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Abstract 

In contemporary scientific research, understanding the distinction between correlation 

and causation is crucial. While correlation is a widely used analytical standard, it does 

not inherently imply causation. This paper addresses the potential for misinterpretation 

in relying solely on correlation, especially in the context of nonlinear dynamics. Despite 

the rapid development of various correlation research methodologies, including 

machine learning, the exploration into mining causal correlations between variables 

remains ongoing. Empirical Dynamic Modeling (EDM) emerges as a data-driven 

framework for modeling dynamic systems, distinguishing itself by eschewing 

traditional formulaic methods in data analysis. Instead, it reconstructs dynamic system 

behavior directly from time series data. The fundamental premise of EDM is that 

dynamic systems can be conceptualized as processes where a set of states, governed by 

specific rules, evolve over time in a high-dimensional space. By reconstructing these 

evolving states, dynamic systems can be effectively modeled. Using EDM, this paper 

explores the detection of causal relationships between variables within dynamic 

systems through their time series data. It posits that if variable X causes variable Y (X 

⇒ Y), then the information about X is inherent in Y and can be extracted from Y's data. 

This study begins by examining the dialectical relationship between correlation and 

causation, emphasizing that correlation does not equate to causation, and the absence 

of correlation does not necessarily indicate a lack of causation. It then delves into the 

core principles of causality detection based on EDM, tracing the historical evolution of 

key concepts such as Takens' Embedding Theorem, the Simplex Projection algorithm, 

and the Convergent Cross Mapping algorithm. Further, the paper discusses 

advancements in EDM theory and its practical applications in causal detection. Finally, 

it offers insights into the prospective future trends in causal detection research based on 

EDM. 

 



1. Introduction 

Correlation is a crucial analytical criterion in contemporary scientific research. 

Researchers across various fields, including ecology and epidemiology, often focus on 

uncovering Correlation relationships between variables [1]. However, the rise of 

awareness regarding non-linear dynamics, especially in real-world scenarios and 

ecosystems, highlights a limitation: sole reliance on correlation for inference can lead 

to misleading conclusions. Phenomena such as "spurious correlations" and "illusory 

correlations" demonstrate that relationships in dynamic systems can unpredictably 

change. A positive correlation between two variables might become negative over time, 

indicating the instability of conclusions based only on correlation. This situation calls 

for a more reliable standard in scientific research [2]. 

As Berkeley articulated in his work A treatise concerning the principles of human 

knowledge, the simultaneous occurrence of events does not necessarily imply a causal 

relationship, implying that correlation does not equate to causation [3,4]. The famous 

Song dynasty poet Su Xun's line "月晕而风，础润而雨" (When there's a lunar halo, 

there will be wind; when the cornerstone is moist, there will be rain), illustrates this 

point. While lunar halos and rainy weather may appear highly correlated, the former 

does not cause the wind, and moist cornerstones do not directly lead to rainfall. Despite 

their strong association, there is no direct causal link between them. Traditional 

approaches to causal analysis involve methods like controlled experiments, such as 

randomized double-blind trials in medicine and AB testing in the IT industry. However, 

due to ethical, legal, or practical constraints, the controlled variable method may not be 

applicable in all scenarios [5]. 

In the realm of causal research, Turing Award laureate Professor Pearl has divided 

causal analysis into three tiers: the first tier investigates "association," the second tier 



examines "intervention," and the third tier delves into "counterfactual reasoning." 

Traditional machine learning algorithms, including deep learning, are positioned within 

the first tier, employing statistical methods for computation. While these algorithms 

demonstrate robust capabilities in correlation analysis, they fall short in explaining the 

underlying causal mechanisms driving the relationship between two variables [5]. For 

instance, deep learning methods can accurately model the relationship between surface 

soil temperature and temperature at a depth of 10cm. However, they cannot discern 

whether surface soil temperature drives changes in the 10cm depth temperature or vice 

versa [6]. Compared to correlation, causality rigorously distinguishes between "cause" 

variables and "effect" variables, playing an indispensable role in revealing mechanisms 

underlying phenomena [7]. 

Currently, research based on correlation, including many machine learning 

algorithms, is advancing rapidly, while investigations into causal relationships between 

variables are still in the exploratory stage [8,9]. Scholars such as Professor Pearl argued 

that causal research should be built upon an understanding of system processes and the 

construction of interpretable causal graph models, as causality cannot be precisely 

detected solely through data [5]. However, constructing causal graphs requires a deep 

understanding of the complex mechanisms behind system interactions, necessitating 

precise, intricate, and domain-specific knowledge representation. Some dynamic 

systems, typified by natural systems, exhibit openness, randomness, and complexity. 

They display typical non-linearity and chaotic characteristics, influenced by various 

factors that change over time. Consequently, constructing causal graphs is a formidable 

challenge [10]. Therefore, inferring causal relationships from observational time-series 

data in a model-free manner is a valuable research direction [11]. 

Empirical Dynamic Modeling (EDM) is a data-driven dynamic system modeling 

framework that distinguishes itself by eschewing the formalized methods typical in 



traditional data analysis, focusing solely on reconstructing the behavior of dynamic 

systems from time series data [12]. EDM is a vital research methodology for causal 

analysis of complex systems, with wide applications in fields such as ecology, finance, 

meteorology, medicine, and chemistry. 

This paper primarily conducts a systematic review of causal detection research 

based on EDM. The subsequent sections of this paper are organized as follows: Section 

2 analyzes the dialectical relationship between correlation and causality; Section 3 

introduces the developmental history and core concepts of causal detection using EDM; 

Section 4 presents some improved methods proposed by scholars to address some 

different problems; Section 5 discusses practical applications based on EDM in fields 

like ecology, finance, and medicine; Section 6 outlines future development trends; and 

Section 7 concludes the entire paper. 

2. Correlation and Causality 

In everyday language, the terms dependency, association, and correlation are often 

used interchangeably. However, from a scientific perspective, dependency and 

association have similar meanings but differ in significance from correlation [3]. 

Association (dependency) represents a prevalent relationship, indicating that one 

variable provides information about another. Correlation is a more specific concept in 

statistics, referring to situations where two variables exhibit increasing or decreasing 

trends together. It is typically measured using Pearson correlation coefficients or 

Spearman correlation coefficients. While causality has a relationship with association 

(dependency), there is no inherent connection between correlation and causality. 

2.1 Correlation ≠ Causality 

The concept that "correlation does not imply causation" has had a profound impact 

since the 17th century [13]. As noted by the renowned American scientist Herbert 



Simon, even in the first course in statistics, the slogan “Correlation is no proof of 

causation!” is imprinted firmly in the mind of the aspiring statistician or social scientist 

[14]. The regularities or correlations observed between two events or processes are 

neither a sufficient nor a necessary condition for the existence of a causal relationship 

between them. Scholars from various fields often sum up the relationship between the 

two as "establishing meaningful correlations is one thing, making the leap from 

correlation to causation is another" [15]. 

While there is still no universally accepted rigorous definition of causality in the 

academic community [16], many scholars continue to misunderstand correlation as 

causation. Correlation can occur without causation, leading to what is known as 

"spurious correlation," which is a statistical phenomenon where two variables exhibit a 

high correlation coefficient despite lacking a causal relationship [17]. The reasons for 

this phenomenon typically fall into three categories: mathematical, methodological, and 

causal structure. Much research focuses on "spurious correlation" resulting from causal 

structure, which can be explained by a simple model involving two independent 

samples driven by the same external factor. 

For instance, based on empirical experience, there is a highly reliable correlation 

between barometric pressure readings and the occurrence of storms. However, this does 

not mean that low barometric pressure readings cause storms or that storms cause low 

barometric pressure readings. When a causal structure diagram is drawn, it becomes 

evident that there is a "latent factor" driving both occurrences simultaneously, as 

depicted in Figure 1. This latent factor is referred to as a confounding variable [18]. 

Therefore, even though there is no direct interaction between the two events, they 

exhibit a strong statistical correlation. 



 

Fig. 1 Spurious correlation due to causal structure 

The Moran Effect in ecology is indeed a classic scenario where "spurious 

correlation" may exist [19]. Ecological systems are typically driven by external 

environmental variables such as precipitation and temperature. Many species share 

similar environments, which can lead to behavioral correlations and synchrony among 

non-interacting species, as depicted in Figure 2. Although there may be a strong 

correlation between two populations, there is no direct causal relationship between 

them. 

 

Fig. 2 Moran Effect in ecology 

This underlying causal structure indeed results in "spurious correlation" between 

the two variables, and traditional statistical methods often struggle to detect the 

presence of a third-party latent factor. Andrew Ward suggests that while knowledge of 

spurious correlation may have practical value, its utility depends on understanding the 

causal structure behind the correlation [17].  



In practice, relying too heavily on conclusions drawn from the correlation between 

variables can often lead to mere coincidental findings. For example, a study by 

Radoslaw and colleagues examining residents of different floors in Swiss buildings 

found that residents living on the eighth floor or higher had reduced risks of 

cardiovascular diseases, cancer, and respiratory system diseases compared to those on 

lower floors [20]. However, drawing the conclusion that "living on higher floors 

reduces the risk of diseases" based solely on this correlation would be unreasonable. 

