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Abstract

This study aims to develop and evaluate a market value estimation system for
high-value indigenous chickens using machine learning techniques, in order to reduce
valuation errors arising from subjective expert judgment. The dataset comprises 1,008
records covering key features including physical characteristics, competitive performance
history, and market price ranges, all of which were preprocessed and subjected to feature
selection prior to model construction. Three algorithms were compared: Random Forest,
Gradient Boosting, and Extra Trees. Model performance was evaluated using 5-Fold Cross-
Validation with Accuracy, Precision, Recall, and Fl-score as classification metrics,
alongside MAE, RMSE, and R? for regression analysis. Results show that Random Forest
achieved the highest performance, with Accuracy of 0.958, Precision of 0.869, Recall of
0.948, and F1-score of 0.905 under a +20% acceptance threshold, together with an R? of
0.784. These findings demonstrate the potential of artificial intelligence in valuing
specialized economic animals and developing decision-support systems for

the agricultural sector.
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Figure 1. Architecture of the proposed web-based machine learning

price estimation system



G‘Jﬁ 9 QﬁlU‘I?I. 1 UNFIAU-LUEIYU 2569)

N135UTIAIATENTRYA

foyaililumsidoludeyaiimnnas Ussnousenudnvavosdniiudosyaniged
Lﬁm%'anﬁ'uﬁwmvmmwmw UseTAnNTsuaati Lagyar1naAsugie Wy e1gvesti 1w
adsiaus aﬂmuvmam mwmuvmafﬂ uammmamamwimu aimamamaa wetlanseed
duedvy 90991 §nwazvens Yndn SNYULAIINES ANFATSNN55 9u1893 4 Lf‘]umu
i’]EJauLEJEJWUENLLWauQmaﬂ‘Hmw LEnIAd Table 1

Table 1. Description of input features and target variable used for machine learning

based price estimation
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Table 2. Sample dataset used in this study for estimating the market value of high-value

indigenous chickens, consisting of quantitative and qualitative features related to performance

and physmal characteristics
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2) Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE)
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Fl-score 57ulUf931A5129 Confusion Matrix ¥9wuy 2-class A Correct U Incorrect wag
WUU 3-class lauA Low, Medium, High

N3ATIZRAMUEIARYVBIF YT

wonmiloannsuszidluusyans nmwvesuuusiassdaeiat Sadadaiay vuided
andiun1siseinudfyuesiands (Feature Importance) Lﬁaizudwﬁumﬂﬂﬁaw%wa
aeaariansneInsalyarnanavaslifuidiosaniags msliasgidldan Feature Importance
fifuImaInSanasiiu Tree-based 511 3§ Tngo1dendnnis Mean Decrease in Impurity
(MDD Fa¥ainudsusaziidiuananulsiviansluliunvessuliifnula Taoiadsdaiinigs

wana1FILUsTLT UMM AR lUNITLUENNENTIANLINNT

N133UUNTTAVIIAN

WelsesingAnssunisduunveslunaddndiuin uideldulsiesaiannis
Fosddudeyaniots 1,008 doya eendu 3 sedv lnglden Quartile vastoyanss ldud
Low < Q1, Medium Q1 <51A17 < Q3 wag High>Q3 lag Q1 1Ay 25,000 UIN
vt 1n 25% veayadeya T51AW1nd1 25,000 U waz Q3 WU 850,000 UM
weAIIN3n 10 75% vesynteya {151A191n31 850,000 UM AsIMUNTYelFaLTa
Ansresimnuanusaveduealunisuensefiunme s1Anans wazsingdldedisdniou

Figure 2 uana distribution vasyaa malifudioslusuuuy Histogram (#1e) uas
Boxplot $1uunmungusian (121 Tasunu X uazunu Y waasluguuuy Log Scale iteloiifiu
n1snseeiivestoyaluynyiesialaeg1edaian 210 Histogram wuin Teyainisnszae
WU Right-skewed namie Toyadulnginszqndeglutiesasing Q1 wiiu 25,000 umn
Lag Q3 111U 850,000 UM Imaﬁfﬁa%aﬁﬁmuﬁaaﬁﬁswmqﬂﬁa 20,000,000 UM &N
Long Tail g wandiduinAasswity 1,180,245 U ganI1AINANE 77,000 UMW R
Bunannlnfiudesyadigeiiisiandu outlier lunana dedugidedadenld Quartile fu
LNAUTILUINGNTIAN UNUNSUUILUY Equal Interval 1189910 Quartile SiAnumumiusie Outlier
1eidndn

