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Abstract

Multivariate time series prediction is widely used in daily life, which poses significant challenges
due to the complex correlations that exist at multi-grained levels. Unfortunately, the majority of
current time series prediction models fail to simultaneously learn the correlations of multivariate
time series at multi-grained levels, resulting in suboptimal performance. To address this, we pro-
pose a Multi-Grained Correlations-based Prediction (MGCP) Network, which simultaneously con-
siders the correlations at three granularity levels to enhance prediction performance. Specifically,
MGCP utilizes Adaptive Fourier Neural Operators and Graph Convolutional Networks to learn the
global spatiotemporal correlations and inter-series correlations, enabling the extraction of poten-
tial features from multivariate time series at fine-grained and medium-grained levels. Additionally,
MGCP employs adversarial training with an attention mechanism-based predictor and conditional
discriminator to optimize prediction results at coarse-grained level, ensuring high fidelity between
the generated forecast results and the actual data distribution. Finally, we compare MGCP with
several state-of-the-art time series prediction algorithms on real-world benchmark datasets, and
our results demonstrate the generality and effectiveness of the proposed model.
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1. Introduction

Multivariate time series prediction is crucial in various domains that impact our daily lives,
including traffic management, financial investment, weather forecasting, and supply chain man-
agement. Therefore, it is essential to strive for the highest level of accuracy in multivariate time
series prediction. However, with the growing complexity of time series data, accurate time series
prediction has become increasingly challenging. Specifically, there are various correlations at multi-
grained levels, including fine-grained, medium-grained, and coarse-grained levels. At fine-grained
level, there are several correlations between different timestamps with each time series, including
the temporal correlations (Fig. 1(a)), the cross-sectional correlations (Fig. 1(b)), and the global
spatiotemporal correlations (Fig. 1(c)). At medium-grained level, a single time series is treated
as a whole to consider its correlations with other time series, primarily the inter-series correlation
(Fig. 1(d)). At coarse-grained level, the entire multivariate time series is treated as a whole to
consider its correlations with the overall true distribution (Fig. 1(e)). Capturing multi-grained
correlations facilitates better multivariate time series forecasting, as considering both local and
global features can help the model have better performance[1, 2].

To address the time series prediction problem, the community initially developed several sta-
tistical methods, including ARIMA [3], Exponential Smoothing [4] and GARCH [5], which exhibit
some favorable statistical properties. However, these models often assume a linear auto-regressive
relationship between the time series data and the (high-order) time step differences, which restricts
their ability to extract adequate information from the time series. Consequently, these methods
may not perform well in handling complex time series data.

In recent years, to tackle complex time series data, many deep learning methods have been
proposed, including FC-LSTM [6] and SFM [7], most of which are based on LSTM. However,
these simple deep learning methods are not superior to traditional statistical methods [8, 9] and
are not suitable for long-range time series. To overcome this limitation, advanced deep learning
models have been proposed based on convolution, fully connected or attention mechanism, such
as N-BEATS [10], TCN [11], DeepState [12], AST [13], Pyraformer [14], FEDformer [15], DLinear
[16], PatchTST [17] and so on. However, most of the above algorithms only capture temporal
correlations and do not take into account more complex correlations at fine-grained level, such as
the global spatiotemporal correlations, let alone coarser-grained level.

In contrast to them, recent algorithms incorporate Graph Neural Networks (GNN) to enhance
multivariate time series prediction, including DCRNN [18], ST-GCN [19], GraphWaveNet [20],
StemGNN [21], etc. By utilizing GNN, these methods can effectively capture the inter-series
correlations that previous methods could not learn, improving their ability to handle multivariate
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Figure 1: Exploring Correlations Patterns of Multivariate Time Series at Multi-Grained Levels: Examples and
Illustrations. This figure showcases the correlations of multivariate time series at fine-grained, medium-grained
and coarse-grained levels using three time series, each with four timestamps, as examples. At fine-grained level,
Panel (a) displays the correlations between different timestamps in each time series, i.e. the temporal correlations,
Panel (b) illustrates the correlations between different time series at a certain timestamp, i.e., the cross-sectional
correlations and Panel (c) highlights the correlations between arbitrary timestamps for any time series, which we
define as the global spatiotemporal correlations. At medium-grained level, Panel (d) shows the correlations between
different time series, i.e., inter-series correlations. At coarse-grained level, Panel (e) shows the overall properties of
multivariate time series, including whether it follows or approaches a distribution p, which may be a conditional
distribution in the forecasting task.

time series. However, the use of GNN often requires graph structural information, which limits the
generality of some of these algorithms. Additionally, most of these methods are limited to learning
the correlations at medium-grained level and simple correlations at fine-grained level. Therefore,
they cannot capture more complex correlations at fine-grained and coarse-grained levels.

To capture more intricate correlations at fine-grained level, specifically the global spatiotem-
poral correlations, investigating token mixers [22, 23, 24, 25, 26] is a promising avenue. Recently,
Fourier-based mixers have gained popularity due to their high efficiency and precision in natural
language processing and image processing. Specifically, in natural language processing, FNet [24],
which replaces the self-attention sublayer of each Transformer encoder with a Fourier sublayer,
has excelled in several tasks and even outperformed the Transformer model in certain cases. In
image processing, both Global Filter Networks (GFNs) [25] and Adaptive Fourier Neural Opera-
tor (AFNO) [26] have demonstrated strong performance on multiple image classification datasets,
surpassing traditional convolutional neural network models in some instances.

However, the aforementioned methods tend to focus primarily on correlations at fine-grained
and medium-grained levels, without considering the existence of correlations at coarse-grained
level. Building on the recent successes of adversarial learning in image generation and natural
language processing [27], adversarial learning has also been applied to various time series-related
tasks [28, 29, 30, 31]. These methods have shown good empirical results on real world datasets of
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various types, because adversarial learning makes the generated data closer to the distribution of
the real data. These methods are proposed for generating new data, whereas time series predic-
tion is to generate the future values of the time series satisfying a conditional distribution with
historical values as conditions. Therefore, we can improve adversarial learning by modifying the
discriminator into a conditional discriminator, which can let the prediction results approximate
the true conditional distribution, that is, learning the correlations at coarse-grained level.

After carefully considering the arguments presented above, our paper introduces an innova-
tive multivariate time series prediction model, called Multi-Grained Correlations-based Prediction
(MGCP) Networks, which is capable of extracting correlations at fine-grained, medium-grained and
coarse-grained levels. The proposed model leverages Adaptive Fourier Neural Operators (AFNO)
and Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN) to dynamically learn the latent space, enabling the fea-
ture representations of multivariate time series to capture the global spatiotemporal correlations
and the inter-series correlations. Additionally, the model utilizes an attention mechanism-based
predictor that can efficiently learn long temporal correlations of the time series. The proposed
model also employs adversarial learning through the conditional discriminator and the predictor
to ensure the prediction results approximate the true distribution from the perspective of Wasser-
stein distance.

Finally, the main contributions of our paper can be summarized as follows:

• In order to solve the problem of multivariate time series prediction for complex datasets, we
propose Multi-Grained Correlations-based Prediction (MGCP) Network.

