA dioleE AlFee 7 B 7IdES Ul
2] =& W X ste] diojE] 3ol AAE B Wl ol AT = A HA
BEY 71 Ee 99 Ag a2 AR vtela 2 o]H (microdata) 57 Al FLH FA
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Jole] A4 W (synthetic data generation method)o] A= Tt =
A AR £AAE D T A8 RS ol A T £
Foto] 22ES st AAt xﬂo}ﬂol on 2R Fx 7 AR RYPO T I 2o a1y
(Raghunathan 2001). 3 2Pl 719kst =214 A8 dole 44 WHL I 2P 7E 7}
37 e A¥A T ox}ﬂ«] x4 719 A Ao] olF & 7Hg o] A HuiE
H AE doleE A dojEe] Ex9} 2 xpolE Y £ Jor &A4 37 By EHo= 7—|
9 EFAAdo] A5 npxjete g A= HeE 2 B4 AUA " oS I Y 7
A diole A e SHAE Beelr] Aot 2 AR 22 FF 4 QY R v
7‘43'3]—01 A HoleE A= ZA7F A= AT (Drechslere} Reiter, 2011). & Zoll&= X
2o 7|ust B4 M| ReE FAE B8 R 917]#] 9] synthpop (Nowok -, 2016) 9] 7]

01 AE tlole] A/go] Bt golsi Rt

T3 Held 7Iuke] B4 B S0 o|n|A] HolHE AFAoE B4 whet 3T 7Nk XH
& dlojg A WHET MEE T Jon 34 HE 2EFH (variational autoencoder, VAE
A7 At A (generative adversarial network, GAN)o] 7|wtst BpHEZ &S 4= 9l dwl
o2 geid 7]9ke onA| ol 44 BRIFYEL olu]A] do Eﬁ% (1,119 9 W9 e Z2:
Y o Z wEete] A4Y dtolHE At EP SR W dojE e} A% dolgrt £ ﬂ
Elof| nl2 AHg3l7)dl= SHA7F k. o] SHAE Heslr] f3ke] HE LEQFY 7Nk wF
2= =33 |8 (mixed type data)ol] A& 753 VAEM (VAE for heterogeneous mixed type
data) 28 (Ma 5, 2020)°] o™ GAN 7|¥te] vbH o 2= TableGAN (Park &, 2018), CTGAN
(Xu %, 2019) @ CTAB-GAN (Zhao 5, 2021)¢] %

kAo 2 AH dlojee] B4 ol 2 &
EES AL HEE A diojEe] Al AE 8 Wtk €A %D} (Drechsler, 2011) %3] 2
A doleE At & AE dlole A A dlolg7F A%y Fx2T o]Fojd Aol o
doleet FYs HREE AT FE2 00]BR o|2H o2+ A A AP AfEch sAvt
ditd o g #EE = volH e A5E Use HEY HFE Sl 285 £33 vlolHeold A
diolEle}t 9 dlojE= HEE Wy %Eﬂﬂﬁh FYS A= EAE = OB o] IE x=F I
e AN of sttt A7 E HZ LR Ut (Taub 5, 2020).
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873 Wlastaat diok. A doly A4e AT A HolHZEs A87t=9] A HolHE ifﬂﬁ}
Atk AE7IES] AR HeolHe E53H A IE, 94F IZE, 7 AL A, Uol, Wi |29 5
= EFsto] F AEAE 2 N Al ARS Lslof sk dlolE ot & A7l &85+ Eﬂ
olH & tolaA Yot A Ul B et o] F AlFstglon € HolHe 71 A 9 253} 5 o
2 A A3 dlolEe] dRE MY FE3 HolE ot mEbA Aled2 dlolE= AA A<l of
oA P2 FAIst Aled dolE oy & AFolAs AF dloly A4 e HlaE fste] Al
& 02 dHolHE AA A vlolH & ste] AF HolHe =2 A9 9 dHolH #8442 wastat
gt

2 =l FAEL v 2ok 220 SAA B 7k AE ol A s g 7w
o] Ad Holy A7 ol tisto] 2rfstglon 3= Al &2 AZ7E A dlolHo theh ¥
T A 9 S A ey B2 AT tloly AA el tiste] dsiinh. 42 = A8t
A ool 224 275 AE dolH 44 BHEs 8ot =& AH S=9 84 S=5 F
skl A dlole A4 IHES vttt vpA e 58 e & d3E AAH R goFstal 4
22 A8

2. AAelole A4 WHE

I Hejd 29 7] AE vlolE A4 WSl tiske] 2%t $AA
230 gor BPY AVIEREE vojelzne) Bed mx R
Aoz A5e 5, olF o]&3fo] HolHE AP PO B =R AHE
717 synthpop 7|Fo 2 5 B 7]uke] AA ol A4 WES £7FT.
= A A4 3HE BZE HE Wo)= 7hlo g sk VAE 7)8 ¥ A
Hx}sa} A L2E 7o Mg AYAo g 5ot GAN 7]uke] Hho] glon B =RoA=
VAEM w3} TableGAN, CTGAN, CTAB-GANS 1783} th

2.1. £33 2AR gEET 5 74k A4 by

FAAA By 7IRke] A E volE] A L WA A dolHZRE dolHe ARIEREE F4
st F, $49 2 EExEREH B2 S FE3= S 1Edty dutdoz J diojHYy Z3E
5 AE dlole AL gl AU A5 (curse of dimensionality) EA1& Ejsle] 2 AR

£ A9 o
xo Bom ARV ARAY 20 BBLEE cAHow 245l A4 ARABLEE
o} LE Aokl HARY, 2A2E ARG, AR

g3t "k 7] 2R FEREE FH)

5 O B/ MEed RYES 1T 5 glon 2 o2 A 2R SR G 7
HEe] of2] RYPSS FFdto] AlFdk= R 7] A synthpop (Nowok 5, 2016) 7} 7| d=] o] F7A 7%k
AE dlole /o] Bt golatA H Atk a4 25 dERE Sk 7] 44 hEE Bt A

— ]
3 A9at7] fistel ARSLA e B HolEE X = (X1, Xo, X5, Xa) 2 47he] M52 245 girka
AR o W, A% HFEE A A4 AR SAE X o X1 o X o Xo 8 meistul HA
4749) WSl HRE AYRBRE p(Xy, X, Xo, Xa) THE T} o] EHHT

p(X1, X2, X3, X4) = p(Xa) - p(X1]X4) - p(X5] X1, Xa) - p(X2| X1, X5, Xa) (2.1)

