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Abstract

Although traffic prediction has been receiving considerable attention with a number of suc-
cesses in the context of intelligent transportation systems, the prediction of traffic states over a
complex transportation network that contains different road types has remained a challenge.
This study proposes a multi-scale graph wavelet temporal convolution network (MSGWTCN)
to predict the traffic states in complex transportation networks. Specifically, a multi-scale spa-
tial block is designed to simultaneously capture the spatial information at different levels, and
the gated temporal convolution network is employed to extract the temporal dependencies of
the data. The model jointly learns to mount multiple levels of the spatial interactions by
stacking graph wavelets with different scales. Two real-world datasets are used in this study
to investigate the model performance, including a highway network in Seattle and a dense
road network of Manhattan in New York City. Experiment results show that the proposed
model outperforms other baseline models. Furthermore, different scales of graph wavelets
are found to be effective in extracting local, intermediate and global information at the same
time and thus enable the model to learn a complex transportation network topology with var-
ious types of road segments. By carefully customizing the scales of wavelets, the model is able
to improve the prediction performance and better adapt to different network configurations.

Keywords: Traffic prediction, Graph wavelet transform, Multi-scale, Gated temporal convolu-
tion network

1 Introduction

Predictability of time-varying traffic states in complex transportation networks is a primary con-
cern for the transportation systems in smart cities. Accurate and timely prediction can help the
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transportation agencies, as well as road users, to better manage and respond to the recurrent and
non-recurrent traffic congestion.

Besides the traditional statistic models (Kumar and Vanajakshi, 2015, Chen et al., 2011), deep
learning approaches, including recurrent neural network (RNN) and convolutional neural net-
work (CNN), are often used to predict traffic states (Ma et al., 2015a, Zhou et al., 2017). Lately, the
graph neural network (GNN) and its variants, such as graph convolutional network (GCN), have
proven successful in dealing with complex structures of the traffic networks, as they can capture
the topology and dependence of graphs via message-passing between the roadway segments and
intersections (Zhou et al., 2020). One limitation of the traditional GCN model is that it assumes
uniform interactions between the primary road link and its neighboring road segments (Yu et al.,
2020) which is unrealistic in the real world. Researchers have attempted to resolve this issue by
introducing the connection intensities via methods like attention mechanisms (Do et al., 2019,
Liu et al., 2020). However, major drawbacks related to this approach still exist. For example,
spatial features are centrally localized at the primary graph node (Cui et al., 2019) and confined
to the same finite number of hops in neighboring nodes (e.g., k-hop neighborhood). This may
not reflect reality, since the scale of the traffic propagation may vary due to the external factors
such as accidents, severe weather, construction and so on.

To adequately capture the localized features, a graph wavelet neural network (GWNN) (Xu
et al., 2019) that adopts the graph wavelet transform in the spectral GCN was introduced recently
for node classification. It has good localization property in the vertex domain, and the diffusion
range of features can be fine-tuned in a continuous manner, making it more flexible in capturing
the node features (Tremblay and Borgnat, 2014).

However, current practices still face two challenges. Firstly, using only localized features are
not sufficient to completely represent the traffic states. In fact, the traffic congestion is influenced
not only by the traffic states of its neighboring road segments, but also by other key regions that
are located a certain distance away from the congested site. This is especially true for the traffic
networks with limited access roads, such as two regions connected by several bridges or tunnels.
To be able to accurately predict traffic states, it is necessary to aggregate multilevel structural
information during the feature extraction process.

Secondly, a strong temporal correlation usually exists in the traffic data, where the current
traffic states are likely to be impacted by the previous traffic conditions. As a result, some
traffic predictors that combined with an RNN structure have been used to resolve the problem
of temporal prediction. For example, the long short-term memory (LSTM) (Ma et al., 2015a) and
gated structure like gated recurrent unit (GRU) (Cho et al., 2014) have been used to mine the
temporal features when making predictions (Ma et al., 2015b; Yu et al., 2017b; Do et al., 2019).
However, RNN-based models handle the time-series data in a recursive manner and meet the
gradient explosion issues. As opposed to RNN-based models, the gated temporal convolution
network (TCN) (Oord et al., 2016) handles the sequences in a non-recursive manner and alleviates
the gradient explosion problems. It is also able to facilitate parallel computation which handles
the temporal units in a cheaper way.

In addition, the traffic prediction in complex transportation networks (e.g., consists of var-
ious types of road segments such as highways, ramps, arterials, one-way streets) has remained
intractable when using GCN-based approaches. Can a GCN-based model properly extract the
system’s spatial features, given this variety? Moreover, because such complexity also varies
across different transportation network structures, a GCN-based model may not be sensitive
enough to such structure difference and therefore unable to achieve viable traffic prediction per-
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formance.

In this study, we proposes a novel, multi-scale graph wavelet-based neural network to mine
the spatial features among all roadway links and combines it with the gated temporal convolution
network to learn the temporal features of traffic congestion evolution. Therefore, the model is
able to learn multiple levels of spatial and temporal features at the same time. The contributions
of the paper can be summarized as follows:

• We developed a novel, multi-scale hybrid model that combines multiple graph wavelets
with the gated TCN to predict traffic states in a complex transportation network. The
proposed model incorporates a multi-scale structure to learn different levels of structural
information of traffic networks.

• The proposed architecture was validated via the experiments using two real-world traffic
datasets, one in Seattle and one in NYC. Both datasets verified that our proposed model
outperforms other state-of-the-art models in the prediction accuracy.

• The evaluation of the graph wavelet weights proved that the multi-scale setting of the
model is able to improve the prediction performance by capturing the local, intermediate
and global information of spatial dependencies simultaneously. Different scales of graph
wavelets can extract the information from multiple types of road links and thus enable
the model to learn a complex transportation network topology with various types of road
segments.

• Ablation experiment revealed that the transportation network structures are sensitive to
different multi-scale graph wavelet settings. The results provide guidance on the selection
of the scales for different network configurations and better prediction can be obtained by
carefully customizing the scales of wavelets.

