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Abstract. Time series data from various domains are increasing con-
tinuously. Extracting and analyzing the temporal patterns in these series
can reveal significant insights. Temporal pattern mining (TPM) extends
traditional pattern mining by incorporating event time intervals into ex-
tracted patterns, enhancing their expressiveness but increasing time and
space complexities. One valuable type of temporal pattern is known as
rare temporal patterns (RTPs), which occur rarely but with high con-
fidence. There exist several challenges when mining rare temporal pat-
terns. The support measure is set very low, leading to a further com-
binatorial explosion and potentially producing too many uninteresting
patterns. Thus, an efficient approach to rare temporal pattern mining is
needed. This paper introduces our Rare Temporal Pattern Mining from
Time Series (RTPMfTS) method for discovering rare temporal patterns,
featuring the following key contributions: (1) An end-to-end RTPMIfTS
process that takes time series data as input and yields rare temporal pat-
terns as output. (2) An efficient Rare Temporal Pattern Mining (RTPM)
algorithm that uses optimized data structures for quick event and pat-
tern retrieval and utilizes effective pruning techniques for much faster
mining. (3) A thorough experimental evaluation of RTPM, showing that
RTPM outperforms the baseline in terms of runtime and memory usage.
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1 Introduction

An increasing amount of time series data is being collected from IoT sensors
deployed across various environments, such as smart meters, smart plugs, smart
appliances for electricity consumption data, and GPS-enabled smartphones for
movement data. However, raw data must be transformed into actionable insights
to aid decision-making and optimization. Patterns extracted from time series
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data, particularly those incorporating temporal information, can provide such
valuable knowledge.

A valuable pattern type, known as rare temporal patterns (RTPs), is char-
acterized by low support but high confidence. For instance, in the smart city
domain, a rare pattern might be: ([8:00, 10:00] Snow = [8:15, 8:45] HighWind ()
[8:20, 9:00] HighPedestrianInjury) (meaning Snow contains HighWind and over-
laps HighPedestrianInjury). This pattern suggests that the appearance of snow
and strong wind correlates with an increase in traffic accidents within a particu-
lar time frame. Although this pattern is rare, it helps transportation coordinators
warn about potential traffic accidents in a timely manner.

Challenges of mining rare temporal patterns. Extracting temporal patterns
from time series databases is significantly more expensive than extracting se-
quential patterns. The addition of temporal information not only increases the
computational workload but also raises complex event relationships, which con-
tribute an additional exponential factor of O(3"") to the O(m") search space
complexity (m represents the number of events and h the length of the tempo-
ral patterns), resulting in a total complexity of O(mh?)hz) (proof is in the full
paper). Additionally, the complexity of mining rare temporal patterns is even
higher since the support threshold is set very low, leading to a combinatorial
explosion and potentially generating a large number of uninteresting patterns.
Existing methods to mine rare itemsets [20], [9], [I7], [7] and rare sequential
patterns [25], [I6], [27] do not consider the temporal aspect of items/events.
Thus, addressing the explosion problem of rare temporal patterns is still an open
problem. To address these issues, we propose our rare temporal pattern mining
approach, tackling all these challenges into a robust framework for discovering
rare temporal patterns.

Contributions. In this paper, we present our comprehensive Rare Temporal
Pattern Mining from Time Series (RTPMfTS) approach which solves the above
challenges. Our key contributions are: (1) We present end-to-end RTPM[TS pro-
cess that receives a set of time series as input, and produces rare temporal pat-
terns as output. (2) We propose the efficient Rare Temporal Pattern Mining
(RTPM) algorithm to mine rare temporal patterns. The novelties of RTPM are:
a) the use of an efficient data structure, Hierarchical Hash Tables, to enable fast
retrieval of events and patterns during the mining process; and b) pruning tech-
niques based on the Apriori principle and the transitivity property of temporal
relations to enable faster mining. (3) We perform extensive experiments on real-
world datasets, showing that our RTPM significantly outperforms the baselines
on both runtime and memory usage.

2 Related work

Temporal pattern mining: Compared to sequential pattern mining, temporal pat-
tern mining (TPM) is rather a new research topic. One of the first papers in this
area is of Kam et al. that uses a hierarchical representation to manage tem-
poral relations [18], and based on that mines temporal patterns. However, the
approach in [I8] suffers from ambiguity in relations between events when pre-
senting temporal relations. In [2I], Moskovitch et al. design a TPM algorithm
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using the transitivity property of temporal relations. They use this property to
generate candidates by inferring new relations between events. In comparison,
we use the transitivity property for effective pruning. The most recent work ad-
dressing TPM is proposed Lee et al [19]. They present Z-Miner that improves
the mining efficiency over existing methods by employing two data structures: a
hierarchical hash-based structure called Z-Table for time-efficient candidate gen-
eration and support count, and Z-Arrangement, a structure to efficiently store
event intervals in temporal patterns for efficient memory consumption. However,
Z-Miner do not employ the transitivity property of temporal relations. Thus, it
is less efficient in runtimes and memory usage when working with large datasets.

