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Abstract

Accurate prediction of pedestrian crossing intention is critical for driving safety and interaction ef-
ficiency in autonomous driving. To address the complexity of pedestrian dynamics and strong in-
teractions with the environment, a Multi-kernel Attention Graph Network for Pedestrian Crossing
Intention (MAGNet-PCI) is proposed. The model employs a parallel multi-branch spatio-temporal en-
coder, where the Multi-kernel Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolution (MKGC-ST) module extracts mo-
tion features from pedestrian skeleton sequences from multiple perspectives. To mitigate infor-
mation loss during feature flattening, an Attention Pooling Transformer (APT) mechanism is intro-
duced. It selects key joints through graph convolution and aggregates global context with multi-head
attention, generating structure-aware graph-level representations for intention classification. Exper-
iments on the JAAD and PIE datasets show that the proposed method achieves accuracy improve-
ments of 3% and 10% over PedGNN, respectively. Ablation studies further verify the effectiveness of
the parallel multi-branch structure, multi-kernel convolution module, and attention pooling mecha-
nism.
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1. 5l

H 3055 RGBS 2 2is1T, FTEMNAT A BAE s ERE, XX EBPHH SRS
RHEE]. HFFERM, 1T AT B 302 B i) m B R 2 —[2]-[4]. 28T, DA BIEYLE S 230
Bi Tz AGRE A IR, 8 AR R B 2 SR T PR RE T BES).

A BT RAR S N 2 RS A BEAS 2K[6] . ZRERTIERG AN 1E CHEME R, HEEEHET
SRR [8]s B B R AR B 5 5 M AR, BRI 7 v R AR S AL A (9] SR, Bl
BT VE AR FAE I [ 4 B R R AR i, M DAZ AR I S B 2 BN R, TEE A5
TNRIAFR. Ahmed Z5E[101F] LA 22 008 SUF FI ISR LSTM 4325488, RERHERT PARHE, (HARREER
KA SERIH . IR, B4 (GNNYZHT A F 3. 41 Shi ZE[11]/%) ST-GCN 1 Yan %5[12](1)
STGCN SEHL 1 I 725 45— A, RO BBl A PR . 72 = PR T 5 T, Riaz %5 [13]42 Hi ) PedGNN 454 GNN
5 GRU, &7+ 73, (A= 2 REEEBIE T fURE, 22T, Bk, el RE =g
5 HEN R G 2R THERE R B Pk .

Ak, AR 44N MAGNet-PCI (Multi-kernel Attention Graph Network for Pedestrian Crossing Inten-
tion) BT R FOIIMESE o HAZ O AE T 00T T AT I 2 2 3 2 A% 2 B 46 AR 4 i 2% (Multi-kernel Spatio-Tem-
poral Graph Convolution, MKGC-ST). 544t s REERR, il 1) AE, A g gemid 317 %
BZREER, S EFHEARRERMSIERE. WK 1) AR, AT R B R 1 T35
LA BN R A A, REATR SRR, B0 SR RRES, WM SRAT X AT N B B 4 i Hh P A
HE—2 5] NVER Stk Transformer £ (Attention Pooling Transformer, APT). % B AEa% [ 3 N 7 1% X

ik
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Figure 1. Comparison of single-scale baseline with MAGNet-PCI
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2. HXRHRER
21 fTAEEmN

A7 N R T R R R R BT S . AR R N =35 H— ATy
%, FHIE R R B BB T AR AT R AR A B E A [7]. 45 N RNN K& FLARA, 4 SocialLSTM
FIH “Aagib )2 3270 T HE A R 0SB (8] (H LSRR (X, y) A br, ZML T &4 550
SLUNRI LR K RIET AR LRI, AT AN 375 B R IR S S5 R [14]
[15]0 {HIX )5 V28 5 e KM & 2 A AL, SECGHRE AR, HEEEIR &, AR T 28R sem 5 & [16].
HERET B REBASN 2, RIS AR S 5 RURFE AT T [17] [18]. B3 LSTM J7
R EHUE S R [19] o T 3 4 SR 25 B 22 X 4% (STGNINYIE— 2545l 1 1% 07 160 () % Jé « 1511 11 PedGININ 45
% GNN 5 GRU B @R 2= B 40, (UK E 2R 7R 2 A0 S PR T R Lt AL 38 . BT ik,
AR BRI BT T R B A, IRNTS IR AR B A A R S R

