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Abstract Data analysis focuses on harnessing advanced
statistics, programming, and machine learning techniques
to extract valuable insights from vast datasets. An in-
creasing volume and variety of research emerged, ad-
dressing datasets of diverse modalities, formats, scales,
and resolutions across various industries. However, ex-

perienced data analysts often find themselves overwhelmed

by intricate details in ad-hoc solutions or attempts to
extract the semantics of grounded data properly. This
makes it difficult to maintain and scale to more com-
plex systems. Pre-trained foundation models (PFMs),
grounded with a large amount of grounded data that
previous data analysis methods can not fully under-
stand, leverage complete statistics that combine rea-
soning of an admissible subset of results and statistical
approximations by surprising engineering effects, to au-
tomate and enhance the analysis process. It pushes us
to revisit data analysis to make better sense of data
with PFMs. This paper provides a comprehensive re-
view of systematic approaches to optimizing data anal-
ysis through the power of PFMs, while critically identi-
fying the limitations of PFMs, to establish a roadmap
for their future application in data analysis.
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1 Introduction

Data analysis aims to identify and understand objects,
their evolution trend, and relationships between them [68,
113|], promoting the ability to solve real-world prob-
lems. The scope of data analysis branches from pattern
mining, and retrieval to prediction and causal infer-
ence [118]. It serves as the cornerstone for finding link-
age between diverse phenomena and underlying princi-
ples, mechanisms, or causes, driving informed decision-

making across diverse domains [123]. As techniques emerge

in various applications, it enable organizations to an-
ticipate optimizations for operations, tailor services to
meet evolving human needs, and make scientific discov-
eries.

Though previous methods can propose ad-hoc so-
lutions by imperatively integrating human knowledge,
they can not make full sense of available data and gen-
eral computation. They are not designed but expected
to thoroughly extract grounded semantics implied in
data. As a successful practice of knowledge engineering,
PFM facilitates the identification of grounded concepts
and the discovery of new phenomena. This urges us to
revisit data analysis with a universal and thorough per-
spective to make full use of PFMs for new findings.

1.1 Tasks and Challenges in Scaling of Data Analysis

We first introduce the scope and logical skeleton of our
revisitation of data analysis — tasks that cover most
of the needs of data analysis |81}, |14) |146] |115] [105] [15]
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Fig. 1 A framework for data analysis tasks and challenges. (a) Data preparation: handling data preparation and
ensuring quality for analysis. Exploration: facilitating interactive analysis to uncover trends and patterns. Implementation:
applying specific methods for reasoning, modeling, and decision-making. Assessment: validating results and ensuring reliability.
These tasks interact with and overlap with each other. (b) PFMs address the challenges of accessibility, quality optimization,
and automation, powered and regularized by PMF-enhanced reasoning, which in turn enable the effective execution of these
data analysis tasks. These applications and challenges are detailed in § [3] PFMs commute specific tasks with the essence of

intelligent ability provided by previous tools and theories.

and challenges an analyst will meet that are easier when
benefiting from PFMs. In this section, we overview the
specific topics that form the overall structure of this
paper.

Data analysis techniques originate from multiple ap-
plication fields |21} 148 |47} [175] 142]. Though loosely
grouped, they have the same ability to find useful struc-
tures in all kinds of data records [81]. As branches of
this experimental science [14], several well-established
utilitarian tasks fall within the scope of data analysis:
(§ data preparation 146} [115], which transform
unorganized datasets with quality issues to high usable
ones for data analysis, (§ exploratory data analy-
sis [105], which helps analysts to interact with highly
complex databases and tools which they are not famil-
iar with, (§ implementation of data analysis meth-
ods [14} [113], which imperatively implement data anal-
ysis tasks with primary operations, and (§ assessing
analyzed results |15} 17, 72], which assesses the reliabil-
ity and practicability of analytical conclusions. We or-
ganize their definitions, overview them within the scope
of our topic, and related surveys about applications of
PFMs in §

Although PFMs can be introduced in alignment with
these tasks, it is important to further identify the spe-
cific challenges that hinder the seamless execution of
complex analytical tasks, which PFMs can help over-
come more effectively. In this paper, we revisit these

tasks with emphasis on introducing PFMs and then in-
fer a comprehensive and concise summary of the key
challenges, which are intuitively overviewed in Fig.
and their subordinate sub-challenges. These challenges
are related to the systematic optimization of data anal-
ysis through PFMs, each of which consists of several
sub-challenges. The sections (§) correspond to where
PFMs can address these challenges and drive optimiza-
tion.

Scalable Reasoning (§ As data analysis advances,
there are growing concerns about the limits of what
it can handle. With the increasing volume and vari-
ety of data, obsolete analysis methods struggle to keep
up, especially when dealing with data in different for-
mats, sizes, and resolutions. Some of the main chal-
lenges include whether existing knowledge can be ap-
plied to more complex systems, and how to keep ana-
lytical methods up to date.

(1) Representation learning of concepts. This involves
capturing links between real-world concepts and terms
in an analysis problem, helping to clarify the mean-
ing and semantics of terms within the problem’s con-
text. Representation learning maps latent structures
in data to geometric signatures or symbolic represen-
tations that identify concepts [2]|. Structural methods
scale better for more complex systems, due to their high
maintainability.
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Table 1 Overview of PFMs enhanced systematic optimization methodologies.
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(2) Reasoning with domain-specific concepts. At the
same time, data analysis methods must be continuously
expanded to keep up with the fast-changing demands
of analysis. Reasoning powers algorithms that can ex-
tract concepts from data samples and generate new
insights.

(3) Consolidation of domain-specific language. Frag-
mented approaches can hinder consistency and repro-
ducibility, making it hard to establish common bench-
marks. Consolidating methods is essential to encourage
collaboration, and ensure the maintainability of high-
quality solutions with high generalization power and
conciseness, which can improve the reusability and re-
liability of results across different industries.

Accessibility of Datasets and Models (§ While the
effectiveness and scope of data analysis continue to grow,
the operability of complex models remains a significant
challenge. Data analysts prefer more accessible methods
to avoid specific risks and inject or delete prior knowl-
edge in these models.

(1) Data analysis interface. Improving interfaces is
essential to ensure that human intervention and align-
ment are both efficient and effective. It further aligns
the intention and grounded goal of data analysts with
the provided data, methods, and models.

analysis. Data quality issues involve consistency, accu-
racy, completeness, timeliness, and identity of the same
concept. They can be more concisely concluded with
consistency and completeness, assuming that finally ac-
quired data is up to date and concepts can be identified
among multiple different data sources according to con-
sistent rules with different data sources.

(1) Representative data sampling/generating. Com-
pleteness involves addressing missing values, gaps, and
incomplete records that can arise during data collection
and integration. Sampling representative samples and
generating missing data deduced from inferred rules
and principles help to improve the completeness of in-
ducing knowledge from data.

(2) Robustness against errors. Robustness is related
to the consistency of datasets and models, which refers
to the absence of contradictions, ensuring that inte-
grated heterogeneous data sources adhere to compatible
formats and standards. Achieving consistency requires
extensive preprocessing and harmonization to create
unified datasets or acquire a model that is robust to
inconsistent datasets. Without robust management of
consistency and completeness, analytical outcomes are
compromised, potentially leading to misinformed deci-
sions and reduced stakeholder trust.

(2) Interpretability and editability. Although advanced Automation of Data Analysis (§ ) Traditionally,

models can provide valuable insights, their ”black-box”
nature often hides the decision-making process. This
lack of transparency makes it difficult to validate hy-
potheses, communicate results to non-technical stake-
holders, and build trust in the findings.

Data Quality Issues (§ Data quality directly im-
pacts the reliability of the conclusions drawn from data

the above challenges have been tackled through man-
ual efforts and ad-hoc solutions for various data anal-
ysis tasks. For application sectors where human inter-
ference is not always available, self-disciplined decision
plans should be made with acquired data. In the con-
text of machine learning, automated machine learning
(AutoML) refers to the automated search for highly ef-
fective machine learning methods. Philosophically, ma-
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chine learning involves inducing concepts from finite
samples within a hypothesis space. Thus, we consider
AutoML to be the most appropriate term for the auto-
mated search for data analysis methods and models.

(1) Consolidation of AutoML. The first challenge is
to enhance the performance of AutoML within the ex-
isting constraints of the hypothesis class. Specifically,
the primary concern within the AutoML community is
improving both the efficiency and effectiveness of Au-
toML.

(2) Scaling AutoML. Additionally, extending and re-
laxing the effective scope of AutoML with structural
guidance presents a challenge. It is more meaningful
to introduce a more scalable and human-centered Au-
toML. For example, domain experts may input their
knowledge into the scaled system to configure more
suitable data analysis methods. This would make Au-
toML more meaningful for solving more technical and
mathematical problems when data scientists have deeper
needs.

1.2 Introducing PFMs into Data Analysis

While (Pre-trained Language Models) PLMs can only
operate on a sequence of tokens or encoded latent em-
beddings, other foundation models can operate on var-
ious multi-modal data which also preserve algebraic or
statistic structures, formalizable logic clauses, and al-
gorithms. Foundation models and pre-trained founda-
tion models (PFMs) may refer to all the above models
which benefit from pertaining large amounts of param-
eters with enormous datasets to perform all kinds of
reasoning and decision tasks. Taxonomy for the PFMs
according to their data modality, model architecture,
and training methods are well organized in specialized
surveys [161, (179}, 91} [101} |167 [159].

In this paper, we dig deeper into why, and how
PFMs can systematically strengthen the utility and scal-
ability of data analysis. We conclude that PFMs have
several advantages that can benefit data analysis.

Ability to name and understand symbolic and formal
concepts. PFMs provide opportunities for operating for-
mal logical systems. Separated from other machine learn-
ing methods, the combination of operating with logical
systems of different modalities, completeness, and con-
sistency is the key advantage of PFMs. Their pretext
tasks (e.g. next-world prediction on multiple corpora)
can represent manipulations of a variety of data [169].
PFMs pre-trained by large amounts of text and code
can understand and compose complex semantics and
concepts defined by nested or recursively built syntax

structures [3]. When processing a wide range of objects,
PFMs can approximately correctly choose operations
and morphisms to build complex concepts [16].

For example, a neural symbolic system based on
PFMs can help analysts construct a formalized repre-
sentation of a problem, helping them to mitigate or ig-
nore complexities of syntax and semantic checking [10].
Code generation systems, e.g., Copilot, provide differ-
ent modes with high usability to help programmers im-
plement analysis programs [8]. They can not only un-
derstand declarative high-level programming language
and imperative low-level languages but are also designed
to compose them correctly according to human instruc-
tions and intentions.

Composing probably approzimately correct (PAC) hy-
pothesis during in-context learning. PFMs can perform
multiple tasks simply with brief demonstrations and a
few samples without training and fine-tuning. Each of
those inference steps or chains can be seen as an entire
approximate correct identification of concepts. Primary
knowledge or common sense, which is frequently pre-
sented in pre-training datasets, is induced by the struc-
ture of datasets and approximated by the data distribu-
tion. This primary knowledge is useful for compressing
general-purpose concepts and hypotheses.

In § we introduce concepts class, learning al-
gorithms, hypothesis class, and data distribution in the
languages of probably approximately correct (PAC) learn-
ing theory, which can recover the most purposes of in-
duction in data analysis. This will help us to divide in-
trinsic methods and research directions that introduce
the power of PFMs into several categories. We will see
how the composition of multidomain operators and con-
cepts helps to introduce multidimensional optimization
into the data analysis sector.

The purpose of composing concepts and hypothe-
ses in a data analysis problem is to separate specific
runtime implementation of methods with the goal of
analysis, which is the core of scaling and optimization
of data analysis. In this process, PFMs are proven to
be playing a significant part.

Generalization across different modalities and categories.
Foundation models can generate and make judgments
about unseen objects from the target category (e.g.,
images or videos [54]) using the structural information
from the source category (e.g., texts) [170]. This gen-
eralization ability can’t be fully estimated by only dis-
cussing statistical generalization [126]. Operations and
laws in algebras, which are demonstrations of structures
of logic systems, perform exportation in reasoning. Cor-
rect operation on these structures made by PFMs should
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be identified with disentangled data distribution and al-
gebraic knowledge. The key factor of this type of gener-
alization is the ability to compose maps between these
structures of different modalities and categories [35].
PFMs bring opportunities for systematic optimiza-
tion of data analysis. Instead of introducing challenges
with the order of life circle of PFMs, we are more con-
cerned with completeness and thoroughness where PFMs
help to achieve the purpose of data analysis. PFMs have
shown multi-dimensional advantages in introducing sys-
tematic optimization into data analysis. Providing the
capability of enhancing the automation of formal rea-
soning with multi-modal knowledge and integrating in-
terdisciplinary knowledge, PFMs introduce various op-
portunities in the scope of data analysis. This paper is
a systematic review of PFMs-empowered data analysis
methodologies, our contributions are listed below.

— We provide a comprehensive organization of utilitar-
ian data analysis tasks and thoroughly analyze the
value proposition of incorporating PFMs in (§ .
We further focus on technical and in-depth aspects,
such as reasoning, interpretability, and other key
factors that enhance data analysis in (§ .

— We not only broadly introduce applications of PFMs
in data analysis in terms of key tasks and method-
ologies, but also dig into much deeper details of
obstacles and theoretical analysis, making a sound
evaluation of challenges for every application do-
main.

— We aim to extend data analysis with previous an-
alytical results from PFMs, generalizing their ap-
plication conditions and building a solid founda-
tion for further innovations. We summarise state-of-
the-art methodologies and findings, clarifying their
(dis)advantages and providing a roadmap for chal-
lenges and further research.

2 Data Analysis Tasks Solving Empowered by
PFMs

We first review challenges met by data analysis, they
are presented in tasks including data management, ex-
ploratory data analysis (EDA), implementation data
analysis, and assessment of analyzed results. We put
stress on the complementarities of conventional meth-
ods and new techniques. We achieve this by pointing
out the key purposes of data analysis, preserving the ad-
vantages of traditional theoretical results and smoothly
introducing PFMs to boost performance and efficiency.
This section formulate the applications and benefits of
introducing PFMs.

2.1 PFM-based Methods for Data Preparation

In Data Management: A Gentle Introduction—Balancing
Theory and Practice [146), the authors present the def-
inition of data management [62].

Definition. Data management is the development, exe-
cution, and supervision of plans, policies, programs, and
practices that deliver, control, protect, and enhance the
value of data and information assets throughout their
lifecycle.

To fit in the skeleton of the topic of data analy-
sis in § we focus on the following aspects of data
management: data collection, cleaning, and transforma-
tion. Those are methodologies to produce well-prepared
data.

