;‘K o) Eﬂ]ft?iﬁ

ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA

SEAINZEE R 5 R TR A A B HR T K8 BEKPIT

EHL KR FHL RAR

A Complete Spatio-temporal Information Guided Approach for Robust KPI Forecasting Under Endogenous-variable
Missingness

WANG Kai, ZHANG Xiao—-Gang, LEI Jie—Wei, CHEN Hua

TELR 5L View online: https://doi.org/10.16383/j.aas.c250653

L] RERGBR Y HAN S R

TE [ AR BT ) P 23 HAR YR 5 TR 2 S SR
Spatio—temporal Co—variant Hybrid Deep Learning Framework for Cognitive Performance Prediction

H Zh L2447 2022, 48(12): 2931-2940  hitps://doi.org/10.16383/j.aas.c220025
T I 23 R PR R Bl DL S0 I 2% 14 Tl aod A 2 44 ol

Industrial Process Safety Control Based on Spatio—temporal Stable Causal Dynamic Bayesian Network

A 2 k2. 2025, 51(9): 2058-2071  https://doi.org/10.16383/j.aas.c250108
BT AR 23 Rl G 25 (0 XD LB RS AR AR A MITE 7T

Study of Missing Value Imputation in Wind Turbine Data Based on Multivariate Spatiotemporal Integration Network
A Zh L2447 2024, 50(6): 1171-1184  htips://doi.org/10.16383/j.aas.¢230534

2 TSN B 23 05 R RS SCHAEAT AU R
Recognizing Action Using Multi—center Subspace Learning—based Spatial-temporal Information Fusion

H sl fb2A4. 2022, 48(11): 2823-2835  https://doi.org/10.16383/j.aas.¢190327

CEERRNAYT HESR TR Rl G s RRAE A BOR TR Y
A Technology Forecasting Model Integrating Spatiotemporal Features Under the “Structure—Content” Framework

H 3 k2447 2025, 51(12): 2621-2632  hitps://doi.org/10.16383/j.aas.c250094
ST T A PR 5 e A R 18 65 A2 AL S R R A 2 B i A 5

Robust Weighted Heterogeneous Feature Ensemble Prediction Model of Temperature in Municipal Solid Waste Incineration Process

B L2, 2024, 50(1): 121-131  https://doi.ore/10.16383/}.aas.c230042


http://www.aas.net.cn/article/doi/10.16383/j.aas.c250653
http://www.aas.net.cn/article/doi/10.16383/j.aas.c220025
http://www.aas.net.cn/article/doi/10.16383/j.aas.c250108
http://www.aas.net.cn/article/doi/10.16383/j.aas.c230534
http://www.aas.net.cn/article/doi/10.16383/j.aas.c190327
http://www.aas.net.cn/article/doi/10.16383/j.aas.c250094
http://www.aas.net.cn/article/doi/10.16383/j.aas.c230042

H52% BT H 3 & % Vol. 52, No. 7
2026 4 7 A ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA July 2026

%1% KPI %ﬁiﬁ!ﬂ

E Y KA EEEES MR

B OE SCHEMEREIR bR (KPI) B Tk FEOU A A 22 A A5 OGS 22, SR, 830 S Tl A5 v e SRt ik P 5 - BUHE B B

WAEAR R (T H Ax) ko, 51RAG BAXIAR. DA JriE A HEE R BUR s = 2B AR B P S B 1A A5 S, HE DU 7 & R i =

FRACWR ST, 7 H M 2 20 L RE. #10hZkik, R I E & =5 91 S ML, MR EE &R |5 7 M E2R
2] O, T DU S PR Py A AR B R AR T AR I I R R O AR X S A 55, 38 I A X T 2 SRS I 4 A AR

