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BIJIIM AJTIYIIBUUIAPJABIH OKY YJI'EPIMIHE 9CEP ETETIH ®AKTOPJIAP/IbI
MAIINHAJIBIK OKBITY 9AICTEPIMEH TAJIJAY )KOHE BOJI’KAY

Anoamna. 3epmmeydiy makcamol OiNiM anyublIApObly KOPLIMbIHObL OKY HIMUdCECIHE acep
ememin He2i32l aKAOeMUSLIbIK JHCIHE OKY MIHe3-KYIblK (PaKkmopiapvlh AHbIKMAY HCIHE MAUUHATBIK
OKbIMY 20IiCMePIHIY KoMe2iIMeH KOPbIMbIHObL eMMUXAH 0A8aAcblH 001cay 0aN0I2iH CAbICMbIPMAIIbL
bazanay 6orvin mabwiniaovl. Ixcnepumenmme 2000 6inim anywvt mypanvl xcazdoadan mypamoiH
auvl Oepekmep dHcublHbl naudaranvliovl. Kipic oOencinepi peminde cabakka xamuvlcy, Oipinudi
JiCOHE eKIHWII apanvlk mecm Hamudicenepi, mancolpma 0a2acvl JHcoHe KYHOENKmi OK) VaKvlmbl
anviHobl, an makcammol auHviManwl peminde 100 6andvlK wKaniadazvl KOpbimMblHObI eMMUXAH
bazacvl manoandvl. Jlepexmepoe 60c MaHOEp AHLIKMAIMAObL, CMYOEHM UOeHMUDUKAMOpPbl
Mmooenvoeyee eneizinmedi. Linear Regression, Decision Tree, Random Forest owcone Gradient
Boosting peepeccusnviy mooenvoepi 80/20 oxvimy-mecminey 661yi apKblivl CAlbICMbIPBLIObL.
Mooenvoep MAE, RMSE sicone R? kopcemkiwumepimen 6azananobvl dcane Hamudicenep 5-Kabammol
Kpocc-eanuoayusimern mexcepindi. Linear Regression mecm oscuvinbinoa R?=0.830, MAE=3.675
gtcone RMSE=4.618 nomuoicenepin kepcemin, 3epmmenzern Mo0enb0epoiy iuinoe2i ey dHcoeapul
bonxncamovly canaga xon ocemkizoi. Kpocc-eanudayusoaser opmawa R? 0.836%0.008 601001.
Koppenayusanvix manoay cabaxka kamulcyobly KOPbIMbIHObL OAAMEH €H HCO2apbl OAUIAHBICHIH
kepcemmi (r=0.726), an Random Forest botivinwia oHbly Manwi3ovLawiesl 41.49% 6ondvl. Anvinean
Hamudcenep CanblCmulpMaibl mypoe KapanatblM HCIHe UHMEPRpemayusiaHamsli Moo0enb0epoiy
Oinim Oepy OepexmepinOoe muimMoi 001a ANAMBIHLIH KOpcemeoi JHCoHe epme aAKAOeMUSLIbIK
MOHUMOPUHE JCYlenepin azipieyee He2iz 601a anaobi.

Tyitin co30ep: mawunanvlK OKblmy, oKy yacepimi, Oiim anyutvl, akadeMusivlk 60axicay, oinlim
bepy depexmepi, pecpeccusiiblk MOOeb, Pakmopavik maioay.
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AHAJIN3 1 ITPOI'HO3UPOBAHUE ®AKTOPOB, BJIIMAIOINUX HA YCIIEBAEMOCTb
OBYYAIOIIUXCH, METOJAMHN MAILIMHHOI'O OB YYEHUA

Annomauyus. llenv uccredosanus 3aKnouaemcs 8 Gvla6leHUU OCHOBHBIX AKAOEMUYECKUX U
NOBCOCHUECKUX — (DAKmMopos, — CEA3AHHLIX € UMO20B0U  YCNEeBAeMOCmbl0  0OYUAIOWUXCS, U
CPABHUMENbHOU OYEHKe MOYHOCMU Memo008 MAWUHHO20 O00VUeHUss Npu NpocHO3UPOBAHUU
UMOo2060U IK3AMEHAYUOHHOU OYeHKU. B sxcnepumenme ucnonvb3o6an ompolmulii HAOOP OAHHBIX,
cooeporcawuti 2000 3anuceti. B xkauecmee 8XOOHbIX NPUZHAKOS UCHOIL308AHbI NOCEUAEMOCHb,
pesyibmamsl  08YX  NPOMEICYMOUHbIX — Mecmos, OYeHKa 3d 3a0aHUsi U  edHCceOHe8Has
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NPOOOIHNCUMENTLHOCIb CAMOCMOAMENbHO20 00YYeHUsl; Yelle8ol NepeMeHHOl 8bICIYNULA UMO0208as
aKk3ameHayuounas oyenka no 100-b6annvnoll wxane. Ilponywennvie 3HayeHUss OMCYmMcmeosal,
udenmughuxamop cmyoenma uckuodanca uz mooenupogsanus. Cpasnueanucv Linear Regression,
Decision Tree, Random Forest u Gradient Boosting npu pazoenrenuu oannvix 80/20. Kauecmeo
oyenusanocb no MAE, RMSE u R’ ycmouuusocms pe3yibmamos OONnoIHUMeNbHO Npo8epsiach
nAMUKpamuou kpocc-eanudayueu. Linear Regression nokasana na mecmogoti evibopke R*=0,830),
MAE=3,675 u RMSE=4,618, npes3otios bonee crodicuvie ancamonesvie mooenu. CpeoHee 3HaueHue
R? npu kpocc-eanuoayuu cocmasuno 0,836+0,008. Haubonee cunvnas xoppensiyus ¢ umozosou
oyenkou eviaeniena ons nocewaemocmu (r=0,726), a ee saxcnocmv 6 Random Forest cocmasuna
41,49%. Pe3yromamvl noomeepicoarom yeiecooopasHocms NPUMEHEHUs UHMePNpemupyemblx
Mooenell Ol AHAIU3A 00PA308AMENbHbIX OAHHLIX U NOOOEPIHCKU DPAHHE20 aKaA0eMuuecKo2o
MOHUMOPUH2A.

