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Abstract

Obijectives: The study aimed to compare the predictive accuracy of student performance
assessment models on the PISA 2022 mathematics test in Jordan using explanatory item
response models (EIRMs) and machine learning models: Random Forest, Artificial Neural
Networks, Naive Bayes, Support Vector Machine, and K-Nearest Neighbor.

Methods: A descriptive analysis method was used, based on data from 7,799 Jordanian
students randomly selected from 260 schools that participated in the test. Ten-fold cross-
validation was employed to compare model predictive accuracy. Predictive variables
included item difficulty, and student-related factors: gender, supervisory authority,
socioeconomic status, bullying, use of digital applications outside school, availability of
internet-connected devices in schools, teachers’ digital skills, and use of digital resources
in math classes.

Results: The Naive Bayes model achieved the highest predictive accuracy (0.718), while
the EIRM showed strong discriminatory power with an AUC of 0.693, outperforming
machine learning models in distinguishing between student responses. Item difficulty
emerged as the most influential predictor.

Conclusions: The study recommends further research incorporating new variables and
broader application of the studied predictive models to other assessments or countries to
validate and generalize findings, and to explore additional machine learning techniques.
Keywords: Explanatory Item Response Models, Machine Learning Models, Predictive
Accuracy, PISA test.

‘almb Gl ‘3 Sles byl 3 Lvu)l.‘.‘.-»l ‘3 adbatl olsf s 7 dleid Lol A3
‘UJL&.A Mb.b J:!l p.\.u." C.bl.uj 4.3«.4«.9..." a).a.n.” C.:LA.»
syl | oo JLoS Jini Flls)y gl o] G lin
O3 ] s pll Anale AsuAll polall I (50 /lly il SLa ! e

ol
<2022 595 § wlusldl @ L sbas) G onsa ¥ Allall elol @usdnd 25405 3l sl J) Awhdl cdua :cdluall
ISl glgdall Bl Y lasll 7 3laig Aupuatll 5,580 Lleial 73k plasial L Lgadall 25001 45laay

(Smd gzl il e Al il el oY Lpnal

Sy 2022 1y cbily plasiawly dalull Clual guimd fAdedl Giiosll zell plasisl @ ezl
ISy Byis (260) (e maylias! @3 Aoy L (7799) gl e dulyad) G cuisSiy ool § clusls,l)
¢ zileald gl as alal 10 = (8 518 abladl) Gasall dab alasial @iy lasdl § 15SHLa Jlsde
Sl (a8, all Abludl « puisd) iAdlall Cole g (3yaa]) Bgain) 852501 Cilar (3o Ll Slpiall cuonziuly
Usinge Leady Sl 3153 oyl )5 2uad I culagdatl] plasezal « paizll (o pazll (8, £leaa¥ly galmza¥l
el pasas G 2l jalall alasiol (ded )l relall Sl il § oyl

& (0.718) cialy 151y Hoamiad) z3laall o 485 1ige (el Jomaw s il 73905 o @il oy lal st
O el e 45,08 § 73kl Juadl (0 (EIRM) sl 5,580 2lrinl 73505 08 cAdlall clloeiuly gaiall
il o6y ALl sia g 1Y) @la 23l e G349 (0.693) 4 (AUC) 50 il o> Adlall cllnial
Al bl 302l § il 48T5,840 Ligaim

G gl 73kl Gudas 3l arsngiy iz Slpdies Ldmdl Sluhudl o duse o b ! (gogi 1M
JY el z3les (e puzr 3k Hlas by Bl eueasd 6,31 oo of 3T callas | Jadad 2yl L)) cilings
D obas gl A8 S @laddl 7 3les Ay pandnl] 8,580 Blomiael 7 3les A1) Lok


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.35516/Edu.2025.10870
https://doi.org/10.35516/Edu.2025.10870
https://orcid.org/0009-0002-0561-7205
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9821-3431

Ordo s adl Jlai caaly sl ol L bt G Al ool @uas 7 dled A5uill A8

dadda

claderll 3L8 Sy Slaaizelly 51,831 3l L gdoaSll 93¢ J) L8LYL (Lple Jgsamtl gy bl daliesany Jldl sl Slieg
4iSaly a9y lall il 24aS (o IS ol Llelns 5y uliledl sda po ool 2yl (0555 Lagyg « £ llaia¥l KA1 Silagidas Lo gunsg
3 obiledl sia plaial dag «Juazadl suially dagdasetlly Al pis 3 bl sia g salana) 28 § oraSh Bl (Lple Jguasell
AST oo ad g lard] s Buols g cnbigtadl 23K ey c¥lall prer @ Slel) badasetll o 1552 sylinel Soy Galaie Bol gl
Laylassls sledl alas § Bl Lzl

Jie il (aay ae Ledley 2l Juams Jo> obiled 3u0se (PISA) 2l @iazd Joull zolinll Lot Loy 2ol cilogal] pzad
Londy @1 billd gadl sauall of LS (Anderson et al,, 2007) .Jill jasbasg duyull jaibasg Lolaiddly dela¥l CIlll 2als
lall @uadll 3 e ially Al ool il wgd § delug Zaupally Cllally Jidls orelall Js> iloglasg 2llall clleiul (o zeolindl
(Park etal., 2023) . puyudl bzl | (i

5Lazs¥l Gglazl) dalate azallel @lall Jo> 5,8 (3lolie 3 Aol o1sl wpear) puserad 8157 (PISA) Allall eauan) Joudl molisdl dady
Laolail il ysen @ity 8l o ASLALN Jould Ao yall A lilg lladl ool Joor Lilgo 45ylaall A8 Aol ] x Ll e 3,5 (OECD) duaicdly
M I o s 99 cqealatll Dlsl dat e AGLALN Jodl (o el @Las¥l iy Sl ceis 2dlall ¢ loTy Shles (ulid IS (00 Aparlatd]
@l bl puez (0 ol30Y) peslad Bl (o0 Ogads Gadlly (i 15 yandl (e cnadldl MLl 80 Jo¥ (1997) L 48] @3 «slgins
Adladl 8508 (s oy 4l LeS < H0lazd Vg Auelata¥ Blid! (3 AkalSI1 AS) i) gl Aol Ll A8 yaal) e luadS) (gtn ]
Slalazd¥l o laslis Laud> el 1da eSasg delss Bunyull (513 glle 12 ool § B8yl 2l Badas 208l cogalad Lo elyanul (e
(OECD, 2023a) 4558 ya) Loy dlad 0@Say Lo (e s igdyay Lo e o1,891 915 Y &yl

b e aude 3N o2 gl Jlall Sgmituny > (aglally Belyall (bl ll) (29 2wlad) Sl i e 1S oo By95 US 33
S Eu 200352012 Gale § Il 0 LS 2022 ale § euedild sl Jlzebl (2 bl Il clSy Las¥l by Jlaar] cavai oo oHas
& il Jlll (2 aslall cily 2018920099 2000 alsedl 3 outs,Il ekl (£ 52,80l cily il bl (ass HLas¥l &il,a8 (o (%70)
ALl oo Jlme S G 5Ll mouds oy Jold Jaloxs eliz] (8l At ) c¥lmall Gglial) o3l Jguzell da ae 20159 2006 (ple
(OECD, 2023b).c0l g paad S 2531 Aol

o0 (73) 08 olaabydl 3 ool sy o el @ ool &b elof Ggiun Js> «(2023) 2y dll 3)lsdl Apaiad @bogll 3SL1 5,85 5Ll
Dt Al ity Yol sl G sl (1) dousedl s Beoall 3 (78) cussilly polall 3 (71) il (alal pllas of algs (81) cue
2018 play &55lae sl Gus Lasdly co> 202292018 (ygs o 0,9

202252018 Liyss oo o358 eMlat ddad | i yIly Joud! sl § i) +(1) Jouzet!

5oyl aglall ailalyll
CARITERN] CRRIERN] RPN
78/55 78/51 78/65 4q5(78) 2018
%29 %35 %17
81/78 81/71 81/73 g5 (81) 2022
%4 %13 %10

Orzs JWlby L suidlly bl elol mlo b e whlas¥l § adlll lleial J) 28LSYL Sbldl sda alusiwl aclugg

S0 Oy ey oLl (e g el s L (n i 385 ST Ay 25 e Jymonlly alailly gyl il
Ol Lasg (Park et al, 2023). 6Ll 3useld 3 Aauall laglall ¢ la sl e 8,008 ULl Juletd 2l Gl S 13) Lo 3 guas Sy
prs féx..‘il Gl e guyslaiin (e ady sl Sbldl aluseiwly S dl ol (Ll pnall dew cmal (Big Data) dwseall obiludl
pody QLASEL! z6 92 wlldl e {adl &xJl ((theory-driven research) 4Ll (e (sl cx iy (data-driven research) <Ll
bl e @lal el Loy cdaliel] Adleal) claad) ks JMS (o cblas¥) Jie Gale alozad pte 58 oDl liledl Jul=iy
oMty (lusyall sda HLasd Lldaty clld) aer ady (lusyall polaty Tug @il (elall ndl oY 2oudas 38T 26 o

2



10870 2025 <3 suall (52 ulll iugull pslall taylulym

oandl Lany 3303 0F coms ALl e Aailally biledl e Beslal) Al laill cilim of s Lakadl csly el e 2l a5 ol bzl
e 4w z 3L (Item Response Theory Models IRT) 58401 &Ll &yas 7 3las fujj (Maass, et al, 2018) deseall @bldl jae &
Park et al.,) (data-driven approach) =Lldl e 4w z3les (machine learning) J¥1 faL_:.H z3Lsiy (theory-based approach) sl
ol IS 73l Ble Balanal b 85 (2023

(IRT) 82081 Ay Lani! A ylas 7 3las il e A 7 3Les :Jo¥1 !

