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Abstract. Rapid technological advances are inherently linked to the
increased amount of data, a substantial portion of which can be inter-
preted as data stream, capable of exhibiting the phenomenon of concept
drift and having a high imbalance ratio. Consequently, developing new
approaches to classifying difficult data streams is a rapidly growing re-
search area. At the same time, the proliferation of deep learning and
transfer learning, as well as the success of convolutional neural networks
in computer vision tasks, have contributed to the emergence of a new re-
search trend, namely Multi-Dimensional Encoding (MDE), focusing on
transforming tabular data into a homogeneous form of a discrete digital
signal. This paper proposes Streaming Super Tabular Machine Learning
(SSTML), thereby exploring for the first time the potential of MDE in
the difficult data stream classification task. SSTML encodes consecutive
data chunks into an image representation using the STML algorithm
and then performs a single ResNet-18 training epoch. Experiments con-
ducted on synthetic and real data streams have demonstrated the ability
of SSTML to achieve classification quality statistically significantly su-
perior to state-of-the-art algorithms while maintaining comparable pro-
cessing time.

Keywords: Data stream · Multi-Dimensional Encoding · Concept drift
· Imbalanced data.

1 Introduction

The widespread access to the internet and the development of technology related
to all areas of daily life resulted in the largest-ever influx of data, the analysis of
which can bring both research and commercial benefits. At the same time, it is
important to note that the data is now often no longer static but rather a poten-
tially infinite stream whose characteristics can change over time [3]. Despite the
increasing amount of multimodal data, often focusing on discrete digital signals,
acoustic signals, or text, heterogeneous tabular data is still the most prevalent
data type [28]. It is common, e.g., in healthcare [5], user recommendation systems
[33], or social media.
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Analyzing streaming data is associated with computational and time com-
plexity limitations due to the inability to store the entire stream and the need to
process each instance or batch just once. In addition, depending on the applica-
tion, a data stream classification system may be required to make relatively fast
decisions [14]. The most distinctive property of the data stream is the possibility
of concept drift, which, in the case of real drift, leads to a shift in the problem’s
decision boundary and, thus, to the degeneration of pattern recognition models.
Real data streams are also often characterized by a high imbalance ratio, which
additionally introduces a bias in the favor of the the majority class [1]. We may
also have to deal with dynamic changes in the prior probability, in which the
imbalance ratio changes over time, even considering the possibility of the mi-
nority class transitioning into the majority class. Therefore, when analyzing this
type of data, it is necessary to use algorithms capable of constantly updating
knowledge to adapt to changes occurring in the stream. One of the most popular
research directions here is related to the algorithms based on classifier ensembles,
combined with data preprocessing techniques [21].

At the same time, we have been observing the dynamic development of deep
learning, whose successes in the area of computer vision have inspired the re-
search community to replicate this success for the tabular data [19]. This is due
to the heterogeneous nature of tabular data, which may consist of numerical
and categorical features that are less correlated than in the case of homoge-
neous image, audio, or text [7] data. The taxonomy of deep learning for tabular
data distinguishes three approaches: (i) Data Transformation Methods, divided
into Single-Dimensional and Multi-Dimensional encoding, transforming numeri-
cal and categorical features to facilitate information extraction by the neural net-
work; (ii) Specialized Architectures, in which we can distinguish Hybrid Model
and Transformer-based Models, proposing various network architectures to deal
with tabular data, and (iii) Regularization Models, employing regularization
schemes to alleviate data nonlinearity and complexity.

Despite the existence of deep neural network-based solutions dedicated to
the classification of tabular data, they are still not the preferred solution for the
classification of data streams, and more emphasis is placed on developing less
complicated algorithms based on classic, non-deep pattern recognition models
such as decision trees [24]. This is due to limited access to data and constraints
in computational complexity, which translates into difficulties in model selec-
tion and optimizing hyperparameters. Adapting neural networks to process data
streams is gradually being undertaken in the literature [13]. However, it is still
considered one of the research challenges in the area of deep learning [7].

