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NEPIAHWH

H trapouca SITTAWMATIKA €pyacia agopd TNV €Qapuoyry Kal oUykpion aAyopiBuwv
MNXOVIKAG HABnong yia avaAuon ouvaiodnuatog Je oKoTro TNV avixveuon d1adiKTuaKou
eKQOBIOPOU. H epapuoyr Twv aAyopiOuwy TTpaydaToTrolEiTal o€ dUO dIAPOPETIKA GUVOAQ
dedopévwy Ta: SOSNet Twitter Dataset kal Suspicious Tweets Dataset.

2KOTTOG TNG Epyaciag atroTéEAece €KTOG aTrd aTTAfl avixveuon Tou OladIKTUAKOU
EKQOBIOYOU, va TIPAYUATOTIOIEITAI TTEPAITEPW  EUPECN TOU €iOOUG TOU €EKQPORICHOU
OUPQWVA HPE OUYKEKPIMEVA KPITAPIO OTTWG N NnAIKia, TO @UAO, n €OVIKOTATA K.A.TT.
EmmpdoBeTa, mTapoucialovral Ta YAWOOOAOYIKA OTOIXEIQ TWV KEIMEVWV TNG EKAOTOTE
KATnyopiag, KaBwg Kal atmroTeAéopaTa GAAWV EPEUVWIV OXETIKA HE Tn ouxvotnTd
EMPAvVIONG  OIAdIKTUOKOU  EKQOPICUOU avAAoya HE Ta UTTO  HEAETN  TTPOOWTTIKA
XOPAKTNPIOTIKG TOU atouou. Q¢ ETTEKTACEIC TNG TTApoUcag HEAETNG TiIBevTal N dnuioupyia
€EVOG OUOTAMATOG TO OTToi0 Ba AauBdvel uTTOWN TTPOCWTTIKOUG Ggoveg/ KpIThpIa OTTwG
QUAO, €BVIKOTNTA, 0£EOUAAIKOS TTPOCAVATOAIOUOG K. YIO TNV avixveuaon Tou d1adIKTUaKOU
ek@ofiopou. EmmmAéov, Ta YAWOOOAOYIKA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA CUYKEVTPWVOVTAl WOTE vd
UTTApPEEl avaTTPOCAPUOYH TNG £PEUVAC Kal o€ eEAANVIKA dedopéva. H TTpwtn Kpouaon yia
AUTAV TNV ETTEKTAOT AQUPBAVEI XWPA CTNV TTAPOUCA HEAETN.

TéNOG, TTEPIYpA@OVTAl AVOAUTIKA OAeC o1 peBodoAoyieg TTou €xouv uAoTtroinBei o€
TTOPEPPEPEIG EPEUVES KABWGS KAl EKEIVN TTOU TTPOTIMATAI OTNV TPEXOUCA. Ta aTTOTEAECUATA
OAwv Twv aAyopiBuwv ot kKABe oUvolo Oedouévwyv TrapaTtiBevral kai oxoAidlovTal
EKTEVWG. H avixveuon Tou d1adIKTUOKOU EKQORBICHOU KAl N OWOTH KATAYOPIOTTOiNGH Tou
yivovtal ge uwnAn akpifeia. Qotéoo, emonuaivovTal KATTOIEG PIKPEG AOTOXIES Kal TIOETAI
WG MEAAOVTIKOG OTOXOG N dNUIOUPYIa VEUPWVIKOU BIKTUOU YIa eVOEXOUEVN BEATIWON QUTWV
TWV QO TOXIWV.

OEMATIKH MNMEPIOXH: Emre€epyaaia uaikng MNwoaoag, Mnxavikry Méddnon

AEZEIX KAEIAIA: Kartnyopiotroinon keiyévou, AvdaAuon ZuvaioBriuatog, AAyopiBuol
Mnxavikrig Madenong



ABSTRACT

This thesis concerns the application and comparison of machine learning algorithms for
sentiment analysis in order to detect cyberbullying. The algorithms are applied to two
different datasets: SOSNet Twitter Dataset and Suspicious Tweets Dataset.

The purpose of the work was, in addition to simple detection of online bullying, to further
find the type of bullying according to specific criteria such as age, gender, nationality, etc.
Furthermore, the linguistic elements of the texts of each category are presented, as well
as the results of other researches regarding the incidence of cyberbullying according to
the personal characteristics of the person under study. As extensions of the present
study, the creation of a system which will take into account personal axes/criteria such as
gender, nationality, sexual orientation etc. for the detection of online bullying is proposed.
In addition, the linguistic features are collected so that the research can be adapted to
Greek data as well. The first effort for this extension takes place in the present study.

Finally, all the methodologies that have been implemented in similar research are
described in detail, as well as the one preferred in the current one. The results of all
algorithms on each data set are listed and commented extensively. The detection of
cyberbullying and its correct categorization are done with high accuracy. However, some
minor failures are pointed out and a future goal is to create a neural network to potentially
improve these failures.

SUBJECT AREA: Natural Language Processing, Machine Learning

KEYWORDS: Text Categorization, Sentiment Analysis, Machine Learning Algorithms
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EYXAPIZTIEZ

©a BeAa va euxapioTiow TNV mBAETTOUCA KOBNYATPIA, Kupia AAegavdpr], yia duo
AOyoug. ApxIKd, yia Tnv eAeuBepia TTou pou €dwoe va aoxoAnbw pe €va B€ua TTou
TTPAYMATIKA PE EVOIEPEPE, XWPIG va BECEI KATTOIOV TTEPIOPIOUO OTOV TPOTTO UAOTTOINONG
TNG MEAETNG. AeUTEPOV, YIa TNV EQIPETIKA AUEDN QVTATTOKPION OTIG ATTOPIEG PMOU, KATI TTOU
gV £XW OUVAVTAOEI CUXVA OTN MEXPI TWPA aKAdNUAIKK JOouU TTopEia.
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NMPOAOIOZ

H mapouca AITAwuaTIK €KTTOVABNKE OTa TTAdiola Tou MeTtatrtuxiakou MNpoypduuatog
21moudwv «Texvoloyieg NMANPoQopIKNG Kal ETTiKoIVwvIwv» Tou Tunuatog MNMANPo@opikAg
Kal TNAETTIKOIVWVIWY, TNG OXO0ANG OeTIkwv EoTnuwy Tou EBvIKOU kai KatrodioTpiakou
MavemoTtnuiou ABnvwv.

Baoikd epebioyara yia TV €mMAOY ] TOU OUYKEKPIUEVOU B€uatog atroTéAecav
OUYKEKPIPEVA paBrApaTa OTTwg N YTToAoyioTikr) MAwoooAoyia, n Mnxavikr) Maénon kai n
Texvntr) Nonuoouvn, Ta oTToia Kivnoav To EvOIAQEPOV HOU KATA TN OIAPKEIN TWV OTTOUdWYV
Mou.



Avixveuon S1adIKTUOKOU EKQOBIONOU hE XpAON OAYOpPiBuwWY pnxavikhig paénong

1. EIZArQrH

To avTikeipevo PEAETNG TNG TTAPOUCAG SITTAWMPATIKAG €ival N avdAuon ouvaioBriuatog Je
OKOTTO TNV avixveuon OIadIKTUAKOU eK@ORIoUOU. ApXIKA, O dIadIKTUOKOG EKPORBIOUOS
TTPOOEYYICETAI UTTO Wi BewpnTIK) OKOTTIA KAl JEAETATAI N OUVOECH TWV TTPOCWTTIKWY
XOPOKTNPIOTIKWY TOU ATOUOU OTTWG N NAIKIA,TO QUAO KATT pe Tnv TTPOKANON i Tnv
AVTIMETWTTION OIABIKTUAKOU EKPORICHOU.

‘ETeita xpnolyotrolouvial OUO  JIAQOPETIKA OUVOAD OeOOPEVWV  TTPOKEINEVOU VA
EQPAPPOCTOUV YVWOTOI aAyOpIOuOoI unxavikng panong, va aglohoynBei n amddoaor| Toug
WG TIPOG TNV QViXVEUON TOU E€K@QOPBIOPOU Kal va TrpayhaTotroindei oUykpion Twv
eMOOCEWV TOUG. Ta dUO ouvoAa dedopévwy TTOU XpnolyoTrolouvTal gival Ta : SOSNet
Twitter Dataset kai Suspicious Tweets Dataset. [pokeiTal yia dedouéva TTou avTAnenkav
atro TNV TAATEOPPA KOIVWVIKAG BIKTUWOoNG Twitter e¢aiTiag TnG EUKOANG TTPOoRACNG Kal
avalntnong Tou TpooPépel. QoTéo0, Oecdopéva  TETOIOG QUONG £XOuv  KATTOIO
TTOAUTTAOKOTNTA OTNV avaAuon ouvaiodnuatog KaBwg n YAWooao TToU XPNOIUOTTOEITal
gival OpKeETA aveTTionun, UTTAPXEl €VIOVO TO OTOXEIO TNG EIpwviag Kal OTTAITEITAI
TTPOETTECEPYQTia Adyw EIOIKWV XAPOKTAPWY TToU ep@avifovtal (T1.X. "@7, “#” K.A.1T1). Mia
aKOUN TTPOKANCN TNG QUONG Twv OeBOUEVWY gival n TTOIKOAOPOPPIa TOuG KaBWS aTo
SOSNet Twitter Dataset o1 KAACE€IG €ival I00pPOTTNUEVEG OE avTIBEON PE TO Suspicious
Tweets Dataset TTou UTTEPTEPOUV TA WN-EKQPOPIOTIKA tweets. ZUVETTWG, TO £€va GUVOAO
Oedopévwy BETEl TO 18aVIKO TTEPIBAAAOV VIO e@appoyh aAyopiOuwy PnxavikAg paénong
EVW TO GAAO TTPOCOUOIWVEI UE PEYAAUTEPN akpifeia To TTEPIBAAAOV Tou diadikTuou. H
QAVTIKPOUOUEVN AUTH QUON £6ac@AAilel TNV agloTTIOTIa TNG TPEXOUCAG £PEUVAG.

O KUpI0g AOYOG TToU €TTIAEXBNKAV TO OUYKEKPIPMEVA OUVOAQ BedOUEVWV Eival TTWG OeV
dlaxwpiouv ammAWG Ta Keiyeva o€ BIABIKTUOKO €KQORICHO 1 PN, OAAG Tagivououv
TTEPAITEPW TO €i00C TOU BIABIKTUAKOU EKPOPICHOU O OXECN UE OUYKEKPIYEVA KPITAPIA-
agoveg. To SOSNet Twitter Dataset diaxwpiel TO dIAdIKTUOKS eKQOBIOPO o€ HAIKIOKO,
OpnoKeUTIKO, PE BdAon To QUAO Kal e Baon Tnv EBvikéTNTa. To Suspicious Tweets
Dataset Tpofaivel o€ dlaxwpPIoHO Twv tweets TTou aQopouV EKQOBIoUS WS PATOIOTIKA Kal
oe€loTIkA. H emAoyr} cuvoAwyv dedopévwy TTou dlaxwpifouv To SIAdIKTUAKS EKQOPICHO
000V aQopd TIPOCWTTIKA XAPOKTNPIOTIKA TOUu datouou (T.X. @QUAO, €BvIKOTNTA)
TTPAYUATOTTOINONKE WG OonueEio  €kKivnong yia avAAUon-UEAETN  TTOAUTTAOKOTEPWV
{NTNUATWY TToU €ival OUOKOAGTEPO va EVTOTTIOTOUV KAl va €TTEEEPYAOTOUV O€ BABOG UE
TTANPWG AUTOPOTOTTIOINKEVEG BIAdIKATIES (TT.X. TTPOCWTTIKOTATA).

O1 aAyopiBuol TTou XpNOIYOTTOIoUVTal YIa TNV avixveuon d1adIKTuakoU €KQORIoUOU €ival
ol: Naive Bayes, KNN, SVM, Random Forest kai Decision Tree. H mrapouciacn Twv
atmmoTeEAEOUATWY TTpayuaToTrolEiTal e Tn Pondeia ékBeong Tagivounong(classification
report) kal TTivaka ouyyxuong (confusion matrix) evw o070 TEAOG YiveTal KAl OUYKPION TWV
TTEVTE QUTWV aAYOoPiOuwWV.

TéNOG, KpiveTal onuavTikd va ava@epBei kal To KivnTpo €TTIAOYNG Tou OIadIKTUOKOU
EKQOBIOPOU w¢ Béuatog avaAuong cuvaloBniuaTog. O dIadIKTUOKOG EKQORBIOUOS UTTOPEI
Va €XEI TTOAU ONUAVTIKEG OUVETTEIEG OTNV WUXOAOYIKI UYEIQ TOU ATOUOU. 2UNPWVA PE TOUG
Raskauskas kai Stoltz [128], Ta OUuata Tou OIAdIKTUOKOU €KQOPBICUOU MTTOPEI va
AVOTITUEOUV KOKEG YEVIKEG WUXOKOIVWVIKEG OUVONRKEG. 2TNV £PEUVA TOUG dIaTTiOTWOAV OTI
70 31% TWwv BuudTwy PHadnTwyv avépepav OTI TAV TTOAU 1} ECAIPETIKA AVOOTATWHEVOI, TO
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19% ATav TTOAU i CaIpeTIKA pofiopévol Kal To 18% ATav TTOAU i ECAIPETIKA VTPOTTIAOUEVOI
ammd Tnv dIadIKTUAKR TTapevoxAnon. AlatrioTwoav €1miong 0Tl o1 emavaAauBavOoueveg
TTPAEEIG BIAdIKTUOKOU EKQOBICHOU aTTEIAOUCAV TNV UYIN aQVATITUEN TNG QUTOEKTIUNONG Kal
ouvEBaAav o€ OXOAIKA aTTOTUXIA, EYKATAAEIYPN KAl O€ AUENUEVA WUXOAOYIKA CUNTITWUATA
OTTWG KATABAIWN Kal ayXog. AKOUN, O OIadIKTUAKOG EKQPOBICHOG EXEI ETTITITWOEIG KAl OTNV
akadnuaikn/oxoAIkr eTTidoon Tou BUPaToG. 2€ épeuva Tou 2014 [129] emBepaiwveTal OTI
Ol padnTéG TTOU U@ioTavTal EKPORICPO OTOV KUBeEpvOXwpPo ouvhBwg Aaupdavouv
XOUNAOGTEPOUG BaBuoug Kal diaTpExouv Kivouvo xaunAng akadnuaikng emidoong. Me
Bdaon autd BewpnBnke OTI gival APKETA WPEAINN N LEAETN KAl OUYKPIOT aAyopiOuwy yia
TNV avayvwpion Tou dIadIKTUaKoU EKQORICUOU Kal N ETTITUXNG QVIXVEUCTH] TOU HECW Hiag
auTtoparoTtroinuévng d1adikaaciag.
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2. OEQPHTIKO MAAIZIO

O 010dIKTUAKOG EKPORBIOUOG UTTOPEI VO OPIOTEI WG «Hia ETTIBETIKN Kal OKOTTIUN TTPAEN TTOU
dlecayetal amd opada 1 AToMo, HE XPNON NAEKTPOVIKWY HOPPWV  ETTIKOIVWVIAG,
ETTAVEIANUUEVA Kal PE TNV TTAPODO TOU XPOVOU €VAVTIOV VOGS BUUATOG TTOU OEV UTTOPEI
€UKOAQ va UTTEPACTTIOTEI TOV £aUTO TOoUu» (Prakash,2021) [96]:

[Cyberbullying can be defined as an aggressive, intentional act carried out by a group or
individual, using electronic forms of contact, repeatedly and over time against a victim
who cannot easily defend him or herself.] Prakash, Sherly. (2021).

O d1adIKTUOKOG eKQOPBIOUOG AQUPBAVEI XWPO OE APKETEG TTAATQOPUEG  OTTWG AUECQ
pnvoparta, ynvopara  KEIPYEVOU, HECA KOIVWVIKAG DIKTUWONG Kal OIadIKTUAKA TTaixVvidia.
2UhQwva Pe 1o statisticbrain.com, o1 1O KOIVEG TTAATQPOPUESG EPPAVIONG BIABIKTUOKOU
EKQOBIOPOU gival Ta KOIVWVIKA dikTua PE TTpWTO OTNV KataTtaén 1o Facebook [97].

O1 epeuvnTég €XOUV XPNOIPOTTOINCElI OIAPOPEG TTNYEG OEDOMEVWY. Z€ Hia €pEUva TTOU
01e€Ax0n 10 2012 atrd Toug Dinakar et al. (2012) [98], agloAoynOnkav dedopéva atro TIg
TTAaTQOpueG YouTube kai Formspring, xpnoigotoiwviag 10 50% amd 10 oUvOAo
dedopévwy Tou YouTube wg ouvolo ektraideuong, 1o 20% w¢ ouvoAo eTTaAnBeuong Kai
10 UTTOAOITTO 30% WG OUVOAO EAEyXOU. Z€& AAAEG Epeuveg atro Toug Van Hee et al. (2012)
[99,100] €&nxOnoav dedopéva atmmd 10 Ask.fm (Baciopéva o€ epWTHOEIG-ATTAVTIOEIG)
xpnoipotrolwvtag 1o Aoyiouikdé GNU Wget. EmittAedy, o€ €peuva Tou 2015 £peuveg atrd
Toug Hosseinmardi et al. (2015) [101] cuAAéxOnkav 316.500 dedopéva atrd 1o Instagram
oupTrepIAauBavouévwy  €IKOVWYV Kal oxoAiwv atrd 25.000 xprioteg. Ettiong, oe épeuva
atro Toug Zhao et al. (2016) [102] xpnoigoTtroindnke cav mnyr dedouévwy 1o Twitter.

Ooov agopd Ta XOPAKTNPIOTIKA TTOU XENOIMOTTOIOUVTAl OTIC €PEUVEG VIO QViXveuon
O10dIKTUOKOU €KQOBICHOU, cUP@wva pe TNV TTNyR Salawu et al. (2020) [103] diakpivovTal
0€ 4 KATNYOPIEG:

1) XapaktnpioTIK& TTou Bacifovtal oTo TTEPIEXOPEVO dNAAd AECIKOAOYIKA OTOIXEIO
TToU €€AyovTal OTTO TO £YYPAPO OTTWGS AECEIG-KAEIDIA, AVTWVUNIES Kal onueia oTiENg

2) XapakTnpIoTIKA Baciouéva o€ ouvalodruarta, dnAadr, Ekeiva TTou UTTOOEIKVUOUV
OUYKIVNOIOKA TTEPIEXOMEVA  OTTWG  AECEIG-KAEIDIG, @pAceiC kal oUPBOAa  TTOU
KaBopifouv To ouvaicOnua OTO KEIPEVO

3) XapakTnpioTIKA Baciopéva oTo XpHoTn OTTwG nAIKia, QUAO Kal 0€EOUAAIKOG
TTPOCAVATOANICTHOG KAl

4) XapakTnpioTIKA Baciopéva oTo BikTuO, OTTWGS 0 apIBUOS Twv PIAwyY, 0 apiBudg
TWV aKoAOUBwYV, N ouxvoTNTa AVAPTNONG TTEPIEXOMEVOU KATT.

Zuxva YiveTal OUVOUOONOG TWV KOTNYOPIWY XOPAKTNEIOTIKWY KATA TN diegaywyn NG
épeuvag. Ta Tmapdadelyua, oTig €peuveg amd Toug Van Hee et al. (2012) [99,100]
TTPAYMATOTTOINONKE OCUVOUACNOG XAPAKTNEIOTIKWY TTou BaaifovTal OTo TTEPIEXOMEVO Kal
XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY TTou  PBaciovial  O0T0  ouvaiodnua. 2TV TTpOcEyyion  TTou
TTapoucidoTnke atmo Toug Hosseinmardi et al. (2015) [101] ouvdudoTnKav XapakTnpIoTIKA
Baocliopéva OTO TTEPIEXOMEVO KAl XOPOAKTNEIOTIKA Baoiopéva OT0 OIKTUO €V OTNV
TTpooéyyion Twv Zhao et al. (2016) [102] kai otnv TTpooéyyion Twv Dinakar et al. (2012)
[98] xpnoiuotroINdnkav xapakTnEIoTIKG Baciopéva oTo TTEpIEXOMEVO. MNa TTapadelyua ol
Zhao et al. (2016) €¢Ayayav xapaktnpioTik& ekpofiopou (bullying features) Baciouéva
OTO TTEPIEXOUEVO OKOAOUBWVTAG TNV TTAPaKATW PeBodoAoyia:

«ETTe10r opiopéva unvoparta d1adIKTuakoU eKQORITHOU CUVHBWG TTEPIEXOUV KATAPA 1
UBPIOTIKEG A£EEIG, QUTEC O AECeIC eival KAAEG €vdeigelg TG UTTapENG ekpofIouou.
Emopévwg, emAéyoupe pia Aiota e TTPOOPROAEG-AECEIC e PAon TIG TTPONYOUUEVEG
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YVWOEIG MOG Kal KATTOI0UG eCWTEPIKOUG YAWOOIKOUG TTOPOUG
(http://www.noswearing.com/dictionary). Autl n Aiota TrepiExel 350 A€Ceic TTOU
UTTOOEIKVUOUV- KATAPA 1] apvnTIKG cuvaioBriuarta, O1TTwg nigga, bitch, fuck, slut, twat KA.
2TN OUVEXEIQ, OUYKPIVOUUE TN AioTa AEEEwV PE T XAPOKTNPIOTIKA JOVOYPAUPATO Kal TO
OIlYPANUATA TOU CWHATOG KEIPEVWY TTOU XPNOIUOTTOIOUVTAl Yia va An@B¢ei n Toun, n oTroia
Bewpeital wg insulting seeds(TrpooBAnTIKOI 0TTOPOI) O AUTO TO £yypao. Na TTapddelyua,
n  OTTIKOTIOINON TIPOORANTIKWY OTTOPWY TOou OuvOAou Oedopévwy twitter TTOU
XPNOIYOTIOIEITAI OTNV TTEIPAUATIKI) MEAETN @aiveTal oTo oXApa» (Zhao et al., 2016)

sl
nggas bilch

:§ bilchy <
% homofobta
“
bdchea
anli fudung negro
nigga whore fuck

Eikova 1 MpooBAnTiké Ae§iAdyio oTn péBodo Twv (Zhao et al., 2016) yia e§aywyn XapaKTNPICTIKWV
ek@oBiopou(bullying features) Baolouéva GTO TTEPIEXOMEVO.

Itil

di

«AUTEG o1 TTPOOBANTIKEG AEEEIC XPNOIKOTTOIOUVTAI VIO TNV KATAOKEUN £vOG ACiAoyiou, Kal
KAOe Keipevo Tou ouvolou dedouévwyv avTioTolxileTal o€ €va dIAVUCUA PETPWVTAG TIG
POPEG EPPAVIONG KABE AEENG TTou ep@avideTal. ETTekTeEivOUPE TOUG TTPOKABOPIOUEVOUG
TTPoaBANTIKOUG aTTépoug ue Baon Ta word embeddings. MNa k&Be TTPOGBANTIKO GTTOPO
EMAEYOUE TIG h KOpUPAIEG TTEPICCOTEPES TTAPOUOIEG AEEEIG OTO AECIAGYIO WG EKTETANEVA
XOPAKTNPIOTIKA ek@ofiopol.» (Zhao et al., 2016) Me autdv Tov TpOTTO, dnAadr oe duo
Briparta, egayovral TEAIKWG T XOPAKTNPIOTIKA eK@OPBIouoU. MNa TTapddeiyua, yia Tov
TTPOCBANTIKO OTTOPO slut e¢dyovTal o1 akdAoUBEeC BEKQ EKPPATEIG-OPOI WG TTIO TTAPOMOIES
ETTEKTEIVOVTAG TO APXIKO AEEIAOYIO e BAON TO TTEPIEXOPEVO TWV KEIUEVWV.

Similar Words | Cosine Similarity Scores
a slut 0.815
whore 0.738

a whore 0.638
hypocrite 0.536
bitch 0.508
puta 0.168
nerd 0.455
bully her 0.451
fat bully 0.440
bully nigga 0.435

Eikéva 2 Aéka TTIO KOVTIVOi OpoI-eK@pdceli§ oTov TTPOooBANTIKO odpo slut (Zhao et al., 2016)
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MNa pia ogipd nTNUATWY TToU OXETICOVTal PE TNV avayvwpion dIadIKTUOKOU EKQOBICUOU,
EXEl yivel épeuva pe BAon TNV €€0pUEN KEINEVOU OTTWG, Yyia TTapadeiyua, n O1adIKTUaKn
oe€ouaAiki TTapevoxAnon [104] kai n avixveuon aveTTiBuunTwy PnvupdaTwy [105].

EidikoTepQ, TTpoTAONKE a1rd Toug Yin et al. (2009) [106] pia TTpocEyyion ETTOTITEVOUEVNG
MABNoNg yia Tov TTPOCdIoPIoHO TTAPEVOXANTIKWY aVAPTHOEWY 0 OWHATIA CUVOMIAIAG Kal
oudnNTNOEWY QOPOUY.

2UYKEKPIYEVA, TPEIG TUTTOI XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY, dNAadn pe Bdon (a) To TTepiEXOUEVO, (B) TO
ouvaioBnua kai (y) Ta cuhgepaloueva XpnolpoTroinenkay yia tnv ektraidsuon evog SVM
Tagivounti. EmmAéov, xpnoigotroi®nkav n-grams kai TFIDF (Zuxvétnta opwv —
AvTioTpogpn Zuxvotnta eyypdagou). Av Kal Ta aTTOTEAECHOTA TNG £pEUvVAG ATAV KAAd, dEV
XPNOILOTTOINONKE Kapia TTAnpo@opia  XpnoTtn Kal  yivoTav  atToKAEIOTIKA  XPRon
ETTOTITEVUOUEVWYV HEOODWV.

Apxikd, o1 Yin et al. (2009) ouvékpivav Tnv amédoon Twv ueBddwv n-grams kail TF-IDF.
Ta atToTEAECUATA TTOU CUYKEVTPWONKAV €ival Ta TTAPAKATW:

Kongregate | Slashdot | MySpace Kongregate | Slashdot | MySpace
Precision 0.139 0.179 0.110 Precision 0.289 0.273 0.351
Recall 0.140 0.117 0.354 Recall 0.571 0.231 0.217
F-measure 0.140 0.141 0.168 F-measure 0.384 0.250 0.268

Eikova 3 ApioTepd: AtroteAéopara n-grams ota Tpia ouvoAa dedopévwv.Aedid: AtroteAéopara TF-
IDF ota Tpia ouvoAa dedopévwy (Yin et al., 2009)

«Ta arrotreAéopara NG Tmpoogyyiong TF-IDF €ival KaAUTEpa attd QUTHV TwvV N-grams.
OAeg o1 petpnoelg ival TTavw atro 20% kai n kaAuTepn, avakAnon (Recall) yia 1o cuvoAo
oedopévwyv  Kongregate, o@tavel 10 57%. To TFIDF ¢€ivai TOA0  TepIoodTEPO
ATTOTEAEOUATIKO WG TTPOCEYYIoN aTTO AAAEG BAOCIKEG PEBODOUG yIa TNV avixveuon Tng
TTapevoxAnong. Qotéoo, n atmrdédoon Tou TFIDF atméxer akdua TToAU atrd TIG TTPOCDOKIES
pag.» (Yin et al., 2009)

Mpokeiyévou va BeATiwoouv TTepaITépw TNV amoédoaon, ol cuyypageic (Yin et al., 2009)
ouvduacav TN pEBodo TF-IDF (TTEpIEXOUEVOU) PE XOPAKTNPIOTIKA CUVAICOANATOG Kal
OUNQPACOPEVWV.

«H xapnAf amédoon Twv amAwv PeBOdWV deixvel OTI aTTAITOUVTAl TTEPICCOTEPO
TTOAUTTAOKEG HEBODOI yia TOV EVIOTIONO TnG TrapevoxAnong. H Treipauarikny pag
TTpootyyion TrePIAAPPBAvEl T XpPron TOTTIKWY XOAPAKTNPIOTIKWY, XAPOKTNPIOTIKWYV
ouvaiodBnudtwy Kol oup@paléueva XapaktnpioTikG. Mo 1a  cupepaloéueva
XOPAKTNPIOTIKA, opicaue Tnv TTapAUETPO MEYEBoug TTapaBupou ot k = 3. Na T1a
XOPAKTNPIOTIKA cuvaloBAuaTog, To AeCIKO €ival To idl0 pe To AeCIKO PBwuoAoxiag TTou
XPNOILOTTOIEITAI OTO TTPOYEVEDTEPA YAWOOIKA pag Treipdpata.» (Yin et al., 2009)

O1wg @aivetal otTnv TTapakATw €1KOVA, 0 oUVOUAOHOG TWV XapakTNPEIoTIKWY TF-IDF pe
XOPAKTNPIOTIKG ouVaIoBAUOTOG KAl CUP@PAlouévwy, BEATIWOE Ta aTTOTEAEOPOTA KAl OTA
Tpia OUVOAQ OEOONEVWV.

Kongregate | Slashdot | MySpace
Precision 0.352 0.321 0.417
Recall 0.595 0.277 0.250
F-measure 0.442 0.298 0313

Eikéva 4 AtroteAéopaTta ouvbuao ol XapaKTNPIOTIKWV TF-IDF pg XapaKTNPIoTIKA cuvaioOuaTog
Kol oup@padopévwy oTa Tpia ouvola dedopévwy. (Yin et al., 2009)
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[evIKA, O€ APKETEC EPEUVEG, METALU TWwV OTTOIWV KAl Ol TTPOOVAPEPOUEVEG EPEUVEG
[99,100,102], €xel emmAeyei WG AAYOPIBUOG ETTOTITEUOPEVNG MABnong o SVM (Support
Vector Machine) 81611 £xel @avei TTwg gival KAatdAANAog yia Tagivounon Kelévou uwnAng
AogOTNTAG, OTTWG YIa TOV EVTOTTIONO OIOdIKTUAKOU €KQOBIOUOU, XPNOIMOTTIOIWVTAG
XOPAKTNPIOTIKA TTOU BacifovTal O€ TTEPIEXOPEVO, OTTWG eTTIoNUaivouv ol (Desmet & Hoste,
2014) [108].

«ZUVOAIKG, 0 SVM xeipietal KOAUTEPA TN CUUTTEPIANWN KAKWYV XAPOKTNPIOTIKWVY. Ta
dlypdappara Aégewy, yia TTapadelyua, utroBadpifouv Tnv atrodoon o€ OAEG TIG DOKIUEG KAl
E€XOUV TOV MIKPOTEPO aVTIKTUTTO oTtov SVM, mmBavotarta Adyw TnG €yyevoug ETTIAOYNAG
XapakTnploTiIkwy Tou» (Desmet & Hoste, 2014).

Map '6Aa autd, o1 pEBodol Xwpig TTIRBAEWYN YTTOPOUV ETTIONG VA aATTOOEIXO0UV TTOAUTIUEG.
EidikoTepa, otnv peAétn Twv (CHISHOLM, 2006), emixeipiOnke ye 10 idI0 oUvoAo va
TTpoodiopioTolV  clusters (OuoTAdEG) TIOU  TTEPIEXOUV  OIADIKTUAKO  EKQOBIOUO,
XPNOIMOTTOIWVTAG évav aAyopiBuo TTou BacieTal o€ kavoveg [107].

Ooov agopd 1OV €VTOTTIONO TOU OIOBIKTUAKOU €KQORBIOUOU, PETAEU Twv OXOAiwv Tou
YouTube, XapaktnpioTikd TTapddelyua atroTeAei n Tpooéyyion Twv Dinakar et al. (2021)
[109], TTou TrepiEypawayv pia PHEBODO eVTOTTIOUOU Kal €TTeCEpyaniag. 21n uEBodO Toug,
XPNOIYOTToINCAV Mia TTOIKIAIa SUAdIKWYVY Kal TTOAATTAWY KATNYOPIWY TAgIvounTr O¢ éva
OUVOAO O€OOPEVWV TOU OTTOIOU OI ETTICNUAVOEIC TTPOEKUWAV UE  XEIPOKIVATO TPOTTO.
Emiong epdpuocav Tn yvwon TnG KOIVAG AOYIKNAG YIO TOV EVTOTTIONO Ol1adIKTUOKOU
eKQOBIoPoU. H xprion Koivi g AoyIKAG NTTOPE va fonBrioel aTnv TTapoxr TTANPOQPOPIWY Yia
TIG YVWOEIG KAl TO ouvaloBriuata Twv avlpwTtwyv. XpnoluoTroinoav akoun duo (2 )TUtroug
XOPAKTNPIOTIKWYV: 1) YEVIK& XAPAKTNPIOTIKA TTOU TTEPIEIXAV OTABPIOUEVA UOVOYPAPUaTa
pe TFIDF kai 2) €18IKa eTTiIonUaopéva XapakTnPIoTIKA. H HEAETN Toug €0€1EE OTI 0 duadikdg
Ta&IVOUNTAG MTTOPEI va LETTEPATElI OE AKpPIBEIa TNV avayvwpion KEIPEVIKOU dIadIKTUAKOU
EKQOBIOPOU o€ OUYKpPIoN PE TagIvouNnTES TTOANATTAWY TAgewv. OI TTEPIOPICHOI TNG HEAETNG
TOUG €ival Ot dgv EAafav uTTOWn TOUG TOV TTPAYMATIONO Tou SIAAGYOU Kal TNG GUVOMIAIOG
Kl TO KOIVWVIKO ypdenua dIKTUwOoNG.

Naive Bayes Rule-based Jrip Tree-based J48 SMO (SVM)

Accuracy Kappa Accuracy Kappa Accuracy Kappa | Accuracy Kappa

Sexuality 66% 0.657 80.20% 0.598 63.40% 0.573 66.70% 0.79
Race 66% 0.789 68.30% 0.789 63.50% 0.657 66.70% 0.718
Intelligence 72% 0.467 70.39% 0.512 70% 0.568 72% 0.7723

Eikova 5 Auadikoi TagivounTtég yia aveSaptnTeg eTikéTeg (Dinakar et al., 2021)

Z.KaAoyiavvidn 24



Avixveuon S1adIKTUOKOU EKQOBIONOU hE XpAON OAYOpPiBuwWY pnxavikhig paénong

Mixture 63% 0.445 63% 0.507 61% 0.456 66.70% 0.653

Eikova 6 Tagivountég TTOAAATTAWY KAAOEWY YIO TO CUYXWVEUMEVO OUVOAO dedopévwy(Dinakar et
al., 2021)

OT1rwg @aiveTal Kal atrd Ta aTTOTEAETPATA TTAPATTAVW «OI SUABIKOI TAEIVOUNTES TTOU £XOUV
EKTTAIOEUTEI VIO MEMOVWHEVEG ETIKETEG €ival TTOAU KAAUTEPOI ATTO TOUG TAGIVOUNTEG
TTOAOTTAWY KAGOEWY TTOU £XOUV EKTTAIBEUTE YIa OAEG TIG eTIKETEGY (Dinakar et al., 2021).

EmmAéov, aicel va avagepbei n peAétn Twv Nahar et al. (2013) [110] to 2013, n otroia
TIPOTEIVE UIO ATTOTEAECUATIKA TTPOCEYYION EVTOTTIONOU SIadIKTUAKOU £K@QORBICHOU aTTO Ta
MEOQ KOIVWVIKAG OIKTUWONG. ETTITTAEOV, OTNV PEAETN QUTA TTAPOUCIAOTNKE £VA HOVTEAO
YPOAPAMATOG yIa TNV e€Eaywyr) Tou OIadIKTUOKOU ek@oBiopou. Autd odnynoe oTtov
EVIOTTIONO TWV TTIO €VEPYWV BUTWV Kal BuPdTwY PEow aAyopiBuou kartataéng. To
TTPOTEIVOUEVO HOVTEAO YPAPHATOG Ba PTTOPOUCE Va XPNOIKOTTOINBE yIa TV avayvwpion
Tou emTTédou BupaTotroinong dIadIKTUOKOU €KQORBIoUOU Kal yia AQyn amo@dcewyv o€
METETTEITO MEAETEG.

2TIG TTEPIOOOTEPEG MEAETEG yia avixveuon cyberbullying, xpnoiyotrolgital €megepyaacia
@uoIknG YA wooag - NLP (Natural Language Processing) yia Tnv TTPOETTeCEpyacia Twv
KEIMEVWV Kal, OTNV OUVEXEIQ, aAyopiBuol unxavikng paenong- ML (Machine Learning)
[99,100,102,111,112,109,116,117] yia TNV KATAyopPIOTTOiNGH TOug. 2av PEBOdOI yia Tn
dnuioupyia feature vectors (diavUopaTa XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY), Ol ETTIKPATECTEPES Eival N
TFIDF (Term Frequency - Inverse Document Frequency) kai Bow (Bag of Words).
2UhQwva pe TNV €peuva Twy Islam et al. (2020) [111] n péBodog TFIDF eixe kaAuTepa
atmmoTeAéoparta. 2Tnyv idla Epeuva ouykpibnkav o1 aAyépiBuol ML SVM, Decision Tree Kai
Random Forest, ye 1a amoteAéopaTta va avadeikvuouv Tov SVM akpIBEOTEPO OTTWG
EIMTWONKE Kal TTapATTAvVW.

EvOeIkTIKA, oTnV TTapakATW €IKOva BAETTOUME TTWGS N akpifela Kal Twv 4 aAyopiBuwv
MNXAVIKAG HABnong utro e¢€Taon oTnv £psuva Twv (Islam et al., 2020) ATav avwTepn 0TV
Trepimtwon xpnong TF-IDF atmrd 611 Bow.
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Precision

0.78 4

0.72 4

NB

SVM RF

Classifier Algorithm

Eikéva 7 ZOykpion pe8odwyv TF-IDF ka1 BoW wo Tpog TNV akpifeia yia Toug 4 aAyopiduoug

(Islam et al., 2020)

21N ouvéxela TnG idlag €pguvag, pe TN uEBodo TF-IDF dnuioupynBnke éva ROC ypdaenua
(Yypaenua yia 1n oUykpion aAyopiBuwy Tagivounong). 10 ypaenua autd @avnke kabapd
TTWG 0 SVM amédwaoe KAAUTEPO CUYKPITIKA JE TOUG UTTOAOITTOUG aAyopiBuoug.

True Positive Rate
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Fig. 5. ROC curve for TF-IDF

Eikéva 8 IMNpdenua ROC Twv 4 aAyopiBuwv pnxavikAg padnong pe tn pé@odo TF-IDF(Islam et al.,

2020)

EkT6¢ amd Toug kabiepwpévoug alyopiBuoug Machine Learning TTou ava@épOnkav
TTaPATTAVW, O€ QPKETEG €peuveG eCeTdleTal n xprion Deep Learning (BaBid Maénon) yia
TNV avayvwpion d1adIKTUaKoU eKQOBIoHoU - cyberbullying. Mpdo@ata povréAa Baciopéva
o¢ BaBu veupwvikd diktuo (DNN) €xouv eTTiong €QAPUOOTE yio TNV AviXvEUON TOU
O1adIKTUAKOU €KPOPICUOU, O6TTWG TTapouacialeTal atro Toug Agrawal & Awekar, (2018) kai
Zhang et al. (2016) [114,115]. MAAioTa, oTnv TTpooéyyion Twv Agrawal & Awekar, (2018)
[114], xpnotuoTroiouvTtal povréAa DNN yia tnv avixveuon Tou dIadIKTUaKoU €KQOBICUOU
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KOl €XOUV ETTEKTEIVEI TA MOVTEAD TOUG O€ TTOANEG TTAATQPOPUEG MEOWV KOIVWVIKAG
OIKTUWwoNG. Me Bdon Ta ava@epOUEVA ATTOTEAEOUATA, TA WOVTEAQ TNG TTPOCEYYIONG
Agrawal & Awekar, (2018) uTtrepTEpPOUV TwV TTAPAdOCIOKWY PoVTEAwV ML. Edw agicel
ONUEIWBEN 0TI oTNV €v Adyw HEAETN dNAWBNKE OTI €QAPUOOTNKE N PABNON WETAPOPAG
(transfer learning), OTOIXEIO TTOU ONUAIVEI TTWG TA YOVTEAQ TTOU €XOUV AVATITUEEI yIQ TOV
eEVIOTIONG TOU OIadIKTUAKOU €KQOBIOHOU  PTTOpoUV va  TTIPOCOPHUOCTOUV KAl vad
XPNoIYoTToINBoUV Kal € AAAA OUVOAQ OEQONEVWV.

Mo ouykekpIiyéva, OO0V AQOpPd TNV TEXVIKA MABNONG HETAQOPAG, OOKIJAoTnKav 3
OIOQOPETIKEG TTPOOEYYIOEIS OTNV €peuva Twv Agrawal & Awekar, 2018.

1. NMA4png Ekpabnon MetaBiBaong (TL1): & autr TN pop@r, éva JOVTEAO EKTTAIDEUNEVO
ot €va OUVOAO OedOUEVWY  XPNOIUOTTOINONKE aTTeuBEiag yia TOV  EVTOTTIONO TOU
OI0dIKTUAKOU €KQORBIOCHOU 0 AAAO OUVOAQ OEQOUEVWV XWPIG OTTOIAdNTTOTE ETTITTAOV
ektTaidoeuon. To TL1 0driynoe o€ onUAvTIKA XaunAf avakAnon UTTodEIKVUOVTOG OTI TA TRIA
OUVOAO OedOMEVWV €XOUV DIOQPOPETIKA @UON OIadIKTUOKOU €KQOBIOUOU HE XauNAN
ETTIKAAUYWN.

