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Abstract

Accurate long horizon forecasting of particulate matter
(PM) concentration fields is essential for operational pub-
lic health decisions. However, achieving reliable forecasts
remains challenging in regions with complex terrain and
strong atmospheric dynamics such as East Asia. While
foundation models such as Aurora offer global general-
ity, they often miss region-specific dynamics and rely on
non—real-time inputs, limiting their practical utility for lo-
calized warning systems. To address this gap, we con-
struct and release the real-world observations and high-
resolution CMAQ-OBS dataset for East Asia, reducing re-
gional error by 59.5% and enabling real-time 48—120 hour
forecasts critical for public health alerts. However, stan-
dard point-wise objectives cannot reflect asymmetric oper-
ational costs, where false alarms deteriorate public trust
while missed severe events endanger populations. This cost
mismatch causes SFT models to over-predict and yield high
False Alarm Rates. We introduce Group-Relative Policy
Optimization (GRPO) with class-wise rewards and curricu-
lum rollout to align predictions with operational priorities.
Experimental results demonstrate that our framework sig-
nificantly improves the reliability of the forecast. Com-
pared to the SFT-only baseline, our model reduces the False
Alarm Rate by 47.3% while achieving a competitive F1I-
score, proving its effectiveness for practical, real-world air
quality forecasting systems on long lead time scenarios.

1. Introduction

Atmospheric particulate matter, such as PM, s and PM;o,
poses serious public health risks by aggravating respiratory
and cardiovascular diseases, and disrupting urban trans-
portation, industrial operations, and power demand. Ac-
curate long lead time forecasts of PM concentrations (48—
120 hours) are essential for issuing public alerts, enforc-
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Figure 1. Illustration of PM;s predictions. Our method effec-
tively captures the dynamic temporal variations in PM concentra-
tion over time, whereas Aurora [6] fails to reflect such changes.
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ing emission controls, and protecting vulnerable popula-
tions [1, 23, 27, 35, 40]. However, forecast accuracy deteri-
orates rapidly beyond short horizons due to complex spatio-
temporal interactions among meteorology, emissions, and
terrain [46]. This degradation is particularly severe in East
Asia, where global models increasingly fail to detect severe
pollutions [42, 43, 45], as in Figure 1. Our objective is to
achieve stable long horizon PM forecasting with reliable
air quality classification suitable for real-time operational
warning systems at the target region.

Recent advances in deep learning have produced data-
driven weather and air quality models that rival numer-
ical weather prediction (NWP) systems in accuracy and
efficiency [10, 18, 39]. Foundation models such as Au-
rora, GraphCast, and Pangu-Weather learn global atmo-
spheric dynamics from large-scale reanalyses including
ERAS, GFS, and CAMS [5, 6, 12, 15, 21, 29]. Notably, Au-
rora is the only open-source PM forecasting model, making
it our baseline. At the regional scale, hybrid convolutional-
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Figure 2. The seasonal L1 distance error compared with OBS
({ is better). Unlike global datasets (CAMS), our locally devel-
oped datasets (CMAQ) show low error with real observation.

transformer architectures capture spatio-temporal pollutant
transport for PM forecasting [13, 47].

However, when evaluated against ground-based observa-
tions (OBS) in East Asia, reanalysis products exhibit large
systematic biases and limited operational usability. For in-
stance, CAMS [12], a key training source for foundation
models, deviates from ground observations by an average
of 52.66 pg/m? in China and Korea, and suffers from up-
date latencies of a few days. Such limitations, (1) low re-
gional accuracy and (2) lack of real-time availability, stem
from data imbalance and physical divergence: East Asia
comprises less than 15% of global training coverage, yet
contributes over 60% of severe PM exposure. This clearly
causes global models to underfit local dynamics.

To address both issues, we release a regional dataset
spanning 2016-2023 (8+ years) that pairs real-world
OBS from 532 Korean and 1,290-1,781 Chinese stations
and high resolution Community Multiscale Air Quality
(CMAQ) reanalysis at 27 km resolution for Korea and
China. Our OBS data provides ground-truth measurements
at 6 hour intervals, enabling accurate model supervision.
CMAQ, tailored for East Asian meteorology and emissions,
reduces error to 21.33 pg/m3, a 59.5% improvement over
CAMS. Critically, CMAQ-driven forecasts can be initial-
ized within hours from local observations, eliminating the
5 day update delay of global datasets such as CAMS. Train-
ing on this unified CMAQ-OBS dataset yields region-aware
and operationally real-time ready models.

