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Abstract

In recent years, numerous Transformer-based models have
been applied to long-term time-series forecasting (LTSF)
tasks. However, recent studies with linear models have ques-
tioned their effectiveness, demonstrating that simple lin-
ear layers can outperform sophisticated Transformer-based
models. In this work, we review and categorize existing
Transformer-based models into two main types: (1) modifi-
cations to the model structure and (2) modifications to the
input data. The former offers scalability but falls short in cap-
turing inter-sequential information, while the latter prepro-
cesses time-series data but is challenging to use as a scal-
able module. We propose sTransformer, which introduces
the Sequence and Temporal Convolutional Network (STCN)
to fully capture both sequential and temporal information.
Additionally, we introduce a Sequence-guided Mask Atten-
tion mechanism to capture global feature information. Our
approach ensures the capture of inter-sequential information
while maintaining module scalability. We compare our model
with linear models and existing forecasting models on long-
term time-series forecasting, achieving new state-of-the-art
results. We also conducted experiments on other time-series
tasks, achieving strong performance. These demonstrate that
Transformer-based structures remain effective and our model
can serve as a viable baseline for time-series tasks.

Introduction
Transformer (Vaswani et al. 2017) architecture has achieved
great success in various fields, such as natural language pro-
cessing (NLP) (Kalyan, Rajasekharan, and Sangeetha 2021;
Gillioz et al. 2020), computer vision (CV) (Liu et al. 2023b;
Wu et al. 2021a; Dosovitskiy et al. 2020), and speech (Karita
et al. 2019; Huang et al. 2020). In the field of time-series
forecasting, its attention mechanism can automatically learn
the connections between elements in a sequence, leading to
widespread application (Lim et al. 2021; Wen et al. 2022).
Informer (Zhou et al. 2021), Autoformer (Wu et al. 2021b),
and FEDformer (Zhou et al. 2022) are successful Trans-
former variants applied in time-series forecasting.

Recent research (Zeng et al. 2023) has shown that simple
linear structures have outperformed previous models, chal-
lenging the effectiveness of the Transformer architecture in
time-series forecasting. In response to this criticism, new
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Figure 1: sTransformer block overview. STCN and SeqMask
are introduced into the traditional Transformer structure.
STCN extracts information from both sequence and tempo-
ral aspects. SeqMask interacts features of the Value layer
with global features, enhancing global representation capa-
bility.

paradigms have been proposed, such as iTransformer (Liu
et al. 2023a) and PatchTST (Nie et al. 2022). They demon-
strate that previous models were an inappropriate use of the
Transformer structure. iTransformer embeds each practice
sequence into variate tokens, allowing the attention mecha-
nism to capture multivariable correlations. PatchTST con-
structs novel patches, transforming the original sequence
into multiple subsequences to enhance local contextual in-
formation capture. These models indicate that the Trans-
former structure is still effective in time-series forecasting,
but the key lies in enabling the model to capture more ad-
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ditional information about sequences, thereby improving its
representation capacity. Furthermore, most current improve-
ments focus on modifying data input rather than making sig-
nificant changes to the components of the Transformer.

Based on capturing information between sequences and
the modularization of Transformer components, we pro-
pose a new paradigm called sTransformer. Within the
Transformer structure, we introduce two components: Se-
quence and Temporal Convolutional Network (STCN) and
Sequence-guided Mask Attention (SeqMask). STCN ex-
tracts information from both the inter-sequential and tempo-
ral dimensions, allowing it to focus on relationships across
different time steps and the influence of multiple variables.
SeqMask enables value in attention to consider more global
information. These components significantly enhance the
representation capacity of the Transformer. We demonstrate
the superiority of our model on several commonly used pub-
lic datasets, surpassing the linear DLinear model and out-
performing the latest state-of-the-art models, establishing a
new SOTA for long-term time-series forecasting.

