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Abstract

Machine learning research, crucial for tech-
nological advancements and innovation, often
faces significant challenges due to its inherent
complexity, slow pace of experimentation, and
the necessity for specialized expertise.

Motivated by this, we present a new system-
atic framework, autonomous Machine Learning
Research with large language models (MLR-
Copilot), designed to enhance machine learn-
ing research productivity through the auto-
matic generation and implementation of re-
search ideas using Large Language Model
(LLM) agents. The framework consists of three
phases: research idea generation, experiment
implementation, and implementation execution.
First, existing research papers are used to gen-
erate hypotheses and experimental plans via
IdeaAgent powered by LLMs. Next, the im-
plementation generation phase translates these
plans into executables with ExperimentAgent.
This phase leverages retrieved prototype code
and optionally retrieves candidate models and
data. Finally, the execution phase, also man-
aged by ExperimentAgent, involves running
experiments with mechanisms for human feed-
back and iterative debugging to enhance the
likelihood of achieving executable research out-
comes. We evaluate our framework on five
machine learning research tasks and the experi-
mental results show the framework’s potential
to facilitate the research progress and innova-
tions.1

1 Introduction

The increasing complexity of scientific research
and the rapid expansion of scientific knowledge
necessitates innovative approaches to facilitate and
accelerate the research process (Choudhury, 2021).
Traditional research methodologies often involve

1Code package, data, and models can be found at: https:
//github.com/du-nlp-lab/MLR-Copilot. Our
demonstration video is at https://youtu.be/y_
yBKUtvln8.
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Figure 1: The autonomous machine learning research
task. We take the research paper as input and output the
research idea (i.e. research hypothesis and experiment
plan) with execution results.

labor-intensive tasks such as literature review, hy-
pothesis formulation, experimental design, imple-
mentation, and execution to obtain the results (Pow-
ell, 2015). These tasks can be time-consuming and
prone to human error, potentially hindering sci-
entific progress (Bornmann et al., 2010). These
highlight the advantages of incorporating AI tech-
nologies to boost the efficiency and productivity of
scientific research.

Large Language Models (LLMs) have shown
impressive capabilities in generating text and code
(Brown et al., 2020; OpenAI, 2023; Touvron et al.,
2023), outperforming human experts across sci-
entific and engineering domains, including com-
puter science (Wang et al., 2024; Baek et al., 2024),
biomedical (AI4Science and Quantum, 2023), so-
cial science (Yang et al., 2023), etc. Moreover,
autonomous agents based on LLMs have shown
potential in solving complex tasks such as web in-
teractions (Zhou et al., 2023) and simulating inter-
actions between humans (Park et al., 2023). Based
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on this progress, LLMs have huge potential to ad-
vance and accelerate the scientific discovery pro-
cess including autonomous research in the machine
learning discipline. They would act as a “copilot”
(Dakhel et al., 2023; GitHub, Inc.) for researchers
(Figure 1), specifically, given the research paper,
LLM-agent analyzes and extracts research prob-
lems and propose novel research ideas consisting
of hypothesis (e.g., new models) and experimental
plan, then implement experiments and execute the
implementations to obtain results. In this work,
we focus on all three phases of this research task,
namely, research idea generation, experiment im-
plementation, and implementation execution. Our
goal is to build an LLM-based framework, which
takes as input the paper, outputs research ideas,
and conducts experiments that verify/validate the
hypothesis.

Recently, there have been few works in the do-
main of LLM for scientific discovery, they focus
on various scenarios/parts and largely differ from
ours. Yang et al. (2023); Wang et al. (2024); Qi
et al. (2023a); Baek et al. (2024) only investigate
generating natural language research hypothesis
based on general scientific literature, which is sim-
ilar to stage 1 in our work. Furthermore, they are
not specifically tailored for the Machine Learning
Research domain (MLR); for example, they work
in the open-ended setting without explicit iden-
tification of the research problem/task definition,
which arguably loses focus and is too broad for a
certain machine learning topic. Similarly, they do
not explicitly take into account the limitations of
current/prior work of the methods for the specific
problem.

On the other hand, Huang et al. (2023); Zhang
et al. (2023) target automatically conducting experi-
ments for machine learning tasks, which can poten-
tially accelerate the hypothesis validation processes
(Stage 2 and 3). However, their settings are much
more constricted – they start with a predefined task
and mature code template, instead of research liter-
ature. Moreover, they typically apply small coding
editing, such as trying hyperparameters, without
trying novel approaches such as models and data.
Furthermore, there is no guarantee that their ex-
perimentation process will converge/stop since the
framework when faced with issues, the framework
has no feedback on whether it’s because of the idea
or the bugs in the implementation.

Different from all the above, we aim at tackling

the entire process of machine learning research
across different stages. In response to prior works
limitations and these challenges, we present MLR-
Copilot (Figure 2), a systematic framework de-
signed to enhance machine learning research pro-
ductivity through the automatic generation and im-
plementation/verification of research ideas using
LLM agents. MLR-Copilot operates in three in-
tegrated phases: research idea generation, exper-
iment implementation, and implementation exe-
cution. In this first stage, we construct an input
prompt consisting of relevant research papers and
extracted research problems (including task def-
inition); then IdeaAgent (Baek et al., 2024), an
LLM-powered agent, takes in the prompt and gen-
erates research hypothesis and experimental plans.
This ensures that the proposed research directions
are well-grounded in existing literature and address
current gaps (Zhang and Teng, 2023; Cohan and
Goharian, 2018; Baek et al., 2024). In the second
stage, the framework translates these experimental
plans into executable experiments. It is facilitated
by ExperimentAgent (Smith et al., 2023), which
incorporates the utility of model and data retrieval,
and leverages retrieved prototype code (from rele-
vant papers) to generate the necessary implementa-
tions (Hocky and White, 2022; Viswanathan et al.,
2023). Later, ExperimentAgent leverages feedback
from the execution results from Stage 3. Finally,
the implementation execution phase, also managed
by ExperimentAgent, involves running the exper-
iments and generating execution/debugging feed-
back, as well as optional human feedback. The
feedback allows for the refinement of the experi-
ment implementations (Stage 2). The implemen-
tation and execution process is iterative, and the
human-in-the-loop feature ensures that the final
research outcomes are robust, reproducible, and
scientifically sound (Viswanathan et al., 2023).

This paper details the architecture and function-
alities of our automated research framework. We
conduct manual and automatic evaluations on gen-
erated hypotheses and experimental executions/re-
sults. We also present case studies demonstrat-
ing the practical applications of our system on
five machine learning research papers/problems.
Through evaluations and examples, we illustrate
that our framework can generate novel and feasible
hypotheses for research, enabling researchers to fo-
cus on high-level scientific inquiry and innovation.
We also show that MLR-Copilot is able to help fin-
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Figure 2: Our MLR-Copilot Framework. LLM IdeaAgent (leftmost grey component) performs research idea
generation including hypothesis and experimental design (Stage 1). ExperimentAgent implements and executes the
experiments.

ish the full research process and obtain significant
results/improvements and conclusions.

2 MLR-Copilot Framework

MLR-Copilot automates the generation and im-
plementation of research ideas using LLM agents,
organized into three integrated phases: research
idea generation, experiment implementation, and
implementation execution.

2.1 Research Idea Generation

In the first stage, IdeaAgent, an LLM-powered
agent, generates research hypotheses and experi-
mental plans. For each task, the process begins with
an individual research paper c = {c1, c2, . . . , cn},
where ci represents the selected contents of the pa-
per with Semantic Scholar API2, including the title,
abstract, introduction, and related work.

The input processing involves analyzing the lit-
erature to extract essential information. Specifi-
cally, the initial input prompt is used to extract
research tasks t, research gaps g, and keywords
k = {k1, k2, . . . , km} with LLM. Then P =
{c, t, g, k} are provided to retrieve a set of re-
cent works in the literature, denoted as R =
{r1, r2, . . . , rl}.

IdeaAgent extracts and synthesizes relevant in-
formation from the literature (Baek et al., 2024).
Using updated information, the LLM generates
new hypotheses with prompt detailed as P1 =
{P,R} → h based on identified trends and gaps
in the existing research, ensuring both relevance
and grounding in current studies.

2https://www.semanticscholar.org/
product/api.

This initial hypothesis set P1 is then appended
to create a detailed experimental plan P2 =
{P1, h} → e. The experiment plan outlines the
methodology, expected outcomes, and potential
challenges associated with testing the hypothesis.

Finally, we represent a research idea as:

RI = {P,R, h, e}

where: P denotes the information from original
paper, R denotes the recent research findings, h
represents the generated hypothesis, e outlines the
experiment plan.

2.2 Experiment Implementation
The second phase involves translating experimen-
tal plans into executable experiments. This phase
is facilitated by ExperimentAgent, an LLM-based
agent. Given research idea RI that contains exper-
iment plan e, ExperimentAgent performs several
critical actions:

First, it retrieves prototype implementation I
from the original paper. Leveraging existing I , Ex-
perimentAgent adapts and integrates this code, and
optionally retrieves suitable models M∇ from a
model repository M = {M1,M2, . . . ,Mp} to fit
the specific needs of the experimental plan. The se-
lection process is guided by the requirements of the
experimental plan ej , ensuring that the chosen mod-
els are appropriate for the specified tasks. If needed,
relevant datasets D ∈ {D1, D2, . . . , Dq} are iden-
tified and retrieved. We ensure that these datasets
align with the experimental requirements by post-
checkup, facilitating accurate and comprehensive
testing of the hypotheses (Hocky and White, 2022).

The ExperimentAgent modifies the code to en-
sure compatibility with the selected models and

https://www.semanticscholar.org/product/api
https://www.semanticscholar.org/product/api


datasets (Viswanathan et al., 2023). Finally, the
retrieved models, datasets, and prototype code are
integrated into a cohesive experimental setup with
experimental implementation (I,M∇,D) → S,
ExperimentAgent ensures seamless interaction be-
tween these components, preparing the experimen-
tal setup for execution.

2.3 Implemetation Execution

In the final phase, ExperimentAgent manages the
execution of the experiments. The execution phase
encompasses running the experiments, incorporat-
ing mechanisms for human feedback, and support-
ing iterative debugging.