Cuoad LY ¢ oliall @iliast on Bl auslsll F8T (e Susly (IRT) 5,840 bt &,las ol (1980s) o diall Gyall wliled §
ge (RT) 8,440 Lylmtal 7 3Les Jalazig (Hambleton et al,, 1991) Aozl oliall 2,las Lae cole @1 oliall Slie (o gl St Tylls]
iles alasal e fouttyl) oayally HLas¥l Gble” 5 el @ls bl of lalasl olido of ylasl Jie 315l e 83lsll bl
Bl A s §3 eell3 ] Loy clala¥l ol Jeamill cligiae of Sl sl Sl asanddl dog des clowd! polid 9o 5,340 Alaiul
"weldll" me 3 de Bllag 58l @llas jpuas Uayl L ey b olidl @l dcgamay 848 S dxdad oy cHuwliall 8,44l
wailas ol el e T390 o9 bl ity w8 Al sy ebidll m ae oa)lan ¥ AB@T &6 Q9 (Measurement approach)
ol &o> (Explanatory approach) " g awasll meall" a2l lda Ge @llasg ohaall e s1,8¥) cblriad J) 5955 31,38¥1 (ailiasg ol aall
(Wilson etal., 2006) .31,3¥1 (aslas g olyaall jasbas s o Slleind] puwas (S 4l Gay olaall clleiul L) 44,8 @b

Explanatory Item Response ) dpwadl 8,aall l=iwl 73l glams (De Boeck & Wilson, 2004) (gudigy gy g5 gla 489
Lpasl) 8880l Alminl z3lel auds @F By . pwdilly oledll oo JST 310K IRT Byaal) dylriwl 73k plagiul Ciws) (Models EIRM
J (IRT) 2saliall 3,580 Bl 2045 z3Les Jugomts 7 3Leall s od i (IRT) Aolu) 8,85 11 Ayl ka5 7 3Led JuoiS (ERIM)
(B Aoy amlic 3525 « 3 pakl il Ay cs5mnl Jte) 5,580 ailins ol R s ] s <L) linines Ay 7 3Les
(Bulut, 2020) 3,801 e syall cbbaial e (31 Byall il 1 J20) 3,801 aslias

Generalized Linear Mixed ) dlalzil] dagall 2ubsdl 7 3Ll oy Slan] i) 8 (EIRM) daaall 5,350 2lrial 73k culiy
29« gwlil zall B35 G w1l o aall L Alalziel] Zeall Aubasll z3Leddl o] cu (McCulloch & Searle, 2001).(Models GLMMs
2 3Ladl Cr MYy 2l dagl (¥ €35m0 L gun99 bl Jasdl Hlumi¥l 73905 ) didy gl ol Layguns § Tz Aoy dniils
35 ) 2L (lun 3pall 5,880 lisine oMlelasy 8,540 lisiiag >3 lisita :JUL Jerae o) il g1l o oo Loy (o
ASY 85l <8 Lasyg (De Boeck & Wilson, 2004) .33l luxs¥l 7 3505 § 8392 5L8 (Auslgdie of A0l :Mie) wlaalinell cilivall § 013691
Ul ple i 3 el 140 0 2L Bl LILI cong cledumy o 1 Aol il rmg diis end Lo 2 pnsil ) 1) Agen
(Wilson et al., 2006) .ausl §ylas alg b yan Bucls 185y o slias¥l Jlmay Body il Guliall Jasyg Uiyl Oy0 54

sda Ot (2) Jgmelly Apananl) 8,40 Gylmia) Lylas z3las (e ¢ 1531 2oyl J) ( De Boeck & Wilson, 2004) ¢igudsgg clisy g HLal udg
i @) il plaily Blan Losd Calissy 8,550 cile 09 3,301 by (0 Ayseands ol Audimy il 13] Losd L Losd Cilises S z3Lesl
25all pailiasg 5,80l il e 1,all liute e Olegs Gal clliag (8,840 (atlas g 8,84l ol dge 5,840 cilisite (o Olegs lid Lppesas

$all 1548 EIRM 2 peuatd) 3yaall dylomial z3Lei 3(2) Jgainl!

8paall oliviie (Person predictors) s,4]| oliiia
(Item Predictors) saibastl ol oaibasdl Craas
(3l lyz3a) (55301 pailias)
(person indicators) (person properties)
uajl.;aﬂ‘ ole aclall 94.443_” CS}.&.’J‘ ,))_A_U éﬂ.‘uﬁ.“ C.S}A.L“
(8yaall &lyiigo) (Doubly descriptive) (Person Explanatory)
(Item indicators)
oasbasl aans 8,820 (6 pudtll 7z 390l aelall gpuadll 7 3gadl
(3,88l aslns) (Item Explanatory) (Doubly Explanatory)
(Item properties)




Ordo s adl Jlai caaly sl ol L bt G Al ool @uas 7 dled A5uill A8

(Machine Learning Models) J¥/ pl\.ﬁ‘ z3ked :obild) e Adin 7 3k 1 LTI 2!
elazll z 3l ad U B sl (e [Slasst wlany o pudatun ool oo J¥1 @lazll 2s, 01 5,850 o (Alpaydin, 2005) ¢l LA
Alae uaiy (Shmueli, 2010) Agluce!! ALl (e AUlady 24185 L0545 4yl skl (data-driven approach) bl e &b J¥I
(Gonzalez, 2021).culayselly liwiall o AMall sz Agailas g oliviiay Aasdle il yine (o 25350 (DataSet) cbily degaze oladl

s cness J) ple S ey J¥1 oladdl o ] (Bishop, 2006) cagas 5Ll

Loy e platl) blal e 385 @iy G3itll of ittt Loyl ale 3l o (Supervised learning) a1yl aoliel alasll :Jo!
Loyby Aalisea Silowg Dbily Ly AV AT e Jory LS Aaiias alily cilegome ao Joayg (A9 pall cilapselly ol agall (o 48l
iy Auailpnll g3 I3 ciay (" Raiima” 05Sa) Ll 3utcls Jagis (Adgyae el ady Slayill o 0553 Slll Ammaall Syl
g sl bl Ty Bz il plasial Realad) aelssll i 7 1) Bale] diSe z3ge3 sLaily cliled! 3 8352 5k) blei¥l pa 43
o 50 Sy 7 Sgas 6 L) 2pa3lgll B 1559 comptl] il ada JUss¥1 bl byady (Mohri et al, 2012) dbg,as 213 2y
09 JU ¥ by Ao L) 25801 Ay ks L @1 bled) Adlal dal s @i z 35l sLad) aasg «gy3T pmilias alasiuly pasbasdl
Artificial ) 4elib ¥ daall SIS 41 ((K-Nearest Neighbors K-NN) ‘5-9).53‘ Slgd! ((Random Forest RF) 4ulgdeall 2Lt :Llial
.(Naive Bayes NB) ju sl «(Support Vector Machines SVM) az=ill ees =31 ((Neural Networks ANN

S Cgiias oy ¥ gl a3 Ghemsll ol (avazmill Ll dule (3llad 5 (Unsupervised learning) <1, s sl aé elasd! sl
lall ciliasslss plasid IO o @l eliily Auasll bla¥l e Catss o Y1 e camy I3 (o Yoty cbilidl blasly ol paal)
(Sugiyama, 2015) .leall 3 ks v oS3 duaiylgiedl Hago 35539 (A8gyme 455 Ay e Alsall mliludl Gomns Mo (31,0 bl e
(K-Means Clustring) (§-cillawgio pazs dua)slgs Jio

oyl bl e.\.‘z.uﬁ Eu> «(testing data) ,Las¥! bl (training data) coyanll bl (orewd J) JYI pi;z_ﬂ & bld) spusds oug
Lz lly cunyaall il e el 7350t yaglas 3 o Lot dasg o Lol duatas Lo s Aias Dbl ol welyd 23La| qlig oz dgaill ygharl
i L iy oyl bl e Lyl 3ymens LYl bl el Rgyally 2uaall bladl e 7350l SLasl oo (i85 oo 5
Bishop,) .zl elall by e Gadatld Trale 05Sos Lruas olaa llall 3Lty susasd! @bl Lamd Tals J¥) olasll z350
(2006

(Supervised Learning) <&( &M o elaill Sl lgs

((RF) 4gl g-dadl Golalt @

ey Jilue Sy dio oliye d31 @ny Jlodie dzie @uf (e datad 3ymd S 0 o lall Hladl @3l (o pimd (e Blee (P9
Aglyall LI Slel2Yl ada ads Auad ASY 028l Cogiarll o2 ¥l e S se L] dasg B G lea¥l I el
colgeinll Jaad JY1 @latll z3les Bue pasiuds ccadimtlly Hlami¥l Sline ae Jolasll e 8,050l 48l54all 2Lally (Breiman, 2001)
Aslgdall LAl 55,0 Mites (1) U1 mib g (Tomar & Verma, 2021) Sadate 1,8 Ll aglgdall LU susiads

Input data

> / e N
// ',/ \\‘\‘__7 z
Tree | Tree2 o Tree N Q
.ff e of N Q/ \Q
I\ \ / |\ ff
,“ \ / ", ’f ". |v/ \:\‘ A(\ il '\‘
(‘l, \,. /’( L A \’-\ AN OO '# ~
J ) Q) OO0 00O ) 3 @
Output I Output 2 _OutputN
‘\\\\ l 4_1_-—"’_—’
St e

