[ SENYAY3I | O0AYlNE &
V' Sd dzNJ ¢ VSUg2N]l © |y
2NRANFHNB &3 X BVaA &

Louis Falissard (corresponding author):

CépiDc Inserm, Paris Saclay University, le Kremlin Bicétre, France

Postal address: 31 rue du Général Lexl84270, Le Kremlin Bicétre, France
Email addresdouis.falissard@inserm.fr

Phone number: +33679649178

Karim BounebacheCépiDc, Inserm, Le Kremlin Bicétre, France

Grégoire Rey CépiDc, Inserm, Le Knén Bicétre, France

Abstract: Deep neural networks are a family of computational models that are naturally suited to the
analysis of hierarchical data such as, for instaseguentialdata with the use of recurrent neural
networks.In the other hand, adinal regressiors a welknown predictive modelling problemsed in

fields as diverse as psychometoydeep neual network based voice modellingher specificity lies in

the propeties of their outcome variable, typically consideresl @ categorical variable with natural
ordering properties, typically allowing comparisons between different statésl f A GGt Sé¢ A a
Gaz2YSeKIFG¢é gKAOK Aa AdasSt T  S.arhis aitield ifwestightesthe (¢ = &
application ofsequenceto-sequencdearning methods provided by the deep learning framewaork i

ordinal regressionby formulating the ordinal regression problem as a sequential binary seArch
method for visualizing the mod&lexplanatoryvariables according to the ordinal target variable is
proposed, that bears some similarities to linadiscriminantanalysis. The method mompared to
traditional ordinal regression methods on a number of benchmark datasetl is shown tdave
comparableor significantly bettepredictive power.
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1 Introduction

Ordinal regressionis a weHknown predictive modelling problenused in fields as diverse as
psychometry to deep neural network based voice modelfin§her specificity lies in the proptes of

their outcome variable, typically considered a categorical variable with natural ordering properties,

typically allowing comparisons between different stétésa It A GGt S¢ Aa fSaa GKIYy
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incorporated into the modelling proceshis state comparability propertgnds up being surprisingly

hard to integrate to preexisting qualitative or quantitative approaches

Indeed, mosttraditional ordinal regres®n methods typically based on ttesholding or leassquare

like modelling objectivesnake additional assumptions on the outcome variable that might not always
be verified. As an example, the ordered logits model relies on the proportional odds assumption and
the hypothesis that the observed ordered dependent variable constitutes an imperfect observation of

a latent quantitative variabfe

In computer science, the manipulation of ordered table is a-kmdiwn problem for which simple yet
powerful algorithms have been known for decades. Binary search, for instance, allows for the
localization of a given value in an ordered table of predefined size N using at most Log2(N)

comparison&

¢CKS F2tt2Ay3 | NIAOE S LINE LI & 8siendib® endotlifjg@n oddaré&d 2 F
variable as a binary tree. The resulting modellingbem is then shown to be reminiscent of
sequential models traditionally seen in the deep learning academic literatangl a reurrent neural
network variantthe Gated Recurrent Ufi{GRU) is proposed to solve it. The predictive power of the
investigated methods then assessed on a dozen openly available benchmark datasets. Comparison
with traditional methods show a significant improvement in predictive power on a number of datasets,

in term of both average error rate, squared Cohen Kappa soadlesquared error metrics.
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2 Method

2.1 Ordinalvariableencoding on a probabilistic binary search tree

A binary search issassimple yepowerful recursive algorithm that, from a sorted array, determines
the position of one of its given element, by compugtia logarithmic amount of comparisbbetween
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1 Select the median element of the table, and compare it to the investigated value
9 If the median element is bigger than the investigated value, repeat the algorithm applied to
GKS GroftSQa t2¢6SNIKIETF
1 If the median element is logr than the investigated value, repeat the algorithm applied to
GKS GFroftSQa o0AIISNI KIETF
1 If the median element is equal to the investigated value, stop the algorithm and return the
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Fig. 1Example of a binary search algorithm (smu Wikipelia). The algorithm
needs only 4omparisons to find the position of an element in a table of 16
elements

