/h } R 5 2026 ££ 4 4
bR ﬂ itHE ARG DOI:10.20009/j. enki. 21-1106/TP. 2025-0091 FAA R
Journal of Chinese Computer Systems Vol.47 No.4 2026

BGIRE TE TR ZHMERM S Transformer R 3318 it = il
W, ENE S TFER S OB, R

PRI RS KRBT, M 350116)

PORBUR S B F R TR L, BB 350002)
S(EREMETTASERESAEERTRE (BMKE) BN 350116)
TR TR SERER, EE 2 RE LAL 4YW)
S(REERRE THHVRER , EE R ER EX4 4QF)

E-mail ; z. chen@ fzu. edu. cn

1 E: AR #r Xt HE X, B3 %3t F ( Mobile Edge Computing, MEC) 2 238 A E TRAI IR AL T 47 89 A sk 3604 £ 45
IRFRERA BNEFEMECHKEFTHAIEMNXBRAET, AAFTEAEAXBELEARE TP ALHTRMEARAEL
HETRMN. Wt B TRERSFBERRAR, AL AANAZEETLEATHE AABATRRIBER AT R H L L.
AR F LW, A T — M GBI T & T o 545 /€ 84~ Transformer & 348 7% & ] ( Traffic Flow Predic-
tion based on Transformer with spatio-temporal feature fusion, TFPformer) 75 . 4, S RE X B A SR EHRTH IR Ao B,
BE, RIS FEBPRBRSBERINBABE RN AEMEL R ERAHHE L TXEL B, BT EENAERABE S
FEMAR e, B NMEEANTEHERF LRSS, AR NRAZRNLHFEBEZASRAAXER SO AR
M ETAFAHXBRAETHELS, B XK ERRLT A HERE T Frit ik TFPformer 7 i 6947 80, 4936 T %08 25 i , TFPform-
ef F i AEREKBE LA RIE T F bR T M E fed F.

X 8 1: BahSITE; SSEREWW ; 5= MK ; Transformer ; 133 1 HLH

HESFS : TP393 EFRIRES A X = % S:1000-1220(2026)04-0836-08

Traffic Flow Prediction Based on Transformer with Spatio-temporal Feature Fusion in Edge
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Abstract: As an emerging computing paradigm, Mobile Edge Computing ( MEC) offers a new solution for traffic flow prediction to
better support Intelligent Transportation Systems ( ITS). When facing the dynamic traffic flow in real-world MEC environments, the
existing methods cannot effectively capture the complex spatio-temporal dependencies in traffic flows to achieve accurate prediction.
Moreover, due to the limited resources on edge servers, massive traffic flow data often cannot be processed in time, which cannot meet
the high requirements of ITS for real-time performance. To address these important challenges, this paper proposes a novel Traffic
Flow Prediction based on Transformer with spatio-temporal feature fusion ( TFPformer) method in edge environments. First, the fea-
ture embedding and encoding for raw traffic flow data are carried out. Next,a multi-head low-rank decomposition attention mechanism
is designed to capture long-term temporal dependencies and obtain local context information. Then, the attention graph convolution is
developed to capture spatial dependencies. Finally, the spatio-temporal features are adaptively fused through the gated unit, and the
feedforward neural networks and linear layer are used to accurately predict the future traffic flow. Using the real-world datasets of traf-
fic flow, the effectiveness of the proposed TFPformer method is comprehensively evaluated and verified through a large number of ex-
periments Compared with the benchmark methods,the TFPformer method achieves superior prediction accuracy and efficiency on dif-
ferent datasets.

