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Abstract

Tabular data have been extensively used in different knowledge domains.
Convolutional neural networks (CNNs) have been successfully used in many
applications where important information about data is embedded in the
order of features (images), outperforming predictive results of traditional
models. Recently, several researchers have proposed transforming tabular
data into images to leverage the potential of CNNs and obtain high results
in predictive tasks such as classification and regression. In this paper, we
present a novel and effective approach for transforming tabular data into
images, addressing the inherent limitations associated with low-dimensional
and mixed-type datasets. Our method, named Low Mixed-Image Genera-
tor for Tabular Data (LM-IGTD), integrates a stochastic feature generation
process and a modified version of the IGTD. We introduce an automatic and
interpretable end-to-end pipeline, enabling the creation of images from tab-
ular data. A mapping between original features and the generated images
is established, and post hoc interpretability methods are employed to iden-
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tify crucial areas of these images, enhancing interpretability for predictive
tasks. An extensive evaluation of the tabular-to-image generation approach
proposed on 12 low-dimensional and mixed-type datasets, including binary
and multi-class classification scenarios. In particular, our method outper-
formed all traditional ML models trained on tabular data in five out of twelve
datasets when using images generated with LM-IGTD and CNN. In the re-
maining datasets, LM-IGTD images and CNN consistently surpassed three
out of four traditional ML models, achieving similar results to the fourth
model.

Keywords:
Tabular data-to-image, image classification, noise generation, image
generation, convolutional neural networks, image transformation

1. Introduction

The steady increase in computational resources and availability of large
datasets have accelerated the success of deep learning (DL) [1]. DL has
marked a milestone in modern society, leading to great success in various
domains (computer vision, natural language processing, and autonomous
systems) and a plethora of studies such as image recognition, speech recogni-
tion, machine translation among others [2, 3, 4, 5]. Among DL-based models,
the convolutional neural networks (CNN) have proven high predictive per-
formance in image applications such as segmentation [6], registration [7],
fusion [8], and classification [9]. The capability to exploit spatial relation-
ships in data and the great predictive performance of CNN-based models has
substantially improved the results of multiple computer vision tasks and con-
tributed to other fields, including healthcare [10]. Although CNNs perform
exceptionally well with images, the application of CNN-based models to tab-
ular data remains challenging because of the distribution of data (samples,
features) and lack of spatial information [11, 12].

In many fields, including industry, finance, medicine, and climate sci-
ence, tabular datasets are ubiquitous [13]. Traditional ML, particularly tree-
based models, have dominated the results and benchmark the state-of-the-
art when tabular data are used, showing superior performance to DL-based
models [14, 15]. Owing to a growing interest in leveraging the high predictive
performance of DL-based models, specially CNNs, there has been an increas-
ing research interest focused on transforming tabular into visual representa-
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tions, e.g., 2D and 3D images. Several researchers have proposed methods
to transform tabular data into images [16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. The idea behind
the algorithms is to transform samples of tabular data into images and then
utilize them as input for CNN-based models, leveraging the high predictive
capability for tabular data. Additionally, it can be applied as a feature ex-
tractor, improving interpretability by extracting useful information. Thanks
to the ongoing research on CNN, several interpretability techniques can be
applied, such saliency map visualization (e.g., Grad-CAM [21]), which can
enhance both the prediction accuracy and the model interpretability.

Although the models for transforming tabular data to images have proven
to be effective in different applications, results showed that their performance
was excellent in high-dimensionality scenarios e.g., with a large number of
features. When CNNs are applied to tabular data, several challenges arise,
mainly data sparsity (thereby, missing values), low-dimensionality, and the
presence of different types of features [13]. The presence of missing data
results in images with scarce information, with white tones and many blanks
unrelated to any feature [22], producing worse image quality and hampering
their use in CNNs. The number of features (high-dimensionality) is a key
factor in the performance of most tabular-to-image methods because of is
directly related to image size. To properly train CNN-based models, images
require images of medium and large sizes [23]. Recent works related to tabu-
lar data benchmarks also ignore datasets composed of mixed-type data, i.e.,
with numerical and categorical features. To the best of our knowledge, this is
the first study that considers the transformation of tabular data with mixed
numerical and categorical data into 2D images. Therefore, achieving the im-
plementation of a method capable of transforming these tabular datasets into
images, and subsequently using them in CNN-based models, would represent
a significant advancement and improvement in predictive performance.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows.

1. A novel and effective approach designed to create synthetic and noisy
features (noise data generation) that address the inherent limitations of
transforming tabular data to images from low-dimensional and mixed-
type datasets.

2. An automatic and interpretable end-to-end pipeline that combines noise
data generation, and a modified version of Image Generator for Tabular
Data (IGTD) [20] method to convert tabular data to 2D images called
Low Mixed-IGTD (LM-IGTD). A mapping between original features

3



and images created is built, and post hoc interpretability methods are
applied to identify salient areas of these images and gain interpretabil-
ity for classification tasks.

