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ITepiAndn

Avaygiofrtnra, to péoa xowwvixic dixtbworng, 6nwe to Facebook xou to Twitter, aroteholv
AVATOOTIUGTO XOUPATL TG XOUNUEPVOTNTAS MG AOYW TV TOWIAWY BUVITOTATWY, TOU TEOGPECOUV.
Ewwotepa, o Twitter nopéyel tn duvatdtnta 0Toug YenoTtes péow Twy tweets, GUVTOUOY XEWEVWY
uxouc éng 280 yapaxtripes, va exppedlouy Tic amddels xou Tic oxédelc Toug ot Yéuata TNS EMLXaLpdT-
TOC, OLIUOPPWVOVTIC XAT AUTOV TOV TPOTO TIG TACELS 1) OO Xl VoL CUVOULAOUY UE YENOTES amd
6M0 TOV XOOPO duECH XL Ywelc xavéva x6cToc. Qotdoo, to Twitter xou yevixdtepa tor péool xotv-
WVIXAC BIXTLOOTG ATOTEAODY AVTIXEUEVO EAENC AUTOUATOTOMNUEVGDY AOYUQLICUMY, YVWOTHOY w¢ bots,
oL omoloL €Y0UV WS ATWTEPO GTOYO TNV TUPATANEOPOENCT Tou YeRoTn Wéow tng dddoong Yeudv
EWHCEWY, TNY TEOOUNOY) CUYXEXPWEVWY TEOIOVTWY Xal WOV xadd¢ xou TN Slaxivnor), ToAAES PopEc,
LUALXOU TOpvOY a0l TEQLEYOUEVOU UE€00L TWY LIOTOoEADWY, Tou dnuoctebouy ota tweets Toug. Ka-
Blotaton, Aowndyv, copéc 6Tl anotelel adrpltn avdyxn 1 €yxouen aviyveuon twv bots.

Avtuixelpevo tng nopoloog SimAwuatixic epyactiog anotekel 1 tpoctacio Twy yenotwy tou Twitter
and xoxéBouvhoug yeHoTeg. Buyxexpéva, Tpotelvovtal 6Vo pédodol xatnyoplonolinong Twy ¥enoTwy
tou Twitter oe andivolc yproTec xan auToUATONOMUEVOLS AOYOELACUOUE.

Kotd v npodtn uédodo culiéyetan évag PeYdhog apliuodg YopaxTnelo TIXOY ovd YeNoTy, Tou
€youv yenotwonoindel oe Tpdopotes epeuvnTiXéC epyaaleg Yo TNy aviyveuor twv bots. Aol vionot-
OUUE BLAPOPES TEYVIXES EMAOYTC YORUXTNELO TGV Xou ueBdboug derypotohndioc ue oxond tny ebpeon
Tou BEATIOTOU UTOGUVOAOU YORUXTNELO TV Xk TY) dNpLovpyia EVOC OUOLOUORPOU GUVOAOU BEBOUEVLY
avtioTtouya, aglohoyolye Ty enidoon Tou xdle unocuvolou Ue yprion akyopiduwy Mnyavixic Mddnone.

Katd ) dedtepn uédodo, xdvovtog yeron povo twv tweets twv Ypnotwv LAonotolue plo ap-
yvtextovin) Bodidg Mddnong, n onolo anoteheiton and Augpidpopo Avadpopxnd Nevpwvixd Alxtua
Moxpde Bpoyunpddeoune Mviune (BILSTM) pe unyovioud mpocoyfc oxoloudolueva and dense
layers. Me autdv tov Tpém0 amogedyouue 1 YpovoPBopa dadixacto Tng eEaywyhc YUpUXTNELO TIXMY.
AZiohoyolpe v enldoor tou povtéhouv Bodide Mddnong pe Sdpopes yetpunés a&tohdynong.

Ko otic 800 pedddoug ypnowpomototue 800 dnuodota dladéoydo cOVORa BEDOUEVHY oL TOEOTT-
polUE OTL oL TeEYVIXES, OV EQUPHOLOVUE, ETUTUYYXAVOUY avTOyWVICTIXES ETUBOCELS GUYXEITIXG UE Ta
ATOTEAEGUATOL TWVY EPEUVNTIXWY EQYACLOV TERL aviyVEuang Twv bots, mou €youv dnuoocteutel Eng Topa.

AéEeig - KAzowd

Méoa Kowwvixic Aixtiwong, Twitter, Aviyveuon bots, Mnyoavixy) Médnon, Enotiun Aedopévwy,
E&b6puin Aedopévmv, Avdhuor Aedouévov, Texyvnt Nonpoobvn, Emhoyn yapoxtneio Ty, Médodot
Aevypatoindioc, Enelepyaoio Puowmnc I'hdooag, Badid Mdadnon






Abstract

Undoubtedly, social media, such as Facebook and Twitter, constitute a major part of our
everyday life due to the great number of possibilities, they offer. More specifically, Twitter provides
the opportunity to users to express their thoughts and opinions about hot issues of the everyday
life or communicate with other users from all over the world whenever they want and without any
cost. They get these opportunities by posting tweets, texts with a limited number of characters
up to 280. However, Twitter and generally online social networks (OSNs) are increasingly used by
automated accounts, which are widely known as bots and their main purpose is the dissemination
of fake news, the promotion of specific ideas and products, the manipulation of the stock market
and even the diffusion of explicit material. Therefore, the early detection of bots in social media is
quite essential.

The main object of this diploma thesis is the security of social media from the proliferation of
malicious users. More specifically, we propose two methods to distinguish legitimate users from
automated accounts.

In the first method we collect a great number of features per user, which have been used in
recent research papers for bot detection. After implementing feature selection techniques and
sampling methods, in order to find the best subset of features and to deal with imbalanced dataset
respectively, we evaluate the performance of each subset by using Machine Learning Algorithms.

In the second method we use only the tweets of the users and we propose a deep neural network
consisting of bidirectional long short-term memory (BiLSTM) layers with attention mechanism
followed by dense layers. In this way, we avoid the computationally expensive procedure of feature
extraction. We evaluate the performance of the architecture using several metrics.

In both methods we use two publicly available datasets and we demonstrate that our approaches
can achieve competitive performance compared with existing state-of-the-art bot detection systems.

Keywords

Social media, Twitter, Bots detection, Machine Learning, Data Science, Data Mining, Data Analysis,
Artificial Intelligence, Feature Selection, Sampling Methods, Natural Language Processing, Deep
Learning






FEuyaplotieg

Apyd, Yo Hdeha va euyapiothow Yepud v emPBrénovoa xadnyntea x. Iodvva Povoodxrn 1600 yio
NV euxonpiol, TOL UOU EBKOE Vo Ao oA UE EVal TGO EVOLUPEPOY Ve, OTO XAl YLOL TNV EUTLO TOCUVT
Xl TO VOLPEPOY, o Uou €dei&e dhoug autolg Toug pives. Ol oupPouléc xar ol xotevdiveoelg Tne
Aoy TOAOTIHES %ot XodOPLOTIXES YOl TNV EXTOVNOT AUTAS TNG BIMAWUOTIXNG EpYaoiag.

X1 ouvéyeta, Yo Hieho vo euyoElo TG TOUG GIAOUC KO Yiot QUTA TO OULOPQO QOLTNHTLXA YEOVLAL.

Kuplwg, Vo fideha vo euyaploThHow TNV OXOYEVELD UOU YLOL TNV aYdmY), TOU YOU €YOUV TEOCHEREL
Ohat VTS ToL YEOVLAL Xou TNV UTOCTAPLEY TOUS GE OAEC OV TIG EMLAOYEC.
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Kegpdiowo 1

Ewcaywyi

1.1 Kowwvixd Aixtua xou Méoa Kowvwvixie Auxtdwong

Yo A tou 190u wbva 1600 o Emile Durkheim 660 xa o Ferdinand Ténnies npowdoiooy
NV WO TV XOWOVXWY dIXTOWY OTIC Yewpleg TOUG X0t TNV €REUVA TV XOWVOVIXWY OUddwWY. Xuy-
EXPLUEV, EVaL XOWVWVIX BixTuo elvol pio xovwvixy) doyuy|, mou aroteAelton and €va chvoro mapayov-
WV, OTKC GTopa 1 0pYaviolols, oAAE xol XOWOVIXGY AANAETdpdoewY UeTall TwV mapayovImy
AUTWV.

Ta péoa xovwvixic dixtimwone (social media) amoteholv pio dadxtuomy| TAaTdpUa, TOU oL dv-
Vpwmol YeNoLHOoToloY, TEOXEWEVOU VA BLOOPPOCOLY XOWWVIX0UE decuolc pe dAhoug avipnroug,
HE TOUC OTolouC UoLEALoVTaL TOEOUOLA EVOLUPEROVTA TOCO GE TPOCWTIXO OGO X0 OF ETOYYEAUATIXG
eninedo. Ou 1ot00eANBeg xoWmVIXAS dTOWONS EMTEENOLY GTOUS YENoTES Vo potpdlovTal éeg, Yngpt-
axéc putoypapieg xon Bivteo, dnpootedoelc oANE xou Vol EVIUERHVOLY TOUC GAROUC YLoL YEYOVOTO IOV
dtadpapotiCovtan atov xéouo. Toug mapéyouy, eniong, T SUVATOTNTA VO GUVIEOVTUL X0 VAL ETLXOLV-
wvolv pe dAloug avitpwnoue, tou Beloxovton oe Sapopetixy tonodeoio. O o Yvwotés lotooeAdec
xovwvxre dixtbwong eivan to Facebook, to Instagram, to Pinterest xon to Twitter.

1.2 Twitter

To Twitter dnwovpyhinxe tov Mdptio tou 2006 and toug Jack Dorsey, Noah Glass, Biz Stone
& Evan Williams xou Eexivnoe tov Iobhio tou €toug autov. Xto Twitter ol yproteg dnuoociebouy
%o OAANAETIOPOVY e GANOUC YENoTES e nviUaTa, YVwoTd we "tweets'. ‘Ocol €youv dnulovpyroet
Aoyaplaoud, uropolv va dnpootedouy xat vo avadnuootetouy (retweet) tweets. Apyxd to uhixoc tou
TeplEyoUévou TwV tweets Aoy neploplouévo otoug 140 yopaxthpeg, ahhd tov NoéuPBplo tou 2017 o
aptdpde autde dimhaoidotnxe otoug 280 yopaxthipes. O xdde ypRotne axoloudel (Following/Friends)
To droua yiar tor omolo Y€l Vo evruepdveTal, dtay dnpoactelouy éva tweet xou avVTIOTOlYKC AxOhOL-
Yelton xon autéde and drhous yerotes (Followers). Ou ypfiotes €xouv T SuvatdTnTol VoL amavTHooLY
ot tweets dAhwv yenotov (reply) A va avapépouy dAhoug yerotee (mention). Autd To xdvouy TANx-
TEOAOYDVTAS OTO TEPLEYOUEVO TwV tweets Toug Tov yopoxthipa @ axoloudoluevo amd to dvoua Tou
xenot, mou emdupotv. Emlong, ol yeroteg tou Twitter éyouv tn Suvatdnta va Yenoiuonolicouy
hashtags oto tweets Toug, dnAad” Aé€elc 1| ppdoeic mou Eextvoly e To oOUBoNO # xou YENOoLOTOLOUY-
Tan Yoo TV opadornolnon tweets pe Bdon to Béua toug. Téhog undpyel 1 BuVUTOHTNTA Yiot AVTOAAAY N
anevdeiog BTGV pnvupdtey petald Twy yenotov (direct messages).

Emunhéov, évac yprotne unopel va avalntroel pe Bdor évo hashtag 7 onowadrinote Aé&n/ppdon 6ha
Ta tweets, mou €youv yivel oe avtioTpogn ypovohoywt oepd (otny (Bio hoyixn ue to timeline), doyeta
pe to av axohovdel Toug Aoyoplaopols mou dnuocicucay autd ta tweets. Mdhiota, oto timeline
Tou 0 xdde yphiotne unopel va deu ol Yéparta elvon o dnpogihy exelvn T oTiyph (tar Aeydpeva
trends), xou ancvdeioc va det T culhtnon tévew oe autd. To trends xadopilovton and chyoplduoue
tou Twitter yio xdde yeriotn ye Bdon autolc mou axoloudel, Ta eVOLapEPOVTE ToU xaL TV ToTodeaio
Tou (av %o 0 Ypfotne uropel vor emhégel va PAénet tor trends yio piot SeBouévn yewypagpixt| teptoyy).
e xdde neplntwon, o yehotng BAénel éuata, ta onofo epgpavilovton we hashtag # AZeic/ppdoeic
xai T omofat elvan SMUOGIAY) exelvn TN OTUYUY, XL O)L AUTA oL elval YEVIXE SNUOQIAY oE Vol UEYTAO
Xeovixd Sldotnua, 1 o xadnueptvr Bdon.

1.3 Bots oto Twitter

H npoéhevon tou 'Bot’ elvan *Social Robot’. ¢ bot opiletan xdile awtopatonomuévog hoyaplaoude
OTA YECO XOLVWVIXAC BIXTUMOTG, TOU EAEYYETOL amtd TO AOYLOUXS OhAdL CUUTEQLYPERETAL Xl EVERYEL
cov oAndivée ypriotne. Ltoéyo¢ tou amoteAel va emnpedoet Tt oulhnom, Tic andPElS TV GAAWY
avlpOTRV, VoL UTOGTNEIEEL GUYXEXPWEVES BEEC Xol Vol TTROWINOEL EVOL GUYXEXPUIEVO TTPOLOV.

Yuyxexpyéva, ta bots éyouv ypnoiwwonowmdel, yia vo ennpedoouv TOMTIXEC eXAOYEC BLooTEE-
Brodvovtag tov 0pld moAtixd Adyo, Yo Vo YELRAYWYHOOLY TO YPNUATIOTARLO 1 axdUa XL Yot Vol
npoxorécouy Yewpleg cuvmposoiac xatd Twv eyforiny oyvpllovtoc Tt npoxdhecay coPopés acdéveles.
Anuootebouv tweets ue atdyo TN BLUPHULOT EVOC CUYXEXPLIEVOU TEOIOVTOS ot TNV eEandTnon Twv
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GANWY YPNOTWY. LuyVd, UIACTA, anoTeholY xivBuvo yia T dnudoia uyela, Wilwg dtav ol dvipwrol
telvouv va AdBouv tatpixée ouufouléc o péoa xowwvixhc dixtiwone xou ta bots mpowdolv cuy-
xexpléva pdppaxa. Ilpoxewévou, udhota, vo un yivouv avTIANTTE amd Toug YeNoTES, ONuoatebouy
xade popd dlagopetinéc URLS, mou mopoanéunouy 6une oe LloToceNBES Ue To (Blo xaxdBoulo nepley6-
uevo (Meic Tpoypauud ey eTiVEUVOU TEPLEYOUEVOL, VOEXMOTIXG XTA).

O Lutz Finger dwtundver névte dueoec ypfoeic yia social bots. ¢ social bots opilovtar ot
QUTOUATOTIOLNUEVOL AOYORLICUOL, TTOU ULHOUVTOL TNV avipOTLYY CUUTERLPOET.

o Tao bots pnopolv va xdvouv xdmolov yerotn vo gaivetar dnpopuine. Ko avtd, yiatl uropolv
va yenowdonotndolv we fake followers.

o Spamming: Xpnowonolodvtol k¢ SUPNULOTIXE, TROXEWEVOL Vo TE(GOUY TOV YpNoTN VoL ayopd-
oEL VoL GUYXEXPUEVO TIROLOV.

o Mischief: Ta bots unopoiv va yenotponotndoldyv, yio vo Brdpouv dhha dropa (avtaywviotéc). Ou
Newt Gingrich, Mitt Romney & German Conservative Party (CDU) anoteholv pévo optopéva
TopodElypoTa TEPLTTWOEWY, 6Tou oL Pedtxol axdhoudol avaxahbEdnxay xon To YEYOVOS auTo
TOUC EMNEENCE OPVITIXG.

o Enmpedlouv v xowv yvoun. Luyxexpiéva, ennpedlouv Tic tdoelc (trends), dnpoociebovtoc
AUETENTO UNVOULOTO TIOPOUOLOL TEQLEYOUEVOU UE DLOPOPETIXES PPAOELS, TTPOXEWWEVOL VoL U1} YIVOUV
AVTIANTTEL.

o Ileplopioudg ehetdepou Aoyou. BNuyvd, ta bots dnuoctebouy unvopaTa, TPOXEEVOU CNUAVTIXES
dnuootedoelg va epgaviovtar younhoétepa otn oelida, anonpocavatohllovtag €Tol TNy oy

YVOUN.

1.4 3uvelocpopd ALTAWUATIXS

Ye avtideorn pe mponyolueves épeuves, Tou eoTdloUY TEPLIOGCHTERO OTY XPHOT TEQLOPLOUEVOU
LU0 YoRUXTNPLOTIXWY Xou TNHY eXTadeLOT "Tapadoctaxcdv" alyopituwy Mnyavuic Mddnong, otny
gpyaoio auth mpotelvouue dUo uedddoug xatnyoptonoinong Twy yenotwy tou Twitter oe humans &
bots. Ytnv npdhtn pévodo, apol xdvaue ulo oAoxANEwUEVN HEAETN TN BiBMoYpapiag, CUYXEVTEWGOUE
évay peydho aprdud features, mpoxelévou vo xatnyoplonoliooupe Toug Yeroteg tou Twitter oe
ahndivolc 7 social bots. Thomowjooue apxetés TeXVIXES EMAOYNC YUPUXTNOLOTIXGY Yiol TNV EVPESCT
T0U BEATIOTOU UTOGUVOAOU YORUXTNELOTIXMY. L TN deltepn puévodo, mpotelvoupe éva povtého Bodidc
uddnong, mou yenoiwwornolel povo ta tweets ywpic va amontel dniadh ) dradcacior g egaywyhc
XAEUXTNELOTIXGY. AvoluTixd, 7 epyacio pog napovatdletol oo enopeva BrdoTa:

o Xpnowonojoope dvo dnudota dSiadéoiua datasets, tor omolo mepLYpdpoUV ToUC hoyoplaoUolg
¢ humans 1 bots. Aoy 10V ToIA®Y YopaxTnELoTIXGY, TOU SLtdETOUY, HAAS XAl TOU UEYEAOU
aptduol hoyoplaouoy xot tweets, omoTeAOUY €vol AVTITPOCWTEUTIXG DBelyUd TWV YPNoTHOY TOU
Twitter.

o Apynd, apol epapudoape teXVixés emAoYHc xopaxtnooTixov (feature selection techniques),
Berxope Tol XATIAANAOL UTOCUVOAA YOROXTNELO TIXGY, Tl oTtolal anoTéAecay elcodo ot Slapope-
Txolg ahyoplduoug unyavixic pddnone. XN ouvéyel, cuyxplvoue TNV EBOCT TV AAYO-
pliuwy autdv e Sidpopes uetpxés afloAdynone.

o Téhog, epapudoaue pio apyrtextoviny| Pathde uddnong, n onolo déyeton w¢ eloodo pévo tweets
xou e€dyeL av To tweet ouTéd aviixel o human 7 bot. Juyxexpiéva, yenoiponoicoue 2 enineda
Bidirectional LSTMs pe Attention Mechanism.

1.5 Opydvwon Keipévou

Yto Kegdhowo 1 860nxe pla obvtoun eloaywyy| xou neptypapy| Tou TpoBARUAToC, ToU TeoyLoTeDeTol
7 nopolou epyaoia, VG 0plGTNXE XoU 1] CUVELGPORE TNC.

Yto Kegdhano 2 mparypartonoteiton pla mAifene BiBAtoypapuxr) emoxomnom twy pedodwy, mou €youy
yenowomoindel yia Ty xatnyoptionoinon twv xenotoy twv social media oe real users & bots.
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Y10 Kegdhowo 3 mapovoidletar to dewpnuud vndBadpo twv ahyopiduwy Mnyoavixic Mdadnong,
ToL yenouonovTon oty epyacio. IHagovoidlovto, eniong, xdmoleg teyvixég emAOYg YopuxXTHELo-
TV xadde xou uédodor unepdetypotondloc/unodelypatohndlac yia ) dnuovpyia evoc opoldpop-
(oL GUVOAOL BedoUEVWY. YT cUVEYELN, eTegnyolvTon ot Bacuxéc apyéc Aettovpyiog Twv Nevpwvixoy
Awxtinv xou Ty TeXVixdy Badide pédnone (deep learning).

Yto Kegpdhawo 4 mapatidevton teyvixée, mou epnintouv oto nedlo e Emnelepyacioc Puowic
I'\édooag (Natural Language Processing - NLP) xan agopolv 818popous Tpdmous avomapdotaons
xewwévou oe pordnpotixn Lopey.

Y10 Kegdhowo 5 napovoidletan to obvoho dedopévev (dataset), mou yenowomofdnxe otnv
napolou gpyaoio.

Yo Kegdhawo 6 e€dyouue ta yopaxtnelotxd and to dataset xou eqopudélovrog didpopes teyvixég
ETAOYAC YOROXTNELO TNV, BIVOUUE TOL XUTEIAANAC UTOGOVOAI YURAXTNELC TIXMY 1S E(00B0 0TOUC Ay O-
pldpoug pnyavinc pdinong. Xto xe@dhoto autd yiveton topousioom xo cOYXELON TWV ATOTEAECUATOVY
yior Ghot ToL HOVTERD, o eEETACTIHAY.

Y10 Kegdharo 7 nopoucidlovye 1o poviéro Padide pddnong, mou UNOTOLACUUE, TEOXEWEVOU Val
ouunepdvoupe av éva tweet avixel oe real user 1 bot.

Yto Kegdhowo 8 xataypdpouye ta Booixd cupnepdopota tne epyaoiog, xaddg xal TpoTdoelg yia
HeEAOVTIXY EpELVAL
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Kegpdiowo 2

Yuvagns BiAoypapia

Yto Kegdhawo autd, da yiver plo mAfene PiBMoypapixny| emoxdmnon twv pedoédwy, mou €youy
yenowornoundel yia Tnv aviyveuon twv bots ota péoa xowwvixhc dixtiwong. Oo mpoyuatornoundel,
eniong, pla cuyxEITXr HEAETN TWV UETELXDY AELOAGYNONG - OTOTEAECUATWY, TOU TETUYE 1 Xde ep-
yoota, 1 omolo Yo oG 0BNYHOEL OTNV XATAGKELY TWV BIXOV Yog LoVTEA®Y, Tou Yo BeEATUOO0LY TIC
UETEIXEC ALTEC.

Ou F.Benevenuto et al. [1] cuvéxpwvay d0o mpooeyyloelc, TROXEWEVOL Vo oty veEOCOLY spam
xeotee xou tweets oto Twitter. Apyixd, yenotwonoinoav yopoxtnelotixd Pactopéva atov yeiot
(user-based features), yio Voo TN YOplOTOIOOLY TOUG YPHOTEC OE spammers & NON-SpaMIMErs Xol
xdvovtog yeron tou SVM classifier nétuyov axpiBela ion e 84.6 %. Ltn ouvéyela, yenoiponoinoay
Yoeaxtnelo Txd Baclopéva T600 aTov YpNoTr 600 %o GTO TERIEYOUEVO TwV tweets, Tpoxeévou vo
Buaywploouv ta tweets oe spam & non-spam. Xenowonowdvtog ndht tov SVM classifier, nétuyoay
axpifewa fon pe 87.6%. Xuyxpivovtag, hoimdy, Tic 800 autée Teyvinés, xatéAniay 6T 1) yeRom Yopox-
TNEWO TV Bacioyévwy Té60 GToV YeHoTN 600 XaL OTO TEPLEYOUEVO TwV tweets elvon meplocdTERO
anodoTixXY| TNV aviyVeEuoT TwV spam tweets.

O Lee et al. [2] ypnowonoinoay yopoxtnelotind Baciopéve 1660 otov ypRotn 660 o oTo
TEPLEYOUEVO TWV tweets, TEOXEWEVOU VoL XATNYOPLOTOCOLY TOUG YEHOTEC ot spammers & non-
spammers. 't tnv ta€ivounon yenowponoinooy toug axdhovdous ahyopldpous emBrenduevng pnyavi-
g wddnone: SVM, Decorate, Simple Logistic & Decision Trees. Xpnowlonoinocav 800 Siopopetind
datasets yio Ty to€ivéunon, éva pe 10 % spammers xou 90 % non-spammers xot évot gGAko pe 90
% spammers xou 10 % non-spammers. KotéinZov o1t oL petpiée adlohdynone elvar edpwotee otic
ahhayég autég. Xto melpopd Toug, o Decorate classifier nétuye tnv uPmhdtepn axplBela, lon e 88.98
%.

Ou Liu et al. [3] npdtetvay pla uédodo Boolouévn anoxAelo ixd 610 TEPIEYOUEVO TLY tweets. Xuy-
xexpwéva, pe yeron LDA Berppov tnv mdavotnto o xdde ypRotng vor evilapépeTal Yo GUYXEXPWIEVO
aptdud topics. O x0plog otdY0¢ TOLC ATAV VoL TETUYOUV XOVTIVES TIEC oTIC peTpég recall & pre-
cision, avdvovtag to recall otnv aviyvevon twv bots. Kdvovtoac yprion tou Adaboost classifier,
npotelvouy &TL 1 xaAUTEET enidoom elvon yio aprdud topics otny exnaidevon tou LDA model (cou ye
200. ITétuyav F1 measure ico e 76.55 % & 14.69 %, xdvovtog yperion tou Lybia Honeyspot dataset
& tou Libya Dataset avtictouyo.

O Tavares et al. [4] npdtewvay plo tpocéyyion Pactouévn 6Tn cUYVOTNTO TWY dNUOCLEVCERY TOU
xehotn. Me yerion ahyoplduwy emBienoyevne uddnone, xatnyoptonoinoay toug yeYoteg oe humans,
bots, cyborgs, netuyaivovtoc Fl-measure {co pe 88 %. O Andriotis et al. [5] ypnowonoinoav
YOEUXTNELOTIXA BaCIoUEVa OTO TERIEYOUEVO TwV tweets, oTov ypXoty, oTny avdiucT cuvao¥iuatog
xou e€ryaryay e Ty exnaideuon LDA model ta topics, mou evBiagépouv toug yeroteg tou Twitter.
Q¢ Tagvountég yenowomnoinoav toug k Nearest Neighbors, Decision Trees, Gaussian Naive Bayes,
SVM, Random Forest, Adaboost Classifier. IIétuyav to xolltepo Fl-score ico pe 0.950631 pe yenon
tou Adaboost xat cuvBuaoud GAwv Twv features.

Ou Ferrara et al. [6] emyelpnoav va xatnyoptonoticouv touc yefiotec tou Twitter oe humans
& bots. Apywd, yenowonoinoay yopaxtneiotxd Bacioyéva 6Tov yerotn xou ota tweets. (¢ tof-
wountée yenowonoinoav toug: Logistic Regression, SGD Classifier, Random Forest, AdaBoost,
MLP. o v avtetdmor tou npofifuatog Twy imbalanced datasets ypnowonoincay Tic teyvixég
napaywyhc ouvidetxdy dedopévwy: SMOTE+ENN & SMOTE+TOMEK. Ytn cuvéyela, npdteivay
ulo véa mpooéyyion Bothde pdinonc. LuyxeXpUEVA, YENOHLOTOLOVTIC WOVO To tweets Tou yperotn
xan xdmolo metadata features vhomonoay wla apyrtextoviny Bothdg uddnong. H apyttextovinr auth
nepapBdver GloVE embedding layer, LSTM & Dense layers. IIétuyav accuracy (oo pe 0.9633
xow AUC/ROC {oo pe 0.9643. Q¢ uetpwéc allohdynone oto melpduatd Toug yenotwonoinoay Tic:
accuracy, precision, recall, Fl-score, AUC/ROC. Xpnowonoinoav to dataset twv Cresci et al. [7].

Ou Cai et al. [8] npdtewvay éva poviého (BeDM), nou xdver eqapuoyt| tov Badéwy VELpwxdy
BTOwY, Yo vor oavtyveboouy bots oto Twitter. Luyxexpyéva, Ue ¥eNoT CUVEAXTIXMY VEVPWVLXMY
dixtowy (CNN), LSTM xar xdvovtag yefiorn uévo twyv tweets, e ouyvétntag xou Tou eldoug twv
dnuootetoewy, nétuyav F1 score (oo ue 87.32 %. Xenowonoinoav éva dnudoia diadéowwo dataset (3]

Ou Ping et al. [9] npdtetvay to povtého DeBD, mou Baocileton oe vevpwvind dixtua Potde puddnorng,
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TRPOXEWWEVOL Vo avly veLoouv social bots oto Twitter. Apyxd, to yovtého autd yenowonoel cuve-
Mxtxd vevpwvixd dixtua (CNN), npoxeévou va e€4yel YopaxTnELoTIXG omd TO TEPLEYOUEVO TWV
tweets xou TN peta€d Toug oyéom. XN cuvEyewr, yenowonolel wg elcodo oe LSTM layers ta tweet
metadata, npoxewwévou va e€dyel T ywped yopaxtnelotixd. Ta 8Vo Tdnou YapuxTneloTiXd auTd
nepvdve and éva fusing layer xou étol yiveton 1 xatnyoplonoinon oe human 1 bot. Xenowonoinooy
to dnudota dadéoiwo yia épeuva dataset twv Cresci et. al. [7] xou nétuyay petpnéc nepinou (oeg
pe 1. Ou Lingam et al. [10] ue ypfion evioyutifc wddnone xoa Deep Q-learning model éxovoy
yenon ety Sagpopetindv dataset: The Fake Project [7], Social Honeypot [11] & User Popularity
Band dataset [12]. Xpnowonoinoav yopaxtneiotixd Poctopévoe 6To TEPLEYOUEVO TV tweets, oto
Tpogik Tou YphoTn oA xou ot ypdgouc. TIétuyav tTnv xohUtepn axpifein (precision) ion e 0.93 pe
OUVBLAOUS OAWV TWV YAEUXTNPLO TIXWV.

Ou Feng Wei & Uyen Trang Nguyen [13] ypnowonoinooy ubvo ta tweets tou yphotn xou Ye xphon
word embeddings, tpldv emnédwyv Bidirectional LSTM xou evée fully connected softmax layer oty
€Zodo métuyay recall (oo ye 0.976. Qc petpnéc aglohdynone yenotdonoinooy tao: precision, recall,
specificity, accuracy, F - Measure, MCC. Xprnowonoinoav to dataset twv Cresci et. al. [7]. Ov Wu,
Liu et. al. [14] e&fyayay éviexa eidn yopuxtnoiouxmy Pactouévo 6tov YeRotn, oTo TepBEAloY Tou
(followers) xodde xou oTo mepeydPEVO TwY tweets. TTpoxewwévou va emtthyouy (oo aprdud dedouévmv
xou oTig 800 ¥AdoELS, Yenowonolnoay yevwnuxd aviayoviotind dixtua (GANs) xo Snuodeynoay
gE aUTOV ToV TEoTo “dhedTixa” YapaxTNELOTIXE. MTN GUVEXELW, EXTUBEUCOY EVal VELPWWIXO BixTUO
xou olohdynoay v entidooy| Tou Pdoel twv petpixdy alohdynone (accuracy, precision, recall, F -
measure) . Xpnowonolnoav ta datasets twv [15] xou [7].

Ou Khaled et al. [16] e€fyoryav 16 yopoaxtneio Tind ootopévo 6Tn oupneplpopd Tou xeRotn, dnhadn
v Untapdn A un emévoc mpogik, tov aptdud tov friends/followers, tov cuvolixd aptdud twv tweets &
retweets x.d. Xtn ouvéyelo uhomoinoay Teyvixég ebpeang Twv xahltepwy features, mou Yo anoterécouy
eloodo otoug ahyoplduoug unyavienic pdinone. Apywd, vhomoinoay ) pédodo yelwong dlactdoewy
(PCA). Thonoinoay, enione, teyvixéc emhoyhc yopoxtnelotxayv (feature selection techniques), xou
ouyxexpyéva pedddoue gitpopiopatos (filter methods) xow mepituliypatoc (wrapper methods).
‘Eyovtac Beel tov xoAltepo ouvduaoud twv features oe xdie uédodo, ta yenowonoinoay wg eicodo
oe Mnyoavée Awvuoudtwy Troothelne (Support Vector Machines), veupwvixd dixtuo (NN) xa oto
Téhoc cuVdlacay Tov ahydprduo SVM pe to vevpwvixd dixtuo (SVM - NN). Qc petpuéc allohéynong,
xenowonolnoav ta: accuracy, false positive rate, false negative rate. IIétuyav 1o xolUtepo accuracy
{oo ue 0.983, ypnowomouwdvtog oe feature subset exeivo, Tou tpoéxude and tn cvoyétion (filter meth-
ods), xou w¢ tawvopnth Tov cuvduaoud SVM - NN. Supnépavay 6t 1 pédodoc PCA dev netuyaivel
avomonuixd anoteléoporto. Xenowononooy to dataset twv Cresci et. al. [17].

Ou Davis et al. [18] yenowwonoinoav méve and 1000 yopoxTNELOTIXE, TEOXEWEVOU VoL XOTHYOpL-
onoljoouv toug Yproteg tou Twitter oe real users & bots. Ta yapaxtneloTixd ouTd PunoEolV Vo
droxprdov oe 6 xatnyopiec: (a) network features, (b) user features (yAwooa, tonodesio, ypdvog
dnurovpylac hoyaptaouo), (c) friends features (cprdude pikwv, axoholidwv), (d) temporal features
(tweet rate), (e) content features (pos tagging), (f) sentiment features. Q¢ to€wvount yenowonoin-
cav tov ahydprduo Tuyaiwv Aacov. IIétuyav AUC score (oo pe 0.95 viomouwdvtag ) uédodo tou
10-fold cross validation. Q¢ dedopéva yenowwonoinoay pia Aioto hoyaplaoudv [11], tou anotelelton
ané real users & bots, cuvodeuduevr ue to avtiotorya labels xon xdvovtag yerion tou Twitter API
ocuvENheEay Ta tweets TwV ypNoTOV.

