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Abstract: The objective of streaming data classification is to learn incrementally a decision function that maps input variables to a label
variable, from continuously arriving streaming data, so as to accurately classify the test data that may arrive anytime. The online learning
paradigm, as an incremental machine learning technology, is an effective tool for classification of streaming data. This paper mainly
summarizes, from the perspective of online learning, the recent development of algorithms for streaming data classification. Specifically,
the basic framework and the performance evaluation methodology of online learning are first introduced. Then, the latest development of
online learning algorithms for general streaming data, for alleviating the “curse of dimensionality” problem in high-dimensional streaming
data, and for resolving the “concept drifting” problem in evolving streaming data are reviewed respectively. Finally, future challenges and
promising research directions for classification of high-dimensional and evolving streaming data are also discussed.
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Fig.1 The process of online learning
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Table 1 Expressions of common loss functions
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Fig.2 Taxonomy of online learning algorithms for general streaming data
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I 5 IS 2 AT BB M0 40 3 56 T A5 A% 4 2 o o B AL 5% — 8 00 1% 40 94 482012 4F Hoi 25 NPURZR T Rk
2% 2 77 1 N B AR T SRR B TS0 S DA R Xt A% 43 K 2% AT BE T I #0 R R M AT A o R AR — A TR
& SRGTT 1—RE, 2 W5 AR 5 2R AMZ S JE BRI TR AE 2 T A A% I 1) B %5 ok, Lu 5 NPYIFE 2015 %5 18
Y TR A R0 20 4% 25 5] 485 e R HR Y T 20 A% 2 31 O vk DA s VA I AT R M M B T A A 3] 2 )
(R 7C TAE IEANGS 3= & B 705 I AR R IR, R SR A A 4k SR R

(2) HAhJr:

FoAth AR 2 1 0 75 3% 3 R T v SR A BRI 003 ok e SRR SRV O BIE T — A TR AR o A B R
BRI 77 1707 22 VR SRR VA 909 B9 U 0 O 2 G A 3 438 ) 2 JaB R B T 95 10 S 20 R AR A 19 FH /D R A B
it 1K) 23 e e DA ARG v ) A 5 A8 P A U B TR AR BT ik 1K) G i v AT AR AIE T 2 2 ST BT 2 1 v
SRR 1 B U S — A A ) B T K RS A T IR I AN H AR, K K e R S DR L 3
— AT B 1S B v S B Domingos 25 A3 H B Hoeffding P4, SUFR g B3 vk 5 b (very fast decision tree,
fai#% VFDT).Hoeffding 4 5724 46 I 37— BRAAL 5 — AN 75 A (RIARAR) AR, 28 I 3288 U R I 7 4% A 85 4t
PR BORAE KB YRR S R — A8 MR, B 7 SO A AR O S VAR 0 G 145 5 LAV A
AN T R 40 B B IR A5 224 0 R A BRI B A (0 8 M AR AT — ZR B0 B0 e AR A A 3 I B — A
SR G TEHTZ T A RS B RS B R A% T S R AT AT R R o i SR A R s 1 S (s R
SCHE R JE VR o, oK % T T R e D SR T R AR T I 1 S S IR I N A I RE AR AT R A
Hoeffding W &% K (61 #7 72 T-18 Bl Hoeffding 53 & %6 B0 43 J& 1 I 7 7 B0 RE A< 5.

JE 45 1) Hoeffding B At A B 29 5 1k, of W03k 30408 it [ 380 i1 5 A Aok P 22 803k e 1) O 3Bk A7 49 28
Gama % A\POFE 2003 4E %+ Hoeffding B EAT 1 ¥ 2 386 0 7 16 A 352 48 J Mk 1) 6 7, [ b 45 8 4k 5 8 A
b 2R DU 8 43 2 28 3 AT 43 25 A48 Jin S NS Y —Fh B0 X170 36 B 7 12 DA g ek bt 4ch B 48 R 4k, 9 75 43 R
I8 B 2 e R ok 5 R SR 1 B ) 43 S M I T G TR A B Holmes 25 A P7ITE 2005 4 OB 78 745 £
Ak B T 53 A 1 3 N b A 22 K e AN A R 3 D 3 2K TR R AT e %, AR R Hoeffding A Ab ¥ R 75 Al
% 1] 7L 1) B 7 Hoeffding #4423 9% 4 AT 15 848 23 5 K A8 Vb AT R4 o8 7 3l — 40 s 3L 1 ik Pfahringer %5
APSITE 2007 4248 R T Hoeffding i T, 70 VEB 47 76 6 T01 457, 76 38 00N o5 1 AT DA 8 22 A I 1k 43 il idE 47 &)
G DR AR AN B A WA AR T A5 B IH 73 S5 77 22 25 1 43, 0 BE AR 1) 40 SR IR 22 B04% 22 Liang 25 A [917E 2015
S 3K Hoeffding B 11 27 > 0 Ji2 380 b B S 52 5008 0 B v b3l BI040 A B 40 S8 550, %6 T Hoeffding #
J& T AR s S, B 2R 300 1 ik /N 28 A sk 2 5 30T A BRI R A7 ZE AR 10 22 53 AR 2 TAEJF 4R 2% & Hoeffding B
HE BRI 3 — A 3 v VR (02 A A, 3K 8 TS 1 A [ 0 7 VR 3 22 BRI 9 BN FE 4R bagging . FEMLIR
AW ECT ) R TN

