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Survey on Causality Analysis of Multivariate Time Series

REN Wei-Jie"? HAN Min"?

Abstract The causality analysis of multivariate time series is a research hotspot in data mining. Time series data
contains unknown, valuable information related to temporal dynamics. Therefore, it is of great practical signific-
ance to be able to mine these knowledge and then predict or intervene the future trend of time series. For this reas-
on, this paper reviews the research progress, application and prospects of causality analysis of multivariate time
series. Firstly, this paper summarizes the main causality analysis methods, including Granger causality analysis,
causality analysis based on information theory and causality analysis based on state space. Then, we summarize the
advantages and disadvantages, scope of application and development directions of different methods, and outline
their typical applications in different fields. Finally, the problems to be solved and future research trends of the
causality analysis methods of multivariate time series are discussed.
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R XTI ()7 41, 0 SR — N 8] 7 51 R ok
B ZI R IO 5% 22, REAE @ I 51 N 55 — AN R 21
P AR BTN, MRS 2 AN ] 7 B % 56 1 AN
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AT500T, e 2 B T K E g Y. Gran-
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Tk R Regh e tE o Air g5 R, I B T 4R 8] 57
IR Gy = A R R LA, 55 BB i 5 S
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B RAE, IXRT A E LV R, RENE E B
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Granger 536 5 &t i DUR 2 §e 3 508 %

Granger $2 H 1) — R RUR G R P AR B, < IS
8]y 5 o b R % T EEAE R, HETC A MON B
IR D S AT i S P PO R SRASEARY, A% Granger
DR 73 i B HL MO A R ) S A J B 3 PV B AT
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1.1 Granger ERSHHEAXFE

Granger KI5 K 2 70 A4y — M) = o 18]
FF A 8] S AFAE R SR DG R I U7V, AR H BASK 32
BN BB 2 %0 E. XFEME RV H Wien-
er $&¢H, Z J5 H Granger @ik BEALFE A2 1 7] 4
B S IR AC AR R I 18] 7 41 X A
Y P RAE BXT Y AT I, TR Y
SEAE B Y HEAT IO 45 B, BPE R T8 X A B
TERENE 5 Y B R RA A S, TR 4 I 8]
b X W8 5] Y B Granger JR K. #7200 P
AN F & H EE (Vector autoregressive, VAR) 15 4!:

m—1

Yij1 = Z ;Y ey
=0
m—1 m—1

Yiv1 = Z ajXi—j+ Z biYioj + evix,i41 (1)
=0 j=0

Hr, aj, a; Mo BT REL, m BT R,
ey Mey | x ABRHFRZE. RS B E 25 R, @i
FedE VAR BERUR I 7 22 K0, AW X — Y 2 &
f£1£ Granger IR K R, Granger I R 452
(Granger causality index, GCI) & XA
var (ey)

GCIXAY =1In
var (€Y|X)

(2)
an R 2 var (eyx) < var (ey) , BIGCIx,y >0,
KX = Y EERIE SR Granger FIF KA.
KB, AT AX Y — X #47 Granger
RIERAG L6, 75 ERF AR =, 1T Granger R H K &R
AT B 5~ FAa R 91, 75 AT Re R
AR,
ESEH Z G LT 4E R, Granger IR BIALLE
VF 2 AUEERIS 2 1 T IR, (R B T H A
PR AL AL b, W R BB T HEL M R 4,
TER LS K R B, Ah, 2 & RGFAE
RINFR KR, GCTAUHEAT AN & 1 R R 40 #
W KRG RE A E . Rk, ZEEATE
TREHSGHEA T ot 228, LRGN
R K R, %M Granger KRR Lasso-
Granger K FBEAY ., JEZ61% Granger Al S5 R F 4
1, Granger K RAEAISE, BARINEE 1 Pios.



66 H 3

S 47 %

# 1  Granger KISR0 M H ool 7%

Table 1 ~ Granger causality analysis and its improvement methods
bl iFie RFAFAY TIESARR SCHR
Granger [K] FL A 7Y Granger 1969 Granger R R H5%0 (GCI) [15]
Geweke 1982 M Granger FIERFEHL (CGCI) [23]
A Granger [K] FL R Chen % 2004 FAEY B Granger KR53 (CEGCI) [24]
Siggiridou % 2016 PRI 26 Granger R FE% (RCGCI) [25]
Arnold % 2007 Lasso-Granger [KF 557 [26]
) Shojaie % 2010 T Lasso-Granger [K A7 [27]
Lasso-Granger [K 4574
Bolstad 4§ 2011 Grouped-Lasso-Granger [K 5% (28]
Yang % 2017 Grouped-Lasso dEZk 15 Granger [FAU5E%Y [29]
Ancona % 2004 RBF-Granger [K 157 (30]
Marinazzo %% 2008 Kernel-Granger [K A5 E [31-32]
LR P Granger Rl A5 Wu %% 2011 KCCA-Granger [R5 [33]
Hu % 2014 Copula-Granger [HF45%Y (34]
Montalto %5 2015 NN-Granger IR (35]
Geweke 1982 Spectral-Granger K F 454 (23]
$iid Granger [ A2 Baccald % 2001 i € FIAH 1 (PDC) 36]
Kaminski 25 2001 EIRA B (DTF) [37]

1.2 %1 Granger FRiEH!

