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ABSTRACT
The automatic generation of representative natural language de-
scriptions for observable patterns in time series data enhances
interpretability, simplifies analysis and increases cross-domain util-
ity of temporal data. While pre-trained foundation models have
made considerable progress in natural language processing (NLP)
and computer vision (CV), their application to time series analysis
has been hindered by data scarcity. Although several large language
model (LLM)-based methods have been proposed for time series
forecasting, time series captioning is under-explored in the context
of LLMs. In this paper, we introduce TSLM, a novel time series
language model designed specifically for time series captioning.
TSLM operates as an encoder-decoder model, leveraging both text
prompts and time series data representations to capture subtle tem-
poral patterns across multiple phases and generate precise textual
descriptions of time series inputs. TSLM addresses the data scarcity
problem in time series captioning by first leveraging an in-context
prompting synthetic data generation, and second denoising the
generated data via a novel cross-modal dense retrieval scoring ap-
plied to time series-caption pairs. Experimental findings on various
time series captioning datasets demonstrate that TSLM outperforms
existing state-of-the-art approaches from multiple data modalities
by a significant margin.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies→ Supervised learning; Learn-
ing from demonstrations.

KEYWORDS
time series captioning, large language models, multi-modal AI,
synthetic data generation, instruction-tuning.

1 INTRODUCTION
Time series analysis [9, 22] is a fundamental problem with signifi-
cant applications in various real-world cases [64]. It plays a crucial
role in multiple tasks such as forecasting [4, 27, 73] in several do-
mains including energy consumption [72], weather [66], disease
propagation [40], traffic [66], finance [67], anomaly detection [6, 10],
etc. The automatic generation of natural language descriptions for
salient patterns in time series data [25, 39, 42, 52] is an important
task that significantly enhances the overall process of time series
analysis. Translating complex numerical data into understandable
narratives improves the interpretability of data, making it accessible

to a broader audience including those without specialized knowl-
edge in data science or statistics. Furthermore, it facilitates more
effective communication of insights derived from time series anal-
ysis, allowing individuals and organizations to quickly grasp key
trends, anomalies, and other significant patterns. Automating the
description of time series patterns streamlines the analytical pro-
cess and reduces the time and effort required to extract meaningful
insights from large datasets. For instance, in finance, automatically
generated descriptions can help analysts quickly identify market
trends and inform investment strategies. The value of the time
series captioning comes from captioning at scale. Given a large
number of time series instances, time series captioning models can
automatically caption these time series and then use these captions
for downstream tasks such as summarization, statistics generation,
and trend analysis. Attaining human annotations for large numbers
of time series is infeasible, whereas time series captioning models
enable this in an effective and efficient manner. In healthcare, time
series captioning models can assist in monitoring patient vitals and
predicting potential health issues. These automatically generated
interpretations from time series allow the medical staff to make
informed decisions without the need for manual inspections of
the time series graphs. In manufacturing, time series captioning
models can be used to detect anomalies in production processes
and prevent equipment failures.

Despite the extensive research and development in time series
analysis methodologies, the domain of time series captioning re-
mains significantly under-explored, particularly in the context of
large language models (LLMs). Time series forecasting has seen nu-
merous advancements, with several techniques [4, 11, 16, 27, 33, 65,
73] being employed to predict future data points based on historical
patterns. However, the task of generating natural language descrip-
tions that summarize and elucidate the key patterns and insights
from time series data has not received comparable attention. LLMs
exhibit robust pattern recognition skills when processing complex
sequences of tokens, therefore the advanced natural language un-
derstanding and generation aspects of LLMs can be leveraged to
create detailed, coherent, and contextually accurate descriptions of
time series data. By incorporating contextual and semantic nuances
into the generated captions, LLMs provide deeper insights and
more meaningful interpretations compared to traditional methods
[25, 39, 42, 52]. In addition, recent work [1, 17, 24, 35] has shown
impressive results for multi-modal generative AI which integrates
and processes multiple types of data such as text, images, audio,
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and video. By combining different data modalities, multi-modal
generative AI achieves a more comprehensive understanding of
context, leading to more accurate content generation. In addition,
multi-modal generative AI extracts richer representations of data
by capturing complementary information from different modalities
of data.

Inspired by the recent progress of LLMs and multi-modal gener-
ative AI, we propose a new multi-modal model, called Time Series
LanguageModel (TSLM), that consumes a joint representation of
text and embedding for a time series, and outputs a textual descrip-
tion of a time series. A time series can be seen as both (1) a sequence
of numerical values; and (2) a sequence of tokens where each token
is the string representation of the corresponding numerical value.
We propose to form a textual representation of the time series by
explicitly injecting positional information into the text-based se-
quence with phase tagging leading to a coarse-grained sequence
representation. To capture fine-grained information about subtle
variations and intricate patterns in a time series, we propose to
embed the sequence of numerical values of a time series using a
time series 1D CNN-based encoder. This encoder is trained in an
autoencoder setup to learn efficient representation of the time se-
ries data without the need for labels in an unsupervised learning
setting. The coarse- and fine-grained representations of a time se-
ries are combined into a joint representation that is used as input to
the multi-modal encoder. To achieve better modality alignment be-
tween the text and time series within the multi-modal encoder, we
incorporate a reprogramming layer [27] to reprogram the time se-
ries embeddings into the textual representation space. The aligned
time series embeddings are concatenated with the textual embed-
dings to form the textual- and time series-aware embeddings that
are forwarded to the transformer blocks of our multi-modal encoder,
which outputs the final self-attention embeddings that encode both
textual- and time series-based embeddings.

Public time series captioning datasets are scarce which makes
training LLMs ineffective and risks overfitting. Therefore, we pro-
pose an in-context prompting data generation to augment the train-
ing dataset through few-shot learning from high-quality demonstra-
tions. Our data generation process is based on open-source LLMs
so that we can generate large quantities of data without incurring
financial costs. This synthetically generated data may contain plau-
sible but incorrect factual information as a result of hallucinations.
Therefore, we propose a novel denoising method of the generated
data via cross-modal dense retrieval scoring. We train a cross-modal
dense retrieval scoring model using the original clean data, where
the objective is to enhance the understanding of the relationship
between the joint representation of the time series and the textual
representation of the caption. Then, the trained cross-modal dense
retrieval scoring is used to filter noisy time series-caption pairs from
the generated data by assessing the similarity between modalities,
and pairs with low computed similarity from the generated data can
be denoted as noisy. The original and denoised generated data are
used to train our new encoder-decoder TSLM with the next token
prediction task. In the generation phase, TSLM receives an unseen
time series and generates multiple captions that are summarized by
an existing LLM to obtain a single descriptive caption. Therefore,
our TSLM acts as a bridge between the time series data and the
LLM-based summarizer.

In summary, we make the following contributions:
• We propose a new multi-modal model, called Time Series

Language Model (TSLM), that consumes both textual- and
embedding-based representations of a time series to gener-
ate accurate textual descriptions of a time series.

• We propose an in-context prompting synthetic data gener-
ation for time series captioning by leveraging open-source
LLMs in order to augment the training dataset with large
quantities of samples without incurring financial costs.

• We propose a new denoising method of the generated data
via cross-modal dense retrieval scoring which is used to
filter time series-caption pairs from the generated data by
capturing the similarity between the joint representation of
the time series and the textual representation of the caption.

• We evaluate over two datasets, and demonstrate that our
newmethod outperforms the state-of-the-art baselines from
multiple modalities.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Time Series Captioning
The task of time series captioning [25, 39, 42, 52] refers to gener-
ating natural language descriptions that summarize and elucidate
the key patterns and insights from time series data. Murakami et
al. [42] proposed to generate market comments from stock prices
with an encoder-decoder model, where several encoding methods,
including Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP), Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN), or Recurrent Neural Network (RNN) with Long
Short-Term Memory (LSTM) cells , are tested. Sowdaboina et al.
[52] addressed the task of describing wind speed and direction by
selecting important points in a time series that can help in caption
generation. The authors use simple statistical measures and charac-
teristic features that are derived from the wind direction and speed
to build a simple MLP-based classifier. Jhamtani et al. [25] proposed
a neural truth-conditional model for time series captioning. This
model learns to identify patterns that are relevant to a time series
by leveraging three simple types of modules: pattern, locate, and
combine defined as neural modular networks [2]. These modules
are composed together to form handcrafted programs so that the
caption generation is conditioned on only the logical program to
generate an output text that describes this pattern via a decoder.

Time series data in the form of charts has been used in the task
of figure question answering [28]. Time series data are considered
as line charts for captioning in the method proposed by Mahinpei
et al. [39]. This model adapts the PReFIL [28] model for line charts
captioning. Similar to image captioning, this model is composed of
a DenseNet [23] to process the figure image, two fusion blocks for
processing high- and low-level feature maps from the DenseNet,
an LSTM to process the figure’s caption one token at a time, and a
neural network classifier that predicts the next token.