The purpose of this paper is to combine two research areas that are rarely
grouped together, namely the classification of imbalanced data streams with
concept drift and the application of deep learning in tabular data classification.
To this end, the Streaming Super Tabular Machine Learning (SSTML) approach,
based on the Super Tabular Machine Learning (STML) method developed by
Sun et al. [29], is proposed. STML employs two-dimensional word embedding
to store the values found in the feature vector of an instance in a black-and-
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white image. This representation is then passed to the ResNet18 architecture
to classify difficult data streams with various characteristics. The experimental
evaluation aims to make plausible the hypothesis that using multi-dimensional
encoding combined with deep convolutional networks can achieve classification
quality surpassing state-of-the-art ensemble algorithms for imbalanced tabular
data stream classification while maintaining time complexity acceptable for batch
processing.

In brief, the main contributions of this article are as follows:

– Proposition of Streaming Super Tabular Machine Learning (SSTML) ap-
proach, applying the MDE approach to difficult tabular data stream classi-
fication for the first time.

– Evaluation of SSTML on synthetic, semi-synthetic, and real data streams in
terms of classification quality, handling concept drift, and processing time.

– Comparison of SSTML to state-of-the-art ensemble data stream classification
algorithms.

2 Related Works

The following section briefly describes the three research areas most relevant to
this work, i.e., (i) imbalanced data stream classification, (ii) multi-dimensional
encoding, and (iii) neural networks for data stream analysis.

2.1 Classifier ensemble for difficult data stream

Despite almost three decades of research and many algorithms currently avail-
able, classifying imbalanced data streams with concept drift is still one of the
leading areas of machine learning. Stream data analysis algorithms can be de-
signed for online processing, where processing occurs instance by instance or
batch processing, in which the stream is processed in disjoint windows. This
work focuses on batch processing, which, due to the more extensive training set,
may enable better generalization ability in the current concept but is associ-
ated with a delayed response obtained due to waiting for the next chunk to be
available [1].

Data imbalance is a problem commonly encountered in data streams where
the imbalance ratio may be static or dynamic [2]. Most real streams do not have
a fixed imbalance ratio, and their characteristics may change frequently [31].
Therefore, data stream classification algorithms should achieve high classifica-
tion quality regardless of class distribution, while most algorithms designed for
imbalanced data streams do not achieve satisfactory results when the class sizes
are comparable. At the same time, algorithms dedicated to balanced data often
have problems with the correct classification of streams with skewed class distri-
bution, and only some of the state-of-the-art proposals can deal with both cases
[9]. Methods for dealing with imbalances are divided into two groups: (i) data-
level approaches and (ii) algorithm-level approaches [1]. Data-level approaches
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focus on preprocessing data – often through oversampling or undersampling–
to change its characteristics before the classification process, while Algorithm-
level approaches focus on modifying classification algorithms’ training process
to reduce majority class bias resulting from skewed distribution.

The most common approaches to imbalanced data stream classification are
based on classifier ensemble combined with data preprocessing techniques. By
ensuring diversity, updating the pool of available models, and their appropriate
combination, it is possible to improve the predictive ability and achieve fluid
adaptation to changes that may occur in the stream over time [8]. Among the
proven proposals, we can distinguish here Learn++.cds (Concept Drift with
Smote) and Learn++.nie (Nonstationary and Imbalanced Environments) by
Ditzler and Polikar [12]. Learn++.cds extends the Learn++.nse (Non-Stationary
Environments) algorithm by using the SMOTE technique to balance class sizes,
while Learn++.nie employs a different penalty constraint to balance predictive
accuracy on all classes and employs a bagging-based sub-ensemble instead of
oversampling. In the case of online data stream classification, the Oversampling
Online Bgging (OOB) and Undersampling Online Bagging (UOB) algorithms
developed by Wang et al. and extending Online Bagging by modifying the value
of the λ parameter for the Poisson distribution depending on the current degree
of class imbalance in the data stream [30]. Klikowski and Woźniak employed
one-class classifiers trained on clustered data [20]. Zyblewski et al. coupled Dy-
namic Classifier Selection with preprocessing in order to classify imbalanced data
streams [36]. Cano and Krawczyk proposed Kappa Updated Ensemble (kue) [9]
combining batch-based and online approaches. kue dynamically weights and
selects base classifiers using the Kappa statistic. The same authors introduced
Robust Online Self-Adjusting Ensemble (rose) for non-stationary data stream
classification [10], which trains online learners based on data views to ensure
high diversity of classifier pool. It also uses drift detectors to respond rapidly
to changes in the data distribution while proposing effective techniques for han-
dling data imbalance. Wozniak et al. proposed [32] employing various built-in
mechanisms (including, e.g., classifier weighting and aging) in order to construct
a self-updating classifier pool capable of changing its lineup to react to concept
drift and data imbalance.

