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Abstract—Accurate predictions of spatio-temporal systems’
states are crucial for tasks such as system management, control,
and crisis prevention. However, the inherent time variance of
spatio-temporal systems poses challenges to achieving accurate
predictions whenever stationarity is not granted. To address non
stationarity frameworks, we propose a Distribution and Relation
Adaptive Network (DRAN) capable of dynamically adapting to
relation and distribution changes over time. While temporal nor-
malization and de-normalization are frequently used techniques
to adapt to distribution shifts, this operation is not suitable for the
spatio-temporal context as temporal normalization scales the time
series of nodes and possibly disrupts the spatial relations among
nodes. In order to address this problem, we develop a Spatial
Factor Learner (SFL) module that enables the normalization and
de-normalization process in spatio-temporal systems. To adapt
to dynamic changes in spatial relationships among sensors, we
propose a Dynamic-Static Fusion Learner (DSFL) module that
effectively integrates features learned from both dynamic and
static relations through an adaptive fusion ratio mechanism. Fur-
thermore, we introduce a Stochastic Learner to capture the noisy
components of spatio-temporal representations. Our approach
outperforms state of the art methods in weather prediction and
traffic flows forecasting tasks. Experimental results show that
our SFL efficiently preserves spatial relationships across various
temporal normalization operations. Visualizations of the learned
dynamic and static relations demonstrate that DSFL can capture
both local and distant relationships between nodes. Moreover,
ablation studies confirm the effectiveness of each component.

Index Terms—Spatio-temporal forecasting, graph neural net-
work, distribution adaptation, adaptive network.

I. INTRODUCTION

SPATIO-TEMPORAL systems, characterized by intricate
spatial interactions among nodes and varying temporal

dynamics, are prevalent in various fields such as physics [1],
meteorology [2]–[4], power grids [5], [6] and transportation
[7]–[9]. Real world spatio-temporal systems often entail a
large number of nodes, with interactions between nodes vary-
ing over time [10], [11]. The complexity of these systems
makes it challenging to make efficient decisions and manage
future developments based on current conditions. Therefore,
there is an urgent need for more accurate spatio-temporal
prediction methods to support decision-making [12].
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In spatio-temporal forecasting, historical time series data
associated with nodes are used to predict future observations
of the same nodes [13], [14]. Although numerous methods,
particularly those based on deep learning have been developed
[15]–[19], achieving accurate predictions remains challenging
due to the time variance of the stochastic processes generating
the data. This time variance can manifest in several ways, such
as distribution shifts [20], [21], changes in spatial relationships
among nodes [22], and changes in the nature of noise [23].

Normalization and de-normalization mechanisms are com-
monly employed to address distribution shifts in time se-
ries forecasting [24]–[27]. Such techniques normalize input
data to achieve consistent distributions and rebuild temporal
distributions during de-normalization. Approaches such as
Reversible Instance Normalization (RevIN) [24] and Dish-
TS [27], which apply normalization and de-normalization
on instance or temporal dimensions, have demonstrated their
effectiveness in adapting to distribution shifts in time series
forecasting. However, these methods may not be well-suited
for spatio-temporal contexts. Methods that apply temporal
normalization often scale the time series of nodes using dif-
ferent scaling factors. As a result, spatial message propagation
occurs between nodes that have been scaled differently, which
does not accurately reflect real-world message propagation
processes. Moreover, instance-level normalization uses the
mean and standard deviation of all nodes over the input time
span, addressing only coarse spatial and temporal distribution
shifts, which is inadequate for adapting to the complex distri-
butions in spatio-temporal contexts. Therefore, it is necessary
to develop approaches that achieve temporal normalization
while preserving spatial patterns in spatio-temporal forecasting
tasks.

To capture time-varying spatial relationships, some methods
learn inherent static spatial relations from data [28]–[30], while
others generate dynamic dependencies based on input win-
dows [31], [32] . However, static relations remain fixed after
training, limiting their adaptability, while dynamic relations
derived from input data often exhibit instability in predictive
performance. To address these limitations, some approaches
jointly learn static and dynamic characteristics and fuse them
with a weighted sum [33] or a fusion ratio constrained by
loss functions [34], thus achieving more comprehensive spatial
representation learning [35]. However, these approaches fail
to account for the dynamic interplay between static and
dynamic components, relying on fixed fusion ratios that result
in insufficient spatio-temporal representations. Therefore, there
is a pressing need for a network capable of adapting to both
static and dynamic relations while fusing their features using
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adaptive rations.
Spatio-temporal systems inherently contain uncertainties

due to data inaccuracies, noise, or sudden stochastic events
within the systems. Given that these uncertainties impact
prediction performance, various efforts have been made to
quantify them. Some studies perform interval prediction to
provide confidence regions for the forecasting horizon [36],
[37]. Liang et al. [38] utilize latent variables to capture the
uncertainties in air quality data, enhancing the accuracy of
deterministic predictions.

In this paper, we propose a Distribution and Relation
Adaptive Network (DRAN) that dynamically adapts to tempo-
ral variations and assesses uncertain components influenced by
noise to achieve more comprehensive representation learning
in spatio-temporal systems. More specifically, we develop a
Spatial Factor Learner (SFL) that incorporates temporal nor-
malization and de-normalization stages to mitigate the impact
of distribution shifts while preserving spatial dependencies. To
better accommodate spatio-temporal relations, we introduce a
Dynamic-Static Fusion Learner (DSFL) module that fuses fea-
tures learned from sample-specific dynamic and static relations
using an adaptive fusion ratio mechanism. Additionally, we
propose a Stochastic Learner based on a Variational Autoen-
coder (VAE) to estimate the noise. Experimental validations on
weather and traffic systems to forecast temperature and traffic
flow demonstrate that our model outperforms state-of-the-art
methods. The SFL preserves the spatial distributions across
various normalization methods. The learned dynamic and
static relations capture non-overlapping local and distant node
relations. Ablation studies further validate the effectiveness of
each component. In summary, the novelty of our method is
outlined as follows:

• We introduce a SFL module that enables a normalization
and de-normalization mechanism for distribution adap-
tation in a spatio-temporal context. The SFL module
reverses temporal normalization while ensuring that spa-
tial distributions closely match those of the forecasting
horizons.

• Different from previous spatio-temporal relations adaptive
methods which fuse dynamic and static features with a
fixed ratio [33]–[35], [39], we propose a DSFL module
to adaptively combine features from both dynamic and
static relations with a gating mechanism, enabling accom-
modating the changing relations of dynamic and static
perspectives.