2.2 Multi-modal Models
Deep contextualized language models, such as BERT [13] and Ro-
BERTa [36], have been proposed to solve multiple tasks in informa-
tion retrieval (IR) [5, 8, 30, 43, 44, 50, 56, 57] and NLP [54, 55, 58–
61, 71]. Recently, researchers have focused on the Generative Pre-
trained Transformer (GPT) models to advance LLM capabilities in
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multiple tasks [18, 19, 41, 53, 62, 70]. In this regard, multi-modal
models have been developed in the context of LLMs to improve
the understanding and content generation across various modal-
ities such as text, images, audio, and video. CLIP [47] addressed
the alignment of visual and textual representations by learning
from image-description pairs in order to bridge the gap between
language and vision. The fusion of visual and textual data has led
to the creation of vision-language models (VLMs), which excel at
a range of tasks including image captioning, visual question an-
swering (VQA), and generating images from textual descriptions.
For example, the DALL-E [49] model generates high-quality im-
ages from textual inputs by extending the capabilities of LLMs.
Flamingo [1] is another visual language model that can perform
various multi-modal tasks such as captioning, visual dialogue and
VQA using only a few input/output samples. Flamingo can effi-
ciently use as inputs arbitrarily interleaved text and visual data
input and generate text as output by inserting gated cross-attention
dense blocks between the original LLM layers, that are trained
from scratch. MultiModal-GPT [17] adapts the Flamingo model to
build a vision and language model for dialogue with humans where
LLaMA is used as the language decoder. Multi-modal models have
been studied in the context of instruction-following agents through
visual instruction tuning, where LLaVA [35] has shown impressive
results in instruction-following and visual reasoning capabilities.

Other combinations of modalities include audio and textual
modalities, where AudioGPT [24] has been proposed to understand
and generate audio content from textual input for applications re-
lated to speech recognition, audio generation, and sound extraction
and detection.

Cross-modal retrieval has also benefited from the advancements
in multi-modal models. For example, Florence [68] and ALIGN
[26] have shown the capability to retrieve images based on textual
queries and texts based on visual queries.

3 PROBLEM STATEMENT
The time series captioning task consists of automatically generating
a natural language description 𝑐 of the time series input𝑇 , where the
goal is to provide meaningful descriptions that capture the essential
patterns, trends, or events present in the time series data. Time
series captioning involves processing the temporal sequence of data
points and producing coherent and informative textual output.

When training time series captioning models, multiple time
series-caption pairs𝐷 = {(𝑇1, 𝑐1), (𝑇2, 𝑐2), . . . , (𝑇|𝐷 | , 𝑐 |𝐷 | )} are given,
where |𝐷 | is the total number of pairs. Given the scarcity of time
series-caption pairs, TSLM involves a data generation that consists
of generating synthetic data from existing LLMs to augment the
training dataset and increase the diversity and size of the dataset,
which in turn improves the robustness and generalization ability of
TSLM.While it is possible to automatically generate a wide range of
synthetic data, the process inevitably introduces noisy time series-
caption pairs. Therefore, TSLM involves a new denoising method
that is applied to the synthetically generated data, before training
TSLM with the resulting denoised data.

The trained TSLM model is used to generate multiple captions
of the time series input, then these captions are summarized using
pre-trained LLMs to generate a descriptive caption.

4 TSLM: MULTI-MODAL ENCODER
In this section, we introduce the multi-modal encoder of TSLM that
consumes a joint representation of text and embedding for a time
series, and outputs textual- and time series-aware embeddings.

4.1 Time Series Representations
A univariate time series 𝑇 = 𝑡1𝑡2 . . . 𝑡𝑙 is composed of 𝑙 numerical
values corresponding to 𝑙 different timestamps. We propose a joint
representation for a time series that is composed of both textual
and embedding representations to cover multiple modalities.

4.1.1 Textual Representations. The time series 𝑇 can be seen as a
sequence of tokens where each token is the string representation of
the corresponding numerical value. To explicitly inject positional
information into the text-based sequence of𝑇 , we add phase tags to
the sequence to distinguish three phases which are: starting, middle,
and end. We denoted the tagged time series by < 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 >

and is given by:
< 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 > = < 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑡 > 𝑇1: 𝑙3

< /𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑡 >

+ < 𝑚𝑖𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒 > 𝑇 𝑙
3+1:

2𝑙
3

< /𝑚𝑖𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒 >

+ < 𝑒𝑛𝑑 > 𝑇 2𝑙
3 +1:𝑙

< /𝑒𝑛𝑑 >

(1)

where 𝑇𝑖:𝑗 , 𝑖 < 𝑗 denotes the subsequence 𝑡𝑖𝑡𝑖+1 . . . 𝑡 𝑗 of 𝑇 , + de-
notes the string concatenation operation, {< 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑡 >, < /𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑡 >},
{< 𝑚𝑖𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒 >, < /𝑚𝑖𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒 >}, and {< 𝑒𝑛𝑑 >, < /𝑒𝑛𝑑 >} denote the
tags of the start, middle, and end phases, respectively. The textual
representation of 𝑇 captures a position-aware coarse-grained infor-
mation that is beneficial for the downstream task of the time series
captioning. In general, multiple tagging can be used to segment
the time series sequence. For this work, we only focus on the three
phases segmentation. We leave investigating more sophisticated
segmentation techniques as a future work.

4.1.2 Embedding Representations. The time series𝑇 can be seen as
a sequence of numerical values. The time series embeddings encode
fine-grained information about the behavior of the time series. This
allows the model to capture subtle variations and intricate patterns
in the data. In addition, the time series encoder can reduce the
dimensionality of the data, making it easier to handle variable length
sequences and process long sequences. Therefore, the time series
encoder provides a compressed and informative representation of
the time series that is beneficial for the downstream task of the
time series captioning. 𝑇 is encoded into an embedding, denoted
by < 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠_𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 >, using a time series encoder:

< 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠_𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 >= 𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 (𝑇 ) ∈ R𝑓 ×𝑑
(2)

where 𝑓 is the size of the compressed time series, and 𝑑 is the
dimension of the embedding.

4.1.3 Joint Representations. We propose to represent a time series
𝑇 by combining both coarse- and fine-grained information captured
by the textual- and embedding-based representations, respectively.
This leads to a joint representation, denoted by 𝐽𝑅, in the context
of time series captioning that is given by:
𝐽𝑅(𝑇 ) = [𝐶𝐿𝑆] 𝐷𝑒𝑠𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑏𝑒 𝑡ℎ𝑖𝑠 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 < 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 >

𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑑 𝑏𝑦 < 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠_𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 >
(3)
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where [𝐶𝐿𝑆] is a special token that is added to the beginning of the
joined representation. The joint representation 𝐽𝑅(𝑇 ) of the time
series 𝑇 is used as input to the multi-modal encoder.

4.2 Multi-Modal Encoder Architecture
Our model is composed of an LLM-based encoder that contains
an embedding layer denoted by 𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑_𝑡𝑜𝑘𝑒𝑛𝑠 and transformer
blocks denoted by 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟_𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑠 . We embed the text part
of the joint representation 𝐽𝑅(𝑇 ), denoted by 𝐽𝑅𝑡 (𝑇 ), using the
embedding layer:

𝐽𝑅𝑡 (𝑇 ) = [𝐶𝐿𝑆] 𝐷𝑒𝑠𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑏𝑒 𝑡ℎ𝑖𝑠 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 < 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠 >
𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑑 𝑏𝑦

(4)

𝑬𝒕 = 𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑_𝑡𝑜𝑘𝑒𝑛𝑠 (𝐽𝑅𝑡 (𝑇 )) ∈ R𝑛×𝑑 (5)

where 𝑛 represents the number of tokens resulting from tokeniz-
ing 𝐽𝑅𝑡 (𝑇 ), and 𝑑 is the dimension of the text embedding which is
assumed to be equal to the dimension of the time series embeddings.

