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ABSTRACT

We introduce an anomaly detection method for multivariate
time series data with the aim of identifying critical periods
and features influencing extreme climate events like snowmelt
in the Arctic. This method leverages Variational Autoencoder
(VAE) integrated with dynamic thresholding and correlation-
based feature clustering. This framework enhances the VAE’s
ability to identify localized dependencies and learn the tem-
poral relationships in climate data, thereby improving the de-
tection of anomalies as demonstrated by its higher F1-score
on benchmark datasets. The study’s main contributions in-
clude the development of a robust anomaly detection method,
improving feature representation within VAEs through clus-
tering, and creating a dynamic threshold algorithm for local-
ized anomaly detection. This method offers explainability of
climate anomalies across different regions.

Index Terms— Anomaly Detection, Dynamic Thresh-
old, Climate Extreme, Variational Autoencoder, Multivariate
Time Series

1. INTRODUCTION
The Arctic is warming at a rate twice the rest of the globe;
this has led to changes in the seasonal melt patterns with an
increase in frequency, intensity, and spatial coverage of the
melt. This extreme melting is a result of complex interac-
tions of multiple climate features. Multivariate time series
anomaly detection provides a way to study how melt patterns
are changing. Understanding why a particular period is an
anomaly can be more difficult when many variables are in-
volved. As a result, introducing a robust preprocessing and
postprocessing methodology might enhance the anomaly de-
tection accuracy.

Our research is motivated by the need to develop a robust
framework that captures the intricate relationship among cli-
mate features in the Arctic. This is crucial to understanding
the features critical to extreme events such as snowmelt in the
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Arctic and its subsequent impact on climate change. For in-
stance, the 2019 melt was exacerbated by a series of anoma-
lous conditions such as abnormally low winter snow cover,
spring heat waves, and clear summer skies were identified as
critical contributors to the unprecedented levels of ice melt.
With this insight, we designed our methodology to use the
correlation score as a metric to cluster the input features. This
technique enhances the representational capacity of the model
by prioritizing the intra-cluster relationships. We then apply
the methodology to identify anomalous periods across vari-
ous Arctic regions, we further identified features contributing
mostly to these anomalies. Northwest (NW), Northeast (NE),
Southwest (SW), and Southeast (SE) are the selected regions
of interest in this study due to the availability of ground-truth
data.

Our methodology achieved a significantly higher F1-score
on unseen data of a benchmark anomaly detection dataset [1,
2]. This highlights the potential of our approach to contribute
significantly to the field of anomaly detection.

To summarize, the main contributions of this research are:

• We propose a Cluster-VAE framework for anomaly de-
tection in climate data.

• We design a dynamic threshold algorithm characterized
by climate attributes such as seasonality to localize the
anomaly detection phase.

• We provide a practical tool for identifying anomalous
periods and features in climate studies.

The next section describes related work on anomaly de-
tection. Section 3 introduces our methodology and frame-
work for anomaly detection, while Section 4 analyzes our ex-
periment and results. Finally, Section 5 summarizes the out-
come of our approach and discusses the broader impact of the
method.

2. RELATED WORK
2.1. Anomaly Detection
Time-series anomaly detection, often a paramount task in data
analysis, has garnered significant attention in the literature
due to its wide applicability in areas such as network security,
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weather forecasting, and fault diagnosis. Broadly, the litera-
ture on anomaly detection can be classified into two primary
strategies:

1. Univariate Anomaly Detection: This approach tar-
gets single time series data. It aims to identify anoma-
lies based solely on individual timestamp deviations
from established norms or patterns [3, 4, 5]. While this
method is effective for isolated datasets where individ-
ual time series aberrations are of primary concern, it
often fails to capture the essence of real-world systems.

2. Multivariate Anomaly Detection: Recognizing the
limitations of the univariate approach in scenarios
with interlinked time series, the multivariate technique
emerged as a more encompassing strategy. It doesn’t
merely consider the temporal dynamics within an in-
dividual time series. Instead, it holistically captures
the inter-dependencies across multiple time series. By
modeling these interconnected series as a singular en-
tity, the approach can identify anomalies that manifest
in coordinated deviations across various time series
[6, 2, 7]. However, interpreting the anomalies can be
challenging.