In the rest of the paper, we first discuss existing studies of traffic prediction, graph neural
networks and multi-scale feature learning in Section 2. Second, we propose our methodology of
combining the multi-scale graph wavelets with gated temporal convolution network (TCN) layers
and introduce some graph wavelet related concepts and some commonly used neighborhood
aggregation methods in Section 3. Third, we provide the experiment settings and compared
our proposed model with other prevailing baseline models in terms of the popular evaluation
metrics in Section 4. Fourth, we extract the learned weight parameters to investigate the effect of
multi-scale graph wavelets in Section 5. We show the capability of interpreting our model using
various forms of visualization. Finally, we conclude with our findings and future steps in Section
6.

2 Literature Review

Various approaches have been introduced to model future traffic conditions based on previously
observed time-series. Classical statistical inference models, such as the autoregressive integrated
moving average (ARIMA) model (Van Der Voort et al., 1996, Williams, 2001), Kalman filter (Oku-
tani and Stephanedes, 1984), as well as Bayesian inference methods (Sun et al., 2006, Ghosh et al.,
2007, Li et al., 2019), were widely used in recent decades. More recent studies are concentrated on
using the hybrid structures of Neural Networks (NNs) and optimization techniques like genetic
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algorithms or wavelets to predict both spatial and temporal dependencies of the traffic networks
(Vlahogianni et al., 2014). These models usually outperform classic models, particularly when
modeling multi-dimensional or large-scale datasets.

2.1 Graph-based deep learning models in Transportation

The power of GNN in modeling the dependence of graph through information exchanged be-
tween nodes enables wide application to deal with the non-linear, structured, real-world data.
Recently, different types of GNNs such as the graph convolutional network (GCN) (Yu et al.,
2020), the graph attention network (GAT) (Zhang et al., 2019a), and the graph recurrent network
(GRN) (Do et al., 2019) have demonstrated convincing performances in the transportation do-
main. For example, Zhang et al. (Zhang et al., 2019a) integrated spatio-temporal variables into
a GCN for the multistep traffic speed prediction. An attention mechanism with a sequence-to-
sequence model framework was used to capture the temporal heterogeneity of network traffic
and overcome the multi-step prediction challenges.

Using continuous feedback between time steps, various types of neural networks dealing
with the temporal dependencies have also been proposed for the traffic flow prediction problems
and applied with GNNs, such as LSTM (Cui et al., 2019; Bogaerts et al., 2020), GRU (Do et al.,
2019), TCN (Zhao et al., 2019) and Residual Neural Networks (Chen et al., 2019). The gated
mechanisms (Zhao et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2019; Cui et al., 2020) are often used to memorize the
long-term information and overcome the vanishing gradient problem of RNN.

2.2 Spectral Graph Wavelet Transform

The spectral graph wavelet transforms firstly introduced by Hammond et al. (Hammond et al.,
2011) have been proven to exhibit the good localization properties in the fine scale limit and
showed their potential in a variety of different problem domains, such as brain imaging. Com-
bining the spectral graph wavelet transform with a neural network, Xu et al. (Xu et al., 2019)
developed a novel GCN, graph wavelet neural network (GWNN), to detach the feature transfor-
mation from the convolution and introduce the graph wavelet transform to solve semi-supervised
classification problems. Different than previous spectral GCNs based on graph Fourier trans-
form, the graph wavelets are sparse and provide good localization and interpretability for the
graph convolution. The graph wavelets can be efficiently approximated through the Chebyshev
polynomials method and thus avoid the use of eigendecomposition, which requires high com-
putation effort (Xu et al., 2019).

Although the GWNN has been successfully applied to domains like the breast cancer diag-
nose (Zhang and Li, 2020), node classification (Xu et al., 2019) and imaging classification (Chang
et al., 2020), to the best of our knowledge, there are only a few papers adopting GWNN for
network traffic prediction. Cui et al.(Cui et al., 2020) proposed a graph wavelet gated recur-
rent (GWGR) neural network to capture the complex spatial-temporal features for the large-scale
transportation data. Their results showed that graph wavelet-based approach is effective in ex-
tracting localized spatial features for the traffic speed prediction. In addition, a gated RNN
structure was employed to learn the temporal dependencies. However, these experiments were
performed only at one fixed scale that still confines a finite range of neighborhoods and may
miss important traffic information from other network scales. Thus, there is a need to perform
multi-scale analysis to account for different levels of neighborhoods. Recent success in applying
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the GWNN model in breast cancer diagnose (Zhang and Li, 2020) with the multi-scale contextual
interactions in the whole pathological slide by aggregating features at different scales showed
the potential power of employing the multi-scale information.

2.3 Multi-Scale Feature Learning in Transportation

The multi-scale feature learning has proven effective in performing many tasks in the trans-
portation domain, including the traffic state prediction (Zang et al., 2018; Dai et al., 2019), traffic
demand prediction (Chu et al., 2019), sign recognition (Sermanet and LeCun, 2011), mode classi-
fication (Zhang et al., 2019b), and so on. Complex features can be extracted by learning the multi-
scale inputs from both spatial and temporal domains. A multi-scale feature learning model (Zang
et al., 2018) based on the convolutional LSTM and CNN was proposed to predict the long-term
traffic speed for elevated highways. Different sizes of convolutional LSTMs, CNNs and speed
matrices generated from the historical data were used as input for learning features of three time
scales to predict the traffic speed of a certain day (Zang et al., 2018). Similarly, a multi-scale
spatiotemporal traffic prediction model, named MT-STNets (Wang et al., 2021), was developed to
deal with both the fine- and coarse-grained traffic data based on traditional GCN. However, this
model only combined the nearby nodes to define a global neighborhood and required empirical
analysis to cluster coarse-grained regions.

Motivated by the power of the graph wavelet transform and the need to perform the traffic
prediction on different scales, this study proposes a multi-scale model based on the graph wavelet
and TCNs to predict the network-wide traffic state that extracts localized, intermediate and global
information simultaneously.

