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Abstract

In response to the changes in the human resource management scenario of domestic helpers in
the Internet environment, this paper combines the LightGBM algorithm with the SHAP model to
form an integrated approach to solve the problem of domestic helpers’ leaving in the Internet en-
vironment. Using real data from enterprises as the research object, the LightGBM model was es-
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tablished for prediction after data pre-processing, and compared with KNN, Logistic Regression,
Decision Tree, Random Forest and GBDT algorithm, and the results showed that the accuracy, F1 value
and AUC value of LightGBM model were 81.23%, 84.41% and 86.5% respectively, which were bet-
ter than other algorithms. Finally, the SHAP model is used to analyze the important factors influen-
cing helper turnover, thus enhancing the interpretability of the model and providing a basis for cor-
porate managers to make decisions.
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1. 518

AR, EFKBURS AR R 2 NIMIE KSR P EXBURS AT A 5 40 E 5t
M 2776 12 7CHETE 2 8782 12 7t[1], H g LR ER 20% A0 47 (3G [2] o« 7EA5 BRI AE 2 1 =
T, KBURSZATWALZE S 5 BB S, BTG R, TR R AR . TR Sl d K
YA AR TR, FKBURSATI N A TRARR . TR R eSS s s B, £—
EFEE LA TAT gt — 0 R e . GE ViR A, A7 KBRS R R RAE 35% A7, Bhb—2k
HE PR LRENEZE, SBAREBHAL. Bk WS TE, BN 7 A FKBURS AT S K
J I HME RS0

HIMB AR RIR, BUE K BURSATIL RN ST IR E B s Rk A TR . NRRLIRRMERE,
et s, SR TSGR, MWBGRA INRLAKR, HEREMERT, KBURS R
T FAE E, HiBa it T SRR TAEF B S AL, SBORLA KRR WE Bk
B, BENE, R TS5EHEERL—ADTIESE, FHEEREEV DGR TIE, HERMNERT, X
BURSS G2 TAEM S & A E O, RO N, B LA R IR TR RE s A
EEMAERE, DR R TACMEIE SR N e, AR R A KEHAE S ERE R, T “%
ANEE . FEANEE” fE A, RmERNE =T, SR E BRI, ARAEES RS
RS, AV IEB A [a) B A SRR U AR o DL RR RS04 06 I S LA Y 19 7 B 5 X IBUIR 5% AL 1)
RAMCMERBRE O R AFTE R R, AKX “SEANEE” BT HER, XHERE
A G5 1 B B B VR B 3K

GBS HR ) AR 9 N ) B AU A% 0 0 R, 2 B AR 2 2 ook, Hopt s R 207,
WA T T3] - W &5 SHET T - HLE 2 IR RS . HAT, (&4 B 70 s BRI 1 7 vk
IR PRI S R A 10 0 SRR, T R SRR FE[4] [5] [6], — e AR SEUEA 7T B 4 A
T ZIGEES[7] JEIRZ JC AT [BRIRANER BT 500 7 TSR 32 . B Tz ik EdE kI A
TIHS, SRNB AR S HIEEEN, RN, RHE4EE R 2 Wi 2 ik, k& T
SRR ST . TR, ML IR E SN LR RS, (T SRR E LR
(SVM) [9]. #3Fm 5% (Decision Tree) [10]. BENLAR#KE 7% (Random Forest) [11]. XGBoost 5i%:[12]%6 5
ST A TR BRI AY, JREUAS RAFIIRCR . EFREBURS AR ER AN A SR FREHE
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Hdl, ERIETEAFRBL. RGO PN ER S SEEE, SEEUREE R, SRR, £
G A PR B R B HhAh, WL I SRRy “ BB, ToVE A RO R RHE RS 5 T
IR SRR L SRR (] S HOR AR, DRI R W A R R A
NI DL L T, ACSCR N LightGBM SV 2 7 TR IR Y, 2 BEE AR A L

