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Abstract
In the field of intracity freight transportation,
changes in order volume are significantly influ-
enced by temporal and spatial factors. When
building subsidy and pricing strategies, predict-
ing the causal effects of these strategies on or-
der volume is crucial. In the process of calcu-
lating causal effects, confounding variables can
have an impact. Traditional methods to control
confounding variables handle data from a holis-
tic perspective, which cannot ensure the preci-
sion of causal effects in specific temporal and
spatial dimensions. However, temporal and spa-
tial dimensions are extremely critical in the lo-
gistics field, and this limitation may directly af-
fect the precision of subsidy and pricing strate-
gies. To address these issues, this study proposes
a technique based on flexible temporal-spatial
grid partitioning. Furthermore, based on the flex-
ible grid partitioning technique, we further pro-
pose a continuous entropy balancing method in
the temporal-spatial domain, which named TS-
EBCT (Temporal-SpatialEntropy Balancing for
Causal Continue Treatments). The method pro-
posed in this paper has been tested on two simu-
lation datasets and two real datasets, all of which
have achieved excellent performance. In fact, af-
ter applying the TS-EBCT method to the intracity
freight transportation field, the prediction accu-
racy of the causal effect has been significantly
improved. It brings good business benefits to the
company’s subsidy and pricing strategies.

1. Introduction
In the marketing environment of the logistics industry, it is
crucial to describe the impact of subsidy or pricing on order
generation using causal inference techniques. Uplift model
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has been widely used in predicting causal effects. However,
during the use of the uplift model, controlling confounding
variables is essential to enhance the accuracy of the model in
predicting causal effects. The current popular practice is to
use the Inverse Propensity Score Weighting (IPW) method
(Narduzzi et al., 2014) or the entropy balancing method
(Hainmueller, 2012) to control the impact of confounding
factors. Among them, the entropy balancing method has bet-
ter robustness and more stable weights than the IPW method,
so this paper chooses the entropy balancing method as the
extension of our research method. However, although the
existing entropy balancing method can control the overall
impact of confounding factors, it cannot ensure the accuracy
of causal effect prediction in each specific time and space.
Specifically, in the logistics industry, order distribution is
significantly related to time and space factors. If the esti-
mation of causal effects within a specific temporal-spatial
domain is inaccurate, it could potentially have adverse (or
even negative) impacts on marketing outcomes.

To address the issue that the existing entropy balancing
method cannot accurately estimate causal effects in specific
temporal-spatial domains, we propose a flexible grid-based
temporal-spatial domain partitioning method. In the spatial
dimension, a flexible grid based on order volume is used
for partitioning, which not only improves the granularity of
the partition but also ensures that the order volume within
each spatial grid reaches a certain level to avoid sample
bias. In the temporal dimension, the partition is based on
the distribution of intracity freight order volume. Based on
the flexible grid-based temporal-spatial domain partitioning
method, we further propose a continuous entropy balanc-
ing method (TS-EBCT) in temporal-spatial domain. This
method extends the existing continuous entropy balancing
method, mainly used to control the impact of confounding
variables within the temporal-spatial domain, more accu-
rately estimating the causal effects of the temporal-spatial
domain, thereby improving the accuracy of causal effect
estimation in the logistics field.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized
into the following three points:

• This paper proposes a flexible grid-based temporal-
spatial domain partitioning method, which not only
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improves the granularity of the partition but also en-
sures that the order quantity within each grid reaches a
certain threshold.

• This paper proposes a temporal-spatial domain con-
tinuous entropy balancing method (TS-EBCT), which
further extends the existing continuous entropy balanc-
ing method, solving the problem of how to accurately
estimate causal effects under the temporal-spatial im-
balance in the logistics field.

• This paper uses two real datasets constructs two sim-
ulation datasets, and conducts detailed experiments
and experiments and analyses on these of these four
datasets. The experimental results demonstrate the
effectiveness and convergence of the proposed TS-
EBCTCT method. In terms of eliminating the influence
of confounding variables, the TS-EBCT method has
obvious advantages over other methods. Moreover, the
sample weights obtained by this method are more con-
ducive to the accurate learning of causal effects by the
uplift model. We will make the code and datasets pub-
licly available after the paper is published, contributing
to the causal inference community.

