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ABSTRACT

Accurate traffic forecasting at intersections governed by intelligent

traffic signals is critical for the advancement of an effective intelli-

gent traffic signal control system. Indeed, it not only helps optimize

traffic signal control strategies to improve traffic efficiency, but

also enables autonomous vehicles to make safe and efficient rout-

ing and navigation decisions with foresight. However, due to the

irregular traffic time series produced by intelligent intersections,

the traffic forecasting task becomes much more intractable and

imposes three major new challenges: 1) asynchronous spatial de-

pendency, 2) irregular temporal dependency among traffic data, and

3) variable-length sequence to be predicted, which severely impede

the performance of current traffic forecasting methods. To this end,

we propose anAsynchronous Spatio-tEmporal graph convolutional

nEtwoRk (ASeer) to predict the traffic states of the lanes entering

intelligent intersections in a future time window. Specifically, by

linking lanes via a traffic diffusion graph, we first propose an Asyn-

chronous Graph Diffusion Network to model the asynchronous

spatial dependency between the time-misaligned traffic state mea-

surements of lanes. After that, to capture the temporal dependency

within irregular traffic state sequence, a learnable personalized

time encoding is devised to embed the continuous time for each

lane. Then we propose a Transformable Time-aware Convolution

Network that learns meta-filters to derive time-aware convolution

filters with transformable filter sizes for efficient temporal convolu-

tion on the irregular sequence. Furthermore, a Semi-Autoregressive

Prediction Network consisting of a state evolution unit and a semi-

autoregressive predictor is designed to effectively and efficiently

predict variable-length traffic state sequences. Finally, extensive

experiments on two real-world datasets demonstrate the effective-

ness of ASeer compared with nine competitive baseline algorithms

in six metrics.

1 INTRODUCTION

Intelligent Traffic Signal Control System (ITSCS) has emerged as

an indispensable building block in facilitating autonomous driv-

ing [10]. With the help of Vehicle-to-Infrastructure (V2I) commu-

nication technologies, ITSCS can provide important information

to autonomous vehicles about the state of traffic signals and the

surrounding traffic environment [17]. Particularly, it is a critical

capability of ITSCS to forecast the traffic dynamics of the intersec-

tions controlled by intelligent traffic signals. An accurate traffic

forecasting for intelligent intersections provides the foundation

for autonomous vehicles to make foresighted routing and naviga-

tion decisions, with the objective of safe and efficient autonomous

driving. Additionally, it facilitates the optimization of traffic signal

Figure 1: An illustrative example of traffic forecasting for

the future one hour (10:00-11:00) based on traffic data in the

past one hour (9:00-10:00). (a) Typical traffic forecasting task

predicts a fixed-length sequence of traffic values (e.g., flow) in

the future time window based on complete historical traffic

value sequences with fixed time intervals. (b) Irregular traffic

forecasting task aims to predict a variable-length sequence

of traffic states (i.e., traffic signal cycle length and the corre-

sponding traffic flow) in the future time window based on

incomplete historical traffic state sequences with variable

time intervals.

control strategies to reduce traffic congestion and improve traf-

fic throughput, thereby contributing to the establishment of an

efficient and smooth transportation system.

However, traffic forecasting at intelligent intersections (a.k.a.
irregular traffic forecasting) is significantly different from previous

traffic forecasting tasks that typically predict traffic values (e.g.,
flow, speed) on highways for a fixed time interval (e.g., 15 min-

utes) [18, 34, 36]. On the one hand, the intelligent traffic signal

adaptively adjusts its cycle length to adapt to traffic flow changes at

the intersection [32]. On the other hand, traffic flows crossing the

intersection are dynamically regulated by adaptive signal control

strategies with varying cycle lengths. As a result, the traffic states

in intelligent intersections can consist of both the traffic signal

cycle lengths and the corresponding traffic flows during these cy-

cles, which are entangled and influenced by each other, rendering

the traffic dynamics in intelligent intersections more complicated.

Furthermore, as the traffic signal cycle lengths can significantly

vary across both time and intersections, traffic state sequences pro-

duced by intelligent intersections exhibit considerable irregular and

time-misaligned characteristics. Figure 1 shows an illustration of

distinction between the typical traffic forecasting task and irregular

traffic forecasting task. In this illustrative example, the objective

is to forecast traffic patterns for the next hour according to the

past hour’s traffic data. Typical traffic forecasting task predicts a
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fixed-length sequence of traffic values (e.g., flow) in the future time

window based on complete historical traffic value sequences with

fixed time intervals. In contrast, our irregular traffic forecasting

task aims to predict a variable-length sequence of traffic states,

including traffic signal cycle lengths and the corresponding traffic

flows, in the future time window based on incomplete historical

traffic state sequences characterized by variable time intervals.

It is a non-trivial task for irregular traffic forecasting, which

faces the following three major challenges: (1) Asynchronous spatial
dependency. Traffic flow has obvious spatial dependency due to its

diffusion nature in the road network [18]. However, the traffic sig-

nals at different intersections usually have distinct cycle beginning

times and lengths because of the distinctions in traffic conditions

and control strategies. As a result, the traffic state measurements of

different lanes cannot be aligned at times, causing asynchronism in

spatial dependency modeling. Furthermore, the data missing issue

will exacerbate such spatial asynchronism, which hinders the direct

application of established spatial dependency modeling techniques

for typical traffic forecasting tasks [18, 36]. Thus, the first challenge

is how to model the asynchronous spatial dependency between

time-misaligned traffic state measurements. (2) Irregular temporal
dependency. The future traffic states of each lane are correlated with

its historical traffic states. Different from prior traffic forecasting

studies [18, 36] that process a regular traffic time series, we face an

irregular traffic state sequence with alterable time intervals between

two successive measurements. Such time interval irregularity can

come from varying signal cycle lengths and data missing issue in

the measurement of sensors. It leads to irregularity in temporal

dependency modeling, thus prior traffic forecasting methods are un-

competitive in handling it. Therefore, the second challenge is how

to capture the irregular temporal dependency within traffic state

sequences. (3) Variable-length sequence to be predicted. Our goal
is to predict the complete traffic state sequences in a future time

window (e.g., the next hour). However, with the signal cycle lengths

varying at different intersections and times, the sequence lengths

to be predicted are usually variable as well. An autoregressive pre-

diction model is plausible for variable-length sequence prediction,

whereas the predicted sequence could be long, which results in

such an approach suffering from severe error accumulation and

poor prediction efficiency issues [22, 23]. How to effectively and

efficiently predict variable-length traffic state sequences is the last

challenge.

To tackle the above challenges, we present an Asynchronous

Spatio-tEmporal graph convolutional nEtwoRk (ASeer) for irregu-

lar traffic forecasting. Specifically, we first formulate a traffic diffu-

sion graph by representing lanes as nodes and constructing edges

in terms of geographical proximity and lane-level road network

reachability. Next, we propose an Asynchronous Graph Diffusion

Network to model the asynchronous spatial dependency between

the time-misaligned traffic state measurements of nodes based on

the graph. It allows each node to asynchronously diffuse its traffic

state measurement to its neighbors, which receive and store the

traffic state in their message buffers. The node then performs an

asynchronous graph convolution to attain spatial representation of

the measurement by attentively integrating the stored traffic mes-

sages. After that, to capture the temporal dependency within irreg-

ular traffic state sequences, a learnable personalized time encoding

Figure 2: An illustration of traffic states measured from an

entrance lane at an intelligent intersection.

is first devised to embed the continuous times of each node’s traf-

fic measurements. Then we propose a Transformable Time-aware

Convolution Network that learns meta-filters to derive time-aware

convolution filters with transformable filter sizes based on the ob-

tained spatial representations and traffic state measurements along

with the time encoding. The derived time-aware convolution fil-

ters are applied for efficient temporal convolution on the irregular

sequences to acquire the spatiotemporal representation for each

node. Finally, we design a Semi-Autoregressive Prediction Network

to iteratively predict variable-length traffic state sequences in an

effective and efficient way. In each prediction step, a state evolu-

tion unit, whose hidden state is initialized by the spatiotemporal

representation, is introduced to evolve each node’s traffic hidden

state with the elapsed time, and a semi-autoregressive predictor is

adopted to predict a sequence of consecutive traffic states based

on the evolutionary, initial traffic hidden states, and the predicted

elapsed time.

