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Graph Neural Network (GNN) models for traffic flow prediction, this study proposes an optimized
GNN method based on spectral graph theory and graph signal processing. By integrating a Spatio-
temporal Graph Convolutional Network (STGCN) model with k-order Singular Value Decomposition
(k-SVD), the proposed approach effectively reduces high-frequency noise interference during pre-
dictions while maintaining structural simplicity and significantly enhancing prediction accuracy.
Experimental evaluations on three publicly available traffic flow datasets demonstrate that the pro-
posed model achieves or surpasses the performance of state-of-the-art models in both short-term
prediction accuracy and long-term prediction stability.
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1. 5|8

NSO S S BOR T ASE R A T, ARCEEHERFMA L H N E. BESER
4i(Intelligent Transportation Systems, ITS){E AR “ 3G - 155 - Gee” BHEIEIA I CBER, HAZOFE
e g v U A S AR TN AR ZR[1]-[3 ] KE A AU 5 T P S T % IS AT R, s i K 5 A T B
ATRESIVETE S BRI S5 R A0AK LA B 58 X s ) SHEms ) 2507 T R AR AR [4]-[6]. IS Fed, MHRHEHE
2 BURF S AT OG0T 1 B AL RS B P PR S B A SR (R R AR I 2 4E 20 PR B e A% %
AETEREGEE X, Bkl &2 BB RAEmEE, FEURGEIE 7L AR S 5 8/ s 7].
R, BEFEE A ME BN % ST FREAR T HoR, 256 BUARBUR I EEE ,  ARA0LIE T s AR 45 /5 P A8 8 i
HAE(8]-[10]o WITVEC AN ZINAT R TT R —, FFRFEAS BN GdE . A2 38 R A0 2 35 3k A R
M CAAE R ] v BN B AR A A B S 11]-(13] . GNN AR S M HTHESR 5 715 50 2 AR B L
HI[14]-[16], REMAG R TR 45 s R B SR OC 2R o DAL, GNN © o 28 it & Tl i % O AR
Ko FHARERME TAE W 25 BB 44 (STGCN [17]), @Rt 2 45 W 2% (Graph Convolutional Network,
GCN [18]) 51 [a] £ FH W 4% (Temporal Convolutional Network, T-CN [19]), SEEL T 5 A2 I AR B 25 RRAE HY
RS, HEE T YIS R 2 Wi ) SR ph AR IR S L A R SRR RS . 5 St L [ o4 T 25
WiRE JI T I 5 B 4% (Temporal Graph Convolutional Network, T-GCN [20]) 5] A [ 142 1& ¥ ¥t
(Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU [21])3G 38 PRI ARRAE; T332 J AL B 25 45 35 I 4% (A ttention-based
Spatiotemporal Graph Convolutional Network, ASTGCN [22])if i i} 25 A 4 FE AL = 34 AE 42 G 3 HeE:
AR T 40 25 X 4% (Diffusion Convolutional Recurrent Neural Network, DCRNN [23 1)U £ Bh 76 BR B ™ o #E 4l
TRLZ WAL RERUN . 7ESEBRAS IR TINS5 B, 2 B RS A g v fe A0 T B Al . HoAZ OB AE
T, ZBRARIRTH S AL AL BE A TE RS v A 4 T AR PO O R, XN B AR A I AR A R A
EERBEMER . SR, WA AR I HE SR R 5 S B IR 2 Bkl B, BIS — e iig, %
B IR R RGN . AR P AR R ROR S RME SR INRE T, A5 AR AR R SRR IR B A )
AT —FP LT k B & 58 20 i (k-order Singular Value Decomposition, A-SV D)) 3R im i€ 777%,
¥ k-SVD HESRHIE R B SR R AN STGCN HEZE, 7570 7 MK 2 2R shas B A M AR I RT B2~ SeBint &
AU P PRI ) 5 A 0o IS 2B R AGE () 5 [ 5 A

N
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2. BB S5EESAE
2.1. EEIEISER

