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Abstract—Time series analytics has been widely applied across
various domains. While existing time series foundation models
(TSFMs) have demonstrated promising results, they still face
two major challenges: 1) Most TSFMs mainly rely on stacking
Transformer layers to increase parameter size, lacking the ability
to adaptively model complex time series patterns from multi-
domain data. 2) Current TSFMs are primarily pre-trained for
specific tasks, e.g., forecasting or anomaly detection, and a few
models support multiple tasks, but they fail to fully leverage
task specificity and commonality, resulting in suboptimal perfor-
mance. To address these challenges, we propose TimeSeek, a novel
generalized time series analytics model that adaptively models
time series patterns from multi-domain data and unifies multiple
tasks in pre-training. Conceptually, TimeSeek is guided by selec-
tive information sharing under domain and task heterogeneity.
From the perspective of multi-domain data, we propose a Multi-
Domain Feature Extractor that adaptively captures temporal
dependencies and channel correlations based on domain-specific
characteristics, including progressive multi-scale modeling and
adaptive slot channel modeling. From the perspective of the
diversity of tasks, we propose multi-task collaborative training,
which leverages task specificity and task commonality through
task customization and cross-task training, effectively unifying
multiple tasks in pre-training and better adapting to diverse
downstream scenarios. After pre-training on large-scale time
series data, TimeSeek achieves state-of-the-art performance in
forecasting, anomaly detection, and classification tasks across
both few-shot learning and zero-shot situations, together with
favorable inference efficiency.

Index Terms—Time Series Analytics, Time Series Foundation
Models

I. INTRODUCTION

ITH the rapid advancement of the Internet of Things,

a vast amount of multi-domain time series data has
been generated in real-world scenarios, leading to increas-
ing demand for time series analytics, including time series
forecasting, anomaly detection, and classification tasks. Time
series analytics primarily focuses on modeling complex time
series patterns to uncover underlying regularities, thereby
providing robust support for decision-making [1]. It has been
widely applied across various domains such as finance [2],
meteorology [3], transportation [4], and energy [5].
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Fig. 1. TimeSeek leverages multi-domain data and unifies multiple tasks in
pre-training.
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In recent years, Foundation Models have emerged as a
groundbreaking paradigm in deep learning, demonstrating
unprecedented success in fields like natural language pro-
cessing [6], [7] and computer vision [8], [9]. These models
leverage massive datasets and large-scale parameter architec-
tures to learn unified representations, exhibiting exceptional
generalization capabilities and adaptability across different
tasks. Inspired by these achievements, researchers have begun
exploring the potential of foundation models for the time series
field [10]-[13].

Existing Time Series Foundation Models (TSFMs) [10],
[11], [13] typically adopt a two-stage paradigm: pre-training
on multi-source time series data followed by fine-tuning or
direct inference for downstream scenarios. As shown in Figure
1, time series data exhibit distinct temporal dependencies and
channel correlations for different domains. In the temporal
aspect, time series data often display hierarchical temporal
patterns—spanning daily, weekly, and seasonal cycles—with
the significance of each scale varying considerably across
domains. In the channel aspect, channel correlations show
significant inter-domain variability. In some domains, such
as IoT sensor networks, strong channel dependencies are
inherently present, while in others, such as medical vital sign
monitoring, correlations may be comparatively weaker. There-
fore, effectively modeling multi-scale features and channel
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correlations during multi-domain pre-training is necessary.

Furthermore, downstream scenarios involve a variety of
tasks, including forecasting, anomaly detection, and classi-
fication. The prevalent task-specific pre-training approaches
in TSFMs [12]-[14] not only incur substantial computational
costs due to every task requiring a specific foundation model
but also limit the model’s capacity to a single task. In contrast,
establishing a unified pre-training paradigm that harmonizes
heterogeneous tasks would enable more effective adaptation
to multi-task scenarios. Considering both the heterogeneity of
domain data and the diversity of tasks, we identify two key
challenges that need to be addressed to advance time series
foundation models.

For the heterogeneity of domain data, time series data across
different domains exhibit distinct multi-scale and channel
correlation patterns. Adaptively modeling these patterns can
significantly enhance performance, yet existing methods fall
short here. For multi-scale modeling, current TSFMs [10],
[13]-[15] are typically designed for a single scale, which limits
their ability to capture multi-scale features required across dif-
ferent domains. While models like MOIRAI [14] adapt patch
sizes for different frequency domains, they still lack dynamic
scale integration. For correlation modeling, most TSFMs [10]-
[13], [16] adopt a channel-independent approach, overlooking
the intrinsic correlations between channels. Moreover, the few
TSFMs [14] that employ a uniform channel modeling strategy
across all domains have the risk of introducing spurious
correlations among inherently uncorrelated channels, leading
to suboptimal generalization. Therefore, a flexible modeling
approach that can dynamically capture two patterns for each
domain is essential.

For the diversity of tasks, time series foundation models
are expected to serve as versatile tools for diverse down-
stream applications, necessitating the capability for multi-task
learning. While time series tasks share some commonalities,
they vary significantly in their objectives and requirements.
This inherent heterogeneity can complicate the balancing of
learning objectives during pre-training and may even lead
to a negative impact between tasks. Existing TSFMs [12]-
[14] are primarily pre-trained for specific tasks, which not
only incur substantial computational costs due to every task
requiring a specific foundation model but also restrict the
model’s ability to generalize across tasks. While a few TSFMs
support multiple tasks, they fail to balance task specificity
and commonality. For instance, Moment [11] relies on recon-
struction pretraining and requires swapping specific task heads
for fine-tuning, while UniTS [15] simply utilizes task tokens
without addressing task heterogeneity. Therefore, designing
a pre-training framework that unifies task commonality and
specificity to improve overall task performance is necessary.

To address these challenges, we propose Multi-Task and
Multi-Domain Pre-training for Generalized Time Series An-
alytics, namely TimeSeek, to adaptively model time series
patterns of multi-domain data and unify multiple time series
tasks in pre-training. Conceptually, TimeSeek is motivated
by selective information sharing under domain and task het-
erogeneity. Instead of assuming that information should be
uniformly exchanged across all temporal scales, channels, and

tasks, it learns when and how such sharing is beneficial while
retaining task- and domain-specific representations.

For the first aspect: To better model time series patterns
for multi-domain data, we propose a Multi-Domain Feature
Extractor that captures complex temporal dependencies and
channel correlations. In the temporal aspect, we propose
progressive multi-scale modeling. It gradually fuses features
from coarse-grained to fine-grained features and incorporates
a gating mechanism to dynamically adjust the weights of
each scale. Through this approach, the model adaptively
filters redundant features and highlights key scale information,
enhancing its generalization and adaptability. In the channel
aspect, we propose adaptive slot channel modeling to capture
channel correlations in multi-domain data. It consists of two
steps: 1) the channel router adaptively determines whether
meaningful channel correlations exist in the input; if so, 2)
channel slot attention adaptively groups the strongly correlated
channels into the same slots, combined with a masking strategy
to dynamically filter less informative slots and retain important
ones. Together, these designs selectively transfer information
across temporal scales and channel dependencies, enabling
TimeSeek to adapt to heterogeneous multi-domain data.

