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ABSTRACT 
Context. In this research, we explore an ensemble of metamodels that utilizes multivariate signals to generate forecasts. The en-

semble includes various traditional forecasting models such as multivariate regression, exponential smoothing, ARIMAX, as well as 
nonlinear structures based on artificial neural networks, ranging from simple feedforward networks to deep architectures like LSTM 
and transformers. 

Objective. A goal of this research is to develop an effective method for combining forecasts from multiple models forming 
metamodels to create a unified forecast that surpasses the accuracy of individual models. We are aimed  to investigate the effective-
ness of the proposed ensemble in the context of forecasting tasks with nonstationary signals. 

Method. The proposed ensemble of metamodels employs the method of Lagrange multipliers to estimate the parameters of the 
metamodel. The Kuhn-Tucker system of equations is solved to obtain unbiased estimates using the least squares method. Addition-
ally, we introduce a recurrent form of the least squares algorithm for adaptive processing of nonstationary signals. 

Results. The evaluation of the proposed ensemble method is conducted on a dataset of time series. Metamodels formed by com-
bining various individual models demonstrate improved forecast accuracy compared to individual models. The approach shows ef-
fectiveness in capturing nonstationary patterns and enhancing overall forecasting accuracy. 

Conclusions. The ensemble of metamodels, which utilizes multivariate signals for forecast generation, offers a promising ap-
proach to achieve better forecasting accuracy. By combining diverse models, the ensemble exhibits robustness to nonstationarity and 
improves the reliability of forecasts. 

KEYWORDS: ensemble, metamodels, boosting, bagging, multivariate signals, nonstationarity, forecasting. 
 

ABBREVIATIONS 
MP – Multi-dimensional Predictors; 
ARIMAX – AutoRegressive Integrated Moving Aver-

age with eXogenous inputs; 
LSTM – Long Short-Term Memory; 
RF – Random Forest; 
NB – Naive Bayes; 
SVM – Support Vector Machine; 
LR – Logistic Regression; 
AdaBoost – Adaptive Boosting; 
AUC – Area Under the Curve; 
DT – Decision Tree; 
MIMO – Multiple-Input Multiple-Output; 
LSTM – Long Short-Term Memory; 
SMOTE – Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Tech-

nique; 
ADASYN – Adaptive Synthetic Sampling. 
 

NOMENCLATURE 
)(x  – multivariate signal with time index τ; 

jMP  – member of the ensemble of models with index 

j; 
)(Tx j


 – estimate obtained at the output of member 

jMP  of the ensemble; 

)(* x  – combined forecast of the metamodel at time 

τ; 

c  – metamodel parameters, a vector of estimates 
forming the combined forecast; 

  – Lagrange multiplier used in optimization; 
 )(TD – matrix used for estimating metamo del pa-

rameters; 
 )(Td – vector that incorporates estimates at the pre-

vious time step; 
 – regularization parameter that ensures the 

method’s operation for nonstationary data; 
 s – size of the “sliding window”, determining the 

number of recent observations considered in the estima-
tion; 

 )( 2 Tv – squared error of the estimate at the last time 

step. 
 

INTRODUCTION 
Forecasting multivariate nonstationary signals is a 

relevant and challenging problem in various domains. To 
achieve reliable and accurate results, different forecasting 
models such as ARIMAX, LSTM, SVM, and many others 
are used. 

In this work, we consider the ensemble of metamodels 
method for forecasting, which is based on combining 
forecasts from different forecasting models. The meta-
model helps to merge information from various models to 
improve forecasting accuracy and ensure more robust 
results. 
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The object of study is an ensemble of multivariate 
predictors used for forecasting multivariate signals. 

The subject of study is the ensemble of metamodels 
method for combining forecasts from different forecasting 
models to improve forecasting accuracy based on nonsta-
tionary signals. 

The purpose of the work of this research is to de-
velop and evaluate the effective method based on ensem-
ble of metamodels for forecasting multivariate nonsta-
tionary signals. We aim to investigate how combining 
forecasts from individual models can enhance the quality 
of forecasting and provide more reliable results. 