As a powerfubpproachto ordered setananipulation relying solelgn comparison operations, which

are by definition perfectly acceptabla ordinal variable analysishe birary search algorithm might



constitute an interesting basis for the desigh anordinal regressioimethod. For instancegdirectly
applying the algorithm to an ordinal variable allows for its encoding on a binaryFiggee 2shows
an example of such a decomposition, with an 8 states ordinal varigalh path on the tree

correspondto a sequence of binary random variables defined as comparisons.
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Fig. 2Binary search tree. Each state of the ordinal variable iscésd with a
vector of binary variables representing its location on the tree, and the result of

the equivalent binary search process. Note that binary vectors correspond exactly
02 GKS O0AYylFNEB RSO2YLRaAldGA2Yy 2F (GKS

By consideringhis binary search tree as a standard conditional tree diagram, and identifying the
decision path leading to a given value correspondsst@@composition in binangrdinal regression

can be formulated as sequential modelling problem of binary variablasfollows:
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Where:

f " = the ordinal dependent variableith ¢ [E M = states



@~ a hl QN w, the explanatory variables (in vectorial form)
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Note that so far, and for sinligity, the modelling problem is only defined for ordinal variable with a
number of states that is a power 6o (in other words wherghe2 NRAY I t @I NAI 6f SQa&
binary search graph is full). Extending the model to the general case of anyngivdrer of states

however quite straightforwaréindcan be achieved aslfows (and is shown in figure:3

1 Model the¢ N = states ordinal variable as having states

1 Force all the unnecessary states to 0 after model inference and renormalize the

resulting probability distribution

Truncated renormalized ordinal distribution,

Ordinal distribution with artificial states added with appropriate number of states number of states
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Fig. 3 Example of truncation and renormalization trick for an orduzaiable with

6 different states. The variable is projected into a binary search tree of depth 3 (on

the right). The resulting probability distribution is then modified such that the two
higher states are associated to 0 probability (on the left)

This tye of modelling problem is highly reminiscent of sequential learning problems often seen in the
deep artificial neural network academic literatdireConditional language models, for instapaee
derived by modelling sensibly similar sets of random variable with a shared dimensionality conditioned
to each other in a sequential manngConsequently it only feels qui¢ natural to investigate the

potential of these methods to the aforedefined modelling probjemmich this article proposes to solve



using a very simple GRigll based seq2seq architecture. The authors are aware that this solution is
now long considereaut of fashionin the natural language processing community, but feel that the
additional layers of complexity that came with modern neural translation architectures (such as

attention modules) are tospecificto their fields.They might however be the sulgjeof future work.

2.2 Neural gguence models

In practical applications, neural sequence models are essentiallyimsedural language processing,
specifically imachine translation where they ke been representing the state of the art for a number

of yeas’. However, in a broader sense, they provide machine learning practitioner with a powerful set
of tools for the modelling of sequentiahterdependentoutcome variables. The first powerful neural
sequence models were based on recurrent neural networks and their variants, sushgShort Term
Memory unitd® and Gated Recurrentnits. Although the deep learning academic community have
found empiical evidence that how discourages their use in natural language processing tasks in favour
of more modern approaches (attentibror dilated convdutions'?, for instance) for the sake of
simplicity this approach was selected in order to model theexdefined sequential decision modelling

problem.

2.2.1 Recurrent neural networks

Recurrent neural networks are a familyredural network that specializie the analysis o$equential
data'?>. The main idea behind the elaboration of a recurrent neural network is to devise al rinad
shares its parameter across #the stegps within the datasequencelnstead of feeding the whole
sequence to atandardperceptron eachtime stepin the data is sequentially fed to thmetwork, which

also takes as input its previous output in erdo allow the model to condition both on the present
and past observationas can be seen ofigure 4 As a recurrent neural network requires this past
connection for each time steps, an additional input is given to the model when evaluating the first
sequential observation. This vectorial input is called an initial state and is typically either set to 0 or

considered as learnable parameters for the métel



Initial state

Fig. 4 A recurrent neural network architecture outputs a vector for each

sequential observation that depends on both the current and all previously
obsewred timesteps

This family of neural network can be used in a varietyettfings thatcan be broadly gathered into 3

main categories that can be seen figure5:

1 Modelling a norsequential response variable from sequential explanatory varigelgsTek
classification)

1 Modelling a sequential response variable from sequential explanatory variédgeOptical
character recognition)

9 Autoregressive modelling of a sequential variglelg. Language models)
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Fig. 5 Top: Recurrent neural network in regresssetting. The RNN sweeps the
entireinput sequence, and its last output is usedinputs in aegression model
conditioned on the entire sequence. Middle: RNN in sequential regression setting.
The RNN sweeps the entire input sequence, and all of psitsudre used to fit a
seqguence of regression models conditioned on all previous observations. Bottom:
RNN in autoregressive setting. The model sweeps the entire input sequence, and
all of its outputs are used to fit a regression model to predict theinpxt from

all previous observations
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2.2.2 GRU

In order to extend traditional feedforward neural networks with this recurrent connections, several
functional families have been devised over the years. Nowadays, the simplest, and original recurrent
neural netwok is however typically discarded due to its poor behavior during model fittimgfavor

of more modern approaches such as the Long Short Term Memory cell (LSTM) or the Gated Recurrent
Unit (GRU). Although the LSTM cell has been shown to have a better modelling capability than the
GRU, the latter was sadted in the proposed approach for both its lesser amount of parameter and
ability to handle smaller datasetSor a sequence of real valued vectorial inpitf8 fro  the output

"Q at time step t of a GRU is defined from bdfh ho as follows:
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With:

1 the input vector

1 "Qthe output vector

1 "Qthe candidate activation vector
1 ¢ the update gate vector

1 igthe reset gate vector

e

1 ohAYm! @ &h FQ learnable parameter matrices and vectors



2.2.3 Model definition

Amongst thebasicrecurrentneural network based architectuidescribed in 2.2.1he autoregressive

setting seems like a good candidate to model the joint probability of observing a sequence of event.
Indeed, sequentially modelling all the output variables conditioned on all pusvdoes almost allows

for the computation of the joint modelling by simple product of all derived probabilities. However, a
problem arises with simple autoregressive models that prevents their use as is in the investigated
modelling problem. Autoregressivaeodelsexpect the firstsequence element in the as a given, which

is not the case in the investigated modelling problem, wheré , requires an estimate as well. The

neural machine translation literature, which encounters the same problem, inttedthe idea of

FRRAY3 | aySdziNIté¢ adtbudslLAD tKE REYSHASRAOBRT a0k M
translation academic literaturefrom which the networkstarts its auteregression process This

additional value is given to the recurrent network as its first input element, from which the model
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Fig. 6Let: A GRU recurrent neural network during the first step of the joint
modelling autoregressive process. Its input is an additional, artificial state given to
the target variable that never changes from ondivmdual to another, that is used
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After the first recurrent neural network iteration, the actsalquence is given to
the model, apart from the last element, which is nex@nditioned upon
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itself sufficient in order to solve the maodelling problem investigated in this article, which, as defined in

2.1, consid in estimding the joint probability of binary decision sequencenditionedon some

explanatory variablesThe machine translation literature academic also had the same problem (eg.
estimating the probability of a sentence in French given a sentence in Englistgraadip with several

solutions. The simplest, found in early RNN based eneddeoder architecturesywas to make the
NEOdZNNBY 0 ySdzNIf ySGg2N] Qa Ay A asichntbe seénlifiguee 7l T dzy O

which is the solution that was cken for the here defined architecture.
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Figure 7 A GRU neural network able to estimate the joint probability of a
sequential output variable conditioned on some explanatory variables. h linear
combinatiors of the explanatory variables are used as thédhstate of a GRU
that sweeps through the padded target sequence in an autoregressive fashion

In summary, for an ordinal variabde with ¢ ¢ ¥ & andexplanatory variable®&~ s h! Qv w, the

entire model can be defined as follows, and itsesoatic representation can be seenfigure 8:

f The aforedefined random variablés; HQ Gpht dare encoded as two valued one hot
vectors (Ttp for6; 1 phrt foré 5 p)

f The neutral state used to start the autoregressioken is defined asrit

1 A GRU recurrent neural network with dimensionali®ys defined to sweep through
the binary variable sequences (padded with the neutral sta@gonstitutes the
Y2RSt Qa Dafdmeter Khe lalBhdds advise to set this valuest, although
without any theoretical nor empirical evidence to back it up)

