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Abstract—We present a Fourier-enhanced recurrent neural
network (RNN) for downscaling electrical loads. The model
combines (i) a recurrent backbone driven by low-resolution
inputs, (ii) explicit Fourier seasonal embeddings fused in latent
space, and (iii) a self-attention layer that captures dependencies
among high-resolution components within each period. Across
four PJM territories, the approach yields RMSE lower and flatter
horizon-wise than classical Prophet baselines (with and without
seasonality/LAA) and than RNN ablations without attention or
Fourier features.

Index Terms—Downscaling, Load forecasting, Fourier features,
recurrent neural network, additivity constraint, energy systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Energy policy and infrastructure investment decisions re-
quire an integrated system-wide perspective that captures the
interdependencies of supply, conversion, and end-use sectors,
as well as feedback from macroeconomic, technology-cost,
and policy drivers. Many such energy modeling systems exist
[1], of which the National Energy Modeling System (NEMS),
developed by the U.S. Energy Information Administration
(EIA) [2], is widely used by policymakers and stakeholders
for this very reason. However, as noted in the study of
energy plant pollution studies provided by NEMS [3], using
temporally and spatially averaged data may significantly miss
essential features and pricing signals. As was noted there,
such approaches typically produce yearly or, at best, quarterly
estimates of relevant variables, such as load. This would not
be sufficient to understand the effect of investment and policy
on reliability and resilience, which are much shorter-term
phenomena.

One of the crucial elements of understanding the interac-
tion between multi-decade policies and trends, as currently
provided by NEMS, and reliability and resilience concerns
requires temporal downscaling : mapping the demand projec-
tions from tools such as NEMS into much finer time-scale
demand patterns, consistent with previous load dynamics. In
turn this allows carrying out essential analyses such as unit
commitment [4] and economic dispatch [5], that can lead to
important reliability and resilience metrics, such as loss of load
expectation (LOLE).

To this end, we propose leveraging advanced machine
learning techniques to produce downscaled electricity load

data, which involves predicting the future distribution of load
at hourly scales, conditional on daily or yearly data. We
note that one could produce fine temporal load forecasts with
other tools, such as dsgrid [6], and then aggregate them.
Such an approach, however, requires many assumptions that
lack the necessary data, and they would not necessarily be
consistent with policy or strategic simulator output, such as
NEMS. Having a data-driven approach to downscaling, while
limited in many other ways, has the advantage of not requiring
additional assumptions to produce it. This study has two
objectives: (1) to produce a tool for downscaling time series,
focused on electricity demand, and (2) to identify features of
machine learning models that lead to improved such models
to assist other efforts where load modeling is sought. We also
note that temporal downscaling is a feature that appears in
pollution modeling [3] and is frequently used in environmental
science [7], so our approach could, in principle, be applied
there as well. We also note that, while demand forecasting is
a well-established area [8], it differs from downscaling, which
focuses on the accuracy of predictions conditional on coarser
temporal scales, the focus of this study.

II. RELATED WORK

While the literature on time series forecasting is vast,
there is less work on temporal downscaling, and particularly
in the context of energy demand. However, many features
of forecasting will be helpful here, such as multi-resolution
and covariates, so that we will discuss statistical models in
that context. Classical statistical methods such as ARIMA,
exponential smoothing, and linear regression capture short-
term autocorrelation and explicit seasonality but are limited
in representing nonlinearity and multi-resolution dynamics.
The Prophet model introduced an additive decomposition
framework combining trend, seasonality, and holiday effects,
offering interpretability and robustness to missing data [9].
However the model tends to underfit dynamic or irregular
periodic patterns commonly observed in power load data.

