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Abstract

Air pollution, a pressing global problem, threatens public health, environmental
sustainability, and climate stability. Achieving accurate and scalable forecasting
across spatially distributed monitoring stations is challenging due to intricate
multi-pollutant interactions, evolving meteorological conditions, and region-
specific spatial heterogeneity. To address this challenge, we propose AirPCM,
a novel deep spatiotemporal forecasting model that integrates multi-region,
multi-pollutant dynamics with explicit meteorology-pollutant causality model-
ing. Unlike existing methods limited to single pollutants or localized regions,
AirPCM employs a unified architecture to jointly capture cross-station spa-
tial correlations, temporal auto-correlations, and meteorology-pollutant dynamic
causality. This empowers fine-grained, interpretable multi-pollutant forecast-
ing across varying geographic and temporal scales, including sudden pollution
episodes. Extensive evaluations on multi-scale real-world datasets demonstrate
that AirPCM consistently surpasses state-of-the-art baselines in both predic-
tive accuracy and generalization capability. Moreover, the long-term forecasting
capability of AirPCM provides actionable insights into future air quality trends
and potential high-risk windows, offering timely support for evidence-based
environmental governance and carbon mitigation planning.
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1 Introduction

Air pollution is a pressing global problem, threatening human health, impeding sus-
tainable urban development, and exacerbating global climate change [1–3]. The World
Health Organization reports that over 90% of the global population is chronically
exposed to pollutant levels exceeding safe thresholds, resulting in millions of pre-
mature deaths annually from respiratory and cardiovascular diseases [4–6]. In the
face of escalating air quality challenges, developing high-precision, scalable air quality
forecasting models is essential not only for daily health management and ecological
governance but also for advancing global climate goals, such as carbon peaking and
neutrality. While recent advances in multi-source environmental monitoring and deep
learning have improved air quality predictions [7–9], existing methods face significant
limitations in scalability, generalizability, and practical applicability.

Limitations of single-region, single-pollutant forecasting paradigms.
Most existing air quality forecasting models are constrained by a single-pollutant
paradigm within specific regions, such as PM2.5 prediction in Beijing, China [10–12].
This narrow forecasting paradigm fails to capture the dynamically coupled patterns
of air quality across multiple regions and pollutants on a global scale. In reality, the
Air Quality Index (AQI) [13] depends on the combined effects of multiple pollutants,
including PM2.5, PM10, carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur diox-
ide (SO2), and ozone (O3) [14, 15]. Effective policymaking and risk assessment require
an integrated analysis of these pollutants. Moreover, forecasting models tailored to
specific regions often lack transferability across diverse economic and environmental
contexts, particularly in developing countries with severe pollution challenges [16, 17],
leading to high deployment costs and limited global applicability.

Scalability and generalizability constraints in modeling real-world air
pollution dynamics. Current air quality forecasting models, whether data-driven
or physics-guided, face significant challenges in capturing the complex dynamics of
real-world air pollution. Data-driven methods [12, 18–20] excel at identifying sta-
tistical patterns in historical data but often overlook underlying physical transport
and inter-dependencies. This limits their interpretability and generalizability across
diverse geographies and meteorological conditions. Conversely, physics-guided mod-
els [21–24] incorporate domain knowledge through governing physical equations (e.g.,
diffusion-advection [25–27] or physical laws [28]) and region-specific parameters, yield-
ing promising results in localized settings. However, their reliance on region-specific
calibrations and assumptions of quasi-static systems restricts their applicability to
multi-region and multi-pollutant forecasting. Furthermore, both methods struggle to
adapt to sudden changes in air pollution dynamics, such as those triggered by meteoro-
logical anomalies (e.g., thermal inversions or extreme wind) [29, 30]. These limitations
hinder their scalability for large-scale, multi-region, and multi-pollutant forecasting
tasks [10, 11]. Therefore, it is crucial and develop robust, interpretable, and transfer-
able models, which can more effectively inform global environmental policy and public
health interventions across diverse spatial and temporal scales.

Limited scale of benchmark datasets. Existing datasets are often restricted
to monitoring within individual cities or countries [12, 31, 32], lacking comprehensive
environmental over multiple regions and pollutants. It is clear that strong performance
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on a single region and a single pollutant often fails to identify globally transfer-
able and robust models. The limited scale of benchmark datasets thus significantly
restricts their applicability in worldwide environmental governance and public health
interventions.

To address these challenges, we propose AirPCM, a deep spatiotemporal model
designed for accurate multi-region, multi-pollutant Air quality forecasting though
Pollutant Causal Modeling. AirPCM makes the following multifaceted contributions.

First, AirPCM simultaneously forecasts six major pollutants (PM2.5, PM10, O3,
NO2, SO2, and CO) across multi-region monitoring stations, enabling comprehensive
AQI forecasting. This supports holistic environmental assessments and policy-making
across diverse pollutant dimensions and geographic scales.

Second, AirPCM incorporates spatiotemporal and causal dependencies by
jointly modeling cross-station spatial correlations, temporal auto-correlations, and
meteorology-pollutant dynamic causality. This unified modeling strategy allows Air-
PCM to adapt to rapidly changing air conditions, improves forecasting robustness
in complex environments, and enhances interpretability by explicitly revealing the
driving meteorological factors behind pollution dynamics.

Third, to fully support both short-term, medium-term and long-term forecast-
ing, we construct two real-world benchmark datasets. The first, named as AirPCM-d,
comprises daily records spanning from 2015 to 2025, covering over 170 major Chi-
nese cities, and supports long-term air quality and AQI trend prediction. The second
dataset, AirPCM-h, contains hourly pollutant and meteorological observations col-
lected from 2024 to 2025 covering over 430 monitoring stations across the United
States, Europe, and China, which can facilitate fine-grained, cross-regional forecasting
and transferability evaluations. Extensive experiments on both datasets demonstrate
that AirPCM consistently delivers superior multi-region, multi-pollutant forecasting
performance, outperforming existing models in terms of accuracy, generalization, and
robustness.

