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ABSTRACT
Traffic forecasting is crucial for intelligent transportation systems. It has experienced significant
advancements thanks to the power of deep learning in capturing latent patterns of traffic data.
However, recent deep-learning architectures require intricate model designs and lack an intuitive
understanding of the mapping from input data to predicted results. Achieving both accuracy and
responsibility in traffic prediction models remains a challenge due to the complexity of traffic
data and the inherent opacity of deep learning models. To tackle these challenges, we propose
a Responsible and Reliable Traffic flow forecasting model with Large Language Models (R2T-
LLM), which leverages large language models (LLMs) to generate responsible traffic predictions.
By transferring multi-modal traffic data into natural language descriptions, R2T-LLM captures
complex spatial-temporal patterns and external factors from comprehensive traffic data. The LLM
framework is fine-tuned using language-based instructions to align with spatial-temporal traffic
flow data. Empirically, R2T-LLM shows competitive accuracy compared with deep learning base-
lines, while providing an intuitive and reliable explanation for predictions. We discuss the spatial-
temporal and input dependencies for conditional future flow forecasting, showcasing R2T-LLM’s
potential for diverse city prediction tasks. This paper contributes to advancing accountable traffic
prediction models and lays a foundation for future exploration of LLM applications in transporta-
tion. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to use LLM for accountable and reliable
prediction of traffic flows.

Keywords: Traffic flow prediction, Large language models, Spatial-temporal prediction, Responsi-
bility.
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INTRODUCTION
Traffic network prediction is a critical component of transportation management systems, aiming
to forecast future traffic conditions such as congestion, traffic volume, and travel time. It plays
a vital role in various applications, including route planning, traffic management, and intelligent
transportation systems (ITS) (1). Accurate predictions are crucial for providing valuable insights
to stakeholders in traffic systems, aiding in informed decision-making. However, achieving relia-
bility and precision in predictions is challenging due to the inherent nonlinear dynamics of traffic,
spatial and temporal variability, and dynamic nature influenced by factors like accidents, weather
conditions, and other events, necessitating models capable of capturing complex dependencies and
rapid changes. As large-scale traffic data becomes more available and deep learning techniques
advance, data-driven methods are increasingly favored for modeling complex traffic flow systems.

Deep learning-based traffic analysis (2) have been well researched, covering human mo-
bility research (3, 4), traffic management (5, 6), and accident analysis (7). Typically, these issues
are treated as spatio-temporal deep learning problems. Deep learning methods consistently learn
hierarchical feature representations from spatial-temporal data, understand historical trends (8, 9),
and employ graphs to illustrate the spatial relationships between locations (10, 11). The spatio-
temporal-graph learning paradigm is the primary methodology for learning representations and
capturing potential trends and relationships from traffic data.

Despite the comprehensive model architectures, this domain format still faces challenges.
First, deep learning methods require specific network structure designs (12, 13), to consider the
multi-modal dynamic nature and spatio-temporal complexity of traffic data. Although these de-
signs can help the model improve the accuracy of predictions, they are generally artificially crafted,
and abstract representations further obscure generalization ability. Additionally, some traffic fore-
casting studies (14–16) related to the reliability and robustness of models prioritize the degree of
fit to actual values. They consider a variety of dynamic factors affecting traffic flow to improve
the reliability of traffic flow predictions However, these methodologies encounter difficulties in
providing credentials for prediction and taking accountability for outcomes in real-world traffic
prediction tasks that lack labeled data.

Recently, with the popularity of foundation models (17, 18), large language models pro-
vide more intuitive explainable trials in spatial-temporal domain tasks, benefiting from textual
paradigms. Spatial-temporal learning tasks can be refined into language format for exploring the
potential of LLMs in various application fields, including forecasting (19, 20), data imputation
(21), and anomaly detection (22), as depicted in Figure 1. Considering multi-modalities in urban
big data, the LLM framework transfers original data into natural language description and is capa-
ble of capturing latent relationships between inputs from complicated contexts. Also, LLMs can
generate explanations of the reasoning process, which provides available supplements for predic-
tion and decision-making. However, though LLMs have expertise in language-based tasks, how
to formulate specific spatial-temporal tasks into LLM frameworks for accurate prediction remains
challenging.

In response to the challenges mentioned above, we present R2T-LLM, a responsible and
reliable traffic flow forecasting framework with LLMs. Our R2T-LLM excel in predicting future
values based on multi-modal data and providing insightful explanations for the predicted results.
Considering multi-modalities as input, our framework transferred the spatial-temporal traffic flow
and external factors (PoIs, weather, date, holiday) as languages uniformly. With the language-
based instruction fine-tuning, R2T-LLM performs well compared with deep learning SOTA base-
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FIGURE 1: Spatial-temporal learning formats for deep learning models and LLMs: Compared
with well-developed deep learning models, LLMs for spatial-temporal learning advance in adapt-
ing domain knowledge with urban multi-modal data and generate reasonable explanations.

lines, evaluated based on the traffic flow dataset from California. Also, spatial-temporal and input
dependencies can be captured by R2T-LLM for explainable forecasting results. Hence, the main
contributions of this work are as follows:

• We present a comprehensive multi-modality traffic flow dataset (CATraffic) from Cali-
fornia, covering traffic sensors from various areas with weather, nearby PoIs, and holiday
information, which can be used for future exploration in the combination of traffic flow
prediction and LLMs.

• A traffic flow prediction method based on large language models - R2T-LLM is proposed
to generate responsible and reliable traffic prediction results, still maintaining competi-
tive accuracy with SOTAs.

• R2T-LLM demonstrates a language-based format considering multi-modalities and in-
struction spatial-temporal alignment, which provide an intuitive view and can be simply
generalized to different city prediction tasks.

For the rest parts of this paper, the related works are involved in Section II and details about
methodology are illustrated in Section III. Comparison results, ablation, and responsible studies are
included in experimental results and analysis, as Section IV. Section V summarizes this paper and
gives sights for future exploration of LLM applications in transportation.