Once our regional CMAQ-OBS dataset ensures re-
gional accuracy and real-time availability, we establish a
strong baseline by supervised training an Aurora-based 3D
encoder-decoder on localized data. Although this baseline
captures East Asian aerosol dynamics, it faces two limita-
tions. First, long-range forecasting requires sequential 6-
hour rollouts, yet teacher forcing exposes the model only
to ground-truth states. This causes early inference errors to
propagate across future steps. Second, the squared error ob-
jective treats all deviations uniformly and fails to capture the
asymmetric costs of air-quality decisions, resulting in fre-
quent false alarms despite high predictive accuracy. To ad-
dress these limitations, we introduce FAKER-Air (Forecast
Alignment via Knowledge-guided Expected-Reward), a
two stage framework built on three core innovations.

First, we introduce a temporal accumulation loss to
enforce temporal consistency during supervised finetun-
ing (SFT). Long horizon forecasting proceeds in sequential
6-hour steps. Each step consumes the previous prediction.
Teacher forcing feeds only ground truth during training, so
the model never sees its own rollouts, creating a train-test
mismatch known as exposure bias [4, 33]. At inference,
small early errors propagate across steps. We supervise N-
step trajectories with the temporal accumulation loss. The
loss penalizes stepwise errors along the rollout and reduces
exposure bias by stabilizing long-range forecasts.

Temporal accumulation loss still optimizes squared er-
ror and remains agnostic to operational costs. Our confu-
sion analysis of the SFT baseline shows many false alarms
in clean air levels and strong detection for severe pollution
cases. This pattern reflects the symmetric penalty of regres-
sion objectives and the heavy influence of large residuals at
peaks, which shifts predictions upward in uncertain cases.

To mitigate overestimate problems, we adopt Group Rel-
ative Policy Optimization (GRPO) [38] with a class-wise
Air Quality Index (AQI) [20] reward to align decisions with
operational costs. The reward assigns stronger penalties to
false alarms in Good and Moderate. It assigns higher
gains for true positives and stronger penalties for misses in
Bad and VeryBad to preserve recall. GRPO updates the
policy by ranking multiple rollouts for the same input and
by increasing the likelihood of higher reward trajectories.

Finally, we employ curriculum rollout scheduling to sta-
bilize long lead optimization during GRPO training. Direct
training with a long horizon increases the variance of return
estimates and weakens credit assignment. Later states de-
pend on the model’s own predictions, so early errors move
the state distribution off manifold. Training starts with short
horizons such as 6 hours and extends to 24 hours as learn-
ing progresses. The curriculum reduces gradient variance in
early training and yields stable updates at long lead times.

Our novel framework improves operational reliability
by introducing policy optimization into spatio-temporal
forecasting for the first time. Experiments show that
FAKER-Air reduces the FAR by 47.3%, while maintaining
strong Fl-scores for all AQI classes. These advances vali-
date the system’s value for real-world air quality warnings.

Our work enables reliable localized long horizon PM fore-

casting with the following key contributions:

* Regional Dataset for Real-Time Forecasting. We re-
lease the first CMAQ-OBS dataset for East Asia, reduc-
ing errors by 59.5% compared to CAMS and supporting
real-time initialization from 1,822+ monitoring stations.

* Two-Stage Training Framework. We combine SFT
with multi-step temporal accumulation loss for temporal
consistency and introduce GRPO with curriculum rollout
and class-wise rewards for decision-aware optimization.



* Operational Reliability. Our model improves F1-score
by 3.5x over Aurora and reduces the FAR by 47.3%,
achieving balanced performance when evaluate on OBS.

2. Related Work

2.1. Earth system models and datasets

Conventional numerical weather prediction (NWP) and
earth system models (ESM) [18] couple atmospheric,
oceanic, and land processes through primitive equations,
but they remain computationally expensive, sensitive to ini-
tial conditions, and often inconsistent across modeling sys-
tems [2]. The Coupled Model Intercomparison Project
(CMIP) [25] provides a standardized framework to evalu-
ate these discrepancies and has generated large datasets that
have enabled recent data-driven approaches.