Keywords : mobile edge computing ; traffic flow prediction ; spatio-temporal dependence ; Transformer ;attention mechanism
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0 3l
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YyELR] (Internet-of-Things, IoT) #Y & & 5 & RS T &
BT ERHER. S BTN ER AR, & 38
%5 (Intelligent Traffic System,ITS) 576 #i| F JeHERI & e %
HEERBEFEHAR AR E RS g E. 7 ITS
o, 3E R T RN T B BR A PR, ZE LR AT R AR AR B
TERE BRSBTS ERR T EXEENER.
B ToT B — BT X BT B, B304 % 5 (Mobile
Edge Computing, MEC) 3 i 7E4 i Bt £ B I 3B h & IR 55 2%
VAR ScE SR RN ST A, O ITS WY 20 i B T
[MRRSR AL T —FhBT AR P B B E D SE MBI LR R
TG IR 5545 , HE TR A TV 2 0o [ 56 o S B 1) 3058 IR B 3
WEREAT ST 5 AL, W] SEE N R R — B R B A AR IR B Y
M. 2L Br MEC 35, KRB R BN Z REEFZL, B8
HRENSISESEANRERKBRER, RBEREXE
AT TR RO T B8tk , 40 o] Y 2 At T B I B R —
A BB FF DR A B R A .

B I B8 R IR TE B R R RSk R R
BB ESLHERD RO MERE . 295 EfE g%
WEREHERE. HE TS AR, CERBYERERE
FERM K BB 28, HER SIS ME LM = K53
it AT ERERERNCERBRN , FEMNRHZSE R
BRI PRBA RS RIER S, BTG E RN kT
. AT ECEEIREYS ETRITEN TS ET
SN EINFEURETREZINFE. AAETMS, %
WD T AR A B R R B R EH R, FEE X
BREREENERREZME LB RN, LR
HIZCE R BTIER. ML Z T, ETHEAS NG E T %
Xof TG AR B R BEBAR , (B X B0 o B SR A , AR T
HEEERBRREA LSRR X —BR. TEXR HH¥ES
ERMATOERBERN, E7ELEER AEZNERE
B e, FOTE R A RO A8 I B Y A 2 A R B B A
KRR EERR T BN BERER. BEE TR B S B A PR
BB, HAE% ) BRER SIS T ERIE S TR KRS,
B R Z A0 R B TR ) R, {E R T e DA T Bk

1) Bt A RO LA AR . 2858 I B B e £ o A IR s ) 4
B EEZKIRR , B F 0B A R B2 B, Ik
Ah, B TREBIRFERE, KRR AR E RS R
A BRIHG , 0] A I B 350 P AR RO R e 2 R B LA
R R 1 205 I R TG B Y S G P AR

2) T 0 S B P DAGRAIE . ZE SR ITS W, SOE IR B A2
PR BESh AL, T ACE I B T W45 1 2 S A o B 3
PR bt , S SR T A 2 R A e i L 3 ¥ B 0 O X B 4 HE TR
LR, AN NLASE I B A SE R L. & BUR B S IR TEREAT
B AL TN BT B A BR R, ME DLW ITS W 3Kl
MBI LA R RER.

3) TR SRR IT K. BEE AR BB & FZ A 1Y
TN, AR REEAEGRNCERBRE AFE
TREZINZERBHNFEEE EARENITEE R
B RMNBRA RN EME/ERTERWIHTEES. B

I, BEBOT — MR A ZSE BT 7 , ZERIE TR I B
R 1) Bf 2R A IR T 4.

KT R EREEPR , A SCIR T — TR A % 5
BT R T RZ FHERL & Transformer F325E I 2 I  Traffic
Flow Prediction based on Transformer with spatio-temporal fea-
ture fusion, TFPformer) 75 #5. A 3CH) B WM T -

1) Bt T —FE [ MEC 3135 ) 358 i B U AL, D)
BIXESE ITS SRR SERE. B, RBURH AR R
BRI HIATHALE. B , #EATHERAIE iR A T 955,
FHRBUEC 2 FRAE , 3T SE BN AR SR 2838 I B R v s B
W, DAY R ESE ITS FR.

2) 32T — R UE R B0 A8 B B 4 i ( TFPform-
er) , RAITEHUBRABR BN K8, 5 5%, &t £
KBRERR ORGSR A EERLFIHRER
BRI RS HARAE. i, SIABRSRUKBRR LT
AR B HX TR R AT B % , TR BOREE IFF £
I RIBIRIAEBN R, S , R T BITTN B2 AR
BT B ENIREA 55 , FF AT (5t 22 R0 48 Rt 2 i oy 75 0
5. RS RS REAMRE TRGR SRR, BT
BERIERX.