BRI AT E 27 1 238 52 2 AL B PR UK IN 28 3RAE; RIS, 48 2 RUBER B B ik, 45 & G50 22 21 5k B L 3h A i

AR E R SRR, JER AL 8], A3k E KPT AR K R 2 I 2 R HK. 76 Ht ) 2% e 4% ik P2 40 46 A L A0 A [l 3 7 e

SRR PTHAEE LRSI R, AN B EUR T, PR R L R4 RZ AL RE A E BRI 2 20 B g

KSR OREEVERESRAR TN A AEAR BRI RFIERT 555 N2 RALE

SIS £, AR, R, PRiE. e 25 B Ol S D AR AR AR BB R S KPT T, B ik, 2026,

52(7): 1449-1462

DOI 10.16383/j.aas.c250653 CSTR 32138.14.j.aas.c250653

A Complete Spatio-temporal Information Guided Approach for Robust KPI Forecasting

Under Endogenous-variable Missingness
WANG Kai' ZHANG Xiao-Gang® LEI Jie-Wei® CHEN Hua®

Abstract Forecasting of key performance indicator (KPI) is vital to industrial process optimization and safety.
However, sensor failures often result in missing endogenous variables (the prediction target) during inference,
causing information asymmetry. Existing methods struggle to build robust spatio-temporal mappings without his-
torical autoregressive information during inference, severely impacting multi-step prediction performance. To ad-
dress this challenge, the complete spatio-temporal information guided network (CSTG-Net) is proposed. Featuring a
dual-stream architecture with “complete-variable guidance” and “exogenous-variable learning” branches, CSTG-Net
reformulates prediction under endogenous-variable missingness as a feature alignment task based on Bayesian the-
ory. Distribution alignment constraints enable the network to learn spatio-temporal representations approximating
complete data even when variables are missing. Additionally, a multi-scale spatio-temporal aggregation module is
proposed, combining graph structure learning and attention mechanisms to dynamically model variable couplings
and refine the feature space, effectively capturing complex KPI-related correlations. Experiments on electricity
transformer temperature and alumina rotary kiln sintering temperature datasets demonstrate that CSTG-Net main-
tains superior generalization and robust multi-step prediction performance under endogenous-variable missingness.
Keywords forecasting of key performance indicator; endogenous-variable missingness; feature alignment; spatio-
temporal representation
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(1977 3K 1 3 IV b 2 3] A8 ) PR 7R DR G, il —
ANET 2 ST BT AR M E e ROOTD>d0 sz 3
W d, N RO RIRNGERE . B RN AR A
FRUAE BCAT B R, DA B0 o B) R R B S5 . O TE
TR R T S SR, I AERE 1.

A = I + Softmax(ReLU(EE")) (20)

Horr, A SRR S B AR S, BN JE B 45 )
FEEGIRL T IR ReLU() A0S BREL.

B J5, FIH B S 714 (graph attention
network, GAT) 7% ) B b 4544 L HEATRFAEAE
. ZERTERTIVRG K 2B mAG R,
BEIRN AR ) SE I P AEHEREBY BOAN T AL, (H
YIRS AP R RSNV ER BT 4L & . GAT
VR R UL B ARG AR T RS R, AR
TUBE N AL AR 5 1) 2 AR b HE T H A 2B 3R B
LS.

exp(ReLU(a®Concat(Whi, Whi)))

a Z exp(ReLU(a” Concat(Wh!,, WhF)))
keN;

Qg5

(21)

Horpr, ay; RoRARE j WA R R RO
AR R B A 2 R AR L o 3R AT 5 ST HOTE
BAZHE; W SRR S FIBCEFERE; exp(-)
FoRIRBR B N B R A ESES.

e, TR IBE RS WEAE B UE R
MR HY,, 58 A ()5 B 5 I TR AL R VR B2 R 75
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h!i = ReLU( > aijthL> (22)
JEN;

Hr, vl e H,, R REn FRARE i FRHEERR.

fE STLM ZJa, KM — M RE R/ 252K

i R STt BAER IS A AR R T

FERARIRRE, [RII BEAIS 51 3 40 305 5 21 43 SO 5%

HIERE. 52 SOFTS™ gk, AR I BN AL 58
A C+ LANBEIIRAE, ISR O RAL.

