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Venous thromboembolism (VTE) is an important disease in terms of increasing the
number of patients because ofa lack ofawareness in Thailand on blocking blood flowin the veins. In
addition, an effective assessment model of VTE risk was the mostimportant factorfor doctors in making
a diagnosis. So, this research represents an automatic diagn osis model by using effective machine
learning to predict the important risk factors of VTE by collecting patient data from the medical ward
at King Chulalongkorn Memorial Hospital. This research prepared 1290 rows, 65 columns and
investigated the missing values for transforming the data to be imported into each model and then
separatedthe adjusted data for training and testing in the ratio of 70:30. The experimental results were
comparedto the effectiveness of three machinelearning algorithmsthat consisted of the decision tree,
logistic regression, and neural network. From the experimental result of the decision tree, this model
represented a sensitivity of 25 %, precision of 22 % and F1-score of 24 % by adjusting the balance

data with the class weight method for assisting diagnoses in the medical doctor.
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2.1 Mazanifanganulunaaniaans
nEANRenanfLluNARAEEARN 1139 Venous Thromboembolism (VTE) fimain
dldQI A o al A = o dJ o o o QI A
n13nRanaen U919 aReueae AluKaanaa AR T9N19ALFRAULTLANIA A
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Azdpraensnateurende netnedn] Uszneudaaniazuaaniae annduang asufan
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(Deep Vein Thrombosis, DVT) Gedaulvn)iininaaaaannduanfian wazanaiinauiaen
. . Mo o o s ¥ 5 Y o 4
ugnliganaanasaunsnilanninliiinninzaniaanaainluasnaaaunsiilen
(Pulmonary Embolism, PE) (Uaprasert, Chanswangphuwana, & al., 2020) Lﬂu@ﬁLualﬁLﬁm
a aa 1 = o v
M@ dimesinaRauna s
2.1.1 MENRRALRAAATUANAAAUNTI (Deep Vein Thrombosis, DVT)
A a o o o Y - PRy =~ & 1y ¥
MINAANIAS AR ABUNTIIY  Buannsidnsnaiauae siaesates l6uwn
NaRARBART Soleal 189184 LALFIANL Valve pocket TainidumuulaBNsuaeensiia
QI A % 9r..l/ =3 o a L Q‘I Yy dl
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1y PRy o [y P o & ° M v
Wwnaiuu o) Juaendnnaeialanny dusiu nasanmesgasiulunaasaennn a4
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nilsznel 2 wanInTTaRARAMEUANY AT (Deep Vein Thrombosis, DVT)

AN - (TSUPAMAN, 2556)

2.1.2 MmrdnaanannulunaanfanwaInlan (Pumonary Embolism, PE)
¢QI A 2’/ dl al a al A o dl =

ansresaniaenllgaiuile asnainnsfindunidengasunuo ey

] 1 ﬁl A nd' dl [ ¥ o SJQI A ZJ/
donlugy Badunasadesfiiansdeiuialadnaanuazlen Mnldan@eatiuainisonge
. Y4 . . = A S a da A g
dnldgaiuiidenld wansdanindszney 3 vseanaaziinduiaeanusnney | neuils
v Usvnusan s lufihandauaenligaiunilen aziainawieanazidumniinen

sausnevisadananiduluanznala (sagassians, 2018)

Pulmonary Embolism

nwilsznau 3 wananazaniaenaanuilen (Pumonary Embolism, PE)

11 : (Drugs, 2564)
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winen nalan welalian levivelefineny nusssuazialadiuiindanas (Uaprasert et
al., 2020)
% v XK a o dll o tzll A o o
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dunsidfunisinelulsmenunalulsanalne Gadunisaianisainisarnuide sae9
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NNATUANARAMNIALNLTTI 2% Tadendesyinldn 14 lun19An1aeWIUAR e A LN
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fulaelunguiiiu DVT (0.09%) mevanulugilee 1,160 s1efilANMALsN Liidnasiings

TliRasunasann discharge dauluiny (75%) 1agilog VIE iAsauszudsuauineaty
Tasnenuna wudngienidulsauinidawsiaziiluiilasenaslannuideagesani 51
N1I¥ANLABAYARL (Rojnuckarin et al., 2011)
2.1.4 N155NE
o it A o p o L A Yy v
nsinenaraniaergnsulunaanldaasiluilaqiivae nisldansunnsg
. o - J g i £ A : . y o
wivFrraaaen Watlaaiunisudafiiindueesdaniansn waztlaaiunisna g alu
srzuInuazsrazens tnsdnmesmiintuavAes-jaatell Tnanisinnuresszuuazany
a oA o o & o N o o
ANLAeA (Uaprasert et al., 2020) n17LdenfunNshivfresaanasnaLdunsineuan lu
al A o = o
NEANIAeAgARUluNARARE AR
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WauwIn azanunsnsnen liueanals (Uaprasert et al., 2020)
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a 4 1 o Y a d’l o dld o a = o o e A
A ldun nazialaduman, lsannaiuniglaizeisnieanieinGuaaunay, dungnese
o ?/ < (=3 A 1 < (=3 A a v o a ay
dunp, wiswzdadameauarlifunzdadogen, leagiuisnmee, naladaUnfses
Tdiazasdoanng lavisanisdaa g lanuu i fesedin, nszgnin, Tealade dnaudian,
dsedmneudu VIE, UseiRnsaumitaesniaiily VIE, dszdmneuiunzds, éuiaanien,
n1914 Oestrogen, Usrimn13gmasU, platelet counts > 600 x109/1, body mass index 230
kg/m’ uaznguansaedlsala waninisdnnsasgilasfanindsenay 4 Wasunisdssiiv
pHAeNgNUBLNN U svdRNagnadilon uhsxiTaduidasiialugnilsududusiuioe
e o [ % . dtﬂl 1l o tdl ¥ 1% o Yo

wnneuazasaganlun1eudy nasain Discharge natud lHiade@eadnasiunza lFFuen

azantaniaansendsagnadilasazliFunisaniutauawI (Rojnuckarin etal., 2011)

Taotal
2495
Excluded 1160 High risk
Low risk 1007 1335
- Anticoagulant 153 ‘
| Suspected VTE 2 | | Death 213 | Suspected VTE 81
Confirmed VTE 20
Er:,:ﬁ'zmendene:ft}l;-; 1 G-week follow-up (DVT 13, PE7)
cttohl After diecharge Imaging negative 38
10&1 Imaging not done* 3

. IR
Death 79 | Loss to follow-up 41 | INO VTE 931 ] SuspEdEiWE 10

Confirmed VTE7
(DVT 5, PE2)
Imaging negative 2
Imaging not done” 1

*4 cases of suspected VTE without imaging expired from end-staged diseases

NINL9ENDU 4 UAAILNUNIWLAAINITAANTDIELDELNaAd U1 Tad e AR DINTAAAN

A o
LARAR AR

AN (Rojnuckarin et al., 2011)
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al o v

Tade1deued VIE wanailumins @eadusing 95% aaeiaeanudula (CI)
WAz P-values aINN1InAgaL Chi Square adand@nAyinlidimmeilunuunanafauils
anAnanuagnAtuanilnalsunsn SPSS 16.0 for Windows Na@NWE7 LAaNN193LAszl
1 QI A o = ] v al/ =
Wu31 nnoraNtaenanfulunaaniaaaa wu il lulsanerualuieida aanuanig
aa [ % Y dl a Y o v dl @ = dl ] a
Atagenudngien idulsandudiaies sz §lsenidunziiaaslinnu i@ segesani s in

A o

a A o =2y o~ o ) . X
ﬂ’]')z@llL@ﬂ@ﬂﬂmuiuﬂ@@ﬂl,@@ﬂ@q 'Q\‘im‘ﬂ\‘]llﬂ@ﬂmﬂuﬂq?ﬁﬂﬂﬂutiﬂiuﬂ@NL‘Vi@qu

(Rojnuckarin et al., 2011) uapIfisN WL szNaL 5

Risk factors Relative risk P-value
(95% CI)

Autoimmune disease 11.83 (3.89-35.97) <0.001

Solid tumours 4,66 (1.84-11.79) 0.001

Family history of VTE 120.28 (6.89-2101)  0.001

Varicose vein 40.09 (3.75-429.27)  0.002

Oestrogen 17.08 (1.18-248.20)  0.038

95% Cl, 95% confidence interval.

o dl d‘ o ¥ a al A o
nndsenay 5 uanaadaideanin liifian19 AN LA AR AsL

131 : (Rojnuckarin et al., 2011)

b

a o L o

N dl 1 dl =R a o 1 o
Hansuadenunanlangade lFAnwiunuideGessruutos aiuayunig
FnAU1AN19AAENTBINITAUUNANIAL $TB9NT 31T AANLABAY AFUTUMAaARaAAY Zelal
Qatawneh wazay Finnannimnspenfianafidui unumd e lunisidadailads
Reaeaniannan i angasiulnalildssunlasatadszamies Multilayer Perceptron
(MLP) Taaildf Resilient Backpropagation algorithm (Rprop) Imuﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂ@umﬁﬂgaﬁ Input
adedesnasnisfialen wdaszuutinlifmszilud Hidden Layer uadws Output 1161
o dl a 1 o dl % !
aanuazilusziuazunuAN B esn niinlen Tnautady 5 sduau@as Tdun
Low, Lower-Mild, Higher-Mild, Moderate kaz High waassanindsznay 6 ivadaeunne
dsznaunisdindulalunisdfadudion fawanisdssifiuilsz@ninmanugniesaesssiiy

F9aNan28¢N 81% (Qatawneh, Alshraideh, Aimasri, Tahat, & Awidi, 2019) @ a9 11 i

a

NuARsRwaa L siussnnlsynay
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Surgery Disease/Women related  Genetic & Drugs Input factors based on

Age Obesity Caprini model

1 L 3 * S
Input Layer | | () ... ) ( 35 input neurons

Hidden Layer 1 = 19 neurons

Hidden
Layers

Hidden Layer 2 = 10 neurons

Hidden Layer 3 = 5 neurons

Output Layer

nsznay 6 1aseaF19199 MLP #141s2i8uardi@eNaa9n19i N aaN 1A A Asi

AN : (Qatawneh et al., 2019)

2.2 TayandIAyAan1sIATIEU

NaEnaeaEeAag AR luaadAynin liian s aTanuaswNanIngIn
= = - o ' = aa
galulan AnuanI1sAnEIIe9a9AN1T Ul lan WU 18 WANIT IRETIALA TN AN TN
a -dl ¥ s o o dl 1o A o
neannisngilnsnnuauiunisinednlsmeiuna Insusustiumaaiunaiuiu agy
1 gnipulals wmdasuuzinliuiunsen ieliidesaReulfizaan tewddinioe
vaanRangasuarainantesiuly udfinaznudntuiladu@asliifianinzialaduman
= PR ' o 4 A o o oo v

nazvaandenanesmy dadunguaesisainlauarnaa aiaesn duawndiAonyialu
filoa@eddn (ann1aalne, 2018)

aneuadesng il nsAnEn A @esnnunaidua g aasnisian e e 6
A o :// o 1 dgj a o 3 o 1% o
mangasi Maadanigly Wy o1y @eTd ugnes wude Teevinla Wlusiu wazilads

. a. g - o g o o e
NIEUON U 819119 BIIARBN N19HUNN LTusiu Tnsdndau@asranaiadesan i
Tanaldeesni9iAN 1A ARD ARG AFUNINT U
o s a = o o d?j o %

ang griinisainsnavaenaeangaiugeaudaanluigeens Ineanizluang
o S
NNINNT1 50 U (Uaprasert et al., 2020)
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MABAADAGARUIZUINWAT BTN A I ueN 6eiu TranisAnendaudeiulungs
szannsiisnaniuenalnaannifadaausansae (Uaprasert et al., 2020)
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agluy visaniniaweaiuwluanigewsninuda giiRnisainiaiingagalusiauans i
a o v = a a o o‘ol = dl oI

a3iu AufaaapalAmiay Banitnduaznugiianisalingalugiowi@emsntlsyan

4-5 191 (Uaprasert etal., 2020) uamdliiudnlszansianduag lugeuwondanindimeaiu

v
o ] o o o

WA T ALANGNNTLE AN 90018 9N 19 ARNII EUAe ALAE AF AFWLANANABNIN Al

9 ]
[ % ' a

AHULANFANIM LT BTN TN AN AN AUSTIL TAd a1 siugnssul daud Atysianiaifianiny
UAALABAR AR
tu = =K ° o dl Y @ K o
WUENTTN An13ANHI91UIuNIN Ut IR T uANT kA b Tadem g
WUGNITNNNNAFDNITANANIRLIFAANIAAN N UABALAD ARAFUNTAATILINUAZLA A
1
(Uaprasert et al., 2020) Imﬁ@ﬁﬂmqﬁuﬁqmmﬁmwﬂlﬁéﬂqaﬁmm‘ﬁﬂmmﬁq\‘hﬂﬁmﬂﬂa
4 iwa o4
GNP R HER
A v @ o 2 | = >
nguy 1 NseanssnunIsLdsinaetaen wuteslugiaieids sanviseuing
winwutias lua1anzdunn
. o 5 5 - - .
NN 2 NFANTULBILFNIUUTENNINN9IUL2Y Coagulation Factor Luaw
a Qd‘ 1 dl o | v = :j/ dl a a
AntnEnnutesngalugianziunnusnutipasinluawe@asnisaulng G9anuiinlng
! élld dl ! a A o v Y 1 {
TunguiANNIRENAINIIAAN1IENARALAD ARNGAFUTRLNTINGN LI
L < o L8 a A o o/ k% (-3
dlenfunzide nugiiFnsainafianinznaea@e amngasuludilienzifage
ndnszanslnfnin n19ANEIT89 Blom kATANE WUIINTIFUANANALIDY 7 10
< dld dl ] a A o o & 1 @
(Uaprasert et al., 2020) TnanzifanaN@esan1sinnaaAaenagasugs liun uzid
< < o 1 [ 1 < a < < a
NITAN NTANDY NFfusau NeiFeile wxdalalin Nzdelen uzFmnusueIng uas
@ o o o o o a = | a = ° % oy < [V
Ny Anduiladeniiumuidassienisiavasananngasiuludiloanzie 1Hun ns
1 a o o L& o o vy < % 1 1 QI d?/ (3 1
wnsnszane AR Une gasluutindeluflaasnzidadiunws ldmnauluu s sion
: e 2 d e s 5
gnuNN dounssinsnuazantuae llifinA R luglan lunzide
(=3 [ 1 J ' a o o
NM9zAulaENIIaNgsNSIN NUGIHAMNIRENABNIIAANZ A ALREAAGART
QI d?/ g 1Y dl a A o o g
Wna tenannznisinEn lulssnenunanudnguaeninan 19z iae Aaanf g AR N T

galulsenenunadaulugidudibalunefilbaangsnssuiahilaelaldiuntsilesiudaaen

FuN1swdasiirealaansiesazs5-45 (Uaprasert et al., 2020) AL RANA N @ e MW
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N33 Auwne nnazialaduian lseinlagna@en wiau Andou lasiuluimenge ns

|QI a o A %
agfilsunimes Tspvialagnnaen dusu

A =

[ vaes [~ 1o o dl A o
n’mmmmtmn'ﬁ"lmummmu mﬁ‘mmmﬂuﬂ@%L@mq\‘i@mimﬂmmﬁmmmm

a

21.7 Wi uaznsldFuunadu Nane A 1g9sadaann  12.7 Wi Tneauediuntinaeanis

o

NNARLAZNITUNALAL (Uaprasert et al., 2020)

