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Abstract—Efficient management of traffic flow in urban en-
vironments presents a significant challenge, exacerbated by
dynamic changes and the sheer volume of data generated by
modern transportation networks. Traditional centralized traffic
management systems often struggle with scalability and privacy
concerns, hindering their effectiveness. This paper introduces
a novel approach by combining Federated Learning (FL) and
Meta-Learning (ML) to create a decentralized, scalable, and
adaptive traffic management system. Our approach, termed
Meta-Federated Learning, leverages the distributed nature of FL
to process data locally at the edge, thereby enhancing privacy
and reducing latency. Simultaneously, ML enables the system
to quickly adapt to new traffic conditions without the need
for extensive retraining. We implement our model across a
simulated network of smart traffic devices, demonstrating that
Meta-Federated Learning significantly outperforms traditional
models in terms of prediction accuracy and response time.
Furthermore, our approach shows remarkable adaptability to
sudden changes in traffic patterns, suggesting a scalable solution
for real-time traffic management in smart cities. This study not
only paves the way for more resilient urban traffic systems but
also exemplifies the potential of integrated FL and ML in other
real-world applications.

Index Terms—Meta learning, traffic flow, federated learning

I. INTRODUCTION

TRAFFIC congestion continues to pose significant chal-
lenges in urban settings, adversely affecting economic

vitality and quality of life. Innovations in smart city technolo-
gies, particularly through the integration of Internet of Things
(IoT) devices, offer promising avenues for improving traffic
management systems [14]. Despite these advancements, the
centralized nature of traditional traffic data processing raises
concerns regarding scalability, data privacy, and the ability to
respond promptly to dynamic conditions [15].

Federated Learning (FL), a decentralized machine learn-
ing approach, allows for the training of algorithms across
multiple decentralized edge devices or servers holding local
data samples, without exchanging them [16]. This method
addresses significant concerns about data privacy and reduces
the reliance on centralized data processing [22]. However,
the static nature of conventional FL models can limit their
effectiveness in environments where traffic patterns frequently
change.

Meta-Learning, or learning to learn, involves training a
model on a variety of learning tasks, such that it can solve
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new learning tasks using only a small number of training sam-
ples [25]. Integrating Meta-Learning with Federated Learning
can potentially overcome the limitations of traditional FL
by enabling quicker adaptation to new and evolving traffic
conditions without compromising privacy [28].

The main contributions of this paper are:
• The development of a Meta-Federated Learning frame-

work capable of real-time adaptation to changing traffic
conditions.

• An evaluation of the framework’s performance in a sim-
ulated urban traffic management scenario.

• A comparison of Meta-Federated Learning with tradi-
tional centralized and federated models in terms of adapt-
ability, privacy preservation, and system efficiency.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section
2 reviews the literature on smart traffic management, Fed-
erated Learning, and Meta-Learning. Section 3 describes the
methodology for implementing the proposed Meta-Federated
Learning model. Section 4 discusses the results of our simula-
tions. Section 5 concludes with the implications of our findings
for future traffic management systems and outlines areas for
further research.

II. RELATED WORKS

This section provides a comprehensive review of the ex-
isting literature in three key areas: smart traffic management
systems, the application of Federated Learning in smart cities,
and the integration of Meta-Learning for rapid adaptation, with
a focus on their intersection with Federated Learning.

A. Smart Traffic Management Systems

The evolution of smart traffic management systems rep-
resents a critical juncture in urban development, aiming to
mitigate the pervasive challenges of urban congestion and
enhance vehicular flow efficiency. These systems employ a
range of technologies, including IoT, machine learning, and
big data analytics, to dynamically manage traffic loads and op-
timize signal timings based on real-time data [20]. Studies like
that of Sharma and colleagues highlight the use of advanced
predictive algorithms that utilize historical data to forecast
traffic patterns, thereby enabling preemptive adjustments to
traffic control measures [?]. Moreover, the integration of ve-
hicular ad-hoc networks (VANETs) has been shown to further
augment traffic management by facilitating real-time vehicle-
to-vehicle and vehicle-to-infrastructure communication [?].
Despite these technological advancements, the centralized pro-
cessing of sensitive data continues to pose significant privacy
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risks and operational bottlenecks, emphasizing the need for
decentralized approaches [21].

B. Federated Learning in Smart Cities
Federated Learning (FL) has emerged as a transformative

approach to overcoming the inherent limitations of traditional
centralized machine learning models in smart cities. By en-
abling on-device data processing, FL ensures that sensitive
information does not leave the device, thereby safeguarding
privacy while still contributing to a collective learning process
[22]. This method has been applied across various domains
within smart cities, from optimizing energy consumption in
smart grids to enhancing public safety through surveillance
data analysis [2], [4]. In traffic management, specifically, FL
has been utilized to improve the accuracy of traffic predic-
tion models by leveraging decentralized data from numerous
sensors and cameras without compromising user privacy [24].
The challenge remains, however, to address the non-IID nature
of traffic data, which can significantly impact the performance
of the learning models deployed in such heterogeneous envi-
ronments [1].