Forecasting tasks based on multivariate nonstationary 
signals find broad applications in various fields, including 
finance, economics, medicine, and engineering. An effi-
cient ensemble of metamodels can become a powerful 
tool for addressing these tasks and ensuring accurate and 
reliable forecasts. 

 
1 PROBLEM STATEMENT 

Let’s consider an ensemble of multivariate predictors, 
MPh .. MPj, .. MP1, , each of which processes the same 

multivariate signal .,…1,2,=,…))(…)( (=)( T
1 T xxx i   

The estimate that appears at the output of each member of 
the ensemble will be denoted as .…1,2=),(ˆ hjx j   It is 

worth noting that traditional forecasting models based on 
multivariate regression, exponential smoothing, ARI-
MAXs-MIMO models (Box-Jenkins), as well as nonlinear 
structures based on artificial neural networks, ranging 
from simple shallow recurrent networks to deep architec-
tures like LSTM or transformers, can be used as members 
of the ensemble.  

The estimates )(jx


 are input to the metamodel, 

which forms the combined forecast of the metamodel:  

,)(ˆ)(ˆ)( 1
*    h

j jj cxxcx   

here 

  ))(ˆ),..,(ˆ),..,(ˆ()(ˆ,),..,,..,( 11 hjhj xxxxcccc

)( hn – matrix formed by the signals at the outputs of 

individual models, where metamodel parameters satisfy 
the condition of unbiasedness: 
 

  h
j h

T
j Ecc1 1, 

 

here )1(  hEh   – is a vector formed by ones. 

To solve this problem, methods of Lagrange 
multipliers are used, leading to the estimation of the 
metamodel parameters c defined in a recursive form. The 
case where estimation is carried out based on a “sliding 
window” of size s is also considered, allowing for 
consideration of only the last s observations from the 
training dataset. To choose the best metamodel, a second-
level metamodel is introduced, which processes the 
outputs of the first-level metamodels using a meta-
algorithm. 

Thus, the formal mathematical formulation of the 
problem involves defining an ensemble of predictors, 
computing estimates )(jx


 for each member of the 

ensemble, constructing a combined forecast )(* x , 

determining the parameters of the metamodel c using the 
method of Lagrange multipliers, and the ability to work 
with different “sliding window” sizes and second-level 
metamodels for selecting the optimal solution. 

 
2 REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

This approach has gained the most popularity in clas-
sification tasks, such as image recognition, where the 
AdaBoost algorithm and its various modifications [1–8] 
are very popular. The underlying idea of this algorithm is 
stacked generalization, where the results of each member 
of the ensemble (stack) are combined within a meta-
model, whose parameters are tuned using metalearning 
procedures. Typically, this involves weighted averaging, 
where each member of the ensemble (committee) is as-
signed a weight obtained through optimization of the 
adopted learning criterion. 

The foundation of AdaBoost lies in the ideas of 
Bayesian estimation, logistic regression, and support vec-
tor machines. Interestingly, these ideas also form the basis 
of several artificial neural networks, where ensemble ap-
proaches [9–11] are also utilized to obtain optimal fore-
casts. In this case, weights for each member of the en-
semble are estimated using an optimization procedure 
implemented in batch mode, making the use of known 
approaches for solving Data Stream Mining tasks practi-
cally impossible. Recurrent procedures for metamodel 
parameter tuning were introduced in [12, 13], generaliz-
ing the output signals of predictor neural networks based 
on the optimization of the standard least squares criterion 
under certain constraints. Although these procedures are 
designed for online evaluation, they are not adapted to 
work with nonstationary time series, where parameters 
change unpredictably at any moment. 

Therefore, it is worthwhile to introduce adaptive re-
current metalearning procedures for a generalizing meta-
model that combines the output signals of a neural predic-
tor ensemble, each of which can have its own architecture 
and its own algorithm for tuning-learning its synaptic 
weights. 