2.3 N15AATIERAINANNIFURIADNANIADS

2.3.1 mﬁmuﬂﬂ?zmﬁ@g@ (Classification)
v o dl o U 1 dl v o v
Lﬂuﬂim_l']uﬂ’]m'ﬁﬂLLUU@’\@@QLW@@WLLuﬂﬂJ’mqu@ﬂﬂﬂLﬂuﬂ@‘wﬂ’mﬂimﬂﬂﬂuﬁVL']

TneazindayadiuniangauliszuniEeu (Training Data) wazavindayadouiiviaaann

'
1 al

dayaaeuidudayanlinaaay (Testing Data) Tenguiuiiasawesdayan inasauiiaztin

Q

Wransuiunguiuisnlfannuuuaand ey aaulss@nanindlaaugnéaauin
wenuAlin waztiudgauuudnaesaundiazldmnnugnsiewiesau - nfiduaula

sesunvanala ndwmaniuieddeyalusidhniazihdeyaniiuuuidisesinanuusiae

Y o [

AzaNNInTinuengN ety allld @nnd)

¥

2.3.2 nManannud lafiudeya (Data understanding)

u

1%

Tudumeuiliduiunaunsemnanddiladndayausazsioutlsivinunldiuus
azdauilspanrlsting innspsasaudayanliuniieganugniiasassdeya waavianng
a U 7% il/ o 4 v A % a e A 1
fansnindnaylddayansnavseanufesaandayauisdounnldlunsmzivialy

2.3.3 ﬂ’]ﬁ‘Lm‘?‘ﬂNﬁ@yj@ (Data Preparation)
9nl/ dl o = v dl o 2 s 1 90// 1
duduseuniiniswzandeyameinliinsmed uiweendy 3 duneutias
(Wn399AANAN, 2020) Hwn
2.3.3.1 Data Selection

[ &

> = o ~ o o & o prp o
Lﬂuﬂjum@uﬂﬂ\‘iﬂ’]?m@ﬂm LL']JTV]@ ;‘iu”mﬂﬁ]\‘]’]u R LL‘]J';T‘VINV’]’J”]NZWWLLﬁ

[

denasanunaziidulsslanipanisunluvnune

i(

2.3.3.2 Data Cleansing

1
¥ g | =

iWudunaunisideanaiaainlnfas 1999 U Tayan A19190916

2 Y o . o Py = o ! aa
welivzalu Sdazfeuilaatinelsing arsaviindayanaauns il Anisats
2.3.3.3 Data Transformation

dudureunisudasdayaliuncanduiunisimeei
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2.3.4 n13a519luLaa (Modeling)
Wudupaunisiamsisaamaiia n1sauuniszinndeya (Classification) @
Wunszununisadwlunaivedautingudaya tnaazindayadounilannasulisviuisend
A A ! .. o o PR > > ~
W3Bi38N91 Training data waztindeyadeuinvaeaindeyaaauniidudeyaivaldlunis
A A 1 . ¥ o© ¥ [ '
NAABL 13838NI Testing data kAMWINNIIMARaLANNYNFaY tnen1Usuquinaaaundd
azlirmnugnsieslusziuninala
2.3.5 N1915=iNuNa (Evaluation)
Tudupaniliilunislsvduilsz@ninmassuadnsainlunaiinszidays a1
Tinsulseuiauainuadwin ldanusazimaian ldauin luaalnuand iy Weien

Twanlianugnéiesaudafasnsoinllldanusield

' '
v e o

2.4 UIRNANHUALINUMFAATITRANNALIVRINSNAANAD ARG
UITsRLANIININUNIULTTIUN S INLATAN #I AuAF NI WIS BB N IN NNNE T
NedaeiuniIiadeLaziin Iz AN IANeIN 1T AR Ts AN ENT IR AANLAeA gAY 1

N o A a o ] dld = o [% o a o o | d’l
NaABALARAANN TﬁﬁlLZ\]@ﬂﬂﬁu')@EIUWQ@QHVIN?’]EI@ZL@EI@@Wﬂﬂ;ﬂllﬂ’]ﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂi’]ﬂﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁ]@1ﬂl&

2.4.1 UNANNIRE Lfii’aq The Prediction of the Risk Level of Pulmonary Embolism
and Deep Vein Thrombosis through Artificial Neural Network (Agharezaei et al., 2016)
UNAAE I N1NEsE L A A 89T 890134 m?n'mﬁﬂm@qmﬁuﬁﬂ@mm f1las
Taaldlasdnadszamian 298n 1dun Feed-Forward Back Propagation ka2 Elman
Back Propagation 11 Software MATLAB lun1saimssvidesa Taelaseainatlsznausae
Input Layer 31 neurons LAz Output Layer 1 neuron ﬁLLﬁﬂLﬂuﬁ‘zﬁum’m@ﬂw ANNTLAA
T9m 4 9260 @A Low Risk, Moderate Risk, High Risk 1&g Highest Risk ileeaeilsiunm e
Aladugiaefifrnandegeldudiugnannty
naansueen1silFe L e U TN IAaERqNe Feed-Forward Back Propagation AL
Elman Back Propagation fanwilsznat 7 w1 Feed-Forward Back Propagation Lﬁl'ﬂﬁﬁ
n13 Optimized s2ULU&1&A" Correlation Coefficient 97% @ swu41E 132N A1 WANIA
Elman Back Propagation ‘17{151 Correlation Coefficient 95% L‘f‘ifﬂ\‘]@’m Feed-Forward Back

Propagation HuiAniEalunisdedayagauazldanuanimadilszamntesludy Hidden

Layer
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Number of Incorrectl
Model Metwork  Learning Transfer neurons MAPE Classified}r
Number type Method  Function  inhidden (%) |
netances
layer
Feed-for-
1 ward Train LM TanSig 10 4.35 &
backprop
2 Elman TrainLM  TanSig 20 4.43 4
backprop

nilszney 7 waasnaidTa L uANNLANANNTZNdng 2 Tasaanetlszanninas

11N : (Agharezaei et al., 2016)

'
= o

TuauramnuAsaavimunlns N unsinatinan i NInIwi e lfuInte Lay
Usulpseasreaaslaseana dscann Ren faed 5711 (ueaa1aT 11 Genetic Algorithm WA

Fuzzy algorithm

242 UNAITNIAREY L“ﬁlﬂﬂ Artificial Neural Networks predict the incidence of
portosplenomesenteric venous thrombosis in patients with acute pancreatitis (Fei, Hu, Li,
Wang, & Zong, 2017)

unAu I Assne s g iien (ANNs)’Lumiﬁmwmilﬁmawﬁ@mqm
AU RIN @@mﬁméq (Portosplenomesenteric Venous Thrombosis, PSMVT) Tmﬂﬁmﬁ’]ﬁu
filae 72 e Tudulsasudeudniauidaunduy quudeyaiedndu 48 mauazldlunng
nagaL 24 te Taudauds Input 11 Faus waz Output 1 fuwtls wikdlu Positive result Ag
1 waz Negative result A 0 s wiszney 8 LLZ’VJQ?JLﬁﬁ‘ﬂtﬁ‘ﬂ/ﬂg@%’l\maaﬁﬂ@ﬂ FEANNIN
nsinauaesszuuleald SPSS17.0 Wiauiaumnatnisnlunimiuiaaes ANNs fu
Logistic Regression w141 ANNs # Specificity §4n41 Sensitivity fan1nisznay 9 M0l
@"mmné’ﬂqa‘ﬁﬁ PSMVT i positive Iuﬂ@mﬁﬂqaﬁ'ﬁ PSMVT 1{lu negative WLANUANFNG

=

7211914 False-Positive Rate (FPR,14.3%) Wa¥ False-Negative Rate (FNR,20.0%) #A21X

1
=

WANANAULANT RS TIMNIEAINIILULA1883 ANNs du1sntfuannaluizesaes
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Sensitivity (SEN) waz Specificity (SPE) hazuanan ANNs THAMuuNWg1nInngn Logistic

a

Regression Tn13vnunan1sifinaniaangasis (PSMVT) NAIRNTFLISa uaNIALIRUNAL

Mean (SD or %)

Mo. Variable code Varable description Training set (48) Validation set (24)
1 Age (year) Age 428 (6.6) 423 (5.9)
2 Sex Sex, male, 1 (%) 26 (54.2%) 13 (54.1%)
3 Het Red blood cell specific volume (impacting whole blood viscosity) 0382 (0.029) 0.392 (0.7
4 PT (second) Prothrombin time (indicating exogenous coagulation function) 14,10 (3.76) 14.28 (3.96)
5 FBG (mmaol L '} Fasting blood ghicose (indicating pancreatic endocrine function) 542 (3.17) 792 (3.01)
6 D-dimer (mg L '} D-dimer (indicating fibrinolysis function) 044 (0.11) 0.45 (0.08)
7 [Ca**] (mmol LYy Concentration of serum calcium (indicating 231 (0.43) 226 (0.37)
the severity of acute pancreatitis)
8 TG (mmol L '} Triglyceride (indicating lipid metabolism) 203 (0.27) 217 (0.31)
o AMY (Unit)y Serum amylase. somogyi method (high diagnostic 349.1 (76.5) 3714 (67.9)
sensitivity of pancreatitis)
10 APACHEI score Acute physiology and chronic health evaluation 502 (1.93) 491 {1.76)
11 score (indicating the severity of acute pancreatitis,
less affected by treatment)
11 Ranson score Ranson score (indicating the severity of acute pancreatitis) 216 (0.47) 209 (0.29)
12 Cutput PSMVT (positive, %) 19 (39.6%) 9(37.5%)
o o o, A = o
nnsenay 8 a1 input liveneluLaz AaaLTR A
N . .
NN (Fei, Hu, Li, etal., 2017)
Logistic
ANNs regression  Difference between
Variable model model models (95% CI) P-value
Sensitivity  80.0%  70.0% 10.0% (—14.3-34.3%) 0.039
Specificity 85.7%  71.4% 14.3% (—8.6-37.2%) 0.027
PPV 77.6% 61.9% 15.7% (—9.9-41.3%) 0.011
NPV 90.7%  T78.9% 11.8% (—8.2-31.8%) 0.026
Accuracy 33.3%  60.7% 22.6% (—1.9-47.1%) 0.004
AUC 0.849 0.716 0.298 (0.086-0.397) 0.041

awilszney 9 waasnsilFauaullszdnsn1nuuLanans ANNs fiu Logistic Regression

AN - (Fei, Hu, Li, etal., 2017)
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ROC curve
1 T L

ANNs
0.9
logistic regrassion
0.8
baselina

0.7
a
g 06"

& psh r

04- -7

V=]

Tue posi

0.3,

0.2

0.1k

o : ' | ' f ' f ' |
o 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 A1
False positive rate

A wisznayu 10 wamina ROC 184 ANNs LAz Logistic Regression
n" : (Fei, Hu, Li, etal., 2017)

luauiprnuddetiazlivlgalss@ninintesuuudnseddagataaziinanuan
e lFunauineyn IiLuuaaesRauLay lduLILA A998 L Support Vector Machines,
Genetic Algorithm, Clustering Algorithm, Decision Tree L@ zﬁuj G RERED Integrate AU

ANNs alslupaniuiglanlssdansninainay

243 UNAITNIAREY L?I"M Risk Assessment for venous thromboembolism in
Chemotherapy-Treated Ambulatory Cancer Patient: A Machine Learning Approach
(Ferroni, Zanzotto, Scarpato, Riondino, Nanni, et al., 2017)