Rare pattern mining: In recent years, there has been growing interest in
identifying rare patterns that appear infrequently within a database. Techniques
for discovering rare patterns in time series, often referred to as rare motifs,
are discussed in [30], [I1], |3]. However, since time series motifs are essentially
repeated subsequences within the time series, these techniques cannot handle
temporal events and are inadequate for mining rare temporal patterns. Another
related approach involves rare association rules [20], [9], [I7], [7], [, [6], 5],
[10], [4], [24], which identify rare associations between items in the database.
Nevertheless, these methods are limited to discovering rare association rules
among itemsets and cannot address temporal events and the complex temporal
relationships between them. Another area of research focuses on rare sequential
patterns [25], [16], [27], [26], [31], [23]. However, these methods only account
for sequential occurrences between events and cannot capture more complex
relationships, such as overlaps or contains between temporal events. To the best
of our knowledge, no existing research addresses the mining of rare temporal
patterns, specifically targeting the rare occurrences of temporal patterns within
a time series database.

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Temporal Event and Temporal Relation
Definition 3.1 (Time series) A time series X = x1, T2, ..., T, is a chronologically
ordered sequence of data values that measure the same phenomenon during an
observation time period.

A symbolic time series Xg of a time series X uses a mapping function f:
X —Xx that maps each value x; € X to a symbol w € Xx, results in a sequence
of symbols [I3]. The symbol alphabet Y'x is the finite set of symbols used to
encode X.

For example, let X = 1.61, 1.25, 0.32, 0.0 be a time series of the energy usage.
The symbolic representation of X is: Xg = On, On, Off, Off.
Definition 3.2 (Symbolic database) Given a set of time series X = {X1, ..., Xp, },
the set of symbolic representations of the time series in X forms a symbolic
database DSYB-

An example of the symbolic database Dgyp is shown in Table [I] There are
4 time series representing the energy usage of 4 electrical appliances: {Stove,
Toaster, Clothes Washer, Iron}. For brevity, we name the appliances respectively
as {S, T, W, I}. All appliances have the same alphabet X' = {On, Off}.
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Table 1: A Symbolic Database Dgyp
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Definition 3.3 (Temporal event) A temporal event E in a symbolic time series
Xs is a tuple E = (w,T') where w € Xx is a symbol, and T = {[ts,, te,]} is the
set of time intervals during which Xg is associated with the symbol w.
Instance of a temporal event: An instance of the temporal event £ =
(w,T) is a tuple e = (w, [ts,, te,]). € represents a single occurrence of E during
[ts;, te;]- We use the notation Fj. to denote that event E has an instance e.
For example, consider the symbolic representation of 7" in Table [I| The tem-
poral event “Toaster is On” is: (TOn, {[14:45, 14:50], [16:15, 16:20]}).
Relations between Temporal Events: Let £; and E; be two temporal
events, and e; = (wj, [ts,,te,]) and e; = (wj, [ts;,te;]) be their corresponding
instances. We rely on the Allen’s relations model [2] and define three basic tem-
poral relations between E; and Ej;: Follows, Contains, Overlaps. Furthermore,
we add the buffer e to the relation’s endpoints for flexibility, and ensure that the
relations are mutually exclusive (proof is in the full paper). Table [2] illustrates
the three temporal relations and their conditions, with ¢ > 0 being the buffer
size, and d, be the minimal overlapping duration between two instances in an
Overlaps relation.
Definition 3.4 (Temporal pattern) Let o={Follows, Contains, Overlaps} be the
set of temporal relations. A temporal pattern P =<(ri2, E1, E), ..., (T(n—1)(n) En—1, En)>
is a list of triples (r,E;,E;), each representing a relation r;; € R between two
events F; and Ej.
A temporal pattern that has n events is called an n-event pattern. We use
FE; € P to denote that the event E; occurs in P, and P; C P to say that a
pattern P; is a sub-pattern of P.
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3.2 Temporal Sequence Database

Definition 3.5 (Temporal sequence) A list of n event instances S=<ey, ..., €;,...,
en> forms a temporal sequence if the instances are chronologically ordered by
their start times. Moreover, S has size n, denoted as |S| = n.
Definition 3.6 (Temporal sequence database) A set of temporal sequences forms
a temporal sequence database Dsgq where each row ¢ contains a temporal se-
quence S;.
Table |§| shows the temporal sequence database Dsgq, created from the sym-
bolic database Dgyp in Table [T}
Definition 3.7 (Temporal sequence supports a pattern) Let S=<ey,...,e;,...,€,>
be a temporal sequence. We say that S supports a temporal pattern P, denoted
as P € S, iff [S| > 2 AV(ry, Ei, E;) € P, 3(er,en) € S such that 7 holds
between F; , and Ej _ .
In Table|3] consider the temporal sequence S at the second sequence, includ-
ing the two event instances e;=(SOn, [14:45, 14:55]), e2=(TOn, [14:45, 14:50]).
Here, S supports a 2-event pattern P =<(Contains, SOn.,, TOns,, ).