1 "dinear combination of the input variables are defined to build a ve€ithat is to be

7 A A
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1 A logistic regression is then applied to all of thev s Qutputs (the same logistic
regression is applied at each tirséep) in order to estimate the probability of each
6  H@ OpkE din an autoregressive fashion

1 By feeding all possible binary decomposition sequences to the GRU (for the same
individual), the ordinal variable probability can be retrieved from the logistic
NEINBaaAz2y 2dzillziQa LINRRdzOG a

1 The entire model (logistic regression, GRU and linear combination parameters) is

jointly fit though maximum likelihood with gradient descent and bacok@gation
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Figure 8 The proposed neural architecture. From the explanatory variable, h

linear combination are used to initialize a GRU that sweeps through all of the
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2.2.4 Teacher forcing

The necessity of evaluating the recurrent neural network on every possible sequence in order to build
the final probability distribution can restuitt significant computational needsspecially during model
fitting, where model inference and gradient computation through backpropagation is required at each

gradient descent iteration step. In order to speed up computation times, neural translation model are



typically trained nowadayssing a technique called teacher forcihginstead of fitting the model
through maximum likelihood on the final joint distribution, model parameters are inferred by
maximumlikelihood on the sequential variables, and only the correct sequence is given to the model
for each observatiopas can be seen figure 9 As a consequence, each optimization step requires the
recurrent neural network to only assess one sequence peemiasion, thus significantly improving

computation times.

All experiments reported in this article were derived using this model fitting approach. The final
predictions used for performance estimations were however derived from the more traditional

approach of building the entire ordinal probability distribution.

Cross entropy | Cross entropy ' Cross entropy
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Figure 9 Example of model training using teacher forcihdK S Dw! Q& A YA G A §
is derived from linear combination of the input variables as before. However, to
improve computation time, onlyre correct output sequence is fed to the
recurrent neural network. The model is then jointly fit through maximum
likelihood on each individuél ; FQ dpre &

Q)¢



2.3 Linear dimensionality reduction for visualization

The method proposed in thiarticle was primarily intended as a purely discriminant model. However,

its inherent architecturecan be exploitedat least in a majority of use casds)use it as dinear
dimensionality reduction andisualization tool as well, with no additional wodquired. Indeed, the

GRUOS Tt f Qa Aa/vediokbhskd od linkaii &mbinations of the explanatory variable whose
RAYSyaArz2ylrtAGe O2yadAiddziS zontiksall the miRihationdhe@ngd & K& LIS
model use to predict the targetordinal variable./ 2 yaSljdz2Sy dfex>x |a f2y3a I a
dimensionality is set to a value lower than the number of explanatory variablesnititutesa
compressed representation of the explanatory variables built to preserve as much discriminativ
information regarding the target variabkes possibleThis approaclshares some similarity (at least

conceptually) wittpartial least square regressiomethods,but is here specific to ordinal valued target

variables.

In addition, when setting the mod@ld  Kparad®tdd to values 2 or 3, the subsequent linear
projection of the explanatory variables can be plotted, which allows for the visualization of potentially

insightful patterns regarding the relationship between explanatory variables and the btdiget.

In short, these linear projections of the explanatory variables can be obtained as follows:

T {SG GKS Y p&é&ifeterdo akvalugdSoM@r than the explanatory variables
cardinality

1 Train the model

91 Discard the GRU cell from the model and adynpute the linear projections used to

build its initial state

Finally, as this projection is purely linear, the authors have some hope that they can retain some
interpretability, whichis quite rare in neural network models. However, additional workgsiired to

properly assess how these linear combinations can be interpreted.