F,, = StochPool(H!) € R? (23)

Hrp, F, £oR% n T R A TS 10D L,
StochPool(-) &~ FAHLIBAL.
2.3.4 HHE

A R AN A I 8] 7 e 2 (5 S B R
FIAZ o 5 RAE D3 — I R AE Fhgea -

Fiygeq = COHC&t(Fo, 7FN—1) (24)

2.4 BfreE#

H i (5) Ar%n, BRI ZR A% O H A A2 R I
TRHE I — B 5 P AR AR S R AR 00 . A SRR
A 2K R £ 2 TR 2R Lprea ~ FIAAR K Lsg FH
X TR Latignea FIIBUR:

L= »Cpred + A ['Dis + B : »Caligned (25)

Horp N AR U RALE, B 9 KLD AUE.
Lprea B855I B VERFA 1. VI S, A R 3507 1%
7 (mean square error, MSE) T+ & HME § 5 &K
{8 y (A 22 57
Lyred = % Z(yz — i) (26)
i=1
Horpt s R — AR A PIINRE A 5O 2
Loea TEERE AL HER] T R BERIHE/EH .
H T e g #2515 0 302 ME— 71 57 2E By
SERBID S, N T B MUETIIR 22, BN 5E &
B R R VR B S B SRR XA 5 1k
T3R5 3N T AR S e B SRR 45 BB =
(15 21 50 SO,
FURAR R L BAIR 2 2] 53 3CHE U FRAE LT
P77 AR I B B ) I S B A R
Lpis = E [log(Dis(z%))] + E [log(1 — Dis(2"))] (27)
Latignea & — N RBEIE N AT, T 586 % 2] 4>
X5 Fa 3 m P — 8. ASCKA KLD /M
G135 S TE B BARAER N 5 IR 0 A q(2| X)) 55
3143 AL A A BHE A W 20 A p(2] X)) 22 TH]

ZE5.
Laignea = KLD(¢(2|X)[[p(2] X)) (28)

JRE Latignea RN 25 X073 SCHIRE E ST, (H3Z2
Lyrea MZIR, 51570 I E R IETALE, B
2193 SCAE Latignea MIREN T [H 5] 300 SCHRFIEIL, A
1T 3] 753 1B 58 5 RO I 2R AL

CSTG-Net H 58I 2k 54 H I FE Q595 1
PR,

H3% 1. CSTG-Net JIIZ5H#IRRIZ
HIN. NEE Douain = {(X,y)}, BALE/DRE Diyper =
{(X,9)}, 5189 0g, 03 6, TZ 6p, U5 0.
. g
/] — BB 1: YISMEB —
1) while AR do
2) M Dirain KHFE (Xpateh, Ybateh)
3) WL Xparen T2 Xpaten
/] FEEAREG T

4) Fg < MSTAq(Xpaten; 0c)
5) ue, o — O(Fg)

6) 29 ~ N(pg,03)

7 9 < MLP(2%;6p)

/] AXIMAAR B 3] 43 3
8) F, + MSTAL(Xbatch; o)
9) pr, 0% «— O(F)
10) 2"~ N(p,07)
// RIS SR
11) RS (25) HHEE#HRE L
12)  5Hi 0g,01,0p,0p
13) end while
/] — BBk 2: B —
/51553 SR s 4 A5
14) F, « MSTAL(X; ;)
15) pr,of «+ ©(F,)
16) 2% « pg
17) § + MLP(z";6p)
18) B’ g

3 SWIRITSERDR

NREFTHE 1 CSTG-Net fAI7E Tl id 72
W AEAZ B AR R I PP PN 55 Hh A R 52
WRE T3, A SCHEYR H <5 10 MR U A A B0 [ 3
Joe 2 T Bt 5 55 v A U U S A T R L TR TR
IR AR AT TR S S 2 A et
HEAERR AT XL, BLEfl CSTG-Net 7£_EISES5
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= Eitd 52 %

FEIPEREDLSS . AT E TR P B4R, B E 4L
PRV BEAHURE, Gt A & KR 75 B, A
30 o0 b sic e R BEAERL AR e i W] SC 0 Y L AK
FoE, WA, R SHEE, &)a BRIt
Hr CSTG-Net fEA FIAE 4R _ERSEI R, DL
PR B (A A A

3.1 BUE&E

ShERRERARERESR. AHIEERSE
4 16 R A )[R A 2 e 45 T, U SRR T
B U348 19 DCS. 4 8 R AN E N 2 min/
R, Hat 15659 ZFidsk. ik L XA, HEHL 7 %
BT 2AE, HiEH g L BEdEs 71 2k
BRI 2 B B AIE AT R4

