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A B S T R A C T

The extraction of spatial-temporal features is a crucial research in transportation studies, and current
studies typically use a unified temporal modeling mechanism and fixed spatial graph for this purpose.
However, the fixed spatial graph restricts the extraction of spatial features for similar but not directly
connected nodes, while the unified temporal modeling mechanism overlooks the heterogeneity of tem-
poral variation of different nodes. To address these challenges, a multi-view fusion neural network
(MVFN) approach is proposed. In this approach, spatial local features are extracted through the use
of a graph convolutional network (GCN), and spatial global features are extracted using a cosine re-
weighting linear attention mechanism (CLA). The GCN and CLA are combined to create a graph-cosine
module (GCM) for the extraction of overall spatial features. Additionally, the multi-channel separa-
ble temporal convolutional network (MSTCN) makes use of a multi-channel temporal convolutional
network (MTCN) at each layer to extract unified temporal features, and a separable temporal convolu-
tional network (STCN) to extract independent temporal features. Finally, the spatial-temporal feature
data is input into the prediction layer to obtain the final result. The model has been validated on two
traffic demand datasets and achieved the best prediction accuracy.

1. Introduction

With the rapid development of cities and the application of
traffic big data technology, the intelligent transportation system
has become a hot research topic, and traffic demand prediction is
an important research direction of the intelligent transportation
system [1]. Traffic demand and supply in various nodes of cities
are often unbalanced [2]. Accurately predicting traffic demands
in different nodes can help guide taxi drivers to different areas
in advance, leading to a re-distribution of transport resources and
providing better travel services for residents.

Early research methods are mainly statistical models. Autore-
gressive integrated moving average (ARIMA) is widely used in
traffic flow prediction [3]. Kalman filter is also used in traffic pre-
diction[4]. Exponential smoothing and its improved algorithms
can find trends, periodicity, and seasonality in time series data [5].
The Prophet model decomposes time series into four main com-
ponents: trend, seasonality, holiday effects, and noise [6]. The
bimodal Gaussian inhomogeneous Poisson algorithm also reveals
the changing trend of bike usage [7]. Although statistical methods
can construct models using well-structured mathematical param-
eters, they are more suitable for predicting with stable data.

Based on traditional machine learning algorithms, various re-
gression methods are applied to predict data in bigger bike shar-
ing datasets, although the error increases over longer horizons
[8]. For instance, gradient boosting decision tree (GBDT) auto-
matically filters the characteristics of variables to achieve traffic
generation prediction [9]. Data are first clustered and filtered
through K-means and then public bicycle demands are predicted
using support vector machines (SVM) [10]. The K-Nearest Neigh-
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bors (KNN) algorithm is also used for multi-step prediction [11].
These methods can capture certain temporal features in nonlinear
traffic data, but cannot obtain spatial features.

The rapid development of deep learning has provided new
methods for spatial-temporal prediction. In terms of spatial fea-
tures extraction, convolutional neural network (CNN) [12] and
graph convolutional network (GCN) [13] are frequently used to
extract adjacent spatial feature of spatial units represented by grids
and nodes in graphs, respectively, and distant spatial features can
be extracted by adaptive matrix generation [1, 14] and attention
mechanism [15, 16]. In terms of temporal feature extraction,
models including long short-term memory network (LSTM) [17],
gated recurrent unit network (GRU) [18], and temporal convolu-
tional network (TCN) have been introduced [19]. By combining
spatial and temporal extraction modules, deep learning models
have achieved excellent results in various tasks of spatial-temporal
prediction.

Traffic demand prediction is a complex spatial-temporal prob-
lem. Although high accuracies have been achieved through vari-
ous deep learning models, there are still two challenges in extract-
ing spatial and temporal features:

• Spatial features include local and global features. The de-
mand is influenced by neighboring nodes and will show
strong correlations locally. Furthermore, nodes with similar
functions will generate similar demand changes, and these
nodes are generally not directly connected. It is crucial to
implement the fusion of local and global features to effec-
tively extract complete spatial features, thereby improving
the accuracy of prediction.