2. EkpaBnon Metagopdg Emmédou XapaktnpioTikwy (TL2): Ze auti Tn popen,
eEKTTaIOEUTNKE €va POVTEAO Ot éva OUVOAO Oedopévwyv Kal POvVo ol PaBnuéveg
evowpaTwoelg Aégewv (word embeddings) peta@épBnkav o€ GAAO GUVOAO dedOUEVWYV VIO
TNV €KTTAiI®EUON €VOG VEOU POVTEAOU. Z€ OoUyKpion ue To TL1, n BaBuoAoyia avdkAnong
BeATILONKE dpapaTIKG pe To TL2.

3. EKudOnon uyetagopdg emtrédou povréAou (TL3): Ze autr) TN popen, Eva PJOVTEAO TTOU
EKTTAIOEUTNKE O€ £va OUVOAO OeDOUEVWV KAl £PABE eVOWUATWOEIG AECEWY, KABWGS Kal
BAapn OIKTUOU, PeTaPEPETAl O AANO OUVOAO OedopEVWV YO eKTTAIOEUON €VOC VEOU
pMovTéAou. ATTé To TL3 dev TTPOKUTITEI OTTOIAONTTOTE ONUAVTIKI BEATIWON O€ OoX€oN WE TO
TL2. Auti n éANAeipn BeAtiwong Ocixvel 611 n petagopd Bapwv OIKTUOU Oev gival
ATTAPAITATN YIA TOV EVTOTTIONO SIOBIKTUAKOU EKQORBICHUOU KAl Ol EVOWPATWOEIG AEEEWV TTOU
€Xouv udbel gival N Bacikr yvwaon TTou attokTatal aTrd Ta poviéAa DNN.

Ta atroTEAEOPATA TWV TPIWV PEBOBWYV PETAPOPAS HABNONG PaivovTal Kal OTNV TTAPaKATW
€IKOVA :

Metric | M| Ry T+ W+
Test

TL1[TL2[TL3|TL1[TL2[TL3| TL1|TL2|TL3

F[ - | - | - [038]0.90]0.88]0.51]0.92]0.85

Precision 110.83|0.88(0.90| - - - (0.7210.91|0.90
w|o.82[0.92[0.91]0.68[0.90[0.91] - | - | -

F[ - | - | - [0.04]0.98]0.98]0.66[0.98]0.99

Recall 110.0110.99(0.99| - - - 10.17{0.98|0.99
W|0.21[0.96]0.96[0.05[0.97[0.96] - | - | -

F| - E - {0.0710.95]0.93]0.58]0.95]0.92

I"1-score T10.03|0.93|0.94| - - - 10.28(0.94|0.94
w]0.35[0.94[0.94]0.10]0.94[0.94] - | - | -

Eikova 9 Z0ykpion pEBOSWV peTOPOPAg HABNoNng wg pog TRV akpiBeia (Agrawal & Awekar,
2018).
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TéNog, avagépetar n Tpooéyyion Twv Al-Ajlan & Ykhlef, 2018 [113], 610U
xpnoigotrolouvral word  embeddings yia TV apIBuNnTIKA avatrapaoTacn  Twv
KEIMEVWYV,TTOU €ival pia evaAAakTikhy péBodog avti yia TFIDF kai BoW, kai émeira
onuioupyeital éva veupwvikd dikTuo CNN (ZuveAikTIKO Neupwviko AikTuo) pe Tn Bondeia
Tou Keras (dleTTa®rf TTPOYPAUMATIONOU €QapPOywY PBaBIdg padnong ypaupévn o€
Python), To o1Toi0 CUyKpPIVOUEVO YE TOV SVM atTo@Epel KAAUTEPA ATTOTEAECUATA.

H apxITEKTOVIKY) TOU JOVTEAOU TTOU XPNOIKOTIOINCAV QAIVETAI OTNV TTAPAKATW EIKOVA:

Word 1 [~~~
. Word2 ] I \ . . p .
et 53 . . . Class |
= @ @
Matrix of word Convolution Layer Max Pooling Layer Fully connected layers
embedding

Eikova 10 Apxitektovikil CNN povtéAou Twyv (Al-Ajlan & Ykhlef, 2018)
To PovTéAO OuykpiBnke pE TOv aAyOpIBuo SVM wg TTPOG TIG METPIKEG TNG aKpiBElag

(accuracy) kai TG avakAnong (recall). Ta ammoteAéopaTa TToU TTPOEKUWAV PaivovTal oTa
TTAPAKATW dlaypANUATA:

100

95

S0

85

Accuracy (%)

80

75

70
CNN-CB Cont
Algorithm

Eikova 11 CNN-CB ka1 Cont SVM akpieia (Al-Ajlan & Ykhlef, 2018)
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CMNMN-CB Cont
Algorithm

Eikéva 12 CNN-CB ka1 Cont SVM avdkAnon (Al-Ajlan & Ykhlef, 2018)

A6 Ta diaypdpuara gival eppavig n uttepox Tou CNN évavTi Tou aAyopiBuou SVM.

2Tnv Trapouca avaAuon Kal uAotroinon Ba xpnoidotroinBei n TTpoceyyion Twv
OAYOPIBUWY pnxavikng padnong kai 6x1 BaBIAG unxavikAg Pabnong. Zuykekpipyéva,Ba
epapuoaTolV ol aAyépiBuol Naive Bayes, Random Forest, Decision Tree, SVM kai KNN
Kal Ba ouykpiBouv w¢ TTPOG TNV aTTOdOCN OTNV QVIXVEUOHN TTOAUTALIKOU OIAdIKTUOKOU
eKQOBIoPOU.

Ooov agpopd Ta OUVOAa dedopévwy, oTnv TTapouca avdAuon kal uAlotroinon Ba
xpnoigotroinBouv dUo ouvoAa Oedopévwy, T0 «SOSNet Twitter Dataset» kai TO
«Suspicious Tweets Dataset», Ta oTT0ia TTAPOUCIALOVTAI OTN CUVEXEIQ.
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3. AEAOMENA

Ta ouvoAa dedopéVWY TTOU XPNOIYOTTOINONKAY oTnV TTapouca avaAuon Kal UAOTTOINGCN
gival, 6TTwg TTpoava@épdnke, To «SOSNet Twitter Dataset» kal To «Suspicious Tweets
Dataset». H emAoyf autwv Twv dUo ouvoAwy £yive BAael eukoAiag TTpdoacng oe auTd
Kal 10T TTpOCEPepAv TTOAUTAEIKA Tagivounon Tou dIadIKTUAKOU €KPOBIoHOU YEYOVOG TTOU
armroteAhovoe ¢ntoupevo. EmimmAéov, T0 SOSNet Twitter Dataset £xel 100pPOTTNHEVEG
KAGoelg, oe avTtiBeon pe 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset 0To OTT0I0 TA PN-EKPOPIOTIKA
tweets UTTEPTEPOUV. ZUVETTWG, N QUON TOUG €ival dIAPOPETIKI KAl O OUVOUAOHOG TOUG
KpIiVETal WEENIPOG yia TNV ao@aAéoTepn OlECaywyr) CUUTTEPACUATWY WG TTPOG ThV
arrodoon Twv OAyopiBuwyv. TNV avAdAuon Kal €TTECEPYATia TOU TTEPIEXOPEVOU TWV
ouvohwv «SOSNet Twitter Dataset» kal «Suspicious Tweets Datasety, amrapaitnTn givai
N TTapPoUCiacn Kal TTEPIYPA@) YAWOOOAOYIKWY CTOIXEIWV TWV KEIMEVWYV, KABOTI TTEPIEXOUV
TTANPOPOpPIEC KABOPIOTIKAG ONUACIAG YIa TNV £QApUOYr TwV aAyopiBuwy Kal TRV avaAuon
ouvalIotnuaTogG.

3.1 SOSNet Twitter Dataset

KaBwg n xpnon Twv JECWV KOIVWVIKAG OIKTUWONG YiveTal oAoéva Kal TTIo d1adedopévn o€
KABe nAIKIOKN) OMAdA, n CUVTPITITIKA TTAElopn®@ia Twv TToONITwv PBaciletar o€ autd TO
OUCIOOTIKO PECO yia TNV KaBnuepivry €mmKolvwvia. H tTavraxou TTapoucia Twv PECWV
KOIVWVIKNAG SIKTUWONG onuaivel 0TI 0 OIadIKTUAKOG €KPOBICPOG PTTOPEI va eTTNPEdOEl
ATTOTEAECUATIKA OTTOIOVOATTOTE AVA TTACA OTIYUI KAl OTTOUSNTTOTE, KAl N OXETIKIA AVWVUHIa
TOoU AIaBIKTUOU KABIOTA TTI0 SUOKOAO VO OTAPATACOUV TETOIEG TTPOCWTTIKES ETTIOECEIC OE
oUyKpIon YE TOV TTaPadOCIakd eKPOPIOUO.

21i¢ 15 Atpihiou 2020, n UNICEF €&€dwoe uia mTpo€idoTroinon w¢ atrdvinon oTov
augnuévo Kivouvo d1adIKTUaKoU eK@OBIoUOU Katd Tn didpkela Tng Travonuiag COVID-19
AOYW TOU EKTETANEVOU KAEICIMATOG TWV OXOAEiWV, TOU augnuévou Xpovou 0Bdvng Kal TNG
MEIWPEVNG KOIVWVIKAG AAANAETTIOpaonG TTPOOWTTO e TTPOCWTTO. Ta OTATIOTIKA OTOIXEIA
TOU OIadIKTUOKOU €K@OPIOPOU eival evieAwg avnouxntikd: 1o 36,5% Twv pabnrwv
Yupvaooiou kal Aukeiou €xouv aioBavOei d1adIKTUOKO eK@OBIOCUO Kal To 87% €xouv
TTapatnEnoel dIadIKTUOKO EKQOPBIOHUO, HE ETTITITWOEIS TTOU KUMGIVOVTAI OTTO MEIWMEVN
akadnuaikn €1Tidoon €wg KATABAIYN PE QUTOKTOVIKEG OKEWEIG.

Y16 10 TTpicpa OAwV QUTWYV, TO TTPWTO OUVOAO OedOUEVWYV TO OTTOIO XPNOIKOTTOINBNKE
oTnNV TTapoUCa SITTAWUATIKY €pyaCia, avTAnBnke atrd To KOIVWVIKO dikTuo Tou Twitter. Mo
OUYKEKpIMEVA, TTPOKEITal yia 47.692 keipeva xpnoTtwv Ttou Twitter ta omroia €xouv
TaglivounBei o KAtrola katnyopia OIadIKTUAKOU EKQOPICHOU 1 dev €xouv OuvoeDei
KaBoAou pe O1adikTUakS ek@ofiopd. To SOSNet Twitter Dataset avaktAbnke atd ToV
TTOPAKATW OUVOECO:

https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/andrewmvd/cyberbullying-classification

3.1.1 Tpétrog dnuioupyiag SOSNet Twitter Dataset

To auvolo dedopévwyv-dataset Traprxbnoe 1o 2020 atd Toug J. Wang, K. Fu kai C.T. Lu
[118]. Na mn dnuioupyia Tou TeAIKOU dataset Tou oTToiou N doun TTEPIYPAPETAI AVAAUTIKA
0€ ETTOUEVEG €vOTNTEG XpeldoTnkav AGANa 6 datasets amd AGAAeG €peuveg yia TO
cyberbullying [119,114,120,121,122,123,124]. 2TnV TTAPOKATW EIKOVA TTAPOUCIACETAI Hia
ouvoyn Oedopévwy (dataset summary) oTnv oTroia @AivETAl N CUVEICPOPA Twv 6
OUVOAWYV OeBOUEVWV OTO TEAIKO TTOU XPNOIMOTTOIEITAI OTNV TTAPOUCa JITTAWMATIKN.
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TABLE I: Dataset Summary

Name Total CB Not CB  Age Ethnicity  Gender  Religion  Other
Agrawal [30] 16050 5963 10087 0 13 2841 1922 187
Bretischneider [33] 4475 183 4292 49 29 34 0 71
Chatzakou [29] 1500 1278 222 17 100 115 10 1036
Davidson [31] 205 181 24 3 27 121 1 27
Waseem [34], [35] 12899 8900 3999 0 86 3339 0 5475
WISC [32] 4095 1078 3024 04 17 39 0 921
Collective Before DQE | 39224 17583 21648 165 272 6489 1933 1717
Collective After DQE 69767 50468 19299 10010 12730 10277 9367 8084

Eikova 13 Karavopun Twv 6 empépoug ouvoAwy dedopévwyv-datasets yia Tn dnuioupyia Tou
SOSNet Twitter Dataset (Wang et. al, 2020)

Ta ouvoAa dedouévwy Chatzakou, Waseem,Bretschneider kai WISC trapeixav pévo ta
avayvwpIoTIKA Twv tweets (Tweet IDs), eTTouévwg ol ouyypaeic [118] xpnoigotroinoav
10 API Tou Twitter yia va avakTijoouv To TTEPIEXOMEVO KEINEVOU Twv tweets. Asdopévou
OTI TTOAAG tweets €xouv ag@aipeBei 1] kaTapynBei attd TN dNPOCiEUCH AUTWY TWV CUVOAWV
Oedouévwy, mITEUXONKE N avaktnon Tou 45,6%, 41,8%, 54,9% kai 51,4% Twv tweets
ammdé auTtd Ta avtioTolxa oUvoAa Oedopévwy. ETTeIdr) n €peuva  €TTIKEVTPWONKE OTN
AeTTTONEPN TOgIVOUNON Twv tweets TTOU TTPOKAAOUV €KQOBICUO OTOV KUBEPVOXWPO,
OUVEXIOTNKE N TAgIVOUNON TwV TTEPITITWOEWYV OIOdIKTUAKOU EKPOBIOHOU aUTWY TWV £EI
OUVOAWYV OedOPEVWV XEIPOKiIVNTA Kal opadoTtroinuéva tweets Tng idlag katnyopiag (Aoyw
TTEPIOPIOPEVOU XPOVOU Kal avBpwTTivou duvauikou, uévo Ta pwTta 1500 tweets amod 10
ouvoAo dedopévwy Chatzakou kail Ta TpwTa 4475 tweets atmo Ta dedouéva Tou Davidson)
EMOoNUAvONKav TTepAITEPW Kal Xpnolyotroiénkav. H KUplia ouvelopopd TnG £peuvag
[118] ATav n xprion MIOG TPOTTOTTOINKEVNG ETTEKTAONG OUVAMIKOU £PWTHMATOG, Yia vd
au¢nBei 0 apIBPOS TwV BEIYPATWY KABE TAENG UE NUIETTOTITEUOUEVO TPOTTO.

3.1.2 Xpnoigotroioupevn YAwooa SOSNet Twitter Dataset

MpokeIgévou va UTTApXE! dia oa@ng eikova Tng TTpoéAsuong Twy tweets, gival xprioipo va
eCeTaoToUV Ta 6 emuépouc datasets Tou atraptiCouv TO TEAIKO.

To dataset Waseem [122] apxIkd dnuioupyndnke pe Tn Bondeia TG avalnitnong-search
Tou Twitter APl o€ ouykekpipgéva hashtags 6mmwe #MKR T1ToU Trepigixav oe€IoTIKA tweets.
Ev ouvexeia, atmd 10 cwpa KelpEvwy agaipédnkav oca dev ATav otnv AyyAikh YAwooa.
" autd, OTTWG QaiveTal kKal ammd 1n ouvoyn dedopévwyv-dataset summary Tou dGONKe
TTOPATTAVW, N OUVIPITITIKY  TTAcioyneia  Twv tweets amd oautd T10 dataset
KatnyoplotroinBnkav amod Toug ouyypa@eic [118] wg gender cyberbullying.

To Davidson dataset [120] apxik& &ekivnoe Pe €va AeEIKO pNTOPIKNAG WiIoOUG, TO OTTOI0
TTepIEixe AECeEIC Kal @pdoelc TTpoadiopIOUEVES WS PNTOPIKA Miooug atrd To Hatebase.org.
XpnoiyotroiwvTag 1o Twitter APl o1 ouyypageic avalntnoav yia tweets mou TrepIEXouv
Opouc amd 1O Ae€IKO, pe amoTédeopa Ociyua tweets amd 33.458 xproteg Twitter.
E¢yayav 10 Xpovodidypauua yia KABe xpriotn, ME atroTéAecua €va ouvolo 85,4
EKATOMMUPIWY tweets. ATTO autd TO WA, OTN CUVEXEIQ, TRPAV Eva TuxXaio dciypua 25
XINGdwv tweets 1Tou TTepIgixav dpoug atmd To ACIKO Kal KwdIKOTToiNBnKav XeipokivnTa
atrd Toug epyalouevoug Tou CrowdFlower (CF).

To Agrawal dataset [114] cival €éva apkeTtd 10iaitepo dataset yiati TTpoépxetal amo
TTOAOTTAEG TTAOATQPOPMEG. ZUYKEKPIPEVA TTEPIEXEl 12K Celyn epwTaTTAVIACEWY aTTd ThV
TTAaT@Opua FormSpring, 16K tweets atrd 1o Twitter (daveiopéva ammd 1o Waseem [122])
kal 100K oxohia atré 1n Wikipedia.

To Bretschneider dataset [121] dnuioupyAOnke atro tweets TTou GUAAEXBNKav PETAEU TNG
20-10-2012 kar 30-12-2012. To WISC dataset [124] trepiExel tweets ammd 10 dnuooia
d108éo1uo 2011 TREC Microblog (16 ekatoupUpia tweets delyparoAnTrrnuéva eETagu NG
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23" lavouapiou kai TG 8" dPeBpouapiou 2011). Ta tweets autd dev eivar pévo ota
AyyAika.

TéNog, 6oov agopd 1o Chatzakou dataset [119] cuAAéxBnkav tweets attod dIAQOPETIKA
topics pE TNV KATAVOMN VA QAivETAI AVAAUTIKA OTAV TTAPAKATW EIKOVA:

Table 1. An Overview of the Datasets Used with Respect to Number of Tweets, Users Involved, Period of
Collection, and Where in the Article Each Dataset Was Used

size users reference

period tweets #users (cleaned) (cleaned) sections

Baseline June—August 2016 1M 610k 70% 73% 3,4,5,6,7
Gamergate June—August 2016 600k 312k 69% 58% 3,4,5,6,7
NBA _Tuly 2017 400k 202k 57% 66% 3,71,72
BBC gender pay July 2017 100k 64k 69% 75% 3,71,7.2

Eikéova 14 Karavopun tweets o1o ouvoAo dedopévwy Chatzakou (Chatzakoy et al,2019)

Emoupévwg, pe Baon Tig TTapatrdvw AETITOUEPEIEG Yia Ta 6 datasets TTou ocuvBEéTouv auTd
TTOU Ba XPNOIYOTIOINGEI YIa TH CUYKPION TwV OAYOPIBUWY, CUPTTEPAIVETAI TTWG:

1. H yA\wooa mou xpnoigotroigital eivar n AyyAikn. Eteidn ta dedopéva £xouv
avtAnBei ammo TTAATEOPUA KOIVWVIKAG BIKTUWONG, N YAWooa TTou XPNOIUOTTOIEITAl
gival apyko.

2. Ta dedopéva TTpoEPYOVTal aTTO eKATOUUUpPIO XPAOTEG Tou Twitter, atmd TTOAAG
01ebvr) hashtags 1mou ag@opouv pidAim-reality shows, NBA Kk.a. Zuvemtwg ol
XPNOTEG Oev €ival QATTOKAEIOTIKA KATTOIOG OUYKEKPIMEVNG €BVIKOTATAG OAAG
AyyAoo@wvol atrd didgopa pépn.

3.1.3 Kartnyopieg AladikTuakou Ekgpofiopot SOSNet Twitter Dataset

O1rwg TTpoava@EPOnKe, TO TTPWTO CUVOAO dedopévwy OTO OTToI0 Ba eQapuOCTOUV Ol
aAy6piBuol oTo TTAQiCIO TNG epyaciag auThg dev TTpofaivel oe évav atmmAd duadiko
dlaxwpiopd Twv tweets oTIG KaTnyopieg dIABIKTUAKOG eKPOBIOPOG (cyberbullying)/oxi
O1adIKTUAKOG €KQOBIOUOS (not cyberbullying). H Tagivéunon mmou mrpayuartoTrolsital givai
TToAuTadikr. O1 katnyopieg AladikTuakoUu EK@OBIOCPOU OTIC OTTOIEG KaTAVEUOVTAl T
Keipeva gival ol akOAOUBEC:

HAIKIOKOG D108IKTUAKOG ekpofIoudgs -Age Cyberbullying
AladIKTUaKOG eKQOBIoHOG eBvIKOTNTAG-Ethnicity Cyberbullying
AladIKTUOKOG eKQOBICUOS @UAou-Gender Cyberbullying
OpnOKeUTIKOG BIadIKTUOKOG ek@oPIouds-Religion Cyberbullying
AAN\oG TUTTOG BladIKTUOKOU ekpoBIopou-Other type of cyberbullying
Ox1 d1adIkTUaKOG ekpoBioudg -Not cyberbullying

ouabhwnE

210 TTAdiola TG ev Adyw €peguvag, OTTwGg Ba TTEpIypagei Kal o€ €TTOUEVN evoTnTa, Ba
ayvonbBei n karnyopia 5 kai Ba agaipeBouv OAa Ta KEiPNEVA TNG KATNyopiag auThg.
2UVETTWG, Ta MPovTéAa Kal ol aAyépiBuol Tagivéunong tou Ba e@apuocTolv, Ba
KATATAOOOUV TA KEIYEVA OE Hia aTTd TIG EVOTTOUEIVATES 5 KATNYOPIEG.

2NMavTIKO OTOIXEIO ATTOTEAEI KAl N KATAVOMUN TWV KEIYEVWY ava katnyopia. Ta dedouéva
éxouv eflooppotnBei wote va TrepiExouv ~8000 keipeva atrd KABe KaTnyopia.
2UYKEKPIYEVA, N KATAVOUR TWwV KEIMEVWY Tou cuvOAou Oedopévwy avda KaTtnyopia,
TTOPOUCIACETAI AVOAUTIKA OTOV TTAPOKATW TTiVAKA:
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Mivakag 1 Karnyopieg AladiktuakoU EkgpoBiopol oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Kartnyopia EkgoBiouou MANBOG KelpEvwv
HAikia (Age) 7.992
EBvikétnTa (Ethnicity) 7.961
®UAo (Gender) 7.973
Opnokeia (Religion) 7.998
Ox1 diadikTuakog ek@ofiopog (Not cyberbullying) 7.945

3.1.4 FAwoooloyikd Zroixeia Keipévwv SOSNet Twitter Dataset

2€ QUTAV TNV vOTNTA Ba TTEPIYPAPOUV AVAAUTIKA Ta YAWOTOAOYIKA OTOIXEIQ TWV KEIMEVWV
TO000 OUVOAIKA 0600 Kal €I0IKOTEPA avda KaTnyopia OI1adIKTuakKoU  €K@OBICHOU.
2UYKEKPIYEVA, Ba yivel AeEIAOYIKA avaAuon OXETIKA PE TIG CUXVOTEPA XPNOIKMOTTOIOUMEVES
AEEEIC OTO CWPA TWV KEINEVWY, PEANETN TOU TTANBOUG TwV AEEEWV TTOU CUVAVTWVTAI OTA
tweets KaBwg kal TTapouaciacn cuvvePOAeEou yia KABE KaTnyopia.

3.1.4.1 MnAkog kelpévwv SOSNet Twitter Dataset

‘Eva Bacikd OToIXEIO TWV KEIMEVWYV TTPOG XPron eival To PAKOG Toug o€ Aégeig. Eival
IDI0ITEPA CNPAVTIKO VA £EETAOTEI €AV UTTApPYOUV tweets e TTOAU XapNnAS 1} TTOAU uywnAd
apiBud Aégewv KaBwg Kal TTO0A gival auTd WOTE va A&IOAOYOOUNE PETETTEITA av €ival
EQIKTO va BEoOUPE AVw Kal KATW 6pia oTo TTAABO0G TwV AECEWV EVOG KEINEVOU TTPOKEIMEVOU
va TO0 oUMTTEPIAGBOUNE TEAIKG OTN QACT TNG EKTTAIOEUONG.

ApxXIKd, €vag AoyIKOG apiBudg yia Katw @paypa cival ol 10 AéEeig. Me Tov kKatdAAnAo
KWOIKA, avakThBnKe paBdoypauua Tou TTARBOUG TwV KEINEVWY (KATaKOPUPOS AOVaG) JE
akpIBWG i Aégeig 6tou i=0,1....,10 (op1gdvTiog Ggovag).
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Count of tweets with less than 10 words
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Eikova 15 MARBog keipévwy oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset ye 0 €éwg 9 AéSeig

count

ApxIKd, atré To pABdOYPOUMa @aiveTal TTWG UTTAPXEl HOVOo 1 keipevo pe 0 AéCeic. H
KATauETPNON TWV AEEEWV EYIVE UETA OTTO OXETIKI TTPOETTEEEPYATia TTOU AVOAUETAI OE
ETTOMEVN EVOTNTA. ZUVETTWG, €gnyeital Aoyik& n 0tTapén TTPOETTECEPYATUEVOU KEIPUEVOU
XWPIG AECEIC OO0V TO APXIKO TTEPIEIXE MOVO onueia OTiENg, emojis 1 atTAd KdATToIa
avagopd (xapakthpag @). H eroéuevn agloonueiwTn TTapartipnon gival TTwg uttTdpxouv
QPKETA Keipeva Pe PIKPO aplBpo Aé€ewv. Edv emiAexBei TrpdyuaT o apiBpog 10 ws KATw
oplo Aégewy, T0TE Ba ayvonBouv cuvoAikd 12.839 keipeva. AuTog o apiBudg ival TToAU
MeEYAAOG av avaAoyloTei KATTOIOG OTI TO apXIKO TTARBOC Twv Keluévwy eival 47.692.
2UYKEKPIYEVQ, ME QUTHV TNV aTTOQAC WG KATW OpIo AéEewv Ba agaipouvTav 10 26.92%
TWV KEINEVWVY TOU OPXIKOU OCWHATOG KATA TN dIApKela TNG ektraideuong. Kpivetal AoImrov
AvVayYKaio, va TTPOCAPUOOCTEN TO KATW OPI0 AEEEWV EVOG KEIMEVOU WOTE va XaBouv 0600 TO
duvaTov AIlyOTEPA KEIPEVA YiVETA.

Me Baon 10 paBdoypapua, @aiveTal TTWG Wi KAAA €TTIAOYA KATW @pAypaTog 8a Atav o1 3
AEEEIC KOBWGS aTTd TIC 4 KAl TTAVW TTAPATNPEITAI JEYAAUTEPN CUYKEVTPWON KEIMEVWVY WE TA
TTARON va yivovtal TeTpawni@ia. Me Tnv €mmAoyry Tou apiBuou 3, Ba agaipeBolv POAIG
1.696 keiyeva. EtmavaAaupavetar n diadikacia kal yia Ta Keipeva pe uwnAd apiBud
AECewv.
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Count of tweets with high number of words
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Eikova 16 MARBog keipévwyv oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset pe upnAoé apiBuo Aégewv

O1rwg €UKoAa TTapaTnpeital amdé 10 TTapatmdvw SIdypaupa Kal o€ ouvOUAONO JE TO
TTPONYOUNEVO, N TTAEIOWN®Ia TWV KEINEVWV EXEI TTANBOG AéCewv 7-15 AEEEIC.

To peyaAUTePO KeipeVo TTou ouvavtdral £xel 187 AEgeig evw HONIC 29 Keipeva €xouv aTTod
40 Aégeig kal TTavw. QoTO00, hE TN AOYIKA TTWGS éva Keipevo 40 Aégewv Ogv gival peydalo
OTTOTE EVOEXOMEVWG VO EPTTEPIEXEI ONUAVTIKA TTANPO®opia, n emAoyrf evog dAAou apiBuou
w¢ avw 6pio Ba Atav o 1davik. Me Bdon 1o paBddypaupa, pia KaAr tmiAoyr @aivetal
va gival o1 100 AéEeic agou pOAIC 9 keipeva €xouv TTavw atmmd 100 Aé€eic kal eival
TTEPIOCOOTEPO TMBAVO va UTTAPXEI TTEPITTA TTANPO®Oopia TTou dev Ba @avei Xproiun oTnv
€PEUVA O€ KEIPEVA TETOIOG EKTAONG.

3.1.4.2 Méoo uRKog avd Kkarnyopia

2TNV TTOPATTAVW EVOTNTA TTAPOUCIACTNKE TO TTARBOG TWV KEINEVWVY PE NiYEG Kal TTOAAEG
Aé€eic. Kpivetal onuavtikd va eEetaoTei 10 YECO TTANBOG AéEewv Twv KEIPEVWY avd
Katnyopia O1adIKTuakoU ek@ofiopou. Ta atroTeAéopaTa @aivovTal OTOV TTAPOKATW
TTivaka:

Mivakag 2 Méoo pnkog keipévwyv oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset avd karnyopia AladIKTUOKOU

Exkg@ofiouou
KaTtnyopia Méoo TARB0¢g
AéCewv
AladikTuakdg eKQoBIOPOS pe Baon Tn Bpnokeia-Religion 17.78
Cyberbullying
HAIkiok6g S1ad1kTuaKkOG ek@ofiopdg-Age Cyberbullying 16.88
AladIKTUOKOG KQOBIOCUOS pe Baon To QUAo-Gender Cyberbullying 13.19
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AladikTuakdG ek@OBIOPOG eBvikOTNTAG-Ethnicity Cyberbullying 14.71

Ox1 d10d1KTUAKOG ek@oBioudg-Not Cyberbullying 7.58

Ta TARBN TTou TTpoékuwav gival dekadikoi apiBuoi Adyw Tng @uong Tou JECOU OPOU Kal
TNG ouvapTnong mean() TTou XpNoIYoTToINONKe. ‘Eva evOlo@EPOV OTOIXEIO TTOU YiveTal
avTIANTITO €ival OTI 0TV Katnyopia Twv tweets tmou dev TTapartnpeital dIABIKTUOKOG
EKPOBIOPOG TO HECO TTARBOG TV AEEEWV TTOU XPNOIYOTIOIOUVTAI Eival TTEPITTOU TO YICO O€
OUYKPION PE OAEG TIG UTTOAOITTEG KATNYOPIEG. 2ZUVETTWG QAIVETAI OTI TA MIKPA KEIPEVA DEV
ouvOE£ovTal JE TOV BIABIKTUOKO EKPOBIOUO. ATTO TNV AAAN TTAEUPd, TA TTIO POKPOOKEAR

KEipMeEVA epavifovTal 0TNV KATnyopia Tou BpnoKEUTIKOU EKQORICHOU PE TTEPITTOU 18 AECEIC
KATd JECO OpO.

3.1.4.3 ZuvnBéoTepeg Aégeig oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset

[MpoTou TTapouciacTolV ol cuvnBEaTEPES AEEEIC avd KaTnyopia dIadIKTUAKOU EKQORIoUOU,
TTapouciddovtal o€ QUTAV TNV evoTnTa 01 20 TTI0 XPNOIKOTTOINUEVEG AEECEIC OTO OUVOAO TWV
KeINEVWY. Ta avakTnOEVTa ATTOTEAECUATA ATTOTUTTWVOVTAI OTO BIAYPAMUA TTOU OKOAOUBEI.

Top 20 most common words
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Eikéva 17 Zuxvotnta eppavicewyv Twv 20 ouvnBéoTepwv Aé§ewv oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Kartd ¢@Bivouoca ocipd gpgavioswyv ol AéEeig eivar: “bulli”, “school”, “fuck”, “like”, “girl”,
“nigger”, “joke”, “dumb”, “high”, “muslim”, “peopl”, “rape”, “gay”, “u”, “call’, “one”, “it”, “get”,
‘idiot”, “say”. O1 A€teic autéc €xouv avoktnBei kal TTAMN EmeiTa ammd  OXETIKN
TTPOETTECEPYOTIA TWV KEINEVWY OTTOTE £Xouv agaipedei ol kataAngeic (stemming). To
yeyovog auto e€nyei Tnv uttapén Aé¢swv oTTwg “peopl” ) “bulli”. H ouvnBéoTepn AéEN pe
9.972 gugavioelig oTo OUVOAO TwV KEIPEVWY gival N AEEN “bulli”, atroTéEAeoua TTou ptTopEi
VA XAPOKTNPIOTEN WG AVAPEVOUEVO OE OXéon ME TO BEPa TTou €¢eTAdETAN OTNV TTAPOUCa
epyacia. MNaparnpwvTtag TTI0 TTPOCEKTIKA Ta aTTOTEAEOUATA, ep@aviovtal AEEEIC TTOoU
ouvdEovTal n KaBepia pe dIAaPOPETIKO €id0¢ ekPOPIoUOoU. MNa TTapddelyua ouvavtaral n
AEEN “muslim” TTou mBavwe Ba oxeTileTal Je TNV KaTnyopia ©@pnokKeuTiKOS S1adIKTUAKOG
ekpopiopoc-Religion Cyberbullying kai n AéEn “nigger” TTou xpnoigoTrolgitTal oav 6pog
TTPOGROAAC TWV EYXPWHWY avOpWTTWV,KUPIWG AQpoauepikavwy. H cuykekpipévn AEEn
AoItrdv, To TOAvVATEPO €ival va gugavidetal o€ tweets TTou cuvdéovtal e 1o AlIAdIKTUOKO
eKQoBIopod eBvikdTNTaG- Ethnicity Cyberbullying. AvrtioToixa Kai yia TIG UTTOAOITTEG AEEEIG
ME €€aipeon KATTOIEG YEVIKEG OTTWG “U”, “one”, “get”, “say” KATT TTOU dev ouVOEOVTAl UE
otroloudnTroTe €idoug eTTiBeon aAAG eival 181aiTEPO OUXVOiI OPOI OTOV TTPOPOPIKO Kal
ypaTtTo AdyO.
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3.1.4.4 ApiBpoi kai onpeia otigng oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset

2€ auto TO onueio gival XpAOIKO va TTapouciacTei To TTARBOG Twv onuEiwy oTigNG, Twv
apIBuwv Kai Twv stopwords TToU UTTAPXOUV OTA APXIKA KEIMEVA TTPIV TNV TTPOETTECEPYATia
TOUuG. [Na autdv Tov AGYo Ta Keipeva xwpifovtal o€ 2 PeyAAeg KaTnyopieg AladIKTUAKOG
EkgpoBiopog-Cyberbullying (ouptrepihauBdavovtal kai 1a 4 €idn) kar Oy diadikTuakdg
€KQOBIoPOG-Not cyberbullying kal KaTapeTpwvTal Ta TTAPATTAVW OTOIXEIQ yia TNV KABE
Katnyopia. Ta aTTOTEAECUATA OCUYKEVTPWYOVTAI OTOV TTAPAKATW TTivaka:

Mivakag 3 Epgavioeig apiOuwyv, onueiwv oTi§ng kai stopwords o€ keipeva Tou SOSNet Twitter
Dataset Trou oxeTifovTal Kal v oxetifovral avrioToiXa ME SIASIKTUOKO eKQOBICUO.

A1adIKTUOKOG EKQPOBIOUOG- Ox1 010dIKTUAKOG eKQOBIoUOG- Not
Cyberbullying cyberbullying
ApiBuoi 4.010 692
Stop words 402.641 40.167
2nueia 37.212 8.303
2TiENG

Eival Aoyiké o1 apiBuoi tng katnyopiag Aiadiktuakdg ek@oBiouog-Cyberbullying va givai
APKETA uYnAOTEPOI yIaTi cUUTTEPIAGUBAVEI TA 4/5 TWV KEIPEVWY. OTTWG yiveTal avTIAnTITO,

uTTdpxouV TTapa TToAAoi apiBuoi, stopwords kal onueia oTiENG 0To CUVOAO TWV APXIKWV
KEIMEVWY TTOU OEV TTPOCdiIdOUV KATTOIO TTANPOPOPIa OXETIKA PE TO €AV TTPOKEITAI R OXI YIA
EKQOBIOUO Kal auTdg €ival 0 AOYoG TTOU TTPAYMOTOTTOINONKE TIPOETTECEPYATIA TWV
KEIMEVWV QUTWV.

3.1.5 Zuvve@odAe§a SOSNet Twitter Dataset

2€ QUTAV TNV €vOTnTa, Ba TTapoucIacToUV Ta CUVVEQOAECa yia kKaBepia atd TIc 4
KATNYOPIEG BIAdIKTUOKOU €KQOBICHOU Kal Ba avadeixBouv ol cuvnBEoTEPEG AECEIC avd
KaTnyopia. Zuykekpiuéva, Oa TTapouciaoTolv MPETA Ta ouvvePoOAeta o 10 Tmo
ouvnBiopéveg Aégeig (unigrams) kal ol 10 1o ouvnBIouéveG PPACEIC TwV 2 AECEWV
(bigrams). OAa T1a ouvve@OAeta €xouv OnuioupynBei pe xprion TTAaigiou TN
XOAPOKTNPIOTIKN €IKOVA Tou Twitter.
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3.1.5.1 Karnyopia HAikia-Age SOSNet Twitter Dataset
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Eikova 18 ZuvvepoAeso 6TTwg avakTABNKe atrd Tnv karnyopia HAIKIOKOG B1a8IKTUOKOG
ek@pofiopog-Age Cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

2TNV KATNYopia auTr ouvavTwvTal ol 2 cuvnBECTEPEG AEEEIC OTO OUVOAO TWV KEIPEVWV Ol
Aé€eic “bulli” kan “school”.  Zuykekpiyéva n Aégn “school” @aivetal va TTapoucidleTal yéoa
oe @paoceig OTTWG yia Tapadelyua “middl school” kai “high school” TTou xapaktnpiouv
OXOAIKEG BaBUIdEC Kal KATA CUVETTEIQ TTPAYUATOTIOIOUV NAIKIOKN dIAKPION TWV ATOUWY
QIKAIOAOYWVTAG TNV EPPAVIOT TOUG OTN CUYKEKPIPEVN KaTnyopia. ETITTAov, eu@avidoval
Kal GANeC AECeIc TTou oxeTiCovTal Pe NAIKIGKS diaxwpioud oTTwg “kid”, “boy”, “girl” KATT e
QPKETA PEYAAN cuxvoTnTa.

To ouvve@OAEEO cival eVOEIKTIKO yia TIG AEEEIC TTOU XpNOIPoTToloUvTal, TTApOAa auTd oTnVv
TTOPAKATW EIKOVA ATTOTUTTWVETAI N ouxvoTnTa eu@aviong Twv 10 ouvnBEéoTepwV Aégewv

TNG KATNYOpPIaG.

Top 10 Unigrams

school
high
girl
bully

bullied

Count

one

people

now
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kid

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000

Eikéva 19 MNAARBog eppavicewv Twv 10 cuvnBiéoTepwyv Aé§ewv TnG Katnyopiag HAIKIOKOg
S1a3IKTUOKOG eKQOBIouOG-Age cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset
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H Aégn “school” gival pakpdav n 1o ouxvi Aégn Tng Katnyopiag Age cyberbullying agou
xpnoiuotrolgital oxedov 9000 @opEg he Ta KEiJEVA TNG €V AGYW KATnyopiag va ival 7992.
O1 10 Mo ouvnBiopéveg paocig 2 Aégewv (bigrams) TnG KATnyopiag auTthg eugavi¢ovral
€TTiONG OTO TTAPOKATW PAROOYPANUA.

Top 10 Bigrams

high schoaol
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bullied high
school bully

middle school

Count
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bully school
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Eikova 20 NMARBog eppavicewyv 10 ocuvnBéoTepwy bi-grams Tng karnyopiag HAIKIak6g
S1a3IKTUOKOG eKQOoBIouOg-Age cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Me tnv TTapatmdvw eikova emiReRaiwveral N apxikr diaicbnon TTou avakTHONKe HECwW Tou
OUVVEPOAEEOU Kal €¢nyeiTal N TTOAU ouxvh ePeavion NG Aé¢ng “ school” agou sugavileTal

o€ TTOAAEC ek@paoelg Twy 2 AéEewv OTTWG “ high school”, “school bully”, “middle school”,
“bully school” ,”school bullied” kai “school girl”.

H épeuva yia tov TTapadooiakd ek@OBIOUO Oeixvel OTI Ta TTOCOOTA ETMIKPATAONG TOU
EKPOBICHOU KOPUPWVOVTAI KATA TN SIAPKEIA TOU Yuuvaaciou, OTTwG ol VEol pyadovTal yia
va €0paiwoouyV Tn B€0n Toug oTNV KOIVWVIKH IEpapxia [36]

Ouoiwg, 0 dIaBIKTUAKOG KPOPIOHOG cival Id1aiTepa dIadedOPEVOG HETAEU TWV TTAIBILOV TOU
yupvaciou [37]. QoT600, aKOPO Kal METAEU Twv TTaIdILOV TOU YUPVAGCIOU UTTAPYXOUV
avaTrTuglakéS TTapaAlAayég. MNa TTapddelyua, UTTApPXOUV €PEUVEG TTOU BEIXVOUV TTWG TO
cyberbullying au&davetar yetd tnv TEUTITN TAEN KAl KOPUPWVETAI KATd TN OIAPKEIA TNG
oydong 1aéNe [38]. Autég o1 Babpideg agopouv To Hvwuévo Baaoileio kal cupgwva Pe Ta
eAnvikéa dedopéva, n TTEPTTTN TAEN avagEpeTal oTig nAikieg 10-11 kai n dydon ota TTaidid
nAikiag 13-14 etwv. Qotdoo, GANoI epeuvnTéC TTPOTEIVOUV OTI O dIOYOPES NAIKIAg
eCapTwvtal atrd T PEBOSO pe TNV oTroia eu@avifetal o dIadIKTUOKOS EKQOPICHOS. ZTnV
TTEQPITITWON TOU EKQPORICHOU HECW APECWYV YPATITWY MNVUUATWY KAl QWTOYPAPIV
TTapaTnERONKe HeyaAdTepn ouxvoTNTA EPPAVIONG OTn veoAaia Aiyo peyaAuTepng nAiKiag
atro o1l o€ PIKPOTEPA NAIKIGKA dTtoua [39].