Knrouesvie cnoea: mawunnoe obOyuenue, axkaoemuueckdas YCneeaemocmv, 00VHAIOUULCS,
npozHo3uposanue, 0opazosamenvhble OaHHble, pecpeccus, aHAIUu3 haKxmopos.
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ANALYSIS AND PREDICTION OF FACTORS AFFECTING STUDENT ACADEMIC
PERFORMANCE USING MACHINE LEARNING METHODS

Abstract. This study aims to identify the main academic and learning-behaviour factors
associated with students’ final academic outcomes and to compare machine learning methods for
predicting final examination marks. An open dataset containing 2,000 student records was used.
Attendance, two internal test scores, assignment score, and daily study hours were selected as
predictors, while the final examination mark on a 100-point scale was used as the target variable.
No missing values were detected, and Student_ID was excluded because it does not represent an
educational characteristic. Linear Regression, Decision Tree, Random Forest, and Gradient
Boosting regression models were compared using an 80/20 train-test split. Predictive performance
was evaluated with mean absolute error (MAE), root mean squared error (RMSE), and coefficient
of determination (R2), and robustness was additionally assessed using five-fold cross-validation.
Linear Regression achieved the best test performance with R2=0.830, MAE=3.675, and
RMSE=4.618. Its mean cross-validated R? was 0.836+0.008. Pearson correlation analysis showed
that attendance had the strongest relationship with final examination marks (r=0.726). Random
Forest feature importance also ranked attendance first, with an importance of 41.49%. The results
demonstrate that a relatively simple and interpretable regression model can outperform more
complex tree-based models on this dataset. The proposed experimental workflow can support data-
driven academic monitoring and provide a reproducible basis for further development of intelligent
student assessment systems.

Keywords: machine learning, academic performance, student, performance prediction,
educational data, regression model, factor analysis.

KIPICIIE

binim Gepy xyienepiHin uudpaaHysl OUTIM aTyIIBIHBIH OKY OpeKeTi Typajbl KYphlIbIMIAIFaH
JIepeKTep KOJIEeMIH apTThIPBII, OJap/bl aKaJeMHUsIIbIK MIeNIiM KaObuiaayaa naiaanaHyra MyMKIHIIK
6epni. Educational Data Mining >xoHe Learning Analytics GarbITTapblHIa MallUHAJIBIK OKBITY
o/icTepi CTYHNEHTTIH YJrepiMiH OoJpkay, ToyeKeld TOOBIH epTe aHbIKTay KOHE OKBITY/IbI
nepOecTeHipy YIIiH KeHiHeH konmanbUianbl (Romero & Ventura, 2024). Mynpait Tocimaep
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JOCTYPIIL KOPBITHIHABI Oarara FaHa cyiieHOei, OKy OapbIChIHAAFbl OipHEeIIe KOPCETKIMTIH OipjecKeH
BIKITAJIBIH TaJIayFa MYMKIH/IK Oepei.

Conrbl 3epTTeyNiep/ie CTYISHT YATrepiMiH OOJKay YIIIH CBHI3BIKTBIK MOJENBACP, MICHIiM
aramrapsl, Random Forest, Gradient Boosting, HEWpOHBIK >KeJiiep jkoHe THOPUATI aHCaMOIIbAEp
konmanbutyna (Abougalala et al., 2025; Baashar et al., 2022; Chen & Ding, 2023; Hegazi et al.,
2023; Huynh-Cam et al., 2022; Ji et al., 2024; C. Liu et al., 2022; Nnamoko et al., 2025; Olabanjo
et al., 2022; Pallathadka et al., 2022; Poudyal et al., 2022). Zhao et al. (2023) MamUHAIBIK OKBITY
HET131HJe aKaJeMUSIIBIK HOTIDKENEP/Ii CaHIBIK Talaay OuTiM camachklH Oaraiayja MaHBI3Ibl EKEeHIH
kepcerce, Guanin-Fajardo et al. (2024) >xorapsl OLTIMIET]I aKaaeMUSUIBIK TaOBICTBI OipHerie ML
oniciMeH OoipkaraH. OHIAH OpTalaFbl MIHE3-KYJIBIK JePEKTepiHiH e O0KaMIbIK MOHI 0ap eKeHi
clickstream »xoHe oKy OenceHauTIrine Heri3aenrexn 3eprreyiepae kepcerimred (Y. Liu et al., 2023;
Wen & Juan, 2023).

ConplMeH Oipre KypJeni MOJENbJiH KOJJAaHBUIybl aBTOMATThl TYPAE >KOFapbl JAJIJIKKE
kenuiik Oepmeitai. HoTmxke nepextep KypbUIbIMBIHA, OCNTUIEP/IH TaOUFAThIHA KOHE MAKCATThI
allHBIMaJbIHBIH OaiaHpic cunartelHa Toyenal. COHOBIKTaH Oip JEepeKTep >KUbIHBIHIA OpTYp:l
KYPJEIUIIKTET1 alropuTMIEP/I1 OIpbIHFall SKCIIEPUMEHTTIK XaTTAMaMEH CaJIbICThIPY KOHE HOTHIKEHI
WHTEpIpeTalusiay MaHb3Abpl. Ocipece OuUTiM Oepy canacbiHAa OOJDKaMHBIH TYCIHIIPMENUTIr
MeJarorke Hemece SKIMIIUTIKKE KaHAal (aKTOPIBIH HOTIKEre KeOIpeK ocep €TETIHIH TYCIHyre
kemekTecei (Borna et al., 2024; Jin, 2026).

