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ABSTRACT  

This research explores the application of predictive analytics to enhance tax evasion detection in India, 

addressing a critical challenge in modern tax administration. The study develops a robust machine learning 

framework that integrates both supervised classification and unsupervised anomaly detection methods to 

analyse diverse taxpayer data—including historical tax returns, audit outcomes, and third-party financial 

records. Traditional methods, predominantly manual and rule-based, have proven insufficient in capturing the 

complexity of evolving evasion strategies. By leveraging advanced algorithms such as logistic regression, 

decision trees, random forests, and neural networks, alongside anomaly detection techniques, the proposed 

model is designed to identify subtle discrepancies in taxpayer behaviour that may indicate fraudulent activity. 

1. INTRODUCTION  

Tax evasion—where individuals or businesses intentionally avoid paying the taxes they owe—continues to be 

a major challenge for India’s economy. Taxes are the backbone of government funding, supporting essential 

services like healthcare, education, infrastructure, and welfare programs. Yet, according to the Economic 

Survey of India, around 20–25% of potential tax revenue slips through the cracks every year. That’s hundreds 

of billions of rupees lost—money that could otherwise fuel national development. Traditional methods to 

catch evaders, like manual audits or random checks, are often slow, expensive, and tend to react after the 

damage is done.  

But things are changing. With more people filing taxes online, the rise of digital payments, and platforms like 

the Goods and Services Tax Network (GSTN), the government now has access to massive amounts of 

financial data. This opens the door to using predictive analytics and machine learning (ML) to spot signs of 

evasion early. By studying patterns in past tax filings, transactions, and taxpayer behaviour, ML models can 

flag risky cases and help authorities focus their efforts where it really matters. 

In this paper, we propose a comprehensive machine learning-based approach to detect tax evasion in India. We 

explore a system that uses five key ML algorithms—Logistic Regression, Random Forest, XGBoost, Neural 

Networks, and an Auto-encoder for anomaly detection—to identify potentially fraudulent activity. Along the 

way, we highlight the real-world benefits of this approach, the challenges that come with implementation, and 

ideas for making these systems even better in the future. 

Keywords: India, Tax evasion, Machine learning, Predictive analytics, Taxpayer behaviour Fraud detection, 

Anomaly detection, ML algorithms, Financial data, Government funding. 
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2. LITERATURE SURVEY  

[1] Hassibi et al. (2017) 

Objective: Classify taxpayers by behavioural patterns and identify high-risk groups. 

Method: Applied k-means clustering to 500,000 anonymised income tax returns (ITRs) and used C4.5 decision 

trees to categorise them as low, medium, or high risk. 

Outcome: Achieved 78% accuracy in detecting high-risk taxpayers, reducing unnecessary audits. 

[2] HMRC (2018) 

Objective: Evaluate model performance in detecting under-reported income in UK self-assessment returns. 

Method: Trained logistic regression and random forest models on one million tax returns, enhanced with 

income data verified by banking institutions. 

Outcome: Random Forest reached an AUC of 0.92, reducing false positives by 15%, ensuring better accuracy 

in identifying evaders. 

[3] Kirkos et al. (2007) 

Objective: Detect fraudulent financial statements among SMEs using financial ratios. 

Method: Applied C5.0 decision trees to profitability, liquidity, and leverage ratios from 300 firms. 

Outcome: Identified key ratios that explained 82% of fraud cases, accurately classifying 82 out of 100 

fraudulent instances. 

[4] Zhou & Kapoor (2011) 

Objective: Compare neural networks and SVM in detecting fraud in financial disclosures. 

Method: Evaluated feedforward neural networks and SVMs on 10,000 SEC filings. 

Outcome: Neural networks achieved 88% recall, detecting 88 out of 100 fraud cases, highlighting their ability 

to model complex patterns. 

[5] Suryadi et al. (2014) 

Objective: Detect instances of under-reported income in tax returns filed by small businesses.. 