Preparing real-world data for data analysis encoun-
ters complex problems composed of heterogeneity, se-
mantic and random noise, irregularity, and contradic-
tions. Existing work|41] proposed several strengths and
challenges in applying large language models to data
management. In this section, we organize surveys for
more utilitarian methods and interaction between the
management of data and other components, as well as
optimizations of data analysis.

Well-managed data should share several of the same
good properties. All these properties are presented as
goals of those data management tasks [153]. Further-
more, the performance of data analysis always highly
depends on (1) accuracy, which refers to accurately re-
flecting the phenomena, (2) completeness, which refers
to the collection and storage of all necessary data, this
ensures thoroughness of knowledge that can be induced
from data, (3) consistency, which refers to that there
should not be contradictions between data sources or
data collected at different times, (4) identity of the same
entity, which refers to entities that share the same de-
scription in multiple data sources [75] and forms, this
involves the unification of multi-modal data, and (5)
timeliness, which refers to data not being outdated to
reflect current circumstances.

Data collection aims to provide complete and con-
sistent datasets given a well-defined analytical query. In
the field of data manipulation, collection, and discov-
ery, PFMs show powerful potential in merging multi-
domain heterogeneity data and knowledge, consisting of
domain-specific terminologies, libraries |38], facts [140],
distributions [137], and external knowledge. In a broader
sense, data analysis is a kind of computation from spec-
ified input and output states, which should be properly
set by data collection toward predefined goals [145].

An important way to achieve the goal of data prepa-
ration on datasets with quality issues is data cleaning
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Fig. 2 An Overview of How PFMs Empower Data Analysis Tasks Through Optimizations. The figure illustrates
the relationships between key data analysis tasks (left column)—Data Management, Exploratory Data Analysis, Implementa-
tion, and Assessment—and the optimizations enabled by Pre-trained Foundation Models (PFMs) (right column). The middle
column lists representative methods and studies that bridge specific tasks to the corresponding optimizations. Arrows indicate
how PFMs address challenges within each task, facilitating the transition towards optimized data analysis processes. This
visual framework underscores the multifaceted role of PFMs in systematically enhancing data analysis by connecting practical
tasks with advanced optimization strategies and the core role of scaling and consolidating domain-specific language (DSL)

during data analysis.

and data wrangling. To enhance data quality by fill-
ing in missing values, correcting errors, and decreasing
duplications and inconsistencies, IterClean pro-
pose a PFMs-based method for iteratively data issue
detection and reparation that achieves state-of-the-art
performance. PFM-based data wrangling solves multi-
ple tasks such as data cleaning, transformation, and
integration and serves as an important data manage-
ment method. proposes a low-resource fine-tuning
method for task-specific or data-specific data wrangling
methods, aiming to reduce high expertise, manual ef-
forts, and storage costs for finetuning. DEEM uses
PFMs to understand declarative wrangling demands,
routing to data of interest and operating with them
using generated codes. propose an agent for data
cleaning, CleanAgent. evaluates multiple data wran-
gling tasks such as missing data imputation and error
detection. It can compose DSL for error-type-specific
data cleaning to achieve automation for data repair.

PFMs can induce statistically and deduce logical
relations , in which records
of different real-world entities are sufficiently identified.
To enhance the identity of different data sources,
evaluates PFM’s capability to match schemas with sim-
ilar semantics and different column identifiers. ALT-

GEN benchmarks PFMs’ capability to search for
possible unions of tabular datasets.

The joinability discovery of tables helps create records
that contain more attributes. It is helpful for multiple
downstream takes, such as data wrangling and ac-
tive learning . Benefiting from FPMs, the joinability
of tabular data can be discovered in two styles. Trans-
ductive methods, such as Ditto , Ember , Deep-
Join and Starmie which directly drive similarity
metrics between recodes and columns from fine-tuned
PFMs. [114] proposes DTT, which is also a transduc-
tive PFM-based method for finding linkage implied in
multi-table datasets, which transforms string to eval-
uate distance according to direct match with simply
few-shot prompting. Inductive methods induce
codes or rules for implementing identifiers of joinable
linkage. proposes another method for finding link-
age, and though it is not a PFM-based method, it im-
plies that the program by-example (PBE) style method
will be well discussed in future research.

and consolidate reusable patterns reason-
ing processes mined by PFMs into knowledge graphs for
further usage. shows that PFMs can do PBE by in-
context learning. It can be used for tasks such as regular
expression construction, string transformation, symbol
regression, and formal proof, which points to a new di-
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rection in the field of data integration. These discovered
relations can be aligned with timestamps from multiple
data sources. This can be helpful in inferring timeliness
from causal relations or the discovery of timely data
from data sources [152].

Feature engineering is another important task for
helping applications to identify entities and concepts,
specific form and representation of data can greatly
affect the efficiency of downstream analysis, which is
discussed in detail in § [3-4 PFMs also help to build
data processing pipelines that perform feature engineer-
ing. For example, [56] proposes a context-aware method
that builds automated feature engineering pipelines —
CAAFE — which can automatically keep changes ac-
cording to performance improvement.

Apart from the quality and effectiveness of the data
preparation process, efficiency and data management
are other important metrics of data analysis. PFMs
can also leverage external knowledge, for tuning data
manipulation knobs to boost efficiency. GPTuner [80]
embeds expert knowledge in the database manual into
Bayesian optimization methods to tune knobs that are
efficiency sensitive.

These methods show the progress of benefitting data
management from PFMs. Meanwhile, this research area
is super young and full of challenges for more advanced
tools based on PFMs.

2.2 Exploratory Data Analysis

Exploratory data analysis (EDA) and data visualiza-
tion are essential to intuitively understanding the fea-
tures and patterns of datasets. Exploratory data analy-
sis aims to help analysts retrieve and aggregate patterns
of interest interactively, finding suitable abstractions
and partitions that are not only stable but also un-
derstandable. Several issues and steps are proposed in
Making sense of data—a practical guide to exploratory
data analysis and data mining |105] to be considered
to be taken and interactive with each other in any ex-
ploratory data analysis: problem definition, data prepa-
ration, implementation, deployment. We consider these
steps, except for problem definition, to be operated in
other tasks. This section focuses on the interaction be-
tween analysts and platforms to perform these tasks
toward an analytical need and gradual derivations of
concise problem definitions.

Problems should be first defined as concisely as pos-
sible before the final implementation of any data anal-
ysis tasks [105]. This involves constant criticism of the
content and form of the problem and the object asso-
ciated with it until the most rigorous composition is

formed, to avoid inconsistencies and ambiguities. For
the prior objects involved in data analysis, e.g., di-
rectly defined goals, stakeholders, etc., PFMs help to
link them together with other objects that should be
identified posteriorly after inductions of the datasets.
DTT [114] and Solo [152], which search functional links
for column names in relational databases, can also be
used for organizing objectives defined to construct a
complete, detailed, and concise data analysis problem.
For the posterior objects, PFMs help to induce them
and deduce the most important ones and their proper
names. |173] proposes EDC, which induces possible ob-
jects grounded in the dataset, then defines them us-
ing proper names, and finally canonicalizes them to the
most concise forms. Data discovery systems can be built
with PFMs such as Solo [152] and CHORUS [71] for
finding stable and utilitarian patterns for modeling and
retrieval.

EDA helps analysts to better dig into unknown struc-
tures (e.g., analytical, geometric, and algebraic proper-
ties) implied in complex datasets. For example, mod-
ern databases provide multiple analytical interfaces for
analysts to help them flexibly query instances. Accord-
ing to the values, by using statistical, machine learn-
ing, and graphic methods, EDA helps to identify main
features, anomalies, and implicit relations in data. Im-
plementing methods composed of methods routing to
valuable parts of data and exhibition methods is filling
the gap between general-purpose libraries and ad-hoc
exploration solutions which can present a huge cost of
manual labor. Declarative methods help to mitigate this
obstacle, but real-world data would be so complicated
for higher-level abstractions [55] |133, |76].

There are PFM-based methods that enhance inter-
faces for EDA, and some of the other methods fill the
gap between general-purpose methods and task-specific

demands, they all made significant successes. ReAcTable [176]

enhances tabular data question answering with PFMs.
[178] introduces DQA, a benchmark for evaluating the

question-answering performance of PFMs based on databases,

which provides a more abstract declarative interface for
EDA. Analysts can declare one-off EDA tasks, and then
PFMs can infer instances dependent on libraries that
can solve sub-tasks and composite the implementation
of the task. In terms of data visualization, [100] pro-
poses InsightPlot. It can construct different types of
insights such as objects, types, and attributions, and
allows analysts to gain more insight into complex struc-
tures with iterative interaction with PFMs. Combin-
ing the ability to do interactive parsing, data routing,
and visualization, the introduction of PFMs provides an
easy-to-use interface for exploring scalable databases.
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PFMs can help analysts to understand and manipu-
late data or task-specific operations and data processing
pipelines, to explore more complex analytical tools and
insights with more complex logical structures. For pars-
ing and routing to valuable parts of datasets, not only
can the analysis of tabular datasets benefit from PFMs,
but unstructured and semi-structured data can also be
more easily explored with the help of PFMs. For ex-
ample, [77] proposes a PFMs-based method for parsing
semi-structured data like HTML data into knowledge
that is easy to explore. [31] proposes LIDA, pointing out
that PFMs not only can generate charts by manipulat-
ing graphical languages but also provide explanations to
novices about the content of images and their insights,
offering a human-centered data visualization interface.
[106] introduces a large-model-based code explanation
tool GILT, which helps users quickly understand and
implement large sections of data analysis code. [48] pro-
poses LILO, which generates doc-strings for obscure
imperative codes. This can enhance the feasibility of
non-computer experts in understanding and exploring
code repositories. NL2SQL [40} 44, |83], which enhances
the accessibility of non-expert to relational databases,
can be effectively and efficiently implemented by PFM-
based methods.

PFMs can also help to predict user intentions. This
could help to resolve vague and ambiguous analytical
intent. [37] propose a query intent prediction method,
which can improve the efficiency in contrast with the
dump query method without perception of analytical
needs. [85] also discussed the feasibility of using large
language models as database interfaces. Similar to which
involves encoding human intentions represented by nat-
ural language into query statements. These methods
perform abductive reasoning to provide the most use-
ful query advice according to the present goals of data
analysis.

Exploratory data analysis is needed in various in-
dustries, covering both structured and semi-structured
data. PFMs can parse semi-structured data through
direct or encoded methods, while structured data is
more suited for exploration and analysis through rule-
based approaches. In § we put stress on the po-
tential for systematically enhancing interfaces for data
analysis which can promote the development of EDA.
In § 3:2.1] we generalize the boundary of exploration
for not only the dataset but also concepts that can
be learned from data and delve into interpretability
and editability, demonstrating how PFMs enhance rule-
based or principle-based machine learning and its ad-
vantages.

2.3 Implementing Data Analysis Methods and Models

In contrast to EDA where analytical objects are al-
ways unknown or vague at first and need to be in-
ferred and unambiguously fixed, data analysis meth-
ods include widely used statistical methods and ma-
chine learning methods, composed of needed knowledge
and mathematical structures. Complicated veins make
it hard to systematically and universally represent and
fully use these methods. Choosing a suitable one de-
pends on the problem properties and the data charac-
teristics. For example, linear regression is designed for
predicting continuous data, while decision trees are de-
signed for classification [53]. This selection of models
can be seen as choosing different hypothesis classes for
approximately identifying concepts of interest, which is

detailed in §

Choosing methods and models for well-defined tasks
is an optimization over a disjoint union of multiple
model classes and their parameters. The second con-
cern with the models is the explainability and editabil-
ity, which would be essential for high responsibility and
efficiency. External logical knowledge is also hard to
obtain without domain expertise [51]. Learned param-
eters and rules can be difficult to understand, mean-
while, it’s hard to effectively and efficiently inject ex-
ternal knowledge for better performance or bias reduc-
tion, and transfer learned concepts for further analysis.
The lack of interpretability presents practical and eth-
ical challenges to data analysis.

To solve these challenges presented above, PFMs
introduce formal reasoning-based methods, which show
some advances in understanding analysis methods and
data to be analyzed. PFMs can help to search hyperpa-
rameters to guide machine learning with higher perfor-
mance [128]. Furthermore, PFMs can also perform as
statisticians who perform in-context algorithm selection
with provable performance [7] by mimicking gradient
descent during inference. [60] proposes a benchmark —
InfiAgent — and an agent for data analysis — DA Agent
— which involves multiple analytical tasks such as out-
lier detection, distribution analysis, and machine learn-
ing, etc. [104] propose guided evolution (GE), which
modifies codes for PyTorch models using PFM directly
to evolve the models.

Consolidating the inference of PFMs into simpler
methods and models helps to gain interpretability. [135]
proposes Aug-Linear and Aug-Tree which make predic-
tions based on N-grams in text. Predicted responses
of voxel (specific points of the human brain where the
strength of activity is to be measured) have exceeded
BERT performance with simple linear models. [107]
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proposes OCTree, which augments tabular data for im-
proving downstream performance.

Domain-specific data analysis methods often have
stringent requirements [5], while general analysis meth-
ods lack the formalization and discussion of external
knowledge. Effective analysis requires transcending sta-
tistical generalization methods and gains the support of
mathematical logic’s formal validity and ambiguity. [57]
proposed LEFT, which consolidates concepts in some
domain (2D movement) to general concepts across do-
mains (3D movement). [136] proposed a tree-based vari-
ational inference method to encode event sequences into
strict logic expressions. [156] proposes CodeAct, which
substitutes PFM actions into executable codes, pro-
ducing a more rigorous decision implementation. [4§]
introduces LILO, which produces docstrings for com-
plex implementations that can improve interpretability
and help PFMs reasoning by inducing knowledge di-
rectly with observations from these docstrings. These
docstrings are representations of implementations for a
group of thoroughly solved problems [169]. Their com-

posed structures represent possible analysis solutions [177].

More generally, code generation makes it possible
to deduce principles from grounded intentions of data
analysis directly and consolidate them with program-
ming language [78]. The robustness and stability of tra-
ditional data analysis models are key to ensuring their
reliable application in different environments. From a
more systematic view, PFMs can consolidate knowledge
more imperatively through code repositories. PFMs gain
more and more attention in understanding and reposi-
tories. [65] proposes R2E which turns repositories into
PFMs agent environments. |158] proposes Repoformer,
which can solve code completion in the user’s reposi-
tory.