R P ELR RS

F 2 HELHACR

Table 2 Summary of baseline models
6 i) e
U / RINFPFN 45, 3 TR 550 i)
TEI AN 22 ) 2% LSTM o 6] et
Crossformer T B B = L 4 4 2 B I 5
Transformer AR A
{Transformer WY AR, SR 2
EAF ARG KR
W AMEAS CrossLinear 30 N A A AR R RAE 2
53 B OB, R E

F TR B0 R A

B .
7Bt SR TR0 ) % GinAR o o A

Table 1  Description of the rotary kiln dataset
S ik RS KM
1 w3 IR °C 659.5
T2 IR °C 258.1
T3 T BRI A 191.2
T4 SIS TREER A 287.7
Ts5 EEPUSUESS rad/s 506.0
z6 AN s t/h 69.6

v R °C 950.6

RSB ERIEE. ALEE N U
ANFFRVEREE, Bz T IO A BRI IE
HyR LA U EAERIELE, 258 ETTh.
ETTh2. ETTm1 1 ETTm2. 3, ETTm1
ETTm2 K4 H B 7 —48 17 A P ASA [F X
INF B 25 B o 2 4F, SRAFEIAIFRSAN 15 min; ETThl 5
ETTh2 JU| 2T AH [F £ 48 U5 DL/ I B R AT KA
g BN THEIEET, HuR%E 6 : 2: 21k
BRI Rl G BRAEFE AR £E.

3.2 RISt

NEEE VS CSTG-Net fEHERL I BE N AEAR &
R TR I R 5 V2 AR RE T, AR ST H A [
F7 91) T 00 SR P A 3R A B A Oy i v AT 0 Bl s
5, Ay N KA Z (long short-term memory,
LSTM)® f 4%, Crossformer™, iTransformer™,
CrossLinear®™ Hl GinAR. &AL % O RF X HL
H# 2.

% F LSTM. Crossformer. iTransformer F
CrossLinear S5 R H 2% B H A0 BRBE 2% 5 41 gk 2K
HIRE ST, ASCRANE S B SR TT 5, B “fd b +

TR P Boa sOn B AT G 0. BRI S, B
Je5I N TimesNet (Z4HTH AR PE Time-Series-
Library™ H A TF R AU AME ) 1Ry N A AR B Tk
ARG, R AR Y PUAL B B oI 25, HI T2 2]
SN AR Ty S B B A AR AR R P s A .
J&, FEAERIRAE I ZR 0 Boy A ) e &% s (&R
SENAAR ), DRI BE 7 S BIMER BN S RFAE IR b
THISMERE EIR. EHERERY B, TimesNet #¢H T-15
AR AHAME S, B LLPT S22 i) S0 A AR 5 R 51 e i
N, BV [ i 1] B A 2 A 8 g sl e 47 D i H
i B8 G KK B0 58 B e 41 i N S AE AR Y R AT
o

B P FR bR 1 B9 I 1R 7 (mean ab-
solute error, MAE) fI¥J % % (root mean
square error, RMSE). MAE 5 RMSE 3/ T &
TRIME 5 B SHE 1A R 22, L AR BRAIG, 2 B L 2
PRI TIIINE P2 sy, 1E REARAL.

3.3 BHEULESIIZKRE

ASZIG R T Python 3.11 WA &, TR %>
HEZEFET PyTorch 2.0.1. B SL384457E Windows11
BERS b 5e, BAREAFELE v: CPU: Intel®
Core™ i5-12490F @ 3.00 GHz, GPU: NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 5060. 7EATA 5286, P S vl A &
KANA 24, T EE N {1, 3, 6, 12, 24}, FLLE IR
()8 2 BUE BB H A T ZR A, CSTG-Net
[ oS 2 B il 1 RS 1 & (grid search) g
TEIUESE Bk . RN, XFFeibas254. Dro-
pout HLFEEHH ZH, 75 Fp R B rh R A
BB TAE, W% 3 .