Method: Developed a back-propagation neural network using 2,500 Indonesian small-business returns. 

Outcome: Achieved AUC 0.90 and precision 0.83, flagging 83 out of 100 under-reporting cases. 

[6] Patil & Sonawane (2019) 

Objective: Evaluate and compare different machine learning methods for detecting financial fraud 

Method: Examined algorithms like k-NN, SVM, Naïve Bayes, and ensemble methods. 

Outcome: Ensemble models performed best in accuracy (90% precision), though at the cost of interpretability. 

[7] Chen et al. (2020) 

Objective: Detect collaborative invoicing networks in tax records. 

Method: Combined XGBoost classifiers with graph-based analytics to analyse e-invoicing data. 

Outcome: Identified 12,000 collusive networks, with auditors confirming 68% as actual fraud, improving 

manual investigation efficiency. 

[8] Ghosh & Sen (2015) 

Objective: Uncover hidden tax evasion patterns using clustering techniques. 

Method: Applied DBSCAN clustering on combined ITR and GST filings (200,000 records). 

Outcome: Manual audits validated 72% of flagged outliers, proving the effectiveness of unsupervised methods 

in detecting novel fraud patterns. 
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[9] Rajput et al. (2021) 

Objective: Build an AI-driven e-governance compliance pipeline. 

Method: Proposed a layered detection system: statistical outliers → ML risk scoring → human review. 

Outcome: Developed a scalable system balancing automation and expert oversight, reducing false positives 

while ensuring accurate detection. 

[10] Mishra & Mehta (2022) 

Objective: Detect fraudulent GST invoices by analysing transaction metadata. 

Method: Trained XGBoost on one million invoices with features like timing and counter-party network data. 

Outcome: Achieved 95% precision and 91% recall, successfully identifying 91 out of 100 true fraud cases. 

[11] Kumar & Sharma (2016) 

Objective: Improve fraud detection by combining models. 

Method: Created a hybrid C4.5 decision tree + SVM model using synthetic GST data. 

Outcome: Improved recall by 12%, detecting 12 more fraud cases per 100 actual incidents. 

[12] Singh et al. (2018) 

Objective: Evaluate SVM for detecting under-reporting in income tax returns. 

Method: Used SVM with an RBF kernel to analyse tax return features. 

Outcome: Achieved AUC of 0.88, providing strong classification performance across various thresholds. 

[13] Gupta & Verma (2020) 

Objective: Minimise false alarms in fraud detection. 

Method: Combined gradient boosting and bagging on banking transaction data. 

Outcome: Reduced Type I errors by 20%, decreasing false positives and improving model precision. 

[14] Banerjee & Mukherjee (2017) 

Objective: Prioritise audits based on taxpayer behaviour. 

Method: Applied CHAID decision trees to taxpayer demographics and filing behaviours. 

Outcome: Increased audit recovery by 18%, leading to more revenue per audit. 

[15] Das & Banerjee (2019) 

Objective: Identify seasonal spikes in tax evasion. 

Method: Used random forests to analyze quarterly GST filings. 

Outcome: Achieved 85% precision in detecting seasonal spikes, enabling timely enforcement actions. 

[16] Rao & Kulkarni (2021) 

Objective: Model time-series behaviour in tax filings. 

Method: Developed an LSTM-based auto-encoder to detect anomalies in filing patterns. 

Outcome: Reached AUC of 0.91, effectively identifying unusual filing trends. 

3. ARCHITECTURE : 

This system consists of the following layers:  

1] Data Injestation 

 • Sources: Tax returns (ITR-1 through ITR-7) from the Income Tax Department’s e-

filing portal; GST invoices (GSTR-1/GSTR-3B); consolidated bank transaction summaries; property 

and asset records; and optional social-media signals. 
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 • Pipeline: Real-time streaming via Apache Kafka feeds raw data into an AWS S3 data 

lake, with AWS Glue managing the metadata catalog. 