970 Boxplot WU ﬁu’qa’mnduﬁé’wmxmimzmsﬁLLmﬁhaﬁu nay Low fi91u3u 278
Yoya fi¥1951A1 2,000 f1 25,000 v Insfinisnszanedaties wazAnansegluszdusi nay
Medium fid1uau 481 doga fidas31An 25,001 fa 850,000 U waznisnszanedaninadign
Tuanungy anaumannvansvestlusedunans vasiingy High $1uau 249 Feya fitaasia
waws 850,001 v uluauda 20,000,000 1w Taedl Outlier F1uUNNTUY1931A1g9 39
avvieudsanumennuarauifiesvediiiuidionadgdlunan
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Distribution of Market Value Boxplot by Price Category
(Log Scale) (Log Scale)

= Low (n=278) Min: 2,000
i - QL 25,000

M_em”m (n=481) 10M - Median: 77,600

High (n=248) 03: 830,000
== Q1 =25000 Ma: 2a,000,000

== Q3 = 850,000

100

Frequency
a
3

100K §

Market Value (Baht) — Log Scale

1
0
10K 100K ™M 10M Low Medium High
Market Value (Baht) — Log Scale (n=278) {n=481) (n=249)

Figure 2. Distribution of market values for high-value indigenous chickens, illustrated by
a Histogram (left) and a Boxplot classified by price category: Low, Medium, and High
(right). Both charts are displayed on a Log Scale. The red and purple dashed lines indicate
Q1 = 25,000 THB and Q3 = 850,000 THB, respectively, which serve as the price category

boundaries

msnmAukeUnaAty

spvufi waund ugneeniuuuaz i luldauluguuuy Web-based Application #s
Figure 3 ielianunsauszendlduuuitasinsBeuiveaniadluanmuindesaidldesady
JUs53 drufinrerld gnesnuuulidunuuresunsendayadelasaine lnsaenndosiv
aadnua Aldlunsiinuuudiass 1Wu o1y Srunuadefivug HaNTHYITUAIERN FNYUENIG
nenn uagtadedunan seifielinszuunsiueaenadesiuiunounianieudoyalu
svogflnuuudians ledldnsendeyauardsiueyseiliu szuvazdsdoyaluds Backend API
w1unaln Prediction Request Tngila@snnesagdndunsyszananateyaaimilusuuuy
WWertunszuaumsiinuuuiiass wag3enldlunafiniunisiinugs evnsineyasn
yanInan MnduradnsIUsTIuTAuarAa s deliuredluinaargnaindulusdan
Ansodlduuuisealnl anlnenssudindndiglilinanuaenadodsenitnseuiunstinuag
mstauese mafanlugluuy Web-based viliuvuiiaeadmgufiannsoudasgazu
aduayunnadndulalaaie wanzdwiuinuain dunudes uay giifdmietadlunainla
fudlosyargs
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Figure 3. Web-based interface of the proposed machine learning system for high-value

local chicken price estimation

NaN15338

n1sUseliudseaniamesauuuiiges anlunsneliniinsiaaaunugNABILUY
5-Fold Cross-Validation LiieUszifiuninuasnsavesuusiassegraudussuy ansnfuazaiy
LLUiﬂi’Juﬁa’lﬁ]Lﬁ@]ﬁ]’]ﬂﬂ?iLLﬂdﬁﬂﬁau‘JaLﬂﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂlﬁ&l’s M5IATITTNANTAaRL U U uaDS
wuu Teun 1) nsusziuanuudugndssuiavesnisneinsal Tneldsd Taguaan
AamLAdeu way 2) nMsUszdiunnuududndinsindulanelditeulvmnanindeuseusuls
+20% Fsazvioulsyansnmuesszuuluuiunnsldnusss nansiteliswasSoasolld