2UVOAIKA, ol é@npol uttooTnpileTal OTI EUTTAEKOVTAI TTOAU TTEPIOCCOTEPO ATTO TOUG EVIAAIKES
0€ OUMPBAVTa EKQOPICHOU, OEDOUEVOU TOU MHEIWMEVOU ETTITTEOOU WPEINOTNTAG TOUG OE
OX€on ME IKAVOTNTEG OTTWG N avadrnTnon ouykivnong, 0 €AEyX0G TwV TTAPOPHACEWY, N
TTiEon Twv ouvopnAikwy, n euaicOnoia aviauoIfrig, N YVWOTIKA €TTEEEpyATia Kal n
opBoAoyikA Aqyn aTToPAcEWY KaBWCS Kal 0 JAKPOXPOVIOG XPOVOTTPoYPauuaTIouog [40].
EmtTAéov, cival 1o OUOKOAO yia Toug €PAPOUG va KATAVONOOUV Tn oxéon METAEU TNG
OUMTTEPIPOPAG TOUG KAl TWV OUVETTEIWV TNG. OTTwg €ImTwonke Kal TTponNyoudEVWG, n
KOPU®WON TOU EKQPOPICUOU gival oTo NuuvAoio evw TTPog To TEAOG Tou AuKeiou Teivel va
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pelwveTal [41]. Ooov a@opd TIG HOPPES EKPOBIoUOU, N augnon TnG nAIKiag @aivetal va
OXETICETAI PE MIA JETATOTTION ATTO TOV CWHOTIKO EKQYORICUO OTOV EUUECO KOl WUXOAOYIKO
EKPOBIOUO [42].

2UhQwva Pe pia TTpoéogatn épeuva 1o 2021 [60] dlamoTwOnKe OTI 0 dIAdIKTUOKOG
EKPOPBIOPOG TEIVEI VA KOPUPWVETAI TTEPITTOU OTAV NAIKIA Twv 14 Kal 15 €TWV TIPIV PEIWOET
KAt Ta TeAeutaia xpovia TG eenpeiag. Me 1a péoa Kolvwvikng SIKTUWONG Kal TIG
TTAATQOPUEG TUXEPWV TTAIXVIDIWV TTOU ATTAITOUV TEXVIKA ATTO TOUG XPAOTEG va Egivail
TouhdxioTov 13 €Twyv, gival agloonueiwTo 611 évag oToug T€0oePIS (25,1%) ammd auTtoug
TOUG TTOAU veapoUG e@rBoug €xel UTTOOTEI OIOBIKTUAKO eKQOBIoUS TTpoopaTa (dnAadr Tig
TeAeuTaieg 30 nuUEpeG). Ta atmmoTeAéouaTa AUTA ATTOTUTTWVOVTAI OTNV TTAPAKATW EIKOVA:

Recent Cyberbullying Victimization by Age
30.0
272 27.7
25.1
25.0 1
20.0 7
g
£ 150
-9
10.0 +
5.0 1
0.0 -
13 14 15
Cyberbullying Research Center
Sameer Hinduja and Justin W. Patchin (2021) cyberbullying.org

Eikéva 21 NocooTtd Buparotroinong 61a81KTUAKOU eK@OBIoHOU avd £€Tog epnpeiag
(Hinduja&Patchin,2021)

Oocov agopd T1n Oiampagn O1adIkTuakoUu ek@oBIopoU [60], PBAETTOUPE Kal  TTAAI
avnouxnTikoug apIBUOUG OXETIKA PE TN MIKPOTEPN NAIKIAKR oudda TTou peAeTABNKE. ESw,
TO0 UYnAGTEPO TT0000TO (6,2%) TWV VEWV TTOU ackouoav dIadIKTUAKO EKQOPIONO O€
aAoug Atav nAikiag 13 eTwv. O1 apiBuoi ATav OXETIKA TTAPOUOIOI PE TIG UTTOAOITTEG
NAIKIOKEG OpAdeC TTou HeEAETBNKav, OAAG BAETTOUPE OTI PIa ATTOKAINAKWON TNG
OUMUETOXNAG EPJ@aviCeTal OTnV TTpOXwpPNMEVN €@npeia.
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Recent Cyberbullying Offending by Age
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Eikova 22 MNooootad didamwpagng 51adIKTUOKOU eK@OBIOCMOU avd £€T0G TG epnfeiag
(Hinduja&Patchin,2021)
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3.1.5.2 Karnyopia E@vikéTnTa-Ethnicity SOSNet Twitter Dataset
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Eikéva 23 Zuvve@OAe§o 6TTwG avakTAONKE atrd Tnv Karnyopia AladIKTUAKOG EK@POBICHOG
e0vikéTnTag-Ethnicity cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

OT1wg @aivetal atmd TO TTAPATIAVW OCUVVEPOAECO, O TTPONYOUUEVOG I0XUPIOUOS TTOU
ouoxETiCe Tn A€En “nigger” pe Tnv kartnyopia Ethnicity Cyberbullying emBefaiwveTal
aueca. EmmrpooBeta, epgavifovral Kal AAAeG AECEIC TTOU PTTOPOUV VA TOUTIOTOUV ME
pPaToIoTIKY €TTiBeon 6TTwg “black”, “racist”, “racism”. Mo ouykekpiyéva, givar duvartd va

eCetaoTel 0 aKPIBAG aplBuwv eu@aviocewv Twv 10 MO ocuvnBIoPEVwY AéEewv TNG
KaTnyopiag oto mapakdTtw paBddypauua.

Top 10 Unigrams
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Eikova 24 MNMARBog eppavicewv 10 ouvnBéoTepwv Aé§ewv TNG KaTnyopiag AlaSIKTUOKOG
ek@oBiouog eOvikéTNTAG- Ethnicity cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset
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Mpdyuatt n AéEn “nigger” eivar n 1o ouvnBiopévn AéENG QUTAG TNG KATNyopiag
dladIkTuakoU ek@ofiopou-cyberbullying pe 1o TTARBOG TWV €u@avicewv TG va ayyidel
Kata rpooéyyion Tig 6000 gopés. Edw, To xAoua TNG TTPWTNG ME TN OeUTEPN AEEN OtV gival
1600 PeydAo 600 otV TTponyouUEVN KATnyopia, apou akoAouBei n Aégn “fuck” pe trepitrou
5.500 epgavioeig kal N AégEn “dumb” givai €1Tiong KovTd wg TpiTn e 5200. AnpioupywvTag
T0 paBddéypaupa yia TIC @pacelg 2 AéCewv- bigrams, n avaktnBeioa e€ikéva eival n
akoAoubn:

Top 10 Bigrams

dumb nigger
dumb fuck
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Count
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Eikéva 25 MNMAARBog eppavicewv 10 ouvnBéoTepwy ppdoewv e 2 Aéeig- bigrams Tng KaTnyopiag
AladikTuakog ekpofioudg eBvikéTNTOG- Ethnicity cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

O1rwg eival eppavég, ol 3 ouvnBEéoTepeg AEEEIC ouppeTéXouv oxeddv oe OAa T1a 10
ouvnBéoTepa bigrams diIKaIOAOYWVTAG TO ICOTTOCO TTAB0G EUPAVICEWVY TOUG.

Eival onuavtiké va 1TpocdlopioTei €1TioNg €Av 0001 OVAKOUV OE OPICHEVEG QUAETIKEG
KATNYOPIEG £XOUV TTEPICOOTEPES TMOAVOTNTES va BiLuoouv SIadIKTUAKS EKQORICUO - N gival
Mo mMOavo va ekpofiocouv GAAoug pe Baon TN BiIBAIoypagia. Q¢ onueio avagopdg, Pia
avaokotnon 15 peAetwv [59] TTou ag@opoucav Tov OIadIKTUAKO EKQOPICUO Kal Tn
QUAN/eBVIKOTNTA BPAKE Eva eupl QACUA TTOoOOTWYV BupatoTroinong (Agukoi-White: 18-
30% Maupoi-Black: 4-17% lomravo@wvol-Hispanic: 6-13%) kal TTpoKAnNoNG eK@oRIoUOU
(Aeukoi-White: 4-42% Maupoi-Black: 7-11% lotravogwvoi-Hispanic 16-18%).

MeTagu Twv véwv 13-17 etwv oTic Hvwpuéveg MoAiteieg, BpéBnke OTI ekeivol TTou rTav
Neukoi (25,8%) kai ekeivol TTou ATAV TTOAUQUAETIKOI (29,1%) ATaV TTIO ETTIPPETTEIC OTN
Buuartotroinan Tou O10dIKTUAKOU ek@oBIopoU [60]. Ta TpéxovTia cupAuaTa £pXOVTal OE
OUP@WVia Pe auTd TTou €X0uV Bpebei o€ PEPIKES HEAETEG OTTOU loTTavO@WVvOoI Kal ‘Eyxpwpol
véol €xouv avagépel Alyotepn Buparotroinon O1adIKTUGKOU EKQOBICUOU aTTO TOUG
ouvopunAikoug Toug [59,61].
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Recent Cyberbullying Victimization by Race
(Nationally representative sample of 2,546 U.S. 13-17 year-olds)
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Eikova 26 NMoocooTtd Bupatotroinong 81adIKTUaKOU EKQORICHOU CUN@WVA ME TNV €0VIKOTNTO/QUAR
yia 10 2021 oTig Hvwpéveg MoAiteieg (Hinduja & Patchin,2021)

Ooov agopd Tnv TTPOCLOAN, EKEIVOI TTOU avEPepAv Ta UWNASGTEPA TTOCOOTA SIATTPALNG
[60]d10dIKTUOKOU EKPOPICHOU TIG TEAEUTAIEG TPIAVTA NUEPES TagivounOnkav wg «AAAOI»
otav pwtABnkav yia TN QUAR (8,3%). MeTagu Twv UTTOAOITTWY KATNYOPIWY, G001 ATAV
TTOAUQUAETIKOI avEQEPAV TO MPEYOAUTEPO TTOOOOTO OIABIKTUOKOU eKQOBICHOU GAAwV
(6,2%).
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3.1.5.3

Recent Cyberbullying Offending by Race
(Nationally representative sample of 2,546 U.S. 13-17 year-olds)
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Eikéva 27 Nocootd didmpagng diadikTuakoU ek@oBiouoU pe Baon Tnv €0vikKOTRTA
(Hinduja&Patchin,2021)

Karnyopia Opnokeia-Religion SOSNet Twitter Dataset
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Eikova 28 Zuvve@OAe§o OTTwG avakTAONKE a1rd TNV Katnyopia OpnoKeuTIKOG SIaSIKTUAKOG

ekpofiopodg-Religion cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Kal o€ auTAv TNV TTEpITITwon mBeRaiwoveTal n apxiki uttéBeon TTwg n Aégn “muslim” TTou
nTav oTig 20 ouvnBioTepeg Ba ouvdedTaV HPE TN OUYKEKPIYEVN KaTtnyopia. AkOua,

”n

eMavifovtal ouxva kai ol 6pol “islam”,”islam terror”, “christian” TTou Aol cuvdéovTal e
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Tn Bpnokeia. OTTwg aTNV TTPONYOUNEVN KATNYOPIa EKPOPBIOUOU £YIVE EUPAVES OTI N OPAd
oToxoU TwV tweets ATav oI AQPOAPEPIKAVOI, £TOT KAl ATTO TO CUVVEPOAEED TTOU TTPOEKUWYE
O€ AUTAV TNV KATNYopia @aiveTal 0TI TA KEIMEVA TTOU OUVOEOVTAI UE BPNOKEUTIKO EKQOPBICUO
ETTIKEVTPWVOVTAI KOTA KUPI0 Adyo oTn MoucouApavikr Bpnokeia. To TTARB0¢ eugavioewyv
TwVv 10 ouvnBEéoTeEpwV AEEEWV TNG KATNYOPIOG TTAPOUCIAZETAI TTAPAKATW:

Top 10 Unigrams
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Eikova 29 MNMARGog eppavicewv 10 ouvnBiéoTepwv AE§ewV TNG KaTnyopiag O pnOKEUTIKOG
S1a31KTUOKOG EKQPOTINOG- Religion cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Mpayuati N AéEN “muslim” kuplapxei pe Aiyo Aiyotepeg atrd 5000 gu@avioelg evio auéowg
emmopevn “idiot” eival apketrd o Tiow pe Tepittou 3000 epgavioelg. Or 10 1Mo
ouvnBIopéveg ppdocl TwV 2 Aégewv-bigrams TN KATNyopiag aTTOTUTTWYOVTAI ETTIONG OTO
akOAouBo padoypaupa:

Top 10 Bigrams

islamic terrarism

christian woman

radical islamic

muslim idiot

non muslim

Count

muslim country
radical christian
support radical
muslim terrorist

good christian

Eikova 30 NMARBog eppavicewv 10 cuvnBéoTepwy ppdoewyv 2 Aé§swv-bigrams Tng katnyopiag
OpnokeuTiKOG d1adIKTUAKOG ekpoBioudg-Religion cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

H ouvnBéoTepn AéEN auTrv Tn @opd dev atroTeAEi HEPOG TNG M0 ouvnBiouévng epdong 2
Aé€ewv- bigram aAAd epgaviCetal o€ 4 TéTolEG ekppdoelg ( “muslim idiot”, “non muslim” ,
“‘muslim country”, “muslim terrorist”). MMapatnpeitar emiong o611 n Aégn “Christian”
EM@aviCeTal o€ PN-UBPICTIKES Kal ATTIEG EKPPACTEISC OTTWGS “christian woman” 1) akéua kai
o€ BeTIKEG OTTWG “good christian”, o€ avtiBeon e TiG “islamic” kal “muslim” TTou guvdéovTail

aueoa pe TN AéEN “terrorism” Kal yevik& Ye AECEIC UE apvnTIKA onuaacia.

2¢ épeuva TTou TTpaypaTtotroiénke 1o 2019 [62], CUAEXBNKav dedopéva aTro Eva €OVIKA
avTITTPOCoWTTEUTIKO dciyua 5.000 pabntwyv yuuvaaoiou Kal yuuvaagiou o€ OAn Tnv AJEPIKA.
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O1mwg cival ep@avég atrd 10 TTAPAKATW OIAYPAPKA, HaABNTEG dla@Opwy BpnOoKEIV
QaiveTal va ek@opifovtal 0To oXOAEio OXETIKA £€iooU.

Sameer Hinduja and lustin W. Patchin (2013)

School Bullying by Religion

(Nationally representative sample of 5,000 U.S. 12-17 year-olds)

70.0

Percent

M Bullied at school in last 30 days Cyberbullying Research Center

www.cyberbullying.org

Eikova 31 Opnokeieg atTOpwWYV 1TOU UTTOKEIVTAI o€ eKQofiopé (Hinduja& Patchin,2019)

Qo1600, 6o0V aPOoPA TO DIABIKTUAKO EKPORBICHO, TTEPICCOTEPOI HOUCOUAUAVOI VEOI EiTTaV
OTI aTOXOTTOINBNKAV ATTO £KEIVOUG GAAWYV BPNOKEIWV.

Sameer Hinduja and Justin W. Patchin (2013)

Cyberbullying by Religion

(Nationally representative sample of 5,000 U.S. 12-17 year-olds)

Percent
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B Cyberbullied in last 30 days Cyberbullying Research Center

www.cyberbullying.org

Eikéva 32 OpnoKeieg ATOPWYV TTOU UTTOKEIVTAI O€ S1081IKTUOKOS ek@oBiopé (Hinduja& Patchin,2019)

Auta T1a dedopéva waTOCO, aPOPOUV TIC Bpnokeiec TTou acTralovial Ta ATOPO TTOU

TTEPTOUV BUuaTa TTapadoaoiakoU 1 Ol1adIKTUOKOU €K@OBICHOU YEVIKA YIA OTTOIOONTTOTE
aiTlo.

Twpa, ag oTPEWOUUE TNV TTPOCOXI HOG OTOV EKQPOBICHO HE Bdon Tn Bpnokeia [62]. OTTwg
QaiveTal 0TO TTAPOKATW didypaupa, 10 34,3% Twv MoucoUApdvwy VEwv, To 25% Twv
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EBpaiwv kai 10 23,1% Twv IvoouioTwy VEWV AEve OTI £XOUV OTOXOTTOINBEI OTO OXOAEIO TIG
TeAeuTaieg 30 NUEPES AOYW TNG TTIOTNG TOUG.

Sameer Hinduja and Justin W. Patchin (2019)

School Bullying Based on Religion, by Religion

(Nationally representative sample of 5,000 U.S. 12-17 year-olds)

Percent

Cyberbullying Research Center
m Bullied at school because of religion in the last 30 days www.cyberbullying.org

Eikéva 33 Opnokeieg atopwyv mou ek@ofifovral oTo oxoAtgio e§aiTiag Tng Bpnokeiag Toug
(Hinduha&Patchin,2019)
Ooov apopd Tov d1adIKTUAKS EKPOBICUO, TO 26,3% TWV HOUCOUAUAVWY HaBNTWYV avEPEPE
OTI oTOXOTTOINONKE TIG TEAEUTAIEG 30 NUEPEG, OTTWG Kal TO 15,4% Twv IvOOUIOTWV padnTwv.

Sameer Hinduja and Justin W. Patchin {2019)

Cyberbullying Based on Religion, by Religion

(Nationally representative sample of 5,000 U.S. 12-17 year-olds)

300

Percent

Cyberbullying Research Center
B Cyberbullied because of religion in the last 30 days www.cyberbullying.org

Eikova 34 Opnokeieg atOpwy 1Tou ek@ofifovral d1adIKTUaKA e§aiTiag TNG OpnOoKEiag Toug
(Hinduja&Patchin,2019)

Ta oToIXEiO QUTA £€pXOVTAI O CUNQWYVIaA e TRV apxikA diaicbnon TTou aTTokouibnke aTrd
TN MEAETN OUVVEQPOAELOU YIO TN CUYKEKPIPEVN KATnyopia eKoBIouoU.
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3.1.5.4 Karnyopia ®UAo-Gender SOSNet Twitter Dataset
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Eikova 35 Zuvve@oAe§o 6TTwg avakTRONKe atrd Tnv Katnyopia AladIKTuakog ek@oBiouog pe Bdaon
10 @UAO-Gender cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

2€ QUTAV TNV Kartnyopia dev ouvavtdral KATTola AéEn tmou va Eexwpilel T600 60O OTIC
TTponyoupeveg 3. QOTO0O0, oI AéCeIg “gay”, “rape”, “joke”, “bitch” kal “women” @aiveTal va
Kuplapyouv. To paBddypaupa eupavioewv Twv 10 ocuvnBéoTepwyv AEEEwV TTOU QaiveTal
TTAPAKATW ETTIRERAILIVEI AUECT TOV TTAPATTIAVW ICXUPICUO.

Top 10 Unigrams

joke
rape
gay
woman

bitch

Count

female

call

people

sexist

make

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

Eikéva 36 MNARBog eppavioewv 10 ocuvnBéoTepwv AéEewv TG KaTnyopiag AladIKTUAKOG
ek@oBioudg pe Bdon To puAo-Gender Cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Eival evdia@épov va @avei TG o1 Aé€eic “rape” kai “joke” ep@avifovral e QPAcelg 2
Aé€ewv-bigrams. ATTO Tnv TTapakdtw €IKOva, yivetal @avepd OTI n TTI0 ouvnBIouévn
Ekepaon 2 AéEewv TTepIAauPBAvel Kal TIG 2 auTéG Aégelg (“rape joke”) kal TTapouciddel
Trepitou 2500 ep@avioelg. Apéows PETA akoAouBei n @pdon “gay joke” pe apkeTa
AiyoTepeG eu@avioelc. Me Bdon autd Ta OTOIXEiQ, @aiveTal TTwWG OTNV KATnyopia
AladIKTUOKOG eKQOBIOCUOS ue Bdon To @UAo-Gender cyberbullying Ta BUuata ek@opIouou
O0TO oUVOAO dedopévwyv-dataset TTou pyalOUaOTE €ival KUPIWG TA OJOPUAOGPIAG ATONA, Ol
YUVaiKeg KaBwg Kal Ta Buparta Blacuou.
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Top 10 Bigrams

rape joke
gay joke
joke gay
gay rape

joke rape

Count

rape gay
call female
gay people
prison rape

make rape

0 500 1000 1500 2000

Eikéva 37 NMAARBog eppavioswv 10 ocuvnBéoTepwyv bigrams Tng katnyopiag AladIKTUAKOG
ek@oBiIoudg pe Bdaon 1o QUAo-Gender cyberbullying Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

H épeuva yia Tov Tapadociakd ekQofIoud £xel Ocitel oTaBepd OTI Ta ayopla mdidovTal
0€ EKQOBIOPO o€ PeyaAUTEPO BaBud atrd 611 Ta KopiTola [43] Kal N €mMOETIKOTNTA €ival

IO CUXVA GUEONG PUONG (EVW TA KOPITOIA TTI0 OUXVA UTTAEKOVTOI OE EUPECOUG TUTTOUG
eMOETIKOTNTAG [44]). O S1adIKTUOKOGS EKPOPICUAGS Eival Pia OP@H EPUEDNS ETTIOETIKOTNTAG,
N oTroia PTTOPEi va 0dnynoel KATTOIOV va KATAANEEI OTO cUpTTEpacua OTI Ta Kopitola 8a
ATav 1o moavé amod Ta ayépia va Biwoouv dIadIKTUAKO eK@OBIoUS T600 ws Buuarta 600
Kal w¢ BUTeG. Av Kal KATTOIEG €PEUVEG UTTOOTNPICOUV auTAV TNV UTTOBeon [45] GAAEg
€peuveg Oev €xouv Bpel OTATIOTIKA onUAvTIKA dia@opd PETAU KOPITOIWV Kal ayopIwyV O€
TTO00O0TA dIaTTPAgEWY OIOdIKTUAKOU eK@oBIopoU A Bupartotroinon [46,47]. AkOun aAAn
¢peuva dIaTTIoTWVEl OTI T ayopla gival o Tavo atrd Ta KopPiTola va dIaTTpagouy Tov
OIOBIKTUAKO €KQORIOPO, OAAG OTI Ogv UTTAPYXOUV OIOPOPEG METAEU Twv QUAWV OTa
TT0000TA BupaToTToinong METAgU avOpwyv Kal yuvaikwy [48]. AANEC NEAETEC £xouv OEigel
OTI Ta ayopla gival o eavo va diampdouv atrd Ta KOPIToIa dIAdIKTUOKO EKPORICUO,
aAAG kai 6oov agopd Tn BupaTtoTToinon, Ta KOPITola gival 1o TTlavo va TTécouv Buuara
dladIkTUaKOU ekpoBiouou-cyberbullying [49].

Mia TeAeuTaia ouGda EpEUVNTWY TTPOTEIVEI OTI 01 DIAPOPES TWV PUAWY £CapTwvTal aTrd ToV
16110 dIE€aywynGS Kal ep@aviong dIadIKTUAKOU eK@oBIoHoU. MNa TTapadelyud, Ta KopiTola
PaiveTAl VA OTOXOTTOIoUVTAl HECW e-mail ouxvoTtepa atmd Ta ayopla [46], evw Ta ayopia
u@ioTavTal EKQORICUO HECW YPATITWY PMNVUUATWY OUXVOTEPA aTTd Ta KOpiTola [47].

ZUPQWVa PE TTPOCQATN €peuva TTou TTpaypaTotroionke 1o 2021 [60] oTic Hvwuéveg
MoAiteieg pe deiypa 2.546 cpnBoug nAikiag 13-17 €Twv OTTOU OTTOOEDEIYUEVA OTTWG
EMONUAVONKE 0 €KQPORICUOG PBAvEl OTNV KOPUPWOT] Tou, €EeTAlovTag Ta OUO HEYAAa
QUAQ Kal TIG EPTTEIPIEG TOUG ATTO EKPORIOPO, dIATTIOTWONKE OTI TO 23,7% TWV KOPITOIWV
Kal 10 21,9% Twv ayopiwyv PeTagu 13 kal 17 €Twv ava@épouv OTI UTTEOTNOAV dIadIKTUAKO
EKQOBIoNO, evw TO 35,4% Twyv transexual epriBwv avépepav OTI UTTECTNOAV BIAdIKTUOKO
EKQOPIOUO.
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Recent Cyberbullying Victimization by Gender
(Nationally representative sample of 2,546 U.S. 13-17 year-olds)
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Cyberbullying Research Center
Sameer Hinduja and Justin W, Patchin (2021) cyberbullying.org

Eikéva 38 NoocooTtd Bupatotroinong 81adIKTUAKOU EKQORICHOU CUN@WVA ME TO PUAO
(Hinduja&Patchin,2021)

Kard tnv €g€taon tou TPOTTOU PE TOV OTTOI0O TO QUAO OxeTiCetal pe Tn Oidmmpagn
O100IKTUOKOU €KPOBICHOU, TO 5,6% TwVv ayopiwv, T0 4,5% Twv KopIToIwyY Kal 70 3,6% Twv
OIEMPUAIKWYV VEWV gixav ek@ofioel katrolov dAAO oTov KuBepvoxwpo TIG TeAeuTaieg 30
NUEPES. AUTO TO ATTOTEAECHA Eival CUPQWVO PE Ooa €Xouv Bpebei oTnv TTAEIOWN®Ia TWV
EPEUVWYV, TTWG Ol Avdpeg eival o mOavoe va edtTAEKovTal o€ TTPAEEIC OIadIKTUAKOU
EKQOBICHOU aTTd TIG YUVAIKEG, TTAPOAO TTOU OTTWG AVOPEPOBNKE UTTAPYXOUV KAl EPEUVNTEG
TTOU TO Au@ICRNTOUV.
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Recent Cyberbullying Offending by Gender
(Nationally representative sample of 2,546 U.S. 13-17 year-olds)
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Sameer Hinduja and Justin W, Patchin (2021) cyberbullyingorg

Eikéva 39 NocooT1d Sidmpang S1adIkTuakoU EKQORICHOU CUNPWVA PE TO QUAO
(Hinduja&Patchin,2021)

Ooov agopd TO BIABIKTUOKO €EKQORICHO aTOUWY OUUPWVA HPE TN OELOUAAIKI] TOUG
TTPOTIKNON, YiVETAI EKTEVAG ava@opd oTnv evotnTa Katnyopia Sexism TTou HEAETATAI OTO
Suspicious Tweets Dataset.

3.2 Suspicious Tweets Dataset

To deuTEPO aUVOAO dedouévwyv-dataset TTou xpnoipoTToindnke Trepiéxel Kai TTAAI dedopéva
amdé TNV TTAATPOPPA KOIVWVIKAG OIKTUwoNG Twitter. O ouvdeopog amd Tov OTToio
avaKTRBnKe ToO OUYKEKPIPEVO dataset gival o TTapakdTw:

https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/munkialbright/classified-tweets?fbclid=IwAR2iqgEdLn-
iB217dY6d7S0mim0ik6F t7JcoX0Q6z0AA0{Z503JXvpadijrsc

To oUvoAo dedopévwy TrepIExel 19.934 keipeva To KaBEva atTd Ta OTTOIA BIAKPIVETAI OTIG
€€AG KATNYOPIEG:
e ‘YTrotrto-Suspicious pe TInEG O kai 1

o AladIKTUOKOG eK@OBIoHOGS -Cyberbullying pe Tipég 0,1 kan 2
e Mioog -Hate pe mipég 0 kan 1
e AuTokTOVIKO -Suicidal pe Tiuég 0 kai 1

O okomé¢ TnNG TTapoucac JITTAWPATIKAG €ival N avdAuon ocuvaliobuaToG YE OKOTTO TOV
EVTOTTIONG TOU BIABIKTUOKOU €KQOBICHOU Kal N oUYKPIoN SIAQOPETIKWY OAYOPIBUWY WG
TTPOG TNV TEAIKN atrddoon. MNMpokeiuévou va eEuTTnPEeTNBE auTd TO {nTOUNEVO, OTA TTAQITIO
TNG £PEUVAG TTOU TTPAYMATOTTOINBNKE, ayvorinkav ol UTTOAOITTEG OTHAEG (e agaipeon aTrd
TO OUVOAO dedopévwv-dataset) kal kpaTHBNKE PHOVO To apxIKO Keipevo (tweet) kal n oTAAN
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AladIKTUOKOG  €K@OBIONOG-Cyberbullying TTou TO KOTATTAOOEI O€ Mia  KATnyopia
OIadIKTUAKOU  €KQOBICHOU  OTTWG  akpIBws OnAadn TTpaydaToTToiNBnKeE Kol  OTO
TTPONYOUNEVO OUVOAO DEDONEVWIV.

3.2.1 Tpétrog dnuioupyiag Suspicious Tweets Dataset

To ouvoAo dedouEvwy aTToTEAE dia TpoTToTToiNnoN TOUu OUVOAoU dedopévwy Tou MunKi
Albright [125] To o1T0i0 atmAG XWpIle Ta tweets o€ UTTOTTTA-SUspicious(1) Kal PN-UTTOTITA-
non-suspicious(0). Kai auto 1o dataset wotdoo atroteAei dciyua Tou cuvoAou dedopEVV
Tou Syed Abbas Raza Zaidi [126] 10 oTmoio xwpile Ta tweets o€ UTTOTTITA-SUSpPICIOUS KAl
Mn -UTTOTITO-NON-suspicious Kal Ta UTTOTITA-suspicious OlakpivovTav TTEPAITEPW OEF
amelAnTIkA-threatening,  TpopokparTia-terrorism Kol dIAdIKTUOKOG — EKQOBIoUOG-
Cyberbullying. 210 cuvoAo dedopévwv TTOU XPNOIYOTIOIEITAlI WG DEUTEPO OTO TTAQICIO TNG
TTapoUoag OITTAWMATIKAG, AOITTOV, avTi yia Ta apxika 60.000 keipeva, xpnolyoTrolgiTal Eva
Ociyua 20.000 kelp€vwy T OTTOIO XWPICOVTAI OTIG KATAYOPIEG TTOU ava@épovTal oThV
TTAPATTAVW UTTOEVOTNTA.

3.2.2 XpnoigotroloUpevn YAwooa Suspicious Tweets Dataset

O1rwg ka1 oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset, 6Aa Ta datasets eival otnv AyyAiki yAwooa. Ta
Keipeva TTpoEpyovTal atrd dIaQOPETIKOUG XPROTEG e avalnTnon péow O1EBvwyv hashtags
OTTWG TTPIV. ZUVETTWG TTPOEPXOVTAl aTTO £va ayyAOPwvo dIEBVEG KOV Kal O QUTAV TNV
TTEPITITWON.

3.2.3 Karnyopieg AladikTuakou Ek@ofiopoU Suspicious Tweets Dataset

2T0 OUYKeKpIgévo dataset o1 katnyopieg oOTIC oTToieg dlakpiveTal O dIAdIKTUOKOG
EKQOPIOPOGC KABWG KAl Ta KEIPEVA TTOU UTTAPXOUV O€ KABE KaTnyopia TTapouaialovtal aTov
TTOPAKATW TTiVOKA:

Mivakag 4 Katnyopieg Cyberbullying kai katavopn keipévwy oto Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Kartnyopia AiadikTuakou Keipeva
EKQOBICUOU- Apxika
Cyberbullying

Kavéva atrd Ta duo- 17.256
Neither
Patoiopdg-Racism 945
2eCIouO6G-Sexism 1.733

OT1rwg eUKOAa TTapATNPEITAI ATTO TOV TTAPATTAVW TTiVAKA, OI KAGCEIG TTOU TTPOKUTITOUV OEV
gival 1coppoTinuéveg-balanced 6TTwg oTo TTponyoupevo dataset. H katnyopia Kavévav
atrd Ta duo-neither SI0BETEI TN CUVTPITITIKA TTAEIOWNQIO TWV KEIPEVWV EVW Ol KATNYOPIEG
Pato10TIKOG BI1adIKTUAKOG ekpoBiopdg-racism cyberbullying kai Ze€ioTikOG d10dIKTUOKOG
EKQOBIOPOG-sexism cyberbullying akoAouBouv pe 945 kar 1.733 keipeva avTioTOiXWG.
E&eTtaCovral Aoittév 2 datasets pe ToIKINOpop@ia, yeyovog TTou Ba TTpoodwaoel TTapaTTavw
TTPOKANOCEIG OTNV €peuva apou Ba epappoaoTEi akpIBwg N idla pebodoAoyia.
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3.2.4 TAwoooloyika Zroixeia Keipévwyv Suspicious Tweets Dataset

2€ AUTAV TNV evOTNTA Ba TTAPOUCIAOTOUV T YAWOOOAOYIKA OTOIXEIA TWV KEIMEVWVY TTOU
amrapTifouv 10 Suspicious Tweets Dataset 6TTwg akpifwg ouvéPn kal pe To SOSNet
Twitter Dataset.

3.2.4.1 MnAkog keipévwy Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Méow kwdika oTn YAWooa TTpoypapuartiopou Python, dnuioupyriBnkav OTTwg Kail oTo
SOSNet Twitter Dataset, pafdoypduuara 1Tou atreikovifouv oTov opiovTio dfova Ta
MAKN TWV KEIMEVWYV KAl OTOV KATAKOPUPO TO TTANB0GC TWV KEIYEVWY PE TO OUYKEKPIPEVO
MNKOG. MNa AGyoug eUKOAOTEPNG EPUAVEUONG KAl KATAVONONG TWV dIaypapuaTwy, akpiBwg
eTavw atrd KA p&PRdo avaypdeTal Kal TO akpPIBES TTANB0G AéCewv.

Number of tweets with low number of words
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Eikéva 40 PaBdéypappa HE TRV KATAVOUA TWV KEINEVWYV ME aplBuo AéSewv ammd 1 éwg 9 oTo
Suspicious Tweets Dataset

270 TTAPATTAvVW PAROOYPAUMa apXIK& aTToTutTwvovTal OAa Ta tweets pe TTANBOG Aégewv
ato 1 €wg kai 9. MNaparnpeital TTwg, OTTWG KAl 0TO TTponyouuevo dataset, UTTApXEl EYAAN
OUYKEVTPWOT KEINEVWYV PE PNKOG 0€ auTtd To didoTnua TIMWV. 10 ouyKeKpIPéva, Kal O€
auTé 1o dataset TTapatnpouvTal TTOAAG Keipeva Pe TTEPIOTOTEPES aTTO 3 AEEEIC UE TNV TTIO
uwnArn pdpdo va avTioToixei 0TO PUAKOG 6 0€ avTiBeon e To TTponyouuevo dataset TTou
ATav oTig 9 AéEEIG yia TO iB10 DIACTNPA TIHWYV. ZTO TTAPAKATW SIAYPANKA, TTAPOUCIAOVTal
KAl Ta KEIJEVA e UWNAG apIBUO AECewv.
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Number of tweets with high number of words
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Eikéva 41 PaBdoypappa atreikdéviong Tou TARB0G KEINEVWVY JE UPNnAS aplBud Aégewv oTo
Suspicious Tweets Dataset

2€ auTo To dataset dev uTTapxel kavéva Keipevo Pe TTepIoadTePeS atmd 100 AéCeig kaBuwg,
OTTWG QaiveTal atro To dIAYPAPHA, TO TTIO HAKPOOKEAEG KEIUEVO TTOU UTTAPXE! £XEI 98 AEEEIC.
2UVETTWG, N UI0B£TNON WG KATW opiou 0TO PAKOG AECEWV TOV apIBud 3 Kal wg dvw opiou
ToV apIBuo 100, oTmwg emAéxOnkav kal oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset, 6a odnynoel otnv
a@aipeon TTOAU HIKPOU apIBUOU KEINEVWY AQoU OEV UTTAPXEI KAVEVA UE TTEPICOOTEPES ATTO
100 Aé€eig Kal uOAIC 2.956 keipeva pe AiyoTepeg atrd 4 AéEeig. Apa dev gival atTapaitnTn N
AVOTTPOCOPUOYN TWV opiwv Aé¢ewv ot autd To dataset. ZnueiwveTal €TTioONG TTWG AV
akoAouBnBei LexwpioTr Aoyikr €TTIAOYAG opiwv ae auTd To dataset Ba TTpéTel, cUPPWVa
ME TO Olaypaupa, va etmiAeyei évag apiBudg mAnoiov tou 30. QOTOCO, Keipeva pe
TTEPIOOOTEPEG aTTO 30 AEEEIC BeV BewpouvTal eCAIPETIKA HAKPOOKEAN Kal gival TBavo va
TTEPIEXOUV XPAOIUES TTANPOPOPIES KA, ETTOUEVWG, N APAIPECT TOUG EYKUPOVEI KIVOUVOUG
yia Ta aTTOTEAEOPATA TNG €PEUVAG.
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3.2.5 Zuvve@poAe§a Suspicious Tweets Dataset

2€ QuTAV TNV €voTnTa Ba TTapouciacBouv Ta cuvvePOAeta Kkal Ba eTTionuavOoulv ol
ouvnBEoTepPeS AECEIG ava KaTnyopia dIadIKTUOKOU EKQORICHOU.

3.25.1 Karnyopia Paroiopég-Racism Suspicious Tweets Dataset
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Eikéva 42 Zuvve@OoAe§o 6TTwG avakTABNKE aT1rd Ta KEiEVA TTOU XapakTnpifovral wg PatoioTikog
S10d1kTUOKOG EKPOBIopdg-Racism cyberbullying oto Suspicious Tweets Dataset

O1rwg @aivetal amd 1o ouvvePOAeCo, ol AéCeig ‘islam’ kal ‘muslim’  atmmoteAouv TIg
ouvnBéoTepeg AéEeig oe autAv Tnv Katnyopia. Omwg akpiBwg ouvéRn kal OTO
TTPoNyoupnevo oUVoAo dedopévwv-dataset, Tapouoidlovtal ol 10 cuvnBEoTEPES AEEEIG TNG
KATNyopiag aQuTngG.

10 Most used words in Racism tweets
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muslim murder religion
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Eikova 43 NMARBog eppavicewv 10 ouvnBéoTepwyY Aé§ewv oTNV KATnyopia PaToioTIKOG
O1adIkTUOKOG eKPOBIoUOG-Racism cyberbullying Tou Suspicious Tweets Dataset
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2TOV OPICOVTIO Agova Tou TTAPATTAvw papdoypduuatog avaypdgovtal o 10 AEEeIg evw
OTOV KATAKOPUQPO Ol CUXVOTNTEG EPNPAVIONG Toug. Mpdyuarti, o1 AéEeig ‘islam’ kan ‘muslim’
,OTTWG PAVNKE KAl ATTO TO AVAKTNOEV OUVVEQOAELO, €ival O ETTIKPATECTEPEG PE TTANBOG
eMpavioewyv 344 kal 277 avtioToiXwg. AuTEG o1 2 AéEeig Bpiokovtav avaueoca oTig 10
ouvnBéotepeg kal oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset otnv katnyopia OpPnOKEUTIKOG
O10dIKTUOKOG ekpofioudg-Religion cyberbullying. Qotéoo, dev utmmdpxel Kammoia AAAn
KoIvr) AN yia TNV TTpwTn 8eKAda AéEewv. 2 auTo To oUVOoAo dedopévwyv-dataset uTTapxel
N AéEN ‘moham’ trou etmiong ouvdéeTtal pe Tov MoucouAuavioud aAAG Kai n ‘jew’ TTou
ouvdéeTal ye TNV ERpaikry Bpnokeia. OTTwg UTToypauuioTNKE O€ TTPONYoUPEVN evoTATA
(Katnyopia Religion), Ta droupa trou actralovral T MoucouAuavikr) Bpnokeia uTTOKEIVTal
ouxvoTepa o€ OIOdIKTUAKO EKQOBIOUS 0€ OUYKPION UE TIG UTTOAOITTEG BPNOKEIEG.

3.25.2 Karnyopia Ze§iopb6g-Sexism Suspicious Tweets Dataset

To ouvve@OAeco TTOU avakTHBNKe atmmd Ta tweets TG ev AOyw Katnyopiag eival 1o
akOAoubo:
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Eikéva 44 Tuvve@OAe§o 0TTwG avakTAONKE atrd TV KaTnyopia Ze§IoTIKOG S1aSIKTUAKOG
ekpofiouog-Sexism cyberbullying Tou Suspicious Tweets Dataset

[MpokKeIgévou va UTTAPEE! Pia OaQECTEPN EIKOVA, TTAPOUCIAZETAI ETTIONG ,O0TTWG KAl 0€ OAEG
TIG TTPONYOUMEVEG KaTnyopieg, pafdoypaupa HE Tn ouxvotnta eu@aviong twv 10
ouvnBEoTEPWY AECEWV TNG KATNYOPIaG. 2Tov OpICOVTIO Agova eTTIoNPAiveTal N Aé¢n evw
OTOV KATOKOPUQO N ouxvoTNTA WE TNV OTToia TTapoucidodnke oTa Keipyeva. EmITTAEoy, yia
AOyoug €UKOAOTEPNG avayvwong, TTavw atrd KAbe pdaBdo avaypd@eTal Kal 0 akpIBig
apIBuoGS ep@avicewy.
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10 Most used words in Sexism tweets
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Eikova 45 PaBdoypappa ocuxvoTATwy gu@dviong 10 cuvnBéotepwyv Aé§ewv oTnV Kartnyopia
2e§10TIKOG B1adIKTUAKOG eKPOBIouOg-Sexism cyberbullying Tou Suspicious Tweets Dataset

H ouxvoTtepn AEEN cival n ‘rt’ e 727 gp@avioeig Kal n apéowg emopevn n AéEn ‘sexist’ pe
500. Avaueoa oTmic 10 ouyxvotepeg Bpiokovral kai o1 AéEeigc ‘women’, ‘girl’, ‘femal’
EVIOXUOVTOG YIa akOun pia gopd éca emonuavenkav otnv evotnta Karnyopia Gender
OXETIKA PE TOV EKPOPBIOUO TTOU DEXOVTAI CUPPWVA KE TNV TTAEIOWNQIa TWV EPEUVNTWV Ol
YUVQIKEG. ZTNV TTapoUCa evOTNTA, Ba TTOPOUCIACOOUV CTOIXEIA OXETIKA PE TOV EKQPOPBIoUS
TTOU BEXOVTAl TA ATOPA PE BACN TOV 0£EOUAAIKO TOUG TTPOCAVATOAIOHUO, CUPQWVA UE TNV
uttdpyouca BiBAloypagia.

