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Abstract

Current time-series forecasting problems use short-term weather attributes
as exogenous inputs. However, in specific time-series forecasting solutions (e.g.,
demand prediction in the supply chain), seasonal climate predictions are crucial to
improve its resilience. Representing mid to long-term seasonal climate forecasts
is challenging as seasonal climate predictions are uncertain, and encoding spatio-
temporal relationship of climate forecasts with demand is complex. We propose
a novel modeling framework that efficiently encodes seasonal climate predictions
to provide robust and reliable time-series forecasting for supply chain functions.
The encoding framework enables effective learning of latent representations—be it
uncertain seasonal climate prediction or other time-series data (e.g., buyer patterns)—
via a modular neural network architecture. Our extensive experiments indicate that
learning such representations to model seasonal climate forecast results in an
error reduction of approximately 13% to 17% across multiple real-world data sets
compared to existing demand forecasting methods.

Introduction
The significant disruption caused by climate variability—be it seasonal (e.g., warmer
winters) or extreme events (e.g., heatwaves)—within a supply chain affects its resilience:
from demand management to inventory planning [1], [2]. The literature on climate-
aware forecasting has highlighted many impactful real-world applications: from creating
option plans for pre-season planning [3], [4], energy and utility industries [5], [6], to the
manufacturing industry [7].

*At the time of this work, Smit was with IBM Research - India.
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Figure 1: Dimensions of the spatio-temporal seasonal-scale climate-aware forecasting
problem. (a) Geography, (b) Product sales across stores, and (c) Uncertain climate
predictions.

Today, most retailers recognize the impact of weather in their demand forecast
[8], [9] and use short-term weather forecasts (e.g., a week ahead) while predicting
demand or employ de-weatherization techniques to understand weather-driven demand
patterns [10]. In order to effectively perform demand management or inventory planning,
decision-makers require accurate and reliable forecasting w.r.t. temporal and spatial
coverage [8], [11]. This is especially critical when considering infusing seasonal-scale
forecasting into decision-making workflow processes. In such situations, demand fore-
casting assesses the seasonal climate prediction [12] and uses them to predict demand
for multiple steps in the future. However, climate-aware seasonal-scale demand forecast-
ing is challenging for time-series machine learning since accurately encoding climate
variability for demand forecasting is complex [13].

There are two key technical challenges in seasonal-scale climate-aware forecasting:
(1) how to represent mid to long-term seasonal climate predictions with uncertainty,
and (2) how to encode spatio-temporal relationship of climate forecasts with demand.
Fig. 1 illustrates these challenges using a real-world scenario in which the goal is to
predict the sales of a set of products across spatial domain using seasonal-scale climate
predictions. While Figs. 1(a) and (b) highlight how product sales are spread across
locations and times, the seasonal-scale climate predictions have implicit uncertainty
with complex spatio-temporal dependency as shown in Fig. 1(c). Modern deep learning
techniques can be adapted to address these challenges up to some extent, for example,
by treating weather and climate forecasts as an added exogenous variable in the demand
prediction stack [14], [15]. Based on our first-hand practical experiences in an industrial
setting, due to the high degree of uncertainty embedded in climate prediction ensembles,
simply considering such data as exogenous variables at the input layer makes demand
predictions erroneous and unreliable for decision-making purposes. Therefore, we need
robust models that account for local behaviour across spatial domains and uncertain
seasonal-scale predictions.

In this paper, we present a novel modeling framework to address the challenge
of encoding noisy seasonal-scale climate forecasts for demand prediction tasks. It
features a compact representation of uncertain seasonal climate forecasts such that it



helps, e.g., in enabling climate resilience in the supply chain by improving demand
management, inventory planning, and so forth. As a first step, we extract a set of derived
use case-inspired climate features that capture future seasonal climate conditions and
the uncertainty associated with these forecasts. We then learn a set of temporal encoders
to represent these uncertain climate forecasts with a compact latent representation
that captures their uncertainties. We accomplish this by jointly learning a time-series
forecasting model and a latent representation using a set of temporal encoders. We
summarize our contributions as below:

• We design a modular neural network structure that accommodates different feature
types, uncertainty associated with seasonal climate forecasts, and variable-length
temporal window sizes based on the availability of the data (e.g. three months
of temperature forecast at weekly frequency, one month of precipitation at daily
frequency, and so forth).

• We propose a novel technique that learns the latent representations of uncer-
tain seasonal climate forecasts, historical observations, and known inputs (e.g.,
holidays) for seasonal-scale climate-aware forecasting.

• We show the effectiveness of the climate-aware demand predictions using two
different types of climate encoding techniques (Sec. and Sec. ) on real-world
datasets from the supply chain domain: a public retail dataset and two large-scale
retail industry datasets.

