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Abstract
Tabular data is one of the most widely used data for-
mats across various domains such as bioinformat-
ics, healthcare, and marketing. As artificial intel-
ligence moves towards a data-centric perspective,
improving data quality is essential for enhancing
model performance in tabular data-driven applica-
tions. This survey focuses on data-driven tabular
data optimization, specifically exploring reinforce-
ment learning (RL) and generative approaches for
feature selection and feature generation as funda-
mental techniques for refining data spaces. Feature
selection aims to identify and retain the most in-
formative attributes, while feature generation con-
structs new features to better capture complex data
patterns. We systematically review existing gener-
ative methods for tabular data engineering, analyz-
ing their latest advancements, real-world applica-
tions, and respective strengths and limitations. This
survey emphasizes how RL-based and generative
techniques contribute to the automation and intel-
ligence of feature engineering. Finally, we sum-
marize the existing challenges and discuss future
research directions, aiming to provide insights that
drive continued innovation in this field.

1 Introduction
In modern machine learning, models have become increas-
ingly large and effective, but the high cost of GPUs presents
a challenge. Data-centric AI (DCAI) offers an alternative
by enhancing data quality and representation to improve AI
performance, even when using simpler models Kumar et al.
[2024]. Among different data types, tabular data remains one
of the most fundamental and widely used formats, with ap-
plications spanning healthcare, finance, marketing, etc Liu et
al. [2024]; Safriandono et al. [2024]; Lu et al. [2020]. Un-
like unstructured data, such as images and text, tabular data is
characterized by complex feature dependencies, high dimen-
sionality, and stringent interpretability requirements. Addi-
tionally, its availability is often more restricted compared to
vision and language datasets, making it challenging to de-
velop generalizable AI solutions. As a key area of DCAI, tab-

ular learning aims to transform a given tabular dataset into an
optimal representation by leveraging feature knowledge con-
vergence. These factors necessitate advanced transformation
techniques that maximize the utility of tabular data.

Feature engineering is essential for extracting meaningful
patterns from tabular datasets, significantly impacting the per-
formance of machine learning models Heaton [2016]. It com-
prises two fundamental tasks: feature selection and feature
generation. Feature selection Peng et al. [2005]; Biesiada
and Duch [2008]; Ding et al. [2014]; Tibshirani [1996] aims
to identify the most relevant features by eliminating redun-
dancy and irrelevant information, thereby enhancing model
interpretability, efficiency, and generalization. Feature gener-
ation Chen et al. [2021]; Kusiak [2001]; Kanter and Veera-
machaneni [2015]; Azim et al. [2024], on the other hand, fo-
cuses on constructing new features that capture complex in-
teractions and domain-specific patterns, enriching the input
representation for better predictive performance.

Among these innovations, reinforcement learning
(RL) Sutton [2018] and generative models Ruthotto and
Haber [2021] have emerged as powerful frameworks for
optimizing tabular learning. RL-based techniques employ
reward-driven exploration to iteratively refine feature selec-
tion and transformation strategies, allowing models to learn
adaptive feature representations that improve downstream
predictive tasks. By dynamically exploring various feature
combinations, RL enables data-driven optimization of
feature spaces without the need for manual intervention.
Generative models, in contrast, learn latent feature rep-
resentations that facilitate intelligent feature construction,
capturing intricate relationships within data. These models
can generate synthetic features that preserve underlying
statistical properties, thereby enhancing model robustness
and generalization. Moreover, generative approaches enable
systematic knowledge transfer by reusing learned feature
representations across different datasets, reducing the need
for extensive labeled data in new tasks.

To advance research in this area, this survey systematically
reviews existing feature selection and generation techniques,
with a particular focus on RL-based optimization and gener-
ative AI approaches (see Figure 1). We explore the unique
challenges posed by tabular data, examine how advanced AI
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• Group-Wise Method [Liu et al. [2019] ] 
• Advanced Statistical Summaries & GCNs State Representation [Liu 

et al. [2021a]]; 
• Enhanced Reward Scheme [Fan et al. [2021b]];

• Deep Encoder-Decoder-Evaluator Frameworks [Xiao et al. 
[2023], Ying et al. [2024b], Gong et al. [2024b] ];

• Sequential Decision-Making [Wang et al. [2022] ];
• Polymer Property Prediction [Hu et al. [2024] ];
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Cascading Frameworks
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Hybrid And Specialized RL 
Approaches
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Applications 

Graph-Based Exploration

Hybrid And Domain 
Adapted Techniques

Supervised Methods
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LLM-Based Methods

• Differentiable Automated Feature Engineering [Zhu et al. [2022] ]; 
• Reinforcement-Enhanced Autoregressive Feature Transformation 

[Wang et al. [2024a]];

• Interactive Reinforced Feature Selection [Fan et al. [2020] ]; 
• Domain Knowledge Guided [Xiao et al. [2025] ];
• Decision Tree Based [Fan et al. [2021a] ]; 

• Convolutional Auto-Encoders [Zhao et al. [2020]]; 
• Monte Carlo methods With Early Stopping [Liu et al. [2021b] ];
• Knockoff Feature Guided Exploration [Wang et al. [2024b] ];

• Biomedical Application [Ying et al. [2024c] ];

• Feature-State Transformation Graph [Huang et al. [2024] ]; 
• Topology-Aware RL [Ying et al. [2024a] ];

• Hierarchical Reinforcement Feature Crossing [Ying et al.
[2023]]; 

• Self-Optimizing [Xiao et al. [2024] ]; 
• Transformer-Based Feature Weighting [Zhang et al. [2024a] ];

• LLM-Based Automated Feature Generation [Zhang et al. [2024b],
Gong et al. [2024a] ]; 

• Unsupervised Generative Feature Transformation Framework 
[Ying et al. [2024d] ];

Figure 1: A taxonomy overview of RL-based and generative techniques in tabular data-centric AI.

methodologies address these challenges, and provide compar-
ative insights into different transformation strategies. Addi-
tionally, we discuss emerging trends that are shaping the fu-
ture of automated feature engineering. Through this compre-
hensive analysis, we aim to provide researchers and practi-
tioners with a deeper understanding of cutting-edge method-
ologies and their implications for real-world applications.

