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Explaining time series models using frequency masking
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Abstract

Time series data is fundamentally important for
describing many critical domains such as health-
care, finance, and climate, where explainable mod-
els are necessary for safe automated decision-
making. To develop eXplainable Al (XAI) in
these domains therefore implies explaining salient
information in the time series. Current methods
for obtaining saliency maps assumes localized in-
formation in the raw input space. In this paper,
we argue that the salient information of a num-
ber of time series is more likely to be localized
in the frequency domain. We propose FreqRISE,
which uses masking based methods to produce
explanations in the frequency and time-frequency
domain, which shows the best performance across
a number of tasks.

1. Introduction

With the increasing development of systems for automated
decision-making based on time series in critical domains
such as healthcare (Phan & Mikkelsen, 2022; Briisch et al.,
2023), finance (Giudici & Raffinetti, 2023) and climate
forecasting (Gonzalez-Abad et al., 2023), the demand for
safe and trustworthy machine learning models is ever ris-
ing. High accuracy and explainability are both necessary
components in achieving safety and trustworthiness. Deep
learning models have become a popular choice to obtain
high accuracy for time series tasks (Mohammadi Foumani
et al., 2024), but due to their complex reasoning process they
are difficult to interpret. Explainable artificial intelligence
(XAI) aims to open up the black box (Samek et al., 2019).

Most advancements in the field of XAI have been made in
explaining image inputs (Kim et al., 2018; Petsiuk et al.,
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2019; Bach et al., 2015). Images hold the appeal of being
easily interpretable by humans, making it simpler to vali-
date model decisions by visual explanations. As such, many
XAI methods provide explanations in the form of a rele-
vance map over the input pixels. Time series do not benefit
from the same properties, since they are by nature more
difficult to understand (Rojat et al., 2021). While many
time series models may be trained on raw time series data,
the information (and thus relevance) may likely be found
in a latent feature domain such as the frequency domain
(Schroder et al., 2023). This challenge has only been ad-
dressed in (Vielhaben et al., 2024), where the authors use
gradient-based methods to backpropagate the relevance into
the frequency domain.

Masking-based methods are an important tool in XAI due
to their high performance across a multitude of domains
(Petsiuk et al., 2019; Crabbé & Van Der Schaar, 2021; High-
ton et al., 2024). Masking-based approaches evolve around
learning or estimating the relevace maps by iteratively ap-
plying binary masks to the input and measuring the resulting
change in the output. Especially optimization-based mask-
ing approaches have shown great promise for time series
data (Crabbé & Van Der Schaar, 2021; Enguehard, 2023; Liu
etal., 2024). In optimization-based masking approaches, the
relevance is learned by posing an objective that maximizes
the number of masked out features in the input, while simul-
taneously minimizing the change in the model output (Fong
et al., 2019). The mask is optimized via gradient descent
through the model and the mask generating function. These
methods can be difficult to use due to hyper-parameter tun-
ing. Additionally, they suffer from the significant drawback
of requiring access to the model gradients.

Alternatively, model-agnostic methods require only access
to the input and output of the network and are easily adapt-
able to a multitude of network architectures. Prominent
model-agnostic methods are also based on masking and in-
volve estimating the relevance via Monte Carlo sampling.
This category includes RISE (Petsiuk et al., 2019) and RE-
LAX (Wickstrgm et al., 2023). The sampling based methods
have a few clear advantages: they do not require any com-
plex optimization techniques, and we can directly constrain
the sampling space to ensure compatibility with our data.
While these methods have been successfully applied for
time series (Mercier et al., 2022; Fedele et al., 2022), no
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previous work in this category has focused on providing
relevances in another domain than the input domain.

In this paper, we take inspiration from RISE and propose
the first approach for masking-based XAl in the frequency
domain of time series, FreqRISE. We:

* Propose FreqRISE, the first masking-based approach
for providing relevance maps in the frequency domain.

* Provide a comprehensive evaluation of our proposed
approach across several datasets and tasks.

» Show that masking-based relevance maps in the fre-
quency and time-frequency domain outperform com-
peting methods across several metrics.

2. Masking based explanations

Here, we present a new method for transforming masks
between domains (Section 2.1) and use this new method to
create FreqRISE (Section 2.2), the first masking-based XAI
method operating in the frequency domain of time series.