2.2. EHEMBEN

B2 N 25 (GNN) A B S5 AR P2 it T 8 —HEZS . R TAE MIEIRETF: SCNN [20]4 46 A i RR EG 5k
Wit 2 BB by i 2% (|],  ChebNet [21]BADIEE S 9k 2 WX SL L) A s D8 s B 5 GCN [22] BA—Fir
T AR ARAIE R R 1) TR Bt 5 35 BRI R A FE IR R e I 5. MARTHIEN S BIE R R A RE /), GraphSAGE [23]%
FCREE-RAE7 , GAT [24]VART 22 S BCE 5 AR oTik. fERCIEA b, [ B gRoR 5 R TS5 1A
AW EL: VG-GCN [25]5] A7 ERIAL 53 73 68, GMKEA [26]1E F A= A% A5 R A 55 2 7] h s 2 A% 7
MM, MuchGNN [27]if 5 Z il iE G 5 2 ARG 5K I8, CGAT [28] LA BAnE & /s A\
B o HAE, XEFERZRRTEASE S, 62 a4 B %0, X T8 22 5 51 25 B i [a) s AL
HIEh AR, FriE GNN EEERE ) LR AL, XS 1 i 2 B 22 4% ) D4k
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2.3. BT EHEMLE

I R A 22 W9 2% (STGNIN) % 9 B S5 M IR B 28 PP SR it o LI AR BB R AE BN ] ) 25 AT IS AR
DI BR 2% [B) 4133, [] Bf 485 - A1 P B 7 B R U WL R A TRy Ak, AT SN 2 — R A R [12] [22]. St
777240 GConvGRU, # BRI GRU [ 1# 5.0, FEAHE 2% (R 14 [F] i (R B B [R112AZ, T HoaE
T CHRAMEE . T RURRIEREIS AL BB SR [29] ISR CINC 5 BB 4877 2 i e 9 5
PedGraph 7EH 224+ AT B FIEAC & B (R 22485[30], PedGraph+idt— Bl & H 4385 5 R/ WiAE
B, BUSHERRIBL]. BHER2RR 7T BRRMAT NREIRGIAESE, J00F T B MTEEBAT NS
BRI A . RS Tk, 10 STGNN BAEAEM T T AL —F %5 18] B R 22 400t o R i
BRUZ, MMM 58 REE; T REGFRREZ G RSB, WA T R P
1E 5y 1 A AR R AN GE R G54k o anAe] GBI 19 75 T AT BRI, T AR SCHDL . it A e 1) )
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Figure 2. Pedestrian 26 bone node chart
B2 1TA26BEHEE

Wik 3 fin, MAGNet-PCI U /MZ OB R : (1) 35 AR IERIDES: (2) HHAT 2 R G AR
P () BENFE SRS, (4) BB RS . HIIZGREERE: WA G N SRS
A BT AR RN ISR IE AT B A MKGC-ST 73 024 ST 250, [ 38 I i & B b i s 3
G& 3, Rl APT JRid SCHE T i 2k RGN s BT, =B SRR T &
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3.2. #TEHAEEER

L G BB AT B R N 28 H TA A B — A% R B, AR AR DL A T IR AT NSl I AE I 2 FEALiE 3
B, AT IE BRI AL I 5 BRYE[27] 0 EEXTIX—AN L, A SCHE H —FhIFAT 2120 2 BB (MKGC-ST) 25
¥, DA A RO EUT N5 B 51 b ) 23 (B RN (R AE A SCEAARSIR F W43 45 #4 (B = 2)

TR ERAT NE AT, BHERA—BKEAT MELHT 5 {G“):(v,x(t),A)}T o Forr, W

REEAV R AN ZE LS S(kEB JBRG. BHEAE), WA SEOu N, B iy SRR AR FEE
X RY SN i SRR (X, ¥0,G ) o 3058 (X, vy ) S B A B B0 — 4EARAR, ¢,
BEE . RS2 T 5 A I HERE 7 & [25], B P AAAR I 23 H — W Z [0, 1] IX [R] . DASE S8 7E A [F] PR 25
ST E Y. ik, MAGNet-PCI IBIALEE R (TN, dy) , b d, AR T (5 &, B
(%, Y:G;) o ABEERIRE Ac RM™N , SROBUE 445 5 2 [0 AR NG H, 25 AT 200 R | 2 IRAEAE B RO, T
A =1, BICH 0. ZRALEFHPIRFFAZ . JSRI R 4E R ASFL, Kiﬂ%ﬁiﬁéﬁ‘fﬁﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂ{X(t)};
LT SR GRS A, AT St 2 S B = 4ERHE S R, 12 A