To achieve better modality alignment between text and time
series, we incorporate a reprogramming layer [27] to reprogram
the time series embeddings into the textual representation space.
Instead of a patch reprogramming as in [27], our reprogramming
layer operates directly on the time series embeddings and outputs a
reprogrammed time series embeddings that are more aligned with
the textual embeddings 𝐸𝑡 . The time series embeddings should be
aligned with the embedding matrix of the LLM vocabulary denoted
by 𝑽 ∈ R |𝑽 |×𝑑 , with |𝑽 | is the size of the vocabulary. This alignment
is learned through text prototypes that reduce the computational
overhead of the alignment. A parametric linear layer 𝑃 ∈ R𝑝×|𝑽 |

(𝑝 << |𝑽 |) is introduced to obtain the text prototypes embeddings:

𝑬𝒑 = 𝑃𝑽 ∈ R𝑝×𝑑 (6)

To align the time series embeddings with the text prototypes, we in-
troduce a transformer-based cross attention layer that is composed
of 𝐻 heads. For each head ℎ ∈ 𝐻 , three parametric matrices are
introduced: a query matrix 𝑄ℎ ∈ R𝑑×𝑑ℎ , a key matrix 𝐾 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑ℎ ,
and a value matrix 𝑉 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑ℎ , where 𝑑ℎ = 𝑑

𝐻
. For a given time

series 𝑇 , the cross-attention between the time series embeddings
and the text prototypes embeddings is given by:

Qℎ =< 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠_𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 > 𝑄ℎ ∈ R𝑓 ×𝑑ℎ
Kℎ = 𝑬𝒑𝐾ℎ ∈ R𝑝×𝑑ℎ
Vℎ = 𝑬𝒑𝑉ℎ ∈ R𝑝×𝑑ℎ

Zℎ = softmax
(
QℎK𝑇

ℎ√
𝑑ℎ

)
Vℎ ∈ R𝑓 ×𝑑ℎ

Z = Z1 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ . . . ⊕ Z𝐻 ∈ R𝑓 ×𝑑

(7)

where ⊕ denotes the matrix concatenation operation. So, the key
output Kℎ and the value output Vℎ are computed using the text
prototypes embeddings, and the query output is computed using
the time series embeddings. The aligned time series embeddingsZ
are concatenated with the text embeddings 𝑬𝒕 to form the textual-
and time series-aware embeddings denoted by 𝑬𝒔

𝒕 :

𝑬𝒔
𝒕 = 𝑬𝒕 ⊕ Z ∈ R(𝑛+𝑓 )×𝑑 (8)

The textual- and time series-aware embeddings 𝑬𝒔
𝒕 are forwarded

to the 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟_𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑠 layer to obtain the final self-attention

embeddings, denoted by 𝑿 , which encode both textual- and time
series-based embeddings :

𝑿 = 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟_𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑠 (𝑬𝒔
𝒕 ) ∈ R

(𝑛+𝑓 )×𝑑 (9)

We define two varieties of our proposed encoder based on the parts
of 𝑿 that are used by the following components: (1) if the full
embedding matrix 𝑿 ∈ R(𝑛+𝑓 )×𝑑 is used, we denote the encoder
byMulti-Modal Encoder (Matrix); (2) if only the embedding of
the [𝐶𝐿𝑆] token, 𝑿 [𝐶𝐿𝑆 ] ∈ R𝑑 , is pooled, we denote the encoder
by Multi-Modal Encoder (Vector).

5 TSLM: TRAININGWITH DENOISED
GENERATED DATA

In this section, we introduce the training steps of TSLM. As shown
in Figure 1, the training phase is composed of four key steps: (1) In-
context prompting data generation to generate time series-caption
pairs; (2) Times series 1D CNN autoencoder to learn time series
embeddings; (3) Denoise generated data via cross-modal dense
retrieval scoring to discard noisy generated pairs; and (4) Time
series language model where the actual training of TSLM happens.

5.1 In-Context Prompting Data Generation
High-quality and large-scale data is fundamental for training effec-
tive LLMs. Public time series captioning datasets are scarce which
makes training LLMs ineffective and risks overfitting. Data genera-
tion creates additional training samples, which is particularly useful
for the robustness and accuracy of time series captioning models.
Therefore, synthetic data generation addresses the scarcity of such
data, enabling more advanced and reliable LLMs by achieving better
generalization, reducing overfitting, and improving performance
on unseen data. LLMs have demonstrated impressive zero-shot
generalization capabilities across various NLP applications, largely
due to extensive pre-training. Recent methods [7, 14] leverage the
implicit knowledge embedded in LLMs to generate synthetic data
for downstream tasks, as follows:

[𝑠𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ] = 𝐿𝐿𝑀 (𝑞𝑖 ) (10)

where 𝑞𝑖 is the input query sequence, 𝑠𝑖 and 𝑦𝑖 are the generated
sequence and label by the LLM, respectively. In-context prompting
guides the behavior of LLMs to achieve desired outcomes without
modifying the model’s weights. This involves few-shot learning
by providing a set of high-quality demonstrations, each with both
input and desired output, for the target task. By first encounter-
ing these examples, the model gains a clearer understanding of
human intentions and the criteria for desired answers, typically
resulting in better performance compared to zero-shot learning.
For in-context prompting data generation in time series captioning,
𝑠𝑖 and 𝑦𝑖 in Equation (10) refers to the generated time series and
caption, respectively. As shown in Figure 1 (a), the query 𝑞𝑖 is com-
posed of 𝑃 demonstrations that are selected from the groundtruth
time series captioning dataset denoted by TS-Caption Dataset, and
the synthetic data generation instruction which instructs the LLM
to generate 𝑆 time series-caption pairs. The time series part of each
demonstration follows the tagged text representation as shown in
Equation (1), therefore the time series part of a generated pair also
follows the tagged representation.
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Please generate 3 completely new 
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Figure 1: The overview of training TSLM, which is composed of four key steps: (a) In-context prompting data generation; (b)
Time series 1D CNN autoencoder; (c) Denoise generated data via cross-modal dense retrieval scoring; and the final step (d) is
the training of TSLM with the denoised generated data.

Diversity and quality of the generated data are fundamental cri-
teria in synthetic data generation. To increase the diversity of the
generated data, we propose to bootstrap the data generation pro-
cess by including the already generated data into the groundtruth
TS-Caption Dataset. Therefore, the final generated data can sim-
ulate a wide range of scenarios that may not be present in the
original dataset, allowing the LLM to learn from a broader spec-
trum of examples. The bootstrapping during the synthetic data
generation significantly reduces the number of duplicate samples
in the generated data. To improve the quality of data generation,
we group the demonstrations by computing the string similarity
(using fuzzywuzzy1) among the annotations. This means that the
formed groups contain annotations that share similarities, and this
helps the LLM to generate better quality data.

We use LLaMA2-13B-Chat2 as the LLM in Equation (10) to gen-
erate synthetic data. While manual inspection of a few samples
suggests that ChatGPT3 produces higher quality data, we choose
the open-source LLaMA2-13B-Chat model to generate large quanti-
ties of data without incurring financial costs. We leave investigating
more open-source models, such as LLaMA 3, 3.1, and 3.2, for syn-
thetic time series captioning data generation as a future work. The
in-context prompting data generation step results in a large-scale
and diverse data denoted as Generated Data in Figure 1. This data

1https://pypi.org/project/fuzzywuzzy/
2https://ai.meta.com/llama/
3https://chat.openai.com/

is generated in a cost- and time-effective way by querying the
open-source LLaMA model.

5.2 Time Series 1D CNN Autoencoder
Convolutional autoencoders [3, 32] learn to encode an input im-
age in a high-dimensional space into a lower-dimensional feature
space, which enables dimensionality reduction while preserving
important information and discarding noise. These convolutional
layers share weights across spatial locations which leads to a more
efficient training. In addition, the high-quality spatial features that
are learned by the convolutional autoencoders can be incorporated
into a multi-modal model. We leverage the power of convolutional
autoencoders to learn the time series embeddings as shown in Fig-
ure 1 (b). For the scope of this paper, we only consider univariate
time series. We introduce 1D CNN layers to capture local patterns
and temporal dependencies within a univariate time series. By lever-
aging 1D CNN layers, we can handle variable length time series
sequences. In addition, the 1D CNNs are able to recognize patterns
regardless of their position within the time series data enabling the
recognition and detection of events that occur at different times-
tamps. Formally, the time series encoder is defined as follow:

𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝐸𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 = 𝑀𝑒 ◦𝐶2
𝑒 ◦𝐶1

𝑒 (11)

where 𝐶1
𝑒 and 𝐶2

𝑒 are the 1D CNNs with down-sampling. Relu
activation is used for each layer. 𝑀𝑒 is the encoder’s mapping
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linear layer that projects the feature maps into the same dimen-
sion of the text embeddings to obtain the time series embeddings
< 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒_𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠_𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 >∈ R𝑓 ×𝑑 , where 𝑓 is the size of the
compressed time series, and 𝑑 is the dimension of the embedding.
On the other hand, the time series decoder is responsible for the
up-sampling and deconvolution, and is defined as follow:

𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑆𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑠𝐷𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 = 𝐶2
𝑑
◦𝐶1

𝑑
◦𝑀𝑑 (12)

where𝐶1
𝑑
and𝐶2

𝑑
are the 1D deconvolution layers with up-sampling.

Relu activation is used for 𝐶1
𝑑
and sigmoid activation is used for

𝐶2
𝑑
.𝑀𝑑 is the decoder’s mapping linear layer that projects back the

feature maps. Only the time series part of TS-Caption Dataset and
Generated Data are used to train our 1D CNN autoencoder as it is
an unsupervised training and labels (in this case captions) are not
used. Given a time series𝑇 = 𝑡1𝑡2 . . . 𝑡𝑙 , the reconstructed time series
from the 1D CNN autoencoder is denoted by𝑇 𝑟 = 𝑡𝑟1𝑡

𝑟
2 . . . 𝑡

𝑟
𝑙
, where

𝑡𝑟
𝑖
, 𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑙 is the reconstructed value at the timestamp 𝑖 . The

autoencoder is trained by minimizing the 𝐿1 loss function between
𝑇 and 𝑇 𝑟 . After training, we only need the time series encoder
which is frozen and used to extract the time series embeddings that
are incorporated into the remaining steps of TSLM training.