Majority decision or Arithmetic average
(RF) &gl g-dadl aglall o s o(11) Jseadt

4



10870 2025 <3 suall (52 ulll iugull pslall taylulym

(K-NN) (8 — 0,381 ,l9dl @

Lol e (KNN) gaiylss cigiims ol eyl bl oo gl Ao mrinad @l ziseddl Gle 2aslall latll ol o (agaidl e
oyl A yo ) 2Ll 093 Bz > s die Jadll el § cbiled! Ay Jaloes IS (o ol JSAT (90 WS ollad 2gaylgs
JUdls cslaall 3 Luaay oo yally pamtdl ) Jeas 2Ll cbledl bolas o paas g caladd) Adlaas | Tawe e Joaly dasba Axio
10oesats (KNN) 2aylgs Silglasg ccopunll Ao gazma § 8392 5ll ¥l (o LeyB e datad Bugu bl Jie 34dall olo

Logsll sy (bl Ze gzl Saamll pasbasdl (e sl LhuaT oS Lea¥l 25l 2ue 8 Aalad gag (K) Olazdl sue dpums 1
il B 13 659590 (K) olasdd) suad (Ll

adlad] claludl Jaddy uadl obladl degaze § bladl prazg sapuzll Abadl op Ll olus oy obladl Glus 2
(Sudging (illag ApudYl A8l

(Halder etal., 2024) sugazl Ahawll e am¥1 J) o891 (e cayuill Ao game § bladl sy oy S olall oyl igums 3

:(ANN) dclilayo¥| dianll CS2S ®

Jelazy (nodes) daally e Alaylie Ltas LIS (oo §ydall $losd] 8 Ammal) L iz e Tueliba o) Aupinall colSid) 0583
do¥l dadall )9Sy cuas e Baelay ale Sy Tuwg colad § waall apazs iy (Haykin, 2009) (edges) 81LY1 (owd dptiac sglxs pe
b JST 09809 (ALl BT e udall e 2l Aadall J) cleglall Jlusls Sude (S p9a5 Eus die J) Lowuds oy 4ds¥) liled! o
L) @y paly yang olal) Go¥l sl iy alaill LY poaze oF 1315 Basel e 13kozel ¢ Liay ol ity of (Say By 0159
Lads @n o8 sizll asdl ) alasll BLLYI poama Juay o 1315 Al dadall 3 pae 25 Loy 45 eauwd «(activation function)
o Laaz 225 Y9 ((2) U 3 Cnee 9 LeS alasee S uhLadl llas aaall O Glesat 8uyd Clsdl Jobo (e (lio¥ly Aurimall 25|
(Theobald, 2017) Ll

sum = x1*w1 + x2*w2 + x3*w3

i (Activation function) Jusiill &)y

\\\x
2 s 2
w3 _— =
///

7

(edge) ikl

e il ¥ Al ASAL e Jekas :(2) JSA)

(SVM) axill gecoddl @

e Al Gudat @3 gl I3 lieg 1970's cliduaadl Jslgl @ (Vapnik, 1995) cliyls L8 oo (SVM) dmill e &l T a3 o
slac) @138 Al Cagiims KSlin J> Ugled oo @l polad e cuald Ll (2 Laylabil § cudly Ao gl Jsazdl o dpuall § dzell
05559 BS Ay Jisle el bold Sotun slmyl e Jead duaylsdl old (hyperline) 33l Soiuny w¥gimin wlizill (1o degaze
e 4l Lol sgay @1 e gzl gt Juolall sorad! pluasinl (Sasg cnlandl (2 Juolall orad! ) s,891 qeladl dezeall o 2oLl
Maximal ) yisls ey @bledl Jndy ¢l s9rull cll3 9o (Optimal Separating hyperplane) Jad¥l Lasll Ggtue 3.:.?3 cdigall
(margin) Lield! s dabie Goyle (oo Aalill Slegazll Jund oy s ola¥) Sl clad @ blad Yl (3) US4 zibss (Margin
(Moukhafi et al., 2020)



Ordo s adl Jlai caaly sl ol L bt G Al ool @uas 7 dled A5uill A8

Margin e

J— Separating
. ".‘ Hyperplane

Support Vectors >

SVM linear classifier J SewdS JUis i gs i Judiad :(3) JSCad!

(NB) ooy agls @

of palsly (IMazadl sa Jo¥l sl A8) duailasll sda (aAaty Adleasdl e datad G o Bucls J) i ool duplys willud
Layleas| e Glald e (S Jead Lt ) Baiylaiedl sl (o @yl (S05 ot (1481 STl 5 2Bl Blidl (3 Alitine &lusY)
@ Jiiwe Sy palud (pais) dew S OF o canl Lwilss anady ((Witten & Frank, 2000) adad obly degame e
109 g &sa3)lgiel oo Jiady « il Aulae (e 5355 00F Sag Lpdn Silane dzrgi ¥ 4l 58 LI (5148Y1 Lelg (Ahmed, 2024). 2 LY
(Osmanbegovic & Suljic, 2012) bl ot Alad Aniyles 18459 AlaasMl 28, all (BLEISY

(Zhang, 2016) gila; ;Lais (Efron, 2013) .adlxtl a9 Aayludl 48,all e 2Ly 5.dal) (Bayes’ Theorem) s auylas alusiul Sasy
G 2Ll Az Vl (wad ALl Zapally cplaza¥l pusge 05Se @il 3o Jlaas¥l 5o 3ailly iz 3udall oo UsY (S15 pe il
A Akl s las (e gl @iy Adls) AoT (9o Azmdil) Allais | ASY ezl uSad

P(B|A) x P(4)

P(A|B) = 20

52 P(B|A) 5(B) s boyadl (A) Jlazm! o3 P(A|B) Lels 133 Lego S Lzl 0193 (B) 5 (A) il c¥lais Loa P(B) 5 P(A)
Basd udsy Abgyally pandl Luasy oo dazall slill g Alades g2 (B) Lol 2353 (A) &lus! pzads (A) 3 gyl (B) alless!
P(b1|A) X P(b2]|A) X P(b3|A) : ¥ 5=l e P(D1, b2, b3|A) LS (Say 2l il

(FITAPE DN 1S9

3blead gl A8l &iylie dolis ool Sotus e Slalys 3929 pue Lo gl laill sy AaLadl clalyill alpaial M5 oo
3929 o 4> Ll le 3gu> (§ — PISA 2022 Ll wad Joul) bl e o181 clileradd J91 @lanhl 7 3lasy Apandnll 3,580 &ylninl
JY oanl 230 e Aegazme 85 Lylae cdglis @) of Aullall Sty sudald JY) @lanhl 230 olaisial ol & colalyadl (o dpall
Sl o LS bl Jamty 5dall Jlxe @ Apuanl) 8,540 Llrinl 73l alusiwl cdglis G ells of oMl o8 duamlly sl
el 14 @ 03 i) o Gl od (3 e liad 15405 7z 3Las s lid s i1 ALY 2022 3y ilis alaseiiunls cuald 1 byl § 850
LgaaS) 5,840 paxs Slpdie ol (@copdlsl @aladll Goradl clall solaid¥l angll (uizl) 21,81 jass ilniie e ol
s sl S el i of (@ ggelly 3,8l

z kel sl Agaiall A5 Bylang Y1 elanll 7 3laig Ay pandnl 8,580 Aylianl 7 3led ol aieianls ogds 7 3les elid Ayl e GG 1
G 0¥l usyd Gus ol (e Sl e Slusly ) @ PISA 2022 ool § Al eeddd Joudl melill cilyad e adlal) el
Al ool suial Jias¥l gl 7 3leadl e Jgsaxlly 2022 13 HLas|
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Y Al e 2L Ayl cdglos

z59adl) Aypeatl] 8,580 Bylrial 73l plasinly 2022 alall Sl § i slas! @ Adladl elol quas) g3all zogaddl e @
§ (el Gauatll

S @lasll 7 3kes plasialy 2022 alall lusl, i § b slast G adiall ool quad @3l z3gaidl Lo @

§2022 alald culea byl 3 Ve slas | G bl el 5uiall 8 (uleld) 485 ASYI gazilali gl @

EOM WL (A TRVY|

JY latll 7 3lasg (cacliall gauatll z35all) Tppudtl) 8,88l Lylmtal z3le pladiol 5405 7 3ke el J) Al 2alyll cibin
Bl Wylang « -8 Hlsmlly cdzall @eos ANy il Al Lanll SISGA) (Alsdal) LI ag adlall ol dal)
Jead¥l 7 3ganll oMserad Slesl, Il § 2022 alall (PISA) adlall quat) Joudl golindl colias (e bl bl 73kl s L3uial]
U il pa 8,801 il e llall ol L 1 (liwsal]) 2Ll il J) Bpal) ] cdaa LS a5aiall 25001 G ohe

sy Ao

Aeal Ky sddly cloalydl (32022 alad (PISA) ddladl qedtd Joudl malidl lid Ldglis 3 & laidl s Ll (e dlydl dueal 550
ol puazd @uds g1 oo 31 2022 alall ceda ¥ Adlall olol lasigio O G dazlyig &dlall elol Gus olewl (e o guall slal] 3 8,08
Sl Gl e e Ad9iun aubse arazdl g Law <2006 alall die ezl § 0391 Lpd L &) 2asled)

Ol o (EIRM) 2yeeaill 8,550 Bylmil 7 3la aladeialy 31,881 clleiad 5405 7 3lad by colis Ll Ayl s Bl (aSG LS
¥ 7 3Ll (EIRM) &yl 8,240 2y lmianl Bylas 7 3las iy «olidl) s utly (il il e Evain Alyll sa § pleza¥l
La iy dlally guiall ) o LeS SLasl @lyas e 5yall clilaiul e 5,801 pasbasg 8,380l jatbas 0l 4808 sl J) Sag Gl
sl IS (e ol 8,881 Caila oy ol 5,401 il (e L)

data-driven) Gbladl e gl Gmdl tleag SbLdl § Gl Loge audy ol cuyslaill cda Lel § Byl sin Apeal Uayl (SS9
z3kas I (0 dadas @3 g 19 (theory-driven research) 4kl e gl e dly (J¥ fo_lw.a_:.ﬂ z3kes UM (0 dadas @5 s (research
ULl pae § Lany diamy 33a B cpslaill alageiul of cao oz dladdl s d Augadal) 23001 e 255akls < (EIRM) & paal] 5,a801 4y lmiu
-PISA 2022 Al ll wugan) Joudl malindl 5l (pe Aamslill Al bl Flas

