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Less 1s More: Non-uniform Road Segments are
Efficient for Bus Arrival Prediction

Zhen Huang*, Jiaxin Deng*, Jiayu Xu, Junbiao Pangf, Haitao Yu

Abstract—In bus arrival time prediction, the process of or-
ganizing road infrastructure network data into homogeneous
entities is known as segmentation. Segmenting a road network
is widely recognized as the first and most critical step in
developing an arrival time prediction system, particularly for
auto-regressive-based approaches. Traditional methods typically
employ a uniform segmentation strategy, which fails to account
for varying physical constraints along roads, such as road
conditions, intersections, and points of interest, thereby limiting
prediction efficiency. In this paper, we propose a Reinforcement
Learning (RL)-based approach to efficiently and adaptively learn
non-uniform road segments for arrival time prediction. Our
method decouples the prediction process into two stages: 1) Non-
uniform road segments are extracted based on their impact scores
using the proposed RL framework; and 2) A linear prediction
model is applied to the selected segments to make predictions.
This method ensures optimal segment selection while maintaining
computational efficiency, offering a significant improvement over
traditional uniform approaches. Furthermore, our experimental
results suggest that the linear approach can even achieve better
performance than more complex methods. Extensive experiments
demonstrate the superiority of the proposed method, which not
only enhances efficiency but also improves learning performance
on large-scale benchmarks. The dataset and the code are publicly
accessible at: [https://github.com/pangjunbiao/Less-is-More}

Index Terms—Intelligent Transportation Systems, Bus arrival
prediction, Road segmentation, Reinforcement Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

Accurate prediction of the Estimated Time of Arrival (ETA)
for urban buses is a critical component of Intelligent Trans-
portation Systems (ITS) and serves as a key enabler for
improving public transportation service quality. Specifically,
ETA prediction enhances passenger comfort levels [I]], op-
timizes scheduling efficiency [2]], supports data-driven route
planning [3]}, and improves operational and economic perfor-
mance [I]]. Consequently, ETA prediction plays a significant
social role and has garnered sustained research interest [4].

Automatic Vehicle Location (AVL) technology has been
significantly enhanced through the integration of Global Po-
sitioning System (GPS) in the bus industry. Consequently,
large-scale GPS datasets have facilitated the rapid development
of data-driven ETA prediction methods. For example, early
studies predominantly employed statistical methods and ma-
chine learning methods [3], e.g., Kalman filtering [6]]; recently,
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(a) Intersections
lights

(b) A middle school entrance during
school hours

(d) Main road with bus-only line

(c) Zebra crossing without traffic
lights

Fig. 1. Road segments significantly affect the bus ETA prediction. These
spots have different temporal patterns to cause diverse predictability of bus
ETA prediction.

Deep Learning (DL) techniques, including Recurrent Neural
Networks (RNN), Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) 181,
and Transformer [9]], have emerged as effective solutions
for ETA prediction. Existing methodologies predominantly
employ uniform interpolation of GPS observations to generate
dense road segments , or alternatively, utilize bus stations
as proxies for segmentation [11]. A crucial factor lies in
organizing road networks into road segments to effectively
characterize the physical nature of spots (e.g., expressways,
commercial districts, residential zones), which is often over-
looked by previous works (o).

The uniform interpolation strategy enhances the continuity
representation of traffic states, still facing two critical limita-
tions:

o Uneven role of different road segments. Uniform inter-
polation with fixed intervals fails to account for non-linear
factors, such as intersections, resulting in redundant and
less informative features. As Fig. |I| illustrates, these road
segments at least are roughly classified into 4 groups:
1) Physically constrained spots (e.g., intersections with
traffic lights, retail complexes); 2) Physically and tempo-
rally constrained spots (e.g., middle schools during school
hours, and bus-only line); 3) Random factor constrained
spots (e.g., zebra crossings without traffic lights). These
spots are significantly more important for ETA prediction
than road segments on the main roads.

o Error accumulation is unavoidable in auto-regression-
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Fig. 2. Prediction error is propagated into next prediction in auto-regression
method.

based ETA prediction. Unnecessary interpolation points
exacerbate the error accumulation issue within auto-
regressive models, as discussed in prior work [8[]. As
illustrated in Fig. 2] redundant road segments propagate
prediction errors into subsequent predictions, significantly
degrading the model’s testing-time performance.