The experimental setups (I,M∇,D) → S are
executed under the management of ExperimentA-
gent. The agent oversees the allocation of com-
putational resources, monitoring the progress and
performance of the experiments. Additionally, Ex-
perimentAgent integrates mechanisms for human
feedback, allowing researchers to provide input and
adjustments during the execution phase. This feed-
back loop ensures that the experimental design and
implementation can be refined in real-time.

From the global point of view, ExperimentA-
gent provides feedback and enables researchers (or
stage 1) to refine their hypotheses and experimental
designs based on intermediate and final execution
results (e.g. feasibility). This iterative approach
ensures that the final research outcomes are robust,
reproducible, and scientifically sound.
3 Experiments

3.1 Experimental Setup and Datasets

To evaluate the effectiveness of MLR-Copilot , we
conduct experiments across five machine learning
research task papers. These tasks of the papers
were chosen to cover a range of domains and com-
plexities, demonstrating the versatility and robust-
ness of our framework.

SemRel (Ousidhoum et al., 2024) from SemEval
2024 Task 1 focuses on semantic textual related-
ness across 13 languages and is popular for its di-
versity and real-world relevance. We use the super-
vised track for our experiments and adopt Pearson
correlation as the metrics.

MLAgentBenchmark (Huang et al., 2023) in-
cludes several datasets for evaluating LLMs in
automated research idea generation and imple-
mentation. We use the following datasets: feed-
back (ELLIPSE) (Franklin et al., 2022; Doe and

Smith, 2023) used for machine learning-based
feedback prediction, suitable for regression tasks
like MCRMSE. IMDB (Maas et al., 2011) con-
sists of movie reviews labeled by sentiment, com-
monly used for sentiment analysis and NLP tasks.
Spaceship-Titanic dataset predicts passenger sur-
vival based on features like passenger class, age,
and ticket fare. Identify-Contrails involves identify-
ing contrails in satellite images, suitable for image
classification tasks. Classification accuracy is used
as the metric for these tasks.

3.2 Evaluation and Results

We evaluate different stages of our framework, i.e.
the hypothesis generation stage (Section 3.2.1), the
experiment implementation and implementation
execution stages (Section 3.2.2) separately.

3.2.1 Evaluating Research Idea Generation

Following the setting of (Baek et al., 2024), we
conduct both manual evaluations and automated
evaluations. For baselines, we compare to an LLM
in (Baek et al., 2024) which prompts with only a
core paper to generate research ideas.

For manual evaluation, we invite three domain
expert reviewers to assess the generated hypothe-
ses based on criteria adapted from the (Baek et al.,
2024): clarity, validity, rigor, innovativeness, and
generalizability. Additionally, the experimental
designs are evaluated for clarity, validity, robust-
ness, feasibility, and reproducibility. Each criterion
is scored on a 5-point Likert scale(refer to (Baek
et al., 2024) for detailed definitions), with human
researchers who have published at least three pa-
pers providing the annotations.

For automated evaluation, we employ an LLM
reviewing agent to assess the clarity and validity of
the hypotheses and the robustness and feasibility
of the experimental designs, scoring each criterion
on a 5-point Likert scale. Similarity analysis is
performed to compare the new hypotheses with the

Method Criteria Baseline LLM IdeaAgent

Manual

Clarity 3.7 4.3
Validity 3.8 4.1
Rigor 3.5 4.2

Innovativeness 3.1 3.9
Generalizability 3.6 4.0

Automated
Clarity 2.9 4.4
Validity 3.2 4.6

Similarity 0.32 0.16

Table 1: Evaluation results for generated hypotheses.
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Figure 3: An illustrative case study demonstrating the practical application of MLR-Copilot for sentiment analysis
on the ELLIPSE dataset. The diagram shows the interaction between the ExperimentAgent, Action Executor, and
various Utility Modules. The action log details steps taken to inspect, execute, and retrieve models, with observations
and feedback guiding iterative improvements in the experimental implementation and model performance.

original hypotheses from existing papers on a scale
from 0 to 1.

Method Criteria Baseline LLM IdeaAgent

Manual

Clarity 3.4 4.3
Validity 3.7 4.2

Robustness 3.5 4.0
Feasibility 3.8 4.1

Reproducibility 3.6 4.2

Automated
Robustness 3.1 4.3
Feasibility 3.3 4.4

Table 2: Evaluation results for experimental design.

Table 1 and Table 2 present evaluation results
comparing IdeaAgent to baseline across various
criteria for generated hypotheses and experimen-
tal design. IdeaAgent consistently outperforms
the baseline in both manual and automated assess-
ments. Furthermore, the similarity scores indicate
that IdeaAgent generates hypotheses with lower
similarity to existing ones, suggesting more novel
contributions.

3.2.2 Evaluating Experiment Implementation
and Implementation Execution

We assess experiment implementation and execu-
tion by measuring average task performance im-
provement and success rate over 8 trials with hu-
man instructions comparing to the prototype code.

Task GPT-4 Claude v2.1 Baseline

SemRel 15.2 14.5 0.0
imdb 78.5 67.3 0.0
spaceship-titanic 45.8 48.4 0.0
feedback (ELLIPSE) 49.2 55.3 0.0
identify-contrails 10.0 4.6 0.0

Average 39.74 38.0 0.0

Table 3: Average percentage improvement of the perfor-
mance metric over the baseline in prototype code.

Tables 3 and 4 demonstrate both GPT-4 and
Claude outperform the prototype in experiments.
Notably, GPT-4 achieves the highest average im-
provement, and reaches a success rate of 40.0%
compared to 27.5% of Claude v2.1, highlighting



Task GPT-4 Claude v2.1 Prototype Code

SemRel 50.0 37.5 0.0
imdb 50.0 12.5 0.0
spaceship-titanic 62.5 75.0 0.0
feedback (ELLIPSE) 25.0 12.5 0.0
identify-contrails 12.5 0.0 0.0

Average 40.0 27.5 0.0

Table 4: Success rate over 8 trials where the LM-based
agent achieves a 10% improvement on the performance
metric over the baseline in the prototype code.

its superior effectiveness.

4 Analysis: Case Study for Sentiment
Analysis Research

To demonstrate MLR-Copilot’s practical applica-
tion, we conducted a case study where researchers
used the system to generate hypotheses and conduct
sentiment analysis experiments on the ELLIPSE
dataset. As shown in Figure 3, the process involves
interaction between the ExperimentAgent, Action
Executor, and various Utility Modules.

The action sequences illustrate how the MLR-
Copilot system helps researchers systematically
generate hypotheses and conduct experiments. The
system inspects scripts, executes models, retrieves
models, and analyzes results. Details are provided
in Appendix A (IdeaAgent) and B (ExperimentA-
gent). This comprehensive action log highlights
the MLR-Copilot’s systematic approach, allow-
ing researchers to understand, modify, and execute
scripts for sentiment analysis. Each action, driven
by reasoning, objectives, observations, and feed-
back, refines the model and experimental design,
leading to successful evaluation.

5 Related Work

5.1 LLM as Scientific Agents.

The automation of idea generation in scientific re-
search received great interest, particularly with the
advent of LLMs. Previous studies have explored
the potential of LLMs to assist in generating hy-
potheses and research questions based on literature-
based discovery (Swanson, 1986). For instance,
LLMs have been leveraged to provide initial drafts
of research questions and even entire research pro-
posals (Brown et al., 2020; Zhong et al., 2023; Qi
et al., 2023b; Yang et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2024).
However, these efforts primarily focus on the hy-
potheses generation phase but not on implementing

and validating them. On the contrary, our work fo-
cuses on more realistic settings, investigating build-
ing LLM agents that tackle the entire process and
how each stage can benefit and provide feedback
for other stages.

Also related to our work are concurrent papers
that explore using LLM for AutoML type of tasks
(ScienceDirect, 2023; Zhang et al., 2023). For in-
stance, Huang et al. (2023) benchmarks language
models in the machine learning domain, with MLA-
gent handling diverse tasks across datasets and
models, and MLAgentBench allowing performance
comparisons among MLAgents on standardized
tasks. In contrast to our work on automatic ML
research with broad utilities (action space), these
models operate under more restricted conditions,
focusing on predefined tasks with existing code
and limited interaction ability based on paramet-
ric knowledge. Concurrent to our work, Lu et al.
(2024) propose AI Scientist: a framework for gen-
erating ideas, implementing and executing experi-
ments, and summarizing results into ML papers.

5.2 Model and Data Retrieval Systems.

Efficient models and data retrieval are critical com-
ponents of modern AI systems. Hugging Face’s
Datasets and Model Hub provide researchers with
vast repositories of datasets and pre-trained models
(Lhoest et al., 2021; Wolf et al., 2020). These sys-
tems enable users to find relevant data and models
quickly through natural language prompts, facili-
tating seamless integration into the research work-
flow. Our framework incorporates the model and
data retrieval utilities, which play a crucial role
in the experiment implementation process based
on natural language prompts (Viswanathan et al.,
2023). This allows for translating research ques-
tions and problem statements into specific model
requirements, facilitating the automated retrieval
of the most relevant models for hypothesis testing
and validation.

6 Conclusion

We propose MLR-Copilot, a framework for au-
tomating machine learning research using LLM
agents. It helps generate novel research ideas, im-
plements & executes the experiments, and refines
the implementations based on both automatic and
human feedback. Evaluations from domain experts
highlight it as a powerful tool for research idea
generation and the experimentation process.
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A IdeaAgent Example: Sentiment Analysis Paper

A.1 Hypothesis Generation Prompt:

You are an AI assistant whose primary goal is to propose innovative,
rigorous, and valid methodologies to solve newly identified
scientific problems derived from existing scientific literature,
in order to empower researchers to pioneer groundbreaking
solutions that catalyze breakthroughs in their fields.