2 Results

2.1 Model overview

Air quality forecasting is critical for public health, environmental protection, and sus-
tainable urban development. Leveraging historical observations from air monitoring
stations has become an effective approach to enable rapid and flexible air pollutant
forecasting. However, most existing methods are confined to single-region, single-
pollutant prediction paradigms. In reality, the global atmosphere is a highly coupled
system characterized by complex interactions across regions and among multiple pol-
lutants. Relying solely on historical data from a single area fails to capture the
multifaceted spatial features of global air systems, while single-pollutant forecasting
overlooks the inherently multi-pollutant nature of air quality analysis.

This single-region, single-pollutant paradigm inherently ignores the collaborative,
multi-region and multi-pollutant nature of air quality prediction. When extended to
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Fig. 1 Multi-region, multi-pollutant forecasting via a deep spatiotemporal model. a,
Future pollutant concentrations and air quality indices (AQI) are predicted from historical pollutant
and meteorological observations collected at globally distributed monitoring stations. b, The overall
framework of AirPCM involves four key stages: multi-station spatial correlation modeling (MSCM),
followed by patching and embedding (P&E), meteorology-pollutant temporal causality modeling
(MPTC) and finally decoding (DECO). MSCM captures cross-station spatial correlations to sup-
port pollutant propagation across stations. P&E segments historical series into temporal patches and
embeds them into latent spaces. MPTC learns time-lagged meteorological-pollutant causal effect to
model meteorology-driven pollutant dynamics. Finally, DECO utilizes the encoded features to pre-
dict pollutant concentrations over the future time steps.

cross-regional and multi-pollutant scenarios, such methods result in trivial perfor-
mance and incur prohibitive computational and storage costs, severely limiting their
scalability to global applications.

To address these challenges, we develop AirPCM, a unified deep spatiotempo-
ral model trained on historical observations from globally distributed air monitoring
stations. This is motivated by the growing success of deep learning in air quality pre-
diction [10–12, 20, 32], to capturing the dynamic evolution of air pollution processes
across spatial and temporal scales. Our goal is to enable high-precision, wide-coverage
forecasting of multiple pollutants across multiple regions, facilitating early warnings
of air pollution events, days or even months in advance.

The overall architecture of AirPCM is illustrated in Fig. 1, which aims to
model the complex spatiotemporal and causal dependencies underlying multi-region,
multi-pollutant forecasting. We first focus on multi-station spatial correlation mod-
eling (MSCM) to capture the local and global spatial interactions among worldwide
distributed monitoring stations. Local spatial dependencies are captured using convo-
lutional neural networks (CNNs) [33], while a geospatial graph is constructed based
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on station geographic coordinates to represent potential pathways of pollutant trans-
port. To capture wider-range dependencies, we employ a graph attention network
(GAT) [34] to dynamically aggregate information from geographically adjacent sta-
tions, and a multi-head self-attention (MSA) mechanism [35] to model broader global
spatial dependencies, ultimately yielding spatially contextualized representations for
downstream temporal forecasting. Then to capture the time-delay causal effects of
meteorological variables on pollutant concentrations, we introduce a meteorology-
pollutant temporal causality modeling module (MPTC). Specifically, by applying
multi-head causal attention under temporal causal mask constraints, we allow each pol-
lutant patch to selectively attend to relevant historical meteorological features within
its causal window. This enables the model to learn interpretable temporal causal
dependencies between meteorological variables and pollutants. Finally, we employ
stacked temporal self-attention modules to capture intrinsic temporal dependencies
within pollutant sequences. To accommodate the heterogeneous dynamics of different
pollutants, we integrate pollutant-specific adapters that adaptively modulate decoded
features, thereby enhancing the forecasting precision of multiple pollutants.

In summary, by systematically uncovering the spatiotemporal and causal depen-
dencies embedded in historical air quality data, AirPCM captures the evolving pat-
terns of pollution dispersion and transformation, enabling accurate and interpretable
multi-pollutant forecasting.

2.2 Forecasting performance of AirPCM

We systematically evaluate the performance of AirPCM across four benchmarks, com-
prising two public datasets, Beijing and KnowAir, as well as two proprietary datasets,
AirPCM-d and AirPCM-h (see Sec. 4.4). The station distributions of these datasets,
as shown in Fig. 2, cover varying station densities and air pollution patterns from
diverse regions. AirPCM and all baseline models (see Sec. 4.5) are evaluated using
Mean Absolute Error (MAE), Root Mean Square Error (RMSE), and Symmetric Mean
Absolute Percentage Error (SMAPE) (see Sec. 4.5).

Quantitative comparison. Table 1 presents the PM2.5 prediction performance
of AirPCM and the baselines on the Beijing and KnowAir datasets. The evaluation
covers both the overall three-day forecasting accuracy and the ability to handle sud-
den changes. Because existing methods are primarily designed for single-region and
single-pollutant prediction tasks, mostly targeting PM2.5, we provide such a compar-
ison focusing on PM2.5 concentration forecasting. All methods make predictions for
the next three days based on the previous three days of observations, with input and
prediction sequences each consisting of 24 steps at 3-hour intervals. Following Air-
DualODE [11] and Airformer [32], we further analyze prediction errors under sudden
change scenarios. An sudden change is defined as a situation where the PM2.5 concen-
tration exceeds 75 µg/m3 and fluctuates by more than ±20 µg/m3 within the next
three hours [32].

