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Abstract

Customer churn, or service cancellation, poses a critical challenge that directly impacts the revenue
and long-term sustainability of the tourism industry. This research aims to develop a proactive predictive
system to assess customer cancellation risks by applying data analytics and Machine Leamning techniques.
Utilizing a travel behavior dataset comprising 954 records, the study evaluated and compared the
performance of three predictive algorithms: Logistic Regression, Decision Tree, and Random Forest. The
findings reveal that the Decision Tree model outperformed the others, achieving a robust prediction
accuracy of 87%. This research provides a strategic advantage for tourism enterprises, enabling them to
identify at-risk customers in advance, tailor proactive retention strategies, and effectively optimize their

marketing resources.
Keywords: Customer Churn Prediction, Tourism Industry, Machine Learning, Customer Retention
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vieaiied (Tour & Travels) YnTedpandyre “§nsin1sonidnu3nisvegnen” (Customer Chum) Favanedansi
anddadulasnidnnssewdadnliuinmanansdiu Usngmaaiilifisssidsmansenulnenssonelfuasnarils
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anﬂiiumiﬂﬂLaﬂGIJENQﬂﬁﬂDJWuﬂi%‘U’JUﬂ'IﬁLﬂi’lsﬁLLUU&%ﬂLau Wy nMsviuuudsnnuianela vsen1sdauna
wynssulagmine feidodrinedannilefeandaiutoyausy Amsliuinisuagnginssuvesiusinalugn
AdviafifuTnammanazanududeugs dumaliliannsaneinsaimiuiasduiigndusasseazenidnuins
eiognausiuguazviuvini

iioAdudeditadingn nsussgndldimaluladnsidoudvediaies (Machine Leaming) Fsnaneiiu
wn3asileddnlumsiudsuriesdnsanmsrheusuud ey ludnsimseiilanennsal (Predictive Analytics)
TagordunsFoudandeyalusiniloszymuduiusvesiuusidiiidsmasionisenidnuing deildtanAdouss

ngefnsuundszinndayathduuunadamansuazadaugievhuenginssuludfisng q (1] liinedunns
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Taunsanaesdadunazladain (Linear/Logistic Regression) ilevmanuduiusvesiauls nslilaseadawuy
fuliisnaula (Decision Tree) i earudouludnueniiodurenadwsld (2] wianslfmaiindugeadsngy
(Random Forest) tieananueudssuaviiivnnuadesiuinansviue [3] Ssmsdendlumaiimnzeauasaay
Tiszuvansaduundeyauazimagruuilildetaiussansam

o

Aeintl 1l

=2

silfmguszasdileiiamnszuunensalngAnssunisenidnuinisvesgnalugsia
vieudion TngvhnsilasgiyateyangAnssuinidunsdiiuiu 954 siems WewIeuifisudseansnmsening
dane3viu Logistic Regression, Decision Tree Wag Random Forest lun1siumuuuitlyienuutughgean 8sld
it ielkeadeAaUsslondlufsdnduazannsmirluldonléasa (Practical Deployment) §idedsldse
gonthlumaiangaluimunduivueundinduriu Streamlit APl LielifUsznoums aasaauinensmannuaz
dreuinsgnén awnsaliiuedesiotiodadulslunisasvasuuunliuvesgniudaz elddamin tilugnis
NIUNLNAENENNTINYIFINGNAT (Customer Retention) mstnauslusludugslafinssgn uaznisuimsdnnis

ninensvesedfnsliegaiiuseavsningsan

v A Y]

= a =
2. NV UASITUIGNINGIVDY

= o a

2.1 uurRangafiun1senidnlduinisvasgndn

o

Tuanmnsuisdunsgsianaululagtu winmvmnsnagnsniseaiafiddyussnmavilasyyin dunulu

Y a

nsdangnAnlua (Customer Acquisition Cost) dyarganitdunulunisinwignaau (Customer Retention
Cost) fl4 5 - 25 i1 Aeu MIUIMsTaNsANudiusiugnAl (CRM) Jadgurruannnisngrgiumignanlval
=~ ' a ' Y 9 v Y a a gv a A Ao oy o a 9y a "