3 Methodology

In this section, we propose a new data-driven framework by incorporating both spatial and tem-
poral blocks to predict the traffic states. Then we introduce the details of each block in the frame-
work and provide the mathematical formulas. Specifically, we show how to form the temporal
block using a gated TCN and the mathematical processes to address the spatial dependencies
through the aggregation of multiple scales of graph wavelets.

3.1 Notations and problem definition

Consider a general transportation network as a directed graph G = (V , E), where V and E are the
sets of nodes and edges in the network, respectively. We set vj ∈ V as node i and (vi, vj) ∈ E as the
edge linking node vi and vj. Let A ∈ RN×N denote the adjacency matrix of graph G, A represents
the connectivity of nodes and N represents the total number of nodes in the graph. Aij = 1 if
node vi and vj are connected, otherwise Aij = 0. We denote L as the graph Laplacian matrix, L
is usually defined in combinatorial form L = D − A or normalized form L = IN − D−1/2AD1/2,
where IN ∈ RN×N is identity matrix and D ∈ RN×N is the diagonal degree matrix. L can be
decomposed using Laplacian eigenvectors U: L = D − A = UΛU−1, where Λ = diag(λ1, ..., λN)
is the diagonal matrix consisting of eigenvalues λ of L.

Define Xt ∈ RN×C as the traffic states at time step t, where C denotes the number of traffic
states (e.g., traffic volume, traffic speed, etc) on each node in G. In this study, we denote G as the
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transportation network and each node in G represents a traffic sensor. Our problem is to learn a
mapping function F given the observations at N nodes of historical P time steps, the observations
are denote as X = (Xt1 , Xt2 , ..., XtP) ∈ RP×N×C. The mapping function F is represented as follows:

Ŷ = F(X) (1)

In this study, the mapping function F is used to predict traffic states Ŷ =
(X̂tP+1 , X̂tP+2 , ..., X̂tP+T ) ∈ RT×N×C in the next T time steps, given P previous traffic data X.

3.2 Framework of multi-scale graph wavelet-based temporal convolution networks

In order to obtain multiple levels of spatial-temporal features for each node in graph G, we
propose a multi-scale graph wavelet-based temporal convolution network (MSGWTCN). MS-
GWTCN consists of K stacked layers, and each layer contains one temporal block and one spatial
block with residual connections. Before and after the spatial and temporal blocks, fully-connected
layers are added to transform the input and output information. To be specific, each layer con-
tains one multi-scale spatial block (MS-spatial block) to capture the spatial features and one gated
temporal block to capture the temporal information of node features. The MS-spatial block em-
ploys several graph wavelet nets (GWNs) and aggregates them to extract the spatial information
at multiple levels. The gated temporal block adopts gated TCN to learn the temporal correla-
tions. The framework is proposed in Fig.1. The details of each block in this framework will be
introduced next.

3.3 Gated temporal block

At the gate temporal block, We adopt gated TCN to capture the temporal dependencies of the
formulated prediction problem. Instead of using TCN only, we insert gating units into TCN
since they work well in controlling information flow in K stacked layers (Dauphin et al., 2017).
The gated TCN is composed of dilated causal convolution and gated activation units. The di-
lated causal convolution does not propagate gradients following a temporal direction path with
recursive connections, which avoids the problem of gradient explosion, a common drawback of
recurrent neural network models. Moreover, the settings of dilated causal convolution (as shown
in Fig. 2) can be made in a parallel structure which alleviates the computation effort via parallel
computing.

Given a 1-D sequence input signal x ∈ RT and a convolution kernel f ∈ RK, the dilated
causal convolution at time t is as follows:

x ∗ f(t) =
K−1

∑
i=0

fix(t − d × i) (2)

where d is the dilation operator which controls how many steps to dilate /skip along the temporal
direction of previous time steps.

By increasing the order of the dilation causal convolution as shown in Eq.2, the receptive
field of the model grows exponentially, which enables the model to capture the global contextual
information of sequences without requiring a large computational effort.
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Figure 1: Framework of multi-scale graph wavelet-based gated temporal convolution network

Beyond the dilated causal convolution, two gating units, tanh and sigmoid, are inserted to
better facilitate the propagation process among the stacked causal dilation convolution layers.
The gating activation is as follows:

h = tanh(W1 ∗ x)⊙ σ(W2 ∗ x) (3)

where h denotes the hidden features, σ denotes the sigmoid activation unit, tanh denotes the
tanh activation unit, and W1, W2 denote the learnable parameters for convolution filters.

In summary, we employ the causal dilated convolution with two gating units in the gated
temporal block to learn the temporal features. The use of gating units can better facilitate the
weight transition process. By stacking multiple layers with different dilated factors, the gated
temporal block can capture the temporal dependencies in different levels. To be specific, the
the gated temporal block at the bottom layer extracts the short-term temporal information while
the long-term information can be captured at the top layer. The gated temporal block is further
accompanied with spatial information via the MS-spatial block. We will show the mathematical
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Figure 2: Multiple layers of causal dilation convolution

details of MS-spatial block next.

3.4 Graph Fourier transform and graph wavelet transform

The graph Fourier transform provides a way to project the graph signal into the vertex domain
or spectral domain. Similarly, graph wavelet transform projects the graph signal into the spec-
tral domain. The graph Fourier transform requires the eigen-decomposition of Laplacian matrix,
which commonly requires O(n3) computation complexity. Proposed by (Hammond et al., 2011),
the graph wavelets can be obtained using the Chebyshev polynomial approximation method,
which reduces the computation complexity from O(n3) to O(n × p), where p denotes the ap-
proximation order.

Denoting the eigenvectors as U in the Fourier basis, the graph Fourier transform of a graph
signal x ∈ RN on graph G can be defined using U as x̂ = UTx, the inverse graph Fourier
transform is x = Ux̂, where x denotes the graph signal in G. For graph Fourier transform, the
convolution operator, denoted as ∗G on graph G can be defined in a generalized form:

x ∗G y = U((UTy)⊙ (UTx)) (4)

where ⊙ is the element-wise Hadamard product, y is the convolutional kernel using graph
Fourier transform.