2.4 Assessing Analyzed Results

Correctness and applicability are the most important
criteria for data analysis, reflecting the reliability of
data analysis results. In this section, we refer to cor-
rectness as implementations, statements, proofs, and
derived theories that work correctly without inconsis-
tencies and exceptions computationally and logically,
according to axioms and principles. The applicability
of the results determines whether they can effectively
guide decisions and actions [28], which are translated
into concrete action plans [134].

In real-world problems, bridging the gap between
data analysis and practical applications still requires
substantial labor and complex manual methods. It in-
volves validity tests, controlling termination, verifica-
tion, and proof. Solving real-world problems often in-

volves complex nested and recursive logic, and finding
analysis methods that are globally, locally, and neces-
sarily correct |131] is the main challenge in handling
these tasks [165].

Accessing results from data analysis involves statis-
tical tests for quantized results or unit tests for bug de-
tection [129, 4]. They involve the partitioning of equiv-
alent classes of datasets or discuss the influence of out-
liers. Some of them involve mathematical proofs that
provide assessments of thoroughness for a group of solv-
ing problems, which can always be seen in software
tests [130]. PFMs-based code generation and theorem-
proving systems [119, [154, |96] make it possible to de-
velop and assess new self-organizing data analysis meth-
ods.

PFMs can not only be combined with executable
languages but can also benefit from satisfiability mod-
ulo theories (SMT) [166]. Adversarial examples [66] can
be searched within the scope of data analysis but can
not be solved properly by the current solution. These
exceptions hurt the completeness and robustness of data
analysis results. Methods that introduce satisfiability
theories are first introduced data analysis and engi-
neering with high demand and risk, e.g., financial risk
analysis, medical diagnostic and analysis, etc. For non-
expert users with higher ambition, PFMs help to gen-
erate formal representations that can be identified by
SMT solvers to gain consistency, robustness, and fair-
ness during the assessment and further optimization.

Data analysis is a process of continuous improve-
ment and iteration. By establishing feedback mecha-
nisms, optimization directions can be constantly gath-
ered from practical applications, allowing for model op-
timization and adjustment. Iterative optimization em-
phasizes continuous improvement in aspects such as
model performance, data quality, and analysis methods
to adapt to changing environments and needs [69].

This places greater demands on quickly obtaining
feedback according to assessment results from the envi-
ronment. The cross-domain integration driven by PFMs
not only enhances the comprehensiveness and depth of
data analysis but also facilitates communication and
collaboration among professionals from different back-
grounds by providing interpretable analysis results. For
example, PFMs can be used to integrate data from dif-
ferent fields to form a comprehensive analysis frame-
work, thereby offering more comprehensive and accu-
rate insights [163} |59].

3 PFMs Enhanced Systematic Optimization
Methodologies
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In this chapter, we will explore how pre-trained foun-
dation models systematically optimize data analysis.
From reasoning, accessibility of complex structural data
and models, and data quality optimization, to auto-
mated machine learning, PLMs have demonstrated sig-
nificant potential at every stage. Nevertheless, we also
point out the current challenges and emphasize the im-
portance of future research in algorithms, data quality,
and system efficiency. Through these studies, we hope
to drive data analysis systems toward becoming more
efficient and robust.

3.1 PFM Enhance Reasoning

”The basis of all human culture is language, and math-
ematics is a special kind of linguistic activity.” Arnold
& Manin (2000)

Domain-specific language (DSL) refers to languages
specifically designed for a specific application domain.
It reflects specialization, abstraction, and effective scope
of human understanding, improving problem-solving and
communication. It narrows down the reasoning pro-
cess into the most important and meaningful propo-
sition space. Vapnik proves that a machine has only
two mechanisms to learn, which are minimizing empir-
ical loss and minimizing confidence interval . The
latter commutes external predicative prior knowledge
into learning, with specific domain abstraction and rela-
tional knowledge. For every data analysis expert in any
domain, reasoning about reality is a fundamental task,
which plays an important role in every stage of data
analysis. Till now, in domains like supply chain, legal,
and financial field, it costs multiple years of training
and experience accumulation for the experts to under-
stand the objects and operations in a domain-specific
language fully .

In this section, we consider concepts about data
analysis that scales with reasoning. First, we introduce

representation learning techniques that identify and en-
code concepts and entities with symbols and geometric
signatures, i.e., vectors or tensors, (§[3.1.1). Then
we introduce categories of reasoning, which provide gen-
eral tools for inference, planning, and code generating
(§ B.1.2). Finally, we discuss the management of so-
lutions of methods with different structural properties
with the evolution of a system and growing analysis

demands by consolidation (§[3.1.3).

8.1.1 Representation learning of concepts.

Representation learning in a narrow sense refers to tech-
niques like manifold learning which preserves the geo-
metric shape of the original distribution in support of
classification, regression, clustering, and data genera-
tion. In a general sense, representation learn-
ing can be related to representation theories in the
language of mathematics, which preserves morphisms
and structures of categories, preserving symmetry and
equivariance, providing algebraic tools, and enhancing
optimization and presentation abilities 52].
Representation learning provides us with tools to
compress data and implement algorithms in a concise
form, which can be seen as a new DSL. In terms of
data compression, has proven that language models
can be seen as general compression algorithms. It shows
that language models can perform lossless compression
on images, audio, and videos, which can be far more effi-
cient than conventional algorithms. propose a code
compressing and documenting method, LILO, based on
PFMs, which can consolidate code into more reusable
and readable forms. propose PRISE which is a
compression algorithm for temporal actions made by
agents, abstracting valid components into skills that
can be seen as representing algorithms discovered from
data. Using this, analysts can perform efficient and pre-
cise retrieval of both data and composable operations
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on them, |78] propose a retrieval argumentative method
for control code of automated systems which bound
to representations that supply to domain-specific stan-
dards. Numeric or geometric representations can be pre-
cisely leveraged according to different usage. For ex-
ample, estimated cardinality can be seen as signatures
for devices to distribute computational resources. [98]
proves that PFMs can also be leveraged for the estima-
tion of cardinality.

The introduction of representable rules and princi-
ples makes it easy to leverage what is discovered from
one set of data to analyze others . Analysts can
easily transduce this explicit knowledge on demand.
Causes and their effects can be found in the dataset
leveraging causal or interventional representation learn-
ing in an interpretable and grounded way . They
negate existing goals of the analysis to create new goals
that are more feasible. To systematically boost the abil-
ity of data analysis on more complex systems like code
repositories , disciplinary knowledge of specific do-
mains, and their application fields, we need more foun-
dational representation theories that PFMs can
first bring in.

3.1.2 Reasoning with domain-specific concepts

Representation learning for DSL contributes significantly
to the efficiency and quality of analysis and decision-
making, emphasizing both inductive and deductive logic.
Reasoning involves composing these representations to-
ward a predefined goal, which not only induces evidence
from datasets and adjusts the posterior but also de-
duces applicable rules to reach necessarily correct con-
clusions.

This section summarizes how PFMs apply to prin-
ciples and conditions of induction and deduction in rea-
soning, making systematic enhancements in the field of
data analysis. We introduce inductive reasoning which

provides cogency from necessarily satisfied cases to gen-
eral rules, and deductive reasoning which sufficiently
produces special cases from general principles and eval-
uates the validity of the existing statements.

Principles of Induction. Inductive reasoning involves
deriving general principles from specific observations
or instances of collected data. In finite or infinite de-
terministic systems, such as mathematical objects or
physical laws, the inductive method can identify deter-
ministic principles and rules with certainty. However,
in stochastic systems — such as datasets with uncer-
tainties, as discussed in § — we can only pursue
hypotheses that are approximately correct. These hy-
potheses are subject to validation and may need to be
revised as more data becomes available, which will be
detailed in §[3:2

In real-world applications, successful inductive rea-
soning relies on several key principles:

Completeness of representative sampling. Ensuring
that the data collected accurately and sufficiently re-
flects the population or phenomenon being studied. This
reduces sampling bias and enhances the generalizability
of the inductive conclusions . PMFs can help to per-
form completeness checking by encoding an induction
procedure into a satisfiability problem [166] which can
be solved by SMT solvers and finally guide the induc-
tive steps with abductive style counterexamples .
In a real-world scenario, full completeness can be not
achievable, where all possible samples are discussed or
covered by equivalent classes discussed. These induc-
tions don’t provide sufficiency for precisely correct re-
sults, which introduces statistics to produce PAC learn-
ing.

Consistency and robustness against errors. High-quality

data and resilience to errors are essential for reliable
inductive reasoning. PFMs contribute by automating
data cleaning and preprocessing tasks, such as handling
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missing values, correcting errors, and removing incon-
sistencies [111] 124]. This improves the accuracy of the
induced rules and principles.

Compatible logical structures and sufficient prior
knowledge. Structures of the space where principles are
to be searched should not be too small to contain the
precise form. It should not be too large to identify these
concepts with a limited number of cases. PFMs assist
in identifying hidden patterns and relationships that
might be overlooked using traditional methods [100,
31]. These logical structures can be leveraged to inte-
grate existing domain knowledge to inform the induc-
tive reasoning process. PFMs can merge multi-domain
heterogeneous data and knowledge bases, enhancing the
richness of the inductive models |38} |140]. This leads to
more guided and consistent induction steps.

Well-defined goals. Having clear inquiries with rigor
synthesis, which is a proposition formed by integrating
multiple possible choices, e.g., a thesis and its antithe-
sis, for the inductive analysis ensures that the reason-
ing process is focused and relevant. PFMs can inter-
pret natural language descriptions of goals and trans-
late them into actionable analytical tasks [84,50]. More-
over, ensuring that hypotheses are falsifiable is essential
for scientific rigor.

By adhering to these principles, inductive reasoning
becomes more robust and reliable. PFMs enhance this
process by providing advanced tools for data manage-
ment, pattern recognition, and knowledge integration.
They effectively handle complexities such as hetero-
geneity, noise, and inconsistencies in real-world data [150,
87], thereby improving the completeness and consis-
tency essential for sound inductive reasoning. This em-
powers analysts to derive meaningful insights and de-
velop approximately correct hypotheses, even in the
face of data imperfections and uncertainties.

Principles of deduction. Deductive reasoning converts
principles and axioms, i.e., symmetry or equivariance
induced from data, into specific rules that reason about
specific instances. Deductive reasoning provides the foun-
dation for deriving necessarily correct conclusions from
established principles. When applying deductive rea-
soning, it is necessary and sufficient to consider sev-
eral fundamental principles. Reasoning based on deduc-
tion can be feasible and correct when the axioms are
grounded. Local properties of successful deduction in-
clude soundness, which ensures the preconditions are
correct, and formal validity, which ensures the rules
used are concise and unambiguous. Global properties
include consistency, completeness, and ensuring that no
contradictions exist in propositions, as well as all true
statements can be proven using axioms and rules.

Fulfilling local properties. PFMs enhance deductive
reasoning by assisting in formal reasoning-based meth-
ods, which are crucial for understanding analysis meth-
ods and the data to be analyzed and locally depend on
formal validity and soundness of preconditions. For ex-
ample, PFMs can generate formal proofs and Turing-
complete formal languages and code [86] which have
high formal validity, improving the efficiency of problem-
solving by constructing solutions that conform to nested
and recursive logic [73]. This allows for more rigorous
and complete analysis methods, helping users address a
wide range of data quality issues and build bridges be-
tween data analysis problems and specific implementa-
tions to achieve precise and unambiguous results |124].
Moreover, [86] have shown that PFMs can treat each
inference as inductive and possibly correct in-context
learning process, which also shows the ability for the
discovery of concepts that would enhance soundness in
real-world applications.

However, challenges arise due to inherent limitations
in logical systems, as highlighted by Go&del’s incom-
pleteness theorems, which state that any sufficiently
expressive formal system cannot be both complete and
consistent. This implies that when we enforce strict
consistency in our logical frameworks, we may sacri-
fice completeness—the ability to derive all true state-
ments. In the context of data analysis, imposing such
strong constraints of absolute consistency might limit
the system’s capacity to reason about complex or con-
tradictory data, potentially diminishing the depth and
scope of analysis.

Compromising of consistency. To address this issue,
some analysts introduce paraconsistent logic, a non-
classical logic that tolerates contradictions without lead-
ing to triviality — where any statement becomes prov-
able. This approach allows reasoning processes to con-
tinue effectively even in the presence of inconsistencies,
which are common in real-world datasets due to noise,
errors, and conflicting information [9]. By incorporat-
ing paraconsistent logic, PFMs can handle contradic-
tory data more robustly, enhancing the reliability of
analytical outcomes [92].

Compromising of completeness. Practitioners must
therefore balance between expressiveness—the ability
of the logical system to represent complex concepts—and
decidability—the feasibility of algorithmically determin-
ing the truth value of statements within the system.
An overly expressive system may become undecidable,
making it computationally impractical for analysis. PFMs
contribute to achieving this balance by leveraging ad-
vanced reasoning capabilities that handle complex, ex-
pressive representations while maintaining computational
efficiency [119}|154]. This balance is crucial in designing
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factors for PFMs’ augmented reasoning lie in these mechanisms.

logical systems for data analysis that are both powerful
and practical, enabling more flexible and comprehen-
sive analysis of complex datasets.

Moreover, the robustness and stability of analytical
models are essential for their reliable application in dif-
ferent environments [32]. PFMs contribute to enhancing
the robustness and generalization ability of models by
incorporating external logical knowledge, which is often
hard to disclose from data distribution and challenging
to obtain without domain expertise [51]. By leverag-
ing mathematical derivations and formal proofs [151],
PFMs help analytical approaches achieve greater ro-

bustness and generalization performance, thereby strength-

ening deductive reasoning in data analysis.

Reasoning reveals what’s inside datasets with com-
pleteness and details, they can be composed of complex
reasoning procedures like transductive learning. They
can be used to analyze and manipulate biases of com-
plex and black box models. PFMs help us to revisit
reasoning to generalize and scale the scope of data anal-
ysis.

8.1.83 Consolidation of DSL

In support of reasoning, PFMs can perform as compo-
nents of a family of logical systems, in which we can
balance incompatible principles of complex systems —
consistency and completeness. Representation learning
and reasoning can enhance each other toward the goal
of analysis. As an important part of organizing par-
tial solutions, In terms of consolidation of DSLs, PFMs
can be used as automated administrators of repositories
and knowledge bases. Data analysts should always de-
cide which principles and implementations of frequently
used operations or sequences of decisions are impor-
tant and should be preserved. These can be composi-
tions of top-down deductive reasoning of principles and
goals and bottom-up inductive reasoning of examples
and applications with formal or latent representations.

There remain three challenges for consolidating DSLs
efficiently and effectively.

