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Abstract—Higher-order sensor networks are more accurate in
characterizing the nonlinear dynamics of sensory time-series data
in modern industrial settings by allowing multi-node connections
beyond simple pairwise graph edges. In light of this, we pro-
pose a deep spatio-temporal hypergraph convolutional neural
network for soft sensing (ST-HCSS). In particular, our proposed
framework is able to construct and leverage a higher-order
graph (hypergraph) to model the complex multi-interactions
between sensor nodes in the absence of prior structural knowl-
edge. To capture rich spatio-temporal relationships underlying
sensor data, our proposed ST-HCSS incorporates stacked gated
temporal and hypergraph convolution layers to effectively ag-
gregate and update hypergraph information across time and
nodes. Our results validate the superiority of ST-HCSS com-
pared to existing state-of-the-art soft sensors, and demonstrates
that the learned hypergraph feature representations aligns well
with the sensor data correlations. The code is available at
https://github.com/htew0001/ST-HCSS.git

Index Terms—soft sensor, hypergraph, visualization.

I. INTRODUCTION

As modern industrial processes advance and become in-
creasingly complex, accurate measurement of dominant (key)
variables plays a significant role in effective process monitor-
ing, controlling, and optimization [1]. While dominant process
variables such as temperature, pressure, flow rate, and density
are of great importance in many industrial processes, acquiring
them remains challenging due to the labor-intensive sensor
deployment and Internet of Things (IoT) integration. Fur-
thermore, physical IoT sensors are often susceptible to harsh
environmental conditions, and measurement lags, in addition
to requiring frequent maintenance. These limitations could
leads to poor sensor measurements, significantly contributing
to operational risks [2]. To circumvent the aforementioned
issues, soft sensors have been widely adopted to estimate
the hard-to-measure dominant variables, given the easy-to-
measure auxiliary sensor variables [3]. Not only do soft
sensors allows a more accurate characterization of the process,
it also enhances fault detection and graceful degradation [4].
In recent years, the proliferation of IoT systems enable the
acquisition of operational data across various industries. As a
result, the abundance of data information facilitate the devel-
opment of data-driven soft sensors, and thereby eliminating
the need for first principle model derived based on extensive
domain expertise [5].

*Corresponding Author: Junn Yong Loo (loo.junnyong@monash.edu)

Unlike statistical modeling methods, the advent of deep
learning has revolutionized system modeling via learning deep
hierarchical representation of data. In particular, convolutional
neural networks (CNN) excel at capturing spatial features
[6], [7], while long short-term memory (LSTM) is effective
in modeling temporal dependencies [8]. Recent state-of-the-
art approaches such as weight-stacked autoencoder (VW-
SAE) [9], stacked target-related autoencoder (STAE) and gated
STAE (GSTAE) [10], have further advanced the field by in-
corporating deep autoencoders to better retains model informa-
tion across their multi-layer feature embeddings. Additionally,
graph neural networks (GNN) have also been incorporated
to model non-Euclidean relationships between sensor nodes.
For examples, Huang et al. constructed a multi-modal GNN
that leveraged sensors data and textual information for a
better model representation [11]. Zhu et al. leveraged domain
adaptation combined with GNN for soft sensor modeling
[12]. Feng et al. applied GNN for soft sensing to estimate
the endpoint composition in steel [13]. Nevertheless, these
GNN models neglect temporal aspects of the sensor data.
This limits the model ability to fully leverage the rich spatio-
temporal sensor dynamics, pivotal in high-fidelity soft sensing.
To address this, Wang et al. combined 1D-CNN and GNN
to construct a spatio-temporal network for better soft sensing
performance [14]. Zhu et al. and Jia et al. extends this method
to stacked 1D-CNN and GNN blocks [15], [16].

Recently, hypergraph neural networks [17] have made im-
mense progress in performing many industrial tasks, such as
fault diagnosis [18], predicting remaining useful life [19], and
anomaly detection [20]. However, pairwise edge connections
in a graph are too restrictive to adequately represent the
nonlinear interactions among system or sensor nodes. In
contrast, higher-order connections inherent in hypergraph offer
a more generalized representation of the complex sensor-to-
sensor relationships. To address the aforementioned issues, we
propose a deep spatio-temporal hypergraph convolutional soft
sensing (ST-HCSS) framework. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first soft sensing work based on spatio-temporal
hypergraph. Our contributions are highlighted as follows: (1)
We introduce a multi-view mixer to model the intersignal
relationship (across time) and intrasignal relationship (across
sensor nodes) in the data. (2) We incorporate stacked gated
temporal convolution and hypergraph convolution layers to
extract expressive latent spatial and temporal features. (3)
Our results demonstrate that ST-HCSS achieves superior soft
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Fig. 1. Overview of the designed architecture. It begins with the (A.) raw sensor data preprocessed by (B.) that transforms into a sliding window format.
Next, a (C.) multi-view mixer that extracts spatio-temporal data features. Meanwhile, an (D.) unsupervised hypergraph structure learning module to classify
related sensor nodes with hyperedges. Subsequently, a (E.) convolutional-based hypergraph representation learning module that produces the final prediction.

