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A Supervised Learning Approach to Causal Inference in Time Series
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Abstract: Causal inference in time series is an important task in time series analysis. Traditional methods
use regression models for this task. Since their inference accuracies depend largely on whether the model can
be well fitted to the data, it requires us to select an appropriate regression model. However, this is not easy
because such selection of regression models requires a deep understanding of the data. This paper proposes a
supervised learning framework that utilizes a classifier instead of regression models. We introduce a feature
representation that utilizes the distance between the conditional distributions given past variable values. We
experimentally show that the feature representation gives sufficiently different feature vectors for time series
with different causal relationships, which leads our method to achieve high inference accuracy.
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ErERLEZILERYT. £z, REFEOEUMEZRT
721z, IRELUZFEHMERID, Granger causality DA
I - AP R DRERHNT — XU, TR DR
7 MVEET I ZERMNRT. 512, 2R
7 — X J» 5 Granger causality 2 #E T 572012, REF
FEa DL ITHRT T IV OVWTHERT 5.

2. Granger causality

Granger causality 1%, Z# X OBEOENERY OF

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2018-MPS-118 No.24
Vol.2018-BIO-54 No.24
2018/6/15

kofizFlTr0caHTHNE, X XY OFEKTH
LLEHRTLHEDTHS. ZhiE, MOLIITEHEING:

E# 1 (Granger causality[5]) EWiEE, T4hbb
EHBMERIMORI (X, V) (t€N) 2ERB, 77
U, Xy RO, 3 &, Y EitxzhFThEsEINd LT 5.
ZZ7T, Sx, Sy 2N ENMEREL (X1, -, Xe}, {Y1,
L Y OB 5.

Granger causality I,
P(Yiy1]Sx, Sy) # P(Yi41|Sy)

BESIT B8 518, (X} 25 {V:) ORFTH S LiEHL,
P(Yi41]Sx,Sy) = P(Yi41|Sy) (1)

DAL B 51, {X,} R {Y,) OBRTARVEEET S
EDTH 5.

2 DDEMASE DA P(Yii1|Sx, Sy )s P(Yiy1|Sy ) H3F—
THENEDP RS 72012, BAEFE (1, [5], [13], [18]
TI&, 2 DDA E]FHE E[Yi41]Sx, Sy], E[Yis1|Sy]
PELWHIEDZ, MEHHMRBIRE I DN TR 5 (2
NER (1) BT 20 G2 HET 2 L0, X2 0IZES
HIETHB). BIAE, BHEFE B 2BV TE, Ihs
DL EWFHEIX (VAR ET LV EHVTRES N, ZTOF
PRI E DO W THREMEIREZ B LU, Granger causality
ZFEET 5.

SN ESHIMRHMEEZ RTE, ZhoDTETIE, T—XIZ
DFEL T4y T4 VT TES LD MR ERE TN
Teid, LrLl, TOLIRAENRETIVEERT 500X
FEEIZIIEG R e Tk, ZoMEII L, ART,
FFETIVOMRDOIZ, HHEEREHWE, Hizh7 To—
FERET 5.

3. REFE

3.1 DEDYIRIEE

AT — 2 DY, N R7D2EBGRYFT—X S, |
SN oK END LT 5. ELENTNORRS] S
%, BEIWERT, TREIND, HEREK {(X],Y), -,
(X7, Y{)} (G e{l, -, N}) OBl chd s $5. 22
T, 2 DRSS9 1 %, causal label & FEIXIL 5 T X)L
Ve {+1, -1, 0} v 4YTonTEY, THIXKEBF
XI5 Y, X7« YI, LI No Causation KT H
DTHB (EEL, X, Vi, Thfh X/ = (X7, .-,
X7.), Y7 = (Y], - Y] ) BET).

v(-) &, WERS ST & B — DR M VIZZE#S 5
Beds. REFIETE, £3{(w(9),0)}H, 2HWT,
NEREFET L. $5L, 2EH/RINT—X S'(TA
k57— &) 25 Granger causality 2 #E 9 2 REIZ, ¥#H
U723 Bde % O TRBINR 2 ML v(S) 12T V% & D Y
TAMEE LT]METE 5.