2 Data-Centric AI: Tabular Learning
Tabular data is one of the most common data formats in
the real world, widely used in fields such as bioinformat-
ics, healthcare, and marketing. It has a well-defined struc-
ture, where rows represent samples and columns represent
features, allowing for precise representation of numerical and
categorical information and their relationships. Additionally,
tabular data is highly interpretable. However, its practical ap-
plication faces several challenges, including many redundant
features, complex feature interactions, the difficulty of auto-
mated modeling, and privacy concerns due to data sensitivity.
These issues limit model efficiency and performance, hinder-
ing the widespread adoption of AI for tabular data.

To address these challenges, Data-Centric AI focuses on
improving data quality and representation to enhance model
performance, with feature selection and feature generation
as its core tasks. Feature selection eliminates redundant
and irrelevant information, retaining only the most valu-
able features for modeling, while feature generation con-
structs a more discriminative feature space, enabling mod-
els to learn complex patterns more effectively. By optimiz-
ing these aspects, Data-Centric AI reconstructs a refined and
information-rich data representation, improving the practical-

ity and reliability of tabular data in AI applications.
Feature selection aims to identify and retain the most in-

formative features while discarding redundant or irrelevant
ones, thereby improving model performance, efficiency, and
interoperability.

Feature generation aims to rebuild a new feature space
from an original feature set (e.g. [f1, f2] → [ f1f2 , f1 −
f2,

f1+f2
f1

]), where f represents a feature (a.k.a, a column) of
a tabular dataset. It can advance the power (structural, inter-
action, and expression levels) of data to make data AI-ready.

Since tabular data lacks inherent spatial or sequential struc-
ture, feature extraction is typically explicit, relying heavily
on manual feature engineering techniques such as interac-
tion term construction and aggregation. In contrast, unstruc-
tured data (e.g., images and audio) can leverage deep learn-
ing to automatically extract implicit features, whereas tabu-
lar data still faces challenges in automating feature construc-
tion. Reinforcement learning (RL) and generative AI intro-
duce new possibilities for automating and optimizing feature
engineering in tabular data. RL enables intelligent search
and optimization mechanisms for automated feature selection
and transformation, reducing reliance on manual engineering.
Meanwhile, generative AI can create new features or enhance
existing ones, improving the expressiveness of tabular data.
Tabular data-centric AI aims to transform raw datasets into
optimized representations that enhance interpretability, com-
putational efficiency, and predictive accuracy. This approach
bridges the gap between traditional manual feature engineer-
ing and automated techniques, offering a more efficient and
intelligent solution for tabular data analysis.



3 Reinforcement Learning Perspective for
Data-Centric AI

Reinforcement learning (RL) guides feature selection and
generation through a reward mechanism. Its exploratory
search strategy closely aligns with the iterative process used
by human experts to refine features, enabling it to effectively
discover the most discriminative feature combinations (see
Figure 2).

3.1 RL for Feature Selection
RL formulates feature selection as a sequential decision pro-
cess, where an agent selects informative features to maximize
a reward based on model performance and feature relevance.
Existing works can be categorized into three-fold: Multi-
Agent RL Frameworks, Single-Agent RL Frameworks,
and Hybrid and Specialized RL Approaches.

The multi-agent framework enables more efficient large-
scale feature selection tasks through parallel exploration. Liu
et al. [2019] proposed a framework where each feature is as-
signed an independent agent, leveraging advanced state rep-
resentations, such as statistical summaries and Graph Convo-
lutional Networks (GCNs), to improve feature selection intel-
ligence. Furthermore, Liu et al. [2021a] optimized the reward
mechanism to improve collaboration among agents. To fur-
ther reduce computational resource requirements, Fan et al.
[2021b] cluster similar features, and each group is managed
by a single agent. This approach maintains scalability while
significantly reducing computational overhead.

However, the multi-agent framework faces the challenge of
high computational costs. To address this issue, Zhao et al.
[2020] proposed a single-agent approach, integrating all de-
cisions into a single agent to enable sequential feature explo-
ration, thereby reducing computational overhead. Liu et al.
[2021b] further improved efficiency by combining the single-
agent framework with Monte Carlo methods and early stop-
ping. Additionally, Wang et al. [2024b] introduced knockoff
features to guide exploration, achieving more robust and ef-
fective feature selection.

Hybrid and specialized RL methods integrate RL with
other techniques to adapt it to specific domains. Fan et al.
[2020] incorporated an external trainer within the RL frame-
work to guide RL agents, enhancing the breadth of explo-
ration. Xiao et al. [2025] leveraged biological domain knowl-
edge to guide biomarker identification. Fan et al. [2021a] uti-
lized decision tree feedback to model the hierarchical struc-
ture of features, improving state representation and personal-
izing feature selection.

In conclusion, RL-driven feature selection provides a novel
approach to tackling the challenges of high-dimensional and
complex feature spaces. Through multi-agent collabora-
tion, single-agent optimization, and hybrid integrations, these
methods showcase RL’s adaptability in refining feature selec-
tion processes, enhancing efficiency, and ultimately boosting
machine learning model performance.