Wigsethaded lugnsdesduldlignafudnlduing viefifendt "nsvinnenisenidnlduinis” (Customer
Churn Prediction) luu3unvasgaavnssuvioniies MsenidnuinisdneylusUiuuvesnsenidnnises (Booking
Cancellation) Ban1snsuwwiliduamihasdigligussnounmsaunsaauedviawselusluduiiesgalagnm

nausleviuviaed [4]

2.2 Msouivanios
nsFeuivesaies (Machine Learning) [5] Wuavmilsvesdanuseivg (A) figadunmsimunseudli
annsaFeufuazmanuduiusandeyalusdnlddonuedaslideseulusunsudamslunnieuly dmsy
f]zymﬂﬁaméﬂﬁmsmaqqﬂﬁwﬁy'u Todulgmuszinnnsuundssinnuuuiifaeu (Supervised Classification)
Fayndoyafinaouazdessznoudie "Haudséu’ (Features 1wy 018, 51814, Uszifinnsans) uag "fauusn’
(Target Label e 0: lslonidn uaz 1: snidn) sanesiiuildlun1sisde Ussneude
2.2.1 nmsannesladadn (Logistic Regression) [6] Lf]uﬁi"sLL‘UWNaﬁﬁﬁyugmﬁﬂ%ﬂsﬁﬁ’umuﬁTWLLuﬂ
Uszian lngordeilsiduiinuess (Sigmoid function) lumsuuasasiudaduvessudsauliegluguvesday
inagfuiifianszuing 0 da 1 dodvedlueaifefiauisuieuazannsoeiuisfianisauduiusvosiauys
(Coefficient) lppeataaunisada
2.2.2 ¢ulifdindula (Decision Tree Classifier) [7] 1iusanesfiufiasraieulunisdndulaluguuuy
Tassafradulsl (Tree structure) Tngyinnsidonduysiiamnsauvsusnnaudoyaliiinnuuianigean (Wu
Information Gain 130 Gini Impurity) Tundazlvunees defvesiulifndulafodu "Fuvunassun” (White-box

Model) Nuywdanunsasruuazidiladouls (If-Else Rules) ldiunelagndndsgnsinduindsenian
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2.2.3 Unda (Random Forest Classifier) {umaiadugdlunguniaFeuduvunguiou (Ensemble
Learning) ignihuauelng L. Breiman (3] Insflndnnisvhaufenisaisduliifnaulasuiumansossuiuan
niouriu thunalianisdudiegnsdeyauuuldfu (Bootstrap Aggregating vie Bagging) Sauiunsdandenswusly
wiazlnun mniulingnnslmadestsann (Majority Vote) Lﬁaﬁmﬁuwaé’wéqmﬁw s“zj'!wamt,ﬁszgwmﬁﬁauiﬁw

\Au (Overfitting) sosduliiindulanealaeeneiuszdndnn

2.3 nsusztiudszansanvasluna

o

nsUszdiudszdnsnmvediinalunuduuntssiamdeya euerdunsnuunsndainuduau (Confusion

'
A '

Matrix) toA1anaasinansgu 4 A1 laud Arrugneias (Accuracy) Wiegn1mnsay, A1AMLLILET (Precision)

A a a d o ' 1% = °o w o <, P
LW'E]Wf\nimqﬂ']']lmﬂwaqﬂluﬂqiu‘]@uﬂElﬂaall, ANAIUATUNIU (Recall) sliﬂﬁmmmﬁ”nﬂﬁg@ﬂ 119937 JUN1TIAN

'
v

lumaaunsansiadugndiidnazenidntiuindeeiiieds waza F1-Score FaduAnadsesueinsyning

Precision Wa¥ Recall [8]