2.€ TAKTIKN BAon o€ TTOAUAPIOPEG HEAETEG Kal XpovIa, N €pEUva gival oaQrg OTI EKEIVOI Ol
VEOI TTOU AV KOUV OTn 0€EOUAAIKN hEIOVOTNTA Eival TTIO TTIBavO va BILuoouv eKQORIoHS Kal
OIOBIKTUAKO EKPOPICHO aTTO TOUG ETEPOPUASPIAOUG GUVOUNAIKOUG Toug [51-54].

To 2019, gpeuvnOnke €va deiyua 4.500 pyabntwyv atmd 0Aeg Tic HIMA. Ta atmmoteAéouarta
auTNG TNG MEAETNG [53] CUYKPITIKA PE Ta avTtioToixa Tou 2016 @aivovtal 0TnV TTAPaKATW
eikéva. Metafu Twv pabntwv LGBTQ, 10 87% cixe dexTei EKQOPIOPO OTO OXOAEIO Kal TO
52% eixe dexTei EKQPOBIOCUO 0TO BIAdIKTUO O€ OPICUEVO ONUEIO 0T (Wi Toug (0€ OUYKPION
ME 72% kai 35%, ek véou avTioTolixa, yia padntég mou dev eival LGBTQ). Eival cagég atmd
TNV €peuvd katd Tn didpkeia Twv €Twv OTI ol LGBTQ pabntég Biwvouv TTepIcodTEPO
EKQOPIOPO Kal dIadIKTUAKO eKQOPBIoUS atrd oTi o1 un-LGBTQ pabnréc.
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100.0

Bullying and Sexual Orientation/Gender Identity

Nationally-representative samples of 12-17 year old middle and high school students in the U.S.
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Eikéva 46 NMNooooTd BupdTwy ek@oBIopoU Kal S1adIKTUaKoU eK@OBICHOU yia HaBNTEG TTOU Eival R
Sev gival péAn Tng LGBTQ koivotntag (Hinduja&Patchin,2020)

‘Eva KON EVTUTTWOIOKO OTOIXEIO TTOU TTPOKUTITEI ATTO TNV €V AOYW £peuva gival TTwWG Ta
MEAN TNG LGBTQ KoIvoTNTAG EKTOG ATTO OUXVOTEPOI ATTOOEKTEG TOU OIAdIKTUOKOU Kal Jn-
EKQoBIopoU, gival kal cuyxvoTepa ol BUTeG (18.2% évavti 14.5% yia 1o 2019).

To id10 akpIBWG aTTOTEAEC A TTPOKUTITEI KOI ATTO £PEUVA TTOU TTpayuaToTroiOnke o 2021
[60]. OTTwg @aiveTal OTIC TTAPAKATW EIKOVES, TA OMOPUAOQIAG ATOUO TTEQTOUV BUuaTa
OI0dIKTUAKOU EKQOBIOHUOU oUXVOTEPA ATTO TA ETEPOPUAOPIAA (31.7% évavT 20.8%) aAAG
gival kalr ouyvoTepa o1 B0TeG (7.4% évavtl 4.3%).

Recent Cyberbullying Victimization by Sexual Orientation
(Nationally representative sample of 2,546 U.S. 13-17 year-olds)

31.7

Sameer Hindujaand Justin W. Patchin (2021)

Heterosexual

Not Heterosexual

Cyberbullying Research Center
cyberby

berl

1t
ullying.org

Eikova 47 MocooTtd Bupartotroinong d1adIKTUAKOU eKQOBIOCHOU CUNPWVA HE T 0e§OUAAIKA
mportipnon (Hinduja&Patchin,2021)

Z.KaAoyiavvidn

59



Avixveuon S1adIKTUOKOU EKQOBIONOU hE XpAON OAYOpPiBuwWY pnxavikhig paénong

Recent Cyberbullying Offending by Sexual Orientation

(Nationally representative sample of 2,546 UiS. 13-17 year-olds)

Heterosexual Not Heterosexual

Cyberbullying Research Center
cyberbullyi

Sameer Hinduja and Justin W. Patchin (2021) erbullyingorg

Eikéva 48 MNoocootd didmpagng diadikTuakoU ek@ofIouoU avaAoya Je Tn 0e§OUaAIK TTpoTiinon
(Hinduja&Patchin,2021)

Auto dev cival aouviBioto eupnua otnv épeuva [55,56] Kal OpIOUEVEG €ENYAOEIG
ETTIKEVTPWVOVTAI OTAV TTPONYOUUEVN BIATTIOTWOTN OTI Ol OEEOUANIKEG PEIOVOTNTEG €ival TTIO
mOavdé va oTtoxotroinBouv. AnAadr, €dv KATTOI0G OTOXOTTOINBEi Pe KATTOIO HOPYN
OI0dIKTUAKOU EKQOBIOHUOU, PUTTOPEI VA TO BEI WG KAVOVIOTIKN 1] ATTapaiTnTn CUPTTEPIPOPA.
©a ptTopouoe TTiONG va gival Pia JOop@r avTITToivwy, N OTToia gival hia ouxvr €§Aynon
TTOU TTAPEXETAI ATTO EKEIVOUG TTOU TTapadExovTal 0TI eKpofiouv dAAoug [57,58]

2¢ autd To onpeio, yivetal ouvdeon Tou sexism cyberbullying pe To gender cyberbullying
TTOU MEAETABNKE OTO TTrponyoupevo dataset. OTTwg TTPOKUTITEI AVOAUOVTAG OKOMN
TTEPICOOTEPO Ta Oedopéva yia 1o 2019 [53], diamoTwveTal OTI O MN-ETEPOPUASPIAOI
Avdpeg NTAV TTEPICOOTEPO TTIBAVOV Va £XOUV UTTOOTEI EKPOBIOUS 0TO OXOAEio (73,9%) Kal
online (30%) mig Mo TTpdo@aTeg 30 NnUEPES TTPIV TNV €peuva. H pévn opdda pe uynAdtepo
TT0000TO SIadIKTUOKOU €KQORBIoUOU gival ol trans pabnTég, ol oTToiol ATaV EAAPPWS TTIO
mOavoe va €xouv utrooTel eKQoBIoPO diadiktuakd (33,3%). QoTtdoo, 10 péyeBog TOU
Oeiyuatog Atav oAU XapnAd yia autrv Tnv opdda (n=15) yia va egaxBei otrolodrTToTe
AOQAAEG CUMTTEPACHO 1 va  TrpaydaTotroin®ei  kdmoia  xpAoiun  ouykpion. Ol
ETEPOPUAOQIAEG HaBNTPIEG ATAV N AlydTEPO TTIBAVI) OPAda va £xel DexBei ekpoBIoud oTO
oXoAgio 4 oT1o d1adikTUO. TEAOG, éva akOun agloonUEIWTO ATTOTEAECUA Eival TTWGS OI [hN-
ETEPOPUAOQPIAEG YUVAIKEG €XOUV UTTOOTEI O€ YXAUNAOTEPA TTOO0OTA €KQORBIOCUG Kal
OIadIKTUAKO EKQOPICHO aTTO TOUG PN-£TEPOPUAOPIAOUG AvTPES (25.8% kal 64.4% évavi
30% ka1 73.9% avTioToiXWG).
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Bullying, Sexual Orientation, and Gender

Nationally-representative sample of 12-17 year old middle and high school students in the U.S.

739

Percent

Heterosexual male  Heterosexual female Non-heterosexual male Non-heterosexual Transgender (n=15)
(n=2360) (n=2261) (n=111) female (n=225)
W Recent victim of cyberbullying M Recent victim of school bullying
(previous 30 days) (previous 30 days)

Cyberbullying Reseach Center
www.cyberbullying.org

Eikéva 49 MNoocooTtd ekpoBiopoU Kal S1adIKTUAKOU EKPORIoHOU £V CUVAPTAOEI TOU QUAou-gender
Kal oe§ouaAikou TrpooavartoAiopou-sexual orientation (Hinduja&Patchin,2020).

3.3 Ala@opég TwV ouvOAwyv dedopévwyv-datasets

Eival onuavTtiké va atrooca@nvioTouv ol dIa@opES TTOU UTTAPXOUV PETAEU Twv 2 datasets
TTou €mAEXONKav, dnAadry Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset kair Tou Suspicious Tweets
Dataset. O1 dIa@opEG TOUG €ival Ol EENG:

1. To SOSNet Twitter Dataset éxel TTpokUwel amd 6 Ola@opeTiIKA datasets kai
atroteAeiTal ammd 47.692 tweets, o€ avtiBeon pe 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset 10
oTroio atroteAcital amd 19.934 keipeva kai gival €va deiypa evog kal povou dataset
pe 60.000 keipeva

2. To SOSNet Twitter Dataset xwpilel Ta tweets o€ 5 karnyopieg. Autég cival: Age
cyberbullying (HAIkiokdg  d1adikTuakOG  ek@OPIouOG), Religion cyberbullying
(©pnokeuTikOG B1adIKTUAKOGS ekpoPIoudg), Gender cyberbullying (AladIKTuakog
EKQOPBIOUOS  @UAoU), Ethnicity cyberbullying (Aladiktuokdg — €KQOBIOPOG
€BvikoTNTag) Kai Not cyberbullying (Ox1 81081kTUOKOG KQOBIOHUAG). ATTO TNV GAAN
MepId TO Suspicious Tweets Dataset karnyoploTrolgi Ta tweets o€ 3 KATNYOPIEG:
Racism (Patoioudg), Sexism (Ze€lopog) kai Neither (Kavéva atré 1a duo).

3. 210 SOSNet Twitter Dataset ol katnyopieg gival IcoppoTTnuéveG dnNAadr o€ KABe
katnyopia utrdpyouv tepittou 8.000 keipeva. AvtiBeta, oto Suspicious Twitter
Dataset dev 10XU€l KATI TETOIO APOU TO 86,56% TwV KEIPEVWYV OEV OXETICOVTAI UE
OIadIKTUAKO EKPORIOUO, TO 4,74% oxeTi(eTal ue PATOIOPO Kal TO uTTOAoITTo 8,69%
ME OECIoNO.

4. To Suspicious Tweets Dataset civar 1o TPOO@ATO APOU N TEAEUTAIA TOU
evnuépwon xpovoAloyeitar oto 2022 evww 10 SOSNet Twitter Dataset
onuioupyndnke 1o 2020.
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3.4 Aodyol emmIAoyng ouvoAwyv dedopévwyv-datasets

2€ autd TO Onueio Ba BIEUKPIVIOTOUV O AGYyOl yid TOUG OTToioug €TIAEXONKkav Ta
OUYKEKPIPEVA OUVOAA BEDOMNEVWV VIO TNV EQAPPOYN Kal OUYKPIoN TwV aAyopiBuwyv. Ol
Adyol €tmAoyAG gival o akdAouBol:

1. XpnoiyoTtroiouv kai Ta 2 dedopéva atro 1o Twitter. ZUp@wva ye TNV TNy [127], 10
Twitter €ival yia apkeTd kaAni mnyr dedouévwy d16TI:A) Eival To M0 avoixto Kai
TTPOOPBACINO O CUYKPION ME TIG UTTOAOITTEG TTAATQOPPES KOIVWVIKAG OIKTUWONG.
AuTO kavel To Twitter TTI0 EUVOIKO YIa TTPOYPANPATIOTEG TTOU ONPIOUPYOUV EpYaAEia
TTPOoRaoNG o€ OedoPEvVa KAl KATA CUVETTEIQ Augavel Tn dIABECINOTNTA AOYIOUIKOU
Kal OIadIKTUOKWY €PYOAEiwv OTOuG epeuvnTéC. AvTiBeTa, Ta dedouéva atrd TO
Facebook e¢ival TTOAU OUOKoAO va An@Bouv kai eivalr diabéociya PoOvo o€
OUYKEVTPWTIKO €TTITTESO YIO OKOTTOUG PAPKETIVYK. B) To Twitter dicukoAuvel Tnv
eupeon Kal TTapakoAouBnon ouvopiAiwy, KaBwg OIabétel pia duvatoTnTa
avalATNong TTou €TMITPETTEI OTOUG XPNOTEG va avalntouv tweets kal Ta tweets
eMaviCovtal eTTiong oTa amoteAéopata avalntnong Google, dieukoAuvovTag Tov
eVTOTTIoONO TOuG. To Facebook ptropei va BewpnBei TTEPICTOTEPO WG MIA IBIWTIKNA
TTAATQOpUA Kal Oev ep@avidovtal OAEG 01 dNUOCIEG AVAPTHOEIG OTA ATTOTEAEOUATA
TN Avalntnong Google. To Facebook Trapéxel emiong oToug XPROTES
TTEPIOOTOTEPOUG eAEyXOUG atroppriTou. ) To Twitter €xel pia 10xupry KOUATOUpPQ
hashtag TTou OlcuKOAUVEI TN OUAAOYR, TNV TAIVOUNON KAl TNV ETTEKTAON
avadnTnong katrda tn cuAloyry dedopévwy. A) To Twitter ytropei va eival pia
ONUOPIAAG TTAATQOPUa AOYW TNG TIPOCOXNG TTOU MPTTopEl va Adpel atd 1O
mainstream péoa evnuéPWONG KAl PTTOPEI va TTPOCEAKUCEI TTEPICTATEPN £PEUVA
AOYW TNG TTONITIOTIKAG TOU B€0NG. ZUVETTWG, TO CUYKEKPIUEVA OUVOAD BEDOUEVWV
EXOVTag aglotroInoel TIG TTapaTTévw duvaTtoTnNTEG TTOU TTapEXovTal atmo 1o Twitter
KaBioTavTal wg pia KaAn TTIAOYA YIa T CUYKEVTPWON KEINEVWYV aTTd AyyAOPWVOUG
XPNROTEG 0€ OAa Ta PNKN TNG 'Ng TTou oxoAiddouv Tn d1EBVA TTIKAIPATNTA.

2. Eivai 2 ocuptmrAnpwuatikég repImTwoel. To SOSNet Twitter Dataset ouvBétel pia
QPKETA KOAN €TTIAOYA YIa PEAETN KOBWGS OAEC OI KATNYOPIES €ival I00PPOTTNUEVEG,
onAadn, TepiTrou TO iBI0 TTANBOC Tweets tmou xapaktnpifovral ws HAIKIGKOG
OIABIKTUAKOG EKQPORBICHOG, XApaKTNEICOVTAl KOl WG UN-OIadIKTUAKOG EKQPOBICHOS
w¢ KATrola atrd TIG UTTOAOITTEG KaTnyopies. AuTtrj n OuvOAKn gival 1IdavIKN yia TV
eQapuoyn aAyopiBuwy, aAAd dev ouvOETEl Jia PeAAIOTIKN €IKOVA YIA TA KOIVWVIKA
OikTua. To Suspicious Tweets Dataset cupTTANpPWVEI AuTrv TRV EAAEIYN, KABWG o€
QuTO Ol KATNYOPIEG €ival UN-ICOPPOTTNUEVEG PE Ta Tweets TTou dev gu@avideTal
O100KTUOKOG €KPOPIOUOS va UTTEPIOYXUOUV. AUTH N KATAVOMN, CUMPWVA PE TNV
TNYA [122], €ival apKETA TTI0 QVTITIPOCWTTEUTIKY TNG TTPAYUATIKOTNTAG.

3. Kai Ta 2 datasets €ival apketd TTpoOO@PATA - KOl €I0IKA TO Suspicious Tweets
Dataset, TTou evnuepwBnkKe TeAeuTaia opd 1o 2022.

4. Ta Toug OKOTTOUG TNG TTAPOUCOG PEAETNG (AITTAwMATIKAG) ATav €mMOUUNTS, EKTOG
amoé TNV e@appoyr Kal ouykpion d1a@épwv aAyopiBuwyv, va eEeTaoTEl O
OIadIKTUAKOG €KPOBIOHOC WG TTPOG TA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA TWV BUPATWY Kal BUTWV.
Emopévwg, ATav emOuunto va Bpebouv dedouéva tTou dev Ba kavouv évav attAd
Ouadikd xwpIouo OTIG KaTnyopieg «AIadIKTAKOG eKQORITUOSH 1 «Oxi S1adIKTUAKOG
EKQOPIOUOS» aAAG Ba avaAUouv TrepaITéEpw Kal TO €idog Tou AladIKTUAKOU
EKQOBIOPOU O€ TTEPITITWAN TTOU AUTOS UPICTATAI.

5. TEAOG, Ol KATNyopieg OTIG OTTOIEG YIVETAI O ETTITTAEOV DIAXWPICPOG UTTOPEI VA unv
gival o1 idleg, OPwWG eival apkeTd kovTivég. Ma TTapadeiypa, 1o SOSNet Twitter
Dataset d108¢1e1 TNV KaTnyopia «Gender Cyberbullying (AladIKTUAKOG EKQOBIOUOS
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ME BAon TO QUAO)» Kal TO Suspicious Tweets Dataset d1aB&Tel TNV KaATnyopia
«Sexism (Ze€IoPOG)». ZUVETTWG, BewpRONKE TTI0 WPEAINOG 0 CUVOUAO OGS TOUG O€
ouUyKpION ME TN XPHon €vog TTOAU dlagopeTikou dataset Tmou Ba xwplile TT.X Ta
tweets o¢ Hate (Mioog), Offensive (MpooBANTIKA) KATT.

Z.KaAoyiavvidn 63



Avixveuon S1adIKTUOKOU EKQOBIONOU hE XpAON OAYOpPiBuwWY pnxavikhig paénong
4. MEOOAOAOTIIA

4.1 Teviki MNeprypaen

2TV TTapouca evoTNTA, divovTal TTEPIEKTIKA TA BrpaTa Kal ol uEBodol TTou akoAouBouvTal
TTPOKEIJEVOU VO TTPAYUATOTTIOINBEI KATNYOPIOTTOINON KEIMEVOU KAl VO KATOOKEUAOTEN, €V
TEAEL, éva oUOTNPA IKOVO va TTPOPRAETTEI JE PHEYAAN aAKpPIBEIa TN CWOTH KATNyopia TToU
EVTAOOETAI TO KEIYEVO.

2€ KABe TTPOBANPA KATNyopIoTTOiNONG akoAouBouvTal Ta €€1G 5 yevika Briparta [1]:

2UAAoyn dedopévwy (Dataset)

Mpoemrecepyacia Asdopévwy (Data Preprocessing)
Alaxwpiopog dedopévwy (Splitting the data)
EmAoyn xapaktnpioTikwy (Feature Selection)
Kartnyopiotroinon (Classification)

Ta TpoavaepBévTa BANATA cuvowilovTal OTAV TTAPAKATW EIKOVA:

Dataset

.

Data
preprocessing

Y

A 4
Splitting the
data

-

Feature
selection

.

Classification

Eikéva 50 MevikA peBodoAoyia oe ka0e rpOBANpa Tou TTEPIAAUBAVEI KATNYOPIOTTOINON KEINEVOU
(Mehendale, Rajpara, Shah & Phadtare, 2022)

KaBepia o1md autég TIG TEXVIKEG OXETICETQI ME TIOIKIAEG TTpOOEYYioelg. ApXIKd, Ba
TTapouciacBouv o1 didpopeg TTpooceyyioeic/peBodoloyiec TTou TTpoTEivovTal atmd Tn
ouyxpovn BiBAloypagia Kal, v TEAEl, O LeXxwpPIOTH utToEVOTNTA, N PEBOdOAoyia TTOU
UI0BeTABNKE OTNV TTapoUca SITTAWMATIKH.

4.1.1 Mpoemegepyaoia dedopévwv

2¢ éva NLP ouoTtnua givalr avaykaio va TrpayuatoTToleiTal TTpoeTreéepyaaia Kelpévou [2]
TTPOKEIUEVOU Va.:

e Meiwbei 10 péyebog TOU apxeiou eupetnpiou (i dedopévwyv) Twv eyypaPwv
KEINEVOU
1. Ta stopwords avtigtoixouv o010 20-30% TOU GUVOAIKOU TTAABOUG AéEewv
€VOG OUYKEKPIUEVOU KEIPEVOU.
2. H 1exvIKn avaywyng piag AéENG 0To OTEAEXOG TNG, APAIPWVTAG ETTIOANOTA
Kal TTpoBEéuaTta (stemming) €ival IKavr va JEIWOEI TO PEYEBOG TOU EUPETNPIOU
katé 40-50%.
e BeATiwBei n ammodoTIKOTATA KAl N ATTOTEAEOUATIKOTNTA TOou ouoTAuaTog IR

(avaktnong TTAnpo®opiag).
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1. Ta stopwords dev cival xpAoIga yia avadntnon n €gopuén KeINEvou Kal
MTTOPEI va PTTEPOEYOUV TO CUCTNHUA AVAKTNONG.

2. H texvikn stemming XpnOIYOTIOIEITAI YIA TAIPIACHA TWV TTAPOUOIWY AEEEWV
o€ OIOQPOPETIKA KEIPEVA.

O1 BAOIKEG TEXVIKEG TTPOETTECEPYATIAC KEINEVWV CUVOWICoVTal OTNV TTAPAKATW €IKOVA:

Start

Lultiple

Documents

Pre-Processing

¥

Extraction

¥

Stopwords Removal W

TE/IDF

| Ready for Mining I

Eikéva 51 Baoikég Texvikég Mpoemeepyaociag Keipévou (Mohan, Vijayarani,2015)

4.1.1.1 A@aipeon Stopwords

Ta stopwords €ival pia diaipeon TNG QUOIKAG YAWOOoAG. To KivnTpo agaipecng Toug gival
TTWG KAVOUV TO KEIPEVO va QaiveTal “BapuTepo” Kal AlyOTEPO GNUAVTIKO YIa TOUG AVOAUTEG.
AgaipwvTtag Ta stopwords peiwveTal kai n diIdoTacn Tou Xwpou Twv 6pwv. O1 o
ouvnBiopéveg AEEeIC o€ Keipeva gival ApBpa, TTPOBECEIC KOl AVTWVUMIES, KATT. TTOU OgV
Oivouv TO vOnua Twv KelPévwy. AUTEG o1 Aégelg avTiyeTwTifovial oav stopwords.
Mapadeiypata stopwords Tng AyyAikng yAwooag givai : the, in, a, an, with KATT. AuTég oI
AECEIC apaipouvTal aTTd Ta Keipyeva d16TI dev BewpouvTal AECEIG-KAEIDIG OE €QAPUOYEG
e€opuUENG Kelpévou [1].

2TNV TTapoUCca UTTOEVOTNTA, TTAPOUCIAlovTal OAEG OI TEXVIKEG EVTOTTIOMOU stopwords.
A. 31aTIKEC PEBODOI EVTOTTIOUOU.
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2€ Y10 OTATIKA TTPOCEYYIOoN, ONUIOUPYEITAI YIa TIPOKABoPIoPEVN NioTa EVOIAUECWYV AEEEwV
yla Tn OUuykekpiyévn yAwooa. H idla n Aiota dev Ba xpeialdTav va avavewveTal i va
aAAGlel autépaTta [15].

KAaooikl MéBodog. Auth cival pia Baoikr TeXVIKA [16] oTnv OTToia Ta OTOXEUMEVA
éyypagpa diakpivovtal o AEgelg (tokenization). XpnoipoTtrolei pia otatik Aiota atmo
stopwords yia va TTpoodIopicel TOUG OUYKEKPIPMEVOUG OPOUG aVAUECO OTOUG OPOUG TOU
eyypagou. H AioTa yivetal Xeipokivnra.

NTETEPMIVIOTIKA TTETTEPACHEVA AUTOMATA. AnpIOUPYED TTETTEPACHEVA auTopaTa [17] yia
va TTpoodlopioel Ta stopwords OTTWG GaiveTal OTNV TTAPAKATW £IKOva. To DFA atroTteAegital
amoé 5 TapauéTpoug ol oTroieg eival: KardoTtaon, XapokTipag, METABAcn, apxIKn
Karaotaon kal karaotaocn atmodoxngs. O1 ouvlnkeg ekkivnong eAEyxovtal yia KABe
XOPAKTAPO Kal Ol YETAPBACEIC yivovTal OoTnv €TTOPEVN KataoTaon. Edav dev utmdpyxouv
MeTapaoelg, emoTpé@eTtal 1O false. Edv petaBdoeig akoAouBiag ota oUPBOAa elI0aywynig
TNG AéENG TeEAEIuVouV o€ KaTdoTaon attodoxNnG, N Aé€n Bewpeital stopword Kail eTTICTPEPEI
true.

p\!
- @
Start
u - X 2).Y
~ a4 { L ( o
= g ar

Eikéva 52 N1etepuivioTikO Merepaocpévo Autoparto yia Tnv Avayvwpion stopwords (Jha,
Manjunath, Shenoy, & Venugopal, 2016)

Mé£Bodog Ae§IAoyIKAG TAENG. 2& auTr) TN uEBodO [18], pe TN BoABEIa EIBIKWYV QWVNTIKAG
Kal BaBid ekuddnon tTng dopng TnG yAwooag koutlapdrti, dnuioupyeital Aiota e
povadikég AéEeig kal Toug avartiBevrtal Ae€IkEG TAgeIS dnA. OuoiaoTikd, Prua, Emippnua
K.ATT. 2TO €TTOMEVO BAMA, METPIETAI N OUXVOTNTA TWV UYNAOGTEPWYV OE OUXVOTNTA AEEEwV
oUPQWVA HE TIG AeCIKES TALEIG.

B.Auvauikéc MéBodol Eviomiopou

21N duvapikr TTpoogyyion, To stopword evrotifeTal v Kiviioel. Mia AioTa stopwords Ba
OnuIoupynBei cUPPWVa Pe KavOoveS 1 OTATIOTIKA aToixEia & dev TTpokaBopileTal Ao TIPIV.
O katdAoyog Twv AéEewv atmmoaaoiletal Ye Baon pia dedopévn €i00d0 KeIPEVou.

Mé£Bodog MNpooéyyiong BACIOHEVH OE KAVOVEG.

2€ auth TNV TeXVIKA [19], oI OTATIKOi KAVOVEG TTPOKUTITOUV HETA a1TO avaAuon Tou
TTpoTUTTOU TOU stopword. Edv otroiadrTrote AEEN OTO KEIPEVO IKAVOTTOIEI TOV KavOva, TOTE
TTpoodiopideTal wg stopword.

MéBodo1 Baoiopéveg oTo vOopo Tou Zipf.

O vépog tou Zipf [20] eival vOpog OXETIKG PE TN ouxvoTNTA KATAVOUNG AéEewv O€ pIa
yAwaooa. lNa va atreikovioTei 0 vopog Tou Zipf, ag utroBéooupue 0TI €xouue pia ouAAoyn
KeINEVOU Kal ag uTTapyouV V (Ae€IAOYI0) povadikeég AEEeig oTn auAloyr). MNa kaBe 6po oTn
ouMhoyny xpeialetar va uttoAoyioTei n ouxvotnta OnAadny Freq(word)= ZuvoAIkég
EMPAVIOEIG TOU OPOU OTO KEIUEVO. TN CUVEXEIQ, aTTodidoUNE KATATAEN OTIG AEEEIC OE
@Bivouoa oelpd pe BAon TN ouxvoTnTa Toug (N AEEN ME TN PEYOAUTEPN OUXVOTNTA EXEI
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KaraTtagn 1, emopevn AéEn ouxvoTNTAG £XEI TNV KATATAEN 2 KAl OUTW KOBEENG). 0 VOUOG
ToU Zipf ek@pdlel 0TI « Aedopévou evog eydAou deiypdaTog AEEEwV TTOU XPNOIUOTToIoUVTAl,
N ouxvotnTa oTrolacdNTIOTE AEENG €ival avTIOTPOPWGS avaAoyn PE TNV KOTATAgA TG OTN
ouxvoTtnTa.

Tuxaia deiypatoAnyia pe Badon 6poug (TBRS)

AuT n TTpooéyyion evtoTifel XeipokivnTa TN AéEN TEpUATIOPOU atrd TO £yypa@o 10ToU.
Aglotroiwvtag 10 pETPo Olagopds Kullback-Leibler kaBwg etravaAaupBaveral Tavw o€
TUXaia  ETTIAEYMEVA  CEXWPIOTA TUAMATA TwV OedOUEVWY, KATOTACOEI TOUG OPOUG
TTANPOPOPIWV OE KABE TUrua avaloya Pe TNV agia Toug o€ TTAnpogopia.

AkoAouBei TTivakag oUyKpIiong TWV TTAPATTAVW TTPOCEYYICEWV.

References Technique Implemented Advantages Disadvantages
on Language
Saini et al. Classic Approach | Sanskrit ® Basic Technique ® Lacks potentially new words
[21] e Easy to implement e Defined for general purpose 1.e. different
collection require stopword list
® Outdated
e Time complexity is high
Rakhoha et Lexical Classes Gujarati Best for Machine Translation As of date no tool available for Gujarati language
al. [6] Approach to assign automatic POS to word
Jha et al [7] Deterministic Hindi Take less time as compare to ¢ Limited word length
Finite Automata dictionary-based approach ® Require more space to store data
Rakholia et Rule-based Gujarati Dynamic This algorithm work based on created rule hence, it
al. [8] Approach cannot handle neologism.

Eikéva 53 ZuykevTpwTikog lMivakag MAgovekTnUATWV-MeIOVEKTNHATWY TV HEBOSWV agaipeong
stopwords (Ladani & Desai,2020).
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4.1.1.2 Stemming
H péBodog stemming XpnOIUOTTOIEITAI yIA va avayvwpeioel TN piCa/OTEAEXOG Miag AEENG.
MNa TTapddeiyua, OTTwG QaiveTal Kal OTNV TTOPAKATW €IKOva, ol AéEeig “connect’,

“connected”, “connections” kai “connecting” £xouv OAeg wg Koivr) pica 1o “connect”.

Eikéva 54 Napddeiypa Tng 1eXVIKAG stemming (Mohan, Vijayarani,2015).

O okotrég autng TNG HEBBGOOoU cival va a@aipéael TTOIKIAEG KATAANEEIG, TTPOKEIMEVOU va
MEIWOEI TOV apIBPO Twv AéEewy, va €xel pifeg AE¢ewv TToU TaIpIAlouV PE akpiBeia Kal va
€EOIKOVOUNOEl XPOVO Kal XWPO MVAMNG. YTTApXouv 2 anueia Tou Aaupavovtal uttoyn
Kabwg xpnolyoTrolgital évag stemmer:

o N€Ceig TTOou Oev €xouv TNV idla onuacia TTPETTEI va KpaTnOoUv EexwpIoTd

e O1 HOPPOAOYIKEG HOPPEG MIAG AEENG UTTOTIBETAI TTWG £XOUV TNV idIa BACIK onuacia
KAl CUVETTWG TTPETTEI va avTioTolxnBouv aTo idlo stem.

O1 aAyopiBuol yia stemming putmopouv va katnyoplotroin@ouv oe 3 BacIKEG ouddeg [21]:
pEBodOI TTEPIKOTTAG (truncating methods), otaTioTikéG péBodol (statistical methods), pIKTEG
MEBodOI (mixed methods) 6TTw¢ TTapoucidlovtal Kai 0TV akdAouBn €Ikova.
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Hemming Alzotithms
¥ 7 X
Truncatms Statistical Mlized
¥ ¥ [ ]
[. Loving 1. H-Gram . Inflectional &
1 Porers 2. HMM Diertwationsl
3. PaiceHusk 3 YA i Erovatz
4 Dawson b Herox
1. Corpus Based

Eikova 55 Karnyopieg Stemming AAyopifuwyv (Mohan, Vijayarani,2015).

Truncating Methods

1. Lovins Stemmer.AuTtdg ATAV O TTPWTOG PHOVTEPVOG KOl ATTOTEAEOUATIKOG Sstemmer
TTOU TTPOTABNKE aTTd TOoV Lovins To 1968. O Lovins stemmer agaipei 10 HEYaAUTEPO
eiONUa atrd pia AéEn. MOAIG aaipebei N KATAANEN, N AéEn €TTAVAKWOIKOTTOIEITAI
XPNOIUOTTOIWVTAG OIAPOPETIKO TTIVAKA TTOU KAVEl OIAQOPES TTPOCAPHOYES YIa va
METATPEWEI QUTA T OTEAEXN O€ EYKUPEG AECEIC. AQaIpE TTAVTA TO TTOAU £va €TTIONUA
atmo pia AéEn, AOyw TNG @UONG Tou WG aAyopiBuou pepovwpévng diEAeuons. Ta
TTAEOVEKTAUATA AUTOU TOU aAyopiBuou gival OTI gival TTOAU ypryopog Kal UTTOPEi va
XEIPIOTEI TNV a@aipeon OITTAWV ypapudtwy oe Aégeic Ommwg "getting" (TTou
petatpémrovral o€ "get") kai, emmiong, xeIpidetal  TTOAAOUG  AKAVOVIOTOUG
TTANBUVTIKOUG OTTwG — “mouse” kal “mice”, “index” kai “indices» K.Atr. ‘Eva
MEIOVEKTNMO TNG TTPOCEyyIong Lovins gival TTwg atroTeAEl XpovoBopo aAyopiBuo
[3]. EmiTTA0V, TTOAAG mTIBEPaTa dev gival DIaBETIUA OTOV TTIVAKA TWV KATAANEEWV.
MepIkEG POpPEG €ival ECAIPETIKA AVALIOTTIOTO KAl CUXVA ATTOTUYXAVEl va OXNMUOTIOEI
AéE€Ic atTd TOUG KOPUOUG 1 va TaIpIAlel HE TOUG MioXoug AéEewv e To id1o vonua.
Ta BApaTa Tou aAyopiBuou aTTOTUTTWVOVTAI KAl SIQYPAUMATIKA OTNV TTAPOAKATW
gIKova [23]:
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START

!

Determine whera on ending list to begin
searching for a match so that stem is at
least two characters long.

Search ending list for o maich 1o the
tast part of the waord being stemmed.

endi no
fou matching
ending
found
Is context-
sansitive rule
satisfied,
if any?
yes
4
remove ending basic stemming
procedure
recoding
Undouble final consanant procedure
of stem, if upp|icc|b|e
Search list of transformations
for mateh on remaining stem
match no rule
found applies

recode stem

according to rule

autput stem

Eikéva 56 AlaypappaTiKh a1TeIKOVIon TwV BNUdTwV a@aipeong KAatadAngng Kai
£TTaAvVOKwWOIKoTroinong Tou alyopiBuou Lovins Stemmer (Lovins,1968)

2. Porters Stemmer. AtroteAei évav atrd Toug TTio dnuo@iAgic aAyopiBuoug stemming
Kal mTpotddnke 1o 1980 [22]. MOAAOI pETOOXNUOTIOWOI Kal BEATIWOEIG £XOUV
uAotroinBei kal TTpotaBei oto PBacikd aAydpiBuo. Bagoiletar otnv 16éa OTI Ol
KataAn&eigc otnv AyyAikp yAwooa (trepittou 1200) atroteAouvtal Kupiwg atro
opadoTToinon PIKPOTEPWV Kal atTAouoTepwy emOnudtwy. Mepiéxel 5 Bripara Kai
avapeca o€ KABe PBriua e@appdlovral Kavoveg wOoTou évag atmd autoug va
TeEPAoEl TIC TPoUTToBEoeIC. Av évag Kavovag yivel aTTodOeKTOG, TO ETTiONUO
a@aipeiTal Kal To €TTOPEVO BANA e@apudleTal. To TTPOKUTITOV stem oTo TEAOG TOU
TTEUTITOU Bripartog emoTpé@eTal. O kavovag poiadel OTTwg o TapakaTw [3] :

<condition> <suffix> — <new suffix>

3. Paice/Husk Stemmer. O stemmer Paice/Husk eival €évag emavaAnmTikdg
aAyopIBuog Pe évav TTivaka TToU TTEPIEXEI TTEPITTOU 120 KAVOVEG EUPETNPIOCPEVOUG
aTTO TO TEAEUTAIO YPAUMA MIAG KATAANENG [24] . NMpooTrabei va Bpel TOV EQOAPUOCTED
Kavova a1rd Tov TEAEUTAio XapakTApa TnG Aé¢ng. KdaBe kavovag kabopilel €ite

Z.KaAoyiavvidn 70



Avixveuon S1adIKTUOKOU EKQOBIONOU hE XpAON OAYOpPiBuwWY pnxavikhig paénong

dlaypa@r) €iTe AVTIKATAOTAON Hiog KATAANENG. EGv dev uttdpxel TETOI0G KavOva,
TeppaTiCeTal. ETriong, Tepuatifetal av pia AEgn apxidel atrd QuVEV KOl ATTOPEVOUV
MOVO OUO N TPEIG XOAPAKTAPEG. AIQQPOPETIKA, €PAPUOLETAl O KAVOVAG KAl N
Oladikaoia emavalauBaveTal. To TTAEOVEKTAMA €ival N atAOTNTA  Kal TTWG KABE
eTTAvVaANWn @povTifel TOOO yia Tn diaypa®r 6CO Kal TNV avTIKAaTaoTaon cUPQWVa
ME TOV Kavova TTpoG €@apuoyr. To HEIOVEKTNPAO €ival OTI gival TTOAU Bapug
aAyopiBuog kai gival moavo va TTpokUuWyel UTTEPBOAIKA HIKPR pila-overstemming.
4. Dawson Stemmer. Autég o Stemmer gival pia €TEKTOON TNG TTPOCEYYIONG TOU
Lovins Stemmer ekTOG a1Té TO OTI KAAUTITEI TTOAU TTI0 TTAR)PN AioTa e Trepittou 1200
emonuara. Ommwg kai o Lovins, gival évag Stemmer pe Eva TEPACUA, OUVETTWG,
gival apkeTa ypriyopogs. Ta el uata atrobnkeUovTal PE TNV QVTIOTPOPN OEIPA TTOU
eupeTNPIGCovTal ATTO TO PYAKOG KAl TEAEUTAIO YPAUMA TOUG. 2TNV TTPAYHATIKOTATA
OpPYavVWVOVTAl WG £Va OUVOAO DIQIPEPEVWV OEVTPWY XAPAKTHPWY YIa Ypryopn
TTpOoBacn. To TTAcoVEKTNUA €ival OTI KOAUTITEl TTEPICCOTEPA ETTIOAUATA ATTO TOV
Lovins Kal €ival ypriyopog oTnV €KTEAECN. TO MEIOVEKTNUA Eival TTWG Eival TTOAU
OUVOETOG Kal Bev BIABETEN Yia TUTTIKE ETTAVAXPENOCIPOTIOINCIWN UAoTToinoN [21].

Statistical Methods (ZratioTikég MéBodol)

Auroi eival oI stemmers 1Tou BacifovTal 0€ KATTOIA OTATIOTIKY) avAAuon Kal TEXVIKES. Ol
TTEPIOCOTEPES MEBODOI apalpolV Ta TTPOBAUATA, AAAG OQOU EKTEAECOUV KATTOIA OTATIOTIKA
dladikaoia [21].

1) N-Gram Stemmer. Eivai évag avegdptntog yAwooag stemmer. H mTpocéyyion
OMOIOTNTOG CUMPBOAOCEIPWY XPNOIYOTIOIEITAI VIO TN PETATPOTTA Miag TTANBWPIKNAG
AéENG oTn pifa TnG. To N-gram eival pia cupBoAoceipd n, CUVHBWS YEITOVIKWY,
XOPAKTAPWY TTOU £€AayovTal atmo £éva TURUA ouveXoug kelpévou. To N-gram gival
éva oUVOAO aTTd N CUVEXONEVOUG XOPAKTAPES TO OTToi0 €AyeTal atmo pia AéEn. H
KUpla 16€a TTiow atrd auTrv TNV TTPocEyyion gival 6T TTaPOUOIEG AEEeIG Ba éxouv
MEYAAN TToodTNTA KOIVWYV n-grams. Na n ico ye 2 A 3, 10 o1 AéEeig TTou e€ayovTal
ovopalovtal dlaypaugata (diagrams) A Tpiypduuata  (trigrams), avrioToixa
(Jivani,2011). Na mapdadeiypa, n AéEn INTRODUCTIONS odnyei otn dnuioupyia
TWV TTapakdaTw diagrams:

*, IN, NT, TR, RO, OD, DU, UC, CT, TI, 10, ON,
NS, S* kar trigrams **I, *IN, INT, NTR, TRO, ROD, ODU, DUC, UCT,
CTI, TIO, ION, ONS, NS*, S**

Otou 10 * dnAwvel éva XwpPo Trapayedioyarog yia otav dgv PTTOpouv va
onuioupynBouv TTARpn N-grams.

Ymdpxouv n+1 kail n+2 1€T010 diagrams Kai trigrams avtioToixa yia pia AéEn 1Tou

TTEPIEXEI N XAPOKTAPES. ZUVNBWG €TTIAEYETAI N=4 ] N=5. 2Tn cuvéxela, avaAueTal éva

KeipneVo i €va yypa@o o€ OAa Ta n-grams. Eival ca@ég o1 pia AéEn pida yevika

eM@avieTal AiyodTepo ouxva atrod TN JOPPOAOYIKN TG HOPOPH.

