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Abstract

Identifying causality is fundamental for human understanding of the world, where
complex non-autonomous systems such as species population changes, brain activities,
etc. are extensively existed. Since the phase spaces of such systems are not manifolds,
the existing method based on convergent cross mapping is not applicable. This paper
proposes a novel bivariate partial mapping method for detecting causality in complex
non-autonomous systems. It transforms a non-autonomous system to an autonomous
skew product system, and then, by considering the causality changes due to the
transformation, detects causality of the original non-autonomous system from the
transformed skew product system. The effectiveness of the proposed method is verified
by mathematical cases and a real brain activity case, showing that the proposed method
successfully detects the causality in complex non-autonomous systems.

1 Introduction

Complex non-autonomous systems are dynamical systems in which the variables are
nonlinear coupled and the evolution rules are time-varying. Typical system cases
include species population systems influenced by season changes, brain systems
affected by external stimulus, etc., while detecting causality in such systems can be
extremely difficult.

The coupling characteristic among variables of complex non-autonomous systems
makes detecting methods based on Granger causality failure, because separability, the
essential requirement of Granger causality, cannot be satisfied in such systems [1]. This
characteristic also contradicts the underlying assumptions of Bayesian network models
[2], making causal discovery methods based on which not applicable, such as methods
by testing conditional independence [3], by testing graph matching properties [4] and
by the structural asymmetry of causal functions [5-7].
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Convergent cross mapping (CCM) provides a framework that detects causality from
coupled variables based on nonlinear state space reconstruction [8]. The proposal of
CCM represents a landmark achievement in detecting causality within complex systems.
CCM reveals that if variables x; and x; in a system are causally linked, then they
share a common attractor manifold M, and each variable is feasible to forecast the state

of the other according to their shadow manifolds M, and M. The mathematical
foundation for this implementation lies in that the shadow manifolds M, and ij are

both diffeomorphic to the system manifold M, where M, and M, are reconstructed

based on Takens Embedding Theorem [9]. Unfortunately, Takens Theorem is valid
only when the system is autonomous [10]. For the non-autonomous system, system
evolution trajectory may have intersections due to time-varying evolution rules. It
means the phase space of the system may not be a manifold, as its intersection regions
are not diffeomorphic to Euclidean space. Hence, Takens Theorem is not applicable for
the non-autonomous system, leading to the failure of CCM. This problem can be solved
by transforming the non-autonomous system to a skew product system, where the
dynamics of time-varying evolution rules is included. In this way, phase space
dimensions are expanded to exclude the intersections, making the phase space be a
manifold, i.e., the system is autonomous [10].

However, it is easy to overlook that this transformation also changes system causality.
The transformed skew product system expands phase space dimensions by introducing
a new variable 6, which is taken as the factor that drives the time-varying evolution
rules of the original non-autonomous system. In fact, 8 also disturbs the detecting of
causality. The causality in the original non-autonomous system is generated only in x;
and x;, while that in the transformed skew product system is generated in x;, x; and
6. There are eight possible conditions according to whether x; is the cause of x;, as
well as the extent to which 6 affects x; and x;. Two conditions among these may be
affected by 6 if CCMisdirectly applied. (i) Let x; bethe causeof x;. 6 hasastrong
effecton x; butaweak effecton x;. Then it can hardly be taken that the reconstructed

shadow manifold M, is diffeomorphic to the attractor manifold M*? of the skew

product system. Therefore, the mapping of x; using My, will not converge for

detecting true causality. (ii) Let x; not be the cause of x;, but both x; and x; be
strongly forced by 6. Due to sufficient dynamics information of 6 is contained, CCM
tends to misidentify that x; is the cause of x;, and this trend increases as the effect of
6 becomes stronger. Actually, 6 acts like a confounder when detecting causality in
Condition (ii).

To this end, this paper proposes a novel bivariate partial mapping (BPM) method for
detecting causality in complex non-autonomous systems. BPM transforms a non-
autonomous system to an autonomous skew product system, and then, by considering
the causality changes due to the transformation, detects causality of the original non-



autonomous system from the transformed skew product system, as shown in Figure 1.

