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Pre-trained Spatio-Temporal Decoupling-based Traffic Flow Prediction Model

LI Jing.DU Shengdong.SHI Haochen,HU Jie, YANG Yan and LI Tianrui
School of Computing and Artificial Intelligence,Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu 611756, China

Abstract Traffic flow prediction,as a core technology for dynamic decision-making in smart cities, plays a crucial role in traffic
signal control,route planning,and emergency management. With the expansion of urban road networks and the rapid growth of
traffic data,traditional methods face challenges in accurately modeling the complex spatio-temporal interactions among road net-
work nodes. Although pre-trained models can transfer knowledge across domains, they still encounter limitations when applied to
traffic flow prediction, primarily due to coupled spatio-temporal features and the mismatch between pre-trained representations
and traffic-specific characteristics. To address these issues,this paper proposes the pre-trained spatio-temporal decoupling-based
traffic flow prediction model(PT-STD). The method employs a spatio-temporal decoupling module to disentangle the deep feature
learning of spatial topological relationships and multi-granularity temporal patterns. Furthermore. it designs a hierarchical adap-
tive fine-tuning strategy that progressively unfreezes the normalization layers and attention parameters of the pre-trained model,
gradually transferring the general knowledge learned in the pre-trained model to spatio-temporal feature modeling. Experimental
results demonstrate that PT-STD achieves significant improvements on standard benchmark datasets,with a 3. 89% reduction in
mean absolute error(MAE) under data-scarce scenarios.

Keywords Traffic flow prediction, Spatio-temporal decomposition, Hierarchical fine-tuning.Pretrained model, Urban computing

_— PEAT A, A i TR U AU 0 L T A3 i B e T

S I 25 5 38 8 BICAY SO A 5 45 58 3 I A 48 7R R A R AE

S8 WA R ST S A DR W R BOR B E ARE R 22 S D ORE I R R B 1 T S O O 2

3 D sl I 23 HOHE v B A B AR ML O Sl B IR IR AL 2R SR AR MR TR IR PR A BT LA S BB
PSP TIUE  Ahoe s S gt . HAE SR I AT TR AT A M s i R A

[RN/AE S B R [ 778 o L W 43 Y A Ko 1= FEXT bR PR, AS SCHR HY — ol T P £ I 4 A A 10 52

SR IR A QS — s R EGE R BUE Th R B B B, %R B T S S T U O R AT S R AE R

] R AT B RS & RAT & S BOBURE M BA Tk I EUA 2 B R AER & SRR AL A% 3 B Bk B, 52 BU i) 15 25 0] 4 A

A 2o ROZE IS 25 A, OISR AR B T B 1 SCAR AT 5 R 5 [ 45 I A A7 5 98 J5 MR O HEAT R LER B L A 3 TE A0 3 25 48 5 Y

il

B3 B 97:2025-06-08 3R & H 1] :2025-09-15

G TUH DU A BB L 51 (2024ZDZX0012) 5 1 K A AR 2 i B0 H (62276215) 5 1 5¢ A AR B2 R G I & HE 42 (U2468207)

This work was supported by the Major Science and Technology Special Project of Sichuan Province(2024ZDZX0012) , General Program of the Na-
tional Natural Science Foundation of China(62276215) and Joint Fund of the National Natural Science Foundation of China(U2468207).
WEEE M E A (sddu@switu. edu. cn)



156

Com puter Science T HEHMLFF2¥:  Vol. 53,No. 4, Apr. 2026

2o

3 432 1R L S 0 DA R S A B e s 4 T AR
SCH AR L PT-STD £ 4 MR 4 Ay R F 20
FLL ., AU BT I

DT — A 2 fil fR AR 35 3, 3 2 2 () 40 A0 5 00
JEE S 0 A% S 30 A 0 A R R AT A R R R AL TR e i T R
b MLP % ith % £ T AR 1 3 3808

WY B R A Z R AL 8 AR AR B 4 A
BN R 3 By BEU Ak, A 280 e T T SR B B I SCA A
5 55 22 3 YA AR ) 104 2 O T 5 A 22 [ R

DEF LR THEMEERBEN TR R KN,
PT-STD7E TS B 15 3032 Ak e 1 A B3R O 1w ¥ i 2 1
T 7 1, U A B A6 B b 50T B T 249 48 % 5% 25 W] R IR
3.89%,