Besides the generalized form, the graph convolution can also be written in a different form
by re-writing the Hadamard product in a matrix form. By replacing the UTy with a diagonal
matrix g(Λθ), Eq.4 can be re-written as:

x ∗G y = Ug(Λθ)UTx (5)

where g(·) is the filter function to graph signal x, and Λθ is the diagonal matrix with learnable
parameters.
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Similar to graph Fourier transform, the graph wavelet transform employs wavelets as spec-
tral basis, the set of wavelets is defined as Ψs = (ψs,1, ψs,2, ..., ψs,n), where each ψs,i depends on a
scaling parameter s and location i. The filter function can then be decomposed in terms of the
set of Ψs:

Ψs = UGsUT (6)

where Gs = diag(g(sλ1), ..., g(sλn)) is the filter function with diagonal kernel matrix. g(sλi) =
e−sλi if using the heat kernel in filter function.

The graph wavelet transform can be defined as x̂ = Ψ−1
s x using the graph wavelets as basis

and the inverse graph wavelet transform is x = Ψs x̂. It is good to note that the inverse of graph
wavelets Ψ−1 can be calculated by changing the heat kernel g(sλi) with g(−sλi). Analogous to
Eq.4 of the graph Fourier transform, the convolution using graph wavelet transform is written as

x ∗G y = Ψs((Ψ−1
s y)⊙ (Ψ−1

s x)) (7)

Representing ψ−1y with a diagonal kernel matrix g(Λθ), Eq.7 can be represented as:

x ∗G y = Ψsg(Λθ)Ψ−1
s x (8)

Given the above mathematical details of the similarities and differences between the graph
Fourier transform and the graph wavelet transform, we will further compare the graph convolu-
tions with graph Fourier transform and graph wavelet transform in terms of aggregating spatial
information.

To capture the spatial dependencies of traffic states from the transportation network, it is
favorable for the receptive fields of the graph convolution operators to cover the appropriate
neighborhood information from the vertex domain. For graph Fourier-based convolution, three
commonly used methods are available: 1) Adjacency matrix-based aggregation (Yu et al., 2020),
2) Multi-hop neighborhood-based aggregation (Cui et al., 2019), and 3) Random walk-based
aggregation (Li et al., 2017).

The adjacency matrix-based method aggregates ”1-hop” neighborhood information, sam-
pling information from the first directed connected nodes set Ni of the central node i. Compared
to the adjacency matrix-based method, the multi-hop neighborhood-based method is able to
evaluate higher order of proximity by increasing the number of hops. In other words, the multi-
hop neighborhood-based method is able to cover a larger range of neighborhood information.
Similarly, the random walk-based method is able to handle a certain range of neighborhood infor-
mation by leveraging finite steps of length over the graph G from the central node i by sampling
the transition probabilities. However, all of these methods assume the constant magnitude of lo-
cality for each node in the graph, i.e., the number of hops or finite steps of length, and therefore
lack the flexibility to extract spatial information from the neighborhood.

Compared to these graph Fourier-based aggregation methods, the localized graph convolu-
tion via the graph wavelet transform describes a more flexible neighboring locality. Hammond
et al., 2011 proved that graph wavelets preserve good localization property in the finite scal-
ing parameters. Specifically, the small scales favor well-localized neighborhoods (short diffusion
range) and the large scales encode features of coarser neighborhoods (long diffusion range). Fig.3
shows the graph wavelets ψs of each node at different scales in a graph converted by an example
transportation network; it is important to note that the layout of the graph is randomly generated
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based on the topology of road segments, without the use of location information. As mentioned
in (Xu et al., 2019), the graph wavelet can be used to denote the different ranges of feature dif-
fusion using different scaling parameter s. The range of feature diffusion is represented by the
interaction between the primary node and its neighboring nodes. It is clear that as the scaling
parameter increases, the feature diffusion range also increases.

Figure 3: Interaction between the primary node and other nodes at (a) small scale, (b) medium
scale and (c) high scale. Value of node represents the interaction between the node and its
neighboring node, the larger the value is, the higher the interaction between the nodes.

Beyond the improvement in terms of computational efficiency and the extraction of well-
localized features, the graph wavelet transform also has other benefits when used in the problem
of traffic prediction (Xu et al., 2019):

• The wavelet coefficients Ψ and Ψ−1 of the transportation network are usually sparse. There-
fore, comparing to graph Fourier transform, the high sparseness of graph wavelet transform
can also save computational effort.

• The graph wavelet transform is able to represent the feature diffusion process in a con-
tinuous manner. Specifically, the size of a node’s neighborhood can be constrained by
adjusting the scaling parameter s (Fig.3). A larger value of s corresponds to a larger neigh-
borhood. This feature works even better in solving the problem of traffic prediction where
the propagation process of traffic varies in both spatial and temporal dimensions. It pro-
vides flexibility in mimicking the real-world traffic propagation process by adjusting the
scaling parameter.

However, a single value of scaling parameter still confines a finite locality (diffusion range)
of neighborhoods for each node in the graph G. Therefore, we introduce the MS-spatial block to
aggregate different levels of spatial features via the graph wavelets at multiple scales.

3.5 Multi-scale spatial block

The multi-scale spatial block is formed by stacking multiple graph wavelet nets (GWNs) at dif-
ferent scales. An individual GWN extracts the localized features in a neighborhood at a specific
range. As shown in Eq.8, the construction of GWN can be represented as Ψsg(Λθ)Ψ−1

s X. By
aggregating multiple (e.g., e) GWNs, the architecture of multi-scale spatial block can be written
as:

H = σ(AGG(Ψs1 Γs1 Ψ−1
s1

X, Ψs2 Γs2 Ψ−1
s2

X, ..., Ψse Γse Ψ
−1
se

X)) (9)

where H denotes the hidden feature of graph convolution layer, X denotes the input feature,
Γs denotes the learnable diagonal weight matrix with scaling parameter s and ψs denotes the
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graph wavelet coefficient using scaling parameter s with a range in {1, e}, AGG(·) denotes the
aggregation function and σ denotes the activation function. To be more specific, the MS-spatial
block extracts a short range of features from the neighborhood with small scaling parameters
and large range of neighborhood information with large scaling parameters. Compared to graph
convolution using single scaling parameter, the MS-spatial block could better tackle different lev-
els of feature information by combining multiple scaling parameters explicitly from the spectral
domain.