As shown in Table 1, AirPCM almost consistently outperforms all baselines across
all datasets and evaluation scenarios. On the Beijing dataset, AirPCM achieves the
lowest RMSE (61.33) and SMAPE (0.73) for the 3-day prediction, while also showing
significant advantages under sudden changes by reducing MAE, RMSE, and SMAPE
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Fig. 2 Station distributions. The urban-scale dataset (a) comprises 35 monitoring stations
located in Beijing, China. The national-scale KnowAir dataset (b) encompasses measurements from
184 stations distributed across China. c-d depict our collected daily and hourly datasets. The daily
dataset (c), AirPCM-d, comprises air pollution and meteorological records from 156 stations across
China spanning the period 2015−2025. The hourly dataset (d), AirPCM-h, includes hourly air pol-
lution and meteorology data from 17 January 2024 to 17 April 2025 across 453 monitoring stations,
comprising 55 in Europe, 35 in the United States, and 363 in China.

by 6.9%, 6.6%, and 12.3%, respectively, compared to the strongest baseline, Air-
DualODE [11]. Similar improvements are observed again on the KnowAir dataset,
where AirPCM lowers MAE to 16.30 for the regular 3-day forecast and to 36.31 under
sudden changes, achieving relative gains of 12.6% (16.30 vs 18.64) and 8.7% (36.31
vs 39.79) over the prior state-of-the-art method. Furthermore, AirPCM provides up
to 12.2% improvement (0.43 vs 0.49) in SMAPE, reflecting a better control capability
over relative errors, which is particularly important for handling sudden changes in
air quality.

Qualitative comparison. Fig. 3 qualitatively compares PM2.5 forecasts in
Beijing produced by AirPCM and two leading baselines, Air-DualODE [11] and Air-
PhyNet [10], over a three-day horizon starting on February 11, 2018. Overall, AirPCM
yields predictions that align more closely with the observed concentrations, exhibiting
smaller deviations throughout the forecast horizon. Although all models display some
lag or underestimation during abrupt changes, AirPCM demonstrates more stable
tracking of pollution levels across varying temporal segments.

To further evaluate the performance of AirPCM on multi-region and multi-
pollutant forecasting, we collected a comprehensive dataset, AirPCM-h, covering
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Table 1 Overall forecasting performance comparison. Models predict the future 3 days from the
past 3 days, with input and prediction sequences of length 24 (3-hour intervals). Bold indicates the
best results; underlined denotes the second-best.

Beijing KnowAir
3 days Sudden Change 3 days Sudden ChangeMethods

MAE RMSE SMAPE MAE RMSE SMAPE MAE RMSE SMAPE MAE RMSE SMAPE

HA [36] 59.78 77.73 0.83 79.66 94.87 0.87 25.27 38.57 0.53 59.37 79.38 0.72
VAR [37] 55.88 75.64 0.82 77.18 98.73 0.86 24.56 37.35 0.51 57.40 71.84 0.71

Latent-ODE [22] 43.35 63.75 0.79 69.71 92.67 0.77 19.99 30.85 0.46 42.59 57.90 0.50
ODE-RNN [21] 43.60 63.67 0.79 70.22 93.12 0.78 20.57 31.26 0.45 42.07 57.76 0.51

ODE-LSTM [23] 43.68 64.23 0.78 70.60 93.27 0.77 20.21 30.88 0.45 41.29 56.47 0.49
STGCN [38] 45.99 64.85 0.82 73.65 97.87 0.76 23.64 32.48 0.52 55.29 73.21 0.54
DCRNN [39] 49.61 71.53 0.82 75.31 96.50 0.81 24.02 37.87 0.53 56.88 74.58 0.73

ASTGCN [18] 42.88 65.24 0.79 72.75 96.68 0.83 19.92 31.39 0.44 42.06 57.50 0.52
GTS [19] 42.96 63.27 0.80 70.36 92.70 0.76 19.52 30.36 0.43 40.87 56.20 0.49

MTSF-DG [20] 43.12 66.06 0.79 72.26 95.32 0.77 19.17 29.55 0.43 40.64 55.65 0.50
PM25GNN [12] 45.23 66.43 0.82 72.45 95.34 0.78 19.32 30.12 0.43 40.43 55.49 0.49
Airformer [32] 42.74 63.11 0.78 68.80 91.16 0.75 19.17 30.19 0.43 39.99 55.35 0.49

AirPhyNet [10] 42.72 64.58 0.78 70.03 94.60 0.78 21.31 31.77 0.47 43.23 58.79 0.50
Air-DualODE [11] 40.32 62.04 0.74 66.40 90.31 0.73 18.64 29.37 0.42 39.79 54.61 0.49

AirPCM 41.88 61.33 0.73 61.85 84.34 0.64 16.30 28.38 0.40 36.31 51.25 0.43
Gain (%) −3.9 +1.1 +1.4 +6.9 +6.6 +12.3 +12.6 +3.4 +4.8 +8.7 +6.1 +12.2

∗ Gain=SOTA−AirPCM
SOTA

× 100%, where SOTA denotes the performance of the state-of-the-art baseline method.

three representative regions: the European Union, the United States, and China. The
AirPCM-h dataset contains hourly air pollution and meteorological observations from
January 17, 2024, to April 17, 2025, across a total of 453 monitoring stations, with 55
located in Europe, 35 in the United States, and 363 in China. The spatial distribution
of these stations is shown in Fig. 2d.

Fig. 4a shows a comparative analysis of AirPCM against several state-of-the-
art baseline methods for PM2.5 prediction on the AirPCM-h dataset. The results
demonstrate that AirPCM consistently surpasses other mainstream models across
both short-term (1-24 hours) and mid-term (25-72 hours) forecasting horizons.
These findings underscore the strong adaptability and performance of AirPCM for
multi-temporal and multi-regional air quality forecasting tasks.