You are going to propose a scientific method to address a specific
research problem. Your method should be clear, innovative,
rigorous, valid, and generalizable. This will be based on a deep
understanding of the research problem, its rationale, existing
studies, and various entities. Understanding of the research
problem, existing studies, and entities is essential:

- The research problem has been formulated based on an in-depth
review of existing studies

and a potential exploration of relevant entities, which should be the
cornerstone of your method

development.
- The existing studies refer to the target paper that has been

pivotal in identifying the problem, as
well as the related papers that have been additionally referenced in

the problem discovery phase,
all serving as foundational material for developing the method.
- The entities can include topics, keywords, individuals, events, or

any subjects with possible
direct or indirect connections to the existing studies, serving as

auxiliary sources of inspiration or
information that may be instrumental in method development.
Your approach should be systematic:
- Start by thoroughly reading the research problem and its rationale,

to understand your primary
focus.
- Next, proceed to review the titles and abstracts of existing

studies, to gain a broader perspective
and insights relevant to the primary research topic.
- Finally, explore the entities to further broaden your perspective,

drawing upon a diverse pool of
inspiration and information, while keeping in mind that not all may

be relevant.
I am going to provide the research problem, existing studies (target

paper & related papers), and
entities, as follows:

Title
Dataset and Baseline for Automatic Student Feedback Analysis

Abstract



This paper presents a student feedback corpus containing 3000
instances of feedback written by university students. The dataset
has been annotated for aspect terms, opinion terms, polarities of
the opinion terms towards targeted aspects, document-level opinion
polarities, and sentence separations. A hierarchical taxonomy for
aspect categorization covering all areas of the teaching-learning
process was developed. Both implicit and explicit aspects were

annotated using this taxonomy. The paper discusses the annotation
methodology, difficulties faced during the annotation, and details
about aspect term categorization. The annotated corpus can be

used for Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and
Document Level Sentiment Analysis. Baseline results for all three
tasks are provided.

Introduction
The paper introduces the need for a comprehensive dataset for

automatic analysis of student feedback to improve the teaching-
learning process. Previous datasets were limited in scope and
lacked comprehensive annotations necessary for detailed analysis.
The authors aimed to fill this gap by creating a dataset that
includes detailed annotations for various aspects of student
feedback. The introduction outlines the importance of aspect-level
sentiment analysis and the potential applications of the dataset

in educational research.

Related Work
The related work section reviews existing datasets and methodologies

for sentiment analysis and feedback categorization in educational
contexts. It highlights the limitations of previous works, such as
the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations and the focus on

document-level sentiment analysis. The authors compare their work
with existing datasets and emphasize the novelty of their approach
in providing a more granular level of annotation.

Research Tasks (t)
The primary research tasks undertaken in this study include the

creation of a comprehensive student feedback corpus, consisting of
3000 instances of feedback written by university students. The

feedback data is meticulously annotated for aspect terms, opinion
terms, and the polarities of these opinion terms towards targeted
aspects. Additionally, the study involves the development of a
hierarchical taxonomy for aspect categorization, covering all
areas of the teaching-learning process. Baseline results for
Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and Document
Level Sentiment Analysis are also provided, using the annotated
corpus as a benchmark.

Research Gaps (g)
This research addresses several critical gaps in the field. One

significant gap is the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations
in existing datasets, which limits the granularity required for in



-depth sentiment analysis. Previous works have primarily focused
on document-level sentiment analysis, neglecting the need for a
more nuanced understanding of specific feedback aspects. Another
gap is the absence of a comprehensive feedback dataset that
includes both implicit and explicit aspects, annotated with a
detailed methodology. The study also tackles the challenges faced
during the annotation process, ensuring accuracy and consistency
in the data.

Keywords (k)
Student Feedback Corpus, Aspect Terms, Opinion Terms,Polarity

Hierarchical Taxonomy, Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment
Analysis, Document Level Sentiment Analysis

Recent works(R)

Title: "Students feedback analysis model using deep learning-based
method and linguistic knowledge for intelligent educational
systems"

* Abstract: This study explores a new deep learning-based method for
designing an automated system to analyze student feedback more
accurately, termed DTLP (Deep Learning and Teaching Process). DTLP
integrates convolutional neural networks (CNNs), bidirectional

LSTM (BiLSTM), and attention mechanisms to address various
challenges in sentiment analysis, such as semantic context, word
sense variations, and contextual polarity. The method combines
statistical, linguistic, and sentiment knowledge features to
enhance the accuracy of sentiment classification and provide
comprehensive feedback analysis.

Title: "An Automated Approach for Analysing Students Feedback Using
Sentiment Analysis Techniques"

* Abstract: This paper discusses a machine learning approach to
classify the sentiment of student feedback on MOOCs. It uses a
combination of machine learning models and sentiment analysis
techniques to evaluate the feedback’s polarity and provide
insights into students’ learning experiences. The approach aims to
support educational institutions in improving teaching quality by
analyzing feedback data collected over several semesters.

With the provided research problem, existing studies, and entities,
your objective now is to formulate a method that not only
leverages these resources but also strives to be clear, innovative
, rigorous, valid, and generalizable. Before crafting the method,
revisit the research problem, to ensure it remains the focal point
of your method development process.



Research problem: {researchProblem}

Rationale: {researchProblemRationale}

Then, following your review of the above content, please proceed to
propose your method with its rationale, in the format of

Method:

Rationale:



A.2 Experiment Generation Prompt:

You are an AI assistant whose primary goal is to design robust,
feasible, and impactful experiments based on identified scientific
problems and proposed methodologies from existing scientific

literature, in order to enable researchers to systematically test
hypotheses and validate groundbreaking discoveries that can
transform their respective fields.

User Message
You are going to design an experiment, aimed at validating a proposed

method to address a
specific research problem. Your experiment design should be clear,

robust, reproducible, valid,
and feasible. This will be based on a deep understanding of the

research problem, scientific
method, existing studies, and various entities.

Understanding of the research problem, scientific method, existing
studies, and entities is essential:

- The research problem has been formulated based on an in-depth
review of existing studies and a

potential exploration of relevant entities.
- The scientific method has been proposed to tackle the research

problem, which has been informed by insights gained from existing
studies and relevant entities.

- The existing studies refer to the target paper that has been
pivotal in identifying the problem and method, as well as the
related papers that have been additionally referenced in the
discovery phase of the problem and method, all serving as
foundational material for designing the experiment.

- The entities can include topics, keywords, individuals, events, or
any subjects with possible direct or indirect connections to the
existing studies, serving as auxiliary sources of inspiration or
information that may be instrumental in your experiment design.

Your approach should be systematic:
- Start by thoroughly reading the research problem and its rationale

followed by the proposed method and its rationale, to pinpoint
your primary focus.

- Next, proceed to review the titles and abstracts of existing
studies, to gain a broader perspective and insights relevant to
the primary research topic.

- Finally, explore the entities to further broaden your perspective,
drawing upon a diverse pool of inspiration and information, while
keeping in mind that not all may be relevant. With the provided
research problem, scientific method, existing studies, and
entities, your objective now is to design an experiment that not
only leverages these resources but also strives to be clear,
robust, reproducible, valid, and feasible. Before crafting the
experiment design, revisit the research problem and proposed
method, to ensure they remain at the center of your experiment



design process.

Research Problem:
’’’
Title:
Dataset and Baseline for Automatic Student Feedback Analysis

Abstract:
This paper presents a student feedback corpus containing 3000

instances of feedback written by university students. The dataset
has been annotated for aspect terms, opinion terms, polarities of
the opinion terms towards targeted aspects, document-level opinion
polarities, and sentence separations. A hierarchical taxonomy for
aspect categorization covering all areas of the teaching-learning
process was developed. Both implicit and explicit aspects were

annotated using this taxonomy. The paper discusses the annotation
methodology, difficulties faced during the annotation, and details
about aspect term categorization. The annotated corpus can be

used for Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and
Document Level Sentiment Analysis. Baseline results for all three
tasks are provided.

Introduction:
The paper introduces the need for a comprehensive dataset for

automatic analysis of student feedback to improve the teaching-
learning process. Previous datasets were limited in scope and
lacked comprehensive annotations necessary for detailed analysis.
The authors aimed to fill this gap by creating a dataset that
includes detailed annotations for various aspects of student
feedback. The introduction outlines the importance of aspect-level
sentiment analysis and the potential applications of the dataset

in educational research.

Related Work:
The related work section reviews existing datasets and methodologies

for sentiment analysis and feedback categorization in educational
contexts. It highlights the limitations of previous works, such as
the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations and the focus on

document-level sentiment analysis. The authors compare their work
with existing datasets and emphasize the novelty of their approach
in providing a more granular level of annotation.

Research Tasks (t):
The primary research tasks undertaken in this study include the

creation of a comprehensive student feedback corpus, consisting of
3000 instances of feedback written by university students. The

feedback data is meticulously annotated for aspect terms, opinion
terms, and the polarities of these opinion terms towards targeted
aspects. Additionally, the study involves the development of a
hierarchical taxonomy for aspect categorization, covering all
areas of the teaching-learning process. Baseline results for



Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and Document
Level Sentiment Analysis are also provided, using the annotated
corpus as a benchmark.

Research Gaps (g):
This research addresses several critical gaps in the field. One

significant gap is the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations
in existing datasets, which limits the granularity required for in
-depth sentiment analysis. Previous works have primarily focused
on document-level sentiment analysis, neglecting the need for a
more nuanced understanding of specific feedback aspects. Another
gap is the absence of a comprehensive feedback dataset that
includes both implicit and explicit aspects, annotated with a
detailed methodology. The study also tackles the challenges faced
during the annotation process, ensuring accuracy and consistency
in the data.

Keywords (k)
Student Feedback Corpus, Aspect Terms, Opinion Terms, Polarity

Hierarchical Taxonomy, Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment
Analysis, Document Level Sentiment Analysis

Recent works(R):

Title: "Students feedback analysis model using deep learning-based
method and linguistic knowledge for intelligent educational
systems"

Abstract: This study explores a new deep learning-based method for
designing an automated system to analyze student feedback more
accurately, termed DTLP (Deep Learning and Teaching Process). DTLP
integrates convolutional neural networks (CNNs), bidirectional

LSTM (BiLSTM), and attention mechanisms to address various
challenges in sentiment analysis, such as semantic context, word
sense variations, and contextual polarity. The method combines
statistical, linguistic, and sentiment knowledge features to
enhance the accuracy of sentiment classification and provide
comprehensive feedback analysis.

