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Learning Causal Relationship from Time Series Based on Bayesian Network
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*(Institute of Data Science and Interdisciplinary Studies, Shanghai Lixin University of Accounting and Finance, Shanghai 201209, China)

Abstract: Bayesian network is a powerful tool for studying the causal relationship between variables. Causal learning, based on
Bayesian network, consists of two parts: structure learning and parameter learning. Structural learning is the core of causal learning. At
present, Bayesian network is mainly used to discover the causality in non time series data (non time series causality) and what is learned
from the data is the causal relationship between general variables. In this paper, the causality of time series is learned by time series
preconditioning, time series variable sorting, the construction of transformation data set, local greedy search-scoring, maximum likelihood
parameter estimation and so on. Combining the time series preconditioning of including segmentation, the structure learning of causal
relationship for time series segments, the construction of causality structure data set, the variable sorting of causal relationship, local
greedy search-scoring and maximum likelihood parameter estimation etc, meta causal relationship (used to study the randomness of causal
relationship) is established. Two levels of causality learning can be realized to lay the foundation for further quantitative causal analysis.
Experiments and analyses are done by using simulation, UCI and finance time series to verify the validity, reliability and practicability of

learning causal relationship and meta causality based on Bayesian network.
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Yt —vi ), X —vi], X[ — v/ dbmomb o s gt s, TT 9 T e X [e] e
i q i 2 i 1 X, [e] X, [t] i

{Xl[t - V;], o Xl -] Xl - Vll]} n {XH[t _ V;':]’ X ft—v e - VIJ.J]} th

FRTR A S 4 .

Fig.2 Composition of Xi [¢] parent node set
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)
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(10)
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1 22 738 5 I [8) 3 510 16 TR SR o0 28 2% =) SRV o B 1) = L 0 40 2 W g B i A0 o (BRI () P A D R AR O R S5
22 20 RN 22 AR B I 1A A 1 DR SO0 3R 4 0 A o) TR B B I TR 0 ) TR R DR RS 2 o b TR AT A I

n (45" — 6) WHIMDLIFSELGRATIE 4 sHCR KB4 JEH 5* = max {5, s, .., s, } THE £ RS ALY

GRS RGE A2 b B AT L g7y — 1) ¢+ 1KIOMDLIMSLI ¢° = max {q;, q,, ..., q,}
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g, < s,(1 <7 < n).s" Mg RS 0T KM Kt M T MDLAT 43 58, 2 A8 R ]/ 51 [ 6 R 2%
YBR[ S 2% 2 O(n”).
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B 18] 75 371 F G TR 3 96 2R 2 3T TR R o 2 2 ST RO TR AR AN 3 J8 I 1) P B ) TR R 5 2R 2% 3138 & T AT v
V5] 5 370t R A FH - s AT 8] 7 50 £ o5 358 51 1), v B ) 7 5 £ 7 DR SR 56 2R 2 = W) 2 R4Sk v AR B 1) 5 47 B
V5] 471 £ 70 DR SR 56 2R 2 ) AL HE I ) PP B0 SRUAR B 76 B [ 5 271 B3 TR B 5 R 4 g 2 =) Rt B P IR R 5 R 5 ) i
SR AR F i 2, A K TR IR R RN 5 S 405 2] = A8 47
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TE I 8] 7 51 P Ak B4 e B 25 S MRS 55 (R 75 2 5% HH 2806 W] DL R SR IR 301 P 380 (0 7 2R 1B 5 & R I )
RSB GE A T8 PR B ik 777 2 40,308 75 B 8] 7 41 43 B 40 R IsF ) P 50 P 1 500 2 e R T e o i) i
SRAE (I [) 38 9 R4 ), TR 4 A 3 45 i o 14D Ik T 8 5 R DA IF 10 3 471 43 B 5 224 BT[] 37 47 P 285000 A A2 42 1 [0 38 50 43
A, ) T 42 H5 s B D9 i TR 410 0 B 24 AR, AT DUAR 48 SRR 1% 150 R 75 3K 9 T 8] 75 41 43 B B [ )3 71 B 1 K /N i] B —
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Bl S AL [0 S FRACBE I 18] e 51 B A B e A B P -5 e 4 K0 SR M S (0 S Atk b, RIS SR T 20 - R s

