arXiv:2104.13257v2 [cs.LG] 30 Apr 2021

Early Classification of Time Series is Meaningful

Youssef Achenchabe^{1,2}, Alexis Bondu^2, Antoine Cornuéjols^1, and Vincent Lemaire^2

1 UMR MIA-Paris, AgroParisTech, INRAe, Université Paris-Saclay, France 2 Orange Labs, 44 Avenue de la république, Châtillon, France

Abstract. Many approaches have been proposed for early classification of time series in light of its significance in a wide range of applications including healthcare, transportation and finance. However, recently a preprint saved on Arxiv claims that all research done for almost 20 years now on the Early Classification of Time Series is useless, or, at the very least, ill-oriented because severely lacking a strong ground. In this paper, we answer in detail the main issues and misunderstandings raised, and propose directions to further expand the fields of application of early classification of time series.

Keywords: early classification · cost estimation · online decision making

1 Introduction

An increasing number of applications require to recognize the class of an incoming time series as quickly as possible without unduly compromising the accuracy of the prediction [30,2,24,10,28,14,8]. For example, in emergency wards of hospitals [17], in control rooms of national or international electrical power grids, in government councils assessing emergency situations, in all kinds of contexts, it is essential to make timely decisions in absence of complete knowledge of the true outcome (e.g. should the patient undergo a risky surgical operation?). The issue facing the decision makers is that, usually, the longer the decision is delayed, the clearer is the likely outcome (e.g. the critical or not critical state of the patient) but, also, the higher the cost that will be incurred if only because earlier decisions allow one to be better prepared. How to optimize online the tradeoff between the earliness and the accuracy of the decision is the object of the Early Classification of Time Series problem (ECTS).

To the best of our knowledge, [3] is the earliest paper explicitly mentioning “classification when only part of the series are presented to the classifier”, and the main thrust of it is to show how the boosting method can be employed to the classification of incomplete time series.

The ECTS community has produced a large diversity of models that can predict the class of incoming subsequence, after only seeing a fraction of the data. This community has published his work on diverse venues in prestigious conferences or journals [26,33,25,11,19,22,9,18,20,31,29,16,4,35,15,13,27,1,34]. Thus, step after step, this community is doing progress towards solving this interesting problem.

However, a recent preprint [32] essentially claims that all research done for almost 20 years now on the Early Classification of Time Series is useless, or, at the very least, ill-oriented because severely lacking a strong ground.

2 Arguments against ECTS

Once [32] dissected and the line of reasoning made apparent, in fact, the critic laid down in the paper boils down to three arguments:

1. The paper exhibits cases where early classification of time series is doomed to lead to numerous false positives and false negatives, so as to be effectively useless. The paper claims that this must be the general case. The fact that no real application is to be found in the scientific litterature, so it is said, is a testimony of the fact that ECTS is a false problem.

2. The research conducted on ECTS has mostly, if not exclusively, used the UCR repository, and hence has produced results that are misleading. There would be three reasons for this. First, the UCR datasets contain only time series of the same length and starting at the same time. This is hardly what can be expected in the real world. Second, most of the time series in these datasets can be classified observing only their starting subsequence. This would credit ECTS systems with classification performances that are unearned. And third, the authors claim that most ECTS system require a z-normalization of the data, which can only be obtained afterwards and thus removes all relevance to making early classification in the first place.

3. Since, it is easy to obtain similar performances as ECTS systems with just fumbling a little bit with the data and using classical time series classification algorithms, it is not worth resorting to the overhead of ECTS systems.

Let us consider each argument in turn.

3 Discussion

3.1 ECTS is a false and flawed problem

It is interesting that Evolution has not entirely wiped out this argument. Every creature on earth who said to itself “Ah, I see an animal in that tree that looks like a feline, a leopard maybe or a saber-toothed tiger, but I’m not sure. It’s partly hidden in the foliage. Funny, these movements, maybe it’s getting ready to jump in my direction. It’s not completely clear though. Would it want to eat me? Maybe I’m wrong. Let’s wait to find out more. Early danger classification is a false problem, a recent paper stated’ ’ must be dead and without descendant. In the wild, animals behave appropriately by fleeing at the right moment in front of a predator, by finding a compromise between the earliness and the accuracy of their decision. To illustrate this compromise, an animal should not flee at the slightest noise because it would waste its energy most of the time, and it should flee before its decision is completely confident, i.e. when the predator is fully visible and pouncing on it. Optimizing such a compromise is the essence of ECTS.