2l (2.1)9] 5 E |9 x5 E%%g p(Xa), p(X1]X4), p(X3|X1, X4), p(Xa| X1, X3, X4)+= €@
HolEE 7Hte g 247 S 2 AR EEXL Ex & W e wel JARY, g =
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A28 FARY T B4R G AV 5o HESA o] 24 W or uHTh
ATl AEsH= R # 714 synthpop 7|2 AR A& AHH= Aol o
stA] ¢kal 9 dlolE 9] Y W4E AY B FES ALt At &
A OJ'—I-—’ A HolE e XyolA dE B =5
Jol| mhet 7 Whie] 2R HTh o E S0, =
o FAEH AEY Hps AT ol wet EXAH 39 2y (HF
ARY (M5 71 3 o]/l A¢)ol A8Hrt. synthpopoll Al BRI
543} A Glol & Qﬂl/}-,— (classification and regression tree, CART) 2&2] &
S 2 Fof gty 7] 4AA CART R¥& Ag3lo= BE 58 A4d 452
WA, CART B2 SRR o5 Al Fiel BE 7ise gtol ool A=2s) i AU+
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S 7o A Elol8E A4 Al synthpope F=ofxl Ao whet 5ot B
Z AAst). B =Ro] oz Ask W, synthpop X4 &
19 FE 7oz p(Xq|Xa)S o83t X2 AAsT ol st AAE p(Xs| X1, X4)
P(X2| X1, X3, X4)ol B3] X309 Xo & ¢AH o2 At A8 AR dEEX s5S 53
o] ZFFEEXE sEsithe HoA A AFE It AE dlol 4] &olsht Hloley 4=
g} s Ry BT SO uet £ 4 Aso] A FFE ek uEbA AEAE A o
F3leke 5o A dole vAEE 7| thEA AE dlojE+= 9 dlolE A uHo g edstA|
dolele] B4 e AT SASIER ofof ths] FAF a7 Tt AlE =0, volet AE o7
o thst %—’F 7F Aokl 7Hgste W, AE wole A4 7ol owst A 2AE FojsiA] ks A
Lho], A& o )& YEh= Wl tite] (10, 2E)3 Lol Yuig oz 2T 4= gl vlolE 7t
2 o+ Ut} synthpop] A%, Aol A Al Ak 2AS Fojsto] olidt FAHE HZE
Aot g doleY Mrt g2 A, ol A 279 2F¥E AA FUlete At 2UE Fo
Bh=t A7 EA 8k

>
o},A

:

2.2, HE 2 EQ1FH 79k WY
HE LEQSIH(VAE) 719k Ad dlole A4 e 2705710 ¢4, Hinton 5 (2006)°] 2J3)
ARE ALY B AL A IR S R FEE 25 ARAYY £YY TEA
© (autoencoder, AE)S A3t} gy, QBT = AxYe] A HEZ Y tolHE 3=
9176 (encoder) F-E3} Zoks x| —’FE¥E1 A tlolHE B3 tlAH (decoder) RO & F
g5l Aot LEQFE 1% o tlole et SoF & B9 tolEl Abole] AzlE &R ARSI, B
9o o Al AREE U HolEe B4L B 2ok A WSS e WEes, Unte S0
A Heziy 59d T?ﬂ 1 71 9 dole et g 77 Al WFe s St et RS
Fli MAYT A S o2 AIE A Fopld AUSAR A BT AATR
3, 99 YA 2L EA —7}— (feature extraction) ¥HOo & Wo] &L= glon ojuz]e] I3 A

74<>ﬂ¢ g2HT} (Li 5, 2019; Song 5, 2020).

VAES] &7 93] 48 dolH X = {xV}L, & n7l9 A48 x& W3y W A
2} 714, 28 A W4, 05 x9} 29 AT Bx] vyt 7} é?‘ﬂv} VAEE %
EARE e} A LEQIFTS] AREE 5% A v FF #3
Bayes) W< 7|uko g ZAFEte] Slgdls oA Afo|7) Qlty. Huh FAF R 4 Hf&, VAE:=
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JFATIE o] &ste] FA M,E Axdshe AFS A vl Ue AAsE= (posterior distribu-
tion)9] BE T A po(zlx)E SHEdhe AHLZ Q4 YILE o83l Y HolHE &
A= BAL po(x]z) S Sgshs FAHoZ dAs) AT AE BE py(zx)= 4 ]EM] ozt
Bx 7Mool th-g3he AP B2 7HY o] fle A4F StollAl F317] ol 7] wiiel Wi wo] =
718E8E ZAF AR IZ gy (z)x) S AFR S| S53th o 7)A ¢ HE B4 (variational parameter)i
2 HlolE X2 E 2 A ) BE ke ARAAYS A (veight) 3L B (ios) 2
AolHAtt. Figure 2.1 2 $]9] #}AHS TAISIsle] TsE Ao, AT AAL ZH7 37 Yo} tFY
= vehdch

Figure 2.1 Conceptual structure of VAE

VAEE ¢ dlolee] BE2E& A §4E Folo] si53l7] f8te] ol #AA (2.2)& o] &3t
log po (%) = Ezng, (z/x) [108 po (%))
= E,[log po(x|2)] — Dk r(q4(2|x)[lpe(2)) + Dxr(q4(2[x)||pe(z]x))

o714 pe(x)E A HlolEY & Wr F+E Ul Dy (P|Q) & 7 SE&2 PE} Q Atolo] 2}
ol A3 &5 0 FW-glojE g T4t (Kullbak-Leibler divergence)& 2] ujsic). 2] (2.2)2] ulx]
< FW-ghol B ite] EAHor 4 HF (non-negative)®] ghe ZHA HEE ofgjo] A4

(2.2)

log po(x) > Ex[log pe(x|2)] — Dxr(qs(z|x)||px(2)) (2:3)
4 (23)9] BEE9] 92 FBL logpe(x)9 HBOZ WAF 4 900 VAE BHAE: ELBO
(evidence lower bound)z} B3t AFA AW 4 g 18 sle] ELBOE 3} 3= Wae
2 239 55 A3t ELBOY HAYEE 58] 233 ZAF ARS BXE gy (2|x) 9 ZA) | 70
 diole Edof st 2 A5 g 4% T logpe(x]z)E 7IWHCE 9 Hlo|H &8 EXE A
. G40 A6 SR Bl olel B Vel A BL @) 24 AE B (e
wEol: BE AT BE NO,I), 24 AF Bxole 599 A7 &
5 . 474 © = diag(oi,...,02)S VERITH
AE 239 352 S8 ELBOE Huidlste A olA A
zE ELE -‘Jrﬂ"ﬂ «1611 ik 301 vlZe] E7FSSRE o] B3 £x9 E4E S5 5 fle AVt
wBsity, VAE 92 o238l BA|E s 2et7] 9ot AR43} EY (reparametrization trick)S &
B3] BAGE A2tk ARG S 28 g I FEE S T, 22 0 o
78 TN FE o] WEEl z7F BY HEF &8Itk VAESAE 27t gs(zx)
S ul, ME WS olgate] WA WAE theT 2ol EAR

_{

N(% )E 7?@6}01 i%

2~
2
k.