3 Experiment

3.1 Description

To assess its predictive performances, the aforementioned method was applied on a set of readily
available benchmark datasets for ordinal prediction, awdnpared to results obtained from more
traditional approachesAll the ordinal regression methods used in the following experiment (except
for the one introduced in this article) were taken from the mord Python package, and all roughly follow

two different approaches:

1 Threshold based athods,comprised of three variants of the ordinal logistic model,
the alkthreshold ordinal logistic model, the immediatiereshold ordinal logistic

model and the squared error ordinal logistic model, which are referredtobst € = &L ¢ €

A 2
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1 The regression based methqa®mprised of the ordinal ridge regression modeid

the least absolute deviation ordinal regression modeK A OK | NB NX F SNNBR

YR &a[!5€é Ay (K& SELSNAYSYy(iQa NBad i

Dataset Number of ordinal Number of input Sample
states in the output variables siwe
variable
Abalone 8 7 4177
Abalone_ord 10 10 4177
Affairs 6 17 265
Ailerons 9 39 7154
Auto_ord 10 8 398
Auto_riskness 6 15 160
Bostonhousing_ord 5 13 506
Boston_housing 6 13 506
California_housing 6 8 20640
Cement_strength 5 8 998

Fireman_example 16 10 40768




Glass 6 9 213
Kinematics 8 8 8192
Machine_ord 10 6 199
Skill 7 18 3337
Stock_ord 5 9 950
Winequality red 6 11 1359
Winequality white 7 11 3961

Tabk 1: Datasets summary

CKS G2Aa02yaAyYoNBladye2NRe RIFEGFASGT faz2 NBIFRATLE
method benchmarking, was discarded for the experiments due to its low observation to sample size

ratio (only 194 observations for 3@riables). Indeed, as it stands now, the ordinal regression method
presented in this dataset is not meant as a tool for scarce datasets as Ridge or Lasso regressions are.
However, the application of such penalty based regularization methods will bebjeetaf future

work.

Ly 2NRSNJ G2 lFaasSaa (GKS LINRPLR2aSR YSGK2RQ& LISNF2NY
methods were used on 17 rebfle datasets traditionally used for benchmarking ordinal regression
methods. A summary of these daets can be found itable 1. The following methodology was used

for the experiment:

1 Each input variable in all dataset was standardized to zero mean and unitary standard

variance

[a=tN
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datasetand three performance metrics were assessed usingpldcross validation:
Model accuracy, squared cohen kappa score and squared error. Confidence intervals

were estimated through bootstrap

An additional experiment was designed inorderfo&Saa (GKS Y2RSt Qa @GAadz € ATl
supplementary model with hypgparameter value set to two was adjusted to each of the

aforedescribed dataset. The resultingdiinensional embedding were then plotted against the



ordinal target value in ordermtqualitativelyassess whether these linear projections can indeed

capture interesting patterns in the data.

3.2 Results
3.2.1 Predictive performances

The LINBRAOUGA DS LISNF 2 NY | afeDdisplafeitin IR 2y $ ghd @ for abtBracdz G a
squared Cohendppa and mean squared error metrics respectively. For readability, only the best

ol 4aStAYyS YSUK2RQa LISNF2NXYIyOS Yy&hd schrésashovingBa NB L2
significantly better performance are highlighted in bolthe interested reader carotvever find the
SELISNAYSYy(iQa O2YLX SGS NBadzZ Ga Ay AdKSYNRFYPEEDAE
B2alz2y K Baz A ¥AK T dz&GE f REE QR 0Y SH ANR SR Y& IRdzZat A G & yNBRE
significant difference in predictive performance couldfinel between the proposed approach and the

best baseline method in all investigated metrics. For the 10 remaining datasets, significant differences

in predictive power were found, and can be summed up as follows:

§ For four datasets, namely / SYSY G A ( B ¥ NBKEY PO EI YLX S¢ 3= a
a { 0 2 O the pidRased Japproach significantly outperformed the best baseline
method on all metrics

f C2NJ 2yS RIFGlFrasSds ylLrySte a!FFFIANRET GKS
outperformed by at least one baseline thed on all assessed metrics. However, the
best baseline approach for this dataset differs for all metrics (Logistic IT for accuracy,
logistic AT for Cohen Kappa, and Ridge for the mean squared error)