 
3 MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Metamodel parameters (vector of estimates c) can be 
determined using the classical method of Lagrange multi-
pliers, for which the Lagrange function is introduced: 

 

=1) (+))()( Sp(=),(  h
TT EcTVTVcL

+) )()(( ) )()(Sp(= T cETXTXcETXTX nnnn 


=1)(+  h
T  Ec  

  1
2

)1)(()()( h
T Eccxx


, 
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c.)(ˆ)()(  nn ETXT=XTV  

 
– the matrix of errors is the training sample, 

)( nnEnn   is the identity matrix,   – denotes the ten-

sor product, )Sp(  – denotes the trace of a matrix,   – 

Lagrange multiplier. 
Solving the Kuhn-Tucker system of equations leads to 

the estimate [12]: 
 

 ,
)(

1
  )(+= *

h
h

T
h

*T
h E

ETDE

 cE
TDcc


 (1)

 
where 
 





1

1,))(ˆ)(()( xxTD T  (2)

 





1

* )()()()(ˆ)( TdTDxxTDc T  

 
the regular estimate of the standard least squares method. 

In [13], the optimality of this estimate is proven over 
the entire training sample, meaning that the output of the 

metamodels ),(* x  does not compromise accuracy com-

pared to any of the individual ensemble models )(ˆ jx  in 

the interval from 1   to .T  
Equations (1) and (2) can be easily rewritten in a re-

cursive form similar to the recursive least squares method: 
 

 )1( ˆ)()()1( T+x TDT=DT+D T  

 11))+(  )(1)+(ˆ+( TxTDTxE T
nn  

),()1(ˆ TDT+x  

),1(ˆ)1(ˆ)()1( T+x T+x+T=dT+d T  

),1()1()1( T+dT+=DT+ c*  

)1()1()1( T++DT+ =cT+c *  

.))(1())1(( *1
h

T
hh

T
h ETcEETDE    

(3)

 

The use of the least squares criterion is associated 
with the assumption of stationarity in the processed se-
quences, as all observations from )1(x  to )(Tx  are as-

signed equal weights. Since we assume non-stationarity in 
the controlled signals, including abrupt changes in the 
forecasting model, the estimates based on the least 
squares method are found to be inefficient. In such situa-
tions, more suitable predictors are those synthesized using 
“sliding window” estimation procedures that consider not 
the entire training sample but only the last s (window 
size) observations from )1( s+Tx   to )(Tx  When the 

value 1)+(Tx arrives, the observation )1( s+Tx   is ex-

cluded from consideration, and the estimate is calculated 
over the interval from )2( s+Tx   to 1).+(Tx  In this 

case, the procedure takes the form: 
 

 )1(ˆ)()()1( T+ x TDT=DT+D T  

),()1(ˆ))1(ˆ)()1(ˆ( 1 TDT+x T+ x TDT+x+E T
nn

  

 )1(ˆ)1()1()1( T+S x T++DT+=DT+ D TS

 1))1(ˆ)1()1(ˆ( T+S x T+DT+SxE T
nn  

),1()1(ˆ T+DT+Sx   

)1(ˆ)1(ˆ)()1( T+x T+x+T=dT+d TS  

),1(ˆ)1(ˆ  T+Sx T+SxT  

)1(T+ c*S  

).1()1(= T+  dT+ D SS   

(4)

 
An interesting situation arises when the estimation is 

performed under the assumption of s=1, meaning that the 
optimization criterion (learning) is based on the square 
error of estimation at the last observation timestep. 

 

22 )(ˆ)()( cTxTx=T v  . 
 

In this case, the procedures (1), (2), and (4) take on a 
simple form: 

 

,))1(ˆ)1(ˆ()1( 1
hh

T +ET+x T+ x=T+D  

),1(ˆ)1(ˆ)1( T+x T+ x=T+d Ts  

),1()1()1( T+ dT+ =DЕ+c s α*S  

)1()1()1( 1α Т++DT+ =CT+c  **  

. ET+  cE  ET+ DE h
*T

hh
T
h ))1(1())1(( 11    

(5)

 

This is a generalization for the case under considera-
tion, an adaptive identification algorithm of Kachmazh-
Uidro-Hoff, where 0  is a regularization parameter 
that ensures the possibility of inversion during the calcu-
lation of  1)+(TD . 

The most challenging issue here remains the choice of 
the “window” size, s, which is usually done based on 
purely empirical considerations since the nature of possi-
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ble changes in the controlled signal )(x  is unknown a 

priori. In this case, it is advisable to use not a single 
metamodel but a set of such structures built at different 
values of the “sliding window”. 

