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Abstract

With the increase of data storage and the improvement of computing power, using observational data to infer time series
causality has become a novel approach. Based on the properties and research status of time series causal inference, five
observational data-based methods were induced, including Granger causal analysis, information theory-based method,
causal network structure learning algorithm, structural causal model-based method and method based on nonlinear
state-space model. Then we briefly introduced typical applications in economics and finance, medical science and

biology, earth system science and other engineering fields. Further, we compared the advantages and disadvantages and
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analyzed the ways for improvement of the five methods according to the focus and difficulties of time

series causal inference. Finally, we looked into the future research directions.
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ParceLiINGAMSL:, jil i k56 il 11 =] )3
5 25 5 A A AR fa g I 2R SR 2R ST R R
FRHIB L, $EN AL AR AR B BT SR
AR, HEMAIMEAS &, % 707 B IR
Bz B A G, Hoyer P O&FP25ET
LiINGAMARTY, # IS T & A R R 5
FIIVLINGAM (latent variable LINGAM)
HEZE . IVLINGAMZETAE SR, #50m
A R AR T B AHA N
FRANBRAR B, SR I I T i R
AF EARE A B IMEF AL T 2, Cal R
EOE I ) AJE S TR, R T — R
R EE A 22 S BFVELSTC (learn the
structure of latent variables based on
triad constraints)  LSTCHeH T7—Ff “fh
BeF=” , i B 5 G E i S s
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PSS, &I AT LI AR B 5 Be AR & 2 (AT
PR T5 1A, AHEELINGAM Y #:, LSTCHESE
TUAT W AR B A T B B R o
AN, FRoraaE o T RI6 545
SRS AT ¥ Janzing DO HT
15 EJUAT R ST (information geometric
causal inference, IGCI) 757, IGCI¥ERE
5 ANMAZE &, FIHE RS E R IEAS
K SOMSZE, BETAE R AT A Xie F
SR TR T M AYE TPIA (entropy—
based two—phase iterative algorithm) &
W, B RS B T DA SRR AL
PR e (G R r R, B LINGAMAR R
B v 4 0 7 B B R, R AR B L iR
2SRRI TT AR A

1.5 EFEEMERETAEBENFH X

20124F, Sugihara GEEUSIHEH T I
A Y5 (convergent cross mapping,
CCMYH ¥, % kT Takensg #1157,
H DRSS A EMAHERT R C R, 5T
E AN 522 E 1Y KT, FETARZR PRIR S
2R AR 1 7 PR AR 20 2C T sl E i 1
TR 2R, TR AR AR HF
EEZANGUEASE]T N, R Iy
RGN ik Z .

RASES [ A 2 4 1R R4 7R 22 58 N
KRB S A ZIE A LT
L MR AR 23 [A] AR 2R P B (] ) 271 ER] S 1 T
TR 22 HAE R R A E— AN AR B
ARG, SR HET Takens @ #UFTAEZR IR
A AV AR HEWT R SR OC 2 o TakensiE #
U TEMARNEFZIRRsI T ZER,
UE AR 8 5 20 2% I, — N5 72
B A3 (] Y I S — — X Y, B
B H i N ZERL, 5 RE SCIAH 23 (Bl e
M A, FORFEHFOR I 3 85 F A S