A pauatl) 5,550 Bt 7 3gais JYI @lanll z3les plaseral Luaads 73l 1855 § 356 Ayl oda Ageal 8 Aglaall 2> Ll (e Loy
CBglall Bxllasy «palatll Augle ady gad @I Slelaly Bealill @bLall SLasy cranslly zalill 6 sshag clulowdl gl Lpo bty
oS 519 Adgdl lageanll § Adladl elol casyd adyg lusly ) (as¥lg il L 3 Adbl Jpams Gus ) @l @) dazl
(bt Sl § lyslanll (S5 Gloelll Qb caadogl calagandl § Al elal e

45! o) ol all

esa) Joall moliadl clyas e Adlall bty gudall Qg A pands 2ilias] ¢z 3li H(EIRM) & pundid] 58000 dylminsl z3lei @
aeball gruatll 7z 3gaill plasiul ool @ wlusl,ll (3 PISA 2022 2Ll

Joll eliall wlyas e Al Sllmialy 3uiall gl z ke by (I e pLlaaY) oS0 g9 e 38 JUI olasll z3las @
e il - Al oY) Baall SIS Alsdal) LAY Sledylesd) alasialy oo § Sluslydl § PISA 2022 Akl q sl
S — 3 el cazill qes 4l

4800l @ludS) (gote @ueit] 2022 alald o1 § yendl (e B (15) cuadl) Al elof @uan) HLas| ga: PISA 2022 jlasl @
e Jlxe (e B JS S 05859 g S IS adang Bslyally pslally Sluslidl Jlee A9l bl Sl Ll

3Ll oyl amse Sy il (e 7z 3Laidl o Byud (oo iy Bo3aitd) 7 3l e1oT s 3 sty oludio dpdall 23001 @
(AUC) ROC (gomia s &> Ludly (F1 ,i3a «(Recall) eleaiddl ((Precision) S>¥1 «(Accuracy) 48,1 : o 431,509 JLs 0¥ bl )
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Ayl Slouzse

e AL) oyl syl

e (15) yomy 0331 Lylite ol @

2022 alal 59 LVl 4d gy sl dosll Blesdls 2,1 PISA 2022 Zllall i) Joudl molinll il @

PISA2022 5Las| § aule xS o3 sl Skl 59 cmluusliydl Sole § 2022 alall (PISA) Allall qpuard Joull olind) ity s @

eiill (o yall ((ses) ByuSl) Flazz¥lg solmad ¥l ggiwdl «(strm) 48,4l Alaludl ((gender) Guizl 2y Adlall oz I ol il @
4ad ) Gralall lles (DigSchool) duyall § 4uedy B3>l 18155 (usingApp) dusyull )l &ead ) cilapdadll alasiul «(bullied)
(digitalmath) @lasby ) jaim> 3 sl jalall alaszul ((teacherskill)

(diff) 8,280 Lgase L9583l ass Gl lpazll @

dolydl o

Bl ol tu alulall o gaidl 1da Jil Laedle ASYN ¥ taulull sdd (QbLdl § coaill) duleall aimall gl olasiul o3
J) ALYl gl B S e L Aislally sl 5,850 Blal 23l (Y1 ladll 230 M5 (o Lele Jgumnedl @3 1 30l
PISA 2022 sl § s sl oMl quian! Joudl molindl § oMl cublomzadd cliall sl ayuzs

dyod| poizme

tlyz] Bl e (ppedy A (16) 9 sod WDy Fine (15) Apenll 2iall (93 (o Alladl (ya PISA 2022 5Lasy Aoyl aaizme 035G
llazll 3 Ja aloss calzeue SISl ¢ ¥5a o6 13) Lo Lasll (ady (ely paladl (oo cgainlly Ogazily (adlly (s Al3) ol 28LsL) uenll
dlls Orsele (29) e lsdee S maplens | w5 L3 § Ags (81) e Alllag (ullls (700,000) cylis Lo hld a8 (S5 plos of snala
(OECD, 2023e) ellall § 2llsg

dwlyudl e
3 Slyde ISy maylizs| @5 2y il (7799) e (OECD, 2023e) duailly (s5lLais¥ Gglanll dalats s Folyld] Bige g
psladly 5elally lanbyll 3 il 15LeSTg 2022 alall (170) Alladl wudad Joud) moliad! 3 1551 0381 (30 syt (260)

Ayl Silgad

Buels 3 g LS SLLLAY) (e degame (po LigShly PISA 2022 (Ml wdad Joud! ealisdl il Suels (pe dalyll ool oSS
Lyl jake letialy lall Gluals U Glatal ;29 (OECD, 2023f) il Layyas § deilly golazd¥l oglazll dalaie ilily
el Oluialy cclall AU LU Glutals c¥Lar¥l Sloglall LiaglgiSs alasiul olatialy ayall olutaly w81 Ly olutals
LY 1 2Lyl Cdlall duad)

By S 98Y 2 e gl ailiasel|

Olaldly Laylaeg aSLadl dpardanll Aalai¥lly oladdl Jsls olide U3 s Il Blad¥l (o Basdll Ll #Lag,S Jolas plasial @
Blios 50 0.9 Aogall 2ad s (e (1o Bl ) Aaplatll 2alasilly 3S5Lad) olldl se Allally 2 Ladll euall addy (5,531 ASLakl
5e,all Jlzed 0.95 9 bl JI Jlel 0.95 4851l Jodl pe lyaall s |l 3Lad¥l Jalas s 1By Yordo 15450 0.7 dux 50 0.8 ¢
lies Bladl e Jui5 s uall o dady 1) aSanl! Lk 0.865 21 Lk JLel 0935 aglall Jld 0.94

aalud! &bl y !

Lo 2l Aoyl g9 gy Aaie Aty A padl Slaslyadl o gaadl i ¢ Ayl Slaslyudl ) o2yl aay 045

e ATas¥) Y1 wlanll clapylss alusialy O ¢l 540101 ) cudaa &1 (Pachouly & Bormance, 2025) (uiloygay J-bs 2l
Cosgy 151 daiylssg (ANN) dueliba ¥l dmnll SiSGadl (KNN) (§ 5,391 Sls=dl ((Random Forest) duslsdall 4Lall ((SVM) dzall
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(Kaggle) adss (o (XAPI-Edu-Data) (ye ibily degama alusinl @3 el elol e 4355 @) ol paaall 8Lasiul U] wéaa LS (AdaBoost)
1S5 Sliag sueg paglatdl Al Ll (il cciall izl Aa¥) Slpiall ool @i Adlby G (480) (e $sim 5 suall zoide
Algdall L Aayles of @bl sy Al paadle ) ALSYL aliss auslge § mlol Js Sloglang cApardanl] daill alusiu
Lol « 15l (e (75.63%) 9 (76.04%) Lo &gl 2801 iy S Bgdal] 3001 Ei (0 lpaylgiedl iadl oo il Buppmall olSadl
48.J1 (AdaBoost) cwslaly (§ <o y8¥1 5ol (Guaiylss ciplaly (71.46%) LJ dusaiad) 8001 cusly a1y dmall @es AT &uejyles 28001 3
Jls2l e (70.63%) 9 (69.79%) Lo 4831 1iige gly i Y

SLall Sy ((SVM) dzmall @es 2T ioladl ¢ ol iald 45¥) J¥1 laddl 23l Gaddes ) s &1 (Ahmed, 2024) ol 2y
oo Ayl e 65859 (S bledl § cudidl Ao plasiul @39 (KNN) (§-05831 Sls=ly ((Naive Bayes) ju —aol «(Decision Tree)
¥ pasbasdl alasiwl @3y <2022-2017 alse Losuil § LizgdeiSall LadlgnnsS ey sl99 daal> b (o ddlbg s (32005)
seiall clebadl sue colie¥l 3 cllall aaLadl c¥lell sue codlall 4ol I Jadll oleiel 2l « ualll lllall (loga « udzel)
LS Ablasll Guall dasb alusiwl @i codlall Laa> @1 Aabadl 281 Al Adle] 3529 (W Laoyig cllladl LLeST (&)
Auahylszell (el (o oS (SVM) dmall es Al duajyles o ludl oyilaly (g 3ladl dulels (e «S=U (10 folds Cross Validation) 10=§
L 2801 50 aly 038 385 LT e ol 2uaiyles 69 (2038 <(96.03%) LJ suiall 281 cusly Cm DI eloly 50iddl 3 L Ladly 280
(83.32%)