For the second aspect: To unify the multi-task time
series pre-training framework and leverage task specificity and
commonality, we propose Multi-Task Collaborative Training.
It incorporates task-customized pre-training modules alongside
cross-task collaborative training. In task customization, we
design specialized modules for three core time series tasks:
a non-autoregressive predictor for forecasting, a patch-based
reconstruction module for anomaly detection, and a global fea-
ture extractor for classification. These innovative designs equip
TimeSeek with capabilities tailored to specific tasks, such as
generative and discriminative abilities. In the cross-task train-
ing, these customized modules are structurally unified over
the shared multi-domain feature extractor and collaboratively
optimized via a dual-loss mechanism. Crucially, tasks mutually
reinforce each other; For example, the global prior extracted
from the classification task enhances the semantic consistency
of anomaly detection, while the gradients propagated from
the reconstruction loss simultaneously improve the classifier’s
feature extraction capabilities. Specifically, our contributions
can be summarized as follows:

« We propose TimeSeek, a novel generalized time series
analytics model that adaptively models time series pat-
terns from multi-domain data and unifies multiple tasks
in pre-training, including forecasting, anomaly detection,
and classification tasks.

o We propose a multi-domain feature extractor, including
progressive multi-scale modeling and adaptive slot chan-
nel modeling to effectively capture temporal dependen-
cies and channel correlations from multi-domain data.

« We propose multi-task collaborative training to effectively
unify the multi-task pre-training and balance task speci-
ficity and commonality.

o After pre-training on large-scale time series data, Time-
Seek achieves state-of-the-art performance on three time
series tasks across both few-shot learning and zero-shot
inference situations.



II. RELATED WORK

Time series analytics has garnered extensive research atten-
tion [17], extending to several time series tasks such as time se-
ries forecasting [18]—[20], time series anomaly detection [21]—
[24], and time series classification [25]. Existing models can
be categorized into two types: time-series-specific models,
which are trained and tested on each specific dataset, and
time series foundation models, which leverage pre-training on
multi-domain datasets and evaluate on downstream datasets.

A. Time-Series-Specific Models

Although the time-series-specific models can achieve good
results on their respective tasks, they all need to be retrained
and require tailored parameter tuning for each specific dataset,
which causes high costs and limits their performance in data-
scarce scenarios.

For the task of time series forecasting, with the develop-
ment of deep learning, many works based on MLP [26]-
[28], RNN [29], [30], CNN [17], [31], and GNN [32]-[35]
emerged. DLinear [26] decomposes a raw data input into a
trend component and a seasonal component and then applies
two one-layer linear layers to each component. TimesNet [17]
models multi-period temporal variations through adaptively
aggregated two-dimensional representations. In recent years,
the Transformer has shown great advantages in capturing long-
term dependencies [36]-[40]. PatchTST [38] segments time
series into subseries-level patches that serve as input tokens to
the Transformer and applies the channel-independence strategy
for training on multivariate time series. CrossFormer [37]
captures hierarchical cross-time and cross-dimension depen-
dencies, and iTransformer [40] learns cross-variable correla-
tions through attention over variate tokens. These methods
provide multi-scale or multivariate representations in task-
specific training settings. TimeSeek addresses the additional
challenge of selectively controlling information sharing across
temporal scales, channels, and task-specific pathways within
multi-domain and multi-task pre-training.

For the task of time series classification [25], deep learning-
based methods [41]-[46] require less domain knowledge from
time series data to handle classification tasks than traditional
methods [47]-[49], but these methods require a large amount
of labeled data to train model parameters. To address this,
some works have explored prototype-based networks [50]
or representation learning [51]-[54], enhancing classification
performance.

For the task of time series anomaly detection, deep learning-
based methods [55]-[59] mainly include reconstruction-based
methods and prediction-based methods. Reconstruction-based
methods [60]-[65] compress the original input data and then
attempt to reconstruct the series, treating high reconstruction
errors as anomalies. Prediction-based methods [56] utilize past
observations to predict current values and use the difference
between the predicted and true values as an anomaly criterion.

B. Time Series Foundation Models

Recently, the foundation model for time series has gained
significant attention [10]-[14], [16], [66]-[69]. By lever-
aging pre-training on large-scale and diverse time series

datasets, time series foundation models demonstrate remark-
able adaptability to new tasks with minimal fine-tuning,
while even achieving zero-shot transfer capabilities across
domains. Timer [10] adopts a decoder-only architecture em-
ploying autoregressive modeling for generative pre-training.
Chronos [16] converts time series data into discrete tokens
by scaling and quantization with a fixed vocabulary, then
trains a Transformer-based language architecture on these
tokenized time series. TiRex [70] targets zero-shot forecast-
ing with an xLSTM-based architecture, FlowState [71] fo-
cuses on sampling-rate-invariant forecasting, and Chronos-2
[72] extends zero-shot forecasting to univariate, multivariate,
and covariate-informed settings. Beyond the autoregressive
paradigm, other generative paradigms have been explored to
enhance time series foundation models. TEMPO [73] adapts
pre-trained language models by decomposing time series into
trend, seasonal, and residual components, utilizing prompt-
based learning to facilitate distribution adaptation across
non-stationary domains. TimeDiT [74] introduces a Diffu-
sion Transformer architecture equipped with unified masking
schemes, coupling transformer-based temporal dependency
learning with diffusion processes to capture uncertainties and
generate high-quality probabilistic forecasts. However, the
above approaches mainly focus on the problem of time series
forecasting, and it is difficult to take into account other tasks.

Research on time series foundation models that unify
the three tasks of time series forecasting, classification, and
anomaly detection remains at a nascent stage, but has shown
great potential. Moment [11] pre-trains via masked recon-
struction with a lightweight decoder, but requires task-specific
heads in downstream forecasting scenarios, limiting its zero-
shot ability. UNITS [15] introduces task tokens to unify
generative tasks and discriminative tasks into one format.
However, it does not fully consider the balance between task
heterogeneity and commonality in pre-training.

Summary: Table I compares representative TSFMs in terms
of multi-task pre-training, multi-scale modeling, channel mod-
eling, and zero-shot inference. TimeSeek’s distinction lies in
selectively sharing information across temporal scales, channel
dependencies, and task-specific pathways under domain and
task heterogeneity.

TABLE I
COMPARE TIMESEEK WITH EXISTING TSFMS.

Multi-Task ~ Multi-Scale ~ Channel

Models Pre-training Modeling Modeling Zero-Shot
Timer [10] X X X v
MOIRAI [14] X X v v
TimesFM [13] X X X 4
Chronos [16] X X X v
Moment [11] X X X X
UniTS [15] v X v v
Time-MOE [12] X X X v
TEMPO [73] X X X v
TimeDiT [74] X X X v
TimeSeek (our model) v v v v

III. PRELIMINARY
A. Time Series

Time series exhibit the fluctuation of observed data across
time. Given a series of length L, denoted by X =



(X1,X2,...,XL), every x; € R€ represents the values from
C different channels at the timestampe ¢. When there is more
than one channel (C > 1), the series is termed multivariate;
conversely, if there is only a single channel (C' = 1), it is
referred to as univariate.

B. Time Series Analytics

Time series analytics studies historical time series data to
understand the underlying patterns, supporting various tasks
and decision-making. In this paper, we study time series
forecasting, anomaly detection, and classification tasks.