2. Related Works
In the field of marketing science, especially in the analysis
of causal effects of subsidy and pricing strategies, causal
effect learning is mainly conducted on observational data
due to the high cost of randomized experiments. However,
this method inevitably suffers from confounding bias. To
mitigate this impact, (Dehejia & Wahba, 2002) and (Nar-
duzzi et al., 2014) proposed the Propensity Score Matching
(PSM) and IPW methods to calculate weights, respectively.
The main goal is to optimize the covariate balance between
the treatment group and the control group, thereby control-
ling the impact of confounding bias. However, the entropy
balancing method proposed by (Hainmueller, 2012) shows
three significant advantages over PSM and IPW: 1) Firstly,
the entropy balancing method can ensure complete covari-
ate balance between the treatment and control groups, as it
directly solves the optimization problem of covariate bal-
ance, rather than relying on the random results of PSM or
IPW; 2) Secondly, the entropy balancing method does not
need to choose a model, as it directly uses the empirical
distribution of the observed data, rather than relying on
model assumptions; 3) Lastly, entropy balancing method
can more effectively use data. Compared with the PSM
method, it does not need to discard any data, and compared
with the IPW method, it does not over-weight the data,
thereby avoiding the efficiency loss of weighted estimation.
Entropy balancing method can effectively avoid the genera-
tion of extreme weights and has double robustness (Zhao &
Percival, 2016). Therefore, entropy balancing method can

more effectively control confounding bias and improve the
accuracy of causal effect estimation when dealing with the
calculation of causal effects of observational data.

In recent years, entropy balancing method has gradually be-
come popular and has been widely applied in practical busi-
ness scenarios such as e-commerce, freight, and passenger
transport, achieving good business benefits. However, in ac-
tual use scenarios, binary entropy balancing method cannot
meet the requirements. For example, in the subsidy scenario
of freight, there are often many types of coupons. Therefore,
to solve the continuous treatment scenario, (Tubbicke, 2022)
proposed a continuous treatment entropy balancing method.
This method extends the original entropy balancing method
of (Hainmueller, 2012), introducing the entropy balancing
of continuous treatment(EBCT). This continuous entropy
balancing method solves a global convex constraint opti-
mization problem and provides an efficient computational
implementation method. At the same time, (Vegetabile et al.,
2021) also proposed a non-parametric method for continu-
ous entropy balancing method and provided a user-friendly
R package code implementation. In addition, we further
extended the continuous entropy balancing method and pro-
posed TS-EBCT method based on a flexible grid, which
can eliminate the influence of confounding variables in both
time and space dimensions, thereby more accurately learn-
ing the causal effects of the temporal-spatial domain. This
paper is based on the EBCT method proposed by (Tubbicke,
2022; Vegetabile et al., 2021), and combined with the strati-
fied regularization entropy balancing method proposed by
(Xu & Yang, 2023) for implementation, further avoiding
the situation of optimization failure or highly concentrated
weights. The specific introduction of this method will be
unfolded in the next section.

3. Methods
In this section, we will introduce from the following three
parts: 1) Firstly, in the first part, we briefly review the
optimization process of the previous continuous entropy
balancing method, paving the way for the introduction of
temporal-spatial continuous entropy balancing later. To
illustrate how we partition data in the temporal-spatial do-
main, the next subsection will provide a more detailed in-
troduction; 2) Secondly, in the second subsection, we will
introduce the flexible grid-based temporal-spatial domain
partitioning method proposed in this paper. Based on this
partitioning method, we further extend the existing con-
tinuous entropy balancing method to solve the problem of
causal effect estimation under the unbalanced situation in
the temporal-spatial domain; 3) Finally, in the third part, we
introduce the TS-EBCT method proposed in this paper.
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3.1. Brief Review of EBCT Method
Entropy balancing method is one of the most mainstream
causal estimation methods at present. In recent years, re-
searchers have further extended the traditional binary en-
tropy balancing method to continuous treatment scenarios to
adapt to more practical business scenarios, bringing tremen-
dous business value. Here we briefly outline the work of
(Fong et al., 2018) and (Vegetabile et al., 2021) in the field of
continuous entropy balancing. Suppose xi, t, n represent the
confounding factor, treatment variable, and sample size, re-
spectively. First, they demean the confounding variables and
treatment variables. Without loss of generality, they assume
that the means of the confounding variables and treatment
variables are 0. Then, the balancing objective is transformed
into learning a set of weights wi, i = 1, . . . , n, such that∑n

i=1 wixi = 0,
∑n

i=1 witi = 0,
∑n

i=1 witixi = 0. To
make the equation expression more concise, here we intro-
duce a 2k+1 dimensional vector g = [xi, ti, tixi], where k
represents the number of confounding variables after Prin-
cipal Component Analysis(PCA)(Bro & Smilde, 2014) di-
mension reduction. Further, the constraint condition can be
rewritten as