Accompanied the MS-spatial block with the gated temporal block, the MSGWTCN is able to
aggregate the extracted multi-level spatial information at each temporal level. Furthermore, by
stacking the gated temporal block and the MS-spatial block in multiple layers, MSGWTCN learns
the diffusion of graph signals in multiple spatial-temporal levels by aggregating and combining
different scales of spatial and temporal features.

Given the input sequence as X = (Xt1 , Xt2 , ..., XtP) ∈ RP×N , the prediction in the next step is
denoted as X̂tP+1 . The loss function is defined as follows:

MSELoss = MSELoss(X̂tP+1 − XtP+1) (10)

where MSELoss(·) is the loss function using mean square error.

4 Numerical Experiments

4.1 Data Description

In this paper, we tested our proposed model on two different transportation networks from two
US cities namely, Seattle and New York City. The layout of both networks are shown in Fig.4.

Seattle Dataset: This dataset is cleaned and processed by Cui et al., 2019. It contains traffic
information collected by 323 loop detectors on major highway systems in Seattle. The temporal
dimension of this dataset is from January 1st, 2015 to December 31st, 2015 and all the traffic
information is represented in 5-minute intervals.

New York City Dataset: This dataset is obtained from the National Performance Management
Research Data Set (NPMRDS), which includes the traffic speed information collected by probe
vehicles. The temporal dimension of this dataset is from January 1st, 2019 to December 31st,
2019. This dataset describes a large scale transportation network in Manhattan, New York City,
which contains 1121 roadway segments. The transportation network in this dataset differs from
the Seattle dataset in that it contains various types of roadway segments, such as local urban
streets, arterials, ramps, bridges, tunnels, highways and so on. Due to the nature of Manhat-
tan’s topology, this network is very dense and complex. Similar to Seattle dataset, the speed
information is presented in 5-minute intervals.

It should be noted that traffic speed information in both datasets are processed and normal-
ized into the scale of [0, 1] in both training and testing phases.
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(a) Seattle (Source:Cui et al., 2019) (b) New York City

Figure 4: Network layout of Seattle and New York City.

4.2 Experimental Settings

Our proposed model is compared with the following baseline models. The baseline models
are mainly based on two prevailing temporal structures: a RNN and a TCN. For RNN models,
we selected LSTM, which is a special form of RNNs and other spatial-temporal models in the
combination with LSTM (e.g., SGC-LSTM, TGC-LSTM and GWGR). For TCN models, we selected
two models that combined the TCN with spatial modules (e.g., STGCN and Graph WaveNet) to
predict traffic states. The details for each model are specified as follows:

• LSTM:(Ma et al., 2015a) A long-short term memory neural network.

• Wavenet:(Oord et al., 2016) A special type of TCN which includes the gating units.

• SGC-LSTM:(Kipf and Welling, 2016) A spectral-based graph convolution neural network
adopted from Kipf and Welling, 2016 and combined with LSTM.

• TGC-LSTM:(Cui et al., 2019) A traffic graph convolution neural network with the stack of
LSTM and incorporated free-flow reachability matrix. This model adopted k-hop aggrega-
tion method to aggregate neighborhood information, the number of hop is set as 3.

• STGCN:(Yu et al., 2017a) Spatial-Temporal Graph Convolution Networks, we replicated the
model using their proposed source code and kept the same proposed parameters in their
model.
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• GraphWaveNet:(Wu et al., 2019) An evolved version of Wavenet, which combines Wavenet
with spatial modules using graph convolutions via different types of adjacency matrices.
We replicated their model using their proposed source code and kept the same proposed
parameters. We adopted fixed adjacency matrix and adaptive adjacency matrix and selected
whichever the best reported accuracy results.

• GWGR:(Cui et al., 2020) Graph Wavelet Gated Recurrent Neural Network, a graph wavelet-
based graph convolution networks combining with LSTM as the RNN model. Since there
is no open-source code, we replicated the model based on their proposed model structure
and reported hyper-parameters.

All the above baseline models are replicated and implemented using Pytorch 1.5.1 and
Python 3.6.3. Both baseline models and our proposed models are experimented and trained
on a computer with one Intel(R) Xeon(R) E5-2609 CPU @ 2.40GHz and one NVIDIA Titan Xp
GPU card and 32GB random-access memory (RAM).

The hyperparameters chosen for MSGWTCN include two parts: parameters for the gated
TCN and parameters for GWNs. For the gated TCN, we set kernel size as (1, 1) for temporal
convolution, a total of 8 TCN layers with dilation factor sequenced and repeated as [1, 2], dropout
probability as 0.5. For GWNs, we set and test a range of scaling parameters from 0.001 to 6.
During the training phase, we adopted the RMSprop as optimizers with the learning rate as
0.001 and set all the rest of parameters with default values. Moreover, we access the model
performances using evaluation metrics including the mean absolute error (MAE) and root mean
square error (RMSE), which are calculated as follows:

MAE =
1
n

n

∑
n=1

|Yt − Ŷt| (11)

RMSE =

√
1
n

n

∑
n=1

(Yt − Ŷt)2 (12)

where Yt denotes the observed values, Ŷt denotes the predicted value and n denotes the total
number of observations.