• MGCP can simultaneously consider the correlations at three granularity levels. At fine-
grained level, MGCP leverages attention mechanism and AFNO to extract the long-term
temporal correlations and the global spatiotemporal correlations, respectively. At medium-
grained level, MGCP captures inter-series correlations with GCN. Finally, to capture the
correlations at coarse-grained level, MGCP incorporates adversarial learning with an atten-
tion mechanism-based predictor and conditional discriminator.

• Experimental results on real datasets demonstrate the efficiency and the generality of MGCP.
In particular, the ablation experiment proves the rationality of the design of each component
of MGCP, and the parameter analysis experiment demonstrates the stability of MGCP.

2. Related Work

2.1. Time Series Prediction

The multivariate time series prediction problem is a rapidly developing area of research. Tra-
ditional approaches[3, 4, 5] have relied on probability and statistics, but more recently, neural
networks and deep learning have become popular methods due to their ability to capture com-
plex characteristics of modern time series data. For instance, FC-LSTM [6] uses fully-connected
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LSTM to make prediction, while SMF [7] improves upon the LSTM model. Other models, such
as TCN [11], LSTNet [32], and DeepGLO [33], rely on Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) to
make prediction. N-BEATS [10] proposes a model based on forward and backward residual links
and a very deep stack of fully connected layers. DeepState [12] proposes a model that combines
state space models with deep recurrent neural networks. AST [13] adopts a sparse Transformer
to learn a sparse attention map for time series prediction and uses a discriminator to improve the
prediction performance at a sequence level. Recently, Pyraformer [14] has introduced a pyramidal
attention module that uses an inter-scale tree structure to summarize characteristics at differ-
ent resolutions, while the intra-scale neighboring captures time-dependencies of different ranges.
FEDformer [15] combines the seasonal-trend decomposition method with a frequency enhanced
Transformer, effectively capturing both the overarching patterns and intricate details within time
series data. DLinear [16] is a combination of a decomposition scheme used in FEDformer with
linear layers. PatchTST [17] segments time series into subseries-level input tokens for the Trans-
former and maintains channel-independence by sharing weights across all univariate series. All of
the previously mentioned methods are able to learn the characteristics of individual time series
using specific techniques, but they do not learn the correlations between different time series.

In contrast, there are methods that are designed to learn these correlations. For instance,
DCRNN [18] captures spatial dependencies by using bidirectional random walks on a graph and
temporal dependencies through an encoder-decoder architecture with scheduled sampling. STS-
GCN [34] captures localized spatiotemporal correlations and spatiotemporal data heterogeneity by
constructing localized spatiotemporal graphs and using graph convolution operations. StemGNN
[21] combines Graph Fourier Transform and Discrete Fourier Transform to learn inter-series and
temporal correlations. Additionally, there are research works that utilize cross-correlation to
achieve this goal. For instance, Corrformer [35] unifies spatial cross-correlation and temporal
auto-correlation into a learned multi-scale tree structure, capturing worldwide spatiotemporal cor-
relations. However, the majority of these methods require predefined graph structures or location
information, which limits their generality. Furthermore, these methods are restricted to the tem-
poral correlations and the inter-series correlations, which means they cannot capture more com-
prehensive correlations at fine-grained and coarse-grained levels. In light of the aforementioned
limitations, our objective is to propose an approach that can efficiently consider the correlations
of multivariate time series at multi-grained levels.

2.2. Fourier-Based Mixers

Fourier-based mixers are some techniques that utilize the Fourier transform to mix tokens,
which are commonly applied to tackle complex problems in visual and natural language process-
ing. FNet [24] is a mixer that uses the Fourier transform instead of the self-attention layer in the
Transformer, which can effectively solve the computational efficiency and storage space problems
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of the self-attention layer when processing long sequences. However, the mixer does not have
learnable parameters, is fixed for token-based mixing, and cannot adapt to specific data distribu-
tions. GFNs [25] is a deep learning model for image classification that enables efficient information
fusion and feature extraction by learning spatial location-based filter weights on a global scale.
AFNO [26] improves upon Fourier Neural Operator by enhancing memory and computation effi-
ciency. Specifically, the method optimizes channel mixing weights into block diagonal structures
and implements token-adaptive shared weights, as well as sparsifies frequency patterns through
soft thresholding and shrinkage.

2.3. Generative Adversarial Networks

Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) are effective unsupervised generation techniques that
have been applied in various domains, including time series related tasks. For instance, C-RNN-
GAN [28], TimeGAN [29], DoppelGANger [30], and GT-GAN [36] employ GANs to improve time
series generation tasks. However, these methods are designed for time series generation rather
than forecasting, which is a supervised task. Recently, some studies have utilized adversarial
loss as a supplement to the supervision loss in forecasting tasks as a form of regularization or data
augmentation. For example, AST [13] employs standard GANs to regularize predictive models and
enhance prediction performance at the sequence level. TrafficGAN [37] is a traffic flow prediction
model based on GAN that utilizes a conditional Wasserstein GAN to improve prediction accuracy
by evaluating the difference between generated and real traffic flow sequences. Nonetheless, the
discriminators used in these studies can only determine whether the future values are true or
whether the entire sequence is true. To better adapt to multivariate time series prediction tasks,
the discriminator should think of the multivariate time series as a whole to optimize the prediction
results at the overall distribution level.

3. Problem Statement and Preliminaries

3.1. Problem Statement

In this part, we first introduce the problem we aim to address. Our input is defined as G =
(X1:T , V1:T+τ ). Here, X1:T ∈ RN×T denotes the historical observation values across T timestamps,
where N is the number of the time series and T is determined by the size of the rolling window.
1 : T = [1, . . . , T ] is a window within the full time series, and for brevity, we have omitted the
starting point of the window. The covariate features (e.g., minute-of-the-hour, hour-of-the-day,
etc.) across T + τ timestamps are represented as V1:T+τ ∈ RN×(T+τ)×dc , where dc is the number of
covariate features and τ is the size of the predicted steps. The task is to predict XT+1:T+τ ∈ RN×τ .
Assuming that the prediction result of a model fθ is X̂T+1:T+τ , i.e.,

X̂T+1:T+τ = fθ(G). (1)
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The optimization objective of the model can be expressed as:

min
θ

ℓ
(
XT+1:T+τ , X̂T+1:T+τ

)
, (2)

where ℓ is a commonly used loss function, such as mean squared error.
From a statistical perspective, we can view the problem as finding an optimal approximate

distribution that closely approximates the true data distribution. To this end, we define an opti-
mization objective as follows:

min
p̂

D
(
p(XT+1:T+τ |G), p̂(X̂T+1:T+τ |G)

)
, (3)

where p refers to the true distribution, p̂ represents an approximate distribution, and D(·, ·) is a
measure of the difference between the two distributions, such as the Jensen-Shannon divergence
or Wasserstein distance.

As a supervised task, time series forecasting often only needs to consider the objective shown
in Equation (2). However, to ensure the algorithm’s generalization ability, it is also important to
consider the data distribution. Therefore, this article combines Equation (2) and Equation (3) as
our optimization goal to improve prediction performance.