3.3 Rare Temporal Pattern

Given a temporal sequence database Dsgq, we want to find patterns that occur
rarely but with high confidence in Dggpg. We use support and confidence [22] to
measure the frequency and the likelihood of a pattern.

Definition 3.8 (Support of a temporal pattern) The support of a pattern P is
the number of sequences S € Dggq that support P.

supp(P) = |{S € Dggq s.t. P € S} (1)

The support of a group of events (E1, ..., E, ), denoted as supp(Fh, ..., E,), is
defined similarly to that of a temporal pattern.

Definition 3.9 (Confidence of a temporal pattern) The confidence of a temporal

pattern P in Dggq is the fraction between supp(P) and the support of its most

frequent event: supp(P)
conf(P) = maxi <x<|p|{supp(Er)} @)
where Ej, € P is a temporal event. Since the denominator in Eq. is the
maximum support of the events in P, the confidence computed in Eq. is
the minimum confidence of a pattern P in Dggq, which is also called the all-
confidence as in [22].

The confidence of an event pair (E;, E;), denoted as conf(E;, E;), is defined
similarly to that of a temporal pattern. The support of event(s)/ pattern(s)
defined in Egs. follows the same intuition as the traditional support concept,
indicating how frequently an event/ pattern occurs in a given database, the
confidence computed in Eq. instead represents the minimum likelihood of an
event pair/ pattern, knowing the likelihood of its most frequent event.

Rare Temporal Pattern Mining. Given a set of univariate time series
X ={X1,..,X,}, let Dggq be the temporal sequence database obtained from
X, and opmin, Omax and ¢ be the minimum support, the maximum support and
the minimum confidence thresholds, respectively. The Rare Temporal Pattern
Mining from Time Series (RTPMfTS) problem aims to find all temporal patterns
P in Dgpq so that: opmin < supp(P) < omax A conf(P) > 6.
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Algorithm 1: Rare Temporal Pattern Mining

Input: Temporal sequence database Dsgq, minimum support threshold omin,
maximum support threshold omax, minimum confidence threshold ¢

Output: The set of rare temporal patterns P
//Mining single events
foreach event E; € Dsgg do

Compute supp(E;);

if supp(F;) > omin then

‘ Insert E; to 1Event;

//Mining rare 2-event patterns
EventPairs < Cartesian(1Event, 1 Event);
FilteredPairs « 0;
foreach (E;, E;) in EventPairs do

Compute supp(E;, Ej);

if supp(FEs, Ej) > 0min then
10: ‘ FilteredPairs <— Apply Lemmad(E;, Ej;);
11: foreach (E;, E;) in FilteredPairs do
Retrieve event instances;
Check relations against omin, Omax, 0;

oW

© 3>

//Mining rare k-event patterns
14: Filtered1Freq < Transitivity Filtering(1Freq);
15: kEvents <— Cartesian(FilteredFreq,(k-1)Freq);
16: FilteredkEvents <— Apriori_Filtering(kEvents);
17: foreach kEvents in FilteredkEvents do
Retrieve relations;
Iteratively check relationsagainst omin, Omax, 0;

4 Temporal Pattern Mining
4.1 Overview of RTPMfTS Mining Process

The RTPMITS process consists of 2 phases. The first phase, Data Transforma-
tion, converts a set of time series X into a symbolic database Dgyp, and then
converts Dgyp into a temporal sequence database Dsgq. The second phase, Rare
Temporal Pattern Mining (RTPM), mines rare patterns which includes 3 steps:
(1) Single Event Mining, (2) Rare 2-Event Pattern Mining, and (3) Rare k-Event
Pattern Mining (k>2). The final output is a set of all rare patterns in Dggq.
4.2 Rare Temporal Pattern Mining

We now present our RTPM to mine rare temporal patterns from Dsgq. The main
novelties of RTPM are: a) the use of the Hierarchical Lookup Hash structure [I5],
to enable fast retrieval of events and patterns during the mining process, and b)
the proposal of two pruning techniques based on the Apriori principle and the
temporal transitivity property. Algorithm [I] provides the pseudo-code of RTPM.