4.3 Experimental Results

After the test with different scaling parameters (s ∈ [0.001, 6]) and numbers (e.g., 1,2,3) of GWNs,
we found that the MSGWTCN with the stack of 3 GWNs (s = 0.85, 3.85, 5.85) reported the
best prediction results as compared to other settings. As shown in Table 1, the MSGWTCN
outperformed all other baseline models in terms of the prediction accuracy. We can observe that
for models with the gating recurrent structure, the LSTM reports the worst accuracy with MAE
as 3.31 mile/hour in Seattle and 3.87 mile/hour in NYC, while other gating recurrent models
report better MAE results. This shows that the incorporation of spatial modules (e.g., graph
convolution) can help improve prediction performance. Among these temporal-spatial models
with a RNN structure (e.g., SGC+LSTM, TGC+LSTM and GWGR), the GWGR reports the best
MAE result as 2.48 mile/hour in Seattle and 2.86 mile/hour in NYC. This may be due to the
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graph wavelet structure employed by the GWGR can better capture the spatial dependencies in
comparison with the rest of graph convolution models (e.g., SGC+LSTM and TGC+LSTM).

For models with the TCN structures, the GraphWavenet generates better MAE as 2.39
mile/hour in Seattle and 2.66 mile/hour in NYC while the Wavenet showed a defective result of
MAE as 2.53 mile/hour in Seattle and 2.72 mile/hour in NYC. The use of the adaptive adjacency
matrix in the GraphWavenet helped capture the dynamics of the spatial dependencies in the test
networks. However, the MSGWTCN outperforms both TCN-based models (e.g., Wavenet and
GraphWavenet) and gives the best MAE and RMSE for both the Seattle and NYC datasets.

Comparing temporal structures, (e.g., TCN and RNN), the TCN is observed to have a better
accuracy than RNN models, both in the temporal-only models and spatial-temporal models. The
reason may be that the TCN could employ a more efficient storage of the temporal information
by dilating different steps of the sequential data to capture both short- and long-term temporal
dependencies. Comparing spatial-temporal models that employed the graph wavelet to deal
with the spatial dependencies, the MSGWTCN has better prediction performance than GWGR
for both the Seattle and NYC datasets. One possible reason is due to the power of multi-scale
graph wavelet layers that enabled MSGWTCN to capture the spatial dependencies in multiple
diffusion levels (e.g., local, intermediate and global). Moreover, the design of the dilation in the
TCN also helps the trained model to better capture multiple levels of the temporal dependencies
through the convolution of multiple sizes of the sequence data (e.g., short-, intermediate and
long-term).

Table 1: Comparison of prediction performance using other baseline models

Model Seattle Dataset NYC Dataset
MAE RMSE MAE RMSE

LSTM 3.31 0.40 3.87 0.54
Wavenet 2.53 0.30 2.72 0.45

SGC-LSTM 2.64 0.38 3.80 0.51
STGCN 2.64 0.35 3.33 0.49

TGC-LSTM 2.57 0.33 3.09 0.46
GraphWavenet 2.39 0.28 2.66 0.44

GWGR 2.48 0.30 2.86 0.46
MSGWTCN 2.28 0.27 2.59 0.43

4.4 Computational Complexity

As Eq.9 shows that the weight parameter Γs is formed as a weight matrix with only diagonal
values available to learn, which reduces the total number of weight parameters to be learned
in the training process. Moreover, we employed the Chebyshev polynomial method (Hammond
et al., 2011) to efficiently approximate the graph wavelets (e.g., Ψ and Ψ−1). In this work, we
adopted the approximation order of the Chebyshev polynomials k as 3. In this way, we saved the
effort of calculating the decomposition of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the graph Laplacian
L. Furthermore, the sparsity of the graph wavelets reduces the computation complexity during
the training process.
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5 Result Analysis

In this section we investigate the scalability of our designed MSGWTCN structure for the predic-
tion of traffic states by analyzing the MS-spatial block and gated TCN. To verify the feasibility of
the MSGWTCN, we firstly need to prove that the MSGWTCN is sensitive to different values of
the scaling parameters. Specifically, we will test the prediction performance of the MSGWTCN
in the different scaling parameters to show its sensitivity in the feature learning through MAE.
Second, we investigate the effect of the feature extraction for the MS-spatial block by comparing
the prediction performances through different settings in GWNs. Third, we perform two kinds
of weight analysis to show that the combination of the MS-spatial block and gated TCN are
feasible to the multi-scale traffic feature extraction. At last, we conduct an ablation experiment
to explore the sensitivity of the MSGWTCN to transportation networks with different road type
configurations.

5.1 Sensitivity analysis of scaling parameters

A sensitivity analysis is conducted to see whether the prediction performance of the MSGWTCN
varies with different values of scales when employing a single GWN. As shown in Fig.5, the MS-
GWTCN is sensitive to different values of the scaling parameters in terms of MAE and has a dif-
ferent trend for the NYC and Seattle datasets. For Seattle, the MSGWTCN shows a monotonous
trend wherein the MAE performance becomes better as the value of scaling parameter increases
(MAE drops from 2.4 to 2.33). The potential rationale behind this may be that the Seattle dataset
mainly consists of the highway network, and is therefore significant to a larger spatial receptive
field (e.g., neighborhood aggregation) rather than a smaller one.

In contrast, for the NYC dataset, the MAE decreases firstly as the scaling parameter increases
and then starts increasing as the scaling parameter increases after s = 3. One potential reason
could be that the NYC dataset consists of a very complicated transportation network of not
only highways but also other types of road segments such as local urban streets, ramps, tunnel
entrances, bridges, and so on. Therefore, the use of single GWN with single scale may not
efficiently extract the most appropriate receptive field in capturing the spatial dependencies.

This sensitivity analysis also provides a recommendation for the selection of scaling param-
eters in extracting the spatial features. For example, for the Seattle dataset, s ∈ [1.5, 5] may work
better by providing good MAE performances and s ∈ [0.85, 4] may show better results for the
NYC dataset.