3.2 RL for Feature Generation
RL-based feature generation models feature construction as
a sequential decision process, where an agent selects exist-

(a) Feature Selection (b) Feature Generation

Figure 2: Feature selection and feature generation are formulated as
RL problems.

ing features, applies mathematical transformations, and op-
timizes the generated features for downstream tasks. Exist-
ing works can be categorized into cascading frameworks,
graph-based exploration, and hybrid and domain-adapted
techniques. The cascaded RL framework formulates the fea-
ture generation process as a sequence of dependent decision
steps, where each step builds upon the previous one. Wang
et al. [2022] introduced a three-agent cascaded framework,
where two agents select features and one agent chooses an
operator, iteratively constructing new features. Expanding on
this idea, Hu et al. [2024] applied cascaded RL to polymer
property prediction, using this structured approach to gener-
ate meaningful descriptors.

Graph-based methods leverage feature relationships to op-
timize feature generation. Huang et al. [2024] constructs a
feature state transition graph to track valuable transforma-
tions, enhancing the RL exploration strategy. Ying et al.
[2024a] extracts core data and encodes features using graph
neural networks, ensuring that latent structural information
within the data is captured, thereby improving feature trans-
formation capabilities.

Hybrid methods integrate RL with other relevant tech-
niques to address domain-specific challenges. Ying et al.
[2023] proposed a hierarchical reinforcement feature inter-
action approach, incorporating feature discretization, hash-
ing, and descriptive summaries to enhance feature generation
quality. Xiao et al. [2024] employed a self-optimizing frame-
work to mitigate the issue of overestimated Q-values. Zhang
et al. [2024a] leveraged a Transformer-based attention to cap-
ture feature dependencies, reducing data redundancy.

In conclusion, RL-based feature generation introduces a
dynamic and adaptive approach to constructing features. By
integrating cascaded decision-making, structural learning,
and hybrid methodologies, these frameworks showcase RL’s
ability to automate and optimize feature engineering, paving
the way for more efficient and insightful data representations.

4 Generative Perspective for Data-Centric AI
Generative AI, with its ability to encapsulate knowledge
within a latent space, offers a systematic approach to com-
press feature information and generate enhanced feature
representations. It can learn hidden patterns from high-
dimensional, sparse, or complex non-linear tabular data, pro-
ducing more expressive features than traditional methods.



Figure 3: Generative AI captures feature knowledge in a continuous
embedding space, enabling gradient-based search to identify optimal
feature sets.

4.1 Generative AI for Feature Selection
Generative AI redefines feature selection by transforming it
from a discrete search problem into an optimization problem
in continuous space. As shown in Figure 3, it embeds em-
pirical feature selection behaviors as knowledge into a con-
tinuous space, and then generates selection decisions based
on this space, thereby constructing a more effective feature
selection framework.

Xiao et al. [2023] introduces an encoder-decoder-
evaluator framework that leverages reinforcement learning to
automatically collect observed feature selection experiences,
then uses an encoder to embed them into a continuous space,
and finally generates new feature selection results by a de-
coder. This framework ensures the diversity of observed data
and enhances the effectiveness of feature selection tasks using
generative models.

Ying et al. [2024b] redefines feature selection as a
sequential token generation task based on the encoder-
decoder-evaluator paradigm. This framework incorporates a
transformer-based variational autoencoder (VAE), effectively
capturing complex dependencies among features while miti-
gating model overfitting and sensitivity to noise.

Building upon this, Gong et al. [2024b] further investi-
gates feature redundancy in high-dimensional feature spaces.
This framework evaluates feature orthogonality and inte-
grates it into the generative framework, identifying a more
compact but more precise feature subset while minimizing
redundancy in the selection results.

Moreover, generative AI-based feature selection has been
applied to specific domains. Ying et al. [2024c] identifies
key biomarkers in high-dimensional, low-sample-size biolog-
ical gene datasets, enhancing the effectiveness of early dis-
ease detection through genomic analysis. This highlights the
transformative potential of generative AI in healthcare, where
precise feature selection can directly improve disease predic-
tion and reduce healthcare costs.

In conclusion, generative AI methods significantly enhance
the effectiveness, stability, and generalization capability of
feature selection while demonstrating substantial potential
across various application domains. These advancements
pave the way for broader research and applications in high-
dimensional data environments.

4.2 Generative AI for Feature Generation
Generative AI constructs an optimal feature space through the
embedding-optimization-generation paradigm. The core idea
is to embed generated feature sets as observed feature knowl-
edge into a continuous space to learn feature interactions, op-
timize within this space, and ultimately generate an optimal

set of features. This paradigm has demonstrated significant
potential in feature generation tasks, effectively improving
model performance while reducing manual intervention.

Zhu et al. [2022] randomly generates generated feature
sets as observed feature knowledge to guide feature genera-
tion. However, the poor performance of randomly generated
observations leads to ineffective embeddings, while the in-
dependent handling of embedding and generation processes
introduces noise and errors. Additionally, manually setting
the number of generated features and using a greedy search
strategy results in suboptimal generation outcomes.

Building on this, Wang et al. [2024a] incorporates RL
into the framework. RL’s exploration-exploitation mecha-
nism is used to automatically generate high-quality observa-
tion data, which is encoded using postfix expressions to op-
timize the construction of the embedding space. Within this
space, gradients are used to locate the optimal embeddings,
enabling the generation of superior feature generations. How-
ever, this framework heavily relies on feedback from down-
stream predictive tasks to search for optimal results, making it
time-consuming and limiting its applicability in unsupervised
learning scenarios.

To address this limitation, Ying et al. [2024d] proposes
an unsupervised feature generation framework. This ap-
proach represents each observed generated feature set as
a feature-feature similarity graph and employs graph con-
trastive learning and multi-objective fine-tuning to optimize
the embedding space, thereby decoupling feature generation
from downstream predictive tasks. However, the effective-
ness of this framework is constrained by graph augmentation
strategies and manually designed unsupervised utility evalu-
ation metrics.