2 MXTIIE

£ F Bl 4 1Y 3 18 i T

THYI S5 A5 78 7 28 30 3 TN SR B 28 ) T A 0 R R
O O A T T AT O R A M A P S A S B S R A
LR gY B LSTM Fl GRU %5478 P54 22 5 45 b PR b 7
A, (H 37 PR T o 350 452 R 7 AR B ) AT B % Trans-
former ZRH BB A B 5235 38 53 H I 25 07 AL 58 B BE B 4K
FORE T, U B 5T aE — 25 ) 2 R AR A R AR R )
R ANAE RIS RlG J7 T B 2 I ZRAE 4 ST-MFM 3@ i &
T ) 4 A B PR 3R Al I 1 2 A G I O R R L
5 2] X SR BEBEA RAE TR R R R AT 5 T 00w ik 22 1 2 R
M, SR IR AT 7 AT T I BN 2 AT 55 55 50 38 i B0 AT: 55
V] A7 75 1 SO YRR AE Rl GO 78 43 DL OB R TG B A i e A
] 5 I, A 3C R Al HuggingFace Transformers ¥ 5 [

2.1

GPT-2 il 45if 5 AL, 4% gpt2-medium AU , 38 4 Ho i
A Sk DA P 52 3 T SUAT 55 5 R B M SO AF 5 5 58
Bt 22 5 HE ok T B AR L BT T AS 8 I R 2 fOM SR
SR S A 4 I ) 52 38 P 2 450 0 AT 4 9 5 AR RS
2.2 EFHEBILITHT@ERTN

FE T MR R T A% 58 0 I T AT 4 Sh T B LR 22 TR0 B v
I8, F2 B O A s RRAE 1Y S B R B T TR B S T Sk
FOT STWave #5681 SR H B8 180/ 0 78 46t 4y fife A8 38 I 7
5 38 ot RUE A I 2 AT 2 S0 Ak Bk Ay i R R R Ay i, O
TR FH o 20 el 3 R ) I 5 Al B s I AR G M . DSTF HEZR ) 3l
bk 22 4 R ALK S B AF T RO R S MEA RS . 4
B BN 7S 2 2 BEH A AR I AR o ) A 96 R . ST-TIS g5
SR FH DX B0R B SR W W AT R A 2 I L 3 0 {5 B Al £ AT B R
A R A S B T G B A AR AR L ST IR R A
R AE S G T T OIS T D R R L R A A A T 38 3 R AE A
B FAL L TN A TR R I %) 5 0 3 T 4 2 452 56 e 1] AT,
S s AR SCHE B SR A B SO ML Y Al 51T BRI Y
I 235 g RRAST B, LS5 B9 I 1 00 AN T I 2 4R AE

3 PT-STD # &%t

WE 1w, PT-STD #AL 3 32l W A8 o 4 i, 56—
T 53 S i 2 R A e R, LA R HE 5 3 U B 2R AT B A SR AE A
Y 3 ik < 38 U B0 H0 () BF ()RR AIE 5 2 (R AE 2R 05 0 40 i R 1
BCHESEAT R AR RE L FEEAT IR BE G 5 L 45 30 B 2 figp # 2 B S 119
T et S S B A S N B I T R
e S N B 2 i R 2 R SR I B S S B A R A T T R A
R BRRY b B JS T B R TR ) — 1k 2 Y B 2R
Rk IR 5 A BIBO0E T S R R R BOIAE AR ,

Layer Norm

6)
8 )

Feed Forward

F

I
I
I
\ |
| I P
| 1 I Layer Norm &)
: ! ( Output Linear ] : : T
! : i ‘ )
! | e e I
: : : STAHF : : 0 X iz
! I
| : : ( additon J : 77777777777777777Xf777
| Lo | Pt e
' Lo i I :
! Concat [ ] ‘ —> Layer Norm 6)
! [ 8 Transformer ) | ‘
: T : il Block ;. : | ( Feed Forward 8 )
|
| I 1 1 o T 1
| Layer Norm &)
: Cony Linear Linear : : [ ® Position Encodi : I - N
| | I osition Encoding | | ( — @
: : . S T ________ J ‘
! MLP MLP MLP [ L 0 K (4
| Layer Layer Layer : { Linear ] P X U /
: ! : T I Sl aiata I ********** p
Space Week Day | ol Layer Norm B )
| . . H
| embed embed embed : spz’no»tem_poral I :
I T T T | ecoupling 1L Feed Forward S )
I ! , }
|
| o 0164 : T —> Layer Norm B )
| 6- 6-4-;
|
! I
I |