Motivation and Related Work
Seasonal retail demand is affected by many factors: climate conditions (e.g., temperature,
precipitation, humidity), promotional schemes, seasonal events, and so forth. In climate,
a range of forecasts for each climate variable is produced by varying initial conditions
of climate models that perform multiple simulations, making predictions uncertain.
For example, seasonal-scale forecasts from The European Centre for Medium-Range
Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) [16] contain 50 ensembles for each climate attribute up to
six months in the future, which gets updated every month.

The complexity of climate data can be reduced by conceptualizing the data into
trend and noise components [17]. However, modeling such climate data in time-series
forecasting is challenging as latent representations need to deal with different types of
noise present in seasonal-scale climate predictions. Several approaches have been con-
sidered in the past for time-series forecasting in the presence of noise. These approaches
can be broadly classified into two categories: classical time-series forecasting and deep
learning-based time-series forecasting.

Classical Time-series Forecasting: This consists of more classical approaches
for modeling time series by including components for modeling level, trend and sea-
sonality. Example of these classical approaches are support vector regression [18],
ensemble models [19]–[21], exponential smoothing [22], and the Box-Jenkins family
of ARIMA [22]–[24]. These perform the prediction by using a weighted linear sum
of recent historical lags or observations. There are methods such as [25], [26] which



decompose time-series data into a seasonal, trend, and noise components and model
them separately to improve forecast accuracy. However, these traditional approaches
do not specifically investigate the latent representation learning of seasonal climate
predictions for climate-aware forecasting, nor are they suitable for encoding ensemble
data representing different levels of uncertainty.

Deep Learning (DL) based Time-series Forecasting: In the recent past, DL based
approaches have dominated those traditional approaches by providing superiority in
terms of modeling complex structures and interdependence between groups of series [27].
Recent works have focused on various deep neural networks such as Convolutional
Neural Network (CNN) and Recurrent Neural Network (RNN) for multivariate time-
series forecasting [28], [29], including temporal attention [30]–[32], dilated CNNs [33],
[34], temporal CNNs [35], [36], multivariate attention LSTM-FCN [36], [37], and
transformer models [14], [38], [39].

Lim et al. [14] proposed a sequence to sequence temporal fusion technique for
representing historical data and known input into a latent space and combining them
with static covariate encoders and variable selection networks to identify the relevant
features for multi-horizon forecasting. In [30] a temporal attention technique is used to
extract time-invariant temporal patterns using CNN for multivariate time-series fore-
casting. DeepAR [15] performs probabilistic forecasting by training an auto-regressive
recurrent neural network model that incorporates negative binomial likelihood to deal
with significant variation in time-series data. Ekambaram et al. [40] propose an attention-
based multi-modal encoder-decoder model for retail time-series forecasting. In [41] a
multifactor attention model is considered for capturing external factors such as short-
term historical weather, social media trends, and so forth for predicting retail demand.
However, none of these approaches provides a systematic way to model uncertainty
associated (due to noise and spatio-temporal variability) with seasonal-scale climate
predictions.

While some DL techniques (e.g., [14], [15]) and classical statistical methods (such
as [18], [26]) can be repurposed to model seasonal-scale climate forecasts as added
exogenous features in the demand prediction stack, we did not come across any work that
focuses on learning latent representations based on these features with their associated
uncertainties.

A Framework for Climate-aware Forecasting
In this section, we describe the proposed framework for encoding multiple different types
of geospatial-temporal data such as seasonal climate predictions, historical observation
data, prediction of extreme events, etc. for demand forecasting. Our goal is to develop
compact representations of uncertain seasonal climate predictions along with other
data sources which may have different availability of the data such as three months of
temperature forecast at daily frequency, one month of precipitation at weekly frequency,
etc. and use them in time series forecasting. Fig. 2 (a) shows the high-level overview of
the proposed framework that models various types of time-series data such as historical
observations, seasonal climate predictions, non-climate exogenous data, etc. for climate-
aware demand forecasting. A set of different temporal encoders are shown in Fig. 2 (b)



Figure 2: (a) The overall diagram of the proposed climate-aware demand forecasting
framework. (b) An example of different types of temporal encoders to deal with different
types of input features.

that learns the latent representation from each individual time-series data which may
require varying model complexity levels.

The problem of seasonal-scale time-series forecasting is defined in terms of a cost
function that minimizes the error in the multi-horizon forecasts at each product (pm)
and store combination. In this paper, store (sn) designates any node in a supply chain;
for instance, it can be a warehouse or distribution center. The model’s forecast is given
by:

ŷt`τ psn,pm, t, τ, qq “

fpredpq,yt´k:t,X
o
i,t´k:t,X

k
i,t´k:t`τ ,X

c
i,t´k:t`τ q

(1)

where Xo
i is a set of historical observations (e.g. sales data), Xk

i is a set of known inputs
(e.g. holidays), Xc

i is a set of climate predictions (e.g., min, avg, max temperature), q is
the quantile, and ŷt`τ psn,pm, t, τq is the prediction of τ -step ahead forecast at time t.

