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Abstract: Granger causality is one of the definitions of temporal causality between variables, and inferring
Granger causality is an important task in time series analysis. Traditional methods use regression models
for this task. Since the inference accuracies of these methods depend largely on whether or not we select
an appropriate regression model for each time series data. However, it is not easy because such selection
of regression models requires a deep understanding of the data analysis. This paper proposes a supervised
learning framework that utilizes a classifier instead of regression models. Our proposed method employs
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 Granger causality. In addition, we confirmed that such difference of feature vectors
enables our method to achieve higher inference accuracy than the existing methods.
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Granger causality # [F{%E3 472012, BAFTHETIE—
iz, Nz PvBECEE (VAR) E7 02— b€
T (GAM) % EDMIFETIVDRHVLNL, INbHD
FHTIE, YV ORROMEICHET 2 FHIRRED, Y O#ME
DDA HNTFEE LZERETLVTHELNL D DL
D, [X,Y]T o#EOMEE W CHEE LR E TV T
GNBLDDIE) BAHBEITNEWEEIL, X 25 Y D
Granger causality ’$ % (X —Y) LiET L. ZOK
WCHWAEIFET VAT =7 IZHEELTWA % 5L, IEL
< Granger causality * [FJZ 35 2 LA T& 275, WAL
HWEAEIE, ELCRAZETE 2w, L L, s DRRY)
F—=ZIx L CGEY 2 ARE TV E RIS 5121k, 7—%
FEATICEE T 2R VEMHIRSE R SN D720, T— ¥ I35
ATAHORETNERINT L Z LI RICES TR0,
L722%5 T, BURETIVOTRFERZEIZHED W T Granger
causality  [F%E 9 A MAFHETIE, EL L ZOHE - FHn
RHEET AT LTI L.

AW OB WL, 7— & AT I T 2RV E MR =
ZR L& 9 7%, Granger causality Ot T4 % fES
THIETHADL., ZDDIC, KX TlE, Hilid 538
1225 < Granger causality €D 7 L — 27— 7 2§25
T 4. BARMIZIE, Granger causality & [FH%E ¥ 4 ME%,
X =Y, X <Y, £7/21% No Causation 33 3MED 7 7
A 5NV (causal label) % il & OEERFIIZE] Y 24T 5 4355k
e LT, iid. 77— 7% (independent and identically
distributed ; § %&b b, MALFESAA S~ T Shiz7—
y) wrg e LRRHGRmOGE, Hilid ) 78 IHED(F
HIETTIIW O RESINTBY, 20N EERY
ZESVRBEE 2R LT\ B (3], [10], [17], [18]. BERET —
yaRRE L7-id ) 5H 12350 { Granger causality
DHEE % FEBLY 5728, KL TIE Granger causality O
B - O LRI LT 080 5 5N s
MV a2 ZREERAZRET 5. JORHBERII,
Granger causality DEF — Y OMEOMETEEMNIT2Y
DFRFDMEICHET 250 E 0L, [X,Y]T O#EOfE
THEEMTZY ORRDMEICEAT LGNS0t EZ S
LE, 2DODFEMMEGHHFRL L5, X 13Y OFK
THbH — IZHEDVTBY, INLDOEMAESAB O
BEICHED VTN MLVERTSDTH L. 5AEOH
AR T 272012, =2V E T, 4 D5
%, BAe VL N2 (RKHS) &SN 5 B2
FoRELTERL, IN50HOMOHEE (maximum
mean discrepancy (MMD) [9]) & L T4 i O BEaE % &7
H795%.

FERRA LT, $EE TS, MIFE TV E T Granger
causality # [F€ 3 2 AT, BXUY, 5HICEONT
Lid. 77— 7 2 S RRMR = #E 3 2 BRI, &
WEERBELERT A LE2RT. T, REFLOFRM
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BRSO, $RFE L EBILY, Granger causality
DFM - FRPERLR LRI T — 125 L, 558 7% 55
WAR7 PV ERRT I EAERINITIRT. E512, SEEN
SH T — % 55 Granger causality ZHiE T 472012, %
FEEZED L) IIET TRV THERT 5.
RETFHEOERWN T A 74 7Lk [6] 128V Tk 7:
7%, Granger causality DFME - JFADENIZ X AN 2
MIVOFERZIRTERIE 1 HEONLT — % &2 7ok R
LAREINTELT, FLLEBRERYT—5 25 e L
ToEBRIEE T — ¥ EBRDO A TERRREROELE L Z LroT.
KL TR, FTEREROGBEELZSD L2012, FlD
FETERLAZALT— 7128w T Granger causality
DFM - FEDFEN L DA PVOERPHERTE
el ERIRL. T, RELLSERIROAMMEE A
TTF—=2&ZAWERICIDMEELZ. 2612, #Hiid Y
FRIHED R TFLEOMENM 2 FFR L, 71—
TFEOHEREEL FEICOWTOFHRT 5.

K LOWEBRIIUTOEBY THL., PO 2FEIZT,
Granger causality DEFIZDOW RS, fiid 3ETIL,
REFLICELT, YA70OME 3.14H), HFg=fiis
BT 2 )X TOTA 747 - BLOZDOEMKIN 285k
(3.2 %), ZERBRRIINOIIR (3.3 i), DIHIZHERS.
RIZAFEIIBWT, #hlid 0B I2ED BT o KRR
FHEIZOWT, ZOMELRNL, £ LT HETIE, BT
T E OHBEBROFERIZOWTIRRS ., REID, 652
T, ARiwLOfiam e BmR5.

2. Granger causality

ECMHENTWS L9112, ZHMICHBERERT S %2005
Lo THREMBEYS D LIRS v, L L, BEHIC
KEREAGRD D 2 3G, MHBARAGRDEE T 5 [23].

e AT 9 B 28 B0 0 TR BIARIZ,  J5L IRl ASHE RS IRg T Y
AT T 2 8A L, A—ORHTER SN L ERMIZE
EREROBBRYH L2650 2 00% 2 H5ith. Granger
causality 1%, BIEDOWGEI L o THE U5 O R
EMMT B 720ICRESNTMETH 5.

