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Abstract—Multivariate Long Sequence Time-series Forecast-
ing (LSTF) has been a critical task across various real-world
applications. Recent advancements focus on the application of
transformer architectures attributable to their ability to capture
temporal patterns effectively over extended periods. However,
these approaches often overlook the inherent relationships and
interactions between the input variables that could be drawn
from their characteristic properties. In this paper, we aim
to bridge this gap by integrating information-rich Knowledge
Graph Embeddings (KGE) with state-of-the-art transformer-
based architectures. We introduce a novel approach that encap-
sulates conceptual relationships among variables within a well-
defined knowledge graph, forming dynamic and learnable KGEs
for seamless integration into the transformer architecture. We
investigate the influence of this integration into seminal archi-
tectures such as PatchTST, Autoformer, Informer, and Vanilla
Transformer. Furthermore, we thoroughly investigate the per-
formance of these knowledge-enhanced architectures along with
their original implementations for long forecasting horizons and
demonstrate significant improvement in the benchmark results.
This enhancement empowers transformer-based architectures
to address the inherent structural relation between variables.
Our knowledge-enhanced approach improves the accuracy of
multivariate LSTF by capturing complex temporal and relational
dynamics across multiple domains. To substantiate the validity
of our model, we conduct comprehensive experiments using
Weather and Electric Transformer Temperature (ETT) datasets.

Index Terms—Transformer, Knowledge Graphs, Time-series
Forecasting

I. INTRODUCTION

RESEARCH in multivariate Long Sequence Time-series
Forecasting (LSTF) has gained prominence in recent

years due to its wide practical applications [1], [2], [3]. Real-
world applications of time-series forecasting span a wide range
of domains, including weather and climate forecasting [4],
energy grid analysis [5], [6], traffic volume estimation [7],
[8], [9], retail sales forecasting [10] and financial market
predictions [11], [12]. These comprehensive applications high-
light the continuing significance of time-series forecasting and
provide scope for evolving methodologies to address these
applications. Furthermore, the time-series forecasting prob-
lem itself presents significant challenges due to its intricate
temporal patterns and complex dependencies among variables.
Incorporating the additional parameter of multivariable long-
sequence forecasting adds a layer of complexity to the analy-
sis. Numerous classical methods, including statistical models
such as Vector Autoregression (VAR) [13], Gaussian Process
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Fig. 1. Venn diagram illustrating the central role of Knowledge Graph
Embeddings at the intersection of Knowledge Graphs, Long Sequence Time-
series Forecasting, and Transformer architectures

[14], Support Vector Regression [15] and deep learned-based
models such as Multi-layer perceptrons (MLP), Recurrent
Neural Networks (RNNs), Long-Short Term Memory (LSTM)
and Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) have been em-
ployed extensively and have demonstrated significant potential
in short sequence forecasting across various domains.

However, classical methods are not devoid of limitations.
They often struggle to capture complex temporal patterns.
Additionally, the non-stationarity of real-world time-series
data poses a significant challenge thereby resulting in lack of
robustness. Thus, accurately quantifying complex multivariate
relationships continues to pose formidable challenge. For
deep learning techniques in the context of LSTF, issues such
as suboptimal parameter estimation, poor generalization and
gradient instability are frequently encountered.

With the advent of enhanced parallel computational sys-
tems [16] and the groundbreaking success of the Transformer
[17] architecture, the landscape of research in time-series
forecasting has undergone a significant transformation. These
attention mechanism-based architectures have demonstrated
an exceptional ability to discern critical patterns in sequen-
tial data, thus marking a pivotal shift in the field. Studies
such as Informer [18], Autoformer [19], FEDFormer [20]
and PatchTST [21] have been seminal applications of the
Transformer architecture for long sequence time-series fore-
casting (LSTF). These studies have surpassed the conventional
forecasting methods on various benchmark datasets from real-
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world applications such as Weather [22], Traffic [23], ETT
[18], Electricity [24], ILI [25] and many more. The attention
mechanisms are adept at analyzing multivariate time-series
data and are highly effective in identifying temporal patterns
on an individual timestamp level. However, it is pertinent to
recognize that the attention mechanism can overlook crucial
multivariate structural information, particularly in long-term
forecasting [26]. This oversight is especially relevant to the
nuanced structural or spatial relationships crucial for a com-
prehensive understanding of the dataset [27]. To address this
issue, incorporating spatio-temporal training in LSTF problem
offers a compelling opportunity to explore the integration of
spatial relations alongside temporal dependencies for more
accurate forecasting.