Importantly, in Eq. 1, time series data for historical, known and climate data are
treated differently. Historical data are only available up to time step t, but up to t ` τ
for known and climate forecast data. fpred is a prediction model that includes a set of
climate and non-climatic encoders for learning the latent representations. We introduce
two such prediction models each associated with a specific latent representation for
climatic and non-climatic time series. Next, we present these two prediction models:
sub-neural network latent representation and a transformer-based latent representation.



Latent representation learning using sub-neural networks (LRL-
SNN)
We consider a set of time series defined by X “ rXo,Xc,Xks with o being the time
series of historical observations, c the time series of climate predictions and k the known
time series. For l P to, c, ku, we denote Il the index set such that Xl “

Ť

iPIl Xl
i.

Finally, we define for each l P to, c, ku, an offset τl P N‹.
At time t and for label l P to, c, ku, we define for i P Il the window wl

iptq as:

wl
iptq “ pxl

i,1, x
l
i,2, ..., x

l
i,t`τl

q (2)

with Xl
i “ txl

i,1, . . . , x
l
i,T u

For historical observations, climate and known data, Il index a time series of
interest—e.g., for historical time series, Io = {Psales, Pprice} represents the histor-
ical sales or product prices. For climate windows, i can be included in Ic “ tTmin,
Tavg, Tmax, σpTminq, σpTavgq . . .u with the times series representing minimum, av-
erage or maximum temperatures or their standard deviation respectively over a given
ensemble climate time window. Finally, for known input, Ik can be tWnbr,Mnbru and
represents the week and month numbers, respectively.

We introduce Differencing and Normalizing layers to efficiently represent numerical
features such as seasonal-scale temperature (min, max, avg) forecasts to enable transfer
across time series. The Differencing layer captures relative trend within a time-series
window, whereas the Normalizing layer helps transform each data point such that it
window-normalized, so each input window is of comparable scale across multiple inputs.
This way of transforming each time-series data helps in improving the learnability of
the forecasting model such that it deals with weather variation across stores within geog-
raphy. However, this step is optional for a certain type of time-series data that captures
the uncertainty of the seasonal forecasts such as standard deviation of temperature min.

Differencing Layer For all time window w “ px1, . . . , xnq, differenciated window
wdiff is defined as wdiff “ px2 ´ x1, . . . , xi ´ xi´1, . . . , xn ´ xn´1q. The procedure
can easily be inverted by saving x1.

Normalizing Layer For all time window w “ px1, . . . , xnq, we denote µw (resp.
σw) its empirical average (resp. its empirical standard deviation, without Bessel’s correc-
tion). The normalized window wnorm is defined wnorm “ t

x1´µw

σw
, . . . , xi´µw

σw
, . . . , xn´µw

σw
u.

Normalization can be inverted by transmitting µw and σw.
For all temporal data window wpl, i, τlq, we have the following successions, from

time series data to prediction:

@l P to, c, ku, @i P I
l
, dpl, i, τlq “ wdiff pwpl, i, τlqq (3)

@l P to, c, ku, @i P I
l
,Vpl, i, τlq “ wnormpdpl, i, τlqq (4)

@l P to, c, ku, @i P I
l
,h

l
i “ TE

l
ipVpl, i, τlqq (5)

H “
ă

iPIo

h
o
i `

ă

iPIc

h
c
i `

ă

iPIk

h
k
i (6)

P “ DensepHq (7)

Q “ InvNormpPq (8)

ŷ “ InvDiffpQq (9)



Figure 3: An illustration our proposed uncertainty-aware latent representation learning
using sub-neural networks (left) and Climate Encoders (right).

with
Ř

being the concatenation of vectors, TEl
i the temporal encoders and Dense

the activation function of the last layer of the shared feedforward neural network (cf.
Fig 3). The temporal encoders (TE) as shown in Fig. 2 (b) are each associated with a
specified feature and could be neural networks (feedforward, convolutional or recursive)
or simple concatenations. The architecture design allows for significant flexibility in the
choice of the TE and their learning capabilities. In contrast to other methods from the
literature, a different TE could be used for each feature, which enables the use of, for
instance, climate predictions with different temporal frequencies, variable window sizes
and time horizon—e.g., frequencies related to extreme events would be shorter than for
regular climate predictions, one feature could be placed in 3 or 6 month ahead windows,
and a data source could cover one month and another one a year.

Such a modular neural network can deal with different noise levels in the input
by learning compact latent representations using multiple temporal encoders from the
seasonal-scale climate predictions such as temperature (min, max, avg) and precipitation.
It is important to note that the differences in data sets, feature types, and data quality
require varying model complexity levels (e.g., difficulty can differ with data size).

