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I, Preliminaries

1. Related works
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Aldle] mlo}, Hojss WHiEe] A4 A Pk,

22 64, 3= 92Ed g2ldS 183), MBTI 44 8<
s ] Hxze] At A =7 [3]& MBTI Al8] 2211
ZIFUEle] 2L s 3.35 7l dloleiE Alg). ol
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lll, The Proposed Scheme

1. Methodology
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2. Experiments
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2.1 Dataset
Table 1. MBTI Datasets
JIE s Kaggle MBTI | Twitter MBTI | Reddit MBTI

&1 HE Yes No No
ElolEf 221 (&) 8,675 7,811 10,607
EAE Ha Zo| 1,270 1,305 500
MBTI EEH} 576.70 358.22 8162.51
o H|E 99.98% 95.59% 99.89%
0] A 3 13 9

B Aol A%t tlofe Al 370ct [5, 6]olM 33t Kaggle
MBTI ], 24 UES=2] Twittere} Redditold] 5% vlolElake:
27130} (ol3F ESJE] MBTI ¥ #|5! MBTI) Kaggle MBTI:=
22} Aeolgk MBTI R3828, EQJE MBTI= 22t 2ol
BARE MBTI 1302 2hils gick #5l MBTR= 7 W3S 37
283k

7 gloleldle] A7) 7.8% 3 ~ 10.61 dog,
Z718 918 El MBTR= o] 10%4ks F2k8] 53 vlofElAl
o2 g3t} o] viEs} Ao] A fasttext] 12]2 E3)) =23c)
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22 Model

S [5190M 7P 297 £330 RoBERTa Distil [13],
DistilBERT [14], XLNet [15]7} tj2o], & <Fttoll= DeBERTa-V3
[16]2} Twitter-RoBERTa-base for Sentiment Analysis -
UPDATED (2022) (oJ3} Twitter-RoBERTa) [17]Z 3|2 A1313)
t}.

DeBERTa-V3+= SST-2 7+ £-5F &4 o|x] RoBERTa Large
R} o ¥e ARTE 128 V2 [17]9] te mdofnk

Twitter-RoBERTa:= 1249001 7]jo] ESIS k5 714 BHFE 98
IRIFFet mellofc).

2 3 Hyperparameters and Setting

Table 2. Hyperparameters

Hyperparameter Value
Sequence Max size 512
Number of Epochs 5
Batch Size 8
Leaming Rate 2E-05
Initial Seed 7

FQ dlErElE Table 2.2} 2t} 853} 371= Google Colab
Pro+olx] 218, RAM-& Htll 49.09 GB AR 7Fs3lomn, GPU+=
Tesla T4E &-83)c}

3. Results

Table 2. Results : Accuracy & F1 Score on Kaggle MBTI

Models Accuracy % F1 Score %
SOTA This Paper SOTA This Paper
RoBERTa Distil 88.6286 87.8893 88.9716 87.58
DistilBERT - Base 88.6000 86.1304 88.9697 85.6948
XLNet - Base 87.8572 86.9089 87.9523 86.5211
DeBERTa-V3-Base N/A 87.0242 N/A 86.6712
Twitter-Roberta NiA 87.9181 N/A 87.5692
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Table 3. Results : Std. of F1 Score on Kaggle MBTI

Models Std. of F1 Score
SOTA This Paper
RoBERTa Distil 6.6575 3.3213
DistiiBERT - Base 6.4263 3.9278
XLNet - Base 7.6959 4.0842
DeBERTa-V3-Base N/A 5.1684
Twitter-Roberta NJA 3.2259

Kaggle MBTI djo[EjAlo] tish 218 Az}, [5]e] SOTAE ~J3l3}
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MBTI®] E/I, N/S, T/E, J/Pell thdt et g8 4 Fl-Score=
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Table 4. Results @ Accuracy & F1 Score on the others

MBTI Twitter MBTI Reddit
Models Accuracy F1 Score Accuracy F1 Score
RoBERTa Distil 73.5916 71.3497 91.7531 91.7533
DistiIBERT - Base 72.6953 70.6053 91.5881 91.5123
XLMet - Base 72151 69.1574 91.1169 90.5681
DeBERTa-V3-Base 73.7196 69.7605 90.9991 90.8809
Twitter-Roberta 73.4635 71.2889 92.2244 92.1609

Kaggle MBTI ] E$JE] MBTIS} @[5! MBTIol= 2= HPHE0
2 g3k 1 Ay, ELJE] MBTIol= DeBERTa-V3-Base’}
71 e HBwE BT (73.7196%), F1-Score= RoBERTa
Distilo] 7V =9k} (71.3497%) @5 MBTE= A3hce} F1 Score
S5 Twitter-Roberta7} 71 =M} (92.2244%, 92.1609%)

Al dlolEAl F, Ag= B Fl-Score7} a2 o2 52 3
g5l MBTIL Kaggle MBTL, E9JE] MBTI <=0]3t}. o|x= Table
19 B35 @5l MBTIZL 1670 MBTI 534 gt 537}
71 ol wioll feldaL tlelElle] 718 Bar et Hort 718
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IV. Conclusions
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