BT CSTG-Net 5l A T XFHUUIZRpLE, R ke
WK /I ZR ] B 5| A (A6 FE AN R BAR A i)
B, AR SCAE I GRaE R K F T 0 Bi B TR SR
BART S, FEINZRRTH, BA 5N KLD 203, XL
AT A5 2R 5 0 A . %A L A B A TE REAE
HRE 7 B R 4] 30, DRl 3 5 1 A 1 D) £ 24 BT B
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i T g A st R S A A B ). R, At
VRH D SR FSE I SRR IE L S, A JE S U RT3 5k
Fenli. AR, 51N KLD X 7E 5 A AT IE ]
WL, BRERAL T T 00 30555 20 93 30, M A%
R DR R4 F0U0 B8 77 1) RIS S B A 5 5

3.4 SRS

3.41 BIMXW

FEUE CSTG-Net [ R, ACE Al
BRI FE 7 R aE IR B A 45 T 1 s, pr A p A
Y45 FH 5e 3 p g SR AT I 5 1T 7R 38 5 IR
B, NS AR AR & it I FE A AL R, DURSFUUHE BRI (1)
B, RIS, MBS LE A, £ X LSTM.
Crossformer. iTransformer 5 CrossLinear PYFfi3
HERLAY 5] N\ TimesNet 1F A48 8 10 5 2 /X 2%
SIS S5 R W 4 Fros, Horb i g Ry, ik
SR P bR N RIZ, R SIEUE N 3 IRAFIBEAL
P N RIS FIE R

M 4 AT A1, CSTG-Net 7EATA FE & L[
PEREFR b3 B E LT HAB XS LU . CSTG-Net £

#* 3  (CSTG-Net @S E

Table 3 ~Hyperparameter settings of the CSTG-Net
S ZHUH S H ZHUH
Pt Adam FAZT O E 15
23] 5% 0.001 T AL 30

AN 512 KLD L& 5x107%
ez 100 WENEES e 0.05
TR 3 e = 4 e 128

R4 PERELIREAFRBEREARD KT ORI

Table 4  Performance comparison of different models in
the rotary kiln dataset at various steps
N N TP
Y iz
1 3 6 12 24
MAE 35.571 35.583 35.592 35.609 35.649
LSTM
RMSE 45.766 45.782 45.798 45.828 45.884
MAE 29.057 27.108 29.141 28.749 30.058
Crossformer
RMSE 34.545 35413 34.772 34.969 37.993
MAE 35.574 35.586 35.585 35.609 35.641
iTransformer
RMSE 45.768 45.783 45.789 45.825 45.874
MAE 30490 28.321 26.666 28.433 29.411
CrossLinear
RMSE 36.107 34.390 34.301 34.485 36.164
MAE 36.748 37.237 36.857 37.537 36.521
GinAR
RMSE 47.000 47.455 46.938 47.685 46.695
MAE 26.434 26.993 26.317 26.957 27.657
CSTG-Net

RMSE 34.431 32.323 32.290 33.163 33.536

WA AR T R ) HEEE 3 5 T R I ek, 2
VAT T H BT BT 1 Se A5 B 5 S R AEA. R
i, MSTA it 2 R o fif Jo 85 R 25 1) % &
WSS, BROER T TSR 1 A 2= K5k
BB T TR (I S AR R

Crossformer 1 CrossLinear s& & BLIX AL 1 7
M. Crossformer 762644 1 A1 3 14 %5 #A T
MR T CrossLinear. 1 CrossLinear 7FH K3
T E) MAE Al RMSE ERIELF. XKW, Tk
TN FERE NN ERXFZME, 2805
WANEAS &, S5 B T8 — e FE LR DA P AR
R T U ST TR ARORSAR =X 2R 2% i)

LSTM 5 iTransformer Ff) S50 45 B fE — 2,
H MAE 1 RMSE B 1E T A il 25K _FJLF PR $F
AR XU, R M A BARFER) LSTM, i&
TR AHAS B 4 JE token K] iTransformer, 7™ H 4K
7 A H B B SE R N AR AR B AT X P
BERY ) T AR 35 55 2, IR A — AN ERES
B SR, KRR ANSEE L.