To select the best metamodel from such a set, it is ap-
propriate to introduce metamodels of the second level that 
process the outputs of first-level metamodels using the 
metaalgorithm (3), covering the entire training sample at 

.…1,+,,…1,2,= TT       
The method of  constructing an ensemble of meta-

models that use multidimensional signals for forecasting 
can be presented in the following steps 1–9 (Figure 1): 

Step 1: Data Collection: Gather a large dataset of mul-
tidimensional data to be used in the analysis. 

Step 2: Input Data Formation: The outputs (predic-
tions) of each predictor are used as inputs for the meta-
model. 

Step 3: Data Processing: Each of the multidimensional 
predictors in the ensemble processes the same input data 
in various ways. Each predictor may include different 
machine learning methods, such as neural networks, sup-
port vector machines, gradient boosting, etc. 

Step 4: Sliding Window Evaluation of Random Val-
ues: Model parameters are re-estimated for each new data 
point using only the last s observations. This ensures that 
the model is continuously updated with the most recent 
data. 

Step 5: Metamodel Synthesis: Develop metamodels 
that use the method of Lagrange multipliers to determine 
their parameters. This means that the metamodel utilizes 
weights from different forecasts to form a single forecast. 
The weights of these forecasts are determined through the 
optimization of the Lagrange function. 

 

Figure 1 – Structural and Logical Diagram of the Method 
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Step 6: Base Results Formation: Metamodel estimates 
are stored in a database for further analysis. 

Step 7: Synthesis of Second-level Metamodel: De-
velop another metamodel that processes the outputs of the 
first-level metamodels. This can help gather information 
from different metamodels and make a more accurate 
forecast. 

Step 8: Selection of the Best Metamodel: The second-
level metamodel is used to select the best metamodel 
among the ensemble based on their performances. 

Step 9: Forecasting: The final metamodel is used to 
produce forecasts based on the input data. This allows 
using a single, optimally weighted forecast instead of in-
dependent forecasts from each predictor. 

This method employs the model ensembles to work 
with multidimensional data and produce forecasts based 
on a combination of predictions from each predictor. 

 

5 EXPERIMENTS 
In the previous study [14], an intelligent method for 

identifying fraudulent websites was proposed. This 
method was implemented using various machine learning 
classification methods, including Logistic Regression 
(LR), Random Forest (RF), K-Nearest Neighbors (KNN), 
Naive Bayes (NB), Support Vector Machine (SVM), and 
Decision Tree (DT). Additionally, each classification 
method was modeled using different approaches, includ-

ing addressing imbalanced data, undersampling, over-
sampling, SMOTE, and ADASYN. 

5 RESULTS 
The method was applied to a dataset of websites oper-

ating in Ukraine, consisting of 67 sites, out of which 45% 
were identified as fraudulent. The results showed that the 
DTADASYN and RF Oversampling models achieved the 
highest accuracy (1.0), AUC (1.0), precision (1.0), recall 
(1.0), and F1-score (1.0). 

Using the same intelligent method for an updated 
dataset consisting of 1039 websites, of which 68% were 
identified as fraudulent, slightly different results were 
obtained (Table 1). The SVM Undersampling model 
showed an accuracy of 0.93, AUC of 0.87, precision of 
0.88, recall of 0.78, and F1-score of 0.82. The KNN Un-
dersampling model demonstrated an accuracy of 0.90, 
AUC of 0.94, precision of 0.69, recall of 1.0, and F1-
score of 0.82. These results indicate that although accu-
racy and other metrics may vary depending on the dataset 
and methods used, the proposed intelligent method still 
achieves high accuracy in identifying fraudulent websites. 

The proposed ensemble metamodel, utilizing multi-
dimensional signals for forecasting, was implemented. In 
this case, the metamodel was constructed based on the 
predictions of logistic regression (LR), decision tree (DT), 
K-nearest neighbors (KNN), support vector machine 
(SVM), random forest (RF), and naive Bayes (NB) mod-
els, which were selected from the previous study [14]. 
 

