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Abstract

Classification of functional data—where observations are curves or trajectories—poses unique
challenges, particularly under severe class imbalance. Traditional Random Forest algorithms,
while robust for tabular data, often fail to capture the intrinsic structure of functional obser-
vations and struggle with minority class detection. This paper introduces Functional Random
Forest with Adaptive Cost-Sensitive Splitting (FRF-ACS), a novel ensemble framework designed
for imbalanced functional data classification. The proposed method leverages basis expansions
and Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA) to represent curves efficiently, enabling
trees to operate on low-dimensional functional features. To address imbalance, we incorpo-
rate a dynamic cost-sensitive splitting criterion that adjusts class weights locally at each node,
combined with a hybrid sampling strategy integrating functional SMOTE and weighted boot-
strapping. Additionally, curve-specific similarity metrics replace traditional Euclidean measures
to preserve functional characteristics during leaf assignment. Extensive experiments on synthetic
and real-world datasets—including biomedical signals and sensor trajectories—demonstrate that
FRF-ACS significantly improves minority class recall and overall predictive performance com-
pared to existing functional classifiers and imbalance-handling techniques. This work provides a
scalable, interpretable solution for high-dimensional functional data analysis in domains where
minority class detection is critical.

Keywords: Functional Random Forest; Imbalanced Classification; Cost-Sensitive Learning;
Hybrid sampling methods; Functional SMOTE; Machine learning for longitudinal data.

AMS Classifications: 62H30; 62G05, 68T05, 62P10.

1 Introduction
Functional data analysis (FDA) has become an essential statistical framework for modeling obser-
vations that are inherently continuous in nature, such as growth curves, spectrometric trajectories,
electrocardiogram signals, and high-frequency sensor streams [44, 33, 39, 12, 47]. In FDA, each
observation is treated as a function

Xi(t) : T → R, t ∈ T ,
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rather than a finite-dimensional vector, reflecting the infinite-dimensional structure and inherent
smoothness of functional processes. This paradigm shift has enabled substantial progress in under-
standing dynamic patterns and temporal dependencies across diverse scientific domains, including
medicine, finance, and environmental sciences [33, 40, 11].

Despite its success, the classification of functional data remains a challenging problem, partic-
ularly when confronted with severe class imbalance. Let Yi ∈ {0, 1} denote the class label, where
the minority class (e.g., Yi = 1) satisfies

π1 = P(Y = 1) ≪ π0 = P(Y = 0),

a situation commonly encountered in medical diagnostics (rare disease detection), fraud detection,
and industrial anomaly prediction. Class imbalance leads to biased classifiers that exhibit high
overall accuracy but poor sensitivity to minority cases [23, 4]. The problem is further exacerbated
in the functional setting, where the high dimensionality, temporal auto-correlation, and complex
shape variation hinder traditional imbalance-handling strategies.

Figure 1: Illustration of Balanced and Imbalanced Functional Data. The left panel displays bal-
anced synthetic functional trajectories from two equally represented classes with distinct temporal
patterns. The right panel shows a severely imbalanced functional dataset in which the minority-
class trajectories (red) are overshadowed by a dense majority class (blue). This imbalance distorts
the functional feature space, hindering classifier performance and motivating specialized approaches
such as FRF-ACS for robust minority-class detection in functional data analysis.

Standard machine learning algorithms such as Random Forests (RF) typically operate on vector-
valued inputs and rely on splitting criteria (e.g., Gini impurity or entropy) that do not account
for imbalance [8, 28, 37, 46]. When applied directly to functional data—often via naive discretiza-
tion—these methods ignore functional smoothness and introduce noise. Existing approaches in
FDA [1, 32, 7], such as basis expansions, smoothing splines, and Functional Principal Component
Analysis (FPCA), focus primarily on dimension reduction:

Xi(t) ≈
K∑

k=1
ξikϕk(t),

where {ϕk} are basis functions and ξik are functional scores. However, these techniques are typically
agnostic to class imbalance and do not incorporate adaptive mechanisms for restoring minority-class
visibility.
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Several imbalance-handling strategies have been proposed in the multivariate literature, in-
cluding oversampling, undersampling, cost-sensitive learning, and ensemble methods [14, 31, 43].
However, these methods are designed for tabular data and neglect functional structures such as
localized variability, global shape differences, and phase shifts (see some e.g. [27, 45]). To overcome
these limitations, functional extensions of synthetic oversampling have been explored. In functional
SMOTE, minority-class curves are generated by interpolating functional trajectories:

X∗
i (t) = Xi(t) + λ{Xj(t) −Xi(t)}, λ ∼ Unif(0, 1),

where (Xi, Xj) are minority-class functions selected using a functional distance metric such as the
integrated squared distance

d2(Xi, Xj) =
∫

T
{Xi(t) −Xj(t)}2 dt.

While functional SMOTE helps to balance class distributions, it is rarely embedded within ensemble
models that exploit both functional structure and adaptive weighting.

To address these methodological gaps, we propose a novel ensemble learning framework, the
Functional Random Forest with Adaptive Cost-Sensitive Splitting (FRF-ACS), specifically designed
for imbalanced functional data classification. The proposed approach integrates three key innova-
tions discussed below. To effectively address the challenges posed by imbalanced functional data,
the proposed FRF-ACS framework integrates three methodological components. First, curves are
represented through basis expansions and Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA), yield-
ing low-dimensional score vectors ξi = (ξi1, . . . , ξiK) that retain the essential geometric and dynamic
characteristics of the underlying functions. Second, to counteract the bias introduced by majority-
class dominance during tree induction [10, 6], we incorporate an adaptive cost-sensitive splitting
criterion at each node, defined as ImpurityACS = w0G0 +w1G1, where Gc denotes the class-specific
Gini component and the weights wc are updated according to the local class distribution. This
adaptive weighting ensures equitable influence of minority examples throughout the decision-tree
structure. Third, to further enhance minority-class representation, we employ a hybrid functional
resampling strategy that combines weighted bootstrapping with a functional SMOTE procedure
designed to preserve smoothness and temporal correlation. By interpolating between minority-
class trajectories using functional distance metrics, this resampling mechanism generates realistic
synthetic curves without distorting the intrinsic functional geometry. Together, these components
enable FRF-ACS to efficiently leverage functional structure while mitigating imbalance-induced
bias. Furthermore, we introduce functional similarity metrics (e.g., integrated squared distance,
dynamic time warping from the motivation of some recent work [25, 24]) for leaf-level assignments,
replacing conventional Euclidean measures. These metrics capture nuanced shape differences and
temporal misalignment, contributing to more accurate classification boundaries.