X :Linear(x(”)eRN*d,t:1,---,T (1)

emb

Horb, d FORGAD S MRFELERE . BEJS, SMASJE 17 S F I SN2 B AN IRAT I MKGC-ST 433, &4
O3 SCMOST 5 5] HAMP I S RER R .
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Figure 3. Overall architecture of MAGNet-PCl
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J %G

Hoep, HO FIRE m AMIER )t RARORES, XU, e RV 988 t i A AE, E N AAER R
L% G . GConvGRUK(- )it B AR Sl 2% (A SRR &, [N A I i 12 6
TEREANFP AR SE B IR, T M AMZAE RS — AN TS T R BECIRES Sy R A1 R, JF4d RelLU
W, ARG 2 R Eh SR AT SRR R Hy
Hy =ReLU(X 0 HL) @3)

T % GCONVGRU #ZE0R36%, St HO, H o) H S R IR SIS . 2SR 5800 56
o 2 I SRR Hy AR A RS B 7EACCHY MAGNetPCI B, B ANJFAF
MKGC-ST HH 4 B HI — SR EBHEA (Hyy, Hy pooee, Hy | < RS 403 B0 B A 05 7 — N2 U
ESEAT S ST B AL AT SHEAE, 5 S YR T KO

33. BENMSSERNBL

3.3.1. BEMYHEME

TEM B ANIFAT 5 3RS 2 H s b SRAEE Hy g 5, WA R0 AR RS R SR R MR R, 25
Wi PR SR T R DR B . LA JTVE 2 R EER MEi i 8E, 144 Jmy it A AF il B 4 7] 5 [33]-[36] o {HIX b S g
FAEF AR . H—, W IREERAE RS R T A 733, TR N\ s iR v 2 A5 Hh i B % o
SORHERITTIREE . K=, R P B A, SREOCRE B S I REME B SR, B
GEIEM. CAEVIIRY, BAENRHER A S A LH R ST R R R 2% 3 M RE R SCHE[37] [38] -

Bt A i), ASCHRE Y — R E E & N 2 SCRE (Adaptive Branch Fusion)-573: & /it 4k Transformer
(AP I R IBARA 45 8, Wl 34 FAFTR: RIE X 20 SCRREHT R Re B &, e d— B ik
HEREFREEE, B4R B 5 58 1 B R R

RSN B AN IEAT 4 SR T SRRIE N Hyy e RM o 1 i@ i BB BT 4) B8 (GLAPool
score) AR SURFIEIR T BB 7 B 45 1 RUARFAE Hy , FIEIRIAER B (RRERHERE A XS RIfIA R 514
B)s NEAT S 4EVE S F T S 8% A Sk . GLAPool Y s i EEME RO AN

s'=a(Hy W, ) +(1- a)zjem( Hy W, )J_ (4)

Kb, o [0 ATTIHIRAZA, TR« E SN F1 “ABUEIE (I dTH, Wy W, e RVONTT
SESIBHUERE, JFORG VARSI SRR A (1) AT A A A e (A
BEERE MY tH: 75 (i D)< B (A =1)0 W e (i). ik, X () BRI S AER TS 1 A
FRET S EIOTEAr. 30, (Ho Wy ) W00 1 ST A, H LA I B W, 1 B B, R
AT, 5 R Y | (HeWa, ) RABSIT S, (LR 5 —BCi s bSOk . Bt i hU,
T B SR, B AR A AN EE R, T4 T AR MR 22 G«

BTk, EPUHEAN L 5B M I (5], 82 e, $° )T R, IR Softmax b B0k ik
SYBCHEAT IR M, ITTTAREI% 0 A7E A5 5 L 2B (il W -, WP ):

w) = Softmax (s} ) (®)
RJG, FE TR HRHIE ] H g, I8 I BT 40 SCRFIE B EAT 1215 5B IR F45 21«
H i = Zn'\:l:lwb * Hst,b (6)

b, wP RAELE T HTA T RACE WP OB [ &, fF S5 FRORIB TR IAR. IZHLBI RS TE T RGO B S
B 3L TR, SRR BRAE RS SRR 7, 8 b ] B BT S Rl A R K15 Bk
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332 FEhitik

