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ABSTRACT
Accurate prediction of pedestrian trajectories is crucial for enhanc-
ing the safety of autonomous vehicles and reducing traffic fatalities
involving pedestrians. While numerous studies have focused on
modeling interactions among pedestrians to forecast their move-
ments, the influence of environmental factors and scene-object
placements has been comparatively underexplored. In this paper,
we present a novel trajectory prediction model that integrates both
pedestrian interactions and environmental context to improve pre-
diction accuracy. Our approach captures spatial and temporal in-
teractions among pedestrians within a sparse graph framework.
To account for pedestrian-scene interactions, we employ advanced
image enhancement and semantic segmentation techniques to ex-
tract detailed scene features. These scene and interaction features
are then fused through a cross-attention mechanism, enabling the
model to prioritize relevant environmental factors that influence
pedestrian movements. Finally, a temporal convolutional network
processes the fused features to predict future pedestrian trajectories.
Experimental results demonstrate that our method significantly
outperforms existing state-of-the-art approaches, achieving ADE
and FDE values of 0.252 and 0.372 meters, respectively, underscor-
ing the importance of incorporating both social interactions and
environmental context in pedestrian trajectory prediction.
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Figure 1: Our model predicts future trajectories by integrat-
ing scene and graph features. To achieve this, the approach
employs a cross-attention module followed by a Temporal
Convolutional Network.

1 INTRODUCTION
Advancements in artificial intelligence and machine learning have
significantly propelled the field of autonomous vehicles, establish-
ing it as one of the most compelling and challenging areas of re-
search in recent decades [13]. Self-driving cars, envisioned as the
future of transportation, require sophisticated systems capable of
navigating safely and efficiently through complex and dynamic
urban environments. A critical challenge for these systems is the
accurate prediction of pedestrian trajectories [14].

Predicting pedestrian movement in crowded and dynamic envi-
ronments is a multifaceted and complex problem that necessitates a
detailed analysis of human behavior and interactions with the sur-
rounding environment. Unlike humans, who naturally anticipate
others’ paths using sensory information and cognitive processing,
autonomous vehicles must achieve this capability through mathe-
matical models and sophisticated algorithms. This involves not only
understanding individual pedestrian behaviors but also capturing
social interactions and adhering to unwritten social norms that
people unconsciously follow in communal settings[5].

1.1 Factors Affecting Pedestrian Trajectory
Prediction

The primary factors influencing pedestrian trajectory prediction
include:

Spatial Position of Pedestrians in the Scene. The spatial position
of a pedestrian relative to other pedestrians and elements within
the traffic scene is a significant factor [1, 6]. For instance, when
two pedestrians approach each other head-on, they instinctively
adjust their paths to avoid a collision. Group interactions are also
significant; individuals moving in a group establish coordinated
movement patterns, influencing each other’s trajectories.
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Interaction with the Surrounding Environment. Interactions with
the physical environment play a vital role in determining pedes-
trian movement paths [18]. Elements such as buildings, street lay-
outs, and physical obstacles constrain movement space and affect
decision-making [19]. Understanding these environmental con-
straints enables prediction models to forecast more logical and
feasible paths by excluding areas occupied by obstacles.

PedestrianMovement Preferences and Intentions. Information about
a pedestrian’s speed and acceleration significantly impacts path
prediction [12]. For example, someone moving at a constant speed
or running provides cues that are effective for predicting future
trajectories. However, fully anticipating a person’s intentions is
challenging, as sudden factors may cause unexpected changes in
their path [17], introducing inherent unpredictability.

In this work, to model pedestrian-to-pedestrian interactions and
individual trajectory preferences, we employ a Sparse Graph Convo-
lutional Network (SGCN) [11]. To account for interactions between
pedestrians and the environment, we introduce a novel feature ex-
traction module that derives scene features from the ETH and UCY
datasets [15]. We utilize an attention mechanism to effectively com-
bine the scene features with the sparse graph features, enhancing
the accuracy of pedestrian trajectory prediction.