Our major contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We investigate a new Irregular Traffic Forecasting problem,

which imposes three new significant challenges for traffic

forecasting from spatial, temporal, and sequence prediction

perspectives.

• We propose an Asynchronous Graph Diffusion Network to

model the asynchronous spatial dependency among time-

misaligned traffic data.

• We propose a Transformable Time-aware Convolution Net-

work with personalized time encoding to efficiently capture

temporal dependency within irregular traffic sequences.

• We design a Semi-Autoregressive Prediction Network to

empower effective and efficient prediction for variable-

length traffic state sequences.

• Extensive experiments on two real-world datasets demon-

strate the superiority of ASeer compared with nine com-

petitive baselines in six metrics.

2 PRELIMINARIES

Considering a set of 𝑁 entrance lanes V = {𝑣1, 𝑣2, . . . , 𝑣𝑁 } directly
connect with multiple intersections, where each lane collects its

real-time traffic data via the deployed sensor.

Definition 1 (Traffic State Measurement). As illus-
trated in Figure 2, the 𝑛-th chronological traffic state measurement
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of a lane 𝑣𝑖 is defined as 𝑥𝑖𝑛 = ⟨𝑝𝑖𝑛, 𝑓 𝑖𝑛⟩ ∈ X, where 𝑝𝑖𝑛 denotes the
traffic signal cycle length of this measurement in the intersection that
𝑣𝑖 connects, and 𝑓 𝑖𝑛 is the traffic flow in 𝑣𝑖 during this signal cycle.
We further define 𝑏𝑖𝑛 and 𝑡𝑖𝑛 as the beginning and end timestamps (in
second) of this cycle, and we have 𝑡𝑖𝑛 = 𝑏𝑖𝑛 +𝑝𝑖𝑛 −1. As traffic signal cy-
cles occur consecutively in real-world scenarios, there is 𝑏𝑖

𝑛+1 = 𝑡
𝑖
𝑛 + 1

in the absence of any missing traffic states between 𝑥𝑖𝑛 and 𝑥𝑖
𝑛+1.

Note that due to the unpredictable systematic failures of sensors,

there could bemultiple traffic statesmissing between two successive

observed measurements. Our problem is defined below.

Problem 1 (Irregular Traffic Forecasting). Given a
historical time window T , e.g., one hour, before current timestamp
𝑡 , and a set of historical traffic state measurements X[𝑡−T+1:𝑡 ] of all
lanes V obtained during T , our problem is to predict the complete
traffic states X̂[𝑡+1:𝑡+𝜏 ] for all lanes in the next 𝜏 time window, e.g.,
the next hour, formalized as:

F (X[𝑡−T+1:𝑡 ] ) −→ X̂[𝑡+1:𝑡+𝜏 ] , (1)

where F (·) is the prediction model we aim to learn.

3 METHODOLOGY

3.1 Framework Overview

Figure 3 shows the framework overview of ASeer, which consists

of three major components. Specifically, Asynchronous Graph Dif-

fusion Network (AGDN) models asynchronous spatial dependency

based on a traffic diffusion graph, where nodes are represented by

lanes and edges are constructed via the geographical proximity and

lane-level road network reachability between lanes. When a node

has a traffic state measurement, AGDN asynchronously diffuses

the node’s traffic measurement to its neighbors, which receive and

store the diffused traffic state into their message buffers. Next, the

node performs an asynchronous graph convolution by attentively

integrating the stored traffic messages, and then the buffer will

be cleared. After that, a Transformable Time-aware Convolution

Network (TTCN) is adopted to model the temporal dependency

within irregular traffic state sequences. TTCN learns meta-filters to

derive time-aware convolution filters with transformable filter sizes

based on traffic states’ spatial representations obtained from AGDN

and traffic measurements along with personalized time encoding.

Then the derived time-aware convolution filters are applied for

efficient temporal convolution on irregular traffic state sequences

to acquire the spatiotemporal representation for each node. Finally,

a Semi-Autoregressive Prediction Network (SAPN) is devised to

iteratively predict variable-length traffic state sequences. In each

prediction step, a State Evolution Unit (SEU), whose hidden state is

initialized by spatiotemporal representations, is first introduced to

evolve each node’s future traffic hidden state with the elapsed time,

then a Semi-Autoregressive Predictor (SAP) is adopted to predict a

sequence of consecutive traffic states based on both evolutionary,

initial traffic hidden states, and predicted elapsed time.

3.2 Asynchronous Spatial Dependency

Modeling

Previous traffic forecasting studies model spatial dependency by

introducing graph neural networks to synchronously diffuse and

aggregate the time-aligned traffic state measurements between dif-

ferent sensor nodes [18, 36]. However, in our problem, the observed

traffic state measurements of different lanes cannot be aligned due

to the distinct timestamps of traffic signal cycles in different inter-

sections and data missing issue, which causes severe asynchronism

in modeling spatial dependency.

To this end, by linking lanes via a traffic diffusion graph, we

propose an Asynchronous Graph Diffusion Network (AGDN) to

model the asynchronous spatial dependency between the time-

misaligned traffic measurements. The key idea of AGDN is that

each node asynchronously diffuses its traffic state measurement

to the adjacent nodes once it’s observed. Then, the adjacent nodes

receive and store traffic state from others into a message buffer of

itself. Next, each node will integrate its stored traffic messages via

an asynchronous graph convolution operation. We detail it below.

Diffusion Graph Construction. To model spatial dependency

between lanes’ traffic dynamics, we construct a traffic diffusion

graph G = (V,XV , E,XE ), where the graph nodes V = V repre-

sents a set of lanes, XV = X[𝑡−T+1:𝑡 ] denotes features of nodesV ,

E are a set of edges indicating proximity between nodes, and XE
are features in edges E. Specifically, we define proximity 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 ∈ E
between 𝑣𝑖 and 𝑣 𝑗 as:

𝑒𝑖 𝑗 =

{
1, if dist(𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 ) < 𝜖, 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗

0, if 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑤𝑖𝑠𝑒
, (2)

where dist(𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 ) denotes geographical distance [40] between node

𝑣𝑖 and 𝑣 𝑗 , 𝜖 is a threshold, and there is no self-loop for each node.We

also define some edge features 𝑥
𝑖 𝑗
𝑒 ∈ XE between nodes 𝑣𝑖 and 𝑣 𝑗 ,

including geographical distance and the direct reachability in the

lane-level road network. Note that it’s not limited to geographical

proximity and reachability, other graph construction approaches

can also be embraced.

Asynchronous Diffusion and Storage. Assume a traffic state

measurement 𝑥
𝑗
𝑛− of node 𝑣 𝑗 is observed at timestamp 𝑡𝑖𝑛− , then 𝑣

𝑗

will diffuse 𝑥
𝑗
𝑛− as a traffic message to its adjacent nodes 𝑣𝑖 ∈ N𝑗

in terms of edges E, which can be more formally denoted as:

AsynDiff

(
𝑣 𝑗

𝑥
𝑗
𝑛−−→ {𝑣𝑖 : ∀𝑣𝑖 ∈ N𝑗 }

)
. (3)

For each node 𝑣𝑖 ∈ N𝑗 , it receives the traffic message 𝑥
𝑗
𝑛− and then

stores it into its message buffer B𝑖 for later use:

Store

(
𝑥
𝑗
𝑛− −→ {B𝑖 : ∀𝑣𝑖 ∈ N𝑗 }

)
. (4)

Since the timestamps of traffic state measurements are misaligned

for different nodes, the traffic messages diffusion and storage pro-

cesses perform in an asynchronous way.