Our work contributes as follows:

• We constructed the STCN network structure, which uses
temporal convolution to capture temporal correlations
across different time steps, and inter-sequential convolu-
tion to capture correlations between sequences, thereby
enhancing the representation capability of attention in-
puts.

• We developed the Sequence-guided Mask attention
mechanism, enabling the value layer to perform feature
interactions and acquire global information.

• We designed the highly scalable sTransformer block, in-
tegrating the STCN and SeqMask mechanisms into the
Transformer structure. Multiple layers of blocks can be
embedded in the framework to enhance the extraction of
features from sequential and temporal dimensions.

Related Works
Transformer-based Long-term Time-Series
Forecasting
Numerous recent studies have applied Transformer structure
to long-term time-series forecasting tasks. These works can
be categorized into two types: (1) modifications to the model
structure and (2) modifications to the input data. In Table 1,
we present some of the major existing research works and
compare their advantages and disadvantages.

Models with updated components include Autoformer
(Wu et al. 2021b), Informer (Zhou et al. 2021), FEDformer
(Zhou et al. 2022), Crossformer (Zhang and Yan 2023).
These models mainly focus on the attention mechanism’s
modeling of the temporal dimension and the improvement
of complexity for long sequences. However, with the emer-
gence of linear predictors (Oreshkin et al. 2019; Zeng et al.
2023; Das et al. 2023), models with updated components
have shown inferior performance compared to linear predic-
tors. Therefore, approaches with modification to the time-
series inputs emerge (Liu et al. 2022b; Nie et al. 2022; Liu
et al. 2023a). These models focus on the input data structure,

directly or through construction, extracting the correlation
information within and between sequences. We believe the
relatively poor performance of the first approach is not due
to the component updates but rather due to the weak ability
to extract correlation information between sequences. While
the second approach extracts information intuitively, it has
poor scalability. We believe that by designing components
that can effectively extract inter-sequence correlations, we
can achieve better scalability and surpass the predictive per-
formance of the second type of method.

CNN in Time-Series Forecasting
The Transformer architecture excels at handling long-range
dependencies, while CNNs are very effective at capturing
local features. In recent years, some research has com-
bined CNNs with the Transformer architecture to leverage
the strengths of both, applying them to time-series prob-
lems. Transformer models combined with CNN primarily
utilize the concept of convolution to capture local informa-
tion across time steps. The introduction of Temporal Con-
volutional Networks (TCN) (Bai, Kolter, and Koltun 2018)
architecture enhances the memory capacity for long se-
quences, which has led to its application in time-series task
(Franceschi, Dieuleveut, and Jaggi 2019). LogSparse (Li
et al. 2019) uses convolutional kernels with a stride greater
than 1 when computing Query and Key, enabling the atten-
tion mechanism to focus on contextual information in the
temporal dimension. Related models mainly capture local
information in the temporal domain, which weakens the fea-
ture extraction capability of CNN and is the reason for the
limited improvement of CNN-based Transformer. We ex-
tend the concept of convolution to inter-sequence relations,
simultaneously capturing relevant information from both the
temporal and inter-sequential dimensions.

Instance-Guided Mask
MaskNet (Wang, She, and Zhang 2021) is proposed to im-
prove Click-Through Rate (CTR) estimation. They con-
struct an instance-guided mask method, which performs an
element-wise product between feature embedding and input
instance-guided feed-forward layers in DNN. This method
integrates global information into the embedding and feed-
forward layers through the mask. There are also methods
that use feature interaction to extract global information
(Wang et al. 2022). These methods have been applied in the
recommendation field but, to our knowledge, have not been
applied to time-series forecasting and Transformer modifi-
cation. Each time-series can also be considered as an in-
stance, so we propose a similar concept called sequence-
guided mask to assist Transformer in extracting more global
contextual information.

sTransformer
The time-series forecasting problem can be defined as: given
a historical dataset of M sequences (variables), where one
sequence i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M} corresponds to the time-series
(xi,1, xi,2, . . . , xi,T ), and we aim to predict the output for
the next K time periods (xi,T+1, xi,T+2, . . . , xi,T+K). Here



Type Modification to the Structure Modification to the Input Data

Interpretation

These models adjust the Transformer’s inter-
nal components to enable the attention module
to model the temporal dimension and extract
complex information from long sequences.