VEIEAT I 18] P 91 B 1 DR 56 R 4 M 2 500 G [ ] e 2 1A B0 IR 56 28 44 W R SR DR 16 2 46 M o
RN PE R R R RIS S H, R R8T 0 R R K R IG5 2 K052 2 e 245 BN 187 51 T R R G A&
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2.2 ERXRGHHEENEMTEEEF

FE IR 8] 7 31 B 1A I A 8 DR SR O 2R 45 1 2 20 (R BE il b, T ORI B8 IR 2R 6 R S5 M A 9 B T T R RO &
5 TR A RV DR RO AR A R M .
SESC 2 FESE m BN I E B B O R G5 61 L] AN 2 R A TR AR AR IR R AR R IUT R VRN

D A PRI S Ll D S £ P
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rOle = a), Xl 670D =L PN D] « X¥Le]
{1, RAEA e - ] > X7e)
0, RAFEIR
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15(&%%\13@?&%&%),?ﬁ:ﬁﬁéj\%(/rf””[t — 4], Xf,'”[t]) (h = 0) 74 H i i DR 5L 6 2245 B HOH G 38 43 1A
LSO 52 O (1, 7)), J30RE S LR SR K 28 91 T 7 0 4 1 7 B RS I, D b 7 1 SR 8 4 4 L S AL

PR SR 28 b e B I, 7 AL, A B 0,383 M 48— DR RO AR R T S I 4 T 3 R DR SR G R
FEC SR R BN A A 1 FRAT TR R 78 DR SR 5 28 5 K0 1 3 v 79 30 - b DL 3 4R 2 A i R SR O R AR B
AR R B 3 8] SR 9 3R A (8 T SR e 0y ). 76 R B i ) SR O 2 7 B 08958 4 A8 10 HR A B 2 1 AR VR
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SETGIR SRR A G5 I AT LA 2 R IX S T AR AR B O L AR B e R PR U AR AR ) AR ISR O R A M B 4R o o 2R
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2.3 TERXANENSSHFE
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i TR R R (WHEE M ZED)
I 8] PP 51 1 25 2k Bl 4k 22
I 8] 7 510 (%) 2 AL
8] PP 51 3 B
form=1to
I 8] 7 51 BE 1 I A = T
IS 1) 410 B 0 BRLR 5% R Sk 2 )
1if 7 I Vi AR
% AR BN [ PP 51 B P 350 70 e A5 M4 At
2 A B IR [A) J 41 By 1) 18] SR O R A 4 2 2
F ] 41 B ) R AR R R i i s
end for
LIRS TA) 3 41 1R B8] R 0% 28 ) e 4
ZERBIR R R MBI E TR TIRE R
AL G R S5 M B 25 P i LR Ok R AR B AT
BT JRETAT - RN T E R KRG
if ZH%2RWIMES ) then
B4 OB IR % R M AR AR A T 34T S 8 4R o 2
else
G4 TR R R R AN R K5 B8 T B AT S AU B 2 )
end if
TOR RO FR 52 S S £ T A 2 o IR AR 6 R A 5 o FE o R OC R A i 2 o0 i TR IR G R A W HUHR R A

IR YR NGV E S Y A EEELE B RGN
2
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W RAT I 8] 7 5 A B 2 [ B RR R RE RS, B4, BEAE I T (32t TS 500 BRR 5k R AR 2 W
BB (AR K RER) . ASCRA R K R (SRR B A AL R, Bk, TR R (R R AR
A )t R PR SRR AR AR A (B A ), I AT ST 41 3 R 2R 5% AR AR A (R A ) B DL e S0 I 2%, B1 e DU ST R 2% 0 [A]
RK ARSI R] LU A AR AR I il A2 B 2 [8], thm] DUA AR A I i A2 B 5 R I i A B 2 [R], et o DL e 447 kA
LRI URT AR 75 DR SRR AR AR A (B R ) B R, IF AT R R A 25 3 U A0 T