In addition, Fig. 4b presents the prediction results of AirPCM for pollutants includ-
ing PM10, CO, SO2, and O3 during the period from December 24 to 27, 2024. The
predicted daily average concentrations closely match the observed values, demon-
strating the strong generalization capability of AirPCM and its potential for joint
multi-pollutant forecasting.

2.3 Meteorology-pollutant temporal causality

We further analyze the dynamic temporal causal effects of meteorological variables on
various air pollutants. As shown in Fig. 5, we visualize the temporal causal effects over
a 72-hour horizon between five meteorological variables (temperature, surface pressure,
humidity, wind speed, and wind direction) and six major air pollutants (PM2.5, PM10,
O3, NO2, SO2, and CO) in two representative cities Beijing and New York. The results
reveal substantial variations in both the temporal magnitude and structure of the
causal effects, with pronounced time-delay patterns and city-specific effect signatures.
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Fig. 3 PM2.5 concentration forecasting in Beijing, China. On the Beijing [31] benchmark
dataset, we evaluate the PM2.5 forecasting performance of AirPCM against two state-of-the-art
methods, Air-DualODE [11] and AirPhyNet [10]. Each model uses as input three days of historical
observations (from 13:00 on February 8 to 13:00 on February 11, 2018) to forecast PM2.5 concentra-
tions for the subsequent three-day period (from 13:00 on February 11 to 13:00 on February 14, 2018).
In the visualization, darker colors denote higher predicted concentrations at each monitoring station.

Overall, the temperature exhibits a stable and pronounced positive causal effect
on O3 concentrations, particularly within short-term windows (0-24 h), aligning with
the established physical mechanism whereby elevated temperatures accelerate pho-
tochemical reactions. This observation validates the capacity of AirPCM to capture
temperature-driven ozone dynamics Furthermore, a comparative analysis between
these two cities reveals meaningful differences, i.e., while the temperature-O3 causality
response in Beijing is sharper and more concentrated within a narrow time window,
whereas in New York it extends beyond 48 hours, reflecting differences in the dura-
tion and intensity of photochemical processes under distinct climatic backgrounds.
Similarly, the humidity and the wind speed generally exert negative causal effects on
particulate matter (PM2.5 and PM10), underscoring their importance in particle dis-
persion and deposition. However, these effects manifest differently, Beijing shows a
more immediate and steep response, peaking within 24-36 hours, whereas New York
displays a more gradual decay over an extended period, likely due to the influence of
regional transport and evolving air mass dynamics.
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Fig. 5 Visualization of meteorology-pollutant temporal causality. Illustration of the causal
effects of meteorological variables on the concentrations of major air pollutants in Beijing and New
York during the period from 12:00 on January 8, 2025, to 12:00 on January 11, 2025.

Although the surface pressure and the wind direction exhibit relatively moderate
causal contributions, they still reveal consistent delayed effects for specific pollutants.
For instance, in Beijing, the surface pressure exerts a mild positive impact on NO2 and
SO2 at longer time lags, while in New York, the wind direction becomes increasingly
influential for NO2 and SO2 during the 60-72 h period. These patterns suggest that
regional pollutant accumulation or cross-boundary transport may be facilitated under
specific pressure or wind regimes. Notably, although such influences are less promi-
nent in the short term, they provide valuable insights for medium-term to long-term
pollution evolutions and offer potential indicators for regulatory references.

The ability to uncover these temporally causal relationships opens up new avenues
for fine-grained modeling of pollutant formation mechanisms and supports the devel-
opment of differentiated air quality management strategies across cities. From a
practical perspective, our analysis suggests that Beijing is more sensitive to abrupt
meteorological disturbances and therefore requires responsive mechanisms to short-
term changes (e.g., sudden wind bursts or humidity shifts). In contrast, the pollution
dynamics in New York are more affected by delayed meteorological influences, which
makes it suitable for incorporating middle-term weather processes and antecedent
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meteorological conditions into forecasting and regulation efforts. Importantly, our
meteorology-pollutant temporal causality modeling enables precise quantification of
marginal effects and response windows for each meteorological variable for pollutants,
thereby fostering interpretable predictive models and proactive early-warning systems.

2.4 Generalization and robustness evaluation

Fig. 6a presents the results of generalization evaluation, covering two settings: (1)
models trained on the Beijing and KnowAir datasets and evaluated on the AirPCM-h
dataset in the U.S. and China regions, respectively, and (2) forecasting performance
assessments for PM2.5 concentrations over the next 72 hours, along with under sudden
changes.

For the KnowAir → AirPCM-h (China) transfer, the primary focus is on temporal
generalization. Here, the KnowAir dataset contains air quality data from 2015 to 2018,
while AirPCM-h spans from 2024 to 2025. Although both datasets cover China, their
substantial temporal gap imposes a challenging test for capturing long-term temporal
dynamics. Results in Fig. 6a demonstrate that AirPCM consistently achieves superior
performance on this task, yielding the lowest MAE and RMSE across all horizons
and sudden change cases. This highlights its strong capability in modeling long-range
temporal evolutions.

In contrast, the Beijing → AirPCM-h (U.S.) transfer primarily evaluates cross-
regional generalization. Given the stark differences in geography, climate, and pollution
source distributions between Beijing and the U.S., this represents a demanding test
of spatial adaptability. AirPCM shows remarkable performance in this setting as well,
especially under sudden changes, where it achieves significantly lower prediction errors
than other methods, underlining its robust cross-regional transfer capability.