Granger causality Tl&, Z8 X O@EDHEIEKY D
FRoMEZ TS 5DIHEATHNL, (Granger causality
DEKRT) X IY OFEETHL EART. N, kO
EIITEREIND ©

E# 1 (Granger causality [8]) E#H B, T4bb
W BMEREERORI {(X,,Y,)} teN) 2%z 5, 72
2L, X, BIUOY, 3x, Y EilEhThERINL LT

2 TR OEE M IKET S Z LT, Granger causality
DA - FFDHERAKAFE T ORIC—ETHSL L KEL T
Wh. JEEE GHERERORYIMORREGREZZ 2 256, KR
FIR O AHER & & D IZEAL T 2R 2 BT 2 LEVH 5
ZEnn, MEOHKILD0, EREEOEEET]EL T
Granger causality [3EFHE SN 5.
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5. 22T, Sx, Sy #ENENMEREH (X, , Xy},
(Y1, Y} OB E 5.
ok i,

P(Yi11Sx, Sy) # P(Yiy1|Sy)

DAL B 7 51X, (Granger causality DEET) {X;} 28
{V;} DEHTH % L EFH L,

P(Yi41|Sx, Sy) = P(Yi+1/Sy) (1)

AL T 5 7% 51X, (Granger causality DEKT) {X;} &
{V,} DIEHTHRWEEFRT 5.

ST &0 P(Yii1|Sx, Sy), P(Yii1|Sy) 25SE—0%
I 572002, BEFFEE (1], [8], [19], [28] TlE, &t
7 &M E[Y,1|Sx, Sy], E[Yii1|Sy] 255 L W& h
, WMEMIRERE IR D W CHI T 5. 24U (1) 28
AT B hErT T ALY, 2P EDGHETH
L. 72l zAE, BEETF 8] 2BV TIE, TS D5MAFE
WIFFEIE (VAR ET VR WTE SN, THIRREICHED
WCHEMEIE % EH L, Granger causality ZRIE T 5.

A EMIREE ETH, CNSOTETE, 79 %
ILHEPT 2@ R ERmET NPV EER L, LML, £
DL BEIFET N ZEIRT 2 DIEEBICEIESH %2 LT
Fzv. CORBEISE L, KT, Hiid ) 78Ik
D77 T —F 2 FT 52
3. REFE
3.1 ZRAUEE

FeFETFTlE, Granger causality % [F%E 9 4 [HE % il
HYFEOMEE LT, BARMIZIE, KEREMRBEA
Thb &) RERVT—5 F#T—2%) &HwThHEesE
e HE L, BoN2HEEE VT, Granger causality @
B - ISR TH B &) R T—5 (7 AT —
Z) \ZoWT, ZOAM - HEHET 5, b ) 587
DOREZE L.

A, T — & 5, N X7 O 2L R 7—5 S, ..
SN LR END LT D, 2R LENRERORERE S
X, BSAERT, TREND, HREH{(X],Y]), -,
(X7,,Y7)} Gefl,--- N} OBlITHEETS. 22
T, i~ OKERY ST 1213, causal label LIFIEID T X)L
Ve {+1,-1,0} EI B ToNTBY, Zhid Granger
causality DFIE - 1A, $74bb X7 - YI, XT —YI,
L <& No Causation # (35D TH 5 (7272L, XI, YI
i, e XI = (X{,- , X5.), YI = (Y, Y]) &
£7).

v() &, KRV ST & H— DR~ 7 M VIZEIRT 55
Bedsh, METFHETE, T3 {(w(9), V)L, 2H0T,
SHEBREFETL. ThHE, 2EBERT—5 S (7 A
k57— %) 75 Granger causality % €3 4 MEIX, %
B L72mEaR 2 TR Z BV p(S) I XLz E D)
MCHHEE L T]METE S,

33WTHIBT S LI, COLIHEOY AL, %
LR RH T — 7 1 L CH IR RETH 5.

3.2 NEEHRDEE

FWERFNZ causal label % &Y T2 AR A HEET 2
7o, FERHv() 22T 5. DT TIE, SRR
T — & % B EIE O Granger causality DA HE - AN X - T
TR DA MVITAHRT 2 R L TR S,
3.2.1 EXEHESEt

ARF L TIE, Granger causality DHEMRT, 728 21E, X
DY OERTY 1 X DK TIE R WIS, causal label %
X =Y ERT. $hbbERLIZEDNT, 3MHD causal
label 2R & 9 1233

P(X,1|Sx,Sy) = P(Xi41]S
X v (Xt+1]9x, Sy) (Xe41]Sx) @)
P(Yi1]Sx,Sy)  # P(Yiy1|Sy)
P(X,11|Sx, S P(X,11]S
Xy (Xt+1]Sx,Sy)  # P(Xi41]Sx) 3)
P(Y;41|8x,8y) = P(Yi41]Sy)

P(Xi11|Sx,8y) = P(X¢41|5x)
P(Yi11]Sx,8y) = P(Yiq1]Sy)
(4)

X (2), 3), (4) 1DV TERSRYIIC causal label % &l
)BT H7zIE, ST E 5D FH— G2 % Ml %
VEDD B, - E5Minsm—nEr 2 HET 5720
2, REFETE, WREFLVOMRDYIZ, & — 2L
VD, A=A IVEE LR, 5% RKHS &35 5
BB OLE LTEST B TH L. ZOBBRIE, I
Rz — A (e 2 EFT Ty h—3) #Hni
BRI, WEHNCR D, bbb, Bk b 54 F—0 I
B SN EHR RN ENFHON TS [27]. L7vso
T, A=AV FEEHCIUE, K (2), 3), 4) X85
S S DA OS%ER - REXPERTERE 2O FIT,
= AP OENX - AEXE L TR ZENTES.

A= A VRIS X SR & A P(X41|Sx, Sy),
P(Xt41]8x), P(Ye41]Sx, Sy ), P(Yes1|Sy) 2%, €L

BXyi1]Sx,Syr HXo41]Sy € Hx, Ky, 41]Sx,Sy BLU Ky, 1|Sy

No Causation if {

*2 Granger causality |ZEE2CHEAH (e, 228 X, YV 038
JEH & Uy < TEBINOZE) 258 256 e R EL 52 L
BHIHNTWAS, ZD7%, Granger causality (2T 2 BT
% (1], [5], 8], [19], [28] &Ik, FRFETEIIEAIHMEIDAL
LW EZEL TN,
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¥ ZIT, P(X441|Sx, Sy) # P(Xe41|Sx) 2 P(Yi41|Sx, Sy)
# P(Yi41|Sy) TH A4, T74bE (Granger causality D
WT) XY OFKNT, »2Y b X ORKNTHLLELYEZ
TWRWA, ZOLX) %y —AFS 52T NV EBINT U
TX5.
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€EHy CEBENDETH, 22T, Hy, Hy BFNER
RKHS Ths. 2ok x, KX (2), (3), 4) ELTNL)
ICEXMWZ LN TEL.