z=u+3"% e~N(0,I) (2.4)
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4714 B2 = diag(on,...,0.) S HERITE ARSE EGL Boto] 9k B8 ATAEY WY A5
2 A9l 7} 7Fseto] o2 B3] Q@sh S (back-propagation) o] 7Fs3HA 5k,

7129 VAEE 9 dlolee] MaEol 598 30l SAH0R FA% REH 432 A9
| A2 AYATE AT A HolE WrEe] WFYH A% Yol TYH o] FAW £Y

s
MEES 27 bt ASole de AI%H VAES] 8 4ol 27 AstEel Leld Itk (Kendall
=,2018). o]H s ZAE 3] A3}7] 93te] VAEM 23 o] Ma 5 (2020)0] 9] ate] A <t= ¢lth. VAEM
230 Ag Jdto] x = (x],...,x5)T& A vlolgle] 3 FROZ AL z = (21,...,24)" & ©]
o th-&she A W HEE Hogitt 7|4 x5 (1 < j < d)&= A dlojee] jis Mo of-g3tH
49 Wpol A9 149 A% (scalar) 2 ERH W WEY W) 49 AP WY Wge WF
Fofl FFehs 03 12 FAE AE o) o Eof 9 dHolEY X; "grt 5709 HEE Zetta 7}
At X; = 309, x; = (0,0,1,0,0)7 22 AoHAtt AT FA| WS 2= 1499 AgegzE A9
5 Aol A x;9 Aol 7 k. VAEM 28L ofele] ¥ wAE Solo] BYL S5k
(Stage 1)
A WA S A 2 W] tiSte] YA OR VAR B3 shwdte] Al BER py (2) =
(2n) M2 oz 2 A7 REE neldth 2, 9 doEe Wevt A%yol) Wry
42 UehiEetE 7 s thgshe BAUSE 1499 Agehz Jo) s A REeh 2t
A R AT RIS WEES Atk 2 A5e] U@ VAR 239 AR5 BAE e
2},
(05,9;) = alfggﬁ;?XEq¢j (=;1%,) [ 108 po; (xj125)] — Drer(qs; (zi1%;)llpa; (25)) (2.5)
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T BBl py (x;]5)E A WETF FRE w) @ dlolele] julA) Wl g 2AR 2

=5 Uehlt VAE 239 g3y RRojtt. € tlojele] wWel Fejol met A% B¢

A5 U FTAFLA AV E 2= AT o %
] 2

= KX
= =
= =z 5 [ < = 3 2~ SN =
o, AFR A A g HFY 7o YU 2ZEW A (soft-max) SAAFE Z=

A7 BYL ol §3te] S5

(Stage 2)

A WA GAGIA 7 W42 SR VAE 2L ol gatel et A dole W59l &
S0l A gkt F WA DA A HolEe F54e AT + U )
SAGIA EAE A MAES ol3je] b VAE R ARl %, VAEM 282 of
A BEE ze 9 HoHE AdEXE nEas A WsE 2383 F 9 HelHe F54
g 95 WA WeEe) A W F2E Teele olF VAE Ralole) B & Atk ol 3
B Ao 7 = (21,....20)"E A AR

h = (h,....h)" & F AR SGANA SFahs 194 A W50 24 ¥4 9HE Jehdc
A7 k (1 <k <d)& FA W] A9E ngdty. F AR dA 2] VAE 232 A3} 4]
£ ZdeHd et 2k
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>
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X di(lta(x)7zj ~ q¢j (Z]|XJ)7J = 15 s 7d7

. 2.6
(4" °) = argmas S, o [ 108 o (2] — Drcs (an (. ) o). (26)
By

3714 pr(h)E 294 FAHEF] AHA B2 E ey F4 & X2 (Gaussian mixture dis-

tribution) = VAMP (variational mixture of posterior) AP £33 (Tomczak 2} Welling,

%
Ae
K
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2017)% 3@ 4 9tk VAEM B0l VAMP AHd B2E 328 5o A2k gieh,

Po(%) = Eam)mpr (mypys oty [ | [ P, (x5123)] - (2.7)
J

VAEM E32 o] 83t py(x) & mat 4@ vlolee] 442 s 347 5L T 9AE A
AT WA 2849 B B5 hE 85D g (hlx,2)0H BT Aol DT py- (2fh)E o &3
ofof

% H\n Y q |
of 22 WeHATE AAH 28 olstel 2471e] Wl theto] B T logp: (]2, ol 83t
x; 2 A Hch

2.3. A4H Ao 17 7]

z

ix)

v}
GAN E3& 499 dE F235to] € HolE gt fAlES Adshs RPor B2} (genera-

tor) &} A} (discriminator) 2 FAE o] Y& AFAAT ZH otk (Goodfellow 5, 2014). GAN 2

o A= 499 dE A dolEe] JEE wEse 48 dty A 9 dlolHe YR

HE A" AF deleE gl A dolHet AE dolHE ¢

A dlolE el fARE A E dlolee] BAE fiste] RISt EAE AR TE A7 B

thol 54 o HA3E Foto] ol Jydrt

il

~
—~

ML o

mci;n max V(G,D) = Exrpyppa(x) [108 D(x)] + E,_p(z) [log(l — D(G(2)))], (2.8)

o714 x= Y HlolH, z= X5 #5 EX (uniform distribution) == A £ (standard normal
distribution) 1A 348 dE Uehnl, G(z)E A47HE 3ol Wakd §4 dlolel, D(x)& €
°olElE 9 dlolHE #AE &, D(G(z))+ T4 dlolHE 9 tolH= #ad &&& vepdtt. o=t
Al A9 EA%eE 82 9 HolHE 9 tolHE Add e U3 e shFeta ARt
£ HEA7E 4 tlolHE T HolE R #ddts FE S HAIFEE FEote] AR FAYHoR 5

S31 ek olel@ shgol WMEEEA ARAT MBS G4 wlolelh AA] Hlolee] BEsl £
A, ol 2H H Ao i TR U ol et T4 vlolHE PReA R Aul, 5 FEol
0.5 e 7k A Aol Hek.