Traditional clustering algorithms such as K-Means [8],
and DBSCAN clustering have long been cornerstone tech-
niques for anomaly detection. These algorithms operate under
the foundational hypothesis that normal data points coalesce
into dense regions in the feature space, leaving anomalies to
lie in sparse, less populated areas. However, in the context
of high-dimensional time series data, conventional clustering
methodologies face intrinsic challenges. A pivotal constraint
pertains to the retention of the inherent structure of the time
series data, a concern echoed by [9].

Graph-based clustering methodologies have also been
proffered as alternative paradigms to traditional methods. For
example, [10] presented a Dynamic Graph Embedding-based
(DynGPE) model aimed at clustering climatic events. While
this methodology exhibits potential for capturing intricate
relationships among data points, it has limitations when it
comes to preserving temporal dependencies inherent in the
dataset, an aspect that cannot be trivialized in certain applica-
tion domains like climatology.

These works summarize the several approaches that have
been employed to tackle the challenges and limitations of
clustering-based anomaly detection, particularly in multivari-
ate time series data. However, as elucidated, the challenges
of preserving intricate temporal and multivariate dependen-
cies remain only partially addressed.

In light of the limitations observed in existing methodolo-
gies, we propose a novel approach aimed at providing a more
holistic solution that enhances the models’ performance, re-
tains the temporal dependencies, and identifies the anomalous
features.

Fig. 1. Model Framework

3. METHODS
3.1. Definitions
Definition 1. Multivariate time series (MTS): A MTS consists
of multiple univariate time series t of a finite sequence of val-
ues with m unique observations t = {1, ...,m}. MTS T =
{t1, ...t|T |}, |T | is the number of time series.

Definition 2. Anomaly scores Y is a combination of the re-
construction error and the KL-divergence.

Y (ti) = λ1 ∗ xi + λ2 ∗KL(P ||Q) (1)

where xi is the reconstruction error at the i-th point, KL(P ||Q)
is the KL-divergence between two probability distributions P
and Q, while λ1 and λ2 are hyperparameters that weigh the
importance of the reconstruction error and KL-divergence.

3.2. Problem Formulation
For each region, if ti and tj are time series, we aim to en-
hance representation sampling of ti and tj in the latent space,
by prioritizing the intra-cluster relationship to minimize the
reconstruction loss. We aim to identify temporal anomalies
in the region and estimate features significantly influencing
anomalies.

3.3. Framework
The framework of our model as illustrated in Figure 1 com-
prises of the following steps:

• We obtain the correlation score for the MTS using Pear-
son’s correlation coefficient. Given n variables, the cor-
relation matrix R would be an n x n matrix. For n vari-
ables: t1, t2, ..., tn, the Pearson correlation coefficient
between ti and tj (where i and j are between 1 and n)
is given by:

rij =

∑
(ti − t̄i)(tj − t̄j)√∑

(ti − t̄i)2
∑

(tj − t̄j)2
(2)

where t̄i and t̄j are the means of variables ti and tj .
Note that rij = rji) because the correlation between ti
and tj is the same as the correlation between tj and ti.



• We then cluster the correlated variables using K-means,
here the variables are vectors and the K-means algo-
rithm clusters these vectors based on their similarities.
For each variable ti assign to cluster Cj is represented
in equation 3

Cj = argminckd(ti, ck) (3)

ck represents the k-th centroid, and d is the distance
measure =

√
2(1− r) Euclidean distance. r is the

Pearson correlation coefficient. The optimal number
of clusters was estimated using the Elbow method and
evaluated using Silhouette coefficient score.

• Each cluster C1, C2, ...C|j| having variables ∈ (ti and
tj) where C|j| is the number of clusters, are fed into
a reconstruction based model in parallel. We imple-
mented the LSTM network to learn the temporal de-
pendencies in the input and adopt the VAE architecture
[11] for the reconstruction based model.