3 WSS

73 A PR . UCT Bdf Mwind Hod e m 10 <6 i A0ds ARSI T8 Fr 10 A BRR 5% 22 5 0 BRLER 5% A 1Y
GERYEE 5] FUSER IR P D SR OG5 TR R R G R K G5 5 20, UL R RS B T i 0t I e PR R SG R K S = AT
T HEAT S8 5 73 B BRI 3 T B 75 B A6 A0 2 R IR (o = 10 ), R4 & i KRR A1 Gibbs i Ff
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RIS B H I 8] 5 51 ) 5 R 8l
3.1 RIS EFIHEARR RS TERXRNEGHE

LEAUEMRERX R LR KE R M Monte Carlo J51%: 77 A= I 8] J7 H1 S AU K8 45, 78 Ltk b 2047 IR SR ¢
FRAMTTHEIR K RG5>

(1) BRXREHE>]

43 i) A N A2 45 AAE(F T_BNL_1 AT T BN_2 Row, B WIRECE L 55 F1 79). B AF Q45 4 (F
NT BN 1 Al NT BN 2 FoR,EMIEER 42 F1 SHFRE R M4E(FH H BN_1 A1 H BN 2 FoR, B 1R E
BT 38 M 65), LA R = Fh Q45 M4 E_BN_1 1 E_BN_2 R, B AIIREE R 30 1 58) PUFh % i ¥ i A R

KRG (A ) B max {q;, g, ..., q, ) = 3HRAEASER NI K0 BE AL 2 9 B B, B AL

PR SRR RSB CR AT BER 0A1 20), B A G L4 P AR RO R R 46 0 — AN R SG R M 2% 77 A2 5000 ML
Hls . S AT B A B A A1 (0 I R R O R G R 2 5T, 5 2T A9 B BRLER 9% R A5 K 5 7 AR AU AR FO TRLR R
R 5 4 — BUMRE 5% 2T 1R G5 SR 58 I A2 R i S SRRSO R £ 1) S B £ B AR R IGURE AJR) E
TRAEAT - A8 R IT 1R HEAT 2 A B 6] 7 A O DRR O AR G5 2 1 BARIG LR 1 iR R 1 T — S 5 R H
T PR KRG I B, B a — 3 S BB R AR R o5 T IR [ 1 2 L+ R R BN Y
IR, 2RTm T R I R 45 Y E A = P A 4 R AR DI — AN AR OC R S5 K, 10 ] 3 .

BN SRS
————— SCTTDIE ¥ Gu——
Fig.3 Causal structure of balancing three parent nodes
B 3 Sl = A4 I SR K R S5 (E_BN_1)
Table 1 Causal structure learning for simulating time series

1 BN L B 0B R 2 1

I 1] 3 2 B I AR A B b AR b B TR DI b B SR (E L)
T BN_1(45) 0 0 -1 1(2.22%)
T _BN_2(54) 0 -1 -1 2(3.70%)
NT_BN_1(48) -1 0 -1 2(4.16%)
NT_BN_2(51) 0 -1 -1 2(3.92%)

H BN_1(57) 0 -1 +1 2(3.51%)
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H_BN_2(60) -1 -1 -1 3(5.00%)
E_BN_1(30) 0 -1 0 1(3.33%)
E BN 2(42) 0 -1 1 2(4.76%)

R L AR AR DR 5C 3R S 2 o1 017 D, B I A 9 (B LRI S0 I F 19 1 4 B A2 3.82%.
HH BT 4 2% R A T S LR AL 7 A AR =R 20 A1 2t /N B S A A7 D, AN T 2 5072 22 ] P A4 T 2% F
ST T L B2 A BRSO [8] P 7 5080, BE 5 A G 0 I 248 5 (0 = P Q45 R (P Q46 . AR
T LG5 iR RN A 5245 R0, Rk, AT A LS B (4 A 2R 0% 2 22 ST 4R i ORI,

(2) TERKRLEWES

X4 E I TE R RO R, Se ik T Iu b RO AR P AR B, R R AT TC AR 9% AR AR 5 51 O LR AR R
B8 70 DR SRR 2R G A R 27 21 45 3 (R T0 R SRR R S A 2 TR 22 5