2]Preprocessing & Feature Engineering  

 • Data Cleaning: Eliminate duplicate records; fill missing numerical values using the 

median and categorical fields with the mode. 

 • Outlier Treatment: Cap numerical variables at the 1.5 × IQR threshold. 

 

 • Feature Sets: 

-Financial Ratios: Debt-to-Equity, Current Ratio, Quick Ratio (approximated from income, expenses, 

and GST claims). 

-Behavioral Indicators: Number of refund requests, frequency of amended filings, prevalence of 

round-number incomes, days of filing delay. 

-Network Metrics: Eigenvector centrality within the GST partner network. 

-Temporal Patterns: Quarterly income surges and seasonal filing delays. 

3]Model Suite 

 • Logistic Regression: Lc-regularized to perform feature selection inherently, offering a 

transparent baseline. 

 • Random Forest: An ensemble of 100 decision trees (max depth = 7) that handles noise 

robustly and captures nonlinear relationships. 

 • XGBoost: Gradient-boosted trees (100 trees, max_depth = 7) optimised for both 

speed and predictive power. 

 • Neural Network: A feed-forward architecture with layers [64 → 32 → 1], ReLU 

activations, dropout at 30%, trained using the Adam optimizer. 

 • Auto-encoder: An unsupervised MLP with a 16-neuron bottleneck, learning to 

reconstruct standardised inputs; high reconstruction error flags anomalies. 

4]Training & Validation  

 • Data Split: 70% training, 15% validation, 15% testing—stratified by evasion label. 

 • Cross-Validation: Ten-fold stratified CV, with hyper-parameters tuned via Bayesian 

optimisation (Optuna’s Tree-structured Parzen Estimator). 

4. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

 • Synthetic Dataset Creation: Simulated profiles for 1,000 taxpayers, sampling 

incomes (log-normal distribution), expenditures, refund counts, and network centrality. Risk labels 

were assigned probabilistically based on combined factors. 

 

 • Feature Workflow: Executed deduplication, median/mode imputation, outlier 

capping, and engineered the financial, behavioral, network, and temporal features outlined above. 
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 • Model Implementation: 

 • Logistic Regression, Random Forest (scikit-learn) 

 • XGBoost (XGBoost library) 

 • Neural Network & Autoencoder (TensorFlow/Keras) 

 

 • Hyperparameter Search: Optuna-driven Bayesian tuning for tree depths, learning 

rates, and neural network layer sizes. 

 • Evaluation Metrics: Accuracy, precision, recall, F1-score, ROC-AUC, PR-AUC, and 

calibration curves to assess probability estimates. 

 

 • Interpretability: SHAP value analysis for tree-based models and calibration plots for 

all algorithms. 

 

5. Outcomes: (ML Output)  

1]Accuracy: 

 • Definition: Proportion of correct predictions. 

 • Layman’s Example: If 100 predictions yield 84 correct, accuracy is 84%. 

 • Caveat: Can be misleading when evaders are rare. 

2]Precision: 

 • Definition: Among those flagged as evaders, the fraction that truly are. 

 • Layman’s Example: If 10 people are flagged and 5 actually evade, precision is 50%. 

 • Significance: Minimizes wrongful suspicion of honest taxpayers. 

3]Recall 

 • Definition: Percentage of actual evaders the model captures. 

 • Layman’s Example: If there are 10 evaders and the model catches 3, recall is 30%. 

 • Significance: Indicates the model’s ability to find fraud. 

4]F1-Score 

 • Definition: Harmonic mean of precision and recall. 

 • Layman’s Example: Balances “catching bad actors” with “avoiding false 

accusations.” 

 • Significance: Useful when trade-offs exist between missing fraud and flagging 

innocents 

. 
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5]ROC-AUC 

 • Definition: Probability that a randomly chosen evader ranks higher than a non-evader. 

 • Layman’s Example: An ROC-AUC score of 0.80 indicates an 80% likelihood of 

accurately ranking the items. 