Graph-based methodologies in LSTF have attracted consid-
erable interest owing to their potential in modeling complex
interactions between spatial and temporal dependencies [28],
[29], [30], [31]. However, current research heavily relies on
dynamic knowledge graph frameworks and computationally
intensive Graph Neural Networks (GNN) or intricate Graph
Convolutional Networks (GCN) [32], [33]. Despite their com-
plexity, these approaches frequently fall short when assessed
against standardized configurations of state-of-the-art (SOTA)
models like PatchTST, Autoformer, Informer and FedFormer,
particularly for longer forecast horizons. Researchers have pri-
marily emphasized dynamic knowledge graphs to comprehend
spatio-temporal dynamics. The integration of intuitive and
conventional knowledge graphs is less evident due to the supe-
rior performance of dynamic counterparts in temporal tasks.
Hence, there is a significant gap in the research landscape
concerning experiments with the integration of knowledge
graphs with complex deep-learning architectures for temporal
tasks.

Our proposed approach aims to overcome the constraints
of current graph-based architectures in LSTF by introduc-
ing a novel approach that encapsulates inherent relationships
among variables within a knowledge graph and integrates
them into transformer-based frameworks by forming dynamic
and learnable Knowledge Graph Embeddings (KGEs). In the
context of multivariate LSTF, we construct a basis for initial
information relationships among the variables in the form
of a knowledge graph by deriving conceptual relationships
from literature, further producing the dynamic KGE. These
embeddings augment transformer-based architectures with cru-
cial spatial relations, thereby enhancing forecasting accuracy
without introducing unnecessary complexity. The construction
of the knowledge graph entails a comprehensive analysis of
the multivariate time series to ensure its efficacy in capturing
relevant domain knowledge. The main contributions of the
papers are highlighted as follows:

1) This paper introduces an intuitive knowledge-graph en-
hancement within SOTA transformer-based architectures
for effective forecasting on multivariate Long Sequence
Timeseries Forecasting (LSTF) problems.

2) We propose a novel approach that constructs the con-
ceptual relations of variables in the form of a well-
defined knowledge graph and develops dynamic and
learnable knowledge graph embeddings, enhancing the

spatio-temporal relationships in SOTA transformer ar-
chitectures.

3) Through rigorous experimentation on longer forecast
horizons, this study unveils the substantial potential of
this approach, paving the way for further advancements
and refinement in time-series forecasting methodologies.

To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first attempt
to integrate dynamic knowledge graph embeddings to trans-
formers based on the initial information from a knowledge
graph for LSTF problem. It is also pertinent to note that the
primary objective of the study is to refine the accuracy of LTSF
by introducing a novel learnable knowledge graph embedding
approach in the baseline architectures rather than focusing on
uncovering the ground-truth graph structure.

In the following sections, we conduct a thorough exploration
of the existing literature in section II, followed by a detailed
exposition of our methodology in section III. We then present a
comprehensive analysis of our experimental findings in section
IV. Finally, we conclude by reflecting on the implications
of our study’s results and outline the potential directions for
future research in the concluding section V.

II. RELATED WORK

Time-series forecasting has been a pivotal research area
in predictive analytics for decades, owing to its ubiquitous
relevance across fields like finance, economics, meteorology
and manufacturing. Early researchers have pioneered canonical
statistical methodologies, including Autoregressive Integrated
Moving Average (ARIMA) models [34], Exponential Smooth-
ing techniques [35], Seasonal Decomposition of Time Series
(STL) [36], Gaussian Processes (GP) [14], Bayesian Structural
(BSTS) Models [37] and Dynamic Linear Models (DLM) [38].
These traditional techniques have long dominated the realm of
time-series analysis owing to their interpretability, simplicity
and historical performance.