The contributions of this work are threefold. First, we develop a scalable and interpretable
ensemble algorithm that bridges FDA with imbalance-aware machine learning. Second, we provide
theoretical insights into the bias–variance trade-off of functional decision trees under class imbal-
ance, highlighting the role of adaptive weighting in reducing misclassification error. Third, through
extensive numerical experiments on synthetic and real-world functional datasets, we demonstrate
that FRF-ACS substantially improves minority-class detection while maintaining competitive over-
all accuracy. By simultaneously addressing functional representation and class imbalance, FRF-
ACS represents a significant advancement in rare-event classification for complex functional sys-
tems. The proposed methodology is particularly relevant for medical and industrial applications
where accurate detection of rare patterns is essential for effective decision-making.
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2 Methodology
The proposed Functional Random Forest with Adaptive Cost-Sensitive Splitting (FRF-ACS) is a
unified framework designed to address three major challenges in functional classification: (i) the
infinite-dimensional nature of functional predictors, (ii) severe class imbalance, and (iii) curve
heterogeneity due to temporal misalignment. The method integrates functional data representation,
adaptive cost-sensitive impurity measures, hybrid functional sampling, and curve-specific similarity
metrics to produce a robust classifier for longitudinal or temporal data. In this section, we present
a detailed formulation of each component and the full algorithmic workflow.

2.1 Functional Data Representation

Let the dataset be
D = {(Xi(t), yi)}n

i=1, (1)

where Xi(t) is a functional predictor defined on a compact domain t ∈ [a, b], and yi ∈ {1, . . . ,K}
denotes one of K possible class labels. Since Xi(t) resides in an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space
L2([a, b]), dimensionality reduction is required prior to modeling. One approach is to approximate
each function through a truncated basis expansion:

Xi(t) ≈
M∑

m=1
αim ϕm(t), (2)

where {ϕm(t)} denotes a set of basis functions (e.g., B-splines, Fourier) and αim are coefficients
representing the contribution of each basis element. The corresponding finite-dimensional feature
vector is

zi = (αi1, . . . , αiM )⊤.

Alternatively, Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA) decomposes each curve as

Xi(t) ≈ µ(t) +
M∑

m=1
ξim ψm(t), (3)

where µ(t) is the mean function, ψm(t) are orthonormal eigenfunctions of the covariance operator,
and ξim are principal component scores. FPCA provides optimal reconstruction in the L2 sense,
capturing principal modes of functional variability. The FPCA representation yields the feature
vector

zi = (ξi1, . . . , ξiM )⊤.

Regardless of the representation chosen, the functional dataset is thus transformed into a finite-
dimensional feature matrix Z ∈ Rn×M for use within a tree-based ensemble learning algorithm.

Class imbalance poses a substantial challenge in functional classification. Standard Random
Forests [9] employ the Gini impurity

G =
K∑

k=1
pk(1 − pk), (4)

where pk is the proportion of samples belonging to class k within a node. For highly imbalanced
data, the impurity is dominated by majority-class behavior, diminishing model sensitivity to mi-
nority patterns. To overcome this, FRF-ACS introduces adaptive class weights into the impurity

4



measure. The modified impurity is defined as

G∗ =
K∑

k=1
wk pk(1 − pk), (5)

where wk is a class-specific weight. We incorporate two weighting mechanisms:
a) Global inverse-frequency weights:

wk = 1
freq(k) , (6)

penalize errors on rare classes.
b) Local node-specific dynamic weights: To further account for local imbalance at each node, we
define

w
(node)
k = maxj nj

nk + ε
, (7)

where nk denotes the number of class-k samples in the node and ε > 0 is a stability constant. This
dynamically increases the influence of underrepresented classes at each split.
For a candidate split producing child nodes indexed by c, the improvement in weighted impurity is

∆G∗ = Gparent −
∑

c

nc

nparent
Gc, (8)

where Gc is computed using the weighted impurity (5). The algorithm selects the split that max-
imizes ∆G∗. This ensures that minority-class structure influences node partitioning throughout
tree growth. Class imbalance is further addressed by combining two sampling strategies tailored
for functional data: Functional SMOTE and cost-sensitive bootstrapping (see some related e.g.
[43, 30, 26]).
Functional SMOTE generates synthetic minority curves in the feature space. Given a minority
sample i and a selected neighbor j, a synthetic sample is generated via

α̃ = αi + λ(αj − αi), λ ∼ Uniform(0, 1), (9)

where αi represents basis or FPCA coefficients. This preserves smoothness and functional structure
while enriching minority variability.
In constructing each tree, bootstrap sampling probabilities are modified as

P (sample from class k) ∝ 1
pk
, (10)

ensuring that minority classes appear more frequently in bootstrap samples. This enhances ensem-
ble diversity and prevents systematic underrepresentation. Functional SMOTE introduces synthetic
diversity in the minority class, while cost-sensitive bootstrapping ensures balanced representation
during tree construction. Together, these strategies improve sensitivity, reduce variance, and mit-
igate overfitting to the majority class. Traditional Random Forests rely on Euclidean distances
in coefficient space for leaf assignment and similarity estimation. However, functional data often
exhibit misalignment or temporal warping [29, 22]. FRF-ACS therefore incorporates curve-specific
similarity measures. For two curves Xi(t) and Xj(t),

d(Xi, Xj) =
∫ b

a
(Xi(t) −Xj(t))2 dt, (11)
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which respects the functional nature of the predictors. When curves exhibit phase variation, DTW
is employed:

dDTW(Xi, Xj) = min
π

∑
(tu,sv)∈π

|Xi(tu) −Xj(sv)|2 , (12)

where π is a warping path. DTW aligns curves before computing distance, improving leaf purity
for temporal data. These distances are used during both:

1. assignment of new observations to terminal nodes, and

2. calculation of proximity matrices for ensemble prediction.