3.2. Self-Attention and Fourier Neural Operator

Suppose Z ∈ RN×T×d is a hidden variable of the multivariate time series, in which Z[i] ∈ RT×d

represents the i-th time series, i = 1, · · · , N . Self-attention can be expressed as:

Att(Z[i]) = softmax

(
Z[i]Wq(Z[i]Wk)T√

d

)
Z[i]Wv, (4)

where Wq, Wk, and Wv are weight matrices used to transform the input sequence into query,
key, and value vectors. Through Equation (4), we can find that self-attention can only learn
the correlations between different timestamps of the same time series, and cannot consider the
correlations between arbitrary timestamps for any time series. To solve the above problem, we can
reshape Z ∈ RN×T×d into Z ′ ∈ RNT×d and then use self-attention. Therefore, global self-attention
can be express as:

Attg(Z) = softmax

(
Z ′Wq(Z

′Wk)T√
d

)
Z ′Wv. (5)

Equation (5) indicates that the global spatiotemporal correlations can be taken into account. How-
ever, the use of global self-attention, which involves computing attention weights among multiple
timestamps of multivariate time series, can significantly increase both time and space complexity.
Specifically, the time complexity increases from O(NTd2 + NT 2d) to O(NTd2 + N2T 2d), and the
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spatial complexity increases from O(d2+NTd+NT 2) to O(d2+NTd+N2T 2). Therefore, directly
utilizing global self-attention is not recommended, and it is imperative to either optimize it or find
alternative methods that can achieve equivalent functionality.

In fact, the global self-attention can be viewed as a form of kernel summation, which can be
transformed into kernel convolution under certain assumptions. Moreover, due to the convolution
theorem, the computation of the global self-attention can be approximated using a Discrete Fourier
Neural Operator (Discrete FNO) [38]. While this transformation requires certain assumptions and
involves an approximate operation of converting kernel parameters to learnable parameters, it is
undeniable that both methods share the ability to learn global spatiotemporal correlations.

Discrete FNO [38]: The discrete version of Fourier Neural Operator (FNO) [38]. Given
multivariate time series input Z ∈ RN×T×d, Discrete FNO produces an output Ẑ = FNO(Z),
where the learnable parameter is a complex-valued weight matrix denoted as W ∈ CN×T×d×d.
Specifically, for any (n, t) ∈ [N ] × [T ], Ẑn,t ∈ Rd can be expressed as:

Z̄n,t = [DFT(Z)]n,t

Z̃n,t = Wn,tZ̄n,t

Ẑn,t = [IDFT(Z̃)]n,t

, (6)

where DFT and IDFT stand for Discrete Fourier Transform and Inverse Discrete Fourier Transform,
respectively. Based on Equation (6), it is evident that Discrete AFNO employs distinct channel
mixing weights for each timestamp, resulting in significant temporal and spatial complexity, which
could cause overfitting issues. However, the strong association between Discrete FNO and global
self-attention inspires novel approaches to model the global spatiotemporal correlations, such as
utilizing the Fourier mixers.

AFNO[26]: An improved method designed to mitigate the issue of excessive parameter quan-
tity and overfitting caused by channel mixing in Discrete FNO. The output of AFNO is de-
fined as Ẑ = AFNO(Z), where the learnable parameters are two complex-valued weight matrices
W1,W2 ∈ CK×d/K×d/K and two complex-valued bias vectors b1, b2 ∈ CK×d/K . Here, K denotes the
number of blocks. Specifically, for any (n, t) ∈ [N ] × [T ], the expression for Ẑn,t ∈ Rd is:

Z̄n,t = [DFT(Z)]n,t

Z̄
(1:K)
n,t = Reshape(Z̄n,t, K, d/K)

Z̃
(k)
n,t = Sa

(
W

(k)
2 σ(W

(k)
1 Z̄

(k)
n,t + b

(k)
1 ) + b

(k)
2

)
Z̃n,t = Concat(Z̃

(1:K)
n,t )

Ẑn,t = [IDFT(Z̃)]n,t

, (7)
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where k = 1, · · · , K, Reshape(·, K, d/K) means reshaping a variable in dimension d into a variable
of dimension K × d/K, Sa(x) = sgn(x)max{|x| − a, 0} is used for soft thresholds and contrac-
tion, and a is a tuning parameter that controls the sparsity. The time complexity of AFNO is
O(NTd2/K + NTd logNT ) and the spatial complexity is O(NTd + d2/K). This method is obvi-
ously optimized in time and space, and cross-token adaptive sharing of weights is more generalized
than Discrete FNO.

Masked AFNO: A method that adds a masking mechanism to AFNO. In our work, we use
XT+1:T+τ in the training phase, and it is replaced by 0 or noise during the testing phase. Therefore,
In order not to affect the model, we need to ensure that XT+1:T+τ does not affect X1:T when using
AFNO, so we need to extend AFNO slightly. Suppose Z1:T+τ ∈ RN×(T+τ)×d is a hidden variable
of X1:T+τ , and define the output of Masked AFNO is Ẑ1:T+τ = AFNOM(Z1:T+τ ). AFNO1(·) and
AFNO2(·) are two AFNO networks that share parameters. Therefore, Ẑ1:T+τ can be expressed as:

Z
′

1:T = AFNO1(Z1:T )

Z
′′

1:T+τ = AFNO2(Z1:T+τ )

Ẑ1:T+τ = Concat(Z
′

1:T , Z
′′

T+1:T+τ )

. (8)

Masked AFNO can ensure that the historical value will not be affected by the future predicted
value, but also does not affect the future forecast value to learn the global spatiotemporal corre-
lations.

4. Methods

In this section, we propose a time series prediction model, named as Multi-Grained Correlations-
based Prediction (MGCP) Network, which is capable of simultaneously learning the correlations
of multivariate time series at fine-grained, medium-grained and coarse-grained levels. Specifically,
MGCP contains four components: the latent space mapper, the sequence predictor, the restoration
component, the conditional discriminator, and its workflow is shown in Fig. 2. The latent space
mapper maps the time series features to the latent space, the sequence predictor makes prediction
in the latent space, the restoration component restores the prediction results back to real data
space, and the conditional discriminator conducts adversarial learning on the prediction results.

These four components will be explained in detail in the next three subsections.