• We adopted the model loss (Equation 4) as our anomaly
score and then identified the anomalies using a Dy-
namic Threshold algorithm based on POT. The iden-
tified anomalies are then used as labels to identify fea-
tures significantly influencing extreme events in each
region using the feature perturbation method.

LossV AE = −Eqϕ(z|xi)[logpθ(x
i|z)] +KL(qϕ(z|xi)||pθ(z))

(4)

3.4. Data Preprocessing
Reconstruction-based models can be vulnerable to irregular
and abnormal instances present in training data. To mitigate
this, we adopted the Interquartile Range (IQR) method—a
classical approach in univariate anomaly detection. By lever-
aging IQR, we identified and flagged abnormal timestamps
within each individual time series from the training set. For
each abnormal instance, its value was replaced by computing
the mean of its neighboring normal data points. We reshape
our data into D x T x F dimensions, where D = samples, T
= timesteps, and F = features, to reshape the data, a state-
full rolling window was applied to the training and testing
data with a window size of 14 timesteps.

3.5. Anomaly Detection via Dynamic Thresholding (DT)
with POT
We identified characteristics of the dataset such as season-
ality, trend, or periodicity, and then based on these charac-
teristics, we defined a sliding window mechanism. We seg-
ment the anomaly score of the time series into three segments,
with the time steps in the first and last segment equivalent
to the window size, this allows for handling of edge cases.
Our procedure commences with the extraction of an initial
anomaly threshold for the first segment, leveraging the POT
[12] methodology. This serves as a benchmark to categorize
each temporal instance within this segment as either normal
or anomalous. Next, we move the sliding window by a mag-
nitude equivalent to half its span. Within this shifted window,

Fig. 2. Greenland map with area studied shaded in blue

Table 1. Climate features used in the study
Sub-domain Features

Temperature 2m temperature t2m
Skin temperature skt

Pressure Mean sea level pressure msl
Surface pressure sp

Wind 10m u-component of wind u10
10m v-component of wind v10

Radiation Surface solar radiation downwards ssrd
Surface thermal radiation downwards strd

Clouds Total cloud cover tcc
Precipitation Total precipitation tp

Snow
Snowmelt smlt
Snow albedo asn
Snow depth sd

we recompute the threshold via POT. If the data points from
the initial time steps surpass the computed threshold, they are
marked anomalous. This half-length transition strategy for
the sliding window is meticulously chosen to ensure that the
internal sequence distribution within the window is not af-
fected by the identified anomalous time steps, while simul-
taneously enabling a localized threshold estimation based on
neighboring temporal values.

4. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS
4.1. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
This section delineates the datasets and performance metrics
employed in our experimental evaluation. A summary of the
datasets’ characteristics is presented in Table 1, and they are
further elaborated below:

• ERA5 Dataset: The ERA5 dataset is the fifth gener-
ation of ECMWF atmospheric reanalyses. In this re-
search, we analysed 13 features with periods between
1941 and 2022. The regions studied are shaded blue in
Figure 2.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of our method, we eval-
uated its performance on two benchmark datasets: WADI
(Water Distribution Dataset) [13] and SMD (Sever Machine
Dataset) [2]. We use precision, recall, and F1-Score as met-
rics over the test dataset label. The result in Table 2 shows
the performance of our method compared to baseline models.



Table 2. Model accuracy in terms of precision, recall, and f-1
score from multiple models. The results for the DAGMM,
LSTM-VAE, MAD-GAN, GDN, OmniAnomaly are as re-
ported in [1, 2]

Method WADI SMD
Prec Rec F1 Prec Rec F1

DAGMM 0.54 0.27 0.36 0.59 0.87 0.70
LSTM-VAE 0.88 0.15 0.25 0.79 0.70 0.78
MAD-GAN 0.41 0.34 0.37 - - -
GDN 0.98 0.40 0.57 - - -
OmniAnomaly - - - 0.83 0.94 0.88
Cluster-LSTM-VAE with DT 0.96 0.78 0.87 0.97 0.75 0.85