• We propose a framework to learn the spatio-temporal
representations from the deterministic and stochastic per-
spective. A VAE-based Stochastic Learner is introduced
to learn the noisy components of representations.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
introduces the current work on learning spatial and temporal
relations and adapting distributions. Section III details our
network architecture and the overall workflow. Section
IV describes the experimental setups, including dataset
descriptions, network configurations, training procedures,
and baseline comparisons. Section V presents the numerical
results for traffic flow and weather predictions, accompanied

by an ablation study and visualizations of module impacts.
To have a general view of the experimental results and the
effectiveness of modules, we make a discussion in Section
VI. Finally, we conclude the paper and outline future research
directions in Section VII.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Spatial and Temporal Relation Learning

Spatio-temporal forecasting methods are designed to cap-
ture both spatial and temporal relationships from static and
dynamic perspectives. Static relations are typically learned
from training datasets using trainable node embeddings and
adjacency matrices to depict inter-node relationships [17],
[40], [41]. Conversely, other studies [42]–[44] construct dy-
namic networks by generating sample-specific relations, which
can be derived either directly from each input time series
based on node similarity [45], [46] or through the use of
meta-learners that generate dynamic parameters [47], [48].
Additionally, some methods refine the original relationships
with input features [22], [49]. Furthermore, certain approaches
simultaneously learn static and dynamic relations and integrate
the gathered information. For instance, Fang et al. [34] de-
compose spatial relations into static and dynamic components,
using a min-max learning paradigm with hyper-parameters to
simultaneously learn both aspects. Similarly, Li et al. [33]
employ two parallel Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs)
to learn static and dynamic information, which is then fused
using a weighted sum. However, these methods typically fuse
the static and dynamic features at a fixed ratio.

B. Adaptation to Distribution Shifts

Normalization methods utilize statistic properties to nor-
malize and de-normalize time series, adapting to distribution
shifts in systems. Commonly, these methods utilize the mean
and variance of input time series for data normalization.
RevIN [24] employs a learnable affine transformation to align
the means and standard deviations of inputs with those of
outputs, facilitating distribution removal and reconstruction.
Non-stationary Transformer [25] argues that existing stationary
methods remove excessive information from time series, which
hampers the model’s ability to learn temporal dependencies.
To address this, it introduces De-stationary Attention modules
that aim to balance this trade-off. Deep Adaptive Input Nor-
malization (DAIN) [21] implements linear and gated layers to
learn adaptive scaling and shifting factors for normalization.
ST-Norm [50] proposes temporal and spatial normalization
modules, which separately refines the high-frequency compo-
nent and the local component of features. Additionally, U-
Mixer [51] employs covariance analysis to correct stationarity
for each feature. EAST-Net [52] generates sequence-specific
network parameters to adapt dynamically to events.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Problem Definition

The observed variables of node i at time step t can
be referred to as a C-dimensional vector Xt,i ∈ RC. Each
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Fig. 1. The architecture of DRAN. (a) provides an overview of DRAN, which learns both the deterministic (grey) and stochastic (yellow) components of the
spatio-temporal representations. In learning the deterministic components, a normalization and de-normalization process (green) is conducted using the Spatial
Factor Learner (SFL) module to achieve distribution adaptation. The Dynamic-Static Fusion Learner (DSFL) module (orange) learns spatial dependencies
from both dynamic and static perspectives and fuses them using an adaptive ratio. (b), (c), and (d) offer detailed views of the structures of the DSFL, SFL,
and Stochastic Learner, respectively.

observation at time step t is the result of a stochas-
tic process, drawn from a conditioned distribution Xt,i ∼
pt,i(Xt,i|Xt−1,Xt−2, · · · ,Xt−k, · · ·), where Xt−k ∈ RN×C de-
notes the observations from N nodes at time step t − k in
the spatio-temporal framework. The probability distribution
pt,i varies over time and differs across nodes, indicating that
distribution shifts occur when the observations across different
time periods exhibit distinct distributions, i.e.,

D(ptk,i, ptl ,i)> δ ,

where δ > 0 is a small threshold, D(·, ·) is a distance function
that estimates the discrepancy between distributions, and tk
and tl refer to two different time steps. In this work, we
utilize Gaussian kernel density estimation [53] for distribution
estimation and use KL divergence-as distance function.

The goal of the spatio-temporal forecasting task is to
develop a model F that uses the historical observations of
length L of nodes Xt−L:t−1 ∈RL×N×C to predict the future H-
step observations of nodes Xt:t+H ∈RH×N×C, where Xt−L:t ∈
RL×N×C refers to time series of observed variables of all the
nodes (Xt−L,Xt−L+1, · · · ,Xt−1). Due to the time variance
in spatio-temporal data generation, learning a model F that
effectively handles shifting distributions is challenging. The
overall workflow of DRAN and the structure of its modules
are depicted in Fig. 1 and detailed in Algorithm 1.

B. Distribution Adaptation
The distribution of historical time series often diverges from

that of future time series due to time variance. Figure 2

Algorithm 1 DRAN Framework
Require: Spatio-temporal dataset Ds, hyper-parameter α ,

lookback length L, horizon length H, max epoch
Require: model parameters θ of DRAN

1: Initialize model parameters θ and node embedding Ea
2: for epoch = 1 to max epoch do
3: for each batch Xt−L:t ,Xt:t+H ∈ Ds do
4: Compute µX , σX

5: Obtain XNorm via Eq (1)
6: Xtem←−DestationaryAtt(XNorm,µX,σX) via Eq (2-4)
7: µspa, σspa←− SFL(X,Xtem,µX,σX)
8: Rescale according to Eq (5) and obtain Xspa
9: XD←− DSFL(Xspa,Ea) via Eq (6-11)

10: XS,Xrec←− StochasticLearner(XD) via Eq (12-15)
11: Compute L via Eq (17) and optimize θ

12: end for
13: end for
14: Return model parameters θ

(a) demonstrates the effectiveness of temporal normalization,
which aligns the historical distribution more closely with the
future distribution. This alignment facilitates easier learning
of the projection from the input to the forecasting horizon.
Consequently, temporal normalization is both an effective and
necessary operation for spatio-temporal forecasting. While
previous works [25], [27] have addressed distribution shifts
in multivariate time series forecasting, these methods are not
suitable for time series with spatial relations. Direct application
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(a) (b)
Fig. 2. Temporal and spatial distribution changes. We use the probability
density function for distribution estimation and visualization. The probability
density function is fitted using Gaussian Kernel Density, where the probability
density at point ξ is given by f̂ (ξ ) = 1/mh

∑m
i=1 1/2πe−(ξ−ξi)

2/2h2
for

random variables {ξ1, · · · ,ξm}, where h represents the parameter that controls
the smoothness of the distribution and is set to 0.1 in this work. Panel
(a) illustrates the temporal distribution shifts of the NYCBike2 dataset and
demonstrates the effectiveness of temporal normalization. Panel (b) displays
the spatial distribution changes in the forecasting networks. "Lookback"
and "Horizon" refer to the distribution of historical and future time series,
respectively. Arrows of different colors represent the transformation to the
horizon distributions.

of these stationary strategies to spatio-temporal forecasting
results in degraded performance. This is because they perform
normalization within the time series of each node, leading to
inconsistent scaling among nodes that are spatially intercon-
nected. Therefore, we develop a framework that learns the
temporal distribution shift on each node and preserves the
spatial relations of nodes, thus maintaining the efficiency of
spatial layers.

To learn the deterministic part of the inputs, We firstly filter
the time series by removing high-frequency noise. We then
normalize the input time series of each node using the temporal
mean µX ∈ R1×N×C and standard deviation σX ∈ R1×N×C

calculated for each input window.