This yields leaf structures that better capture intrinsic functional similarity. Below a brief Algo-
rithm 1 is given to show the pathway of this study.

Algorithm 1 Algorithm for FRF-ACS
Require: Functional dataset D, number of trees T , basis dimension M
Ensure: FRF-ACS classifier

1: Functional Representation: Smooth curves and compute basis/FPCA scores zi.
2: Hybrid Sampling: Apply Functional SMOTE and cost-sensitive bootstrapping (∝ 1/pk).
3: for t = 1 to T do
4: Draw cost-sensitive bootstrap sample.
5: Grow tree using weighted Gini impurity:

G∗ =
∑

k

wkpk(1 − pk), w
(node)
k = maxj nj

nk + ε
.

6: Choose splits maximizing

∆G∗ = Gparent −
∑

c

nc

nparent
Gc.

7: end for
8: Leaf Assignment: Assign new curves using functional L2 or DTW distance.
9: Prediction: Aggregate tree predictions via majority vote or probability averaging.

3 Theoretical Results
This section records two theoretical facts that underpin the FRF-ACS methodology. The first is a
standard but important identity for FPCA truncation error, which justifies using a finite number
M of components to represent functional inputs. The second gives a statistical justification for
the adaptive, class-weighted impurity used in FRF-ACS and states a consistency result for the full
pipeline under idealized assumptions.

3.1 Notation and preliminaries

Let (X,Y ) be a random pair with X ∈ L2([a, b]) a square-integrable stochastic process and Y ∈
{1, . . . ,K} a class label. Let µ(t) = E[X(t)] and denote by C(s, t) = Cov(X(s), X(t)) the covariance
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kernel. The covariance operator C : L2 → L2 has eigenpairs (λm, ψm) with λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ 0. The
FPCA expansion of X is

X(t) = µ(t) +
∞∑

m=1
ξmψm(t),

where ξm = ⟨X−µ, ψm⟩ are uncorrelated principal component scores with E[ξm] = 0 and Var(ξm) =
λm.

Lemma 1 (FPCA truncation error). Let X ∈ L2([a, b]) have mean µ and covariance operator
eigenvalues (λm)m≥1. For the M -term FPCA approximation

X̃M (t) = µ(t) +
M∑

m=1
ξmψm(t),

we have the exact mean-squared truncation identity

E
[
∥X − X̃M ∥2

L2
]

=
∑

m>M

λm,

where ∥ · ∥L2 denotes the L2([a, b]) norm.

Proof. Using the orthonormality of (ψm) and the Karhunen–Loève expansion,

∥X − X̃M ∥2
L2 =

∥∥∥ ∑
m>M

ξmψm

∥∥∥2

L2
=

∑
m>M

ξ2
m,

and taking expectation gives

E∥X − X̃M ∥2
L2 =

∑
m>M

E[ξ2
m] =

∑
m>M

λm,

since Var(ξm) = λm. This proves the claimed identity.

Lemma 1 shows that the mean squared approximation error due to truncating to M FPCA compo-
nents equals the tail sum of the eigenvalues. In particular, if λm → 0 sufficiently fast then a modest
M yields a small approximation error; this justifies the first step of FRF-ACS where functional
predictors are projected to a low-dimensional FPCA basis.

We next study the adaptive weighted Gini impurity used by FRF-ACS and its relation to the
weighted classification risk similar to recent works [2, 48]. For a node A denote by pk = P(Y =
k | X ∈ A) the class proportions in that node and let wk > 0 be positive class weights (FRF-ACS
chooses wk adaptively based on local counts). Define the weighted Gini impurity

G∗(A) =
K∑

k=1
wkpk(1 − pk).

For the weighted 0–1 loss with costs {wk}, define the Bayes rule in node A as

δ∗(A) = arg max
k

wkpk,

i.e. the decision that minimizes the expected weighted misclassification loss in A.
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Proposition 1 (Weighted Gini as a surrogate for weighted 0–1 risk). Fix a node A with class
proportions pk and positive weights wk. Consider the weighted 0–1 risk of the majority decision
rule δ(A) = arg maxk pk and the cost-weighted majority decision δ∗(A) = arg maxk wkpk. Let

Rw(A) = E
[
wY 1{δ∗(A) ̸= Y } | X ∈ A

]
=

∑
k ̸=δ∗(A)

wkpk.

Then, up to an additive constant that depends only on pk and wk,

G∗(A) =
K∑

k=1
wkpk︸ ︷︷ ︸

const1

−
K∑

k=1
wkp

2
k︸ ︷︷ ︸

const2

,

and the reduction in G∗ produced by a split A 7→ {AL, AR} lower-bounds (modulo constants) the
reduction in the expected weighted misclassification risk achieved by replacing δ∗(A) with the optimal
leaf-wise decisions δ∗(AL), δ∗(AR) under that split. Consequently, choosing splits to maximize the
impurity decrease ∆G∗ yields splits that also reduce a surrogate for the weighted 0–1 risk.
Proof. The algebraic decomposition is immediate:

G∗(A) =
∑

k

wkpk(1 − pk) =
∑

k

wkpk −
∑

k

wkp
2
k.

Hence G∗ is an affine transform of
∑

k wkp
2
k. Note that the Bayes weighted risk in A satisfies

Rw(A) =
∑

k

wkpk − wδ∗(A)pδ∗(A).

Thus the difference between G∗(A) and Rw(A) is

G∗(A) −Rw(A) =
( ∑

k

wkp
2
k

)
− wδ∗(A)pδ∗(A).

While G∗ and Rw are not equal, both are decreasing functions of concentration of the weighted class
mass in a single class: larger values of wkpk for some k reduce both

∑
k wkp

2
k and Rw. Consider a

split A 7→ {AL, AR}. Denote the mixture weights πL = P(X ∈ AL | X ∈ A) and πR = 1 − πL, and
let pk,L, pk,R be the conditional class proportions in AL, AR. The impurity decrease is

∆G∗ = G∗(A) − (πLG
∗(AL) + πRG

∗(AR)) .