TR R SR B o 1 B R T 2l Hoeffding A4 V2 AL MERE BN Hoeffding W SVERHATH IR 5
4F ok Rutkowski 2 A\ 100026708 e g g 35 4 7 — b 55 Hoeffding W 55 B AT 52 3 22 5 10 37 5030 76 2013 4R,
Rutkowski 25 N NA Ry B 824 Hoeffding 1 F 1) J& M 1) 43 B 5 bR B (45 218 2 53 J8 4 40 i foide s 1o,
i ]2 1 Hoeffding 44 FH B BT #2461, 8 6 32 H McDiarmid 4,/ McDiarmid %448 # Hoeffding 53K & 12 X
o3 JEPER BT 7 IORE A K A Al McDiarmid 5, 50720 H J8 R K1 40 v SR AR 1R 75 B 2 IORE AR, B BOW A K A3 1,
SRR (P RS IR Rutkowski 25 ALUTE 2014 432 H A8 A 22 Jo 48 /R 35 7 72, 45 4 22 0 o 3R 70 47 e A (1 ek
BT AT Z A R T HE S S B ok SR (Gaussian decision tree, i FX GDT) &R v2:, 1% 57 0T DA K Hb 23 fif 18 5 g 1 &)
53 BT 5 BIREA R GDT W@ F T+ =43 26 il i, Rutkowski 25 A S04 GDT i) A1 Ji8 1) CART v S b 5095, i 73
A LS B2 3] CART R SFEAR, I AL 22 5328 1) 5.2015 4F, Rutkowski 25 AT Z% i — o 6 & 1k &) 90 A 4l i
BRRHG2018 4 M ATT SR Y TUAN 357 6 8 ) 43 s v (68 B SR AE 2k ph SR SV RO 9 TAR U R s E H AT B =
ot LA 7 9% R 4 ek R 2 R 4 TGS BE 43 BT # T4

