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Abstract: Common methods for matching multivariate time series such as the Euclid method and PCA method
have difficulties in taking advantage of the global shape of time series. The Euclid method is not robust, while the
PCA method is not suitable to deal with the small-scale multivariate time series. This paper proposes a pattern
matching method based on point distribution for multivariate time series, which is able to characterize the shape of
series. Local important points of a multivariate time series and their distribution are used to construct the pattern
vector. To match pattern of multivariate time series, the Euclid norm is used to measure the similarity between the
pattern vectors. The global shape characteristic is used in the method to match patterns of series. The results of
experiments show that it is easy to characterize the shape of multivariate time series with this method, with which
various scales can be dealt with in series data.
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Fig.1 Process of pattern matching for multivariate time series
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Fig.2 Illustration of multivariate time series
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SEEA N X[i-1:0+1,/-1:j+1].

73R ] PD,PCA Al Euclid 1X 3 77 08 AT BV L, I v S50R B (R R 2, W3R 2, DA IO HERRI (R B 2
PEAT B 7 AT SR AE B 0 AR AR G B0 R (B Ui o 0 A1 0.1 4%),PD J532 A0 Euclid 7572 k) b
IR B L PCA 52D AR 4 0 KR SRR G D0 1~ (LI IE ) 0.8 A1 0.9 55),PD J5 %A1 Euclid J5
TRPTRS R IRACHS L PCA T3 A28 22 e ol 3, S AR LRI 100%)i 76 3 FHBECULAC 5 00 1 (RIEIC 1 A0
BUREA S 5 ANAREA B 10 N AHALEEA),PD J7 75 M1 Buclid J7 75146 B (R K B 2 T PCA J7 2 R %43
AT BURE,PCA J7 VEAEAL BEAZ B A N A3 A B BEAL 10 45 51X R WY, 78 22 TN (8] 2 BN 1 100 T PCA
JHREATE — M E G AR I AL 5 7.

Table 2 Experimental results of LP1 dataset (N represents number, R represents ratio)

F2LPIHHRAEI S RN R MR FRHF)

PD PCA Euclid
Parameter k
1 5 10 1 5 10 1 5 10
e N R N R N R N R N R N R N R N R N R
0 12 014 | 4 0053 00329 0339 0105 006 (12 0144 005 3 0.03
0.1 0 0 0 0 2 002]0 0 0 0 6 007]0 0 0 0 4 0.05
0.2 0 0 5 006 |6 007]0 0 13 0153 0030 0 5 006 8 0.09
0.3 0 0 0 0 3 003]0 0 0 0 8 0090 0 0 0 5  0.06
0.4 0 0 5 006 |4 005]|0 0 10 0.11 {17 0.19 | 0 0 8 0.09( 7 0.08
0.5 0 0 0 0 2 002]0 0 0 0 22 02510 0 0 0 8 0.09
0.6 0 0 6 0076 0070 0 24 02719 0.10] 0 0 8 0.09 | 4 0.05
0.7 0 0 0 0 6 007]0 0 0 0 6 007]0 0 0 0 7 0.08
0.8 0 0 12 014 |9 010 ] 0 0 20 0237 008 0 0 14 0.16 | 6 0.07
0.9 0 0 0 0 2 002]0 0 0 0 4 0050 0 0 0 12 0.14
1 76 086 | 56 0.64 |45 051 |59 067 |12 014 | 1 001 |76 086 49 0.56 |24 027

B O BT SEAE 3 A ALPEBECULEC (5 D0 R,3 BRSO HERG R I, WAL 3. 88, PD JiAAN
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Euclid J7 V& MHERG W A5 5 T PCA Tk A8 3 B CUERC A &0 1, PD J7 VA M HERf T 28 80% /it
i PCA Pk RIVER AR I RAE LY 0 50% 2o A, M ARG PR v Affy o5 T 5 AN BE T A2 952 B I 1 7 SR Rt it — 2D 3R
W,PCA J7VEAEAL BN 2 TC I 18] FR A1 I, VR BRI AN S PD U7 VA AE VL IE H A AR BVREAS S B 22 (B I R 10
M, Buclid J7 ik I HER H 1 ERE 2978 65% /240 X i A PD J ik
Table 3 Accuracy expectations of LP1 datatset
#& 3 LP1 Bl im0 B0

