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Abstract

Granger causality plays a significant role in time series modeling. However, traditional methods
struggle with capturing complex nonlinear relationships among others limitations. Building on pre-
vious studies, this paper introduces the GCGAN model, marking the first application of Generative
Adversarial Networks (GANs) to Granger causality discovery in time series. By designing a multi-
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head generator architecture to model target sequences, imposing sparse inducing penalties on the
generator during training, and introducing a threshold method when extracting the causality ma-
trix, GCGAN can accurately identify complex Granger causalities in high-dimensional time series.
This study provides a novel deep learning paradigm for the discovery of Granger causality in time
series.
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1. 5l

Granger K35 &5 ARE 75 08T I EZMES, B Granger 78 1969 SR H LLKR[1], TEL TR,
SRl WERL A K PR B R 2 S AU R L H AR ) BRI B 5 BT 1 [2]-[6] . HoAz O e TR I G
F W7 — AN 1) 5102 R A 6 o — R B AR SR M TRINME B . i Granger PIHOC RS, FRATATLL
e — AP R R EE T 55— M T A RENE AEE, XFE S T OURE T %75 3 &
7 SR AE T R ER L O TR B . 72 WA, Granger RISRASIGHE 32 F T 961E 5% T BUK 5l 5 ik |
GDP MK 5 I R AR B MBI AR R[5]: E&RTTmard, 247 Granger IR RAG B TR
il HH AR 6 22 % 48 b A% S Aff SO I S T 3 3y, T IR L 45 T SR o e LA R O L R L
[3]. fEAFERMRZ, Granger I IC R BRI ASE[F T FSER SO R, H X T4 R R iR i Be 71 A2
RV FIE J KRG EBIR A T AR BRI E IR S

fE 41 Granger RIS G RKILITVEFER: T AR, X IR 7 AL B LN R HA RBUE1]
[7]. it 44 )& 3 R AR 3ET Granger DR OC R AT IO [8], 18 B 45 Bt 8] 3 471 ] 1) 520 A 2%
PER . IXEIRAE, X TARESARAE 5 ARG A] B I N (8] 7 50 88080, e Rk ia 3 vh AN A& B B AR )
RO HIFEFRIAEA, 15507575 0T Be Joi e i 1 21X SRR AR OC R [7]. MbAh, R 2 AR ]
WG K E WL S Granger IR CRRILP I — D EEPR, FHEFAY, WS 3 EUE L F R
KA AN DLEREFE . 55— RRMELET, BEEU O RUER RGN, EP2% &5 2 a7 51 & H
SOELR, AR IR AR S AR B 2 K [9].  ERARAR B IE AL EE AR Lasso R DAFE Bh 2% fif X — v i,
TEHEATIFHARE T8 A e = 4E B A 5T T I A4 XU [10] o PRI, SRFAL 80 Granger PRI OG R R ILTT 2
PRpt T —M &y LRI R B 5 00 R, (HAEACERARZRYE AN s 4 B R i, A7) R v TN A
LT 0 PR ) PR A

TAESR, BEAERIE S SI FR AR I J) 02 R [11],  #hER RRERAE AL 7 51 20 b b JE B 1 S K g
FEARTEIE MR M S R T . AHE TAR G 8] 7 21 AL, b 22 I 28457 2 22 J2 R 28 R
T2 E% [12] [13], BRIt B ARGV & R DRI TIOII A B 1T 52 BT bk . 8 T AR UeA% 4e i) Granger
RRRRITTIFEAFAE ) 0] 7, /DA T3 O 220 o 4 X 45 51 NISFI] 7 371 1 Granger BRI O¢ R L
Nauta 25 AJEH T —Fh3E T7E 2 WL SRR 48 0 2% J7 VK 34T R R R B [14], 4 -~ Temporal Causal
Discovery Framework (TCDF), ‘& R M AR AL EE (1 8] 77 51 5E SO AR B M P R R OC R, 9-kh T IR L
R RAETE 7 FIHIRE S S RRGEJINA R Tank ZENFEH T —FdE T & M4 17772 Neural Granger

ik

DOI: 10.12677/pm.2025.155151 37 I


https://doi.org/10.12677/pm.2025.155151
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

eSS

Causality (NGC) [15], 1% J5iEAE I ZiAf 28 0 2% I 45 A BB IR 75 T 15 SRR B IO BRURAZ EL; L 4%
N T —Fh 42 R 36 978 7y E 4t 2% (Causal Recurrent Variational Autoencoder, CRVAE) 1] [A 5 & Bl
TIE[16], B UK IR P AR B RL J8EFH T B 1] 5 471 0 DR SR R B

A T 17X 4% (Generative Adversarial Networks, GANS)E A —2K 48 il (7R AL A 7 [17], B H L
SRABAE MRS i T BRI, %T GANs 7E BG4 T4 ERITh, B ETRRER 7 HEH
BT BE BRI F1, TR A8 B . AR TR A0, GANS Bk A TR R AT .
TR SERMBR R AR DA S B A i AT 45 [18]-[21], FEHUAS T A ARG IR .