2.4 Adeiineates

nsUssgndliimaiiansfeudveanisaiiovuonsenidnuinig lasummumdslunannvansgramnssu
Fait 33nge yymitubie azaus [1] IhmsAnymsiengiunliumsvesnidnliuinimvesgnisuinis lne
W3suileudanesiiu Logistic Regression, Decision Tree, Naive Bayes wag k-NN nan1s@nwnuinlumanguaulil
dndulaansnsaszytadumnuidsesgnindifesnistatydlaogiusiue

luns3guiisudedn A. De Caigny wazaniy [2] lodnauefuuugnuauseving Logistic Regression Wy
Decision Tree Tun1svinune Customer Churn @edlviiulssifuddayin uwlaunsladadnazamnsaduwuli
anuduiudidadulunmaldf uilassadiewuu Decision Tree Saudndusgnddunisdndungfnssanany
ngul (Local patterns) vesgnAlunisudigesy

Tuuiunvesepanmnssumsvisafisanazu3nms A. Antonio wagaais livinmsanuisesualugiiieriune

o o

NnYANTIUMIEALEANN1TABMIssUYRNINTiB U WIUNT WaUTIENT NaN1TITeBuduasnndosiudl nauling

=

sullidadulalivszansamlunisnensainsendnuinisamigailieieuivlueaiiugiudy « [9]

3. W/AUNTIY
nMduEesilinvinsihmeianisiieuivenaias (Machine Learning) uuszandlilunisainnisainig
gndnnsadasaunnusanisenidnliuinisvesgnanlugsiaiisuasnsvieadien laefiarsanandeyadiuyana

wazdoyanisldauragnAl Wy 1e e UsedRn1siiunie wasngAnssunisees iethlugmaidSeudisuuas

' '
Ao al

Andenlunaifign lneTduneuisaliunsidewteandu ¢ Tuneundn Al

3.1 N1559UTUTaYa (Data Set)

o

Weldandunsrusndeyanioglainiivled www.kagsle.com Fulugadeyaieaiunginssunisld

a3

a vy A o a I a Y a L. a a &
“Uiﬂ'ﬁ”U'ENQﬂﬂ']LW@U']N']'JLﬂi"lgﬂﬂqiﬁlﬂLaﬂi"UUﬁﬂqi (Churn Prediction) IﬂEJlIi"IEJﬂgLaﬂﬂLLazTumauﬂ'ﬁi')Ui')M

%
v v

VoA AU

'
v

3.1.1 Ysnadeya: gadeyaiithunldifidnuauvisdu 954 siens wdadu gnAnfidsldidnlduinig S

U

v o

730 T18M15 Uar gnATianiduInng i 224 18073

3.1.2 Uuuumsimiv: degagnimiuegluguuuulduivana .csv
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3.1.3 AudnwuzreItoya (Attributes): UsgnaunediuusfiseuaAuanyay0Ignal 314U 7
Aasanuae Lo
1) 97g (Age)

2) MauneseniesiuUseveli (FrequentFlyer)

=

3) sesuselenatl (AnnualincomeClass)

4) uATIgnAndanliusnIsing q vesusEnlugimaieUnniun (ServicesOpted)

'
o

5) UnyTgnénnldivusenidenlesiulnyddednueaulatniol
(AccountSyncedToSocialMedia)
6) anALABIBIlSIL UM aANNHIUUS NSV sUSEYUS ol (BookedHotelOrNot)

U

7) Ameuiideanslilueaviiuied gnAnanldusnsvielal (Target)

a

3.1.4 Juneun1slaundadeya: suduainnisailluanlddeyaiu (Raw Data) aniiules Kaggle Tu

U

sUsuulld CsV anntudsidndssuuiiewssuanundendmiunmsiinaeulies (unusinglu

< & v
AN 1 mumaumimaﬂwamauﬁa)