N~

B 1
Fig. 1

Attention %]
4 [ K [V

R ———

PT-STD # %1 2% #4 [&]

Structure diagram of PT-STD model



A5 WA T IO SR A AR 1 B 3 A T A A

3.1 HEEBEHLT

PT-STD Hy 23 fif AL He ok A e 23 R AIF A F L R A1 it
REE % 3 B BEAb $R AR . EL UM B A T s O iR X
J& T 5 I A EAE SR B BK JR bn BOHE 43 M S A TR b i A
Es JA P B ) A X 5 4 R M i a] 8 AR i AX L3 A 4 i
43 50 8 3 MLP i 35 2 2 # 09 OC 156, 488 IO 8] b i J 3 ok
e B RHAE DL B ] 1 9 4 Jo 4 B AL R B SRR AR LA
By Bk 3 A il A A U 2 B A R/AE Xo s R VR e 1
By B A A 2R AE 5 1 B0 ) R L I MLP 25 4 3 0k
FRAE 23k, A I 22 i e I 2 A8 v 00 B B 31 2k )

H 2 AT A « B 25 R AE A A A HR 22 O 47 Ak # 48
a5 ig AR EdE i 1 X1 B 6, € RV KA Xs €
RV LSS AEs , 25 25 0 MLP A7k pEson . H

Hp ik
Es=F... (Xs;05) €RYP D
Es'=MLPs(Es)
= Flon (6(Flony (Es30.));0,) +Es € RV (@)

Ho, TR KN B S8 D R IELE 0, .0, KT
23 S8 0 NARLR MBS AL ReLU, 1 X1 B EEI)
B2 N4 A R AE E A7 8 G 2 R L R AT, S 5 R SR
MLP £ He 4t B (4 % 55 5 i@ i .

ik IR e A S A U P S T UL S . X R R Y R
SAVERLZ 38 2o ] 2 ) SR BEW L € RTP B UG B ¥ X € RYT
WS R R i A Er I 51 AR I MLP fE A48 fE A1k, HAL

HRIBN
Er=X;W;ERYP 3
E'=MLP;(E;) €RYP (4

Xt H L 4 R B Ak R 3, R AL S, B BUE W, € RVP
A A R R T AE L e LR B0 25 K, JF 38 i i ¥ MLP
WARK WA, HAeRE R,

E =X W, ERNP (5)

E,’=MLP, (E, )€ RN*P (6)

XS B T e A P A8 8 B T LA 4l 3K 21 4 Ry ) B DA L,
AL DL AR B SR 0 M B st TR0 AE S B AR TR TR IS ) RO AR B
SR,

FRAERL A AR R A G A HR T Z 4R F U R 284 . g =8
] i i A Es” € RNP JH W] A (6] ik AE," € RVP 5 4 JR i 4k
HAE, € RV I HI4 1 X1 B B0 .00, € RTV P17 4F
AR AR e I, Vi 3 4 B DR R AL IR A RAE

Esi. = F ooy (Es” 305) DE.,, (Er"50;) DOF,,, (E.";0,) €

RV (7

Forb DR R PR . %3 T A [ A 45 10F 75 38 3 2 B2 |
BEAT R R AR AR B TR (AR AT B SRR 5 R O i AR

e ST TR B R AE 28 HLOBE 8 T R

TR o 0%« A 3 o A A M R AR 25 i HE Y R 9 MILP 3¢
My, B2 gt e R R .

Ey =F2 (o(FLY (Ep)) +Epb (8)
HA  Fo 5FGD M iz 2T 5 B EAE 0 B ReLU
PG R AR, AT B A IS N A EE T AR 1 MLP R, A5
RUA] DL A5 B BB 1) B 25 38 BORRAE . 7R XAk R R oR

THREEREMEY, FE B R NI SR e S
FRAE IR AR Y L A T A O B AR, S IR R Y AR
T A RGBT L2k AR v (9 3 e e IR S R B T G B
BAR a5 R B S mh kg,