SR, I 8] Fp 51 BRSO — 45 2 AT %% b, GANS BB FH AN EE 5 )2 . GANSs A RE /IR H 2
HOVECAE o AT, BRAR b AR RS AE 1 I 1) 1) m B Sl 2 M AR O 2R B s A DR SR 45 ) T T O 4 B
ER . BHL, SRZEWAHE GANs B T I 8] 77 51 R S R A& — AN B i 7 i), 1 HLAA B2 408 X
T DK (1) A AR AR AE X RAT 55 P R A TR 0 TRV 7, D i e D] SR HE BT ) R (53 (R A AR B R T B
L, ASCHEH GCGAN A, & 0k GANSs B2 T 6] 55 41 i) Granger [A FR I04538, 2L TTHR
(EEL
Wt T 2 ke A A0, AR s TV T 5N H AR 7 51 (0 A5
TEAE AN SN T Mg 175 1851
TEFEHL Granger [RIUR I RFEFERS, $EH T —FhfG %506 2 BAE ) 572
X T2 GCGAN B, 752 /MRS RIGUE | H s,

de
2. B

2.1. BHEIFFIE Granger EISR & E

Norbert Wiener & {57 75 I [8] J7 51 43 B 71 51 N BRSO R MEE 2 K [22] [23]. HR4E Wiener (IR
B, WRE-AGIHEE L E, B SR TER x (G BRESHGE AR y [T, 0] LR A
FEAE X oo Iy — AR Ry ;AR T IR EEA o SRR E SRR TR S R IR BRI SR, B F 1969
4E, Clive Granger A #—P ke 71X —BAH, FEEEH T Granger [SEME[1]. Granger 7EH % jt H [ A B
(MVARHEZE N 8 U T R, J8 I PR T i 22 77 22 R R & 75 %5 18 x BeISFE mxt y B TRg & . Hk
KUt, TEAEE X FEIL T, FRATARE:

p
Y :OH'ZIBin T &,
i=1
H, e AFRZET M4 X G, BAARN.
P q
Y =0('+Zﬂi'yt4 +Z7/jxt—j +€t"
i=1 j=1

e M ZERENT ¢, WAL x XF y f77E Granger K H 500 .

JE K, Granger AR L F) AR B AR T2 IGO0, B4y 3 7 JEZetE 4t 40, Marinazzo 55
NAE 2008 “Efd A% 7154 Granger DRI EHES 2 dR 2k Mt 5t [24], B T840 A5 B2 R ITAS R R
Ao WA, Chen S5 A\TE 2004 42 H T —FhJE T B A A A (R A 7792 [25], T8I P06 R AR AR B SRER 2R I
I 5 371 () R A LR PR DR R 2 R o

ITAESR, VRIEE S I H R W N T (8] £ 41 Granger B & Hl. Nauta %5 AfE 2019 4E4R K
Temporal Causal Discovery Framework (TCDF)F|H 7 3 5K 1 B 40 25 5 R W0 25 A RV 25 JI L i ok 27 3
AL I R SR 5K R [14]. TCDF AMY RS RN B4 R R B8 42, IR Re 8 () 32 R SR B AR IO A7 AE . BLAdR

DOI: 10.12677/pm.2025.155151 38 I


https://doi.org/10.12677/pm.2025.155151

eV

1M &, TCDF K5k 72 M 45 25 1) LA A Rcth A A I T A, I &85 30 = T LR R R H S 7 oxsf Tl i e
A A0 BN R P B 4 oMb Ah, IR R AR S, (ALY e % B 25 5 1A Bl 55 A
[E 4 NRFAE I 2, AT B e DR SR R B RS 5 . Tank 25 AfE 2021 #E3 11 Neural Granger Causality
(NGC) 2 E A M B 29 T 1 5] U5 W9 23R F - DA 2 =) DR SR PR 1) 7 95 [15] . 3 Ah D7 vEsd i A8 VI i 7%
JSEFE L1 IE DU S AR A 10X 2 27 53 31— /N 1) R SR 2 1y, AT SE A i R B S L R R G R . HARR O E
TR AR LA, TR B X, o KRB f RS ) 7 5 7E 2
I B) PRI TN <