• Temporal features include unified and independent features.
The traffic demand of various nodes is heterogeneous, and
each node shows two modes of pick-up and drop-off. Using
a unified module to extract temporal features alone may
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lead to ignorance of the heterogeneity of the temporal vari-
ation in each node. Therefore, additional research is essen-
tial to determine how to achieve independent temporal fea-
ture extraction and integrate it with unified temporal fea-
ture extraction while taking into account the heterogeneity
of temporal features.

To address the challenges mentioned earlier, a multi-view fu-
sion neural network (MVFN) model is proposed for traffic demand
prediction. In the spatial dimension, the proposed model extracts
and fuses spatial features from both local and global views. In the
temporal dimension, the model extracts and fuses temporal fea-
tures from both unified and independent views.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows.

• In the spatial dimension, a fusion method of local and global
features is proposed. First, a graph convolutional network
module (GCN) is used to obtain local features. Then, a co-
sine re-weighting linear attention module (CLA) is used to
efficiently obtain global features. Finally, the graph-cosine
module (GCM) is formed by combining GCN and CLA to
achieve the fusion of spatial local and global features.

• In the temporal dimension, a multi-channel separable tem-
poral convolutional network (MSTCN) is proposed to ex-
tract temporal features. In each layer of MSTCN, unified
temporal features are extracted using a multi-channel tem-
poral convolutional network (MTCN) and independent tem-
poral features using a separable temporal convolutional net-
work (STCN), while the use of a dilated causal convolution
operation increases the receptive field.

• Extensive experiments are conducted on two real-world datasets,
and the experimental results show that the performance of
the model in this paper consistently outperforms than the
existing related prediction methods.

2. Related Work

2.1. Deep learning for traffic prediction

As a popular research direction, deep learning methods have
gained increasing popularity in traffic spatial-temporal prediction.
Various models and methods have been proposed for extracting
spatial-temporal features.

In the feature extraction of spatial dimensions, the mainstream
methods are based on CNN, GCN [20], and attention mechanism.
Transportation researchers divide spatial units into regular grid
data, treat traffic data as image-like data, and use CNN to extract
spatial proximity correlations, which are well-suited for regular
traffic data prediction [12]. But on the other hand, the analysis
units in traffic data are more similar to the nodes on the graph,
so the GCN method can be used to process the traffic spatial data,
and the information of the neighbor nodes can be aggregated on
the fixed traffic graph. For example, DCRNN uses bidirectional dif-
fusion random walk on the graph to capture spatial features [21].
Graph WaveNet adds a self-adaptive adjacency matrix to enrich
the extracted spatial features [14]. CCRNN adopts singular value
decomposition for learning different convolutional layers and em-
ploys coupled layer-wise mechanism for overall spatial feature
modeling [1]. MDRGCN combines similarity matrix and adaptive
matrix to fuse spatial features of different patterns [22]. TGANet
uses Jaccard distance, Pearson correlation coefficient and atten-
tion mechanism to jointly model spatial features [23]. MVDGCN
considers weekly and daily patterns on the basis of CCRNN [24].
GCN-DHSTNet adopts GCN modeling to include spatial features

of recent, daily, and weekly volume [25]. PKET-GCN utilizes the
prior knowledge extraction module for spatial feature modeling,
including the static node feature matrix, the node correlation ma-
trix constructed with Pearson correlation coefficients, and the en-
vironmental measurement matrix [26]. DDGCRN applies spatial-
temporal embedding generation and node adaptive parameter learn-
ing to model spatial features [27]. DTC-STGCN adopts GCN mod-
ule based on dynamic adjacency matrix and attention mechanism
to learn dynamic spatial features [28]. MISTAGCN combines spa-
tial attention and GCN to model spatial features [29]. STSSN con-
siders node position embedding and time step embedding, and
adopts enhanced diffusion convolution network to model spatial
features [30]. ASTGNN uses GCN and self attention mechanism
multiplication to obtain a dynamic graph convolutional network,
which takes into account the similarity of adjacent nodes in input
data [16]. MGT utilizes meta-learning to obtain spatial-temporal
embedding and constructs a transition matrix based on three ma-
trices: distance, functional similarity, and OD [31].