3.2 WZEAENSEHAEIT

S ST S5 R AL AR A 38 TR TR AE 55 T 9 A AT
. LU GPT-2 3kl , 4 g T B 25 [ 35 I 4 2 B0 B 1) ( Spa-
tio-Temporal Adaptive Hierarchical Fine-tuning, STAHF ), H:
1 ,GPT-2 2 H OpenAT 2, RAT 12 EHE B Y Trans-
former R #8454 , A 3R Ay 1N SCALFRAE ) 5 K BB B KR
WeET RS, S-S A A A L GPT-2 BHIE AT A
WIS A 55, dE & 3246 38 38 00 3000 AT 45 v FH 7 58 s ) 39 000 o ok
FEE N0 775 o

F Y B S B 5 1 . 38 iF HuggingFace Transformers
BINE gpt2-medium BN LHAE  ff 8 H F TS84, I0 0
T E A R R e O 2 B B g LA B, [, O 22
il AR AT S 3ok B RS AR S R AE R RS 0 [, T T 4 B
Bk 2RO HE I X SO SRR B AT B R R R S IS T

STAHF HLHI 2R T 3 Bir B i =08 1k 58 % - 76 0 R AR &
By B, R 25 4 AR T 25 2 B0k AR 7 B Al 1 LRAEBE JT s 76 43 i
T TC B B il VR VA — A6 2 S Ok S 81 32 38 U U R AE 19 43 A
T U 5 76 Bl A5 3 8 B B, SO T B O AL S BCk R AL A dh A
MR A, dp 2%, 38 2o I )9 3 2 e B A R] R AIE e S = 50
2L RS LR Rk EY, € RNV, ey 208 it
FH G R 5 U 1 1 W 1R O Ak FE DR 3 T SRR B iz AL Rk
J R [F B SE BT A I A R A B R R, B A R
AT,

HTRLR BR B B HRR B B BER 2 B000R 45 5R w4k 7 T
YA 10 ) 38 I R AE e 7 BRI ET R E B e &, EH
BENT Ay AT 4 AT,

DR S5 22 3k 1 B 1 42 W4 Je R AF

H(), =Multi Head Atnf (HY: ) 9
Hod 0, WGEEWNER N SEOER H Y €RVPRE r 2
B0 AHRAE . B A TN S B B2 3T B 04 T 7 40 A A
2 Al AR AT B v R AE 1 & R AR OC &R

2) VRS 1 )2 A — b Ab A% 25 i B2

H{)..= LayerNormys (H, +HS ) 10)
Horr, 71,81 € RV [UREE S8, T Fa e T8 8 J0 i i 43 A, AR
BA YIS A1 S8R AN A5 e

3) VR &5 (4 7 0l 199 446 145 47 26 P AR 40

Hf) = FFN§o (H{3)..) an
Horfv, 0, S VRS BT 5t 48 S50

D & IR — 1k

H{) = LayerNorm's"s (H{) + H{). (12)
Ho RS v2,62 € R B0 90 30 2 800 7% . (R R BR
23 SRR R . XA B B A 01 25 3% 45 1) 38 H g ) %
i AR AE SEAT 25 R AL B O UE A A TE T AU AR 1 W)
T W s T A5 28030 S 65008 00 J0 ) 25 500 8 LR

AR B AE TR U Bk 20— S8y f B,
VL 52 A8 308 500 A3 A 1 Bh A REHE . X B BERT A



158 Computer Science THEHEL2  Vol. 53,No. 4, Apr. 2026
H{Y.. = LayerNorm$yi (Multi Head Attng”™ (HS V) + MG T A5 G0 OR 45 0% W 14 38 17 1 I 401
HS ) (13) PT-STD iy B B NS0 1 R
H = LayerNorm!is, (FENge (H(.,) +Hi. ) +HE BR 0 T TN S 2 i R 104 A2 I T A R
(1) A< D3 5 MR ] 25K T AR AR X R A R S 5L

Horb,v3.63, v4, pA BTN GRS 8, E 2R T 0 FRAE 43 70 3
T B 3 AT S A R0 A A2 38 T O AR 1 R M 5 B R I
RO IR, 3k AN B B A OR300 ML R 45 1 [T IsF 3 5 Bl 25
VA — b ST A2 3 AL 4 S AR 4 119 43 A TS TR

16 3 B R b AR SRR VR A — LB S, R E R
FEB 2 PR WA SIS — 2 10— b2 M & N %
rh R RRRAE AR o AL 5 50 A0 98 T D RE L R R AR X 5T Y S B
B RA—E SRR BB E R E LR R A
IR =32 1 18 SCE5 A8 00 S fils P~ o 8] % A5 T8 o) A8 3 3 48R 1Y) b
H, R 5 S B 0 L 0 R R AR R AR o B Bl kS A B R
S GARE /Y ) g, Wik, STAHF LS i %R 3 — 1k
Joi AR T T B SR W B AR T 1 T R0 1) A8 58 B A AR
B9V H R . A T AT S0 I 2 TR 45 S Ws (FPT) . STAHF
TE 4R TS A 3 B B 1k 1 [R) e, T3 O A U Y S AR
52 R W FRE

