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time&id 773869 767541 767542 717447 717446 time&id 773869 767541 767542 717447 717446
2012-03-01 00:00:00 64.375 67.625 67.125 61.5 66.875 2012-03-01 00:00:00 64.375 67.625 67.125 61.5 66.875
2012-03-01 00:05:00 | 62.66666666666670 68.55555555555560  65.44444444444440  62.44444444444440  64.44444444444440 2012-03-01 00:05:00 | 62. 70 | 68. ) 65.44444444444440 62.44444444444440 64.44444444444440
2012-03-01 00:10:00 64.0 63.75 60.0 59.0 66.5 2012-03-01 00:10:00 64.0 63.75 60.0 59.0 66.5
2012-03-01 00:25:00 | 57.333333333333300 69.0 67.66666666666670 61.66666666666670 = 67.33333333333330 2012-03-01 00:25:00 | 57.333333333333300 69.0 67.66666666666670 61.66666666666670 67.33333333333330
2012-03-01 00:30:00 66.5 63.875 67.875 62.375 64.375 2012-03-01 00:30:00 66.5 63.875 67.875 62.375 64.375
2012-03-01 00:35:00 63.625 67.25 63.25 60.5 57.375 2012-03-01 00:35:00 63.625 67.25 63.25 60.5 57.375
2012-03-01 00:40:00 68.75 65.25 63.5 63.0 65.125 2012-03-01 00:40:00 68.75 65.25 63.5 63.0 65.125
v 2012-03-01 00:45:00 63.5 61.5 62.5 58.125 66.625 2012-03-01 00:45:00 63.5 61.5 62.5 58.125 66.625
Key Point S| & 22 2t85] FA| 2| Key Point 2| Spatial £ £E X
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Traffic Forecasting with ARIMA
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Traffic Forecasting with ARIMA
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Similarity Distribution of Extracted Pattern Set
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Similarity Distribution of Clustered Pattern Set
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Neural Memory Architecture
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Neural Memory Architecture

h
Ol — Z (W‘,lél,q;Ml_FlA + lei?iMl—l-lA 4+ Wé’iMH—lcl)

K3

" -+ GCNQ| iz H=EZM M1t QAL F(HW, A) = s(AHV WD)

Access to M}*!

« Original Adjacency Matrix
* Learnable Adjacency Matrix
« Attention Matrix

HE HE

« A= SoftMax(ReLU(E{ED))
« E;: Node Embedding
« E,:Target Node Embedding
« Learnable Embedding Matrixg2 5S¢t &

- 1

Access to M}

>

Inner
product

28



Method

Neural Memory Architecture
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Encoder Architecture
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Decoder Architecture
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Decoder Architecture
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Experiments

Datasets & Setup
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« Input Sequence 5! Pattern Sequence Z0]| : 902 (T' = 18)
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« AlN| Pattern =& I3~ : 12384 (0|& Under Sampling= S8l 2F 100 24 £t=)
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Experiments

