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Abstract: Deep neural networks are a family of computational models that are naturally suited to the 

analysis of hierarchical data such as, for instance, sequential data with the use of recurrent neural 

networks. In the other hand, ordinal regression is a well-known predictive modelling problem used in 

fields as diverse as psychometry to deep neural network based voice modelling. Their specificity lies in 

the properties of their outcome variable, typically considered as a categorical variable with natural 

ordering properties, typically allowing comparisons between different states όάŀ ƭƛǘǘƭŜέ ƛǎ ƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ 

άǎƻƳŜǿƘŀǘέ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƛǘǎŜƭŦ ƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ άŀ ƭƻǘέΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛǾƛǘȅ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ). This article investigates the 

application of sequence-to-sequence learning methods provided by the deep learning framework in 

ordinal regression, by formulating the ordinal regression problem as a sequential binary search. A 

method for visualizing the modelΩs explanatory variables according to the ordinal target variable is 

proposed, that bears some similarities to linear discriminant analysis. The method is compared to 

traditional ordinal regression methods on a number of benchmark dataset, and is shown to have 

comparable or significantly better predictive power. 
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1 Introduction 
 

Ordinal regression is a well-known predictive modelling problem used in fields as diverse as 

psychometry1 to deep neural network based voice modelling2. Their specificity lies in the properties of 

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

typically allowing comparisons between different states3 όάŀ ƭƛǘǘƭŜέ ƛǎ ƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ άǎƻƳŜǿƘŀǘέ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ 

ƛǘǎŜƭŦ ƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ άŀ ƭƻǘέΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛǾƛǘȅ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘύΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛs additional prior knowledge should be 

incorporated into the modelling process, this state comparability property ends up being surprisingly 

hard to integrate to pre-existing qualitative or quantitative approaches.  

Indeed, most traditional ordinal regression methods (typically based on thresholding or least-square 

like modelling objectives) make additional assumptions on the outcome variable that might not always 

be verified4. 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 variable5. 

In computer science, the manipulation of ordered table is a well-known 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) 

comparisons6.  

¢ƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜǎ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƛƳǇƭŜ ŀƭƎƻǊƛǘƘƳΩǎ essence by encoding an ordered 

variable as a binary tree. The resulting modelling problem is then shown to be reminiscent of 

sequential models traditionally seen in the deep learning academic literature7, and a recurrent neural 

network variant, the Gated Recurrent Unit8 (GRU) is proposed to solve it. The predictive power of the 

investigated method is 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 score and squared error metrics. 



 

2 Method 
 

 

2.1 Ordinal variable encoding on a probabilistic binary search tree 
 

A binary search is as simple yet powerful recursive algorithm that, from a sorted array, determines 

the position of one of its given element, by computing a logarithmic amount of comparison6 between 

ǘƘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜŘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜΩǎ ŜƭŜƳŜƴts as can be seen in figure 1: 

¶ Select the median element of the table, and compare it to the investigated value 

¶ If the median element is bigger than the investigated value, repeat the algorithm applied to 

ǘƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜΩǎ ƭƻǿŜǊ ƘŀƭŦ 

¶ If the median element is lower than the investigated value, repeat the algorithm applied to 

ǘƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜΩǎ ōƛƎƎŜǊ ƘŀƭŦ 

¶ If the median element is equal to the investigated value, stop the algorithm and return the 

ƳŜŘƛŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ 

 

Fig. 1 Example of a binary search algorithm (source: Wikipedia). The algorithm 

needs only 4 comparisons to find the position of an element in a table of 16 

elements 

 

As a powerful approach to ordered sets manipulation relying solely on comparison operations, which 

are by definition perfectly acceptable in ordinal variable analysis, the binary search algorithm might 



constitute an interesting basis for the design of an ordinal regression method. For instance, directly 

applying the algorithm to an ordinal variable allows for its encoding on a binary tree. Figure 2 shows 

an example of such a decomposition, with an 8 states ordinal variable. Each path on the tree 

corresponds to a sequence of binary random variables defined as comparisons. 