In the feature extraction of temporal dimensions, on the other
hand, the mainstream methods are based on recurrent neural net-
work (RNN), TCN, and attention mechanism. In the research of
temporal features extraction based on RNN, LSTM leverages input
gate, forget gate, and output gate to control input values, memory
values, and output values, effectively solving the gradient vanish-
ing and exploding problems of RNN in long sequence prediction,
and is frequently used in temporal feature modeling [25, 28, 32].
GRU adopts update gates and reset gates, which simplifies the cal-
culation of LSTM while achieving comparable results, making it
widely used in temporal feature modeling [1, 21, 22, 24, 27].
However, LSTM and GRU cannot be calculated in parallel, reduc-
ing the computational speed. Therefore, TCN composed of dilated
causal convolution is also applied in temporal feature modeling,
significantly reducing the number of parameters while ensuring
prediction accuracy [14, 30, 33]. The temporal attention mecha-
nism can adaptively simulate nonlinear correlations between dif-
ferent time steps [16, 29, 31, 34].

2.2. Simplified computation of attention mechanism

The attention mechanism focuses on the more critical informa-
tion and reduces the attention to irrelevant information through
a weighting mechanism [15]. Specifically, attention mechanisms
have been successfully employed in both spatial and temporal di-
mensions for dynamic modeling and prediction of traffic spatial-
temporal data, leading to excellent performances [16, 31, 34].

The attention mechanism, which can achieve information trans-
mission distance of O(1) between any two nodes, can also be
viewed as a fully connected graph [35]. However, as operations
between any two nodes are required, runtime complexity increases
dramatically in a quadratic manner O(N2) as the number of nodes
increases, resulting in inefficient computation. As a result, many
studies aim to reduce the computational complexity [36]. For in-
stance, some scholars have used low-rank matrix approximation
methods to decrease computation time, as the attention matrix is
observed to be low-rank [37]. Additionally, a pre-defined pattern
can be used to limit the field view of the self-attention mechanism
through sparsification techniques [38]. Sparse calculation meth-
ods can also be obtained from the perspective of data distribution
[39, 40].
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Fig. 1. The overall structure of the MVFN model.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Graph structure

The traffic demand graph can be represented by considering
each region in the transportation system as a node. With G =
(V, E, A), V represents the set of nodes in the graph, E represents
the set of node edges, and A represents the spatial connection of
nodes. The adjacency matrix is A ∈ RN×N . At time step t, the
feature matrix of the graph Xt ∈ RN× f , where f refers to the
feature dimension of the input, and N refers to the number of
nodes.

Aij =

{
1, (vi, vj) ∈ E
0, otherwise (1)

3.2. Traffic demand prediction

Traffic demand prediction poses the problem of learning from
historical traffic graph signal data with P time steps to obtain a
mapping function Γ for predicting future traffic graph signal data
over Q time steps.

Xt+1:t+Q = Γ [Xt−P+1:t, G] (2)

where Γ is the nonlinear mapping function to be learned, Xt+1:t+Q ∈
RQ×N× f , Xt−P+1:t ∈ RP×N× f .

4. Methodology

The overall structure of the MVFN is shown on the left side
of Fig. 1, which includes two ST-Layers, one prediction layer, and
several residual connections. The upper right side of Fig. 1 shows
the internal structure of each ST-Layer, including the spatial fea-
tures extraction module GCM and the temporal features extraction
module MSTCN. GCM includes a spatial local features extraction
submodule GCN and a spatial global features extraction submod-
ule CLA. As shown in the bottom right of Fig. 1, linear attention is
achieved by adjusting the dot product order in CLA. Additionally,
MSTCN has a total of four layers that are stacked, with each layer
containing a temporal unified features extraction module MTCN
and a temporal independent features extraction module STCN.

4.1. Spatial local features extraction module

The traffic demand of a node is influenced by neighboring nodes.
In the extraction of spatial local features, we use GCN to learn the
structural features of topological graphs, fuse regional information
with neighboring information, and capture spatial local dependen-
cies on the graph [13, 41]. Consider a multi-layer GCN, where the
propagation of the l-th layer can be written as:

H(l+1) = ReLU(D̃− 1
2 ÃD̃− 1

2 H(l)W(l)) (3)

where Ã = A+ IN , A is the adjacency matrix, IN is self-connection;
D̃ii = ∑j Ãij, D̃ is a diagonal matrix, where each element on the
diagonal represents the degree of the corresponding point in the
graph; H(l) and H(l+1) are the input and output of the l-th layer,
respectively; W(l) is the learnable parameter of l-th layer; and
ReLU is the activation function.