HERE v K TNAE 5 s B VR R ey SR EPROODCHS R 1 A% S SR A Ak BT Bl I g 1) 5 2
AR FER IR IR R [13] . RAARl I Sedla A6 HE i, K LightGBM B AL 5 AL 457 >
FRFEEATHI L, TSR PRI R o [, D9 i R mT e, (] SHAP BLRG 5Em
FBUIR S G BRI R R AT 0, AT R R AL R 3R B2 ) KN S RHIE Z M AE Bk & e A 30K
LightGBM 535 SHAP BIRES &, TR ok LK M T 5 RIBUIR ST 53 @ WA U SR 1 773, ki
HH AT R EURSS BB HUIRAS o A B BT PUT ORI, DIRRSE 1 TIME. i 2 T Ko

2. |BISFE

AR WSS & LightGBM 5ik 5 SHAP KU 4 sl R T i A2 i 1] 1 s, Horpr, 7 - 42
B T EAE PSR, B SHT . B A SRR TSR P B
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Figure 1. Flow chart of the integrated model approach
E 1. ERiR G ERZE
2.1. LightGBM E 3

LightGBM (Light Gradient Boosting Machine Method) %74 & %} GBDT (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree)
RSO ST, R ARSI Ay k2 ST SR 10 20 A SR BE R THHEZE . LightGBM BLE M A A7 5 I, 128
TR HER . SCREZ YR AT ERAE T 0 328 BN IR SE T 1) XU S A B R . | 2017
SEELE KA, LightGBM Sk O iz I TR 24[14] 2CI[15] mk il [16]1564038, H-R M H R rtEae.

2.1.1. GBDT &%

GBDT Sk & —FiRH T Boosting JEAH 14 a7 31 B0k o 1% DLUR SR N 55 2 ST 2 I vk si A,
TR BREMHAS, RAEE A4, HAKXWTAIR:
M J
T(X)zTO(X)+ZZam,jI(XeRm,j) 1)
m=1 j=1
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o, a MR R INEIE, m A RAAEL, ] NS m BRI 45 i N, R PR SERS
X I 1 445 e XA

GBDT SHAM i A 0 A1 S 5 B0 P BT REHEAT I 2%, AR DR A B — 2D 2 ST 8 B E 5
KPR BRZEAE N BTS2 S S R E AR AT S A, AR EZ PR, B R SE. £ GBDT Hik
o, BRERIDABUR BB SRR, A ()R

. =_6L|:yi'Tm—1(Xi )]

™! T, (%) @)

212. EFEEZE

R4l T GBDT S M AL 73 2L M I, 30 (8 FH 55 2480 SR 0 3, 3l g A 4
PEREAR SR S50 B0 A 1) 7 V2 AR ARSI, (HR AR IR K. B 7 BRI W R AR 48 RS B 1) A
B HUL U 2] k ANX RN, 8 k ANERG FRE RE kK NMEE TR, AR RE IS B sl
JETENZIX R, e BT B B, tH RIS, PR SR TR R

7E LightGBM HikH 5] N H 77 B HVE BB A R NAF, B HIUS 1R8O 50 o i 2 (A R x4
AN, BANTREX G RAATHE T S A, AT AT DARRAR N AERVEARE . hAh, AR T U B AN AR B A AR
{ELIA 23 240 2 B TRLHE 7 Sk &, B 7 R R S AT 46 00 7y RS B AT, KRB T TR SR 4 .
2.1.3. BRERSIN Leaf-Wise H-FH K K&

— R, PSR R $ R A K (Level-wise) I AE K SIS, W& 2 B, HEAK R EB A
Kot , xR [ — 2 BT AN X AT 20 . %7 R B AR T AL T A e A R 25
N BT H AT RN, TRITHEZ, BITAEK.

./Q\._)_, ......