RELATED WORK
In this section, we will first explore advancements in spatial-temporal prediction, emphasizing
the integration of deep learning methodologies. Subsequently, we’ll delve into the importance of
reliable prediction, discussing methods for enhancing responsibility in spatial-temporal learning.
Finally, we’ll highlight the transformative role of LLMs across diverse domains, elucidating their
pre-training and fine-tuning practices for domain-specific tasks.
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Spaital-temporal prediction
Recently, the field of spatial-temporal learning has witnessed significant advancements, especially
in the traffic, environment, and society field, due to the emergence of deep learning methodologies.
These approaches have enabled the modeling of latent relationships among various features of ur-
ban data in diverse formats. These architectural designs are meticulously crafted to comprehend
and represent the intricate interplay between spatial and temporal dimensions within datasets. Con-
volutional Neural Networks(CNNs) (3, 23), quite renowned for their efficacy in computer vision,
are employed to discern the spatial relations among grid regions, by filtering the input data. More-
over, Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs) (24) are usually leveraged to adeptly capture temporal
dependencies, through the maintenance of a memory state, facilitating the reusing of informa-
tion over time. Notably, more spatial-temporal learning frameworks introduce Graph Neural Net-
works(GNNs) (25–27), advanced in the representation of complex spatial relationships inherent
in data structured as graphs, wherein nodes correspond to spatial locations and edges encapsulate
the connections between them. Additionally, the adaptation of Transformers (28), originally pro-
posed for natural language processing, has proven effective in long-sequence modeling to capture
comprehensive information. Various Transformer blocks (29, 30) have been tailored for different
dependencies among spatial-temporal features, enabling the modeling of intricate relationships. A
notable trend in this domain is the combination of different model architectures, leveraging vari-
ous modules for spatial or temporal features (31, 32). This amalgamation gradually becomes the
prevailing paradigm, showcasing promising performance in prediction tasks. However, it’s worth
noting that while these methods perform excellent in prediction accuracy, they often fall short in
terms of explainability and generalization.

Responsible prediction
The responsibility of spatial-temporal learning is also worthy of consideration for reliable predic-
tion, which provides abundant views beyond prediction accuracy. Most recent works studied which
features mostly affect decisions generated by models. (33) focuses on the dependency on latent
variables of road forecasting based on black-box machine learning methods, including RNNs and
Random Forests. The spatial-temporal causal graph inference, as presented in reference (34), offers
an approximation of the Granger causality test, thereby enhancing the accessibility of forecasting.
Counterfactual explanations for time series (35, 36) are also highly regarded, as they concentrate
on generating alternative prediction outcomes by selecting time series data points from the training
set and substituting them into the sample under analysis. This method allows for the illustra-
tion of results by examining a limited number of variables. Besides these methods focusing on
model transparency, large language models offer an alternative approach to generate convincible
explanations along with prediction results with greater intuitiveness (37–39). By mapping natu-
ral language-based inputs to outputs, this relationship can be studied simply by altering the input,
without the requirements for complex feature engineering or model architecture adjustments.

Large language models
Large Language Models (LLMs) have achieved remarkable success across a wide range of tasks
and fields, including natural language processing (40), vision-language tasks (41), and various
other interdisciplinary domains (42–44). Originally designed as pre-trained language foundation
models for addressing various natural language tasks, LLMs have exhibited the capacity to acquire
intricate semantic and knowledge representations from extensive text corpora over time. This
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newfound ability has been a profound source of inspiration within the community for address-
ing a variety of tasks. The success of models like GPT-4 (17) in natural language understanding
and generation tasks has spurred interest in exploring their potential for handling complex, multi-
modal datasets beyond traditional linguistic domains. They can extract valuable information and
relationships from complex textual contexts, thereby enhancing the learning of city data. With the
popularity of decoder-architecture LLMs, domain tasks are normally formulated into the next to-
ken generation, which provides a unified formulation to learn the map from the input to the output.
To acquire large models for specific fields, the practices of pre-training and fine-tuning have be-
come widely accepted in the model training process. Pre-training a foundation model from scratch
necessitates substantial computing resources and domain-specific datasets, resulting in its superior
performance within professional domains compared to baseline models. On the other hand, fine-
tuning based on foundation models offers a more accessible approach, involving adjustments to
only a few parameters (45). This method preserves most general knowledge while targeting exper-
tise in domain-specific tasks. In some cases, researchers freeze all parameters of large language
models and focus solely on training the extended encoders and decoders (19, 46). This strategy
aims to extend the learning capabilities of LLMs to domain-specific tasks while leveraging their
existing knowledge base.

METHODOLOGY
This paper presents a novel approach utilizing Large Language Models for traffic flow prediction.
Our objective is to develop a predictive model that not only forecasts traffic flow patterns but
also provides explanations for the predicted trends. In the following sections, we will provide a
comprehensive overview of our approach. Firstly, we’ll describe the problem formulation and the
predictive framework. Next, we’ll discuss the construction of prompts, which is crucial for fine-
tuning Large Language Models. Finally, we’ll talk about the fine-tuning technique and how to
generate the explanation corresponding to the predicted result.

Problem Description
The traffic flow prediction problem as a part of spatial-temporal prediction problems, can be for-
mulated as forecasting future values according to the historical data. In our framework, the goal
is to predict future-step values and generate explanations based on historical values and external
factors. We can represent this using the following formula:

XT :T+H ,Ii = Pθ (XT−H−1:T−1,Ei) (1)
Here, the function Pθ is the predictive model, that learns the mapping relationship between input
and output. XT−H−1:T−1, XT :T+H represent continuous historical values and future predicted values
with H steps. Ei is external factors for data sample i, which includes date, holiday information,
meteorological data and PoI data, etc. Ii is the explanation corresponding to the predicted output
XT :T+H . In this work, we treat the large language model as the predictive model Pθ , and utilize the
language tokenizer to transform the input and output data as a sequence of tokens, thus reframing
the task of traffic flow prediction as a language modeling problem. Specifically, given the tokenized
input sequence ST−H−1:T−1 and tokenized external factors SEi for data sample i, the tokenized
output sequence ST :T+H is reconstructed autoregressively:
ŝT+i = argmax

sT+i

Pθ (sT+i|ST :T+i−1,ST−H−1:T−1,SEi) (2)
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Here, ŝT+i represents the i-th predicted next token in output sequence. Similarly, the explanation
can also be generated following the output sequence in this way. By incorporating the next token
prediction into the framework, we enhance the language model’s ability to generate coherent and
contextually relevant explanations alongside traffic flow predictions.