Deep learning has accelerated progress in this direc-
tion. Large-ensemble models [44] have demonstrated sub-
seasonal forecasting skill, while generative models for
short-term precipitation prediction [34] capture local spatio-
temporal variability. Subsequent advances include Four-
CastNet [30] using Fourier Neural Operators for global
forecasts and GraphCast [21] employing graph neural net-
works for accurate medium-range prediction. Transformer-
based models such as ClimaX [28] and Pangu-Weather
[5] further unified diverse forecasting tasks, and physics-
informed approaches such as ClimODE [41] improved tem-
poral consistency. Aurora [6] extends this trend through
large scale pretraining on multimodal geoscientific data.
Critically, Aurora is the only open-source foundation model
that explicitly includes PM forecasting, making it the sole
publicly available baseline for comparative evaluation.

Building on these developments, our work targets re-
gional scale, real-time PM forecasting. Unlike global mod-
els, our focus is on capturing fine-grained spatial variability
and local temporal dynamics for operational applications.

2.2. Alignment Training

Recent advances in alignment training offer an alterna-
tive to purely supervised objectives by optimizing task- or
preference-aware rewards. Reinforcement learning from
human feedback (RLHF) [9] formalizes this using the
Bradley-Terry (BT) model [7] to represent pairwise prefer-
ences, with policy optimization methods such as PPO max-
imizing expected reward under a KL constraint. However,
online RL remains unstable and computationally expensive,
motivating direct alignment methods.

Direct Preference Optimization (DPO) [31] removes the
need for an explicit reward model by deriving a closed-form
likelihood objective from the BT model, effectively treating
preference learning as a classification task. Recent work
links DPO to an MDP interpretation in which the model
implicitly defines a policy my, and the objective approxi-

CAMS-0BS

1000

Figure 3. Comparison of CAMS and CMAQ (ours) with OBS.
CMAQ achieves lower regional error and near real-time availabil-
ity, enabling stable long horizon forecasting.

mates optimizing Q(s, a) toward the optimal Q*(s,a) un-
der Bellman consistency [3, 32]. This perspective connects
reinforcement-style value learning with SFT.

Several Direct Alignment Algorithms (DAA) build on
this idea. ORPO [17] aligns policies via preference-
weighted likelihood without a reference model, and SimPO
[26] simplifies alignment through implicit reward estima-
tion. Group-Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO) [38],
used in our framework, replaces absolute rewards with rela-
tive rankings of multiple rollouts from the same context, im-
proving stability without critics or expensive reward mod-
eling. In our setting, GRPO aligns predictions with oper-
ational goals such as reducing false alarms and improving
detection of severe pollution, bridging supervised learning
and decision-centered policy optimization.

3. Dataset

We construct and release the CMAQ-OBS Regional Air
Quality Dataset, which jointly achieves (1) observation-
validated regional accuracy and (2) real-time operational
readiness. Existing global reanalysis datasets lack the ca-
pacity to satisfy both requirements simultaneously. Global
datasets such as CAMS suffer from large regional biases
due to coarse emissions and chemistry representations,
and their multi-day update latencies prevent timely alert
issuance. By integrating sparse ground-observation val-
ues with dense physics-driven regional CMAQ reanalysis
across China and Korea, our dataset overcomes both limita-
tions, establishing the foundation for reliable long horizon
air quality forecasting in East Asia. Details on each dataset
are in the supplementary materials.

Station-based Observations (OBS). OBS dataset com-
prises 6 hour ground-level measurements of PM, 5, PM;o,
and O3 concentrations. As shown in Figure 3, the data is
sourced from 532 stations in Korea through the AirKorea
network and 1,290-1,781 stations in China via the Airqual-
ity monitoring system, spanning the period from January
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Figure 4. Overall pipeline of FAKER-Air. Our two-stage training framework begins with supervised fine-tuning (SFT) with rollout
loss, followed by Group-Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO). During GRPO, multiple trajectory groups are evaluated using AQI-based
rewards to guide policy updates, with the rollout horizon gradually increasing to enable long-term predictions.

2016 to June 2024. The station-based point observations are
collected at 6-hour temporal resolution. For our modeling
framework, we spatially interpolate these observations onto
the CMAQ grid at 27 km resolution, producing structured
fields aligned with our modeling domain. Each gridded
OBS field provides surface-level pollutant concentrations.
These fields serve as both input features and ground truth
targets, split into training and test sets. Critically, they cap-
ture real-time atmospheric conditions without the multi-day
update delays inherent in global reanalysis products. The
Korean observations are complemented by meteorological
measurements from 94 ASOS sites and 349 AWS stations
and Chinese meteorological observations from Wyoming.