FE T 2 MR A8 A3 (R ASE AR 1 ] 2 o

VT 3k R 2 L PR R e 1 A B
(non-linear interdependence measure,
NLIM) FAHEAE i, Arnold JEEBSI$
H T AR Ze A BRI 1, O IR 2tk
RS TRIEA “JEX FRiE”
A AR BLARR, BIERI SR OC & o XTI AN IN e
A XA, 8 IR 2 A A3 (A R O I
HE, 1S B FE A3 A A ExFy, 8l B AR S
(0] e H Ry e B 281) xR 2 (TR ) 7 T AR A
RREG E B . R JE AR 4R P B | 1 4 B A
AR RES(X|Y) o WARSX| V) BFEKT
0, AV NFFLEXENY IR SR & o [ HE
HAREIS(Y|X), HIE S X Y)FS(Y|X)
AR /IN, AT AL SE A AH BLAR S 5C 22 ik~
AN “YRER” o FESCHERI68] b B H T
AR JRMH BT EH, B Y
J7 B EGBE B 5 45 18 77 BROEG BE 28 i LARTEY
fH, MR R REEUR, WE, 58735
It B4 HY T N9 MO LU VAE Pt
TEbR, X LLFE PR E A T S p A M FA B o

ERE=R =

fi 4 Takens g B, Q0 SRAR & X 7] DLIE
AR B Y B N E ik N\ EE A ZR Ge sk T, AR
LXFY Z [AV A AR PR SR N, o CCMs—
AR A Takens & HUFA 52 I T 00K 4k Wy
ALt R G R K RN TT . CCMAE K
PR SR 2R P A A i 2 28 S i e, R
AXIIES TR M, , BYE 2 T iRiE
M, WNRAETE X > Y IR R, A
M, W SR RE RO R IR I M, U
FEIARE R CCMEA WS, BRI X
MY AAAE R AR 220, AR A6 H B E
FR (FEACER R , 155 128 STk
TR ZE SN,

B 7 NLIMAICCM 7k Z b, A5
e R Y At BT AR L R A A3 A A
W T7 ¥, XETT k2 HEERETE RIS
M7 g & T, Mao XEET24E H—
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T EE TR 2 (] NI EE A RO B AR AR 25 6 1
KR HEWT 77 HPSDR (phase state delay
reconstruction) =TE ., % F #6 £ 50
[B] 3 5138 ik B S B AR A N FE R T, 2R
S AR A B R 1) 22 0 AT R R AR T
ML I JE . PSDR-TE A LATE ARA% 128 fi
SRR W B AR B 2 [H] PR AR R ZR I A
B 2 B AR bR 5 2 o i [R] 5 80 2 [8] A R
KK FR, Krug DEFPETHEFH ST
M AEZe g A2, fd T —F R H T MR
%% (cellular nonlinear network,
CNN) fili o B[R] 7 21 2 1A EAR O 3
HIJT ¥ TR E SR ENLIM, 285 F1H
CNNJE UTRAENLIM, B AR FR A AR
PEARELAR R 520 Krakovska AZETIF]
AR AR A AT O B, F i TR TR X
M (cross prediction, CP) FAJE S TR
(predictability improvement, PI) A
RO R MW TT ¥, HHCP Iy i ot [ i
R0 AE ST F S48 240 50 158 22 S ) s PR R
Z, PUNTE S AR S D0 TR0 7y v R
RKFo CPRIPIAMUABIE I T2 RS,
IRBE R TR R AT 45 S SR 4T

S B RS F T v A B A AR 95 AN
[, HIELARFHNAADHIEZ AL i
Granger A 4347, T SCME I M
CCMAR AR LTI (8] e A ey, 21
15 BB 1 T 00 R 5 I 24 25 ) 2 =] SR
AEETHAR G R

2 MFIR

BRI % B I TR 51 PR R M
LR &G el EYERST. Bk R G R
AT TR S AR 2 A2 T 2 B,
FE IR [R] 7 A AL B A A L T30 L 0 2 A0 5
RN S U TR AR AR B AR . A
XS AN 7] 2 FH 433 50 90 A i AR S 75 3%