.
E Va | u a t I O I I Experiment Results with MAE, on NAVER-Seoul

Table 1: Experimental Results for NAVER-Seoul and METR-LA datasets o = Heen
Dataset | T | Metric | HA | MLP | STGCN | GCRNN | DCRNN | ASTGCN | GWNet | GMAN | PM-MemNet — oo
MAE | 654 | 528 | 4.63 487 4.36 5.09 491 5.20 457 o =
15min | MAPE | 18.24 | 16.86 | 1449 | 1523 15.35 16.14 1486 | 16.98 14.43
RMSE | 932 | 778 | 6.92 7.18 i 7.44 7.24 8.32 6.72
MAE | 7.16 | 6.13 | 530 573 567 571 526 | 335 5.04 g
30min | MAPE | 20.15 | 20.05 | 17.37 | 18.17 18.38 18.78 16.16 | 17.47 16.34
RS o RMSE | 10.18 | 9.51 | 8.83 9.03 8.80 8.73 8.13 8.67 7.86 .
MAE | 822 | 708 | 6.77 6.58 6.40 6.22 555 548 5.24
60min | MAPE | 23.37 | 23.44 | 2042 | 2095 | 21.09 20.37 1697 | 17.89 16.94 2
RMSE | 11.54 | 11.13 | 10.89 | 10.58 10.06 9.58 8.77 8.94 8.39 . 7
MAE | 9.24 | 7.9 | 806 714 6.86 6.76 587 558 5.40
90min MAPE 26.40 26.08 22.93 22.86 22.74 21.83 17.89 18.18 17.44 15min 30min 4smin 60min 75min 90min
RMSE | 1277 | 1217 | 12.86 | 11.43 10.69 10.32 9.33 9.09 8.68
MAE | 423 | 293 | 261 2.59 236 325 272 | 2386 2.66 R ——
15min | MAPE | 976 | 7.76 | 6.59 6.73 6.67 9.27 7.14 | 767 7.06 —
RMSE | 746 | 581 | 5.19 5.12 5.10 6.28 520 | 577 5.28 — stean
MAE | 480 | 360 | 322 3.08 301 3.80 312 | 3.4 3.02 of = oo
30min | MAPE | 11.30 | 10.00 | 8.39 8.72 8.42 11.28 8.66 8.79 8.49
He RMSE | 834 | 7.29 | 6.63 6.32 6.29 7.59 634 | 6.54 6.28
MAE | 580 | 469 | 431 3.74 3.60 449 3.58 3.48 3.40 :
60min | MAPE | 14.04 | 13.68 | 11.13 | 1150 | 10.73 13.69 10.30 | 10.10 9.88
RMSE | 9.86 | 9.24 | 8.1 7.71 7.65 8.94 7.53 7.30 7.24
MAE | 665 | 538 | 541 773 706 797 385 371 364 ‘
90min | MAPE | 16.37 | 17.08 | 13.76 | 13.49 12.53 15.53 1139 | 11.00 10.74
RMSE | 10.97 | 10.52 | 10.47 8.79 8.58 9.71 812 | 771 7.74
. STGCN, Graph WaveNet : 1D - CONV 7|8 D& 47}X| A| SHHO|| A
 GCRNN, DCRNN : RNN 2|gt 22 > Short term 0|50 £2 5 ==

ASTGCN, GMAN : GAT 2|t Attention Z&
34
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Table 2: Ablation study result. Note that ‘Ours’ means PM-MemNet.

Dataset | T | Metric | Ours | SimpleMem | CNN Decoder | RNN Decoder | Ours (L=1) | Ours ([P| = k) | Ours ([P| >> 1000)
MAE 4.57 5.72 4.56 4.67 4.72 4.66 4.59
15min | MAPE | 14.43 18.18 14.40 14.84 14.98 14.77 14.48
RMSE | 6.72 8.79 6.71 6.83 6.87 6.89 6.73
MAE | 5.04 5.84 5.06 5.19 5.22 5.21 5.09
30min | MAPE | 16.34 18.86 16.36 16.87 16.97 16.91 16.41
RMSE | 7.86 9.24 7.90 8.02 8.03 8.18 7.97
NAVER-Seoul MAE | 3.4 %38 332 347 357 353 336
60min | MAPE | 16.94 21.42 17.19 17.91 17.97 18.05 17.19
RMSE | 8.39 10.08 8.51 8.69 8.70 8.92 8.67
MAE | 5.40 6.95 5.55 5.70 5.72 5.74 5.52
90min | MAPE | 17.44 23.89 17.99 18.73 18.63 18.73 17.76
RMSE | 8.68 10.88 8.82 9.10 9.05 9.31 8.94
MAE 2.66 3.01 2.63 2.68 2.68 2.67 2.68
15min | MAPE | 7.06 8.03 6.98 7.10 7.11 7.09 7.13
RMSE | 5.28 5.94 5.32 5.31 5.31 5.35 5.31
MAE | 3.02 327 3.01 3.06 3.06 3.06 3.04
30min | MAPE | 8.49 9.20 8.46 8.56 8.59 8.67 8.51
RMSE | 6.28 6.68 6.36 6.32 6.27 6.36 6.32
METR-LA MAE 3.40 3.72 3.41 3.46 3.47 3.49 3.45
60min | MAPE | 9.88 10.94 9.88 10.02 10.07 10.34 9.87
RMSE | 7.24 7.70 7.28 7.31 7.25 7.39 7.32
MAE | 3.64 4.09 3.65 3.71 3.73 3.75 3.69
90min | MAPE | 10.74 12.25 10.85 10.87 10.98 11.30 10.63
RMSE | 7.74 8.38 7.71 7.81 7.75 791 7.81

o

« SimpleMem : Memory slot2| Tha= pattern attention2
o Hs It LIEME & Graph StructureE 11242t attention A o
« Graph Structure AttentionZH2 11246t= GCN 220 H[SHME H450| HOIXS 2 = /US

mo X
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Table 2: Ablation study result. Note that ‘Ours’ means PM-MemNet.