4.1. The Latent Space Mapper

Inspired by [29], we establish a latent space mapper that enables the full extraction of fea-
ture representations from multivariate time series at both fine-grained and medium-grained levels.
Specifically, the latent space mapper can map multivariate time series features to a latent space
where the global spatiotemporal correlations and the inter-series correlations of multivariate time
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Figure 2: Workflow of Multi-Grained Correlations-based Prediction Network. The latent space mapper mainly
includes Masked AFNO and GCN, as shown in Fig. 3. Both the sequence predictor and the conditional discriminator
is composed of an attention-based encoder and an attention-based decoder. The restoration component consists of
the AFNO and multi-layer fully connected networks.

series can be considered. The structure of the latent space mapper is shown in Fig. 3, and it can
be expressed as:

H = Φlsm(X1:T+τ ; θm), (9)

where θm is the parameter of the latent space mapper, X1:T+τ ∈ RN×(T+τ)×1 is the input, H ∈
RN×(T+τ)×dl is the output, and dl is the dimension of the latent space. Φlsm consists of two core
parts: Masked AFNO and GCN, which are used to learn the global spatiotemporal correlations at
fine-grained level and the inter-series correlations at medium-grained level, respectively. Specifi-
cally, the calculation of Φlsm involves a sequence of steps, which can be summarized by the following
equation: 

X
′

1:T+τ = Emb(X1:T+τ )

X
′′

1:T+τ = AFNOM(X
′

1:T+τ )

H(0) = MLP(X
′′

1:T+τ )

H(l) = σ
(
D− 1

2AD− 1
2H(l−1)

) , (10)

where Emb(·) consists of fully connected networks and positional encoding operations, l = 1, · · · , L
represents the layer number, L is the total number of graph convolution, H = H(L) is final output
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of the latent space mapper, σ is activation function, and A is the potential adjacency matrix.
Several studies on traffic flow series prediction [18, 34] employ a distance-based method to

construct the adjacency matrix. However, this approach may not be applicable to all datasets.
To address this limitation, we refer to the method proposed in [21], which utilizes the feature
representations of multivariate time series to learn the latent adjacency matrix. The calculation
process of potential adjacency matrix A can be expressed as:

M = GRU(H
(0)
1:T )

Ã = softmax(
MW

′
1(MW

′
2)

T

√
dk

)

A =
1 − β

2
(Ã + ÃT ) + βIN

, (11)

where GRU is Gated Recurrent Unit, M ∈ RN×dm is intermediate variable, W
′
1,W

′
2 ∈ Rdm×dk is a

learnable weight matrix, dm and dk are the sizes of the corresponding dimensions, and β ∈ [0, 1] is
the weight of the identity matrix in the adjacency matrix.

Figure 3: The structure of the latent space mapper.

By using Masked AFNO and GCN, the feature representations from multivariate time series
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data at fine-grained and medium-grained levels can be effectively learned, allowing subsequent
components to efficiently extract features and make accurate prediction. Additionally, the adja-
cency matrix used in the graph convolution operation is obtained directly from the time series
features, which ensures the generality of the network.

4.2. The Sequence Predictor and The Restoration Component

The goal of the sequence predictor is to predict the future values based on the historical values
in the latent space and the covariate features, and it can be expressed as:

ĤT+1:T+τ = Φsp(H1:T , V1:T+τ ; θp), (12)

where θp is the parameter of the sequence predictor, ĤT+1:T+τ ∈ RN×τ×dl is the prediction result
in the latent space.

Various options are available for predictor, such as LSTM, but in our study, we utilize the
Transformer’s encoder-decoder architecture [39] as the predictor to ensure its ability to the learn
long-term temporal correlations. Therefore, we implement Φsp as:{

Ef = Encoder([H1:T , V1:T ])

ĤT+1:T+τ = Decoder(Ef , VT+1:T+τ )
, (13)

where Encoder and Decoder both consist of attention mechanism and fully connected networks.
To simplify notation, we use the symbol [·, ·] to denote the concatenation of two variables along
the last dimension, and this convention applies to subsequent statements as well.

Through the action of the sequence predictor, the prediction result ĤT+1:T+τ ∈ RN×τ×dl in
the latent space can be obtained. Then the restoration component remaps the prediction re-
sult in the latent space back to the real data space to achieve the final prediction. Let Ĥ =
Concat(H1:T , ĤT+1:T+τ ), and the restoration component can be expressed as:

X̂ = Φrc(Ĥ; θr), (14)

where θr is the parameter of the restoration component, X̂T+1:T+τ ∈ RN×τ×1 is the final prediction.
The structure of Φrc is similar to that of the latent space mapper, except that Φrc uses AFNO(·)
instead of AFNOM(·), and does not include graph convolution operations.

4.3. The Conditional Discriminator

To learn the correlations at coarse-grained level, we employ WGAN-gp[40] to optimize the
conditional Wasserstein distance between the prediction results and the real data. Therefore, we
design a conditional discriminator Φcd to calculate the conditional Wasserstein distance, which can
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be expressed as: {
Y = Φcd(XT+1:T+τ |G; θd)

Ŷ = Φcd(X̂T+1:T+τ |G; θd)
, (15)

where θd is the parameter of Φcd, XT+1:T+τ and X̂T+1:T+τ are the two inputs, G = (X1:T , V1:T+τ )
is the condition. Assuming that the conditional discriminator has been sufficiently trained, the
Wasserstein distance between p(XT+1:T+τ |G) and p̂(X̂T+1:T+τ |G) can be calculated as:

sup
|Φcd|L≤1

{
E

XT+1:T+τ |G∼p
[Y ] − E

X̂T+1:T+τ |G∼p̂
[Ŷ ]

}
, (16)

where |Φcd|L ≤ 1 indicates that Φcd satisfies the Lipschitz continuity condition. Following [40], the
loss of the conditional discriminator can be expressed as:

LD = Ŷ − Y + αLgp, (17)

where Lgp is gradient penalty used to enforce the Lipschitz continuity condition of the conditional
discriminator and the hyperparameter α is used to adjust the weight of the gradient penalty. Lgp

can be expressed as: {
X̄T+1:T+τ = ϵXT+1:T+τ + (1 − ϵ)X̂T+1:T+τ

Lgp =
(
∥∇X̄T+1:T+τ

Φcd(X̄T+1:T+τ |G; θd)∥ − 1
)2 , (18)

where ϵ ∈ U(0, 1) is a random number and ∥ · ∥ represents the Euclidean norm. Specifically, we
use graph convolution operations and an attention encoder-decoder structure to construct Φcd.
First, we use the adjacency matrix A calculated from Equation (11) to perform graph convolution
operations on multivariate time series. Then, the encoder encodes X1:T and V1:T , the decoder uses
the encoding result and VT+1:T+τ to decode XT+1:T+τ or X̂T+1:T+τ , and finally uses MLP to map
the decoding result to obtain Y ∈ R or Ŷ ∈ R. Let Ā = D− 1

2AD− 1
2 , so Φcd can be implemented

as: 
E

′

f = Encoder([ĀX1:T , V1:T ])

Y = MLP(Decoder([ĀXT+1:T+τ , VT+1:T+τ ], E
′

f ))

Ŷ = MLP(Decoder([ĀX̂T+1:T+τ , VT+1:T+τ ], E
′

f ))

. (19)

With the conditional discriminator, MGCP can make the distribution where the prediction
results are located closer to the true distribution through adversarial learning.
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4.4. Training and Testing Process

Training Process: The training process of MGCP model is divided into two steps, including
the latent space pre-training and adversarial training.

In the first step, we exclusively train the latent space mapper and the restoration component
with the objective of minimizing the reconstruction loss of the transformed time series. The loss
function of the first step is defined as:

LR = ℓ(X1:T+τ , X̃1:T+τ ), (20)

where X̃ = Φrc(H; θr), ℓ is a commonly used loss function, such as mean squared error.
In the second step, we jointly train the four components, and while the predictor and the

conditional discriminator learn adversarially, we also continue to dynamically learn the latent
space. In general, we optimize the predictor training loss shown in Equation (21) and adversarial
loss shown in Equation (17) sequentially.