Quantitatively, AirPCM achieves the best results across most forecasting settings.
Under sudden changes, it attains MAE, RMSE, and SMAPE of 31.89, 57.19, and 0.94
for the Beijing → AirPCM-h (U.S.) transfer, corresponding to gains of 3.8%, 1.8%,
and 7.8% over the second-best method, Air-DualODE. Similarly, for the KnowAir →
AirPCM-h (China) transfer, it achieves 36.56, 54.62, and 0.51, improving by 4.0%,
3.2%, and 5.6% respectively. These results collectively emphasize AirPCM superior
generalization ability and robustness under cross-regional and temporal forecasting.

To assess the robustness of AirPCM and state-of-the-art baselines under sudden
air quality changes, we performed experiments on the KnowAir dataset. The evalua-
tion focuses on PM2.5 predictions at three representative regions in Beijing, Shanghai,
and Chengdu of China, as visualized in Fig. 6b. The results show that AirPCM
consistently provides more accurate tracking of both rising and falling transitions
than Air-DualODE and AirPhyNet, which often lag behind or underreact to sudden
changes, leading to smoothed local peaks and troughs. In contrast, AirPCM captures
sharper fluctuation patterns that remain closer to the observed ground truth. This
suggests that achieving reliable air quality forecasts under rapidly changing conditions
depends not only on modeling average temporal trends but also on learning to rep-
resent transient dynamics, including brief pollutant accumulation or dispersal events
influenced by meteorological or anthropogenic factors.
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Fig. 6 Generalization and robustness evaluation. a, Generalization performance of models
trained on the KnowAir and Beijing datasets, evaluated on the AirPCM-h dataset. b, Visualization
comparing model robustness in the presence of sudden changes.

This capability is crucial for real-time public health alerts and urban management,
where anticipating imminent air quality deterioration enables timely interventions.
Nevertheless, AirPCM still faces challenges in precisely predicting the exact magni-
tudes at peak points, underscoring that forecasting abrupt air quality episodes remains
a demanding and important research task.

2.5 Case study of long-term forecasting

To comprehensively evaluate the practical utility of AirPCM, we conduct a case study
over China using the AirPCM-d dataset. This dataset includes daily records of six
key pollutants (PM2.5, PM10, O3, NO2, SO2, and CO) and meteorological variables
(temperature, pressure, humidity, wind speed, wind direction) collected from 156
monitoring stations across the country, covering the period from 2015 to 2025. Such
extensive spatial and temporal coverage allows us to examine long-term air quality
trends and generate forecasts for the subsequent two years, providing a new perspective
to explore both urban and regional pollution patterns.

As illustrated in Fig. 7a, the predicted distribution of AQI categories (good, mod-
erate, unhealthy for sensitive groups, unhealthy, very unhealthy, and hazardous) from
April 2024 to April 2027 highlights a clear north-south gradient. Regions in northern
China, particularly Gansu, Qinghai, Liaoning, Neimenggu, and parts of Hebei and
Shanxi, are projected to experience a higher fraction of days falling into unhealthy
or worse categories. This occurs despite the implementation of consistent national
emission standards, indicating that meteorological and geographical factors, such as
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Fig. 7 Case study on future air quality index analysis in China. a, Predicted proportions
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pollutants for four first-tier cities in China from 2015 to 2027.

frequent temperature inversions, shallow boundary layers, and limited atmospheric
mixing over the North China Plain, play a dominant role in hindering pollutant dis-
persion. By contrast, southern and coastal regions benefit from stronger winds and
more frequent precipitation events, which facilitate pollutant removal through both
advection and wet deposition, resulting in generally better air quality.

Zooming into the four major metropolitan areas Beijing, Shanghai, Guangzhou and
Shenzhen, Fig. 7b traces their historical and future air quality trajectories. All four
cities show a consistent trend toward improved air quality, marked by a steady decline
in the number of days exceeding moderate AQI thresholds. This improvement reflects
the cumulative impact of stringent emissions controls and industrial restructuring.
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In Beijing periodic severe pollution episodes occur, driven by winter coal heating
and unfavorable meteorological conditions. Shanghai and Guangzhou follow a stable
upward trend toward cleaner air though both cities continue to record occasional
unhealthy days. Shenzhen maintains the cleanest air quality among the four thanks
to coastal ventilation and proactive industrial transitions.

Fig. 7c further represents the annual concentration trends of six major pollutants.
It can be observed that since 2025, the concentrations of primarily pollutant (PM2.5,
PM10, NO2, SO2 and CO) have exhibited a sustained downward trend across the four
cities, albeit with occasional fluctuations. However, secondary pollutants, e.g., ozone
(O3), exhibit an upward trend. This divergence is primarily attributed to national
emission control and pollution mitigation policies targeting primary pollutants. As
a typical secondary pollutant, O3 formation is governed by the complex interplay of
multiple factors, including the concentration ratios of its precursors (such as volatile
organic compounds VOCs and nitrogen oxides NOx), solar radiation intensity, and
meteorological conditions. Under current policy emphasizing NOx emission reductions,
some regions may enter a VOC-limited regime, where decreasing NOx paradoxically
reduces O3 titration, thereby facilitating increased ozone formation. Additionally,
global warming has contributed to higher temperatures and enhanced solar irradiance,
both of which accelerate photochemical reactions and further promote O3 generation.

This case study demonstrates that significant spatial and temporal disparities in
air quality can persist under uniform regulatory frameworks, largely as a result of
intrinsic meteorological and topographical factors. In addition, the shift in urban emis-
sion patterns, marked by reductions in primary pollutants and increases in secondary
pollutants such as ozone, highlights the necessity of multi-pollutant forecasting. It
also emphasizes the importance of advanced forecasting systems like AirPCM that
integrate multi-pollutant and multi-region dynamics while explicitly modeling the
causality between atmospheric variables and pollution processes. By capturing multi-
scale spatiotemporal dependencies and learning these causal influences, such systems
are capable for proactive public health protection and the development of adaptive
environmental policies. As urbanization accelerates and climate variability increases,
causality-informed, multi-pollutant forecasting frameworks like AirPCM will be crit-
ical for moving beyond reactive responses towards more anticipatory air quality
management.