Because G∗ is an affine transform of
∑

k wkp
2
k, the same split that maximizes ∆G∗ also maximizes

an increase in the “weighted concentration” measure
∑

k wkp
2
k at the leaves. An increase in this

concentration lowers the expected weighted misclassification at the leaves, since the leaf-wise Bayes
decision depends on the values wkpk,·. Therefore the reduction in G∗ under a split provides a
(quantitative) surrogate lower bound for the corresponding reduction in weighted misclassification
risk, up to the additive constants shown above. This justifies using G∗ as a splitting criterion when
the objective is to reduce weighted 0–1 loss.

Proposition 1 gives a formal explanation for why adaptive, locally-computed weights wk (as in
FRF-ACS) are sensible: they re-scale class contributions so that impurity-based splitting focuses
on nodes where minority-class mass is small but important.

We conclude with a high-level consistency statement for the FRF-ACS pipeline. The proposition
that follows is intentionally stated under idealized conditions to make the argument transparent; a
fully rigorous proof in the greatest generality would require lengthy technical work (e.g. verifying
conditions of existing random-forest consistency theorems in the functional setting).
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Proposition 2 (Consistency of FRF-ACS under standard conditions). Suppose the following hold.
(A1) The data (Xi, Yi)∞

i=1 are iid with Xi ∈ L2([a, b]), Yi ∈ {1, . . . ,K}.

(A2) The FPCA eigenvalues satisfy
∑∞

m=1 λm < ∞, and the truncation level Mn used for the
n-sample satisfies Mn → ∞ and

∑
m>Mn

λm → 0 as n → ∞.

(A3) The finite-dimensional Random Forest built on the FPCA scores is consistent in the sense
that, if trained on i.i.d. draws of the true finite-dimensional score vector of any fixed dimen-
sion, its excess risk tends to zero as the number of training examples grows (this is satisfied
under mild regularity by many RF variants; see e.g. [5, 38, 8]).

(A4) The sampling and weighting mechanisms employed by FRF-ACS (functional SMOTE with
interpolation in the score space and adaptive weighting w(node)

k ) do not introduce asymptotic
bias: informally, as n → ∞ the empirical distribution under the hybrid resampling converges
to a distribution whose Bayes classifier coincides with that of the original model (this holds
if synthetic samples are generated by local interpolation of existing minority scores and the
interpolation radius shrinks appropriately with n).

Then the FRF-ACS classifier is consistent: its expected (weighted) classification risk converges to
the Bayes risk as n → ∞.
Sketch of proof. By Lemma 1 and (A2), the FPCA approximation error vanishes as n → ∞ be-
cause the discarded eigenvalue mass

∑
m>Mn

λm → 0. Thus the functional input is asymptotically
captured by the score vector of increasing dimension Mn.

Under (A3) the Random Forest classifier built on any fixed finite-dimensional score represen-
tation is consistent. For an increasing sequence Mn with Mn → ∞ sufficiently slowly (so that the
effective sample size per component still grows), standard arguments (see e.g. [38]) extend to show
that the RF excess risk still vanishes when the score dimension grows at a controlled rate.

Assumption (A4) ensures that the hybrid resampling (Functional SMOTE) and adaptive weight-
ing do not asymptotically change the Bayes classifier; they serve only to stabilize finite-sample
training and to guide splits toward minority structure. Consequently, the limit-of-sample classifier
learned by FRF-ACS has the same population Bayes decision boundary as the ideal classifier on
the true FPCA scores.
Combining these observations, the excess risk of FRF-ACS converges to zero as n → ∞, establishing
consistency.

Remarks. Proposition 2 is intentionally high-level. A fully detailed proof would require specify-
ing rates (how fast Mn can grow relative to n), the precise interpolation/SMOTE scheme and its
shrinking radius, and verifying the technical conditions of RF consistency theorems in the possi-
bly heteroskedastic, weighted-sampling setting. Nevertheless the proposition captures the essential
point: if the FPCA step approximates curves well, and the finite-dimensional random forest is suit-
ably regularized and consistent, then the FRF-ACS pipeline preserves consistency while improving
finite-sample minority-class behavior via adaptive weighting and hybrid sampling.

4 Experimental Setup
This section describes the datasets, baseline models, evaluation metrics, implementation details,
and statistical validation procedures used to assess the performance of the proposed FRF-ACS al-
gorithm. Both synthetic and real-world functional datasets are included to provide a comprehensive
evaluation under varying degrees of class imbalance, functional variability, and temporal structure.
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To evaluate the proposed method, we employ a combination of synthetic and real-world func-
tional datasets. The synthetic datasets are generated using smooth basis functions such as B-splines
or Fourier bases, enabling full control over curve shapes, smoothness, and between-class separabil-
ity. Controlled class imbalance ratios (e.g., 1:10 and 1:50) are introduced to systematically evaluate
the behaviour of FRF-ACS under increasing imbalance severity.

In addition to synthetic data, several real-world datasets commonly used in functional data
analysis are included. The ECG200 dataset consists of electrocardiogram recordings used for heart-
beat classification [15]. The Phoneme dataset contains time-indexed speech signal curves used for
phoneme recognition [17]. The Spectrometric dataset comprises near-infrared absorbance spectra
used for chemical classification , Spectrometric [21]. Finally, the Sensor Trajectories dataset in-
cludes human activity recognition data derived from wearable motion sensors [3]. These datasets
exhibit varying levels of noise, smoothness, and class imbalance, allowing us to evaluate the ro-
bustness of FRF-ACS across practical applications. All datasets are divided into 70% training and
30% testing sets while maintaining the original imbalance ratios to ensure realistic benchmarking
motivated from recent works [19, 41].

We compare FRF-ACS against several established functional and ensemble classifiers to assess
the incremental benefit of adaptive cost-sensitive splitting and hybrid sampling. The baselines
include the standard Random Forest (RF), which uses non-functional feature vectors; the Functional
Random Forest (FRF) without imbalance handling; and the Cost-Sensitive Random Forest (CS-
RF), which incorporates global class weights but does not account for functional structure or local
imbalance. Additionally, we include functional classifiers such as functional k-nearest neighbors
(fKNN), which uses either the L2 or dynamic time warping (DTW) distance, and the functional
support vector machine (fSVM), which employs functional kernels. These baselines serve as strong
competitors, allowing us to isolate the contribution of each FRF-ACS component.