Figure 2. Level-wise growth strategy
& 2. Level-wise 4 5

Figure 3. Leaf-wise growth strategy
[& 3. Leaf-wise 4 <51

11342 A K (Leaf-wise) 1 A2 A SRS B _EIR SR sl b AT 1 2k, Wi 3 o o i J5VE RAE IREEM IR Z
M- F R RIE R R K T4 AT 0 R, ORISR BN 745 s IR 2, 3 UL AN
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AR A BB RS E [RLRE B 4> B4 UK T RS B T i HORS B2, (B el T O IR P IR 8 S it
4. I, LightGBM 535725 il Leaf-wise -2 K S FO LR |-, i3 Max-depth 38911 1 34 B 1,
P AR AR AL /0 I 5 4 i A0 ) R o

2.1.4. ERYFHERYS

HFHFIEIN S 592 (EFB, Exclusive Feature Bundling) A& W51 250 /b RefE4E B, S AE KA B ds 4 1,
ATDAREIRTHE HAAR . BE NS, S9N T, EXSRe R ES, 2R EAR
SR O 8, IXRFFAE RN B FRHE . EFB SV0K BFRFIET & 0F, T N S MRRIE,
PEARFIELESE . {8 EFB 524008 B 7 B S 44 KRB, AT DASEILZE AN 2R FEE (1 15 100 T S Y
WK IE o A JF B RRFRE A S5 2 0 AR 5 Ja BORFAE AR mT LRI R AR HRFAE{E . Bi T LightGBM [ E.
T3 PSR A 1) 2 B BRSO ,  DR1 b T DL 3 o Js e A0 9 T 4R B2 2 A O 25 A 4 R ST ARFAE 5 %
SLE]

2.2. SHAP 1&&!

A LightGBM By 1M B 50 i (1) SR BUIR 55 0% B HR M ASE 28, R ASE Y [y iy B AR FE 80T
PRI AT FRRE R PR A, (LT o — AN A . Lundberg %5 N T 2017 4F4#H 7 SHAP (SHapley
Additive exPlanations) 8 [17], HFZEAERH THAEHFR 01 Shapley {EH[18], %488 i Bk
Shapley A A o H THL# 22 1AL, JF FH DURRE &S BAI AL . SHAP 771k BL SHAP B R TH 5L &R AR
TR G oIk, RS BRI S MEVR TR S, 5 AR E KB 7 FE A B2 I —Zr&ass,
INJIX —HEhR A A IE A A . LightGBM 50E 1] DL Feature Importance 25 H & RHiF 1)
BRERE, {H SHAP 58S GRS 7E L BE Al b — 2D AR SRR AR A2 e sz ma R0 25 SR 1Y, WVRRAE R 52 ) L
FESZ I 25 SR IE bk . IR AR O R4

R TR S A AN TR AL A BT 237 — TR, 177 SHAP B & 1% TR A5 rh A AN AR BT3RS 4, %
FMEARR X WEE | AMFEARRES | RN X 58 1T AMREAR IR STINE  yi, BB PR B 2 (R 43
FEAH) HARZEEIIME) N Yoaser W SHAP B2 3K(3)

Vi = Youse + T (Xi2)+ F (%o )+t f (xi,j) (3)

N, 1) AL xi5 B SHAP A, RIDVSE | MEARIER | ANRFEXS BUUAE y; FIDTmRAEE, [R5
R T PrA A TINME I E 5 LR NE Z B R 2 . 25 1) > 0, MIZRBIZRF LR SNME AT 1 [ 520,
BEMGTRTHIUEL; ez, JURBZAS IR AT S R

3. IREIMESHES
3.1 BiEHEA R FRALE

AR SRS A0S S 3 B SR IEUIR 55 A BT 00T A0 P R B S - A DR IESE =AY A o
AT A KBRS N 528 SONBSER A T, i PR A i et , ARSI $67E 2021 429 A 10 AR 11 A
WA AT AN KBRS N GO R AT L, L $E 1 927 MEAR. WIIRFHEOHEIRS & 1D, 4. %
Bl BHURA. RGN UL ID. %P5, VE HAESE MR 9 AiEEES k. 9 H3kE 1
VPN IREEE 41 ANRFE . DI UG BCBE AL 773, K A R A AT B TAL B S AR B, DRI

INETURES, BIEERDURE . SR GIER LK 2021 45 9 H. 10 A A1 11 H#5 prR S i vrh
SERRAE A AR R IR . W45 R SR I AE 2021 4F 9 F Z RIEARTE 2021 4F 9 A~11 AHHHITHN
1 51 T BURAS B SO 1 (TERR), A TES R RAESCH null {5, 3L 46 A.
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HEATEARIEYE, MRS BRI TG R IE, WilkSS# ID. 455 5 MRFE.