These models mainly focus on altering the
structure of input data, allowing Transformer
to capture temporal features more directly.

Representative
Models

LogSparse: proposes convolutional self-
attention, generates queries and keys through
causal convolution, enabling the attention
mechanism to capture local context informa-
tion better while reducing memory cost.
Autoformer: performs-series decomposition
and introduces an auto-correlation mechanism
for aggregating temporal information.
Other works: Informer, FEDformer, . . .

PatchTST: constructs patches to divide the
time-series into multiple sub-sequences, en-
hancing the capture of local contextual infor-
mation.
iTransformer: extracts each time point of the
time-series into variate tokens, capturing the
correlations between multiple variables in an
”inverted” manner.

Characteristics

Advantages:
Enhanced scalability
Disadvantages:
(1) Ignoring sequence correlation: Focusing
only on temporal information.
(2) Inferior to linear models: Simple lin-
ear model (DLinear) outperforms transformer-
based models with updated structure on com-
mon datasets and metrics.

Advantages:
(1) Sequence correlation: Information between
sequences can be captured.
(2) Superior to linear model (DLinear).
Disadvantages:
Limited scalability.

Table 1: Comparison of two types of Transformer-based time-series forecasting models.

we use x:,1:T ∈ RM×T to denote the concatenation of M
time-series from 1 to T , and x:,T+1:T+K ∈ RM×K to de-
note the concatenation from T + 1 to T +K.

Structure overview
STCN
The information in time-series data is manifested at two lev-
els: the sequence level and the temporal level. We designed
a Sequence and Temporal Convolutional Network (STCN)
to extract information from both levels simultaneously. The
STCN maps the temporal feature space to a new feature
space STCN(·) : RM×T → RM×F , enabling each sequence
to focus on its own temporal information while also cap-
turing shared information across other sequences. Figure 2
shows the complete structure of STCN.

x:,1:F = STCN(x:,1:T ) (1)

Temporal convolution. We first apply TCN for temporal
convolution on the raw data, then we use an MLP to extract
temporal-level information.

x
(tcn)
:,1:T = TCN(x:,1:T ) ∈ RM×T ,

x
mlp(1)

:,1:F2
= MLP(1)(x

(tcn)
:,1:T ) ∈ RM×F

2 .
(2)

Sequence convolution. Similar to temporal convolution,
we use SCN for convolution across sequences, followed by
another MLP to extract inter-sequence information. Here, a′
denotes the transpose of a.

x
(scn)
:,1:T = SCN(x′

:,1:T ) ∈ Rds×M ,

x
mlp(2)

:,1:F2
= MLP(2)((x

(scn)
:,1:T )′) ∈ RM×F

2 .
(3)

The output of STCN is the concatenation of the above two
parts:

STCN(x:,1:T ) = concat(xmlp(1)

:,1:F2
,x

mlp(2)

:,1:F2
). (4)

Sequence-Guided Mask Attention
Through the STCN, we obtain the intermediate output
x:,1:F ∈ RM×F , and pass it through linear layers to obtain
the inputs Q,K,V for the attention function.

Q = x:,1:FWQ ∈ RM×dk ,

K = x:,1:FWK ∈ RM×dk ,

V = x:,1:FWV ∈ RM×dk .

(5)

Drawing on the concept in MaskNet (Wang, She and
Zhang 2021), we made adjustments to the attention function
by introducing our designed sequence-guided mask function
of the V layer. This approach enables V to consider global
information, while Q and k focus more on inter-sequence
relationships.