AuTO onpaivel OTI pia AEEN €xEl YeVIKA Eva eTTiIOgua TTOU OXeTICeTal e auThv. AUTOG O

stemmer €xel TO TTAEOVEKTNHA TTWG €ival aveEAPTNTOG aTTO TN YAWO OO KAI, CUVETTWG,

TTOAU XPNOIUOG O€ APKETEG EPAPUOYEG. TO WEIOVEKTNUA TOU €ival TTwWG XPEIACETAI

MEYAAOG GyKOG aTTOBNKEUTIKOU XWPEOU, yia Tn dnuioupyia Kal atroBikeuon Twy n-

grams Kal TWV EUPETNPIWV KOl CUVETTWG OEV ATTOTEAEI Mia TTPAKTIKA TTPOCEYYIOT.

2) HMM Stemmer. Autog o stemmer BaocioTnke otnv 10€a Twv Hidden Markov Models

(HMMs) TT0U €ival autOépaTa TTETTEPACUEVWY KATAOTACEWY OTTOU OI PETARAOCEIG
METAEU TWV KATaoTACEWV KaTeuBUvovTal atrd ouvapTAOEIS TTIBAvVOTNTAG. 2€ KABE
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3)

METABaoN, N Kaivoupia KATAoTaon TTapaAcitTel éva oUPBoAo pe pia doBeica
mlavoTnTa [26]. AuTA N uEBOdOG BacileTal o€ Pn-emRAETTOMEVN PABNON Kal dev
ATTAITE KAPia YAWOOOAOYIKH yVWoT Tou CUVOAOU deBOPEVWV. 2€ AUTAV TN YEBODO,
n mMeavoTnTa Tou KABE povoTTaTiou UTTOPEI va UTTOAOYIOTEI Kal TO TTI0 TTIBavo
MOVOTTATI BpioKETAI OTO YPAPO auTopdTwy. MNpokelyévou va epapuootei HMMs oTo
stemming, pia akoAouBia ypauuaTWY TTOU oxXnuatiCel hia AéEn ptTopei va AngoBei
UTTOWN WG TO ATTOTEAECHA TNG €Vwong dUO UTToaKOAOUBIWY : evog prefix kal evog
suffix. ‘Evag 1pé1rog va povreAdotroinBei auth n diadikacia gival yéow evog HMM
OTTOU OI KATAOTACEIG XWwpPilovTal o€ dUO {Eva OUVOAQ: OTO apXIKO PTTOPEI va eival
MOvo o1 pileg (stems) kal oTo deUTEPO 01 Pies 1 o1 KaTaAnEelg (suffixes). O apxIkES
KATOOTAOEIG OVAKOUV JOVO OTO OUVOAO pE Ta stems — pia Aégn apxidel TTavTa atro
é¢va stem. O1 petaBdoeig amd KATOOTACEIG TOU OuvOAou pe Ta suffixes oe
KATOOTAOEIG TOU OUVOAOU JE Ta stems, £€Xouv TTAVTOTE KEVH TTIOAvOTNTA- Hia AEgn
MTTOPEl Vo va gival n évwon evog stem kai evog suffix. O1 TeEAIKEG KaTaoTAoEIG
avrKouv Kal ota 2 ouvoAa- ‘Eva stem ptropei va €xel évav aplBud dIa@opETIKWY
TTaPAYWYWYV OAAG uTtTopEi €Tmiong va unv €xel kKaBoAou suffix. To TTAEoVEKTNHO
auTnG TNG MEBBGOOU gival TTWG €ival PN-ETTIBAETTOPEVN KOl CUVETTWG OEV ATTAITEITAI
yvwon 1nG YAwooag. To uelovéKTnPa gival OTi gival Aiyo oUvBeTn Kal PTTopei va
odnynoel o€ over-stemming PEPIKES POPEG [26]

YASS Stemmer. >0p@wva pe Toug Plisson et al. (2004) [27], n amédoon evog
stemmer T1TOU dnuIoupyeiTal atTd TNV OPAdOTTOINCN €VOG AECIKOU XWPIG Kauia
YAWOOIKA €lcaywyn €ival icoduvaun e auTtAv tTou AapBdveralr atmrd Tn XpHon
TUTTIKWYV, Baoiopévoug og Kavoveg stemmers 6TTwg Tou Porter. Autdg o stemmer
EVIACOETAl OTNV TAEN TWV OTATIOTIKWYV Kal BACIOPEVWY OTO corpus stemmers. Agv
otnpieTal 0T YAWOOIKA  €UTTEIPOYVWHPOOUVN. AUTH n TIpoceyyion  Eival
QATTOTEAEOUATIKNA VIO YAWOOEG TTOU £XOUV KUPiwG KATAANEEIS OTN @UOT TOUG.

Mixed Methods

1)

2)

Krovetz Stemmer. ATTOTEAEOUATIKA Kal PE akpiBeia agaipei Ta emBrjuarta o 3
Bruata [28]: A) Metatpot) Tou TTANBUVTIKOU piag AéENG oTov TUTTO TNG OTOV
€VIKO.B) Metatpoty Tou mrapeABovTikoUu xpoévou piag Aé€nc oe eveoTtwta. M)
A@aipeon Tng KatdAnéng “ing”. Ze ouykpion pe Tov Porter kai Tov Paice/Husk ivai
évag TTOAU eAa@PUC aAyopiBuog [3]. ZToxeuel oTnv alénon TNG akpPipeIag Kal Tng
EUPWOTIOG ME TNV QVTIUETWITION TWV 0pBoypaPIKwy AaBwv Kal Twv avouoiwv
oTeAexwyv. EQv 10 péyeBOC TOu KeIévou €1I0000U gival peydAo, autdg o stemmer
yivetal aduvapog kai dgv atrodidel TTOAU atToTEAEOUATIKA. To KUPIO EAGTTWHA yia
TETOIOU €idOUG aAyopiBuoug atroTeAei n aduvapia Toug va XEIPIOTOUV AEEEIC TTOU
Oev utTdpxouv oTo AeCIKO. Aev TTapdyel oToBePd pia KAAr atmmddoon aKpiRElag
(precision) kai avakAnong (recall) [28]
Xerox. H Baon dedopévwv KAioNG PEIWVEL TV ETTIQAVEIA KABE AEENG OTN Hop®n
TTOoU pTTOPEl va Bpebei 010 Ae€IKO WG £€RG [29]:

e Evik6g ouaiaoTikwy (T1.X. children - child)

e Amapépgato pnuartwy (1r.X. understood - understand)

o  OeTIKOG BaBuog emBETWY (T1.X. best - good)

e OvopaoTik AvTwvupiwy (11.X. whom - who)

AUTOG 0 aAYOPIOBPOG BoUAEUEl KOAG O€ peYAAQ KEiPEVA Kal a@aipei Ta TTPOBEUaTA
otTou auTo gival €@IkTd. OAa Ta stems eival éykupeg AEEEIC agoU pia Ae§IAoyikn
Baon dedopévwy TToU TTAPEXEI HOPYOAOYIKT avaAuon yia KABE AéEn oTo AECIKO €ival
O108¢éa1un yia stemming. ‘Exel amodeixBei TTwg Asitoupyei  KaAUTEPA ATTO TOV
Krovetz yia peydAo oUvoAo Kelpévwy. To HPEIOVEKTNUA €ival TTWG TO ATTOTEAECHO
eCaptarar ammd 1N AegIAoyikr) Bdon dedopévwy n OTToia PTTOPEI va pnv €ival
e€avtAnTIKA. Aev €xel uhoTToinNOei o€ TTOANEG AAAEG YAwooeg. AkOun, N €€dpTnon
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TOoU stemmer ato pia Ae€IAoyikr Baon dedouEvwy ToV KABIOTA £EAPTWHEVO aTTO TN
yAwoaoa.

3) Corpus based Stemmer. AuTh n TTPoCoEyyion TTPOOTTOBEI va EETTEPATEl KATTOIA OTTO
Ta uelovekThpaTa Tou Porter's Stemmer [21]. MNa TTapddeiyua, o AéEeig ‘policy’ Kai
‘police’ ouyyxéovtal TTapdAo TTou £Xouv dIOPOPETIKA onuaaia aAAG o1 AEgelg ‘index’
Kal ‘indices’ dev ouyyxéovtal, TTapoAo TTou €xouv Tnv idla pifa. EmiTAéov, o Porter
stemmer TTapdayel oTEAEXN T OTTOIA OEV Eival TTPAYHATIKEG AECEIG OTTWG TO ‘iteration’
TToU YyiveTal ‘iter’ kal T0 ‘general’ TTou yivetal ‘gener’. Autd To €idog aAyopiBuou
AVOQEPETAlI OTAV AUTOUATN TPOTTOTTOINON TWV TAZEWV CUYXWVEUONG- AEEEIG TTOU
E€Xouv odnynoel 0€ €va KOIVO OTEAEXOG, va TAIPIAJOUV OTA XOPOAKTNPIOTIKA E£VOG
OedOUEVOU OWHATOG KEIMEVOU  XPNOIYOTIOIWVTOG OTOTIOTIKEG MEBOdOUG. To
TTAEOVEKTNUA AUTAG TNG MEBGBOU gival TTWGS ATTOPEUYEI CUYXWVEUOEIG TTOU BEV gival
KATAAANAEG yIa €va 0BEV CWHA KEIPEVWYV KAl TO ATTOTEAECHA €ival Yia TTPAYUOTIKNA
AEEN Kal Ox1 €va eANITTEG OTEAEXOG. To MEIOVEKTNUA €ival TTWG XpPeEIddeTal va
avaTrTuxei 10 oTaTIOTIKG MPETPO yIa KABE OWPA LEXWPIOTA Kol O XPOVOG
emegepyaoiag augdvetal, KaBwg oTo TPWTO Priua duo aAyopiBuol stemming
XPNOIYOTTOIoUVTAl TTPIV XPNOIYOTToINBEl auTh N u€Bodog.

4.1.2 Alavuoparotroinon

O1 aAy6piBuol unxavikng uabnong epappolovTal o€ apIBUNTIKA dedoUEVA, TTOU ONUAIVEI
TTWG AVAPEVOUV WG €i0000 €vav OIodIA0TATO TTivaKka, Ol YPAPUEG TOU OTToiou Eival
OIOKEKPIPEVEG TTEPITITWOEIS Kal Ol OTAAEG eival Ta XxapaktnploTikd (features) [31].
2UVETTWG, TTPOKEINEVOU VA EKTEAEOCTEI pNXaviki udbnon o€ Keipevo, gival avaykaio va
METATPATIOUV TO TINyaia Keigeva o€ OIAVUOMPATIKEG QVOTTOPACTACEIG, OTIG OTIOIEG
apIBuNTIKA INXAVIKA pdabnon Ba epappooTei akoAouBwg. Autr n diadikacia ovoudleTal
dlavuoparoTtroinon (vectorization) A data transformation kai amroTteAei éva TTOAU onuavTiké
Briua yia TNV avaAuaon KEIPEVWV.

Interpretation

Diata mining
Iransformation ¥

Preprocessing ¥

O
Selection ¥ H["] .@& Knowledge

Patterns

['ransformed

Preprocessed  data

Original data [

data T

Eikéva 57 BApara avakdAuyng Tng yvwong (Alasadi & Wesam,2017)

H diadikaoia autd, OTTwG QaiveTal 0TV TTOPATTAVW €IKOVA, TTPAYHATOTTIOIEITAI APECWG
META TN S10dIKACIQ TNG TTPOETTECEPYATIAG. 2TN CUVEXEIA, TA TTPOETTECEPYATEVA DEDOUEVA
dlavuopartoTrolouvTal Kal divovtal wg €icodog o€ KATolov aAyopiBuo [35] woTe va
TTPAYMATOTTOINGEI avayvwpion TTPOTUTTWY (pattern recognition).

H yeTaTpotr KEINEvwy aTNV apIBUNTIKY TOUG Jop®n KaBIoTA £QIKTH TNV avAAUGCT] TOUG Kal
TNV €QAPUOYN TWV ETTIAEYUEVWY OAYOPIBUWY PNXaVvIKAG paBnong. Ta €yypaga (i ol
TTPOTACEIG) JTTOPOUV VA £XOUV DIOPOPETIKA UEYEDN, Ta dlavUouaTa TTOU OPifOUE Yia auTd,
Ouwg, Ba £xouv TTaAvTa TO id10 PAKOG. KABe 1816TNTA 0€ pia diIavuopaTIKA avatmapdoTaon
eival €va feature. 2Tnv ev AOyw TTEPITITWON, Ba gival AEGEIG TTOU oUPTTEPIAQUBAvVOVTAl OTO
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Keipyevo. Madi, 6Aa autd Ta features, Ba Trepiypd@ouv €vav TTOAUBIACTATO XWPO
XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY OTOV OTToiov HEB0dOI unxavikng uddnong duvaral va EQappooTouV.

Etropévwg, TTpETTEl va UTTAPEEl JETOKIVNON OTTO ATOUIKESG TTPOTACEIG KOl AEEEIG O€ onEia
o€ évav TTOAUBIACTATO ONPACIOAOYIKO XWPO. AUTA Ta ONnuEia uTTopoUV va ToTToBeTNBOUV
MOKPIG 1] KOVTA TO €va OTO AAANO, KATAVERNUEVA OPOIOUOPQA 1, aVvTIBETWG, TuXaia. Me
Baon autd, utropei va e€axbei WG CUPTTEPACHA TTWG TTPOTACEIG PE TTAPEUPEPES VONUa Ba
TOTTO0£TNOOUV KOVTA Kal 01 OIOPOPETIKEG, AVTIOETWG, MOKPIA [31]
Popéag ZuxvoTnrag/Frequency Vectorizer
‘Evag 1pOTTOG va d1avuouaToTTOINBE TO TTNYAIO KEIPMEVO Eival va UTTOAOYIOOEI N ouxvoTnTa
EMQAvVIONG KABe AéEnNG o€ KABE TTPATACN KAl VO CUOXETIOOET auTr n TIPA PUE OAOKANPO TO
OUVOAO AECEwV TOU apXIKOU OUVvOAOU dedopEVWY. H ekkivnon MPTTOPED va yivel hE Tn
dnuioupyia evog dictionary OAwv Twv AéEewv OAWV Twv TTIPOTACEWV TOU OUVOAOU
oedopévwy. Me Tov 6po dictionary o€ autAv TNV TTEPITITWON €VVOEITAI HYia AioTa Twv
Aé€EwV TTOU OuVAVTWVTAI OTA KEiPeEva, OTTou KABE AEEN €xel To BIKO TNG OeikTn. AUTO
EMTPETTEI TN dnUIoupyia evog diavuouaTog yia KABe TpdTaon — atmAwG TTaipvovTag TV
TTPOTACN TTPOG BIAVUCUATOTIOINCN KAl METPWVTAG TIG EU@AVIoEIC KABE AéENG. To PAKOG
TOU TEAIKOU dlavuopaTog Ba gival ioo pe 1o pé€yeBog Tou dictionary Kai 6a TTEPIEXEI WG TIKN
TOV apIBUO TWV eu@avioewv TG AéENG aTrod To dictionary o€ KGBE cuyKeKpIuEvn TTPOTAON.
AG An@Bei utTdYn £va ouykekpipévo TTapadelypa [31].
sentences = ['Cnhomanack kodemawmHa HA HaAweM 3Taxe',

'ﬂonHyna namMnoyka Ha BOCbMOM 3Taxe',

'KopemawmHa oTpemMoHTMpOBAHA W paboTtaeTt’,

'JlaMnoyka ynana v pasbunacs' ]

Eikoéva 58 O1 rpotdocig yia emidei§n mavw oTig otroieg Ba epappooTei o frequency vectorizer
(Kozhevnikov, & Pankratova, 2020).

‘ETTeITa, OTO TTOPATTAVW OUVOAO TTPOTACEWYV, WTTOPEI va xpnoigotroindei n péBodog
CountVectorizer() ammé mn BiBAI0BR KN scikit-learn yia va utrépéer diavuoparotroinon. To
ATTOTEAEOHA QAiVETAI OTNV TTAPAKATW EIKOVA:

from sklearn.feature extraction.text import CountVectorizer

vectorizer = CountVectorizer()
vectorizer.fit(sentences)

vectorizer.vocabulary

Output:

{'BOCBMOM': 0, 'KodemawwHa': 1, 'NnaMnodka’: 2, 'nonHyna': 3, ‘'HA': 4,
'Howem': 5, 'OTpemOHTMpOBOHO': 6, 'paGoToer': 7, 'pa3bwnace': 8,
‘cnomManace': 9, 'sTaxe': 11, ‘ynana': 10}

Eikéva 59 Emidei§n-Demo yia Tov 1pé1ro AciToupyiag Tng CountVectorizer() 1o cUvoAo Twv

mpordoswv (Kozhevnikov, & Pankratova, 2020).

2av atrotéAeoua, AauBavetar éva dictionary 6Awv Twv povadikwy AECEwv TTOU Eival
O100£01uEG 0€ OAEG TIG TTPOTACEIG TTOU dOBNKav W €icodog atnv CountVectorizer().
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2Tn OUVEXEIQ, gival EPIKTO va XpnolyoTroinBei n idia pEBodog yia va AngBei didvuoua yia
KABe TTpoOTACN TTOU Ba AVEPWVEI TOV apPIBUO TWV eu@aAvicEwV KABE AEENG atmd TO
dictionary ka0e mpdtaon.

vectorizer.transform(sentences).toarray()

Output:

array([([0, 1, ¢, O, 1, 1, O, O, O, 1, 0, 1],
(L, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, O, 0, 1],
(o, 2, ¢, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0],
[0, O, 2, O, 0, O, 0, O, 1, 0, 1, 0]])

Eikéva 60 AtrotéAeopa diavuouarotroinong CountVectorizer() yia To cUvoAo TTpoTdoewV TTOU
mapouoidoTnke apamdvw (Kozhevnikov, & Pankratova, 2020).

To amotéAeopa Ocixvel OTI oTnv TETAPTN TIPOTACN (OTOIXEIO TOU TTivaka) N A€En
“namnoyka’ egeavioTnKe 2 POPEG ETTOPEVWG OTAV AvTioToIXN BE0N TOU TTiVaKa UTTAPXEI
0 apIBPOG 2. Autr n TTpooéyyion ovouddetal Bag of words kar atroteAei évav ouvnon
TPOTIO YyIa TN METATPOTTA KEIUEVOU o€ didvuopa. KaBe Eyypago i TTpdTacn TTapoucidleTal
oav €va EEXwPIoTO dIAvuoua.

Ta MPEIOVEKTAMOTA QUTAG TNG TTPOCEyYYIoNG €ival Ta akoAouBa: Me Tnv auénon Tou
MeEYEBOUG Tou Ae€ikou, diavuopaTa Ba peyaAwaoouv Kal 8a yivouv TTIo apaid, Kal 6a éxouv
Méoa Toug TTPOROAN peydAou apiBuou undevikwy, Adyw Tou yeyovoTog OTI TO KaBEva
Eyypa@o Ba TTEPIEXEI HOVO Evav PIKPO aplBPO AéEewv atTo To Ae€IKO. TETOIO dlavuouaTta
ATTAITOUV TTEPICOOTEPN MVAMUN KAl UTTOAOYIOTIKOUG TTOPOUG, Ol OTTOIOI JTTOPOUV Va £XOUV
ONUAVTIKO QVTIKTUTTO TNV a1tédoon Twv PoVTEAwV. AAG autd PTTopEl va AuBEi PE TIg
QAKOAOUBEG TEXVIKEG:

o Agaipegon stop words (TEXVIKI TTOU avaAUBnKe € TTpONyoUUEVN VOTNTA AQaipeon
Stopwords) KaBuwg dev TTPOCPEPOUV CNUAVTIKR TTAnpo@opia.

o TpoTtrotroinon AéEEwV OTNV KAVOVIKI TOUG HOP@I ME XpHon aAyopiBuwy stemming
Kal lemmatization (Stemming)

o AI6pBwaon AéEewv TToU £XOUV Ypa@Tei e AGBoG.

e Apeon Kwdikotroinon/Direct coding

[Mpog GUPTTARPWON TOU TTPONYOUUEVOU TPOTTOU TTOU YETPAEI TOV APIBUS TWV EPNPAVICEWV
KABe AéEng Tou dictionary, uttdpxel kal évag 1o atmAdg TpATTog dIavUCPATOTTIOINONG- N
Tpooéyyion direct coding. H dueon (i duadikr)) kwdikoTtroinon gival pia Aoyik pébodog
dlavuoparoTroinong n otoia kataypdgel True( B 1) otnv avriotoixn 6€on Tou
dlavuopartog 6tav n AéEn uttapyel otnv TpoTacn kai False( r) 0) otnv avTiBeTn TrepiTITWON.
2UVETTWG, KABE OTOoIXEIO 0TO IAVUCUA UTTOVOEI TNV TTAPOUCia A aTToudia TnG avTioToixng
AEENG oTnV TTEPIypa@OpEVn TTPoTACT. Me autdv TOV TPOTTO, TO KEIMEVO ATTAOTTOIEITAI OTA
ouoTaTIKG oToixeia Tou. AUt n HEBOBOG cival TTOAU ATTOTEAECUATIKA yia OUVTOUd
Eyypaa, 01w, yia TTapddeiyua, tweets TTou TTEPIEXOUV WIKPO QPIOPO €TTAVOANTITIKWYV
oToixeiwv. H TTpooéyyion Gueong KwdIKOTTOINONG XPNOIYOTIOIEITAI ETTIONG OUXVA O€
VEUPWVIKA OiKTUQ, OTTOU Ol CUVAPTAOEIG EVEQPYOTTOINONG OTTAITOUV EI0AYWYEG TIMWV ATTO
TIG TTEpIoxéG [0, 1] A4 [-1, 1].
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To atrotéAeopa auTtrg TNG HEBOBOU yia TO OUVOAO TTPOTACEWYV TTOU PEAETAONKE €ival TO
aKkOAoubo.

vectorizer = CountVectorizer(binary=True)

vectorizer.transform(sentences).toarray()

Output:

arrav([[0O, 1, O, O, 1, 1, O, O, O, 1, O, 1],
(., ¢, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1],
[0, 1, O, O, O, O, 1, 1, 0O, O, 0, 0],
(0, O, 1, 0, O, O, O, O, 1, 0, 1, O11)

Eikova 61 AtrotéAeopa pe@odou Direct coding (Kozhevnikov, & Pankratova, 2020).
o Tf-idf

H 1Tpooéyyion TNG PETPNONG TOU APIBUOU TWV EUPAVIOEWV TWV AEEEwV O€ €va Eyypago
Exel éva TPORANUa: AéEeic TTou eival TTo TBAvO va eu@AvIOTOUV €XOUV UWNAOTEPN
BaBuoAoyia. AUTEG OUWG O AEEEIg PTTOPET va €XOUV TTOAU AiVEG XPOIMES TTANPOYOPIEG,
OTTWG MTToPEl Kal AiyoTepo ouxveG AéEeic. Mia TTio emTuxnuévn TTpooéyyion Baaciletal
OKPIBWG O OUYKPION TNG OXETIKNG OuxXvOTNTAG 1 OTravioTnTag Afgewv o€ €va
OUYKEKPIPEVO EYYPAPO PE TN OUXVOTNTA TOUG o€ AN £yypaga. H kupia 10€a autig TNG
TTPOOCEYYIONG €ival OTI TO KUPIO VONUA ival KQUPPEVO O€ AUTEG TIG AEEEIG TTOU €ival AlyOTEPO
KOIVEG.

H péBodog Tf-idf opaAoTrolei TN ouxvoTnTa AéENG OTO £yypao, AapBdavovTtag uttown T0
TTEPIEXOPEVO 0€ OAOKANPN TNV TTEPITITWON. 'ETOI1, atrodeIkvUeTal 0TI av pia AEgn BpiokeTal
OUXVQ O€ £va OUYKEKPIMEVO Eyypa@o, aAAG oTTavia BpiokeTal oTa UTTOAOITTA, TOTE QUTH N
AEEN eival uPnAAC onuaaciag yia auTd To id1o0 To £yypago Kal TEToIEG AEEEIC Ba kepdilouv
TTEPICOOTEPO BAPOG O CUYKPIOT UE AAANEG AEEEIG TOU OCWUATOG KEIPEVWV.

H Tf-IDF xpnoiyoTroicital wg £€vag OUVTEAECTHG OTABUIONGS OTOUG XWPEOUG TNG avdakTnong
TTANPOPOpPIag Kal £E0PUENG KeIpévou. H TIPR Tou augavetal avaAoyika pe To TTARB0G Twv
POPWV TTOU Jia AéEN eppavileTal o€ éva Keievo, aAAd eE0UBETEPWIVETAI ATTO TN OUXVOTATA
NG AéENG OTO CWMA TwV KelEvwy [3]. Autd uTtropei va Bondroel otov €AeyXo NG
TTEPITITLWONG KATA TNV OTToia KATTOIEC AEEEIC €ival ouXVOTEPA XPNOIUOTTOIOUUEVESG ATTO
KATToIEG AAAEG, OTTWG, Yia TTapddelypa, ol stopwords. H Tf-IDF givail 1o yivouevo Twv €EAG
2 OTATIOTIKWV:

Tf==
XknK’
TTOPOVOPAOTAG €ival 0 CUVOAIKWY apIBUOS AéEEwv OTO Eyypago

OTTouU Nt 0 apPIBUOC Twv eu@avicewv Tou O6pou t Kal O

N |, P , , . ,
IDF=IogD—Ft,o1'rou N €ival o0 apIBUOG Twv KeEIPEVWY OTN CUAAOYH KEIPEVWV
kal Dft eival 0 apIBuog Twv Kelpévwy atmd Tn guAAoyr TTou UTTApXEl 0 OPOG
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TeAIkd, Ta Bdpn uttoAoyiCovTal wg:

TF-IDF=TF - IDF

BOCbMOM KOQEeMawuHa namnoyka nonHyna Ha HaweM \
® 0.000000 0.401043 0.000000 0.000000 0.401043 0.508672
1 0.508672 0.000000 ©0.401043 0.508672 0.401043 0.000000
2 0.000000 0.486934 0.000000 0.000000 ©0.000000 0.000000
3 0.000000 0.000000 ©0.744450 0.000000 ©.000000 0.000000
oTpeMOHTUpoBaHa paboraer pa3bunace cnoManace ynana
0 0.000000 0.000000 0.00000 0.508672 0.00000 0.401043
1 0.000000 0.000000 0.00000 0.000000 0.00000 0.401043
2 0.617614 0.617614 0.00000 0.000000 0.00000 ©0.000000
3 0.000000 ©.000000 0.47212 0.000000 0.47212 0.000000

Eikova 62 AtroteAéopara Tf-idf oTig apxikég mpordoeig (Kozhevnikov, & Pankratova, 2020)

e Word2Vec

O1 péBodol tTou TTEPIypd@ovTal TTapattdvw Trapdyouv diaviopaTa POVO MHE BETIKA
OTOIXEIQ, TA OTTOI OEV ETTITPETTOUV TN CUYKPIOT €YYPAPWYV TTOU OEV €XOUV KOIVEG AEEEIC,
AOGYW TOU yeyovoTOoG OTI dUO dlavUoHATA TTOU £XOUV TIUA CUVNUITOVOU TNG METALU TOUG
ywviag ion pe 1 8a egakoAouBouv va BewpouvTal HakpIva o€ VOnua.

Edv n opoidtnTa PETAlU eyypd@wv TTailel €va onuavTiKO pOAO OTnNV €£QApPOyh TwV
aAyopiBUWY unxavikng padnong, 10T T dedOpéva UTTOPOUV va KwoIKOTToInBouv
XPNOIJOTIOIWVTAG TN MEBODO TNG Katavepnuévng avarmapdotaons. Me authy Tnv
TTPOCEYYIon, Eva dIAvuoua Bev €ival ATTAWG PIa XapToypaenon Twv BECEWV TwV AECEWV
oTNV apIBUNTIKA TOuG TIUA, aAAd éva OUVOAO XAPOKTNPIOTIKWY TTOU TTPoadiopilel Tnv
opoIOTNTA TWV AEEEWV. H TTOAUTTAOKOTNTA TOU XWPOU XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY (KOl TO WAKOG TOU
dlavuouaTog) KaBopiletal amd Ta POAONOIOKA  XAPOKTNEIOTIKE QUTAG  TNG
QVTITTIPOOWTTEUONG Kal OEV OXETICETAI AUETA WE TO idI0 TO £yypago [31].

EpyaAcia yia Tn dnuioupyia d1avUOUATIKA-ONUACIOAOYIKWY PHOVTEAWV UTTAPXAV KOl TTPIV
[33] aAAG TO word2vec Atav n TTpwTn dNPOQIARG uAoTToinon [34] AOyw TnG €UKOAIag
XPAoNG, TG TaxUTnTag €£pyaciag Kai, To MO ONPAvTiKG, avoixtou kwdika. H Baaikn
uTTéBeon ATav TTWG «AEEEIC TTOU OupBaivouv o€ TTavopoldTutTa TTEPIBAAAOVTA €XOUV
TTapdpoIeG onuaoiegy [34]. H eyyuTtnTa o€ auTd TO TTAQICIO PTTOPEI VA YivEl KaTavonTr) wg
TO YEYOVOG OTI HOVO o1 AEEEIC TTOU TaIpIAdouv PTTopoUV va oTtabouv Kovtd. AnAadn, yia
TTaPAdEIyUa, €ival QUOIOAOYIKO va TO AKOUUE T @PACN «3Non YyenoBek», aAAd n @pdaon
«3MN0N XONOoANNbHUKY Eival EVTEAWG aouvnBioTn [31].

To povtéAo TTou TTPOTEIVE 0 Tomas [34] eival apkeTd atrAG - n mBavoeTNTa pIag AéEnG Ba
TTPOBAEPOei amd 1O Ooupepaldpeva. AnAadr, Ba ekTTaIdEUOOUPE TO  HOVTEAO
dlavuopaToTToinong £T01 WOTE N TOavATNTA TTOU aTTOdIOETAI ATTO TO JOVTEAO O€ HIa AEEN
va egival Kovtd otnv mmlavotnta va ouvavinBei autrp n Aégn eviog auTtou TOu
TePIBAANOVTOC O€ TIpayuaTikO Keigevo. AuTA n Tpooéyyion ovopdletar CBOW
(Continuous Bag of Words). Ovouddetal cuvexng, yiati TpogodoTouvTal Ta 0UVOAA Aégewv
atmo 10 Keigevo d1adoyIKa oTnv €icodo Tou, kal BoW, emmeidf n ocipd Twv AéEewv OTO
TTAQiol10 OgV ival anPaAvTiKr. To OTOIXEIO EI0aywYNG OTO VEUPWVIKO OIKTUO, Eival TO OUVOAO
dlavuouaTwy TAaiciou W (t - k), ..., w (t- 1), w (t + 1), ..., w (t + k), KaiI TO dlAvVUC O
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€€odou eival To w(t), 6trou w(t) cival To didvuopa TNG TTPORAETTOPEVNG AECEIC E BAON
10 TAQiolo. O Mikolov [34] TTpOTEIVE ETTIONG PIA BIAPOPETIKA TTPOCEYYION, TTOU €ival
aKpPIBWS N avtiBetn amd Tnv Tpocéyyion CBOW kai tnv ovoupace skip-gram. H
apxITeKToVIKA Tou Skip-gram Sia@épel atrdé Tn CBOW oT1o 6711 TTpoBAETTEl éva oUvoAo
ACewV YUpw, Pe Baon pia dedouévn AEEN. ETTopévwg, autiv Tn @opd, Tnv €icodo
atroteAei To didvuopa w(t) kail TRV €000 To oUVOAo diavuoudtwy M={w(t-k), ....,w(t-
1),w(t+1),....,w(t+k)}. KaBe AéEn 1Tou avTioToixei o€ diavuopara armmo 10 cuvoAo M
XOPOKTNPICel Mia AEEN TTOU avTIoTOIXEI 0€ £va dIdvuoua-€iocodo. To oxrnua AsiToupyiag
TTOU XPNOIYOTTOIOUV OI 2 TIPOCEYYIOEIG PAIVETAI OTAV TTAPAKATW EIKOVA:

w(t-2) w(t-2)

w(t-1) wi(t-1)
\ — w(t) wi(t) - /

w(t+1) / \ wit+1)

w(t+2) - N w(t+2)

Eikéva 63 Apiotepd: Tpdtrog Asitoupyiag alyopifuou CBOW. Aegid: Tpoétrog Asitoupyiag
aAyopiBuou skip-gram (Kozhevnikov, & Pankratova, 2020).

4.1.3 EmmAoyn XapakKTnpIoTIKWV-Feature selection

‘Eva amdé 1a BAMaTa NG Paocikng pebodoloyiag (Cevikr MNepiypa@r)) ammoTéEAECE Kal N
ETMAOYN XapakTnpIoTIKWVY ) aAAiwg feature selection.

AkoAouBei ev ouvTopia pia ouUvrtoun TTEPIYPOPA TWV UTTO EPYOCIWV TTOU TTPETTEI va
TTpaypaTtotroinBoulv katd tn didpkela Tou feature selection [6]

e Meérpnon ouvaeeiac xapakTnpIoTIKWVY. YTTAPXoUV dIAPOopOol TPOTTOI EKTIUNONG TNG
OUVAPEING TWV XAPOKTNPIOTIKWY, OTTWG TT.X METPNON TG CUCXETIONG JE TOV OTOXO,
TN METARANTA EVTPOTTIAC ) TOV UTTOAOYIOHUO TOU TTAEOVAOHOU TWV XAPOKTNPIOTIKWY
[30]. QoTto00, N Baocikn 10€a eival o1 600 PeyaAUTePn cival n ouvageia evog
XOPOKTNEIOTIKOU, TOOO PEYOAUTEPN TTPETTEI VA €ival N I0XUG yia TRV augnon Tng
akpipelag Tou povréAou (oTn dIKA PAG TTEPITITWON TAEIVOUNTA KEIPEVOU)

e Avalnrtnon umoouvéAou. H epyacia avalitnong UTTOOUVOAOU OTOXEUEI OTNV
eupeon TNG KAAUTEPNG UTTOONABAG XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY WOTE VA XPNoIuoTroindei otnv
Tagivéunon.

e KabBoAikorroinon.M1opouv va e@apuooToUV OUVABWG PETPAOEIS CUVAQPEIAG KOl
MEBODBOI avalATNoNG UTTOOUVOAWYV €10IKA yia pia KAAon 1 €TIKETA TOU OuvOAou
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O0edopévwy. Etropévwg, pia péBodog tmou KaBoAIKoTTolEl Ta atroTeAéopaTa KABE
KAQONG/ETIKETAG  QTTQITEITAI  yIO TNV~ KOTAOKEUN €vOG  TEAIKOU  ouvoOAou
XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY TTOU QVTITIPOCWTTEUEI OAEG TIG KATNYOPIEG 1 TIG ETIKETEG.

e 2uvdouaouog. Kabe péBodog FS  €xel OuyKeKpIMEVA  TTAEOVEKTHMATA KOl
MEIOVEKTAMOTA, OTTOTE O CUVOUAOHOG dUO 1 TTEPICOOTEPWY PEBOOWY PTTOPET Va
odnynoel o KAAUTEPA ATTOTEAECUATA OTTO T XPron Toug EEXWPIOTA.

OAeg o1 TTapatmdvw UTTo Epyaaieg atreikovi¢ovTal oXNPATIKG oTNV TTOPAKATW EIKOVA.

Trainni
rainming Praprocessing
Data
Measure Subset
u

Feature Globalization Enzsemia
Search
Relevanca

Feature Selection

Classifiar List of Selected
Features

Eikéva 64 Ytroepyaoieg kard Tn diadikacia emmIAoy XapakTnpioTiIKwv-feature selection (Pintas,
Fernandes & Garcia, 2021).

4.1.3.1 MéBodoi EmiAoyrig XapakTnpioTIKwv-Feature Selection

2€ auTtrv TNV evoTnTa Ba TTEPIYpagouv v ouvtopia 10 diadedouéveg péBodol yia Feature
selection yia karnyoplotroinon keipgévou [85].

1. Zuyvérnta eyypdoou-Document Frequency (DF). To DF eivar pia atmAfl kai
atroteAeopaTikr pHEBOOOG ETTIAOYAG XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY XwpPig eTTiBAsewn [86] tTou
BaBuoAoyei Ta XapakTnEIoTIKA CUPPWVA JE TOV APIOPO TWV EUPAVIOEWY TOUG OTO
Eyypago [87]. AnAadn, Ta TTI0 CUXVA XAPOKTNPIOTIKA €ival 1o onuavTikd. To DF
UTTOAOYICETAI PETPWVTAG TOV APIOPO TWV eyypd@wy OTa OTToia eupavifeTal £va
XOPAKTNPIOTIKO. 'Eva TTpo@avég pEIOVEKTNUA €ival OTI OpIoPEVOl OpOol UWNARG
ouxvotntag 1ou Ogv BonBouv oTtnv Tagivounon, O6mwg Ta stopwords, Oa
utroAoyifovTal WG XAPAKTNPIOTIKA.

2. Képdoc MAnpogopiwv-Information Gain (IG). H IG ¢€ival pia emoTTeuduevn
MEBODBOG TTOU £xel OXEDIOOTEI yIa TOV TTPOCdIOPIOUS TG CUVEICPOPAS EVOG OPOU,
oUPeWVA HPE MIO avoAoyia TTou UTTOAOYICETal PETPWVTAG TNV TTapoucdia A Tnv
artroudia Tou o€ éva oUVOAOo eyypapwy [88]. O akpiBrig uttoAoyioudg givai:
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M
IG(t) = — Z P(Cilog(P(Ci))
i=1

+ P() Z P(Cilt) log(P(Cilt)) + P(®) z P(Ci|) log(P(Ci|D))

3. Acgiktn¢ Gini-Gini_Index (Gl). To Gl xpnoiyotroiRbnke apxik& o€ aAyopiBuoug
0évopwyv atropacewyv, aA\d o Shang et al. [89] TpdTeivav éva BeATiwpévo Gl yia
TNV ETTIAOYH XAPOKTNPIOTIKWY EVTOG KEIPEVOU. Eival pia eTTOTITEUOUEVN PEBODOG pE
atrAouoTePO uttoAoyIouS aTTd TO IG:

M
GI(t) = P(t|Ci)*P(Ci|t)?
2

4. AIoKPITIKOC €TTIAOYEQC XOPAKTNPEIOTIKWV-Distinguishing feature selector (DES).
Mpoteivopevo ammd Toug Uysal kai Gunal [90], To DFS eival pia emituyxnuévn,
OXETIKA VEQ HEBODOG ETTIAOYAG XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY Yia Tagivounon keipévou. Eival pia
ETTOTITEUOMEVN HEBODOG TTOoU  TTpoopileTal  yia TNV avadeign Twv  TTIO
AVTITTPOCWTTEUTIKWY XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY KAl TNV aQaipecn TwWV PN-TTANPOQPOPICKWY.
YTtroAoyieTal wg €ENG:

P(Cilt)

DFS(t) = £, P(£|Ci) + P(t|C) + 1

5. Avapevouevn Alaotaupouuevn Eviportria-Expected Cross Entropy (ECE). H ECE
gival pia eTToTITEVOPEVN HEBODOG TTOU £€eTAlEI TNV TTApOUTia evog 6pou t Kal ayvoei
TNV atroucia Tou [91]. H ECE ptropei va uttoAoyIoTEl wg:

P(Cilt)
P(Ci) )

ECE(t) = P(t)z P(Cilt)log(

6. MéTtpo Tagikng diakpiong-Class discriminating measure (CDM). To CDM ecivai pia
KABOAIKI) HEBODOG €TTIAOYAG XAPOAKTNPIOTIKWY TTOU TTPOEPXETAI aTTd TOV Adyo
mOavoTATWY Kal TTpoTdlnke atrd Toug Chen et al. [91]. YTroAoyileTal wg €ENG:

M
CDM(t) = Z

i=1
7. X-Terpdywvo-Chi-squared (CHI). To CHI cival pia emoTiTeuduevn, HOVOTTAEUPN
MEBODBOG €TTIAOYAC XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY TTOU UTTOAOYilEl TN Guox£TiIon Tou Opou t e
TNV KAGon [87]. To CHI utroAoyideTan wg €€N1G:
Nx(aidi — bici)?
(ai + bi)x(ai + ci)x(bi + di)x(ci + di)

P(t|Ci)
P(t|C

log

x2(t, Ci) =

8. Adyoc mblavothnTwv-Odds ratio (OR). To OR eival pia €TTOTITEUOUEVN Kal
MovoTtTAcupn uEB0SOG TTou AapBaveTtal ue Tov UTTOAOYIOHO TNG IB1IOTNTAC MEAOUG KAl
TNG MN-OUPUETOXNG O€ MIO OUYKEKPIMEVN KAGon e TOv aplBunTi Kal Tov
TTApovouaoTA TG, avrioToixa [92]. YtroAoyileTal wg €§AG:

P(t|CDH(1 — P(th?)))
(1 - P(tIC))P(t]Cy)

OR(t,Ci) = log<
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9. Apoifaia Evnuépwon-Mutual Information (MI). To MI €ivail pia eTTOTITEUOUEVN Kal
MovOTTAEupn HEBODOOG TTOU AVTITTIPOCOWTTEUEI T OUOCXETION METOLU KAGOEWV Kal
XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY. YTTOAOYIETAI WG EGNG:

P(t|Ci)
P(t)
10. X1aBuiopévn avaloyia mlavoTnTac karaypagic-Weighted log likelihood ratio

(WLLR). To WLLR trporteivetai atro toug Nigam et al. [93]. Eival pia eTromrreudpevn
Kal JovOTTAEUpN WEBOBOG Kal utToAoYileTal ATTO:

M(t, Ci) = log

P(t|Ci)
P(t|Ct)

WLLR(t, Ci) = P(t|Ci)log

4.1.4 AAyo6pi0uol Exktraidsuong

MeTd atrd Tn oUAAoy TwV BedOUEVWY, TNV TTPOETTECEPYOTIa TOUG, TOV dIaxwPIoHO TOUG
0¢ OUVOAO eKTTaideuUoNnNg Kal OUVOAO €AEyxou KaBwg kal Tn dladikaoia €TIAOYAG
XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY, aKoAouBei n ekmraideuon Tou PovTéAou. Ze aQuThv Tnv evotnTa Ba
TTEPIYPAPOUV o1 TTIo dladedouévol aAyopiBuol TTou XpnoludoTrolouvTal yia sentiment
classification cupg@wva pe TN BIBAIoypagia, ol oTToiol TTPOKEITAI VO EQAPPOCTOUV TTAVW
oT1o SOSNet Twitter Dataset kal Suspicious Tweets Dataset Kal JETETTEITA VA CUYKPIBOUV
WG TTPOG TNV ATTOO0C0N TOUG OTO ETTOUEVO KEQAAQIO.