GAN B3 H4Hv) HA3) ZA2 dubAd H43), Hs} H A3 FARD S Foke Aol
olfth= Aol d#A Jow A AZ A (fully connected layer) 22 FAAH GAN 232 <
o] & gstttar &2 A St} (Arjovsky 9F Bottou, 2017). ©]& H&438}7] 915to] ojw]A] Hlo]E ol
3] DCGAN (deep convolutional generative adversarial network) 23 o] #|¢t=| gt} (Radford 5,
2015). DCGAN 232 9] GAN B8 18atdd 9 A2 A= F47F 2747 (convolu-
tional neural network, CNN)2] AlZFo 2 tj|3} AR strided FAAH AlS J&3 AF2] &4
3} ghroll LeakyReLU (Maas 5, 2013) 35 A-83to] GAN 239 52 A3} Axl Byelth
DCGANOA &= &-§3F CNN AF Fx+= onA] P49 Holelo] thoto] ¢-+8 Ae& Ado] o
<& ®okllA] FF L oW ] FHE AANE &E&FH T Yot (Kim 5, 2020). DCGAN 23] A
AR A A= AX] A3 A5 (transposed convolution layer)3} ¥l %] A3} (batch normalization)
H (Ioffe 2} Szegedy, 2015) & ReLU &3} &7} A L= At

ol21gt GAN 7|¥ke] Byo] ojuz] PAE FFACRE Fage] whet, ojw]x] HloJeEwt ohjet
Qubmol B= dlojeo] thak AHO2 GAN R¥o] 45T 9tk TableGAN (Park 5, 2018)<
Hol& JA9 dlojele] thste] DCGAN EHE H&sto] A do|e]E A ek B olty. 7]&9
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o

DCGAN B39 Tx&5 AL317] 93to] TableGAN R HolE 77t 45 A
2 Wgste] 2xH9 olv|A] FEjY AR E T TE TableGAN R332 EHlo|B9| d9 7}
S FA3] o8 A 7149 99 (padding)& F3ko] XS A 7= AAE 7 =3
dlolEe] ME&E9 AAE FX8M g53l7] 5t FE <A ¥4 (information loss function)
5 ¢4 &4 (classification loss function)E £¢3te] 9 dojg] WY H4E9] AA 9 AF Hlo
AL ES] A7 FARIES S5 X3t JE &4 Tt A nixgd ASoA 28H
]S =% 9E (feature vector)2 Teidte] ¢ dlo|ele] E3 wWElel AR AH dolge] EA
Elo] a3 e o|R AHoH £F £4 Tt E7A (classifier) & £93H] 9 Hlo]EY
golE o5& 5ot A HolHE HE T5H ERAE AAGE tolHo Y o5 oAE &4 &
T2 A3t TableGANS| HF 4T+ A9 GAN B39 &4 3l A (2.8)94 HH
V(G,D)$} AR 4 34 9 By 430 gtoz Fojdith. AR 4 g4 £ & 9 dolHe}
A32d diolele] shEAte] wiA et AFe] £ WEHE 47 £} fo,) 2 UERE W, o3} o] Aol
ok

o2
ox, 1l

1 of
T2
L2 o dr gy I

1

4

Lumean = || Exnpgara (o) [x] = Eznp(a) [fo)] |2
csd = H SDXNPdata(x) [fx} - SDZNp(z) [fG(z)] ||2 (29)
[:Z'Cibfo = maX(O7 l:mean - 5mean) + max((), ‘csd - dsd)
o714 SDIJ& 017 WEIE o g3jel BE WA Al Baolch. BF €4 B4 Logwt @
dolElol] that B5 <4 B4 £5,..9 A4 doleo] g 5 24 84 £6,,.8 TR ofelst
2ol Bejgict,
Léass = Exnpgara o[ | 1(x) = C(remove(x)) ||
£ ss = B[ | €(G(2)) — Clremove(G(2)) |],
714 I(x)= €9 dlolE xollA A4 Ho]EL 4AH=Edhe &l remove(x)= € HlolEolA] &
Al glolE ZRE AAT tolEE nditt. A ol gt 2F &4 e ERAE g5 o
A-gH ] A4 leolgol thet 27 &4 e S ERAE 58l s AR el 189
t}. TableGAN 23] A 7W@4 F2E Figure 2.20 A ASH3ATH

(2.10)

D . T~ Synthetic data

-
] - | W
@D@ = =

] = | W
= -:1.

Original data

Figure 2.2 Conceptual structure of TableGAN

9PA A9)E TableGANS] 4%, DCGANS olu]] vlolele] 454 443 A4 Helg 34
oHS) WMEEY WA SAE AR £4 ¥5 ol F/H4oR Telsglor} /1E DCGAN 2§9] 7
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Comparison study of synthetic data generation methods for credit card transaction data

25 AL A8l 24 g (-1, 1] B E ZAEE HEeHA HUA 71&7] &4 A7 -8 T
A ok K3 Y Al A5Y AeTt @?}?ﬂ 33 dlelEdl st A3 W AR
Edyol 2T A, 9l TableGANS] 5 72E A-83HA HW A dlole] 44 Al &5 1
F7 F2E 7psA o] =) o213t BAIE s Z257] Y5t CTGAN (conditional tabular GAN) &=
ol Ak At (Xu 5, 2019). CTGAN 232 W59 A AAHE 58 71€7] 24 419 )
AL 9sto] A7 T BEZ Ao 7]kl Hwigk 1% AF3F (mode-specific normalization)2 A oF
shlom Ry W] JFA A 98t 2% HE (conditional vector) 2} R7AE WE 79t
xE —%—%"ﬂ [q‘% 51}% AAE Agetoint. WA EF 2 71k ANt Ve s e A
B o

(Step 1) Z47e] A%y WSl thste] ME A =3 £2 =¥ (Bishop, 2006) & %83}

of 23 IS FA3 £F 29 ¢, /A B X BeE FAT F 50, X; W

of il ¢; = 37Me] Bx= Y A5 £F 227 AdE vy 7Pehd X0 A £
~2

(Step 2) 7ol WSl Qol G3lel Swp 194 $47 AT £ $2§ Azes o

RLuN —
Zt Bxo| 2 &5 Ix 49 e AY J2 %3}01 o] T Y =2 FE e EX
g Attt dE E9 379 Exs 749 Xq:ﬂ' &3 FxoA Iu«] Zholl oist mjm Al
ok = wpf(zi; i, 02) 5 AETt] 71 22 ARS A"t & AdEE ARS mt =

argmax; px = EachaN=

(Step 3) Step 2014 WY BE LS NFOR i) = (v — fim+)/ (46 )] BTEE 78
Stk ES 7 A% Aol thshe] £ o] ARl T ARE BEIAS] A §,F =
Pate] o |l B LEo| AGFH=A 07} 12 o] §3ke] EAWTE ol 2 Sol, 3] YRow 7

o
<>
o
fo
2y
-
N

0
AE EF F2AA 3R Rl sFs
Ho= HojHrt.

CTGAN 232 %3 ol gt 71E B43te A8t B431d oot 74 4% JHE Z+:

Y] AEE Hxd }1 WEY WLES A MsE %%6}04 BE 019 3 A=

CTGAN R3L Wz 3 e

B} A3 4 Bd,) T2 GAN 7|8k B33 oh2 7 CTGAN mﬂe ae 22 HE d

o) A

]';g- 17']] L}E}%\—% 73—?_7 Bl] - (07071)‘9]