2.2 Multi-Dimensional Encoding

As confirmed by numerous scientific publications, convolutional networks are
successfully used for image, video and audio classification [27]. Deep networks
also enable transfer learning, allowing models to apply previously acquired knowl-
edge to the problem at hand [35].

Multi-Dimensional Encoding [7] attempts to transform tabular data into a
more homogeneous form of digital discrete signals. One example here is the
Super Tabular Machine Learning (STML) proposed by Sun et al. [29], which
transforms tabular data into an image by rewriting the feature values of a given
problem instance onto it. Another approach is presented by the Image Generator
for Tabular Data (IGTD) [34] developed by Zhu et al. The algorithm searches
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for an optimized mapping by minimizing the difference between the ranking of
distances between features and the ranking of distances between their associated
pixels in the image. Damri et al. proposed the Feature Clustering-Visualization
(FC-Viz) [11], which transforms each instance of tabular data into a 2D pixel-
based representation, where pixels representing highly correlated and interacting
features are adjacent to each other.

2.7879699978735095

-1.627485515700297

-2.892120189227152

-1.9242013234466901

3.3947084919403747

1.4248344066797394

TABULAR STML IGTD

Fig. 1. An example of encoding a single instance of a synthetically generated tabular
problem into a two-dimensional discrete digital signal using STML and IGTD tech-
niques.

2.3 Neural networks for tabular data stream analysis

As mentioned earlier, despite their success in many pattern recognition tasks,
neural networks are rarely used for data streams, while methods with lower com-
plexity are preferred [7]. However, new works are constantly emerging, examining
various areas of application of neural networks for streaming data. Sahoo et al.
proposed a novel Hedge Backpropagation (HBP) method for effectively updat-
ing deep neural network parameters [26]. Duda et al. introduced and analyzed
two methods for neural network training on streaming data: Boosting-based and
Bagging-based training with drift detector [13]. Haug et al. proposed a FIRES
framework for online feature selection by treating neural network model param-
eters as random variables and penalizing features with high uncertainty [17].
The experiments that were conducted showed that the model complexity did
not affect the quality of the obtained feature sets. Additionally, Haug and Kas-
neci used a similar approach to detect concept drifts based on model parameter
values using the ERICS framework [16]. Guzy and Woźniak demonstrated the
usefulness of appropriate dropout regularization use in the event of recurring
concept drift occurrence [15].

At the same time, with direct reference to the topic of this article, no works
were found that attempted to apply any form of Multi-Dimensional Encoding for
the imbalanced drifting data stream classification task. He and Sayadi employed
such methods for malware detection in the Internet of Medical Things (IoMT)
[18]. While this work was based on streaming data, it did not address concept
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drift or imbalance. There were also no comparisons of the proposed approaches
with state-of-the-art imbalanced data stream ensemble classification algorithms.
In addition, Basu et al. predicted rare fluctuations in financial time series using
Siamese-type neural networks. The suggested approach stores input features as
tabular data in a sliding window generates an image of the time-series window,
and predicts rare occurrences using a pre-trained convolutional neural network
[4].

3 Streaming Super Tabular Machine Learning

As the above literature review indicates, deep learning-based solutions are often
discarded in favor of less complex algorithms despite the potential of multi-
dimensional encoding and neural networks and the ongoing need for new ap-
proaches to classifying difficult data streams. For this reason, this paper proposes
Streaming Super Tabular Machine Learning (SSTML) to fill this niche and make
a first step in exploring the potential of multi-dimensional encoding in dealing
with difficult data streams.

The main assumption when developing SSTML was to keep the computa-
tional complexity as low as possible while using the potential of deep learning
for tabular data. Therefore, we consider only the batch-based stream processing
scenario, where the need to wait for subsequent data chunks alleviates potential
problems that may result from the increased processing time.

