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Abstract

Detecting latent risk groups for domestic violence is a challenging task because the available data
are typically unlabeled. This study presents a two-stage hybrid unsupervised model designed to detect
and identify latent high-risk groups by integrating the strengths of the Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM),
Autoencoder (AE), and Local Outlier Factor (LOF). In the first stage, the model isolates clearly high-risk cases
(59 out of 1,161 records) from the entire dataset. The second stage utilizes the remaining 1,102 records to
identify latent high-risk groups through logical fusion strategies, including AND, OR, and weighted fusion.
The clustering quality and structural validity are evaluated using the Silhouette Index, Calinski-Harabasz
Index (CH), and Davies—-Bouldin Index (DBI), along with statistical validation using the Kruskal-Wallis test
and the chi-square test for categorical variables. The results indicate that the proposed GAAL model
(GMM + AE + LOF with AND logic) achieves the highest Silhouette score and the lowest DBI value (2.8478),
indicating superior cluster clarity and structural stability. The t-SNE visualization further confirms the
distinct separation between the identified groups, consistent with the quantitative metrics. In addition,
the variable Age is found to differ significantly among clusters based on the Kruskal-Wallis test. These
findings demonstrate the structural quality and detection capability of the proposed hybrid approach in

uncovering hidden risk patterns from unlabeled social data.
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90-100 $amifvanmfgiuanimin 3 wuy Tdun w1
(0.4:0.3:0.3), W2 (0.5:0.25:0.25) ez W3 (0.33:0.33:
0.33) Wuifeafuduneudl 1 3) Mslianesiuulii uas
N1sUSeUEUTBHa ALY YIN1TAUILA LY
vessnuyanangninidunguidssgausaneldiszdu
Wesdulnafuandnaiu waziIouifisunmninnig
SanguuasBmanauazuuut 3 JUuu Idud mausy
Padoyanuuiga-gaansniu mUTumnsgIue
AT uazMINEURARHEALEU LieUssdunmA M
Welaseaiievesnisinnguangaduiifaien nanis
nagoUNUIINTUSUTToLauUUAga-gegasINiu

EVENRS |

a

meldrtmn W2 (0.5:0.25:0.25) Wiuigremgean
(0.6510) Fsazviouislassaiunisdanguiitaau was
finmiatiosuniigniadenlivesifulngd o5 was
Fthwiin w2 Jumsfiwesiededmiuguninnis
Jnnguidesgeiiuslseganndoya 1,102 1ems Avdevas
msfansedludumeuusn 4) msashauusrasdlauin
MnAmwesivunzaudang1n Winisaiig
meﬁaaaﬁugwuimmmﬁwﬁ’mﬂfﬂ‘ﬁ'ﬁmum IGH
WaukuuI1aealausnmeaunagnsnIsaIunNs
1¥uf nssnzusmssnesienarnsHauLUUT sl
deldlunmunmnisdanguidssgeudsduantine oy

UseLluANNINYBINTIANGUATIVABUAUMIZEY

voalaseasranguluwuudiass Inenisldinueiin
AMAMITILATETVBINTIANEGY (Internal Clustering
Validity Indices) 31u3u 3 il laud 1) duildgien
Falifnsziumnudaureanisuenngy Tnofinnsan
anulnddavasteyaniglungufisuiuninumienin
ngudu Afigeuansidlasaianguiidaeu 2) dudl
AAuaR-ensnad Seindmdusinemul Uy
seminangusionuuUsUTIunelungy Taseiiige