Therefore, a natural question arises: given that not all
sampling points contribute equally to the ETA prediction
problem, would the model autonomously learn to focus on
the informative ones? This intuitive yet natural observation
poses two major challenges: 1) The road segment selection
and ETA prediction tasks are inherently interdependent; and
2) When trained jointly, gradient interference and conflicting
optimization objectives may arise, leading to unstable training
dynamics and degraded prediction accuracy. Consequently, a
progressive coordination mechanism between road segment
selection and ETA prediction is essential for robust and reliable
performance.

In this paper, we propose a Reinforcement Learning (RL)-
based approach [[12] to select informative road segments, pro-
gressively identifying those that contain representative traffic
information. This method enables the ETA model to adaptively
select informative features without compromising predictive
accuracy, transforming static factors into a dynamic sequen-
tial decision-making process that captures essential traffic
variations. Specifically, a novel reward function is proposed
to jointly optimize the accuracy of ETA prediction and the
sparsity of selected road segments. Furthermore, a progressive
training scheme is introduced to integrate RL with a linear
ETA model. The resulting ETA prediction model achieves a
balance between efficiency and accuracy. The contributions of
this work are as follows:

o To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to
demonstrate that non-uniform road segments are more
effective for bus ETA prediction than uniform ones.
Specifically, a Deep Progressive Reinforcement Learning
(DPRL) framework is proposed to integrate a RL-driven
Segment Selection Network (RSS-Net) and a linear ETA
model, enabling collaborative optimization between dy-
namic road segment selection and ETA prediction.

e A reward function is introduced that jointly consid-
ers prediction error and feature sparsity, allowing the
model to maintain or even improve prediction accuracy
while significantly reducing the number of input features,
thereby enhancing computational efficiency and real-time

applicability for ETA prediction.

o Even with a simple linear ETA prediction model, the
proposed method matches or outperforms traditional ap-
proaches on public datasets. The improvement of the
linear model demonstrates that not every road segment
is useful for the transportation problem, shedding light
on how to build road networks for traffic prediction [13]]
and generation [|14]] in ITS.

II. RELATED WORK

Road network modeling for prediction. With the growing
digitalization and interconnection of transportation systems,
modeling traffic networks has become a paramount task for
traffic prediction [13] and traffic generation [14]. Existing
solutions can be roughly divided into two paradigms: 1) the
first incorporates physical characteristics of road nodes into the
road network. For instance, the road network is constructed
as a knowledge graph [15], which contributes to improving
the accuracy of route prediction [[16]; 2) the second integrates
spatial relationships between road segments to characterize
road networks. A typical example is that weighted undirected
graph models for urban road networks are derived from traffic
sensor data to support traffic state prediction [[17].

Despite significant progress in capturing spatiotemporal
patterns within road networks, most existing research has pre-
dominantly focused on modeling road segment attributes [[18§]]
or inter-segment relationships [[19]. In public transportation,
the selection of informative road segments remains largely
unexplored. Our paper addresses this gap by focusing on road
segment selection rather than modeling road network attributes
for bus ETA prediction.

Bus ETA prediction. Traditional traffic prediction methods,
e.g., linear regression models and historical average methods,
often struggle to capture the non-linear variations and temporal
dynamic characteristics of traffic flow. For the bus ETA
problem, these methods barely handle fluctuations in passenger
demand and the influences of traffic signals effectively, thereby
limiting their ability to achieve accurate predictions in complex
traffic scenarios [20] [21] [22].

In recent years, DL methods have gained attention for
bus ETA prediction. These methods are roughly divided into
two groups: 1) one notices the non-linear behavior of bus
ETA prediction. For example, Ahsan and Siddique [23]]
introduced a feedforward attention model that dynamically
weights features like traffic density and road type. Roy et al.
[24] proposed a Deep Encoder Cross Network (DECN) that
includes contextual factors beyond distance, e.g., traffic condi-
tions and road characteristics, improving prediction accuracy
over traditional baselines. 2) the other consider bus ETA on
complex road network as prediction on graph. For instance,
Petersen et al. [7]introduced a spatiotemporal neural network
that integrates GPS trajectory data with temporal features.

