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ABSTRACT

Time series analysis is vital for numerous applications, and trans-
formers have become increasingly prominent in this domain. Lead-
ing methods customize the transformer architecture from NLP and
CV, utilizing a patching technique to convert continuous signals
into segments. Yet, time series data are uniquely challenging due to
significant distribution shifts and intrinsic noise levels. To address
these two challenges, we introduce the Sparse Vector Quantized
FFN-Free Transformer (Sparse-VQ). Our methodology capitalizes
on a sparse vector quantization technique coupled with Reverse
Instance Normalization (RevIN) to reduce noise impact and cap-
ture sufficient statistics for forecasting, serving as an alternative to
the Feed-Forward layer (FFN) in the transformer architecture. Our
FFN-free approach trims the parameter count, enhancing compu-
tational efficiency and reducing overfitting. Through evaluations
across ten benchmark datasets, including the newly introduced
CAISO dataset, Sparse-VQ surpasses leading models with a 7.84%
and 4.17% decrease in MAE for univariate and multivariate time
series forecasting, respectively. Moreover, it can be seamlessly in-
tegrated with existing transformer-based models to elevate their
performance. Our source code and the new dataset are available at:
https://anonymous.4open.science/r/Sparse-VQ-DC28.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Time series forecasting involves making predictions based on his-
torical data, which is widely used in various real-world applications
including weather forecasting, stock prediction, energy consump-
tion planning, E-commerce supply chain scheduling, etc. With the
evolution of deep learning techniques, traditional statistical ap-
proaches [2, 13, 35, 39] have been largely superseded by deep learn-
ing models [1, 32]. More recently, the success of Transformers in
the NLP and CV domain [4, 5, 33, 42] has led to their adoption in
time series forecasting tasks and yielded promising results, mak-
ing a significant shift in the techniques employed for predictive
analytics.

However, a significant portion of time series data generated in
real-world scenarios inherently exhibits non-stationary property.
This suggests that statistical features, including low-order statistics
like the mean and variance, as well as high-order statistics encom-
passing higher moments, often experience variations over time, a
phenomenon referred to as distribution shift [7]. This issue often
leads to poor generalization, posing significant challenges in time
series forecasting. Previous studies [7, 29, 31] focused on apply-
ing normalization as a pre-processing technique for time series
prediction, which mitigates the non-stationarity of the raw time
series and offers a relatively stable data distribution for models,
resulting in improved predictability. Building on these, RevIN [15]
proposed to restore the low-order statistical information of a time-
series instance and implement the reversible normalization after
the model output, which has been proven powerful and used ex-
tensively. Another common challenge encountered in time series
analysis is the presence of high noise or low signal density. When
the vanilla transformer model is applied to individual time points,
its performance tends to be unsatisfactory. Recent studies showed
that this issue can be mitigated by employing a straightforward
patching technique to tokenize the signal, thereby enhancing its
representation [22, 28].
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Figure 1: Although the temporal covariate shift problem exists in
non-stationary time series, as shown in (a), historical patterns may
still reoccur in the future. For example, the distribution of L, (b) are
similar to that of Ls (c).

Transformers have made significant strides in NLP and image
recognition, with applications such as ChatGPT and Midjourney
showcasing their capabilities. Studies reveal that a single atten-
tion layer in transformers can be seen as a compound of bigram
and "skip-trigram" (patterns like "A... B C") configurations. Each
attention head can deftly navigate from a given token ("B") to an an-
tecedent one ("A"), influencing the likelihood of a successive token
("C")—a key engineering feat driving transformer success. Further-
more, the Feed-Forward Network (FFN) module serves as a concep-
tual archive, encoding token co-occurrences (A, B, C)—indicative
of high-order statistics [3, 9, 10].

In contrast, time series data are sequential numerical recordings,
distinct from NLP tokens or vision patches. Reliable extraction of
statistical features from noisy time series is crucial for accurate
forecasting. However, FFNs encounter limitations in modeling sim-
ple polynomial relationships (e.g., x; * xj) due to MLPs’ inherent
approximation challenges [38]. Consequently, it remains an open
question whether the conventional FFN-plus-attention architecture
of transformers is optimal for time series forecasting.

Given that time series data often exhibit drift in data distribu-
tion, we expect a significant change over time in low-order statistics
mean, variance and high order statistics, a less desirable case for
the usage of the FFN module. In our study, we develop a hybrid
approach, dubbed Sparse-VQ, that can better capture statistics
of drifting distributions than the FFN module: we first apply Re-
versible Instance Normalization (RevIN) to directly model local
low-order statistics, specifically the mean and variance, and then
employ vector quantization to reduce noise from inputs and cap-
ture global statistics. Our extensive empirical studies show that
Sparse-VQ can substantially improve the prediction performance
for non-stationary and noisy signals over the FFN module, leading
to what we call FFN-free transformer for time series forecasting.
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This FFN-free approach significantly reduces the model’s parameter
count, leading to an significant improvement in computation and
improved generalization.

Here we summarize our key contributions as follows:

(1) We propose the Sparse-VQ structure that embeds long time
series into a discrete space, thus effectively reducing the
impact of noise from the data.