2.3 BAEETHELSEXEE
SEA R B B E 2 W BRI B e 0 5 A5 ST AR, HL 27 B R AL 1 B SRR B,
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SR, AEAR 22 SR B2 FH Hh 30K B AR U IR e o, TR e — 28 AR FF 4 78 58 o015 B e 5515 2 FII7E Lk 7 8 vk,
AT RGN RE, M5 E B RE T R R A NE 2R, 5 St APk
(1) bandit JIFHIEL 2 532K
£ B bandit S5 (1 22 4 AT 45 v 1974 a0 70 4 0 2 S0 opol SR M AN S b it — AN D 24 i S 451 )
TR 2 b 7R B AR ZE T TG, R85 A48 7 S B T 1R 2, T R 45 VF 2 ) B0 TR TR0 2 75 1 . X R Y
REIR IS 7 I A5 B0 43 Z5AF 55 B SR R R T 1R 20 350 S 0% T 16 IR B P, 491 A 1E 8 HE2 R v, 3R A e R X
FTHERE B R S S, RIS SR 2 V5 SE BT HEAE TR 0 i, T TGV A8 B R A v B RS R
2008 4, Kakade 25 A1 Sext B il fU3EAT B 70,32t Banditron 532,12 5092 0] LU 1 & 45 s B R B TRL
SHVETE bandit SR AR R B A b, S A B 43 S0 A Bk, Banditron B3 K TR N, LAME 28 e (0,0.5) Bl Lk
BN EARRR B IR), UMEER 1—pa% 5 2 80 2 2828 10 T 28 65 ORI FH 25 38), 3 7 2 80l - 3 il R 2 A0 R FE 1)
BUAE Banditron S35 1 58T 2 UAE HAEE bS8 T IR B2k 00 B 2 2 AH BU T e 0 1 8 4 e M 43 S 28 1 R
451 2% Banditron SVE IR HESE TN EGE O(T%*). Banditron 53 W AT 2 8 b B AURR, R I, Valizadegan 25
NUOE 2011 4152 1) BHRE HE 3 AN FE S50 1) 7 28 1k B R AR B U8 45 2 50100 38 7 S s, S B0 45 SRR B 7 A AT
JIT 4 SR W 1) A A1
2009 4,Chen 25 NV MAS[H] (£ FE 5K 2% FE bandit S 45 (22 43 25 il £, T 552 S50 A T 45 BeF 3 AR X 224 i
A ) EhR AT R R (BD A B 45 IR 2R A0 BR), AR A0 78 73 ) F < A AR AR AN J& T8 — 280 A 38 40 S 10 5 5 e BB A 2.
FLAAHh, & 56 I 3 T30 F 0 — 3 22 (one-vs-rest) 20 1 5 750K — A 22 43 3 1) U ol 22 > 43 2 1) 5, A P
PA FEIEPIUE Sy 43 J8 10 2 ) SR SRR A 43 288 il L3 5 3 o — o 22 (1 240 87 5 9%, 3 40 I R A Rl B
AR ) 4y KA A3 B 78 40 A .Chen 58 N\ A P 32 B0V 32 46 1 AH 0F 5% 22 53 45 B, a8 i 52 36 3 i 1% B3 L
Banditron K I 15 B 47
2011 4, Hazan % N1 & FI R & softmax TR (1146 $ic 45 2% R R WF 78 1% 1) 842 H Newtron 535 %5
VETE TIUI IS AR AR T AR B v A5 1 S T S E 26, 8 )5 DUE 21— /R B oME 28 2 A 3 48— 250, LA
28 y35) 5] L AT I8 5 — AN AR, DL A5 21 5092 R A H 28 b B8 2 T IB B T ALl 434 V2% (follow the approximated
leader, fA K FTAL)P Oy MR k4785 2 503 A5 Ui ARy, o S0 by g ok 5045 2 PO 0 A8 2 R 400, 48 I ) PR 3 o 1 )
A BTUARTVE SR AR T — F A FO0MU RS 2R 92 P o 47 2K R IR — > AT LA ) R ) e B T S BRI 1 S 4
{9 7R [ BYABL Newtron S35 (1 1R _E F 7T LU O(logT) 32 AL 2] O(T*?). Newtron 532 MR SN GE T % S ok
B i, — PR 451 2% bR O AN il 2 X A BRAR A
2013 £, Crammer %5 A VPVZE AR B2 b 10 A2 il & A 22 ME SR AL R TR 1, 30— D AR 2R 1 1) 038 1 56
T E{EFE M bandit(confidence based bandit, &K Confidit) &k, 1% EEIE T M AL, F H £ B {5 5 (upper
confidence bound, &k UCB) V2 1) S ARG ¥R 22 RURI il 20 BB 45 5 75 — 2, A R T i, G =% R i — 2 40 2R 2% 1)
THE, 25 RS TN B AS B P g 3 T 45 5 T A AN 050 5 Ak 2 R e K R AR AN AR S SRV I TN S bR AR LT
G 1 B R 2 M 4y 2 SR B 0/1 3%, Confidit 53 1 1 B8 4R I U OT logT). R4 Confidit 5
Banditron #H b, B EE 15 72 S5 2R R 50, (5 B 1 28w A AR e A PR ) T 3H0&E Y L
2017 4, Beygelzimer 25 A1 fe ok — 20 57 — i (0 45 2% R S0 T 1o 00 0005, i AL R R O O/1 BRI
E AR S B ne0,114F 6,720 X R T 2 o0 KA R KA =1 IR BT 75 2 43 8 B85 47 2% R 4
Beygelzimer 25 \ NiZ 240 151 5% B8 $0 i+ — FF — B Banditron %% (second order Banditron algorithm, & #% SOBA),
SELVE RN SR A 5 Banditron B3 VAR [R] A 2 bR P4 2% R0 R P SR s, A5 780 o 37 D02 35 1 BRI PL AL
L 43 HT 10 5 5 2% W B I 2L 951 26 R 5, SOBA. BLVEH A6 I MBS OGT /1) MR 1 1.
(2) #orpric FIITEL 3% 2]
TE B3 M A 26 2328 2R G177V 7 F oy 1) S A A L I SR B 7R 48 S K AR A, 7 b b i AR A B2
2R /D R S A 2R A T I B AR X BB BT R TR A IR 5 S AR R AR 2 T SE A R AT 4 2K 5 AT Lk 4
T 25 U0 12 T2 (0 T 5 SRAR A5 R, B 1) H AR AR AE 32 BR AR AN T AT Bt g 2 A 1) T B B 3K R 9 TE

