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Koopman Feature Kernel-based Time-frequency Causal and Delay

Inference Network for Industrial Systems

WENG Ruo-Hao"? HAO Kuang-Rong“?> CHEN Lei"? DING He"? LIU Xiao-Yan"?

Abstract Causal inference plays a crucial role in capacity analysis and output optimization in complex industrial
systems. However, existing methods struggle to effectively address highly nonlinear and time-delayed complex caus-
al relationships. To address this, a Koopman feature kernel-based time-frequency causal and delay inference net-
work is proposed for causal analysis and delay identification in complex industrial processes. This method combines
Koopman feature transformation and reproducing kernel theory to design a kernel regression layer. By preserving
temporal information, it maps data into a high-dimensional reproducing kernel Hilbert space to extract time-invari-
ant nonlinear relationships. Meanwhile, by proving the consistency of nonlinear Granger causality in both time and
frequency domains, the method integrates frequency-domain features in the time domain to extract global temporal
information and capture time-delay relationships between variables. Furthermore, a time-delay discovery network
based on a state-space model is designed to address the challenge of long time delays. Experimental results demon-
strate that this method achieves outstanding performance on three public datasets and its effectiveness has been fur-
ther validated in the practical applications of the polyester fiber esterification process.
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A 8, X T AR 7 o A ST v A AL B AR Y L
BCAAED . Bt T A ERE Dok, B k)2 B
P ) JR G AL B AR AR 7 R R P X e g
KRB AL, A 30 e A 72 4 DA RS 58 e 2R
3BT O AT RERL. PRI, Kt B ) ) DR R AR R 77 R %
S IRVE T AR R IR B ] 11 DR SR 0% 2R B LI ) S
1R 89 R ) R I R SR HE B 9k A A X i
DB MBS 6] Fp 5 Bl , 0 MR T 2R S5
PRSI 1755 B == AN R 7790,

BT AWM I7, iAok &% (Partial cor-
relation, PC)™ Sy AIHLE K IR HEEE (Fast causal
inference, FCI)® SEE 0 4 n) U@ 1 26 A4Sk 7
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S 51 &

PRSI SR g 57 PR R L BE I [8] 52 47 )@, Runge
SR U RO A O 5 I IR 2% R SRS PR B (Partial
correlation and momentary conditional independ-
ence, PCMCI)® 5 PCMCIH" ¥ i 5 s 4 37 14 56
iE, Assaad 580 NI H Sr AR KR S, X207 ke b
PR SRANTE 3 B, (ELAE 5 AR 2 1 B ol el v 4 2 A
BAB 0L USROS E, HAERRE N R T A
DR AR A (1) 7545, W0 Shimizu 2602 F2 H A 2k 1 A
RKITTE, Hyvarinen S WIHR| F 2544 A (1]
VAR (Structural vector autoregression, SVAR)
R N VS TN RN R TSIN R
BERTTVE MR 58, 1 & F W7, (EX S5 ik
ANAYLIN AR T AU, B TR0 1 77 vk i o B
SRV I PR RIS B, Zheng S5 42 H —F
SGIBVBUE R ESpi N v 3 N R RSN DE IR X
4142 >] (Non-combinatorial optimization via trace
exponential and augmented Lagrangian for struc-
ture learning, NOTEARS), [l IR 22 2] 4k &
SeARAK A R Pamfil 2509 Rl Sun 2507 45 5] A 45
He) [ YA R 2 R 22 0 24 LA SR A Ve AL AR ik
KA. RN, Kaiser <51 fUHE LR W], NOTEARS
T T YRR, JF AR H IR R R &,
&% AN RO EM @ W — AR A 51— AN
FI T GE S (I FRTHHIWT R SRS . ph 2 Y e T
KRIARL AR 2R R KRBT, W1 Nauta 552
& TR R L I () 5 AR 45 Liang 55
WUt A2 S5 22 T AL S, A% AN AR
T 5 IR E W4 25, KR T4 45
EAPNIVESVAESTE 32 dSE SRl

Tk R G5 A DR O A 3 R —
e A8 B O F B R AR 2 M DL M 7S VR AR AR A
o REFENNENE. ERTIVRGHETFOEZ
MHEAER T RGEFHER, XL F (A )58 5
AR ARLANER, JF 2 BPPAARA . #AE S5
RGME BT, SBARSAT AR EARL
PEANR A% A8 B SR . I S — 7 TRV T k%
2 PRI A] 57— 75T 2 KR 23 o A el o 5 i ik
TR, SRR E S FEARE L WA
BFEIEIR. BLAh, REBINA ITVEMHM™ R R (T
DAL T8 A G TR AR AR &), AE AL B ARGt R N JE
I S A7 R, e DL BN T Tl R 4.

BEXE Bk i B, A SCHR H — Fh T Koop-
man FEAEAZ (1 I8 55 D8] 3R 15 I 28 4 22 ) 2% (Koop-
man feature kernel-based time-frequency causal
and delay inference network, KTFCDN), % [#
REIERIHAE . Hodr, R AKIE 655

SR B AN R RS R AE S L
B Koopman FHERZIRIHE. 556, 7ER I8 L&
AT AE A 2R I 0] 3 90 ) 42 SR A5 8, AT 2 >0 A8
A ZE G R Hk, A B A IR R AN AR P
Koopman FFAERZ, # H s WS 2 v 48 FF A A K
{A%F=2 18] (Recovery kernel Hilbert space, RKHS),
FE P B I A B R I AR AR P58 2, 2 2 52T
XF AR S VRN SE PRI R R ERIRE V) B, LA
BREHIEIZMNY (Long short-term memory,
LSTM) MR EAE M 5 ML 2 0, Fe T 22 A B
R SR L A AR B (W] O PR SR G &R e Ak,
TR SE I 1) R, 50T — AN FE TR A A TR AR R g
TR AR A2 A I 5 G A g 0 g B 25 25 4 SR,
Gt g5 A H B R M AE M4 (Convolutional neural
network, CNN) FIH B4 29 5 H 38 B 27 > BN 7]
A TRINAL E, AR 2 16 HIRAS 22 A AL, 1 5 o6f
R[] i 1 P B E ()R S e

gi b, AR TR AN R

1) $2 2T Koopman RAEAZ ) i 45 K SR 5 I
ZEHEFE 2% (KTFCDN), B ERE R RS AL
9if A 2 1tk IR S 5 1) A e R O &R TR R K
PR, 51N Koopman FHEAZ LAA R U A4
(s dE AR St R AE, IR E WY R L A% =2 AN RLR
IR FAE I A ) — B T 45 S SRR AR DLAR
RIS F R4 SR RRAIE.