LP = ℓ(XT+1:T+τ , X̂T+1:T+τ ) + λLR + γlog(1− Ŷ ), (21)

where LP is the predictor training loss, including three parts: prediction loss, reconstruction
loss, and adversarial loss. λ and γ are hyperparameters used to adjust the weights of different
parts. Finally, Algorithm 1 summarizes the training procedure of our proposed Multi-Grained

Algorithm 1 The Training Procedure of The Multi-Grained Correlations-based Prediction Net-

work.
Input: Set trade-off hyperparameters λ, γ, β, α, total learning rate η, and discriminator learning

rate ηd.

First step: Pre-training the latent space.

repeat

Randomly sample X1:T+τ from training dataset.

(θm, θr) = (θm, θr) − η∇θm,θrLR

until reach pre-training times.

Second step: Adversarial training.

repeat

Randomly sample X1:T+τ , V1:T+τ from training dataset.

(θm, θr, θp, θd) = (θm, θr, θp, θd) − η∇θm,θr,θp,θdLP

θd = θd − ηd∇θdLD

until reach adversarial training times.
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Table 1: Descriptions of all datasets.

dataset #nodes #timesteps frequency start time

METR-LA 207 34272 5min 03/01/2012

PEMS-BAY 325 52116 5min 01/01/2017

PEMS03 358 26209 5min 09/01/2018

PEMS04 307 16992 5min 01/01/2018

PEMS07 228 12672 5min 05/01/2017

PEMS08 170 17856 5min 07/01/2016

Solar 137 52560 10min 01/01/2006

Electricity 321 26304 1hour 01/01/2012

ECG5000 140 5000 - -

Correlations-based Prediction (MGCP) Network.
Testing Process During the testing process, we utilize only three components, excluding

the conditional discriminator, to generate prediction results. What’s more, unlike the training
process, XT+1:T+τ is not available during the testing process. Therefore, when testing, we feed
Concat(X1:T ,0) instead of X1:T+τ into MGCP, where 0 ∈ RN×τ is an all-zero matrix. Instead of
0, other options are also possible, such as the mean of Xi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , T}.

5. Experiments

In this section, we firstly evaluate our proposed MGCP by comparing it with some state-of-
the-art baseline methods. Subsequently, we conduct an ablation study and parametric analysis
of MGCP to investigate the effects of its individual components, and examine the impact of
hyperparameters on the performance of MGCP. Finally, we will analyze the performance of MGCP
over longer forecast steps, and compare the effects of different mixers on both performance and
cost.

5.1. Datasets and Setup

To evaluate the performance of MGCP, we conducted experiments on a total of six traffic
datasets, including PEMS-BAY, PEMS03, PEMS04, PEMS07, PEMS08 [41] and METR-LA [42].
Additionally, we evaluated MGCP on three other datasets, including the Solar [32], Electricity [43]
and ECG5000 [44] datasets. Table 1 provides a detailed description of each dataset.

We take the same train-valid-test split as reported by [21] (i.e. 7:2:1 on datasets METR-
LA, PEMS-BAY, PEMS07, Solar, Electricity, ECG5000 and 6:2:2 on datasets PEMS03, PEMS04,
PEMS08). The input of proposed model is G = (X1:T , V1:T+τ ), and we utilize the hour-of-the-day
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feature and the day-of-the-month feature to structure covariate feature V1:T+τ on the Electric-
ity dataset, use zero matrix (or noise matrix) to structure it on the ECG5000 dataset, and use
the minute-of-the-hour feature and the hour-of-the-day feature to structure it on the remaining
datasets. We use the Adam optimizer to train the model for 50 epochs in total, with a total
learning rate of 0.001 and a discriminator learning rate of 0.0005. In the following experiments,
we use Mean Absolute Errors (MAE), Mean Absolute Percentage Errors (MAPE) and Root Mean
Squared Errors (RMSE) to measure the performance of all the algorithms.

5.2. Baselines

To evaluate the performance of MGCP, we compare it with several state-of-the-art baselines,
including:

• LSTM-based models, including FC-LSTM [6] and SFM [7].

• A number of CNN-based models, including TCN [11], LSTNet [32] and DeepGLO [33].

• Attention-based models, including AST [13], Pyraformer [14], FEDformer [15], PatchTST
[17] and Corrformer[35].

• Some GNN-based models, including DCRNN [18], ST-GCN [19], GraphWaveNet [20] and
StemGNN [21].

• Several models for other special mechanisms (i.e. fully connected network, state space model),
including N-BEATS [10], DeepState [12] and DLinear [16].

For these baselines, most of their performance comes from [21], and the rest are implemented
according to the code provided by the corresponding paper. Some GNN-based models, such
as DCRNN and ST-GCN, can only be executed on datasets with graph structure information.
Consequently, they are not applicable to the Solar, Electricity, and ECG5000 datasets. Moreover,
the use of Corrformer necessitates location information, which restricts its performance evaluation
to the METR-LA, PEMS-BAY, and PEMS07 datasets that provide this information.

Implementation. The source codes of our proposed method and the corresponding datasets
will be publicly available, along with the camera-ready version of the sub-mission if accepted.

5.3. Comparison of Results

Table 2 summarizes the performance of all the compared algorithms over the traffic datasets,
and the results of the remaining datasets are summarized in Table 3, which shows only some of
the newer and better performing methods due to space constraints. From these results, we can
make several observations.

First of all, we notice that ARIMA is mediocre on most datasets. This is because traditional
statistical methods have difficulty learning complex relationships within complex data.
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Table 2: Results of all methods for traffic datasets
Datasets METR-LA PEMS-BAY PEMS07

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

ARIMA 3.57 8.00 8.26 1.50 3.33 3.10 2.25 4.29 5.08

FC-LSTM 3.44 6.3 9.6 2.05 4.19 4.8 3.57 6.2 8.6

SFM 3.21 6.2 8.7 2.03 4.09 4.4 2.75 4.32 6.6

N-BEATS 3.15 6.12 7.5 1.75 4.03 4.1 3.41 5.52 7.65

DCRNN 2.77 5.38 7.3 1.38 2.95 2.9 2.25 4.04 5.30

LSTNet 3.03 5.91 7.67 1.86 3.91 3.1 2.34 4.26 5.41

ST-GCN 2.88 5.74 7.6 1.36 2.96 2.9 2.25 4.04 5.26

TCN 2.74 5.68 6.54 1.45 3.01 3.03 3.25 5.51 6.7

DeepState 2.72 5.24 6.8 1.88 3.04 2.8 3.95 6.49 7.9

GraphWaveNet 2.69 5.15 6.9 1.3 2.74 2.7 - - -

DeepGLO 2.91 5.48 6.75 1.39 2.91 3.01 3.01 5.25 6.2

StemGNN 2.56 5.06 6.46 1.23 2.48 2.63 2.14 4.01 5.01

AST 2.35 4.84 5.67 1.25 2.62 2.53 1.91 3.60 4.29

Pyraformer 2.51 4.88 6.19 1.24 2.49 2.57 2.02 3.68 4.55

FEDformer 2.87 4.84 6.70 1.59 2.76 3.20 2.52 3.91 5.57

DLinear 2.67 4.96 6.54 1.38 2.84 2.84 2.00 3.58 4.57

PatchTST 2.48 4.89 6.09 1.27 2.62 2.61 1.90 3.52 4.27

Corrformer 2.48 4.81 6.03 1.28 2.58 2.61 1.92 3.51 4.34

MGCP 2.12 3.82 4.98 1.00 1.92 2.00 1.61 2.83 3.58

Datasets PEMS03 PEMS04 PEMS08

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

ARIMA 16.77 25.80 19.07 22.08 34.35 14.87 17.58 27.15 10.