3. An extensive evaluation of the tabular-to-image generation approach
proposed on 12 low-dimensional and mixed-type datasets, including
binary and multi-class classification scenarios. Several predictive ML
models are used as benchmarks and used to compare the results of
using images and CNN-based models.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review in-
depth the methods that transform tabular data into images in the literature.
The methods used and a further description of the methodology proposed is
detailed in Section 3. In Section 4, we present the experimental setup, and the
results for binary classification and multiclass classification. Additionally, we
conduct an interpretability process on the images generated and apply post-
hoc interpretability methods on trained CNN-based models. The discussion
and conclusions are shown in Section 5 and Section 6, respectively.

2. Related work

Recently, several authors have developed methods that convert samples of
tabular data into images and subsequently using them as input to CNN-based
models [16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. We have categorized the tabular-to-image meth-
ods into three: feature permutation-based, dimensionality-reduction (DR)-
based and embedded-based methods. The feature permutation-based meth-
ods determine the permutation of features to assign feature values to compute
pixel values of the created image. The feature permutation-based methods,
determine the permutation by minimizing the errors between the feature
distance rank and pixel distance rank. DR-based methods use nonlinear
methods that maintain the topology of input features to a 2D plane and pre-
serve the local relationships among features following the similarity among
them in the input space.

The DR-based methods identified in the literature were DeepInsight, RE-
FINED, DeepFeature, Vec2image, DCNNTr, TINTO, FC-Viz, Fotomics. A
further detail of these methods are detailed as follows. DeepInsight used man-
ifold DR methods such as t-SNE and kPCA with different distances (e.g.,
Euclidean, Mahalanobis, and Chebychev) for transforming high-dimensional
tabular data to images [18]. After DR, they find a minimum area rectan-
gle that contains the projected samples using the convex Hull algorithm,

4



and convert the coordinates to pixels, mapping the feature values to their
respective pixel locations. Several additional steps to enhance the transfor-
mation process such as rotation of Cartesian coordinates, determination of
pixel locations, and mapping of elements to their respective pixel locations.
DeepInsight has been utilized across various applications, including single-cell
datasets, Alzheimer’s data, and artificial datasets [24]. DeepInsight allows
the overlap of feature positions and calculates the average of them as pixel
values.

REFINED [19] algorithm is based on four stages: (1) a mapping process
where to each feature is assigned a unique pixel using the Euclidean dis-
tance; (2) the creation of an initial feature map that preserves the feature
distances into a 2-D space using the DR method called multidimensional
scaling (MDS); (3) to estimate the location of the feature on a bounded do-
main the Bayesian MDS is applied, with the constraint that each pixel could
contain at most one feature; and finally, the hill-climbing algorithm is used
to optimize and compute the pixel positions in the image [19]. REFINED
modifies the local position after DR to avoid the overlap.

EDLT method computed a pairwise feature-feature correlation matrix
Mc and feature-label correlation vector lc using Pearson correlation [25].
The first aimed to capture the similarity among features, whereas the second
to evaluate the relevance of each feature to the class label. Then, EDLT
constructs a feature reordering matrix O using Mc and lc. Finally, by using
O, EDLT reorders original feature values and converts each sample into a
synthetic matrix (2D image representation), where feature values in adjacent
rows and adjacent columns share spatial correlation resembling to the spatial
adjacent areas in an image.

DeepFeature [26] used the same algorithm as DeepInsight [18] for image
transformation. According to [26], when an image is transformed from Carte-
sian coordinates to pixel coordinates, it brings distortion due to the limited
or fixed size of the pixel frame and many features may overlap on the same
location [26]. The non-quantized compression algorithm called the snowfall
compression algorithm is included to find nearby empty pixel locations of
features and reduce overlapping.

Vec2image uses nonlinear DR methods (t-SNE, k-PCA and UMAP) to
transform the feature values from the input space into a two-dimensional rep-
resentation (2D image). Next, a rotation (horizontal or vertical) is performed
by a convex hull algorithm to frame the 2D image as input to CNN-based
models, and the Cartesian coordinates are converted to pixels, thus deter-
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mining the location of each feature in the pixel frame. Finally, the expression
values of each sample within the vector are mapped to these pixel locations
as detailed pixel values. Vec2image uses SMOTE to address the class im-
balance and improves classification performance when trained on imbalanced
data.

In Wrangling [27], authors proposed three data wrangling techniques to
convert 1-D vectors to 2-D image representations. Specifically, equidistant
bar graph, normalized distance matrix, and the combination of both. The
first two methods produce binary and grayscale images, respectively. The
third method produces a colored 2-D image with 3 layers: (1) it contains the
normalized distance matrix; (2) it has bar graphs; and (3) it has a copy of
numerical data stored row-wise. These algorithms were only validated using
tabular data associated with breast cancer, specifically the Wisconsin breast
cancer Wisconsin diagnostic breast cancer.