XNorm = (X−µX)/σX , (1)

where XNorm represents the normalized time series. To
preserve essential temporal information, we incorporate
temporal dependency learning through the de-stationary
attention mechanism from the Non-stationary Transformer
[25]. This mechanism utilizes de-stationary factors µtem and
σtem, which are learned from a multilayer perceptron (MLP).

logσtem = MLP(σX , XNorm), (2)
µtem = MLP(µX ,XNorm), (3)
Xtem = Softmax(σtemQKT +µtem)V . (4)

In this process, Q, K, and V represent the query, key,
and value of attention, respectively, each derived from the
projection of the input XNorm. The Softmax activation
function is applied thereafter. To reverse the spatial patterns
before inputting features into the spatial layers, we aim to
de-normalize the features of nodes Xtem to preserve the
spatial relations. Since the temporal representation Xtem is
transformed by the De-stationary attention module, the input
statistics µX and σX cannot be directly applied. As illustrated

in Fig. 1 (c), we employ the SFL module to generate de-
normalization factors µspa and σspa. In detail, we learn the
node-wise features of the original input time series X and
the temporal representation Xtem using a 1-dimensional
convolution on the temporal dimension and a Linear layer.
Additionally, the statistics µX and σX are processed
through a linear layer for feature dimension alignment.
Subsequently, we utilize a MLP to integrate node-wise
features of the input, its temporal representation, and input
data statistics to generate the de-normalization factors. Finally,
spatial factors µspa and σspa are applied to de-normalize Xtem.

Xspa =
1

σspa
Xtem +µspa, (5)

where Xspa represents the de-normalized result of Xtem.
As illustrated in Fig. 2, our framework generates represen-

tations whose temporal and spatial distributions closely align
with those of the forecasting horizon.

C. Dynamic-Static Fusion Learner

Static neural networks with fixed parameters are inadequate
for predicting dynamic systems. We consider that the relations
of spatio-temporal systems consist of both static and dynamic
components. Solely relying on input time series from different
periods to establish spatio-temporal relations can lead to
excessive fluctuations, thereby destabilizing prediction perfor-
mance. Hence, it is essential to learn both dynamic and static
information simultaneously and integrate them effectively.

To capture static information for a given task, we employ a
trainable task-adaptive node embedding, akin to the approach
used in the Adaptive Graph Convolutional Recurrent Network
(AGCRN) [40]. Accounting for temporal variations within
historical windows, we employ an adaptive node embedding
Ea ∈RL×N×C to encode the static features of historical time
series. Dynamic features are derived from the spatial similarity
of each input data through spatial attention mechanisms.

ADy = QspaK
T
spa, (6)

XDy = Softmax(ADy)Vspa, (7)

where Qspa, Kspa, and Vspa ∈ RL×N×C represent the
value, key, and query of spatial attention, respectively.
ADy represents the adjacency matrix capturing the learned
dynamic spatial relations, and XDy denotes the resulting
dynamic features. Then, we extract static features through
graph aggregation. In this process, we utilize a fully dense
adjacency matrix, ASt ∈RL×N×N , derived from the adaptive
node embedding Ea, to depict the spatial relations.

ASt = EaE
T
a , (8)

XSt = AStXspaW , (9)

where W ∈RC×C is the parameter matrix, and XSt represents
the features learned from static relations.

As the relationships between static and dynamic features
change over time, we utilize a gating mechanism to integrate
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TABLE I
DATASETS DETAILS

Attributes Weather NYCBike1 NYCBike2 NYCTaxi PeMS04 PeMS08

Start time 1/1/2012 1/4/2014 1/7/2016 1/1/2015 1/1/2018 1/7/2016
End time 31/12/2022 30/9/2014 29/8/2016 1/3/2015 28/2/2018 31/8/2016

Sample rate 1 hour 30 minutes 30 minutes 30 minutes 5 minutes 5 minutes

Training set 5,623 3,023 1,912 1,912 10,181 10,700
Testing set 1,607 864 546 546 3,394 3,566

Validation set 803 431 274 274 3,394 3,566

Node number 263 128 200 200 307 170
Feature number 1 2 2 2 1 1

Input length 24 19 35 35 12 12
Output length 12 1 1 1 12 12

these features. The gate signal z is generated to control the
balance between dynamic and static features.

XCat = FCat(XDy, XSt), (10)
z = Sigmoid(XCat), (11)

XD = z⊙FC(XDy)+(1−z)⊙FC(XSt), (12)

where FCat conducts concatenation operation on the last di-
mension of dynamic features XDy and static features XSt,
generating the concatenated features XCat ∈ RL×N×2C. We
then generate the gate signal z by applying a Sigmoid activa-
tion function to XCat; FC denotes the fully connected layer.
Finally, we employ Equation (12) to fuse the dynamic and
static features, producing the final deterministic features XD,
which represent the final deterministic features learned from
the input time series.

D. Stochastic Learner

After obtaining the deterministic features, we utilize both
backward and forward VAEs to generate the stochastic
parts of the historical and forecasting time series. Firstly,
the deterministic features XD are fed into the latent layers
Flat(·) to obtain the mean µsto and standard deviation σsto
of XD, thereby capturing the distribution of the input data.
Then, we sample the latent features zl from the distribution
N (µsto,σ

2
sto). These latent features zl are then processed

through the reconstruction layer Frec(·) to map back to the
stochastic components of the time series. The processes for
the backward and forward Stochastic Learners are detailed
below:

µb,sto,σb,sto = Fb,lat(XD), zb,l ∼N (µb,sto,σ
2
b,sto), (13)

µf,sto,σf,sto = Ff,lat(XD), zf,l ∼N (µf,sto,σ
2
f,sto), (14)

Xrec = Fb,rec(zf,l), (15)
XS = Ff,rec(zf,l), (16)

where µb,sto and σb,sto are the mean and standard deviation
of the backward features, respectively, and µf,sto and σf,sto are
those of the forward features. Fb,lat and Ff,lat represent the
backward and forward latent layers, respectively, while Fb,rec
and Ff,rec represent the backward and forward reconstruction

layers. Xrec denotes the reconstruction of the historical time
series, and XS refers to the stochastic parts of the fore-
casting time series. To ensure that the Stochastic Learner
can effectively capture the input dynamic-related stochastic
components, we impose constraints on the learned latent
feature distribution and the reconstruction values.

The loss function L consists of three components: prediction
error Lpred, reconstruction error Lrec, and the distribution error
computed using KL divergence Lkl.

L = Lpred(Xt:t+H ,X̂t:t+H)

+αLrec(Xt−L:t−1,X̂t−L:t−1)+βLkl, (17)

where α and β are hyper-parameters that balance the impor-
tance of various loss functions, and X̂ represents the time
series generated by the neural network. Both the prediction
error Lpred and the reconstruction error Lrec are computed
using the Mean Absolute Error (MAE).

After obtaining the deterministic component XD and the
stochastic component XS of the time series, we input them
into the decoder to map the features to the forecasting results.
In this paper, the decoder comprises stacks of fully connected
(FC) layers.