£ 4111 Granger B SRR T Hr i A~
B EPFER K R, T 228 /G0 K H 0T,
WEAFZEZNEREZ AR R, BEEMLN
ZA AR AT AT, AT, 2B RENAL
A BB BER, (R T EE AN
=R OC RN, WReAEE A4S A2, b &
A1) Granger KRBT 5 =4 BB . 8 T fE
W ER A, Geweke® $&H T & Granger KR
SIMTE, SIS, B VAR B

m—1 m—1
Yig1 = Z oY+ Z BiZi—j + ey|z,4+1
j=0 j=0

m—1 m—1
Yo =) a;Xej+ ) bYe it
) =0

3

CjZi—j +Ey|xZt+1 (3)

Il
o

J

Horh, ZF0RFAMACE. 2% Granger KSR 45% (Condi-

tional Granger causality index, CGCI) & SN
var (Ey|Z)

var (Ey|Xz)

A Granger PR SRS 3 37 78 22 A7 &8 ] ) A5
RYFEA b, JE IR A AR B [ A
X5 A2 B M RN IR AR, 5 2 EIEDIR G A&,
Chen%5 5l NARLAEFNEAR, - H 1 5% 1H e

CGCIx yz =ln (4)

Granger K 4544 (Conditional extended Granger
causality index, CEGCI), N T 2 juiRiint &7
SIS A, T AR (3) hE SR Z RS
B, o TAEREWNZERN RS, HitEdRE+
DR HAE 5 AL, Siggiridou %) 5] N T 2EIR AR
B FRANS, R VAR BRI 4, S 1 BRI 2%
 Granger [F R 4544 (Restricted conditional
Granger causality index, RCGCI), I H T &
Y] Fr 51 BRER 3 #

1.3  Lasso-Granger [ER1&H!

Xt 2 8 R G R R M, Granger [R5 A5
2 Granger KRR T ZXAL 2 WAL &t
17 Granger RN, RAREMITHEERE. ]
BN VAR BRI ] DL R 2 AR & 2 W] 1A B 5
Mo, AT5 SR X CASRAS BLAR (1) o0 AT 25 SR BT 4
Granger K R #7 [H #E, Arnold %629 $2Hi T Lasso-
Granger [K JA A HR 4 4o A\ AR &k B 25 B )
Granger [F SR G R, HEAR AR E: B H 455 AL
=T Lasso [AH, MR EH R EH T Gra-
nger KR RS, HARREU T Frs:

min {||Y' - X} + A, } (5)

Hrp, Y WA &, X AEHMAEZRE, o AR
HERE, A AENACSE, F T sl TN, an
RIS TR P2 51 X5 0 N2 3R 3 oy A EEEEE T2,
KB EIF 5] X; — Y AELE Granger IR G &,
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R Z WAE/E Granger B JR K R, Lasso-Granger
SRR ST — AN AR A H A A AR
XN AR B BEIR R &R, KRR T i &

Shojaie 2527 $£ 1 T # W1 Lasso-Granger K5
BEAY R 8% HERF A% v I TA) 3 271 [m] A B AR PR i 4, A
T 42 re A 20 P U SR 2. DRyl S B 4 808, Bol-
stad ZF»HEH T Grouped-Lasso-Granger A 4%
A Refg IR D E R R OGR4, Yang S5 $2 H
7 Grouped-LassodE & V£ 2 F Granger K SRR
%7 AN [R5 & (R A% 1) i pR B0 LR 4 ok
R, & EHAREIRFEETE, ¥ Lasso-Granger
B Y e B 2 1 52 o 2% EL A

1.4 JEZ* Granger FESRIEE!

L 481 Granger PR SR BALAL T 73 #r e M A
RKR, BEE TG 8RS T IZ#TR N,
MTKIKR G RGAFAEAE L VER R K &R, TR
HAR Z A4t Granger PRI RAB AL, M4 7 /- 24 70
Granger KR AT UE ], CEF2HRE
IS FH 3 e 1 T 3510 S0k e MR AR AR, Sl A 1 3]
LMY 2. T e 41 LR MM ARt
Granger [ AR,

Ancona FFP $R HY 1T AR M) B4 (Radial
basis functions, RBF) FIHEZEPE MR 17
AN R A AR Granger KRR R, B0
A AR A
(Y2) + evi41