- ™ < ™ e ke
Source Format Destination

— Ready for

kaggle |
Model Training

Kaggle csv

A 1 Fumeunisandtlvandeya

o

3.1.5 uannil NMTiAseianuduiusiiowuveyntayanud AudnuaeaY "91y" ddndiu
anuduiussenisdndulasnidnlduinisvesgnategrauniuladn (uiivsingluamd 2 sasndau

nsenidnldnnudndiuens)
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200 1

175 A

150 A

Target
B o
1

A 2 asdrunsenidnidanudndiuene

3.2 mim?ml%’aa‘.lja (Data Preparation)

o v 1%

nsvaguuuudeyafutunsunisulaseyafiviusuunbinaraidudeyafigndesuarnieusanisiily

U

Apsreitudanasiududaly nefinszuiunsvinau (Fanndi 3) dfail

Load Raw Check Check Ready to
Data Missing Values Data Types Train

pd_readmcsv df.isnull() dfdtypes train.test_split
("Tour_Travel.csv") (X, vy, test_size=0,4)

Al 3 nsidsuudasdayandidhusiuaalu Attribute Education City Gender

3.2.1 mslnandeyaiu (Load Raw Data): vhmseulwddeyadhgssuusudds
pd.read_csv("Tour Travel.csv")

3.2.2 msnsnasudieyagyme (Check Missing Values): hnsnsiaaoumeinaviedoyaiinnuaulu
uiazAudnYuERIUAEY dfisnull)

3.2.3 Mansavaeuniiadoya (Check Data Types): AII@RUUsHLAMTBITILUSUARE YRR LA EY
df.dtypes

3.2.4 nsuUastoya (Data Transformation): sudunisuuasteyauszandidns (Text) liidudeya
Usstamifaiay (Numeric) wisloglutistoyaiieaiu Tasvhnsuvadlunduaaidnuas 16uA Education, City uas
Gender

3.2.5 mulsgadayawmseuiingeu (Ready to Train): slunisuisnguinuseonifududsdase (X)

wazsmnUsau (y) Wedsralidinssuiunisnageu
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3.3 nsasnelama (Modeling)

Tunszuaunstl §33eleldlusunsy Google Colab lunisassdnuudayadmiunisiieus wavnnaeouiite

' ' '
Saa ' =

\Wsuiisunlaadinfign deuflaziiluiannfuduieundiedu Tnefinsoumsiinsisvidauen (il 4) fodl

3.3.1 nsiuaraiaidiming (Target Class): fmuasauusuadnsmsduunesnidu 2 ngu Ao Target
type 0 (Qﬂﬁwﬁhjamﬁﬂﬁmi) uay Target type 1 (Qﬂﬁwﬁﬂmﬁﬂﬁms)

3.3.2 n1suUadadrugadeya (Data Splitting): yn1suUsyAdoyadi Hiun1sUszaranald nefy
(Preprocessing) sanidu Jayafindou (Training Set) waz Tayanaaau (Testing Set) WieUszifiuussansninaes
T fuanslunind 5 ooniu 3 Shsnda loun

- 9m318d9U 75 : 25 (Training 75% / Testing 25%)
- 9m3189u 70 : 30 (Training 70% / Testing 30%)

- 9n3189U 60 : 40 (Training 60% / Testing 40%)

Dataset
Employee

Y

Target class

h 4

Preprocessing

Y

Training 75% Training 70% Training 60%
Testing 25% Testing 30% Testing 40%
Y
Algorithm
A 4
Classifiction

Y
Y |

Target type O | Target type 1

AN 4 TeanTIsIATIZRARRENNISENENITUSNNS
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Training 75% —»[ wadwsmsduunnana ]

Testing 25%

Training 70% Google

—>[ Wadwsmshiuunnana ]
Colab

Testing 30%

Training 60%

Google —>[ waa”ws'mso"munnma]
Colab

Testing 40%

ORI

219N 5 ANUFURUSTIT USRS EnSnnuedlaea

3.3.3 M3BeuFvesdanaiiiy (Algorithm): ihyadeyainaswis 3 dasdulutewdrgluna Machine
Learning 3 ;J‘ULL‘U‘U Toun Logistic Regression, Decision Tree Classifier tag Random Forest Classifier Wovinng