Considering the conditions mentioned above, a bivariate shadow manifold My .0 IS

constructed, based on multivariate embedding theorem, to supplement the dynamics
information of 6 in x;. Then, partial correlation analysis is applied between x; and

the estimated X; according to My .6, where 6 is taken as the control variable to

reduce its disturbance. Mathematical cases are used for verifications, showing that the
proposed method can detect the causality of the original non-autonomous systems. A
real brain activity case is also used for evaluation, where the causality detecting results
are consistent with prior conclusions.
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Figure 1. The overall idea of bivariate partial mapping method.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the methodology of this paper is
provided. Section 3 shows the verifications while Section 4 presents discussions.
Conclusions are given in Section 5.

2 Methodology

The methodology of BPM is introduced in this section, which is mainly divided into
skew product system transformation and causality detecting.

2.1 Skew product system transformation

In the methods based on dynamical systems theory, delay embedding theorem serves
as the mathematical foundation for causality detecting, which requires systems to be
autonomous. Hence, the proposed BPM in this paper firstly transforms the complex
non-autonomous system into a skew product system. The autonomy of the skew product
system lies in it takes the external factor, driving the time-varying evolution rules of
the original non-autonomous system, as one of the internal variables, which excludes
the potential intersections of the system phase space by expanding the dimensions.

After expanding the dimensions of the original system phase space. A typical non-
autonomous system can be represented as Equation (1):

x1(t+1) = fi(t, x,(2), ..., xn ()
(1)
xy(t+1) = fy(t, %, (), ..., x5 (£))



where x,, ..., xy are variables in the non-autonomous system, and f, ..., fy describe
the corresponding evolution rules. It is time variable ¢ that makes the evolution rules
of non-autonomous systems time-varying. That is, although in the same states, the
subsequent evolution directions of the system may be various due to the differences of
t. Therefore, the phase space of the non-autonomous system may have intersections
and not be a manifold, leading to the failure of delay embedding theorem.

Let t = af(t), a # 0, the non-autonomous system can be transformed to a skew
product system as Equation (2):

!xl(t + 1) = fl(ag(t)!xl(t)' "-rxN(t))

x(t+1) = fy (@O(), x1(0), .., xy (D)) )
ot +1) = 6(t) +%

It can be seen that the evolution of the skew product system only depends on system
states, making the system autonomous. Comparing to the original non-autonomous
system, variable 6 isadditionally included in the skew product system, which expands
system phase space dimensions to exclude intersections.

2.2 Causality detecting

The skew product system transformation brings autonomy property for
implementing delay embedding theorem, but the introduction of & also changes
system causality. As mentioned in Section 1, two of the eight conditions may lead to
the false results of causality detecting if CCM is directly applied. The proposed BPM
aims to detect the causality of the original non-autonomous system in the transformed
skew product system, with the utilization of bivariate shadow manifold and partial
correlation analysis.

2.2.1 Bivariate shadow manifold

Given that x; may lack sufficient 6 dynamics information, BPM adopts bivariate
shadow manifold, which is reconstructed using x; and 6 based on Multivariate
Embedding Theorem.

Multivariate Embedding Theorem. Let M be a compact m dimensional manifold,
f:M — M Dbeasmooth flow, H:M — R" be a complete smooth observation function.
Then it is a generic property that for vx € M, delay mapping

Y(x) = (H(x),H(f(x)), ...,H(fd-l(x))) € R @3)

is an embedding when nd = 2m + 1.

The detailed proof of Multivariate Embedding Theorem can be seen in S1. Note that
when n = 1, Multivariate Embedding Theorem is equivalent to Takens Theorem [9].



According to Multivariate Embedding Theorem, the reconstructed bivariate shadow

manifold M, , is generically diffeomorphic to the skew product system manifold
M>P_ which is used for causality detecting.
2.2.2 Partial correlation analysis

Given that any two variables x; and x; may be strongly affected by 6 that acts as
a confounder, analysis based on Pearson correlation coefficient between x; and the
estimated X; according to x; is likely to misidentify the causality. Actually, as the
effects of 6 increase, the intrinsic dynamics of x;, x; gradually become subordinate
to 6, i.e., the evolution of x;, x; and & are gradually linearly related [11]. It raises
the possibility of the misidentification.

Therefore, BPM takes 6 as control variable, and makes partial correlation analysis
of x; and X; as follows:

Pce(x;, %:16) (4)

where Pcc is partial correlation coefficient. Theoretically, partial correlation analysis
can exclude the linear effect of 6 in x; and X;, which reduces the effects of 6 for
detecting the causality of the original non-autonomous system.

2.2.3 An algorithm for bivariate partial mapping

The algorithm of BPM is similar to that of CCM, where simplex projection [12] is
applied, involving exponentially weighted distances from nearby points on a
reconstructed manifold to do kernel density estimation [9].