Prompt Construction

Domain Knowledge

Spatial Attributes

Historical series

Weather

Chain of Thoughts

Date Holiday Road Networks in CA

    ST-Data
Instructions

Ground Truth

Labels

LLM

Prediction Explanation

Response
System Prompts

External Factors

LoRA

Prediction

Loss

FIGURE 2: Framework of R2T-LLM: Multi-modal traffic flow data is converted into text-based
prompts, leveraging task settings and domain knowledge to enable a Language Model (LLM) to
discern latent relationships across diverse inputs and traffic patterns. Through fine-tuning, the
LLM gains the ability to predict future values and furnish pertinent explanations. This refined
model adeptly captures spatial-temporal patterns and dependencies on input factors, facilitating
generalized predictions even in unseen datasets, thus enhancing its predictive capabilities.

his section demonstrates how to textualize multi-modal traffic data and construct instruc-
tions to inspire the reasoning and predicting abilities of LLMs. The instruction part of Figure 2
showcases a meticulously crafted prompt template, designed to capture essential details consis-
tently and comprehensively, including system prompts, spatial-temporal information, and external
factors. Empirically, this structured format is tailored to convey diverse data modalities, boost the
model’s comprehension, and refine predictive accuracy.

• System Prompts. To enhance the integration of LLMs into traffic prediction tasks, sys-
tem prompts are structured with clear task descriptions and domain-specific knowledge,
as shown in Figure 3a. Task settings explicitly outline the role of LLMs and leverage
their pre-existing understanding of the traffic domain. Domain knowledge about traffic
flow is embedded within the text description, incorporating few-shot examples to prompt
LLMs to consider spatial-temporal factors and their interdependence. Spatial-specific
traffic pattern cases are presented to assist models in establishing connections between
geographical characteristics and traffic flow variations. For instance, residential areas
may experience heightened traffic volume and increased travel activities during morning
and evening rush hours.
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Task Description

Traffic flow definition

 Traffic pattern features

     System Prompts

Domain Knowledge

ST correlation examples

Task Description: 
You are an expert traffic volume prediction model, that can 
predict the future volume values according to spatial temporal 
information… 

  

 Domain Knowledge: 
• [Traffic volume]: the number of vehicles passing…

• [Traffic pattern characteristic]: Traffic flow patterns in a 

city are influenced by various area attributes…

• [Spatial temporal factors correlation]: Traffic flow in an 
area will be affected by its nearby infrastructures, during 
specific periods for different areas… For example, 

• Residential areas - more activities during morning and 
evening rush hours. 

• Commercial areas - busy during lunch hours and after-
work periods. 

• Educational locations - high volume during peak hours 
near schools. 

• …

(a) System prompts. They encompass task descriptions of traffic flow prediction and domain
knowledge, including definitions, traffic pattern features, and examples of spatial-temporal
correlations. Equipped with these foundational settings and backgrounds, language models
can tailor their knowledge and capabilities to the specific domain.

  Spatial Attribute ?      Time period ?

    Spatial-temporal relation

        Chain of Thoughts

Traffic pattern ? Special time slot ?

    Historical trend ?

What is the attribute of this area? 

What is the predicted time slot, whether located in 
special periods (like rush hours…) ?

What are the traffic patterns of this area ? 

How do they vary across different time slots ?

What is the historical temporal trend according to 
temporal series information ?

Multi-modal Spatial-Temporal Data

(b) Chain of Thoughts. Chain of Thought (CoT) prompts encourage LLMs to extract rel-
evant factors from provided information, prompting deeper consideration of their potential
spatial-temporal relationships with related knowledge. This process facilitates a comprehen-
sive analysis and interpretation of the data.

FIGURE 3: System Prompts and Chain of Thoughts construction.
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Spatial-temporal modalities

Spatial Attributes

Historical series

Weather

Date Holiday 

Region information:  
Transportation, residential 
areas…

Traffic volume data in the 
past 12 hours were 19, 44, 
98, 150 …

Weather: Sunny, 
temperature is 6.0°C…

3 PM, 2018-12-25, Monday

    Holiday:  Christmas

ST Text Prompts

Apartments,  
Airport,  

Bus stations… 

Residential, 
Transportation areas 

Nearby PoIs

Spatial Attributes

PoI Categories

School Court

Shops Apartment

Airport

…

FIGURE 4: Multi-modal spatial-temporal(ST) text prompts. Spatial-temporal data is translated
into text prompts consistently. To consider the spatial aspect of a region, nearby PoIs within a
defined range are utilized to characterize its location features. For instance, consider a sensor
positioned along the Century Freeway, surrounded by residential complexes and an airport, as
illustrated in the above figure. This location can be classified as a blend of residential and trans-
portation zones, reflecting the area’s geographical attributes. To incorporate historical flow data
and external factors, we represent these datasets textually as the rest components.

• Chain of Thoughts. Chain of Thought (CoT) (47) prompts have been proven to improve
LLMs’ reasoning capabilities in intricate problems, which promote models to think from
shallow to deep. Inspired by zero-shot CoT (48), spatial-temporal CoT prompts in Fig-
ure 3b are strategically crafted to enhance the LLMs’ inference abilities. Initially, prompt
questions guide LLMs to contemplate the spatial characteristics and potential traffic dy-
namics within a given area. Subsequently, LLMs assess whether the predicted time slot
corresponds to special periods such as rush hours, weekdays, weekends, or holidays. Af-
ter capturing spatial-temporal information, LLMs are directed to explore the profound
connection between spatial data and the fluctuation of historical traffic flow, facilitating
more precise predictions.
This approach ensures the adaptability of LLMs to the specific requirements of predic-
tion tasks. Furthermore, to empower LLMs to glean informative factors from inputs,
CoT prompts guide the model to first consider spatial attributes and temporal periods.
Subsequently, the model is prompted to reason through potential traffic patterns within
the specified area during the predicted time frame.

• Spatial Attributes. Multi-modal information prompts serve as the cornerstone of our
approach. In this context, spatial attributes are derived from nearby Points of Interest
(PoIs). We preprocess PoI category data within different proximity ranges (3km, 5km,
10km), aligning with the locations of traffic volume sensors. This ensures comprehensive
coverage of diverse spatial attributes across the dataset, given the varied traffic patterns
influenced by different locations. To achieve this, we employ clustering techniques to
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group PoIs within each designated radius, ultimately organizing them into 1000 clusters.
These clusters are then summarized into distinct categories such as transportation hubs,
commercial zones, and residential areas, effectively representing the key characteristics
of each geographical area. This approach facilitates the effective representation of spa-
tial factors, enabling the model to grasp the intricate interplay between various factors
impacting traffic flow dynamics. Also, regional data comprises details such as the city,
and road location. Our R2T-LLM framework leverages this multifaceted information to
recognize and integrate spatio-temporal patterns across diverse regions and periods.