Ochl 3epTTeyaiH MakcaThl — cabaKka KaThICy, apaJIbIK TECT HOTIIKENepl, TarnchipMa Oarachl
OHE KYHJIENIKTI OKY YakKbIThl HET131HJIe KOPBITHIHIBl €MTHXaH HOTHXKECIH OoJKay >KOHE TepT
perpeccHsuIbIK MOJENBbIH TUIMIUIINH CalbICTBIPy. 3€pTTey MIHIAETTepl: JAEPEKTEpHiH calrachlH
Tekcepy; (akTtopiap MEH KOPBITBIHABI OaFa apachIHIArbl KOppesusHbl Oaranmay; Linear
Regression, Decision Tree, Random Forest xone Gradient Boosting monenbaepin okeity; MAE,
RMSE sxone R? apkputbl cambicthipy; 5-fold cross-validation kemeriMeH TYpakTBIIBIFBIH TEKCEPY;
Random Forest Herizinae Oenriiep MaHbI3AbUIBIFBIH TAJIIAY.

3EPTTEY MATEPUAJIJAPBI MEH 9/ICTEPI

OkcnepuMeHTTIK 3eprrey ymiH Kaggle mmargopmaceinan anmeiaFaH  Student Academic
Performance tumingeri amwsik CSV npepekrep xkubiHbl naigananeuael. Daitnga 2000 Gaksuiay
xkoHe 7 Oaran Oap. boc moHmep asbikranmraH koK. Student ID Tex Oipereit maeHTHHUKATOP
OOJIFaH/IBIKTaH, OOJDKAaMJIBIK MOJENBICPTre CHI3UIreH >KOK. MOoJenbaiH MakcaTThl aifHBIMAJIBICHI
Final Exam Marks (out of 100) 6onsl. JlepekTep >KMBIHBIHBIH KYPBUIBIMBI 1 -KecTeze OepuireH.

Kecre 1. DxcriepuMeHTTe NMakianaHbUFad OeATIepAiH CUIaTTaMachl.

Beuri Ma3myHBbI Peoui
Attendance (%) Cabakka KatbICy, % Kipic
Internal Test 1 (out of 40) 1-apainsik Tect, 40 Gasmn Kipic
Internal Test 2 (out of 40) 2-apanbIK Tect, 40 Gat Kipic
Assignment Score (out of 10) Tamnceipma 6aracer, 10 6an Kipic
Daily Study Hours KyHIeniKTi 0Ky yaKbIThI Kipic

Final Exam Marks (out of 100) Kopsrteiaasl emtuxas, 100 6amr Makcar

Jepekrep train_test split mponenypacsiMen 80% OKbITY xoHe 20% TecT >KUbIHbIHA OONIH/I;
Ke3JIeHCOKThIKTH KalTamay yumiH random state=42 Oenrutenai. Hotwxkecinpe 1600 :xa30a
Mozenblepal okbITyFa, 400 >xaz0a Toyenci3 TecTuieyre mainananeliabl. OkcnepumeHT Python
opracbiHia pandas xoHe scikit-learn kiTamxaHamapbl apKelibl opbiHAaNbl. CanbicTeipyra Linear
Regression, Decision Tree Regressor, Random Forest Regressor (100 aramr) sxone Gradient
Boosting Regressor anbiHpl. AFalThIK MOJIENbEp YiIiH random state=42 maiiganaHbUibL.

Perpeccusnblk cananbl Oaranay yuriH opTama adbconorTik kKare (MAE), oprama kBaapaTThiK
kareHiH TyOipi (RMSE) xone nerepmunarnius kodddunuenti (R?) xonmansinasl. MAE men RMSE
HEFYpJIBIM a3, all R? Gipiiikke HEFypJIbIM XKaKbIH 00Jica, MOIEIB/AIH 00DKaMIBIK Carachl COFYPIIbIM
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KOrapsl Jemn ecenrtenni. Hotmxeniy Oip FaHa train/test 6esiHiCiHE Toyemnni 00IMaybIH TEKCEpy YIIiH
JepeKTep apanacThIpbuIbil, 5-kabarTel KFold kpocc-Bamumanus xKyprizii.
CBI3BIKTBIK PErpeccus MOJIEINI KAl TYPJIe KeJIeCi OpHEKIICH CUTIATTaII/IbI:

Y = Po + Pixi + faxz + Psxs + Pfaxs + Pxs, Q)

MyH/1a ¥ — OOJDKaHFaH KOPBITBIHIBI OaFa; X1 — cabakka KaThICY; X2 )KOHE X3 — €Ki apajIblK TECT;
X4 — TATNICBIpMa OaFachl; Xs — KYHACIIKTI OKY YaKbITHI; [o...[}s — MOJEINb apaMmeTpIiepi.

dakTopiapplH MaKcaTThl alHBIMAIBIMEH CBI3BIKTBHIK OaiiaHblchiH Pearson Koppemsuus
KOA(QQHUIMEHT] apKbUIbI, Al CHI3BIKTBHIK €MEC JXOHE ©3apa OPEKETTECETIH Jdcepiepiai KOChIMIIa
uHTepnperanmsyay ymidH Random Forest feature importance kepceTkimi apKbuibl Oaraiajblk.
MyHaaii canbICTBIPMAIIBl OMIIC CTYAEHT YJTEPIMIH OpTYpIIi allrOPUTMIEPMEH OOJDKayFa apHaJFaH
Kazipri sepTreynepaid Taxkipubecine coiikec keneni (Holicza & Kiss, 2023; Tang et al., 2024; Zhao
et al., 2023).