DCNNTr [28] method transforms a 1-D vector into a 2-D image data
through the following steps: (1) dimensionality reduction and element ar-
rangement using t-SNE; (2) convex hull using Graham’s algorithm; and (3)
image alignment.

DWTM uses Pearson correlation and chi-square to compute a weight for
each feature [29]. The features are arranged in descending order according
to these computed weights. Next, each feature is assigned a portion of space
in the image canvas (canvas size allocation) based on the value of their cor-
responding weights. DWTM calculates the length, height, and area required
for each feature by using the ratio of the weights of each feature to the sum
of the total weights of all features and distributes the image canvas space
accordingly. Several features have a long floating-point sequence, to avoid
the creation of a big image a portion of the sequence after the floating-point
as are embedded into the canvas, and the rest is trimmed. DWTM ensures
the maximum utilization of the image canvas space and allows to create of
images in multiple sizes [29].

TINTO is based on four stages: (1) DR with PCA and t-SNE methods;
(2) determining the center of gravity of the points and the area is subse-
quently delimited; (3) scaling and pixel positions, where the matrix is trans-
posed, scaled and the values are rounded to integer values; and (4) the values
obtained would be the positions of the characteristic pixels for the creation
of the image pattern.

FC-Viz transforms tabular data into 2D images using four stages: (1)
finding clusters of highly correlated features and measuring interactions be-
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tween representative features of each cluster [22]; (2) using an optimization
algorithm to find an optimal spatial arrangement of feature clusters; and (3)
applying DR techniques are used to determine the value of each pixel [22].

Fotomics uses an image transformation method to convert non-image
omics data into images using fast Fourier transform (FFT) to map features
onto a two-dimensional Cartesian plane (2D image representation). Then, a
convex hull algorithm is used to find the smallest convex hull that contains
the samples within the Cartesian plain, followed by rotation to frame the
plane vertically or horizontally to comply with the CNN input orientation.
The proposed method was applied to single-cell RNA-seq data for cell-type
classification using CNN models.

HACNet is an end-to-end learning model consisting of two components,
an attention-based table-to-image converter and a CNN-based predictor [30].
The converter creates an image by calculating each pixel value through an
attention mechanism and calculates the pixel values by the inner products
between attention weights and feature values. The Gumbel-Softmax with
decreasing temperature is used to generate attention weights in the training
phase and become one-hot vectors in the prediction phase. This one-hot
vector implements a feature selection scheme. The converter parameter and
the weights of CNN are trained simultaneously in the first phase, and the
weights of CNN are additionally trained in the second stage.

The BIE [31] method converts network flow data into 2D images. First,
BIE transforms each numerical sample value into a 64-bit floating point rep-
resentation (a bit representation that takes ‘0’ and ‘1’ values). Then, these
representations are stacked on top of each other to create a 2-D image im-
age, with zero and one values represented by black pixels and white pixels,
respectively. BIE does not use normalization, which can reduce the range of
potential feature values and diminish the impact of outliers.

An overview of methods for transforming tabular data into images is
shown in Table 1, detailing the application, domain, number of samples, and
number of features where these methods have been employed.

3. Methods

3.1. Convolutional neural networks based models and post-hoc interpretability

CNN-based models have demonstrated exceptional performance computer
vision applications, achieving outstanding results specially in image classifi-
cation [35]. CNNs effectively extract spatial information through convolution
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Table 1: Overview of the methods proposed in the literature for transforming tabular data
into images. The application, domain, number of samples, and the number of features
where these methods were applied are shown.