giioufisnsnszenguiivisnzan way 3) fullnid-
Tuadu Bdl¥mruadondeseninangy Tngmiinuang
famsusnnauiifinannind viall seiifeanuduiiie
aelu (ntemal Validation) Awanzaududeyadilsi
theifu (Unlabeled Data) Ssgnldsaufuiloussiiiu
ANULINzauTadlassasnguluwuuTaeawuulid
faou Taeanfimninaztsdidlassadsfifiaaunindni
iWiolflTuifisunmunmnnsdanguueuiaziuImg
iail driibqeniivensuldluddassaiemstisunnndy
0 Tneenfigandn 0.5 vetdslasaasanguiinudaou
TuseAud [25] mMuuInanisusediunisatifves Field
[26] ‘uaﬂmﬂﬁmiLLammaé”mmﬂﬁﬂﬂ'ﬁamﬁa%;@
WUUT-Loadud (t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor
Embedding; t-SNE) [27] ¥aglvanunsaneadiunis
nseaneswesdeyalulida (2 H7) iedudunisusn
naaludanin adnslsfinusdTnsanududsiiae
Tassasanglu (nternal Validity Indices) Fafiaaila
AN13N3¥8VRITOLARAZIIUIUNGN F9AITAANTN
ffunnninsissilasuiniafiosdife uenaini
iieruAumNIEEIweINSATUHAUINASTIBNARDN
nanaaeunaneata (iuldliIEnsmuANEnTINg
funufiianain (False Discovery Rate; FDR) anal
UINNVBY Benjamini ke Hochberg [28] Famszmind
wadwsTldndiiddassauneluduliddeyatie
fifumeuen (External Labels) siliBudiu dafufioia
mnihdedefidedsladudunsiinnegiadosam
Imai%%%‘msajuﬁmsha%ﬁ (Resampling-based Stability
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Analysis) 91131 20 s0U lnglunsazsoudzduidion
foyadonay 85 vosatoyaTanLA LATNTIIABUMN
aonAdesasnuAmNIIAngudsssas st une sy
Aranuiveuadesam (Stability Frequency) \ioan
AMuLABYeINIsasUNaitinanAu T yues
yateya (291 wadnsidusuisnsUiudiadeye
LUUAEA-geanTanfuNarNIS9 LU IR T W
(Joint MinMax + Weighted Sum) muﬁmﬁmmmw
Falaseaiswossdnngulunisasadunguidosuss
lefniABmsnanuaziuuLuudY Tnetninuiades
vadlassadngulanniglddnuiuadameseie k = 2
fildanuuudassdunanmddou

3. HAN1TVAABILALRAUTIINANITNARDY
3.1 HagANTIANgUIEE g TTaaY
waﬂmmwmﬁ@mjuLﬁimqaﬁ%’mmuiu%umauﬁ 1
wudndeyarienun 1,161 18015 S 59 $1m3
(Yowaz 5.08) Migndnlvieglunguidusgetaau lag
$redsnninasiefidulngd 95 uazArmdnuuy
W3 (0.33:0.33:0.33) Bsldainnmisiasizsinnailves
wsfed warnswauaziuuluduneuounth ney
Uszifiugauninnisdangy deyaldniunisnsivasy
N13UANKIUVUNAAINULINIGYDY Ghasemi Way
Zahediasl [30] nan1svnaeuw$Uls-ia (Shapiro-Wilk
Test) wuhdeyalidulumunisuanuasiuuing 3
Wonlinsvaaeunsada-Tada (Kruskal-Wallis test)
Fuduadfuuuadiueunisines (Non-parametric
statistics) TUMUNEANAANLUINIGDS Mishra LAzANY
[31] lnedinguszasdaaUsznis taun 1) Tsien
Snvumamzvewserngulubaion uay 2) ud
ANUMNTaNYRINISInaiBaUesidulndlunissey
amnndoavy nglildfiingusrasdiiledudiunanis

v
o

InnguveUUIIAeIlAenTe InefauuRgIuaall H:

o w

FaUstuiinnsnsranedliunneneiueg el dedAn

o

' a

FEMINNGESETRRY NEUFEaEe Laznguund

q

uay H,: Fuustutinisnszanesunnsnafuetaide
ddyesnativeniingy wdmniunsestoyaseninde
dmsldnludunoud 2 $1uau 1,102 599015
ielvnsinunanisdanguianudaiauds
o FRdglanuiunmsiiaseianuasnnnzsvedwag
nay (Profile Analysis) flauandlusmsnadl 1 lnsiSeuidie
3 ngu louA nguun@ (n = 1,046) naudssgedaiau
(n = 59) UaENGUEIEIA (7 = 56) TNHANT AT L iAdA
FansTnUIeNgRAsveInguUnA (Mean = 40.11,
SD = 17.40) geninguidesgednau (Mean = 22.78, SD
- 15.74) uprnguAnsgausls (Mean = 21.36,SD = 13.54)
2819%AlAU NaN1INAdeUATAfa-Tada Nuite1ed
AULANAITENINING LRl TEd Ay 19adii (H
= 105.07, p-value < 0.001) uenanil MsaTIe
FuUsamnavienisnageulaauais (Chi-square
Test) wunUadulangAnssuiasusunvanumas wu
Alcohol, Drug, Rage, Health Problem, Mental
Problem wag Economics Stress A311uANGNTE1YIN
nauegiitudAyvneaia (p-value < 0.05) Feuai
nauiAssfidnuuyBsuduniiuansineannguunfiognad
HudnAty waraenndediulATe@aienN1sInNguveILuY
$raedleuinuuvasstunou

3.2 HaRANNTIANGULEEUHaNNEUUNR
HANITILATIENINUINATANDSVOIMUUTIA0Y
a'quwa:umé@auﬁm%’uﬁagaﬁy’umauﬁ 2 fauandlugui 4
wuhinuseyeuUUIUSTeU uasfiiaAuan-ansuad
¥ k = 2 Hurfomnzaniian ulidsifgenasiien
geandl k = 5 wazsuieid-luafusand & = 10 us
downeadeitmualesiaiadmguiiduaondy
1fuA nqudsuaznguund Judenld £ = 2 anu
vdnmslinszsiUssiananadssluuunulous [24]
nnsEUIuMTeTsianubasnsIs e uis
nanuaziullutumeud 2 Iieasuihmsusuastona
LUUAER-gaanTIn iy aeldanimidn w2 fisedu
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¢ w

M15199% 1 NIATIY

NELIANIZYDINGURI0E14 (Profile Analysis) FTHUNMIUNGUANLLELS

Aauus Unfi (n = 1,046) desda (n = 59) Heaurls (0 = 56) p-value
27g (Mean+SD) 40.11+17.40 22.78+15.74 21.36+13.54 <0.001
Alcohol (Yes, %) 31.36 30.51 48.21 0.030
Drug (Yes, %) 35.85 45.76 55.36 0.005
Rage (Yes, %) 27.06 52.54 48.21 <0.001
Health Problem (Yes, %) 1.34 33.90 7.14 <0.001
Mental Problem (Yes, %) 14.34 47.46 14.29 <0.001
Gambling Addict (Yes, %) 1.82 6.78 5.36 0.011
Economics Stress (Yes, %) 11.76 28.81 23.21 <0.001

wWoeswulva 95 1Wunisfiwesnlinuninnisiangy
Aganeaniian IngHIuN1TAIVANENIINITAUNUT
Hanane lieaiwelovewma [28]

33 maSsudisunuuaedauiatuuuusaasiugiy

INMFUTLAUAMAINNITTANGUVBIUUUTIABY
Taeldidvidquon fudlmauan-snsruiad wasandail
wid-luadu iednnua wmBslassadianuuuinig
94 Field [26] fam57a7 2 wudiwuudiaes GAAL
WARIANNINNITINNANGIER Iaelviindyidgieniniu
0.0825 uazduiieid-luaruwiiy 2.8478 Faun

o

ditaaluussauuuaesion uandidassaiins
Janguiianudanuuazanunsedunelunguiifinis
wuudaedu il Adviagion Tuta 0.0-0.2 Aeidu
dnwazinulsvilUluteyaifgeilifithemiu [25]
Faaonndeaiunuidefunisnnadumiuiaund
Tudeyaiddsruiisenumaividgon lutdlndiAssiu
[21] n1sATaNTamsiUSeufisulgaduingsening
wuudnaeslugadeyaiieniuuinninnslidaduysal
unauaidndu