Recurrent neural networks (RNNs) and their gated variants,
such as GRU and LSTM, address nonlinear temporal depen-
dencies by learning hidden-state dynamics from data [10].
Yet, standard architectures process information strictly in the
forward temporal direction and do not provide the conditional
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Fig. 1. Fourier-enhanced RNN architecture. Low-resolution path (x0) drives
the RNN; the seasonal path (xf→ft) is fused at z, refined by a per-timestep
self-attention block, and mapped to hourly output.
Eq. (3) RNN update; Eqs. (4–5) Fourier projection; Eqs. (7–11) self-attention; Eq. (12)
output head.

function of downscaling. Recent attention-based extensions
partially mitigate this limitation but often rely on global
self-attention, which can be computationally expensive and
less interpretable for structured time series. Approaches such
as temporal convolutional networks and recurrent–attention
hybrids capture dependencies within and across time scales,
but either lack explicit treatment of seasonality or treat it as
an implicit pattern learned by the network, which can limit
interpretability and robustness when seasonal factors vary over
long horizons.

In contrast, the proposed model integrates multi-scale in-
formation directly within the recurrent structure. The RNN
takes the low-resolution input as the primary driver while
incorporating a Fourier path that provides periodic components
for seasonal variation. By combining these two sources, the
subsequent self-convolution layer effectively measures intra-
future dependencies, enabling the model to capture fine-scale
temporal interactions while preserving global coherence.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Inputs and Feature Construction

We consider a multi-resolution time series composed of
coarse observations {x0,t}Tt=1 and their associated high-
resolution vectors yt ∈ RK , where K denotes the number
of sub-periods within each period (e.g., hours within a day,
or days within a week). Each temporal instance t therefore
represents a multi-resolution pair (x0,t, yt) capturing both the
aggregate signal and its internal structure.

For each period t, the model receives a continuous input
vector

xt = [x0,t; xf,t ], (1)

where:

• x0,t ∈ R is a low-resolution scalar summarizing the
aggregate magnitude (e.g., total demand or average value
over the period);

• xf,t ∈ R2F encodes Fourier seasonal features that
represent cyclic patterns across multiple temporal scales.

Let t denote the period index measured along a continuous
time axis at a low-resolution scale. Each high-resolution ran-
dom variable yt,k within period t is associated with a fractional
index t + k/K, where K is the number of sub-periods (e.g.,
hours within a day). Let P > 0 represent the base cycle length
(e.g., one week or one year) expressed in the same units as t.
For a chosen number of harmonics F , we define the angular
frequencies ωk = 2πk/P for k = 1, . . . , F [11]. A within-
period offset s/K is introduced for each sub-period index
s ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K−1}:

xf,t[s] =
[
sin

(
ω1(t+

s
K )

)
, cos

(
ω1(t+

s
K )

)
, . . . ,

sin
(
ωF (t+

s
K )

)
, cos

(
ωF (t+

s
K )

)]
,

(2)

Stacking xf,t[s] over all sub-periods produces Xf,t ∈ RK×2F

for period t.

This construction provides a smooth and differentiable encod-
ing of periodic structure, supporting both shared and sub-
period-specific seasonal patterns within the same modeling
framework.

B. RNN Backbone for Base Dynamics (acts on x0 only)

Let ht ∈ RL denote the latent state (L is the latent
dimension). We use a single-layer RNN (or GRU variant)
that only ingests x0,t:

ht = RNN(ht−1, x0,t) , h0 learnable. (3)

This isolates base-level dynamics in a compact recurrent path
and preserves a distinct parameterization from the seasonality
branch.

C. Fourier Projection for Seasonality (acts on xf )

Seasonal effects are introduced into the latent space through
a separate, learnable projection. Each sub-period’s Fourier
representation is compressed to the latent width using a shared
per-row mapping V ∈ R2F×L:

Gt = Xf,tV, Gt ∈ RK×L. (4)

The K sub-period embeddings are then aggregated through a
learnable softmax-normalized weight vector a ∈ RK :

ft = G⊤
t a, ft ∈ RL. (5)

The resulting projection captures sub-period specific harmonic
effects and is added to the recurrent latent path during fusion.
The base and seasonal paths combine additively:

zt = ht + ft ∈ RL. (6)