Parameter k PD PCA Euclid
10 0.76 0.47 0.65
5 0.82 0.56 0.79
1 0.86 0.67 0.86

h T RSB AN [ 5 2 R S B8R AT TR B 32 ANFEAR IR 1p1_32(F LAt 22 JT it R) 7 51 FE AR 4B R
[ FH 7 3w 40), B B AREA R B3 3 R i AT AU SCUL e, 1) 2 Y A RIS 1 ARSI W R AR,
el s s PD 5 A B REAS, S NAEA p1_32 7ETBAR B B A ARK (AR B, 1T Euclid A1 PCA Wi F ;7
TP A3 2 0 45 RAETEAR 5 AFEAAS Bt R AOABLE, A ke, LD B SCR AN it PD k.

e COL1 o o I —
o 65.00 =l \ l

—15.00 52 Gl ) : =
> V1033 33.00— 7 T O T 567
—— 7 7567 COL2 6.00 433 267 100 1.00 EOL2
4.33 267 1001.00 5 L
coL3 : €Ok
Ipl_32 Ip1 31
(a) Inputted sample Ip1_32 (b) Result with the PD
(a) MIAFEAR Ip1_32 (b) PD JiZ: UL fie4h
COLI : Pi I COL1 : e
1201 — 69.00 ) PSS
150 41.67
YN e 14331
N i —1033 -19.00
—196=— N — ' 6.00
6100 433 267 4 100 COL2
coLs % 1.00 COL3
Ipl 25 Ipl 8
(c) Result with the PCA (d) Result with the Euclid
(c) PCA JjiE 1 ILAC 45 (d) Euclid J7 i VLT 25

Fig.5 Results of matching similar pattern for the LP1 dataset
K5 LP1 AUt fo 2

BEAR, 15 % 8K FH HoAth 4 70 AR AT S2 56, b 5 2 AN 45 1p2 A 5 RS, i HREA RN N 47
AN MG, FE B (B it collision to the right ZR) AN EOLA R 10 AN, 3 FIBATT B0 1 52568 T7 X s Al &
HEAT 5286, BT LAAE BEBRATTASR IS 2 AN 1B g 1p2; [ B, AR 3 1 5ol 4 1p3. AT TR A 26 4 A 7350
£8 1pd FIEE 5 AT HARAE 1pS BT S50, S TIIFEA SE A 117 ASF0 164 A, IE0E5 3l 3 28F0 5 28 o
B FRATIR G T 3 Pl ks g g5 S i v 2 WIS, D3R 4 RN S, ANTE 40 41 Hh LA IR MERf 2% 20 A 2. N
4k 5 nTLLE H,7E 3 FOBLECUCEC 5 60 R, PD J7 75N Buclid J5 VA MERG R IEE(E L PCA J5 ik 2 m, X it
— R PCA J5vEAE AR BN FIABEZ T I 8] 3 41 s, S R A e PD 5 . 6 4R, Buclid 5 2 (1 HEAf 2 1 2E A R
2 1oy 3K AW 2 B 7 A R /N FASE 22 ST I ) P 41 B, Tt SR T A R AR TR RS — A, DU) 0% 7 2 R0 1 1 R 4 (1) D T &
AR T VEAS R AL BE 22 POl R RE A, LA 3.2 719
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Table 4 Accuracy expectations of LP4 dataset Table 5 Accuracy expectations of LP5 dataset
F 4 LP4 A S e AR 0 &S5 LP5 Bl kR g
Parameter & PD PCA  Euclid Parameter & PD PCA  Euclid
10 0.85  0.63 0.74 10 0.54 0.4l 0.55
5 0.88  0.68 0.79 5 0.59 045 0.61
1 0.90 0.73 0.88 1 0.62 0.51 0.68