I
2
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2k gy 2 USRS I % H AR, — B 7R 2k 3 B A 5] B T A U A 10 S — v 7 1A AR A S 451
Fbm; 5 an T A R R 3R B SRS B Sk BT AR A

2004 #£,Cesa-Bianchil®% A ¥ 5 Xt 12 ) 8 & HF 1 7, 73 0 — W A0 B B WL v 4 B 31 3 3h 2 31 13
SO R HE AT R TE B O W U W, e NS BN /(S m) AR B R oy A R R B — N E Z,e
0,1}, HH, S — AN il brad 25 EL ol 1 e LS4, m, = R TS x, B HT R SRALTY w, (15 B4 5
TOUM ) AT B A SR Z= 1, Bk ) o, (R SR, IR S R A5 31 1 S, SR F B A 1 — B B B g L ) SR AR
SR HEHT 4 A SRR o 0 SR Z=0, R AN 2 i, AR T B A Y Cesa-Bianchil™ 25 A\ I B, B s 1) FH 5 /0 fg 2%
B, AT BVETE W EE EATY AR R 68 BXAS 5 b v 0 B N BT 52 0 ) PR 22 0 B 5 SR 5 B D 2 A ) 7D 28 s £
WKL, Cesa-Bianchi 2 AP SOE Winnow S0ER24 @ ) 1 5522 5] 1% B i, Zhao 5 AFIAN Lu 48 AP %t PA
BRI I0 2 2016 4F, Hao 25 NS HH — i 51 5 5 24 ) B 32 8 25 2] B0, 1% 0L 5 5 T I 3= 30 2
S EVEBO N 2 AR T bR A PSR AN R T A4 A BB R T N B A S R B R AR
AROW S 31O ity B i 1 NI S B 7 52 8 ok T _E 3R 38 T 5 T R 2% 2% >0 0 T AR DAAR, I A7 7 — Lo 56 T AL it 5
() TAEUS) 56 F 104 3 3% S 9 B 22 TAE AT LAS % Lughofer I K45 H ) 45 A 1 18 7 4 75 1500,

(3) o BT RIFELR % ]

FE — 5 g 7R f) B P v 3RS 51 R A AR AR A e TSR A g TR AR R SR AR TT LA A S
AT SRR IR P AE B B it — AN R BE TR B O ) TP A RE U Il I SR AR B M E L H VR R R Bk
BRAE N — NS0 b RRE R AL JE b B AR X P R 4 S 1A R 2R R BT AT A kb i AT AR 4 T 2 —
AMEAS RN T2 10 170 850, T2 fft e i ), g R b 5 B 205 1 25, e e WSR2 i s ) b g R Ak i AR B8 2 A, T
AR 3R R & YRS S KA 280 58 A8 A B i 12 10 AR A 0 1 S A Tl V1 4083

2010 #F,Cesa-Bianchi % NP7V 5%t 0 40 J T A9 2 1k 00 i 03 47 A 25 H7F 0, B2 1 — Tl v 20k 10 42 1 ]
BEZEER Pegasos [EARVETE RS 70 @ PR E T (AR i, G 32 BB AR R R AT DLSRAS 38 40 J& 15 8 1) it
P B R R ARG g MR AT g 58S R I R o R @ SRR 2.2012 4, Hazan A1 Koren™ UK #
RS B A USRI . Lasso S RF W) & B 5H0E, 70 9T e B350 40 J8 Ve BB T B A b, i & [8] )3 A0
Lasso [ ¥k J& 1 ) I 2 T80 B35 0 AR 3% v F0 SV AL T XoF S ¢ v = [ A1 AR08, bR T R A0 2R R 802 S 1 10, )
FH— A B AR 5T 1R 407 2K R 800 B AL 2 7 I 407 2K 1R 40, 2R 5 7058 PR 90 88 TG O Ay T 1) 7 R gk AT 2% =) BRI 4 AT
H45 B R W, Hazan F1 Koren FrfE i AR VEAM LT Cesa-Bianchi 25 A\ BI85, Hk 348 2 45 15 B 75 B RIREA S,
RIAE A 2 2% FE 45 BB OR 1) e it

R AR B T e [ U T, e e G v 2t e 3] 43 2 i P 45 R R B AT AR A — S RSO 1) R
ELIF 90 © 20 38 W, 06 J0 A ik 1 A0 7 32 R 5 5 1t P R D6 9 10 450 2% 60 550 b 19 dn s 48 2R 9000 T e k-
— M PRI 2% B T ) 1 S B 2 DT AT Rl — IR,