Method Type Domain/ Type
Image Application method

DeepInsight [18] 2D image RNA-sequences, vowels, DR-based
synthetic data

REFINED [19] 2D image clinical DR-based

EDLT [25] 2D image benchmark datasets feature permutation-based

DeepFeature [26] 2D image RNA-seq data DR-based

IGTD [20] 2D image Clinical data feature permutation-based

Vec2image [32] 2D image RNA sequencing data DR-based

Wrangling [27] 2D image benchmark datasets embedded-based

DCNNTr [28] 2D image Detection of click fraud DR-based

DWTM [29] 2D image six benckmark datasets embedding-based

TINTO [33] 2D image Commercial DR-based

FC-Viz [22] 2D image bechmark high-dimensional DR-based
datasets

Fotomics [34] 2D image single-cell RNA-seq data DR-based

HACNet [30] 2D image gene expression, synthetic end-to-end-based
data

BIE [31] 2D image network flow data embedding-based

operations, which contributes to great success in applications where informa-
tion rely on the order of the features (e.g., images, audio) [35]. Despite the
high predictive capability of CNNs and excellent results in various domains,
the use of nonlinear transformations during the training result in models
with a lack of interpretability [36]. Recently, explainable artificial intelli-
gence (XAI) methods has emerged to provide interpretability and show how
the model’s predictions are reached, thus enhancing the transparency and
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trustworthiness on trained models [37, 36]. To increase the interpretability
of CNNs and image applications, several methods have been proposed such
as attribution methods such as heatmaps, saliency maps or class activation
methods. Among them, class activation maps (CAM) are XAI methods that
helps in the visualization and localization of salient areas in images, lead-
ing to support decision-making process, specially in medical image analy-
sis [36]. CAM is a technique for identifying discriminative regions by linearly
weighted combination of activation maps of the last convolutional layer be-
fore the global pooling layer. GradCAM [38], an extension of CAM, is a local
post-hoc interpretability methods that uses the global average of the gradi-
ent to determine the importance of feature map [21]. The CNN layers are
well-known for capturing both spatial information and high-level semantics.
With this foundation in place, the final CNN layer may have the optimal
composition for extracting important data [39]. Grad-CAM assigns signif-
icance ratings to each neuron for the given target class using the gradient
information backpropagated to the final convolutional layer. Grad-CAM was
selected because it can be applied to any range of CNN-based models with-
out needing to go through architectural modifications or retraining, and its
effectiveness has proven in multiple studies [38].

3.2. Stochastic noise generation for augmenting dimensionality with mixed-
type features

Noise is usually regarded as a unfavorable factor for research because it
can represent uncertainty in data [40]. Nevertheless, in the state-of-the-art,
several researchers have explored the use of noise in different applications.
By adding noise to create noisy variants of the original images and enhance
the generalization of CNNs and improve prediction results [41]. The noise
injection has also shown to be useful as regularization method to improve
robustness of latent representations [42, 43]. Inspired by data augmenta-
tion techniques, we aggregate noisy features to input data to extend the
dimensionality of tabular data, and then create images with medium size.
Our hypothesis is that the inclusion of noisy features can help to create new
synthetic pixels in the image generated helping to capture intrinsic relation-
ships between original features, and the spatial relationship of an image.
To address the limitations of most of tabular-to-image methods, we propose
the creation of noisy features for feature data augmentation, thus improv-
ing the images generated and the subsequent classification performance. In
this study, the generation of noise is characterized by three parameters: (i)
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the noise type; (ii) the noise power to apply; and (iii) the number of noisy
features that be created regarding the original features.

To create noisy variables, we evaluated with four noise types: Gaus-
sian, swap noise (SWN), zero-masking (ZMN), salt-and-pepper noise (SPN).
Gaussian noise is extensively used in many applications, but it can be applied
to numerical features. As stated previously, mixed-type datasets comprise
both numerical and categorical features and to handle correlations for these
features, SWN, ZMN and SPN were used. SWN overwrites the value of a
category with another value randomly sampled from the same feature. For
example, let a categorical feature fi with three categories: a, b, c. Consider-
ing that a sample x has an in fi, we replace its value with another value, such
as b or c. Power noise controls the number of categorical values corrupted in
fi. ZMN and SPN corrupt a fraction of the feature (controlled by the noise
power), setting the value to the minimum in ZMN and setting the value
to the minimum/maximum value (according to a fair coin flip) in the SPN.
ZMN and SPN were used to measure relationships between binary features,
whereas SWN for categorical with more than 2 categories.

In our approach, we distinguish two types: homogeneous noise generation
(HoNG) and heterogeneous noise generation (HeNG). For HoNG, we create
a similar number of noisy features for each feature in the input dataset,
whereas for HeNG, the number of noisy features associated with each fea-
ture depends on the feature importance obtained by feature selection (FS)
methods. FS methods seek to identify a subset of features that capture
the underlying information of the input data, whereas simultaneously dis-
card irrelevant features [44]. FS lead to lower computational complexity and
improving both generalization capacity and performance in subsequent pre-
dictive models [44]. FS methods are mainly categorized into three categories,
filter, wrapper and embedding methods [45]. The filter methods focus on ex-
ploring the intrinsic properties of data by using some scoring functions to
rank the given features. Filter FS methods assign an importance value to
each input feature, which represents how much important is for a predictive
task. To enhance the performance of traditional FS methods, ensemble FS
has been lately studied [45]. The core idea behind ensemble learning is to
combine multiple base learners to solve a specific problem. In ensemble FS,
the goal is to combine the selected features by base FS learners to produce
a robust and stable selection of features [46]. The hipothesis is that if the
FS is repeated using slightly different training data, the frequency of the
most important features chosen will be high, whereas irrelevant features are
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less frequently selected [45]. In this study, for HeNG, we used ensemble FS
with filter methods (Relief, mRMR) to identify the most relevant features
and generate more noisy features to them. To determine the number of fea-
tures, the type of noise, and noise power, two algorithms based on HoNG
and HeNG were developed.