Therefore, in scientific research, relying solely on correlation for analysis has certain 

limitations. 

2.2 No Correlation ≠ No Causation 

Just as correlation does not imply causation, the absence of correlation does not 

necessarily mean there is no causal relationship. Besides the "spurious correlation" 

discussed earlier, in fields like ecology, when using traditional correlation statistical 

analyses, many true interactions may remain invisible. In dynamic systems, two 

variables that interact with each other nonlinearly may exhibit periodic changes in their 

correlation patterns, including positive correlation, negative correlation, or no 

correlation at different times, which can pose challenges to traditional statistical 

analysis [2]. 

For instance, in the Baltic Sea, the correlation between the populations of fish and 

zooplankton varies over time, sometimes showing positive coupling, sometimes 

negative coupling, and sometimes being completely uncorrelated. Ecologists, such as 

George Sugihara, refer to this phenomenon as "mirage correlations," signifying that the 

correlation between two interacting variables can change or disappear with shifts in the 

state of the dynamic system. For example, in the Lorenz butterfly attractor, two 

variables exhibit completely opposite correlations on different wings [21]. This state-



dependent behavior is a hallmark of complex nonlinear systems and is prevalent in the 

natural world. 

Not only in complex systems like those found in nature but even in simple nonlinear 

systems, "mirage correlations" can be observed. For instance, consider the following 

coupled difference equations: 

𝑋𝑡+1 = 3.8𝑋𝑡 (1 − 𝑋𝑡) − 0.02𝑋𝑡𝑌𝑡 

𝑌𝑡+1 = 3.8𝑌𝑡 (1 − 𝑌𝑡) − 0.08𝑌𝑡𝑋𝑡 

Assuming initial values for X and Y as 0.2 and 0.5, respectively, analyzing the time 

series data of these two variables yields the results shown in Figure 3. The Pearson 

correlation coefficient 𝑟  in three-time intervals [60,70], [260,270], and [840,850] is 

0.84, -0.01, and -0.93, respectively, indicating positive correlation, no correlation, and 

negative correlation characteristics. Despite this system being deterministic and known, 

it lacks a fixed correlation indicator for long-term description. 

 

 

Fig. 3 Examples of Mirage Correlations 



3. Empirical Dynamic Modeling Theory 

EDM theory is a data-driven dynamic system modeling framework proposed by 

Professor Sugihara et al at the University of California, which was published in a paper 

in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences (PNAS) in 2015 [12]. The 

most significant feature of EDM is the abandonment of the formalized methods 

commonly used in traditional data analysis and instead reconstructing the behavior of 

dynamic systems solely from time series data. Researchers applied EDM in a data-

driven manner to predict the population sizes of Fraser River salmon, Pacific sardines, 

and Atlantic menhaden in 2014. The predictions achieved by EDM were more accurate 

than any previous modeling methods. In the same year, a review article by Donald and 

colleagues was published in PNAS, highly praising EDM theory. They believed that 

with the improvement of computational capabilities, data-driven modeling methods had 

the potential to change the dominance of traditional model equations in the study of 

dynamic systems and open a new research approach for analyzing complex dynamic 

systems [22]. 

EDM initially originated and was applied in ecology and later expanded to fields 

such as finance, chemistry, agriculture, and industry. Before EDM was introduced, 

many scientific fields approximated real-world situations using model equations to 

explain historical observations and predict future values. In most cases, these equations 

were based on prior knowledge, and the process of refining prior knowledge was highly 

complex. Additionally, the nonlinear nature of dynamic systems made traditional model 

equations highly sensitive to structure and parameters. As the system's state changed, 

model parameters also continuously changed, leading to the phenomenon of overfitting. 

Consequently, fully parameterizing the model was nearly impossible, and accurate 

predictions of the future were challenging [12]. On the other hand, nonlinearity and 



dynamics are prevalent in complex systems, suggesting that traditional linear methods 

such as principal component analysis, k-means clustering, and various regression 

algorithms are not suitable. These linear methods primarily rely on correlations for 

analysis. Therefore, for dynamic systems composed of variables with nonlinear 

interactions, although correlations may be implicit in heuristic thinking, they are 

fundamentally incorrect as an approach. 

The core of EDM theory is the Takens' Embedding Theorem [23], a mathematical 

theory that reconstructs the strange attractor of a dynamic system from time series data. 

This method was originally developed by Takens and subsequently extended by other 

researchers [24]. EDM encompasses a series of nonlinear methods based on State Space 

Reconstruction (SSR), also known as delay-coordinate embedding [25]. SSR originates 

from the idea of non-separability in nonlinear systems, which means that the entire 

dynamical information of the system can be obtained from a single variable [16]. In 

EDM, these methods do not use any model equations but instead reconstruct the 

behavior of dynamic systems from time series data, inferring patterns and associations 

from the data without relying on model equations, making them highly flexible. These 

methods can describe fundamental properties of dynamic systems, including 

complexity, predictability, and nonlinearity, and identify causal relationships between 

variables in the system. 

The logic of EDM is based on the following fact: dynamic systems can be described 

as a set of states evolving in a high-dimensional space driven by certain underlying 

rules over time. The process of the evolution of these states can be captured by 

reconstructing the states evolving over time. This high-dimensional space is often 

referred to as the attractor manifold M. The motion of the attractor manifold M can be 

projected onto the coordinate axes corresponding to specific variables, forming time 

series for those variables. Therefore, any continuous set of observations of the system's 



state can be described as a time series. When enough time series data is collected, it 

becomes possible to reconstruct the system's dynamical behavior in the high-

dimensional space. 

For instance, let's assume we know that the dynamics of soil are influenced by soil 

temperature (x), soil moisture (y), and soil microbial activity (z). By plotting time series 

related to soil temperature, soil moisture, and soil microbial activity along the X, Y, and 

Z axes in a 3D state space, the original soil dynamics can be reconstructed [26]. Over 

time, these three variables trace the trajectory of the system's state changes, providing 

an intuitive view of how the system evolves over time, as shown in Figure 4. The 

trajectories of variables will track a 3D attractor manifold M in three-dimensional phase 

space over time. At any moment t, M reflects a set of differential equations that generate 

a strange attractor, and points on M tend to converge towards it. The instantaneous states 

of the soil system can all be described using points on the attractor manifold M. 

 

Fig. 4 State space reconstruction in soil dynamic system 

In practical situations, if the fundamental equations governing the original attractor 

manifold M are known, then it becomes relatively straightforward to characterize the 

complexity, nonlinearity, and causal relationships among variables in the dynamic 

system. For example, in the earlier example of the coupled difference equations, the 



complexity of the system can be described as 2, and there are bidirectional causal 

relationships between the two variables. However, in many cases, the differential 

equations governing M are unknown, and some variables may be challenging to 

quantify. For instance, the microbial activity in a soil system may be difficult to measure. 

 

Fig. 5 reconstruction of dynamic system through the single variable lagged 

coordinates 

To address this issue, it is possible to use a single, sufficiently long time series of 

an observable variable X (such as temperature or moisture) to reconstruct the properties 

of the original attractor manifold M. This is because, if X is a projection of M in one 

direction, the Takens' theorem states that the entire deterministic development of the 

dynamic system can be reconstructed using the lag of a single variable X, as shown in 

Figure 5. Let's assume that the original time series of the variable X is {𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, … }. 

You can create a time series for X(t) by taking a segment of the time series: 

X(𝑡) = {𝑥𝑡 , 𝑥𝑡−1𝜏, 𝑥𝑡−2𝜏, … , 𝑥𝑡−(𝐸−1)𝜏} 

Here, the length of the sequence is E, which represents the embedding dimension. 

Different instances of X(t) can form an E-dimensional attractor manifold 𝑀𝑥 , 

commonly referred to as the shadow manifold. Each X(t) represents a state point on 𝑀𝑥, 

and the geometric distribution properties of these points reflect the complex nonlinear 

interactions implicit in the time series. The optimal value of the embedding dimension 

E can be estimated using algorithms such as the simplex projection method. It is not 



necessary for the reconstructed dimension E of 𝑀𝑥 to be the same as that of M. 

In mathematics, 𝑀𝑥  and the original M are diffeomorphic, preserving properties 

such as Lyapunov exponents, entropy, unstable periodic orbits, and other nonlinear 

dynamic characteristics. The local neighborhoods of points in 𝑀𝑥  map to local 

neighborhoods of the original M, and based on topological invariance, 𝑀𝑥 retains the 

fundamental features of the original manifold M. 

3.1 Takens' Embedding Theorem 

The Takens' Embedding Theorem originated from early research on chaotic motion. 

Since the discovery of chaotic motion by American atmospheric scientist Lorenz in 

1963, the analysis of chaotic phenomena has emerged in almost all scientific disciplines, 

demonstrating that many phenomena in the natural world are nonlinear. In 1980, 

Packard and his colleagues proposed a delay-coordinate method that uses scalar time 

series data to reconstruct strange attractors, which had a profound impact on subsequent 

research. 