(2) We investigate the effect of FFN structure in Transformer and
propose a FFN-free Transformer structure that can achieve
a remarkable 21.52% reduction in parameters with improved
performance.

(3) We have conducted extensive experiments on ten diverse
benchmark datasets, including the novel CAISO dataset, and
the periodic Traffic dataset, which is ideal for testing fore-
casting periodic time series. Our empirical studies show that
compared with state-of-the-art methods, Sparse-VQ can re-
duce the prediction error by 4.17% and 7.84% for multivariate
and univariate forecasting, respectively. Also, our empirical
findings show that the proposed framework has the potential
to substantially enhance the performance of all Tranformer-
based models.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: In Sec-
tion 2, we provide a summary of related work. Section 4 presents
the detailed framework designed for our proposed approach and
introduces the Sparse-VQ and FFN-free Transformer structure. In
Section 5, we conduct the numerical experiments to evaluate the
performance of our proposed method in long-time, short-time and
few-shot forecasting tasks compared to various SOTA baseline
models. Furthermore, we present ablation experiments, boosting
results of Sparse-VQ, different variants of Vector Quantization and
robustness studies. Finally, in Section 6, the conclusions and future
research directions are discussed.

2 RELATED WORK

Here we present a concise summary of related work on time series
forecasting, distribution shift, and vector quantization. For a more
detailed review, please refer to Appendix A.

2.1 Time Series Forecasting

Time series forecasting has progressed from traditional statistical
algorithms like ARIMA [2] and Holt-Winter [13] to machine learn-
ing models including DeepAR [35] and Prophet [39]. The advent
of deep learning has led to the adoption of sophisticated neural
networks such as TCN [1] and LSTM [12], with notable contribu-
tions from N-BEATS [30], which excelled in the M4 competition.
Transformer-based models, including Informer [54], Reformer [17],
and Autoformer [48], have significantly improved time series fore-
casting. Innovations like TimesNet [47], FILM [56], FEDformer [55],
and Pyraformer [23] continue to refine these techniques. Pretrained
models such as FPT [57] showcase the adaptability of language or
vision models to time series tasks, cementing Transformer-based
methods as a top-tier approach [36, 46].

2.2 Distribution Shift

Addressing distribution shifts in non-stationary time series data is a
persistent challenge. To tackle this issue, researchers mainly utilize
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Figure 3: Classic model with incorporation of VQ(left) and Sparse-VQ Model Overview(right).

domain adaptation [8, 40, 44] and generalization strategies [20,
24, 27, 45] to mitigate the distribution shift. Adaptive RNNs [6],
RevIN [14], and DIVERSIFY [25] have emerged as novel solutions,
leveraging period segmentation, normalization techniques, and
out-of-distribution learning to cope with varying distributions.

2.3 Vector Quantization

Vector quantization (VQ) has been a key compression strategy in
signal and image processing, with VQ-VAE [41] combining it with
variational autoencoders for discrete and learnable priors. Develop-
ments such as SoundStream’s residual VQ [51], VQGAN [49], and its
extensions ViT-VQGAN [50] and TE-VQGAN [37] have pushed VQ
into new domains. Recent research has demonstrated the potential
of applying Vector Quantization (VQ) to time series forecasting [34].
However, our comprehensive study suggests that the conventional
approach of pre-quantization may not enhance performance. In-
stead, implementing Vector Quantization after the enrichment of
the signal by the encoder proves to be more beneficial.

3 SPARSE VQ REPRESENTATION

To differentiate the performance of the sparse regression technique
from that of the traditional cluster-based approach in quantization,
we evaluate the minimal count of codewords, denoted by N(U, ¢),
required to represent any vector within a unit sphere U with an
approximation error smaller than e. The following proposition
illustrates that with sparse regression, N(U, €) can be significantly
reduced from O(1/€") to O(1/e9), where ¢ < n for vectors in a
high-dimensional space.

PROPOSITION 1. For a cluster-based scheme, N(U, €) is no less
than 1/€", whereas for the sparse regression technique, N(U, €) has
an upper bound of (4n/e€)4, where

log(4/€)
" loglog(2n/n) )

provided that the count of non-zero coefficients used in sparse regres-
sion is at least

q = max (3

4n
€ (logK + qlog(4n) — (q+1)loge) "
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Due to the space limitation, we postpone the proof in Appen-
dix C.

4 METHOD

In this section, we begin with the overall framework, as shown in
Figure 3, and then follow by the detailed description of the Sparse-
VQ and FFN-free Transformer structure.

4.1 Overall Architecture

Our proposed architecture consists of three components: encoder,
Sparse-VQ, and decoder. Initially, the input time series undergo nor-
malization via the Reversible Instance Normalization (RevIN) tech-
nique [15], followed by segmentation into patches. These patches
are then projected onto a higher-dimensional space within the
encoder to extract salient time series features. Subsequently, the
SVQ module receives these features, mapping them onto a latent
discretized space for discrete representation learning. The result-
ing discrete tokens are fed into the decoder, which operates on an
FFN-free transformer framework. To finalize the forecasting pro-
cess, we apply the inverse of the normalization procedure. We will
further delineate the specifics of each component in the subsequent
sections.