| Ours | SimpleMem | CNN Decoder | RNN Decoder | Ours (L=1) | Ours (|[P| = k) | Ours (|| >> 1000)

Effect of |P] in NAVER-Seoul Effect of [P| in METR-LA

52 3300 157 5.72 4.56 1.67 472 4.66 459
14.43 18.18 14.40 14.84 14.98 14.77 14.48

[ s 6.72 8.79 6.71 6.83 6.87 6.89 6.73

51 3.04 384 3.06 319 322 321 3.00
16.34 18.86 16.36 16.87 16.97 16.91 16.41

3250 7.86 9.24 7.90 8.02 8.03 8.18 7.97

50 [ 5.24 638 332 547 352 353 336
[ 16.94 21.42 17.19 17.91 17.97 18.05 17.19

.|k 3225 8.39 10.08 8.51 8.69 8.70 8.92 8.67

49 3.40 695 335 370 3.72 374 332
y ek [ 17.44 23.89 17.99 18.73 18.63 18.73 17.76
= 8.68 10.88 8.82 9.10 9.05 9.31 8.94
48 2.66 301 2.63 7.68 2.68 267 7.63
3175 [ 7.06 8.03 6.98 7.10 7.11 7.09 7.13

L 5.28 5.94 5.32 5.31 5.31 5.35 5.31

47 3.02 327 3.01 3.06 3.06 3.06 3.04
M0 8.49 9.20 8.46 8.56 8.59 8.67 8.51

6.28 6.68 6.36 6.32 6.27 6.36 6.32

- 3125 3.40 372 341 3.46 347 349 3.45
9.88 10.94 9.88 10.02 10.07 10.34 9.87

7.24 7.70 7.28 7.31 7.25 7.39 7.32

45— ; - ——3100 ~ ' - 3.64 4.0 3.65 371 373 375 3.69
s Sl LS W 074 | 1225 10.85 10.87 10.98 11.30 10.63

7.74 8.38 7.71 7.81 7.75 791 7.81

« DRI0| A3t =l MEj(Layer = 1)0ME 7|& RRICHH| £22 452 &g = US
« Pattern ==& 37|, 10007 O|AF & Case
« |P| =[2000,3000] 2 AESH = ], 25|2 H52| XSIE 0F7|ot= FL L4

20 [
= —
« 22| 22 AP FAME /T2 TlE?| 0| IEH =2 37|12 7|
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90 minutes prediction in NAVER-Seoul
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60 minutes prediction in NAVER-Seoul
100
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0x

St 2 =02 wi=
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* InputO] E0{2™ Memory Slot0f| SAFSHIFEIO| MatchingO| |11 S
« UZEAH Speed Drop 2H0f|A ORI X|= O|F0] GTL| F=M|E 2Pt U= AS2
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Conclusion
Limits
« Memory Pattern =2&3}17| 2|3t AFH HX 2|
« ZA[HQ| Hyper Parameter 2=

«  Memory Slot2| update?} AtZF LI = THEIQ| o| &%

o HO|LIQX| o= TiEe O &4
. SHHE HX| 23 IiEOf CHBlAM = HeHstR| e

_|t0+

« Cosine SimilarityE £t Pattern Matching
- Traffic Datae 578 & Noise?} Cto= EXH2!

|
« Cosine SimilarityE ¢t Clustering &2

_l

t5-30
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Conclusion

Contributions
« GCN + Learnable Adjacency Matrix + Mem2Seq 8%

« Traffic Flow Forecasting0i| Cisl Pattern Matching@ 22| A1 et
- O B2 HEE It inputE Y= Ul CHHESHE THE S input© 2 robustness =2
- AN WE OIO|E= O Ch2 Z=xf
«  AJA|Y XtA|of| temporal attention2 ALE > s
* NoiseE robustotH| sHZASH= Taskof| CHYHO 2 & Jtse H0|2t 42t
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