@ JulRIR K A K BEHLEEY

TEIRLER K R BENUBAL T DI B — I BOR S S I R R R BT . JeRUIRKREM . BUIRK
FAR IR 4 A1 (BEALAE BURE 2 43 41 %) 1 Monte Carlo J572: 7 AE TG IR S ¢ F 1) L4 L0000 S (R SR R R 4
PR HR 5R); 58 — W BUR R I e A2 B AU« 76 IR SR G AR AR 08 2 b A0 i (B DR 2R 6 AR A0 3, B R S
XL — AN ER I R G I T 310 2% B FAOHE 23 90 A (BE AL A= et 22 73 A7 38) A0 Monte Carlo J5 VA AH 4G 526 1k
PR SR 9% A FRD A 400 B0 4 4 (I 1) 210 40 4 ). Y B o B 2R Ok A AL B 2 0 DK/ (B TR e ) B i)

T = 5000 54 B FSI B A MBI T — T = 5000, 7 = 6 , S L5150 5 R 1B LB RRT

751 K /N K 25000000.
(a) B8] B 1 IR SR 56 R 454
T T B2 R A B — B [A] B I R SR O R A R (1 T AR ORI AR R R O R A W), 7E R AR = R A HE T I

ge 7 A AR B (e X led, X led, Xled, X [e], X le], X [e] ), | 5o & (o

Xt —al, X[t -3], X[t —-2], X[t 1], X,[t]).
HIUAH IR F 56 R 451
Xl « xle —4], xle - 21.X,[¢] « X[e], X[t = 2], x,[¢] « X le], x,[e=3], X,[e-1],

X el « Xlel, x[e], x,[e-10. X [¢] « X [e], X, [¢], X [¢=3], X, [t-2],

Xlt] « X[e], X[e], X [e-4], X, [£-3].
46 18] S % 28 446 K0 79 80 0 DR SR R A A IR -
(1.1,0,0,0,0,1,1,0,1,0,1,1,0,1, (4, ), (2, 1), (2,2),(3,3),(1,3), (1, 1), (3,5), (2,5), (4,6), (3,6)).
(b) INF 160 3 31 ) 76 [R5 K 5% 464
(Nl -ul, X [e-v]) % ® % R®OX R M % b M &

B(X [ - ul, X [=v]) « (X[ = w], X, [e-2]) R e MR KRN P R KA.

IS 16 7 0 ) 0 PR R G R A A
(X,Le], X [e=41) « (A [e], X [e=2]). (X, [e], X,[e-3]) « (X,[e], X, [e-1]),
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(0[], X, [2]) « (xle), 4,[e)), (xle), 4 [e)). (X,[ed, X [ed) « (X [ed, X [ed) s (X Led, 4,Led).
(4,0, X, [e]) « (W,Led, X, [eD) (X, [e], ,[e-10) :

(4,01, X, [e]) < (x,[2), x,[eD), (4,[e], & [-2]).

40 761 . 5 A1 Monte Carlo J7% 7= A M 4L [ F 91 045 1T - 76 06 SR 8 2 2

(2) JEIH K AR5

TR 5% 2R 2 51 48 76 6 SR 5 R WL ASEHOL e 39 2 72 4 7 K SR 28 ey AL 19757 51 50 40 0 60 1,
S AT I 91 B 0 K SR 6 20 45 0 3 30 40 . DK SR 6 20 43 W O 9, 6 0 DR 5356 20 600 M 00 0 AT 28 3
T DR 56 2R 5 O S T TR S 2R R A 2 3 75 B o T 9 B R 44 5 72
AR 1 76 PR 56 R b 4 — B
32 HSE S E R % RS T E R X ROLA% )

FEwind KOO P e BRSO SORI S I ) 901 R 5 2R 45 92 =3 A FITUCT 1P 03847 7 PR 31
e VL)

(1) BEBE. HIEANC 3 1] A 50 i B3R % R 4 A3 3

fEwind iR h B EIRAUTRE 10 SR, LiEL0 ARG R IR A 10 FIOL A KR A5
S0P 93847 5 R . 0 B 5 25 5 528 M 0 0 B P 1 2
A BT, 5 W AT DL BT, F e BLAT, B A AT, P 5O BRLAT 5 54T, 40 T BRLAT 4 T AT R KT 0
MUY 6, P B, B B, 6 L AL 0 S 3385 T 34,95 7, 7 6,05, 0 T 39909 B0, s 1 S 3 5
91,85 T3 56000 7, 385 T3 34 00K T, 385 T3 3498 KR 56, 6 10 56 I 96, 8 10 50 400 55 D08 10 5097 7 2 .
XL, X,Le], o X [E) s 5 M2 S 1B R S 1 e ) A7 7 I TR 6 R, 251