Tabular DST
kTabular DST

k-1 Tabular DST
k+1

DATA STREAM
time →

. . . . . .

STML

Image DSI
k

ResNet-18

yk

1. Test 2. Train 1 epoch
Classification

lossk

Backpropagation

Fig. 2. The general scheme of the proposed SSTML approach.

From the pool of multi-dimensional encoding techniques, STML was cho-
sen for its encoding speed and ease of implementation while offering improved
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classification quality [23]. These features make STML a natural choice for initial
research related to data stream classification. Due to its widespread use and rela-
tively small size, the ResNet-18 architecture was used as a convolutional network.
In addition, to ensure low processing time, only one learning epoch is carried out
in each data chunk. The batch size was set to 8, and an SGD optimizer with a
learning rate of 0.001 and momentum of 0.9 was applied. Cross-entropy loss was
chosen as the loss function with weights depending on the degree of imbalance
of the problem.

The data stream processing using SSTML is shown in Fig. 2. We treat the
data stream as a series of tabular data chunks DST

k with a predetermined size of
N , where k denotes the batch index. Each incoming data chunk is encoded using
STML into a set of two-dimensional discrete digital signals DSI

k containing N
square images with a side of defined size. Each of the N images belonging to
DSI

k is then duplicated three times to obtain an image representation containing
three channels for the ResNet-18 architecture. Then, for each data chunk DSI

k ,
ResNet-18 performs inference and one training epoch, according to the Test-
Then-Train protocol.

Many works related to computer vision use transfer learning as an implicit
solution without considering the possibility of negative transfer. Therefore, prior
to the study, a preliminary experiment was conducted to determine the validity
of using the ResNet-18 pre-trained on the ImageNet dataset. A single stream
generated using the stream-learn library [22] was used, containing 3000 chunks
of 250 instances, 30 sudden drifts, 10% minority class, 1% label noise, and 8
informative features. The differences are relatively small, as shown in Fig. 3.
However, SSTML without pretreated weights has slightly higher balanced ac-
curacy in places and reports smaller drops when concept drift occurs. SSTML
without knowledge transfer also starts from a higher BAC level, indicating a low
translation of the ImageNet set into the STML representation and potentially
negative transfer. Therefore, ResNet-18 without pre-trained weights was used
for the study.

0 200 400 600 800 1000
chunks

0.60

0.65

0.70

0.75

0.80

0.85

0.90

0.95

1.00

BA
C

SSTML with ImageNet transfer SSTML without ImageNet transfer

Fig. 3. Comparison of SSTML behavior with and without transfer learning. A Gaussian
filter was applied for visualization purposes.
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4 Experimental Evaluation

This section describes the details of the experimental study conducted to inves-
tigate the properties of SSTML. The experiments conducted were designed to
answer the following research questions:

1. Is SSTML capable of achieving classification quality superior to state-of-the-
art ensemble algorithms dedicated to difficult data streams?

2. How does STML behave compared to ensemble algorithms in the event of
concept drift occurence?

3. Does processing time of SSTML enable its use in the real data stream clas-
sification tasks?

4.1 Set-up

The research conducted was planned taking into account the following compo-
nents:
Data The study was conducted on 130 streams in total, including three gener-
ators and two real streams:

– stream-learn synthetic – chunks: 3000, chunk size: 250, #drifts: 30, drift
type: sudden, gradual and incremental, recurring: no, imbalance: 15%
and 5% of minority class, label noise: 1% and 5%, #features: 8, #repli-
cations: 5, STML image size (px): 50x50,

– stream-learn semi-synthetic – datasets: ecoli-0-1-4-6-vs-5, glass5, popfail-
ures, spectfheart, and yeast6, chunks: 2000, chunk size: 250, #drifts:
20, drift type: sudden and incremental, recurring: no, #replications: 5,
image size (px): depending on the dataset, imbalance: depending on the
dataset,

– MOA – generators: SEA, RBF, hyperplane, chunks: 2000, chunk size:
250, #drifts: 6, drift type: sudden and incremental, recurring: yes, im-
balance: 10% and 5% of minority class, #features: depending on the gen-
erator, #replications: 3,

– CovType stream – chunks: 265, chunk size: 1000, #features: 54, IR: 4,
– Poker stream – chunks: 359 chunk size: 1000, #features: 10, IR: 10.