1 When focusing only on accuracy, the proposed approadperforms all baseline

YSGK2Ra 2y |y I|TRRAGAZ2YI G§KNBES RIFGFasSti
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When focusing only on squared Cohen Kappa score, the peapapproach
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When focusing only on mean squared error, the pregad approachdoes not
significantly outperforms all baseline methods on any additional dataset. It is however

outperformed by an additionalataset namelya ! 6y $ £

Dataset Proposed Best other Method
abalone 37.6[36.1,39.1] | 32.8[31.4, 34.1] IT
abalane_ord 58.7 [67.2,60.1] | 55.2[53.7, 56.7] LAD
affairs 25.0[20.0,30.4] |48.1[41.9,54.2] IT
ailerons 45.5[44.3,46.7] | 43.2[42.0, 44.3] IT
auto_ord 51.0[46.2,55.9] |55.4[50.5,60.3] |SE
auto_riskness 66.9 [59.4, 73.8] 63.1 [55.6, 70.0] LAD
bostonthousing_ord| 73.6 [69.6, 77.4] 72.0[68.0, 75.8] | AT
boston_housing 56.6 [52.2, 61.0] 61.6 [57.4, 65.8] IT
california_housing | 57.9 [57.3, 58.6] 54.0[53.3,54.7] | AT
cement_strength | 69.1[66.2, 71.9] | 49.4 [46.2, 52.5] LAD
fireman_example | 39.9 [39.4, 40.4] 23.0[22.6, 23.5] IT
glass 57.1[50.5, 63.8] | 56.2[49.5, 62.9] IT
kinematics 42.7[41.6,43.8] |27.4[26.5,28.4] |IT
machine_ord 57.4 [50.5, 64.2] 66.3 [59.5, 73.2] | AT
skill 41.6[39.9,43.3] |40.5([38.7,42.1] | AT
stock_ord 85.7 [83.5,87.8] | 69.8[66.8,72.6] IT
winequality_red 57.9 [55.2, 60.6] 58.0 [55.3, 60.6] LAD
winequality white | 53.9 [52.4, 55.5] | 52.9[51.3,54.4] | LAD

Table 2 Accuracy resultén %)




Dataset Proposed Best other Method
abalone 74.6[73.0,76.1] | 729[71.4,74.4] | AT
abalone ord 62.5 [60.5, 64.5] 63.6 [61.6, 65.5] Ridge
affairs -11.1 f23.0, 1.3] 23.0[12.2,33.7] | AT
ailerons 89.5[89.0, 90.1] 89.6 [89.1,90.1] | AT
auto_ord 88.5[86.0,90.6] |91.1[89.3,92.6] |SE
auto_riskness 61.3 [44.2, 75.6] 66.2 [56.3, 74.7] | AT
bostonhaising_ord| 82.3 [77.6, 86.3] 82.5[78.4, 85.9] SE
boston_housing 85.9 [82.7, 88.6] 87.3 [84.4, 90.0] IT
california_housing | 79.1 [78.4, 79.8] 77.7[77.0,78.4] | AT
cement_strength | 88.0 [86.4, 89.5] 71.3[68.0, 74.2] IT
fireman_example | 96.3[96.2, 96.4] | 84.3[84.0, 84.7] AT
glass 71.3[60.5,80.1] |80.4([73.4,85.7] | LAD
kinematics 84.5[83.7,85.3] | 62.0[60.6,63.4] |IT
machine_ord 80.7 [67.8, 89.9] 92.4[87.0, 95.7] SE
skill 73.0[71.4,74.6] | 70.6[68.9,72.2] |IT
stock_ord 95.1[94.2,95.9] | 88.6[87.090.1] IT
winequality _red 50.4[46.1,54.5] | 49.5[45.8,53.2] | LAD
winequality_white | 49.0 [46.8,51.2] | 43.2[40.9,45.6] | LAD
Table 3 Quadratic Cohen Kappa resu(its %)
Proposed Best other Method
abalone 2.46 [2.33,2.59] | 2.13[2.03, 2.22] | SE
ababne_ord 0.77[0.72,0.83] | 0.76 [0.71, 0.81] | Ridge
affairs 7.90[6.83, 9.01] | 3.45[2.99, 3.93] | Ridge
ailerons 1.45[1.38,1.52] | 1.35[1.30, 1.41] | SE
auto_ord 0.98[0.78, 1.20] | 0.73[0.60, 0.87] | SE
auto_riskness 1.14[0.69, 1.71] | 0.81[0.62, 1.03] | AT
bostonhousing_ord 0.38 [0.29, 0.47] | 0.34 [0.28, 0.40] | SE
boston_housing 0.73[0.61,0.88] | 0.64[0.52,0.78] | IT
california_housing | 0.76 [0.74, 0.78] | 0.77 [0.75, 0.79] | SE
cement_strength | 0.35[0.31, 0.39] | 0.74 [0.68, 0.81] | SE
fireman_example | 1.58 [1.55, 161] | 6.09 [5.99, 6.19] | SE
glass 1.67 [1.18, 2.24] | 1.01[0.77, 1.29] | Ridge
kinematics 1.66 [1.59, 1.74] | 3.22[3.13, 3.31] | SE
machine_ord 1.92[1.02,3.18] | 0.79[0.44, 1.25] | SE
skill 1.02[0.96, 1.07] | 1.03[0.98, 1.08] | SE
stock_ord 0.14[0.12,0.17] | 0.32[0.29,0.36] |IT
winequality _red 0.56 [0.51, 0.61] | 0.53[0.48, 0.57] | LAD
winequality_white | 0.61 [0.58, 0.65] | 0.65 [0.62, 0.69] | LAD