2 R B R E T RN, B B I SURHIE AT 2 R, AR ATTRER L REER,
H 55 2R AR I S BUE BIEI[39]. Mg IX —HRER, 2R CHE 2 Mt i b tb L], Ak,
COA BT IRt 2 ML, B 7RI I 2 2] OR BE i GBI 45 MR AE[40] o T 3X — SRS, A0kt 1
= 7714k Transformer (APT)EER, Wil 345 EMAFR, ZEHCRA “IFik - K6 - e ” AL 56ng .

BrBe—: JET BB R4 TT Mk (GLAPool). K] GLAPool MFTH ¥ s E rh e BT 55 B o6
B KA A, WEREREFEEN B HRHSERS G SRHE H . 55424040 E, GLAPool it
SRR EZEVEE Sy, FRIE B, AR R kAT A R RSN

Spoor = GLAPOOI(H 1 E, ) )

pool
H pool :Topk (Spool ’ k) (8)
B —: FT 2 RERIEMEERE(MAB). NIRRT G ZFF MG MR E Bk, 16 APT itk
FIANZ IGERIHHI(MAB), RGBT fUHE S B R BRSBTS o KB Bl Hi 1 k A4S OG5
TAIRFIERE H o e R, S 2 M H 50 A4 Bt R Q -

Q = H pooIWQ (9)

Horp, WO eR™ ynl 2 ) WEMERE. [, 7 BT SRR E R AP K AE AR Y
K =GCNConv(H g, E)W* (10)
V =GCNConv(H g, E)WY (11)

A, WEWY e R 2 SIRUEAERE . B, i bR 2 Sk B IHEHE Q 5 K, v Z AR InALAL.
WA EARN:

Attention (Q, K,V ) = Softmax [ QK JV (12)

Jd

Hlo = MHA(Q,K,V) (13)

pool

o, H o TE R Y9 A RURFIEARRE o 2B LR RO RO A, IR AR BT UER, A
B PR eI R B METE S Befa, AT MAB BEBUG 19 k AN RUAFAE, SR 1 x 1 B RUZE TR IE B2
Hj:

g =Convid(H}.) (14)

A RAMERF R AR geR? . SEGKRMFEB AL, 1x1 BB gt Eseiing 2]
I B EHE, R B B S B S T BT . AR, APT AR GLAPool 51k 7 SCRl
FRSEEPP SRS EAPAE: BTE M REERAE S TR E, 5 A SR R A AT T U
SR E N E . TG, EEREARNG. Bk L, APT BN AEN G SR g &, £
FEANEE & 2 IR R RHE R RN, A3 RER T AR R AT NI B A B 7 Sz AP ge -

3.4. BEISH,

HI APT MU It BRI i g HE N 2 2B AIHLIMLP) 7» K3 AT B, R4 Softmax
W logits. JLHMTE T
logits = MLP(g) (15)
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J %G

RIS B MR, 425 R ReLU W& 5 Dropout 1E AL DAL L5,
AR R Softmax ] logits. VI ZRE RS ANINAL 28 SUR1E Ak B Ax, LGRS AN ¥ i ) .
&, WIRLE R A (Linear2) ¥ 4E W A1 & logits e R? , A E A LR BIKT AT A “A
i #7(Non-Crossing)” A1 “ 34 (Crossing) ” X IR 73 2. FEVNGRBY B, A SCEFEK I logits [7) &4
N B F R 158 SUR R s R AT . SRR BB logits & R DRSS U5 2K bR BPE P9 0 Ak
T LogSoftmax #E1F, SXAEM AT ASE - BUE v B AR e M.