= MX;14]Sx (5)

# My, 1|Sy

. HXii1|Sx,S
X oy if {TXenlsesy
Ky 1]Sx,Sy

7 X, 41]Sx

Xy if {“XHlWXﬁY (6)

Ky, 1|Sx,Sy = Uy, 1|Sy

HXi411Sx,Sy = MXiq1|Sx

No Causation if { (7)

HY,11|Sx,Sy = Ky, 1|Sy

K (5), (6), (7) 1222V T causal label #EI D M TS 720
(213, RKHS 1 2 miAled) ¢t @ L TEHELWAEL (R
Wy, W Z UE, 2 SR O — AviEo o
3227 4128 T maximum mean discrepancy (MMD)
EIFIEN TN EHDTHD [9—HHH ¢t Zl L TEBHIC
BRoTVDLNEPEHR L & 23T X v,

JRZEFTlE, Granger causality ZHEE T 5 720 D44
#rz, MMD (220 (R v(-) VT, LT 5.
MMD % fwvitld, &M EoAMOEHIEDTO X912
EFRTE5[9).

T2 (REMFEHSHBO MMD)  ky, ky 2Z 12
nNxX, Yy roh—xvk L, Hy, Hy ZZTNENH — 1)
kx, ky \2X > TEHFKENS RKHS £ 45, 2 DOREHS
A P(X¢41|Sx, Sy), P(X11|Sx) BIOH#EEE, MMD % H
W3 E, RKHS o2 & KXy |Sx,8y s BXopn|Sx € Hx il
DREEE LTRO L) IZEHRKENS.

MMD%(HA = ||lu’Xt+1|SXst - p‘Xz+1\SxH$-tX (8)

REIZ LT, MMDY, | b, 25 iy, 55,8y 0 Myiay Sy € Hy
BoOHgE: L TEHRSINS.

MMD OH#EEIZIE, 7% %) F {HHTE 2@ 7240
JEET VOIS , LA E0MORERBOHE b AE
Thb. ZOFIZBWT, MMD i&, Kolmogorov-Smirnov
BER A RNy 2 TATT—=F A N=V A [16]
LB THL., LvH)Db, HiExE AV TEEMN S
AR OB E S T AL, ) R E TV & EIR
FTELULENHY, BELEAVLIEER, S E5A0%
BEHABOHEEPLEE R, TNET—7 O ¥ TIVEDN
AT RBAIEH LW TH 5.

3.2.2 BEOHATANTTCEEMRIONLHHDOH—%
LI

A (8) © MMD % H#E ¥ %121, K%l t LLat o8 2o
B O T XTTEREMNT SN0 H KT 2 7 — OV
¥ HXy11]Sx,Sy > HXiy1|Sx 2HET HLEDND L. FiRO
A2FIZBWTHHRRDL D, 7 — 2NV FEHiE—fklc, 5
BT 2 0MIZBT AMFHEDOTE TER SN, nx,,, 55,5y
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ix, 1 |sx PYiE, TNENEMT & 040 P(X11]Sx, Sy),
P(X:41]Sx) CHET 2 HFHEL LT,

HX1|Sx,Sy = EXt+1|SX,Sy [(PX (Xt-‘rl)] (9)

HXiq1)Sx = EXt,+1|SX [(I)X (Xt+1)} (10)

EEFEIND., TIT, Ox(Xip1) = kx(Xegr,-) 1, 71—
PV kx 12X > TEFSING, FFHEHE L IMIEN S5
T, 12eRIEHTT T I —=F )N kx(x,2') = exp (—||x—
2|?) (v > 01385 A=) ORphy, G Ox(2) =
exp(—y2?)[1,\/27/1 2, \/(27)2/2! 22, |7 £S5,

K (9), X (10) AS5HN B LS, B —F VT
HX,11]Sx,Sy s HX,1]Sx EHET S 72012, #EE O
DI RTTHRIAIT SN M &5 M P(X41]Sx, Sy),
P(Xe41|Sx) 2B % Ox(Xip1) OUIFE % HEE T 2 4
BhH D, ZODITREFETIE, BEAFFE Kernel
Kalman Filter based on a Conditional Embedding Oper-
ator (KKF-CEO) [30] & H\»%. KKF-CEO TIZ, JEfIE
B2 m b FRONRETE D L9, REZEMETF VLT
NABBHEDERET N % 7 — 3 VEOEREIZIED W TR
L7z TV E VT, RKHS EOWMRER &x (X)) DIE
EFHIL, ZOFIEICESNT X, OiEETlT 5.

SRR Al ECHRARED, 2L 211k~
ZETNVE VLA, 1 RRE OB TR TSN
il P(Xyyq]a) BT B IR E EXf,+1|acf, [Xi11] (e
T 2R BH, XHA2ICbHB LT, REEMH
EFVEHAVIR, BEOBM Sx = {21, 2} OF
NTCERMEMNT SN0 P(Xoq1|Sx) \CBES 2 Bl
Ex, 15 [ Xim1] ZHEETE 2. L72H>C, KKF-CEO %
AT, REZEMETVIZEIVWT &x(Xigq) OHEEZ T
WL, X (10) TERSNE D —RIVFY, Thbb
X, 5x = Bx,sx [@x (Xeg1)] ZHEETE 574,

3.2.3 H—%I)FH, MMD O#TE

322 THTIL, BEfFF KKF-CEO 2 & » Tl £ o #iil
TRTCTERUIAT 7254 D J1 — 2OV R 2 g T & %
IZOWTIRR7-, KETIE, TNHDH — 3 IV EHOHiE
WAED L) BRI TREND DIZONTIERS,

%D A2 FIZBWTHIBRDAS, B — 2V FIE %
2, G HBICHET 2 EAM SO THE S 1D [20].
UG S BATD T =3IV px, 85,8y » HXoi|Sx
DA LB TR, KKF-CEO % fiviud, Bk oy 12
B4 2EANEAOETROL ) ICHEESNS ©

t—1
fxoalsx.sy = 2 wr Ox(as) (1)
T=2

g — FOVSE R HEE T BB B IREEZE I E TV 121, RKHS
L ORERERD IR EVIREDR DD, 2 DIRED L
VL BWIGE, HEERICEDRRENA TADPEL S0 EELET
LI LA BROMETH L.
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/lXtJrl\SX :wa(bx(l‘-,-) (12)
T=2
T, wXY = [w§<Y7...7w§<_¥]T, wX = [wgf’...’

w7 (> 3) EEBEEZ EL2EANY PLTH 5.
K (11), (12) 2K (8) IfRAT T, MMD%, i, K
DEHIHETE 2.

t—1 t—1
2
MMDYy, , =YY (X w}Y +wXw)
T=271/=2
— 20XV W) kx (27, 270) (13)

PP Tid, KKF-CEO # w723 (11), X (12) o7 —
OV OEI I DOWT F DR A TR R 5 |
K (12) DH— XV FHEHDHTE .