Ou Alvari et al. [19] npdtewvay pla uédodo Baciouévn oe yopaxtneiotind (features), mpoxeiuévou
va vty veloouy xaxdBouvioug yefotes oto Twitter, Yvewotols xou we pathogenic social media (PSM)
accounts. Xpnowonolnooy yopaxtneloTxd, mou uropolv va daxprdoldy o Tpelc xatnyopiec: (a) user
- related information (user activity, profile characteristics), (b) source - related information (infor-
mation linked via URLs shared by users) xou (c) content related information (tweet characteristics).
Q¢ Te€wountéc yenowonoinoav toug: Gradient Boosting Tree, Random Forest, AdaBoost, Logistic
Regression, Decision Tree, SVM, Naive Bayes. Enlong, yenowonolnoav teyvixée Bohde udinone
(LSTM + Dense), npoxetuévou vo aviyveboouy av éva tweet avrixel oe xaxdéBouvho yehotn. T tny
a€lohdyNno twyv pedddwy, tou vhomoinoay, yenowonolnoay 1 uédodo tou 10 - fold cross validation
xa w¢ Petpég aflohdéynone tic Fl-macro, Fl-score. Xpnowonoinocav 3 datasets and tn Aetovia,
Soundlo xou to Hvwyévo Baciieto.

Ou Kaubiyal & Jain [20] npdtewvav pio pédodo xatnyoplomoinone twv yenotdv touv Twitter
oe real users & bots, Paciopévn oy eaywY YUPUXTNPIGTIXDY. DUYXEXQWEVA, Yenoylomoincay
yopoxtnelotind: (a) account based (number of friend/ followers, account age), (b) tweet based (tweet
similarity, retweets/tweets, mentions/tweets), (c) ownership detail based features (the amount of
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time elapsed since the inititation of the domain and the Twitter account) xor (d) URL based (URL
length, count of sub-domains). Ltn cuvéyela, vhonoinoay TeXVIXEC ETAOYHAS YOPAXTAPLOTIXY VLol
Vv edpeom Tou BEATIOTOU UTOGUVOAOU TwY features. Q¢ Tadivountéc yenowomnoinoay Toug: Logistic
Regression, SVM, Random Forest. Q¢ petpinéc a€lohdynomng yenotponolnoay Tig: accuracy, precision,
recall, F-score. O ahybprdpoc twv Tuyoiwy Adchv tétuye to xahliepo accuracy, (oo pe 97.9 %.
T Ty vioTolnon Twy TewapdTtwy Toue yenoponoinoay to dataset twv Cresci et. al. [7].

Ow Koggalahewa et al. [21] npoteivouv pia uédodo un emBrenduevne uddnone, mpoxewwévou va
XATNYOPLOTOLCOLY TOUC ypfoteg Tou Twitter oe spammers & non-spammers. Yuyxexpyéva, Bdoel
Tou evilupépovtog, Tou mopouctdlouy ol yeroteg tou Twitter oe opiopéva topics, unoloyiletan n
anodoyr| Tou xdie yeHotn and Touc LTOROLITOUS YENOTEC. XTN cuvéyelo oplleTal €va xaTOPML, (6o
ue 40 % xan €dv ) amodoyn Tou xdde ypRoTn Eemepvd TO xATOPM avTd, TOTE 0 YpHotne Talivoueiton
we ohndvoe yeotne. Alhde, tadivopelton we spammer. Q¢ petpinéc allohdyYNone yenoteotololy
Ti¢: accuracy, precision, recall. Xpnowwomololv to dnuodola diadéoiuo datasets: Social Honeypot,
HSpam14 [22] & The Fake Project.

Ou Gong et al. [23] mpdtewvay pla apyrtextovint| Badde pddnone, Tpoxeyévou vo oy veloouy
Toug xaxdBovioug YeNoTeC ot Lo TOOEADBES XOWVWVIXTE BixTOWOoNE xou cuyxexpyéva to Dianping, ulo
loTooehido 6mou o xdie ypriotne npoteivel tonodeoies, eoTiatdpia x.d. Apyixd, eEdyouv yapaxtnelo-
Tixd, To omola evtdooovTal 6TIC Topaxdtew xatnyopiec: (o) time series (check ins, reviews per day),
(B) spatio-temporal (number of visited cities), () social (friends/followers), (8) demographic (gender,
age), (e) UCG (average of the ratings, number of uploaded photos). Xtn cuvéyewa, yenoyonololy
To time - series features w¢ eloodo og veupwvixd dixtuo Bothde uddnong, to onolo anoteieiton and
Bi-LSTM layer, Dense Layer xau Softmax activation function xou hayfBdvouv otnv éZodo v mi-
YavétnTa 0 yprotne va elvar real user ¥ malicious. Ot 800 autée mdavdtnTec anoteholv xou To VEa
features, ta onola yenowwonowty pali pe ta features (8), (v), (8), (¢) wec eloodo oe ahyopiduoug
unyovixfc pddnone yia v telxn afloddynon tev mepopdtey toug. ¢ alyopldpous pnyovixic
uddnone yenowonoinoav touc: XGBoost, Random Forest, Decision Tree J48, SVM (polynomial
& radial basis function kernel). Qc¢ uetpixéc aflohdynone yenowonoinoav Tic: precision, recall,
F1-score.

O Wald et al. [24] emyeipnoov va xatnyoptonoioouy toug yehotes tou Twitter oe real users
& bots mpoteivovtag BLdpopeg TEYVIXES EMAOYNC YOPAXTNEIOTIXWY XL CLYXPIVOVTAC TNV An6S00M
Toug. Apywd, e&fyoyay yopaxtnoloTnd Pootopévo atov yefotn (aprdude followers/friends, uhixoc
Teptypapiic oe yopaxthpes) xou ota tweets (LIWC, pos tagging, retweets, replies, hashtags). 3t
GUVEYELY, Yenolonomoay Ledddoug PLATEARICUATOS Xal TERITUALYUOTOC Yo TNV 0PECT) TOU XATAAANAOU
UTIOGUVOAOU TV yoeaxtnelotxdv. §d¢ tavountée yenotwonomoav toug e€hg: k-NN, Logistic Re-
gression, Naive Bayes, Random Forest, SVM, MLP. Q¢ petpur| a&lohdynong yenoylonoincay to AUC
score xou w¢ dataset yenowwonoinooy ta dedoyéva and tov opyavioud Online Privacy Foundation.

Ot Luo et. al. [25] ypnowonoinoav pio apyttextovixy Batidc wddnone, mpoxeyévou va cuunepd-
vouv av éva tweet avrixel oe real user ¥ bot. H apyitextoviny| auty| nepihaufBdver: Glove Embedding
layer, Bi-LSTM, Attention Mechanism, Bi-LSTM, 2 dense layers. Xpnowonoincoav to dnudoia
drdéowo dataset!. TIétuyav accuracy (oo pe 79.64 % xou ROC (oo pe 87.04 %.

O Barbon et al. [26] avérntugay évay ahydprduo, o onoloc Poacileton otov Sloxpitd petacynuatiopsd
xupatdioy (discrete wavelet transform), TEoxelévou vo xaThyoplOTOEOUY TOUS YEHOTES TWY HECLV
xoWvoVIXhc dixtbwone oe humans, legitimate & malicious bots. Agol e&rjyayav and to xeipevo Ta
YOO TNPLOTIXG, Yenoulotolnoay texvixéc emhoyhc yapoxtneotxody (CBFS), étol dote va Bpouv
Tol BENTIOTA UTOGUVORA YopoXTNELOTXGY. ()¢ TaglyounTy| Ylol To TEWSUATE TOUS XeNoLHoToincay Tov
alyopLduo twv Tuyaiwy Accdv. [étuyav accuracy oo e 95.05 % & 93.88 % ota Datasets &
Datasetpr avtiotoryo avtiotolya.

Ou Clark et al. [27] mpdtetvay pio tpocéyyior), Paolopé v anoxhelo Tind otny eEaymyYY YopoXTnelo-
XDV and TO XEWPEVO, TPOXEWEVOU VoL AVl VEDGOLUY SNUOCLEVCELS HE AUTOUATOTOMNUEVO TEQLEY OUEVO.
Yuyxexpyéva, e€dyouv tpla SwopopeTtixd yopoxtnplotixd: Average Pairwise Dissimilarity, Word In-
troduction Rate Decay Parameter & Average number of URLSs per tweet. H ta&véunon twv ypnotdyv
yivetaw Bdoel e andotaoic Toug amd To YEco 6po xadevic and Tor Telol AVETERE YoLUXTNELC TIXA.
Doty a€lohdynon Twy Telpaudtony Toug Yenoylonoinoay tn wédodo tou 10-fold cross validation. Q¢
petpy| aglohdynone yenotponowolv to AUC/ROC.

O Zhao et al. [28] mpoteivouv pio uédodo avTUETOTONS TOU TEOBAAUATOS TWV OVOUOLOYEVEDY
oLVOAWY deBopévev, Bactopévn otn uddnon evaicdntn oto xéotog (cost sensitive learning). E&¥yo-

Lhttps://pan.webis.de/clef19/pan19-web/author-profiling.html
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Yoy OBEXH YAPUXTNELOTIXG, EX TwV omolwy Ta €€ elvar Baociopéva otov ypRotn xou ta undrora €€L
ota tweets Tou xdde yprotn. Hpdteivay plo pédodo, 1 onola anoterelton and 800 oTddlo. Mto TEWTO
G TABL0, EXTIOUBEVCAY UE TOL YoPUXTNELO TG AU Td €€L ahyopldoug Unyavinhc wainong xaL ot GUVEYEL
TpoPodoTNoAY TIC e€HB0UCE, TIC OToleg YENOWOTOMoUY WS VEIL YAUPUXTNELO TIXA, OE £VOL VEURPWVIXS Bix-
o Bathdc pdinone. I'a va avtipetwticovy to tedBinua e havdaouévng tagvounone e€outiog Tou
AVOUOLOYEVOUS GUVONOL BEBOUEVLV, Exavay YpNon evog mivoxa xOGTOUS ol Tpomononoay €Tal 1
GUVEETNOT XOGTOUC TOU VELPWVIXOU dxtUou. Xpnowonolnoav to dnudola drdéoiwo dataset mou
oLAAEyUnxe and toug Chen et al. [29], to onolo mepiéyer 600 exatopplplo tweets, ond to omola To
6.5 exotoppdplo etvon tweets pe xoxdPBouho nepleyduevo. Q¢ petpés afloAdynone yenoonolnooy
Tic: True Positive Rate, False Positive Rate, Precision, F1-score, G-mean & Kappa.

O Dickerson et al. [30] Atav oL npdToL Tou yenoionoinoay v avdlvon cuvaucIiuatoc e
OPAXTNELOTING, TEOXEWEVOU Vo aviyveboouv bots oto Twitter. Xenowonolnoay yopaxtnetotixd, to
onofo urnopolv vo daxpldolv oe téooeplc empépoug xatnyoples: (a) tweet syntax: avg number of
hashtags/mentions/URLs/emoticons , (b) tweet semantics: sentiment analysis, lda topics, (c) user
behavior: tweet frequency, geoenabled tweet, (d) user neighborhood: in/out degree . Q¢ ta&ivopntéc
yenowonolnooav toug: Gaussian Naive Bayes, SVMs, Random Forests, Extremely Randomized Trees,
Adaboost & Gradient Boosting Classifier. Ilpiv To 60voho tov yopaxtnplotxdy anoteréoel elcodo
oToug akyopiluoug unyovixhic udinoneg, utéotn npoenelepyacio UEc TEXVIXWY Yelwong SlaoTtdoewy
(PCA). Qc petpiéc allohdynone yenotponoinoav tic: precision, recall & AUC/ROC. Euvunépavoy
OTL 1) XENOY YOLUXTNPLOTIXWY OYETIXOV PE TNV avdAucT cuvaloOiuaTtoc Twv tweets Pehtidvel tny
axpifela Twv ahyopiduwy unyavixic uddnone. Xenowonoinoav to "India Election Dataset" (IEDS),
éva 6Uvoho dedouévwy, mou cUAAEYINXe oo didotnua 15 Ioviiou 2013 éwe 24 Maptiouv 2014.

Ou Cresci et al. [31] elvau ol mpToL, mou mpoteivouv t uédodo tou Digital DNA, npoxeiuévou
VoL XATNYOPLOTIOLAGOLY Toug Yeriotes tou Twitter o humans & bots. E€outioc Tou yeyovdtog 6Tt ot
bots otic Yépec pag dev umopolv vo yivouv ebxola avTAnmtd amd Tig TeEXVIXEG Unyavixic pdinong,
nou €youv avantuyVel éwg topa, ol Cresci et al. povtehomoiolv o eldoc xou To TEPEYOUEVO TV
tweets Twv YpnoTtwy wg wla aAinhouvyla yapaxtipwy, Tou anoteholy Tic Bdoeic Tou DNA. Enopévwe,
xqe yeRotne avamopioTaton we wa axohoudlo yapaxthpwy avdroyo Pe To €dog xou To mepLE)O-
uevo TV tweets, mou dnupocteel. Xtn cuvéyelwd, oL cuyYpagelc opilouv To PAxog TNg ueYahlTERNC
xowrc ovuPorooelpdc (Longest Common Substring - LCS) petald d0o oxohoududv. Enexteivouv
0 mpéPAnua autd oe M axohoutieg, 6mou opllouv to TEéBAnua k- common substring, npoxeiuévou
va Beouv opotdtnTeg yia Ti¢ 800 xatnyopie yenotdy, humans & bots. T éva chvoho Aoyaplac-
PV, Tou anotehelton amd dANYvVolS YENOTES, TO PUNXOS TNG HEYAAVTERNE XOWVNC uTtaxohoudlog Twv
DNA oxohouduidv Beédnxe va elvon mohd wxed. H 1déa auth yenowronofdnxe, otn cuvéyela, oty
aviyveuon twv bots oe éva chvolo hoyaplaoudy, mou anoteheiton and ahndvoie yerRotee xa bots.
Yuyxexpiéva, Beédnxe n k-common umaxoloudia yio 6Aoug TouC AoYapLIcHOUS Xal OploTNXE €val
XATOPAL, cUUPWVOL Ue To omolo dhol exelvol ol hoyoaplacyuol, ol omoiol yolpdlovton plor YeydAou unx-
oug unaxohovo tadivouolvtar we bots xou oL uTdhotmor e UxpdTEpOL uixous xowvr uraxoloudio
tadvopolvtar we ahndvol yphotec. Bootopévolr oe authv v Béa, ol ouyypageic avéntuav B0
TeYVIXES, Wia mou otneiletan oe emPBhendpevn uddnon xar dhkn uio oe un emBAeTOUEVY), TEOXEWEVOU
vo Bpouv cOvoha AOYUPLIGUGY TIOU CGUUTIEPLPECOVTAL UE Topdpoto Tpomo. ¢ yetpixéc afloAdynone
xenowonolnoav Tic: precision, recall, specificity, accuracy, F-Measure & MCC. Xpnowonoincav to
dataset tov Cresci et al. [7].

Ou Pasricha & Hayes [32] npoteivouv 1 pédodo tou Digital DNA, eunveuouévn and ) Bio-
TANPOQYORIXY|, TEOXEWEVOU Vo XAUTNYoplonolicouy toug yehoteg tou Twitter oe humans & bots.
Avuxatéotnooy xdie tweet, retweet & reply, xatd ypovohoyx| oelpd, TOU XEHOTN UE TOUS YoROX-
weec A, C & T, dnpovpydvtag étol plo ahinrouyia DNA, tv onola xou cupniecov. Xt cuvéyeld,
w¢ yopaxtnplo tixd e&iyoyay to uéyedoc (oe bytes) tne axohoudiog uetd ) ovunieon xou Tov cuvTE-
AeoTh ouurieone. Q¢ tadvounth yenotwonoinoay Tov akydprduo Aoylotiic nahwdpdunone (Logistic
Regression). Q¢ petpixée a€lohdynone yenowonoinooy Tic: accuracy, precision, recall, F-Measure,
MCC & Specificity.

Ow Kosmajac & Keselj [33] Boociotnxoay otny 18éa oviehonolnong tne CURTERLOORAS TwY YENoToOY
tou Twitter ye tn pédodo tou Digital DNA. Avuotolyioay xwdolc oe xdide tweet. Xuyxexpiuéva,
Baowlouevol oo eidog Tou tweet, avtioTolyiooy Tov xwdxd 8 yia retweet, 16 yia reply xou 0 v dev
elvon oUTe retweet oOte reply. Xtn ouvéyela, npocédecay GTOUC XwBXoLE awTolE, TOUS XwdXolg
TIOU AVTLOTO(YLOUV Yol TO TEPLEYOUEVO TwV tweet. Muyxexpyéva, avtioTolytoay Toug xwdolg 1, 2
xat 4, edv to tweet nepiéyel hashtags, mentions & urls avtiotoiya. Me tov tpdmo auToY, Yioo xdde
tweet mpoéxude évac aprduog. O aprdude autodc yetatpdnnxe oe yopoxtieo ASCIL. H Swdixaocio
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vt mpaypatomo\inxe v OAo To tweets TV YeNoTOY Xatd TN Yeovoloyxn cepd dnuoacieuoric
touc. 'Etot, dnuoveyriinxe pio odiniouyio DNA yio xdde ypriotn, and v onola e€rfyayoy n-grams
pe n=1,2,3. X1 ouvéyela, dploay 5 BLAQOPETIXd OTATIOTIXG UETPX, TEOXEWEVOU Vo amoTuUTwdoly
oL Sopopéc PeTadh Ty dVo ¥Adoewv xal Bdoel Twv omolwy eERyoyay TA YoEUXTNELOTIXG, Tou Yo
anoTeAécouy €lcodo oToug alyoplduouc unyavixic uddnong. Q¢ akyopluoug pnyovixhc uddnong
yenowonolnoav toug: Gaussian Naive Bayes, Support Vector Machines, Logistic regression, K
Nearest Neighbours, Random Forest & Gradient Booosting. ¢ petpuxn aZlohdynong yenoylonoincay
t0 Fl-score. Xpnotponoinoav ta dSnudoia diadéoipo datasets, twv Cresci et al. [7] xaw Varol et al. [15].

Ou Martinelli et al. [34] npdtewvay pla pédodo Batdc pddnone, mpoxelévou va cuurepdvouy
edv éva tweet aviixel o spammer ¥ non-spammer. Ilio cuyxexpiéva, yenowdonoinoav didpopoug
MLP tagivountéc pe tov aptdpd Twv xpupdv emmédny va xuyaivetor petald tou 0 & 4. Qg yopon-
e Td (€Lo6B0uc GTOUC TAEVOUNTES) YeNowonolinoay tpoexmoudeupéva Staviouato AéZewy. Aol
avtixatéotnoay xdde opo - token tou tweet Ue TN BLAVUCUATING TOU OVATOQEAG TAOT), UTOAGYLONY TOV
HECO 6O TV BLAVUOUATIXWY AUTOV AvandpaoTdoewy ot xdle tweet. Autdg o péoog dpog amotehel
X0l TO YUEAUXTNELOTIXO.

O Alom et al. [35] npdtewvay 80o pedddouc Pathdc uddnone, TEOXEWEVOU Vo XATYOPLOTOLOOLY
1600 TOUG YEHoTEC oE spammers & non-spammers 600 xou to tweets oe spam & non-spam. Ap-
&, mpdTewvay uia apyitextoviy Pothde uddnong, 1 omolo déyeton we elcodo woévo To tweet xau
anotekelton and Embedding & CNN layer, étol dote va aviyveboouy edv to tweet dngoctebtnxe and
spammer 1} non-spammer. %Tn cUVEyeld, TEoTelvay plo deltepr apyttextovixy Bahdc uddnone, n
omola XAVeL ¥pnoT TNS TEONYOVUUEVNE X0k EVOS VELPWVIXOU BIXTOOU, TEOXEWEVOU VO XATHYORLOTOL -
ooy Toug yehiotes Tou Twitter oe spammers & non-spammers. (¢ £.0680U¢ 6T0 VEUpWVIXS dixTUO
yenowponoinoay xdmota yopaxtnewotixd (age of the account, followers, friends etc.) tou yprotn, Tou
onuooieuoe to tweet.

Ou Ashour et al. [36] tpdtewvay pio pEBod0 YENOULOTOUDYTIC N-Grams YopaXTHOWY, TEOXEUEVOU
vou aviyveboouy spam tweets oto Twitter. Melétnoav tic e€rig 6U0 avanApAOTICELS TLWV N-grams:
Term Frequency (tf) & Term frequency-Inverse document frequency (tf-idf). Q¢ to&ivountéc
yenowonolnoav toug: SVM, Random Forest, Logistic Regression. Xpnowonoinoay éva dnpdoo
didéoio ouvoho dedouévwv (Social Honeypot Dataset), 6mouv xpdtnoayv éva tweet avd yphotn.
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Ytov mopoxdte mivoxa napovstdletol cuvonTxd emnhéov cuvapnc BiBiloypapia.

XopaxtnetoTixnd . Anots)\sou,cx o
TRV — Classifiers Dataset Mstemsc
Aprdude AZohbéynone
BiBhoypa
P
TTaponopnhic
tlv?]ell/ie:iaizt;t(;‘f‘t,;eet ratio, 1) Random "Empirical evaluation and new
standard deviation) Forest, design for fighting evolving twitter 1) Recall
. 2) Decision spammers" [37] 2) false positive
[37] EL:;E;??;;SRL/ Mention/ trees, 10000 benign users rate
3) Interaction ’(followers friends) 3) Bayesian 1000 spammers 3) Fl-Score
4) Community ’ ’ network SMOTE techniques
1) Bait - oriented features
g desn:ii]c;t;fsntzf tivak)technlques used 1) Decision Tree| A) Empirical Evaluation and
ayvi(?tim’s attentigon) 2) Random New Design for Fighting Evolving 1) True positive
[38] 2) Behavioral - entropy features Forest Twitter Spammers. . rate L
(identifying patterns in their 3) Bayes In Recent Advances in 2) False positive
respective activities) Network Intrusion Detection (RAID), rate
3) II)JRL features 4) Decorate B) Twitter API
4) Content entropy features
1) Profile similarity indexing between 1) Accuracy
[39] Eﬁ:nacf;;fzﬁgvtgzers and his 1) SVM Twitter API (5000 users with 200 2) Precision
2) Content based 2) Naive Bayes | recent tweets) 3) Recall
3) Timing based 4) I - score
1) Random
Forest 1) True positive
1) User based (account age, 2) C4.5 rate uep
#followers, #lists) 3) Bayes . -
[29] 2) Tweet based (no_ hashtags, Network Twitter AP rzg telj‘alse positive
no__urls, no__chars) 4) Naive Bayes 3) F - measure
5) kNN -
6) SVM
1) User based (followers, friends,
age of the account) 1) True positive
2) Content based (no_ tweets, 1) J48 . rate
[40] hashtag/URL/mention ratio, 2) Decorate l()hizaéjt/ fi rc?l\ﬁdec(; E);/mGu;);e}; izfei /) 2) False Positive
tweet frequency) 3) Naive Bayes p: ¥-cs-tamu-ecu/g Rate
3) Graph based (in/out degree, 3) Precision
betweenness)
1) Topic features (LDA)
2) Interest consistency between 1) SVM 1) Accurac
the description and tweets, 2) J48 Honeypot dataset (Uncovering 2) Precisi g
[41] 3) #friends, #followers, 3) Decision Tree| social spammers:social honeypots+ 3) Reccaﬁ °
4) #links, 4) Random machine learning.) 4) F1 - score
5) #unique words, Forest
6) average "@ username" per tweet
1) Naive Bayes
2) SVM - SMO
1) Graph based 3) MLP D Accu'rgcy
[42] 2) User behaviours 4) kNN Twitter API 2) Precision
3) Content based 5) ADTree 3) Recall
6) J48 4) F - measure
7) Random
Forest
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1) Naive bayes

1) User features 2) kNN 1) F1 -measure :
[43] 2) Content features 3) SVM 1) Social honeypot dataset 0,94 usin Rl;,nd;)m
3) n-gram features 4) Decision Tree| 2) 1KS-10KN Dataset F;)rest g
4) Sentiment features 5) Random
Forest
1) Ridge
Logistic
Regression
2) SVM
(RBF kernel)
3) XGBoost
1) User based 4) SAMME -
2) Content based (Stagewise 1) Precision
[44] . - o Twitter API 2) Recall
3) Tweeting characteristics Additive 3) Specificit
(tweet sources) Modeling p y
using
Multiclass
exponential
loss
function)
5) Ensemble
1) Profile features
2 Syt e TS| ) g
[45] models Twitter API F1-score
4) Network features 2) LSTM
5) Sentiment features
6) Image features
1) Maximum
Entropy
2) Random
1) User profile features g;)r}%iﬁremel 1) F - score
2) Account information features Ran domize(}i, 1) Honeypot 2) Precision
[46] 3) Pairwise engagement features: Trees 2) SPDautomated 3) Recall
A) Engage with features (ExtraTrees) 3) SPDmanual 4) Accuracy
B) Engaged by features 4) SVC 5) ROC/ AUC
5) Gradient
Boosting
6) MLP
1) Logistic
Regression 1) Accuracy
2) SVM 2) Precision
[47] 1) Account based 3) Random MIB Dataset (Cresci) 3) Recall
2) Content based
Forests 4) F1 - score
4) MLP 5) AUC/ ROC
5) AdaBoost
1) User based (friends, followers, . 1) Accuracy
profile image, description, MIB dataset (Cresct) 2) True positive
[48] screen_ name) SVM rate
2) Tweet based (levenshtein distance NBC. News 3) Misclassification|
s Russian Bots
between user’s tweets) rate
1) Dirichlet distribution has been ;g g;laB;zost,
used by statistical framework for E8IE;
. . - . 3) Decorate,
identifying spammer in Twitter . 1) Accuracy
4) LogitBoost,
2) Full name length . 2) Correct
3) #media posted 5) MultiBoost detection rate
[49] 6) ADTree, Real data of Twitter and Instagram
4) Avg #posts per week 3) False alarm
o 7) Random
5) Account lifetime Forest rate
6) Idle time in days ores 4) F-measure
: 8) RBF
7)Friends, followers
8) #mentions Networks and
9) SVM
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1) Naive Bayes

450 users

1) Accuracy
2) Precision
3) Recall

[50] User based features only 2) SVM 50 % spammers
SVM performs
better with
accuracy: 89.6 %
1) Bayesian
Classifier
1) Graph based features 2) Neural 500 Twitter users with 20 1) Precision
[51] 2) Content based features network recent tweets for each 2) Recall
3) SVM 3 % spam accounts 3) F-Measure
4) Decision
Trees
1) Random
Forest
1000 users 1) Precision
[52] 1) User based 2) SMO Evaluated using the 20, 50, 100 2) Recall
2) Content based 3) Naive bayes recent tweet/user 3) F- measure
4) Ibk (kNN
equivalent)

IMivoxag 2.1: Xuyxevtpntindg nivoxac BIBALOYeapixAS ETLOXOTNONG EQYATUDY
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Kegpdiowo 3

Mnyovixry Mdadnon

Yto Kegdhowo autd o mapouciactodv xdmoieg Paowég apyée tng Mnyovinhc Mddnone, Tic
onolec Vot ypnolponohooupe xatd T Stadxoocia e€oymYNE TOV TELRUUATOY Hog oTNY Topoloo Ep-
yoota. Yuyxexpwéva, 1 evotnta 3.1 mpaypatedeTol Toug ¥AdBOUE, 0TOUE OTolouUC XaTnYoploTolElTal
N Mnyovixy Mddnorn. Xtnv evotnra 3.2 avodbovtar ol cuvniéotepol "napadoatoxol” olyderduol
unyovixfc pdinone. Lty evotnta 3.3 yivetan ula eloaywyn oTo VEUpwVIXE SXTud, GTIC CUVAPTACELS
EVERYOTOMONG %O OTY) CUVAETNOT XOGTOUC. LUYYeovwe, diveton 0 oplouds Twv Badéwy veupmvixwy
dixtOwyv (deep neural networks), napoustdlovta ot uEVodoL avavéwone Ty Baptv o €va VEUpVIXS
BIXTUO xoU 0T CLUVEYELL AVUADETOL O TEOTIOE AELTOURYIUC TWY OVIDROUIXGY VEURWVIXKDY BIXTOWY. XNV
evotnta 3.4 mopovaidlovton ot pédodol ebpeons TV BEATIOTWY LTEPTUPUUETEWY OE EVay ahyopLduo
Mnyavixne Mddnone. H evotnra 3.5 npaypatedetor yedodoug aflohdynone tou yoviéiou. Xtny
evotnta 3.6 avagpépovton uédodol unepderyuatoindios xou unoderypatoindiog yio T dnuiovpyio opold-
HOPPWY CUVOAKY BEBOUEVKV. LNy evotnta 3.7 dlvetan wla eloaywyr| ot TeyVIXé Uelwong Blao TAoEWY.
Télog, o xe@dharo oAoxANEWVETAL PE TNV EVOTNTA 3.8, GTNV onola avallovTaL oL TEYVIXES ETAOYHC
YAEUXTNEIo TIXWY, Tou Vo guuBdihouy ot BEATIOTN amodOCT TOU UOVTENOU.

3.1 KAd&dot Mnyavixrc Mdaddnong

H Mnyovixy Mddnorn (Machine Learning) eivon éva nedio e Teyvntic Nonuoolvng, mou nopéyet
T SuvaToTNTA 0T Lo THPATA Vo pardalvouy and dedopéva xat va xdvouv tpofiédeic ue Bdorn auvtd,
Y0plc va éxyouv TpoypopupaTioTel pNTd Yo Tov oxomd autd. H dwdiacio tne uddnone Eexwvd ye
TAEATAENOT TWV dedOPEVWY, TEoXeWEVOUL Vo Bpedoly xdnota potiBa ota dedouéva autd, xdTL Tou Yo
ouuPdriel ot Bertivon tne eniboong Twv cuoTnudtwy. Ot akydprduol unyavixic pdinong yenot-
HOTIOLOUVTAL EVPEWC OE TOAAEG EQUPUOYES, OTWS GTO PLATEGPIoUN Twv email xou v dpaor uroho-
yiotodv. Aloxplvovton oe 3 peydhec xatnyoplec:

« EmiBAenopevyy MdOnon (Supervised Learning): Ye authv tnv xatnyopla unyavixic
uddnone to dedopéva exmaideuone anotehovvia and ewoddouc (features), mtou cuvodelovian pe
Tic avtioToyes Twéc e£6dou (labelled data). Ouohydprduol emBrenduevne pddnone dioaxpivovton
oe ahyopitpouc:

— Ta&woépnone (Classification): Tty nepintwon auth, n Ty e e€68ou (target
value) modpver Slaxpitéc Tiwée (discrete values). Kotd tn Sudpxeior e exnaidevong, o
ahydprduog Ya Péget yio patterns oto Sedouéva elo60L oL Exouv LPNAT GuoyETion pe
g emdupntég e€68ouc. Agol exnawdeutel o alyoprduog, Yo Tou BoYolv o1 CUVEYELL KOS
eloodot, yopaxtnpiotind (features), mou dev éxet Set xou Yo tpofAédel v tuh e€680uL Twv
Bedopévwy autdy. Ltéy0¢ Twv ohyoplluwy emPrenduevne pdinone eivon vo mpoBiédet
owo T xhdon, oty onola avrixouv to dedouéva. Tnv enidoon tou ahyoplduou v afloh-
oyoluE Ue PETPWES, Omwe Ya dolue otny emduevn evotnro. Iapadelyuata classification
elvau:

* AATIYORPLOTO(NOT TWV YENOTWY TWV UECWY XOWWVIXHASC BXTOWONG ot xaxdBouloug 1
U

* YOEAXTNELOUOSC EAV €vag 6Yxog elvar xohoring 1 xoxoring

* xoTnyoplonoinon twv email oe spam ¥ non-spam

* TEOPBAedT poUTOU amd ToL YoUEOXTNELOTXG TOV, av lval Yia TaEEdELY oL WAAO, UTovava,
avavde (multi-label classification)

— IMTohwvdpodpnone (Regression): Ytny nepintwon auth v Ty te e€68ov (target value)
Todpver ouveyelc Tipée (continuous values). Iopadelyporta anotehody 1 TEdBredn Tne TWhc
evog omiTion, 1) extiunon e TAedéaong evde npoypdupatos, 1 tiavoTnTa 0 TEALTNG Vo
ayopdoel éva Teotdv.

« Mn EniBAenoépevn Mddrnor (Unsupervised Learning): e authv v xotnyopio
unyavixic uddnong, ta dedopéva exnaidevong anotehodvta and ewwddoug (features), mou dev
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ouvodevovtan and Tic avtiotoiee Tywéc e€6dou (unlabelled data). Koiploc otdyoc twv ok-
yoplduwy pn emBrenduevng wdinong etvar vo Peel ouddeg yopoxTNEIG TGOV, Tou axoloudoly
napdpoo potifo (clustering).

o Evioyutixf MdOnorn (Reinforcement Learning): Agopd évav npdxtopa, mou Beloxe-
Tan oe Sloexr] aAAnAenidpaon ye to nepBdAlov xan npoonadel va Tdpel amo@doelc, £TOL (HOTE Val
ueyloToToLoEL TNV avtopolfn o wla cuyxexplévn xatdotaoy. Eved oty emPBienduevr udidnon
To povtého exnaudeleton yvwpilovtae Tic Tée €680V, oy evioyuTixf Ldnon o mpdxtopoc
anogaciler t VYo xdver Booloyevog oty eunelpion Tov. H evioyutnd) uddnon Peloxel epop-
HOYEC O GLUOTAUITA EAEYYOU, TOAUTEAXTOELXS oo Tt X.o. H mopoxdtew euxdva delyvel Ty
alAnhent{Bpaon Tou medxTopa Ye TO TEPBAANOV:

Agent

state reward

action
S, | |R A
E_‘ RHI (
S| Environment

Ewéva 3.1: Evioyutiued Mddnon (AdnieniSpoon touv mpdxtopa pe To tept3dhhov
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3.2 ANyoprdpor Mnyavixrc Madnong
3.2.1 Aovywotxy ITarwvdpdunor (Logistic Regression)

IMpbxetton yia évay ahyderduo, mou yenowonoteitoan oe npofAfpata talivéunone. H amholotepn
popy tou olyoplduou avtol elvon 1 duadixy tolivouncy, 6mou 1 €€odoc y malpvel dVo Sloxpltéc
Tpée (ouvndéotepa 0 & 1). Téte, 1 vnddeon h(z) unopel va exppactel and v axdhovdn oyUoeldy
cuUVdETNON:

1

h(z) = ———+—
@)= 1

(3.1)

H ¢Zodoc tne undleone h(z) oot pe v mdavdtnta éva delypa Tou cuvohou dedouévmy va
avixel o pior cuyxexpluévn xAdon. Alveton, eniong, éva xatd@AL, Tpoxeiuévou va emieydel 1 xAdon
oty onola avixel To xdde delyua. 1o cuyxexpuéva:

1, h(z)>05=0Tz>
W) =" () >05= Tx >0 (3.2)
0, h(z)<05=0"2<0
O napdpetpot U emAéyovtal amd Tr oLVAETNOY xOGTOUC:
cost(f) = — Zylog(h(m)) + (1 —y)log(1l — h(x))) (3.3)

3.2.1.1 Teyvixéc ESoudiuvone (Regularization Techniques)

Suyvd 6To YEVXO Yeouuixd poviého elvon mdavov uio ¥ meplocdtepeg aveldptnTec UetaBAnTéC
X va elvon ypouuixd ovoyetiopéves. H moapousio tou govouévou auvtold odnyel oe avdnuéva tumixd
GPINLOTO XolL CUVETDS duoxolelel TNy enldpoom tng extipnone xdde emnednynupotixic LeTaAnThc
oty eaptnuévn wetointd Y. H teyvind tne e€opdhuvorng (regularization) cuuBdiker otny amopuyt
e umepmpoocopuoyrc (overfitting). Overfitting éyovye dtav 1o povtéro elvon mdpoa ol olvdeto
xan oo vor tanpldéel téhela ota dedouéva exmaldevonc. To yeyovog autd €yel wg amotéhecua To
SR XoTE TN Pdom TNE exTaldevong va elvor TOAD wxpd, eved xoTd T @don e TaEvounone VEwY
Oedopévewv, mou dev €xel Bel mpLy, To o@diua elvon yeyoridtepo. ‘Evo poviého AoyloTixng moAv-
dpounong, mou yenotuwornotel L1 regularization ovoudleton yovtého Lasso Regression, eved to povtédo,
nou yenowwornotel L2 regularization, ovoudletar povtéro Ridge Regression.