X̂t−L:t = Decoder(Concatenate[XD, XS]). (18)

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUPS

In this section, we detail our experimental setup, including
the datasets used, the hyper-parameter settings for our net-
works, the baseline comparisons, and the training process.

A. Datasets

We conduct spatio-temporal forecasting tasks on weather
and traffic systems to predict temperature and traffic flows.
Weather datasets. For temperature forecasting, we use the
ERA5 hourly dataset [62], originally with a resolution of
0.25◦, which we resample to 1◦. Our study focuses on an area
between 23◦N to 35◦N latitude and 100◦E to 122◦E longitude,
encompassing 263 nodes. The dataset covers the period from
January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2022, and uses historical 24-
hour temperature data to predict temperatures 12 hours ahead,
with an input interval of 12 hours.
NYC datasets. We use traffic flow datasets for bikes and
taxis in New York, which have been preprocessed by Ji et
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TABLE II
BASELINE METHODS.

Task type Methods Task adaptive Dynamic adaptive

Time series forecasting
Dual-stage Attention-based Recurrent Neural Network (DA-RNN) [54] ✗ ✗

InfoTS [55] ✓ ✓
AutoTCL [56] ✓ ✓

Spatio-temoral forecasting

Temporal Graph Convolutional Network (TGCN) [28] ✗ ✗
Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolutional Network (STGCN) [29] ✗ ✗

Graph Convolutional Gate Recurrent Unit (GCGRU) [30] ✗ ✗
Adaptive Graph Convolutional Recurrent Network (AGCRN) [40] ✓ ✗

Attention based Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolutional Networks (ASTGCN) [57] ✗ ✓
Diffusion Convolutional Recurrent Neural Network (DCRNN) [58] ✗ ✗

Spatio-Temporal Adaptive Embedding transformer (STAEformer) [32] ✓ ✓
Spatio-Temporal Self-Supervised Learning (ST-SSL) [22] ✗ ✓

Meta-Graph Convolutional Recurrent Network (MegaCRN) [59] ✓ ✓
Regularized Graph Structure Learning (RGSL) [17] ✓ ✗

Time-Enhanced Spatio-Temporal Attention Model (TESTAM) [60] ✓ ✓
Memory-based Drift Adaptation network (MemDA) [61] ✓ ✓

Ours ✓ ✓

al. [22]. These datasets are segmented into three categories:
NYCBike1, NYCBike2, and NYCTaxi, recording inflows and
outflows of city bikes and taxis every 30 minutes. The NY-
CBike1 dataset spans from April 1st, 2014, to September 30th,
2014. The NYCBike2 dataset covers the period from July 1st,
2016, to August 29th, 2016, while the NYCTaxi dataset ranges
from January 1st, 2015, to March 1st, 2015. The input and
output setups are consistent with those described in Ji et al.
[22]. In NYCBike1, we predict the inflow and outflow of 128
grids 30 minutes ahead using historical records of 9.5 hours,
with a sequence length of 19. In NYCBike2 and NYCTaxi
datasets, we utilize historical time series of 17.5 hours, with
a sequence length of 35. The number of grids in NYCBike2
and NYCTaxi datasets is 200.
PeMS04 and PeMS08 datasets. The PeMS04 and PeMS08
datasets are subsets of the PeMS (PeMS Traffic Monitoring)
dataset [63], which includes real-time traffic flow data col-
lected from loop detectors on California highways. Specif-
ically, PeMS04 contains traffic flow records from the San
Francisco Bay Area, covering the period from January 1, 2018,
to February 28, 2018. PeMS08 encompasses traffic data from
July 1, 2016, to August 31, 2016. Both datasets are sampled at
5-minute intervals. In our forecasting task, we aim to predict
traffic flow one hour ahead based on the past one-hour records.
Both the input and output lengths for each prediction task are
set to 12 time steps.

Application features of these datasets are shown in Table I.

B. Training Details

After the exploration stage, the averaged hyperparame-
ters—assumed consistent across benchmarks—are presented
as follows: The dimension C of the adaptive node embedding
is 80, consistent with STAEformer [32]. Two-layer MLPs
with a hidden dimension of 64 are employed to generate
µtem and σtem. In the SFL module, the Conv1d layers are
configured with an input channel equal to the length of the
lookback window L, an output channel of 1, a kernel size of
3, and "circular padding" as defined in the PyTorch package.

The Linear layers map the feature dimension to a hidden
dimension of 64. For the DSFL module, both the de-stationary
attention and spatial attention layers are set to 3. Each de-
stationary attention module follows the parameter setup of
STAEformer [32], with 4 attention heads and a feed-forward
dimension of 256. In the DSFL module, the feature dimensions
of XDy and XSt are both set to 160, and the number of
attention heads for XDy is also set to 4. In the Stochastic
Learner, the latent layers include 3 Linear layers with ReLU
activation functions, mapping the features to 64 dimensions.
The reconstruction part of the Stochastic Learner consists
of 3 Linear layers followed by ReLU activation functions,
which remap the feature dimension from 64 to 160. The
decoder comprises 2 Linear layers that fuse the deterministic
and stochastic representations to produce the target feature
outputs. The balance hyper-parameters α and β are fine-
tuned experimentally to account for the stochastic nature and
uncertainties of the datasets. Table III presents the variation in
prediction error corresponding to different values of α , with
the value minimizing the error selected as optimal. Moreover,
the training process is conducted on the Adam optimizer with
a learning rate of 0.001 and a batch size of 32. The number
of training epochs is set to 100. We split the datasets into
training, validation and test set with a ratio shown in Table I.
Numerical experiments for the methods are conducted using
various random seeds from the set {31,32,33,34,35} to obtain
the average performance and standard deviation.

C. Baselines

We compare our method against several baseline ap-
proaches, including state-of-the-art multi-variable time series
forecasting methods and spatio-temporal forecasting methods.
Spatio-temporal forecasting techniques can be classified into
two categories based on how they learn spatial relations:
task-adaptive and dynamic-adaptive methods. Task-adaptive
methods focus on learning static temporal and spatial relations
from training datasets, which remain fixed during the testing
phase. In contrast, dynamic-adaptive methods capture dynam-
ically changing relations from input windows or by updating
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TABLE III
THE SELECTION OF α .