N1531A5129INAs8 Fold

Table 3 w@MIA1 Accuracy ¥asusazdana3nuluumags fold NaN1INAABINUIN
WUUT1889 Random Forest 1viA1 Accuracy Laﬁlsq\‘lejfﬂ‘ﬁl 0.958 599a311A® Gradient Boosting
71 0.953 uaz Extra Trees 7 0.949 wansliifiud Uiza‘m%m‘wimiamﬁagiuizﬁugﬂmaﬂﬁaaﬂm
Sane3iiu wleRarsanlusie Fold wui1 Random Forest fenAuusiugganazAsudng
ashiauslumn Fold Tnetamzly Fold 5 il Accuracy geanil 0.985 uamsdisdnenmlunis
Souilassairadoyaldegnefiussd@nsnim vedl Gradient Boosting Waz Extra Trees Wans
nadnsilndidssiulunans Fold lay Gradient Boosting fiA1eglugas 0.941-0.970 uay
Extra Trees aglua3 0.931-0.975 4 4aansusd dnadosnmuesnuusiansnieling
LUSEJULLUaWEN“QWﬁE]JJﬂa?]ﬂLLGZWﬂﬂa‘U
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FIPNUUANGNIYBIA Accuracy TeMINa Fold geanuazsanveusazluinaoglusziu
filaigennn (RF: 0,049, GB: 0.029, ET: 0.044) uazArduidoauunnsgiuegluriauay (RF:
+0.018, GB: £0.012, ET: £0.018) uandlififiuin Uszansamvsslumaiimuaauslunn
Fold Tnglaifl Fold Tafilsinafivsoudnin Fold Busgnediiudday mnlumaiia Overfitting #n
Accuracy UARIAIURLNINEITENIN Fold 19y geluuna Fold wazsludn Fold agnadmiau
uinansvaaesills liuanssunuuanan

nan1sMaassuandlifliiuin Random Forest anuanusalunisiSousguuuudoyad
Fudeuldfininluinaduogrsasiniane Seaenndesiunalnues Random Forest fia$19 Decision
Tree dnuuann Insldmsduisdoyauasduushliuiay Tree Boufzuuuuiivannvansuas
an Variance ¥89n15w8n5a/lng59u Tuvaed Gradient Boosting wifazdien S.D. sinfian
(+0.012) watlsiein Accuracy 1@8usn31 Random Forest 1iasannaln Sequential Learning
anasiaulielassaiedoyalunsay Fold 11NN diu Extra Trees wilaglinnuvainvany
g991nM5ga Threshold wuvaysal udmuduinnifvluenadmalsidiadeding1 Random
Forest lantoy nadnsuanslsiiiiuin naln Bagging Y84 Random Forest SiAnsmsngauiy
Tnssafredoyanelifudesifiauiuniugauasd Outlier Sruaumnlddfianilodiouiy
Sanesiiudu q fivumesey

Table 3. Classification accuracy (within £20% error threshold) of each model across
five folds

Fold Random Forest Gradient Boosting Extra Trees
Fold 1 0.960 0.950 0.931
Fold 2 0.960 0.960 0.960
Fold 3 0.936 0.941 0.936
Fold 4 0.951 0.945 0.945
Fold 5 0.985 0.970 0.975
Average 0.958 0.953 0.949

Nan15UsLLULTY Regression

910 Table 4 uanfaran1MAR0s F9nUin Random Forest TiAALARIALAR BN
flaaiiluud MAE wag RMSE aeviouiisauanunsolunmsanaunainndeuduysaiuazenim
amaAdoumdsandldfniilinadu f1 R 489 Random Forest Winfu 0.784 wanslviiiuin
wuuSaesaninsaeBuemLILYTUTINYRIIAaTliUsTan 78.4% Feeinoglustiugaile
finsanddnvazdoyanarniidanuiumudmginssuuasdadoidenunin Aliawnsainld
Javun HadWSRnaATewindane3fiu Random Forest fAumumILse Noise uaz Outlier
11NNIUUIN Boosting nelilasaadradeyayatl ileiuTeuifisussaring Gradient Boosting
WAy Extra Trees WU11 Gradient Boosting f1A1 MAE gan3usa1 RMSE #1N37 Extra Trees

