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Abstract

In the current data-driven corporate environment, companies understand that the main source
of gaining a competitive edge is not through just data ownership but through the capability
to analyse data fast and correctly to generate actionable insights. This article thoroughly
outlines the synergy between information technology infrastructure and machine learning
algorithms, and explainable artificial intelligence (XAI) in supporting and production of
valuable business intelligence insight. Based on an apple quality dataset, which contains
4, 000 instances with 8 physicochemical attributes, we built and evaluated three supervised
machine learning classifiers, Logistic Regression, K-Nearest Neighbour and Nave Bayes.
All three models are evaluated using four classification metrics: precision recall F1-score and
accuracy. Experimental results show that K-Nearest Neighbour is not only the most accurate
(90%) classifier among all three, but the best-performing classifier for this set of data. Logis-
tic Regression and Nave Bayes have equal accuracy of 75%. These results show that, KNN is
the best classifier suitable for prediction of quality research says under consideration. We are
also discussing major IT infrastructure issues like data pipeline architecture design, feature
engineering, model deployment, and integration with other business intelligence systems
Apart from algorithmic comparison. We not only raise these important infrastructure issues,
we also develop and apply XAI methods tailored to KNN, like explanation by neighbours,
feature contribution analysis, and counterfactual examples to make model interpretation eas-
ier for business persons. This paper has two major facets: it offers deep thinking for the
academic world, and very good advice for practitioners wanting to use machine learning in
quality prediction to be able to identify scaling issues and point out further directions for
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research. Research results indicated good performance of KNN as a classifier for predictive
quality control with minimal resources and, that means, it would find application in real
business environments; Still, the introduction of XAI would help build better trust in machine
learning among the staff.

Keywords: Information technology, Machine learning, Business intelligence, Explainable
Al KNN, Predictive quality classification, Data-Driven decision making.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Evolution of Business Decision-Making

The transformation from being intuition-driven to data-driven is one of the greatest events in recent
history of business [1]. Classical applications of business decisions were based on managerial
intuition and experience, theoretical guides for alternative evaluation [2]. It is good to look back
to the traditional approaches for having systematic ways of making strategic decisions because the
traditional structure in decision making tend to be based on the assumption of perfect information
and rationality considerations which are often absent in real life [3, 4]. Businesses Today are facing
the problems that can’t be solved with the existing methods. Currently, firms are facing a data issue
that is much larger than ever before. Besides simply more figures, it’s a whole new issue. It is intro-
duced from all sides: purchasing systems CRM social media streams. loT sensors. Also, the supply
chain networks that are continuously running [5]. The whole thing is fast. Really fast. Downright
huge. These huge datasets not only increase - they move. They modify. They combine speed, variety,
and volume so much that even human brains fail to keep up with them. Because of this, we turn to
machines. Because there is a moment when even listening to your gut is not sufficient [6].

1.2 The Enabling Role of Information Technology

IT is not only a back-office function. It is essentially the backbone of modern business analytics
[7]. Imagine how people transitioned from writing records on paper, storing them in filing cabinets,
and checking manually at a very slow pace to the era when everything is completely managed in
real time through digital ecosystems [8]. In the line with the above situation, what capabilities
should an IT architecture have? First and foremost, it must be able to seamlessly receive data
from a large number of geographically separated sources on a continuous basis without any delays.
Secondly, it should provide scalable storage environments like data warehouses and data lakes.
Besides that, the support of distributed processing for massively parallel computations is essential.
Fourthly, the cloud analytics executions should be carried out with the use of elastic resources which
change following the need. Finally, the option of interactive visualization should be given: Power BI
Tableau custom dashboards [9, 10] Yet, the main issue is that traditional BI tools have very limited.
capabilities. Though, they are still able to answer “what happened”? A well-arranged timeline of
historical data. Nicely. clearly. securely. Yet, next? Not really. There is no prediction of future
trends. There is no discovery, of subtle, high-dimensional relationships. There is no self-adaptive
rule for an ever-changing environment [11].
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1.3 The Machine Learning Advantage

Machine learning is the solution:

It’s a way for systems to learn from the past and predict the future [12]. Take forecasting, for
instance. The algorithms analyzing historical data, identifying patterns, and trends which assist
businesses in making more accurate forecasts of future results [13]. Waste reduced expenses and
predictive analytics may be able to enhance forecasting of demand, managing inventory, and supply
chains, thereby lowering organizational costs [14]. Yet, in reality, this is a huge jump. Adding
machine learning to business analytics produces synergies that traditional intelligence simply cannot
achieve [15].