 

 

Fig. 2 Binary search tree. Each state of the ordinal variable is associated 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 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ōƛƴŀǊȅ ŘŜŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŘƛƴŀƭ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜΩǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ 

 

By considering this binary search tree as a standard conditional tree diagram, and identifying the 

decision path leading to a given value corresponds to its decomposition in binary, ordinal regression 

can be formulated as a sequential modelling problem of binary variables as follows: 

ὖώ ȿ ὢȟ— ὖ
ώ

ς
 άέὨ ςȟὭ  ἀρȟὲἁ ȿ ὢȟ—  

ὖ
ώ

ς
 άέὨ ς ȿ 

ώ

ς
 άέὨ ςȟὮ  ἀρȟὭἁȟὢȟ— 

ὖὄȟ ȿ ὄȟȟὮ  ἀρȟὭἁȟὢȟ— ύὭὸὬ ὄȟ
ώ

ς
 άέὨ ς ᶅὭȟὲᶰᴓ  

Where: 

¶ ώɴ ᴓ the ordinal dependent variable with ςȟὲᶰᴓ states 



¶ ὢᶰᴙ ȟᶅ Ὠᶰᴓ, the explanatory variables (in vectorial form) 

¶ —ᶰᴙȟᶅ Ὡɴ ᴓΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ǇŀǊŀƳŜǘŜǊǎ 

Note that so far, and for simplicity, the modelling problem is only defined for ordinal variable with a 

number of states that is a power of two (in other words where the ƻǊŘƛƴŀƭ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜΩǎ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘƛƴƎ  

binary search graph is full). Extending the model to the general case of any given number of state is 

however quite straightforward and can be achieved as follows (and is shown in figure 3): 

¶ Model the ὲᶰᴓ states ordinal variable as having ς   states 

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

resulting probability distribution 

 

Fig. 3: Example of truncation and renormalization trick for an ordinal variable 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 type of modelling problem is highly reminiscent of sequential learning problems often seen in the 

deep artificial neural network academic literature7. Conditional language models, for instance, are 

derived by modelling sensibly similar sets of random variable with a shared dimensionality conditioned 

to each other in a sequential manner. Consequently, it only feels quite natural to investigate the 

potential of these methods to the aforedefined modelling problem, which this article proposes to solve 



using a very simple GRU-cell based seq2seq architecture. The authors are aware that this solution is 

now long considered out of fashion in 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 too specific to their fields. They might however be the subject of future work. 

2.2 Neural sequence models 
 

In practical applications, neural sequence models are essentially used in natural language processing, 

specifically in machine translation where they have been representing the state of the art for a number 

of years9. However, in a broader sense, they provide machine learning practitioner with a powerful set 

of tools for the modelling of sequential, interdependent outcome variables. The first powerful neural 

sequence models were based on recurrent neural networks and their variants, such as Long Short Term 

Memory units10 and Gated Recurrent Units. Although the deep learning academic community have 

found empirical evidence that now discourages their use in natural language processing tasks in favour 

of more modern approaches (attention9 or dilated convolutions11, for instance) for the sake of 

simplicity this approach was selected in order to model the aforedefined sequential decision modelling 

problem. 

2.2.1 Recurrent neural networks 
 

Recurrent neural networks are a family of neural network that specialize in the analysis of sequential 

data12. The main idea behind the elaboration of a recurrent neural network is to devise a model that 

shares its parameter across all time steps within the data sequence. Instead of feeding the whole 

sequence to a standard perceptron, each time step in the data is sequentially fed to the network, which 

also takes as input its previous output in order to allow the model to condition both on the present 

and past observations as can be seen on figure 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 model13.  



 

 

Fig. 4: A recurrent neural network architecture outputs a vector for each 
sequential observation that depends on both the current and all previously 

observed time-steps 

 

This family of neural network can be used in a variety of settings that can be broadly gathered into 3 

main categories that can be seen on figure 5: 

¶ Modelling a non-sequential response variable from sequential explanatory variables (eg. Text 

classification) 

¶ Modelling a sequential response variable from sequential explanatory variables (eg. Optical 

character recognition) 

¶ Autoregressive modelling of a sequential variable (eg. Language models) 



 

Fig. 5: Top: Recurrent neural network in regression setting. The RNN sweeps the 

entire input sequence, and its last output is used as inputs in a regression model 

conditioned on the entire sequence. Middle: RNN in sequential regression setting. 