FC-LSTM 21.33 35.11 23.33 27.14 41.59 18.2 22.2 34.06 14.2

SFM 17.67 30.01 18.33 24.36 37.10 17.2 16.01 27.41 10.4

N-BEATS 18.45 31.23 18.35 25.56 39.9 17.18 19.48 28.32 13.5

DCRNN 18.18 30.31 18.91 24.7 38.12 17.12 17.86 27.83 11.45

LSTNet 19.07 29.67 17.73 24.04 37.38 17.01 20.26 31.96 11.3

ST-GCN 17.49 30.12 17.15 22.70 35.50 14.59 18.02 27.83 11.4

TCN 18.23 25.04 19.44 26.31 36.11 15.62 15.93 25.69 16.5

DeepState 15.59 20.21 18.69 26.5 33.0 15.4 19.34 27.18 16

GraphWaveNet 19.85 32.94 19.31 26.85 39.7 17.29 19.13 28.16 12.68

DeepGLO 17.25 23.25 19.27 25.45 35.9 12.2 15.12 25.22 13.2

StemGNN 14.32 21.64 16.24 20.24 32.15 10.03 15.83 24.93 9.26

AST 13.75 21.43 13.20 19.21 30.84 12.45 15.04 23.55 9.29

Pyraformer 13.76 21.22 14.28 19.24 30.54 13.16 15.43 23.84 9.97

FEDformer 13.50 20.85 15.08 19.03 29.98 13.61 14.60 22.43 9.44

DLinear 15.37 23.57 16.19 20.78 32.34 15.22 16.34 24.93 10.30

PatchTST 14.96 22.94 14.35 20.16 31.71 13.36 15.50 24.03 9.71

MGCP 12.56 19.62 12.53 18.74 30.10 12.39 12.94 20.54 8.13
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Secondly, we notice that FC-LSTM and SFM perform almost the worst on most datasets.
We believe this is because these two algorithms are based on very simple LSTM networks, which
indicates it is difficult for LSTM to learn the complex interrelationships for different time steps of
time series.

Thirdly, compared with LSTM-based methods, CNN-based models, N-BEATS and DeepState
achieve obviously better performance for all the datasets. Since these methods adopt either con-
volution layer, or fully connected layer instead of only using LSTM layers, it indicates convolution
and fully connected networks are more suitable to learn interrelationships for long-range time
series.

In addition, it is observed that DCRNN, ST-GCN, and GraphWaveNet achieve much better
performance than those mentioned in the previous three paragraphs, by using graph relationships
between multiple time series. This demonstrates it can effectively reduce the learning complexity
to incorporate the graph relation. However, these methods are not applicable for datasets without
graph relation, which limits their generality.

Finally, the state-of-the-art AST [13], Pyraformer[14], FEDformer [15], DLinear [16], PatchTST
[17] and StemGNN[21] algorithms are significantly superior to the previous methods on almost all
datasets, which demonstrates the excellent ability of attention-based models in learning temporal
correlations, and also illustrates the importance of learning the inter-series correlations of multi-
variate time series through GNN.

Our method is capable of learning the correlations of multivariate time series data at multi-
grained levels, which covers the strengths of previous methods and results in improved performance.
Specifically, MGCP surpasses the second-best baselines, reducing the MAE, RMSE and MAPE
by 11.50%, 12.25% and 7.17% respectively in traffic datasets. Furthermore, unlike some methods
that rely on graph structure information, such as DCRNN and ST-GCN, or those that depend on
location information, like Corrformer, MGCP does not require these information, making it more
universally applicable.

5.4. Ablation Study

To understand the contribution of each component to MGCP, we conduct ablation experiments.
First, we study the contribution of latent space learning to our model, including AFNO and GCN,
and second we study the contribution of GANs to our model. Finally, we replace attention-based
predictor(AP) with LSTM to test the contribution of this attention-based predictor. Results of all
ablation experiments are shown in Table 4 and Table 5, from which we can make some observations.

Firstly, we can observe that MGCP without AFNO suffers from evidently larger MAE, RMSE,
and MAPE for all the datasets. This is because AFNO can learn the global spatiotemporal
correlations, which is beneficial to the extraction of multivariate time series features by subsequent
components.
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Table 3: Results of partial methods for three datasets.

Datasets Solar Electricity ECG5000

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

StemGNN 0.0499 0.1267 15.02 0.0323 0.0515 11.13 0.0542 0.0806 19.78

AST 0.0510 0.1378 15.44 0.0282 0.0489 9.49 0.0535 0.0805 18.99

Pyraformer 0.0658 0.1355 39.03 0.0332 0.0535 11.62 0.0669 0.0917 22.90

FEDformer 0.0902 0.1568 53.37 0.0380 0.0541 14.64 0.0559 0.0826 19.51

DLinear 0.0855 0.1548 50.88 0.0380 0.0622 13.77 0.0538 0.0803 19.29

PatchTST 0.0536 0.1327 21.08 0.0301 0.0503 9.80 0.0531 0.0799 18.90

MGCP 0.0433 0.1038 14.68 0.0275 0.0441 9.09 0.0505 0.0759 18.75

Table 4: Results of ablation experiments for traffic datasets
Datasets METR-LA PEMS-BAY PEMS07

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

MGCP 2.12±0.03 3.82±0.04 4.98±0.08 1.00±0.01 1.92±0.01 2.00±0.02 1.61±0.04 2.83±0.11 3.58±0.13

w/o GANs 2.14±0.08 3.83±0.14 5.01±0.22 1.01±0.01 1.93±0.03 2.02±0.02 1.63±0.05 2.87±0.09 3.63±0.11

w/o GCN 2.49±0.01 4.74±0.01 6.14±0.02 1.23±0.00 2.51±0.00 2.55±0.01 1.87±0.01 3.40±0.00 4.24±0.01

w/o AFNO 2.40±0.01 4.45±0.02 5.82±0.03 1.19±0.00 2.30±0.03 2.42±0.01 1.82±0.01 3.22±0.02 4.08±0.03

w/o AP 2.17±0.06 3.93±0.08 5.16±0.15 1.07±0.04 2.06±0.08 2.15±0.08 1.69±0.08 2.98±0.14 3.78±0.17

Datasets PEMS03 PEMS04 PEMS08

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

MGCP 12.56±0.20 19.62±0.39 12.53±0.38 18.74±0.30 30.10±0.51 12.39±0.23 12.94±0.12 20.54±0.16 8.13±0.06

w/o GANs 12.79±0.56 19.94±0.90 12.67±0.73 18.99±0.11 30.51±0.19 12.60±0.07 12.98±0.10 20.59±0.15 8.15±0.07

w/o GCN 13.59±0.01 21.20±0.04 13.67±0.02 19.04±0.01 30.56±0.02 12.63±0.01 14.12±0.02 22.46±0.04 8.92±0.01

w/o AFNO 13.63±0.03 21.19±0.08 13.61±0.14 18.94±0.04 30.37±0.06 12.60±0.08 14.04±0.07 22.18±0.07 8.84±0.04

w/o AP 12.90±0.20 20.08±0.33 12.71±0.31 19.21±0.04 30.90±0.08 13.05±0.10 13.43±0.07 21.21±0.09 8.41±0.03

Secondly, without using GCN, the performance of MGCP drops significantly. This is because
GCN can learn the inter-series correlations of the multivariate time series, which can greatly
improve the prediction performance of MGCP.