Xy AR R G AT UL AR B, W E M R AR H. ONHRES T SERRAE, K AR R 2 B AL
%1539 n 4.

¥amid L EAP IR AU S M BIR B G A, RGN SEIR SRR, BRI 927 MEA, 36 MF
TEAR & o, B G TR 284, A RREACH) 30.6%; A B HR 53 T 408N 643, 5 &AFEAR) 69.3%.
i Pyhton ] Pandas /X SEi6 H 4l SE gk AT iR it S Rk 1 .

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the experimental data set

F 1 SEBEEmA ST

FHIE T fE T % B/ME 5% i 50% i 75% i >IN
B 1.4962 0.6370 1 1 1 2 3
=] 1.8900 1.0175 0 2 2 2 8
BATSy 4.9740 0.0556 4 4.9689 4.9897 5 5
TS 5] 2019.6 1.7025 2015 2018 2020 2021 2021
AR 19835 161.17 1957 1972 1978 1983 2000
9 Hikfsd it 1.4736 2.5874 0 0 0 2 23
R %1F§§@ﬁ7k 0.0302 0.2208 0 0 0 0 4
9 H1EMRE 00151 0.1220 0 0 0 0 1
9 H 3 EittirikH  0.0356 0.1967 0 0 0 0 2
9 15 EiFMiks  36.6224 32.835 0 7 27 60 130

3.2. #HENTMNIEHR

RSk P 2 (Accuracy) . F1 {5 A1 AUC 1 (Area Under Curve)ix =AM WL A R SR H6 bR ke 1 B A
BRI . 2 2 T T B HAZE SR ARIE R, ARHE TRVEHE R vT 75 th AR R B R PPN PR AR (. HERRR
(Accuracy) &5t T BT A TOFEA, T (R RE AR S SRR AR b, RPN Fa bR . ikt S bl
BRI 53 I 28 5 MR AR By SR IR AE R 2 AR AR, AR SO A 47 28 IR TR AE B 22 A P 48 bR« FLAH
REFETEFERR, T RS (Precision) F 7 4 2 (Recall) 78 5 R i T LT LB (WTRS I R AK . A4
TR, AT EAA M, ASGERE FL ERFEIR NSRS R A E 4R, el S ARE
A I EAR T FEIME . HEFERM FL AT E A A @) RG)FiR.

Table 2. Confusion matrix for predicting turnover outcomes
= 2. N EIRE RAVRE R

BIHUR A T 25 51 T A 25 R
SEBR SR TP FN
SEFR A B R FP TN

Accuracy = TP+TN x100% 4)
TP+FP+TN +FN

_ 2xprecision x recall
precision + recall

F1

x100% (5)
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ROC ih£k 32 ik TAFRHE 2k, FREA AR 7 2 R PR A% . AUC fE ] LA ROC
2 NIRRT, HEUETEEAE 0~1 Z I8, AUC {El KF SRR R e . 2 LRe T .

3.3. JHERIERER S

ARSI N — G 4G A #5%k 2.30 GHz ] Intel i5-6200U CPU. #4735 i) N 256 G. %
%3¢ Windows 10 Z4i I HLK, JwAE1E 5 4 Python 3.8.3.