• Historical time series. Historical series are transcribed into textual descriptions with
direct numerical representation. Data from the past 12 hours are illustrated for each
hour’s time slot, enabling LLMs to accurately perceive the temporal change of traffic
flow. This approach empowers LLMs to generate insights, understanding, and explana-
tions for emerging trends and patterns.

• External Factors. External factors influencing traffic flow, such as dates, holidays,
weather conditions, temperature, and vehicle visibility, are systematically considered.
These diverse data points are uniformly transformed into textual information for com-
prehensive analysis.

Overall, this integration ensures a holistic understanding of the surrounding environment,
historical trends, and external influences, enriching the model’s contextual reasoning and enhanc-
ing its predictive capabilities.

Supervised Fine-tune
Our R2T-LLM model is built upon the renowned open-source large language model, Llama2-7B-
chat (18), and is fine-tuned with LoRA technique (45). LoRA is a parameter-efficient fine-tuning
method for large language models. It modifies the self-attention layers of Transformers (28) by
introducing low-rank matrices A and B to represent the updates of the attention weights W , with
W ′ = W +BA. This approach reduces the number of trainable parameters, as W remains frozen
during fine-tuning, and A, B are much lower in dimension than W , facilitating quicker and less
resource-intensive adaptations while retaining model performance.

During the fine-tuning phase, the traffic forecasting task is framed as a next-token genera-
tion task. The model predictions future traffic volumes autoregressively by optimizing the follow-
ing objective function for the entire annotated dataset D :

L FT (D) =−
n

∑
j=1

logP(Yj|Y1: j−1;X1:n). (3)

Here Yj is the ground truth of the next token, X1:n is the sequence of input historical tokens, and
Y1: j−1 is the previously generated tokens. Through this process, the model learns to make more
accurate predictions tailored to the specific task or domain it is being fine-tuned for. This approach
maximizes the learning potential of the LLM, enabling it to develop specialized proficiency in the
target domain.

Responsible Output Generation
The chat models in Llama2 are tailored to excel in understanding and generating text in conversa-
tional contexts. Therefore, by incorporating explanation requirements into the prompts, our model
can not only generate prediction results but also provide explanations simultaneously. Initially, we
attempted to have the fine-tuned model directly output the texts that explain the predictions, but the
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outcomes proved to be unsatisfactory. Although the generated explanations were coherent, they
failed to align with the traffic flow prediction sequence. This discrepancy arose because the model
fine-tuning process solely relied on traffic flow sequences for supervision, without incorporating
any mechanisms to link the explanatory text with the output sequences. To address this issue,
we employed the few-shot learning (14, 49) technique by providing several explanation examples
in conversational contexts. The few-shot explanatory texts were generated through ChatGPT by
providing the ground truth traffic flow sequences, followed by some manual corrections. This ap-
proach enabled the model to learn from a limited number of examples and improve its ability to
generate coherent explanations alongside predictions.

EXPERIMENTAL SETTINGS AND RESULTS
In this section, we will start by introducing our experimental setups, which include the dataset we
used, the evaluation methods we employed, the baseline models we compared against, and the pa-
rameter settings we used in the fine-tuning process. Subsequently, we will present the main results
of our experiments, which involve comparing R2T-LLM with the baseline models, discussing how
the performance of our model varied in the spatio-temporal domain, conducting ablation studies,
and exploring the generalization capabilities of our model. Finally, we will discuss the responsible
studies of R2T-LLM in the context of traffic flow prediction. This discussion will elucidate how the
robust reasoning capability inherent in large language models enhances traffic forecasting tasks.

Dataset Description
Our experiments were conducted based on our proposed multi-modal traffic prediction dataset,
named CATraffic. This dataset consists of traffic volume data from various regions in California,
as well as meteorological information, nearby point of interests (PoIs) data, and holiday informa-
tion. The traffic volume data is sourced from the LargeST dataset (50), which comprises five years
(2017-2021) of traffic flow data in California, encompassing 8600 traffic sensors sampled at a 15-
minute interval. We constructed CATraffic by selecting a subset of the LargeST dataset, focusing
on 1000 sensors from the Greater Los Angeles (GLA) and Greater Bay Area (GBA). Our dataset
spans two years from January 1, 2018, to December 30, 2019, with data sampled hourly. During
the sensor selection process, to ensure a diverse representation of traffic patterns, we clustered
all sensors into 1000 categories based on their nearby PoIs features. For each category, only one
sensor is retained. The PoIs data is obtained through OpenStreetMap1 with the help of the Over-
pass Turbo API2. We calculated the number of PoIs within different ranges (3km, 5km, 10km) in
four directions (East, West, North, South) to compose the final PoIs features. For the meteoro-
logical data, we collected information from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA3). These include factors such as reported weather events, temperature, and visibility, which
are considered as they have direct impacts on traffic patterns.

We split the collected data into two parts: data from 2018 was used as the training set,
while data from 2019 was reserved for model validation. All experiments were configured to
predict traffic flows for the next 12 hours based on historical 12-hour traffic flow data. During the
data preprocessing stage, we filtered out samples with zero values for 24 consecutive hours, which
likely resulted from malfunctioning sensors. Additionally, to assess the model’s generalization

1OpenStreetMap: https://openmaptiles.org
2Overpass Turbo: https://overpass-turbo.eu
3NOAA: https://www.ncei.noaa.gov/
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capability, we created a zero-shot dataset derived from LargeST (50). This dataset comprises data
from 100 sensors in San Diego (SD), covering the period from November 1, 2019, to December 31,
2019. These data were not utilized in the model fine-tuning process and served to the evaluation
of the model’s generalization performance.