5.3 Denoise Generated Data via Cross-Modal
Dense Retrieval Scoring

Although LLaMA2-13B-Chat can generate promising synthetic data,
it may also produce plausible but incorrect factual information,
a phenomenon known as hallucinations in LLMs. Therefore, to
further improve the quality of synthetic data, we propose a new
denoising model via cross-modal dense retrieval scoring. As shown
in Figure 1 (c), we leverage the groundtruth TS-Caption Dataset to
train a cross-modal dense retrieval model where the objective is to
project the embeddings of each modality into a joint embedding
space by capturing the semantic relationships between different
modalities. In our case, the two modalities are the joint representa-
tion of the time series and the textual representation of the caption.
By creating a joint embedding space, we enhance the understanding
of the relationship between modalities, and we ensure that the rep-
resentations are coherent and consistent which enable us to filter
noisy time series-caption pairs from the generated data. Therefore,
Once the joint embedding space is learned, the similarity between
modalities can be assessed, and pairs with low computed similar-
ity from the generated data can be flagged as noisy, and therefore
removed to obtain a Denoised Generated Data as shown in Figure 1.

Formally, given a time series-caption pair (𝑇, 𝑐), the Multi-Modal
Encoder (Vector) variant is used to extract the vector-based embed-
ding 𝑿 [𝐶𝐿𝑆 ] ∈ R𝑑 of the joint representation 𝐽𝑅(𝑇 ) of 𝑇 . For the
caption 𝑐 , we add the [𝐶𝐿𝑆] token to the beginning of the sequence
and we feed the resulting sequence to the embedding layer and
transformer blocks of the text encoder. Then, we pool the hidden
state of the [𝐶𝐿𝑆] token from the last transformer block to extract
the caption embedding 𝑪 [𝐶𝐿𝑆 ] ∈ R𝑑 . The multi-modal encoder
(vector) and the text encoder share the layers 𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑_𝑡𝑜𝑘𝑒𝑛𝑠 and
𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟_𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑠 . The multi-modal encoder (vector) has an ad-
ditional reprogramming layer to align the time series embeddings
with the text embeddings of the time series as explained previously.
As shown in Figure 1 (c), the goal is to create an embedding space

such that relevant pairs of time series and captions will have higher
similarity than the irrelevant ones. To train the cross-modal dense
retrieval model, we need to create positive and negative time series-
caption pairs. For a given time series-caption pair (𝑇, 𝑐), we denote
the negative captions by 𝑐−1 , 𝑐

−
2 , . . . , 𝑐

−
𝑛𝑔 , where 𝑛𝑔 is the number of

negatives. We update the parameters of the dense retrieval model
by minimizing the log likelihood loss of the relevant caption:

𝐿

(
𝑇, 𝑐, 𝑐−1 , · · · , 𝑐

−
𝑛𝑔

)
= − log

𝑒sim(𝑇,𝑐 )

𝑒sim(𝑇,𝑐 ) +∑𝑛𝑔

𝑗=1 𝑒
sim

(
𝑇,𝑐−

𝑗

) (13)

where sim (𝑇, 𝑐) denotes the similarity between the time series and
the caption using the dot product of their vectors:

sim(𝑇, 𝑐) = 𝑿⊤
[𝐶𝐿𝑆 ]𝑪 [𝐶𝐿𝑆 ] (14)

Given a batch that is composed of 𝐵 time series-caption pairs, in-
batch negatives [29] are used to train the cross-modal dense re-
trieval model. Let 𝑻𝐵 and 𝑪𝐵 be the embeddings of time series
and captions with dimension (𝐵 × 𝑑), respectively, in the batch of
size 𝐵. We compute the similarity scores matrix 𝑺𝑰𝑴 = 𝑿𝐵𝑪

𝑇
𝐵
∈

R𝐵×𝐵 , where each row corresponds to a time series with 𝐵 candi-
date captions. The caption in the diagonal position represents the
groundtruth caption and the remaining 𝐵−1 captions are negatives.

After training the cross-modal dense retrieval model using only
the groundtruth TS-Caption Dataset, we score each pair in the gen-
erated data using sim (𝑇, 𝑐) where high quality generated time
series-caption pairs should have larger similarity than low qual-
ity generated pairs. To filter the generated data, we remove every
pair that has a similarity sim (𝑇, 𝑐) less than a threshold 𝑇ℎ. Af-
ter filtering the generated data, we obtain a Denoised Generated
Data which is considered as a large-scale and high-quality data
for training an accurate time series language model for captioning.
Therefore, our new denoising method utilizing the cross-modal
dense retrieval scoring enables the use of less effective open-source
LLMs, such as LLaMA2-13B-Chat, for synthetic data generation
instead of ChatGPT. This approach reduces noise in the gener-
ated data and leverages the cost and computational efficiency of
open-source LLMs.

5.4 Time Series Language Model
The groundtruth TS-Caption Dataset and the Denoised Generated
Data are used to train the TSLM as shown in Figure 1 (d). The
Multi-Modal Encoder (Matrix) variant is used in TSLM to encode
the joint representation of the time series 𝑇 and obtain the embed-
ding matrix 𝑿 ∈ R(𝑛+𝑓 )×𝑑 . The text decoder shares the embedding
layer 𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑_𝑡𝑜𝑘𝑒𝑛𝑠 with the multi-modal encoder, and has de-
coder transformer blocks and a language model head. Each decoder
transformer block is composed of three components which are
the self-attention head, cross-attention head, and feed forward lay-
ers. The embeddings obtained from the self-attention head depend
solely on the generated tokens up to timestamp 𝑡 . To integrate the
embeddings 𝑿 into the decoding process, we leverage the cross-
attention head which computes embeddings that are both context-
and encoder-aware. At each timestamp 𝑡 , the text decoder is ex-
pected to output the token corresponding to position 𝑡 + 1. The
language model head takes the embedding of the sequence of length
𝑡 from the final decoder block and outputs a probability distribution



Time Series Language Model for Descriptive Caption Generation

Caption 𝟏

Caption 𝟐

Caption 𝑲

.

.

.

Descriptive

   Caption

(a) Time Series Language Model (TSLM) (b) Summarization of Generated Captions

Time Series
   Encoder

Multi-Modal Encoder

               (Matrix)

Text Decoder

Caption

𝑪𝑳𝑺  Describe this time series <time_series> encoded by

                         <time_series_embedding>
You are given these 
captions that describe 
multiple characteristics 
of a time series:

Caption 𝟏, Caption 𝟐, … , 
Caption 𝑲.

Please summarize these 
captions by highlighting 
the important aspects in 
a single sentence. 

Embedding

Multi-Head

  Attention

Figure 2: The overview of generating a descriptive caption. The joint representation of the unseen time series is extracted by
combining the textual and embedding representations, then TSLM generates 𝐾 captions that are summarized using LLaMA2-
13B-Chat to obtain the final descriptive caption.

over the entire vocabulary of the decoder (same vocabulary as the
multi-modal encoder). The TSLM is trained using the next token
prediction task with the teacher forcing on the caption.

6 GENERATING DESCRIPTIVE CAPTION
After training, TSLM receives an unseen time series as shown in Fig-
ure 2. The joint representation of the unseen time series is composed
using the tagged text representation and the time series embeddings
that are extracted from the frozen time series encoder. We generate
𝐾 captions, as shown in Figure 2 (a), that describe multiple aspects
of the input time series with a hybrid approach that combines
top-p [15] and top-k [21] sampling. To obtain a single-sentence
descriptive caption, we query LLaMA2-13B-Chat to summarize the
𝐾 captions as shown in Figure 2 (b). The used prompt starts with
You are given these captions that describe multiple characteristics of
a time series. Then, we add the 𝐾 generated captions to the prompt.
Finally, we ask LLaMA2-13B-Chat to summarize these captions by
adding this part to the prompt: Please summarize these captions by
highlighting the important aspects in a single sentence. As output, we
obtain the descriptive caption. TSLM acts as a bridge between time
series data and LLaMA2-13B-Chat as it generates multiple captions
of a time series input that are summarized by the LLaMA2-13B-Chat
LLM. This means that the LLM does not need to directly consume
the time series modality, which is completely new to the LLM, and
it counts on TSLM to translate the time series into multiple tex-
tual captions that are understandable by the LLM. The descriptive
caption is only evaluated qualitatively in Section 7.4.4.