Vn = SeqMask(V) (6)
SeqMask consists of n blocks. For block i, the output is

Vi, the inputs are the output Vi−1 of the previous block
i − 1 and M vectors x:,1:F processed by STCN, i.e, Vi =
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Figure 2: STCN. The left part is the TCN structure, and the right part is the SCN structure. TCN performs convolution along
the temporal dimension, receiving information from previous time steps at each position of each dilation layer. SCN performs
convolution along the sequence dimension, using padding through concatenation. In TCN, layers employ different value of
dilation, while in SCN, layers use varying convolution kernel sizes. In each layer of TCN and SCN, two sets and three sets of
convolutional blocks are integrated respectively. Notably, due to the temporal property, the convolutions in TCN are causal.
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Figure 3: Sequence-Guided Mask Attention. This structure extracts contextual features from the embedding inputs
(x1,:, x2,:, . . . , xM,:). These features are multiplied by the information directly obtained from the original features through
a Sequence-Guided Mask (SG Mask) to produce interaction information. The final representation Vn, containing global inter-
action information, is obtained through iterations of n blocks.

MaskBlocki(Vi−1, Vmask). The specific functional form is
as follows:

Vi = LNHID (Wi ∗ (Vi−1 ⊙Vmask)) ,

LNHID(·) = ReLU(LayerNorm(·)),
Vmask = MLP(4)(ReLU(MLP(3)(V))).

(7)

For block 1, we use LNEMB(V) to replace the output Vi−1

of the previous block,

V1 = LNHID (W1 ∗ (LNEMB(V)⊙Vmask)) ,

LNEMB(V) = LayerNorm(V).
(8)

Then, the sequence-guided mask attention can be formulated
as follows:

O = softmax
(
QKT

√
dk

)
Vn ∈ RM×dk . (9)

To prevent gradient explosion, the output of the attention
mechanism undergoes residual connection and normaliza-
tion

OA = LayerNorm(O+ x:,1:F ). (10)

FFN
The remaining parts are the same as in the vanilla Trans-
former: first through the feed-forward network, followed
by the add&norm operation, to produce the output of the
sTransformer block

FFN(OA) = MLP(6)(ReLu(MLP(5)(OA))),

Os = LayerNorm(FFN(OA) +OA).
(11)

After iterating through multiple sTransformer blocks, the
final prediction results are output through projection

x̂:,T+1:T+K = Projection(Os) = MLP(7)(Os) ∈ RM×K .
(12)



Methods sTransformer iTransformer PatchTST Crossformer Informer DLinear

Metric MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE
E

T
T

h2
96 0.296 0.347 0.297 0.349 0.302 0.348 0.745 0.584 3.755 1.525 0.333 0.387

192 0.370 0.392 0.380 0.400 0.388 0.400 0.877 0.656 5.602 1.931 0.477 0.476
336 0.407 0.426 0.428 0.432 0.426 0.433 1.043 0.731 4.721 1.835 0.594 0.541
720 0.414 0.437 0.427 0.445 0.431 0.446 1.104 0.763 3.647 1.625 0.831 0.657
Avg 0.372 0.400 0.383 0.407 0.387 0.407 0.942 0.684 4.431 1.729 0.559 0.515

E
le

ct
ri

ci
ty

96 0.140 0.238 0.148 0.240 0.195 0.285 0.219 0.314 0.274 0.368 0.197 0.282
192 0.158 0.254 0.162 0.253 0.199 0.289 0.231 0.322 0.296 0.386 0.196 0.285
336 0.176 0.273 0.178 0.269 0.215 0.305 0.246 0.337 0.300 0.394 0.209 0.301
720 0.208 0.300 0.225 0.317 0.256 0.337 0.280 0.363 0.373 0.439 0.245 0.333
Avg 0.171 0.266 0.178 0.270 0.216 0.304 0.244 0.334 0.311 0.397 0.212 0.300