SFALEE, R NGEEE SRR, bl 2R S SRR 80%, MABE T S
FeBi R 20%, R UIZREE AL R R AR S H AR B A, TR AL 25

TESHOERTTH, AERAMKE RS L8 XIE M LT s 53 0h. FMENSEE e
# 3 N,

Table 3. Parameter setting of LightGBM algorithm
%2 3. LightGBM B EHI2 8IS E

SRR ZHE X WEE
N-estimators F TR R T 1) 4 35
Max-depth FE2E ) B B IR 7
Max-bin L7 B R A R AR A 140
Num-leaves S P IR 12
Min-child-samples 74 i BT i B I /R A 20

ALK LightGBM ZXBUISS 7 B AT 55 KNN 553k . B4R [l A 55005 . TR L% Bl
ML S GBDT FEHET A X IR UESLIR XS b, IR 4 S I IE R ERI 3 . F1 fH5 AUC fEAE VPR
WARFRIEAL . XTEESE RANE 4 PR

Table 4. Comparison results of performance evaluation metrics for each model
4. SEBMEEIT A IEARAT LA R

T 4 FR Accuracy Fl-score AUC
LightGBM 0.8123 0.8441 0.8650
KNN 0.6073 0.7204 0.6838
Logistic Regression 0.7860 0.8172 0.7867
Decision Tree 0.7210 0.8172 0.7806
Random Forest 0.8018 0.8333 0.8593
GBDT 0.7968 0.8226 0.8637

M 4 G5 HraT, ASCE R LightGBM BRI FEIX = TME REVPAG 48 br b (132 D0 35 B T oAb St
R, Hod 38 IRAIE I HERE N 81.23%, F1 {H4 84.41%, AUC 1E 4 86.500%, 7 B2 7Y (it F 45 F5
B, AR I SRREETE L. BACRE, SR I (BELARMR . GBDT 5 LightGBM) /) & 1t 14
IV — 2 ) BRI KNNL B [EH S ) SR . Hd, KNN BEREf R R, U
60.73%; BENLARARS GBDT FykMINER R 80% A 4, FKIELTF, B LightGBM FAUK 1 ANEH 4
ML E

FAEILT) AUC-ROC £kl 4 Fizr, AUC MEBRR, BEAYHERG PRk &, SZ AL RE kT FTLAE Y,
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KNN. 2% 5155 SR HE ) AUC-ROC i 23 LightGBM B i 2 (058, IS i— 2 =) R sty
) AUC {E 2 KT LightGBM %, 1 LightGBM . FiALAR M5 GBDT ixX —FE il 2% 31 5k ) AUC-ROC
HiZeAr B X 0 A+ B, (M BAASE E&, LightGBM BAY ) AUC (1= T FEHLAR AL 5 GBDT.

ROC Curve
1.0 . A
B ¢
{ s
- ’/
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5 | .
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R oF PRe
£ | r
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» Pid KNN
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I GBDT
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Figure 4. AUC-ROC curves for each model
[ 4. &#E8 AUC-ROC HhiZk[E

4. BF SHAP NRERFED

A it SHAP HALXT LightGBM XU 55 b1 B WA TN R EAT MR 70 A, T2 BRI A 520 77
RHIERZ M 25 R A IE U L AR AR A0 R A5 AT ik Ui 9 o

High
nov_5 ¢ s m *““
turn_on_time —4 preees—
sep_5 —-—“
birthday o .. O<TSH 2
total_score . -—‘“- E
registered_residence code . *— g
lat . ;ig
store_id .*_
create _year —-'*—
Sum of 25 other features -—*-—
30 25 30 15 10 65 00 05 10 ¥

SHAP value (impact on model output)

Figure 5. Global interpretation diagram of LightGBM model
[ 5. LightGBM =&K& SRR E