∑n
i=1 wig = 0. The final step is how to solve

this optimization problem. (Hainmueller, 2012) proposed
minimizing the distribution distance between the weight wi

and the base weight qi(i = 1, . . . , n.) using KL divergence
to minimize the objective function. For more different dis-
persion measurement methods, you can refer to the work of
(Wang & Zubizarreta, 2020). Here we choose the commonly
used KL divergence function. Using the KL divergence
function and balance constraints, the optimization of en-
tropy balance can be formally expressed with the following
Eq. (1):

ŵ = argmin
w

n∑
i=1

wi log

(
wi

qi

)
s.t. Gw = 0,

1⊤w = 1,
wi ≥ 0, for i = 1, . . . , n.

(1)

where G represents the (2k + 1) × n dimensional matrix
obtained by stacking g. The above optimization problem
can be solved using the Lagrange dual method,

λ̂ = argmin
λ

log
(
1⊤ exp

(
−λ⊤G+ ℓ

))
, (2)

where ℓi = log(qi) is the logarithmic value of the base
weight. Substituting the solved λ̂ into the Eq. (2), we can
get the entropy balance weight w = softmax(−λ⊤G+ℓ).

3.2. Flexible Grid-based Temporal-Spatial Domain
Partitioning Method

When constructing subsidy and pricing strategies in the field
of intracity freight, in order to meet the goal of refinement,

Algorithm 1: Flexible grid division method.
Initialize :H3 Resolution → 10 Grids: G, Orders

volume in each Grids: Orders.
Output: Flexible grids with each grid exceeding 2% of

monthly orders.
Function FQ(G,Orders):

FG = null;
Sort all grids according to order volume: Sorted_G;
foreach g in Sorted_G do

Sorted_G.remove (g);
if g is Not Aggregated then

agg_grid = g;
while Orders in agg_grid < 2% of monthly

orders do
agg_grid=AggGrid(g,Sorted_G,orders);

end
FG.add(agg_grid);

end
end
return FG;

end
Function AggGrid(g, Sorted_G, orders):

Sort all grids in Sorted_G according to distance to
g: Distance_g;

agg_grid = g;
while resolution of agg_grid < 4 do

g′ = Distance_g.pop();
agg_grid = aggregate (g, g′);

end
return agg_grid;

end

the physical partitioning strategy needs to use as small a
grid partition as possible. However, overly refined grid par-
titioning may significantly reduce the order volume within
each grid interval, thereby increasing the volatility of the
strategy. The geographical distribution of freight orders
shows significant non-uniform characteristics. For example,
compared to suburban areas, the order density in the loca-
tion of the logistics market is significantly higher. Therefore,
how to automatically and flexibly delineate geographical
space based on order density has become a decisive factor
affecting the effectiveness of the strategy. Therefore, based
on the above phenomena, this paper proposes a new type of
flexible grid calculation method. First, the physical space
is initialized and subdivided into a grid G according to the
10-level resolution of H3. Secondly, in order to increase
the order density of the grid and reach the monthly order
volume threshold, further aggregation will be carried out,
and in geography, the flexible grid will still maintain con-
nectivity. In terms of aggregation rules, individual grids
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will be sorted according to the order volume to obtain the
sorted grid Gsorted, and then aggregation will start from
the grid Gmax with the largest order volume. The merging
process will prioritize grids that meet the near distance (in
a clockwise direction). If the distance is the same, the one
with a larger order volume will be prioritized. If the order
volume is also the same, a random selection will be made
for merging. It is worth noting that the convergence limit of
the grid is set to level 4, that is, the side length is 22 kilo-
meters. The specific algorithm flow pseudocode is shown
in Algorithm 1. After partitioning by this method, we can
obtain a temporal-spatial domain dataset with flexible grid
dimensions. How to more accurately learn the causal effects
under the temporal-spatial domain and alleviate the impact
of confounding variables, in the next subsection, we will in-
troduce the temporal-spatial Continuous Entropy Balancing
method proposed in this paper.