2 RELATEDWORK
Humans navigate crowded environments by adhering to unwritten
social rules and conventions that govern their interactions with
others and the environment[25]. For example, pedestrians typically
avoid passing directly between two individuals engaged in conver-
sation, as doing so would violate social norms. These implicit rules
influence pedestrian trajectories and are critical for accurate path
prediction models.

Early approaches tomodeling pedestrian behavior focused on the
Social Force Model [8], which introduced hand-crafted functions
based on physical concepts of attraction and repulsion to simulate
interactions in traffic scenes. While effective for short-term pre-
dictions, the model’s computational complexity and limitations in
capturing long-term dependencies made it less suitable for applica-
tions such as autonomous driving.

The advent of neural networks, particularly Long Short-Term
Memory (LSTM) networks [24], revolutionized trajectory predic-
tion by effectively modeling temporal dependencies. Alahi et al. [1]
proposed the Social LSTM, extending traditional LSTMs to account
for social interactions by incorporating neighboring pedestrians’
hidden states. This approach enabled the modeling of longer se-
quences and more complex social behaviors.

Subsequent research enhanced these models by integrating col-
lective interactions and environmental contexts. Quan et al. [16]
introduced a holistic LSTM framework that encodes collective in-
teractions among pedestrians. Gupta et al. [6] developed the Social
GAN, leveraging Generative Adversarial Networks to produce so-
cially acceptable trajectories that respect social norms.

Recognizing the importance of environmental factors, recent
studies have incorporated scene information into trajectory pre-
diction. Sadeghian et al. [19] proposed SoPhie, an attentive GAN
that combines social and physical constraints by integrating scene
context through visual features extracted from images. Their work

demonstrated that neglecting scene information could lead to de-
creased prediction accuracy. Similarly, Convolutional Neural Net-
works (CNNs) have been utilized to capture spatial features of the
environment, enhancing the model’s understanding of physical
constraints [25].

Further advancements involve the use of semantic segmentation
and attention mechanisms. Syed and Morris [21, 22] integrated
semantic scene information to refine trajectory predictions, high-
lighting the benefits of understanding scene semantics.

Graph-based models have also gained prominence for their abil-
ity to capture complex interactions among multiple agents. Mo-
hamed et al. [11] introduced Social-STGCNN, utilizing spatio-temporal
graph convolutional neural networks to model pedestrian interac-
tions over time. Shi et al. [20] proposed the Sparse Graph Convolu-
tion Network (SGCN), which efficiently models sparse interactions
in crowded scenes, leading to improved trajectory prediction per-
formance.

3 PROPOSED METHOD
We present an approach for accurately predicting pedestrian trajec-
tories by integrating social interactions and environmental context.
Our model leverages the Sparse Graph Convolutional Network
(SGCN) [20] to capture pedestrian interactions within spatial and
temporal sparse graphs. Additionally, we incorporate a scene fea-
ture extraction module and employ a cross-attention mechanism
to enhance predictive capabilities.

3.1 Problem Definition
Trajectory prediction aims to estimate the future positions of all
agents based on their historical states and surrounding scene in-
formation [1, 6]. At time 𝑡 , the scene is represented by an image
𝐼𝑡 . Each pedestrian 𝑖 ∈ [𝑁 ] is characterized by spatial coordinates
(𝑥𝑡

𝑖
, 𝑦𝑡

𝑖
) ∈ R2. The historical positions up to time 𝑡 are:

𝑋 1:𝑡
𝑖 = {(𝑥𝜏𝑖 , 𝑦

𝜏
𝑖 ) | 𝜏 = 1, . . . , 𝑡}, ∀𝑖 ∈ [𝑁 ],

and the future ground truth positions from time 𝑡 + 1 to 𝑇 are:

𝑌 𝑡 :𝑇𝑖 = {(𝑥𝜏𝑖 , 𝑦
𝜏
𝑖 ) | 𝜏 = 𝑡 + 1, . . . ,𝑇 }, ∀𝑖 ∈ [𝑁 ] .