[80]



G‘Jﬁ 9 QﬁU‘I?II 1 UNFIAU-LUEIYU 2569)

Fauanaliifiuin Gradient Boosting HuualuiinANUARIALAG DUYUIALENTIUIULINNT
N Extra Trees fimnuaaandouunvailaniznstiunnnil deviounnuuanaswesnatn
Boosting tag Randomized Ensemble Tun1sdnnisiu Outlier

Table 4. Comparison of regression performance (MAE, RMSE, and R?) of the evaluated

machine learning algorithms

Algorithm MAE (u1) RMSE (u1) R?
Random Forest 391,225 + 69,889 1,099,341 + 259,654 0.784
Gradient Boosting 469,392 + 61,204 1,147,861 + 237,554 0.748
Extra Trees 432,360 + 58,561 1,198,580 + 224,412 0.721

\lofiansan MAE uaz RMSE isudutieseuesdeyaass wuin Random Forest Toin
MAE winifu 391,225 v wseanduUszann 33% vesriaassian 1,180,245 U1 d1nsy
RMSE 1y fiAngand1 MAE aghaiuldda tiesann RMSE Tsimindumiuaaiaiadeuauin
Tugjunnin MAE nanafe "Lﬂ'ﬁﬁswmqaﬁq 20,000,000 v fTwudesunlugatoya il
TusaldléFoussuuvuresnduiiisme uanionensaifianaralunsdivand Jedawals
RMSE gatiu

Han15UsEwge Classification aneldinuet £20%

{3deld mmuainasinsUssiiudsUfuinag Taefiansandinismeinsaldifan
AamLAdeuliiiAy +20% vossiAnais fodnlunanensaigndesnazeeuiuld nan1smaass
wanslu Table 5 114l #1 Precision, Recall uay F1-score lu Table 5 funmaneiadsves
Wa 5 Fold & 1o1aumnsnadniesa1neni fuIuns991n Aggregate Confusion Matrix
Tu Table 6 Hosnanuuansisesnsnsznedeyaluusiay Fold

Table 5. Average classification performance (mean + standard deviation) of the

evaluated models based on 5-Fold Cross-Validation

Algorithm Accuracy Precision Recall F1-score
Random Forest 0.958 £ 0.018 0.869 + 0.070  0.948 + 0.052 0.905 + 0.039
Gradient Boosting  0.953 + 0.012  0.847 + 0.034  0.948 + 0.048  0.894 + 0.024
Extra Trees 0.949 + 0.018 0.843 + 0.061  0.933 + 0.067 0.884 + 0.042

nan1sMAassuandlifliiuin Random Forest fiAn Fi-score gafign deazvioufisauna
5894 Precision Wag Recall Mvanzauiign aeldfoulatoyaifienulsiauna A1 Accuracy
yaanluiaa m1nndt 0.94 uanafemnuamnsalunniluldnuldlagliiansiuned
Aananaiuly
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N153AT129 Confusion Matrix

NNTIATIER Confusion Matrix Tu Table 6 Wu31 True Negative (TN) ﬁﬁ’]@&ﬁqﬂu
nnluina Usuenfian1inszansvesyateyaaie na1afe nau Negative (ANAa1ALAG oU
WAy £20%) f1urutszanm 800 18113 Anidutszunm 79.4% vesdoyananua 1,008
185 vauzdinga Positive HifleaUszana 208 s1ems Amilu 20.6% uanslvifiuin gadeya
fdnwauy Class Imbalance GﬁaLﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬁmﬁ%ammmldﬁmﬁmﬁﬁmmﬁumummi’lqu i
Tinsnensaitegnielunast £20% Wuwmmsaifiiniuludadautioondi