« L2 Regularization: Katd ™ uédodo auty npootideton otn ouvdptnon xéoTtoug évag emniéoy
6poc, 0 6poc nowvc (penalty term), o onoloc eivan (oo ye:

a Z wj2 (3.4)

Kotd mn pébdodo autn, ta Bden w; telvouy oto 0, ywelc va yivouv amapoitnta 0. Mewbveta,
Onhadt), N enldpaon TWV AOYETWY YULAXTNELOTIXGY GTO UOVTERNO exTOUBEVOTC.

o L1 Regularization: Katd t puédodo auvty| npootideton otn cuvdptnon xdéctoug évag emniéoy
bpoc, 0 bpoc mownc (penalty term), o onolog eivan {cog ye:

o Z |w;| (3.5)

Koatd ) uédodo auty|, ta mepiocdtepa Bden w; elvan (oo 0, dnuovpydvtag €Tol évay apatd
(sparse) mivaxa Bapdv. Enopévee, pe v texvixd outh agehodval tot MYOTERO ONUavTiXd
features.

o Mio &k pédodog yio tnv amouyY| Tou overfitting elvan 1 todvdpdunon Elastic Net, n onolo
ouvdudlet ypouwxd tig mowvég mou emBdAlouy ol dvo mponyolueves pédodot.
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3.2.2 Mnyavéc Aavuoudtonyv YroothAeEne (Support Vector Machines)

O unyavée dravuopdtwv urnootiplEne (SVM) [53] avAxouv otouc ahyopiduoue emPrendpevne
uddnone xan otnpilovion 0T YRAPIXY AVATUPdoTACY) TV Blapopwy oTolyelwy xal Tov Sloywpelouwd
AUTAOY avdhoya Pe TNV xAdoT, otnv onola avixouy. H Aettoupyia tou SVM Bacileton otny xataoxeun
EVOC UTERETLNEDOL DLoywpeLooD, To onolo Bploxeton 6T UEYLIOTY BUVITY ANECTACT) OO TA XOVTLVOTEQOL
onueia exnaidevong xon Twv 800 XAIoEWY.

I mopdderypo, oto mapoxdte oyhue topatneodue 6t 1 evdeior Hy Sev elvon dBuvatdy va Slorywpi-
oel oL dedouéva Twv 800 xhdoewy. Avtileta, evd ol evldelec Hy & Hs xatagpépvouv vo dlaywpelcouy
To Oedouéva, 1 Hz amodevietar xaAUTERY], ool YEYLOTOTOLEl TNV andcTacT and To dedouéva dl-
UPOPETIXWY XAJCEWV.

A
X, H, H, H,

Ewova 3.2: Aoy wplogde xAJoEDY

Eméyouyue, howndv, wg BEATIOTO, TO UNERETINESO €XEIVO, TMOU UEYLOTOTOLEL TNV AndOCTACY And
TOL XOVTIVOTEQRO TPOC oUTO BEBOUEVA BLoPOPETIXWY xAdoewvy. To unepeninedo awtd elvar YvwoTod we
urepeninedo péyiotou neptdmplou (maximum-margin hyperplane). To xovuvotepo dedopéva twv
800 ¥NAoEWV WE TPOC To LTEPETINESO XahovvTon Stoviopato utoothene (support vectors).

3.2.2.1 Teappx Mnyoavd Atavuoudtowv YTroothelding

Ocwpolpe delypa exnaldevone (Z1,y1), - (Tn, Yn), OTOUL TO Y; INAOVEL TNV XAdOT, TOL AVAXEL TO
dedopévo xou modpver tiwée 1 & -1. Avalntolue to unepeninedo péylotou meptdwpiov, €tol WoTE N
andoTAoY) TOL XOVTVOTEROL Belyuatog exnaldeuong xdie xAdong amd 1o UTERETITEDO VoL UEYLO TOTOLEl-
tou. Ipdipoupe, howndv, To unepeninedo otr Yop@y:

T T—b=0 (3.6)

6mou W To xavovxd ddvuopa LTEETITEDOU xou b N mOhwor. XTn cuvéyewa, emAéyouue Ta dVO
Tapdhhniar unepenineda, mou daywpellovy Ta dedouéva TV 300 XAACEMY PE TN PEYLOTYN AnOoTAoN
petadd Toug, énwe opllovtal oTic TapaxdTw eEloMoel:

W-T—b=1 if x¢€Classl(y; =1) (3.7)

W-T—-b=-1 if x€Class2(y; = —1) (3.8)

H andotoon twv 800 avtdv urepeminédwy xahelton meprddpto (margin) xou eivon {on pe Hz—H

=
w

IMpoxewévou, hoindy, va peylotonoindel o neprdoplo Soywpelopol, armotteital 1 ehaylotonolnon e
Euxdelderoc véppag tou dlviopatoc Bapmy .
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Opilouye, emiong, tic mapaxdte dVo e€lotoels, TEOXEWEVOL Ta dedoUéva TewV dV0 XAACEWY Va
Beloxovton extédc Tou meprimplou dloywpelouo.

T T-b>1 if y=1 (3.9)

w-T-b< -1 if y;=-1 (3.10)
Ou napamdve eELGOCELS UTOPOVY VoL YRUPOUY 0 eERG:
y(W-2Z—b)>1 for i=1,2,...n (3.11)
KatoAfyoupe, enopévwe oto npéinua Bektiotonoinong tou aiyopidupou tafivounone SVM.
minimize ||W|| subject to y;(W-Z —b)>1 for i=1,2,...,n (3.12)
Y10 moapoxdte oyfue gofvovTal To dlaviouato Utoo THelENG, To Teptdtplo Sloywetopol, Ta utepenineda

Tou xavorooly Tic edlomoelc (3.8) & (3.9), 1o unepeninedo péyiotou meprdwpiov xadde xou to
Budvuopa W, Tou etvan xddeto o7 awTo.

LA

>
A 4
d‘\‘/ // wl
% .
74 d

Ewdva 3.3: Mnyovh Awavuopdtwy TrootheEng

3.2.2.2 Mn I'pappixd Arayweiowpes Khdoeig

Ye MEPIMTWOoELS, OTou To BedoUEVa EXTIADEVOTC BEV Elval BUVATOV Vol Bl WELOTOUY YEOUULXA,
LeloTAVTOL XATOLOUC UETACYNUATIONOUE , Ol OToloL AMOXANOUVTOL TUPNVES, OTIWC QPULVETOL XL GTNV
TOEUXATE EXOVOL.  LUYHEXQUIEVY, TNV EXOVO TUPATNEOVUE OTL Tol Ypouixd un dlayweiowo otig 2
Bl tdoeie dedopéva unopet va eivon ypouuixd Sty welotua o neplocdtepee dlaotdoets (3 otny exdva),
ue yerion twv kernel tricks.
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Input Space Feature Space

Ewéva 3.4: Kernel trick

Optopévol and toug o YvwoTolg TUprveS elval oL
o O moluwvuuinde ouoloyevic

o O mohueVLULXOS AVOUOLOYEVAC

o O nuprvac Gauss axtivixic Bdong

o O nuprvag unepBolixtic e@anTtouévng

3.2.3 Naive Bayes

Yo medlo e unyovixic pddnong, o ta€ivountéc Naive Bayes elvan Boaciopévol oto dedpnua
Tou Bayes, vnodétovtog aveloptnoia Yetall Ghwv Twv yopaxtnplotxoy (naive). Eotw Sidvuoua
yopoxtnelotixdv (features) X = (21, 22, .., T, ). H mdavétnto 1o didvuopa X vo avixel oe plo and
g xAdoeig C;, 6mou 1 <7 <k, elvon {on ye:

p(Cip(X|C:)

p(CilX) = 3.13
() = PR (3.13)
I'vopiCoupe, dung, ot
p(Ci)p(X|C;) = p(Cy, 21, ...y ) (3.14)
"Apa, umopolue va yeddoupe:
p(Ciyx1y ey ) = p(T1, ooy T, Ci) = p(1|T2y ony Ty, C) (22, .y Ty C)
=p(xi|x2, .oy T, Ci)p(2|23, ...\ 0y C) (23, ovvy T, C
- p(a1|22 Ip(@2|as )p(xs k) (3.15)
= p(x1]@2, ooy Tp, Ci)p(@2|73, ooy T, Ci) . p(Ti— 1], Ci)p(20|Ci)p(Ci)
Ocwphvtag ot 6ha ta features elvon ave&dptnta petald Toug, éyouue Ot
p(xi\miﬂ,...,xn,ci) :p(xi\Ci) (316)
Enopévoc:
p(Cilz1,. .., x,) = p(Ci)p(x1]|Ci)p(x2|Ci)p(a3|Cy). H (z51Ci) (3.17)
Jj=1
Yuvenwg, N andgaor Tou Naive Bayes yio o dyvewoto delypa X elvan:
y = argmaxp H (x;]1C) (3.18)

i€1,2,...,k

levixd, o ta€ivounthc Naive Bayes vroloyilet yia 1o Sidvuoua Twv yapaxmnelotixody X Ti¢ mi-
BovotnTee vo avixel oe xodeuld omd T xAdoelg xou to taévouel TeAxd oTny xAdor exelvn Yo Ty
onola 1 mdoavoTnTa Elvon peyodltepn.
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3.2.3.1 Gaussian Naive Bayes

Yy nepintwon auty, dewpolue 6Tl Tar cuveyy) dedouéva axoroudolv xavovixy) xatovoun. I
xée yopoxteLoTind X (ue péomn twh ur & duocduavon o) xou xhdon C, 1 ouVEETNON TUXVETNTAS
mdavétnTag Yewpeitan Gaussian, dnhody:

1 7(17*#16)2

e >k 3.19
\/ 27r0,% ( )

p(z =v|Cy) =

3.2.3.2 Multinomial Naive Bayes

Ot multinomial ta&wvountéc Bayes eivar iaitepa dnuopiieic o npoBifuata tadivounone xeué-
vou. XTnv mpocéyylon auth, To dvdopata © = [Ty, Ta,...,Ty] elvou woTOYEdUUUTY, OTOU Adde
YopoxTnelo Tixd exppdlel T ouyvoTnTo Eupdvions evée evdeyouévou (Bag of Words). H mdavétnra
TopaThENoNE EVOC LOTOYPAUUOTOS X divetal amd tnv axohoudn oyéon:

o 1,7 a0

K2

p(z|Cy) =

3.2.3.3 Bernoulli Naive Bayes

‘Onwg 1 nponyoluevn xatnyopia tTavountdv, €tol xou ot Bernoulli efvon dnuoguielc yia mpofB-
Moo todvounone xewévov. Kdde yopoxtnpiotind x; unopel va mdper TR 0, €dv o ith dpoc
anouotdlel amd to Ae€d, R vo mhper Ty Twh 1, €év o it" bpoc Beloxeton oto Aelixd. Téte, 1
cuvdpTtnon tuxvoTnTag TdavotnTog elvan 1 eENC:

p(x|Cr) = [ [ Phi(1 = pra)* " (3:21)

=1

6ToV p; elvon 1 mavéTnTa N ®¥Adom C) var TapdEel To eVBEYOUEVO i.

3.2.4 O AMlvyopvdpog k-Nearest Neighbours

Avixer otoug ahyopldpoug emPBrendpevne pdinong o umopel va yenowonowniel téco oe mpofB-
Muator Ta€vounone éco xar oe mpofifuata mokvdpdunone. ‘Eva onuelo tou ydpou twv yopox-
TNEWo TV Tagvouelton oTny XAdom, Tou eivon 1 To xowvy| Yetoll twv k mAnoéotepwy YeLTOVWY, oL
omolot yetpmvton xou Bploxovton amd ula cuvdptnon andéotacng. Beloxel epapuoyn oe mpoBAfuarto
VoY vORLoME TROTOTWY Xt e£6puEng dedouévwy.

H nopdpetpoc k xodopiletar and tov yerotn xou emAEyeTol HEGL TELRUUATWY, XodMS 1 XUADTERY
emhoy? Tou k e€optdran and to dedouéva. I'evixdtepa, uyeydhec tuéc tou k telvouv vo pewwdoouy
Tov $6puBo oty Tadlvéunan, aAid xdvouy ta Tepttiplo UETUED TV XAoEWY AYOTERO Bloxpltd. Xe
Buadixd mpoPhuarta Talvéunong, émou éyouue va mpofliédoupe dlo xhdoels, elvon TpoTUdTERO Vo
emhéyoupe To k va elvon évog povée oprdude, mtpoxeévou va anogevydel 1 loomakia oty Prgo tne
x\dong.

Ye nepintoom, ouwg, Tou undpyel ¥Adon Ue peYdho apldud dedouévev, autd Yo ennpedoel TNV
xAdon tou véou dedopévou mou mpdxetton vo tagivoundel. To mpdPfAnua autd urnopel va emAvdel ye
v andédoor Bapdv otoug k mhnoléotepoug yeltovee, Aaufdvovtac unddn Ty andotacy ueTad Tou
véou Bedouévou w¢ mpog xotévay and toug k mAnciéotepoug yeltoveg. To Bdpoc autd eivon avdroyo
Tou é, onou d n amdoTUOoT.

H ouvndéotepn petpinf andotaone yio ouveyelc yetofintés eivan  Buxheldio anéotaon (Eu-
clidean distance), nov opiletar and Tov mopuxdTew TUTO:

(3.22)
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Avtideta, yio dlaxpltéc TWES, OTWC OE TEPITTWOELS ToEVOUNONC XEWEVOL, YENOLHoToLE(TOL 1) aT6o-
taon Hamming. Yroloy{leton and tnv axdroudn e&iowaon:

k
Dy (@i, yi) = Z i — vl (3.23)
i=1
6émou:
T, =Y; = DH =0

3.24
x; #y; = Dp =1 (3:24)

Yy nopaxdte ewodva diveton €vo mapddetypa tpoodloplogol xatnyoplag pe Bdon touc 3 & 5
xovTvdtepoug yeltoveg. Edv k=3, n véa nepintwon, mou maplotdveton omd 10 TEAGLVO XUXAAXL,
todivoyeitor oTa xOxxvaL Telywva, eved av k=5, tafivoueitor ot UTAE TETPAYWVA.

Ewéva 3.5: Hapdderypa npocdloplopol xatnyopiog ye Bdon toug 3 & 5 xovtivdtepoug yeltoveg

3.2.5 Boosting

Ipdxerton yio plor pédodo petatpomrc evoc cuvolou adlvopwy alyoplduwy pdldnone ot Loyvpolc.
H Boaow 8éa tou Boosting elvon 0 cUVBLOOUOSC TV OTOTEAECUATWY TOADY «OBUVOULYY OAYO-
plduwy pddnone. Anhadh o ouvbuaopds ahyoplduwy twv onoiwyv to o@dluya (error rate) etvon
ehapg xohltepo and Ny tuyaio emhoyr. Me v Te)V Tou boosting uewdveton 600 1N Bi-
axOpavon(variance) 6co xa 1 uepohndio(bias). Etn cuvéyela, Ttopovatdlovtar tpla Siopopetind eidn
ahyoplduwy e tn yédodo Boosting.

o AdaBoost Classifier: Tgpononotel xdde @opd to Bden twv delyudtwy €tol Hote xdide véo
adUvopo LovTéNo mou exmoudeletan vou Aopfdvel cofapd unddr Ta Addn TV TpoNYOoLUEVWY.
Tehixd, cuvdudlovtor oL UmOPECELS TV ETUEPOUS HOVTEAWY avdhoyo UE T EMBOOELS TOUC.
Xenowonotel xatd xavove decision stumps. Efvor, wotéco, apxetd evalodntoc o Yépufo xou
outliers.

o Gradient Boosting: Yt uédodo auty, avtipetwniloupe to mpéBinue tou boosting we éva
TpoPBAnua eharylotonoinong. Oewpolye, apyixd, évay adlvauo akyopriuo pdinong xou oe xdde
Briwo tpoc¥étoupe évay emmiéov adlivauo alyoprduo, tpoxelwévou va auEhoouue TNy enldoon
X0l VO XUTAOXEVAGOUUE ETAL EVay Loyueod ahydetduo. Me enavoinmuxd tpéno, npocdétoupe éva
novTého xdde Qopd, Ye OXOTO T1 UEltITT) TCV CHUMIATLY TOU EYLVOY Omd T UTERYOVTA LOVTEA.
To povtéha npootidevtan draboyind Yé€yplc 6Tou dev unopoly vo Yivouv mepattépw BEATIOOELS.
Ovoudletan gradient boosting, enedn ypnowwonoiel évav aryopriuo gradient descent, yio va
ENAYLOTOTIOLACEL TO XOGTOS AT TNV TEOGVESY) VEWY UOVTEAWY.

« Xgboost Classifier [54]: Anotekel v state-of-the-art tpononoinomn tou gradient boosting.
Etvan xotdAAnio yio peydia datasets oe xohég toydneg.
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3.2.6 Aévtpa Andgpacng (Decision Trees)

Ta 8évtpa andgacng €youv yenowonoiniel evpéwe oto medlo e Mnyavixric Mdadnong téoo oe
TpoPMjuato tadvounone (classification) éco xou o poPAiuata ToAtvdpdunone (regression).

Ta yovtéla 8évtpwv, 6mou 1) UETABANTA-0TOY0¢ Umopel Vo Tdpel éva TETEPATUEVO GOVOAD TV
ovopdlovton dévtpa tadvounone. O aiyopripog twv Aévtpwv Andgacne odnyel ot dnwovpyia
pLog 8evdpoedols HopPhc, 6oL xdle xOUfog avamaploTd TNV andgaor, Tou meEnel va mapdel xau
%8 QUARO avamoaploTd TNV eTéTa TV xhdoewy (label). Eyovtag oynuatiost to dévtpo, pnopolye
vou tpoPAédouue tny €€0d0 Tou Belyuatog, edv to Saoyloouvye xou @Tdcovpe ota GUAAA Tou. I
TOPABELY AL, TO TapoXdTe LoVTENO ypnoylonotel Tpla yopaxtneiotixd (features), Tpoxeévou va tpop-
Aéer, edv o emBdtne emPilwoe A oy

is sex male?

is age > 9.5?

\ 0.73 36%
‘ is sibsp » 2.57
017 61%

0.05 2% 0.89 2%

Ewéva 3.6: Aévtpo Andgaong

Enuewdveton 6Tt 1 onuacia twv yopaxtnplotixey (feature importance) eivan évoc apriude, mou
xopoiveton petafd 0 & 1. Av 1 onpoaoia Ty yopoxtneloTxdy eivar 0, TOTE TO YopoXTNELoTINd
auto, dev yenotpomoinxe xadéhou oty medPiedn. Avtideta, av n onuoscia tou elvon {on pe 1,
TOTE TO YopaxTNELoTIXG autd TpofBAénel TNy xAdor axpBic. To ddpoloua tng onuaciag OAWY TwWV
Yoo TneloTix@y elvan (oo pe 1. ‘Oco mo onpoavtind elvon éva yopaxtnelotxd otny medfiedn tne
xAdone, 1600 o tdve Beloxeta oto dévpo.

Yuvontixd, to Aévtpa Ano@doewy unopoly va TopdEouy xatavontols xavoves, va utodel&ouy ta
mo onuavtixd features otnv npdBiedn e xAdong ok xon va YElpto ToUY Té00 aptiunTind 6o xou
categorical dedouéva. Ernlong, anatodv ehdyiotn npoenelepyacion twv dedouévmy and Toug yeNoTeq.
o7600, elvor duvotév va dnuioupyoly ToAOTAOXA BEVTEN, OBNYWOVTAUS GTO (QUUVOUEVO TNG UTER-
npocappoyfc (overfitting). Eriorne, eivon Wbiodtepa aotod, xadde uxpée oadhayéc oto dedopéva
evdEyeTol Vo 0dNYNOOLY TNV ToEAYWYT EVOC EVIEAGS OlaopeTixol dévipou. To mpdPinua autd
avtietwnileton ye pedddove, dnwe 1 texvinr) bagging mou Yo avahuvdel otn cuvéyewr. Téhog, ol
akybprduol Aévtpnv Andpoong ypedlovtal évay apxeTd UeYdAo Oyxo Bedopévey yia Thy exmaldeuo
TOUG, UE AMOTEREOUAL VAL XATAVAADVOLUY dEXETOUEC UTOAOYIG TIX0UE TépoUE, £X0VToC UEYIAO XOGTOC O
X©eo xat xpovo.Mepixol and toug To YVwotolc olyopldpous Sévipwy andpaong elval oL TopoxdTte:

o CART (Classification And Regression Tree - Aévtpo Ta&ivéunone xou IopeuBoric)
o ID3 (Iterative Dichotomiser 3 - Enavodnnuxr Awyotéunon)

« MARS

o C45
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3.2.7 Tuyoaia Adorn (Random Forests)

YN otaTioxd o T unyovixr pdinom mpotelveton 1 Yprion ToAamAOY olyopituwy pdinong xou
0 GUYBUOUAC TOUS GTO TENOC, TPOXEWEVOL v eTiteuy Vel xahtepn eniBoor oty tedBhedn (Ensemble
Methods).

Tao Tuyoioa Adorn (Random Forests) [55] aroteholvton and évay peydho aprdud Aévtpwv And-
poong xou avixouv otnv owxoyévelo Twv ensemble methods. e mpoPifuota tadvéunone xdde
Aévtpo Amogaong, Eexwplotd, TeoPAEneL TNV XAdon oTNV ool AVAXEL TO GUYXEXPUIEVO BEBOUEVO
exmaldevone xat oto téhoc N xhdon, nou npoPrépinxe Tic neplocdTERES POEES, amoTeAEl TNV xhdom
e TEAMAC pog TeoBAedng. Autd (alveTtal YopaxTNELo TIXd OTO TOEOXATL Oy AL

Predict 1 Predict 0 Predict 1

Predict 1

Predict 0
Predict 1 Predict 1 Predict 0

Tally: Six 1s and Three Os
Prediction: 1

Ewéva 3.7: pdPredn tne xhdone pe tov akyderduo twv Tuyaiov Accov

Ye npofAuata nakvdpounong, we é€odog diveton 1 T8N pe ) péan TpEoBAEd TV UEHOVOUEVKY
BEVTPWV.

IMpoxeévou o ahyodprduog twv Tuyalwy Aac®v vo amoddoel xohd, amotelton ol npofiédeig
Aol XUTE CUVETELRL ToL OQANIATO TV PEROVWUEVLY AéVTpwy ATOQUoNS Vo €X0UV YoUNAH cuoyétion
petadd Touc.

I va Blaoahiotel 6t 1 cuuneplpopd tou xdde Aévtpouv Amdgaong elvol ACUCYETIOTN WS TEOG
ta undroina, ta Tuyala Adon yenoiwonowoly Ty texvixy bagging (Bootstrap Aggregating).

3.2.7.1 Bagging (Bootstrap Aggregating)

H teyviny) Bagging cupfdhher otnv anoguyy tou overfitting xou otn uelwon e Swoncduavong.
Suyxexpiéva, dewpnvtag éva abvolo exmaldevone D yeyédoug n, n teyvind auth Topdyet Ye yeron
opotépopyne detypotohndlag pe avtixatdotacyn m xowvolplo obvoha exnaidevone D; ueyédoue n'.
EmAéyovtog dedouéva Ue avTixatdoTooy, XaTakryouye e enavolopfBavoueva dedouéva yia xdde véo
oclUvoho exnaidevone D;. Emouévec, xdde 8évtpo andpoone exmoudeleton o dlopopetind cOVOAX
Bedouévev. Xto mopoxdte oYU tapouctdleton 1) WEa Tne Teyvxnc Bagging.
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Ewoéva 3.8: Bagging
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3.3 Teyvntd Nevpwvixd Aixtua (Artificial Neural Networks)

Ta teyyntéd veupwvixd dixtua elval UTOROYICTIXE GUC TAHUATA EYTVEUCUEVD oo Tol Blohoyixd veup-
wWxd dixtua, Tou amoteholy Toug avipwrivoug eyxepdhous. Eyouv yenowonomdel ue emtuyio oe
Bldpopoug ToUElS, OTWE TNV avayvapeloT Tng ophlag, otny eneepyacio XOVAS, OF LATEIXES EQUE-
HOYES, OTOV TPOGURUOCTIXO EAEY YO X.4.

3.3.1 Single Layer Perceptron (To Perceptron tou Rosenblatt)

’

Y10 mapoxdTe oy gaivetal To uovtého eV TEXVNTOL Veuphva [56], Tou Tpogodoteiton and ula
eloodo X. Kdde empépoug yapaxtnelotnd tng etcddou tohhanioctdleton pe éva aprduntixd Bdapoc Wi,
1 <i <m. To Bdpoc Wi; dnhddver méco onuovtnd eivon to feature x;. Aol nolhamhaciactolv
oL eloodot e to avtiotoiya Bden, mnyaivouv oe évav adpoloty, omou xau adpoilovtan pall pe wio
aptduntued Tl tohwong bi. To anotéheopo vy mepvd amd pla cuvdptnon evepyonoinone ¢, 1 é€odoc
g onolag anotehel TV TeEM €€000. LuvonTIXd Unopolue Vo Yeddouye:

Yk = @(Z Tiwk; + by) (3.25)
i=1

)

Activation
function
@
Input ) U () Output
signals . . Yk
. . Summing
junction
Xm O—>'
-
Synaptic
weights

Ewoéva 3.9: Single Layer Perceptron

3.3.2 Xvuvapthoesic Evepyonoinong (Activation Functions)

Mepuéc and Tic To YVWOTEC CLVAPTHOELS EVEpYOTOINoNG elvan oL e€nc:
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o Tiypoetdrc (sigmoid): Avtiotoyiler dhec tic twéc oto ddotnua (0,1). Alveton and tov

tino: 1
fe) = o) = 7——

H ypaguny| mapdotaon tne ouvdptnong diveton 0To oyfjuo Tou axohovdel:

(3.26)

-

o
U

Ewéva 3.10: Xvypoedrc Xuvdptnon Evepyonoinorng

o Yuvdetnon YrepBoiuxhc Egantowévne (tanh): Avuotowyiler dhec tic Tyéc oto
ddotnua (-1,1). Alveton and Tov timo:

(" — )

f(z) =tan prp—

(3.27)
H ypagpuny| mapdotacy tne ouvdptnong diveton 6to oyjua, Tou axorouvdel:
1.0

05

0.0

Euwdva 3.11: TrepBolut; Egantouévn Xuvdptnon Evepyonoinong

+ Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU): Anotekel v mo dwdedopévn cuvdptnor evepyonolnong.
Xenowornoteltou oe aryopldpoue Bathde pddnone (deep learning) xou o cUVEMXTIXE VEUPWVIXE
dixtua. Avtiotouyilet 6hec Twéc oto ddotnua [0,00). Alveton and Tov TapaxdTew TOTO:

flz) = {O’ es0 (3.28)

z, if >0

H ypagpu mapdotaon tne cuvdptnorng dlveton and 1o axdhoudo oyfud.
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y=0

Ewoéva 3.12: ReLU Yuvdpetnorn Evepyonoinone

Emopévwe, xdde apvntiny Tiwy) mou nepvd and wla ReLU cuvdptnomn evepyonoinong yetotpéneto
oe undév. Eto, edv 1 eloodoc eivon mévta pixpdtepn Tou undevoe, tote Yo éyouvye 6tL f(x) = 0,
nan MEDY N mopdywyog Yo elvon eniong undév, ta Bdern dev Yo avavedvovTal, TEOXAAWGVTIC UE
autdv TOV TROTO TN Vavdtwor tou vevphva (dying ReLU problem).

o Leaky ReLU: Anotehel pio mpoonddeia vo emivdel to mpdPinua tou dying ReLU. Avuo-
Touyilel Ohec Tic Tpée oTo ddotnua (—o0, +00). O dpvntixéc Tyéc tohhamhaotdlovton e pla
uxen) otadepd ¢=0.01, avtl va undevilovton, 6Twe Qalveton 0TOV ToEUXATE TUTO.

001z, if z<0
— ’ 3.29
(@) {m SN (329)

H ypagpu| mapdotaoy tng ouvdptnong diveton amd to axdrovdo oyfuc:

E
b i

Ewoéva 3.13: Leaky ReLU Xuvdptnon Evepyonoinong

» Softmax: Xpenowonoeitar oe npoAiuata Tavounong T6co pe 500 OGO XL UE TEPLOTOTEPES
xhdoelg. Aéyetar otny eloodo aprdpolc, Toug onoloug petatpénel oe Tdavotnteg, To dpoloua
TV onolwyv elvon (0o pe TN wovdda.

Ewéva 3.14: Softmax activation function

Softmax(z;) = 1573. (3.30)
Zj:o e

37



3.3.3 Xuvdpetnon Kéotoug - Avtixeipevixr] Xuvdetnorn (Loss Function)

H ouvdptnon x6ctoug cuufdihel ot BEATIOTOTOMNOY TWY TUPUHUETEWY TWV VEUPWVIXMY BIXTOWY.
Yxomé¢ pog elvan Vo EAAYLOTOTOLAOOUPE TO XOGTOG GE €Vol VEUpVIXO BixTuo, BeltioTtonolwvTac ue
autév tov teémo Ta Bden tou. To xbéotog unoroyileta yenowonowdvtoac wa cuvdeTnoT x60ToUC
(Loss Function), n onolo suyxpivel tnv mparypoted| (real) e tnv mpoPrendpevn (predicted) . ‘Omneg
Yo Bolue otn cuvéyela, yenorwonoolue T uédodo gradient descent, mpoxeluévou vo avavecouvye
Ta Bdien 0TO VEUPEVIXOG BIXTUO X0 XAT  ETEXTACT] VAL ENXYLOTOTOGOVUE TO x60ToC. Mepixég and Tig
O YVWOTEC CUVAPTAHCELS XOGTOUG elvan oL axdloudec:

o+ Méoco Tetpaywvixd Xpdipa (Mean Squared Error): Ye npofAfjuote nohvdpdunone
(regression), yeNOWOTOLEITOL (S CUVEPTNOTN XOGTOUS XVPINE TO PECO TETPAYWVIXS opdhua. T
ohoy(leton makpvovTog TOV YECO 6p0 TV TETPUYMVGY TOV BlAPOR®Y TNS TEUYUATIXNG and TNV
npofienouevy T, Abvetor and tov axdéhouto tino:

1 n
J=— Yi — yAZ‘ 2 3.31
2 D) (331)
o Cross Entropy loss & Logistic Regression: Yrohoyilet tnv enidoon evic povtérouv ta&-
woéunong (classification model), tou onolou n é€08o¢ elvon pio TR mdavéTTag petadd Tou 0
xau 1. To cross - entropy loss awédveton, xadde n mdavétnta e npdBiedng amoxhivel and v
nporyportix] Ty Eva Bavixd povtého taévounong Ya €yel cross - entropy loss (oo pe 0. Autd
(QolvETAL OTO TOPOXATL YU

10 Log Loss when true label = 1

log loss

1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10
predicted probability

Ewodva 3.15: Cross entropy loss

IMopatneobue 6t 6tav 1 mporypotixr T elvon 1 xon 1 mtpoPAendpevn mdavétnta elvar 1, tote
To x607o¢ glvan (o pe to 0. Avtideta, 600 teplocdTepo amoxhivel N mdavotnta e TedBredng
and TN TeaypoTixXd T, o0 ueyohltepo yiveton To x6oTOC.

H ouvdptnon xdéotoug diveton and tov axdioudo tono:

1~ ; ; ;
Loss = —[>  —yPlog(hg(x')) + (1 = y™)log(1 — hy (")) (3.32)
i=1
6mou m elvon 0 apLIUOS TLV BEBOUEVWLV.

Opileton xon we e€ng:

—log(hg(x)), y=1

—log(1 — hy(x)), y=0 (3:33)

Cost(ho(z),y) = {
EvBeuxtixd, mapadétouye xon xdnolec dhheg cuVAPTAOELS XOGTOUC:
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¢ Mean Absolute Error

MAE — 2iz11yi — il (3.34)
n
o Hinge Loss/SVM Loss
HingeLoss = Z max(0,s; — Sy; + 1) (3.35)
J#Yi

o KL-Divergence
e Huber Loss

3.3.4 To Perceptron IToAA&V Eninédwy (Multilayer Perceptron - MLP)

To Perceptron mohhév emnédwy €yet TouldyLotov éva xpupd otpwpa (hidden layer) avdueoa oo
oTEWUA ELGGB0L o To oTpwUa e€680V. Autd Tou ta Eeywpilel and to eninedo e€6d0v, elvon dTL N
€2000C TV VEURHOVWY TWVY XPLUPWY EMNEdWY anoTelel TdvTa €l00BO YId TOUC VEVPWVES TWV ENOUEVWY
emTEdWY (xpugd 1) eninedo e€680v). Kdle eninedo anoteheitar and nohhole VEUPMVES TOU GUVBEOVTAL
HE TOUC VEUPKVES TOU EMOPEVOU ETUTEDOUL UECH TwV Papdy, 6w eldaye otny evotnta 3.3.1.0 aprdude
TWV VELPOVKY 6T0 oTpwud e£6dou (output layer) eivon (cog e tov aprdud twv xhdoewv (labels),
nou emuyolpe va tpofiédouye. 3to mapaxdTw oyRua, @aiveton éva Perceptron moAAGV eminédwy.
Suyxexpéva, éxoupe técocpa enineda (oTpdua 1o6d0ou, dV0 xpLPE oTpMATA, oTeOUa eE650U). Ou
alySprduol Bohde udidnone (deep learning) yenowonotolv neplocdtepa Tou evHe xpuPE enineda.

hidden layers

input layer

Ewéva 3.16: Multilayer Perceptron (MLP)

3.3.5 O Al\yéprdpog Backpropagation

O ahydprdyoc e onlotioag Suddoone opatudtwy (Backpropagation) anotedel wio uédodo ehayioto-
nolnong TN oUVEETNONE XOC TOUC AVAVEWYOVTAS ToL BdpT TOU VEURKVIXOD BXTOOU.