Transformer-based climate encoding
Recently, transformer-based approaches [14], [38] have gained significant interest from
the time-series forecasting community as they leverage different attention mechanisms
such as self-attention, temporal attention, and so forth to efficiently model sequence data.
We use the state-of-the-art Temporal Fusion Transformer (TFT) [14] technique for time
series forecasting (e.g. sales) with the addition of climatic (Xc

i ) and non-climatic data
(Xk

i ). The TFT architecture is an attention-based deep neural network architecture that
captures short-term and long-term temporal relationships. These time-dependent inputs
are learnt using LSTM based encoder-decoder architecture. The global architecture
(cf. [14] for details) notably include variable selection networks (fvsn) for selecting
relevant features, LSTM-based encoder for historical time series data, LSTM-based
decoder for known inputs (e.g. climate forecasts, day of the week, and so forth), and
finally a multi-head attention layer (termed transformer [42], Tatt) to learn relevant
time relationships across historical and known time series. Formally (see [14] for Gated
Residual Network (GRN)), and reusing notations from Sec. , we have for TFT [14]:

ho
i “ LSTMencoder

pfvsnpXo
i qq (10)

hkc
i “ LSTMdecoder

pho
i , f

vsnpXk
i ,X

c
i qq (11)

ŷ “ DensepTattpGRNpho
i q,GRNphkc

i qqq (12)

In Eq. 11, and contrary to LRL-SNN, known and climate inputs are considered equally
and their representation is learned through a shared LSTM-based decoder. This way of
learning latent representation helps in capturing short-term and long-term dependencies



Table 1: Characteristics of large-scale retail datasets.

Gear Apparel Retail Apparel Retail Favorita Grocery Retail
Target Unit Sales Unit Sales logp Unit Sales q

Geography USA India Ecuador
#Features 6 14 23
#Unique Time-series 180 594 645
#Train Samples „18k „52k „79k
#Dev Samples „4.5k „12k „19k
#Test Samples „14k „42k „61k
Temperature max (˝C) µ “ 18.4, σ “ 8.3 µ “ 33.4, σ “ 8.2 µ “ 21.0, σ “ 5.3

Temperature avg (˝C) µ “ 13.7, σ “ 7.7 µ “ 27.8, σ “ 7.6 µ “ 17.8, σ “ 5.9

Temperature min (˝C) µ “ 8.8, σ “ 7.5 µ “ 22.3, σ “ 7.6 µ “ 14.6, σ “ 6.6

Time Period Sept-2016 to April-2020 Jan-2017 to May-2020 Jan-2014 to Aug-2017

for seasonal-scale forecasting. The variable section network and temporal attention
mechanism help in modeling the noise present in seasonal-scale climate prediction.
Compared to TFT, however, LRL-SNN dedicates a separate temporal encoder for each
type of time series (historical, climate, and known). This adds a degree of flexibility in
the design of the encoders (e.g., configuration of neural networks) such that it supports
different feature types and uncertainty associated with them.

Experiments
This section first demonstrates the effectiveness of seasonal-scale climate-aware demand
forecast using a publicly available grocery retail dataset and two large-scale proprietary
retail datasets. We then discuss the ablation study to evaluate the effectiveness of our
proposed model. Below we provide a brief description of the datasets used.

Favorita Grocery Retail Dataset (Ecuador): The Corporción Favorita is a retail
chain with stores located throughout Ecuador. This publicly available dataset consists
primarily of grocery items and various (non-apparel) consumer goods such as automotive
and household accessories [43]. Most of the dataset consists of perishable food items
strongly affected by temperature (and humidity).

Gear Apparel Retail Dataset (USA): The outdoor gear and apparel retail (Gear
Apparel Retail) dataset consists of a chain of stores and distribution centers (DCs)
distributed across the USA. Between 50% - 70% of the dataset contains apparel items
with a strong seasonal dependence in the USA. Both the chain of stores and DCs also
served as order fulfillment nodes for online purchases.

Apparel Retail Dataset (India): The apparel retail dataset consists of daily sales
data from a chain of stores distributed across India. Similar to the Gear Apparel Retail
dataset, a sizeable portion of products are seasonal—i.e., over 30% of the products in
the dataset consist of items that have demand cycles that have a substantial variance
with seasonal changes in India.

Table 1 shows the different characteristics of the datasets such as geography, feature
attributes, availability of data period, and so forth. In our experiments, the task is a
time-series forecasting task and requires predicting future sales of a product for a given
region/store weekly. We use features that are aggregated at a week level while forecasting



demand for 12 weeks. In our experiments, we use seasonal climate predictions from
ECMWF S5 seasonal forecast system that contains 50 ensembles for each climate
attribute such as temperature (min, max, avg.) and precipitation up to six months in the
future [16].

The results are reported in terms of average mean absolute percentage error (MAPE),
and average root mean squared error (RMSE). Results are generated on 12-week pre-
diction intervals. The error metrics are computed at a finer granularity of 4 weeks and
on the whole 12-week prediction intervals. Decomposing the error analysis helps with
understanding the influence of the seasonal-scale climate predictions. While reporting
comparative results for these three datasets, we show experiments with (1) latent rep-
resentation learning using sub-neural networks (LRL-SNN), and (2) Temporal Fusion
Transformer [14] with and without climate predictions.