S [30] 126 2 & 912, KKF-CEO Tl kR msg) 1
B 2507 — 3V FH %, #@EORLNCET 25400
71— A IVEHAY, conditional embedding operator & I
NBIEHFEIC L - TEBIN b0 L LTET. FELLIE
8k A2 FTIRARD Y, & — AV PH DS GMi 2 RKHS
L1 HIZERT LB THSHDIZxF L, conditional em-
bedding operator ¥ RKHS Lo 1% jlloo RKHS 1o fiil
BT 55DTH5%.

X (12) D P(Xyq1|Sx) 12T 75— 2V pux, s«
DHsfr, KKF-CEO Tl3, P(Xy|Sx) \ZHT 25— F
¥ px,1sx #*, conditional embedding operator Cy, ,|x,

Wl oTESREINIZbDELT,

HXip1]1Sx = CXt+1\thu‘Xt\SX

EFT. TR [30] ISR RENT WA &) 12, BHRSRYI Sx
Z WX, conditional embedding operator Cx, ., |x, &
A= RN x5 1 ROL)IHEETE S,

Cxponix, = ME + (t = 2)AL_o) YT
t

Aixsy = ) br®x(r)
T=2

2T, A TIEA = [Px(xe), -, Px(1-1)], T =
[@x (1), , Px(z1—2)] TH Y, 175 K 137 7 1475
T Kij = kx(zi,2j), NZIEDI/INT A =% [, 5 &
(t—2) x (t—2) DHRMATFITH 5. F72, b ITFEHKME
EBEANY NVT, ZOHETHEIOWTIE, SCHK [30]
WZH D720, KX TEEHETL., IR, D
X (12) DA — FIVEHIIRD L 5 I2FE 5.

t
fix, 1155 = AK + (¢ = 2)AL2)'YT Y b x ()
T=2

= AwX

:Z_:wféx(xT) (12)
T=2
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K (11) DA —FIVFHOHETE :

w22, X (11) 1R L7:, P(Xi41|Sx,Sy) DA — %V
SEHIZOWTIRR D,

DL &AL, P(X1]Sx) EER Y, Sy, Sy
WS TwD. fF8kA2.2 IHTHRIKT %75,
VSN S AT D B — FOVERE, S F ST B
fEIZ L > CTHEET ABDEANRY NVOEDZEDL D Z DT
MONTWD [20]. 207w, & (12) DEA wX LITEL
Lt wXY 2w TET.

WRETETE, TTFIOEANY ML wXY 251HT 5
7280, [FREGAT P(X 41, Yig1|Sx, Sy) DA — 4 VPR O
ERAEET S, A3/ TRN2 X912, FEEE
DA — R IVFE, I — I kxy DEFRT 5 IEHEE
Oy ® Oy ICHT L EAFXHIDOET,

t—1

BXer Ve |Sxasy = 9w Bx(2-) ® Dy (yr)

T=2
ELTHEESND, 22T, EANRNZ ML wXY OEIFE
B =2V kxy & & b1 KKF-CEO %l WwillEFfkIc L <
RHTED.

[ 0§ 0 A P(Xyo1,Yie1|Sx, Sy) &, SMBA & 54
P(Xi41|Sx, Sy) \&, Wb 54 & ST A A% Sy,
Sy CRILTHD., 2o, EBANZ ML wXY 2 Huh
&, ST &5 P(Xy1|Sx, Sy) D5 — 2 VF#E, P
TOXHICHETE .

t—1
X, 15x.8y = D Wi Ox () (11)
T=2

3.2.4 BHERR

Granger causality lEED 72O D3 HEE LT B 720
12, EFETIE, X (13) THEETE S MMD OX7 d,
— [MMDy,,,, MMDy, |7 VTR b LR T35,

MMD DR 7 % Wi, causal label O Y7 2 25112
)L, TR L LD BEHANY PVERLNL LIfFT
&5, 2, KX (5), (6), () 25015 L9IZ, causal
label 12> T, MMD 3BT Z7% 2 P EPH R B 720T
HbH., EBRICIHEROT =552 TursoitEszs v
HDOTMMD PBICE T 5 2 83 h0nh, [ 119K
4 X 912 causal label |2 & o T+ 7% 5 MMD OXRTH
s s EMFES L, FEBE, 522TITRT 91, AT
T =% % A\ 72EER T, causal label ®3E\ 22 X % MMD
DRT DERIFER T E 72,

X (5), (6), () IFBEAtIZLSTHITHIERS,
DL 7% MMD OXRT OFEFZIIH t LS THET 5.
DY BEREZEHT L7720, REFETIIEEL ¢ 12
M9 5 MMD OXT d, #[Hn5b. F0720I12, ESTO
KRH 7 — % S = {(z1,11), - . (@r,yr)} £ 0, BSW
W < T) OEFEERT {(xe—w-1),Ye—w-1))> - » (1,
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=X > Y=

[
[
_________ !
No Causation=a

e ——
—— -

1
1
1
e
T
h<
1
1

1 causal label O %% 2 RG22 513, 15058755 MMD OXRT g S s (K513,
18 % OWAHI A S HEE SN2 MMD OXRTEELTWA)

Fig. 1 Different MMD pairs are estimated from time series with different causal labels

(Each dot represents the MMD pair estimated from each time series).