4.1.4.1 ApeAng Bayes-Naive Bayes

O Naive Bayes cival £vag mOavoTIKOG TagivounTrg, TTou onuaivel OTi yia €va Keipevo d,
ammod TIG KAAoeig ceC, o TaivounTtAg €mMOTPEPEI TNV KAGON ¢ TTOU €xel TN PEYAAUTEPN
posterior probability petagu Twv kKAdoewv [7]. Mg autdv Tov cupBOAIoUO (€) evvoeiTal n
EKTiUNON TTOU KAVEI 0 aAyOpIBUOG yia TN oWoTH KAGon dnAadr) 1IoxUel OTI:

¢ = cecargmaxP(c|d)
(1)
AuTr n 16¢éa Tou Bayesian cuptrepdopaTog, £yive yvwaoTr) 1o 1763 atmd Tov Bayes [63] kal
EQAPUOOTNKE yIa TTPWTN Qopd oTnv Tagivounon keipévou 10 1964 [64]. O OKOTTOG TNG

Bayesian Ttagivounong eival va xpnolgotroifoel Tov kavova Tou Bayes yia va
peTaoxnuatioel TN EE. (1) oe AANeg TIOAVOTNTESG TTOU €XOUV KATTOIEG XPAOIMES IDIOTNTEG.

O T1a&ivountig éxel avrAnoel 1o évoud Tou aTO Mia ageAn (naive) utméBeon TToU
TTPAYMOATOTIOIEI, OXETIKA HE TO TTWGS Ta SIAPOPA XOAPAKTNPIOTIKA GAANAETIOPOUV PETALU
TOUG.
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Eikova 65 H S1aiofnon Tou ToAuwvupikoU a@eAoUg TagivounTth Bayes eQapuOOTNKeE o€ pid
KPITIKA Taiviag. H 8éon Twv AéSewv ayvoeital (Bag of words) kai xpnoipotroigital n ouxvornta
Ka0e Aégng (Jurafsky & Martin,2013)

OT1TWwg paiveTal Kal 0To TTAPAdEIYUA TNG TTAPATTAVW EIKOVAG, 0 AAYOPIBPOG ayvoei Tn B€on
TWV AéCewv Kal AapBdver uttdywn Tou TN ouxvoTnta KABe AéEnc. Me atrAd Adyia, évag
TagivounTig Naive Bayes utroBétel 0TI n TTapoudia evog CUYKEKPIMEVOU XOPAKTNPIOTIKOU
o€ MIa KAGon dev OXETICETAlI PE TNV TTAPOUCIA OTTOIOUONTTIOTE AAAOU XOPAKTNPIOTIKOU.
Mapd TNV atrAoucTeupévn @UON TOU, O OUYKEKPINEVOG TOEIVOUNTAG OuvnBwg EXEl
eviuTtwolaké ammoteAéopata. O utToAoyIoNOG TNG {NTOUMEVNG TTIBAVOTNTAG YiVETAI PE TN
BonRbeia Tou kKavova:

Mtropei 161€ va avtikataoTabei n EE. (2) otnv EE(1) yia va AneBei n EE. (3):

P(d|c)P(c)

¢ = c € CargmaxP(c|d) = c € C argmax D

(3)

H mapatrdvw 106mnTa duvartal va atrAoTroindei Tepaitépw £@Ocov ol TBavOTNTEG TWV
KAGOEWV OUYKpivovTal. ZUVETTWG, Ba €xouv OAeg KoIvO TrapovopacTr) TTou dev Ba
XPNOoIYeUoEl oTn oUYKPION Kal JTTopEi va aTttAoTtroinBei dnAadn 1oxuel :

likelihood prior

(—)\ﬁ /—)\ﬁ
¢ = cecargmax P(d|c)P(c)
(4)

To Naive Bayes ovopadetal yeveoloupyo YHOVTENO [7] €TTE1dN N (4) pTTopEi va dlaBaoTei wg
ava@opd evog €idoug o1wTINENRS UTTOOEONG YIa TO TTWGS dNUIOUPYEITAI £va £yypago: TTPWTA
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Mia KAGon dsiypatoAnTrTeital atro 10 P(c), Kal, oTn OuvEXEIQ, o1 AEEEIG dNPIOUPYOUVTAl JE
delyparoAnyia atréd 1o P(d|c). ( ZTnv TTpaypatikdTnTa 6a UTTOPpOUCANE VO QAVTOOTOUUE TN
dnuIoupyia TEXVNTWV e€yypd@wyv, 1 TOUAAXIOTOV TO TIARBOG Twv A€gewv TOUG,
akoAouBwvTag autr Tn dladikaagia).

Xwpi¢ BAGRN TNG yevikOTNTAG, OTTWG £XEI AON avagepBei, KABE Keipevo avaTTrapioTaTal wg
éva oUvoAo xapakTnploTIKwV fi,f.,......

Apa 1oxUel OTI :

likelihood prior

(_LY_)\_\

¢ = cecargmax P(f1,f2,..., fn|c)P(c)
(9)
H mOlavotnta P(c) ovouddletanl prior probability kal €ival eUkoAo va uttoAoyioTel agou
IOXUEI TTWG:
_ No

p(c) =
(6)
, 01ToU N, TO TTABOG TWV KeIpEVWY oTNV KAAGON ¢ Kal N TO OUVOAIKO TTANB0G TWV KEIPEVWV
OTO COrpus.

H likelihood mBavotnta eival apketd Mo OUOKoAo va utroloyioTei.lla va yivel o
UTTOAOYIONOG TTpaydaToTrolEiTal n Trapadoxn Tws O6Aec or mBavotnteg P(fic) eival
avecdpTnTeG 600€ioNG TNG KAAONG € KOl OAV CUVETTEIA UTTOPOUV VA TTOAAATTAQCIOOTOUY,
OnAadn 1IoxUEl TTWG:

P(f1,f2,....,fnlc) = P(f1|lc) - P(f2|c) -.... P(fn|c)
(7)

MNa va epapudoouue Tov atrAd Tagivountr) Bayes 010 Keipevo, TTPETTEN va AGBOUpE uTTOWN
TIG B€0€eIC Twv Aé€ewyv, aTTAd TTEPTTATWVTAG KaTA €va OeikTn o€ KABe Béon AéENG oTo

Eyypaqo:
positions < OAeg 01 BE€0€Ig TWV AECEWV O€ KEIPEVO EAEYXOU
cvB = argmax P(c) [] P(wi|c)
ceC i € positions

(8)

O1 utroAoyiopoi Naive Bayes, 61TTw¢ Kai oI UTTOAOYIOMOI yia TR PoOvTEAOTTOINON TNG
YAWooag, yivovtal oe AoyapiBuikd Xwpeo, yia va amo@euxBolv Ta TTApa TTOAU PIKPdA
voupepa Kal va au&nBei n Taxutnta. ETTopévwg n TeAIKA eicwan eivai:

cng = argmax log P(c) + Y.log P(wi|c)
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cecC i € positions

(9)

O1 AbGyol TTou 0 CUYKEKPIUEVOG aAYOPIBUOG gival TOOO dNUOPIAAG ,Eival N ApKETA KAAN Tou
a1TOd00N KAl O PIKPOG XPOVOG EKTTAIOEUONG.

4.1.4.2 Aiavuoparta Yroothpi§ng Mnxaving-SVM

O eméuevog diadedopévog aAyopIBUOS uNXAVIKNAG BABNoNng TTou XPNOIKOTIOIEITAl yIa ThV
KATNYOPIOTTOINON KEIHEVWV Eival 0 YyVWOoTOG aAyopiBpog SVM. Mpotddnke atrd Tov Vapnik
[65] yia Tnv eTTiAUCN TTPORANPATWY PE 2 KAGOEIG. O OUYKeKPINEVOGS aAyOpIBpog BaaileTal
OTNV €UPECN €VOG OIOXWPIOHOU WETALU UTTEPETTITIEOWV TTOU OPICOVTal ATTO KATNYOPIES
dedopévwy [8], OTTWG PaiveTal KAl OTO TTAPADEIYUA TNG TTAPAKATW EIKOVAG:

support
vector

Eikova 66 MNapddeiypa Tou portifou umreprAdvou SVM (Basu, Walters & Shepherd, 2003)

AuTO onuaivel 611 0 SVM aAyopliOpog PTropei va AIToupyA o€l aKOUN Kal 0€ OPKETA JEYAAQ
oUVOAQ XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY, a@oU 0 OTOXO0G Eival va PETPNBEi To TTEPIBWPIO dlaxwpPICoHOoU
TWV OEBOUEVWV QVTi yIO TO  TaAipIOOUA TwWV XapaKTnploTIKwy. Eival évag supervised
aAy6piBuog, dnAadn, Ta Keipeva TTPETTEN VA €ival TTPO KATNYOPIOTTOINUEVA yia Th diadikaaia
TNG EKTTAIdEUONG.

O A6yog dnuo@IAiag Tou CuykekpIgEvOou aAyopiBuou gival Ta TTOAU KaAd atroTeAéopaTa
TTOU QQIVETAI VO £XEI OTNV KATNyoploTroinon keipévou. H épeuva éxel Ogitel [66] 611 o SVM
EXEl KaA kKAIlpadkwon kal ammédoon o€ peydAa datasets. Xpnoiyotroiwvrtag oAGKANPo 1o
AeCIANOYIO oav oUvoAO XapakTnploTiKwy, ol Rennie kai Rifkin [9] BpAkav TTwg o SVM
temépaoe oe amoteAéopata Tov Naive Bayes o€ 2 datasets: 19.997 keipeva €1dnoewv
Xwplopéva o€ 20 katnyopieg kal 9649 keiyeva oTov ToPEA TNG BIOPNXAVIOG XWPIOUEVA O€
105 katnyopiec. OTTwg eImmwBnke kai Tapamdvw, o Naive Bayes aAyépiBuocg BaaileTal
oTnVv uttdBean 6T oI 6Ol TTOU XPNOIPOTToIoUVTal OTA KEiYEVA gival ave¢dpTnTol. TOCO O
Naive Bayes 600 kai o SVM egival aAyopiOuol ypOUUIKOI, OTTOTEAEOUATIKOI Kal
KAIlHakoUpevol o€ peyaha ouvoAa kelpgévwy [9]. O Joachims [67] xpnolyotroinoe €va
MEIWMPEVO AECINOYIO Gav GUVOAO XAPOAKTNPIOTIKWY, A@OU TTPONYOUMEVWG Eixe EQaPUOOEI
Stemming Kol o@aipeon Twv TOAU aouvhBioTwy Aégewv amd T1o feature set.
Xpnotgotroiwvrtag 12.902 keipeva ammo 1o Reuters — 21578 keipyeva kar 20000 1aTpiké
abstracts amé 10 Ohsumed corpus, 0 Joachims cuvékpive Tnv aTTOdOC0N CPKETWV
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aAyopiBuwv oupTtrepihauBavopévwy Twv SVM kai Naive Bayes. Kail yia 1a 2 ouvoAa
0edopEVWY auTOG 0 €Aeyx0G UTTEDEICE TTWG 0 SVM atrédwoe KaAuTepa.

2€ AA\n €peuva [68], xpnoiuotroiwvtag Tn ouAloyr Reuters- 21578, Bpébnke o1 o
aAyopiBuog SVM cixe Tn peyaAuTepn akpifeia o€ £€va oUVOAO EAEYXOU O€ OUYKPION WE
Toug Naive Bayes kai Decision Trees. Zuvemmwg, pe Bdon mn BiBAIoypagia avapéveral
TTWG N XPron autou Tou aoAyopiBpou kal ota 2 datasets TTou xpnoipoTroloUuvTal 0TNV
TTapouca PEAETN (AITTAwWMATIKA) €ival TBavE va eTTIPEPEI APKETA KOAG ATTOTEAEOUATA WG
TTPOG TNV GKPIBEIa.

4.1.4.3 Aévrpa Arépaong-Decision Tree (DT)

Ta dévipa ATTOPACNG EVOWNATWVOUV [IA ETTOTITEUOPEVN TTPOCEYYION Tagivounong [69].
H 18€a TponABe atrd mn doun Tou cuvnBIouévou BEVTPOU TTou aTToTeAEITal atmd pida Kal
KOUPBoUG (BEoeig OTTOU TOTTOBETOUVTAI OI DIIPECEIG TWV KAAdWV), KAAdOUG Kal @UAAa. Me
TTapoOuolo  TPOTTO, €va  OEvipo amo@aong KATaoKeUudletal amd  KOuPBoug TTou
AVTITTIPOOWTTEUOUV KUKAOUG Kal Ol KAA®OI avTITTpoowTreUovTal atrd Ta TUAUATA TTOU
OuUVOEOUV TOUG KOPBOUG.

Ta DT €ivail gia ato T TeEXVIKES Taglvounong oTnv €£6puén EBOUEVWY TTOU XPNOIMOTTIOIE
OIOKAOOWOEIG yIa TNV ATTEIKOVION KABE €QIKTOU QTTOTEAECOUATOG KATA TN AAWn MIOG
amogaons. 'Eva DT mepiAaupavel Tpia €idn kOupwyv, Tov “root node”, “internal node” kai
‘leaf”. '‘Eva dévipo atmrdé@aong &ekivd amd Tn pida, KIVEITAI TTPOG TA KATW Kal YEVIKA
oxedialetal amd Ta apioTeEPA TTPog Ta Oegid. O kOuBog ammd otmou Eekivd To OEVTPO
ovopaletal kOupog “pifa”. O kéuPog 6tTou TepuaTiCeTal n  aAucida eival yvwoTdg wg
KOUPOG "QUAAO". AUo 1 TrepIcTdTEPOI KAGDOI UTTOPOUV va €TTEKTABOUV aTtd KABE
EOWTEPIKO KOPPO, T.X KOPBog Tou Oev  eival kKOPPBOg @UAAou. ‘Evag  kéupog
AVTITTPOOWTTEUEl £VA OPICHEVO XOPOAKTNPIOTIKO, VW O KAAOOI QVTITIPOOWTTEUOUV £Va
€UPOG TWV TIMWV. AUTA Ta 0PN TIHWV AEITOUPYOUV WG CNMEIA KATATUNONG YIO TO GUVOAO
TWV TIHWV TOU BEBOUEVOU XAPaKTNEIOTIKOU [12].

O yvwoTtég pICIKoG kOPPBog (root node) xpnOIYOTIOIEITAI WG APXIKO XOPAKTNPIOTIKO
N KOPUQaiog KOUPBOG ammépacng o€ Eva OEVTPO Kal AvTIOTOIXEI OTOV KAAUTEPO OEiKTN yia
N Aqun ammo@Aacewyv. 'Exel PNOEVIKEG €1I0EPXOMEVEG AKPEG, EVW Ol ECWTEPIKOI KOMPOI
(internal nodes) £xouv TOUAAXIOTOV pia €1I0€PXOMEVN KAl TOUAAXIOTOV dia €CepxOMEVN
akun. TéAog, o1 kOuBol @UAAa (leaf nodes) dev dlaBéTouv Kapia eEepxOuevn akun,
OUVETTWG avatrapioTouv pia katnyopia. OuclaoTikd, To OEvIpo atrdé@acns avaAuel éva
oeT (OUVOAO) Twv Oedopévwv o€ OAO Kal HIKPOTEPO UTTOOUVOAA €VW TAUTOXPOVA N
OUOXETION TNG atTOPaAcnG XTiCeTal OTAdIOKA. TNV TTAPAKATW EIKOVA TTAPOUCIACETAI N
doun evog dEVTPOU ATTOPAONG.

Z.KaAoyiavvidn 85



Avixveuon S1adIKTUOKOU EKQOBIONOU hE XpAON OAYOpPiBuwWY pnxavikhig paénong

. Internal Node
RooOt

- Terrmimal on Leal Mode

Eikova 67 H dopun evég dévrpou amoépaong (Ali et al.,2012)

2€ autd TO Onueio Ba TTapouciacBoUV Ta TTAEOVEKTAMATO KAl TO MEIOVEKTHMATA TWV
QévTpwYV atréQacng OTTwg atrotuttwinkav atoé Tn C.Petri [70]

MAgoveKTAUATO

pa@ikd. MtopoUv va avTITTPOCWTTEUOOUV E€VOAAAGKTIKEG QTTOQACEIS, TTOava
ATTOTEAEOUATA KAl TUXAIA YEYOVOTA OXNUATIKA. H OTITIKF) TTpOCEyyIon €ival IdiaiTepa
XPAOIYNN oTnv Katavonon OIadoXIKWV ATTOPACEWY KAl €CAPTACEWY ATTO TA
aTToTEAEOUATA.

ATToTEAEOATIKA. MTTOPOUV va €KYPACOUV YPryopa TTEPITTAOKEG EVAANOKTIKEG E
cagnivela. Eival duvatd va TpoTrotroindei eUKoAa éva OEVTPO ATTOPACEWV KABWG
yivovtal d1a6éoipeg véeg TTAnpogopies. H dnuioupyia evog dEvipou atroPAceEwyY
OIEUKOAUVEI TN OUYKPIoN TwV ETMOPACEWY OIAQPOPETIKWY TIMWV €1I0600U OTIG
O1a@opeS EVAAANAKTIKEG aTTOQACEIS. O TUTTIKOG CUUBOMIOHOGS BEVTPOU ATTOPACEWY
€ival EUKOAO va uI00eTNBEI.

ATTOKOAUTITIKG. Mtropouv va oupBdAAouv oTn  OUYKPION QAVTAYWVIOTIKWY
EVOAANGKTIKWY - AKOPN KOl XWPiG OAOKANPWHEVES TTANPOPOPIEG-ATTO  ATTOWnN
Kivduvou kal moavrg aiag. O épog TnG avauevouevng TIWNAS (EV) ouvdudder 1o
OXETIKO €TTEVOUTIKO KOOTOG, TIC AVAUEVOUEVEC aTTOOOCEIC KAl TIC aBeBaiOTNTEG O€
Mia eviaia apiOunTIKA TIWR. To EV atroKaAUTITEl TO OUVOAIKA TTAEOVEKTAUOTA TWV
AVTAYWVIOTIKWY EVAOANOKTIKWV.

ZUuPTTANpwHOTIKG. Ta &évripa amo@Acewyv UTTOPOUV va XpnoigotroinBouv o€
ouvduaouo pe dAAa epyaleia diaxeipiong Epywv. MNa Tapddeiypa, n HEBodog Tou
OEVTPOU ATTOPACEWY PTTOPEI va BonBrioel atnv agioAdynaon XpovodiaypauuaTwy
éEpywv [71].

Ta dévipa ammépaong cival autovonTa Kal 6tav ouuTTiECovTal €ival TTioNg EUKOAO
va akoAouBnBouv. Mg GAAa Adyia, €dv Ta dEvTpa aTTdPacnG £Xouv Aoyikd aplBuo
QUAAWYV, JTTOPOUV va Yivouv KaTtavonTd oTrd MN-€TmayyeAMATIEG XPRHOTEG.
EmmAéov, Ta dévipa atmdQacng PMTTOPOUV va €ival JETATPATTOUV O £€va OUVOAO
Kavovwyv. ‘ETol, autri) n avatrapdotaon Bewpeital wg KaravonTr).
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e Ta Oévipa ammoQACEwWV MTTOPOUV Vva XEIPIOTOUV TOOO OVOUAOTIKA OCO Kal
apIBuNTIKA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA.

e H avamapaoTtacn O&vipwyv aTmréQAoNG E€ival APKETA TTAOUCIA  WOTE  vad
QAVTITTPOOWTTEUEI OTTOIOVONTTOTE TALIVOUNTH BIAKPITAG TIUNAG.

e Ta dévrpa atToPACEWV Eival IKAVA va XeIpiCovTal OUVOAQ OEDOUEVWY TTOU UTTOPEI
va €Xouv o@AAuaTa.

e Ta dévipa ammoAcewyV gival IKava va XeIpiCovTtal UVOAA dEDOUEVWY TTOU UTTOPEI
va €XOUV TIMEG TTOU AEITTOUV.

e Ta dévipa ammopaong BewpouvTal WG PN-TTapaPeTPIKA HEB0DOG. AuTd onuaivel OTI
Ta OEVTPA ATTOPAONG BEV £XOUV UTTOBECEIG OXETIKA E TV KATAVOWUN TOU XWPEOU KAl
TN OOMI) TOU TAgIVOUNTA.

MelovekTRUATO

o O1 TrepIoOOTEPOI ATTO TOUG aAyOpIBuoug (6TTwg ID3 kai C4.5) atmaitouv 611 TO
XAPAKTNPIOTIKO-OTOX0G Ba €€l HOVO DIOKPITEG TIMEG.

e KaBuwg Ta dEVTPa ATTOPACEWY XPNOIKMOTIOIOUV T HEBODO «dIaipel Kal BaTiAEUEy,
Teivouv va ammodidouv KOAd, €dv uttdpyxouv Aiya uwnAd ocuoxeTICOPEVA
XAPAKTNPIOTIKA, OAAG AIlyOTEPO KAAG €dv UTTAPXOUV TTOAAG XOPOKTNPIOTIKA WE
MeYAAn ocuoxémion. 'Evag atmd toug Adyoug yia auto ival 6T Aol TagivounTég
MTTOPOUV VA TTEPIYPAWOUV JE CUUTTAYK TPOTTO évav TagIvounTr TTou Ba ATAV TTOAU
OUOKOAO va avatTapaoTabEi XPnOIUOTIOIWVTAG £vVa BEVTPO ATTOPACEWV.

e To AMANOTO XOPAKTNPIOTIKO TWV OEVIPWY aTTOQacng odnyei oe éva AAAo
MEIOVEKTNMA TTOU TTPETTEI va eTTIonuavOei. AuTo gival n uttEPBOAIKN euaioBnaia Tou
oTo training set, Ta doxeTa XapakTnEIoTIKA Kal Tov 86pufo [72].

4.1.4.4 K-kovtuvoTtepol lNeitoveg-KNN

‘Evag a1rd TOUuG TTI0 atTAOUG aAyOpIBoUG KaTnyoploTToinang otnv e€6puén OedOUEVWV KAl
TN gNnXavikn uddnon gival o K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN). NpodkeiTai yia Tnv 110 a1TodeKTH
MEBODBO KaTnyoploTroinong e€QITiOG TNG EUKOAIAG KAl TNG TTPOKTIKAG ATTOTEAECHATIKOTNTAG
TNG: dev atraitei TNV ToTroBETNON (fitting) o€ povTéAo Kal €xel aTTOdEIXOET OTI £XEI AVWTEPN
amoédoon yia TNV Tagivounon ToAAwyv TUTTwy dedopuévwy. Opwg, n avwTepn ammodoon
Tagivounong tou KNN egaptatal o€ peydAo Babuod atrd mn PETPIKY TTOU XPNOIUOTIOIEITAI
yld TOV UTTOAOYIONO TwV atmmooTAcewv METAEU Twv {euywyv onueiwv dedouévwy. Mia
METPIKA atréoTaong d éxel TG €N\g 3 1816TNTEG [10]:

e d(x, ¥)20 yia kGBe feature vector x, y kai d(x,y)=0 av kai yévo av x=y

o d(x, y)=d(y, x)
o d(x, 2)<d(x,y) +d(y, 2)

H 1816TnTa 1 pag diaBefaiwvel 6T n amméoTaon eival TTAVTA Pn-apvnTiKr, Kal 0 JOvog
TPOTTOG yia va pndevioTei N ammOOTOON €ival Ol CUVTETAYUEVEG (TT.X. OTO OIdypauua
dlaoTmopdg) va gival idIEG.

H1816TNTa 2 UTTOBEIKVUEI TNV AVTIMETABETIKOTNTA, £TOI WWOTE, YIA TTAPASEIYUA, N ATTOCTACN
ato N Néa Yopkn o1o Aog AvtleAeg gival idia pe Tnv amméoTaon atrd 1o Aog AviCeAeg 0N
Néa Yopkn [73].
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H 1d16tnTa 3 €ival n TpIywvik aviodtnTa, n otroia dnAwvel 0TI N I0aywyr €vog TpIiTou
onueiou dev UTTOPEI TTOTE va UEIWOEI TV ATTOOTOACT AVAPECa 0€ dUO AAAa onueia [74].

H 1m0 Koivr] ouvdpTtnon amooTaong cival n EukAcideia atrdotacn, TTou avTITIPOCWTTEUE!
TOV ouVvh BN TPATTO PE TOV OTTOI0 OKEPTOVTAI OI AVOPWTTOI TNV ATTOCTACH OTOV TTPAYUATIKO

Koouo [10]:

deuclidean(x,y) = 2(961' - yi)?

l

(10)

OTTOU X = X1, X2, . . . , Xm, KAl Y = Y1, Y2, . . ., Ym QVTITIPOOWTTEUOUV TIG TINEG TWV
XOAPAKTNPIOTIKWY M dUO EyyPaAPUV.

MPaKTIKA, yia va UTTOAOYIOTOUV Ol K TTANCIECTEPOI YEITOVES , O EUukAgideleg atmooTAoEIg
XPNOIKOTTOIOUVTAI CUXVA WG PETPIKA OPoIOTNTAG. KATTOI0G £pEUVNTAG OUXVA XPEIAZETal va
avokoAUWel 1 va eTTAECEl pia KaA pETPNON aTTdOTOONG YIA TNV KATNYOPIOTTOIiNON
dedopEVwY UYPNAWY dIA0TACEWY O€ TTPAYUATIKEG EQapUOYES. O1 KaVOVEG TagIvOunong Tou
KNN o&nuioupyouvtal pévo amd 1a Oeiypara ektraideuong, Xwpic GAAa 1mpdobeTa
Oedopuéva. 2e pia TePIoCOTEPO TTEPITTAOKN TTPOCEyyion, N Tagivounon KNN, Bpiokel pia
OMAdA TWV K QVTIKEINEVWY OTO OET EKTTAIOEUONG TTOU €ival TTIO KOVTA OTO QVTIKEIMEVO
eAEyxou Kal Bacilel TNV EKXWPENON MIOG ETIKETAG OTNV ETTIKPATEOTEPN KAAOTN O€ QUTAV TN
YEITOVIA.

A

A
® e Aas,
.r._\. Xq A

ﬂ?‘ﬁ'ﬁ'

) ¢

Eikéva 68 H Baoiki apxl Tou KNN aAyopiBuou (Zhongguo et al., 2017)

O aAyo6piBpog k-Nearest Neighbor (KNN) givar pia pé6odog yia Tagivounon avrikeIgévwy
ME Bdon Ta TTANCIECTEPQ TTAPADEIYUATA EKTTAIOEUONG OTO XWPEO TWV XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY. O
KNN eival évag TUtTog ndbnong 1rou Baciletal o€ instance-based learning 1y lazy learning
OTTOoU N ouvApTNON TTPpooEeyyileTal TOTTIKG Kal OAol o1 uTToAoyIouoi avaBaAAovTal HExpP! TNV
Tagivounon. AKoAouBei YeudoKwdIKAG Tou aAyopiBuou:
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Algorithm
BEGIN
Input: D = {(x;cy), ..., (xXn e}
X = (x;, ...,Xy) new instance to be classified

FOR each labeled instance (x, ¢ calculat
distance(x; x)
Order d(xi, x) from lowest to highest, (i=1,...,N)
Select the K nearest instances to x: D%

Assign to x the most frequent class in D&
END

Eikéva 69 Weudokwdikag Tou aAyopiduou KNN (Nikhath et al., 2016)

H emAoyl TOUu XWPOU XAPOKTNPEIOTIKWY, TO OUVOAO OedOMEVWV EKTTAIOEUONG TTOU
XPNOIMOTIOIEITAI KOl N TIMA TOu K UTTOPEI va €TTNPEACEl ECQPETIKA TNV aKpiBeia Tng
Tagivounong [75]

Av Kal Ol JEAETEG €XOUV ETTIKEVTPWOEI 0 aUTO TO BEUQ yIa PEYAAO XpovIKO dIdoTnua, N
emAoyn TG TINAG Kk yia Tov K-NN aAyopiBuo e€akoAouBei va gival TToOAU SUCKOAN Kail va
atroTeAei TTpOKANON [77,78].

MNa Tapddelyua, KATolol epeuvnTéG [79]uttooTnpifouV TTWG N KAAUTEPN €TTIAOYH YIa TO K
gival n Ty VN yia Ta oUvoAa Sedopévwy pe péyeBog deiyuatog peyaAuTepo omd 100.
Qotooo, pia TETOIO €TTIAOYN €XEl aTTOdEIXOei OTI dev gival KATAAANAN yia OAeg TIG
TTEPITITWOEIC TUVOAWV Oedopévwy [80]. O1r Wang et al. [81] epdpuocav pia péBodo yia
TNV €KTiPNON Tou BEATIOTOU K aTTO TN ywvia TNG OTATIOTIKAG atré@aons. H péBoddg Toug
TTPocapuOlel duvauika TNV TIUA K £éwg OTou £va £xel eTTITEUXOE £va IKAVOTTOINTIKO ETTITTESO
aKpipelag.

EmmAéov, a&ifel va onueiwbolv dUo PacikG onueia yia PEPIKA TTpaypaTiké oUvoAa
dedopévwy. MpwTov, n BEATIOTN TINA Tou k oTnVv TTAEloWn@ia Twv cuvoAwv gival 1 [76] .
AeUTepov, opiopéva auvola dedopévwy dev gival euaicbnta oTnv €TIAOYN TNG TIMAG K.

2TNV TTOPAKATW €IKOvVa ouvoyidovtal 6oa eImwenkav yia Toug aAyopiBuoug KNN, SVM
kal DT kai Trpofaivel og auykpior) Toug [11].
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KNN

SVM

DT

Can be used for con-
tinuous value inputs.

Can be used for con-
tinuous value inputs.

Can be used for con-
tinuous and categori-

cal inputs.
Algorithm 1s simple Mathematically com- | Data classification
with straight forward plex and hard to build | waith less calculation
classifier easy under- own algorithm. involved. Easily un-
stand. derstand.

It 1s automatically non-
linear, able to detect
linear and non-linear
distributed data. Per-
form very well a lot of

Can be used in linear
and non-linear ways
and good with limited
set of points 1n many
dimensions.

It 1s non-linear classi-
fier. Able to illustrate
relationship between
independent and
dependent variables.

data points.

Do classification by

Do classification by

Do classification by

nique but a bit com-
plex.

determine neighbour- searches for closest form a tree.

hoods. points.

Computationally ex- Computationally Computationally low
pensive. expensive to train end.

Not suitable for auto Suitable for auto Suitable for auto
classification. classification tech- classification tech-

nique and less com-
plex.

Time consuming.

Time consuming
when processing
large amount

Time consuming if
involves multiple
branches.

Eikéva 70 Zoykpion aAyopiBuwv KNN,SVM,DT (M.U. Noormanshah, N.E. Nohuddin & Zainol, 2018)

O1rwg yivetal eu@aveg, ol alyopiBuor dev gival ypaupikoi pe e€aipeon Tov SVM 1T0U
MTTOpPEI va XpnolPoTroinNBEi Kal e ypapuikd Tpotro, av mTpoBAnBouv Tta diavioparta o€
peyaAuTepn didotaon. O KNN aAyoépiBuocg civai, yevikd, évag XpovoBopog aAyopibuog,
a@ou atraiTeital, OTTWG avaAuBnke, 0 UTTOAOYIOUOG TNG EUKAEIBIOG ATTOOTAONG METAEU TOU
KABe duvartou Ceuyapiou TTou atrapTifeTal atrd 1o test point kail 1o train point. O1 dAAoi 2
gival Kal gkeivol xpovoPBopol Katw atmd ouykekpiuEveg ouvlnkeg. Qotéco, O KNN eival
TTOAU 1110 aTTAGG aAyOpIBUOC Kal EUKOAOC OTnV Katavonon, o€ avTibeon, Kupiwg, JeE Tov
SVM, T1Tou gival apkeTA TTOAUTTAOKOG aAyOpIBUOG.

4.1.4.5 Tuyxaio ddoog-Random Forest

To Random Forest Tou avattuxdnke atrd Tov Leo Breiman [82] cival pia opdda pn-
KAadeuEVWY OévTpwy Tagivounong f TaAivopéunong dnuioupynuéva ammd Tnv Tuxaia
emAoyn SslyudTwy Twv 0edOPEVWYV EKTTAIDEUONG. 2TNV ETTAYWYIKN dladikacia eTTIAEyovTal
TUXQia XOpakTnNEIOTIKA. H TTpoBAewn oTnv TepIiTTwon TnG Tagivounong yivetal Pe tnv
TEXVIKA majority voting, katd tnv otoia emAEyeTal n KAGON TTOU OuvavtiBnke oTnv
TTAciown®ia Twv OEVTPWYV TTOU TEBNKE TO epwTnua [12].

2UYKEKPIPEVA, KABE dEvTpo dnuioupyeital [83]:

e Me OeiypatoAnyia N Tuxaiwv OEIYUATWV MPE QVTIKATAOTOON OTTO TA APXIKA
oedopéva. Autd 1o deiypa Ba xpnolpotroinBei w¢g OeT ekTTaideuong yia Tnv
KaAAIEpyEIa TOU DEVTPOU
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e [0 MapiBud petapAnTwy €100d0uU, diaAéyovtal m<<M Tuxaia atrod TIG APXIKEG WOTE
va dnuioupynBouv ol diakAadwoelg. Mg autdv Tov TPOTTO HEIWVETAI TTOAU n
dlakupavon (variance) og TEPITITWON €6APTNUEVWY HETABANTWY, KATI TTOU OV
MTTOPEI va avTINETWTTIOEI €va aTTAo DT.

o Kdbe dévrpo avamtuooeTal 0TO HEYAAUTEPO BaBud. Agv XpnOIUMOTTIOIEITAI N TEXVIKA
pruning (KAad€uarog).

Ta mmAeovekpara Tou Random Forest ivail [84]:

e =gTmepvacl TO TTPORBANUa Tou overfitting.

e 210 dedopéva eKTTaIdEUONG, Eival AIYOTEPO ETTIPPETTEG OTIG AKPAieg TINES (outliers).

e O TTAPAUETPOI PTTOPOUV VA PUBMIOTOUV €UKOAQ KOl ETTOPEVWG ECOAEIQETAI N
avaykn yia KAGdepa Twv OEVTpWV.

e H akpifeia kal onuacia Twv JETARBANTWY TTAPAYETAI QUTOUATWG.

To Random Forest, 6x1 yévo diarnpei Ta o@EAn 1oy emituyxdavovtal amd Ta Decision
Trees, aAAG pe TN xprion Bagging o¢ dciyparta, 1o cuoTnua yneogopiag Tou [82] péow
TOU oOTToiou AQUBAveETal n ATTOPACN Kal £va TUXAIO UTTOOUVOAO METARANTWY, TIG
TTEPICOOTEPES POPEG ETTITUYXAVEI KOAUTEPQ aTToTEAéopaTa aTrd Ta Decision Trees.

4.1.5 EmmiAeypévn pedodoloyia

Metd amd Tnv TTapouciacn Twv TTPOTEIVOUEVWY aTTd TN PIBAIOypa@ia TEXVIKWY Kal

peEBodoAoYIWY,

g€ AUTAV TNV evoTnNTa TTapouaialetal n uebodoAoyia TTou akoAouBnenke

oTnV TTapouca PEAETN (AIMTAWPATIKA) yia KaBévav atrd Toug aAyopiBuoug TTou TTPOKEITal
Va EQAPPOOTOUV KOl CUYKPIBOUV 0Ta 2 GUVOAQ BEDOUEVWV.

WORKNETLEMM ATIZ
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R

-
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To TTapamavw dIAypappa POonRg ATTOTUTTWVEI OTITIKA TNV £TTIAEYOPEVN peBodoAoyia BrApa
TTPOoG Brua. Otmwg @aivetal Kal a1rd To dIAypaAPud, TA BAKATA TTOU TTPAYUATOTTOINBNKAV
ATav Ta akoAouba:

KaBapiopdg dedopévwv-Data cleaning. o ouykekpiyéva, agaipédnkav T1a
OITAGTUTTa (duplicates) kal o1 ypapuég TTou Trepigixav eAAEIYeIC o€ TINES (Missing
values).

[MpoeTreCepyacia KEIPEVWY. 2ZUYKEKPIPEVA, TTpaAyPOTOTTOINONKE a)lower casing
OnAadn PETATPOTI OAWV TWV KEQAAQiIWV YPAUPATWY OTa avTioTolxa TTe(d Toug B)
agaipeon onueiwv oTi¢ng, hashtags kai urls a1rd Ta KEipeva KabBwg Adyw TNG eUONG
Twv dedopévwy Tou Twitter auToi oI XapPAKTAPES CUVAVTWVTAI OPKETA OUXVd, Y)
agaipeon OAwv Twv emojis Pe T PorBeia ¢ BiBAI0Brikng emoji 8)Stemming pe
PorterStemmer kai €) Lemmatization ye WordNetLemmatizer.

AlavuopaToTroinon Twv Kelpévwy. Anuioupynonke €va pipeline pe CountVectorizer
kal TfidfTransformer va epappofovTal OTa TTPOETTECEPYATUEVA KEIPEVA.

AlaxwpIopog Twv Oedopévwv o€ oUVoAo ekTTaideuong (80%) kal ouUvoAo
emaABeuong (20%).

YmrodelypatoAnyia SMOTE. Omtwg ava@épbnke Kal aimloAoyAbnke oTnv evotnta
Mnko¢ Keluévwy , TTPoKeINéVoU va dlaTnpnBei éva tweet oto dataset 1é€Bnke cav
KATW 6pI10 AéEEwV 0 apIBuoG 3 kal oav avw 6plo o aplBpog 100. Or apiBuoi auToi,
QUOIKA, TrolkiAouv avdAoya 1o dataset kai emmAéExOnkav E£TTEITa ATTO OXETIKA
dlgpeuvnon. H Baoikn 18€a gival Twg TTOAU JOKPOOKEAN 1l TTOAU cuvtoua tweets
Oev Ba TTEPIEXOUV CNPAVTIKEG TTANPOPOPIEC OXETIKA WE TO BIAdIKTUOKO EKPORBIoUO,
OnAadn 10 UTTO €¢étaon BEua. QoTéo0, YETA TNV aPaipecn auTwy Twv tweets ol
KAGoeIg TTavouv va gival 1Icoppotnuéves (oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset), otroTe
TTpaypaTotroindnke resampling pe mn BorBsia Tng cuvaptnong SMOTE.

O1 TEXVIKEG TTOU TTEPIYPAPNKAV OTIC TTPONYOUMEVEG €vOTNTEG E€QAPPOlovTal OF
otroladATToTE £appoyn yia text classification. Qotéco, otnv TTapouca PeAETn, Ta
oedopéva TTOU XPNOIYOTTOIOUVTAl £XOUV TNV IDIAITEPOTNTA OTI TTPOEPXOVTAl ATTO T
KOIVWVIKA OikTua Kal ouykekpiyéva 1o Twitter. MNa Ta ouykekpiyéva dedopéva n
peBodoAoyia TTou TTpoTeiveTal atrd Tn auyxpovn BiBAIoypagia [4] TrTapouaialeTal oTnv
AMEOWG ETTOPEVN EIKOVA:
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[ ]
v

v

Remove metadata and
keep only the text

v

Lowercasing

v

Remove punctuation, URLs, exira
white spaces, Twitter features
{hashtags and RT) and anonymize

the text

v

Emoficons and emaojis translation

v

Acronym and slang expansion

v

Hegaticn handling

v

Stop-word remaoval

v

Tokenisation

v

Shor-word remaoval

v

/ Clean text ready to be analysed /

v
)

Eikova 72 Xeipiopog dedopévwyv mTou TrpoépxovTal amd 1o Twitter (Palomino & Aider, 2022)

Emoticons and emojis
dictionary

A

Acronym and slang list

Stop-word list

ZUVETTWG, TTPOKEIPMEVOU Va Yivel n TEAIKA Aoy TNG ueBodoAoyiag, peAeTBNkav 1600 ol
KOIVEG TTPAKTIKEG O€ eQapuoyEg text classification aAAG eAripOn coBapd uttéwn, n uon
Twv 0edopévwy Tou Twitter kal N KATAAANAN AVTIPETWTTION TOUG.
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5. ANAAYZH

2€ QUTAV TNV evOTNTa Ba 080UV Ta ATTOTEAEOUATA KATNYOPIOTTOINONG KEIMEVOU YIa KAOE
évav atro Toug aAyopIBuoug TTou TTEpIEypa@nKav otnv evoTnta AAyépiBuol Ektraidsuong
Kalr Ba TrpayuartotroinBei  oUykpIon Twv atmmoTeAeopdTwy. H  Tmapouciaon Twv
aTTOTEAEOUATWYV KABE OAyopiBUOU TTPAYHATOTTIOIEITAI UE TRV TTAPOUCIach TwV £GAG:

o ’'EkBeon Tagivounong-Classification report
e [livakag ouyxuong-Confusion matrix

OTTWG aKPIBWGS TTPOEKUYAV ATTO TNV EKTEAEOT.