CMAQ. Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ)
produces a spatially continuous field spanning 2016-2023
that covers the entire model domain, generating predictions
for every grid cell at each time step and providing com-
plete regional coverage beyond individual station locations,
as shown in Figure 3. Unlike point-based OBS, CMAQ de-
livers domain-wide gridded fields that fill spatial gaps with
physics-consistent aerosol dynamics, enabling the model to
learn transport, boundary conditions, and dispersion pat-
terns. When validated against ground truth, CMAQ tai-
lored to East Asian meteorology and emissions achieves
an average error of 21.33 ug/m?, representing a 59.5% im-
provement over CAMS (52.66 ug/m?). It also supports ini-
tialization within hours from locally available observations,
satisfying real-time operational requirements. Besides, its
multivariate spatial continuity provides physically grounded
priors that mitigate distribution shift during auto-regressive
rollouts and prevent the long horizon degradation common
in teacher-forced training. By supplying coherent structural
signals across seasons and regions, CMAQ enhances gener-
alization under the sparse and variable pollution patterns of
East Asia.

4. Method

This section introduces our two stage training framework,
FAKER-Air (Forecast Alignment via Knowledge-guided
Expected-reward Reinforcement learning), for long horizon
air quality forecasting. As illustrated in Figure 4, we first
describe Stage 1, which establishes fundamental predictive
capacity via SFT with temporal accumulation loss, then
present Stage 2, which further improves operationally re-
liable forecasting by directly optimizing decision-centered
rewards. This second stage complements SFT by address-
ing its remaining limitations related to over-prediction bias
and asymmetric operational costs.

4.1. Stage 1: SFT with temporal accumulation loss

We begin with SFT to train a base model capable of learning
regional aerosol dynamics from historical CMAQ and OBS
data. As illustrated in Figure 4(a), given a sequence of
input grids x;.7 and the next-step target yr41, the model
fo learns to minimize the Mean Squared Error (MSE) loss:

Lsrr = Exy [ fo(x1.1) — yre1l3)- (D

This supervised stage captures the coarse-scale spatio-
temporal structure of pollutant transport and builds a strong
baseline for downstream optimization. It allows the model
to produce physically consistent concentration fields over
multi hour horizons by leveraging the spatial encoder-
decoder backbone. Although SFT provides a straightfor-
ward way to adapt the pretrained Aurora-like model to a
regional domain, we observe a critical limitation when ap-
plying it to long horizon PM forecasting.

Addressing error accumulation with Temporal Accu-
mulation (TA) loss. Teacher-forced supervised training
treats each lead independently and does not expose the
model to its own rollout errors, which creates a train-test



mismatch known as exposure bias [4]. This causes small
early errors to compound over the horizon and degrade
multi-step forecasts [33, 36, 37, 48].

To address exposure bias, we adopt temporal accumula-
tion loss that supervises auto-regressive forecast trajectories
over H lead times rather than single-step predictions. At
each step i € {1,..., H}, the model generates predictions
¥r4i conditioned on its own previous outputs in an auto-
regressive manner:

Yrii = fo(Xur, yri1iryio1), i=1,...,H. (2

The step-wise loss ¢; () at each lead time ¢ is computed as
a weighted MSE across multiple variable groups. To pro-
gressively emphasize longer forecast horizons, we employ
linearly increasing step weights w; = b+ (1 — b)7=% for
H > 1, where b € (0, 1]. The final temporal accumulation
loss aggregates normalized step losses:

H
,CTA(Q) = Zﬁ]l EZ(G), where ’lI)l = 1;1)71 (3)
i=1 j=1Wj
By exposing the model to multi-step error accumulation
during training, the temporal accumulation loss reduces the
distribution shift between teacher-forced training and auto-
regressive inference, thereby improving temporal consis-
tency over extended forecast horizons.

4.2. Stage 2: Group-Relative Policy Optimization

Motivation: Decision-cost mismatch. While temporal
accumulation improves long horizon stability, the MSE
objective remains misaligned with operational decisions.
Quadratic loss over-weights large residuals, biases pre-
dictions upward in uncertain regimes [19], and can over-
smooth spatial structure [22]. Critically, squared er-
ror is cost-symmetric, whereas air quality operations are
not: missing a severe event (Bad or VeryBad) is more
costly than issuing a false alarm under clear air (Good or
Moderate) [11]. We therefore add a second stage that
directly optimizes a verifiable, cost-sensitive reward that
encodes asymmetric penalties for false alarms and misses,
aligning policy updates with real-world alerting priorities.