WenBsuitsuriuuudieeanmsgiu i leliadu-
Waisas (Isolation Forest) uagiuma1d Laadidu (One-
Class SVM) diauanslugnsnafl 3 nuiuuusiaesisans

A= °o v

fiandyilindd-luafu  gendnedradidudAny (5.3229

way 8.4708 suaau) azviouliiiuilaseadiangud
A deunalidnuriiuiuusiaedeuia GAAL
namsUsufeudlfduinumasuleuiadina
wudsrestianudaneifiuannsndnuannasening
ANULLNIATBININTIITULALAUAT YT VRILATIAT
nauldFniuuuiaeuiey Seaenadesiuuuamees
uATeRBududnenmussnisuszgndliuuudians
lausalumslinsevideyaidedinu [24], [32] waenannis
ysannnsesdUszneunatsdiuLiieantediinues
wiaznaln lnelan1za1uee Tuntitippawan ag
Asawarungsaengkul [33] ﬁgsmmﬁﬂalﬂm’;ammﬁ']
(Memory Component) Wiusaneiniudiaysdniey
(Artificial Bee Colony) \ileifinaduanunsalunis
Fummeuiimanzaslutlymnisdadums Jsuans
TiuinnsnaussdUszneuifgaudainatuaiansa
w0 vuzdodinveauuudasufenls uiinguszasdnig
Uszgndldazuansnaiu nanafosuienarigauitymm
N3IALEUNIBTIAINTTY Iusumﬁwﬁ%’aﬁaqumﬁu
naudsadedany uivdnnsitugiuresnismiugaude
ileangmsouidunuiAnsiuiu
uananiiielidnlalassadrsvasngudoyai
SuunlFosadmuaty THinmsuanmadaningae
wadiansandifdeyauuui-loadud deieliueaiiy

3

n13nsEAEiIvestayaludiis (2 15) lnefiasan
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M19199 2 MsSeuisuaunInNIsIANguUesuuTIaadlausaiukuUINaesTIug Y

HuUdINaag AW sil CH DBI
GMM GMM - 0.0702 87.9922 3.4828
AE AE - 0.1005 10.0067 4.8877
LOF LOF - 0.0655 6.4513 5.9416
GMM+AE GAAE AND 0.0731 7.9626 2.9938
GMM+AE GAEOR OR 0.0523 63.1402 4.0316
GMM+AE GAEWS Weighted Score 0.0731 7.9626 2.9938
GMM+AE GAEW Weighted 0.0731 7.9626 2.9938
GMM+LOF GALOF AND 0.0532 5.2782 3.5928
GMM+LOF GALOFOR OR 0.0605 74.5537 37171
GMM+LOF GALOFWS Weighted Score 0.0532 5.2782 3.5928
GMM+LOF GALOFW Weighted 0.0532 5.2782 3.5928
AE+LOF AELOF AND 0.0992 3.4572 4.6417
AE+LOF AELOFOR OR 0.0800 11.1368 5.8660
AE+LOF AELOFWS Weighted Score 0.0992 3.4572 4.6417
AE+LOF AELOFW Weighted 0.0992 3.4572 4.6417
GMM+AE+LOF GAAL AND 0.0825 2.8043 2.8478
GMM+AE+LOF GAALOR OR 0.0467 57.3455 4.1621
GMM+AE+LOF GAALWS Weighted Score 0.0825 2.8043 2.8478
GMM+AE+LOF GAALW Weighted 0.0610 9.5454 3.5139
A9l 3 mmﬁ‘a‘uLﬁ&’JULLUUf\i’waaﬂau%ﬁ’ULLUUﬁi’ﬂaaaﬁugwu
HUUINABY 5ﬂuqunzjuL§HaLtﬂa Silhouette CH DBI
GAAL 56 0.0825 2.8043 2.8478
Isolation Forest 57 0.0650 8.0910 5.3229
One-Class SVM 56 0.0907 3.4425 8.4708

