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1. Introduction

Various methods for modelling space-time data have been proposed over the years,
including multivariate autoregressive integrated moving average (ARIMA) models and
its extension space time autoregressive integrated moving average (STARIMA) models
(Pfeiffer and Deutsch, 1980). In these time series models, autocorrelation is accounted for
in the autoregressive and moving average terms. Parameter estimates are fixed globally
both spatially and temporaly. The models assume that the correlation in data can be
adequately described by such globally set parameters, but this may not be the case if the
correlation between data is dynamic, which it is likely to be on road transport networks
(Cheng et a, 2011). For instance, traffic theories say that the current conditions on a
section of road are influenced to some extent by the previous conditions of adjacent road
sections aong both upstream and downstream directions (see for example, Lighthill and
Whitham, 1955; Richards, 1956). In congested conditions, the influence will come
mainly from downstream whereas in free flowing conditions the influence will come
from upstream. On a road network comprising hundreds or thousands of links, such
spatio-temporal autocorrelation structure is dynamic (in time) and heterogeneous (in
space). Yue and Yeh (2008) show the correlation between locations on a road network
determines the forecast ability of a space-time model. This fact has been recognised in
previous studies that achieve improved results by incorporating a dynamic structure in
their weighting systems (Min et al, 2009; 2010; Min and Wynter, 2011). The aim of this
study is to model dynamic autocorrelations of road transport network data By modifying
tradition model to a generic dynamic mode which capture the autocorrelation locally
(heterogeneity) and dynamically (dynamic state of the network) over the traditional time
series models. The proposed model is tested with traffic data collected from Centra
London. The result shows that the performance of estimation and prediction is improved
on average through the proposed modifications.

2. A Localised Dynamic Space-Time Model - NSTARIMA

STARIMA model considers the observation at location i during time interval t to be a
weighted linear combination of observations in its spatial neighbours at previous time
intervals. Consider that a road network, in which measurements (e.g. speeds, journey
times, etc) are collected on N links over atime period T. Let z(t) be an N-dimensional
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column vector containing the observations z(t) on each link i, where i = 1,2,...,N,
during each timeinterval t, wheret =1,2,...,T. STARIMA model states that

A p m " g n "
2t) =D oWzt —k) - > > 0pW et -1), (1)

k=Lh=0 I=1h=0

inwhich 2(t) isaN-dimensional column vector of predictionson al linksi at timet. The
first term in the equation is the autoregressive (AR) component, while the second term is
the moving average (MA). The term, ¢(-), is a N-dimensional column vector of residual

on each link. The spatia lag (h) represents the spatia distance between two locations.
The spatial orders associated with each K" or 1™ temporally lagged term in AR and MA

components are respectively m, and n,. The spatial order specifies the spatial extent
that could have an effect on the link of interest i within the temporal lags of k and I. The

notation ¢y, and 0, are the model parametersto be calibrated. The matrix WM isanN

x N spatial weight matrix for spatial lag h. This spatial weight matrix W™ contains the
set of weights w; specifying the degree of spatial correlation between links i and j (see
Kamarianakis and Prastacos, 2005; Getis, 2009).

We identify severa deficiencies of the above STARIMA model for traffic modelling
and propose a new dynamic time series model — which we call NSTARIMA - that
includes several new features. Details are discussed below.

2.1 Spatial orders

Traditional STARIMA model considers the spatial orders to be fixed and preset for the
associated temporal lag. It may not be appropriate for traffic modelling as the spatial
influences vary under different traffic conditions due to different speeds encountered
(Min et a., 2008). This study relaxes such assumption and considers the spatial orders to
be dynamic and dependent on traffic state. Given the model updating time interval (At),

the spatial order my (t) at timet associated with temporal lag k is determined as

my (t) = arg min{n-{lfzio (t)L(ig) > kAt}, 2

m io=i
where L(ip) isthelength of the intermediate link i between the link of interest i and
the spatial extent m. Essentially, my(t) returns the number of links that traffic can

proceed toward the point of interest i in atime period of kAt.