 • Significance: Good for comparing models, even on imbalanced data. 

6]PR-AUC 

 • Definition: Precision-Recall area under the curve, focusing on the positive (evader) 

class. 

 • Layman’s Example: More informative when evaders form a small fraction. 

 • Significance: Highlights trustworthiness when flagging suspicious cases. 

7]Calibration Curve 

 • Definition: Compares predicted probabilities to observed outcomes in bins. 

 • Layman’s Example: If a model predicts 70% risk for a group, does ~70% actually 

evade 

 • Significance: Essential for risk scoring—ensures probability estimates are reliable. 

Calibration Curves:  

A calibration curve visualizes how well a model’s predicted probabilities align with reality by plotting the 

average predicted risk on the x-axis against the observed evasion rate on the y-axis for groups of taxpayers. In 

a perfectly calibrated model, points lie on the 45° line—so if 100 taxpayers are each assigned a 60% evasion 

probability, roughly 60 of them should actually evade. 

1]Logistic Regression (blue): Tracks the diagonal closely across most bins, offering generally dependable 

probability estimates. It does tend to overstate risk slightly in the 0.6–0.8 range but converges neatly at the 

highest scores (0.9+), making it a solid choice for setting audit thresholds. 

2]Random Forest (orange): Shows modest calibration: it underestimates risk in the lower bins (0.2–0.4) and 

overestimates around 0.5–0.6. Thus, when it predicts a 50% risk, the true rate may be marginally higher—

auditors should treat mid-range scores with a bit more caution. 

3]XGBoost (green): Exhibits more fluctuation: overconfident at very low probabilities, underconfident near 

0.8, but well-aligned at 0.9+. This unevenness suggests XGBoost is excellent for ranking taxpayers by relative 

risk (ROC-AUC ≈ 0.79) but benefits greatly from a calibration step (e.g., Platt scaling) to turn its raw scores 

into accurate probabilities. 

4]Neural Network (red): Displays serious miscalibration—a cluster of near-zero predictions corresponds to an 

actual 16% evasion rate, indicating the model systematically underestimates risk. Without recalibration, its 

probability outputs should not drive audit decisions. 

5]Autoencoder (purple): Reveals an inverse pattern: higher anomaly scores correspond to lower actual 

evasion rates. This counterintuitive trend shows that raw reconstruction error alone is a poor proxy for evasion 

likelihood. 
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 • Practical implications: 

 • Clear cut-offs with calibrated models: Logistic Regression’s reliable probabilities 

allow you to define audit triggers (e.g., examine every case with predicted risk > 0.8). 

 • Boosting + calibration: XGBoost shines at ranking high- vs. low-risk cases, but a 

post-training calibration layer is essential to produce trustworthy probabilities. 

 • Be wary of black boxes: Both neural networks and autoencoders require extensive 

recalibration or alternative scoring approaches before their outputs can be interpreted meaningfully. 

 • Hybrid strategies: Pair a well-calibrated classifier for setting probability thresholds 

with a powerful, uncalibrated model for ranking—this “layered” approach delivers both precise 

probability estimates and robust risk ordering. 

 • Overall recommendation:XGBoost strikes the best balance between detecting true 

evaders and limiting false alarms, making it our top pick for prioritizing audits—especially once its 

scores are calibrated. Layering it with a calibrated model for thresholding and an autoencoder for 

spotting novel anomalies creates a comprehensive, two-tier defense that maximizes detection while 

controlling workload. 

6.BENEFITS:  

By leveraging predictive analytics for tax evasion detection, authorities can realize a host of tangible and 

strategic advantages:  

 • Accelerated Revenue Recovery: By pinpointing taxpayers most likely to underpay, 

agencies can act swiftly to reclaim funds that might otherwise slip through the cracks. Early pilots 

have seen a 10–15% boost in collections compared to conventional audit approaches. 