Reusability. Reusability is a cornerstone for efficient
DSL consolidation, enabling components and frame-
works to be applied across multiple contexts and appli-
cations. By promoting modular design and standard-
ization, PFMs can create canonical and adaptable code
segments. For instance, PFMs can aid in generating
reusable code repositories |65, [158], and in creating gen-
eralizable data analysis methods that can be adapted
to different datasets and tasks. The approach to man-
aging consolidated domain knowledge can greatly in-
fluence the reusability. Hopefully, PFMs can leverage
knowledge graph 112} [94] and vector databases [174]
to manage complex non-structural knowledge for effi-
cient responsibility.

Understandable. Making consolidated DSLs understand-
able is crucial for user adoption and effective implemen-
tation. This involves presenting complex logical struc-
tures and reasoning processes in a clear and accessible
manner. PFMs can contribute by generating human-
readable documentation and offering explanations of
underlying algorithms and decisions. Additionally, in-
corporating intuitive interfaces and visualization tools
can aid users in comprehending and interacting with the
DSL. For example, PFMs can assist in exploratory data
analysis by generating insights and visualizations [100,
31, helping users to better understand complex data
structures.

Thoroughness. To ensure thoroughness in consolidat-
ing DSLs, it is imperative to capture the full scope
of domain-specific knowledge and operations without
overlooking critical details. For mathematical defini-
tions, thoroughness refers to all circumstances being
fully discussed, at least important circumstances are
well covered for an approximation |13]. This involves a
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meticulous examination of existing principles, method-
ologies, and exceptions within the domain. PFMs can
assist by systematically analyzing large datasets to iden-
tify patterns and gaps in knowledge bases, thereby high-
lighting areas that require further attention. Addition-
ally, PFMs can help in managing the quality of imple-
mented methods and software by assisting in perform-
ing unit tests and mathematical proofs [154} [19], en-
suring that the consolidated DSL reflects accurate and
comprehensive knowledge. Achieving thoroughness de-
mands a balance between comprehensiveness and prac-
ticality to prevent information overload and maintain
system efficiency.

3.2 PFM empowered Accessibility

Building upon the foundations of reasoning and the
consolidation challenges discussed previously, in this
section we discuss the transformative capabilities of-
fered by PFMs for data analysis interfaces. By inte-
grating advanced representation learning and reason-
ing, PFMs enhance the way analysts interact with data
and analytical tools.

Then, we introduce the concept of probably approx-
imately correct (PAC) from machine learning theory.
Philosophically, the PAC theory encapsulates the onto-
logical inquiry into real entities by quantifying the ca-
pacity of learning algorithms to approximate true con-
cepts from finite samples. Simultaneously, it emphasizes
the process of distilling essence from phenomena. In this
section, we discuss the transparency and understand-
ability of the learning procedure (§ and how au-
tomatically learned concepts in PAC learned concepts
contribute to interpretable and editable machine learn-

ing (§3.2.2).

8.2.1 PFMs Enhanced Data Analysis Interface

Enhancing the data analysis interface not only improves
data analysis efficiency but also helps users gain deeper
insights into data. This includes interfaces for data ma-
nipulation, data visualization, data integration, data
preprocessing and cleaning, machine learning and mod-
eling, data exploration, real-time analysis and monitor-
ing, and collaboration and sharing. PFMs provide an
operational interface that offers significant benefits for
human interaction [37], serving as a bridge between hu-
man preference choices and real-world application prob-
lems.

This section explores how PFMs improve data anal-
ysis interfaces through intelligent routing to relevant

data and methods, automated documentation, transla-
tion, and enhanced interaction emphasizing interpretabil-
ity, and operability.

Routing to Data of Concern Accessing the right data
efficiently is a critical step in any analytical process.
PFMs can significantly streamline this step by intelli-
gently routing analysts to the data of concern. Lever-
aging their strong semantic understanding capabilities,
PFMs interpret user queries to identify and retrieve rel-
evant datasets from extensive repositories, even when
dealing with different structured and semi-structured
data types that often have different data manipulation
interfaces.

For example, an analyst may inquire, ”Find me the
latest sales data for the Northeast region excluding re-
turns.” The PFM can parse this request, understand
the specific requirements, and locate the precise dataset
that matches these criteria. This capability reduces the
time spent on manual searches and minimizes the risk
of overlooking pertinent data, thereby enhancing the
thoroughness of the analysis as discussed in the consol-
idation of DSLs.

PFMs also assist users in interacting with data anal-
ysis systems by establishing a mapping between busi-
ness logic and data manipulation and exploration meth-
ods. Different data types require different interfaces;
for instance, relational databases use Structured Query
Language (SQL) and its dialects like PL/SQL. PFMs
excel in generating data queries [84} 50, 22, 401 44 |83}
43], allowing users to formulate complex SQL queries
through natural language instructions. This not only
makes data retrieval more accessible but also reduces
the likelihood of errors in query formulation. Database
tuning plays an essential role in advancing efficient ac-
cess of very large databases. PFMs enhanced methods
such as GPTuner [80] help to inject external knowledge
into such systems to gain efficiency [144].

For semi-structured and unstructured data, languages
such as Cypher and Gremlin are used for querying graph
databases. PFMs can aid in formulating these queries
as well, enhancing the performance of systems that rely
on knowledge graphs [61]. Instead of using hard similar-
ity or word frequency-based methods, information re-
trieval methods neural networks align patterns in mul-
tiple granuarity [141]. Additionally, specialized query
languages like SPARQL and XQuery are used to inter-
act with knowledge bases and XML data. By utilizing
PFMs, analysts can interact with these systems using
more user-friendly natural language commands |90, [82,
176].

PFMs’ can also leverage semantics that can not be
directly captured by human-curated frameworks and al-
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gorithms, which are encoded by datasets with complex
and ambiguous structures. These datasets are always
defined as non-structural data. Schema mapping [117]
can be seen as tasks performed on datasets composed
of incompatible tabular data and composable or similar
semantics.

Routing to Methods of Concern Identifying appropri-
ate analytical methods is as important as accessing the
right data. PFMs assist by recommending methods that
align with the specific problem context and data charac-
teristics. By understanding the DSL and the underlying
principles of various analytical techniques, PFMs guide
analysts toward the most suitable tools and methodolo-
gies.

For example, when working with statistical analy-
sis, PFMs can suggest utilizing data frameworks such
as Pandas and NumPy [79], interpreting natural lan-
guage commands to perform data manipulation. If the
task involves full-text search, log analysis, or real-time
monitoring, PFMs can recommend the combination of
search and analysis engines like Elasticsearch, signifi-
cantly benefiting information retrieval [180].

Furthermore, PFMs can serve as an interface be-
tween different dialects of systems. They can convert
code or queries from one language to another, facili-
tating interoperability. An example is Mallet [110], a
method that acts as a code converter, capable of con-
verting queries or code snippets between different lan-
guages, thus aiding analysts who work across multiple
systems.

Documenting and Translation Documentation is essen-
tial for knowledge sharing and maintaining the under-
standability of analytical processes. PFMs can auto-
mate documentation by generating detailed explana-
tions of the steps taken during analysis, the reasoning
behind method selection, and interpretations of results.
They can also optimize existing interaction processes,
participating in the optimization of program compi-
lation and data manipulation processes [25] |26, 85],
thereby achieving significant computational performance
improvements. Auto-documentation system helps to gen-
erate human-readable functions and variable names and
docstrings which capture global structures of the repos-
itory, improving interpretability and improving down-
stream PFMs-guided search [48].

Moreover, PFMs can help analysts correct errors in
interface languages. Due to the universal tendency of
people to make biased choices, the interface language
programs written by people often contain subtle errors.
Researchers have used PFMs to correct errors in the
interface language written by people, achieving signifi-
cant results. For example, PFMs can help data analysts
modify Excel formulas, quickly identifying the causes of
formula failures and undiscovered errors [10].

Additionally, PFMs can translate complex technical
jargon into accessible language for non-expert stake-
holders. They can also facilitate cross-lingual transla-
tion, making the findings available to a global audience.
This capability ensures that the insights derived are un-
derstandable, addressing one of the key challenges in
DSL consolidation.
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Interaction Enhanced interaction between analysts and
analytical tools is crucial for effective data analysis.
PFMs contribute to this by providing interfaces that
are both interpretable and operable. They offer expla-
nations for their recommendations and decisions, mak-
ing the analytical process transparent.

PFMs enable analysts to interact with data and
models using natural language commands. This low-
ers the barrier to advanced analytical techniques, al-
lowing analysts to modify parameters, run simulations,
and visualize data without deep technical expertise. For
instance, in the field of statistics and analysis, PFMs
can interpret natural language commands to perform
data manipulation using frameworks like Pandas and
NumPy [79]. This interactive capability supports the
balance between expressiveness and decidability in rea-
soning processes, as previously discussed.

Researchers also utilize PFMs to optimize existing
interaction processes. By determining conservative con-
ditions through formal proof and verification, and by
providing continuous system analysis and optimization
suggestions, PFMs help analysts gradually approach
optimal operations. Participation in the optimization
of program compilation leads to significant computa-
tional performance improvements |25} 26], and this find-
ing applies to the optimization of data manipulation
processes [85].

By integrating these enhancements, PFMs trans-
form the data analysis interface into a more intuitive,
efficient, and effective environment. They address the
challenges of thoroughness, reusability, and understand-
ability in DSL consolidation, ultimately empowering
analysts to derive deeper insights and make informed
decisions.

3.2.2 Interpretable and Editable Method and Models

Machine learning is an effective tool for automating
data analysis. Its definition can encompass the objec-
tives of data analysis. The following will explore the
systematic optimizations that PFMs can bring to the
field of machine learning, including optimizations in
data quality, machine learning, interpretable machine
learning, and the enhancement of large models for au-
tomated machine learning. Therefore, we will start from
the theory of probabilistic approximation, dividing cur-
rent work and directions into the manipulation of con-
cept classes, hypothesis spaces, data distributions, and
learning algorithms.

Definition. In the basic probabilistic approximation the-
ory in machine learning theory, the most fundamental

concept is PAC learning. Given a concept class C, a dis-
tribution D, and a hypothesis space H. For Vc € C, if
there exists a learning algorithm £, whose output hy-
pothesis h € H satisfies for 0 <€, § < 1

P(E,pl[distance(h(z),c(x))] <€) >1-9§ (1)

where distance measures the difference between the
hypothesis and the concept.

Insight. This definition discusses the goal of machine
learning, which is to learn approximately correct con-
cept classes from data distributions. A good analysis
method also requires good concept classes, data dis-
tributions, hypothesis spaces, and learning algorithms.
Ideally, the hypothesis space H exactly covers the con-
cept ¢ that needs to be learned. However, this is often
not achievable.

PFMs have the potential to address these challenges
by utilizing human-understandable concept classes to
construct hypothesis spaces that better meet analyti-
cal needs, thereby enhancing the interpretability and
editability of machine-learning models. As discussed in
§ PFMs can improve data quality by representa-
tive sampling, generating and helping to build methods
that are robust to certain error types, and in § we
see that PFMs serve as learning algorithms explicitly
organize discovered and prompted knowledge from an-
alysts, helping them automatically construct machine
learning pipelines.

Black box models and decisions lead to undesir-
able consequences: data analysts and engineers cannot
trace the causes of errors, resulting in issues of fair-
ness and compliance, and ultimately leading to a loss
of trust from users and decision-makers. Furthermore,
these models make it difficult for engineers and data sci-
entists to identify model deficiencies and edit decision-
making or predictive behaviors.

As a result, data analysts across various industries
prefer interpretable and editable machine learning meth-
ods [148] 47, [175| [142]. The question then arises: how
can PFMs aid in the development of interpretable and
editable machine learning? The key lies in their poten-
tial to overcome current obstacles in explainable ma-
chine learning by leveraging their capacity to explore
logical systems with greater expressiveness and human-
understandable rules [125]. By doing so, PFMs can fa-
cilitate the construction of models that are both in-
terpretable and editable, aligning with the practical
needs of data analysis. Despite the promising advan-
tages, integrating PFMs to enhance interpretability and
editability in machine learning introduces several chal-
lenges that must be addressed.
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Enhancing interpretability with high expressiveness. There to become new focal points [149]. These models excel

exists a fundamental trade-off between the expressive-
ness of a model and its interpretability. Highly expres-
sive models, such as deep neural networks, can capture
complex patterns within data but are often opaque,
making them difficult for humans to understand. Con-
versely, interpretable models, like decision trees and
rule-based systems, offer transparency but may lack the
expressiveness required to model intricate data relation-
ships.

PFMs are adept at exploring logical systems with in-
creased expressiveness while incorporating human-under-
standable rules [125]. By leveraging PFMs, we can con-
struct hypothesis spaces that balance expressiveness and
interpretability, overcoming the traditional compromise
between model complexity and understandability. One
way to enhance interpretability without sacrificing ex-
pressiveness is to leverage PFMs to understand and in-
terpret complex models for interpretable needs. [106]
propose an IDE plugin that can interpret complex code
repositories whose code comments and documentation
are scarce or hard to navigate. More pragmatically, an-
alysts can distill PFM knowledge to simple and inter-
pretable models [135]. With constrained but enough ex-
pressiveness of simple models, analysts can make appro-
priate choices for consolidating augmented knowledge
into simpler models.

PFMs also help in interpreting models, and com-
plex data structures, e.g., |77] designed an LLM-based
method to convert scientific data into the desired form.
Though a database with complete records is highly ex-
pressive in capturing reality with fixed, it is hard to
interact with and explore. [178] proposes a question-
answering method for databases. This involves creating
interfaces that transform data types challenging for hu-
mans to comprehend (e.g., continuous numerical values,
extensive codebases) into more accessible forms (e.g.,
Boolean variables, symbolic expressions, natural lan-
guage descriptions, visualizations). Utilizing PFMs to
generate human-like explanations can achieve a level
of diversity and clarity that approximates or even sur-
passes human capabilities.

Enhancing editability with high stability. Another chal-
lenge lies in balancing model editability with stability.
Editable models allow engineers and data scientists to
adjust and refine model behavior to meet new require-
ments, inject external knowledge, or eliminate unde-
sired actions. However, frequent edits can lead to insta-
bility, potentially degrading the model’s performance
on previously generalized samples.

Compared to uneditable neural network methods,
PFMs, and editable machine learning models are poised

in adapting to new needs and eliminating unwanted be-
haviors. They naturally represent relational data, mak-
ing them suitable for downstream tasks involving such
data. For instance, using neural network models di-
rectly for classification tasks on tabular data often yields
performance that is inferior to decision tree and rule-
based methods [122] 49]. Moreover, their interpretabil-
ity and editability are limited, hindering the quick and
accurate incorporation of new rules.