3) e 4 AN ESE B3 i B H000E 4R DAVRA BT 4R oy TFP-
former J7 g UL BRME. LR RRY, SEME T IEH L, TFP-
former J5 35 7E VI RHR 2 (MAE) (35 iR 2 (RMSE) 1
FH4XTE 4 iR 2 (MAPE) % 3 Tl ts L RMER, 7
RRBHR SR DX 5 5 3R T 2 30% 24% F128% . AT,
THRSCIRIE T TFPformer J7 ik W &1 AR YA 3Ltk , AR R
i BRI R T2 17% \16% F1 19% , P393 4k
ARl D2 1.5% .

1 XTI

BE B TR W 5 s R BUAT A3 O B R B R B R S B Y
K. BRI A KB T R B AR, RIE B, B ik
FHRBIF T ) AR R IR Bh 4% 1) $0H8 K 3. $iR IR sh i T
FEAH— B0 NS RN T EMETREEIN T EY. £
SCHE M A A BE (81 B 43 BT A8 58 W B T A AR TAE.
1.1 ZHPIZBERETN A Z

ZRPGERBERN T S EEGEETRITEN BN
ETHAEIN TS BB G207 aE B PR
(Historical Average,HA) | g [n] & [B] 5 #L & ( Vector Auto-Re-
gressive, VAR ) | ¢ 33 [a] B [ )9 #% B ( Support Vector Regres-
sion, SVR) | B [8] 13 22 4% 3 E- 2y R ( Auto-Regressive Inte-
grated Moving Average, ARIMA ) Ffl-E/R 2R3 2. 3 H
A PR B S AT I B R s g THEL R LB SRR YA B IR
BB EA R R E AL, (B $dE BB SRR (1,
FEBERE LS EA MR REFME). AT, AL HA
H B A I B BCRE T B R, X R T
AR AR SR RIE. LA BB RA T St
FTEA A A RIR T WA R B, Lin 2 A 2 4
T—RhfE FA S fF A &2 B A K 548 ( K-Nearest Neighbor,
KNN) 34748 1938 38 i 8 7 I #9 %5 . Ramchandra % A" {5
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FAREHLER K (Random Forest, RF) % 338 Fi & #EA TR -
1.2 ETREFINZBAREMNAE

REZ AR RERE S BT, ERTEERY
P2 F AWM IERME R, BN RS E IR B T A &
2 HL G SR B 25 W 4% ( Recurrent Neural Network , RNN) 1 &
AT (I, I T#AB 3R 27 ( Gate Recurrent Unit, GRU) ! il
£ 45 #3847 ( Long Short-Term Memory ,LSTM) [ iy
LR T3 I B T — B PP I R . A , B AR R 4
( Convolutional Neural Networks , CNN ) 7& B} F5 7 il = #2 B AT
BB R BRAER B R4ARE. 22, CNN & T 50 i B 1%
REE, MEEZWBERIMNEHEEARNEER. AR T
CNN, F % fH#H£2 M %% ( Graph Convolustional Neural Network,
GCN) 7] i FAL R IR [F) 45 M 3088, #140 , Anton %5 A M
FIF GON X 358 WAA TR T, L8100, 3R 07 B 2 g T B
IRz [RARMEZ B B A BRI R B, RBUF B ERRFIEE
BERK. i, — 22 340 M2 0 R B 7 k. #4n, Bao %
AR T~ R T 23 5 2% B S A R 4, A GCN
B2 BT S AR BB B, IR 58 1 LSTM FI =457
FRBU AR , AT 2% 3 Bf 25 45 4E. Xue 2 A1 42ty — R L
FRIRERE RN T BESHENE NSO ZERERUE
%, A AMRERATHIENEE SBORERBERERME
ERPE T REBTRR 4, T PREE B I 2 4R 2R T, X
e g B R R R R B L E T E X B S EZ |,
Ttk BN B A 278 B LB B L. Hitk, Fiang % AV 4R
— R R TRAEE S AR =R A R 3B
BRI TS FIRB S AR Li S A BE T —F A
TE D 2 A T S AR P 4 R TR B i s B 454 , DA R IR TR) B
SHENME T EMEN. Shi & A B T —FETEES
4 D S o T o 22 P 4 LA R ) R S S A . kA, —
SR 9% 8 ] Transformer'” MRV TAGEF BT , DR
R 2 BAERE . BN, Xu % A UM 3 Y T — R 28 Trans-
former P4 , Jo/5 558 T 375 58 1] 25 R MM A R < S B TR 4K
Btk AEX N B FERN SR TR B ER B, AT R
MR PERE.