Evaluation Metrics
In time series forecasting tasks, researchers commonly employ Root Mean Square Error (RMSE),
Mean Absolute Error (MAE), and Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE), to evaluate the accu-
racy of forecasting results. These metrics are defined as follows:

RMSE =

√
1
n

n

∑
i=1

(yi − ŷi)2 (4)

MAE =
1
n

n

∑
i=1

|yi − ŷi| (5)

MAPE =
1
n

n

∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣yi − ŷi

yi

∣∣∣∣×100% (6)

Here, yi represents the ground truth value of the i-th data point, ŷi denotes the corresponding
prediction value, and n stands for the total number of samples. RMSE is advantageous for empha-
sizing larger errors due to its square term, while MAE provides a straightforward interpretation by
averaging absolute errors, treating all errors equally. On the other hand, MAPE measures the aver-
age percentage difference between predictions and ground truths, offering interpretability in terms
of relative accuracy but being sensitive to zero values in the denominator. Researchers typically
employ a combination of these metrics to comprehensively assess model performance.

Baseline Models
We extensively compared our proposed R2T-LLM with 9 advanced baseline models. Among these,
LSTM (24) stands as a temporal-only deep model based on Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs),
disregarding spatial correlations. Additionally, we select DCRNN (51) and AGCRN (52) as the
representation of RNNs-based methods. We also choose TCN-based methods such as STGCN (26)
and GWNET (25), along with attention-based methods ASTGCN (27) and STTN (31). These mod-
els were proposed between 2018 and 2020, reflecting the prevalent research direction in time se-
ries forecasting during those years. Furthermore, we integrated three representative methods from
recent years, including STGODE (53) and DSTAGNN (54). STGODE adeptly utilizes neural or-
dinary differential equations to capture the continuous changes of traffic signals, while DSTAGNN
is specifically designed to capture the dynamic correlations among traffic sensors.

Experiment Settings
Our model is fine-tuned based on the well-known open-source large language model, Llama2 (18),
specifically utilizing the chat version with a size of 7B. We load the base model in 8 bits for fine-
tuning, with training parameters including a batch size of 8, a learning rate of 5e-4, a warm-up step
of 400, gradient accumulation steps of 8, and a training epoch for 2. The LoRA parameters are
configured with a rank of 64 and an alpha value of 16. During the inference phase, a temperature
of 0.95 was applied.
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Steps Metrics LSTM DCRNN STGCN ASTGCN GWNET AGCRN STTN STGODE DSTAGNN R2T-LLM

3
RMSE 62.65 61.12 43.43 66.60 42.59 43.92 43.41 52.30 51.79 40.34
MAE 40.00 37.32 25.83 44.47 25.56 25.67 26.00 29.53 34.06 20.20
MAPE(%) 24.75 24.52 16.09 28.36 15.96 15.60 16.22 19.69 23.90 9.94

6
RMSE 74.69 74.21 46.64 75.07 45.91 48.92 51.63 55.79 53.44 44.53
MAE 48.10 45.83 27.94 49.47 28.27 28.94 30.79 32.97 33.72 22.70
MAPE(%) 33.98 31.58 15.75 31.10 18.00 17.31 18.99 21.62 21.27 11.39

9
RMSE 77.61 78.22 50.04 81.76 46.61 52.06 56.19 59.97 56.21 45.89
MAE 49.60 47.97 30.16 53.43 28.70 30.74 33.11 35.23 36.45 23.89
MAPE(%) 39.26 32.22 17.52 35.35 19.88 18.38 20.69 22.44 24.00 12.09

12
RMSE 69.86 71.79 54.91 69.75 49.79 56.13 61.38 60.47 60.33 47.82
MAE 42.05 43.08 33.20 43.40 30.47 32.70 38.27 36.22 37.91 24.99
MAPE(%) 25.99 25.05 19.27 28.03 20.46 19.50 26.09 23.16 24.23 12.30

Avg.
RMSE 68.14 67.89 46.69 70.48 43.97 47.97 50.03 54.41 52.82 42.81
MAE 43.23 41.45 28.02 46.17 26.84 28.22 30.04 31.95 34.02 21.91
MAPE(%) 30.21 27.14 16.68 29.99 17.44 16.94 19.04 20.72 22.45 11.01

TABLE 1: Performance comparison between our proposed R2T-LLM and baseline models on our
CATraffic dataset. The horizon for traffic flow prediction is 12, and we show the results in Steps
3, 6, 9, and 12 in the table. The last three rows are the average performance for all 12 steps. We
highlight the best results in bold and the second best in underline.
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FIGURE 5: Time step-based prediction comparison with baseline models and our R2T-LLM. All
experiments are conducted based on our CATraffic dataset. Results show that the performance of
all models decreases with increasing prediction time, whereas our model significantly outperforms
the others in all prediction steps.

Overall Performance
We report the performance comparison results between R2T-LLM and the baseline models in Ta-
ble 1. All models are trained and evaluated based on our CATraffic dataset, with the same dataset
settings. The task is to utilize traffic flow data from the historical 12 hours to forecast future traffic
flows in the next 12 hours. We represent the results of horizons 3, 6, 9, and 12, as well as the aver-
age performance over all 12 steps in the table. The results demonstrate that the overall performance
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of our proposed R2T-LLM exceeds that of the baseline models by a large margin, especially in the
MAE and MAPE. For example, In terms of average performance of all 12 horizons, our model
outperforms the best two baseline models, GWNET (25) by 18.37% in MAE, and STGCN (26) by
34.00% in MAPE, which shows the impressive capability in traffic flow forecasting of our model.

We further demonstrate the results with different prediction horizons of the baseline models
and R2T-LLM, depicted in Figure 5. From left to right, RMSE, MAE, and MAPE of compared
models at different prediction steps are shown. The results yielded the following observations:

• As the prediction horizon increases, performance generally declines across all models,
as longer-term forecasts inherently entail greater uncertainty and complexity. However,
several models exhibit improved performance in longer-term forecasting, such as LSTM,
ASTGCN, and DCRNN. This phenomenon may be attributed to these models’ ability
to capture and leverage the periodicity within the data, allowing them to make more
accurate predictions over extended time horizons.

• Our proposed model consistently outperforms the comparison methods at each time step,
showing significant advantages in both short-term and long-term traffic flow forecasting.
This indicates the robustness of our model in various prediction horizons.

• Our proposed model shows a more significant advantage in MAE and MAPE than RMSE,
which may be attributed to the amplification effect of RMSE on outliers, leading to inac-
curate assessments. Compared to RMSE, MAE and MAPE are less sensitive to extreme
errors because they measure the mean absolute error and the percentage error, respec-
tively. The excellent performance of our model on MAE and MAPE suggests that it
is effective in mitigating the effects of outliers and provides more accurate and stable
predictions, especially in cases where extreme values may occasionally occur.