1Y 3 Bayall (e adSU (EIRM) dgpuatd] 8,440 Zleiul 73l Gasas J) cdua uad (Kim et al, 2024) (9,515 @uS dulys Ll
s (208) (o 2sSe Aige (e Ayl s Alyll s uamt) 5,840 (ailasg cllall atlas plasial @i bl o gsalll
Ll i laly A8 adl Bl Sl 3 oyl (s (oo (G- Glisl) Bl 3L Jo¥) Canall Aoy 5583 (%62.5) 5 L] (%57)
(%26) 2wy IUalg (%74) 2y 8,820 Al g doall Sl ) 528 cnaaddl o a3 bl o

oo o 9 (EIRM) Apaanll 8,550 &leinl z3gad &gl 2301 &ylae J) caw &Iy (Park et al, 2023) ¢9,51s b Ay
UL Aalazl) culoglall SLae¥) cnay 135 T (s5ull mudall (§ 3,8a01 (e 31,891 cullnianly 3aiall Ca1, a0 Zaaliell JU1 @lashl culgaiylgs
5yaall Bylemiael Aylas 23500 cailom Ayl (3 Aeciiad | 2l Y1 lazll 2 30as (Lgasal) 5,409 (DMal Aalicll alaglally c3,04K)
Sls=tl «(Gradient Boosting) (zeyadll ss5a3ll ((Random Forest) dlsiall &lall (Decision Tree) ,L,all 8, 1 p (EIRM) &ypwadll
Le 69859 (ANN) dyebila ¥l 2paall ladl ((Quadratic Discriminant analysis) ol @l dul=ddl ((KNN) (§ o8
ez>9 «(110) = =lyaall saey (N =1000) plasly bl aulss @3 BELell Aige Lold 2uadly euuds bl caulliag SELell dige 1op0 dulyull)
(s (2044) e Szl G o3l Ao X1 M 2Ll Ladladl (yo iS5 19918 Apadlodl Lol Bucls Lalg «(10) = 1,38 saey (N=100)
e @Sl @39 <(2018) alall Ludyd §(22) clyas saay gl muanll @bl (o Gl (1950) (e 295 Altd] cbildl 5ucldy 3,58 (20) 5
8,4l Aylmiwl z oof @l ciylsls (10 fold Cross Validation) 10 = (§ 51,8, abladll Guasall 4as,b ¢lab Leasiadl @bkl 2dels
Al sl Aalasll Sloslall of mludl e LS oSl eloly 3l J¥1 @lash) @hls po L)lie g Juadl udlyy (EIRM) 4wl
O zdgel G 5l 485 (e pS¥) 3l L) O 8,840 dugaimg

Lahlssg Sloslall GLuIST eliio pa 5Lall 3ymis) JY1 @latll z3Les o pany Gadas ] cidua @1 (2020) (9,51 Aulids 2y
Lodia oud Db @il (A duhull Lele caib Gl Sbled! Ao gazme ol ((Grer hnl Luahylasg Gz shse olidas HLall By
oasasss § lglow cpddl Adlall e (o Joxu (422) pasae iy cpSdsk (6 g Al alaudd Zasle (§ duddanll Auwgaly gull!
O 13] Loy cAaalaedl § Ul (aaseig (ol gole) clllall miases Ja> e Slpdie plaiel 0302019 J) 2017 die gl dia
Lnilys o Byl il cLaly « ST dltna (olid IS5 cpn DIl 1T aB3g ladl elsly 5iall ¥ of Aaalys A e Dol ]l
ibg «(66%) LJ (Accuracy) 3,1 ydge il o L5al) 8001 3 65391 Slaiylasedl (he w85t cilaglall GLudST olida pa 5l,a0 By ds
pasass Jas Liie o9 ((50% ) alig J8Y) IS8 s anli 3uadylesd 81 s ihe Lol (61%) Guzr sibe (ol Hyal) By Aualylge)
AT 1ol i) de il Loy caslas] 2I¥s 13 Zaalad| QA pasasiy (&;’;l (ole) Al

@39 «(ML) ¥ @latlly (IRT) 8,840 2Ll aylas (s pams pllas 71481 J) a1z (Pliakos etal., 2019) (9,519 (usSLls 2wl Ll
«(SVM) 41l @es &7 ((Random Forest) aglssall 4,101 (Regression Tree) Hlazi¥l sleal 2s¥l J¥ @latll ciliajylss ol
© Lol dedadl @bl oo niegame (o duhdl e cisSSy (KNN) (§ 5331 5lszdl ((Linear Regression) Jazll slaxsYl
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(229) (po @35Sa cilS A6lillg (8,38 (20) 9 s (2044) (o Jo¥1 Ll Ao gazmn cisSiy «slias | @blLuS Aslilly caoyus SLLS Lol sl
O 3Ll o or cnzea pllas il oof ) Ayl il Coalsg LI 2l Slpdie oo shte (23) alasial @iy « 3,48 (145) 9 o
Al gdiadl Aladlg 5yaall Almial Lylas o ez g1 allasll

Aolyudl ley

LeS 9 3l z3Laall +lid Lol o3 1 Aol Solshaed] (e Aegama i 85 LliasT ayas! Ly Blalls Augiall Ll ol i
(Gupta at al,, 2024) slal

SlualydlBale G ool et 2022 1y il slazel @3 :(Data collection) obiludl g @

:(Data Processing) bldl dxtlaa @

osballs eyl Aaliell laall slasuls csliol Il Aol whaall Jzsl o5 O

035 of 20,400 ALl 08 of Buuall (03 o S8sm @y emlidll caray HLESY) oyaa] lgisyany @ 2y UL (505) i O
(7294) J1(7799) oy adlall sue ot cilile] o Sbledl § 5Leas¥ 7 3g0i)

(157) J) wlyaall sae 06 ¢dadd suate ope HLasdl olya8 e 5LazdW¥lg s sl LY ol olyaall sladwl @3 O

(4) JSLad) (s Orange 3.38.1 4uzays (0 Random Forest HY] plagiul [ oble @ (Sparse Data) s5bull wbldl axdlaa O
(RandomPForest) 811 alusiwl 5,50l @bl dxdlae 21

¢ 3

]

Data Table
&
¢ oy
i
P
& %,
< Random Forest N

) )=

File Impute Data Table (1)
Orange 3.38.1 4cxa g \:a|.J..=='i¢uLv aLg.’bL_’)J!)L;.L&S 2022 | obily ‘3 byl ) bl dxtlae @i (4) Jsad

Data) &lal Jsos @3 dzllall L8 lildl (s yaly «(File) bl Cales Llogg Random Forest 31a] ARESI 41 (6) (S oy Lasd
81519 Random Forest 3151 as Llogg (impute) 3151 alasiwl @ coslua bl HLasy 2022 1y wbily Je gsixy g1y (File) 3151 (Table
[(Data Table(1)) § axJlall aay &Ll <35 «(File)

(BOOKID 1) (1) ziges slzsl o3 ®

ol il sl ey o (diff) 88801 Lgaie 8,380l 4mU (e 29 o(Feature Selection) wlpsill of jasbazll jLasl @
2B a8l slagladl alusiwl ((bullied) yould (o ,21) ((ses) 5w (£leizdly olaid¥l gorull ((strm) 48,411 ALl (gender)
s3ball alaszul «(teacherskill) 48,1l cnalall @lyla «(DigSchool) dyull § ¥l Ugimgo dued) B>l ,dlg3 ((usingApp) duyull
wailias (9) paibas!l ggazma 0sS ((digitalmath) clusbyll paias> 3 4 )]l

bl Ll 5Llag) wllad! oo s 32 plasiunl 73905 e by @3 Sy 1(Data Splitting) cuyus <lilsg Glas | ably J) obld) guusds @
w39 (Gonzalez, 2020) .(testing data ,Las¥! Sbiley 4] jLaq) @bl e calides ¢ 3o plusiunls 7390l @uds @ (training data cuyasll
o daadl 3 3 Lae Bl a puafy kels couddl ST (50 30:70 Al ady [Las il %30 5 oyt il %70 ) cabild! e
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(Nguyen etal., 2021) . bilald Slouad! JLndl g lagdadll

(EIRM) dpuaill 5yaall iletul ziges 12 dululd Lyjlas| @5 Gl suetall z3ladly : (Model Selection) z3gedl jLasl @
e lila ¥l Aaall B al z3gas Algdall BN zises 2a¥) ol Aasldl JY1 @latll z3lay (caclall Gauwasll z350d))
(S-y3Y1 5lomdl 7z 3gai cdzmill qes AT 7 39« il 7 35

(R) &uzmay plaseials 2ud) 7 3keidl cuyus @3 :(Model Training) z3geill coys @

JY wlazll 230 (e 73908 S Lmlied) 2aslall @llall Lo o3 :(Hyperparameter Tuning) 431 wlai 7 3lad aaslall @llall s @
ledall plu' ok 8sleg ((HyperParameters) aaslall clalally cilelall oo ayuadl ¥ ﬁj.a.i.” z3ked 3 dzgy G e lol Juadl e Jguazl)
cedan of Z3gerld 0 Say 13Uy a8 Aaslall molalall sumed > z3gaill canyuts Jid Liead gt A@SLH olalall Lol gz 3gaill (yts et
ceals LT LS oz 3gaill olal 3 Aatl eliy § maludy (gall gyls wbiladl e 91 @lasll 230 olal 5352 g (e pul> Ui 355 Ll LS
(Arnold et al., 2024).cseatll (e 7 3loidl oda 8,48 suzig Lis, 9o

10fold) 10 =5 -,,S% abladdl Gauall slerel @3 Lads (e @Sl Aad! 7z 3Ll @a9add :(Model Evaluation) z3geill usas @
Bpiie Slegame J) @bl 0lidsy las| Gegoame éi bl ¥ Cos aslgdall cliall s dasshay 4 929 (Cross Validation
iyl oy o Loyl 9 Slgdee A0 iy sl 1 (fold) 2adalls Las Ac gama S sy Ly dyglade ‘aL-fv-T 13 K sy (subsets)
SLia @ls desamll 3L e z3saill 3ikas o «(training set) coyutll de gazme (a3 Luay po @l e yd Ao goma (k-1) ploiials z 3yl
K puss G @ha (10) La)hSs @y &askall sia cz3geadd) elol ulid @ug (Validation set) 3ixdl degama ol HLasYl degazma Lol
() Slegazmall e1a¥) June dsgog slis| ol 3o de gazmaS e yall Silegazll (o Aegazms

Recall «(al&>¥1) Precision. (8J1) Accuracy : @ olydsll sdag ziled) 285 e @Sl) abladl Guall &lidge cows @
Confusion ) (el ¥ 28amay c3yad La Ll ol a501 sda wluo dazady «(AUC) ROC (amio s dmlucdl g« F1 1 ige «(sLeardl)
L) asald el sue Jiay Agiiall sia § ciwe IS clayiell cilid ) 50,5 (N) Zus (NXN) @y Lga4ma oo Byl (2 &l (Matrix
oS @ @l aslly Aadull ads Ladoll clall (e 458 JS) Aukemds laglas ,8sy 1dag cidasll 23al) ¥l sie Jies syac IS5 il
il il ALl 3Ll e ligiall sda paseiuds (48 Jhad¥l z3geill clal s ! e delad o o Say (ol W1 2dgd4m0 (0 L3laz)
(Swaminathan & Tantri, 2024) . ,sLal¥l 4894 al alall s Ldl (3) J9ua Jtesg (supervised learning methods)

(Confusion Matrix) lbad¥! ddgdal aladl oLl :(3) Jguzxl!