3 E2FEETHBRERKED LXMRIK

FEAR 22 157 F 40U, 2 75 i R AIE 1) 8 1) 4 P2 AR v, AR A 0 2 ) SR AR IR % 0L T 7T g 2 T a8 4k 2 M
P N T 7 A 3o AU £ A A PR e K R 240 DR K0 4 R ) T A T T S G 2 AR AR R A R T ) R R ) i
P OO0 Rk o o 24 U R 43 288 VR R T U P AR R TE 2R 5 51 . oh T 415 B R R S TR A
a5 B2 IR 2 1k — 20 BN B 2 21 B RE i L H R ROBIE 78 32 B A 5 45 B E R R IT Y.

FERR AL 257 2] W JU, — S L LTI A% w R BV E SO w AR Z 03 1A AR w i) £, DAL,
A [ - AELAE DT AT 5 A2 45 R P € Dl L 502 SR 0 0I5 v 4 ) — A 2250 XU B /N () T 2892 NP A 1]
R Sy i o i — ME R, O ST VAR R T R B 1 2805 R M Y € S B2 AR AR € YEAUE AR A M
Co VBRI 5 2 RTTIEIET €0 BT 73, S AE BRI ST v 73 P 55 10 SR — A TE M B 20 AR 4 A
TR L5 2 2B AR 1 B4 BRI IE 4R — N R 45 RE 1 £ DR VE AL R AT . 3R 2 B I SR e Ty i R
(I T A X 8 5 3 A1 AR TR ST SR T A A AA TT R 1) — o S 170 S S it ) i ST A R AR A R N

T
w, X,
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7,3 T €y Y HCZ TR/ A ) A B 777 35 308 o S 240 Mt 4 488 5 i P R S B0 2 R (8 HE R B i 12, AN RE S 5B AL P
ARAG AR (O 0 8, th AN RE ORAUEAEAE 2k 25 > IR UOEAR A BY () €0 Dy Y B b 57 T — A [ 0 #5021 £ b
077 35 U AT A 2 L K

Table 2 Recent work in sparse online learning

®2 ML RO T AR

i A SR e RIS
0 VAR R [98,99]
£ JEHOE ML FOBOS!, TrunGrad!'®", ¢,-RDA!H, cMD!'®!, ¢,-ARDA!"*, Ada-FOBOS!'*, SOL!'%!
Lo T OFS, sALC!'! SOFS!'"7, BARDA!'! BAMD!!%!

3.1 ETF o uBAR/ENEIFE

BT 0 YEB LN T3 A s BB R A B N B RE T S AR B R E — AN A R AR € Bk 3R
R ER EPS 3T o) YUEOE W 5 1% B E B I SR/ 6y TE A PR 453 2% bR HOR 3R 15 R B A 2.

Duchi 2 A1OZE 2009 4E 32 H BT [ )5 1] 43 1 (forward backward splitting, 7 FOBOS) 41k, 1% 5L 7E &5 k%
RO TR S AT — A BA BT B TE 37,13 31— [RS8 5 72 R AR B 1 4 31— /MK ¢ T30 20 FE I 3 A 15
FIH AR I AR R R I8 R R T A BB Y R EHE AT A T T 0 TE AL BT R 2R 2R 4 FOBOS HE ]
LU OGT) i €, TE AL AR SR

FOBOS g4 Uik AR i B4 o 18] A dE A7 A 7 P 8 1 ok T 3ot 2 FELAS A% B 70 A i 1k b 1076 280 37 AH
Lt 2 F,Langford 2% A0 Hy — Filt B 35 11 (6 28 W7 6 12 (truncated gradient, [ #R TrunGrad)J5 ¥, 1% 5 VEBERS k ik
AT SRR R AT 7 B AL R A AR B SR B LR A1 7 02 8 45 /9 0,388 |, TrunGrad 7T LAEUAR 5 FOBOS
AH 21 TE U 44 1R 5

2010 4, Xiaol'O2LE 5t 8 - 24 (dual averaging, &R DA)EI%: i i B 1E ) Ak 453 5k B8 B 0 15 78 rb 32 o 16 U0 4k it
18 F 14 (regularized DA, fiiFk RDA)SI%; [F4E, Duchi 25 A\ U0t %6 78 28 45 4% T B& (mirror descent, & F% MD)% %
1T IR B A H ARS8 F % (composite-objective MD, & # CMD)&. . RDA 1 CMD {E& 4 4kt 72/,
PN TE A TR0 DA 2 E £, T &2 B oM B4 B Fs rh, LS B S B A X T €y YO H0E A B ™ 45 2K 1R
$o7 41,25 TH 2% 5] RDA Fil CMD 50335045 OGT) [t £, 1E 14 1 5 FOBOS #% iF I /& CMD $ 1 )45 451