7 EVALUATION
7.1 Data Collections
7.1.1 STOCK Dataset. This time series captioning dataset [25]
is composed of time series data in the form of stock prices that
are collected from Google Finance API related to 7 randomly cho-
sen technology companies over a period of 20 years. The dataset
contains a total of 1900 time series, each of which consists of a
sequence of values. These values are between 0 and 100. There are
3 natural language annotations for each of the 1900 time series
leading to a total of 5700 time series-caption pairs. Each time series
is labeled by three annotators. The annotations can be grouped
into these major buckets: trend (increase/decrease trends: 48%),

superlative (max/min values; peaks and troughs: 20%), volatility
(flat/smooth; irregular: 12%), comparisons (comparison of start and
end values: 10%), and other patterns (10%). The human annotations
are restricted to a maximum of 9 words, so that one annotation
focuses only on one pattern of a given time series.

7.1.2 Synthetic Time Series (SYNTH). This time series captioning
dataset [25] is constructed so that each time series exhibits one of
the following six patterns: increases at the beginning, increases
in the middle, increases at the end, decreases at the beginning,
decreases in the middle, or decreases at the end. The resulting
dataset contains a total of 560 time series. There are 3 natural
language annotations for each of the 560 time series leading to a
total of 1680 time series-caption pairs. Each synthetic time series is
generated as follows: first, a trend (increase or decrease) is chosen.
This trend is represented by a straight line of length ≤ 𝑙/3, with a
random intercept and slope that are chosen within a range based on
the selected trend. Next, one of three temporal locations (beginning,
middle, end) is randomly picked and considered for the place where
the pattern is located within the series, specifically in the first 40
percentile, 30-70 percentile, or 60-100 percentile of the entire length
𝑙 , respectively. The regions that are located outside of the trend
remain flat. Finally, more variability is introduced by adding a small
noise to each data point. This synthetic setup ensures that the
resulting values of the time series are always within the range of
(0, 100).

We note that these data scarce time series captioning col-
lections highlight the effectiveness of our new synthetic data
generation and denoising steps. We hypothesize that larger
datasets would further improve the generalization of TSLM.

7.2 Baselines
7.2.1 Time Series Captioning. This group of baselines treat time
series as a sequence of numerical values which correspond to the
time series modality.

TRUCE [25]: This baseline represents a neural truth-conditional
model for time series captioning that learns to identify patterns
which are relevant to a time series. Three simple types of modules:
pattern, locate, and combine are defined, and then composed together
to form handcrafted programs. If a program returns true on the
input, the caption generation is conditioned on only the logical
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program to generate an output text that describes this pattern via a
decoder.

TSLM (TimeSeries): This baseline is a variation of our method
that only considers the reprogrammed time series embeddings
from the encoder when generating captions instead of the joint
representations of TSLM.

TSLM (w/o denoising): This baseline is a variation of our
method that uses all the generated data without denoising to train
TSLM.

TSLM (small): This baseline is a variation of our method with a
small number of parameters (142 million) compared to the vanilla
TSLM (1 billion of parameters).

TSLM (medium): This baseline is a variation of our method
with a medium number of parameters (393 million) compared to
the vanilla TSLM (1 billion of parameters).

7.2.2 Image Captioning. This group of baselines treat time series
as charts or plots which correspond to the image modality.

LLaVA4 : This baseline is a large multi-modal model that lever-
ages a vision encoder and an LLM for general-purpose visual and
language understanding. LLaVA contains 7 billion parameters and
is fine-tuned with QLoRA [12] using the image modality of the time
series (chart) for the caption generation task.

LLaVA (ICL): This baseline is a vanilla LLaVA model with in-
context learning (ICL) for the caption generation task.

PureT [63]: This baseline adopts the encoder-decoder frame-
work, where the encoder comprises a SwinTransformer [37] back-
bone and multiple refining encoder blocks, while the decoder con-
sists of several decoder blocks. The encoder’s role is to extract
grid features from the input image and refine them by capturing
the intra-relationships between these features. The decoder then
generates captions word by word, utilizing the refined image grid
features and capturing the inter-relationships between the words
and image grid features.

7.2.3 Text Decoder-Only. This group of baselines treat time series
as a sequence of tokens which corresponds to the text modality,
and the models of this group are composed of decoders only.

LLaMA2-7B-Chat5 : This baseline is a decoder-only LLMwith 7
billion parameters that is fine-tuned with QLoRA using the textual
modality of the time series for the caption generation task.

LLaMA2-13B-Chat6 : This baseline is a decoder-only LLM with
13 billion parameters that is fine-tuned similar to LLaMA2-7B-Chat.

LLaMA2-70B-Chat7 : This baseline is a decoder-only LLM with
70 billion parameters that is fine-tuned similar to LLaMA2-7B-Chat.

LLaMA3-8B (ICL)8 : This baseline is a decoder-only LLM with
8 billion parameters using in-context learning (ICL) for the caption
generation task.

7.2.4 Text Encoder-Decoder. This group of baselines treat time
series as a text or sequence of tokens which corresponds to the text
modality, and the models are composed of encoders and decoders.

T5 [48]: This baseline is a unified sequence-to-sequence Trans-
former model that standardizes various NLP tasks by converting
4https://huggingface.co/llava-hf/llava-1.5-7b-hf
5https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
6https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-2-13b-chat-hf
7https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-2-70b-chat-hf
8https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Meta-Llama-3-8B-Instruct

them into a text-to-text generation format. The encoder processes
the input text, and the decoder generates the output text.

BART [31]: This baseline utilizes a sequence-to-sequence Trans-
former architecture with denoising pre-training objectives, specifi-
cally designed to enhance its effectiveness for text generation tasks.
Similar to T5, the encoder processes the input text bidirectionally,
while the decoder generates output text autoregressively.

TSLM (Text): This baseline is a variation of our method that only
considers the text embeddings from the encoder when generating
captions instead of the joint representations of TSLM. Compared
to the text-based baselines, this variation explicitly injects the posi-
tional information into the text-based sequence of the time series
with adding the three-phase tags as described in Section 4.1.1.

7.3 Experimental Setup
The time series encoding results in a compressed time series embed-
dings 𝑓 with size 6. The dimension of the text and time series embed-
dings is set to 1024. The 𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑_𝑡𝑜𝑘𝑒𝑛𝑠 and 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟_𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑠
layers are initialized from t5-large9 , therefore the vocabulary size
|𝑉 | is 32,128 and we set the number of text prototypes 𝑝 to 1000
(𝑝 << |𝑉 |) as in [27]. For the time series 1D CNN autoencoder, the
number of 1D CNN filters for 𝐶1

𝑒 , 𝐶2
𝑒 , 𝐶1

𝑑
, and 𝐶2

𝑑
is 512, 256, 256,

and 512, respectively. The kernel size is 3, and the stride is 2 for
all 1D CNN layers. The dimension of the encoder’s mapping linear
layer𝑀𝑒 and the decoder’s mapping linear layer𝑀𝑑 is 256 × 1024
and 1024 × 256, respectively. The total number of parameters of
TSLM is around 1 billion.

We apply the in-context prompting data generation for the
merged dataset that contains both the training sets of STOCK and
SYNTH. Each time series length in the merged dataset varies be-
tween 12 and 24. The synthetically generated data has more va-
rieties of sequence lengths ranging from 12 to 50. As explained
in Section 5.1, diversity and quality of the generated data are fun-
damental criteria in synthetic data generation. To increase the
diversity of the generated data, we decided to bootstrap the data
generation process by including the already generated data into the
groundtruth time series-caption pairs. This decision is evaluated
based on an intermediate criterion, that reflects the novelty
of the generated data, which is the percentage of duplicate
samples in the generated data. With bootstrapping, there is
only around 2% of duplicate samples in the generated data,
and without bootstrapping, there is around 11% of duplicate
samples in the generated data. Therefore, it is clear that boot-
strapping is very helpful in terms of increasing the diversity of the
generated data. To improve the quality of data generation, we group
the demonstrations by computing the string similarity among the
annotations. This decision is evaluated based on an intermedi-
ate criterion, that reflects the quality of the generated data,
which is the percentage of the noisy generated data. With
demonstration grouping, the noise level in the generated data
is around 7.6% (equivalent to removing 15,473 pairs from the
generated data in the denoising phase), and without demon-
stration grouping, the noise level is around 12.7% (equivalent
to removing 25,853 pairs from the generated data in the de-
noising phase). Therefore, we opt for grouping of demonstrations

9https://huggingface.co/google-t5/t5-large
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during the synthetic data generation phase. This grouping makes
the number of demonstrations 𝑃 variable with a maximum of 16.
The number of generated samples 𝑆 in a single LLM pass is equal to
3. The temperature of LLaMA2-13B-Chat for data generation is 0.7.
We generated a total number of 203,554 time series-caption pairs.