The Takens' Embedding Theorem states that each variable contains information 

about all other variables, allowing the study of a system using only a single time series. 

The method involves representing the time-delay coordinates of a single variable as a 

representation of the other variables. Simultaneously, each variable can be considered 

as a projection of the system's state onto a specific coordinate axis. This means that the 

time series of each variable represents the projection of the system's dynamics onto a 

specific axis, and thus, the time series of each variable contains information about the 

original system's dynamics. 

State space reconstruction involves reconstructing a state space equivalent to the 

original system dynamics from a one-dimensional time series of a single variable using 

a delay time τ and an embedding dimension E. These parameters are crucial in the 



reconstruction process. If the absolute value of the delay time τ is too small, 𝑥𝑡 and 

𝑥𝑡−1𝜏 will be very close numerically, indicating strong correlation, and the embedding 

coordinates will essentially express the same information linearly. If the absolute value 

of τ is too large, it can lead to drastic changes in the system's dynamic characteristics 

due to the butterfly effect. Therefore, the choice of τ should ensure that 𝑥𝑡 and 𝑥𝑡−1𝜏 

are mutually independent while maintaining some statistical significance in their 

differences. Many researchers have conducted studies on the numerical selection of τ, 

but in practical EDM analysis, when the system data collection is not oversampled, τ is 

typically set to 1. The optimal choice of embedding dimension E has also been explored 

by many researchers. In EDM analysis, it is generally estimated using algorithms such 

as Simplex Projection. 

3.2 Simplex Projection Algorithm 

The Simplex Projection Algorithm, based on the reconstruction of the phase space 

from historical time-series data, is a method employed for short-term forecasting of 

chaotic dynamical systems. It is an equation-free prediction technique rooted in the 

concept of phase space reconstruction [33]. The underlying principle of this method is 

that when predicting the future behavior of a dynamic system based on past time series, 

optimal forecasting results are obtained by considering neighboring points [34]. This 

approach allows us to estimate the embedding dimension E of the attractor manifold M 

formed by the time series data. Furthermore, the value of E in the context of EDM can 

characterize the complexity of the dynamical system and can also be defined as the 

number of variables required for reconstructing the attractor. 

Due to the presence of the "butterfly effect", chaotic motion exhibits long-term 

unpredictability. However, in the short term, when deterministic patterns govern the 

system, the trajectory of the system remains confined, making chaos predictable over 



short horizons. If the time delay τ is relatively small, it is possible, in principle, to 

assume that points within the neighborhood will remain in proximity after time τ. 

Leveraging this neighborhood property, the Simplex Projection Algorithm estimates the 

prediction target through projection operators derived from the evolution of the simplex. 

This algorithm obviates the need to construct complex models, relying instead on 

historical data sequences for prediction and thereby circumventing the introduction of 

subjective factors inherent in modeling. 

According to Takens' Embedding Theorem, the dynamical characteristics of a 

system can be reconstructed from the time series of a single variable, such as the time-

delayed sequence {𝑥𝑡 , 𝑥𝑡−1𝜏, … , 𝑥𝑡−(𝐸−1)𝜏} . During the reconstruction process, the 

choice of E is flexible; it need not be identical to the complexity of the original system 

(often referred to as the dimension of the attractor) D, nor does it need to match the 

number of interacting variables. In the aforementioned soil example, the assumed 

number of system variables is 3, while in the coupled equation example, the formula 

yields a variable count of 2. Nevertheless, E has an upper limit [35], and Whitney 

mathematically proved that E < 2D + 1. In most practical scenarios, the value of E 

(representing the complexity of the system) is not known a priori and requires 

estimation. Determining the embedding dimension E is generally the primary step in 

EDM analysis [36]. 

When employing the Simplex Projection Algorithm for time series analysis, akin to 

certain machine learning algorithms, data is typically partitioned into two sets: a 

training set, denoted as X, used for attractor reconstruction, and a prediction set, 

denoted as Y, employed to evaluate the prediction skill of the reconstruction model. 

Here, 𝑥𝑡1
 represents the time series value at time 𝑡1 within the training set, where 

an E-dimensional state point X𝑡𝑖
= {𝑥𝑡𝑖

, 𝑥𝑡𝑖−𝜏, … , 𝑥𝑡𝑖−(𝐸−1)𝜏
}  can be formed from E 

sequential values. In the prediction phase, the same dimensionality E is applied to 



process the time series data within the prediction set. For a point Y𝑡𝑘
=

{𝑦𝑡𝑘
, 𝑦𝑡𝑘−𝜏, … , 𝑦𝑡𝑘−(𝐸−1)𝜏

}, the Euclidean distances between Y𝑡𝑘
 and all points X𝑡𝑖

 on the 

reconstructed attractor in the state space are computed. Assuming X(1) is the nearest 

neighbor through this calculation, X(2) is the second nearest neighbor, and so forth, up 

to X(𝐸+1), different weights are assigned to these E+1 nearest neighbors relative to Y𝑡𝑘
. 

These weights 𝑊(𝑖) for point X(𝑖) can be expressed as: 

𝑊(𝑖) = 𝑒
−

𝑑(Y𝑡𝑘
,X(𝑖))

𝑑(Y𝑡𝑘
,X(1))/ ∑ 𝑒

−
𝑑(Y𝑡𝑘

,X(𝑖))

𝑑(Y𝑡𝑘
,X(1))

𝐸+1

1

 

In topology, these E+1 neighboring points can form a minimal polygon, known as 

a simplex, that encloses the prediction point Y𝑡𝑘
. Therefore, in the Simplex Projection 

Algorithm, the number of nearest neighbors is generally chosen to be E+1. The next 

time point for these E+1 points, denoted as 𝜙(X(1))，…𝜙(X(𝐸+1)), is calculated as the 

manifold evolves over time. Predictions for Y𝑡𝑘+1 can be made, with Y𝑡𝑘+1 = 𝜙(Y𝑡𝑘
), 

and the weighted average of these E+1 points yields the prediction value �̂�𝑡𝑘+1. 

�̂�𝑡𝑘+1 = ∑ 𝑊(𝑖)𝜙(X(𝑖))  

𝐸+1

𝑖=1

 

In the original algorithm, short-term predictions for future points with different time 

delays 𝑇𝑝 can be made, with larger 𝑇𝑝 values resulting in poorer prediction performance. 

In EDM analysis, 𝑇𝑝 is typically set to 1, and prediction performance is evaluated solely 

by comparing the correlation coefficient 𝜌, mean absolute error (MAE), mean squared 

error (MSE), and similar metrics between Y𝑡𝑘+1 and �̂�𝑡𝑘+1. If the time series length is 

limited, leave-one-out cross-validation can be utilized, employing one point as the test 

set while using the remainder as the training set to maximize the utility of limited data. 

Consequently, even in cases of limited time series data, the Simplex Projection 

Algorithm can yield favorable results [33]. 

By varying the value of E, different levels of predictive performance can be 



computed, with the optimal embedding dimension E corresponding to the highest 

predictive accuracy. The Simplex Projection Algorithm has demonstrated effective 

predictive performance in the analysis of human disease data, ocean physics, and 

biological datasets [37]. It serves as a foundational algorithm within EDM theory, with 

some scholars extending it from single-variable embedding to multi-variable 

embedding and multi-view embedding, thereby enhancing its prediction skill and 

practicality [38,39]. Sugihara et al. further extended nearest neighbors from points to 

all points on the manifold, resulting in the S-map algorithm, widely applied in nonlinear 

system identification [40]. The concept of prediction through neighboring points on 

attractor manifolds has profoundly influenced the development of EDM theory [41,42]. 

3.3 Convergent Cross Mapping Algorithm 

Nobel laureate Granger introduced a framework for detecting causal relationships 

based on predictiveness rather than correlation in 1969 [5]. This framework, generally 

referred to as Granger Causality (GC), assesses causal relationships in time series data 

by evaluating predictive capabilities. It assumes separability within the system, 

meaning that causes can be distinguished from effects, and that a variable can be 

directly removed from the system. If the predictive performance of variable X on 

variable Y diminishes after removing variable X, it is inferred that variable X contains 

information that enhances the prediction of variable Y, thereby identifying variable X 

as the cause of variable Y. GC is feasible in systems exhibiting separability [43] and has 

seen significant success in fields like economics. However, GC is not suitable for 

dynamic systems [44] since separability is a characteristic of purely random and linear 

systems, while dynamic systems may involve interactions among variables, lack 

separability, and often intertwine causal mechanisms within the same time series, as 

demonstrated in section 2.2 with coupled difference equations. In experiments, the 



predation intensity of peacock fish on fruit flies or worms depends on which predator 

type is more abundant. Thus, the predation switching behavior demonstrates a nonlinear 

state-dependency, making it impossible to directly remove worms from the system. 

In 2012, Sugihara et al. from the University of California introduced the Convergent 

Cross Mapping (CCM) algorithm for causal detection in dynamic systems' time series 

data, published in Science [2]. CCM builds upon the work of numerous predecessors 

[45,46,47] and is based on the core idea that if variable X is the cause of variable Y (X 

⇒ Y), then information from variable X must be implicitly contained in variable Y and 

can be recovered from variable Y. 

