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This research analyzes student sentiments toward university services using Natural
Language Processing techniques. The scope of analysis includes 1,000 textual feedback entries
collected during the academic years 2021-2023. The research compares the performance of various
models including Naive Bayes, Support Vector Machine (SVM), and Random Forest, using TF-IDF
and Word2Vec word representation techniques combined with imbalanced data handling methods:
SMOTE, Random Undersampling, and Class Weighting. Results show that the SVM model combined
with TF-IDF and SMOTE technique achieved the highest performance in sentiment analysis with
0.8636 Accuracy and 0.8630 F1-score. Topic modeling using LDA identified 7 main topics: 1)
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Analysis of the relationship between topics and sentiments reveals that Topic 5 (Physical
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1. nMaEaufuuuiaau (Supervised Learning) Wudan ldgadayadneduieinns

Q a

s ARaUUTaTIuNIg (Labels) 19atin9daiau(Goodfellow et al., 2016) Inaluinaay

=

BeufAnudniusszndnidayaind LA HAANSNABINNT WNa AN NAANS T8

¥ M ¥ 1 1 o o adtﬂ” v ' o e .
dayalnaldateuiugn faetnereddsd laun nasauunilszinm (Classification)

1 v

2. nsBaufuuulififaau (Unsupervised Learning) lddasan lidnsszyanau
wsaulunng Inaluinaazdun inseafreregluuundeuat ludasyasaenuie(Hastie et
al., 2009) iy N19AANGN (Clustering)
~ o A o o . . aala o ~ o
3. NMTLTEUILLLILETNNIAY (Reinforcement Learning) WA TNALNL (Agent) L7eIug
anUfduriusivanmwandentunmaaesuazfunanauuny (Reward) visanisasine
(Penalty)(Sutton & Barto, 2018) 38n153sin I luaundesnisnissndulanuuseiios L
N9 LEUNIY
= 3 dl o 1 a Y
nnannsiEeufaasezaegnin llszgneld lunainuaienu iy nsdimesidensny

(Text Analysis), N19A9929UANNALUNA (Anomaly Detection) LAZN1TILATIZHLTS

AAN130d (Predictive Analysis) §1iunisadsaiu Tl nslduuaAnniszauiuey



'
A o

e lunnsasziANAAiLaesinAnEn Lﬁmzqmmi’ﬁﬂ (Sentiment) wazidad1ATy

¥ o

Mnsdaeiun LN URNUIINeNAE

2.1.2 Natural Language Processing
n19UsrulanNanN1#189911H (Natural Language Processing: NLP) wWuuaanile
a o“ﬂl 1 v o a v a

wesilpyayntsAngngaunsimun ANannsrespeniames lunisidrla ARaw uas
dszaaananisuyeeugluuun nalAeNilss sugfaIn1 98 AN 1IN e

NLP 1w ansauinennsinanna uasAnnuianuainuaisanan laun anainis
ABNNIART NHIANART Lazaln WeAF1LLLAaeIRgIN1T3ATITELazidn lan 111
nywelAat1eldsz@nsnin Inenszuaunisiiugiuaes NLP dsznausnadunaudidny

3

nanelrnng |u n19FAAN (Tokenization), n1suidasAilugin (Stemming w3e

1
=

Lemmatization), nN15auAN ldd1Aty (Stop Word Removal) kaznisudasdanansdy

[

v
NWefTeFaLa(Goldberg, 2017)A4H

1. nsilsznnanadaninuidessi (Text Preprocessing) iudunauusn lunisimsas
Tayadmiunisined dsznausat
1) M19v1ANNAraIndeya (Data Cleaning) LU N1INNARANUTENLAL LWIN HTML
b L By Tl T
vsadtyanenin ldinandas
2) N13uLieAn (Tokenization)Aan suandamanueanidunioseias 1w A1 98 1¥3e
ST

o

3) n13N1AAAT LHRAINYNIY (Stop Words)iunnsnnapmnnuLies s Ldi

1
o o

WadAtysanunng i waz", ",

4) n19angUlAn (Stemming/Lemmatization) ﬁﬂﬂ’]ﬁ?LLﬂ@ﬁﬁﬂﬁ'ﬂgﬂugﬂLL‘]_I‘LI‘ﬁug’m
W4 "running" 14 "run

2. NNTIATITHAIMNUNIBLRIAT (Semantic Analysis) Hudunaufingaiuidila

ANNUMNNELAZANANAUETZ1I9A et seTaiA(Manning & Schutze, 1999)

1) n19a¥1904A1 (Bag of Words) #3a TF-IDF taudnsnaudfyaessnlu
4aA2u

2) n15el4An (Word Embeddings) 11 Word2Vec, GloVe 1178 FastText ﬁLme

AINNANNUENIANUNETENINeA Tugtuuuanne s



3. NNIIATITULFUN (Contextual Analysis) TANANTNAMNUNIEUBIA TULFTLN

1) TAgeasedselan (Syntax Analysis)

2) ANANNUEIZIINNAT (Dependency Parsing)

3) ANuNng useAulszlam (Sentence-level Semantics)

a a dl Vo a o a
mAlANTsENIANANH59NTE (NLP) NlfFuadnudanluTaqiiudivainuany
152109 A1NN13ANEIURY Min et al. (2021) WU31 NLP Annswmunasgnesanisa ludasnans
niunn Inaeniznisdseynsddmatianisizandidaan (Deep Learning) 11 BERT, GPT
= Y a ¥ R 4 | o A X
WAz Transformer @9d11170L N IALBUNLAL AN NNNEURITRAN IFANTILAZ NN E9T 1
dl al o a gj/ a 1 [~ a o o dyn v 1% a
Wamsuiumalawuuasan aenelsfiann uddueiiudyaiunisdssgyneldinaiia NLP
Zj/ a | o o a KR = v dl a '8 =R o v Y

WULAUANTINALEANETNNNTFEUIUDILATEY TUNNTIATIZIAINTANLAZAMBNTITRANN

TAANNNLAAIANINAALTILIIIN AN

2.1.3 Naive Bayes
. o a = o = A ] = o PRy
Naive Bayes ludanasnunisizeuizesinzasnag lungunisauiuuuigaau
(Supervised Learning) Iaaldudnnisnisananiungufaes Bayes' Theorem lunng
AuaANAziuewnnIsaliie) danesnuilasuantanettaunsiaieluau
AuNNIALUNLszIANdana1N (Text Classification) WA¥N193LATIZUAIINAN (Sentiment

Analysis) @1NN90LEAIAGREANAT (1)

P(A|B)=w (1)

P(B)

o TAAATIULAY

e

v

P(AIB) monuthazdluniafiamenisnd A neldRenladuwnnisnd B 1Aina1uug

| 12
=X v

P(B|A) anuihaziilunsifiaweanisnd B naldReuladnvinnisal A lainaiuug
P(4) Aanuazilureansinamnnisd A Tmﬂiﬂ%uﬁumamim‘%u

P(B) aywiaziiuaenisinameniinl B Imﬂiﬁﬁuﬁumqmmﬁ'u

szinnaes Naive Bayes ﬁlsﬁ’ié’ﬁﬁuﬁmmmiﬁﬂLLuﬂﬂizmm’I@mw (Text

A o

v
Classification) uazn1331ATZWAMNIAN (Sentiment Analysis) HAAH



1. Multinomial Naive Bayes \ugluuuimunzduiudeyaninisiuaand i
ArNDBaA1 lulenas(Naulak, 2022)wHnzdmiudayatlszinn TF-IDF Mduni9idy

AUIUAN lLLeN4aNT

|
¥ ' A

2. Gaussian Naive Bayes \ugtluuuimunziudeyasaiiias (Continuous Data) 7

a

dn1suanuasuuninf (Normal Distribution) Gwanziudeyafinlasiunninefuoy
Word2Vec ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&imﬂm(Al—Saqqa & Awajan, 2019)

Naive Bayes iluluimaiidamsiuludruanusnidalunislszunans dnlade uas
ansnsoWinadnsTiauideyatineusiides edndlsfinu fesninddryaedlunaiiie nns
r;lémuuagmdmmﬁnwmwiw 1 iuBaserniuy eliaanpdaiudnmnizdayaad

Ipe1an1 2 IULEUNIA99R AN NN NH AN N AN NUFITILTUNIZUINI9AN

2.1.4 Support Vector Machine

Zhang and Wallace (2015)1#@nmnislszansdld SYM Tunisdiasnziiaauz@nann
fapanuundedipnaailal wdh SVM arsnsnsuunaannianldudugntszann s2-87%
Tuuanen1=1 N19119 U289 SVM andgrendulaasiua (Kernel Function) Tunsuilag

b4

TagalUgaiangau i liansauendeyan ldaisnsoutiuenlATulmms (Chen & Liy,

a

& m3unisiiaseidananu LinearsVC lugtlutuaey SVM isz@Ansningauay
wHNzaNiuTayaniNfge wu dayataniuinulsaidunnmesaonimaiia TF-IDF wia
Word2Vec(Kumar & Garg, 2019) LinearSVC liWaridulaasiuausLiiady (Linear Kernel)
dl = @ a a a o o Y ¥
feil AN unnstszananagauazlss@nininaduiudeyadenanu

!
Aaaa v 1

Support Vector Machine (SVM) :ﬁmmmmm‘lumﬁmm@ﬁ“uﬁ@g@mmngq“LWﬂ N
= a a = ] e =X o ¥ v
Hilsz@nBnaw uariaumuniusaiyun Overfitting saxlivaunsnauuniszinndayals
BeIN9LNLEN (Thanaki, 2017) aginalafmu 48andmUa9 SVM Aaaududanlunislsuy

wiwes uazaaldinanlunislszananarsuivunuiarinauiugedayauualney



2.1.5 Random Forest
Random Forest 1lufanasnunisizauiuuusanngu (Ensemble Learning
Algorithm) @el@sunnswmunlae Breiman (Breiman, 2001) B9a5asuldmndulanaesun
Hanvanuane Tnausazdugnainsangadeyateanuansneiu (Bootstrap Sampling)
wazAUANHULNgNduIaen LadnsgavingldainnisTuasdesdnaunaesynauld (ns
[ A 1 -QII
ALUNLTZINN) WiTaARAE (N1TDANBY)

o

NIZUIUNITNINIUUAN Random Forest 119114144 4 TumaudiAty(Hastie, 2009)

o

1. aflunisduiaandayataaldinaiia Bootstrap Sampling Tngiangadaya
Fuatiufifianua N fating aginnsquidensaasinednuom N iduiu fasdanisduuund
NNINALNY (Sampling with Replacement) Lﬁmé"qmmi@g@ﬂ'@m@w?ﬂﬂumaﬁﬁﬂLLﬁim
sl luluiaa Random Forest

2. MmeadrduliiFadulafiiaaunainuans naduidenamsnrus lunisais
FulduAariu azduaenAUANEUEZAIUIE M szﬁ“ﬂwmmm@mﬁﬂwmz%\mm M
ADUANIH WY (Tmﬂﬁvfﬂﬂ m =~ \/M) Lﬁ@l%l,ﬂummeﬂummmLLﬂﬂﬂTﬂHaﬁLLﬁi@z‘E‘wum

1) naiulnaessulsd (Tree Growing) Fuldusazuazifuinaunungegaine

aifinnssausianis (Pruning)

2) IUNANITVINUNE mamiv‘hmﬂmﬂﬁuiﬁﬁ“\mmmqﬂﬁﬂmmuﬁmﬁ@lﬁlé’mﬁwﬁ

anyIng

Biau and Scornet (2016)a3u1891AuuaNaaaesu T lwldauanaan
utlatlsau (Variance) aesluinalagsan 1nsfinarnantasdulifusazfudonananuian

18819 (Bias) 11 Random Forest ﬁmnmmmwdwmmL@ul,’ﬁmmzmmLLﬂ@ﬂmu

wazantloymn Overfitting laagneilisz@nann

2.1.6 Term Frequency-Inverse Document Frequency

TF-IDF Wlumatianiielunssinunisuladaninu (Text Transformation) linansiiily

%

' dl = 1% dl ° 2 v a agl/ o 1
AR LW@GL‘m:J\IL@@ﬂ’]ﬁ‘L?ﬂug"ﬂ‘NLﬂﬁ“ﬂ\i@’]ﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂuqiﬂ%ﬂ?’lﬁﬁﬂﬂ TaenAtANAZ AW LA

Wnidn (Weight) 2esusiazAnlulanans iietauenieanug1Anyresaniu o) luenaisgn

©

o v ! o v !
U7 tsznaumiadadaunan VL@LLﬂ
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1. Term Frequency (TF) AaaandaesAndsngluienanslaenansniis a
AansliatnausuasanAtsng luenansiu wedsaawIuArisuNa luenans

2. Inverse Document Frequency (IDF) Aan1sdaAanuanAyaedan Iaaiaisun
AINANUIWBNATTINATIAN ] Wutlsngeg Artsnglunanaenansazldsuiiimin
é ! dl o dl o v Yo ! 90’ g
a1 luansiAndsngluenarsanwsutieaazlasuAnimings

N19ANUIEY TF-IDF @NH190LAAIRANNNT (2),(3),(4)

fij
TF(ij) g ()
| j
Tnaim
fij wuduauanudesi (term) I ludana j

n; unuauuAivanludendu j

IDFG =1+ log @

Tne?

v
'

N uwnusnuudamauianum

C; winaaudendniniien § dsngetludanau

Tae?