2) Kb g L TR 2 (AR Y (I S A A,
T I DR AR B0 2 [A] )N TR) ZE R OC &R . JE a5l N
ARAS 7 TR B DL K50 4 i 4% 1) s A 240 SR S 19 2%
Fo28 R A YT [A) SE 3R 5% 2R (1) e

3) F T KTFCDN, #id KR 5 it
(IS 4L PH B VPN P A, 72 = A TEEEE FIOIUE T
B V. K LN ] T SEBR R BR AT 4EBE AL 1R
A5 2 FL R R E S0 RN RE, IR LR T, B
FETHTRIFE E.

1 EXHEIR

1.1 BHEFFIRIRE =R ER

2R KRHES W G = (V, E) £R, V
RET R, B RERLE. BHRERIE, 28R
REFEA BRI, T 8] F7 810 2 0 e
AL T 400, ISR AT e 2 3 3.

W& T =N R TR SR, B2
ARG AETTIEAR RS- Y, AT IR T & E [
AL (Vector autoregression, VAR) IR Y &
e B FHELA (Nonlinear autoregression re-
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gression, NAR)®
re=f (331(<t)7 T xn(<t)) +e (1)

Horb, fONARAERR AL, @y <oy = (- Tag—2)s Tige-1))
FoRE i NI EAE, e FTERTTE] ¢ f 0 P T
ok O — Lk = NIRRT A T R AT AR
LAY, Marinazzo 5529 38R J5 4620 Wt 21
e RKHS w75 31328 8 1) JE 2t 22 AP R OC
%. Ren &5 N Z 3T Hilbert-Schmidt 37 14 i
MJ (Hilbert-Schmidt independence criterion,
HSIC), $#2&H HSIC-Lasso 1ENALFEATRHIEERE, 15
BIHEL MRS = AN IR IC R SR T IX LE 7 VAL X I
K HEAT AR YE B S 4E e 4, XA % 18 2 HE
LR BRI IR PR B 1] G 2R AR A, o T BN e R AR R
RIRA.

1.2 REZERRE

R AME A (State space model, SSM) 7EIT
) 7 1 AL 3 BRI H SR KPR e, 52 BRI £ 1)
KVE. SSM R T2 BAg h KRS TR T, &
PRI NS B IR B i AR R AR &R,
CNEIRY ST PN T e CIE R A TN
TR STEAR AL 4 (Recurrent neural net-
work, RNN) 43 AR 451, PRt 2 17 78 4K T3
S ShfE SSM AERRICAZ KA I B S, A %E
R AR A A HIPPO Hi R
2n+1)2k+1), n>k
nt1, n=k 2)
0, n<k

Horp, A, A3 HIPPO FERE T EE n 47, 58 & BT
. AT, Gu SR 5] N—FioE PR 2 B
W75, 1 H % R T4 7 51 B4 PR 3 ARt i
ZEMIMOIR S S 1A A (S4). BEJE, Gu 2517 4R
Mamba, 3 S4 ¥ Ik BN H (652 R e 426 i E
M5 2, 3D HR AL X K B 5 405 1) A 2 g

2 ik

Ank =

2.1 [e]EEHEL

G —ANEAKE T 2 it 5 HolE 4R
M = {X;}p_,, HH, X; 4% ot 551 i —4>
REKENT B — o & 77 8, BX; =
(xi, b, -, b)) € RT. HAR@ti— PR AL,
P U B AR 5 2 [ PR SR 5% 28 I 5 A8 2 [A] ) I (1]
IRKE, AR AHEG. EXNFRE

G=(V, E, T)%H, Tl v e VIURIMAZR, A7
e e EMRERZIMAAEKFRK R, AL
7 € T ARRAL R Z 18] I [A] ZEIR 2K 2.

2.2 ET Koopman 4FE#%BIRTS71E SR 4%

ARSCHREH —Fh T Koopman 3 F A% 19I5 45
R 2AE R KTFCDN [ K SR B 4, H LA
Tl RGEH AR I ZE R 2R E R . KTFCDN R
FI DR SRR AR 2%, RIS T o N NAR &, SR BT
FLFEAT B X 8 0o 4 N4 i BBk A7 DR SR R B, A
TR 23 55 R K AR B 2 1) B B 9% RN IR SR 5%
&, B 1 FER T H4 KTFCDN FI45.
2.2.1 MEMZFHE=ARER

IEE YN AT R PN P P Y i
FE 43 R A, DR 5 A 20 38 B 2 AR ok
[ 422 - R N 2 TR TR R o0 &R BB A H A
25 [0 2% ¥ B3 T LT RKC £ R g, AT RN X
WS B pa s 2 A B 7, e R AR Y, A
HZ=f(X),Y =g2). BN X 5kELEZ A
ARERR, AN X HI5INSHBEA R Z K5
SIS B, ST AR H P(Z | X) £ P(2).
M TEBENMENS P RER Z 2MARHZ
[ (1) Hp ) AR e, AR AL I R, AT LA 2

PY|X)=PY|2)P(Z|X) (3)