HOTUXEJEP MEH TAJIKBIJIAY

AnnpiMeH Kipic OenrulepiHiH KOPBITBIHIBI €MTHXaH OarachIMEH OalIaHbBICHl €CENTeNIl.
Bapneik Oec Oenri oH koppensuust kepceTTi. EH xorapel kodhduimeHT cabakka KaTbicya
Oaiikanasl (r=0.726). Exinni sxoHe OipiHINI apaiiblK TeCTTep.iH Koppemnsuusicel TuiciHme 0.691
xoHe 0.689 Gomnnpl. Tanceipma Garacel yuriH 1=0.669, an KYHIENIKTI OKy yakbIThl yiniH r=0.413
anbiHAbl. Byn gepekrepnie Kyihedl KaTbiCy MEH apalblK Oakplilay HOTHXKeNepl KOPBITHIHbI
€MTHXaHMEH €H ThIFbI3 OaillaHbICTHI €KeHIH Kepcerel (1-cyper).

Correlation with final exam marks

Attendance (%)

Internal Test 2 (out of 40)

Internal Test 1 (out of 40)

Assignment Score (out of 10)

Daily Study Hours

{l

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
Pearson correlation coefficient

Cyper 1. Kipic ¢akTopraapbIHbIH KOPBITBIHbI EMTHXaH OaFaChIMEH KOPPEISAIHICHL.

Tepr Mozenp Oipaell OKBITY JKOHE TECT JKHBIHIAPBIHAA CalBICTHIPbLIIBL. HoTmxkesep
2-KecTeqie JKoHe 2-cypeTTe KentipinreH. Linear Regression GapibIK yIil HEri3ri MeTpuka OOWbIHIIA
eH kakchl HoTmke kepcerti: MAE=3.675, RMSE=4.618 xone R?=0.830. Gradient Boosting
HOTIOKeCi orfaH kakelH OomraneiMen (R2=0.817), Random Forest xome Decision Tree
MO/ICTBIEPIH/IE KaTe KOFaphbl OOJIIbI.

Kecre 2. MamuHanbIK OKBITY MOI[CJIBI[epiHiH TCCT XUBIHbIHAFbl HQTI/I)KCJ'Iepi.

MopeJb MAE RMSE R?

Linear Regression 3.675 4.618 0.830
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Mopean MAE RMSE R2
Gradient Boosting 3.737 4.786 0.817
Random Forest 4.160 5.252 0.780
Decision Tree 5.747 7.235 0.582

Comparison of regression models

Linear Regression

Gradient Boosting

Random Forest

Decision Tree

]|

R2

Cypert 2. Perpeccusinbik Monenbaep/aiH R? kepceTkinni O0UBIHITA CATBICTHIPBUTYHI.

R?=0.830 notmxeci Tagaanran 6ec OeNri apKbUIbl TECT JKUBIHBIHIAFBI KOPBITBIHIBI EMTHUXaH
OaracbIHBIH BapHAIUSACHIHBIH ImamMaMeH 83%-bI  MOJENbMEH TYCIHIIPUICTIHIH KOpCEeTel.
MAE=3.675 OonrannmeikraH, Linear Regression Oommkambl HaKThl KOPBITBIHIBI OaragaH opTa
ecenmeH mamaMeH 3.7 Oamrra aybITKbIABL. HakThl JkoHe OoJpKaHFaH OaFajlapiblH TapaTybl
3-CypeTTe KOpCeTUIreH; HYKTEJEPiH JAuaroHajabFa >KaKblH OPHAJIACybl MOJENb OOJDKaMIaphIHBIH
HAKThl MOHJICPMECH Kbl COMKECTIrH BU3YaJIJIbI TYPJIE pacTaiiIbl.

AJIbIHFaH HOTHIKEHIH Ke3/1eHCoK OeiHicKe Toyenaiairin oaranay yuiid 5-fold cross-validation
xyprizinal. Linear Regression oprama R?=0.836+0.008 xepcerimn, kaiTagaH OIpiHIII OPBIH aJIJIbI.
Gradient Boosting ymrin oprama R*=0.818, Random Forest ymrin 0.790, Decision Tree yuiin 0.617
O6onael  (3-kecte). TemeH CTaHIAPTTBIK AaYBITKY CBHI3BIKTBIK MOJIENBIIH OPTYPAl JEepeKTep
O6JIIKTEepiH/Ie TYPAKTHl HOTHKE OCPETiHIH KOpCceTe/Il.

Kecre 3. 5-fold cross-validation noTrkenepi.

Mogeian R? oprama SD MAE RMSE
Linear Regression 0.836 0.008 3.622 4.587
Gradient Boosting 0.818 0.005 3.823 4.831

Random Forest 0.790 0.007 4,086 5.186
Decision Tree 0.617 0.028 5.598 6.998

Linear Regression MoJemniHiH ajlblHFaH K03(duiimenTrepi OOMbIHIIA SKCIEPUMEHTTIK TEHICY
TeMEeHJeriielt O0IbI:

Final Mark = —44.817 + 0.394-Attendance + 0.892-Testl +
+ 0.883-Test2 + 1.450-Assignment + 2.866-StudyHours. 2

Kosdduuuentrepaiy enmem Oipiaikrepi opTypii OOJFaHIBIKTAH, OJIAPJBIH aOCOJIOTTIK
[IaMajapbelH TikeJned (akTop MaHBI3ABUIBIFBI PETIHAE calbICThIpyFa Oonmaiiasl. Ocbkl cebernTi

9
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kKoceimma Random Forest feature importance Tanmaysl xxyprizingi. Hotmwkecinae cabakka KaTbiCy
41.49% manpI3abUTBIKIICH OlpiHIIi opbiH anbl; Internal Test 2 — 24.39%, Internal Test 1 — 23.96%,
Assignment Score — 6.79%, Daily Study Hours — 3.37% (4-cyper).