BEME G ={V,E}, i v RENHES, 1 EAER A2l fEs. £l miEs T,
A 2 A GO oI BRI R L o SRHEFERE A, Hih Ay RoR BT 0 BRI R 2 A
BEAEFETAE YA 1) B D Z2—X M, Hrb Dy Zos 15/l i MR, BSHeHIEDRRE
H2 M. PR L @ XN L=D-A, iR 7L sl iz 5, #m AT EEIE 5 - EeE k.
TP T 30 3 P ) B0 R B R AAE A S L PR 5 R i d e e o SRR IE A A L= UAU" , W
KIES xe RV HH B, x=U"x. Hh U REHER SR U NEE, A=dag(4,4,,,4,) FIEHE
AR, W 0=A4 S A, < <4, o A% = u'x, FOR(EBIEIER 4, LB . xR RSBl
b R T ] 2 TR 4 R A B M DA R (1 (e, [ ERE R AT DU 1 AR 4 x = Ux A AE 5 TS
e m 23 (Al JR UG GON AL Z 0 A 208
H"™' =o(Ug(A)U'H'®) (1)

Hep, H"FRORE n EIRARERERE, U FoRB R E B O RAE [ R R, A SRR h e B
RN AAERE, o () FoRTRL T 8. GON AL AL e bR 4 g (A ) S EMURPER I o 2
SIRHE S HAT HEHSAE B . GON B IDRH 5 5 A (B3R e 28 0, AR 12380 AT AL 2 PR A 46 [l 2 [ 3
X REEAS GON RERS TR HUEE —BR AR s 18] A2 35 71 B SRR . B A, S R 5710 ik

R
dx, — z a,x,
dl _a12 e _aln xl 1<j<n, j#1
d,x, — z a, . x,
—a d - —a X 242 2%
xTLx = [xlszT xﬂ 2 2 22 :[xlszT x:] 1< j<n =2
_anl _an2 e dn xn dn‘xn _ Z a’!/xj (2)
L 1<j<n,j#n i
T T T
=>dx'x,— Y ax; x; = > a,x, (xi—xj)
1<i<n i<i,j<n,i#j i<i,j<n,i#j
T T T
= > [al_jxi (xi—xj)+al.jxj (xj—x,.)}= > Al.j(xi—xj) (xl.—xj)
1<i, j<n,i<j (i.j)eE
W x NP R AR L ORHE R =, A X NI AEE, W
T
x'Lx=x"Ax=2x"x="Y A4,(x-x;) (x,-x) A3)
(i.j)eE ‘ ‘

KM@ T EE SRR mT MR, M4 >0l x'Lx—0, HfES x5
AR RAFIEZE R T (RIS 5) . SSHFEE T, DX P A R 2 2 (S, AR B AR
I, BMEIE 5 o M, IS 5 0 A &1 sURHAE AR 23 sl 3 e e 7 (A R s % 22 ) i e
BB FHH) 51

SR B 07 5 TR A AR (AR TR S AR BE Rk O (), AIEFE TR, DALk, B FE it
DIEE T R 2 T I ALA (14 775 92 A i 3 4o 1 S5 AR5 AL 20

H"™ :0((D+1)2(A+I)(D+I); H"coj )

AL TSR A SR R S B S IRERETE R 0 105250, JF A A8 B IR BRI L%
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fE . MR R (4)

(1)+1)’% (A+1)(D+1)’% =z(1-K)z" (4 €[0,2) for 4 €A Q)

Sorft, Z BRI RIAERE L= I (D+ 1) (A+ I)(D+1) 7 WASAER BERE, A %7 L 045 AE0E
KEWE. BEAEA A, €[0,2), BEIN GON 7 3ok 3 HUUU 1 A BR A 408 5 5 0 2 ke
g(4)=1-4 - FINT p |2 GON MR TRIEHHEER: g,0(4)=(1-A4) » RIS BB,
p BHBENT p BASRE S, SRS p VAREEER (1-4), BI04 =150, 52 GON if
AT 0.5° ~ 0,03, RS 6%.