4. SEMEERTH
41 KWRE

41.1. HiEs

JNVEAL AT ) MAGNet-PCI A7, A0k L JAAD 5 PIE AN 423040 A 1 B 527 S B0 44T 3t
#E . JAAD e 3 A TIRBAT N S B 308 2 M EAT R, FERAT NIt a7 Arid . Hids
T EHIGRIATAT NEZ IR AL . KRG 0L N 7 8, 65 346 Bt R AN,
FRAK FE M 60 MiiE] 930 MIALE, &t 82,032 M, F44L /i 2D £ B B SLhRZE & 9 NafERRZ,
PIE H#im 4 0 2R 4= T30 T 22 il 3 50 T AT AR EITRI, 12800 SRR 4 T 7E NS K 240 23k i i LI
KRG T IELE 6 /N IR A Bk, BFEAFATEL M AR X 1842 BB AT AFE
A5 293K AN A ER RN IRV EFEERE ShrE. KEE ST S, EE KT IS B RS
NI PEAAS B R bR EE B
4.1.2. VHEIEFR

FREF AR, AR E LA G F %) CINC Fill$e4niA R, €3 Accuracy. Precision.
Recall. Fl-score. AR N:

TP+TN

Accuracy = (16)
TP+ TN+ FP+FN
Precision = — 17)
TP+FP
Recall = —1 " (18)
TP+FN
Al 2-Precision-Recall 2TP (19)

Precision +Recall 2TP+FP+FN
Horb, TP (True Positive) Ay 1Eff 7 4y IE 451 A% &, FN (False Negative) Ay IE4 50l A 77451 ()% &, FP (False
Positive) A 7451 T3l 9 IE 5 50, TN (True Negative) Ay 1E A TN 1) 551 5 &

4.1.3. LIRS

TERE R G N\, ASCfSTH AlphaPose AT AMIHEEL 26 S0 s () 4 48 . & J87T s R
HH LA — 1k J5 B e AR AR (X, ) B XS B ARG D B A B (cs) R R, T R — 4 IR E I & . BT sEie 2t T
PyTorch & PyTorch Geometric SZHl, F£7EFC# NVIDIA3090 & RIS 2% Loe i, BRsmlvi s, Ik
e B OREF— 8 AL # R AdamW, A8 B A E 1R 58 SOAG 17 2R oR K DA R 50 s A 35 1 I sl o B (i) g A
KA BN E LS
4.2. B RERTEE

AT UE MAGNet-PCI 7EAT N 47 = B T0AT 55 B0 R, A SCHE JAAD #PIE #idii4E B 52
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FE R RIIELERGEAT T, 45 WE 1 s, AR AT, LS AR —FURT
B E T, 5 INE MG B 2B TR GRM TR LI bRE); RN A6 % S A s
RCAHRRE, BT AN LN XSRS S)ENSE . XIS BEARE T X b ge i i — 8ok, B(FE+
VAl MAGNet-PCI 7E 4623 B 74 AT 55 (1 S FRaR 3.

Table 1. Performance comparison of mainstream baseline methods on JAAD and PIE

3 1.JAAD 5 PIE EEREZL G ERMERENTEL

JAAD PIE
Ay
Accuracy  Precision  Recall ~ Fl-score  Accuracy Precision  Recall F1-score

TwoStream [41]* 0.56 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.64 0.33 0.31 0.32
SingleRNN [42]1 0.51 0.63 0.59 0.61 0.60 0.56 0.57 0.55
SFRNN [43]t 0.82 0.54 0.84 0.65 0.69 0.41 0.55 0.47
SST-GCNs [44] 0.68 0.78 0.80 0.75 0.74 0.80 0.71 0.75
TASAR [45] 0.78 0.80 0.87 0.83 0.67 0.78 0.66 0.62

STGCN [46] 0.63 0.66 0.83 0.74
ConvLSTM [47] 0.59 0.68 0.70 0.69 0.58 0.32 0.49 0.39
SPI-Net [48] 0.58 0.67 0.65 0.66 0.66 0.35 0.27 0.30
ATGC [49] 0.67 0.72 0.80 0.76 0.59 0.33 0.47 0.41
PedGNN [13] 0.80 0.84 0.87 0.85 0.68 0.66 0.68 0.69
MAGNEt-PCI (Ours) 0.83 0.88 0.93 0.90 0.78 0.64 0.67 0.72

7£ JAAD 44 I, MAGNet-PCI 7E BT 4l f i NSRS i BUAS B AR e, 1HERFI 2 (Accuracy)ik 0.83,
EZURA AT PedGNN (0.80)$2 T+ 3%. A= (Precision) 5 # [0 3 (Recall) 7> #1i& # 0.88 11 0.93, F1-Score
4 0.90, RoRBLEITESHE Z R IS S ORI R SCHC A L . TEE R AN PIE BRI,
MAGNet-PCI [FRER IS, #ERIZE AN 0.78, F1-Score ¥ 0.72, 4k i BRHLL. JUHAEM S 5
WP RCR, APT BLHURBIE “Ofik - A7 HLHIASANHITH, 37t 7 AW 5. RE Y 287
EPERETE R, MAGNet-PCI S T B B AR I K557y, W0UF T HAE B 815 B2 7
T 7.

