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Abstract
Urban traffic speed prediction aims to estimate the
future traffic speed for improving urban transporta-
tion services. Enormous efforts have been made to
exploit Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) for mod-
eling spatial correlations and temporal dependen-
cies of traffic speed evolving patterns, regularized
by graph topology. While achieving promising
results, current traffic speed prediction methods
still suffer from ignoring topology-free patterns,
which cannot be captured by GNNs. To tackle
this challenge, we propose a generic model for
enabling the current GNN-based methods to pre-
serve topology-free patterns. Specifically, we first
develop a Dual Cross-Scale Transformer (DCST)
architecture, including a Spatial Transformer and
a Temporal Transformer, to preserve the cross-
scale topology-free patterns and associated dynam-
ics, respectively. Then, to further integrate both
topology-regularized/-free patterns, we propose a
distillation-style learning framework, in which the
existing GNN-based methods are considered as
the teacher model, and the proposed DCST archi-
tecture is considered as the student model. The
teacher model would inject the learned topology-
regularized patterns into the student model for inte-
grating topology-free patterns. The extensive ex-
perimental results demonstrated the effectiveness
of our methods.

1 Introduction
Traffic speed prediction, a fundamental task in the develop-
ment of Intelligent Transportation System (ITS), has gained
significant attention in the research community. In recent
years, methods based on Graph Neural Networks (GNNs)
have demonstrated exceptional performance in this area.

*Corresponding author.

Residential 
Area

R2

Business 
Area

R1

R1
R2

7 a.m.-9 a.m. 5 p.m.-7 p.m.

Morning Peak Delay

Evening Peak Delay

Figure 1: An example of topology-free patterns for traffic speed in
the road network, where R1 is an arterial road near the business area
in the new city district; R2 is an arterial road near the residential
area in the old city district. During the morning and evening rush
hours, the overwhelming traffic on R1 and R2 causes congestion.

Their effectiveness stems from the capability to model spa-
tial correlations and temporal dependencies through informa-
tion aggregation across various graph topologies [Dong et
al., 2023; Hu et al., 2023] , such as road networks [Yu et
al., 2017; Wang et al., 2023], road segment-segment distance
graphs [Li et al., 2017], variable correlation graphs [Wu et
al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2020], etc.

Despite their promising performance, GNN-based meth-
ods are inherently limited by their reliance on topology-
regularized patterns. During node message propagation,
GNNs primarily capture information constrained by the graph
topology, leading to the limited scope of data represen-
tation. This limitation restricts GNNs from recognizing
topology-free patterns, referring to latent or indirect relation-
ships beyond the immediate graph structure, which are cru-
cial for traffic speed prediction performances. To address
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the challenge, recent approaches have started to incorporate
topology-free patterns. Notably, attention-based models have
been employed to discern the intricate, non-topological re-
lationships between nodes, such as GMAN [Zheng et al.,
2020], ASTGCN [Guo et al., 2019], etc.

These advancements highlight a trend towards a more so-
phisticated comprehension of traffic speed dynamics, com-
bining both topology-regularized and topology-free patterns
to improve the predictive accuracy. However, to achieve the
goal, three unique challenges arise:

1) Topology-free patterns vary across different scales.
Topology-free patterns exhibit different characteristics at dif-
ferent scales. Figure 1 shows an example of a traffic speed
system in the city. Note that R1 is an arterial road near the
business area in the new city district, while R2 is an arte-
rial road near the residential area in the old city district. At
the finest spatial scale, both R1 and R2 are considered arte-
rial roads in the city, sharing similar functions. Consequently,
their overall traffic speed patterns exhibit similarity over long
periods. However, when considering a larger spatial scale, the
contextual differences of R1 and R2 remain significant. R1,
being in the new city district, benefits from more lanes, re-
sulting in an overall higher speed. In contrast, R2, located in
the old city district, has fewer lanes, leading to slower speeds.
This characteristic is not captured at the finest spatial scale.
Therefore, this phenomenon emphasizes that “topology-free
patterns” vary across different scales.