Our objective is to learn a predictive model 𝑓 parameterized by
𝑊Θ:

𝑌 𝑡 :𝑇𝑖 = 𝑓

(
𝐼𝑡 , 𝑋

1:𝑡
𝑖 , 𝑋 1:𝑡

1:𝑁 \𝑖 ;𝑊Θ

)
,

where 𝑌 𝑡 :𝑇
𝑖

are the predicted future trajectories.

3.2 Overall Model
Our model comprises three primary components (Figure 2):

(1) Feature Extraction Module
(2) Interaction Module
(3) Cross-Attention Module
First, the Feature Extraction Module processes input frames us-

ing Real-ESRGAN [23] for image enhancement, followed by the
OneFormer model [9] for semantic segmentation to generate se-
mantic maps. Enhanced frames are passed through ResNet-18 [7] to
extract visual features. Semantic maps are processed through addi-
tional convolutional layers to obtain semantic features. Visual and
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semantic features are concatenated and refined via a Multi-Layer
Perceptron (MLP) to form a comprehensive scene representation
𝐻scene.

Simultaneously, the Interaction Module employs the SGCN to
capture pedestrian interactions by constructing spatial and tempo-
ral sparse graphs from trajectory data. Graph convolutional layers
extract features representing motion tendencies and social dynam-
ics.

Next, the Cross-Attention Module [10] integrates the scene fea-
tures 𝐻scene with the interaction features 𝐻graph. By employing a
cross-attention mechanism, the model focuses on relevant environ-
mental factors influencing pedestrian trajectories. Finally, the fused
features are input into a Temporal Convolutional Network (TCN)
[11] to predict future trajectories.

3.3 Feature Extraction Module
To generate high-level environmental representations, we enhance
input frames using Real-ESRGAN [23] to improve image quality.
The enhanced images are processed by the pre-trained OneFormer
model [9] for semantic segmentation, producing detailed semantic
maps that identify critical scene elements based on the Cityscapes
dataset [4].

We use ResNet-18 [7] to extract robust visual features from the
enhanced frames. Semantic maps are processed through additional
convolutional layers to obtain semantic feature vectors. The visual
and semantic features are concatenated and refined using an MLP
to produce the scene representation 𝐻scene.

3.4 Interaction Module
The Interaction Module utilizes the SGCN [20] to model pedestrian
interactions:

• Spatial Sparse Graph: Encodes group interactions at each
time step, with nodes representing pedestrians and edges
representing significant interactions. The adjacency matrix
is sparse and learned during training.

• Temporal Sparse Graph: Models motion tendencies over
time, connecting temporal instances of each pedestrian. This
captures sequential movement patterns.

Graph convolutional layers extract features from these graphs,
capturing both social dynamics and individual motion patterns. The
fusion of spatial and temporal features provides a comprehensive
understanding of pedestrian behaviors.

3.5 Cross-Attention Module
The Cross-Attention Module integrates scene features with interac-
tion features to enhance trajectory prediction. The graph features
serve as the Query (𝑄), while the scene features provide the Key
(𝐾 ) and Value (𝑉 ):

Attention(𝑄,𝐾,𝑉 ) = softmax
(
𝑄𝐾⊤√︁
𝑑𝑘

)
𝑉 , (1)

where 𝑑𝑘 is the dimensionality of the key vectors. This mecha-
nism allows the model to focus on relevant environmental factors
that influence each pedestrian’s movement.

The attention output is:

𝐻attn = Attention(𝑄,𝐾,𝑉 ) . (2)
To preserve original interaction information and enhance train-

ing stability, a residual connection combines the attention output
with the original graph features:

𝐻fused = 𝐻attn + 𝐻graph . (3)
As illustrated in Figure 2, the structure of our Feature Extrac-

tion Module and the pedestrian trajectory prediction pipeline are
depicted.

