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Abstract—The Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) targets methods and non-linear methods based on the prediction func
to a coordinated traffic system by applying the advanced wirkess  tions adopted. The linear methods include the grey forawast
communication technologies for road traffic scheduling. Tavards GM(1,1) [13] , error component modé[[14] and the Autore-

an accurate road traffic control, the short-term traffic fore casting . h
to predict the road traffic at the particular site in a short dréssive Integrated Moving Average (ARIMA) Modél [15]

period is often useful and important. In existing works, Seaonal  With fixed prediction functions which explores the assuompti
Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average (SARIMA) model of linearity and stationarity of the prediction functionittfer

is a popular approach. The scheme however encounters two fyture transportation trends. Compared with the lineahmes
challenges: 1) the analysis on related data is insufficientereas which only adjusts related coefficients according to histor

some important features of data may be neglected; and 2) with .
data presenting different features, it is unlikely to have me data, the non-linear methods can better learn data features

predictive model that can fit all situations. To tackle aboveissues, from huge samples and therefore build adaptive prediction
in this work, we develop a hybrid model to improve accuracy functions. Corresponding prediction model can describ@ no

of SARIMA. In specific, we first explore the autocorrelation and  |inear characteristics and achieve more accurate foragast
distribution features existed in traffic flow to revise structure performance in transportation systems. Currently typicai-

of the time series model. Based on the Gaussian distributionf . . .
traffic flow, a hybrid model with a Bayesian leaming algorithm is in€ar methods such as machine learning models [16], [17],

developed which can effectively expand the application soarios  [19], have been applied in several application fields froaffit
of SARIMA. We show the efficiency and accuracy of our proposal forecasting to communication allocatirig [19].
using both analysis and experimental studies. Using the réa  However, in the short-term traffic forecasting field,
world trace data: we show that the proposed pr_edlctlng apprach SARIMA [20] which is improved from ARIMA is also a
can achieve satisfactory performance in practice. . . .
Index Terms—Intelligent Transportation System, time series, popular linear method WhICh can outperform many non-linear
learning algorithm, short-time traffic forecasting. methods. In contrast with most learning models, Marco et al.
[19] prove that the typical SARIMA coupled with a Kalman
filter would work better in traffic forecasting than other
learning models under the same conditions. There are two
To predict the futuristic road traffic at a particular site isnajor reasons. Firstly, SARIMA based on regression analysi
fundamental to plenty of Intelligent Transportation Syste possesses the machine learning features, which is eféefctiv
(ITS) applications [[1]4[6], such as traffic managemént [7hpplying history data to establish prediction model. Seltgn
communication resources allocation [8] and road-relatéati  with respect to most non-linear model applying history data
tainment applications [9]. For instance, Borjesson [1f}lees obtain a global optimum result, SARIM can utilize periotici
the Swedish official long-distance model to estimate rdlatexisting in data to prevent uncorrelated samples influgncin
information about traffic flow and predict demand for Highhe performance of the model. Considering the remarkable
Speed Rail (HSR) in order to guide investment for constauncti periodicity consisting in traffic flow, SARIMA is the most
of new HSR. Gu et al.[[11] present that the short-termppropriate model for traffic forecasting.
and very short-term traffic load forecasting are essential t SARIMA encounters two challenges, which will be inves-
the commitment scheduling and transmission loss estimatidigated in this work. The first one is that related data used
Vlahogianni et al.[[1I2] have summarized relevant works inith in the models usually lacks analysis. Beforehand analyzing
three decades and indicated that the development of stront-t traffic data features can be useful for adapting SARIMA to
traffic forecasting is promoting friendly applications whican traffic flow. The second one is that different data sensjtivit
both provide accurate information to drivers and be used foatakes it unreasonable to apply only one predictive model in
signal optimization. In a nutshell, to achieve accuratéitra all situations. Although there are some fixed hybrid models,
prediction is important to the performance of many advancédwever, employing machine learning to combine models is
ITS applications. advantageous to revised the hybrid structure dynamicalty a
These existing prediction schemes are typically by exptpri reduce the effect from unexpected incidents.
the correlated historical data, which can be classifiedresati  We address the above challenges in two aspects. First of
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all, we extract stable part of traffic flow as a constant, ttee, vl =1 - B%P. (5)
traffic flow constant, and the remainder is the fluctuant part

which is proved to follow Gaussian distribution. Combininghe (1) can be transformed as a more common form in (6)
the autocorrelation property in traffic flow, we revise the

structure of SARIMA only to predict fluctuant part. Further- 2t = @12t-1 + Q22t—2 + ... + QnZt—p—d—Ps—Ds T Q¢ (6)
more, applying the Gaussian distribution feature, a hybrid  Siat—1 + B2at—2 + ... + Bnat—q—qs-

model is proposed based on the revised SARIMA to adjust ) ] ]
forecasted results dynamically. In particular, we hightigur Thet —n denotes there are time intervals and the predicted
main contributions in this paper as follows: result can be denoted as (7)