2) Topology-free patterns are dynamically changing. Here,
we still taking Figure 1 as an example. During non-peak
hours, the traffic speed patterns of R1 and R2 are generally
similar, since they share similar arterial road characteristics.
However, when considering R1 is located in a business area,
while R2 is in a residential area, the speed of R2 decreases
first during the morning peak hours, followed by a decrease
in the speed of R1. This is because residents in the residen-
tial area commute to the business area during the morning
peak hours. When the traffic volume in the residential area
increases, it will take several minutes (a delay) to affect the
traffic conditions in the business area. Similarly, during the
evening peak hours, people located in the business area will
return to the residential area, thus, a similar time delay phe-
nomenon will occur, but the order has changed. Such dif-
ference between R1 and R2 would occur periodically every
day, resulting in short-term divergence of the traffic speed
patterns. Furthermore, as intelligent traffic light controllers
are developed to optimize waiting time adaptively[Wei et al.,
2018], the dynamics of topology-free patterns become more
complicated. Therefore, how to capture the dynamics of
topology-free patterns is still challenging.

3) The integration of topology-regularized and topology-
free patterns lacks a unified schema. Topology-regularized
patterns are typically modeled using GNN-based approaches.
However, the field of GNNs is characterized by a multitude of
variants, each with its unique architecture and method of pro-
cessing graph-structured data in handling node and edge fea-
tures [Zhang et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2019a], varying mech-
anisms of aggregating neighborhood information [Zhao et al.,
2019; Wang et al., 2018], and distinct strategies for capturing
the hierarchical and complex patterns within graphs [Wang

et al., 2019b]. As a result, each GNN variant offers a differ-
ent perspective on how to interpret and utilize the topology-
regularized patterns in a dataset. Developing a unified schema
that can blend these two types of patterns would enable a
more robust and complete analysis of graph-structured data.
Such an integration is pivotal, especially in complex systems
analysis, where both explicit graph structures and implicit,
non-structural relationships play crucial roles in shaping the
overall dynamics of the system.

Therefore, to tackle the above challenges, we propose a
generic framework for boosting current GNN-based traffic
speed prediction models by flexibly integrating cross-scale
topology-free patterns. Specifically, the proposed frame-
work is structured as a two-stage architecture: (1) Stage I:
Topology-free pattern preservation, where we develop a Dual
Cross-Scale Transformer(DCST) by modeling topology-free
patterns and dynamics via hierarchical attention interactions
across scales in both the spatial and temporal domains;
(2) Stage II: Topology-regularized/-free patterns integration,
where we devise a distillation-style integration paradigm that
injects topology-regularized into topology-free patterns by
regarding the original GNN-base methods as the teacher
model and DCST as the student model. The proposed integra-
tion paradigm is model-agnostic and can serve as a wrapper
to apply to any GNN-based model.

In summary, our contributions can be listed as follows:

• We identify existing GNN-based methods’ limitations
and introduce the cross-scale and dynamics of topology-
free patterns to the traffic speed prediction task.

• We further propose DCST to effectively capture
topology-free patterns.

• We devise a distillation-style learning framework to flex-
ibly integrate topology-regularized/-free patterns with-
out bothering to revise the GNN-based models.

• We conduct extensive experiments on three real-world
datasets to validate the effectiveness of our proposed
framework.

2 Problem Formulation
In this work, we focus on the multi-step traffic speed pre-
diction task that integrates the topology-regularized and
topology-free patterns.

Formally, let G = (V, E) denote the road network, where
V = {v1, v2, . . . vN} represents the road segment set with
N segments (recorded by sensors)1, and E is the edge set
to demonstrate the adjacency relationship between road seg-
ments. Each road segment vi is associated with a T -step traf-
fic speed series xi = {xi

1, x
i
2, · · · , xi

t, · · · , xi
T }, where xi

t
stands for the traffic speed value of i-th road segment at t-
th time step. Then, the traffic speed records X of the entire
road network G can be regarded as a multi-variate time series:
X = {x1,x2, · · · ,xN} ∈ RN×T .