1%

TF — IDF(; ) unuenhwingesdfiuenanuninudiAny

o

o v 1 =

Yao et al. (2019) TF-IDF @1unsnszyadAtylaatneililss@nininlnanansninann

@

ANTeIA lweNAN I NEUALARITaNA WATIANITNATIUIATHANAUTTIA NN e

Tuanued TextRank ignzriannduiusaasi luidann usdananainmdAnyilailsng
Tnan1sunanuaudsninuanil dnisaldwmuissuuaniamdAnynldscdnsnn

'
a v k%

4934 T8RN LA UiLLHaNT TOENTHANNAUNENAUA LT IdIAllA TF-IDF 1iesel)
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¥

i v
ArdrAnyLdassiu TnaanAupanudnisadmdunusilunisdniaanan andild TextRank
dl Qs Qs ) o/ o/ A
NaLSUNaA NS TAENAN T AN NANRUSITIANNE
19192192 ANBANURII TN TANNA1WT NUINHAIAN NS (Precision), AN
28N (Recall) uazAnlsc@ninniagsan (F1-score) gandnidaisauinauiunisldis lans
=< = I ) smay o i A ! R a -
UHALNENaE19LRLY A9UA LHEEN19AINANHANIAUAT NN EANAH NENEIUTUNTATIZI

&
bBNN

2.1.7  Word2Vec
Word2Vec lumafiannsGausiiean iaainanisunuaian lugluuumnmas (Word
. dl o o o - 1 o 4 a d” o ://
Embeddings) N8131904UAMNANRUEN19AN NN 83EnI A be InATiAtigniunEaue

wsnlae Mikolov et al. (2013) 1191134981394 "Efficient Estimation of Word Representations

o

in Vector Space" Word2Vec sznausmnagealunananmal

¥ 2 1

1. CBOW MungAimnigainuzuninasey taeldudnseusun (Context

1
=

. A o ¥ a ° ' v o o©
Window) NN11A Iﬂﬂﬂu’]ﬁl’]\?Uﬁ‘UVl’Qtﬁ"JNﬂ’Wl‘ﬂﬂ“ﬂ@uﬂu’]LL@ZM@\‘]@’]

[ o

2. Skip-gram N9 TUN19AIAUTINAY CBOW TaainungLizLnainAnvung

o

fenHszAnsnmangn CBOW iaideyatniuanuauin

nstszynsld Word2vec lunisdinszianinianidanuanatlsznng

1. NIAUANMNANAUENIIAINUNIY Li and Yang (2018) uanslitfinlueuiag
"Word Embedding for Understanding Natural Language: A Survey" 11 Word2Vec

P 1y o o & ' o Ao o o oA o A a '
ANN130FEUTANANRUTIE NI AN HAMNNNNE TN ALY WU R AL BN 1T "uel
[ 1 dj 6 1 a '8 R
A vine dalulsrlomiatinannnluniswaziaonugan

2. nN9aAn19ALA1N ldAeLil Camacho-Collados and Pilehvar (2018) wuanlu
"From Word to Sense Embeddings: A Survey on Vector Representations of Meaning" 31
wif Word2Vec aziideaaninlunisdnnisiuailidenglugadeyaindu udainisamilyl
1 ¥ a dll dll o 1 a v
slageannemAtiARLT INaLlszanANINELeIA AU LN 1A

3.n19aaNATaya Almeida and Xexéo (2019) a5u18luIT1Ud4e "Word
Embeddings: A Survey" 31 Word2Vec lumatiandataninnesdays Ineulasanly

danan it lugluiunnimeMARAAINdIN19uNUAIA9L One-hot Encoding danaliing

¥ = a a < QI d?/
ﬂﬁ‘xm@Nmm@uﬂa‘mmﬁmmmzmmmﬂwu
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Tang et al. (2014) 1w luanuasg "Learning Sentiment-Specific Word Embedding
for Twitter Sentiment Classification” 9111914 Word2vec fitlfutlgslfianzianzasiuau
insziaauidnarunsaiinacuusiudrlunissuunaani@nlduinndanagld
Word2Vec LLLILIVIT’JM

Sarzynska-Wawer et al. (2021) 97247114 11914348 "Detecting Formal Thought
Disorder by Word Embeddings" 91 Word2Vec 3auiulnmasulssindula (Decision Tree)

WA Support Vector Machine (SVM) MRaans a lunnsaasnzsidaninuin A ududa

2.1.8 Sentiment Analysis
a '8 =R . i a Y d‘
N133ATITHANINEAN (Sentiment Analysis) Hlunszuaunsinazitantniiessy
a < & o atﬂl 1 dw ¥ a
prNAALiL ansunl waviAumANulseglumenn lnaldmalianisdszutana
NIHFIINTIA(Liu, 2022) NM9AATIEEAINTANRUNU A Ay lun9vinaadlapan
AnLiuaeldUFNNs UM NUAIEUTLN $9NDaNIANENITALYANANEN (Altrabsheh et al.,
2014) TuuFunaesan1iunisdne nsdasziraniAndas lidusmsuazgidowneades
aunradnlapanuianalanazAanusadnisuadtinAnen leatinaanda (Rani & Kumar,
2017) teviald nasdimaziaanianaunsaninlalne ldaedauan Ag
1. F5n19ldnAauIUNIuAN AN (Lexicon-based approach) kit VADER @qa1@tnng
Wreuaua udaasuiunauiynsuiinisninuaripnuidnldasamin (Taboada et
al., 2011)
aa = % dl . . v o a R '
2. 99N17178UFU89LATEY (Machine learning approach) ﬂﬁ?zﬂﬂuma@aﬂmmmm
11 Naive Bayes, SVM, waz Random Forest lun1s3endsiuuuaindayaninisniuun

a

dszinmanugAnliuda(Medhat et al., 2014)
Tunuddringiunisieseiauianluaniiiunisfne gaduinasnannany
AnN99daadnme iy Ina3uannnis143s Lexicon-based aen4i@1 VADER d1915Un13
a r%’x £ 1 2 % a = v dll a '8 1 a
UATNTUTUAU LarFatanmatnIs MnAlANT9EEUI1aLATedluN1TAAITviRtiNIaTIaLn
INBLN AN LU LA AINNATLIAGNIBINARNE (Alessia et al., 2015)
VADER (Valence Aware Dictionary and sEntiment Reasoner)

VADER luiazasiladinizianiui@nuuy Lexicon-based NaaNLULNIANIE

AusunisdmaziienindludefaaneaulatduazanuAniuiall (Hutto & Gilbert, 2014)
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VADER ldwauynsumndinisliananuiduduasasaaui@n (Sentiment Intensity) #98nns
AnsAziuuANIAn lunana s 1 Positive, Negative, Neutral waz Compound

o A

VADER HANHLLAUNFNATUAD

o

o =

1. A lasioaNdNduIeANFEN [ A" AU "ANn” azldazuuuanuungn
dl 1 o
NumNpinaiy
2. n3sesiudaniuniensuninan Inaliazuuwissuuanuazsmuatludanany
al o
LEELiN
o 4 . e
3. ANHANNNIN TNITAANNLATEN NN ARaUNIILAN TN LU | vige 1]
4. nsfuiniaasuulasaanununganaAnilugalsu (Modifiers) i "lad" "
¥
llu@ﬂll
N13M1191u8s VADER Tunisanuunmaaug&ndnlden Compound Score @iilupni
sauNAaaINNAALAzgnuasialad et lutas -1 (Aoufani@sauniniign) de +1
=] a Qi ;/ a o 6 o :é/
(A FANEILanNINge) Taavialilazinsiiuuninusingi
® ANFANITIL9N: Compound Score = 0.05
® puAniilunans: -0.05 < Compound Score < 0.05
® ANFANITAL: Compound Score < -0.05
Mantyla et al. (2018) Wudn1915uAnmuet threshold Amnnzaniudayauga
ananylunnsiinilsc@nsninaes VADER Tunisiiasziinauian Taasn 0.05 dndlupnd
T nannasydwauuiutaranasauaguluniIsaIuun AN
Hutto and Gilbert (2014)W131 VADER HA N usnnge0e 82-84% lugadeyade
fapanaaulal
\WFEUWEL VADER fuLegesiladinazinnuianan
A % dl = ai o o a I's =R =3 =
nisiden e e NmunzaNg niuni1siiAssiAcngan sondanisasauiey

a

Usz@ninnuaznisfiarsunanumunsdusasasaslousazain nawduladadifmy

Y o A

uaNaN VADER udatlaiipzasiauazimaiingy < Nlasuaoniiaalunisinsziaaingan

IpeuFAZLATAINRUNTAR 1881 LarANINIZaN11N17 I EN WA LANANNTY A9
1. TextBlob tulavusna Python NeanuULNNENNTLIZNIANAN1HNEITNING tned
al v

Werdunsdimsziauiandlunilslunauaunsanan ddannaldanudng daanutinmeju

LALIaTUNANEN111 2t leAn N FdaaninlusuAlnuudusStaNguiy VADER
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Tnaaniziiledinsnsitaninludadeanaanlay Loria (2018) wudn TextBlob HAaa
wiuentlszanns 65-70% Tunisiimaziaanianaindenannsiall
2. BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers) Wuluea
=l rva K dl o 1 dl a 'S R vay a4 al 1 o
nsGeudidsannaunsaliuustanaldlunistinmzianuianle Hdennasimonuudugge
11N @NradnlatunwazANrNnsRdudanlan Sun et al. (2019) FI89TUAINN LN LEN
4904 93-95% Tuunagadayaninsgiu etnelsfinnn BERT feenisminenanisdszanaua
al o/ £ k73 2%
49 danududaulunisldeu uazdasnisanlunisidnduuazilszuans
. ~ 4 a2 )y . ~
arusnagUnisilFauinauiaiasdaivannlalunisie 1 wansnislFauia
VADER, TextBlob 4a¥ BERT lutnauainistssiiuman 6 snu d9azdaglun1ssingdulaaan
dl = dl o a o dg/
LATRINDMUNZANALIUIS I

511979 1 N19fFeLWie T VADER fllezesiadinsnzinnnuianan

T VADER TextBlob BERT
AN LEN 82-84% 65-70% 93-95%
AT 6N Naa AININ
AINELUTRY i 2l 4aun
o dl 4 v ¥
niwenI L Gl asl NN
o dl o = a
N129ANIsALAIAN ANN unang 2
FeansdayaRney e laisias Taidag

Ay A

anmsulsaLmeudnesiy VADER Rdaaninliiusnzanniieuiinsziaonud@n
1. paubsiFannniiiesanniduy rule-based system luifaanisnisilneluluinag

WNNzgUTuNslszananadeyaauauNInTua1Rin

'
= o

[ v v = [l . dl

2. panuuUNenzdnsudanunNaneoe ldidunnanis (informal tone) nulu
di o '8 1 va a dl di % e O 1 a dl
dedsmnaanlail iy N4 lNA InTRanNIafTTARaUNe LT Ue1TN D] ANt LaTNNTl LN
Tadidunienng

3. 144 lexicon-based approach ms\ilﬁ’f@\imﬁ‘ﬁm‘ﬂ’@g@ﬁﬁﬂ’l?ﬁm'ﬂ@’m (labeled data)
A1mFUN1IRNHY

4. HARANSANNNINATIRFRLILAZETLNY |6

5. TFAnunausnNaansulauws ldnsnansias)
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v a o

aznglefimIu VADER NdaainadnAyNfasian o fail
1. 4aa7inAIUNIET VADER gnRmiung uiunmdengmiunan n1sldeuduy
A dl v o rai I ] o 1 dl dl o

M evizanmau 819 lWNadn s udugminnagg lesannauInINAuazngnNIs
Amzigneanuuudiuiunimdaingeisaianis

2. nrapnniudeannunduden VADER analilgyuilunisdimseidamanund
Tassadredudau nsldnimfsaumay wianunueNfeaAuLTUNNIN [l N13YA

o = ¥ a o o s

WANAL (sarcasm) ¥saN13 1 EN13:N LINATU AN

3. UsrAnBn1nauet fUAINATLARNIAZ AN NABITBINALIYNTH MNHA K

A o dl 1 ] o ¥ a 1 1 o
170 V’]’]@LL@\‘W]iN@%ﬂMW@MWHﬂ?N m@miummmmmﬂm LTSRN

4 1
o a A ¥

nuddeiliaen’ld VADER uiasasiiandanlunisinmanzinniuidn soamnua

=he

ANATYAS

1. m’mmmmuﬁuﬁﬂwmzﬁ@g@ VADER gnaaniuudanizdniunisaumssi
fananludedinnaeulauardonindu] Teldnwue AR ARIALAIINAAWINL DY
o =K dl o a a o dg/
TNANHINUINILATITH IR

2. ANANAATENINNUTEAN NI LA A NTUERY VADER LLRIUEILEE R
InapeaiuTupandudauninasing BERT e lnswennstiasngn

3. Ao A ndnduaesAniAn VADER @ unsadtiadududuansaduian

P 1 Yo o a | dll dl v e A o ai QI

1685 1w n1sldFanesianwlng inTasuunaassanauiuenunl vsaAaa i uA
% % 4‘ Yo a (=3 o ==K
wudu Tenulades luanuAsTivaadin Ans

4. lisimanisdayainelu Wasaan VADER {lu35uuL Lexicon-based aslidadnis
¥ dj ¥ v dl a v dIQ o o o
doyanndu SeiludaldnFoudeddeyanfnaainaiuiuanin

5. N3eiueiulsrdninInannenudas Ribeiro et al. (2016) 119114348 "SentiBench -
a benchmark comparison of state-of-the-practice sentiment analysis methods" NIN19
WRHLWELLATeINeTATZAYINFAN U WUTN VADER HilszAnsninandn TextBlob
nsnzsidanandue InenfFauinauainasuuduen

AogBAMATL VADER asmunzanfiayiiuipzasiiodnuiunisiasziaauian
anAMNAATRAa9Tn AN TULFUNUe9In1T ILEN21R9NNANanNa s Taiinilsznatimasl

daAnudir INNUARIANFANINAINUANE ULATABINIINITTAIZIMIIAITILATINLEN
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2.1.9 Latent Dirichlet Allocation
Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) luwmafiautslunisvinnisdnngusiada (Topic
. dl Y o [ a o o dl v o Y dl 1 zlf
Modeling) g uiunisaiasziienasanusunniveAuniadanuleg luenansii o
. aid o ] dl v Y
LDA luluinauuy Bayesian 1in1sAuaniaInAnndiazifluiessyiadauarnis
s d 1 o Y o ‘42/ . =)
nezaneriaresAn lulsaviada LDA gnwmuiaulng Blei, Ng, waz Jordan luil 2003 way
[ Aﬁl a dla a c o Y ¥ ¥ ! .
Idnarailunilalumatianiionldlunisimsviindaandeyadenauauinlg) (Blei et
al., 2003) TUABRN1IILATIZYAY LDA Uszneumag
1. MuuaanuIuiadaNfAaen17AUM (Number of Topics) HilunnmAmesaAmyn
padriNuuAneun1sAszy IneanaldinAtiafg 9 LW N33R Coherence Score L@
UL AN NN ZEN(REder et al., 2015)
2. innnsgunivusvinda lnuA lulenansiFusiu
3. Uiunrsianussiadad - taeldagn1egusiaetineuuy Gibbs wsan1sszunnuen
LUY Variational Inference @uﬂd’m’lﬁ*mm’mﬁ%mﬂQﬁQiﬂLLazﬁﬂﬂxﬁﬂQWNLmam(BIei et al.,
2003; Griffiths & Steyvers, 2004)
= o . . dl v v v 1
nsufsaLifiey LDA fiu Clustering Algorithms aw°) lunisAumdadeuaznguaanu

o A o a KR

AALTILAINTBAINN WBNAIN LDA A% 988aneTNuN199Angu (Clustering Algorithms)

1
=

au Nannsn e pranfFaumaussudnematiamaidalidlameualunisaen’ld

b

LDA d1ilanudaeil
1. K-Means Clustering {HIuganasnuaanguuuLnIs7d1s (Partitional Clustering) #
[ 1 ] 1 Y v dl
wiedayasanidu K nquinenenananszavvinanielungulvitiasngm (MacQueen, 1967)
TutFunredn1siinazvdeniiu K-Means ingninn ldiudeyanudaaflunnimadiae

wATA TF-IDF %138 Word Embeddings

1
3

WANNNIN9IUI8Y K-Means BHAUAINNIIAUUAANUILNGH K NFB9N19a2911i0

ANULAzgNIABNAAALENAN (Centroids) AMUaU K 90 Laddnusazsatinglifat lunguind

qpAutnaeinangn scuuarAwIaaguina g uiusarnguuazingInszuauNg

& | - 1=y = N4 =2 o A o

Haundiqaguenavazliinialasuulaswizaieauause i
¥

=

485 Zhao and Karypis (2004)W131 K-Means H1sz@n3n1nalun1sdnnguianans

o

ARANHULARLARITY LAZINAANNTLTDWTIIA TN O(nkdi) 1B N ABANUIUALBENY, k
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¥
ARANUINNGN, d PedFAreddaya uaz | Aed1uausal wananHdsnesenislduLAzIn
o [ ¥