One of the characteristics of dynamic systems is the presence of nonlinear 

interactions among variables, leading to chaotic phenomena, and often exhibiting non-

separable, weak to moderate coupling among variables, rendering GC ineffective for 

causal detection. Addressing this issue, CCM assesses the strength of the causal 

relationship in the X ⇒ Y direction (i.e., X causing Y) based on the extent to which 

variable Y can be reliably inferred from variable X. CCM is a data-driven approach that 

does not rely on any equations or prior knowledge but infers causal relationships 

directly from the time series of variables. Researchers have tested CCM using real 

ocean data, analyzing the causal relationships among sardine abundance, northern 

anchovy abundance, and sea surface temperature (SST) near the coast of California, 

demonstrating the effectiveness of this data-driven causal detection method [2]. CCM 

is not contradictory to GC but serves as a complement in the context of nonlinear 

dynamic systems [48]. GC is suitable for purely random systems, whereas nonlinear 

dynamic systems are deterministic and not entirely random, with underlying rules 

(attractor manifolds) governing the system's evolution. In the theory of dynamical 

systems, if two time series variables originate from the same dynamical system, they 

exhibit causal associations and share an attractor manifold M, indicating that one 



variable can be used to identify the state of another variable. 

For example, in a predator-prey model where there is a causal relationship with 

mutual interactions between both (predator ⇔ prey), it is possible not only to recover 

information about the prey from the predator's time series but also to recover 

information about the predator from the prey's time series. In many practical scenarios, 

causality is unidirectional. Assuming an environmental variable I is a random 

environmental driver for the population count P (I ⇒ P), it is possible to estimate I-

related information from P but not vice versa. For instance, sea surface temperature 

(SST) can affect fish abundance, while fish abundance does not influence SST. 

Therefore, the time series of fish abundance can estimate the time series of SST, but the 

reverse is not true. 

CCM detects the X ⇒ Y causal relationship by accurately estimating the historical 

time series of variable X based on the historical time series of variable Y, a measure 

that can be mathematically quantified as prediction skill 𝜌. It is typically described by 

the correlation coefficient between predicted values and actual values. To maintain a 

positive interpretation, the square of the correlation coefficient [49] or other metrics 

like MAE and RMSE [50] can sometimes be used. The greater the prediction skill 𝜌, 

the stronger the causal relationship. When a causal relationship exists, as the length of 

the variable's time series L increases, this prediction skill gradually increases and 

converges toward a stable value. 

The computational process of CCM bears a striking resemblance to the Simplex 

Projection Algorithm. Assuming the time series of variable Y is {𝑦1, 𝑦2, … 𝑦}, and the 

time series of variable X is {𝑥1, 𝑥2, … 𝑥𝐿}. By reconstructing the attractor manifold 𝑀𝑦 

for variable Y with time delays and applying the Simplex Projection Algorithm to 

determine the optimal embedding dimension E, the state point on 𝑀𝑦 at time t can be 

represented as Y𝑡 = {𝑦𝑡, 𝑦𝑡−𝜏, … , 𝑦𝑡−(𝐸−1)𝜏} . Based on the reconstructed 𝑀𝑦 , a 



prediction can be made for 𝑥𝑡, denoted as 𝑥�̂�|𝑀𝑦. Identifying E+1 neighboring points 

on 𝑀𝑦  corresponding to Y𝑡  at different times 𝑡(1) , 𝑡(1) … 𝑡(𝐸 + 1) , and considering 

the Euclidean distances between these points and Y𝑡, weights 𝑊𝑖 are assigned using the 

previously mentioned weight formula. Finally, the prediction of 𝑥�̂� can be expressed as: 

𝑥�̂�|𝑀𝑦 = ∑ 𝑊𝑖

𝐸+1

𝑖=1

𝑥𝑡(𝑖) 

In cases where the time series length L is sufficiently long, and in the absence of 

noise, the ideal scenario results in the value of 𝑥�̂�|𝑀𝑦 converging to the true value 𝑥𝑡, 

at which 𝜌 tends to equal 1. This convergence phenomenon is a mathematical principle. 

CCM detects causality based on prediction skill, sharing similarities with the 

Simplex Projection Algorithm. However, while the Simplex Projection Algorithm 

fundamentally predicts future values (i.e., the dynamics of the system), CCM estimates 

the mutually implied information between variables and does not predict the system's 

evolutionary rules. This distinction allows CCM to avoid information loss caused by 

chaotic phenomena. 

3.3.1 Bidirectional Causality 

Bidirectional causality refers to a causal relationship between two variables (X ⇔ 

Y) where they interact with each other, and this is a primary case discussed under the 

Takens Embedding Theorem. When variables are mutually coupled, they exhibit 

convergence phenomena in both directions within CCM. 

The Takens' Embedding Theorem demonstrates that the dynamical characteristics 

of a system can be recovered from the time-delayed time series of a single variable. The 

evolution trajectories and state points of all variables contained in a system constitute 

the original attractor manifold M. Suppose the system contains two variables, X and Y, 

with a causal relationship involving mutual interaction between X and Y. The 



reconstructed attractor manifolds, separately based on the time delays of X and Y, are 

denoted as 𝑀𝑥  and 𝑀𝑦 . The three manifolds, M, 𝑀𝑥 , and 𝑀𝑦 , are differentiable 

homeomorphic, preserving topological invariance [36], and there is a one-to-one 

mapping relationship between state points on these three manifolds. 

 

Fig. 6 The state points have a 1-1 mapping relationship between the three manifolds 

As the length of the time series used for reconstruction (L) increases, the density of 

the reconstructed attractor manifolds also increases, the attractor trajectories become 

clearer, and the accuracy of predictions based on neighboring points improves, leading 

to the convergence of prediction skill 𝜌 to a stable value. Convergence is a necessary 

condition for the presence of causality and a key attribute distinguishing causality from 

correlation, indicating a positive correlation between L and prediction skill 𝜌 . To 

illustrate this convergence, one can randomly extract different lengths L from the time 

series to reconstruct the state space and calculate 𝜌  for various L values, with the 

minimum L equal to the system's embedding dimension and the maximum L equal to 

the length of the entire collected time series. In the case of a deterministic system 

without noise, as L tends to infinity, 𝜌 approaches 1. However, in practical applications, 

the attractor manifold M constructed from time series data is only a low-dimensional 

approximation of the true system. Convergence will be constrained by observation 

errors, process noise, and the length of the collected sequences [51]. Prediction skill 𝜌 



typically converges to a stable value less than 1. Moreover, a higher prediction skill 𝜌 

indicates a stronger causal relationship in that direction. 

Taking the example of the coupled difference equations from section 2.2, even 

though there exists bidirectional causality between X and Y, the causal relationship in 

the X ⇒ Y direction is stronger based on the parameters. When analyzed using CCM, 

both directions show convergence trends, but the prediction skill 𝜌  for the X ⇒ Y 

direction is higher, as illustrated in Figure 7. 

 

Fig. 7 CCM convergence of bidirectional coupling 

3.3.2 Unidirectional Causality 

In many practical cases, the causal relationship between two variables is not 

bidirectional but unidirectional, where only a single causal direction X ⇒ Y exists, 

meaning that variable X affects Y, while Y has no influence on X. This often occurs 

when X is an external environmental variable. In such cases, information flows in one 

direction, and it is possible to extract information about X from Y but not vice versa, 

which contrasts with the approach of Granger causality (GC). 

In this scenario, the information flow is unidirectional. 𝑀𝑦 is an effective shadow 

manifold that is differentiable homeomorphic with the original M and contains 



information about both Y and X. On the other hand, 𝑀𝑥 contains information about X 

only and lacks information about Y, resulting in a lack of one-to-one mapping between 

state points on 𝑀𝑦 and M [52]. When using CCM for analysis in this direction, there is 

no convergence of prediction skill 𝜌, and the prediction skill 𝜌 obtained in the non-

causal direction Y ⇒ X is smaller than the correct causal direction X ⇒ Y. 

To illustrate this, consider modifying the coupled difference equations from section 

2.2 to have a unidirectional causal relationship, removing the causal connection in the 

X ⇒ Y direction, and then performing the CCM analysis. The experimental results, as 

shown in Figure 8, reveal that there is no convergence in the X ⇒ Y direction, indicating 

the absence of causality in that direction. However, in the Y ⇒ X direction, there is a 

clear convergence phenomenon, indicating the presence of a causal relationship in that 

direction. 

𝑋𝑡+1 = 3.8𝑋𝑡(1 − 𝑋𝑡) − 0.02𝑋𝑡𝑌𝑡  

𝑌𝑡+1 = 3.8𝑌𝑡 (1 − 𝑌𝑡) − 0.08𝑌𝑡 

 

Fig. 8 CCM convergence of unidirectional coupling 

A typical example of a unidirectional causal relationship is the analysis conducted 

by Sugihara et al. using CCM to investigate the relationship between sardine abundance, 

anchovy abundance, and sea surface temperature (SST) [2]. Based on the convergence 

of the experimental results' curves, it was found that SST has a clear causal relationship 



with both fish populations, sardines and anchovies. However, there is no causal 

relationship between the two fish populations themselves, nor do they have a causal 

relationship with SST. These findings align with common knowledge and intuition. 