3 Discussion

In this study, we introduce AirPCM, a novel deep spatiotemporal model designed
to address key limitations in existing air quality forecasting methods [10–12, 32].
By integrating multi-region, multi-pollutant, and meteorological dynamics within a
causality-aware framework, AirPCM transcends models that narrowly focus on iso-
lated regions and individual pollutants. It represents a necessary shift toward capturing
the interwoven dynamical dependencies that govern atmospheric pollution, offering
superior predictive accuracy and interpretability under both routine and extreme
conditions.
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Our proactive case study of long-term forecasting across China demonstrates that
regional air pollution levels are shaped not only by nationwide emission-control poli-
cies but also by local meteorological conditions and cross-city pollution dispersion.
AirPCM reveals that persistent north-south disparities in pollution are tightly cou-
pled with regional topography and meteorological patterns, such as thermal inversions
and prevailing winds [40]. This underscores a critical limitation of emission-centric
strategies: without explicitly accounting for regional meteorological variability and
cross-regional diffusion patterns, policy effectiveness becomes spatially heterogeneous
and often suboptimal.

By jointly modeling multiple pollutants (e.g., PM2.5, PM10, SO2, and O3), Air-
PCM further addresses the evolving challenge of pollutant interactions and transport.
As urban emission profiles shift—characterized by reductions in primary pollutants
and increases in secondary pollutants like ozone—a multi-pollutant forecasting method
becomes indispensable. Our results demonstrate that joint modeling not only improves
predictive accuracy but also yields critical diagnostic insights into pollutant interde-
pendencies. This capability is crucial for devising multifaceted pollution mitigation
strategies, particularly for complex pollution events involving simultaneous surges of
particulate matter and ozone.

Accurately predicting the timing and magnitude of abrupt air quality degradation
remains a formidable challenge. While AirPCM, like other state-of-the-art models,
does not fully capture the sharpest pollution spikes, it excels at identifying the onset
and resolution phases of severe episodes. By closely tracking the dynamic trends
before and after such events, it enables early warnings that are instrumental in shift-
ing from reactive responses to proactive urban management and timely public health
interventions.

AirPCM transcends conventional single-pollutant, region-isolated frameworks by
introducing a deep spatiotemporal model that simultaneously captures multi-region,
multi-pollutant, and meteorological dependencies. Unlike previous models that over-
look spatial spillovers or the lagged causal effects of meteorological factors, AirPCM
explicitly learns these cross-scale dependencies. This enables it not only to predict
routine pollution patterns, but also to more reliably signal imminent and abrupt air
quality degradations. As urbanization accelerates and climate variability intensifies,
the deployment of such fine-grained and adaptive forecasting models is essential for
effective policy-making and safeguarding of the public health.

4 Methods

In this section, we present the methodological details of AirPCM, along with the
datasets, baselines, and evaluation metrics used in experiments.

4.1 Air quality forecasting based on history observations

Multi-region, multi-pollutant air quality forecasting relies on historical observation
data from N geographically distributed stations. Each station records concentra-
tions of K air pollutants (e.g., PM2.5, PM10 and SO2) along with C meteorological
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variables. This historical data form a continuous multivariate time series, repre-
sented as {(x1,m1), (x2,m2), · · · , (xt,mt), · · · }, where xt ∈ RN×K and mt ∈ RN×C

represent the pollutant and meteorological observations for all stations at time t,
respectively. Our objective is to forecast future κ time steps pollutant concentra-
tions xt+1:t+κ ∈ RN×K×κ for all stations based on past τ time steps of observations
xt−τ :t ∈ RN×K×τ and mt−τ :t ∈ RN×C×τ . Currently, under a data-driven paradigm,
leveraging partial historical observations from geographically scattered stations to
achieve continuous, fine-grained, and multi-pollutant forecasting remains an unex-
plored and challenging task. To promote the resolution of this task, we propose
AirPCM, a deep spatiotemporal model that jointly captures cross-station spatial cor-
relations, temporal auto-correlations, and the dynamic temporal causality between
meteorological variables and pollutants.

4.2 AirPCM

Architecture overview. AirPCM consists of a four-stage pipeline: multi-station
spatial correlation modeling (MSCM), followed by patching and embedding (P&E),
meteorology-pollutant temporal causality learning (MPTC) and finally decoding
(DECO). MSCM receives historical observations of both pollutants and meteorological
variables to learn cross-station spatial correlations, capturing the spatial dependencies
among different stations at each time step. Based on these learned correlations, pollu-
tant propagation is performed across stations to model spatial interactions. Following
MSCM, the model performs patching and embedding on the pollutant features of each
station. Specifically, the features are divided into equally sized patches, which are then
embedded to project them into a latent space for forecast modeling in subsequently
stages. The four-stage pipeline of AirPCM is illustrated in Fig. 1(b).