However, the landscape of data has evolved dramatically,
marked by unprecedented volumes, varieties and velocities.
Traditional statistical methods excel at capturing linear pat-
terns and simple seasonal variations, yet they encounter diffi-
culties accommodating the inherent complexities of time-series
data. These approaches often struggle to fully mitigate chal-
lenges stemming from irregular fluctuations, non-stationarity,
high-frequency data and intricate interdependencies. To ad-
dress these issues, researchers and practitioners have gravitated
towards exploiting deep learning techniques like Convolu-
tional Neural Networks (CNNs), Recurrent Neural Networks
(RNNs), Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) networks and
hybrid approaches that blend statistical methods with machine
learning algorithms. These methodologies capture the nuanced
patterns present in dynamic time-series data, thus offering
greater efficacy.

With the emergence of robust parallel computing systems
[16] and the notable advancements in the Transformer [17]
architecture, the field of time-series forecasting underwent
a significant evolution. Numerous studies [18], [19], [20],
[21], [39] capitalized on the canonical attention mechanism of
transformer for timeseries forecasting problems and demon-
strated superior performance compared to both traditional
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and other deep learning approaches. However, particularly
remarkable is their efficacy in addressing the intricacies of
Long Sequence Timeseries Forecasting (LSTF), a task where
conventional techniques frequently encounter difficulties. The
seminal work of LSTNet [40] revolutionized the understanding
of short-term and long-term temporal patterns by introducing a
temporal attention layer. This innovative integration amplified
the efficacy of deep learning features extracted from CNN
and RNN, enabling the adept capture of both short-term local
dependencies and long-term trends within multivariate time-
series data.

In the realm of transformer architectures within LSTF,
a surge of research has concentrated on refining attention
mechanisms to streamline training and reduce time com-
plexities. Informer [18] introduced an enhanced ProbSparse
self-attention mechanism to mitigate the quadratic time com-
plexity and high memory consumption challenges inherent
in Transformer. Similarly, Pyraformer [39] proposed a pyra-
midal attention module for effectively capturing both short
and long-term temporal dependencies in timeseries data with
reduced space-time complexities. Alternative approaches for
attention mechanisms such as Local-sensitive hashing [41] and
Attention-free LSTM blocks [42] have demonstrated compet-
itive performances. Beyond the modifications of the attention
mechanisms, significant studies [43], [44], [45] have focused
on enhancing the novel positional encoding of the transformer
to elevate performance results on time-series forecasting and
Neural Machine Translation (NMT) tasks.

In recent years, there has been a notable trend towards inte-
grating statistical decomposition methods with attention blocks
to tackle non-stationarity in timeseries data. This convergence
of attention mechanisms with statistical concepts like non-
stationarity and seasonality-trend decomposition techniques
marks a promising advancement in the field of time-series
forecasting methodologies. Autoformer [19] addressed the
LSTF problem through a decomposition architecture, drawing
inspiration from established decomposition approaches and
renovating the self-attention mechanism by incorporating auto-
correlation blocks. Similarly, FEDformer [20] proposed a
mixture-of-experts framework in the transformer to enhance
seasonal-trend decomposition components using Fourier and
Wavelet blocks, which could efficiently capture global trends
in time-series data. Additionally, Fedformer achieves a linear
computational complexity, ensuring both effectiveness and
efficiency. Non-stationary Transformer [46] addressed the
challenges of non-stationarity in real-world data by introduc-
ing a de-stationary attention module, effectively preserving
intrinsic non-stationarity while enhancing predictive accuracy.
PatchTST [21] introduced a novel approach to time-series
forecasting by segmenting data into subseries-level patches
and ensuring channel independence. This enables the model to
efficiently capture the local semantic information in order to
attend to a longer historical context. This design significantly
reduces computational complexity and outperforms previous
architectures on large datasets.

The advancements in transformer-based architectures for
forecasting present a strong case for their robustness and relia-
bility. However, while attention mechanisms excel at capturing

temporal patterns, they often overlook essential multivariate
structural information. To bridge this gap, researchers are
actively exploring spatio-temporal architectures within LSTF.
Notably, the application of graph-based methodologies like
Graph Neural Networks (GNN) [47], Graph Convolutional
Networks [48] have emerged as promising avenues. These
methodologies offer the potential to seamlessly integrate spa-
tial and temporal dynamics, enhancing the predictive capa-
bilities of forecasting models. The utilization of graph-based
methodologies within sequential deep learning architectures
for timeseries forecasting has garnered considerable attention
in the literature. GNN and GCN frameworks are frequently
employed to facilitate multivariate timeseries forecasting by
autonomously discerning spatial and temporal interdependen-
cies among variables [33], [49], [50], [51], [52], [53] [54].