‘mnmmﬁimﬁmmmﬁﬁfﬂu;ﬂmu Multiple kernel leaming (MKL) uu‘ﬁugm

284 Support Vector Machines (SVM) ag Random optimization (RO) iNaNNUNeAINNLALS

a QI A o dl ¥ a a o dd‘
TANNTLINARNLADAR AR U N9 @ninInNN19 NN ANE mimmﬁﬂ@mu 3-fold cross-

q

validation wazaanisnaaau Tnaidaya n=1179 wazdnnguauldaaniiuy 9ngu A9
Aisznau 11 wanaeszilueasag ML-RO
a o a’l’ v v = v A QI a a o o 1
Nuidadlfidudsdanvaanisiindsc@nsninanuduiuslunguues

ALANHUENINAATRN UNTIRDNFIN UL AN IRLNTBINIT IR ARNLARAR AFL N1TILATIZY

q 3

% = b4

pEINN33EUT Multiple Kernel Learing tngin19%119114998 711999 Support Vector Machines
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(SVM) uaz Random optimization (RO) a519savinunaauideslulssansaasdiloanziia
mdusaunuaeanguilszangiahl wennuanNgIATYI9INgN AUANHUEN1IARTNT

wANFNNUYBwenFtasn s uedugavine e leidusia (2-1) sl

_ N = =
f(x) = sgn(XiL, o (W;, &)+ b) (2-1)
Ao une1fade @ 109N inaNIAe AR ARUYNITEWFAe nfold cross-

validation UutadayaNNNW LATALAIIZIIN F-measure AINANNNT (2-2) A9l

2PR
F — measure = — (2-2)
P+R

Clinical attributes Groups Clinical attributes

Redblood cells

Hemoglobin AGE
Hematocrit Blood urea
SEX
Platelets Creatinine
White blood cells Haematology oGFR
Neutrophils Hirubi
B Liver andkidney Total bilirubin
function y-glutamyl
transferase
BMlandECOG-PS Alanine
i — _fransaminase
Total cholesterol Tumor site and stage Aspartate

 transaminase _

Triglycerides

Blood ipid pattern

HDL-cholesterol Glycaemia
LDL-cholesterol Glycaemic asset Insulin
Glycated

Drugs hemoglobin

ANLsEnay 11 LAPNGANTBIAUANSUENINARTN
An (Ferroni, Zanzotto, Scarpato, Riondino, Nanni, et al., 2017)

TnautivdayainaGeuiuasnagauaanity 70:30 waziAszifg F-measure,
Precision (PPV = Positive Predictive Value), Recall (Sensitivity), -LR = Negative Likelihood

Ratio Wa¥ +LR = Positive Likelihood Ratio Ha@ns# LAnL4 1 Support Vector Machines
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(SWM) 11ud5N19N munzangalun1siunaaIA 999N A ANIA DAY AFU  LAPNAY

Andsznay 12

Method Precision (PPV) Recall (Sensitivity) F-Measure +LR (95% CI) -LR (95% CI)

Khorana (k = 3)* 0.136 0.111 0.122 1.90 (0.46—6.05) 0.94 (0.76—1.04)
Khorana-ML 0.136 0.111 0.122 1.91 (0.46—6.08) 0.94 (0.76-1.04)
Basic-ML-K 0.099 0.852 0.177 1.33 (1.01-1.50) D.41 (0.13-0.99)
ML-RO-1-K 0.105 0.741 0.184 1.43(1.01-1.73) 0.54 (0.24-0.99)
ML-RO-2-K 0.100 0.778 0.177 1.35 (0.98-1.60) 0.53 (D.22-1.03)
ML-RO-3-K 0.112 0.704 0.193 1.52 (1.05-1.90) 0.55 (0.27-0.95)
ML-R0O-4-K 0.100 0.667 0.174 1.35(0.91-1.71) D.66 (0.34-1.09)
ML-RO-5-K 0.096 0.778 0.171 1.29 (0.94-1.53) 0.56 (D.23-1.10)
Basic-ML 0.078 0.593 0.137 1.02 (0.66—1.35) 0.97 (D.44—1.50)
ML-RO-1 0.082 0.556 0.143 1.08 (0.68-1.47) 0.91 (0.53-1.386)
ML-RO-2 0D.122 0.889 0.214 1.68 (1.29-1.86)| 0.24 (D.06—0.65)
ML-RO-3 0.119 0.815 0.208 1.64 (1.21-1.90) 0.37 (0.14—0.78)
ML-RO-4 0.092 0.593 0.159 1.23 (0.79-1.63) 0.79 (D.44-1.21)
ML-RO-5 0.108 0.741 0.188 1.46 (1.03-1.77 0.53 (0.24-0.96)

Note. ML-R0) models are ranked according to F-messure on the training set (see Table 1). PPV = positive predictive value; —-LR = negative likelihood
ratio; Cl = confidence interval; +LR = positive likelibood ratio; ML = machine learning; RO = random optimization.
a. Patients with brain cancer (n= 2) were excluded from the analysis; Khorana score not applicable.

ANUTENaL 12 WARNHAANSUDY Basic Predictors Waz Predictors Based on Machine

Learning with RO
AN : (Ferroni, Zanzotto, Scarpato, Riondino, Nanni, et al., 2017)

Tudanaesieaninresiuideillfes nuuuuazasaaa uAM NN oI LU A
dayai il lfainain HER zesffiaamamaansiziduiesinsunoududiusluize
o a o dgln/ k% o ! dl % k4 dl 1
1934N19931Fe waAdeisiefuusmnnluFewadaraiuaraauanasdayai i
= 1% o Y Cy v [ o =
Alpsea¥1e lun deyatszanmaanisunndiszifirseunia douauinudinas a1 waznig

|
o A

EREDLEGIY

244 UNAITNNINELFAY  Predicting risk for portal vein thrombosis in acute
pancreatitis patients : A comparison of radical basis function artificial neural network and
logistic regression models (Fei, Hu, Gao, et al., 2017)

uneuitléa¥aundnans Radical Basis Function (RBF) ANNs model Uae
Logistic regression model Lﬁ@ﬁﬁmﬂmﬁlmicﬁmmmmﬁmﬁué@wﬂ“ﬂLmuﬁﬂuwﬁu (Acute

Pancreatitis, AP) Nvnl#iAnaNIaangafuluiaan@anmeuun Taald input Tadtides

navua 11 17248 way Output aanu il Binary Classification Sanindsznay 13 waavin
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naifFeueuinima RBF ANNs iU Logistic Regression wu41 RBF ANNs sz @nsnan

284 SEN, SPE, PPV waz Accuracy Andn Logistic Regression waassianndsenay 14

Synaptic Weight > 0
— Synaptic Weight < 0

s \

8 ‘

d

d

M

Hidden layer activation function: Softmax

Output layer activation function: Identity

Adszney 13 wandlnseaaiauesuuLuanaed Radial Basis Function (RBF) ANNs

AN : (Fei, Hu, Gao, et al., 2017)
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Variable RBF ANNs  Logistic Difference between P-value
model regression model models (95%CI)
Sensitivity  73.3% 63.9% 9.4% (—0.2%-17.0%) 0032
Specificity 91.4% 83.1% 8.3% (—4.6%-21.7%) 0,044
PPV 68.8% 52.0% 16.8% (5.8%-252%) 0.006
NPV 93.0% 89.9% 3.0% (—7.9%-19.6%) 0107
Accuracy 87.7% 78.5% 9.2% (0.3%-21.6%) 0.016
AUC 0.904 0.736 0.168 (0.003-0262)  0.029

A nlseney 14 Wraumeusuuanaed RBF ANNs kaz Logistic regression &195L9Nu0el

n9iNnANIAe AgARLY BN USNIALIREUNAY
7131 : (Fei, Hu, Gao, et al., 2017)

annwlszney 14 LLUU’%W@@\? RBF ANNs flLLurJIﬁNﬁ@'}Nq?ﬂﬁqu’]ﬂﬂq?Lﬁ@
2 o o = ° o Ry R o P o .
AN L@@mﬂqﬂmuiuﬂ@@ml@ﬂ ﬂﬁrliuaﬂ')ﬂw Lﬁumu@@u'ﬂﬂL@UL@ﬂUW@u (Acute Pancreatitis,

AP) 1@Rls2@nBA1nN1NNIN Logistic Regression

245 UNAIINISE 509 Machine leaming to predict venous thrombosis in

acutely ill medical patients (Nafee et al., 2020)
Un mﬂuﬁiﬁﬁ Super Learner Model (ML) t.ae Reduced Model (rML) Vi 811
i U IMPROVE Score (International Medical Prevention Registry on Venous
Thromboembolism) Tumsiunenisiaasidengaiu inlimsudndeeiideainn1ay
féma@qumﬁuﬁifammﬁmfmﬂu 5 e8I NzNNs AL A g pEUR Tertile rﬁ’ﬁzgm uay
WU313T Super Learner Model (ML) 'l#iAn C-Statistic zjazgmz%m%umiv‘hmﬂm@lﬁmz‘i'uLﬁﬂm
25 WdnssaNINdsTnaY 15 Slarfiuuiy IMPROVE Score uaztlszfiupau e 165y

ANTAAUNELAUNARNENINAAINNNTRIUNANITAT LAANHARNSFINNLTznaL 16
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(A) (B)
1.00 0_5!
= IMPROVE: 0.59
— ML: 0.89 — IMPROVE
— rML: 0.68 — ML
0.4+ - L
0.75
@
= § 0.3
E3
= =
g 0.50 7
@ % 0.24
ML vs. IMPROVE: P <.001 g
0.25 rML vs. IMPROVE: P <.001
0.14
ML vs. rML: P=.639 ML Hosmer-Lemeshow F = .06
rML Hosmer-Lemeshow P = .44
IMPROVE-VTE Hosmer-Lemeshow P < .001
0.00 0.04
1.00 0.75 0.50 0.25 0.00 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
| - Specificity Predicted Value

awilszney 15 waasnailFauLie L ROC curves 284 Super leamer model (ML) bae

Reduced model (ML) {s11fiu IMPROVE score

Ann - (Nafee et al., 2020)

20 T ;
15 d % :
L] i ]
B Lowest Tertile (Low Risk)
g ~ E Middle Tertile (Intermediate Risk)
- @ @ . - i ;
4 2 W Highest Tertile (High Risk)
§ 10 &1 &}
pe= | . 1
S ; :
o
[T
5
0

0.0 02 04
Super Learner Predicted Probability

o %

AUIZNAL 16 LEAINITNIZANBTBIANNIAENTININTUNE g ML

AN : (Nafee et al., 2020)
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v
aov A o

AUNARINUIFERABNYLN Super Leamner Model (ML) T M aniuiibnannasuLii

2 1

Hane fvazinilsz@nBninisannsinniauazanazaon lagazivudayalunisnuneli

2.4.6 UNAINNINE L?"?N Machine learning approaches for risk assessment of
peripherally inserted Central catheter-related vein thrombosis in hospitalized patients with
cancer (Liu et al., 2019)

unAuidlE14inATlA Machine Leaming 1sziiiu sz@ndnaniiszy
A ansnlunainung AL Be e an sinande pg AE T Hlne sfaldanaany
Picc 14 Tag'ld 5 Tuwma 1w Seely, Seely-RF, Seely-LASSO-RF, RF Lay LASSO-RF e

= = o '8 a a Aa o
Wisuineunaansnisdseiiudsz@ninanaasiuing uaasssnindsznay 17 uay

Wisuwsuiunadnsaeslunanldatluilaqiiu (Seely) iU machine leaming Wii4n

a

1
aal

machine leaming T¥1s@nsnwiandn uwaassen nisenay 18 adqelunisindulale

1 ]
a

nstesiulsnnazandnsni s aasaeng Asiulugiloanzienldaaaau PICC et

1sANBNIN

100
|

a0
1

G0
|

AUGC:
Sesley-Lasso-RF=0.7478
Sesley-RF=0.7291

Sensitivity (%)

40

RF=0.775

20

Seeley-Lasso-RF
Seeley-RF
Seeley
RF
Lasso-RF

T T I T [ T
100 80 60 40 20 ]

Specificity (%)

nwsznau 17 LL@ﬂ\iﬂ’W?Lﬂ?‘HULﬁHU ROC curves 1adupazluing

AN (Liu et al., 2019)
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AL -

MPY =

PRV -

Criteria

Nahi{NA)

Specificity =

Sengitiity -

035 0.50 0.7 1.00
Value

=

0,

Model [ secioy [l seotey-rF ] seoley-Lassore [l Lasso-re [l aF
andsznau 18 WreuWauilsz@nsnnaes Seely model fiu Machine leamning models

AN - (Liu et al., 2019)

o=

¥ 1 1
TuauIARIWI AL HAz T892 8901N TN 1A AT AT LTN1aNT suvmER U

dl ¥ a v = d%
N TR9NNAAINZH Az ANINT 1

247 UVIF]‘NN?J‘;{EIL%""BQ Validation of a Machine Learning Approach for Venous
Thromboembolism Risk Prediction in Oncology (Ferroni, Zanzotto, Scarpato, Riondino,
Guadagni, et al., 2017)

UWﬂQﬂuﬁim%LWﬂﬁﬂ Machine Learning (ML) Lasz Random Optimization (RO)
ﬁmuﬂuf@‘@mqmiﬁﬂmﬂmmL?i'mmmmil,ﬁmu@ﬂmﬁﬂqumﬁu efiazduuuanidly

@ a o dl dl a QI A o v @ Ci ¥ o
N172ANLULNLAULARTINALNALLNAINLALNTAINIINARNLASD mgmmu’lu@ﬂaﬂmmwlm TU
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wilthiTe wasiBeuiisulsydAnnmaasis 2 maladnaatumaiefildludaqud e
A Khorana Score (KS)