Table 4 Mean squared error results
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methods, figure 10displays for each dataset which of the baseline methods either significantly
outperform, is outperformed, or does not perform significantly differently than the proposed

approach, for all chosen metrics.
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FigurelO: Results comparisons between the proposed approach and all baseline
methods on all datasets. Yellow, blue and purple cases denote baseline methods
that respectively perform significantly worse, not significantly better or worse and
significantly bettetthan the proposed approach on the given dataset

As can be seen on figure e proposed approach significantly outperforms any baseline approach

on any given dataset for a total number of 106 times, and is significantly outperformed 13 times.



Moreover, the binary search based method is never significantly beaten by all baseline methods on

any of the investigated datasets, this for all chosen metrics.
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surrogates) objective for model fitting. In any cases, additional analysis of these datasets to better

understand these poorer performances will be treated in the discussion

3.2.2 Linear dimensionality reduction for ordinal visetion
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set of additional models were fit to each dataset, with hyparameter set to 2 to allow for efficient

scatterplot.

Some of the resulting limensional projections of the put data can be seen in figure ¥ith each

point colormapped according to its ordinal target variable value. The remaining visualizations can be

found in the annex, with varying results2M™NJ Ay a i I y OS I belisufferédSrom éxifemelyA NB ¢ R
poor prediction performances, it is reasonable to expect its resulting projection to yield few to no

insight about the relationship betweemtget and explanatory variables.
Insights gathered from the vializations displayedhifigure 11can be summed up in two major points:
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between the target variable and the explanatory variable linear combinations is quite
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between explanatory and target variables is not as straightforward. Indeed, the
visualizations show clusts of data points that each keep an ordered relationship with
the target variable. However, the decisions boundaries are not the same for all

clusters, indicating that stratification might be of interest in the analysis of these

datasets.
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Fig. 11Examples of bidimensional projections obtained by fitting the proposed model
(with number of neurons in the recurrent network parameter fixed to 2) to a selected

sample of datasets used in the experiment. For each dataset, the linear projections
leadtohB Kt &8 NXIRIFIotS @AradzttAl A2y 2F GKS SELX |
ordinal target variable



4 Discussion

As previously seen in the result part, the proposed approachstmyield better or similar predictive
performancesto all baseline approachn most datasets, with the exception of theaffairs» and
«abalone» datasets Consequently, developing a better understanding of these datasets might be
helpful in order to assess cases where the approach for ordinal regression presented in thds artic
might not be advisable. In addition, it might also lead to empirically derived conjectures regarding
hypotheses the model requires in order to perform well, or provide elements that might lead to further

improvements.
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are the lowers. Indeed, it is the only investigated dataset where recurrent neural network based
ordinal regression is outperformed by at least one baseline method fasetdicted performance

metrics.
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high number of explanatory variables. Indeed, this dataset is comprised of 265 observations each
comprised of 17 explanatg variables. In addition, its ordinal target variable is made of 6 different

states. Such a poor dimensionality to sample ratio typically requires regularization methods. In
addition, neural network based methods for predictive modelling are known tdyaagérfit. However,

no regularization methods were used during model training in the experiments presented in this