K 5 il SHAP 57 ) LightGBM SA 4R Al Re . % BRI T LightGBM Sk HARFALE |
FHIEES SHAP (KR . SHAP fE (LR E /N RINZRAE R A 5095,  EXEROR, 5200 7]
g, MIESFVETT R, SHAP EUNIE, ARERIZRHIEX B IR AT IR 82 SHAP fEo8 6, AARIZAFE
XTE LR IR . MR BERTE, FRLE s, ORI 0, RN EER. dE 5 aTE i,
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Nov-5 (11 H 3k75 5 & PPN I #) < turn-on-time (JF46 & 1EI [8]) . Sep-5 (9 H 3k453 5 F2 v i) 7K %K) birthday
(HAEH). total-score (2 PF-70) SERFAEXTZAR T sz m i oy o8 . Hod, Nov-5 (11 A 3R 5 i k)
H Sep-5 (9 H3RAF 5 B VA (1 E) XA AL A s A — 25, ARRFAEAR Bty SR (4 S I s ok, REAAT 11
A3k 5 BN IREER D, Wah B R A s, SEEPUT N H I T e tEde s i s ke
SR IET M, (HF2M 18/, turn-on-time (JF4G & 1R T60) W 2 BLHBON R AR 6E 1, SR b E
KZ g RGN, ARFE0 TN, R IR G R R BURS 72, BURA AT REMEBR & (RRAFAE
BN BRI IE A ] SE A A, AHBLRRHIEAE 7 S (IR AE R s 77 B8 K

K 6 v SHAP 157 5 LightGBM Y ()RR B B FLFEHE A 0T L o T DA, PSS () HE 44 0
DARCREAE B L AR 22 e dEA e A Al . 256R%, Nov-5 (11 A 3k43 5 EiFM iIkEl) . Sep-5 (9 A3k
3 5 B IPN I IRE) M registered-residence-code (' EE4GS). turn-on-time (FF4f & 1E I [R]) SERFAE B 5200 7

SHAP value LightGBM Feature Importances
nov_5 091 nov_5 41
turn_on_time me—— (.23 registered_residence_code 37
sep_S mmmmm— (.21 lon 28
total_score (.17 sep_5 26
birthday s (.17 lat 23
registered_residence_code mmmmmm .14 turn_on_time ———— D)
lat m— 0.12 total_score mm—— )
create_year mmmmm (.11 store_id m——— ) |
store_id memmm .11 birthday m———— 3
lonmsm 0.07 oct_5 me— |2
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
(a) SHAP (b) LightGBM

Figure 6. Comparison of SHAP model and LightGBM model feature importance ranking
6. SHAP ##E 5 LightGBM R BV E EE 42 HE & W ELE
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Figure 7. Feature interaction diagram of SHAP model
B 7. SHAP R B FFIERZ B &
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K7y SHAP BEALRFHE 22 EL IR . B IR B T Nov-5 (11 A 3K75 5 EF k%) Sep-5 (9 A 3KE
5 BV IIKEL) . registered-residence-code (F £ 44 i) Al turn on time (JF4G & 1E A1) X PUAN M0 /) 2 3%
(HREAE 25 5 level (R ZIRHAEAC Bl wTLLBHRA M, BE#E Nov-5 (11 F3K7 5 B0 k) F1
Sep-5 (9 A %k45 5 B MR E) 36 K, SHAP (M K & B (level FHAEFIRFIEAE Sy 2 BY 3)
FEIX P ANHFAE B BUE TS K 2 0 A 7E 60~120, HHULTAT A, 2R AR 5 B kg £,
ZANEA 5 B, 43 HT registered-residence-code (J ££2m 1Y) 5 level (B R)FIHFAEAZ B AT %0, fEdbis
[X (registered-residence-code {E 7y 1 J1-3k) 5 %< b Hb [X (registered-residence-code {5 A 2 Fk) K ELR %S 52 SHAP
fENIE, XTEERAAIEMRM, XRINZH S ABEEMA S B R, 1L % H(registered-residence-code
fE9 4 F13k). VERHLIX (registered-residence-code {8 /v 5 F3k) 1P JL Hi [X (registered-residence-code 1/ 6
FF3k) I BUIR 5% 53 T 5 5 R o [, Al b X 5 7 g i X1 o S G N o LU 3 B2 41, M turn-on-time
HEAIER ) KE, SRR, mEHAR GG, BASER.
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