4.2. Spatial global features extraction module

Spatial global features extraction via self-attention can reveal
similar trends in traffic demand patterns of non-adjacent but func-
tionally similar nodes [31]. While sparse attention mechanisms
can simplify computational complexity, with only a subset of nodes
in the calculation, they contradict the goal of extracting spatial
global features in this study. Therefore, linearization optimization
methods are more suitable for our task. To extract spatial global
features, we adopt the cosine re-weighting linear attention mech-
anism (CLA) of CosFormer [42]. CLA, as presented in the lower
right side of Fig. 1, enables linearization calculation by modifying
the dot product order and utilizes the cosine re-weighting method
to reinforce local correlation.

In the calculation of the standard self-attention mechanism, the
input data X is first mapped to Q, K, V through linear transfor-
mation, with the formulas below:

Q, K, V = XWQ, XWK , XWV (4)

S(Qi, Kj) = expQiKj (5)

Ai = ∑j
S(Qi, Kj)

∑j S(Qi, Kj)
Vj (6)

where WQ, WK, WV are three different learnable parameters. S(·)
is the dot product similarity. Ai is the value of the attention matrix
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in the i-th row.
By converting the attention mechanism to a linear calculation

method and replacing the similarity measure with a ReLU func-
tion, the computational complexity is significantly reduced. Specif-
ically, with p = P × f , and given that N >> p in experiments, the
computational complexity can be reduced from O(N2) to O(N).

LS(Qi, Kj) = ϕ(Qi)ϕ(Kj)
T (7)

LAi =
∑j ϕ(Qi)ϕ(Kj)

TVj

∑j ϕ(Qi)ϕ(Kj)
T =

ϕ(Qi)∑j ϕ(Kj)
TVj

ϕ(Qi)∑j ϕ(Kj)
T (8)

where ϕ(·) is the value mapped by the ReLU, LS(·)is a computa-
tional function that can be split linearly, and LAi is the attention
value of the i-th row after multiplicative swapping.

The introduction of the cosine re-weighting mechanism incor-
porates the relative position deviation into the attention matrix,
thus enhancing locality, which aligns with the spatial features dis-
tribution of traffic demand and stabilizes the training process. To
simplify the representation, Q′ denotes ϕ(Q), and K′ denotes ϕ(K).
The expression of the formula is given below:

CLS(Q
′
i , K

′
j) = Q

′
iK

′T
j cos(

π

2
× i − j

N
) (9)

where CLS(·) is the cosine re-weighting function, and expand the
above formula to get:

CLS
(

Q
′
i , K

′
j

)
=

(
Q

′
i cos

(
πi
2N

))(
K

′
j cos

(
π j
2N

))T

+

(
Q

′
i sin

(
πi
2N

))(
K

′
j sin

(
π j
2N

))T
(10)

Each part of the above formula is abbreviated as follows:

Qcos
i , Kcos

j = Q
′
i cos

(
πi
2N

)
, K

′
j cos

(
π j
2N

)
Qsin

i , Ksin
j = Q

′
i sin

(
πi
2N

)
, K

′
j sin

(
π j
2N

) (11)

We substitute CLS(·) into Equation (6) to obtain linearized at-
tention after cosine re-weighting . The formula is as follows:

CLAi =
∑N

j=1 Qcos
i

((
Kcos

j

)T
Vj

)
+ ∑N

j=1 Qsin
i

((
Ksin

j

)T
Vj

)
∑N

j=1 Qcos
i

(
Kcos

j

)T
+ ∑N

j=1 Qsin
i

(
Ksin

j

)T

(12)

where CLAi refers to the attention value of the i-th row. Finally,
the CLA formula obtained without losing the generality is as fol-
lows:

CLA = Qcos(KcosV) + Qsin(KsinV) (13)

4.3. Multi-channel separable temporal convolutional network

The overall structure of MSTCN is shown in the light green
section of the ST-Layer on the upper right side of Fig. 1. It is
stacked in four layers, each layer containing an MTCN module
and an STCN module, facilitating the extraction of unified and
independent temporal features, respectively.