Recently, advanced methods leveraging large language
models (LLMs) have expanded the possibilities of feature
generation. Zhang et al. [2024b] introduces a dynamic and
adaptive automatic feature generation process using LLMs.
This method reconstructs the feature space based on feedback
from downstream tasks, utilizing LLMs’ context learning and
reasoning capabilities to dynamically adjust and optimize the
generated features across various machine learning scenarios.

Furthermore, Gong et al. [2024a] proposes an evolution-
ary LLM framework for automated feature generation. This
method formulates feature generation as a sequence genera-
tion task, integrating an RL-based data collector to construct
a multi-population database. The LLM leverages few-shot
learning to generate improved feature generation sequences,
while evolutionary algorithms (EAs) further refine the search
path, enhancing both the quality and generalizability of the
feature generations.

In conclusion, generative AI has achieved significant ad-
vancements in feature generation, substantially improving
the efficiency and quality of feature modeling. These meth-
ods address the inefficiencies of discrete search spaces and
enhance feature interaction modeling, enabling AI to ex-
hibit greater adaptability. Future research directions could
explore smarter adaptive optimization strategies, integrate
multi-modal data (e.g., text, images, time series) for feature
generation, and further enhance the automation and general-
ization capabilities of feature engineering.



5 Strengths and Limitations of RL-based vs.
Generative Methods

RL-based feature engineering leverages reinforcement learn-
ing to automatically optimize feature space, improving data
quality and model adaptability, while generative AI synthe-
sizes high-quality data or augments key features to mitigate
data scarcity. Both approaches enhance the core capabilities
of data-centric AI, making data quality optimization a key
driver of AI performance. We summarize the key differences
between these two approaches in terms of performance, inter-
pretability, adaptability, and automation.
Performance.

• RL-based Methods: RL-based methods optimize feature
transformations by aligning them with the final task ob-
jective, making them effective for dynamically changing
data. They excel in high-dimensional datasets by cap-
turing nonlinear relationships and adapting features au-
tomatically. However, RL has high computational costs,
slow convergence, and relies on well-designed reward
functions. Poor reward design can lead to suboptimal
solutions, limiting effectiveness.

• Generative-based Methods: Generative-based methods
reformulate feature engineering as a continuous opti-
mization problem, allowing smoother transformations
and more efficient search in high-dimensional spaces.
This makes them more stable than RL in some cases
but also dependent on high-quality training data. How-
ever, generative models may introduce biases, and their
training remains computationally expensive, especially
for complex datasets.

Interpretability.
• RL-based Methods: RL-based methods offer better in-

terpretability because they rely on discrete decision
paths, making feature transformations traceable through
policy networks or Q-values. However, as feature space
complexity increases, deep RL models become harder
to interpret, and their effectiveness depends on task-
specific reward functions, which may not always provide
clear reasoning for feature selection.

• Generative-based Methods: Generative-based meth-
ods optimize features in a continuous space, allowing
smoother transformations and potential insights from
latent variable representations. However, their inter-
pretability is limited due to the black-box nature of deep
generative models, making it difficult to directly corre-
late generated features with input data patterns. High-
dimensional probability modeling further complicates
feature importance analysis.

Adaptability and Automation.
• RL-based Methods: RL-based methods exhibit strong

adaptability by dynamically adjusting feature selection
and transformation strategies to match different data dis-
tributions. They are well-suited for rapidly changing en-
vironments, such as time-series or streaming data. How-
ever, their automation is constrained by the need for
well-designed reward functions, as poor reward design

can lead to suboptimal strategies. Additionally, RL re-
lies on discrete search, which, while capable of explor-
ing complex feature combinations, is often slow and less
efficient for large-scale feature engineering.

• Generative-based Methods: Generative-based methods
optimize features in a continuous space, making them
highly adaptable to various data patterns, especially in
unsupervised or semi-supervised scenarios. Their au-
tomation level is higher than RL since generative models
can directly learn latent data structures and synthesize
high-quality features without predefined search strate-
gies. However, their adaptability depends on training
data quality—if data distributions shift significantly, the
generated features may become invalid or biased. More-
over, training generative models can be complex, often
requiring careful tuning of architectures and hyperpa-
rameters to perform well across different tasks.

6 Practical Strategies for Effective Feature
Engineering

Feature engineering plays a critical role in optimizing ma-
chine learning performance, especially when employing RL-
based or generative-based approaches. While these methods
offer automation and adaptability, their effectiveness depends
on proper implementation. This section provides key strate-
gies for designing robust feature engineering pipelines, bal-
ancing model complexity, domain expertise, explainability,
scalability, and ethical considerations.
1) Start Simple Before Adopting Advanced Models. A
common mistake in feature engineering is jumping directly to
complex RL policies or high-capacity generative models. In-
stead, it is more effective to begin with straightforward meth-
ods and gradually increase complexity:

• RL Starter Policy: An initial policy can rely on simple
reward signals, such as validation accuracy, before in-
corporating more sophisticated constraints like feature
cost or domain-specific penalties. This stepwise refine-
ment ensures that early-stage learning remains stable
while progressively aligning with real-world objectives.

• Generative Bootstrapping: it is beneficial to first apply
basic transformations, such as linear autoencoders, to
understand fundamental data patterns. More advanced
architectures like GANs or Transformer-based genera-
tive models should only be introduced once the baseline
has demonstrated meaningful feature improvements.

2) Incorporate Domain Knowledge for Smarter Decision-
Making. While automation reduces manual effort, human
expertise remains crucial for guiding feature engineering:

• In RL, domain experts can shape the agent’s reward
function and define an action space that prioritizes
meaningful features. This prevents RL from selecting
redundant or irrelevant transformations, improving both
efficiency and interpretability.