3.2 apanese VowelJV)E 3z

PD 759 AR ] LAKE A AR AN 7] () /NI 2 G 1) 5 81, B ATI 9 28 55 Japanese Vowel PSR HEAT 5256, %
Hell 5 T 22 JC IR 81 1) 2 5 R P G (R )1 57 B AT SE 36, % 80l 404 o 9 R8I 3k 270 AMFE
K AFANREARTH) G 12 A — T8 P40, I A BEAL T 7~29 X Ta] A, 2 /NI 1) 22 76 I ) 80 2% 8808 S FH 16 23
FER N X[i-1:0i+1,j—1: j+1].

IR ) 7% 51 B0 1R I 1) K R — 350, DAL Euclid A1 PCA J7 vEAS g b 3% 80 0. Bl 148 6 B 1% 1 PD k47
B PERC, vk SAH DL HERA %, R 6 FISR 7,0 A IHER AR B 2 AL AR08 7 28 A 350 9 A0, ATtk
PR AN RE AT 55, B AL SR AR L RE A, L Bl D IR 2R 0 1/9.1117K FH PD J5 VA A B i 5040 4 Ik, A ME iy 2 B 2
SR, KT 1/9. 03X M — D3R W PD J5 A AR B /INRASE 22 TG I 1] J3 41 I i LA R D 34 155 36 B R WH,PD U7
VAR [F] I AR ERFABAS 5] (1) 22 G N (] PP 41 B 4.

h T IS M B AN [) 7 25 RS2 56 25 R BRATTR T T 28 6 NREA AL A v 6(FiAth 22 SIS 1] e 51 B At R ] [+
Fls XA 48 ), B S ANAEAS, R L3 3 Bh 7 VA AT AR AR LA UE C. 51 288 1 S AR ABL IR 1 ANASE T 0 . (R A AR,
6 T8 PD 7L EIREA Gy 8) SHAREA jv_6 7E TR LA LA L IR AR B

Table 6 Experimental results of JV dataset (N represents number, R represents ratio)

26 IV EHA N LA RN R LR FOREER)

Parameter k PD PCA Euclid
1 5 10

e N R N R N R

0 125 0.46 28 0.10 9 0.03
0.1 0 0 0 0 23 0.09
0.2 0 0 53 0.20 34 0.13
0.3 0 0 0 0 39 0.14
0.4 0 0 57 0.21 41 0.15
0.5 0 0 0 0 30 0.11 - -
0.6 0 0 66 0.24 27 0.10
0.7 0 0 0 0 25 0.08
0.8 0 0 38 0.14 25 0.08
0.9 0 0 0 0 11 0.04

1 145 0.54 28 0.10 6 0.02

COL1
1.86
0.95
0.04 =
0.88 ) i 5
08— T 833
12.00 8.33 4.67 1.001-00
COL2 ' COL2
(a) Inputted sample jv_6 (b) Result with the PD, jv_8
(@) FAFER v 6 (b) PD J5iA UL e 4 2R jv_8

Fig.6 Results of matching similar pattern for JV dataset
K6 IV Hdls AR UL Aol R
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Table 7 Accuracy expectations of JV dataset

xT7 IV BRI R IR

Parameter k PD PCA Euclid
10 0.45 - -
5 0.49
1 0.54

3.3 EEGEE

PD J5 VEAEN KM 22 JC I 0] e ) HEAT AR BRI, % Buclid J7 ¥ 5 tH AE 1A B BCLF I R0, 3x L, Bl 151 2%
T EEG $i k47 52560 20 2 2 v I ] 256 Hz 1 B [ s 7 64 /3807 000 4 7 381) 110 — 2 3500, B8 e £ ok
U5 PP AR zalcoholic subjects F1 control subjects, —3E 7 122 AR E 19 B, 4 AR #4120 YOt 4 3¢
FUR SR T 0 2 A28 2 (1 2 DB, 0 5 49:c0220000364 FiT c02¢0000337,2 FFS 5, 3L 166 MEEAAEANE 51 RE
Ay 256x64 [ RIRE FE, & KRB 22 0 I (8] P A1)z s R 0 2 BB A0k X[i-16:i+16,j—4: j+4].