In [32] the authors of the paper make the point that it is actually a very risky enterprise to classify time series on the basis of a starting subsequence since, so they argue, it is so common that such subsequences are followed by different continuations. But here, the argument is flawed on two accounts at least.

First, the particular examples presented by the authors do not constitute evidence validating their point of view in its generality, but only a confirmation bias in order to support author’s prior beliefs. In particular, the metaphor drawing a parallel between the ECTS and word recognition in textual data distorts the problem^3, which does not help the reader to correctly understand the ECTS. The example from Levicitus 2:1 is reductive and far-fetched. Certainly, there are many examples of words that share subparts, but ECTS is not reduced to that. Definitely, such examples do not constitute a proof that “the space of possible domains where ECTS could be meaningly applied is vanishingly small” as authors claim. And even if that was the case, remember that general relativity was long believed to have no practical applications until the GPS appeared. Now, we could simply not do without general relativity. But this is not the major shortcoming of the critic addressed by the authors.

The second shortcoming is that ECTS systems are designed to learn from training data that potentially includes ambiguous examples, but this point does not seem to be addressed in [32]. When such ambiguous examples in the input signal, these systems just wait to have more information before making their decision. So, if indeed the syllables “cat” on one hand, and “dog” on the other hand, are shared by different words that appear statistically often, like “catalog” and “cattle” or “dogmatic” and “doggedly”, then these systems will simply not base their decisions on these syllables alone. That’s all there is to it.

In a way, we can liken the work on ECTS to what is studied in control theory [6,5]. Control theory is concerned as well with online decision making. This is the case with anti-aircraft guns that must point ahead of the plane in order to hit it. And the farther away is the plane from the gun, the more ahead of the plane should the pointing be. Here also, the plane could try to evade the antigun shots by changing its trajectory. The very same course can be followed by different ones. Does that render control theory useless? Notice that a whole lot of standard rules in control theory use as well integration of measurements over some time interval, thus taking stock of the past to take decisions, exactly as ECTS does. Early classification of time series goes one step further though, and tries to learn second order knowledge. The idea is to learn when there will be

3 In the case of ECTS, labels are assigned to an entire time series, which has a beginning and an end. Moreover, the class is not necessarily defined by a local pattern to be found.

enough information to decide in such a way as to optimize both the expectation of the misclassification cost and the cost associated with delaying the decision.

At this point, it is interesting to discuss what the authors [32] believe is a counter example of the usefulness of ECTS. They dispute the usefulness of a early warning system in hospitals which would be able to detect early on abnormal ECG, because, so they say, these systems would only bring a gain of at most seconds in detection when surgical operations often take days to be planned. This just points out that, in this context, the cost of delaying decision is in fact very low. And, in consequence, there is no need to hurry the classification of time series. In other contexts, such as planning the start-up of thermal power plants from consumption measurements to face a peak of consumption on the day, gaining just one half an hour can be critical. So, this is not the ECTS systems that are at fault. Their added value depends both on the misclassification costs and the cost associated with delaying the decision. If the later is low, then the best course of action can be to wait for all information to be available before committing to a decision.

The thing is though, that it is not always clear that all the information is available. Everyday, we have to take decisions from incomplete information. For instance, I decide to sit on this brown contraption of which I see only two legs because my past history of encounters with such things leads me to predict that it is a chair. Should I bother to control that all four legs are indeed present each time I plan to seat on what appears to be a chair, but may be not? We make such inferences all the time from incomplete information with the risk of course to make faulty interpretations and predictions. Should we stop doing this^4, as the authors of the paper seem to imply and demand? Would that only be possible? Would this even be viable?

As Machine Learning will gain in prominence and be employed in all facets of life, learning under budget constraints will become quite a significant topic. Reducing the number of measurements can be crucial in some applications, and this is what gives so much value to innovative methods like compressive sensing [7]. ECTS belongs to this family of methods that seek to be parsimonious in the measurements they need.

3.2 The research has been ill-oriented because of the almost exclusive use of UCR time series

We think claim that this line of criticism is circumstantial and does not put into question the validity of the interest for ECTS. One reason for using the UCR datasets is simply that everyone does this, and that it helps making comparisons between the various proposed approaches.

Another reason is that, in fact, applications where ECTS is useful exist [30,2,24,10,28,14,8] but they have still to realize their full potential. Companies are becoming more and more aware of the problem and are now starting to integrate ECTS into their projects.