Yt moAvenineda veupwvixd dixtua, 6Twe xou oty Teplntwon Tou anAol perceptron, 1 dtadlxacta
e exnatdevone Boaoileton oty xatdhAnin tpocapuoYY| Ty Bapdy Tou BixTOoU, TEOXEWEVOU 1) TENXN
¢Zodoc va mpooeyyilel 600 ToV BuVATOY TERLOGOTERPO TNV OVOHEVOUEVT £E000.

H mo yvwot xau o eupela yerion pédodoc avavéwong twv Bapdv Tou dixTdou XoL XaT’ enEXTAOT
ebpeome Tou ehayioTou wo cuVdETNoNG o@dlpatog, etvor 1 uédodoc xatdBaone duvauxol (gradient
descent).

aJ
0= enom — .
T (3.36)
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6mou o elvan To learning rate, 0,,0m M TEéYOUoA TR TOU Bdpoug xon ¥ 1 véa T Tou PBdpouc.
IMpdxerton yio plor emavadnmtiny) pédodo, pe v évvola 6Tt avavedvouue to Bdern tou dxtlou ToA-
NTAEC PORES, TTPOXEWEVOU VO EAUYLO TOTIOLACOVUE T1 GUVAPTNOY KOG TOUC.

H pédodoc xatdfBaocne duvauxol (gradient descent) Siaxpiveton otic e€fc xotnyopiec [57):
(Enueiwon: Opilovye we enoyh (epoch) to péyedoc excivo, xatd to onolo ohdxhnpo to dataset
enelepydletan amd To VeLupwvixd dixtuo win @opd)

o Batch Gradient Descent: Ilpdxeiton yia plo nepintwon tng peddédou xotdBoone duvauixol
(gradient descent), xotd tnv onoio enelepydlovton dAa tar dedopéva oTo clvolo exmaideuong
oe x&Ve emavahndn (iteration). T mopdderypa, éotw 6T €youpe pio cLVaPTNON YEaUUXAC
nodwdpdunone (linear regression) xou opiCovue 0 cuvdptnon xéotoue we e€fc: J() =

ﬁ T (9 —y%)?, 6mou m o apriude TV Bedopévwy oto chvolo exnaldeuonc. Téte:
BI(0) 1~ i iy
S0 = > 0y (3.37)
J

i=1
Avavedvouye ta Bden Tou veupmvixol dxtbou wg e€ng:

Repeat(

m

1 S0y
0, =46, — a— Z(y —y')z} (3.38)

i=1

For every j=0,...,n érov n €ivar o apruds twv features

)

Qot600, edv 0 aptiude Twv dedouévev oto clvoho extaidevone elvar e€atpeTind peydhog, ToTE
7 u€9odoc auty elval UTOAOYIGTIXA TOAD oxplfn) xou dev mpoTiwdton. ‘Etol, emhéyouue va yenot-
pomololpe plo and Tic axorovdeg 8o uevddoug.

o Stochastic Gradient Descent: Autr n uédodoc enelepydleton évo dedouévo Tou GUVOAOU
exnafdevong oe xde enavdindn. ‘Etol, ol tapduetpol avavedvovtal HeTd and xdde enavdindn,
xatd TNy onola povo €va dedopévo Tou cuvdhou exnaldevong €xel enelepyactel. O ahyodpLiuoc
e wed6dou autrg elvon o axdhoutog:

Repeat (

for i in range(m) (

0; =0, —aly’ —y')a! (3.39)

For every j=0,...,n énmov n elvar o ap1iuds twv features

)
)

Qo71600, €dv 0 aptiude Twv Bedopévey aTo cUvolo exmaidevong elvon yeydhog, autd cuverdye-
o 6Tt o 0 aprdude Ty enavolideny da elvon peydhoc.

o Mini Batch Gradient Descent: Auty n uédodoc elvon ypnyopdtepn and tig nponyolueveg
800 xou mpoTdTon 4v 0 aptdudc Twv dedouévev elvor oA peydhoc (1Blwe oe mpofifuarta
Boardide wddnone). Kotd t pédodo auth ywpilouue tov cuvolixd aptdud twv dedouévmv tou
oLVOLoL exnalBeuong (¢0Tw m training examples) oe n batches, ueyédouc = 1o xodéva. Mtnv
nepinTwon auth, o aptdude Twy enavakibewy elvor (cog ye Tov cuvohxd aprdud Twv batches.
Me ) pédodo auty, oe xdle enavdindn enelepyaldyacte n training examples.

Extéc and tig pedddoug autée, ta TeAeuTaia Ypovia YpeNoylonolodviol o€ Oh0 XaL UEYAAUTERO Bo-

Bué teyvinég avtopatne Behtiotonoinong, otig onoleg yivetow auvtouaty pbdulon tou putuod udinong,
6nwe Adagrad, Adadelta xou Adam [58], 1 onolo elvon auth T oTiyph 1 O dNUo@AAC TEYVLXH.
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3.3.6 Avadpouixd Nevpwvixd Aixtua (Recurrent Neural Networks-RNN)

Ta avadpouixd vevpwvixd dixtua elvon pia ewdix xotnyopia veupwvixmy dixtiwy tou eneepydlov-
Ton amoteheopatind xdde eldoug axolouvdond dedouéva. Iapadelyyata, arotehody 1 GoVY, 1 Yeopn
xadog xan 1 onTr] TAnpogopla, Tou TpoxUnTel and uio xivnon.

Yot avadpouixd veupwmvixd dixtua, 1 é€080¢ Tou TpomYolpevou BhAuaTtos Tpo@odoteltal we elcodog
0T0 TEEYoV PRua. Xto napadootoxd Veupwvixd dixtua, dha ta Leuydpla elo6dwy xan eE60wV elvan
aveddptnrta peto€d Toug. §2oT600, ot teptntiaElg dmou og {nrelton va tpoBAédoupe TNy enduevn hEEN
oe plo tpdtaom, ol meonyolueves AEEELC OmAUTOUVTAL XOL ETOUEVHC EVAL ATOEOlTNTO TO UOVTENO UAC
vou Yupdtan Tic Aéeic autég. To avadpouixd veupwvixd dxTuo XoTaPEevouy vor AUGOUV To TEdBAnU
auT6 pe N Pordela Tne ecwtepinic Toug xpupric xoatdotaone (hidden state), mou xpotder TAnpogopio
yia TV axoroudio.

® ®
D - o= ﬁl ‘

!
b o

Ewdva 3.17: Recurrent Neural Network (RNN)

v

Yy aplotepn exova gatveton 1 avadpouix) Aettovpyia Tou RNN. To RNN 6éyeton to éva uetd
To dAAO T oToLyEld TNE oxOAoUTHAG o EVIUERWVEL TNV ECWTERWXT] 1) XPUPT] TOU XATACTUON).

‘Evag dhhog tpdmog avamapdotaong eivon e to “EetUhtypa” Tou SxTiou 6To YEOVo, OTwE QalveTol
ot 0e&id exdva. XNy mepintwon auth, apyxd AouPdvetar we elcodog To xg, mapdyeta 1 €€odog
ho, 1 omolo pe tn oelpd e divetan we eloodoc pall ye to 1 oTo EMSUEVO Ypovixd Bruo (timestep).
Opolwe, n €€odoc hy tpopodoteitar we elcodog pe T0 xz oTo emduevo timestep. Xnueldvetar 6T
1 €£000¢ hy GUYVE AVAUPERETOL XL WS XATAOTAOY, TOU dxTUou. Me auUTOV TOV TEOTO, TO VELPWVIXD
Bixtuo Yupdtar To mepleyduevo TN axoroudiac.

H yevixn popgy) twv eglodoemy evog avadpomxol dixtiou elvon 1 e€ng:

he = o(Way + Uhy—1 +b) (3.40)
omou:
o Dy M xpLEY avamapdoTacT) TN YEOVIXH CTIYUY t
o TO Bdvuopa Tou otolyelou tne axoroudiag TN yeovixr otyun t
o @ ulo un ypopuxy cuvdptnon evepyonolnong
o W o rnivaxoc mapapétewy, Tou emdpoly Tdvew oTtny £lcodo T4

o U o mivorag mopau€tpwy, Tou EmBpoly Tave atny €£080 TOU BIXTUOU TNV TEOTYOUHEVY XPOVIXT
oTIYUN

o b éva Sidvuoua téAwone

Ocwpntnd, T avadpopixd veupwvixd dixtua (RNNs) xdvouv yefion tne mAnpogopiac oe peydhou
urxoug axohouvdieg. Qotbéo0, oty MEdlY elval TEPLOPLOUEVE HOVO OE Uixpol UAXoUC AGY® TOU van-
ishing gradient 7} exploding gradient mpoBAruatoc. To yelovéxtnuo autéd xaholVToL VoL ETMAVGOUY Tol
Long Short Term Memory networks.
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3.3.7 Long short - term memory (LSTM)

IMpdxetton yio plo mapakhayr Tou RNN, mou npotdidnxe yia npdtn @opd to 1997 and touc Sepp
Hochreiter & Jiirgen Schmidhuber. To 8ixtua autd xatapépvouv vo Eenepvoly Tov TedBAnua Twy
paxpveyy e€opthoewy.  Elvar oyediaopéva ye tétolo Tpdémo, wote va dlatneolyv éva mo otoepd
GPANIAL XOTA TNV OVACTEOPY, UETADO0Y, TOU Péoa OToV Yeovo, padaivovtac €tol axdua xou Uéoo
an6 mohD peYdheg axoloudieg ypovixdy Brudteny. Autd, mou ta Eeywellel and to amhd avadpouixd
vELRWVIXE BixTua, elval 1 aEYLTEXTOVIXY TOU XpuPol Toug eminedou, To onolo cuvndileTon xan va
amoxahelton we x0ttapo LSTM [59]. 'Eva x0ttapo LSTM Swdéter tperc Yopec: tn $opa AAdng,
eLo6d0u xou €600uL.

o OVpa MO (forget gate): To npwto Brpa eivan vo anogascicovye mol TAnpopopio Yo
dlaypddouye and T uviun. H andgoaorn avth AopBdvetar and tn $opa Afine. Aéyeton wc
eloodo v tpéyouca elcodo z; xar TV €€080 Tou TponYoLUEvoL timestep hi_1 xou moEdYEL
otny €€0d0 évay aprdud petadd tou 0 xou 1 (orypoedhc ouvdptnom evepyoroinonc). H éZodoc
auth) tolhamhaotdleton ye xdde aprdud tou daviopatoc Cy_1 NG TEONYOVUEVNE XATAOTAONC,
euduilovtag €tol to moa TAnpogopio Yo «EeyacTel.

ft = (T(Wfl’t +Ushi—1 + bf) (3.41)

+ OUpa eLc6d0ov (input gate): To enduevo Bripa elvor va amogacicovye ol véo Thnpopopio
mpdxerton Vo omoUnxedoouue oty PvAUN. Apyxd, uéow tne Yopog eloédou anogactleton Toleg
Tipég Yo evnuepwioly. H 9lpa el06dou déxeTtan we elcodo tnv Tpéyouca elcodo x; xal TNV
€€0d0 Tou mponyoluevou timestep hi_1. XTn cuvéyel, 1 Tpéyovoa eloodog xy xou 1 é€odoc
Tou mponyoluevou timestep hi_; mepvdve péoa amd €vo Yovo-emiNEdO VELPWVIXG BIXTUO UE
ouvdpTtnon evepyornoinone v umepBohixt epantouévy, To omolo mapdyetl Tic véeg unodripleg
TWES G, TOU TEOXELTAL VoL TEOGTEVOUY OTN Uviun.

iy = o(Wizy + Ushi—1 + b;)  90pa e1o680v (3.42)

é = tanh (Wexy + Uchi—1 +be)  unodrigpio uviun (candidate cell state) '

o MvAun (cell state): Xto Brpo auTd, AVAVEDVOURE TNV TOASE UVARN Ci—1 OTNY XouvolpLo

uviun ¢ Buyxexpwéva, tolhamhaoidalovpe ) Yopa AMfine pe e TWwée e maAde uvAung

ci—1, Eexvdvtog dpoug, Tou anogacioTnxe va Eeyootolv oe mponyolpevo Bua. Ilpoodétouye,

eniong, tov 6p0 iy ® G. Ilpdxeitan yio véeg umodnples TéS, XMUAXWUEVES XATE TO OGO
ATOPACIOTNAE VAL EVIUELWGOVUE TNV TEEYOUCA XATAGTAOY).

Ga=NOc1+iOq (3.43)
YupPorilovpe we © 1o ywvbpevo Hadamard (rolomiaciaopds otouyelo mpog otoryeio).

o OUpa e€6d0u (output gate): H é€odoc Puoiletan oe pio pihtpopiouévn exdoyn tne xotdo-
Taone ™S Pvhune. Apyixd, n teéyovoa eloodoc z; xou 1 é€0doc Tou mponyoluevou timestep
hi—1 mepvdve yéoa amd €var Yovo-eminedo VeELPWVIXG BIXTUO UE CLVEETNOY EVEpYOTONONS TN
OLYUOELDY), TPOXEWEVOU VO AMOQPACIoTEL ol PPN TNG XATAGTAONS UVAUNG TEOXELTOL Vol GU-
petéyouv otny tehxn é€odo. ‘Emneita, n xatdotoon g uviung, agod cuumiestel uéow Tng
ouvdptnone tanh, molhamiacidleton pe ) Yopa e€680v, anogacilovtag enouévng ol péen
e xatdotaone authc Yo cuppetéyouy oty tehxy €€odo.

0t = oc(Woxt + Usht—1 + b,)  Y0pa e10680v

3.44
ht = o ©® tanhe¢;  é€odoc (output) ( )
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» h,

BEudva 3.18: Kiottapo LSTM

3.3.8 Augidpopo LSTM

To apeidpopor LSTM (Bidirectional LSTM A BiLSTM) anoteholv pio EMEXTACT] TWV XAACCIXDY
LSTMs xou unopodv va Behtudoouvy Ty ambédoon tou hoviéhou ot axoloudlaxd npofifuato tok-
wounong. Luyxexpwéva, évo oaugidpopo LSTM anotedelton and tov cuvduooud 800 BLapopeTixdy
LSTMs, 6nou 1o xodéva enelepydleton tnv axoloudio ue dapopetn| gopd. Baoiletan oty 1déa
ot ) €€0dog ude ypovixy) otiyur) e€aptdton 1600 and TEONYOUUEVY 600 Xou and emdUEVR GTOLYEl
otnv axoroudia. I mopddelyua, npoxewévou vo npoPrédoupe plo AéEN mou Aetnel oe ploa npdtoo -
axolouvdia, mpénel va Bolue Tic Aé€elc Tdo0 Tply 660 ot YETE TN AéEN mou Pdyvouue, €ToL OOTE Vo
XOUTUVONCOUUE TO TEPLEYOUEVO TNG TEOTACTC.

Yy moapoxdte exéva, éva LSTM enelepydleton tnv axohoudia and aplotepd npog to 8edd, Ve
7o deltepo LSTM tnv encéepydletan and 8e€id mpog aplotepd. Xe xdlde ypovinh otiyun t, éva xpupd
degiootpogo LSTM pe xpupn xotdotaon h BEyeToL 0NV €l00DO TNV TEONYOVUEVY XEUPT| XUTAOTAOT)
IZ %ol TNV €l00do Ty oTNY TwEWVH Yeovixh otiyun t. Emmpdodeta, éva xpupd apiotepdotpopo
LSTM pe xpuey| xatdotoon h BEyeT ¢ €l00DO TNV €l00BO Tx TTNV TWELVYH YEOVIXH OTLYUN t, dhhd
%o TN WEAAOVTIXY XEUGT XOTAOTACT m . Enopévec, yio xdde ypovixn otiyun t €youye:

nr (3.45)

6mou 1o h,; amotekel to concatenation TV XxPUPMV AATACTICEWY TOL APLGTEPOGTEOPOU XaL TOU

deglbéotpogou LSTM.

Outputs ce Yt Yt Yer1 - -
Backward Layer @ e @
Forward Layer @ “_>
Inputs s T Ty Tip1 - -

Ewéva 3.19: Bidirectional LSTM
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3.3.9 Mnyaviocuods Ilpocoyrs (Attention Mechanism)

O Bahdanau et al. [60] ftav autol, Tou ypenowwononoay TEMTOL TOV PNYoVLoUs TROcoYNG OF
uny VX UETAPEAoT) 0ToV Topéa NS encéepyaoiac Quoxic YAOooug.

SUYAEXPUEVA, O UNYAVLOUOS TeoCcoYTig EQappoleTal 0To avidTepo oTpwud evog RNN xan eotidle
OTO ONPAVTIXOTERA TUNUaTo TNG oxolouvdiag eloddou, ayvowvtag péen e axolovdog, to omola
Bev emdpolv otny todivounon. To otoiyelo Tou dlaviopatoc o, TOU TEOXVTTEL N6 TOV UNYAVIOUS
TPOGOYNAS AMOTEAOUY TOUG GUVTEAEGTES empponic TNg Xdle xotdotaong otny TeAxr €060 xou Adyw
e xenone e ouvdptnone evepyomoinone Softmax, adpollouv otn povdde. Avahutixdtepd, o
unyovioude autdg Tpoadidel Bdern oTic xpUEES xuTaoTdoElC hy;.

T=Zhi*ﬂi

X1 Xo X3 Xt
Ewédva 3.20: Attention Mechanism

e Attention Vector

e; = tanh (Wrh; +bp), e; €[-1,1] (3.46)
e Attention weights
exp(e;) d
a; = softmax(e;) = &) Zai =1 (3.47)

T b
> =1 exp(er) i=1

¢ Context Vector .

r= Zaihi, r e R*F (3.48)
i=1

3.4 Emnuoyy IMopapétpwv (Hyperparameter Tuning)

Optopévec and tig mo yvwotéc yetdddoug mou yenoonolobvtol Yo T Bedtiotonolnon Twy utep-
TopapéTEmV ahyopiduwy uddnone eivar ot grid search, random search [61] xou Mretliovii BeAtiotonol-

non [62].

3.4.1 Mé&9odoc Grid Search

H pédodog grid search anotehel yio xhacownr| uédodo nou yenowwonoteitan yia tn Behtiotonoinon
TOV UTERTOPOPETEWY, 1) oTtola avTioTolyel o e€avTAnuxy| avalyTnoT Twv XahOTEPWY UTEPTUPUUETEWY
evoc ahyopltuou udinone oe éva cuyxexplwévo LUTOGUVOAO Tou YpEou, oTov onolo opllovtar. To
unocOvolo, ato onolo yiveta N avalAtnon Twy unep-TapauéTewy, opileton and to xehot. Ot Twéc
TV UTepTapauéTewy unopel va elvon Blaxpitéc By ouveyelc, ondte Vo mpémel va yiveton mpooexTxy
emhoyy Tou LTooUVOLoL, oto omolo Va epapuoctel o alybdprdpog grid search. Evoc alyoprduoc grid
search a&loloyeltar yéow cross-validation xou xododnyelton and xdmola yetpiny| anddoone, OTwe Yo
TapddeLyuo and To accuracy yio tpoPifuata tagivéunone § RMSE yia mpoBiAuoto naivdpdunorng.
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3.4.2 Mé&9Yodoc Random Search

H pédodoc random search ypnowonotel tuyoioug cuvBLUGHOVE UTERTIOEOUETPWY, ETOL WGTE VO
xaTahNEEL GTO GUVBLGUS TOL ETILPEREL TNV Xk TEPT an6dooT) Tou povtéhou. Kaldde oe xdide enavdi-
ndn Tou povtélou emhéyovron tuyales Tiwés, eivon apxetd mboavéd va Peedoldv ol Béltiotes umep-
TUPAUETPOL O EAAYLOTO YPOVO, o€ avTIBLHOTOAY pe TN péVodo grid search, 1 omolo elvon pla UTOA-
oyloTd axplf3r) dwadixacio, 6nwe mpoavapéptnxe. H pédodog random search umepéyel évavtl ng
grid search oe nepintdoelg, 6mou dev elvan e€lcou ONUAVTIXEC OAEC OL UTEPTUPAUETEOL TOU alyopll-
pou. Xnyv neplntworn auty, n mdavdtnta vo Beedel o Bértiotog cuvduaouds unepropauéTeny elval
HEYAUAUTERY), xodOC TO LOVTERD UTOpel Vo €yel extandeuTel, TEAMXE, YE TIC BEATIOTEC UTERTURAUETEOUC.
H xa\Otepn anddoorn e pedddou random search evtonileton xuping oe dedopéva Aiywv Sloo tdoewy,
xade amontelton Aydtepog aprdude enavolewy yia va Bpedel To BEATIOTO COET UTEPTOPUUETEWV.

3.4.3 Mnebliavy) BehtioTonoinon

H tey v auth ytilet éva mdavotind povtého yla v avuxelgevixr ouvdptnor. To arnoteréoporta
xade SOXWNC, YENOLWOTOLOUVTOL WS BESOUEVA YLOL TNV EVIUEEKOY) TV TETOLICEWY TOL YovTélou. Me
VTS TOV TEOTO, AV Yio TUEADELY O WxpES TIES plog TopopuéTeou odnyoly oe xaxd anoTeAéouata, TOTE
Vo elvan o dVoxoho vo emAey Vel plor uixer TR Yiol THY THEAUETEO AUTY) OF EMOUEVES DOXIUES.

3.5 A&woAbynon touv Ahyopidpouv Mryavixrs Mdadnong
3.5.1 MeTpixég AZLoANéYMoNg

3.5.1.1 ITivoaxog XOyyvorns (Confusion Matrix)

Yo nedlo g unyovixic wdinong xan cuyxexpyévo oe TeofAnpata oTaTloTixg Taivounong, o
nivaxac oUyyvone (confusion matrix) opileton we évac eWdixde Tvaxac, TOU EMITEETEL TNV OTEXGVLOT
e an6doong evoc odyoplduou emPBhenduevne pddnone. Xtn un emPBrenoyevn uddnon, o mivoxac
autoc ovopdleton mivaxag Tapldopatog (matching matrix). Kdde ypouur tou nivaxa avanaplotd Tic
nepInTOoElS ot plot TpoPAenduevn xhdom, eved xdde oTARY Tou Tivoxa AVATAELOTE TIC TERLTTWOELS OF
o mparypater xAdom.

True Condition
Condition Positive | Condition Negative
i E(I)‘ﬁjllct:f(?g True False
Predicted crs Positive (TP) Positive (FP)
Condition positive
condition False True
negative Negative (FN) Negative (TN)

IMivoaxag 3.1: ITivaxag Xoyyvong

OpiCoupe tic yetafintéc Tou mivaxa obyyvong we e&ng:

o True Positive (TP): ITpbéxeiton yio TepnTdOELS, 0TIC oToleg €xoupe Tpoflhédel Vetind xou 1
npoBhedn emBePoncdveTan.

o True Negative (TN): ITpbxeiton Yo TEQITTOOELS, OTIC OTO{ES EY0UUE TEOBAEPEL apvnTInd Xou
N meéPAedn emPBeBarcdveton.

+ False Positive (FP): Ilpdxeiton yior mepintdoels, otig onoleg €éxoupe mpoBhédet Detind xou 1
TpoPhedn Sev emBePonddveTa.

+ False Negative (FIN): ITpoxeiton yior nepintddoete, otig onoleg €xoupe TpoBhédet apvnTixnd xou
N neéPAedn dev emBePoucdveton.

Me Bdon autéc g petaPintéc opilovtar, emmiéov ol e€¥g napdueTeoL:
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Opdd6tnTa (accuracy): Opileton ¢ T0 TOGOCTH TWV CWOTMY TEOBAEPEWV Tou TaEvounTY
enl Ttou ouvdlou TV TEOPBAEYEwY Tou Eytvay. Alveton and tov mapuxdte TONo:
Number of correct predictions TP+ TN

_ _ 3.49
accuracy Total number of predictions TP+TN +FP+ FN ( )

Qotéoo, dev apxel va e€etdoouue udvo TNy opg36TNTA TOL HOVTENOU PAC, WOTE VoL AéLONOYCOUUE
TNV om6d00Y) TOU. e TMEQINTOOELS UEYAANC UVOUOLOUORPIIG GTNY XATAVOUT TV BELYUITWY TV
xh\doewy, o Tagvountrc Yo npofAénel TNy xAdom pe To TEPLOGOTERO SEdoUEVA, YE OmOTENETUA
VoL ETLTUY Y AveTon TOAD LYMAS accuracy. §26T600, dev Va unopel vo tpofrédel cwotd Ty xAdo
ue ta Avydtepa dedopéva. Lot tov Aoyo autd, opllouue Tig mopoxdte YeTeixés.

Avéxinon (Recall/ True Positive Rate/ Sensitivity): Opiletou w¢ to toc00t6 0V
VeTnddy delypdtwy, Ttou neoBAépinxay owotd and tov Tavounty). Afveton and tov axdrovdo
ToTo: Tp
recall = ————— 3.50
TP+ FN (3:50)
Axpieia (precision): Opiletar ¢ 10 10600T6 TV 6K THY VeTUWOY TEOPAEPEWY TOL Tal-
wounty. Afveton omd Tov mapaxdtey TONo:

TP

—_— bl
TP+ FP (3.51)

precision =

MeTewxer} Fl-score: Amotehel to yétpo, to onolo cuvdudlel axpifeia xou avdxinon. Xuy-
AEXPUEVL, Elvol 0 appoVIXOE PESOC TNS axpifelag xou TNg avdxAnong xou dordnuotixd expedleto
and Tov mapaxdte ToONo:

precision - recall TP

F1-— =2 =
seore preciston + recall 2-TP+FP+FN

(3.52)

False Positive Rate: Opileton t3¢ 10 T0G0GTO TV dpVNTIXGY BELYUATOVY TOU 0 TaEVoUNTHS
Aovdaouéva mpoéfiede wg Vetixd.

rp

FPR= ———
R=TN+Fp

(3.53)

Specificity (True Negative Rate): Op{leton ¢ 10 1060076 TwV ApVNTIXOY JeLYUdTeY, ToU
npofBAépUnxay owotd and tov tagivounty. Afveton and tov axdrouvdo tiro:

TN

(3.54)

Matthews Correlation Coefficient (MCC): Opileton w¢ 1 extipnon e cvoyétiong
HETOEY TNS ¥AdoNG, oL TEOBAETETAL ot TNG XAEONS, GTNY OTOl0L AVIXOUY TTPOLYOTIXE. OL YPHOTEG.
TP-TN —-FP-FN

MCC = (3.55)
V(TP +FN)-(TP+FP)-(TN + FP)- (TN + FN)

ROC Curve and AUC (Area under Curve): Eivou éva ypdgnuo, mou Selyvel Ty enidoon
evoc povtéhou tafivounone oe 6Aa ta xotod@ite tagivounons. H xounOin autr avaraplotd d0o
napapétpous, To TPR & FPR.

3.5.2 Cross Validation - AgioAéynon & BeAtiotonoinon Moviélwy

Mio pédodoc a&lordynone to yovtélou elvor To train_test_split, Snhadn o Sloywelopos Twy

dedouévwv ot training & test set opilovtoc to test size. To povtého exnaudeleton oTo training set
xaL 6T ouvéyela aflohoyeitar oto test set. dotdoo, n pédodog auty, oe mepinTwoY TOL €youpE
uxed apLdud dedopévev, evdéyetal va 0dnyroet ot biased amoteléopata. Eniong, dev unopel v pog
egaogarioel 6TL To povtélo dev elvan overfitted oto training set 7 to test set, mou emiéyUnxe, dev
€tuye va elvar apxetd ebxoho oTic TEofAédelc Tou poviéhou. Ta mpofBfuota autd xaAelton vo Mooel
n texvixt k- fold cross validation, n omola avahbeton otn cuvéyeLo.
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. Enike€e pio nyr yia to k %o ydptoe to dataset og k tuuata.

. ExnoiSevoe to povtého ypnowwomowdvtac we training set to k-1 tpfuata xou afiohdynoe to
HOVTERO YENOWOTOLOVTOS W test set to k-ooté tudua (awtéd mou éyer amopeiver). Kedtnoe
10 emuuntéd anotéheoua / petpixt) aglohdynong tou povtéhou (m.y accuracy, precision, F1 -
score x.4).

. Enavdiofe o BrApata 1 & 2, uéypr xdde k-tuqua va éxer yenowonomdel we test set. X
GUVEYELL, UTOAGYLOE TOV UECO Gp0 TwV ETPEPOUS PETPXOY alloAdynomne (urohoyioTnxay 6To
Brina 2). Auth elvon xon 1 teln| et 0LoAdYNoNS TOU HOVTEAOL.

H Swdixaotio tou k-fold cross validation, émwe mepiypdgnxe, @alveton 0TV Topaxdte EXOVA.

Iteration 1 Iteration 2 Iteration 3 Tteration K
Fold 1 Fold 1 Fold 1 Fold 1
Fold 2 Fold 2 Fold 2 oo e Fold 2
Fold 3 Fold 3 Fold 3 Fold 3

[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]

[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]

[ ] [ ] (] [ ]
Fold K Fold K Fold K 00 Fold K

|:| Training data |:| Test data

Ewdva 3.21: k-fold cross validation

3.5.3 Nested Cross-Validation

Ye mepintwoelc 6mou To cross validation yenowonoieiton tautdypova yio TV emAoy T Twv BEATIOTWY

UTEPTUROPETEWY Xol TNV agloAGYNoT TOU povtélou, TéTe amatteiton vo Ypnotponowndel to nested cross
validation [63], n Sadwacia tou onolou avahbetar mapoxdtw. Apyixd, éva eowtepixd cross valida-
tion yenowonote(ton, yior Vo EMAEYOOV Ol XATIAANAES UTEPTOPAUETEOL XAl XOUTE CUVETELX TO XAAVTEQO
povtého. Aeltepoyv, éva ewtepind cross validation yenowonolelton, tpoxelévou va a&lohoynoel To
povtého, mou emhéydnxe and To ecwtepixd cross validation.

1. Enihe€e pio tipn yio to k xou ywetoe to dataset oe k tuquorta.

2. To xdde tpRua k=1,2,... K: e€wtepindc Pedyog yior tehnt| o€loAdyNnon Tou LOVTEAOU UE TIC
ETAEYUEVEC UTERTUPAUUETPOVC.
2.1 'Optoe 1o twiua k we To test set.
2.2 Xpnowonolnoe w¢ training set to undroima TUAUATY, EXTOC TOL K.
2.3 Enlie&e pla T v To L xou yodploe to training set tou Bruatog 2.2 oe L turuoto.
2.4 T xdde tpApa 1=1,2,. .. L: ecwtepnde Bpdyoq yiot emhoyn BEATIOTOV UTERTORUUETEWY.
2.4.1 Optoe 1o tunua 1 we o validation set.

2.4.2 Xpnowomnoinoe w¢ training set ta undroina TuAUaTa, EXTOS TOU 1.

2.4.3 Exnaidevoe to yovtélo pe xdide unepnopdueteo oto training set tou Bruatoc 2.4.2
xau aflohdynoé 1o oto validation set tou PBrpatoc 2.4.1. Kpedtnoe to emduuntd
anotéleoya / yetpin a&lohéynone Tou povtélou (m.y accuracy, precision, F1 - score
%.4).

2.5 T xdde oOvoho UTEPTUPUUETEWY UTONOYLIOE TOV PECO ORO TV ETUYEROUS HETEIXOY ol
ohbyMone xou Bdoet autol o Y€cou 6pou emiheée To xAhOTERO GUVONO UTERTOOUUETOWY.
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2.6 Exmaidevoe to poviého ye tic xahbTepeg unepnopopuéteou oto training set Tou Brjpatoc
2.2 o a€lohdynoe v anddooy| Tou oTo test set Tou Bruatog 2.1. Kedtnoe to emduunto
anotéleoya / peteus aflodynone Tou uovtélou (m.y accuracy, precision, F1 - score x.&).

3. Trohbyioe Tov Péco 6o TV EMPEEOUS UETEXMY aZlohdynome (umohoylotnxay oto Prua 2).
Avty elvan xou 1 teA| petper] a€lohdyYnong Tou LoVTENOL.

Xnueiwon: Enavéiofe ta Pruata 2.1 & 2.2, étol dote 6ha tor Tuiuorta k var €youv cupmeplpep-
Oel w¢ test set. Ouolwg, emavdhaBe ta Priwata 2.4.1 & 2.4.2, étol dote oha tor Tuiuora 1 yior xdde
6UVONO UTEPTIPAUUETEWY VoL €Y0uV cuuteplpepel we validation set.

H Suwdixaoio tou nested cross validation, émwe neplypdpnxe, galvetar 0Ty TapaxdTw EXOVAL

P

[ Training folds Test fold

|
‘ | ‘ l = QOuter loop
|

Train with optimal
parameters

‘ Training fold Validation fold

Inner loop

Tune parameters

Ewdva 3.22: Nested Cross Validation

3.6 Mn Icopponnuévn MdOnon (Imbalanced Learning)

‘Eva xowv6 npofinua xatd v tovounon otov xhddo tne pnyovixic wdinone eivon n Omopén
OVOUOLOYEVERY GUVOAWY dedopévmy (imbalanced datasets), 6mou xdnolec ¥AdoelC LEPOANTTOVY OTULV-
Txd UTER TV GANAwY. AUt €xel we anotéheopa xdde véo dedouévo, Tou mpdxetton vo tadvoundet,
vor To€voyeital oY XAJoN HE Tol TEPIOTOTERN SEBOUEVY, X To HoVTEAD Unyavixfc pdinong du
€yel Bel Ty xhdom auTh Tig eplocdTEpES Popéc. Ilpoxeévou vo avtigeTwmiotel auTtd T0 TEOBANUL,
éyouv avartuydel teyvixée [64], pepnéc and Tic omoleg avahdovTon oTr CUVEYELX.