Thirdly, we observed that the removal of GANs in MGCP resulted in a slight decrease in
performance for some datasets, but a significant decrease for others, such as PEMS03, PEMS04,
and ECG5000. This outcome is unsurprising, as in supervised tasks, the optimization objective
shown in Equation (2) can already produce results that are very close to the actual values in most
cases. The optimization objective shown in Equation (3) generally only serves as an auxiliary
role in supervised tasks. Therefore, GANs have played a crucial role in achieving a breakthrough,
namely, making the predicted data distribution more closely approximate the distribution of actual
data.

Finally, the LSTM based MGCP performs significantly worse than the attention based MGCP
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Table 5: Results of ablation experiments for three datasets.
Datasets Solar Electricity ECG5000

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

MGCP 0.0433±0.0008 0.1038±0.0017 14.68±0.93 0.0275±0.0017 0.0441±0.0026 9.09±0.67 0.0505±0.0005 0.0759±0.0011 18.75±0.27

w/o GANs 0.0435±0.0006 0.1044±0.0008 15.68±0.91 0.0279±0.0014 0.0446±0.0024 9.28±0.67 0.0530±0.0007 0.0801±0.0010 19.41±0.40

w/o GCN 0.0474±0.0004 0.1182±0.0002 16.28±0.59 0.0284±0.0001 0.0455±0.0001 8.89±0.02 0.0524±0.0001 0.0794±0.0001 19.00±0.06

w/o AFNO 0.0552±0.0003 0.1218±0.0005 24.71±1.44 0.0298±0.0001 0.0486±0.0002 9.90±0.33 0.0519±0.0006 0.0785±0.0010 18.82±0.29

w/o AP 0.0455±0.0010 0.1085±0.0026 15.74±1.51 0.0300±0.0013 0.0473±0.0022 9.98±0.18 0.0514±0.0007 0.0771±0.0009 19.07±0.38

model, which indicates the attention mechanism is much better for learning on long-range time
series. By the way, it can be seen that the use of the predictor component of MGCP is very flexible,
so that MGCP still has room for improvement in the future.

Figure 4: Evaluation of the performance with respect to varied γ over partial datasets. The blue dots represent
the average test error over multiple experiments, and the black lines represent the corresponding variances.

5.5. Parametric Analysis

Fig. 4 evaluates the performance of MGCP with varied hyperparameter γ over partial datasets.
For this experiment, we let γ = [0, 2.5, 5, 7.5, 10] × 10−5, and fix the other hyperparameters to be
consistent with the experiment in Table 2, e.g. β = 0.9 and λ = 0.1. Firstly, when the value of γ
is zero, the average test error is large, which indicates that adversarial learning can improve the
performance of MGCP. Secondly, When γ fluctuates 50% up and down on a benchmark of 5×10−5,
the performance of MGCP fluctuates by 0.12% in the PEMS03 dataset and 0.09% in the PEMS04
dataset, which indicates the MGCP model is very stable with respect to the hyperparameter γ.

Fig. 5 evaluates the performance of MGCP with varied hyperparameter λ over partial datasets.
For this experiment, we let λ = [0, 0.05, 0.1, 0.15, 0.2], and fix the other hyperparameters to be
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consistent with the experiment in Table 2, e.g., γ = 5 × 10−5, β = 0.9. Firstly, we observe that
the convergence value of the train loss is worst when λ = 0, which indicates the importance of
the reconstruction loss. Secondly, λ has a stable interval for each data set, within which the
convergence value are generally better. For example, under the PEMS03 dataset, the interval is
[0.05,0.2], and under the PEMS04 dataset it is [0.05,0.15].

Figure 5: How training loss vary with epochs under different λ.

Fig. 6 evaluates the performance of MGCP with varied hyperparameter β over partial datasets.
For this experiment, let β = [0.8, 0.85, 0.9, 0.95, 1], λ = 0.1, γ = 5× 10−5 for the PEMS03 dataset,
and γ = 2 × 10−6 for METR-LA dataset. Firstly, when β = 1, i.e., the adjacency matrix is an
identity matrix, the test loss is significantly larger than when β = [0.85, 0.9, 0.95], which indicates
the GCN can indeed help MGCP learn the inter-series correlations of multivariate time series.
Secondly, when the β is small enough, the performance may deteriorate. For example, when
β = 0.8, the average test error and the variance is large. We believe that this is because too few
weights of the identity matrix in the adjacency matrix will cause the time series after multi-layer
graph convolutions to lose their own features too much, i.e., oversmoothing problem in GNN.

5.6. Long Predicted Steps Analysis

In this part, we further investigate the performance of different methods in multivariate time
series forecasting with longer predicted steps. Specifically, We increase the predicted steps from
the original 15min to 30min and 60min to challenge the long-range predictive ability of the models,
and Table 6 shows the performance of some methods at different predicted steps under the datasets
PEMS07, PEMS08 and PEMS03.

Table 6 reveals several key observations. First, in the prediction of longer time series, StemGNN
underperforms compared to some attention-based models, which indirectly highlights the superi-
ority of attention mechanisms in modeling long-range temporal correlations. Additionally, our
experimental results demonstrate that our proposed method outperforms the other methods in
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Figure 6: Evaluation of the performance with respect to varied β over partial dataset. Dots and lines have the
same meaning as in Fig. 4.

most cases, indicating its effectiveness in handling long-term time series data. However, in a few
instances, such as the PEMS03 dataset with a predicted step of 1 hour, MGCP is outperformed by
certain indicators. We believe that over longer time series, the temporal correlations become more
significant than the inter-series correlations and the global spatiotemporal correlations. Therefore,
our predictor with only one layer of attention-based encoder-decoder structure may be weaker
than AST with three layers of attention-based encoder-decoder structure in learning long-term
temporal correlations, and FEDformer can better handle long time series in some cases because of
its decomposition scheme.

5.7. Mixers Analysis

Figure 7: How training loss and validation loss vary with epochs under different mixers.