Notably, DHSL [51] model captured high-order correla-
tions in multivariate time series forecasting by generating
and optimizing dynamic hypergraph structures using the K-
Nearest Neighbors method. DSTAGCN [52] highlights dy-
namic spatial-temporal dependencies in traffic forecasting by
linking the latest time slice to the past by leveraging a fuzzy
neural network to generate a dynamic adjacency matrix for
enhanced performance. STGCN [53] devised a comprehensive
convolution-based structure for their forecasting model, result-
ing in expedited training owing to fewer parameters while
maintaining competitive forecasting outcomes. StemGNN [54]
introduced a spectral temporal GNN that amalgamates the
Graph Fourier Transform and Discrete Fourier Transform to
capture cross-correlations and temporal dependencies in mul-
tivariate timeseries data. Moreover, the integration of learnable
graph blocks within a transformer framework has emerged
as a burgeoning research domain [28], [31], [49], [55], [56],
[57]. Particularly, Spacetimeformer [28] and Graphformer [57]
advocate for this approach, outlining the incorporation of
graph convolution blocks in a transformer setting for fore-
casting tasks. These methodologies typically harness dynamic
interrelationships among variables acquired through the GNN
or GCN blocks.

However, while endeavoring to capture the intricate spatio-
temporal dynamics of timeseries data, they often manifest
over-generalization, thereby diminishing forecast accuracies.
Furthermore, these approaches perform well in short-term
forecasting but often exhibit notable errors for longer forecast
horizons [53]. Comparative evaluations against equivalently
sized graph-based transformer within the same setting high-
light the superior performance of conventional transformer-
based on the considered benchmark datasets [19], [21], [28],
[49], [57].

Besides, it is noteworthy that prior studies have primarily fo-
cused on automatically constructing dynamic graphs from the
data. However, there remains a considerable dearth of analysis
concerning the variables within a multivariate timeseries and
deriving inherent relationships solely from those variables. In
this study, we propose leveraging learnable knowledge graph
embeddings to effectively capture the inherent spatial relation-
ships among variables while harnessing temporal dependencies
from SOTA transformer-based architectures.



4

Fig. 2. Model structure of knowledge-enhanced transformer for LSTF; Knowledge graph embeddings along with Positional embeddings, Value embeddings
and Temporal embedding are added with input embeddings towards encoder and decoder blocks

III. PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

We consider the following problem: For a set of multivariate

time-series dataset X =
{
X

(1)
t , . . . ,X

(M)
t

}L

t=1
, where M

is the number of variates, L is the look-back window and
X

(i)
t denotes the ith variable in tth timestamp. The Long

Sequence Time-series Forecasting (LSTF) task is to forecast

the set X̂ =
{
X̂

(1)
t , . . . , X̂

(M)
t

}L+H

t=L+1
, wherein H denotes the

prediction horizon. In this study, we address the Direct Multi-
step Estimation [58] approach, which entails considering the
entire forecasting horizon simultaneously within the objective
function. This approach is implemented to enhance computa-
tional efficiency and minimize the risk of bias accumulation, as
observed in Iterative Multi-Step (IMS) forecasting [59], [60].

A. Model Structure

In this multivariate LSTF problem, we propose an inte-
gration of learnable knowledge graph embeddings with novel
architectures (Transformer, Autoformer, Informer, PatchTST).
For illustration purposes, we exemplify the integration of
knowledge graph embeddings (KGE) with the original Trans-
former [17] architecture. A detailed flow of the model structure
is shown in Fig. 2.