A la saNDaRlscAnBnngeduiuaadeyaaunnluny

u

£ '
v al = a £

i@l Steinley (2006) T1WLHiwIN K-Means dpanulasianisiaanqgadugnanaizumu
LAZRNARATUANAENEALRNIZN (Local Minima) BnYiNsednIMuAauIungs K aneuii g

o & | A | o » aa P e v A
'ﬂ’]@LﬁuL‘a"a\‘lﬂ’qum‘iL@'ﬂﬂﬁ’mL‘MN’]Z'&N LL@ﬂNLuuﬂtﬂum‘ﬂﬁ;{mﬂﬁ\l‘iﬂ?ﬁﬂsﬁusﬁ‘ﬂum‘ﬂum’m

a

puusduliadnaue lun1esidaninu K-Means ldandnsnanniaiuaadainiang

10913 UN 1AAWIN LDA

¥

2. DBSCAN Liludanasnunisdnngudayanuudinaunuiiii (Density-based

Clustering) TaN1snAUNINgudayanHgliananiatauaz lduluau sandsainns

u

ueinueizdayasunaw (Noise) aanannandayaliatinslilss@nsnin (Ester et al., 1996)

PANNN99191%284 DBSCAN FNFUANANITAMUANIIINLABTAa95 A € (AU
& de oo ) o > R T I L T P Py A o
WunlnalAes) kaz MinPts (AuausaatedusAnfAesd lununlnapsaiadndugauny
v

o o [ X dl -dld o Lﬂl v
UAN) AINTUITULALITYALNUUAN (Core Points) Bailuqaniauauinauinulussay €

q

NINNIWFWNAL MinPts szuvazi@anqaunuuanieluszey € vasiuuaziuddoeiu

1
A =

dauanuey (Border Points) Aaqai lildqaunudnusiasluszay € 2899AUNUUAN 2047
qA7UN9U (Noise Points) Anqai kildisqaunumnanuazanal

dah Ester et al. (1996) laWa91 DBSCAN @unsnAuningudeyanigilinely

a

v
o

| Py a Y Ao = 'y o
LLuu'ﬂu‘l@@I sﬁﬂLﬂuﬂ?xIﬂﬁjuﬁ‘LUﬂq?qLﬂﬁ‘qzﬁsﬂ@ﬂqq&lwmﬁ’JWNV@’]ﬂV@’]H ﬂﬂﬂﬁimmfﬂ\‘iﬂﬁﬂum

AuaBNgNaUE a1N13nnadudeyarunauld uazsesfunqudayaniauinuazaAay

mduliadnane
3 a dp Y @ | = 1 = 1 a &
4818 Shah et al. (2012) T l#i#i131 DBSCAN HpqnnlasenisiaanAinisimas €
Az MinPts Tmﬂﬂ?za‘m'ﬁmwwmmmLﬁ@ﬁﬁmﬁ@g@@ﬁu (Curse of Dimensionality) LAy
¥

faganiarunuiudunans1siuein lunisirseidaniiu DBSCAN lia1unsndy

ANHANRUTNIIAM NN LI AUAN A AWIN LDA

AT UNe UL ANENINTZUIN9 LDA, K-Means LAz DBSCAN

ANNIINARAILL TN UL ANTAINN1TIATI L Adaa N AN AR LT WA

[ %

UNANEY WLANNLANANAATY ATl
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1. ANANnTn lunszy e

'
= 17

LDA uadnsnHAumunaneauianiinndn lnaaunsnssyiadanaenndas
o o vl 3 al N
Auarndn lagesuyeelanng Insanizludeyaniaauvainuaiavesinde

o ! d‘ v <KX o v ! 1 o o o

K-Means ax1s0annguianasnrd1eadeiulan usliaiunsouanspauduiug
sendalwindaipeniulddniaumii LDA

DBSCAN Htlsz@naninlunisdumnguannuaniiuniansous e widnddoym
TunnsRAnviadaTny

v Y

2. NN9RANIIRLTRANNN N AN Tda

LDA #13117049AN13AUdaANnRnanasiadalen tnsumfazdaninNa niIsaimay
vnavifduaaanisiiluanidnlunanasinda lenianiugny K-Means way DBSCAN [AUFARY
£ % 1 | a 1 g’/ -dl 1 U % a % dl v a [3
doanuliag lunquineavinii Glisenndasiusssummvasdonnuinininaislssifu

3. AHuHLEN N7 wNge

ANNN1INAABILBY Hong and Davison (2010) TuunAN "Empirical Study of
Topic Modeling in Twitter" W91 LDA §@1 Topic Coherence Score @@t 0.42 $944n37 K-

Means (0.35) itaz DBSCAN (0.31)

naufFaumEunMsAuMIiadesenang LDA fiu K-Means
LDA gnaanuuusiinganizdmiunisaunivindalutandin Tnevineulus

' %

pntaziduiiannAdiusazienandunisuannaiuzesnaeiade uazusaziadedy
N1INszaNeANIENAzlLYeIAsee] Aneusd1Aneed LDA lunisAumnindaiias

1. a¥anianszanaannuaviiiuresan luwsazviade vinliisaunsouiudna e

o o dl v v :J/ 1 v v = a o all o
ANg1ATy NG tuiadeil 1w viade "n3FEuN1Idew" 81Al ALY N1TAEY
(0.15), @1a19¢] (0.12), MANGAT (0.10), FaiFan (0.08), N33 (0.07)
= 1 a ] o ¥ ] =

2. lenansiiannniaviivresnsiduananluusazinde u lenansuilsanaiiu

aN1Tn Minda "N13BEUNITABU" 60%, Wade "BI8IUIEAINAZAN" 30%, AT it

" 309N ANEA 10%"

!
a o A o

3. N199ANIINUAINNTUTAUADINHIIINTNA LDA 7895UN1TNANALIAWAINIT

FA U ANARIULEUNFANNAY waziandnuieandisad lnuanasinda laniauiu
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K-Means lduuanianisudasdeyadenanliidunnmeslunaiali udaiinisdn
nanlnalduannissraziraneadinenans Ineldldgeniunnisduniiadadunan
1. K-Means &5191#ieN centroids Aluaninasiadaaaangy wsldaunsoudandu
o ala P o \ . A aa
dupniiaauuniglAatnafaiau iU centroid 8148AN [0.23, 0.45, 0.12, ...] TR

wi g uanladuunanaindaasls

v
o

2. wnansgnanliag lunguinenwintu aunsonasnauaesindals

3. 1928150184 K-Means AuasifuansnIwaadniIsulastanquilunnimnas

u Q

LAYNIIIAEN distance metric NMUNITAN
AN FU LIRS UTI9FU LDA R9lumallanmuizaug1usunisimsnsiivinda
ANNANNNAALTUIANENANE 1HA91N41N1709ANITAUAIINTUTAUURINIHIEITNT R

o Y Aﬂld v v v [ r-t:ll 12 [ a Q/ddl
TIANTUARAIHNNNUNLUNITR LL@Zl‘VIN@@‘Wﬁ‘V]@@ﬂF"Iﬂ@\mi}ﬂ’ﬁﬂﬂQWN‘IJ‘ﬂ\?NiéHEﬂﬂ@VIZﬁﬂ

2.1.10 Imbalanced Data
Tunudaszimanuzan Toyundeyalianna (Imbalanced Data) Hluaauimies
wu'ldtes Wesanndayganiiuanmiudninisnszanadaldaianeseudnaszinm

ANEAN (Krawczyk, 2016) Aivatingidy A NAALIugainAne 81aWL AN AALTWES

1 al

uanuInndEsasetsltad Ay vialunienauiu deyaliannadana ilunadiuua iy

¢:4| o dld o 1 3 o vl 1 [ tziz:l o v
AN UBAANENNA1UILNINNGT (Majority Class) IAAN7 wANILIgAaN@ NN U ULes
n31 (Minority Class) léugias (He & Garcia, 2009) maliANIganNNsiLdayan liansadn

=] o

Henldlunsinszianuiania

ﬁﬂe 0]

'
adada

1. Madaniias (Oversampling) nnainauauietslunaanafifideyation A3t
A8 SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique) Geaiesnagnglntszndng
faatnefideguaziautinulndfiga (Chawla et al., 2002) luamzil Fernandez et al.
(2018)Wu41 SMOTE Lﬁ'uﬂi:aw%mwm@ﬁmwﬂmamuﬂf@ﬂié’aﬂwﬁﬁﬂdﬁﬁm TneLanIy
la1#39u M SYM waz Random Forest ¥l3iAn Fi-score L 8-12%

2. maguan (Undersampling) n1samanuansetnelupaafifidayaunn 337dau
A8 Random Under Sampling (RUS) %Im:mmfiﬁmuﬁfmmﬂummmmumﬂmﬂﬁlﬁmﬁu
paradauas atnelsfiniu Sarakit et al. (2015) wansliiudn Audayadauounin

Undersampling Traiasiaaninaduluinalas ingainuudugnanadiveadniiae
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3. ngluNminAang (Class Weighting) nnsldudnutinaanaidunisninuainmin
Tiiuudazaangluszninanisinduluea tnaldinminuinndndumananiaiuausiesnyg
walilunalimaudrAtyiuniinuneaanaiiuuInaukhoshgoftaar et al. (2007) wizin

= [ [ a

W Class Weighting lunsiinfdaaninsiunsnansaaufamasuse e fadnis5nen
1y o Ly Y o | A oA ° o | = , o
ayaaina llaglidesaZ19fioet 19RNYTaAAAUIUADENT NANITANHINLGN N3
Class Weighting $au1iu SVM lunisdiasnzvimnnudanliuaansi inataasiunnsld SMOTE
16) & [ v 1
s lfauasninenslunisdssunanaiaandn
4. T WATNANAN (Hybrid Approaches) {uN1999NMANEWMARALLIN A28 L
n1314 SMOTE Fanfiun1sAnnsasmqeeef ldiinnzan (Tomek links) ¥ranisld SMOTE
faurfU Class Weighting Martinez 1anannil Galar et al. (2011)salauauanisldmnaia
Ensemble Learning $auriunisdnnisdasyaldanna danudidszdnsninglunisaiuun
1y N X Y | A a Y o
aauniaNliannarenana Insnisaelumatasane lnanGaudangadaya
neiunisUiuannafaamnAlinfne uATHAANETNNTINAY
MANATLWEYENT0Y Lopez et al. (2013) HmalialawinizAuynaniunisnl nns
= o 1 a aak dlddl
noaaalFaumauiugadayamnizuazlsziluannuataifasiduiunisiangalunng

A a dl
ANNALANLUNIEAN

2.1.11 University Service
N9 THLENN99890UNANENAE UNIBTNLENIYNU IS NANUINE A AR LETE NI
aluayunIIFeus NI wazlszaunisallasNaeinAnen ATALANTINAIY
Agnnsuazlildinanis adunsoutisliily 3 dezinmudn laun
1. Usn19enudanag laun nsieunisaan nasliananmn waznisdfaninenns
n3Baug Iag Wen et al. (2014) wudniinanniasndrAnyiuguninnisaaustinamin
o =R a 1 ¥ o =3 dld =R a 1 o
waziNUaReANNFANTILaNFAan1TliAIUTN Y BuENNANIANENALABNTTLIUNIA
wazlsziiuNg
a o o K v o | =
2. 1In3atiuayuiinAn® AsEUARNNIT WIANLTNHI49uLARR NTULZILIBNTN
UTNNIAUFUNIN waznsariuayuaun1siu Ing Solinas et al. (2012) WuIINNFAULAY

o = o A : =
uﬂﬁﬂ']:mLﬁu‘ﬁ@@ﬁm@\‘iN@mﬂﬂquWQW@IQIWEEQN
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3. E\‘iﬁﬁmﬂmqumﬂLLmem%’Nﬁugm Khaiser et al. (2023) wuqniin@Anunlef

NUANE
v oa al % o o =S o o
ANINNT LENsH AN AN UE Ine s UAd NN ne lanaz A NS NN AT e

InANM Tadenasan InanHniazANgFaa9dn1T LI ZE10

2.1.12 Maintlsr@nsnminmea

nsdndszansninaaslumanisiiaszianuianuaznisinasiivindes iduiuneu
1Ay lunsWmunsuuARmeidanuen i lnafinusinsdndscd@nsniningAny
o dgl
25

o

(Hossin & Sulaiman, 2015)
1. Accuracy ABN13iARIINYNAesTAtsINTBINANIITINWIL tneAUIMAINdRAIL

AIRTUIUFIDENNTINUNEYNABIFIAANUINFILWIINNA ArN1TaAuIlFaINaNnIg (5)

Accuracy = ik (5)
Y = TPTTN+FP+FN

Taeri
TP (True Positive) Aadnuausataidsuaniivausgnias
TN (True Negative) ﬁfafé’ﬁmuﬁq@ﬂ'ﬁqﬁmuﬁﬁmwgﬂﬁm
FP (False Positive) AasLuFetaFsaLv N adTuEaan
FN (False Negative) ARSIt F IR g9 TuE Ay
2. Precision ﬁ@mﬁmmmLLaJuﬁwmmiﬁmw"Lum\juﬁq'asm'ﬁ'gﬂfé]”mgjslu

szinnidsunn IngAuuaINdngauaadaIuqusnagnainiugdnduLanuaziiuaAas

v
o

(True Positive) finanuaudanenaisunafvinunasiiuion (agnuaziin) a13snAIu9ng

1#annaunI3 (6)

. . TP
Precision = —— (6)
TP+FP



22

3. Recall ABNNTTAAINNATLEIUIRINNTNNKNETILN TagATIRIRINdREI T8

ANUIBAAL NN U ULINLAZITWUANA3 (True Positive) Aiaaiuqusiaasinaiiilu

v
o

YINTINNA MIANHLTIUAT ( qﬁv‘hmﬂgmmzam) a1 LlAANANANg (7)

Recall = _TF_ @)
TP+FN

A 1 1

4. F1- Score ARANAINHNLNUENTEITIN (Harmonic Mean) 9£#9749A1 Precision Lag

Recall TnerlipaudnAtyduisaasAn lussAunminianiu wnngdmiunstingesnisanna

o

FTUINAMNLNUEN (Precision) kazAINNATLEIU (Recall) gnxnnAunslAaNngNnIg (8)

2XPrecision x Recall
F1 — Score = (8)

Precision +Recall
5. Confusion Matrix AR WEAIR1UIUNINIUNe TuFazZnI (TP, TN, FP,

FN) Setos iiunnganaealszdnsnniumauazqanlumaniuigianans

n13dadsz@nsninduiunisaianeiiiadasag LDA

1. Perplexity AeINnuadnAuAINsnaeTuna lUNS "ANALAN" siEeTnuNaATiaz
ﬂi’mg‘luﬁﬂmmlmﬁimLmaimmmﬁumﬁfau(Blei et al., 2003; Wallach et al., 2009)
Perplexity gunsaiRaufiauldfunisi liausudaninupsmig udaliiandnsse
azifluarls Bamamnldusiuguninles uamsdndnlagluuueeanen @R asnamsne
184 Perplexity Tun1sdmnisANALAIAY Wallach et al. (2009) ATUEIN Perplexity 474190
uadlfidu duaudilumamdesuaegluniaden Wevinuiaddaly anfetigu
WINAN Perplexity Wil 100 UNNANNINTHLAANIAIAILATEUNINNATLTENL 100 ALY
nnsdenmdalyl Fsuansdsnnnaliuilareslinglunivinung nisaaanuan Perplexity i
MANIN TR

1) Asn (1w 50-200): TuinadunsnAAen A 1R waseinTunadlalaseaing

wazgtluunvasdananlan daonulduduladeslunis@anan

2) A149 (1 1000+): Tmanamnanlaug wansdnTunadalidnlagluuuses

¥ ' dl = ' 1 A o
dapanurinnaag Jaana LLquL@Zg\‘]ELuﬂ’]?L@ﬂﬂﬂﬂ
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Perplexity AMuanuainAniiaziiunlunaszafedonnulugadeyanaasy

A1130AUILARNNANNT (9)

_ Tiiilog p(wd)) .