These findings underscore the effectiveness of our method in capturing complex temporal
patterns in traffic flow data, leading to more accurate and reliable predictions.

Spatial and Temporal Homogeneity
Evaluating spatial and temporal homogeneity in traffic prediction is vital for evaluating model
performance, generalizability, and robustness. It ensures that traffic flow prediction models can
effectively adapt to diverse real-world conditions. Therefore, in this section, we will thoroughly
analyze the performance of our proposed model in terms of spatio-temporal consistency.

Spatial homogeneity helps to assess the ability of different models to learn traffic patterns
at different spatial locations. To evaluate this kind of capability, we tested our R2T-LLM as well as
four baseline models (LSTM, AGCRN, STGCN and GWNET) at different locations with varying
urban characteristics in the Greater Los Angeles Area (GLA). The result, depicted in Figure 6 (a),
illustrates MAPE values for four prediction horizons of 3h, 6h, 9h, and 12h, with darker colors
indicating poorer performance. Overall, our R2T-LLM model exhibits relatively consistent pre-
diction performance across different locations, effectively capturing traffic flow trends irrespective
of varied spatial characteristics. In contrast, other models demonstrate inferior homogeneity, par-
ticularly in areas featuring complex road network intersections and intricate facility distributions.
These findings underscore the robustness and adaptability of our proposed R2T-LLM model in ef-
fectively learning and predicting traffic patterns across diverse spatial contexts, thus highlighting
its potential for real-world application in urban traffic management and planning scenarios.

In the analysis of temporal homogeneity, we evaluated models on a subset of the test dataset
(traffic data in November 2019) and reported the daily averaged MAPE values. Illustrated in
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FIGURE 6: Comparison of the spatial and temporal prediction error distributions among different
models. Figure (a) presents the distribution of MAPE for our proposed R2T-LLM and four baseline
models in various locations across the Greater Los Angeles (GLA), considering four different
prediction horizons. Figure (b) illustrates the distribution of daily average MAPE over the whole
November in 2019, with four different prediction horizons.
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Figure 6 (b) as calendar heat maps, the results showcase the comparative performance across the
month. Our model consistently exhibits lower daily average MAPE, demonstrating robustness in
capturing temporal nuances of traffic flow patterns. Notably, it consistently outperforms others
throughout the whole month, emphasizing its superior capability in handling diverse temporal
dynamics inherent in real-world traffic scenarios.

Ablation Studies
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FIGURE 7: With the removal of different parts from the input prompt, the performance of our
R2T-LLM decreases in different magnitudes. The results show that the date information has the
greatest impact on the model’s performance, followed by PoI information and weather information.

It is worth noting that the exclusion of date information yields the worst results, show-
ing a substantial increase in all error metrics, with RMSE of 69.97, MAE of 40.44, and MAPE
of 24.90%. This indicates the crucial role of temporal context in traffic flow forecasting, which
enables the model to capture periodic patterns and trends in traffic behavior. Similarly, weather
conditions profoundly influence traffic dynamics, affecting factors such as road surface conditions,
visibility, and driver behavior. Removal of weather information leads to a notable decrease in per-
formance metrics, highlighting its importance in accurately modeling traffic flow. Interestingly,
omitting PoIs information also led to moderate increases in prediction error. This shows that our
R2T-LLM can exploit and leverage the spatial context from PoIs data which is useful in under-
standing traffic patterns and congestion dynamics.

In this study, we also validated the effect of prompting strategies on the model’s perfor-
mance. Initially, we observed that the absence of context information led to performance degra-
dation, indicating the importance of domain knowledge in enhancing the predictive capabilities of
R2T-LLM. By leveraging insights into traffic volume, pattern characteristics, and spatial-temporal
correlations, the model can better predict the changes in traffic flow dynamics, resulting in more
reliable forecasts. Additionally, the CoT prompt strategy contributes to performance improvement.
By incorporating insights into area attributes, predicted time slots, traffic patterns, and historical
temporal trends, the model gains a more nuanced understanding of the factors influencing traffic
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flow dynamics, thereby improving prediction performance.
These findings collectively emphasize the significance of incorporating comprehensive

multi-modal data, particularly in a temporal and environmental context, to improve the accuracy
of traffic flow predictions. While certain input components exhibit more substantial impacts than
others, their synergistic integration contributes to the overall predictive capability of the model.

Generalization Studies

Model CATraffic Zero-shot TaxiBJ (Inflow) TaxiBJ (Outflow)
RMSE MAE MAPE(%) RMSE MAE MAPE(%) RMSE MAE MAPE(%)

Llama2-7B-chat 273.02 226.64 126.00 255.00 151.57 172.60 218.44 135.39 151.96
Llama2-13B-chat 234.73 187.37 146.08 230.55 129.39 184.90 234.14 144.24 143.47
Llama2-70B-chat 222.02 168.04 122.72 205.67 123.46 136.83 209.05 125.39 139.89

GPT-3.5-turbo 168.93 135.34 74.49 150.71 95.08 196.00 150.91 94.77 195.31
GPT-4 121.02 103.32 61.85 91.86 57.05 165.40 99.05 59.50 137.21

R2T-LLM 46.56 29.73 9.21 54.82 31.94 31.84 54.59 30.96 31.20

TABLE 2: Zero-shot performance comparison of our proposed R2T-LLM with other LLMs. We
conducted tests on both the CATraffic zero-shot dataset and the TaxiBJ dataset to compare the
zero-shot capabilities of different models. The results show that our model outperforms other
LLMs significantly on both unseen datasets.