sensing performance on real industrial processes compared
to state-of-the-art methods. Furthermore, we show that our
learned hypergraph edge features are consistent with the data
correlation.

II. METHODS

A. Problem Formulation

Fig. 1 illustrates an overview of our proposed frame-
work. Given a time-series sensor data with auxiliary variables
xt ∈ RD and dominant variable yt ∈ RZ comprising T
observations. Our goal is to predict the dominant variable
using the auxiliary variables by learning a deep soft sensing
model. To effectively capture the intrinsic dynamic tempo-
ral dependencies of the data, a sliding window of size W
is applied to generate overlapping windows of time-series
sensor input. Therefore, the soft sensing model is defined as
f : RD×W → RZ , with soft sensor input (sliding-window)
Xt = [xt−W+1,xt−W+2, . . . ,xt] ∈ RD×W . Nevertheless,
this model mapping does not account for the spatial dependen-
cies between sensor nodes. To incorporate non-Euclidean spa-
tial relationships, we represent the input data as a hypergraph
H = (V, E), where the set of nodes vi ∈ V is the sensors with
node features Xi

t, where Xi denotes the ith row of matrix X.
The set of hyperedges E is to be determined via unsupervised
structure learning.

B. Unsupervised Hypergraph Structure Learning

In practice, a topological structure that characterizes the
interplay between the monitored process (sensor) nodes of
a industrial process is often unknown or requires expert
domain knowledge to determine. In light of this, we learn
this topological structure underlying the industrial system by
constructing a weighted hypergraph G = (V, E ,W) where the

relationships between sensor nodes v ∈ V are governed by the
set of hyperedges e ∈ E , and W denotes the weight of the
connections between node i and j. In contrast to the simple
graph, which represents the topological structure using an ad-
jacency matrix, A ∈ R|V|×|V|, the hypergraph is characterized
by the incidence matrix H ∈ R|V|×|E|. Here, we calculate the
Euclidean distance between nodes as D(vi, vj) = ∥vi − vj∥
and the average pairwise distance as △ = 1

|V|
∑

i D(vi, vj).
To construct the hyperedges using these distances, we perform
k-nearest neighbour (KNN) on each node vj to obtain the k-
nearest nodes vi i.e., vi ∈ KNN(vj). The hyperedges h(vi, ej)
and the hyperedge weights w(vi, ej) are then identified as
follows:

h(vi, ej) =

{
1, if vi ∈ KNN(vj)

0, otherwise
(1)

w(vi, ej) =

{
exp

(
−D(vi,vj)

2

△

)
, if vi ∈ KNN(vj)

0, otherwise
(2)

where h(vi, ej) is the element Hij of the incidence matrix H,
and w(vi, ej) is the element Wij of the hyperedges weight
matrix W. The degree of vertex d(v) ∈ R is defined as
the summation of all hyperedges weight attached to vertex
v, where d(v) =

∑
e∈E h(v, e) that is stored in a diagonal

matrix Dv = R|v|×|v|. Similarly, the degree of a hyperedge
d(e) is defined as the sum of the incidence of all vertex across
hyperedges e, where d(e) =

∑
v∈V h(v, e) that is stored in a

diagonal matrix De = R|e|×|e|.

C. Convolution Based Hypergraph Representation Learning

To effectively capture the spatio-temporal soft sensing char-
acteristics, we first introduce a multi-view mixer to perform
global feature extraction (mixing) across the spatial and time



dimensions (views) [21]. Subsequently, we incorporate dy-
namic hypergraph convolutional, in which we stack the tempo-
ral and spatial (hypergraph) convolution blocks to effectively
encode long-term spatio-temporal relationships. The proposed
model consists of three main components: multi-view mixer,
gated temporal convolution, and hypergraph convolution, as
illustrated in Fig. 1.
Multi-View Mixer: Inspired by the work [21], we propose two
MLP-mixing models that take into account the different views
in our time-series soft sensor: time-mixing MLP and feature-
mixing MLP to model the transformation between multi-view
information effectively. Time mixing is performed across the
timesteps of the sliding window input X, where we apply a
single-layer perceptron (SLPT ) that is applied in parallel to
all node features; feature mixing is performed on the column
by XT , where we apply two multi-layer perceptron (MLPP )
that is applied in parallel to all timesteps. Finally, the outputs
from the time and feature mixing MLPs are combined via a
skip connection [22]. The overall multi-view mixer module
can be expressed as follows:

Ui,∗ = Xi,∗ + σr

[
W1(LayerNorm(X)i,∗) + b1

]
(3)

Y∗,j = U∗,j +
[
W3

(
σr

[
W2(LayerNorm(U)∗,j) + b2

])
+ b3

]
(4)

where i = 1 . . .R and j = 1 . . .C; R denotes the rows and C
the columns of X. Here, W1,W2,W3, b1,b2,b3 are learnable
weights and biases, and σr is the ReLU activation function.
This multi-view mixer module extracts global features across
both time and node features in a complex multivariate dataset.
Gated Temporal Convolution: We apply the gated temporal
convolution (GTC) on sensors data that often exhibit strong
time coherence as depicted in Fig.1. Specifically, we consider
a causal temporal convolution in which local temporal con-
volution attends exclusively to features from the preceding
timesteps. Additionally, we incorporate a gated mechanism to
improving the model’s ability in capturing complex temporal
correlation via selective information flow, and to aid in reten-
tion of long-term dependencies. The one-dimensional temporal
convolution is defined as follows:

(w ⋆d x)t =

K−1∑
τ=0

wτ · xt−τd + bτ (5)

where w ∈ RK is the convolution kernel of size K, and
x ∈ RW is taken as the row of the input feature Xt =
[xt−W+1,xt−W+2, . . . ,xt]. While a larger kernel size K
results in a larger receptive field better at capturing long-
range dependencies, an excessively large K can overlook the
importance of local features. A gated temporal convolution
block then consists of a stack of convolution layers, with each
layer k performed as follows:

hk+1 = (wk
f ⋆ xk)t ⊙ σs(w

k
g ⋆ xk)t (6)

where the convolution with respect to the gate kernel wg(t)
is passed through sigmoid activation σs. The output is then
combined with another convolution with respect to the filter

kernel wf (t) via element-wise product ⊙.
Spectral Hypergraph Convolution: Hyperedges provide an
accurate characterization of the complex spatial correlations
between system or sensor nodes in industrial processes. In
light of this, soft sensing can then be formulated as a hy-
pergraph node regression problem. In particular, a spectral
convolution of the hypergraph features x ∈ RN with respect
to filter g : R → R can be formulated as follows:

g ⋆ x = Φg(Λ)ΦTx (7)

where g(Λ) = diag(g(λ1),g(λ2), . . . ,g(λn)), and Φ and Λ
are obtained via the eigen-decomposition of the normalized
hypergraph Laplacian matrix [23]:

L = I−N = ΦΛΦT (8)

where N = D
−1/2
v HWD−1

e HTD
−1/2
v is the normalized

weighted hypergraph adjacency. Given a hypergraph features
Xl ∈ RN×Cl

, the spectral convolution operation for each lth

layer can then be formulated [24] as

Xl+1 = σr

(
D−1/2

v HWD−1
e HTD−1/2

v XlΘl
)

(9)

where σr denotes the ReLU activation and Θl ∈ RCl×Cl+1

is
the set of learnable filter parameters.

Finally, we flatten and apply a MLP readout layer on the
output features of the convolution blocks to obtain our final
soft sensor prediction ŷ(t). For model training, we employ the
mean squared error (MSE) loss function:

LMSE =
1

T

T∑
t=0

(
y(t) − ŷ(t)

)2
(10)

with ground truth y and train the ST-HCSS network models
in an end-to-end fashion.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Real-World Case Study:

To validate the performance of the proposed ST-HCSS
model, we conduct experiments on a real-world industrial
process, i.e., the Cranfield Multiphase Flow Process (MFP)
facility [29]. This MFP facility consists of 24 distinct process
(sensor) variables, sampled at a frequency of 1 Hz on normal
operations The process is operated and varied across 20
different setpoints to capture a wide range of operational
scenarios and process dynamics.