2.2 Spatial weight matrix

The spatial weight matrix (W(h)) is usualy regarded as the physical distances between
the corresponding locations. In road traffic setting, the correlation of traffic at two
locations does not only depend on the spatia distance, but also on the traffic conditions.
We propose a novel spatial weight matrix which takes the traffic states into account. For
alink pair (i, j), the corresponding element in the spatial weight matrix is defined as
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v (t)—v(t
MUY ®
D;
where V; (t) and v;(t) are the respective average speeds on links i and j during time
interval t; D, is the distance between i and j. The speed V; (t) is defined to be zero if no

data is observed on the link during time t. The spatial weight matrix derived using (4) is
time-varying and traffic state dependent.

2.3 Model formulation
We formulate our new time series model — NSTARIMA - as

- (t-1,i)
2(t)=§p: Z whtki) g (t —k) - Zmz 0,,WHe (t—1).
k=1 h=0 I=1 h=0

(4)
Original STARIMA model is specified by a single global set of parameters (@4, Oyn )
for the entire network. In this new model, the model parameters are N x N diagonal
matriceS((pkh and 9k| ):

own = diag (o |, ok |- [okn [y ) and 0y, = diag (01 ][O ][O ]y) . ()

where [p,] and [6),] are the parameters for each link i. It is noted that the
NSTARIMA model coversthe STARIMA and ARIMA models as special cases.

3. Case Study

The test network, which comprises 22 links in Central London, is selected for this study
as shown in Figure 1 with arrows showing the directions of traffic. It has variable link
lengths, ranging from 473.4m to 3.85km with an average length of 1.4km. Journey times
of vehicles across the network are measured by Automatic Number Plate Recognition
(ANPR) system which is operated by Transport for London (TfL). The raw journey time
data are aggregated into 5-minute averages.

After discussing with TfL, data from 16 Feb 2009 to 30 Mar 2009 (43 days in total)
are selected for the case study. The dataset is divided into two sets. The first 36 days are
used for calibration which determines the tempora orders (p, ) and the model
parameters (@, and 0, ). The remaining 7 days are used for validation which compares

the predictions made by the calibrated model and the actua observations.
The experiment consists of three stages: identification, calibration, and validation.
e Identification refers to the determination of temporal orders — autoregressive (p)
and moving average (q) — in the time series model.

e Given the temporal orders, the model parameters are the determined in the
calibration step by using aleast square error approach. This study compares three

217



GeoComputation 2011 Session 5A: Network Complexity

different time series models:. ARIMA, origind STARIMA and modified
STARIMA.

e Finaly, in validation, predictions made by the calibrated models are compared
with the actual observations.
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Figure 1 London test network (Cheng et al., 2011)

Figures 2 and 3 respectively show the R-square and root mean square error (RM SE)
of the 22 links, which are arranged in ascending order of lengths. Results show that there
is no single model dominates the others. However, if we summarise average R-square
and RMSE of al links, it showsthat NSTARIMA outperforms traditional STARIMA and
ARIMA model.

Figure 4 shows the predictions from 12:00 to 16:00 on 30 Mar. Overdl, origina
STARIMA has the worst average prediction results as the heterogeneity and dynamics of
the urban road network cannot be well captured (Cheng et al, 2011). However, the
NSTARIMA outperforms the other models on average.

4. Conclusions

This paper proposes a new space-time series model — NSTARIMA - for road traffic
modelling. The proposed model is tested with journey time data obtained from the
Automatic Number Plate Recognition (ANPR) system in Central London. Results show
the average prediction accuracy of the NSTARIMA is better than traditional STARIMA
and ARIMA modedl. This indicates that the new NSTARIMA can capture heterogeneity
and dynamics of road traffic by modifying the original STARIMA as proposed. Given
travel time is an important index for measuring transport system performance, the work
reported here will contribute to the literature of traffic analysis and management.
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Figure 4. Prediction plots of three links 2052 (a), 1623 (b), and 1593 (c) at 12:00 - 16:00
on 30 Mar using three different models NSTARIMA, STARIMA, and ARIMA
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Figure 2. R-square comparison of three different models
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