75 21 B IR AR 96 R IR 2 .
Table 2 Non delay causality learning for stock, futures and exchange rate time series

2 MR BRI AR 8] e 21 1 A I R R G R 5 )

A i SRR G & HATR Rk & NRESeSE P

X[1] Xo[l—Xi[1] Xl<X1] Xli<X1]

X(1] Xi[1]=Xa[1], Xit] X3[1]—=Xo[1], Xi1] X3[1]—=Xa[1]

X4[1] Xa[t]—=X5(1], Xo[1], Xi1] Xa[t]X3[1], Xa[1] Xa[t]=X3[1], Xa[1]

Xs[t] Xs[t]—Xa[1], X5[1], Xi[£] Xs[t]lXa[1], X3[1] Xs[t]lXa[1], Xa[1]

Xel1] Xel1]—Xal1], X3[1], Xal1] Xo[t]=X5[t], X3[1] Xo[t]—X5[t], Xa[1]

Xi[1] X3[£]=Xo[1],X5[1], Xa[t], Xi[1] Xol1]—Xe[t],X51], X5[1] Xol1]—Xe[1],X5[1]

Xg[1] Ks[t]—Xo[1], X5[1], X3[1] Xs[t]—Xq1], Xo[1], X5[1] Xs[t]—X;[1]

Xo[t] Xo[t]—Xs[1], Xo[t], Xa[1], X3[1] Xo[t]—Xs[1], X7[1], X5[1] Xo[t]—Xo[1], Xs[t], Xa[t]
Xio[1] Xio[t]—Xo[1], X7[1], Xu[1] Xio[]—Xs[1], Xs[t], X3[1] Xio[t]—Xo[1], Xs[t], Xa[1]

BRI HH BRI SR I 8] 3 50 AN A7 I il R SR G R (HER2 T IRATT R % R B A7 AE L A8 2 2% 1) AR IR i R SR 9%
Z2, Wk 2 AN [R] R B 18] 5 1) 2 (8] A7 72 5058 R 82 5 1) 2 56 28, 00 HL 2 A — AR (9 I 52 IRD W] R AR FE R B2 I
FR KRS S SRAEE KM, 22 BRI S SR A0 28 1) B SR 00 AR b S B T 2 56 w1 R AR Ik
RFERE R T V2 KGR prilca, im0 7E R T 2m S I BRI O R V)5S B T 0 BR S RR 3 0 B AR
206 112 TR AN 78 1 L R0, A B TR A B 52 L A B RN 38 2 AR AR A 1R, 9 58 v 8 B v 3 ) e 22 K
(2) UCI B A FHI IR R R RG2S
BEFEVUAS UCT B 8] )7 51 £45 4, e 112 GSA(Gas sensor array under dynamic gas mixtures, = 4178504



I F AT Rt MEGREIIRRXRF) 17

ik A 19 AN 7 51)). URLR(URL reputation, A 2396130 M3 Fl 3231961 /NB [E] /7 51]). PAM(Physical
activity monitoring, . 5 3850505 Mid Ml 52 N [A] /5 #1)) A1 IHEPC(Individual household electric power
consumption, 24 2075259 AN A1 9 AN 8] 7 F1), W EATTH & e £ 6 AN A] 3 51, 45 6 3~ 3 5 B 3G R e

O30 A7 I ) 1AL 9 A6 R Pt P R X (], X L], XL, X ed, X[y [e]
R I O LT TG N I I SR GO
I' =7 —T . = 2044,1547,1962, 1440 ,%% 2115 2| 1) £ B & 5 [8] /5 51 SO R R 56 R W T:

GSA: (X [), X[e]) « (X[c), x[e]) SURLR:  (X,[e], X[t = 3]) « (A,[e], K,[e — 2]) cpAM:
@ (1), 1)) « (X[, x[]) @ (X)Xl - 3]) « (X[e], X[c —1])  HEPC:

@ (L[], X,[e]) « (4,0, X [2D), (0[], X (D) @( X [e], X le — 4]) « (X [e], X[t - 3).