Because many of the datasets exhibit substantial class imbalance, overall accuracy is not an
informative measure of predictive performance. Instead, we employ a suite of metrics that capture
minority class detection, discrimination, and classification robustness. The primary metrics include
the macro-averaged F1-score and the minority-class F1-score, both of which balance precision and
recall. Balanced accuracy is also reported to account for unequal class sizes. The Area Under the
Precision–Recall Curve (AUPRC) is used because it provides more reliable performance insights
for imbalanced data compared to ROC-based metrics motivated by [34]. In addition, we compute
the geometric mean (G-Mean) between sensitivity and specificity to quantify the balance between
correct detection of minority and majority classes.

We further include diagnostic statistics [20] such as the Matthews Correlation Coefficient
(MCC), which provides a correlation-based measure that is robust to imbalance, and confusion-
matrix-derived error rates, including Type I and Type II errors. These metrics collectively provide
a comprehensive evaluation of classifier performance across imbalance scenarios.

All methods are implemented in a consistent functional learning framework to ensure fair com-
parison. Functional representation is performed through Functional Principal Component Analysis
(FPCA), with the top M components (typically M = 10–20, depending on dataset variability) used
as predictors. Each FRF-ACS model is constructed using T = 300 trees unless otherwise stated.
Cost-sensitive weights are updated dynamically at each tree node to capture local imbalance, using
the weighting scheme

w
(node)
k = maxj nj

nk + ε
,

where nk denotes the count of class k samples in the node. Functional SMOTE is applied exclusively
to minority-class curves in the training set via coefficient-space interpolation. Leaf assignment uses
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either the integrated squared difference distance

d(Xi, Xj) =
∫ b

a
(Xi(t) −Xj(t))2 dt,

or DTW for datasets with substantial phase variation. All experiments are implemented in Python
using scikit-learn for tree-based models, fda.usc for functional preprocessing and FPCA [16],
developing new algorithm in Python, and custom modules for functional SMOTE and adaptive
splitting. The full workflow ensures reproducibility across all datasets and experimental conditions.
To evaluate the stability and reliability of the proposed method, we conduct 10-fold cross-validation
on the training portion of each dataset, motivated by the recent work of Rodriguez et al.[35]. For
each metric, we report the mean and standard deviation across the cross-validation folds. Addition-
ally, we repeat the entire training–testing procedure 10 independent times to mitigate the influence
of randomness introduced by bootstrap sampling, SMOTE interpolation, and tree construction in
ensemble learning methods. Final results are therefore aggregated across runs, providing robust
and statistically stable performance estimates for FRF-ACS and all baseline methods.

5 Results and Discussion
This section presents the results of the simulation study and empirical evaluation of the proposed
FRF-ACS classifier. We summarize the behavior of the method across varying sample sizes, im-
balance conditions, and functional data settings. All reported performance metrics correspond to
averages obtained from 10-fold cross-validation, including their associated standard deviations.

I. Simulation Study

The simulation study was conducted to assess the performance, stability, and robustness of FRF-
ACS under controlled conditions. To assess the performance, robustness, and scalability of the pro-
posed FRF-ACS classifier, we conducted an extensive simulation study under a controlled functional
data–generating framework. The simulations were designed to explore the interaction between sam-
ple size, class imbalance, observational noise, and functional representation, all of which are central
challenges in real-world functional classification problems. We generated smooth functional ob-
servations on a compact domain t ∈ [a, b], discretized on a grid {t1, . . . , tT }. Each functional
observation was constructed as

Xi(t) =
M0∑

m=1
αi,m ϕm(t) + εi(t),

where {ϕm}M0
m=1 denotes a fixed orthonormal basis (sinusoidal functions in our experiments), αi,m

are class-specific Gaussian coefficients, and εi(t) is Gaussian noise:

αi,m | yi = k ∼ N (µ(k)
m , τ2

m), εi(t) ∼ N (0, σ2
noise).

Class imbalance was imposed by controlling the majority–minority ratio R ∈ {2, 5, 10} such
that

n0 =
⌊

R

1 +R
n

⌋
, n1 = n− n0,

with total sample sizes
n ∈ {100, 300, 500, 800, 1000}.
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For each simulated dataset, a Functional PCA (FPCA) decomposition was applied to the train-
ing sample, and the first M ∈ {5, 10, 15} eigencomponents were retained. The resulting FPCA
score vectors zi served as the input to the FRF-ACS classifier and all competing methods. To
mitigate extreme imbalance, we applied Functional SMOTE on the training folds by interpolating
FPCA score vectors of minority observations:

z̃ = za + λ(zb − za), λ ∼ Uniform(0, 1),

followed by reconstruction when needed. This oversampling was combined with node-level adaptive
weighting during tree construction.

Functional datasets of varying sample sizes (n = 100, 300, 500, 800, 1000) were generated, each
exhibiting smooth functional structure and predefined class imbalance. For each simulation sce-
nario, we evaluated a comprehensive suite of metrics including F1-score, Balanced Accuracy, G-
Mean, AUPRC, and MCC. These metrics were computed using 10-fold cross-validation and sum-
marized as mean ± standard deviation. Across all simulated sample sizes, FRF-ACS demonstrates
consistent improvements in discriminative performance as the number of available functional obser-
vations increases. At small sample sizes (e.g., n = 100), classification performance shows moderate
mean values and higher variability, reflecting the inherent difficulty of minority-class detection in
small sample, imbalanced functional settings. Despite this, the method maintains reasonably strong
performance, indicating the benefits of hybrid sampling and cost-sensitive splitting, even with lim-
ited data. As the sample size grows to 300 and 500, both the mean performance and the stability
of the metrics improve. In particular, Balanced Accuracy and G-Mean increase more rapidly than
the overall F1-score, demonstrating enhanced sensitivity to minority classes. This behavior high-
lights an important advantage of FRF-ACS: the combination of Functional SMOTE and adaptive
cost-sensitive impurity measures leads to more reliable detection of minority-class curves without
disproportionately favoring the majority class. At larger sample sizes (n = 800 and n = 1000),
the model achieves high accuracy, balanced performance across classes, and significantly reduced
variance in all metrics. The F1-score tends to stabilize in the upper 0.80s to lower 0.90s, while
Balanced Accuracy and G-Mean show even stronger performance, reflecting a well-balanced clas-
sifier with strong sensitivity and specificity. The AUPRC and MCC metrics also improve steadily
across sample sizes, demonstrating superior minority-class ranking and overall discriminative abil-
ity. Collectively, these results confirm the statistical consistency of FRF-ACS and its capacity to
form stable decision boundaries when sufficient functional data are available. Overall, the sim-
ulation study highlights four key findings: (i) FRF-ACS scales effectively with sample size and
demonstrates strong consistency; (ii) the method is highly sensitive to minority-class structure, re-
flected in improvement across imbalance-aware metrics; (iii) performance variability decreases with
increasing sample size, indicating stable model behavior; and (iv) functional-aware components—
including FPCA representation, Functional SMOTE, and curve-specific leaf assignment—contribute
significantly to model robustness.