Tngazldinmiian Machine Learning (ML) ka2 Random Optimization (RO)
NNUARINNATIATYTBINGNFN SN WNARTN %Qﬁﬁ@'ﬁ/ﬂﬁhﬂ LT B1E) LA qunmasiauile
san anmosgnsladisangn lasiuluwaen nsvinnusessunasls Ardadnsanis aniunam
wazenfunziseiiglan i anndeyaeun n= 1433 Tadadenanslignilaudll

Aaszilugtuuusig

Receiver operating characteristics K5* ML predictor
Sample size 605 608

Area under the ROC curve** 0.589 0.716
Standard error 0.042 0.036
Positive likelihood ratio 1.58 (0.48-4.30) 2.30(1.70-2.82)
Negative likelihood ratio 0.96 (0.83-1.04) 0.46 (0.28-0.69)

nwdsznay 19 uamslss@nsninmalia Khorana Score (KS) wazinaiin ML-RO
ERE (Ferroni, Zanzotto, Scarpato, Riondino, Guadagni, et al., 2017)

ANNTNLUIZNAL 19 HAANSIANUIRERNLANTT ML-RO H1lse@nsninwnanng
- o
Khorana Score (KS) A rNzhazidudszlagdluni1seenwuy Web Service N41:N190

a g ! Ly dl 1 zl/ v a o ¥
BULADTINALALNNE] L‘mejqaiumumumammu%?ﬂmQﬂaa

2.5 NMUIRBNANHUALINUNITIATISATAYR WA LY
a o dp ¥R al a dl o a a v 1 dl =
NuidsdldAnw AN A TumATAn sdtAszidayaaunalun) Ta
seazidunsase Ul
=< a o dl v o o o %’, v
AN®I9IUTAEe n19a519tuAan U BN INAU NI SN T a0 9 Etlan
Tepnunnu e ldimatiansvinmilesdaya (Building the Predicting Model of the Chance

of Repeating the Treatment of Diabetes Patient Using Data Mining) (m_ﬂlmﬁlyaa, 2017) lu
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muﬁ@”ﬂﬁﬂ?:ﬂﬂf?ﬂ%ﬁmﬂﬁﬂmiﬁﬁmﬁm%g@Lﬁﬂv‘huwmiﬂﬁum?ﬂm%wm;}jﬂfm
Tsainmanu TnedinseianniTade @esiiasnduuninen nevanisaireluinanisyiaung
anninAllA Decision Tree, Naive Bays ka2 K-Nearest Neighbors W&211T Uiy
Ussansnmaasusiazlues et lussgnifldlunsaieszunatuayuniaiadulanus

[ %

NN N LB IRV HUATUIIAR NI RARAI

NSEUIUNITILATISUTa YA A8 CRISP-DM (Cross-Industry Standard
Process for Data Mining) (W& IN, SAULAS U LAA, TNESE 6, &NUAIAR,2017)

dsznaunis 6 Aunau lawn

NINUsENeU 20 LARNNITLAUNITIATIZTR3 Ak CRISP-DM
AN (AN et al., 2017)

1.197Aud1aluiToynn : Business Understanding
Wudunaunsngalunszuaunis CRISP-DM tuntsinaanud1lasey
Taynsey output Nsiesnisldainnisiiasziideyasog Data mining Tneanuddaisesilld
BBUNATNANINANATY A6 ANFIRILIIBINTAATIALLNAY
2.n13vA N lafudeya : Data Understanding
- . y D o e d
Buarnnisiususndaya nasantuaziiunisasmasaudeyailfines

paINgNFinsasdaya uariansndnaylddayaisnavresiiusoaaandeyaunadaunn
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1% ¥ ¥

T4 lunnsimazi euddafinaalaldgadeyaneadiaalsaunmonurise @asaziiy
TeAluau laanenunaasanigawmsnng FaWBIT] 2542-2551 (Myadan, 2017)
3.ﬂ’13‘Lm?‘m\l°ﬁm;I]@ : Data Preparation
%// d’l ij/ dl o v dl ¥ o =3
dunauidiiuiunauniinisulasdayanldviinisifiusausonsn (Raw

Data) Tinanailudayanaunsninifwsoflududahlld Inansuilasdayatianaasos

1%

fnnsindayaliignéias (Data Cleaning) wiu nisutlasdeyaliaglugag (Scale) theafiu

A a ¥ dl % td} a o o I ¥ o o aa o‘all 1 ]
MT@ﬂ’]ﬁ‘Lﬁ]N?J’ﬂﬂ;ljZWﬂlqﬁﬁ’]Eleﬂ Wi SH\N’]‘LL']@EIﬂ\?ﬂ@’]’)iﬂ%’\ﬂ"]i‘ﬁ]ﬁu@VW]':TU']I?WIVLN@QNZQ 71

a o A

AARaL Tatazidanianizhanyisin miratladaidanasaniamiuialanianian AUNn

v
o v

Snndnaeslsawnnau Selianisanandndeusssdayalaaidaniinisulasdeyaeny
199tlhgaanidutae

4.n19857910Lma : Modeling

[ ¥ a

v
udunaunisiiasevitayaniginaiia Data mining U NITALUN

k1l

a {

Uszinnaesdaya(Classification) Inea1uddadinanqléldmalla Decision Tree, Naive
Bays az K-Nearest Neighbors wazldTilsunss Rapid miner studio 7.2 wazuiivdayaiive

nAaaUlsE@NBNInLLL 35 Cross-validation test lntutisdaya A1 K=10ngu, A1 K=15

1
=

NaN WAz AN K=20 Nqu (mmi@ﬁi 2017) Lﬁ@mmmgﬂﬁ@mqiuLm@ﬁ'mﬂmm
5.n19Us2IHUkA : Evaluation

slwﬂzuWﬂu‘ﬁlﬂum?ﬂa‘uﬁuﬂizam%mwmmmﬁwﬁ‘mniuL@@%Lmﬁ:ﬁm’mg@

dnAseuAguILazaINNsnnaLlantdze li nadns189n191seIHUNAT 81U BAINAIINLIIN

wmAtlA Decision tree THANANMNYNEDITBITHIAAATIARN LAAINAAIFITIN 1

F1399 1 WAAINSITILINEUANANYNFRTRY 3 AN

Decision Tree Naive Bayes K-Nearest Neighbor

Accuracy (%) 85.50 84.62 76.72
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6.n1311 L1491 : Deployment

4

N1UNHAANEUTaRIAANNITNIHAINNN9AlAT s riday afnaATla Data
4

Mining 10111491439 Feauddsssnanarnlldseandld lunnsnisunne inedaaaiuanu

nnsnawla ansrezinanlun1I NN N AL NN ST 16



unfi 3
A8MaALiunI5Ia
Iumﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁf”ﬂ%’é%ﬁumimu%umuﬁqﬁ
3.1 NTTUIUNIININULAIULLAIAD
3.2 N399uNdaya (Data Acquisition)
3.3 nsARNsastaya (Data Filtering)
3.4 ﬂﬁiﬁﬁi')@#’f@yj@ (Exploratory Data Analysis : EDA)
3.5 m@m’?‘?w%’m@ (Data Preparation)
3.6 udnNIR U263 ULILANAed (Modeling)

3.7 N13UsetHuKa (Evaluation)
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3.1 NFTUIUNITNINIUARILLLINADY

4

[Exploratory Data Analysis}
[

X

Pre-Processing ]

|

h 4

Split data h

Training set Test set

Hyperparameter and
Optimization

il
Y |

Training model and Evaluation model

Check performance

Yes

Report
ANLIZNAL 21 LAASLEUATNNTELAUNIIV NIUT AL LLAA8

AINBEUNINNIZLAUNTBBLLAAesLandlun ndsznay 21 aFunes
N191IN9ULBILULANAeNe LRI EUANIIDUTIaIuAaTdanesnN TaaEnannisind
1ayany 11n138199ad@ya (Exploratory Data Analysis : EDA) Taeii1n1331As1£1 1N
pNANUSIEnd19iuerne vTeladeiReN1e N 1siARN e AR AR ANTUTAINIS

= 1% ] . ) v v = v A o w
wWInNdaya MI9aaaL A Missing Values wiasdayalmunizanineniaunazindn

wuuanaedlunisiinziisell wazutideyadiuiunisilneu (Training Data) uazdoya
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AmFunnsmaaay (Testing Data) fednsaau 70:30 anuuiuqumlanlafnimiees
dd‘ d‘ o v o o va a a dl ¥ v

WNNZAN WATANAANANI N MU LA aawi U e lAR UsrAnEannanngawdn 4519

wuuanaedlnenaaedld daneiinnis Fauirewases 3 danesnn dsznaudng Decision

Tree, Logistic Regression kA Neural Network gavi18%1n19tszidutsz@nsnina e
o 1A a a v = Y o A a a @ ©° 1

wuUaNaaeinllsedanininunnasinesla dndelilsg@nsnanunnininisasaga ludan

289NN Pre-Processing 8nA

3.2 NFLNLSILTINTDNA (Data Acquisition)

u

o

NuisatindayangniiususmNiaauwnndgindaanniladeidesainiaian 10y

u a

D

L ¥

QI A o A o < ¥ s s vy
anaangasiulunaanaenn Tnaiudayaainangiaafidniunisinunlunedileaunun
angeans saslseanenuiaainaansal naeludl 2009 AlAFuniseydBaInAmENIsNNIg
AFUITNYBIASTUNN BANERT iIansninwdnedandn fedeyaisznaudonianun
1,290 w09 PeduauEthefigndtma uazll 65 aadnil Aefadesne)ftinndsznaunis
a dl a QI A o A o dJ 1% o
#ANI0MIAINIALNBINTIAANNEANIRR AR AL luaeARe AR 9ldunTudneziiTy

e .csv wammesunedayanasusazsowsiwialli

A9 2 WaeANesLNedayarasaulsluufazaedn

A1AL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
1 No TSN
A
2 Number WUV

3 Ward vagilae




AN919 2 (519)

31

AAL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
4 GPrivatelCU General ward 8157y
Private ward WAL

ICU ward

S) Age Mg

6 Date Fuiiudeya

7 Sex LA

8 Weight vivin

9 Height ARIITN

10 BMI pailunanisg

11 Race Aoy 1B

12 Immobilized nslainduedewing
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AAL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
13 CHF Teminlanny
14 Paraparesis YNBRULT 2 419
15 Cancer JEIEN
16 CAType TUANLIT
17 Lymphoma uvSasianmAng
18 Hemato nzifaladipinen
19 Stage TLAUTABINELT
20 Respirator I irastaemngla
21 COPD ‘Emﬂ@mﬁm%ué@‘?q
22 CompressionFx NITANAUNRITNUL LGN
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AAL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
23 Infection PN 1
24 Hemiparesis N2 0ULIIARIEN
25 BedRidden AU ldRALRE
26 SLE 190 Systemic Lupus Erythematosus
27 Arthritis AaenLaLl
28 Surgery NAINIFA
29 SType AUANITHNFIA
30 HXVTE szdRaee VIE luesn
31 FamilyVTE UsedRAsauATIN VTE
32 Hxcancer UsedRnzsaluanm
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AAL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
33 Varicose duidanuasian
34 Estrogen 16130 Estrogen 1w enAxnLiln
35 Thrombophilia AazaemRdasadng
36 Ttype ailprednTNziaeaLdasade
37 Platelet sALINAALADA
38 Fat fau
39 Nephrotic Teplaniilsfiusananu
40 @4Risk fTadei@esunnndn 4 4o
41 Prophylaxis nslasuentlaeii VIE
42 OtherIndi nsldFuensunsLdesreLAen
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AAL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
43 IndiType Frs3 U7 ldendunsudihaeaiden
44 LMWH Low Molecular Weight Heparin
45 UFH Unfractionated Heparin
46 Warfarin &1 Warfarin
47 Autoimmune TapuAndsaies
48 FinalDx nsiiadalsngaving
49 Comorbid Tapfiifusan
50 Complications ANNZUNINTRL
51 Procedure FAONN3TI9N
52 Death Death
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AAL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
53 DeadDate Fuiidedan
54 CauseofDeath ANUENITRLTI
55 CauseOfDeathf ANMRNTALTIR
56 Autopsy I#FuNNTRTIR AN
57 DischargeDate 5u17lllﬂﬂﬂ@’mii<iwm‘]_n@
58 LOS Length of stay Tu Tsanenuna
59 DateEval1 Fuinzands Discharge
60 DateEval2 Fuinsaands Discharge
61 OPDdeath AT AMAINAUTINY
62 OPDdeadDate SuFedsaudanauri
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AN919 2 (519)

AAL paulsiaya ANRELNETRAYA
63 OPDCOD ANURNITANE
64 totalDeath NG IS

65 VTEpositive N1ITANIRDAY AR

3.3 MsAANSastaya (Data Filtering)
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a o dgj o ¥ dl [~3 L a o o dl a
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Aal A o A o =3 ¥ vy QII Y o s vy
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fansouanudasre inaiianin san e sy A luva anide n i zaauiepe duli
WuAmey (Class Label) Aqg

ﬁﬁfmﬂ@ﬁ“mu ssiTasendeasniornsisauide g asuluNaDALA @A
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VTE positive o] 2.00 wefifu wazdihefilidulsranidengaiulunaendens VIE
negative Hagj 97.91 iafidu m@ﬁ@ga%\mm wamaFanniszney 22 GedRdeldalmiy
ludquaea Class Label Inginninli
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VTEpositive (1)

WTEnegative (0)

nwilsznau 22 uansanuiaugileefilulsaauiaengasiu VTE positive(1) wazliiiulsadn

\AD AgARL VTE negative(0)

3.4 15815931 aYA (Exploratory Data Analysis : EDA)
Apgrzimnudniusssndnsdayavisasauissous 2 soulstuhlindmnuduiug
Aulusesula warlaauduAus AL lunAnN191e 111 AN N AUSTuNI NUTatiasLay

o o a = o A o Y [ 2 [ -dl A:ll o v a al A o
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1. ANANRUSIaS Height (d2uge) U BMI (Faiiuaanis) HAwinfiu 0.98