3.3. Temporal-Spatial Entropy Balancing for Causal
Continuous Treatment

In this section, we will provide a detailed introduction to
the TS-EBCT method proposed in this paper. The overall
architecture of this method in practical business applications
is shown in Figure 1. Firstly, we divide the observed data
into different temporal-spatial domain sub-intervalservals
according to the temporal-spatial or flexible grid. The goal
of this division method is to ensure that the number of sam-
ples in each grid reaches a preset threshold, while refining
the grid division as much as possible to better reflect the
characteristics of temporal-spatial data. Next, to deal with
the explosion of feature dimensions, we use PCA to reduce
the dimensionality of the features. The dimension of re-
duction is a hyperparameter, which can be determined by
the explained variance score, choosing to retain sufficient
information. After feature dimension reduction, we can cal-
culate the Entropy Balancing Loss in each temporal-spatial
grid, which is used to evaluate the imbalance degree of con-
founding variables in each grid. Entropy balancing loss
is calculated using KL divergence, which can measure the
correlation between confounding variables and treatment
variables. Further, by summarizing the entropy balancing
loss of each temporal-spatial grid, we can consider the con-
founding problem in the entire temporal-spatial domain.
Finally, we can use optimization methods such as gradient
descent to update the weight parameters to be solved, in
order to minimize the total loss function. This optimization
process aims to find a set of weight values that can balance
the impact of each impact of each sample in the overall and
temporal-spatial dimensions, thereby reducing the interfer-
ence of confounding variables on the estimation of causal
effects. Due to the influence of confounding bias in obser-
vation data, the accuracy of causal effect calculation will
be affected. To control this influence, we propose the TS-
EBCT method, which controls the influence of confounding

Figure 1: Framework of TS-EBCT method.

variables in the control group and treatment group by learn-
ing a new set of sample weights w, thereby improving the
accuracy of causal effect estimation. The temporal-spatial
domain entropy balancing weight w is obtained in the fol-
lowing way:

min
w

H(w) =
∑
i

∑
j

h (wij)

s.t.
∑

i

∑
j

∥∥Xij −Xij
T
c wij

∥∥2
2
= 0∑

i

∑
j wij = 1, w ≥ 0,

(3)

Here, h(·) represents any distance metric function, specif-
ically, this article uses the KL divergence function. In the
actual calculation process, for convenience of calculation,
the

∑
i

∑
j

∥∥Xij −Xij
T
c wij

∥∥2
2
= 0 in Eq. (3) is trans-

formed. It is transformed into the mean of the feature f of
the control group within the spatio-temporal grid ij being
equal to the mean of the treatment group. The transformed
constraint condition is shown in Eq. (4).∑

i

∑
j

wijcf ij (Xij) = tf ij (4)

where f ∈ 1, . . . , F , F represents the number of features;
i ∈ 1, . . . , I , I represents the number of time dimensions;
j ∈ 1, . . . , J , J represents the number of spatial dimen-
sions; cf ij is the sum of the columns of the control group
with time dimension i, spatial dimension j, and feature f ;
tf ij is the sum of the columns of the treatment group with
time dimension i, spatial dimension j, and feature f . The
above problem can transform into a Lagrange dual problem,
and the transformed expression is shown in Eq. (5),

min
w,λ0,Z

Lp =
∑
i

∑
j

wij log

(
wij

qij

)

+
∑
i

∑
j

∑
f

λfij

∑
i

∑
j

wijcf ij (Xij)− tf ij


+ (λ0 − 1)

∑
i

∑
j

wij − 1

 ,

(5)
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Algorithm 2: Pseudocode of TS-EBCT method.

Initialize :X, T, OD. // X is features, T is
Treatment, OD is the flexible
grid.

Output: w. // sample weights.
Function TSEBCT(X, T, OD):

X = PCA(X); // using PCA method to
decrease feature dimensions.

T = PolynomialFeatures(T, degree=1);
// generate higher moments.

T = Standardization(T); // standardization
data.

X_mean = null;
foreach od in OD do

X_temp = X[X==od];
X_temp = Standardization(X_temp);
if X_mean == null then

X_mean = X_temp;
end
else if X_mean != null then

X_mean = Column_stack(X_mean,
X_temp);

end
end
gTx_int = Multiple(X_mean, T[:,0]);
gTx = Column_stack(T, X_mean, gTx_int);
tr_total = gTx.sum(); // constrain matrix
tr_total[0] = 1; // constrains the sum of

weights to 1.
tr_total[-gTx_int.shape[1]:] = 0;

// constrains cross item value
to 0.

w = Optimization(tr_total, gTx, base_weight);
// using newton’s method.

return w;
end

where Z is the Lagrange operator, Z ={
λ11,1, . . . , λF I,J

}′
, since Lp is a strictly convex

function, assuming its derivative
∂Lp

∂wij
= 0, the solution can

be obtained as w∗
ij =

qij exp(−
∑F

f=1 λfijcfij(Xij))∑
i

∑
j qij exp(−

∑F
f=1 λfijcfij(Xij))

.