We denoise the generated data using our cross-modal dense re-
trieval model that is trained with a batch size 𝐵 of 8, and we set
the denoising threshold 𝑇ℎ to 0, which means that we remove a
generated pair that has a negative similarity score computed using
Equation (14). The denoising step is only applied one time when
all the data is generated as opposed to at every round of bootstrap
data generation. Here there is a tradeoff between effectiveness and
efficiency. Including the denoising step after each single genera-
tion during the bootstrap generation significantly increases the
synthetic data generation time, and this becomes not practical. So,
we can sacrifice some noisy generations in the favor of speeding up
the overall process, and at the end we remove all the noisy samples
at once. This denoising step results in removing 15,473 generated
pairs, and this corresponds to 7.6% of the total generated data. The
final size of the denoised generated data is 188,081.

We use the same training, validation, and testing splits of TRUCE.
The denoised generated data does not contain any time series-
caption pair from the testing sets. We report the results of
TRUCE from their paper [25]. For the remaining baselines and
TSLM, we use both the original datasets and the denoised generated
data for training, then we report the testing results for STOCK
and SYNTH. This means that a single model is trained from both
datasets. For training TSLM and the baselines, the batch size is 8 and
the number of epochs is 10. For training the 1D CNN autoencoder,
the batch size is 32 and the number of epochs is 500. The 1D CNN
autoencoder is trained using all the 203,554 generated time series in
addition to the original time series from both STOCK and SYNTH.
For all training, the optimizer is AdamW [38] with a learning rate
of 1e-4, a warmup ratio of 0.33, and a linear decay. For captions
generation, the number of captions 𝐾 is equal to 3. The top-k is 50
and top-p is 0.95. Some limitations and future directions of TSLM
are discussed in Appendix F.

7.4 Experimental Results
We evaluate the performance of TSLM and baselines using three
ROUGE [34] scores: ROUGE-1 (R-1), ROUGE-2 (R-2), and ROUGE-L
(R-L); and BERTScore [69]. In addition, we use our trained denoising
cross-modal dense retrieval model to report a new score denoted
by TSLMScore. Given an unseen time series 𝑇 and a predicted
caption 𝑐 , we compute their similarity using the dot product of
their embeddings that are extracted using the trained cross-modal
dense retrieval model as shown by Equation (14). In general, the
larger the similarity is, the better the prediction is, as in BERTScore.

The generated captions from TSLM and baselines are com-
pared to the groundtruth captions for reporting the quan-
titative metrics. The descriptive caption that is obtained by
summarizing the generated captions from TSLM is only eval-
uated qualitatively to demonstrate the effectiveness of TSLM
in acting as a bridge between the time series data and LLMs.

7.4.1 Results on STOCKDataset. Table 1(a) shows the performance
of different approaches on the STOCK dataset. We show that our

proposed method TSLM outperforms the baselines for all evalu-
ation metrics. By incorporating the textual and embedding rep-
resentations of a time series into TSLM, we capture both coarse-
and fine-grained information of the time series pattern and varia-
tion. This leads to a significant improvement over the time series
captioning baseline TRUCE both in terms of R-L and BERTScore.
The text decoder-only baselines achieve better results than the text
encoder-decoder baselines. Fine-tuning LLaMA2 models lead to
slightly better results compared to using in-context learning with
LLaMA3-8B. However, only using the text modality in the text-
based baselines is shown to be less effective than combining both
the text and time series modalities in TSLM. The results on this
dataset show a clear advantage of our new multi-modal encoder,
that fuses both the tagged textual time series and the reprogrammed
time series embeddings, in terms of both effectiveness of multiple
evaluation metrics and efficiency where TSLM has only 1 billion
parameters which is a lot smaller than the LLaMA variations. The
efficiency of TSLM translates into a significant reduction in terms
of time and memory complexity in both the training and inference
phases compared to the LLaMA models. The image modality that
is used in fine-tuning LLaVA has a lower performance compared
to the text modality used in LLaMA2-70B-Chat, and the combined
text and time series modalities used in TSLM.

TSLMScore reflects the ability to learn intricate variations and
patterns better than ROUGE scores and BERTScore as the cross-
modal dense retrieval is trained specifically with time series cap-
tioning data. TSLMScore shows the advantage of the text- and time
series-based models compared to the image-based models. LLaVA
(ICL) is in particular not adequate for the time series captioning, as
the intricate variations and patterns cannot be captured by the in-
context image-based demonstrations, and therefore the generated
captions are not accurate.

7.4.2 Results on SYNTHDataset. Table 1(b) shows the performance
of different approaches on the SYNTH dataset. Consistent with
STOCK dataset, our results on the SYNTH dataset show the impor-
tance of the textual and embedding representations of a time series
in improving the time series captioning, and by consequence, TSLM
outperforms the baselines for all evaluation metrics. TRUCE uses an
LSTM decoder in an auto-regressive manner to generate the caption
by considering the embedding of the previous tokens and the input
program representation. The results show that our method and the
baselines that use transformer-based auto-regressive decoders lead
to significantly better evaluation metrics. The image modality used
in LLaVA also achieves lower performance than LLaMA2-70B-Chat
and TSLM for this dataset demonstrating the effectiveness of the
text- and time series-based models compared to the image-based
models.

7.4.3 Ablation Study. Table 1 shows five variations of TSLM. Our
ablation study shows the importance of the joint representation of
the time series where we combine both coarse- and fine-grained
information captured by the textual and embedding representations.
This joint representation in TSLM outperforms the single-modality
variants TSLM (Text) and TSLM (TimeSeries) for all reported met-
rics. TSLM (Text) differs from the reported text-based baselines by
the explicit injection of the positional information into the text-
based sequence of the time series with adding the three-phase tags.
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Table 1: Time series captioning results.

Method Name R-1 R-2 R-L BERTScore TSLMScore

TRUCE [25] – – 50.00 0.57 –
PureT [63] 57.45 37.86 56.98 0.73 2.82
LLaVA 60.07 41.37 59.78 0.76 4.05
LLaVA (ICL) 50.00 30.00 48.52 0.69 2.68
LLaMA2-7B-Chat 60.59 41.16 59.10 0.75 4.12
LLaMA2-13B-Chat 60.75 41.27 59.91 0.76 4.23
LLaMA2-70B-Chat 63.09 45.65 63.25 0.78 4.32
LLaMA3-8B (ICL) 60.02 42.85 59.30 0.76 4.32
T5 [48] 52.34 31.69 51.63 0.71 3.90
BART [31] 55.90 34.79 54.72 0.72 3.97
TSLM (TimeSeries) 65.26 47.73 64.57 0.79 4.30
TSLM (Text) 64.13 46.17 63.61 0.77 4.19
TSLM (w/o denoising) 62.99 44.34 62.27 0.76 4.20
TSLM (small) 65.08 47.44 64.64 0.78 4.38
TSLM (medium) 65.51 48.37 64.75 0.79 4.38
TSLM 66.74 49.44 66.45 0.80 4.42

(a) STOCK

Method Name R-1 R-2 R-L BERTScore TSLMScore

TRUCE [25] – – 74.00 0.77 –
PureT [63] 74.01 58.43 73.42 0.83 5.39
LLaVA 81.27 64.46 80.28 0.88 6.82
LLaVA (ICL) 66.19 51.86 65.83 0.79 5.17
LLaMA2-7B-Chat 81.88 66.61 80.33 0.87 6.80
LLaMA2-13B-Chat 81.40 66.77 80.56 0.88 6.82
LLaMA2-70B-Chat 82.30 68.56 81.02 0.88 6.85
LLaMA3-8B (ICL) 79.46 66.12 79.03 0.87 6.73
T5 [48] 76.65 61.26 75.85 0.84 6.75
BART [31] 78.22 64.66 76.20 0.85 6.71
TSLM (TimeSeries) 81.36 67.09 79.45 0.88 6.95
TSLM (Text) 82.30 66.53 80.40 0.87 6.81
TSLM (w/o denoising) 80.52 65.95 77.57 0.85 6.63
TSLM (small) 82.44 72.67 81.82 0.88 6.79
TSLM (medium) 83.35 72.43 82.40 0.88 6.89
TSLM 85.46 71.43 83.20 0.88 6.98

(b) SYNTH

This is shown to be effective for time series captioning where TSLM
(Text) outperforms all text-based baselines (except LLaMA2-70B-
Chat because of the huge difference in the model size) by taking
advantage of the tagged time series representation. Our ablation
study shows that similarly effective results can be obtained from
only incorporating the time series embeddings into TSLM (Time-
Series), where subtle variations and intricate patterns are captured
by the reprogrammed embeddings leading to accurate generated
captions. Denoising the generated data leads to 6.71% improvement
in terms of R-L score compared to TSLM (w/o denoising). This
confirms that although LLaMA2-13B-Chat can generate promising
synthetic data, it may also produce plausible but incorrect factual
information as a result of the hallucinations in LLMs. Therefore,
our new denoising method via cross-modal dense retrieval scoring
plays an important role in saving TSLM from learning spurious
correlations from noisy data. In addition, our denoising method
enables the use of less-effective open-source LLMs, such as LLaMA2-
13B-Chat, for synthetic data generation instead of ChatGPT while
leveraging the cost and computational efficiency of open-source
LLMs.