Table 1 – Modeling Results without Metamodel for the New Dataset 
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The metamodel was built using AdaBoostClassifier, 
an adaptive boosting algorithm that combines several 
weak models to create a strong one. 

The results of the metamodel were as follows (Fig. 3): 
– Accuracy: 0.98. This indicates that the metamodel 

correctly classified 98% of the websites. 
– Recall: For class 0 (non-fraudulent websites), it was 

0.97, and for class 1 (fraudulent websites), it was 1.00. 
This means that the metamodel identified 97% of non-
fraudulent websites and 100% of fraudulent websites. 

– F1-score: For class 0, it was 0.98, and for class 1, it 
was 0.95. The F1-score is the harmonic mean between 
precision and recall, providing an overall evaluation of 
the model. 

These results demonstrate improvement compared to 
the previous individual models trained separately. The 
metamodel delivers more accurate and consistent website 
classification, making it an effective tool for detecting 
fraudulent websites. 

Next, we examine an example of using the metamodel 
to forecast the label for the 16th observation in the test 
dataset (Figure 3). Firstly, we obtain this observation and 
its true label. The true label for this observation is 0, indi-
cating that the website is not fraudulent. Then, we get the 
predicted labels for this observation from each model, 
including logistic regression (LR), decision tree (DT), K-
nearest neighbors (KNN), support vector machine (SVM), 
random forest (RF), and naive Bayes (NB) models. 

 
Figure 2 – Metamodeling Results 

 
The predicted labels from these models range from 0 

to 1, reflecting different predictions from different mod-
els. Finally, we obtain the predicted label from the meta-
model for this observation. The metamodel predicts a 
label of 0, which aligns with the true label. This demon-
strates that the metamodel can correctly classify this ob-
servation, despite varying predictions from individual 
models. This result underscores the effectiveness of the 
metamodel in combining forecasts from different models 
to improve overall prediction accuracy. 

The metamodel exhibited high accuracy in classifying 
websites, achieving an accuracy of 0.98. This means that 
the metamodel correctly classified 98% of the websites in 
the test dataset. Additionally, the metamodel demon-
strated high precision (0.95 for class 0 and 0.90 for class 
1), recall (0.97 for class 0 and 1.00 for class 1), and F1-
score (0.98 for class 0 and 0.95 for class 1). These metrics 
indicate that the metamodel performed well in classifying 
both fraudulent and non-fraudulent websites. The exam-
ple prediction for the 16th observation also showed that 
the metamodel can accurately classify websites, despite 
diverse predictions from individual models. This confirms 
that the metamodel can effectively leverage predictions 
from different models to enhance the overall prediction 
accuracy. 

Thus, these results confirm that using a metamodel 
can be an effective approach to improve the accuracy of 
classification in fraud detection tasks for websites. 

 
 

 

 
Figure 3 – Example of Applying the Metamodel to the 16th Row of the Dataset 

 
6 DISCUSSION 

In this study, we investigated the ensemble metamodel 
approach for forecasting multi-dimensional non-stationary 
signals. The proposed approach allows us to combine 
predictions from different forecasting models to obtain 
more accurate and reliable forecasts based on multiple 
sources of information. 

Firstly, we conducted a literature review and explored 
various approaches to forecasting multi-dimensional non-
stationary signals. Traditional models such as ARIMAX 
and exponential smoothing may be insufficiently effective 
in non-stationary conditions. On the other hand, neural 
networks such as LSTM and transformers exhibit high 
adaptability and the ability to work with changing condi-

tions, making them attractive candidates for use in meta-
model ensembles. 

Next, we performed experiments with different fore-
casting models, such as ARIMAX, LSTM, SVM, Ran-
dom Forest, etc., and collected their forecasts as input 
data for the metamodel. Using the method of Lagrange 
multipliers, we found the optimal parameters for the 
metamodel to achieve the best forecasting accuracy. 

The results of the experiments showed that the pro-
posed ensemble of metamodels indeed helps improve 
forecast accuracy. The metamodel based on combined 
forecasts from different models demonstrated higher ac-
curacy compared to individual models. This approach 
allows for balancing forecasts and reducing the risk of 
overfitting or underfitting. 
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Moreover, we compared various approaches to syn-
thesizing the second-level metamodel and found that util-
izing the adaptive Kachmazh-Widrow-Hoff (KWH) iden-
tification algorithm helps provide more accurate forecasts 
based on the forecasts from the first-level models. 