1) Input Embeddings: The input embeddings are enhanced
by the proposed knowledge graph embedding with the existing
embeddings as given in equations 1 and 2 :

Wemb = WKGE +WPE +WV E +WTE (1)

Z = X+Wemb (2)

Here,

• WKGE refers to the proposed knowledge graph em-
bedding. It represents the inherent domain’s structural
knowledge in the variables

• WPE is the sinusoidal positional embedding [17] which
captures the order of the sequence

• WV E is convoluted value embeddings [18] used for
representing the magnitudes of the time-series variables

• WTE [60] refers to temporal embeddings constructed
from timestamps to encode temporal patterns

• Z is the enhanced input sequence that incorporates
element-wise aggregation between X and Wemb

These embeddings are selectively employed by the existing
benchmark architectures. In our replication of the benchmark
results, we adhere to this judicious approach to embedding
integration with KGE.
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Fig. 3. Flowchart for construction of learnable Knowledge Graph Embeddings (KGE)

2) Multi-Head Attention in Encoder-Decoder: The
encoder-decoder blocks are the core of the Transformer-based
architecture. We employ the canonical multi-head attention
(MHA) mechanism [17] in these encoder-decoder blocks.
For this, we first perform the linear projections on input
embeddings from equation 2 to obtain the following matrices:

Q = ZWQ; K = ZWK ; V = ZWV (3)

Here, Q, K, V are the query, key and value matrices derived
from the input embeddings such that WQ ∈ RD×dk , WK ∈
RD×dk , WV ∈ RD×dv

• dk is the dimensionality of the query and key matrices
• dv is the dimensionality of the value matrix
• D is the dimensionality of the model

The attention score for each head is calculated through the
weighted aggregation of a scaled dot-product of the query and
key matrices, with the value matrices acting as weights. This
is followed by a softmax operation to normalize the scores,
given in equation 5.

headi = Attention(Qi,Ki,Vi) (4)

Attention(Qi,Ki,Vi) = softmax
(
QiK

T
i√

dk

)
Vi (5)

Multihead(Q,K,V) = Concat(head1, . . . , headh)WO (6)

In equation 6, WO ∈ Rhdv×D, where h is the number
of heads in multi-head attention. This segmentation of the
single attention head into multiple heads facilitates the simul-
taneous attention to information from diverse representational
subspaces. As this employs a straightforward dimensionality
reduction, it does not burden the total computational cost
[17]. The encoder-decoder components are highlighted in
the knowledge-enhanced transformer in Fig. 2. Here, MHA
allows each position in the encoder-decoder to attend to all
positions from the input sequence. Moreover, in the decoder,
the masking of future timestamps is enabled to avoid attending
to unseen information. This is crucial for ensuring causality

and maintaining the autoregressive property of the model,
where each prediction can only depend on past and present
information.

Similar to Transformer, we incorporate KGE with Auto-
former, Informer and PatchTST and provide a comparative
study in further sections.

3) Loss Function: Mean Squared Error (MSE) loss is used
to assess the deviation between the prediction and the ground
truth. The loss across each channel is aggregated and then
averaged across M time-series to obtain the overall objective
loss, given by equation 7.

L =
1

M

M∑
i=1

∥∥∥X̂(i)
L+1:L+H −X

(i)
L+1:L+H

∥∥∥2 (7)

where X̂
(i)
L+1:L+H represent the prediction and X

(i)
L+1:L+H

denotes the actual ground truth values.

B. Construction of Dynamic and Learnable Knowledge Graph
Embeddings from Knowledge Graph

To leverage the full potential of conceptual and spatio-
temporal relations among variables, we propose a hybrid
approach that highlights conceptual knowledge graphs to form
information-rich dynamic knowledge graph embeddings. The
dynamic influence in the KGEs is induced by the backpropaga-
tion process in the transformer-based architectures. We define
our knowledge graph G = (V,E) for the multivariate time-
series such that V represents a set of nodes each representing
a variable in X. In other words, V =

{
v(1), . . . ,v(M)

}
where node v(i) corresponds to X

(i)
t and eij ∈ E where eij

represent edge between nodes v(i) and v(j). In this knowledge
graph, we construct an adjacency matrix A as a binary matrix
representing the presence of edges between nodes. Thus,
A = {aij} ∈ {0, 1}|V|×|V|, where each element aij is set
to 1 if there is an edge between nodes v(i) and v(j) and 0
otherwise.
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To construct dynamic and learnable knowledge
graph embeddings WKGE , we employ a sparse matrix
transformation to convert the adjacency matrix into learnable
weights. The adjacency matrix A is multiplied by a learnable
weight matrix Wl, followed by an Einstein summation with
a learnable projection weight matrix Wp. This projection
matrix is introduced to align with the shape of the positional
embeddings. Here, Wl ∈ RV×D and Wp ∈ RL×D. Fig. 3
shows the visualization for the construction of WKGE .