The RNN sweeps the entire input sequence, and all of its outputs are used to fit a 

sequence 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 the next input from 

all previous observations 



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 network is however typically discarded due to its poor behavior during model fitting14, in favor 

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 selected in the proposed approach for both its lesser amount of parameter and 

ability to handle smaller datasets. For a sequence of real valued vectorial input ὼȟȣȟὼ  the output 

Ὤ at time step t of a GRU is defined from both Ὤ ȟὼ as follows8: 

ᾀ „ὡὼ  ὟὬ  ὦ  

ὶ „ὡὼ  ὟὬ  ὦ  

Ὤ ‰ ὡ ὼ  Ὗ ὶ ṩ Ὤ  ὦ  

Ὤ ρ ᾀ ṩὬ  ᾀ ṩ Ὤ  

With: 

¶ ὼὸ the input vector 

¶ Ὤὸ the output vector 

¶ Ὤὸ the candidate activation vector  

¶ ᾀὸ the update gate vector 

¶ ὶὸ the reset gate vector 

¶ ὡȟὟȟὦ ᶅ Ὥɴ ᾀȟὶȟὬ  learnable parameter matrices and vectors 

 

 



2.2.3 Model definition 
 

 

Amongst the basic recurrent neural network based architecture described in 2.2.1, the 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 previous ones 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. Autoregressive models expect the first sequence element in the as a given, which 

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

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

ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ŀ άƴŜǳǘǊŀƭέ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜ όǘȅǇƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŘŜƴƻǘŜŘ ŀǎ άғ{¢!w¢Ҕέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŀŎƘƛƴŜ 

translation academic literature) from which the network starts its auto-regression process7. This 

additional value is given to the recurrent network as its first input element, from which the model 

ƭŜŀǊƴǎ ǘƻ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŜǉǳŜƴŎŜΩǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ, as can be seen in figure 6. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Fig. 6 Left: 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 one individual to another, that is used 

ǘƻ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǎŜǉǳŜƴŎŜΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŘƛǎŎǊŜǘŜ ǇǊƻōŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅΦ Right: 

After the first recurrent neural network iteration, the actual sequence is given to 

the model, apart from the last element, which is never conditioned upon  

 

!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛǎ ƴŜǳǊŀƭ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ŦƻǊ ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǎŜǉǳŜƴŎŜ Ƨƻƛƴǘ ǇǊƻōŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƳƻŘŜƭƭƛƴƎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ōȅ 

itself sufficient in order to solve the modelling problem investigated in this article, which, as defined in 

2.1, consists in estimating the joint probability of binary decision sequence conditioned on some 

explanatory variables. The machine translation literature academic also had the same problem (eg. 

estimating the probability of a sentence in French given a sentence in English) and came up with several 

solutions. The simplest, found in early RNN based encoder-decoder architectures, was to make the 

ǊŜŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ƴŜǳǊŀƭ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪΩǎ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǇǳǘ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜǎΣ as can be seen in figure 7 

which is the solution that was chosen for the here defined architecture.  



 

Figure 7: A GRU neural network able to estimate the joint probability of a 

sequential output variable conditioned on some explanatory variables. h linear 

combinations of the explanatory variables are used as the initial state of a GRU 

that sweeps through the padded target sequence in an autoregressive fashion 

 

In summary, for an ordinal variable ὣ  with ςȟὲᶰᴓ  and explanatory variables ὢᶰᴙ ȟᶅ Ὠᶰᴓ, the 

entire model can be defined as follows, and its schematic representation can be seen in figure 8: 

¶ The aforedefined random variables ὄȟȟὭ  ἀρȟὲἁ are encoded as two valued one hot 

vectors (πȟρ for ὄȟ π, ρȟπ for ὄȟ ρ) 

¶ The neutral state used to start the autoregressive token is defined as πȟπ 

¶ A GRU recurrent neural network with dimensionality Ὤ is defined to sweep through 

the binary variable sequences (padded with the neutral state). Ὤ constitutes the 

ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƘȅǇŜǊ parameter (the authors advise to set this value to ὲ, although 

without any theoretical nor empirical evidence to back it up) 

¶ Ὤ linear combination of the input variables are defined to build a vector Ὁ that is to be 

ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Dw¦Ωǎ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜ 



¶ A logistic regression is then applied to all of the Dw¦Ωs outputs (the same logistic 

regression is applied at each time-step) in order to estimate the probability of each 