MTCN and STCN both rely on dilated causal convolution [19].
As shown in Figure Fig. 2, dilated causal convolution utilizes the
dilation operation to greatly enhance the receptive field without
increasing computational burden, and the causal convolution en-

e=1

d=1

d=2

d=4

d=4

Fig. 2. Dilated causal convolution. The kernel size is 2, and the dilation coefficients
d are 1, 2, 4, and 4, respectively.

Table 1
Comparison of parameter settings between MTCN and STCN.

Parameter MTCN STCN

Input Channel N × f N × f
Output Channel N × f N × f

Group 1 N × f
Filter Number N × f N × f
kernel in Filter N × f 1

Nf
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(b) STCN
Fig. 3. Comparison of two TCNs. (a) MTCN, the output channels are mutually
operated with other channels; (b) STCN, each channel operates independently.

sures that only prior data values are considered. In light of the
typical period P of 12 in spatial-temporal prediction tasks, we set
the kernel size to 2 and the dilation coefficients to 1, 2, 4, and 4,
respectively. Subsequently, after four layers of convolutional oper-
ations, the size of the receptive field becomes 12, covering input
data features in the temporal dimension. The formula is as fol-
lows:

D(s) =
k−1

∑
i=0

f (i) · Xs−d·i (14)

where X is the input data, d is the dilation coefficient, k is the
kernel size, and s − d · i determines to only perform convolution
operations on past input data.

The standard convolution is to use multiple convolution ker-
nels to convolve and extract features on all the input channels,
while the grouped convolution groups the channels, and the cor-
relation between groups does not affect each other, resulting in a
separate output for each group [43, 44]. Given the properties of
grouped convolutions, we can use them to construct MTCN and
STCN. The comparison of parameter settings between MTCN and
STCN is shown in Table 1, in which N is the node of the research
data, and f is the number of feature contained in the node. A brief
description of both the MTCN and STCN modules is given below.

MTCN: MTCN is utilized to extract unified temporal features,
as illustrated in Fig. 3a, the number of grouped convolutions is set
to 1, and each output channel is the result of the mutual operation
of all input channels, realizing the overall extraction of temporal
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features. The traffic demand data can be regarded as a set of one-
dimensional time series. The input data format is P × N × f , and
the output data format is Q × N × f . In our temporal features
extraction, we always keep the size of input channel Ci and the
size of output channel Co equal to N × f , and the size of overall
convolution kernel is: Co × Ci × k.

STCN: STCN is utilized to ensure the independent extraction
of temporal features among different channels, as illustrated in
Fig. 3b. STCN is an extremely grouped convolution, which uses
the same number of groups as Ci. We set the number of Ci, Co and
groups to N × f , the input data formats is P × N × f , and output
data formats is Q× N × f . Different channels are assigned to their
respective groups and there is no information exchange between
channels, so the independent extraction of temporal features is
achieved.

4.4. Prediction layer

The prediction layer is composed of two linear transformation
layers and an activation function. The data is subject to a linear
transformation and the ReLU activation function, and then input
into the second linear transformation layer [15]. The formula is
as follows:

PL(X) = ReLU(XW1 + b1)W2 + b2 (15)

where W1 and W2 are weights, and b1 and b2 are biases. X repre-
sents the input of prediction layer.

4.5. Loss function

Mean absolute error (MAE) has been selected as the loss func-
tion for network training in this paper. The formula is as follows:

MAE =
1
n

n

∑
i=1

∣∣∣yi − yp
i

∣∣∣ (16)

where n is the total amount of data samples, yi is the ground truth,
yp

i is the predicted value of the i-th sample.

5. Experiments

5.1. Datasets

The performance of MVFN is validated on two publicly avail-
able traffic datasets from NYC OpenData. The datasets included
records for both taxi and bike orders [1].