To validate the similarity between real and noisy features generated, sev-
eral correlation measures were used. Since mixed-type features are considered
the selection of the correlation depends on the type of feature. Spearman cor-
relation (SPC) was selected to quantify linear relationship between numerical
features [47]. Point-biserial correlation (PBC) measures the linear correla-
tion between binary and continuous variable [48]. Finally, phik correlation
allows to measure the relationship between mixed-type features (categorical
and numerical variable) [49].

3.3. IGTD for low-dimensional and mixed-type datasets

IGTD transforms tabular data into grayscale 2D images. It assigns one
pixel in a grayscale image for each input feature and the intensity reflects
the value of the feature [20]. IGTD calculates the distances of each feature
to every other (pairwise distance) and attempts to assign pixels with similar
distances in the image. Towards that end, it computes of the distance matrix
of the features (feature ranking matrix ) and pixels (pixel ranking matrix ) in
ascending order (ranked). The IGTD optimizes the assignment of features
by minimizing the differences between the two matrices. The IGTD algo-
rithm seek to ensure that similar features are placed close to each other and
dissimilar ones further away from each other in the image.

In the original paper [20], pairwise distances were calculated through the
Euclidean distance and the Pearson correlation. The efficiency of IGTD
is based on a greedy iterative process of swapping the pixel assignments
of features to reduce the distance between them. At each iteration, the
algorithm determines the feature that was not considered for swapping and
looks for a feature to replace it that will minimize the gap between the two
ranking matrices (feature ranking matrix and pixel ranking matrix ). One
may alternatively construct a dissimilarity measure that can be applied to
mixed data. Typically, such a dissimilarity measure can be constructed by
defining and combining dissimilarity measures for each type of variable.

11



x 11 x 12 x 13 x 14

x 21 x 22 x 23 x 24

x 31 x 32 x 33 x 34

x 13 x 12

x 14 x 11

Gaussian noise
Swap noise

FEATURE SELECTION
TECHNIQUES FOR
AUTOMATICALLY
ADJUSTING THE

NUMBER OF FEATURES
TO A VALID IMAGE SIZE

Interpretability
with GradCAM

CNN
TRAINING

MODEL TESTING

Low-dimensional
datasets

Stochastic noise
generation

Dimensionality
increase

Transforming
tabular data
into images

with TinyIGTD

Grayscale images and
images with real feature

identification

Figure 1: Workflow of proposed methodology.

4. Results

In this section, we present the experimental results by comparing ML-
based models and our tabular-to-image methodology in datasets with low-
dimensional and mixed-type features. Furthermore, we conduct an ablation
study to demonstrate the impact of the homogeneous and heterogeneous
approaches for noise generation in our proposed approach.

4.1. Benchmark algorithms, parameters setting, and datasets

To evaluate the predictive performance and effectiveness of images gener-
ated with LM-IGTD, we used 12 real-world and mixed-type datasets from the
UCI Machine Learning Repository 1 and StatLib 2. These datasets are com-
posed of numerical and categorical features and have between 4 and 30 total
features (low-dimensional datasets). We evaluate the predictive performance
of CNN-based models on images and tabular data in binary and multiclass
classification scenarios. Specifically, we consider 12 low-dimensional datasets:
6 for binary classification and 6 for multiclass classification. All the datasets

1UCI Repository: http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/
2Statlib Repository: http://lib.stat.cmu.edu/datasets/
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used are listed in Table 2, showing the number of samples, the number of cat-
egorical and numerical features and the number of classes (indicating binary
and multi-class classification cases).

Table 2: Datasets used in this study, indicating the total of samples, the number of
features, differentiated between categorical and numerical features, and the number of
classes, denoting binary and multiclass classification.

Datasets # samples # features # categorical # numerical # classes
features features

Crx 690 15 11 4 2
Diabetes 520 16 15 1 2
German 1000 20 17 3 2
Hepatitis 155 19 18 1 2
Ionos 351 34 2 32 2
Saheart 462 9 1 8 2
Cmc 1473 9 7 2 3
Dermat 366 34 34 0 6
Heart 303 13 8 5 5
Annealing 798 38 34 4 5
Bridges 106 10 9 1 3
Tae 151 5 2 3 3

Since they are imbalanced datasets, applying standard classification ML
model may not work well. To address this, a random undersampling approach
was conducted, decreasing the number of images of the majority class to the
number of images of the minority class.

4.2. Experimental setting

Several supervised ML models were used for binary and multi-class clas-
sification scenarios for tabular data, including: the least absolute shrinkage
and selection operator (LASSO), k-nearest neighbors (KNN), support vector
machine (SVM) and decision tree (DT) (more details on these models are
provided in [50, 51]). To evaluate the predictive performance, data were split
into a training subset (80% samples) and a test subset (20% samples). This
was randomly performed five times by obtaining different train and test sub-
sets, and the mean and standard deviation on these partitions are computed.
To evaluate the models’ performance, the mean and standard deviation of
the AUCROC figure of merit were considered [51].