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets

The proposed knowledge graph embedding strategy is evalu-
ated on five publicly available datasets, including Weather [22]
and 4 ETT (Electric Transformer Temperature) [18] datasets
(ETTm1, ETTm2, ETTh1, ETTh2). These datasets are widely
accepted as standard benchmarks for testing the performance
of novel architectures [18], [19], [20], [21], [60]. Table I
depicts the statistical highlights of the benchmark datasets.
Our evaluation encompasses a diverse range of dataset sizes
to ensure a comprehensive assessment of our proposed integra-
tion. Moreover, we have excluded datasets that either contain
limited data or lack conceptual or any existing structural
relationships between their variables, as these characteristics
are crucial for the effective application of our methodology
[23], [24], [25].

TABLE I
STATISTICAL HIGHLIGHTS OF BENCHMARK DATASETS

Datasets Parameters Frequency Timestamps

Weather 21 10 mins 52696
ETTm1 7 15 mins 69680
ETTm2 7 15 mins 69680
ETTh1 7 1 hour 17420
ETTh2 7 1 hour 17420

1) Weather: The Weather dataset is a freely-accessible
repository recorded, preprocessed and documented by Max
Planck Institute for Biogeochemistry, Germany [22]. A total
of 21 weather indicator readings have been updated regularly
every 10 minutes since 2008. We consider the dataset for the
year 2020 as adopted by benchmark architectures for the LSTF
study. Table II depicts the indicators taken into consideration
in this study.

2) ETT: The Electric Transformer Temperature (ETT)
dataset, as documented in the literature [18], encompasses data
collected from two distinct counties in China over the period
from 2016 to 2018. This dataset captures the Oil Temperature
(OT) alongside six features related to power load, namely
- HUFL (High Useful Load), HULL (High Useless Load),
MUFL (Middle Useful Load), MULL (Middle Useless Load),
LUFL (Low Useful Load) and LULL (Low Useless Load). It is
organized into two subsets: ETTh and ETTm, which denote the
temporal resolution of the data in hours (ETTh) and minutes
(ETTm), respectively.

TABLE II
WEATHER DATASET INDICATORS

Symbol Description Unit

Timestamp Timestamp of the data record DD.MM.YYYY
HH:MM

p Air pressure mbar
VPdef Water vapor pressure (Deficit) mbar
VPact Water vapor pressure (Actual) mbar
VPmax Water vapor pressure (Satura-

tion)
mbar

T Air temperature ◦C
Tdew Dew point temperature ◦C
Tpot Potential temperature K
Tlog Internal logger temperature ◦C
sh Specific humidity g kg−1

rh Relative humidity %
rho Air density g m−3

H2OC Water vapor concentration mmol mol−1

rain Precipitation mm
raining Duration of precipitation s
PAR Photosynthetically Active Ra-

diation
µmolm−2s−1

SWDR Short Wave Downward Radi-
ation

W m−2

max.PAR Photosynthetically Active Ra-
diation (Max)

µmolm−2

s−1

wd Wind direction ◦

wv Wind velocity (Actual) m s−1

max.wv Wind velocity (Max) m s−1

CO2 CO2-Concentration of ambi-
ent air

ppm

B. Knowledge Graphs for benchmark datasets

In this study, we utilize knowledge graph embeddings
(KGEs), initially derived from well-defined conceptual knowl-
edge graphs and projected to higher dimensions for infusing
the dynamic nature tailored fit to individual datasets. Unlike
conventional approaches that employ temporal graphs or graph
convolution techniques to capture spatio-temporal dynamics,
our method leverages a simple and intuitive knowledge graph
for spatial features and integrates it with the novel attention-
based mechanism in the form of dynamic KGEs to identify
temporal patterns. This approach facilitates the generation of
the dynamic embeddings through the extraction of factual
relationships among the variables.