4.3 Mining Single Events

Hierarchical lookup hash structure H LH;: Fig.[T]illustrates the hierarchical
lookup hash structure H LH,. HLH; consists of two hash tables: the single event
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Single event ' ' k-Event
hash table ' ' hash table

Fig.1: The HLH; structure Fig.2: The HLHy(k > 2) structure
SOn (14:45,14:55)| |soff |Ton| |TOfff Won |Woff| [10ff| [1On (14:00,14:40)
(15:30,16:10) HLH,
{2 {24}
A A
SOn,TOn * S0n > TOn » (14:45,14:50) WO, TOn » WOn > T0n} (14:45,14:50) | [ .| HLH,
| 4 P (16:15,16:20)

Fig.3: A hierarchical lookup hash tables for the running example

hash table EH, and the event sequence hash table SH. Each hash table has a list
of <key, value> pairs. In FH, the key is the event symbol w € Y'x representing
the event F;, and the value is the set of sequences where E; occurs, arranged in
an increasing order. In SH, the key is taken from the value component of FH,
while the value stores event instances of F; that appear at the corresponding
sequence in Dggq. The H LH; structure enables fast retrieval of event sequences
and instances when mining k-event patterns.

Mining Single Events: The first step in RTPM is to find single events
(Alg. (1 lines 1-4). For each event E;, the support supp(E;) is computed by
first scanning Dspq, and determine if supp(E;)> omin, then E; is inserted into
1FEvent. Note that for single events, we do not consider the constraints on the
confidence, since confidence of single events is always 1 and on maximum support
Omax because of the following lemma.

Lemma 1 Let P be a temporal pattern and E; be a single event such that E; €
P. Then supp(P) < supp(E;).

Proof. Detailed proofs of all lemmas in this article can be found in the Ap-
pendix of the full paper.

From Lemma (1} a single event E; whose support supp(E;) > omax can form
a pattern P that has supp(P) < omax. Thus, the constraint on opax is not
considered for single events to avoid the loss of potential temporal patterns.

We provide an example of HLH; in Fig. [3]using data in Table[3] with op;, =
0.2. Here, we have 8 events in HLH,.

4.4 Mining Rare 2-event Patterns

The hierarchical lookup hash structure HLH: Fig. 2] illustrates the hier-
archical lookup hash structure HLH}, (k > 2) to maintain k-event groups and
patterns. The H L H}, contains three hash tables: the k-event hash table EHy, the
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pattern hash table PHy, and the pattern sequence hash table SHj. Each hash ta-
ble has a list of <key, value> pairs. In FHy, key is the list of symbols (w; ..., wg)
representing the k-event group (E4, ..., Ex), and value is an object which consists
of two components: (1) the list of sequences where (F1, ..., E) occurs (arranged
in increasing order), and (2) a list of k-event temporal patterns created from the
k-event group (E4, ..., Fx). In PHy, key is the pattern P which takes the value
component of EHy, while value is the list of sequences that support P. In SHy,
key is the list of sequences supporting P which takes the value component of
PHj,, while value is the list of event instances from which the temporal relations
in P are formed. The HLH}, hash structure helps speed up the k-event group
mining through the use of the list of sequences in FHy, and enables fast search
for temporal relations between k events using the information in PHj and S Hy.

Two-steps filtering approach Given the huge set of pattern candidates, it is
expensive to check their support and confidence. We propose a filtering approach
to reduce the unnecessary candidate checking. Specifically, the mining process is
divided into two steps: (1) it first finds k-event groups that satisfy the oy, and
0 constraints, (2) it then generates temporal patterns from those k-event groups.
The correctness of this filtering approach is based on the Apriori-inspired lemmas
below.

Lemma 2 Let P be a 2-event pattern formed by an event pair (E;, E;). Then,
supp(P) < supp(E;, Ej).

From Lemma[2] the support of a pattern is at most the support of its events.
Thus, event pairs that do not satisfy the minimum support o, cannot create
patterns satisfying o, and thereby, can be safely pruned.

Lemma 3 Let (E;, E;) be a pair of events occurring in a 2-event pattern P.
Then conf(P) < conf(E;, E;).

From Lemmal[3] the confidence of a pattern P is always at most the confidence
of its events. Thus, a low-confidence event pair cannot form any high-confidence
patterns and therefore, can be safely pruned. Applying Lemmas [2 and [3] to
the first filtering step will remove low-support or low-confidence event pairs,
reducing the candidate patterns of RTPM. Moreover, the constraint on oy ayx is
not considered in this filtering step to avoid the loss of 2-event patterns, since
event pairs that do not satisfy the op,.x constraint can still form 2-event patterns
satisfying omax (Lemma .