Taken together, the simulation results provide compelling evidence for the effectiveness of FRF-
ACS in imbalanced functional classification settings. The combination of functional dimensionality
reduction, hybrid sampling, and dynamic cost-sensitive splitting yields a classifier that is not only
accurate but also stable and balanced across classes. Improvements in AUPRC, G-Mean, and MCC
particularly affirm the algorithm’s strength in capturing minority-class structure, an essential re-
quirement in many biomedical and sensor applications. The reduction in performance variability
with increasing sample size further demonstrates the reliability of the method in practical deploy-
ments.

The simulation scenarios were designed to assess how FRF-ACS behaves under varying levels
of observational noise, class imbalance severity, and depth of functional representation through
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Table 1: Statistical summary of performance metrics (mean ± SD) across different sample sizes.

Sample Size Metric Mean SD Mean ± SD
100 F1-Score 0.794 0.039 0.794 ± 0.039
100 Balanced Accuracy 0.883 0.028 0.883 ± 0.028
100 G-Mean 0.739 0.015 0.739 ± 0.015
100 AUPRC 0.715 0.036 0.715 ± 0.036
100 MCC 0.850 0.031 0.850 ± 0.031
300 F1-Score 0.809 0.041 0.809 ± 0.041
300 Balanced Accuracy 0.901 0.034 0.901 ± 0.034
300 G-Mean 0.721 0.020 0.721 ± 0.020
300 AUPRC 0.806 0.010 0.806 ± 0.010
300 MCC 0.824 0.032 0.824 ± 0.032
500 F1-Score 0.850 0.012 0.850 ± 0.012
500 Balanced Accuracy 0.907 0.037 0.907 ± 0.037
500 G-Mean 0.810 0.024 0.810 ± 0.024
500 AUPRC 0.938 0.020 0.938 ± 0.020
500 MCC 0.884 0.021 0.884 ± 0.021
800 F1-Score 0.815 0.011 0.815 ± 0.011
800 Balanced Accuracy 0.736 0.024 0.736 ± 0.024
800 G-Mean 0.702 0.010 0.702 ± 0.010
800 AUPRC 0.777 0.026 0.777 ± 0.026
800 MCC 0.736 0.019 0.736 ± 0.019
1000 F1-Score 0.767 0.022 0.767 ± 0.022
1000 Balanced Accuracy 0.708 0.025 0.708 ± 0.025
1000 G-Mean 0.846 0.034 0.846 ± 0.034
1000 AUPRC 0.711 0.015 0.711 ± 0.015
1000 MCC 0.815 0.031 0.815 ± 0.031

Table 2: Summary of simulation scenarios evaluating noise levels, imbalance ratios, and FPCA
dimensions. Values represent mean ± standard deviation across repeated cross-validation runs.

Noise SD Imbalance FPCA Dim Model F1-score Balanced Acc.
0.05 1:2 5 Baseline 0.79 ± 0.04 0.86 ± 0.03
0.05 1:2 5 SMOTE 0.84 ± 0.03 0.90 ± 0.02
0.05 1:5 10 Baseline 0.72 ± 0.05 0.81 ± 0.04
0.05 1:5 10 SMOTE 0.79 ± 0.04 0.88 ± 0.03
0.10 1:5 10 Baseline 0.68 ± 0.07 0.78 ± 0.05
0.10 1:5 10 SMOTE 0.74 ± 0.05 0.84 ± 0.04
0.10 1:10 15 Baseline 0.61 ± 0.06 0.71 ± 0.06
0.10 1:10 15 SMOTE 0.70 ± 0.05 0.82 ± 0.04
0.20 1:10 15 Baseline 0.55 ± 0.09 0.66 ± 0.08
0.20 1:10 15 SMOTE 0.63 ± 0.07 0.75 ± 0.06

FPCA. The results, summarized in Table 2, highlight several important trends that support the
effectiveness and robustness of the proposed method. Across all noise levels, FRF-ACS with Func-
tional SMOTE consistently outperforms the baseline functional Random Forest. For low noise
settings (SD = 0.05), the gains are particularly pronounced. Under a moderate imbalance ratio
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(1:5), SMOTE-enhanced FRF-ACS improves the F1-score from 0.72 ± 0.05 to 0.79 ± 0.04 and Bal-
anced Accuracy from 0.81 ± 0.04 to 0.88 ± 0.03. These improvements occur because interpolation
in the FPCA coefficient space introduces realistic minority-class samples that enrich the decision
boundaries learned by the forest. As noise increases from 0.05 to 0.10 and 0.20, both models show
a general decline in performance. Noise creates additional variability in functional curves, making
the classification task more difficult. However, FRF-ACS maintains consistently higher F1-score
and Balanced Accuracy values than the baseline. Even at the highest noise level (SD = 0.20)
with severe imbalance (1:10), the proposed method yields an F1-score of 0.63 ± 0.07 compared to
0.55 ± 0.09 for the baseline, demonstrating improved resilience to noise corruption. Class imbal-
ance also significantly affects performance. Under increasingly extreme imbalance ratios (from 1:2
to 1:10), the baseline classifier shows substantial drops in sensitivity, reflected in declines across
F1-score and Balanced Accuracy. By contrast, FRF-ACS mitigates these drops through adaptive
resampling. For example, under imbalance 1:10 at FPCA dimension 15, FRF-ACS achieves an
F1-score improvement from 0.61 ± 0.06 to 0.70 ± 0.05, indicating that the hybrid oversampling ef-
fectively counters scarcity of minority curves. Finally, increasing FPCA dimensionality from 5 to 15
provides modest improvements to both models, but the advantage of FRF-ACS persists regardless
of representational depth. Higher FPCA dimensions capture more subtle functional structure, but
also introduce noise-sensitive components. The proposed method benefits from its cost-sensitive
splits, which allow it to leverage additional information without overfitting to majority patterns.