Large language models are well known for their excellent zero-shot capabilities. In this
section, we delve into the generalization of our proposed R2T-LLM and compare it with other
large language models. We conducted zero-shot experiments using two datasets: the first is our
proposed CATraffic-based zero-shot dataset, and the other is the taxiBJ dataset (3). The Tax-
iBJ dataset comprises taxicab GPS data and meteorology data in Beijing from four time intervals
within 2013-2016, focusing on the inflow/outflow prediction task. To ensure a fair comparison, we
reorganized the taxiBJ dataset into the same format as our CATraffic dataset. The overall results
are presented in Table 2, which indicate that our proposed model exhibits superior performance
across all three tasks compared to the original Llama2 series models, as well as GPT-3.5-turbo
and GPT-4. For the CATraffic zero-shot dataset, our R2T-LLM model exhibits notable improve-
ments over the best-performing comparative model (GPT-4) by 61.53%, 71.22%, and 85.11% in
RMSE, MAE, and MAPE, respectively. On the TaxiBJ dataset, our model achieves substantial per-
formance enhancements in both inflow and outflow tasks. Compared to GPT-4, R2T-LLM shows
improvements of 40.32% in RMSE, 44.01% in MAE and 80.75% in MAPE in inflow prediction
task, and improvements of 44.89% in RMSE, 48.13% in MAPE and 77.26% inMAPE in outflow
prediction task. These results distinctly underscore the superiority of our R2T-LLM model, and il-
lustrate that our fine-tuned model surpasses even the state-of-the-art large language model (GPT-4)
when tested on a dataset distinct from the one used for fine-tuning. This suggests that our model
adeptly acquired the domain knowledge of traffic flow prediction and effectively generalized it to
different scenarios.

We also provide visualization results in Figure 8, showing 12 test samples from three differ-
ent sensors in four different time periods. The results highlight that our model not only captures the
traffic trends of new scenarios effectively but also delivers accurate prediction values. In contrast,
Llama2 series of LLMs struggle to capture the dynamic pattern of traffic flow; while GPT-3.5-turbo
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FIGURE 8: Visualization of traffic flow prediction results on CATraffic zero-shot dataset. We
randomly select test samples of three sensors with four time periods and visualized the prediction
results of our proposed R2T-LLM, Llama2-chat models with three different sizes, GPT-3.5-turbo
and GPT-4. The results show that our fine-tuned model performs significantly better than other
LLMs.

and GPT-4 demonstrate the ability to describe some general trends in traffic, they perform inade-
quately in capturing nuances of variation, hindering their ability to provide accurate predictions.
We attribute these discrepancies to our effective prompt design and model fine-tuning. Prompting
inputs effectively describe the task context and align information from different modalities into a
unified representation, while fine-tuning infuses domain knowledge into LLMs, thereby enhancing
their performance in specific fields.

Responsible Studies
To illustrate the reliability and accountability of our model’s predictions, we report four cases with
different prediction time slots and external factors in Table 3. In each example, the ground truths
and predictions are displayed in the figure on the left (light red areas indicate the 95% confidence
interval), with the corresponding explanatory texts on the right. The original result explanations are
too long, so we used chatGPT to summarise them into a brief paragraph for presentation purposes.
A complete output can be found in Appendix A.2 (corresponding to example (d) in Table 3).

Our proposed R2T-LLM consistently delivers accurate traffic flow predictions across vari-
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Prediction Responsible Answer
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Ground Truth (a): Traffic volume is expected to be low before dawn,

then it is expected to increase gradually throughout the
day. Since today is Wednesday, weekday patterns sug-
gest higher traffic during rush hours and lower traf-
fic during non-peak times. Nearby transportation ar-
eas and commercial districts will contribute to an in-
crease in traffic volume during certain periods. Sunny
weather can also contribute to increased traffic.
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(b): Traffic volume is expected to increase and then
decrease in the next 12 hours. Sunny weather with
a comfortable temperature will attract more day trav-
elers. The onset of Sunday afternoon rush hour will
further contribute to increased traffic. With no known
holidays or events, historical data suggest that traffic
volume will resemble previous Sundays, with a slight
increase during the afternoon rush hour followed by a
gradual decline at night.
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Ground Truth (c): Traffic volume is expected to steady increase in

the rainy morning and then decrease in the afternoon.
Activities at the morning rush hour in residential and
commercial areas are likely to contribute to the ini-
tial rise. The rain might cause congestion, leading to
a peak in volumes around midday. As the day pro-
gresses, the volume is expected to gradually decrease
as people return home.
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(d): Traffic volume is expected to decrease signif-
icantly over the next 12 hours considering a rainy
Christmas Day. As it is a holiday, commuter and com-
mercial activities are minimal, leading to reduced traf-
fic. Additionally, the rainy weather may further deter
people from traveling or driving, contributing to the
decline in traffic volumes. The focus on indoor cele-
brations and festivities is likely to keep the roads quiet
at night.

TABLE 3: Examples of responsible studies. We show the ground truth and our predicted result in
the figure, with the 95% confidence interval represented in light red; and the generated explanations
on the right, with predicted traffic trends highlighted in yellow. Since the original outputs are too
long, we use ChatGPT to summarize them. A complete example can be found in Appendix A.2.
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ous time periods, including weekdays, weekends, and holidays like Christmas. Notably, our model
not only provides precise forecasts but also offers insightful explanations, considering a wide range
of external factors. For instance, in example (a), our model predicts an initial increase followed by
a decrease in traffic flow, aligning with typical weekday patterns. Moreover, in example (c), our
model identifies rainy weather as an impact factor for traffic congestion, leading to a delayed peak
traffic flow. Furthermore, example (d) highlights our model’s ability to factor in holiday impacts
on traffic flow.

While our R2T-LLM excels in leveraging diverse external data for robust predictions, it
faces challenges in capturing nuanced flow fluctuations, such as those occurring between 14-18
hours in Example 2 and 20-22 hours in Example (d). These complexities may stem from the
dynamic nature of human activities and the intricacies of transportation systems. Nevertheless,
although not good at capturing the full details of the traffic flow changes, our R2T-LLM provides
textual rationales for its forecasts, which shows a high responsibility and reliability.

CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK
In conclusion, our research introduces R2T-LLM, a novel traffic prediction model designed for
both responsibility and reliability. By incorporating multi-modal inputs and employing language-
based representations, R2T-LLM achieves competitive performance compared to state-of-the-art
models while offering insights into its predictions. R2T-LLM’s language-based framework, cou-
pled with spatial-temporal alignment instructions, provides a transparent and adaptable approach
suitable for various urban prediction tasks. In general, our work contributes to the advancement
of effective and accountable traffic prediction methods, essential for informed decision-making in
urban transportation planning and management.