IES
P(Y |X)#P(Y | 2)P(2)=P(Y) (4

BN X Sy FFERERERR. FbA e
BHEE, ST EERmA X, E5BRTE Z (KN
REAREHBTE Y %MK, it dinr bhdd
HIMT X 5 Z KR, FEX 5y ZEBEELR,
I H AT DL I s AL g 3T B0, B SRR A 2k
P B iE IR SR 0% R BB G

S T 1 T P 20 B S 3 A7 A B AE S5 T Sk A
P, PR DL RNN 220 56 i 18] Fp 51 2 8. RNN A) K¢
D3 A5 BE 4R R Rk A b, TR 2R B85 75
N5 BEUIR A 2 IR @ ORI, DA e N\ S 2
) 98E 70 (R AR 2R 1k I ZE DR SR 56 & AR AL S8 RNN X
N [8] 77 41 1) AR 56 2R AL RE 0 A IR, M DL AR
P S R PR SR S5 Ry IR LSTM &5 #4 KX} ok
$of BT AL, HA ST A REE HE B
FE38 53805, A R T MR 5% FR I AR R .
MM LSTM A AT 3] S 1] B Ak ik
RAS X R FE DU AN A EE B, AT DA fhT 8 45 i N AR X
BEBOIR 25 7E AN R B 18] 25 R 2, AT 28 S N AR &
Z A FR DR SR B AR B3 DY AN B B B S i T
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Fig.1
RIAH I R
We = Wy, Wi, Wo, W, (5)
H, Wes Wis W We Zral =TT, AT,

BT RS TTBCEAEFE. XA NE, &EA
W — N VP2 SR A B 0 BRECR S I DTk, TR 7
it We BIZE—4EfETH5 Ly Y550, & LA 3] —
N 1xn BBIREEFE. 555 AW 2% rb i B SR R B
GCI KA

col = W er>"

2, col

(6)

Hr ||H2, col F RN HE B — ST Ly JE 4L

Hg m AN 25 (1) DR SR R P 4 ke ke, Jd sk ok R 1

BRI L 0-1 4k, s & A5 21 52 3 DR L P
Gc =[cct, -, ger]”

SIS A AE e BUAR IR

FE SR BRI (8] > F1 AR, A 58] 1 PR R OC R A7
FEI (B AE IR, T 4 X0 1 40 ) 2% S5 Sl A 3k R TR 2R 46
PSR IE PR ME. D9 SR MK — il i, AR SC 5] A B
RRAL SRR, K I P45 5 et B R 3, 4542
=R SE B S S PSR SR S 1 S S TR
B2, AT i 4o 228 IO 2 S0 i85 B [ L8 PR SR 45 440 1)
BUIAES].

FEREAT USR5 B e A A A =
WA JF A AR SRR &R D, MER R A IR

(7)
2.2.2

% i > KTFCDN %514
The th KTFCDN structure

B 25 PR AN B 1) 7 270 AR B 70 B 3 3 2 JE 4R A =2
AREK R, WZ KR RS R KL, B
.
il 1. W AT o 5y 2 HAFAE IR 2R 1A%
ARG R, W% REDUL EFAE %A, BPHE
ARG 22N R IR OC RAE I 3 5 A B B — B,
HERR. —H B A AR AR R RN A AL

&= o FRARE § 32 NAR FL
y = flz<n) +e(t) (8)

Ho e(t) BRMIIE N 05 T7 2N o MIES DA 1R
2 (8) 1R &E y W EAHKEE Ry (1)

Ry(1) = E[[f(ze,) +e®)] [f(zt,+r) +elt+ T)”(g)
Horb, r SR B AESGRECh B RS ¢, ARERER
AR AR NAR B Hp AR & o 0 B[ A & o
FRX R B Z. FERFNF, BT et) 5
e(t +7) RORTERTA E-FAS, BRI E AT R 7 A6
£ 0MEMLHEMKKR, A Ee(t)e(t+71)] =
0. R 7 =08, e(t) He(t+7) & HAMRIM,
i <]

Ele(t)e(t + 7)] = 6(7)[E(e*(t)) — E*(e(t))] = 6(7)0?
(10)
Hdr 6(r) & 7 B R %L BEAh, 78 NAR B

B, WS e(t) SRR y [FRE I 2 AL [F] 73 A5 1Y,
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U6 # E[f (e, )e(t +7)] + Elf (2, )e(t)] = 0,
LA ity 0 R BB AL

Ry() = Elf (z4,) f(x1,4-)] +0%3(r)  (11)

Wy 1 E R E LR S, (w), ATEAT fi# y
FESIE LA RE R Al ARIE RN — B B, (R Y
A DR W BT AR I RE 1 AT 9% R BOR D 2R 3 P
— X LI AR O, RIS, (w) RN

5,(0) = FIRYD) = [ {B U, 0oy 00)] +
o?5(t)}e 2™ dr = Sy (w) + o2 (12)

H, F 2R BMARRET S) (w) ARRBAG
T o AL R f(2) 5D ARG A
(12) FTLAE H, RS, 228 y BB 0 AR R
A DL AR T o AU b 20 A s ok, BIFEZR
PR A o RAER SR E B A — 3. O

TSRS AL B BURSE SR e 4 A == 2N IR SR 2 i
R B TR S (R AUECRR A, 5 B DX 24 SR I sk 1 4
JARFAE. MEH 1 RT3 4 M IT (Gated linear unit,
GLU) [AUSRFAE SR OB R e ST

fe = FFT(Zq)

GLU(xz) = c(Wga +by,) © (Wy,x + by,)

B (13)
fo=GLUW(f) = GLU(---GLU(fx)--)

ZI = IFFT(fy)

Hrb )z, RBISHTS S FOIRSME, 2] 1REI
BURHAIE S DUBE B AR AE, Wy 5 by AR T4 ML
) H A B R S e B B K RREIR S 48 0 e
& L A5 4t (Fast Fourier transform, FFT) J&, 8
T 1145 2 At B TSR UIUERRAIE, 0 B BURRAE J5 1Y
RAS AT PR AR e (Inverse FFT, IFFT)
0 J55 [ B 3k
2.2.3 Koopman $¥iE#%[E)AE