y)} t=W,.-- T) *HEL, Ihxfwiz*d, fHEe
LT, MMD OX7 DRH {dy,--- ,dr} ZH7-

W%l ¢ %38 L C MMD 25E 212 7% o TW A DED %2 HE
FTH720, 25D MMD OX7 ORMEREAWT 1D
DAY PV RS, MMD OXT ORG&h% FDF
FHELTLIODBEMANZ MLET LI EIURETH D
D, FTDI)IHART PVEED D ENRT M IVDORIGH
AT —W +1) &%), BET ORRDERINIK L TK
TCEDSRG DAY PV RS ZTLEIRICR S,

Z 2T, MEFETIIRCBEIWERIOE S T ITIKAF L
WL ) RN VRS2, MMD OXT DRG]
DED AN T B — A NP EE 2, ZOHEwm &k
DWTHHARY PVEEITHET 5%, 2072012, kx, ky
CWXRLD, A —ANEkp FEATL. 4, DLEOD
W% Dy £ L, MMD OX7 {dw,--- ,dr} °H %
G55 Q(Dy) \ZHEIHF Y TN TH L LT B, 554 Q(Dy) D
H— AP VEHOHEEE, D LEOA =N kp DEHT D
GG Op(dy) = kp(dy,-) EHWTET Z & TIHEER
HERD L 5 IZEFKT 5.

IO EIEVESE R Wb Z & T, KKF-CEO % v
TEAXRT PEFET B0 ER (RVORS TIZHL,
RERIEHE R O(T?) [30]) 2/ ELTHIENTES.

RSSO VWT v(S) = (dw + -+ dr) /(T — W +1) &
LTd, REEDSHERFNOES T ITKAF LR WEHAY bk
Bons, LoaL, TOXHITFHOAEE L - EHEETT
(&, MMD DT DR5)H 2 252 50, DXL LiF
BT MVERTET A, SRGIDHED G4, TIIEE L wps
To b X RLR B L9 s, F—OEOFHANZ P VI
5. LL, =2V EE WL, $TIClRRAzE 91z, B
B0 FA—OMIZIZEZ L Wiz, 20 &) REEIZELD
Z\,
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T

v(S) = T—;W—i—l t;y ®p(de) (14)

—2 —2
where dy = [MMDy, ,MMDy,  ]"

X (14) 1I2BWT, BHER op () 27HHT 572012, BE
17 Random Fourier Features (RFF) [22] # T, 4§
WEGE, T-AVEBISST A7) RIS
VT LT v T AR R ORI AR PV e LR
WL7z. EEBRTIE, ZORBOMmEm=100<%tL, %
BERF S X AR MV u(S) & m RILRZ bLk
LCEBLA, 22T, SO RELm 2RV TEREY L
TH, RECHERBENIM T2 Ehho7.

3.3 ZEHEFRIINDIK

iR, ’ELLT 70 —F % n BEEERY] (n>3) 12
WIRS 5 7200w OV TlR 5.

3.3.1 3 EHERIIDIGE

3 BRGNS T 5 £ B, S & Granger
causality [7] IZEDOWTEGET L7, Shud, w31 L faD,
SRR L CE I C & 5 X 9 7% Granger causality
DERTDH 5.

EFE 1 ITHED VT, 3EKESRYA S Granger causality
EHET DL, RoHREELZEDPMOENTVS., 72
& z21E, (Granger causality DR T) £ X, Y M
KRR %, BI3IDERZ DX, Y Q@K T

TR (14) 1I8BVT, 1/(T—-W+1) 1, HEEEEHELZODOER
OEZHN T L. —RICHA DS EHES > T v 7 Lz T
EHOTH =PV EHEET LB, BAOMEMFE Db &
AHS TS [20].
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boLyE, XY OBERTHL, H5VIEY 08X DJE
WThrb, LlffE L) ePMbNTNE, il
Z OB LY, P(Yi1]|Sx,Sy) # P(Yiy1|Sy) & L <
l P(Xps1|Sx, Sy) £ P(Xeia|Sx) DB 5 2 & 255 %
O ThDH. T, BB X, Y I Granger causality 1
BV, ZEZEXDBY ICHLTZ 2AhLTEEELS
255 (e, X -2, Z—-Y) b, ZOREIILY,
P(Yip1|Sx, Sy) # P(Yips|Sy) AT 5 2 243 5 72
W, [FFOBEHET, X 225 Y |2 Granger causality 7% %
LEHEEL ) A MO NT WS,

TR Z DB EET 570, ) & Granger causal-
ity Tld, Z FCERSNDMERER {21, , 2} DE
WS, TERUEMTTION2 00N ESAEEZ,
P(Yis1|Sx, Sy, Sz) # P(Yis|Sy, Sy) BB+ 5 7% 512,
ZHGZoN/beTXRY ORERTHLEL, 29T
RUINEZHG20N72ETXIRY OFETREWVEE
#£75.

RZEFTIE, ZOEMM & Granger causality 122D\
T causal label ¥ AT 52 2% 2 4. 728 21, A (2)
L AREIZ, causal label X — Y %,

) P(X¢41|8x,Sy,Sz) = P(X4+1/Sx,57)
X —=Yif
P(Y11118x, Sy, 8z)  # P(Yi41|Sy, Sz)

LR, THIRD L) IZEES.

X oYV if {MXt+1|SX»SY7SZ = HUX41]Sx,5z

KYii11]Sx,Sy,Sz 7é KYii1|Sy,Sz

Z 2T, HX18x,5v,870 HX41|Sx,S70 IYii1|Sx,Sy,Sz
Y, 1|8y ,Sz &, &8 & 5 A P(X.4|Sx, Sy, Sz),
P(X111|Sx, S2), P(Yis1|Sx, Sy, Sz), P(Yisa|Sy, Sy) I
W LH—FRIVEETH 5.

QEBOMIILERATH b & ) BRI FES S — A
XIS B 728, px, | 19x,Sy S50 HXei1|Sx,Sz [ MMD
ThHa mitmz, BED vy 15x,8v,820 Pvii|Sy,52
o MMD T 5 NMNDy,, |, & H8EEIINR 5 = &
FEED. Thbb, BEEER(14) E, 4 AUTOL
T B L TIHET 58

WS) = PILED (15)

—2 —2
where d; = [MMDy,,,,MMDy, .