We also experimented with various sizes of TSLM models to
study the effect of the total number of parameters. For TSLM (small),
the dimension of the text and time series embedding is 512, there-
fore, the time series 1D CNN autoencoder is trained with a dimen-
sion of the encoder’s mapping linear layer 𝑀𝑒 and the decoder’s
mapping linear layer𝑀𝑑 being set to 256×512 and 512×256, respec-
tively. The 𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑_𝑡𝑜𝑘𝑒𝑛𝑠 and 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟_𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑠 layers of TSLM
(small) are initialized from t5-small10 . For TSLM (medium), the
dimension of the text and time series embedding is 768, therefore,
the time series 1D CNN autoencoder is trained with a dimension of
the encoder’s mapping linear layer𝑀𝑒 and the decoder’s mapping
linear layer𝑀𝑑 being set to 256×768 and 768×256, respectively. The
𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑑_𝑡𝑜𝑘𝑒𝑛𝑠 and 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑒𝑟_𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑠 layers of TSLM (medium)

10https://huggingface.co/google-t5/t5-small

are initialized from t5-medium11 . Table 1 shows that increasing
TSLM size leads to better evaluation metrics mainly for R-1, R-L,
and TSLMScore. All TSLM model sizes are significantly smaller
than the LLaMA baselines while achieving high evaluation metrics
which demonstrates the effectiveness of the time series modality
that is incorporated into TSLM.

7.4.4 Examples of Generated Captions. In Figure 3, we show ex-
amples of generated captions from TSLM for the STOCK dataset.
The caption that corresponds to Human represents the groundtruth
caption of the time series. For each case, we show three generated
captions from TSLM, and we also show the descriptive caption that
results from the summarization of the generated captions using
LLaMA2-13B-Chat. The examples show that the generated captions
accurately describe multiple phases and patterns of the time series
data. By generating multiple captions, TSLM covers most of the
important aspects of the time series data. In addition, when a par-
ticular pattern is generated by TSLM multiple times, this indicates
the high confidence of this specific pattern. The summarization
component takes this aspect into account when generating a single
descriptive caption from multiple generated captions. Therefore,
TSLM acts as a bridge between the time series data and LLaMA2-
13B-Chat as it generates multiple captions of a time series input
that are summarized by the LLaMA2-13B-Chat LLM. This means
that LLaMA2-13B-Chat does not need to directly consume the time
series modality, which is completely new to the LLM, and it counts
on TSLM to translate the time series into text that is understandable
by the LLM. This is an important aspect as recently researchers
have focused on allowing LLMs to use external tools [20, 45, 46, 51]
in order to reduce hallucinations that result from the inability to
access up-to-date information, the lack of mathematical skills for
precise computations, and the difficulties in understanding low-
resource tasks. The hallucinations that result from applying LLMs
directly to time series captioning are primarily related to the lack

11https://huggingface.co/google-t5/t5-medium
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Human: trends slowly downwards
Generated Captions:
(1) gradual decrease from start to end
(2) decreases from the beginning
(3) stays flat at the end
Descriptive Caption: The time series exhibits a 
gradual decrease from start to end, with a flat end.

Human: ends at much lower value than it began
Generated Captions:
(1) drops drastically at the end
(2) decreases rapidly at the end
(3) sharp decline at the end
Descriptive Caption: The time series experiences a 
sharp decline at the end.

Human: rises sharply at the end
Generated Captions:
(1) sharp increase at the end
(2) sharp increase at the end
(3) sharp increase at the end
Descriptive Caption: The time series exhibits a 
sharp increase at the end.

Human: dips just after the start
Generated Captions:
(1) troughs at the ending part
(2) decreases at the beginning
(3) decreases at the beginning
Descriptive Caption: The time series exhibits decreases 
at the beginning and troughs at the ending part.

Human: consistently flat
Generated Captions:
(1) stays flat throughout
(2) stays flat throughout
(3) stays flat at the end
Descriptive Caption: The time series stays flat 
throughout and at the end.

Human: increase in the final third
Generated Captions:
(1) increases sharply at the end
(2) increases from the middle onwards
(3) increases sharply at the end
Descriptive Caption: The time series exhibits a sharp 
increase at the end, with growth accelerating from the 
middle onwards.

Human: sharp and steady increase in the middle
Generated Captions:
(1) increases steadily in the middle
(2) increases in the second half
(3) ends at higher value than it started at
Descriptive Caption: The time series exhibits a 
gradual increase in value over time, reaching a 
higher peak value than its starting point.

Human: dips near the end
Generated Captions:
(1) maximum value at the beginning
(2) maximum value at the beginning
(3) decreases near the end
Descriptive Caption: The time series has a maximum 
value at the beginning, decreases near the end, and 
shows a general downward trend.

Figure 3: STOCK data and generated captions. TSLM generates 3 captions that are summarized using LLaMA2-13B-Chat to
obtain a descriptive caption. TSLM generates precise and accurate captions that describe multiple phases and patterns of the
time series.

of mathematical skills of LLMs to precisely describe the patterns
of a time series, so any LLM can call TSLM as an external tool to
provide multiple precise captions for the time series data.

8 CONCLUSIONS
In this paper, we proposed a new time series captioning method
denoted by TSLM which operates as an encoder-decoder model,
leveraging both text prompts and time series data representations
to generate precise and accurate textual descriptions of time series
inputs. Our model integrates textual- and embedding-based rep-
resentations of the time series data to capture intricate temporal
patterns and variations across multiple phases. We demonstrated
the superiority of the time series and text modalities compared
to the image modality which is less effective for the time series
captioning task as the intricate variations and patterns of the time
series are not fully captured by the image-based encoder. TSLM
acts as a bridge between time series data and LLaMA2-13B-Chat as
it generates multiple captions of a time series input that are sum-
marized by the LLaMA2-13B-Chat in order to generate the final
descriptive caption. Given the scarcity of time series-caption pairs,
TSLM involves a novel data generation that consists of generating
synthetic data from existing LLMs to increase the size and diversity
of the training dataset, which in turn can improve the robustness
and generalization ability of TSLM. The process of synthetically
generating data inevitably introduces noisy time series-caption

pairs. Therefore, TSLM involves a new denoising method that is ap-
plied to the synthetically generated data, before training TSLMwith
the resulting denoised data. Our experimental results on various
time series captioning datasets demonstrated that TSLM outper-
forms existing state-of-the-art approaches from different modalities
by a significant margin.

Future work includes (1) collecting more time series captioning
data from various domains and with longer timestamps to train a
domain-agnostic time series language model for time series cap-
tioning; and (2) adapting TSLM for the general case of multivariate
time series captioning.
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A USING DIFFERENT PERCENTAGES OF
GENERATED DATA

Table 2 shows the performance of TSLM using different percentages
of denoised generated data. We show that by just using 25% of the
total generated data, we are able to significantly improve the results
compared to training the model with only the original data (0% of
denoised generated data). Then, the testing results keep improving
when we use more generated data for training. This means that
having a large quantity of accurate training pairs is the key to
improve the generalization of our model. BERTScore for SYNTH
reaches the highest value when using 50% of the generated data.
This phenomenon is understandable, because when we generate
a very large quantity of data, the model will generalize better, but
also will generate captions that are both accurate and different from
the groundtruth captions in the testing set, and by consequence
the evaluation metrics can start to decrease.

Table 2: Testing results using different percentages of de-
noised generated data.

Dataset % denoised data R-L BERTScore TSLMScore

STOCK

0 54.29 0.73 3.66
25 59.06 0.75 4.32
50 61.98 0.77 4.32
75 64.24 0.79 4.44
100 66.45 0.80 4.42

SYNTH

0 75.12 0.82 6.20
25 81.49 0.86 6.48
50 81.69 0.89 6.93
75 83.11 0.89 7.02
100 83.20 0.88 6.98

B EXAMPLES OF DENOISING SCORES OF
GENERATED DATA

In Figure 4, we show examples of generated time series-caption
pairs with their predicted denoising score computed from the cross-
modal dense retrieval model. In the first row, we show noisy gen-
erated samples that are assigned a low score from the denoising
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ends at a much 
lower value

Score: - 9.76

sharp dip from 
start to end

Score: - 8.19

drops sharply

Score: - 7.75

decreases rapidly 
throughout

Score: - 7.70

peak near the 
starting part

Score: - 7.46

steady decline from 
after middle

Score: - 7.27

minimum value at 
the end

Score: - 6.96

ends at a lower point 
than beginning

Score: - 6.85

peaks at the 
beginning

Score: 12.45

sharp peak in 
middle

Score: 11.59

spikes near the 
end

Score: 11.52

steady increase 
throughout

Score: 11.45

huge peak at the 
middle

Score: 11.39

sharp linear decrease 
toward the end

Score: 11.16

sharp peak at the 
very beginning

Score: 11.00

steep drop after the 
beginning

Score: 9.89

Figure 4: Examples of generated time series-caption pairs with their predicted denoising scores computed from the cross-modal
dense retrieval model. The first row represents noisy generated samples that are assigned a low score from the denoising
model, and by consequence these samples are removed to denoise the generated data. The second row represents high-quality
generated data that are assigned a high score from the denoising model, and by consequence these samples are kept.