To determine the values of the hyperparameters of the ML supervised
models, we used k-fold cross-validation (CV) [50] with k = 5 and the AU-
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CROC as the figure of merit. The following hyperparameters were explored:
C in the range [1e−1.5, 1e0.4] for LASSO, K between [1, 11] for KNN, and
γ ∈ {1e−2, 1e−3, 1e−4, 1e−5} and C in the range [1e−0.9, 1e0.9] for SVM. For
DT, the maximum depth in the range [2, 8] and the minimum samples per
split were dynamically determined based on the size of the training set.

CNN-based models were implemented with the Keras framework. In pur-
suit of an optimal CNN architecture, we systematically explored various pa-
rameter combinations through a series of empirical experiments, leveraging
the Randomized Search algorithm [52]. This exploration involved key ar-
chitectural elements such as the number of filters, kernel size, pool size,
optimizer, units in dense layer, learning rate and dropout rate. Randomized
Search efficiently sampled from a wide range of parameter values, enabling a
comprehensive search across the hyperparameter space [52]. Through these
experiments, we identified a fundamental architecture that consistently ex-
hibited superior performance across key evaluation metrics. The CNN ar-
chitecture employed in our study consisted of a single convolutional layer, a
max-pooling layer, a flatten layer, and a defined number of dense layers. The
determination of crucial parameters, including the number of filters and the
size of filters, was significantly influenced by the outcomes of the Randomized
Search [52]. The Rectified Linear Unit (ReLu) was employed as the activation
function, given its effectiveness in capturing nonlinearities. The optimization
of models was conducted through the Randomized Search, selecting the most
suitable optimizer from a set of options, which included Adam and RMSprop.
The classification loss chosen was binary crossentropy for binary classifica-
tion tasks and categorical crossentropy for multiclass classification. These
loss functions are standard choices for their respective classification scenar-
ios. The learning rate underwent dynamic updates based on the outcomes
of the Randomized Search and was adjusted iteratively during training. To
achieve this, a progressive reduction in the learning rate was implemented as
an additional measure to enhance the model’s convergence and generalization
capabilities, particularly when the loss on the validation set exhibited no sig-
nificant improvements. From the commencement of training, early stopping
was incorporated, concluding the process if no advancement in the validation
set’s loss was discerned over a specified number of epochs during training.
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4.3. Evaluating noise generation for augmenting dimensionality with mixed-
type features

In this section, we delve into the evaluation of noise generation for aug-
menting dimensionality with mixed-type features. To this end, Figure 2
shows correlation matrices of the generated noisy variables and the original
variables. Specifically, correlation matrices for three selected datasets are
presented. We have focused on datasets that exhibit varying characteristics
in terms of the predominance of numerical or categorical features, as well as
those with a balanced mix of both to illustrate different scenarios. Therefore,
Figure 2 showcases the correlation matrices for: (i) Ionos Dataset, represent-
ing a scenario where numerical features predominate over categorical ones;
(ii) Hepatitis dataset, which represents a case where categorical features pre-
dominate over numerical ones; and (iii) Tae dataset, representing a scenario
where numerical and categorical features are balanced. This selection of
datasets enabled the exploration of various scenarios, facilitating a compar-
ison of the effects of noise generation across different dataset contexts. The
generation of noisy features was carried out with the objective of enhancing
the dataset’s dimensionality while preserving the maximum possible corre-
lation with the original variables. Upon examining the correlation matrices
presented in Figure 2, it was observed that the original variables clustered
closely with the corresponding noisy variables, indicating a significant rela-
tionship between them. Moreover, the correlation values between these pairs
of variables were consistently high, typically ranging between 0.90 and 0.99
across the three datasets. These findings underscore the effectiveness of the
noise generation process in maintaining the structural integrity of the dataset
while augmenting its dimensionality.
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Figure 2: Correlation matrices between original variables and noisy variables with HoNG
and HeNG in Ionos, Hepatitis and Tae datasets.
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4.4. Classification results using tabular data versus images generated by tabular-
to-image methods

Figure 3 depicts the results obtained in terms of AUCROC for six binary
databases. Specifically, it showcases the outcomes of the four traditional ML
models with tabular data, alongside the results of CNNs with LM-IGTD-
generated images and increased dimensionality with HoNG and HeNG. This
enables a direct comparison between the performance of models based on
tabular data and those based on images generated by the proposed method.

Crx Diabetes German Hepatitis Ionos Saheart
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Figure 3: Mean±std of AUCROC values obtained using tabular data and LM-IGTD
images and several ML and DL models for 5 test subsets of binary datasets.