Actual Values
Positive Negative
Positive True Positive False Positive (Type error)
Predicted Values (TP) (FP)
Negative False Negative (Type Il error) True Negative
(FN) (TN)

{(Khor, 2019) . G¥E (g3 Wgisall sda cye Lelus Sy @I 5Ll Wiy
A Aslall o umdy olgaiall ez O (0 Ameiall Slgdnl) 4l (29 (Accuracy) A8l ;a5 @

A _ TP+IN
Y = TP+ FN+FP+TN

alyddl 235 e 380 o8 Aplm¥l wlpddd) aren J] Aol mseiall sl o Bwdd) s o(Precision) alKsY1 ;430 @
:iu_'y| Uslall > ;wmij.]ajﬁ a.yl_z.'}”

TP
TP+FP

Precision =
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¥ sl o Ceumly Al ¥l eIl 3l § zaged| 485 s ;a3 lda sy i(Recall) sleasad) ya30 @

Recall=——
TP+FN

Al bl oo S 5lae¥l § sl gl sleanadly 2808 aslgrll Ligill gag cleaiadly A8l oy pamy o dlg :F1 J 50 @
A Aslal) o ety bl ALYl Aol

PercisionxRecall

F1=2 *

Percision+Recall

«(Receiver Operating Characteristic) Juatull 4ol gxin J sLats| 92 ROC dxies ((AUC) ROC somis s 4> Ludl ydige °
4w False Positive Rate (FPR) 9 gaball jemll (e dmpminll 4glns¥l @uill 4 True Positive Rate (TPR) :Lea cnielal Gilo Juias 929
HuIvES g’\y«.” BYESURP-LAES W EN ’&_&5—”

TPR = kil
" TP+ FN
FPR= o5 TN

Sl IS pe z3gedd! sls¥ Jlom! Gelidia gl 1da s G o(1,1) U1 (0,0) &asill (30 ROC (dmio s &Ll AUC i ecking
(Swaminathan & Tantri, 2024) ._a |

Z390il B3g> e (Sl (AUC) ROC (gomie cuoms Ao Lkl e e oSl culite (5) JS4 g

TPR
TPR
TPR

FPR FPR FPR

Excellent performance Good performance Bad performance >

(AUC) ROC (s s ALk | piga e oSt lie 3(5) JSA!

s1o1 (e Jus g3 S35 (0.5) golud <ol 13) Lol By 41a3 (0.75) wieg (Bjlias niad (1) Lagdll wie (AUC) dayd o (5) U (y0 15Dl
Sl zdgeidd e o

:Jg¥ gy Aalant | st

z39ill) (EIRM) ypauatl! 8,880 Blominl 73k plageialy 2022 slall cluslydl 3 G slasl @ bl elol geasd g5all 7350l Lo
§(caelall g pawatll

@il dpamty dolidl (Widget) 81531 3ok e (Orange 3.38.1 duzay plaskiuly oLl (Outliers) 33LA) @uall e aaSl @3
S g «obledl Cale pa Lbasyg 230l 28Ludl aluziuly "Local Outlier Factor” :4u),lss las| @39 (Outliers) 1s1 pg Gslals 53Lad)
bl cale 3 Lradlaag 83U uall (e 2 a8 2,01 (6)
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/ / ( \ Selected Data — /
¥ B () e
( \&& \ \ / \'*.
: ( o N \ / \
g Detailable & Data Table (1) Data Table (2) Outliers (1)

eed

|
|
\_/ 7/ \ 4
D \:{«i ‘5 ::. ?/Ourhers ~ Data / \
/ \Q&y/)— ‘“& @ /)
File -

Qutliers

eeqd ~

|
|
)

Impute

Orange 3.38.1 &uzay pladiwl Slled! cile § Lasllacy 83LAJI oudll (e aaST) adl:(6) Jsad!
delomtl 30 (7) A o o Julomil) 555 s 335 s (190) i o el mas 6

Inliers: ReBOOK1FINALWithoutMissingValues: 3587 instances, 18 variables
Features: 16 (2 categorical, 14 numeric) (no missing values)
Taraet: cateaorical

response itemid diff stuid schid gender s

|
1 OO v 0251 40000112 40000221

1 5
I

Outliers: ReBOOK1FINALWithoutMissingValues: 190 instances, 18 variables

Features: 16 (2 categorical, 14 numeric) (no missing values)
Taraet: cateaarical

response itemid diff stuid schid gender st -
1 O 0.251 40006031 40000124 1 6
I
Data: ReBOOK1FINALWithoutMissingValues: 3777 instances, 19 variables
Features: 16 (2 categorical, 14 numeric) (no missing values)
Taraet: catenarical
response itemid Outlier diff stuid schid *n
1 [ v No 0251 40000112 40000221 1

Orange 3.38.1 &z pe Laflang liledl cale 3 83LANN pudll (e 2 a0 Julows sl 2(7) JSCBI)
ae,dl aaad Blasg (3304 @bl (2 SLldl (e (%5) o @l D> (3777) o e @l (190) sy (Outliers) oud oof (7) JSC& (3 L}M;j

A Jie @y 83Lad) uall dxllas o] S (Impute) passadll Gyl o @udll sds Axdlas coes wad ¥l (e Wiie Oladd 3
aaSI @l dge @b (8) US4 g (Barnett & Lewis, 1994) i P Btde el 0S5 Leie (Imputation) asgasll o (Removal)

Al iy 33LAI1 el e

Inliers: ReBOOK1FINALWithoutMissingValues: 190 instances, 19 variables
Features: 17 (3 categorical, 14 numeric) (no missing values)
Target: cateaorical

response itemid diff stuid schid gender st

[
1 [ v 0251 40006031 40000124

Outliers: : 0 instances, 19 variables

Features: 17 (3 categorical, 14 numeric) (no missing values)
Tarnet: cateaarical

response itemid diff stuid schid gender strm
e ——————————————————
Data: ReBOOK1FINALWithoutMissingValues: 190 instances, 20 variables
Features: 17 (3 categorical, 14 numeric) (no missing values)
Taraet: catenorical
response itemid Outlier diff stuid schid gen
1 [ v No 0251 40006031 40000124 1

Orange 3.38.1 &uzma o e Sbiledl cale § 85LaT1 oudll Astlae Jelows 5L 2(8) JSCd
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(Impute) &l alaziuwly 2zxdlall day Wl> (0) zuol (Outliers) 83La1 quall sue o (8) JSall ope Lasdg
z35addl el (EIRM) dpaanll 8,880l dylmial Lylaid (R) Loy ploiwly Jel=all &yl dlamllang 83Lad) @uall oo cadSOl aay
(glmer) 2aSag (EIRM) pwanll 8,540 2ylaial &laid g5l 7350l slad R &uzmayy (po (IMed) Laj cuonieiuly ccacliall G pual]
& 2sddl gaig Anlall ol uslally duslgdoadl ol aslal) 2 Aslall Gy Asguddd) z3laid) el Bralall Aimandl ciladatll (1o degazme (P9

iz gl

model <- glmer (response ~ diff + gender + strm + ses + bullied + usingApp + DigSchool + teacherskill + digitalmath + (1 | schid),

data = pisa_machine, family = binomial)

8yaal) dleral dladd g5udall z3g0ild P deyd ) 28LYL 7 ZauBy LS oleall Tasdly anlall il 8505kl uall (4) Jsu> s
(EIRM) 2yl
(EIRM) 7390 P 3ayd J) 28La¥L 2 2ady Lt gybeal | Uity a il & pdlald 3)uall eudll :(4) Jguzd]
Estimate | Std.Error | z-value | Pr(>|z|)
(Intercept) -0.290 0.220 -1.314 0.189
(diff) 3,880 Lgaso -0.983 0.058 -16.960 | 0.000*
) ol gender( | 0.180 0.077 2.338 | 0.019*
(strm) a8, &l aaludl 0.010 0.019 0.546 0.585
(ses) 5, £loxa¥y 5Laid¥Il Ggiue | 0.032 0015 | 2069 | 0.039*
(bullied) o] oyl -0.047 0.048 -0.991 0.322
(usingApp) dwe,dl 7)1 Aad Il ladaill o i 0.045 0.030 1.507 0.132
(DigSchool) auyall 3 iyl Alywmge Aady 53¢a 4313 | 0179 | 0053 | -3397 | 0.001*
(teacherskill) 408 31 (nedall lyles | -0.062 0.047 -1.312 0.189
(digitalmath) sl )l jam> § 3ad, )l slall alusiul | 0110 0030 | 3672 | 0.000*
0.05 i (Sgina Ll *