Complex neural network structures often lead to high com-
putational costs and poor real-time efficiency. In this paper,
we employ a simple linear regression model combined with
road segment selection, achieving comparable or even better
prediction performance than state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods.



The results highlight the importance of segment selection for
traffic prediction tasks.

Reinforcement Learning for Traffic Problem RL has gar-
nered significant attention in traffic management, particularly
for intelligent traffic signal control [25]. For example, early
research primarily relied on Q-learning and limited state-space
models in small-scale scenarios on hand-crafted rules [26].
However, these methods fail to fully capture the complexity of
traffic environments and ignore more relevant traffic informa-
tion, leading to suboptimal performance in signal control [27].
Recently, RL combined with neural networks has been able to
handle more complex and large-scale tasks. For instance, Li et
al. proposed a deep Q-network to approximate the Q-function
and optimize traffic signal control at intersections [28].
Shabestary et al. employed deep neural networks to directly
process sensory inputs for signal control strategies [29].

To our best knowledge, we firstly leverage RL to select
road segments for ETA prediction by leveraging RL to achieve
this goal, demonstrating superior adaptability and real-time
performance in real-world traffic scenarios.

III. METHODOLOGY

Definition 1 (A journey of a bus): A journey of a bus T
consists of a series of continuous GPS points, where the time
interval between any two adjacent GPS points does not exceed
a fixed threshold 7, representing the sampling interval. 7 :
pr—=p2—...=>py,and 0 < pjy; —p; <7for1 <¢ <
N —1.

Definition 2 (Road segment): A road segment r is an un-
directed edge. Each road segment is associated with a unique
ID r;q4, a starting point ry, and an ending point r.. Each point
consists of the longitude and latitude coordinates.

Remark. For the bus ETA prediction, a journey of bus is
discretized into road segments, which is composed of both the
interpolated points and bus stations, as illustrated in Fig.

Definition 3 (The ETA prediction on sparse road segments):
Given a journey of a bus line 7 with the uniformed road
segments R = [rg,...,T;,...,ry]| where N is the number
of segments, the problem of the bus ETA prediction on
sparse road segments is to simultaneously find a road segment
selector ¢4(-) and a prediction method ¢,(-), as follows:

10ss(¢p(R), 3 6,)

min

,05,0p

s.t.: 7%:(1)5 (R,Qf), (1)
[Rljo = M,
M <N,

where loss(¢,(R), y; 6,) is a predefined loss function in which
0, is the parameter, y is the ground truth for each bus stop, R is
the selected road segments with function ¢5 (R, fs) in which
0, is the parameter for the selection function, the notation
|| - ]lo is the number of segments in set R, and M is the
number of selected road segments, N is the total number of
road segments.

Figure [3| depicts the overall framework of our proposed
method. Specifically, our model comprises two key compo-
nents: the Linear Regression Model (LRM) and the Road

Action
Train | State —> RSS-Net Update . 1oy — Result
State
T Rewards
Optimal
Test Points —> LRM —> Result

Fig. 3. The architecture of the proposed method. It depicts the operational
pipeline of the RSS-Net and LRM during the training and testing phases.

Segment Selection Network (RSS-Net). First, a route is lin-
early and uniformly discretized into road segments. RSS-
Net leverages RL to find representative road segments. The
selected segments are used to train a LRM. A reward signal
is subsequently updated to refine RSS-Net. Thus, the ETA
prediction model and RSS-Net iteratively interact and co-
optimize, thereby enhancing the performance of bus ETA
prediction.

A. Linear ETA Prediction Model

Given the j-th journey of a bus, we have time stamps
t7, ¢ = 0,1,...,N,v = 0,...,V), where t; denotes the
timestamp at the i-th road segment, N and V denote the
road segment number and historical trajectories, respectively.
Therefore, for a particular bus up to the L-th segments with the
time stamps t% = (£3,...,t?...,t%) T, our goal is to compute
predictions t7 | ;; for the times of arrival at locations L + H,
where H =1,2,...,N — L.