Weather NYCBike1 NYCBike2 NYCTaxi PeMS04 PeMS08

α MAE α MAE α MAE α MAE α MAE α MAE

0.30 0.765 1.50 5.115 1.00 4.903 1.50 10.961 0.50 19.283 0.50 13.884
0.50 0.719 3.50 5.073 1.50 4.875 2.50 11.039 0.70 18.614 0.70 13.879
0.80 0.705 5.50 5.158 2.50 4.914 3.50 10.864 0.90 18.585 0.90 13.933
1.00 0.660 7.50 5.057 3.50 4.827 4.50 11.074 1.00 18.561 1.00 13.726
3.00 0.766 9.50 5.159 4.50 4.847 5.50 11.030 2.00 18.615 1.20 13.696

β MAE β MAE β MAE β MAE β MAE β MAE

0.10 0.670 0.10 5.390 0.10 5.130 0.10 11.264 0.10 32.290 0.10 20.790
0.50 0.665 0.50 5.269 0.50 4.910 0.50 10.758 0.50 25.774 0.50 13.818
1.00 0.664 1.00 5.173 1.00 4.866 1.00 11.136 1.00 18.585 1.00 13.717
5.00 0.658 5.00 4.982 5.00 5.025 5.00 11.114 5.00 18.545 5.00 13.822

10.00 0.672 10.00 5.303 10.00 4.938 10.00 11.161 10.00 18.387 10.00 13.696

Selection (α,β ) (1.00, 5.00) (α,β ) (7.50, 5.00) (α,β ) (3.50, 1.00) (α,β ) (3.50, 0.50) (α,β ) (1.00,10.00) (α,β ) (1.00, 1.00)

memory with incoming data. Details of the baseline methods
are provided in Table II. In multi-variable time series forecast-
ing, DA-RNN is a classic dual-stage attention-based recurrent
neural network designed to capture long-term temporal de-
pendencies. InfoTS and AutoTCL focus on enhancing time
series representation learning through series augmentations
and contrastive learning. InfoTS introduces a novel contrastive
learning approach with information-aware augmentations that
adaptively select optimal augmentations and a meta-learner
network to learn from datasets. AutoTCL achieves unified
and meaningful time series augmentations at both the dataset
and instance levels, leveraging information theory to enhance
representation quality. TGCN, STGCN, DCRNN and GC-
GRU utilize physical spatial relations as adjacency matrices
and employ static neural networks for prediction. TGCN,
DCRNN, and GCGRU use Graph Convolutional Networks
(GCN) and Recurrent Neural Networks (RNN) to capture
spatial and temporal features. STGCN combines temporal and
graph convolutions to learn spatial and temporal dependencies.
AGCRN utilizes learnable node embeddings to adapt spatial
relations to tasks and node-adaptive parameters to capture
specific attributes of each node. ASTGCN and STAEformer
employ attention mechanisms to capture dynamic changes
in input features. RGSL learns spatio-temporal dependencies
from a predefined graph and learnable node embeddings. It
dynamically fuses features from two graphs using an atten-
tion mechanism. Additionally, STAEformer employs learnable
node embeddings and concatenates it with input time series to
capture static features. MegaCRN utilizes node embeddings to
learn the static relations and memory networks to dynamically
match sample patterns with learned static features. ST-SSL
does not learn static relations and only uses the adjacency
matrix based on node distances as a prior graph. It fine-
tunes the static graph using node similarities, effectively fusing
dynamic and static features. TESTAM employs a mixture-of-
experts model with three experts: one for temporal modeling,
one for spatio-temporal modeling with a static graph, and
one for spatio-temporal dependency modeling with a dynamic
graph. We evaluate the performance of these models using two
metrics: MAE and Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE).

The number of samples in the test datasets is denoted as m.
X̂ and X denote the predicted and actual observations of
spatio-temporal systems.

MAE =
1
m

m∑
j=1

∣∣X̂−X
∣∣ , (19)

MAPE =
100%

m

m∑
j=1

∣∣∣∣∣X̂−X

X

∣∣∣∣∣ . (20)

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Comparison Results

Numerical experiments, as shown in Tables IV and V,
present the average performance and standard deviation of
both the baseline methods and our DRAN model. Our DRAN
model outperforms the baseline methods, demonstrating the
best overall performance. Specifically, we observe a reduction
in MAE of up to 7.8% in weather forecasting and 1.7%
in traffic flow prediction compared to the baselines. DRAN
achieves the best average performance on the Weather and
NYC datasets. In terms of prediction stability, DRAN exhibits
slightly larger standard deviations compared to other methods
across experiments with different random seeds. This is likely
due to the model’s attempt to learn noise components in the
representation, which are randomly sampled from distribu-
tions. Our method performs less effectively on the MAPE met-
ric but excels on the MAE metric. This suggests that the model
prioritizes optimizing overall error rather than minimizing
relative error in specific scenarios, such as scenarios with small
target values. Consequently, while DRAN’s performance on
the MAPE metric is slightly lower than that of other methods,
its superior MAE results demonstrate effective overall error
control. ST-SSL exhibits strong performance in one-step traffic
flow prediction but is less effective on other datasets. This
discrepancy may be due to ST-SSL’s emphasis on one-step
ahead prediction, as its decoder is not optimized for multi-
step forecasting. Additionally, MegaCRN performs well across
both tasks, likely due to its task-adaptive node embeddings and
the dynamic features learned from its meta memory networks.
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Fig. 3. Prediction errors for the weather dataset. (a), (b), and (c) show the absolute prediction errors for DRAN, RGSL, and MegaCRN, respectively.

Fig. 4. Prediction results for the NYCBike1 dataset. The city is partitioned into a grid map. Panels (a) and (f) in the first column show the actual bike flow,
while panels (b) and (g) display the predictions made by our DRAN model. Panels (c) and (h) present the predictions from the sub-optimal method ST-SSL.
Panels (d) and (i) illustrate the absolute prediction errors for DRAN, and panels (e) and (j) depict the absolute prediction errors for ST-SSL.

RGSL benefits from dynamically fusing an explicit prior graph
with a learned implicit graph using attention mechanisms.
STAEformer performs well on some datasets but poorly on
others, which may be attributed to its non-adaptive fusion
process. These results suggest that our proposed DRAN model
is capable of adapting to various tasks and effectively capturing
both static and dynamic features.

Furthermore, we display the prediction results of our DRAN
and the sub-optimal methods. As is shown in Fig. 3, by
comparing the prediction errors of our DRAN, RGSL, and
MegaCRN, we find that while the numerical metrics of these
methods are very close, the distribution of prediction errors is
different. The prediction results of our method demonstrate a
more stable performance across all spatial regions, whereas
other methods exhibit significantly larger errors in certain
regions. This indicates that our method is more stable in
prediction and better adapts to nodes with complex dynamic
changes. As shown in Fig. 4, we provide two cases as
examples to visualize the prediction results. We can see that
both methods generate predictions that are similar to the
ground truth. However, when comparing spatial prediction
errors, DRAN shows fewer grids with large prediction errors.
Additionally, we present the predicted time series of nodes in
Fig. 5. In the weather dataset, both RGSL and our method
capture the overall temporal trends of nodes and perform
well in the more regular periodic variations, though they
lack accuracy in some extreme values. This may be due to
an insufficient ability to capture abrupt changes in the time
series. In Fig. 5 (c) and (d), DRAN demonstrates superior
performance in predicting the sudden decrease in traffic flow.

To balance computational cost and prediction accuracy, we
compare inference times in Table VI, where methods are listed
in descending order of inference time. The comparison is con-
ducted using input data of the same size, repeated 100 times
to compute the average inference time for a batch of NYCTaxi
data. All experiments are performed on an Nvidia RTX3090
GPU. While DA-RNN achieves the fastest inference speed, it
lacks sufficient prediction accuracy. DRAN delivers the best
prediction accuracy with a moderate latency at inference time,
comparable to ST-SSL and STAEformer.