FuunAang (Classification)

3.4 N153nUs2aNsn N (Evaluation)

19 °

wasninsuusdeyasendugefinaeuuavyanaaeuludnsidiu 75:25, 70:30 way 60:40 BouFosuds lu

o

winggndndiuazinnsnaaeud It 3 s Welsudiudseansninvedluea neld as1aunindanudvau
(Confusion Matrix) 1lueseslislunsinAinnnugnaesvesnsyiung

va

AdeldldaunismeadflunsdnudiinUseansainis 6 A1 desteluil (aunisi 1 - 6)
3.4.1 AanuwdugitunisduunUssnndeyaves Positive (True Positive Rate: T PR) dwaailsann
dunns:

TP TP

TPR = rual Positive ~ TP + FN

(1
3.4.2 ArpuiiuglunsIunUsEINUes Negative (False Negative Rate: FNR) Auaaulaiannaunis:

FN FN

FNR = ~ ctual Positive ~ TP+ FN

(2)
3.4.3 @1 Precision {un1sinanusiugvedduea lnafiansaweniiazaaia sunleaainaunis:

TP
TP +FP

Precision =

(3)
3.4.4 fn Recall (WJugnsideniufiunismen True Positive Rate) iunisiadinnugnsesvediuna lng
farsanueniiazaata Awladdainaunis:

TP

Recall = m

715

a o o v a

WinnssunsITegdinudaniezuaznsiauieg19dsdy




N15Us2YUIVINTTLAULIR ATIN 18 umAInendesuiguasuga 716

9 - 10 n3ngAu 2569

3.4.5 A1 F1-Score Wun137nA1 Precision wag Recall wiauruvaslunalaefiansuineniiazaand
Murlaanaunis:

2 2 * (Precision * Recall)

1 " 1 " (Precision + Recall)
Precision ' Recall

F1 score =

(5)
3.4.6 fin Accuracy Wunmsinanugndewedlnaalasiiansanswmneaia Awaldainauns:
(TP +TN)
(TP +FP + TN + FN)

Accuracy =

Tngfimuald TP = True Positive, TN = True Negative, FP = False Positive Waz

FN = False Negative

' v
a °

Weadadunszuiunisawin §37eagvinisiuseuiisunadnsuazidenluinai linanisiung

(Accuracy) 7iffign wetluldnulutuneunisiammnsyuuassiely

4. HANNTNARDY

Mnnsihgadeyanginssunisliuinisvesgningsiavieniisrdiuiu 954 s1ems ignszurunsiaden
sz’faagjaLLas?Jﬂaawhué’ana%ﬁmmiﬁaui’mmLﬂ%‘lm (Machine Learning) 3 gUuuu lauf Logistic Regression,
Decision Tree Waz Random Forest §33elaminn1snaasulssansnmvedlunalaguusdndiutoyatnasuiag
nndeu (Train-Test Split) sanfiu 3 §nsan Taun 75:25, 70:30 waz 60:40 FaanansauansuanisiUdeudiouny
Sasdusing 1 It

4.1 nan1sUseudisuyszansnwlusasidiu 75 : 25
lunsnegeugausn JI3elduisyadeyadmiulinasu (Training Set) fovar 75 uasdeyadmiunndeu
(Testing Set) Joway 25 lngnan1yinuszaniamsudiAugnaes (Accuracy) (@1n135 6) AaUaiug (Precision)

(a3 3) AUATUAIU (Recall) (@UN15 4) wagAn F1-Score (@UN1S 5) kandlanansei 1

] = = a a ° 1 v o '
M99 1 Naﬂ’]iL‘lJﬁEJ“UL‘VlEJUUi%ﬁV]ﬁﬂ’]WﬂﬁmLLuﬂ“Ua%a ImEJﬂ’]iLLUﬁ‘Uaﬂ,I“a?JﬂﬁauLLa%VlﬂﬂE)Uiuamiﬂﬁ’m 75:25

Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score
Decision Tree 0.8703 0.7077 0.7931 0.7479
Random Forest 0.8536 0.6769 0.7586 0.7154
Logistic Regression 0.7782 0.5556 0.4310 0.4854

v

AN 1 WU ileuwdsgateyaludnsidiu 75:25 danesiiu Decision Tree Tiuszansamlngsings

U
'

nan lasiaianugnees (Accuracy) g 0.8703 s89a91A0 Random Forest dfAugnAetagil 0.8536 way
o A 1A = 1A

Logistic Regression fiAAugnanssiiignegd 0.7782 wena1nd Tufifivesruasudiu (Recall) Faduanizin

9 Y

oy

mmamﬁa’lfumsm";ﬁ]é'l’uauﬂﬁwﬁG’faqmiaméﬂﬁmﬂﬁﬁd WU Decision Tree @u15ans393ulannanda 0.7931

q
o o

F9vi1997n Logistic Regression Mvilaliies 0.4310 ageditud1iy

]
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Tunsnaasugniaes §3eldy

[

[

JUANEIUYDURNATDULN

'
a
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wiwdudovay 30 uardeyailnaeuiosay 70 wie

d
a o o v a Y i = o v sw )
“Vlﬂa@“Uﬂ?’]llLaﬂEJﬁsU@QW'JLLUULNaW@QmemﬂUﬂﬂm@NaWﬂaaUmﬂﬁyﬂu Imalmmaawammi’m‘w 2

Y

M13197 2 HanTUSBuisuUsEaNEaIwnsTuundeya Inenisudsdeyatinaeunarnaaeuludnsidiu 70:30

Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score
Decision Tree 0.8746 0.6914 0.8358 0.7567
Random Forest 0.8537 0.6623 0.7612 0.7083
Logistic Regression 0.7979 0.5818 0.4776 0.5245

P v 1A U o o S X @ v o o .. o
INATNN 2 LLﬁmI‘ViL‘Vium Lll@Ui‘Uaﬂa'Ju”ﬂ@ﬁJﬁa‘Wﬂﬁ@UL'Wll“UuLUui@EJag 30 9ane3vU Decision Tree g4A3

Snwannsgrumsvihunelilafagn tneir1nnugnees (Accuracy) aduiiinduiu 0.8746 uaziiAnaruasudou

'
a

(Recall) g4fi1 0.8358 Turaug? Random Forest vAUgNABILA 0.8537 WA Logistic Regression ¥inAugNFas

161 0.7979 Fansanslannadianallan Precision wag Recall isiininguanlisindula

a a

4.3 man15iUseuiisudseansanluansidau 60 : 40

v o 1 v

Tunsnegeuyniiany §ideldandndiudeyaiinaauanndesesas 60 wasliiudoyannasuiisiosas 40

° v o

WefinsaunnginssuveslinaiiiolasudeyadmiuiSeuiievat lnsuaniuadnslanwisied 3

U

A19199 3 HansUSEUisuUsEAVENMNIIuUNdaya Inemsuusleyalnaeuwasnaaeulugnsdiu 60:40

Model Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score
Decision Tree 0.8770 0.7326 0.7241 0.7283
Random Forest 0.8665 0.7143 0.6897 0.7017
Logistic Regression 0.7984 0.5714 0.4598 0.5095

v o o

NA15199 3 wulsenunutauladn wlueaazldsudeuadmsuiinasuanawvdaiissfosay 60 uwe

U

8ane3diu Decision Tree Niua1ANT0YIAIAUYNABY (Accuracy) geaalun1sidedlil 0.8770 wieuvisiir1Aiy

LU

o v

wiugh (Precision) mguﬁuuﬁqdqmﬁ 0.7326 @7 Random Forest maumwgﬂmaqmwﬁumtﬂu 0.8665 way
Logistic Regression vi1Augnsiaald 0.7984

othlsfiou \uihidanadludndiu 60:40 & f Recall voamnlunaiiuwiltiuanas (Decision Tree anas
wide 0.7241) Fadunansznumeadfainnisiyateyaiinaeuiivunndnassugapdesiegsweanguiivane (f
gndnuIng) vsdiulvlumsSeus
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5. @5UnanazafUseHNanIsNaaes