For @ andany two variables x;, x; within a transformed skew product system, their
temporal data of length L can be collected as {6} = {6(1),6(2),...,0(L)}, {x;} =

{x;(1),%;(2), ..., x;(L)} and {x;} = {x;(1),x;(2), ..., x;(L)}. Based on Multivariate
Embedding Theorem, shadow manifold M, and bivariate shadow manifold My 0
can be reconstructed, which are constituted with the sets of lagged-coordinate vectors

x;(t) =< x;(t), x;,(t — T), ..., x;(t — (E — D7) > (5)
and

x;,0(t) =< x,(£),6(0), ..., x; (t - (g - 1) T),G(t - (g - 1) ) > (6)

T denotes the positive time lag of smooth flow f. E is the dimension of embedded
state space. t is the integer value from 1+ (E — 1)t to L.



E + 1 nearest neighbors of x;,8(t) can be found by t,t;,...,tg41 ON M 6.

These time indices corresponding to nearest neighbors to x;(t) on M, are then used

for estimating X; from E + 1 x;(t,) values as follows:

AMx .0
%, =Y wiex(t) (7

where k =1,2,...,E + 1. w; isaweight calculated according to the distance between

x;,0(t) andits k™ nearest neighbor on My, -

a{[x;.00][x;6(tr)]}
ug

e = < it = ¢ AOlaco] @
ZK:luK

where d denotes the measurement of Euclidean distance.

If x; is the cause of x;, X; should converge to x; under the control of 6 as L
increases, and BPM adopts partial correlation coefficient calculated in Expression (4)
as the index for detecting the causality of the original non-autonomous system.

3 Verifications

Verifications are carried out on mathematical cases and a real brain activity case,
where the classic CCM in literature is taken for comparing. The convergence of the
correlation coefficient in BPM and CCM is used to distinguish the causality.

3.1 Verifications on mathematical cases

Lotka-Volterra model that shows the changes in species population is selected for
verifying, where time variable t is explicitly introduced to reflect the disturbance
caused by external factors, such as food quantity, temperature, humidity, etc. As a result,
the modified Lotka-Volterra models belong to complex non-autonomous systems.

Three cases of the modified Lotka-Volterra models are provided to show the
effectiveness of BPM. Expression (9)-(14) give the mathematical expressions of the
non-autonomous system and corresponding skew product system of each case, where

the skew product system is transformed by letting t = ge[t].

Case l

The dynamical equations of the non-autonomous system:
X[t +1] = X[¢](3.8(1 — X[t]) — 0.08(1 + By cos (Smt )Y [¢])

3 ©
Y[t +1] = Y[£](3.5(1 = Y[t]) — 0.08(1 + f; cos (>t ))X[¢])

The dynamical equations of the skew product system:



X[t + 1] = X[t](3.8(1 — X[t]) — 0.08(1 + B, cos(2mO[tD)Y[t])
Y[t +1] = Y[£](3.5(1 — Y[t]) — 0.08(1 + B cos2mB[X[t]) (1)
o[t + 1] = 0[t] +§ (mod 1)

Case 2

The dynamical equations of the non-autonomous system:
X[t + 1] = X[t](3.6 + Bscos(Gmt)) (1 — X[t])

o (11)
Y[t + 1] = Y[t]((3.5 + B,sin (Ent))(l — Y[t]) — 0.08X[t])

The dynamical equations of the skew product system:

X[t + 1] = X[t](3.6 + Bscos(2mO[t])) (1 — X[t])
Y[t +1] = Y[t]((3.5 + Busin(2mO[t))(1 — Y[t]) — 0.08X[t])  (12)
o[t + 1] = 0[t] +% (mod 1)

Case 3

The dynamical equations of the non-autonomous system:
X[t + 1] = X[t](3.8 + Bssin(Gmt)) (1 — X[t])

2 (13)
Y[t +1] = Y[t](3.5 + BesinGmt)) (1 — Y[¢])

The dynamical equations of the skew product system:

X[t + 1] = X[¢](3.8 + Bssin(2m6[t])) (1 — X[t])
Y[t + 1] = Y[t](3.5 + Besin(2n6[]))(1 - Y[¢]) (14)
[t + 1] = 6[¢] +% (mod 1)

The causality of Case 1-3 can be described as in Figure 2. Note that in the above cases,
@ isincluded in “cos(2m@[t])” or “sin(2mO[t])”, making the influence of 6 periodic.
Hence, the dynamical equation of 6 can take “mod 1” for simplification.