Mpiv OPWG TNV TTAPOUCIOON TWV ATTOTEAEOUATWY, TIPAYMATOTIOIEITAI Mid CUVOTITIKA
TTOPOUCIAcN TWV PETPIKWY AGIOAOYNONG WOTE VA €ival TTIO EUKOAN N PETETTEITA EPUNVEIQ
TWV TIMWYV TOUG.

5.1 Merpikég EkBeong Tagivounong-Classification report

O1 xpnoiyotroloupheveG PETPIKEG Yia To classification report €ival o1 : akpifela accuracy,
akpipela precision, avakAnon recall, okop f1 -f1-score.

5.1.1 AkpiBeia Accuracy
loxuel TTwg:

TP+TN

———— OTT0U
TP+TN+FP+FN’

Accuracy =

1. TN/ True Negative: 6tav pia TEPITITWON €ival apvnTIKr KAl TIPORAETTETAI WG
apvNTIKA

2. TP /True Positive: 6Tav éva kpouaoua gival BeTIKO Kal TTPORAETTETAI WG BETIKO

FN / False Negative: étav éva kpououa ival BeTIKO aAAG TTPOBAETTETAI WG
apvnTiko

4. FP / False Positive: 6tav é&va kpouopa cival apvnTikO aAAG TTpoBAETTETAI
BETIKO

O1 4 Trapatravw 6pol [94] agopouv duadikr Tagivounon e KAAoE€IG BETIKO/apvnTIKO.

AnAadn, e Tov 6po autd evvoeiTal TO KAGoPa pe apiOunti 10 TTANBOG TwV CWOTWV
TTPORAEWEWV KAl TTAPOVOUACTr) TO OUVOAIKO TTARBoC TTpoBAéwewy. MNa 1o TTPWTO UTTO
e€étaon dataset - TTOU OeV TTPOKEITAI ATTAWG YIa TagIvounon o€ 2 KAAOEIG OToV apliBuntn
- Ba utpxe TO ABPOICHO TWV KEIMEVWYV TIOU KATNyoploTToINenkav cwoTd oTIC 5
Katnyopieg (5 6pol aBpoiopaTog) Kal avrioToixa Kal 0 TTapovouacThg Ba tepigixe 10
6poug (owoTég Kkal AdBog TrpoBAEwelg avd kaTtnyopia/kAdon). AvTIOTOIXWG, yia TO
Suspicious Tweets Dataset TTou o1 katnyopieg givar 3 otov apiBud, otov apiBunT TNG
METPIKAG accuracy, Ba uttdpyxouv 3 6pol (TTARBOG KeIPEVwY TTOU KATNYOopPIOTTOINONKav
opBd avda katnyopia) Kal oToV TTAPOVOUOOTH 6 6ol (CWOTES KAl AGBOG KATNYOPIOTTOINCEIG
avd Kkatnyopia).

H akpiBela gival éva PETPO yia TO TTOOEG CWOTEG TTPORAEYEIC £KAVE TO POVTEAO yia TO
TTAPEG ouvoAo dedopEvwy dokiuAg. H akpifela gival pia kaA Baoikr) géTpnon yia mn
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METPNON TNG a1TOdO0ONG TOU MOVTEAOU. 2& MN-looppoTTnuéva ouvoAla Oedopévwy, N
akpipela yivetal Kakr pétpnon [95]

5.1.2 AvdkAnon Recall

Ooov agopd Tov 6po recall IoxUel 611 [94]:
TP

Recall = TP+—F]V

AnAadn, recall yia Tnv KAGonN i €ival, atmd OAEG TIG TIMEG TTOU AVIKOUV TTPAYHATIKA OTNV
KAGon i (TTapovopaoTig), TTO0EG TTPORAETTOVTAI CWOTA WG KAGoN i (ap1BunTAG).

5.1.3 AkpiBeia Precision

O 6pog precision ek@pdlel atrd OAeg TIC TTPORAETTOMEVEG TIMEG — Miag KAAGong i
(TTapovopaoTAG), TTOOEG AVAKOUV TTPAYHMATIKG TNV KAGoN i (apiBunTng), dnAadr, ye Baon
TNV opoloyia TP,FP,TN,FN, n yeTpIkr precision yiag KAGoNg i opieTal wg:

TP

p . . -
recision TP + FP

5.1.4 Fl-score

MNa va €xoupe Eva ouvouaopévo aTToTEAEOUQ precision Kai recall, xpnolyoTtrolouue 1o F1-
score. To Fl-score cival 0 apuUOVIKOG PEOOG OPOG TWV HETPIKWY precision kai recall.
2 UVETTWG, OpideTal WG :

2

1 + 1
Precision = Recall

F1 — score =

5.2 Mivakag ouyxuong-Confusion Matrix

e O Tmivakag ouyyxuong (confusion matrix) eival €va epyaAgio yia TRV TTPOYVWOTIKA
avaAuon oTn Pnxavikg paénon [95]. Mpokeluévou va eAeyxBei N amdédoon evog
MOVTEAOU PNXQVIKAG eKuGBnong tmou Baciletal e Tagivounaon, avamTuooETal O
OUYKEKPIPEVOGS TTIVOKAG/UATPA.

e ETTiong, ymropouUue va Touue 0TI 0 confusion matrix gival €vag ouvoTrTIKOG TTiVaKag
TOU apIBUOoU TWV CWOTWV Kal AavBaouévwy TTPORAEWEWV TTOU TTAPAYOVTal OTTO
évav Tagivount (A MovtéAo TagIivounong) via epyacieg OUABIKNG  KUpiwg
Tagivounong .

o ’'Evag mivakag ouyxuong cival €vag trivakag N x N TTou Xpno1yoTToIEiTal yia Tnv
agloAdynon tng amodoong evog povréAdou Tagivounong, otrou N gival o apiBuog
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TwVv oTéXWV. Mg TNV OTITIKOTTOINON TOu Trivaka oUyXuong, évag TrapatnenTig Ba
MTTOpoUCE va TTIPOoCodIopicEl TNV OKPIBEIX TOU MOVTEAOU TTAPATNPEWVTAG TIG
SIayWVIEG TIMEG yIa TN JETPNON Tou apiBuou akpiBoug Tagivounong.

TNV TTAPAKATW €IkOVa TTapoucidletal n dopr) Tou confusion matrix

True Class

Positive Negative

v
v >
O &
O 8
O (a
Q
4
O o
—
O =
U
oo

Z

Eikova 73 H Sopn Tou Trivaka olyyxuong-confusion matrix (Karimi,2021)

O Tivakag ouyxuong €xel TN JopPn TETPAYWVIKOU TTiVOKA OTTOU N OTAAN avTITTIPOCWTTEUEI
TIG TTIPAYHATIKEG TIMEG KAI N O€IpA aTtreikovilel TV TTPORAETTOMEVN TIUA TOU POVTEAOU Kal
avTioTpoYa.

Mtropei o confusion matrix va xpnolYOTTOIEITAI KUPIWG yIa TTEPITITWOEIS OUAdIKAG
TAgIVOUNONG, WOTOOO €ival EPIKTO VA ETTEKTABDEI KAl O€ TTEPIOCCOTEPEG KAAOEIG UE TTapdoIa
Aoyiky. Ta trapddeiypa, otnv TEPITITwWon Tou OtuTepou dataset mTou umtdpyouv 3
Katnyopieg, o confusion matrix Ba €ival kal TTaAI £€vag TETPAYWVIKOG TTIVOKAG QUTAV T
@opd 3X3 61Tou Kal TTaAI N dlaywviog Ba avTITTPOCoWTTEUEl TO TTARBOG TWV OTOIXEIWV TTOU
Katnyoplotroinénkav cwoTd Kal Ta UTTOAoITTa oToixEia Ba agopouv TIG AavBaouEveS
TpoBAEYwelS. Opoiwg yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset, o confusion matrix 8a €ival 5X5 ue
avTioToixn doun.
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5.3 ArmroteAéopara Naive Bayes

2€ QUTAV TNV evoTnTa Ba TTapouciacBouv Kal Ba oxoAlacBoUuv Ta ATTOTEAECUATA TWV
aAyopiBuwyv ekTTaideuong o010 oUvoAo etmaAnBeuong (validation set) kai yia Ta duo
datasets.

5.3.1 SOSNet Twitter Dataset

e m—imia iy m = e ==

Classification Report for Naive Bayes:

precision recall fl-score support
religion 8.85 0.96 0.90 1578
age 0.80 6.99 0.88 1564
gender 6.89 8.85 0.87 14606
ethnicity 0.90 08.92 8.91 1546
not bullying ©.85 8.49 8.62 1274
accuracy 0.86 7416
macro avg 0.86 0.84 0.84 7416
weighted awvg 8.86 B.86 8.85 7416

Eikova 74 ‘Ek@gon Tagivounong-Classification report aAyopifuou Naive Bayes yia To SOSNet
Twitter Dataset

O1rwg aivetal amd Tnv TTapatmdvw eikova, alyopiBuog Naive-Bayes trapriyaye apkeTd
KaAd atroteAéopata KaTd Tnv KaTtnyoplotroinon KABe kelpyévou. Mo ouykekpiuéva,
€TTETEUXON ouvOAIKH akpiBeia 86%. EoTmidloviag o€ kGBe kaTnyopia ExwploTd 1600 OTNV
¢kBeon Tagivéunong-classification report 6co kalr otov Trivaka ouyxuong- confusion
matrix, yiverar avtIAnTTé TTwg Ta XeIPOTEPA ATTOTEAECUATA TTApATNPENBNKAv yia Tnv
katnyopia “Not cyberbullying (Oxi O10dIKTUGKOG €K@OBIOUOG)”. To recall yia Tn
ouyKeKkpIyévn katnyopia gival 49%, Tou onuaivel 6Ti 0 aAyopIBuog TTPORAETTEI CWOTA pia
OTIG 2 TTEPITITWOEIG YIA QUTAV TNV Katnyopia (atrédoon idla ue évav random classifier).
AuTO €ival Kal TO PIKPOTEPO TTOO0OTO TToU TTapatnpeital. Ao Tnv GAAN TTAEupd yia TNV
katnyopia “Age cyberbullying (HAIkiakdg 81adIKTUOKOG ek@OBIouSS)” o aAydpiBuog
epavilel recall 99%, dnAadn, avixvelel oxedov OAa Ta Keipeva auTAG TNG KATnyopiag.
EoTmidlovrag otn YeTpIkr f1-score TTou gival M0 avTITTIPOCWTTEUTIKI TWV ATTOTEAECUATWY,
KaBw¢ auvowilel To accuracy Kai 1o recall, Taparnpeital kaAutepn amédoon pe 91% oTnv
kKAdon “Ethnicity cyberbullying (AladIKTUOKOG €KQOPBICUOG €BVIKOTNTAG)” Kal XEIPOTEPN
OTTWG avapevoTav otnv katnyopia “Not cyberbullying (Oxi d1adiIkTuakOG ekpoBIouSS)”.

21NV TTOpaKATW €IKOva TTapouaciadetal kal o confusion matrix, yia TOv OUYKEKPIPEVO
aAyopiBuo. OTwe avaeépbnke kKal oTnv evoTnTa Confusion Matrix, o Trivakag givar 5X5
Kabwg o1 katnyopieg  OIadIKTUOKOU €EKQOBICHUOU TTOU MEAETWVTAI €ival OUVOAIKG 5.
Mapatnpwvtag Ta dlaywVvIa OTOIXEIO TOU TTiVOKO YiVETAI €UKOAQ QvTIANTITO TTWG TO
uynAétepo TP cuvavtdral otnv katnyopia “Age cyberbullying (HAIKIokOg S10d1KTUOKSG
EKQPOPIOPOG)” pe 1539 keipeva. AuTo gival avapevopevo, KaBwg, OTTWG GAVNKE Kal aTTd TO
classification report n ouykekpipgévn karnyopia €xel To uwnAotepo recall (99%) kar o
apIBunTtnS TNG METPIKAG aUTAG ival o TTapdyovTtag TP (evdétnTta Recall).
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Eikova 75 Confusion matrix aAyopifou Naive Bayes yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset

-

21nv katnyopia «Not cyberbullying (Oxi d1adIkTuakdG ek@oBIOuSOS)», Ta ATTOTEAECUOTA
gival Ta xe1pdtepa, OTTWG PAvnKe Kal atrod 1o classification report. ATrd 1o confusion matrix
AauBavovtal emTTPO0OETEG TTANPOYPOPIEC OXETIKA ME aQUTAV TNV Kok emmidoon. lMNa
TTOPAdEIYUA, QAIVETAI TIWG OTIG TIEPIOCOTEPEG  TTEPITITWOEIG TTOU  £yive  AGBOG
KATNyopIoTToinon o€ autoUu Tou €idoug Ta Keieva, n Katnyopia TTou evraxodnkav ATav n
“Age Cyberbullying (HAIKIGKOG S10dIKTUAKOG EKQOBIOHUOG)” (279 TTEPITITWOEIG).
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5.3.2 Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Classification Report for Naive Bayes:

precision recall fl-score support

neither B.96 8.79 B.87 2436
racism B.45 B.89 8.60 184
sexism B.41 B.74 B.53 310
accuracy 8.79 2930
macro avg B.61 @.81 8.67 2930
weighted avg B.87 B.79 B.82 2938

Eikova 76 Classification report aAyopiBpou Naive Bayes yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Na 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset, n ocuvoAiky akpifeia TTou onUEIWONKE yia Tov
aAyopiBuo Naive Bayes gival 79% €vavti 86% Tou TTpwTou. 2€ autd TO OnuEio, agifel va
eImwOei TTwg o1 KAAoe€Ig gival unbalanced oTo deuTepo dataset, eTTopévwg gival Aoyikd va
UTTAPXE! Mia PIKPR MEiwon oTnv attédoon Twv aAyopibuwy. H TpwTn TTapaTthpnon ou
MTTOpPEI Va yivel atro To classification report gival TTwg UTTAPXOUV HEYAAES DIOPOPES HETAEU
TWV PETPIKWYV precision kai recall. 11 2 KAAo€Ig TTou UTTapxEl O1adIKTUAKOGS EKPOBIOHAC,
N MeTPIKA recall ival apkeTd uwnAdTEPN, UTTOONAWVOVTOG TTWG, aTTO OAEG TIG TIUEG TTOU
QAVIAKOUV TTPaYMATIKG OTNV KAACT, £va PeyaAo pEPOG TTPoRAETTETAI CWOTA (XaunAd FN).
ATIO TNV AAAN TTAEUPd, n PETPIKN precision gival xaunAn ,0€ixvovtag TTwg atrd OAEG TIG
TTPORAETTOUEVEC TINEG TNG KAAOEIG, Eva PIKPO HEPOG AVIKEI TTPAYMATI TNV KAGon (uwnAd
FP). H deUtepn TTapatrpnon cival Twg n kKAdon “neither (Kavéva atmod 1a 2)”, o€ avtiBeon
ME TIG UTTOAOITTEG 2, €XEI TTOAU UEYOAUTEPO precision atrd OTI recall. ZuvoAikd, n KAdon
auTn €Xel pakpdav 1o uwnAdTepo f1-score, yeyovog TToU avapéveTal agou gival n KAAon
TTOU UTTEPTEPEI O€ KEIPEVA.
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Eikova 77 Confusion matrix aAyopifou Naive Bayes yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset

O confusion matrix empepaiwvel TIC TTapaTnpnoelg. Edw, kKaBeTa gaivovtal ol aAnbeig
TIMEG (Truth) kal opIfOvTIa oI TIPOPRAETTOPEVEG. [pdyuarTi, N KAGon racism (paToIoNOG) €XEI
TO uWnAoTEPO recall kaBwg 1o FN eival poAig 20 keipeva (16 TpoBAE@OnKav neither
(kavéva atrd Ta 2) Kal 4 wg sexism (0€IoPOG)). AT TNV GAAN PEPIA yia TNV KAdoN neither
(kavéva atrd Ta dUo), To FP 1Tou onueiwveTal gival JIKPO avaAoyika Pe To TTARB0GC Twv
KeMEVWV( 16 ATav racism (patoiopdg) kail 68 neither (kavéva atmmd 1a dU0)). SUVETTWG,
auTo €€nyei To TTOAU uWnAO precision TnNG v Adyw KaTnyopiag.

5.4 ArmroteAéopara SVM

5.4.1 SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Classification Report for Support Vector Machine:

precision recall fl-score support

religion 0.96 0.95 g.95 1578

age 0.96 0.98 8.97 1564

gender 0.96 6.85 68.91 1468
ethnicity 0.98 0.98 0.98 1548
not bullying e.77 0.87 8.81 1274
accuracy 8.93 7416
macro avg 8.93 @8.92 8.92 7416
weighted avg 8.93 0.93 8.93 7416

Eikéva 78 Classification report aAyopiBpou SVM yia to SOSNet Twitter Dataset
O1rwg @aivetal amd Ta atroTeAEouaTa, 0 aAyopiBuog SVM atrodidel kaAuTepa atmmd Tov

Naive-Bayes, yeyovog TTou €pXETal 0€ CUPQWVIa YE TNV utTdpxouoa BiBAloypagia [9]. H
OUVOAIKN akpifeia Tou aAyopiBuou cival 93%. EmimmAéov, o OAeg TIG KaTnyopieg Ta f1-
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scores TToU onuelwvovTtal gival TTOAU uynAd, emmepvwvrtag 10 90% pe €gaipeon Tnv
katnyopia “Not cyberbullying”, TTou, kal dAI, TO TTOCOOTO €ival uwnAd, BAvovTag To
81%, oe avtiBeon pe 10 62% TOU TTPONYoUHEVOU aAyopiBuou. To recall Tng idiag
KaTnyopiag KupaiveTal autAv TN @opd o1o 87% o€ avtiBeon pe 10 49% NG TTponyouuEvng
mepimmrwong. O1r  karnyopieg  “Ethnicity cyberbullying  (AladikTuokdg  eK@OBIOUOG
eBvikoTnTag) ” kal “Age cyberbullying (HAIKIOKOG I0BIKTUAKOS EKQOPBIOHOG)” €ival auTéG
TTOU Kal TTAAI atrodidouv KaAUTEPAQ.

religion - 1495 - 1400

-1200

age
1000

gender

ethnicity

200
not bullying

Eikéva 79 Confusion matrix aAyopifpou SVM yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset

A6 10 confusion matrix emBeBalwveTal Kal TTAAI TTwS Ta ATTOTEAEOUATA Eival BEATIWHPEVA
oc oxéon pe Tov Naive Bayes o€ OAeG TIG KATNYOpPiEG, YE TN PeyaAUTEPN dlagopd oTnv
katnyopia “Not cyberbullying (Ox1 d108IKTUGKOG €KQOBIOPAG)” 6TTOU, QUTAV TN QOopPJ,
TP=1104 o€ ouykpion pe 611 otov Naive Bayes. Ta keipeva TTou TTpoBAEQONKaAV cwoTd
WG MN-OXeTICOueva Pe OIOBIKTUAKO €KQOBIOPO augnbnkav katd 493, pe QUOIKO
€TTAKOAoUB0 TN paydaia aunon Twv PETPIKWY precision kai recall.
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5.4.2 Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Classification Report for Support Vector Machine:

precision recall fl-score support

neither 0.98 0.98 0.94 2436
racism B.75 8.52 B.62 184
sexism B.88 B.43 B.58 318
accuracy 8.89 2930
macro avg 0.84 0.64 8.71 2938
weighted avg 0.89 8.89 0.88 2938

Eikéva 80 Classification report aAyopiBuou SVM yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset

H ouvoAik akpifeia Tou aAyopiBuou SVM yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset cival 89%
onAadh 10% tavw oe oxéon pe Tov aAyopiBuo Naive Bayes yia 10 idlo dataset.
MapatnpwvTtag kal Ta f1-scores yia KABe karnyopia, uttTapxel BEATiwoN yia OAeg. ZTnv
KAdon neither (kavéva atmd Ta dU0) OAEG O HETPIKEG KupaivovTal TTavw atmd 90% pe Tn
MeTpIKA recall va Bpioketal oto 98% utrodnAwvovTtag TToAU XaunAd FN. To xeipdtepo
score TrapaTnpeital otn PeTPIKA recall Tng kKAdong sexism (oeCIouOGg), dnAadr atd OAa Ta
KEIMEVA TTOU TTPAYMATIKA OXETICovTal PE DIOBIKTUAKO EKPOBIOUO AUTAG TNG KATNYOPIaG,
AlyoTepo atrd 1 oTa 2 Kkeipeva TTPORAETTOVTAI CWOTA.
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Eikéva 81 Confusion matrix aAyopifuou SVM yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset

To recall Tng 1é4&NG 98% yia Tnv karnyopia neither (kavéva atrd Ta dUo) eReRaiwveTal
Kal atré To confusion matrix, a@ou poAig 31 keipeva TTpoBAETTOVTOI AavBaopéva WG racism
(patoiopdg) kai poAIg 18 wg sexism(oegIouog) ammd Ta cuVoAIKG 2456 Keipeva auTtrig TNG
Katnyopiag yia 1o validation set. ETmiong, agloonueiwTo gival TTwg JOAIG €va KEIPEVO TNG
KaTnyopiag racism (patoiopog) TTPoRAETTETAI WG sexism (OEEIONOG) Kal HOAIG £va KEIPEVO
TNG Kartnyopiag sexism (0€gioudg) TTPOoRAETTETAI WG racism (pAToIoPOG), dnAadr o
aAyopiBuog dev ouyxéel Ta €idn dIadIKTUAKOU EKQOBICHOU.
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5.5 AmoteAéopara KNN

5.5.1 SOSNet Twitter Dataset

2€ aQuTOV TOV aAYOpIOPOo UTTApPXEl N TTAPAPETPOG K n otroia gival duvatd va eTnpedoel
onuavTika Tnv ammédoon. ApxIKa Aoittdv, dlepeuvnBnKe TTola €ival n BEATIOTN TIPA Tou K
yla To ouykekpiyévo dataset . 10 ouykekpipéva, OOKINATTNKAV OAEG Ol TINEG TOU k aTTO TO
1 péxp! kal To 40 kata tn dIApKEIa TNG eKTTaideuonG. ‘ETTeITa, oXedIAOTNKE Wid YPAQIKA
TTapdoTacn Tou error rate o€ ouvdpTtnon ue 1o k. H ypagikr rapdcTaon givai n akdAoubn:

S

Mapartnpeital eUKoAa 611 N XapnAGTEPN TIUA Tou error rate gival 0.2833 Kal ONUEIWVETAI
yia k=3. ZUVeTTwg, e BAon auTd To aTToTEAEOPA ETTIAEXONKE WG K N TiuA 3 yia To SOSNet
Twitter Dataset. Ta amroteAéopaTta Tou aAyopiBuou yia auTAv TNV TIPN gival Ta ENG:

Classification Report for K-nearest neighbours:

precision recall fl-score support

religion 0.84 0.42 B.57 1578

age B.85 B.69 8.76 1564

gender B.78 0.77 0.77 1460
ethnicity 8.92 B.83 0.87 1540
not bullying 8.39 8.77 B.52 1274
accuracy 0.69 7416
macro avg B.76 B.70 B.7e 7416
weighted avg B.77 B.69 B.70 7416

Eikéva 82 'EkBeon Tagivounong-Classification report aAyopiBpuou KNN yia To SOSNet Twitter
Dataset

O KNN trapd mnv emAoyn TG BEATIOTNG TIUAG wg K atrodidel xeipdTepa oTo dataset o€
ox£0n YE Toug TTponyoupEvoug 2 alyopiBuoug. H ouvoAikn akpifela ival 69%. ETTTAEoy,
o€ Kapia kartnyopia dev trapartnpeital 1diaitepa uwnAd f1-score. MdAiota, 1600 OTnV
katnyopia “Religion cyberbullying (@pnokeuTtikdg d1adIKTUaKOS €KQOBIoUOS)” 600 Kal
otnv katnyopia “Not cyberbullying (Oxi diadkTuakdg ekpofiopdg)” ta f1-scores 1TOU
onpeiwdnkav givar 57% kar 52% avriotoixa. Ze avriBeon PE TIG TTPONYOUMEVEG 2
TTEPITITWOEIG, TO XAPNAGTEPO recall TTou onueiwveTal dev agopd Tnv katnyopia “Not
cyberbullying (Ox1 81081kTUaKOG eK@OBIoHOG)” aAAG Tnv kaTnyopia “Religion cyberbullying
(©pNnoKeUTIKOG BIABIKTUOKOG EKQORBIoHOGS)”. MAAIoTa, To recall TTou KaTtaypA@eTal EKEi ival
MOAIG 42%, TO XauNAOGTEPO aTTO OAa HEXPI OTIYMNAG. MPakTIK&, pe PAcn Tov OpPICHO TNG
METPIKAG recall, autd onuaivel TTwg atmmd OAa Ta KEiPJEVA TTOU AVAKOUV OTNV KATNyopia
“Religion cyberbullying (©pnokeuTikdg d1adIKTUAKOG eK@OBIou6G)” o KNN aAyopiBuog
QAVIXVEUEI CWOTA PHOAIG TO 42%, dnAadn AiydTepo atrd 1 oTa 2 KEipeva.

Mia akoun TTapatiipnon o€ oxéon Je 1o classification report, gival TTwg o1 dla@opéC HeTatu
TWV UETPIKWYV precision kai recall eival apkeTd upnAég o OAEG TIG KATNYOPIEG/KAATEIG, KATI
TToU &€V OUVERN O€ Kavévav atrd Toug TTponyoUuEvVous 2 aAyopiBuouc. Auto UTTOSEIKVUEI
TTWG aTTO TIG TTPORAETTOUEVES TIMEG VIO KABE KAGON, HEYAAO TTOOOOTO KEIUEVWV QVAKEI
OvTwg oTnVv KAAon, aAAGd a1t TIG TTPAYMATIKEG TIMEG TTOU QVAKOUV OTNV KAAOon, PeydaAo
MEPOG Oev TTPORAETTETAN CWOTd, dNAadA eival peydAog o Trapayovtag FN.
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AuTo empBeBaiwveTal Kal atrd To confusion matrix TTou TTapoucidleTal TTapakAaTw. O TIUES
TTou gival FN yia kaBe kAaon (dnAadr éx1 Ta diaywvia OTOIXEIO TOU TTivaKa) €ival TTOAU
UYNAOTEPEG OE OXEON ME TOUG TTPONYOUNEVES 2 aAyopiBuoug. Mo ouykekpiyéva, OAEG ol
TIMEG €ival DIWPNPIES 1 TPIWAPIES KAl OEV UTTAPXEI KAMia Jovoywn@ia OTTwG TTpIv.
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Eikéva 83 Confusion matrix aAyopifuou KNN yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset

5.5.2 Suspicious Tweets Dataset

O1rwg TTpaypartotroIindnke digpeuvnon yia Tnv eupeon Ttou BéATIoTou k ot0 SOSNet
Twitter Dataset, akpifwg n idia diadikacia akoAouBriBnke kai yia 1o deUTEPO. AUTAV TN
@opd, 1o BEATIOTO k dev gival To 3 6TTwg 010 SOSNet Twitter Dataset , aAAG k=1 g error
rate= 0.1515358361774744.
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Error Rate vs. K Value
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Eikéva 84 Tpagikn TapdoTaon Tou TrapdyovTta k ev cuvapTtioel Tou error rate (Suspicious
Tweets Dataset)

Emropévwg, n ekmmaideuon €yive Ye autrv Tnv €mAoyn Tou kK, dnAadr], oucIaoTIKA, KABE
KEIMEVO KATNYOPIOTTOIEITAI OTAV KAGON TTOU QVNKEI O KOVTUVOTEPOG YeEiTovAag Tou. Ta

arroTeAéopaTa Tou aAyopiBuou divovTal TTapakdaTw.

Classification Report for K-nearest neighbours:

recall fl-score support

precision
neither B.87 B.96 8.91 2436
racism B.62 B.33 B.43 184
sexism B.52 B.24 B.33 310
accuracy B.84 2930
macro avg 8.67 B.51 B.56 2930
weighted avg B.82 B.84 B.82 2936

Eikéva 85 Classification aAyopifuou KNN yia To Suspicious Tweets Dataset

O aAyo6piBuog eixe ouvoAikrn akpifeia 84%, dnAadn, 15% uwnAdTepa oe axéon Pe TO
TTponyoupevo dataset. AkOun, TTapatnpouvTal UYNAEG ATTOKAICEIG JETAEU TWV PETPIKWV
precision kai recall kai 16iwg OTIg KaTnyopieg racism (paToIopog) Kal sexism (Oe§IoNOG).
2UYKEKPIYEVA, OTNV KaTnyopia sexism (0€§loudg) 1o recall gival 24%, TTapd Tn YEVIKA KOAN
emidoon Tou aAyopiBuou. OucIaoTIKd, atmd Ta KEPMEVA TTOU QVAKOUV OTNV KOTnyopia

sexism (O€CIONOG) HOAIG 1 O0Ta 4 TTPORAETTETAI CWOTA.
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Eikéva 86 Confusion matrix aAyopifuou KNN yia To Suspicious Tweets Dataset

EVOEIKTIKA, OTTWG QaiveTal Kal atrd To confusion matrix, n TTAEloWN@ia TwV KEIPEVWYV TTOU
avhKouv oTnv Kartnyopia racism cyberbullying (patoloTiKOG SIadIKTUAKOS EKPORIOHOG)
TTpoBAéTTovVTal AavBaopéva wg neither (123), pOAIG 1 TTpoBAETTETAl AavBaopéva wg
sexism (O€CIoNOG) ey owaTA TTPoBAETTOVTAI T 60 KEipeva.

5.6 ArmrotreAéopara Decision Tree

5.6.1 SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Classification Report for Decision Tree:

precision recall fl-score support

religion 0.94 0.94 0.94 1578

age 0.97 0.97 8.97 1564

gender 0.90 0.88 0.89 1460
ethnicity 0.99 .98 0.98 1540
not bullying B.78 8.82 8.80 1274
accuracy 8.92 7416
macro avg 0.92 .92 8.92 7416
weighted avg 8.92 8.92 8.92 7416

Eikova 87 Classification report aAyopiBpou Decision Tree yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset

21nv TrepiTTwon Tou Decision Tree, Ta atroteAéoparta mTapoucialovral BeATiwuéva. H
OUVOAIKN akpifela Tou povtédou gival 92%, Aiyo pikpdTtepn atrd autiv Tou SVM. Ta f1-
scores gival TTOAU uWnAg, 1I81aiTepa oTnv katnyopia “Ethnicity cyberbullying (AladikTuakdg
EKPOBIOPOG €BVIKOTNTAG)”, OTToU Kai TO recall ival TTadpa oAU uwnAd. To idio 1oxUEl Kal
yla Tnv katnyopia “Age cyberbullying (HAIkiak6g di1adikTuakdg ek@oBIouog)”. Autd TTou
gival agloonueiwTo gival TTwg Kal otov aAyopiBuo SVM kal TTaAl autég o1 2 KaTnyopieg
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gixav uynAdtepa recalls kai f1-scores. ®aivetal Aoimmov, TTwg n avixveuon tweets 1ou
OXETICOVTal PE QUTEG TIG 2 KaTnyopieg OIadIKTUOKOU eK@OBIOPOU gival IO €UKOAO va
uAotroinBei atmd Toug uTTO €¢€Taon aAyopiBuoug. Ocov agopd Tnv katnyopia “Not
cyberbullying (Ox1 8108IKTUOKOG eK@QOBIOHOG)”, T atToTEAéOUATA €ival KAl O€ AUTOV TOV
aAyOpIBuO XEIPOTEPA OE OXEON ME TIG UTTOAOITTEG KATNYOPIEG, WOTOCO, KUPAIVOVTAI KOVTA
0710 80% Yia OAeG TIG HETPIKEG O€ avTiBeon pe Tov aAyopiBuo KNN, TTou n ueTpIKA precision
£@Baoe oTo TTOAU XaunAo 39%.
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Eikéva 88 Confusion matrix ahkyopiBuou Decision Tree yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset

A6 10 confusion matrix €TTiong TTaparnpeital 0TI OTIG TTEPIOCCOTEPES TTEPITITWOEIG TTOU
uttipxe FN yia tnv kartnyopia “Not cyberbullying (Oxi diadiktuakdg ekpofioudg)” 1o
Keipevo TTPoBAEPONKe wg “Gender cyberbullying (AladikTuakog ek@oBIouds ue Bdon 10
QUA0)” (164 TrepimTwooelg). Autd Oikaloloyei Kal To PIKPOTEPO Precision auTtAg NG
KATNyopiag o€ oxéon PE TIG UTTOAOITTEG 3 HOPPEG DIAdIKTUOKOU eKPOBIOHOU. Baoel Tou
opiIopoU TNG METPIKAG (evoTnTa Precision), uye tnv duénon Ttou FP aufdverar o
TTOPOVOPAOTAG, Gpd, WG ETTAKOAOUBO, PEIWVETAI KAl TO KAAO Q.

5.6.2 Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Classification Report for Decision Tree:

precision recall fl-score support
neither .92 8.91 .92 2436
racism 8.57 8.67 8.62 184
sexism 8.58 8.59 8.58 318
accuracy 8.86 2930
macro avg 8.69 8.72 8.71 2930
weighted avg 0.87 8.86 8.86 2930

Eikova 89 Classification report aAyopiBpou Decision Tree yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset
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H eikdva Tou classification report €ivalr BeATIwpEVN, KABWG dev TTAPATNPEITAI KATTOIO
eCAIPETIKA XaPNAS score OTTWG OuvéBn oTov TTPonyoupevo aAyopiBuo. EmimrAéov, ol
ATTOKAIOEIG YETAEU TWV PETPIKWYV precision kai recall gival pikpEg. H ouvoAikn akpipeia
cival 86%.
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Eikéva 90 Confusion matrix aAyopi@uou Decision Tree yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Av ouyKpivouue TNV €IKOva pe To confusion matrix Tou TTPonyoUpEVoU aAyopiBuou yia Tnv
Katnyopia racism (patolopdg) uttapxel oaeng BeAtiwon. Ta 124 keipeva TTpoBAETTOVTAI
owoTd, evw 57 mrpoBAETTovTal wg neither (kavéva atrd 1a dU0) Kal JOAIG 3 WG sexism
(0€€Ioudg). AuTto dikaloAoyei kKal TRV augnon TnG METPIKAG recall (TToAu xapnAdtepo FN).

5.7 AtroteAéopara Random Forest

5.7.1 SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Classification Report for Random Forest:

precision recall fl-score support

religion 0.96 8.97 B.96 1578

age 0.98 0.98 0.98 1564

gender 8.95 0.86 8.91 1468
ethnicity .99 .99 .99 1548
not bullying 8.81 0.89 0.84 1274
accuracy .94 7416
macro avg 0.94 0.94 0.94 7416
weighted avg 0.94 0.94 0.94 7416

—

Eikéva 91 Classification report aAyopiBuou Random Forest yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset
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Ta ammoteAéoparta Tou v AOyw aAyopiBuou gival TToAU evTuttwolakd. MNapartnpeital 6Ti n
OUVOAIKN akpiBela @Bavel T0 94%. EmTTAéov, o€ oxéon pe Ta decision trees uttdpxel
BeATiwon, yeyovog TTou avapevoTav Kal cUuh@wva ue Tn BiBAioypagia [82].

ISiaitepa oTnv katnyopia “Ethnicity cyberbullying (Aladiktuakdg ek@opIouoS €BVIKOTATAG)”
Kal o1 3 ETPIKEG recall, precision kai f1-score gival 99%, KAt TTou dev gixe LavaouvavTnoei
o€ KATToI0V aTTd TOUG TTpoNnyoUEVOUS aAyopiBuoug. To xapnAdTtepo recall autriv Tn @opd
onueiwveTal otnv Katnyopia “Gender cyberbullying (Al0dIKTUAKOG ek@OBIouOS ue Bdon
TO @QUAO)” pe 86% kai 6x1 otnv katnyopia “Not cyberbullying (Oxi d1adIKTUGKOG
EKPOPIOPOG)” OTTWG CUVERBAIVE PEXPI TWPA.
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Eikéva 92 Confusion matrix aAyopiOuou Random Forest yia To SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Mapatnpwvtag kal 1o confusion matrix, emPBeRaiwveTal N EEQAIPETIKN €ETTIOOCN TOU
aAyopiBuou vyia Tnv katnyopia “Ethnicity cyberbullying (AiadikTuokdg eK@OBIOUOG
€BVIKOTNTAG)”, apou POAIG 18 Keiueva auTAG TNG Katnyopiag TTPoBAE@ONKav va avrkouv
o€ KAtrola GAAn.
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5.7.2 Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Classification Report for Random Forest:

precision recall fl-score support

neither 8.92 0.96 0.94 2436
racism B.68 8.70 8.69 184
sexism B.80 8.51 8.62 310
accuracy 0.90 2930
macro avg B.80 B.72 B.75 2938
welighted avg 8.89 8.90 8.89 2938

Eikova 93 Classification report aAyopiBpou Random Forest yia 1o Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Kal og autd 10 dataset, o aAyopiBuog atrodidel KaAutepa o€ oUykpion Pe To Decision
Tree. evikwg, n ammédoon eival TTOAU KAAr, Je T ouvoAikh akpifeia va @Bavel 1o 90%
KAl TO SCores TwV KATnyopliwv TTou oXeTiCovTal Ye eKQoBIoCuO Kal gival unbalanced va
avepaivouv apkeTd. EVOEIKTIKA, yia TNV KaTnyopia sexism (0€CIoNOG), TO precision @OAvel
70 80%, TTOCOOTO TTOU dEV £XEl TTAPATNPNOEI O€ TTPONYOUUEVOUG OAYOPIBUOUG YIa QUTAV
TNV KAGON.
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Eikéva 94 Confusion matrix aAyopi@pou Random Forest yla To Suspicious Tweets Dataset

AuTto oupBaivel 8161 To FP auTthg TnG karnyopiag cival TTAéov XaunAd, agou PoAig 37
Keiueva 1Tou TrpayuaTika gival neither (kavéva atmmd ta dU0) TTPORAETTOVTAI WG Sexism
(0€€Ioubg) Kal uOAIg 3 TTou oxeTiCovTal PE racism (PAToIoPOG) TTPoRAETTOVTAI AavBaouéva
wg sexism (OeEIoNOG).
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5.8 ZuyKevipwTIKG ATTOTEAEOMATO

2€ AUTAV TNV evOTNTA, Ba TTAPOUCIACTOUV TTIVOKEG HE TA CUYKEVTPWTIKA ATTOTEAEOUATA
OAwv Twv aAyopiBuwv ota 2 ouvola OedopEVWY, WOTE va Eival TTI0 €UKOAO va
TTPayPaTOTTOINOEI OUYKPIOT) TOUG.

5.8.1 SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Mivakag 5 ZuykevTpwTIKA atroTeAéopara aAyopifuwyv oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Naive | SVM [ KNN [ Decision | Random
Bayes (k=3) Tree Forest
2 UvoAIKn AkpiBela 86% [ 93% [ 69% 92% 94%
fl-score 91% |[98% | 87% 98% 99%
Ethnicity cyberbullying
(A1adIKTUOKOG EKQPOBIOHOG
€BVIKOTNTAG)
f1-score Age cyberbullying 88% | 97% | 76% 97% 98%
(HAIKIOKOG d1adIKTUAKOG
EKQOBIOPAC)
f1-score Religion cyberbullying | 90% | 95% [ 57% 94% 96%
(©pnokeuTIKOG dIAdIKTUOKOG
EKQOPIOPAC)
fl-score Gender cyberbullying | 87% | 91% | 77% 89% 91%
(A10OIKTUOKOC EKQORICHOG HE
Baon 10 QUAO)
f1-score Not cyberbullying (Ox1 | 62% | 81% | 52% 80% 84%
OI1adIKTUAKOG EKPORBIOUOG)

H peyaAuTepn ouvoAikn akpifela eTeTelxOn pe To Random Forest povtéAo pe 94% kai n
auEoWG TTOUEVN KAAUTEPN eTTidoOoN gival Tou SVM pe 93%. Tpitn kaAuTepn ettidoon ivai
autr) Tou DT 110U aKOAOUBET aTTd KOVTA pE 92%. O1 2 XeIpOTEPEG ETTIBOOEIS gival Twv Naive
Bayes kal KNN pe 86% kai 69% avrioToixa.

Ooov agopd T1a fl-scores otnv katnyopia Ethnicity cyberbullying (Aiadiktuakdg
EKQOBIOPOG €BVIKOTNTAG) Kai TTAAI N KaTdTagn €ival n idia, yévo TTou auThAv TN Qopa OTNn
OeuTepn B€on 1o0oBaBuolv or SVM kai DT pe 98%. EmmAéov, yia Tn OUYKEKpPIPEVN
Katnyopia Traparnpeital mwe 6Aa t1a f1-scores kupaivovtal apkeTd uwnAdTepa atrd TN
ouvoAIkn akpifeia, akéua kai o KNN 1Tou €xel yevikOTepa UETPIO ETTIOOON. ZUVETTWG, Eival
éva €idog cyberbullying TTou avixveuetal Mo €UKOAQ 0€ ox€éon Pe Ta uttéAoitTa. H idia
eIkdva 1oxUel Kai yia To Age cyberbullying (HAIKIGKSG SIaBIKTUAKOG EKQOBICHOG), OTTOU KAl
TTGAI ouvavTwvTal ol idlIEG akpIBwg I00Babpieg alyopiBuwyv kal Ta f1-scores KupaivovTal
uwnASTEPQ aTTO TN GUVOAIKN akpiela.