PerpleXitY(Dtest) = eXp( M N
d=1Vd

= gt annaeL

M = [UIULBNANT IUTANAADL

-

w, = Llan&199 d

N, = auaupA1lulanans d

p(w,) = Axtraziilulesanans d nuluimna LDA

Wallach et al. (2009)l1unAq1d "Evaluation methods for topic models” i
WinWIuaz15ull999Bn19A1u9 e Perplexity tailsziinilsz@nininaasluing
Topic Model Tngannz LDA A1 Perplexity Annnd1usTdnTunagnnsaaianised

v = ° o o alle £

sUuiaasnm lannda wasiinoanatuisnlunisauunindandaianan

astingleAnu Chang et al. (2009)1udf1u‘5@vﬂ "Reading Tea Leaves: How
Humans Interpret Topic Models" lannnisansndnany laailTaunaunanns
Uszifiuann Perplexity nunistssifinlaauyse wudn Perplexity lailaaziau
ANHNAINNTNTBIN Y ETTuN sRA Niadatanall eagann Perplexity 56
AMNAINITON DA NI UIB AT WA N A TAANNR A TN T NNEUTEARNN

4 o Y tﬂl 6o 4
@ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂuﬁﬂiﬂéﬂﬁ

q

'
J ¥ ¥ [

o 1 ! A . s 1 o Ao A A aa
FinatNTu TuinaniAn Perplexity AM212@7 NN NNAINNLIUAINUNINKEDR

! s dl v o a ] v v A ¥ o
LL[F]VLNNV’]QWNMN’]&IVI@@ﬁﬂ@‘ﬂﬂﬂuiqu\‘]ﬂqqﬂﬂﬂ Wi Wdandsznaunlt A

[

o =K a = dl ¥ 1 o 1 % 1 1
"“InANE”, "AaNiaeef, "a1une’, "I deudazdsngdandudesludeya wils
~ o v aa [y
aunsnsANduiade NN AN vne s
patiunnsld Coherence Score $9ufiU Perplexity adlinniaseuaguunauly
nstsziiudss@nsninaesluima LDA Tag Perplexity T0ANNAINITONINADB L1
N139111418 204z Coherence Score TAAINNIAINNNNILLAZAITNADAARDITDS

Wadenuyeiarnnsnnanle
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¥

A rdlv v o dl v
1. Coherence Score ABLNIUTNIAAINNADAARBINTE TUTRITITaNAUNDY Tre

o o Y

NATUIAINAIMNENAUTN19ANN NN TZUT AN Mg aLAE 281 (Mimno et al., 2011:

'
A o

Roder et al., 2015) T9uans19aN Perplexity N9AAINAIN1TONINAT A lUN1sTWIAN
Coherence Score ¥415un193Ad19 e N AUNURAMNTAINUNELAZ AN TDRAIN TS

gnusunymel Tnatlszinmaas Coherence Metrics Ml Tun9ulsziiiugnininiinda

]
vy A

Coherence Score #uaneszinnildlunisdsziiunnninaassiadendunuann

I
a A

LDA Tneiupiazissinniasnisausniazdandatdsnunnsneiu (Roder et al., 2015) 1i8

o o

= [ a & 1 . 1 = o o rdl ] dy

L‘]ﬁ?ﬂ‘].lLWﬂUﬂUﬂﬂ?ﬂ?%LNuimﬂNw‘]ﬂ'ﬂ WL1 metrics IF]’N"'] UAIMNANNUTNLLANFAINAUANY
1) C_v (Coherence based on normalized pointwise mutual information and
cosine similarity) 14 metric NHanlduinngnluaqiiu laald NPMI

(Normalized Pointwise Mutual Information) $94NU cosine similarity Tunsdm

1
1

ANNANRNUSTIZUINNAT A1 C_v NT2969us 0 D9 1 IeANNR9NILAASDNAH

% a;d 1 Yo 3 dll v % o a '
AanAARINANGY C_v laduniswmuialiaanndesiunislssiduaaquys
wnnge uwazdndiduninsgnlunisfrauiaudss@nsninaeslung Topic
Modeling

2) UMass Coherence (C_UMass) 414 metric AlEn19AIUIRL co-occurrence 184
o ¥ = o a 1 I o dl
A laeingeanenans lugadayainenii Inanansun A NLAzLiuGINT89AIN
dangluenansimeniuy wudn UMass HAudNAUsNAALUN19RAINT03

al dl U al 1 =

ywelluyiansil lnganiziledeayairuinlunjiariaaunainuana e
v v ay ad ¥ k2 v £ o 1Y o
Woda UMass Hdanaaldianizdayantalugadayasfuaiin lidasende
external corpus

3) UCI Coherence (C_UCI) I external corpus faagingidis Wikipedia Tunns
ANUIUANANTUSIENIN9AN Tl aNns0AuATNANRuERana Tl ng Ty

¥ ¥ =

fadayasuaiiuls UCI Coherence Hilsclamiilatgadayaiaunnianvsa

u 9 a

|
a v !

OV PACPEN] Lﬁ’ﬂﬂ@qﬂ@’m’]ﬁ‘ﬂﬁl‘ﬁjﬁﬁ’mé‘:@’m external corpus NN9I8UIINNITNN
goglunn9sziNy
4) NPMI (Normalized Pointwise Mutual Information) L1 metric ﬁugmﬁmw

coherence measures a1 idudaulsznay NPMI daaannduiugseudiemn
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1 v
andAtagfiansninanaNiiaztunAisaesazlsngfauiunauiuaAy
. o ‘.
razidunazilsngueaniiu
o Zj/ a o dgld A ¥ o a v Y dl =
patiueudsuiasaanld C_v ilunanlunisdsyilunnininzesviade Lilasanni
pNANRUSgeganunisdszilinaesnyse wasiduninsgiunldiuetrunsvanaluy
31U1RE Topic Modeling
= ' = P e o ¥ o a A4 9 o
N19AAYINAT Coherence Score NgauanddATluiadatiuiANngITaaiugs
L8 a v v Y dld d’ 1 A o o ¥ dl
warayreatnnsnnanlasnduindaniaaunniy dedaalunisaenaiuauiadaen
WNzaNg11iU LDA Taenialil
1) A1 C_v > 0.5 DB9111eNANNABARRDIGY LazaNNInAAN AR
2) #n C_v0.3-0.5 Dadwidadiannuaanndasiliunas anasealfilgs

' A e v oA y o ' =
3) A1 C_v < 0.3 18271 NANNARAAARNAN LLAZLINNEARANITFHAINN

Fatinaty viadenilszneunanAn "a1anse’, "ngaa’, "MANgRT", "Waaisew’, "nng

= IS dl o 1 ndyd -dl ¥ o a
b7eU" Az AN Coherence ON WasaInAWma RN ANNINE et WuN A NN TuLTUN

1 1
vy A

=S a o v o 6 = = 5,
29IN9ANE TanENidanlsenaunagAn "9119¢", "A1119", "MW, "AANNILERT", "AIU"
= o A ° DS 4 v o
qzNAN Coherence BN Lum@’mmmmuiuummmmmmﬂummmwmﬂ

N19ANITU Coherence Score 411130AURLLARNNANNNS (10)

__ 2 N i—1 ( )

Cy = NV D) Zi=2 &j=1 NPMI(w;, w; (10)
Tmed
N = a1uauARansaunlusiade (top N words)

o A . .
w, W= AN LAY |
NPMI(w,, wj) = Normalized Pointwise Mutual Information A1521319 wi Az Wj
n191d Coherence Score $aufiU Perplexity daalinnsdsziiudsz@nsninauag

Tuiaa LDA #A211ATaUAQNTNIUAIUAINAINITONINATR (Perplexity) WAZAIINE

dl Ly = v 4’ QI id s a -3
V’]Q’\N‘I)TN’]EIVINHHH’&”IQJW?DIF]V‘WQ’]NVLQ (Coherence Score) eml,ﬂummmymmumm LATIEU

ANTHAALTILAAINANEN
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Topic Diversity ABNUTINTAANNRaINRaNesEndnaiidaNAuny doetlseiiin

1 o Y %

ANENdRURYYYE (Dieng et al., 2020)M1NA1 Topic Diversity 49 LaANITaNAUNLIN

ANNNWANANNAUNAN TlTFa1 a1u13aA1uIRlaaInaNng (11)

Vunique
pUW = uniauel (11)

| Vtotal |

e
Ve = AMuA g iuisnnluyniiade
V. = A1UUAInA luniiada (s93AE0)

2.2 uIaNLNgITag
= d” v a o dl dl ¥ [ ad a IS R
nsAnEUlAMUNILNUAAENINE i LLLININLAYATN NIRRT AN AN T8
o =K dld 1 v oa a o 1 v U a
inAnsndsanisiLEnsesnaImenas Inassiunislszgneldmatianisscunana

Y o

N118990975 (Natural Language Processing: NLP) anansnagi1asan

1. Sentiment Analysis of Students’ Feedback on Institutional Facilities Using Text
Based Classification and Natural Language Processing (NLP)

Khaiser et al. (2023) lAAN®IN1531AIWAIINIAN (Sentiment Analysis) AMNAIN
AniugesinAnyfeafudseuasnanuazaanluaniunisine Tmﬂﬁfj“mqﬂa‘zmﬂiﬁ@
AuundennuansauAavineaniuauidnidauen @eau wiailunans aniAseil
safumsldmaiianisBuufrestes (Machine Learning) wnudannsldwaununsuendne
(Lexicon-based) tasanniianuiinugugeninlunsuiulfidniusiumanizaaanisfinm
nszuaunsAdElszneudedunaunan 4 Tunew tiu 1) n1stAugIusINdaLya 2) N9
Uszananadamnuiiedu (Pre-processing) 3) NTANARMANTUY (Feature Extraction)
Tneld TF-IDF way 4) nnsanuunilszinnaaiuian tnalddanasyiu Naive Bayes uay

Support Vector Machine (SVM) Aau@ad lun ndsznayl 1
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Machine Learning

Modeling

- Logistic
Regression

- Count - Naive Bayes »m + Neutral

- TF-IDF . syM
Output

- One hot encode « Positive

* Negative

o fee - Etc..

Figure 1: Sentiment Analysis Framework using Machine Learning

nwilsznau 1 TupeuNNIIAIEIRNIAN

ﬁm:(Khaiser et al., 2023)

HANITIAENUIN Aane3NN Naive Bayes liilsz@nsningindn SYM tnaian F1-

Score WAL 92.00% Uizl SVM HA1 F1-Score WiNA1 88.00% Aauanalum1g 1

o o I

uanaInt gadeanudingld TF-IDF lunisainaudnsniedasintszdnsnineesnis

v ! a

auunANIanleAnaNnsdies Bag of Words WLILASLAN

a

v
a o AaA

UL iiiANaanadesiun1Rauaqiuluwirasnslssgnsdldinaiia NLP
nM9atAsziANAALIuTasinANE aenelafinn $1udde Hyeduenizdsanuat A
azanTuanitiu luaneinimdoifaqiuiaauanndtendnlnaaseuagunisliuznimn

ANUIBINAINENAE

2. Sentiment analysis in MOOC discussion forums: What does it tell us?
Wen et al. (2014) Ynlauauuanian1sanszidayatounauaasindnuing

HANNANUNATANNTIATTEANNFAN SN UN1sdANgNiade (Topic Modeling) taald

¥

dayaainnisdszilugedauazenanstiaauresnnangstluasainsiag AMuiu 4,812

¥

AAINN ;TJ'%/HEL“IQJ’ VADER (Valence Aware Dictionary and sEntiment Reasoner) Tunng
a I8 =] d’l £ dl =l a a o o Y i// 1
IATICUAIMNFANLLDIAU L‘LA@MWﬂﬁJﬂ?:@VIﬁﬂWWQ\'immum'ammmmmﬂmﬂumdmi
A ntiuld Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) Tunnsanngasiada
a o U o Y o o o Y v o v 1
NANITIRLNLANAINITOTEYUAIURANAEY 7 mm@mm@yjaﬂ@uﬂ@u Toun 1) AN
d’j a o a o =l % v o
19481 2) WaKr191899 3) N199ALazUIzINUNG 4) NIWENTNITLIEINT 5) N9 lF AN

Y . o

WAZNITAULIAYY 6) NITUINITAANITINETT UL 7) ANIWUIARANNITEEUS FITaNL

u u

v o 6 ! R v v v ¥ v ¥ o
ﬂQ’]N@NWHﬁﬁ‘ZﬁM’J’Nﬂ’J’mg@ﬂLL@‘ZM’J“II@ Immmmmu@mmwm@muummﬂuma_l?ﬂm
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v Y v o

azdiauanideuon luanendaded1unisdnuaslsslunauazn1sEnIs3AN1 991839

o ==

nHANFANEAL B9l dayA TN NRAN A UFUNNIWINLARUNINNNSAN S

3. Sentimental Analysis of Student Feedback using Machine Learning
Techniques

Dsouza et al. (2019) ladnsifzaunauilsz@ninnaesdanasnun1sBeuiaes

= \ a - 98 )y o o o =
P3aesne 7 lunnsdinsziaanianandeyateunauluguuudaninsesindnm n
a o Qal/ £ v 1 6 o v dl v a v