535K H PD,PCA HI Euclid X 3 By AT A0 UL T, FF v S0AH W 1R A 26, W3R 8, A I HEf e (R 7Y 2
PEAT KT AR TR R AE D) 0 /N A AT B 0 (B G 33U R 0 R 0.1 2%),PD J5 VA A PCA J7 V2 T R W)
U EE Euclid J77 220 1024 D) %8 KM A I 00 B (BLan BRUE 8 0.8 1 0.9 45),PD J7 51 PCA J5 ik
JITRE IS (R U L Buclid 5122 22 g ) b, e %00 1(ED 100%) R, 75 3 Flise X DT BE ) 4% ol T~ (RIEX 1 SRR
FEAC, 5 AMFHALKEA L 10 ANAHAUREAS),PD 7781 PCA J7 116 N 18] Y B0# 2 T+ Euclid J7 . I HER #2011 15
LK, PCA J7VEAE AL FAZ R SR I e 15 2 3R ARL 1) 45 51X 3R BH 70 22 S0 I 8] PP HRBRU S R IR L T (256%64
FrRBE),PCA J5 A2 — P A B UL T 77 5. 73 A0 PD 5 A AR BRAZE A A2 A T Buclid 7V

Table 8 Experimental results of EEG dataset (N represents number, R represents ratio)

#* 8 EEG MMk gi RN KM LR KR L)

P PD PCA Euclid
arameter k
1 5 10 1 5 10 1 5 10
e N R|N R|N R|N R |N R N R |N R |N R |N R
0 29 0.17(1 0.01|1 00125 0.15] 1 0.01 0 0 |31 0.19|5 0.03|1 0.01
0.1 0 0O(0 O ]0 O 0 0 0 0 1 001]0 0|0 0 |5 0.03
0.2 0 09 0058 0.05|0 0 2 0.01 1 001]0 0 [10 0.06|8 0.05
0.3 0 00 O0 |2 001]0 0 0 0 4 0.02] 0 0|0 0 |7 004
0.4 0 0 [18 0.11|8 0.05| 0 0 |15 0.09 6 0040 0 |18 0.11|7 0.04
0.5 0 0|0 O |8 005|0 0 0 0 10 0.06| 0 0|0 0 |15 0.09
0.6 0 0 (21 0.13|17 0.10]| O 0 |15 0.09 8 005]| 0 0 |26 0.16]|16 0.10
0.7 0 00 O |8 005|]0 0 0 0 20 0.12] 0 0|0 0 |12 0.07
0.8 0 0 (24 0.14]|15 0.09]| O 0 (33 020 ] 17 0.10] O 0 |30 0.18|18 0.11
0.9 0 0 [0 O |150.09]| 0 0 0 0 27 0.16] 0 0|0 0 |17 0.10
1 137 0.83]93 0.56(84 0.51 (141 0.85[100 0.60 | 72 0.43 |135 0.81|77 0.46|60 0.36

K k-1 48 T 104T 22 T (] PP 51 RS DL I, R 2 2 (8) 23 Tl TH 8. 3 ooy vk IR Al 26 20 A SR ) iR
2943 AT 3 Fh 5k I HE R R TR, 45 201 45 TR L3R 9.0LH PCA J7 V1A e afy R 01 32 (8 g =, PD 7 ik 11 HE
A R AR T PCA J73,1f0 Buclid J7 25 (A 2 T S8 (B A0 T HT P A 5 V5. PD 5 V& 1) HE I 2 1 8 (i A8 7T

80%LA |, iX KB PD J5 At Ab BEHUAS 1K) 22 TG N [H]