2 2 T
NHVH:)XtﬂIZ7 MMDYt+1|Z]

8 d, = [MMDy,,, 7, MMDy, ;T & LTb 2 ZHOMIZksE
BT 2 7 — AVTHIET & 5 L £ 2 HNHH, 4
1 & 5345 DB BIBUS A1 2 B RS 2 SRR REL <,
CRES = FVFEHIIOWTLRALETH LI LN, & (15) O
L9102, KT B EROBAS 5 SO MMD 1212 %
ﬂ:ﬁf, dt %%&)’Cwé

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

3.3.2 nZEHRRINDHESE (n > 3)

3 (15) 1R L 72 3 BB RFN A3 2 Fefi i 2 310
LT, E5IZMMD % d; 2R 52 ET, n ZBHRERY
(n>3) ST 2HBERBICIRT 22 L I3TETDH
5. LoL, nBROYE, FEBOARTII LTIl
%)) BEROMEETORIIIRHBRE ST 5720, nZ
BOrOLbT— 72 T HET A LT &b THE
Lwv, 29 L72El»S, RETFLETIE, nZBDOLEIC
BT, K (15) FERIE HW.

REFHETIE, n 28D ) 6 25 %EATTES ,Co il
D DEFONRTIH L, KL AT B Granger causality
D - Jin%z, X (15) OFEEHZ W THEET 5.

LF, nZBDO)bOHLEHORTEZ X, Y L L, X
Y BORREREZHEET 2 HEIIOWTiHRRE, £7, &
B3O8 (X,Y,Z,) xve{l,--,n—2 DFNFNIZ
DWTEZ, 2O 3IEHUITET LR T— 7 005, K (15)
THWTREANZ PVEERET L. RIS, FELOH
wEHWT, M4 DA77 bV IZHED T causal label
(X =Y, X <Y, and No Causation) OE ) YK THEXR%
FHET L. wmRIC, EHD B THERDOER D &\ causal label
FERINCEI ) M TAHZ LT, RNEEREHEET .

4. BIEMR

iid. 7= 2o RREBREHECT 2MELHAH Y 7
HOMBEE L TR Y A7 30D TIiThb -0, 4
Guyon 512 & o THf & 7z Chalearn [10] &EIHEN S 2
VRTFA4 AV THE, ZDAYNRT L arTlE, Fh
TNOBNED, P, i, T ba¥—7% Ekkke fi
AEe b LI ERB e RE L TSR L, T
b= FI2B VTR D &V T causal label %] 1) 24T
LUEREEETCEZMENER CHD L L.

ZoarR7 a4 va P, WABEROERISHAT T
FEERHA LRI LFEPW oM RES N 209
5, R LRI DNR VDAY Randomized Causation
Coefficient (RCC) [17] TH A. ZiUL, —ETH: & [,
HRBERDOHANS & o THoRL 25587 MV EBRL 7
OIZH = A NVPEE BT ETH S, L L RCC
3, WETFHELIIELLDMOIFE IG5 T2DICEREN
Twa, BRMIZIE, RCC 37— AV FHE T, Hl
A L S E A OER e RN PV E LTS, 2
X, independence of cause and mechanism (ICM) [12]
ENHEND, WRERO I I 2 =2F 1 IZBVWTRES N
WD S, RERRO FIIC L T2 D054 OEHRD
REbLHMOENTWEOTHL., TNIH LIREFET
X, =2 NVTFEEFNT, BEOE TR 725004
SOMEOHEBEZFE L, JHIEDOWTERA~RZ Ve
55, ZTHUTTTIZIR7- & 912, Granger causality DF
#E - HFIIZE > T, TNEDOEM &SmO A S
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KRG DLT2DTHA.

RCC DII12, SEKO iid. 77— F 10 L TR
BAEZFI LT D2C 7T X4 (3] R, FE L0
e MO CHNEGhOL 7Y =7 b EFREHRNT LT
% Neural Causation Coefficient (NCC) [18] & 5.

5. EE&

5.1 EERIWTE

RETH: (LIBE, Supervised Inference of Granger Causal-
ity (SIGC) LI5) OMAE%, iid. 77— % & ) #lilid b 58
2 & o TR EHEE T 2 BAF T RCC(17]*°, VAR
E7), GAM, & — VA% H v C Granger causal-
ity % [ 9 % BEAFF i GCyar [8]"1Y, GCqan [1]77,
GCxpr 19", BIUHIGETVTIE % <, HEMEK
DHETIZFED W THREAR Z HEE T 5 transfer entropy
TE [25]"12 &, ML 7.

RETEICBVTL, SHEGELTIYFLTH VAL
EHW/AS, Z 2T L7+ LANRRALZDR, b
BFHED12THS RCC A, SVM x w7680 7
YF LT F VA NEROIE DR ) DYEBRIYIC RV EE
WEZERLTWALOTHAH (17). <7 MV e HE
T57200, I—2 VB kx, ky, BLDFkp &ELTHY
ST U —FINEH, FOH—F 8T A — &1 median
heuristic EIMHEN B L (b2 —) AT 1 v 7 A
Lo TENL [24]. METHEONNT A=W, BIUH
HFFEDIRT A=51F, il 5 ANLT— 5 ERIZBWT,
BEFEFRBOWEIEONLMEICHE L. TOME,
REFEOW X, W=12 &4 o7,

5.2 2ZBHEFRIEHVZER
5.2.1 N{EFROFEH

2 R R T — % & VT, Granger causality % HE5E
T O5EE R FE Lz, BFEOHKS ) 8 13D
CFE B, (7], (18] &Kk, ANL7F— 5 %8 - E£57—%
FEBREDIL, NLTF—F 2 THhBz¥8E L. oh
&, WERERVEANTH S L) RFETF—7 L wv) DRI
AWz TH 5.