2.1. Masking in a dual domain

While many time series models are trained directly on the
raw time series data, the time domain is often insufficient
for providing complete explanations (Schroder et al., 2023).
This is due to most XAI methods being build on the assump-
tion that the explanations are localized and sparse. However,
if two classes are characterized by e.g. their frequency con-
tent, this information is neither localized nor sparse in the
time domain. We, therefore, propose transforming the sig-
nals in to a domain where the information is assumed to be
localized and sparse and to provide the explanations in this
domain.

Our aim is to explain the black box model f that outputs
the class probabilities y € R® from a time series input
X € RY*T where V is the number of input variables and
T is the length of the time series. Traditional masking-based
methods use masks M € [0, 1]V *7T, to mask out features in
the input space through elementwise multiplication, X =
X ©® M and observe the resulting changes in the model
output:

y=f(X). ey
The result is therefore a relevance map in the input domain.

Instead, assume an invertible mapping into the domain of
interest, g : X7 — X*®. We can formulate an alternative
masking-based approach, where the masks are applied in the
new domain, S, after which the input is transformed back
into the time domain, 7. One example of such mapping is
the discrete Fourier transform (DFT), which maps the signal
into the frequency domain, X° € CY*¥. We can then

apply masks M*° € [0,1]V*F in the frequency domain
obtain the outputs through the inverse mapping:

X=g4"! (g(X)@MS>. 2)

We can then use (1) to obtain the changes in the model
output resulting from the mask.

In this paper, we focus on the frequency domain and the
time-frequency domain, obtained through the DFT and the
short-time DFT (STDFT). However, the formulation can be
extended to other invertible mappings.

2.2. FreqRISE

A prominent masking-based framework is RISE (Petsiuk
et al., 2019). RISE assumes that the masks M are sampled
from a distribution D. RISE then estimates the relevance,
R ¢, of class ¢ for a point in input space, X, ¢, as the
expected value of ¢y, (obtained using (1)) conditioned on
M, + =1, i.e. that the point is observed:

R=Eyly - M]. 3

For a high accuracy classifier, we expect g to be high when
important time points are not masked out. In practice, we
can estimate the relevance using Monte Carlo sampling.
We produce N masks and estimate the expected value as
a weighted sum, normalized by the expectation over the
masks:

R 1 N

R_N.]E[M]Z:y'M" @
In this work, we deal with univariate time series, i.e. V =1,
however the methods can be extended to multivariate cases.

We combine the RISE framework with our proposed fre-
quency and time-frequency masking and call our method
FreqRISE.

3. Experimental setup

We conduct experiments on two datasets: the synthetic
dataset presented in (Vielhaben et al., 2024) and AudioM-
NIST (Becker et al., 2024).

3.1. Synthetic data

We use the same synthetic dataset as in (Vielhaben et al.,
2024). The dataset is specifically designed to have the
salient information in the frequency domain and therefore
allows to test the localization ability of the XAI methods.
Each datapoint is created as a sum over M sinusoids, where
M ~ U(10,50) :

M 2t
X = Zaj sin (Tk + z/Jj> + oe. 5)
j J
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We set all a; = 1, randomly sample the phase 1; ~
U(0,2r), and add noise € ~ N(0,1) with standard de-
viation o. The length of the signals is set to 7' = 2560
and all frequency components are sampled as integer values
within the range k; ~ U{1,59}. We train the models to
detect a combination of frequencies, k* € {5,16,32,53}
from the time series signal. The classes are created from
the powerset of £* and we therefore have 16 classes. Fig-
ure 1 shows a sample from the dataset. We train a 4-layer

Time domain Frequency domain

00 02 04 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 20 40 60
t k

Figure 1. A sample from the synthetic dataset with salient features
at k = {5, 16, 53} marked in blue in the frequency domain.

multilayer perceptron (MLP) with a hidden size of 64 on
two different versions of the raw time series: one with noise
level o = 0.01 and one with o = 0.8. In both cases, we use
10° samples for training. We test the models on a test set of
size 1000 with no noise. Both models achieve an accuracy
of 100%.