• For generative-based approaches, experts can constrain
latent variables or enforce certain transformation rules,
ensuring that generated features align with practical



needs. This is particularly important in fields like health-
care and finance, where feature validity must comply
with industry regulations.

3) Ensure Continuous Validation and Interpretability.
Feature engineering should be an iterative process, with on-
going evaluation of its impact on downstream tasks:

• Newly derived features should be tested for their con-
tribution to model accuracy, robustness, and generaliza-
tion. Monitoring feature utilization can help identify re-
dundant or misleading transformations.

• Interpretability tools such as local surrogate models
(e.g., LIME Ribeiro et al. [2016]) or attribution tech-
niques help explain how RL-based policies select fea-
tures or how generative models manipulate latent spaces.
This is particularly crucial in high-risk applications
where transparency is required.

4) Address Scalability and Computational Constraints.
Large-scale datasets introduce computational challenges,
making it necessary to optimize resource allocation:

• For RL-based methods, high-dimensional action spaces
can lead to slow exploration and increased training costs.
Techniques like hierarchical RL or offline RL can miti-
gate this issue by reducing search complexity and im-
proving efficiency.

• For generative models, training on vast datasets with
high-dimensional features can be computationally ex-
pensive. Instead of processing entire datasets, a more
practical approach is to train on smaller subsets or com-
pressed representations before scaling to full-sized data.

5) Maintain Ethical Standards and Regulatory Compli-
ance. Automated feature engineering must align with privacy
and ethical guidelines when dealing with sensitive data:

• Privacy-preserving strategies should be applied when us-
ing generative models for sensitive datasets. Techniques
such as differential privacy Bai et al. or federated learn-
ing Kamatchi and Uma [2025] can prevent the uninten-
tional leakage of confidential information.

• Regulatory compliance requires transparency—RL-
based feature selection may produce transient or dy-
namic features that are difficult to track. Maintaining
clear logs of selected transformations is essential for au-
diting, particularly in regulated industries.

7 Choosing RL-Based vs. Generative AI
Selecting the right feature engineering approach depends on
various factors, including the nature of the data, computa-
tional constraints, and the specific optimization objectives.
RL-based methods and generative models offer distinct ad-
vantages, making them suitable for different scenarios. This
section outlines key considerations for choosing between
these two approaches and explores how they can be effec-
tively combined.
RL-based Feature Engineering for Dynamic and Sequen-
tial Optimization. Reinforcement learning is particularly
well-suited for scenarios where feature importance evolves
over time or where decisions must be made sequentially.

When working with streaming data or environments that re-
quire continuous adaptation, RL agents can iteratively refine
feature transformations based on real-time feedback. This
makes RL effective in applications such as online learning
systems, reinforcement-based recommendation models, and
adaptive data preprocessing pipelines. Additionally, RL-
based methods excel in optimization tasks where incremental
improvements are necessary, ensuring that feature selection
aligns with long-term performance gains.
Generative AI for Large-Scale Feature Exploration and
Static Datasets. Generative models are more appropriate
when dealing with high-dimensional datasets where explor-
ing numerous feature transformations simultaneously is ben-
eficial. Unlike RL, which searches in a discrete space, gener-
ative models optimize features in a continuous space, allow-
ing for smoother transformations and better scalability. These
methods are particularly useful in batch-processing environ-
ments, where they can generate diverse feature representa-
tions that are later filtered and refined. Use cases include data
augmentation, synthetic feature generation, and unsupervised
discovery of latent patterns, making them effective for im-
proving model performance when labeled data is limited.
Hybrid Approaches: Leveraging the Strengths of Both
Methods. In some cases, combining RL-based and genera-
tive approaches can lead to superior performance. One strat-
egy involves using generative models to create a large pool
of candidate features, which an RL agent then evaluates and
selects dynamically. Conversely, RL can optimize feature se-
lection in streaming applications, while a generative model
periodically retrains in an offline setting to propose new fea-
ture transformations. This hybrid strategy balances adaptabil-
ity with computational efficiency, ensuring both short-term
flexibility and long-term feature diversity.
Key Considerations for Choosing the Right Approach.
The decision to use RL-based or generative feature engineer-
ing should be guided by several practical factors:

• Nature of the Data: If data is continuously changing, RL
is the better choice. If the dataset is static or semi-static,
generative methods may be more effective.

• Feature Space Complexity: RL is useful when feature
selection requires careful, iterative refinement. Gener-
ative AI is more efficient for searching through a vast
feature space.

• Computational Resources: RL training can be expen-
sive due to the need for extensive exploration. Genera-
tive models, while also computationally demanding, can
often be trained in a more controlled offline manner.

• Interpretability Requirements: RL’s decision-making
process is more transparent since it follows a structured
selection path, whereas generative models may intro-
duce complex transformations that are harder to explain.

8 Challenges and Future Research Directions
As tabular data-centric AI continues to evolve, researchers
face numerous challenges while also encountering new op-
portunities for innovation. This chapter explores six key is-
sues: automation in feature engineering, interpretability, pri-