Step 2.1. Mining event pairs considering o.,;, and §: This step finds
event pairs in Dggq satisfying omin and 4§, using the set 1Event found in HLH,
(Alg. [1] lines 5-10). First, RTPM generates all possible event pairs by calculating
the Cartesian product 1Event x I1Event. Next, for each pair (E;, E;), the set
Si; (representing the set of sequences where both events occur) is computed by
taking the intersection between the set of sequences S; of F; in HLH, and the set
of sequences S; of E; in HLH;. Finally, we compute the support supp(E;, E;),
and comparing against oyin. If supp(E;, Ej) > Owin, (Ei, E;) is further filtered
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using Lemma [3} (E;, E;) is selected only if its confidence is at least ¢. After this
step, only event pairs satisfying o, and § are kept in EHy of HLHS>.

Step 2.2. Mining rare 2-event patterns: This step finds 2-event pat-
terns from the event pairs found in step 2.1 (Alg. [1] lines 11-13), considering
three constraints omin, Omax, and 0. For each event pair (Ei,Ej), we use the
set of sequences S;; to check relations between E; and E;. Specifically, for each
sequence S € S;;, the pairs of event instances (e;, e;) are extracted. The support
and confidence of each relation T(Eibei , ijj) are compared against oy, and 0
thresholds, after which only relations satisfying these two constraints are selected
and stored in PHs,, while their event instances are stored in SHy. Examples of
the relations in HLHj can be seen in Fig. [3] e.g., event pair (SOn, TOn). Next,
we check the satisfaction of each relation T(Eipei , Ejbej) against o4, If it sat-
isfies oynqz, then it is a rare temporal pattern. We also emphasize that HLHs
only stores patterns that satisfy the two constraints oy, and J.

4.5 Mining Rare k-event Patterns

Mining rare k-event patterns (k > 3) follows a similar process as rare 2-event
patterns, with additional prunings based on the transitivity property of temporal
relations.

Step 3.1. Mining k-event combinations considering o,,;, and ¢ (Alg.
lines 14-16).

Let (k-1)Fvent be the set of (k-1)-event combinations found in HLHj_1,
and 1FEvent be the set of single events in HLH;. To generate all k-event combi-
nations, the typical process is to compute the Cartesian product: (k-1)FEvent x
1FEvent. However, using 1Fvent to generate k-event combinations at HLH}, can
create redundancy, since 1FEvent might contain events that when combined with
(k-1)Event, the combinations cannot form any patterns satisfying the o, con-
straint. For example, consider the event IOn at HLH; in Fig.[3] Here, IOn can
be combined with event pairs in HLHs such as (SOn, TOn) to create a 3-event
combination (SOn, TOn, IOn). However, (SOn, TOn, IOn) cannot form any 3-
event patterns whose support is greater than op,;,, since IOn is not present in
any 2-event patterns in HLH,. The combination (SOn, TOn, IOn) should not
be created in the first place. We rely on the transitivity property of temporal
relations to identify such event combinations.

Lemma 4 Let S =< ey,..., ep—1 > be a temporal sequence that supports an
(n-1)-event pattern P =< (r12, B, Es,., ) s (P(n-2)(n-1)s En-2,, ,, E ) >.

5 "*1>en,1
Let e,, be a new event instance added to S to create the temporal sequence =<
e1,...,en >. The set of temporal relations R is transitive on S : Ve; € S, i < n,
Ir € N s.t. (B, En,,, ) holds.

Lemma [4]says that given a temporal sequence S, a new event instance added
to S will form at least one temporal relation with existing instances in S.

Lemma 5 Let Ny_q1 = (E1,...,Ex_1) be a (k-1)-event combination, and Ej be
a single event. The combination Ny = Ni_1 U Ex can form k-event temporal
patterns whose support is at least omin if VE; € Np_1, Ir € R s.t. r(E;, Ex) is a
temporal relation satisfying omin -



10 Van et al.

From Lemma |§|, only single events in HLH; that occur in HLH}_; should be
used to create k-event combinations. Using this result, a filtering on 1FEvent
is performed before calculating the Cartesian product. Specifically, from the
events in HLH}_ 1, we extract the distinct single events Dj_1, and intersect
them with 7Fvent to remove redundant single events: Filtered1Event = Dj_1 N
1Event. Next, the Cartesian product (k-1)Event x Filtered1Event is calculated
to generate k-event combinations. Finally, we apply Lemmas [2] and [3] to select
k-event combinations kEvent which upheld the o, and § constraints.

Step 3.2 Mining rare k-event patterns: This step finds rare k-event
patterns (Alg. [1} lines 17-19). Unlike 2-event patterns, determining the relations
in a k-event combination (k > 3) is much more expensive, as it requires to verify
the frequency of $k(k — 1) triples. To reduce the cost of relation checking, we
propose an iterative verification method that relies on the transitivity property
and the Apriori principle.

Lemma 6 Let P and P’ be two temporal patterns. If P° C P, then conf(P/) >
conf(P).
Lemma 7 Let P and P’ be two temporal patterns. If P CP and

supp(P")
maxlgkg\m{suPP(Ek)}Ekep <, then COTLf(P) <d.