Xetiri = fi (X<t,1' X2 Xam )+ Coteris

XH, f ARRENE AR T AR N4, B ST ] MO 2 (s T B S i 2 41
i o fEIX—HEZLT, Granger R RCREAE f AMKBT FPo1 j FAE R 238 51 X j - B IXA 5 5K,
ARG T A oA 220 0 25 A DA AR (1 v 8, T EL e VPR AN ) e S AR 4 S B 75 L3 43 AN [ 114 )7 S
P TR ) RS R AERGE . BEAE, Li 25 NAE 2023 4E$2H T K Causal Recurrent Variational Autoencoder
(CRVAE) 1 K B A RS AY 1S F T B 1] 3 71 PR DR SR A AR [16], 46 Je )23 14D 1K1 SREAL i s N 5090 2 bt
i,

2.2, IR

A T 10 4% (Generative Adversarial Networks, GANs) [17], HI Goodfellow %5 A\ T 2014 42, &
— R B A S IR EE AR AL R B E 8 R AR B IR FE 2 SRR . GAN = B I K o i AR A
(Generator, G)F1:# %1l #% (Discriminator, D). AE il #EU— AN B LI 5 ) & z R RN, FF % H i B 5
SEEGHE 3 AT 1) AR R A o 00 2 I Pk 45 78 FEAS 72 L SERIE 2 ORI 1R, 0 SRR X 70 LSl 5 2F
D INEAET T
GAN W ZRid R Jo A pi s 5 00 2% 2 B B ik o AR A 85 707 A2 5 B S TG e O REAS, T
FIR A H bR IR A S BhiE o X PR S8 (RN A Wrdedt . #0% F, GAN [ H bR s 3n]
minmaxg, p [logD(x) |+E, 5 [Iog (1— D(G(z)))} )

K, X FORM IR Py PSS HARRER, 2 M55 P, R B 75
B, FUBE D MR, HER R SR RERE . AR G 0 AR dl
RRE AR R SO ST REA OB IR B I, At 2 R R SISO, 675 GAN
PN AR PR A R L R 1P 10 57 452 o PR K T
3. %
3.1 EEEX

BS =[s,5,5 [ =[5V, s | e R R —ASAERIIFS, Hrbrs e RY FoR% ¢ BT
B £ ORI L5 T B ] £ M AMREAE o 50 § A0 1) A BB 61 U R A0
51 j. Granger YL RAILM A7 HIEERT 751 S (1) Granger IS REEHE Ae (0", Hok A =1

ranger

SRR | Granger SEUFII i, 10 | o i+ YT Granger % R 1 L F
UL B RS |, RATHTA j Granger SEUFA i, AR R j 3 = (AT DR At
SEREA | AN BUNE B IR 3 R A (L DA | 5 B 0 T TR Rk 1
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3.2. GCGAN

N T AR EE AR Granger [RIRIE R, TRATTE BEACAEE— /NS [R] 7 51 TR . A kst 40 2%
BT T G AT, Her e BRSSP 1 A N, i 2 = B SO 5 1 40 A R i SR
HE FE B EMRREAS . X T R A AT 5, A RSN 4 12 0 4 1 3 T4 o 7 4 A0 0 7 4 24 1 o
SR, IR ) G RSO . SRTIT, 2 1 ) PR A X — 5 P 3 s, AT T R 4
A RS 0 6 ) 5 A 24 A6 214 8 L35 95 1) 75 3R

B, TEHINE, AR T T AL P VN, T 28 24 5 F B ke i e 5 o 3
ST 1) 7 ) LA 55 F AT TR 74 8 PR 45 T A AT 0 32 5 T e, T AR it 4
B TERBE IR . RIS AL 3SR A B S G TR AR ARSI 1A 1 e (S A AR AR, T A B
P 7 s a3 S TR ) S R B

R, FESTH T, I IR T T F 2 1 A (BRI o 3 T 5 2 R B AN S TR 0 AR P
I 1) P B B 7E G v b 5 S AR U IE , 36 55 A R i) 3 B — B0k . A T SR — 4,
LR PR 2 =T R T T — B, LU S L b BT 1) 3% 0 e F K SR 0 2R R O 3

GCGAN M#MAHAIIE 1 FiR, W& T2 KAM# G =[G, | M D. 158 HH
ARG , AT RS G 4% 25 h SN 17131 () Granger 5L 56 RHERE A .