1 T R G, 2B [ o0 R B A IR R 1)
AELk i, Kk, A% iH—4 Koopman $FER% 0] 4
2, DASE SR AT T AR A% 22 AN PR SR I HR L
R R K AR MR R T, K EHE WL B S 4E
RKHS FHFEHURFE. H4 AR 4 25 0] (1 52 2= i R 4k
i) R 2 4 g v A4 3 R () B M n) . SR, 7 RS R AR
B R R BARGE, KA 2] 4 RKHS
HE, PRUE R K B E A B i, 51 Koop-
man FFEAZ. i 5] N Koopman FFAEAF e, %
PR E A I [HANR . X T—A4N3) 71 248, Koopman
FHE R BUE XN

pa(x) = e Moy (F'()) (14)
Hod ) N ARFHIEE, ¢ R 4Tz, Ft(x) RE)
NZGFHHPIRE TR R E. Koopman $FE K E &
B UE BH A % SR e Al HE T AR B4R, Koop-
man FFAF eREK T30 77 5 G5 A bR A B TR) ) 9
5y, DR AR AT = R B ¥ 8 Koopman FFAE BRAEY,
ARSCHEH —Fh A AR AR IR0 0l UAERTUR 26 AF 4R
L HIRREL f N — Koopman 4FAIE R £

T
¢A<xT>::I§g<xo>=:]€ e AT g(Fi(x)) dr (15)

Hort, [ RBEHET, T AREREFALI AN
.S, T BT A R A e ) 4 A
05 0 AT A 0 — LA\ EL 0
85 D = {(eh) Yy, yr} C (Xr, Yr), SR X7
W 4R 2 ) Yo 1 DT LA A T — A
T, T AR, 44 L F] RICHS
FH AT M € B, IO ERL R A
— T R, B

N
~ . 2 2
M = arg min > lly(Ty) = M(a(Ty)lly, + MIM3
1=0
(16)

Horr, 1 AR i AR B B AL ST R] BT
Koopman RFAIF 2R H2 1% 2 R 25011038 I 1T 4%,
IR B B o] LLd i 2 AN AN AR R A i)
B A T iE i, Bl
D
M()=Y @5 : Xy — Vi (17)
i=1
DALt 8 AN AR AR 4 5 A% B i v (1 3R e FEAE &5
B, T LR A ) — AN AR 2R AR g s [ e 2 AN AR AR
R EORI R A R P8 v 30 2 B A]
W, BRI B T AE RKHS WREAE AR, 2o N
BRI e A, Bt (18) AT AN, X /M A% R 5L
FIFER) RKHS &7 8 % R HEE A [F] ) RKHS
. T R AN AR 2T, R XA BRI AE Y
RKHS M ERA B IER RKHS I ELA, /)
H=HM@oHMo. -0 HY (18)

FEIXN RKHS b, 7] DU AR AR i 5] ANAZ R 4L
H M — A B A B A AR M) Koopman FEAER%
k- il

T T
K (z, xk):/o /0 e MY k(2 (1), (7)) x

e N (=0 qr dr’ (19)



1834 =l 3

S 51 &

XA BOE LAEZ ] 7 b, Hod A ARFE
IERNEE R R NV i S Ol R =N E R (TR (=K Py VA O
PR e T A A% B O TR R R AL B R RO Y. R
IAER B 22 3] J7 ik, Thx i 2 — A Bk e
#, A Ilkti_‘j“%’iﬂnﬁﬁ’]jiiﬁﬂé‘ﬂﬁ Ui g, B

Azj, zx) ZZe‘AT 8 x
7'=171=1
k(z;(r), ap(r)e™ 0 (20)
RETHEARER, =W 7 LHRRETFRRN

HH Koopman FHIEAZ GBI F LR FE I Ze AT K426 4
N AR VRS e )

d d
M; = ZZaKAi(zj, 2k)

7=0 k=0
Zkk = M, Z,

Hoi, M AT Z. RN 85 A% H 2
PPREAE; d AL IENEE FIRELERE; 25, 21 N
Z T EARRPIRAS 2 ZFF A% a0 )5 2 5 AL
o A5 S B F R
2.24 FFERAE SKLRH
TE 22 3o AT RS AIE 112 B B 43 3 AR Re AE 20
5 Koopman #% A1 V5 /2 15 2 RAZJE LR MERFIE ZEF
Ja, M BER 5 XER PR, R A
TEHR kA 2 B AE Z8 P B, MR E
H IR Z, 20 B s I PL], S BN SRR AR 1S
FIRFAE 28 HR, R UGE P AN A X R ML,
detE Zt bR s 2 SRR ARRE 28, B 2 b
Al e ZFF 53 S A A RE Z,. S SOE R A
W, ¥ Zt 5 Z AE R FERHE, 5 20 5 ZF fE R
HBhERE, Bzt Z AR AR RE, 27
5 Zke A g (MR, ST LRI AR RE, RS
HiE®R /1 (Self attention, SA) 5% XyFE&E /I
(Cross attention, CA) HL#IH5 2., B
/L= SA(Z,)
ZY = CA(ZL, Z])
Z.=CA(ZY, Z¥)

B Je A R Al A IR LARRAE Z, 2000 A AR 22 10 2%
(CNN) 54 ##:M % (Fully connected network,
FCN) B, BEAT T o 049 10 26453 2K bR 54 FH 0% [
VAR ERLR AR B BEAT M AL 200, R

i$ = FCN(CNN(Z,))
al (23)
=2 (@i =29 +AIGC?)

i=1

(21)

(22)

L causal

Horbr, w NARREIEIUHE, £f 9 RER I 48 i
TiAE.

