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Abstract

Exposure to crime and violence can harm individuals’ quality of life and
the economic growth of communities. In light of the rapid development
in machine learning, there is a rise in the need to explore automated solu-
tions to crime prevention. The increasing availability of both fine-grained
urban and public service data has driven a recent surge in fusing such
cross-domain information to facilitate crime prediction. By capturing
the information about social structure, environment, and crime trends,
existing machine learning predictive models have explored the dynamic
crime patterns from different views. However, these approaches mostly
convert such multi-source knowledge into implicit and latent representa-
tions (e.g., learned embeddings of districts), making it still a challenge to
investigate the impacts of explicit factors for the occurrences of crimes
behind the scenes. In this paper, we present a Spatial-Temporal Meta-
path guided Explainable Crime prediction (STMEC) framework to
capture dynamic patterns of crime behaviours and explicitly characterize
how the environmental and social factors mutually interact to produce
the forecasts. Extensive experiments show the superiority of STMEC
compared with other advanced spatial-temporal models, especially in
predicting felonies (e.g., robberies and assaults with dangerous weapons).

Keywords: Crime Prediction, Spatial-temporal Modelling, Data Mining,
Explainability
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1 Introduction

Crime is an inevitable and persistent problem that brings negative outcomes to
society. It is reported that worldwide homicide has caused more than 400,000
deaths each year. Given 80% of the victims are younger than 50 years old,
homicide become one of the leading causes of death among young adults [1].
Apart from the long-lasting physical and psychological injuries the victims
may suffer from, crime can also increase government expenditures on police
protection and justice services. According to the report from the Australian
Institute of Criminology, serious and organised crime has cost the Australian
government up to 47.4 billion dollars in 2017 [2]. To minimize the effect on pub-
lic safety and urban sustainability, rapid response policing is always required
when government agencies are alerted on any criminal activities. In this case,
crime prediction plays a key role in changing the situation from being blind-
sided to being better prepared, and is formulated as the task of predicting
region-wise crime rates using historical records.

As crime data is a type of spatial-temporal event data, some effective data
mining techniques have been proposed to explore the spatial and temporal fea-
tures of crimes. Temporal information in historical crime records concerning
periodicity is emphasized by the routine activity theory [3]. Traditional time
series models, such as Autoregression Integrated Moving Average (ARIMA)
[4], Linear Regression and Support Vector Regression (SVR) [5] are widely
used to make short-term crime forecasting. However, these models emphasize
more on recent data and assume a fixed pattern of seasonality limited by lin-
ear models. Unlike typical time series such as traffic and weather, crime events
have more irregularity in its temporal patterns, restricting the effectiveness of
these conventional methods. Additionally, such methods fall short when cap-
turing the spatial connections among regions, which are crucial as a region’s
crime patterns can also be inferred via geographically adjacent [6] and struc-
turally similar [7] regions. Though methods based on recurrent neural networks
(RNNs) [8, 9] are proposed for crime prediction, they overlook the correlations
between regions with either geographical [8] or semantic [9] (e.g., demographic
structure) affinity. Thus, a model specifying the spatial-temporal dynamics of
criminal behaviors is highly desired.

Based on the nature of crimes [10], both social characteristics and geograph-
ical locations of the residential places exhibit strong correlations with crimes.
With the increasing availability of data collected from different channels, it has
recently become possible to fuse multi-source information to facilitate crime
prediction [11]. For example, [12] aggregates various resources by formulating
them as graph-structured data and merging the learned graph representations.
However, by merely treating the auxiliary information as the input feature
for each region, it fails to fully account for the impact of each factor within
the fine-grained urban data (e.g., income level and demographic distribution),
leading to a substantial loss of context information. Meanwhile, it is non-trivial
to fuse and represent the multi-faceted information in a more expressive way
to quantify their varying contributions to different crime events.
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The advances in latent factor models, especially neural networks, have wit-
nessed dominating performance in predictive tasks where crime prediction is
no exception. Those methods normally represent regions as implicit embedding
through aggregating the information in both spatial and temporal domains
[7–9, 13]. Despite the capability of forecasting the occurrence of crime events
by capturing temporal patterns and neighborhood characteristics, the ratio-
nale behind the resulted predictions largely remain unexplainable within most
methods [8, 9]. Understanding these factors that limit the communities from
preventing crimes is of great importance to government agencies, as more effec-
tive measures can be taken to reduce crimes. While criminologists put a lot
of effort into exploring reasons that cause crimes, the factors leading to crimi-
nal behaviors are still nowhere near well-understood [14]. Some methods with
attention mechanisms [8] may distinguish the spatial and temporal effect on
crime prediction, but the analysis on more specific factors (e.g., income level
and population distribution) is left untouched, hindering both model perfor-
mance and explanation quality. Apart from this, the importance of assumed
factors may vary concerning different regions at different times. For example,
even though economic and social disadvantages are believed to render areas
crime-prone [14], rural areas with a lower level of urbanization are less likely
to attract offenders [15]. However, most existing crime prediction methods do
not differentiate such multifaceted information or further discuss the impact
of features from multiple views [9, 12, 16, 17], while statistical learning meth-
ods (e.g., linear regression and decision trees) reap direct interpretability but
sacrifice the prediction accuracy [18, 19].