We use FreqRISE to compute relevance maps. We use the
one-sided DFT to transform the signals to the frequency
domain and sample binary masks, zeroing out single fre-
quencies with p = 0.5 from a Bernoulli distribution. We
use N = 3000 masks to obtain the relevance maps.

3.2. AudioMNIST

AudioMNIST is a dataset consisting of 30,000 audio record-
ings of spoken digits (0-9) repeated 50 times for each of the
60 speakers (12 female/48 male) (Becker et al., 2024). We
follow (Becker et al., 2024) and downsample all signals to
8kHz and zero-pad all windows to 8000 samples.

We use the same 1D convolutional architecture as in (Becker
et al., 2024) on the raw time series and train two versions:
one trained for predicting the spoken digit and one trained to
predict the gender of the speaker. We expect the salient in-
formation for the gender task and digit to be localized in the
frequency domain and time-frequency domain, respectively.
We obtain an accuracy of 96.9% on the digit classification
and 98.6% for the gender task.

We use FreqRISE to compute relevance maps in the fre-
quency and time-frequency domains and standard RISE in
the time domain. We use 1000 data points from the gender
and digit test sets respectively for testing the explanation
methods. All relevance maps for AudioMNIST are esti-

mated using N = 20, 000 samples. All masks are sampled
from a Bernoulli distribution on a lower dimensional grid
and linearly interpolated to create smooth masks. When
computing the (Freq)RISE relevance maps, we use the log-
its prior to the softmax activation, since these show higher
sensitivity to changes in the input.

We use the one-sided DFT to transform the signals to the
frequency domain. We sample binary masks of size 200
with p = 0.5 and interpolate to size F' = 4001. In the
time-frequency domain, we use the one-sided STDFT with
a Hanning window of size 455 and an overlap of 420 sam-
ples between subsequent windows following (Becker et al.,
2024). The binary masks are sampled as grids of size 25 x 25
with p = 0.5. Finally, in the time domain, we sample bi-
nary masks of size 200 with p = 0.5 and interpolate to size
T = 8000.

3.3. Baselines

As baselines, we use Integrated Gradients (IG) (Sundarara-
jan et al., 2017) and Layer-wise Relevance Propagation
(LRP) (Bach et al., 2015). When computing relevance maps
in the frequency and time-frequency domains, we follow
(Vielhaben et al., 2024) and equip the models with virtual
inspection layers, which map the input into the relevant do-
mains. Due to relevance conservation, we are restricted to
using rectangular, non-overlapping windows for the STDFT.
We therefore use rectangular windows of size 455 with no
overlap.

3.4. Quantitative evaluation

Due to the lack of ground truth explanations (Hedstrém
et al., 2023), quantitative evaluation for XAl is performed
by measuring desirable properties (Hedstrom et al., 2023).
Below we describe three such desirable properties that we
use to quantify the quality of the relevance maps.

Localization: Localization scores are widely used to evalu-
ate if explanations are co-located with a region of interest
(Wickstrgm et al., 2023; Crabbé & Van Der Schaar, 2021).
For the synthetic data, we know the ground truth explana-
tions and can therefore use localization metrics to evaluate
the methods. We use the relevance rank accuracy (Arras
et al., 2022). Assuming a ground truth mask, GT, of size K
and a relevance map R, we take the K points with the high-
est relevance. We then count how many of these values coin-
cide with the positions in the ground truth mask. Formally,
for PtopK = {p17p27 . ,pK|Rp1 > Rp2 > e > RPK}’
i.e. p denotes the position, we compute:

|PtopK n GT|

GT] ©)

Relevance rank accuracy =

Faithfulness: Faithfulness measures to what degree an ex-
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planation follows the predictive behaviour of the model
and is a widely used measure for quantifying quality of
explanations (Vielhaben et al., 2024; Liu et al., 2024).
We follow prior works (Vielhaben et al., 2024; Crabbé &
Van Der Schaar, 2021) and compute faithfulness as fol-
lows. Given a relevance map, R, we iteratively remove
the 5%, 10%, . . ., 95% most important features by setting
the signal value to 0. We then evaluate the model perfor-
mance as the mean probability of the true class and plot it to
produce deletion plots. Finally, we compute the area-under-
the-curve to produce our final faithfulness metric.