3.3.3 Complex Network Relationships 

Due to the complexity of natural environments, systems often involve not only 

causal relationships between two variables but also complex network relationships. 

These causal networks share similarities with the Structural Causal Models (SCMs) 

proposed by Professor Pearl but are primarily used for analyzing time series data, 

whereas SCMs are mainly used to analyze large sets of statistically unordered data [18]. 

For instance, consider the Moran effect in an ecological system, as shown in Figure 

2, where two populations, A and B, do not interact with each other but are both 

influenced by a common environmental variable, Z. In SCM, this can be represented as 

a fork structure, indicating that A and B are conditionally independent given Z. If Z is 

not deterministic, then A and B exhibit dependence. However, regardless of the 

situation, there is no cross-convergence phenomenon between A and B because there is 

no causal relationship between the two variables. This demonstrates that CCM can 

distinguish causality from correlation. On the other hand, there is convergence in the Z 

⇒ A and Z ⇒ B directions, as information about the environmental variable Z can be 

recovered from either variable A or B. 

 

Fig. 9 Direct causality and indirect causality 

When analyzing the causal network of complex systems using CCM, causal 

relationships have transitivity. For example, if foxes prey on rabbits and rabbits eat 

grass simultaneously, there is a transitive causal relationship between foxes and grass. 

In other words, if X ⇒ Y and Y ⇒ Z, it implies X ⇒ Z, and if X ⇔ Y and Y ⇔ Z, it 



implies X ⇔ Z. Transitivity simplifies the analysis of complex network relationships 

using CCM. 

4. Improvement methods 

Since the inception of causal inference methods based on the EDM, numerous 

scholars have proposed several enhanced approaches. These enhancements 

predominantly focus on four key aspects: the consideration of time delays, the 

evaluation of predictive ability using the 𝜌 criterion, improvements in the reconstitution 

of manifold structures using the M method, and the judicious introduction of noise. 

4.1 Consideration of Time Delays 

Although the Convergent Cross Mapping (CCM) algorithm has been successfully 

applied in causal identification for various dynamic systems, Sugihara et al. observed 

an anomaly wherein a notably strong unidirectional causal relationship, denoted as X 

⇒ Y, led to a phenomenon referred to as 'synchronization.' In this scenario, the state of 

the response variable Y is controlled by the state of the driving variable X, causing the 

entire system to 'collapse' under the influence of the driving variable X [53]. Despite Y 

having no causal impact on X, information about X can be obtained through Y, resulting 

in cross-convergence in both directions [26]. Consequently, CCM fails to accurately 

identify bidirectional causality and the 'synchronization' phenomenon induced by 

strong unidirectional driving [54]. 

Addressing this issue, Hao Ye et al. proposed an extended CCM algorithm [54], 

commonly referred to as ECCM, which stands as one of the most significant CCM 

enhancements. Following the general principles of causality, causal associations do not 

occur instantaneously; causes precede effects. By introducing different time delays and 

evaluating them based on the 𝜌  criterion for optimal predictive ability, ECCM can 

ascertain whether there exists a time delay in the driving variable's influence on the 

response variable. It also possesses a degree of discriminative capability for both direct 

and indirect causal relationships. In cases of strong unidirectional driving leading to 

synchronization (assuming causal relationship X ⇒ Y), this method detects negative 

lag in the true causal direction X ⇒ Y and positive lag in the Y ⇒ X direction. This 

differentiation is attributed to the response variable Y being better suited for predicting 

the historical values of the driving variable X, while the driving variable X is more 



suitable for predicting the future values of the response variable Y. ECCM thus 

distinguishes bidirectional causal relationships from the 'synchronization' phenomenon. 

To address the computational complexity associated with ECCM, Ge et al. 

introduced a novel SW-ECCM algorithm. Building upon ECCM, this algorithm 

incorporates a sliding window technique, offering more intuitive and detailed insights 

into causal relationships and their strengths under different time delays. This 

enhancement enhances the practical value of causal identification in real-world 

applications [55]. 

4.2 Enhancement of Predictive Assessment Criteria 

When the length of a time series, denoted as L, is relatively short, Convergent 

Cross Mapping (CCM) exhibits suboptimal convergence. In response to this challenge, 

Huanfei et al. introduced a causal detection method specifically tailored for short-term 

time series, known as CMS. CMS assesses causal relationships by measuring the 

smoothness of cross-graphs between two variables. This approach integrates neural 

networks to capture cross-mapping features around points on attractor manifolds, 

without relying on global information. Consequently, it yields effective causal detection 

results even with limited data volume [56]. 

Huanfei et al. proposed a novel CME evaluation score for CCM, designed to assess 

predictive capability 𝜌  by constructing a distance matrix between actual values and 

predicted values. This method not only enhances the accuracy and robustness of causal 

detection but also serves as a tool for identifying time delays between variable values 

in dynamic systems [57]. 

Daniel et al. conducted research revealing that the mapping expansion between 

reconstructed attractor manifolds, denoted as 𝑀𝑖 , for different variables not only 

reflects the strength of directional coupling but also reflects the dependency of the 

system's time-varying states. Building upon this insight, Daniel et al. introduced a novel 

causal relationship index, providing a new metric for assessing the strength of causal 

relationships [58]. 

Although the Estimated Dynamic Model (EDM) is a non-equation-based 

modeling method, it involves parameters such as time delay τ and embedding 

dimension E when reconstructing attractor manifolds. Wang et al. proposed an 

enhanced CCM method to address parameter selection and threshold determination 



issues during attractor manifold reconstruction. This method is grounded in the pseudo 

nearest-neighbor theory to determine the optimal embedding dimension E and employs 

Monte Carlo simulations to evaluate convergence thresholds [59]. 

To address the issue of noise interference in causal prediction in certain scenarios, 

Emiliano et al. introduced a more robust RCCM method. This method relies on time-

guided decision scores and more rigorous cross-mapping skill scores, combining CCM 

with information geometric causal inference methods. It is employed to resolve strong 

transient variable couplings and mitigate CCM's sensitivity to noise [60]. 

4.3 Advancements in Manifold Reconstruction Methods 

James et al. observed instances in which CCM yielded conclusions inconsistent 

with intuitive notions of causality [49], often dependent on underlying system 

parameters. To address this, they proposed an enhancement known as PAI, introducing 

the concept of multivariate embedding into CCM [38]. Here, state points are defined as 

X𝑡𝑖
= {𝑥𝑡𝑖

, … , 𝑥𝑡𝑖−(𝐸−1)𝜏
, 𝑦𝑡𝑖

}, jointly estimating the value of �̂� from the time series of 

variables X and Y. This innovation enhances the practicality of the CCM method. 

Cummins et al. established a precise mathematical theoretical model for causal 

analysis within CCM and improved it using continuity testing algorithms, aligning it 

more closely with the underlying mathematical theory [43]. Clark et al., recognizing 

the challenge of working with short time series in certain ecological systems, integrated 

CCM with dewdrop regression and employed Bootstrapping techniques for attractor 

manifold reconstruction, thus enhancing causal relationship detection from limited time 

series data [61]. 

To maximize the utility of limited data for attractor manifold reconstruction, Anna 

et al. introduced a hybrid prediction method based on state-space reconstruction for 

causal inference. This approach shifts from separately reconstructing 𝑀𝑥 and 𝑀𝑦using 

the time series of X and Y to jointly reconstructing the attractor manifold 𝑀𝑥+𝑦  for 

prediction [62]. 

Causality possesses transitivity, and direct causal relationships reflect the intrinsic 

mechanisms underlying phenomena. Siyang et al. proposed a partial cross-mapping 

method called PCM. By reconstructing the state manifolds 𝑀𝑥, 𝑀𝑦, and 𝑀𝑧 using the 

time series of X, Y, and Z, respectively, and employing cross-graphs, PCM 

distinguishes direct causality X ⇒ Z from indirect causality X ⇒ Y ⇒ Z. Therefore, 



PCM can differentiate between direct and indirect causality in complex dynamical 

systems [63]. 

Traditional EDM attractor manifold reconstruction M assumes that sample points 

are uniformly distributed over time. However, in practical applications, data is often 

irregularly sampled, which can impact the reconstruction process. Bethany et al. 

introduced an improved method that accommodates variable time intervals by 

incorporating the time intervals of sample points into the left-lagged embedding process 

[64]. 

4.4 Rational Noise Injection 

It is commonly held that the presence of noise in data can adversely affect the 

accuracy of analysis. However, a counterintuitive phenomenon exists in dynamic 

systems. Jiang et al., based on empirical data and model studies of nonlinear ecological 

systems, discovered that noise can counterintuitively enhance the capacity for 

directional causal detection. They found that judiciously injecting asymmetric noise 

into time series can improve the underlying reconstruction characteristics of dynamic 

systems [65]. In the same year, Dan et al. also identified situations in which the CCM 

algorithm produced erroneous conclusions, manifesting as the inability of the predictive 

capability 𝜌  to exhibit a convergent trend [51]. The presence of noise in dynamic 

systems reduces CCM's predictive capability, and the convergence value is negatively 

correlated with the strength of noise. Therefore, Dan et al. argue that the rational control 

of noise injection can lead to more precise causal inference. 