4.3. jHRASELS

NRGVAL S R BB BAAPERE TTIR, ASHESEE 4.1 T —FNZA S IPFNEHL R R 7 =4
THRLSEES . BT SIS T AR R OB R 4 5 B JE AL BRR RS, R 5 L, AR S H R A,
DA IR S5 R AP S5 0T He

RILEHHEE MKGC-ST BN FIATZEN M. a1 2 fos, BEEON 1 3872 3, B
Accuracy M 0.75 . #27+ % 0.83, F1-Score 1 0.83 $#2F+ % 0.90. 45 RKH, (LG H% kernels = 1 {115
it BT HEDE RSB, DR @B E R NERSAS, 2T RS AT SR ICA [R] RUBE 1) 25
fiE, L M A5 AR G A AN 1 B AR LS I 2R, AT RO SRR AE e
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Table 2. Ablation study on the multi-kernel mechanism
= 2. JHRRSELE - ZARALE

et Accuracy F1-Score
kernels = 1 0.75 0.83
kernels =2 0.78 0.87
kernels = 3 0.83 0.90

A SCVEAG T B SRR A O SO AR I B ARSI . W2 3 FoR, SR A ASCIR ) APT #iB, Accuracy
153 0.83, 115 45 14 7 1 4t 4k. (Mean Pool ) #1147 51 &2 - (Flatten) 77 72 1] Accuracy 737l %K 0.06 £ 0.09.
X T IRAIE T AR SCIAZ O e T BRI 4 Rt Ak 5 51N K B S M s 5 JE DG s, R OCHERRAE o T APT
FEPUET “Oiik - A UL, A RO AR R ) W e OB 00 5T (kA IR ), S B s RS
A, NI E T TR kR S B

Table 3. Ablation study on attention pooling
= 3. JHRASLLE - SEE it

TR (R R R TTTE) Accuracy F1-Score
Flatten + MLP 0.74 0.84
Global Mean Pooling 0.77 0.86
APT 0.83 0.90

BJi, ASCIRAE T TR FFAT 0 S i 2. ik 4 fos, JRIGSEH SCRMER 20 308 B, AR
Wy S (B =2)0 NI TR, AR5 3B = DEFATXT L. 45 RR], 3SR Ac-
curacy A 0.77, WIEART X531 0.83, ZEHHIAF] 0.06. 1XFRHIIFAT 3 SCREMEHIIR ELAM PN S RHAE, JF
W SC R A RS HE MBS, R ARFAR M AR, U R B 1
AR

Table 4. Ablation study on the parallel branch structure
A HRASLLE - T XEN

LAY Accuracy F1-Score
Single-Branch 0.77 0.86
Dual-Branch 0.83 0.90

MF 2~4 AT DL, =WocBdtil: 2N SmIL. FER L. AT SCEE, BARIERIR T,
I H RS T SN, A& 52 %) MAGNet-PCI 7E Accuracy E427F T 0.09, 7 F1-Score L2771 0.07,
FRATIRAE TR SR A R S A R

4.4. BYIREZHIR

VPSR SCHE H ) MAGNet-PCI AR RS TE R K 5t b S Rz AL RE o, voih TS B Rz 1k
SENG . SEIGEE RS 7E JAAD R4 FIIZITAE PIE 4 BN, DLAE PIE 34 BT
JAAD HHE4E LR, &5k 5 Pk
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Table 5. Cross-dataset generalization experiments
5 BRIEEZAIE