Policy optimization formulation. We cast forecasting as
a policy optimization problem. The model fy defines a
stochastic policy mg(a; | st), where the state s; encodes
the spatiotemporal inputs and the action a; denotes the pre-
dicted concentration field at time ¢+1. The optimization
objective is to maximize the expected task reward:

T
Zr(st,at)l : )
t=1

where r(s¢, a;) is a verifiable AQI-based reward. This re-
ward is used only to evaluate forecast quality. In GRPO,

»7(9) = Eﬂe

it is converted into a relative advantage signal rather than
being applied directly to the policy gradient.

GRPO mechanism. GRPO [38] extends policy gradient
methods by replacing absolute returns with group-wise rel-
ative comparisons. Starting from the SFT-trained policy, we
generate G trajectories by sampling actions from a Gaussian
policy a = p + oe, € ~ N(0, I), using antithetic pairs for

variance reduction. Each trajectory produces a reward T,Eg ),

forming a group G; = {(a'?,r{?) “,.
Rather than using raw rewards, GRPO converts them into

softmax-normalized weights:

exp(ri” /7)

G j ’
Sy exp(r” /)

where A, functions as a relative advantage indicating the
(9)
t

A_

g =

&)

performance of action a;”’ compared with other rollouts
under the same state. The policy is updated by weighting
log-likelihoods with these advantage-like coefficients:

Lerro = ~E(,0 @) g, [Ag logmo(a® | s)| . (6)

This ranking-based formulation increases the likelihood
of actions with higher relative advantage while suppressing
unreliable ones, effectively steering the policy toward tra-
jectories that outperform their group peers. As illustrated
in Figure 4(b), GRPO evaluates multiple action rollouts for
each state, converts their AQI rewards into relative advan-
tages through groupwise normalization, and adjusts the pol-
icy accordingly. This process steers the policy toward oper-
ationally reliable predictions, reducing false alarms in clean
air conditions while preserving high recall for severe pollu-
tion events.

Class-wise reward design. To encode asymmetric op-
erational costs, we adopt a class-wise reward function
R(at,y:) defined over discrete AQI categories C =
{Good,Moderate,Bad, VeryBad}. Let é& = AQI(ay)
and ¢; = AQI(y;) denote the predicted and true AQI
classes, respectively. The reward follows the binary scheme
used in RLVR (Reinforcement Learning with Verifiable Re-
wards) [38], which provides a verifiable and stable signal
for policy comparison:

1, lfét = C¢,

R(ata yt) = { @)

0, otherwise.

This straightforward binary structure allows GRPO to rank
trajectories based on verifiable correctness rather than con-
tinuous value estimation, simplifying optimization while
maintaining stability. Within the group-relative framework,



Table 1. Ablation Study on SFT for PM,s and PM;y on long lead time PM forecasting (12-hour intervals up to 120h). Integrating
OBS with CMAQ and extending temporal accumulation loss (Lta) to T=4 consistently improves F1-scores across all horizons.

PM_ s
OBS CMAQ Ly (T=2) LA (T=4) ‘ Overall ‘ +12h +24h +36h +48h +60h +72h +84h +96h +108h +120h
Aurora Air Pollution [6] ‘ 16.06 ‘ 48.82 40.07 17.75 15.00 4.04 4.01 1.16 1.72 0.46 1.05
(%4 b 4 b 4 X 50.74 61.53 53.83 51.57 49.87 48.79 48.47 48.15 47.76 47.68 47.65
v v X X 54.40 62.56 58.89 56.73 54.42 52.26 51.86 51.36 51.36 51.41 51.38
v v v X 57.65 65.89 61.99 60.52 57.58 55.48 54.75 54.04 53.76 53.44 53.34
4 v b 4 v 59.90 67.53 64.48 61.83 60.39 59.05 58.23 57.44 56.94 56.54 56.21
(+9.16) (+6.00) (+10.65) (+10.26) (+10.52) (+10.26) (+9.76) (+9.29) (+9.18) (+8.86) (+8.56)
OBS CMAQ Lra =2 Lya (T=4 ‘ Overall ‘ +12h +24h +36h +48h +60h +72h +84h +96h +108h +120h
Aurora Air Pollution [6] ‘ 4.73 ‘ 23.34 14.08 3.38 1.78 0.22 0.23 0.02 0.04 0 0
4 b 4 X b 4 41.63 61.12 50.80 43.08 39.65 37.11 35.99 35.16 34.80 34.37 34.12
(%4 (4 b 4 b 4 52.65 67.71 62.97 59.30 57.32 55.77 55.09 54.58 54.23 53.84 53.60
v (4 (%4 X 54.60 66.68 62.17 57.92 55.16 52.79 50.94 49.86 48.87 48.13 47.36
v v 4 (4 57.32 66.65 63.01 59.96 57.97 56.07 54.91 53.96 52