GinAR 1 EAR T3 AR, (HAEFT A fe b
R, T HER, RS REAEA B
EARE A REE, T Gin AR RO T AR AU
THEMESE SN, SRR SIS E M 1T T
. A, FENAER R ST, GinAR BN
fAT B A AR - AR AR R L. F AT A, 4 TS
AR RIS AR B YA O B AT B R R
HRR, PRI SR Z R A, B, E&
A5 B 5| RAE N A AR B iR I 2 0 EL ).

K 5 EAM RN T A A A A % il P KR
) MAE Zfbi&%. mIEm I, CSTG-Net #] MAE
& AP K BT REME, HE PR
B4R CrossLinear Al Crossformer 7EiZE 55 X
e, 1B HARZE RSB K LSTM A1 iTransformer /5
FEEZ, FIRENE T EAIE N AR R IR TR,

40
0”—‘3\0—’/0\0
35 =4 = 4 S 4 = 4 4
m
<
= 30 —
25
1 3 6 12 24
SUNIEIZS
- LSTM Crossformer iTransformer
-0~ CrossLinear  -©- GinAR CSTG-Net

Bl 5 ARERATEZ T2 K T MAE 2244,
Fig.5 Variation in MAE of different models across
prediction steps
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(8

S 52 4

TR AT R ZN AT, GinAR K MAE {H 418
B, R T AR R, s G0 R b
(1) J&) PR
3.4.2 ZILMLE
N T BAE CSTG-Net 7EAN AR 2 fL g
A SCAE A TF R ETT BE4E 1 00 A4S 746
(ETThl, ETTh2, ETTml, ETTm2) b #4T T #E
HERY B P AR AR B AR R S (R A N 5. K 5
TR T BT A AR DU SR AR AN R TR0 K 1)~ F
BV a5 R, FIRE, St R, IR RULT
R 2ebriE. A, CSTG-Net £ ETT $idi4E k-
PR T oAb e R B S . CSTG-Net K
MAE, 7 ETTh1 % E R Crossformer
FA#AI% 51.34%, TF ETTh2 FdE4&E KM CrossLinear
41K 36.90%, £ ETTm1 H¥ 4 o Bk i BE 1
46.64%, 1t ETTm2 HHf 5 h R AR BRAR 43.48%.
K6 AL TR AL ETT UASFEEANH

%5 ANEBAE ETT HUE4E ETE s i
Table 5  Performance comparison of different models on
ETT datasets

ALY fatn ETThl ETTh2 ETTml ETTm2
MAE 9.291 14.413 12.283 15.817
LSTM

RMSE 9.836 16.043 12.679 17.686
MAE 6.486 7.025 6.162 12.791

Crossformer
RMSE 7.344 8.288 7.039 14.345
MAE 8.930 14.416 12.282 12.790

iTransformer
RMSE 9.461 16.049 12.677 14.343
MAE 7.049 6.628 7.032 14.126

CrossLinear
RMSE 8.089 8.064 7.937 15.794
MAE 8.705 12.542 9.742 10.693

GinAR

RMSE 9.339 15.080 10.762 13.376
MAE 3.156 4.182 3.288 6.044

CSTG-Net
RMSE 3.779 5.118 3.902 7.495

ETTh1 $#54E ETTh2 ¥fEsE

MG K R H MAE. 7€ ETT $#i54E L, CSTG-
Net KlE4se, 780 UE# T CSTG-Net 75 AL FEA A
Tolk 3 A iy 5 K2 AL RE 71, GinAR FITERERR
TE S8 AR (A1 55 78 8 2 0 P B s 4 Pt A 1 427
X el T A, 1 ETT $dE i g A
MR R RBRE N E A, MRS, Kt
GinAR A8 9% 18 i #8732 ] B AR & ik &2 ik
RAZRIIRR, MO RS TR EMIETE. Cross-
former 1 CrossLinear £ A NHIEE FRR I
B 7 N A AE AR By B8RRI 25 A RS A SR R A
RO SRR . LSTM 5 iTransformer 1)
KUK IR 2, FRIRIGAE T XA E 18] V1 4 s A
FAAR &4 token [F] S fa14k 25 [A] AR 0 B/ o vk A
BB 78w AR TR IR T 55