5. Practical Application 

5.1 Ecological Field 

The EDM theory was initially applied in the field of ecology and has seen the 

widest adoption in ecological research. This is because ecosystems align with the 

Takens embedding theorem as deterministic dynamic systems. The stability of 

ecological systems leads to relatively stable internal causal relationships. In the absence 

of external influences, interactions among species do not undergo significant changes. 

In addition to the causal analysis between fish population and SST mentioned 

earlier, Sugihara et al. also employed CCM to detect causal relationships in predator-



prey systems through the analysis of time series data. Their research revealed 

asymmetric bidirectional causal relationships between predators and prey [2]. Kazutaka 

et al. analyzed the dynamic causal interactions in insect community food chains [66]. 

McGowan et al. studied the dynamics of coastal phytoplankton in California, showing 

that irregularities in these phytoplankton populations were not random but resulted 

from nonlinear population dynamics driven by external stochastic factors [67]. Ye et al. 

investigated the nonlinear causal relationship between water level fluctuations and 

phytoplankton biomass in reservoirs [68]. Masayuki et al. conducted a twelve-year 

study on the historical data of marine fish communities in the Otsuchi Bay of Japan, 

constructing a dynamic interaction causal network. Their experimental results indicated 

weak interactions and minor population fluctuations in the summer ecosystem [69]. 

Cao et al. explored the causal relationships between temperature and soil moisture at 

different depths during the summer and winter seasons, mathematically describing the 

causal networks among various factors in different soil depths [6]. 

Chang et al. constructed causal networks for sixteen globally distributed 

ecosystems to gain further insights into biodiversity in aquatic ecosystems, focusing on 

critical factors and pathways related to species diversity [70]. Kanehiro utilized the 

CCM method to investigate deciduous leaf fall in tropical evergreen rainforest 

ecosystems, revealing that temperature was the primary driving force behind leaf fall 

[71]. Haiyun et al. studied the propagation of droughts, with a specific focus on the 

causal relationships between meteorological droughts and hydrological droughts, as 

well as the time lag involved in drought propagation [72]. Doi et al. used the CCM 

method to analyze the causal effects of seafloor particulate organic carbon and 

temperature on marine species richness, providing insights into deep-water circulation 

processes [73]. 

5.2 Financial Field 

In contrast to ecological systems, financial systems are more volatile due to factors 

such as human disturbances [74], making it challenging to identify long-term stable 

causal relationships within them. However, financial time series exhibit long memory, 

making the use of data-driven approaches suitable for describing dynamic behavior in 

economic and financial systems [75]. 



Huffaker et al. utilized the CCM method to study the dynamic causal relationship 

between beer promotions and sales volume. Experimental results revealed a nonlinear 

coupling between the two, indicating bidirectional causality. Beer promotions 

significantly influenced sales volume, while sales volume also had a long-term impact 

on promotional decisions [76]. Azqueta conducted research on the causal relationship 

between news media narratives and cryptocurrency prices. The experimental findings 

indicated a strong bidirectional causal relationship between the two [77]. Ge et al. 

applied their proposed SW-ECCM algorithm to the financial system, investigating the 

causal relationships among returns on indices such as the Dow Jones Industrial Average 

and the Shenzhen Composite Index in both the Chinese and American stock markets. 

Researchers found that causality in stock markets is time-varying and highly dependent 

on unpredictable political events. These studies contribute to a deeper understanding of 

time-varying causal relationships in the Chinese and American stock markets [55]. 

5.3 Meteorological Field 

Meteorological systems share similarities with ecological systems, but they exhibit 

broader influences, often subjected to global or even extraterrestrial factors. 

Consequently, they exhibit higher dimensions and prominent chaotic characteristics 

[78]. 

Tsonis et al. analyzed the causal relationship between galactic cosmic rays and 

annual variations in global temperatures. The experimental results suggested that, in the 

long term, there is no strong causal association between galactic cosmic rays and global 

temperature changes, resolving a long-standing controversy in the academic 

community [79]. Wang et al. employed CCM to study the sensitivity of the carbon cycle 

to tropical temperature changes [80], analyzing the causal relationship between the 

growth rate of atmospheric carbon dioxide and annual average surface temperatures. 

Egbert et al. studied the nonlinear features of climate dynamics, analyzing the causal 

relationship between temperature changes and greenhouse gas concentrations [81]. 

Wang et al. analyzed the causal relationship between soil moisture in the mid-low 

latitudes of the Northern Hemisphere and precipitation, elucidating the strength and 

time lag of soil moisture's impact on precipitation [82]. Huang et al. addressed the high-

dimensional and chaotic nature of atmospheric systems by proposing a time-delayed 

CCM to detect causality in the complex coupling between the troposphere and 



stratosphere, analyzing causal chains triggered by polar vortex activity [83]. Zhang et 

al. used CCM to analyze the causal relationships and feedback effects between the 

Siberian High, winter surface temperatures, and the North Hemisphere circulation 

pattern in the Northeast Asia region, offering insights into the analysis of seasonal 

climate variations [84]. 

5.4 Medical Field 

The EDM theory also holds significant application value in the medical field, 

where complex physiological processes within the human body and the spread of 

various diseases can be viewed as dynamic systems. The nonlinear, dynamic, and 

chaotic long time-series data provide rich scenarios for causal detection using EDM 

[79]. 

Heskamp et al. applied the CCM method to assess cerebral autoregulation based 

on time-series data of arterial blood pressure and cerebral blood flow velocity, which 

has significant practical value for bedside monitoring [85]. Joseph et al. employed the 

CCM method to develop novel biomarkers to distinguish between normal aging, mild 

cognitive impairment, and early Alzheimer's disease, capturing biological activity 

characteristic changes caused by cognitive deficits [86]. Ethan et al. used the CCM 

method to study global environmental drivers and critical thresholds for influenza 

outbreaks through epidemiological time series data, revealing that absolute humidity 

and temperature are contributing factors to global influenza outbreaks [87]. Martin et 

al. investigated human cardiovascular time series data using nonlinear methods, 

providing important insights into complex physiological interactions such as 

cardiorespiratory coupling and neuro-cardiac coupling [88]. Ajay et al. studied the 

causal mechanisms within the human cardiovascular-postural-musculoskeletal system, 

holding potential clinical utility in detecting falls among the elderly [5]. The 

transmission of infectious diseases involves complex dynamic processes that are 

challenging to test with fitted models. Cobey et al. analyzed historical data to examine 

the causal relationships between infectious diseases such as childhood polio, mumps, 

chickenpox, and whooping cough [90]. Ma et al. studied hospital admission records for 

cardiovascular diseases in Hong Kong and long-term historical air pollution data, 

revealing the major air pollutants responsible for the diseases and uncovering hidden 

time delays [57]. 



5.5 Other Applications 

Dynamic systems with time-varying internal couplings are prevalent in the natural 

world. While the complete control equations for these systems are often unknown, there 

is typically a dominant element [91]. Amir et al. applied CCM to identify the dominant 

elements in complex coupled dynamic systems, providing valuable insights for the 

application of CCM in various dynamic fields. 

In chemical processes, identifying the causes of faults and disturbances is crucial 

for enhancing safety. The complex, dynamic, and nonlinear interactions among various 

substances in chemical processes provide scenarios for EDM analysis. Luo et al. 

employed an improved CCM method to determine the paths and time delays of 

disturbance propagation in the Tennessee-Eastman chemical process [92]. Wang et al. 

studied the causal relationships among various temperature parameters during the 

reaction process in hydrocracking processes [59]. Xiang et al. proposed a causal 

analysis multi-view embedding method to predict trends in key parameters of chemical 

processes using small datasets, thereby enhancing production safety [93]. 

6. Research Outlook 

Causal detection based on empirical dynamic modeling (EDM) has become an 

important research direction in the field of causal analysis. Further research in this 

direction primarily includes the following aspects: 

(1) While the application of causal analysis theory based on EDM has been widely 

adopted in various research fields, it fundamentally remains a method based on pure 

mathematical principles. It lacks physical explanations for specific processes. Future 

research should focus on improving the interpretability of this method, particularly the 

trends in predictive capability 𝜌. Integrating this method with structural causal models 

could be a vital direction. 

(2) Various studies have indicated that this method is more applicable in systems 

with fewer variables. Over long-term historical processes, dynamic systems continually 

evolve, making modeling less stable when there are more variables. Traditional state 

space reconstruction theories struggle to capture the underlying patterns in time series 

data, such as the changes in fish populations over time, where the same region in 2015 

may differ significantly from that in 1950. Combining this method with time series 



analysis in machine learning to explore the inherent patterns in evolving time series 

data presents substantial research potential. 

(3) Due to the fundamental reliance on state space reconstruction theory, this 

method requires long time series data for predictive capability to converge. However, 

obtaining extended data is challenging due to various factors such as data collection, 

experimentation, and technology. Improving effectiveness in small-sample data 

through data generation and enhanced sampling methods holds theoretical and practical 

significance. 