Let 0;; denotes the covariance between arrival times at the
road segments i and j, 0;; = %Zgzl(ty — i) (tY — ),
where p1; and p; are the mean arrival times at the segments ¢
and j, respectively, as follows:

1 14
pi = )t 2)

Let ur, = (po,p1,...,puz)" and ¥ € REXE denote
the mean vector and the covariance matrix of the first L
segments, respectively, where X;; = o0y;,4,5 < L. Let
OLL+H = (O'O,L+H,O'1’L+H7 e ,O'L7L+H)T as the covari-
ance vector between the segments 0, . .., L and the target ones
L + H. The predicted arrival time at segment L + H is as
follows:

tron = prrm+0f pou> (b — pr)- 3)

Eq. (3) assumes that bus travel times follow a multivariate
Gaussian distribution. Eq. (3) has a O(L?) time complexity.
Note that the linear method can be replaced with any ETA
prediction methods [8]]. In this paper, the simple linear model
is used to verify the effectiveness of sparse road segments for
ETA prediction.
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Fig. 4. The neural network architecture of RSS-Net for adaptive segment
selection.

B. Road Segment Selection Network

Fig. [] illustrates the architecture of the proposed network.
The input consists of two components: 1) the feature coding
of all road segments F (F € RY*®) and 2) a binary mask
Sy (Sp € RVx1) indicating which segments are selected, i.e.,
S; = 1 means that the i-th segment is selected; otherwise, the
i-th one is not selected. Concretely, the feature S, is processed
by a convolutional layer followed by a fully connected layer
(fcl), while the mask Sy, is independently processed by another
fully connected layer (fc2). Two branches allow the network
to model feature dependencies through two distinct pathways.
The outputs of the two branches (fcl and fc2) are concatenated
and passed through a fully connected layer(fc3). Finally, the
feature from fc3 is fed into a softmax function to obtain the
probability of the actions. The details of network can be found
in our publicly released code.

Feature Coding of Road Segments: For each segment,
a feature f; = [to,ti,di,di+17ri7OHC]T contains four cat-
egories of information as follows: 1) Temporal cues: The
departure time from the starting station ¢y, and The travel time
to reach the current segment t;; 2) Spatial information: The
distance from the starting station to the current position d;, and
the distance from the next segment to the starting one dg1;
3) Static information: The number of bus lines associated with
the i-th segment, r; and 4) Position type: One-Hot Coding
(OHC) is used to distinguish the type of the current segment:
[1,0,0]T for bus stop, [0,1,0] " for intersection, and [0,0, 1] "
for interpolated point.

State: The RL state S = (S,, Sp) is defined as follows:

o Features of Road Segments: S, = [F,F] € RIN+M)x8,
where F = [fi,fs,...,fy] € RV*® is feature for the
all segments, F = [fy, f5,..., fy;] € RM*® contains the
features of the selected segments. Each f; is extracted
from F according to the indication of Sy, i.e., when the
i-th element of S}, is equal to 1.

e Binary Selection Mask: Binary vector S, €

cates the current selection state of segments.

RN indi-

Action: Two discrete actions are defined as follows:1 )
Moving left (“<”, action “0”); and 2) Moving right (“—”, ac-
tion “17). Concretely, RSS-Net produces an action-probability
matrix A € RM*2 where A; ; € [0, 1] denotes the probability
that the i-th selected interpolation point chooses the j-th

action. To mitigate the randomness bias of a single decision,
each sample undergoes B action iterations.
Reward Function: Three reward functions are proposed
and compared in this paper as follows:
1.Benchmark-Calibrated Reward (BCR): The error from the
SOTA LSTM method [8]] is used as a benchmark as follows:

N . -
1 1, if error(¢;) < error(t;),
r=—>r r= . 4
N p {O7 otherwise, ®

where #; and ¢; are the result of LSTM and LRM in Eq. (@),
respectively, and function error(t) measures the error of the
predicted time ¢ by compared with the ground truth. Therefore,
r; measures whether the ability of LRM is greater than that
of LSTM or not. Eq. (@) encourages LRM has a better
performance than LSTM, but has danger to barely obtain
reward.

