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Abstract

Modeling heterogeneous correlated time series requires the ability to learn hid-
den dynamic relationships between component time series with possibly varying
periodicities and generative processes. To address this challenge, we formulate
and evaluate a windowed variance-correlation metric (WVC) designed to quantify
time-varying correlations between signals. This method directly recovers hidden
relationships in an specified time interval as a weighted adjacency matrix, conse-
quently inferring hidden dynamic graph structure. On simulated data, our method
captures correlations that other methods miss. The proposed method expands the
ability to learn dynamic graph structure between significantly different signals within
a single cohesive dynamical graph model.

1 Introduction

Modeling time-varying interacting phenomena as a dynamical network is a popular approach across
many fields like neuroscience and pandemic modeling. Different phenomena are represented as
nodes and their interactions as time-varying edges [1]. A significant technical challenge arises when
modeling systems where different processes have varying generative models, such as in the case of
different organ systems or different industries in an economic model. Traditional time series methods
often assume homogeneity across node types, and are not designed for this type of multimodal data
and can fail to produce meaningful results [2]. To overcome this, we define an edge metric designed
to quantify correlations between heterogeneous time series.

2 Methods

Suppose we have a d-dimensional time series signal X € R?*" where X; € R? has d different
components X; ;. We seek to infer undirected edges us,; ; between these different components to
determine a graph structure Gy = { Xy ;, us;, j} for time ¢. The graph structure in the data is dynamic,
so G; may vary over time.

Each signal X;; may have a differing periodicity. We consequently define signal-specific window
lengths 7; based on the autocorrelation. We choose windows with fractional overlap «. Setting

B = Lﬁj to be the number of windows, we compute the means and standard deviations for
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each position within a window as,

Bi Bi
px.i(k) = i ZXi(k:—l—un(l—a)) and ox,(k) = ;ZXl(k +uri(l —a))? — pux,i(k)?
b u=0 ¥ u=0

where k ranges in {1,...,7;} and we follow the notation X;(t) = X;; for readability. Thus
px,; € R™ ox; € R are window-length vectors. We normalize the signals with respect to periodic
behavior as,

Xl(t) — MX,i(t (mod ’7‘1))

Zx,(t) = ox,i(t (mod 7;))

We then define the correlation metric between signals X; and X; in the time interval 1 < ¢; <ty < L
as,

to
WVCL2 =" Zy () Zx ().

t=t1

t1,t2
i,J
specifies weighted graph G2 for the interval [¢1, t5]. We can choose multiple choices of ¢1, t5 to
recompute graph structures on demand.

We directly use the computed correlation metric as a weighted adjacency metric, so WVC

2.1 Data & Evaluation

We use simulated data to test WVC. We simulate two independent time series: (1) a sine wave
with a period of 150 seconds and (2) a repeating inverse Gaussian with a period of 240 seconds.
The simulated data was constructed with differing periods and underlying functions to assess the
robustness of our proposed method. We further test our method by modulating segments within the
synthetic data; specifically, we multiply data points within corresponding segments by 1.1 or 0.9 to
mimic local elevation or depression of the signal.

We seek a method to compare different choices of metric for graph recovery. Suppose we have two
metrics C and Cs. Suppose we can compute compute the Z-score of metrics C', C over time. For
uncorrelated signals, this Z-score should be close to 0, and for correlated signals, the Z-score should
be nonzero.

We utilize the Fisher transformation to yield a normally distributed metric for the PCC, from which
we compute Z-scores. Under a simplifying assumption that time series X; and X; are independent,
we can derive that Var(WVC; ;) = (t2 — t1 + 1)3:5;.

Using this variance, we can compute Z-scores for WVC. We can use the Z-scores to compute a
probability for whether the signals are uncorrelated or correlated. We can then compute a RMS for
this probability against the ground truth of uncorrelated or correlated.

3 Results and Discussion

Fig. 1 shows WVC'’s performance compared to the PCC on simulated data, for independent signals
and for signals where a relationship was artificially modulated. With the independent signals (Fig. 1,
left panels), which are designed to have different periods and no true underlying relationship, our
method correctly reports a near-zero correlation unlike the strong correlations that are incorrectly
detected by the PCC. Conversely, for the modulated signals where periods of positive and negative
correlation were deliberately introduced (Fig. 1, right panels), our metric clearly and accurately
captures these dynamic changes.
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Figure 1: Simulated versus modulated data and their respective correlation metrics.