NuAdadldmusantayan uuuuesy Google Forms waztindayantauniinsziisas
%3 a K =l v dl o b2 1 .
AANATNHNITLTUUIUDILATDIAIUAL 3 sz laun Support Vector Machine (SVM),
Multinomial Naive Bayes Classifier (MNBC) kay Random Forest (RF) Taalinng
Wraue UL Anan nRnKAIANwNLEN (Accuracy)

HANNFIRENLIN SVM liinaansangn Tnalaonuusiugnilszunns 80% 9gandn

o 2 o

Multinomial Naive Bayes Classifier (MNBC) Was Random Forest peiNaNTa A ATy £R4

@ q

¥

a5u1ed1 SVM Hilsz@ninandtunisauundeninndu) fadudnwoziallaesdeya
aunauanntinAne wanannieanudn nsdszananadaminuilessiu (Pre-processing)
TnaanzniamdnAi lddmanumnie (Stop Words) uaznisanglan (Stemming) Hnasia

192 @NTNINIDINITILATIZIBEINNININ

o

a o d”d [ ' a o o ' = o a R [
Q’]‘LL"J@E]‘LANﬁ"J’]NZQ’]ﬂQ_,ID‘l’ﬂﬂ’iﬁ‘ﬂ@ﬁlﬂ@’ﬂuuiu&ﬂ‘ﬂ'ﬂ\iﬂqﬂﬂ?‘ﬁmL‘V]EI‘U@Z\]ﬂ’ﬂﬁ“VIﬁ\I@’]M?‘U

a c =R v o o ==K d! 1 A o aKx a
n199 Lﬁﬁ"]5‘1/1WJ’]Nqﬁ;@ﬂ@’]ﬂ“ﬂ'ﬂ?ﬁj@ﬂ‘ﬂuﬂﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂuﬂ AN Tetalun1gaandana snunmNIzaN

o

g uiunisisuaqiu

4. Sentiment analysis of students' feedback with NLP and deep learning: A
systematic mapping study

Kastrati et al. (2021) TaHn12AN = Lasi 3 UM g UL ANTAINN19N191 U D
o ax P o r_q' °o o a - 9/ 1y o =
’ﬂ@ﬂ’ﬂﬁ‘%mﬂ’]ﬁ‘m‘ﬂug‘ﬂﬂﬁLﬁﬁ"ﬂ\iﬂ’]%ﬁ“i_m’]ﬁ")Lﬂ’a"]t‘ﬂﬂ')’mg'&ﬂ@']ﬂ‘ﬂ'ﬂﬁ;lj@ﬂ'ﬂ%ﬂ@ﬂ%’mﬂ’]?ﬁﬂﬁ’]

¥ !

TaanisAneildgadayaninnda 24,000 faa0n @laainacuAaiuseinAns
-dl o = o a a 9 o v =

MNeafuszuunsFaunsasueaulatiuaznislsziiumeda st ldnaaeuuaviSaumnay
AANaINUNIIBUUFIDILATAIIIULLAIANUAZULUNNSFUUTTIAN TAun Naive Bayes,

Support Vector Machine (SVM), Random Forest, Convolutional Neural Network (CNN),
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Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) LL@ZTNL@@‘?]ISL% transformer 111 BERT (Bidirectional
Encoder Representations from Transformers) #an153aewudn BERT Wuse@naningagn
InelAn F1-Score 91.4% ANeag LSTM (87.6%) waz CNN (85.3%) TN TR R AR
8819 SVM, Random Forest uwag Naive Bayes A1 F1-Score 83.1%, 81.7% WAz 77.5%
ANERL N2RnE T R U T UWmATANNTUNLANA (Word Representation) WLILIFAN4"]
I TF-IDF, Word2Vec wae GloVe Imawwan Word2Vec wae GloVe Hilsz@nsninangn

[ a

WaldriutuimansBauiiiean aneh TF-IDF feasiunivaaniimsizandmidanasia

wuuaaan atnelafinin gadelaniugndusd BERT azililsz@ndnngagn wsnsasnng

a

|
o o

ninensnIsLlsznaananINNdIaan atnelegAny

5. Using sentiment analysis to evaluate qualitative students' responses

NUIAEY8Y Dake and Gyimah (2023) lailszgnsidanasnuduiuuanilszinnlaun
Naive Bayes, Support Vector Machine, J48 Decision Tree a2 Random Forest L‘Wlﬂ
'ELm‘ﬁ:u’mmi’ﬁﬂmﬂ%’@mmmmﬁmmﬁﬂﬁﬂmﬁwﬁwmﬁﬂ University of Education,
Winneba tA8N1334UAAINATI8ANETNN SVM HilszANENINgIgARItAIAI TN LN
63.79% m?ﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬂQﬁudﬂﬁmﬂﬂﬂqéaﬁiﬂmiﬁmmmﬁLm’]w’ﬂi’ﬂmmluﬁummiwu
nsAaneade v InaaiunsodonlianniuganAneilsziiuganinnisusnisldasing
wingh uazirdeyaildllidluntsimu uinnssudunnsdaunisaeuiienaudues

AEeulsateiilsz@nsnan

2.3 @gUmenunInanuiae

a o a o

dl 4ﬂl % 1 dl 1 v v a 6 R
AINNINUNIUINLadEngades wudn udde Rdadudnunisnesiacuian
o K tﬂld ] Y a = o/ a a
1aginAnwnNsenisliLInImansding Tnaenduinalianisdssuaanan 1w asTI A
. v o a = = v = o = = v o A
(NLP) $anfudanesnunisizauiaesinres Galltssiiaunaasldfuntswmunidsis
TnaaniznisuannaIumailasiig o atamnizan e lilddeyadsannaiunsoiia g
dselemilldtnadisr@nsnnesau
a o dl ¥ o a a o dl dl ¥ o ¥ 1
sy luund 3 Ihihuumsuazinatinaneuideininasdesndivldetnadu
szuu 1pelld VADER (Valence Aware Dictionary and sentiment Reasoner) Tun13atasiei

mmﬁmﬁmﬁu @an’ld TF-IDF (Term Frequency-Inverse Document Frequency) Lkas
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Word2Vec lunnsannnmuansuzdidnyanndeansiu wazrlddanesnu Support Vector
Machine (SVM), Naive Bayes waz Random Forest lun1sasegduuuanaesdiniunig
ANUUNANNTAN
dl v a =3 a o 1 =3 v a
Wesandayanaufamiuianwzliauna (Class Imbalance) avldinadin
SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique) ag Random Undersampling Tu

¥
nsaan19tlynAInana wanannileain LDA (Latent Dirichlet Allocation) 8naeidiAs1eyf

o ' o a

ydasaudunisdnsziannian walilddeyaieannanuisnin il ldlunsl5uilss

a

AN NN LI sIaeNAInede lfad 19l sy @nnn TnaasauAguyiesIuNNgTEyY

o o

=R o &K v =3 o dl =2 v
AITNFANTBIUNANEN LATNITAUNNLIZIALAN mwuﬂmﬂwﬂumﬁmﬂ@



o
unn 3
aa a
26N159]¢8
a o : d’ld o L dl a o a o =K Q;d 1
NuASTUlETRgUsrasAiNenaaeuuarl szl uiAuARIeUn AN NN Fig
a o =2 o = guj/ d” ¥ o =

ATUNINNITUTNNIRANNTUNNSAN sz ALgaNAnE Bellaunmalulatinnslscuaang
- , 4 . 5 -
NE59908 (Natural Language Processing - NLP) @iluaansaanialsimalulag

-

Toyaynlsrhing (Artificial Intelligence) 1 ldiduiezasiiananlunisaniiunisAng luunil
v ¥

ATAFUNTINNIEUIUNIIANTHNIIUITEE19ATUTIU ATELAGNAIUANANNITNUTIULAL

Trseafiamnamn 299015948 nezuauNIIdnMILATIILIINTeys dunaun1sdnnIsuaY

a Py = aal o = Ao 1y '
QLﬂ?"I:ﬁMﬂl@H@ VLTJ@UQ\?’Jﬁﬂ']?u']L@u@m@ﬂq?ﬂﬂﬂqﬁlugﬂuuumeﬂ@L’QuLL@:ﬁqu@\iqﬂ

3.1 WUIAALAZNSALNISIAE
4

nN9ANEINYIIATI T AUARTa9IN AN ARUTN1INMN AN AL NIBIMATANIS
UITHIANANIENBTINTNF AW UILLLANABINAAUUNAIINTANAIN AN AALTLYEY
unAnsuarAunnlssinuuanildlszilingnninnisuinis etinalildsuilgenis
TiFn19U89NuIN N4

a o d” o a 1 :// ] = ¥ =2 =

NuAsaiatunfseduusrUUAILANITIFTEN TRy AAURINTATUNANTAN T
Tneldwmatianisdszunananisisssuanmidunan Usenaumag 2 daug1Aty Aa N9
a '3 =R . 3 dl a < ] | =
TATILVIAINTAN (Sentiment Analysis) tNaugnAINARWILTBLILN Wiay WFadunang

a c o Y 4 . tﬂl v =3 o dl ¥ a =3
LAZN193LANLIaTR (Topic Modeling) taAumUsziiunanisng lutdeyaniumniiv

a o v dl Zj/ o % 1 al/ = ¥

nezusunniaelszneuMsddunaunan loun dunauniswsundeya (Data
Preprocessing) 139809N1971A INAzaATaY A NaFeNdeya uaznIslseuoana
¥ Zj/ v ZJ/ a o =] dg/ v v :J/ a
TaAINTUAY TURBUN1TALAIITITAINIANLTBIAUAYY VADER TUAauN139LAnsiliing

. Qll v v o ¥ ¥ v a

(Model & Analysis) Nlsznaumaanisannansmsdeya nisutlasdaninunaamaiia TF-
IDF uaz Word2Vec n1sunlilldiudanesnunisitouiresnses waznisilsziiiu
12@N5n1N Tuneun13IAINZIIYe (Topic Modeling) Al mATia LDA iediasnzsfiinde

uazagiuanisassianuiAndounuviada seuanslunimlszney 2
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Student Feedback Data Set Model & Analysis Topic Modeling

[ Feature Extraction ] [ LDA ]

Data Preprocessing l

A

[ Data Cleaning ] [[ TF-IDF ] [ Word2vec ]] [ Topic Analysis ]
| —

Data Preparation

Machine Learning
l [ ] Analysis & Insights

Naive Baves, SVYM, RF

Text Preprocessing

Topic-Sentiment
[ Performance Evolution ] Analysis
Sentiment Analysis with VADER

ANLTTNAU 2 TUABUNITANLILGL

NIALLUIAATIANNUIRELTENALAYE 4 AUNAN
1. nawisandaya (Data Set & Data Preprocessing)
2. m:ﬁLmﬂzﬁmm;}’ﬁmﬁmﬁuﬁw VADER (Sentiment Analysis with VADER)
3. mmﬁ*ﬁqgﬂLLuuﬁq@mLmzﬁmmzu’%uqq (Modeling & Analysis)

4. msamziiatauaynisagidayaidivan (Topic Modeling & Analysis & Insights)

3.2 dumaumsiiunsiae
3.21  N3sIusINdeNa
fayanruAniugniivsusanainssuudsziiunonianalasaulaiazeg
uwAngndeludasiinnafinen 2564-2566 143 squuunianzas e l¥lddayad
AsauAquviadad Aty U n1su3mndnAne deeruasacuazaan luanuinm uay
ALNINNTEDY ‘Emaﬁﬁﬂmuiﬂyj@mmﬁmLﬁuﬁ{mm 1,000 9181017 deyagniAvlugiuuy

A
4 e .
n

T csv nilsznaudiedaniuaanmniu (Review) uazdayadus Minaades Asuanalu

Awilszneu 3

comment_id date year department major gpa topic subtopic Description
0 FO0O1 9/12/2020 #uii4  mazddmans iifimans 2.06 anensaauit Tseamis Tsivalatulseansiizuaiiidn
1 F0002 15/8/2021 uti 3 AnzUTMIsESAa  AsTansniwennsuusd 258 anensanui WasSau annnzaasioy ludasiindnsmaioa
2 FO003  11/2/2021 sl 1 aazlidgaans didenaas 346 uinsindnsn Aspaanals  Asuaanasisnauazgemndudaunadauaiinan
3 FOOD4  2/9/2020 il 2 amzdadarans mslseusu 341 uinnindnun msiudsas dFupaunisdudinedsanuazdusfauiAutal vin
4 FOO05 18/6/2022 #uil 4  mmzddmans Gdmans 327 Asdwisanmazein wasranfineas “Liwanzaudasiashanfineas

ndsznay 3 nsuanssined gadeya
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322 nawitndaya

nawrandayadudunaudAynacdanasenninineednisdmeei Ussneusae

2 |
3 1UABULIRLAIU

¥

3.2.2.1 N13NANNAZa1ATaNa (Data Cleaning)

u

v
o ¥

dslmwoa o o dlndl ¥ A 1 |
%um®1ﬁ4QQ@H@WUuuﬂqﬁﬂﬁqﬂﬂﬂHﬂVﬂNLﬂﬂQﬂﬂQM?ﬂiﬂmﬂu?ﬂALmu

1) meiRdauLazaAnIsiananIIanne (missing values) Taaldands

u

).sum() IiaRaaaLauIdayanaNANIL

—

df.isnull().sum() tla df.isna

]
¥ o

e ldasauunanideyariaunaeeningldanda

=)

2) lunstunnwudayaninung
df.dropna()
3) dUsugemsdnliiduninsgiunardenanuunig Ingilasuain ‘Description’

W 'Review' A281A149 df.rename(columns=(Alpaydin))

3.2.2.2 N17rgRgaLazulasniEn (Language Identification and Translation)
L‘ﬂ‘ﬂ\‘l@’m"ﬁ/m;!@ﬁmﬂﬁﬂLﬁuﬁ%\‘m’ﬁ‘]ﬂﬂﬂﬂLL@Zﬂ’]H’]ﬁ/\‘mQH AIABINNNITEUN LAY
ulaslifhunns Rt fail
1) RIRERLNNENTBILAATANNARLTUAYE AL LangDetect tnuiaridis

detect_language Na5193u sananslunnilszney 4

python

def detect_language(text):
if isinstance(text, str):
if text.strip() ==
return " unknown
try:
return detect(text)
except:
return " unknown
else:

return "unknown

AUsznaL 4 N19RIIRARLNTEN
2) wilaaaumAawinn s nedlun1wdingwaay Google Translate API tagld

Waridid translate_df WU asynchronous WWaaAN13iLdaaninaes AP
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3) maasuAmnIntednisulalneldAds dff'Translated_Language'] =
df['Translated_Review'].apply(detect_language) WAZNTANLRNIZAINHNARLIALT

wilaflunisdangeliatinegnsies

3.2.2.3 n3Uszananatemin (Text Preprocessing)

[ %

[ Yy o v 2 o v o a ¥ 4:94/
M@\?@’]ﬂ1ﬂ°ﬂ@ﬁ’)’ﬁ\lﬂ’]ﬂﬁ‘ﬂ\‘iﬂq‘izﬂmq qqqa1mmﬁLuumiﬂa‘zmammmm U

1) wiNTemANuAN (Tokenization) Aag NLTK word_tokenize(text)
2) auAIMER (Stop Words) N IdRAMNUMENe@Gagnzd i, 2,

]
o o

‘¢, 0T ™, ] paaAndd stop_words.update()
3) angilAn (Stemming) Angl Porter Stemmer() Lﬁmmmmﬁu%umﬁﬂga
w@ﬁwﬁmﬂ%umuﬁﬁ@%g@mmﬁmLﬁummﬁmqwﬁmumiﬁmfmmzmmLmz

wiaudmiudunausaely Tnaasranaduil ‘Cleaned Review' iALYaAMLT LA

1730 aNaLA AILAAT NN TENaL 5

Translated Review Cleaned_Review
0 Not satisfied with the cafeteria that is small Not satisfied cafeteria small
1 Compliment the classroom Is a story that stude... Compliment classroom Is story students always ...