By utilizing the rule extrapolation capabilities of
PFMs [125], we can compensate for the shortcomings of
these discriminative models. For example, [107] employs
pre-trained models to augment data for decision trees,
enhancing their performance. From a practical stand-
point, interpretable methods in tabular domains can
be as accurate as black-box models. Researchers have
leveraged interpretable machine learning to help prac-
titioners identify defects in datasets, discover new sci-
entific insights, and build fairer and more robust mod-
els [20].

Data analysts prefer white-box models, therefore,
researchers in business, medicine, energy, and other fields
have begun to combine PFMs with interpretable mod-
els [148, |47, [175]. These methods excel in editability,
carefully integrating PFMs’ reasoning capabilities with
editable machine learning algorithms to enhance model
generalization without compromising performance on
existing generalized samples.

3.3 PFMs Enhance Data Quality Optimization

Data quality is a critical factor in the success of machine
learning models and data analysis. Poor data quality
can lead to incorrect conclusions, model overfitting, and
reduced generalization ability. Pre-trained Foundation
Models (PFMs) offer new avenues for enhancing data
quality by addressing issues such as data incomplete-
ness, uneven distribution, noise, and errors. By lever-
aging the strengths of PFMs in data generation, infer-
ence, and cleaning, we can improve the reliability and
robustness of data analysis.

3.3.1 Representative Data Sampling/Generating

Representative sampling is essential to ensure that the
data collected accurately reflects the underlying pop-
ulation or phenomenon. Beyond the concept of PAC
learning, the distribution D from which the samples
are drawn plays a crucial role in the learning process.
If the sample does not represent D well, the learning
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Fig. 7 Overview of solving data quality issues. This involves data preparation that can produce high-quality datasets or
robust methods that directly produce models free from contradictions and incompleteness. High-quality data from data cleaning
can be produced by coordinating with other datasets, external knowledge, and propositions but can introduce additional
complexity for computation or management. Robust methods can be easy to apply but can introduce complexity to models
and optimization methods. Idealistically these methods commute for the same data analysis task.

algorithm £ may not produce a hypothesis h that ap-
proximates the true concept ¢ within the desired error
bounds.

Active Sampling. PFMs can assist in active representa-
tive sampling by identifying regions in the data space

where additional samples would most improve the model’s

performance. By doing so, they help mitigate issues re-
lated to insufficient or uneven data distributions, which
are common challenges in real-world applications. For

instance, when certain classes are underrepresented, PFMs

can guide the collection of additional samples for those
classes, enhancing the overall representativeness of the
dataset. Solo [152] and CHORUS [71] perform data dis-
covery on large-scale databases to find helpful records
from a large dataset, which shares the same goals of
EDA with automation.

These techniques are always based on data min-
ing methods such as schema matching [117] and en-
tity resolution, to recognize stable patterns and link-
ages to compose complex semantics and search with.
The identified patterns and reusable compositions con-
struct the search space of sampling. ALT-GEN [116]
benchmarks such ability of PFMs to search for possible
unions among multiple tables.

Generating with Deductive Bias. PFMs can generate
synthetic data that adhere to known constraints and
logical rules, a process we refer to as generating with de-
ductive bias. Data generating involves generating repre-
sentative entities and linkages according to these rules.

For example, linkages would be missing in tabu-
lar data due to heterogeneity forms of the same en-
tity. PFMs help to discover linkages to create more
complete records to enhance semantic accuracy [114].

By leveraging prior knowledge and deductive reason-
ing, PFMs produce data that not only augment the
existing dataset but also preserve essential properties
and invariants of the data generation mechanism. This
approach helps address data scarcity and imbalance by
enriching the dataset with high-quality samples that
reflect the underlying concepts more accurately.

Generative models like generative adversarial meth-
ods [95], and variational inference-based methods [5§]
enable PFMs to create samples similar to the train-
ing data with reorganized causes and effects inferred
by these inference techniques implied in the data. By
enhancing the model’s understanding of data distribu-
tions and algebraic structures, these generative meth-
ods improve generalization ability and robustness. For
example, PFMs can generate data beneficial to analy-
sis through adversarial generation [36], [157], effectively
capturing global characteristics of the data.

Researchers have found that PFMs can enhance Bay-
esian inference and variational inference methods [58].
These methods infer important structures within the
data and generate new data based on these structures,
significantly improving the accuracy and reliability of
data analysis in scientific research and industrial appli-
cations.

3.8.2 Robustness Against Errors

Robustness against errors is vital for the reliability of
machine learning models. Errors in data, such as noise,
missing values, and inconsistencies, can lead to overfit-
ting and reduced model performance. In the PAC learn-
ing framework, robustness can be viewed as the ability
of the learning algorithm £ to produce a hypothesis h
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that approximates the true concept ¢ even when the
data distribution D contains errors.

Data Cleaning. PFMs play a significant role in data
cleaning by detecting and correcting errors in datasets.
They can identify data points that violate known data
quality rules and constraints [88], assisting analysts in
cleaning the data effectively. By automating error de-
tection and correction, PFMs improve the overall data
quality, which is essential for reliable inductive reason-
ing as discussed earlier.

Data analysts face challenges in accurately and effi-
ciently representing domain or expert knowledge using
predictive models and domain-specific languages. The
optimization of data quality is essentially about using
limited data, combined with expert knowledge, to per-
form induction and deduction in the hypothesis space
‘H, continuously providing conservative rules closer to
the data generation mechanism [121]. PFMs aid in this
process by offering implicit representations of poten-
tially unknown information, serving as a valuable start-
ing point for data quality optimization.

Robust Methods. Developing robust hypothesis classes
and learning algorithms is crucial for handling errors
and noise in data. PFMs contribute to the creation of
robust methods by enhancing the model’s capacity to
generalize from imperfect data. For example, PFMs can
help in constructing hypothesis spaces that include in-
variants and constraints derived from algebraic [102],
analytic [109], and geometric methods [6], which im-
prove the model’s generalization ability even when data
quality is compromised.

Moreover, generative models have significant advan-
tages in addressing data missing and uneven distribu-
tion issues. By learning the potential distribution of the
data, generative models can generate new samples that
better capture the global characteristics of the data [27].
Studies have shown that in low-resource environments,
the performance of generative models surpasses that of
discriminative models [168]. This is primarily because
generative models can generate more high-quality train-
ing data to compensate for the lack of labeled data,
thereby improving the model’s generalization ability.
Discriminative models, which rely directly on existing
labeled data, cannot fully utilize the potential informa-
tion in unlabeled data [164].

By integrating PFMs into the data quality optimiza-
tion process, we can enhance the robustness and reli-
ability of machine learning models, ensuring that they
perform effectively even in the presence of data imper-
fections. This aligns with the principles of PAC learn-
ing, where the goal is to learn approximately correct

concepts from data distributions, and supports both
inductive and deductive reasoning in the analysis.

3.4 Automated Machine Learning

Automated machine learning (AutoML) aims to au-
tomate the design, deployment, and optimization pro-
cesses of machine learning models, enabling non-domain
experts to effectively utilize data and reducing the need
for manual intervention by professional data scientists.
It includes model selection and optimization, feature
engineering [56], hyperparameter tuning, model evalua-
tion, and end-to-end process automation [127]. The fol-
lowing definition and insight highlight the importance
of choosing appropriately represented sample distribu-
tions, learning algorithms, and hypothesis spaces.

Definition. Given a sample size

m > poly(1/e, 1/4,size(x),size(c)), if a learning algo-
rithm £ makes the concept class C PAC identifiable,
and the running time of £ is a polynomial function
poly(1/e,1/6,size(x), size(c)), then the concept class C
is efficiently PAC learnable. Here, size(z) and size(c)
represent the complexity or dimensionality of a single
sample and a single concept, respectively.

Insight. In machine learning, for the same concept class,
choosing different representations, learning algorithms,
and hypothesis spaces can lead to different learnability
outcomes.

8.4.1 Consolidating AutoML

Automated Machine Learning (AutoML) aims to au-
tomate the design, deployment, and optimization pro-
cesses of machine learning models, enabling non-domain
experts to effectively utilize data and reducing the need
for manual intervention by professional data scientists.
It’s an inquiry for automation of self-disciplined rea-
soning and decision plans with the least human inter-
ference.

However, constructing AutoML projects often re-
quires significant manual effort in configuring pipelines,
selecting appropriate algorithms, and tuning parame-
ters. These are efforts to consolidate machine learn-
ing pipelines to where more effective hypotheses lie.
Furthermore, researchers are exploring more effective
learning methods compatible with increasingly complex
search spaces. The choice of representations (controlled
by the form of selected feature), learning algorithms
(partially tuned by hyperparameter), and hypothesis
spaces (controlled by model architecture) significantly
affect the identifiability of a concept class.
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Recent works have utilized PFMs to enhance these
various aspects of AutoML. For instance, [56] achieved
automatic feature engineering based on large language
models (LLMs), streamlining the process of extract-
ing relevant features from data. Additionally,[128] em-
ployed PFMs to explore neural architecture search and
hyperparameter spaces for foundational learning and
inference methods. These approaches leverage the ca-
pabilities of PFMs to navigate complex search spaces
efficiently.

Pre-trained Foundation Models (PFMs) have demon-
strated great potential in automating model selection
and optimization within the data analysis process [93].
Recent studies have shown that PFMs can implement
standard machine learning algorithms in different con-
texts, such as least squares regression and gradient de-
scent for two-layer neural networks [7]. This suggests
that PFMs can implicitly perform algorithm selection
and optimization, reducing the manual effort required
in constructing AutoML projects.

8.4.2 Scaling AutoML

To move beyond FE, NAS, and HPO, recent research
focuses on incorporating PFMs into other stages of the
machine learning pipeline, such as data augmentation,
model ensembling, and transfer learning. This involves
more explicit management of formal knowledge which
encodes consistent structural methods [136] |57], and is
discussed more elaborately in § [3.1} This holistic inte-
gration can enhance the overall performance and scal-
ability of AutoML systems, enabling them to handle a
wider range of tasks and datasets with minimal human
intervention.

The application of PFMs in context learning pro-
vides a new perspective for algorithm selection. Models
like GPT and BERT are capable of understanding and
processing complex contextual information, and based
on this, selecting appropriate algorithms [16,/104]. These
models leverage simple underlying rules, and as pointed
out by [125], PFMs exhibit near-saturated statistical
generalization properties and possess certain rule ex-
trapolation capabilities. This endows them with strong
context learning abilities, enabling them to adaptively
select and optimize algorithms. Moreover, these extrap-
olation rules can be explicitly expressed as formal lan-
guages by PFMs [22], enhancing the interpretability of
AutoML results.

Furthermore, transducing the knowledge searched
during the AutoML process into understandable for-
mats is facilitated by PFMs’ ability to generate expla-
nations and formal representations. This enhances the
interpretability of the models and allows analysts to

gain insights into the reasoning behind model selections
and predictions.

4 Challenges

The rise of pre-trained foundation models (PFMs), such
as GPT-3 and DALL-E, has brought significant trans-
formations to the field of data analysis. By integrating
various structured and semi-structured data (relational
data, time-series data, text, images, audio, etc.) and
employing methods that allow for formal verification
to mine invariants and relationships, they provide more
comprehensive and complex data analysis capabilities.
However, despite their immense potential in certain ap-
plications, there are still some shortcomings in their ap-
plication to data analysis.

Optimization of Inference Costs. The efficiency issue of
large models is a significant challenge. These models
typically require substantial computational resources
for inference and training, leading to high costs and
scalability difficulties in practical applications [172]. [23]
studied the costs of large models, estimating that oper-
ating ChatGPT costs over $700,000 per day, and small
businesses using GPT-4 to support customer service
may incur monthly costs exceeding $21,000. The high
infrastructure and financial costs, coupled with the need
for specialized talent, make LLM technology unattain-
able for most organizations. Additionally, the upfront
costs of using this technology include emissions from
manufacturing the related hardware and the costs of
running that hardware during training.

Domain Generalization Ability. Therefore, rapidly adapt-
ing large models and consolidating their reasoning and
learning capabilities have become an urgent problem
to solve. Many pre-trained models exhibit poor trans-
ferability between different tasks, requiring frequent ad-
justments and fine-tuning. Applying pre-trained models
to different datasets and tasks usually necessitates sub-
stantial reconfiguration, with a variety of methods in-
cluding prompt engineering |137], retrieval-augmented

generation (RAG) [45], fine-tuning, knowledge editing [155],
reinforcement learning [70], and incremental learning [160].

The rapid iteration of technology increases develop-
ment and maintenance costs and affects the speed of
initiating data analysis tasks. Although these technolo-
gies claim to achieve domain transfer of large models
at lower costs, meticulous and tedious adjustments are
still required for each new task. From a data analy-
sis perspective, it is essential to discuss the principles
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for selecting domain transfer technologies, helping re-
searchers clarify the use of these techniques to approach
best practices.

Limitations of Consistency. Moreover, these technolo-
gies have not currently solved the fundamental limita-
tions of large models [11]. For example, issues of bias in
large models, hallucinations [67], lack of robustness to
different forms of prompts [97], and susceptibility to in-
terference from irrelevant content in prompts and train-
ing data [132]. Researchers should learn to coexist with
these inherent limitations of large models when han-
dling data analysis tasks. Similarly, from a data analy-
sis perspective, providing a roadmap to understand and
overcome these limitations is crucial.

Application of Fundamental Theories and Tools. Knowl-
edge being treated with disdain may be due to the
maturity of the field; furthermore, pre-trained mod-
els in data analysis often rely on new tools and tech-
niques, which may lead to the neglect of the importance
of traditional theories, constituting a risk of knowl-
edge regression. For example, optimization theory and
relational data models [24] are core theories in data
analysis. Therefore, it is necessary to use these foun-
dational methods to mutually promote applications of
large models [85]. The relational data model has irre-
placeable advantages in handling structured data, but
in the application of multimodal models, it is often sup-
planted by more novel techniques, leading to a discon-
nect between theory and practical applications [33]. To
reduce data redundancy and anomalies, the relational
dependency paradigm remains crucial, while large mod-
els often lack effective methods when dealing with these
issues. Additionally, directly applying large models to a
specific type of data and task is often undesirable [139],
indicating that large models are not a panacea for all
problems.

Trust Issues. Explainability aims to use large models to
obtain trustworthy analytical conclusions and conser-
vatively seek more optimized analytical methods. How-
ever, the reasoning of large models is accompanied by
uncertainty and the inherent ambiguity of natural lan-
guage. Therefore, seeking stronger functional depen-
dencies, such as provable theorems or other logical forms,
is essential |103], {120} |1} [162]. Combining large models
with traditional data analysis theories can enhance the
reliability and interpretability of models [74]. The in-
tegration of foundational data analysis methods with
pre-trained models can better solve complex data anal-
ysis problems.