[ %

2. AN duAuiaas Death (FiaeAaddnlulsaneuia) U CauseofDeath

(@WR9IN9IALTIR) AININGAWINTL 0.98

[

3. ANNANTUEYD9 DeadDate (Fui@udin) 1l CauseofDeath (A1LMATAING
Remae) HAININgAWINGL 0.85
4. pNAniusEes Death (filae@eddnlulsana1una) AU DeadDate (Fuf

@eaam) AAMNgAWINGL 0.85
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5. ANANAUSURY Cancer (13ANZIR) 17U Stage (Fra1z199NE3) AW
0.83

6. ANANAUTIDY Death (Filven@adinlulsanenuna) i CauseofDeath1
(@WWANTATIR) HAMINGAWINTL 0.81

7. A NANAUTURS Cancer (13ANZL59) AU CAType (TRANLT) H AW
0.80

8. ANNANWUSURY BMI (Ariluaanns) iU Weight (sinmein) Sldwind 0.78

9. ANNANNUTURY Weight (ﬁwﬁﬂ) iU Height (AMNg9) AN 0.76

10. Auduugae OPDdeath (@eiAnndsnaurinu) fu totalDeath (filae
FeTansianan) SAINAL 0.73

11. ARNANAUSUBS Lymphoma (u:ﬁwifamﬁﬁmﬁm) AU Hemato (Nzi59la¥in
Anen) FAwindu 0.70

12, paudaiugaes OPDCOD (@wan1ame) iU totalDeath (filaefidedan
%wm) TAwinfu 0.65

13. AMTNANRUEURI CAType (TRANL3A) AU Stage (52822 BINZL5) AN
Winfiu 0.64

14. pnuduiusras Death (Hilae@eddmlulssnening) fu totalDeath (§ilag
ﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁm%mm) TAwiniu 0.63

15. ANANAUTIDY Hemato (NziSaladimingn) AU Cancer (IsAnzide) HAn
Winfiu 0.61

16. A2 INANAUT IR CauseofDeath (41111611 B9N191ABTI A1) 1L totalDeath
(éﬂfaﬂﬁﬁﬂ%mﬁwm) AAwinf 0.61

17. ANANAUSURS Lymphoma (mﬁ?wiwﬁ%u?mq) iU CAType (THANZITN)
AL 0.54

18. ANNANAUTIDY Hemato (Nzi3elafimanen) (U Stage (sraizunanzide) o
AN 0.54

. 5

19. AuANTUSI8Y DeadDate (FuAud3m) AU totalDeath (Filaafi@uT 3 e

Manum) HAwinfu 0.53
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Rdulavinnisdnsmaanunszanarasdayatenizfilhenidulsaduiaangasuly
WanALRanAT T98 27 318 aavdayaniunn lnsuaniuatayasieds  tdistibuted
Stochastic Neighbor Embedding : t-SNE #aifluiinnsaniifie siiasy aliain1903imsn el

AANNNNAY AN TENaL 25

E-SNE of ¥TEpositive

ndlsznay 25 uansdayaresithendulsrduiresgaiuluiseniaensi 27 g

:J/ o [ o % dl AI A o [ % ] AI A
aniugaNduiniresdayaruiiiulsrdnmengesuiuuariidulsnduiaan
. 2 " . . . o4 4 4 2

PAFUTIMNA NUdEANANTUTIe9TAd e AeIna nnanaNn Tsaunaviulsatiifinain
nangifaqe i IFNTadeaNiannzianzad 1 annnae AN AN AN ALS Heatmap wudn
Cancer (I3ANZIF) fiU Stage (3rza99NzR) AAuduiusiues wildldlanuduiug
AU Class VTE positive agl Aainlipnudnsiusililfiiuadsivinliinalsrauiaongasii
16 ua mm%aﬂaﬁq 24T t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding : t-SNE T AN

N92ANYFINUNIN AININLTZNBL 26
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t-SNE of VTE
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nnilsznau 26 uanspunsvanafanasisefilulsnduiaenansiu (@e0) wazluidule

anaanaasiu (W)

3.5 mel.m'%'zm*‘fl'm&a (Data Preparation)

1 1
al

Tunssisendagyaduiunisindunuuanassaesdayailfainiladedesme snns

nannzasneng e lunasnrana oelddagyaanunnefidaaaigynsusudayaain

gihandniunnsinelunediiaununengsmans saslsamenuiaqinainsnl Watl 2009

Y o o Y dll o ¥ ° o 1 till
IFdpnisiudayaieinllaiuuusiaesdissialilil

3.5.1 AAN19AT919 (Missing Values)
ansiudeyanaiauielivzeddng (Missing Values) wudayananauns i
Anuaunn ddanisiudananamnalifoau dnnismsaus (Fill missing values with zero)
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3.5.2 nsuilastaya

dll ¥V dl o o Z’/ = dl a 1
Wasaindeyaniinisdisaaeenu1tiulung Feature Nating et o gyaiiy
adnms aztinliBessilideyasaailusame §advasldannsiuaiindayasinaindag

Asnsutasdayauis Label Encoder @vlinadnsaininisznay 27

Finalox Comorbid Procedure Death CauseofDeath Autopsy DischargeDate

SLE Myelopathy

Guillain-Barre st
syndrome

FinalDx Comorbid Procedure Death CauseofDeath Autopsy DischargeDate
528 668 383 0 0 0 255

0 0 51282009 239 316 383

1
132 0 0 0 276

&

N
@
G
-

146 0 0 0 322

D W
® S g

=
IS
o
b
& o
@

Cellulitis 146 0 0 0 105

pemphigoid

Secondary Radiotherapy Computerized

ndszney 27 wansmadnsnisuiasdeyaliidusiaia fae Label encoder

3.5.3 wisTaygag usun1sandu uazdiusunasay
Wanansdanisiudayalinfeunazinlia¥euunaiaes fidelfvianisuils

dayaduiunisilnilu (Training data) uazdeyaduiumagad (Testing data) Faadnsidan
70:30 anndayarianan 1,290 unn azlddnsndauiiy 903:387 et lladsuuuaaasly

ansrusialyl

3.5.4 AANNSNUTRYAN NANARNY (Imbalance Data)

~ [ ao X ) e . ~ o °
Wasandeyareadaiiluilymiuuy Binary Classification l@11N199741N
Tsndsiaengnsi Geutiseenidu 2 sznm fie 0 uay 1 Tnenlidnnguiduss
0 Aia e lidilulsraninengasi

1 ha gibhanmiulsnaniaangasi
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Imbalance VTE
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i si3a Class 0 fl4uau 1,263 11 videAmidu 97.91 wedfidu uasfilefidulirdniden
gAFiu Class 1 8a1u9U 27 918 WsaAnLly 2.09 wleafiduy dadunanisdnsadidulymines
Fayaiiliaunaiu (Imbalance Data) Fefilaeiiliiiflulsrauidengasiudiesndrfila o d
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%

annnnilsznay 29 linnisannadayasaeis Oversampling Andaya

NMSRNEYTINA 903 LAPNANUIUNBULAZNAINITANAAT Y AAIEN914 3

M1974 3 LAAIRTUIUNIIANARTDYANDUULATNAIN Oversampling

Oversampling method VTE negative (0) VTE positive (1)
nauN1 Oversampling 884 19
&9 Oversampling 884 884

ada A . o ¥ dl 1 ! !
295418 178 Undersampling \lunsananuaudeyaneglungudiunn

Tidanuauiniuaued lungudautias

Balance VTE

75

50

25

00

ntlszney 30 wansdayanannaiufaeds Undersampling

annnnisznau 30 iinnsanpadayasaeis Undersampling anndaya

NTENAUAMNA 903 LAAIAIWIUNBULATNAINTANAATBLARINNTIN 4
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A9 4 LAAIRNUIUNITANART DY ANDUUATNAIIN Undersampling

Undersampling method VTE negative (0) VTE positive (1)
faun1 Undersampling 884 19
18911 Undersampling 19 19

3.5duAnzvidayalin 1138 Synthetic Minority Oversampling TEchnique
: SMOTE \lumaAliAn19gdu fe enaut ugu i wnuia squiinandeyaidnusazianisg

o Y é/ 1 ¥ a o A ¥ dl ¥ dl 1 Sldl
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Balance VTE

800
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nwisznau 31 wanstayanannaiufaeds SMOTE

arnnIndsenau 31 lAvinnnsaunadeyadonids SMOTE anndayanis

Anluianam 903 LAMAUIUNIDULALNAINTANARTEYAAIENGN 5



49

A9 5 WAAIRNUIUNIIANARTDYANDUUATNAIIN SMOTE

SMOTE method VTE negative (0) VTE positive (1)
AauUN1 SMOTE 884 19
PRINT SMOTE 884 884

% %

473% Class weight A n1sliuminluusas Class dsazldmnudndy iy
o ., v oA Y o eany o Sy oA o
dayanguasuilaaninndn aaz liuadnsy iuniainnisEauianynngauivinmesn

5.3% Ensemble sampling Taeld Balanced Bagging Classifier A8 A9
wraziilunesnisguieenmas Training data Aazgninlinszanahlsnunguinaslndiaes

o o vy d?/
funnlidesyaannadu

3.6 ANNISTE luN1sESBLLIaad (Modeling)

o dl a ¥ dl % a; o % o o [
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3.6.1 @an@aanNu Decision Tree

o a KR - a 1% =) 1% a ai = %
daneasnu Decision Tree \lumatlauldfndulanuusiumaaiane Aauian
AANEuzesdayaudtaFedenisinaulandneiusuld (aszgua, 2020) TeRznenaIN

[ Y o % dl
wivdeyaaanuilupaialidaaulininign

3.6.2 BaNA3NH Logistic Regression

SRERIEY Logistic Regression 14 Extended Version 284 Linear Regression
HeauldiuiToyun Binary Classification iunaaa1and 2 aang w0 A 1 1usu wWesann

Linear Regression tatuu1ziuiltyu Binary Classification WS NAURIANNNT Linear
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. 3 al dl 0' 1 .l 1 v K 1 o val
Regression Wluuuuidunssiilantafiazaingn 0 vdagandn 116 asldwunzan vnlddnag
whioyunsenana Taadl Sigmoid function axn Normalize TildAnagszndng 0-1 Gazdl
Exponential unction (e) T1un15tUasuanng linear 1% Non-Linear fi9@sn1s (3-1)

(SATANGMONGKOL, 2019)

eZ

1+e?

Sigmoid (Z) = (3-1)
NAANST lFa1n Sigmoid Function ABANNUNazilungunsan1uneAan e

WU 1= positive Az 0 = negative L1WFY

3.6.3 .tmALA Neural Network
MATlA Neural Network visaGendnlasstinaysyanifisadumaiaiisnaasms
NN TULBIAN BN Y] failsrnavdnanadiszamidenlosfunaz danssu s i e 1%
wadUszamanluvinau waassanindseney 32 Tulasstnedssanieniazutsaanidn
3 layers il
1. Input Layer iy Layer usnaaslAaRis 1Y Input WinusawL el
Training data Fahutlsviugiaafhusniae it
2. Hidden Layer Lilu Layer prananeresluiaaianaavilduinndn 1

9/

Hidden Layer fil6l azfiidwdioxnlagann Input Layer 119 Hidden Layer 1o fiunninue

v 1 1
v 1 A

dufideaniuazi Aniwiinfignu Suasuldan @i zanainnas Train Model & 18 1uau
Hidden Layer fimanzanlnevinlu19ua 1 Layer itelililuinadanadudauunnifivlilay
AeToynn Overfitting auldaunsntnlldiudeyaludls (Amsaeddnan, 2020)

3. Output Layer Lilu4 Layer Auananadnsansluing G992 Output Node

WINALANANRAL K1 LAASKALTU Yes haz No
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Hidden Qutput

Input layer
P Y layer layer

nilszney 32 uansluima Neural Network 13 3 layers

3.7 n1suszLiuna (Evaluation)
a o da, o o rdl . . R o0 2 a
NUAREULTUNITN UL AANSN I Classification TN19NTkNNE A9aLTT LGB

nstsziunadng liusudngna Iaeldan919 Confusion Matrix Tutssiinuateauuuanass

grasialalil

117118 (Prediction)
Negative (0) Positive (1)
S
u Tmue Negative False Positive
= 8
E B (TN) (FP)
= <
o —
qim = . ..
_E v False Negative True Positive
=
8 (FN) (TP)

ANLsEnay 33 Lamisng e Confusion matrix
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annmilszned 33 estnanaavienldsse i
True Negative (TN)Aa viunagnaes dudunalunieay
LﬁLLWWQﬂﬂiuwwéﬁiq@uﬁqwudﬁiulﬂuiﬁmﬁmLﬁ@m@mﬁu (VTE negative)
9179 Machine Learning fiadnl¥uasinunegniunisay siieldiiulseduidangasufuan s
gninlidulsedsidangasii
True Positive (TP) A8 VInunagnsiag a1uiuealuniguon
i nansmenmaudanudndulsnduideng A (VIE positive) n1g
Machine Learming #1241 9uavhunggnluntswan wisidulsedsuiengasufvenlégn
indulseanidengas
False Negative (FN) An 1nunaiin Tnel¥naiduay
T4 ﬁﬂmmé’fmudﬂmﬂu%ﬂﬁmL?mmqmrﬁu (VTE negative) W3 W%
Lﬂlﬂ?ﬂéluﬁﬂmgmﬁu(VTE positive) agdnlinanunLn
False Positive (FP) Aa ninunaiin lag ld¥naiiluuon
LﬁvrﬁwuﬂﬂuﬁawudﬂdﬁjhﬂﬁluaﬂmqmﬁixWWE positive) wpiage) waa 14