2.Inverse Error Reward (IER): The inverse error of selected
by the RSS-Net serves as the reward, encouraging low predic-
tion errors as follows:

e 1
"N ; error(t;) ®)

3.Arrival Time difference Reward (ATR): ATP is the mean
difference between the predicted arrival time of LRM and the
ground-truth as follows:

| X
r=5 Z lerror(t;)|. (6)
i=1

Avoid Selection Conflict: To preserve the ordering of the
selected segments and prevent index overlap during movement,
positional constraints are imposed on selected segments. The
upper bound index I; for the i-th segment is defined as:

. {Pig’ﬂﬂ, 1<i<N-—1,

I, = (7
.fa 1= j\a

where [-] denotes the ceiling operator, and I; is the index of

the i-th selected segment.

Similarly, the lower bound index fi is defined as:

~ [711‘*12”1} , 2<i<N,
L= _ (®)
0, i =1.

Together, I; and I specify the allowable adjustment range
for the i-th interpolation point as [I;,I;]. After an action
is executed, the index of the interpolation point is updated
according to:

—min(1, I; — I;), if action 0,

] 9
min(1, I; — I; — 1), if action 1, 2

I = Lita;, a;= {

where a; denotes the action-induced index shift. These con-
straints ensure that: the selected interpolation points remain
properly ordered and non-overlapping.



Algorithm 1 Deep Progressive Reinforcement Learning for
Bus ETA Prediction
Input: Historical GPS trajectory data D, bus stop sequence
S, interpolation point set F, training epoch E.
Output: Trained model RSS-Net and LRM in (3).
1: Construct state S° = [S?, SY];
2: for e=0to E do
3: for j =1to B do
4 RSS-Net output action probabilities A7, and avoid
action conflicts by ();

5 Update S?~" to S] based on action A7;

6 Update state S¢ «— [S7, Sil;

7: LRM predicts arrival time t at j-th inner iteration;

8 Calculate the reward 7;

9: end for

10: Update state S° < [S,, Sp);

11: RSS-Net predicts action A, and avoid action conflicts
by Eq. ©):

12: Update reward 7;

13: Update LRM in Eq. (3);

14: end for

15: return Trained model RSS-Net and LRM in (3).

C. Loss Function and Optimization

The network parameters are optimized using a cross-entropy
based loss function as follows:

Z log (e ( (S)

where mg(-) is the softmax function, which maps the network
with the parameter € into a probability distribution over
actions. 7 (S]) denotes the probability of the action taken
at the i-th point during the j-th iteration, Al is the executed
action, and r is the corresponding reward. B denotes the num-
ber of action iterations performed for each training sample.
Eq. (I0) is optimized by policy-gradient computed from the
accumulated rewards. Alg. outlines the proposed method.

A]J

LO)=—-——=— ¥ (10)

IV. DATA ANALYSIS AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
A. Dataset and Pre-processing

Dataset. We use the dataset from [8]], which consists of 23
consecutive days of bus operation data collected in February
2015. The first 22 days are used for training, while the
remaining day serves as the testing set. In this study, we select
6 bus routes (No. 14, No. 60, No. 74, No. 110, No. 421,
No. 563) in Beijing, each with varying operational lengths,
providing a robust empirical foundation for validating the
proposed model.

ETA Interpolation. For each trip, the distance between con-
secutive GPS points is first calculated, and the GPS trajectory
is then transformed into distance—time data pairs. To estimate
the ETA for each road segment, Kriging interpolation [30], a
generalized form of Gaussian Processes, is used to interpolate
the distance-time pairs (d;,t;) for the i-th segment. In this
study, each road segment is defined with a 100-meter interval.