ὄȟȟὭ  ἀρȟὲἁ in an autoregressive fashion 

¶ By feeding all possible binary decomposition sequences to the GRU (for the same 

individual), the ordinal variable probability can be retrieved from the logistic 

ǊŜƎǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻǳǘǇǳǘΩǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ 

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

jointly fit though maximum likelihood with gradient descent and backpropagation 

 

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 

ƻǊŘƛƴŀƭ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ōƛƴŀǊȅ ŘŜŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊΩǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ 

then ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Dw¦Ωs outputs  

 

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 result in significant computational needs, especially 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 nowadays using a technique called teacher forcing15. Instead of fitting the model 

through maximum likelihood on the final joint distribution, model parameters are inferred by 

maximum likelihood on the sequential variables, and only the correct sequence is given to the model 

for each observation, as can be seen in figure 9. As a consequence, each optimization step requires the 

recurrent neural network to only assess one sequence per observation, 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. 

 

Figure 9: Example of model training using teacher forcing. ¢ƘŜ Dw¦Ωǎ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜ 

is derived from linear combination of the input variables as before. However, to 

improve computation time, only the correct output sequence is fed to the 

recurrent neural network. The model is then jointly fit through maximum 

likelihood on each individual ὄȟȟὭ  ἀρȟὲἁ  

 

 

 

 



2.3 Linear dimensionality reduction for visualization 
 

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

its inherent architecture can be exploited (at least in a majority of use cases) to use it as a linear 

dimensionality reduction and visualization tool as well, with no additional work required.  Indeed, the 

GRU-ŎŜƭƭΩǎ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜ, a vector based on linear combinations of the explanatory variable whose 

ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƘȅǇŜǊ ǇŀǊŀƳŜǘŜǊΣ contains all the information the trained 

model uses to predict the target ordinal variable. /ƻƴǎŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅΣ ŀǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŀǎ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ 

dimensionality is set to a value lower than the number of explanatory variables, it constitutes a 

compressed representation of the explanatory variables built to preserve as much discriminative 

information regarding the target variable as possible. This approach shares some similarity (at least 

conceptually) with partial least square regression methods, but is here specific to ordinal valued target 

variables. 

In addition, when setting the modelΩǎ ƘȅǇŜǊ-parameter 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 ordinal target.  

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

¶ {Ŝǘ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ƘȅǇŜǊ-parameter to a value lower than the explanatory variables 

cardinality 

¶ Train the model 

¶ Discard the GRU cell from the model and only compute 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, which is quite rare in neural network models. However, additional work is required 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, and compared to results obtained from more 

traditional approaches. All 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: 

¶ Threshold based methods, comprised of three variants of the ordinal logistic model, 

the all-threshold ordinal logistic model, the immediate-threshold ordinal logistic 

model and the squared error ordinal logistic model, which are referred to as ά!¢έΣ άL¢έ 

ŀƴŘ ά{9έ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ 

¶ The regression based methods, comprised of the ordinal ridge regression model, and 

the least absolute deviation ordinal regression model, ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ άwƛŘƎŜέ 

ŀƴŘ ά[!5έ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘs 

 

Dataset Number of ordinal 
states in the output 

variable 

Number of input 
variables 

Sample 
siwe 

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 

Table 1: Datasets summary 

 

¢ƘŜ ά²ƛǎŎƻƴǎƛƴψōǊŜŀǎǘψƻǊŘέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΣ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜŀŘƛƭȅ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ŦƻǊ ƻǊŘƛƴŀƭ ǊŜƎǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ 

method benchmarking, was discarded for the experiments due to its low observation to sample size 

ratio (only 194 observations for 33 variables). 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 be the object of future 

work.  

Lƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŀǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ƳŜǘƘƻŘΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘΣ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

methods were used on 17 real-life datasets traditionally used for benchmarking ordinal regression 

methods. A summary of these datasets can be found in table 1. The following methodology was used 

for the experiment: 

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

variance 

¶ 9ǾŜǊȅ ƳƻŘŜƭ όǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǊŘ ǇŀŎƪŀƎŜΩǎ ƳƻŘŜƭύ ǿŀǎ fit to each 

dataset and three performance metrics were assessed using 10-fold cross validation: 

Model accuracy, squared cohen kappa score and squared error. Confidence intervals 

were estimated through bootstrap 

An additional experiment was designed in order to aǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ǾƛǎǳŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘȅΦ ! 

supplementary model with hyper-parameter value set to two was adjusted to each of the 

aforedescribed dataset. The resulting bi-dimensional embedding were then plotted against the 



ordinal target value in order to qualitatively assess whether these linear projections can indeed 

capture interesting patterns in the data. 