Bk b RA SRR E RSk £ 3 RNN,GCN B
HiB SRR TR 8, KB m = F R A ma A R,
{EAE R A R R S5 O T A R, k4, B
BT RS RA BT S B RN K6, 2R TELR
BREPFENRMNZERFESNXEE HILZT, Tans-
former L ZY BRI Hy T 58 K MK AR $R 8B 77 , R B R AR
T RIPEW, BRI T E, 7T 8 TR R R Y i 25
HERE ). SR, £ 5L FY) Transformer BRURHE T 1 SIHLH,
FEBRNTREEZRE. IMTRA TR, SR 2R
HER— AR DL SR SR 4 [ . Btk , B4R Transformer 45
RERCER BT R B R TE RE S, BEA%I 6
FIFIN R T R KR T 2= 1.

2 REGHEBHEHAEX

A TEFHRE ITS FRERB MW LR ATR, &
SCHRH T —FHE [ MEC 3R SGE R ERNARR, InE 1 B
- B 5, AR A A TE B b AR RS ISR IR ISR R B B

FEFEXTHBEATHAL . BEJS , AR B4R H B9 TFPformer J7 35 X
S RHMEEATR S B &, BE T SE SO R 3B B
W. 5 , MR L RS ITS BEATHE AR,

Digsan L rrrtomernit S TG
& ummss  Less

Bl 1 BrdR B R SRR AR R R TR AR
Fig.1 Proposed model of traffic flow prediction
in edge environments

B0 338 BB T 3 — P 23 0 [R) R, A< SO SEMEE T
—NERE G={V,E,A}l UFR7ATW X BRI E BRI,
TRE V= (v, v, vy REBRES, KB N HEERS
BBE NEE={e,e, et RAAREEEZEHE
B H COHREE. SR A e RVRARFAERSZ
IR ERER R, HgE LR

1, v 5v &%
Mol s, mse W

BE SRR NSEERETRR N Xe R X =
(X, X, X, ], HP X, e RV, F RN ERBIFIER
BB, TRAGERERBFFINKE. BT LREX,HE
WE TR R A g A F=om iy

[XT+1 W Xrizst ’XT+p:| =f(G; [Xo WXy, ’XT] ) (2)
Hepf Rom - T A B RB, p R AR ZCE MBI
KE.

RERBEFI Y BinB/MEBE S K EEZ R MR
z BAmE CERENESEMAUESSIER Y, f 7,
loss itk sR¥. B, 208 BT IRER L Bina =n 4

min loss(Y,,¥,) (3)

HT2E AT ERE, AR T R ENRE
(Mean Absolute Error, MAE) .3 5 1817 2= (Root Mean Square
Error, RMSE) F13 48 %1 | 43 H iR 22 (Mean Absolute Percent-
age Error, MAPE ) %3817 3 TIRARHYBUETE Bl R [0,1], &
L 0 o TR REd . Bdse ok

1 n
MAE‘TE |7, -7, | (4)
_ /1y
RMSE= |- 2{ FASA (5)
mape =1 3 |H L y0q (6)
n & Y, 0

3 PFriEH Y TFPformer 7%

3.1 B
W& 2 P, B i B9 TFPformer 7535 £ /W 3 M4
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H, BERAAR wBRENELE, EPHRBRERHNZX
BRUERB R R I BRI BB R THR. &