B. The Preservation of Spatial Distribution

To evaluate whether the SFL module preserves spatial
distributions across various tasks or not, we analyze the spatial
distributions of representations before SFL (Xtem), after SFL
(Xspa), and at the forecasting horizon (Xt:t+H ). The objective
is to determine whether the distributions of representations
after SFL are closer to those at the forecasting horizon.
For each forecasting task, we randomly generate indices and
select samples from Xtem, Xspa, and Xt:t+H . We then use
Gaussian Kernel Density Estimation to assess the distributions
of these representations. As visualized in Fig. 6, the results
demonstrate the SFL module’s ability to preserve the spatial
distribution of nodes. The primary goal of SFL is to align the
spatial distribution of learned representations with that of the
forecasting horizon, thereby enhancing accuracy in capturing
spatial and temporal distribution changes. In Fig. 6, significant
discrepancies between the spatial distribution of representa-
tions before SFL and the final horizon are observed. The
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TABLE IV
THE PREDICTION RESULTS ON WEATHER AND NYC DATASETS.

Methods & Metrics
Datasets Weather NYCBike1 NYCBike2 NYCTaxi

Temperature Inflow Outflow Inflow Outflow Inflow Outflow

DA-RNN [54] MAE 7.951±1.036 14.158±3.523 14.565±3.383 13.446±1.066 13.513±1.382 72.880±12.173 56.056±10.753
MAPE (%) 2.709±0.355 60.359±12.515 62.955±12.885 58.678±13.627 58.807±14.098 107.441±21.603 98.414±17.457

InfoTS [55] MAE 1.343±0.031 6.436±0.133 6.797±0.138 6.641±0.091 6.087±0.096 14.912±0.239 11.545±0.225
MAPE (%) 0.459±0.011 33.724±0.553 34.920±0.551 32.231±0.634 30.113±0.603 21.770±0.442 20.982±0.409

AutoTCL [56] MAE 1.194±0.025 6.002±0.037 6.424±0.034 6.011±0.060 5.533±0.063 14.843±0.162 11.394±0.095
MAPE (%) 0.408±0.008 28.076±0.201 29.573±0.164 29.512±0.380 27.766±0.409 22.061±0.189 21.140±0.136

STGCN [29] MAE 2.278±1.103 17.106±0.016 17.177±0.216 32.981±35.614 30.180±28.265 78.624±40.578 65.907±33.232
MAPE (%) 0.778±0.377 58.208±1.926 58.789±1.383 63.402±19.134 62.237±13.177 84.124±30.571 75.094±24.967

TGCN [28] MAE 1.736±0.847 7.412±0.052 7.677±0.441 12.185±10.559 10.792±8.433 25.307±11.321 21.715±9.109
MAPE (%) 0.592±0.287 34.611±0.827 35.085±1.704 37.532±8.401 36.045±7.883 44.536±10.924 45.181±10.584

MemDA [61] MAE 1.786±0.071 6.777±0.154 7.246±0.100 6.780±0.257 6.344±0.286 20.939±1.515 20.631±1.268
MAPE (%) 0.611±0.026 29.344±0.543 30.351±0.126 30.099±0.342 28.539±1.064 29.651±3.243 34.979±2.950

ASTGCN [57] MAE 1.521±0.155 6.481±0.352 6.698±0.541 8.723±5.180 7.548±3.533 15.389±5.711 12.500±3.923
MAPE (%) 0.520±0.054 30.780±1.221 31.264±1.976 28.677±1.634 27.199±2.117 24.731±0.916 24.443±1.578

TESTAM [60] MAE 1.481±1.203 6.331±0.736 6.826±0.891 6.558±0.941 6.308±1.003 22.686±3.816 21.450±4.195
MAPE (%) 0.507±0.415 30.418±2.571 31.628±2.949 30.160±3.249 29.705±4.047 32.143±5.566 37.237±7.208

AGCRN [40] MAE 4.852±2.311 6.322±0.847 6.525±0.510 10.864±5.159 9.889±3.836 19.786±8.580 16.432±6.402
MAPE (%) 1.669±0.798 30.049±1.915 30.575±1.184 34.999±3.415 34.032±3.307 33.307±6.145 32.181±5.601

GCGRU [30] MAE 1.012±0.041 5.457±0.063 5.631±0.290 7.036±3.489 6.250±2.526 12.153±2.649 10.277±1.340
MAPE (%) 0.346±0.015 26.867±0.700 27.292±1.476 24.337±2.990 23.711±2.231 22.386±7.043 22.800±7.607

DCRNN [58] MAE 0.984±0.028 5.374±0.039 5.557±0.305 6.940±3.500 6.153±2.513 12.097±3.639 9.833±2.314
MAPE (%) 0.336±0.010 26.772±0.850 27.165±1.507 24.070±3.034 23.565±2.251 21.182±3.214 21.598±3.360

STAEformer [32] MAE 3.728±2.367 5.168±0.029 5.475±0.028 5.453±0.100 5.112±0.147 12.262±0.237 9.824±0.109
MAPE (%) 1.284±0.819 25.829±0.331 26.889±0.242 25.774±0.429 24.840±0.447 17.889±0.777 18.203±0.684

MegaCRN [59] MAE 0.952±0.027 5.042±0.016 5.357±0.043 6.602±3.125 5.878±2.164 12.206±0.083 9.740±0.074
MAPE (%) 0.325±0.010 25.329±0.167 26.275±0.213 23.423±3.445 22.710±2.775 18.031±0.582 17.972±0.294

RGSL [17] MAE 0.727±0.003 5.149±0.140 5.335±0.200 6.921±3.513 6.082±2.518 13.945±1.775 11.859±2.918
MAPE (%) 0.248±0.001 25.612±0.183 26.110±0.924 24.186±2.957 23.288±2.249 27.148±17.848 27.371±17.905

ST-SSL [22] MAE 1.394±0.040 5.135±0.024 5.265±0.023 5.042±0.029 4.714±0.023 12.010±0.481 9.790±0.101
MAPE (%) 0.475±0.013 25.430±0.295 24.605±0.265 22.633±0.112 21.813±0.808 16.383±0.100 16.855±0.228

Ours MAE 0.672±0.007 4.882±0.032 5.176±0.054 5.008±0.056 4.653±0.036 11.929± 0.054 9.539±0.054
MAPE (%) 0.229±0.002 23.553±0.169 24.607±0.497 22.384±0.211 21.429±0.208 16.338±0.409 16.666±0.201

Results with bold are the overall best performance, and shading results have the suboptimal performance.

