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Abstract. Change-point detection (CPD) in high-dimensional, large-
volume time series is challenging for statistical consistency, scalability, and
interpretability. We introduce TimePred, a self-supervised framework that
reduces multivariate CPD to univariate mean-shift detection by predict-
ing each sample’s normalized time index. This enables efficient offline
CPD using existing algorithms and supports the integration of XAI at-
tribution methods for feature-level explanations. Our experiments show
competitive CPD performance while reducing computational cost by up
to two orders of magnitude. In an industrial manufacturing case study,
we demonstrate improved detection accuracy and illustrate the practical
value of interpretable change-point insights.

1 Introduction

Change-point detection (CPD) identifies abrupt distributional shifts in time se-
ries [1]. Traditional methods often assume moderate sample sizes and low dimen-
sionality, but modern applications generate high-volume, high-dimensional data,
creating challenges in both statistical reliability and computational efficiency [2].
Beyond detection, actionable insights require interpretability: practitioners need
to understand not only when a change occurs, but also why [3, 4].

To address these challenges, we propose TimePred, a self-supervised frame-
work that transforms high-dimensional CPD into a univariate problem by learn-
ing to predict each sample’s time index. This allows efficient offline detection
using existing algorithms, while integrated eXplainable AI (XAI) [5] methods
highlight the features driving detected changes. We evaluate our method with
a set of quantitative experiments and present an application case from the in-
dustrial manufacturing domain. There, offline CPD is particularly useful for
segmenting production process data and post-production quality assurance or
root cause analysis [6]. In addition to the mere detection of defects, our XAI
insights complement detailed contextual information which is essential to enable
effective and timely decision-making.
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2 Related Work

We briefly review relevant CPD methods and utilized baselines, following [2].
CPD segments a multivariate time series {xt ∈ Rd}Tt=1 into K intervals by min-

imizing V (T, x) =
∑K

k=0 c(xtk:tk+1
), where cost function c(·) measures similarity

within segments. Common cost functions include: mean-shift cost (cL2), which
sums the squared deviations from the segment mean and efficiently detects shifts
in average values; autoregressive cost (car), which models each point as a linear
combination of past values and captures changes in temporal dependencies; and
kernel-based cost (crbf ), which evaluates pairwise similarity between points to
detect complex, nonlinear changes without parametric assumptions. Each cost
balances sensitivity to different types of change with computational complexity.

Assuming a known number of CPs, V (T, x) can be minimized via dynamic
programming with complexity O(CKT 2), where C is the complexity the con-
sidered cost function. Consequently, mean-shift models are far faster than auto-
regressive or kernel methods (the latter scale quadratically with segment length).
Furthermore, all three cost functions scale linearly with the number of dimen-
sions. In practice, high-dimensional, high-volume data are therefore often pre-
processed and each dimension treated individually [7]. However, this misses more
complex changes, such as in variable interactions [8]. Recent approaches extend
CPD to high dimensions: sparsified binary segmentation [9] amplifies relevant
features; projection-based methods [10] reduce to univariate detection via sin-
gular vectors; wavelet transforms [11] convert high-dimensional CPD into mean-
shift detection. TimerPred builds upon these ideas, reducing high-dimensional
CPD to univariate mean-shift detection.

3 Method

Fig. 1: Overview on our TimePred approach. The time prediction network allows
to detect CPs (at t∗) on its univariate output and enables XAI integration.



TimePred utilizes machine learning techniques from self-supervised [12] and
representation learning [13] to reduce the complexity of CPD tasks. Inspired
by early self-supervision methods in computer vision [14], which leverage spatial
context between image patches, we propose a temporal self-supervised regression
task : predict the (normalized) time index t/T of each observation from its fea-
ture representation. We train a time prediction model fθ : Rd → R to minimize
L(θ) = 1

T

∑T
t=1 ℓ(fθ(xt),

t
T ), where ℓ(·, ·) is a regression loss (e.g., mean squared

error). To prevent overfitting to spurious temporal noise, we apply strong reg-
ularization on fθ. For data without structural changes the model is expected
to simply fit the average normalized time index (E( t

T ) = 0.5). In the presence
of a CP at time t∗, however, the model can utilize this information to predict

the distinct expected time indices for the respective segment k (Ek =
t∗k−1−t∗k
(K+1)T )—

yielding observable mean shifts in yt := fθ(xt).
Once the scalar sequence {yt} is obtained, existing univariate CPD methods

can be directly applied to detect changes in its mean (see Sec.2). Note, that the
approach works best for offline CPD, as in an online setting, we would need to
fit fθ after each incoming data point. Furthermore, we can utilize pre-trained
backbone models (ϕ(·)) as frozen feature extractors, which allows CPD across
data modalities. Beyond simplifying the CPD problem, our framework enables
interpretability via eXplainable AI (XAI) methods [5]. Specifically, attribution
techniques can be used to identify which input features are most responsible for
the detected changes. The framework is depicted in Fig.1.