Linear Regression: actual vs predicted

90 A

80 A

70 A

60 -

50 A

Predicted final marks

40 A

30 -

30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Actual final marks

Cypert 3. Linear Regression Mojesni yIiH HaKThI )koHEe O0JDKaHFaH KOPBITBIHIBI Oaraiap IbiH
CaAJIBICTBIPBLITYBI.

Random Forest feature importance

Attendance (%)

Internal Test 2 (OUt of 40) _

Internal Test 1 (out of 40)

Assignment Score (out of 10)

Daily Study Hours

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Importance, %

Cypert 4. Random Forest moaeni 6oiibIHIIa (hakTOpIapIbIH CABICTBIPMAaIIbl MAHbI3IbLIBIFbI.

Koppensuusnbik Tangay MmeH Random Forest MaHBI3ABUIBIFBIHBIH Oip OaFbITTHI HOTHXE Oepyi
cabakKa KaTBICYJBIH OCHI JEPEKTep XKUBIHBIHAA MaHBI3Jbl OOJKAMABIK Oelri eKeHiH KepceTel.

10
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Jllerenmen Oyn OaiinmaHbic ceOenm-canapiblK dcep PEeTiHAE TYCIHIIpUIMEyl THIC: KOJJaHBLIFaH
JepekTep OaKbUIAyNIBIK CUIIATTA, all MOJICNBICP acCOoIHaMsIap MEeH O0JDKAMIBIK 3aHIBLTBIKTAPIbI
AHBIKTANbI.

biuin »kcnepumentre Linear Regression-HbIH KypHemipeKk aramThlK aHCaMOJIbIepaeH
KOFapbl HOTIKE KOPCETYyi AEepeKTepAeri Heri3ri OailaHbICTApAbIH eJneyiai Oeliri ChI3BIKTHIK
KOMITOHCHTIICH CHIIATTAJIATBIHBIH OOJDKayFa MYMKIHTIK Oepesi. Bysl KOPBITBIHIBI KYpeli MOJCITh
opIalibIM THIMII JIeTeH TYCIHIKTI HIEKTEW I XKOHE aJTOPUTM TaHAay[da SMITMPUKAIBIK CAIBICTBIPY
KOXKETTIriH Kepceremi. ©OpaeOuerre ne opTypii JEepeKTep IKUBIHAAPHl YIIIH  OHTAMIIBI
AITOPUTMICPAIH e3repeTiHi Oaifkamanpl: KeWOip >KymbIcTap aHCaMOJBIIK >KOHE HEHpPOHIIBIK
MOJETBIACPIIH apThIKIBUIBIFEIH Kopcerce (Tang et al., 2024; Xue & Niu, 2023; Yu & Liu, 2022),
O0acka 3epTTeylep WHTEpIpETAIUsUIAHATRIH Oenriiep MeH Kiaccukanslk ML omicrepiHig
NpaKTHKAJIBbIK KYHIBUIBIFbIHA Ha3ap aynapaabl (Guanin-Fajardo et al., 2024; Jin, 2026).

[IpakTukanplK TYPFBIIAH MOJENBIlI OKY TMPOIECIHIH apaliblK Ke3€HIHJEe aKaJIeMUSIIBIK
MOHHUTOPHHI Kypajbl peTiHAe KojgaHyra Oosanpl. Cabakka KaTbiCy MEH €Kl apaliblK TecT
HOTHKeNepl KOPBITHIH/BI OaFaMeH >KOFapbl OalijIaHbIC KOPCETKEH IIKTEH, OChl OeNTiiep TOMEHAereH
Ke3Ze OuriM anymblFa KOChIMINA KOJJay YChIHY CIIEHapHiliH KapacThIpyFa OoJansl. Auaiina
ABTOMATTaH/BIPBUTFAH OOJDKaM CTYIEHTKE KOPBITHIHABI Oara KOIOJBIH >KaJFBI3 HETi31 00JIMaysl
KEepeK; OJ TMeJarorTiH MeNIMIH KOJJANThIH KOChIMIIA AaHAJUTUKAJIBIK Kypajl peTiHae
nal1aTaHbLUTYbl THIC.

3eprreyaid mekTeynepi ae 6ap. BipiHmrineH, ambIK IepeKTep >KUBIHBIHBIH KOHTEKCTI HAKTHI
YHUBEPCUTETTIH OKY MPOLECIH TOJbIK OeiiHenemeyl MYMKiH. EKiHIIiAeH, Jepekrepae IoH
KYPJENUIIri, OKBITYIIBI epeKieniri, aaapiHFel GPA, aneymerTik koHe MOTHUBALUSUIBIK (akTopiap
KOK, YIIIHIIIZACH, MOJENIb CBIPTKBI TOYyeJCI3 YHHBEPCHUTET JICPEKTEPIH/IEC TEKCEPUIreH >KOK.
bonamak 3eprreyne HakTel LMS nepexrepiMeH CHIPTKbI BaluJalMsl >KYprizim, TyciHaipiieTiH Al
OMICTEPiH KOHE 0OBEKTUBTI Oarasiay MOJIeTIIHE HHTErpalHsIIay MYMKIHIITH 3€pTTEY OPBIH/IBI.