3.6.1 Mé9odo. Acvypatoindioc (Sampling Methods)

Random Oversampling: Ot unyoviouol tne tuyaiog unepderypatoindioc hertoupyolv npocié-
TovTog €val GUVONO TOL TPOXUTTEL amd TNV TAEN TNne petodneloc. Xuyxexpéva, yio évo obvolo Tuyalo
EMAEYPEVODY TapadelYpdTwY pelodmeloc auEdvetal To apyxd GUVOAO OVOTORAYOVTOS To ETAEYUEVA
napadelypota xou tpocdétovide o oto apynd clvoro. To yelovéxtnua tng pedddou auvtic elvan ot
unogel vo 0dnynoel oe overfitting Adyw twv ToAaTA®Y (Blwv dedouévwy 610 GUVOlo exTaldELOTC.

Random Undersampling: Koatd v teyvixd auth emhéyeton tuyaio évo cUVoho dedopévev
and Ty TéEN pe Ta neptocdTepa dedopéva xou apotpeiton amd To apyxd cOVoho BedoPévev, EToL (MOTE
va tpox Vel éva ogotoyevés alvolo dedouévwy (balanced dataset). To peovéxtnua tne uedodou
authg elvon N mdoavy anwhielo TAnpogopiag Adyw Tne agalpeong evég cuvdlou Bedouévwy. o v
AVTIIETOTLOT TOL TEOBARUaTOC auTol Eyouy avantuydel ol ahyoprduol EasyEnsemble & BalanceCas-
cade.

211 oUVEYEL, AVUPEPOVUE OPLOUEVES TEYVIXES TIORUYWYTC CUVIETIXGY BESOUEVMY.

SMOTE algorithm [65]: O o\ybpripoc autde dnuiovpyel teyvntd dedouéva, ta onolo Paot-
Covton GTIC OUOLOTNTEG UETAUED TWV TORASELYUATWY TNG XAdomng, Tou petodngel. Xuyxexpyéva, yia éva
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VTOGUVORO Spin € S VYewpolue Toug K xovtvdtepoug yeltoveg TouU z; € Spin, OTOU X; TO GTLYULO-
tunto petodngpiag. OpiCoupe Toug K xovtvdtepoug yeltoveg we ta K otouyelo tou unocuvorou Spin,
TV onolwV 1) eUXAE(BELI ATOGTOOT UE TO OTIYULOTUTIO petodmelag x; etvon 1 xpdtepn duvath. [a
dnuovpyia evée ouvietinol delypatog, emhéyeton Tuyaia évag and toug K xovtivotepoue yeltoveg, o
onolog cupPBohileton we &; xou 0T cLVEYEL 1) BlaPopd TwY davuopdtwy & & x; TolhamhaotdleTon
ue évav tuyaio aprdud 3 petadld [0,1]. Tehwxd, to didvuoua autd tpootiVetoun oto x; Katahdyouye,
Onhady, oty mopaxdtw eglowon:

Tnew = T + (:fz - 1’1) X 0 (356)

I Ty amopdixpuvon tne emxdAuvdng, mou nopouctdletol and Tig uetddoug derypatoindiog, €youv
avantuy Vel didpopes Teyvixéc exxaddpone dedouévwy (data cleaning). H yédodoc ouvdéouwy Tomek
unopel va oplotel weg éva {edyoc mANoéoTepwY YEITOVWY avTileTwv TIEewy UE EAUYLOTOTOINUEYN
anéotaoy. Ou ovvdeopolr Tomek pmopolv va yenoiponoindoly, yio v exxadopiocdoly avemdiunteg
emxohOdelc petadd td€ewvy Yetd and cuvietixy| derypotolndia, 6mou diot ol cbvdeouolr Tomek amo-
paxpbvovtal, €we 6tou Oha tol Ledyr TANOLECTEPWY YELTOVWY UE EAUYIC TOTONUEVY] UTOCTACT]) VOl
elvon e Bag téEne. Me v anoudxpuvor mopaderypdtwy emxdivdng elvor Suvatéd vo emteuy ol
CUUTAEYULOTOL UE XOAG OPLOUEVES TEEELS 0TO GUVOAO BOXUDY, TO OTolo 0T CUVEYELX 0ONYEL OE UG
oplopévoug xavoveg ToEvOUNoNg He BedTiwuévn anodoor tadvounone. Kdmoleg evbeixtinég epyaoieg
oe auTAV TNV Teployy) amoterovY ot evowpotioel; tou SMOTE ye ENN(SMOTE-+ENN) 4 tou
SMOTE pe tic ouvdéoeic Tomek (SMOTE+Tomek), 6mou ENN opileton w¢ o xavévac enelepyaocioc
Tou TAncéoTtepou Yeltova. XNV Mopoaxdte) exoVa, QUIVETAL 1) XoTAvoUn EVOE cUVOAOL BeBOUEVLY
petd v eappoy” Tou SMOTE alyopituou evonyoatwuévou ue tic ouvdéoelc Tomek.

4 O 0.0 o # O x°0°.0

* O *x x O o
* O DGC? N D*DDG
¥ 20O * O O
* OF* O *O Lite) '+ R
o ©O o ©O @] DDD* o
o©ooo_* QL00H
O * O O O
o =0r 2" S *2°50s°
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£ Q- O. 0 o fa

() (d)

Ewéva 3.23: (a) Original dataset distribution, (b) Post-SMOTE dataset, (¢) The identified Tomek
links, (d) The dataset after removing Tomek links

Téhog, Yl Ty amoudxpuvon TNg exdAvng, Tou Tapoucidleto and Tig uedddoug derypatorndiog,
éyouv avantuydel Sidpopec npocapuocTixéc uédodol derypatohndioc, dnwe ol
Borderline-SMOTE xo Adaptive Synthetic Sampling (ADASYN).
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3.6.2 MdOrnor Evaicdntn oto Kbéotog (Cost Sensitive Learning)

Evé o yétodol detypatoindiog mpoonadoly v looppomioouy Ta SES0UEVA OTIC SLPOPETIXES KNS
oelg, ol Yedodol tne pdinong evalodnine oto x6ctoC hafdvouv unddn to X6y, Tou oyetilovial
ue dedoyuéva, mou €youv tavoundel Aavdaouéva. H udinorn evaicdntn oto xbéct0og cTOYEVEL GTO
TEOBANUA TNE UN) LOOPEOTNUEVNS HAINCTC XENOLOTOLOVTOS SLapopeTX0VE TIVOXEC XOGTOUC, TOU TEPL-
Yedpouv ta x60Tn TN Aavdoaouévng to€vouncng xdile cuyxexpylévou delypatog dedouévamy.

3.6.3 Evepyntixr Mddnon (Active Learning)

O pédodot evepyntinic udinone yenoulonotobvtar, yia voo Aboouv mpofiuata, mou oyeti{ovio
pe un emomnuaouévo dedopéva (unlabeled data). Autéc ov pédodol Sev Pdyvouv 6ho tov ybpo twv
Oedopévev exnaldeuons, oANS ETMAEYOUV UE OMOTEAECUATIXNG TEOTO EVNUEPWTIXE delyuata and €va
Tuyaio cOvoho TANIUCUGDY eXTABEVOTC, UELOVOVTAS , £TOL, ONUAVTIXA TO UTOAOYLOTIXO XOOTOS OF U1
LoOPEOTNUEVA GUVOAX DEBOUEVWY.

3.7 Meiwon Awactdoewyv (Dimensionality Reduction)

H teyvu) pelwong twv dlaotdoewy avapépeton ot dladixaocia yetotponic evde cuvolou Oe-
dopévav pe tohhéc dotdoes (oThkes) ot éva ohvolo Bedouévwy wxpdtepnv dlaotdoewy (MydTtepes
oThhec), dacpahilovtog Guwe 6Tl TEpLEyEL TopdUota TANPoYopia Ue To apyxd. Buvhdels TEYVIXES
elvar ov Singular Value Decomposition (SVD), Principal Component Analysis (PCA) xo Latent
Discriminant Analysis (LDA). Ot teyvixés autée “ouumélouv” Blootdoeic pe wixpt| Slaxdyavon,
EVO BTNEOUY QUTEC PE PEYEAT SlaxOuovaT, dnhadT) ue YeYAAn TAnpogopia. TNy mopoxdte ewdva,
Brérovpe e petaoynuatiletor éva olvolo dedopévwy amd Tov yweo R? otov ywpo R' ue yphon
e texvufic PCA, tnv onola xon o ypnoylonoticouye oto meipopd pog.
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{a) PCA basis {b) PCA reduction to 1D

Ewoéva 3.24: Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

3.8 Emuhoy? Xapaxtnpeiotixodv (Feature Selection)

Juyvd, epyouacTe avtipétwnol e datasets, To omolo teplEyouy Evary apxeTd Leydho aptdud yopox-
etV (features). Ta datasets oautd, Tou elvon YV xou we datasets ToAGOY dtactdoewmy (high
dimensionality datasets), nepthopfdvouv xdmowor eviehds aofuavta features. Eyel Seyydel 6t ta
features autd cuvelspépouv eNdyioTa 1 oxxdua xan xaddhou otn Bladixacio tedBAedne. Xuyxexpyéva,
TA YAEAXTNEIO TIXA (OWE Elval U1 AmOBOTIXE GTNV XATAGKELY) EVOG HOVTEAOU To€lvounang yio 800 Ad-
youe [66] (a) dev €xouv xapia oyéon e v xhdor (label), ondte yopaxtneilovton we irrelevant xou
(B) cuvelopépouy onuavtnd oty TedBredn e xAdomg, ahhd TauTOYPOova oY xou LYNAY cusyétion
pE Ao yopoxtneto Txd, ondte yapaxtneillovta we redundant. Anuovpyolv, enopévens, éva thidoc
TeoBANUdT®WY, Tol omolol HE TN OELPd TOUG XAVOUY OAOEVOL Xal BUCXONOTERT T Bladxacia Tng TeEof-
hedng oe Veparta unyovinic udinong. Xuyxexpwéva, cuuneptpépovtol we YopuPog, pe anotéheoua to
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povtého unyavixic wdinone va éyel younhéc emdooelc oe petpnéc allohdynone. Emmhéov, to yopox-
TNELOTIXE auTd TEVOUY Vo AUENRCOUY TOV YPOVO EXTIUBEVGTC TOU UOVTEROL HOC, UE OTMOTENEGUA VoL TO
%3voUV ONOEVAL %o TLO TOMOTTAOXO, OBNYWYTOS ETOL OTO QPUUVOPEVO TNS UTERTpOcapUoY T (overfitting).

T Toug Aéyoug autole, xatagpedyovue otn pwédodo tou feature selection [67]. Ilpdxeiton yio
i Swodixacio, xatd TV omolor EMAEYOVTAL TOL ONUAVTIXOTERN YAUPUXTNELOTIXA EVOC GUYXEXQLIEVOU
dataset. H pédodoc tou feature selection elvar onuovtien yio Toug napaxdte Adyouc:

o Kohotd wavoie toug ahyoplduoug unyavixrc udidnong vo exmaldeloviol YenyopdTtepd.
o Meudvel TNV TOAVTAOXSOTNTA TOU UOVTEAOL.

o Behudver tic petpuéc a€lohdynone (oxpeifeia, avixinon x.d), epboov emheyel 10 xotdAnio
uTocivolo.

o Meibvel Ty unepnpocupUoYY.

Toapaxdte, tapoucidalovton ot pédodol tou feature selection:

3.8.1 Mé9odo. gihtpapicuatog (Filter Methods)

O pédodot autéc [68] emAéyouV UTOGUVORR TWV YUPUXTNELOTIXOY w¢ oTddlo mpoeneiepyaaiag,
¥oelc va yenowonoloby xdnolov okyderduo unyavixne pdidnonc. Xenoiwomolodvton ylo Tr Uelwon
e unepnpooopuoyrc (overfitting). Zuvhdwe, epopudlovy éva otatioTnd pétpo, Yl va avotécouy
wa Bodporoyio-score yio xdde yopoxtneloTnd. Tao yopoxTNEIOTIXG XATATACCOVIOL COUPWVOL HE TT)
Bodporoyla Toug xan, €nelta, emiéyovton eite vo moapouelvouv elte va agoupetody and to ghvolo
OEDOUEVLV.

Set of all ' Selecting the . Learning '
Features Best Subset Algorithm Hestoxmanges
Ewdéva 3.25: Filter Methods

o ApoiBaio ITAnpogopic (Mutual Information): H opooia mhnpogopia yetalld 8o
Tuyaiwy yeTaBANnTdY etvan plor un apvntir Tiun, 1 onola petpd Ty e€dptnom petal Twv YeTtoA-
nrav. Eivou {on pe 1o 0, av xou pdvo av oL 8o tuyaiec yetafBintéc eivan aveZdptntes, eved v
Aotepec Tuée Looduvopoly e uPniotepr egdptnon wetadd Twv petofAntdy autodv. H teyvind
T PETPE TOOT TANEOPOE(U GUVELGHEREL 1) TIOEOUGTR EVOC YUPAXTNEIG TIXOU GTNY GG TY Tag-
woéunon. Eivow 1ood0vaun e to KL - divergence & Information Gain (IG). Opileton wq e€h¢:

Pr(X =z, Y =vy;)
Pr(Y =y;)Pr(X = )

MI(X;,Y) ==Y Y Pr(Xi =ay,Y =y;)log
j=1k=1

(3.57)

o Chi - squared test [69]: ITpoxetton ylo éva 0TATIOTING TECT, TOU PETPE TNY EEGPTNOT AVEPES
og otoyaoTxée petafPintéc. Xpnowomowhvtac to we uédodo, e€ahelpel features, ta omoio eivou
aveEdpTnTa TNG XAAONEC XOU EMOUEVE TEPLTTY Xou aoHUOYTAL Yial TNV To€lvounon.

I c

=3 (Oij ];.Ei-)z (3.58)

i=1 j=1

« ANOVA F-value
o Correlation - based: Pearson/Spearman Coefficient, signal to noise ratio

o Relief / ReliefF algorithm
Relief [70]: Emiéyeton tuyaia éva Sedouévo exnaidevong (training example) xou o ohybpripog
Relief {dyvel va Bpet Toug 8o xovtivotepoug yeltoveg: évav tne Blag ¥Adone pe to dedouévo
exmaldevone, mou ovoudleton nearest hit H, xou évo amd tnv &AAN xhdom, mou ovoudletou
nearest miss M. Xt cuvéyewa avavedver ta Bapn WA] dhwv tov yapoxtnelotixdy A. Edv ta
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dedopéva R; & H tou cuvélou exnaibeuong €xouv dlapopeTixéc TS OTO YAUpaXTNEIoTIXG A,
T61E TO YopaxTNEloTiXd A Sloyweilel T 600 auTd Bedopéva oe BLaPopETIXES XAACELS, XYTL TTOU
p . . . . , dif f(A,Ri, H ; .
dev elvan emduunté. o Tov Aoyo autd, agaipolue Tov 6po Wil f(ARLH)) - Ayrideto, edv T
dedopéva R; & M tou cuvélou exmaldeuong €xouv SLPORETIXES TWEC OTO YAUPUXTNELOTIXG A,
T61E TO YopaxTNELoTIXG A Sloyweilel Ta U0 auTd Bedopéva ae BLapopeTIXES XAAOELS, XYTL TTOU
; . , . : , diff(AR:,M ; ,
elvon emBuunté. o Tov Aéyo autd, mpocdétouye tov bpo w H Sbixaotio outh
enavohopfBdveton m Qopés, OTou 1 TapdueTeoc M op{leTon amd TOV YEHOoTY.

. set all weights W[A]:=0.0;

. for i:=1 to m do begin

. randomly select an instance R;;

. for A:=1 to o« do
. WI[A] = WI[A4] - dif f(ARi,H))  diff(A,Ri, M)

m m ’

1
2
3
4. find nearest hit H and nearest miss M;
5
6
7

. end

H ouvéptnon diff(A,I1, Iz ) vnoloy{let tn Slopopd TevV TUOY TOU YopaxtTnploTxol A ylo ta
dedopéva exmaldevone Iy & Ir. T daxprtd (nominal) yopoxtnetotind opileton we e&ic:

0, walue(A,I;) = value(A,Is)

. (3.59)
1, otherwise

dlff(Av-[laIQ) = {

Ioe aprdpmind yopoxtnelotnd oplleton v e€nig:

diff(a, I, I) = ‘mluii; (Ijl)) — xfsa’;l L) (3.60)

H cuvdptnomn autr yenotgonote(tor, enlong, yiot TOV UTOAOYIOUS TN anbéoTaoNG HETAED TwY de-
Bouévwy exmaldeuong, npoxewwévou va Bpedolv ol xovtivotepol yeltoveg. H ocuvolixn andotaon
opileton we to ddpolopa TwV anocTdcEWY GV TwY Yapaxtnetotixev (Manhattan distance).
ReliefF: O aiyobprduog autde anotehel pla enéxtaon tou Relief alyopituou, ye tny évvola 6Tt
dev neplopiletan oe mpoPAfpota 500 xAdoEwY, elval TEPLOGOTERO EVPWOTOS Xou eQopUdleTaL oE
TpofAAuata pe avemapxy| dedouéva. Opoiwg ue Tov odydprdpo Relief, emiéyeton tuyaio éva
dedopévo R;. lotoco, ot cuvéyela avalnrovvtal ol k xovtivdtepol yeltoveg tng (Blog xAdong,
mou ovoudlovtar nearest hits H; xou ol k xovtivotepol yeitoveg yio xadeuio and tig undloineg
dlopopeTinéc xAdoelc, Tou ovoudlovton nearest misses M (C). Xtn ouvéyela avavedvel ta Pdpen
WIA] 6howv twv yapoxtneotixdv A. Tapoxdte nopovoidletor avahutind o ahydpripoc ReliefF.

Algorithm ReliefF [71]
Input: for each training instance a vector of attribute values and the class value Output: the
vector W of estimations of the qualities of attributes

1. set all weights W[A]:=0.0;

2. for i:=1 to m do begin

3. randomly select an instance R;;

4. find k nearest hits Hj;

5. for each class C ¢ class(R;) do

6. from class C find k nearest misses M;(C')
7. for A:=1to o do

8

k .
WA= W[A] - W o2 = PZESJS(R))
j=1 Céclass(R;) '
Z; fI T ( ))]
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9. end
Edv xdmoto dedoyévo (n.y. I1) oto ocbvoho exnaideuonc €xel dyvwotn Ty, toTe:

dif f(A, I1,I5) =1 — P(value(A, I)|class(I7)) (3.61)

Edv xou ta 800 dedoyéva 6To cOVoro exnaldeuons €xouv dyvwoTy TN, ToTe:

#values(A)
dif f(A, 1, 1) =1— Z (P(Vclass(I1)) x P(V|class(I3))) (3.62)
%

Enextdoeic Tou ahyoplduou Relief aroteholv ot ahydprdpor SURF [72], SURF* [73], Multi-
SURF, MultiSURF* [74] & TURF [75].
3.8.2 Mé9odot neprtuiiypatog (Wrapper Methods)

Xernowornotel xdmotov ahydprduo unyovixic pdidnong, mpoxewwévou va Beel 1o UTOGUVORO TWYV
OPOXTNELETIXGY, Tou Ja €xel TNV xaAUTepN anédoon oTov ahyoprduo autd.

Selecting the Best Subset

4

Set of all . Generate a Learning
Features Subset Algorithm

 S—

e=malp Performance

Ewéva 3.26: Wrapper Methods

» Recursive feature elimination: Xtnv teyvixr aut yenotponotelton éva 6hvoro ohyopluwy,
6mou Ta Bdpn xou N ONUACIO TWV YURUXTNEIC TIXDY UTOBNADYOUY T1] CTIOUBNUOTNTA TWV YOEuX-
TNELOTIXAOY QUTOY oty Tel| meoBAedr. Xe xdde emavdhndr, évag xodopiouévos opiiudg
Yo TNEIo TIXWY agonpeiton Bdoel g xotdtagng Twv Popwy N Tng onuaciag Toug, £wg 6Tou
vo pelvel o amatolpevoe aprdude yapoxtnplotixay. Ov Guyon & Weston et al. [76] #rov
exelvol, Tou mpdTELVaY TPGTOL ToV cuVBLacUs g TexVic RFE pe Mnyavéc Awavuopdtev Y-
oothplEne (SVMs), mpoxetgévou va Peouv 1o BEATIETO UTOGUVONO YOpUXTNEO TIXOY. LUVEXEL-
Vo Tol amoTENEOHOTA TNG €PELVAE Toug Ue exelva twv Golub et al. [77], xou cupmépavay bt
TaL YopaxTNELo T Tou emkéyVnxay ue Tt uédodo RFE-SVM elvan xohltepa and exeiva twy
Golub et al. aoyétwg tv Te€vountdy, Tou yenowonoidnxay. H Swdioacioa tng puedddou
RFE neprypdgpetar ot axdrovda Priwarto:

— Train the classifier (optimize the weights w; with respect to J).
— Compute the ranking criterion for all features (DJ(i) or (w;)?).
— Remove the feature with smallest ranking criterion.

o Sequential Forward Selection (SFS): Ytnv nepintwon aut, Zexwdye ye xevd cOvoro
YORAUXTNELO TIXOV, TEOCUETOVHE €V YUPAXTNELOTIXG XGVE Popd, TO OTolo PEYLOTOTOLEL TNV olv-
Tixewevix ouvdptnon J (Vi + o) dtav ouvduactel e ta yopoxtnplotind Yy, mou éxouv dn
emieydel. Kpatdue ta yopoxtneiotnd exelva ue 0 uixpdtepen p-value. H Swduxaocio auty
TeplypdgpeTon oo axdroudo Brinota:

1. Start with the empty set Yy = %o

2. Start the next feature z = argmax,gy, J (Y + )
3. Update Yyy1 =Y, +27 ;k=k+1

4. Go to 2
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To xlpio petovéxtnuo tng uetddou authc elvon To yeyovog OTL dev elvan eguxty| 1 agalpeon
YOEAXTNELO TIXWY, IOV BEV Elvol T6C0 ONUAVTIXA OE GUVBLUCUO UE TNV TEooB1xT SAAWY Yopax-
TNELO TLXWV.

Sequential Backward Selection (SBS): Yty nepintwon auth, to povtého pog Zextvd va
EXTIUBEVETOL UE OAOL TAL YUPUXTNELOTIXG Xal o€ xdle enovdAndy apotpeltol To YapaxTnELoTIXG
exelvo Tou ouvelo@épel AydTeEPO 0TV TeEhXr TEdBAeYN, dnhadn awtd e TN yeyahbTepn p-value.
H Bwduxaoto auth) neptypdpeton oo oxdrouto Briwortas:

1. Start with the full set Yy = X

2. Remove the worst feature = = argmax,cy, J(Y — z)
3. Update Yyq1 =Y, —2~ ; k=k+1

4. Go to 2

To x0plo yelovéxtnua e uetddou autic etvon 1 aduvoplio vo enavaglohoyfoel T yenodTnTa
EVOC Yoo TNRLOTXO00, Ty auTd Exel aponpedel.

Adhec pédodot, mou otnpllovta otic SES & SBS, elvon oL e€c:

— Plus-L minus-R selection (LRS): Aroteleil yevixevon twv SFS & SBS.

— Bidirectional Search (BDS): ITpbxetton yio piot ToedAANAN EQAUEUOYH TwV
SFS & SBS.

— Sequential floating selection: AroteAel enéxtaoct tng wedddouv LRS. Ilep-
thauBével:

* Sequential floating forward selection (SFFS)
* Sequential floating backward selection (SFBS)

Forward vs. Backward Selection: H pétodoc tou forward selection elvar unoloyiotixd
neploodtepo anodotxy] and auth Tou backward elimination. Qotéoo, xotd ) pédodo tou
forward selection mapovcidleton cuyvd To arvouevo va ur Beloxovton T xotdAANAL UTOGUVORA
YOPUXTNELOTIXGY, XODS 1) oNUooia TV YopaxTNELoTIXGY dev allohoyelton UE TO TEPIEYOUEVO
TOV UTONOLTWY YARAXTNELOTIXGY, Tou dev €youv ouunepingdel axdua. Ilapdderyuo amotehel
1 mopaxdTe ewdva, oty onola £youpe telo yopuxtneloTxd. ‘Onwe BAérnovue oto xdtw dedid
lotdypaupa, To Teito Yopaxtnelotixd dayweilel tic 800 xhdoeig xahbtepa and To dhha dvo
YOEUXTNELOTIXG, UE amoTéheoua vo mpotundel oty uédodo tou forward selection. (lotédoo,
gdv ouvduaoTtel Ye Eva and to G B0 yapaxTnELoTXd, Bev Sloywpllel xavoromTxd Tig dlo
xhdoetc. Avtideta, av cuvdLAGTOUY Tal TEADTA BVO YUEUXTNELOTIXG PETAED TOUE, Ta oTtold UGS
gyouv amopeipiel xotd to forward selection, téte metuyaivouy TOXD xohG BlaywELOUS TWV BVO
xhdoewy. Ly neplntwon oauty, N uédodog tou backward selection Yo xpatoloe ta npdta 800
YoeaxTneloTixd. 201600, €AV Yio XAmol0 AbY0 VENUE VAL XPAUTHCOVUE HOVO €V YopuXTNELOTIXO,
té1e N pédodoc tou backward selection dev Va oy xahf emhoy, xadde Yo elye anoppidel To
YOEUXTNELOTIXG aUTO, Tou dlorywpllel xahd Tic 800 xAdoels LoVo Tou, aAld Sev TETUYOLVEL TNV
(Bl amdBo0T, av cuVBLACTEL UE Ta UTONOLTIOL YUEAXTNELOTIXA.
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Ewéva 3.27: Forward vs. Backward selection

3.8.3 Evowpatwpéveg MéJodol (Embedded Methods)

Arnotehel cuvbuooud Tev 800 TEoNyYoluEVLY Pedodwy. Thonoteltan pe alyopituoug, Tou €youy
EVOWUATOUEVES TIC HEVOBOUE TN EMAOYAS TWVY YUPUXTNROTIXWY we Pépog g dladixaoiag ex-
TalBEVOTNC TOUG. BUUTEQUVOUV T1) CNHACIO TWV YORUXTNELC T, BNAadT To TOCO CUVELCEPEPAY
otnv tehxn TedPBAedn. Xuyxhivouv yenyopdtepa ot AOOT GUYXELTIXG UE JAAEC TEXVIXEG ETI-
hovhc yapaxtneiotixey. Iopadelypota anoterolv ov Lasso xou Ridge Regression, mou yernot-
pomoov v L1 xou L2 e&oudivvon avtiotoya, mpodétoviag 6pouc mowvhg 6T cuvdptnon

x60710UC, O6TWS eldope oty evétnTa . ‘AAho mapdderyuo anoteholy Ta Tuyala Adon xou ta

Aévtpo Andgaong, énwe ta CART [78].

Set of all
Features

—

Selecting the best subset

Subset

Learning Algorithm +

Generate the ’ !

Performance

-—

Ewoéva 3.28: Embedded Methods
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Kegpdiowo 4

Eneiepyacio Puoixric I'hdooag (Natural Language Process-
ing - NLP)

‘Onwe eldaye oto Kegpdhowo 3, 1 eloodog o éva vevpwvixd dixtuo yivetar pe 0 Hoppn dlavuo-
pdtov. Enopévwe, to xelyevo anarteltor va unootel xdmolo enelepyooia, TEOXEWEVOU Vo UeTATEONE
oe plo oppr xoatavonth and To vevpwvixd dixtuo. ‘Etol, to Kepdhowo autd npaypatedetar xdnoteg
Baowée yedddoug texvinég eneepyaciog xol UETATEOTMNS XEWEVOU, TIOU EUTITTOLY OGTOV TOUEN TNG
Ene€epyaocioc Puowrc I'hdooac. Luyypdvwe, avoklovtal Tpdmol eVpeons TNe odoldtntog HeTald TwV
MeEewv - ppdoewv. To Kepdhowo ohoxinpdveton e tny avdAuon uedodwy edpeons Twy XUpLOTERLY
topics oe éva xeluevo.

4.1 Boaowég Apyég tng Enelepyaciag Puowxnc 'Nwoocacg

H ene€epyaocio puoinic YAOooog anotehel Evay UTOXAAB0 TNG EMOTAUNG UTOAOYLO TGV, TNS YAWO-
cohoylag xou Tng teEXVATAS vonpoolvng.  Agopd tnv ahAnienidpacy PeToE) TWV UTOAOYLOTIXWV
CUOTNUETOV XL TWV QUOLXAY YAWCOWY, Tpoypouuatilovtds ta, étol wote va eneéepydlovtan xon
VoL voADoLY PEYEAO 6YX0 Bedopévwy puohic YAdooac. H enelepyacia puonic YAdooos epuneptéyet
TNV VoY VORLoT) oplAlag, TNV XATavonon Xol TapaywyY| QUOIXHAC YAWMCGCIC.

YN ouvéyela, Yo TapoucLaoToUV OpLoUEVES TeXVIXEG enelepyaoiog XoL UETATPOTAS XEWEVOU, IOV
XENOWOTOLAUNMOY X0 OTOL TELRAUOTH HaS.

4.1.1 Bag of words

Yy teyvied auty, xdde xelyevo avamopiotatar we To0 oOVOAO Twv AéEEWV, TTOL TO AmOTEAOLY,
AYVOWVTAS TN YeoppaTixy) xou T oelpd twv Aéewv. Ouotaotind, Snuoveyeitan éva dictionary, mou
¢ key éyel tnv xdde AN xou we value, to TARloOC TwV Popwyv, Tou 1 AEEN auTy eupaviletan oTo
xelpevo.

‘Eotw 61t divovton to mapaxdte xelpeva xon {nteitor 1 BoW avanapdotacy| toug:

1. John likes to watch movies. Mary too likes movies.

2. Mary also likes to watch football games.

I xée xelyevo xataoxevdlouvpe plor Alota pe tig govadnés Aé€elg, omdte TpoxinTouV oL e€ng
Motec:

1. BoW1l = "John": 1, "likes": 2, "to": 1, "watch": 1, "movies": 2, "Mary": 1, "to": 1
2. BoW2 = "also": 1, "Mary": 1, "likes": 1, "watch": 1, "to": 1,"football": 1, "games": 1

Enopévwe, mpoxintouv ol nopaxdtew BoW avanapactdoelc, otic omoleg 6nwe gatveton 1 oelpd
twv otoyelwv (keys) elvor eheddepn:

1. BoW1 = "John": 1, "likes": 2, "to": 1, "watch": 1, "movies": 2, "Mary": 1, "to": 1

2. BoW2 = "also": 1, "Mary": 1, "likes": 1, "watch": 1, "to": 1,"football": 1, "games": 1

4.1.2 Term Frequency - Inverse Document Frequency (TF - IDF)

Yty teyvin autr), dnidveton toéco onuovTe elvan plon AéEn oe éva xelyevo 1 oe éva GUvolo
xewwévwy. ‘Etol, MEeic mou eugavilovton ouyvd, 6nwg the,a,to etc. €youv wixpdteen Bapbta. H
uédodoc tf-idf elvon {om pe To ywvdpevo tne cuyvétntac epgdvione evée dpou oto xelyevo (term
frequency) eni tnv avtiotpopn cuyxvdTnta epgdvions Tou dpou autol (inverse document frequency).
Suyxexpiuévor

tfidf(t,d, D) = tf(t,d) - idf (t, D) (4.1)
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fr.a

d) = =2 4.2
tf(t,d) Sonfra (4.2)

) N
Wdf(t, D) = log e e i (43)

omou:
o fra: 0 apriudc TV Yopwy, mou epgaviletal o 6po¢ t oTo xeluevo d
. Et,ed frr.a: T0 ouvohxd TAdoc Twv AéEewv oo xelyevo d
o Nimifdoc xewwévwy

o |[de D:ted: apdude xewévmv,6mou eugavileton o Gpoc t. Av o bpoc t dev undpyetl oto
xelpeva, 16Te oTOV MapovouaoTh Teootideton to 1, mpoxewwévou vo anogeuydel 1 Slodpeon pe
7o 0.

‘Eotw 61t ydc divovtar ta e€hc dVo xelpeva

Document 1 Document 2
Term | Term Count Term Term Count

this 1 this 1

is 1 is 1

a 2 another 2

sample 1 example 3

Iivaxag 4.1: Iopdderypa T-idf

o tf("this",d;)=

[\

=0.
~ 0.14

EN e

o tf("this",ds)=
o tf("this",D)=log(3) = 0

Ondre:

o tfidf("this",d;, D)=0.2x 0 =0
o tfidf("this",d2, D)=0.14 x 0 = 0

Me napdpolo tpémo vrohoyiloupe to ti-idf xon yia tic undhomee Aéec.

4.1.3 N-grams

H évvolo tov n-grams yenoulonolEltal EVPEWS XUTE TNV EEXYWYT YOPUXTNELO TIXOY XEWEVOU.
Anotekel yevixeuon tov 8o teyvixdv (BoW & Ti-idf), nou avapépdnuoay mponyouuévene, e Ty
évvola OTL JaC ETLTEETETOL Vo ypnotponotiooupe oxohoudiee 800, Teldv N xou mopandve AéEewv 1
YOPUXTHEWY Cay 6poUG. LUYXEXPLIEVY, oTNY Tep(ntwon mou e€dyoupe N YupaxTHEES, Ta N-grams
ovopdlovto n-grams yapoxthpwy (character n-grams), evd otnyv nepintwon nov e€dyoupe n AEE-
elc, ovopdlovton n-grams AéZewv (word n-grams). H axoloudio dVo AéZewv/yapoxthpwy bigram,
N oaxohoudia TpLdy MEewv/yapoxthpwy trigram x.o.x. Eniong, évac anhdc yopoxthpac ¥ o amhn
AEEM xakelton unigram (n=1). Iopaxdtew divovtan d0o mopadeiypata eZoywyhc n-grams (n=2), dtou
TO TPAOTO Tapddelyua avtioTolyel ot e€aywyn yopaxTipwy yweic vo undpyet N SuvatdTnTa eEaywYhHC
A€ewv, eVd To delTepo TapddeLyUa avTioTolyel o eaywyr AéEewy, 6Tou UTEEYEL Xou 1) BuvaToTN T
e€aywyNe YopaxThewY.

IMapdderypa 1: 'Eotw 6t diveton 1 axohouvdia "abedet’.
Koatd v eaywyy| 2-grams and tnv napandve oxohoudia tpoxidntouy ol 6pol: ’ab’,’be’,’cd’, 'de’,

7€f7
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IMapdderyua 2: Eotw ot diveton 1 axorouvdo 'This is a great book’.