JHU
(g,
o,
%
kv

9/]
HeE 259 5 AYs 2 AR WS Agste] AR dEge s uyeth. S, 2E& AT 3
Hejg) st S 2 AR WEHe 2 o], Y WEHE a = (2", )T Fodrh AR YoM W
Fof it 2AF HEE vjg] A5t sG-S FAE ﬂﬂi 2 dlolEjet AA HolgE dhEse
AR Shgol = A dlolElE MG FE3H0] F5F3he Zlo] ozt ¢ HolE ] Bxx 28 ¥
Hol| thet 270K 225 5T  A=F Ao gt CTGAN oAM= 25 B9 g
< 98t} ARl ALE = 248 dE o wet o HolE oA FoR AR A tgshe 2R
2 MEFF] sh5S AYsHA Ak o8 S, A ol Oy, G20 9143 We) 3719 HEE
Zte D13} 2709 HRE ZEe Dpo MEE ¥t doka 7HAE uf, CTGAN RE3o] Dy = 19 of
3 2AR B E 5ok AL NdR o R ©A3EHE Figure 2.39F 2T} o XoAE= W3F] WS
D13} D29 2o w2 2AR Bzl ol Dy = 19 AR 3o ff3l skgog Do tigk =
A& 1FA ol 2 AR WEE (0,0,0,1,0) 22 Fo] 3Tt
CTGAN 232 TableGAN B33} th2 A A P29 FHo| 8752 dFom P} sz}

o] 94 A2 AL TEHAT. CTGANS] AAA Gz, c) e The el 728 2t
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1. hp=zdc
2. hy =ho ® ReLU (BN (FC\z)4|c|—256(h0)))
3. hy = hy & ReLU (BN (FCly+ e/ 1256256 (h1)))
4. aj = tanh(FClgj4(c45121(h2)) 1< j <N
5. B = gumbelo.?(FC‘Z|+|CH’512*>L1]' (h2)) 1<j<N.

6. d; = gumbel, 2(FC’|Z|+|C\+512—>\D,\(hg)) 1<j <Ny

/1A Not 4% W4l 42, Nuk WEY W5l 4, 0k ME9] 42 292 2 vl 50 ReLU()
ReLU &433} g, BN2 v A3}, gumbel = H¥ AZE WA 34 (Gumbel softmax func-
tion), FCpq(z)= 98 A pot S8 24 ¢S 2= &4 A2 A9 =43= vUehdh

CTGAN?] #Ex} C(-)= PacGAN (Lin %, 2018)9] o7 th2x o] AoHct A
43 T2+ PacGANS] Fx0|4 pacd] 27]E 1022 3 9ot

1l.hy=r1® - -@rio@c1®---Dcuo

2. hy = Drop(leakyo.2(FC1ojrq |+10/cs |—256 (ho)))

3. hy = Drop(leakyo.2(FCas6—256(h1)))

4. C(-) = FC256-1(h2)

o3 7]4 Drop2 Dropout (Srivastava 5, 2014) 25 2| v]3}H leaky,()+= Leaky ReLU &35} g+
52 vepdch,

Categorical variables Select fi o 4
D, and D, elect !rstl)category —|(0)(0) (0 U/" ‘\0)
select - | Ry B 2z~ N(0,1)
Dy D, / ’
Generator g(.)
Case, D, = 1 extract row of original data
‘ ay,j ‘ By ‘ Qy,j ‘ Bz ‘ dy,j ‘ da,j ‘ ‘ Qyj | Buj | @ | Bay ‘ dyj | daj ‘

! |

Figure 2.3 Conceptual structure of CTGAN

upxlete 7 Awslaz) = GAN 718k AE dole] AA 2L CTAB-GAN 23 (Zhao 5,
2021) 0.2 9+A AW TableGAN 283} CTGAN R8o 72E A% FelE =t} 7RHoz
£ CTGAN B39 22 & BF A&t Rt 71& Astel 27A4% 9y 2 2745 A 74l 282
FZ0 = tf}g% AL3t}. CTAB-GAN 232 CTGAN R JTXE 7utor &A%k BB

% TableGAN R oA 1 gd JH &4 4 g 7 4 48 F7HH 02 g3 2ol
CTAB-GAN =% Oﬂ/\ﬂ = TableGANZ} CTGAN ZtZte] Ry A28 e} vjwsle] Ad Aso] =
7FE ofe HolHE &8st Fdsisint. AAlH < CTAB-GANS 71d# 2= Figure 2.4° Al

Ak,



Comparison study of synthetic data generation methods for credit card transaction data 11

;’”‘”"Mﬂ
1

Conditional vector

00D 0| 4F

Conditional vector

[e]e]elee)

O] vector qp

| Original data ‘ /

Generator | ——— | Synthetic data ‘ \
-

Figure 2.4 Conceptual structure of CTAB-GAN

3. A&7l= A Hlo]¥

3.1. Ag7t= A wlojg ] 270

B APl A AR dlojEl= to]& AUdloletollA] ZHY A 9 vjAE A & AFH HolHE
2 ATY FEHo g &§ 7hsst tlojeoth. o] Ay lo]etell A BF3 A dlo]E = 20199 Al
47t= 1A vjE HlolHE ¢k 5% 3,0009Hd0] oH o] FoA A&5EAY 1¥ 17 ujE H o]
oF 851%F 7ot} & Ao &&= volE& ALS5EAIY 149 1A wj& e F 5% A A
A F=23t] AlZd dlolgo|tt. 9 HlolE 9} vw3dte] A|FHkE dlojEe] £ AHoR wj
T Ao} A87tE A dlolE= 1A o], A, W& 4F, WS /MR A 7 B
AA A1, A s, AA SRR FAE ] T Aol ole AR Thsdt & AEAE]
doleolmg A HolEHe 2 9T 9 /AR REETH th3l HE AES H Ao T 54k
ATE A7 E =t HFTH0Z AlF T2 A87t= A vloje] W4 dFY E &
able 3.1 2 <F35}AT}.