Title: "An Automated Approach for Analysing Students Feedback Using
Sentiment Analysis Techniques"

Abstract: This paper discusses a machine learning approach to
classify the sentiment of student feedback on MOOCs. It uses a
combination of machine learning models and sentiment analysis
techniques to evaluate the feedback’s polarity and provide
insights into students’ learning experiences. The approach aims to
support educational institutions in improving teaching quality by
analyzing feedback data collected over several semesters.

’’’

Research Ideas:
’’’



Method: Advanced Aspect-Level Sentiment Analysis of Student Feedback
Using a Hybrid Deep Learning Approach

Step 1: Dataset Enhancement

Data Collection and Preprocessing

* Collect additional student feedback from multiple universities to
expand the existing dataset.

* Preprocess the data to ensure uniformity in annotation and
eliminate noise, such as redundant information and grammatical
errors.

Annotation Refinement

* Use advanced NLP techniques to further refine the aspect terms,
opinion terms, and polarities.

* Incorporate semi-supervised learning methods to improve annotation
accuracy, utilizing both manual and automated processes.

Step 2: Model Development
Hybrid Model Architecture

* Develop a hybrid model that integrates CNN, BiLSTM, and attention
mechanisms, similar to the DTLP approach mentioned in the recent
work by DTLP (Deep Learning and Teaching Process).

* Incorporate a Transformer-based model (like BERT) to capture
contextual nuances and improve the understanding of implicit
aspects.

Feature Integration

* Enhance the feature set by combining statistical, linguistic, and
sentiment knowledge features with word embeddings.

* Include sentiment shifter rules and contextual polarity indicators
to address challenges in sentiment analysis.

Step 3: Training and Validation
Model Training

* Train the hybrid model using the enhanced dataset.

* Use cross-validation techniques to ensure robustness and prevent
overfitting.

Baseline Comparisons

* Compare the model’s performance with baseline results provided in
the original study and other recent works.

* Use metrics such as accuracy, precision, recall, and F1-score to
evaluate model performance across different tasks, including
Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and Document
Level Sentiment Analysis.

Step 4: Iterative Refinement
Feedback Loop

* Implement an iterative feedback loop where the model’s predictions
are reviewed and corrected, improving the model iteratively.

* Engage domain experts in the review process to ensure the relevance
and accuracy of the feedback. Continuous Learning



* Utilize active learning techniques to continuously update the model
with new data, ensuring it remains up-to-date with current trends
in student feedback.

Step 5: Deployment and Application
Integration with Educational Systems

* Deploy the model as a part of an intelligent educational system to
analyze student feedback in real-time.

* Provide actionable insights to educators and administrators to
improve teaching methods and curriculum design. User Interface
Development

* Develop an intuitive user interface that allows educators to
interact with the model, view feedback analysis, and generate
reports.

Rationale:
The proposed method leverages advanced deep learning techniques and

integrates multiple features to address the critical gaps
identified in existing studies. By enhancing the dataset and
refining the annotation process, the model achieves a higher level
of granularity and accuracy in sentiment analysis. The hybrid

model architecture combines the strengths of CNNs, BiLSTMs, and
Transformers, allowing for comprehensive feature extraction and
contextual understanding. The iterative refinement process ensures
continuous improvement and adaptability to new data, while the

deployment phase emphasizes practical application and real-time
feedback analysis. This systematic approach aims to provide a
robust, scalable, and generalizable solution to improve the
analysis of student feedback, ultimately contributing to enhanced
educational outcomes.

Then, following your review of the above content, please proceed to
outline your experiment with its rationale, in the format of

Experiment:
Rationale:



A.3 Generated research idea

Research Problem:
’’’
Title:
Dataset and Baseline for Automatic Student Feedback Analysis

Abstract:
This paper presents a student feedback corpus containing 3000

instances of feedback written by university students. The dataset
has been annotated for aspect terms, opinion terms, polarities of
the opinion terms towards targeted aspects, document-level opinion
polarities, and sentence separations. A hierarchical taxonomy for
aspect categorization covering all areas of the teaching-learning
process was developed. Both implicit and explicit aspects were

annotated using this taxonomy. The paper discusses the annotation
methodology, difficulties faced during the annotation, and details
about aspect term categorization. The annotated corpus can be

used for Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and
Document Level Sentiment Analysis. Baseline results for all three
tasks are provided.

Introduction:
The paper introduces the need for a comprehensive dataset for

automatic analysis of student feedback to improve the teaching-
learning process. Previous datasets were limited in scope and
lacked comprehensive annotations necessary for detailed analysis.
The authors aimed to fill this gap by creating a dataset that
includes detailed annotations for various aspects of student
feedback. The introduction outlines the importance of aspect-level
sentiment analysis and the potential applications of the dataset

in educational research.

Related Work:
The related work section reviews existing datasets and methodologies

for sentiment analysis and feedback categorization in educational
contexts. It highlights the limitations of previous works, such as
the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations and the focus on

document-level sentiment analysis. The authors compare their work
with existing datasets and emphasize the novelty of their approach
in providing a more granular level of annotation.

Research Tasks (t):
The primary research tasks undertaken in this study include the

creation of a comprehensive student feedback corpus, consisting of
3000 instances of feedback written by university students. The

feedback data is meticulously annotated for aspect terms, opinion
terms, and the polarities of these opinion terms towards targeted
aspects. Additionally, the study involves the development of a
hierarchical taxonomy for aspect categorization, covering all
areas of the teaching-learning process. Baseline results for
Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and Document



Level Sentiment Analysis are also provided, using the annotated
corpus as a benchmark.

Research Gaps (g):
This research addresses several critical gaps in the field. One

significant gap is the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations
in existing datasets, which limits the granularity required for in
-depth sentiment analysis. Previous works have primarily focused
on document-level sentiment analysis, neglecting the need for a
more nuanced understanding of specific feedback aspects. Another
gap is the absence of a comprehensive feedback dataset that
includes both implicit and explicit aspects, annotated with a
detailed methodology. The study also tackles the challenges faced
during the annotation process, ensuring accuracy and consistency
in the data.

Keywords (k)
Student Feedback Corpus, Aspect Terms, Opinion Terms, Polarity
Hierarchical Taxonomy, Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment

Analysis, Document Level Sentiment Analysis

Recent works(R):

Title: "Students feedback analysis model using deep learning-based
method and linguistic knowledge for intelligent educational
systems"

Abstract: This study explores a new deep learning-based method for
designing an automated system to analyze student feedback more
accurately, termed DTLP (Deep Learning and Teaching Process). DTLP
integrates convolutional neural networks (CNNs), bidirectional

LSTM (BiLSTM), and attention mechanisms to address various
challenges in sentiment analysis, such as semantic context, word
sense variations, and contextual polarity. The method combines
statistical, linguistic, and sentiment knowledge features to
enhance the accuracy of sentiment classification and provide
comprehensive feedback analysis.

Title: "An Automated Approach for Analysing Students Feedback Using
Sentiment Analysis Techniques"

Abstract: This paper discusses a machine learning approach to
classify the sentiment of student feedback on MOOCs. It uses a
combination of machine learning models and sentiment analysis
techniques to evaluate the feedback’s polarity and provide
insights into students’ learning experiences. The approach aims to
support educational institutions in improving teaching quality by
analyzing feedback data collected over several semesters.

’’’

Research Ideas:
’’’



Method: Advanced Aspect-Level Sentiment Analysis of Student Feedback
Using a Hybrid Deep Learning Approach

Step 1: Dataset Enhancement
Data Collection and Preprocessing

* Collect additional student feedback from multiple universities to
expand the existing dataset.

* Preprocess the data to ensure uniformity in annotation and
eliminate noise, such as redundant information and grammatical
errors.

Annotation Refinement

* Use advanced NLP techniques to further refine the aspect terms,
opinion terms, and polarities.

* Incorporate semi-supervised learning methods to improve annotation
accuracy, utilizing both manual and automated processes.

Step 2: Model Development
Hybrid Model Architecture

* Develop a hybrid model that integrates CNN, BiLSTM, and attention
mechanisms, similar to the DTLP approach mentioned in the recent
work by DTLP (Deep Learning and Teaching Process).

* Incorporate a Transformer-based model (like BERT) to capture
contextual nuances and improve the understanding of implicit
aspects.

Feature Integration

* Enhance the feature set by combining statistical, linguistic, and
sentiment knowledge features with word embeddings.

* Include sentiment shifter rules and contextual polarity indicators
to address challenges in sentiment analysis.

Step 3: Training and Validation
Model Training

* Train the hybrid model using the enhanced dataset.

* Use cross-validation techniques to ensure robustness and prevent
overfitting.

Baseline Comparisons

* Compare the model’s performance with baseline results provided in
the original study and other recent works.

* Use metrics such as accuracy, precision, recall, and F1-score to
evaluate model performance across different tasks, including
Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and Document
Level Sentiment Analysis.

Step 4: Iterative Refinement
Feedback Loop

* Implement an iterative feedback loop where the model’s predictions
are reviewed and corrected, improving the model iteratively.

* Engage domain experts in the review process to ensure the relevance
and accuracy of the feedback.

Continuous Learning

* Utilize active learning techniques to continuously update the model
with new data, ensuring it remains up-to-date with current trends



in student feedback.

Step 5: Deployment and Application
Integration with Educational Systems

* Deploy the model as a part of an intelligent educational system to
analyze student feedback in real-time.

* Provide actionable insights to educators and administrators to
improve teaching methods and curriculum design.

User Interface Development

* Develop an intuitive user interface that allows educators to
interact with the model, view feedback analysis, and generate
reports.

Rationale:
The proposed method leverages advanced deep learning techniques and

integrates multiple features to address the critical gaps
identified in existing studies. By enhancing the dataset and
refining the annotation process, the model achieves a higher level
of granularity and accuracy in sentiment analysis. The hybrid

model architecture combines the strengths of CNNs, BiLSTMs, and
Transformers, allowing for comprehensive feature extraction and
contextual understanding. The iterative refinement process ensures
continuous improvement and adaptability to new data, while the

deployment phase emphasizes practical application and real-time
feedback analysis. This systematic approach aims to provide a
robust, scalable, and generalizable solution to improve the
analysis of student feedback, ultimately contributing to enhanced
educational outcomes.