D. Self Attention over Latent Dimensions

To model within-step correlations and incorporate future-
known conditioning, we apply self-attention over the L latent
“feature tokens” of each zt:

Tt =
[
zt ⊙ E

]
∈ RL×D, (7)

Ut = MHA(Tt,Tt,Tt), (8)
Ht = LN1(Tt +Ut) (9)

∆t = LN2(Ht + FFN(Ht))wout;∈ RL, (10)

z̃t = zt + σ
(
Gzt

)
⊙∆t, (11)

where E ∈ RL×D is a learnable feature embedding, MHA
is multi-head attention [12]; LN is layer normalization [13];
FFN is a two-layer feed-forward network with ReLU and
dropout mapping RD →RD, wout ∈ RD projects back to L,
σ is a sigmoid gate, and G ∈ RL×L a learned gating matrix.

Under the downscaling setting, the self-attention layer en-
ables the model to jointly encode amplitude, phase, and
contextual effects across sub-periods within each forecast
step. This design enhances the representation of fine-grained
temporal structure and allows the model to effectively integrate
known conditioning variables, improving intra-period coher-
ence in the reconstructed high-resolution profile.

E. Output Head

The high-resolution vector predictions are linear in the
attended latent state ( Fig. 1, box “A · z̃ + c”; cf. (9) ):

ŷt = A z̃t + c, A ∈ RK×L, c ∈ RK . (12)

Given the residual model yt = ŷt+εt with εt ∼ N (0,Σ),
the covariance matrix Σ is estimated as

Σ̂ =
1

T − 1

T∑
t=1

(rt − r̄)(rt − r̄)⊤, r̄ =
1

T

T∑
t=1

rt.

where rt = yt − ŷt represent the training residuals. Subse-
quently, this uncertainty model is used to produce confidence
intervals that will be used for validation and hypothesis testing
in §VI-C.

IV. TRAINING OBJECTIVE

We train with mean-squared error (MSE) over sequences of
length T :

Ldata =
1

T

T∑
t=1

∥ŷt − yt∥22 . (13)

To regularize seasonality, we penalize the Fourier projection
Uf with harmonic weights wk=k applied to the pair (sin, cos)
of order k:

Lharm = λf

∑
i,j

(
Uf [i, j]

)2
w2

j . (14)

The overall objective is

L = Ldata + Lharm. (15)

We optimize L with Adam, apply gradient clipping, and
forecast with known future features via a rolling window.

V. EXTENDED FRAMEWORK FOR YEARLY-TO-HOURLY
DOWNSCALING

Building on the proposed RNN architecture, the framework
is extended to the more challenging problem of mapping a
yearly aggregate to a full hourly profile. Let Y (Y ) denote
the yearly aggregate (low resolution) and Y (H) ∈ R365×24

the target hourly field (high resolution). The proposed RNN
structure can be applied in two ways to achieve the yearly-to-
hourly downscaling task.

A. Hierarchical RNN Downscaler

The mapping could be decomposed into a hierarchical
structure (e.g., year→month→day→hour), where each stage
is implemented with the proposed RNN-based model:

fyear→hour = fday→hour ◦ fmonth→day ◦ fyear→month. (15)

The three-stage configuration above often exhibits a dis-
tinct monthly pattern, since the proposed RNN-based model
assumes that the outputs are conditionally independent given
the input. In contrast, a two-stage decomposition (year→day,
day→hour) is adopted when the data exhibit less distinct
monthly variation.

Except for the first stage, subsequent stages may be trained
on a mixture of real and upstream-predicted inputs. After
fitting fyear→month, let Ŷ (M) = fyear→month(Y

(Y )). A blended
training input is then constructed as

Ỹ (M) = αY (M) + (1− α)Ŷ (M), α ∈ [0, 1], (17)

and used to train fmonth→day. The same strategy applies to
fday→hour. This progressive scheme enables end-to-end deploy-
ment even when intermediate-resolution ground truth is sparse,
while preserving cross-scale consistency inherited from the
hierarchical formulation in equation (15).