Following the classic setting in auto-regressive time se-
ries forecasting, given the historical observations Xt−T :t =

1In this work, we interchangeably use road segments, nodes, and
sensors.
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Figure 2: Framework Overview. (a) Spatial Scale: The features of nodes located in the same grid are aggregated, and different scales are
divided according to the size of the grid. (b) Temporal Scale: For each node, aggregate the features of time points within the same temporal
segment and divide them into different scales based on the length of the temporal segment. (c) Dual Cross-Scale Transformer is composed of
an Embedding Layer, a Temporal Transformer, a Spatial Transformer, and a Prediction Layer.

{x1
t−T :t,x

2
t−T :t, · · · ,xN

t−T :t} of a certain time period T , we
aim to predict future traffic speed in a period of time period
H , denoted by Xt:t+H = {x1

t:t+H ,x2
t:t+H , · · · ,xN

t:t+H}.
Then, the traffic speed prediction problem with the integra-
tion of topology-regularized and topology-free patterns can
be formulated as:

Xt:t+H = f(g1(Xt−T :t,G), g2(Xt−T :t)) (1)

where g1 is a learnable function to capture the topology-
regularized patterns by considering the road network topol-
ogy, g2 is a learnable function to automatically preserve the
topology-free patterns without any prior geographical knowl-
edge, and f is a learnable integration function for prediction.

Noted that since we aim to provide a flexible and generic
framework for boosting current GNN-based methods, and
current GNN-based methods have already been working well
in capturing topology-regularized patterns, we directly adopt
the current GNN-based methods as g1, and study how to de-
sign the topology-free patterns function g2 and the integration
function f . Moreover, the current GNN-based methods (g1)
have inherently captured the temporal dependencies [Dong et
al., 2024], we will not additionally introduce how to model
the temporal dependencies to avoid redundancy.

3 Methodology
In this section, we introduce our proposed framework for
boosting traffic speed prediction tasks. We start with an
overview and present each component in detail.

3.1 Framework Overview
Our framework aims to provide a generic wrapper-style solu-
tion to enhance the current GNN-based methods by integrat-
ing cross-scale topology-free patterns. The proposed frame-
work includes two stages: (1) preserving topology-free pat-
terns, and (2) integrating topology-regularized/-free patterns.
Specifically, in Stage I, we design a Dual Cross-Scale Trans-
former(DCST) to capture cross-scale topology-free patterns
and corresponding dynamics (as shown in Figure 2). In Stage
II, a teacher-student learning framework (as shown in Fig-
ure 3) is proposed to integrate topology-regularized/-free pat-
terns, in which the current GNN-based methods are taken
as the teacher model, and DCST as the student model. The
learning framework extracts the knowledge of the topology-
regularized spatial correlations from the current GNN-based
methods and then passes it into the DCST for integration.
Then, the well-trained DCST learned through the teacher-
student framework will generate predictions by taking into
account both the topology-regularized and topology-free pat-
terns. In the following content, we will introduce the DCST
and the integration procedure in detail.

3.2 Dual Cross-Scale Transformer for
Topology-Free Patterns

Transformer networks [Vaswani et al., 2017] have emerged
as a predominant paradigm in the realms of natural language
processing and computer vision. The core idea of Trans-
former is to exploit the self-attention mechanism to automati-
cally explore the correlations and dependencies among the in-



put tokens. As discussed, the topology-free patterns indicate
the complex interactions among nodes that are beyond the
graph topology modeled by GNN-based methods. Therefore,
we develop a new Dual Cross-Scale Transformer (DCST) to
preserve topology-free patterns and corresponding dynamics.

Next, we introduce how to divide data into different scales
at the spatial and temporal dimensions. And then, we present
the design of the proposed DCST.