4 Experiments & Results

4.1 Quantitative Experiments

We generate a set of multivariate CPD problems, each of shape (T=10.000,
d=100), in which a subset of the dimensions exhibit one abrupt change (ran-
domly drawn) with one of the following properties:

Mean shift: one of the dimensions exhibits a shift in the mean.
PW linear: one dimension is piecewise linear based on (Gaussian) others.
Variance shift: σ2 is resampled for half of the normally distributed signals.
AR shift: autoregressive (AR) coefficients (order=1) change abruptly.
Cov shift: Gaussian signals where the covariance changes abruptly.
We repeat the data generation process 100 times per setting and report the

average precision of detection within a tolerance window of ±100 steps around
the true CP. Furthermore, we compare the runtime of different configurations
to evaluate computational efficiency.

We compare CPD on the raw data (vanilla), the projected signal following
[10] (Wang et. al.), and our proposed predicted time index (TimePred) utilizing
cL2

, car and crbf and dynamic programming as implemented by [2]. As time
prediction network (fθ), we utilize a three-layer, L1 and L2 regularized MLP.
Experiments were run on an Apple M4 Max processor (16-core CPU, 64 GB
RAM) with no hardware-specific tuning. For details, see published code [15].



Fig. 2: A-D: quantitative results per CP problem (mean precision over 100 data
sets each, higher is better). The mean-shift problems were detected perfectly
across all methods and are therefore not displayed. E: comparison algorithm
runtime in seconds (lower is better).

Results are reported in Fig.2. Among the baselines, only the computation-
ally expensive vanilla rbf-kernel was able to produce competitive results. It
performed overall best in variance, ar-parameter and covariance change detec-
tion, closely followed by our TimePred algorithm. Our method took the lead
for piece-wise linear signals. Notably, TimePred achieves its top performance
by utilizing the computationally more efficient cL2 and car cost functions, which
reduces computation time by up to 130x (TimePred cL2 vs Vanilla crbf ).

4.2 Case Study: Image-based Quality Monitoring

This scenario illustrates automated quality control in industrial manufacturing
using TimePred. We use the MVTec Anomaly Detection dataset [16], containing
high-resolution images from 15 product categories (e.g., transostor, tile, cable)
with and without defects. Images are ordered by anomaly label — normal first,
then defective — simulating a temporal shift from normal to faulty production.
The goal is to detect this CP, indicating the onset of quality degradation. We
employ a pre-trained ResNet50 as feature extractor (gβ) and replace the clas-
sifier with an ElasticNet regression head (fθ). Precision is measured with ±25
time steps of tolerance. For explaining the detected CPs we utilize a regression-
specific flavor Layer-wise-relevance-propagation (LRP) [17, 18], a performant
propagation-based XAI method, to obtain an explicit explanation as to why a



sample was assigned to the anomalous part of the series of images. For imple-
mentation details see [15].

The results are displayed in Fig.3. TimePred outperforms the closest com-
petitor by more than 40% in the CPD task. Additionally, we present a selection
of LRP heatmaps for the respective objects, alongside the anomaly ground truth
masks. We observe high overlap between the two which confirms that the algo-
rithm decided for the change point for the right reasons and gives practitioners
actionable insights into what has changed.

Fig. 3: A: CPD results on the MVTec case study. Average precision over 15
objects (higher is better). B: examples of (anomalous) objects from after the de-
tected change point (top) and their corresponding XAI heatmap indicating why
the sample was associated with the abnormal segment (bottom). Additionally,
the anomaly ground truth (GT) is shown as a grey overlay.

5 Discussion & Outlook

We have introduced TimePred, a framework that enables efficient and accurate
CPD in high-volume time series by transforming diverse and complex CPD tasks
into tractable univariate mean-shift problems. This reduction yields substantial
computational gains and enables seamless integration of XAI methods.

A conceptual limitation of our method is that we cannot expect to detect CPs
for a regime that alternates between two states in a periodic manner. The re-
spective univariate time prediction model output would not exhibit any changes.
In practice, the performance of TimePred is furthermore sensitive to choices in
design parameters of the time prediction network and its training. Their in-
fluence on the CPD performance should be evaluated more systematically on
existing, large-scale benchmarks in the future.

While we have tested TimePred in the setting of detecting one single CP in an
offline fashion, future work could focus on extending the method for online CPD
and an unknown number of changes. Another promising extension of our work
could be to explore the method’s natural potential for uncertainty quantification
by aggregating CPD results across different time-prediction models.
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