Time Series Forecasting refers to the task of predicting
future values based on past observations. Given a sequence of
inputs (X¢—741,Xt—T42,-..,Xt), the goal is to forecast the
future sequence (X¢11,X¢4y2,-..,X¢+r), where T and F are
the length of the input sequence and the real future sequence.
This forecasting problem can be formalized as a mapping
function F, as shown below:

o) 5\(1:+F)7
ey
where 6 refers to the learnable parameters of the model F, and
(X¢41,X¢42,. .., X ) represents the predicted future values.
Time Series Anomaly Detection focuses on identify-
ing points or intervals in a time series that significantly
deviate from normal patterns. Given a sequence of inputs
(x1,Xa,...,Xr), the goal is to detect whether the sequence
contains any anomalies, represented as (y1,ys, . .., yr), where
y¢ € {0,1} indicates whether the observation x; is anomalous.
The anomaly detection problem can be formalized as a map-
ping function A, as shown below:

f@(xt—T+1, Xt—T+2--- ,Xt) = (>A<r,+1, 5<t+2, .-

’ yT)7 (2)

where 0 refers to the learnable parameters of the model A.

Time Series Classification aims to assign time se-
ries to predefined categories. Given a sequence of inputs
(x1,Xa,...,Xr), the objective is to classify it into the correct
category y € {1,2,...,M}, where M denotes the total
number of classes. This classification task can be formulated
as a mapping function C, as shown below:

Ag(Xl,Xg,... ,XT) = (y17y2a'~'

CO(X1;X27"'7XT):y) (3)

where 6 refers to the learnable parameters of the model C.

C. Time Series Foundation Model

Time series foundation model is pre-trained using a multi-
source dataset Dpre—train = {(X7,Y7) f;l, where N rep-
resents the number of pre-training datasets. For downstream
tasks, the model is fine-tuned using the training set of the
downstream dataset, Dyyni, = {X{™i8 Y2} and evaluated
on the test set Dyogy = {XI¢, Yt} to infer Yies. The
datasets Dpre—trains Dirain, and Dyeg¢ are mutually exclusive.
Alternatively, the model can directly perform inference on
D;cst without fine-tuning on Dy,,in, allowing it to predict
Ytest in a zero-shot manner. When applied to different tasks,
the model can be viewed as F for forecasting, .4 for anomaly
detection, and C for classification.

IV. METHODOLOGY

A. Framework of TimeSeek
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Fig. 2. The framework of TimeSeek.

To build a versatile foundation model capable of handling
diverse downstream applications, TimeSeek tackles two pri-
mary challenges: the heterogeneity of multi-domain data and
the diversity of time series tasks. As illustrated in Figure 2,
the overall architecture introduces two core components:

Multi-Domain Feature Extractor (MFE): To address
multi-domain data heterogeneity, the MFE serves as the
shared, generalized backbone of TimeSeek. Unlike exist-
ing methods that rely on fixed-scale windows or channel-
independent assumptions, the MFE adaptively captures com-
plex temporal dependencies and channel correlations based
on domain-specific characteristics. It achieves this through a
progressive multi-scale modeling strategy that hierarchically
filters redundant temporal information, combined with an
adaptive slot channel modeling mechanism that dynamically
clusters correlated channels. This design strictly prevents the
introduction of spurious correlations among independent vari-
ables. Details about the MFE are provided in Section IV-B.

Multi-Task Collaborative Training (MCT): To address
task diversity, we propose the MCT paradigm, which lever-
ages task specificity and commonality. Instead of pre-training
entirely separate models for different tasks, TimeSeek in-
corporates lightweight, task-customized modules: a global
encoder for classification, a non-autoregressive decoder for
forecasting, and a patch-masking reconstruction module for
anomaly detection. These modules are built on top of the
shared MFE representations and are collaboratively optimized
via a dual-loss mechanism (prediction loss and reconstruction
loss). This symbiotic optimization enables distinct pre-training
objectives to mutually reinforce the learned representations.
Details about MCT are provided in Section IV-C.
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Fig. 3. The framework of the Multi-Domain Feature Extractor (MFE).

B. Multi-Domain Feature Extractor

To address the domain heterogeneity of time series data in
multi-domain pre-training and generation, we propose a multi-
domain feature extractor (MFE) that adaptively models com-
plex time series patterns based on the characteristics of each
domain. It consists of two components: progressive multi-scale
modeling and adaptive slot channel modeling. Specifically, the
input time series X undergoes downsampling through convo-
lution to obtain time series at different scales: X., X,,, and
X¢. These are progressively fed into their corresponding scale
extractors, from coarse to fine scales, for feature extraction and
dynamic fusion. Each scale extractor incorporates temporal
modeling and adaptive channel modeling to capture complex
temporal dependencies and channel correlations, ultimately
generating the representations.

1) Progressive Multi-scale Modeling: Time series data ex-
hibits significant multi-scale characteristics, including local
fluctuations, short-term dynamics, and long-term trends. Multi-
scale modeling in pre-training can enhance the understanding
of patterns and improve generalization capabilities. However,
directly fusing information at different scales may lead to
feature conflicts or redundancy problems, and also ignore
the differences in preferences for different scales in different
domains, thereby weakening the model’s generalization ability.
To address this, we propose a progressive multi-scale modeling
method. Through progressive fusion, the model progressively
extracts and integrates features from coarse to fine scales,
building a comprehensive representation that retains both
global dependencies and fine-grained patterns. To prevent in-
formation conflict during this integration, we further introduce
an adaptive gating mechanism to dynamically adjust the fusion
weights, filtering redundant features and highlighting key scale
information based on domain-specific characteristics.

Multi-scale Construction. Given a raw time series input
X € RE*T we first derive multi-scale representations us-
ing convolution networks (Conv) for downsampling, yielding
coarse-grained, medium-grained, and fine-grained sequences
X, e RE*T/4 X e RE*T/2 The original input X is treated
as the fine-grained sequence, represented as Xy € REXT,
where C' and T represent the number of channels and the

Algorithm 1 Progressive Multi-Scale Modeling
Input: Raw time series X
QOutput: Final representation H

: Stage 1: Multi-Scale Construction

: Obtain different scales X, X,,,, X; via Conv (Eq. 4)

: Generate embeddings E., E,,, E;

. Initialize E{:C use = K. (Start with coarse-grained scale)

O I S

for each scale s € {¢,m, f} do
Stage 2: Feature Extraction per Scale
H, = AdaptiveSlotChannelModeling(Egc use)
rithm 2)

A

(Algo-

10.  Stage 3: Progressive Fusion (Coarse to Fine)
11:  if scale s # f then

12: F, = Interpolate(H,)  (Align with next finer scale)

13: Compute gating weights G = o(W, []?‘S;Enmt] +
b,) (Eq. 5) ~

14: E/"¢ = (G O F,) + Enet

15:  end if

16: end for

17:

18: return H = H;  (Output fine-grained representation)

input length of the original input, respectively.

X. = Conv(X, kernel = 4, stride = 4), 4@
X = Conv(X, kernel = 2, stride = 2)

To preserve local semantic information, a patching strategy
partitions each scaled sequence into non-overlapping patches
of size P. Each patch is then embedded along the patch
size dimension to generate corresponding embeddings E. €
RC’XN/4><D E, € RCXN/QXD Ef c RCXNXD.

Progressive Fusion with Adaptive Gating. As illustrated
in Figure 2, the MFE progressively fuses multi-scale features
from coarse to fine granularity. This hierarchical integration,
including the coarse-to-medium fusion and the medium-to-fine
fusion, allows complementary interactions across scales while
alleviating feature conflicts caused by direct fusion.
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Specifically, for the coarse-to-medium fusion, the coarse-
grained embedding is first encoded by the coarse-scale ex-
tractor, which includes temporal modeling and adaptive chan-
nel modeling, to capture temporal dependencies and chan-
nel correlations, yielding the coarse-grained features F. €
REXN/4XD To align with the medium-grained scale, F.
undergoes interpolation to double its patch count, yielding
F. € RO*N/2xD Then an adaptive gating, which is com-
posed of linear projections and sigmoid activation, dynami-
cally reweights F. to suppress redundant features.