Lemma [0] says that, the confidence of a pattern P is always at most the
confidence of its sub-patterns. Consequently, from Lemmal[7] a temporal pattern
P cannot be high-confidence if any of its sub-patterns are low-confidence.

Let Ny—1 = (E1,...,Ex_1) be a (k-1)-event combination in Hg_1, N1 =
(Ey) be an event in HLH;, and Ny = Ni_1 U Ny = (E1,..., E) be a k-event
combination in HLH}. To find k-event patterns for Ny, we first retrieve the set
Py._1 containing (k-1)-event patterns of Ny_;. Each py_1 € Py_1 is a list of %(kz—
1)(]4372) triples: {(Tlg, Elpel’ EQDEz),...,(r(k_Q)(k_l), Ek—QDek,z’ Ek—lbek,l)}' We
iteratively verify the possibility of pr_1 forming a k-event pattern with Fj as
follows. We first check whether the triple (r(;_1)g, Erv,., Ek’bek) satisfies the
constraints of oy, and 0. If the triple does not satisfy the o, (using Lemmas
and [5)) or 6 (using Lemmas @, and , the verifying process stops immediately
for pp_1. Otherwise, it continues on the triple (r(z—2)x, Ek_QDck_z’ Ek»ek)> until
it reaches (rix, F1,,,, Ekbek)' Finally, to determine rare k-event patterns, we
select only k-event patterns in PHj, that satisfy the constraint oax.

5 Experimental Evaluation

Due to space limitations, we only present here the most important results, and
discuss other findings in the Appendix of the full paper.

5.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets: We use three real-world datasets from three application domains:
smart energy, smart city, and health. For smart energy (SE), we use energy data
from electrical appliances in residential households [12]. For the smart city (SC),
we use weather and vehicle collision data obtained from NYC Open Data Portal
[8]. For health, we combine the influenza (INF) dataset [28] and weather data
[29] from Kawasaki, Japan.
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Table 4: Summary of Interesting Rare Patterns
Patterns omin (%)[0 (%)|omax (%)
(P1) Heavy Rain = Unclear Visibility = Overcast Cloudiness — High Motorist Injury 30
(P2) Heavy Rain () Strong Wind — High Motorist Injury
(P3) Very Strong Wind — High Motorist Injury
(P4) Strong Wind () High Pedestrian Injury
(P5) Extremely Unclear Visibility = High Snow = High Pedestrian Injury
(P6
(P7
(P8

40
40
30
45
42
42
35

) Frost Temperature () High Snow > High Influenza
) Low Temperature =High Influenza
) Heavy Rain 3= High Influenza

| == | o | orf o en

w| || ~|o| |

Baseline methods: Since our work is the first that studies rare tempo-
ral pattern mining, there is not an exact baseline to compare against RTPM.
However, we adapt the state-of-the-art method for frequent temporal pattern
mining Z-Miner [I9] to find rare temporal patterns. The Adapted Rare Z-Miner
is referred to as ARZ-Miner.

Infrastructure: We use a VM with 32 AMD EPYC cores (2GHz), 64 GB
RAM, and 1 TB storage.

5.2 Qualitative Evaluation

Table [ shows several interesting rare temporal patterns extracted. Patterns P1-
P5 are from SC and P6-P8 are from INF. Analyzing these patterns can reveal
some rare but interesting relations between temporal events. For example, P1-P5
show there exists an association between extreme weather conditions and high
accident numbers, such as high pedestrian injury during a heavy snowing day,
which is very important to act on even though it occurs rarely.

5.3 Baseline comparison on real world datasets

We compare RTPM with the adapted baseline ARZ-Miner in terms of runtime
and memory usage. Figs. [d] and [5] show the comparison results on SC. As shown
in Fig. @ RTPM has better runtime than the baseline. The range and average
speedups of RTPM compared to the baseline is [2.9-24.7] and 7.4 on average.
In terms of memory consumption, as shown in Fig. [5} RTPM uses less memory
than the baseline. RTPM uses [4.6-61.8] (on average 14.7) times less memory
than ARZ-Miner.

5.4 Evaluation of different pruning techniques in RTPM

We evaluate the following combinations of RTPM pruning techniques: (1) No-
Prune: RTPM with no pruning, (2) Apriori: RTPM with Apriori-based pruning
(Lemmas 2] [3), (3) Trans: RTPM with transitivity-based pruning (Lemmas
@ , and (4) All: RTPM applied both pruning techniques.