Overall, the research results confirmed the effective-
ness of the ensemble metamodel method for forecasting 
multi-dimensional non-stationary signals. Using the en-
semble approach helps achieve more accurate results. 

 
CONCLUSIONS 

This research addressed the problem of adaptive fore-
casting of multi-dimensional non-stationary sequences, 
considering the prior uncertainty regarding their structure, 
through an ensemble approach. We developed the ensem-
ble metamodel method, where each ensemble member 
processes predictions from different first-level forecasting 
models. Then, by collecting the results of individual mod-
els’ forecasts, we applied a second-level metamodel to 
obtain the optimal forecast. 

The scientific novelty of this study lies in the devel-
opment and application of ensemble metamodels for fore-
casting multi-dimensional non-stationary signals. The use 
of ensembles allows obtaining more accurate and reliable 
forecasts based on multiple sources of information, reduc-
ing the impact of limitations of individual models. 

The practical significance of our research is that the 
proposed approach can be applied in various domains 
where forecasting multi-dimensional non-stationary sig-
nals plays a crucial role. For example, this approach can 
be used in financial analysis, weather forecasting, medical 
diagnostics, and other fields where forecast accuracy and 
reliability are essential. 

The conducted research confirms that the proposed 
ensemble metamodel has high accuracy in detecting 
fraudulent websites. The metamodel demonstrated high 
precision in website classification, correctly classifying 
98% of websites in the test dataset. This demonstrates that 
the proposed method can be an effective tool for identify-
ing fraudulent websites and can find practical applications 
in the field of cybersecurity and combating online fraudu-
lent activities. 

Regarding the prospects of this research, further im-
provement of the method can be achieved by expanding 
the set of first-level forecasting models and using more 
sophisticated learning algorithms for the second-level 
metmodel. Additionally, this approach can be applied to 
other types of non-stationary signals and forecasting tasks 
in various domains of science and technology. 
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AНОТАЦІЯ 
Актуальність. У даному дослідженні ми розглядаємо ансамбль метамоделей, який використовує багатовимірні сигнали 

для генерації прогнозів. Ансамбль включає різні традиційні моделі прогнозування, такі як багатовимірна регресія, 
експоненційне згладжування, ARIMAX, а також нелінійні структури на основі штучних нейронних мереж, від простих по-
верхневих рекурентних мереж до глибоких архітектур, таких як LSTM і трансформери.  

Мета роботи. Основною метою цього дослідження є розробка ефективного методу поєднання прогнозів декількох мо-
делей, що утворюють метамоделі, для створення єдиного прогнозу, який перевищує точність окремих моделей. Ми прагне-
мо дослідити ефективність запропонованого ансамблю в контексті задач прогнозування з нестаціонарними сигналами.  

Метод. Запропонований ансамбль метамоделей використовує метод множників Лагранжа для оцінки параметрів 
метамоделі. Система рівнянь Куна-Таккера розв’язується для отримання незміщених оцінок за допомогою методу наймен-
ших квадратів. Крім того, ми вводимо рекурентну форму алгоритму найменших квадратів для адаптивної обробки 
нестаціонарних сигналів.  

Результати. Оцінка запропонованого ансамблю методу здійснюється на наборі даних часових рядів. Метамоделі, 
утворені шляхом поєднання різних окремих моделей, демонструють покращену точність прогнозу порівняно з 
індивідуальними моделями. Підхід проявляє ефективність в утриманні нестаціонарних шаблонів та покращенні загальної 
точності прогнозування.  

Висновки. Ансамбль метамоделей, який використовує багатовимірні сигнали для формування прогнозів, пропонує пер-
спективний підхід для досягнення кращої точності прогнозування. Шляхом поєднання різноманітних моделей, ансамбль 
проявляє стійкість до нестаціонарності та покращує надійність прогнозів.  

КЛЮЧОВІ СЛОВА: ансамбль, метамоделі, бустінг, бегінг, багатовимірні сигнали, нестаціонарність, прогнозування.  
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