Experiment: Validating the Hybrid Deep Learning Approach for Aspect-
Level Sentiment Analysis of Student Feedback

Objective:
To validate the effectiveness of the proposed hybrid deep learning

approach (combining CNN, BiLSTM, and Transformer models) for
aspect-level sentiment analysis of student feedback by comparing
its performance with baseline methods and recent works.

Research Problem:
Current sentiment analysis models for student feedback lack detailed

aspect-level annotations and fail to address implicit aspects and
contextual nuances in feedback data.

Proposed Method:
A hybrid deep learning model integrating CNN, BiLSTM, and Transformer

-based models (like BERT) to enhance aspect-level sentiment
analysis. The method incorporates sentiment shifter rules and
contextual polarity indicators to address challenges in sentiment
analysis.

Experiment Design:
1. Dataset Preparation:



* Existing Dataset: Use the dataset provided by Herath et al.
(2022) with 3000 instances of student feedback, annotated for
aspect terms, opinion terms, polarities, and document-level
sentiments.

* Data Augmentation: Expand the dataset by collecting additional
feedback from multiple universities, ensuring diversity in
feedback data.

2. Preprocessing:

* Clean the data to remove noise and inconsistencies.

* Tokenize the text and apply part-of-speech tagging.

* Annotate additional feedback instances using the refined
hierarchical taxonomy.

3. Model Training:

* Baseline Models: Implement and train traditional machine
learning models (e.g., SVM, Naive Bayes) and existing deep
learning models (e.g., LSTM, BiLSTM) for sentiment analysis.

* Proposed Hybrid Model: Train the proposed hybrid model
combining CNN, BiLSTM, and Transformer (BERT) layers. Use pre-
trained embeddings and fine-tune on the feedback dataset.

4. Feature Extraction:

* Extract features using word embeddings, sentiment shifter rules
, and contextual polarity indicators.

* Integrate statistical, linguistic, and sentiment knowledge
features with word embeddings to form a comprehensive feature
set.

5. Evaluation Metrics:

* Measure the performance of models using accuracy, precision,
recall, and F1-score.

* Perform aspect-level evaluation by analyzing the accuracy of
aspect term extraction and sentiment classification.

6. Experiment Execution:

* Training Phase: Train the baseline models and the proposed
hybrid model on the training dataset.

* Validation Phase: Validate the models using cross-validation
techniques to ensure robustness and prevent overfitting.

* Testing Phase: Evaluate the models on a held-out test set to
compare their performance.

7. Comparison and Analysis:

* Compare the performance of the proposed hybrid model with
baseline models and recent works, such as DTLP and other
sentiment analysis techniques.

* Analyze the results to identify strengths and weaknesses of the
proposed model in handling aspect-level sentiment analysis

and implicit aspects.
8. Iterative Refinement:

* Implement an iterative feedback loop where predictions are
reviewed and corrected, improving model performance over
iterations.

* Engage domain experts to review the model’s predictions and
provide feedback for further refinement.

9. Deployment:



* Integrate the validated model into an intelligent educational
system for real-time feedback analysis.

* Develop a user interface to allow educators to interact with
the model, view feedback analysis, and generate reports.

Rationale:
The proposed experiment aims to systematically validate the hybrid

deep learning model’s ability to handle detailed aspect-level
sentiment analysis, addressing critical gaps identified in
existing studies. By comparing the performance with baseline
models and recent works, the experiment seeks to demonstrate the
model’s effectiveness in extracting aspect terms, identifying
opinion polarities, and understanding implicit aspects in student
feedback. The iterative refinement process ensures continuous
improvement, while deployment in an educational system provides
practical applications for improving teaching quality and student
experiences.

’’’



B ExperimentAgent Example: Sentiment Analysis Research Paper

You are a helpful research assistant. You have access to the
following tools:

- List Files:
Use this to navigate the file system.
Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: List Files
Action Input: {

"dir_path": [a valid relative path to a directory, such
as "." or "folder1/folder2"]

}
Observation: [The observation will be a list of files and

folders in dir_path or current directory is dir_path is
empty, or an error message if dir_path is invalid.]

‘‘‘

- Copy File:
Use this to copy a file to a new location with a new name.
Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Copy File
Action Input: {

"source": [a valid file name with relative path to
current directory if needed],

"destination": [a valid file name with relative path to
current directory if needed]

}
Observation: [A success message if the file is copied

successfully, or an error message if the file cannot be
copied.]

‘‘‘

- Undo Edit Script:
Use this to undo the last edit of the python script.
Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Undo Edit Script
Action Input: {

"script_name": [a valid python script name with relative
path to current directory if needed]

}
Observation: [The observation will be the content of the

script before the last edit. If the script does not exist,
the observation will be an error message.]

‘‘‘

- Execute Script:



Use this to execute the python script. The script must
already exist.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Execute Script
Action Input: {

"script_name": [a valid python script name with relative
path to current directory if needed]

}
Observation: [The observation will be output of the script or

errors.]
‘‘‘

- Request Help:
Use this to request help from human. Use this only when the

provided tools and files are not enough for accomplishing
necessary steps, such as requesting API reference or
installing a library. So you should check through the
provided tools and files first.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Request Help
Action Input: {

"request": [a detailed description on what to do]
}
Observation: [The observation will be the response from human

.]
‘‘‘

- Final Answer:
Use this to provide the final answer to the current task.
Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Final Answer
Action Input: {

"final_answer": [a detailed description on the final
answer]

}
Observation: [The observation will be empty.]
‘‘‘

- Understand File:
Use this to read the whole file and understand certain

aspects. You should provide detailed description on what
to look for and what should be returned. To get a better
understanding of the file, you can use Inspect Script
Lines action to inspect specific part of the file.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Understand File
Action Input: {



"file_name": [a valid file name with relative path to
current directory if needed],

"things_to_look_for": [a detailed description on what to
look for and what should returned]

}
Observation: [The observation will be a description of

relevant content and lines in the file. If the file does
not exist, the observation will be an error message.]

‘‘‘

- Inspect Script Lines:
Use this to inspect specific part of a python script

precisely, or the full content of a short script. The
number of lines to display is limited to 100 lines. This
is especially helpful when debugging.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Inspect Script Lines
Action Input: {

"script_name": [a valid python script name with relative
path to current directory if needed],

"start_line_number": [a valid line number],
"end_line_number": [a valid line number]

}
Observation: [The observation will be the content of the

script between start_line_number and end_line_number . If
the script does not exist, the observation will be an
error message.]

‘‘‘

- Edit Script (AI):
Use this to do a relatively large but cohesive edit over a

python script. Instead of editing the script directly, you
should describe the edit instruction so that another AI
can help you do this.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Edit Script (AI)
Action Input: {

"script_name": [a valid python script name with relative
path to current directory if needed. An empty sctipt
will be created if it does not exist.],

"edit_instruction": [a detailed step by step description
on how to edit it.],

"save_name": [a valid file name with relative path to
current directory if needed]

}
Observation: [The observation will be the edited content of

the script. If the script does not exist, the observation
will be an error message. You should always double check
whether the edit is correct. If it is far from correct,



you can use the Undo Edit Script action to undo the edit.]
‘‘‘

- Reflection:
Use this to look over all the past steps and reflect. You

should provide detailed description on what to reflect on
and what should be returned.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Reflection
Action Input: {

"things_to_reflect_on": [a detailed description on what
to reflect on and what should be returned]

}
Observation: [The observation will be a the reflection.]
‘‘‘

- Retrieve Dataset:
Retrieve a suitable dataset based on a detailed description

of the requirements. You can load the dataset later from ‘
save_dir‘ using the load_from_disk function of the
HuggingFace datasets library.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Retrieve Dataset
Action Input: {

"instruction": [an instruction on how to generate the
output from the input],

"save_dir": [directory to save the generated dataset dict
to. We recommend saving to data/retrieved/]

}
Observation: [The observation will be a success message if

the dataset was retrieved successfully. Otherwise, an
error message will be returned.]

‘‘‘

- Retrieve Model:
Retrieve a suitable model based on a detailed description of

the requirements. You can obtain the model given the name
using the transformers.AutoModelForSeq2SeqLM.
from_pretrained function.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Retrieve Model
Action Input: {

"instruction": [an instruction on how to generate the
output from the input]

}
Observation: [The observation will be a list of suitable

models. You can choose one of them based on the



requirements.]
‘‘‘

- Process Dataset:
Process dataset based on a detailed description of the

requirements. You can load the processed data later from ‘
save_dirs‘ using the load_from_disk function of the
HuggingFace datasets library. The input text will be in
the ‘model_input‘ column and the output text will be in
the ‘model_output‘ column.

Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Process Dataset
Action Input: {

"instruction": [an instruction on how to generate the
output from the input],

"load_dirs": [directories to load the dataset dicts from,
separated by colons],

"save_dirs": [directories to save the processed dataset
dicts to, separated by colons. The order should match
the order of the loaded datasets. We recommend saving
to data/processed/]

}
Observation: [The observation will be a success message if

the data was processed successfully. Otherwise, an error
message will be returned.]

‘‘‘

- Train Model:
Train a Seq2Seq model from HuggingFace transformers library

using the processed datasets and given hyperparameters.
Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Train Model
Action Input: {

"model_name": [name of the model to train],
"load_dirs": [directories to load the dataset dicts from,

separated by colons],
"result_dir": [directory to save the trained model and

tokenizer to. We recommend using results/{trial_id}/.
The trained model will be available as ‘{result_dir}/
trained_model/‘ and the tokenizer will be available as
‘{result_dir}/trained_tokenizer/‘.],

"epochs": [number of epochs to train the model for],
"batch_size": [batch size for training the model],
"warmup_steps": [number of warmup steps for the optimizer

],
"weight_decay": [weight decay for the optimizer],
"learning_rate": [learning rate for the optimizer]

}



Observation: [The observation will be a success message if
the model was trained successfully. Otherwise, an error
message will be returned.]