The construction of these embeddings incorporates insights
from various sources: physical laws and observed empirical
relationships for Weather [22] and operational principles for
ETT [18]. These underlying principles are elaborated in the
Appendix, where we describe the specific relational frame-
works used. For illustrative purposes, the intuitive knowledge
graph for the Weather dataset is presented in Fig. 4. This struc-
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TABLE III
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF MODELS WITH AND WITHOUT KNOWLEDGE GRAPH EMBEDDINGS (TRANSFORMER, INFORMER AND AUTOFORMER)

Dataset Horizon

Transformer
(With KGE)

Transformer
(Original)

Informer
(With KGE)

Informer
(Original)

Autoformer
(With KGE)

Autoformer
(Original)

MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE

Weather

96 0.264 0.337 0.400 0.450 0.198 0.275 0.316 0.367 0.261 0.323 0.289 0.357
192 0.310 0.368 0.364 0.437 0.254 0.317 0.467 0.471 0.288 0.335 0.312 0.364
336 0.360 0.395 0.448 0.495 0.299 0.348 0.788 0.644 0.320 0.353 0.349 0.387
720 0.434 0.458 0.555 0.547 0.353 0.399 1.301 0.860 0.371 0.387 0.393 0.412

ETTm1

96 0.863 0.681 0.831 0.680 0.733 0.615 0.839 0.674 0.453 0.460 0.664 0.539
192 0.888 0.698 0.982 0.773 0.806 0.682 0.903 0.734 0.467 0.462 0.682 0.547
336 0.974 0.715 1.079 0.846 0.947 0.756 1.220 0.877 0.631 0.533 0.686 0.565
720 1.030 0.769 0.975 0.750 1.461 0.949 1.031 0.762 0.636 0.539 0.759 0.597

ETTm2

96 1.116 0.839 0.515 0.568 1.136 0.862 1.056 0.844 0.277 0.349 0.269 0.343
192 1.346 0.911 0.764 0.697 1.394 0.940 1.309 0.908 0.307 0.363 0.302 0.364
336 1.573 1.040 1.117 0.858 1.640 1.055 1.661 1.086 0.346 0.388 0.332 0.380
720 1.690 1.089 1.968 1.172 2.164 1.248 2.265 1.243 0.421 0.424 0.414 0.428

ETTh1

96 1.233 0.867 1.123 0.848 1.255 0.900 1.188 0.860 0.599 0.532 0.649 0.542
192 1.307 0.913 1.172 0.858 1.276 0.907 1.157 0.822 0.675 0.560 0.582 0.519
336 1.253 0.892 1.270 0.912 1.345 0.938 1.218 0.856 0.691 0.588 0.550 0.519
720 1.378 0.948 1.375 0.966 1.154 0.843 1.191 0.857 0.707 0.598 0.557 0.537

ETTh2

96 1.823 1.143 2.153 1.268 2.224 1.273 1.882 1.099 0.378 0.425 0.373 0.421
192 2.128 1.238 2.745 1.444 2.027 1.214 2.537 1.323 0.404 0.439 0.411 0.451
336 4.942 1.945 2.620 1.408 3.121 1.524 2.804 1.438 0.364 0.421 0.385 0.442
720 3.508 1.627 2.661 1.345 3.924 1.712 3.054 1.492 0.435 0.467 0.449 0.478

tured presentation clearly outlines the foundational knowledge
graphs integral to developing KGE.

Fig. 4. Knowledge Graph for Weather dataset; variable relationships are
derived from theoretical laws and established empirical studies

C. Experimental Setup

We experiment with four popular architectures: Autoformer,
Informer, PatchTST and Vanilla Transformer. Each of these
architectures is distinguished by unique features, such as the
decomposition blocks in Autoformer, ProbSparse attention

by Informer, channel-independent patching by PatchTST and
the canonical multi-head attention mechanism in Transformer.
We replicate benchmark results for all the architectures and
then incorporate our proposed KGE integration. For a precise
comparison, we train all the models with the same experi-
mental setup, viz. with a lookback window (L) of 336 and
across four horizons H ∈ {96, 192, 336, 720}. We maintain
the consistency in configurations for finetuning of the original
replication and the proposed ones. More details on the base-
line configuration setup of each model are provided in the
Appendix. We evaluate these architectures on Mean Square
Error (MSE) and Mean Absolute Error (MAE).

D. Results and Comparison
Table III presents the findings of a comprehensive compar-

ative analysis between original model architectures and their
enhanced iterations across varying horizon lengths. Within
this multivariate framework, our methodology consistently sur-
passes benchmark results, particularly evident in the Weather
dataset. Quantitatively, our proposed integration of knowledge
graph embedding with Informer yields notable improvements,
with a remarkable 54.5% average reduction in Mean Squared
Error (MSE) and a 39.3% decrease in Mean Absolute Er-
ror (MAE). Similarly encouraging results are observed with
Transformer (22.6% in MSE; 19.3% in MAE) and Autoformer
(7.9% in MSE; 8% in MAE). For PatchTST, we observe a
2.5% reduction in MSE and 1.2% in MAE for the Weather
dataset as illustrated in Table IV.