AJBIHFaH DKCIIEPUMEHTTIK HOTWKEIEP Il Tayiay OapbIChIHA MOJIENb KYPASIUIITIHIH KOFaphI
00JTybl opKalaH OOJKaM camachlHBIH apTyblHA aJIbITT KEJIMEWTIHI aHBIKTalAbl. 3epTreyae Linear
Regression MomeiHiH aHcaMOJbIIK KOHE aFrall HETi3iHAeri aJropUTMIEPMEH CallbICTBIPFaH/Ia
JKOFapbl HOTIKE KOPCETYl KapacThIPBUIFAH JIEPEKTEp JKUBIHBIHIAFBI Kipic Oenruiepi MeH
KOPBITBIHIBI €MTHXaH Oarachl apachlHAa aWKbIH CHI3BIKTBHIK TOYEJIUTIKTIH Oap €KeHIH KOepCeTei.
Aran aitkanga, Linear Regression mozeninin R? kepcerkimi 0.830 nenreitine sxerin, Gradient
Boosting (0.817), Random Forest (0.780) >xone Decision Tree (0.582) HoTmwKenepiHEH »KOFaphI
o6onael. ConbiMeH kKatap MAE=3.675 6Gonybl Mojenb OoJpKaraH KOPBITBIHIBI OaraHbIH HAaKThI
OarajiaH opTa ecereH mamMaMeH 3.7 OajFa FaHa aybITKUTBIHBIH KepceTe/l. biniM amymbiiapabig
Hotmwxkenepi 100 OGannplk mikanana OarajaHATBIHBIH €CKEPCEK, MYHJAall aybITKy 3epTTeNreH
JEPEKTEP YIIIH MOJCIIbIIH KETKUTIKT1 00JKaMIbIK KaOUTETIH CUITaTTal IbI.

DKcriepuMeHT OapbIChIH/IA aHBIKTAJFaH Tarbl Oip MaHBI3Abl EPEKIIEeTiK — aKaJeMHUSIIBIK
KOPCETKIIITEPAIH OKY HOTHXKECIHE ocep eTy JHeHreiiHiH Oipkenki OosimMaybl. Koppemsiusiibik
Tangay OoifbIHIIA cabaKKa KaThICy KOPCETKIlll KOPBITHIH/IBI EeMTUXAaH HOTH)KECIMEH €H >KOFaphbl OH
OaittanpicThl KopceTTi (r=0.726). BipiHini KoHe eKIHIII apalIbIK TECT HOTHIKENEpl ¢ KOPBITHIHIbI
OarameH KoFapbl OaiiaHbicka Me 060Jabl. bys1 OUTIM amyIIBIHBIH OKY HOTHIKECIH Ooikay Ke3iHze
Tek Oip Oakpliay KOpCETKIlIiHEe CYHeHYIiH OpHbIHA OipHelle akaaeMHsUIbIK (akTopabl Oipre
KapacTblpy KaxeTTirin kepcereqi. COHbIMEH KaTap KYHAENIKTI OKY YaKbITBIHBIH KOPPEJALUS
ko3 duimenTi 6acka KOPCETKIITEPMEH CalbICThIPFaHa ToMeH OosraHbiMeH (1=0.413), OHBIH OH
MOHI JKYHeNl 031H1K JalbIHIBIKTHIH KOPBITHIHIBI HOTH)KEMEH 0aliIaHbICThI €KEHIH KOPCETe/Il.

3epTTey HOTHIKENEPiHIH MPaKTUKAIBIK MaHBI3ABUIBIFEI MAlTUHAIBIK OKBITY MOJETIH OiliM
Oepy YIepiciHAe epTe aKaJeMMsJIbIK MOHUTOPUHI Kypajibl peTiHjAe MNaiiianaHy MyMKIHAIMIMEH
OaiinanbicTel. CemecTp OapbIChIHAA >KUHAKTaNaThiH cabakka KaThICy, apaiblK Oakbuiay KoHE
TarchlpMa HOTHXKeENepl Heri3iHae OUTiM amylIbIHBIH BIKTUMaT KOPBITHIHIBI HOTHKECIH alJbIH ana
Oaranmayra Ooiajapl. MyHJail ToCUT TOMEH HOTH)KE KepceTy Kaymi Oap OuliM  amylibuIap/abl
KOPBITBIH/IBI ~ €MTHXaHFa JIeWiH  aHBIKTal, OJlapFa  KOChIMIIA OKYy  MaTepuallapbiH,
KOHCYJIbTAIIMSIIapAbl HEMece KeKe KOJIay [apanapblH YCHIHYFa MYMKIHAIK Oepei.
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ConbIMeH Oipre YCBIHBUIFAH TACUIAI OUTIM alylIbiFa KOPBITHIHABI OaFaHbl aBTOMATTHl TYPAE
TaFalbIHOAWTBIH KYHE PpETIHIE KapacThlpy Oypbic emec. MaluHainblK OKBITY HOTHXKECI
OKBITYIIBIHBIH KociOM OaranayblH anMacThIpMaid, mIenriM KaObUIgayabl KOJIJAWTHIH KOCHIMIIA
aHAJMTHKAJIBIK KYpaJl KbI3METIH aTKapysl THic. bonamiak 3eprreynepie Moiensre OuTiM amynibIHbIH
OKY Tu1aT(OopMachIHAaFbl OEJICEHUTIT], TarChIpMatapabl OPbIHAAY TYPAKTBUIBIFBL, OUTIM JICHreHiHIH
yakpIT OOWbIHIIA e3repyl >koHe Oacka Ja aKaJAeMUSUIBIK KOPCETKIIITEpJi EHTi3y apKbUIbI
00JDKaMHBIH CEHIMJIUTITT MEH OOBEKTUBTLUIINIH 0J1aH 9pi 3epTTEy KOCTapiaHa bl

KOPBITBIHAbI

3eprreyne 2000 OLTiM anMyIIBIHBIH JE€peKTepi HETI3iHAE KOPBITBIHABI €MTHXaH HOTHUKECIH
0oJDKayFa apHAJIFaH TOPT MALIMHAJIBIK OKBITY alTOPUTMI canbIcThIpbuiabl. Kipic Oenrinepi perinae
cabaKKa KaThICy, €Ki apajbIK TECT, TallChIpMa Oarachl KOHE KYHJIENIKTI OKY YaKbIThl KOJIJaHBLUI/IBI.
OkcnepumMeHT OipbiHFait 80/20 train-test Geminici sxone S-fold cross-validation apKeLIbI KYPri3iii.