 • Streamlined Audit Operations: Automated risk scoring slashes the need for manual 

case reviews by as much as 60%, freeing auditors to concentrate on the most intricate and impactful 

investigations. Resource allocation becomes dynamic, with teams flexibly redirected toward the 

highest-value targets. 

 • Smarter Risk Prioritization: Each taxpayer is given a probabilistic “risk meter,” 

enabling a tiered response—immediate audit for scores above 80%, desk review for those in the 50–

80% range, and so on. This targeted approach raises true-positive rates while markedly reducing 

wasted effort on false leads. 

 • Elastic, Automated Infrastructure: A cloud-native pipeline effortlessly scales to 

serve millions of returns without hiring a proportional number of staff. Built-in monthly retraining and 

drift detection keep models fresh, adapting to new filing patterns and evasion tactics as they emerge. 

 • Fairness and Transparency: Calibration plots align predicted risk scores with real-

world outcomes, fostering consistency in enforcement decisions. Explainability frameworks like 

SHAP and LIME reveal which factors drive each determination—building confidence among both 

auditors and taxpayers. 

 • Data-Driven Policy Insights: Aggregating risk scores across sectors and regions 

uncovers systemic evasion trends, guiding lawmakers toward smarter, more targeted regulations. 

Longitudinal tracking then measures how rule changes affect taxpayer behavior over time. 
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 • Future-Ready Adaptability:A modular architecture makes it simple to incorporate 

fresh data streams—whether crypto-asset transactions or e-commerce logs. Unsupervised methods, 

such as autoencoder networks, can surface brand-new evasion schemes without ever needing explicit 

labels. 

7. CHALLENGES:  

Implementing ML-driven tax evasion detection entails several technical, organizational, and ethical hurdles: 

 • ragmented, Noisy Data: Tax records live in disparate systems—from ITR filings and 

GSTN to banking portals and land registries—each with its own schema and quality issues. Building 

dependable models means investing heavily in data cleaning, schema alignment, and secure pipelines. 

 • Privacy and Governance: Working with sensitive taxpayer information demands 

rigorous safeguards under India’s Personal Data Protection framework: end-to-end encryption, strict 

access controls, audit trails—and even techniques like differential privacy to ensure models can’t be 

reverse-engineered. 

 • Detecting Rare Events: With evaders making up only about 1–2% of filings, off-the-

shelf training will bias toward compliant taxpayers. Effective solutions employ targeted sampling 

(e.g., SMOTE), custom loss functions, and careful threshold tuning to strike the right balance between 

false alarms and missed cases. 

 • Transparency vs. Accuracy:Advanced ensemble methods and deep neural networks 

often function as "black boxes," making it difficult for auditors and legal teams to understand how 

decisions are made. Adding interpretability tools (SHAP, LIME) or simpler surrogate models helps—

but may still fall short of the clarity needed for legal challenges. 

 • Infrastructure and Skills: Scaling an ML pipeline requires cloud-native deployment, 

MLOps best practices, and seasoned data scientists—capabilities that many government agencies are 

still building. Long-term success hinges on targeted training programs and strategic partnerships. 

 • Adversarial Adaptation: Once taxpayers know how algorithms flag evasion, they’ll 

tweak behaviors—splitting transactions, obfuscating figures, or using opaque channels. Staying ahead 

means continuous monitoring, adversarial training, and feeding audit outcomes back into model 

updates. 

8. FUTURE ENHANCEMENT:  

Building on this foundation, several avenues can further refine and extend the system:  

1]Incorporating Unconventional Data Streams: Beyond traditional tax and transaction records, we can 

enrich our models with alternative indicators—mobile wallet transactions, e‑commerce purchase histories, 

household utility usage patterns, or anonymized social media signals—to paint a fuller picture of taxpayer 

behavior and lifestyle. 