To this end, we aim to predict the occurrence of crimes in each region
by addressing the challenges in: (1) modeling the spatial-temporal effect; (2)
expressively fusing multi-view information; and (3) providing interpretability
on the causes of different crime types across regions. To address these chal-
lenges, we propose a novel framework - Spatial-Temporal Meta-path guided
Explainable Crime prediction (STMEC). Different from existing graph based
and grid based crime prediction models [7–9, 12, 13] that capture the rela-
tionships between regions through either geographical distance or venue based
similarity, STMEC can: (1) encode temporal dynamics and semantic similarity
among regions into their representations to improve performance; (2) project
multifaceted dimensions of auxiliary data into a heterogeneous graph to cap-
ture rich context information; and (3) explicitly model the interactions between
regions and features into a distribution-aware path to enhance explainability.

It is worth noting that STMEC novelly depicts the relations between
regions by different social and environmental factors, and its expected per-
formance and explainability are strengthened via the path-enriched features
in the graph-structured data. The idea is inspired by the findings from prior
works mentioned above, which suggest that similar urban features or adjacent
locations of regions will lead to similar crime patterns [6, 7]. To complement
the problem of fusing multifaceted information in our model, we characterize
the interactions between regions and features by leveraging the concept of the
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meta-path [20]. Compared with existing crime prediction methods [8, 9, 12]
that merely treat multi-view information as regions’ features, we explicitly
model such information into a heterogeneous graph, enabling us to mine differ-
ent semantics and preserve the heterogeneity of information. This meta-path
based graph structure can benefit the crime prediction tasks by improving
both model interpretability and predictive performance. On the one hand, as
meta-path can explicitly capture semantic relations between regions and com-
plex context features, it can help us make informed decisions and improve the
interpretability of the model. On the other hand, compared with random walk
based approaches [21, 22], symmetric meta-paths can better capture region-
wise similarity conditioned on each specific socioeconomic factor. Besides,
compared with approaches that build relation-specific homogeneous graphs
[23], the meta-path based framework is more scalable, and is less likely to suf-
fer from the sparsity of observed links between regions. Also, to better capture
spatial-temporal dynamics, we cast the meta-path based graph into multiple
snapshots, where each snapshot contains learned temporal features from the
historical criminal activities indicating the temporal dynamics. By distilling
information from the region-to-region paths in each snapshot, we can further
combine features from diverse paths.

Furthermore, with the help of the path based attention mechanism, the
proposed STMEC framework can obtain weights that suggest the contribution
of various paths and further enhance the interpretability of the model. The
rationale of designing such meta-path schemas is that the criminal activities
of a certain region can be inferred from the region with similar environmental
and social structures or from its neighborhoods. For example, when predicting
crimes in a downtown area with a higher income level and more diverse popu-
lations, apart from the local crime trends, we also believe that another region
with similar income level and demographic distribution may share its crime
patterns to some extent. In addition, a region is more likely to be crime-prone
if its nearby regions are at a higher risk of attracting offenders. Hence, by fus-
ing rich information from the knowledge based graph across the time slots, the
framework is able to capture temporal dynamics and retrieve semantics from
diverse paths in comparison with existing works.

In summary, we highlight the main contributions of our work as follows:

• We design a new multi-view crime prediction framework STMEC that
can expressively capture complex spatial-temporal dependencies, as well as
correlations with external factors.