AR Y B AR AR U K 2 R R S 400.0. - LR
T I 2 AR AR ) . I B A% O T S AR

H{%.. = LayerNorm# ( Multi HeadAttng™ (HY ") +

HS) (15)
HS) = LayerNormyi (FENgo= (H{%. ) + HE ) +HE
(16)

Ho, 0,0 B AT YN GRE R SRR, XA BTG 23k R
F1 Bt 2 A S AS A L 7 BUUI ZR B0 S 86 SR L L T L2 ) F]
T ) B B0 25 A% ) SR 5 4o ok BE I IR AL LA . Sl TEE N
FCEE R 1 I L AR RE S 1 3 D M R R R Y B s AR
K FR L IR TH T AR 37 1k RE

R UE R 1 R A AR M 5 IE AR, STAHF 3 BBl
W T ) SCHEES (R UL KO HR 56 TE 4 # BB R A0 0 . 7E B K
WE T, GPT-2 228 L=12, 76 AR5 8 Wy BE, R 5 8T R
JZ2 . Hp RE{2,4,6,8) il 1 LK W I & 7F R=4 RS
MR, MG B RS R+1 2 R+U ZEHW
H—AL )2 S8, PRI S U=23;7E Sl S8 00 B B, i — 2B i
HIRs: K=5 R E kR AMRE, %5 28 7 A [F 58 il
5 ¥y R 9 R AT DI ke v S iz Ak g

5 BORRAE Al A 1T 4 R ik 2538 I 5 T 2 2 AU, SR L
Z RERERA

Hi =H +EqOG an
Hh,G € RV /A 2E 3 MU, 1Z8 MK IR 2 5 R W
FRAESEATZ5 4 AR RLR L T 35 B R R E 2R A B T8 &
R A 1] 5 st ) e M 3 T DR FHER AT B AT ik

I 2, 1A 45 FR 2K G T 9 4R AE R S T 45 SR

QL =F . (Hiipa 50, as)
Hp,0, € RECDC BB SH T4 3D a4
FRAE RS 30 — Ak diy DT A S5 20 1 TR0 485 2R . 2 HE R
A R AR L 2h A 4 A0 B HE 5 23 RRAE S R 00 B IR A 4L

it 2R 58 LAY PT-STD # 5

LW IR S I B ZRfe  T

2. for epoch=1 to T do

3. BEHLET AL IR

4. for TAFAEHIR Xy in YIZREHEE do

/ /125 A A AR B

5. 23 MFAEE, = 25 M 4 (Xn) // (DM (2)
6. W AR AEET "B =B 1) 4 % (Xn) // 20(3) — 2 (6)

//RRE R 5 TR G
7. FEAE Al A Est. =& (E,Ex'EL) // (D
8. R R ISE, = %% (BsrL) // 2(8)

/ /IS IS 53 JE O BL R
9. for i=1 to R+U+K do
10. if i<\=R then
11. HY, =AM BN // o) —xA2)
12. else if i<\=U then
13. Hy, = G i ilg: // KA m=xa
14. else
15. HE, =Rl // KA Mz 6)
16. end if
17. end for

/ /T R A
18. Y_pred= T (H) // & (18)
19. Loss=1#14< (Y_pred.Y_true)
20.  end for
21. end for

4 LBWRERSH

4.1 HIEE

Shy Ay 3 LA B 23 7 Ak BB 0 A 3¢ 3 TR AR TR L ok B 4] 24 T
A (NYC Taxi) 52 maF L 2 . 42 (CHBike) W 28 5% T
T A2 38 FR 45 P A ik o A0 AETY L T 28 0 5 00 ) ) B R
2016 4F 4 A E 6 J B [E] 435K 30min, 3k 4368 4B ] 25,
Horb BRI A PIABUE 46, 43 32 T 280408 4 Drop-off
5 FZEBAESE Pick-up, FT LU 4 B EITE