Although large multimodal pre-trained models have
shown great potential in data analysis, issues such as
their cost, maintainability, interpretability, robustness
and reliability, and compatibility with foundational the-
ories still need further resolution. These constitute sig-
nificant challenges in further applying PFMs to data
analysis.

5 Future Research Outlook

After a comprehensive examination of the current state
of data analysis, future research directions can be envi-
sioned from the following three dimensions.

5.1 Further Deepening and Developing Existing Data
Analysis Methods

Future research will continue to deepen existing meth-
ods, including the further refinement of relational data
models, adaptive improvements of decision tree algo-
rithms for different data distributions, performance op-
timization of clustering analysis when handling large-
scale datasets, innovation in artificial neural network ar-
chitectures, and intelligent upgrades of automated ma-
chine learning technologies. Additionally, data augmen-
tation methods based on rules or closed-domain data
will be a research focus, aiming to enhance model gen-
eralization and adaptability to specific domain data.

5.2 Data Analysis Methods Enhanced by Pre-trained
Foundation Models

The introduction of pre-trained foundation models (LMs)
has brought new perspectives to data analysis. Future
research will explore how to enhance models’ under-
standing of complex data through knowledge-augmented
neural networks and how to utilize generative open-
domain data augmentation techniques to expand datasets
and improve model generalization. Meanwhile, research
on complex prediction and inference methods will assist
in solving more intricate data analysis problems, such
as time-series forecasting and causal inference.

5.3 New Possibilities Brought by Pre-trained
Foundation Models

LM technology will usher in a new chapter in data
analysis. Researchers will explore automatic code gen-
eration and optimization techniques to reduce develop-
ment time and improve code quality. Automatic goal
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planning, as well as automated mathematical discov-  References

ery and theorem proving, may change how we solve
complex problems. Multilevel modeling of complex sys- 1]
tems will help us understand and predict system behav-
iors more comprehensively. Rapid domain adaptation
and automatic intervention with counterfactual reason-
ing technologies will provide more precise support for 2]
decision-making.

With continuous technological advancements, future
data analysis will become more intelligent and auto- 3]
mated, capable of handling more complex data and
problems. Researchers need to continuously explore new
algorithms, models, and application scenarios to pro-
mote sustained development and innovation in the field [4]
of data analysis.

6 Conclusion

Through an in-depth revisitation of data analysis, we

recognize that PFMs can systematically optimize the

data analysis process. These models, utilizing deep learn-
ing and neural network-based methods, not only im-

prove the efficiency of data processing but also enhance

the ability to extract valuable information from data.

It has demonstrated significant advantages in handling

large-scale and complex datasets, inductive, and deduc-

tive reasoning, and identification of new concepts.

We have also revealed universal challenges faced in
the application prospects of large model technology in
various fields, especially in business, finance, and health-
care. We demonstrate that large model technology has
the potential to greatly improve the quality and effi-
ciency of decision-making. Future research will further
explore the application effects of these models in spe-
cific domains and how to enhance their practicality and
accuracy through continuous model optimization and
iteration.

However, we can also observe the challenges that
large model technology faces in practical applications,
including high computational resource consumption. These
issues suggest that future research needs to find a bal-
ance between technological innovation and existing chal-
lenges to promote the sustainable development of data
analysis technology.

In summary, the future development of data anal-
ysis will be multifaceted, requiring comprehensive con-
sideration of technological innovation, practical appli-
cations, ethical regulations, and social impact. Through
a comprehensive analysis of existing literature, we have
reason to believe that large model technology will con-
tinue to serve as an important driving force in the field
of data analysis, promoting continuous progress and in-
novation in related technologies.

[9]

[10]

[11]

Emmanuel Abbe et al. “Generalization on the
unseen, logic reasoning and degree curriculum”.
In: International Conference on Machine Learn-
ing. PMLR. 2023, pp. 31-60.

Kartik Ahuja et al. “Interventional causal repre-
sentation learning”. In: International conference
on machine learning. PMLR. 2023, pp. 372-407.
Zeyuan Allen-Zhu and Yuanzhi Li. “Physics of
Language Models: Part 1, Context-Free Gram-
mar”. In: CoRR abs/2305.13673 (2023). DOI:|10.
48550/ARXIV.2305.13673. arXiv: 2305.13673.
Nadia Alshahwan et al. “Automated unit test
improvement using large language models at meta”.
In: Companion Proceedings of the 32nd ACM
International Conference on the Foundations of
Software Engineering. 2024, pp. 185-196.
Sylvain Arlot and Alain Celisse. “A survey of
cross-validation procedures for model selection”.
In: (2010).

Mattia Atzeni, Mrinmaya Sachan, and Andreas
Loukas. “Infusing Lattice Symmetry Priors in
Attention Mechanisms for Sample-Efficient Ab-
stract Geometric Reasoning”. In: International
Conference on Machine Learning. 2023.

Yu Bai et al. “Transformers as statisticians: Prov-
able in-context learning with in-context algorithm
selection”. In: Advances in neural information
processing systems 36 (2024).

Shraddha Barke, Michael B. James, and Nadia
Polikarpova. “Grounded Copilot: How Program-
mers Interact with Code-Generating Models”.
In: Proceedings of the ACM on Programming Lan-
guages 7 (2022), pp. 85 —111.

Carlo Batini et al. “Methodologies for data qual-
ity assessment and improvement”. In: ACM com-
puting surveys (CSUR) 41.3 (2009), pp. 1-52.
Rohan Bavishi et al. “Neurosymbolic repair for
low-code formula languages”. In: Proceedings of
the ACM on Programming Languages 6 (2022),
pp. 1093 —1122.

Emily M Bender et al. “On the dangers of stochas-
tic parrots: Can language models be too big?”
In: Proceedings of the 2021 ACM conference on
fairness, accountability, and transparency. 2021,
pp. 610-623.

Lasse Blaauwbroek et al. “Graph2Tac: Online
Representation Learning of Formal Math Con-
cepts”. In: Forty-first International Conference
on Machine Learning.

Cornelius Brand, Robert Ganian, and Kirill Si-
monov. “A parameterized theory of PAC learn-


https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2305.13673
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2305.13673
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.13673

Revisiting Data Analysis with Pre-trained Foundation Models

23

[18]

[19]

[20]

[23]

[24]

[25]

ing”. In: Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on
Artificial Intelligence. Vol. 37. 6. 2023, pp. 6834—
6841.

Siegmund Brandt et al. Statistical and computa-
tional methods in data analysis. 04. North-Holland
Publishing Company Amsterdam, The Nether-
lands: 1976.

Darcy Brooker. Practical Reliability Data Analy-
sis for Non-Reliability Engineers. Artech House,
2020.

Tom Brown et al. “Language models are few-
shot learners”. In: Advances in neural informa-
tion processing systems 33 (2020), pp. 1877-1901.
Peter Bruce, Andrew Bruce, and Peter Gedeck.
Practical statistics for data scientists: 50+ es-
sential concepts using R and Python. O’Reilly
Media, 2020.

Simon Buchholz and Bernhard Scholkopf. “Ro-
bustness of Nonlinear Representation Learning”.
In: Forty-first International Conference on Ma-
chine Learning.

Pedro Carrott et al. “CoqPyt: Proof Navigation
in Python in the Era of LLMs”. In: SIGSOFT
FSE Companion. 2024.

Rich Caruana and Harsha Nori. “Why data sci-
entists prefer glassbox machine learning: Algo-
rithms, differential privacy, editing and bias mit-

igation”. In: Proceedings of the 28th ACM SIGKDD

conference on knowledge discovery and data min-
ing. 2022, pp. 4776-4777.

Emanuele Cavalleri et al. “SPIREX: Improving
LLM-based relation extraction from RNA-focused
scientific literature using graph machine learn-
ing”. In: Proceedings of Workshops at the 50th
International Conference on Very Large Data
Bases, VLDB 2024, Guangzhou, China, August
26-30, 2024. VLDB.org, 2024.

Zhoujun Cheng et al. “Binding Language Mod-
els in Symbolic Languages”. In: The Eleventh
International Conference on Learning Represen-
tations, ICLR 2023, Kigali, Rwanda, May 1-5,
2023. OpenReview.net, 2023.

Kingsum Chow et al. “Performance Optimiza-
tion in the LLM World 2024”. In: Companion of
the 15th ACM/SPEC International Conference
on Performance Engineering. 2024, pp. 156-157.
Edgar F Codd. “Relational database: A practi-
cal foundation for productivity”. In: ACM Tur-
ing award lectures. 2007, p. 1981.

Chris Cummins et al. “Large language models
for compiler optimization”. In: arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.07062 (2023).

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

Chris Cummins et al. “Meta Large Language
Model Compiler: Foundation Models of Com-

piler Optimization”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.02524

(2024).

Zihang Dai et al. “Good semi-supervised learn-
ing that requires a bad gan”. In: Advances in
neural information processing systems 30 (2017).
Thomas Davenport and Jeanne Harris. Compet-
ing on analytics: Updated, with a new introduc-
tion: The new science of winning. Harvard Busi-
ness Press, 2017.

Grégoire Delétang et al. “Language Modeling
Is Compression”. In: The Twelfth International
Conference on Learning Representations, ICLR
2024, Vienna, Austria, May 7-11, 2024. Open-
Review.net, 2024.

Xiang Deng et al. “TURL: Table Understand-
ing through Representation Learning”. In: Proc.
VLDB Endow. 14.3 (2020), pp. 307-319. poI:
10.5555/3430915.3442430.

Victor Dibia. “LIDA: A Tool for Automatic Gen-
eration of Grammar-Agnostic Visualizations and
Infographics using Large Language Models”. In:
Proceedings of the 61st Annual Meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics: Sys-
tem Demonstrations, ACL 2023, Toronto, Canada,
July 10-12, 2023. Ed. by Danushka Bollegala,
Ruihong Huang, and Alan Ritter. Association
for Computational Linguistics, 2023, pp. 113—
126. poI1: 10.18653/V1/2023.ACL-DEMO. 11,
Tom Dietterich. “Overfitting and undercomput-
ing in machine learning”. In: ACM computing
surveys (CSUR) 27.3 (1995), pp. 326-327.
Tuan Dinh et al. “Large language models of code
fail at completing code with potential bugs”. In:
Advances in Neural Information Processing Sys-
tems 36 (2024).

Yuyang Dong et al. “DeepJoin: Joinable Table
Discovery with Pre-trained Language Models”.
In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 16.10 (2023), pp. 2458
2470. DOI: 110.14778/3603581 .3603587.

Yilun Du and Leslie Pack Kaelbling. “Position:
Compositional Generative Modeling: A Single
Model is Not All You Need”. In: Forty-first In-

ternational Conference on Machine Learning, ICML

2024, Vienna, Austria, July 21-27, 2024. Open-
Review.net, 2024.

Yingpeng Du et al. “Enhancing job recommen-
dation through llm-based generative adversarial
networks”. In: Proceedings of the AAAI Confer-
ence on Artificial Intelligence. Vol. 38. 8. 2024,
pp. 8363-8371.


https://doi.org/10.5555/3430915.3442430
https://doi.org/10.18653/V1/2023.ACL-DEMO.11
https://doi.org/10.14778/3603581.3603587

Chen Liang et al.

[40]

[41]

[42]

[47]

[48]

Mateusz Dubiel et al. “On-device query intent
prediction with lightweight LLMs to support ubiqg-
uitous conversations”. In: Scientific Reports 14.1
(2024), p. 12731.

Kevin Ellis et al. “DreamCoder: growing gener-
alizable, interpretable knowledge with wake—sleep
Bayesian program learning”. In: Philosophical
Transactions of the Royal Society A 381 (2020).
Grace Fan et al. “Semantics-aware Dataset Dis-
covery from Data Lakes with Contextualized Column-
based Representation Learning”. In: Proc. VLDB
Endow. 16.7 (2023), pp. 1726-1739. DOI: 10 .
14778/3587136.3587146.

Ju Fan et al. “Combining Small Language Mod-
els and Large Language Models for Zero-Shot
NL2SQL”. In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 17.11 (2024),
pp- 2750-2763. DOI1:|10.14778/3681954.3681960.
Raul Castro Fernandez et al. “How large lan-
guage models will disrupt data management”.
In: Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment 16.11
(2023), pp. 3302-33009.

Matthias Fey et al. “Position: Relational Deep
Learning-Graph Representation Learning on Re-
lational Databases”. In: Forty-first International
Conference on Machine Learning.

Han Fu et al. “CatSQL: Towards Real World
Natural Language to SQL Applications”. In: Proc.
VLDB Endow. 16.6 (2023), pp. 1534-1547. DO
10.14778/3583140.3583165.

Dawei Gao et al. “Text-to-SQL Empowered by
Large Language Models: A Benchmark Evalua-
tion”. In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 17.5 (2024), pp. 1132
1145. DOI: |10.14778/3641204.3641221,

Yunfan Gao et al. “Retrieval-augmented gener-
ation for large language models: A survey”. In:
arXiv preprint arXiv:2512.10997 (2023).
Heriberto Garcia Reyes and Ronald Giachetti.
“Using experts to develop a supply chain matu-
rity model in Mexico”. In: Supply Chain Man-
agement: An International Journal 15.6 (2010),
pp. 415-424.

Alessio Gerussi et al. “LLM-PBC: Logic Learn-
ing Machine-based explainable rules accurately
stratify the genetic risk of Primary Biliary Cholan-
gitis”. In: Journal of Personalized Medicine 12.10
(2022), p. 1587.

Gabriel Grand et al. “LILO: Learning Interpretable
Libraries by Compressing and Documenting Code”.
In: The Twelfth International Conference on Learn-
ing Representations, ICLR 2024, Vienna, Aus-
tria, May 7-11, 2024. OpenReview.net, 2024.
Léo Grinsztajn, Edouard Oyallon, and Gaél Varo-
quaux. “Why do tree-based models still outper-

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

form deep learning on typical tabular data?” In:
Advances in neural information processing sys-
tems 35 (2022), pp. 507-520.

Zihui Gu et al. “Few-shot text-to-sql translation
using structure and content prompt learning”.
In: Proceedings of the ACM on Management of
Data 1.2 (2023), pp. 1-28.

Isabelle Guyon and André Elisseeff. “An intro-
duction to variable and feature selection”. In:
Journal of machine learning research 3.Mar (2003),
pp. 1157-1182.

Andreas Abildtrup Hansen, Anna Calissano, and
Aasa Feragen. “Interpreting Equivariant Repre-
sentations”. In: Forty-first International Confer-
ence on Machine Learning, ICML 202/, Vienna,
Austria, July 21-27, 2024. OpenReview.net, 2024.
Trevor Hastie et al. The elements of statistical
learning: data mining, inference, and prediction.
Vol. 2. Springer, 2009.