Asynchronous Graph Convolution. An immediate problem is

how to exploit traffic messages stored in the message buffer to

enhance each node’s spatial perception. We achieve this by enforc-

ing each node 𝑣𝑖 asynchronously integrates the traffic messages

in its message buffer B𝑖 via an asynchronous graph convolution

operation, which is performed once a traffic state measurement 𝑥𝑖𝑛
is observed in node 𝑣𝑖 .

Specifically, we first employ 𝑥𝑖𝑛 to query the message buffer B𝑖
for the proximity weights computation with each traffic message
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Figure 3: The framework overview of ASeer, which consists of three major components: Asynchronous Graph Diffusion

Network (AGDN), Transformable Time-aware Convolution Network (TTCN), and Semi-Autoregressive Prediction Network

(SAPN). The traffic states are first inputted to AGDN to obtain spatial representations, which are incorporated by TTCN to

acquire the spatiotemporal representations. After that, SAPN predicts the variable-length traffic state sequence based on the

spatiotemporal representations. Throughout the entire process, personalized time encoding is used to embed continuous time.

𝑥
𝑗
𝑛− ∈ B𝑖 via the following attention operation:

𝛼𝑛𝑛− =
exp(𝛽𝑛𝑛− )∑

𝑥
𝑗

𝑛′ ∈B
𝑖 exp(𝛽𝑛𝑛′ )

,

𝛽𝑛𝑛− = v⊤ tanh

(
W𝑎

[
𝑥𝑖𝑛 ⊕ 𝑥 𝑗𝑛− ⊕ 𝜙𝑖 (𝑡𝑖𝑛 − 𝑡 𝑗𝑛− ) ⊕ 𝑥

𝑖 𝑗
𝑒

] )
,

(5)

where ⊕ indicates concatenation operation, v and W𝑎 are learn-

able parameters, and 𝜙𝑖 (·) is a learnable time encoding function to

embed cycle-related patterns for each node that will be detailed in

the next section.

Once the proximity weights are obtained, we asynchronously

integrate node’s stored traffic messages received from neighbors via

an attentive graph convolution to obtain the spatial representation:

ℎ̃𝑖𝑛 = MLP

©«
∑︁

𝑥
𝑗
𝑛− ∈B𝑖

𝛼𝑛𝑛− ·
[
𝑥
𝑗
𝑛− ⊕ 𝜙𝑖 (𝑡𝑖𝑛 − 𝑡 𝑗𝑛− ) ⊕ 𝑥

𝑖 𝑗
𝑒

]ª®®¬ , (6)

where MLP represents a multi-layer perceptron. It’s noteworthy

that after each asynchronous graph convolution operation on B𝑖 ,
all the traffic messages in it will be cleared. It indicates that each

node only integrates adjacent traffic messages from its last traffic

measurement’s timestamp to the current measurement’s timestamp

𝑡𝑖𝑛 , which guarantees each message is utilized exactly once to avoid

redundant information and computation in asynchronous spatial

dependency modeling.

Define 𝑥𝑖
𝑇 𝑖 as the last observed traffic state measurement of

node 𝑣𝑖 during historical time window T . There could be some

messages received and stored in the message buffer B𝑖 after the
timestamp 𝑡𝑖

𝑇 𝑖 of this measurement. Thus, we perform a similar

asynchronous graph convolution operation for these remaining

messages by adding a virtual measurement 𝑥𝑖
𝑇 𝑖 at timestamp 𝑡𝑖

𝑇 𝑖

without traffic state values. The obtained spatial representation is

denoted as ℎ
𝑖

𝑇 𝑖 .

3.3 Irregular Temporal Dependency Modeling

Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) [16] is widely applied to typ-

ical traffic forecasting tasks for its both efficiency and effectiveness

in temporal dependency modeling [11, 15, 34, 36]. However, apply-

ing CNN to our task faces two problems. First, CNN fails to directly

process irregular traffic sequences with variable sequence lengths.

Second, CNN is incompetent to model temporal dependency in the

sequence with varying time intervals, as its filter parameters are

fixed and cannot adaptively adjust according to the varying time

intervals between successive data points.

To tackle the above problems, we propose a Transformable Time-

aware Convolution Network (TTCN) which learns a meta-filter to

derive the time-aware convolution filter with transformable filter

size so that enables to efficiently model temporal dependency in the

irregular traffic state sequence, and further devise a personalized

time encoding function to embed the unique cycle-related patterns

for each node. Specifically, given the historical time window T
before 𝑡 , for each node 𝑣𝑖 , we first concatenate the traffic state

measurement 𝑥𝑖𝑛 during T with the corresponding spatial repre-

sentation ℎ̃𝑖𝑛 and the encoding of time intervals 𝜙𝑖 (𝑡𝑖
𝑇 𝑖 − 𝑡𝑖𝑛) from

timestamp 𝑡𝑖𝑛 to timestamp 𝑡𝑖
𝑇 𝑖 of the last traffic state measurement:

𝑧𝑖𝑛 =

[
𝑥𝑖𝑛 ⊕ ℎ̃𝑖𝑛 ⊕ 𝜙𝑖 (𝑡𝑖

𝑇 𝑖 − 𝑡𝑖𝑛)
]
. (7)

3.3.1 Personalized Time Encoding. The desired time encoding

should not only indicate the absolute time interval but also imply
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the unique cycle-related patterns of traffic dynamics in different

nodes. For example, a time interval may signify a distinct number

of traffic signal cycles for different intersections, which is important

for temporal dependency modeling, especially when the time inter-

val spans multiple missing traffic states. Inspired by the positional

encoding in transformer [30], we introduce a personalized time

encoding by adopting a learnable trigonometric function to embed

the time interval Δ𝑡 for each node:

𝜙𝑖𝑝 (Δ𝑡) [𝑠] =


Δ𝑡, if 𝑠 = 0

sin(𝜔𝑖
𝑘
Δ𝑡), if 𝑠 = 2𝑘 + 1

cos(𝜔𝑖
𝑘
Δ𝑡), if 𝑠 = 2𝑘 + 2

, (8)

where the above equation denotes 𝑠-th element of the time encoding

𝜙𝑖𝑝 (Δ𝑡) ∈ R𝑑𝜙+1, and 𝜔𝑖· are learnable parameters to indicate the

cyclical characteristics of this function. Each node has an individual

time encoding function with separate parameters so that can learn

its unique cycle-related patterns.

Due to the data missing problem, some nodes may have too

sparse measurement data to learn a satisfactory unique time encod-

ing function. Hence, we also jointly learn a generic time encoding

𝜙𝑔 (Δ𝑡), which has a similar function expression to Eq. (8) but is

shared by all nodes. Then, we introduce a learnable weight 𝜆𝑖 for

each node to adaptively integrate the above two time encoding:

𝜙𝑖 (Δ𝑡) = (1 − exp(−𝜆2𝑖 )) · 𝜙
𝑖
𝑝 (Δ𝑡) + exp(−𝜆2𝑖 ) · 𝜙𝑔 (Δ𝑡) . (9)

𝜆𝑖 is initialized to be close to zero so that the nodes with limited or

even no available data can weigh more on generic time encoding.

3.3.2 Transformable Time-aware Convolution Network. In
this section, we assume all the following operations are performed

on node 𝑣𝑖 , thus we omit the superscript 𝑖 to ease the presenta-

tion. We first define 𝑍𝑡−T+1:𝑡 = {𝑧1, · · · , 𝑧𝑇 } and𝑇 as the sequence

length of 𝑍𝑡−T+1:𝑡 . Then we leverage a meta-filter to derive the

time-aware convolution filter with dynamic parameters and trans-

formable filter size 𝑇 based on sequence inputs, formulated as:

f𝑑 = [Norm (F𝑑 (𝑧1)) , · · · ,Norm (F𝑑 (𝑧𝑇 ))] ,

Norm (F𝑑 (𝑧𝑛)) =
exp(F𝑑 (𝑧𝑛))∑

𝑧𝑛′ ∈𝑍𝑡−T+1:𝑡 exp(F𝑑 (𝑧𝑛′ ))
,

(10)

where f𝑑 ∈ R𝑇×𝐷𝑖𝑛
is the derived filter for 𝑑-th feature map, and F𝑑

denotes the meta-filter that can be instantiated by learnable neural

networks. We normalize the derived filter parameters along the

temporal dimension to ensure consistent scaling of the convolution

results for variable-length sequences.