RDA Fll CMD S #BERZ T an o] R FH 453 5 B8 40P I D00 14 &85 ) Sk 72 e A 20 (100 A i 2, L B A1 80 R 7 0 R F
)RR AR R R OB BEAS 214 A B TR A B 8 B AR AE. R, Duchi 25 AUYE 2011 4
43 5% RDA Fl CMD 34T Bk, 2 B 3& B ) RDA (adaptive RDA, i #} ARDA)FI H i& & ) CMD(adaptive CMD,
fAI Bk ACMD),1E %= >) 3 A% Ao B % AR b 0 V8RB A5 BRAEE — /N RE G P ARIE GPATE RS BB EE T 5
FE )5 3] PR EE AR R T K i R R B E AR GO I AN ST O R X A AR 7R B P ORI A,
Duchi %5 A PR 43 BER AR — Bl T A R 00 55002, R TR 497 G IR g S B, AT AR K M 240 sk T B892 P B 25 5 R

s 5 A A W 6 A58 B £ 50925, Duchi - 25 A B B 5005 7T US55 OT) AR 24 10 1E AL M IR 5. 2 A s
6 75 45 K B, ARDA Rl ACMD %331 5 Hi 1) £,-ARDA H1 Ada-FOBOS %3 Lt Al 3@ B ) £,-RDA Fl FOBOS
SRR R 8 A5 B 4 (00 12 e, L AR PR I 7K ST 9 B .

2014 4, Wang A0 — A2 Ak [ 07 75 28 4 SSHE SR, 2 HE 42 AT LSt — S 17 76 () — B s 7 7 2 2 >

BRI R
32 ETo8ENGE

Jin £ NP4ZE 2014 4547 B4 5 T 40T 10 7E 464515 1% 4% (online feature selection, fii ik OFS)& ik Sk 7E 4 3%
A el B T RS S BIMAR IR B A & JEROR, A5 M b 45 R840 7o 3R 4R R S R HUAEL AR 5 AR
RAMUTCR AR B A RRITT R, H LB & — AN TiE SUH B Tin 5 N $R 1t OFS 1R 22 S RAIE B AT R4t
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Zhai % NUOSME 2018 4F AR IE T-16 B B4 AR B H— BRI 0L 26 7 4 F(sparse approximated linear
classifier,ff] % SALC)&H % BETER JIE RIS IR T IER S FEEFH G RN 20 MHEFHR—ABFHE (G D
YO ER AN Wy, X — B0 DUIB N 2,0 B 70 38 42 BB 20BN B R HE 71 5 480 7 2 T f /D B 6 36 Rk 52
W.SALC B — AN FRER S ] LS w5 200 Z AT € TEEFE B, TR TE wyo B € W B 1. Zhai 55 AIE B 3@
i Y B A (12 51 25K SALC RSB ELE OGT) [t IR 5t

OFS FI SALC ¥ /& 5 — P 59 OGD 15 1 1 A i 77 725, 385 R R — A S okl B 2% >3 W 55 N UO7I7E 2017
SERET M Bk AROW R R T T 732,38 H P 75 28 R#1iE 1% #% (second-order OFS, [ #K SOFS) & i%. 9 T BE(%
AROW HJZ= [ 404, SOFS i X f A ) AROW B F7E B kA rh b i B b B /N B ST,
SR, Wu 25 A\ FE 345 9 SOFS F2 (AT B {8 {RA1E.

Zhai 25 NU'OSITE 2018 45 ST W A 1 38 B YRS BE BT 1B B A AR LR AR I B T ) ARDA
(budgeted ARDA,fii# BARDA)F T [ H 3% » MD(budgeted adaptive MD, i #X BAMD). P Fh 52 76 F A R 1E
FA AR 6 P B EE P I 2% 6 25 RE AR AIE 75 24 T U 4% HP RS B R AR A g s 4 U R I A% Zhai S8 NN TR
A RLVL SR L VR AN F M AR 23 AT, - S8 ST UG E B BT B2 A0 LT OFS F1 SOFS [ 4 ek