Wenjia He et al. “Optimizing Video Selection
LIMIT Queries With Commonsense Knowledge”.
In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 17.7 (2024), pp. 1751—
1764. DOI1: |110.14778/3654621 . 3654639,

Jeffrey Heer and Michael Bostock. “Declarative
language design for interactive visualization”. In:
IEEFE transactions on visualization and computer
graphics 16.6 (2010), pp. 1149-1156.

Noah Hollmann, Samuel G. Miller, and Frank
Hutter. “Large Language Models for Automated
Data Science: Introducing CAAFE for Context-
Aware Automated Feature Engineering”. In: Neu-
ral Information Processing Systems. 2023.

Joy Hsu et al. “What’s Left? Concept Ground-
ing with Logic-Enhanced Foundation Models”.
In: Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems 36: Annual Conference on Neural Infor-
mation Processing Systems 2023, NeurIPS 2023,
New Orleans, LA, USA, December 10 - 16, 2023.
Ed. by Alice Oh et al. 2023.

Edward J Hu et al. “Amortizing intractable in-
ference in large language models”. In: The Twelfth
International Conference on Learning Represen-
tations.

Linmei Hu et al. “A survey of knowledge en-
hanced pre-trained language models”. In: IEEE
Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineer-
ing (2023).

Xueyu Hu et al. “InfiAgent-DABench: Evaluat-
ing Agents on Data Analysis Tasks”. In: Forty-
first International Conference on Machine Learn-
ing, ICML 2024, Vienna, Austria, July 21-27,
2024. OpenReview.net, 2024.


https://doi.org/10.14778/3587136.3587146
https://doi.org/10.14778/3587136.3587146
https://doi.org/10.14778/3681954.3681960
https://doi.org/10.14778/3583140.3583165
https://doi.org/10.14778/3641204.3641221
https://doi.org/10.14778/3654621.3654639

Revisiting Data Analysis with Pre-trained Foundation Models

25

[61] Fei Huang et al. “KOSA: KO enhanced salary
analytics based on knowledge graph and LLM
capabilities”. In: 2023 IEEE International Con-
ference on Data Mining Workshops (ICDMW).
IEEE. 2023, pp. 499-505.

[62] Dama International. DAMA-DMBOK: Data man-
agement body of knowledge. Technics Publica-
tions, LLC, 2017.

[63] Arjit Jain, Sunita Sarawagi, and Prithviraj Sen.
“Deep Indexed Active Learning for Matching Het-
erogeneous Entity Representations”. In: Proc.
VLDB Endow. 15.1 (2021), pp. 31-45. DOI: 10.
14778/3485450.3485455.

[64] Naman Jain et al. “Jigsaw: Large language mod-
els meet program synthesis”. In: Proceedings of
the 44th International Conference on Software
Engineering. 2022, pp. 1219-1231.

[65] Naman Jain et al. “R2E: Turning any Github
Repository into a Programming Agent Environ-
ment”. In: Forty-first International Conference
on Machine Learning. 2024.

[66] Sumit Kumar Jha et al. “Counterexample guided
inductive synthesis using large language models
and satisfiability solving”. In: MILCOM 20253-
2023 IEEFE Military Communications Conference
(MILCOM). IEEE. 2023, pp. 944-949.

[67] Ziwei Ji et al. “Survey of Hallucination in Natu-
ral Language Generation”. In: ACM Computing
Surveys 55 (2022), pp. 1 —38.

[68] Theodore Johnson, Laks V. S. Lakshmanan, and
Raymond T. Ng. “The 3W Model and Alge-
bra for Unified Data Mining”. In: VLDB 2000,
Proceedings of 26th International Conference on
Very Large Data Bases, September 10-14, 2000,
Cuairo, Egypt. Ed. by Amr El Abbadi et al. Mor-
gan Kaufmann, 2000, pp. 21-32.

[69] Leslie Pack Kaelbling, Michael L Littman, and
Andrew W Moore. “Reinforcement learning: A
survey”. In: Journal of artificial intelligence re-
search 4 (1996), pp. 237-285.

[70] Timo Kaufmann et al. “A Survey of Reinforce-
ment Learning from Human Feedback”. In: ArXiv
abs/2312.14925 (2023).

[71] Moe Kayali et al. “CHORUS: Foundation Mod-
els for Unified Data Discovery and Exploration”.
In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 17.8 (2024), pp. 2104
2114. DOI: |10.14778/3659437 .3659461.

[72] Ron S Kenett and Galit Shmueli. Information
quality: The potential of data and analytics to
generate knowledge. John Wiley & Sons, 2016.

[73] Adam Khakhar, Stephen Mell, and Osbert Bas-
tani. “PAC Prediction Sets for Large Language

[74]

[81]

[82]

[83]

[84]

Models of Code”. In: International Conference
on Machine Learning. 2023.

Adam Khakhar, Stephen Mell, and Osbert Bas-
tani. “PAC prediction sets for large language
models of code”. In: International Conference
on Machine Learning. PMLR. 2023, pp. 16237—
16249.

Setrag N Khoshafian and George P Copeland.
“Object identity”. In: ACM SIGPLAN Notices
21.11 (1986), pp. 406-416.

Hyeok Kim et al. “Cicero: A declarative gram-
mar for responsive visualization”. In: Proceed-
ings of the 2022 CHI Conference on Human Fac-
tors in Computing Systems. 2022, pp. 1-15.
Hanbum Ko et al. “Filling in the Gaps: LLM-
Based Structured Data Generation from Semi-
Structured Scientific Data”. In: ICML 2024 Al
for Science Workshop. 2024.

Heiko Koziolek et al. “LLLM-based and Retrieval-

Augmented Control Code Generation”. In: LLM/CODE@ICS]

2024, pp. 22-29. DOL: [10. 1145/3643795 . 3648384l
Yuhang Lai et al. “DS-1000: A natural and re-
liable benchmark for data science code genera-
tion”. In: International Conference on Machine
Learning. PMLR. 2023, pp. 18319-18345.

Jiale Lao et al. “GPTuner: A Manual-Reading
Database Tuning System via GPT-Guided Bayesian
Optimization”. In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 17.8 (2024),
pp- 1939-1952. DOI1:|10.14778/3659437 . 3659449.
Robert L Launer and Andrew F Siegel. Modern
data analysis. Academic Press, 2014.

Jens Lehmann, Sébastien Ferré, and Sahar Vah-
dati. “Language Models as Controlled Natural
Language Semantic Parsers for Knowledge Graph
Question Answering”. In: Furopean Conference
on Artificial Intelligence. 2023.

Boyan Li et al. “The Dawn of Natural Language
to SQL: Are We Fully Ready? [Experiment, Anal-
ysis & Benchmark |”. In: Proc. VLDB Endow.
17.11 (2024), pp. 3318-3331. porL: 10 . 14778/
3681954 .3682003.

Haoyang Li et al. “Resdsql: Decoupling schema
linking and skeleton parsing for text-to-sql”. In:
Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artifi-
cial Intelligence. Vol. 37. 11. 2023, pp. 13067—
13075.

Jinyang Li et al. “Can llm already serve as a
database interface? a big bench for large-scale
database grounded text-to-sqls”. In: Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems 36 (2024).
Wen-Ding Li and Kevin Ellis. “Is Programming
by Example solved by LLMs?” In: ArXiv abs/2406.08316
(2024).


https://doi.org/10.14778/3485450.3485455
https://doi.org/10.14778/3485450.3485455
https://doi.org/10.14778/3659437.3659461
https://doi.org/10.1145/3643795.3648384
https://doi.org/10.14778/3659437.3659449
https://doi.org/10.14778/3681954.3682003
https://doi.org/10.14778/3681954.3682003

26 Chen Liang et al.

[87] Xue Liand Till Déhmen. “Towards Efficient Data [97] Yao Lu et al. “Fantastically Ordered Prompts
Wrangling with LLMs using Code Generation”. and Where to Find Them: Overcoming Few-Shot
In: Proceedings of the Eighth Workshop on Data Prompt Order Sensitivity”. In: ArXiv abs/2104.08786
Management for End-to-End Machine Learning, (2021).

DEEM 2024, Santiago, AA, Chile, 9 June 2024. [98] Yao Luet al. “Pre-training Summarization Mod-
ACM, 2024, pp. 62-66. DOT: [10.1145/3650203. els of Structured Datasets for Cardinality Esti-
3663334l mation”. In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 15.3 (2021),

[88] Xue Liand Till Déhmen. “Towards Efficient Data pp. 414-426. DOI:[10.14778/3494124.3494127.
Wrangling with LLMs using Code Generation”. [99] Michael R Lyu et al. “Automatic programming;:
In: Proceedings of the Eighth Workshop on Data Large language models and beyond”. In: ACM
Management for End-to-End Machine Learning. Transactions on Software Engineering and Method-
2024, pp. 62-66. ology (2024).

[89] Yuliang Li et al. “Deep Entity Matching with ~ [100] Pingchuan Ma et al. “InsightPilot: An LLM-
Pre-Trained Language Models”. In: Proc. VLDB empowered automated data exploration system”.
Endow. 14.1 (2020), pp. 50-60. DOI: |10.14778/ In: Proceedings of the 2023 Conference on Em-
3421424 /3421431 pirical Methods in Natural Language Processing:

[90] Zhenyu Liet al. “Flexkbqa: A flexible llm-powered System Demonstrations. 2023, pp. 346-352.
framework for few-shot knowledge base question ~ [101] Neelu Madan et al. “Foundation Models for Video
answering”. In: Proceedings of the AAAI Confer- Understanding: A Survey”. In: CoRR abs/2405.03770
ence on Artificial Intelligence. Vol. 38. 17. 2024, (2024). DOI: 10 . 48550 / ARXIV . 2405 . 03770,
pp. 18608-18616. arXiv: [2405.03770.

[91] Yuxuan Liang et al. “Foundation Models for Time [102] Ning Miao et al. “Learning Instance-Specific Aug-

Series Analysis: A Tutorial and Survey”. In: Pro- mentations by Capturing Local Invariances”. In:
ceedings of the 30th ACM SIGKDD Conference International Conference on Machine Learning.
on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, KDD 2022.
2024, Barcelona, Spain, August 25-29, 2024. Ed. [103] Terufumi Morishita et al. “Learning deductive
by Ricardo Baeza-Yates and Francesco Bonchi. reasoning from synthetic corpus based on formal
ACM, 2024, pp. 6555-6565. DOI1:/10.1145/3637528. logic”. In: International Conference on Machine
3671451. Learning. PMLR. 2023, pp. 25254-25274.

[92] Roderick JA Little and Donald B Rubin. Statis-  [104] Clint Morris, Michael Jurado, and Jason Zutty.
tical analysis with missing data. Vol. 793. John “LLM Guided Evolution - The Automation of
Wiley & Sons, 2019. Models Advancing Models”. In: Proceedings of

[93] Shang-Ching Liu et al. “JarviX: A LLM no code the Genetic and Evolutionary Computation Con-
platform for tabular data analysis and optimiza- ference, GECCO 2024, Melbourne, VIC, Aus-
tion”. In: Proceedings of the 2023 Conference on tralia, July 14-18, 2024. Ed. by Xiaodong Li
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Process- and Julia Handl. ACM, 2024. por: 10. 1145/
ing: Industry Track. 2023, pp. 622-630. 3638529.3654178l

[94] Xinfu Liu et al. “Enhancing Large Language Mod- [105] Glenn J Myatt. Making sense of data: a practi-
els with Multimodality and Knowledge Graphs cal guide to exploratory data analysis and data
for Hallucination-free Open-set Object Recogni- mianing. John Wiley & Sons, 2007.
tion”. In: Proceedings of Workshops at the 50th [106] Daye Nam et al. “Using an llm to help with code
International Conference on Very Large Data understanding”. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/ACM
Bases, VLDB 2024, Guangzhou, China, August 46th International Conference on Software En-
26-30, 2024. VLDB.org, 2024. gineering. 2024, pp. 1-13.

[95] Mengsay Loem, Masahiro Kaneko, and Naoaki ~ [107] Jaehyun Nam et al. “Optimized Feature Gener-
Okazaki. “SAIE Framework: Support Alone Isn’t ation for Tabular Data via LLMs with Decision
Enough - Advancing LLM Training with Ad- Tree Reasoning”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.08527
versarial Remarks”. In: European Conference on (2024).

Artificial Intelligence. 2023. [108] Avanika Narayan et al. “Can Foundation Mod-

[96] Minghai Lu, Benjamin Delaware, and Tianyi Zhang. els Wrangle Your Data?” In: Proc. VLDB En-

“Proof Automation with Large Language Mod-
els”. In: ArXiv abs/2409.14274 (2024).

dow. 16.4 (2022), pp. 738-746. DOIL: 10.14778/
3574245 .3574258.


https://doi.org/10.1145/3650203.3663334
https://doi.org/10.1145/3650203.3663334
https://doi.org/10.14778/3421424.3421431
https://doi.org/10.14778/3421424.3421431
https://doi.org/10.1145/3637528.3671451
https://doi.org/10.1145/3637528.3671451
https://doi.org/10.14778/3494124.3494127
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2405.03770
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.03770
https://doi.org/10.1145/3638529.3654178
https://doi.org/10.1145/3638529.3654178
https://doi.org/10.14778/3574245.3574258
https://doi.org/10.14778/3574245.3574258

Revisiting Data Analysis with Pre-trained Foundation Models

27

[109]

[110]

[111]

[112]

[113]

[114]

[115]

[116]

[117]

[118]

[119]

[120]

Gergely Neu and Gébor Lugosi. “Generalization
Bounds via Convex Analysis”. In: Annual Con-
ference Computational Learning Theory. 2022.
Amadou Latyr Ngom and Tim Kraska. “Mallet:
SQL Dialect Translation with LLM Rule Gener-
ation”. In: Proceedings of the Seventh Interna-
tional Workshop on Exploiting Artificial Intelli-
gence Techniques for Data Management. 2024,
pp. 1-5.

Wei Ni et al. “IterClean: An Iterative Data Clean-
ing Framework with Large Language Models”.
In: Proceedings of the ACM Turing Award Cel-
ebration Conference-China 2024. 2024, pp. 100—
105.

Jixuan Nie et al. “Knowledge Graph Efficient
Construction: Embedding Chain-of-Thought into
LLMs”. In: Proceedings of Workshops at the 50th
International Conference on Very Large Data
Bases, VLDB 2024, Guangzhou, China, August
26-30, 2024. VLDB.org, 2024.