7 5K 8 /R T#E ETThl f1 ETTm2 E/)
T £ 5 5 22 A 2k P, DAL R 22 4 i b g TR A AR
A&, ETThl Ba 4 RS 8, 7R BE4E I
B e R I H AN RIS A6 72 W AR i 4% ET Tm?2
i G R VR T A R HoRFEAR vy, TR 50
45 b e R D R [RI AL ZE 00k 255 I ) 28 40w i PE
SfEE. 78 ETThl #1 ETTm?2 2K 4, CSTG-
Net FIFEUR R i 78 HAL B KK, P A2 AR 2
P BT 1. IX 53R 5 145 SRARNE N, R
CSTG-Net T : g O H T 45 5 e e v w1 fg
i A FE Py AE AR BB GinAR 5 ik A A£G AE
ETThl H# 2, HHE 7 Sk, &R H Gin-
AR TEAR BRI — [ LN B T b o A2 AR B ) S S
515, HYEREZIR. /£ ETTm?2 $¥54 I GinAR
WAL R TR, ERARROR, R AR ZEAAAEW
3, AR TNAR e, A = AR R 45 2R, Cross-
Linear fl Crossformer £ ETTh1 R B4, H
WAL LR R TR, (H AR AR B 2 1) S T iR 2
XS B E AR Y AR AR R T SRS S, A A
ST AN H T B I R G I S AR O AR, L

ETTm?2 ¥4

ETTm1 ¥dEdk

6
Fig.6

ETT #di4E 1) MAE HRE
The bar chart of the MAE of the ETT datasets
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30
25
20

15
=10

5

O -

GX“P”“ rgG ﬂe‘

%=

i

OtoﬁS@(ﬁ.\z@ﬁSﬁO‘@a Xﬁ“ﬁ m“ea
A%

7 ETThl R E LK
Fig.7  The box plot of the prediction error for ETTh1

40

e 1111

. 1 1 T

e \ﬁ@éxossﬁ\“e“ cwd® G“e&

%

Tt

o= @ -

K8 ETTm2 fHtilR 2L
Fig.8 The box plot of the prediction error for ETTm2

PERE 23 B8 P B 1 AR BN, mAE N RUEZ
ETTm2 I, CrossLinear fl Crossformer R 7%,
Rt BIGIE | AR U TV AR AR

B S sh, BB, PR
FERII PP ds EfEK . LSTM A iTransformer 75
PN B SE L B L R ZM R, Xt —D
SR T AEFP A R AT BB RIS, e RS A AR AR R
B B B A A 25 5y H B R A 2.
3.4.3 HRASEIE

Rt — 2B HIT CSTG-Net 224 H % 4% O 14
Xof BEAR TR 1 6 1) TR, AR 7T L A FE AR T LA,
KRR T2 R A B ERA T S 1 A s
[tz 7 Jo 4 i JE B0 B T e T e Sy, L& SR
P9 A 10 o, SEBR it 1 DURR RS J3 5 A
IR LR B T oRFE S 2 RUEE B R A MR R
Feit LA e A5 S 5 LAY HEAT 0 L BT

1) w/o STLM: 5l Ry 7% S i, A8k &
PEGGE B IR IS 75 0 45 K 5 B A AL R 5
RIPERE )1 .

2) w/o MSAM (multi-scale decomposition
and aggregation module, MSAM): |5 £ R4
it 5 G, WEBRFI T RS 2 RIERME
PHERRAE. BEAR A T PRl 2200 52 I 2% @ AR il 92

7 Tl FEah 25 A B B A

3) Guider-only: {X R ¥ 7E %A 8 51 F 70 3. 1
ZBOE T, BARLRACAE SR Tk 2 KPT Fiji
A ACHE N R BRI 58 2 8, Jo ik B aQAk B
B BOAS Rk K I8 B S B AKX AR AL S
FESGIE S SR AR 58 S AR B2 ) 7 SOl

4) Learner-only: {8 HMEAR &2 2] 73 3. i
I AR R AR A Oy B 3 T AR AR AR S N AR AR R
BN, SRz & E BN ER TS, BB
BV T8 415 S5 51 T LRI 5 2 Ak ISt i 222 07 T 119 DK
fEM.