TEVUAN 2248 B i e H i 4 v A7 A8 = RP IR R 56 R BT . PR A TR R R BRATR A W R R L R 22 10
TR S5z, e AT i R 3R 5 & 22 1A g DR SR sz man (IR SR 96 R GSAL, PAMFI IHEPCO)FHR i (R SR S R 2
V] f6) D] SR 52 (5 5 2 &2 URLR, PAM®@A! THEPC®@).

3.3 BR T AR ER X RSN

B HIUAG T7 1200 I8 B4 1) TR SR G 2 77 A S M, S T DA S (A0 3 A X0 A R 285 4 T A ) 7 VR T R I
DS SR O 2R A IR IR SR 9% R A T T PR B M AT S B8 5 20

(1) BBk T7 X i BB 2R ok &R KR M

& wind 48 B P 4% 16 AN B4 ) 3 41, 9 M8 T LA, G — 1 P = A8 3G etk B AL R I AR R DU HE T IS
(T BRF ) 5 VO Rt BN A (XG[4)s B FR B (Xal])s B B (G[a) MBI ZXG[) . BudiTIkxG[) il
HENFI(Kele])~ REIE AR XG[)s KIRAME X [4])s KIREHR X)) KIRARR (X 0[] KIRBIFF(X[a])s KK
IIX[E]) KR A (X))~ KIARAX4[) 2215 S5 AT (X s[4 FAZRAZ T (X[ £]). 23 90 438 ) A 2 28 Ak 0
55 Ky S HIU TP o 9 R S A e < I T e 21 G mp A R A U 9k BT R = A T S, A D R S (TR
W) BT IR B B (RIRR AT ) e B Itk B8 B (TR 2 I8 0 ) A0 SR AR M B B (1T Pk D 5% 248, Tl 485 4 T8 Ak
J5 A AR = AN B EE, AR SRR S B (RO SRR ) . SRS B (TR R S50 . R T2 1 S U (T AR
N JBE R FH e 30 s D) A R T B SR ) 3 B (TR PR D R 36, £ P DL P 30 5 28, SR P AS ) i s Ak U vk 2 I A3 B A
I ¥l DR SR O R A L e 3 B, v IR B R 5% R B BT 0 AR BT .

Table 3 Influence of different discretization methods on non delay causality

3 ANIRN B HCL T VR A IR DR R G A A B R

ES UL e W) RA S5HE S5 R EES
Xo[1] 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
X;[1] 32,1 32,1 32,1 32,1 32,1 32,1 32,1 32,1
Xa[1] 4321 4<32,1 4<32,1 43,1 4<3.2,1 43,1 4321 43,1
Xs[1] 543,1 5<43,1 5<4,3,1 543 5<4,3,1 54,3,1 543,1 543,1
Xo[1] 6—4,3,1 6—4,3,1 6—4,3,1 6—4,3,1 6—4,3,1 65,41 6—5,4,1 6—4,3,1
X7[1] 7<54,1 75,41 7—4,2,1 7—6,4,1 7+6,3,1 74,31 7—43,1 7—43,1
Xs[1] 84,1 84,1 8—6,4,1 854,1 8<7,5,1 854,1 85,1 85,1
Xo[1] 98,43 9743 96,43 9—6,4,3 98,4,3 96,4,3 9+6,4,3 9+6,4,3
Xio[f] 109,32 10<9,3 109,3 10<9,3 10<9,3 109,32 10<9,3,2 109,3
Xult] 118 118 11<10,8 118 1183 1182 118 118
Xio[t]  1298,1 129,8,1 129,8,1 129,6,1 12+-9,8,1 129,4,1 12<9,4,1 12<9,4,1
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Xis[f]  13<11,10 1311 13115 1311 13112 13112 13112 13112
Xulf] 14<12,104,1 141274 141274 14<1243,1 141265 141254 141254  14<1275
Xis[f]  15<12,3,1 151231 151231 15<123,1  15<12,6,1 151241 15<124,1  15<126,1
Xilf]  16<15,14,6 161561 1615146 161576 161571 161541 16<154,1 16157