We use 3 different scenarios that vary: the minimum support, the mini-
mum confidence, and the maximum support. Fig. [f] shows the results. We see
that (All)-RTPM has the best performance of all versions, with a speedup over
(NoPrune)-RTPM ranging from 14 up to 68, depending on the configurations.
Thus, the proposed prunings are very effective in improving RTPM performance.
Furthermore, (Trans)-RTPM delivers a larger speedup than (Apriori)-RTPM,
with the average speedup between 11 and 25 for (Trans)-RTPM, and between 6
and 17 for (Apriori)-RTPM, but applying both yields the best speedup.
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Conclusion and Future Work

This paper presents our comprehensive Rare Temporal Pattern Mining from
Time Series (RTPMITS) solution that offers: (1) an end-to-end RTPMITS pro-
cess to mine rare temporal patterns from time series, (2) an efficient Rare Tem-
poral Pattern Mining (RTPM) algorithm that employs efficient data structures
and multiple pruning techniques to achieve fast mining. Extensive experiments
conducted on real world datasets show that our algorithm outperforms the base-
line in runtime and memory usage. In future work, we plan to use the correla-
tion measurement such as mutual information to prune uncorrelated time series,
thereby further improve the performance.
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A Appendix A: Detailed Proofs of Complexities, Lemmas

A.1 Mutual exclusive property of temporal relations

Property 1. (Mutual exclusive) Consider the set of temporal relations =
{Follows, Contains, Overlaps}. Let E; and E; be two temporal events, and e;
occurring during [ts,,l.,], ej occurring during [ts;,tc,] be their corresponding
event instances, and € be the tolerance buffer. The relations in R are mutually
exclusive on E; and F;.

Proof. » Case 1: Assume the relation Follows(E;

Ejpej) holds between E;
and E;. Thus, we have:

>e; )

te, e <t (3)

and:
ts; <te; = te, T e <t (4)

Hence, Contains(EZ-Ni , EjDEj) cannot exist between E; and Ej, since
Contains(Ey,, , Ejpej) holds iff (ts, < ts;)A (te, € > te,) (contradict Eq. (4)).

8

Similarly, Overlaps(E;, . , ijj) cannot exist between F; and F; since
Overlaps(EiMi, Ejbej

) holds iff (s, <ts,)A (te, £€ <te,) A (te, —ts; > do £ €)
(contradict Eq. (3)).

In conclusion, if Follows(Ej, . , Ejpej) holds between E; and Ej, then the two
remaining relations cannot exist between F; and E;.
x Case 2: Assume the relation Contains(FE

Ejpej) holds between E;
and E;. Thus, we have:

ibei 9
te, <t (5)
te, £e>t,, (6)

Hence, Follows(E;,, , Ej»aj) cannot exist between E; and E; since
Follows(E;,, , Ejbej) holds iff t., + € < t., (contradict Eq. (6)).

Similarly, Overlaps(E;,, , Ejpej) cannot exist between F; and Ej, since
Overlaps(EiMi, Ejpej) holds iff (ts, <ts)A (te, T € <te;) A (te, —ts; > do L €)
(contradict Eq. (6)).

In conclusion, if Contains(E;,, , Ej,, ) holds between E; and Ej, then the
two remaining relations cannot exist between F,; and Ej.

x Case 3: Assume the relation Overlaps(E; Ejbcj) holds between Ej;

pey ? ;
and Ej;. Thus, we have:
ts, <t (7)
te, £e<te, (8)
tei —ts, >dote=ty, <te, —dyte (9)

Hence, Follows(Ej,, , Ej,, ) cannot exist between E; and Ej, since
Follows(E;,, , Ej,. ) holds iff t., + € < t,, (contradict Eq. (9)).

be;? ey
Similarly, Contains(E;,, , E]-Dej) cannot exist between F; and Ej;, since
Contains(Ey,, , Ejpej) holds iff t., + € > t., (contradict Eq. (§)).
In conclusion, if Overlaps(EiMi, E;.. ) holds between E; and Ej;, then the

two remaining relations cannot exist between E; and Ej.
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A.2 The search space of RTPM

Let m be the number of distinct events in Dggg, and h be the longest length of
a temporal pattern. The total number of temporal patterns is O(mh3h2).

Proof. The number of single events is: Ny = m ~ O(m). For mining event
pairs, the number of permutations of m distinct events taken 2 at a time is:
P(m,2). However, since the same event can form a pair of events with itself,
e.g., (SOn,SOn), the total number of event pairs is: Ny = P(m,2) +m ~ O(m?).
Each event pair in Ny can form 3 different temporal relations, and thus, the total
number of 2-event patterns is: Ny x 3! ~ O(m?3!). Similarly, the number of 3-
event combinations is: N3 = P(m,3) + P(m,2) +m ~ O(m?®), and the number
of 3-event patterns is: N3 x 3% ~ O(m333). For mining h-event combinations, the
number of h-event combinations is O(m™), while the number of h-event patterns
is O(m" x 32h(h=1) ~ O(mh3"*). Therefore, the total number of temporal
patterns is O(m) + O(m?23') + O(m33%) + ... + O(m"3"*) ~ O(m"3"").