ET SSM BB B IR %& I M 4%

KTFCDN [ 4iE & B 70 21 SSM SZ B, A
FH AR TS ()4 A6 (1) SR AR 8 7, 7R3 (P R ] o
IR R I ZE. & 1 IR T B AE A IR 23 I 45 44
KTFCDN A1 ] 4 6 28 — i it 248 25 16 R R i Fr N
B 2 TR P B TR B IR G 2R, A A SR P R] % At
WX 2%, REAS T R 8 ST T — AN AR B gmAid B T
PUMEI N 5 B AR B 2 A B SE 56 &R RS 2% B S i)
V) 7 1) 1) Z A 5 TR 55 DN 3 o R B 70 K IV
A RE 1), RAEET SSM Btk M Sk i) Mamba
PRI RSB g7 . M TA£ 408 SSM, Mamba
I B R AZ AL A B A2 A2 A I S
B, DA TS 28 6 K N 7 S (AR B RS 0, 15
IR 28 75 15 52 35K R S SR T T AR SR e i A Rt & TR
N ZE.

55 IR B R BB, [RDRE B AIE BH S T i [] ZE R 5%
A, NS BEAR B 2 (] ] RE IR 2% &R 5 N H
Z AR (A RE IR 56 R o2 — 8. X F—dfAN X 5
s iz, eI ER N r, BWEt -7
B2 o, SRAEEZ ZREELEN, A
P(Z; | xi—r) # P(Z;). HRARR Z, BE8 5 R 0] LA
33

P [21—r) =

2.3

Py | Z)P(Zy | 21—7) #
P, | Z)P(Z) = P(Yy)  (24)

Bl Y, 5¢— 7 B ZIN o IR A G,
BV [A) 4238 00 R S B AR B — 0. g de ik 7k
1 x 1 BRI ONN S BRI e s, @
iok G D 25 FRYAS B R O R A T I A . R A, AR ik
FRAL R R AR AR AEME— 1 & I (A IR, AL AR
Il iy N o N 4 LA i DR M) S R IR 1] 2% 5
RIOE B 12 4 N AL B () IS SE A2 i 2% DU A6 FH i O 1)
Mamba 8, 3 — 5 @B A 7 51 8dl, JFdE
FCN %t 7 45 5. W4 34K AT DL R N
Zq = Encoder(X) =W, X + b;

Z, = Decoder(Zy) = Chy = C (Aht_l + BZd)
il = FCN(Zy)

(25)
Hrf, Encoder N49mfit#s, Decoder ANfFE A, W,
F by 4 i 25 AR A B AR B, X R N B
W, he RREBE D ¢ FERA, AV B C 4l A
Mamba 57 o FRPIR 25 8 B FE R i A\ 7 1) 6 [ A
i 4 I R

H IR SE AR P — 1), FE U 2R A AL
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L 12 5 L I — IR B R 51, TR B /N AR A
BUE, BT AT 250 g A5 o Hh AR AR PR REAT F i AL
2. SR FH 6 1 DU A 0T I S R4 E AT A AL 4R
Wi R R AT R AN E PRI R, B RS OIS R
IR LR L. Ry, AR A (KBS 575 ek
i, AN A R AR b B b e NI A
FERE IR e B 2 5100 A BUR R BRI

n

Laetay = Lnise + AH (pu,) = Z ((J?z — &) -
i=1

n

A Z(softmax(wzi )In(softmax(w,, )))) (26)
i=1

Horr, oy AR RIAA, 2 I8 K I 45 i Y
TRIMEL, wa, J955 & A SE 5 3L R 2% 2 B 255 DAY
HAERE.

3 SEIMR

3.1  HuESHA

3.1.1 [E=EEEYIHIEE (VAR)

AR SIS MR LE H IR FRONZNE I B 14 e
I, wRA—NDEA 10 MERE, SR AN 3 1
G2 AR R R PIEE R AR S T7
V2, Ferp NI TE] A1) AT 10 000 AN TA) 5. 72 U
TN 8] 3B R ) S oy, 0o 1 B PR AR R 47 1
DUAAE AN 5] I [R) 28 3R I (] 2 38 30 e . AR
P BB I TREIR , R8s SR 12y VAR-10. VAR-
50, VAR-70 #1 VAR-100.

3.1.2 Lorenz-96 ¥#E5E

Lorenz-96 f5 52 & — AN 28 difr) iRl R 45, AR
PMAAELEZREREERNRIRG. p 41
Lorenz-96 #MK RN

d;ff = ‘”t”;;jt“ —ay, + F (27)
Hb, FpovmaE R, HT R RERGERE, If
HARELF R REN e = 2p1, 2o =2, L 21 =
Tpr1. Bp =10, F =10, A 1000 MEAVE A
A
3.1.3 DhREM ARG HIES (TMRI)

fMRI (Functional magnetic resonance ima-
ging) ¥ 4R HH AL 2 28 ML KN 1 S K TR
HHRE, R AT BRI T B R A e
¥ 28R AV $4E4E: Timeseries 5+ Timeser-
ies 6+ Timeseries 7 A1 Timeseries 9, it AE %

fMRI5. fMRI6. fMRI7 Fl fMRI9.
3.2 THRESEBSHSHT

XF T BRIy, AT HE O 5 > 45 21 Y
R G 5ERHEEE G R, MW
P31 R SR e . JE sk BLBH S (True positive,
TP). f&FHM: (False positive, FP). EBE (True
negative, TN) B4 (False negative, FN) & X
MIUERf B (Accuracy, Ace) fIl F1 28Ok fiE G 5
G HIFRBAEE.