B. Experimental Setup

Baselines: Our proposed ST-HCSS model is compared against
eight different soft sensor model baselines. These baselines
include support vector regression (SVR) [25], partial least
square regression (PLSR) [26], Dense Neural Network (DNN)
[27], variable-weighted stacked autoencoder (VW-SAE) [9],
stacked target-related autoencoder (STAE) and its gated variant
(GSTAE) [10], graph neural network (ST-GNN) [28] and
hypergraph neural network (HGNN) [17].
Evaluation Metrics: We assess the model performance using



TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF ST-HCSS ACROSS THREE DIFFERENT DOMINANT PROCESS VARIABLES (AND THEIR POSITION).LOWER NRMSE, NMAE,

MAPE INDICATE BETTER RESULTS, HIGHER R2 SHOWS BETTER MODEL FIT TO THE MFP DATA.

Methods
Pressure in 3-phase separator (PT501) Flow Rate Input Air (FT305) Position of Valve (VC501)

NMAE NRMSE MAPE R2 NMAE NRMSE MAPE R2 NMAE NRMSE MAPE R2

SVR [25] 2.418 4.290 0.409 0.761 4.137 5.277 3.360 0.962 4.604 6.758 2.239 0.833
PLSR [26] 4.615 5.682 0.780 0.581 4.916 6.002 3.955 0.957 5.077 7.676 2.455 0.783
DNN [27] 3.033 4.539 0.515 0.731 3.573 4.872 2.839 0.970 4.925 6.842 2.433 0.828

VW-SAE [9] 2.978 4.415 0.502 0.746 3.168 4.481 2.544 0.973 4.405 5.893 2.315 0.872
STAE [10] 2.737 4.420 0.464 0.746 3.046 4.030 2.492 0.978 4.413 6.128 2.147 0.862

GSTAE [10] 2.404 3.926 0.407 0.800 2.865 3.833 2.368 0.980 3.998 5.770 1.949 0.878
ST-GNN [28] 2.399 3.867 0.402 0.805 2.854 3.712 2.351 0.981 3.652 4.717 1.647 0.905

HGNN [17] 2.428 3.889 0.298 0.898 3.326 4.637 2.548 0.972 2.608 3.664 1.250 0.952

ST-HCSS (Ours) 1.975 3.647 0.242 0.910 2.441 3.492 1.908 0.984 2.298 3.544 1.096 0.955

Fig. 2. Hyperparameter analysis on ST-HCSS. First row shows kernel size
of {3,5,7,9,11}. Second row represents mixer block number of {1,2,3,4,5}.

the evaluation metrics: NMAE, NRMSE, MAPE, and R2,
commonly used for validating regression models.
Implementation Details: The data are partitioned into train-
ing, validation, and testing sets with a split ratio of 60-20-20.
Throughout the model training, we set a batch size of 64, a
sliding window size of 85, and a dropout of 0.2 to prevent
overfitting. Also, the number of multi-view mixers is set to 2,
and the kernel size and dilation of GTC are set to 7 and 1,
respectively. The model is trained for 200 epochs on Adam
optimizer [30] at a learning rate of 0.001.
Overall Performance: Table I compares the performance of
ST-HCSS to the baselines on three different process variables.
In overall, the results show that ST-HCSS consistently out-
performed all the baselines across every metrics in predicting
the three dominant process variables. In particular, our model
significantly outperforms the ST-GNN and HGNN, neither of
which incorporate the proposed multi-view mixer and gated
temporal and hypergraph convolutions. This exemplifies the
capability of ST-HCSS and the importance of its mixer and
convolution modules in effectively extracting salient spatio-
temporal sensor characteristics for high-fidelity soft sensing.
Hyperparameter Analysis: To further investigate the influ-
ence of model hyperparameters on the multi-view mixer and
gated temporal convolution. Our results in Fig. 2 show that
the kernel size of 7 gives the best performance. In particular,

Fig. 3. Heatmap of normalized weighted hypergraph adjacency and data
correlation with respect to each of the process in table I

a lower or higher kernel size introduces noise to the local
convolutions and impacts soft sensing accuracy. Also, the
ablation study shows that 2 multi-view mixer blocks give the
best results. Having more mixer blocks leads to overfitting and
compromises model generalization.
Structural Analysis: Fig. 3 compares the normalized
weighted hypergraph adjacency to the ground-truth data cor-
relation for the three dominant variables. Consistent with the
data correlation, the weighted hypergraph adjacency exhibit
dense edge connections within sensor groups: pressures (1-7),
flow rates (8-12), valve positions (20-22), in contrast to the
sparse connections across different sensor groups.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we developed a ST-HCSS model that outper-
forms existing soft sensing models, demonstrating its ability in
extracting complex higher-order spatial correlations between
process variables.
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