With 𝐷 filters derived according to Eq. (10), we obtain the traf-

fic sequence representation ℎ𝑇 ∈ R𝐷 via the following temporal

convolution operation:

ℎ𝑇 = [𝑍𝑡−T+1:𝑡 ★ f1, · · · , 𝑍𝑡−T+1:𝑡 ★ f𝐷 ] ,

𝑍𝑡−T+1:𝑡 ★ f𝑑 =

𝑇∑︁
𝑛=1

f𝑑 [𝑛]⊤𝑍𝑡−T+1:𝑡 [𝑛],
(11)

where ★ denotes the convolution operation. Then we attain the

overall spatiotemporal representation for each node via the follow-

ing representations integration:

H𝑇 = ℎ𝑇 + ℎ𝑇 . (12)

Compared to CNN, TTCN has several advantages in modeling

sequence’s temporal dependency with irregular time intervals. First,

the derived filter is transformable according to sequence length,

which enables it to adaptively process variable-length sequences.

Moreover, it can derive tailored parameterized filters for sequences

with varying time intervals or other characteristics. It is worth

noting that as the learnable parameters of meta-filter are indepen-

dent of sequence length, TTCN is allowed to directly model the

long-term temporal dependency through an arbitrarily large-size

convolution filter without increasing any filter parameters.

3.4 Traffic State Sequence Prediction

Our goal is to predict the complete traffic state sequences, including

a sequence of traffic signal cycle lengths and the corresponding

traffic flows, for all nodes in a future time window. However, the

sequences to be predicted have variable lengths in terms of the dif-

ferences in intersections, time windows, or prediction algorithms,

and the sequence lengths cannot be known in advance. An autore-

gressive prediction model iteratively predicts the next step’s value

based on previously predicted values, which seems feasible for the

variable-length sequence prediction. However, the requirements

for long sequence prediction can lead to severe error accumula-

tion and poor prediction efficiency issues in the autoregressive

approaches [22, 23].

To tackle the above problems, we design a Semi-Autoregressive

Prediction Network (SAPN) to predict the traffic state sequence.

SAPN consists of a state evolution unit to evolve each node’s traf-

fic hidden state with the elapsed time and a semi-autoregressive

predictor to predict a sequence of consecutive traffic states in each

prediction step. SAPN iteratively predicts sub-sequences until the

complete sequence meets the requirements of the task, which not

only enables variable-length sequence prediction in an efficient way

but also mitigates the error accumulation issue for long sequence

prediction. Since prediction processes are the same for all nodes,

we omit the superscript 𝑖 to ease the presentation as well.

To be specific, we employ the spatiotemporal representationH𝑇
acquired from AGDN and TTCN as the initial traffic hidden state.

In each prediction step, a semi-autoregressive predictor predicts

a sequence of consecutive traffic states based on the evolutionary

and initial traffic hidden states, as well as the predicted elapsed

time encoding, formulated as:

𝑥𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 = SAP

( [
Ĥ𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1 ⊕ H𝑇 ⊕ 𝜙 ( ˆ𝛿𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1)

] )
,[

𝑝𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 , 𝑢𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉
]
= 𝑥𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 ,

(13)

where 𝜉 is the prediction step size,𝑚 ≥ 0 denotes𝑚-th prediction

step, 𝑝𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 and 𝑢𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 respectively repre-

sents a sequence of consecutive cycle lengths and unit time traffic

flows from index𝑇 +𝑚𝜉 + 1 to𝑇 + (𝑚 + 1)𝜉 , and ˆ𝛿𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1 indicates
the elapsed time over the timestamp 𝑡𝑇 of sequence’s last observed

measurement.
ˆ𝛿𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1 is initialized to 1when𝑚 = 0, and iteratively

updates based on the accumulation of predicted cycle lengths:

ˆ𝛿𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉+1 = ˆ𝛿𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1 +
𝜉∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑝𝑇+𝑚𝜉+𝑘 . (14)
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Since the underlying traffic state is actually dynamically evolving

with passage of time, we introduce a state evolution unit to learn

to evolve each node’s traffic hidden state with the elapsed time:

Ĥ𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1 = SEU

(
Ĥ𝑇+(𝑚−1)𝜉+1, 𝜙 (�̂�𝑇+(𝑚−1)𝜉+1)

)
, (15)

where �̂�𝑇+(𝑚−1)𝜉+1 = 1 and Ĥ𝑇+(𝑚−1)𝜉+1 = H𝑇 if𝑚 = 0, other-

wise �̂�𝑇+(𝑚−1)𝜉+1 =
∑𝜉

𝑘=1
𝑝𝑇+(𝑚−1)𝜉+𝑘 . Next, we can obtain the

corresponding traffic flows of predicted traffic signal cycles by mul-

tiplying the predicted unit time traffic flows with cycle lengths:

ˆ𝑓𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 = 𝑢𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 ⊙ 𝑝𝑇+𝑚𝜉+1:𝑇+(𝑚+1)𝜉 , (16)

where ⊙ denotes Hadamard product. By iteratively performing

the above prediction step until the predicted sequence covers the

required time window, we can derive the variable-length traffic

state sequence we expect.

Compared to autoregressivemodels, our SAPNpredicts a variable-

length sequence with fewer prediction steps, which improves pre-

diction efficiency and may reduce the risks of causing prediction

error accumulation. It’s not hard to see that both the autoregressive

and non-autoregressive prediction models can be regarded as a

special case of semi-autoregressive model when the prediction step

size is set to one or the length of sequence. Thus, our SAPN can also

be considered as incorporating both strengths of autoregressive and

non-autoregressive prediction models to predict variable-length

sequences. In the implementation, we instantiate SAP via MLP and

SEU via Gated Recurrent Unit [7].

3.5 Model Training

Due to the data missing problem, we design three masked losses

to train our model. The first loss is introduced to optimize the

traffic signal cycle length forecasting via the maskedMean Absolute

Error (MAE):

L𝑝 =
1

𝑁 × 𝐿𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐿𝑖∑︁
𝑙=1

���𝑝𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 − 𝑝

𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙

��� × 𝜁 𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 , (17)

where 𝑇 𝑖 is the length of the historical measurement sequence of

node 𝑣𝑖 and 𝐿𝑖 is the length of the ground truth traffic state sequence

of 𝑣𝑖 . 𝜁 𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 is a mask item, which equals zero if the ground truth

value 𝑝𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 is missing, otherwise it equals one, and 𝐿𝑖

1
denotes the

number of nonzero mask items for each node.

To further mitigate the error accumulation in traffic signal cycle

lengths prediction, we additionally introduce a timing loss to im-

prove the accuracy of the predicted elapsed time accumulated by

cycle lengths:

L𝛿 =
1

𝑁 × 𝐿𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐿𝑖∑︁
𝑙=1

��� ˆ𝛿𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 − 𝛿

𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙

��� × 𝜁 𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 . (18)

Similarly, we introduce a masked MAE loss to optimize the cor-

responding traffic flow prediction for each traffic signal cycle:

L𝑓 =
1

𝑁 × 𝐿𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐿𝑖∑︁
𝑙=1

���𝑢𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 × 𝑝

𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 − 𝑓

𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙

��� × 𝜁 𝑖
𝑇 𝑖+𝑙 . (19)

Since traffic flow prediction is also based on cycle lengths, to avoid

disturbance from the error of predicted cycle lengths, we use the

ground truth cycle lengths to calculate the corresponding traffic

flows in the training phase.