G =0(W,[F;E,] +b,), F.=GoF., (5

where W, € R?2P*P and b, € RP represent the parameters
of linear projections in gating mechanism, G € R¢*N/2xP
represents the weights of F. and o denotes the sigmoid
activation. Then the gated coarse features I, are fused with
the medium-grained embeddings E,, via addition, producing
enhanced medium-grained embeddings Efse ¢ RC*N/2xD,

For the medium-to-fine fusion, we adopt the same operation
as used in the coarse-to-medium fusion, taking the embeddings
E!'s¢ a5 input to generate the fine-grained embeddings Eﬁc“se €
REXNXD - Finally, E;”SC is input into the fine-scale feature
extractor to obtain the final representation H.

2) Adaptive Slot Channel Modeling: To further enhance the
generalization of time series representations across different
domains, we consider another key characteristic of time-series
data: channel correlations. However, these channel correla-
tions show significant differences across different domains.
To address this, we propose an adaptive slot channel modeling
method, which primarily includes channel correlation adaptive
detection based on a channel router and a channel adaptive
clustering process based on the slot attention mechanism.

Channel Router. To prevent performance degradation
caused by unnecessary channel modeling in time series that
lack significant channel correlations, we introduce a chan-
nel router that dynamically determines whether meaningful
channel correlations exist in the input. Specifically, taking
the fused medium-grained embedding Ef'>¢ as an example,
the router first generates simplified embedding E, € RP
through dimension-wise average operations: patch-wise and
channel-wise averaging. The embedding E, is then projected
through linear layers and a softmax operation to compute the

Algorithm 2 Adaptive Slot Channel Modeling
Input: Current scale embedding E, Threshold 7, Slots S
Output: Channel-refined representation H,
1: Stage 1: Channel Routing
2: Compute dimension-wise average of E to get simplified
embedding E,.
: Calculate routing probability w via softmax

: Stage 2: Adaptive Clustering & Masking
if w > 7 then
Project E and S to obtain Q., K., V. (Eq. 6)
Extract slot information S’ = Softmax(Q.K” /v/ D)V,
Update global slots S;c, = S + MLP(S + S’) (Eq. 7)
10:  Sample slot mask M via Gumbel-Softmax sampling
(Eq. 8)
11:  Compute masked slots S;,05x = Mg © Spew
12 H, = Gumbel-Softmax(E - STT,LQS,C/\/E)S,WS;~C (Eq. 9)
13: else
14:  H, = TemporalModeling(E)
eling)
15: end if

R AN

(Bypass channel mod-

17: return H,

routing probability w, where w represents the probabilities of
activating channel modeling. A predefined threshold 7 controls
the subsequent operations: when w > 7, the model activates
adaptive channel modeling; otherwise, it bypasses this process,
and the router directly adds it to the representations obtained
by temporal modeling, avoiding redundant computations and
potential noise amplification.

Channel Slot Attention. Since time series data often exhibit
varying channel correlations across different domains, apply-
ing a fixed channel modeling method across all domains may
introduce spurious correlations between uncorrelated channels,
leading to suboptimal generalization. To enhance cross-domain
adaptability, we propose an innovative Channel Slot Attention
mechanism. By dynamically clustering channels, strongly cor-
related channels are grouped within the same cluster while pre-
venting unnecessary modeling of independent channels. This
adaptive clustering mechanism not only preserves essential



channel interactions but also mitigates domain-specific biases.

For channel correlation modeling, we initialize K slots
S € REXNXD (K <« (O, where C denotes the number of
channels and N represents the number of patches.). These
slots not only serve as dynamic memory units to store and
update channel interaction patterns but also provide a shared
slot space for channels in different domains, thereby reducing
dependence on specific domains and better adapting to channel
correlations in different domains. At each patch, the Slot
Attention mechanism automatically aggregates cross-channel
information through competitive attention weights, allowing
for iterative refinement of slot representations. Specifically,
we apply linear transformations to both the slots S and the
input embedding Ef'*° to obtain the Query Q. € REXN*D,
Key K., and Value V. € RE*N XD Then, the Channel Slot
Attention mechanism uses the slots as queries to selectively
focus on the input embedding, producing the channel slot
information S’ € REXN*D

Q. =WqS, Kc=WgE}™*, V.=WyE}”,

S" = Softmax(Q.K /v D)V,
where Wqg, Wg and Wy € RDP*DP represent learnable
projections matrices. Next, we combine the obtained channel
slot information S’ with the previous slots S using a Multi-
Layer Perceptron (MLP). This combination is then added to

the original slots S to update the slots, resulting in the updated
slots Spew € REXNXD,

Snew =S + MLP(S + 8

(6)

)

To avoid all slots focusing on similar patterns or redundant
information, we introduce a masking strategy to dynami-
cally filter less informative slots and retain important ones,
while adaptively selecting the number of slots. We employ a
lightweight MLP based on the S, to generate a probability
matrix IT € RE*L for slots, indicating whether each slot
should be retained or masked. Here, 1I; represents the
probability that the ¢-th slot is retained. We then perform
Gumbel-Softmax sampling on the probability matrix II to
obtain the slot mask M. Based on the Slot mask M, we
apply a masking operation to Sy, resulting in Sy, .5k, Where
Smask denotes the key channel cluster information.

M; = GumbelSoftmax(II), Spask = Ms® Spew  (8)

Subsequently, we compute attention weights between the
masked slots Sy, .5k and input embeddings Efl‘jse, considering
that directly using weighted summation may cause the channel
representation to mix the information of multiple slots, making
it blurred. We use Gumbel-Softmax sampling and Sy ,sx to
produce the final channel representation H, € REXNxD,

H. = GumbelSoftmax(El . 8T .\ /v/D)Spask  (9)

C. Multi-Task Collaborative Training

Considering that time series tasks are diverse in downstream
scenarios, designing a foundation model that can support
multi-task learning becomes essential. However, time series
tasks exhibit both heterogeneity and commonality: task het-
erogeneity may lead to negative interference between tasks,

while task commonality provides potential synergies for col-
laborative learning. To address these, we propose multi-task
collaborative training, including task customization and cross-
task training. In task customization, we design task-specific
modules based on the unique characteristics of each task,
enhancing the capabilities in prediction generation, anomaly
detection, and categorical discrimination. For cross-task train-
ing, we further propose unified components for shared feature
extraction and loss computation, strengthening the ability to
learn task commonality.

1) Task Customization: We design task-specific customiza-
tion modules for classification, forecasting, and anomaly de-
tection to better capture the unique characteristics of each task
while mitigating negative interference. This design improves
the capacity to handle diverse tasks in a unified framework.

As illustrated in Figure 4, multi-scale modeling refers to
Section IV-B1, which is stacked together. Take the Fine-scale
Extractor as an example, we perform non-overlapping patch
segmentation to obtain Xpaten € REXNXP “followed by a lin-
ear projection to produce the embeddings Epqpcn, € RE*N*D.

Customization for Classification. Motivated by the inher-
ent reliance of classification on global context to distinguish
categories, we propose a novel module designed to extract
these global representations and enhance the model’s discrim-
inative capability.

The input time series X is first transformed into the
frequency domain using the Fast Fourier Transform. The
dominant frequency f is identified by selecting the component
with the highest amplitude, from which we compute the
corresponding period Pj.