H# Bk STLM J5, CSTG-Net 1By —Fh LA,
I 3% RS H gmiid s 44 . Segm et SRR IR,
R B I — e RE L . FU R, R
FR T IR 2 T FR G N AR AR [ A v A 2
() 4 $h SR 1) S s R 7, BB R T SR B A I
N . BT, HERE R IR AR A R,
XRHIROHN T 178 %15 2 5] SHUHIAE — EFESE
ESRAS TSR A SIS, PRIE 1 A T
PERE.

FEER MSAM Ja, B PERE & 25840, 1 —R
JE RS LR AR S 2R e DU R H N AEAS B RS 1 T
W, X —GER 7R TR e & (5 B T AT HERT ) A
RO MR R G RIS BR 5 R
FERRARET, A AR A Bk 2K Tt SR (A AN B 5 1k R i £
(L%

ARERR ) 3, IR 91 300 SO, AR ARLR
WRAE EAE BRI FRI KPT Tya =, RISk
S BEAXARIE L. TR BN B R 5
SRR, A ER T REBE R LER, $5
TR E BRI IR . SR Mk, %A A 2 08 Fil
1E55 BRI T 8 7 B AERR A SR B B 7 A2 A2
R, Bt REA ] 27 50 2 (10 56 2 A2 R (A RS
B R ARG HIRZERN TG R H TSR Z A
AR A G R, RS Z R TR SR IE R
N, RS LA 7152 IR

HRERRGI 33, MUORE 2 2] 0 SO, AR AR
MO S A A B L [m] AT P9 2R A S R el v
AP, 25 BT R AR AR 35 T R, I JIHE
ST AURKEESNEAS B AT ELRE MRS A7 AR ™ 2 (1 WS
fi 7=, BIME L, 7528 T 2 RN 25 & 5 KR4y
AESRHXAE 77, 1ZAARIHE SN E AR &P 51 h P2 40
FHE PN ERERGER, ANE—ERE ELKE TS
N AR A A O AT FE AR AL, 8 G 1 TN R R

gk LRTIR T RS R 25 R R G RAIE T AR
CSTG-Net & AR A7 R L. IR ERMIN T 2%
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32.54

29.89

i

1

29.84

26.43
—

41.94

38.98

O CSTG-Net O w/o STLM Ew/o MSAM [ Guider-only [ Learner-only

30.20

26.99

[]

!

34.28

30.62

|

33.25

26.32
| s— |

3111

35.09
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Fig.9 Comparison of MAE in ablation experiments
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45.63
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/]
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K 10
Fig.10
ML 2= R oe EE Bl AT RS ST
T2, A 2% e 0% 52 BT 39230 S B B4 20 A R RRAIE
% RUBE 43 W A2 il ke P A A0 1 5l 2 i) R 25 R 7 V%
B B S E IR G R R T 3R BSR4 2R A Fe
Fr e B ORI 3 ) A A R AR AR R D ) 2 A
JH I & B P A 2 SRR 0 X % R S S 2 A
i R ABE AN 25 18] 5% RAH ORI IR g L, & ] LS
FERLAE B TV sk 72 p 2 B 25 R 1E 1
3.4.4 WIS SHT
WIE 11 B, N7 SE I 2R 5 ms A 2ok 51125
IR S S PE, A SO T A SRR ME R 4R ETThi
JE7R T CSTG-Net 7E 24 5 HUAE 55 106 P il gk
2. EH B X P g, Ko 2] 4 3 ) I
TER PN N 5] T4 SCRFAE IR RE ; SEZR N RIFR 2%,
RN H A X 7 W4 SCRFIE R R 7. B ] DL, 45
o i 2 AL I FE 0T o R A S BCA AL AN R
HI 30 R A THAAMT B, SRR Be AT KLD 293K, 5]
T 35 5 2 5y SCREBU R 43 A0 22 0K, H
o T X BSR4 R AR, DRIk 40 ) 457 2% 4
FRAERARIK . R, 2% ) 40 SCAE X w8 v A4S e
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