(X:) + wy x

Yijgi=vx

Yit1 = wy X (Yy) +evixe (6)

H, v, wy, wy WERRE, X, =Xy, X1,
Xiom| Y = [V, Yo, Yy nya] RN [E]
I XA YRIEER, AR R R s A
W B IR 22 (1) 7 22 RN, AT LA e S AR AR R 2t
Granger R R R,

Marinazzo &P £ 7 5T I LM ARt
Granger RIRAAY . 78 B A 1% Hilbert 75 [A] gk AT £k
PE Granger PR 5Ll A4 A% R 5 i S 52 30 45 14 3]
R M P B . 1% 7 VR I R BREAE T A% R B I HE,
S xR WA S, IR D) SE I e AR B A
RRR . Wu S5 1T 2T M AAH OG5
#r (Kernel canonical correlation analysis,
KCCA) AEZ M Granger PR RAEAL | [R]FE7E Y
FHIR A BRI SN T R, 451077 B
Wb PR 22 A% e RS RS R O R I RE

Hu B $EH 7 —MEE T Copula ) Granger
PRIR B R Th B TR 2t 228 RS R
Mr. & J7 i — P AE S EAR A 7%, 5T Granger

BRI SR 3 A () B A AR B H Copula B E R 4t
HISFA L A, SEELEELR G 220 #r. Montalto 5557
e TR T P4 M4 (Neural networks, NN) [
Granger R JRBRL | % 77 V6 A 75 BAT AT e 0l X 2%
o AR 5 e 2 [0 24 A2 TR ) TN 45 SR A B AT 2R
KA.

1.5 358 Granger ER{EH

RIS 43 (1) Granger A543 B 7732 35 9 ) 455
R, SRTAEAUE P RE 8 SE L iR P 22 8)) 712 RGP,
M F= A T 4 Granger R, Geweke!??
R TN Granger K RAERY ) i@ £
A VAR A 28 e fd B i 8 g i e 28 e
BTSSR T 3 A R SR O 2R Barrett 2557 £E /Y
(1T N B i | NG5 7% o W = X | IV T K 2 e )
Atk Granger K] SAR Y.

Baccald S5 4 H 1 55 —Foiits R R A Y —f
JE [ AT (Partial directed coherence, PDC), 1%
TEBAE KANRER VAR B R B0 A7 (4 Bt
A, XBTEFA) X — X BRI RN
A (f)

A3 Ak ) ™
k=1

Horp, ZFRFMALE, A(f) N VAR BB R4
E AR, A, () NEEREA(f) =1 — A(f) BIX
&ﬁ% PDCXJ-—»Q\Z(f) %%E}/@j% fFX] — X;
MR X R, gFRBA—1F [0, 1] 2 0], HAEEE T
0 RALEHRR KR, KT —EMBREERHA B R
KA.

Kaminski 2507 42 7 B #4% % K 4 (Direc-
ted transfer function, DTF) J77%, [EIFEFEMIEk /347
RIRK AR 5 PDC BAEZEEL, DTF M@ VAR
PR ZHOHAT BB @ L H(f) =AY A
&35 ZRHOERE, WK AT X; — X, FRER KGR A

|Hiy ()

K

8
Sp,mr Y
k=1
Hob H () N H(f) X 6. DTF H#ik
R [ERIEA X, > X, (0 EBE B
2 HETF EEELHERSH

B R REW B BAE BRI R KR, 27
P REHEZ N ARG AE SR EE T B £
Frmmsithz)m, Ml 7 SRR ETER

PDCx, - x,2(f) =

DTFx, s x,z(f) =
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HAR R R, N E e A B EAR A I(X;Y)=H(X)+H(Y)-H(X,Y) =
=, RGBT M. SRR 2% 1 BA5 B H(X) - H(X|Y) =

PR RAS A,
=S IRIR AR

WA — D RGURELINEEEE, RGUR LR L
e, FURS(EBROR. EAE B b, 5 H WAREE S
W A A, B UK AR BE LA S B A A
e VERERE, B2 ZImE S RN . ik X8
— BB AR, p(r) Ron X IS R 6
e, WA X G B N

H(X)=—Y_ p(z)logp(x)

2.1

(9)

BEA I R B R R AN BRI ARG NS
&, How LEE MR RS XA Y AR S
(IR LR &, LA 2R 5 TE R BN p(,y) , WX
Y AR E SN

H(X,Y)==> p(,y)logp(z,y)

z,y

(10)

Z%AF1 (Conditional entropy, CE) F&/x AT —
BEPELT, HETEAYTIEEERD. 5IA
AR R EL p(aly) , FAFRARE SO

H(X|Y) ==} play)logplzly) (11
x,Y
AR BB AR & 2 [ R TR AR, &
AT ELEERMANEEE RN BE XM
Y 2 [ EAS EE AN