2.2. k fr B FE S R (k-SVD)
B AL — PG T AEERNERE AR S W75 WARRIERE M RN A ar R Py A5 5 {H
FERE X Mg A SRR Q
M'™M=(PLQ") PLQ =03 50" ©
MM'=P3Q"(PXQ") =PXY P’ @)

Horb, 3 S P R T S5 R S 0k T IR AR R R PR AT A 1R AN B 2 ] o g B PR R AR RE R SE S

A=A+1, HIEATES x FE2

Zx:[xl+z:',:2aljxj XY X, xn+Z;;ian/ijT (®)
xR AMFRNE, HNAFRE N
1 a, — a, |[x XY X,
b L =%+Z?%%:3uqﬂaq:z;@+z;%%f ©)
a, a, - 1 |x, x+z A,
[(/]x)T ( /]x)}xzo'zx:a \/1+2Z a,]xlxj-i-(zzjzlaﬁxj)z (10)
B AIRAE 5 HIALS SRR, WAL x, ~ o, RS
DX, R Y ax =x Y a,=xd, (11)
Hrb, d R, Rl
o x 14252, +(5d,) =\(1+xd,)’ =1+ xd, (12)
A x NEAUE S, FAT RRHEE B, Bl x, = —x, 1H:EHL
D0 BN = DA = (13)
o~ \1-25%d, +(xd,) =\(1-x4d,)’ =[1-xd| (14)

MEENX(2)M(14), Hxd, >18xd, <1, @HIEFTHNH) o #HZ N TG S . k-SVD 18 IR A
k AR 77 e E O ARSI ), S50 T- 4 AR 73 IO ACE B O 0, AT i 300 3 AEAEE e (1 28R
FEAS LR T A, STGCN RS [y 5 B S e Bt 8] 7 371 5 B 2500 R OB R PE o 43 A 2% ] 5 I ]
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HERE A HT: N R S AP R BN S BB R A ISR, B 4 S firs RS
SR A1 JE M RIS P AR E S AT PR ECE IERME, [IRT R E B0 . k-SVD i3t 17
BITIT kN ROKEE S I F SR 20 5 Pt A AT (B
S, =P, 0 ~S8 (15)
R AR AR S S e ER I, S AR A A AR P, ORI A ), AR
o2 ) AR P I S 4 S A R0 S O A RS TR ISR, I R R AT 2
SRR Q, W RE TR 4D, IR e B (i 2R B (g R S 31 R R S e . ST o
W R BSOS R, FE RTINS R, R S B B K BT B, T A-SVD [ (S STRIH
LTINS FARFET 2O P U, 38 G DR B R T4 BB R B A, AT $ A K90
P R

3. Fikiad
3.1, ZMHRERR SR EREE NS

T G B AT A RO B, STGON SEAIYI LS % 2 AT R S aesn i, — M bk ok
LI BT — AR R IE IS . i | FR, JER TEARR p (5 TR s % 5T p B
% AR HET DL BTN (1- 1) SRh AR MR RN T R B 0, (LU T e e e

i BRI T, R MR TR B (R ME), SBOLECHE. Bk, SRR
W p O TETRFAESR IS (5 BRI S .
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Figure 1. Filtering functions with different p values and the ideal low-pass filter
E 1. BEARE p ERERRESEEIKBIERES
FEEIE S ALEL Y, k-SVD M AREFAN TAEE I AR B & SRR T, SEEERAR AT AR KT AR
KBTI T IFAT R (Model-P), i I BN TSI 8 TR 1 R —Br D) LS R 2 T
MA@ LAY ), FHE 2 SR &-SVD (FRAMEIERAS), 2 2 FiR.
L ATIZBLE o M B ENAE G TRH Y, BRZTE e B 1 G A
y = a-ChebConv(x)+ - k-SVD(x) (16)

b, ChebConv(x) LR PECEEIE S S, k-SVD (x) HHALCEEIE BB, X — S iFRE BT T 5
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GBI R AL I RE 0, SOE L k-SVD M5 10 42 R RS B I, IR R 2% S8l b 5t sk
) SE RS HE R I A R A

o | FHRERT: GCNiRtR
T (EMEEEREE)