7 —r & LT, BESD T =42 O 2 LR 7 —
¥ % 15,000 X7 HE L7z, BARRIZIE, RO X9 ISHIEZR
W RH T — %, ML BRI T — & & HE L 7o*14+15,
o MIEHERY]  LLTO VAR EF VL) H > 7L Lz

*9° https://github.com/lopezpaz/causation_learning_theory

http://people.tuebingen.mpg.de/jpeters/
onlineCodeTimino.zip
https://github.com/danielemarinazzo/
KernelGrangerCausality

*12 https://github.com/Healthcast/TransEnt

3.22C, AT LA MOARDEIE, {100,200,500,1000,
2000} & U ZERFELEZ LD W TH 2 72

*10

*11
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(16)

ZZTC, rlkr=1,---,P (Pe{1,2,3}) THY

Ex,, Ey, 3EEIERDAA N(0,1) 264> 7)) 7

L7e/ A RTHD. TP X Y ORERE %155

B, RBATYI %

ar 0.0

¢ dr ‘|
L7, 22T, ap, do dREOA U1 KDY
YTV UTL, e ide, €{-1,1} & L7z FERIS, 7
NS X — Y, No Causation DR RH| %1572,

o JEMUZIERY ¢ ERCE [AARIC VAR £ T VZHEDWWT
w7 EA N g(2) = 1/(1 + exp(—x)). * W
TH TV 7Lz 72821, 9P X Y O
BRI E 1R, Y, 28 {[g(Xo—r), Vi | T 124K
L, Xy P {X; 0, ORIITFT 5 &9 BT,
FrS) LT

5.2.2 ANILF—4%=FER

ROLINWZLTERLFEET A T4, FEHER

FANTF—5EHWT, FFIERET- 7.

o ML T A LT =% 1300 X7 OMILEE RGN E K (16)
IZEOSWTHER L, S2TINNVX Y, X -7,
No Causation % H 3 AR5 O % Z i 100
L, WS BHHPDNRT A=Y DFER, T —
yERRLBETEBE L (eg, /A4 AD5HEIL
p€{0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0} &£ LTHz72).

o JEIER T A N T —% 1300 RT DI R & T
NV X —-Y, X —>Y, and No Causation *H3 5
BRFIOBA 100 &b L) ICERK L. 22T, I
NS X — Y OIERIZIRERFNERATHR L 72

A, =

Xy =02X,_1+ 0.9Ext (17)
Y; = —0.5+ exp(—(Xi—1 + X¢—2)?)
+0.7cos(Y2,) + 0.3Ey, (18)

ZIT, /A RXEK Ex,, By, \3EEIEE 5 N(0,1)
Mo TS L FEICLTINUN X « V
DR RFN &R L7z, T X2 No Causation DRFF
FE, 3K (18) DIRHEEECE A Ml § 5 Z L THEL 7.

OGRS RY, JERIERSREIE B2, 0, SER LIRS LI
EBALZA T 572, SUE, FHOKNDRIZHED W THEER %
WL, T — 2 2 R VB ETFE L AR IR E1T ) 720
DILELTH 5. FEEE, PO KRR TE RCC[17] T, Ak
DEHACIELA 7 STV 5.

15 BT, 2MEOET VLG 7)) v Lzl T — 412
£ o TEW test accuracy 23 5N T V525, [TEOT A b7 —
7 CTENWET DEREEIE 2\, L72dS> T, FER RIS EHEO €
TNENH T T LA T - 2 VA Z LT L,
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1.0 : : : : 1.0
R o P S
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Y [y
£0.6| £0.6 |
3 S
< h
0.4/ %;;;jjig ;;; | 804t
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0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 0
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Time Series Length

100 150 200 250
Time Series Length

2 TAMNT—FICBITAMEEEE (£ . WELETANT =%, A . ERELTANT—4).
RETHE RCCICEHLTIE, BT —7 %AW TITo72 20 MOFEERIZBIT 5,
BB OFHMHE, B & OBHERFAM (7 —/N—) ZRLTWw5

Fig. 2 Test accuracies (left: linear test data; right: nonlinear test data). Means and

standard deviations (error bars) are shown for our method and RCC based on

20 runs with different training data.

WERT AT =%, ERELT AN T =5 ZHVT,
RETFEOMREZ TR KL, K212, KT
HERELZRT., 22T, "EFEL RCCICEHL T
T LICER LT -7 2w TWwhizd, Bieb
AT — & % F\ T 20 MIFEEREZ AT o 7280, P¥y LR
R (=7 —/"—) Z/RLTW5,

COFERDP S, BeE T IV & VT Granger causality %
FEd A GFTH: (GCyar, GCaan, GCxprr) &, [
JFET VDT =129 £ EETH0EDIT L o THEEHE
FENLED DL e nsh. 72 21, VAR EFVEHW
FHEGCyar &, WEART AN T =7 TIE) TLHETE
TWBY, LR T A DT = O%t, FEFKL %o
Twa, T, LT AN TF—7 2 HOERIZBWL
T, GCkpr 3 GCoan LV BEPKRL ZoTnD, 2
L, #—F VAR ZE4T) 720121E, BERVOE EHVNE
FTEL720TH 5. RIS, BEBBOHZEEITH 72901
EERVORE SDE W20, TE OFEE LR > Twab,

L, EFETIIHELZTANT—¥, FEHE
BT AT =Y EBIBWEERBE L ZERTETWE I L
Worrh. FOBMEHIE, RELFHERIIS L LE X
Sih. Zhiud, FBICHELZIET— 2 2 Hi-BAE
DD Y FE D  WEHERR T RCC L DA S
b mA.

B B IS causal label (2o U T4 7 2 55E~ 7
MVERT L 2WHRT L0, LTO X ) GEFERE%
fTotz. MO, MR T AN F—% ZH\T, MMD
DORT {d} FC AP TLLELTHHLLA. §TIk
N7zE A, TS MMD ORTIIE 4 DFERFN 6§
LA P VEERIETABICHOONL L DTH D, #
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FEE 3 DLHIZRY, 4D MMD IZHRDT— 5+
PIUPLHEE LD DO THREICERICR A Lidhwnd
DD, FENIZT53E7% 5 L9 7 MMD OXRT 55T W»
bWy hotz, FEOEREEE LT AN T =4 % H
WTHT-2 72825, 40X HI2hY), FEICEMERE
DA ZIRIET BAERPE LN,

causal label |2 & » CTH447% 5 MMD OXRT 21551
HD7% 61X, JIEET—% ZfibT & b causal label T E D)
MTLIENRTEDLEREZLNS., EE, -4 %
i3, WbIZHERE 7% L5E DI T causal label 7 777
b, ROXHI BT 70— F4%2E252LbTE5. 7,
MMD®N7®%ﬂ%ﬁwT,Mﬁf;ﬂ®¥wﬁ€ﬂﬁ
G, NINDy,,, OFHAEODPEHEHWT 5720,
PSR EEZIT). $4L, ZZTHLNZ200 pflE
LATOORME CHEARE) 2 HvIuUE, SRR,
causal label (X — Y, X « Y, F721% No Causation) %
HNDMTHLIENTXDL,