I(X;Y) =Y pl(x,y)log pl,3)

p(x)p(y)

B AT R, AR XORT Y 58 4 J6 O SO kST
I, TAEEMEN 0, R R Z [BIAFAEMFNEE,;
JRZ, HEATH AR B e i, LA SRR,
P L& B S BB AR R A A5 BRI
X, TR R EEE SRR AN

(12)

H(Y) - H(Y]X) (13)

HTERHRNEAM S, HE R T RS
DRI, T B AR R 25 PE. A PEELAS
B, BARINER 2 Fros. Ferg ity syl T ori —
AR AP 9 Z A AR LR R R R &R, & —F RS
BORTE, 2B 2 RE. G, 15
TREHGHE IR SR AR R
S UEAh, BRI A A AR AR, I
HHO T AR RS 187 5 A RER G R i, 4
TS RS AT S5 H A IR R R o A,

EBREEETE

2000 4, Schreiber™ $&H T # %/ (Transfer
entropy, TE) HFIMER, 15 URHE(E 5512 KAk 22
BRI K R, R R SRS SRR RS A
LT, & —FEESHE ATV, RS AR 4 1 4y #r
PIAN 22 GE H R 1 9 BE AR XS AR IR BN M 2 5C 2R B 8
50 X ST P81 Y, e SN
P (Wetlze, ye)

P (Yes1lye)
(14)

H, X MY, 73 AR T 78] X 5 Y #7520
UHME7 P (Yes1, e, Ye) ~ D (Yer1|Te, ye) *ﬂp (Yer1lye) o
ol 2 N B 5 MU 3R B R bR BBOR SR A R T R B. AR
PRSI N FIRTERIR SC R 5255, 24 TEx Ly >0
i, AAE BN T 20 X 3] Y RIBRER R &R, BUEBK
KRR KRR, Barnett 25 iEB T Granger
BRLSR 0 M 5 B # M5 2 TRV R IEG 2R, 738 B iR N = B 2
A BB A T, Granger RUER 20 #7556 2 45 22 55
Yrits, AT A Granger BIER 7341 5 4 15 B HLS Y
BRI 70 My 592 ST 1R AR

N TR AN AR B R IR G &R, 78R8 3 v ] AR
BRFN, &1 T 2B, WA A
(Partial transfer entropy, PTE). 2 &} 8] 751 X,

2.2

TEx_ v = Z D (Y1, %, Ye) log

Yt+1,2t,Yt

*2 EHTERELHERRRSITE

Table 2 Causality analysis methods based on information theory
ES7] Wy & R FEAATR LR
Schreiber 2000 W (TE) [40]
LA Staniek %% 2008 5B (STE) [42]
Kugiumtzis 2013 W5 M (PSTE) [43]
400 Faes % 2011 %14 (CE) [44]
N Frenzel % 2007 i EA5 & (PMI) [45]
AL Kugiumtzis 2013 T IRA N EAZ S (PMIME) [46]




134 AN 22 JOI IR 81 5 R OG R A Wit e £33 69

YU LHAWA & Z |, fEG e NP5 Z T,
X — Y RS 2 XN
PTEx ,y|z = Z
Yt+1,Lt,Yt,2t
P (Yes1l®e, Ye, 21)
P (Ye+1|yt, z¢)

R R A R R R, B9 VP4 2 A4
TR RGP B 2 5 B S AR
=R LA B 5 X, T LA R A 5 15 B
5. BAG B2 BEM R RN

TExy = H(Yi1 V) — H(Yiet| X0, Yi) =

D (Y41, T, Y, 2¢) X

log

(15)

I (Y1 X4|Y7) (16)
PTEx_y|z =
H(Y:1|Y:, Zy) — H(Ye1| X, Y2, Zy) =
I(Y;:+1§Xt|Yi7Zt> (17)

AT LA Y, R I mT LR IR A SR A I A0 2% 1 ELAS B
P, BRI R AEHE H TR

Staniek S5 R TS5 M (Symbolic
transfer entropy, STE), ¥4 NAZ S FEAL kA &
A] DARLFH TR~ Fa i (8] 7 51 i IR 2R Ok R o #fr, Rk
W

STEx—y = H(Yi11|Yy) — HYi 111X, Y:)  (18)

Hop, X MY R Rk E. N T a2
B RS, Kugiumtzis™ #2H T IWAF 5B (Par-
tial symbolic transfer entropy, PSTE), HJE: A

PSTEx .,y = H(Yi1|Y:, Z:) — H(Yi1| X1, Yi, Z1)
(19)

2.3 RATERSTHHEBESME

EERERE )G, BT — R5H TR EE
PR H) 7 51 PR 5 G R 0045 S, 8] G 2% R
A HAG B4, HIEA B SR HEE 2.