Next, bring the solution back to the Eq. (5) can obtain the
following Eq. (6):

min
Z

Ld = log

∑
i

∑
j

qij exp

−
F∑

f=1

λf ijcf ij (Xij)


+
∑
i

∑
j

∑
f

λf ijtf ij ,

(6)

where Z =
{
λ11,1, . . . , λF I,J

}′
displayed in vector form

can get the following Eq. (7):

min
Z

Ld = log (Q′ exp (−C ′Z)) +M ′Z, (7)

where matrix C = [c1(Xij), . . . , cF (Xij)]
′, M =

[t1ij , . . . , tF ij ]
′. The solution to Eq. (7) is w∗ =

Q·exp(−C′Z)
Q′ exp(−C′Z) , Q = [q0, . . . , qn]

′. Finally, we can solve Z
according to the gradient descent method (e.g., Newton’s
method), the iterative calculation process is as follows:

Znew = Zold − l∇2
ZL

d−1

∇ZL
d, (8)

where gradient=∂2Ld

∂Z2 = C [D(w)−ww′]C ′, learning
rate is l, D(w) is the diagonal matrix of w. As shown
in Algorithm 2, it is the execution process of the entire al-
gorithm. After obtaining the sample weights through the
TS-EBCT method, we will evaluate the algorithm: 1) Firstly,
the obtained weights are used to weight the samples; 2)
Then, calculate the correlation between each feature and
the treatment variable; 3) Finally, compare the changes in
the two correlations under the weighted and unweighted
conditions, and whether the correlation has decreased. After
the algorithm evaluation, we will use this sample weight
to learn the causal effect in the Uplift model. Specifically,
taking the single model(S-learner) model as an example, we
use the entropy balancing weight as the sample weight of
the S-learner base model (e.g., lightgbm). After learning the
causal effect, we will use integer programming methods to
solve specific subsidy or pricing strategies.

4. Experiments
In this section, we will introduce the experimental datasets,
evaluation methods, and experimental results separately.
Through experimental comparisons on different datasets,
we demonstrate the effectiveness and robustness of the
temporal-spatial domain entropy balance proposed in this
paper. Experimental results show that our method outper-
forms the baseline approach in eliminating the correlation
between covariates and treatment variables. In addition, the
sample weights learned by our method can be applied to
causal inference models to significantly improve the area
under the uplift curve(AUUC) (Gutierrez & Gérardy, 2017)
metric.

4.1. Data Sets
In this paper, we construct two synthetic data sets and use
two real data sets from subsidy and pricing business. The
construction method of the synthetic data sets and the source
and distribution of the real data sets will be introduced in
detail below.



Title Suppressed Due to Excessive Size

4.1.1. SYNTHETIC DATASETS

To demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed method,
we constructed synthetic datasets for validation. We set
the dataset size to n = 100000 and the dimension of the
observed variables to p = 100. The observed variables X =
[x1, x2, . . . , xp] were generated from independent Gaussian
distributions as follows:

x1, x2, . . . , xp ∼ N(0, 1), (9)

where xi represents the i-th value of the observed variable
X . To simulate the covariate imbalance problem that exists
in data from different temporal-spatial dimensions, we have
added a new feature that represents the spatial domain in
which the data is located. This feature is generated by the
following binomial distribution:

OD ∼ Binomial(100, 0.9). (10)

We made some modifications to the data construction
method of (Kuang et al., 2017) to generate multiple treat-
ment variable T . First, we standardized the generated vari-
able to map it to interval [0,1] and then to generate enough
control group data, we shifted the values of the treatment
variable. The specific generation method is as follows:

Tmissp =

{
t− 0.4, t > 0.4

0, t ≤ 0.4.
(11)

where t is defined as t = Norm(
∑p·rc

i=1 sc · xi +N(0, 1)),
the confounding rate rc and the confounding strength sc
both fall within the interval [0,1]. The confounding rate
represents the ratio of confounding factors to all observed
variables, while the confounding strength refers to the bias-
ing intensity of confounding factors on the treatment.