P
i

ox Y M oM B ow e
2
[t

flo [o mw

NET L)

Table 3.1 Summary of variables in credit card transaction data

No. Item Variable  Type #(Null)  #(Category) Range
1 Store type code TYPE Categorical 0 158 (1, 385)
2 Block code (location) BLK Categorical 0 4322 (1718, 367057)
3 Customer’s sex SEX Categorical 244 2 (1=Male, 2=Female)
4 Customer’s age AGE Discrete 244 18 (15, 120)
5 Time of transaction TIME Discrete 0 8 (0, 21)
[§ Transaction count CNT Discrete 0 (1, 10)
7 Amount of transaction AMT Continuous 0 (1010, 264840)
8 Customer’s home zip code  ZIP Categorical 1018 11043 (01000,63644)
9 Day of transaction DAY Categorical 0 7 (1,7)

Table 3.1 #A|AJ"E W 5 Azl 2dol] thE dlojel= € dloJHolA &g, jEd BEE 7|wte
g AEFHon e, iEdo]l 54" A AEE Ad AE =& Ade =L 7 o] & A7l
A
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A BF F=9 A2F 94 v EE vpola AU olet i AR = Rl I A= et W
o] M= 151 54 &2 FE o] FA A2lsof A= den, A5 9992 FoH At 2
Al Az MeE AES vjE A7be] obd 0AIRE 24A171X] 9] AI7HS A1 w9 & FEet F it A

A= At} Table 3.19] o] & ZAA] A7) AW ALAQ Fho] F213lE o] Algd WyEo|nE &
Aol w2} A4 WM B ok WsE A7t 7hssith AA A7 AEE viEd, ed AR
oF Agshd A5A A R E80] Zhsety 2 Aol E wed, ied JEE E8HA ¢o
uE2 AA A2 HEY iR A2 stk

3.2. A187l= A= dlelgle] Hxje]

2" A 7S AE doly A S FHL317]0] IA A vlolee] AEA] Y So|xE Fdsln
Zr W40 23] e FAe HIT=E Folste] Y Holy AA =& AP F A
A S ALt vt 3180 A A ake)l o] ALEEAIY 1€ 4l A

FE5t] A 0.59% Aol A dojEolA] 28 F5 Al Y dlofE A olA

I AlLE o] B AFodA E8EE tlole FL440] AA A dlolee §44E 2v]3st

2] ekt SIAIE 2 Ao A dlolE A WH A5 BnE FHoE AF e 5uAY o
°olHE 9 dlolHE 7P¥Ea A dlolgd "tk =& A 2 584 E=E ALY =3 Ad
dolEY A5 vlmol 23S F2 o] F7HAQA FEA A HHS LA 21 2Ex WY 51
L A A dloleloll A AlQstdh welbs 9 dlojee] R SANET ) FE 1018719 FLS ¢
olEloll A Aeetrt. FuE F $AANTIL Fehd 1018719 Fo] AE 2 Yolrt AEH 24479 &
o] BT 23 o] 714 A& ALl WA Akt A& X7 AAE dlolE Wel tpo] W4
o] 7% 154 19, 954 19, 1204 1822 21§ 7= A dlolg o & 7 Adxtz o4 & £
Ao 379 W& FrHH R ATk o] A A thA) dlojE& 48,9790tk F71=E JE 1
Ao Az dlolE|2 3A17F T2 Table 3.19] WHof whel g4t QA 7L H ot ZA| 3= e 7
£ 48,979702] A HlolE F 47,062709] A, & 96.08%2 AW} A AT 12 Yo 24
Al g7t 28 39 AR 23 A, AA At 99.92%0l s Fsct. E AFANAE F
A3t HZET) UERE 7HeAdS B37) Ast] 2A o] SolgEs AlAT RES Eo|7] Hule
g2AS =o|7] 8 2A 347t 1Y & B9, A FAE 2A A5E U 39S 2A gde=w
Aot 2A A B HI=E A A tlolEdl S8t § 71E T4t JAE vloleE ALl st

FAoz HAAZE APt AAE T ZA| Mg BF 10 HE2E AA AE dolE 44 Al
A Byl ZA 3 W AQE AT 919 AXE T vlole 9] 4= 48,9797114 51,1337 &
2,154719] #Z =7} =715kt

el lolE of

)

ox rlr mx

A= A ool QF =, BF Ao 2EAY A, v 2 9T S7b 24
o wF Aol ¥ WRT B 4 Uik B WR £8 2& WSl tstel M 2P §
QoA EATHE ARTe] £F FAste] Table 3.20] 2eFRAG. UF TS, BF mE, 3 2PNE

3779 WA 2ol 51133709 Flole] 3 37.77070e] ARESL FASA et MR 2 G
o2% w39 AP0l £ A2 FAF 5 Atk o VAT Ak} BE = A9 374 nE
£ "000" 0% NI H SHAEY o) 2428 00" 0% Aol 49 WRE BUtel HA
£ AAE AT B9 A% B8 et 4322709) WA 253709) MR BaE e § ¢
ANEE 11043709 WRONA 457709 MEE FRA A A9 MR TG AP Fo A5 2]
£ §9% 329 52 Table 3.200 Vb gieh. A Hlolelsh ulm Al A8 A5 49 AR $E
27 Bastg ol 448 W 23] BE 98 dRss A deith A7 A9 AR = 99
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o) E HolHOIAE FUT AT YR GEF A NS AL B ¥ P9 WF2) B
T Meisol Aeh. AW 3 A A Hlolel9] 059% HsHe Aol A Holel vhell £U5
A ge AREY BEoz Fast] 44 wF AV wong AW oy 449 w3 AW 3%

A

B 0§84 E% 0TS o] 274 wAE Aele AWeAE Akch AR T AF o)
wlolejol thak M9 @8L Table 3.30] 2 oktgict

Table 3.2 Number of unique records in original data

No.  Variable Original ~ Modified
1 TYPE 12 12
2 BLK 765 7
3 ZIP 3881 37
4 (TYPE, BLK) 1375 380
5 (TYPE, ZIP) 20552 3066
6 (BLK, ZIP) 36316 6418
7 (TYPE, BLK, ZIP) 37770 16588

Table 3.3 Summary of variables in credit card transaction data after preprocessing.

No. Variable name Type #(Category) Range
1 TYPE Categorical 158 (1, 385)
2 BLK Categorical 253 (1000, 367000)
3 SEX Categorical 2 (1=Male, 2=Female)
4 AGE Discrete 15 (20, 90)
5 TIME Discrete 8 (0, 21)
6 AMT Continuous (600, 264840)
7 ZIP Categorical 457 (01000,63600)
8 DAY Categorical 7 (1,7)

o
|

4. Ag7le A dlolelo] that AEA ulole] A WHES )L
4.1. A dgloJe] A A v|d E%

A dolge Fes vudhes SEEL 54 dZ=9 Al 7HedS Yl =& AF (disclo-
sure risk) S=9F ¢ to]E ¢} H1E5}°4 3234 H?ﬂ ol 84 = NS ZAF 2
Al (utility) A F&2 FERACH ﬂ A9 S22+ k-HA4 2 -8 59 S5V AYH Qe
W 0% dolelel MAE A2 T ATHL A HolEe e AR
SR A A EﬂO]Eﬁ/] 3%, 9 dlolEY X & 43 F, FHH ExoA AD3HA L—’F—% FE3
T WA =5 Al st 37 Wria 4 E ik ol d A2 A ™ o]
Hel A%, 9 dolES} 22 3e 2= dIET Uebd EE0] o]8HLE 00k /\P“Oﬂ 7101 sttt
A WY A 299 dolel talie $9% WRE 74D U ot} 5 dm=s)
el F 28 Taub$} Elliot (2019)0AE AE tlolHAME =& AL Aok ot =7 th4t
B4 A ﬁ% (targeted corrected attribution probability, TCAP)S F3}o] A& HolE]e] =& ¢
B8 4% AL AL webA 2 FAE 2 AR vlole) 44 e A87h= A ol
el z*ﬁm TCAPS 018310 &% A8 ZAsSIL). w2 AR dlolele] §84 ALLE Woo
5 (2009)°llA A+t g A4 7]9ke] pMSE (propensity score-based mean squared error) 2 ROE
(ratio of estimates)E &3} T}.
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] (o)

ek ARET. o714 9% FAAA Q3 Qe A HleolEe] WASS AW WA (key vari
able) 2 93t A H tolel9} A tlolE e W ARE &8oto] Lol A} sk AEE A B
£ E3x W (target variable) gk 2] sict.