Koatd v e€aywyn 2-grams and v mopandve oxohoudia mpoxintouv ot épol: "This is’, ’is a’,

7

‘a great’,’great book’

4.1.4 Aextuwxry Avdivorn (Tokenization)

Yty Swadixacio auty éva xelpevo, uetatpéneton and wia axolouvdio yapoxthpwy, ot uio axoloudia
amd Aextixée wovdde B opoug (tokens A terms), 6nwe AéZelg, onpela oti€ng, aprdpolc xhn. Autd
7o Brua elvan anapaitnTo Yot TY exTEAEOT) TWV UTOAOITWY, XAIDE EVERYOVY TEVW GTOUE 6EOLS TOU
XEWEVOL.

4.1.5 Arnoxatdinin (Stemming)

H anoxotdhnin (stemming) anotehel pla dduaoio, xatd v onolo agorpodvton and tic MEele
oL xatodnhEelg, wote va evtomiotel 1 pllo Tng xodeplag ue oTOYO TN UEIWON TNG TOAUTAOXOTHTAS TNS
avéhuong ywelc amAela oNUAVTIXAC TANEOPORIAC XOL XUT  EMEXTAGT) TNV IXAVOTNTA TWV CUCTNUATWY
unyovixfc uddnong va elvon Alydtepo emippeny| ot Hop@QOoAROYIXEC Blapopés Twv Aé€ewy. Ilpénel va
toviotel 4Tt To amotéheopa Tne amoxatdAning plog AEENe dev elvon mdvta xavovixd AEEn. Ltov nivoxa,
nou oxohovdel, magouctdlovTal TapUdElY AT ATOXATIANENG.

AgZeig AnoxatdAndn (Stem)
Consult
Consultant
Consulting
Consultantative
Consultants
Consulting

consult

Mivoxag 4.2: Tapdderypo oamoxatdining (stemming) Aé€ewy

4.1.6 Anppatornoinoy (Lemmatization)

Kotd ) Anupotonoinon (lemmatization), ov Sidpopes poppéc wiog Mé&ne (xhion, mopdywya) av-
TioTotouvtal oty plla Toug. Xe avtideon pe i dladixacia Tou stemming, 1 Sladixacia Tou lemma-
tization amoutel yvdorn tou T pépoc tou Adyou elvon 1 AéEn. Emnlong, to Mupa plag AéEng elvan
mavto plo xavovixr) AEY. Xtov mivaxa, mou axoloudel, yivetow obyxplion yetol twv stemming &
lemmatization.

A€Zeic | AnoxatdAnin (Stem) | Anppatonoinoy (Lemmatization)
was wa be
studies studi study
studying study study
having hav have

IMivoxag 4.3: ixplon stemming & lemmatization

4.1.7 AwvOopoata Aé€ewy (Word Embeddings)

Ta word embeddings amoteholv yio teyvixn, mou eunintel oo nedio e Enelepyacioc Puourc
I'\dooag (NLP), dmou Méeig avtiotoryilovton ot mivaxes mporypatindy opiduny daotdoeny (25-250).
Yxomée Toug elval mopduoleg onuactoroyixd Aéelg va avtiotolyilovio oe xovuvd onueio otov (Blo
dravuopatind yoeo [79]. Tvwotéc pédodor Awavuoudtwy Aééewv anoterolv to Word2Vee, GloVE
xou BERT. Y1 cuvéyela, avorboupe tn pédodo GloVE, tnv onolo xan yenoiponojcoue otny epyaocio
pag.

4.1.7.1 GIloVE (Global Vectors for Word Represantation)
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H pédodoc GloVE [80] mpdxerton yiow piot GUAOYY otd TPOEXTOUBEVUEVES OVATUPAUCTACELS AEEEWY,
7 omolo exnoudevtnxe oe éva corpus Aé€ewv. Efvaw évoc alydprduog un emPrenduevne pdinong,
ToU ypenotyomoleiton yior TN dnuLovpyia BLVUCUATIXGY avanopaoTtdoewy twv Aé€ewyv. To povtéio
autd padaivel Swoviopota Aélewv e€etdlovtag Aéelg, mou ocuveugavilovion Yéco OTo oOUA EVOC
xeévou. Ol avamapaoTacELS, TOU TEOXVONTOUY EXONAWMYOLUY YPNOWES WBLOTNTES TV AéEewy, OTKC
oyéaelc avaroylog 1| oyEoElC ONUACLONOYIXNG CUYYEVELXC.

Apynd, opiletan o mivaxag X, tou onolou ta atouyelor X;; Snhddvouv Tov apldud Twv Qoptv, Tou
N &N j eugpaviletan oe pio yertovd e Aé&ne i. Oplleton, enlong, o nivaxac X; = Y, Xik ¢ 0
apdudc TV opdv, mou xdde AEEN eugaviletan oe plo yertowd tne AéEng i. Téhocg, opileton we

. . Xij 3 7 . ’ ’ 7 7 .
Pij = P(ilj) = 5 n mdavénra n Aé&n j va epgavileton oe pio yertowd tng AéEng 1.

Ac vrnoéoovye tic Mééelc i=ice & j=steam. OEhoupe Vo XUTAOXEVACOUUE DLAVUOUATIXES OVOL-
TPAo TAGELS Ylat TG U0 auTég AéEele, oL omoleg vou eV Vot elvat x0VTd, AAAS TOUTOHY POV VOL EUTEPLEYOUY
T oyéor mou €youv ol dbo Aéelg petagld toug. Ilpoxeévou, howndy, va e€etactel ) oyéon twy dLo

, , . , Pis . , , , .
MéZewv, mpotelvetan 1 weEAéTN Tou Adyou Py Y didpopes Aé€eic k oto oddua Tou xewwévou. Edv o

. , ir s ., . . , P ,
Ae&eic k oyetillovtan ye ) AéEn ice ahhd OyL ue tn AéEn steam, avauévouue o Adyoc P VoL b

peydroc. o MEeic k, mou oyetilovtan xan pe tic 800 MéEeic 1,j avaévouue o Aéyoc va elvan mepimou
loog pe 1. Auto yivetan mpogavég pe tn Bordeia Tou mivaxa, mou axoroudel.

Probability and Ratio K=solid K=gas K = water | K = fashion

P (klice) 1.9x107* [ 6.6 x107° [ 3.0x 1073 | 1.7x 107°

P (k|steam) 22x107° | 7.8 x 107" [ 22x107% | 1.8x107°
P 8.9 8.5 x 1072 1.36 0.96

ITivaxoc 4.4: GloVE

To yevixd pordnuatind poviého maipvel Ty oxdAoutn Lopph:

- P;
Fw;, wj, wg) = PZ (4.4)
J
YnueudveTon 6TL 0 AOYOQ ?g’; eCaptdton and Teelc Aégelg i,jk.
J

5?’“ GTOV YWPO TWV SLUVUCHUATIXMY OVATIQUCTIGEWY TWV
ik
MéZewy, pla Aoom amotelel 1 dapopd twv Slavuoudtwy. ‘Etotl, to enduyevo Brua elvar 1 avalrnmon

ulag ouvdptnong, €tolL WoTe:

TN v evowpdtwor tng tAneogoploc

Py
Pj,

F(w; —wj, W) = (4.5)

Enedr to oplopata tne F eivan SwovOoporo (mivaxec), eved to 8e&l péhog tne elowong elvou
Barduwto, xatahyouue oTn oyEon:
Py,
b
TN mivaxeg ouvepgdviong Aé€ewyv, 1 Bidxplor YeTal plac AEENg xou Tng yettovng g elvon

avdaipeTn, ondte yenotwonololvton ol evorlhayés . Ilpotelvetan, €tol, 1 mopoxdtw cuvdpetnor cov
OUOUOPPLOUOC:

F((w; — w;) ) = (4.6)

- F(wlay)
F((w; — w;)T =t R 4.7
(s = w)"i) = s (47)
H Moo g e&lowong elvou:
F=exp— w?u?k =log(Py,) = log( X)) — log(X;) (4.8)

O mapdyovrac log(X;) umopel va evowpatwiel oe pla mohwon b; yio t MEN 1, xadode elvon
aveEdptnroc tou k. Ilpootideton, axdua, xou 1 néiwon by v AéEN k yia Adyoug cupuetplag,
OTHTE HATUAAYOUYE OTN) oyéon:

w} 6y, + b; + b = log(Xix) (4.9)
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Elaytotonotolpe, Aowmév, to xprthieto J, To onolo unohoyilel to dlpoiopa TwV TETPAYDOVWY TWV
GPOMIATOV PACLOUEVO OTNV TAREATEVEL OYEDT).

vV Vv
T =33 F(Xy) (w1 + b+ b; — log(Xy5)) (4.10)

H ouvdptnon f Aettoupyel ¢ Bdpoc oTnv avTIXEWEVIXT CUVERTNOT), £YOVTIC 1S POAO VO TPOCTATEYEL
v alholwor) e and Leuydpla AéEewy Ye LEYAAN oLUYVOTNTO CUVERPEVIONS.
Eméyetan, emouéveg, 1 e€nc ouvdptnon:

(72)

Tmax

1, otherwise

T < Tmax (4 11)

f(z) =

Iopoxdte, mapovoidlovtal anoteréoyota avomapdotacng g pedédov GloVE.

T T T
05F theiress T
I
04f | 8
e ! - countess
03+ ~aunt I ! ;duchess
;é‘;imeﬂl I r
/
0.2l IJ - ” , ! rempress
[ 1y
o1k [ | » madam / ry B
[T o 1
1 heir /
! nepHe Lo
o I P | w / / f =
| \ ! / /
, , ; woman ; tead”
-01F I uncle i / + quesH ! 7
!brother / / I /1 duke
-0.2F I ' I 4
| / | /’
/ emperor
ol / ; I p |
I I
I ! I
-0.41 I / I T
| {sir |
_0.5 {man Iking 4
L 1 1 L L 1 1 Il 1 1

-05 -04 -03 -02 -01 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

Ewova 4.1: Byéon ®OIou
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Euwdva 4.3: Yyéon etaupeiog-ceo
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0.4, T T T T T -
M2 — — —— - ___ Brook
14240~ _ _ *Brooklyn
03F Tt~ .
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0.2 i
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01f 331860 — — — — — — _ _ __ _ ______ ~ T~~~ -Chicago |
———————— Miami
D = -~
77084 _ _
308497 T ST === - _ _
T T - = —-—-2I= 7~ —Houston
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72N — —— - _ _ _
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92804~ — — — - - - - - - - - —— = - Anaheim
-0.3¢c I | ! 1 | 1 1 |
-0.6 -04 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6
Ewova 4.2: Yyéon ndAng-toyudpouxod xddixa
08 T T T T
0.6+ B
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United~ — _ T~ T -
T~ T - ~ —- Oberhelman
- ~ =Marchionne
0.2 Exxon— — — — _ _ _ T~ 1
T T T = — —=_~__Smisek
Tillerson
Wal-Mart~ - - - - - - ——— = ——— — — — — —* McMillon
or Citigroup,_ B
BM— — —— — — O Z-==--_-___ _ _ Comat
Rometty
-0.2f —
Viacom=— = = = = = — = = — — — WcAdsRauman
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05 T T T T T
_ - — —slowest
04+ -7 i
. “slower _ _ _ _ — — —-shortest
P S
03k P //'s_horter |
' slow -
-
<
short<
0.2F B
01F —
ok . /stronger” T T T = = = — — — < gyrongest 7
'
4 _ ~Jouder — — — — — —-————_— .
strong < loudest
-0.1 Ioudﬁ/_ e -
ol clearer — T T T T = = — — — — = — —clearest
-~ T T = = — -
ol softer = = = = — - softest
&
-0.2 clear <~ . dafketr ~~ - - — —_ _ _ _ _ 7
soft <~ - — darkest
dark <
-0.3 1 1 I I 1 1 L 1 L
-0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

Ewéva 4.4: Eyéon emdétov-ouyxprunot-unepdetxod Badpod

4.2 Opootnta petalL Aegewy

‘Exovtag avtxataotioet Tig AEELS e TLC DLVUOUATIXES TOUS OVOTOPOO TACEL GTOV YWE0, UTopoU-
ue va Beolue TV opoloTnTo UETOED TV BlAVUOUATOY TV AéEewy H @pdoewy. Tapuxdtw nagouoid-

Covton oplopévec and g Yedddoug, TOU YENOHLOTOLOUVTOL.

o Cosine Similarity: H opoidtnta cuvnuitovou elvon évag delxtne cuvdgelac aviueoa oe duo
dtaviopata, Bactopévoc ot Ywvio avaueso oTo SLvOOUITA GTO YWEO0 YUeaxXTNELoTixGy Toug. H
T Tou xupoiveton 6To ddotnua [-1,1], xadde dnwe dnAdveL xou to dvopd Tou elvar oustasTIXd

éva ouvnuitovo. Elva, emouévee, évag delxtng @opdc xan 6yl mAdtoug 1 peyédouc.

Avo

davoopota Pe (Blor popd Eyouy delxtn ogoldtnTog cuvnuitovou (oo ue 1, Vo Swviouato xddeta
petadld Toug (Snhadn pe ywvio 90°) éxouv deixtn opotdtntog cuvnpitovou (oo pe 0, xou téhog 500
dravioporta Spetpixd avtideta (dnhadf pe yovia 180°) éyouv delxtn opotdtntac cuvnuitovou

{oo pe -1. Alvetar and Tov Topoxdte TUTO:

—> —>
V1 - U2

cosine similarity = cos(¥) = IGHBGE
V1] - ||V2

France ball

0 Italy France - Paris

the two vectors are similar but opposite

France and ltaly are quite similar ball and crocodile are not similar
the first one encodes (city - country)
9 is close to 0° 9 is close to 90° while the second one encodes (country - city)
cos(0) =1 cos(0)=0 @ is close to 180°

cos(0) =—1

Ewéva 4.5: Opoidtnta Buvnutdvou (Cosine Similarity)

o EuxAeideia andotact (Euclidean distance)
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« Word Mover’s Distance (WMD)

Ov Kusner et al. [81] opilouv tnv andotoaon petalld 300 xewévwy we 1o eldyloto xéotog
HETATEOTAS TV AEEEWY TOL EVOC xeWévou ae AEEELS Tou dhhov, dTou To x6oTog LToAoYileTan we
1 AndoTAOY HETAED SLOUVUOUATIXMY AVATAPAUOTAoEWY TwVY AEEWY, OTwe Yo dolUe 0T CUVEYELDL.
H pédodog auth| anotelel nepintworn tng Earth Mover’s Distance xou ypnowionotel tic évvoleg
tov word embeddings & bag of words. Suyxexpipéva, opiletaun o tivaxac X € R¥™ o onolog
nepéyel n Méeic (othhec). ‘Etol, 1 i-o0th otihn z; € R anotedel tnv avamapdotaon tne i-
00T AENC 6T0 YWpo Twv d dlaoTdoewy. L1 cuvéyela, utodétoupe 6Tt xdde xeluevo opileton
o éva ddvuopo d € R™ pe v teyvixr tou bag of words. Anhady, edv n AN i epgavileton
. . . p ci
¢i popéc oto xelyevo d, téte opllovue we d; = S

‘Emeita, oplloupe 10 x60T0¢ YETATEOTNAC TwV AEEMY TOL £VHE XeWEVOU ot AEEELC TOU AhOU
WS TNV AmOCTUOT| HETAED BLAVUOUATIXDY AVATOPAoTACEWY TwY AEewv 1 & j xou ypnoylonotolue
ToV oploub e euxheldelag anbotacng, dnhadh: c(i, j) = ||z — ;|2

H WMD petagd twv xewévov D & D’ optletar we 1 tiuy, mou npoxdntel and tn Adon tou
axélovdou mpofAfuatog ehayloTonolnong:

minTije(i, j) (4.14)
subject to : ZTW' =d;,Viel,..,n (4.15)
j=1
> Ty =djVjel, ...n (4.16)
i=1
3
document 1 ‘greets’ document 2
Obama Obama ./V. The
L' .
speaks o , ‘speaks’ President
to President greets
the the
media ‘Chicago’ press
in  d ‘media’ in
Ilinois .’ . o« Chicago
Illinois> Press

word2vec embedding

Euwéva 4.6: Word Mover’s Distance

e Tanimoto:

T - 03
P+ 2] - ot -3

(4.17)

4.3 Topic Modeling

Topic Modeling etvar 1 Sobixoscia ebpeone twyv topics oe éva ohvolo xewévwy. Eva xelyevo
anotelelton and molhamAd topics oe dapopeTinég avaroyleg. Ta topics, mou napdyovton ye didpopeg
teyvixéc topic modeling, amoteholy cuotddes mopdpoiwy hé€ewv. H Siadcasia Tou topic modeling
unopel va elvan yprown yior unyoveg avalitnong, ouTooTy eEUTNEETNON TEAATOY xou xdde dAho
TapddELYUa, OTOL 1) YVWOT) TwY topics ot xelyeva elvon onuavter. Mio and tic pedddoug eaywyhc
Twv topics eivan 1 uédodoc Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA), nov Qo e&nyndel topaxdte.
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4.3.1 Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA)

H pédodoc LDA [82] arotehel éva yevwnuxd mdavotind poviéro oe plo culhoyh xeywévewy. H
Boowxh Béa elvon dTL Ta xelyeva avanaplotavtar we tuyoies pigele Slapdpmv xpupny Yepdtwv (latent
topics), 6mou x&de topic opiletan we pla xatavour Agewv téve ot éva npoxadoplouévo Ae&ih6yLo,
OTWC QafveToL OTNY EWOVAL.

Topic proportions and

Topics Documents :
P assignments

gene 0.84
e OB Seeking Life’s Bare (Genetic) Necessities

COLD SPRING HARBOR, NEW YORK:

\/_ :'""“‘I — e
life 0.0 ey

evolve 6.61
organism .61

IR

f

Ewéva 4.7: Katavoph Yepdtwy (topics) avéd xeiyevo
H yédodog LDA vno¥étel tnv axdhoudy) yevvntixy dladixacto yia plo cuhhoyy) xewévov D, tou
anoteheltar amd M xelyeva, to xodéva uixouve Nj.

1. Ernike€e 0; ~ Dir(a), 6noui € 1, ..., M & Dir(a) elvon pio xatavops) Dirichlet pe pio cuppetemx
TOPGUETPO v, Tou elvon TuTxd aponr (o < 1).

2. Eriheée @i ~ Dir(B), omov k € 1,..., K & [ pla nopduetpoc tumind apout.
3. Tt x&de Véon MZewvi & j, 6moviel,... . M & jel, ..., N;

(a) EnileZe évoa topic z;; ~ Multinomial(6;).
(b) Enthele pla MEn wi; ~ Multinomial (., ;)

Ewéva 4.8: Tpagueny avamopdotaon tou LDA model

M eivou 0 aprdpds TV XeEWEVWY
o N elvor 0 aptdude v Aégewv ot éva dedopévo xelpevo (to xeluevo i éyer N; MéZeic.
o o elvon 1 mopduetpog Dirichlet, mou nAdver tnv xatoavour twv topics avd xelyevo

o [ elvan n mapdpetpog Dirichlet, mou Snhdvel tnv xatavoun Twv Aé€ewv avd topic
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o 0; elvon 1 xatavoun Twv topics yia To xelpevo i
o @ elvan 1 xatavour| Twv Aégewv yia To topic k
o z;; elvou 7o topic yio Tn 1 NéEn o010 xelyevo i
o w;; elvan M ouyxexpévn hEEn

o K elvon o aprdude twv topics

To yeyovog 6t o W otny eixdva elval YRoUOOXIIOUEVO, DNAGVEL OTL oL AEEEC W;; AmOTENOVY
HETAPBANTES, TOU UMOEOVUE VO TPATNETICOVUE, ot avTileor ue Tic UTOhoLNE UETOPBANTES, TTOL ATOTEAODY
xpupéc dopéc (latent).

65



KegpdAiowo 5

Ilepiypapr Xuvohwy AcdoUEVLY

Yo Kegdhowo autd, napovotdlovton ta hvoha SESOUEVELY, TOU YENOULOTOLUMNXOY VLol TNV TEoLY-
patonoinon SV Twv MeElpaUdTwy wog, To onola Yo avolutoly oto emduevo xe@diota.

5.1 30voAlo Acdouévwyv Cresci 2017

I T Telpdato Tou Teplypdgpovton 6Ty Topolod epyacio, anoxtiooue npdcfacr oto dataset
Tou éxavay dnudola dadéoipo ol Cresci S. et al. [7]. O wivoxog 5.1 avapépet T ovopata twv datasets,
plor oOvToun mepLypapy| TOug, XadC xou TOV oEldUd TWV AOYUPLICUNDY Xl TWV ONUOCLEVCEWY, TOU
autd meptéyouv. O ypdvoc avamoplotd TOV UEGO TV YEOVWY dNULOUEYINS TWV AOYUPLACUMY, TOU
avrixouv 6to xdde dataset.

statistics
dataset description accounts tweets year
genuine accounts verified Zjl‘i‘;;refz Jhar 3474 8,377,522 2011
social spambots #1 §f§¥;ﬁﬁfﬁf£‘fmn didate 991 1,610,176 2012
social spambots #2 spamimets of paid apps 3,457 428,542 2014
social spambots #3 Z}r)lasn;:e;s an?;;:r?f:z; 464 1,418,626 2011
traditional spambots #1 ffs“;g‘igf %nzfestPZ;“ﬁefggl 1,000 145,004 2009
traditional spambots #2 spammers of scam URLs 100 74,957 2014
traditional spambots 43 ~ *utomated accounts 433 5,794,931 2013
spamming job offers
traditional spambots #4 :gggﬁﬁifgg;ﬁﬁi;giﬁiﬁis 1,128 133,311 2009
simple accounts that inflate
fake followers the number of followers of another 3,351 196,027 2012
account
test set #1 . 0% gapine accomnts £50 1 989 4,061,598 -
mixed set of 50 % genuine accounts
test set #2 + 50 % social spambots #3 928 2,628,181 -

TIivorxac 5.1: Dataset Cresci 2017

Suyxexpyéva, YLl Ta TEWIUATE Yoc yenolonotoade o topaxdte datasets, to omola enelep-
yaotixape pe t Bihodixn pandas [84] tne python.

¢ Genuine Accounts
e Social spambots #1, #2, #3

To xd¥e dataset mepiéyel 2 apyeiat .csv (Eva Yot TOUE XPHOTES XA EVAL VLA TO
tweets).

To dataset Twv YpnoTdv nepleyetl Tig axdlovVeg TANpoyopieg o cTHAES:
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’id’,’name’,’screen__name’,’statuses_ count’,’followers__count’, ’friends_ count’, favourites_ count’,’li-
sted__count’,’url’,’lang’, *time_ zone’,’location’,’default_ profile’,’default_ profile image’, ’geo_ en-
abled’,’profile__image_url’,’profile_ banner_url’, profile_ use_background_ image’, 'profile_ back-
ground__image url https’, 'profile_text_ color’, 'profile _image url https’, 'profile_sidebar_bor-
der__color’, 'profile_ background_ tile’, ’profile_sidebar_fill color’,’profile_ background_image -
url’, "profile_ background_ color’,’profile_link_color’,’utc_ offset’; ’is_ translator’,’follow_ request_ -
sent’,’protected’,’verified’, 'notifications’,’description’,’contributors_ enabled’,’following’, 'created_ -
at’,’timestamp’,’crawled__at’,’updated’,’test_set_ 1’, test_set 2’

To dataset Twv tweets mepieyetl Tig axdloveg TAnpogopicg o cTHAES:
'id’,text’,’source’,’user__id’,’truncated’, ’in_ reply to_ status_id’,’in_reply to_user_id’, ’in_ re-
ply__to_screen_ name’,’retweeted_status_ id’,’geo’,’place’, ’contributors’,’ retweet__count’,’reply_ -
count’ ’favorite_ count’, 'favorited’, retweeted’, possibly_sensitive’,’num_ hashtags’, 'num__ urls’,’num-
__mentions’,’created__at’,’timestamp’,’crawled__at’, 'updated’

5.2 Social Honeypot Dataset

Auté 1o ohvoho dedopévev [11] agopd yerotes Tov Twitter xou culAEydnxe and tov Aexéufpto
2009 éwc Tov Alyouoto 2010. Iepiéyel 800 €idn yenotdv, Toug content polluters & legitimate users.
Yuyxexpuéva, tepéyel 22,223 content polluters pe cuvohixd 2,353,473 tweets xoddg xan Evary aptdud
axoholdwyv toug. Opolwe, teptéyel 19,276 legitimate users ye ocuvohixd 3,259,693 tweets xadmde xau
évay aptipd axoholtdnv toue. T xdde eidoc ypriotn (content polluters & legitimate users) divovrton
o axdhovda apyela oe Loy .txt mou meplEyouv T e€A¢ TANpogoples Yo Tov xdde yerotn:

o "type_of user.txt": o xdde ypriotn mepiéyel T e€ng mAnpoopieg Tou TEoPik Tou Avd
othin: "UserID/tCreatedAt/tCollected At /tNumerOfFollowings /tNumberOfFollowers/tNum-
berOfTweets/tLengthOfScreenName/t LengthOfDescriptionInUserProfile"

o "type_of user_ followings.txt": Ilepiéyel g othrec: "UserID/tSeriesOfNumberOfFollow-
ings'

o type_of users_tweets.txt": Ilepiéyel tweets twv yenotdv xodde xa To ypdvo dnuloveyiog
toug: "UserID/tTweetID/t Tweet/tCreated At"
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KegpdAiowo 6

Katnyoplonoinon twv Xenotwy tou Twitter péow tng E&-
aywynfs xo Enthoyrc Xagaxtnpiotixwy - YEewduxr Ilpooe-
YYLon

Yto Kegpdhawo autd, petd v evdeheyr) avdiuorn tou anopaitntou Yewmpntixod unoBddpou xou
TOV TEYVIXWY, TOL Yenotworolinxay yio Toug oxomols Tne mapoloag epyaciog, napoucidlovion ol
u€VoBOL o TOL AMOTEAEGHUATO TOU TEKTOU OXENOUS TNE VAOTIOINGTC UaC, TO ontolo apopd 1) dladixacio
eZoywync yapoxtnplotixdy (feature engineering). Tuyxexpéva, otny evétnta 6.1 napouvoidleton to
oUvolo twv features, To onolo Beédnxe Bdoel ne Biloypapixhic emoxdOTNONG, OTWE TEPLYRAPNXE GTO
Kegdhowo 2. Xtny evotnta 6.2 mopoucidletan pior cUYXELTXH UEAETN TOV UETEXDY 0ELOAOYNoNG, OTeC
Tpogxuay BACEL TV BLPOPLY TEYVIXDY ETLAOYNC YALUXTNELOTIXWY Xl TwV aAyopituwy Mnyovixic
xa Bohde Mdrdnong, mou vhonotidnxav otny mapoboa epyacio.

6.1 Efayvywyn Xapaxtneiotixwy - Feature extraction

Yto Kegdhoo autd, yenowonoioaue ta axdhouto dedouéva

\ group name | accounts | tweets |

genuine accounts 3,474 8,377,522
social spambots #1 991 1,610,176
social spambots #2 3,457 428,542
social spambots #3 464 1,418,626

ITivoxcag 6.1: Xdvolo dedouévwy mou yenotponoiinxe

Iewv mpoywenioouye otn dladxactia g e€aywYNS TWV YAPUXTNELOTIXWY, ENEEERYUC THXAUIE TO
dataset pe toug oxéhoutoug TpdToLC. Apyixd, amd To dpyelo .CSV, TOU APOPOLY TOUC YENOTES,
xpathoope Tig othhec: %id’, ‘name’, ‘screen__name’, ‘statuses count’, ’followers count’, friends -
count’, favourites__count’, ’listed__count’, description’, ‘created__at’, ‘timestamp’, "updated’, ‘crawled
_at’. Amo T apyela .csv, mou apopolv to tweets, xpatrioope Tic othheg: ‘user_id’, ‘text’, ‘source’,
‘in_reply__to__user_id’, ’favorite__count’, ‘retweet__count’, ‘num__hashtags’, ‘'num__urls’, ‘num_ -
mentions’, ‘created_at’, ‘timestamp’ Xtn ouvvéxea, doov apopd Tis oTtiAeS ‘name’, ‘screen__name’,
‘description’, ‘text’, ‘source’ avtixatacthoaue Tic TEC NaN ue 1o xevd ' 7, evd 660V apopd T GTHAES
’statuses__count’, ’followers _count’, ’friends__count’, ’listed__count’, ’favorite__count’, ’'retweet_ -
count’, ‘num__hashtags’, ‘num__urls’, 'num_mentions’ € ’in_reply to_user id’ avuxotactiooue
g téc NaN pe to 0. T v edpeon hashtags, mentions, URLs ota tweets yenowonouminxe n
BiBrotixn re tne python, n onola emitpénel Aettovpyies Tonpldouatos xavovixdy exgedocwy (Regular
Expressions).

Yt ouvéyela, TapoLctdoVToL TA YUPAXTNELOTIXG, OV UTOAOYIoTNXOY oty Tapoloa epyaoia.

o F1: Tweet time interval standard deviation (TISD)

Yo (T; = T)?
TISD === 7 6.1
omov 11, Ty, ..., T, anoteholv ta ypovixd dtaocthpata Yetolld 800 dboyixdv tweets xou T

anoteel T0 YEco Ypovixd BldoTNUL.
H tun tou TISD elvon yevixd e€onpetind yonAr yio Toug spammers, 0edouévou 0Tt elvan evepyol
OE OUYXEXPWEVES YPOVIXEC OTLYUEC.

o F2: Retweet Ratio (RR)




6mouv RT(u) eivon o aprdudc twv retweets tou ypriotn u (tweets nov Zextvdve ye to mpdlepa
RT ovo dataset pac) & N(u) o ouvohixdg oprdude twv tweets tou yprotn u.

H A RR avopéveton va eivon pixpt| yio bots o ueydhn yia odndvoie yerotee [39].
F3: URL ratio (UR)

U(u)
N(u)
omou U(u) eivan o opidpdc twv URLs, mou yenowonomidnxay ota tweets tou ypfotn u &
N(u) o suvohxde aptdude twv tweets tou ypriotn u. O spammers ypnowonowovy URLs ota
neplocbTeEpa tweets Toug, Ye anotéheopa N T Tou UR va telvel otn povdda xou oe xdmoleg
TEQINTWOELS Vo YiveTan peyailtepn tng povddac. I'a toug adndivoic hoyoplacuole, 1 T auth
elvan TohO pxen), oyedov ton ye 0, emPBeBarchvovtog €Tl To yeyovdg 6T Ta tweets Twv ahndvdy
Yenotwy anoteholby oxédelg xan andlelg oe Eva GUYXEXPWEVO topic.

UR(u) = (6.3)

F4: Maximum number of URLSs in tweets
F5: Unique URL ratio (UUR)

UU (u)

UUR = Uw)

(6.4)

6mov UU(u) elvar o aprdpdc twv povadixédv URLs xou U(u) elvor o aprdudc twv URLS, nou
xenowonojdnxav ota tweets Tou yprotn u.

H wpr UUR avopéveton vo elvon yevixd yaunAy yio Toug spammers ot UPnAf yia okndivoig
xeroteg.

F6: Mention Ratio (MR)

M{(u)
N(u)
omou M(u) elvan o aptdpde twv avagopdy (cuuBoriloviar e ‘@) ota tweets Tou yprotn &
N(u) o aprdude tov tweets tov yphot u.

MR(u) = (6.5)

H T tou MR (u) avapévetar vo elvon oy yia chndvoic yprotes xou UPNAA yio spammers.
F7: Maximum number of mentions in tweets
F8: Unique Mention Ratio (UMR)

UM (u)
M =— .
UM R(u) M) (6.6)
omou UM(u) elvon o aptdude tev govadixdy avagopmy oto tweets tou ypfot.

Fevixd, 1t UMR(u) avopéveton vor etvon yonhy yioe ahndvoic yeriotee, dedopévou ot ahhn-
AemdpolVy Ue éva ouyxexpLévo TAY0C atouwy, eved Telvel va elvor LYPNAR Yot TOUC Spammers.

F9: Hashtag Ratio (HTR)

HT(u)
N(u)
6mov HT (u) eivan o aprdpdc twv hashtags, mou yenowonoidnxay ota tweets tou ypfotn u.

HTR(u) = (6.7)

Fevixd, n tywh HTR(u) telver va ebvon udgmin yior Toug spammers xon Younhy ylo Toug mpoy-
paTeolg YeNoTES.

F10: Maximum number of hashtags in tweets

F11: Tweet Similarity

N(u) ~—~N(u) NU®(u)-NU (u)
_ 22Xt Y=t [NCWIINT (]

T5() Nw) - (V) — 1)

(6.8)

Ytbyoc tou yoapoxtneloTixol autol elvan va Beel TNV opoldTnTa avdyeco oto tweets Twv
XENoTAY, dedouévou OTL oL spammers evOlapEPOVTUL YLoL oLYXEXpPLUEVA topics. ITlpoxeyévou
vo e&dyouue To feature autd, axohovdolue Ty Topoxdte ddixacio:
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— Tty enedepyaoio v tweets, ypnowonotolye t BiBhodxrn ekphrasis [85] tne python.
To ekphrasis, extelel: (1) Aextixs] avdhuor (tokenization) n omola Satnpel exgppdoeic
ol omoleg glva YPHOWES YLot TOV TPOadloplopd Tou cuvausVuatos, (2) opdoypapur| didpe-
Yo, (3) xavovixonoinon hé€ewy xa ppdoewy (text normalization), (4) onueiwon Aéewv
xou ppdoewy (word annotation), (5) diywpiopd evonomuévwy Aégewmv (text segmentation)
oTic empépouc Aégeic (Yo Tov dlaywplopd twv hashtags). Eyovtoc, howndyv, enelepyaotel
To tweets, ypnowonotolue €vo npo-exmoudeupévo wovtého GloVE xou petatpénouye xdde
token oe évav mivaxa apldumy. I tokens, mou dev Peioxovtan oo yoviého GloVE, ta av-
oo tolpe Ye Tov yopaxthea “unk”. (¢ pre-trained model ypnowonojcaye o oviéAo
TV 50 dlaoTdoEmV.

Y1n ouvéyela, urtoloyiooue yio xdlde tweet tou yeotn Tov Yoo 6po Twv embeddings
(avamapdotoaoy tou xdde tweet).

Téhog, urnohoyloaye tnv ogoldtnto cuvnuitdévou (cosine similarity) yio 6o to0 Lebyn Ty
tweets.

F12: Ratio between friends and followers

Number of followers

Number of friends

(6.9)

H s tou yapaxtneotod autold avauéveton vor efvon Wiodtepa YaunAy vl Toug spammers.
F13: Reputation of the account

Number of followers + 1
Number of friends + Number of followers + 1

(6.10)

H tyh autr avapéveton vo elvan wiaitepo younAiy xon xovtd oto 0 ylo toug spammers, xadoc
ol spammers telvouv vo anoxtolv teplocdtepou followers.