\dlefia1san Recall LuNT1BNGHAN Table 8 4 Table 10 W31 Random Forest ¥in
Recall fiashuanslunnngusia T¥un nau Low winfu 0.957, nga Medium Winfu 0.955 way
nau High wiriu 0.964 Gradient Boosting TiA1ngx Low winfiu 0.950, ngu Medium winfiu
0.950 uagngy High Wity 0.948 uag Extra Trees 1iAINgY Low winiu 0.940, nau Medium
Wiy 0.938 uagnaa High WU 0.935 Ad1uaLaueves Recall lunnng us1A7
wandliiiudn Tuealiuansenfdongulanguniafuly dslumadimanatoswediniunnsly
iluszuudszanansse Afesnsananudesinnsusyiliuiniegaiuaie

Table 6. Aggregated confusion matrix results (TP, FP, FN, TN) of the three algorithms
based on 5-Fold Cross-Validation

Algorithm TP FP FN TN
Random Forest 197 31 11 769
Gradient Boosting 197 36 11 764
Extra Trees 194 37 14 763

e Avtuanssiilunasiuarannnnyia 5 Fold warenausndnuidntosandadese Fold Aisteanulu
Table 5 Lilas1nANUUANANYEININTEToyalusaz Fold

21nA15A15847 Confusion Matrix Wu11 AuRanatndulugdnialunsdnsaiass
aglndvauiun +20% Jaazvieudnvazdeyaniianuseites lildanuianainguuss Fay
anwarUnAvetoyausziny threshold-based classification

NANTIATIZAAINFIAYVDIRIUS
INHANITILATIEN Feature Importance A Table 7 Wudn dauusnidnsnaggnasie
Fu (

(%

nsngnsalyarnatnvestinulissausuduusn lawn yarseiaaigaiilasy (RF: 0.5498)

duosvu (RF: 0.0803) warywiin (RF: 0.0583) mud1du devisaudauusiian Importance

¥

swriuAndudndin 68.84% veahminviavun Yaveniinisivuayaaivedlaiiudiosanigs
gnduimdeulagfmuusnguvanidiedlsinsy annitnisnsgaretndne o duluyndiuds
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nan133euileu Feature Importance sewinslunarisanunuauaenndeslufiuls
fiflenudidnyas nanfie Muvsyamsstadigaiildfunasdvesu Unngludsuduvesis
RF (0.5498, 0.0803), GB (0.8045, 0.0345) tlay ET (0.3608, 0.0872) mmaamﬂé’aﬂﬁlﬁumm
yndedodn 95'1"3LLUiﬁQﬂénﬁmmé’uﬂ’uéﬁLLﬁa%qﬁUQaﬁﬂmanm lailaiaan Overfitting 99
Tuinalalinmanils uonani fudsdnuuzanugsdan Importance Wuguslunnluaa wang
’h(?hLLUié’QﬂénlaJﬁﬁaﬁ’lﬁfg@iamﬁwmmaiaﬂaﬁﬂum%'agaﬁ wazeaiaIaFAneanso e
Tmilunswmulunasudald dWeliiunmdndu naitldinausluguuuy Bar Chart &9
Figure 4 Tne3osdrduannduusiifinnuddygsanluman waziiouiivuauaenndosos

Feature Importance 5¥#aSluLAavIIas

Table 7. Feature importance scores of input variables across Random Forest, Gradient

Boosting, and Extra Trees models

a9 Aauls RF GB ET 1
1 yameTadianilis 0.5498 0.8045 0.3608 0.5717
2 fvesvy 0.0803 0.0345 0.0872 0.0673
3 v 0.0583 0.0322 0.0915 0.0607
4 Lwﬂﬁﬂmwiaﬁ 0.0654 0.0268 0.0746 0.0556
5 angvadli (Ju) 0.0682 0.0281 0.0692 0.0552
6 wiifivuzaige 0.0597 0.0157 0.0797 0.0517
7 aafiouy 0.0343 0.0101 0.0556 0.0333
8 oniivuzangn 0.0267 0.0190 0.0481 0.0313
9 dladniseied 0.0239 0.0156 0.0506 0.0300
10 GUREY 0.0196 0.0060 0.0510 0.0255
11 ANYOILYDING 0.0138 0.0075 0.0317 0.0177
12 ANYTANES 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

MEe: BeanuAaieveaiaauling
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Feature Importance - Average of RF, GB, ET