(4) When data sparsely covers the state space, resulting in significant data gaps or 

irregular sampling, this method's causal detection performance deteriorates. State space 

reconstruction theory assumes that sample points are evenly distributed over time, with 

a fixed sampling delay time τ. Irregular data collection and sampling, a common 

occurrence in fields like ecology, medicine, and atmospheric sciences, pose a challenge. 

Research is needed to enhance causal detection capabilities in the presence of data gaps 

and improve the effectiveness of state space reconstruction. 

(5) While some methods can distinguish between indirect and direct causal 

relationships in complex systems, they demand substantial data and are constrained by 

multiple factors, resulting in suboptimal practical outcomes. So far, no systematic and 

comprehensive method has been developed to address this issue effectively, leaving 

significant room for future research in this field. 

7. Conclusion 

Understanding the interactions among variables in complex systems is essential 

for comprehending the mechanisms governing system behavior. Causal detection based 

on empirical dynamic modeling (EDM) is a crucial method for the analysis of complex 

systems. This article first examined the dialectical relationship between correlation and 

causation, comprehensively introduced the core concepts of causal detection based on 

EDM, discussed some improvements in EDM theory, practical causal detection 

applications, and identified some current issues. Finally, it presented future 

development trends in this field. 

 

 



References 

[1] Adler J, Parmryd I. Quantifying colocalization by correlation: the Pearson 

correlation coefficient is superior to the Mander's overlap coefficient[J]. 

Cytometry Part A, 2010, 77(8): 733-742.  

[2] Sugihara G, May R, Ye H, et al. Detecting causality in complex ecosystems[J]. 

science, 2012, 338(6106): 496-500.  

[3] Altman N, Krzywinski M. Points of Significance: Association, correlation and 

causation[J]. Nature methods, 2015, 12(10). 

[4] Berkeley, George. A treatise concerning the principles of human knowledge. JB 

Lippincott & Company, 1881. 

[5] Pearl J, Mackenzie D. The book of why: the new science of cause and effect[M]. 

Basic books, 2018. 

[6] Cao Z, Mu S, Xu L, et al. Causal Research on Soil Temperature and Moisture 

Content at Different Depths[J]. IEEE Access, 2021, 9: 39077-39088. 

[7] Pearl J. Theoretical impediments to machine learning with seven sparks from the 

causal revolution[J]. arXiv preprint arXiv:1801.04016, 2018.  

[8] Granger C W J. Investigating causal relations by econometric models and cross-

spectral methods[J]. Econometrica: journal of the Econometric Society, 1969: 

424-438. 

[9] Pearl J. Causal inference in statistics: An overview[J]. Statistics surveys, 2009, 3: 

96-146.  

[10] Lindegren M, Checkley D M, Rouyer T, et al. Climate, fishing, and fluctuations of 

sardine and anchovy in the California Current[J]. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences, 2013, 110(33): 13672-13677.  

[11] Park J, Pao G M, Sugihara G, et al. Empirical mode modeling[J]. Nonlinear 

Dynamics, 2022: 1-14.  

[12] Ye H, Beamish R J, Glaser S M, et al. Equation-free mechanistic ecosystem 

forecasting using empirical dynamic modeling[J]. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences, 2015, 112(13): E1569-E1576.  

[13] Pagano R R. Understanding statistics in the behavioral sciences[M]. Cengage 

Learning, 2012. 

[14] Simon H A. Spurious correlation: A causal interpretation[J]. Journal of the 

American statistical Association, 1954, 49(267): 467-479. 



[15] GUO F, TIAN L W. Correlation and causality  [J].National Medical Journal of 

China,2019(10):790-795. (in Chinese) 

[16] Ma H, Leng S, Chen L. Data-based prediction and causality inference of nonlinear 

dynamics[J]. Science China Mathematics, 2018, 61(3): 403-420. 

[17] Ward A. Spurious correlations and causal inferences[J]. Erkenntnis, 2013, 78(3): 

699-712.  

[18] Glymour M, Pearl J, Jewell N P. Causal inference in statistics: A primer[M]. John 

Wiley & Sons, 2016.  

[19] Moran P A P. The statistical analysis of the Canadian lynx cycle[J]. Australian 

Journal of Zoology, 1953, 1(3): 291-298.  

[20] Panczak R, Galobardes B, Spoerri A, et al. High life in the sky? Mortality by floor 

of residence in Switzerland[J]. European journal of epidemiology, 2013, 28(6): 

453-462.  

[21] Lorenz E N. Deterministic nonperiodic flow[J]. Journal of atmospheric sciences, 

1963, 20(2): 130-141.  

[22] DeAngelis D L, Yurek S. Equation-free modeling unravels the behavior of complex 

ecological systems[J]. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 2015, 

112(13): 3856-3857.  

[23] Takens F. Detecting strange attractors in turbulence[M]//Dynamical systems and 

turbulence, Warwick 1980. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1981: 366-381.  

[24] Deyle E R, Sugihara G. Generalized theorems for nonlinear state space 

reconstruction[J]. Plos one, 2011, 6(3): e18295.  

[25] Kantz H, Schreiber T. Nonlinear time series analysis[M]. Cambridge university 

press, 2004.  

[26] Brunton S L, Proctor J L, Kutz J N. Discovering governing equations from data by 

sparse identification of nonlinear dynamical systems[J]. Proceedings of the 

national academy of sciences, 2016, 113(15): 3932-3937. 

[27] Strogatz S H. Nonlinear dynamics and chaos: with applications to physics, biology, 

chemistry, and engineering[M]. CRC press, 2018.  

[28] Ascioti F A, Beltrami E, Carroll T O, et al. Is there chaos in plankton dynamics?[J]. 

Journal of Plankton Research, 1993, 15(6): 603-617.  

[29] Packard N H, Crutchfield J P, Farmer J D, et al. Geometry from a time series[J]. 

Physical review letters, 1980, 45(9): 712.  



[30] Liebert W, Schuster H G. Proper choice of the time delay for the analysis of chaotic 

time series[J]. Physics Letters A, 1989, 142(2-3): 107-111.  

[31] Pecora L M, Moniz L, Nichols J, et al. A unified approach to attractor 

reconstruction[J]. Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 2007, 

17(1): 013110.  

[32] Kennel M B, Brown R, Abarbanel H D I. Determining embedding dimension for 

phase-space reconstruction using a geometrical construction[J]. Physical review 

A, 1992, 45(6): 3403.  

[33] Sugihara G, May R M. Nonlinear forecasting as a way of distinguishing chaos 

from measurement error in time series[J]. Nature, 1990, 344(6268): 734-741. 

[34] Farmer J D, Sidorowich J J. Predicting chaotic time series[J]. Physical review 

letters, 1987, 59(8): 845. 

[35] Whitney H. Differentiable manifolds[J]. Annals of Mathematics, 1936: 645-680.  

[36] Chang C W, Ushio M, Hsieh C. Empirical dynamic modeling for beginners[J]. 

Ecological research, 2017, 32(6): 785-796.  

[37] Hsieh C, Glaser S M, Lucas A J, et al. Distinguishing random environmental 

fluctuations from ecological catastrophes for the North Pacific Ocean[J]. Nature, 

2005, 435(7040): 336-340. 

[38] Dixon P A, Milicich M J, Sugihara G. Episodic fluctuations in larval supply[J]. 

Science, 1999, 283(5407): 1528-1530.  

[39] Ye H, Sugihara G. Information leverage in interconnected ecosystems: 

Overcoming the curse of dimensionality[J]. Science, 2016, 353(6302): 922-925. 

[40] Sugihara G. Nonlinear forecasting for the classification of natural time series[J]. 

Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series A: Physical and 

Engineering Sciences, 1994, 348(1688): 477-495.  

[41] Krakovská A, Jakubík J. Implementation of two causal methods based on 

predictions in reconstructed state spaces[J]. Physical Review E, 2020, 102(2): 

022203.  

[42] Ma H, Leng S, Aihara K, et al. Randomly distributed embedding making short-

term high-dimensional data predictable[J]. Proceedings of the National Academy 

of Sciences, 2018, 115(43): E9994-E10002.  

[43] Cummins B, Gedeon T, Spendlove K. On the efficacy of state space reconstruction 

methods in determining causality[J]. SIAM Journal on Applied Dynamical 

Systems, 2015, 14(1): 335-381.  



[44] Arnold A, Liu Y, Abe N. Temporal causal modeling with graphical granger 

methods[C]//Proceedings of the 13th ACM SIGKDD international conference on 

Knowledge discovery and data mining. 2007: 66-75.  

[45] Le Van Quyen M, Martinerie J, Adam C, et al. Nonlinear analyses of interictal 

EEG map the brain interdependences in human focal epilepsy[J]. Physica D: 

Nonlinear Phenomena, 1999, 127(3-4): 250-266.  

[46] David O, Guillemain I, Saillet S, et al. Identifying neural drivers with functional 

MRI: an electrophysiological validation[J]. PLoS biology, 2008, 6(12): e315.  