(+15.69) | (+5.53)  (+12.21)  (+

16.88)

53.39

97
(+18.32) (+18.96) (+18.92) (+18.80) (+18.59) (+18.60

) (+18

it naturally captures asymmetric operational priorities by
rewarding accurate classification in severe pollution cases
while discouraging false alarms under clean air conditions.
This alignment steers policy updates toward real-world de-
cision objectives in air-quality alerting systems.

Curriculum Rollout (CR) scheduling. To stabilize long
horizon learning during GRPO, we introduce Curriculum
Rollout (CR) scheduling where the rollout horizon H grad-
ually increases with training epochs. At early epochs, we
restrict H to short lead times (e.g., 1-step) and progressively
extend to longer horizons (up to 4-steps). Formally:

H. = min (Hmax, | Hmin + k€] ), ®)
where e denotes the current epoch and « controls expansion
rate. As illustrated in Figure 4(b), this progressive exten-
sion allows the model to master short-term dynamics before
tackling uncertain long range forecasts, significantly reduc-
ing gradient noise in early training and improving long hori-
zon prediction reliability. By evaluating forecast trajectories
over multiple lead times, GRPO implicitly encourages tem-
poral consistency. Unlike SFT, which optimizes per-step
snapshots, policy gradients of GRPO are informed by en-
tire forecast sequences spanning long hours. This allows the
model to capture long-term dependencies in aerosol trans-
port and accumulation dynamics.

Integration of SFT and GRPO. To the best of our
knowledge, the GRPO stage represents the first applica-
tion of policy optimization to spatio-temporal forecasting,
complementing SFT by bridging the gap between numerical
accuracy and decision reliability. While SFT establishes a
strong baseline and captures the underlying spatio-temporal
dynamics, GRPO refines the model through reward-driven

optimization aligned with operational objectives. Its group-
relative weighting and class-wise AQI rewards directly ad-
dress the decision-cost mismatch left by MSE, while cur-
riculum rollout scheduling stabilizes policy learning over
extended horizons. Through this two-stage training, the
model achieves decision-grade stability in multi-day PM
forecasts, reducing the FAR from while maintaining com-
parable performance as described in Section 5.

5. Experiment
5.1. Metric

We evaluate our framework using both binary and multi-
class classification metrics to assess operational reliability
and decision-grade forecasting performance. For binary
evaluation, the FI-Score [14] summarizes event detection
performance by jointly considering precision and recall.
FAR (False Alarm Rate) [16] quantifies the fraction of false
alerts among all non-event cases and serves as a key opera-
tional metric, since excessive false alarms reduce the prac-
tical usability of an alert system. We further report the CSI
(Ceritical Success Index) [24], which penalizes both missed
events and false alarms and is widely used for assessing
rare event forecasting. Bias [8] measures systematic over-
prediction or under-prediction, with values near 1.0 indi-
cating well-calibrated event frequency. For multi-class AQI
evaluation across four pollution levels, we report F1-Macro,
which treats all pollution classes equally regardless of their
frequency, thereby highlighting model performance on rare
severe pollution events. F'[-Weighted accounts for class im-
balance by weighting F1-score of classes proportionally to
its sample size, providing a more representative overall per-
formance measure. F1-Micro aggregates predictions across
all classes before computing the score, effectively measur-
ing overall classification accuracy in the multi-class setting.



Table 2. Ablation on GRPO reward design and curriculum rollout (CR, e=4) for PM; s over 120h. For Binary(2-class): Acc, F1, Prec
(1) and FAR (]); Biasx 1 preferred. For AQI(4-class): Acc, F1-macro, F1-weighted, F1-micro (1), plus per-class F1.