Pq= f§1
(10)
Based on the period Py, the time series is transformed from a
1D temporal space into a 2D temporal space, resulting in Xq €
RE*FxFa To better highlight the temporal differences for
classification, we apply a linear resizing operation along the
period and frequency dimensions, yielding X, € R¢*PrxDr |
where D, represents the feature dimension after resize. The
resized time series X, is passed through the global encoder
to extract discriminative features, producing the classification
embedding E.. Finally, this embedding is flattened and pro-
jected to generate the class token E., € RE*P which is
fed into the feature extractor to obtain the final classification
representation H, € RE*P,

Customization for Forecasting. To enhance the generative
ability for forecasting, we propose a Non-Autoregressive Fore-
casting module, including a Non-Autoregressive Transformer
Decoder (NAT Decoder) and Prediction Layer, that generates
all predictions at once, avoiding the error accumulation inher-
ent in autoregressive methods.

After patching, the time series is progressively fed into
the corresponding Scale Feature Extractor to model complex
patterns at different scales, yielding representations Hp,¢ch €
REXNxD - Considering that the final patch of the representa-
tion retains the overall information of the input sequence and is
closest to the future prediction sequence, we replicate the last
patch of the representations Hpatcn M times as the input and

A = Avg(Amp(FFT(X))), f = argTopl(4),



inject Rotary Position Embedding (RoPE) to the NAT Decoder,
denoted as Hy € RE*M*D \where M corresponds to the
prediction patch count during pre-training. Subsequently, Hg
is passed through causal attention, followed by cross-attention
with Xpatcn, and is refined via a feedforward layer to yield
prediction representation Hy € REXM>D Finally, the predic-
tion layer is applied, followed by flattening, to produce the
predicted sequence Yy € RE*F.

Customization for Anomaly Detection. To enhance the
model’s capability to capture localized anomalies, we intro-
duce a patch-masking reconstruction module.

Given the patch embedding Epa4cn, we apply random mask-
ing along the patch dimension to produce a masked embedding
Enask € ROXN*P  Considering that anomaly detection needs
global information, we concatenate the masked embedding
E,..sk with the class token obtained from the global encoder
along the patch dimension to form the new masked embedding
E' nask € REXWN+DXD The embedding is then progressively
input into its corresponding scale extractor to model time
series patterns, yielding the representation Hy, s, which is
finally decoded by the reconstruction layer to get the recon-
structed output Y, € REXNxP,

2) Cross-task Training: Our innovative architectural de-
sign effectively addresses the requirements of multi-task pre-
training by mitigating negative interference across diverse
objectives while enhancing predictive generation, anomaly de-
tection, and categorical discrimination capabilities. Consider-
ing both the unique requirements and inherent commonalities
among different tasks, we further propose unified components
for shared feature extraction and loss computation to facilitate
collaborative cross-task learning. This approach enables Time-
Seek to leverage complementary information while preserving
task-specific advantages.

At the structural level, all tasks share a common multi-
domain feature extractor that comprehensively models time se-
ries patterns, learning generalized representations through mu-
tual collaboration across tasks. For classification and anomaly
detection, we concatenate the class token from the global en-
coder with masked input sequences. This combination injects
global semantic information into the reconstruction process,
providing valuable prior knowledge for anomaly identifica-
tion. Simultaneously, the reconstruction pre-training not only
reciprocally updates the classification module but also deepens
the model’s structured understanding of time series, enabling
the downstream classification task to leverage richer represen-
tations for more accurate discrimination.

At the loss level, TimeSeek employs a dual-loss mech-
anism comprising prediction loss L,eq and reconstruction
loss Liecon to optimize model parameters. The prediction
loss strengthens the model’s generation capability through
non-autoregressive forecasting objectives, particularly bene-
ficial for few-shot and zero-shot prediction scenarios. The
reconstruction loss focuses on anomaly detection by enforcing
precise recovery of masked tokens, while its gradient signals
directly enhance the classification module’s feature extraction.
This symbiotic optimization ensures the learned representa-
tions maintain high adaptability for anomaly detection and
classification tasks. In contrast, directly applying the prediction

loss to optimize classification could lead to over-smoothing of
critical discriminative features, ultimately resulting in conflict-
ing representations between the tasks.

Y

Through these designed interactions, TimeSeek makes dif-
ferent pre-training objectives mutually reinforce each other,
ultimately producing robust and generalized representations
for diverse tasks.

In the downstream scenarios, we fine-tune the pre-trained
model or perform direct inference for each task. For classifi-
cation, the time series is encoded by the Global Encoder to
extract a class token, which is then processed by the MFE to
obtain H.js. These representations are fed into a downstream
classifier to produce the final classification results. For fore-
casting, the time series is processed by the MFE to obtain
representations Hp,tch, Which are fed into the NAT decoder
and prediction layer to generate the output Y. The model
is optimized using prediction loss. For anomaly detection,
the time series undergoes patching and masking before being
processed by the MFE to get Hy,,s. These representations
are fed to the reconstruction layer to produce Y,, with the
model updated by reconstruction loss.

»Cpreftrain = »Cpred + »Crecon

V. EXPERIMENT
A. Experimental Setup

1) Datasets: We perform pre-training and evaluation of
TimeSeek on diverse datasets and ensure no overlap between
the pre-training datasets and the evaluation datasets. More
specific information about datasets is in the Supplemental
Material.

Pre-train Datasets. To achieve general time series analysis,
we compile an extensive array of publicly accessible datasets
for pre-training, encompassing various domains such as en-
ergy, nature, transportation, web, health, and economics. In
total, the pre-training data comprises approximately 1 billion
time series data points.

Evaluation Datasets. To validate TimeSeek under multi-
task, we use the widely used evaluation datasets for fore-
casting, anomaly detection, and classification tasks, which
also span multiple domains to validate the generalizability
and versatility of TimeSeek. In our evaluation, we adopt the
same train-validation-test split as the baselines for each task
to ensure a fair comparison.

« Forecasting. We conduct experiments for forecasting on
eight widely recognized forecasting benchmarks, includ-
ing ETT (ETTml, ETTm2, ETThl, ETTh2), Weather,
Traffic, Solar, Exchange, and GIFT-Eval Benchmark.

« Anomaly Detection. We evaluate five widely used
anomaly detection benchmarks: SMD, MSL, SMAP,
SWaT, and PSM.

o Classification. We follow existing works [17] to use 10
datasets for UEA, which feature from 2 to 26 categories
for the experiments of classification, including Ethanol-
Concentration, FaceDetection, Handwriting, Heartbeat,
JapaneseVowels, PEMS-SF, SelfRegulationSCP1, Self-
RegulationSCP2, SpokenArabicDigits, and UWaveGes-
tureLibrary.



2) Evaluation Setting: We partition the downstream eval-
uation dataset into training, validation, and test sets. The
evaluation settings consist of the following three scenarios:
Zero-shot Setting: The model is directly applied to the test
set without fine-tuning, assessing its generalization capability
of the foundation models. Few-shot Setting: A small subset
of the training data, along with the entire validation set, is
used for fine-tuning, evaluating the model’s performance in
few-shot scenarios. Full-shot Setting: The model is trained
using the entire training and validation datasets, measuring
its performance under ample data conditions. In our exper-
iments, TimeSeek is evaluated under the zero-shot and few-
shot settings, while the comparison time-series-specific model
is trained and tested in the full-shot setting.

3) Baselines: We select both time series foundation models
and time-series-specific models of each task as baselines.

Time Series Foundation Baselines. Since existing time
series foundation models primarily focus on time series fore-
casting tasks, we select six state-of-the-art foundation models
for comparison in a zero-shot forecasting setting, including
Timer [10], MOIRAI [14], Chronos [16], TimesFM [13],
UniTS [15], Time-MOE [12],TEMPO [73].