Faes &' $2 H 1 J& T 2405 B9 R SR 20 R 40 iy
J7i, TR 2 AR R SR OC &R
H (Y 1| X,, Y, Zy)

H (Yi1|Y:, Zy)

27T AR AR % % 005 10 13— ATz 2K
Frenzel & 2t 1 fk B.{5 & (Partial mutual
information, PMI) HIMES:, BIRH 214 BAZ Sl
IR R R, fEHAG BEERL B, 5IN T %2, B
AN
I(X;Y|Z)=H(X,Z)+ H(Y,Z)—
H(Z) - H(X,Y, 2) (21)

Cxoyiz=1- (20)

SITIARENS L =B ARG IR K R . AT LAIE
W, i ELA S i e R e A S A .

Kugiumtzis 8 FH 24 BAZ B 2 A2 &
RIRIRIG &, $R T 2 TR A N B D BLA5 B v
(Partial mutual information from mixed embed-
ding, PMIME), #ik: h

RX—)Y\Z _ I(Yt+1;Xt|Y;s,Zt)
I (Yis1; X4, Yy, Z)

Hof, Ryyiz BAEBEX oY WHEEXR, 28
TR R 07V B R A R 2 6] ) LR R A
KB, HORLT R B,

PESZBRRIFR TSR, & PRI 2 1R T
B SRR M, B\ R R 1
WO, 6 46 R B SR e, TR T R
WEFEL DRIt MR A PR A0 e, ARARR A 7 ]
B, 25 4 1 R A3 S T, T L
1AL R 4 B, Runge 519 #1117 4 T FI R
[y 3, DR R 00 50 A0 9 %A R 4 R s 4L
. T G 4 K e

3 ETRE=ERIEREFFIS

LRGN BA AL 2 R R AL, IR
FEHBER I VRS RS, @ @RS E
IR RERS IR iR RGN AR B A&
AN A2 2 (8] (K O% 2R, IR iR R G s sl L.
AR A LI 21 4 B 18] P 510 322 57 28 98 (RIR 2 2 1] A Y
KT AR RIS EOAR N R G T B, AR
ARG TR R DR Bl M LK 2R AR, X6 R A A Y
FRLeME R g, RS Z B RS+ WA, T
AR ARLNE R GE 3N /15271, Takens 2 1
BT I 18] e 2 FRIR S A ) B A B R 1, 9 A AR LR
PERGERSATHLRI SRt 7 BRSO3, AN E A
IS 16 Py ) FRDR A 22 TR Y, R Ak A i RS 2 1)
AR PR R AR,

3.1 RE=ERE

AR 52 BTS2 ik R G A I R ) T
B, SR A4 B T BB 3T, AR 2% T
045 5L Kalman®™ $2H, f— R S BF 52
B VAT BN 30 25 28 G600 8 T B RS 2
ASIER 2 5 7 9 FH A\ B R LR A
BRI — B (3008 50) HRAL, — Mtk )7
PRIt 75 AL

@(t) = f (2(t), u(t), 1

y(t) = h (@(t), u(t), ) (23)
S, w(t) AR, y(t) MR, o) R

(22)



70 H 3

S 47 %

SRR, f() Mh() AEIESEARLAE 8. RS
() — SR Mk AR 2 bk (R I S Y | RTIR S T
MRS RS, Ml TEfEENGEE. R4
RS T RE S A 2R G0 N BT 4l M A5 5 B 1 L g 1
B S 7 RGUIRS R BRI BIR R AR, R0
PR AT S AT AR AR 5 5 i E A T
LM ORN RS, 2TV s 2 P %
SRS A AR X S5 M AT S HOR JI R S,
— R AR 3, RIVIE I S U I P e N i 1
A SR A TR PRS2 [T 2 B il ik 7%
FEA Kalman JEBE VI HTHERL EM 5955

R 22 1A A2 R IR S AR B R 7R — AN [y
A, RS AR 5 T AR AR K 10 B A7 o S5 2,
M SE T 2 Jei (] Fp A AR Y O RS 2 TR R R
— RN A2 AR, AR AT [ 51 R A AT
PUE R 2 E) p 5K, i (el VAR A 3 31 2
BRAYEE A2 I [A) 7 51 AR SR W 5 1145 38 1T
Z N Jinno SEP AT T ARZ MR A R, R
M =B 8 e SO E L R 4, IR & Kal-
man JEPEE BRI 24, SEOARZLE R G HER
I} a] P A FN . Hong S804 130} i S 42 I & It
(] PP BTN, 32k PR 22 T A R ) 25 4y D 2 1 —
I AN AR LR Ty R, JF R A A% Sk
EHREST A S H. 7T DU IR (AR
RE NS U 2 1k BB AR L P R LA N BB A5, AT
HEWT R GE IR G AR, LU AR RAS B AT,