Upon initial examination of the ETT dataset, striking en-
hancements stand out, particularly with ETTm1 across various
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TABLE IV
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF PATCHTST WITH AND WITHOUT

KNOWLEDGE GRAPH EMBEDDINGS ON WEATHER DATASET

Horizon

PatchTST
(With KGE)

PatchTST
(Original)

MSE MAE MSE MAE
96 0.148 0.199 0.152 0.200

192 0.191 0.239 0.196 0.243
336 0.241 0.280 0.248 0.283
720 0.313 0.332 0.320 0.335

models with notable improvements, exemplified by average re-
ductions in MSE and MAE. For instance, Autoformer demon-
strates a remarkable 21.9% decrease in MSE and an 11.4%
decrease in MAE, Transformer shows average reductions of
2.5% in MSE and 5.6% in MAE, while Informer displays an
improvement of 1% in MSE and 1.2% in MAE. Moreover,
when focusing on ETTh2, the Autoformer model exhibits an
average enhancement of 2.2% in both MSE and MAE.

It is noteworthy that these performance boosts are more
conspicuous when forecasting over longer horizons, highlight-
ing the robustness of our approach necessary for handling
extended prediction tasks within the ETT dataset. Conversely,
sub-optimal results emerge when considering the impact of
knowledge graph embeddings, particularly evident in ETTm2
and smaller datasets like ETTh1 and ETTh2. Here, we observe
a muted influence; for instance, We observe a negligible
improvement in the integration of KGE with PatchTST for
ETT datasets. This could be potentially attributable to the
simplicity of the knowledge graph structure in ETT and thus
could lead to a redundant increment in model parameters by
the introduction of KGEs.

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, we propose an intuitive knowledge graph
embeddings (KGE) approach for enhancing the state-of-the-
art (SOTA) architectures for the multivariate Long Sequence
Timeseries Forecasting (LSTF) problem. These KGEs are
learnable and dynamic as they are updated during the training
of transformer-based architectures. These embeddings are de-
rived from the adjacency matrix of the conceptual knowledge
graph after they undergo a series of matrix transformations.
Furthermore, they are fused with positional embeddings and
other embeddings to train transformer-based architectures ef-
fectively.

While purely dynamic graphs and their applications in time-
series forecasting have been extensively explored, integration
of learnable knowledge graph embeddings in transformers
through initial knowledge graphs remains underutilized. This
paper demonstrates that a knowledge graph curated solely
from conceptual relationships among variables can generate
dynamic knowledge graph embeddings from time series data,
delivering competitive results compared to benchmark mod-
els. Given the suboptimal performance of dynamic graph
approaches for spatio-temporal LSTF compared to SOTA
transformer variants. The initial basis for a knowledge graph

is meticulously derived through a comprehensive analysis of
potential conceptual relations among variables within the do-
main. We validate the performance of this integration through
experimentation across various datasets with varying predic-
tion lengths. After a comprehensive evaluation, it is evident
that the dynamic KGE enhancement proved beneficial in
understanding the inherent interdependencies among variables
for LSTF.

While KGEs have demonstrated success, particularly on
extensive datasets characterized by intuitive variable relation-
ships, our proposed approach does present certain limitations
that necessitate attention. The construction of a knowledge
graph is inherently subjective and domain-specific. Thus, it is
pertinent to recognize that this approach necessitates a thor-
ough analysis of variables to establish relations. In such cases,
KGE based on purely dynamic graph approaches may offer
insights into variable relationships and could be a possible
scope of research. However, it is crucial to emphasize that
the primary objective of this study is to explore the potential
of well-defined knowledge graphs for conceptual relations in
variables that form the initial basis for dynamic KGEs. Nev-
ertheless, for smaller datasets marked by significant temporal
variations, the integration of KGE proves less advantageous.
This study highlights that the introduction of KGEs has a clear
scope of application wherever established relationships among
variables exist.
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