Taub2} Elliot (2019)°llA A|HE TCAP2 5§ FAAZE AE dloje e} A dloje o] At g
BE Eol 9 HolEe BE vse] ARE Ok wE JPS ZARE ZEL 9% AL A
dolE oA Alsd Bx W5 JRE 53 F43ta o]F Bl 9 dojEe] FH F
7FedE Eolte A% stollA Bx g 54 4 Agtrt. Bk AAjs] AT EW, AE o
B 3A7E T4 A8 W E4 &E
a9 AEA Y B4 e

gl oX

(within equivalence class attribution probability, WEAP)
AR dlole FET gt vt Ze] FojHrt

" ITsni:Tsn'stni:Ksn'
WEAPJ — Zz:l ( ?:l ] yn,J yn, Y 7]) (41)
i1 L (Ksyn,i = Kayn,j)
A7IM I(A)r 27 A VST A9 19 g vehln BEskA) ge 49 09 ke tere AX)
?:}'4\_7 Ksyn,i}f ZH&1 E“O]E ‘9] ’“ﬂ H = E
T

TCAP; = >oic L(Tobs,i = Toyn,js Kobs,i = Ksyn,j)
J S I(Kobs,i = Ksyn,j)

AN Kop, Tops & 247 A HlolEle] 484 0 BE WS R, Kopn, Topn e 27 AR w0l A
WAL 2R WS JRE eI TCOAPE AR dolgel jis dass) 59
G 2t A HolES ARES FA BE WGe) QA U Anse) wEe S e

o %, TCAP gto] 16 771418 o9
o} W2 TCAP7} 00 77k AW A2 dlo]
W4e) 7k e the AL oulslo] A ol xE 9

2
4> ox
e
N
o
o,
flo
AN
o
ofr
;{F
()
o
fru
o
K
]
B
30,
i
L)
g T
oy
o
1
K

o]

E AFoMe Ag7t= A dlolgdl tigt AF dlolHe k& APS S f5e] Ex W
2z 7 o WME (ZIP)S mEIoen AWz Wizs {T,B,S, A TI}, {T,B,S,ATI, D}
{T,B,S,A,TI,D,AM(100)}, {T,B,S,A,TI, D, AM(1000)}, {T,B,S,A,TI, D, AM(10000)}° &
5709 W4 23S w#IFATh o714 AM(100), AM(1000), AM(10000)= AMT ®E=o|A] 242+ ¥
9] Zhe] 1009 w4, 1000 4, 100009 ©417F HEE vh&d date] A89 Z& vehdoh
A o) Aol AMEE= WEAPS 7|& ez & 1.02 FH439th

6 T: TYPE, B: BLK, S: SEX, A: AGE, TI: TIME, D: DAY, AM: AMT

o
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41.2. 984 3=

=N E AR HolEY f84S 2437 98] Woo 5 (2000)9] pMSES} T4 T4k 57
459 W&ol ROES 1eistsith. WA pMSE 252 23 0, 4 dolge} Ad dolge] 57
Aol SAEE Adshe Aol oz AAAA BAIA FALL Fel] Sla) A vlolEst A
o elolelel A% 45 (propensity score) & /1 E0.2 F448 SAULh A4 4% Aok T2 2
¢ A7 we da e /\lﬁﬂh Adom AW Ms (X)7h FolHe ul v Mg (V)o] 2A%
GBS oiujshn pMSE SR04 98 Wt AR doleiel 4% 1, 9 dlolE 49 09 % e
o7 Mez Aok A HolHsg} AQ HelEr} FUT dns

= 7@4%} A7V pi = P[Y; = 1| X; ]2 i9A) @lm=9) 4% B4 Uepir). o714 N = 2ne
2 tloleet AR tlolel 7t S2E tlolee) HTE 48 tehict 9o B8 v mw, 9 o]
EM AR HolEe] 4 ol 0500 ke Aol ol R £ G 4gow % Hlo]
Hel SARES} BT Bso] pMSEA W g8 2 .
o sgolAE A% Sol A B2 pMSES] kS REF AAH Atk AA) vlojejo] 4

2 o= BHL e 2o
(1) 9 dlelEisl AR dolEE sz S48 5 A volEsl A vlogE 03} 12 TR

AA g F7FE

£ Gl 2T nd AY S TCAPS 0 L Hole] & Uehlo g §349 A58 w3
. -

997} W 25}7) $151] pMSEE A4 ¥lLsls Ao ohel 1 — 4. pMSES] A% o] ] s}
STF. 1—4-pMSES] 2 pMSES] gto] 57 02 A% 191 %2 2w 297 0252 A9 09

%2 2 AXR 2L 45 F840] BUhT BRI AFIL),
274908 54 BAD) tatol A dolEst AW Holee] ML Mashs 259 ROE Z58

Testelth. ROE 258 495k $15he] Uwgksa} Unynacs 2474 2 SI0IEISE A el ¥ A

b A Up & VeRdTh o] & &3t 84 5% ROE+

min(Uorg,k, Usyn.k)

max(Uorg,k, Usyn,k)

<

ROE;, =

= 35 H 03} 1 Abole] gk Reth
£ A7olAE ROEE A&7 fiste] BA%oR 953 37 44 29, 2549 37 24 29,
27 708 AF AA 3 298 FF A4 FA, 8 74 0, o] 74 nEe 2

%79 §84 ATt 1 -4 pMSES ROE 3559 J702 4539

4.2. A dloje] B8 9@ A v A3

of MolMt 32804 4WT AN FHL A8 AgHS Ad vloEE
22 4% I

A telg & aest
of 28| A 27% 57kA19] A dlolE A4 stalzp gheh. R

9
7} wpgel we} A%
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2

X ojo 2 o gt

g A dolHE ol&3te] 41804 2708 TCAP =5 ¥ =9 784 AxXE Sk
dlole 474 Ui dee b"’L tAb gek & AFole 28004 A f?} A& doly 34