Figure 1. Diagram of the GCGAN model architecture
1. GCGAN 1REI Ze )R B &

32.1. SLERBG

TE LM TR I ORI 2 b, S P DA T R 9 0000, 55— FB e i A9 3t S o g A
PRSI SRTI, TORER B A P B M T R A LA 2 28 5 B % R 43 1D 52 2 A ELAE
KRR LEH 8 Granger FURE BRI, BT, | o> 40 ] o i+1. ik, FRATE% NGC [15]0 B, 1
H T — P2 kA s (multi-head generator) 1T, 15 78 I8k 58 40 S50kb S AT R AN I8 1) 2 51 5 AR 31) 2 ]
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RIS, WO RS i kA pas GY R4 S 4k
AL 51N 2 SN AE P R AR AR RS, FRATT 55 e % B0 23 M = AN R 3 81 8] 1 3 %
F, HEMA RORDIR e R B R OISR . B 18— AR R I TME S, RATR %51
A A E R G =[G%,67, - 6™ | ittt
Snese =G (sW) = [ 8 80 8L, @

t+1t+7 t+Llt+7

Horr, 8., RARXTETEFH S FEARKI I t +1 2 t+ 7 POTRIME, W RHAE A1 M 28 S5

3.2.2. ERBRNMELEH
R T S A A R TR A AR L AL MR AR S B, B TE) PR B AR PR DL A A R X A AR
Z 2 B2 (MLP) A A5 I CAZ 24 (LSTM) [12] [13]. ASerbr, Fol 1% KA 042 W0 & o 4 — Sk A ik
28 GO AT it
BAHTNZIA G, BAFIIA s, » BAVEHIBFBURES hy AR ¢, AEsKE, JEiT it
SOLFER t = 0,1, to HEAT il EL B TH 57 HH e 4 (RO BROIRAS
fo=o (W, +U s +b"),
= (W, +Us ),
x _ (i) (i) (i)
¢, _tanh(WC h_ +U.’s, +b ) 3)
C = ft Octfl"_it Oq,
=W, +Uls +b{").
h =0, Otanh(c,),

=

\EP’

L] M

fov i Ao AP BRI HNT TR D00 B
R AR LIRS
R 2 )25 R AR 5
P i 0 ) RO R 2
e 0 /R Sigmoid pREL;
o O XRRBLEMRE;
o WO WO WO W R E SR, T A B R EOR
« UV UDUY UYL E R, T AETN
o bW bW bl bV R g 1]
ESEROBHE TG, A RIBRURAS h B8 T IR 80Aie A R b FTE (5 8. G, 9 T Wt 5
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3.2.3. FIBIBRAMLELEH

TEFRATRIRE A R HR I v 2 G B B . A AR B B 1] PP 50 11 S g X Spgg, » FRATTTT A
W FERL i PR, TR PR A B A3 P (1 o 28 PO 4 R R SRR A ) 9 o a4 AR =
[26], BT LATE— VA sh 7 55 B R PP B o 1 S BT R AR B, ST 2 R 60— IR MR SR U4 SR RRAIE,
AN RE A A AR ED o 1% Fh 4 R AL A A B TR KRR e R AR 82, I 0 3 28 X 4 B
SR 5 A AR S E

BH AN RIS T B B N Sy, e R™Y, Jor o ARGR TN (8] & G RE, M IR 8] 77 41 )¢
¥R . RN EERE) W e R Y, (B AbeR . M8 h&d — e e G, €M E
(i, j) P%ar AR B T 3R T AR R N

Kp—1Ky, -1
Oi,j =a Z sz,n 'Si+m,j+n +b |,

m=0 n=0

oo FORKHRHEEIZERLE (i, j) AOMES
o W, 2B RRAAE (m,n) A rBCE
¢ S e AT [E] P A BT AR A B A R
o a RINIEE PR BB U ReLU).

X FHE AN A IER O, -

O= [Oi,j ]jj-r:};__K;*-il .