4.2 Sparse-VQ

In the pursuit of advancing time series forecasting, we propose
a novel design framework, Sparse-VQ, described in Algorithm 1
and visually represented in Figure 2. Sparse-VQ is innovative in
its approach to reconstructing the original vector through a sparse
combination of its nearest neighbors. This method is designed to
finely tune the balance between noise reduction and signal preser-
vation, a pivotal aspect of sparse regression that is particularly
suited to the requirements of temporal data.

The inception of Sparse-VQ was prompted by the recognized
shortcomings of conventional Vector Quantization (VQ) methods
in the realm of time series forecasting. Our initial experiments with
a standard model architecture, placing VQ before the encoder as
shown in Figure 3 (left), did not yield the expected enhancement
in predictive accuracy, as evidenced by the results in Table 2. The
primary reason for this shortfall was the high noise-to-signal ratio
typical of time series data, a stark deviation from what is commonly
encountered in natural language processing. Upon further analysis,
insights from studies like PatchTST [28] and PETformer [22] con-
firmed our observations. These works highlight that augmenting
the information density through patching techniques can signifi-
cantly boost the efficacy of transformer-based models.

Motivated by these insights, we refined our methodology. Our
approach allows the encoder to first distill a rich feature set from
time series data before applying VQ. By doing so, VQ operates
on more complex and variable embeddings, effectively mitigating
variance with minimal impact on bias. This empowers our model
to leverage the full potential of VQ towards improving overall
prediction accuracy.

Further exploring the capabilities of VQ, we conducted a series
of experiments to evaluate the impact of diverse VQ configura-
tions: (a) SVQ: Sparse-VQ; (b) VQ: traditional Vector Quantization
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implemented in the decoder; (¢) VQcosine: Vector Quantization us-
ing cosine similarity to measure distances; (d) VO —means: Vector
Quantization with a codebook initialized by K-means clustering
centroids; (€) VQrecursive: employing multiple vector quantizers
recursively to quantize the residuals of layer outputs, as shown
in Figure 8; and (f) VQadaptiveCodebook: Vector Quantization with
an adaptive codebook learned via sparse regression, detailed in
Figure 9. The empirical findings from these experimental studies
are detailed in Table 1.

After analyzing the limitations of the standard VQ approach,
we introduce Sparse-VQ as the focal point of our research, while
also conducting comprehensive evaluations of various VQ design
alternatives.

Algorithm 1 Sparse-VQ

Input: y = Encoder(x), the output of the encoder;
Output: The quantized 7;
1: Randomly initialize a leanrnable codebook Z € RP*C;
2: Calculate Euclidean Distance between the embedding y and Z;
3: Replace the embedding y with its nearest neighbor in the code-
book to reconstruct the discrete g;
4: § = SparseRegression(y);

4.3 FFN-free Transformer

We have opted to integrate a FFN-free architecture into our model.
It is inspired by research of the effects of Feed-Forward networks
(FFN) in natural language processing [11], which suggests that
FFN serves as key-value memories, enabling the preservation of
contextual information in datasets with significant scale. In the
context of language modeling, key-value memory is essentially to
memorize co-occurrence of different tokens (e.g. skip grams [9]), a
special form of high order statistics from training data, implying
that the main role of the FFN module is to compute and store the
data statistics for prediction. Following this speculation of the FNN
module, we argue if it is appropriate to use the FFN module for
non-stationary distribution where statistics of different orders vary
significantly over time.

Thus, we first investigate if the FFN module aids in retaining sta-
tistical measures (e.g. mean and variance) in the realm of time series
forecasting. To this end, we conduct experiments of time series fore-
casting without using RevIN [15], which is used to normalize time
series data by local mean and variance. According to Table 3, we
observe that, in the case of not using RevIN for data normalization,
introducing FFN does significantly improve prediction accuracy,
partially validating the hypothesis that the FFN module is used to
capture the data statistics. Since both RevIN and FEN capture data
statistics, it is thus redundant to include two different modules for
the same role. In addition, since RevIN captures local mean and
variance, it is more suitable for non-stationary distribution. This is
in contrast to the FNN module, where static statistics are stored. In
fact, our ablation study in Table ?? shows that when using RevIN
for data normalization, removing FFN from transformer can en-
hance prediction performance, partially validating the hypothesis
that RevIN and FFN play similar, or sometimes even conflicting (i.e.
stationary vs. drifting distributions) roles in time series forecasting.
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Table 1: Univariate long-term series forecasting results of different sturcture of VQ. The best results are in bold. A lower MSE indicates better
performance.The results are averaged from 4 different prediction lengths € {96,192, 336,720}. Appendix B.7 shows the full results.