2 Requesting documents is very slow and complica... Requesting documents slow complicated When ask...
3 The process of filing the petition is too comp... The process filing petition complicated compli...

4 Not suitable for computer room Mot suitable computer room

Alsznau 5 nN9dnsaatintaANNEIUAN9szNA kS

3.2.3  msdmsziANsAniiessi (Sentiment Analysis with VADER)
TududunauWmuinuuaIaes nsanediseynsild VADER (Valence Aware
s g . = A a I3 =R dgj ala a a
Dictionary and sentiment Reasoner) Lflwmmummmwmmgzmwugmmﬂ?mmﬁmw
gmiudenindedsnnuarannAndineaulal VADER dsziiiuannuianiagldnaniyneu
o dld P Y v R dl = o R aa 4 !
AnEnsAIAHdRduIeIA N AN TalintsA oAz uBANFAN TuR R TAwn

Positive, Negative, Neutral a2 Compound Aduansluninilszney 6
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Number of Reviews by Sentiment

Count

positive negative neutral
Sentiment

nailsznaw 6 nsauuniszinAuiansae VADER

muuanainIsuLNgszinneuiantasldhn Compound Score uilaiilu 3 ngw

ﬁﬂﬁ Positive: Compound Score = 0.05, Negative: Compound Score < -0.05, Neutral: -
0.05 < Compound Score < 0.05

NM3tdenAn threshold A 0.05 {IUNARNNNNINARBITUAN threshold HaNEIAN (0.05,

0.1, 0.2) wazwudnsn 0.05 linsnszanazesaansddniiannafign TnglavildpauRadiu

dunananniiuliisequyideannumauiuduan Auanslunindsenay 7

2+ Threshold = 0.05: positive 632
negative 206
neutral 148
Name: count, dtype: inte4
Threshold = ©.1: positive 620
negative 196
neutral 170
Name: count, dtype: inte4
Threshold = ©.2: positive 594
neutral 221
negative 171
Name: count, dtype: inte4

NNLsENBL 7 N1INARBNKLNLIFSNNANNGANTBIUFIAL threshold

ATWUY Compound LuARTanKaaInyniALazgnuasialadliaslugoq -1
(ANFANTIaL) De +1 (A NFAndeuan) dadusldluntsdnduilssinnanuan

1ALITINUAITRAINN AILAAS NN sznan 8
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-~ éhadeanudaiu positive ---

1. Impressed with fast and friendly service
Avuuu: {'neg': ©.0, 'neu': ©.388, 'pos': 0.612, 'compound': @.743}

2. Quite normal about the exam If developed, it will create a lot of impression.
Avuuu: {'neg': @.0, 'neu': ©.733, 'pos': 0.267, 'compound': ©.4588}

3. Feel good about student data systems Is something that students want a lot
Avuuu: {'neg': @.0, 'neu': @.704, 'pos': 0.296, 'compound': ©.4939}

4. Feel good about the sports center Would like to continue to develop Which is related to wifi
Avuuu: {'neg': @.0, 'neu': ©.735, 'pos': 0.265, 'compound': @.6597}

5. Very headache when requesting documents Should be improved Especially when filing a petition
Avuuu: {'neg': @.0, 'neu': ©.78, 'pos': ©.22, 'compound': ©.4767}

-~ ¢hadwAMuAATiY neutral ---

1. Enter the sports center Makes living in the university more convenient
avuuu: {'neg': .9, 'neu': 1.0, 'pos’': ©.0, "compound': 0.0}

2. The application process is quite complex. But can still understand
asuuu: {'neg': ©.0, 'neu': 1.8, 'pos’': ©.0, "compound': ©.0}

3. The collection of fund application history is not yet as it should be. Must fill out the information repeatedly in each application
avuuu: {'neg': .9, 'neu': 1.0, 'pos’': ©.0, "compound': 0.0}

4. May have to develop the modernity of the course In terms of access to teachers
avuuu: {'neg': .9, 'neu': 1.0, 'pos’': ©.0, "compound': 0.0}

5. The exam format is too obsession. Would like to have a subjective exam that has expressed more ideas
Avuuu: {'neg’': ©.121, "neu’: @.754, 'pos’: ©.126, 'compound': ©.0258}

NWLIENaY 8 NISUAAFIDE AT ULLLAAZAINAN

3.2.4  N13AFNUULANABILAZNNIIATIEH (Modeling & Analysis)
[ % v 1 = a '8 =] d’l v ¥ o v ¥
wasaIndayanunisEsaNLazdnsziaNianidessiuude drdayalilaing
LUUAaedtNaaLunANantna Idinatianisizauiaaeieses (Machine Learning) aasl
aal o dsj
ABN1TAIH
3.2.4.1 Meannananizd1AtyaINdeAdN(Feature Extraction)
udupaunisdnsranuazlszutanadayaineldiulumaBauiaadieses ne
Uszynsld3an19uan 2 wi
1. TF-IDF (Term Frequency-Inverse Document Frequency) Wiumatalunis
wlasdapaudunnmefunuanudiAnaasausazai luenans Inapn TF
(Term Frequency) WAAIANNNDBIAN ENANT WATAN IDF (Inverse Document
Frequency) wanInaNg1Anyaadantlsngluenansienun dvuanslu
nnidsenau 9

[ 1 # TF-IDF Vectorization
tfidf vectorizer = Tfidfvectorizer(max features=50e@, min df=1, max_df=0.8)
tfidf matrix = tfidf vectorizer.fit transform(df|'Cleaned Review'])
print(f"sUs9uas TF-IDF Matrix: {tfidf matrix.shape}")

S+ sus9uas TF-IDF Matrix: (986, 882)

nwdsznau 9 Msudasdaaanudunninesfaads TF-IDF

6 o

TANIMUANIIRIAD TRl

i [ %3 4

1) max_features=5000: afAANUILRRYaNMaT I LAY 5,000 N

v v
2) min_df=1: Auusiasisngededes 1 afvluenans

3) max_df=0.8: Atiusessing Hiiu 80% 1edenansviannm
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Word2Vec (Word-to-Vector Embeddings) lumalianisizaugnisuniaianly
sUuULNRas (Word Embeddings) NANNNI0ALANANAUSITIA NN
a 1 o % 1 = a a ] dl v dl
WAZLIUNIENIN9AN e aenalU s ANEN N wANFN9aNn TF-IDF AuiuAauDaeg
A1 Word2Vec #1810 38UfANmuNeisangesAIaInUTuniidsng faniu
13 a o 4:9( ¥ %
A9 ABN ILAA Word2Vec annzlaii Tuanudseillsasraluma Word2Vec
n1zlnu (Domain-Specific Word2Vec Model) Tnsiimsusasdayanau
a =3 o K tﬂl [~3 v ‘ﬂl M v [ ‘ﬂl v a
AniurainAnw R usausanle alilannmasaiazieuuiunuwas

ANNTHIELANZARIANYN 1E N9 221 1N 17 17UE NN 7URINMNAN LAY A4

waA9 N sznau 10

© # wisdaanuilud (tokenize)
tokenized_texts = [word_tokenize(text) for text in df['Cleaned_Review'] if isinstance(text, str)]

# @5AA Word2Vec
word2vec_model = Word2Vec(

sentences=tokenized_texts,
vector_size=380, # mafifuadniniaas

window=5, # dwudisamiedifiansan
min_count=2, # Fnuasifudiidnlsng
workers=4, # U CPU cores nli
sg=0 # lleaa Skip-gram (d1flu @ 2zl cBow)

awdsznan 10 nsudastaninsidunnmesseds Word2Vec

Wi Rime A un

vector_size=300 1a8N1141A 300 ﬁﬁ%‘\aLﬂummgmﬁﬁlﬁ’mqmu@mwdw
AMNAINITD MINITUN VAN NUNL WAL IZANTNINNITAIUINY NIINAAB
WRafauiuauna 100, 200 Az 400 i wudn 300 AFluaswETATIgATY
MUAUUNANNTEN

window=5 N1UuA NRNTUILTUNYDIAITALLNG 5 AN (%Q%WHLLZQWJ’J’])
WanEaNEMILNU AN sz T AR A ATURTIAN NN LRAE 10-
15 A1 N19MARasiL window size 3, 5, 7 kag 10 ud1An 5 WAuauaaTa
srpdnanisauLTun Inanazing

min_count=2 ﬂimﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬂgﬁ@ﬂﬂdﬁ 2 pss ilean ”nam&nmmmmmﬁﬂﬁm

dl o ¥ = 14 a [ 1 %
EINLATANYUNA vocabulary V]@’]Lﬂuﬁl‘ﬂ\‘lﬁilug AINN19ATIZUNLINNT 1

min_count=1 111% vocabulary 8aunalunjifulluazainasalsz@nsnin
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4) sg=0 Aan1slddanasnu CBOW (Continuous Bag of Words) F9¥uNEAn
WusngaINAILEUNIa LTS WNTaNALYeATUIANANN (1,000 18019) WA

InadnEnaTasndn Skip-gram (sg=1) ”Lummjmm%’mg@ﬁﬁﬁﬁmw%ﬁm

5) epochs=10 Lﬂuﬁﬁmm@um@ﬁmuﬁwm n1InAaesiy 5, 10, 15 waz 20
epochs U1 10 epochs WANuALAaTAszinennsgdnzestnauazingn
RRE I EFANTIAT

6) workers=4 11a1131 thread A unLsTananaLLLIUNY ielinAIN G
Tunnamsuluiag

7) negative=5 Wuanuau negative samples ﬁiﬁ’lumimiu %‘\‘lﬁqmﬁls\l

Usz@nsnmananisFauiinanisuFaunauiuamnldnaades

3.2.4.2 Madnnisiudayainlianga (Imbalanced Data Handling)
dl U a 1 a o 4&1 k% ¥ a
mmmnmwaummiwmm (Class Imbalance) s1udsaiilannaasldimaiinnig

wAtToymiaanliannaresnaid 3 wuy laun 1. Oversampling fgl SMOTE WWHANWIY

1
o 1

Faatnelunanantes 2. Undersampling A28l Random Under Sampling AN
fant19luARIANNNIN 3. Class Weighting n1uuasvinlfuAazaaanudndaui
wansineriy Tyuimnliannanasnana (Class Imbalance) wildtaslusiuaiuwun
¥ tzlt:ll a o o 1 1 d} 1 a o o o dl
danu InelanizlunsunueAanalanuausaagsuInndAaNa e NTg ATy T
212490 A BT LLLAN AR AR NI UL AR AN R U LA atiNaN1n Twauddailanaang
Twmatiansuiifoymannliaunasesana 3 wuw
1. ﬂ’]?LﬁS\I{T@H@ (Oversampling) A2l SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling
Technique) Wuwmalianas1esaatedanzidansunaradiuiias Ine s
TURaUAIT
1) wwauwiunlnangaduiuusazsetinglunanadauilas
Y o ) o oA ! o \ P ¥ oA
2) afedetdunnzilaanisguidanqnszndnedaetingiazivauTinuniaan
3) winFatvduazvivailugadayaauniinaiaazinauanna
n1sld SMOTE Hdanneligodadeyala angadeyain uazdaununaiy
naNNALUa9RIae 9 luAaNddutas atnglsAinIN analAnNdeaNazas19Faatinai

o o Y

Tdidudaununnresaanative) mndeyaddnmuzdudan lunisdeis 1Adsuld SMOTE

a
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v

1 v 1
udayanuilaifansia TF-IDF uaz Word2Vec iialianuausoatneluusazaanal

ANANAATW Tetoe lHiLLA1ae9aINNTnTEBIAN BTN TR AT AR A lAB EN

[ %

! = o
WNnauiu Auanslunindsznay 11

S+ dwulayanau SMOTE: 788
Frurutiayands SMOTE: 1515
nTnTzANadIzaseadnan SMOTE:
sentiment
positive 585
negative 165
neutral 118
Name: count, dtype: int64
mMsnsEnaMuadnaduas SMOTE:
sentiment
neutral 585
positive 585
negative 585
Name: count, dtype: inte4

nwdsEney 11 N1IN9EANLLRIAATARNITAEAS SMOTE

2. mmmﬁmg@ (Undersampling) A28l Random Under Sampling tHun1san

v
o o

uaudretgluaaadounin Tnadduneufiall
1) duidandantinsainaanadauninminiuauusaetngluaaadoutias

2) ihdetiaeninmniuaatadiutieaiveainsadayaninanuans

u Q

3) nezuuNIsienAgadedayauedauaInAanaduNIN

¥ A

a ddg/d o b3 % [~3 d! 1 °
DAUBIITUADN LN ALDNTALRHALANAN TITILAA LQ@WlMﬂ’]iﬁﬂLLU‘UQ’W@@Q

(Y A Ay ) o = = o o o Y PR o = o
umm@L&ﬂﬂﬂﬂ@g@ﬂﬁﬂ&qumﬂmmWQﬁl%ﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂﬂiﬂ@@ﬂ@ﬂﬂﬂgﬂwmlhziﬂmumaﬂﬂ?WEug

u

©

a o dbLS/

29unLaaas Tun1siaeil ldnaaasld Random Under Sampling iudayaiiulassae

714 TF-IDF uaz Word2Vec iveifseuimeuiumatinaw] Awansluninisznay 12

S¥ dmnudayanau Undersampling: 788
Futayands Undersampling: 354
AInTEANedadAaldfay Undersampling:
sentiment
positive 585
negative 165
neutral 118
Name: count, dtype: intc4
AInTEAedadAalAnEY Undersampling:
sentiment
negative 118
neutral 118
positive 118
Mame: count, dtype: inté4

NnLsEnall 12 N19NsEAIBIARIARIN|AREAS Undersampling
1. nsdfuAnuutinaana (Class Weighting) lumatianlddnislsudeys us
dfuurninluieidunisqoyda (Loss Function) #e9utuanans Taed