Forecasting Baselines. We select six SOTA time series
forecasting models as baselines, including iTransformer [40],
FITS [27], TimeMixer [75], PatchTST [38], Crossformer [27],
and DLinear [26].

Anomaly Detection Baselines. We compare TimeSeek with
12 anomaly detection baselines for comprehensive evaluations,
including the linear transformation-based model OCSVM; the
outlier-based methods IForest; the neural network-based mod-
els: AutoEncoder (AE) [60], DAGMM [55], LSTM [56], Beat-
GAN [76], OmniAnomaly (Omni) [57], Anomaly Transformer
(A.T.) [77], DCdetector [78], D3R [64], and ModernTCN [58].

Classification Baselines. We compare TimeSeek with
nine baselines, including traditional classification methods:
DTW [79], XGBoost [80], and Rocket [81], as well as
deep learning-based methods: OS-CNN [82], TapNet [50],
PatchTST [38], TimesNet [17], DLinear [26], and Cross-
former [37], Moment [11].

4) Metrics: Following prior studies, we use Mean Squared
Error (MSE) and Mean Absolute Error (MAE) as evaluation
metrics for the forecasting task. The lower the metric values,
the better the prediction accuracy. We use Affiliation-based F1-
score (F1), a widely used metric for anomaly detection that
balances affiliated precision (P) and recall (R) [83]. The higher
the metric values, the better the anomaly detection accuracy.
Average Accuracy (Avg. ACC) and the count of datasets
achieving the highest accuracy (Num. Top-1) as evaluation
metrics for classification. The higher the metric values, the
better the classification accuracy.

5) Experiment Settings and Implementations: During pre-
training, TimeSeek employs the Adam optimizer with an initial
learning rate of 0.0005 and undergoes 30 epochs of training,
incorporating an early stopping strategy with a patience of
10 epochs. The batch size is set to 2048, and the input time
series length is 576. For the forecasting task, all methods
predict future values with lengths F' = {96,192, 336,720}
to ensure a fair comparison. Additionally, all models do not

employ the drop-last strategy [18]. For the anomaly detection
task, we use a sliding window approach with a window size
of 96. After obtaining the anomaly scores, we apply the
widely used SPOT method, following existing works [64], to
determine the threshold for classifying each point as an outlier.
All experiments are implemented with PyTorch and the pre-
training experiment is executed on four NVIDIA Tesla-A800-
80GB GPUs.

B. Main Results

1) Forecasting Results: For a fair comparison, we perform
zero-shot predictions for each foundational model on down-
stream datasets that are not part of its pre-training datasets. As
shown in Table II, TimeSeek shows leading performance on
all datasets, surpassing the previous best method, Time-MOE,
by a clear margin and achieving an average MSE reduction of
16.9% and MAE reduction of 13.3%, demonstrating the gen-
eralization of the model under different downstream datasets.
Compared to forecasting foundation models such as Timer,
TimesFM, and Chronos, TimeSeek achieves superior forecast-
ing accuracy. This highlights the effectiveness of its multi-
task pre-training, which enhances the model’s generalization
ability in forecasting tasks. Additionally, compared to UniTS,
another multi-task learning model, TimeSeek achieves 32.7%
and 23.5% reduction on the MSE and MAE metrics, further
underscoring the importance of considering both task com-
monality and task specificity in multi-task learning. Moreover,
TimeSeek also outperforms the channel modeling approach
MOIRAI, demonstrating that its adaptive channel modeling
for multi-domain data effectively improves generalization.

Table III presents the performance of TimeSeek in the 10%
few-shot setting compared to time-series-specific forecasting
baselines in the full-shot setting. Despite using significantly
less train data from downstream datasets, TimeSeek achieves
superior prediction accuracy over these strong baselines. This
result highlights TimeSeek’s effectiveness in data-limited sce-
narios and demonstrates its strong generalization and transfer
ability. Compared to single-dataset multi-scale methods like
TimeMixer and Crossformer, TimeSeek effectively adapts to
multi-domain data through progressive multi-scale modeling,
enabling more accurate predictions.

2) Anomaly Detection Results: To ensure a fair comparison
in the anomaly detection task, we apply a consistent thresh-
olding protocol across all methods. Unlike baseline models
that are trained on the full dataset for each specific scenario,
TimeSeek performs zero-shot anomaly detection without any
fine-tuning on downstream data, directly conducting inference.
As shown in Table V, TimeSeek achieves state-of-the-art re-
sults on most datasets without requiring fine-tuning on down-
stream data. This demonstrates that TimeSeek has a robust
general detection capability through extensive multi-domain
pre-training, effectively distinguishing between various normal
and anomalous patterns.

3) Classification Results: Table VI presents the classifica-
tion results of TimeSeek in the 10% few-shot setting compared
to time-series-specific classification models in the full-shot
setting. Remarkably, despite utilizing significantly less train-
ing data from downstream datasets, TimeSeek achieves top



TABLE II
THE ZERO-SHOT FORECASTING RESULTS OF TIME SERIES FOUNDATION MODELS. THE AVERAGE RESULTS OF ALL PREDICTED LENGTHS
{96,192, 336, 720} ARE LISTED HERE. A DASH (’-") DENOTES DATASETS INCLUDED IN THE MODEL’S PRETRAINING AND THEREFORE EXCLUDED FROM
TESTING. ETTM REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE RESULTS ACROSS ETTM1 AND ETTM2, WHILE ETTH REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE ACROSS ETTH1 AND
ETTH2. BOLD: THE BEST, AND UNDERLINE: THE SECOND BEST.

Method TimeSeek Timer TimesFM Chronos Time-MoE UniTS MOIRAI TEMPO

Metric MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE MSE MAE
ETTm(Avg) 0.311 0.350 0.636 0.515 0.391 0.389 0.422 0.392 0.322 0.368 0.548 0.457 0.333 0.354 0.391 0.393
ETTh(Avg) 0.390 0.406 0.466 0.441 0.439 0422 0462 0424 0.391 0.413 0.394 0.416 0.432 0.423 0.394 0413
‘Weather 0.217 0.250 0.292 0313 - - 0.288 0.309 0.256 0.289 0.275 0.298 0.260 0.275 0.282 0.316
Traffic 0.555 0.367 0.613 0.407 - - 0.615 0421 - - - - - - 0.503 0.358
Solar 0.192 0.257 0.771 0.604 0.500 0.397 0.393 0.319 0.411 0428 0.845 0.669 0.714 0.704 0.416 0.374
Exchange 0.341 0.390 0.392 0.425 0.386 0.417 0.370 0.412 0.390 0.417 0.432 0.454 0.354 0.400 0.398 0.426

TABLE III

THE FORECASTING RESULTS OF TIMESEEK AND TIME SERIES-SPECIFIC MODELS ARE PRESENTED, WITH AVERAGE PERFORMANCE REPORTED ACROSS
ALL PREDICTION LENGTHS {967 192, 336, 720}. TIMESEEK UTILIZES ONLY 10% OF THE TRAINING DATA FOR FEW-SHOT LEARNING, WHEREAS TIME
SERIES-SPECIFIC MODELS ARE TRAINED USING THE FULL TRAINING DATA. BOLD: THE BEST AND UNDERLINE: THE SECOND BEST. FULL RESULTS ARE
IN THE SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL.