• We explicitly model the interactions between regions and features over time
to benefit both the performance and explainability. Furthermore, this new
perspective enriches the semantic context within the representations from
the graph-structured crime data.

• Extensive evaluations on two real-world datasets collected from New York
City (NYC) have been performed, and the results show that STMEC
surpasses state-of-the-art baselines in terms of both effectiveness and
explainability.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we begin with some essential definitions and present the
problem formulation of crime prediction.

Definition 1 Heterogeneous Information Network. A heterogeneous informa-
tion network (HIN) is defined as a graph G = (V,E) with multiple entity types and
relation types. Each entity v ∈ V belongs to an entity type A given by the entity
type mapping function φ : V → A, and each edge e ∈ E belongs to a relation type
R given by the relation type mapping function ψ : E → R. By definition we have
|A|+ |R| > 2.

In this work, there are 7 entity types representing regions, demographic,
income level, job type, commuting ways, urban facility distribution, and geographic
information. Given the sandwich structure of meta-path, which is denoted as
〈region, factor, region〉 in Figure 1, the relation between region and factor is defined
as ‘region contains information about factor’. In this work, the HIN is different from
the pure region-only graphs, as the entity set contains both regions and attributes
(e.g., income level and urban facilities).

Definition 2 Meta-path. A meta-path P in a network is denoted in the form of

A1
R1→ A2

R2→ . . .
Rl→ Al+1. The composite relation from entity types A1 to Al+1 is

described as R = R1 ◦R2 . . . ◦Rl, where Ai ∈ A, Rj ∈ R.

Definition 3 Meta-path instances. Given a meta-path P of a heterogeneous
graph G, a meta-path instance p ∈ P describes a node sequence from entity v0 to
vk as p = 〈v0, v1, . . . vk〉, where ∀i, φ (vi) = Ai ∈ A, and for each relation ei =
〈vi, vi+1〉, ψ (ei) = Ri ∈ R.

Crime prediction. For each geographic region in a city, we use Yi =
{y1

i ,y
2
i , . . . ,y

t
i , . . .y

T
i } ∈ RT×C to denote the occurrences of all C crime types

(1 for observed and 0 for unobserved) at region ri during T time slots. Given the
region set R, the previous crime records, and the region associated information
network G, the objective of this work is to learn a predictive framework which
infers whether a certain type of criminal activity will happen in the next time
step T + 1 at each region ri ∈ I.

The key notations used in this paper are introduced in Table 1. In this
paper, we only consider symmetric meta-paths with the length of 2, denoted
as 〈region, factor, region〉. As shown in Figure 1, the interactions between
regions will be modeled by the shared features. For example, region 1 and
region 2 are connected as they both belong to high-income area, while region
1 and region 3 will share the information of urbanization as both of them have
a large number of urban facilities. Also, region 1, region 4, and region 5 are
neighbors to each other, which share the attribute of short distances on the
geographic level. The choice of various meta-paths will be further discussed in
Section 4.2.
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Region 1

Region 2

Region 3

Region 4

Region 5

Distance

Income 
(High)

Income 
(Low)

Urbanization

(High)

(a) Heterogeneous Graph

Region Region Income 

Region Region 

Region Region

Urbanization

Distance

(b) Meta-path Type

Region 1 Region 2
Income 
(High)

Region 3 Region 4
Income 
(Low)

Region 1 Region 3

Region 1 Region 4

Region 3 Region 4

Region 1 Region 4

Region 1 Region 5

Region 4 Region 5

Urbanization

(High)

Urbanization

(High)

Urbanization

(High)

Distance

Distance

Distance

(c) Meta-path Instances

Fig. 1: An illustration of meta-path based crime network. (a) An exam-
ple of heterogeneous graph consisting of four types of nodes: region, income,
urbanization, distance. (b) Three meta-path types in the heterogeneous
graph denoted as 〈region, factor, region〉: 〈region, income, region〉 (RIR),
〈region, urbanization, region〈 (RUR), 〈region, distance, region〉 (RDR). (c)
Based on the three meta-path types, all 8 meta-path instances were found from
the heterogeneous graph respectively.