In the future, we aim to delve into methods that enable LLMs to harness spatial information
more effectively and to grasp how different sensors are related spatially. This will help models
to make better predictions by considering data from nearby sensors. Moreover, further external
factors can be considered, such as traffic accidents, human activities, and events, contributing to
more accurate predictions. Additionally, exploring the development of LLM systems tailored for
urban brains is also a very interesting but challenging topic. This entails integrating city-level
data into LLMs to tackle various downstream tasks like urban planning, traffic management, and
pollution control, etc. Achieving these involves the challenge of enabling LLMs to efficiently
utilize city-level multi-modal data, alongside the need for substantial computational resources and
exceptional engineering capabilities.
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APPENDIX
Prompt Design
The prompt for R2T-LLM in traffic flow prediction is carefully designed, as shown in Table 4.
The complete prompt contains both a system prompt and a user input prompt. The system prompt
sets the role of the LLM, and it also contains a context knowledge part that provides additional
background information in traffic flow prediction, as well as the CoT prompt that guides LLMs
through the human reasoning process. The system prompt remains the same throughout the dataset,
and the change parts are the user input prompt as well as the corresponding ground truth.

Explanatory Example
A complete example of interpretative output is given in Table 5. This example shows the traffic flow
prediction in the next 12 hours at 5 PM on Christmas Day 2019. By adding explanatory demand
instructions to the original prompt (bold text in Input Prompt of Table 5), R2T-LLM can output
both the prediction results as well as the explanatory text. It can be found that our model is capable
of adjusting the traffic flow prediction strategy by taking into account holidays and the impact of
weather on human activities, which shows that our model is highly reliable and accountable.
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System Prompt:
You are an expert traffic volume prediction model, that can predict the future volume values according to spatial
temporal information. We want you to perform the traffic volume prediction task, considering the nearby environment
and historical traffic volume data.
Context knowledge:
Context knowledge you could consider:

• Traffic volume: the number of vehicles passing a specific region in an hour.
• Traffic pattern characteristic: Traffic flow patterns in a city are influenced by various area attributes. Also,

traffic volume has a periodic daily and weekly pattern.
• Spatial temporal factors correlation: Traffic flow in an area will be affected by its nearby infrastructures,

during specific periods for different areas. You should think about how the volume will change in a specific
area, during a specific time. For example,
– Airports, and train stations - increased volume on weekends and holidays.
– Residential areas - more activities during morning and evening rush hours.
– Commercial areas - busy during lunch hours and after-work periods.
– Educational locations - high volume during peak hours near schools.

Chain of Thought:
Think carefully about the following questions about how spatial-temporal factors affect traffic flow.

• What is the attribute of this area and what is the predicted time zone located in special periods (like rush
hours, weekdays, weekends, and holidays)?

• What are the traffic patterns of this area, and what is the change in different time slots?
• What is the historical temporal trend according to temporal information, considering the weekdays, around

holidays?

Input Prompt:
Some important information is listed as follows:

• Location: District 3 in Yolo, California, USA, along the US50-E freeway, lane 4, direction of eastbound.
• Today’s weather: Sunny. The temperature is 6.0◦C and the visibility is 10.0 miles.
• Region information: including transportation areas, commercial areas, and educational areas within a range

of 5 km.
• Current time: 3 PM, 2018-2-19, Monday, Washington’s Birthday.
• Traffic volume data in the past 12 hours were 19, 44, 98, 150, 156, 178, 208, 246, 248, 257, 263 and 269,

respectively.
According to the above information and careful reasoning, please predict traffic volumes in the next 12 hours (from 4
PM to 3 AM). Format the final answer in a single line as a JSON dictionary like: Traffic volume data in the next 12
hours: [V1, V2, V3, V4, V5, V6, V7, V8, V9, V10, V11, V12].

Ground Truth:
Traffic volume data in the next 12 hours: [262, 229, 221, 214, 152, 127, 100, 58, 38, 25, 22, 18].

TABLE 4: Details of our designed prompt in R2T-LLM for traffic flow prediction task, including
system prompt, input prompt, as well as the ground truth.
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System Prompt: (The same as in Table 4) ...

Input Prompt:
Some important information is listed as follows:

• District 3 in Yolo, California, USA, along the US50-W freeway, lane 3, direction of westbound.
• Today’s weather: Rain. The temperature is 8.1◦C and the visibility is 9.7 miles.
• Region information: including transportation areas, commercial areas and educational areas within a range

of 5 km.
• Current time: 5 PM, 2019-12-25, Wednesday, Christmas Day.
• Traffic volume data in the past 12 hours were 119, 161, 218, 244, 260, 277, 276, 275, 282, 288, 274 and

240, respectively.
According to the above information and careful reasoning, please predict traffic volumes in the next 12 hours (from 2
AM to 1 PM) and explain it. Format the final answer in a single line as a JSON dictionary like: {Traffic volume data
in the next 12 hours: [V1, V2, V3, V4, V5, V6, V7, V8, V9, V10, V11, V12], Explanation: xxx}. Please think step
by step.

R2T-LLM’s Response:
{"Traffic volume data in the next 12 hours": [214, 183, 158, 157, 119, 69, 47, 36, 31, 26, 27, 33],
"Explanation": I will provide a step-by-step explanation for predicting traffic volumes in the next 12 hours based on
the given information.
1. Time and Date: It is 5 PM on a Wednesday, December 25th, 2019, which is Christmas Day, with rainy weather and
good visibility.
2. Historical Traffic Volume: In the past 12 hours, the traffic volumes were: [119, 161, 218, 244, 260, 277, 276, 275,
282, 288, 274, 240].
3. Current Situation: Given the holiday, Christmas Day, and the rainy weather, traffic patterns may differ from regular
weekdays.
4. Christmas Day Factor: On holidays, traffic volume might be lower due to decreased commuter and commercial
activities. People may stay indoors for celebrations.
5. Rain Impact: The rain could further reduce traffic volume as people may prefer to avoid driving in adverse weather
conditions.
6. Traffic Trend Prediction:

- The evening hours (6 PM to 9 PM): Traffic volume is likely to be significantly lower than usual as people
prioritize holiday celebrations.

- Late-night hours (10 PM to 5 AM): Traffic volume may remain low throughout the night. }

ChatGPT Summary:
Considering the current time at 5 PM on a rainy Christmas Day, traffic volume is expected to decrease significantly
over the next 12 hours. As it is a holiday, commuter and commercial activities are minimal, leading to reduced traffic.
Additionally, the rainy weather may further deter people from traveling or driving, contributing to the decline in traffic
volumes. The focus on indoor celebrations and festivities is likely to keep the roads quiet throughout the night.

TABLE 5: An example of the complete response with explanatory output of our proposed R2T-
LLM. This example corresponds to the example (d) in Table 3.
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