MSCM. Based on the geographical information of stations, including longitude,
latitude, and altitude, we construct a geospatial graph G = {V, E}, where V is the
set of stations with |V| = N , and E denotes edges expressing potential pathways for
inter-station pollutant transport [11, 12]. Given the historical pollutant observations
xt−τ :t ∈ RN×K×τ , we first apply a two-dimensional convolution (Conv) to project
inputs into a latent feature space while capturing local spatiotemporal patterns, i.e.,
ht−τ :t = Conv(xt−τ :t) ∈ RN×dh×τ , where dh is the hidden dimension. Subsequently, we
employ a graph attention network (GAT) [34] over G to aggregate spatial correlations
across stations, yielding node geospatial representations h̃t−τ :t = GAT(ht−τ :t,G) ∈
RN×dh×τ . To further capture non-local dependencies across stations, we incorporate
a multi-head self-attention (MSA) mechanism [35] with queries q = Wqh from ht−τ :t

and key-value pairs k = Wkh̃, v = Wvh̃ from h̃t−τ :t:

MSA(q, k, v) = Softmax(
qk⊤√
dmsa

)v, (1)

where dmsa is the per-head dimension. The attended outputs are passed through resid-
ual connections and a position-wise feed-forward network with layer normalization
(FFN). Finally, a convolution projects the features back to the original observa-
tion space, yielding spatially contextualized observations for downstream temporal
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forecasting. This process can be described as:

x′
t−τ :t = Conv (FFN (xt−τ :t + MSA(q, k, v))) ∈ RN×K×τ . (2)

P&E. We apply patching along the temporal dimension for each pollutant variable,
generating overlapping patches. Take PM2.5 as an example. The observations x′PM2.5

t−τ,t ∈
RN×τ are segmented into patches p ∈ RN×np×lp , where lp is the patch length and

np =
⌊
(τ−lp)

s

⌋
+ 2 is the total number of patches given a sliding stride s. We then

employ embedding layers to project each patch into a latent space while incorporating
its positional and temporal attributes. Specifically, for each patch, we aggregate its
position ppos ∈ RN×np×1 and temporal information ptime ∈ RN×np×4 (start year,
month, day, and hour) as follows:

pemb = Embedpatch(p) + Embedpos(ppos) + Embedtime(ptime), (3)

where pemb ∈ RN×np×dp is the embedded patch with embedding dimension dp.
Note that the embedding layer Embed∗(·) adopt distinct linear projection dimen-
sions to ensure dimensional compatibility across patch content, position, and temporal
encodings [41–43].

MPTC. This stage is designed to capture the temporal causal effects of meteoro-
logical variables on pollutant evolution. Concretely, given meteorological observations
mt−τ :t ∈ RN×C×τ , they are first processed by the MSCM module, yielding spatially
contextualized features m′

t−τ :t ∈ RN×C×τ that encode cross-station dependencies.
Then, we extract the most recent ω time steps (time-delayed causal window [44–
46]) of meteorological observations m′

t−ω:t ∈ RN×C×ω for time step t, which are
then projected via an embedding layer into a latent space, resulting in meteorolog-
ical embeddings pmet = Embedmet(m

′
t−ω:t) ∈ RN×C×ω×dp . To explicitly model the

causal influence of meteorology on pollutants, we employ a multi-head causal atten-
tion mechanism (MCAM) [35]. Here, the query representations are obtained from the
pollutant patch embeddings pemb, while the keys and values are derived from mete-
orological embeddings pmet. Meanwhile, to preserve rational temporal causality, a
lower-triangular mask M ∈ {0, 1}np×C×ω is imposed over the attention scores. This
is formalized as:

pmcam = MCAM(q̂, k̂, v̂) = Softmax(
q̂k̂⊤√
dmcam

⊙M)v̂, (4)

where q̂ = Ŵqpemb, k̂ = Ŵkpmet, and v̂ = Ŵvpmet. This step ensures that each
pollutant query patch selectively attends only to historical meteorological features
within its causal window, yielding interpretable temporal influence patterns.

DECO. The causally attended outputs pmcam are first fused with the original pol-
lutant patch embeddings pemb to obtain the initial input x0

deco = Wf [pmcam, pemd] ∈
RN×np×dp for decoding. The representations are then iteratively updated by a stack
of temporal self-attention blocks, each consisting of an MSA followed by an FFN with

17



residual connection:

x̃l−1
deco = MSA

(
xl−1
deco

)
, xl

deco = FFN
(
x̃l−1
deco

)
, l = 1, . . . , L,

where xl
deco ∈ RN×np×dp denotes the output of the l-th block and L is the total

number of stacked temporal self-attention blocks.
To accommodate the heterogeneous dynamics across different pollutant targets,

we further introduce pollutant-specific adapters that tailor the decoded features to
each target variable. The adapted features are flattened and fed into dedicated output
projectors to produce multi-horizon forecasts:

x̂t+1:t+κ = Ok(Flatten(Adapterk(xl
deco))) ∈ RN×K×κ, (5)

where x̂t+1:t+κ is the predicted pollutant concentrations over the future κ time steps
for all K target pollutants across N stations. Here, Adapterk(·) and Ok(·) denote the
target-specific adapter and output projector for pollutant k, respectively.
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station spatial correlations. b, Temporal auto-correlations. c, Temporal causality between meteoro-
logical variables and pollutants.

4.3 Summary of AirPCM

AirPCM is a unified deep spatiotemporal model designed to capture complex depen-
dencies for multi-region, multi-pollutant air quality forecasting. As illustrated in Fig. 8,
it systematically integrates three major dependency modeling independents which are
highlight in below.

(i) Cross-station spatial correlations. Rather than relying on brute-force pair-
wise computations, AirPCM construct a geospatial graph over all stations and applies
a graph attention network (GAT) to dynamically aggregate information from geo-
graphically correlated neighbors. By integrating these GAT-refined features with a
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multi-head spatial self-attention layer, AirPCM effectively captures both local and
global spatial dependencies among scattered stations with linear complexity.

(ii) Temporal auto-correlations. To capture intrinsic sequential patterns and
periodic behaviors in pollutant series, historical observations are segmented into over-
lapping temporal patches and embedded into latent representations. These are refined
via multi-head temporal self-attention blocks, facilitating the modeling of multi-scale
temporal dependencies critical for accurate temporal forecasting.

(iii) Meteorology-pollutant temporal causality. To model how historical
meteorological conditions drive pollutant evolution, we introduce a fine-grained causal
attention module equipped with lower-triangular masks that strictly enforce tempo-
ral directionality. This design not only ensures temporal consistency but also yields
interpretable attention weights that reveal delayed meteorological effects on pollutants.