Reference methods Throughout the conducted experiments, SSTML was
compared with the following approaches: (i) Hoeffding Tree Hellinger split cri-
terion (HF), (ii) Learning++CDS (CDS), (iii) Learning++.NIE (NIE), (iv)
Kappa Updated Ensemble (KUE), and (v) Robust Online Self-Adjusting Ensem-
ble (ROSE). HF was used as the base classifier for all ensemble methods, and the
maximum classifier pool size was set to 10. The selection of methods, base clas-
sifier, and pool size was based on the algorithm’s prevalence and the literature
[1,9,10].

Experimental protocol All experiments were carried out using the Test-
Then-Train protocol according to stream-learn implementation to guarantee a
robust experimental evaluation. The results were supported by the Wilcoxon
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signed-rank test with α = 0.05, allowing for a global comparison of the tested
algorithms.

Reproducibility All experiments were performed in Python and can be
replicated using the publicly available GitHub repository 1. The repository also
contains additional results, not included in the work due to space limitations.
The stream-learn, scikit-multiflow [25], and PyTorch libraries implement state-
of-the-art algorithms. Synthetic and semi-synthetic streams were generated using
stream-learn and MOA [6].

4.2 Experiment 1 – Synthetic data streams

Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 show the experimental evaluation results for synthetic streams
in terms of balanced accuracy score (BAC). As we can observe, SSTML, regard-
less of the stream characteristics, starts from a level comparable to or lower than
the reference methods. However, it gradually improves until it surpasses all state-
of-the-art algorithms. This is due to ResNet-18’s inherently higher generalization
potential compared to non-deep approaches, which, even when learning is slowed
down due to the use of a single epoch of training in each data chunk, still pro-
duces satisfactory results. These results demonstrate the versatility of SSTML,
which retains its properties for various degrees of imbalance, label noise levels,
and recurring drift in MOA streams. The best of the reference methods – es-
pecially in the case of strong imbalance – is NIE, which quickly achieves full
generalization capability. ROSE and KUE exhibit similar properties, and their
classification quality decreases significantly as the degree of imbalance increases.
CDS behaves similarly to the previously mentioned methods, but it shows low
stability due to the use of SMOTE and a relatively simple weighting scheme.
Due to the lack of a mechanism to deal with concept drift, HF degenerates very
quickly and serves only as a reference value for the other methods.

Fig. 6 shows the average values of other metrics commonly used in imbalanced
data classification for streams with sudden concept drifts. We see that SSTML
is the most balanced method for all metrics for both generators. It has a better
minority class recognition capability than ROSE and KUE while showing better
precision than CDS and NIE. It is worth noting here that the entire length of the
stream was averaged here, so the values presented here do not reflect SSTML’s
ability to improve its generalization power continuously.

Tab. 1 shows the BAC-based Wilcoxon signed-ranks statistical test results
depending on the generator and concept drift type. For stream-learn, SSTML was
found to be statistically significantly the best among all the methods analyzed.
In the case of MOA, SSTML and NIE were the only ones to perform statistically
significantly better than some of the other reference methods. Again, the analysis
was conducted based on the entire stream length without taking into account
the upward trend of SSTML.

1 https://github.com/w4k2/2d_mde_stream

https://github.com/w4k2/2d_mde_stream
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stream-learn synthetic sudden drift
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stream-learn synthetic incremental drift

Fig. 4. Comparison of SSTML with reference methods in terms of BAC on synthetic
streams. A Gaussian filter was applied for visualization purposes.

Table 1. Results of Wilcoxon statistical analysis (α = 0.05) in terms of BAC. The first
row shows the average ranks, and below are the indexes of statistically significantly
inferior methods.