5o, WA EX I S 3 B HATRHME A I B D Ab B, 2
& B A E B30E R RHE RN A 2 L BRI 1

ﬂ@w% % S B RIERES TR L]

ceon( *)

CETTEIT] %-’?EV
=Q|:|"oooc‘>éo" i

1

X {KO*ecodtbai> »mE

& i -,

E %% Attention( *) /
Mg
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HmE | ﬁm%\
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¢
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S
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REEE
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K2 Frig ) TFPformer 5k
Fig.2 Opverview of the proposed TFPformer method

R HLEIAN R 7 B AR DA 53 3 F5h 20 0 0 2 T 8t , 2 T
BT R ITR AT B AR A DR R AN = A
fiE. BEJG 15 Bl 545 SR M A BTG 22 P 4% DA RE— B SR B U
ZRE FFFIA A B E R DR R H KA. &5, 8
L4 R DU RRAE B SR
3.2 ZLEREBRSBIEANSH

AV T —FE L ER AR B ER IR AT
SR ANFAE A9 I [ HH. 422 JLAQ) Transformer AR F G2 —
R RIER YL, HXE DRI _L T 3UE BT A RO
BrXHZIR A, 230K BRER S 2R ERINKIES & 23
R R EREAE AR T B R R B T B0 7R I R b B RS KR
R HETAR By T AR R 40 92 > BE . R BN 23k i
BEOPS, BERRARRN T ARTEEMANNES
HABAL B RFUEE, BT KRB EAE T B %RE,
FICHIER I ERETIA T Rtk R EITT R ZERE,
BETBER A S E IR TR R SR .

B, AMRBURR L TXRES, BT R ER I EMRZA,
FXTMARZN Q FEE K FEATHREM, HPoE N :

ceon(X,) = 2 X, _; x®; "N
=

Hep @, REBE,m BREBBBEI TN, W e RWU*FR
ISR

BE AXMANZRN QB KNE V,IHEREHER

FHREAT AR 8. TR E SR -

Attention( Q,K,V) =(soft max[ig_k (8)
Hep,d, RRFHHRE T, Ue R4 L e RO TR KHk
5.

XK B EEALS, A MH TR A AR E
WFRRFERER. MRS, 25 BER VLG %A X0
SRR RN, HAR e

H, = concact( head, ,head, ,+ ,head,) W° 9

head, = Attention( ccon®(Q) ,ccon (K) ,VW')  (10)

HHs, concact( - ) R BERBHERAE, h R ER L
B, W W RRUEISH, BARLM S H,

]V) UL

3.3 FEHEEH
LB T —FEE S ESHUR THREARENE
AR O R . 22 BB LB R ) PR S X i) BRI B S AR R
RESBEVR FE—ERRE. B EBRESPETAE
EFHFNTER, EREUERZALEANERTE P ELN
ZERR. HXZAE, A XETEAMBEBH, 5IA TR
FBRITE & A Z B AHRUE. BT R R B &N
BESENTRONE  ATMAREIVTEASEUBRTAE
ZHE R R.

B, S RARE, TR HERE A BS RS

S= dropout( soft max(

(11)
(12)

HT
/a))
Z, =relu( ®(ASX,) )

H,A=D""A,D N A WERERE,0 HEHRE BE
3.4 [ERER

FEZHH) GRU B, [ TENGIR A TEME 5%, TH
TRIEZMHER R  ES KA R AW MR E.
BTk, ASCSIATTE BT i R i B A R EEAT B T
B, AR R R S 2 R {E B Z MM A E. @A HITE
BATT, REMS TN PR E AR BR RN B B L P TR, AT 4R
FHERIPERR. PR BE X R

X =(gate - H + (1 —gate) - Z)W + ¥ (13)

1
1+e (14)

Hp W e R%H b e R FRA 2 ISH.