5.2 The comparison of stacking multi-scale graph wavelets

We will discuss the effect of the fused feature learning by stacking multiple GWNs through the
MSGWTCN. Table 2 shows the MAE results of MSGWTCNs with different scaling parameter
s. The number ”3” in the MSGWTCN-3 refers to the fact that the MSGWTCN employs three
GWNs to learn the multi-scale spatial information. Similarly, the MSGWTCN-1 means that the
MSGWTCN utilizes single GWN and the MSGWTCN-2 means 2 GWNs are used in the feature
learning process. The specific settings of scaling parameter s is given in brackets. Overall,
it is easy to observe from Table 2 that the model prediction performance becomes better as
we aggregate features at more scales. To be specific, the MSGWTCN-1 were tested with three
different scales and the MAEs in both cities are higher than the MSGWTCN-2, which stacked
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Figure 5: Prediction performance (MAE) to different values of scaling parameter

two GWNs (s = 0.85, 3.85). Furthermore, after stacking three GWNs with three different scales
(s = 0.85, 3.85, 5.85), the MSGWTCN-3 achieved the best prediction results as compared to both
MSGWTCN-1 and MSGWTCN-2 in the two cities, 2.28 mile/hour for Seattle and 2.59 mile/hour
for NYC, respectively.

It is easy to confirm that extracting multi-scale neighborhood information is important when
dealing with the complex transportation networks and helps improve the prediction of traffic
states for such networks.

Table 2: MAE results of stacking multi-scale GWNs

Model Seattle NYC
MSGWTCN-1 (s=0.85) 2.35 2.61
MSGWTCN-1 (s=3.85) 2.34 2.61
MSGWTCN-1 (s=5.85) 2.33 2.64

MSGWTCN-2 (s=0.85, 3.85) 2.32 2.60
MSGWTCN-3 (s=0.85, 3.85, 5.85) 2.28 2.59

5.3 Multi-scale graph weight analysis

In this subsection, we conduct further investigation into the effect of multi-scale feature learning
by extracting and analyzing the learned weight parameters from the MSGWTCN-3. We will use
the term ”TCN” for abbreviation of the gated TCN in the following discussion.

To be specific, the weight parameters of the MSGWTCN-3 include three diagonal weight
matrices (Γi

s1
, Γi

s2
, Γi

s3
) for ith TCN layer (i ∈ [1, 8]). We then convert the learned diagonal weight

matrices to the graph wavelet weight matrices by multiplying graph wavelet matrices (e.g., Ψs
and Ψ−1

s ) of small, medium and large values of scaling parameters. The graph wavelet weight
matrices are represented as Ψs1 Γi

s1
Ψ−1

s1
, Ψs2 Γi

s2
Ψ−1

s2
and Ψs3 Γi

s3
Ψ−1

s3
.

16



(a) TCN Layer 1-4. (b) TCN Layer 5-8.

Figure 6: First 30 nodes of graph wavelet weight matrices at TCN layers. Red and blue represent
the values of the graph wavelet weight matrices, the darker color represents the higher value and
vice versa.

We selected the NYC dataset as an example since it consists of a complex transportation net-
work containing various types of the road segments. For demonstration purposes, we extracted
the first 30 graph nodes and show the graph wavelet weight matrices in Fig.6. Each graph wavelet
weight matrix contains 30 rows and 30 columns, each row-wise picture presents the weight ma-
trices at each TCN layer, each column presents each converted graph wavelet weight matrices as
scale s (s ∈ (0.85, 3.85, 5.85)).

The absolute values of elements in the graph wavelet weight matrices indicate the contribu-
tion from the graph node to the prediction of future traffic states. The higher the absolute value
is, the more contribution made from the graph node to the prediction. The diagonal values of
the graph wavelet weight matrices represent the contribution from the graph node to its future
states. The non-diagonal values indicate the interactions between the graph node and its neigh-
boring nodes. Specifically, the larger the area with the obvious red or blue colors, the more graph
nodes are observed with the spatial interactions. For example, it is easy to observe that for each
layer, the small scale (s = 0.85) graph wavelet matrices showed the best locality of the spatial
interaction since the obvious colors of the heat map mostly focused on diagonal dots. For the
medium scale (s = 3.85) graph wavelet weight matrices, the colors of the diagonal values are not
as obvious as the small scale but the clusters of colors are broader. The graph wavelet weight
matrices with high scale showed the lightest color of the diagonal dots but the color cluster is the
broadest.

To further confirm this finding, we conduct a before-after experiment by forcing the diagonal
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values of the graph wavelet weight matrices to 0. We calculate the squared Euclidean norm of the
graph wavelet weight matrix,in order to measure the contribution of a weight parameter in gen-
erating the model outputs. The larger norm indicates more contribution of a weight parameter
and vice versa. The calculated squared norms are shown in Fig.7.

Before forcing the diagonal values to 0, the low-scale weight matrices showed the largest
squared Euclidean norm across all 8 TCN layers. This indicates that the low-scale weight matri-
ces contribute the most in the prediction process. However, after forcing diagonal values to 0,
a sharp drop in the squared norm values among the low-scale weight matrices was found. On
the contrary, the removal of diagonal values (force to 0) showed the relatively smaller impact to
the medium- and high-scale weight matrices and the high scale had the largest squared norms
over all TCN layers. This confirms our findings that the low-scale graph wavelet weight matrices
contribute more to the graph nodes themselves and thus are good at extracting the locality in
spatial dependencies; The medium-scale graph wavelet weight matrices involved more graph
nodes and thus captured the intermediate level of the spatial information; The high-scale graph
wavelet weight matrices contributed the most to interact with other graph nodes and were af-
fected the least by the node itself. The coherent working of different scales of the graph wavelet
weight matrices ensures the MSGWTCN captures the spatial dependencies in multiple scales of
the neighborhood information simultaneously.

Figure 7: Squared Euclidean norm of graph wavelet matrices at TCN layers. The blue bar presents
the squared norms of low scale (s = 0.85), orange presents the medium scale (s = 3.85) and
green refers to the high scale (s = 5.85). The light color is used to indicate the squared norms
before forcing diagonal values to 0, and the dark color indicates the squared norms after forcing
diagonal values to 0.

5.4 Significant link identification at multiple scales

The squared Euclidean norms for each individual road link (e.g., row-wise elements in graph
wavelet weight matrix) and summed up across 8 TCN layers in NYC dataset. The top 5 percent-
age squared norms links were highlighted in dark red on the map in Fig.8. Intuitively, the road
links with the high squared norms depict the road links that are significantly influential to the
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transportation network. Most of the most influential road links identified by the low scale graph
wavelet weights are urban streets, while the medium scale and high scale graph wavelet weights
identified mainly highway links around Manhattan, NYC.