To analyze the advantages of AFNO, we replaced the AFNO in the MGCP with different mixers

22



Table 6: Performance comparison for longer prediction steps.
PEMS03 15min 30min 1hour

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

StemGNN 14.32±0.01 21.64±0.16 16.24±0.06 15.73±0.20 25.71±0.08 16.39±0.80 19.87± 3.04 31.46±3.64 22.71±5.79

AST 13.75±0.04 21.43±0.06 13.20±0.13 14.50±0.03 23.06±0.07 14.35±0.05 16.96±0.05 27.20±0.22 16.33±0.04

Pyraformer 13.76±0.02 21.22±0.03 14.28±0.06 14.97±0.01 23.37±0.01 15.31±0.17 17.18±0.03 27.05±0.03 17.74±0.07

FEDformer 13.50±0.02 20.85±0.05 15.08±0.14 14.43±0.01 22.48±0.02 15.84±0.06 17.20±0.02 26.23±0.01 18.06±0.19

DLinear 15.37±0.03 23.57±0.01 16.19±0.23 17.55±0.05 27.24±0.01 19.51±0.32 21.80±0.04 34.10±0.01 25.46±0.27

PatchTST 14.96±0.01 22.94±0.01 14.35±0.02 16.99±0.02 26.50±0.03 15.98±0.04 21.03±0.04 33.44±0.03 19.30±0.06

ATP 12.56±0.20 19.62±0.39 12.53±0.38 13.76±0.22 21.79±0.44 13.51±0.38 16.82±0.11 27.23±0.38 16.42±0.11

PEMS07 15min 30min 1hour

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

StemGNN 2.14±0.17 4.01±0.18 5.01±0.36 2.86±0.38 4.86±0.32 6.73±0.72 3.62±0.17 6.29±0.21 9.21±0.47

AST 1.91±0.01 3.60±0.01 4.29±0.02 2.43±0.01 4.76±0.02 5.61±0.02 3.31±0.04 6.59±0.08 7.80±0.09

Pyraformer 2.02±0.01 3.68±0.01 4.55±0.02 2.56±0.01 4.88±0.01 6.01±0.01 3.43±0.01 6.47±0.06 8.45±0.05

FEDformer 2.52±0.01 3.91±0.01 5.57±0.02 3.22±0.01 5.10±0.01 7.23±0.02 4.09±0.03 6.45±0.03 9.31±0.10

DLinear 2.00±0.01 3.58±0.01 4.57±0.01 2.66±0.02 4.88±0.01 6.33±0.01 3.72±0.02 6.61±0.01 9.23±0.01

PatchTST 1.90±0.01 3.52±0.01 4.27±0.01 2.51±0.01 4.86±0.01 5.80±0.02 3.44±0.01 6.74±0.01 8.28±0.01

Corrformer 1.92±0.01 3.51±0.01 4.34±0.01 2.52±0.01 4.78±0.01 5.82±0.01 3.37±0.01 6.41±0.01 7.98±0.02

MGCP 1.61±0.04 2.83±0.11 3.58±0.13 2.21±0.18 4.11±0.38 5.11±0.49 3.26±0.12 6.09±0.25 7.74±0.31

PEMS08 15min 30min 1hour

Metrics MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%) MAE RMSE MAPE(%)

StemGNN 15.83±0.18 24.93±0.18 9.26±0.17 17.05±0.27 26.06±0.36 11.09±0.31 20.02±0.51 30.37±0.81 13.10±0.21

AST 15.04±0.01 23.55±0.01 9.29±0.02 15.24±0.03 24.40±0.06 9.39±0.02 18.27±0.52 29.20±0.87 11.04±0.28

Pyraformer 15.43±0.12 23.84±0.12 9.97±0.11 16.60±0.06 26.19±0.06 10.74±0.06 19.41±0.04 30.76±0.04 12.73±0.11

FEDformer 14.60±0.03 22.43±0.01 9.44±0.08 15.58±0.03 24.08±0.04 10.11±0.05 17.72±0.08 27.36±0.06 11.47±0.10

DLinear 16.34±0.01 24.93±0.01 10.30±0.03 18.54±0.05 28.42±0.01 11.88±0.17 22.98±0.08 34.91±0.03 15.42±0.20

PatchTST 15.59±0.01 24.03±0.01 9.71±0.01 17.45±0.01 27.39±0.01 10.84±0.01 21.45±0.02 33.86±0.01 13.23±0.03

MGCP 12.94±0.12 20.54±0.16 8.13±0.06 14.22±0.18 22.95±0.27 8.87±0.09 17.26±0.30 28.12±0.49 10.68±0.21

and then compared their performance and cost. Specifically, we compare global self-attention, FNO
and AFNO in predicting performance, time spent per epoch, and the amount of memory used by
the model. Because the spatial complexity of global self-attention is large, OOM will be caused
under the default batch size. Therefore, for the sake of fairness, all mixers in this experiment
perform and spend on the same and smaller batch size, resulting in slight discrepancies with Table
2. In addition, when a mask is necessary, the FNO applies adjustments similar to those of Masked
AFNO. Finally, except for the mixer, the other settings are exactly the same.

Table 7 shows the performance and cost of the model under different mixers, and Fig. 7 depicts
the change curves of training loss and validation loss with epochs under different mixers. From
the results, AFNO mixers are optimal in terms of performance, time spent and space usage. In
addition, we can also find that the training loss of the FNO can converge to a smaller amount, but
its verification loss is the worst. We believe this is because FNO uses different channel mix weight
parameters for all timestamps, resulting in a large number of parameters and easy overfitting.
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Table 7: Performance and Cost Comparison of different mixers

Mixer MAPE Time/ Memory

Name (%) Epoch (s) Usage (MB)

Global Self-Attention 8.90±0.15 1060 7026

FNO 9.70±0.20 1224 5544

AFNO 8.16±0.13 774 1616

In general, it is very appropriate to use AFNO as a mixer in MGCP for learning the global
spatiotemporal correlations.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce the MGCP network, a new model for multivariate time series
prediction, which can learn the correlations at multi-grained levels to make accurate prediction.
Specifically, at fine-grained level, MGCP utilizes attention mechanism and Adaptive Fourier Neural
Operators to extract the long-term temporal correlations and the global spatiotemporal correla-
tions, respective. At medium-grained level, MGCP uses Graph Convolution Network to learn the
inter-series correlations. Furthermore, we also modify the discriminator into a conditional discrim-
inator for better adaptation to time series prediction tasks. Through the adversarial training of the
predictor and the conditional discriminator, MGCP can make the prediction results closer to real
data from a distribution-level, i.e., learning the correlations at coarse-grained level. Finally, we
conduct experiments on a large amount of real datasets, demonstrating the efficiency and generality
of MGCP. The ablation experiment and the parameter analysis experiment prove the rationality
of design of MGCP components and the stability of MGCP model, respectively. Moreover, we
analyze the performance of MGCP over longer forecast steps, and compare the effects of different
mixers on both performance and cost. The results of these analyses provide further validation
of the benefits of MGCP. Due to the flexibility in the choice of the sequence predictors, MGCP
still has great potential for improvement in the future to cope with increasingly complex data.
For example, we can optimize our sequence predictor by referring to FEDformer’s decomposition
scheme to enhance its ability to predict longer sequences. We will explore further optimizations in
the future.
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