Hi% 1. PriR Ay TFPformer 77 3%

BN TEERE X =[X,,X,, X, ] EABERAERE AV
ZREK M I ZHK B

A WMUNELRCERE X=[X,,, X0, i X,ip ]

L 3R LS4, 38 MAE 3% i $0R1 Adam (R4L4R 5

2. for epoch = 1,2, ;M do

3. fori =1,2,--- ,Bdo

gate =

4. BATRHER ARG XX, ;
5. 181 2 kB AR S AR R AU SR B (R4 «

H,«MultiHead(X,) ;
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6. ERTER A ESFURIRES FSE Z,—o(R,) ; BHERE.
7. 14 AT R S I 2S4S AE . X —fusion(H, ,Z,) ; T PEAL PTE 8 TFPformer 77352 FALRE , R L 50T 8
8 A PR 455 . m,—FNN(XT) ; PR RFT T REX LI
9

- TR RER & : YeTlinear(m,) ;
10. {8/ MAE i+8 4% . loss—L, (Y,,%,) ;
11. FIFR Adam {RALASERBERSH;
12.  end for

13. end for
3.5 #EI%

ZASCHTHR H TFPformer J7 ¥k B X #45 BRANB 1 1 Fin.
TFPformer J7 i HMIABIE D B3GR ME X FEIREMER A.
H 46, Witk 4k TFPformer J5 ¥ B . 11 K MBI AL 2%
(% 117). EENIEHRK D, XS R R AT R
AEHR AR, SEHRA B £, (5 4 17). 85 BHRARE
RAZRBREBRO TR AIRAMEE I EER, LHERR
LB RE RN EARE H, (555 17) M RRHME Z,(5 6 17). #&
&, RFIE BT I 1E) R 28 EREREAT B A DLA B IRRE
ERBEFONSKBEXR, FEIRMEEOSE X (57
11). BJE R M A ZR M 2 M & D2 I ERERIEL
HRHMESRR (5 8 47) 182 m,. FE—20H BT 201 2y H %
FR—ENHNERBHTWLER 7, (B 917). &5,
Fi MAE #{Kk sR¥CR B B WME 5 K SEAH Z M i 2286 (%5 10
1) ,FEFIR Adam FRALZRAEFTAMLME RIS R (5 11 17).

4 TMEREVME

4.1 YREEXNERE
AXERE—EHERIIEN EFFR, HiE& T ntl
(R) Core (TM) i5-12600KF CPU #1 NVIDIA GeForce RTX
4060 GPU,CUDA BRZh A K 11. 6. BT IRE % J{EZ Py-
Torch 2.3.1 +cul21, 3281 T B2 4 By TFPformer J5 . 3¢
EANELCER BRI E LT T KRB LK UK E TFP-
former J7 5 HIA R IO B 1. PEMS RFIBIRAEITR T
FBEEMNEEABGERE™, A ERME 1 PR, B
HRIRH BRI ER S 2 RE- KRB, HESRE.
SR EMEEERERR. EZR P, ASCREE R BAFERIE

B RS A B R B TR BB
®1 PiEEHR
Table 1 Description of datasets
$IEE RRSEE FERIKE
PEMS03 358 26208
PEMS04 307 16992
PEMSO07 883 28224
PEMS08 170 17856

A ICH SR IR 3E i B JE AT P AL 3, AR BUIEAR
AL PR AL IR, DB RIS R EESE RN LR R
W BEJE e BE SR A A R AR IR R AN TINASR , FE LB
6:2:2. JhAh, BRI M Iy 100, Yl gr#it ik B 2 8
(PEMS03, PEMS04 , PEMS08 ) 1 4 ( PEMS07 ), 2 3] & %
0.001, R 4 e, 8 MERE 1k, BB AL K
64, AR 12 45 2R TR A5 (1 AN/ TR SRR 12 A~ BE]

DHA" B—FhG it 07 vk, B T S P {E R T
WARRAL, ¥ AT 2A RS R B

2)LSTM'™! & RNN fi)—Fh & 25 1k, & ] F T AL 32
B P 3T 3 (R .

3) STGCN" R4 ) CNN F3 J5 BT, T4 7]
R, R E B R R E S AR AL

4)MTGNN" B — & [Tt % 4 25 B ik 1B) 5 31 038 T
Beit B8 I GNN 2.