4 TEEBTHERLREEES XARIK

MATVE AT R o 2K TARE R B ER IR 25 BB R AU B 2 48 P B AN B 2 AT ]
Gy AR, B A 2 Bl B IR R AR SR AL RAE A MRS R I S 20 M SR R T 1 R N AR R B R bR i
2 18] ) B K 0% 2R £ 6 6 I 1) 2 A Xk DL FUR £t A A 1102 100 Jhe o Y0 5% B2 iy e 555 46 5, N AL R UF T 2 ST BV B AL &
R RE T, BE WS B A I RO 0 R IH N, 8 45 T S A AR 5 05 1 M R — ST A TR B o 2K B R SRR
B b AR R R AR B TR SR R Rk &R

17 1E (R AL IR B8 20 S SR 3 AT DA Dy AR 700 1 3 A 2 A 700 g (11U e s 900 e gk o T80 LA G i B 2 ) Ik
F107 398 B A, LT 46 17 R P AR R A AL A1) 3 T R SR L2 e AR R SVMIIA R B AT
SRR I A AR S b D AR S TR b BB AT I VEDT W8I N F T I AG0 od e 2 1 3 g R
Uk B (concept-adapting VEDT, ik CVEDT)SiEM S #2 1 Hisk, B4k — sk S 2 SR P &is i & 4
BEAS E IR AR 55— B0 AH BT 22 BB 00 R SRR (I 25 A /N (B 2 A B A 2.

Z MR B AN RR N B 3T N AR SV TE N AT R 7 22 A3 R TR (8 TG A TR 22 AR TR 92 AT DU Bk o A
PRI 25 00 23 A PR ARSE 2RY it b S 383 T T R 28 o I i Ak 3, AT L e 8 B SRV A B R A H T A
IEAT LAY NP SR 1 SR I T A e i A el O 200 SE T A 4 R BA B L 2 ORI R AR LR IK
AN AL PR —ANFEAS FEA AL FE 58 5 o 75 0 AT A AU 0.6 3 MW BUR JUAN LS 4 T filn I 2R 4R R4 28
BE(1) A AL 4 88 BN 3R 3 25 88,(2) AL 2 REVESRNG () ALPRVRAN SR B (4) 4LMEIR & NS (5) — 6
{4 FRERE R MM ;(6) 2 75 R A2 A A0 1) 4 A ol 7 48 4, B 6] i 20 44 ) e o s ) 4L 42

Table 3 A summary of online ensemble algorithms

*®3 BRI Y

CERTS HERG BT EZ 2 i LRV AS SR R HIE BN ditiREE
OzaBag!'!! EEEL R HRFE - ZH - x
pwm!'#! EEAELSRE R A i B ok JIYEZ g5’ x N
ASHTBag!*" Hoeffding # FRFEHE IR RN BN )T I ER Ere) x x
ADWINBag'™! (L& {EL 24 R ADWIN!'2 £ G N N
LevBag™  {EREL5 K% ERFE ADWIN ZHBE v v
DDD!'? FEREMN AR ) RS R Fr B e 2 LRI 2 B SR v x
OAUE!"! LRSI ¥107 % I ER Ere) x \
EBPegasos!''") BPegasos!*) EL N TRIE S NN ADWIN YIS EZ €] \/ \

2005 4£,0zal " H — P 7E 28 AR 1 bagging 592, 81 FR N OzaBag. B 24— AN #5249 5K #1,0zaBag 75 A&
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ARG RIS EON 1 IR 50 A0 PR FEAS B — A B RS kSRS LR B A 40 888 2 5T TS24 &k O H TN )
W25 R 3R RFES RN & A B LA RE A AN 24 43 28 28 25 2] OB AN [, 3t 4 R g A 2 A 4 5 38
FBATEAF B A L OX U T L 261 bootstrap H BISR AR, RUNTE 2 28 W5 00 R, B A S2 5 g ik vh
HIMEZR L T S 80N | FIARA 547 .OzaBag 187 FH 17 52 110 22 S0H 22 04T 0 28 SR, B T B = 45 1) 1 %2 ,0zaBag %
M N RAR R A N A

2007 4E, Kolter 2 A" Ht DWM(dynamic weighted majority) il ab B & EH, i% H I 4E 4 — B
TR 2E A3, 3G i () B A AR 8 — A A A 22 A A D T B, A AT 40 Be (0, 1) i, B B b
H5E p AN B AUEE /N T 45 5 BRAE PR AR A ) Bk, 5 R 0 B s 0 PR A 43 S F00 45 SRk e 2 5 B BT 1
A T AR E 2 AR ORI, DWM 2 5 52 21 Wk 7 15 00 T 5 B A A i 2H 2