« Based on the analysis of traffic flow, we define the traffic Y = iz 1 4 QoZe btz
flow constant and calculate residuals among real data ~* _5 Z t’1+ 5 2 t’2+’ L 5 "at’p’d’Ps’Ds (7
and constant as fluctuant part to revise the structure of 1= P22 e T Pt = Qs

original. Accuracy of it can be improved. ~ _ _
'I;perefore, thea; _,, = z;_n, — 2:_, IS the residual between

o We establish a Bayesian learning algorithm to combirf1 !
with classical SARIMA and revised SARIAM to obtain a/"'Story measured data and predicted data. The least square
ethod is used to train samples to calculated related cieeftic

hybrid model to expand its application range and improv&

itZ stability P PP g : of each parameter.
« Real data is used to verify the performance improvement

of hybrid model and thoroughly analyze this model. B. Data Processing

. The rest of fchi_s paper is organiz_ed as follows. Section I}, g paper, the real data is downloaded from the New
introduces preliminary works, and displays the processatd d York State Home. It is a public data source established by USA

pre_processing. Section I.” is about detailed inf_ormatiq‘n overnment. The more detailed information can be found on
revised process and hybrid model. Furthermore, in Section . Data is true and collected by devices on turnstilesctvh

s:cmhulztl_(()jn rezulltsbare ddlscusseld dto exa;mlnl;a the pe;ff_or?a @n count the number of people entering into subway stations

ot hybrid model based on real ata of subway traffic oWy, the gata is often uploaded each 4 hours. Attributes such

Finally, Section V concludes this paper and future works. as subway stations number, time stamps and the number of
1. PRELIMINARY entrancing people are included.

This part is divided into two subsections. In the first one, W€ choose the raw data sets collected from January to
we summarize the SARIMA processes in order to introdut’:\éamh in 2016 as samples. Firstly, raw data sets are classifie

the notations used in the remainder of the paper. In the secdf@Sed on the attribute, station ID. We randomly extracvegie
one, we also reveal relevant information about our data irsedfiata sets of one subway station and exclude data collected on

the simulation. It is a common part in the literatures abaiad _the public holidays, Weekends_ and bad Weather,_V\_/hich may
processes. Although this part may be seen as non-techniluénce the people flow seriously, from the original data

however, it is important for coming works. sets. The_n, the ldata_se.ts are cleared. Some data co!lected on
the special devices is ignored, for example the devices are
A. SARIMA Model fault or unavailable, and redundant members which may be

SARIMA model was proposed by George et al. based a¢gcorded for many times are deleted. As for the missing value
ARIMA. It is skilled at tackling time series that exhibits an it is interpolated with the mean value. Data used in this pape
periodic behavior. The denotes that similarities in the serieds the number of people entering into the station at six time
occur afters basic time intervals. For example, the seasonalif§egments and they are respectively 03:00-07:00, 07:00011:
existing in da"y mode]s[ﬂl] is 5 days_ The model is oﬂeﬂ.l:OO'lS:Oo, 15:00-19:00, 19:00-23:00 and from the da9Q3
shown as SARIMAY, d, ¢)(P, D, Q) and the function is to the next day 03:00 (23:00-03:00). Finally, six data seis ¢

be acquired. These data sets includes peak and off-peak of

¢p(B)pp(B*)VIVY 2 = 04(B)Oq(B%)ay, (1) people flow. In this paper, data of two months is used as
wherea, is a white noise 3 is the backward-shift operator,trai”i”g sets to establish related model and Bayesianitegrn
ie., Bz = 2_1. V is the differencing operator, i.ey — algorithm. After this, data of one week is used as testing set

1 — B. ¢(B), ¢(B*), 0(B) and ©(B*) are the polynomials to evaluate these models mentioned above.
in B and B? respectivelyp, d, q, P, D, and (@ are degrees of
corresponding polynomials, i.e., [1l. BAYESIAN SEASONAL AUTOREGRESSIVEINTEGRATED

MOVING AVERAGE
¢p(B) =1—¢B* — $oB* — ... — ¢, BP, (2)

In this part, we present our scheme, Bayesian Seasonal Au-
op(B*) =1—¢1B® — 03B — ... — opB"*, (3) toregressive Integrated Moving Average (BSAIMA), inclugi
the theoretical analysis, model confirmation and optinnrat
v?=(1-B)¢, (4) respectively.