Notations Definitions

G Heterogeneous information network (HIN)
V The set of nodes in a graph
E The set of edges in a graph
v A node or entity v ∈ V
e An edge or relation e ∈ E
A Type of nodes (entities)
R Type of edges (relations)
P A meta-path
p A meta-path instance p ∈ P
I A set of regions
r A region r ∈ I

W Weight matrix
b Bias vector
h Embedding or hidden state

Table 1: Description of notations used in this paper.

3 Model

In this section, we introduce the proposed model Spatial-Temporal Meta-path
guided Explainable Crime prediction (STMEC). STMEC is constructed by
four major components: temporal information embedding, meta-path instance
encoder, similarity based intra-path aggregation and attention based inter-
path aggregation. We first provide an overview of STMEC, and the details of
each module are elaborated in the following subsections.
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Meta-path 
Instances

Time

Region node embedding 
on time series

Snapshot 
at time t

Target node v

Encoding

× 𝛼𝛼1

× 𝛼𝛼2

× 𝛼𝛼3

× 𝛼𝛼4

Attention

Meta-path type
𝑃𝑃1

𝑃𝑃2

𝑃𝑃3

Update at 
time t+1

𝒙𝒙𝑻𝑻−𝑴𝑴+𝟏𝟏

ℎ0

𝒙𝒙𝑻𝑻−𝑴𝑴+𝟐𝟐

ℎ1

𝒙𝒙𝑻𝑻

ℎ𝑇𝑇

…

𝜷𝜷𝟏𝟏
𝜷𝜷𝟐𝟐

𝜷𝜷𝟑𝟑

=

=

=

Similarity based score

Fig. 2: The architecure of Spatial-Temporal Meta-path Guided Explainable
Crime Prediction framework. Here is an example based on three types of meta-
paths as denoted in Figure 1. In this example, the red nodes represent regions,
while the nodes with other colors are different attributes.

3.1 Overview of STMEC Architecture

The overall architecture of the proposed STMEC model is shown in Figure
2. Different from existing graph based crime prediction models which repre-
sent the links between regions by either geographical distance or similarity
of points of interest (POI), we model the interaction between regions via
an intermediate node of a certain attribute type (e.g., demographic distribu-
tion). These interactions are characterized as symmetric meta-paths such as
〈region, factor, region〉 on a meta-path based graph. Given the temporal prop-
erties of this meta-path based graph, the embedding of each region is learned
and updated along the time steps. To achieve better representation learning for
regions, the procedure is decomposed into four steps. Firstly, the initial embed-
ding of each region is obtained by learning the latent representations of local
crime trends with a recurrent neural network (i.e., Long Short-Term Mem-
ory networks (LSTM)). Secondly, for each meta-path instance, we integrate
the embeddings of attributes and regions along the path. Thirdly, similarity
based weights are computed and assigned to meta-path instances to improve
the interpretability and accuracy of the model. In this step, the weights are
conditioned on the attribute distributions between the pair of regions, and we
obtain the representation via weighted aggregation of all meta-path instances
of the same type. Finally, the final representation of aggregated meta-paths is
generated via an attention mechanism to facilitate predictions. The attention
weights help reason out the contributions of different attribute types, providing
insights into crime prevention.

3.2 Temporal Information Embedding

We firstly learn the latent representation of each region at every time step from
the criminal records. For sequential data modeling, LSTM is known for its
ability to capture both short-term and long-term dependencies when compared
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with other RNN based models [24]. Thus, in this task, we deploy a time-series
oriented LSTM to learn latent representations from the given sequence of crime
records.

For each region ri, given a list of crime records containing T daily data
points Yi = {y1

i ,y
2
i , . . . ,y

t
i , . . .y

T
i } ∈ RT×C , where yt

i ∈ RC is the number
of crime records for all crime types C at time step t. We aim to initialize the
representation of region ri at time step t based on the crime records from
previous M time steps, which is denoted as YM

i = {yt−M+1
i , . . . ,yt

i} ∈ RM×C .
By taking a region’s features y at different time steps as the input, the hidden
states ht

ri derived from the LSTM will be utilized as the initial representation
of region ri at time step t. An LSTM unit is composed of a forget gate, an input
gate, and an output gate, which regulate the flow of information. Formally, the
LSTM layer performs the following functions to update the hidden states ht

ri :

f tri = σ
(
Wxfyt

i + Whfht−1
ri + bf

)
itri = σ

(
Wxiy

t
i + Whih

t−1
ri + bi

)
c̃tri = tanh

(
Wxcy

t
i + Whch

t−1
ri + bc

)
ot
ri = σ

(
Wxoy

t
i + Whoh

t−1
ri + bo

)
ctri = f tri � ct−1ri + itri � c̃tri

ht
ri = ot

ri � tanh
(
ctri
)