In the Crx and Hepatitis datasets, LM-IGTD images and CNN mod-
els outperformed all ML models using tabular data. Similarly, across other
datasets, CNN consistently outperformed at least three out of four ML mod-
els and matched the best-performing model. For instance, in the Crx dataset,
the SVM model yielded the best AUCROC of 0.887 with tabular data, while
CNN with HeNG for LM-IGTD images improved the performance to 0.893.
Compared to tabular data, CNN showed improvements ranging from 0.6% to
2.8% in AUCROC for all ML models. In the Diabetes dataset, although the
DT model achieved the best AUCROC of 0.970 with tabular data, LM-IGTD
images and CNN with HeNG achieved a value of 0.948, surpassing three out
of four ML models. Notably, CNN showed comparable results to the DT
model. LM-IGTD images with CNN consistently improved AUCROC by up
to 0.3%, 1.8%, and 2% in AUCROC for KNN, LASSO, and SVM models,
respectively. In the German dataset, the best AUCROC of 0.702 for tabu-
lar data was achieved by the SVM model. However, CNN with HoNG for
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LM-IGTD images attained a slightly lower AUCROC of 0.700. Despite this
marginal difference, CNN outperformed three ML models by 7.2%, 6.8%,
and 0.2% in AUCROC for DT, KNN, and SVM, respectively, compared to
ML models for tabular data. In the Hepatitis dataset, while KNN achieved
the best AUCROC of 0.798 with tabular data, CNN using HeNG and LM-
IGTD images achieved a maximum AUCROC of 0.838, surpassing all ML
models. The improvement ranged from 4% to 13.1% in AUCROC for all ML
models trained with tabular data. Similarly, in the Ionos dataset, although
DT achieved the highest AUCROC of 0.897 with tabular data, CNN sur-
passed three ML models with an AUCROC of 0.890. Finally, in the Saheart
dataset, while LASSO achieved the best AUCROC of 0.706 with tabular
data, CNN achieved comparable results of 0.703 while surpassing three ML
models. Overall, LM-IGTD images trained by CNN consistently showed im-
provements in predictive performance compared to tabular data trained by
traditional ML models.

Figure 4 presents the AUCROC results obtained across six multiclass
databases. Specifically, in the Dermat, Heart, and Tae datasets, the CNNs
models trained with LM-IGTD images exhibited superior performance com-
pared to all ML models trained with tabular data. In contrast, in the re-
maining databases, the results obtained with CNNs and LM-IGTD images
were quite similar to the ML models trained with tabular data.
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Figure 4: Mean±std of AUCROC values obtained using tabular data and LM-IGTD
images and several ML and DL models for 5 test subsets of multiclass datasets.

In the Cmc dataset, the DT model achieved the best AUCROC of 0.642
with tabular data. However, utilizing LM-IGTD images with HeNG and
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CNN resulted in an AUCROC of 0.621, improving only one of the ML mod-
els while remaining comparable to others. For the Dermat dataset, the KNN
model achieved the highest AUCROC of 0.995 with tabular data. Neverthe-
less, LM-IGTD images trained by CNN surpassed all ML models, yielding
an AUCROC of 0.997. Compared to tabular data, CNN showed improve-
ments ranging from 0.2% to 2.1% in AUCROC for all ML models. In the
Heart dataset, the LASSO model attained the best AUCROC of 0.613 with
tabular data. Conversely, using CNN with HeNG for LM-IGTD images re-
sulted in a significantly higher AUCROC of 0.698, outperforming all ML
models. The improvement achieved with CNN ranged from 8.5% to 16.3% in
AUCROC compared to tabular data across different ML models. In the An-
nealing dataset, SVM achieved the highest AUCROC of 0.947 with tabular
data, while CNN with HeNG for LM-IGTD images achieved an AUCROC
of 0.900. In this case, LM-IGTD images and CNN outperformed two out
of four ML models, showing improvements of 0.8% and 3.4% in AUCROC
for DT and KNN, respectively, compared to tabular data. For the Bridges
dataset, LASSO obtained the best AUCROC of 0.718 with tabular data,
whereas CNN with HeNG for LM-IGTD images achieved a slightly lower
AUCROC of 0.714. Nevertheless, CNN managed to surpass three out of four
ML models, with improvements ranging from 0.4% to 10.2% in AUCROC
compared to tabular data. In the Tae dataset, LASSO achieved the highest
AUCROC of 0.721 with tabular data. However, LM-IGTD images processed
by CNN using HeGN achieved a superior AUCROC of 0.729, surpassing all
ML models trained with tabular data. The improvement ranged from 0.8%
to 5.6% in AUCROC for various ML models compared to tabular data.