A. Model Revision Autocorrelation  Partial Correlation AC PAC O-Stat Prob

Generally speaking, it is accessible for us to predict the L = § DB SR GBAL YA

. . . | 1 . 2 0162 -0.188 21739 0337

traffic flow based on the hourly model in_[21], whose time ' g q 3 0128 0.076 2.9450 0.400

H H H U | ] 4 0084 0092 32842 0511

interval in (7) is one hour. It can be shown as (8) . N & Kave atss FOSlE 83k
|

2(t) = fla(t— 1), 2(t - 2), ... 2(t — )}, (8) = |

6 -0.051 0:126 7.1954 0303
7 -0.340 -0.261 13298 0.065
8 0107 0.002 13920 0.084
9 0006 -0.100 132922 0125
10 0157 0073 15338 0.120
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where f{ . } defines the forecast algorithm in (7). One hour
of time interval is often the upper bound for guaranteeirgy th
efficiency of the model. The major reason is that time intervkig. 1: Autocorrelation and Partial Autocorrelation of the
is so great leading the information getting from the adjacefraffic Flow Collected from January to March (7:00-11:00)
time intervals to become independent. Related informatéon

be known from the Burke theory [23] that the leaving flow is

irrelevant with the number of people existing in the systeni. means the traffic flow imth day at timet can be estimated
Thus, it is necessary to establish a prediction model thathy the data collected from the other days befata day.

more reliable for different data sets. Considering the second conclusion, we can divide the traffic

In normal condition, it is reasonable to assume the peoglew into fluctuant and stable parts. Only the fluctuant part is
in each time segment can be defined as (9) predicted in the (11). Then integrating predicted resuftd a
constant can obtain traffic flow in next time interval. It is a

zi = di + &, (9) effective way by reducing the predicted content to decrease

. . . error of prediction. So, the (11) can be revised as
where z; denotes the traffic flow inth time segment. We P (11)

defined; in this equation as traffic flow constant which is the = 2"(t) = f{e" *(t),e"%(t),...,e" 7 ()} + d(t), (12)
number of constant part consisting of such as office workers . . :
and students;; is fluctuation around the constadjt It is from and the common form revised from (7) in the predicted task
a lot of wispy factors such as weather and ticket price. SoSf" be shown as (13)

is reasonable to considey as the Gaussian distribution with 2" (t) = 1”71 (t) + ae () + ... + aje" I (t)

zero mean. All of these can be verified based on the law of + Bra™ " H(t) + Baa™ 2 () + ... (13)
large numbers. The above (9) can be converted as (10) + Bma™ ™™ 4 d(t),
U N R N S j € [l,p+d+Ps+Ds|andm € [1, ¢+ Qs]. Model described
nh—>nolo n ; 5T nh—{%o n (d; +7), by (12) and (13) is named Residual Seasonal Autoregressive
lim L L 4 (10) Integrated Moving Average (RARIMA).In order to determine
o ™ ; KA the value ofp,d,q, P, D, and @, the least square method

! is used to fit minimum Mean Absolute Error (MAE) and

where n denotes the number of samples used in statistiq@hodness of Fif:? of different order combination is checked
algorithm and; denotes the order of samples rather thag choose the largest one. However, in the (1), because of
power. Based on the assumption the that expectation & olynomials inB, the SARIMA model always includes several
zero, the constant; can be obtained by calculating the mealems such asB*—! and B*2. Although, z, is strongly

of n samples. In order to verified our assumption, samplggrejated with thesth item, i.e., B* due to seasonality, in
collected from two months are used to calculatedhande;.  tact the adjacent items around thi item is often irrelevant.

In the next part, based on the Kolmogorov-Smimove (K-§) will influence the accuracy of SARIMA. A instance will be
test [24], we can verify the Gaussian distribution. used to explain the fact.