Figure 3 (A) shows the detecting results of CCM and BPM for Case 1, where X and
Y has a bidirectional causality. When gB; = 1,8, = 0, detecting whether Y is the
cause of X falls under Condition (i). It can be seen that CCM incorrectly identifies Y
is not the cause of X, as the blue line converges to around 0. It is successfully detected
by BPM as the orange line converges to over 0.6. Besides, just like CCM, BPM also
correctly detects that X causes Y, as the purple and red lines converge to nearly 1.0.

Figure 3 (B) shows the detecting results of CCM and BPM for Case 2, where X
unidirectionally causes Y. When f; =0.3,8, = 0.5, detecting whether Y is the
cause of X belongs to Condition (ii). CCM incorrectly identifies Y is the cause of X,
as the blue line converges nearly to 1. On the contrary, the orange line converges to
nearly 1, showing that BPM makes the right causality identification. Both BPM and
CCM identify that X is the cause of Y, as the purple and red lines converge to nearly
1.



Figure 3 (C) shows the detecting results of CCM and BPM for Case 3, where no
causality exists between X and Y.When S5 = 0.2, B¢ = 0.2, detecting whether Y is
the cause of X belongs to Condition (ii). Likewise, CCM incorrectly identifies Y
causes X as the blue line converges to nearly 1, while BPM makes the right causality
identification as the purple and orange lines converge to around 0.

% &0 o o

(A) Case 1. (B) Case 2. (C) Case 3.
Figure 2. The causality of Case 1-3.
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Figure 3. The detecting results of CCM and BPM for mathematical Case 1-3.
3.2 Verifications on a brain activity case

The proposed BPM is also performed on a brain activity case, which investigates the
causality of the functions of two brain regions in a mouse involving visual stimulus. In
a trial, the mouse responds to the visual stimulus and receives corresponding rewards,
where Neuropixels probes are inserted to collect brain signals. Over multiple trials, a
1.5-h long firing rate time series is recorded to reflect the activity degree of brain
regions. Details are provided in Literature [13], and data are available at
https://data.internationalbrainlab.org.

3.2.1 Preliminary

The caudate putamen (CP) and primary somatosensory area (SSp) of mice are
selected as the objects of this case, which are causally linked according to the research
conclusion in Literature [14]. The rewards given to the mouse can help it gradually
establish a conditioned reflex, affecting the evolution rules of brain signals. Hence, the
system composed of CP and SSp signals can be regarded as a complex non-autonomous
system.

The sampling frequency of the probes is set to be 80-Hz. The duration of a single
trial is between 3 and 4 seconds, and the 1.5-h long time series is divided in
nonoverlapping 10-s segments. According to Literature [13], each segment is taken as
having the same level of conditioned reflex.

3.2.2 Causality detecting

The non-autonomous system composed of CP and SSp signals is firstly transformed
to a skew product system by introducing variable 68, which indicates the level of
conditioned reflex that the mouse is at. According to the preliminary setting that each
segment has the same level of conditioned reflex, 8 can be set to have the same value
in each segment and varies across segments for simplification as follows:



{ o[t + 1] = 0[t] if t+ 1 andt are within the same segment (15)
o[

t+1]=06[t]+6 if t+1andtarenotinthe same segment
where § is a constant and set to be 1 in this paper.

For each trial, the brain signals are evoked by the visual stimulus at the starting
moment, which makes the signals discontinuous. To satisfy the requirements of delay
embedding theorem that the flow and observation function need to be smooth, the
temporal data for making delay mapping are sampled from the same trial. This does not
affect the reconstruction of shadow manifolds, as the delay mapping using data from
different trials can be regarded as the embedding carried out on the different positions
of the skew product system manifold.

Figure 4 shows the causality detecting results using CCM and BPM respectively. It
can be seen that the detecting results of CCM does not clarify the causality between CP
and SSp, as the purple and orange lines converge to around 0.3 and 0.1 respectively.
On the contrary, BPM indicates that there is a bidirectional causality between CP and
SSp considering the purple and orange lines converge to around 0.5 and 0.7 respectively.
The detecting results of BPM are consistent with the prior conclusion, demonstrating
the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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Figure 4. The detecting results of CCM and BPM for the brain activity case.