B. Experiment Settings

In our experiments, we use the open-source deep learning
framework PyTorch 1.8.0 with CUDA 11.1. All experiments
are conducted on an Intel(R) i7-7700 CPU @ 3.60GHz with 32
GB of RAM and an NVIDIA 3080 GPU. During training, we
train the models from scratch, without using any pre-trained
weights. The batch size is set to 16, and we use Stochastic
Gradient Descent (SGD) with a weight decay of 0.0005 and
momentum of 0.9. The initial learning rate is set to 1 x 1073,
which is decreased by a factor of 10 every 20 epochs after the
first 40 epochs.

The initial segments are selected randomly, and the number
of action iterations is set to 2 to ensure sufficient variation in
the selected points. During testing, these selected segments,
along with the bus stop locations, are arranged according to
their spatial order and fed into the LRM for ETA prediction.

C. Evaluation Metric

The Mean Absolute Error (MAE) is used as the evaluation
metric. MAE quantifies the average absolute deviation between
the predicted and actual arrival times across all routes and
operations, and is defined as:

—1N

é;\;

where ¢ denotes the ¢-th trip, IV represents the total number
of trips.

MAE = (1)

D. Comparison Methods

To comprehensively evaluate the effectiveness of the pro-
posed method, several representative ETA prediction methods
are compared:

o K-Nearest Neighbor (KNN) [31]] and Kernel Regression
(KR) [11]: Both methods are search-based approaches
that rely on historical trajectory data. KNN selects the
k most similar trajectories to estimate the arrival time at
the next stop, while KR computes nonlinear kernel-based
weights to predict the ETA.

o Support Vector Machine on Probe Bus (SPB) [32]: This
method uses probe vehicle data on downstream segments
to model dynamic traffic characteristics using SVM-based
regression.

o Linear Regression Model (LRM) [[11]: Assumes that bus
travel times follow a multivariate Gaussian distribution.
The predicted ETA is the posterior mean of the arrival
time at the target stop.

« Additive Mixed Model (AMM) [33]]: Considers multiple
influencing factors and models the relationship between
features and arrival times using nonlinear additive func-
tions. Implemented using the mgcv package in R.

o Kalman Filter with Probe Bus (KFP) [34]: Utilizes GPS-
based observations to estimate the ETA. The covariance
factor in the filter is updated periodically using an adap-
tive algorithm.



TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS. THE BEST
RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD, AND THE SECOND-BEST RESULTS
ARE UNDERLINED. THE METRIC IS MAE (MIN).

Short distance Mid distance Long distance

Methods  —7——c—110 421 74 363
IRM[il] 158 158 172 130 152 1.26
KNN [3T] 159 180 197 146 162 133
KR [TI] 149 167 181 139 150 127
AMM[33] 148 184 194 132 158 130
SPB B3] 143 185 203 137 166 292
KFP [34] 322 415 487 272 344 328
MLP [33] 157 155 215 363 154 194
LSTM [8] 1.55 150 170 128 138 1.19
Our 099 111 123 115 126 093

o Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) [35]]: A feedforward neural
network model that uses the current location, timestamp,
and distance to the target stop as inputs. Implemented
using the newf f function in MATLAB.

o Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) [8]]: A temporal deep
learning model that captures sequential dependencies in
bus trajectories. Implemented using the PyTorch frame-
work with the same feature set as our proposed model.

E. Empirical Results

To verify the performance of the proposed model, bus routes
are categorized based on their journey distances: 1) Short-
distance routes (0—10 km), including Bus 14 and Bus 60; 2)
Medium-distance routes (10-15 km), including Bus 110 and
Bus 421; 3) Long-distance routes (> 15 km), including Bus
74 and Bus 563.

All reported results correspond to the optimal configuration.
The number of selected points in our method is set to 2/3
of all segments. Table [I] shows that the proposed method
achieves the lowest MAE across all bus routes. The KFP
method performs the worst due to its reliance on recursive
corrections; when prior estimates deviate from the actual state,
errors accumulate rapidly. The KNN and KR methods also
exhibit limited accuracy, as they rely on the similarity between
historical and current traffic conditions. Interestingly, the non-
linear methods, i.e., LSTM and MLP, yield higher MAE errors
than our method. For instance, our method outperforms the
LSTM model by 0.69 for Bus Route 60, 0.54 for Bus Route
110, and 0.33 for Bus Route 563, respectively.