Now, two import conclusions can be summarized. The first a first, the correlation among these samples can be calcu-

one, people flow at the same time segment in different daygeqd based on the(14) proposed by George efal. [15]
may be relevant, because they have the same cardinal number

d; and the random variable following the same distribution. i (20 — 2) (21—t — 2)

The second one, applying the constdptand discussing the =l 14)
variation ofe; can be a forecasting way. Thus, the daily model b= T _ ’ (
[21] can be seen as more perfect choice, which time intesval i > =2

t=1

one day. At the same time, assuming seasonality existirg als , . .

in the relevant data is advisable. For example, in each Mgnd¥herez: is the real data at timg z is the mean of training set,
majority of companies and schools often will hold meeting tb'S the 1ag object]" is the size of training sefy is the value of

summarize the work of last week, so people will arrive earli&0rrelation between; andz;;. The value ofy, is greater, the

than other day and the peak will also arrive earlier. So, (11) IS more similar withz,_;. Fig. 1 is about autocorrelation
can be used as forecast algorithm and partial autocorrelation of the traffic flow collectedrfro

. January to March at peak 07:00 to 11:00. When the value of
2(t) = f{z"L(t), 2" 2(t), ..., 2" () ) (11) correlation is around the double standard line (dash lirthen



picture), it represents the current data is strongly rdlatgh information about current data, it can be available to choos
the corresponding lag object [15]. From the picture we can sthe model with best performance in this prediction. In addit

the lag objects 5 and 7 are strongly related with the currdetrning algorithm can perfect the relevant functions with
traffic flow. The SARIMA(2,0,2)(1,0, is the best model and increase of the size of history data sets, and revised thechyb

it can be shown as structure dynamically to reduce the effect from unexpected
2(t) = a1 2" H(E) + a2 2(t) + asz" 0 (t) incidents. In this paper, Bayesian degision theory is used t

+ a2 0(t) + arz" T (t) (15) generated the .hybrld m_odel, be_cause it can rely on fewer data

+ Bra"(t) + Boa”2(t). features to gain a desired achievement. These detailed step

are as follow:
In order to cover the relevant item 5 and 7. Two irrelevant 1) Sep 1 In the Bayesian decision theory, the information
items 1 and 6 is also included. At the same time, the equatigh,t class should be clear at first, such as the number of

contains so many lag objects which may lead to over fitting,o ¢|ass. In this paper, each model is seen as one class and

In order to reject irrelevant items and avoid over fitting, aty, asC;, i € {A, B,C,...}. In this paper only two models
i ,B,C,...}.

most three relevant items should be used in autoregressign ~ombined namely S-ARIMA and RARIMA, so they are
models [15]. We only use the top three items on the value 8fined o ;':md Cyp respectively ,
correlation to establish model. The (15) can be transforased 2) Sep 2: Attributes about eac.h class should be clear. It

2 (t) = age™ 2(t) + ase™ P (t) + aze™ (1) is a difficult work for us, because the type of these attribute
+ Boa™ 2(t) + Bsa™ 5 (t) (16) should be same for each class at first. Then, the condition
+ Bra™ " 4 d(t). probability of these attributes should be possible for fgein

§_a|culated. Finally, the most important one is these aite®
can distinguish each member. In this paper, the residual
%l?out predicted value and mean value of history is chosen
as attribute, it can be shown as the (19)

The simple form of the transformation (15) is define as
ARIMA (top.1,top.2,top.3). top.1,top.2, and top.3 denotes
the order of the three relevant items whose the values
correlation are in the top three. So, the (16) is shown
S-ARIMA(2,7,5). The model defined in the (13) should be g = 2; — d;. (18)
denoted as RARIMA(top. 1, top. 2, top. 3). Then the finally

function used to describe RARIMA can be shown as (17) Sincee; can been seen to follow Gaussian Distribution rea-
- Cton.2 sonably, it is useful for us calculated the condition praligb
2™M(t) = Qop 1€ TP () 4 uop.o™ TP (1)

n—top.3 etop.1 3) Sep 3: The Bayesian decision theory is based on the
T Qop 3 Q(t) + Propaa”” 3(t) (17)  posterior probability to determine which class the member
+ Brop.2a" ™' (8) + Brop.za” ' + d(1). should be allocated to. If
Data sets used into the two revised models must be stable,
if not it should previously perform differencing on the data P(Calz) > P(Cplx), (19)
sets to make it stable. Then after checking adjus®dto \hich can be indicated as the (20)
determine the order combination of the model and the least
square method is used to determine coefficient of each item M ﬁ P(z;|C4) > P(Cp) ﬁ P(z;|Cg) . (20)
to obtain minimum MAE. P(z) =1 P(z) =1
B. Model Optimization The member is allocated to clags,. x andz; represent the

) o ) attribute vector and théth attribute in the vectord denotes
In this part, we optimize the model mentioned abovg,. number of attributes.