FEAE R 37 5 TR IE AR AT T BB, XS A8
T A S T BEF T A

2.1 ZFERmE

FsF 5] o A71) i 235 F1 <6 b 4T DL RO 28
PR, Z RN Z R ZEWLE G 5O, 25F
RN E IR AERIE, B9, JE
SRS AR Lt 2 AR T, HLH AR
ARG A, Granger ARl T
{5 EIC B T AR Z U P Y )iz,
Chimobi OPZE"6¥.Granger R HR 4547 F0
WarE A7 FE (augmented Dickey—Fuller,
ADF) 3o AH 45 &, TaS it TRl .
B 5 HE IO B B A 2 TR RO B AR 56 575
Fiedor PUT$E H—F &5 & % 128 i 9 9 g
GrangerAH R &, R H N HTHE R
A R T TN TR 3 i e 1 e S R S I 2, DA
BRI F; Maamar & T8EE
T Granger[K 44347, $6 T B 2R [A] &
REGIEEBM NIRRT, KR TE
VIG5 AT AR BB YRS 2 A A AR L]
GrangerFUURK 5, MR T AT HE A B I
ZPHHE K MRIBIER; Judge GO HI—Ffr
FET R AR 1 Bk X 28 AT N B A U,
HKH T 58 sh SO &5 R Ge b
H i W BRI T A M H A RIS RIT N Z
AR R Liu A QEEBOFI]H & A I 2
T X B 1 28 B 1 R T 47 (B e 1 < R
ST, IS AL 1B IR AU A T 2 R T
4R I B R A 515 B

2.2 EEMEYFETE

FEBRA AR 22U, o BT, 5
9o U5 RALFIOT FE R 52 350 AT A, s
WIS /8 . DORE . A AR AR R AT 5
PR R A I 2R 22 U5 2605 5 00
T, FREE NI IA] 7 471 AR O 55 o 3K 28450080
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[ I A e BT SEBR RS S, AR
FLAB 4378 & ME LU o e A1, ST 3 AN
AR B 2 (A 5 W e T LU e o A7, A4 75 248
W5 PR S OC Ry Y R, EETE R
V6 Y T3 VR R SR I 28 285 ) 2 S VAR A
N A A Z . Legnani WEEB2HEH
TEEFRR - T, Tt BE
JERLOE R A Sk BT A R G
1%, O E B OIUT A IR E
Pt T WG R, Stephan K E&ESIET
DS 9 285 A2 AU 4 tH —Fh 2 AR PR IR AR )
T, T RS R AL & A 2E BT iR
B S Il T, i 28 70 B (AR R] 28 i
R I R 5 AN AT T PR B AR e o
o Lee JEEOO F L3 0 AR 2 FE TPk ]
WK FR, ST W > AR E SR E
SE TR G AR AS I, I L T AL
SRR ST, Faes L& f]Granger
R T S E B MG 7k, Hls
12 AT BAL IR AR O B I [E) 9 I 4, DT
A3 AR B T A B AL 2 0 TR
HIRAEAE . Valenza GEEBOHE H—FBERT £
AR R (instantaneous point transfer
entropy, ipTE) , ipTERT DA[RI IR B =45 7%
ARG R S H AR AR, T 0
BB )7 2 [ AR A B .

2.3 HMIKRHERFE (KR, BH#.
B, &%) @i

fiff 58 H Bk 3 Ge Rk 22 Ho i ] 7 210 7 BR SR
KEZR, NRFHIBITHAE, BrRUREE
A AL A0 B B B A R S, M ER
RGRLE N G KRB R 2280 7
R4, HPaEHERL 2R LR,
XSO R B AR AR | Rt
A MRS ER 0N, I, Granger R 43
M. BTERIGH 7 AT AR 2 R &
23 (A Y A IR U R 2, HAE A