Drift type HF(1) CDS(2) NIE(3) KUE(4) ROSE(5) SSTML(6)

stream-learn synthetic
sudden 1.000 2.550 4.200 3.850 3.800 5.600

— 1 1, 2 1, 2 1, 2 all
gradual 1.200 2.950 4.200 3.700 3.300 5.650

— 1 1, 2 1, 2 1 all
incremental 1.050 2.7 4.350 3.850 3.450 5.600

— 1 1, 2 1, 2 1 all

moa synthetic
sudden 2.444 3.000 4.444 2.889 3.667 4.556

— — 1, 2 — — 1, 2, 4
incremental 2.667 3.222 4.778 2.333 3.667 4.333

— — 1, 2, 4 — — 4

4.3 Experiment 2 – Semi-synthetic and real data streams

Fig. 7 compares SSTML with reference methods for real and semi-synthetic
data streams. As in the case of synthetic data, SSTML again achieves a BAC
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Fig. 5. Comparison of SSTML with reference methods in terms of BAC on synthetic
streams. A Gaussian filter was applied for visualization purposes.

comparable to or exceeding reference methods, but some differences are also
apparent.

Lowered BAC value no longer characterizes SSTML at the beginning of the
data stream, which may result from the more heterogeneous data nature, which
– combined with STML encoding – translates into a leveling of the playing field
for SSTML and reference methods. In the case of synthetic data, which contained
only informative features, its more homogeneous nature may have favored solu-
tions based on classic Hoeffding trees. We also see that ROSE and KUE achieve
better classification quality than in the case of synthetic streams, while NIE loses
its properties. This is most likely due to the fact that as the heterogeneity of the
tabular data increases, the mechanisms for dynamic weighting and selection of
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Fig. 6. Comparison of SSTML with reference methods for sudden concept drift in
synthetic streams in terms of averaged metrics.

classifiers in KUE, as well as the techniques for ensuring ensemble diversity and
drift detection in ROSE, gain utility. An interesting case is the poker stream,
in which SSTML achieves a BAC value far superior to reference methods. This
may be due to the relatively low number of features and their categorical nature.

4.4 Experiment 3 – Processing time

The third experiment was conducted to investigate the processing time of SSTML
compared to reference methods and to answer the third research question. For
this purpose, synthetic data streams were generated with 110 data chunks, 250
samples each, and 8, 16, 32, and 64 features, respectively. The number of chunks
was chosen so that it was possible to average the processing time from 100
batches, considering only those in which ensemble methods had already reached
the maximum classifier pool size. Since the number of features of the problem
is inherent to the size of the image in the STML representations (in order to
ensure visibility of all features), the following quadrant image sizes were selected
for the STML:8 features: 50 px, 16 features: 80 px, 32: 110 px, 64: 150 px.

As we can see in Fig. 8, SSTML, despite the need for a procedure to encode
tabular data into a discrete digital signal and the use of the ResNet-18 architec-
ture, does not have a processing time unprecedented among established ensemble
algorithms, which are generally considered less complex. SSTML’s average pro-
cessing time is only about 0.5 seconds longer than NIE, which performs worse
with synthetic and real streams. The popular ROSE algorithm offers processing
times about 2.5 seconds faster than SSTML, but it is less universally applicable.
In summary, SSTML, although it might seem otherwise based on the method
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Fig. 7. Comparison of SSTML with reference methods in terms of BAC on real and
semi-sythetic streams. A Gaussian filter was applied for visualization purposes.

description, does not offer processing times unheard of in currently used data
stream classification algorithms and can be successfully used for low-velocity
streams.

5 Conclusion

In an effort to fill a gap in the literature relating to the use of multi-dimensional
encoding to classify difficult data streams, this paper proposes an SSTML ap-
proach. This is the first attempt known to the paper’s authors to study the
behavior of such methods when concept drift occurs. The results proved that
SSTML can achieve statistically significantly better classification quality than
state-of-the-art ensemble classification algorithms. Particularly evident is the
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Fig. 8. Comparison of SSTML with reference methods in terms of processing time.

higher generalization potential of SSTML, which is useful even when the learn-
ing phase is limited to one epoch. At the same time, the processing time of
SSTML is not significantly different from state-of-the-art ensemble algorithms
and can be used for batch-based processing of low-velocity data streams. All
this shows that deep neural networks can be successfully used in stream data
analysis instead of more classical approaches.

The results encourage further research into applying multi-dimensional en-
coding for difficult tabular data stream classification. Among the potential direc-
tions for development are an expanded analysis of available encoding methods
and the use of different neural network architectures and loss functions to reduce
processing time and potentially improve results.
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