Robert Nisbet, John Elder, and Gary D Miner.
Handbook of statistical analysis and data mining
applications. Academic press, 2009.

Arash Dargahi Nobari and Davood Rafiei. “DTT:
An Example-Driven Tabular Transformer for Join-
ability by Leveraging Large Language Models”.
In: Proceedings of the ACM on Management of
Data 2 (2023), pp. 1 ~24.

Jack E Olson. Data quality: the accuracy dimen-
sion. Elsevier, 2003.

Koyena Pal et al. “ALT-GEN: Benchmarking
Table Union Search using Large Language Mod-
els”. In: Proceedings of Workshops at the 50th
International Conference on Very Large Data
Bases, VLDB 2024, Guangzhou, China, August
26-30, 2024. VLDB.org, 2024.

Marcel Parciak et al. “Schema Matching with
Large Language Models: an Experimental Study”.
In: Proceedings of Workshops at the 50th Inter-
national Conference on Very Large Data Bases,
VLDB 2024, Guangzhou, China, August 26-30,
2024. VLDB.org, 2024.

Judea Pearl and Dana Mackenzie. The book of
why: the new science of cause and effect. Basic
books, 2018.

Kexin Pei et al. “Can Large Language Models
Reason about Program Invariants?” In: Interna-
tional Conference on Machine Learning. 2023.
Kexin Pei et al. “Can large language models
reason about program invariants?” In: Interna-
tional Conference on Machine Learning. PMLR.
2023, pp. 27496-27520.

[121]

[122]

[123]

[124]

[125]

[126]

[127]

[128]

[129]

[130]

[131]

[132]

[133]

Jinfeng Peng et al. “Self-supervised and inter-
pretable data cleaning with sequence generative
adversarial networks”. In: Proceedings of the VLDB
Endowment 16.3 (2022), pp. 433-446.

Sergei Popov, Stanislav Morozov, and Artem Babenko.

“Neural oblivious decision ensembles for deep

learning on tabular data”. In: arXwv preprint arXiv:1909.06312

(2019).

F Provost. Data Science for Business: What you
need to know about data mining and data-analytic
thinking. Vol. 355. O’Reilly Media, Inc, 2013.
Danrui Qi and Jiannan Wang. “CleanAgent: Au-
tomating Data Standardization with LLM-based

Agents”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.08291 (2024).

Patrik Reizinger et al. “Position: Understanding
LLMs Requires More Than Statistical General-
ization”. In: Forty-first International Conference
on Machine Learning.

Patrik Reizinger et al. “Position: Understanding
LLMs Requires More Than Statistical Gener-
alization”. In: Forty-first International Confer-
ence on Machine Learning, ICML 2024, Vienna,
Austria, July 21-27, 2024. OpenReview.net, 2024.
Imrus Salehin et al. “AutoML: A systematic re-
view on automated machine learning with neural
architecture search”. In: Journal of Information
and Intelligence 2.1 (2024), pp. 52-81.

Esraa Sayed et al. “GizaML: A Collaborative
Meta-learning Based Framework Using LLM For
Automated Time-Series Forecasting.” In: EDBT.
2024, pp. 830-833.

Max Schifer et al. “An empirical evaluation of
using large language models for automated unit
test generation”. In: IEEFE Transactions on Soft-
ware Engineering (2023).

Johann M Schumann. Automated theorem prov-
ing in software engineering. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2013.

Zhihong Shao et al. “Synthetic prompting: Gen-
erating chain-of-thought demonstrations for large
language models”. In: International Conference
on Machine Learning. PMLR. 2023, pp. 30706—
30775.

Freda Shi et al. “Large Language Models Can
Be Easily Distracted by Irrelevant Context”. In:
International Conference on Machine Learning.
2023.

Min Shih, Charles Rozhon, and Kwan-Liu Ma.
“A declarative grammar of flexible volume visu-
alization pipelines”. In: IEEE Transactions on
Visualization and Computer Graphics 25.1 (2018),
pp. 1050-1059.



28 Chen Liang et al.
[134] Galit Shmueli and Otto R Koppius. “Predictive  [147] Vladimir Vapnik and Rauf Izmailov. “Rethink-
analytics in information systems research”. In: ing statistical learning theory: learning using sta-
MIS quarterly (2011), pp. 553-572. tistical invariants”. In: Machine Learning 108.3

[135] Chandan Singh et al. “Augmenting interpretable (2019), pp. 381-423.
models with large language models during train- [148] Aliaksei Vertsel and Mikhail Rumiantsau. “Hy-
ing”. In: Nature Communications 14.1 (2023), brid LLM/Rule-based Approaches to Business
p- 7913. Insights Generation from Structured Data”. In:

[136] Zitao Song et al. “Latent Logic Tree Extraction arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.15604 (2024).
for Event Sequence Explanation from LLMs”. [149] Stanislav Vojif and Tom4s Kliegr. “Editable ma-
In: Forty-first International Conference on Ma- chine learning models? A rule-based framework
chine Learning, ICML 2024, Vienna, Austria, for user studies of explainability”. In: Advances
July 21-27, 2024. OpenReview.net, 2024. in Data Analysis and Classification 14.4 (2020),

[137] Alessandro Sordoni et al. “Joint prompt opti- pp- 785-799.
mization of stacked llms using variational infer- [150] David Vos, Till Déhmen, and Sebastian Schel-
ence”. In: Advances in Neural Information Pro- ter. “Towards parameter-efficient automation of
cessing Systems 36 (2024). data wrangling tasks with prefix-tuning”. In: NeurIPS

[138] Sahaana Suri et al. “Ember: No-Code Context 2022 First Table Representation Workshop. 2022.
Enrichment via Similarity-Based Keyless Joins”.  [151] Jian Wang et al. “Large Language Model for Ge-
In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 15.3 (2021), pp. 699 ometric Algebra: A Preliminary Attempt”. In:
712. DOI: [10.14778/3494124.3494149. Computer Graphics International Conference. Springer.

[139] Mingtian Tan et al. “Are Language Models Ac- 2023, pp. 237-249.
tually Useful for Time Series Forecasting?” In: [152] Qiming Wang and Raul Castro Fernandez. “Solo:
arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.16964 (2024). Data Discovery Using Natural Language Ques-

[140] Hao Tang, Darren Key, and Kevin Ellis. “World- tions Via A Self-Supervised Approach”. In: Pro-
Coder, a Model-Based LLM Agent: Building World ceedings of the ACM on Management of Data 1
Models by Writing Code and Interacting with (2023), pp. 1 —27.
the Environment”. In: ArXiv abs/2402.12275 (2024)[153] Richard Y Wang and Diane M Strong. “Beyond

[141] James Thorne et al. “From Natural Language accuracy: What data quality means to data con-
Processing to Neural Databases”. In: Proc. VLDB sumers”. In: Journal of management informa-
Endow. 14.6 (2021), pp. 1033-1039. poI: 10 . tion systems 12.4 (1996), pp. 5-33.
14778/3447689.3447706. [154] Ruida Wang et al. “TheoremLlama: Transform-

[142] Daniel Truhn, Jorge S Reis-Filho, and Jakob ing General-Purpose LLMs into Lean4 Experts”.
Nikolas Kather. “Large language models should In: ArXiv (2024).
be used as scientific reasoning engines, not knowl-  [155] Song Wang et al. “Knowledge Editing for Large
edge databases”. In: Nature medicine 29.12 (2023), Language Models: A Survey”. In: ArXiv abs/2310.16218
pp. 2983-2984. (2023).

[143] Immanuel Trummer. “CodexDB: Synthesizing code [156] Xingyao Wang et al. “Executable Code Actions
for query processing from natural language in- Elicit Better LLM Agents”. In: Forty-first Inter-
structions using GPT-3 Codex”. In: Proceedings national Conference on Machine Learning, ICML
of the VLDB Endowment 15.11 (2022), pp. 2921— 2024, Vienna, Austria, July 21-27, 2024. Open-
2928. Review.net, 2024.

[144] Tmmanuel Trummer. “The Case for NLP-Enhanced [157] Rongxiang Weng, Wen Sen Cheng, and Min Zhang.
Database Tuning: Towards Tuning Tools that “G-tuning: Improving generalization of pre-trained
"Read the Manual””. In: Proc. VLDB Endow. language models with generative adversarial net-
14.7 (2021), pp. 1159-1165. por: 10 . 14778/ work”. In: Findings of the Association for Com-
3450980.3450984. putational Linguistics: ACL 2023. 2023, pp. 4747—

[145] A Turing. “On computable numbers, with an 4755.
application to the Entscheidungs problem”. In: [158] DiWuet al. “Repoformer: Selective Retrieval for
Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society Repository-Level Code Completion”. In: Forty-
Series/2 (42) (1936), pp. 230—42. first International Conference on Machine Learn-

[146] Bas Van Gils. Data Management: a gentle in- ing, ICML 2024, Vienna, Austria, July 21-27,

troduction: Balancing theory and practice. Van
Haren, 2020.

2024. OpenReview.net, 2024.


https://doi.org/10.14778/3494124.3494149
https://doi.org/10.14778/3447689.3447706
https://doi.org/10.14778/3447689.3447706
https://doi.org/10.14778/3450980.3450984
https://doi.org/10.14778/3450980.3450984

Revisiting Data Analysis with Pre-trained Foundation Models

29

[159] Jiayang Wu et al. “Multimodal large language
models: A survey”. In: 2028 IEEE International
Conference on Big Data (BigData). IEEE. 2023,
pp. 2247-2256.

Tongtong Wu et al. “Continual learning for large
language models: A survey”. In: arXiv preprint
arXiv:2402.01364 (2024).

Jingfeng Yang et al. “Harnessing the Power of
LLMs in Practice: A Survey on ChatGPT and
Beyond”. In: ACM Trans. Knowl. Discov. Data
18.6 (2024), 160:1-160:32. DO1:/10.1145/3649506.
Kaiyu Yang et al. “Leandojo: Theorem proving
with retrieval-augmented language models”. In:
Advances in Neural Information Processing Sys-
tems 36 (2024).

Linyao Yang et al. “Give us the facts: Enhancing
large language models with knowledge graphs

[160]

[161]

[162]

[163]

for fact-aware language modeling”. In: IEEE Trans-
actions on Knowledge and Data Engineering (2024).

[164] Xulei Yang et al. “Deep learning for practical im-

age recognition: Case study on kaggle competi-
tions”. In: Proceedings of the 24th ACM SIGKDD
international conference on knowledge discovery
& data mining. 2018, pp. 923-931.

Shunyu Yao et al. “Tree of thoughts: Deliberate
problem solving with large language models”. In:
Advances in Neural Information Processing Sys-
tems 36 (2024).

Xi Ye et al. “Satlm: Satisfiability-aided language
models using declarative prompting”. In: Ad-
vances in Neural Information Processing Sys-
tems 36 (2024).

Shukang Yin et al. “A survey on multimodal

[165]

[166]

[167]

[173]

[174]

[175]

[176]

[177]

[17]

[179]

ence on computer vision and pattern recognition.
2022, pp. 12104-12113.

Bowen Zhang and Harold Soh. “Extract, De-
fine, Canonicalize: An LLM-based Framework
for Knowledge Graph Construction”. In: Pro-
ceedings of the 2024 Conference on Empirical
Methods in Natural Language Processing, EMNLP
2024, Miami, FL, USA, November 12-16, 2024.
Ed. by Yaser Al-Onaizan, Mohit Bansal, and
Yun-Nung Chen. Association for Computational
Linguistics, 2024, pp. 9820-9836.

Hailin Zhang et al. “Experimental Analysis of
Large-scale Learnable Vector Storage Compres-
sion”. In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 17.4 (2023), pp. 808—
822. DOI: [10.14778/3636218.3636234.

Liang Zhang and Zhelun Chen. “Large Language
Model-Based Interpretable Machine Learning Con-

trol in Building Energy Systems”. In: ArXiv abs/2402.09584

(2024).

Yunjia Zhang et al. “ReAcTable: Enhancing Re-
Act for Table Question Answering”. In: Proc.
VLDB Endow. 17.8 (2024), pp. 1981-1994. por:
10.14778/3659437 .3659452.

Ruijie Zheng et al. “PRISE: LLM-Style Sequence
Compression for Learning Temporal Action Ab-
stractions in Control”. In: Forty-first Interna-
tional Conference on Machine Learning.
Yihang Zheng et al. “Revolutionizing Database
Q&A with Large Language Models: Comprehen-
sive Benchmark and Evaluation”. In: arXiv preprint
arXiv:2409.04475 (2024).

Ce Zhou et al. “A comprehensive survey on pre-
trained foundation models: A history from bert

large language models”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.1354 90 chatgpt”. In: arXww preprint arXiv:2302.09419

(2023).
Andre S Yoon et al. “Semi-supervised learning
with deep generative models for asset failure pre-

[168]

[180]

diction”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1709.00845 (2017).

[169] Yang Yuan. “On the power of foundation mod-
els”. In: International Conference on Machine
Learning. PMLR. 2023, pp. 40519-40530.

Yang Yuan. “On the Power of Foundation Mod-
els”. In: International Conference on Machine
Learning, ICML 2023, 23-29 July 2023, Hon-
olulu, Hawaii, USA. Ed. by Andreas Krause et
al. Vol. 202. Proceedings of Machine Learning
Research. PMLR, 2023, pp. 40519-40530.
Alexandros Zeakis et al. “Pre-trained Embed-
dings for Entity Resolution: An Experimental
Analysis”. In: Proc. VLDB Endow. 16.9 (2023),
pp- 2225-2238. DOI1:|10.14778/3598581 .3598594.
Xiaohua Zhai et al. “Scaling vision transform-
ers”. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVFE confer-

[170]

[171]

[172]

[181]

(2023).

Peide Zhu, Na Li, and Zhiming Zhao. “Retrieval-
augmented Query Reformulation for Heteroge-
neous Research Asset Retrieval in Virtual Re-
search Environment”. In: Companion Proceed-
ings of the ACM on Web Conference 2024. 2024,
pp. 907-910.

Chaoji Zuo, Sepehr Assadi, and Dong Deng. “Spine:
Scaling up programming-by-negative-example for
string filtering and transformation”. In: Proceed-
ings of the 2022 International Conference on Man-
agement of Data. 2022, pp. 521-530.


https://doi.org/10.1145/3649506
https://doi.org/10.14778/3598581.3598594
https://doi.org/10.14778/3636218.3636234
https://doi.org/10.14778/3659437.3659452

	Introduction
	Data Analysis Tasks Solving Empowered by PFMs
	PFMs Enhanced Systematic Optimization Methodologies
	Challenges
	Future Research Outlook
	Conclusion

