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lll, Experiments and Results
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Table 1. Performance comparison chart for Bagging—based
prediction
Performance Decision Tree Random Forest
Measure Metric Classifier Classifier
Accuracy 98.31% 99%
F1-Score 76.5% 78%
Best Parameters | 'max_depth'=2 'n_estimators':4

Table. 2 Performance comparison chart for Boosting—based
prediction

Performance AdaBoost GBM
Measure Metric
Accuracy 97.42% 97.69%
F1-Score 49.5% 50%
Best Parameters | n_estimators':50 | 'n_estimators':400
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