• NYC Citi Bike: Bike trip datasets from April 1st, 2016 to
June 30th, 2016, including pick-up node, drop-off node,
pick-up time, and drop-off time.

• NYC Taxi: Taxi datasets from April 1st, 2016 to June 30th,
2016, including pick-up time, drop-off time, pick-up lati-
tude and longitude, drop-off latitude and longitude, and
trip distance.

5.2. Baseline methods

The following models were compared to MVFN:

• HA: We calculate the mean of the previous time steps as the
current prediction.

• XGBoost: XGBoost is a boosted tree algorithm that supports
multiple weak learners [45].

• FC-LSTM: Long short-term memory network is a recurrent
neural network with fully connected LSTM hidden units
[17].

• DCRNN: DCRNN employs diffusion graph convolution and
GRU to encode spatial and temporal features, respectively
[21].

• STGCN: STGCN uses graph chebnet convolution and time
gate convolution to form spatial-temporal blocks for spatial-
temporal features extraction [33].

• STG2Seq: STG2Seq adopts graph convolutional based on
seq2seq structure to predict multi-step traffic demand, and
has an attention mechanism module for dynamic modeling
[32].

• Graph WaveNet: Graph WaveNet uses graph convolution
to capture spatial dependencies and dynamic causal convo-
lution to capture temporal dependencies [14].

• CCRNN: CCRNN adaptively learns different graph adjacency
matrices in different layers, and then uses a coupling mech-
anism to associate matrices at different levels, and predicts
the final result with a GRU [1].

5.3. Experiment settings

In the two datasets, the NYC Citi Bike contains 250 virtual
nodes, and the NYC Taxi contains 266 virtual nodes, but each node
contains two features, i.e. pick-up and drop-off. The time inter-
val between data records is 30 minutes. In the last four weeks
of the data sample, the first two weeks are used as the validation
datasets and the last two weeks are used as the test datasets, the
remaining data are used for model training.

P and Q are both set to 12, and the model is entirely trained
on the training datasets. When extracting the spatial local fea-
tures, we stack the two types of features together, and the data
format is (P × f )× N, which is extracted for 250 and 266 nodes
respectively. When extracting the spatial global features, we mul-
tiply spatial nodes with features as the total global node, which
enables flexible interaction of different features, and the data for-
mat is P × (N × f ), which is extracted for 500 and 532 nodes
respectively. When extracting temporal features, the data process-
ing method is the same as extracting spatial global features, and
the data format is P × (N × f ). The number of input and output
channels is equal to the number of nodes, which are 500 and 532,
respectively. The Pytorch framework is used to build the model.
The training epoch is 100. The learning rate is 0.001. The batch
size is set to 64. The Adam algorithm is used for optimization.

Three metrics are employed to evaluate the model performance,
namely root mean squared error (RMSE), MAE (16), and Pearson
correlation coefficient (PCC).

RMSE =

√
1
n

n

∑
i=1

(yi − yp
i )

2 (17)

PCC =
∑n

i=1(y
p
i − ȳp)(yi − ȳ)√

∑n
i=1(y

p
i − ȳp)2

√
∑n

i=1(yi − ȳ)2
(18)

where n is the total number of data, yi is the ground truth, yp
i is

the predicted value, ȳ is the average of the ground truth, and ȳp is
the average of the predictions.
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Table 2
Evaluations of MVFN and baselines.

Method
NYC Citi Bike NYC Taxi

RMSE MAE PCC RMSE MAE PCC
HA 5.2003 3.4617 0.1669 29.7806 16.1509 0.6339

XGBoost 4.0494 2.4690 0.4861 21.1994 11.6806 0.8077
FC-LSTM 3.8139 2.302 0.5675 18.0708 10.2200 0.8645
DCRNN 3.2094 1.8954 0.7227 14.7926 8.4274 0.9122
STGCN 3.6042 2.760 0.7316 22.6489 18.4551 0.9156

STG2Seq 3.9843 2.4976 0.5152 18.0450 9.9415 0.8650
Graph WaveNet 3.2943 1.9911 0.7003 13.0729 8.1037 0.9322

CCRNN 2.8382 1.7404 0.7934 9.5631 5.4979 0.9648
MVFN 2.6857 1.6694 0.8119 9.1617 5.1726 0.9667

5.4. Experiment results

Table 2 shows the comparison of different models. The model
is trained 10 times and outputs are averaged as the results, which
show that MVFN consistently outperforms the baseline model on
both datasets.