Additionally, the following interesting observations can be
drawn from the comparison:

o Our method yields more significant improvements for
short-distance journeys, but the improvement becomes
less significant for long-distance journeys. It is reasonable
to assume that the non-linearity of long journeys is
stronger than that of short ones. Therefore, the improve-
ment achieved by our method is constrained by the linear
prediction model in Eq. (3).

o Our method outperforms non-linear methods. The only
explanation is that each road segment plays a different
role in ETA prediction. Not every road segment is nec-
essary or useful for ETA prediction.

TABLE 11
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT SEGMENT SELECTION
STRATEGIES (ALL, RS, AND RL) ACROSS 6 BUS ROUTES.

Short distance Mid distance Long distance

Methods ————T10 421 74 563
ALL 158 158 172 130 1.52 126
RS 186 225 201 180 182 176
RL 099 111 123 115 126 093

F. Ablation Study on Reinforcement Learning

To further validate the effectiveness of RSS-Net, an ablation
experiment is conducted, comparing Random Selection (RS),
RL-based selection, and the use of all interpolation points
(ALL), where both RS and RL-based selection use the same
proportion of interpolation points (2/3). Table [II| shows that
RS results in the poorest prediction accuracy among the
three strategies. For instance, our method outperforms the RS
method by 1.14 on route 60, 0.87 on route 14, and 0.83 on
route 563. In contrast, the reinforcement learning network
adaptively updates its policy based on predefined rewards,
enabling it to consistently select the most representative in-
terpolation points. Our method outperforms the ALL method
by 0.59 on route 14, 0.49 on route 110, and 0.47 on route
60. As a result, the model achieves more accurate and stable
ETA predictions across all bus routes. In summary, Table
indicates that only a small number of special road segments
significantly impact the ETA prediction for buses.

Fig. 5. Comparison of MAE performance under different proportions of
selected interpolation points.

This study investigates the impact of the number of selected
road nodes on bus ETA prediction performance. As illustrated
in Fig. 5] optimal prediction performance is achieved when
two-thirds of the points are selected.

Specifically, when all interpolation points are utilized, the
prediction error increases significantly compared to the sce-
nario where only a few interpolation points are selected.
Interestingly, when the number of interpolation points is re-
duced to one-third, the prediction error actually decreases. This
comparison reveals that temporal correlation is less critical
than the selection of road nodes.

The results suggest two key insights for bus ETA prediction:

o Some segments are unnecessary for bus ETA prediction.
Although LRM in Eq. (@) is not an auto-regressive
prediction method like LSTM, the comparison shows that
some road segments can even have an adverse effect on
the bus ETA prediction task.



TABLE III
COMPARISONS AMONG THREE REWARD STRATEGIES ON BUS ROUTES
No0.110 AND NO.563 IN TERMS OF MAE (MIN).

Strategy 110 563

BCR .79 1.19
IER 1.67 1.12
ATR 1.23 093

o Diverse bus routes clearly highlight the necessity of RSS-
Net in bus ETA prediction. RSS-Net yields consistent
performance improvements across diverse bus routes,
indicating that our method exhibits robust generalization
capabilities.

G. Experiment on Reward Selection Strategy

Table [III| compares the effectiveness of three reward strate-
gies for bus ETA prediction. Specifically, the ATR strategy
achieves optimal performance, yielding the smallest MAE
values of 1.23 for Route 110 and 0.93 for Route 563. The
underlying reason is that ATR can capture sufficient reward
signals from all interpolation points, in contrast to the sparse
reward signals provided by the BCR strategy. Notably, BCR
is ill-suited for the bus ETA prediction task, as it only
provides non-zero reward signals when the LRM outperforms
its counterpart, the LSTM model. This scenario is unlikely
when the LRM is not well-trained, whereas the ATR strategy
enables RSS-Net to be effectively trained over time.

IMR generates reward values near unity, making the in-
terpolation selection network insensitive to reward variation
and prone to perceiving suboptimal selections as optimal. In
contrast, ATR produces reward values with larger magnitude
differences, allowing the network to better capture the impor-
tance of selected features.