‘‘‘

- Execute Model on Test Set:
Execute a trained model on the test sets of specified dataset

dicts.
Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Execute Model on Test Set
Action Input: {

"result_dir": [directory where the trained model and
tokenizer are saved],

"load_dirs": [directories to load the dataset dicts from,
separated by colons],

"save_path": [file to save the results of the model
execution in json format],

"batch_size": [batch size for executing the model],
"input_column": [column name of the input text]

}
Observation: [The observation will be a success message if

the model was executed successfully. Otherwise, an error
message will be returned.]

‘‘‘

- Evaluate Model:
Evaluate a trained model on the test sets of specified

dataset dicts.
Usage:
‘‘‘
Action: Evaluate Model
Action Input: {

"load_dirs": [directories to load the dataset dicts from,
separated by colons],

"save_path": [file to load the results of the model
execution in json format],

"output_column": [column name of the output text]
}
Observation: [The values for various evaluation metrics will

be returned.]
‘‘‘

Research Problem:
’’’
Title:
Dataset and Baseline for Automatic Student Feedback Analysis

Abstract:
This paper presents a student feedback corpus containing 3000

instances of feedback written by university students. The dataset



has been annotated for aspect terms, opinion terms, polarities of
the opinion terms towards targeted aspects, document-level opinion
polarities, and sentence separations. A hierarchical taxonomy for
aspect categorization covering all areas of the teaching-learning
process was developed. Both implicit and explicit aspects were

annotated using this taxonomy. The paper discusses the annotation
methodology, difficulties faced during the annotation, and details
about aspect term categorization. The annotated corpus can be

used for Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and
Document Level Sentiment Analysis. Baseline results for all three
tasks are provided.

Introduction:
The paper introduces the need for a comprehensive dataset for

automatic analysis of student feedback to improve the teaching-
learning process. Previous datasets were limited in scope and
lacked comprehensive annotations necessary for detailed analysis.
The authors aimed to fill this gap by creating a dataset that
includes detailed annotations for various aspects of student
feedback. The introduction outlines the importance of aspect-level
sentiment analysis and the potential applications of the dataset

in educational research.

Related Work:
The related work section reviews existing datasets and methodologies

for sentiment analysis and feedback categorization in educational
contexts. It highlights the limitations of previous works, such as
the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations and the focus on

document-level sentiment analysis. The authors compare their work
with existing datasets and emphasize the novelty of their approach
in providing a more granular level of annotation.

Research Tasks (t):
The primary research tasks undertaken in this study include the

creation of a comprehensive student feedback corpus, consisting of
3000 instances of feedback written by university students. The

feedback data is meticulously annotated for aspect terms, opinion
terms, and the polarities of these opinion terms towards targeted
aspects. Additionally, the study involves the development of a
hierarchical taxonomy for aspect categorization, covering all
areas of the teaching-learning process. Baseline results for
Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and Document
Level Sentiment Analysis are also provided, using the annotated
corpus as a benchmark.

Research Gaps (g):
This research addresses several critical gaps in the field. One

significant gap is the lack of detailed aspect-level annotations
in existing datasets, which limits the granularity required for in
-depth sentiment analysis. Previous works have primarily focused
on document-level sentiment analysis, neglecting the need for a



more nuanced understanding of specific feedback aspects. Another
gap is the absence of a comprehensive feedback dataset that
includes both implicit and explicit aspects, annotated with a
detailed methodology. The study also tackles the challenges faced
during the annotation process, ensuring accuracy and consistency
in the data.

Keywords (k)
Student Feedback Corpus, Aspect Terms, Opinion Terms, Polarity
Hierarchical Taxonomy, Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment

Analysis, Document Level Sentiment Analysis

Recent works(R):
Title: "Students feedback analysis model using deep learning-based

method and linguistic knowledge for intelligent educational
systems"

Abstract: This study explores a new deep learning-based method for
designing an automated system to analyze student feedback more
accurately, termed DTLP (Deep Learning and Teaching Process). DTLP
integrates convolutional neural networks (CNNs), bidirectional

LSTM (BiLSTM), and attention mechanisms to address various
challenges in sentiment analysis, such as semantic context, word
sense variations, and contextual polarity. The method combines
statistical, linguistic, and sentiment knowledge features to
enhance the accuracy of sentiment classification and provide
comprehensive feedback analysis.

Title: "An Automated Approach for Analysing Students Feedback Using
Sentiment Analysis Techniques"

Abstract: This paper discusses a machine learning approach to
classify the sentiment of student feedback on MOOCs. It uses a
combination of machine learning models and sentiment analysis
techniques to evaluate the feedback’s polarity and provide
insights into students’ learning experiences. The approach aims to
support educational institutions in improving teaching quality by
analyzing feedback data collected over several semesters.

’’’

Research Ideas:
’’’
Method: Advanced Aspect-Level Sentiment Analysis of Student Feedback

Using a Hybrid Deep Learning Approach

Step 1: Dataset Enhancement
Data Collection and Preprocessing

* Collect additional student feedback from multiple universities to
expand the existing dataset.

* Preprocess the data to ensure uniformity in annotation and
eliminate noise, such as redundant information and grammatical
errors.

Annotation Refinement



* Use advanced NLP techniques to further refine the aspect terms,
opinion terms, and polarities.

* Incorporate semi-supervised learning methods to improve annotation
accuracy, utilizing both manual and automated processes.

Step 2: Model Development
Hybrid Model Architecture

* Develop a hybrid model that integrates CNN, BiLSTM, and attention
mechanisms, similar to the DTLP approach mentioned in the recent
work by DTLP (Deep Learning and Teaching Process).

* Incorporate a Transformer-based model (like BERT) to capture
contextual nuances and improve the understanding of implicit
aspects.

Feature Integration

* Enhance the feature set by combining statistical, linguistic, and
sentiment knowledge features with word embeddings.

* Include sentiment shifter rules and contextual polarity indicators
to address challenges in sentiment analysis.

Step 3: Training and Validation
Model Training

* Train the hybrid model using the enhanced dataset.

* Use cross-validation techniques to ensure robustness and prevent
overfitting.

Baseline Comparisons

* Compare the model’s performance with baseline results provided in
the original study and other recent works.

* Use metrics such as accuracy, precision, recall, and F1-score to
evaluate model performance across different tasks, including
Aspect Extraction, Aspect Level Sentiment Analysis, and Document
Level Sentiment Analysis.

Step 4: Iterative Refinement
Feedback Loop

* Implement an iterative feedback loop where the model’s predictions
are reviewed and corrected, improving the model iteratively.

* Engage domain experts in the review process to ensure the relevance
and accuracy of the feedback.

Continuous Learning

* Utilize active learning techniques to continuously update the model
with new data, ensuring it remains up-to-date with current trends
in student feedback.

Step 5: Deployment and Application
Integration with Educational Systems

* Deploy the model as a part of an intelligent educational system to
analyze student feedback in real-time.

* Provide actionable insights to educators and administrators to
improve teaching methods and curriculum design.

User Interface Development



* Develop an intuitive user interface that allows educators to
interact with the model, view feedback analysis, and generate
reports.

Rationale:
The proposed method leverages advanced deep learning techniques and

integrates multiple features to address the critical gaps
identified in existing studies. By enhancing the dataset and
refining the annotation process, the model achieves a higher level
of granularity and accuracy in sentiment analysis. The hybrid

model architecture combines the strengths of CNNs, BiLSTMs, and
Transformers, allowing for comprehensive feature extraction and
contextual understanding. The iterative refinement process ensures
continuous improvement and adaptability to new data, while the

deployment phase emphasizes practical application and real-time
feedback analysis. This systematic approach aims to provide a
robust, scalable, and generalizable solution to improve the
analysis of student feedback, ultimately contributing to enhanced
educational outcomes.

Experiment: Validating the Hybrid Deep Learning Approach for Aspect-
Level Sentiment Analysis of Student Feedback

Objective
To validate the effectiveness of the proposed hybrid deep learning

approach (combining CNN, BiLSTM, and Transformer models) for
aspect-level sentiment analysis of student feedback by comparing
its performance with baseline methods and recent works.

Research Problem:
Current sentiment analysis models for student feedback lack detailed

aspect-level annotations and fail to address implicit aspects and
contextual nuances in feedback data.

Proposed Method:
A hybrid deep learning model integrating CNN, BiLSTM, and Transformer

-based models (like BERT) to enhance aspect-level sentiment
analysis. The method incorporates sentiment shifter rules and
contextual polarity indicators to address challenges in sentiment
analysis.

Experiment Design:
1. Dataset Preparation:

* Existing Dataset: Use the dataset provided by Herath et al.
(2022) with 3000 instances of student feedback, annotated for
aspect terms, opinion terms, polarities, and document-level
sentiments.

* Data Augmentation: Expand the dataset by collecting additional
feedback from multiple universities, ensuring diversity in
feedback data.

2. Preprocessing:



* Clean the data to remove noise and inconsistencies.

* Tokenize the text and apply part-of-speech tagging.

* Annotate additional feedback instances using the refined
hierarchical taxonomy.

3. Model Training:

* Baseline Models: Implement and train traditional machine
learning models (e.g., SVM, Naive Bayes) and existing deep
learning models (e.g., LSTM, BiLSTM) for sentiment analysis.

* Proposed Hybrid Model: Train the proposed hybrid model
combining CNN, BiLSTM, and Transformer (BERT) layers. Use pre-
trained embeddings and fine-tune on the feedback dataset.

4. Feature Extraction:

* Extract features using word embeddings, sentiment shifter rules
, and contextual polarity indicators.

* Integrate statistical, linguistic, and sentiment knowledge
features with word embeddings to form a comprehensive feature
set.

5. Evaluation Metrics:

* Measure the performance of models using accuracy, precision,
recall, and F1-score.

* Perform aspect-level evaluation by analyzing the accuracy of
aspect term extraction and sentiment classification.

6. Experiment Execution:

* Training Phase: Train the baseline models and the proposed
hybrid model on the training dataset.

* Validation Phase: Validate the models using cross-validation
techniques to ensure robustness and prevent overfitting.

* Testing Phase: Evaluate the models on a held-out test set to
compare their performance.

7. Comparison and Analysis:

* Compare the performance of the proposed hybrid model with
baseline models and recent works, such as DTLP and other
sentiment analysis techniques.