(1)

where yt
i is the input at time t with dimension dy, and ht

ri is the hidden state
at time t with dimension ds. Furthermore, the input gate, forget gate, output
gate and cell state are denoted as itri , f tri , ot

ri , and ctri , respectively. Each of the
Wx∗ ∈ Rdy×ds is the weight matrix to control information flow from input to
LSTM cell, while each of the Wh∗ ∈ Rds×ds is the weight matrix to transform
the previous states ht−1

ri to LSTM cell. Also, b∗ ∈ Rds represents the bias term.
The sigmoid function denoted as σ helps the LSTM cell to update or forget the
data. For notation simplicity, we denote Eq. 1 as ht

ri = LSTM(∗, ct−1ri ,ht−1
ri )

in the following subsections.

3.3 Meta-path Embedding

In crime prediction tasks, external features depicting the community profiles
are normally considered as auxiliary knowledge to complement the machine
learning methods. For instance, demographics, income level, and human behav-
ioral factors indicating the socioeconomic characteristics [16, 25] are commonly
used to improve the crime incident prediction. However, how to leverage het-
erogeneous and ubiquitous information effectively is always a challenge. In
this case, the meta-path based graph is considered to represent heterogeneous
information as it can model various relationships between different types of
objects intuitively and precisely. Different meta-path based embedding tech-
niques, such as the random-walk based methods [26, 27] (i.e., Metapath2vec
and HERec), are proposed to aggregate information from neighbors along the
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paths but are generally more focused on the structural information of each
meta-path type and simply treat the inherent node attributes as features. How-
ever, in the crime prediction context, how the regions correlate and interact
with those features are crucial to accurate predictions. In general, criminal
activities always interact with different socioeconomic factors, and the relations
can be modeled in a symmetric structure denoted as 〈region, factor, region〉.
This structure protects the diversity of auxiliary information and maps the
correlation between regions in terms of different views. Thus, inspired by
[28], we distill comprehensive semantics by differentiating meta-path instances
into different categories and integrating information by meta-path aggregation
methods. In this work, we consider six factors as potential causes of crime-
prone communities, including demographics, income level, job type, journey
to work, urban facilities, and geographical distance. Each factor is represented
by a vector that describes the distribution of its attributes. For example, a fea-
ture vector for urban facilities carries the proportion of recreation, residential,
and public safety facilities.

It is also worth mentioning that, we consider only symmetric meta-paths
for capturing region-wise similarity. For example, if two regions have simi-
lar income statistics, they will be connected by a virtual meta-path link as
〈region, income, region〉 (RIR), and it can be extended to RIRIR which has
a length of more than 2, but it will reduce the training efficiency as more
steps of aggregation are involved. Also, as we focus on learning the impor-
tance of different factors to the prediction results, asymmetric meta-path
like 〈region, income, region, job, region〉 (RIRJR) is likely to introduce more
noise in the meta-path instance, and will bring difficulties in quantifying the
contributions of different socioeconomic factors like income and job in this
case. Furthermore, asymmetric meta-paths come with a higher demand on the
feature engineering process that heavily depends on domain expertise.

3.4 Meta-path Instance Aggregation

Given target region ri for which we want to predict the crime incidents in
the next time step t + 1, we first take the snapshot of the entire meta-path
based graph at time t. In the snapshot, we can find a candidate region rj
connects to ri via an intermediate node indicating a certain factor. As a meta-
path is defined by 〈region, factor, region〉, we denote the meta-path instance
as p(ri, rj) and the intermediate node as mp(ri,rj), where the type of meta-
path instance PA is determined by the type of intermediate node A ∈ A.
For each type of meta-path, the basic idea is to find all meta-path instances
containing target node ri and measure the priority of each instance. This is
achieved by quantifying the similarity between the target region and another
region w.r.t. their relationships towards the intermediate node. For instance, if
region ri and region rj both belong to low-income areas, they will be connected
by the intermediate node income. If rj has similar measurements regarding
the income-related features (i.e., mean, median, and variance in our case),
we would consider rj as an important candidate for predicting events that
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happen in ri when modeling the 〈region, income, region〉 meta-path. Section
3.4 further introduces the computation of pairwise similarities between two
regions in a meta-path instance.