2009 4 Bifet % N5 Hoeffding W& [ 1#3 T —Fh4E %% ASHTBag(adaptive-size Hoeffding tree
bagging),1% 51248 F A [R] K /N ) Hoeffding B AE A 444 73 25 345 IR 5 F H OzaBag H) B SRAY: 77 15 A5 SR AR IS AT
TEAN [ 1) SE £ G b8t P AR HOIM AL RS 51 T 32 SR V1A A ARARE 1) 35 22, 2 IS 45 552 T B, A BROARE 1) 453 SR e
LT e 15 iR 2 BT OzaBag, ASHTBag Rk = 5 #4) 8 5 50 Ak b 20 50 S8 % A= (MR A 32 75

Bifet 25 N1 % B #E OzaBag BiE AN ADWIN 7 46 I 453k U 23 e 6 00 22 4% A0 SP47 4L 42 23 25 2% 1 1k
fE, 38 i ADWINBag, i S IETER I BER 5,2 F deiacd i (0 2644, 6] 422 1) 2EL 42

2010 4 Bifet 2 N2 it 7 ADWINBag, 2 ! LevBag(leveraging bagging) i, AR HZH0N 1 1
B 03 AT HEAT B R A, TR S 808 6 WIVERA 73 A0 IX 3G T R AR Bk 2% ST W IR B [F) I A 45 B0 25 5 =2 Bk 7 4
5 140 5 T TR ) W 7 I8 BT 1) 22 IR 2 T

2012 4 Minku %5 A U2552 3 22 B & RS R0 (1) ) & U7 42t DDD(diversity for dealing with drifts)
BE B4 4 DNEAANFRREZ RN BUEE, B AN BUE RS [F 2 5090 88 o3 A 34T BRI R R
AR FH St M A B0CHE R R S, DAARE A A [ P B 3 38 AN (1) P 8 R Sk Fo 00 48 1 2 s 9% A A P AN a0 1) 952
F 146 T 2 24 104 15 (0 5 510 v B 2R U028 pp il by T DDD 2 4 A 0925 10 T VG 4 i, I 1) R 25 [ AR AN K

2014 4 Brzezinski 25 A U2OVf5E 0l 35 - H 4 He i) £ o 55032 (1 S8 A8, $2 1 OAUE(online accuracy updating
ensemble) 5%, 1% B35 Fa) HA 14 b 6] g AR i 204k A AEL A 3 SRR AE B I @ NREAR b 00 1) 350 77 3R 22 SRR AN
FUME R AHZ BV AR M R 5 0 1 A S SR BAAT AL A G s AN B — 5 T, DK B R AR B T AR AR B B A 2
A5 E 2 3 BN MR SIS () R S o — 7 T, /N B A A B T O MR R A A S PR R A R AR TR 2L Ay 2
5 (17 M BE AN % B , 1 1 PR 15 SRR o e 1k AR T 8 1k R 355

2017 4F,Zhai 25 N5 1A i 4k Ak 5O S B T R E 553 EBPegasos(ensemble BPegasos),i%
B FITE 26 SVM Bk ——BPegasos! P WE A 411 43 2 2% 38 i 2  BPegasos [f) T 2 MOk My 2 2 FE AL 1 41
R, IR A B AL ADWIN VRS ar il 45 i W A0 AN VP Al 2840 76 5o Sod B vk e, — BRI B ER8  BE 1 2%
7 B T o 24 W 2EL R o 28 3 B S T K T R T VRS SRV T T I I 1 ) LA ) A D 2L %

S AN DR R VR A%, R0 DU DR 3 084 2 ST IR 0 2R, DU 1) 7 2, 0 i ST A g s AN R P TR 2 2 1) AR B 1)

ST

T RRATT AT T U B () £ 2 5 A I, o B R BRI B B (R B o AT T DA 2 g e s 1Y)
JE R SRR AR IR 50 M7, 08 1 BB 5 A I b Ak 3 % b S AL (L R T T AR B SRR ) T AE A S g AR R A
FRE IR A A I AR W W IR AT (RS A A5 e Bk () P B S2 ) TR A AR U SR (R M R o T — 2P R AL
TRHAR 14 BRI P RS, R R AT DA 36 T & H IR 30 R 741 3 TR 1 45 e 1D VB A T Bk e 11207133,

5 REMARAGME

RHCHE I 75 SR 0 25 1 K e Bl T AR LR ST AR O R, MBI A R E R R 4 IR R
SURITE 2R % S Rp jU W SR b Rl T I AR SR IR B 43 B TEAS [A) 150 B R B 78 AR 1 =8 B R B () = M /N ok
RIR).



924 Journal of Software #AF% . Vol.31, No.4, April 2020

Table 4 The degree of richness of research on streaming data classification in different settings
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Fig.3 Future research directions for classification of high-dimensional or/and evolving streaming data
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