BHRLEF SRR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

HE33TMIZITHRBTEEOZ, TOXIERNEDORAY
I, 2R T —XICH UTHRET A2 Z L A[gET
H5.
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X, )sx € Hx FOHEE LTIRO LS ITE&RSI NS,

2 —
MMDXt+1 = |tuXt+1|SX,SY - p‘Xz+1\Sx|$-lx (8)

ﬁKbT,MMD%H%,Zﬁunm&ﬁwﬂnﬂwyeHY
MO L L TEHIND.

HE: MMD &, HREFLVEHND Z L, £EH
JERR DML T SR LICHEET 5 2 A TE 5. 2O
BWT, MMD i&, Kolmogorov-Smirnov #RE & [3] ¥ 7
WY 54T 5—=TAN=Y VA [10] &b BT
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3.2.2 FHEKRR

Granger causality #E D= D HH 2 R T 5720
Iz, BEFHECIE, R (11) THEETES MMD DRT 4,
— [MMDy,,,, MMDy,, |7 & FWTHEAR 2 bl 2135,

MMD D7 %AW, causal label D H7z 5 KR4I
MU, +0RZRELDBREARI MUBRELNE EHGT
5. Zhid, R(B), 6), (1) H5bH%ESIT, causal
label 12> T, MMD 2025 DENDREL L7280 T
H5. EBRIZIZARDOT =XV > 9o 0HiER® AW
50T MMD AEEZIZERIZR 5 Z 23w, M 1ITR
9 & 51T causal label IZ#&> T EL S MMD OR7T A
WEINDLHHEIHh, ZTOZLIFHE412ZIIEVWTE
BREIZHERE L 7=,

REFHETIX, MMD ORTIZET 2RO MEE 71— %
NEMIZE > TEBHRTEI LT, BRI MV E2ELZE
FEZD. kx, ky IZR BB - IVEKE, 2EAL
T, HEERHZRO LS IZEHZLT-.

u(S) = T_;WH t;V B (dy) (12)

_—2 —2
where d; = [MMDXt+17MMDYt+1}T

ZZT, ®p(dy) = kpldy,-) 3R EGTHS. KX (12) 12
BWT, ZOREEG op() 2FET 572012, BIFEFE
Random Fourier Features (RFF) [15] W T, FHHGH
Z, A—AVBEBICNT 27—V T EBmE Yy T) v
U7 v X LR E R DMBIRoE R 27 hL e LTERLL
7o, FERTIE, RO m %2 m =100 & U, &RRAZ
WY BRERT MVE mIRGEN 2 bV E L TEM L 72, *L

3.3 ZEHERIINDILEK
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RS 2D DFHIERIZDOVWTHRRS,

3.3.1 3EHBRINDHE
3EBIFRINI T 2 R EREI, &Mt E Granger

causality [4] IZFEDWTEKE L7z, T1id, EFE1 &£

B0, ZEBRRRINZH U THEHHTE 5 X 5 7% Granger

causality DEHKTH 5.

EFELITHEHEDOWT, 3EHBIRYIN S Granger causality
EHET DL, HoMEREEL I SONT WS, Hi
ZIWE, Z2BX, Y BICHREBEEIELS, B3 0LEK Z N
X, Y OEORINTH 256, X VY OFENTHD,
HZ0VEY P X ORKNTH S, LIRHEELES ZEHPHIS
nNTVws. Znl, ZogBIZLY, P(Yi1|Sx,Sy) #
P(Yi11]Sy) ® U <& P(Xi41|Sx, Sy) # P(Xi41|Sx) B
RSB e HB-HDTHS.