METHODS ‘ Sparse —VQ ‘ Vo ‘ VQcosine ‘ VQkmeans ‘ VQrecursive ‘ VO daptiveCodebook

Metric | MSE | MAE MSE MAE MSE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE
ECL | 0245 | 0.348 0257 0355  0.265 0263 0358 0258 0357 0.260 0.358

TRAFFIC ‘ 0.117 ‘ 0.190 0.118 0.193  0.123 0.120  0.193  0.122 0.199 0.117 0.191

WEATHER ‘ 0.0013 ‘ 0.025 0.0013 0.0252 0.0013  0.0259

0.0012 0.025 0.0012 0.025 0.0013 0.025

Table 2: Univariate long-term series forecasting results of tradi-
tional transformer with Vector Quantization incorporated before
the encoder(VQ-pre) and after the decoder(VQ-post). Input length
=512 and prediction length = 96. A lower MSE indicates better per-
formance. All experiments are repeated three times.

METHODS ‘ PATCHTST ‘ VQ-PRE ‘ VQ-posT
METRIC ‘ MSE MAE  MSE MAE MSE  MAE
ETTM2 0.065 0.187 0.067 0.191 0.068 0.196

ELECTRICITY | 0.209 0.321 0.226 0.331 0.237 0.341
TRAFFIC 0.134 0.223 0.125 0.203 0.135 0.219
WEATHER 0.0013 0.0265 0.0009 0.0217 0.0009 0.0223

WIND 2.563 1.261 2.875 1.295 3.017 1.322
NORDPOOL 0.856 0.714 0.912 0.712 0.950 0.719
CAISO 0.162 0.279 0.161 0.277 0.169 0.284

Moreover, within the time series domain, which typically fea-
tures data of relatively low-rank dimensions (e.g., the seasonality
of time series can be considered as a low-rank structure), the risk
of overfitting is exacerbated. Our FFN-free architecture addresses
this issue by effectively reducing the number of parameters by an
average of 21.52%, as detailed in Table 4. The reduction of model
complexity further justifies the removal of FFN module by improv-
ing both computational efficiency and model generalization.

4.4 Optimization

Prediction Loss. We utilize the MAE loss to measure the discrep-
ancy between the prediction and the ground truth, which can be
written as:

LI L L
Lprea = MZTZ|XL+j_xL+j’ )
=1 j=1

where M is the number of channels of the time series and T is the
prediction length.

Commitment Loss. We also add the commitment loss to pro-
mote the proximity of the input to the selected codebook vector
and minimize variations among codebook embeddings, thereby
ensuring that the input does not frequently switch between differ-
ent codebook embeddings. The commitment loss is formulated as
follows:

Ler = llsglx] = 0g(x)lI3 + llx = sglog(x)1113, @
where sg represents the stop-gradient operator, which has partial
derivatives equal to zero and remains constant during forward
computation; vg(x) denotes the output of Vector Quantization.

Optimization. Formally, our total loss function is defined as:
L = Lppeq + MLet, (3)

where A; > 0 is the hyperparameter.

5 EXPERIMENTS

5.1 Dataset and implementation details

We have rigorously assessed our proposed Sparse-VQ model across
ten well-established real-world benchmarks, encompassing ETT
(m1, m2, h1, h2), Electricity, Traffic, Weather, Wind, Nordpool, and
Caiso. For brevity, only the results for the ETTm2 dataset are pre-
sented. Comprehensive details about the datasets and the nuances
of our implementation are available in Appendix B.

5.2 Long-term Forecasting

For better comparison, we follow the experiment settings of Patch-
TST [28] where the input length is fixed to 512, and the prediction
lengths for both training and evaluation are fixed to be 96, 192, 336,
and 720, respectively.

Univariate Results. For univariate time series forecasting, Sparse-
VQ achieves the best performance on all seven benchmark datasets
at all horizons as shown in Table 5. Compared to PatchTST, Sparse-
VQ yields an overall 7.84% relative MAE reduction. On some datasets,
such as traffic and weather, the improvement is more than 15%. The
experimental results in Table 5 verifies that Sparse-VQ is very ef-
fective in long-term forecasting.

Multivariate Results. The results for multivariate time series fore-
casting are summarized in Table 6. Compared with PatchTST, the
proposed Sparse-VQ yields an overall 4.17% relative MAE reduction.
Overall, the improvement made by Sparse-VQ is consistent with
varying horizons, implying its strength in long term forecasting.

5.3 Short-term Forecasting

To thoroughly assess different algorithms in forecasting, we extend
our experiments to the M4 dataset [26] for short-term forecasting,
which consists of univariate marketing data across yearly, quar-
terly, and monthly frequencies with a comparatively brief forecast
horizon. Unlike the long-term datasets that feature a single contin-
uous series from which samples are drawn using sliding windows,
the M4 dataset is composed of 100,000 unique series collected at
varying intervals.

Table 7 highlights Sparse-VQ’s superior performance against
both advanced transformer-based and MLP-based models. Notably,
when pitted against the similar transformer-based PatchTST method,
Sparse-VQ achieves improvements of 1%, 1.8%, and 1.4% in SMAPE,
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Table 3: Univariate forecasting results by PatchTST without ReverseNorm.