HHEZG1 TGN, Perez—suay A
SERIBTIARL HY — i 25 T A N ML S 45 J3 A4 st 12k
A T U] P ] SR W7 3, PR LN
TR A BA (0] A 45 2 8 A Hb Bl R 2% DR SR 4 7L 1]
i, Silva F NGBS E 2 5 A0 e
M Granger B R 434777 8, PEAEGZRT1E
B 5B /R i — T 77 V&SI H R 1B TR
FERL SR Y. . Sugihara GESECCM T
EHT ARG AR R AW, R
W IR T R Bl e fUE S
TR S M 307 v LM Hr A Sk | s A Sk
T YR TANE B 2 [AJRYC R Contreras—
reyes J E&FSF| AU Granger RIS 447
MG B g I, I T A B R AQBR
IR S S DX AR B 2 RS R BB A
ARITAE RS KB R 2, Li JEEO0
F& HH— PP B MG 13 A0 1 B DU 2 2R
ARG, TE IS A7 U 22k
ARG TN RS, FEAL 2 A SE
o Oh MEEUIHE H—FfAH R A5F-5- % 2 i >k
TR R R IR SR KRS e B 42
IR 1 E/RIei —FE i EBARHIE

2.4 Hith TR

BB RN, ST U L I
(] 7 51 B SR BT ZE AL L 03 . R 2% | i
K. TAESGUS A B2 ], F5 5 21
JE BT AR IR 2 WL S ARSI A O TR
7 ETER . X TRERA R K
FERS A 22 Hk o, ELARAE S 3 HUIR Y
(B2 R BETE EIe R 77 ¥4 R T RE g
EERIR I R, 11X L4 v Hl fe
Iz, HoMh T vk AR TS S AR R i
o Yu W TSRS I 2 40 % Tl 45 %
I R BB R A e B A T IR RS AR
Shi D WEEOF| FUELEA 5 v, A RUER T
AT 24 P 2R GBS Al Zeng 7
FAG10VF F 22T 5 — PRAE TE A% 22 03 A0 4 iE
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A DRI SR X 24 238 g 2 ST SRk, K il 2 20 R
RRAZSWEEIHHIFILSTM (long short
term memory) FHZ5E, S TR RN
FLR s AR S A, Yao C ZEE0IR
FHGranger RIS 53 BT 0 e /N A= BRI
W 45 BETT AR, AREUETH AR Y A R AR T
M FBAHLH . Yoshida TE07Mg F PR S DL H-
Hir 28 £ B ATL 8 N BT 3 . A0 38 RIS B 5
KL, Al T B IS Bl i PR R T Bl
M BEAO 20 . Tian CER08IHE Y —Fh
T CCOM M E Ak T Ml =i 32 R 45 2 AR A
3B 5y, R CCMH B AR & 2 7] B R 5
J7 IR R R OG22, MR e B S LR
1B BERAR AR

3 HEARSRE

5 il T G 0 F IS 1] P 8] R R 4
W7, TG ERTIE R e
PREFHIANIE], SECLICER A AT
255 IR TR] 3 21 DRR A2 T O AN [ 155 T 0 2 X
RV, XX 52677 3L LA 2 Z Ak
BEATELEE, T AT T — P MW S E AN %
Jer, R BT K A () B A] Py 21 PR SR A
WT ARSI FE 7 7 o

31 LkBAHh

® GrangerF R aHT77#: Granger[H
BB HIOE AR S PR . T Al R i
AT 2 PR ALt (A
A o HAVEAET: BIRIR 223 2 IEAS A1
W G2 MR T, B AN
PRI R, M AT B DRI O R GRS s 4R
TR IR — REDSR e A H AT
I o 4> I AR 58 B R I i 1 i 7 RO
A 2R BT SR A AN R SRR i A

LA

o AT (FERIEMIT 4. HTHEEIEM
Ty HERRS FIE R R AT 1A | i R R
Zamyy, EHTARZE AR 2R
IR 31, A B IR i R SR 5 25 91 T I 46
FAbTT WA . HOARAE T W ey
A G AT AT SE PR AR A7 AR AL e
SHEWTHVR Z BB PR R s b
FURE TT AR Z 99 AR FEH i B
X AR R A T 2 AR AR
TR PR R BaE A e A B2k
RIS