4.5. Interpretability analysis: feature mapping and post-hoc techniques

In this section, an interpretability analysis of the images generated using
the proposed LM-IGTD approach was conducted. To this end, two key
techniques were explored: feature mapping and post-hoc techniques. Figure 5
and Figure 6 illustrates this analysis using the original image, the image
with mapped features, and the post-hoc Grad-CAM method, which allowed
interpretability to be provided to the CNN classification process. Specifically,
results are presented for two datasets that yielded the best performance:
Hepatitis (binary dataset) and Tae (multiclass dataset).
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Original image (Hepatitis)

Image with mapped features (Hepatitis)
Features legend (Hepatitis)

Image with mapped features and Grad-CAM map (Hepati-
tis)

Figure 5: Interpretability analysis of the Hepatitis dataset: original image, feature-mapped
image, and image with post-hoc Grad-CAM method
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Figure 5 shows the results for the Hepatitis dataset. The first subfigure
showcases the image generated from the tabular data. The second subfigure
illustrates the mapping of these features onto the image, with each feature
color-coded and labeled alongside (where each color represents a feature).
Both original and noisy features share the same color, except that the noisy
features display the incorporated noise value. The third subfigure integrates
the heat map generated by Grad-CAM, enhancing interpretability in the
classification process. It can be observed that areas with a more orange hue
correspond to those features where the network is focusing for classification,
while bluer colors indicate areas less considered by the network. Specifi-
cally, for hepatitis, the network is focusing on the pixels corresponding to
the features steroid, protime and bilirubin.

Figure 6 illustrates the interpretability results for the Tae dataset. Similar
to the previous dataset, the mapping and Grad-CAM techniques allowed us
to identify the regions of the image where the CNN focused for classification,
while also discerning which features those pixels belonged to. Specifically, for
Tae, the CNN is focusing on the pixels corresponding to the feature Course.

In light of the results, the proposed method has enabled a better under-
standing of how the original features relate to the generated images. Fur-
thermore, thanks to Grad-CAM, greater clarity is provided regarding the
classification process carried out by the CNN.

21



Original image (Tae)

Image with mapped features (Tae) Features legend (Tae)

Image with mapped features and Grad-
CAM map (Tae)

Figure 6: Interpretability analysis of the Tae dataset: original image, feature-mapped
image, and image with post-hoc Grad-CAM method

5. Discussion

In this study, we have addressed the challenge posed by low-dimensional
and mixed-type datasets, presenting a significant advancement in this do-
main. While models for transforming tabular data into images have demon-
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strated effectiveness across various applications, their performance typically
excels in high-dimensional scenarios. The number of features, directly linked
to the dataset’s dimensionality, critically influences the performance of most
tabular-to-image methods as it dictates the resulting image size. CNN-based
models necessitate images of medium to large sizes for proper training. How-
ever, achieving high dimensionality in datasets can be challenging, partic-
ularly when handling mixed-type data where the combination of numerical
and categorical features introduces additional complexities.

In this context, we introduce a novel version of IGTD that integrates
stochastic noise generation to address low-dimensional challenges. Moreover,
our method implements specific correlations and distance measures tailored
to each variable type in mixed-type datasets, enabling precise pairwise dis-
tance calculations between features. This approach not only increases the
dimensionality of the dataset but also ensures the creation of representative
images that improve overall performance compared to ML algorithms.

Furthermore, our variable generation method has demonstrated its ca-
pability to create variables with high levels of correlation with their original
features. This underscores the effectiveness of the noise generation process in
preserving the structural integrity of the dataset while augmenting its dimen-
sionality. By maintaining strong correlations between the original features
and their noisy features, our approach ensures that the generated variables
capture meaningful relationships present in the data. his aspect is crucial for
the creation of suitable representations in images.

Additionally, we highlight how our work addresses the inherent lack of
interpretability in image generation. We have developed a mapping between
the original features and the created images to identify the location of the
tabular dataset features within the images. Furthermore, we have applied
post hoc interpretability methods to identify relevant areas of these images
and enhance interpretability in classification tasks.

6. Conclusions

We present a novel approach that addresses the challenges associated
with low-dimensional and mixed-type datasets by introducing a new version
of IGTD (LM-IGTD). LM-IGTD integrates the generation of stochastic noise
and specific correlations tailored to variable types, allowing for the enhance-
ment of dataset dimensionality while preserving the structural integrity of
the data. Furthermore, in the new version of IGTD, we have implemented
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the mapping of original features to images to maintain interpretability and
visualize the spatial distribution of features within the images. Additionally,
through methods such as Grad-CAM, we have provided interpretability to
the classification task performed by the CNN.

Evaluation across multiple datasets has shown the robustness and gener-
alization capability of this approach. In particular, our method outperformed
traditional ML models trained on tabular data in five out of twelve datasets
when using images generated with LM-IGTD and CNN. In the remaining
datasets, we consistently surpassed three out of four traditional ML models,
achieving similar results to the fourth model. These findings underscore the
effectiveness of our approach in generating meaningful representations from
tabular data, surpassing or matching the performance of traditional ML mod-
els in various contexts. Our method not only addresses the challenges posed
by low-dimensional and mixed-type datasets but also provides new oppor-
tunities for the development of methodologies capable of handling various
types of data, facilitating the transformation of tabular data into images.
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