B 7 DB nERT B0, FMFE Granger causal-
ity Tl&, Z ECERBINDIMWREL (241, -, Z1} D
BH S, THREDIToON20D5KMNEDHEEE X,
P(Y141|8x, Sy, Sz) # P(Yiy1|Sy, Sz) DAL T 57 51F,
ZW5Z26nb2TX XY DFRREATHEZEL, £5T
RIINE ZBEZ6NZEETX XY OFRRTRWET
5HLDTH5.

REFIETHE, ZORMAN Z Granger causality 125D
W causal label ZEHAT B2 & 2F R 5. iz, R (2)
EFIFRIZ, causal label X — Y %,

. ) P(X11|Sx, Sy, 87z) = P(X¢41|Sx,57)
X —=Yif
P(Yi41|Sx, 8y, 8z)  # P(Yi41[Sy, 57)

EABRTILENTE, Zhi

X Y if {NXHle,Sy,Sz = HX¢41]Sx,Sz

HY;11|Sx,Sy,Sz 7& HY, 1 1|Sy,Sz

EMETEHIENTEDL. KLU, px,,,|9x.Sy.925
HX1118x,Sz>  HYi1lSx,Sy,Sz0  HYiy1|Sy,Sz i, &M
N & 5 4 P(Xen|Sx, Sy, Sz),  P(Xip1|Sx,S7),
P(Y:i41Sx,Sy,Sz), P(Yi41|Sy,Sz) X4 5 71 — %
W TH B.

22T UILABRINTH 2 & 5 BREBDVGEHET S LD
BT = ZZIE T B 72D, fix, 1 18x,Sy .Sz HX,i1|Sx,Sy
M0 MMD T % % MMDy,,, 1z %O fiyi,, 155,555
1y, 115y.5, 110 MMD Tib % NMNDy, |, % ik 55
WIMABZEE2EZSL. Tikhbb, FfERE (12) %, d,
ERDESIZT 5L THIERT 5.

2 2 2 2
d; = [MMDy, ,MMDy, ,MMDy, 7, MMDy, 7

3.3.2 n EHEFRIDIHZE (n > 3)
n BRIRERININ LU TlE, EioRBERE % AV
BAR7 PVEFR L. RETIERTIE, TNThOLEED
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R7 X, Y OEORREFRELLTD 3 DDORT v FIzED
WTHETS. F—12, ZHO3IOM (X, Y, Z,) %v e
{1, -, n=2}) DENTNIZRHLTEZR, TNhH320
BEOBPNZEDNTREANR Y MVERET 5. BT,
FERUAEEZAVT, f% OREANZ FLIZEDIWT
causal label (X — Y, X < Y, and No Causation) D#| D
WMTHERZEIRET S, BT, o8 0 Y THERDR
H WK D 7 causal label ZRRFNZE OB TEHZ & T,
REFEREHET 5.

4. =HBR

4.1 2ZHIFRIIEAVWEZER
4.1.1 DEHOEFH

2 BREERS T — X % F\WT, Granger causality % #ExE
TEH-OONMHEEEEE U, BEORMD b FH kD
T (2], [11], 12] LFAKKIZ, ALF—XEB - £F—%
FEEHIZ, ALTFT—XZ2HVWTHESBZ2FE L. Zh
%, RREGRVPBEHTHE LI RET—X WD DITIER
WA WO TH 5.

AT —2 & LT, REINT =42 O 2 EHIERIT—
K% 15,000 X7 HBE L. BEMNIZIE, RO LS IHIE
RERHT — &, R RERI T — X 2 HE L.

o FEHERS: LFD VAR ET NV L DYV TN LUT-.