TESEIH, Koopman #% [0 5 2 B FE Al 4% 2R %L
pri 2 U SRR Y APk

k(zr(7), x7(r")) = exp (- ler(7) ;W;CIT(T/)”Q

(28)
Horr, wr(r) Mar(r) 3 BN FEAR 5L 7 Al
NERIII 8] 5,y RS HL
K 2 o TR BRSNS 5y FBEE X A
RO EE R AT LU 2, 3T AN H 1
Kt de, fe i me 2L Tk B e e (1 2 2 X 18] A A .
PRI SR I A R+ 7 U, e R L 2
FHR R R G R (0 S B X TR RO, B Y0 B TP AR AR
FEAE BN X TR BE AR A K B AR A

N /C:;” o

R

i 06 ‘ — Lorenz-96
0.5 fMRI5
— fMRI6
0.4 fMRI7
fMRI9
0.3
0 200 400 600 800 1000

o

B2 AR XS R & SR R R ORI F1 703
Fig.2  F1 scores of causal discovery for different
datasets corresponding to different values of v

XF I SE A LR, 8 bR R 2 2 45 B Y
I S {5 S P A S A Y P20 P SR AT R S A H
TR A . R L AL )5 A 3 P W 1) 5
ANy — 1] B VAR AR I EAS REHEf M 17
I A S SR AR A . DRI E e T R PR R Bk
WIS SE, 3 M L AR LI SE )7 B 5 I A I
S FR) P B SR A BT B S PR AR B, D

1N (7 —7)\?
distzl—N;< 7 ) (29)
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Hr, N REAREX R S, T RIS J IE AL 3= 2505 0.001.
SE P ASE FH RIS ) B A E, 23 DB 6 6 PR ) 34 SRS
TR HE KIS, 7y 988 i X B S 150 0 B SO 4 £ oo
33 EEBESSHQE 341 ERERIWER
\ N A3 4E VARL Lorenz-96 Al fMRI =/ ¥4z
AR KTFCDN 500 FAAIREATR e g
i " ’ ; S TR BRI, SR 1 PR, G
te: POMCIY, TCDF™, NGC™, eSRU™, GVAR™ . - ‘ e b e
s e Yo AT DL B, 9T AR b 0 R SRR B e,
A CR-VAEM., AR50 BT 77 5 S 5tk 47 VR %, v s S e
LR i T v 3 L L pb o b B 48 1T Koopman A% [0 )7 JZ2 75 15 24 = E 28 M sk 47
SR AT R R S 58 B P SN
TN AL, IR AT A A R e M 2R 4 IS AH B HA
KTFCDN fE5£4 i 341 %% 50 4> epoch, batch R T R 3 EL78 5 T 954 ol g
size BEL 64. 6 MR RIU e, B ppper  PRROUTIOIERR JRILA TR TS
WL BB 0,001, 3T g 1, VAR ORISR, AT Lorens-96 X EIIA EACHIAX
ﬂzu [E/I\ fMRI é&jﬁ%%};ﬁ 0_001’ Lorenz-96 i&ﬁ% E@ﬁ?&&hﬁf%?*ﬁ% %E‘J*%E ﬁﬂ@ﬁ*ﬁ@ﬁﬂz
S 0,01, IR 1K T, VAR $GREE0N 100, SRPESCIRBETARBRUL T, 196 R Kk o R M 1
HASIRER BN 10. ST EEHBES % A, IR AILEES. B 3 JE7R T VAR, Lorenz-96 Al
5y WIZE VAR, Lorenz-96 FIPUAS IMRI $dfi i bk fMRI6 Hdln SR EACSCS FELBUR (1) [N 3L 40 e il
LB N 200+ 500+ 300~ 400+ 350 400. 7EH} ZE & AT 25 5L, FTLLTE TG B, A S5 VE3RAG1Y
P g, 2 ) a5 R B R I 2 — B, B 4 g T HSE R R AR .
1 FERILELR
Table 1  Causal discovery comparison experiment
- VAR Lorenz-96 fMRI5 fMRI6 fMRI7 fMRI9
BE The @  FL Ac@®) Pl Aw(®@) FI Aw(®) FL Ac®) F1 Awc(%) Fl
TCDF 96 0.8235 72 0.4528 76 0.6250 86 0.666 7 68 0.5000 56 0.4211
PCMCI 96 0.9091 81 0.6250 60 0.6667 82 0.7000 80 0.8000 56 0.6452
eSRU 90 0.7222 83 0.7792 72 0.6316 88 0.6250 68 0.5556 68 0.6363
NGC 98 0.9523 97 0.9630 84 0.7500 92 0.8000 84 0.7500 68 0.5000
GVAR 99 0.9756 98 0.9756 76 0.7692 90 0.6875 88 0.8235 80 0.8059
CRVAE 91 0.8000 96 0.9478 80 0.7619 94 0.8500 80 0.7619 72 0.6923
KTFCDN 100 1.0000 99 0.9873 92 0.8889 96 0.9000 96 0.9524 88 0.8235
e IR R R AR A R
PCMCI eSRU NGC CRVAE KTFCDN
- | | r -E] | | | - | I
<t
g | -
| |
ki
a |
- [ [ w
@ L] n
= | | O I. O | |
[1
3 RIRARFEEARE (35 1 FUERHE T BSL AR M T AL, R TR AL T B SRR I 572 R B R SR
BRI IR SR 5% R 40 i AE AR )
Fig.3 Causal adjacency matrices (the first column provides a visualization of the ground truth causal relationships,

while the others present the causal graphs discovered by causal discovery methods,

incorrect causal relationships are highlighted with red boxes)
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B E)ZE IR & I SEIG 45 R

SR E KI5 A A, HT Lorenz-96 %t
PG v IS A R S B, DU VAR Al
fMRI P 08 5 VP A% B 4E & B0 1 . %ot b 7 vk
AR ik 6 MR T eSRU. GVAR
A CRVAE %A W 1E R B RE ST, A LLE. 78
T ARG, AN A I (8] ZE I A B 1% A2 M —
RIEAE VAR Zf 4L B iy 2 8 8 B O ME— 11, I
P8 3 1 R S L D T A R 7Y e B A JT R EE )
Ae71. 15 VAR B, ¥ FrA J5 3000 i 2E (1) &
H4i— BN 200, 7£ fMRI i 3% E N 20, 52
e R 2 Fron. HRPLERTLUER, Ttk
LR 1 B A R AR R M B A, AR SR R I
F) ZE SR VA R 35 T HoAth 7 vk o HAS 26 T o 4%
A5 R R A s AR | T o 3¢ 4K (1) R S R L 7 1
K IR ) B SR B RS B AR A T T B, (ELAR SO A
RUGH R BENS HEN R B ZE.