M 3 FATBENE I, R AN [ 0 B B A 77 V0 A o >0 45 3 R AR I il DR SR o6 R B — e ) 22 BB, 0 R R R 2 AN
(7 PR 8 FOA 7 ik 2 7 A A S (R IR 45 20 A1, A T 32 S50 R IR 4 20 A1 T 5 1) B R O% 3 B 22 5 AN T 0 R AL O 3%
A8 27 2 45 21 R TR 2R O 2 B AN R B0 8 S e D SRSk ARy e PR R SR Sk AR ORIB Bl TR SR SR R A 0 T AR
BB, T TR G R B2 150,35 A R 6 R B0 2 116, K R C RANA A 77.33%: 50 T 45 1) B #Ak i A
PR KGR BR A 15136 F PR R B 112, R R R AR 74.17%: 5 T4 5805 254 12 Bl pe s i 7 O, o
AR KRR 301 LRI R K REER 184, KR KR AL TR 61.12%. 13K 6 753 f 8025 14 2 Hide
R HNGSE PN SESE SNISE S AGSE S-S | VR 1B o

Table 4 Minimum and maximum causality of different discretization methods

® 4 AFREHULTT R RN S ROREIROE R

. AR ik gE MBS HUL A S B L
k. wANE R BKERKR w®AMEE BRERXR wADNER RRKEEXR
Xo[tf] 2«1 2«1 2«1 2«1 2«1 2«1
X3[tf] 32,1 32,1 32,1 32,1 32,1 3«2,1
Xy[tf] 43,1 4321 43,1 43,1 43,1 4321
Xi[t] 54,3 54,3,1 54,3,1 54,3,1 543 54,3,1
Xo[t] 6+4,3,1 6—4,3,1 64,1 6—5,4,3,1 64,1 6—5,4,3,1
X;[f]  T4,1 7+—6,5,4,1 73,1 7—6,4,3,1 71 7+—6,5,4,3,1
Xg[f] 84,1 8+-6,5,4,1 85,1 8«-7,5,4,1 81 8+-7,6,5,4,1
Xo[t] 94,3 9+8.,7,6,4,3 9«43 98,6,4,3 943 9+8.,7,6,4,3
Xiolf]  10<9,3 10<9,3,2 10<9,3 10<9,3,2 10<9,3 10<-9,3,2
Xi[f] 11«8 11<-10,8 118 11<-8,3,2 118 11+-10,8,3,2
Xpo[t]  12<-9,1 12<9.,8.6,1 12<-9,1 12<9.,8.,4,1 12<9,1 12<9.,8.6,4,1
Xi3[f] 13«11 13<11,10,5 13<11,2  13«11,2 13«11 13+11,10,5,2
Xiuf] 14124 14<12,10,7,4,3,1 1412,5 14<12,7,6,5,4 1412 14<12,10,7,6,5,4,3,1
Xis[f]  15<12,3,1  1512.3,1 1512,1 15+12,6,4,1 15<12,1 15«12,6,4,3,1
Xig[f] 16<15,6 15,14,7,6,1 1615 16—15,7,4,1 1615 15,14,7,6,4,1

EIRAN A (9 25 1O 77 V548 2 18 B R RO R B A AN TR (K SR B35 SCAEAT — e RUR G R ELERR 8, e A 5 %2
B B T7 I 0 R, FATTRT UK IR 8 PR 2R S 2R Wk O 3 P AL SR 0% 28 A 3 e PR SR 0% A% A T DA AT 8T F) S ik
7 R R IR AR 5 2T IR W RS T8 2 5 5 M B T 75 2%, 5 S A9 B A TR R SC R M 4 ] 4 s

X

9

X4lt] Xs[t]

Fig.4 Stable causal network
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Bl 4 FaoE B RO A R 44
(2) BB TT B0 B i R SR OC AR IR
[FIREAE PR 4 AR 18] P 1) S50 SR 00 8 IO D i dh AT g iy DR RSG5 30, 5 304 B AR I i DR R SG AR A L

B S5 PR NRBENTTENt «RADERFRRKR t « t -1, —1,...,t — 1, REHERKA
XJ,[t] <« Xj[t - 1], XJ,[t e P XJ,[t - 1]