1.4 Problem Statement and Research Objectives

Companies are ramping up their efforts to adopt-which means they are hiring, investing, and re-
branding. But, scholarly work on the subject is lagging behind the fast-moving business environ-
ment. Also, the discrepancy between the over-hyped technology and the shortage of serious advice
keeps widening. For example, there are almost no empirical studies that methodically compare
several algorithms on specific business cases with real datasets. Second, the pivotal role of infor-
mation technology infrastructure in supporting machine learning rollout hasn’t been sufficiently
conceptualized in academic papers. Third, there is still a lack of practical help in choosing the right
algorithms based on data features and business goals.

The present paper aims to fill these gaps by achieving these objectives:

In the first place, to design and test a number of machine learning classifiers for production of
product quality prediction as a case of business analytics problem. After that, to compare the
efficiency of Logistic Regression, K-Nearest Neighbor, and Nave Bayes algorithms through the
use of standardized evaluation metrics. to determine the best classifier for quality prediction based
on performance data taken from experiments. Besides that, to discuss information technology
infrastructure aspects for the execution of machine learning solutions in business environments. To
achieve, implement and illustrate new comprehensive Explainable Al approaches to interpret KNN
prediction including feature contribution perspective, counterfactual examples and neighbor-based
rationale in a real-world domain. Finally, to suggest practical results to organizations planning to
implement IT and machine learning to get a better understanding of business.

This paper will discuss this topic in this order. To begin with, Section 2 details business analytics
through a full literature review, machine learning basics, information technology infrastructure
consideration as well as empirical studies related to this evolving field. Next Section 3 outlines the
research method emphasizing dataset properties, preprocessing approaches, algorithms’ details, and
criteria for judging different models. Section 4 is devoted to showing our experiments’ results and
explaining the purpose behind each of these findings. Finally in Section 5 we wrap up by discussing
the theoretical aspects practicability shortcomings, and suggestions for further investigations of the

paper.



https://www.oajaiml.com/ | October 2026 Intedhar Shakir Nasir, et al.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Business Analytics: Fundamentals and Groupings

Business analytics helps an organization convert both structured and unstructured data into knowl-
edge that results in better decision making and higher performance [6, 16]. Wang and others accord-
ing to [7], business analytics is basically the work of carrying out statistical and data analysis to get
insights that not only make sense but also help in making business decisions that can be defended.
This cross-disciplinary area uses several domains such as machine learning statistics information
systems, operations research and management science [8].

Generally, the area is divided into four major analytics types, each supporting different analytical
goals:

Descriptive Analytics brings an answer to “what happened?” via the examination of historical data.
This basic level of analytics covers data aggregation, summarization, and visualization to portray
past performance. Among the methods are reporting, dashboards, and scorecards that offer different
parties a glimpse into how the company is running [9].

Diagnostic Analytics tackles the question “why did it happen?” by looking more closely into factors
that could explain the situation. For this purpose, several techniques like drill-down, data discovery,
and correlation analysis can be used to reveal the main reasons for the outcomes that have been
observed[17, 18].

Predictive Analytics poses the question “what will happen?” and revolves fundamentally around
leveraging historical data and mathematical/statistical models in a bid to forecast potential events.
So, companies acquire a more intimate knowledge of customer behavior even before demand gets
unanticipatedly high or a risk stealthily unfolds [19]. Prescriptive Analytics poses another question
altogether. Not “what happened?” or “what will happen?” But: what should we do? It points
towards the best course of action. That is the advantage as well since it relies on the most extensive
[20].