ETRE BRI ERER

SN ] 7 PR A 2 AR A 75 B e R e 5
RIZER, 40— 261 oy 7 #2 R R F Ul r
LRI T7 RS, AR JE AR Ha N i B S R A
RS SR, IR Z 30 )22 R AR BRI R4
To 22 SR VR ERE YR, e DU ST AR ) RS 7 (Al AR
HIGU 20 22 80 HEAX, Takens $2 H A 4E IR AL bRIR
A FEAY J7EN i T R A, SR R G n] B
E R YRR W R 2 R R A 18 156, 5
SR RGURFEC R, IR NI ST (] )5 51 F JE 28
PERGL S | RS, FERAS 2 0] S A 38 11 2
filh b, 2t 7 — RV R, T 1 )
A GRS 7 (8] AL PR TN SIS R SR A A 2.

3.2.1 Takens RESZT[EEMIEL

RS R E M B H B2 s 4eREs 2 ) ik 2
WG 7, RaNiRMEs N FE RGN X
TR RS, RGP — o ENEAS RS RS H
AHEAE ) HAh 2 m B ke, 7 AR B 1) R A
TR ENIZIME S, P, 8 70

3.2

B BRI 1) 3 271, g 7 8 [i] 5 ) 0 S 38 UL A4
BUHT AR, B 5 IR R G S RS 2 H, w8l
REMEI I 1 IR 3)) 775 R R RIS AT L.

Takens & BRI 45 H & FIPIR A 7 6] Hx N 4EH 1)
N, BISEIRARARAE R m > 2D + 1 (D ARG K4
), REMS AR A R R W 51 5 1 8 )
PR, EEAH AR A 2 A 5 T R G IR RF 5l 23 ()R
Takens J& BRI 2 40143 H7 55 TO $2 fi 1 125k
(B A, Tl 850 P S B £ T T e B 53 1) 4B 3R
I IA] 7 AR AN ZEHL m. W48 iR N 7 U AS A, R
(8] B G T] 43 93 ST AN AR S RN P M 7 1.

B 5) R N A8 BRI (8] 7 8 N I E BUE, &
BFIELF 41 X (1), #R¥HE Takens & B 7 A RS
P

X(t)=[X@),X({t=7),-, X(t = (m—1)7)]

(24)
X F IR 8] 7 IR N ZERL m B, 32 247 Y A
R — AR 43 0 e B AR I (8] 7+ R R N 4E 2
m. X REIR N [A] )ik 48, 32 HAHR, BAS R
J7iE. AT IRNYER ik, 32 B O e dlm 80 A
FRERLERL, Cao J7EP. /M EIR K FEPT 257772,
3 — Pl AR ZE IR I 8] 7 F RN ZEEL m 2 AH K
1), R EBEHAD S Kugiumtzist™ $E2H 7 HRA
HWHRME, Bl - Fom NS D7y = (m— 1)
PeE . Kim S50 52 ) C-C 7355 F TSR A i [a)
& I AISE R I [A].

LIS RN TR AE IR ] (8] 7 A [F] A HUE, B
[ 751 X () PR 23 8]

Xt)=[X(t—m1),X({t—72), -, X({t —7m)]

(25)
Horp ) BRNYERCN m, BB EN [, 70, T -
LI TN PRS2 Al e e IR I RGN 3 7)
PR, RIS ORFR RN A B TR AH BT, B RAT
IRATUARTE. ML T 50N, AR50 A REfE
FREFRESLERRE RS, EAREZTER
SEIEM . Viachos 17 & H TR THA HAG
BRI SR AN TT %, Faes M T 36T 2640465
AR S IR AN T, WAk, Ry T F AR RS =
6], & B )48 2SR IE 2 T 40 B, W R D7V IR
JFHT AR AR S WO B &5
322 FREMELKEERR

LR A HAK A FE PR (Nonlinear interdepend-
ence measures) se 5 TR A7 8] ZA AT ER 129 1)
J7ik, HT A E PR OC R B 77 R AR X A
R XA Y, iRAERA T A EEISE I RS



134 AN 22 JOI IR 81 5 R OG R A Wit e £33 71

FR A5 7 .

EFIRAS 20 X RIS 0, 1 o
@, T, TERAS 20 X P B AMEAR R, T3
, 15 kAN SRR EG B B T

R®(x kZH% . | (26)
qu:}lji?é?\?“ﬂ Y [:I:] E/J*$zl§ £y7L7y5 1;y5n2a"' )
Ys,, o BN Yo RS EY T kAT A, K
W BPRAE S E X B, Wi e, 5 kIR '5 Ts, 15
Toy e s, MR BB A
Z Z ||wn x5, (27)

N T TS, ATRCRA @, 548 N DA S
P24 B

R (x)Y) =

N
1
R, (X) = mZH-’Bn—-’EHF (28)
j=1

AREVEAR ELARAL G b W IRZS 2 8] 7, ARAEIR
AR R R I RS R AR, Arnhold 25
HYRIRM T AR S, €N

N (k)
Sxoy = %Z Jn (X)) (29)