H. Effectiveness of Binary Mask

Binary masking enables the network to identify which
interpolation points have been selected. Table [[V]compares the
MAE results of RSS-Net with and without the binary index
mask. It shows that the binary mask significantly improves the
accuracy of bus ETA prediction. Without the mask, the results
are similar to those obtained through random selection. For
instance, on route 110, the MAE for RSS-Net without the
binary mask is 1.98, while the result for random selection is
2.01.

This comparison indicates that without the binary mask, the
RL model fails to capture the distinguishing features. The
introduction of the mask allows the network to recognize
whether each interpolation point is selected, thereby learning
positional dependencies and enhancing interpretability.

L. Sensitivity of The number of Action Iterations

To further evaluate the impact of action iterations on model
performance, we tested the number of action iterations set to
2, 4, 6, and 8, as shown in Table [V When the number of
action iterations is set to 2, the prediction accuracy is highest,

TABLE IV
COMPARISONS RSS-NET WITH AND WITHOUT BINARY MASK ON BUS
ROUTES NO.110 AND NO.563 IN TERMS OF MAE(MIN.).

Methods 110 563
Random Selection  2.01 1.76
RSS-Net w/o Sy, 198 1.11

RSS-Net w Sy, 1.23 093
TABLE V

COMPARISONS AMONG DIFFERENT NUMBER OF ACTION ITERATIONS IN
TERMS OF MAE(MIN).

Short distance Mid distance Long distance

Methods ———T10 421 74 563
) 099 111 123 115 126 093
4 101 113 125 117 127 0.95
6 104 114 126 1.19 130 096
8 106 116 129 121 132 099

as compared in Table [V| This is because the road segments
are sampled approximately every 100 meters, and a smaller
number of action iterations allows for more frequent updates
of interpolation information, thereby enabling better spatial
feature correlation. Conversely, a larger number of action
iterations leads to more abrupt changes in interpolation points,
potentially missing optimal spatial feature distributions.
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Fig. 6. Convergence curve of MAE during the training process on Bus Route
563.

J. Training Efficiency

We conduct a case study on Bus Route 563 (Xiangshan
Park to Xizhimen) to validate the effectiveness of RSS-
Net. As a long-distance route traversing diverse functional
zones—including the Zhongguancun business district and
Summer Palace tourist area—it exhibits high spatial hetero-
geneity and travel time variability . In our experiment, the
model is initialized with randomly distributed interpolation
points that fail to capture critical traffic patterns. To address
this, RSS-Net employs a progressive refinement strategy, it-
eratively adjusting the segment positions by moving 2 steps
per iteration driven by feedback rewards. Fig. [f]illustrates this
optimization process: as the number of iterations increases,
the agent successfully aligns with characteristic interpolation
points, resulting in a significant and steady convergence of the
prediction error (MAE).



V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents a novel DPRL framework for efficient
bus ETA prediction. Unlike conventional methods that rely
on uniform interpolation of GPS trajectories or computa-
tionally intensive deep neural networks, our model utilizes
a lightweight linear predictor coupled with a RSS-Net to
adaptively identify informative non-uniform road segments .
To address the issue of error accumulation in auto-regressive
tasks, the proposed framework jointly models the segment
selection as a sequential decision-making process, employing
a composite reward function to enforce a balance between
prediction accuracy and feature sparsity. Extensive experi-
ments on large-scale real-world datasets demonstrate superior
performance, validating that our “Less is More” strategy en-
ables a simple linear model to outperform state-of-the-art non-
linear baselines while significantly reducing feature dimen-
sions. Statistical analysis confirms that our method exhibits
robust generalization capabilities across bus routes of varying
lengths and spatial complexities.

The demonstrated efficacy of our method in addressing the
bus ETA prediction problem motivates its extension to other
applications within digital transportation platforms, e.g., the
highway ETA problem. Future work will focus on incorporat-
ing real-time contextual factors, e.g., traffic flow and weather,
into a test-time adaptation [36] framework with RSS-Net for
dynamically selecting pivot segments. Additionally, our results
encourage the prediction as generation” approach [37] to
focus on network modeling.
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