SFL module effectively reduces these variations in the spatial
distribution of learned representations, thereby facilitating the
learning process to map spatially preserved representations to
predictions. Furthermore, we replace the temporal normaliza-
tion modules to verify the effectiveness of SFL across various
temporal normalization operations. We assessed SFL’s ability
to preserve spatial distribution when combined with different
temporal normalization modules: DAIN, Dish-TS, the Non-
stationary Transformer and ST-norm. DAIN utilizes MLPs and
a gate mechanism to learn the adaptive mean and standard
deviation of input time series. The Non-stationary Transformer
normalizes the time series and employs scaling factors to
prevent removing excessive temporal information within the
attention module. Dish-TS normalizes and de-normalizes the
lookback horizon windows using different learned means and
standard deviations. We applied temporal normalization after
the frequency cutting operation, with SFL using the mean and
standard deviation of the lookback windows to generate spatial
factors. Given that RevIN performs normalization on feature

dimensions, we conducted experiments applying only feature
normalization to investigate whether this coarse-grained ap-
proach, which simultaneously normalizes both spatial and tem-
poral distributions, is sufficient for spatio-temporal forecasting
tasks. ST-norm applies spatial and temporal normalization
to the inputs, enabling the model to better capture high-
frequency spatial features and local temporal features. We
compare three scenarios: applying T-norm only, applying ST-
norm, and combining T-norm with the SFL module.

As shown in Table VII, SFL improves the performance
of various temporal normalization methods, demonstrating
its effectiveness as a general module for spatial distribution
preservation. The models incorporating temporal operations
and SFL outperform the model with RevIN. This finding
suggests that normalization on feature dimensions alone is too
coarse-grained and may not be adequate for distribution adap-
tation in spatio-temporal tasks. In ST-norm, the combination
of spatial and temporal normalization improves performance.
However, combining T-norm with the SFL module results in
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Fig. 5. Visualization of temporal prediction results. (a) and (b) display the
predicted temperature of Weather dataset of node 20 and node 190 from
November 3rd, 2020 to November 17th, 2019. (c) and (d) show the predicted
traffic inflow and outflow of NYCBike1 dataset of node 50 from 0:00 of
August 25th, 2014 to 12:00 of September 1st.

greater accuracy improvement, suggesting that the rescaling
spatial distributions contribute more significantly to imitating
propagation dynamics than normalization alone. Therefore,
SFL after temporal normalization is an effective approach
for distribution adaptation compared with instance-level and
spatial and temporal level normalization.

C. Dynamic and Static Relations Learning

In Fig. 7, we explore the adaptive process of our model
by depicting the dynamic and static adjacency matrices within
the DSFL module. Specifically, we showcase these matrices
for the first input time step as an example. The dynamic
adjacency matrix ADy is derived from the similarity of time
series between nodes according to Equation 6, while the static
adjacency matrix is obtained by learning the static relations
ASt according to Equation 8. Fig. 7 illustrates the spatial
relations between nodes of Weather dataset, with darker colors
indicating stronger relationships. The dynamic adjacency ma-
trix highlights the strength of relationships between nodes with
similar signal patterns, whereas the static adjacency matrix
focuses on the signals of individual nodes and some distributed
nodes within the network. The differing concentrations of
dynamic and static perspectives allow the model to learn
features from various aspects.

To clarify the differences between the learned dynamic and
static relations for specific nodes, we select node i from various
locations and visualize the relationships between the selected

node and other nodes, represented as ASt,i and ADy,i. As
shown in Fig. 8, subfigures (a), (b), and (c) depict the dynamic
relations between target nodes and other nodes in the Weather
dataset, while subfigures (d), (e), and (f) illustrate the static
relations. The dynamic relations learned by DSFL concentrate
around the target nodes, highlighting the significance of local
connections. In contrast, the static relations reflect interactions
between target nodes and distant nodes, indicating that the
static adjacency matrix captures non-local relationships. This
demonstrates that DSFL effectively learns comprehensive and
non-overlapping spatial relations.

TABLE V
THE PREDICTION RESULTS ON PEMS04 AND PEMS08 DATASETS.

Methods & Metrics
Datasets PeMS04 PeMS08

Flow Flow

DA-RNN [54] MAE 130.384±27.184 110.056±19.332
MAPE (%) 178.983±25.358 100.139±28.297

InfoTS [55] MAE 25.851±0.510 24.006±1.225
MAPE (%) 19.556±0.464 14.682±0.666

AutoTCL [56] MAE 23.814±0.048 17.355±0.200
MAPE (%) 20.879±0.098 13.006±0.121

TGCN [28] MAE 34.7859±0.2043 33.604±9.765
MAPE (%) 27.972±0.754 26.172±9.541

GCGRU [30] MAE 25.8336±0.0399 22.265±8.494
MAPE (%) 17.788±0.442 14.301±8.571

STGCN [29] MAE 25.3017±2.3161 25.338±10.825
MAPE (%) 24.321±8.603 15.404±7.083

DCRNN [58] MAE 24.9117±2.0638 20.853±0.062
MAPE (%) 17.720±0.973 11.864±0.094

ASTGCN [57] MAE 23.5648±0.9421 20.308±0.967
MAPE (%) 16.813±1.004 11.303±0.552

ST-SSL [22] MAE 23.146±1.074 18.989±0.713
MAPE (%) 14.413±0.697 10.798±0.332

MemDA [61] MAE 20.037±0.150 16.370±0.207
MAPE (%) 11.969±0.100 9.342±0.243

RGSL [17] MAE 19.544+-0.2571 17.452±3.102
MAPE (%) 13.862±0.242 9.186±0.182

TESTAM [60] MAE 19.331±0.481 15.757±0.360
MAPE (%) 12.098±0.419 9.083±0.215

AGCRN [40] MAE 19.3291±0.3053 17.790±2.210
MAPE (%) 12.937±0.035 10.324±1.078

MegaCRN [59] MAE 18.858±0.0413 15.597±0.245
MAPE (%) 12.808±0.098 8.834±0.096

STAEformer [32] MAE 18.241±0.082 13.538±0.039
MAPE (%) 12.064±0.071 8.858±0.017

Ours MAE 18.375±0.087 13.690±0.085
MAPE (%) 12.026±0.419 8.987±0.057

Results with bold are the overall best performance, and shading results
have the suboptimal performance.

D. Ablation Studies

To evaluate the effectiveness of each module in our network,
we conduct an ablation study by systematically removing spe-
cific components. Specifically, we remove the DSFL module,
the gate mechanism in DSFL module, the SFL module, the
entire distribution adaptive module, and the Stochastic Learner
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Fig. 6. The preservation of spatial distribution by the SFL module across the Weather, NYCBike1, NYCBike2, and NYCTaxi datasets is illustrated in panels
(a), (b), (c), and (d). These panels showcase changes in the spatial distribution of latent representations and forecasting horizons. "Before SFL", "After SFL",
and "Horizon" denote the spatial distribution of representations before the SFL module Xtem, after the SFL module Xspa, and at the forecasting horizon
Xt:t+H , respectively.

Fig. 7. The dynamic (a) and static (b) adjacency matrices of weather dataset.
The larger value indicates a closer relationship between nodes.