[ %

= &
TIURZLAEAAIU
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1) FLMENLLL balanced TaasnlusiRanAuATesAazAang

2) Biin1a9Aana = SAuauFaetneRanNn / (AMUIUAAIR * ANUIUFIDENGIU
mmmﬁu)

3) manantAuIuetneagas @R nmInannngd

! gj [ ¥ ¥ o 4 ¥ 1o Y a
@gmmummLmequ@ﬂuwmimamwmﬂgamu@uu%m‘umu 1NVIW1V WNANITREYUNE

4
w03daya uaztdiaanamgsenlunszuaunisafsnatedoyalud atnslafinin 354

1 a a 1 dl 1 = a o agl/ ¥
a1 liidss@vEninminnaasnaAuliannaresaaIatANguLeanan Tunnsideil 1614
Class Weighting fiUlLLA18899019895UN1TANMUALIUENAAIE 1T SVM kay Random
Forest liVagin3adazdqeilfutlpilsz@nsnnladuindeaiiaslaflameun SMOTE uay

Random Under Sampling Aaignalinindsenay 13

v 2SVM

[ 1 #dwmsy swm
i inearSVC(C=1.6, max_iter=10606, random_state=42, class_weight='balanced’)

eighted)
cy_weighted: .4}")
ts):")

5¥  wanadwedigavag

v 3 Random Forest

© #dmn
rF_m

ode

estimators=108, max_depth-None, random_state-22, class_weight="balanced")

¥ wanadwedigavay

nwdsenay 13 n1gnvua Class Weight Tuliina SYMuas Random Forest

3.2.4.3 Tupan9iEana89e3ad (Machine Learing Models)
TunisAneildiiuuuaiaeenisizauiasaasasainuanagluuuNInagaULe
Arrzvifsaumeuananisnluniminey Inauanumaiianisainauansuy
. : . -
waznsuitfoymaaliannasespanaluusazlunansl
1. nrdivsruLLLLaaedineaAumaila TF-IDF
QI o d’J

1) n1suninwAa Naive Bayes laaldA13usuaal:"nb_model_over =

]
=

MultinomialNB()” @3 MultinomialNB luganeinunimnizandmiudaya
Eeauouill 1w AudA luenas 3an1staginnisdnuiisiayaiiu 2
10 ldun deyagainaau (Training Set) uazdayatanaasy (Test Set)udn

Tdgpdayanniunisuilassan TF-IDF Wuguyaliiulung
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1 4
a ¥ o

n1sinluwma Support Vector Machine TaaldAni3umusai:
"svm_model_over = LinearSVC(C=1.0, max_iter=1000,random_state=42"
LinearSVC 14 kernel l@adudusunisatuuntaya nainisdinasuay
dunaulng A1rua C=1.0: WIsHmaFAILANTEALNIIAIINY (Penalty)
AMFUNIAUUNAANAA, max_iter=1000: AuausaLgegalunisinlumna
1 QI v o [ ! dl v o c dl Y ¥ dl
srandom_state=42: ANFuAUEMTUNNIgu e e ns AN ldgadayan
tunfsuLlagang TF-IDF Wluauna liiuluwa
n1sdnluina Random Forest Tag 4@ Gusunsil:"rf_model_over =
RandomForestClassifier(n_estimators=100, max_depth=None,
random_state=42" Random Forest sznausaasuliisindulananasu tae
= a & %’/ o 4&/ . o v Yo a
Hnnaiimasuardunouasil n_estimators=100: AnuanauliAnAulaly
I1U1A1884, max_depth=None: ANANgsdnnasusazsiuld Inad1 None

2 vy a ' = Aoy P ‘
V]N']Em\'imu‘lll@zLLmﬂﬂQ@uﬂqqqgﬁﬂQIU‘WﬂJ‘ﬂ@H@L@E]'J, random_state=42: AN

'
a U o

Gusugmiunisgu naudaziuldgnindoadayagatiesnduiaanaings

¥

doyaRn HANNIYINWIENIAINNIIAIATIUAERT I INA Ny e

2. nN3aFerrUuLLLANafglasanAtnAlA Word2Vec

1)

' £
a Y o A

n13unlalaa Naive Bayes IneldANENAUAAN: “nb_model_w =

GaussianNB()" dmitudeyanuilasnae Word2Vec 19714 GaussianNB
o R P a N2 -y =

wsnziudeyasiotiasinisnszarsuuuing Tnedduneussil Sudeyan
[ a o 1 dl 1 o

wilaesng Word2Vec LluBune AuanAIAtLazAIANELLLT99

AaNFENNAY Y uHaTARNE

[

nsinTuwma Support Vector Machine TaaldAnFumusail:
“svm_model_over = LinearSVC(C=1.0, max_iter=1000,

random_state=42)" nszuaun sinwmdeuiun 4y TF-IDF usauwmne

|
¥ =

dayanulassiag Word2Vec

N3N luma Random Forest TnsldANBuAwsa: “rf_model_over =
RandomForestClassifier(n_estimators=100, max_depth=None,

random_state=42)" dumnaun1slnuieuiun 14y TF-IDF walddayah

u
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wilaesing Word2Vec afesiuliianuan 100 sulnagusnatinauay
o/ dl 1 [ 4 1 2% val v 1 v dl 1 o
AN UANFNaTY uiazsduldEauinsulsdeyanuansnarii
3. ANTMIANTIMNIZANGIMTUNI R aFued Linear Support Vector Classifier

vaa

(LinearSVC) 91UA98311993 Grid Search Cross-Validation WWan19um

\ !
! a Aaa o

AN RSN I RAN1919 N aNge TnelsuilgsnilinasdAtyanuau 5

Q

1 =

A TlaneasiBensil

1) Regularization Parameter (C) mﬁmmmu [0.01,0.1,0.5, 1.0, 5.0, 10.0]
Fapin C AZANLANIEALANTUTDUIBIRLUAIAD AN (0.01, 0.1) azlef
TunafiFendiausiana underfit A4 (5.0, 10.0) azlilumaidutauusena
overfit A1N4a19 (0.5, 1.0) ﬁﬂiﬁm@ﬁwﬁ‘ﬁmm@ ALNANITNAARY C=5 1
Uss@vsnnaTiamludesai

2) Loss Function AnfinaaaL ['hinge', 'squared_hinge'] A1'hinge' 11 loss
function N1ATFIULAY SVM finuniuse outliers g1 'squared_hinge' &

AN 68 outliers HINATLARNA THNARNEA smoot 191 TALNANIINARDS

Ao

'hinge' Tis=@nsn1nnanin

3) Class Weight ﬁﬂﬁ?’iwmﬂu [None, 'balanced'] AMNone ﬁﬂ‘?ﬁl’mﬂ@ﬁﬂ')’mm
ANARIEUINIAANGA (Positive: 45%, Negative: 30%, Neutral: 25%) N34
‘balanced" azilfiinuiingnlulAnudngaunniureuiazaaa Ineua
nsnaaesidFn None iiesanndeyainisuiuannalluda

4) Dual Optimization ATinagay [True, False] A1dual=True I dual
formulation WanzUNIEf arusudeyaninndnanuay features,
dual=False 14 primal formulation mm::ﬁum‘tﬁﬁ AU featuresuINNIN
UIUTRYA Feluenid auaudaga =1000, n_features=5000 (TF-IDF) A9
NAFALTAgaIA TAHANIIMARes dual= True Wannu§ylunslssanana
Andn

5) Tolerance FnTinagaL [1e-4, 1e-3] iunisuaniumadn "Rananaua i

= I . A oA o
@:ﬁﬂﬁ!@l’?ﬂug" I@ﬂ@@ﬂﬂquLﬂ?ﬂUL‘WﬂUﬂ@ 1e-4 (0.0001) Lﬂuﬂq?ﬂﬂmﬁﬂﬂqqﬂ

HANaNAlARN AN LB gIws a1, 1e-3 (0.001) WunsEaNsY
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¥

AananalanInngn AnuLdutNdasnI s ldnantas Inanan1Imaang

¥ o

wen 1e-4 WilszAnsnmangnludeyail Auanslunndszney 14

u

© # dmuahsaswnniwaiidasmmeday
param_grid = {
'‘c': [@.01, .1, 0.5, 1.8, 5.8, 18.0], # @1 regularization
'loss': ['hinge', 'squared_hinge'], # Wodtuamids
‘class_weight': [None, 'balanced'], # msaretmiinaana
‘dual’: [True, False], # ansuAllaywieaagluuy dual wia primal
"tol': [le-4, 1le-3] # @ANuAaaLAdauisauFld

}

# @94 GridSearchCV object
grid_search = GridSearchCV(
LinearSVC(max_iter=10080, random_state=42),
param_grid,
cv=5, # 5-fold cross-validation
scoring='f1 weighted’, # 1 f1 weighted \Jwnawilumndantaaiiaian
n_jobs=-1, # laiwn CPU cores
)

# v fit daya
grid_search.fit(X_train_resampled, y_train_resampled)

(4

Fitting 5 folds for each of 96 candidates, totalling 480 fits

Best parameters: {'C': 5.8, 'class_weight': None, 'dual': True, 'loss': 'hinge', "tol': ©.0001}
Best score: ©.9535699684778418

Best SVM Accuracy: @.8737

Classification Report for Best SVM:

precision recall fl-score support

negative 8.86 8.78 0.82 41
neutral 9.68 0.63 0.66 3@
positive 8.92 8.96 8.9%4 127
accuracy 0.87 198
macro avg 9.82 8.79 0.80 198
weighted avg 8.87 8.87 8.87 198

nwdsenay 14 n1snn hyper-parameter tuning
o a v . 1 a o‘d‘ % a a da} A

AINNIIANTEUNITALE Grid Search WUIINIIAR WU scANnTnInANgnAD
C=5.0, loss='hinge’, class_weight=None, dual=True, A< tol=1e-4 IneliiAn F1-weighted
score g94A7 0.9536 uazAINLNUENIALIIN (accuracy) 71 0.8737 NMFLdAN C=5.0 LAY
| ¥ o . . PRI EEY A o Ao o o =
I TNLAaRBINT93YAL regularization NlddRANININesUgU UL udawludays anueh
n19ld loss="hinge' Tailuefdugr @auinsgiuaes SVM Iuadansnandn
'squared_hinge' lunstizasdoyall 49un199 class_weight=None linanngauansdinis
fuuminaanalidonliulgalss@ninnitiasaninisdiuannannanesnanalisae
78 SMOTE ldnaumtinil

anuani1slsziiuiuma SYM Alasunisdfuuseanisfimes wudnilszdnsninlu
nnsauunusazAaantu tTnapaia Positive H1lsc@nsningegasandn Precision 0.92,

% ]

P Ny A o , =
Recall 0.96 llay F1-score 0.94 Lu‘ﬂ\‘]‘ﬂ’]ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂmqfﬂﬂq\‘]mqﬂm@am (127 AIREN) LLazd

u

anEnzlanIzAdaRY ausNinaa Negative Husz@nsnininunanasaean Precision 0.86,

Recall 0.78 ua¥ F1-score 0.82 AN103A 41 AA8EN
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at1413fin1n Aana Neutral Hilss@nnnsnngnsaeAn Precision 0.68, Recall
0.63 UAY F1-score 0.66 AndayaLies 30 Aaate Gadunaniainnisideyaipaigauas
o a @ ~ = Y = o = o ~
anmaurrepnAntiiunatsietaiinnnaseaaiuaa1aau M lilunainany
[ 3 d’l 1 . ~ o .
ganatuinlunisaLunlssnnil An Weighted Average lsAa Precision 0.87, Recall
=

dl % a a dl o =K ] 2
0.87 WAL F1-score 0.87 sﬁ\‘]@:Wﬂuﬂ?ZQWﬁﬂ’]WIﬂﬂﬁ‘rJﬁ\lﬂlﬂ\ﬁNL@Z‘]‘Vlﬁqu\‘]ﬂ\‘iﬁ/ﬁﬁquﬂﬂ\‘]ﬂ@?ﬂ@

TuusazAang

3.25 nisameiade (Topic Modeling)

a [ 4 a v 1% o o ca dl
nsaaziidaidumaialunisduniinsaieanudunus @sAuuna Rl

v
a o A

agnelugadayaenaisauialug 91uddailddanesyis LDA (Latent Dirichlet Allocation)
dl 1 a Qadl 1 o dl o ! o o v
dafluliimanainiiasidudananainisaszynguaesandnsngsaniuwduiade
(topic) Tneumaziandnssznaunlauanesinda ludndiuiunnsei
3.2.5.1 Madnwandayad miunminmziiinde
nsdszananadeyaiingszuuiiagizi LDA fiaenisnsdngluuudeyalivunzas
F9NTNNNIANTRUNNIINANATD TRy AINNIANMIFULE S aNIz A usINA Rz inde

AILAAS MUNNLTZNaL 15

# dmaanulunaimiitavarbithedwunina
'impression’, 'benefit', 'direct’, 'effect’, 'life’, 'factor', 'compared’,
‘various’, 'school’, ‘involves’, "term’, ‘subject’,

# wiuddug Awulusanisiwssiualifianumnmaniziaizas
‘review’, ‘point’, "allowing’, ‘choosing’, ‘workload®', 'modernity’, ‘slow’,
'experience’, 'university’
1
# sy maaNas§Iu
stop_words = set(stopwords.words( english’))
if custom_stop_words:
stop_words.update(custom_stop_words)
# Set up lemmatizer
lemmatizer = WordNetLemmatizer()
def clean_and_tokenize(text):
"""Clean and tokenize a single text document"""
if not isinstance(text, str) or text.strip() == '":

return []
# Convert to lowercase and remove punctuation
text = re.sub(r"\W+", " ", text.lower())

# Tokenize

tokens = word_tokenize(text)

# Remove stopwords and lemmatize

tokens = [lemmatizer.lemmatize(w) for w in tokens if w not in stop_words and len(w) > 2]
return tokens

# Apply preprocessing

print("AdvaRdnazvinanuazaInianny. . ")

processed_df["Cleaned_Tckens"] = processed_df[text_column].apply(clean_and_tokenize)
processed_df["Cleaned_Review"] = processed_df["Cleaned_Tokens™”].apply(lambda x: " ".join(x))

nndseney 15 nsvinAuazendeyaiaimanzdmiunfsazviviade

% al o

g1mfunisdiAseiiadea Hn19N1UuAIIaN1IAINLA (stop words) LANLENT

1 1
= o o

4 4
L"EI‘W’]?.ZL@W?J@Qﬁ‘]_l‘]ﬁ“i_lw‘ﬂ‘ﬂﬂx‘i’]ua“ﬁ/ﬂﬁ L‘W‘ﬂﬂﬁ"ﬂ\‘iﬂ’]ﬁ ﬂﬁﬂQWNMNWHL'ﬂW’]ZL@’Wz@Q u@nmnﬁ N
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! i v
14 WordNetLemmatizer lunnsangiAntivasanAInEaInAnsiaaaiuy 1aaa1nii aeaiie

Document-Term Matrix &1%5LN199LAziiadan28 LDA Adudrd lsn1nilsenay 16

def create_document_term _matrix(processed_df, min_df=5, max_df=0.7, max_features=5008):
print("\nfi1d9d379 Document-Term Matrix...")