Table 3. Original feature clusters obtained for each region
(Northeast NE, Northwest NW, Southwest SW, and Southeast
SE Greenland) without removing outliers

NE Clusters NW Clusters SW Clusters SE Clusters
u10,v10,asn,sd,smlt u10,v10,smlt,tcc,tp u10,v10,smlt,tcc,tp u10,smlt
t2m,skt,ssrd,strd t2m,skt,ssrd,strd t2m,skt,strd v10,strd,tcc,tp
msl,sp msl,sp msl,sp,ssrd t2m,msl,skt,sp,ssrd
tcc,tp asn,sd asn,sd asn,sd

Table 4. Feature clusters obtained for each region (Northeast
NE, Northwest NW, Southwest SW, and Southeast SE Green-
land) after removing outliers

NE Clusters NW Clusters SW Clusters SE Clusters
u10,asn,sd u10,v10,smlt,tcc,tp u10,v10,tcc,tp u10,asn,sd
v10,msl,sp t2m,skt,ssrd,strd t2m,skt,strd v10,strd,tcc,tp
t2m,skt,smlt,ssrd,strd msl,sp msl,sp,ssrd t2m,skt,smlt,ssrd
tcc,tp asn,sd asn,sd,smlt msl,sp

Fig. 3. The feature importance ranking computed using fea-
ture perturbation. A) 2019, B) 2021

4.2. Results on ERA5 Data
Table 4 is the expected normal cluster obtained after remov-
ing outliers from individual feature using IQR and Table 3
is the clusters under the influence of outliers. These clusters
indicate the varied dynamics inherent in each region. A com-
prehensive analysis of these dynamics will be the focus of a
forthcoming publication. In the current study, we utilize the
clusters in Table 4 as input for our model.
4.3. Ground Truth Validation
Figure 3 shows the ranking of the anomalous features that in-
fluenced extreme snowmelt events during specific period. In
2019, the Snow Albedo (’asn’) emerged as the most impact-
ful feature in Western Greenland’s unprecedented snowmelt,
as shown in Figure 3A. Concurrently, Surface Solar Radia-
tion Downward (’ssrd’) was notably influential in the North-

Fig. 4. The year to year trend of observed anomalies from
1941 to 2022
west. These findings align with the National Snow and Ice
Data Center (NSIDC) 2019 report [14], which attributed the
extensive melt to a combination of low winter snow cover,
a heatwave, and a sunny summer, leading to a decrease in
albedo and, consequently, enhanced melting. In 2021, despite
a typical melt season, an unprecedented rainfall at the Sum-
mit Station led to significant snowmelt especially in Southern
Greenland. This event reduced snow albedo, thereby increas-
ing surface melting [15, 16], corroborating the significance
of Total Precipitation (’tp’) and Snow Albedo (’asn’) in the
Southeast, as indicated in Figure 3B.

The findings from our proposed framework harmonize
seamlessly with the ground truth data [14, 15, 16], it iden-
tifies ’asn’ as the predominant feature across all examined
regions and periods. Notably, the absence of significant fea-
tures in the Northeast in 2021 implies a lack of exceptional
climatic events in that region for the year. Further analysis
of the anomalous trend from 1941 to 2022 (Figure 4) re-
veals a dip in anomalies between 1975 and 1980, and the
Southeast consistently exhibited more anomalies, topics we
plan to explore in future publications. These observations,
coupled with external climate data, provide a comprehensive
understanding of the temporal and spatial dynamics of Arctic
snowmelt. 5. CONCLUSION
In this study, we offer a novel perspective on the critical
drivers of extreme snowmelt events in Greenland. We pro-
posed our model Cluster-LSTM-VAE with Dynamic Thresh-
olding technique for identifying the critical drivers, such as
snow albedo, solar radiation, and total precipitation, that
significantly influence these events. Our findings not only
provide valuable insights into the region-specific climatic
dynamics but also set a foundation for future research fo-
cused on understanding and predicting snowmelt patterns
in response to global climate change. The identification of
these key features is instrumental in informing policy deci-
sions and mitigation strategies aimed at preserving Arctic
environments.
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