mnaliiviudouvesnguioyaluiiuil 2 33 1By
vénguiBanmdsznoumsinia [27) wuingudes
finsnszandqluvinaanizvesUTaiuds (Latent
Space) FumneieiiuiiBunusssuiiooladulfnnes
ahstudieuandlassainstoyaluiffmas Tuvaei
nauunfnszanedindandt wandbiiiiuiuuudnass
leusnanunsnainswauansdnnguiiilmnuunnsaie
lassaanmeludeyaldass

3.4 M3AUTIHNANTITNAGDY

kAN ARt uuuSaedlausa GAAL T
AuNWASInngudsauslsgega Tnonsuaugaudaves
wuuaesdunan@douiinnaduanuiiauniide
ahRanmsnszaesvesdeyaiun s eeladulfinnes
ABsuilassaiadsdnifioszyanaundoauuideguuuy
waziUsznouminUnAlan AT ziAamn
wiulawgfidmiunisszyaiaundluszfuganie
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o o i by roug (el ind wihe) Normal) (19nau) Jn19A52M8AIRUILUUUTLI
i - ' i ‘ Ei”wmm AudNana Gumsﬁﬂzjm?imgmm (Latent High-Risk)
» - ‘*;.E’l :}gf;3 ffmoé"& > .“Q E (Fwdeo) LLazﬂzjmﬁmqqﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁmu (Clear High-Risk)
g .fi o;:“;g%’ @jg‘ %, 08P, (mumﬁ'am)‘UswﬂgLLaﬂaaﬂmﬂmjwé’ﬂas}N%’mLa]uIma
i géﬁgg.@:of%fi:qf;‘& onf;m‘gg?e s lnzngudsuslsioguinameuvendilng axviou
E fg—é*’?’%}i:;é";v[?%‘gg“f:’i'fi“ %&%g O P dnuwaignsiAsuinudmgiinssuiiaenadeatuiini
ﬂ B < °‘°§QEQ;2Eaf’i@a:@%%{gj%%iogg’ o a5zl duuiunanugunsiduaseunss
e %ﬁi@% @55“;5%%@ : [18] nadsnandusuiuwimanuudesunoudieli
QDQ%@@ o @ B o nITUUMIAMIINGUIAL U T dn vz dudoutiey
S S N— 5 L i 1 wiudaziedosnhmstiuuiaeaien Jaenndesi
B — qm’?f{i’aﬁﬁué’udwmﬁwﬂagagwﬂasawi (Artificial

5UN1 5 nMsnseangdveingumemalianisaniliveya
WUUT-oadud

ilranunsadnszveuiinundlinsoungunaleds

1%

WiaUAU NMSERTINELALIANANNIILNATLNSARNTDS

[ o

wazanrauInfieuldegeaiiivdfny uldeidgien
szaglursinulsmludmivieyaiifigedilaiive
Ay widdiiedd-Tuaduiiannit leluatumeisas
waziumana waddu sghaaudn avviouinlassaing
N5TANduYeY GAAL HArudalruuaziadesnii
ogneiifedndey el winismedouniada-tada oy
Wuadifuoun1s1fimes (Non-parametric Statistics)
fmnzaufudeyadildidulununisuanuasund
wiildedrinddyfinisiansan nandeianisid
M&amsadid (Statistical Power) AniIn1sMaaoU
LUUINSIR3N (Parametric Test) Wladayaiinlnd
nsuanuasUnd Snvianaanuifissnuuand1wes
n1snszatedlaesiuseninngy leelissyinngule
uanesnngale Sadunanismadeulunuifeiie
asfmulundngruasuuszneuiududitelassadng
melulalidunistudunanisianguuuuidaada [31]

nskanIaslgmallan1saniiideyanuuil-toa
BB Fauanslugui 5 Bududanmiannuanunsaves
wuuiaeslunmsdangundsmuinnguuni (Remaining/