Spatial-Temporal Scale Generation
Spatial Scale. We split the geospace into grids based on a
pre-defined standard (i.e., width and length). Different stan-
dards lead to different scales. Nodes (road segments) are dis-
tributed in the grids. Let hi

t−T :t ∈ RT×D denote the D-
dimensional representation of the i-th node, then the repre-
sentation matrix can be represented as

Ht−T :t = [h1
t−T :t, · · · ,hi

t−T :t, · · · ,hN
t−T :t]. (2)

where Ht−T :t ∈ RN×T×D. Then, we represent the grid rep-
resentation by aggregating the associated nodes. Formally,
given the m-th grid of the ls-th spatial scale, the representa-
tion Zm

ls
can be represented as

Zm
ls = LN

( ∑
∀i∈Γls (m)

(hi
t−T :tW

i
ls + bi

ls)
)
, (3)

where Zm
ls

∈ RT×D, and LN denotes layer normalization,
and Wi

ls
∈ RD×D and bi

ls
∈ RD denote the weight and

bias terms, respectively. Then, we denote the representation
matrix for the ls-th spatial scale as Zls .

Temporal Scale. To capture the dynamics of topology-free
patterns, we construct temporal scales by splitting the obser-
vations in terms of different unit time lengths. The larger
the length, the coarser the scale. Let ξlt denote the unit time
length for the lt-th temporal scale, then the constructed tem-
poral scales can be represented as

hi
t−T :t = {Si

j,lt | 1 ≤ j ≤ T

ξlt
, 1 ≤ i ≤ N},

Si
j,lt = {hi

t | (j − 1)× ξlt < t ≤ j × ξlt},
(4)

where Si
j,l ∈ Rξlt×D is the j-th segment of node vi on the

lt-th temporal scale. For convenience, we set ξlt divisible by
T . Then, the representation of the j-th segment of node vi on
the lt-th temporal scale Pi

j,lt
can be represented as

Pi
j,lt = LN(Si

j,ltWj,lt + bj,lt), (5)

where Pi
j,lt

∈ RD, Si
j,lt

is reshaped as R1×(D×ξlt ), and
Wj,lt ∈ R(D×ξlt )×D and bj,lt ∈ RD denote weight and
bias terms, respectively. Then, the representation matrix of
the lt-th temporal scale can be denoted as Plt . To reduce the
complexity, all nodes at the same segment of a given temporal
scale share the same parameters.

By adjusting the unit length of ξlt , we can obtain temporal
segments with different scales, which are used to capture the
dynamics of cross-scale topology-free patterns.

Total
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Dual Cross-Scale 
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Student Model

Road Network

Fixed GNN-
based Model

Teacher Model

Soft Loss
MAE(YGNN, YDCST)

Hard Loss
MAE(Y, YDCST)

YDCST

YDCST

YGNN

Figure 3: An illustration of the integration process of topology-
regularized/-free patterns. The integration process follows the
teacher-student paradigm, where the GNN-based model is taken
as the teacher model (topology-regularized patterns), and the Dual
Cross-Scale Transformer is taken as the student model (topology-
free patterns). During the process, the GNN-based model has been
pre-trained and kept fixed. The integration is conducted by jointly
optimizing “Soft Loss” and “Hard Loss”.

Dual Cross-Scale Transformer
The proposed Dual Cross-Scale Transformer (DCST) is com-
posed of an embedding layer (denoted as FC), a temporal
Transformer, a spatial Transformer, and a prediction layer.
Specifically, the embedding layer is a fully connected layer
that transforms the original data into D-dimensional repre-
sentations, represented as

Ht−T :t = FC(Xt−T :t). (6)