WVC successfully expands the capability of dynamic
graph learning to identify time-varying correlations
between signals exhibiting different periodicities and
generative models. This ability to define an edge between
heterogeneous signals, such as point processes and
coupled oscillators, represents a leap for graph learning by
expanding its applicability to more complex, multimodal

systems, such as the human body.
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Appendix

I. Derivations for Variance

Setup

Let X be a d-dimensional time series signal, s.t. X € R where X; € R? has d different
components X, ;. Each observation, X; ; or X;(t) is drawn independently from a Normal distribution

denoted by X;(t) ~ N (ui,0?), where y; and o; are the global mean and standard deviations of X;.
We assume that the time series X; and X; are mutually independent for 7 # j.

Let 3; represent the number of windows for signal X;. We define the normalized time series Z;(¢) as,

Zi(t) = (Xi(t) - MX,i> _ /G <Xi(7f) - Mz’) ' 0

0X,i o;

Derivation

We seek to derive the variance of WVC. Assuming observations are independent over time, the
variance of the sum equals the sum of the variances,

to
Var(WVC) = Var (Z Zi(t)Zj(t)> )

t=t1

= ZQ:Var(Zi(t)Zj(t)). (3)

t=t1

Using the property Var(Y') = E[Y?] — (E[Y])?, we evaluate the term inside the summation. Since
X; and X are independent, Z; and Z; are independent. Thus,

E[Zi(t)Z;(t)] = E[Zi(t)] - E[Z;(#)] = 0. ©)
Consequently, the variance simplifies to the second moment,

Var(Z;(t) Z(t)) = E [Zi(1)*Z;(t)?] )
=E[Z:(t)’] - E[Z;(1)"] (©6)
= PRI — ) IO — ) @

i J
_ Bivar(xoy). P |
= 2Var(Xl(t)) . 2Var(X] (1)) €))
Ji O'j
= Bib;- ©)
Substituting this result back into (3)),
to
Var(WVC) = > 8;3j = (ta — t1 + 1)Bi3;. (10)
t=t1

I1. Determination of the Signal-Specific Window Length 7;

As discussed in Section 2, the Windowed Variance-Correlation (WVC) method requires a signal-
specific window length 7; for each time series component X; to account for heterogeneous period-
icities. This length is defined by the fundamental period of the signal, automatically determined
using the Autocorrelation Function (ACF). The process is executed independently for each signal
X; € R, where L is the time series length.



Autocorrelation Function (ACF) Calculation

The initial step is to compute the Autocovariance Function (ACVF), denoted Rx x(7), which
measures the correlation of a signal with a delayed copy of itself at lag 7. This function is computed
foralllags 7 =1,2,..., Tmax-
1. Demeaning: The signal X is first demeaned by subtracting its global mean ;.
2. Autocovariance (Rx x (7)): The sample ACVF for lag 7 is defined as:
L—1

D (Xi(t) = pa) (Xt +7) = pa)

t=1

1

Rxixi(m) = 7——

3. Normalized Coefficient (p,): The normalized autocorrelation coefficient p, is then com-
puted by dividing Rx, x, (7) by the variance, which is also Rx;, x, (0):

pr = RXiXi (T)
! RXin‘ (O)

Significance Threshold

The normalized coefficient p; is used to compare the observed correlation to the statistical noise floor
expected from a white noise process. This comparison ensures that the detected period is statistically
significant and not merely noise.

For a large time series that is assumed to be white noise, the 95% confidence interval (or noise floor)
for the ACF is approximated by [3]:

Threshold ~ @

VL

Any ACF value |p;| falling below this magnitude is considered statistically insignificant.

Automatic Period Search

The window length 7; is set to the lag 7* corresponding to the first statistically significant local
maximum in the ACF, starting from 7 = 1.

1. Search Criteria: The algorithm searches for the smallest lag 7* > 1 that satisfies two
conditions simultaneously:
_— . 1.96
* Significance: |p,«| > N

* Local Maximum: p -+ > pr«_1 and pr« > pr«41
2. Set 7;: If such a 7* is successfully identified, the window length is set as 7; = 7%, else set
7 = 1.

Setting 7; = 1 is valid for aperiodic signals as this is effectively a normalization across the whole
time series.
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