Table 9  Accuracy expectations of EEG dataset J7 BB AT LU B AR HIAN ] PCA J5iE AT
F* 9 EEG Hdls (RIS W B (H & b Ul W AN 6] 5 ik S B 0 R, FRAT SR
Parameter k PD PCA Euclid c02¢0000337 ':F' H/‘] ﬁ 47 /I\ *i 2'-( . iﬂ j‘j

s 05 08 ot C02c0000337_47(3 A 2 76 8 [ 41 4 ¢ 2 5K i )
1 084 08 0.8l i 77 2 i 40), FR A KA, R Bk 3 Moy vk AT

AU A DL FE. A1 28 HY e AU 1 AR B 1 (1
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FEA, B 7 i zs PD AN PCA PRI R4 BRI AEAS, 5 5 AFEA Co2¢0000337_47 721K B A HAT RO AH UL,
iy Buclid J5 2 B 45 2 45 RAER LS5 AREAA 46 [ AR, D, 3G DG E 28R AN Wi i k32 22
TCI 1)y 91 R P DR AR i R 2 T i oA RO QAR 7 RES AR g3t 20 i1 22 eI (1] P 71 PR P IR AR A

COL1 COL1 L N
61
24+
L4 -12
2 2 gory THe o
88 11 1
COL2 COL2
C02c0000337_47 C02c0000337_43
(a) Inputted sample Co2a0000364_47 (b) Result with the PD

(a) HAFEA C02a0000364 47 (b) PD J7 ¥k IR UL R &5 4

64
43
) \’ 22 COL3
COL2 COL2 !
C02¢0000337_6 C02a0000364 40
(c) Result with the PCA (d) Result with the Euclid
(c) PCA T VLR ILRC & 2R (d) Buclid 777 HIILAC S, SR

Fig.7 Results of matching similar pattern for EEG dataset

%17 EEG #udfs (A BB IL o 45 2R

BN AEREAT N RS2 TN TF) e SR CUL RGN, PD 5 95 e 88 A7 250 220 1 L 22 0 e A1 1K) TR R AIE, HL g 4k 31
LRI 7 51 B dh . 1X 2 PCA J7VEN Euclid J7 30T AN K I¥. A PD 7 ik vk S B R G 2B R M T 2
TCIN 18] 7 B RIAE A i (R 8 V20 A R AL SRR AT TR 220 10, S A B A 4 R R 20 I T AR AIE. X 3 st 2 DL e 7y
TR B AR 10, BB 7R o ARBIE B e i Ak PR ) B A 3 AN A xS Bk 3 FhOvERE T T
TELH RIS LE.

Table 10 Comparison of pattern matching methods
10 BRI 6 E

Methods PD PCA Euclid
Patter description Important points Principal component Original data
Similarity measure Fractile Cosine Euclid

B.e able to deal Wlt}.l Be able to deal with Data scale must
Data scale multi-scale data, especially

small-scale data large-scale data be same

4 FHILSRE

A5 UG P 2 I T P S 4T 9 P (10 B 22— 52 22 o 1) e 410 RO UL E 9 U SR B SRIR IR A ST
FEARRFAE AR SE S22 70 I 1] 2 7 (R 2, O 388t 38 1 s oA R A1 PR 337 T3 2 RAR AL 2 2 T R AT 45 K
DEC. 25 32 RE % A7 2t Z0imi 1 22 oI 1] 3 SR AR U AL AE — € R B2 _EANSZ 22 JT N [ SR/ (1 2.
FATHTHR ) PD T30S /N L) 22 0 I 18] 2 81 AT B DG ME BAT B PR 1 RE, ) BE L8 KR (1 22 JTin [ > 47
(F) 4 R REAY I T PCA J57%, IR, i %5 PD J572: 1 PCA J5 9 1A 4% 1 A 34, 3 3 — Pl (¥ 7510 LA A5 Ak 3545 o R A5
INESINIEIIAR L€ TRES E P e a (N w2 T SR (H Y
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