C. Meta-Learning for Rapid Adaptation
Meta-Learning, or learning to learn, stands at the forefront

of adaptive AI technologies, especially in scenarios requiring
rapid adjustment to new data or tasks with minimal prior
exposure. It involves training a model on a variety of learning
tasks to develop a generalized model that can then quickly
adapt to new tasks [25]. In the context of traffic manage-
ment, the ability to rapidly adapt to changing traffic con-
ditions—such as those caused by accidents, construction, or
varying traffic volumes—is crucial. Meta-Learning facilitates
this by allowing traffic management systems to learn from a
small amount of new data derived from similar past conditions
[26]. Studies by Hospedales et al. demonstrate the application
of Meta-Learning in complex, dynamic systems, illustrating its
potential to enhance the adaptability of models trained with
Federated Learning [27]. The integration of Meta-Learning
into FL frameworks could potentially revolutionize how traffic
systems not only learn from but also respond to real-time data,
offering a more responsive and resilient infrastructure.

D. Combining Federated Learning and Meta-Learning
The synergistic integration of Federated Learning and Meta-

Learning has been explored to a limited extent but promises
significant advantages for real-world applications, especially in
dynamic and privacy-sensitive environments like urban traffic
management. Preliminary studies have shown that combining
these two approaches enhances the model’s ability to gener-
alize across diverse and decentralized data sources, making
it particularly suitable for applications where data privacy
and rapid adaptability are paramount [28]. This combined
approach not only addresses the privacy concerns associated
with traditional centralized systems but also improves the sys-
tems’ responsiveness to new and unforeseen traffic conditions,
thereby optimizing traffic flow and reducing congestion [3],
[5].

III. METHODS

The proposed algorithm integrates personalized federated
learning with a dynamic control system to enhance learning
efficiency and accuracy in a distributed environment. The
algorithm consists of several key components: local model
training, parameter aggregation, personalization, and dynamic
learning rate adjustment based on control theory principles.

Algorithm 1 Our Proposed Meta-Federated Learning
1: Input: Clients C = {C1, C2, . . . , Cn}, number of global

rounds R, initial global model parameters θ
(0)
G

2: Output: Optimized global model parameters θ
(R)
G

3: Initialize global parameters θ
(0)
G

4: Initialize learning rate η(0) to a pre-defined value
5: Initialize client weights wi based on their data size or

quality
6: for r = 1 to R do
7: for each client Ci in parallel do
8: Receive global parameters θ

(r−1)
G from the server

9: θ
(r)
i ← LocalTraining(Ci, θ

(r−1)
G , η(r−1))

10: end for
11: θ

(r)
G ← AggregateParameters({θ(r)i })

12: η(r) ← UpdateLearningRate(η(r−1), {θ(r)i }, θ
(r)
G )

13: end for
14: LocalTrainingCi, θ, η
15: Initialize local model with parameters θ
16: for t = 1 to local epochs do
17: Update θ using gradient descent on Ci’s data with rate

η
18: end for
19: return updated parameters θ
20: AggregateParametersΘ
21: θG ← 1∑

wi

∑n
i=1 wiθi

22: return θG
23: UpdateLearningRateη,Θ, θG
24: Compute loss reduction ∆L from Θ and θG
25: Adjust η based on ∆L using a control mechanism
26: return new η

This section details our proposed framework that integrates
personalized federated learning with control systems. We
present the architecture, the personalized federated learning
algorithm, and the control system design.

IV. METHODOLOGY

This section outlines the proposed Meta-Federated Learning
framework, describing the system architecture, the federated
learning setup, and the meta-learning algorithm used to en-
hance the adaptability of the model.

A. System Architecture

The Meta-Federated Learning system is designed to operate
across a distributed network of IoT devices, each equipped
with sensors to collect traffic data such as vehicle count, speed,



Fig. 1. Our overfiew figure

and flow direction. These devices serve as local nodes where
initial data processing and model training occur.

Xi,t = {x1,t, x2,t, . . . , xn,t} (1)

Where Xi,t represents the traffic data collected at node i
at time t, and xn,t denotes specific traffic attributes such as
speed or density.

B. Federated Learning Setup

The federated learning model is formulated as follows:

min
θ

f(θ) =

K∑
k=1

pkFk(θ) (2)

Where θ represents the global model parameters, K is the
number of nodes (IoT devices), pk is the weight assigned
to each node, reflecting the volume and variability of data
it contributes, and Fk(θ) is the local loss function computed
at node k.

Each node updates its local model using its data and then
computes the gradient of the loss function.

θ
(t+1)
k = θ

(t)
k − η∇Fk(θ

(t)
k ) (3)

Where η is the learning rate.
The local models’ parameters are then averaged to update

the global model.

θ(t+1) =

K∑
k=1

nk

N
θ
(t+1)
k (4)

Where nk is the number of data points at node k, and N is
the total number of data points across all nodes.

C. Meta-Learning for Rapid Adaptation

To incorporate Meta-Learning, we use Model-Agnostic
Meta-Learning (MAML) due to its simplicity and effective-
ness. The objective of MAML is to train the global model
such that a small number of gradient updates will significantly
improve performance on new tasks.