Linear Regression tect >xubiabiHIa R?=0.830, MAE=3.675 xone RMSE=4.618 xepcerim,
Gradient Boosting, Random Forest >xone Decision Tree MozaenabaepiHEH *KOFapbl HOTHKE Oep/l.
Kpocc-Banunanusina onsiH optama R? xkepcerkimi 0.836+0.008 Gosmbl, Oy1 MOAENTb HOTHXKECIHIH
TYPaKTBUIBIFBIH PACTAIBI.

dakTopibIK Tanaay OoibIHIIA cabaKKa KaThICy KOPHITBIH/IBI eMTUXaH OarachbIMEH €H KOFaphl
Koppemsiusiael kepceTTi (1=0.726) xoHe Random Forest feature importance Ooiiprama 41.49%
yiecrieH OipiHmIi opbelH angsl. Ocbliaiiina, 3epTTeyAlH MPaKTUKAIBIK HITUXKECI — CabICThIPMAJIb
TYpJE KapamaibIM, TYCIHAIPUIETIH PErpecCHsUIbIK MOJIETb apKbLIbl OKY HOTHXKECIH MKETKUTIKTI 1971
OoJpKayFa ’KoHE HEri3r'1 akaJIeMUsIIBIK (paKkTopaap/ sl alKbIHAAyFa O0JaThIH/BIFI .

AJNBIHFaH MOJENb OUTIM amylmIbUTapJbIH OKY JWHAMHUKACBIH epTe Oakbulayra apHajFaH
MHTEJJIEKTYaAbl KYHeIepIiH aHATUTUKAIbIK KOMIIOHEHT] peTiHAe KOJAaHbUTYbl MyMKiH. KeliHri
3epTTeyiepe HAKThl kKorapbl OKy OpHbIHBIH LMS jxoHe Oaranay nepeKkTepiMeH MOJEIbAl TeKCepy,
KOCBIMIIIA MIHE3-KYJIBIK OCNTUIepiH €HT13y jKoHE 0O0JKaM HOTHXKECIH OOBEKTUBTI Oaranay MOJCIiHe
OIpIKTIPY YKOCTapJIaHaIbI.

KAPXBIJIAHABIPY: 3epTTey apHaiibl TPaHTTHIK KapKbUIaHIBIPYChI3 OPBIHIANIIbI.

JKACAHIbI HWHTEJJEKT TEXHOJIOTHUSIJIAPBIH TAMJAJIAHY TYPAJIBI
XABAPJIIAMA: Komka3z0anbl naiibiaaay O0apeIChiHAa reHepaTHBTI skacan bl HTEIIEKT ChatGPT
(OpenAl, 2026) MoTiHAI KYpbUIBIMJAY, TULAIK pEIaKIMsUIay JKOHE AKCIEPUMEHT HOTHIKEIepiH
TYCIHIIpyre KOMEKIIl Kypajl peTiHIe KOJAaHbUIIbL. Jlepektepal eHIey MEH MallluHAIIBIK OKBITY
OKCIIEPUMEHTIHIH CaHJIBIK HOTHXKeNepl OarmapiaManiblK —€cenTeyiep apKbUIbl  TEKCEpUIi.
ABTOp(J1ap) KOmKa30aHBIH Ma3MYHbI MEH FBUIBIMH TYKBIPBIMIAPHI YIIIH TOJIBIK JKAayarKePIIUTIKTI
cakKTaiipl.

HANJAJTAHBLUIFAH SJIEBUETTEP TI3IMI

Abougalala, R. A., Alharbi, N., Amasha, M. A., Areed, M. F., Alkhalaf, S., & Khairy, D.
(2025). Predicting student performance academic using Automated Machine Learning (AutoML):
In medical academic institutions. Journal of New Approaches in Educational Research, 14(1),
Article 19. https://doi.org/10.1007/s44322-025-00038-9

Baashar, Y., Alkawsi, G., Mustafa, A., Alkahtani, A. A., Alsariera, Y. A., Ali, A. Q., Hashim,
W., & Tiong, S. K. (2022). Toward predicting student’s academic performance using artificial
neural networks (ANNS). Applied Sciences, 12(3), Article 12809.
https://doi.org/10.3390/app12031289

Borna, M.-R., Saadat, H., Hojjati, A. T., & Akbari, E. (2024). Analyzing click data with Al:
Implications for student performance prediction and learning assessment. Frontiers in Education, 9,
Avrticle 1421479. https://doi.org/10.3389/feduc.2024.1421479

12



Yassawi Journal of Engineering Science, Ne3 (3), 2026

Chen, S, & Ding, Y. (2023). A machine learning approach to predicting academic
performance in  Pennsylvania’s  schools.  Social  Sciences, 12(3), Article 118.
https://doi.org/10.3390/socscil2030118

Guanin-Fajardo, J. H., Guafia-Moya, J., & Casillas, J. (2024). Predicting academic success of
college students using machine learning techniques. Data, 9(4), Article 60.
https://doi.org/10.3390/data9040060

Hegazi, M. O., Almaslukh, B., & Siddig, K. (2023). A fuzzy model for reasoning and
predicting student’s academic performance. Applied Sciences, 13(8), Article 5140.
https://doi.org/10.3390/app13085140

Holicza, B., & Kiss, A. (2023). Predicting and comparing students’ online and offline
academic performance using machine learning algorithms. Behavioral Sciences, 13(4), Article 289.
https://doi.org/10.3390/bs13040289

Huynh-Cam, T.-T., Chen, L.-S., & Huynh, K.-V. (2022). Learning performance of
international students and students with disabilities: Early prediction and feature selection through
educational data mining. Big Data and Cognitive Computing, 6(3), Article 94.
https://doi.org/10.3390/bdcc6030094

Ji, M., Le, J., Chen, B., & Li, Z. (2024). A predictive model for classifying college students’
academic performance based on visual-spatial skills. Frontiers in Psychology, 15, Article 1434015.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2024.1434015