Experimental Settings: Table 2 shows model parameters and algorithm settings for
TFT and LRL-SNN used in our experiments. As mentioned above, ECMWF provides,
for each location, 50 measures: temperatures (min, max, and average) and precipitation.
For each of these ensembles, we extract a set of derived features such as mean and
standard deviation to represent the uncertainty. For LRL-SNN, the last layers of the
climate encoders for mean (µd) and standard deviation (σd) differ depending on the
dataset. For Favorita, the values of µd are [32, 16, 16, 16] for Tavg, Tmin, Tmax and
Pavg (precipitation) respectively. Values of σd are [16, 8, 8, 8] for σpTavgq, σpTminq,
σpTmaxq and σpPavgq. Similarly, for Apparel Retail dataset, values of µd are [32,
16, 16] for Tavg, Tmin, Tmax and σd are [16, 8, 8] for σpTavgq, σpTminq, σpTmaxq.
Finally, for Gear Apparel retail dataset, values of µd are [250, 100, 100] for Tavg, Tmin,
Tmax.

Table 2: Model Configuration Parameters. X and Y denote the last layer size of Temporal
Encoders

Parameters Favorita Grocery Retail Apparel Retail Gear Apparel Retail
TFT LRL-SNN TFT LRL-SNN TFT LRL-SNN

Dropout Rate 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2
Concatenated FFN [240] [2000, 1000] [160] [2000, 1000] [160] [2000, 1000]
TS FFN - [2000, 1000, 240] - [2000, 1000, 200] - [5000, 2500, 1000, 500]
Climate Encoder (mean) - [512, 256, 128, 64, X] - [512, 256, 128, 64, X] - [5000, 2500, 1000, X]
Climate Encoder (std) - [512, 256, 128, 64, Y] - [512, 256, 128, 64, Y] - -
Minibatch Size 128 32 64 16 64 16
Learning Rate 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.01 0.001 0.01
Window size (k) 12 12 12 12 12 12
Prediction interval (τ ) 12 12 12 12 12 12
Number of epochs 100 100 100 100 100 100

Favorita Grocery Retail Dataset
We evaluate our models and compare them against one of the state-of-the-art approaches—
Temporal Fusion Transformer (TFT) [14]. The comparative results are reported in Table
3. We use log-transformed of sales quantity (cf. Table 1) as a target variable similar
to [14]. Irrespective of the models, we see a substantial improvement when we in-
corporate seasonal climate predictions for retail demand forecasting. We show overall
error reduction of 12.85% and 6.47% in MAPE for (LRL-SNN + Climate) and (TFT +
Climate) over the non-climate models respectively. Furthermore, compared to TFT, our



Table 3: Results of the proposed approach on Grocery retail dataset - Favorita.

Algorithms week 1-4 week 5-8 week 9-12 Overall
RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE

TFT 0.98 0.35 1.03 0.18 0.89 0.17 1.07 0.25
TFT + Climate 0.87 0.32 0.92 0.17 0.74 0.16 0.93 0.23
LRL-SNN 0.70 0.22 0.91 0.19 0.89 0.21 0.89 0.22
LRL-SNN + Climate 0.64 0.19 0.87 0.17 0.85 0.18 0.85 0.19

proposed approach (LRL-SNN + Climate) provides a significant improvement over both
the error metrics such as averaged RMSE and averaged MAPE. We can infer from these
experimental results that learning a set of temporal encoders based on the levels of data
difficulty can consistently outperform transformer-based climate encoding architectures
such as TFT.

Large-scale Industry Datasets (India and USA)
We next evaluate our approach of seasonal-scale climate encoding using temporal
encoders by performing a set of experiments on first-of-its-kind large-scale retail industry
datasets—i.e., Apparel Retail and Gear Apparel Retail datasets from India and USA,
respectively. These datasets have a wide range of retail stores distributed across the
geographies with high spatio-temporal climate variability.

Apparel Retail Dataset (India)

The Apparel Retail dataset contains mostly retail products such as jacket, sweater, jeans,
and so forth across multiple cities in India. Table 4 compares climate-aware demand
forecasting error metrics with those of TFT. As can be seen, incorporating climate
forecasts as a part of latent representation improves the results significantly for both the
error metrics and for TFT and LRL-SNN. Results for LRL-SNN remain competitive,
and the use of climate brings the errors lower than the level achieved by TFT. Moreover,
the TFT architecture appears to be able to model spatio-temporal climate variability
better with the help of LSTM-based encoder-decoder architecture and temporal attention
mechanism; such a foreknowledge can especially be helpful in contexts (e.g., India)
where the wide variability in time and space occur.

Table 4: Results on large-scale retail industry dataset - Apparel Retail.