NYC Taxi 35 T B0 ¥ 47 B 10 57 28 25 1] 3 25 4 3 g
266 >3 4, B X 3L SN AT 4R AR . CHBike 3350 T B9 5K
T DU 2 R B T A T S 0 10 HE 250 A AR b L 220 i o
I XA A AR . WIS & T I 4 A B0 4 7 25 o) RO A i
PR 1T B B b B 2 3] 2 R 2 5 R AE 4R At T AR
. BURE M ERG TR E IR 1 T,

F 1 BUREII AR

Table 1 Dataset category description

AR g X R NYC Taxil24] CHBikel2)
B AT /km 35 3.6
3k # 266 250
B E B 2016-04-01—2016-06-30  2016-04-01—2016-06-30
it 18] 5 % 4368 4368
it 18] 4] [ / min 30 30




2 WA IR T WU SR A R A 2 3 9 T 0 A A 159
4.2 HAEEBNEIKIEE (IR MAE %25 30 okt A L%, X —iriEfe
4T PE Al PT-STD M REfE # . T 10 M H A SCHFCE L BROR T RS AE RA  E E AT EE
A% 3 M 11 3 2 A B0 30 A7 X BL S 46, 3 S0 AR R S T 24 Ay A 4.3 {FEIEHR
25 YOO 0B R R B LR . DAL Go R A B A B 4 @ ARBFFERAT 4 2838 b 4 10 VAN A5 B M RE . D MAE,
ot F B o F 4 M STGCN™! 5 5k B ¥ 8 & B TN 5 B S AR A S 2 40 5 2% 5 2) RMSE, 2 B X 5048 5=

DCRNNT s 2) gl 25 &l 3 Ak A5 B L 3 55 H a8 A 40 32 48 KfF#J
A AGCRNYY fI DGCRN™ DL M & w3 2 h Al #l my
ASTGCNE I H1 ASTGNNE 5 3) i Il 25 22 4 , 3% B gl & &

L 5EF AR GCNGPT f1 GATGPT! 5 4) 3@ F i Ul
FEZE OFAPY 5 ST-LLM, H i, STGCN #l DCRNN 43 51

K I 25 45 BUM P BL I #2 O 465 L JR) 3 I 25 4% 4F 5 AGCRN
1 DGCRN 38 & [ 38 R 45 #2 5 B 2 > 2h 45 i) 28 G 5 AST-
GCN #l ASTGNN 5| A £ 3k i 5 7 AL i 38 35 1 1 4K f8t 4
FEBE J1; GCNGPT Ml GATGPT 5% T Wl 4 i85 = 5 £ 78
25 4F 45 W 19 35 #0815 ST-LLM Al OFA W 4 Bl % T
A 2 R L3R R O A A B a0k — R A A A
ETHSHISEEE SR 5WINARE R EX
JI ML G R Bk N B UE PT-STD fY 45 & 1 fig 42 it
TEZHREHT SR,

AT 5T K ™A 0 B I) Y 40 ) 4 LB NYC Taxi Al
CHBike Z 5t T 1 4 MR ESL 6 :2:2 B LL BRI 43 Jy i 22 1
YR 4E B0 E4E AN IR 4E . ST 00 150 B 7 s B R) T H O 12,
WA 12, LUATAl B 1) 22 25 B fig

SZEFE NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU %AL Z 17,3 T Py-
Torch 2. 1. 2 #E42 F1 CUDA 12. 6 N FREE S8, Yl gk id A2
T B LR N 64, B RINZREE Uy 500, 2R B B 45 HIL il

ﬁ{ﬁﬁ‘]ﬁflﬁzﬁfg-S)MAPE FRMITIRZEH 2L ;4) WAPE,
It P ST B A1 X sk A R )

M/\E:;i\Y,fY,\ 19)
mi=1
1 m A ;
RMSE=, [~ 5 (Y, ~Y,)* (20)
A
MAPlzf YYY ‘ X100% @D
i\y,—m
WAPE ="' X100% (22)

2 Y|
i=1

ot m RREAREGY, Y A IR ¢ AR B (5 5T
SE . EFEAR R RO 4 %R 22 (MAE., RMSE) 71 48 %t 4 22
(MAPE, WAPE) W A~ 4 B, He il T K & — 30tk #1558 sk
M 5 B 38 S VAR 52 38 B0HE b AR T R R . TR AR AR IR
1E [8] $6 b o 501 0 /1N 28 03 T 4 R
4.4 HRSHH

H R G AR B fiE J1 . 7E NYC Taxi 5 CHBike 35 F
B4 DEAEE BRI ISR, SRR MK 2 FFH, PT-
STD 7£ 4 05 i AT 55 v 359 J B0 1 S 38 % 2 B I A, JHL 350000 4
AT R SRR T A k.