Then, the Temporal Transformer takes the representation
Ht−T :t as input to capture the dynamics of the topology-free
patterns by investigating attention between nodes across tem-
poral segments in different scales. Then, the updated node
representations are further fed into the Spatial Transformer
to capture the cross-scale characteristics of the topology-free
patterns by exploring the relationship between nodes and af-
filiated grids. The Spatial and Temporal Transformers follow
the same architecture. Each layer of the Transformers corre-
sponds to one spatial or temporal scale, respectively. For a
general description, we utilize “∗” to represent s (spatial) or
t (temporal), and ignore the time subscript “t − T : t” to de-
note the learned node representation by the l∗-th layer as Hl∗ .
Then, the updating process of the node representation on the
l∗-th layer can be represented as

H̃l∗ = LN
(
Hl∗−1 + MSA(Hl∗−1W

Q
l∗
,Φl∗W

K
lt∗,Φl∗W

V
l∗)

)
,

Hl∗ = LN
(
H̃l∗ + MLP(H̃l∗)

)
,

(7)
where Φ denotes Zls for the Spatial Transformer, and Plt

for the Temporal Transformer, respectively; WQ
l∗

, WK
l∗

, and
WV

l∗
are learnable parameters; MSA(Q,K, V ) is multi-head

self-attention block and Q,K, V serves as queries, keys and
values [Vaswani et al., 2017]; MLP represents a multi-layer
feedforward block [Liu et al., 2021]. Suppose there are Ls

spatial scales and Lt temporal scales, then, the output of the
Temporal Transformer can be denoted as HLt . The Spa-
tial Transformer takes HLt

as input, and the output can be
denoted as HLs

. In the process of aggregating cross-scale
topology-free patterns, DCST aggregates Φ features from
fine-grained to coarse-grained. This means that in the Tem-
poral Transformer, the length of ξlt becomes longer as the



number of layers increases, and in the Spatial Transformer
the size of the grid changes from small to large.

The prediction layer is a fully connected layer, which takes
the learned representation HLs

as input and then generates
prediction Y .

Y = FC(HLs
). (8)

3.3 Integration of Topology-regularized and
Cross-Scale Topology-free Patterns

The proposed Dual Cross-Scale Transformer has deeply ex-
plored the cross-scale topology-free patterns in traffic speed
prediction tasks. However, we still have another research
question: can we further integrate the topology-regularized
patterns with the topology-free patterns to boost traffic speed
prediction performances of GNN-based methods? To this
end, we propose a novel teacher-student framework to con-
duct the integration through knowledge distillation. Specifi-
cally, we take the current GNN-based methods as the teacher
model and the proposed DCST as the Student model. Intu-
itively, since the GNN-based methods are graph-based mod-
els that leverage the topology of the graph to describe the
relationships between sensors and GNNs to capture cor-
relations, they can effectively capture topology-regularized
patterns. Through knowledge distillation, the topology-
regularized patterns are learned and then passed to the DCST
for integration. Formally, let YGNN, YDCST, and Y denote the
predictions of the GNN-based methods (the teacher model),
DCST (the student model), and the ground truth of the traf-
fic speed. We first pre-train the GNN-based methods to fit
the ground truth. Then, we fix the GNN-based methods and
conduct the integration process by optimizing DCST with the
help of GNN-based methods. Specifically, the integration has
two objectives: (1) accepting the knowledge from the GNN-
based methods, and (2) predicting as accurately as possible.
Therefore, following the convention of the teacher-student
paradigm, the training loss can be represented as:

L = α · MAE(YDCST, YGNN)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Soft Loss

+β · MAE(YDCST, Y )︸ ︷︷ ︸
Hard Loss

(9)

where MAE denotes Mean Square Error, and α and β are
hyperparameters for Soft Loss and Hard Loss, respectively.
Specifically, the “Soft Loss” is to set the prediction results of
the GNN-based methods YGNN as the target, and push the pre-
diction of DCST YDCST as close as to the GNN-based meth-
ods. Along this line, the learned topology-regularized pat-
terns will be integrated into the DCST. On the other hand, the
“Hard Loss” aims to make the DCST generate precise pre-
diction results, which can provide the correct optimization
direction for the integration. The integration is conducted au-
tomatically by minimizing L in Equation (9).