RV(X]Y)
FRAEE AT LA, 0 < Sxoy < 1. 24 Sx_y ik
T OR, R X MY #HEM; Sy .y HEK
T o, FEHRSE X 2Y FRELR. [, f8
b S ZIAEXT AR, AT LA A E Sx oy A Sy x B
KN, bt RGe 2 A1 AR SC A58 55, % kA
BRI EEM, I H AR H 55 R R A&,
Arnhold 265 $2H T B —"MEbs H, B XN
1 RL(X)
X =N L R e

n=1
LAY, Hx_y KA LA B Hx_ v =00, R
G X MY 582MT; Y Hx oy > 0, fRIEH RS
X Y FIRRRR. ZEREREREN SR
P, 55 IR R 5 2R 1 R R R
Quiroga ™ FEH T2 =/NMEAR N, N
Rn(X) - RV (X|Y)
Nxoy = an_:l R,(X)
E¥abs HAHL, fabr N RH T HAR bR #EL
BEE. Nxoy = 1 IORELMZ RP (X|Y) =0.
F RY(X|Y) > R (Y), 3 H R A 0% & g
2 RP(Y) =0, FTUNT— K A% Nx_y < 1. 18

n=1

(30)

(31)

BN IR ETH RP(X|Y) YesE, 2 AR A
RAA RAEHGZMECK. Andrzejak S50 & H T 5
b M, B3 7 HeAR N B, Bk SO

1 L R,(X) - RP (XY
> (X) (X]Y)

Mx .y =+
N = Ru(X)-RP(X)

R T EERASAER A, R ES R 0, Bl My =
max {Mx_y,0}. K, ¥8b5 MRG0, 1], &558 N
0 RRARA X A Y FHEIOT, BE O R SRoC  .

Chicharro &5 $& 1 7 #6845 L, %75 R L
SGirERBEERIE. N TR, , 2. Bn
PR ||, — o, | FEFTABEES (= 1,2,--- ,N,j #n)H
MIHET. R, RE A Y AR Sy, 1 kA48
5H%§T§U47(*W1Eﬂ X I, tFE PR ETEN

(32)

D(X|Y) = kZ s, - TEBE L 5E LA
1 XK Ga(X) - G (X |Y)
- 33
e eyl e
H, Go(X) =n/2MGF (X) = (k+1)/2 5513

INAETFEARA kAT AR ST RS . 5iRR
MR, 4845 L RIFERRSICE[0,1]. AHEL T3 T8 5
Gt mM TR by, LT RS E R PR E A O
FEA R BURME SR R
3.2.3 WIS ARG

2012 4, Sugihara 25 $2 H T SAE Xk it
(Convergent cross mapping, CCM) /7%, XK
KT Science b, FIEENINEE T2 R0, %T7
TEREALAE AR ER M RS 2 (B A [ B At L, i A
ARG A AR RIR G R, A RAR & 1
RAY MAGX FHRRKR, MIANHRSG X P4,
TRAY MEAGEE, B o R X MY HY
TIEZ IR RAH A, 2E AN H 2R 4t 2[RI PR SRR &

BB X (1) FY () ARG M YT 4=
() 7= A IR AN [) 7 1) 6T T 4 X () Y (),
WHE R IRIE RN LERCR m, IEIRIN B A 7, EHA
H PR 2 A

X(t) = [X(8), X(t =7),---, X (t = (m

Y(t)=[Y(),Y(t—7)- Y (t—(m—1)7)]

(35)
RERAE S M E R, EMRE XY 524
M RS R, £ 25 X P FHREEAR X (6) 1 m
ANEAR S {X (6, k)Y ={X (i,1), X (i,2),-- -, X (i,m)},
Y LML BRI Yo, W RLIIREAS SO {Y (4, k) )
WY () B HHE



¥ i

47 %

72 H |
V(i)=Y weY(i,k) (36)
k=1
Hoofs
e (X (@) = X (R
B p( 1X (i —X(@l))
Ug,
WE = —
> Uk
k=1

||| T FEA Z 18] B BR G BE 5. & LY (1) MY (8)
W X BY BI28 XM, 5 Y (6) 5 Y (¢) FIAHSR
A, MR REOTE AN

(Y@)f§%0)2

L
J i (37)

(Y(&) =Y (1))
1

BEEREAKE LN, V() BT v @), m&
R RESLEN[0,1], RUAFAEHRAY FIRS X
fRIERT AR G &R

K12 T e SIsE S B ) S A TR B s =
BTN RG X MY 2 [ H58 L. Wil 1(a)
B, W X AR IREAS i X (1) S AR o5 e i 3]
WILY i, X RALIE sSSsS FREAR S Y (4), IR HA
HFHEHARAY FRE X FREXR; WE 1(b) fr
N, G AE YR, ARIT A EIURBELS, WIAETE

(Yf(i) - f/(i))

i

T =

L
(Y@ - Y)Y

1 i=1

M=

Az (t-1) Ay (t-1)

K1

WA A S S AR iR B S A

Schematic diagram of the basic principle of

Fig.1
convergence Cross mapping

HARY FIRS X FIERKA.