3.6 Trajectory Prediction and Loss Function
The fused features 𝐻fused are input into the TCN to predict future
positions:

Ŷ = TCN(𝐻fused), (4)
We employ a composite loss function combining the Average

Displacement Error (ADE) and the Final Displacement Error (FDE)
[3]:

L = ADE + FDE, (5)
where:

ADE =
1
𝑁𝑇

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑇∑︁
𝑡=1

Ŷ𝑡𝑖 − Y𝑡𝑖

2 , (6)

FDE =
1
𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

Ŷ𝑇𝑖 − Y𝑇𝑖

2
. (7)

We train the network end-to-end using stochastic gradient de-
scent, updating all parameters except those of the pre-trained Real-
ESRGAN and OneFormer modules, which remain fixed. This allows
the model to effectively integrate scene context, social interactions,
and temporal dynamics, enhancing prediction accuracy.

4 EXPERIMENTS
We evaluate our proposed method on pedestrian trajectory datasets
and benchmark its performance against established baseline models.
Additionally, we assess the quality of our semantic segmentation
maps in comparison to those generated by alternative models.

4.1 Evaluation Datasets
To validate the effectiveness of our approach, we utilize two promi-
nent public datasets:

• ETH Dataset: Comprises two scenes—ETH and HOTEL.
• UCY Dataset: Includes three scenes—UNIV, ZARA1, and
ZARA2.

Each scene captures real-world pedestrian trajectories character-
ized by rich social interactions and diverse environmental contexts.
Following the standard protocol [1], we adopt a leave-one-out eval-
uation strategy, training the model on four scenes and testing on
the remaining one in a rotating manner. Specifically, we observe
pedestrian trajectories for 8 time steps (equivalent to 3.2 seconds)
and predict the subsequent 12 time steps (equivalent to 4.8 seconds).
Due to the absence of publicly available frame data for the UNIV
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Figure 2: Architecture of our proposed Feature Extraction Module and the pedestrian trajectory prediction pipeline. The feature
vectors from both modules are combined using a cross-attention mechanism.

scene (specifically the student003 file), we exclude it from frame-
based evaluations, conducting our experiments on ETH, HOTEL,
ZARA1, and ZARA2.

4.2 Evaluation Metrics
We employ two standard metrics to quantitatively assess the per-
formance of our trajectory prediction method:

• Average Displacement Error (ADE): Computes the av-
erage Euclidean distance between the predicted trajectory
points and the ground truth points across all predicted time
steps.

• Final Displacement Error (FDE): Measures the Euclidean
distance between the predicted final position and the ground
truth final position at the end of the prediction horizon.

4.3 Results
As shown in Table 1, our proposed model, ScenePTP, achieves
superior performance across all datasets, outperforming baseline
models in both ADE and FDE metrics. Specifically, our model re-
duces ADE and FDE by significant margins compared to previous
state-of-the-art methods. Notably, in the HOTEL scene, our model
reduces the ADE to 0.145 meters, improving upon the previous
best of 0.31 meters achieved by SGCN. This substantial reduction
underscores the effectiveness of incorporating detailed scene infor-
mation and advanced interaction modeling in predicting pedestrian
trajectories.

The combination of advanced image restoration, state-of-the-art
semantic segmentation, and sophisticated interaction modeling en-
ables our model to outperform existing methods. The substantial

improvements in ADE and FDE metrics indicate that our model
not only predicts trajectories more accurately on average but also
achieves better precision in forecasting the final positions of pedes-
trians.

Furthermore, as presented in Table 2, the model utilizing only
frame features exhibits lower accuracy compared to the model that
integrates both frame features and semantic maps. This demon-
strates that combining semantic maps with frame features provides
the model with a more comprehensive understanding of the pedes-
trians’ surrounding environment, thereby enabling more precise
trajectory predictions.

4.4 Ablation Study on Semantic Maps
To evaluate the impact of incorporating semantic maps into our
model, we conduct an ablation study comparing the performance
with and without semantic maps. In the first configuration (w/o
Maps), we use features extracted directly from the raw frames
without any semantic segmentation. In the second configuration
(w/ Maps), we enhance the frame features by integrating semantic
maps generated from the scene.

Table 2 presents the ADE and FDE for both configurations across
the datasets.