B. RNN-Enhanced Base Downscaler

The proposed RNN-based model exhibits strong capability
in modeling fine-grained temporal patterns and capturing intra-
period variability. Another approach leverages this strength by
employing the RNN module as a high-resolution refiner on top
of a coarse-scale base downscaler. A base model (e.g., Prophet
with linear accuracy adjustment (LAA) [14]) first maps yearly
aggregates to daily values:

Ŷ (D) = fbase

(
Y (Y )

)
, Ŷ (D) ∈ R365. (15)

The RNN refiner then reconstructs hourly profiles condition-
ally on the daily signal:

Ŷ (H) = fRNN

(
Ŷ (D)

)
, Ŷ (H) ∈ R365×24. (16)

The resulting mapping is therefore the composition

fyear→hour = fRNN ◦ fbase, (17)

where fbase is any yearly to daily downscaler, and the proposed
RNN-based module serves as a fine-resolution reconstructor.
This formulation can also mitigate data scarcity in practice
by leveraging reliable coarse-scale predictors while retaining
high-resolution temporal detail.



(a) AEP (b) COMED

(c) DAYTON (d) DEOK

Fig. 2. RNN ablations across four territories. Self-attention improves intra-
day dependency modeling, while adding Fourier seasonality further reduces
RMSE and flattens the hourly error profiles.

VI. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets

We evaluate the proposed framework on four service ter-
ritories from the public PJM Hourly Energy Consumption
dataset. The selected regions are AEP, COMED, DAYTON,
and DEOK. Each dataset records hourly system load over
multiple years. The selected training sets include a mix of
data from both stable and upward-trending regimes, thereby
testing the model’s ability to generalize across heterogeneous
load behaviors within a unified training context.

We remove duplicated timestamps, and forward-fill missing
hours. Each dataset is split chronologically into training and
test segments. All continuous variables are normalized using
z-scores computed on the training partition.

B. Models Compared

Two comparisons are conducted to evaluate the proposed
framework. First, within the RNN structure, a Simple RNN
shared the same RNN Backbone as the proposed model
serves as a baseline that. A second variant, RNN with self-
convolution, extends this baseline by introducing a self-
convolution layer. Second, across modeling families, compar-
isons are made against the Facebook Prophet model under two
configurations: with or without weekly, monthly, and yearly
seasonality components, and with or without Linear Accuracy
Adjustment (LAA). Given past hourly loads and exogenous
features, we forecast the next 24 hours. We report horizon-
wise RMSE(h) for h=0, . . . , 23.

Figures 2 show the results of comparison within the RNN
structure. Self-attention consistently lowers RMSE relative to
the plain RNN, especially around morning and evening peaks.
Adding Fourier seasonality further reduces error and flattens
the profile, confirming that explicit harmonic features enhance
both interpretability and temporal generalization.

Figures 3 compare across modeling families. While Prophet
with LAA improves coherence across hours, our proposed
method achieves substantially lower RMSE and nearly flat

(a) AEP (b) COMED

(c) DAYTON (d) DEOK

Fig. 3. Prophet baselines versus Fourier RNN (ours; note the different y scale
from Figure 2). Prophet variants include daily/weekly/yearly seasonalities and
optional LAA adjustment. Fourier RNN achieves the best mean RMSE and
flattest hourly profiles.

horizon profiles, demonstrating stronger adaptation to temporal
cycles and trend variations.

Reading Figs. 2 and 3 jointly, the Simple RNN, even without
explicit attention or harmonic inputs, performs competitively
with Prophet+LAA, indicating a strong recurrent inductive
bias for short-horizon dynamics. Incorporating Fourier sea-
sonality further achieves the lowest RMSE and flattest horizon
profiles, highlighting enhanced accuracy, uniformity, and more
precise separation between trend and intra-day structure.