21nv katnyopia Religion cyberbullying (©pnokeuTIKOG SIadIKTUAKOG EKPOPBICHOGS), OAOI Ol
aAy6piBuol atmodidouv TTOAU KaA& pe TToo000Td dvw Tou 90%, pe povadikr) e¢aipeon Tov
KNN pe 11000076 57%.

210 Gender cyberbullying (AlodIKTUAKOG eK@OPBIOUOG HE BAon TO QUAO) UTTAPXEl Mia
MIKPR) peiwon Twv f1-scores OAwv Twv aAyopiBuwyv pe 6Aoug va atrodidouv Aiyo KATw
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atrd T oUVOAIKN) Toug akpifela pe e¢aipeon Tov Naive Bayes T1rou Bpioketal 1% emavw
Kai Tov KNN T1Tou ammodidel kard 8% kKaAutepa atmd Tn OUVOAIKI Tou akpiBeia aAAG
€€aKOAOUBEI va £xel TO XauNAOTEPO score.

TéNog, otnv katnyopia Not cyberbullying (Ox1 8108IKTUAKOG €KQOBIOHOGS), TO KAAUTEPO
score TToU onuelwveTal gival autdé Tou Random Forest pe 84%. OAol o1 aAyopiBuol o€
QUTAV TNV KATnNyopia aTrodidouv apKETA XEIPOTEPA OTTO TN MEON €TMiOOCN TOUG ME
TeAeuTaioug Kal TTAAI Tov Naive Bayes pe 62% kal Tov KNN pe péAig 52%.

5.8.2 Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Mivakag 6 ZuykevTpwTIKA atroTeAéopara alyopi@uwyv oto Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Naive | SVM KNN Decision Random
Bayes (k=1) Tree Forest
2UvoAIkA AkpiBeia 79% | 89% 84% 86% 90%
fl-score 87% | 94% 91% 92% 94%
Neither (Kavéva atro 1a
ou0)
f1-score Racism 60% | 62% 43% 62% 69%
(Patoiopdg)
fl-score Sexism 53% | 58% 33% 58% 62%
(Ze€lopdg)

Ta scores ato Suspicious Tweets Dataset €ival peiwuéva Adyw Twv PN 1I00pPOTTNHEVWV
KAQOEWV TTOU XPNOIJOTTOIOUVTA QUTAV TN @opd, BETOVTAG Eva TTI0 PEAAIOTIKO TTEPIBAAAOV
TTPAYMATIKWY ouvonkwyv [122]. H peyaAltepn akpifeia onueiwveTal Kal TTAAI ammd Tov
aAyopiBuo Random Forest pe 90% kai akoAoubei o SVM pe 89%. 2tnv Tpitn 60N
Bpioketal o DT, evw o KNN &¢v gival TTAéov o0 TeAeuTaiog oe atrddoan aAyopiBuog, aAAd
o Naive Bayes. H kardra¢n eival akpifwg n idla kar yia ta f1-scores otnv Karnyopia
Neither (Kavéva atré ta dUo), ye Tn diagopd Ot oTnv 1" B€on uttdpxel IcoBabuia peTagu
TwV aAyopiBuwv SVM kai Random Forest. 211 uttOAOITTEG 2 KATNYOpPIiES BpioKeETAlI OTNV
TTPWTN B¢0on 0 aAyopiBuog Random Forest kai akoAouBei 1IcoBabuia Twv SVM kai DT.
TeAeutaiog autAv TN @opd eival 0 KNN TTou €101k oTnv KaTtnyopia Sexism (ZegIONOG)
OnNUEIWVEL IDIITEPA XaUNAOG score.
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6. AlTOAOZH KAl MHXANIKH META®PAZH AEAOMENQN

H avaAuon Twv dedopuévwv SOSNet Twitter DATASET kai Suspicious Tweets DATASET
divel TNV duvaToTNTA PEAETNG TWV CUVNBEOTEPWY HOPPWV dIOBIKTUAKOU €EKPORICHOU
(cyberbullying), TouhdxioTtov yia 1ig HIMA.

H petdppaon kalr ammodoon Twv ouvnbEéoTepwY eKPPACEWY TIOU ONUATOd0TOUV
O1adIKTUAKO €KPOBIOPO aTa EAANVIKA i} o€ pia GAAN uaoiki yAwooa divel Tnv duvatotnta
NG MEAETNG Kal agloAdynong Twv OedOPEVWV QUTWVY O€ €va eupuTEPO, OIEBVEG KOIVO.
QoT1600, OTNV TTEPITTTWON AUTA TTPETTEI va An@BoUV uTtown, a@evog, Ta PETAPPOOTIKA
AGON Kal GAAEG HETAPPAOTIKEG DUOKOAIEG TTOU CUXVA TTPOKUTITOUV aTTO UPEWG dlaBEaiya
OUCTHAMATO PNXAVIKAG METAPPaong OTTwg To GoogleTranslate kai, aQeTEPOU, KOIVWVIO-
YAWOOOAOYIKA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA KAl GAAOI KOIVWVIO-TTONITIOMIKOI TTAPAYOVTEG TTOU Eival
avaykaio va AngBouv uttéyn yia Tnv opBdn atmrodoon Twv O0edOPEVWV aUTWY O GAAN
YAWOOQ. Z€ QUTA TNV TTEPITITWON, N CUMPBOAN TWV ETTAYYEAUATIWV PETAPPACTWYV Eival
KaBopIOTIKAG onuaaciag.

Edw Ba TTapouciacTouV eVOEIKTIKA TTAPAdEIYHATA UNXAVIKAG METAPPACNG OTOIXEIWY aTTd
Ta dedopéva SOSNet Twitter DATASET kai Suspicious Tweets DATASET ota EAANVIKA.

ApXIKd, yia Toug ouvnBEoTepoUg Opous Kal ekPpaoelg TOoo ammd To SOSNet Twitter
DATASET 600 kai a1ré 10 Suspicious Tweets DATASET yia kGBe katnyopia d1adIKTUaKoU
EKPOPIOPOU EEXWPIOTA, YiveTal HETAPPACH Toug Y T BorBcia Tou Google Translate.

Bdaoel evOeIKTIKWY OedoPEVWV TTOU  ETTECEPYAOTNKAY, TTAPATNPEITAI OTI N PNXAVIKA
META@paon gival TTPOBANUATIKA 0€ OPOUG APKETA oUVNBIOUEVOUC OTA PECO KOIVWVIKAG
OIKTUwoNG — Social Media, 101aiTepa OTav eu@avifovral €KTOG TOU ouvnBIoCPEVOU TOUG
TTEPIKEINEVOU TOUG Kal oup@palopévwy (context), dedopévou 011 o€ Social Media 61Twg
10 Twitter, o1 @PACEIG TTOAU CUXVA €ival EAAEITTTIKEG, HE XAPAKTNPIOTIKA ATTOOTTACOUATOG.
XapaktnpioTikG Trapadeiypata atoteAouv o1 AéEeig «Radical» (p1i{ooTraoTIKOG) Kal
«White» (AeUKOG) TTou peTa@pAoTnKav WG «PICIKO» Kal « ACTTPO» AVTIOTOIXA.

EmmmAéov, TTapaTtnpeital 0TI N uNXaviky JETAQPAON €ival TTPORANUATIKY O€ TTEPITITWOEIG
ouvOeTWV AfCewyv, 1IB10ITEPO OUVOETWY AéEewv TTOU Oev atTOoTEAOUV OPOUG OTTWG, YIa
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TTapadeiyua, Tig Aégeig «Girl high» (AUkeio BnAéwv) kai «Bully school» (oxoAgio viandwv),
TTOU PETa@paoTnkav w¢g «Kopital wnAd» kai «ZxoAgio vrang» avriotoixd, aAAG Kai
ouvnBIopévwY OUVOETWY AEEEWV TTOU ATTOTEAOUV KaBNUEPIVO AECIAOYIO OTTWG «School
girl» (MOBATPI), TTOU HETAPPATTNKE WG « ZXOAIKO KOPITOI».

2€ TO TEXVIKO E€TTTEdO, TIAPATNEEITAl, ETITTAéOV, OTI METAPPACTIKEG OUOKOAIEG
TTPOKUTITOUV OTTO CuvTOpOoypPaics. MNa TTapdadeiyua, o 0pog Rt dev peTapAcTNKE dIOTI
TIPOKEITAI YIA ApXIKA OI1adIKTUAKAG apyKO Kal avatrapioTd Tov 0po Retweet. AKOun, dgv
UTTAPSE ETTITUXNG METAQPOCN Tou Opou Moham. T[lpodkerTar yia pia AéEn  TTOU
xpnoiyotroloutav  TTaAaidétepa oTov  AUTIKO KOOPO YIO va  XOPOKTNPIOEl  TOUG
MoucouAudvoug, evw dev UIOBETNBNKE TTOTE ATTO TOUG idloug Toug MouoouAudvoug.
ATtroteAei ouvtopoypagia Tou Opou Mohammedan TTOU PETAQPACETAI ETTITUXWG OTA
EMNvikd w¢ Mwauebavog. O1 6pol Kat kar Mkr dev  peTA@PAOCTNKAV  KABWG
avTITTPOoWTTEUOUV hashtags 1Tou xpnoipoTroiénkav yia Tn dnuioupyia Tou dataset. lNa
TTapadeiyua, 1o #MKR ouvdéetal e 1o piaAimt My Kitchen Rules 1Tou xpnoigoTroinenke
OTTWG €XEl TTpoavaPEPDE yia Tn ouykéEvIpwon tweets ouvdedeuéva Pe oeCioud. TEAOG,
EMTUXNG HETAPPaon oTa EAANVIKA dev UTTAPXE ouTE yia Tov 6po ISIS.

SOSNet Twitter DATASET

6.1 Karnyopia HAIkia (Age) - ZxoAgio

Mivakag 7 Mnxavikn HETA@pPACT ouxXvoTepwyV Aé€ewv TnG Katnyopiag HAIKIaKOG AlaSIKTUOKOG
eK@oBIoOg Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Opog Mnxaviky Metd@paon
School 2 XOA€io
High YWwnAog
Girl Kopitol
Bully NTang
Bullied Exk@oBileTal
One ‘Evag
People AvBpwTrol
Now Twpa
Got Mnpe
Kid Maidi

Mivakag 8 Mnxavikf HETAPPOON TWV CUXVOTEPWYV EKPPATEWV 2 Aé§ewVv TNG KaTnyopiag HAIKIakog
S1a3IKTUOKOG eKQOBIoUOG Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

‘Ek@paon Mnxaviky Metdgpaon
High school A\UKEIO
Girl bullied Kopitol TTou ek@opideTal
Bullied high Ek@oBifovtal ynAd
School bully 2 XONIKOG EKQOBIOTAG
Middle school Mupvaoio
Girl high Kopitol ynAd
Got bullied AEXTNKE EKQPOPBIOUO
Bully school 2 XOAgio vTang
School bullied 2 XOANIKOG EKPOBIOPOG
School girl 2 XONIKO KOPITO!I
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6.2 Karnyopia EOvikéTnTa-®uAn (Ethnicity)

Mivakag 9 Mnxavikn HeTd@pacn ouxvoTepwyv Aé§ewv TNG KaTnyopiag AladIKTUAKOG eKPOBIOUOS
EOBvikéTnTag Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Opog Mnxaviky MeTdgpaon
Nigger ApaTTng
Fuck Mrauw
Dumb Xalog
Black Maupog
White AoTtpo
People AvBpwTrol
Obama Outrdua
One ‘Evag
Bitch 2KUAQ
Called Mou ovopddeTal

Mivakag 10 Mnxavik HETAQPAON TWV CUXVOTEPWYV EKPPATEWYV 2 AESEWV TNG KATNYOPIAG
A1ad1IkTUOKOG EKPOBITHOG £BVIKOTNTAG TOU SOSNet Twitter Dataset

‘Ek@paon Mnxaviky Metdgpaon
Dumb nigger Xalog uaupog
Dumb fuck Xagd okatd
Fuck Obama ["Gua Tov Outraua
Obama dumb O Optraua xacdg
Tayyoung fuck -[Aev peTagpdoTnke]t
Fuck dumb youw xalo
Black people Maupoil avBpwrtrol
Fuck nigger rapw Tov paupo
Nigger fuck MaUPOG YaPW
Nigger dumb Maupog xalog

6.3 Karnyopia Opnokeia (Religion)

Mivakag 11 Mnxavikf HETA@POOT OCUXVOTEPWYV AEEEWV THG KATNYOPiaG OPNOKEUTIKOG
AladikTuakog ekpoBioudg Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Opog Mnxavikr) MeTagpaon
Muslim MOUGOUAUAVOG
Idiot BAdGkag
Christian XpioTiavéog
Terrorist TpoPoKPATNG
Right owaoTa
Islamic loAauIKi
Woman "uvaika
Islam loAGu
Terrorism Tpopokparia
Radical Piliko
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Mivakag 12 MnXavikn HETAQPAON TWV CUXVOTEPWY EKPPATEWYV 2 Aé€ewV TNG KATNyoOpiag
OpnoKeUTIKOG B1a8IKTUOKOG eKPoBIoog Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

‘Ekppaon

Mnxaviky Metdg@paon

Islamic terrorism
Christian woman

IoAQUIKI) TPOUOKPATIO

XpIOTIOVA yuvaika

Radical Islamic

P1ootracTiKO |IoAQUIKO

Muslim idiot MoucouAuavog nAiBiog
Non muslim Mn-poucouAudvog
Muslim country

MOUCOUAUQVIKA Xwpd

Radical Christian

PiCootraotng XpIoTiavog
Support radical 2TNPIEN PICIKNA
Muslim terrorist MOUGOUAUAVOG TPOUOKPATNG
Good Christian KaAog XpioTiavog

6.4 Karnyopia ®UAo (Gender)

Mivakag 13 Mnxavikf HeTd@paocn ouxvoTepwyVv Aé§ewv TNG KaTnyopiag AladIKTUOKOG EKPORBICHOG
M€ Bdon 10 @UAO Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

Opog Mnxavikr) Metagpaon

joke AcoTeio

Rape Biaopog

Gay OuOQUAOPIAOG/YKEI
Woman "'uvaika

Bitch 2KUAQ
Female OnAuk6g

Call KARon
People AvBpwTrol
Sexist 2€CI0TIKO
Make Onidxvw, KAvw

Mivakag 14 Mnxaviki HETAQPAON TWV CUXVOTEPWY EKPPATEWYV 2 AE§EWV TNG KATNYOpPIag
AladikTuak6G ekoBIcuOG pe Bdon To UAO Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset

‘Ekppaon Mnxaviky Metdgpaon

Rape joke AvékdoTo Blaouou

Gay joke k€I aoTeio

Joke gay AVEKDOTO YKEI

Gay rape OUOQUAOPIAIKOG BIaoudg

Joke rape AvékdoTo Blaouo

Rape gay Biaoe ykél
Call female KaAéoTe BnAukod
Gay people Ouo@uAb@IAOI GvOpwWTTOI
Prison rape Biaouog otn @uAaki
Make rape Kavte Blaouo

Suspicious Tweets DATASET

6.5 Karnyopia Parciopog (Racism)

Mivakag 15 Mnxavikf HETA@PAOT TWV CUXVOTEPWYV AéEewV TNG KaTnyopiag ParoioTikég

O1adIKTUAKOG eKPOBIOUOG TOUu Suspicious Tweets Dataset

| Opog

Mnxaviky Metdgpaon
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Islam loAGu
Muslim MOUGOUAUAVOG
Murder Aologovia

Rt -[Agv peTappdoTnke]
Moham -[Agv peTappdoTnke]
Like Apéoel
Religion Opnokeia

Isis -[Agv peTappdoTnke]
People AvBpwTrol

jew EBpaiog

6.6 Karnyopia Ze§lopog (Sexism)

Mivakag 16 Mnxavikn HETAQPAON TWV CUXVOTEPWYV Aé§ewV TNG KaTnyopiag Ze§IOTIKOG
O1a3IKTUOKOG eKQORBIOUOG Tou Suspicious Tweets Dataset

Opog Mnxaviky Metd@paon
Rt -[Agv peTappdoTnke]
Sexist 2£CI0TIKO
MKr -[Aev peTappdoTnKe]
Women YUVAIKEG
Girl Kopitol
Kat -[Aev peTappdoTnke]
Female OnAuk6g
Call KARon
Get Maipvw
Like Apéaoel

Ooov agopd Tnv avalntnon Kai emegepyacia dedopévwy yia Ta EAANVIKG, €dw eival
ATTaPAITATO Va €mMonUavOei 0TI UTTApXEl N avAyYKn OPICHOU CUYKEKPIMEVWYV KPITAPIWV
Baoel Twv oTToiwV Ta cUvoAa dedouEvwy aTTd Ta PECA KOIVWVIKAG dIKkTUwonNng — Social
Media Ta&ivopouvTal wg d1adIKTuakodS ekoBIocHOS (cyberbullying) kai diaxwpilovral atrd
TNV OTTOI0 KOIVWVIKA-TTONITIKA /KAl dNPOCIoypa@IKr) TOTTOBETNON. AUTOG O dIOXWPICHOG
givar 1Id1aitepa TTPORANUATIKOG, KABOTI dev gival TTAVTA CAPES TO OPI0 PETALU MIAC - £0TW
KAl aKPaiag- TOTToB£TNONG Y1 KATTOIO BEpa Kal Tou dIOBIKTUAKOU eK@OBIouoU. Av AngBei
uTTéWn OTI, Ta TEAEUTAIA XPOVIO KOl OE€ QPKETEG TTEPITITWOEIG, O dNUOCIOG AOyog oTnVv
EANGOQ gival apKeTd 0EUG Kal ETTIBETIKOG, O dIAXWPICUOG YETALU akpaiag- ToTToBETNoNG
yla KAtolo B€éua kal Tou OIadIKTUAKOU eK@OBIOUOU Ogv eival TTAvTa €UdIAKPITOS KOl
atraiTeital N cUPPBOAR €1I8IKWV AvaAUTWV.

Kard, ouvétreia, €dw Ba TTapabéocoupe TTapadeiyuoTa TTEPQITITWOEWY Ol OTTOIEG Eival
avegapTnTeG aTrd BEpaTa €MKAIPOTNTAG, MOAOVOTI, aTmd Ta OUVOAQ O£dOUEVWV TTOU
eCeTAoTNKAV, TTPOKUTITOUV 01 €¢AG TTEVTE (5) KATNYOpPIES, Ol OTTOIEG, O€ éva peyAAo Babuo,
avTIoTOIXOUV ~ OTIG  KaTnyopieg  Ol1adIKTUOKOU  ekpofiopou  (cyberbullying)  tmou
TTapouaidoTnKkav yia Ta AyyAIKd cUvoAa dedopEVWV:

(1) EkpoBIoudg ue Baon TIG TTONITIKEG TTETTOIBNOEIG

(2) EkpoBIouog ye Baon Tnv €BvikOTNTA

(3) EkpoBIoudg pe Bdon Tnv dmmown yia Ta dIKAIWUATA TwV QUAWV
(4) EkpoBIonog ue Badon TN owpatikr) dIATTAACN/ENPAvION

(5) EkpoBioudg ue Bdon Tnv nAikia
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A6 TIG Katnyopieg «EK@oBIoudS pe PAcon TN OwaTIKA OIATTAAon/Eu@AvIon»  Kal
«Ek@oBiopdg pe Baon tnv nAKia», €vOEIKTIKA TTapAdEiyHOTA EAANVIKWY OXOAIWV TTOU
avakTtienkav atoé 1o Twitter kai TTpofaivouv o€ dIABIKTUAKO EKQPOBIOUO gival o1 EKPPALEIS
«ypIa»/ «K@ypIa», «Bp@YePE», «XOVTPN», «Aoxnun», «oixaua». ATO TIG KATNYOPiEg
«EK@oBIou6GS pe Baon Tnv €BVIKOTATOY, EVOEIKTIKA TTapadeiyuaTa EAANVIKWY OX0Aiwy TTou
avokTienkav arro 1o Twitter kal TTpoaivouv o€ dIOBIKTUAKO EKPORICHO gival o1 EKPPACEIS
«OANOBATTOC» Kal OVOUOTA OUYKEKPIMEVWY €BVIKOTATWY. Ooov agopd TIG KATNYOPIES
«Exk@oBiopdg pe Baon TIG TTONITIKEG TTETTOIBNOEIG» Kal «EKQOBIOUOG e BAon Tnv atrown
yla Ta OIKAIWMPATA TwV QUAWYY, €dw dIATTIOTWONKE OTI deV ATAV 0APNG O dIAXWPICHOG
METAgU O1adIKTUOKOU ek@pofiopou (cyberbullying) kal Tng OTTOI0G KOIVWVIKNG-TTONITIKAG
TOTTOBETNONG. EVOEIKTIKA aVAQEPOUNE TIG EKPPAOCEIS «PACIOTAGY, «AVOPXOATTAUTOGY,
«QEPIVACi», «BODI», «OKOUTTION KAl « OKOUAIKI».

Eteidn kal oTIg £¢1 KATNYOPIES €ITE YivETAl ava@opd o€ dNPOCIa TTPOCWTTIA EITE TTPOKEITAI
yla {nTAuaTta TNG TTPOCQATNG ETTIKAIPOTATAG 0€ dNUOaIo dIGAOYOo Kal avTITTapddeon, Ta
tweets TTou £EETACTNKAV KAl ATTO TA OTTOIA TTPOKUTITOUV TA EVOEIKTIKA TTapAdEiyMOTA dEV
TTapatifevral edw.

EmmAéov, emixeipAbnke va PpeBolv oUvoAa SedOUEVWY QVTIOTOIXOU MEYEBOUG HE Ta
OedouEVa TTOU TTECEPYACTNKAV KAl avaAuBnKayv, Ta OTToia va TTPoRaivouv O€ avTiOTOIXEG
KatnyoploTroiNoeic oTnv EAANVIKA YAWoOoQ, €101 WOTE VA EVTOTTIOTOUV KATTOIO! EVOEIKTIKOI
Opol JIOdIKTUOKOU €K@OBIOUOU oTa EAANVIKA kai TTapdAANAa va TTPOKUWOUV VEEG
KATNyopieg dI1adIKTUOKOU €KPORBIOUOU WG KivnTPo yia KATtTola PMEANOVTIKA OOUAEIG aTOV
Topéa autov. ‘Eva 1ToAU evdla@épov ouvolo dedouEvwy TTou Bpédnke eival To Offensive
Language Identification in Greek(OLID) (Pitenis et al., LREC 2020). To OuykekpiuéVo
oUvoho dedouévwy - dataset dlaxwpidel oxOAia atrd 10 EAANVIKO twitter oe Offensive
(MpooBAnTIKA) kai Not offensive (un-TTpooBANTIKA). Aev gival akpIPwS autd TTou ATav
EMOUPNTO WG ETTEKTACN, WOTOOO N MEAETN QUTOU ToU OUVOAOU OEOOUEVWV OTTOTEAEDE
EUTTVEUON Kal yia TNV TTPoCcapuoyn TG avalAtnong pag oto Twitter ye okotd €Upeon
OXOAiwv dl1adikTuakoU ek@ofiopou. Ommweg kar oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset kai T0
Suspicious Tweets Dataset, To OLID Ttrepiéxel tweets amd hashtags TtnAeomTiKwv
eKTTOUTTWV TNG EAANVIKAG TNAEOpaong o0TTwg #GNTM, #SurvivorGR k.A.11. ETTOpévwg, n
MEAETN TWV KEIMEVWY TOU €V AOyw dataset karnUBuve Tn YeTETTEITa avalitnon yia eUpeon
OXOAiwv d1adIKTUOKOU EKQORBIoHOU.
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7. ZYMMNEPAZMATA

2€ QUTAV TNV €voTnTa Ba TTpayuatoTroinBei atmapiOunon Twv CUUTTEPACHATWY TTOU
e€nxbnoav amd Tnv Tpéxouca Epeuva TOOO0 o€ TTTTESO ATTOdOONG TWV aAyopiBuwyv 600
KAl YEVIKA CUNTTEPACUATA Baciouéva oTa dedopEva TTou JEAETAONKav. Ta ocuutrepdouaTa
gival Ta akdAouba:

1. Ocoa keipeva ouvdéovTtay e dIadIKTUOKS EKPOBIOHO ATAV APKETA JEYAAUTEPQ OE EKTOON
OUYKPITIKA PJE QUTA TTOU KOTATACOOVTAV WG UN-EKPOPIOTIKA. 2UYKEKPIPEVA, 0To SOSNet
Twitter Dataset Ta tweets Tng katnyopiag Oxi diadiktuakds ekpofiouds/ Not cyberbullying
gixav oo PAKOG 7.78 AEEEIG PE TNV OUECWG ETTOPEVN KATnyopia va gival 0 AladIKTUOKOG
EKQOPIOPOGS pe Bdon 10 QUAO/Gender cyberbullying pe 13.19 Aé€eic dnAadr TTo000OTO
augnong 69%. OAeg o1 uTTOAOITTEG KATNYOPIEG DIABIKTUAKOU EKQOPBIOHUOU €ixav akOPa
MEYAAUTEPO PECO aPIBUO AéEewv. AUTO TO CUPTTEPOCHA gival SuvaTo va Qavei Xproiuo yia
TNV €UKOAN avayvwpion PN-EKQORICTIKWY KEINEVWV.

2. OMAoi o1 aAyOpiBuol avixveuoav Mde €UkoAia Tov  AIGBIKTUOKO  €KQORBIOHO
eBvikoTnTag/Ethnicity cyberbullying. Autd 10 cuptrépacpa ptropei va gnynBei Baoel kal
TNG MNXAVIKAG METAPPAONG TIOU TIpAyUATOTTOINONKE OTa €AANVIKA yia TIG TTIO
ouvNOIoPEVEG EKPPATEIC TWV KEIHEVWY TNG €v AOyw Katnyopiag. Omrwg dIaTmoTwnke
KATA TN METAQPAOT, OTAV KOTAYOPIa AUTHV TTapaTnpouvTal ue dia@opd Ol IO UBPIOTIKEG
EKQPAOEIC O OUYKPION ME OAEG TIG UTTOAOITTEG KATNYOPIEG. ZUVETTWG, ATAV TTIO EUKOAO Yid
TOUG OAYOPIBUOUG VO EVTOTTIOOUV TIG EKPPACEIG MIOOUG KOI CUVETTWG TOV EKQYOBICHO UE
Baon Tnv €BvIKOTNTA.

3.  OAor o1 aAyopiBpol gixav peyaAutepn dUOKOAIQ oTov €vTOTTIONO TOU AIadIKTUOKOU
eKQOBIoPOU e Baon 1o @UAo/Gender cyberbullying oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset kal Tou
2eClopou/Sexism oTo Suspicious Tweets Dataset TTou aT1TOTEAOUV OUO KOTNYOPIEG MHE
TTapouolo TreplEXOPEVO. O ouvnBEOTEPES EKPPATEIC QUTWYV TWV KaTnyoplwv Ogv gival
UBPIOTIKEG OUTE QAVEPWVOUV Hicog. ETTopévVwG, gival Xprioiuo va eTTIXEIPnOei JEAAOVTIKG
BeATiwon o€ AQUTES TIC KATNYOPIEG.

4. Méow Twv OedOPEVWV TTOU XPNOIPOTTOINONKAV TNV TpEXouoa £peuva eTTIBERAIWVETAI
TTwG ,0TTWG ava@épeTal Kal oTtnv TTAslowngia Twv BIBAIOYpAQIKWY avapopwy, O
OIOBIKTUAKOG EKPOBIOUOS KOPUPWVETAI KATA TNV £@nPIKA NAIKia. To cuuTTépacpa auto
EMPBeRBaILONKE Kal TNV TTapoUca JITTAWMPATIKY, KABwG o1 AEEEIC TTOU Kupidpxnoav oTa
Keipeva Tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset otnv karnyopia HAIKIGKOG S1adIKTUOKOG
ek@oPiopdg/Age cyberbullying agopoucav 10 ox0AIKO TTAaiolo (1.x. ‘High school’ ,
‘school’ k.A.1T)

5. Ooov apopd 10 QUAO Kai Tov 0eEOUAAIKO TTPOCAVATOAIGHO TOU ATOPOU, dIATTIOTWONKE
TTWG Ol PN-£TEPOPUASPINOI AVDPEG £XOUV OAPWGS PMEYAAUTEPES TTIBAVOTNTES va UTTAPEOUV
BUupaTa diadikTuakoU ek@oBIopoU. ETTITTAEOV, VW TO OJOPUAGQIAG ATOMA gival TTIO CUXVA
Buuata O10dIKTUOKOU €KPOPBICUOU O OXEON ME Ta ETEPOPUAOPIAA, O OUOPUAGPIAOI
Aavdpeg TEPTOUV OUXVOTEPA BUuaTa O€ OUYKPION ME TIC OMOQUAOQIAEG yuvaikeg. Ol
TTEPICOOTEPES EPEUVEG TTOU CUVOEOUV TO OIABIKTUAKOS EKPOBICHO PE TO XOPAKTNPIOTIKO TOU
QUAoU dixwc va Aaupavouv uttéyn Tov 0eEOUAAIKO TTPOCAVATOAIOHS UTTOOTNPICOUV TTWG
Ol YUVQIKEG €ival TTIo ouxva BOupata dIadIKTUOKOU eK@OPICUOU. Ta dedopéva Twv
Katnyopiwv Ze€lopog/Sexism Tou Suspicious Tweets Dataset kai  AlodIKTUOKOG
EKQOPIOUOG Pe PBdon 10 @UAo/Gender Cyberbullying tou SOSNet Twitter Dataset
EMPBEPBaILLVOUV QUTOUG TOUG IO0XUPIOPOUG KABWG o1 AEEEIG TTOU KUPIAPXOUV OTIG
Katnyopieg autég cival ‘gay (OMOQUAGQPIAOG), ‘woman (yuvaika)',’female (BnAukdg)
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UTTOYPOMMICOVTOG KAl TNV EYKUPOTNTA TWV dedouEVwY. ETTITTAEOV £pguva Ba PTTopouoe va
TTpaydaTtotroindei yia 1o TpavoéEoual droua KaBwg emmeidf Ta XPNOoIPoTToINBEvTa
Ociyyara pabnTwv givalr oapwg MIKPOTEPA aTTO TIG AAAEG opdGdeg, dev UTTOPOUV va
d1e¢axbouv ao@aAr cupTTEpACUATA.

6. Tooo oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset 600 kal oTo Suspicious Tweets Dataset, ol
aAy6piBuol pnxavikig pudtnong tou amédwoav KaAutepa ATav ol Random Forest kai
SVM. O1 2 aAyopiBuol gixav TTOAU KovTIvr) atrodoorn pe Tov Random Forest va utrepTepei
Katd 1% kai ota 2 utrd e¢étaon ouvoAa dedopévwy. H KaAr emidoon Tou SVM nArav
avapevopevn Baoel BiIBAIoypagiag. QoTdo0, EEAYETAI TO CUUTTEPACHA TTWG KAl 0 Random
Forest gival Xproigog o€ deQOPEVA TTOU TTPOEPXOVTAI ATTO KOIVWVIKA diKTUQ,0TTWG OTNV
TTapouoa €pguva, dI0TI TTpoKeITal yia dedouéva upnAwy diaoctdoewv (high dimensional
data) kalr n ektmraideuon yiveralr e UTTOOUVOAQ Twv OedouEVwY. ZE €peuva PeE PEoa
KOIVWVIKNG dIKTUWONG KAl avAAuon ouvaliobipaTog yia avixveuon Tou ayxoug [130] kai
TTGAI 0 Random Forest utreptepoUoe Tou SVM.

7. Bdoel TG ammédoong Twv aAyopiBuwy, o1 2 aAyopIBuol TTou £X0UV XEIPOTEPN ATTOdOO0N
givar oo KNN kai Naive Bayes. Zuykekpipgéva, oto SOSNet Twitter Dataset, o KNN
atrodidel TTOAU xeIpdTEPA ATTO OTTOIOVONTTOTE GAAOV OAYOPIOUO €vw OTO Suspicious
Tweets Dataset 0 xelpoTepog aAyopiBuocg eival o Naive Bayes. Zuptrepaivetal AOITTOV TTwg
o€ Pn-lcoppoTrnuéva dedopéva OTTwG auTtd Tou Suspicious Tweets Dataset, Ta oTroia
TTPOCONOIWVOUV TNV TTPAYMATIKN €Ikéva Tou AladikTuou, o Naive Bayes d¢gv gival IKavog
Va QVIXVEUOEl hE eTITUXIO TO AIAdIKTUOKSO EKQOBICUO.

8. 210 Suspicious Tweets Dataset, o1 aAyopiBuol cuvavTouv PeyaAuTepn dUOKOAIa OTO
va {eXxwpioouv TTola tweets oxeTiCovtal he dIAdIKTUOKO EKQOPBIOUO Kal TTola OxI TTapd va
QVIXVEUOOUV OWOTA TTol0 €ival TO €id0¢ Tou eKQoBIoPOU (PaTOIOTIKOG i OEEIOTIKOG).
2UVETTWG, O€ TTOAU peyadAo BaBud TTpoBAETTETAI CWOTA TO €idO¢ Kal Ba PTTOpOoUCE va
XPNOIJOTIOINGEl O TTEPITITWOEIS  EKPOPBICUOU  yia  auTOuATn  KOTNyopIoTroinon
EKQOPIOTIKWYV tweets, aAAG xpeldaleTal BeATiwon (TMIBavwWG eKTTAIdEUCT OE TTEPICCOTEPQ
O0edopéva Twv idlwv KATNYoPIWY) WOTE va BEATIWOEI Kal n auTdéuaTn avixveuon Tou
dladIkTUaKoU ek@ofiopou. 210 SOSNet Twitter Dataset 1Tou gival HeyaAUTEPO OUVOAO
OedOUEVWV KAl UE IC0PPOTTNUEVEG KAAOEIG, Oev TiIBeTal auTd TOo ATNUA KABWGS avixveUeTal
Kal 0 BIABIKTUAKOG EKQOPBIOHUOG Kal TO €i00C TOU PE QPKETA HEYAAN aKpiBela.

Mivakag 17 ZUyKeEVTPWTIKOG TTiVOKAG CUUTTEPACHATWV

2UUTTEPAOUA 2 UVOTITIKI] TTApouaioon

1 Ta keipyeva TOU OeV OXETICOVTAI PE
A1adIKTUOKO EKQORICUO £XOUV GNUAVTIKA
MIKPOTEPN €KTACH ATTO AUTA TTOU
oxetiCovTal.

2 O AiadikTuakég ek@oBIopog EBvikoTnTOG/
Ethnicity cyberbullying avixveutnke 1o
€UKOAQ AOYW TwV eKPPACEWV
MioouGuUBPIOTIKOU AGYOU.

3 O AiadiKkTuaKOG EKQOBIOPOS PE BAon TO
@UAo/ Gender cyberbullying kai o
2eCIo0NOG/Sexism avixveuovTal TTIo
OUOKOAQ aT1TO TOUG OAYOPIBUOUG.
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4 O1 ouyvoTEPES EKPPAOEIS TOU HAIKIaKOU

AIadIKTUOKOU €KQOBIOHUOU UTTODEIKVUOUV

OTI 0 BIABIKTUAKOG EKPOPBIOUOS AapBAvel
XWPA KUPIWG KaTa TNV £pnPIKA NAIKiaA.

5 O 0108IKTUAKOG eKQOBIOUOG ue Bdon To
QUAO €x€l WG BupaTta TTEPICCOTEPO TIG
YUVQIKEG.
6 O O10dIKTUAKOG EKQOBIOUOG pE Bdon TN

0e£EOUAAIKA TTPOTIUNON £XEl WS BUPATA
KATA KUPIO AOYO OOQUAGQIAQ ATOlO
7 O 0108IKTUAKOG EKQOBIoUOG pE Bdon
ouvOUAOTIKA TO PUAO Kal TN 0EEOUAAIKN
TTPOTIKNNON £XEI KUPIWG WG BuuaTa
OMOQUAOQPIAOUG AVvOPEG Kal TpAvS AToud
(xperaletal peyaAuTepo Oeiyua yia
A0PAAECTEPO OUUTTEPACUATA)
8 O kaAUTEPOG aAyoOpIOuOG Kal oTa 2
datasets itav o Random Forest 81671 Ta
0edopEVA KOIVWVIKAG OIKTUWONG gival

uwnAng didoTaong.
9 O deUTEPOG KAAUTEPOG Kal YIA TO 2
datasets fitav 0 SVM pg uoAig 1%
dlapopd.
10 2710 Suspicious Tweets Dataset,

XEIPOTEPOG aAyOpIOuOG Tav o Naive
Bayes. Autdg o aAyopiBuog dev gival
KATAAANAOG yIa EQapUOYA O€ n-
I00PPOTINUEVEG KAAOEIG dDNAadN O€
TTPAYUATIKA dEQOMEVA TTOU TTPOEPYOVTAI
a1TO KOIVWVIKA OiKTUQ.

11 Ta €idn d1adIKTUAKOU EKPORICHOU BEV
ouyxéovTal JETALU TOUC O€ KavEva atro Ta
2 datasets.
12 2710 Suspicious Tweets Dataset xpeiaeral

BeATiwon o dlaXwpPIOUOG TwV
EKQOPIOTIKWYV QTTO T PN-EKPOPIOTIKA
tweets (euTTAOUTIONOG TOU GUVOAOU
OEDOUEVWV).

Bdoel Twv atmoteAeopdtwy, oI aAyopiBuol TTou ameédwoav KaAuTepa eival ol Random
Forest kai SVM, pe Tov TTPWTO va utrepTePEi eAdxioTa. H ouveio@opd TnG TTapouoag
avaAluong €ival n avamrtuén piag autopartotroinuévng d1adikaoiag yia TNV aviXveuon
KEINEVWYV OXETIKWY HE TO OIABIKTUAKO EKQPORBICHOS Kal N TTEPAITEPW KATNYOPIOTTOINGT] TOUG
avaAoya JE TO €iBOG TOU EKPOPICHOU PE uwnAn akpieia, atrAd pe aAyopiBuoug unxavikng
MABNoNG Kal XwpPIc TN Xxprion VEUPWVIKOU SIKTUOU.

O1 yeAMovrTikoi otéxol TTou TiBevTal €ival : (1) H eupeon kai dnuioupyia EAANVIKoU cuvéAou
Oedouévwy e  KaTnyopieg Omwe Olatummwbnkav oT1o kepaAaio AMNOAOZIH KAl
MHXANIKH META®PAZH AEAOMENQN. ‘Emeita, e@apuoyry TG avTioToiXng
peEBodoAoyiag TTpoKEIuEVOU va eEETAOBET av yevikeUeTal Kal 0 OedoPEVA AAAWY YAWOOWV
(2) e¢€Taon MOAVAG BEATIWONG TWV ATTOTEAECUATWY PE XPON VEUPWVIKWY JIKTUWVY KAl
(3) dnuioupyia AegiAoyiou dIadIKTUOKOU EKPOBICHOU OUYKEKPIYEVOU €idoug pe Baon Ta
EUPNMATA TTOU TTAPOUCIACTNKAV OTIG evOTNTEG 2UVVEQOAeCa Suspicious Tweets Dataset
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kal 2uvvepoleca SOSNet Twitter Dataset kal 814601y TOU OTNV ETTIOTAPOVIKI KOIVOTNTA
TTPOKEINEVOU VO CUPBAAOUUE O UEANOVTIKEG EPEUVEG PE XAPOKTNPIOTIKA TTEPIEXOMEVOU.
YIO CUYKEKPIYEVA €idN EKPOBICUOU (TT.X NAIKIGKOU).
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MINAKAZ OPOAOTIIAZ

ZevOyAwooog 6pog

EAANnviIké6g Opog

Train dataset

2Uvoho Aedopévwy Ektraideuong

Test dataset

2 UvoAo AedopuEvwyv EAEyxou

Split ratio Avaloyia Alaxwpiouou
Supervised EtTotTTEUOUEVOG
K-Nearest Neighbors | K-IMAnoiéotepol lMeitoveg
Root Node KoéuBog Pica

Internal Node EowTtepikdg KoupBog
Leaf Node KépBog PUAAo
Precision AkpiBeia

Recall AvAkAnon

Classification Report

‘EkBeon Tagivounong

Confusion Matrix

lMivakag ouyxuong

Balanced classes

looppoTTNUEVES KAATEIG

Resampling AvadelypaToAnyia
Undersampling YT1rodelyuaroAnyia
Oversampling YtrepdelyyaroAnyia
Cluster 2UoTada
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2YNTMHZEIZ — APKTIKOAE=A — AKPQNYMIA

NLP Natural Language Processing

NLTK | Natural Language Toolkit

IR Information Retrieval

FS Feature Selection

TF Term Frequency

IDF Inverse Document Frequency

TF-IDF | Term Frequency-Inverse Document Frequency
SVM Support Vector Machine

KNN K-Nearest Neighbors

DT Decision Tree

BERT | Bidirectional Encoder From Transformers
TP True Positive

TN True Negative

FP False Positive

FN False Negative

DFA Deterministic Finite Automata

CBOW | Continuous Bag Of Words

ML Machine Learning

DNN Deep Neural Network
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