A.3 Lemmalll

Lemma Let P be a temporal pattern and E; be a single event such that
E; € P. Then supp(P) < supp(E;).

Proof. Derived directly from Defs. 3.4, 3.5, and 3.8.

A.4 Lemma

Lemma |2} Let P be a 2-event pattern formed by an event pair (E;, E;). Then,
supp(P) < supp(E;, Ej).

From Lemma[2] the support of a pattern is at most the support of its events.
Thus, infrequent event pairs (those which do not satisfy minimum support) can-
not form frequent patterns and thereby, can be safely pruned.

Proof. Derived directly from Defs. 3.4, 3.5, and 3.8.

A.5 Lemma [3

Lemma (3| Let (E;, E;) be a pair of events forming a 2-event pattern P. Then
conf(P) < conf(E;, E;).

From Lemmal[3] the confidence of a pattern P is always at most the confidence
of its events. Thus, a low-confidence event pair cannot form any high-confidence
patterns and therefore, can be safely pruned.

Proof. Can derived directly from Def. 3.9.
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A.6 Lemmal[d

Lemma [ Let S =< ei,..., e,—1 > be a temporal sequence that supports
an (n-1)-event pattern P =< (r12, E1,, , Fa,, ), ("(n-2)(n—1)> En_a,, _

2)

En—lm,,_l) >. Let e, be a new event instance added to S to create the temporal
sequence S =< eq,...,en >.

The set of temporal relations R is transitive on S’ :Ve; € S, i <n, Ir € R
s.t. v(By,, En,,, ) holds.

Lemma [4]says that given a temporal sequence S, a new event instance added
to S will always form at least one temporal relation with existing instances in
S. This is due to the temporal transitivity property, as the time interval of new
event instance will have a temporal order with the time intervals of existing
instances.

Proof. Since S =< e1,...,e, > is a temporal sequence, the event instances in s
are chronologically ordered by their start times. Then, Ve, € S ,i # n: t,, <t,, .
We have:

— Ift, +e <t then B, — E

Npep *

= If (ts, < ts, )N (te, Te>te,), then By = By .

— If (s, <ts, )N (e, T€<te,) A (te; —ts, > do =€) where d, is the minimal
overlapping duration, then E; 0 F

Npep *

A.7 Lemma [

Lemma Let Ny—1 = (E1,...,Ex_1) be a (k-1)-event combination and Ej
be a single event, both satisfying the omin constraint. The combination N =
Ni_1 U Ey can form k-event temporal patterns whose support is at least omin if
VE; € Niy_1, 3r € R s.t. r(E;, Ey) is a frequent temporal relation.

Proof. Let py, be any k-event pattern formed by Ny. Then py, is a list of 1k(k—1)
triples (E;, 75, E;) where each represents a relation r(E;, E;) between two events.
In order for py to be frequent (satisfying omin), each of the relations in py must
be frequent (Defs. 3.4 and 3.8, and Lemma |4)).

A.8 Lemma

Lemma@. Let P and P be two temporal patterns. If P° C P, then conf(P/) >
conf(P).

Lemma [0] says that the confidence of a pattern P is always at most the
confidence of its sub-patterns.

Proof. Can be derived directly from Def. 3.9.
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A.9 Lemma

Lemma 7l Let P and P’ be two temporal patterns. If P ' CPand

supp(P )
maizneir (5upP(ED] g, cp <4, then conf(P) <.

From Lemmal|7] a temporal pattern P cannot be high-confidence if any of its
sub-patterns are low-confidence.

Proof. We have:

supp(P)
maXi<k<|P| {SUPP(Ek)}
- supp(P")
~ max;<p<|p|{supp(Ey)}

conf(P) =

<9

B Appendix B: Additional Experimental Results

B.1 Baselines comparison on real world datasets

Figs.[7 [8 [0} and [I0]show the comparison results among RTPM and the baseline
on the INF and SE datasets. RTPM achieves the best performance (both runtime
and memory usage) than the baseline. The speedup of RTPM compared to the
baseline is [3.1-26.5] and 9.2 on average.

On average, RTPM consumes ~5.3 times less memory than the baseline.

B.2 Evaluation of different pruning techniques in RTPM

Figs. [[1] and [12] show the results for the pruning techniques in RTPM on the
INF and SE datasets. We see that (All)-RTPM has the best performance of
all versions, with a speedup over (NoPrune)-RTPM ranging from 10 up to 62,
depending on the configurations. Thus, the proposed prunings are very effective
in improving RTPM performance. Furthermore, (Trans)-RTPM delivers a larger
speedup than (Apriori)-RTPM, with the average speedup between 7 and 24 for
(Trans)-RTPM, and between 5 and 15 for (Apriori)-E-RTPM, but applying both
yields the best speedup.
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