HA, XGBoost, and FC-LSTM can only take into account tempo-
ral features and thus perform poorly in large-scale spatial-temporal
data prediction. Other baseline algorithms can capture spatial and
temporal features at different levels, thus improving the accuracy
of predictions.

MVFN fuses spatial-temporal features, local and global spatial
features, and unified and independent temporal features, thus
achieving the best prediction results. CCRNN is a competitive
model and as a comparison, on the NYC Citi Bike, the RMSE of
our model decreases by 5.37%, the MAE decreases by 4.08%, and
the PCC increases by 2.33%. On the NYC Taxi, the RMSE of our
model decreases by 4.2%, MAE decreases by 5.92% and PCC in-
creases by 0.19%.

5.5. Ablation study

To verify the effectiveness of each module, we conducted a se-
ries of experiments with fixed random seeds. We set up 6 ablation
comparison experiments, which are: NO-GCN: the spatial features
extraction module of GCN is removed, that is, there is no local
connection; NO-CLA: the CLA global spatial features extraction
module is removed, there is no global connection; NO-GCM: the
spatial extraction modules such as GCN and CLA are removed, and
the model can only extract temporal features; NO-MTCN: the uni-
fied temporal features extraction module is removed; NO-STCN:
the independent temporal features extraction module is removed;
NO-MSTCN: the temporal features extraction module is removed.

As shown in Table 3, MVFN showed the best performance. The
RMSE and MAE of the model on the NYC Citi Bike are shown in
Fig. 4a, the RMSE and MAE on the NYC Taxi are shown in Fig. 4b,
and the PCC metrics of the two datasets are shown in Fig. 4c.
MVFN modules of interest show similar utility on both datasets,
so we only perform module effect analysis on NYC Citi Bike. The
ablation experiments are analyzed with four targets, namely the
spatial-temporal module, spatial module, temporal module, and
the number of ST-Layers.

5.5.1. Spatial-Temporal module analysis
The GCM module in MVFN is used to extract spatial features,

and the MSTCN module is used to extract temporal features. Com-
pared with MVFN, the RMSE and MAE of NO-GCM increased by
3.86% and 3.78%, respectively, and the PCC decreased by 2.36%;
the RMSE and MAE of NO-MSTCN increased by 25.62% and 19.18%,
respectively, and the PCC decreased by 15.27%. It can be seen that
both the spatial and the temporal modules help to improve the ac-

Table 3
Ablation experiments with different components.

Datasets Method RMSE MAE PCC

NYC Citi Bike

NO-GCN 2.6841 1.6699 0.8115
NO-CLA 2.7589 1.7116 0.8029
NO-GCM 2.7867 1.7128 0.7973

NO-MTCN 3.3742 1.9589 0.6923
NO-STCN 2.7501 1.6860 0.8046

NO-MSTCN 3.3706 1.9669 0.6919
MVFN 2.6832 1.6504 0.8166

NYC Taxi

No GCN 9.0986 5.0978 0.9671
No CLA 9.8398 5.4660 0.9612
No GCM 9.8701 5.4798 0.9610

No MTCN 15.6682 8.0564 0.8955
No STCN 9.0718 5.1391 0.9671

No MSTCN 15.8365 8.2832 0.8921
MVFN 9.0207 5.0853 0.9674

curacy of the model, and the temporal module plays a greater role.

5.5.2. Spatial module analysis
The spatial module of MVFN is GCM, which includes two sub-

modules, GCN and CLA. Compared with MVFN, the RMSE, and
MAE of NO-GCN increased by 0.04% and 1.18%, and the PCC
decreased by 0.63%; the RMSE and MAE of NO-CLA increased by
2.82% and 3.71%, and the PCC decreased by 1.69%. Both GCN
and CLA contribute to the spatial features extraction of the model,
and the module of CLA has a greater impact on the spatial features
extraction.