TABLE VI
INFERENCE TIME COMPARISON

Methods Time (s) MAE

GConvGRU [30] 1.383 12.022
DCRNN [58] 0.967 11.924
TGCN [28] 0.469 28.475

STGCN [29] 0.343 12.286
RGSL [17] 0.227 11.916
InfoTS [55] 0.179 13.228

MegaRCN [59] 0.166 10.970
AGCRN [40] 0.134 18.338

ASTGCN [57] 0.114 14.422
TESTAM [60] 0.075 24.303
DRAN (Ours) 0.075 10.737
ST-SSL [22] 0.073 10.996

STAEformer [32] 0.065 10.810
AutoTCL [56] 0.052 13.119
MemDA [61] 0.047 20.521
DA-RNN [54] 0.038 64.468

Experiments are conducted on a batch of NYCTaxi date which contains
8 samples. Results with bold are the fastest method and the method with
best prediction performance.

to observe the resulting changes in prediction accuracy. The
ablation strategies are detailed as follows:
• w/o Sto: We remove the Stochastic Learner and used only

the deterministic features for prediction. In this case, only
XD is input into the decoder.

• w/o Sta: We remove all modules related to non-
stationarity and distribution adaptation, including nor-
malization and de-normalization operations and the SFL
module, and replace the de-stationary attention with stan-
dard attention [64].

• w/o SFL: We remove the SFL module, resulting in a

temporal-only normalization similar to that in the non-
stationary Transformer.

• w/o DSFL: We remove the DSFL module and use spatial
attention instead.

• w/o Gate: We remove the gate mechanism and replace
it with a Linear layer mapping concatenated feature
FCat ∈ RL×N×2C to shape RL×N×C.

The results of the ablation study are depicted in Fig. 9.
The final model, incorporating all modules, achieves the best
performance. It is evident that the SFL module contributes
most significantly to improving prediction accuracy across
different tasks. Removing all distribution adaptation modules
(w/o Sta) has less impact compared to removing the SFL mod-
ule (w/o SFL), highlighting SFL as a crucial and indispensable
component for spatio-temporal distribution adaptation. The
effectiveness of the Stochastic Learner varies depending on
the task, aligning with the fact that task uncertainties differ.
Comparing the experimental results of "w/o Gate" and "w/o
DSFL," the prediction error increases more significantly when
the gate mechanism in the DSFL module is removed than
when the entire DSFL module is removed. This suggests that
fusing dynamic and static representations with a fixed ratio,
without considering the time-varying relationships between
them, hinders accurate prediction and results in an unsuitable
feature combination. Moreover, our model outperforms the
scenario where all normalization operations are removed,
highlighting the necessity of normalization in spatio-temporal
data processing.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

From the carried out experiments we can conclude the
following:
• The proposed method performs better in the spatio-

temporal forecasting task compared with baseline meth-
ods at the cost of a moderate computation.

• The proposed SFL module can be inserted with other tem-
poral normalization methods and architectures, adapting
distribution shifts in spatio-temporal context.

• The proposed DSFL module is effective to both capture
the dynamic and static spatial relations.

• Each component (SFL, DSFL and Stochatic learner) in
our DRAN model is provides value in prediction accuracy
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Fig. 8. Visualization of relation strengths for three nodes located in different areas of Weather dataset. The orange triangles represent the selected target
nodes. The darker color indicates a closer relationship between nodes. Panels (a), (b), and (c) show the dynamic relations of the nodes, while panels (d), (e),
and (f) display the static relations.

TABLE VII
THE EFFECTIVENESS OF SFL ON VARIOUS TEMPORAL NORMALIZATION METHODS.

Weather NYCBike1 NYCBike2 NYCTaxi

Strategies
Datasets Temperature Inflow Outflow Inflow Outflow Inflow Outflow

+RevIN MAE 0.732±0.004 5.031±0.064 5.341±0.094 5.192±0.068 4.831±0.060 12.301±0.217 9.714±0.168

+DAIN MAE 1.035±0.006 5.212±0.088 5.508±0.084 5.670±0.420 5.258±0.290 13.747±0.174 10.848±0.088
+DAIN+SFL MAE 0.663±0.003 4.942±0.050 5.229±0.028 5.268±0.135 4.899±0.159 12.303±0.147 9.828±0.171

+Non-st MAE 0.738±0.006 5.096±0.109 5.368±0.089 5.297±0.073 4.924±0.072 13.344±0.051 10.540±0.159
+Non-st+SFL MAE 0.671±0.006 4.882±0.032 5.176±0.054 5.008±0.056 4.653±0.036 11.929±0.054 9.539±0.054

+Dish-TS MAE 0.764±0.003 5.024±0.080 5.370±0.101 5.215±0.017 4.843±0.022 12.363±0.314 9.868±0.223
+Dish-TS+SFL MAE 0.676±0.008 4.998±0.094 5.317±0.079 5.077±0.050 4.777±0.053 12.208±0.208 9.720±0.133

+ST-norm MAE 1.288±0.038 5.205±0.069 5.469±0.072 9.782±0.526 9.455±0.500 13.993±0.621 11.252±0.529
+T-norm MAE 1.712±0.046 5.291±0.245 5.556±0.146 8.876±0.935 8.704±0.932 13.469±0.292 10.788±0.319

+T-norm+SFL MAE 0.747±0.165 4.952±0.056 5.239±0.031 8.479±0.211 8.204±0.240 12.149±0.124 9.654±0.055

Fig. 9. The results of ablation studies. (a) and (d), (b) and (e), (c) and
(f) represent the MAE of the ablation study conducted on the NYCBike1,
NYCBike2, and NYCTaxi datasets, respectively.

improvements. The adaptive fusion ratio derived from the
gate mechanism is important for the integration of static
and dynamic features.

Despite its strengths in accuracy performance, the methods
suffers in terms of memory requirements and computational re-
sources needs from scalability in large datasets or applications
characterized by real-world systems. Additionally, the current
design focuses on regular spatio-temporal patterns, making it
less effective in scenarios characterized by the presence of
abrupt changes or rare events.

To overcome above limitations, future work should focus
on:

• Scalability: Given the time costs associated with model
training and inference, further research should investigate
a more lightweight framework to deal with distribution
shifts. This approach would improve scalability and en-
able the model to be effectively applied to large real-
world datasets.

• Adaptability and Transferability: While our framework
currently emphasizes relation and distribution adaptation,
it lacks mechanisms for dynamically adjusting network
parameters based on learned knowledge and new in-
puts. Future work will focus on developing strategies to
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learn and update network parameters, drawing inspira-
tion from techniques like EAST-Net [52], which gener-
ates sequence-specific, on-the-fly parameters. Enhancing
adaptability will enable the model to better detect and
respond to sudden changes and events.

VII. CONCLUSION

To conclude, Spatio-temporal forecasting is essential for
understanding the states of complex systems, yet accurate
predictions are often hindered by the dynamic and intricate
nature of these systems. This study addresses the challenge
of adapting to dynamic changes in spatio-temporal systems
using neural networks. We propose a DRAN to accommodate
changes in distribution shifts, relations, and stochastic varia-
tions. Our approach includes a SFL to enable effective tempo-
ral normalization for spatio-temporal contexts. Additionally,
we develop a DSFL to capture features from both dynamic
and static relations. Furthermore, our framework enables to
learn the deterministic and stochastic representations of fea-
tures. Experimental results demonstrate the superiority of our
method and the effectiveness of its components.
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