4 In [32], as of the date 03-02-2021 “the community should stop publishing on this topic”.

Let us now discuss the objections made in turn. The first one is that the UCR datasets contain only time series of the same length and starting at the same time. This indeed facilitates the task of devising and learning classifiers that make predictions given some part of the time series. But it must be said that the point of ECTS is not to devise new classifiers, or classifiers that are particularly effective. The problem instead is to take existing classifiers and look at ways to define a criterion that combines the misclassification costs and delay cost, and then to devise ways to optimize it. A fair comparison between ECTS methods must therefore use the very same classifiers. Now, if datasets exist where time series are not of the same length and same starting point, this would indeed be interesting, but comparisons of ECTS methods would still require that the same classifiers be used, here classifiers able to deal with these other scenario.

Another objection is that numerous of the oldest methods of classification of time series imply the use of distances such as the Euclidian distance or DTW which are quite sensitive to the fact that the data has been z-normalized^5. Because z-normalization is based on the knowledge of the whole time series, this means that the start of a time series “leaks” information about its remaining part, and this in turn biases the performances that are reported for some ECTS systems. This interesting remark, while casting doubts on the absolute performance reported for some ECTS systems, does not however condemn the whole field of ECTS since many methods do not require this normalization (e.g. SR [20], Economy-γ [1] and all other approaches that do not use a similarity measure). In addition, more and more datasets are now put in UCR and in other data bases which are not z-normalized a priori. It is recommended that the community exclude the few z-normalized datasets from the reference benchmark to compare ECTS approaches.

Finally, [32] observes that most of the time series in these datasets can be classified observing only their starting subsequence. This would allow ECTS systems to be credited with unearned classification performance. Again, the point of the research in ECTS is not to show that it is possible to label time series given some starting (small) subsequences. It is to show that the combined misclassification cost and delay cost can be lowered using ECTS. This is what must be evaluated. Believing that what counts is the proportion of the time series needed to label it, is a misunderstanding of the ECTS problem.

3.3 It is not worth resorting to the overhead of ECTS systems

This is an interesting question. If ECTS claims to take into account the delay cost in the classification problem, which is not considered classically, then it would only seem fair to take also into account the cost of using the machinery needed to perform ECTS. So, what are the overheads implied with ECTS systems?

5 The use of such data is explained by the fact that the first research works on ECTS first exploited methods based on distances or similarity measures, like K-Nearest Neighbor, etc. For this reason, some of the UCR data donors have provided prenormalized datasets.

Let us take a very recent system, which explicitly optimizes the combined misclassification cost and delay cost in a non myopic manner, that is by predicting at each time step what is the expected best instant to make a decision, and which exhibits state of the art performances [1].

There, the cost of using this system is entailed by:

– training N classifiers, when the length of the time series is divided into N intervals. Thus, a classifier h_i(i ∈ {1, . . . , N}) is trained to label time series when the first i time intervals are provided.

– computing groups of time series. In [1], it is shown that this can be done in several ways, supervised or unsupervised.

These steps are performed during training. They therefore not entail cost during recognition.

When in use, at the time interval i, the cost comes from the evaluation of the future combined cost for all remaining N − i time steps. This evaluation is fast, involving assigning the incoming time series to a group of time series, and then estimating the expected misclassification cost in this group and the delay cost, which is a function of time. If the time seems optimal to take a decision, then the incoming time series is labeled according to the current classifier.

The overhead incurred during recognition is therefore quite low. And all the process is automated, while what [32] describe as “this took common sense and a few minutes of low-code exploration of the data” in order to be able to label time series with some prefix subsequence does not guarantee the quality of the result in any quantitative way, and certainly not the optimization of the combined misclassification cost and delay cost.

4 Sum up

Our artificial classification systems, as ourselves, must perform inferences from incomplete and ambiguous input data all the time. The problem is to act as well as possible given this limited information. ECTS goes one step further. It tries to estimate when misclassification costs combined with a delay cost can be optimized. Note that the delay cost can include the cost of acquiring one more measurement. This is thus a very significant line of research. Giving examples where early classification of time series is risky does not provide evidence of the uselessness of ECTS. These systems would detect the high risk of misclassification given the sparse information provided and would balance it against the cost of delaying decision. If the delay cost is low enough, they would wait for more measurements. Otherwise, they would take the (high) risk of miclassification because it is still less than the cost of delaying decision.

That the research carried out so far has not lead to applications is to our opinion a mistaken critic [30,2,24,10,28,14,8]. Real applications are: i) either hidden from the academic world because of their sensitive nature; ii) or under development, as this is a relatively new problem whose awareness is recent. Furthermore, it is fortunate that entire fields of research have not been terminated in the past because of the apparent lack of potential applications. We would still be relying on Chappe’s telegraph to exchange information at distance, since Maxwell’s research on electromagnetism was deemed to be without any concrete applications. And we would not have computers because Turing’s early research was completely abstract.