RITEEFURER RIE)GFURER

FHEHR2: k-SVDIER
(EREEIRIRRS)

Figure 2. Parallel model Model-P
& 2. F1THEE Model-P

3.2. BITIER Model-C

JLE Model-P FFATRHE IS HELE B GIE, (BAEAERG T T BhBG: — RS NS 4S8 S
BTG H T ET, R TR 24 (1) 5 WAL FE A RE eI B AR TRORS . Ak, AT AT HR A AT R R
Model-C, B ARSI 3 Fix.

N o 1. GCN#EL o N o 2: k-SVDi&E}
RS ~ hemage, | R > ¥ e am)

Figure 3. Serial model Model-C
B 3. HITHEE Model-C

PR AE 5 S o B AR RE AT k-SVD,  Iholudh B 35 827 7 1 RE, 1 215 S B A 24 1
Ko AR R DR S AR LR = AN T -

Yo, BT AR NI AR . 11T Model-P 51N T AAMO TS5 IIZRE o M1 8),
T BRI SRS R R E AT k-SVD FiFEAff, 5 S0 2R [R] 2 25 35 00 (i ) 2 4% O(kn2)), ELERI
TEE R . A, Model-P BFIRREHLHIE = A LR, F5 GON By k-SVD 8 I8 FE 55 7
o2 AR o FELZ R, Model-C il fR+F R 4G STGCN [ iG2em), #E a5 NEs 4340, JFA
AAE N 2R JE A S SR B — IR k-SVD #4E, A 838 T B 5, BAMT R OO0 2 kT
n i)Yo

HR, WO FE AR T PR RE 23 HT . Model-P (¥ F:47 45 7 I 25 o T e P A AR AR LI R #: k-SVD
(10 FHLAGT TR R P X R AU 2 Rt T P A AR AT R 1), PT REE B LA SR 7 S AR 50 6 o - (a7 R v 0 3o %
WIS BN . XIS AL R ARRAE) SR 7 R RUE S, SEUHEZ RN NP IXFhd BP0 RN
FERIS T R I R, 2 S E0R 2 BBV BER (R KO, BRI T A6 B2 R i) SRR 1 2 2D g
W Model-C, F k-SVD ERBST G AL BRI, 0¥ STGCN [ Hi 2% I i 2SR, {0 e &4 Hi B ok
ATARRRO A LA I s o SI286 45 SRR W Model-P 7R T (40 60 438 AT45 R M fE T B W 5. (41 BEIJING
¥4 RMSE = 14.941 %}t Model-C 1) 13.486).

BE, RTHEIRTTH, B2 STGCN 424 M KAZ A e: B4~ TCN Bl A —/~ GCN #
o F R R — AT AR B B A RS R I R R R A, S0 R T AN SR P
A I ) B N B AR A, A AE 20 AT B ) A B S R R AR B R R4 S0 T STGCN i Hh 1 B 1) %
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RN 4. 2 A5 AL TR, WK STGCON AL (ki AR S JTA Ax , Horh Ax I T HARTE A
HH BT R 5 B AR 0K, 2T k—SVD(le)ﬂ%)”u%j%%E‘J*%ﬂlﬂfiﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ
AhEE . IR, ERSRME SACEE B EME EREL, ASVD JiiERENE A RO LR B I EE B E Ay, &
BRI P R 7 o R 2 AE IR TR B P 55 v, W7 (B 22 RIS TR P AR R, I R B T Al th 2 41
MR AR E . T I BCSI AR AR S DRI A, LR SEIL AT AR UL TR IR

4. KBS S
4.1. BIEE

LI 3 MEHEAECE 1), W A FIBSSEM LS, Biie 7:1.5:1.5 fELEIRI il Zibe . Bk
AR . Lserh, BARAEE 3. 6 A 12 AN SIS AEAE B, i AR S8R . N
B PRVPAS 45 R T SEVE, I A AR R — B £ Lt AT 17 10 IRE RN ZR S50 L3 IR 5 4% 9 Intel
Xeon W-2133@3.6Hz CPU #1 32 RAM [#] NVIDIA V100 GPU.