Table 5 Influence of different discretization methods on delay causality

R 5 ANTEEH T3 i I DR R 5% &R R

BE Rk L) BN RA i 0 W KE
Xi[1] te—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-1,1-2 t—t-1 te— te—t-1 te— te—t-7
Xo[1] te—t-1, t-2 t— t—t-2 t—t-1,1-2 te— te— t— te—
X3[t] t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1, t-3 t— t— t— t—
Xu[1] t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t— t— t—t-1 te—
Xs[1] te—t-1, t-2 t— t—t-1,1-2 t— te— te— t— te—
X6[t] te—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1, t-8 t— t— t— t<—t-9
X5[1] t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-2 t—t-1, t-4 t— t— t— t—t-7
Xg[t] t—t-1, t-2 t— t— t—t-1, t-4, t-9 t—t-1, t-8 t— t— t—t-1, t-8
Xo[1] t—t-1,1-2 t—t-1 t—t-2 te—t-1, t-3 te— te— t— te—t-5
Xiolt] t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t— t— t— te—
Xu[t] t—t-1 t—t-1 t— t— t—t-1, t-4 t—t-2 t— t—t-1
Xlz[t] t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t— t— t— t—t-7
Xi3[1] te—t-1 t—t-1 t—t-1 t—t-1, t-6 te— te— t— te—
X14[t] t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1 t—t-1, t-2 t—t-1, t-2 t— t— t— t—
Xis[1] t—t-1,1-2 t—t-1 te—t-1, t-2 t—t-1, t-6 te— te— te— te—t-3
Xio[1] t—t-1,1-2 t—t-1 te—t-1, t-2 te—t-1, -7 te— te— t— te—

5 S BRI 7 2 0 I DR SR SR 2R R I R, G R G A T A 7 ik A 5 20 49 B 0 DR BR 6 R R A SRR
EOC(E BB 5 B I P A AP 20), £ 85 2B Hoik b BRR 9% AR 9 AR A A L AR, M S B AL I B AR B R
A te—t- VRIS EEBORR 52 | TR e 068 T3 AR 5B B O ¥ Bk - 1 AMAS ELACEL & R IR 2R SR AR HHE T

4 SHLFHE—LHTE

ASGEIE I B P FAL B Fe R WP RRIHET . BT o - R AR KBRS S i
SELT TN AP A A DR RO A S 2 5 R SRR B F I IR PR A B IR R O R A5 5T L DR OG R A5 M il
ErE. DRKAZENHF . RSEET - R RRCRS AR KR RS HAM T EMa G & T
TGRSR 5% 25 3] 75 1%, AT T S B [ 7 510 K0 56 P AN R R R Ok &R 2

T 0 045 4 U 2 T R R P DA B 10 =1 B 08, 3 o A58 T A RS A S 2 TR A7 AE PRI e 5 1, DA T
SEBL T IS AR S S S g M T R e M e SR RE S AT R AT IR L AR I AR S RUR G R A 5,
AR DR SR A FE O 5, 45 50 W B P UG 1L . B ORBAAR B 5 Gibbs A (1 25 - B 3 ARAE B2, W] A 2% 51 45 3 (8] 21
SR B SR 5 TN (] e A7) B ) B O i 2 S AR B D R Ok R B SEBR R S AT B R B 1
BRAGRG5RBEMEREM S & AR AR B, -y m LI 7 EW S B WHIR IS & 5 TAN, A B )
FUfsE P 5 S R0 AR (2 52 25 I HE e DR ) B B8040 (0 SRS T g8 R )R s 2 52 9l R PR I L, T A i P 2R it 1 1)
PRI SR 5% 2 2 o0t LA B i A 2% 3 R T e 30 e R 2R G 2R 5 A 50 AR X R T I TR) P 8 B TR SR SR R 2 M
MO Bl B T %, PR IR Ok 2R 3 AR L AR e, AN T s 3 S A PR SR SR R Sl R Bt B 2 BT RLR Sk R Re g kAT
PR SR 5% 22 B AN 1 S PR A

25 ) A 2 37 D R 6 R M T TR 2R 9% 2R 1) 2 20 003 5 AT S A 78 IR SR OG R 2 g Bl 4 b 25 TR R 5 1A
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RK AR, PR K AR AL G NI 5 3R, R R 2R 5% 28 A TR AU WL 28 5 4 s I 18] P 910 ) 1k 5 2 PR 2R
I3, LA K e R SR S 2R FH T v A< Rl i e (1] 470 ) T SR S 2R T A 23 BT R AR SR K e s 3 4 7 45
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