Finally, the current stance on using datasets with special properties (i.e. the UCR dataset), while being worth of warnings, does not condemn the field to a very limited set of applications. It was necessary to test the various methods on a shared test bed. ECTS is now moving toward new questions, for example early detection of anomalies in data streams. Recent papers propose solid formalizations of the ECTS problem [1,21,23,12], which are not considered in the state of the art presented in [32] that is biased towards oldest works related to ECTS.

5 Conclusion and open challenges

Early Classification of Time Series is definitely a meaningful problem for several reasons. First, numerous applications require ECTS, and all organisms on Earth are confronted to this problem. Saying that this is too hard a problem and therefore that research efforts aimed at it are worthless amounts to renouncing to do science. Besides, the main criticism raised by Wu et al. [32] about the high risk of misclassification in ECTS is not new. This is the issue ever present in supervised learning. The problem is to learn what is relevant, or discriminant, in the input signal and what is not or what is ambiguous. The novelty in ECTS is that, at test time, a tradeoff between the leisure to take as much information as possible before making a classification and a cost for waiting has to be solved. Directly confronting the problem has been shown to increase the performance as compared to approaches that do not.

ECTS raises interesting problems that can be matched with problems in control theory. As in control theory, decisions have to be made online and must take into account what is the most likely future given what is known about the past, but, in addition, ECTS seeks to anticipate the best moment to take a decision under delay costs.

There are also other open challenges and future topics of research in early classification as for example: (i) extend ECTS to the classification of portions of data streams (e.g.: to tackle predictive maintenance, or anomaly detection usecases); (ii) extend ECTS to revocable decisions allowing to correct a bad decision when the recent measurements suggest that the predicted class is wrong (e.g.: useful for monitoring systems); (iii) extend ECTS to unsupervised or weakly supervised learning tasks (e.g. outliers or anomaly detection). These three points open interesting research perspectives that would allow to redefine and extend the ECTS problem, and therefore to further expand its fields of application. To conclude, we consider that ECTS is a well-defined problem thanks to the years of sustained work in this field [1,21,23,12]. We encourage the scientific community to work on ECTS, as we are convinced that it is a promising area.

References

1. Achenchabe, Y., Bondu, A., Cornuéjols, A.: Early classification of time series. costbased optimization criterion and algorithms. Mach Learn (2021) 2. Alipour-Fanid, A., Dabaghchian, M., Wang, N., Wang, P., Zhao, L., Zeng, K.:

Machine learning-based delay-aware uav detection over encrypted wi-fi traffic. In: 2019 IEEE Conference on Communications and Network Security (CNS). pp. 1–7. IEEE (2019) 3. Alonso González, C.J., Diez, J.J.R.: Boosting interval-based literals: Variable length and early classification. In: Data mining in time series databases, pp. 149– 171. World Scientific (2004) 4. Anderson, H.S., Parrish, N., Tsukida, K., Gupta, M.: Early time-series classification with reliability guarantee. Sandria Report (2012) 5. Bellman, R.: Control theory. Scientific American 211(3), 186–201 (1964) 6. Bennett, S.: A history of control engineering, 1930-1955. No. 47, IET (1993) 7. Candes, E.J., Romberg, J.K., Tao, T.: Stable signal recovery from incomplete and inaccurate measurements. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics: A Journal Issued by the Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences 59(8), 1207–1223 (2006) 8. Dachraoui, A., Bondu, A., Cornuejols, A.: Early classification of individual electricity consumptions. RealStream2013 (ECML) pp. 18–21 (2013) 9. Dachraoui, A., Bondu, A., Cornuéjols, A.: Early classification of time series as a non myopic sequential decision making problem. In: Appice, A., Rodrigues, P.P., Santos Costa, V., Soares, C., Gama, J., Jorge, A. (eds.) Machine Learning and Knowledge Discovery in Databases. pp. 433–447. Springer International Publishing, Cham (2015) 10. Fahrenkrog-Petersen, S.A., Tax, N., Teinemaa, I., Dumas, M., de Leoni, M., Maggi, F.M., Weidlich, M.: Fire now, fire later: alarm-based systems for prescriptive process monitoring. arXiv preprint arXiv:1905.09568 (2019) 11. Ghalwash, M.F., Radosavljevic, V., Obradovic, Z.: Utilizing temporal patterns for estimating uncertainty in interpretable early decision making. KDD ’14, Association for Computing Machinery (2014) 12. Hartvigsen, T., Sen, C., Kong, X., Rundensteiner, E.: Adaptive-halting policy network for early classification. In: Proceedings of the 25th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery & Data Mining. pp. 101–110 (2019) 13. He, G., Zhao, W., Xia, X.: Confidence-based early classification of multivariate time series with multiple interpretable rules. Pattern Analysis and Applications 23, 567–580 (2019) 14. Loyola, J.M., Errecalde, M.L., Escalante, H.J., y Gomez, M.M.: Learning when to classify for early text classification. In: Argentine Congress of Computer Science. pp. 24–34. Springer (2017) 15. Lv, J., Hu, X., Li, L., Li, P.: An effective confidence-based early classification of time series. IEEE Access 7, 96113–96124 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2929644 16. Martinez, C., Perrin, G., Ramasso, E., Rombaut, M.: A deep reinforcement learning approach for early classification of time series. In: 2018 26th European Signal Processing Conference (EUSIPCO). pp. 2030–2034. IEEE (2018) 17. Mathukia, C., Fan, W., Vadyak, K., Biege, C., Krishnamurthy, M.: Modified early warning system improves patient safety and clinical outcomes in an academic community hospital. Journal of community hospital internal medicine perspectives 5(2), 26716 (2015)