Consequently, ASeer aims to jointly minimize an overall objec-

tive that combines the above three masked losses:

L = L𝑝 + L𝛿 + L𝑓 . (20)

3.6 Complexity Analysis

In this section, we analyze the time complexity of ASeer. Given the

historical and predicted time windows, we let𝑇 𝑖 , 𝑀𝑖 ,N𝑖 denote the
number of historical traffic state measurements, total prediction

steps, and neighbors of node 𝑣𝑖 , denote 𝑁 as the number of nodes,

𝜉 as prediction step size, and let 𝑑 denote the dimensions for all

feature representation vectors to ease the presentation.

The time complexity of AGDN module is mainly determined

by processing all the traffic messages stored in the buffers. Each

node diffuses its traffic state measurements to its neighbors, and

the nodes would clear their buffers after performing asynchronous

graph convolution on the stored traffic messages (i.e., a message

would be computed only once), thus each node 𝑣𝑖 would lead to

𝑇 𝑖N𝑖 messages for computation. Therefore, the time complexity of

AGDN module would be 𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑖=1𝑇

𝑖N𝑖𝑑2).
For the TTCN module, the time complexity is mainly from gen-

erating time-aware convolution filters, where a 𝑇 𝑖 × 𝑑 dimensional

filter incurs a cost of𝑂 (𝑇 𝑖𝑑2). We generate 𝑑 filters, thus we obtain

the time complexity for TTCN module as 𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑖=1𝑇

𝑖𝑑3).
For the SAPN module, as each prediction step incurs a cost of

𝑂 (𝑑2 +𝑑𝜉), the time complexity of𝑀𝑖
prediction steps for all nodes

would be 𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑖=1𝑀

𝑖 (𝑑2 + 𝑑𝜉)).
The time complexity of generating personalized time encoding

for a continuous time is 𝑂 (𝑑), which is a lower-order term when

considering the time complexity of each module, and thus can be

neglected. Hence, we deduce the overall time complexity of ASeer:

𝑂

(
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

(
𝑇 𝑖𝑑2 (N𝑖 + 𝑑) +𝑀𝑖 (𝑑2 + 𝑑𝜉)

))
. (21)

Fortunately, the time complexity can be further reduced in prac-

tical real-time traffic forecasting applications. This is attributed to

our model’s character that the spatial representations acquired from

AGDN can be asynchronously computed once the corresponding

historical traffic measurements are observed. Assuming a traffic

forecasting request is occurring at timestamp 𝑡 , almost all spatial

representations during the historical time window T have been

obtained. We only need to re-compute the spatial representations

ℎ̃𝑖
1
and ℎ

𝑖

𝑇 𝑖 for the first chronological measurement and the remain-

ing messages, inducing a time complexity 𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑖=1 ( |B𝑖1 | + |B𝑖𝑟 |)𝑑2),

where |B𝑖
1
| and |B𝑖𝑟 | denotes the number of stored messages for the

computation of ℎ̃𝑖
1
and ℎ

𝑖

𝑇 𝑖 . Moreover, if we restrict to selecting a

maximum of 𝐾 messages (e.g., the latest 𝐾 messages) from these

two buffers for computation, the time complexity can be further op-

timized to𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑖=1 (Min( |B𝑖

1
|, 𝐾) +Min( |B𝑖𝑟 |, 𝐾))𝑑2). Consequently,

the practical time complexity of ASeer is reduced to:

𝑂

(
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

((
Min( |B𝑖

1
|, 𝐾) +Min( |B𝑖𝑟 |, 𝐾)

)
𝑑2 +𝑇 𝑖𝑑3 +𝑀𝑖 (𝑑2 + 𝑑𝜉)

))
.

(22)
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Table 1: Statistics of datasets.

Description Zhuzhou Baoding

# of measurements 19,824,504 13,093,975

# of sensors 620 264

Time range 2022/07/20-2022/10/02 2021/12/01-2022/02/25

Missing period ratio 44.2% 27.2%

Average / maximal

ground truth sequence

length to be predicted

57 / 213 64 / 155

(a) Zhuzhou. (b) Baoding.

Figure 4: Overall distributions of traffic signal cycle lengths.

We verify the efficiency of ASeer and its components in Section 4.8.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 Data Description and Analysis

4.1.1 Datasets Description. We conduct experiments on two

real-world datasets, Zhuzhou and Baoding, which represent two

major pilot cities of ITSCS and autonomous driving in China. Both

datasets consist of a set of entrance lanes connecting to multiple

intelligent intersections and large-scale traffic state measurements

of lanes collected by the installed camera sensors. The statistics of

the datasets are summarized in Table 1. Specifically, there are total

19,824,504 and 13,093,975 traffic state measurements on Zhuzhou

and Baoding, and the missing period ratios of the two datasets are

44.2% and 27.2%, respectively. Each measurement includes infor-

mation about the beginning and end timestamps and cycle length

of the traffic signal cycle, as well as the lane’s traffic flow during

the signal cycle. Besides, Zhuzhou has 620 lanes with sensors and

ranges from July 20, 2022 to October 2, 2022. Baoding has 264

lanes with sensors and ranges from December 1, 2021 to February

25, 2022. The average, maximal ground truth sequence length to

be predicted for the future one hour is 57, 213 on Zhuzhou, and

64, 155 on Baoding. For both datasets, we aim to use the traffic

state measurements in a fixed time window to predict the next time

window. Thus, we take the data from the first 60% of the entire time

slot as the training set, the following 20% for validation, and the

remaining 20% as the test set. We calculate spherical distance as

geographical distance and obtain reachability between lanes based

on the lane-level road network.

4.1.2 Analysis on Datasets. The overall distributions of traffic

signal cycle lengths on two datasets are depicted in Figure 4, where

we can observe the cycle lengths can significantly vary from around

(a) Cycle lengths on Zhuzhou. (b) Cycle lengths on Baoding.

(c) Traffic flows on Zhuzhou. (d) Traffic flows on Baoding.

Figure 5: Temporal distributions of traffic signal cycle lengths

and traffic flows across time. ’+’ denotes mean of the box plot.

(a) Distributions of traffic flows across dif-

ferent cycle lengths on Zhuzhou.

(b) Distributions of traffic flows across dif-

ferent cycle lengths on Baoding.

(c) Distributions of cycle lengths across dis-

tinct traffic flows on Zhuzhou.

(d) Distributions of cycle lengths across dis-

tinct traffic flows on Baoding.

Figure 6: Correlations between traffic flow and traffic signal

cycle length. ’+’ denotes mean of the box plot.

40 to 200 seconds on both datasets, and Baoding has a denser cycle

length distribution than Zhuzhou.

Besides, Figure 5 illustrates temporal distributions of traffic sig-

nal cycle lengths and traffic flows across different hours on both

datasets. We can observe cycle length and traffic flow consistently

exhibit higher values during the daytime periods compared to
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Camera
sensor

(a) Spatial distribution of camera sensors installed in lanes

entering intelligent intersections.

(b) Spatial distribution of sensors’ average traffic flows.

Brighter colors represent larger values.

(c) Spatial distribution of sensors’ average cycle lengths.

Brighter colors represent larger values.

Figure 7: Spatial distributions of camera sensors and corresponding average traffic flows and cycle lengths on Zhuzhou.

overnight periods. Moreover, they display similar peak patterns

during the morning and evening rush hours and tend to vary in a

positively correlated manner.

To further investigate the correlations between these two traffic

states, we illustrate the variations in traffic flow distributions across

different cycle lengths and vice versa in Figure 6. As can be seen in

Figure 6(a) and Figure 6(b), traffic flow maintains an upward trend

at first along with the increase of cycle length. A similar positive

correlation can also be observed in Figure 6(c) and Figure 6(d), which

display the variations in cycle length distributions across distinct

traffic flows. However, we notice that with a further increase in

cycle length, traffic flow tends to decrease. A similar situation is also

shown in Figure 6(c). This can be attributed to the fact that although

a positive correlation is expected between traffic flow and cycle

length for the same lane, the lanes with the longest cycle lengths

may not necessarily correspond to the highest traffic flows due

to different traffic conditions and signal control strategies among

these lanes, and vice versa.