We generate the feedback variable Y using a linear function,
and the generation method is as follows:

Ylinear = T +
∑p

j=1

{
I(mod(j, 2) ≡ 0) · ( j2 + T ) · xj

}
+N(0, 3),

(12)
where I(·) represents the indicator function, and the func-
tion mod(x, y) denotes the modulus of x with respect to y.
We set sc at 0.5 and generated two simulated datasets with
different rc set at 0.4 and 0.8, respectively. The specific data
descriptions are presented in Table 1. Additionally, in Figure
2, we show the distribution of the correlation between fea-
tures and the treatment variable for both simulated datasets.
For the dataset with a higher confounding rate, simulated
dataset2, a higher proportion of features are correlated with
the treatment variable.

4.1.2. REAL DATASETS

To further validate the effectiveness of our proposed method
in real-world business scenarios, we carried out experimen-

Table 1: Summary of synthetic data sets.

dataset name sample size OD size sc rc positive-negative ratio
simulated dataset 1 10w 25 0.5 0.4 1:1
simulated dataset 2 10w 26 0.5 0.8 1:1
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Simulated dataset 1
Simulated dataset 2

Figure 2: Correlation distribution between features and
treatment in simulated datasets.

tal tests and validation using a dataset of freight user subsi-
dies and pricing.

Subsidy dataset. This is real dataset 1, which comes from
the data of the freight user subsidy scenario. It comprises
about 200000 samples and 100 features, and the number of
OD is 427. The treatment variable is a continuous variable,
and the ratio of positive to negative samples is 1:3.

Pricing dataset. This is real dataset 2, which comes from
the freight user surcharge scenario. It contains 30 features,
including about 160000 samples and the OD’s count is 377.
The treatment variable is a continuous variable and the posi-
tive and negative sample ratio is 1:1.5. Table 2 provides a
brief summary of the two real datasets. Figure 3 and Figure
4 represent the distribution of treatments in the two real
datasets. In real dataset 1, the treatment distribution ex-
hibits a long-tail shape, while in real dataset 2, the treatment
distribution resembles a normal distribution.

Table 2: Summary of real datasets.

dataset name number of features sample size OD size treatment type positive-negative ratio
real dataset 1 100 20w 427 continuous 1:3
real dataset 2 30 16w 377 continuous 1:1.5

4.2. Baseline Methods
In this section, we will briefly introduce the experimen-
tal comparison evaluation method. To fairly evaluate our
method and verify the effectiveness of the proposed ap-
proach, we will compare TS-EBCT with other re-weighting
methods.
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Figure 3: Treatment distribution of real dataset 1.
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Figure 4: Treatment distribution of real dataset 2.

• IPW. (Narduzzi et al., 2014) proposed using ordinary
least squares(OLS) method to solve for weights. IPW
method often leads to unstable balance and sometimes
even cause an increase in imbalance.

• EBCT. (Tubbicke, 2022) proposed a continuous treat-
ment entropy balance method, EBCT. EBCT removes
the correlation between the covariates and continuous
treatment variables and effectively avoids assigning
extreme weights to individual samples. Additionally,
compared to other weighting methods, EBCT has a
lower bias and variance.

• TS-EBCT (Ours). The TS-EBCT method proposed in
this paper further extends the EBCT method, enabling
it to maintain entropy balance in both the temporal-
spatial domain and overall.

4.3. Results
This section mainly verifies the effectiveness and conver-
gence of the TS-EBCT algorithm proposed in this paper by
comparing experimental results on two synthetic datasets
and two real datasets. It is mainly divided into the follow-
ing three parts: 1) The first part is to verify whether the
algorithm proposed in this paper converges by plotting loss
curves; 2) The second part mainly compares the weights
obtained by different re-weighting methods to eliminate the
correlation between covariates and treatment variables; 3)
The third part mainly verifies the causal effect promotion ef-
fect and its size obtained by different re-weighting methods.
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Figure 5: Loss curves on various datasets.

4.3.1. LOSS CURVES

To verify the convergence of TS-EBCT method, experiments
were conducted on two simulated and two real datasets. As
shown in Figure 5, the convergence of the TS-EBCT method
proposed in this paper is shown on the four datasets. The
loss value approaching 0 indicates better convergence, and
the faster the loss value decreases, the faster the convergence
speed. On the simulated datasets, the loss curves converge
more smoothly, with faster convergence at the beginning
and gradually stabilizing later, as the loss approaches 0.
On the two real datasets, the loss has converged at a rel-
atively small number of epochs, with about 10 epochs on
real dataset 1 and about 23 epochs on real dataset 2. During
the model training process in this paper, we set the learning
rate to 1, and the convergence condition for the algorithm is
whether the loss is less than 0.01. The specific experimental
parameters can be adjusted according to the actual situation.