WOREVERSENORM | TRAFFIC | WEATHER | ETTm2
PREDLEN ‘ 96 192 336 720 96 192 336 720 96 192 336 720
MSE | 0.393 0.403 0.414 0.404 0.0450 0.0418 0.0347 0.0371 0.435 0.417 0.487 0.439
PATcHTST WFEN
- MAE | 0.454 0.460 0.468 0.462 0.1643 0.1622 0.1469 0.1517 0.455 0433 0.464 0425
PATCHTST WOFFN MSE | 0.425 0415 0416 0416 0.0442 0.0463 0.0364 0.0376 0.569 0.619 0.602 0.591
- MAE | 0.479 0.470 0470 0.467 0.1640 0.1706 0.1505 0.1540 0.558 0.603 0.600 0.585

Table 4: Model parameter comparison for PatchTST and PatchTST
with FFN-free structure, both the input length = 512, univariate
prediction length O € {96,192,336,720}. The amount of parameters
is expressed in millions (M).

Param(M) | 9 192 336 720
PaTcHTST | 0.604 0.801 1.096 1.883
FFNfyee 0.406 0.603 0.898 1.685

ReEDUCTION | | 32.78% | 24.72% | 18.07% | 10.52%

MASE, and OWA, respectively, and it exhibits performance on par
with the N-BEATS method.

5.4 Few-shot Forecasting

Few-shot learning poses a unique challenge in forecasting, where
models must forge robust representations from scant data. To probe
Sparse-VQ’s capability for time series analysis under this stringent
condition, we devised targeted experiments. Deviating from the
usual division of data into training, validation, and test segments,
our few-shot approach operates with a mere sliver (e.g., 5%, 10%)
of the training data. Table 8 encapsulates Sparse-VQ’s impressive
average outcomes using only 5% of the data, outstripping recent
cutting-edge methods such as OFA and PatchTST.Remarkably, in
comparison to the transformer-based PatchTST method, Sparse-VQ
records average enhancements of 9.5% in mse and 7.2% in mae
across all benchmarks. A full exposition of our extensive findings
over ten datasets is available in Appendix B.5.

5.5 Ablations

5.5.1 Validity analysis of several modules. The ablation study in
Table 9 provides important insights into how the Sparse-VQ and
FFN-free structure affect the performance of our framework. We
compare our results with PatchTST, which is considered the state-
of-the-art benchmark for transformer-based models. By analyzing
the results with and without Sparse-VQ / FEN-free structure, we can
observe that both of these factors play significant roles in improving
the forecasting performance.

When using the FFN-free structure, we observe a 4.36% decrease
in MAE compared to the original model, suggesting that the FFN-
free structure contributes to enhancing the model’s forecasting
performance. Furthermore, building upon the the FFN-free struc-
ture, integration of Sparse-VQ can achieve a 5.04% reduction in
MAE, whereas incorporating VQ yields a mere 1.21% decrease by
comparison, highlighting the importance of the sparse structure.

To explore how Sparse-VQ and FFN-free structures enhance the
predictive accuracy of the model, we generate and plot the distri-
bution of the model embeddings. Figure 4 shows that both the two
modules effectively concentrate the distribution of embeddings,

thereby improving the performance of the model. Also, we em-
ployed t-SNE to reduce the dimensions of the codebooks from VQ
and Sparse-VQ, facilitating their visualization as depicted in the Fig-
ure 5. The results clearly demonstrate that Sparse-VQ encompasses
a wider representational range and presents a distribution that is
more uniform and continuous than VQ.

5.5.2  Sparse-VQ. The codebook size dictates the embedding ca-
pacity for diverse time series patterns and consequently affects
sparse-VQ’s performance. As evidenced in Table 12, enlarging the
codebook size generally enhances model accuracy. However, ex-
cessively large codebooks can hinder convergence and ultimately
reduce accuracy.

Moreover, we would like to highlight the generality of our Sparse-
VQ, which can serve as a plug-in to enhance the performance of
other models. To demonstrate the general applicability of Sparse-
VQ, we employ it in FEDformer [55], Autoformer [48]. The results
are summarized in Table 10. Integrating the Vector Quantization
structure yields a modest boost, enhancing the FEDformer by 2.01%
and the Autoformer by 3.63% in MSE. Notably, these improvements
are consistent across models with varying predictive capabilities,
suggesting that this could be a beneficial addition following the
development of base models.

5.5.3 Robustness analysis. To evaluate the robustness of our model,
we follow a commonly used practice by introducing noise into the
data and then training the modified dataset, which is based on the
approach described in the MICN [43]. The experimental results are
presented in Table 11. The results show a slight increase in both
metrics of Sparse-VQ as the amount of injected noise increases,
while the prediction effect of other models have large fluctuations.
Owing to space constraints, we present comprehensive results in
Appendix B.8. For instance, under 10% noise, Sparse-VQ exhibits a
relative MAE increase of 6.3%, compared to 8.9% for PatchTST and
12.7% for FEDformer, as detailed in appendix Tables 23 and 24. Our
findings reveal that our model, bolstered by its unique quantization
approach, surpasses baseline counterparts in noise robustness.