To better interpret the identified road links, we raised up several empirical cases. For exam-
ple, the low scale graph wavelet weights mainly identified urban streets around midtown and
downtown Manhattan, around the areas close to the bridge and tunnel crossings connecting New
Jersey and NYC (e.g., Lincoln Tunnel and Holland Tunnel), which are empirically known as the
congested areas due to both inbound and outbound traffic. Besides the inter-borough traffic,
these urban streets also carry the intra-borough traffic between uptown and downtown Man-
hattan. As compared to the low scale weights, both medium and high scale weights identified
road links of the two major highways in Manhattan (New York State Route 9A and Franklin D.
Roosevelt (FDR) drive). Specifically, both medium and high scale weights identified the most
influential links that connect the local and regional traffic to George Washington Bridge (GWB),
one of the busiest bridges in the US, as well as the FDR highway links near a majority of the east
river crossings.

In summary, the multi-scale settings allow for scalability when using the MSGWTCN to
identify multiple types of the road links at the same time and help interpret the model results for
large transportation networks that contain the complex road structures, such as a mix of dense
local streets and highways or networks with limited access.

(a) Low scale. (b) Medium scale. (c) High scale.

Figure 8: Most significant road segments in NYC. The highlighted dark red links are significant
links

5.5 Transportation network ablation experiment

Beyond a discussion of the MSGWTCN at the link level and neighborhood level, we would also
like to explore the sensitivity of the MSGWTCN to different types of the transportation networks.
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To do this, we conduct a network ablation experiment using the NYC dataset. We dissolve partial
areas from the whole transportation network in terms of the types of roadway systems to get two
types of sub-network: a highway-only network (224 road links) and an urban street network (155
road links) (Fig.9). We then experiment the different sets of scales in the MSGWTCN-3, such as
three small scales (s = 0.85, 0.85, 0.85), three medium scales (s = 3.85, 3.85, 3.85), three high scales
(s = 5.85, 5.85, 5.85) and the group of small, medium and high scales (s = 0.85, 3.85, 5.85).

Figure 9: Network ablation experiment for Manhattan

We adopted MAE as the prediction metric to evaluate the different settings of multi-scale
GWNs in MSGWTCN-3 ( Table.3). It is easy to observe the trend in the highway network: MAE
decreased as s increased and reached the best MAE at the combination of the small-, medium-
and large- scales. This is in line with the results reported by the Seattle dataset, which showed
the best MAE at the scale set s = 0.85, 3.85, 5.85. Nevertheless, midtown Manhattan showed a
different trend. The combination of the small, medium and large scales reported the worst MAE,
while the three high scales showed the best MAE.

Table 3: MAE performance of ablation experiment

Model Seattle NYC (Highway) NYC (Midtown)
MSGWTCN-3 (s=0.85, 0.85, 0.85) 2.34 3.78 2.56
MSGWTCN-3 (s=3.85, 3.85, 3.85) 2.32 3.74 2.55
MSGWTCN-3 (s=5.85, 5.85, 5.85) 2.31 3.74 2.54
MSGWTCN-3 (s=0.85, 3.85, 5.85) 2.28 3.73 2.59

This result can be due to the aggregation levels of different scales of graph wavelets. As
mentioned in Fig.7, the small scale of graph wavelets extract well-localized spatial features and
thus focus on the states of the road link itself, while the large scale of graph wavelets favor
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the interactions of the road segments in a larger neighborhood. The traffic states on a highway
road segment is usually affected mainly by the segment itself and its direct adjacent neighbor
links and is not easily affected by other road segments during the normal traffic conditions.
During the congestion periods (e.g., accident, peak hour), the interaction between the road links
becomes strong and one road link is likely affected by some further segments. Settings with the
small, medium and high scales can thus better adapt to different traffic conditions by extracting
multiple levels of the spatial interactions.

For a dense urban network such as Midtown Manhattan, however, the interaction between
road segments is always strong due to the heavy daily traffic. The queue spill-back due to the
recurrent congestion and frequent traffic events such as accidents, curb activities, and traffic
lights which could also lead to an area-wide interactions among the road segments. Therefore,
the accommodation of the high scale set to always focus on a larger neighborhood can better help
the urban street network in the prediction rather than using other scale combinations.

6 Conclusion

In this study, we propose a multi-scale graph wavelet based temporal convolution network (MS-
GWTCN) to predict the traffic speed information in the complex transportation networks. As
compared to other methods of aggregating the spatial information from a neighborhood in a
fixed/discrete manner, the graph wavelet provides a flexible way to extract the spatial depen-
dencies in a continuous manner. Moreover, we propose a MS-spatial block to aggregate different
scales of the graph wavelets at the same time. The MS-spatial block employs multi-scale GWNs
to extract the spatial information at different levels. The MSGWTCN outperformed other prevail-
ing deep learning based methods in the prediction performance. Moreover, two kinds of weight
analyses were conducted and showed that the multi-scale graph wavelets are able to extract local,
intermediate and global levels of the spatial information simultaneously. We also show that the
MSGWTCN is able to deal with the large transportation networks that contain the complex road
structures, and that multi-scale settings can help the model to identify different types of the road
segments. At last, we conduct a network ablation experiment to study the sensitivity of the MS-
GWTCN to different types of the road networks. As a result, we found out that the dense urban
street network showed the best performance with the combination of only high scales, while the
large highway network responded better to the combination of small, medium and high scales.

There are still several possibilities to improve our proposed model. In the future, we will
study the effectiveness of different graph wavelets and try to make the MSGWTCN to be adaptive
to the different network structures in an automated manner. Furthermore, we will investigate
the correlation between the graph wavelets and external factors in the presence of the real-world
traffic conditions, such as traffic incidents, and explore if the graph wavelets can help extract the
change of the road conditions such as road closures due to the occurrence of traffic accidents.
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