Config ‘ Binary Metrics ‘ AQI (4-class) Metrics
Model Reward CR| Acc Fl Prec FAR Bias| Acc Fl-macro Fl-weighted Fl-micro|Good Mod. Bad V.Bad
Aurora - - 168.93 16.06 68.40 2.24 0.13|34.03 2343 28.91 34.03 |42.49 36.82 1146 296
FAKER-AIr spr - - 169.62 59.90 49.69 32.86 1.52|44.03 41.59 43.63 44.03 |38.46 47.79 4492 35.18
FAKER-Air grro MSE X |74.50 48.44 61.90 10.54 0.64 (43.73  37.57 42.36 4373 |150.24 46.09 33.93 20.04
FAKER-Air grro  AQI X |71.40 56.28 52.12 24.19 1.17 [42.26  40.75 41.94 4226 |49.19 40.05 39.42 34.35
FAKER-Air grro  AQI v |74.51 56.72 5798 17.32 0.96 |45.16 41.90 44.66 45.16 |50.92 4490 41.80 29.98

5.2. Implementation Details

We conduct a two-stage training procedure on East Asian
air quality integrating real-time OBS and CMAQ reanalysis
data to enable real-time long horizon localized forecasting.
We employ SFT on an Aurora-based 3D encoder-decoder
trained with batch size of 8 for 30 epochs with one-cycle
LR. We apply rollout loss with a 4 step auto-regressive pre-
diction. GRPO stage trained with batch size 1 for 4 epochs,
generating 4 trajectory samples per input using antithetic
sampling with common noise and optimizing a class-wise
reward function based on discrete AQI thresholds. We use
2016 to 2021 as training, 2022 as validation, and 2023 as
test datasets with 2 H200 GPUs distributed data parallel
training with random seed 42. Further details are described
in the supplementary materials.

5.3. SFT Experimental Results

Table | summarizes the effect of SFT components on long
horizon forecasting. Training with OBS alone substan-
tially improves Fl-scores over Aurora across all horizons
(PMy5: 16.06 — 50.74; PMjo: 4.73 — 41.63). Integrat-
ing CMAQ reanalysis further enhances overall performance
and markedly improves stability for long lead time, indicat-
ing that physics-driven continuous fields compensate for re-
gional biases in sparse observations and reduce distribution
variability during auto-regressive rollouts, providing more
stable conditions to address exposure bias.

Introducing the multi-step rollout loss Lra provides
consistent gains across all horizons. For PMy 5, L1a (T =
2) raises overall F1 from 54.40 to 57.65, while extending
to T = 4 yields 59.90, with sustained improvements at
extended leads. PM,( exhibits a similar pattern (52.65 —
57.32). By exposing the model to its own predictions during
training, these results demonstrate direct mitigation of ex-
posure bias and enhanced temporal consistency, especially
beyond 60h where single-step teacher forcing typically suf-
fers from error accumulation.

Overall, SFT with CMAQ-OBS data fusion and rollout-
based objectives establishes a robust baseline by address-
ing exposure bias. Our SFT model achieves about 3.7
improvement in F1 for PM,s and 12x for PM) relative

Table 3. Comparison of Overall Performance. CSI and FAR
Comparison over 120 hours for PM, 5 and PM;g

PM; 5

CSI Score (AQI: 4 classes) | FAR| | Macro
V.Bad ‘ (binary) ‘ CSI

Model ‘

Good Mod. Bad

Aurora 26.98 22.56 6.08 1.50 2.24 14.28
FAKER-Air gpr 23.81 31.40 28.97 21.34 32.86 26.38
FAKER-Air grpo | 34.16 28.95 26.42 17.63 17.32 26.79

(+7.18) (+6.39) (+20.34) (+16.13) (-15.54) (+12.51)

PM;y
Model CSI Score (AQI: 4 classes) ‘ F_A'R¢ ‘ Macro
Good Mod. Bad V.Bad ‘ (binary) ‘ CsI
Aurora 28.84 18.78 1.63 0.38 0.33 12.41
FAKER-AIr gpr 28.63 42.43 26.21 18.83 18.44 29.02
FAKER-Air grpo | 36.39 37.53 23.03 15.35 10.81 28.07

(+7.55) (+18.75) (+21.40) (+14.97) ( .63) (+15.66)

to Aurora, effectively mitigating performance collapse be-
yond 60—-120h. This provides the essential precondition for
subsequent policy optimization (Section 4.2) to refine oper-
ational cost metrics such as FAR and class-wise metrics.