* Analyze the results to identify strengths and weaknesses of the
proposed model in handling aspect-level sentiment analysis

and implicit aspects.
8. Iterative Refinement:

* Implement an iterative feedback loop where predictions are
reviewed and corrected, improving model performance over
iterations.

* Engage domain experts to review the model’s predictions and
provide feedback for further refinement.

9. Deployment:

* Integrate the validated model into an intelligent educational
system for real-time feedback analysis.

* Develop a user interface to allow educators to interact with
the model, view feedback analysis, and generate reports.

Rationale:
The proposed experiment aims to systematically validate the hybrid

deep learning model’s ability to handle detailed aspect-level



sentiment analysis, addressing critical gaps identified in
existing studies. By comparing the performance with baseline
models and recent works, the experiment seeks to demonstrate the
model’s effectiveness in extracting aspect terms, identifying
opinion polarities, and understanding implicit aspects in student
feedback. The iterative refinement process ensures continuous
improvement, while deployment in an educational system provides
practical applications for improving teaching quality and student
experiences.

’’’

Following the instructions and do not forget them:
- First, come up with a high-level plan based on the understanding of

the stating problem and available tools and record it in the
Research Plan and Status. You can revise the plan later.

- Research Plan and Status should well organized and succinct, keep
track of 1) high-level plan (can be revised), 2) what steps have
been done and what steps are in progress, 3) short results and
conclusions of each step after it has been performed.

- Research Plan and Status must only include progress that has been
made by previous steps. It should not include results not directly
confirmed by the previous observation.

- Performance numbers and estimates can only be confirmed and
included in the status by running the code and observing the
output.

- You should refine the given experiment design that addresses the
problem, and whenever applicable, define and measure the baseline
performance of the relevant system or model before attempting any
improvements.

- Follow the plan and try to achieve the goal as straightforwardly as
possible.

- Highlight the supporting experiment results and reasoning before
drawing any conclusions.

- Do not try installing any new packages or libraries.
- If you believe you have solved the problem, you can use the Final

Answer action to submit your answer. You can only submit once, so
double check that you have achieved the goal before submitting.

Always respond in this format exactly:

-Reflection: What does the observation mean? If there is an error,
what caused the error and how to debug?

-Research Plan and Status: The full high-level research plan, with
current status and confirmed results of each step briefly
annotated. It must only include progress that has been made by
previous steps. If there is any update, enclose the new update
text in double asterisks **like this**. If there is no update,
just copy the previous step Research Plan and Status. The high
level plan from the previous step should be fully retained, unless
it is intentionally revised.



-Fact Check: List all objective statements in the updates to Research
Plan and Status one by one

and point out whether it is guessed versus directly confirmed by the
previous observation directly

above. Performance numbers can only be confirmed by running the code
and observing the

output.

-Thought: What you are currently doing, what actions to perform and
why

-Questions: What questions you would like to be answered by a human
researcher, as well as any

advice you seek

-Action: the action to take, should be one of the names of the tools

-Action Input: the input to the action as a valid JSON string

Observation:
‘‘‘
the result of the action
‘‘‘

Summarize your action and the observation in this format concisely in
under 300 words:
[Reasoning]: Summarize the reasoning behind the action
[Action]: Summarize all relevant details of the action

objectively
[Observation]: Summarize all relevant details in the observation

objectively
[Feedback]: Summarize all relevant details in the human feedback

objectively
Do not include any result that is guessed rather than directly

confirmed by the observation.
....

* train.py

import pandas as pd
from sklearn.metrics import r2_score, mean_squared_error,

mean_absolute_error
import numpy as np
import random
import torch
from sklearn.model_selection import train_test_split
from transformers import BertTokenizer, BertModel, AdamW
from torch.utils.data import DataLoader, TensorDataset
import torch.nn as nn



DIMENSIONS = ["cohesion", "syntax", "vocabulary", "phraseology", "
grammar", "conventions"]

SEED = 42
BATCH_SIZE = 16
MAX_LEN = 512
EPOCHS = 3

random.seed(SEED)
torch.manual_seed(SEED)
np.random.seed(SEED)

def compute_metrics_for_regression(y_test, y_test_pred):
metrics = {}
for task in DIMENSIONS:

targets_task = [t[DIMENSIONS.index(task)] for t in y_test]
pred_task = [l[DIMENSIONS.index(task)] for l in y_test_pred]

rmse = mean_squared_error(targets_task, pred_task, squared=
False)

metrics[f"rmse_{task}"] = rmse

return metrics

class BertRegressor(nn.Module):
def __init__(self, bert_model):

super(BertRegressor, self).__init__()
self.bert = bert_model
self.regressor = nn.Linear(768, len(DIMENSIONS))

def forward(self, input_ids, attention_mask):
outputs = self.bert(input_ids=input_ids, attention_mask=

attention_mask)
pooled_output = outputs.pooler_output
return self.regressor(pooled_output)

def train_model(X_train, y_train, X_valid, y_valid):
tokenizer = BertTokenizer.from_pretrained(’bert-base-uncased’)
bert_model = BertModel.from_pretrained(’bert-base-uncased’)
model = BertRegressor(bert_model)

device = torch.device(’cuda’ if torch.cuda.is_available() else ’
cpu’)

model.to(device)

train_encodings = tokenizer(X_train, truncation=True, padding=
True, max_length=MAX_LEN)

valid_encodings = tokenizer(X_valid, truncation=True, padding=
True, max_length=MAX_LEN)



train_dataset = TensorDataset(
torch.tensor(train_encodings[’input_ids’]),
torch.tensor(train_encodings[’attention_mask’]),
torch.tensor(y_train, dtype=torch.float)

)
valid_dataset = TensorDataset(

torch.tensor(valid_encodings[’input_ids’]),
torch.tensor(valid_encodings[’attention_mask’]),
torch.tensor(y_valid, dtype=torch.float)

)

train_loader = DataLoader(train_dataset, batch_size=BATCH_SIZE,
shuffle=True)

valid_loader = DataLoader(valid_dataset, batch_size=BATCH_SIZE)

optimizer = AdamW(model.parameters(), lr=2e-5)
loss_fn = nn.MSELoss()

best_val_loss = float(’inf’)
best_model = None

for epoch in range(EPOCHS):
model.train()
for batch in train_loader:

optimizer.zero_grad()
input_ids, attention_mask, labels = [b.to(device) for b

in batch]
outputs = model(input_ids, attention_mask)
loss = loss_fn(outputs, labels)
loss.backward()
optimizer.step()

model.eval()
val_loss = 0
with torch.no_grad():

for batch in valid_loader:
input_ids, attention_mask, labels = [b.to(device) for

b in batch]
outputs = model(input_ids, attention_mask)
val_loss += loss_fn(outputs, labels).item()

val_loss /= len(valid_loader)
print(f"Epoch {epoch+1}/{EPOCHS}, Validation Loss: {val_loss

}")

if val_loss < best_val_loss:
best_val_loss = val_loss
best_model = model.state_dict().copy()

model.load_state_dict(best_model)
return model, tokenizer



def predict(model, tokenizer, X):
device = torch.device(’cuda’ if torch.cuda.is_available() else ’

cpu’)
model.to(device)
model.eval()

encodings = tokenizer(X, truncation=True, padding=True,
max_length=MAX_LEN)

dataset = TensorDataset(
torch.tensor(encodings[’input_ids’]),
torch.tensor(encodings[’attention_mask’])

)
dataloader = DataLoader(dataset, batch_size=BATCH_SIZE)

predictions = []
with torch.no_grad():

for batch in dataloader:
input_ids, attention_mask = [b.to(device) for b in batch]
outputs = model(input_ids, attention_mask)
predictions.extend(outputs.cpu().numpy())

return np.array(predictions)

if __name__ == ’__main__’:
ellipse_df = pd.read_csv(’train.csv’,

header=0, names=[’text_id’, ’full_text’,
’Cohesion’, ’Syntax’,

’Vocabulary’, ’Phraseology’,’Grammar’, ’
Conventions’],

index_col=’text_id’)
ellipse_df = ellipse_df.dropna(axis=0)

data_df = ellipse_df
X = list(data_df.full_text.to_numpy())
y = np.array([data_df.drop([’full_text’], axis=1).iloc[i] for i

in range(len(X))])

X_train, X_valid, y_train, y_valid = train_test_split(X, y,
test_size=0.10, random_state=SEED)

model, tokenizer = train_model(X_train, y_train, X_valid, y_valid
)

y_valid_pred = predict(model, tokenizer, X_valid)
metrics = compute_metrics_for_regression(y_valid, y_valid_pred)
print(metrics)
print("final MCRMSE on validation set: ", np.mean(list(metrics.

values())))



submission_df = pd.read_csv(’test.csv’, header=0, names=[’
text_id’, ’full_text’], index_col=’text_id’)

X_submission = list(submission_df.full_text.to_numpy())
y_submission = predict(model, tokenizer, X_submission)
submission_df = pd.DataFrame(y_submission, columns=DIMENSIONS)
submission_df.index = submission_df.index.rename(’text_id’)
submission_df.to_csv(’submission.csv’)

[Reasoning]: The action aims to understand the current directory
structure and available datasets in train.py and eval.py to
identify any issues or areas for improvement.

[Action]: : Inspect Script
input: {"script_name": "train.py", "start\_line\_number": "1", "

end_line_number": "74"}
[Observation]:he train.py script defines constants, imports necessary

libraries, sets up the model and tokenizer, and includes
functions for training a BERT-based model for regression tasks. It
uses a DataLoader to handle the training data and includes a

custom class for the dataset and the model.
[Feedback]: The script appears to be structured correctly for

training a BERT-based model on a regression task. Next, verify the
model training by running the script and generating embeddings.

[Reasoning]: dataset preparation is successful, the next logical step
is to generate embeddings and train the model. This will verify

if the prepared dataset can be used effectively in the
subsequent stages of the pipeline.
[Action]: Execute the script "train.py" to generate embeddings and

train the model using the prepared dataset.
[Observation]: The script "train.py" was executed successfully.

Embeddings were generated using the pre-trained BERT model. The
model was

trained with mean_squared_error, and the process completed without
errors.

[Feedback]: Training the model to evaluate baseline performance.