vacy preservation, computational efficiency, scalability, and
the integration of large language models (LLMs) and mul-
timodal learning. For each aspect, we analyze the existing
challenges and outline potential research directions to ad-
vance the field.
Automation in Feature Engineering: Balancing Adapt-
ability and Efficiency. Automating feature engineering has
significantly improved data processing efficiency by reduc-
ing manual intervention. However, real-world applications
often demand domain-specific customizations that automated
methods struggle to accommodate. Furthermore, current ap-
proaches face scalability limitations when dealing with high-
dimensional, large-scale datasets, leading to excessive com-
putational costs. Future Research Directions: 1) Human-in-
the-loop hybrid systems: Combining automated techniques
with expert knowledge can create adaptable systems that
maintain efficiency while incorporating domain-specific in-
sights. 2) Resource-efficient strategies: Optimizing compu-
tational frameworks for automated feature engineering will
enable their deployment in environments with limited pro-
cessing power, increasing accessibility.
Enhancing Interpretability: Making Feature Transfor-
mations Transparent. Feature engineering plays a crucial
role in model performance, yet its processes are often opaque.
In high-stakes domains such as healthcare, and finance Liu et
al. [2025]; Leng et al. [2023], a lack of transparency can un-
dermine trust, making it essential to understand the rationale
behind feature transformations. Future Research Directions:
1) Traceable transformation workflows: Developing trans-
parent feature engineering pipelines will allow users to track
each transformation step and its relationship with model pre-
dictions. 2) Quantifying feature impact: Establishing meth-
ods to measure the influence of feature transformations on
performance helps identify the most critical steps, fostering
confidence in AI-driven decisions.
Privacy-Preserving Feature Engineering. With growing
concerns about data privacy, federated learning has emerged
as a promising approach for distributed feature engineering.
However, challenges remain in handling heterogeneous data
distributions, reducing communication overhead, and ensur-
ing semantic consistency across data sources. Future Re-
search Directions: 1) Cross-source feature alignment: De-
veloping robust semantic mapping techniques will ensure
that data from different origins can be processed consistently
without compromising privacy. 2) Reducing communication
costs: Optimizing distributed computing strategies will en-
hance the efficiency of federated learning by minimizing data
exchange while maintaining performance.
Computational Efficiency and Scalability: Optimizing
Large-Scale Feature Engineering As datasets become in-
creasingly complex, the computational demands of feature
engineering grow, making many existing approaches imprac-
tical for real-time applications. Iterative feature generation
and optimization further exacerbate these challenges, lead-
ing to significant computational bottlenecks. Future Research
Directions: 1) Lightweight feature engineering algorithms:
Developing approximation-based or low-rank decomposition
methods can reduce computational burdens without sacrific-
ing effectiveness. 2) Leveraging parallel computing and hard-

ware acceleration: Distributed processing frameworks and
GPU/TPU-based optimizations can improve the scalability of
feature engineering, enabling real-time deployment.
Large Language Models and Multimodal Feature Engi-
neering: Expanding the Scope of Representation Learn-
ing The rapid advancement of LLMs and multimodal learn-
ing offers new possibilities for feature engineering by inte-
grating structured tabular data with text, images, and other
modalities. However, encoding tabular data effectively within
LLM architectures remains a challenge, as does preserving
the distinct characteristics of each modality during integra-
tion. Future Research Directions: 1) Developing specialized
tabular embeddings: Designing encoding techniques tailored
to tabular data will improve its compatibility with LLM-based
frameworks. 2) Cross-modal feature alignment: Ensuring
that multimodal data representations preserve semantic rela-
tionships is essential for achieving meaningful feature inte-
gration. 3) Efficient fine-tuning and knowledge transfer: Op-
timizing model adaptation techniques will enhance the prac-
ticality of LLM-based feature generation for tabular tasks.
Future Outlook: Balancing Performance and Inter-
pretability As feature engineering techniques become in-
creasingly sophisticated, striking a balance between perfor-
mance and interpretability is a pressing challenge. Complex
transformation pipelines can obscure relationships between
raw inputs and model outputs, making it difficult to ensure
transparency, particularly in critical domains where account-
ability is essential. Future Research Directions: 1) Devel-
oping traceable feature generation frameworks: Logging and
visualization tools can provide researchers with clear insights
into how feature transformations affect model behavior. 2)
User-friendly interpretability tools: Designing intuitive in-
terfaces will enable non-technical stakeholders to understand
feature engineering processes, facilitating broader AI adop-
tion in real-world applications.

9 Conclusion
Tabular data-centric AI is evolving with RL-based optimiza-
tion and generative modeling playing a key role in feature
engineering. This study examines the challenges and fu-
ture directions in this domain, focusing on automation, in-
terpretability, and scalability. By addressing these issues, we
highlight both the limitations of existing methods and the
transformative potential of AI-driven approaches. Recent ad-
vances, particularly RL frameworks for adaptive feature se-
lection and deep generative models for data augmentation,
are redefining tabular data processing. These methods en-
hance autonomy and efficiency, bridging the gap between raw
data and high-performance models. The integration of large
language models and multimodal learning further expands
the capabilities of tabular AI, enabling it to handle more di-
verse data sources. Future research should refine RL-based
optimization for stable training and efficient rewards while
advancing generative techniques for high-quality, domain-
adaptive features. As these challenges are addressed, tabu-
lar AI will continue to push automated machine learning for-
ward, improving scalability and interpretability. This study
aims to inspire further innovation, equipping researchers with
new tools to maximize AI-driven feature engineering.



References
Ehtesamul Azim, Dongjie Wang, Kunpeng Liu, Wei Zhang,

and Yanjie Fu. Feature interaction aware automated data
representation transformation. In Proceedings of the 2024
SIAM International Conference on Data Mining (SDM),
pages 878–886. SIAM, 2024.

Haoyue Bai, Wangyang Ying, Nanxu Gong, Xinyuan Wang,
Hao Liu, and Yanjie Fu. Privacy preserving generative fea-
ture transformation.

Jacek Biesiada and Wlodzisław Duch. Feature selection for
high-dimensional data—a pearson redundancy based fil-
ter. In Computer recognition systems 2, pages 242–249.
Springer, 2008.

Yi-Wei Chen, Qingquan Song, and Xia Hu. Techniques for
automated machine learning. ACM SIGKDD Explorations
Newsletter, 22(2):35–50, 2021.

Hui Ding, Peng-Mian Feng, Wei Chen, and Hao Lin. Identifi-
cation of bacteriophage virion proteins by the anova feature
selection and analysis. Molecular BioSystems, 10(8):2229–
2235, 2014.