Table 1. Dataset

=1 OBIEE
EIEITE S RERCE I 18] 1 4 B
BEIJING [24] 3126 21,576 Beijing, China
PEMSD7M [17] 228 12,672 District 7, the state of California
METR-LA [23] 207 34,272 Los Angeles Metropolitan

Model-P 7E24 Model-C FITHRSZIRAR (A, AVER X 25 [AIRFAESR B 73 51N k-SVD AT, Hod k{8
I 3. STGCN 1EAEF K GCN B H T 38 il it & FINAE 55 AR, 5 AH SRR A W B3, STGCN %
RUBHNR 5 T 564 7). B, # k-SVD 1X— & Ry Ae 08 USO8 T 2540 B8 9 5 4 IR 20 (1) 1 BB SR I,
TR 78 53 82 WA Ut T R A R

4.2. TFEER

R 3 A HERRR IO MR bk A, #9774 RMSE = \/izn:(h(xi)—yi)z, 35 48 0 45 2+
m -

MAEz%Zn]h(xi)— | T E A marE =120
i=1

m =

h(xi)_yi
Vi

4.3. SLIREER

6 ML ALFI4E BT (Model-P FIl Model-C) IS ER 25 5 W4 2. Model-C 7£ 3 NMURE(EF 3 4
I 1)) 9 TRSEaG b, 7 PR RERLL, 2 BUABIRT =, [N/ METR-LA 548 15 2Bl it 745 S5 U,
Horpf— g R & LR LR R 10% B |

Table 2. Experimental results
? 2. LWER

15 min 30 min 60 min

G S s
RMSE MAE MAPE RMSE MAE MAPE RMSE MAE  MAPE

BEIJING STGCN 10.257  5.133 9.61% 12.89 6.264 12.39% 16.533 8.042 16.10%
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ASTGCN  9.704 4.631 10.13%  12.653  6.069  12.38% 15275 6.796  14.80%

GMAN 9.597 4.855 14.04% 12.01 5985  14.71% 13.77  6.338  16.60%

DCRNN 9.02  4.389 9.69% 12.163  5.635 13.12% 14918 6.558  15.90%

BEIJIING MTGNN 8.624 4.079  9.03% 11.525  5.057 11.77% 13.756 5954 14.30%
DGCRN  8.577 4.309 8.69% 11.181 4911 11.09% 13487 5.79 13.88%

Model-P 9764 5391 11.57% 11.429 6.207 13.71% 14941 7.745 16.01%
Model-C~ 8.273  3.97 8.28% 10.87 4753  11.79%  13.486 5.805 13.72%
STGCN 4.264 2.4 5.35% 5599  3.143 7.05% 6.788  3.782 8.93%
ASTGCN 4369 2521 5.86% 5513 2989 7.70% 6.592  3.603 9.53%
GMAN 5.736  2.909 7.34% 6.185 3.144 7.87% 7.993 3.993  10.03%
DCRNN 4433  2.343 5.57% 5.736 2.96 7.46% 7.223 3.679 9.85%

PEMSD7M
MTGNN  4.031 2205 5.04% 5.42 2.735 6.80% 6.549  3.124 8.32%
DGCRN 4.069 2.218 5.20% 5446  2.768 6.78% 6.734  3.336 8.57%
Model-P 4170  2.41 5.23% 5411 2914 6.96% 6.667  3.578 8.67%
Model-C~ 3.984 2132  5.09% 4.973 2.732 6.45% 6.321 3.36 8.29%
STGCN 6.279  3.542 9.06% 8.155 4.12 10.70% 9.504  4.622  12.53%
ASTGCN  6.271  3.619 8.72% 7.555 4.178  10.33% 9.991 4758  13.12%
GMAN 8805 5591 10.03% 9.273 5969 10.96%  10.245 7.165 12.78%
METR-LA DCRNN 6.292  3.54 8.70% 7504  4.111 10.37% 9.661 4757  1231%