Algorithms week 1-4 week 5-8 week 9-12 Overall
RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE

TFT 18.40 1.44 21.93 4.39 24.36 6.57 23.82 4.01
TFT + Climate 17.00 1.29 20.07 4.05 22.24 6.04 21.70 3.69
LRL-SNN 20.28 1.26 31.55 4.56 39.17 8.37 33.17 4.58
LRL-SNN + Climate 17.15 1.11 25.37 4.09 30.87 6.66 26.62 3.83

The Gear Apparel Retail dataset includes a large portion of items used for seasonal
outdoor sports (e.g., winter jackets and ruggedized bottles for hiking) which are sold
across the United States of America (including Alaska). As such, there are significant
climate variability from region to region. The goal is to determine if encoded forecast



Table 5: Results on Gear Apparel Retail dataset for DCs.

Algorithms week 1-4 week 5-8 week 9-12 Overall
RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE

TFT 94.19 1.43 89.20 2.12 88.87 2.89 125.56 2.12
TFT + Climate 88.88 1.05 86.52 1.59 87.94 2.01 122.12 1.52
LRL-SNN 95.91 1.63 114.82 6.32 125.12 9.30 145.71 5.62
LRL-SNN + Climate 95.94 1.52 101.14 2.79 105.53 4.11 136.63 2.74

Table 6: Results on Gear Apparel Retail dataset for Stores.

Algorithms week 1-4 week 5-8 week 9-12 Overall
RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE

TFT 6.51 1.09 7.77 1.49 8.68 1.91 9.10 1.48
TFT + Climate 6.99 1.02 7.36 1.19 7.48 1.30 7.93 1.16
LRL-SNN 5.41 0.68 6.95 1.06 8.07 1.43 7.63 1.04
LRL-SNN + Climate 5.55 0.68 6.97 1.02 7.86 1.34 7.61 1.00

data in demand models are able to capture the impacts that climate has on sales–impacts
like early winters, a late summer, or an extended autumn period. Tables 5, 6 and 7 show
the comparative error metrics for distribution centers (DC), stores and both combined
respectively across all of the regions in the USA. Overall, climate-aware models such as
TFT + Climate and LRL-SNN + Climate tend to have lower errors than climate-agnostic
models across DCs and stores. Climate-encoding using LRL-SNN shows significant
improvements compared to TFT and TFT + Climate for store-level retail demand
forecasting. Whereas TFT + Climate outperforms as compared to other models for DCs.

Ablation Study
In any climate-aware demand forecasting, we believe that efficiently encoding seasonal
climate prediction can further reduce errors. In Table 8, we show that adding seasonal
climate predictions in TFT [14] and LRL-SNN helps in reducing, on average, MAPE
by about 17% to 21% and RMSE by about 8% and 14%. One can note that Mean
Absolute Error (MAE) for Gear Apparel Retail (Store and Combined) has a negative
percentage reduction for TFT + Climate. However, this is expected as gear apparel sales
are affected by seasonality, and MAE is significantly affected by low numbers. Thus, in
this context, RMSE would be the appropriate error metric. This observation evidenced
across three geographically distinct datasets attest that explicitly encoding forecasted
seasonal climate leads to improved predictions for regional store purchases.

Furthermore, we compare quantitative and qualitative metrics on the Favorita dataset
to show the effectiveness of climate-aware forecasting. Fig. 4(a) compares the quan-
titative errors product-category wise obtained by our framework, with those of [14]

Table 7: Results on Gear Apparel Retail dataset for stores and DCs both combined.

Algorithms week 1-4 week 5-8 week 9-12 Overall
RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE RMSE MAPE

TFT 15.39 1.13 16.02 1.55 16.80 2.01 20.89 1.55
TFT + Climate 15.28 1.02 15.38 1.23 15.63 1.37 19.50 1.20
LRL-SNN 14.58 0.78 17.88 1.59 19.93 2.22 21.62 1.50
LRL-SNN + Climate 14.71 0.76 16.51 1.20 17.75 1.62 20.68 1.18



Table 8: Comparative error reduction (%) using climate-aware models.

Datasets LRL-SNN + Climate TFT + Climate
MAPE RMSE MAE MAPE RMSE MAE

Grocery Retail - Favorita 12.85 4.71 7.04 6.47 13.34 12.00
Apparel Retail 16.54 19.76 20.01 8.07 8.91 9.01
Gear Apparel Retail - Store 4.03 0.24 0.33 21.5 12.81 -3.5
Gear Apparel Retail - DC 51.14 6.23 12.97 28.14 2.74 1.91
Gear Apparel Retail - Combined 21.86 4.33 8.25 22.42 6.68 -0.57

Figure 4: (a) Comparative quantitative evaluation (MAPE) on Favorita dataset. (b)
Qualitative analysis using LRL-SSN (refer to Sec. ) for details.

whereas Fig. 4(b) qualitatively compares the product-category wise effectiveness of
climate-aware forecasting with seasonal climate prediction as compared to non-climate
model using LRL-SNN. The qualitative metric measures the percentage of scenarios
(i.e., product and region combinations) in which the climate-aware model performs
better or equal to the climate-agnostic one. We label Tie to show that the climate-aware
model outperforms for one error metric but not the other.