Additionally, Figure 7 displays the spatial distributions [39] of

camera sensors and corresponding average traffic flows and cycle

lengths on Zhuzhou as a representative. It can be noticed that

both traffic flows and cycle lengths exhibit remarked geographical

proximity, indicating that neighboring sensors tend to have similar

traffic states. This finding provides partial justification for the effec-

tiveness of the spatial dependency modeling component, AGDN, in

the irregular traffic forecasting task.

4.2 Implementation Details

All experiments are performed on a Linux server with 20-core

Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6148 CPU@ 2.40GHz and NVIDIA Tesla V100

GPU. We set both historical and predicted time window lengths

T and 𝜏 to one hour, and choose distance threshold 𝜖 = 1km

and prediction step size 𝜉 = 12. We adopt three layers MLPs for

asynchronous graph convolution, semi-autoregressive predictor,

and meta-filters. The dimension for time encoding is set to 𝑑𝜙 =

16, and dimensions for convolution filters, state evolution unit,

and hidden layers of the above MLPs are all set to 64. To reduce

parameter magnitude, in the implementation, we individualize the

last layer’s parameters but share the other parameters of MLP for

meta-filters. We employ Adam optimizer to train our model, set

learning rate to 0.001. ASeer and all learnable baselines are trained

with an early stop criterion if the loss doesn’t decrease lower on

the validation set over 10 epochs.

4.3 Evaluation Metrics

We define six metrics to comprehensively evaluate the forecasting

performance of algorithms. To evaluate the accuracy of predicted

traffic signal cycle lengths, we quantify the predicted errors of

both the beginning timestamps and cycle lengths via masked Mean

Absolute Error (MAE), Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE), and Mean

Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE):

C-MAE =
1

2 × 𝑁 × 𝐾𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐾𝑖∑︁
𝑘=1

(
| ˆ𝑏𝑖
𝑘
− 𝑏𝑖

𝑘
| + |𝑝𝑖

𝑘
− 𝑝𝑖

𝑘
|
)
× 𝜁 𝑖

𝑘
,

C-RMSE =

√√√√
1

2 × 𝑁 × 𝐾𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐾𝑖∑︁
𝑘=1

(
( ˆ𝑏𝑖
𝑘
− 𝑏𝑖

𝑘
)2 + (𝑝𝑖

𝑘
− 𝑝𝑖

𝑘
)2

)
× 𝜁 𝑖

𝑘
,

C-MAPE =
100%

2 × 𝑁 × 𝐾𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐾𝑖∑︁
𝑘=1

(
| ˆ𝑏𝑖
𝑘
− 𝑏𝑖

𝑘
|

𝛿𝑖
𝑘

+
|𝑝𝑖
𝑘
− 𝑝𝑖

𝑘
|

𝑝𝑖
𝑘

)
× 𝜁 𝑖

𝑘
.

(23)

where 𝐾𝑖 denotes the number of ground truth traffic states of each

lane for evaluation, 𝐾𝑖
1
is the number of observed measurements.

Since traffic flows depend on the corresponding traffic signal

cycles, it’s incomparable between the predicted and ground truth

traffic flows if they are misaligned in signal cycles. Thus, we intro-

duce two types of metrics to evaluate the prediction accuracy of

traffic flows from multiple aspects. First, we assume all the traffic

signal cycle lengths can be accurately predicted and use the ground

truth cycle lengths for calculation, then we can directly compare the

predicted and ground truth traffic flows via the following masked

MAE and RMSE metrics:

F-MAE =
1

𝑁 × 𝐾𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐾𝑖∑︁
𝑘=1

��� ˆ𝑓 𝑖
𝑘
− 𝑓 𝑖

𝑘

��� × 𝜁 𝑖𝑘 ,
F-RMSE =

√√√√
1

𝑁 × 𝐾𝑖
1

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐾𝑖∑︁
𝑘=1

(
ˆ𝑓 𝑖
𝑘
− 𝑓 𝑖

𝑘

)
2

× 𝜁 𝑖
𝑘
.

(24)

Second, without the above assumption for cycle lengths, by comput-

ing traffic flow density at any timestamp, we calculate the masked

Accumulative Absolute Error (AAE) between predicted and ground

truth traffic flow density at identical timestamps:

F-AAE =
1

Z

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

∑︁
𝑡

��𝜌𝑖𝑡 − 𝜌𝑖𝑡 �� × 𝜂𝑖𝑡 , (25)
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Table 2: Overall performance evaluated by C-MAE, C-RMSE, C-MAPE, F-MAE, F-RMSE, and F-AAE on Zhuzhou and Baoding.

The best-performing results are highlighted in bold.

Algorithm

Zhuzhou Baoding

C-MAE C-RMSE C-MAPE F-MAE F-RMSE F-AAE C-MAE C-RMSE C-MAPE F-MAE F-RMSE F-AAE

LAST 50.5386 135.2616 5.54% 1.6669 3.0995 0.9192 42.8037 106.6547 4.79% 1.7521 2.8031 0.9557

HA 52.1532 135.3569 5.76% 1.4502 2.6567 0.7998 49.7496 114.8265 5.53% 1.5449 2.4594 0.8427

TCN 43.7838 110.1670 5.01% 1.3950 2.5824 0.7818 35.8318 95.7333 4.18% 1.3815 2.2060 0.7635

GRU 40.6209 99.8693 4.82% 1.3623 2.5553 0.7524 30.4621 83.4349 3.82% 1.3576 2.1655 0.7423

GRU-D 37.8531 84.6255 5.23% 1.3486 2.5333 0.7449 28.9117 82.5226 3.67% 1.3611 2.1735 0.7456

T-LSTM 39.1882 87.3458 5.38% 1.3641 2.5494 0.7539 29.0845 82.5219 3.76% 1.3673 2.1887 0.7475

DCRNN 38.5976 90.3190 4.36% 1.3318 2.4438 0.7348 31.0564 76.3693 3.86% 1.3681 2.1601 0.7467

GWNet 38.9913 106.6415 4.52% 1.3834 2.7915 0.7618 26.4988 84.3211 3.05% 1.3925 2.2482 0.7903

mTADN 37.5762 86.3045 3.93% 1.3563 2.5282 0.7498 27.2703 78.1066 2.86% 1.3575 2.1641 0.7487

ASeer 32.5803 72.1835 4.10% 1.2913 2.3864 0.7151 19.1188 54.4919 2.80% 1.3062 2.0827 0.7219

where 𝜌𝑖𝑡 = ˆ𝑓 𝑖
𝑘
/𝑝𝑖

𝑘
, 𝑡 ∈ [ ˆ𝑏𝑖

𝑘
, 𝑡𝑖
𝑘
] and 𝜌𝑖𝑡 = 𝑓 𝑖

𝑘
/𝑝𝑖
𝑘
, 𝑡 ∈ [𝑏𝑖

𝑘
, 𝑡𝑖
𝑘
] are

the predicted and ground truth traffic flow densities of lane 𝑣𝑖 at

timestamp 𝑡 , respectively. 𝜂𝑖𝑡 is the mask term at 𝑡 , which equals

one if 𝜌𝑖𝑡 can be obtained from observed measurement, and zero

otherwise. In our experiments, the timestamp is in seconds, and we

use a normalization term Z to obtain the average result in minutes.

4.4 Baselines

We compare our approach with the following nine baselines. For

fair comparison, all learnable baseline models are set to predict

the unit time traffic flows like ASeer. In addition, except for au-

toregressive models (i.e., GRU, GRU-D, T-LSTM, DCRNN), other

baselines conduct prediction in a semi-autoregressive way with

the same prediction step size as ASeer for better performance. We

carefully tuned major hyper-parameters of each baseline based on

their recommended settings for better performance on our datasets.

• LAST predicts future traffic states using each lane’s last

historical traffic state measurement.