Tr
af

fic

96 0.383 0.266 0.395 0.268 0.544 0.359 0.522 0.290 0.719 0.391 0.650 0.396
192 0.403 0.275 0.417 0.276 0.540 0.354 0.530 0.293 0.696 0.379 0.598 0.370
336 0.419 0.282 0.433 0.283 0.551 0.358 0.558 0.305 0.777 0.420 0.605 0.373
720 0.447 0.296 0.467 0.302 0.586 0.375 0.589 0.328 0.864 0.472 0.645 0.394
Avg 0.413 0.280 0.428 0.282 0.555 0.362 0.550 0.304 0.764 0.416 0.625 0.383

W
ea

th
er

96 0.162 0.208 0.174 0.214 0.177 0.218 0.158 0.230 0.300 0.384 0.196 0.255
192 0.209 0.251 0.221 0.254 0.225 0.259 0.206 0.277 0.598 0.544 0.261 0.237
336 0.266 0.295 0.278 0.296 0.278 0.297 0.272 0.335 0.578 0.523 0.306 0.283
720 0.347 0.347 0.358 0.349 0.354 0.348 0.398 0.418 1.059 0.741 0.359 0.345
Avg 0.246 0.275 0.258 0.279 0.259 0.281 0.259 0.315 0.634 0.548 0.287 0.265

So
la

r-
E

ne
rg

y 96 0.196 0.238 0.203 0.237 0.234 0.286 0.310 0.331 0.236 0.259 0.290 0.378
192 0.229 0.260 0.233 0.261 0.267 0.310 0.734 0.725 0.217 0.269 0.318 0.320
336 0.241 0.271 0.248 0.273 0.29 0.315 0.750 0.735 0.249 0.283 0.330 0.353
720 0.249 0.276 0.249 0.275 0.289 0.317 0.769 0.765 0.241 0.317 0.337 0.356
Avg 0.229 0.261 0.233 0.262 0.270 0.307 0.641 0.639 0.235 0.280 0.319 0.330

Table 2: Performance of different methods on multivariate long-term forecasting tasks with prediction lengths S ∈
{96, 192, 336, 720} and fixed lookback length T = 96. Five datasets and two evaluation metrics are used here. Avg repre-
sents the average value within the dataset. The best values are indicated in bold, and the second best are underlined.

Experiment
Datasets
Public datasets are used to demonstrate the effectiveness of
our model. These datasets, often used for comparing time-
series forecasting models, include ETT (Zhou et al. 2021),
Electricity, Traffic, Weather used in Autoformer (Wu et al.
2021b) and Solar-Energy used in LSTNet (Lai et al. 2018).

Experimental Details
Baselines We select 9 time-series forecasting models as
our benchmark, including iTransformer (Liu et al. 2023a),
PatchTST (Nie et al. 2022), Crossformer (Zhang and Yan
2023), SCINet (Liu et al. 2022a), TimesNet (Wu et al. 2022),
DLinear (Zeng et al. 2023), FEDformer (Zhou et al. 2022),
Autoformer (Wu et al. 2021b), Informer (Zhou et al. 2021).

Main results We used commonly used metrics in time-
series forecasting, mean squared error (MSE) and mean ab-
solute error (MAE), and adopted MSE as the loss func-
tion for training. A lower MSE/MAE means a more accu-
rate forecasting result. Table ???2 shows the comparison
results. (Due to space constraints, here only list some top-

performing models.) Not only did our model outperform lin-
ear models, but it also significantly outperformed iTrans-
former, which was the previous SOTA on five datasets,
demonstrating the effectiveness of our approach in captur-
ing sequence correlations. We achieved the best average
MSE/MAE for different lengths across five datasets. No-
tably, on the ETTh2 and Weather datasets, our model out-
performed the existing models across all lengths. Although
Crossformer also handles multivariate interactions, sTrans-
former outperforms it. Our model, on the one hand, utilizes
the unique structure of TCN to better extract temporal in-
formation, and on the other hand, provides a more effective
way to extract multivariate information.