Figure 5: Denoising scores distribution of the generated data. The distribution of denoising scores is approximated with a
normal distribution with mean 𝜇 = 3.37 and standard deviation 𝜎 = 2.44.

model. It is clear that the caption does not match the pattern of the
time series, therefore these samples should be removed in order
to denoise the generated data and avoid learning corrupted pat-
terns. In the second row, we show clean generated examples that
are assigned a large score from the denoising model. There is a
strong agreement between the generated caption and the generated
time series, and this strong agreement is translated into a large
denoising score. Our denoising model accurately detects the noisy
generated samples which means that there is no need for human
intervention to clean the generated data. As mentioned previously,
the original size of the generated data is 203,554 and the denoising
step results in removing 15,473 generated pairs leading to a total
size of the denoised data that is equal to 188,081. TSLM learns from
the original data and the denoised generated data to capture various
patterns of time series captioning.

C ANALYSIS OF DENOISING THRESHOLD 𝑇ℎ
In Figure 5, we show the distribution of the denoising scores of the
generated data. The size of the generated data is 203,554 samples.
The maximum score is 12.45 and the minimum score is -9.76. The
distribution of scores is approximated with a normal distribution
with mean 𝜇 = 3.37 and standard deviation 𝜎 = 2.44.

We compare multiple denoising thresholds 𝑇ℎ by reporting the
evaluation metrics on the testing sets after training TSLM with
different denoised generated datasets based on the threshold 𝑇ℎ.
The results are highlighted in Table 3. 𝑇ℎ < 𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑠 = −9.76
means that all the generated data is used in the training of TSLM.
𝑇ℎ > 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑠 = 12.45 means that TSLM is trained without the
generated data.𝑇ℎ = −1 is approximated to 𝜇 − 2 × 𝜎 and𝑇ℎ = 1 is
approximated to 𝜇−𝜎 . The optimal results occur when the threshold
𝑇ℎ falls within the range of [𝜇 − 2 × 𝜎 , 𝜇 − 𝜎], with a tendency
towards 𝜇 − 𝜎 . This indicates that trimming the left tail of the
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Table 3: Testing results using different denoising threshold 𝑇ℎ of the generated data.

Dataset Denoising threshold𝑇ℎ R-1 R-2 R-L BERTScore TSLMScore

STOCK

𝑇ℎ <𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑠 = −9.76 62.99 44.34 62.27 0.76 4.20
𝑇ℎ = −5 63.25 44.79 62.53 0.77 4.29
𝑇ℎ = −1 64.33 46.87 64.87 0.77 4.31
𝑇ℎ = 0 66.74 49.44 66.45 0.80 4.42
𝑇ℎ = 1 65.99 48.24 65.23 0.80 4.46
𝑇ℎ = 5 61.39 43.86 60.45 0.77 4.36

𝑇ℎ >𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑠 = 12.45 54.85 37.89 54.29 0.73 3.66

SYNTH

𝑇ℎ <𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑠 = −9.76 80.52 65.95 77.57 0.85 6.63
𝑇ℎ = −5 83.44 67.78 81.68 0.87 6.71
𝑇ℎ = −1 83.68 69.48 81.93 0.88 6.83
𝑇ℎ = 0 85.46 71.43 83.20 0.88 6.98
𝑇ℎ = 1 85.86 72.78 83.48 0.87 6.94
𝑇ℎ = 5 80.99 66.69 79.24 0.87 6.84

𝑇ℎ >𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑠 = 12.45 75.43 61.53 75.12 0.82 6.20

(a) R-1 (b) R-2 (c) R-L

(d) BERTScore (e) TSLMScore

Figure 6: Impact of the temperature on the evaluation metrics. In general, a higher temperature is preferable to generate
multiple captions for the time series, and the best evaluation metrics are achieved for a temperature that is equal to 0.95.

Gaussian distribution improves the quality of the denoised data,
and by consequence leads to a more robust training of TSLM.

D TEMPERATURE ANALYSIS
The temperature in LLMs is an important hyperparameter that
highly influences the model’s output generation in terms of both
the diversity and quality of the generated text. By adjusting the
temperature, we enable a balance between the exploration of vari-
ous possible outputs and the exploitation of the most likely outputs.
With higher temperature values, LLMs are encouraged to generate

multiple responses which is a useful aspect in applications that
require creative and varied generated outputs. On the other hand,
lower temperature values lead to more specific and high-probability
tokens which is a useful aspect in tasks that need consistent gener-
ation such as translation and summarization. In the context of time
series captioning, Figure 6 shows the impact of the temperature on
the evaluation metrics. In general, higher temperature is preferable
to generate varied captions that describe multiple aspects and pat-
terns in the time series. In the case of time series captioning, the
input time series is ambiguous by nature and the high temperature
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Text: remains flat throughout
Time series:  increases slightly in the middle

Text: remains mostly flat everywhere
Time series:  dips slowly in the middle

Text: there is a steady increase after the middle
Time series:  rapidly increases after the middle

Text: falls sharply in the end
Time series:  decreases gradually in the second half

Text: dips moderately in the middle
Time series:  decreases sharply in the middle

Text: stays flat till the end
Time series:  bottoms out in the middle

Figure 7: Examples of generated captions from the STOCK dataset using TSLM (Text) and TSLM (TimeSeries). TSLM (TimeSeries)
which is trained using the time series modality is able to generate more accurate captions about subtle variations in a time
series such as slight vs rapid increase or decrease.

values can enable TSLM to explore multiple interpretations and
generate a variety of plausible captions. Therefore, diversity and
novelty are desired aspects for time series captioning, and the high
temperature values enhance the ability of TSLM for generating
accurate and varied captions. As shown in Figure 6, the best evalu-
ation metrics for both STOCK and SYNTH datasets are achieved
for a temperature value that is equal to 0.95. Then, for extremely
large temperature values (0.99, 1.0), we notice that the evaluation
metrics start to decrease as these very high temperature values lead
to selecting very unlikely tokens (overly exploring) which causes
less accuracy and consistency in the generated captions.

E TEXT EMBEDDINGS VS TIME SERIES
EMBEDDINGS

Figure 7 shows examples of generated captions from the STOCK
dataset using TSLM (Text) and TSLM (TimeSeries). The objective
of this comparison is to show the importance of the time series
modality compared to the text modality. TSLM (TimeSeries) which
is trained using the time series modality is able to generate more
accurate captions about subtle variations in a time series compared
to TSLM (Text) which is trained with the text modality. For example,
the first caption of the first row is described as remains flat through-
out by TSLM (Text). However, there is a very slight increase in the
middle which is captured by TSLM (TimeSeries) as it generates the
caption increases slightly in the middle. For the third example in the
first row, TSLM (Text) predicts that there is a steady increase after
the middle. However, the time series exhibits a rapid increase which
is captured by TSLM (TimeSeries) as it predicts the caption rapidly
increases after the middle. For the third example in the second row,
TSLM (Text) prediction is falls sharply in the end. However, the time
series exhibits a gradual decrease and TSLM (TimeSeries) confirms
this pattern by predicting decreases gradually in the second half.

These examples in addition to others reveal the importance of the
time series embeddings in capturing subtle variations that are not
possibly learned from the text modality.

F LIMITATIONS
In this section, we highlight three limitations of TSLM:

Larger datasets from various domains: We showed the effec-
tiveness of TSLM for handling the data scarcity problem. Training a
domain-agnostic TSLM with larger datasets from various domains
is the next step to study the effectiveness of TSLM in learning from
multiple data sources.

Qualitative evaluation of denoising generated data: The
denoising step is only evaluated qualitatively with manual inspec-
tion of the predicted scores of many generated time series-caption
pairs as shown in Appendix B. It is infeasible to manually check
the scores for all generated data to ensure every noisy sample is
removed. However, our ablation study comparing our full model
TSLM to TSLM (w/o denoising) shows the effectiveness of our de-
noising step in terms of reducing the noise level in the synthetically
generated data.

Static textual representation tagging: We used the three
phases tagging of a time series in this work as it is adequate with
the ground truth captions. In general, different tagging can be used
to segment the time series sequence, and TSLM can learn from
various tagging strategies to generate captions that describe more
phases than start, middle, and end. In addition, the caption can
describe the exact location of patterns using the coordinates of the
𝑥 axis, and this necessitates explicitly adding the 𝑥 axis values into
the text representation in addition to the 𝑦 values using the form of
𝑥 : 𝑦. TSLM can be easily adapted to these cases when more diverse
datasets are publicly available to reflect a wide range of scenarios
in terms of ground truth captions.
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