#£ 2 MRAE NYC Taxi fl CHBike $0¥54E E (1 Fo#

Table 2

Comparison of models on NYC Taxi and CHBike datasets

NYC Taxi Drop-off NYC Taxi Pick-up

CHBike Drop-off CHBike Pick-up

Metrie - \F RMSE MAPE/ % WAPE % MAE RMSE MAPE) % WAPE, % MAE RMSE MAPE/% WAPE,% MAE RMSE MAPE % WAPE Y,
ASTGCN 6.98 14.70 45.48  26.60  7.43 13.84 47.96  28.04 2.79 4.20 69.88  56.49 2.76 4.55 64.23  55.71
DGCRN  5.14 9,39 35.09 19.64 544 9.82  35.78 20.58  1.96 2.93  51.99 39.70  2.06 3.21 54,06 41.51
DCRNN  5.19 9.63  37.78  19.82  5.40 9.71  35.09  20.43  1.96 2.94 51.42  39.61  2.09 3.30 54.22  42.26
STGCN  5.38 9.60 39.12  20.55 5.71 10.22  36.51 21,62 2,01 3.07 50.45  40.62  2.08 3.31 53.63  42.08
ASTGNN 6.28 12.00 49.78  23.91  5.90 10.71 40.15  22.32  2.24 3.35 57.21  45.27  2.37 3.67  60.08  47.81
AGCRN  5.45 9.56  40.67  20.81 5.79 10.11 40.40  21.93  2.06 3.19 51.91  41.78 2.16 3.46 56.35  43.69
STLLM 517 9.10 3409  19.75 5.41 9.37 3486 20,48 1.93 2.90 5165  39.14 2,03 3.16 5466  47.66
GCONGPT 6.64 12.24  42.46  25.32  6.58 12.23 40.19  24.88  2.24 3.48 51.05  45.37  2.37 3.80 56.24  47.66
GATGPT 5.66 10.39 37.36  21.60  5.92 10.55 37.83  22.39  1.95 2.94  49.26  39.43  2.07 3.23 5251  41.70
OFA  5.60 10.14 37.39  21.36  5.82 10.42 36.67  22.00 1.96 2.97 49.64  39.68 2.06 3.21  53.55  41.70
PT-STD 4.97 8.59 3480 1898 515 893 33.61  19.48 1.91 2.85 50.12  38.63 2.03 3.17 5216  40.95
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Table 3 Prediction results of few-shot experiments

NYC Taxi Drop-off NYC Taxi Pick-up

CHBike Drop-off CHBike Pick-up

Metri

e MAE RMSE MAPE/Y% WAPE /% MAE RMSE MAPE/Y% WAPE /% MAE RMSE MAPE/Y% WAPE /% MAE RMSE MAPE/% WAPE /%

ST-LLM 8.50 18.61 70.20 32. 44 8.09 15.39 62.09 30. 64 2.49 4.11 57.07 50. 28 2.57 4.49 56.62 51.79

GATGPT 11.26 24.36 92.13 43.09 9.67 18.30 76.23 36. 60 2.88 4.82 59. 81 58.33 2.94 5.16 59. 44 59. 25

GCNGPT 11.05 23.49 73.30 42.18 10.52 20.15 66.32 39.81 2.64 4.30 62.42 53.44 2.67 4.62 66.74 53.88

PT-STD 5.46 9.43 38.37 20. 84 5.83 9.99 38.54 22.04 2.28 3.65 52.17 46. 14 2.47 4.19 54.18 49. 83
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Table 4 Ablation results of the model under the CHBike task
B = & fE MLP STAHF Bike_pick Bike_drop
f#48 HE B HE B MAE RMSE MAPE/Y% WAPE/Y%  MAE RMSE MAPE/% WAPE/%
- N/ N 2.04 3.19 53.55 41. 26 1.94 2.94 51.10 39. 34
N - N/ 2.05 3.20 53.96 41.33 1.92 2.87 50. 27 38.93
NA N/ 2.08 3.32 52.74 42.09 1.97 2.99 50.23 39.83
N N/ N/ 2.03 3.17 52.16 40.95 1.91 2.85 50.12 38.63
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