Although the inspiration actually derived from the compmhre 4) Sep 4: In our method, only one attribute is considered

results in simulation part, the theory is introduced Now. 414 it js thee;, residuals among the value of prediction and

Maybe one model can be more acgurate than other m,Odﬁléan of history data. Th&(C') can be obtained by the (21)
on MAE of sample sets. However, it does not mean it is

more excellent than others in each step. For example, the P(C,) = Ni (1)

RARIMA model does well in tracking the peak about traffic ’ N

flow, however, when the people flow is stable in several tim® and N, represent the number of all the samples and the
segments, the S-ARIMA model is more effective than it. lhumber of samples belong to claB$C;). Based on the history
we can combine the two models to predict traffic flow, it islata, theN; can be obtained, if the; is least, the sample
useful to gain a more accurate result. In other words, befaiould be the clasB(C;). The (20) can be converter as follow
predicting the traffic flow, we should estimate which models

will perform better. P(Ca)P(ealCa) > P(Cp)P(ep|CB), (22)

In order to solve the question, classification function iand P(e4|Ca)~N(pa,0%), P(ep|Cp)~N(up,0%), p and
machine learning is considered. Based on the history dataare mean of the samples and standard deviation of the
corresponding information can be used to establish retev@@MPles. Then, we can acquire the final equation. When
functions to describe features existing in the differentigls.  p(c,) (eai—ma)? .  P(Cp) (i —up)?

Combining with the related features of models and correlatgs ., , exp(— '20124 ) VInon exp(——~

3 ), (23)
B



TABLE I: Kolmogorov-Smirnove Test for Six Data Sets TABLE Ill: Mean Absolute Error of SARIMA and S-ARIMA

Time Sample Mean  Statistical Significance Time SARIMA S-ARIMA
03:00-07:00 0 0.412 03:00-07:00  (2,0,2)(1,009=15.09  (1,5,7)=14.01
07:00-11:00 0 0.611 07:00-11:00  (2,0,2)(1,0)9=85.05  (2,5,7)=79.82
11:00-15:00 0 0.609 11:00-15:00  (3,0,3)(1,009=162.11  (3,5,9)=140.62
15:00-19:00 0 0.266 15:00-19:00  (3,0,2)(1,009=159.40  (5,8)=131.98
19:00-23:00 0 0.612 19:00-23:00  (2,0,2)(1,009=129.04  (2,5)=117.04
23:00-03:00 0 0.951 23:00-03:00  (1,0,1)(1,009=57.24  (1,4,5)=66.42
TABLE II: Stationarity of Real Data TABLE IV: Mean Absolute Error of S-ARIMA and RARIMA
Time Test Critical Value 1%level  Test Statistic ~ Constant Time S-ARIMA RARIMA
03:00-07:00 -4.199 -4.881 244.865 03:00-07:00  (1,5,7)=14.01  (1,5,7)=12.13
07:00-11:00 -4.199 -5.318 3334.73 07:00-11:00  (2,5,7)=79.82  (2,5,7)=66.09
11:00-15:00 -4.199 -5.270 2412.30 11:00-15:00  (3,5,9)=140.62  (3,5,9)=125.78
15:00-19:00 -4.199 -6.166 7718.78 15:00-19:00  (5,8)=131.98 (5,8)=142.95
19:00-23:00 -4.199 -6.425 3427.81 19:00-23:00 (2,5)=117.04 (2,5)=113.77
23:00-03:00 -4.199 -4.782 528.430 23:00-03:00 (1,4,5)=66.42 (1,4,5)=47.3

it means in the next step, prediction results will be better. Reduction of Error

from the modelA, on the contrary, the modé? is the better ) ) o
choice. The hybrid output mode is named BARIMA in this " this subsection, we apply the MAE (whose unit is number
paper. of people) on predicted results to estimate the performahce