# Create vectorizer

vectorizer = CountVectorizer(
max_features=max_features,
min_df=min_df,
max_df=max_df

)

# Transform documents to document-term matrix
doc_term_matrix = vectorizer.fit_transform(processed_df[ 'Cleaned_Review'])

# Get feature names
feature_names = vectorizer.get_feature_names_out()

nwilsznay 16 Mawirndayad it LDA

3.2.6  NITAUPIANUILITRNIIANZ AN
o o v 90}/ 2 a o dg/ v o dl o
gusunisaineling LDA Tudupaugaing uideilavninismeaaivanivug

uniadenvNnzantuns NI aNga 2 35 1. Perplexity Ag daANA1N130 TUNNT

Vinunedeyalud (AN89A1E95) waz 2. Coherence Score AR JaANABAARBINTE WD
o Y 1 tal al a o
PFada (ANE9g9ENR) AaanalnInLsznen 17

# Train LDA model

1da_model = LatentDirichletAllocation(
n_components=k,
random_state=42,
max_iter=58,
learning_method="online’,
learning_decay=0.7,
evaluate_every=18,
n_jobs=-1

)

1da_model.fit(doc_term_matrix)
models.append(1lda_model)

# Calculate perplexity
perplexity = lda_model.perplexity(doc_term_matrix)
perplexity_scores.append(perplexity)

# Calculate coherence

topic_words = []

for topic in lda_model.components_:
top_words = [feature_names[i] for i in topic.argsort()[:-11:-1]]
topic_words.append(top_words)

ecm = CoherenceModel(
topics=topic_words,
texts=token_lists,
dictionary=id2word,
coherence="c_v"*

)

coherence = cm.get_coherence()
coherence_scores.append(coherence)

Awdsznau 17 NMmegauiie ALt a Nz an
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wdsanlaFn Coherence Score waz Perplexity §11iua1uuiadasie) uan
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RsaRladAmsiinerena e Nuunzan inaNansananyisgaan st 69

uamslunwilsznay 18

def analyze_model guality(coherence_scores, perplexity scores, best_k_coherence,

if abs(best_k coherence - best k perplexity) <= 2:
optimal_topics = min(best_k_coherence, best_k_perplexity)
elsze:

optimal_topics = best_k_coherence

return optimal topics

nwilsenal 18 nsagiadanivanzas

3.2.6.1 n19a59luLAA LDA Lazn1afmAInuiinda
1A lARN LU Ta NI NI L ANILAD A48T IS LDA AaensRtnes sananaly

Awilszna 19

def create final lda model(doc_term matrix, optimal num_ topics):
print(f*\ni1asasalumaanvinanid {optimal_num_topics} #ata...™)

final lda model = LatentDirichletAllocation(
n_components=optimal num_ topics,
random_state=42,
max_iter=188, # More iterations for final model
learning method="online’,
learning decay=8.7,
n_jobs=-1

final lda model.fit{doc_term matrix)
v w =&
print( "asalamaanvitmaiaau”)

return final lda model

nwilsznay 19 n1sadeluiaa LDA
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¥ 1
Tuna LDA azuansanananylunsazindanianaiuinin deaiunsmuiiuninanu

o dl o Y k4 a 1 o
u@ZﬂqﬁuﬂﬁﬂMQﬂﬂimMWNU?UWﬂﬂﬂm@H@ pananslnindsenau 20

def extract topic_keywords(final lda model, feature names, num_keywords=15):

print{"\ne1d1Amuasunazyita:z ")
topic_keywords = []

for topic_idx, topic in enumerate(final_lda_model.components_):
# Sort keywords by weight and get top n
top keywords_idx = topic.argsort()[:-num_keywords-1:-1]
top keywords = [feature names[i] for i in top_keywords idx]
topic_keywords.append(top keywords)

# Display topic keywords
print(f"\mi21a {topic_idx+1}:")

print(™, ".join(top_keywords))

return topic_keywords

nwidsznay 20 nsuansAdAny luwsazsindaniauaitinuin

3.2.6.2 MasvyvintananluniuuiazANAn LY
wasanaisluna LDA wan vuddeiilasvipisdavdanliiuusazanuaaiiuiae

WarsaranetaNtasilugege sunanslunintszney 21

def assign_topics_to_documents(final_lda_model, doc_term_matrix, processed_df, topic_names=None):
print("\nMmdvdindssirdalvnumanais...”)

# Transform documents to get topic distribution
doc_topic_dist = final_lda_model.transform(doc_term_matrix)

# Create a copy of the dataframe
df_topics = processed_df.copy()

# Assign dominant topic and probability
df_topics['Deminant_Topic'] = doc_topic_dist.argmax(axis=1)
df_topics['Deminant_Topic_Prob'] = doc_topic_dist.max(axis=1)

# Save full topic distribution for each document
for i in range(final_lda_model.n_components):
df_topics[f'Topic_{i+l}_Prob'] = doc_topic_dist[:, i]

# Assign topic names if provided
if topic_names:
# Adjust topic_names if necessary
if len(topic_names) < final_lda_model.n_components
topicinames.extend([f"ﬁﬁﬂaﬁ {i+1}" for i in range(len(topic_names), final_lda_model.n_components)])
elif len(topic_names) > final_lda_model.n_compeonents:
topic_names = topic_names[:final_lda_model.n_components]

df_topics[ Topic_Name'] = df_topics['Dominant_Topic'].apply(lambda x: topic_names[x])
else:

df_topics['Topic_Name'] = df_topics['Dominant_Topic'].apply(lambda x: Fyatant {x+1}")

return df_topics

nntsenay 21 nsseyidananiiuusazauAnLi
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3.2.6.3 naAnwANImeN aessndeindauaz AN AN

Waliidnlapuduiusszudnvindauazannidn uddailadiraziinimnazans

Faaasananlunsaziada seiansluninilsznay 22

def analyze_topic_sentiment(df_topics, original_df):

if “sentiment’ not in original_df.columns:
print(" A ‘biwuzayamiagdAn (sentiment) tuzazaya”)
return
df_analysis = df_topics.copy()
df_analysis[ 'sentiment’] = original df.loc[df_topics.index, 'sentiment’].values

topic_sentiment = pd.crosstab(df_analysis[ 'Topic_Name'], df_analysis['sentiment’])

topic_sentiment_pct = topic_sentiment.div(topic_sentiment.sum{axis=1), axis=8) * 188

sentiment_score_map = {'positive’: 1, "neutral’': @, 'negative’: -1}

df_analysis['sentiment_score’] = df_analysis['sentiment’].map(sentiment_score_map)
topic_sentiment_score = df_analysis.groupby('Topic_Name')['sentiment score'].agg([ 'me:
return topic_sentiment_score

nwdsenay 22 nsmaailuariszianafasazansANiLluLAa NN
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41.3  nsdpisendeyadniunisiaszy

NunselainsUiudadeya liunnzansanisme el auduneu

1. nvinANazantaya (Data Cleaning)
1) aULNIRTIANINg
2) m‘ﬁ’%ﬁﬂ‘uLL@ZLLﬁlﬂJﬂQWN%ﬂ%@H%@G%@H@
3) LLfﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂ@TﬂJﬂﬁLﬂummﬂm
2. n3UszaaaNadanINN (Text Preprocessing)
1) wiNdamAauuA (Tokenization) Aag NLTK word._tokenize
2) auAIMEA (Stop Words) AlfAnummnendanmet
Fetisdayanasnisssandayauanslunigs 2

511379 2 NIUARNFRtNTaLANauLATUAINTETINT RS

Translated_Review Cleaned_Review

Not satisfied with the cafeteria that is small  not satisfied cafeteria small

Compliment the classroom Is a story that compliment classroom Is story students

stude... always ...

Requesting documents is very slow and requesting documents slow complicated

complica... When ask...

Not suitable for computer room not suitable computer room

= ¥ 9 o Yy ¢=4|¢=4 v o o o a
AMNNITLIUNTTATEHIDY N AT m%@ﬂiﬁ ﬂH@WNﬂQWNW?ﬂM@WM?Uﬂ’]?WlL‘u‘uﬂ%‘
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4.2 NANTIATIEUANNIANAIE VADER

gaiunisidsliiaanldiniesiia VADER (Valence Aware Dictionary and

. = a I's rdl o o ¥
Sentiment Reasoner) #aiuszuLdiAsviiansualnminzandmiunislszunanataninu
A o « a < o a 13 =R 494’ v ¥

Tudedsaneaulatiiazanudnsiuiall Tunisimaziaanidnidessuaindanauuany
AYNARATIUTBINAN S

421 HANNIRUUNAINIAN

nan1sAnEIANianTaeld VADER diananisnszataaesatsnaindsinglu
TaANHNANAALIUL AAAITUAIT19 3

F11379 3 NFAUUNLTENNANGANAE VADER

UssLnnANNSAN UM LERE
Positive 632 64.1%
Neutral 148 15.0%
Negative 206 20.9%
EME 986 100%

ANNANTR 3 dunsndanalddndaniiuasuAniuiuasaddneusdaan
(64.1%) ifmmmﬁ@mmﬁﬂﬁmu (20.9%) Lmzmmg’fﬁmﬁuﬂmq (15.0%) AINANAL %'\1
wanalifiiudntindnsdaulunlironiAnidaunsenisiuinisaesninengds

ned@ensn threshold 7 0.05 dwsuniasnuunasufndas VADER iunaannnig

NAABIALAN threshold a12A1 (0.05, 0.1, 0.2) AYLAAS}AII1S 4

A9 4 NSLBELIMELNANITALUNAIINIANT threshold AN

Threshold Positive Neutral Negative
0.05 632 148 206
0.10 620 170 196

0.20 594 221 171
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ANA13199 4 WudHaNAT threshold nngauunAaNfanidunateliuua iy
Wsau TuauzinisauunANian@suanuazi@sauanad Iaad threshold 0.05 Tinng
I
NITANLTBIAINIANTNANAA
422 F9ENTBANNLAAIANNARLTIULATAZLLLAIINZAN
wansFnatidannLanspNAninluldazlssinmauiannianaz uwun s
AINN133ATITIRAAE VADER Aduandlumieng 5

FI319 5 NIUARNAIREINNTBANNARTILLATAZULLAINITAN AL VADAR

szinn TaANNUAAIANNANLALY AZUWUUAIINSAN

m’mé"ﬁ n Positive Negative Neutral Compound

Positive Impressed with fast and friendly 0.612 0.0 0.388 0.743
service

Positive Feel good about student data 0.296 0.0 0.704 0.4939

systems |s something that students

want a lot

Neutral The application process is quite 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0

complex. But can still understand

Neutral May have to develop the modernity of 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0

the course In terms of access to

teachers

Negative  Not impressed with the library 0.0 0.39 0.61 -0.3724

Negative  Very bad about signals, especially at 0.0 0.351 0.649 -0.5849

the library.

ANA9197 5 wanglfiiugn VADER anunsnliazununauianiaenadasiy

| 1
aa

enrestanrnuansmnAaiu Tnadaranuniamnuaniaonuidnidsuanedeinian

Ao A

1 "Impressed”, "Feel good" axlanziul Compound 49 luanzidanaunianuany

AYNANLTIAL 11 "Not impressed”, "Very bad" azl#mzui Compound 611
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4.3 pan1sdsziulauiaulssansnnaaalitaanl8d s NS NLAN AN

431  mafauiauasnisudlatfoym Class Imbalance
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2. MaafnAuaNEzd1Atyandananfaeds Word2vec wansluninisznay 25
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A1979 6 NILFaLfiaLAl F1-Score aaumnaiiansudtloymi Class Imbalance

Tuaa lldlsuanna SMOTE  Random Undersampling Class Weighting
Naive Bayes 0.5926 0.6889 0.6884 -
SVM 0.8223 0.8630 0.7578 0.8498
Random Forest 0.6743 0.7680 0.6525 0.7108

A1NAN919N 6 WUIWNATA SMOTE HAn F1-Score Mga Beluina SVM Nilssgn sl
SMOTE wanqtlsz@nan nnanganoadi 0.8630 luanieh Random Forest 714 SMOTE &

q

132 ANTNINIBIAININ 0.7680

432  manaumsumaiansananAnaNEUEANAT AT AN
a o té’ ¥ o a =® aal [ o o ¥
NuARaElAANHUN1sANHAE NN U NAUAN B A1ATYAINdBA N 2 31U
tlsznaunae TF-IDF (Term Frequency-Inverse Document Frequency) kay Word2Vec e
UszilinuazifTa g uANNAINI I FINALLLLA1ABIN19ITUSIRAATAIE N HANIT
WRrauWeudsngAsil dauanslunie 7

A1379 7 NNafFeueslssAnSannszndna TF-IDF way Word2Vec (SMOTE)

WMATANSANAAIAN U AANAINN Accuracy F1-Score
TF-IDF Naive Bayes 0.6768 0.6889
TF-IDF SVM 0.8636 0.8630
TF-IDF Random Forest 0.7828 0.7680
Word2Vec Naive Bayes 0.5505 0.5055
Word2Vec SVM 0.5404 0.4981
Word2Vec Random Forest 0.6414 0.6142

AINAN9NT 7 WUdINsainRANHuTA AtyaIndananusaeas TF-IDF Iinadng

1
=

A9 Word2Vec tnaluinandlsz@nsningengnanaa SVM #ld TF-IDF (Accuracy = 0.

Q

8636, F1-Score = 0. 8630) 789a4N1A8 Random Forest 714 TF-IDF (Accuracy = 0. 7828,
F1-Score = 0. 7680)
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4
annsfsauiey TF-IDF @1amsnzanndn Word2Vee gmsudasyail
1. dayapanAniudniAanizitauenaauiandnian (du ‘excellent,
‘Impressed’)
2. TF-IDF Wehuinduannuies luenarsuilausinudas luenansdu damuny
o o R
ALNNTAUUNAINGAN
v 9 L A e - o A
3. Word2Vec a1asiasn1sdayaninndriiieai1anninesaadantmnumaig
433  manfFaumeuiuean1sauunANan
o a = oSy i v .
ann1saBiunsAnElimanisFauiaenaTa 3 wuy laun Naive Bayes, SVM
LAz Random Forest Han194139a1/38 18 ulsz@nEn winuseaziaenaesuday
wuvanaasinednmatia SMOTE $9uilN19A9AMANHUEEIATYAINTaAINHIWIT TF-IDF
AaLaRAa UM 8

A1374 8 NITELLNEUANNAINITDUR9 TR (TF-IDF + SMOTE)

Tulaa Accuracy F1- weighted
Naive Bayes 0.6768 0.6889
SVM 0.8636 0.8630
Random Forest 0.7828 0.7680
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4.3.4  MIIAZUAINEANAIAANN Confusion Matrix kazkuanadiudgeluma
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