o [KURMLRE5 M2 S ke I2RTT ik
FARSEOT I, W LUK IAT IR SE Bl =] 139
AP G 25, thAl DU T 578 P e Sy I
(] 27 P, 8 o 24 L 40 TR SR $ W v o R
R, REEEMEE LA E L, 1B
AEHR L S AR DR R A T o EZA 2
e EHRVE LA 22, HEAb 4 b B A R AT
BE S R ARG M B 25 4535 Teikfr BN ARG
FRURSE; A ARZME | AP AR AR
AP SEMEAE BB A ENE . T
IR R TR SR R T 21T
WSS, R ENIERA B AEZ | JE7
e SR S RIS MRS B T

o JLTSCMITT k. HETT AP
faj 5, S8, PRI, A ] I
PRUR AR 253 a2 B Y DR R 5 2 0 TR R %
UFo AE H AT IS 75 248 I 1] 7 51 FR1 SR HE
USRI FHEE D, EHGRE TN
FE PRI SR S R N, R R AN ] ) I 3E 4 1)
SEERY, SRR BB 2 BT R
g e A R R A v M B8, (EL SR TR A M
PLSEEL; 3T w2 41, AT e RO 2
Bz, WWHEZRER K 13T ARk
Rt — PR 2 A B A, BT ik
I S R SR HE A e 24 1 A AT e 75 [l 3L
RN S T3 THI AT A PR R R

o AT AR MRS R U
XTIy A G TR B 2 &
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g8, Frpl e AT | ARLEREL ., SR A
(IR E TR AR ZE M R G ROR B (HAT LA
JERR: X T IEM G MU R ST, Hf
W 45 R SRR s ORI R AR B M
PAN. FIAE R IR (AL e 51 s Tk SRR G
FRHUARES s MELLPURBRIN RUIR G 52 RALE
ZRARL AN 22 ST A DR SR FRE IR A2 I 7] P 271 FR1 SR
HEWTHME Rz —, BEERTTIRARRIE SR,
O B A R R | R S R 2 W R P B
HET SR AR R T TR

2L IN 18] 7 51 9 AN [R5 T2 Fl 2 0
R T SRR T R B B s FE A TR,
P4

3.2 R¥E

AT SR A DT 8 282 15l A BT[] 7 81 43 A A 5 F
FUHH R o S UL F I 1R 37 TR
AW TT IR A G B, T
1) S 46 RIS DL S 6 F) B DR Af W5 3k B vy
AT BEEBIFEHIA MR, ZJC. FRZ
P AR RS [E] P 510 B PR SR A B 25 [ 28 2
BAFENE RET SRT, KA | =2
B FEAE BN 1] Fr 271 A ER R A T RS URZ TR
SR G JEE PR A8 AT A R AR AR R O ME L, A 551
FEAE AR 2 R AL P A AT B 3 45
SRR B YRR A TIAE =R R LRI B
B2 SIS o I e RAERUEE | (B B AR
=GR NEIRERE R SR UIRIE € R IS PSSR
FPR TR HIP . Ak, IfrrRe sl A i
PR HE T 7 ¥5 5 HA B TUAR 25 5, stk —2
P T HAT PR AT S, e AR OR T A
SR E RN 25 LR, SR e T
VERT AL UAN 5 T T

(1) X . KM [R]FE2, AT LA
¥ Granger R R AT IT NS THEIEH
T3 R RS, I A S R RN |
fRIR R SO RE I TT ik, B B
AR S 2R, STl T RS

(2) X T B SRR, AT DR PR AR
W 2% £ Ky 25 S SR 5 Granger LR 34T
FETERICH T A S S, R B R M 4%
SR 27 ) B R R B A B R AR, TR BR
7R B RN i 4310 1 SR K TRV s 22 R 6 13 0t
ZER ]

(3) 5 ¥ A7 [T SR ABE IR R DI P 387 476 55
77 125 BUAA B I (8] 2 ER] SR 46 W 5 kA
4G, RO SR G IR RS . /INFEAR S
P . BECEE . A E A S R,
S S HLG TIE AR W £ R