Formally, the complete pipeline of AirPCM can be succinctly summarized as:

MSCM(xt−τ :t,G)
(i)−→

x′
t−τ:t

P&E(x′t−τ :t)
(ii)−→
pemb

MPTC(pemb, pmet)
(iii)−→

pmcam

DECO(pmcam)
(ii)−→ x̂t+1:t+κ

MSCM(mt−τ :t,G)
(i)−→

m′
t−τ:t

Embedmet(m
′
t−ω:t),

pmet(ii)

(6)

where each
∗−→
∗

denotes both the type of dependency being modeled (above or left of

the arrow) and the resulting intermediate representation (below or right of the arrow).
AirPCM jointly encodes cross-station spatial correlations, meteorology-pollutant
temporal causality, and temporal auto-correlations, offering a holistic solution for
fine-grained, multi-horizon air quality forecasting.

4.4 Datasets

For the air quality forecasting task, we conducted experiments using four benchmark
datasets spanning three spatial scales: city-scale (Beijing [31] dataset), national-scale
(KnowAir [12] and AirPCM-d datasets), and global-scale (AirPCM-h dataset). The
spatial distribution of monitoring stations is illustrated in Fig. 2. These datasets
provide comprehensive coverage of air pollutant concentrations and meteorological
variables, enabling a well-rounded evaluation of forecasting models across diverse geo-
graphical and climatic contexts. We split these datasets into training, validation, and
test sets using a 2:1:1 ratio.

The Beijing dataset [31] provides hourly measurements from 35 monitoring stations
in Beijing, China, spanning 1 January 2017 to 30 May 2018. It includes concentrations
of six major air pollutants (PM2.5, PM10, O3, NO2, SO2, and CO) and meteorological
variables (temperature, pressure, humidity, wind speed, and wind direction).

The national-scale KnowAir dataset [12] focuses on PM2.5 forecasting across
184 cities in China. It contains PM2.5 concentrations and 17 meteorological vari-
ables (including temperature, pressure, humidity, wind components, and precipitation)
recorded every three hours from 1 January 2015 to 31 December 2018.
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AirPCM-d and AirPCM-h are our curated daily and hourly datasets, respectively.
Two datasets both contains the six major pollutants (PM2.5, PM10, O3, NO2, SO2,
and CO), Air Quality Index (AQI) calculated according to MEP-2012 standard of
China [47], and the meteorological variables (temperature, pressure, humidity, wind
speed, and wind direction). Specifically, the AirPCM-d dataset provides daily records
of air pollutants and meteorological variables from 156 monitoring stations across
China, covering the period from 2 January 2015 to 12 April 2025. This dataset sup-
ports long-term air quality forecasting at a national scale. The AirPCM-h dataset,
contains hourly measurements of air pollutants and meteorological variables from 453
monitoring stations worldwide, including 55 in Europe, 35 in the United States, and
363 in China, spanning from 17 January 2024 to 17 April 2025. This dataset enables
global-scale multi-pollutant air quality forecasting across diverse climatic regions.

4.5 Baselines and evaluation metrics

We evaluate AirPCM against a comprehensive set of baseline models spanning four
major categories:

(i) Classic statistical methods: historical average (HA) [36] and vector auto-
regression(VAR) [37];

(ii) Differential equation network-based models: ODE-RNN [21], Latent-ODE [22],
and ODE-LSTM [23];

(iii) Spatiotemporal deep learning methods: DCRNN [39], STGCN [38], ASTGCN
[18], GTS [19], MTSF-DG [20], PM2.5-GNN [12], and Airformer [32];

(iv) Physics-guided neural model: AirPhyNet [10] and Air-DualODE [11].
All method are evaluated by mean absolute error (MAE), root mean square error

(RMSE), and symmetric mean absolute percentage error (SMAPE), where a lower
error value indicates a superior predictive performance. These metrics are defined as
follows:

MAE =
1

κ

t+κ∑
t+1

|x̂t − xt| , (7)

RMSE =

√√√√ 1

κ

t+κ∑
t+1

(x̂t − xt)
2
, (8)

SMAPE =
100%

κ

t+κ∑
t+1

|x̂t − xt|
(|x̂t| + |xt|) /2

, (9)

where x̂t is the predicted value corresponding to the ground truth xt, and κ represents
the length of the time series. The differences among these equations reflect the distinct
design philosophies underlying the metrics. MAE quantifies the average magnitude of
prediction errors, serving as a direct indicator of typical forecast deviations irrespec-
tive of directions. RMSE emphasizes larger errors through its quadratic formulation,
thereby rendering it more sensitive to outliers and highlighting the capability of the
model to mitigate extreme discrepancies. SMAPE offers a scale-independent evalua-
tion by representing errors as a percentage relative to both observed and predicted
values, which facilitates consistent assessments across pollutants with heterogeneous
concentration ranges.
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5 Data availability

The Beijing dataset is publicly available at https://www.biendata.xyz/competition/
kdd 2018/. The KnowAir dataset can be accessed at https://github.com/shuowang-ai/
PM2.5-GNN. The AirPCM-d and AirPCM-h datasets, collected by the authors,
are available at https://huggingface.co/datasets/junxinlu/AirPCM-d and AirPCM-h.
The air quality data in AirPCM-d and AirPCM-h are derived from national air
quality monitoring platforms in various regions (China, the United States, and
Europe), while the meteorological data are obtained from the fifth-generation
European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) atmospheric
reanalysis dataset (ERA5), available at https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/datasets/
reanalysis-era5-pressure-levels.

6 Code availability

Relevant code and models are available via GitHub at https://github.com/
JunxinLu001/AirPCM.
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