[Reasoning]: The action was to understand the code that trains the
baseline model, which is necessary to come up with a high-level
plan to improve the baseline model performance on

the feedback dataset.
[Action]: The action was to execute the script to understand the code

that trains the baseline model. The script was executed with the
following input: {"file_name": "train.py", "things_to_look_for": "
the code that trains the baseline model, the data it uses, and any
hyperparameters it uses"}.

[Observation]: The code trains a baseline model using the ‘Trainer‘
class from the ‘BERT‘

library. The model is trained on a dataset loaded using the ‘
DataLoader‘ from the



‘ torch.utils.data‘ library. The dataset is preprocessed using the ‘
BertTokenizer‘ library. The model is trained with the

following hyperparameters:
[Feedback]: continue

[Reasoning]: To understand the initial structure and functionality of
train.py for effective improvements.

[Action]: Inspect Script Lines (train.py)
Input: { "script_name": "train.py", "start_line_number": "1", "

end_line_number": "74" }
Objective: Understand the training script, including data processing,

model training, and evaluation setup.
[Observation]:
The train.py script imports necessary libraries (e.g., pandas,

sklearn, torch). Sets random seeds for reproducibility.
Defines compute_metrics_for_regression function to calculate RMSE for

different dimensions. Placeholder functions train_model and
predict exist without implementations. Data loading and
preprocessing are performed, splitting data into training and
validation sets.

[Feedback]: The script structure is clear, but key functions (
train_model, predict) need proper implementation for proposed
model training and prediction.

[Reasoning]: To execute train.py as is, generating baseline results
and identifying areas for improvement.

[Action]: Execute Script (train.py)
Input: { "script_name": "train.py" }
Objective: Run the script to generate baseline results with the

current implementation.
[Observation]:
The script executed successfully.
Generated embeddings using the BERT model
Completed the training process without errors.
Metrics calculation placeholders indicated areas needing

implementation.
[Feedback]: experimental model definition and training logic are

missing.
...
[Reasoning]: The existing structure of train.py and eval.py scripts

needs to be reorganized to align with the experiment design
[Action]: Edit Script (train.py)
[Observation]: Edit train.py to separate data loading, model

definition, training loop, and evaluation into distinct functions.
he edited train.py now has clearly defined functions for data loading

(load_data), model definition (build_model), training (
train_model), and evaluation (evaluate_model). Similarly, eval.py
is reorganized to load the model and perform predictions
efficiently.

[Feedback]: modify model architecture, retrieve the hybrid model of
CNN, BiLSTM, and attention mechanisms, similar to the DTLP to



align with the experiment design.
..
[Reasoning]: CNN and BiLSTM needs to be retrieved and fine-tuned on

the existing dataset to align with the experiment design
[Action]: Retrieve Model
Input: { "Instruction": "e retrieve the hybrid model of CNN, BiLSTM,

and attention mechanisms" }
[Observation]: CNN and BiLSTM retrieved
[Feedback]: modify the model architecture

....
[Reasoning]: Evaluate the model’s performance after integrating the

advanced model and fixing data dimension issues.
[Action]: Execute Script (train.py)
Input: { "script_name": "train.py" }
[Observation]: The model trained over the specified number of epochs.

Training and validation loss values are recorded for each epoch,
the decrease in loss indicates improved model performance.

[Feedback]:

* Resulting train.py:
import pandas as pd
import numpy as np
import torch
import torch.nn as nn
import torch.optim as optim
from torch.utils.data import DataLoader, Dataset
from transformers import BertTokenizer, BertModel

# Define constants
DIMENSIONS = [’cohesion’, ’syntax’, ’vocabulary’, ’phraseology’, ’

grammar’, ’conventions’]

class EssayDataset(Dataset):
def __init__(self, texts, targets, tokenizer, max_len):

self.texts = texts
self.targets = targets
self.tokenizer = tokenizer
self.max_len = max_len

def __len__(self):
return len(self.texts)

def __getitem__(self, item):
text = self.texts[item]
target = self.targets[item]

encoding = self.tokenizer.encode_plus(
text,
add_special_tokens=True,



max_length=self.max_len,
return_token_type_ids=False,
padding=’max_length’,
return_attention_mask=True,
return_tensors=’pt’,
truncation=True

)

return {
’text’: text,
’input_ids’: encoding[’input_ids’].flatten(),
’attention_mask’: encoding[’attention_mask’].flatten(),
’targets’: torch.tensor(target, dtype=torch.float)

}

class EssayScoreRegressor(nn.Module):
def __init__(self, n_outputs):

super(EssayScoreRegressor, self).__init__()
self.bert = BertModel.from_pretrained(’bert-base-uncased’)
self.drop = nn.Dropout(p=0.3)
self.out = nn.Linear(self.bert.config.hidden_size, n_outputs)

def forward(self, input_ids, attention_mask):
pooled_output = self.bert(

input_ids=input_ids,
attention_mask=attention_mask

)[’pooler_output’]
output = self.drop(pooled_output)
return self.out(output)

def train_epoch(model, data_loader, loss_fn, optimizer, device,
scheduler, n_examples):
model = model.train()
losses = []

for d in data_loader:
input_ids = d[’input_ids’].to(device)
attention_mask = d[’attention_mask’].to(device)
targets = d[’targets’].to(device)

outputs = model(input_ids=input_ids, attention_mask=
attention_mask)

loss = loss_fn(outputs, targets)

losses.append(loss.item())

loss.backward()
optimizer.step()
scheduler.step()
optimizer.zero_grad()



return np.mean(losses)

def train_model(train_data, val_data, tokenizer, model, optimizer,
scheduler, device, epochs, batch_size, max_len):
train_dataset = EssayDataset(

texts=train_data[’full_text’].to_numpy(),
targets=train_data[DIMENSIONS].to_numpy(),
tokenizer=tokenizer,
max_len=max_len

)

val_dataset = EssayDataset(
texts=val_data[’full_text’].to_numpy(),
targets=val_data[DIMENSIONS].to_numpy(),
tokenizer=tokenizer,
max_len=max_len

)

train_data_loader = DataLoader(
train_dataset,
batch_size=batch_size,
shuffle=True

)

val_data_loader = DataLoader(
val_dataset,
batch_size=batch_size,
shuffle=False

)

loss_fn = nn.MSELoss().to(device)

for epoch in range(epochs):
print(f’Epoch {epoch + 1}/{epochs}’)
print(’-’ * 10)

train_loss = train_epoch(
model,
train_data_loader,
loss_fn,
optimizer,
device,
scheduler,
len(train_dataset)

)

print(f’Train loss {train_loss}’)

if __name__ == "__main__":
df = pd.read_csv(’train.csv’)
tokenizer = BertTokenizer.from_pretrained(’bert-base-uncased’)



device = torch.device(’cuda’ if torch.cuda.is_available() else ’
cpu’)

model = EssayScoreRegressor(n_outputs=len(DIMENSIONS))
model = model.to(device)

optimizer = optim.Adam(model.parameters(), lr=2e-5)
total_steps = len(df) // 16 * 5
scheduler = optim.lr_scheduler.StepLR(optimizer, step_size=

total_steps, gamma=0.1)

train_data = df.sample(frac=0.8, random_state=42)
val_data = df.drop(train_data.index)

train_model(train_data, val_data, tokenizer, model, optimizer,
scheduler, device, epochs=5, batch_size=16, max_len=160)

* eval.py
import sys
import os
import pandas as pd
import numpy as np
import torch
from torch.utils.data import DataLoader
from transformers import BertTokenizer
from importlib import reload
import train

# Constants
DIMENSIONS = train.DIMENSIONS

class EssayDataset(Dataset):
def __init__(self, texts, targets, tokenizer, max_len):

self.texts = texts
self.targets = targets
self.tokenizer = tokenizer
self.max_len = max_len

def __len__(self):
return len(self.texts)

def __getitem__(self, item):
text = self.texts[item]
target = self.targets[item]

encoding = self.tokenizer.encode_plus(
text,
add_special_tokens=True,
max_length=self.max_len,
return_token_type_ids=False,
padding=’max_length’,
return_attention_mask=True,



return_tensors=’pt’,
truncation=True

)

return {
’text’: text,
’input_ids’: encoding[’input_ids’].flatten(),
’attention_mask’: encoding[’attention_mask’].flatten(),
’targets’: torch.tensor(target, dtype=torch.float)

}

def get_score(submission_folder="../env"):
submission_path = os.path.join(submission_folder, "submission.csv

")
solution = pd.read_csv(os.path.join(os.path.dirname(__file__), "

answer.csv"))[DIMENSIONS].to_numpy()
submission = pd.read_csv(submission_path)[DIMENSIONS].to_numpy()

metrics = train.compute_metrics_for_regression(solution,
submission)

return np.mean(list(metrics.values()))

def eval_model(model, data_loader, device, n_examples):
model = model.eval()
predictions = []

with torch.no_grad():
for d in data_loader:

input_ids = d[’input_ids’].to(device)
attention_mask = d[’attention_mask’].to(device)

outputs = model(input_ids=input_ids, attention_mask=
attention_mask)

predictions.extend(outputs.cpu().numpy())

return predictions

if __name__ == "__main__":
reload(train)
tokenizer = BertTokenizer.from_pretrained(’bert-base-uncased’)
device = torch.device(’cuda’ if torch.cuda.is_available() else ’

cpu’)
model = train.EssayScoreRegressor(n_outputs=len(DIMENSIONS))
model.load_state_dict(torch.load(’model.bin’))
model = model.to(device)

test_data = pd.read_csv(’test.csv’)
test_dataset = EssayDataset(

texts=test_data[’full_text’].to_numpy(),
targets=np.zeros((len(test_data), len(DIMENSIONS))), # Dummy

targets



tokenizer=tokenizer,
max_len=160

)

test_data_loader = DataLoader(
test_dataset,
batch_size=16,
shuffle=False

)

predictions = eval_model(
model,
test_data_loader,
device,
len(test_dataset)

)

submission = pd.DataFrame(predictions, columns=DIMENSIONS)
submission[’text_id’] = test_data[’text_id’]
submission.to_csv(os.path.join("../env", ’submission.csv’), index

=False)

print(get_score())