4.3.2. PERFORMANCE BALANCING COVARIATES

To verify the effectiveness of different re-weighting meth-
ods in eliminating the correlation between covariates and
treatment variables, we conducted relevant model experi-
ments on two simulated and two real datasets. To better
illustrate the ability of re-weighting methods to eliminate
bias, we selected some features with high correlation with
the treatment variable from the 4 datasets for correlation
visualization. The average absolute correlation value of all
features can be found in the corresponding table, aiming
to illustrate the overall change in the correlation between
covariate features and treatment variables after re-weighting
the samples. The following section will analyze the results
of each dataset separately.

Simulated dataset 1. The data in Figure 6 reveals that
TS-EBCT method outperforms in eradicating the correla-
tion between these features and the treatment variable. Post
sample re-weighting, the correlation with the treatment vari-
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able significantly diminishes compared to the unweighted
method. While IPW and EBCT can also curtail the correla-
tion between the feature and treatment variable to a certain
degree, they simultaneously increase the correlation in some
features. Considering the average correlation of all features,
the TS-EBCT method reduces the feature correlation by
26.8% in comparison to the unweighted method, whereas
IPW and EBCT achieve a reduction of 11.3% and 23.9%
respectively.
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Figure 6: The feature elimination results of simulated
dataset 1.

Simulated dataset 2. Notably showing in Figure 7,
among these features, TS-EBCT method demonstrated the
most superior performance. Although the IPW and EBCT
methods exhibited some instability across all features, they
still yielded commendable results in effectively eliminat-
ing correlations overall. Specifically, when considering the
average correlation across all features, IPW, EBCT, and TS-
EBCT methods reduced the correlation by 10.3%, 22.1%,
and 25%, respectively, as compared to the unweighted
method.

Real dataset 1. Figure. 8 shows that the TS-EBCT
method reduces the correlation between the 9 features and
the treatment variable after sample re-weighting, compared
to the unweighted scenario. While IPW and EBCT meth-
ods manage to eliminate some correlation for most features,
they are unstable for feature 1 and feature 7, even increasing
correlation. Regarding the average absolute correlation of
all features, all re-weighting methods lower feature correla-
tion compared to non-reweighted methods. Entropy balance
method outperforms IPW. After re-weighting with IPW,
EBCT, and TS-EBCT, overall feature correlation decreases
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Figure 7: The feature elimination results of simulated
dataset 2.

by 7.6%, 18%, and 44% respectively. The data suggests
that the TS-EBCT method excels in eliminating the bias
between the covariate and treatment variable in temporal-
spatial datasets, paving the way for more precise future
causal effect learning.
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Figure 8: The feature elimination results of real dataset 1.

Real dataset 2. As shown in Figure 9, various re-
weighting methods performed well in reducing bias for
features 1, 2, and 3. However, for features 4, 5, and 7,
IPW and EBCT re-weighting methods increased feature cor-
relation instead of reducing it, which did not achieve the
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expected effect. TS-EBCT method performed relatively con-
sistently, showing a significant decrease in correlation for
features 4, 5, and 7. Compared to the unweighted approach,
feature correlation decreased by 61%, 33%, and 50% respec-
tively. For features 6 and 8, all three re-weighting methods
increased feature correlation. However, TS-EBCT has an in-
crease of 80% and 20% respectively, while IPW and EBCT
have much higher increases in correlation for these features.
Overall, all three re-weighting methods were able to reduce
feature correlation (as shown in Table 3), with IPW, EBCT,
and TS-EBCT resulting in an average decrease of 13%, 50%,
and 87.5% compared to the unweighted approach.
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Figure 9: The feature elimination results of real dataset 2.