Wei Fan, Kunpeng Liu, Hao Liu, Pengyang Wang, Yong Ge,
and Yanjie Fu. Autofs: Automated feature selection via
diversity-aware interactive reinforcement learning. In 2020
IEEE International Conference on Data Mining (ICDM),
pages 1008–1013. IEEE, 2020.

Wei Fan, Kunpeng Liu, Hao Liu, Yong Ge, Hui Xiong, and
Yanjie Fu. Interactive reinforcement learning for feature
selection with decision tree in the loop. IEEE Transactions
on Knowledge and Data Engineering, 35(2):1624–1636,
2021.

Wei Fan, Kunpeng Liu, Hao Liu, Ahmad Hariri, Dejing Dou,
and Yanjie Fu. Autogfs: Automated group-based feature
selection via interactive reinforcement learning. In Pro-
ceedings of the 2021 SIAM International Conference on
Data Mining (SDM), pages 342–350. SIAM, 2021.

Nanxu Gong, Chandan K Reddy, Wangyang Ying, and Yan-
jie Fu. Evolutionary large language model for automated
feature transformation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.16203,
2024.

Nanxu Gong, Wangyang Ying, Dongjie Wang, and Yanjie
Fu. Neuro-symbolic embedding for short and effective fea-
ture selection via autoregressive generation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2404.17157, 2024.

Jeff Heaton. An empirical analysis of feature engineering for
predictive modeling. In SoutheastCon 2016, pages 1–6.
IEEE, 2016.

Xuanming Hu, Dongjie Wang, Wangyang Ying, and Yan-
jie Fu. Reinforcement feature transformation for polymer
property performance prediction. In Proceedings of the
33rd ACM International Conference on Information and
Knowledge Management, pages 4538–4545, 2024.

Xiaohan Huang, Dongjie Wang, Zhiyuan Ning, Ziyue Qiao,
Qingqing Long, Haowei Zhu, Min Wu, Yuanchun Zhou,
and Meng Xiao. Enhancing tabular data optimization

with a flexible graph-based reinforced exploration strategy.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.07404, 2024.

K Kamatchi and E Uma. Securing the edge: privacy-
preserving federated learning for insider threats in iot net-
works. The Journal of Supercomputing, 81(1):1–49, 2025.

James Max Kanter and Kalyan Veeramachaneni. Deep fea-
ture synthesis: Towards automating data science endeav-
ors. In 2015 IEEE international conference on data sci-
ence and advanced analytics (DSAA), pages 1–10. IEEE,
2015.

Sushant Kumar, Sumit Datta, Vishakha Singh, Sanjay Kumar
Singh, and Ritesh Sharma. Opportunities and challenges
in data-centric ai. IEEE Access, 2024.

Andrew Kusiak. Feature transformation methods in data min-
ing. IEEE Transactions on Electronics packaging manu-
facturing, 24(3):214–221, 2001.

S Leng, W Xu, L Wu, L Liu, J Du, F Yang, D Huang,
and L Zhang. Nlrp3 disturbs treg/th17 cell balance to ag-
gravate apical periodontitis. Journal of Dental Research,
102(6):656–666, 2023.

Kunpeng Liu, Yanjie Fu, Pengfei Wang, Le Wu, Rui Bo, and
Xiaolin Li. Automating feature subspace exploration via
multi-agent reinforcement learning. In Proceedings of the
25th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowl-
edge Discovery & Data Mining, pages 207–215, 2019.

Kunpeng Liu, Yanjie Fu, Le Wu, Xiaolin Li, Charu Aggarwal,
and Hui Xiong. Automated feature selection: A reinforce-
ment learning perspective. IEEE Transactions on Knowl-
edge and Data Engineering, 35(3):2272–2284, 2021.

Kunpeng Liu, Pengfei Wang, Dongjie Wang, Wan Du,
Dapeng Oliver Wu, and Yanjie Fu. Efficient reinforced fea-
ture selection via early stopping traverse strategy. In 2021
IEEE International Conference on Data Mining (ICDM),
pages 399–408. IEEE, 2021.

Linyi Liu, Phuong T Le, J Patrizia Stohn, Hanghang Liu,
Wangyang Ying, Roland Baron, and Clifford J Rosen.
Calorie restriction in mice impairs cortical but not tra-
becular peak bone mass by suppressing bone remodeling.
Journal of Bone and Mineral Research, 39(8):1188–1199,
2024.

Linyi Liu, Phuong T Le, Victoria E DeMambro, Tiange
Feng, Hanghang Liu, Wangyang Ying, Roland Baron, and
Clifford J Rosen. Calorie restriction induces mandible
bone loss by regulating mitochondrial function. Bone,
190:117326, 2025.

Qian Lu, Weizhe Xu, Linyi Liu, Xuedong Zhou, Ling Ye,
Dongzhe Song, Lan Zhang, and Dingming Huang. Trau-
matic compressive stress inhibits osteoblast differentiation
through long chain non-coding rna dancr. Journal of Peri-
odontology, 91(11):1532–1540, 2020.

Hanchuan Peng, Fuhui Long, and Chris Ding. Feature
selection based on mutual information criteria of max-
dependency, max-relevance, and min-redundancy. IEEE
Transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence,
27(8):1226–1238, 2005.



Marco Tulio Ribeiro, Sameer Singh, and Carlos Guestrin. ”
why should i trust you?” explaining the predictions of any
classifier. In Proceedings of the 22nd ACM SIGKDD in-
ternational conference on knowledge discovery and data
mining, pages 1135–1144, 2016.

Lars Ruthotto and Eldad Haber. An introduction
to deep generative modeling. GAMM-Mitteilungen,
44(2):e202100008, 2021.