Model Analysis
Ablation Study We conduct additional experiments on
datasets with ablation including component replacement
(Replace) and component removal (w/o). The results are
listed in Table 3. We find that the STCN module is the
most indispensable component in sTransformer for improv-
ing forecasting performance. Both removing it and replac-
ing it with FFN resulted in poorer performance. The Seq-



Design Temporal Attention ETTh2 Electricity Weather Solar-Energy

MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE

Original STCN SeqMask 0.372 0.400 0.171 0.266 0.248 0.277 0.229 0.261

Replace STCN Full attention 0.380 0.407 0.169 0.263 0.252 0.278 0.240 0.262

FFN SeqMask 0.382 0.405 0.180 0.270 0.257 0.278 0.233 0.264

w/o STCN w/o 0.373 0.398 0.174 0.268 0.249 0.276 0.237 0.268

w/o SeqMask 0.381 0.405 0.192 0.277 0.258 0.282 0.238 0.271

Table 3: Ablation study on sTransformer. The best values are indicated in bold.
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Figure 4: Parameter sensitivity. The figure shows the prediction performance of our model with different parameter values on
four datasets. The parameters include lookback length, learning rate, embedding size, and block number.

Mask structure, when replaced with full attention on some
datasets, such as Electricity, caused a slight decrease in
MSE/MAE. We consider this is due to the specific temporal
structure of datasets, where capturing non-essential global
information diluted the local information, leading to de-
creased performance, though the impact was minimal. The
ablation study suggest that the use of SeqMask should be
considered based on the temporal structure of the data.

Parameters Sensitivity We further analyzed the impact
of model parameters on forecasting performance to deter-
mine optimal parameters and assess model sensitivity to
these parameters (Figure 4). Key parameters include look-
back length, learning rate, embedding size and block num-
ber. When the lookback length increases, the MSE of the
model gradually decreases (on 3 datasets). A longer look-
back window provides more information, thereby improv-

ing the forecasting accuracy, which is consistent with the
findings mentioned in iTransformer (Liu et al. 2023a). For
different learning rates, the model performs optimally at
0.0005 and 0.001. Regarding embedding size, larger sizes
tend to perform better on datasets with more data, such
as Electricity, while smaller datasets like Solar-Energy and
Weather show little difference. For the block number, 1-3
blocks are optimal. Increasing the number of blocks to 4-5
may lead to overfitting, resulting in a decline in overall per-
formance.

Short-term Forecasting
Our model achieved state-of-the-art results in long-term
forecasting, and we also demonstrated the effectiveness
of the model structure in extracting temporal informa-
tion on short-term forecasting tasks. Eight baseline mod-
els are include: TimesNet, N-HiTS (Challu et al. 2022), N-



Models sTrans. TimesNet N-HiTS N-BEATS DLinear FED. Stationay Auto. TCN

Yearly
SMAPE 13.432 13.387 13.418 13.436 16.965 13.728 13.717 13.974 14.920
MASE 3.055 2.996 3.045 3.043 4.283 3.048 3.078 3.134 3.364
OWA 0.795 0.786 0.793 0.794 1.058 0.803 0.807 0.822 0.880

Quarterly
SMAPE 10.130 10.100 10.202 10.124 12.145 10.792 10.958 11.338 11.122
MASE 1.190 1.182 1.194 1.169 1.520 1.283 1.325 1.365 1.360
OWA 0.894 0.890 0.899 0.886 1.106 0.958 0.981 1.012 1.001

Monthly
SMAPE 12.775 12.670 12.791 12.677 13.514 14.260 13.917 13.958 15.626
MASE 0.949 0.933 0.969 0.937 1.037 1.102 1.097 1.103 1.274
OWA 0.889 0.878 0.899 0.880 0.956 1.012 0.998 1.002 1.141