• HA predicts future traffic states using the average of each

lane’s historical traffic state measurements.

• TCN [3] is the temporal convolutional network consist-

ing of causal and dilated convolutions. We apply it to our

datasets by padding or intercepting all the sequences to a

fixed length. We stack 6 temporal convolution layers with

filter size of 3.

• GRU [7] is a powerful variant of recurrent neural networks

with a gated recurrent unit.

• GRU-D [5] improves GRU with a time-aware decay mech-

anism for irregular time series classification. We modify it

to predict traffic states using a GRU-based decoder.

• T-LSTM [4] is a time-aware Long-Short TermMemory (LSTM)

model with memory decomposition for irregular time series

classification. We modify it to predict traffic states using a

LSTM-based decoder.

• DCRNN [18] is a representative approach based on GNNS

and RNNs for typical traffic forecasting tasks, which re-

places the matrix multiplications in GRU with a graph con-

volution operation. The used graph structure is the same as

ASeer, and the diffusion step is set to 1. To apply DCRNN

to our problem, we pad the input traffic sequences of all

nodes to the same length.

• GWNet [34] is a representative approach based on GNNs

and CNNs for typical traffic forecasting. It stacks multiple

spatial-temporal blocks that are constructed by the graph

convolution layer and gated TCN layer, where the graph

convolution is performed on the combination of pre-defined

and self-learned adjacency matrix. The pre-defined graph

structure is the same as ASeer. We stack 3 blocks with 4

convolution layers, and set convolution filter size to 3. It

adopts the same padding strategy with DCRNN.

• mTAND [28] is a state-of-the-art transformer-based ap-

proach for irregularly sampled multivariate time series clas-

sification and interpolation tasks. It adopts multi-time at-

tention with time embedding to produce a fixed-length rep-

resentation of a variable-length time series. The reference

point number is set to 64.

4.5 Overall Performance

Table 2 reports the overall performance of ASeer and all com-

pared baselines on two datasets w.r.t. six metrics. As can be seen,

ASeer achieves the best overall performance among all the com-

pared approaches on two datasets, which demonstrates our model’s

superiority in irregular traffic forecasting task. Besides, we have

several observations. Firstly, all learnable approaches outperform

the statistical approaches (i.e., LAST, HA), which validates that

the data-driven approaches to learn complex non-linear interac-

tions within traffic data is helpful for our task. Secondly, we find

CNN-based baselines TCN and GWNet do not achieve a desired

performance for the reason that typical CNN applies the same

parameterized filters to process sequences with different time in-

tervals, which is incompetent to model the temporal dependency

in such irregular sequences. Thirdly, we observe ASeer obtains

a superior overall performance than approaches (i.e., GRU-D, T-
LSTM, and mTAND) for irregular time series, as these approaches

fail to model spatial dependencies within traffic data. From these

approaches, we notice mTAND has a slight advantage in C-MAPE

than ASeer on Zhuzhou. This is probably because mTAND as a

powerful approach for interpolation task performs well in the short-

term future cycles’ beginning times prediction. However, ASeer

significantly outperforms mTAND in the other metrics. Lastly, we

observe a notable performance improvement by comparing ASeer

with GNNs-based approaches (i.e., DCRNN and GWNet) for typical
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(a) C-MAE. (b) C-RMSE.

(c) C-MAPE. (d) F-MAE.

(e) F-RMSE. (f) F-AAE.

Figure 8: Results of ablation study. "Z" and "B" denote

Zhuzhou and Baoding, respectively.

traffic forecasting. The improvement can be majorly attributed to

that ASeer enables to model asynchronous spatial dependency and

irregular temporal dependency in our task.

4.6 Ablation Study

We evaluate the performance of ASeer and its four variants on

both Zhuzhou and Baoding in all six metrics. (1) w/o AGDN re-

moves the AGDN module; (2) w/o TTCN replaces TTCN with a

1D CNN, whose filter size is set to the maximal sequence length

in the dataset; (3) w/o PTE removes personalized time encoding;

(4) w/o SAPN replaces SAPN with an autoregressive MLP predic-

tor. The results of ablation study are shown in Figure 8, As can be

seen, removing any component causes notable overall performance

degradation compared to ASeer, which demonstrates the effective-

ness of each component. From these results, we observew/o TTCN

almost results in significant performance descent for all metrics on

both datasets, which verifies the effectiveness of TTCN to improve

typical CNN to model the temporal dependency within irregular

traffic sequences. In addition, w/o AGDN causes a remarkable ac-

curacy decline for all the metrics w.r.t. traffic flow, which validates

the effect of AGDN on modeling asynchronous spatial dependency

of traffic dynamics. We also observe w/o AGDN causes a more

obvious accuracy decline on Baoding than Zhuzhou for three
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Figure 9: Effect of different prediction step sizes.

metrics w.r.t. cycle lengths. This is probably because the distribu-

tion of cycle lengths in Baoding is denser, AGDN’s smoothness

induces a more precise prediction. Moreover, we notice that w/o

PTE leads to a consistent performance reduction for all metrics on

both datasets, which demonstrates that a well-learned personalized

time encoding function to embed continuous time for each lane

can facilitate the prediction of both cycle lengths and traffic flows.

Finally, by comparing ASeer with w/o SAPN, we observe a more

obvious performance degradation on Baoding for metrics w.r.t.
cycle lengths, which is probably because the sequence is longer on

Baoding, an autoregressive model causes a severe error accumula-

tion problem on cycle length prediction. w/o SAPN also shows a

consistent performance descent for three metrics w.r.t. traffic flow,

which confirms that SAPN indeed improves the long cycle length

and traffic flow sequence prediction performance.

4.7 Parameter Sensitivity

We conduct experiments for two important hyper-parameters, i.e.,
the prediction step size 𝜉 and dimension of all hidden layers, on

both Zhuzhou and Baoding to study the sensitivity of these hyper-

parameters. We report experimental results on metrics C-MAE,

F-MAE, and F-AAE to evaluate the model’s prediction performance

on both cycle lengths and traffic flows.

Figure 9 shows the results of varying the prediction step size 𝜉

from 1 to 48. As can be seen, there is a notable overall prediction

performance improvement by increasing 𝜉 from 1 (autoregressive

model) to 12 (semi-autoregressive model), which demonstrates the

effectiveness of SAPN to mitigate error accumulation problem in

the autoregressive prediction model. However, we also observe a

performance degradation when the prediction step size is too large.

This is probably because a too-large prediction step size may result

in under-training for SAPN to make predictions based on different

elapsed times.

We vary the dimension ofmodel’s all hidden layers from 16 to 256.

The results are shown in Figure 10. We can observe a remarkable

prediction performance improvement by increasing the hidden

dimension from 16 to 32, and the performance is continuously

improving and achieves the best when the dimension is set to

128. However, a larger hidden dimension also takes more expensive

computational overhead. Thus, we have to balance the performance

and computation cost for the selection of model’s hidden dimension.

4.8 Prediction Efficiency Analysis

We conduct experiments to test the prediction efficiency of different

models. To ensure a fair comparison, we eliminate the influence

of different models on the prediction lengths by standardizing the



Irregular Traffic Time Series Forecasting Based on Asynchronous Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolutional Network

16 32 64 128 256
Hidden dimension

10

20

30

40

50

C-
M

AE

ZHUZHOU
BAODING

(a) C-MAE.

16 32 64 128 256
Hidden dimension

1.27

1.30

1.33

1.36

F-
M

AE

ZHUZHOU
BAODING

(b) F-MAE.

16 32 64 128 256
Hidden dimension

0.70

0.72

0.74

0.76

F-
AA

E

ZHUZHOU
BAODING

(c) F-AAE.

Figure 10: Effect of different hidden dimensions.
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Figure 11: Prediction latency of SAPN with different predic-

tion step sizes.
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Figure 12: Efficiency of different modules in temporal mod-

eling.

prediction process. This involves allowing all models to predict the

maximum lengths of the corresponding ground truth sequences.