Conclusion
Demand forecasting is a well-studied problem in the time-series domain. In climate-
aware demand forecasting scenarios, existing methods do not consider the seasonal
climate predictions due to the complexities such as noise, time-series data with different
temporal frequencies, and spatio-temporal correlations associated with the climate
predictions. In this work, we addressed the problem of seasonal climate-aware demand
forecasting by effectively learning joint latent representations of climate predictions,
historical observations (e.g., sales figures), and known inputs (e.g., holidays) using a
sub-neural network architecture. This way of modeling different types of time-series



data and learning joint latent representation enables a higher degree of flexibility in
climate-aware demand prediction tasks. The extensive experiments we have performed
indicate that the latent representation of seasonal climate predictions leads to enhanced
demand forecasting, thus paving the way for improvement in pre-season planning and
demand management for supply chain functions.

Given that we have only considered seasonal climate predictions in our current
work, we aim to enrich relevant data sources for predictions in our future work; such
sources will include incorporating high-impact lag and derived climate forecast features.
Moreover, we will design methods to propagate uncertainty from ensemble forecasts to
demand predictions and quantify the associated uncertainty at various granularities.
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[3] J.-H. Böse, V. Flunkert, J. Gasthaus, et al., “Probabilistic demand forecasting at
scale,” Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment, 2017.

[4] T.-M. Choi, “Pre-season stocking and pricing decisions for fashion retailers with
multiple information updating,” International journal of production economics,
2007.

[5] T. Ahmad and H. Chen, “Utility companies strategy for short-term energy demand
forecasting using machine learning based models,” Sustainable cities and society,
2018.

[6] H. Wang, Z. Lei, X. Zhang, B. Zhou, and J. Peng, “A review of deep learning for
renewable energy forecasting,” Energy Conversion and Management, 2019.

[7] C.-F. Chien, R. Dou, and W. Fu, “Strategic capacity planning for smart production:
Decision modeling under demand uncertainty,” Applied Soft Computing, 2018.

[8] G. Verstraete, E.-H. Aghezzaf, and B. Desmet, “A data-driven framework for
predicting weather impact on high-volume low-margin retail products,” Journal
of Retailing and Consumer Services, 2019.

[9] F. Badorf and K. Hoberg, “The impact of daily weather on retail sales: An
empirical study in brick-and-mortar stores,” Journal of Retailing and Consumer
Services, 2020.

[10] N. N. R. Federation, RETAIL CASE STUDY, https://nrf.com/sites/default/files/
2018-10/Weather%20Myths%20Report.pdf.

[11] S. Steinker, K. Hoberg, and U. W. Thonemann, “The value of weather information
for e-commerce operations,” Production and Operations Management, 2017.

[12] A. Troccoli, “Seasonal climate forecasting,” Meteorological Applications, vol. 17,
no. 3, pp. 251–268, 2010.

https://nrf.com/sites/default/files/2018-10/Weather%20Myths%20Report.pdf
https://nrf.com/sites/default/files/2018-10/Weather%20Myths%20Report.pdf


[13] A. A. Scaife and D. Smith, “A signal-to-noise paradox in climate science,” Cli-
mate and Atmospheric Science, 2018.

[14] B. Lim, N. Loeff, S. Arik, and T. Pfister, “Temporal fusion transformers for
interpretable multi-horizon time series forecasting,” International Journal of
Forecasting, 2021.

[15] D. Salinas, V. Flunkert, J. Gasthaus, and T. Januschowski, “Deepar: Probabilistic
forecasting with autoregressive recurrent networks,” International Journal of
Forecasting, 2020.

[16] F. Molteni, R. Buizza, T. N. Palmer, and T. Petroliagis, “The ecmwf ensemble
prediction system: Methodology and validation,” Quarterly journal of the royal
meteorological society, 1996.

[17] M. Mudelsee, “Trend analysis of climate time series: A review of methods,”
Earth-Science Reviews, 2019.

[18] K.-j. Kim, “Financial time series forecasting using support vector machines,”
Neurocomputing, 2003.

[19] M. Oliveira and L. Torgo, “Ensembles for time series forecasting,” in Proceedings
of the Asian Conference on Machine Learning, 2015.

[20] V. Cerqueira, L. Torgo, F. Pinto, and C. Soares, “Arbitrated ensemble for time
series forecasting,” in Machine Learning and Knowledge Discovery in Databases,
2017.

[21] W. Shen, V. Babushkin, Z. Aung, and W. L. Woon, “An ensemble model for
day-ahead electricity demand time series forecasting,” in Proceedings of the
International Conference on Future Energy Systems, 2013.

[22] R. J. Hyndman, A. Koehler, K. Ord, and R. Snyder, Forecasting with exponential
smoothing. Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2008.