MTGNN  6.245 3.239  9.04% 7.448 3.681 10.58% 9.052 4221 1221%
DGCRN 6.045 3.141 7.95% 7.292 3.482 9.69% 8.691  4.133 12.04%
Model-P  6.256 3.5 8.93% 8.009 4.06 10.51% 9.5 4593  12.51%
Model-C =~ 6.273  3.222  8.50% 7.261 3478  9.66% 8.666 4.143 11.80%

il 4 Frzr, Model-C 5 STGCN £ METRO-LA £#54(60 438 i) 1) 250 & HHUI SRk xt bk, W
24k 0] IS H Model-C 7E Il ZRfa e M 5 L T STGCN. i S246 45 (55 2) Model-C A% STGCN f2
SERTHL) 5%, a1 4 Bk kBt 2 v A, B L [FSHIE T Model-C Ml k-SVD M7k A R,
A UESE T 2 B AR SAR LR 1 B EME, DL k-SVD PENIRIE SE I 2% 1 %A E Pk

SEIGZE LB, Model-P (& TEFR I E S T Model-C. BTN S, 7£ BEIING 4l £E 60 4% il
M, Model-P i) RMSE 4 14.941, F.3&%T Model-C ] 13.486. X A17E METR-LA ¥3E4E 30 4> #h ¥
M, Model-P /) RMSE & 8.009, 5T Model-C ] 7.261. N 1B, Model-C f 5 47 ¥ 115 32
A 2T EHE I 2 22 RO R : 15 Jeil ik STGON ¥ D) b3 5 22 105 45 R B 22 B AT 35 1) = S R AiE (0
TSR Y), dRTIRI A k-SVD S A JR A S ], TR “RRIESE 2] - MR IE T 1o R A
B o

A Model-P [ FFAT 2244, Lol R G 2 14 A1 308 i ot 5 B AR ECOd B (1 L T H A7 AE N AEBR B — J T,
BAN IR 2 2 T SO ZRIN (R R B BB 4T, BURUSEHRAE T 56357 1) (R AE i R 5 51 K LA H
WAL S 77, YIZRBY Bt k-SVD (1B AR R 4R P X RRAE 23 () I AR AR AR LI 3, AT e 5 i e 0
P RRAE S5 S AT RE 5 SR S S BIERR, 1 R 2 AR FE

N
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Figure 4. Comparison of loss function curves between Model-C and STGCN (METR-LA
dataset, 60-minute prediction)

[&] 4. Model-C 5 STGCN Hy35isk iR # i 2 ST EE (METR-LA #3868, 60 4 $hFm)

4.4. B RETNE S

Dataset: BEIJING, Prediciton Time Span: 12 Steps (60 Mins)

70 -
DGCRN 3
65 |~ MTGNN * o t
® MODEL-C L g
— IDENTITY LINE (Y = X) 8 ¥
60 e

°
%55' ofoie * °
™ 6 2%
o °
890 ° e * °
O
o] [ ]
o °
&5t .

40 - °

35 - ®

w 1 1 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1
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Ground Truth

Figure 5. Predict result comparison on BEIJING dataset, 12 steps (60 mins)
[ 5. 7£ BEIJING BB 12 (60 28 BTN LRI EL
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Dataset: PEMSD7M, Prediciton Time Span: 12 Steps (60 Mins)

40_
o /o
DGCRN (]
MTGNN oL 4
35 | ® MODEL-C "é (3
— IDENTITY LINE (Y = X) ° ; \ e
.
o oo® u 2R
330_ " 'é .o'," :
00 (VS 4 L
0 ° "o co e §:.%0e2°
% .. ) [ > .
® 25+ ® ® ([ ] Yo
E [ ] ® ° o ©
T
[ [
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Ground Truth

Figure 6. Predict result comparison on PEMSD7M dataset, 12 steps (60 mins)
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