6 CONCLUSION

In summary, our research addresses the unique challenges of time
series analysis—distribution shifts and high noise levels—by propos-
ing the Sparse Vector Quantized FFN-Free Transformer (Sparse-
VQ). This innovative model reimagines the transformer architec-
ture sans the conventional Feed-Forward layer, utilizing Sparse-
VQ and Reverse Instance Normalization (RevIN) for noise reduc-
tion and statistical capture. This leads to a more efficient model
with fewer parameters, which not only reduces overfitting but also
enhances computational performance. Our Sparse-VQ model has
demonstrated superior accuracy, outperforming established models
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Table 5: Univariate long-term forecasting task. All the results are averaged from 4 different prediction lengths € {96,192, 336,720}. A lower
MAE indicates better performance. All experiments are repeated 3 times. Appendix B.3 shows the full results.

METHODS ‘ SVQ ‘ PATcHTST ‘ OFA ‘ DLINEAR ‘ FEDFORMER ‘ AUTOFORMER ‘ INFORMER ‘ LoGTrANS ‘ REFORMER
METRIC ‘ MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE
ETTm2 ‘ 0.111 0.248 0.113 0.252 0.119 0.272 0.112  0.248 0.118 0.2595 0.130 0.271 0.175 0.320 0.130 0.277 0.134 0.288

ELECTRICITY ‘ 0.245 0348 0267 0367 0.292 0380 0252 0355 0326 0418 0414 0479 0.624 0.598 0410 0473 0.352 0.435
TRAFFIC ‘ 0.117 0.190 0.136 0.228 0.156 0.261 0.128 0.204 0.177 0.27 0.261 0365 0309 0388 0.355 0.404 0375 0.434

‘WEATHER ‘ 0.0013 0.0253 0.0016 0.0294 0.0017 0.0311 0.0061 0.0645 0.007 0.0615 0.0083 0.07 0.0033 0.044 0.0058 0.057 0.0077 0.069
WIND ‘ 2.794 1.351 3.084 1414  3.456 1.530  3.207 1425 3.808 1.638 3.821 1.648 3.960 1.506 4.654 1.622 3.851 1.489
NorbrooL ‘ 0.798 0.684 0890 0.740 0.896 0.743  0.887 0.743 0.876 0.754  0.999 0.8 0.849 0.728 0.882 0.729 0.873  0.739

Carso ‘0.233 0.324 0.241 0.340  0.264 03495 0.243 0331 0.269 0.376 0323 0414 0.299 0.4 0.288 0.393 0.271  0.380

Table 6: Multivariate long-term series forecasting results on four datasets with same input length = 512 and various prediction lengths
€ {96,192,336,720} . A lower MAE indicates better performance. All experiments are repeated 3 times. Full results of four ETT datasets are in
Appendix B.3.

METHODS‘ SVQ ‘ PATCHTST ‘ OFA ‘ DLINEAR ‘FEDFORMER ‘AUTOFORMER
METRIC ‘ MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE

INFORMER ‘ LoGTRrANS ‘ REFORMER

96 | 0.158 0.242 0.166 0.256 0.173 0262 0.67 0.26 0203 0.287 0.255 0339 0705 0.69 0768 0.642 0365 0.453

Q| 192 | 0215 0282 0223 029 0229 0301 0224 0303 0269 0328 0281 034 0924 0692 0989 0757 0533 0563

E 336 0.268 0.317 0.274 0.329 0.286 0.341 0.281 0.342 0.325 0.366 0.339 0372 1364 0877 1334 0.872 1.363 0.887

MT720 0.349 0371 0.362 0.385 0.378 0.401 0.397 0421 0421 0.415 0422 0419 0877 1.074 3.048 1328 3.379 1.338

Ave 0.248 0.303 0.256 0.317 0.267 0.326 0.267 0.332 0.305 0.349 0.324 0.368 0.968 0833 1.535 0.900 141 0.810

p| 9 | 0127 0216 0129 0222 0139 0238 014 0237 0183 0297 0201 0317 0304 0405 0258 0357 0274 0.368

S| 192 | 0144 0233 0.147 024 0.153 0251 0.53 0249 0195 0308 0222 0334 0313 0413 0266 0368 0.296 0.386

1 33 0.161  0.251 0.163 0.259 0.169 0.266 0.169 0.267 0.212 0.313 0.231 0.338 0.29 0381 0.28 0.38 0.3 0.394

% 720 0.197 0.284 0.197 0.29 0.206 0.297 0.203 0.301 0.231 0.343 0.254 0.361 0.262 0344 0.283 0.376 0.373 0.439

M| Ave 0.157 0.246 0.159 0.253 0.167 0.263 0.166 0.264 0.205 0.315 0.227 0.338 0.292 0386 0.272 0.370 0.311 0.397

96 0.377  0.241 0.36 0.249 0.388 0.282 041 0.282 0.562 0.349 0.613 0.388 0.824 0.514 0.684 0.384 0.719 0.391

21 192 | 0390 0247 0379 0256 0407 0290 0423 0.287 0562 0346 0.616 0382 1106 0.672 0.685 039 0.696 0.379

E 336 0.399 0.252 0.392 0.264 0.412 0.294 0436 0.296 0.57 0.323 0.622 0.337 1.084 0.627 0.733 0.408 0.777 0.42

=720 0.438 0.275 0.432 0.286 0.450 0.312 0466 0315 0.596 0.368 0.66 0.408 1.536 0845 0.717 0.396 0.864 0.472