F14: Age of the account

> (Time(Tweet) — User creation date)
Total number of tweets

(6.11)

Ou spammers, cuvAdwg, Eyouv pxeh Niixdo, xodog dnuLoupYolY GUVEYKS VEOUS hoYaplaouolg,
otav darypdpovton and toug TeplocdTepous yprotee [1].

F15: Time between posts

Y- (Time(Tweet;) — Time(Tweet;))
Total number of tweets

(6.12)

onou ta Tweet; & Tweet; avagépovton oe dadoywnd tweets. H tiun tou yapoxtneiotixod autod
avopévetal v elvar wixpy| vl Toug spammers, xadwe dnpootebouy tweets ye mohd ypryopo
pLdu6 [86].

F16: Idle hours
Max(Time(Tweet;) — Time(Tweet;))

Total number of tweets

(6.13)

H tun vt avapéveton va elvan younAr yiot Toug spammers, xadoc 0ev UEvouv odpovelc yia
peydho ddotnua [50].
F17: Minimum time between posts

F18: Average length of tweet

> Tweet length
Total number of tweets

(6.14)
Ou spammers dnpootebouy tweets pe pxpd aprdud yopaxthpwy, oe avtideorn ye toug mpay-

pateolg yprotes. Enouévng, 1 Ty Tou YapaxtTnelo Tixol autol avauévetal vo elvon udnhotepn
yiow tparypotixolc ypnotee o oyéom We toug spammers [39].
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F19: Standard deviation of the length of tweets
F20: Minimum length of a tweet
F21: Maximum length of a tweet
F22: Average of favourite tweets

Total number of favorites

6.15
Total number of tweets ( )

Yuvidee, ta tweets mou dnuootedovtar and spammers €youvv TOAD wxpd optdud favorites.
Enopévwe, n tiun tou yopoxtnelotixod autol ovopéveTal vo elvon UPNAGTERN Yot TRy LoTiX0UE
¥eoTeC o OoYéom UE TOUC Spammers.

F23: Average of retweets of the tweets

Total number of retweets

6.16
Total number of tweets ( )

To tweets, Tou dnuootedovton and spammers, dev avadnuootebovial and dhhous yehotes [87].

Enopévwe, 1 tiun tou yopoxtnelotixod autol avopéveTal vo elvon LPNAGTEPN Yol TRy OTIX00C
xehoteg oe oyéon YE TOUG Spammers.

F24: Tweet Sources (TwSc) [38]

Number of dif ferent sources a user may use

TwSe = (6.17)

Number of dif ferent sources in total

O ypfioteg druoociebouy ta tweets pe dudpopoug TeoToUE, elte uéow tou twitter oto web
elte péow tou Twitter API 1| ypnowomnoldvrag Sidpopeg dhheg epapuoyéc. ‘Evag mporyuatndg
xehotng dev yenowonolel, cuvidwe, évay cuYxexpEvo TpoTo oe avtileon Ye Toug spammers,
Tou TepLopllovTal o8 GUYXEXELWEVOUS TEOTOUE dNHOGIEVOTE TV UNVURAT®Y TOUC.

F25: Following Rate

N ' '
FR— umber of friends/ followings (6.18)
Age of the account

F26: Length of username

F27: Length of screen-name

F28: Length of profile description
F29: Number of URL links per word
F30: Number of mentions per word

F31: Levenshtein distance between username - screenname [47]

Ot spammers, cuvibwe, emhéyouy moapduola usernames & screennames, oc avtideorn ye Toug
andivoic yproTes, mou elvan TeplocdTepo BNuLOVEYLXOL.

F32: Maximum time between retweets

F33: Minimum time between retweets

F34: Mean Time between retweets

F35: Standard deviation of time between retweets
F36: Uppercase word rate

F37: elongated word rate
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F38: repeated mixed punctuation rate

F39 - F40: Average Polarity/Subjectivity Xtnv cpyaocia autf ypnowonoooue ™
BiBModpen tne python, TextBlob [88], xadde o1 spammers teivouy va Snuoociebouy tweets pe
TOAD YeTd 1 TOAD dpvnTixd TEQIEYOUEVO.

Yuyxexpiévo vnoloyioope yia xdde tweet Ty TOAXOTNTA TOU XAFMC X0 TOCO LTOXEWEVIXS
N avtixeevixd etvon. H mohudtnta elvan évag dexadixde aptdude mou Peloxeton oto edpog Tou
[-1,1] émou 1 omuaiver amdivto Yetxh) dhHAwon xou -1 onpoivel amdbuta apvntixy) dhwon. H
UTIOXEWEVLXOTNTAL DNAWVEL XUTA OGO Lol PEACT) AVUPERETOL OE TEOCWTIXY YVWUT 1| O TEAY-
patxéc TAnpogopiec. Me autdv tov tpdmo, unoloyicaue TN u€on T TOL oxop aUTOL Yo Xdde
hoyaplooud.

INo tov umohoyioud twv yapaxtneoTixwy F41-F43 yonowonowdnxe 1 BiAodrxrn vaderSen-
timent [89].

F41: Average positive sentiment per tweet

Total positive sentiment

6.19
Total number of tweets ( )

F42: Average neutral sentiment per tweet

Total neutral sentiment

6.20
Total number of tweets ( )

F43: Average negative sentiment per tweet

Total negative sentiment

6.21
Total number of tweets ( )

F44: Mean time between replies

F45: Maximum time between replies

F46: Minimum time between replies

F47: Standard deviation of time between replies
F48: Number of hashtags in description

F49: Number of URLs in description

F50: Length of screen_ name / Length of username
F51: favourites / Age of the account

F52: friends / Age of the account

F53: Unique Tweet Ratio (UTR)

UTR(u) = Number of unique tweets posted by user u

6.22
Total number of tweets posted by user u ( )

F54: listed count / Age of the account
F55: Number of followers

F56: Number of friends

F57: favourites__count

F58: listed_ _count

F59: statuses__count

F60: Number of tweets posted per day
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e F61: Number of tweets posted per week

e F62: Unique Replies
Unique replies

6.23
Total tweets ( )
e F63: Average number of tweets containing only URL

Number of tweets containing only URLs (6.24)

Total number of tweets

e F64: Unique n-grams per tweet

Axohoudoaue o Topoxdtek otddia tpoenegepyaciog Twy tweets:

— Metotpédoye dhoug Toug yopaxthipes Twv tweets oe lowercase.

— Avtxotactioape 6hec Tic totooehidec (URLSs), mou Beédnuay oto tweets twv ypnotov
ue to token <url>’.

— Avuxatactioope 6ha ta hashtags, mou Beédnxav ota tweets Twv yenotodv ye to token
'<hashtag>".

— Avtxataocthoaue 6Ao T mentions, mou yenowonolel o yeNoTng ota tweets Tou, ye to
token ’<user>".

— Me ) xerion g Priodnixne ekphrasis, Aéelg Onwe 'yaaaaaaaayyyyyyy’ ovTixotos tédnxay
and TNV xavovix) AEEn oxxohoudoluevn and to token '<elongated>'. Ytnv mpoxewévn
nepintwon, N AéEn 'yaaaaaaaayyyyyyy’ oviixatoo tdinxe wg 'yay '<elongated>'. Emnpdo-
Veta, expedoelc oL onoleg Bev TPOoPEpoLY EMTAEOV TANEOPORIA Yl TNV AViYVEUCT] TKV
bots, ahAd anoteholv amid Y6puUBo YLol TO LOVTERD OVTIXOTAC TAUNXAY UE TA XATIAANAL
tokens. Ilapadelypota anoteholy ta e&hc:

* Tnhepovixol Aprduol avuxatactddnxay ye tov 6po '<phone>’
*  DUVOAAGYUATO avTIXaTaoTddn@ay Ye Tov 6po <money >’

* Huepounvieg avuxotaotdidnxay ye tov épo '<date>’

* ‘Qpec aviixataotddnxay pe tov 6po '<time>’

* llocootd avtixatactddnxoy pe tov 6po '<percent>’

— "Eva tekevtaio Priua mpoeneiepyaoiag fitav vo egopudooupe anoxatdhnin (stemming) oe
xdde AEEM, mou yenowpornolel o xdde yperotne ota tweets Tou, mpoxewévou Aé€elc OTwC
"document’ & ’documents’ vo npoctedolyv pio xou oyt Vo Popéc we BUo SlapopeTinéc
Aé€elc.

— Téhog, vy ta tweets tou xde ypriotn unoroyicaue to axdhovda 8GO YAUEAXTNELOTIXA.

. . 1_
F6AA - Unique unigram (1 — gram) words

6.25
Total number of tweets ( )

. . 9 _
F64B - Unique bigram (2 — gram) words

(6.26)

Total number of tweets

o F65: Digital DNA (type of tweets)

E&&youpe yapaxtneiotixd axorouddvtog ) pédodo tou Digital DNA, énwe npotdinxe and
touc Cresci et al. [31]. Tuyxexpwéva, oxolovdoaue t pedodoroyia twv Pasricha &
Hayes [32]. Apywd, tofvopfioaye to tweets Tou yphotn xotd ypovohoyixh oelpd. 3t
oLVEYEL, avTixaTaoTroope xdde tweet, retweet & reply tou yprotn ue toug yopoaxtipeg A
(adevivn), T (Yupivn) & C (xutooivn) dnuiovpydvtog pe autdy tov tpémo pio ahknhouyio
DNA. Movtehonololye, dniady| Tn cupnepipopd Tou yerotn oto Twitter Bdoel Tou TinoL TRV
dnuootetoewy Tou. ‘Eneita, agol yetatpédope ) cupforooeipd twv ASCII yapoxthewy ot éva
avtixelpevo bytes otn uviun, ocuvumiéoope v oxohoudia. Etot, mpoéxudav ta axdrouvda tela
YOPUXTNELO TIXEL:

— F65A: Méyedog (o bytes) axolouvdiag (5,) meiv tn cuuricon
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— F65B: Mévyedoc (oe bytes) axorovdioag (C,) petd tn cupricon
— F65C: Méoog Yuvteheothg ouunicong (R,)

"Evo nopdderypo dnprovpylag wiog adnrouylac DNA goivetar otny napoxdtw ewxdva [90], dtou
xdde tweet, retweet & reply Tou yprotn €xel aviixatactodel and toug yapaxthieec A, T & C.

B 2! user's timeline

il

AA# Best of Aquarius 1
AA #Aquarius dislike pointless arguments with stubborn people. — > T
vector notation
T Somok o la
‘ &im_manishpandsy what an Inningsl! Take a bow! @) [ #indvehus g (3 of a digital DNA
View conversation sequence
Manish pandey
i Thanks twitter my account is verified now.. —_ T
£
£ =(..,T,T,A,T,C,T)
‘ Huge respect fo #ManishPandey who saved Indian from being white
washed.. #indvshus ¢ © —s A = TTATCT
Life Sayings @ l)
| only apologize when I'm wrong. Never for being me. —_— T

string notation
of a digital DNA

Life Sayings W — T sequence
Ever since | met you, nobody else is worth thinking about.

Ewéva 6.1: Digital DNA (type of tweets)

3, 9

« F66: Digital DNA (tweet content)

oty e€oywyy Tou yopeaxtnelo ol autold axoloudolpe TNy (Bio Swodixacia Tou axolou-
Goope xatd v e&aywyn Tou yopoxtnetotixod F80 ue wla diagpopd. Moviehonooue
CUUTERLPOPX TOL YeNoTn oTo Twitter Bdoel Tou nepieyouévou avti Tou TUTOL TKWV BNUOCLEDGEWY.
Yuyxexpléva, oyedidooue Ti¢ Tapaxdtw BAoelg BACEL TOL TEPLEYOUEVOU TWV ONUOCLEVCEWY:

base | content of tweet
N | tweet contains no entities (plain text)
U tweet contains one or more URLs
H tweet contains one or more hashtags
M tweet contains one or more mentions
X tweet contains entities of mixed types

IMivaxac 6.2: Digital DNA (tweet content)

'Onwe xou mponyoupévws, vhonotiooue yio xdde yerotn pio odknhouyic DNA. ‘Eneita, agpod
petatpédaye T ouuforooeipd twv ASCII yopoxtipny oe éva aviixelyevo bytes otn uvAun,
ouuméoaye v oxohovdia. ‘Etor, mpoéxuday to axdrouda tplor yapaxtnpiotind:

— F66A: MéyeYog (oc bytes) axolouvdiag (S,) mewv tn ocvuricon

— F66B: Mévyedoc (oc bytes) axolovdiag (C,) petd tn cupnicon

— F66C: Méocog Yuvteheothg ouunicong (R,)
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6.2 TYlomoinor xow AnoTeAécpata

I'vopiCoupe, dpwe 6TL dbo features, mou €xouv UPMAS apLdud cuoyétiong, eivon TAcovalovTa o
npotidton vor yenotwomotniel ubvo to éva ex Twv 800 xatd TNV extaldeuct) Tou ahyopliuou unyovixic
uddnong, ue v évvola 6TL dev mpdxeiton vo Angiel xdnolo emmAéov TANpogopla UE TOV GUVBLAUCUS
oV dUo autwyv features.

I tov utohoylopd tne cuoyétions oto melpoud Hog yenowonojoaue to Spearman Correlation
Coefficient, eneid?| to features nalpvouv ouveyelc Twée, evdd 1 xhdon (target value) nodpver Siaxpitée
tpée, 0 (bots) & 1 (humans). ITpdxerton yio évay aptdpd petalld -1 xou 1, 6mov to 1 Snhddvel
TAen Yeopux| cuoyétion xot to 0 xopla cuoy€Tion Twv 500 GELP®Y BEBOUEVKY. LUyXEXOIIEVY, 6GO
HeYaAUTERY Elval 1) AmOAUTY) T, TOGO PEYAAUTERY €lval XaL 1) cLCYETION TwV dLo petaBintoyv. O
oUVTEAEOTHC ouoyéTione Spearman opiletan énwe o cuvteheotic ouoyétione Pearson petal twv
peTofBAnTov xatdtagng. Alvetar and tov axdrovdo tino:

_ >ilzi —x)(yi — y)
Vilm —2)2 3 (v — 9)?
Yty napaxdte ewdva, gaivetar 1 cuoyétion téoo petald Twy features 660 xou 1 cuoyétion Tou

xdde feature pe tnv €Zodo (label), dnhadr to xatd né6c0 t0 Adde feature cuppetéyel oty TEAXN

TpoBRed.

p (6.27)

-0.4 0.0

Ewova 6.2: Iivoxag Xuoyétione

T v emdoyt yopaxtneo oy (feature selection) ol xou v exnaldeust Ghwv twv olyo-
plduwy pnyavixic pdidnone yenowwonowidnxe 1 BBhodixn scikit learn [91] tne python.

Ebpeorn Béltiotou ouvduacwol features 4 machine learning algorithms: I
NV emMAOYN TS XoAUTEPNG HEVOB0L EMAOYNC YUPOXTNEIOTIXMY Xol TNS EVPEOTS TwV BEATIOTWV
TOPUPETEWY TWVY AAYopliuwY pnyavixnc wdinong, yenowwonowmoope urebllavr BeAtiotonoinon.

Avoporovevéc ZOvoro Acdopévewv (Imbalanced Dataset): Iopatnpolyue étt to chvoro
dedopévwy elvor avopoloyevée. Luyxexpiuéva, tepithopdvovton 3474 real users xaw 4912 bots. Autd
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éxel ¢ anotéheopa, xdde VEO GUVOAO YopaXTNEICTIXWY GE €vay alyoptduo unyavixhic wdinone va
TaEWVOUEL TOV GUYXEXPUEVO YpNOTN OTNV XAAoT Ue Ta TEpLoGGTERA dedoUEva, dnhadY otny xAdon bot.
Ipoxeévou va avTHETWTIGOVUE AUTO TO TEOBANUYL, YENOWOTOLOUUE TEYVIXES TOROY WY T CUVIETIXMY
dedouévmyv. Buyexpuuéva, Yenoteonolue éva ouvduaoud tou ahyoplduov SMOTE (oversampling)
ue Edited Nearest Neighbors (ENN), nou amotehel pla teyvies; unoderypatoindioc (undersampling).
T v vhomoinon e ey Ve authc yenowonotiooue T Pihodrn imbalanced-learn [92].

Kavovixonoinon Xapaxtnetotixav: Ipaypatononidnxe xavovixonoinon twv yopaxtnelo-
XY otV (Bl ko,

Ye 6\ ta TeLpdpata yenotdonoinoope nested cross validation. Xuyxexpiéva, oto eowtepnd loop
xatd v edpeon) TV BEATIoTwV unepnapauéTeny Yenowonodnxe 5-fold cross validation. Opolwe,
oto eEwtepixd loop xatd v exmaidevor xou aftohdynon Twv olyoplduwy Mnyovixhc Mddnone
xenowonoinxe 5-fold cross validation.

Yty mopaxdte exove napovatdleton 1) diadixacio, tou axoloudinxe, yio TNV xotnyoplonoinon
TV Ypnotwy tou Twitter oe real users & bots.

. Dimensionality Reduction /
[ Scaling ] { Feature Selection ] Sampling Methods ML Classifiers

A) Dimensionality
Reduction

Logistic
B) Feature Selection Regression
— Real User
i) Filter Methods

Oversampling

al Undersampling
Information UM
ANOVA F-Value SMOTE
+

ENN

k Mearest
Neighbors

MinMaxScaler

—_——

Decision

-
—

—_—

Random
Random Forest Forest
—
Adaboost
P
Adaboost

Logis
Regrassion

chi-squared fest

ii) Embedded Methods
(estimators)

Feature Extraction f Feature Set

StandardScaler

—

(regularization
methods)

e - /N /S

Ewoéva 6.3: Our approach for detecting bots in Twitter

Yt ouvéyeta, yiveton pio cuyxpltin a€lohdynor Twv Yedodwy, tou yenouonotdnxay, yio Ty
emhoyh yopoxtnolotixdy (feature selection) xou ahyopiduwy pnyovinic pédnone.

o Principal Component Analysis (PCA): Xpnowonowolue v teyvixty PCA, nou 6nwe

eldope amotekel plo teyvinn pelwone daotdoewy. Ilpotol epopudéoovue v texvinr) PCA,
TEOY UALTOTIOLOOUE XOVOVIXOTIONOT YoROXTNRLOTIXDV.
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Classifier/

Evaluation F1-Score Accuracy Recall Precision AUC/ROC
Metrics
SVM 0.9854 £ 0.0033 | 0.9879 +0.0028 | 0.9926 £+ 0.0023 | 0.978 £ 0.0047 0.99 + 0.0018
Decision Trees | 0.9824 4+ 0.0039 | 0.9855 4+ 0.0032 | 0.989 4+ 0.0048 | 0.9759 + 0.0055 | 0.9861 4+ 0.0032
Random Forest | 0.9844 +0.002 | 0.9871 £ 0.0017 | 0.9932 + 0.0027 | 0.9757 +0.0055 | 0.9963 4+ 0.0019

AdaBoost

0.9831 £ 0.0035

0.9861 £ 0.0029

0.9897 £+ 0.0033

0.9767 £+ 0.0065

0.992 + 0.0024

Logistic
Regression

0.979 £ 0.0044

0.9827 £ 0.0036

0.9832 £+ 0.0053

0.9748 £ 0.0048

0.9954 £ 0.0015

kNN

0.9844 £ 0.0031

0.9872 £ 0.0026

0.9896 £ 0.0026

0.9793 £ 0.0045

0.9902 £ 0.0018

TTtvococ 6.3:

Evaluation Metrics Using PCA

Y ouvéyewa, napatidevio ol pédodor gihtpapicpartog (filter methods), nou vionofinxay
YO TV ETUAOYT] TWV YAEUXTNPLO TIXV.

o Mutual Information: Aol xavovixomoljoope ta yapoxtnelo txd oty xAipoxa (0,1), epop-
péoopE TNV TEY VXA AUTY, TEOXEWEVOL va. Bpedel To BEATIOTO UTOGUVORO YopaxTNELC TIXMY XADE
(popd. XN cuvéyela, vhonotioope TV teyvixy SMOTE+ENN o&ohoyfooue v enldoon twy
YUEUXTNEIo TIXWY Tou emhéyinoay e alyoplduoug unyovixAc udinong, omwg QolveETol GTOV
nivoxar Tou axohoudel.

Classifier/
Evaluation F1-Score Accuracy Recall Precision AUC/ROC
Metrics
SVM 0.9833 +0.0055 | 0.9862 & 0.0028 | 0.9902 + 0.0048 | 0.9765 £ 0.0071 | 0.9933 + 0.0021
Decision Trees | 0.9819 4+ 0.0043 | 0.9851 4+ 0.0035 | 0.9876 £ 0.0045 | 0.9764 + 0.006 | 0.9860 % 0.0028
Random Forest | 0.9851 +0.0039 | 0.9877 & 0.0033 | 0.9938 +0.0017 | 0.9765 & 0.0065 | 0.9964 + 0.0017

AdaBoost

0.9848 £ 0.0039

0.9874 £ 0.0032

0.9923 £ 0.0025

0.9774 £ 0.0076

0.9947 £+ 0.0016

Logistic
Regression

0.98 £ 0.0011

0.9836 £ 0.0009

0.9849 £ 0.0050

0.975 £ 0.0053

0.9921 £ 0.0017

kNN

0.9826 £ 0.0054

0.9857 £ 0.0044

0.9864 £+ 0.0053

0.979 £ 0.0079

0.9882 £ 0.0040

IMivoxog 6.4: Evaluation Metrics Using Mutual Information

IMpémel vo toviotel 6TL xatd Ty exnaidevon Tou alyoplduou SVM yenoiwonoinxay to tpddta
16 yapaxtneiotind, énwe Tapovoidlovtar otny exdva 6.3. Koatd v exnaidevon twv Aévipny
Anégpaong, Touv AdaBoost, tng Aoyiotuerc Hoakvdpdunone xou tou kNN yenowomodnxay o
18 mpwrta yapoxTneloTXd, eV xotd Ty exnaldevon twv Tuyalwy Adctv yenoylomoinxoy

o mpwta 17.

Yty nopaxdTe emdvo TapouotdleTal 1) XaTtdTadn TV YopaxXTNELOTIXOY BACEL TV OX0p TOUC.
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Feature Scores

Average of favourites tweets
favorites/Age of the account
favourites_count

Unique replies to user id per tweet
Retweets/Tweets

size after compression type

Average of retweets of the tweets
Unique Mention Ratio (UMR)
compression ratio type

URL rate per word

Unique URL Ratio (UUR)

Maximum time between retweets
compression ratio content

Maximum number of mentions in a tweet
Mean time between retweets

Average Mentions per tweet

Tweet Sources (TwSc)

Maximum length of tweet

Maximum time between replies
Standard deviation of time between retweets
size after compression content

Unique words unigrams per tweet
Number of mentions per word

Age of the account

Standard deviation of time between replies
Mean time between replies

Average URLs per tweet

friends_count

statuses_count

Minimum time between replies
size before compression content
Number of tweets posted per week
size before compression type
followers_count

Number of tweets posted per day
Unique words bigrams per tweet

Idle hours

Reputation of the account

Levenshtein Distance between username - screen_name
Time between posts

TISD(u)

Followers/Friends

Unique Tweet Ratio
screenname/username

Maximum number of URLS in a tweet
Minimum time between retweets
Mean (Positive)

Average number of tweets containing only URL
Average Hashtags per tweet
friends/Age of the account

Following Rate

Average Polarity

Average length of tweet

Length of profile description
Minimum time between posts

Mean (Neutral)

listed/Age of the account

Tweet Similarity

Mean (Negative)

Average Subjectivity

Repeated mixed punctuation rate
Maximum number of hashtags in a tweet
Uppercase Word Rate

Name length in chars

Minimum length of tweet

listed_count

Tweet length standard deviation
Elongated word rate
Screen-name length in chars
Number of # in description
Number of URLs in description

S ~
o o

Ewoéva 6.4: Feature Scores Using Mutual Information

v
o

” Ad
&
Scores

%

%

e ANOVA F-Value: Apywxd, mpoyuatonoiiinxe xavovixonoinom Twy YopoxXTneloTX)y Gty
xhpoxar (0,1). X ouvéyeia, xpldnxe avoyxaia 1 apoipecT) YopuxTNpIoTIXGOY, TWY OTolwY 7
Ty elvon otadepr oe Ao T Sedopéva exnaldevong. H tuminy) andxhion Twv yapoxTnelo Ty
oty elvon {on pe 0. ‘Erneita, epapudoaue g teyvinée ANOVA-F Value, SMOTE+ENN &
exnadevon twv olyoplduwyv Mrnyavixic Mddnong.

Classifier/
Evaluation
Metrics

F1-Score

Accuracy

Recall

Precision

AUC/ROC

SVM

0.9877 £ 0.0044

0.9898 £+ 0.0037

0.9955 £ 0.0026

0.98 £ 0.008

0.9976 £+ 0.0013

Decision Trees

0.9824 £ 0.0043

0.9855 £+ 0.0036

0.9885 £ 0.0046

0.9764 £ 0.0074

0.986 £ 0.0035

Random Forest

0.9857 £ 0.0046

0.9882 £ 0.0038

0.9946 £ 0.0027

0.9768 £ 0.0069

0.9972 £ 0.0018

AdaBoost

0.9843 £ 0.0048

0.9871 £+ 0.0039

0.9914 £ 0.0051

0.9773 £ 0.0055

0.9959 £+ 0.0014

Logistic
Regression

0.9798 £ 0.0037

0.9833 £ 0.0031

0.9870 £ 0.0021

0.9727 £ 0.0061

0.9933 £ 0.0029

kNN

0.9843 £ 0.0044

0.9871 £+ 0.0036

0.9893 £ 0.0054

0.9793 £ 0.0047

0.9897 £ 0.0032

IMivaxac 6.5: Evaluation Metrics Using ANOVA-F Value

ITpéner va toviotel 6Tl xotd TNy exnaideuon Tou aiyoplduouv SVM yenowonouinxay to tpddta
17 yopoxtnplotixd, 6nne tapovoldlovtal otny exoéva 6.4. Kotd tnyv exnaidevon tomv unololnwmy
ahyopluwy Mnyavixic Mddnone yenowwonouinxay ta 18 mpdto yopoxTtnelotixd.
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YNy mopaxdtey EovoL TUpOUGLALETOL 1 XAUTATASY TWY YopUXTNELOTIXOY BACEL TeV GX0p TOUC.

Feature Scores

size after compression type
Maximum number of mentions in a tweet
Maximum length of tweet

size after compression content
Unique words unigrams per tweet
Retweets/Tweets

Unique Mention Ratio (UMR)
Levenshtein Distance between username - screen_name
Average Mentions per tweet
Number of mentions per word
Maximum number of URLS in a tweet
Unique replies to user id per tweet
Tweet Sources (TwSc)

size before compression type

size before compression content
Unique words bigrams per tweet
Age of the account

URL rate per word

Length of profile description
Reputation of the account
Maximum number of hashtags in a tweet
Unigue URL Ratio (UUR)

Minimum length of tweet
Uppercase Word Rate

Mean (Negative)

compression ratio content
Average Hashtags per tweet
statuses_count

Name length in chars
Screen-name length in chars
favourites_count

Average Polarity

Average of retweets of the tweets
Average URLs per tweet
screenname/username

Maximum time between retweets
favorites/Age of the account
Elongated word rate

Number of tweets posted per week
Tweet Similarity

compression ratio type

Unique Tweet Ratio

Number of # in description
Maximum time between replies
Mean (Positive)

Number of tweets posted per day {ll
listed/Age of the account

Standard deviation of time between retweets
listed_count

Standard deviation of time between replies
Average of favourites tweets
Number of URLS in description
Minimum time between replies
Average length of tweet

Average number of tweets containing only URL
Repeated mixed punctuation rate
Mean time between retweets
followers_count

TISD(u)

Tweet length standard deviation
Average Subjectivity
Followers/Friends

Mean time between replies
friends_count

Idle hours

Minimum time between posts
Time between posts

Following Rate

friends/Age of the account

Mean (Neutral)

Minimum time between retweets

8500

$ S $ S S S
& g $ ¥ S L
~ ~ ~ ~

Scores

Ewdéva 6.5: Feature Scores Using ANOVA-F Value

e Chi-squared test: ‘Onwg xou TEONYOUUEVOC, XUVOVIXOTIOLACOPE TO YORAXTNELO TIXA O TNV XA
poxar (0,1), epoapudboape v tEYVIX Piktpopiopatog, ™ pédodo SMOTE+ENN xou télog
exmawdeboope toug olyoplduoue Mnyavixic Mdldnone.

Classifier/

Evaluation
Metrics

F1-Score

Accuracy

Recall

Precision

AUC/ROC

SVM

0.9829 £ 0.0017

0.9859 £+ 0.0014

0.9917 £ 0.0044

0.9742 £ 0.0032

0.9960 £ 0.0007

Decision Trees

0.9821 £ 0.0019

0.9853 £ 0.0016

0.9891 £ 0.0053

0.9753 £ 0.0029

0.9859 £ 0.002

Random Forest

0.9865 £ 0.0015

0.9889 £ 0.0013

0.9961 £ 0.0015

0.9771 £ 0.0031

0.9958 £ 0.0022

AdaBoost

0.9858 £ 0.0023

0.9883 £ 0.0019

0.9938 £+ 0.0043

0.9779 £ 0.0032

0.9943 £+ 0.0013

Logistic
Regression

0.9816 £ 0.0047

0.9849 £ 0.0038

0.9873 £ 0.0075

0.9761 £ 0.0059

0.9925 £ 0.0014

kNN

0.9828 £ 0.0022

0.9859 £+ 0.0018

0.9882 £+ 0.0052

0.9775 £ 0.0018

0.9891 £+ 0.0017

ivaxag 6.6: Evaluation Metrics Using Chi-squared test

ITpéner va Toviotel 6Tt xotd Ty exmaidevon twv odyoplduou SVM, Decision Trees & Logistic
Regression ypnowonoidnxav to npdta 18 yapauxtneliotind, dnwe mogouctdloviat oTny exova
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Levenshtein Distance between username - screen_name

6.5. Koatd tnv exmaidevon tou aiyopiduouv Random Forest ypnowomoidnxav ta 14 mpdto
YAEUXTNELOTLIXE, xaTd Ty exnaideuot Tou akyopiluou AdaBoost ypnoiwornomidnxay to 15 npdta
YOEUXTNELOTIXS Xon AT TNY exnaideuon Tou odyoplduou kNN yenowomoudnxay ta 16 npdta
YOEUXTNELOTLXAL.

Yy mopaxdtey eVl TUPOUGLACETOL 1 XATATAEY TWY YAUpUXTNELOTIXOY BACEL TeV GX0p TOUC.

Feature Scores

size after compression type
size after compression content
size before compression type

size before compression content
Retweets/Tweets

Unique replies to user id per tweet

Maximum number of mentions in a tweet
Length of profile description
Maximum number of URLS in a tweet
Age of the account

Tweet Sources (TwSc)

Unique words unigrams per tweet
Unique Mention Ratio (UMR)
Reputation of the account

URL rate per word

Average Mentions per tweet
Number of mentions per word
Maximum number of hashtags in a tweet
statuses_count

Average URLs per tweet

Unique words bigrams per tweet
Average of retweets of the tweets
Minimum length of tweet

Number of tweets posted per week
Maximum time between retweets
Unique URL Ratio (UUR)
compression ratio content

Number of # in description

Mean (Negative)

favourites_count

Average Hashtags per tweet
Name length in chars

Uppercase Word Rate
favorites/Age of the account
Screen-name length in chars
compression ratio type

Maximum time between replies
screenname/username

Maximum length of tweet
Elongated word rate

Number of tweets posted per day
Mean (Positive)

listed/Age of the account

Number of URLs in description
listed_count

Average Polarity

Average of favourites tweets
Standard deviation of time between retweets
Minimum time between replies
Tweet Similarity

Unique Tweet Ratio

Standard deviation of time between replies
TISD(u)

Average number of tweets containing only URL
followers_count

Mean time between retweets
Followers/Friends

Average length of tweet

Repeated mixed punctuation rate
Average Subjectivity

Mean time between replies
Minimum time between posts

Idle hours

Tweet length standard deviation
friends_count

friends/Age of the account
Following Rate

Time between posts

Mean (Neutral)

Minimum time between retweets

S
S

2
000

2
000

2
Soo

o?e
~
Scores

Ewéva 6.6: Feature Scores using Chi-squared test

LT CUVEYELD, YENOWOTOVUE EVOWUATWUEVES ed6doug (embedded methods) vy
NV €0pECT] TOU BEATIOTOU UTOGUVOROU YUQOXTNEIOTIXGY. 2TIC Yetddoug awtég LAOTOLOUYE Ta
oxorouda Bruoto. Apyixd, XOVOVIXOTIOIOVUE TA YOROXTNEWO TIXE. XTN CUVEYELD, YL TNV EVPEDT)
TOU LUTIOGUYOROL TWV YopaxTNelo Tixdy exntandevovpe xdnotov odyéprdpo (Random Forests,
ExtraTrees, AdaBoost, Logistic Regression), o onoloc mepléyel evowpatwuévn v teyvixt
emhoyic yopaxtnplo Txdv. Enhéyoupe ta yopoxtneotind exelva, twv onolwy 1 onuoctio (im-
portance) A to Bdpoc (coefficient) etvan peyohdtepn Tou wéoou bpov g onuaciog/twv Bapdv
OAWY TWV YOPAXTNEIO TXWY. 2TN cuVEYEl, VAorololpe TNy teyvixy SMOTE+ENN xou téhog
exmoudevouye ahyoplduoug Mnyavixne Mddnorng.

Estimator: Random Forest Classifier
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Classifier/

Evaluation F1-Score Accuracy Recall Precision AUC/ROC
Metrics
SVM 0.9856 £ 0.0023 | 0.9882 4+ 0.0019 | 0.9941 £+ 0.0018 | 0.9774 £ 0.0060 | 0.9946 £ 0.0016
Decision Trees | 0.9811 4+ 0.0038 | 0.9844 4+ 0.0031 | 0.9882 + 0.0069 | 0.9741 + 0.0053 | 0.9853 4+ 0.0032
Random Forest | 0.9857 + 0.005 | 0.9882 + 0.0042 | 0.9955 + 0.0018 | 0.9760 4+ 0.0084 | 0.9962 4+ 0.0013

AdaBoost

0.9860 £ 0.0022

0.9884 £ 0.0019

0.9955 £ 0.0018

0.9766 £ 0.0055

0.9964 £ 0.0011

Logistic
Regression

0.9791 £ 0.0039

0.9829 £ 0.0033

0.9817 £ 0.0034

0.9766 £ 0.0081

0.9927 £ 0.0026

kNN

0.9819 =+ 0.0052

0.9851 £ 0.0043

0.9855 £+ 0.0043

0.9784 £+ 0.0093

0.9885 £ 0.0024

IMivaxac 6.7: Evaluation Metrics Using Embedded Method (Random Forest)

O aryobprdpog SVM exnoudedTnxe pe To axéAouvda yapaxtnetc tixd: F59, F56,
F57, F21, F2, F23, F7, F6, F22, F24, F32, '35, F47, F5, F8, F62, F64A, F65B, F51, F29 &
F30.