I NGAOE ST gKAOK YAIKG SELX This BypothésS is Migh& Sdnidraed hy2 2 NJ LJ
FaaSaaAiry3a GKS Y2 Rdnatcd betvaeh hSthiBigg@idavalidaon daladedF that

are displayed intable 5 Indeed, a significant gap can be observed between training and validation

metrics, and constitutes strong evidence indicating the model is overfitting the dataset.



Dataset Accuracy(%) Cohen Kappa Mean Squared Error
Training 54 42 4.1
Validation 27 -53 7.9

Table ¢NJ} AYyAy3a | yR @I fARFGAZY

significant decrease in performance from tramgi to validation suggests that the
model is strongly overfitting the dataset

As a consequence, incorporating regularization methods in the proposed approach should be the

object of future work. A promising candidate to do so can be found in the dropout method,

traditionally used in deep &ning models, which could be applied to the recurrent neural network

part of the presented architecture. Another solution that might be of interest lies in penalized

methods. Indeed, one could add a lasso, ridgelasticnet penalization to the objecti function. This

penalization could typically be applied to the linear combination weights that are used to build the
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the feature selection interprettion of lasso regression methods wousinain heuristically valid
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sample size, it is considerably unbalanced. Indeed, as can bersigure 12 morethan half of the
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as few as 15 timesConsequently sampling or loss weighting techniques should be considered

necessary in order to properly solve this mibg problem.
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Fig. 12Distribution of the ordinal target variable in the dataséithe dataset is
extremely unbalancedApproximately50% of observations correspond to the first
target value. All other value have less than 35 observations

Although samfing techniques can perfectly adapt to the proposed approach without any additional
work, loss reweightingtechniques are not as straightforward, especially when training with teacher
forcing.Indeed, in teacher forcing, the actual labels used to fitrtigalel are the binary decomposition

of the target values. As such, weighting methods should be adapted in order for weighting to apply for

this sequence of target variable.
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significantly outperformed on mean squared error metrics, and significantly outperforms almost all
baseline approachie 2y (GKS (g2 2G$KSNJ aSft SOGSR YSGNROA oI LI
to the quadratic Cohen Kappa score). However, the authors could not find any satisfactory explanation
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approximately 4 thousands data points) seems quite sufficient, which is further confirmed when



estimating performance metrics on the training set, which are essentially identical to those evaluated
through cross validation. In additipthe distribution of the ordinal target variable does not suffer from

severe unbalancd dzZOK | a& O2dz R 0SS 20aSNISR ¢gAGK GKS &l FFI s

However, the visualization capability of the proposed model can constitute a way to further analyse
this datase in order to build hypotheses that might explain this phenomenaeast qualitatively.
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each point color coded in three different manners:
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squared error) prediction

Qualitatively, theproposed approach seems to derive decision surfaces that better fit the true ordinal
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terms of accuracy). However, these boundaries are not entirelijnal. Although decision boundaries
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the baselinemodels, that all have as a hypothesis either a mean squared property or a proportional

odds assumption (guaranteeing parallel decision surfaces). As such, the baseline approaches on these
dataset mightoe biasedowards maximizing the mean squared errortla¢ detriment of finding true

decision surfaces.
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target variables are not as clear cut as would be expected, and that mean squared error metrics are

not quite perfectly fit to evaluate model performances on this particular dataset.



To conclude, figure 18hows a potential use of the visualization for qualitative exploration of datasets
in relation to an ordinal variable. Indeed, it allowed usto profosé Keé L2 6 KSaAra G2 SELX |
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remarquably preservetly the projection, showing that these linear combination of the explanatory

variables do capture efficient representat®of the explanatory variables.
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Figure 13 Top: Bidimensional projection of the input variables colonded according
to the ordinal target values. Bottonrieft: Same projections colecoded according to
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