4 Experiment
In this work, we conduct extensive experiments on three real-
world datasets to evaluate the performance of our proposed
methods in traffic prediction tasks. Particularly, our experi-
ments aim to answer the following research questions:

• RQ1: How well does our framework perform in traffic
prediction tasks? Can our proposed framework boost
current GNN-based methods?

• RQ2: How much can topology-regularized and cross-
scale topology-free patterns contribute to traffic speed
prediction, respectively?

• RQ3: How do the key components of the Dual Cross-
Scale Transformer architecture contribute to the results?

4.1 Experiment Setting
Datasets. We evaluate our proposed framework on three
traffic speed datasets [Jiang et al., 2021], including:
“METR-LA”(Los Angeles), “PEMS-BAY”(San Francisco),
and “PEMSD7(M)”(California). In the experiment, we split
the datasets into three non-overlapping sets, where the earli-
est 70% of the data is the training set, the following 20% are
validation set, and the remaining 10% of the data are test set.
Our implementation is available in Pytorch32.
Comparsion Setup. Since our proposed framework is a
generic wrapper for boosting current GNN-based models,
we evaluate the performance following an ablation study
manner. Specifically, we take five widely-used GNN-based
models as the base models and compare their performance
with/without our proposed framework. The selected five base
models are STGCN [Yu et al., 2017], DCRNN[Li et al.,
2017], GWNet[Wu et al., 2019], MTGNN[Wu et al., 2020]
and AGCRN[Bai et al., 2020]. We also compare non-GNN-
based models for a broader analysis, including two linear
models: HA and LSTNet[Lai et al., 2018], and four mod-
els that solely capture topology-free patterns: GMAN, AST-
GCN, STAEformer (based on attention) [Liu et al., 2023],
and STID (based on MLP) [Shao et al., 2022].

When applying our proposed framework, we take the
GNN-based model as the teacher model, and the proposed
DCST as the student model. We denote the GNN-based
model powered by our framework as “∗-KD”, where ∗ refers
to the GNN-based model, such as STGCN-KD, DCRNN-KD,
GWNet-KD, MTGNN-KD, and AGCRN-KD, respectively.
Evaluation Metrics. We select three widely used metrics for
traffic speed prediction tasks, including Mean Absolute Error
(MAE), Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE), and Mean Ab-
solute Percentage Error (MAPE). We use historical 12 time
steps to predict future average 12 time steps.

4.2 RQ1: Overall Comparison
Table 1 summarizes the overall experimental results. The
bold results are the best. Based on Table 1, we can make the
following observations and analysis: (1) When our frame-
work combines different GNN-based models, the perfor-
mance can exceed models that only capture topology-free
patterns. This reflects the importance of considering both
topology-regularized and cross-scale topology-free patterns.
(2) All the enhanced “*-KD” versions consistently outper-
form the base versions in terms of all metrics over all datasets,
these results can validate our motivation that the cross-scale
topology-free patterns are essential for boosting traffic speed

2https://github.com/ibizatomorrow/DCST

https://github.com/ibizatomorrow/DCST


Methods
METRLA PEMSBAY PEMSD7(M)

MAE RMSE MAPE MAE RMSE MAPE MAE RMSE MAPE

HA 11.01 14.74 23.34% 3.33 6.69 8.10% 3.92 7.08 9.92%
LSTNet 4.89 9.74 11.74% 2.26 4.23 4.94% 3.10 5.50 7.51%

GMAN 4.46 10.11 12.01% 1.88 4.35 4.42% 3.22 6.48 8.19%
ASTGCN 4.46 9.62 11.45% 1.75 4.28 4.04% 2.85 5.44 7.40%

STAEformer 2.94 5.98 8.10% 1.56 3.46 3.50% 2.56 5.17 6.42%
STID 3.12 6.51 9.14% 1.56 3.60 3.50% 3.04 6.25 7.73%