5)AGCRN''5| A% & BB RS HE T | A B E 4 R
FIEIAPILE , DARERFF 51 By 2s AR SC 1.

6) DCRNN'* 5 F I ] BE AL FLEL A B0 58 SRR )
- TERE AR S , BE T 20 B A 2R 2 B0 R 4.

7) Graph-WaveNet' ™ 5| A T —Fi E & BLAK B R , 34 T
Za T R DU REE Bl e = IR A

8) ASTGNN"""' i@ B HEBHLHI M 3h 5 BB B
BRBCHE s Y TR 2 (B 400
4.2 RBEHERSHH
4.2.1 e

K TRAUERTHR Y TFPformer J7 # Y FL 44, A 3Ok EL T
ARTFETE 4 M EEE LORR, LKRLERMER2 ~ RS i
7~ BARR UL, DCRNN J7iE7e & 55 E R RE L B &
Y, 7€ PEMS03 $48 % I ) MAE . RMSE F MAPE 435
52.49.38.82 F174.91% . ;X J&H Jy DCRNN J5 ik pAE B 2544

®2 AFR7J7EETE PEMS03 $iE 4 EAIRS L

Table 2 Comparison of different methods on PEMS03
T MAE MAPE

HA 31.42 37.17%
LSTM 21.55 24.68%
STGCN 18.02 19.17%
MTGNN 16.05 15.51%
AGCRN 15.63 14.96%
DCRNN 38.82 74.91%
Graph-WaveNet 14.70 16.82%
ASTGNN 14. 68 16.03%
TFPformer 10.88 11.80%
Improvement 25.87% 21.18%

RMSE
49.89
37.47
27.36
25.78
27.63
52.49
25.16
25.10
20.87
16.86 %

B2, FOER T BB e 5 2ok BB R K8 ATMRLE R
H R T R M BUR RS BB ML RE RS , R BH T
ARG S REIRZ M E 5. RS fF kR %
BT A RE , TRSOR B E M T 2 5 HA R LSTM J5i%.
FHEL HA 1 LSTM J5#&, STGCN J5 % B8 T B B A P RE4R
FHEER ARSI 1-D B, B RE R =K
MR R, LR T WK I TR B30 B A 7E BB IR . AGCRN
#01 Graph-WaveNet J7 i35 T B 38 RAL IR R BUEE - 7Y
APZSRPAE. Hof, AGCRN FiETE S HiRE R RAREF,
PEMSO03 B4 FBE T HLAY MAPE, Graph-WaveNet J5 &
7 PEMS04 ,PEMS07 F1 PEMS08 $(iB4 F¥BUE T IR
otn, X RE R BN ALGIA B TR ER N RAES. E



434 MEBERE S SHEIRE T BT W2 4HERL & Transformer {93058 i B M 841

2, XA S SRR TR E R, — R K
ESIERE R T IS [ B SR ER , DT B2 Wi e 25 1 S R D
P T 90 44 . ASTGNN J5 3k 78 PEMS03 ¥4 b i MAE
1 RMSE 43517 14. 68 #125. 10, ZE Hoak 3 M HUIR S E3M
R MAE 5% MAPE, [ R 43 B Bons BOB 2047 I 25 4
FERE FRFIA T BEREAE, Bt BT R ER R, 3
I TR ZREYTHEIT 4.

#3 RFJrkfE PEMSO4 ¥ LT L
Table 3 Comparison of different methods on PEMS03

Tk MAE RMSE MAPE
HA 40.51 59.05 33.81%
LSTM 28.25 46.53 20.90%
STGCN 24.87 37.71 18.74%
MTIGNN 20.37 32.05 14.07%
AGCRN 19.72 32.26 13.23%
DCRNN 38.67 53.04 36.30%
Graph-WaveNet 19.01 30.22 13.66%
ASTGNN 19.27 31.44 12.50%
TFPformer 13.47 22.82 10.19%
Improvement 29.18% 24.49% 18.49%

