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Supplementary Figure S7: Performance comparison with time and condition factor ablated. (A)
Difference of MSE for Sunbear prediction versus true value and MSE of time-ablated Sunbear prediction
versus true value. P-values are calculated by a one-sided Wilcoxon rank-sum test. Query and baseline are
selected from the closest previous time point. (B) Difference of MSE for Sunbear prediction versus true value
and MSE of condition-ablated Sunbear prediction versus true value. P-values are calculated by a one-sided
Wilcoxon rank-sum test. Query and baseline are selected from the closest previous time point. (C) Similar
to (A), except query and baseline are selected from the closest subsequent time point. (D) Similar to (B),
except query and baseline are selected from the closest subsequent time point. (E) Similar to (A), except
query and baseline are selected from the closest previous and subsequent time point. (F) Similar to (B),
except query and baseline are selected from the closest previous and subsequent time point.
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