LoL, 29 L#z L7yl L7 7u—FiE, £
OMERED ISR AR T4 2 LA, FEERIICHER S
7o, S50, OAMUREPRL 22 L) ML EATY,
ZOREIIREFETLELD L, 2L 2EIEHEOT A b
7T—=% GRIIET =250) %78, ZOHEERE L
0.810 &£ 72 0, REFHEOHEEIEE 0.966 2 Tllo72. 2
NoOERIZ, DHHEEZFE T 52 L T causal label %
BT H7ZOOPWEBERIEONDL LI %, Hlid)FED
77— FORREEREL TV,

5.2.3 ET7—2EE

ETF— Y 2O TRETFEOWREEZFML. 22T

EBOEEMEEED L7720, UWTD L) % 2fEO T A +
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No Causation “

3 IV X Y (ETF), XY (AF), and No Causation () 23EI) 4T5HN7z,
H 7 A DT — F O 4 ORERFI L ) #3272, MMD OXT 2T A A 7T L4

Fig. 3 Histogram of MMDs used to compute the feature vector for each time series in
nonlinear test data with X — Y (bottom left), X «— Y (bottom right), and No

Causation (top).

No Causation

4 TNV X =Y (ET), XY (£iF), and No Causation (£) 2EH Y TSNz,
W% T A b7 — 5 hofil £ OIRSREI L D #3272, MMD OXTIZET 28R M7 T 4

Fig. 4 Histogram of MMDs used to compute the feature vector for each time series in

linear test data with X — Y (bottom left), X «— Y (bottom right), and No

Causation (top).

TF—Fty b HEL::

e FE1DOTAMFT—¥ 1y ML, BEOREHERIEEMD
T =8 RED T — ¥ RX— A Cause-Effect Pairs[11]
Ly ra— KL%, 5 XTOBRTFT—5057%
%. 72& 213, River Runoff 13 F¥FEKE X &I
NG E Y (ST 5 2B BRI T -7 TH ), HO
HRERIE X Y ThHbEENTWS [11)].

e HE2DT AT =4ty ML, L5 X7 OERYO
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ENEND LTRSS ETHELK., 20
7201z, BESRHIZSEIL, BS T =200 OF5H R
xR E L7,
T — % & LCiE, ANL7F—%%E8E F 572 CRRICL
THELEZANLT—% % Hwi.
RLIZENEFNOT ATty bxHWIBOER
WERART. 22T, #£1 Fl2BWwT, RCC DfR%24
B L7z, Zhid, RCC P EZL LT — % ZHwTiro
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ZITV, XIEFERENIEE
BIXOE207 AT =2 128 AIERE

(F D REFHL RCC IS LTI, EA2I017— % 2T 20 {7 - 72 FEERIZB
%, HEEREOFIME L EERHEEE R L T15)

Table 1

Causal relationships inferred from the first test dataset (top; vand X denote

correct and incorrect results, respectively) and test accuracies for the sec-

ond test dataset (bottom; Means and standard deviations are shown for our
method and RCC based on 20 runs).

SIGC GCvar GCgam GCxkEr TE
River Runoff
v v 4 X v
(T = 432)
Temperature
v X v v X
(T = 16382)
Radiation
v v v v v
(T = 8401)
Internet
v v X X v
(T = 498)
Sun Spots
v X X X v
(T = 1632)
SIGC RCC GCyar GCganm GCgkpr TE
River Runoff 0.958 0.399
0.684 0.406 0.155 0.485
(T = 200) (0.058)  (0.193)
Temperature 0.961 0.432
0.950 0.848 0.234 0.492
(T = 200) (0.011)  (0.242)
Radiation 0.987 0.515
0.156 0.0 0.782 0.394
(T = 200) (0.053)  (0.345)
Internet 1.0 0.478
0.157 0.387 0.261 0.498
(T = 200) (0.0) (0.222)
Sun Spots 1.0 0.435
0.908 0.704 0.076 0.522
(T = 200) (0.0) (0.182)

K5 N0 X =Y (), XY () »PEo4LTo5N, E2DT7 ATty b

Dl & DFERERFN T — 5 X D137,

MMD OXTIZET A NI T 4

Fig. 5 Histogram of MMDs used to compute the feature vector for each time series in

the second test dataset with X — Y (left) and X < Y (right).

7220 MOFEBRIZBWT, KHTTE o7 Rx LHEEHR
DLz THH, oL, RETHZ 20 B
FEERZ BT, DRICHECHE#H Rz MLz, 1256
GmA LN, RETFEL, BRVIOES TIZLHT, i
DT L) m ek 2 2 L 7.

P BIAT causal label 125 U T35 7 2 Fi~ o
MVERTZEEZMRT D70, 3, BXUM 4 &R
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DIREERR 21T o 72.

BRI, L2207 AN F—5 £y Mg E
N5 2EHRRYT— 2 IZE LT, 4 DRRyI» 557
MMD OX7 {d;} # e A 7T 4L LTHHILL, 20
RER 5 IR LA, 22T, M5 A, HOKRRERER
X —Y T River Runoff, Temperature, Radiation
EOBRRRY T — 5 IS AR TH Y, K5 L1, B
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® 2 3LEBATESRYT— 8 2 0 BEOHERHIE (RETH:E RCC LTI, Rxb
AT — & 2 T 10 [T - 72581 %, HEEREZOPE L AREFEAMZ /R LT

Ww5,)

Table 2 Test accuracies for trivariate synthetic time series data. Means and standard

deviations are shown for our method and RCC based on 10 runs with different

training data.

BEBT = F B LHEETFE | 2 88T -y e R e Lcse T | iid. 77— 7 2R e LoeE Tk
SIGC:.;, GCyvar GCgkgr | SIGC,; GCgam TE RCC
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Table 3 Macro and micro-averaged F scores. Means and standard deviations are shown
for our methods and RCC based on 10 runs.
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Fig. A-1 Graphical model for first-order Markov model.
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REBEMETVNDO T T T 4 HVET IV (RGO TE LB
%%, ABOTEMIERNE %)
Fig. A-2 Graphical model for a state-space model (Gray nodes

are observed variables while white ones are hidden

variables).
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Fig. A-3 By using kernel mean embedding p, distribution

P(X) is mapped to a point in RKHS Hx, i.e., ux.
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oY 4
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Fig. A-4 By using conditional embedding operator Cx|y,
point in Hy (denoted as Py (y)) is mapped to the
point ux |y in Hx.
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