These results validate the effectiveness of incorporating semantic
maps into our model. The inclusion of semantic maps consistently
improves performance across all datasets, with an average reduction
in ADE and FDE. This demonstrates that semantic maps provide
valuable environmental context, enabling the model to better un-
derstand navigable spaces and obstacles, leading to more accurate
trajectory predictions.
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Table 1: ADE / FDE comparison across datasets (in meters). Lower values indicate better performance. The best results are
highlighted in bold.

Model
ETH HOTEL ZARA1 ZARA2 AVG

ADE FDE ADE FDE ADE FDE ADE FDE ADE FDE
Social-LSTM [1] 1.09 2.35 0.79 1.76 0.47 1.00 0.56 1.17 0.72 1.57
Social-GAN [6] 0.87 1.62 0.67 1.37 0.35 0.68 0.42 0.84 0.58 1.13
SoPhie [19] 0.70 1.43 0.76 1.67 0.30 0.63 0.38 0.78 0.54 1.13
Social-STGCNN [11] 0.64 1.11 0.49 0.85 0.34 0.53 0.30 0.48 0.44 0.74
SGCN [20] 0.57 1.00 0.31 0.53 0.29 0.51 0.22 0.42 0.35 0.62
Semantic Scene Upgrades [22] 0.75 1.62 0.60 1.28 0.30 0.79 0.34 0.91 0.50 1.15
Our Model (ScenePTP) 0.419 0.593 0.145 0.212 0.253 0.383 0.191 0.298 0.252 0.372

Table 2: Ablation study on the effect of using semantic maps.
ADE/FDE are reported inmeters. Lower values indicate better
performance.

Configuration ETH HOTEL ZARA1 ZARA2

w/o Maps 0.444 / 0.650 0.151 / 0.230 0.277 / 0.409 0.209 / 0.322

w/ Maps 0.419 / 0.593 0.145 / 0.212 0.253 / 0.383 0.191 / 0.298

4.5 Qualitative Analysis of Semantic
Segmentation

Figure 3 illustrates an analysis of our semantic maps against those
generated by other state-of-the-art semantic segmentation methods,
such as PSPNet [26] and SegNet [2]. The figure highlights the supe-
rior accuracy and detail achieved by our approach, particularly in
complex urban environments where distinguishing between walka-
ble areas and obstacles is critical for accurate trajectory prediction.

Figure 3: Semantic Segmentation Comparison on ETH, HO-
TEL, and ZARA Datasets. OneFormer with Image restoration,
delivers the most accurate and detailed segmentations, effec-
tively distinguishing complex features better than PSPNet
[26] and SegNet [2].

Our semantic segmentation effectively captures intricate details
such as narrow pathways and dynamic obstacles, which are of-
ten challenging for existing models to accurately delineate. This
high-quality semantic information contributes significantly to the
improved performance of our trajectory prediction model.

4.6 Impact of Image Restoration
We also assess the effect of image restoration on frame quality and
semantic segmentation accuracy. Figure 4 shows the comparison be-
tween original low-resolution frames and restored high-resolution
frames using Real-ESRGAN [23]. The improved image quality leads
to more accurate and detailed semantic segmentation results, as
seen in the segmentation maps.

Figure 4: Effect of Image Restoration on Frame Quality and
Semantic Segmentation. (a) Original low-resolution frame,
(b) Restored high-resolution frame using Real-ESRGAN, (c)
Semantic segmentation on the original low-resolution frame,
and (d) Improved semantic segmentation on the restored
frame. Image restoration enhances visual clarity, leading to
more accurate and detailed segmentation results.

The enhanced segmentation maps provide better environmental
context to the model, contributing to the overall improvement in
trajectory prediction accuracy.

4.7 Conclusion
In this paper, we investigated the impact of incorporating detailed
scene information into pedestrian trajectory prediction models.
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Our approach introduced a novel integration of scene features
with graph-based models. By effectively combining environmental
context with social interaction modeling, our model significantly
improved trajectory prediction accuracy. Our experimental results
validate the effectiveness of our method, highlighting the impor-
tance of utilizing environmental context alongside graph represen-
tations to achieve more reliable and robust predictions in dynamic
environments. The findings demonstrate that integrating scene un-
derstanding enhances the model’s ability to anticipate pedestrian
movements more accurately.
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