18. Mori, U., Mendiburu, A., Dasgupta, S., Lozano, J.: Early classification of time series from a cost minimization point of view. In: Proceedings of the NIPS Time Series Workshop (2015) 19. Mori, U., Mendiburu, A., Keogh, E.J., Lozano, J.A.: Reliable early classification of time series based on discriminating the classes over time. Data Mining and Knowledge Discovery 31, 233–263 (2016) 20. Mori, U., Mendiburu, A., Dasgupta, S., Lozano, J.A.: Early classification of time series by simultaneously optimizing the accuracy and earliness. IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems 29(10), 4569–4578 (2017) 21. Mori, U., Mendiburu, A., Miranda, I.M., Lozano, J.A.: Early classification of time series using multi-objective optimization techniques. Information Sciences 492, 204–218 (2019) 22. Parrish, N., Anderson, H., Gupta, M., Hsiao, D.Y.: Classifying with confidence from incomplete information. J. Mach. Learn. Res. 14, 3561–3589 (2013) 23. Rußwurm, M., Lefèvre, S., Courty, N., Emonet, R., Körner, M., Tavenard, R.: End-to-end learning for early classification of time series. arXiv preprint arXiv:1901.10681 (2019) 24. Rußwurm, M., Tavenard, R., Lefèvre, S., Körner, M.: Early classification for agricultural monitoring from satellite time series. arXiv preprint arXiv:1908.10283 (2019) 25. Rußwurm, M., Lefèvre, S., Courty, N., Emonet, R., Körner, M., Tavenard, R.:

End-to-end learning for early classification of time series (2019) 26. Schäfer, P., Leser, U.: Teaser: early and accurate time series classification. Data Mining and Knowledge Discovery pp. 1–27 (2020) 27. Sharma, A., Singh, S.K.: Early classification of time series based on uncertainty measure. In: 2019 IEEE Conference on Information and Communication Technology. pp. 1–6 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1109/CICT48419.2019.9066213 28. Sharma, A., Kumar Singh, S.: A novel approach for early malware detection. Transactions on Emerging Telecommunications Technologies p. e3968 (2020) 29. Tavenard, R., Malinowski, S.: Cost-aware early classification of time series. In:

Joint European Conference on Machine Learning and Knowledge Discovery in Databases. pp. 632–647. Springer (2016) 30. Teinemaa, I., Tax, N., de Leoni, M., Dumas, M., Maggi, F.M.: Alarm-based prescriptive process monitoring. In: International Conference on Business Process Management. pp. 91–107. Springer (2018) 31. Wang, W., Chen, C., Wang, W., Rai, P., Carin, L.: Earliness-aware deep convolutional networks for early time series classification. ArXiv abs/1611.04578 (2016) 32. Wu, R., Der, A., Keogh, E.J.: When is early classification of time series meaningful?

arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.11487 (2021) 33. Xing, Z., Pei, J., Yu, P.S.: Early classification on time series. Knowl. Inf. Syst.

(KAIS) 31(1), 105–127 (2012), http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10115-011-0400-x 34. Yan, W., Li, G., Wu, Z., Wang, S., Yu, P.S.: Extracting diverse-shapelets for early classification on time series. World Wide Web pp. 1–27 (2020) 35. Yao, L., Li, Y., Zhang, H., Huai, M., Gao, J., Zhang, A.: Dtec: Distance transformation based early time series classification. In: SDM (2019)