O aivyoprdpog Decision Trees exnatdeVTNXKE UE T AxOAOLVA Y AEAKTNELO TLXA
F557, F2, F23, F6, F22, F24, F32, F5, F8, F62, F65B, F66C, F51, F29 & F30.

O aAyoprdpoc Random Forest exmoudeltnxe WeE Tal axoAouvVda YopaxTnelo-
Tuwede F57, F21, F2, F23, F7, F6, F22, F24, F5, F8, F65B, F65C, F64A, F51, F29 & F30.
O alydprdpoc Adaboost exntaudedTnxe Re Tat axdAouvda yopaxTneto Tixd: F56,
F57, F2, F23, F7, F6, F22, F24, F34, F42, F65B & F29.

O aryoprdpog kNN exnaudesdtnxe pe T axdlovda yopaxtneto Tixd: F59, F57,
F21, F2, F23, F7, F6, F22, F24, F32, F5, F§, F65B, F64A, F51, F29 & F30.

O aAyoéprdpog Logistic Regression exnoudedtnxe pe ta axdlovdo yopox-
Tnewotixd: F57, F21, F2, F23, F3, F7, F6, F22, F24, F32, F35, F8, F65B, F65C, F66B,
F64A, F51, F29 & F30.

Estimator: AdaBoost Classifier

Classifier/
Evaluation F1-Score Accuracy Recall Precision AUC/ROC
Metrics
SVM 0.9874 +0.0017 | 0.9896 + 0.0015 | 0.9967 +0.0011 | 0.9783 £ 0.0041 | 0.9978 + 0.0006
Decision Trees | 0.9827 4+ 0.0064 | 0.9857 4 0.0053 | 0.9899 + 0.0051 0.9757 + 0.01 0.9878 £ 0.005
Random Forest | 0.9871 +0.0045 | 0.9894 4+ 0.0038 | 0.9973 +0.0019 | 0.9772 4+ 0.0091 | 0.9978 + 0.0011

AdaBoost

0.9831 £ 0.0035

0.9861 £ 0.0029

0.9897 £+ 0.0033

0.9767 £+ 0.0065

0.992 + 0.0024

Logistic
Regression

0.9818 £ 0.0032

0.985 £ 0.0026

0.987 £ 0.0048

0.9767 £+ 0.0054

0.9945 £ 0.0008

kNN

0.9847 £ 0.0034

0.9874 £ 0.0028

0.9899 £ 0.0038

0.9796 £ 0.0059

0.9906 £+ 0.0014

IMivaxac 6.8: Evaluation Metrics Using Embedded Method (AdaBoost)

O aryoprdpoc SVM exnoudedTnxe pe Tot axéAouvda yapaxtrnetc tixd: F59, F55,
F14, F18, F21, F19, F22, F25, F43, F53, F5, F8, F62, F40, F64A, F66C, F64B, F29 & F50.
O aivyoprdpog Decision Trees exnaudelTn®e e Tt axOAOLTA Y AUEAKTNELO TLXAL:
F55, F18, F21, F22, F43, F53, F8, F31 & F61.

O aAyéprdpoc Random Forest exmaudeltnxe we Tt axdhouvda YopoxTneLo-
Twede F55, F18, F21, F22, F6, F25, F31, F43, F61, F53 & F8.

O aryobprdpog Adaboost exnoudelTnxe Ue Tot axdAovVa yapaxTnelo Tixd: F59,
F55, F14, F18, F21, F19, F22, F25, F43, F53, F5, F8, F62, F40, F64A, F66C, F64B, F29 &
F50.

O aryoprdpog kNN exnaudedtnxe pe Tt axdlovda yopaxtneto Tixd: F59, F55,
F14, F18, F21, F19, F22, F52, F43, F53, F5, F8, F62, F40, F64A, F66C, F64B, F29 & F50.
O aAyoprdpog Logistic Regression exnoudedtnxe pe ta axdAovdo yopox-
TnewoTixd: F59, F55, F56, F14, F18, F20, F21, F19, F48, F7, F22, F25, F24, F32, F31, F45,
F43, F42, F66, F61, F53, F5, F8, F26, F39, F40, F62, F66C, F64A, F11, F64B, F51, F52,
F36, F39, F37, F50 & F30.
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« Estimator: ExtraTrees Classifier

Classifier/

Evaluation F1-Score Accuracy Recall Precision AUC/ROC
Metrics
SVM 0.987 £ 0.0025 | 0.9892 £ 0.0021 | 0.9958 £ 0.0031 | 0.9783 4+ 0.0050 | 0.9974 + 0.0008

Decision Trees

0.9830 £ 0.0040

0.9860 £ 0.0033

0.9902 £ 0.0053

0.9758 £ 0.0032

0.9867 £ 0.0037

Random Forest

0.9874 £ 0.0007

0.9896 + 0.0005

0.9973 £ 0.0019

0.9777 £ 0.0020

0.9968 £ 0.0005

AdaBoost 0.9868 £ 0.0017 | 0.9891 £ 0.0014 | 0.9961 £ 0.0007 | 0.9777 £ 0.0029 | 0.9961 £+ 0.0013

RLOgiSti.c 0.9846 £ 0.0024 | 0.9873 £ 0.0020 | 0.9917 £0.0040 | 0.9776 £ 0.0029 | 0.9957 & 0.0014
egression

kNN 0.9874 £ 0.0008 | 0.9896 &= 0.0007 | 0.9938 £0.003 | 0.9811 £ 0.0033 | 0.9915 £ 0.0008

ITivoxac 6.9: Evaluation Metrics Using Embedded Method (ExtraTrees)

O aryoprdpoc SVM exnoudeltnxe e T axdlovda yapaxtnetotixd: Fl14, F13,
F21, F2, F28, F4, F7, F6, F24, F50, F42, F53, F8, F62, F65A, F65B, F65C, F66A, F66B,

F66C, F64A, F64B, F29 & F30.

O aivyoprdpog Decision Trees exnaudelTnXe e Tt axOAOLTA Y AUEAXTNELO TLXAL:
F14, F13, F21, F28, F23, F4, F7, F24, F42, F53, F62, F65B, F65C, F66A, F66B, F64B, F51,

F29 & F30.

O aAyoéprdpoc Random Forest exmaudeltnxe pe to axdAovda yopoaxTnelo-
Twxd: F14, F2, F7, F6, F50, F53, F8, F65, F66 & F30.
O alydéprdpoc Adaboost exnaudedTnxe me Ta axdAouvda yopaxTneto Tixd: Fl4,
F13, F20, F21, F2, F28, F4, F7, F6, F24, F50, F42, F53, F8, F62, F65, F66, F64A, F64B,

F29 & F30.

O aiyoprdpoc kNN exnoundeltnxe pe Too axdlovda yopaxtnelotixd: F14, F13,
F21, F2, F28, F3, F4, F7, F6, F24, F50, F41, F42, F53, F8, F40, F62, F65, F66A, F66B,
F64A, F64B & F30.
O alydéprdpoc Logistic Regression exmoudedtnxe pe to axdAouvo yopax-
tnptotixd: F2, F7, F24, F43, F53, F8, F39, F62, F65, F66B, F64A, F64B & F50.

o Estimator: Logistic Regression

Classifier/
Evaluation F1-Score Accuracy Recall Precision AUC/ROC
Metrics
SVM 0.9880 & 0.0031 | 0.9901 + 0.0026 | 0.9952 + 0.0011 | 0.9808 + 0.0055 | 0.9977 & 0.0009
Decision Trees | 0.9831 £ 0.0015 | 0.9861 &+ 0.0013 | 0.9896 + 0.0036 | 0.9767 & 0.0049 | 0.9867 = 0.0010
Random Forest | 0.9886 &+ 0.0020 | 0.9906 + 0.0017 | 0.9973 +0.0017 | 0.98 +0.0039 | 0.9974 + 0.0006
AdaBoost 0.9880 + 0.0022 | 0.99012 £ 0.0018 | 0.9967 & 0.003 | 0.9794 + 0.0019 | 0.9974 + 0.0007
RLOgiS“.C 0.984 4+ 0.0031 | 0.9868 + 0.0026 | 0.989 +0.0035 | 0.979 4 0.0038 | 0.9963 + 0.0019
egressmn
kNN 0.9862 + 0.0045 | 0.9886 + 0.0037 | 0.9908 £ 0.0051 | 0.9816 + 0.0043 | 0.9913 + 0.0035

IMivaxac 6.10: Evaluation Metrics Using Embedded Method (Logistic Regression)

O aryoprdpoc SVM exnoudeltnxe e Ta axdAovda yapaxtnetotixd: F13, F18,
F21, F2, F48, F7, F24, F32, F50, F45, F41, F43, F42, F60, F53, F8, 26, F39, F40, F65C,
F66C, F64A & F11.
O aivyoprdpog Decision Trees exnaudelTnxe e Tat axOAOLTA Y AUEAKTNELO TLXAL:
F13, F21, F2, F48, F7, F24, F32, F50, F45, F41, F43, F42, F4, F62, F65B, F64B, F53, F8§,
F26, F39, F40, F65C, F66C, F64A & F11.
O aAyoprdpoc Random Forest exmaudeltnxe Ue Tal axoAouvda YopaxTnelo-
Twede F13, F21, F2, F48, F7, F24, F32, F50, F45, F43, F4, F62, F65B, F64B, F53, '8, F26,
F39, F40, F65C, F66C, F64A & F66B.
O alydéprdpoc Adaboost exnaudedTnxe me Tt axdAouvda yopaxTneto Tixd: F13,

82




F21, F2, T48, F7, F24, F32, F50, F45, F43, F4, F64B, F53, F8, F26, F39, F40, F65C, F66B,

F64A & F11.

O aiyoprdpoc kNN exnoudesltnxe pe Too axdiovda yopaxtnelotixd: F13, F21,
F28, F62, F65A, F65B, F66A, F66C, F2, F7, F24, F29, F32, F50, F45, F43, F4, F53, F8, F26,

F39, F40, F65C, F64A & F64B.

O aiydéprdpoc Logistic Regression exmoudedtnxe pe to axdAouvVo yopax-
Tnerotixd: F13, F21, F28, F62, F65A, F65B, F66A, F66C, F42, F2, F7, F24, F29, F32,
F50, F45, F43, F4, F53, F8, F26, F39, F40, F65C, F64A & F64B.

Y ouvéyela, divouue w¢ eloodo otoug aryoplduoug Mrnyavixhc Mddnone 6l ta yapauxtnelo-
TG, Ywele VoL YENOWOTOLO0UE dNAUDY] XETolat TEYVIXNAG ETLAOY TG YOEAXTNELS TIXWV.

o All features (without feature selection)

Classifier/
Evaluation F1-Score Accuracy Recall Precision AUC/ROC
Metrics
SVM 0.9859 £+ 0.0022 | 0.9884 £ 0.0018 | 0.9961 £0.0042 | 0.976 & 0.0018 | 0.9974 £ 0.0027
Decision Trees | 0.9831 £0.0019 | 0.9861 4 0.0015 | 0.9893 &+ 0.0052 | 0.9770 £ 0.0039 | 0.9866 £ 0.0019
Random Forest | 0.9873 +0.0016 | 0.9895 4+ 0.0013 | 0.997 £ 0.0016 | 0.9777 £ 0.0034 | 0.9973 £ 0.0007
AdaBoost 0.9877 £ 0.0014 | 0.9898 £ 0.0012 | 0.9973 £ 0.0014 | 0.9783 £ 0.0032 | 0.9978 £ 0.0007
RLogiSti.C 0.9853 £ 0.0026 | 0.9879 £ 0.0022 | 0.9926 £ 0.0048 | 0.9782 £ 0.0067 | 0.9960 £ 0.0018
egression
kNN 0.9847 £ 0.0018 | 0.9874 +0.0014 | 0.9882 £ 0.0034 | 0.9812 £ 0.0022 | 0.9904 £ 0.0015
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KegpdAiowo 7

E€aywyr Anoteleoudtwv pe Teyvixeg Boadidg Mmnyov-
A Mdadrnorng xdvovrtag xerorn wévo tov tweets (ywelic
feature engineering)

H eCaywyh yopoaxtnplotiney anotelel plo dadixaocto, 1 omolo amoutel apxetd Ypdvo yio TNV
vhotnolnon xa xadotaton utohoyloTixd tohlmhoxn. Enouévwe, oe avtideon ye to mponyoluevo Ke-
(pEAOLO, TTOL ATAUTOVGE EEAYWYT YUPOXTNOLO TV Yiot TNV XATNYOPLOTOMOT TwV Yenotdv tou Twitter
oe humans & bots, oto Kegpdhaio autd xdvouue yeron wdvo tov tweets o ETLELpOVUE UECW EVOC
povtélou Bohdic udinone va cuumepdvoupe edv To tweet avixel oe human ¥ bot. ‘Etot, oty evotnta
7.1 napadétouye ta ohvola dedopévwy, Tou ypnoylonotiooue. XNy evotnto 7.2 mapouotdletal to
povtého, mou yenotwormotfinxe. Xtny evotnta 7.3 avolbovial Aentouepddc ol pédodot, mou yenol-
pomouinxay vl Ty ulomoinon tou poviéhou. Téhog, To Kepdhaio autd oloxAnpwdveton Ue tnv
evotnta 7.4, otnv omoio napouctdlovtar to amoteréoyata aSloAGYNONS TOL HOVTENOU.

7.1 Acdopéva mou YeMOLLOTOLRINXAY

Xernowonojoaye to Social Honeypot Dataset, omwg meprypdpnxe otny evotnra 5.2.  Muy-
HEXPUIEVDL, XPATHOOUE UOVO Ta BlapopeTixd tweets, Ta omola otn cuvéyela yweloaue oe training,
validation & test sets. To sets autd neprypdgpovion oTov Tivoxa, Tou axohovdel:

] set ‘ legitimate tweets | polluters tweets |
Training set 1,787,115 1,092,988
Validation set 446,380 273,646
Test set 956,350 586,563

IMivoxog 7.1: Training, validation & test sets of Social Honeypot Dataset

7.2 Movzélo

To povtého Mou YENCLLOTOLCOHE QULVETAL GTNY TUEUXATW EXHVOL
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Ewova 7.1: Apyttextovinr) Bahidc Mddnone

T Ty vhomoinon e apyttextovixfic Yenotonojdnxe to tensorflow [93] xou n BiBhiodnn keras
[94] tnc Python.

7.3 Medodol - YAhoroinon

Tt Blavuopatiey) avanapdotacy tov Aéewv €xel yenowonoiniel n uédodoc GloVE. Xernot-
pomoufinxe 1 apyelo Twv exnoudeugévwy AEEWY - BlavuoUdTwy, Tou anotekel wla CUANOYY HE GUVOAXA
1.2m Aé€eic, 6mou xodepio and Tic Méelc avanaplotaveTon Pe Eva Bidvuopa 50 Slao TAoEMV.

Apyixd, popTMOOUYE TIC TEO-EXTOUDEVUEVES BLUVUCUOTIXES OVATAUPACTACELS TwV hEewy, dmou xdle
AEET - bpog (token) yaptoypapridnxe oe évav apdud (id), npoxewévou va unopel to embedding layer
OTY) CUVEYELD VoL TO avTioToly(oel ot owoth dlavuouatixy avoaropdotoon (word embedding). Etot,
dnuovpyidnxe évac nivaxac (embedding matrix).

Yto onuelo autd, oploope to poviého pac. Apywd, oploape to Embedding Layer, octo omnoio
apyonoioope to Bdpn Tou BixTOoL YE Ta Tpo-extandeupéva dtaviopata hZewy (embedding matrix).
Enlong, "moydoope” ta enineda epgpitevons xatd ) dwodixooio exnaldevong (trainable = False). Auté
onpaivel éti ta eninedo eppiTevong éuelvay otodepd, YE TIC TYWES TOUC VoL AVTLOTOLYOUV GE QUTEC TWV
Slavuoudtwy Aélewyv Ta ontola yenotpomolinxay, yio va to apytxonotioouyv. O Adyog mou €yive auto,
Aoy yior vou uny detooavnoly ol AéEelc oTov BlavuouaTixd Yweo ot Véeg Véoelg, ol omoleg dev Yo
AVTATOXE(VOVTOL OTOV TEAYUATIXO TROCAUVATONOUO OAWY TV AEEEWY.
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Xpedotnxe vo oploouye éva otadepd péyedog axolouvdiog, dnhady va oplooupe to A0S TwV
AEewv xdie tweet, mou Yo anoteréoel eloodo oto BiLSTM layer. Apywxd, Berxope to yeyolltepo
nhiloc MéZewy, Tou meptéyel éva tweet (max_length tweet). ‘Eneita, npoolécaue undevixd (zero-
padding) oe 6ha ta undhoina tweets, mpoxeévou to TAYoc AéZewv oe xdle tweet vo loolTon e TO
mAdoc twv AMEewv Tou max_length tweet. Xtn ouvéyela, epapudooye masking oto embedding
layer, mpoxewévou to povtého pagc va "Brénel’ to tedeutalo mpaypotind timestep xon vor ayvoel tnv
npocU N Twv undevixdv. Autéd to masking mpowdeiton xou oto endpeva enineda, mou elvar oe Yéon
va To yenowonoicouy (BiLSTM layers, attention mechanism).

Y1 ovvéyela, avuxatactioope xdde AéZn (token) pe to id tne, npoxewévou to embedding layer
OTN) CUVEYELX VOL TO AVTLOTOLYIOEL 0T owoTh dlavuouatx avanapdotaor (word embedding). Av pio
AEEN Bev Peloxeton 0T0 dpyelo TWV TEO-EXTUSEVUEVLY SLAVUGHATIXGY OVOTOPUOTACENDY TwV AEEWY,
tote avixadiotolue ) AéET pe tov yopoxtrpo "unk'.

Oploaye to enineda pe ta op@idpopa LSTM, ota onola emhéEope péyedog 175 yio xdde LSTM,
dnhadh cuvohxd 350. Egopudoaue dropout [95] pe cuvteheoth 0.5 otic elo6douc twv LSTM xou 0.25
oTig avadpouixéc cuvdéoelg Touc. O Aéyog, mou epapudlovpe TNy texvix dropout, eivon mpoxelué-
vou va Sloc@olicovue TNy yevixétnta (generalization) Twv HOVTEADY XaL VO ATOQUYOUUE PAUVOUEVOL
unepnpooopuoyic (overfitting). H teyvueh) avth anotelel o pédodo e€opdhuvone (regularization)
clppwva Pe TNy onola, oe xdde BAuc TN exmaideuong Tuyala €vo TOCOOTO TWV VEURKOVWY ONEVER-
yomotelton and to dixtvo.

YN ouvéyela, oplooue tov unyavioud npocoyfc, o onolog unootnellet masking, tpoxelévou va
dovel yeyolbteen onuaocio ot mo onuoavtée Aé€elc Tou xdde tweet.

Télog, oploaue Ta tela dense layers ye cuvaptroelc evepyonolnong relu ota xpupd eminedo xon
sigmoid otnv €080, mpoxewwévou va AdBovue Ty telxt| €€0d0 (legitimate user ¥ bot).

Loss: ¢ ouvdptnon xdéotoug oploaue to binary cross entropy loss.

Optimizer: Q¢ pédodo Pertiotonoinone emhélape tn pédodo Adam [58].

Learning rate: Q¢ opyuxn T tou putpol pddnong emiéEope v twr 0.001. Xenowwonotoope
v texvixy ReduceLROnPlateau, xatd tnv onola peidvouye tnv T Tou pudpol udinong, dtav
7o validation loss éyel otopoatioel va yewdveton. Xtov mivoaxa, mou axohoudel, mopoucidlovro Ta
yopaxtnelotixd Tou ReduceLROnPlateau scheduler.

’ characteristics values

monitor val _loss
factor 0.2
patience 3
min_ delta 0.0001
min_Ir 0.0002

ITivoxoc 7.2: ReduceLROnPlateau

Emiloy? aprdpmol enoyodv: H emdoyy tou mAfloug twv enoydy exnaidevong tou dixtiou
anoteel yla and Tic unepnopauéteous, tou VYo npénel va Angdel urédn. Autd cupPaivetl, yiatl av o
aprdude Twv eToy®Y elvan peydhog, eviEyeton va tapoatnendolv gavdueve utepTpocapUloYtc (overfit-
ting) oto olvolo exna{Beuong, Ye AMOTERECUN TO EXTIUIEUOUEVO HOVTEND VL YAOEL THY YEVIXOTNTE
Tou (generalization). Tt Tov Adyo autd, yenotponowotye t pédodo EarlyStopping. Kotd ) uédodo
auty), extéc and to training & test set, Yewpolue to validation set, mdvw oto onolo egetdlouyue
Ny anédoor tou Yovtélou yoc oto téhog xdlde enoyng, apol €xel yenoiwwonoindel dniadr 6ho to
training set. Me Tov Tpémo autd, €dv To validation loss €yel oTaaTACEL Vo UEWOVETOL, TOTE OTA-
patdpe v exnaidevon. Xtov nivaxa, Tou axohoulel, TopouoldlovTol T YA TNELO TIXG TS TEYVIXAC
EarlyStopping.

] characteristics ‘ values |

monitor val loss
min_delta 0.0001
patience 4

MMivaxog 7.3: EarlyStopping
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Ytdduion Khdoewv (class weight): H otdduion twv xhdoewy anotehel plo teyvixs, mou
avixet oty evadodntn oTo x6cT0¢ Wddnon (cost sensitive learning). Ané v neplypagt Tou cuvéiou
TV OeBOUEVKY, TOU Yenoldomolfdnxe oto xepdloto autd, mopatnerdnxe 6TL ol xhdoelg elvon du-
cavdhoyec (avopoloyevéc oivoho dedouévmv). Autd Jo éyel w¢ amoTéheopd TO LOVTENO o Vo
Tapouotdlel younhéc embodoelg o PETEES aELOAOYNONG, XxadW¢ ENEWSY] CLVAVTE O GUY VA PNVORATOL
e xhdone real user, elvar mdovd va talivoyel éva véo tweet oty xhdon auth. T tov Aoyo autd,

eladryoupe Bden oTNV AVTIXEWEVIXT GUVEETNOT), TwV oTtolwy 1 e&lowaor Yia ToV UToAOYLoUS Toug divetan
an6 Tov axohovdo tomno:

Yuvohixd IIAdoc Aedopévwv

l ight 0 =
class_werght U= 5= (IW9oc dedopévev mou avhxouy oty xhdon 0)

(7.1)

class_weight 1 — Yuvohixd IIfdoc Acebopévwv

7.2
2 x (IIMiBoc Bedouévwy mou ovhAxouv oty xAdon 1) (7.2)

Meédobog ebpeong BEATIOTOV UTNERPTALUAETEWV: LUYXEVIPWTIXE, Ol UTEQTOPIUETEOL,
nou ey Onxay, nopatidevtar otov axdhovdo mivoxa:

\ Hyperparameters | Value ‘
Dropout rate at the embedding layer 0.3
Dropout rate at the Istm inputs 0.5
recurrent dropout 0.25
Number of LSTM units (BiLSTM_ layer 1) 175
Number of LSTM units (BiLSTM_ layer 2) 175
12 regularizer (BiLSTM_ layer_ 1) 0.0001
12 regularizer (BiLSTM_ layer_2) 0.0001
Number of units (Dense_layer 1) 128
Number of units (Dense_ layer_ 2) 64
Number of units (Dense_ layer_ 3) 1
Activation function at (Dense_layer 1) ReLU
Activation function at (Dense_layer_2) ReLLU
Activation function at (Dense_layer_3) sigmoid
Dropout rate at (Dense_layer_ 1) 0.4
Dropout rate at (Dense_layer 2) 0.4
Number of epochs 54
Optimizer Adam
Initial Learning rate 0.001
Loss Function Binary cross entropy

IMivoxag 7.4: Twég vnepmapopétewy - Hyperparameter values

7.4 Arnoteléopata - Metpixég AStoldynong

Ytov napaxdte mivaxo napouctdlovtal to anoteAéopata oloAGYNONS TOU JOVTEAOU Uog. Xuy-
xplvouue TNV 0LOAGYNOT TOU UOVTEAOU UOC UE UTHPYOVUOES TEYWXES, ToU €xouv avormtuydel yio Ty
aviyveuon Twv bots xau ot onoleg yenoyonololv To Social Honeypot Dataset.
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evaluation metrics

architecture Precision Recall F-Measure Accuracy ROC-AUC

MLP 0 0.753 0.400 0.563 - 0.775

MLP 1 0.791 0.756 0.773 - 0.791

[34] MLP 2 0.794 0.757 0.775 - 0.787

MLP 3 0.797 0.734 0.764 - 0.784

MLP 4 0.787 0.737 0.705 - 0.753
[35] Tweet Text 0.865 0.7382 0.7965 0.7668 -
[36]  Character 1-16 grams TFIDF 0.795 0.794 0.794 - -
Uni + Bi-gram (Binary) 0.759 0.727 0.743 - -
Uni + Bi-gram (Tf) 0.783 0.767 0.775 - -
[43] Uni + Bi-gram (Tfidf) 0.784 0.765 0.775 - -
Bi + Tri-gram (Tfidf) 0.797 0.656 0.720 - -
Uni & Bi-gram (Tf) + S 0.797 0.744 0.770 - -
Content (C) + S 0.778 0.762 0.77 - -
C + Uni & Bi-gram (Tf) 0.783 0.757 0.770 - -

ours 7.1 0.8365 0.8941 0.8643 0.8261 0.8870

Mivaxog 7.5: Performance comparison among various content polluters detection techniques reported
on Social Honeypot Dataset
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KegpdAiowo 8

Enriloyog

Yo Kegdhowo autd, cuvodilouye to amoteréopata TN epYaoiag XL TopolETOUUE TPOTACELS Yid
MEANOVTIXY EPELVAL GYETIXA PE TNV aviYVEUST) TV bots oTa U€oa xOWVWVIXAS BLxTOWOTC.

8.1 XUvodn xou Yvunepdopata

Yty napovon Simhwpatiny epyoasio ueAeTHONXE TO TEOBANUO TNG AViY VEUGTC QUTOUATOTONUEVLY
AOYOpLIOUGY, YVOOTOV we bots, oto Twitter. To Twitter anotehel éva péoo xowwvixhc dixtdwong,
mou €yel yvoploel porydata dviion otic pépec wac Aoyw Twv duvatoThtwy, Tou tpoc@épel. 2otdo0,
AOY L TN dvdiong aUTAS XeNoyLonolelton GAO Xol TEPLOCOTERO UMd AUTOUATOTONUEVOUS AOYAPLAGHOUC,
oL omofol €youv we xVplo 6TéY0 TN dddoao Peuddv edroEwY, TNY TEOWINCT CUYXEXPWEVWY TEOLOV-
TWV XL YEVIXOTER TN YELRAYWYNOY TV aAdvev yenotov. Idwitepo tar tedeutala ypdvia, Ta bots
€y 0LVY EPEVPEL UNYOVIOHOUCS, TPOXEWWEVOU Vol Lol VTaL THY ovDp@TvVY GUUTERLPOES XOL XOT ETEXTAOT
VoL UNY Umopoly vor aviyveutoly and ahyopliduoug, mou €youv avantuydel éwe ofuepa. Xtny epyaocio
autt) mpoteivape 800 puetddoug aviyvevong twv bots oto Twitter.

Yty mpdtn pédodo, unoloyicaue €vay PEYIAO dptdUd YOEUXTNRLOTIXGY avd XehoTy, Bootlo-
pevol xuplwe oe YapaxTneloTixd, mou €youv yenowonowmiel otn BiBMoypapla. Aev meplopio THXOME
OE YOoPUXTNELE TG, 0TS apldudc @iAwy xai axololiny Tou yehoT, ahAd utohoyiooue yopouxTnelo-
xd and to tweets tou ypeHotn ue TEYVIXEC, ToU eunintouv oTov touéa tne Enelepyacioc Puoinic
IMwoococ. Xopoxtneio Txd nopadelypota anotelody 1 ogoldtnta yia xdde {ebyoq tweets xarddg xan
0 unoloylopoe unigrams & bigrams. Erniong, Adyw twv unyoviouoy, mou éyouv egelpet to bots
YLOL VOL NV oV VEVOVTOL ol TOUG LUTdpyovTeG alyopliuoug, xplveton avayxolo vo utohoyloGolv véa
xopaxtnelotixd. Baowlbuevol, howndy, otn pedodoroyia mou axoholbinoav ot [32], uovtehonotfioaye
TN oLUTEPLPOPE TwV YenoTtwy tou Twitter we npog to mepleyduevo Twv tweets xou unoloyicoye to
avtiotolya yopoxtneloTxd. Eyovtoc utohoyloel to yopaxTnelo Tixd, VAOTOLOOUE TEYVIXES ETLAOYAC
YOEUXTNEIO XAV Yia TNV €0peCT Tou BEATIOTOU UTOGUVOAOU. 3TN CUVEYELN, TEOXEWEVOU VO V-
TWETWTIOOLYE TO AVOUOLOUOR(PO GUVOLO dedopévwy, vhoroooue Ty Teyvin) SMOTEHENN, ulo
eV Tou cuVdLAlel unepdetyuatoindio pe unoderypatoindio. Téhog, yenowwonoicaue alyopld-
poue Mnyovixc Médnone xou alohoyrfoope v enidoon Toug e BLdpopec UeTpixéc.

Y1n Sebtepn pédodo, npotelvoye pio pédodo, 1 omolo ywelc xapla medtepn YVhon Twv TEopi
TV Xenotov (gikey, axoholiny, dpac dnuocievone Twv tweets) xou ye yphHon U6vo Twv tweets,
eldryel dv éva tweet avixer oe ahnhvd yefoTn 1 OE AUTOUATOTONUEVO AOYUPLIOHO. LUYXEXPUEVAL,
vlomowioope éva Badt veupwvixd dixtuo, To onolo amoteleiton o (a) otddlo eppiteuons, oto
ornolo yenowonotfiooue Tpo-exmoudevpéva daviopatoa AMlewv GloVE, (b) dbo enineda Augidpounmv
Avodpopxdyv Nevpwvindyv Auxtdwy Maxpde Bpayvunpddeoune MvAune (BILSTM), (c¢) wnyoviopud
npocoyfic & (d) 3 enineda dense pe 128, 64, 1 veupdvee to xodéva. Tt TRV AVTWETOMOTN TOU
AVOUOLOHOPPOU GUVOAOU BEBOUEVKY YENOWOTOOOUE TNV TEXVIXH NG oTdduione xAdoewy, péow
¢ omolag 1 ouVdETNOT xOSTOUE Blvel peyalbTepn onuacio oty xAdon Ye to pxedtepo Thdog
dedopévwy. AZloloyhoaue v enidoor Tou YoVTEAOU PE TIC METEIXEC: accuracy, precision, recall,
Fl-score, ROC/AUC.

Sy mpatn wédodo yenowonoiooue to dataset twv Cresci et al. [7], éva dnudoia dadéoipo
dataset, mou €yel ypnowonotndel and oAU epeuVNTES Tal TEAEUTALY YpoVLo. X TN deltepn pévodo,
yenowonowoope to Social Honeypot Dataset.

8.2 MeAlovTixéc Enextdoeic

Ta amoteréoyata, TOU TEOXVTTOUY Am6 TNV TMoEOUCH EpYuscid, €lval WOLUTEPA IXAVOTIOLNTIXG Kol
evioppuvTixd tpog TV xatebiuvor TNS TEpALTépL €peuvag 0Ty avlyveuan bots ota Yéoo xotvwvixic
dutbwong.

‘Evag npdtoc otdyog enéxtaons tne epyaociac authc o ATay 1 eQoproyy TwV TELRUUdT®Y, ToU
yenowonoinxay, xa o dAka datasets.

‘Evac dhhoc otéyoc anotelel 1 xphon YEVWNTXOY avtayovoTxdy dixtioy (GANS) v tny
napaywyy fake yopoxtneiotinddv, nou Ya Bondoloe ot dnwovpyia balanced datasets.
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Mia dAAT v TIIETAOTLOT TOU TROBAAHATOS auToU Yo untopolaoe va elval 1) exTaideuon evdg LoVTEAOU
un-emPrenduevne wdinone. e avtr Ty mepintwon to dedouéva dev eivon amapaltnTo vo cuvodebovTal
ané etxétec (labels) xou unopodv va avaxtnolv oe peydhous 6yxouc.

Mio axdpa xorebduvon yioo perAhoviiy avdmtuln Yo unopodoe va ebvar 1 e€aywyr| Yopaxtnelo-
TV, TOV BEV €YUV AMOTEAECEL AVTIXEPEVO EPELVIC EWC TWEA. XoPUXTNELC TG TUEABELYUO AnoTERE!
7 perétn e Lodvne dpog (timezone) twv @ilwy xaw axorovdwy Tou yerhotn. Av ol nepiocdtepol piho
1 axéhoudol Tou yerotn dnuooiebouy tweets oe Sapopetiny {dvn dpag, Tou onuoivel 6Tt Louv oe
AN xwea, TOTE 0 Yehotng lowg elvan bot.

Enione, oto mhaloto g anotelecpatinnc oa€lomolinone Twy eupnudtey e epyaoiac auTthe, Tpo-
telvetol wg WA N EVOWRATWoY| Toug oTn dnplovpyia plag epapuoyne, n onolo Yo unogoloe vo aviyves-
ogl Ta bots oe mpaypatnd ypdvo (real time).

Mio dain mdavy) xatedduvon Go oy 1 e@apuoyr Tou poviéhou Pathde udinong, mouv avantdydnxe
oty napoloa epyacia, oe dAha npofAfuarte (transfer learning), émwe e€aywyh SNUOYEOPIXDY Yopox-
ety (aviyveuon @ilou, nhixdag, edvixdtntag xTh.).

Téhog, perhoviinde otoyog anoterel 1 aviyveuon twv bots oe dhAa péoa xovwvixic Sxtimong,
6mwe to Facebook.
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