5.4. GRPO Experimental Results

Table 3 summarizes the impact of GRPO on long horizon
AQI classification. While SFT establishes a strong base-
line, it suffers from a decision cost mismatch because MSE
treats all errors symmetrically. However, operational costs
are asymmetric between false alarms and missed severe
events. This causes SFT to exaggerate the probability of
pollution, yielding a higher FAR despite an improved CSI.
GRPO directly addresses this by optimizing class-wise AQI
rewards, substantially lowering FAR by 47.3% (32.86 —
17.32) while maintaining stable Macro CSI and achieving
near-ideal Bias (1.52 — 0.96), demonstrating that asym-
metric rewards resolve the decision cost mismatch left un-
addressed by regression-based SFT.

A consistent pattern emerges for PM9, where GRPO
cuts FAR by approximately 41% (18.44 — 10.81) while
maintaining comparable Macro CSI. The Good category
improves substantially, while other classes change mod-
estly, yielding a more conservative and trustworthy oper-
ating point for long horizon alerts. These class-wise adjust-
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Figure 5. Qualitative comparison of long horizon PM, s forecasts over East Asia. Aurora rapidly loses regional structure. SFT restores
coherent transport but slightly overextends moderate pollution. GRPO prunes these artifacts while preserving high-pollution cores.

ments demonstrate that AQI-based reward of GRPO effec-
tively reduces FAR while preserving overall metrics.

Table 2 provides deeper analysis of how reward design
and curriculum rollout drive gains of GRPO. The choice of
reward function proves critical: MSE-based reward proves
ineffective for policy optimization. In contrast, class-wise
AQI rewards achieve balanced performance by penalizing
false positives in clean air states, though at the cost of el-
evated FAR. Introducing curriculum rollout restores relia-
bility, reducing FAR to 17.32 while maintaining F1-score
and achieving near-ideal Bias. These results demonstrate
that GRPO benefits from both decision-aware rewards and
progressively extended rollouts for long horizon stability.

Overall, SFT and GRPO form a complementary pipeline
where SFT provides temporal consistency, while GRPO
aligns decisions with operational costs via group-relative
ranking, class-wise rewards, and rollout scheduling. To the
best of our knowledge, this work represents the first ap-
plication of policy optimization to time-series forecasting
on climate, enabled by our CMAQ-OBS dataset that ad-
dresses the absence of validated regional baselines and real-
time OBS data for East Asia. Our approach produces fewer
unnecessary alerts. By leveraging asymmetric rewards and
relative ranking, GRPO delivers decision-grade predictions
suitable for operational air quality applications.

5.5. Qualitative Results

Figure 5 contrasts spatial predictions at +12h, +72h, and
+96h lead times. Aurora rapidly loses mesoscale struc-
ture, producing diffuse fields that fail to track the temporal
evolution visible in ground-truth observations. In contrast,

FAKER-AIr gy restores coherent spatial patterns and main-
tains sharp inter-basin contrasts across extended horizons,
demonstrating that our temporal accumulation loss effec-
tively suppresses cumulative error propagation during auto-
regressive rollout. FAKER-Air grpo further refines these
predictions through decision-aware alignment, removing
spurious Bad level artifacts that appear in SFT under clean
air regimes while retaining high-concentration cores, di-
rectly mirroring the quantitative FAR reductions. Notably,
at +96h our framework successfully captures transboundary
pollution transport, a challenging pattern that Aurora com-
pletely fails to resolve. At this extended lead time, where
Aurora collapses toward uniform backgrounds, our frame-
work maintains both spatial fidelity and operational reliabil-
ity across long horizon forecasts.

6. Conclusion

This work addresses the latency and regional limitations of
global foundation models for long horizon air quality fore-
casting in East Asia. We construct and release the CMAQ-
OBS dataset that enables real-time initialization for East
Asia, providing the research community with validated re-
gional data to advance operational air quality forecasting
and public health protection. Moreover, we propose a two
stage framework, FAKER-Air, combining SFT with tempo-
ral accumulation loss and GRPO with class-wise rewards.
Experimental results demonstrate 3.5 x improvement in F1-
score over Aurora and 47.3% reduction in FAR. By uni-
fying physical modeling with decision-aware optimization,
our model balances accuracy and reliability for PM warning
systems.
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