 

3.2 Results 
 

3.2.1 Predictive performances 
 

The ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘƛǾŜ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ are displayed in tables 2, 3 and 4 for accuracy, 

squared Cohen Kappa and mean squared error metrics respectively. For readability, only the best 

ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ƳŜǘƘƻŘΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ƳŜǘǊƛŎǎ ŀǊŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŜŀŎƘ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ, and scores showing a 

significantly better performance are highlighted in bold. The interested reader can however find the 

ŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀƴƴŜȄΦ CƻǊ т ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘǎ όƴŀƳŜƭȅ άAǳǘƻψǊƛǎƪƴŜǎǎέΣ 

άBƻǎǘƻƴψƘƻǳǎƛƴƎέΣ άBƻǎǘƻƴƘƻǳǎƛƴƎψƻǊŘέΣ άGƭŀǎǎέΣ άMŀŎƘƛƴŜψƻǊŘέΣ άSƪƛƭƭέ ŀƴŘ άWƛƴŜǉǳŀƭƛǘȅψǊŜŘέύΣ ƴƻ 

significant difference in predictive performance could be find 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 ά/ŜƳŜƴǘψǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘέΣ άCƛǊŜƳŀƴψ9ȄŀƳǇƭŜέΣ άYƛƴŜƳŀǘƛŎǎέ ŀƴŘ 

ά{ǘƻŎƪψƻǊŘέύΣ the proposed approach significantly outperformed the best baseline 

method on all metrics 

¶ CƻǊ ƻƴŜ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΣ ƴŀƳŜƭȅ ά!ŦŦŀƛǊǎέΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ 

outperformed by at least one baseline method 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) 

¶ When focusing only on accuracy, the proposed approach outperforms all baseline 

ƳŜǘƘƻŘǎ ƻƴ ŀƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘǎ όά!ōŀƭƻƴŜέΣ ά!ōŀƭƻƴŜψƻǊŘέ ŀƴŘ 



ά/ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀψƘƻǳǎƛƴƎέύΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ƻǳǘǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ƻƴ ŀƴȅ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ōŜǎƛŘŜ ά!ŦŦŀƛǊǎέ 

¶ When focusing only on squared Cohen Kappa score, the proposed approach 

ƻǳǘǇŜǊŦƻǊƳǎ ŀƭƭ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ƳŜǘƘƻŘǎ ƻƴ ŀƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǘǿƻ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘǎ όά/ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀψƘƻǳǎƛƴƎέ 

ŀƴŘ ά²ƛƴŜǉǳŀƭƛǘȅψwhiteέύΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ƻǳǘǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ƻƴ ŀƴȅ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ōŜǎƛŘŜ ά!ŦŦŀƛǊǎέ 

¶ When focusing only on mean squared error, the proposed approach does not 

significantly outperforms all baseline methods on any additional dataset. It is however 

outperformed by an additional dataset, namely ά!ōŀƭƻƴŜέ 

 

Dataset Proposed Best other Method 

abalone 37.6 [36.1, 39.1] 32.8 [31.4, 34.1] IT 

abalone_ord 58.7 [57.2, 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 

bostonhousing_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 results (in %) 

 

 

 



Dataset Proposed Best other Method 

abalone 74.6 [73.0, 76.1] 72.9 [71.4, 74.4] AT 

abalone_ord 62.5 [60.5, 64.5] 63.6 [61.6, 65.5] Ridge 

affairs -11.1 [-23.0, 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 

bostonhousing_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 [87.0, 90.1] 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 results (in %) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 4: Mean squared error results 

 Proposed Best other Method 

abalone 2.46 [2.33, 2.59] 2.13 [2.03, 2.22] SE 

abalone_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, 1.61] 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 



 

Lƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎes against all baseline 

methods, figure 10 displays 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. 

 

 

Figure 10: 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 better than the proposed approach on the given dataset  

 

As can be seen on figure 10, the 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.  