2]Robust Adversarial Training: By crafting synthetic evasion scenarios (e.g., data perturbations) during the 

training phase, we can toughen our models against adaptive fraud strategies. Leveraging GANs to generate 

challenging counterexamples will strengthen resilience. 
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3]Real‑Time Analytics on Streaming Data: Extending our Kafka‑driven pipeline to process live transaction 

or invoice streams with sub‑minute latency can enable instant risk scoring. This capability could trigger 

immediate alerts or temporary holds on suspicious filings, empowering truly proactive enforcement. 

4]Privacy‑Preserving Collaboration: Implement federated learning across different state tax authorities, 

allowing each office to train on its local data without sharing raw records. Coupled with differential privacy 

techniques, this approach maintains taxpayer confidentiality while harnessing collective intelligence. 

5]Explainability and Auditor Feedback Loop: Designing intuitive dashboards that surface clear risk 

explanations, solicit auditor judgments on flagged cases, and feed these insights back into model training will 

create a continuous cycle of improvement—melding human expertise with algorithmic precision. 

6]Policy Impact and Economic Modeling: Integrate predictive risk scores with macroeconomic simulations 

to assess how various enforcement strategies influence taxpayer behavior, compliance rates, and overall fiscal 

health. These analyses can help policymakers fine-tune audit strategies and adjust tax incentives effectively.. 

7]Automated Compliance Nudges: Deploy smart notification systems that deliver personalized pre‑filing 

reminders or compliance prompts based on predicted risk factors. By nudging taxpayers before deadlines, we 

can reduce inadvertent errors and foster voluntary adherence. 

Key Challenges 

1]Data Privacy and Governance: Ensuring compliance with emerging data protection laws (e.g., India’s 

Personal Data Protection Bill) through strong encryption, anonymization, and role‑based access controls. 

2]Extreme Class Imbalance: Since genuine evaders constitute a small fraction (often 1–2%), careful 

sampling strategies and threshold tuning are essential to avoid overwhelming false‑positive rates. 

3]Interpretability of Complex Models: While ensemble and deep‑learning approaches boost accuracy, they 

can feel like “black boxes.” Incorporating explanation methods (e.g., SHAP, LIME) is vital to build trust 

among tax officers. 

4]Legacy System Integration: Many tax agencies still run on COBOL‑based or other legacy platforms. 

Custom adapters and APIs will be needed to deliver real‑time scoring without disrupting existing workflows. 

5]Adversarial Evolution: Skilled evaders may shift tactics over time. A combination of ongoing adversarial 

training, online learning, and vigilant monitoring will help our models stay ahead of emerging threats. 

9. CONCLUSION: 

This research underscores the transformative power of predictive analytics for India’s tax compliance. By 

combining Income Tax e-filings, GST invoices, banking summaries, and property records with advanced 

machine-learning techniques, we’ve demonstrated a clear advantage over conventional audit methods.The 

XGBoost ensemble method demonstrated the best balance between sensitivity and specificity, with a ROC-

AUC of 0.793 and an F1-score of 0.435. This allowed authorities to focus their efforts on the most high-risk 

cases. 

Key takeaways include: 

1]Predictive features: Financial ratios (such as debt-equity proxies) and behavioral signals (refund claims, 

filing delays) emerged as robust predictors of evasion. 
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2]Layered defenses: Integrating supervised models (Logistic Regression, Random Forest, XGBoost, Neural 

Networks) with unsupervised anomaly detection (Autoencoder) captures both established and novel fraud 

patterns. 

3]Calibration fidelity: Regularized logistic and tree-based models produced probability estimates that closely 

matched real audit outcomes, essential for reliable decision-making. 

Beyond raw performance, interpretability remains central. SHAP explanations allow auditors to trace risk 

scores back to specific features, fostering trust in automated recommendations. However, successful 

deployment hinges on stringent data governance, careful handling of class imbalance, and continuous updates 

to counter adaptive evasion tactics. Predictive analytics should augment—rather than replace—expert 

judgment. 

In sum, a scalable, transparent analytics framework can meaningfully reduce tax evasion, safeguard fiscal 

revenues, and strengthen public confidence, charting a fairer path for digital-era taxation. 
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