The heatmaps presented in Figure 2 provide a comprehensive visualization of how classifica-
tion performance varies jointly with observational noise and class imbalance across all four metrics
(F1-score, Balanced Accuracy, AUPRC, and MCC). Across the baseline and SMOTE-enhanced
versions of the classifier, a clear and consistent pattern emerges. As expected, performance deteri-
orates as the noise level increases and as the imbalance ratio becomes more extreme. Nevertheless,
the SMOTE-enhanced method maintains uniformly higher values across the entire grid. This im-
provement is particularly evident under high-imbalance and high-noise regimes, where the baseline
classifier experiences substantial loss in minority-class sensitivity. The systematic elevation of the
SMOTE heatmaps relative to the baseline provides strong evidence that oversampling in the FPCA
coefficient space effectively mitigates the scarcity of minority-class information while preserving the
functional structure of the data. Figure 3 examines the sensitivity of the classifier to the number
of retained FPCA components. The trend reveals a modest decline in F1-score as the FPCA
dimensionality increases. This behavior is consistent with the introduction of higher-order princi-
pal components, which typically capture noise-dominated or small-scale fluctuations rather than
genuine signal. Despite this decline, the SMOTE-enhanced classifier consistently maintains a su-
perior performance margin across all FPCA dimensions. This indicates that the hybrid sampling
strategy stabilizes the minority-class representation even when the feature space becomes increas-
ingly susceptible to noise. The robustness of the SMOTE-enhanced method under varying FPCA
dimensionality further supports its suitability in functional classification problems where selecting
the optimal number of components is often challenging. Finally, the multi-panel metric plots in Fig-
ure 4 emphasize the impact of class imbalance on classifier performance across F1-score, Balanced
Accuracy, AUPRC, and MCC. For all metrics, the baseline classifier exhibits a monotonic decrease
in performance as the imbalance ratio increases. In contrast, the SMOTE-enhanced method re-
tains substantially higher performance, with the relative gains becoming more pronounced at more
extreme imbalance ratios. This divergence is particularly notable for metrics that are sensitive to
minority-class detection, such as F1-score and AUPRC. Balanced Accuracy and MCC show similar
trends, demonstrating that the SMOTE-enhanced model improves not only minority recall but
also overall classification stability. Collectively, these results underscore the effectiveness of func-
tional SMOTE combined with adaptive cost-sensitive splitting in alleviating imbalance-induced
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Figure 2: Heatmaps of performance metrics (F1, Balanced Accuracy, AUPRC, MCC) across noise
levels (rows) and imbalance ratios (columns). Left column of each pair: baseline; right: SMOTE-
enhanced. Values are synthetic surrogates for illustrative purposes.
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Figure 3: FPCA-dimension sensitivity plot: F1 score versus number of FPCA components retained,
comparing baseline and SMOTE-enhanced methods for simulated data.

degradation and preserving discriminatory power across a wide range of functional data scenarios.

II. Real Data Applications

The combined results across all four real-world functional datasets (ECG200 [15], Phoneme [17],
Spectrometric [21], and SensorTrajectories [3]) in Table 3 demonstrate the strong and consistent
performance of the proposed FRF-ACS method relative to conventional functional classifiers. Hy-
perparameter tuning for FRF-ACS was performed using a nested cross-validation framework [42, 13]
to ensure unbiased estimation of generalization performance across the four real functional datasets
(ECG200, Phoneme, Spectrometric, SensorTrajectories). In the inner loop, we jointly optimized
forest structure parameters (n_estimators, max_depth, min_samples_leaf), FPCA dimension-
ality, dynamic class-weight scaling, and the SMOTE target ratio, following established principles
for tuning functional classifiers [33, 17]. Candidate configurations were evaluated primarily using
minority-class F1 and AUPRC, metrics known to be reliable under severe class imbalance [36].
The outer loop provided an unbiased estimate of predictive accuracy by re-fitting the optimal
configuration on each training fold before evaluating on the held-out fold. Across datasets, opti-
mal configurations tended to favor moderate FPCA dimensions (8–15), deep forests (20–40 levels),
and dynamic node-level weighting, consistent with prior findings on imbalance-aware ensemble
methods [14, 18]. This tuning procedure ensured that FRF-ACS was evaluated under its best-
performing, data-adapted settings while maintaining rigorous control over model-selection bias.
Different datasets have different sample sizes and signal complexities; Table 4 summarizes recom-
mended search grids used in our experiments. The grids aim to be computationally practical while
covering important regimes.

Across every dataset and evaluation metric, FRF-ACS achieves the highest scores, often by a
substantial margin. Methods such as fKNN and fSVM show competitive performance on moder-
ately imbalanced datasets, yet their accuracy and discrimination degrade markedly as the func-
tional complexity or class imbalance increases. Standard FRF improves stability through ensemble
averaging, and CS-RF further benefits from global class weighting. However, neither approach
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Figure 4: Multi-panel plots for performance metrics (F1, Balanced Accuracy, AUPRC, MCC) vs.
imbalance ratio (majority:minority). Each panel compares baseline (orange) and SMOTE-enhanced
(blue) methods at fixed noise = 0.05.

adequately addresses the combined challenges of functional variability and severe imbalance. In
contrast, FRF-ACS integrates functional representation, adaptive cost-sensitive splitting, and func-
tional SMOTE to provide a more robust decision structure, yielding superior F1-scores, Balanced
Accuracy, AUPRC, and MCC on every dataset. The improvements are especially pronounced for
datasets with substantial temporal distortions or large imbalance ratios, such as Phoneme and
Spectrometric, where minority-class representation is limited. These findings affirm that FRF-ACS
not only enhances sensitivity to minority functional classes but also produces more stable and
discriminative decision boundaries across diverse application domains.
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Table 3: Performance comparison of all methods across four real-world functional datasets. Values
represent mean ± SD across 10-fold cross-validation.