STGCN 3.67 6.51 10.21% 2.28 4.21 5.08% 3.97 6.72 9.95%
STGCN - KD 3.00 5.99 8.31% 1.59 3.55 3.56% 2.60 5.13 6.57%
Improvement +18.26% +7.99 +18.61% +30.26% +15.68% +29.92% +34.51% +23.66% +33.97%

DCRNN 3.13 6.28 8.64% 1.68 3.75 3.84% 2.88 5.88 7.10%
DCRNN- KD 2.97 5.94 8.15% 1.55 3.50 3.49% 2.56 5.11 6.47%
Improvement +5.11% +5.41% +5.67% +7.74% +6.67% +9.11% +11.11% +13.10% +8.87%

GWNet 3.05 6.04 8.47% 1.60 3.57 3.61% 2.59 5.07 6.46%
GWNet - KD 2.92 5.87 8.07% 1.56 3.45 3.48% 2.52 5.01 6.34%
Improvement +4.26% +2.81% +4.72% +2.50% +3.36% +3.60% +2.70% +1.18% +1.86%

MTGNN 3.08 6.23 8.30% 1.59 3.55 3.54% 2.62 5.16 6.44%
MTGNN - KD 2.98 5.98 8.04% 1.56 3.49 3.45% 2.53 5.07 6.37%
Improvement +3.25% +4.01% +3.13% +1.89% +1.69% +2.54% +3.44% +1.74% +1.09%

AGCRN 3.17 6.33 8.85% 1.64 3.66 3.70% 2.64 5.33 6.57%
AGCRN - KD 3.01 6.06 8.36% 1.58 3.52 3.53% 2.56 5.06 6.39%
Improvement +5.05% +4.27% +5.54% +3.66% +3.83% +4.59% +3.03% +5.07% +2.74%

Table 1: Overall performance comparison. The “Improvement” indicates the performance improvement of GNN-based model when combined
with DCST. The best performances are highlighted in bold fonts.
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Figure 4: An illustration of DCST performances w.r.t. different trade-off parameter pairs. We present the results of MAPE on METRLA,
PEMSBAY and PEMSD7(M).

prediction. Such wrapper-style design benefits the current
SOTA GNN-based models without modifying the original
architecture but only needs to pass the learned topology-
regularized patterns for integration.

4.3 RQ2: Analysis of Topology Regularized/-Free
Patterns

In this work, we integrate the topology-regularized and
topology-free patterns for boosting the performance of traffic
speed prediction. One interesting question may arise: what
is the optimal extent of topology-regularized patterns to be
accepted for the DCST to achieve the best performance? To
answer the question, we study the effects of the trade-off pa-
rameters α and β in Equation (9). The trade-off parameters
decide whether the prediction results rely on more topology-
free or topology-regularized patterns.

Specifically, we set α + β = 1, and select five pair of val-
ues, i.e., {(α = 0.1, β = 0.9), (α = 0.3, β = 0.7), (α =
0.5, β = 0.5), (α = 0.7, β = 0.3), (α = 0.9, β = 0.1)}, to
investigate the corresponding performances. The larger α is,
the more the prediction relies on the topology-regularized pat-
terns from the GNN-based methods. We present the MAPE
for each pair of trade-off parameters in Figure 4.

An important observation is that there is not a universally
optimal setting for the parameters α and β applicable to all
Graph Neural Network (GNN)-based methods. It has been
noted that different GNN-based methods attain their peak per-
formance with various combinations of topology-regularized
and topology-free patterns. This variance can be attributed
to the fact that the balance between topology-regularized and
topology-free patterns is influenced by the specific charac-
teristics of each GNN-based method. These characteristics
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Figure 5: Ablation Studies of STGCN-KD, DCRNN-KD, GWNet-KD, MTGNN-KD and AGCRN-KD on metrics MAE, RMSE and MAPE
on the METRLA dataset.

include distinct architectural designs and diverse strategies
for graph construction and learning topology-regularized pat-
terns. For instance, STGCN, which is the least effective
among the GNN models evaluated, demonstrates an increased
need for topology-free patterns to enhance its performance.