Complexity: Finally, we evaluate the complexity of the
explanation as an estimate for the informativeness (Bhatt
et al., 2021). The complexity is estimated as the Shannon
entropy of the relevance maps.

4. Results
4.1. Synthetic data results

Table 1 shows the localization and complexity scores across
the different methods for both the model trained on the
low noise and the noisy datasets. The results on the low
noise model show that all XAI methods perform approxi-
mately equal on the localization score, while IG and LRP
yield relevance maps with substantially lower complexity
scores compared to FreqRISE. However, when we move
to the noisy model, the localization scorre of FreqRISE is
unchanged, whereas both IG and LRP have much lower
performance. The complexity of the IG and LRP relevance
maps is slightly higher on the noisy model, while the com-
plexity of the FreqRISE is unchanged. An example of the
computed relevance maps is shown in the appendix.

Table 1. Localization (L) and complexity (C) on the synthetic data.

Low noise Noisy

L) Cd) L Cd
IG 99.1% 1.10 52.4%  1.96
LRP 99.1% 1.11 63.8% 1.34
FreqRISE  100.0% 7.09 100.0% 7.09

4.2. AudioMNIST results

Following the procedure described in Section 3.4, we ini-
tially compute the faithfulness results. Figure 2 shows the
deletion plots for the digit classification task in the fre-
quency and time-frequency domain. We have also included
two additional baselines, namely randomly deleting features
and deleting features based on their amplitude. In both do-
mains, the mean true class probability quickly drops. After
dropping only 15% of the features, FreqRISE has a mean
true class probility of 0.206 in the time-frequency domain

and 0.194 in the frequency domain. After this, the value
continues to drop with features being removed.

Figure 3 shows the same results for the gender classification
task. Here, the mean true class probability using FreqRISE
is 0.434 after dropping only 5% of the features in the fre-
quency domain, while the same value in the time-frequency
domain is 0.836. The other methods show a different trend
in time-frequency domain, but the results show that Fre-
qRISE has a more difficult time masking out relevant fea-
tures in the time-frequency domain.
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Figure 2. AudioMNIST: Deletion plots for the digit task.
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Figure 3. AudioMNIST: Deletion plots for the gender task.

Table 2. AudioMNIST: Faithfulness of explanations in the time
(T), frequency (F) and time-frequency (TF) domain.

Digit (}) Gender ({)
T F TF T F TF
1G 183 251 194 470 428 .389
LRP 168 204 .209 .401 431 420
(Freq)RISE 212 .147 125 .399 .414 .525

In Table 2, the faithfulness scores are shown for both models
in all three domains. We notice that in the time domain,
RISE performs either worse or equivalently compared to
LRP. However, when we move to the frequency domain, the
faithfulness scores are lowest for FreqRISE in both cases.
Finally, when we look at the time-frequency domain, the
faithfulness score increases for FreqRISE on the gender
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task, while it decreases on the digit task. These results
indicate that the information is sparser for the digit task in
the time-frequency domain.

Table 3 shows the complexity scores across all methods,
domains and tasks. Again, it is clear that the complexity
of the masking based models is higher compared to the
remaining methods.

Table 3. AudioMNIST: Complexity scores for explanations in the
time (T), frequency (F) and time-frequency (TF) domains.

Digit ({) Gender ({)
T F TF T F TF
1G 6.93 6.41 526 6.57 4.74 4.04
LRP 6.88 584 467 6.78 516 4.16

(Freq)RISE  8.86  8.17

LRP RISE
014 0i6 018 0.4 0.6 0.8
Time (s)

10.82 886 8.01 10.78

Time (s)

Figure 4. AudioMNIST: Gender classification, relevance map in
the time domain.
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Figure 5. AudioMNIST: Gender classification, relevance map in
the frequency domain.

Figure 4 shows an example of relevance maps computed
in the time domain on the gender classification task. Fig-
ure 5 shows the same sample in the frequency domain. The
sample is from a female speaker and the model correctly
predicts the class. We see that LRP has a very sparse but
scattered signal in the time domain, while RISE appears
very noisy. Moving to the frequency domain, the relevance
is much more localized, with FreqRISE putting most empha-
sis on the fundamental frequency, while LRP also focuses
on the harmonics. The fundamental frequency is known to
be discriminative of gender (Baken & Orlikoff, 2000).