2.2 Machine Learning: Core Concepts and Algorithm Classes

Machine learning is a subfield of artificial intelligence, though essentially it is concerned with
developing systems that can learn and adjust themselves based on experiences mainly data [21].
As Chatterjee (2024), the point of this is just to train the machines with past data to predict the
future ones [22]. That is the main concept. From there, things get diversified. There are a few main
types of algorithms[23, 24]:

For example, Supervised Learning. Essentially you give the computer data as well as the answers.
So that it can learn independently to forecast the results. Typically, you divide the dataset in two:
one part is for training the model, the other is for testing its accuracy [25].
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Unsupervised Learning Without labeled targets. Without a helping hand. The machine finds out the
data on its own by identifying natural structures, uncovering patterns. Clustering is the most popular:
grouping similar instances together. Or dimensionality reduction. It’s like making a complex piece
of data simpler without losing the main features [26].

2.3 Related Work

Ensemble Learning And the last one is Ensemble Learning. Lots of models get together to work.
Looks odd but very effective. The performance of the ensemble is almost always better than any
single model inside it. Business applications are obsessed with this one: bagging (Random Forest),
boosting (XGBoost, AdaBoost), stacking [27]. Jamarani et al, (2024) studied how business analytics
could be used to manage sales pipelines in the software industry [28]. They experimented with
the performance of the five most popular algorithms: CatBoost, Random Forest, Support Vector
Machine, XGBoost, and Decision Tree. The findings eventually indicated that random forest (63%
AUC) and catboost (88%) both outperformed other classifiers Much. Zohuri et al (2019) have
been working quite hard coming up with predictive models based on machine learning for assessing
whether a business is going to be successful. They compared gradient boosting classifiers, logistic
regression and support vector machines. The best one was a gradient boosting classifier that had
precision, recall and F1 scores of 57%, 34% and 43% respectively [29]. Mahesh (2023) explored
the possibilities of using automated machine learning for business analytics and compared the
performance of H20 AutoML and manually adjusted stacked models [30]. One of the results of the
study was that AutoML setups are in particular helpful when one wants to quickly try out different
ideas and might help shorten the time it takes to develop a product. Consequently, these papers
report on machine learning’s potential but only concentrate on improving algorithms [31]. They
hardly discuss the necessity of having proper information technology infrastructure which is a big
part for successful implementation in real life.

3. METHODOLOGY

3.1 Dataset Description

The data comes from Kaggle and was shared by an American farming firm. But it includes 4,000
apples, each with a quality rating. TABLE 1 shows the comprehensive dataset variables reference
guide. While FIGURE 1 illustrates the selected dataset class distribution.
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Table 1: The Comprehensive Dataset Variables Reference Guide
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The dataset is approximately balanced, having almost equal proportions of good and bad quality
instances (around 50% each) [32]. This balance is really a bonus in classification works because an
imbalanced dataset not only sways the algorithm toward the majority class but also yields incorrect
accuracy measures. Having such a close-to-perfect balance means that one can assess the perfor-
mance of all three algorithms impartially without necessitating methods like oversampling, under

cation.
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Figure 1: Dataset characteristics of the Apple Quality dataset. (a) Class distribution showing balanced
quality classes. (b) Feature correlation matrix revealing relationships between physicochemical necal

sampling, or the creation of synthetic data as supported by [33].
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3.2 The Proposed Model Development

In the context of this study, FIGURE 2 illustrates the proposed model.
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Figure 2: The proposed Model

3.2.1 Preprocessing and feature engineering

Taking into account the model performance and accuracy requirements as an ultimate goal, we
executed these steps during the preprocessing and feature selection phases as supported by [34]:

1. Missing Value Treatment: Complete case analysis was carried out, since the dataset did not
have any missing values as supported by [35].

2. Feature Rescaling: We normalized features by transforming them using the z-score method in
such a way that the resulting values of each feature had the mean 0 and standard deviation 1.
Mathematically speaking:

z=(x-pfo (1)

Where is the feature’s mean value and is its standard deviation. Feature normalization is In
particular important for KNN since the model is based on calculating the Euclidean distance
between data cases.

3. Dataset Splitting: The dataset was divided into two parts, a training subset (70% = 2,800) and
a testing subset (30%= 1,200), and stratified random sampling was used in splitting the data
so that both subsets would have the same class distribution as the original dataset.