Last Prize Value 0571)
Plumage Color 0.0673
Body Weight 4 0.0607
Fighting Technique 4 0.0556
Age (Days) 0.0552
e | 008
Total Wins 0.0333
Last Win Round 4 0.0313
Fighting Style 0.0300
Shank Color 4 |0.0255
Tail Characteristics ‘I. 0.0176
Body Stature 70.0000

0.0 Ojl 012 0t3 0j4 OtS 0.6
Feature Importance (Average)

Figure 4. Average feature importance (RF, GB, ET)

ASIATIZAUUY 3 52AUTIAN

ATeiildRansan Confusion Matrix sumé’aﬂa%ﬁumﬁwaé’wﬁﬁﬁqm TA8LUEI951A7
penugadl 1) 923 Low SsiadiesniimSewinfu 25,000 U 2) 42s Medium $1A108581MIN
1INAI1 25,000 U LarUR8nI1UI DAY 850,000 U 3) 429 High d51A181ANTIT
850,000 U %d Table 8, 9, 10 wamIwawes Confusion Matrix ¥e98ane37u Random Forest,
Gradient Boosting Wag Extra Trees ANUa6U
Table 8. Confusion matrix of the Random Forest model for three price categories
(Low, Medium, High)

Actual \ Predicted Low Medium High
Low 287 8 5
Medium 7 382 11
High 4 7 297

Table 9. Confusion matrix of the Gradient Boosting model for three price categories
(Low, Medium, High)

Actual \ Predicted Low Medium High
Low 285 10 5
Medium 9 380 11
High 6 10 292
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Table 10. Confusion matrix of the Extra Trees model for three price categories
(Low, Medium, High)

Actual \ Predicted Low Medium High
Low 282 12 6
Medium 12 375 13
High 8 12 288

NANITNARDINUIN LLUURS"]@QQEW@J’WE]"\T’WLL‘IJﬂﬂEj:iJi’]ﬂ’]ﬁﬂiéfE]EjNﬁﬂ’]’mLLQJHET']IT,ﬁ%G‘]’U?N

U
o

TasAnsvihunegndeanszandegluluimuewesuming anunaiaindsudnlugiiindy
wudwﬂfjm’]mﬁagamﬁ’u oA Low uaz Medium suzuzﬁmiﬁi”lLLUﬂﬁmwmmmﬂmjmwmqﬂﬂ
Fanguaadilagasmuludadiuiidun Jeazvouisanuamnsaveauuiiasdunisinwm
AnugndesweINsUseiliulunquinangeldegefivseansnin luusunresnainuasiasnann
dudinuas anuaiunsalunisduundudnifyadigalded1sgniesdanuddysdonis
atfuayunsdnduladunsugiavesifiduieades

N193ATIZREREININVSLUAE

n3R91TIALed ssanfudIud suuLRTEINAN 5-Fold Cross-Validation Ui
AuUsUTILTesAUsEiusglustAus agvioufismnuatsvestunanieldnsduudstoya
Tne Random Forest wanwiaAads Accuracy gegalvinny 0.958 LLazﬁﬁhuLﬁmwummgm
Gil’ﬁqmvhﬁju +0.018 \ilaflsuiiu Gradient Boosting fislAtady Accuracy Winfu 0.953 fidau
\Jeauumnsgiuniaiu 0.012 uag Extra Trees AfiANadY Accuracy WNAU 0.949 wazdau
Doauunnsgrueiiiu 0018 uenaInt FasAuLANAIITas Accuracy $239 Fold gegn
uazsAAues Random Forest agfl 0.049 Failrlslgann uansliiiuinluinalsiuanamginssu
Overfitting Aendoyateslaganis Jefierdulumadinunzandigndviumswaunduszuy
Web-based Price Estimation