Ave 0.401 0.254 0.391 0.264 0.414 0.295 0434 0295 0.573 0.347 0.628 0.379 1.138 0.665 0.705 0.395 0.764 0.416

. 96 0.145 0.183 0.149 0.198 0.162 0.212 0.176 0.237 0.217 0.296 0.266 0.336 0.406 0.444 0.458 0.49 0.3 0.384

€] 192 | 0188 0228 0.194 0.241 0204 0248 022 0282 0276 0336 0307 0367 0.525 0527 0.658 0.589 0598 0.544

21 336 0.238  0.269 0.245 0.282 0.254 0.286 0.265 0.319 0.339 038 0.359 0.395 0.531 0539 0.797 0.652 0.578 0.523

g 720 0.306 0.321 0.314 0.334 0.326 0.337 0323 0362 0.403 0.428 0.578 0.578 0419 0428 0.869 0.675 1.059 0.741

AvG | 0.219 0.250 0.226 0.264 0.237 0.271 0.246 0.3 0.309 036 0378 0.419 0.470 0.485 0.696 0.602 0.634 0.548

96 0.886  0.622 0.894 0.639 0942 0.657 0.902 0.649 1438 0.892 1475 0900 1.422 0.803 1.497 0.849 1.097 0.705

al| 192 | 1133 0748 1166 0782 1.168 0774 1124 0766 1572 0945 1720 0973 1.810 0950 1.574 0.911 1279 0.783

§ 336 | 1275 0841 1374 0.875 1387 0.872 1329 0862 1815 1.031 1.667 0968 1714 0.926 1551 0918 1471 0.897

720 1.418 0910 1.545 0955 1.587 0.955 1.495 0.935 1.788 1.021 1.738 1.000 1.877 0.990 1.602 0.952 1.502 0.944

Ave 1.178 0.780 1.245 0.813 1.271 0.815 1.213 0803 1.653 0.972 1.65 0.960 1.706 0917 1.556 0.908 1.337 0.832

a 96 0.543  0.540 0.560 0.558 0.563 0.556 0.613 0.593 0.552 0.579 0.815 0.702 1.029 0.788 0.858 0.691 0.645 0.618

§ 192 0.608 0579 0.632 0.594 0.613 0.590 0.674 0.636 0.646 0.634 0.795 0.697 1.030 0.804 0.918 0.715 0.728 0.659

S| 336 | 0593 0578 059 0594 0595 0587 0653 0628 0599 0593 0829 0713 1198 0860 0953 0744 0782 0.675

£ 720 0.585 0.580 0.586 0.590 0.580 0.587 0.642 0.627 0.634 0.624 0.736 0.672 1246 0865 0.997 0.759 0.836 0.694

Ave 0.582 0.569 0.594 0.584 0.588 0.58 0.646 0.621 0.608 0.608 0.794 0.696 1.126 0.829 0.932 0.727 0.748 0.662

96 0.204  0.286 0.237 0.307 0.210 0.297 0.221 0302 0.265 0.365 0.327 0.406 0.320 0394 0.261 0.355 0.242 0.343

Q 192 0.279 0341 0323 0364 0.276 0.349 0.279 0.350 0.325 0413 0462 0499 0415 0457 0.295 0.378 0.285 0.372

| 33 | 0331 0376 0370 0402 0330 0389 0328 0388 0345 0421 0584 0552 0473 0492 0368 0458 0343 0.455

C1 720 0.430 0.428 0.456 0.458 0.466 0.456 0.450 0.459 0.416 0.471 0.505 0.517 0.536 0.533 0.506 0.503 0.498 0.489

Ave 0.311 0.357 0.347 0.383 0.321 0.373 0320 0375 0.338 0.418 0.470 0494 0436 0469 0358 0.424 0.342 0.415
with significant reductions in MAE on average (7.84% for univari- forecasting. We encourage the community to explore beyond the
ate and 4.17% for multivariate forecasting), as validated on ten adaptation of traditional transformers for time series analysis by
benchmark datasets, including the novel CAISO dataset. Further- meticulously dissecting transformer components. A more efficient
more, Sparse-VQ’s design allows for easy integration with existing alternative tailored to these applications may well be within closer

transformer-based models, improving their efficacy in time series reach than anticipated.
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Table 7: Short-term forecasting task on M4. The prediction lengths are € {6,48} and results are weighted averaged from several datasets under
different sample intervals. A lower score indicates better performance. All experiments are repeated 3 times.Full results are in Appendix B.4

METHODS ‘ SVQ OFA  PATcHTST N-HITS N-BEATS ETSFORMER LIGHTS DLINEAR FEDFORMER AUTOFORMER INFORMER REFORMER

% | SMAPE | 11.938 11.991 12.059 11.927 11.851 14.718 13.525 13.639 12.840 12.909 14.086 18.200
E MASE | 1593 1.600 1.623 1.613 1.599 2.408 2.111 2.095 1.701 1.771 2.718 4.223
% OWA 0.857 0.861 0.869 0.861 0.855 1.172 1.051 1.051 0.918 0.939 1.230 1.775

Table 8: Few-shot learning results on 5% data. All the results are averaged from 4 different prediction lengths € {96, 192,336,720} .A lower MSE
indicates better performance, and the best results are highlighted in bold. Full results are in Appendix B.5