3.5 HRASEH

A4 5 T ) KTFCDN A i A £ 5
Pl Koopman FrAEAZ BV 2 #EAT W B 78, 3% 3
JEoR T RRSRIG g K. Horb ) cLSTM AfUA M =
AREREZIZ ML, KCDN NU#E H Koop-
man FHIERZ BNEZ 2% 17 TFCDN A fHEH
A0 i A5 AR P DX 2. DAY RAF 9 A iT DL EI, R
HIE B —/MBIHER BEAT AR 0 261 ¢ R 1 21 B e
J3. FETHX Lorenz-96 X #F7E I 8] A< BIAH 5 1) 2L
AR, RSN 1% ok Ut iy A A2 1) Koopman 4
AR 8, A FE A LG R RS 2R A SR HH 30 B 5 1 B
T8 3 N AR AT B AR 2 ) 4 R BN B 2K

3.4.2

fif X A ) L T AR SR G M o0 R AR I EMRT £ dE
£ b, Koopman /A% 8] U= 2 I J& 30t 32 2% A AR
RN A a R e, &R R
Re s SRS S A RS B2 AYH Rl afF 9 o m] DAY i
H PR THDW AN [l 3 s (R R DR R I, #R R
EE EERER, P RARAR AN AT Bk 7).

3.6 HREGRERBITHRIM

AER Sy Ho AR H ) KTFCDN -2 B B iy B
WITE ST 0. & T FoRE e KR, N
AN AN BT BRI R R R A
S N T, IS AR & 2 I R 2Rl
EERERBERE RN Qoc = O(NT), B SURHIE
RE RN Qe = O(NT? 4+ TN?), Koopman
A Z B BN Qkoopman = O(N?T3), I IEK
P 2% B SN Qpetay = O(T).

it 2 24 51, KTFCDN A8 ) 3 224t
BB RIE T Koopman HIEAE, Hoit B4
EEE T HARBE, X s B R E T
WA B R 3 S5 A% B A3 A, Horh b iy (R 4E 2 |
RS, BB SRR IS E] O (N2T3), Mg =&
R 2 B SRR AR RS2 DA B 3G 3 R 245 () o
AR AR, S EEARIE AT ROR R AL /N

Rt P VAl AR AE AN [R) A AN RIS T (R8T 3%
Z UL N T R R THe AT AR A sl s, 7E5L
6 [ 52 SRR A KA 10000, AR 1) S 800 5
FRRINZRIVT U IR B (Floating point opera-
tions, FLOPs) BA &5/~ epoch [P 3 I 2RI 4.
BT SL4R ¥ 7E—3k NVIDIA GTX-1650 GPU L5
&, SIS EE RIS K 4 Fok.

LTS8 AT DL Y, A N T R A

® 2 WERIL B SR

Table 2  Time delay discovery comparison experiment

A VAR-10 VAR-50 VAR-70 VAR-100 fMRI5 fMRI6 fMRI7 fMRI9

TCDF 1.000 0.9861 0.9327 0.8894 0.8609 0.8805 0.8925 0.906 3

PCMCI 1.000 0.9856 0.9830 0.946 6 0.8795 0.8962 0.906 3 0.9160

NGC 1.000 0.9855 0.9760 0.9020 0.8610 0.8689 0.8570 0.9310

KTFCDN 1.000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.8972 0.9439 0.9695 0.9975

# 3 KTFCDN jH it 745 %
Table 3  Ablation study results of KTFCDN
Ko VAR Lorenz-96 fMRI5 fMRI6 fMRI7 fMRI9
Acc (%) F1 Acc (%) F1 Acc (%) F1 Acc (%) F1 Acc (%) F1 Acc (%) F1

cLSTM 98 0.95 97 0.96 84 0.75 92 0.80 84 0.75 68 0.50
TFCDN 100 1.00 98 0.95 84 0.75 94 0.84 88 0.82 80 0.71
KCDN 100 1.00 94 0.93 88 0.84 94 0.86 92 0.89 84 0.75
KTFCDN 100 1.00 99 0.99 92 0.89 96 0.90 96 0.95 88 0.82
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A

% 4 KTFCDN BT ZE 5

Table 4  Operational efficiency analysis of KTFCDN
M LI R T
5 10 0.26 2.49 2.37
5 50 0.83 14.85 7.09
5 100 2.54 35.72 9.21
10 10 0.59 5.82 12.26
10 50 1.63 39.23 38.34
10 100 4.77 103.23 93.73
15 10 0.91 9.36 29.66
15 50 2.34 67.26 114.68
15 100 6.62 185.99 280.53

8] & K 38 in, KTFCDN [+ 5 8 F i)l 25 i
SR SRS =R (s R SR N TS N
RS Tl RGuR, A5 1 1 S5 RE B A X 5% vy, (ELED
EENORTE M T, M5 OKEY EE 100 K, ik
FERT AT PR FEAE AT e 2 Y . 2T+ Tk R4t
AT SR 2 ) R, AN T BN v ) S B AL
HRGMSERTHES Y B,