\ulspdniaang i (VTE negative) agilanliuavinuneiin

ansatinananIsiTunan s alsran e ng s Taalddanasiin Decision Tree

fenisannadeyads Class weight fanndsenay 34

precision recall fl-score  support

8 a8.98 8.98 .98 379

1 .22 .25 .24 8

accuracy a.97 387
macro avg g.6e 8.62 .61 387
weighted avg @.97 @.97 a.97 387

0.9664082687338501
[[372 7]
[ 6 2]]

DecisionTree_Class weight

niseney 34 wanisinunanisfinlsaaninengasu e lddanesnu Decision Tree Gt

¥ adl .
N1aNAAa1alaa Class weight
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annnmLlsznet 34 §ane3iiu Decision Tree gNuNsaRuneAudilaiilulsnduiden

a6 (0) Famun 379 ALl LL@tﬁ’]u’mﬂuﬁLﬂuIiﬂaﬂJLgﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁu (1) FamuA 8 AL BFLNEINT
A1UANR1N Confusion Matrix il

True Negative (TN) #ia ¥unagndnliulsnanidengasuioa 372 au

False Positive (FP) A8 vuneduiulsnanide mqmﬁu%\mmm 7 AL AR5
wdnlilulsnandengasii

True Positive (TP) A8 v‘hmagﬂfhLﬂuiiﬂzﬁlmﬁ@mqmﬁu%@um 2 AL

False Negative (FN) Ag Pungdn 1 ulsn duide R ARFUTVNR 6 AL Wl

a ¥ tal A o
a3¢ waiulsrauiaengasiv

AINWAANEUaY Classification report Tlunwilszney 34 §adalfUsciiuna
Use@nsnmaasuuudiaaslaga sugAtiuuuanae Wi adiulspdniaengn fiu @

asune AR IdAswiallil

3.7.1 Accuracy

Accuracy AatlafiiuANgnFiad AaR UL WIAYN W9 Ha8AIUIY
NUA AIENNNT (3-2)
TP+TN

Accuracy = (3-2)
TP+TN +FP +FN

¥

annsenau 34 anunsnaulnilesifuanugnsiaslna

2+372 374

71372+7+6 387 07

Accuracy =

3.7.2 Recall
A 1 o dl [ e o -ai a o
Recall A AN LN RENN AR IR A AN LN UALN LT UIR94 39 (Actual) A9

ANNIT (3-3)
TP

Recall (Positive) = TPIEN (3-3)
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1%

AINAMNLTLNAL 34 A1NITDAIUITLAN Recall Positive TR

2
Recall(VTEpositive(1)) = e 0.25

Recall Positive %38 True Positive Rate %178 Sensitivity RINNAN1TANKINS WAL
ﬁ'LﬂuTm'ﬁluLﬁ@mqmﬁummﬁq%\mm 8 AU VIUIEYN 2 AU UULANABdH AN LI TuNNs
YI1u1e 0.25 1198 25 Lladidu

Tunnsgua Sensitivity Hilselaaifluntsilasiunasuilaau (False Negative)
wanzdmemegeviislannnwinlslennanisliuaay g menudnldidulseauideng asu
WHAF] Hulsranidengasiufazianas fraulaedd 100 wefidu Tanalfuaautlaeu
%m—ai‘ﬁ' 0 1afidu ansatininsAIan Recall Positive W38 Sensitivity 1830 Wilsena u
34 W4¥An Recall Positive gjii 25 ilafidfu msnganin lemalinaaulaesiuaziimsin

=X - A o Ql A o/ 1 1% o
4 75 iwafidu ﬁ@mu’mmﬂmﬂuiimum@m@qmmuiugﬂmmﬂmmqumn

Recall(Negative) = % (3-4)

v

AnANLIENaL 34 1NNTRANUINIAT Recall Negative l8igail

_ 372
Recall(VTEnegative(0)) = 3257 0.98

Recall Negative 138 True Negative Rate 138 Specificity (AMMNAUNIL) AN
nan1gAtuo il Hauiiulilsnfuae ngafue e9asaianum 379 AU finulegn 372 AU
LuLAaesi AnLHugN TuN9IuNe 0.98 1i3a 98 Lasidy

Tun19gua Specificity 1 sz Temilunnstlesfiunauaniaen (False Positive)
WeNzINIAaeLENaTIIzHINWinlsananisldauan ww nnsnudndulsrdnirengs
o A ¥ My a A o < v ' :j/ ¥ ° |d| &
s wriase) wdo W ldidulsnduidangasu Adesaurinti dapeinamizes 100 wedidy
Tanalduavanidaenfiazan 01lefidu annsiaat1enisA1uns Recall Negative #7e

Specificity 1a3nwisznay 34 1141 Recall Negative agj 98 ilafifu nunaaiindnleania
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IHuauoniasniuazien 2 wafidy Aevinuisiauldiiulsrduiae agafiugnae iy

RUIWNN

3.7.3 Precision

Precision ABAIMNWHUSNENANIIUNE WAAIFIANNNT (3-5) ez (3-6)

. s TP
Precision(Positive) = —— (3-5)
TP+FP

AMNANLTENaL 35 A1NITAATUITUAN Precision Positive TAsail

2
Precision(Positive(l)) =5 7= 0.22

Precision Positive a1nuaNM3AMaMIr LU IUed il AwtlulsranLaeng A Fiv
VIIMNA 9 AW VUGN 2 AW MNUIERA 7 AR UUUANAaINANNLNUEN luNN9INwIe 0.22

1i7a 22 1lafidu

. : TN
Precision(Negative) = TNTEN (3-6)

ANNINLTZNAL 34 A1N1TOANUITUAN Precision Negative THAIH

o _ 372
Prec151on(Negatlve(O)) = 3o 0.98

Precision Negative a1nuani1satuansszuuinunadniauliilulsnaniaengn
FUTINNNA 378 AU MNUIEIYN 372 AW INUIERA 6 AL LUUAIAsH AN REN Tun9v e

0.98 70 98 L1lafify

3.7.4 F1-score
F1-score LIUANALAAILT2ANEA N TAEIN1911 Precision haY Recall 81

AU ANRRE T9ANE97] DRTULLANABIHUTEBNEN A AuuAtannIg (3-7)
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2*xPrecision*Recall
F1 — score = — (3-7)
Precision+Recall

AINNINLUTZNAL 34 ANNNTDATUINLAT Fl-score 1Heail

N 2%0.22%0.25

F1 — score(Positive(1)) = 0225025 — 24
_ 2%0.98 *0.98

F1 — score(Negative(0)) = 0987098 98

A1NN17811R1919 Confusion Matrix Aanawilszney 34 Tideagidndn True
Negative (TN) Wag True Positive (TP) Eqng@qﬁ IWSITNUNEIYNERY 491 False Negative
(FN) uaz False Positive (FP) ARAMNNANAIATEINIINIUIE AR ] A9azTindnh AIWAIN

[ o 1 ¥ ¥ 1 o 1% Gl i A
nan17AKaAanana lina ld il Adn n1edanalunianisunngdAn Recall Positive 138
Sensitivity (A31519) %78 True Positive lun1atlfiiRaasiaanidnismeaafifian Sensitivity g9

7 lunsmsaadansesdileeierianisinen luandudnlyl



uni 4
NANITANLUUITUIRE

'
o a ]

ANNNI9IEINA AT N UL LI AR N1 T Rade 86 TUTRAN NS UM HLAE AR N1 910A
anpanasiulunaanaenfEINeINg tauendanisEauiaeaesed fadsldaniiuniay

a

= 1 o v = % dl Y Y o o v o
Imﬂm@ﬂﬂmm:mum?mﬂ ANTINUBYA L[ﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬂ.lﬂﬁ;lj@LW@I‘VT‘W?@N@WM?U@?’W\‘ILLUU@W@'ﬂ\‘i

¥

LL‘].iﬁm:lJm%ﬂm?um@ﬁmJu (Training data) wazdasad niunnaay (Testing data)Aasl
fm3149u 70:30 mnﬁ’@g@ﬁ”@um 1,290 w09 a2 1ES M dausesdayafiutelu 903:387
anntuainedeyaldannaes Class Label Wanun5 33 1dun Oversampling,
Undersampling, SMOTE, Class weight ka2 Ensemble sampling el Balanced Bagging
Classifier raanaunnsipLszAnsnmifenauiauuiud1aes 3 Saneiia I¥ur Decision
Tree, Logistic Regression waz Neural Network kazilsziluilsz@ansninaasuuuanassing
141919 Confusion matrix 1ite LU ssaTngUszasfesns3saléi wmuald uadninl
asunessialul

4.1 NARNEUBINITATIIULLR1AD 3EANATNNHIATNITAN AATaLAULIL
Oversampling

4.2 NAAWSTBINITATINULLA1AD 3BANDINNA2ATTN 98N Aad oY ALLIL
Undersampling

4.3 HAANEUDINN19AFIULLANA8 3dana NN faadsnisan gadeyaluy
SMOTE

4.4 NAANTUBINITATIIULLRIADY 2 AANaTNNH83TN19aN AATaLAULIL
Class weight

4.5 NAANEBINITATIIULILAADY 38ANAINN AL TN AN AATDYALLIL

Ensemble sampling Ineld Balanced Bagging Classifier
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4.1 NAAWEURINITASWNULUANADY 3 BANDININAEIENTANARTDYAULL

Oversampling

[[37¢ 9] [[29¢ 89]

ecisionTree_Oversam: NeuralNetw versa
DecisionTree_Oversampling LogisticRegression_Oversampling NeuralNetwork_Oversampling

data, auc=0.6131266490765171 /
2 — data, auc=0.7575857519788919

NNU9ENal 35 LAAINAGNEDINITATINULILANAAY 3 AANEINNALADNNIANAATAYALLL

Oversampling

A nNNINLEnay 35 NaN1TUssiuls L AN TN NUANLLLAN ARY 3 BANAINNANE

F8n13annadayauLLL Oversampling LARNAIANTIN 6

AN919 6 WAAIMIUTE LA UHANNTU s UL AN NN BLLILAARY 3 BaNE3TINARE

ﬁﬁmmmqmiﬂgmmu Oversampling

Oversampling Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network
Accuracy 0.96 0.76 0.91
Recall (VTEpositive(1)) 0.25 0.75 0.50
Recall (VTEnegative(0)) 0.98 0.77 0.92

Precision (VTEpositive(1)) 0.18 0.06 0.12
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F1919 6 (519)

Oversampling Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network
Precision (VTEnegative(0)) 0.98 0.99 0.99
F1-score(VTEpositive(1)) 0.21 0.12 0.95
F1-score(VTEnegative(0)) 0.98 0.86 0.19

AN wilsynau 35 wirsiiisuilsyAnsninaes 3 danasnusaeaonisannadeya
WU Oversampling &4.naléian a3 ﬁ@ﬂ@?ﬁuﬁmmmuﬁﬂuimﬁlmLﬁ@mqmrﬁu (1) lgdae
NN @fm%sgm%ﬁm*ummmmuﬁwm 387 AU
4.1.1 wLUAa84 Decision Tree
4.1.1.1 mmmﬁﬁmﬂmuﬁliﬂLﬂu‘lm?im?mm@mﬁu (0) YRATIILA 379
AL ﬁﬁmﬂgﬂﬁ“\mm 370 AL WATINUIERA 9 AL
4.1.1.2 gnunsavuneeuiiiluls Adudeag s (1) Y89RTWAMNA 8 AL
ﬁqmﬂgﬂ%wm 2 AL LATVINUNLNA 6 AL
4.1.2 WULANa8Y Logistic Regression
4.1.2.1 anunsav e idulseddengasi (0) Y8983 NA 379
AL ﬁﬂmﬂgﬂﬁ“\mm 290 AL KATVNUNEEHA 89 AL
4.1.2.2 gansavinunsauiiiluls pas e ARAFU (1) Yo9RTWMNA 8 AL
ﬁm’mgﬂﬁwm 2 AL WATYITUNLNA 6 AU
4.1.3 WUUA1884 Neural Network
4.1.3.1 mmmﬁmmﬂuﬁiﬁﬂuiméuL‘ﬁ@mgmﬁu (0) 2R3 a M 379

AL NNUNLIYNTINNNA 349 AU WATVINUNLIER 30 AL
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4.1.3.2 aanvnueAuniuls AAN A0 AR AW (1) 1B9A39VIIUNA 8 AU

NIUIEYNTIINNA 4 AU WATNUNLER 4 AL

4.2 HARANEUDINITRSNUULAINDY 3 DANDFNNALIBNITANANTDYALLIL

Undersampling

([272 107] [[238 141) [[228 151)
[ 2 6] [ 611 [ 1

DecisionTree_Undersampling LogisticRegression_Undersampling NeuralNetwork_Undersampling

) / — data, auc=07338390501319261 0 / — data, auc=0.6889841688654353 00 / — data, auc=0 5507915567282322
00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 b 1

04 08 10 02 4 06

NNLgEnal 36 HAANSTAINNIAFISULLANASY 3 AANETNINAIERENTANAAT AN AL

Undersampling

AINANLsEnaY 36 NanN13lssiinls L AN TN NUAILL LR AR 3 FANEINNADE

Tﬁmmu@@%’mmmu Undersampling 4&A959A1519 7

AN9N 7 WAANANIILTULN L UNANT UL R UL T ANTAINRILLLRNADY 3 FANAINHARE

PEQREGHY @a%ﬁgmmu Undersampling

Undersampling Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network
Accuracy 0.72 0.63 0.60
Recall (VTEpositive(1)) 0.75 0.75 0.50