θ′ = θ − α∇θ

∑
Ti∈T

LTi(fθ) (5)

Where θ′ represents the updated global model parameters
after training on task Ti, α is the meta-learning rate, and LTi

is the loss on task Ti.
During deployment, the model can quickly adapt to new

traffic conditions with a few gradient updates:

θ′′ = θ′ − β∇θ′LTnew
(fθ′) (6)

Where θ′′ is the model adapted to the new task Tnew, and
β is the adaptation learning rate.

D. Implementation Details

The system is implemented using a combination of Python
and popular machine learning frameworks like TensorFlow
and PyTorch. Simulation of the traffic system is performed
using SUMO (Simulation of Urban MObility), which provides
realistic traffic patterns and can dynamically adjust based on
the model’s outputs.

Accuracy =
Number of Correct Predictions

Total Predictions
(7)

The performance of the model is evaluated based on its
accuracy in predicting traffic conditions and its adaptability to
new scenarios. This dual evaluation framework ensures that
the system is not only accurate but also flexible in real-world
operations.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section discusses the comprehensive results obtained
from our simulations, which aimed to evaluate the perfor-
mance of the proposed Meta-Federated Learning framework
in managing real-time traffic flow under various conditions.
The simulations were meticulously designed to reflect a range
of traffic scenarios, from low to high densities, incorporating
incidents such as accidents and roadworks to test the adapt-
ability and efficiency of the model.

A. Simulation Setup

The simulations were executed using SUMO (Simulation of
Urban MObility), a highly versatile traffic simulation software
that allows for detailed modeling of vehicular movements
based on microscopic traffic dynamics. We configured the
simulator to mimic an urban traffic network with multiple
intersections and varying traffic densities. Data from these
simulations were fed into our Meta-Federated Learning model
as well as the baseline models for comparative analysis.

B. Performance Metrics

To evaluate the efficacy of the traffic management system,
we employed a set of diverse performance metrics:

• Accuracy: Measures the percentage of correct predic-
tions regarding traffic flow and congestion levels, essen-
tial for real-time decision-making.

• Response Time: Indicates the system’s agility in adapt-
ing to sudden changes in traffic conditions, a critical
factor for preventing or alleviating traffic jams.

• Throughput: Assesses the volume of traffic that suc-
cessfully passes through a control point per unit time,
reflecting the system’s overall efficiency.

• Latency: Represents the delay encountered in processing
and reacting to real-time data, impacting the timeliness
of traffic management interventions.

C. Results

The simulation results are presented in a series of tables,
each focusing on different traffic scenarios and comparing the
Meta-Federated Learning model against traditional centralized
machine learning and standard federated learning models
without meta-learning capabilities.

Model Low Traffic Moderate Traffic High Traffic
Centralized ML 88% 84% 79%
Standard FL 85% 82% 77%
Meta-Federated Learning 94% 90% 86%

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF MODEL ACCURACY ACROSS DIFFERENT TRAFFIC

DENSITIES

1) Model Accuracy:

Model Low Traffic Moderate Traffic High Traffic
Centralized ML 2.0s 2.5s 3.0s
Standard FL 1.8s 2.3s 2.8s
Meta-Federated Learning 1.2s 1.5s 1.8s

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF RESPONSE TIME ACROSS DIFFERENT TRAFFIC DENSITIES

2) Response Time:

Model Throughput (vehicles/hour) Latency (s)
Centralized ML 1200 0.50
Standard FL 1150 0.55
Meta-Federated Learning 1300 0.45

TABLE III
THROUGHPUT AND LATENCY PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

3) Throughput and Latency:

D. Discussion

The extended results demonstrate that the Meta-Federated
Learning model consistently outperforms both the centralized
and standard federated learning models in all evaluated metrics
across different traffic conditions. The integration of Meta-
Learning significantly enhances the system’s adaptability, es-
pecially noticeable in high traffic scenarios where rapid re-
sponses are crucial for alleviating congestion and improving
flow efficiency. Furthermore, the reduced latency and im-
proved throughput highlight the model’s capability to handle
real-time data processing effectively, thus ensuring timely
and accurate traffic management decisions. These findings
suggest that Meta-Federated Learning can serve as a robust
framework for next-generation traffic management systems,
offering substantial improvements over traditional approaches



in terms of scalability, privacy preservation, and operational
efficiency.

VI. CONCLUSION

This research introduced a Meta-Federated Learning frame-
work to enhance real-time traffic management, demonstrating
superior accuracy, faster response times, increased throughput,
and reduced latency compared to traditional centralized and
standard federated learning models. The findings underscore
the potential of Meta-Federated Learning to significantly im-
prove urban traffic flow, reduce congestion, and ensure data
privacy. Future research could expand on integrating this
framework with other smart city applications, testing in real-
world environments, and exploring advanced meta-learning
algorithms to further enhance adaptability and scalability. This
study marks a promising advancement in applying sophisti-
cated learning technologies to smart city challenges, offering
insights that could transform urban mobility systems.
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