Others
SMAPE 5.075 4.891 5.061 4.925 6.709 4.954 6.302 5.485 7.186
MASE 3.378 3.302 3.216 3.391 4.953 3.264 4.064 3.865 4.677
OWA 1.067 1.035 1.040 1.053 1.487 1.036 1.304 1.187 1.494

Weighted
Average

SMAPE 11.906 11.829 11.927 11.851 13.639 12.840 12.780 12.909 13.961
MASE 1.613 1.585 1.613 1.599 2.095 1.701 1.756 1.771 1.945
OWA 0.861 0.851 0.861 0.855 1.051 0.918 0.930 0.939 1.023

Table 4: Performance of different methods in short-term forecasting. *. means the *former. Some results are based on the data
from TimesNet. The best results are indicated in bold, the second are underlined, and the third are italicized. Our average
forecasting performance ranks in the top 3 across metrics SMAPE, MASE and OWA.

BEATS (Oreshkin et al. 2019), DLinear, FEDformer, Non-
Stationary (Liu et al. 2022b), Autoformer and TCN.

Datasets and Baselines We use the M4 dataset (Makri-
dakis. 2018), which includes the yearly, quarterly, monthly,
weekly, daily and hourly market data. We follow the evalua-
tion framework used in TimesNet (Wu et al. 2022).

Main results The M4 data is univariate, so it’s not pos-
sible to perform convolution between sequences. However,
we retained the STCN and sequence-guided mask structures.
This is equivalent to setting the convolution kernel size be-
tween sequences to 1 in the SCN and using only single-
variable original inputs in the mask attention. We find that
this approach, which can be seen as a self-learning process
for the sequence, also provides additional information for
forecasting, achieving top 3 performance, close to the per-
formance of TimesNet (Table 4). It demonstrates the gener-
alization ability of our model in prediction tasks.

Models sTrans. Times iTrans. Light DLinear

SMD 84.09 85.81 79.14 82.53 77.10

MSL 79.18 85.15 78.38 78.95 84.88

SWaT 93.08 91.74 84.94 93.33 87.52

PSM 96.25 97.47 95.25 97.15 93.55

Avg 88.15 90.04 84.42 87.99 85.76

Table 5: F1-score (as %) of different models on anomaly de-
tection task. *. means the *former. Times means TimesNet.
Light means LightTS. The best results are indicated in bold,
the second are underlined.

Anomaly detection
Datasets and Baselines The datasets include SMD (Su
et al. 2019), MSL (Hundman et al. 2018), SWaT (Mathur
and Tippenhauer 2016) and PSM (Abdulaal, Liu, and
Lancewicki 2021). We also adopt the model evaluation
framework from TimesNet, calculating the F1-score for each
dataset. Four baseline models are include: TimesNet, iTrans-
former, LightTS (Zhang et al. 2022) and DLinear.

Main results In Table 5, our model achieves strong per-
formance across all datasets, obtaining the second best per-
formance on average F1-score. TimesNet highlights that dif-
ferent tasks require models to have distinct representational
abilities, and the representational requirements for time-
series forecasting and anomaly detection are similar. Our re-
sults provides additional evidence supporting the viewpoint.

Conclusion
In this paper, we study the current state and issues of existing
models in time-series forecasting. We propose sTransformer
that introduces the STCN module and SeqMask mechanism
to capture temporal and multivariate correlations as well as
global information representation. Our model combines the
strengths of various existing transformer-based models, in-
cluding strong local and global information representation
capabilities and high modular transferability. We conduct
experiments on widely used real-world datasets in long-term
time-series forecasting and achieve state-of-the-art perfor-
mance, establishing a new baseline. We conduct additional
experiments on short-term forecasting and anomaly detec-
tion tasks, achieving top 3 performance, which demonstrate
our model’s strong information extraction capabilities and
generalization ability across tasks for time-series data.
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