4.4 RQ3: Ablation Study of DCST
In this experiment, we aim to study the necessity of cross-
scale consideration, the dynamics of topology-free patterns.
We construct multiple variants of DCST for the analysis. For
clarity, we name these variants as (1) w/o ST: variants that
remove Spatial Transformer; (2) w/o TT: variants that re-
move Temporal Transformer; (3) w/o CS: variants that only
use one specific scale in the Spatial Transformer and Tempo-
ral Transformer; (4) DCST: a complete version that includes
all components. We present the experimental results on the
METRLA dataset in Figure 5.

We can conclude the following findings: (1) The perfor-
mance of w/o ST decreases the most. A possible explana-
tion is that inter-node spatial interactions contribute more to
topology-free patterns compared to intra-node temporal re-
lationships. (2) The performance of w/o TT also decreases.
Such a result validates the necessity and effectiveness of pre-
serving the dynamics of topology-free patterns. (3) Although
the effect of w/o CS is better than that of w/o ST and w/o TT,
it is still not as good as DCST, which reflects noncomprehen-
sive consideration of cross scales in space and time, leading
to incomplete information preservation.

5 Related Work
5.1 Traffic Prediction
Traffic prediction is initially treated as a time series pre-
diction problem. Traditional time series models such as
ARMA [Benjamin et al., 2003] and ARIMA [Box and Pierce,
1970] are not capable of modeling the nonlinear and stochas-
tic features due to the linear nature. Then, Graph Neural
Networks(GNNs)-besed models are widely used for traffic
prediction, this kind of method leverages the topology of the
graph to describe the relationships between time series and
GNNs to capture correlations. Earlier GNN-based methods
treat traffic networks as a pre-defined graph which aggregates

patterns from neighboring connected road segments [Yu et
al., 2017; Li et al., 2017]. Then, GWNet[Wu et al., 2019]
first constructs a self-adaptive graph through two learnable
embedding matrices. AGCRN[Bai et al., 2020] introduces
a node-specific module to construct graph. Our work dis-
tinguishes itself from these methods by overcoming the lim-
itations of graph topology structure with Dual Cross-Scale
Transformer and further integrating the topology-regularized
pattern through distillation-style learning framework.

5.2 Knowledge Distillation
The term “knowledge distillation” proposed by[Hinton et al.,
2015] refers to a process in which a well-trained teacher
model transfers its knowledge to a student model. One crucial
role of knowledge distillation is performance enhancement.
Given the prior knowledge from the teacher models, the stu-
dent models may have better performance than the teacher
models. Then few samples are illustrated. [Ahn et al., 2019]
propose a creative framework that develops knowledge trans-
fer by maximizing the information betwixt the teacher net-
work and the student network. [Ahn et al., 2019] introduced
this teacher-student mechanism to the transformer model to
deal with image issues.

6 Conclusion Remarks
In this work, we study the problem of traffic speed predic-
tion. The current GNN-based methods exploit topology-
regularized patterns with graph topology while neglecting
topology-free patterns beyond the graph structure. To over-
come the limitation, we developed a generic wrapper-style
framework to boost current GNN-based methods by integrat-
ing topology-free patterns. Specifically, we devise a Dual
Cross-Scale Transformer architecture with a Spatial Trans-
former for learning cross-scale topology-free patterns and
a Temporal Transformer for capturing the dynamics. The
topology-regularized patterns are integrated into topology-
free patterns with a teacher-student learning framework. The
proposed framework is flexible and can be applied to any
current GNN-based methods without any modification. The
empirical evaluation validates the necessity of cross-scale
topology-free patterns and their dynamics, and the effective-
ness of our proposed framework for learning such patterns.
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