=9 AA A&E Slste] FAE etolBYEE &8 olo tiste] 2heks] AvfetaiAt gt
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Table 4.1 Summary of average of TCAP
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Key variable Target synthpop ~VAEM  TableGAN CTGAN CTAB-GAN
(T,B,TI,D) (S) 0.8004 0.6375 0.7575 0.7046 0.6924
(T,B,TI,D) (A) 0.7223  0.3231 0.4790 0.4422 0.4377
(T,B,TI,D) (Z) 0.7736 0.0750 0.3919 0.4512 0.2796
(T,B,TI,D) (S,A) 0.7240 0.2416 0.4164 0.4229 0.3950
(T,B,TL,D) (8,2) 0.7391 0.0670 0.5833 0.3674 0.2197
(T,B,TL,D) (A,Z) 0.7269 0.0584 - 0.5827 0.1830
(T,B,TI,D) (S,A,Z) 07603  0.0714 - 0.0235 0.0828
(T,B,TI,D, AM100) S) 0.9590 0.9328 1.0000 0.9434 0.9786
(T,B,TI,D, AM100) (A) 0.9456 0.8437 1.0000 0.9342 1.0000
(T,B,TLD, AM100)  (Z) 0.9533  0.8333 - 0.7348 0.5833
(T,B,TLD, AM100)  (S,A) 0.9510  0.7771 1.0000 0.9133 1.0000
(T,B,TI,D, AM100)  (S,Z) 0.9532  0.1667 - 0.5139 0.5833
(T,B,TL,D, AM100)  (A,Z) 0.9579 - - - -
(T,B,TI,D, AM100)  (S,A,Z)  0.9602 - - - -
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000) (©) 0.9056 0.8569 0.9046 0.8559 0.8804
(T,B,TL,D, AM1000)  (A) 0.8744  0.7096 0.8333 0.7341 0.7441
(T,B,TLD, AM1000) (Z) 0.9085  0.4189 - 0.8785 0.5694
(T,B,TLD, AM1000)  (S,A) 0.8821  0.7076 0.7500 0.7247 0.6972
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000)  (S,Z) 0.9052  0.3208 - 0.8733 0.3056
(T,B,TL,D, AM1000)  (A,Z) 0.9075 - - 0.6667 -
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000)  (S,A,Z)  0.9094 - - 0.3333 -
Average 0.0696 0.0176 0.0005 0.0148 0.0026
Table 4.2 Summary of average of nonzero TCAP
Key variable Target synthpop VAEM  TableGAN CTGAN CTAB-GAN
(T,B,TI,D) (©) 0.8004 0.6375 0.7575 0.7046 0.7038
(T,B,TLD) (A) 07223  0.3231 0.4790 0.4422 0.4587
(T,B,TI,D) (Z) 0.7736 0.0750 0.3919 0.4512 0.3719
(T,B,TLD) (S,A) 0.7240 0.2416 0.4164 0.4229 0.4162
(T,B,TI,D) (8,2) 0.7391 0.0670 0.5833 0.3674 0.3726
(T,B,TI,D) (A,Z) 0.7269 0.0584 - 0.5827 0.3562
(T,B,TL,D) (S,A,Z) 0.7603 0.0714 - 0.0235 0.4333
(T,B,TI,D, AM100) (©) 0.9590 0.9328 1.0000 0.9434 0.9500
(T,B,TI,D, AM100) (A) 0.9456 0.8437 1.0000 0.9342 1.0000
(T,B,TLD, AM100)  (Z) 0.9533  0.8333 - 0.7348 -
(T,B,TI,D, AM100) (S,A) 0.9510 0.7771 1.0000 0.9133 1.0000
(T,B,TI,D, AM100)  (S,Z) 0.9532  0.1667 - 0.5139 -
(T,B,TL,D, AM100)  (A,Z) 0.9579 - - - -
(T,B,TI,D, AM100)  (S,A,Z)  0.9602 - - - -
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000) (S) 0.9056 0.8569 0.9046 0.8559 0.8968
(T,B,TLD, AM1000) (A) 0.8744  0.7096 0.8333 0.7341 0.7302
(T,B,TLD, AM1000) (Z) 0.9085  0.4189 - 0.8785 0.7500
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000) (S,A) 0.8821 0.7076 0.7500 0.7247 0.7130
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000)  (S,Z) 0.9052  0.3208 - 0.8733 0.7500
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000)  (A,Z) 0.9075 - - 0.6667 -
(T,B,TI,D, AM1000)  (S,A,Z)  0.9094 - - 0.3333 -
Average 0.8676 0.4730 0.7378 0.6369 0.5666
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Figure 4.3 Distribution of TCAP with key variables TYPE, BLK, TIME and DAY

Table 4.3 Summary of utility measures

Utility synthpop VAEM  TabletGAN CTGAN CTAB-GAN
pMSE 0.9967 0.0231 0.1838 0.7322 0.3428
ROE-T 0.7906 0.0142 0.1532 0.6889 0.1853
ROE-B 0.8599 0.0069 0.3052 0.5698 0.3935
ROE-S 0.9984 0.9181 0.9961 0.9661 0.9705
ROE-A 0.7914 0.7064 0.5447 0.6331 0.4600
ROE-TI 0.9925 0.7778 0.6978 0.6768 0.7396
ROE-D 0.9883 0.6375 0.8457 0.8089 0.9298
ROE-Z 0.8122 0.0045 0.3946 0.6173 0.3732
ROE-T/AM100 0.6513 0.0243 0.5352 0.5142 0.5251
ROE-B/AM100 0.7918 0.0143 0.6830 0.5399 0.6746
ROE-S/AM100 0.9928 0.9689 0.9327 0.9828 0.9088
ROE-A/AM100 0.7874 0.6105 0.6672 0.6551 0.5948
ROE-TI/AM100  0.9758 0.8952 0.8009 0.8153 0.8706
ROE-D/AM100 0.9788 0.9570 0.9337 0.9303 0.9048
ROE-Z/AM100 0.7614 0.0129 0.6284 0.6033 0.7095
Average 0.8780 0.4381 0.6201 0.7156 0.6387
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Abstract

Synthetic data generation is one of the main topics in data privacy and statistical
disclosure control. In this paper, we apply popular synthetic data generation methods
such as synthpop, variational autoencoder (VAE), and generative adversarial network
(GAN) models to credit card transaction data. We consider the targeted corrected
attribution probability (TCAP) for the disclosure-risk measure, and we also consider
propensity-score-based mean squared errors (pMSE) and ratio-of-estimates (ROE) for
the data utility. As a result, the synthetic data by the synthpop has high disclosure
risk and high data utility, while the VAE has the lowest disclosure risk and data utility.
For GAN-based models, the conditional tabular GAN (CTGAN) has a relatively lower

disclosure risk and similar data utility compared to the synthpop.

Keywords: Credit card transaction, generative adversarial network, synthetic data, syn-

thpop, variational autoencoder.
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