4.8.1 Efficiency of SAPN. To evaluate the effect of SAPN on

prediction efficiency, we conduct experiments on both Zhuzhou

and Baoding to specifically test SAPN’s average prediction latency

based on different prediction step sizes 𝜉 from 1 to 48. We report

the respective results of predicting future 1, 4, and 24 hours traffic

states in Figure 11. As can be seen, the prediction latency is notably

reduced by comparing semi-autoregressive models (𝜉 > 1) with

autoregressive model (𝜉 = 1) due to the reduction of total prediction

steps. The magnitude of latency reduction even approaches the pre-

diction step size when we predict longer sequences or the step size

is not too large, which demonstrates the significant effectiveness

of SAPN to improve prediction efficiency. We also observe with

the prediction step size increasing, the prediction latency is con-

sistently reduced, and with the predicted hours rising, the model

can have a significantly higher prediction efficiency by setting a

larger prediction step size. This observation indicates that we can

choose a larger prediction step size with the predicted sequence

length increasing for higher prediction efficiency.
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Figure 13: Efficiency comparison between different models.

4.8.2 Efficiency of TTCN. To study TTCN’s efficiency, we re-

place TTCN with several commonly used modules in temporal

modeling, i.e., CNN, GRU, and Transformer, and test their run-

ning time costs. As illustrated in Figure 12, TTCN achieves more

than 40% and 33% faster results than GRU and transformer, re-

spectively, on both datasets. Furthermore, to our surprise, TTCN

exhibits even faster than CNN. This is probably because TTCN can

directly handle variable-length sequences with transformable filter

sizes, while CNN is limited to processing fixed-length sequences

via padding or clipping, thus it may cost additional time to process

longer sequences beyond their original lengths. All the observations

demonstrate the efficiency of TTCN.

4.8.3 EfficiencyComparison. Figure 13 displays the comparison

of average prediction latency between ASeer and other state-of-

the-art baseline models, where GRU-D, T-LSTM, and DCRNN are

autoregressive models. To enable GWNet and mTAND to predict

the variable-length sequence, we let them perform in an autoregres-

sive way. We can observe ASeer (87.9ms, 47.7ms with 𝜉 = 12) is

markedly more efficient than the other graph-based baselines, i.e.,
DCRNN (171.1ms, 214.9ms) and GWNet (1441.4ms, 1131.4ms) on

both Zhuzhou and Baoding. Moreover, by restricting the usage of

buffer messages 𝐾 = 10 in Eq. (22), ASeer* can achieve the fastest

prediction latency (20.6ms, 15.9ms) compared to all these state-

of-the-art models without losing too much prediction accuracy

(in Table 3). The results verify our model’s efficiency in practical

real-time traffic forecasting applications. The efficiency of ASeer is

mainly attributed to three reasons: (1) SAPN is much more efficient

than a fully autoregressive model; (2) TTCN can be efficiently com-

puted in parallel like CNN; and (3) AGDN enables pre-computation

of spatial representations in advance, allowing them to be readily

available for responding to real-time traffic forecasting requests.

5 RELATEDWORK

5.1 Traffic Forecasting

Recently years, deep learning models have dominated the traf-

fic forecasting tasks for their extraordinary capability in model-

ing the complex spatio-temporal characteristics of traffic data [2,

9, 11, 15, 18, 27, 34–37, 42]. In spatial modeling, a part of stud-

ies [35, 37] first partition a city into a grid-based region map, then

utilize Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) to capture spatial

dependencies between adjacent regions. After that, Graph Neural

Networks (GNNs) [8, 14, 31, 33] are widely used to model the non-

euclidean spatial dependencies in traffic data [13, 20, 21, 27]. For

example, studies [18, 36] employ GNNs to model the traffic flow
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Table 3: Variation of prediction performance and latency by restricting messages usage in the buffer. ASeer* denotes ASeer with

a restriction 𝐾 = 10.

Dataset Algorithm C-MAE C-RMSE C-MAPE F-MAE F-RMSE F-AAE Latency

Zhuzhou

ASeer 32.5803 72.1835 4.10% 1.2913 2.3864 0.7151 87.9ms

ASeer* 32.8299 72.7056 4.13% 1.2939 2.3954 0.7166 20.6ms

Baoding

ASeer 19.1188 54.4919 2.80% 1.3062 2.0827 0.7219 47.7ms

ASeer* 19.3724 55.1685 2.84% 1.3078 2.0871 0.7232 15.9ms

diffusion process in the road network. Studies [11, 38, 42] incorpo-

rate attention mechanism into GNNs to learn the dynamic spatial

dependencies between the road network sensors. In addition to

the pre-defined relational graph derived from road networks, some

works [2, 15, 34] attempt to directly learn the latent graph structure

from traffic data. In temporal modeling, CNNs [11, 15, 34, 36, 37]

and Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs) [2, 18, 35] are frequently

adopted to capture temporal dependencies within traffic data. Com-

pared to RNNs in temporal modeling, CNNs enable the parallel

computing for all time steps, which exhibits extreme advantages

in computational efficiency. However, all the methods of above

studies are designed for the time-aligned traffic data with fixed

time interval, a.k.a. raster data [1], which fails to handle the chal-

lenges of asynchronous spatial dependency and irregular temporal

dependency in our irregular traffic forecasting problem.

5.2 Irregularly Sampled Time Series

This work is also related to the literature about learning from ir-

regularly sampled time series, which is a kind of time series data

characterized by varying time intervals between temporally adja-

cent observations [41]. A straightforward approach is to divide the

irregularly sampled time series into a regular one with fixed time

intervals [19]. However, such a temporal discretization method may

lead to information loss and data missing problems [28, 29]. Recent

studies tend to directly learn from irregularly sampled time series.

Specifically, some studies improve RNNs by using a time gate [24],

a time decay term [5], or memory decomposition mechanism [4]

to adjust RNNs’ memory update for sequences with irregular time

intervals. Another line of studies introduce Neural Ordinary Differ-

ential Equations (NODEs) [6] to model the continuous dynamics

in time series, and assume the latent states of time series are con-

tinuously evolving through continuous time [25, 26]. However, it

is unreasonable to directly apply NODEs to model the continuous

dynamics of traffic flow since it is defined over a period of time

instead of a time point. Besides, attention mechanism is also applied

to model irregularly sampled time series. For example, Horn et al.

[12] directly employs an attention mechanism to summarize all the

observations of irregularly sampled multivariate time series. Shukla

and Marlin [28] proposes a multi-time attention network to learn

embedding of continuous time. Zhang et al. [41] introduce a GNN to

capture time-varying dependencies between sensors by performing

the graph convolution operation at all timestamps when there is an

observation at an arbitrary sensor. However, it will be extremely

time-consuming once the data is significantly asynchronous among

large-scale sensors like us. Moreover, it targets solving a multivari-

ate time series classification task. Ultimately, to our knowledge,

there are no prior studies attempting to modify CNNs to adapt to

the irregular time series modeling.

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated a new irregular traffic forecasting

problem which aims to predict traffic state sequences for the lanes

entering intelligent intersections in a future time window, and pre-

sented an Asynchronous Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolutional

Network, ASeer, to address this problem. Specifically, by represent-

ing lanes as nodes and linking them via a traffic diffusion graph, we

first proposed an Asynchronous Graph Diffusion Network to model

the asynchronous spatial dependency between the time-misaligned

traffic statemeasurements of nodes. After that, to capture the tempo-

ral dependency within irregular traffic state sequences, we devised

a personalized time encoding to embed the continuous time for

each node and proposed a Transformable Time-aware Convolution

Network to perform efficient temporal convolution on irregular

traffic sequences. Furthermore, a Semi-Autoregressive Prediction

Network was further designed to iteratively predict variable-length

traffic state sequences in an effective and efficient way. Finally, ex-

tensive experiments on two real-world datasets demonstrated the

effectiveness of ASeer compared with nine competitive baseline

algorithms in six metrics.
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