[47] Hlaváčková-Schindler K, Paluš M, Vejmelka M, et al. Causality detection based 

on information-theoretic approaches in time series analysis[J]. Physics Reports, 

2007, 441(1): 1-46.  

[48] Paluš M, Krakovská A, Jakubík J, et al. Causality, dynamical systems and the arrow 

of time[J]. Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 2018, 28(7): 

075307.  

[49] McCracken J M, Weigel R S. Convergent cross-mapping and pairwise asymmetric 

inference[J]. Physical Review E, 2014, 90(6): 062903.  

[50] Hsieh C, Ohman M D. Biological responses to environmental forcing: the linear 

tracking window hypothesis[J]. Ecology, 2006, 87(8): 1932-1938.  

[51] Mønster D, Fusaroli R, Tylén K, et al. Causal inference from noisy time-series 

data—testing the convergent cross-mapping algorithm in the presence of noise and 

external influence[J]. Future Generation Computer Systems, 2017, 73: 52-62.  

[52] Schiff S J, So P, Chang T, et al. Detecting dynamical interdependence and 

generalized synchrony through mutual prediction in a neural ensemble[J]. Physical 

Review E, 1996, 54(6): 6708.  

[53] Coufal D, Jakubík J, Jajcay N, et al. Detection of coupling delay: A problem not 

yet solved[J]. Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 2017, 

27(8): 083109.  

[54] Ye H, Deyle E R, Gilarranz L J, et al. Distinguishing time-delayed causal 

interactions using convergent cross mapping[J]. Scientific reports, 2015, 5(1): 1-

9.  

[55] Ge X, Lin A. Dynamic causality analysis using overlapped sliding windows based 

on the extended convergent cross-mapping[J]. Nonlinear Dynamics, 2021, 104(2): 

1753-1765.  



[56] Ma H, Aihara K, Chen L. Detecting causality from nonlinear dynamics with short-

term time series[J]. Scientific reports, 2014, 4(1): 1-10. 

[57] Ma H, Leng S, Tao C, et al. Detection of time delays and directional interactions 

based on time series from complex dynamical systems[J]. Physical Review E, 

2017, 96(1): 012221.  

[58] Harnack D, Laminski E, Schünemann M, et al. Topological causality in dynamical 

systems[J]. Physical review letters, 2017, 119(9): 098301.  

[59] Wang Y, Hu F, Cao Y, et al. Improved CCM for variable causality detection in 

complex systems[J]. Control Engineering Practice, 2019, 83: 67-82.  

[60] Díaz E, Adsuara J E, Martínez Á M, et al. Inferring causal relations from 

observational long-term carbon and water fluxes records[J]. Scientific Reports, 

2022, 12(1): 1-12. 

[61] Clark A T, Ye H, Isbell F, et al. Spatial convergent cross mapping to detect causal 

relationships from short time series[J]. Ecology, 2015, 96(5): 1174-1181. 

[62] Krakovská A, Hanzely F. Testing for causality in reconstructed state spaces by an 

optimized mixed prediction method[J]. Physical Review E, 2016, 94(5): 052203.  

[63] Leng S, Ma H, Kurths J, et al. Partial cross mapping eliminates indirect causal 

influences[J]. Nature communications, 2020, 11(1): 1-9.  

[64] Johnson B, Munch S B. An empirical dynamic modeling framework for missing 

or irregular samples[J]. Ecological Modelling, 2022, 468: 109948.  

[65] Jiang J J, Huang Z G, Huang L, et al. Directed dynamical influence is more 

detectable with noise[J]. Scientific reports, 2016, 6(1): 1-9.  

[66] Kawatsu K, Ushio M, van Veen F J F, et al. Are networks of trophic interactions 

sufficient for understanding the dynamics of multi‐trophic communities? 

Analysis of a tri‐trophic insect food‐web time‐series[J]. Ecology Letters, 

2021, 24(3): 543-552.  

[67] McGowan J A, Deyle E R, Ye H, et al. Predicting coastal algal blooms in southern 

California[J]. Ecology, 2017, 98(5): 1419-1433.  

[68] Ye L, Tan L, Wu X, et al. Nonlinear causal analysis reveals an effective water level 

regulation approach for phytoplankton blooms controlling in reservoirs[J]. 

Science of The Total Environment, 2022, 806: 150948. 

[69] Ushio M, Hsieh C, Masuda R, et al. Fluctuating interaction network and time-

varying stability of a natural fish community[J]. Nature, 2018, 554(7692): 360-

363.  



[70] Chang C W, Miki T, Ye H, et al. Causal networks of phytoplankton diversity and 

biomass are modulated by environmental context[J]. Nature communications, 

2022, 13(1): 1-11. 

[71] Kitayama K, Ushio M, Aiba S I. Temperature is a dominant driver of distinct 

annual seasonality of leaf litter production of equatorial tropical rain forests[J]. 

Journal of Ecology, 2021, 109(2): 727-736.  

[72] Shi H, Zhao Y, Liu S, et al. A new perspective on drought propagation: Causality[J]. 

Geophysical Research Letters, 2022, 49(2): e2021GL096758. 

[73] Doi H, Yasuhara M, Ushio M. Causal analysis of the temperature impact on deep-

sea biodiversity[J]. Biology Letters, 2021, 17(7): 20200666.  

[74] Wen C, Yang J. Complexity evolution of chaotic financial systems based on 

fractional calculus[J]. Chaos, Solitons & Fractals, 2019, 128: 242-251.  

[75] Wang Z, Huang X, Shi G. Analysis of nonlinear dynamics and chaos in a fractional 

order financial system with time delay[J]. Computers & Mathematics with 

Applications, 2011, 62(3): 1531-1539.  

[76] Huffaker R, Fearne A. Empirically testing for dynamic causality between 

promotions and sales beer promotions and sales in england[R]. 2014.  

[77] Azqueta-Gavaldón A. Causal inference between cryptocurrency narratives and 

prices: Evidence from a complex dynamic ecosystem[J]. Physica A: Statistical 

Mechanics and its Applications, 2020, 537: 122574.  

[78] Vissio G, Lucarini V. A proof of concept for scale‐adaptive parametrizations: the 

case of the Lorenz'96 model[J]. Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological 

Society, 2018, 144(710): 63-75. 

[79] Tsonis A A, Deyle E R, May R M, et al. Dynamical evidence for causality between 

galactic cosmic rays and interannual variation in global temperature[J]. 

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 2015, 112(11): 3253-3256. 

[80] Wang X, Piao S, Ciais P, et al. A two-fold increase of carbon cycle sensitivity to 

tropical temperature variations[J]. Nature, 2014, 506(7487): 212-215.  

[81] Van Nes E H, Scheffer M, Brovkin V, et al. Causal feedbacks in climate change[J]. 

Nature Climate Change, 2015, 5(5): 445-448. 

[82] Wang Y, Yang J, Chen Y, et al. Detecting the causal effect of soil moisture on 

precipitation using convergent cross mapping[J]. Scientific reports, 2018, 8(1): 1-

8.  



[83] Huang Y, Franzke C L E, Yuan N, et al. Systematic identification of causal relations 

in high-dimensional chaotic systems: application to stratosphere-troposphere 

coupling[J]. Climate Dynamics, 2020, 55(9): 2469-2481. 

[84] Zhang N, Wang G. Detecting the causal interaction between Siberian high and 

winter surface air temperature over northeast Asia[J]. Atmospheric Research, 2020, 

245: 105066. 

[85] Heskamp L, Meel-van den Abeelen A S, Lagro J, et al. Convergent cross mapping: 

a promising technique for cerebral autoregulation estimation[J]. Int. J. Clin. 

Neurosci. Ment. Heal. S, 2014, 20.  

[86] McBride J C, Zhao X, Munro N B, et al. Sugihara causality analysis of scalp EEG 

for detection of early Alzheimer's disease[J]. NeuroImage: Clinical, 2015, 7: 258-

265.  

[87] Deyle E R, Maher M C, Hernandez R D, et al. Global environmental drivers of 

influenza[J]. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 2016, 113(46): 

13081-13086.  

[88] Müller A, Kraemer J F, Penzel T, et al. Causality in physiological signals[J]. 

Physiological measurement, 2016, 37(5): R46.  

[89] Verma A K, Garg A, Xu D, et al. Skeletal muscle pump drives control of 

cardiovascular and postural systems[J]. Scientific Reports, 2017, 7(1): 1-8.  

[90] Cobey S, Baskerville E B. Limits to causal inference with state-space 

reconstruction for infectious disease[J]. PloS one, 2016, 11(12): e0169050.  

[91] BozorgMagham A E, Motesharrei S, Penny S G, et al. Causality analysis: 

identifying the leading element in a coupled dynamical system[J]. PLoS One, 2015, 

10(6): e0131226.  

[92] Luo L, Cheng F, Qiu T, et al. Refined convergent cross-mapping for disturbance 

propagation analysis of chemical processes[J]. Computers & Chemical 

Engineering, 2017, 106: 1-16. 

[93] Xiang S, Bai Y, Zhao J. Medium-term prediction of key chemical process 

parameter trend with small data[J]. Chemical Engineering Science, 2022, 249: 

117361. 
.       