Table 3: The average feature absolute correlation after ap-
plying weighting methods.

dataset name average absolute correlation
unweighted IPW EBCT TSEBCT(Ours)

simulated datasets 1 0.071 0.063 0.054 0.052
simulated datasets 2 0.068 0.061 0.053 0.051

real dataset 1 0.13 0.12 0.11 0.09
real dataset 2 0.15 0.13 0.1 0.08

4.3.3. PERFORMANCE ON AUUC AND AUC METRICS

In this section, we mainly aim to verify the impact of the
weights obtained by various re-weighting methods on causal
effects and to determine whether they can enhance causal
effects. The evaluation of causal effects is widely measured
using the AUUC metric. A higher value indicates better
performance in causal effect learning. We validated our
approach on four datasets by using the weights obtained by
IPW, EBCT, and TS-EBCT methods as the sample weights
for the meta-learning model (e.g., S-learner) proposed by

(Künzel et al., 2019). The base model of S-learner uses the
popular machine learning model lightgbm. Alternatively,
we can use the existing open-source package for causal infer-
ence, such as causalml (Chen et al., 2020), which provides
a convenient implementation. Table 4 provides a summary
of the experimental results, which will be analyzed in detail
below.

Without sample weighting, the AUUC and AUC metrics of
S-learner are 0.5796 and 0.9618 respectively on simulated
dataset 1. Post sample weighting with IPW, both AUUC
and AUC metrics remain largely unchanged. However, with
EBCT and TS-EBCT weighting, AUUC metric increases
by 0.0015 and 0.0048 respectively, with no significant AUC
alteration. On simulated dataset 2, S-learner model’s AUUC
and AUC metrics, without sample weighting, are 0.5748
and 0.9619 respectively. After applying IPW, EBCT, and
TS-EBCT weighting, the AUUC increases by 0.005, 0.009,
and 0.01 respectively, while the AUC remains stable. On
real dataset 1, the unweighted S-learner achieved an AUUC
of 0.1592 and an AUC of 0.7878. When applying sample
weighting via IPW, EBCT, and TS-EBCT, the AUUC metric
improvements for the S-learner were 0.25%, 0.87%, and
1.7%, respectively. Notably, these weighting methods had
minimal impact on the AUC of the S-learner. On real dataset
2, the S-learner achieved an AUUC of 0.049 and an AUC
of 0.748 without sample weighting. The TS-EBCT method
demonstrated superior AUUC improvement compared to
EBCT when re-weighting the S-learner. Both entropy bal-
ance methods (TS-EBCT and EBCT) outperformed IPW in
sample weighting, indicating their effectiveness in mitigat-
ing the influence of confounding variables and enhancing
causal effect estimation. The AUUC metric improvements
for IPW, EBCT, and TS-EBCT were 7.5%, 15%, and 27%,
respectively, compared to the unweighted scenario.

Table 4: The enhancement effect of different reweighting
methods on AUUC and AUC metrics was separately vali-
dated on four datasets.

datasets metrics compared methods
unweighted IPW EBCT TS-EBCT(Ours)

simulated dataset 1 AUC 0.9618 0.9614 0.9612 0.9611
AUUC 0.5796 0.5797 0.5811 0.5844

simulated dataset 2 AUC 0.9619 0.9617 0.9617 0.9614
AUUC 0.5748 0.5798 0.5839 0.585

real dataset 1 AUC 0.7878 0.7875 0.7873 0.7874
AUUC 0.1592 0.1596 0.1606 0.162

real dataset 2 AUC 0.748 0.747 0.746 0.746
AUUC 0.049 0.053 0.058 0.068

5. Conclusion
The entropy balancing method has been widely used in
recent years, and the base weights it generates bring new
possibilities for further improving the accuracy of causal
inference. In this paper, we proposed TS-EBCT method,
which can further eliminate the influence of confounding
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variables in the temporal-spatial dimension, thereby more
accurately learning the causal effects of the temporal-spatial
dimension, improving the accuracy of the causal inference
model in the logistics industry, and bringing higher returns
to the company’s subsidy and pricing business. We verified
the effectiveness and convergence of the TS-EBCT method
on two simulated and two real datasets, respectively. For
example, on the real dataset 2, the TS-EBCT method re-
duces the average absolute correlation index by about 46%
compared to the unweighted method, 38.4% compared to
the IPW method, and 20% compared to the EBCT method.
In addition, the base weights obtained by the TS-EBCT
method also play a significant role in improving the accu-
racy of causal effects. For example, on the real dataset 2, the
basic weights solved by the TS-EBCT method improve the
AUUC index of the S-Learner samples by about 27% after
weighting. Furthermore, in the future, we will continue to
explore how to solve and accelerate algorithms under large-
scale data volumes and high-dimensional feature spaces,
and try to combine deep learning methods for end-to-end
optimization work.
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