Train Test Accuracy F1-score
JAAD PIE 0.62 0.60
PIE JAAD 0.66 0.77

SEEG S5 R, AT R, P R v Rk T R, (RS AE AN [RIFR AR I ZE S ARRE
2L JAAD NI, #EALYE PIE ) Accuracy A 0.62, Fl-score vy 0.60, FHITEHtE I E H &) PIE
TR 4ERFEE AR HRTINGE . [RZ, M PL PIE UEHAE JAAD IR, #EAMERETEAE, Accuracy ik %
0.66, Fl-score #2£J1 % 0.77. iXFKH] MAGNet-PCI {EFS IR A% Hh BE 6 B b s 2 Sh AR AE, JCIAEH
FriC JAAD BRI EESRIZAbRe 7). FRATHEN, X EZME T PIE BUEEASOTHEFEE. 2N
M T 3 5 AT N EAR . Rz RS LR, MTRER 190 & 2k 7 5 o0 HL S e A e F B A
BORSHERAE . [RIh, 248 T AR 24 FE AR ) JAAD Hds AT, R e B b B e A0 S A2 A TR
BRKRE, RSB T R, EEEZE Accuracy F1 Fl-score A2 EXH, I0IE T IF1T 2
I 25 G i 5 1 R TS MU FE SR A 3 5 T B, R Sehe i AR 7 n] 244 .

45. EMSHT

< 4 78T MAGNet-PCI 7 JAAD 5 PIE ¥iila4E LRy tEmigs H. Hr, ()5 (d)f7JEH JAAD %1
#i4E, (0)5 ()T HE PIE Hfatk. o7 A S EREHERRTNIER), DEFRRTNER. NEW 2D
ISR FERE, B ATHIBR— AL RN, A B KRS Z1 t =5 B Z(t + 30, t + 60).

. —

Figure 4. Qualitative results of MAGNet-PCI on the JAAD and PIE
4. MAGNet-PCI 7£ JAAD 5 PIE FHOEMLER
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J %G

FERRIhZE01 (@) 5 (), BRI T IL R IS SRIUREE . R01@) T, RGN B AT 4L Bk
B ) SR BOR, R TN B AR AT AR R B SR () WS Bk AT AAE t I 2R
ARy, (PRI R e 2 I S gt AL MKGC-ST fi#e Hl P MAMah A, Il APT Bt £
TORMEICHT, HAq IR I B SR, S0 (o) 5 (d) Sk TR BRI SR IR AIE L. R
(o), AT NAEF A R 5 1) S B (0 S ARG Bl SRBI(d) P, AT AR A S0k 5 BRIt IR 27 11 £ 1A
Seal. BARWNE HLEEREON “Adt” , (AREAMSRIREAR DRI LS N T B, JHER
AP B AR RES AR T . X B, ELAR MAGNet-PCI 7ES R A sh 45 77 T H % R 034, (HILmik
SR PE AR AT e S EOS RSN A I BEma R, AT 51 AR A el 7 ORI BBURK L (R [RJ I, SEAERR LD 73 “Th
REPEEPENE” 5 “TEREENESIs” , HEEEFEENSR ETXER, WAzl a XsEl:, L
SIS T R P BRAR K AR BT ST 17 o

5. ZitE5RE

ARSCER R B 2T AT N BRI 5, 32 IR E T —Fh 4 MAGNet-PCI (1357 5 P b
ZNERN . N RMAL G R RERHMERIE 55 B REG EMRR, ARSC8E TR O 2
i 2% B G F(MKGC-ST), 18T ZA~H47H) GConvGRU #%, MAFE N LI gmiL & 2 4T N3l &,
VER 74k Transformer (APT), 7EMERSHY B RETRIE BT G B 2R L IR E, AREMIEsh
W5 2 RS BRI #E . 7E JAAD 5 PIE A AT EE 4R B R4 i SER 4G IE 7", MAGNet-PCI 7£
AiE BN N, T R bR 00 T A5G PedGNN 76 A [R5E EIE 4L . 7F JAAD #idlade |, i
7£ Accuracy fil F1-Score |2 HliA %] 7 0.83 Al 0.90 HIF AT, FUIHA a7 R I “W” &
PR 3 B O A B S A, R L 436 2 S R BT SR . RIS T B UR, AR fAE—
E R AT AR — B B, ARORATIRR ZEAME, B Esd = L T XUEE S 58
LA, URAE IR S T IEEE: arol AR N TR REXADNEAR, i T A = 2L 48 s
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HZ AR, R 5 S A T .
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