Method [ TimeSeek (10%) [ iTransformer [ FITS [ TimeMixer [ PatchTST [ Crossformer [ DLinear
Metric ‘ MSE MAE ‘ MSE MAE ‘ MSE MAE ‘ MSE MAE ‘ MSE MAE ‘ MSE MAE ‘ MSE MAE
ETTm(avg) | 0.285 0.337 0.303 0.348 | 0.306 0.345 | 0307 0.349 | 0.303 0.348 | 0.481 0.479 | 0.307 0.350
ETTh(avg) 0.365 0.394 0.400 0.421 0372 0.407 | 0.387 0418 | 0.385 0.416 | 0.666 0.57 0.456  0.455
Weather 0.210 0.246 0.232 0.270 | 0.244 0.281 0.225 0.263 | 0.224 0.261 0.233  0.292 | 0.239 0.290
Traffic 0.413 0.273 0.397 0.281 | 0429 0302 | 0410 0.279 | 0.397 0.275 | 0.521 0.282 | 0.434 0.295
Solar 0.188 0.253 0.202 0.260 | 0.232 0.268 | 0.203 0.261 | 0.200 0.284 | 0.204 0.232 | 0.247 0.309
Exchange 0.332 0.384 0.321 0.384 | 0.349 0396 | 0385 0418 | 0.322 0.385 | 0389 0.423 | 0.349 0411

TABLE IV

PERFORMANCE OF TIMESEEK ON THE GIFT-EVAL LEADERBOARD. A LOWER MASE OR CRPS INDICATES A BETTER PERFORMANCE. BASELINE
RESULTS ARE FROM THE GIFT-EVAL LEADERBOARD.

Type \ Statistical Methods Task-Specific Models (Superwised) Time Series Foundation Models (Zero-Shot)
Model | Naive Auto Auto Auto DeepAR TiDE N-BEATS PTST. DLinear TimesFM TabPFN Chronos MOIRAI TimeSeek
ETS ARIMA Theta (2020) (2023) (2019) (2022)  (2023) (2023) (2025) (2024) (2024) (Ours)
MASE | 1.270 1.212 1.074 1.090 1.343 1.091 0.938 0.849 1.061 1.077 0.771 0.822 0.875 0.732
CRPS | 1.591 7.489 0912 1.244 0.853 0.772 0.816 0.587 0.846 0.680 0.544 0.577 0.599 0.528

performance on 6 out of 10 datasets, with an overall accuracy
of 0.794. This represents an average accuracy improvement
of 7.3% over the second-best model, TimesNet. These results
highlight TimeSeek’s exceptional adaptability and generaliza-
tion capability across diverse classification scenarios, even
with limited data.

Summary: As illustrated in Tables II to VI, TimeSeek
achieves state-of-the-art results across time series forecasting,
anomaly detection, and classification tasks. Notably, Time-
Seek requires only a small amount of downstream data for
fine-tuning or even performs inference directly without any
downstream training, while significantly outperforming the
second-best model trained on the full downstream data across
multiple benchmarks. These indicate that TimeSeek effectively
learns generalized knowledge through multi-task and multi-
domain pre-training, substantially enhancing its generalization
and adaptability across diverse scenarios.

C. Ablation Study

1) Multi-scale modeling: To evaluate the effectiveness of
progressive multi-scale modeling, we conduct ablation and

substitution experiments using 10% few-shot learning. Scale
Feature Summation and Scale Feature Concatenation represent
two different approaches for integrating multi-scale features by
addition and concatenation operations respectively to examine
the necessity of adaptive fusion. Single Scale refers to using
only a single fine scale for modeling, serving as a baseline
to assess the necessity of multi-scale modeling. As shown
in Figure 5, compared with single-scale modeling, TimeSeek
achieves better prediction performance, demonstrating the ef-
fectiveness of its multi-scale modeling approach. Additionally,
compared with scale feature summation and feature concate-
nation, TimeSeek significantly outperforms these alternative
multi-scale fusion methods. Notably, Scale Feature Concate-
nation yields the worst prediction results, indicating that
directly fusing all scale features may introduce scale feature
redundancy or noise, which negatively impacts the model. This
highlights the necessity of progressive and adaptive multi-scale
fusion in multi-domain pre-training.

2) Channel modeling: To validate the effectiveness of
adaptive slot channel modeling, we conduct ablation and



TABLE V
THE ANOMALY DETECTION RESULTS ARE PRESENTED. TIMESEEK PERFORMS ZERO-SHOT INFERENCE WITHOUT UTILIZING ANY TRAINING DATA,
WHEREAS BASELINES ARE TRAINED ON THE FULL TRAINING DATA. BOLD: THE BEST AND UNDERLINE: THE SECOND BEST. MORE METRIC RESULTS ARE
IN THE SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL.

Dataset ‘ SMD ‘ MSL ‘ SMAP ‘ SWaT ‘ PSM

Metric | P R FI | P R Fl | P R Fl | P R Fl | P R FI
OCSVM 6698 82.03 73.75 50.26 99.86 66.87 | 41.05 69.37 51.58 | 56.80 98.72 72.11 57.51 58.11 57.81
IForest 7194 9427 81.61 53.87 9458 68.65 | 41.12 6891 51.51 53.03 9995 6930 | 69.66 88.79 78.07
AE 69.22  98.48 81.30 | 55.75 96.66 70.72 3942  70.31 50.52 5492 9820 70.45 60.67 9824 75.01
DAGMM 63.57 70.83 67.00 | 54.07 92.11 68.14 | 50.75 9638 6649 | 5942 9236 7232 | 68.22 7050 69.34
LSTM 60.12 84.77 70.35 58.82 14.68 2349 | 5525 2770 3690 | 4999 82.11 62.15 57.06 9592 71.55
BeatGAN 74.11 81.64 77.69 | 5574 9894 7130 | 54.04 9830 69.74 | 61.89 8346 71.08 | 58.81 99.08  73.81
Omni 79.09 7577 7740 | 51.23 9940 67.61 5274 9851 68.70 | 62.76 82.82 71.41 69.20 80.79  74.55
CAE-Ensemble 73.05 83.61 7797 | 5499 9393 6937 | 6232 64.72 63.50 | 62.10 8290 71.01 73.17 73.66 73.42
A.T. 54.08 97.07 6642 | 51.04 9536 6649 | 5691 96.69  71.65 53.63 9827 6939 | 5426 82.18 65.37
DCdetector 50.93 9557 6645 | 5594 9553 70.56 | 53.12 98.37 6899 | 5325 98.12 69.03 5472  86.36  66.99
D3R 64.87 9793 78.02 | 66.85 90.83 77.02 | 61.76 9255 74.09 | 60.14 97.57 7439 | 73.32 88.71 80.29
ModernTCN 74.07 9479 83.16 | 6594 93.00 77.17 | 69.50 6545 67.41 59.14 89.22 71.13 73.47 86.83  79.59
TimeSeek (zero shot) ‘ 77.09 94.00 84.71 ‘ 68.22 9448 79.24 ‘ 6498 88.06 74.78 ‘ 5892 9437 72.55 ‘ 74.58 86.55 80.66

TABLE VI

THE CLASSIFICATION RESULTS ARE PRESENTED. TIMESEEK UTILIZES ONLY 10% OF THE TRAINING DATA FOR FEW-SHOT LEARNING, WHEREAS
BASELINES ARE TRAINED USING THE FULL TRAINING DATA. BOLD: THE BEST AND UNDERLINE: THE SECOND BEST.