4  SEPRERBISTH

REGLT Y e —Fh AT 0 W HTROR R,
T RIMREE FE M BRI, RERLT 4RI 5
AR AR RN T TE, £2—MIEHE RN T
W ARG BRI A R EIERRL . PgESR. &4655%
=R RS, AU K R (Purified
terephthalic acid, PTA) 1, [ (ethylene glycol,
EG) % — & LU BNR G 18 NBRA [ S #% . BRSO 45
AW B PR E, SN N & R R 58 4 Y
EG HARAMERIRS). fEmin T, K1 EG MKZ#ES
I EE A > BB REAT 40 B, ZRVRNIE TR tH, &40
AEERI, FREUH I EG MBSV, 7T E 5 Ad P
FEASCHIBTY N HTIXA T R G b, PRI IR
ARSI Z T R i ROR. Bl L2
R ARRAR B AN & 4 B,

SEIG A I BR AL I AR rh AR P 2 B AR IR AR AE R AL
ST BOR AR s . AR e b A% SRR SR A N (]
RN 1 min, FEEZMEEE. K7, RS KE
b, Hoh AL — e fT bR . Bl Sk BUER AL i
B H ISR Y8 B B P REAH G AR B A — A
Z YL 8] Fp 51 B . XA~ 2 4 8] P 51 Bl
14 ANEFEFT 10000 AN )2

B TR SE PR A P i AR v, ok R S
A TR N 2 s 2 TR LR S I R R &, PR i
OO 55 oK 8] 2 1 Ui 7 300 F) KT SR 55 I S Py o4 8 1
ARICHE AN EEAI P (Base), S5 48 H

RALS B /;\ _EHHHE

) S
(- #
BB s

b REIE IV e T *
i 10221 1E22j£ HHHE
WE | l_l - P
RED | T EG M — /11221

Y N ° Kl
1R22 A
Wl 758 T
3 4 P&
1 IR Wi @l

Bl4  EERAAEE TN B LZE %R
Fig.4  Process scheme for esterification stage of
polyester fiber production

1172 GRU (Gated recurrent unit) 5 FCN [ &
VENFEAERTAY B Jim 8 i A LI IR SR 5 B 2 o6 R
WA B a0 N AT B MG 5. X TR — A AR
2, Rk R EE i SR R AR 2 kAT B, gf B
R 75 380 P B[] A AR A B () 28 b o) A N a4 71
%, 33 TSP ECHE B 5. b AR 0 PRI S E G R
HEAT (0 E 0 38 5 e % D TN ASE 2R Ay SR ALY 14 2
S A5 M A T i A ASE AR P SRR B2, T R AN VR )
(Rl SR 5 ) 4 5 ZR B2 Ak 1) 500 G i, U AS 2 X o A
Pty R B B i H B RS B AR SR A T8
#i X7k Z (Mean absolute error, MAE) 135 5 R
%7 (Root mean squared error, RMSE) B faA5
VRO T . RIS AEHUR SR B D 5 2 P INAT:
% b, G 6 NEEAAR Y X KTFCN A (150 H
BR 4517 KTFCDN) AT XL, T I Se A A 15
B R R S I ZE ¢ R EE G 08, T AN A
SE R IIAE TS RL ) AR FH IR SR 0K F- ) 2 2 4 .
g, O BRI AT AR B BT 1T iR AR S
AR R IR R 454 5 S 4. SLIR g sk 5
. B 5 R T IR bR AE B 5 2 B AR S5 R

®5 RN L EOE B T SR U0 45

Table 5  Prediction experiment results on the polyester
fiber esterification dataset
" 1 TR 3 LT 5 LT
FRY

MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE

Base 0.4557 1.2153 0.6016 1.6172 0.7118 1.8534
TCDF 0.8770 2.4114 0.9875 2.6900 1.0401 2.7822
PCMCI 04230 1.1564 0.5887 1.6691 0.6623 1.8487
eSRU 0.4520 1.1873 0.6075 1.6512 0.6932 1.8914
GVAR 0.4429 1.2987 0.6568 2.0803 0.7680 2.3720

NGC 0.5360 1.2447 0.6580 1.6117 0.7503 1.8641
KTFCN  0.4250 1.1681 0.5751 1.6408 0.6425 1.8496

KTFCDN 0.4103 1.1403 0.5538 1.5691 0.6298 1.7433
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Fig.5 Comparison of convergence of prediction
metrics with different prediction steps

(RIS 1oL

FH T S 06 A1 2 8 i [F] — AN SRR AT, R
FEREAT AN A B B 1 5, USCSSGH R R ORI, (H A%
KRBT A FRIE. Hd, CRVAE 7 KBS Ea 1k
s Lot R BRI, BALERB NS ET
R N SEEG &5 R T LUE 3, KTFCDN 24
DA SR 5 ) 20 2 AR AT B 10 5 56 45 JE v IR 1) T
DUAS FE 15 20 B (32 7, FLBE & B0 25 B0 32 7
KSR TH S NAA 2. S, R AR MR B R
AEAE I RE 1 B8 T 4 b A R etk 4t
(1 DAL SR R 7 v B R AR 34

5 #£ERiE

RS — b i R SR R B T v R kg
FEH I 18] 7 20 B s B aR AR 26 1 I AE 1 L, $
H B I A A2 B Koopman $FR1EA%, i@t LT
FAZBERESAZIFNEAE ) FEAE RIS A5 B 5

filh g LA (A ()RR IR A G &R [FIINF, R R
T ARZR A AR SR Ok AR AE I A B — U S,
T i N AU SR SR AT I 8 A R AR, 2 —
A0 B R AR R G ST AE OC R RE /). I HB LB AT REAF
TE RV ZE , J5 - RN [A]_E K s RE g B8 i
FRIR 25 25 T A AR | it A Sk J L IR % ok LA % 3L
I} 4.

SR, AR SCTEWRRA — s R M. i T8
FH S5 KAL) DR SR AR I 25 70— SRR S 2 1 Tl
R, MR AEIETE KENARE, niE IR FER.
Ty, I HE 3R 5 v R A R DR SR R B PR HAE Af 1
T SRR SR I B R, IS4 X g AT AT TGV R I —
ANHETR BN L 20 FR . A SCHE H TR R A e IR X
LERRHITE ML T AT AR,
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