5.5.3. Temporal module analysis
The temporal module of MVFN is MSTCN, which includes two

sub-modules, MTCN and STCN. Compared with MVFN, the RMSE,
and MAE of NO-MTCN increased by 25.75% and 18.69%, respec-
tively, and the PCC decreased by 15.23%; the RMSE and MAE of
NO-STCN increased by 2.5% and 2.16%, respectively, and the PCC
decreased by 1.48%. Both MTCN and STCN facilitate the tempo-
ral features extraction of the model, and the MTCN module has a
greater impact on temporal features extraction because it can per-
form mutual operations on all channel of data, which plays a role
in noise reduction.

5.5.4. ST-Layer number analysis
Experiments are conducted to verify the effect of the number

of ST-Layers in spatial-temporal feature extraction, with variations
ranging from 1 to 5 layers. The experimental results are shown in
Table 4. RMSE and MAE on the NYC Citi Bike are shown in Fig. 5a,
RMSE and MAE on the NYC Taxi are shown in Fig. 5b, and the PCC
metrics of the two datasets are shown in Fig. 5c.

From the above figures and tables, it can be seen that when
the number of ST-Layer is 2, the model produces the best re-



7

RMSE MAE
NYC Citi Bike

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

Er
ro

rs

NO-GCN
NO-CLA
NO-GCM
NO-MTCN
NO-STCN
NO-MSTCN
MVFN

(a) RMSE and MAE errors on NYC Citi Bike

RMSE MAE
NYC Taxi

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

Er
ro

rs

NO-GCN
NO-CLA
NO-GCM
NO-MTCN
NO-STCN
NO-MSTCN
MVFN

(b) RMSE and MAE errors on NYC Taxi

NYC Citi Bike NYC Taxi
Datesets

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

PC
C

NO-GCN
NO-CLA
NO-GCM

NO-MTCN
NO-STCN

NO-MSTCN
MVFN

(c) PCC values of different datasets
Fig. 4. Ablation experiment comparison. (a): RMSE and MAE performance of each module on Bike datasets; (b): RMSE and MAE performance of each module on Taxi
datasets; (c) PCC performance of each module on both datasets.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of indicators for different stacking layers. (a): RMSE and MAE performance of different layers on the Bike datasets; (b): RMSE and MAE performance
of different layers on the Taxi datasets; (c) Comparison of PCC metrics on different layers of the two datasets.

Table 4
Ablation experiments with different layers.

Datasets Layer RMSE MAE PCC

NYC Citi Bike

1-Layer 2.7926 1.6966 0.8021
2-Layer 2.6832 1.6504 0.8166
3-Layer 2.7761 1.7132 0.8088
4-Layer 2.8549 1.7972 0.7848
5-Layer 3.0288 1.9605 0.7606

NYC Taxi

1-Layer 10.1794 5.4306 0.9582
2-Layer 9.0207 5.0853 0.9674
3-Layer 9.6240 5.4177 0.9634
4-Layer 10.1560 5.6637 0.9593
5-Layer 12.4523 6.7171 0.9386

sults. one single layer cannot effectively extract spatial-temporal
features, but when too many layers are stacked, it will result in
smooth spatial-temporal features extraction and cannot achieve
high-precision prediction.

6. Conclusion

In this study, a novel multi-view fusion neural network is pro-
posed for traffic demand prediction. In the spatial dimension, fu-
sion is implemented from local and global views, respectively. A
graph convolutional network is utilized to extract spatial local fea-
tures, and a cosine re-weighting linear attention mechanism is em-
ployed to extract spatial global features, which are then fused to
obtain overall spatial features. In the temporal dimension, fusion
is conducted from unified and independent views, respectively. A
multi-channel temporal convolutional network is utilized to ex-
tract unified temporal features, while a separable temporal convo-

lutional network is utilized to extract independent temporal fea-
tures. The two networks are combined to form the multi-channel
separable temporal convolutional network for the extraction of the
overall temporal features. The model has been evaluated on two
public datasets and achieved the promising results.

In future work, the efficacy of other low computational meth-
ods for global spatial feature extraction will be further validated,
and also network structures that combine separable temporal con-
volutional network and recurrent neural network will be consid-
ered.
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