Dataset \ TimeSeek (10%) Moment TimesNet PatchTST DLinear Crossformer OS-CNN  TapNet Rocket XGBoost DTW
EthanolConcentration 0.718 0.300 0.357 0.328 0.362 0.380 0.240 0323 0447 0437 0323
FaceDetection 0.651 0.689 0.686 0.683 0.680 0.687 0.575 0.556  0.694 0.633 0529
Handwriting 0.361 0.351 0.321 0.296 0.270 0.288 0.668 0357  0.567 0.158 0286
Heartbeat 0.814 0.737 0.780 0.749 0.751 0.776 0.489 0751 0718 0732 0717
JapaneseVowels 0.986 0.957 0.984 0.975 0.962 0.991 0.991 0965  0.965 0.865  0.949
PEMS-SF 1.000 0.855 0.896 0.893 0.751 0.859 0.760 0.751  0.856 0983 0711
SelfRegulationSCP1 0.918 0.887 0.918 0.907 0.873 0.921 0.835 0.652  0.866 0.846 0777
SelfRegulationSCP2 0.594 0.550 0.572 0.578 0.505 0.583 0.532 0550 0514 0489 0539
SpokenArabicDigits 0.936 0.994 0.990 0.983 0.814 0.979 0.997 0983  0.630 0.696 0963
UWaveGestureLibrary 0.959 0.900 0.853 0.858 0.821 0.853 0.927 0.894  0.944 0759 0903
Avg. ACC 0.794 0.722 0.736 0.725 0.679 0.732 0.701 0.678  0.720 0.660  0.670
Num. Top-1 6 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 0
0240 Weather 0350 ETTml Seek significantly outperforms it, demonstrating that ignoring
. .35 . . . .
inter-channel dependencies negatively impacts performance.
0225 0340 Additionally, compared to using standard attention for model-
=B B ing channels, TimeSeek achieves better results. Notably, on the
= 0210 = 0330 ETTm1 dataset, the standard attention-based method performs
|_| |—| the worst, suggesting that a uniform channel modeling strat-
0.195 0320 egy may introduce spurious correlations between uncorrelated
@ TimeSeek [0 Sum [0 Concat [0 Single Scale channels, ultimately leading to degraded performance. There-
fore, an adaptive channel modeling approach is necessary to
Fig. 5. Ablation about multi-scale modeling on Weather and ETTml

datasets. Sum and Concat represent scale feature summation and scale feature
concatenation, respectively. Single Scale denotes modeling with only the fine
scale. The results are averaged across four prediction lengths.

substitution experiments using 10% few-shot learning. W/O
Router refers to removing the channel router, forcing all
data to undergo channel slot attention modeling. Attention
replaces the proposed channel modeling with standard at-
tention for channel processing. Channel-independent removes
channel modeling entirely, ignoring inter-channel correlations.
As shown in Figure 6, removing the channel router leads to a
drop in prediction accuracy, indicating that not all time series
samples exhibit strong channel correlations. This highlights the
necessity of assessing whether correlation modeling is needed
for each sample. Compared to Channel-independent, Time-

dynamically cluster channels, ensuring that strongly correlated
channels are grouped together.

Weather ETTml1
0.230 0.360
“ 0.220 0.340
2 2
= =
0.210 |—| 0.320
0.200 0.300

[ TimeSeek [] W/O Router [] Attention [] Channel-indepedent

Fig. 6. Ablation about channel modeling for the Weather and ETTm1 datasets.
W/O Router refers to removing the channel router. Attention represents
using standard attention for channel modeling. Channel-independent denotes
ignoring channel modeling entirely. The results are averaged across four
prediction lengths.



3) Classification module: To validate the effectiveness
of the proposed classification module, we conduct replace-
ment experiments on five benchmark datasets: EthanolCon-
centration, Heartbeat, SelfRegulationSCP1, SelfRegulation-
SCP2, and UwaveGestureLibrary. Our comparative analysis
focused on contrasting TimeSeek’s classification results with
the vanilla class token approach in ViT [8] — a widely adopted
classification method that directly initializes trainable class
tokens. The experimental results demonstrate that TimeSeek
achieves significant improvements in classification accuracy,
outperforming the baseline method by an average margin of
17%. This substantial performance gain indicates that Time-
Seek effectively captures comprehensive global information
from time series through its innovative architecture design,
thereby enabling more informed classification decisions.
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Fig. 7. Ablation study on the classification module across five datasets.
Vanilla class token denotes directly initializing a trainable class token for
classification.

D. Model Analysis

1) Fine-tune with downstream data: To verify the impact of
downstream fine-tuning data volume on model performance,
we evaluate the model’s scalability by gradually increasing the
amount of downstream Traffic and Solar datasets. As shown
in Figure 8, the forecast performance steadily improves as the
downstream data increases, reaching best when fine-tuned with
100% of the data. This demonstrates the strong scalability of
our proposed model.
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Fig. 8. Results of fine-tuning TimeSeek under different data percentages with
prediction length 96.

2) Parameter sensitivity analysis.: We conduct parameter
sensitivity experiments on Traffic and Solar datasets to inves-
tigate the effect of the number of slots K. Under the setting
with prediction length 96, Figure 9 reveals that insufficient
slots (K{=5) lead to suboptimal performance, indicating that
a sufficient number of slots are needed to store the complex

inter-channel correlations for multi-domain data. And K de-
pends on pre-training data, it may be small if data are more
homogeneous. As the number of slots increases (K < 10),
the model’s prediction accuracy stabilizes, showing that it
effectively masks redundant information while preserving key
content, thus avoiding interference from irrelevant information.
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Fig. 9. The effect of the number of slots K.

3) Efficiency analysis.: Model efficiency is a key factor in
determining whether a foundation model can be effectively
deployed in downstream scenarios. To evaluate the efficiency
of TimeSeek and other foundation models, we conduct zero-
shot forecasting on the Weather dataset with a prediction
length of 96. The comparison is made from three aspects: zero-
shot inference time, parameter count, and prediction accuracy.
As shown in Figure 10, TimeSeek demonstrates significant
advantages in all three aspects, highlighting its superior com-
putational efficiency and strong applicability to downstream
scenarios. Notably, compared to large-parameter models such
as Time-MOE, TimeSeek achieves better inference speed,
lower parameters, and higher prediction accuracy. At the same
time, the pretraining cost of TimeSeek is much lower than
TimeMOE. This indicates that simply increasing model size
is not the only viable approach to building foundation models.
Instead, effectively leveraging multi-domain time series data
and diverse tasks provides a more efficient way to construct
foundation models.
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Fig. 10. A comparison of inference time and the parameter counts of time
series foundation models, along with their zero-shot performance on the
Weather dataset.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose TimeSeek, a novel generalized
time series analytics model that adaptively models time series



patterns from multi-domain data and unifies multiple tasks in
pre-training. From the perspective of multi-domain data, we
propose a Multi-Domain Feature Extractor that adaptively cap-
tures temporal dependencies and channel correlations based on
domain-specific characteristics, including progressive multi-
scale modeling and adaptive slot channel modeling. From the
perspective of the diversity of tasks, we propose Multi-Task
Collaborative Training, which leverages task specificity and
task commonality through task customization and cross-task
training, effectively unifying multiple tasks in pre-training and
better adapting to diverse downstream scenarios. After pre-
training on large-scale time series data, TimeSeek achieves
state-of-the-art performance in forecasting, anomaly detection,
and classification tasks across both few-shot learning and zero-
shot inference situations, demonstrating strong task versatility
and generalization ability. At the same time, compared with
existing time series foundation models, TimeSeek shows better
inference efficiency and analysis accuracy. We provide our
code at https://github.com/decisionintelligence/TimeSeek.
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