L P Aeid cialy o> Dogine pe cilS Slpaie liag « 0.05 dic Lgine ¥ &3 cilS wlpaall (asy Sla o (4)‘)34_?-&‘.?2}){;3
Aadyll lall clyleas «(usingApp) dussdadd! Blmandl aluseiwl ¢ (bullied) yeudld (o yaddl ((strm) 48, 4dl daludl (29 (0.05) el
(teacherskill)

Aslall § ore 50 LeS 7 390l add tagiall e bl Al) aay Julead Bole) @3 10

model <- gimer(response ~ diff + gender +ses + DigSchool + digitalmath + (1| schid), data = pisa_machine, family = binomial)

8yaall Ll Byl @il z3gaild P dayd J) 8LYL 7 daudy L goleall Tasedly il oldlald 85uall @uall (5) Jouz s
BysSall el pazeld Bgiall pe bl &05) amy Ayl

gial |t ol 00 day z390id P aesd J) 350 2 Bayds L goleall ety anplidl ool ilald 8,0l | el :(5) Jpuse]

Estimate | Std.Error | z-value | Pr(>|z|)

(Intercept) | -0.327 0.198 -1.647 | 0.099
(diff) 3,840 Lgase | -0.981 0.058 -16.962 | 0.000*
(gender) Luixtl | 0.164 0.075 2190 | 0.029*

(ses) 3, £laia¥ly galazd¥l sguull | 0.032 0.015 2131 0.033 *
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Estimate | Std.Error | z-value | Pr(>|z|)

(DigSchool) dusyall § UYL Uginga duady 33| Jols3 | -0.183 | 0.049 -3.759 | 0.000 *
(digitalmath) cils byl jasas> § 4yl jolall aluziwl | 0120 0.028 3.874 | 0.000*
0.05 i (g gian Ll *

a8 Bigaim ol LS T ) s Low s 412 s s bdls ASHN g (diff) 5,381 Buyam it o (5) s (oo Lol
i el psball plaialy el Flais¥ly s3Laid¥] Sytaes eind] piie o) Lty eyl (2 Aommeall B3I et
el 8381 555 0 1 3 pas Lesss a3 Ayl 3 ey S 3329 sl o 0 @ llall 15l olms) ol lsalsy)
Al syl a Jlad 3laseiul dadly of camy Js t3dbal o1o] crued] ¢ A ¥ Lausg

s S IVl datail | i)

SV elanhl 7 3kes plasialy alall 2022 sl 8 e slas ) § Ll 1ol panl g3l 7 3saill Lo

(RF) &gl gdadl Bl alusminl gl ziged! 1

Laiplsill 3 led¥1 e B s alusial B g3gerll bl 2aslall @lall Lo o alsdall LU 5405 7 Sgad sliny sudl L3
A yo ) suadl Jiay u8g o(Generalization Error) epeatdl sl l cpe May S 5led¥) sue ¥ tdslgdal) LU 7300 Hlatwl oleal
Sl 41 53 (5 lly s 5§ Skl suie Zalat s J) BLEYL wpepenil) s sutic ylany JLas e S sciall Lacias my
(Breiman, 2001) (number of variable to try) gas9 (M)

@ (10, 50, 100, 200, 500, 1000) Lzl sael plasiul @3 x> R dumay slasiuly z3geill slal e Hled ¥l sue wil pis ! Ui
(9) ISl § dite (2 LS i) oy ez 3gaill ABog sl a¥ sue o A8Matl o

Effect of Number of Trees on Accuracy

S

Accuracy
064 0.65 066 0.67 0.68 0.69

I I I I I I
0 200 400 600 800 1000

Number of Trees
4! gdaadl LI 3 7 dgaidl 385 Lo sl ¥l sue y31:(9) JSCad!

el (500) @801 cay Hled¥l sue ¢ 3) ez gl 2800 sl Juadl (o oS (500) caly &1 Hlad¥l se oo (9) JSadl (e Lasds
sl muol sl (¥ ¢ S Y s pils

lagd Juadl o] (tuneRF) 48 alusiwl daliss slael cpdsl aad (Myy) eewds IS 85kl il sae dalas lays e Lig
ey eyl sl By IS oLy § L @iy o (@1 Sbiled) s ligeiuly dlus @y i) Lasdl g9 (OOB) 3uiddl (3 Unsell A il
(OOB) g4l § Unsedl By (Myy) a5 JSI ol aaall sad il Mlites (10) JSa1 s (Liaw & Wiener, 2002) .(Out-of-Bag Data)
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0.314
|

QOB Error
0.310
|

0.306
|

Myry

(R) &uzmays (5o (tuneRF) 23Sk plaseiuly (O0B) gl 3 Unsell dudg (Myy) e JSI &yl siad Giled! Jutent! :(10) JSCEI
soleiel @3 I cclmiio (4) go 3uiald Uns 2wl BT Jany 5ddlg (Myy) mueis JSI 5liien Slpicia sie adl of (10) JSad! e LoDl
Aty dall AL gginll £ 3gai olid
plazeiuly ily <lids (R) ey (e varlmpPlot 48 alasiuly Alsdall LAl 7350 § &) el Slpdall deal caud
55 (6) Jgz w9 «(MeanDecreaseAccuracy) a8l (olaxsl lauwgisg (MeanDecreaseGini) gur Jolas (olasil baiwgie (55450

Syl sia Zaal

Lwging (MeanDecreaseGini) gus Julas yolisil lowgio Grdge e 13leiel 20l gdaldl L1 § ol il Aol :(6) Jouzd!
(MeanDecreaseAccuracy) 48! (olazs!

Variable MeanDecreaseGini MeanDecreaseAccuracy
(diff) 8,830l Lgasm 683.200 47.920
(ses) £laio¥lg galmidW 5l Soiun 205.600 10.850
(usingApp) dwyd) 755 ded Il claadasd) ool 148.700 13.590
(digitalmath) clusbJl oo 9 2ed I slagdasdl aluseiw! 131.200 10.820
(teacherskill) aed 1 ol yLald cradall Ml 104.400 10.230
(strm) a8, &l alalud! 97.040 5.495
(DigSchool) au,ull § e YL Ugpoge ady 33l 18193 95.130 16.380
(bullied) yould o 2l 64.670 5.542
) d=dIGender( 51.270 4.002

Bl olaxil lawsil 9 (MeanDecreaseGini) guz Jolas (olizil hiuwsicd 2ed del of (6) Joux oo Lol
(gender) Ludad) il colS daud J3is «dlgll e (47.920) 5 (683.2) aly 19 ((diff) 8,340 Ligaie mazl =K (MeanDecreaseAccuracy)
sl e (4.002) 5(51.27) i a3

(ANN ) el o] Zorpmall ciSidl aladinls gyl gogadl] 2

sas wyazid Accuracy e adiiwly (Haykin, 2009) .z 3gaidl 14 &gdall 5yuall de il LS &) dpasll cladall sue lags @3
b alaziwl die cal 8001 o Amdid) Coly R Aumay plagkinly 50l 285 e 2Ly z3seild clol Ladl (895 &) 2asl) oladal)
Aol Lutac i (5) e ot SV« rtuiien i plotieial i 2801 il Loy +(0.6891) Ausiac e (5) (o AgSo Bty Buiis
Sl ites e 48T 558 L &1y criuaien it 525 12Sal) qlidll JSa) aluiial @ 14 1(0.6812) Lunac e (3) e Goins
(Bishop, 1995) .51 oyl il § Lids il oly o sutpr bl e moontl] Labls S5m0 Les SUlll § Sazall 2asdl
b coly el Luandl @lGad) 5l z3gadl sl R Amay o (NeuralNetTools) s (neuralnet) claSll cusasiulg
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Jo¥) ezl aadall 3 dac dic (5) plasial @39 dwhadl § Al datall alpadl pg cdlsas gl Slaites (9) oo 2598 sl
dadall § mall uaall sue cily  (9%5)45 o 50 Jo¥1 duasll Zadall o cdsall dads o (Wights olig¥1) @Ilall sae il
Luazll aadall on lall sae jly ¢ (5%3) +3 cu> 18 il 2ol dasll dadally Jo¥) dasll dadall o @lall sues (3) 4uldl 4uasll
1910 L) dlg 2550 (10 siiad g 3gaddl (F) By Buide (o WisSe g8 tlyiell Aabs Lly « (3%1) +1 Co> 4 wilayiell dadsg Al
50+18+4 o> 72 7 3gaill 3 A @lall sie el s (

Ay oy Aelila (S A ma 1) AT 73900 e il (1) K8 909

diff ( :

gender ( 3

S A \ o M \
strm / 50 £ : £\ 3 .
t\ ):/ NN N O\ \S
bullied . ( J A VAR » () response 5
\_& 7\ \ \ o 5.
usingApp (
teacherskill
DigSchool =
digitalmath (/ 5

(ANN) diyyus ay e il o¥) Bt pnall 3Sa01 z5g0id ipe detad (1) JSAI

(7) dgaz § e 2 LS il

(Garson’s Method) (g2 ads b alideinly deelilaio¥! Aanll A 73g0s § olpiid] deeal :(7) Jouzd!