]

msAnyAfeiFes "maiwewgAnssumsenidnuinislugsiavieadivanemaiansidoufvouaies i
Fnguszasdilofaunszuunennsalnnandedunisenidnuinns (Customer Churn Prediction) vesgnAngsia
visaiien Tnsthyedeyanginssuiniaumesuiu 954 518m35 wEwAsEUIUMTINEINsTeya wagTouLdiey
UszdnSnmvesdanaifia 3 gUuuu ldun Logistic Regression, Decision Tree Uag Random Forest Feanunsn

asuna efiusena wazlidaiausuusdiolull

5.1 asunan1maaay

31NN15AHIUNTITBLAE AR UUSEANTA MYBIA LU UK IUNTRUITaY AR NADULAaENAABY (Train-Test
Split) Tu 3 ons1du laun 75:25, 70:30 wag 60:40 mmiaajﬂwaiéfﬁqﬁ

5.1.1 wansiFsuiiisuuszaniam: sanesfuduliidadula (Decision Tree Classifier) iiuluinai
UsrAvsnmgaiianlunisiduniad Taglsiaranugnios (Accuracy) wisgefisfonay 87 luyndnsndiu (87.03%,
87.46% Wz 87.70% ALE16IU)

5.1.2 A1UAN15AUNIINTIITUNNSENLEN: WaNinilaanAIALYNABILAT Decision Tree FalviAnAdu

ATUIU (Recall) geiigniiaforas 83.58 (ludnau 70:30) Fsiigatlidnlunaiinnuansalun1snsinduwassey

3¢

anAiimndsszenidnuInslaegnsliuss@nsninimilanit Random Forest Way Logistic Regression 0e193

U

2°

én

m&

5.2 aAUTUNANITNAADY

'
o

y1nuan1saassdedu fuszinuiiurauladsaunsadunefsenalao@enlesiunguiwazuided
d‘ 4 Y v d’l
\eatealanail

5.2.1 anuwminzauveslassasaduldindula (Decision Tree) dadoyangfinssugnan: nan1snaaes

a

aonndestuaLAgIULazaATe AR (U sATeves A Antonio wazay [9)) THmgRAnssumsdadulaves
tnvieaileaiinddnuvambudevluuuututule (f-Else logic) wu "drengeglutsi wasliseldsssul aziflona
gnLangs" Sane3iu Decision Tree dsfinalnnsasrangunasinisiadulanuuutsusndeyanannast (Information
Gain) FsEusaBeuiwazandusiuuuanuduiusianizngy (Local patterns) vesgneiliagiausiug

5.2.2 Y3unudayaniun1svnauved Random Forest: ungun1siseusuuunguieu (Ensemble
Learning) 8ane37iu Random Forest msagliszansnmilgauasiafiosndt Decision Tree WUULET WiINKANTS
naaesnduwuiwhazuulddnindnies (Accuracy ~85-86%) Usingnisalifannsnedunelédn iesmnys
Foyaiilitivurndeudadn (954 519n13) e Random Forest sihnsduegistoyauuuldfu (Bootstrap) Lile
aseilsiduounn enrviliAnmsdouideyasdoutiunniuly (Redundancy) suruanunselunisudauen

Aaraanadafisuiunisasisuliifiswufeinaseunqudeyaiaiun

' v
=

5.3.3 918911AVBIAILUY Logistic Regression Wiaawsa1Manluvnsi¥in (Accuracy ~77-79% uay
Recall #1171 50%) @siilunisdududn Jadefidwmasdonissnidnuinisvesgnailugsiavieaiie s Lilad
AnuduRusiuludnwuzduass (Non-linear relationship) msldaun1adaduisiilawnsannduaududouyes

a caal 4
noRnsINLywininnuuUsUTugals
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