C. Calibration of Predictive Uncertainty

We evaluate uncertainty calibration by examining the em-
pirical coverage of residual-based prediction intervals, which
is expected to contain the actual value with probability (1−α).
We compute the rh =

nrejected(h)
ntotal(h)

where nrejected(h) counts test
windows whose actual value lies outside the interval. A well-
calibrated model should have rh ≈ α across hours. Table I
shows max, min, and mean of rh

TABLE I
SUMMARY OF REJECTION RATES rh OVER 70 ROLLING TEST WINDOWS

(95% PREDICTION INTERVAL).

Statistic AEP COMED DAYTON DEOK

Mean 0.144 0.021 0.051 0.096
Max 0.243 0.071 0.129 0.186
Min 0.014 0.000 0.014 0.029

For COMED and DAYTON, the mean rejection rates remain
below or at the nominal level, indicating conservative cov-
erage and stable uncertainty estimation. AEP exhibits higher
rejection, while DEOK shows rejection near 0.096—somewhat
above the nominal 0.05—implying moderate undercoverage.
Overall, these results suggest that residual-based Gaussian
intervals provide a reasonable approach to quantifying un-
certainty, with differences primarily reflecting dataset-specific
volatility.



(a) AEP (b) COMED

(c) DAYTON (d) DEOK

Fig. 4. Yearly-to-hourly downscaling RMSE.

D. Yearly-to-Hourly Downscaling Experiments

To evaluate the proposed RNN-based structure on the
yearly-to-hourly task, four models are compared: Prophet with
yearly, monthly, and weekly seasonality; Prophet with the
same seasonality and additional Linear Accuracy Adjustment
(LAA); a two-stage hierarchical RNN (year → day → hour);
and an RNN-augmented Prophet model that refines coarse-
scale forecasts using the proposed RNN.

Figure 4 reports RMSE grouped by hourly positions (0–
23). Prophet+seasonality and Prophet+seasonality+LAA re-
produce broad seasonal patterns but tend to underfit short-
term variability. The two-stage RNN captures detailed intra-
year structure yet exhibits slightly higher RMSE due to limited
training data, with less than ten years of samples available. In
contrast, the RNN-augmented Prophet mitigates this limitation
by coupling a coarse-scale forecaster with an RNN refiner—
the Prophet component preserves interpretable long-term sea-
sonality, while the RNN enhances intra-day variation.

Overall, the RNN-augmented approach achieves the lowest
RMSE and flattest hourly curves, demonstrating its ability to
reconstruct fine-scale variability while maintaining consistent
yearly-scale coherence.

E. Reproducibility

All experiments follow the same preprocessing, rolling
splits, and evaluation pipeline. Configuration files and
random seeds are released for full reproducibility at
https://github.com/qic0-0/RNN based downscaling.

VII. CONCLUSION

The proposed RNN–Fourier architecture integrates a low-
resolution recurrent path, Fourier-seasonal embeddings, and a
timestep self-attention mechanism to capture complex tempo-
ral dependencies without explicit reconciliation. The model
achieves accurate and stable horizon-wise downscaling per-
formance across four PJM territories, outperforming Prophet-
based and simplified RNN baselines. Beyond deterministic
forecasting, the framework supports a probabilistic extension

with residual-based uncertainty estimation and scales natu-
rally to more challenging yearly-to-hourly downscaling tasks,
demonstrating flexibility across both temporal and resolution
hierarchies.

Future work includes extensions to spatial downscaling,
which can be naturally carried out in our framework using
a matrix data structure of size spatial sites by 24. While
the Gaussian residual model yielded acceptable results in our
predictive uncertainty calibration test using coverage values,
an improvement is to use a generative formulation of the
residual, albeit at the cost of a much more challenging loss
function. Finally, given the generality of our framework, we
will experiment with other downscaling applications such as
rainfall disaggregation, traffic intensity forecasting, or climate
model refinement.
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