[23] G. E. P. Box and G. M. Jenkins, “Some Recent Advances in Forecasting and
Control,” Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series C, 1968.

[24] A. A. Adebiyi, A. O. Adewumi, and C. K. Ayo, “Comparison of arima and
artificial neural networks models for stock price prediction,” Journal of Applied
Mathematics, 2014.

[25] T. Xiong, C. Li, and Y. Bao, “Seasonal forecasting of agricultural commodity
price using a hybrid stl and elm method: Evidence from the vegetable market in
china,” Neurocomputing, 2018.

[26] S. J. Taylor and B. Letham, “Forecasting at scale,” The American Statistician,
2018.

[27] B. Lim and S. Zohren, “Time-series forecasting with deep learning: A survey,”
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical and
Engineering Sciences, 2021.

[28] D. Salinas, M. Bohlke-Schneider, L. Callot, R. Medico, and J. Gasthaus, “High-
dimensional multivariate forecasting with low-rank gaussian copula processes,”
in Advances in neural information processing systems, 2019, pp. 7796–7805.



[29] N. Nguyen and B. Quanz, “Temporal latent auto-encoder: A method for proba-
bilistic multivariate time series forecasting,” in Proceedings of the AAAI Confer-
ence on Artificial Intelligence (AAAI), 2021.

[30] S.-Y. Shih, F.-K. Sun, and H.-y. Lee, “Temporal pattern attention for multivariate
time series forecasting,” Machine Learning, 2019.

[31] Y. Li, Z. Zhu, D. Kong, H. Han, and Y. Zhao, “Ea-lstm: Evolutionary attention-
based lstm for time series prediction,” Knowledge-Based Systems, 2019.

[32] S. Du, T. Li, Y. Yang, and S.-J. Horng, “Multivariate time series forecasting via
attention-based encoder–decoder framework,” Neurocomputing, 2020.

[33] A. Borovykh, S. Bohte, and C. W. Oosterlee, “Conditional time series forecasting
with convolutional neural networks,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1703.04691, 2017.

[34] A. Borovykh, S. Bohte, and C. Oosterlee, “Dilated convolutional neural networks
for time series forecasting,” Journal of Computational Finance, Forthcoming,
2018.

[35] S. Bai, J. Z. Kolter, and V. Koltun, “An empirical evaluation of generic convolu-
tional and recurrent networks for sequence modeling,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1803.01271,
2018.

[36] R. Wan, S. Mei, J. Wang, M. Liu, and F. Yang, “Multivariate temporal convo-
lutional network: A deep neural networks approach for multivariate time series
forecasting,” Electronics, 2019.

[37] F. Karim, S. Majumdar, H. Darabi, and S. Harford, “Multivariate lstm-fcns for
time series classification,” Neural Networks, 2019.

[38] N. Wu, B. Green, X. Ben, and S. O’Banion, “Deep transformer models for time se-
ries forecasting: The influenza prevalence case,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2001.08317,
2020.

[39] S. Wu, X. Xiao, Q. Ding, P. Zhao, Y. Wei, and J. Huang, “Adversarial sparse
transformer for time series forecasting,” in Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, 2020. [Online]. Available: https://proceedings.neurips.cc/
paper/2020/file/c6b8c8d762da15fa8dbbdfb6baf9e260-Paper.pdf.

[40] V. Ekambaram, K. Manglik, S. Mukherjee, S. S. K. Sajja, S. Dwivedi, and V.
Raykar, “Attention based multi-modal new product sales time-series forecasting,”
in Proceedings of the ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge
Discovery & Data Mining, 2020.

[41] M. Riemer, A. Vempaty, F. Calmon, F. Heath, R. Hull, and E. Khabiri, “Correcting
forecasts with multifactor neural attention,” in Proceedings of the International
Conference on Machine Learning, 2016.

[42] S. Li, X. Jin, Y. Xuan, et al., “Enhancing the locality and breaking the mem-
ory bottleneck of transformer on time series forecasting,” Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 2019.

[43] Kaggle, Corporación Favorita Grocery Sales Forecasting, https://www.kaggle.
com/c/Favorita-grocery-sales-forecasting/overview.

https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper/2020/file/c6b8c8d762da15fa8dbbdfb6baf9e260-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper/2020/file/c6b8c8d762da15fa8dbbdfb6baf9e260-Paper.pdf
https://www.kaggle.com/c/Favorita-grocery-sales-forecasting/overview
https://www.kaggle.com/c/Favorita-grocery-sales-forecasting/overview

	Introduction
	Motivation and Related Work
	A Framework for Climate-aware Forecasting
	Latent representation learning using sub-neural networks (LRL-SNN)
	Transformer-based climate encoding

	Experiments
	Favorita Grocery Retail Dataset
	Large-scale Industry Datasets (India and USA)
	Apparel Retail Dataset (India)

	Ablation Study

	Conclusion