Achmad Nuruddin Safriandono, De Rosal Ignatius Moses Se-
tiadi, Akhmad Dahlan, Farah Zakiyah Rahmanti, Iwan Se-
tiawan Wibisono, and Arnold Adimabua Ojugo. Analyz-
ing quantum feature engineering and balancing strategies
effect on liver disease classification. Journal of Future Ar-
tificial Intelligence and Technologies, 1(1):51–63, 2024.

Richard S Sutton. Reinforcement learning: An introduction.
A Bradford Book, 2018.

Robert Tibshirani. Regression shrinkage and selection via
the lasso. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B:
Statistical Methodology, 58(1):267–288, 1996.

Dongjie Wang, Yanjie Fu, Kunpeng Liu, Xiaolin Li, and
Yan Solihin. Group-wise reinforcement feature genera-
tion for optimal and explainable representation space re-
construction. Proceedings of the 28th ACM SIGKDD in-
ternational conference on Knowledge discovery and data
mining, 2022.

Dongjie Wang, Meng Xiao, Min Wu, Pengfei Wang,
Yuanchun Zhou, and Yanjie Fu. Reinforcement-enhanced
autoregressive feature transformation: gradient-steered
search in continuous space for postfix expressions. In Pro-
ceedings of the 37th International Conference on Neural
Information Processing Systems, NIPS ’23. Curran Asso-
ciates Inc., 2024.

Xinyuan Wang, Dongjie Wang, Wangyang Ying, Rui Xie,
Haifeng Chen, and Yanjie Fu. Knockoff-guided feature
selection via a single pre-trained reinforced agent. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2403.04015, 2024.

Meng Xiao, Dongjie Wang, Min Wu, Pengfei Wang,
Yuanchun Zhou, and Yanjie Fu. Beyond Discrete Se-
lection: Continuous Embedding Space Optimization for
Generative Feature Selection . In 2023 IEEE Interna-
tional Conference on Data Mining (ICDM), pages 688–
697. IEEE Computer Society, 2023.

Meng Xiao, Dongjie Wang, Min Wu, Kunpeng Liu, Hui
Xiong, Yuanchun Zhou, and Yanjie Fu. Traceable group-
wise self-optimizing feature transformation learning: A
dual optimization perspective. ACM Transactions on
Knowledge Discovery from Data, 18(4):1–22, 2024.

Meng Xiao, Weiliang Zhang, Xiaohan Huang, Hengshu Zhu,
Min Wu, Xiaoli Li, and Yuanchun Zhou. Knowledge-
guided biomarker identification for label-free single-cell
rna-seq data: A reinforcement learning perspective. 2025.

Wangyang Ying, Dongjie Wang, Kunpeng Liu, Leilei Sun,
and Yanjie Fu. Self-optimizing feature generation via cat-
egorical hashing representation and hierarchical reinforce-
ment crossing. In 2023 IEEE International Conference on
Data Mining (ICDM), pages 748–757. IEEE, 2023.

Wangyang Ying, Haoyue Bai, Kunpeng Liu, and Yanjie Fu.
Topology-aware reinforcement feature space reconstruc-
tion for graph data. arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.05742,
2024.

Wangyang Ying, Dongjie Wang, Haifeng Chen, and Yanjie
Fu. Feature selection as deep sequential generative learn-
ing. ACM Trans. Knowl. Discov. Data, 18(9), 2024.

Wangyang Ying, Dongjie Wang, Xuanming Hu, Ji Qiu,
Jin Park, and Yanjie Fu. Revolutionizing biomarker
discovery: Leveraging generative ai for bio-knowledge-
embedded continuous space exploration. In Proceed-
ings of the 33rd ACM International Conference on In-
formation and Knowledge Management, CIKM ’24, page
5046–5053, New York, NY, USA, 2024. Association for
Computing Machinery.

Wangyang Ying, Dongjie Wang, Xuanming Hu, Yuanchun
Zhou, Charu C. Aggarwal, and Yanjie Fu. Unsupervised
generative feature transformation via graph contrastive pre-
training and multi-objective fine-tuning. In Proceedings of
the 30th ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge Discov-
ery and Data Mining, KDD ’24, page 3966–3976. Associ-
ation for Computing Machinery, 2024.

Xinhao Zhang, Zaitian Wang, Lu Jiang, Wanfu Gao, Pengfei
Wang, and Kunpeng Liu. Tfwt: Tabular feature weighting
with transformer. arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.08403, 2024.

Xinhao Zhang, Jinghan Zhang, Banafsheh Rekabdar,
Yuanchun Zhou, Pengfei Wang, and Kunpeng Liu. Dy-
namic and adaptive feature generation with llm. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2406.03505, 2024.

Xiaosa Zhao, Kunpeng Liu, Wei Fan, Lu Jiang, Xiaowei
Zhao, Minghao Yin, and Yanjie Fu. Simplifying reinforced
feature selection via restructured choice strategy of single
agent. In 2020 IEEE International conference on data min-
ing (ICDM), pages 871–880. IEEE, 2020.

Guanghui Zhu, Zhuoer Xu, Chunfeng Yuan, and Yihua
Huang. Difer: differentiable automated feature engineer-
ing. In International Conference on Automated Machine
Learning, pages 17–1. PMLR, 2022.


	Introduction
	Data-Centric AI: Tabular Learning
	Reinforcement Learning Perspective for Data-Centric AI
	RL for Feature Selection
	RL for Feature Generation

	Generative Perspective for Data-Centric AI
	Generative AI for Feature Selection
	Generative AI for Feature Generation

	Strengths and Limitations of RL-based vs. Generative Methods
	Practical Strategies for Effective Feature Engineering
	Choosing RL-Based vs. Generative AI
	Challenges and Future Research Directions
	Conclusion