Figure 6 shows the relevance map computed using Freq-
RISE in the time-frequency domain for the digit task. The
spoken and predicted digit is 9. The relevance map shows
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Figure 6. AudioMNIST: Digit classification, relevance map in the
time-frequency domain.

that most relevance is put just at the beginning of the signal.
However, around ¢ = 0.5, there are two distinct patterns
emerging along the frequency axis. This shows the benefit
of having both the time and frequency component when
computing relevance maps for the digit task.

5. Discussion and conclusion

Time series data is inherently difficult to interpret, due to
the complex patterns of the signals. Therefore, providing
relevance maps in a domain where information is sparser
and more easily interpretable is desirable. We therefore pro-
posed FreqRISE, which computes relevance maps in the fre-
quency and time-frequency domains using model-agnostic
masking methods. Vielhaben et al. (2024) previously pro-
duced relevance maps in these domains using gradient based
methods, which are model-dependent, limiting the usability
in cases where model gradients are not available.

RISE and FreqRISE consistently yield high complexity
scores. While LRP and IG are able to assign zero rele-
vance, this is generally not the case for Freq(RISE). This is,
however, not necessarily indicative of the perceptual quality
of the relevance maps. The entropy could e.g. be reduced
through postprocessing of relevance maps.

We used a synthetic dataset with known salient features
in the frequency domain to compute localization scores.
In the low noise setting, FreqRISE gave slightly higher
accuracy in identifying the correct frequency components.
However, when testing in the high noise setting, FreqRISE
outperformed the two baseline methods by a large margin
(100% vs. 64%). These results indicate that FreqRISE is
more robust in correctly identifying salient features in the
frequency domain.

On AudioMNIST, we measured the faithfulness of all meth-
ods across three domains. RISE performed either slightly
worse or similar to the baseline methods in the time do-
main. However, in the frequency domain FreqRISE gave
the best faithfulness scores. In the time-frequency domain,
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FreqRISE gave the best performance on the digit task, but
the worst performance on the gender task. This leads us
to believe that FreqRISE is most suitable for providing ex-
planations in domains where the information is assumed to
be sparse. While the same information can theoretically be
found in e.g. the time domain, the intricacy of the patterns
would require more advanced masking schemes to identify
the same patterns.

We believe that XAl methods that can provide frequency and
time-frequency relevance maps are important components
in ensuring safe and trustworthy time series models.

Impact Statement

This paper presents work whose goal is to advance the field
of explainable Al. Explainable Al is a necessary tool in
obtaining safe and trustworthy models. However, if the
explanations are not correct, they can potentially create a
false sense of confidence in the models and cause errors in
critical domains.
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Explaining time series models using frequency masking

A. Design choices for FreqRISE

As with other masking-based approaches, computing the relevance maps for FreqRISE involves choosing a number of
hyper-parameters, i.e. the size of the grid in which to sample binary masks, the probability p with which is bin is chosen,
and the number of masks. As of now, there is no principled way to choose either and we have heuristically chosen the
hyper-parameters based on qualitative assessment on a few validation samples. A more systematic approach, would be to
tune the parameters on a validation set by choosing a few metrics, such as faithfulness and complexity.

For AudioMNIST, FreqRISE needs a large number of masks to converge (N = 20, 000). We found that when using fewer
masks, the method still finds the relevant bits, but sorting out the irrelevant bits of the signal requires more masks. Wickstrgm
et al. (2023) presented theoretical results on computing the number of masks and found that N = 3, 000 should yield results
with a low error. It would be interesting to investigate convergence properties for our datasets in light of the theoretical
results.

Additionally, Mercier et al. (2022) propose TimeREISE which uses a multiple mask sizes and sampling probabilities
to compute the relevance maps for each time series. Finally, Cooper et al. (2022) apply RISE to images and propose a
hierarchical systematic mapping to reduce the number of masks. Both of these avenues could be interesting to explore when
masking in the frequency domain.

B. Results on synthetic data
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Figure 7. Synthetic data: Relevance maps from the noisy model using each method along with the ground truth for a sample in dataset.