Variable Garson’s Method
(diff) 5,340 Hgarm 0223
(gender) izl 0.130
(bullied) yould o2l 0.121
(teacherskill) 408 31 &) Leald cradall Ml 0.112
(digitalmath) cilusbyd) jasm> @ ed Il claghatl] aluziwl ol 0.111
(DigSchool)awyull § i WL Ugmga deady bl 18153 0.091
(usingApp) dweydd! 7515 Aad Il cilagdatll aluzei 0.086
(strm) a8, &l alalud! 0.064
(ses) (£laaa¥ls golaid¥l 8l S9tun 0.061

O Aue bl oV Aaall lSGadl 7 3gai aladeiuly 2022 1y Hlas! @ Adbll llxiwly 31l § @a¥l il o (7) Joaz (e LMy
Z3seil lia & Apeal clpaall J8T (ses) clllal duelaxzlg 235Lai8¥l Alatly «(strm) 18, 40) dalull Sy ((diff) 8,880 Lgaio pite
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cflaa>! A4k Axdlal dAalall sda ‘a..\;‘z_:.wj ¢ (smoothing parameter) Lsudll Aolas (29 z3saidl it 2aslall dalall cda s
Ayaall @il cimtd Slasl auex dI (1 30le) Spiue daid 28La| @iy o> (Laplace) (oY Lgud dalas Lelgil pal (s« pasall
(Kilimci & Ganiz, 2015)

z3gadl cyts @3 ey il slas | @bl Jf @bl euudsty (caret) 5 (€1071) SlaSll alusiwl @ s ol 4w)lss Gabad
(NB) ja canli ajles 3 lpaall 2eal cuudy Bydall cladall e wlyglly (olad¥l 3gsme Glusy claderll ey Ladayg
(8) gz @ s (2 LS dm il cilS s (varlmp) als alasials (klaR) o (caret) :jauise plasiuwly

(Naive Bayes) yo <aunb z3ge5 § olpiidl doal :(8) Jguzd!

Variable Importance

(diff) 5,340 Hgam 100.000

(digitalmath) &luab 3l jasas> 3 A8l wlagdall sl ol 12.458
(DigSchool) duyull 3 iYL Ugoge Aeady byl 18193 9.237
) uwizdlgender( 7.976
(usingApp) 4w,k 75l Aed I la ol ol i 6.767
(ses) £loan¥ly galmzd ¥ 8, ¥l (Soiun 6.209
(teacherskill) 408,31 &) Leald nalall Ml 3.442
(bullied) i) o3l 2.725
(strm) a8, &bl alald 0.000

ool it Jis| Loy (100) digenl cialy cos (diff) 3,280 gam mate g2 dueal (el il of (8) Joim (e LasDls
Aueal ol sl J8T (strm) 48,511 daludls (bullied) yesld

(SVM) azill pes dll aluseiuls godill zigedl 4

oyl @3 C> ((SVM) damill qes &1 dejylasd (g5aiall z3gaidl clid R Aoy o0 (ggplot2) s (caret) 5 (€1071) olaSll cuaseiu
o o (linear) ozl colS 3y (Kernal) doasiwdl 815l g53: 29 73501l Ida § (HyperParameters) 2aslall @llall cdaiing oz 3901l
¥ @ sbled) (Radial) (£laddly coniid oo L5Sag pudivwe bk Lliad Sy @I @blal) (Linear) Jazll i g css¥ oo (ness Guidas
z3seidl 1) Slpsall deal cuwds ((Vijayalakshmi & Venkatachalapathy, 2019).cliall Sadaie (05S3y uiiue gy Llad (Say
(9) Jsu 3 s (2 LS mludl Ky (vatimp) Al alasals (caret) S pluasiwly

SVM dzill ees &l z3gas § ol il Aol :(9) Jouad!

Variable Importance
(diff) 5,55)1 Zogarm 0.6784
(digitalmath) &luab Jl jasas> § A8l lagdaill sl ol 0.5249
(digschool) du,ul| § o G¥L Ugunge duady b3l g 0.5193
) dtlgender( 0.5173
(usingapp) dw, d! 713 Aed Il lagdaill ol ismiwl 0.5152
(ses) £laia¥lg golaid¥l 5wl Sotue 0.5142
(teacherskill) 408 31 &) Leald cnedall Ml 0.5091
(bullied) ,aizll o,z 05079
(strm) a8, &l alalud! 0.5031

48, 4l ALl pase O Leiy el paall pan o 2eea¥l § Jo¥1 S Jasl a3 (diff) 8,880 Bgaie pste ooF (9) Jguzd! ope 15Dl
-z 3ged| \J.méwialﬂ_ull J81 e (bullied) yeuzld (5 ,a3dlg (strm)
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(KNN) § — 0,391yl gll z3gad plusmivly gauidll zigaddl .5

dede ikl illg k dagall 29z dgaid) it daslal) @Wlall syazs @3 (KNN) (- o,831 Sladl 7z 350id g5l z3gaill slisy sl L
Bl ¢ szl gzl go Ll sasdl pady dugasdl blad) Ahds Cadiand Laeds sl @) abild) blas sae apasdd "olazdl sue”
e k 2agd Lo cimty uais LS Aaedle Juadl e sgtall k pid (o piadl SLasly (qoss b Bale el bl apazs § deall AL
(Theobald, 2017) 13> adiye of 10> (adsic Gyius

iSan pud Sy @9 (caret) LS M (o R Auzmays pladeiuls (k) olazdl e daliss 13 ael cuymety 7z 39l Aaslall @llall cdaiis
Aagd U338 (K) @ud (12) JSCi 0ni9 (3,5,7,9) (9 L ol s &1 (K) ¢yl sl

0.69 =
c
]
©
9
L 068 =
oy
[72]
<4
e
o)
@ 067 =
]
Q
Q
<

0.66 =

T T T I T T T
3 4 5 6 7 8 9
#Neighbors

(K-NN) (5 — 2,891 51921 z 39018 (k) oslazedl suad AiSes gud dyomtd ile Juies :(12) S
Ozl sue o oo Aaud Jiadl (29 485 el il (k=9) Zagddl o (K) oud (oo Baud S (12) S8 3 Aol amy 1591 (3 (rtin 5 LeS
alpaill deal Glus @ S - 8 Hladl duaiylasd (g5adall z3gaidl elid (R) duzmay (yo (caret) clasl Coalaziwly o8yl

(10) Jguzl! QU (2 LS @ludl coly (e polass| lawgia Jolas plasials

(K-NN) (5 — 0,891 51521 73903 § ol piid | daal (10)Jguzet!

Variable MeanDecreaseGini
(diff) 5,240 Zogaso 554.8
(ses) (£laia¥ly golasd ¥l 5l S9ius 149.5
(usingapp) dw,ikl 7)1 4ad Il ladall o i 116.6
(digitalmath) clus b Jl Gasas & 3uad, )l Sligladl aladiul &y 96.6
(teacherskill) 408 31 =l Lald oyedall Il 77.27
(strm) a8, &bl abalud! 74.85
(digschool) du,ull § iYL Mgimge Auady Byl ,8l95 74.47
(bullied) yoidld o ,2ll 49.87
) dtlgender( 34.54

Gur polazil lugie olas il Co> z3seidl lda @ dueal ASYI paall o (diff) 5,aa01 Lsaie miaze o (10) Jgamll (o Lol
[(34.54) d gu> Jelas alasil Lawgio aly o (gender) udzl oo 73900l da 3 daal alpacll Ja1 (€5 (554.8)
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Oyl JLas el ol ol Tt 5L 3 AL 1T s 7 3Led gl 501

s gy Aalanll malaad!

§2022 plald il byl 3 Ve slas ) 3 bl el 3all (3 (Rulels) 285 S 9o 7 3laill

8,4l Llmin z3gadd iyl sda Jasgio (1) Joazmll cne 10 = (§ 51,80 ablazll Guall cilydie olucd R dumay cuadseiul
Alyall sia § il @ duesdl AY1 @lai 7 3laiy (EIRM) 2gpaniil]

Lypudrll 8yaall 4lziul z 3904 (10 Fold Cross Validation) 10 = § - 51,8 (abladll Gusall ol ydige lawgia :(11)Jguzd!
Ll JYI edastl 3L

Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1 AUC
NB 0.718 0.727 0.954 0.825 0.676
EIRM 0.715 0.727 0.949 0.823 0.693
SVM 0.715 0.717 0.978 0.827 0.627
RF 0.697 0.740 0.873 0.801 0.639
KNN 0.691 0.726 0.896 0.802 0.623
ANN 0.677 0.732 0.847 0.785 0.611

Jeaol o 4l Zo> (Accuracy) 2801 dge cows Agye Bydadl Sladall pe Abladl Gusall lidse Jawsia (11) Joda Gt
Jle Gotunes piots ! 390l g Lad¥l 235l o ddtay of oLl (Sasg «abladd] Gouall cilydige oa o Leagd oS @I 3Ll
e s 080 (bl Ae gazma 3 Lo yas dgludls L3N Aludly Al miludl e dae 08 0555 Lostie lies ydga (2 28019 (2801 pe
(Baldi et al., 2000). 7 350l ¢1a1 @) gy 1 yulas ) Jlaiy of Ll

Goall @lydge lawgl Gladl Jeteddl (14) IS0 Cw LS @il z3Lald (Accuracy) 2801 23l Wiye Metas (13) Jsad! Jiasg
Al z3Lal 10 = §-51,85 ablall

Accuracy

0.73
0.72
0.71

0.7
0.69
0.68
0.67
0.66
0.65

NB EIRM SVM RF KNN ANN

aud! z3leild (Accuracy) A8 y a3l Giled! Jeadd! :(13) JSCa!
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10 FOLD CROSS VALIDATION

ENB WEIRM mSVM RF mKNN mANN

o
~
~
a
o

o

{o]

o~

™~

o

RACY PRECISION RECALL

0.8728

I  0.8958

0.8009

I  0.802

0.697
0.7403

I 0.718
I 0.7148
I 0.7148
I  0.6912
I  0.6763
I 0.7273
I—  0.7265
I——— 0.7171
I 0.7319
I 0.9541
. 0.9492
I 0.847
I 0.8254
I 0.8229

- I 0.8273
I 0.7852
I  0.6758
I—  0.6929

> I——— 0.6271

0.6388

I 0.6228
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