Intelligence; Al) LLaxmﬁmeﬁﬁaga@awqaﬂsmm
Uszgndldsauiuduusnuaunimdn Jadenisdany
dawanden uaznisdamsteyavuialugaiunsasn
sEAUANUANTavassuuaiunuuLsliegied
Woddny [10], [12], [34], [35] wazdlnauArsoni s

suynsusall [9], [33]

3

U a aa v

nalnuiseladenanalusy

4. d3unan1Inaasg
HanIeaeandliliuiuuudtaeslauiauuy
Liffaounelfuummauuinaesleuinuuuaesiuney
Fawaun1siaures wuudiassdiunaundidoy
saladuldnines wazdiusznoud@aunflanizd
annsaiunaunmdslassaiiaveanisdanguuay
ANUTALYBINTUINARANDTVDINGAEIFANLTLS
Tupseundaldednafitediny Tnoemeluiuneudiaes
Fasjatiunsnsiadunguidsgausls Luudians GAAL
Taduilgiongaaauazal DB fan wansfandny
FARUURIlATIATINGULAEAINAT ETVRILATIATI
nsdanguimilenituvudiassfsanazuuudiasy
sy W leleadulewsad waziurana el
wanslumsnsil 3 wansinsIEsisien1Maaey
Asada-Jada wuliuusey (Age) UAULANANS

o w

seninguegaiidedidnnieadia (p-value < 0.05)

A w1

sanandlugui 6 Faduduinlutadudidaglunmunm
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Distribution of Age across Risk Groups (Kruskal-Wallis Significant)
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60

@
z
40

20

L

Clear High-Risk

Remaining/Normal Latent High-Risk

Group

JUN 6 N13NT¥BVBIBYTLNINNGUAIALS

nsdanduidsslaenduidssgaudataznguidoags
Fauslorgininguunfiogredifuddry
ImaangLmuaﬁaaaﬁﬁmuwsﬁuﬁmmsaﬂwqmﬁ
T dupTosiofnnseuarusuduaudsdldosned
authidetiouasiatios Snvdalidnanwlunssesen
dgnisiaussuuihseTadanginssuluseduguau
vioUszimalieatuayunisinduladeuloviouas
N3NNI T INUBENIIUIT WUINIIAT
ﬂaﬁﬁaLfluﬁugmﬁwé’mﬁm%’umsﬂﬁzqﬂﬁéﬁ ey
UszAugifiedsan (Al for Social Good) lun1san

wazdotulymeainuguusidunsounsiodnedd

v

pgndlsfny nsUssifiunalunyisoinenig inida
Tasaadrsmelu iundn dalsiannsodusurnugndes
Fadomldlnenss saunsily4esmsinismsieaey
S Bmasnudenanniizsiviednine

5. inAnssuUszne
nuiTsatuidiialdieanueyaneinas
NSATUAYUSUNSIAUAIINNAIENIAEIY ALY
YDUBUNTEAMNIUAINTArE WA TUATEUATI NTENTN
mMeadeunayauiunsesyed dmiunisdnh

[ o

wazineunsyatayadnsziausulstlunsauasINI

sruutnyideyaninsy Badudeyaswiulunisieszi

<3

wagRusTuLTwunnaudssluuil Snvisvaveun

o

nMidowavidvemandnnemnvuiiluissiunale

WATIINGIUNBIAAIINS MADAIUINTAITIVINAG
nszRunamszuavile Ay sANITUA IRy
Tomameunskay Jepnzdidenintuegadeineu
au & g ¢ o o
FHetanduvsglorisensiauinagnslunislesiu
wazsuiledymeanusuusilunsounsisaly
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