each model. Based on the last subsectignand real data
IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION are stable, so we can take them into these models directly. At
the first, the SARIMA and revised S-ARIMA are compared
In this part, we apply the real data introduced in part Il tQjith each other to shown the transformation is applicable.
verify and analyse our algorithm on the SPSS and Eviws plathe result is on the Table IIl. From the table we can see the
forms. The Gaussian distribution of fluctuant part, sttty transformation of the SARIMA model is effective to reduce
of the real data and reduction of error is also discussed. d@or. It may reduce about 7% of MAE of SARIMA. So, the
order to make the result more convictive, data collectechfrofo|iowing works is based on the revised S-ARIMA model.
two months ahead is used in the learning models to establistgased on the (17) and the constahtin the Table II, the
S-ARIMA, RARIMA and BARIMA models, and data of one complete RARIMA model can be obtained. In particularly, the
week is used to test the relevant performance. RARIMA model should be revised from the S-ARIMA rather
than SARIMA. From the Table IV, the predicted results can
be compared with each other. From the Table IV we can seen
Based on the law of large numbers, the constann six the RARIMA model is better than S-ARIMA model in most
times can be calculated and applying K-S test to check th#uations. Now, we analyse the two model from a picture that
Gaussian distribution of residua). If the value of Statistical describes the predicted results of them in 19:00-23:00mFro
Significance is more than 0.1, the Gaussian distributionbeanthe Fig. 2, we can see the RARIMA is better to track the
seen as correct. The result is shown in the Table |. From the
it, the assumption that residuaj with zero mean following
Gaussian distribution is credible.

A. Gaussian Distribution

B. Stationarity of Real Data g

In the last subsection;, is proven following stable Gaussian
distribution. In order to use these models to forecastetilesa £ | .
sets should be stable. Based on the Eviews, we have cheoﬁ%zgof
the stationarity and the result is in the Table Il. From thel@a =
all the absolute values of Test Statistic are greater than Te * | el
Critical Value 1%level. It means all the data six sets arblsta  *" 5 0 S pimetny 3 2 35

and can be used in the time series model directly. Relevant . )
constantd; is also shown in the Table I. Fig. 2: Predicted Results of Two Models in 19:00-23:00
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TABLE V: Performance of BARIMA remaining data and test the performance of these models. In
Time SARIMA _RARIMA BARIMA _ Minimum error th|s. paper, data of one week after the two month; is used
to finish the task. In order to compare our model with some

03:00-07:00 15.09 12.13 11.25 9.08 models in [19], the MAE is normalized and the the mean
07:00-11:00 85.05 66.09 69.06 42.05 absolute percentage error (MAPE) is used to estimated each
11:00-15:00  140.62 125.78 112.65 86.36 model. The MAPE about minimum error of BARIMA is also
15:00-19:00  162.11 142.95 124.53 87.44 provided. Detailed information is shown in Table VI. From
19:00-23:00  129.04 110.42 113.77 99.75
23:00-03:00  57.24 47.30 45.79 37.33 TABLE VI: MAPE of Prediction
o ‘ Model SARIMA SM RW ANN BARIMA
I SARIMA
ol [_IRARIMA' MAPE (%) 6.28 6.76 6.30 5.80 4.93
I BARIMA
a0l Minimum error
2.0 - | the testing result, the BARIMA model performs better than
;3 the classical SARIMA, RW and SM, where RW is a simple
5" 1 baseline that predicts traffic in the future that is equivtte
g wor 71 current conditions, and SM predicts the average in theitrgin
2 60~ 1 set for a given time of the day. In addition, the BARIMA can
a - also be improved by prefect Bayesian learning algorithm to
ol | obtain the minimum error.
0 03:00-07:00  07:00-11:00 11-1%—1;;1&e/h:]5;20—19>00 19:00-23:00  23:00-03:00 V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS
Fig. 3: Performance of BARIMA In this paper, by analyzing traffic flow features and strugtur

of SARIMA model, we propose a hybrid model to improve
accuracy of short-time traffic forecasting. Firstly, basad

real data, especially for the peak. however, the S-ARIMA fbe autocorrelation of traffic follow, classical SARIMA is
more stable, when the real data is increasing and decreadi sed to preventllrreleva_mt (_ja}ta frgm predicting traffafl .
placidly. So, if we use the RARIMA model to track peak ancP® ondly, the traffic flow is divided into quctqant and stab!l
use the S-ARIMA to track other situation, results are betteqarg to reducg th_(; co ntenft of p(;edllct|on. g mally, aclcmgdl_
Inspiration for constructing a hybrid model is derived frtime to Gaussian distribution of residuals, a Bayesian learning
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