4. Leave-One-Out Validation Method: To evaluate performances of different models fairly while
making sure overfitting problems are avoided, 5-fold cross validation strategy was deployed.

3



https://www.oajaiml.com/ | October 2026 Intedhar Shakir Nasir, et al.

3.3 Comprehensive Classification Evaluation Metrics and Formulas
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Figure 3: Comprehensive Classification Evaluation Metrics and Formulas

3.4 XAI Structure that Explains the KNN Model

To provide more transparency in the model interpretation, we came up with four different XAI
methods for KNN forecasts that are all complementary as supported by [36].

3.4.1 Neighbor explanation

For each forecast made we locate and map visually the k closest neighbors that are in the training
data, showing their feature vectors, distance measures, and true classes. This gives a clear insight
on why a certain type of classification has been carried out.

3.4.2 Analysis of feature contributions

Feature distance metric contribution is computed to find out what characters have Much affected
the choice of nearest neighbors and further classification.

3.4.3 Counterfactual examples

We create the smallest alterations of the characteristics of the input that make a change to the
classification decision. This is helpful in understanding decision frontiers and sensitivity for the
business users.
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3.4.4 Confidence score

Based on the class distribution of neighbors, we estimate prediction confidence; a vote gap among
the k nearest neighbors shows the prediction certainty level.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1 Comparative Model Performance
4.1.1 Performance of logistic regression

75% average precision recall F1-score and accuracy of logistic regression were reported as results
of the model. Compared to the 50% random guessing level, these results show good progression
but indicate that the model can still be enhanced further. Equally good results across both categories
indicate that the algorithm did not create systematic tendencies toward either quality class. 75% is
an accuracy score for the model which shows that straight lines are good but not perfect ways of
separating between positive and negative fruits.

4.1.2 K-nearest neighbor performance

K-NN clearly beat Logistic Regression by a huge margin (90%). The matching performance with
precision, recall, and F1-score for each class clearly means there is no bias between the classes in
the model performance. K-NN’s better result could be due to:

1. The feature normalization step allowed the accurate computation of euclidean distances,

2. The availability of natural clustering patterns in the feature space which could be used effi-
ciently by distance-based methods,

3. The dataset is equally distributed so that in the process, neighbors are not favoring either class
proportionally,

4. The nonparametric nature of K-NN allowed exploration of decision boundaries which are non-
linear.

However, while working with KNN there are few constraints of practical nature such as a production
deployment scenario may not handle the O(n) time and space for prediction.

4.1.3 Naive bayes performance

Both Naive Bayes and Logistic Regression exhibited performance at the level of an average weight
0.75. Differences in per-class precision and recall rates remained non-significant. It is curious to see
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that such diverse underlying theories (one makes an assumption of independence between features
while the other uses logistic regression) did not lead to more varied performances.

There could be two reasons: either the datasets support the independence assumption (which was
made as simplification but also can have some merit), or even linear forms restrict both algorithms
same thing such that they can at most reach certain performance levels.

4.2 Comparative Performance Visualization

100% [ K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN)
90:/6 90% 90% " Logistic Regression (LR)
80% L. Naive Bayes (NB)
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Insight: The KNN model significantly outperforms LR and NB across all key performance
metrics, achieving 90% accuracy, precision, recall, and F1 score.

Figure 4: Comparative Performance Across All Metrics

Based on the results shown in FIGURE 3, KNN clearly outperforms the other classifiers by margins
that could be interpreted as quite significant. A difference of 15 percentage points across all metrics
is a very remarkable result. This can indicate that the decision surface separating good from bad
quality is non-linear. Also, feature space itself is organized in clusters per the quality types. In other
words, a single point in the feature space will have local neighbors mostly from the same quality
class. Hence, one model is much better than two other models suggests that the one has made better
use of'its data. In addition, logistic regression, and naive Bayes got the same score, which reveals
that these two models must have picked up similar kinds of patterns from the dataset.

4.3 Explainable Al for KNN Predictions: Methods and Implementation

FIGURE 5, show the XAI Applied Neighbor-Based Explanation Visualization (Good Quality),
while FIGURE 6 illustrates Feature Importance Percentage, and FIGURE 7 visualize XAI Applied
(Bad Quality Class).
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