Jin, X. (2026). Predicting academic success: Machine learning analysis of student, parental,
and school efforts. Asia Pacific Education Review, 27(1), 1-22. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12564-
023-09915-4

Liu, C., Wang, H., & Yuan, Z. (2022). A method for predicting the academic performances of
college students based on education system data. Mathematics, 10(20), Article 3737.
https://doi.org/10.3390/math10203737

Liu, Y., Fan, S., Xu, S., Sajjanhar, A., Yeom, S., & Wei, Y. (2023). Predicting student
performance using clickstream data and machine learning. Education Sciences, 13(1), Article 17.
https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci13010017

Nnamoko, N., Barrowclough, J., Onikoyi, B., & Liptrott, M. (2025). Predicting student
academic outcome using online behavioural statistics and neighbourhood influences: A machine
learning approach. SN Computer Science, 6(6), Article 661. https://doi.org/10.1007/s42979-025-
04189-6

Olabanjo, O. A., Wusu, A. S., & Manuel, M. (2022). A machine learning prediction of
academic performance of secondary school students using radial basis function neural network.
Trends in Neuroscience and Education, 29, Article 100190.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tine.2022.100190

OpenAl. (2026, August 12). Assistance with manuscript structuring, language editing, and
interpretation of machine-learning experiment results [Large language model]. ChatGPT.
https://chatgpt.com/

Pallathadka, H., Sonia, B., Sanchez, D. T., De Vera, J. V., Godinez, J. A. T., & Pepito, M. T.
(2022). Investigating the impact of artificial intelligence in education sector by predicting student
performance. Materials Today: Proceedings, 51, 2264-2267.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.11.395

Poudyal, S., Mohammadi-Aragh, M. J., & Ball, J. E. (2022). Prediction of student academic
performance using a hybrid 2D CNN model. Electronics, 11(7), Article 1005.
https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics11071005

Romero, C., & Ventura, S. (2024). Educational data mining and learning analytics: An
updated survey (arXiv:2402.07956). arXiv. https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2402.07956

Tang, B., Li, S., & Zhao, C. (2024). Predicting the performance of students using deep
ensemble learning. Journal of Intelligence, 12(12), Article 124,
https://doi.org/10.3390/jintelligence12120124

13



Yassawi Journal of Engineering Science, Ne3 (3), 2026

Wen, X., & Juan, H. (2023). Early prediction of students’ performance using a deep neural
network based on online learning activity sequence. Applied Sciences, 13(15), Article 8933.
https://doi.org/10.3390/app13158933

Xue, H., & Niu, Y. (2023). Multi-output based hybrid integrated models for student
performance prediction. Applied Sciences, 13(9), Article 5384.
https://doi.org/10.3390/app13095384

Yu, F., & Liu, X. (2022). Research on student performance prediction based on stacking
fusion model. Electronics, 11(19), Article 3166. https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics11193166

Zhao, L., Ren, J., Zhang, L., & Zhao, H. (2023). Quantitative analysis and prediction of
academic performance of students using machine learning. Sustainability, 15(16), Article 12531.
https://doi.org/10.3390/su151612531

ABTOpJIap TypaJibl MdJiMeTTep
HNudopmauus 06 apropax
Information about authors

Ne Nudopmanms 06 aBropax (D.M1.0. monmHOCTHIO, Y4eHas! CTENEeHb, MECTO PaOOThI UK
yueObl, ropoJi, crpaHa, E-mail, coToBbIIif HOMEpP aBTOpa KOPPECIIOH/IEHTA:) HA KAa3aXCKOM,
PYCCKOM, AaHIJIHIICKOM SI3BIKAX

1 | Cyaranaai Aiirepim EpaajbIKbI3bl — Maructp, OKbITYIIBI, JOKTOpaHT, Koka Axmer
Scaym arbinaarel XanbslKapasiblK Ka3ak-Typik yHUBepcuteTi, TypkicTaH K., Kazakcran
Cyarananu Aijirepum  Epaajbikbi3bl  — Marucrtp, IpenojaBarellb, JOKTOPAHT,
Mex1yHapoaHbIN Ka3aXCKO-TYpPELKHI yHHMBEpCUTET HMEHU XOoJku Axmena Scasu,
r. Typkecran, Kazaxcran

Sultanali Aigerim Yerdalykyzy — Master, Lecturer, Doctoral Student, Khoja Akhmet
Yassawi International Kazakh-Turkish University, Turkestan, Kazakhstan

E-mail: aigerim.sultanali@ayu.edu.kz

ORCID: 0009-0008-6948-7271

2 | KazoexkoBa I'yainyp HarmmeroBHa (FBUIBIMH JKETEKIl) — TEXHHKA FHUIBIMIAPBIHBIH
KaHAWJAThl, KaybIMAAcThIpbUIFaH mpodeccop, Koxka Axmer Slcaym aThIHAAFbI
XapIKapalIbIK Ka3aK-TYpik yHuBepcuTeTi, TypkicTaH K., Kazakcran

KazoexoBa I'ynnyp HarmmeroBHa (HaydHBIH PYKOBOIUTENb) — KAaHAUAAT TEXHUYECKHUX
HayK, acCOLIMMPOBAHHBIN Mpodeccop, MexaTyHapOoHbIA Ka3aXCKO-TYPEUKU YHUBEPCUTET
uMmenu Xoxu Axmena fcasu, r. Typkecran, Kazaxcran

Kazbekova Gulnur Nagimetovna (scientific supervisor) — Candidate of Technical
Sciences, Associate Professor, Khoja Akhmet Yassawi International Kazakh-Turkish
University, Turkestan, Kazakhstan

E-mail: gulnur.kazbekova@ayu.edu.kz

ORCID: 0000-0002-2756-7926

14