R TR ) s B AN R A, TR G AR Pl R E A . 1, R AR

KO B —4Em s, BTV EHm R UAERRA:

vec(O) = [01,1 102,770y —Ky+17 0107 Oerh+1,M —KW+1:| :

B, BATHIXA TR AR . WAERE R R W, e RV MKt g 58
Nb, eR o Gt LRI R Sigmoid HiE ek KR SRS J1 51 25 1) 5 28 H
1

—(Wf -vec(O)+b¢ ) ’

D(St+l't+r) = O'(Wf -V(EC(O)-i-bf ) =
l+e
3.2.4. B#REH
HRAE 28 S RO L R A O AL R (1), A% 5 138) GCGAN [RIXHiedhik:

T-1
min max é(logD(sth )+10g(1-D (3,11, ).

Horp, 8, CER@)HE L.

SR, AEFRATAVBRL A, BRI S5 R BEAT VN ZR T RETCVA DRAEZE AR A KRS PE S5 AT S Xt
PR T LA DR A A ) 0 B A A R T R SRR AR M e TR I, HK— SRS W] e 3 S0 A
HYEAE kR A A5 A0 SEPME I REA . O T e AR IR FROFERTH I AE R R, BRATTSIN T B %
ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂoEWﬁé,@ﬁﬁﬁi&%ﬁ*%Gm%iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁiZﬁ%laﬁ%%%
TG, AT A e 2 AN LR AT B U I s (R B AR AR AL, 38 75 R AT REHE B I R OR L. B
EHRREON:
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(i) ai)
Statter — Statter

| @

Horb, 2T PUBUR A B R 2 B RCE 2 A T 2, AT BLAE X a0 Ok 5 T 45 2k 2 1)
BUAF V-, B Fo VR AR s A2 AT B B SEBUE  ARR VB REAS, S DR L B PO B W R . PRIk, 4t
PURRAN T 13 % 25 ok, AU 58 1A R 2 Bl 0 A K 24 ST RE T, (RN O 86 28 4 vy 1 % I ]
Fe 5 T (v PR AN AR S 1, A RO D 1 A OGS B0 1 2% m A R e T S 70 A UG P T 22 A0 S P )
1] L

Z, BATENL T —ASSE BRI 18] S TR, 37T SR 25 R An ] AR R A T 1 A e - 4k
IR 5U ) Granger BIALSEFR . TR i (9 GY SReist, A7 B AL M 5 b e B 0 Bk s
Granger

i BRI, FERZ R4 b R GU AR 2RI R AN R 81 PR B 4T R AN FLIZ T
BT 0 [RE. HAER(@), FITREEAF IR EEREUY, UL 00 00 5 § SR R § AR

B, WRRERHAELNFRE, WS )T RH N0k, Eﬂjeraﬂnﬁerio R, id

min max ZZ [IogD (Stprer ) +109(1-D (8 1., ) + lle

®)

FFAE (@) LAt EZRINAR ST, 5 3 e 00 H AR ek 4L

min max Z::1T|:|OQD(St+1:I+T)+ log (1- D (8110, )+ 4D 1y -8\

S0
t+Llt+7 t+lt+7

Toamia, o
Hefr, R() Fa— RN E (i L Ve kD), w IR R KL P 2800 O 45 K R

3.25. LAk

fEBFRRE6) T, BAHMIENL R B R () BOE SN L Y68, RO E R s & 7 E R o R IEeE,
NIl Be A% I8 R AR R PE S SR ST R B 1. SR, FEFREE W ZSAESE AR ALJE T Ly Y8 E0) H A o B0mUE
o Pk, FRATRA L VaEE R BRI, ML H ARk 0 bR HER) Lasso 1] @i AT AL 2 .

N TARAIRA H AR, FRA IO B A FE W O 52 2% A 0 47 B {8 5275 (ISTA, Iterative Shrinkage-
Thresholding Algorithm) [28], T % H & BT 2 800K FHBE AL BE T F£(SGD) [29]. X T H bR sRE R A &
SRR B ARR L, ISTA I UUF B Bk i B4 — 3k GO ot R A AR R W )

W = prox, . (W - 7, VL (WS ) )

Hrr, prox, e () 25 EMAT R AHRAILWE T, p £PKSH, VL(VV“)) Fort s L XFWO
RIBR L o 0 T L IEAL, B R(-) = ||, » Feam o 55 k& R # 1F (soft-thresholding operator), & SC1 T

proxyk#R (X) = S}/k/l (X) = Sign (X) max(|x| —]/kﬂ,O)-
SEILA T2, BATA ARG SR REW S W) WM [R5 P 51 0 )
{GiE