Recall (VTEnegative(0)) 0.72 0.63 0.60
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A9 7 (51)

Undersampling Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network
Precision (VTEpositive(1)) 0.05 0.04 0.03
Precision (VTEnegative(0)) 0.99 0.99 0.98

F1-score(VTEpositive(1)) 0.10 0.08 0.05
F1-score(VTEnegative(0)) 0.83 0.77 0.75

%

AN nilsynay 36 WesuiisuilsyAnsnanaes 3 fanesnusaeasnisannadeya
WU Undersampling &aunm l&ian a3 ﬁ@ﬂ@?‘ﬁuﬁqmﬂﬂuﬁLﬂuiiﬂ?q'm?mmqmﬁu (1) leiasl
NN @ﬁﬂiﬂ;ﬂ@a‘hﬁumimmmu%\mum 387 A4
4.2.1 WULR1984 Decision Tree
4.2.1.1 mmim‘hmﬂﬁummﬂuim'ﬁ'mLﬁ@mqmrﬁu (0) JE9AFIINNA 379
AL ﬁqmﬂgﬂﬁwm 272 AL WATHINUNERA 107 AU
4.2.1.2 gansnvinunsauiiduls sda desg A (1) T09R3ITMHA 8 AV
ﬁmwgﬂﬁ“\mm 2 AL WATNTUNLNA 6 AU
4.2.2 WUUAA8N Logistic Regression
4.2.2.1 mmmﬁmwﬂuﬁlmﬂuimﬁmL'r?'mmﬂqmﬁu (0) 289a3IRIMUA 379
AL ﬁmmgn‘ﬁmm 238 AL LATNUNEHA 141 AL
4.2.2.2 gansavinunaeuiiiluls pan e ARAFU (1) Te93uTmNA 8 AN
ﬁmmgﬂ%wm 2 AL WATVITUNLENR 6 AU

4.2.3 wU1A1a849 Neural Network
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4.2.3.1 annnsnvinunsaud Midulsnaniaangasi (0) 1a99397aNA 379
AU NNUNLIGNTIINA 228 AU LATINUNEHA 151 AL
4.2.3.2 @130 WL ARNHTILIAAN 1A AR AGL (1) TBIRTIVIUNA 8 AL

NIUEYNYTINNA 4 AU LATHIUNENA 4 AL

4.3 HARANEUDINITRSNUULAINDY 3 DANDINNALIBNITANANTDYAULLY SMOTE

DecisionTree_SMOTE LogisticRegression_SMOTE NeuralNetwork_SMOTE

>
o B/ — data, auc=0.6906332453825856
o B — data, auc=0.5493073878627969 . —— data, auc=0.7161939313984169

04 06 08 10 00

NNLgENal 37 HAANSIAINNIAFIULLAIAEY 3 AANETNNAERBNTANAAT BN AL

SMOTE

AINAWLsEnaY 37 uan19lesiinls LAN AN NUaILL LR A8 3 FANEINNADE

A8N19aNAATYALLUL SMOTE WARIFIFIENY 8

AN9Y 8 WAANANIINLLTE LN L UNANT UL R UL T AN TN NUBILLLANABY 3 FANA NN AR

AansannadayaLLL SMOTE

SMOTE Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network
Accuracy 0.96 0.80 0.87
Recall (VTEpositive(1)) 0.12 0.62 0.50

Recall (VTEnegative(0)) 0.97 0.81 0.88
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F1919 8 (519)

SMOTE Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network
Precision (VTEpositive(1)) 0.09 0.06 0.08
Precision (VTEnegative(0)) 0.98 0.99 0.99

F1-score(VTEpositive(1)) 0.11 0.12 0.14
F1-score(VTEnegative(0)) 0.98 0.89 0.93

annanilsynay 37 wWesuiisulsy@nsnanaes 3 fanesnusaeasnisannadeya
WUL SMOTE dunslddn s 3 sanesfiuvinuneauiifulsnaide pgasu (1) MHdaauin
mﬂ%’mgm%mi*umimmzﬁ@uﬁwm 387 AL
4.3.1 WLLA1a84 Decision Tree
4.3.1.1 mmim‘hmﬂmummﬂuimﬁmLﬁ@mqmﬁu (0) JE9AFIINNA 379
AL ﬁqmﬂgﬂﬁwm 369 AL WATTINWIERA 10 AL
4.3.1.2 gansnvinunsaufiduls sda Fesg s (1) TR9R3TMNA 8 AV
ﬁmwgﬂﬁ“\mm 1 AU LATNUIERA 7 AL
4.3.2 LLLANa84 Logistic Regression
4.3.2.1 mmmﬁ’wmﬂﬂuﬁimﬂuimﬁuLﬁﬂqumﬁu (0) 289a3IRIMUA 379
AL ﬁmmgn‘ﬁmm 306 A LATNUIERA 73 AL
4.3.2.2 gnansavinungauiiiluls pdn e ARAFU (1) Te93uTmNA 8 AN
ﬁmmgﬂ%wm 5 AL WATNUNLER 3 AL

4.3.3 wU1A1a849 Neural Network
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4.3.3.1 arnsnvinuisaud Midulsnduiaangasis (0) 1a99397aNRA 379

AL NNUNQNYTINNNA 334 AU WATNUNLER 45 AL

4.3.3.2 @11N309 UL ARNHILIAAN 1A ARG (1) TBIRTIVIUNA 8 AL

NIUEYNYTINNA 4 AU LATHIUNENA 4 AL

4.4 NARANETDINITRSNULLANADN 2 DANASANAITNMTANARTAYALLL Class

weight

¥ k%

\Ha9aINNIINNaNnadayafaean Class Weight lianuisnld lériu Neural Network

a

1§ fRdnaslaFeunay 2 danesna Aa Decision Tree il Logistic Regression

DecisionTree_Class weight

. e

/

04
l // = data, auc=0.6157651715039577

0.0
04 06 08 10

[[280 9°]

LogisticRegression_Class weight

/-

— data, auc=0.7562664907651714

06 8 1

NNLgEnal 38 HAANSTAINNIAFINULLAIAEY 2 AANATNINAERENTANAAT AN AL

Class Weight

ANNAWMLIENaY 38 NaN1TUIiNU L AN TANNUAILL LR AR 2 FANEINNAD

AansannadeyaLLL Class Weight WARIAIAEIN 9

= a a2 a o [ % a KR 1%
mqi$ﬂ9u@ﬁﬂmﬁTmuﬂ?ﬂUUﬂEUN@ﬂqﬁﬂ?ﬁwﬁuhﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁwmﬂﬂuﬂuqqﬂﬂﬂ2ﬂ@ﬂﬂ?WN®QH

AansannatayaLLUL Class Weight

Class weight

Decision Tree

Logistic Regression

Accuracy

0.97 0.76
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A1919 9 (519)

Class weight Decision Tree Logistic Regression
Recall (VTEpositive(1)) 0.25 0.75
Recall (VTEnegative(0)) 0.98 0.76
Precision (VTEpositive(1)) 0.22 0.06
Precision(VTEnegative(0)) 0.98 099
F1-score(VTEpositive(1)) 0.24 0.12
F1-score(VTEpositive(0)) 0.98 0.86

annnnilsznau 38 WrsuiisulszdAnsnanaes 2 danasnusaeasnisannadeya
WU Class weight danml&ian ¥4 2 SaneTurnunaauiidulsnaude anasu (1) ladas
NN mn%’@gmﬁm%mmmmu%\mmm 387 AL
4.4.1 wHUAa8d Decision Tree

4.4.1.1 mmim‘hmﬂmummﬂuimﬁmLﬁ@m@mﬁu (0) JRNTIALA 379
AL v‘hmﬂgﬂﬁ“wm 372 Al LATNIUIERNA 7 A

4.4.1.2 gnunsavuneeufiiluls Adde ag as (1) Y89RTIAMNA 8 AL
ﬁmwgﬂﬁwm 2 A LATVINUNLNR 6 AL

4.4.2 WULANa8Y Logistic Regression
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4.4.2.1 annsovinunsaud Midulsnaniaangasi (0) 1a9939aNA 379

AL INUNLIYNYTINNNA 289 AL LATVNUNLER 90 AL

4.4.2.2 810309 WL ARNILITAAN 1A AR AGL (1) TBIRTIVIUNA 8 AL

NIUEYNYTINNA 6 AU LATHIUNENA 2 AL

4.5 NARANEUDINITASNUULAINDY 3 DANDFNNALIBNITANANTDYALLIY

Ensemble sampling Tme'ld Balanced Bagging Classifier

DecisionTree_BalancedBagging LogisticRegression_BalancedBagging

1 1 _— 1 —

/ — data, suc=0.6977242744063324 ) / data, auc=0 7404353562005277 y ) - data, auc=0.7232849604221636

NLgenal 39 HAANSIINITAFINULLANASY 3 AANETNINAERENTANAAT AN AL

Ensemble sampling Iae/lT Balanced Bagging Classifier

ANnANLsEnan 39 wanT3lssiinls L AN SANNUaILL LR AR 3 FANEINNADE
E%mamu@m’f@ HA LU Ensemble sampling Tmeld Balanced Bagging Classifier W& a6

$1319 10

A9 10 LAAIANT I FLINUNANTTU 21U IZ AN BN WU BILLILANADY 3 FANaTNNA0e

ﬁﬁmmuamiﬂsﬂmmu Ensemble sampling el Balanced Bagging Classifier

Balanced Bagging Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network

Classifier

Accuracy 0.77 0.73 0.70
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A1919 10 (5iR)

Balanced Bagging Decision Tree  Logistic Regression Neural Network
Classifier
Recall (VTEpositive(1)) 0.62 0.75 0.75
Recall (VTEnegative(0)) 0.77 0.73 0.70
Precision (VTEpositive(1)) 0.05 0.06 0.05
Precision (VTEnegative(0)) 0.99 0.99 0.99
F1-score(VTEpositive(1)) 0.10 0.10 0.09
F1-score(VTEnegative(0)) 0.87 0.84 0.82
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4.5.2 WUUAAEY Logistic Regression
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Balanced Evaluate Model  Decision Tree Logistic Neural
Method Regression Network

Oversampling Sensitivity 0.25 0.75 0.50

Precision 0.18 0.06 0.12

F1-score 0.21 0.12 0.19

Undersampling Sensitivity 0.75 0.75 0.50

Precision 0.05 0.04 0.03

F1-score 0.10 0.08 0.05

SMOTE Sensitivity 0.12 0.62 0.50

Precision 0.09 0.06 0.08

F1-score 0.1 0.12 0.14
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Balanced Evaluate Model  Decision Tree Logistic Neural
Method Regression Network
Class Weight Sensitivity 0.25 0.75 -
Precision 0.22 0.06 -
F1-score 0.24 0.12 -
Ensemble Sensitivity 0.62 0.75 0.75
sampling
Precision 0.05 0.06 0.05
F1-score 0.10 0.10 0.09
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AMNNANITNARAIATINT 11 WLITWLLA1A84 Decision Tree Aaen19UFLANN

annA1e3dayafneTE Class Weight liiAngenian wsliuadnsi dsz@nsnan



uni 5
a5Unan1s7dE ansana uazdaiauanLuy

| |
a ]

1uN1971998 TS ULANAIN1TI A8 a AU RAN ML ANLRLNARN TN ARNIA DA
o = o '3 al v dll U o Vo a a
gadulunaaaaanmmnneIns lasendunisBauiaeaases §adelddntlssAnsninaas
) ] a dl o = 1 v Y

wuuRnaedusazimaiaeinn I Baunauwazalans Insaunsautisiadalunisagilug
1sasialiT

5.1 @a7tnan13qe

5.2 anUsenanisIas

5.3 101411

5.1 #gUnaN15938
y » a o oa AN © sy o A a
nnzaniaengaiilunasarenninaNasadesmany o Tadusnsiu e
a A o = o X : Y o § vy 3
naraNaeng Afulunaa Al aAAIUlUIINNNELAY anaasinliRedldizaznanlunng
o dl =2 v A o o dl % [ ' ‘dl a dgj
Snunfilsanenuna tauddnlsanaaniaennigasiwilulsanwu lildtes whainsiifinm v
d’jd o a aa % 1 =3 o v !
annlepidINguLIuaranaavin llgnisgdedinldetineniia inliAsguasneniy
Tiudauseatiane AsiuniznianinaniaesgasiuluraanmannaiiulsanAsAnELay
vinANidlatfadesing o) Nazinllgnisnalsalinonau snlundiuunnduasynains
o‘d‘ dl ¥ o 1% o aa o 173 di A o o
nunsunveENingade slunisinen desmszutinlunidiiadenarnisldiAresiiad1uiy
dszidunisiialsanivanzan
a o ;lj Y v o aa [ o o o dl ] a al A
nuddeildaianunataamnisiiadudnludRdiuanudasanisiaan LA e 6
gasiulunaaniaanmnNeInig TnaedunisBeuiaedeses anniaiususndeyalae

Y &

G4 dl ¥
LWNNE mL%ﬂQﬂ]’?@ﬂﬁL uua

=|K Ay
zﬁmmmmhﬂ TINURY A

¥ v o L
aftaeluvadiloaununenysmand Iaene1u1aqinadn ool

QY o2?