X 1 & X, Ex,
e B ] o

t

TR X = Y ORI 2R DB, REUT5]%

A:{QT 0.0}

¢ dr

el 22T, ar, d; E—8AMU-1,1) KDYV
TVVIU, ¢ ide, € {—1,1} & L7 HERIZ, J
~OUH X Y, No Causation DRFRH %1577,

o JEMUEIERS: LFL LRI VAR ETIVIZEDOWT,
TS A BB g(2) = 1/(1 + exp(—x)). ZHW
Ty I U

4.1.2 AIT—49%EHR

RDESIZUTERUMIERT A ST =&, T

ANT =R EHANT, REFE (LI, Supervised Inference
of Granger Causality (SIGC) & IFE.X) OMERE % FAM L 7=

o MBI T A T —&: 300 RT DFRERRSZE K (13)
WCEOWTER L, 2ZTIRNVX Y, X Y,
No Causation %63 5RRINOEE TN ZH 100 &
U, WS 6DDNRTA=RDFE, AT —X i
BB TERLE (eg., /1 ADZHEUE p € {0.5,
1.0, 1.5, 2.0} £ LTH R 7).

o JEMIEART A N T—X: 300 RT DIEMILR R % T
NV X -V, X =Y, and No Causation %7453 5l
RPN 100 & 725 &S I2EK L. 22T, IR

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2018-MPS-118 No.24
Vol.2018-BIO-54 No.24
2018/6/15

VIR X — Y OIEKERERINZIRATER L .

X, =0.2X, 1 +0.9Ex, (14)
Yy = —0.5 + exp(—(Xi-1 + X;-2)°)
+0.7cos(Y;2,) + 0.3Ey, (15)

T, JAAXEH Ex,, Ey, $EHETERN G5 Y
YTV T U ERRMIZUT I RN X « Y OFFFR
HaEER LU, TUD No Causation DFFZRFIZEY
UCiE, 2 (15) ORHKBEBUEZ HH T 52 L THE
U7-.

X 212, ETFIE - WIRFEEAWTE SN HEEREE 2
AT, ZOFEEN S, [HIFEETIVEMAWT Granger causal-
ity % [[E 9 2 BEFE T (GCyag, GCgan, and GCxpR)
i, BRETIVNT—RIZIEL T4 v T4 I TED
PEPZE > THEEENEDLEZ Wb b, FlZIE,
VAR 5NV EHAWFE GCyag &, MERT AT —
ATIED FLHETETNWED, FBERTANT—XD
5E, WEMEL RoTWa, Zhizl, IREFETIR
MERT AN T =&, FRERT AT =X EBITEmNHE
EHEZZRTETWDEI Wb s. TOHEIL, X
U7-HiERBICES. D223, FERICHRL 2
T—XEHAWBEFORM D 0 FEHIZED K REHmTIE
RCC L DR S b b,

R RIS causal label 1206 U T2 E i B EHHA~R 2
PLERLULTWS Z L 2HRT 5720, FERELRT AN
T—R%EHNT, MMD OX7 {d} AL A M T LELT
ALz, BRI RZZ X502, 2S5 D MMD OR7 X
fiEl % DIFRFNT KT BIFEAR T MV EFETHBIZHAWS
NZEHLOTHS. FBRIIM3I DL STk, EIIZTHSE
B LD MMD DRTPR/BLENTVWSZ LhbhoT:.
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B2 72ANF—RICBYAHERE (B 0T AN F— &, A
R T A b7 — %)

4.2 ZEHIFRINZRAWER
4.21 ETFT—YER

5 3.3 MTHBAZRHERI 2 W2 R EF 1L SIGC,,
OMREZFTMM U7z, 41 B TOERE AR, ATLF—X
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No Causation

B3 7"V X Y (EF), X+ Y (fAF), and No Causation
() 2380 4T SNzl # DRFERINTKT U TRBARZ ML
B5DIZHAWZ, MMD ORTIZETZ2 AN T A

K1 X142787 A4 F—=K%EHVZED macro ¥ F1 ff, micro

EY F1fE
SIGC;,; SIGC,, RCC GCyar GCgay GCkpr TE
0.483 0.431 0.407 . - .
macro ¥4 F1 0.0) ©00r) (009 07 0.437 0351 0.430
— 0.637 0.578 0.567 ) ; o ,
micro ¥ F1 ©0) o1 (016 0567 0.513 0436 0.449

RYl~4 707 VA4T—REFAV.
o Saccharomyces cerevisiae([RE) OEAZTHBED T —
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