#4 RFJ;rktE PEMSO7 $iE s LT L
Table 4 Comparison of different methods on PEMS07

Tk MAE RMSE MAPE
HA 45.62 66.55 23.57%
LSTM 31.04 50.41 16.54%
STGCN 27.22 41.04 13.23%
MTIGNN 24.11 37.37 10.27%
AGCRN 21.27 35.17 9.00%
DCRNN 39.51 54.92 34.35%
Graph-WaveNet 20.79 33.58 8.80%
ASTGNN 20.67 33.83 9.20%
TFPformer 14.24 24.82 5.85%
Improvement 31.13% 26.09% 34.10%

#®S5 RFJrktE PEMSO8 ¥ kXt EL
Table 5 Comparison of different methods on PEMS08

ik MAE RMSE MAPE
HA 31.88 46.49 23.08%
LSTM 24.00 41.31 19.20%
STGCN 21.14 31.98 17.34%
MTIGNN 16.36 25.55 10.39%
AGCRN 16.35 25.87 10.58%
DCRNN 39.96 55.86 32.42%
Graph-WaveNet 14.79 23.54 10.01%
ASTGNN 15.44 24.94 9.76%
TFPformer 9.64 17.02 6.14%
Improvement 34.83% 27.69% 37.14%

HHEL T HAl 7 5 , B4R H ) TFPformer J5 35 9 3 Tk AR
£ 4 RS EBUE T RIMMER. BT , TFPformer J57
£H) MAE RMSE #1 MAPE 7 4 D3R4 B2 5ISFREM T
30.25% .23. 78% F 27. 73% . X 152 T TFPformer J5 R F
THAWE L EREBR S BEROLRAER N EER, T
37 M SRR TR 2 MR EAR B T P25 (5 8 B R B4,

T BERSIEN R MR KEEMRE TEENSFE.
Hr—B i BT AR R AR SRR R
BRI,
4.2.2 E@EEH

RIGTE PR Hy TFPformer J7 ¥k v 45 4 R B9 A 3k, A 3C
HEAT TIHMLSE %, A6 [ T TFPformer J5 3% , TFPformer-A J5 i
A EEE S E AR, TFPformer-B 5k A& £ L HBHK
BB R ST AL, TFPformer-C FE AR EHEE HEBH
MELBEREBRSBER SN, S HTEEARSIEE LD
HRERBLANE 3 ~ & 6 fim.

OMAE EBEMSE EMAPE 14

: 0
TFPformer TFPformer-A TFPformer B TFPformer-C
bid-S

B3 7E PEMSO03 ¥4 k% TFPformer i1 RiSE K
Fig.3 Ablation study for TFPformer on PEMS03
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Fig.4 Ablation study for TFPformer on PEMS04
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Fig.5 Ablation study for TFPformer on PEMS07
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Fig.6 Ablation study for TFPformer on PEMS08

7E PEMS08 %324 I, TFPformer-A 75 MAE . RMSE
F1 MAPE 4358125 11.91.20. 84 F1 8. 70% , TFPformer-B 75 &
) 3 Titetn 450k 12.06.21. 02 F1 8. 72% , TFPformer-C 5 &
i 3 TdetRA Bl 12.11.21. 11 19.43% . #§3 T TFPform-
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TPEM 1845 E 4 BIEF T 20. 37% .19.35% F134.91% , H:8E
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{3 T TFPformer J5 ¥k ¥ IF4T S5 Y78 RUHE. SRR H A TR
5575 [R5 B ME AR OB TR B 2 4K, B5 X Y M BB A SR T
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AT RPAE Y I RE ) , HET B B4R T B AR . £ PEMS03 3
EBE L BT TFPformer-C J5¥ , TFPformer J7357E 3 W1
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Fig.7 Effectiveness of the low-rank decomposition for
enhancing training efficiency
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5 , TFPformer-D J5 ¥ A0 & 2 3k B R KAk 20 B AL il v B IR
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ZRETE 4B T 61.015.,159. 655.234.98s F1 517.03s, 320>
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