[ %

v
muA 1,290 una 65 AeANY AntugRaaliinnasrandaya

=

dl a 6 1 dl % v ?/ v dl o o v
WadnIed meagauAfaallaesdeya wianisudasdayanidusdneslnidy

o

Faaanianduiuin llaiaunuanasanisiiunaluaisusiaelil aniuu ey admniuns

¥
a o

Anasunazdayadmiunimeseuednndau 70:30 uaziiesaindeyanuiddaidlym
¥ dl 1 a o dl 1 QI I o Zl/ a o

Tayaf lianna szl wsuaun iilulspdninengasiuiaun 1,263 Al WATAAUILAL
= a A o o G Yy ' =y a A o o =
nilulsnaniengasiuiaun 27 au azinlidinguaesaud liilulsaduine ag asiutiud

o v dl = o { dl 1 Ql A o 4‘ 1 1%
AMUIUUBENININDLNELNUNQAN AUN 13J Wulsman RN YARU Feaziilungenusani 9@ 519



72
o o va o K o o v ai 1 ?/ aa v 1
WULANA8INIINIUNE Fadsasdannisiutlyyuideyan ldannaisuun 535 lown
Oversampling, Undersampling, Synthetic Minority Oversampling TEchnique : SMOTE,
Class Weight L& ¢ Ensemble Sampling a1niusinnisqulailainisadinasinann
a rd‘dd‘ 1 o a K v o val a a n:ll o
WHeinangruasLAszdanasnuliarusninuneladlss@nsnmnga Tagazianig
U321 AUl s2ANBNNUBIULLANABIAEAN31e Confusion Matrix TULLILANABNNNNNEY 3
fanesnunaenld 1 Decision Tree, Logistic Regression WA Neural Network
Wasannsdanalunieanisunngda Recall e Sensitivity, A1 Precision LazAn
F1-score Tunialjiinienisunne lfiaanldnsmsaaniaidananage - lunismsmadn
vy o S e . o 4 s .
nsaagaaidulsaauiaensu inezidun19M 1N NALas AINNANIITNAADS WLF
WULA1484 Decision Tree Aaen131FuAuaunareItayafonds Class Weight 19en
Sensitivity Win1U 0.25 %i7a 25 e A1 Precision winfu 0.22 w3a 22 wlafidu waz AN

F1-score Winf 0.24 178 24 1lafidu

5.2 andsisananisian
NN I FEF LU UAARIN1TARAS S A TUTRANMTUANLAENARNIINARN LAD A
o A [ o al v dl o
gasulunaanaanmAINaInig nsendunisBeuiaeased Wuniseuunlssinnuay

o 2 . . k. o dl = 1 a o A ¥ dl
NIUETBY AL Classification 1Jad2iNa1A I NARAN1INARD UAWIUIRE AR ANNTRNAN

U

'
calal o v

Wndmssitidud asan1an sunmeniauoudeanniies 1,290 una wudayand
ARHMANUANLIIBNIFAL Feature uazfiiuiToymndayan lanaari danugilaen iy
TsnduiaangasudauauNInnadilaeniulsnanirangasiu azifinnie Sensitive Audaya
~ | ° ¥ a . 2 o v o a KR | ¥
PANATINANNGY MR Bias Tuiudaya menzdanesnnarlianisonsanudeyalu
paandeendnls nisdpneiulyundeyad angaiu udsnislasuuilasiasadig
wazpnaNifresdeyamn InsnisiidnviraenaanatainliiianisgoidsAnaniimm

pasdayapniduhlls faansdnduaeswuidetasdedanisuazumlyundey a 1o

D

42/ dl dl Ql a a o o v A a a a
aNAATIU N NATANUIEANTAINN 19 W 828U L LA AR I HUZANTNINNRTU way

1 ¥ a dl ¥ ° o dl QI I
yadulunistsuifiveanimeass e lvuuuaiassamisainueauiiulsrdauae ngea
sulignsiesnan neiunuadnsian Sensitivity, Precision Laz F1-score AINKANITNAASY
° o <y a A o My R g <
wuuAnaeddNIsainue A iidulspdniae pgasuléangn agldua Accuracy Mg i

\ia Bias 11 wazifayundeyai lanuns uuusiaesldliiiuisaaanfianuauuinlémnn

UINazUIAN Accuracy NWANTafneiuasldunzay



73

1
= ¥

ddnenuadeiladanisAuTyundey an liangawda Adelilsz@nsnina ag

u
2

WULANae9% WA aaaziinanilyuiaesdayaniinnansz il ltmeesme d91uou

v = v 1 dl ) ¥ o val a a @
TRHAINUBUNIN 1N L‘MS\I’VJ’&N‘W‘Q5%’1&1’1'&?’1\‘]LLUU@W@@QIVN‘]J?EZ'&VWIW’]‘W1@

5.3 TALAUDLUL

Ce

5.3.1 119139 e UIT N A UL LA AAIN TN AU LN ANU NN TN Tad

1 4 ¥
% = o o a el

dayafitinndinseiatuautes auiananaazsiesiideyadiuiunisinasinuiniundiil

U

b

o

WNAEANITN WIS ALLILAN AN AU drd17ana s lUWmunLuanaaginadqs i unn
aa [ 3 a QI A o va a A 1 o dg/
Atlaguniaialsndniaangasiulilss@nEninuaziiug Ny

3
o a o

5.3.2 Wesandayaniinidinseilunuidei faudsudazaeanyiiaonudusiug
Auasunilenauiu Class Label @94 ayaviaunanunnd g i e oylaiudayaudn
Aaseildludanwusiiludeyauni lisaiias (Discrete Variable) 1 LNELNgHNaE
nnndn 40 T vize teendn 40 T WlFldegniduilase) dunisddy VIE positive uay VTE

. X o ] o o o 1 o 1 o o
negative ANl lTAuduiusiuszndnedandsluurazpeandiu Class Label a1aiilu
Tademilaninlinnsmunavesuuuanaes i Usc&nsnw

5.3.3 aunAR luNsiumUINdeyaaiaasiasnmagautianiaiudaga ieun
a v a QI d?/ = 1% a 6 o v dg/
BanefiiaviRusivauLazFauinisinmsisame lunianisumd Wannau

5.3.4 aAAINUAINUAIEIDITaYA AANgNIDITaya lilunIzan 0 Feature

1 ! 4
selection an Dimension 18vdaya LNaN19a519uLLA AN NUsEAN BN IMNINTY

5.3.5 AFUULANAB9FIE S ANEINNAUT NANuaEaL



UTTUIUNTH

Agharezaei, L., Agharezaei, Z., Nemati, A., Bahaadinbeigy, K., Keynia, F., Baneshi, M., . . .
Agharezaei, a. (2016). The Prediction of the Risk Level of Pulmonary Embolism and
Deep Vein Thrombosis through Artificial Neural Network. Acta Informatica Medica,
24(5).

Diawkee, T. (2018). "aaAaanAgARL SuAseNsadszds. https:/bit.ly/33tdufF

Fei, Y., Hu, J., Gao, K., Tu, J., Li, W. Q., & Wang, W. (2017). Predicting risk for portal vein
thrombosis in acute pancreatitis patients: A comparison of radical basis function
artificial neural network and logistic regression models. J Crit Care, 39, 115-123.

Fei, Y., Hu, J., Li, W. Q., Wang, W., & Zong, G. Q. (2017). Artificial neural networks predict
the incidence of portosplenomesenteric venous thrombosis in patients with acute
pancreatitis. J Thromb Haemost, 15(3), 439-445.

Ferroni, P., Zanzotto, F. M., Scarpato, N., Riondino, S., Guadagni, F., & Roselli, M. (2017).
Validation of a Machine Learning Approach for Venous Thromboembolism Risk
Prediction in Oncology. Dis Markers, 2017, 8781379.

Ferroni, P., Zanzotto, F. M., Scarpato, N., Riondino, S., Nanni, U., Roselli, M., & Guadagni,
F. (2017). Risk Assessment for Venous Thromboembolism in Chemotherapy-
Treated Ambulatory Cancer Patients. Med Decis Making, 37(2), 234-242.

Liu, S., Zhang, F., Xie, L., Wang, Y., Xiang, Q., Yue, Z., .. . Yu, C. (2019). Machine learning
approaches for risk assessment of peripherally inserted Central catheter-related
vein thrombosis in hospitalized patients with cancer. Int J Med Inform, 129, 175-
183.

Nafee, T., Gibson, C. M., Travis, R., Yee, M. K., Kemeis, M., Chi, G., ... Goldhaber, S. Z.
(2020). Machine learming to predict venous thrombosis in acutely ill medical
patients. Res Pract Thromb Haemost, 4(2), 230-237.

Qatawneh, Z., Alshraideh, M., Almasri, N., Tahat, L., & Awidi, A. (2019). Clinical decision
support system for venous thromboembolism risk classification. Applied

Computing and Informatics, 15(1), 12-18.


https://bit.ly/33tdufF

75

Rojnuckarin, P., Uaprasert, N., Vajragupta, L., Numkarunarunrote, N., Tanpowpong, N., &
Sutcharitchan, P. (2011). Risk factors for symptomatic venous thromboembolism in
Thai hospitalised medical patients. Thromb Haemost, 106(6), 1103-1108.

SATANGMONGKOL, K. (2019). 8818 Logistic Regression wianlAnsaaenglu R,

https://datarockie.com/2019/05/12/loqistic-regression-r/

Uaprasert, N., Chanswangphuwana, C., & al., e. (2020). Essential Clinical Hematology .
WASHTY, 9., SeuLaTtyi@n, 2., INe5as, nu., & uyadan, L. (2017). Meadlumarinuialeania
nsnauNFnedad1resdilaeTsanmanu Iagldimatianimimilesdeys.

a

FRgagFIans, 2. (2018). Siinfiuninziden “auirenansiuluilen’. https:/bit.ly/324ULXb

Wag99AANAN, L. (2020). A little book of Big Data and Machine Learning.
ann1Talng, 4. A. (2018). "anrentluraanrens’ lsAdunalaTInnlaAuazidn”.

https://bit.ly/2Smgzb8

A7xqu4, N. (2020). ﬁ‘mt? Data Science Wae Al:Machine Leaming gl Python.
URAdan, 2. . 2. 9. od. 1. 1. 1. (2017). nreaflumaniuialanianisndunninesadiues
filaalsawnuonu Ingldinafianimimiesdaya.

Aundu, 1.). Data mining—n19Mindedaya.


https://datarockie.com/2019/05/12/logistic-regression-r/
https://bit.ly/324ULXb
https://bit.ly/2Smgzb8




P~

Ta-ana

(%3 = = =

U LAY U LN/
al a

ADTUNLNA

ARINFANEN

nasilaqiiy

UseIRgiae

ﬁ@mﬁmaizgmﬁ'u

23 WAANIeu 2533

AUATITEY

W.A.2556 ANLFAARITTIR WaNd
AN UNINLNREURULAU

23 1y 2 Auawyadd 81natnYu AdngUATTsH 34260



	บทคัดย่อภาษาไทย
	บทคัดย่อภาษาอังกฤษ
	กิตติกรรมประกาศ
	สารบัญ
	สารบัญตาราง
	สารบัญรูปภาพ
	บทที่ 1  บทนำ
	1.1 ความสำคัญและความเป็นมาของงานวิจัย
	1.2 วัตถุประสงค์ของงานวิจัย
	1.3 เป้าหมายและขอบเขตของงานวิจัย
	1.4 ขั้นตอนการทำงานวิจัย
	1.5 ประโยชน์ที่คาดว่าจะได้รับจากงานวิจัย

	บทที่ 2  วรรณกรรม และงานวิจัยที่เกี่ยวข้อง
	2.1 ภาวะลิ่มเลือดอุดตันในหลอดเลือดดำ
	2.2 ข้อมูลที่สำคัญต่อการวิเคราะห์
	2.3 การวิเคราะห์ด้วยหลักการของคอมพิวเตอร์
	2.4 งานวิจัยที่ศึกษาเกี่ยวกับการวิเคราะห์ความเสี่ยงของการเกิดลิ่มเลือดอุดตัน
	2.5 งานวิจัยที่ศึกษาเกี่ยวกับการวิเคราะห์ข้อมูลขนาดใหญ่

	บทที่ 3  วิธีการดำเนินการวิจัย
	3.1 กระบวนการทำงานของแบบจำลอง
	3.2 การเก็บรวบรวมข้อมูล (Data Acquisition)
	3.3 การคัดกรองข้อมูล (Data Filtering)
	3.4 การสำรวจข้อมูล (Exploratory Data Analysis : EDA)
	3.5 การเตรียมข้อมูล (Data Preparation)
	3.6 หลักการที่ใช้ในการสร้างแบบจำลอง (Modeling)
	3.7 การประเมินผล (Evaluation)

	บทที่ 4 ผลการดำเนินงานวิจัย
	4.1 ผลลัพธ์ของการสร้างแบบจำลอง 3 อัลกอริทึมด้วยวิธีการสมดุลข้อมูลแบบ Oversampling
	4.2 ผลลัพธ์ของการสร้างแบบจำลอง 3 อัลกอริทึมด้วยวิธีการสมดุลข้อมูลแบบ Undersampling
	4.3 ผลลัพธ์ของการสร้างแบบจำลอง 3 อัลกอริทึมด้วยวิธีการสมดุลข้อมูลแบบ SMOTE
	4.4 ผลลัพธ์ของการสร้างแบบจำลอง 2 อัลกอริทึมด้วยวิธีการสมดุลข้อมูลแบบ Class weight
	4.5 ผลลัพธ์ของการสร้างแบบจำลอง 3 อัลกอริทึมด้วยวิธีการสมดุลข้อมูลแบบ Ensemble sampling โดยใช้ Balanced Bagging Classifier

	บทที่ 5 สรุปผลการวิจัย อภิปรายผล และข้อเสนอแนะ
	5.1 สรุปผลการวิจัย
	5.2 อภิปรายผลการวิจัย
	5.3 ข้อเสนอแนะ

	บรรณานุกรม
	ประวัติผู้เขียน