aAiuTIEHaNITIY

Han13Tewansliiiudn wuusiasdlungy Tree-based Ensemble @nansauszananis
yaAmanInanlaeg1eiusyaniaim lnelanizdanaifiu Random Forest lviuszdnSam
qaqmiunﬂfﬁ’ﬁyi’ﬂ o wn MAE v71A°U 391,225 U1, RMSE t11AU 1,099,341 U k@
Rz wirifu 0.784 Fasnn Gradient Boosting 71l MAE Winfu 469,392, RMSE wiiffu 1,147,861
Wag Extra Trees 15 MAE tM1U 432,360 waz RMSE 11y 1,198,580 HANIINARDIE
a@oAAdedfU Sanjuan et al. (2025) Afuduin Random Forest faunasewinanuusiuguay
auannsalunsinukadiunzandmiunishluldauaie edrslsnu mmadedd
fosindrdny Tiun yadoyaiivnuiuneaiaaneiiui do1aveenaludmannduldl
AsBUARNYILT uazA1 R 1 0.784 wandliifiudn faflanuuususiuusyana 21.6% fltiaanse
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osuelidemudslugateyatiagiu Feeranandadedmginssunaneilaildtufindusa
wus

314 5-Fold Cross-Validation F18andvsnavesmsduutsteyaifivsafufior uasvin
Tanusoussidumnuaiosvedinaaludeadfliegaduszuu nansmeasamuin Alady
vosfiindiaruaonndadlun Fold warlidudssuunsgueglussdus 1ud Fold laf
\innsanasvesseaninmegiesuuss dnuazdinanagieuitlueaiaiuausalunis
Uszgndldifudoyalmiléa warliinns Overfitting soyndoyadeslayanis aunadosiiiu
Haduddysonsiilumallfonsie emnssuulssdiunaasdessesiudeyalniiiling
Usngunneu

Wowseuiisunadns i latunuideluuiunilndifss wuitwvudaosivaunly

a

muﬁa’i’aﬁiﬁmaé’wéﬁaguiiusxﬁuwmmimvdq%’ulﬁ (Rahman et al., 2021) 1% CNN Tun1s31uun
FEAUIIATTININAINA1ERALAUTNYULNIINIEAIN WAZTIBIUAT Accuracy TUTEAU
0.705 vzl euideilldan Accuracy ladugegail 0.958 #28 Random Forest pg1lsfin
nswsuiiisulagnssiidedida iesainaruuansisvesdnuuedoya na1nfe 11uves
(Rahman et al., 2021) M¥nmenedudeyaiiduasyszifiugannndnvasnion e dia
o lurueienidedlidoyaidamaninsounquiadnuaemenioam Vs inisudsdu
uardoyanan dsazfouanuduteuresiladormunsalunaalifiudedldaseunquniy
uana NG Krishna et al. (2025) $1891uA" R? gefis 0.988 lunsnensainafaualagld
wuUT1889 XGBoost kandfieanua1n1salun1TeiuleauwlsUsIuvestoyalaag 19
Uszansnn eehslsfiniy snAdednanlideyaddasiaiisivsznoumetadosudunndey
WaLLATYENY LU gaunqdl USanauislu gUasd gUMNL Lagduyunsvuds Fudufudsids
USinnitinldegetanunasiisuuuuaeutisaiiane unndsanmeilifudiowaegedd
AU dadeidmgAnssunaznisuivesmanailiausainldidesinm dawaling
wensaiTAdianududousndetu dudu a1 Re 9 0.784 vesuideiitedohidiaumunyan
dmuuTundeyaning

Feature Importance Giaﬂ’liﬂizqnﬁ"ffﬁﬁﬂ

NAN19ILATIZY Feature Importance ﬁﬁaé’ﬁzgﬁgﬂw%ﬁmmmasL%wﬁﬁami TuLs
Ams msfifudsyarssiaaandlésuiian Importance gegniianiads 0.5717 uioAnidu
57.17% vesmiinyiavin aamﬂﬁmﬁuamagmﬁ'ﬁwamldﬁuLﬁauﬂamqﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁ%m%m
tagiueddifudlosnnnitnudnunravadlusroren ndnfe flelunaniilinanisudedy
ﬂ%ﬁa"]ﬁjﬂLﬁuﬁiyiyﬂmﬁﬁﬂiuﬂﬁﬂi&ﬁuﬁﬂ‘&Jﬂ’]‘wLLaSﬂ’JWQJﬁMﬁ’IﬁJmﬂ’liamu Feazvioungnssy
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