4 Discussions
Discussions mainly proceed from the following two aspects.

In the aspect of causality detecting, the main reason of the failure of CCM lies in the
detecting results belong to the transformed skew product system rather than the original
non-autonomous system. This paper does not aim to raise any new doubts about the
validity of CCM, but emphasizes that the introduced variable 6 can change system
causality. Hence, by considering the causality changes due to system transformation,
the proposed BPM is designed to detect the causality of the original non-autonomous
system in the transformed skew product system.

In the aspect of 8, its dynamics can be determined using 6(t + 1) = 6(t) + i and

it can be further simplified according to the prior knowledge of systems, such as the



periodicity prior in the mathematical cases and the conditioned reflex level prior in the
brain activity case of this paper. Note that these simplifications can introduce the prior
knowledge into the reconstruction of bivariate shadow manifold and the partial
correlation analysis, which improves the accuracy of BPM. Besides, the value of 6
should theoretically have upper and lower bounds to keep system manifolds compact,
satisfying the requirements of delay embedding theorem. Otherwise, the theorem might
fail, leading to incorrect results of causality detecting.

5 Conclusions

This paper proposed BPM for detecting causality in complex non-autonomous
systems. The mathematical cases shows that BPM can be applied to more conditions
than CCM, and a brain activity case also makes further verifications.

More application scenarios of BPM will be investigated in the future, including brain
map reconstructions, etiology analyses, manufacturing process modeling, etc.
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S1 The proof of Multivariate Embedding Theorem

According to Whitney Embedding Theorem, let M be a m-dimensional smooth
compact manifold, then it can be smoothly embedded into R?™*1 hence nd is
required to be greater than or equal to 2m + 1. Then, to show that ¥: M —» R™ is an
embedding, it is to show that ¥ is an immersion as well as a homeomorphic mapping.

Proof of immersion

¥ is an immersion is equivalent to that the Jacobi matrix of ¥ that denotes as D¥W
is of full rank:

rank(D¥) = dimM (16)

where ¥ (x) = (H(x),H(f(x)), ...,H(fd‘l(x))). Observation function H: M - R"

is complete, which means any x € M can be uniquely determined according to its
delayed observation, and H can distinguish system trajectories. Therefore, for any two
points x,,x, of M, it can be deduced that H(f'(x,)) = H(f'(x})) if and only if
X, = Xp, Where [ =0,1,2,...,d —1. The following part shows that if observation
function H is incomplete, it will contradict with this deduction.

Let T, denote the point x within a tangent space. DH:T,M — T,R™ shows the
ability of information retention by H at the local region of point x. Then
rank(DH) < dimM indicates that when x changes in a specific dimension on M,
the observed value of H remains unchanged, as the dynamics of this dimension is
lacked in H.



Assuming that there is a point x, letting rank(DH) < dimM, then for point u in
the neighborhood U « M of point x,, value H(f'(w)) is only determined by k <
m dimensions within the coordinate vector < ug,...,u,, >. When the values of the
remaining m — k dimensions are different, H(f'(uy)) = H(f'(u,)) will lead to
u, # u,, which is inconsistent to the above deduction.

Therefore, the completeness of observation function can derive that rank(DH) =
dimM and, further, rank(D¥) = dimM. ¥ is an immersion.

Proof of homeomorphic mapping

¥ is a homeomorphic mapping if and only if ¥ is bijective and its forward/inverse
mapping is continuous.

The bijectivity of ¥ requires it to be injective and surjective. For injectivity, it can
be proved according to the deduction that H(f'(x,)) = H(f'(x})) derives x, = x,,.
For surjectivity, it can be proved as any point in the image set of ¥(x) has a
corresponding point in M. Therefore, ¥ is bijective.

The continuity of ¥ can be deduced considering that flow f and observation
function H within ¥ are both smooth. For its inverse, it can be proved as follows:

1.As M is compact, any open subset C € M is compact.
2.Dueto ¥ is continuous. ¥(C) c R™ is compact.

3. W(C) locates in Hausdorff space. Given C is open and ¥ (C) is compact,
¥(C) is also a open set.

4. According to ¥ is bijective, its inverse ¥~ maps open set ¥(C) c R™ to
open set C © M. It can deduce that ¥~1 is continuous.

Therefore, ¥ is bijective and its forward/inverse mapping is continuous, and it is a
homeomorphic mapping.

Conclusion

¥ is an immersion as well as a homeomorphic mapping, showing that ¥: M — R"*¢
is an embedding.
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