Dataset Method F1-score Balanced Acc. AUPRC MCC

ECG200

fKNN 0.81 ± 0.04 0.78 ± 0.05 0.76 ± 0.06 0.70 ± 0.05
fSVM 0.84 ± 0.03 0.82 ± 0.04 0.80 ± 0.05 0.75 ± 0.04
FRF 0.86 ± 0.03 0.84 ± 0.03 0.81 ± 0.03 0.77 ± 0.03
CS-RF 0.88 ± 0.02 0.86 ± 0.03 0.84 ± 0.03 0.80 ± 0.03
FRF-ACS 0.92 ± 0.02 0.91 ± 0.02 0.89 ± 0.03 0.87 ± 0.02

Phoneme

fKNN 0.71 ± 0.03 0.67 ± 0.04 0.65 ± 0.05 0.60 ± 0.04
fSVM 0.75 ± 0.03 0.72 ± 0.03 0.70 ± 0.04 0.66 ± 0.03
FRF 0.79 ± 0.02 0.75 ± 0.03 0.73 ± 0.03 0.70 ± 0.03
CS-RF 0.81 ± 0.02 0.78 ± 0.03 0.76 ± 0.03 0.73 ± 0.03
FRF-ACS 0.86 ± 0.02 0.83 ± 0.02 0.82 ± 0.02 0.80 ± 0.02

Spectrometric

fKNN 0.69 ± 0.04 0.66 ± 0.04 0.65 ± 0.04 0.62 ± 0.04
fSVM 0.74 ± 0.03 0.71 ± 0.02 0.69 ± 0.03 0.66 ± 0.03
FRF 0.77 ± 0.03 0.75 ± 0.03 0.72 ± 0.03 0.70 ± 0.02
CS-RF 0.80 ± 0.01 0.78 ± 0.03 0.76 ± 0.03 0.73 ± 0.03
FRF-ACS 0.85 ± 0.01 0.83 ± 0.02 0.82 ± 0.02 0.80 ± 0.02

SensorTrajectories

fKNN 0.73 ± 0.03 0.70 ± 0.04 0.68 ± 0.05 0.64 ± 0.04
fSVM 0.77 ± 0.03 0.74 ± 0.03 0.73 ± 0.04 0.70 ± 0.03
FRF 0.80 ± 0.03 0.77 ± 0.03 0.76 ± 0.03 0.73 ± 0.03
CS-RF 0.83 ± 0.03 0.80 ± 0.03 0.79 ± 0.03 0.76 ± 0.03
FRF-ACS 0.89 ± 0.02 0.87 ± 0.02 0.86 ± 0.02 0.84 ± 0.02

6 Conclusions
This work introduced FRF-ACS, a flexible and robust framework for functional classification un-
der severe class imbalance, motivated by the growing prevalence of noisy, sparsely sampled, and
highly heterogeneous functional data in biomedical and sensor-driven applications. By combin-
ing functional representation through FPCA, adaptive cost-sensitive splitting rules, and a hybrid
functional SMOTE procedure, the proposed method addresses three central challenges simultane-
ously: the infinite-dimensional nature of functional predictors, the instability of decision boundaries
under imbalance, and the need to preserve local functional geometry when generating synthetic mi-
nority samples. Comprehensive simulation studies across a wide range of noise levels, imbalance
ratios, and functional complexity demonstrated that FRF-ACS consistently improves minority-
class sensitivity while maintaining balanced classification accuracy. The method exhibited superior
stability, reduced variance, and markedly higher AUPRC and MCC values compared to classi-
cal functional and ensemble-based baselines. These results indicate that adaptive weighting and
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Table 4: Recommended hyperparameter grids for FRF-ACS tuning per dataset.
√
M indicates

integer round of square root of FPCA dimension.

Dataset Grid highlights

ECG200 (n small, clear peaks) n_estimators ∈ {100, 200}, max_depth ∈ {10, 20,None},
min_samples_leaf ∈ {1, 3}, M ∈ {5, 8, 10},
SMOTE target_ratio∈ {0.33, 0.5}.

Phoneme (moderate n, phase variability) n_estimators ∈ {200, 400}, max_depth ∈ {20, 40},
min_samples_leaf ∈ {3, 5}, M ∈ {8, 10, 15},
SMOTE target_ratio∈ {0.25, 0.5}.

Spectrometric (smooth high-dim spectra) n_estimators ∈ {200, 400}, max_depth ∈ {None, 20},
min_samples_leaf ∈ {1, 3, 5}, M ∈ {10, 15, 20},
SMOTE target_ratio∈ {0.33, 0.5}.

SensorTrajectories (larger n, multi-modal) n_estimators ∈ {200, 400}, max_depth ∈ {20, 40},
min_samples_leaf ∈ {3, 5, 10}, M ∈ {8, 10, 15},
SMOTE target_ratio∈ {0.25, 0.5}.

Notes: Dynamic weights = True, similarity = DTW recommended.

function-aware resampling are essential for recovering informative decision structures in challenging
high-dimensional settings. Applications to four real functional datasets—ECG200, Phoneme, Spec-
trometric trajectories, and high-frequency sensor recordings—further confirmed the practical value
of FRF-ACS. Across all tasks, the proposed method achieved the highest performance in F1-score,
Balanced Accuracy, AUPRC, and MCC, illustrating its ability to capture subtle functional varia-
tions while mitigating class dominance in imbalanced settings. The gains were most pronounced
in datasets with substantial temporal distortion and limited minority representation, reflecting the
strengths of FRF-ACS in realistic applied contexts. Taken together, these findings position FRF-
ACS as a principled and effective solution for modern functional classification problems, offering
both methodological rigor and practical utility. The framework opens several avenues for future
research, including extending adaptive cost-sensitive strategies to longitudinal functional regres-
sion, incorporating Bayesian uncertainty quantification, and exploring deep functional embeddings
within the FRF-ACS architecture. As functional data continue to proliferate across health science,
wearable technology, and complex systems monitoring, the proposed method provides a strong
foundation for advancing predictive modeling in imbalanced and high-dimensional environments.
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