4 BYEFSIERE BT L K2 N

ARSI XS RN 2 Jul 8] 31, A T R4 A
17 =280 [a] R A R B AT 435N Granger
KSR M 25 B G AR R 2 M A1 TR
BB R . =255 0 NAS I 1 #f B4
AR R R RO E A L A R DLAE B
B, FEUHS AL ) @R R R e T 1A, SR E, X
ANTE] PR S FH A3k, 43 531 A 28 s 1] e 371 TR SR 0 A A 7
(PSSR FEE— 20 B R AR 2 1 3 FH 3

ERDITRB LS5 L R 1E)

B REAS R 425 R P BB )P 51, Granger RIS
AT AL, T B A PR R B AR TR s
() fy R SR ASE 2R B R o (1) 3 T VG L, 8 A% i 1)
Granger KA Qe i BB ZMER R LR,
AR LA b AR B AR MR IR G R, Ui X
B ST i A% S T AR S R A 1 I TR A0 1 R ER 40 A
TN TETVEGE 23 A = S DR SRR 1 3 Y B A AE I T
UL R FETT IR, 32 3 45 T =R IT R R 1
27 RN R~ R B 1] e 471 D] SR 2 A f6 P AR 0.

MF 3 AT ULE M, BB TR, B a4
R A ()& A Y B e AR R R R 2 AR
2 AR Rk . A, DB R SR A Tt
INF[A] 7 31 P AR M A R RS SO TR (8] /7 71
IR SR A, NI, o o = 2R 07 AT B L
I3

1) Granger IR K R ITENM A+ T2,
FCEE ST AR (8] AR R () R Al b, T T i B
IR BRI AT R PE. SR, Granger KR M1 7122 —
b PR R SR A A B2 AN AR 91 s 6 485 R L 42
Wi R R ¢ R 5859, Granger K32 #1023 T4
()74, BRI 6T T[] e B ASE 20 i 0 7 o e — A
ZOCE EM A, e B B TR
AIC (Akaike information criterion). BIC (Bay-
esian information criterion) (5 S #EN. T[]
A S H0R %, RITEE1T Granger K A4S
Bomt, tHEE AR, B, X T BAE 0 MEARE
IR 51 X A1 Y, AL —AMEAENHOY m i) VAR
BRI E AT O (m?n?) FO (mn) Z 8.
P LA B F0 AT PR R SR #r, TR R
L F] O (1?°m?n?) , Lasso-Granger K R AT LUK
THRE IR EREN O (Im?n?) P H4h, Granger KR
A B B R GRS PRGN TR P 31, PRIEAE#EAT Gran-
ger K AT 2 B, 75 B0 (0] 77 51 AT P AR PR A

4.1



134 AN 22 JOI IR 81 5 R OG R A Wit e £33 73

®3 BRI M A v L AR
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L CRAJUMA R AR A S, Reig sl 2 4c &
G AELRAE R RO R 40 #T.

2) EFxt 2 AR BRI R 5T, T LA A 2
TP FC: a) L 2B 2 R HBE ) #YE Granger
HRER T 2B/ RAF R KR b) I NFKHAL
&, NFHMR A EE 2B R R X RIS
HHT, KES TSR T 4 e 2 4 &= 1 A
oy M, T v 4 BlHE iy 2 s [R] 3 51 1) K] SR 20 A ak
DA AL BT B AR B T AL R S R T B
JEFER R R I R SR A, S ARCR I S TN
K.

3) EFXF AR AR (8] 7 51 (R R AR OC &R 40 B, BT LA
MEL R PEAN 7 TR T FC: a) XS (8] 3 51 A B 47
AbER . SEECERRAL, W2 TR RS AEE, SRR X
PAaAk JE IS 1] A EAT R SR O R 4005 b) BRI
AR [E] AR S RSP AR S TR A1 B PR AR Ok R O3
M, QIINEAR T S 3 A R AH T AL AR 24
BRSO AR (8] 7 F13EAT IR SR 5 R e = R SR 1)
— /NS ).

4) X RGe I AE SBR[ e, @
SRR TS . X T Granger PRIRAR AL Hf
SERRI I, NN B EE A IE
N BRSO R R A I HE R . X T
RN G OIPS B TE = o W& RIS A | 63|
RN TTIEASDRS 20, AT B R AR,
FEE R R RS
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