!ǎ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ǎƘƻǿƴ ƛƴ ǘŀōƭŜ пΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳ ƻŦ ƳŜŀƴ ǎǉǳŀǊŜŘ 

error arŜ ŀ ōƛǘ ǿŜŀƪŜǊΦ LƴŘŜŜŘΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻǳǘǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ŀƭƭ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ƳŜǘƘƻŘǎ ōŜǎƛŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ά[ƻƎƛǎǘƛŎL¢έ ƻƴ 

ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ ά!ōŀƭƻƴŜέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ά!ŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǇƻƻǊŜǊ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜǎ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 

ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ƳŜǘƘƻŘΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǊŜƭȅ ƻƴ ŀƴȅ mean squared (or mean squared 

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 visualization 
 

!ǎ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘΣ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŀǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΩ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ Řŀǘŀ ǾƛǎǳŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀ 

set of additional models were fit to each dataset, with hyper-parameter set to 2 to allow for efficient 

scatterplot.  

Some of the resulting bi-dimensional projections of the input data can be seen in figure X, with each 

point color-mapped according to its ordinal target variable value. The remaining visualizations can be 

found in the annex, with varying results. FƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άŀŦŦŀƛǊǎέ Řŀǘŀset suffered from extremely 

poor prediction performances, it is reasonable to expect its resulting projection to yield few to no 

insight about the relationship between target and explanatory variables.  

Insights gathered from the visualizations displayed in figure 11 can be summed up in two major points: 

¶ ²ƘŜƴ ƛǘ ŎƻƳŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άCƛǊŜƳŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜέ ŀƴŘ ά!ƛƭŜǊƻƴǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ 

between the target variable and the explanatory variable linear combinations is quite 

ǎƳƻƻǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜΦ ¢ƘŜ άCƛǊŜƳŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ 

non-linear decision boundaries 



¶ CƻǊ ǘƘŜ ά.ƻǳǎǘƻƴƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƻǊŘέ ŀƴŘ ά{ǘƻŎƪ ƻǊŘέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘǎΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ 

between explanatory and target variables is not as straightforward. Indeed, the 

visualizations show clusters 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. 

 

 

 

Fig. 11 Examples of bi-dimensional 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 

lead to hiƎƘƭȅ ǊŜŀŘŀōƭŜ ǾƛǎǳŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƴŀǘƻǊȅ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜǎΩ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

ordinal target variable 



4 Discussion 
 

As previously seen in the result part, the proposed approach tends to yield better or similar predictive 

performances to all baseline approach on most datasets, with the exception of the « affairs » 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 this article 

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.  

 

4.1 ά!ŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ 
 

¢ƘŜ άŀŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ƻƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΩ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜǎ 

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 for all selected performance 

metrics. 

¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ƴƻǘƛŎŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ άŀŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ƛǎ ƛǘǎ ƭƻǿ ǎŀƳǇƭŜ ǎƛȊŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ 

high number of explanatory variables. Indeed, this dataset is comprised of 265 observations each 

comprised of 17 explanatory 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 to easily overfit. However, 

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

ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ǇƻƻǊ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ. This hypothesis is further confirmed by 

ŀǎǎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǇŜǊŦormance between the training and validation dataset, that 

are displayed in table 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 5Υ ¢ǊŀƛƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǾŀƭƛŘŀǘƛƻƴ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ƳŜǘǊƛŎǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ άŀŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΦ ¢ƘŜ 

significant decrease in performance from training 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 learning 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, ridge or elastic-net penalization to the objective function. This 

penalization could typically be applied to the linear combination weights that are used to build the 

ǊŜŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ƴŜǳǊŀƭ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪΩǎ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜΦ CƻǊ ŀ ƭŀǎǎƻ ǇŜƴŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿŜƛƎƘǘǎΣ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ 

the feature selection interpretation of lasso regression methods would remain heuristically valid. 

Another remarkaōƭŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άŀŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀōƭȅ ƭƻǿ 

sample size, it is considerably unbalanced. Indeed, as can be seen in figure 12, more than half of the 

ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΩǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ мΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƻƳŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ 

as few as 15 times. Consequently, sampling or loss weighting techniques should be considered 

necessary in order to properly solve this modelling problem.  