3.2.6. Granger R % RN
FENGRSG, g A EEREW O W o WM By T AR o IX R [ R T AN IR IS ] 91 22
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] (RITEEAE Granger R KA. O 1 AR SBR[ S HY Granger KRG AR, 3RATT5E X

A =[”W5) 2:|M><M '

Sk, W RaREW O 3§ 81, WP FR s R L, S ARE TR A A1 | R
IRRGEALE T

R, AESERRIIGR AR R AR, SR T AR B E R IE LI v, SCBLAR TR AL 1594
FUATHRYE, JUHAR AR S AN A SRR 5. FUASKSE, BLIEAPZE Granger DS R HUMERAERRE A,
AR RO, TIARAEE Granger PSSR A MUIES: EUATLIE ERERE, (HAESKH i 22 2Bl
B AMBLART VR, AL G R 1 T2 52 A e AR R 7 S A3 2 28 /8 5 R 5 S 300

ST, RATBINT —ARENERIX 5 350 Granger HE KR 5IREMFHR. & A KR
FME S B9 Mo AT Mg, FeflTE SCRAE 5 1 s

_ My+m,
2
BEROR, BT SR Ay AR AT LU, R AL Granger [ B RATRE A

a2t (R) >y
"o i ’

stof, A FOREERE A (i, ) G

SAAIBIIRERE A M xM [~ (RS, A =1FRIF8 | X910 | ££46 30 Granger RIS X
Foo IR, FRATRI A5 MRt 525 () Granger DL F . SRR G K IRt 7 b ok
e S I R B A TT SR

33 HEEnsg
AT GCGAN HIYIZEAIHEEL Granger K556 RA G R HE M L5 1 AT 2.

Table 1. Algorithm for training the GCGAN Model
%= 1. GCGAN MU EE

BIN: SeR™ . If[aFE A .
Ay TR SR ITUM A 351 T 3 K
N BRI RE
Ny« FIAIESEERE T R IIZRRE K

VI A R AE G FIHI 5% D KI5
forn=1to N do:
HRHE 2(6) v 5 H AR ek 2
for Na = 1 to Ng do:
£/ SGD B Hi #1512% D IS5
end for
fori=1toMdo:
WA SR(7) BT ISTA T G x5 s Ao e A e W )

181 SGD H#i GV A5 M
end for
end for

Frt: PLAL)E RS G, AIHIIEE DL
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Table 2. Extracting the granger causality matrix using GCGAN
%% 2. ¥ GCGAN 328 Granger E R X% £ 6%

BN VIR E R G.

R4 (5) WA #E G A HUH RS s R SR W O W@ . )
fori=1toM do:
for j=1toM do:

A1) =[],
end for
end for

R }/:w Skt M BT m, 4R A B R M
for i=1toM do:
for j=1toM do:
if A(i,j)>y then
A, j)=1
else
A(i,j)=0
end if

end for
end for
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Figure 2. Three datasets: Hénon, Lorenz-96, and VAR (3). For ease of visualization, only the first three sequences and the
first fifty time points are displayed
B 2. =4 #iEEE: Hénon, Lorenz-96, VAR (3). AT ERAE, NBRREI=ANFFIFEIE+NETE =

Henon Lorenz-96 VAR (3)
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REZS REZS REZS

Figure 3. The ground-truth Granger causality matrices for the three datasets are shown, with dark-colored cells indicating a
value of 1 and light-colored cells indicating a value of 0 in the matrix
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Henon Lorenz—96 VAR (3)

REER pUE=PA

Figure 4. Training trajectories of GCGAN on three datasets
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Table 3. Comparison of evaluation metrics for various models on three datasets
3. BEBEIE=MEIRE ERITihieRRXTEE

\\\\\ e Hénon Lorenz-96 VAR (3)
B AUROC HER 2 AUROC HER AUROC HER %
NGC 1.000 97% 0.987 97% 0.961 95%
CRVAE 1.000 100% 0.986 98% 0.872 94%
GCGAN 1.000 100% 1.000 100% 0.997 98%

B3R NGC-1& it 5E B CRVAE— {1 11 4E B% GCGAN-{d 1+ %E %

Henon

Lorenz—96
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Figure 5. Comparison of the estimated granger causality matrices by different models, with
red-marked squares indicating model misjudgments
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