METHODS | SVQ | PATCHTST | OFA | Dunear | FEDFORMER | AUTOFORMER | INFORMER | LOGTRANS REFORMER

METRIC ‘MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE

ETTm1 ‘0.405 0.412 0526 0476 0472 045 0400 0417 073 0592 0.796 0.62 1163 0.791 1.597 0.979 1264 0.826

ELECTRICITY‘ 0.185 0.281 0.181 0.277 0.178 0.273 0.176 0.275 0.266 0.353 0.346 0.404 1.281 0.929 0934 0.746 1.289 0.904

TRAFFIC ‘0,426 0.288 0.418 0.296 0.434 0305 045 0.317 0.676 0423 0.833 0.502 1.591 0.832 1.309 0.685 1.618 0.851

WEATHER ‘0.258 0.283 0.269 0.303 0.263 0.301 0.263 0.308 0.309 0353 0.31 0.353 0.584 0.527 0.457 0.458 0.447 0.453

WIND ‘1.321 0.830 1.469 0.892 1489 0.898 1396 0.869 1.741 1.005 1.893 1.038 4.183 1.622 3.847 1.558 2.594 1.320

NorpprooL ‘0.654 0.608 0.711 0.642 0.752 0.656 0.71  0.646 0.954 0.766 0994 0.784 3.158 1.430 2171 1.188 1.99 1.142

Carso ‘0.319 0.366 0.386 0.426 0.382 0.431 0.382 0.426 0.653 0.599 0.729 0.633 1.785 0.966 1.664 0.922 1.433 0.862
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Figure 4: Distribution of embedding weight. Sparse-VQ framework encourages denser weights

Table 10: Results for boosting effect of sparse-VQ. All the results are Table 11: Robustness analysis of univariate results conducted on four

averaged from 4 different prediction lengths € {96,192, 336,720}. We typical datasets. The degree of noise injected into the time series
use FEDformer and Autoformer as backbones and leverage them data is determined by 7. All the results are averaged from 4 different
with the Sparse-VQ. A lower MSE indicates better performance. All prediction lengths € {96,192,336,720}.All experiments are repeated
experiments are repeated 3 times. Appendix B.6 shows the full re- 3 times. Appendix B.8 shows the full results.
sults.
vQ ‘ ORIGINAL ‘ n=1% ‘ n=>5% ‘ n=10%
METHODS ‘ FEDFORMER | FEDFORMER+SVQ ‘ AUTOFORMER | AUTOFORMER+SVQ METRIC ‘ MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE

METRIC ‘ MSE MAE  MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE

ETTm2 ‘ 0.111  0.248  0.112  0.250  0.114 0.253 0.114  0.255

ETTm2 ‘0.305 0.349 0.303 0.351 0.324  0.368  0.306 0.350

ELECTRICITY ‘ 0.253  0.353 0.254 0.355 0.258 0.356 0.265  0.368

ELECTRICITY ‘ 0.214  0.327  0.209 0.323 0.227 0338  0.232 0.333

TRAFFIC ‘ 0.120  0.199 0.121  0.201  0.125 0.212 0.138  0.239

TRAFFIC ‘ 0.610 0.376  0.606 0.373 0.628 0.379 0.625 0.389

WEATHER ‘0.0015 0.028 0.0015 0.028 0.0015 0.0282 0.0015 0.029

WEATHER | 0.309  0.360  0.296 0.348 0.338  0.382  0.308 0.356

vQ

Table 9: Ablation study of FFN-free and Sparse-VQ in PatchTST. 4
cases are included: (a) both FFN-free and Sparse-VQ are included
in model (SVQ+FFN-f); (b) only Vector Quantization (VQ+FFN-f);
(c) only FFN-free(FFN-f);(d) neither of them is included (Original

@ patchTST model). The best results are in bold. A lower MSE indicates
0 N better performance. Appendix B.6 shows the full results.
- . METHODS ‘ SVQ+FFN-F ‘ VQ+FFN-F ‘ FFN-F ‘ ORIGINAL
-20 METRIC ‘ MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE

ETTm2 ‘ 0.111  0.248 0.111 0.249 0.112  0.250 0.113  0.252

ELECTRICITY ‘ 0.245 0.348 0.253  0.353 0.256 0355  0.267  0.365

WEATHER ‘0.0013 0.0253 0.0015 0.0280 0.0015 0.0287 0.0016 0.0294

Figure 5: Distribution of codebook. Sparse-VQ encourage a sparser TrAFFIC | 0.117  0.190 0120 0199 0122 0202 0136 0.228

codebook with a wider range of perception.
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Table 12: SVQ with different size of codebook. A lower MSE indicates
better performance. All experiments are repeated three times on

average.
CODEBOOK SIZE ‘ 10 ‘ 750 ‘ 10000
METRIC ‘ MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE
Carso ‘ 0.500 0.471 0.451 0.454 0.480 463
WEATHER ‘ 0.315 0.341 0.306 0.322 0.322 0.349
ETTm2 ‘ 0372 0.393 0.356 0.376 0.367 0.389
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