 

Fig. 12 Distribution of the ordinal target variable in the dataset. The dataset is 

extremely unbalanced. Approximately 50% of observations correspond to the first 

target value. All other value have less than 35 observations 

 

Although sampling techniques can perfectly adapt to the proposed approach without any additional 

work, loss re-weighting techniques are not as straightforward, especially when training with teacher 

forcing. Indeed, in teacher forcing, the actual labels used to fit the model 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. 

 

4.2 ά!ōŀƭƻƴŜέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ 
 

Although not as concerning in terms of predictive performance, cƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άŀŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΣ ǘƘŜ 

ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ ōŜƘŀǾƛƻǳǊ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άŀōŀƭƻƴŜέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ƛǎ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴΦ LƴŘŜŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ 

significantly outperformed on mean squared error metrics, and significantly outperforms almost all 

baseline approacheǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƳŜǘǊƛŎǎ όŀǇŀǊǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ά[ƻƎƛǎǘƛŎ!¢έ ƳƻŘŜƭ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ 

to the quadratic Cohen Kappa score). However, the authors could not find any satisfactory explanation 

ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ōŜƘŀǾƛƻǳǊΦ LƴŘŜŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΩǎ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ όт ŜȄǇƭanatory variables for 

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 addition, the distribution of the ordinal target variable does not suffer from 

severe unbalance ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ άŀŦŦŀƛǊǎέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΦ   

However, the visualization capability of the proposed model can constitute a way to further analyse 

this dataset in order to build hypotheses that might explain this phenomenon, at least qualitatively. 

Figure 13 ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άŀōŀƭƻƴŜέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΩǎ ŜȄǇƭŀƴŀǘƻǊȅ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ 

each point color coded in three different manners: 

¶ Each point cƻƭƻǊ ŎƻŘŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŘƛƴŀƭ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜΩǎ ǘǊǳŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ 

¶ 9ŀŎƘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ŎƻƭƻǊ ŎƻŘŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΩ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘƛƻƴ  

¶ 9ŀŎƘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ŎƻƭƻǊ ŎƻŘŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ά[ƻƎƛǎǘƛŎ{9έΩǎ όōŜǎǘ ƳƻŘŜƭ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳ ƻŦ ƳŜŀƴ 

squared error) prediction 

Qualitatively, the proposed approach seems to derive decision surfaces that better fit the true ordinal 

ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ά[ƻƎƛǎǘƛŎ{9έ ŘƻŜǎ όǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ƛǘǎ ǎignificantly better performance in 

terms of accuracy). However, these boundaries are not entirely ordinal. Although decision boundaries 

ŦƻǊ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ л ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ с ŀǊŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ŦŀƛǊƭȅ ǎŜǉǳŜƴǘƛŀƭΣ ƻǊŘŜǊŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΣ ǎǘŀǘŜ тΩǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǎǳǊŦŀŎŜ 

ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ оΣ п ŀƴŘ сΩǎ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊƛŜǎΦ This adjacency property is lost when using 

the baseline models, 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 might be biased towards maximizing the mean squared error at the detriment of finding true 

decision surfaces.  

!ǎ ŀ ŎƻƴǎŜǉǳŜƴŎŜΣ ƻƴŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŜƳƛǘ ǘƘŜ ƘȅǇƻǘƘŜǎƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŘƛƴŀƭ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άŀōŀƭƻƴŜέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘΩǎ 

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 13 shows a potential use of the visualization for qualitative exploration of datasets 

in relation to an ordinal variable. Indeed, it allowed us to propose ŀƴ ƘȅǇƻǘƘŜǎƛǎ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭΩǎ 

ōŜƘŀǾƛƻǳǊ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άŀōŀƭƻƴŜέ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘ ōȅ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊƛŜǎ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ōȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ 

ƳƻŘŜƭǎΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀŘŜǊ Ŏŀƴ ƴƻǘƛŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǎǳǊŦŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ά[ƻƎƛǎǘƛŎ{9έ ƳƻŘŜƭ ŀǊŜ 

remarquably preserved by the projection, showing that these linear combination of the explanatory 

variables do capture efficient representations of the explanatory variables. 

 

 

Figure 13: Top: Bi-dimensional projection of the input variables color-coded according 

to the ordinal target values. Bottom-left: Same projections color-coded according to 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΩ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜΦ .ƻǘǘƻƳ-left: Same 

projections colo-ŎƻŘŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ [ƻƎƛǎǘƛŎ {9Ω ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜΦ 