(4) B IAT 1 77 322 5 40 5 B H U
SEIG RN PR | AR A T
ana] SRS R BB R
25 HH 1 % 18 A TR g 17 A AR 5, A T ERLIR
FHE PRSI P T e 1 o

(5) RIFEN #8252 IR 5] &5 it
T ARAEE s A A ST T T R A 5
FIHAGTRMZ 28 JEIRRHEE 24 | A2 it
71 KR 24 S A TR SR (] P 271 P R SR T

(6) %fffCauseme.net {35 PUFIIID T
THA BRSSPSR T A, R N
RS L T A 1 ] S O B B 4%
P, HESHHENE R R A S TR A AL

SEYif:

[1] BROCKWELLPJ, DAVISR A, BERGER J O,
et al. Time series: theory and methods[M].
Berlin: Springer—Verlag, 2015: 2-35.

(2] g, EFBAS, 2, S IR R4

BrETIE s LR T FE SRS, 2020,
49(1): 24-35.
HAN M, REN W J, LI B S, et al. Survey
of chaotic time series analysis and
prediction[J]. Information and Control,
2020, 49(1): 24-35.

[31 PEARL J, GLYMOUR M, JEWELL N P.
Causal inference in statistics: a primer[M].

New Jersey: John Wiley & Sons, 2016: 22—-58.
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xR2 5 METFVNHIENERIRRER AR
‘ Z o R WAE BN W R %
ik Su L SR DR DUR em fa SO ik
Granger  Granger 45047 vV 4 2% Gxhh, & [9]
BRI £5tGranger HgL4b7 v v v P D2
%Mt-Granger FIR 307 ;;;I;%Qﬁiaﬁ 3
A2k Granger R /047 4 Y 4 [14]
RBF Granger[H 4547 [15]
Kernel Granger i 44 vV 4 Vv [16]
Lasso-Granger R 4547 V4 V4 \V V4 [20]
Copula Granger[H# 501 vV V Vv Vv [22]
A )T (TVAR) v Vv oV VvV 4 [18]
ARIMA-Granger v Vv oV Vv Vv [17]
R AT
nsHP-GC AVARRVARR VARV Vv Vv [19]
PfLasso—-Granger VARV Vv Vv Vv [21]
FSEA Y
HETEE TE Vv vV Srfi, MRl [24)
W cTE ARV v oV iw\i%\f;i (24]
VY . e e 2
PSTE AYARRVARRV vV [27]
SDNDTE AVARRVARRV vV Vv [28]
NETE v v oV vV [29]
CE ARV vV [30]
NCE ARV vV [31]
MESS v oV vV VvV [32]
IMTE ARV vV V [33]
RERMZ  PC YAV Vv Vv Vo R &S [39]
Git%3] ¢ VoV v oV v Tl BURSE [40]
Hk GES vV oV Vv Vv V [42]
MMHC ARV Vv Vv V [43]
CD-NOD AVARRVARRVERV] Vv Vv Vv [44]
FCI ARV V Vv Vv V [46]
RECI ARV Vv Vv 4 V [47]
GRECI [48]
PCMCI vV oV VvV Vv Vv [51]
PCMCI+ ARV Vv Vv V [52]
HTSCM  LINGAM 4 Vv L ERAEK [53]
M77%  DirectLiNGAM vV vV oV 561
ParceLiNGAM vV VvV Vv VvV [61]
IVLINGAM vV Vv Vv V [62]
LSTC VARV Vv [63]
ANM ARV Vv [57]
PNLCM YAV Vv [60]
IGCI AR Vv [64]
ETPIA v oV VvV Vv V [65]
%%ilgé;% NLIM: S, H, N, M, L VARV Vv %ﬁi%@f [68-70]
HREZ com VARV vV ORI 661
EIESPARES PSDR-TE NEVERY, v i;fi%k;ﬂ%%% (7]
CNN ARV Vv [73]
CPAIPI VoV vV [74]
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