We denote region ri’s feature vector of a certain factor as mri . For example,
the feature vector that describes the region’s income level comprises of the
median, mean, variance, and stand deviation of the local income. To embed the
information along a particular path instance into a low-dimensional vector, we
concatenate the node features to preserve the heterogeneity [29, 30]. Following
the concatenation, we apply a linear transformation to map the sequence of
features into the same latent space. For a meta-path instance p(ri, rj), we
denote its embedding at time t as follows:

hp(ri,rj) = Wp · CONCAT
(
ht
ri ,m

t
ri ,m

t
rj ,h

t
rj

)
(2)

where hp(ri,rj) ∈ Rde is the meta-path instance embedding, and Wp ∈ Rde×d′

is the learnable parameter. Here, d′ is the dimension of the concatenated fea-
ture vector and de is the embedding size of the concatenated features. In
addition, ht

ri is the temporal embedding of region ri learnt from the previous
M time steps.

To aggregate information from meta-path instances for target node ri, we
can perform a weighted sum of the instances for each type of meta-path PA:

hPA
ri =

∑
p(ri,r∗)∈PA

s(ri, r∗) · hp(ri,∗) (3)

where r∗ denotes the candidate region connected by a meta-path instance
belonging to type PA and ends at region ri. The similarity score s(ri, r∗) is
computed by our proposed distribution-aware PathSim. In what follows, we
present the innovative design of this path based similarity metric.

3.5 Distribution-aware PathSim

PathSim [20] is a well-established method that outstands for its ability to
capture the subtle semantic similarities between objects in symmetric meta-
paths. The original PathSim is presented below:

s′ (ri, rj) =
2× |pri→rj : pri→rj ∈ P|

|pri→ri : pri→ri ∈ P|+ |prj→rj : prj→rj ∈ P|
(4)

However, the original PathSim relies only on occurrences of categorical node
features and lacks an effective approach to take into account the fine-grained,
sub-divided categorical features when computing two regions’ similarity in the
crime prediction context. For example, in the meta-path with urban facilities
as the intermediate node, a vector containing proportions of different build-
ing facilities has been used to indicate the urbanization level of a region. A
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Region
Educational Recreational

Elementary School High School Zoo Pool

r1 2 2 5 5

r2 2 2 0 10

r3 0 0 5 5

Table 2: A toy example to compare the original PathSim and distribution-
aware PathSim.

building facility is described as a commonplace that accommodates diverse
activities, such as residential, civic, educational, or commercial facilities. These
types of facilities are further subdivided into more specific facility types like
high school and primary school in the category of educational facilities. Such
sub-divided categorical features are commonly observed within the ubiqui-
tous data, making the traditional PathSim incompatible. This is because the
similarity between regions w.r.t. different fine-grained categorical features are
treated evenly in PathSim, which leads to significant information loss. Hence,
we propose a distribution-aware PathSim to complement the similarity metrics.
The distribution-aware PathSim s(ri, rj) for two regions is given by:

s (ri, rj) =
∑
z∈Z

|z|
|Z|
· s (ri, z, rj)

s (ri, z, rj) =
2× |pri→rj : pri→rj ∈ Pz|

|pri→ri : pri→ri ∈ Pz|+ |prj→rj : prj→rj ∈ Pz|

(5)

where z represents the facility category (e.g., Educational), Z indicates all
types of urban facilities, and Pz denotes the meta-path connected by the cate-
gory z. Here, |z| and |Z| denote the number of facility types in category z and
the number of facility types across all categories. For example, region r1 in
Table 2 has two categories of urban facilities as Educational and Recreational,
where Elementary School and High School are the 2 facility types of
Educational, and there are in total 4 facility types: Elementary School,

High School, Zoo, and Pool across all categories. Thus, |z||Z| can represent the

proportion of Educational in all facility types as 2
4 . Also, s (ri, z, rj) represents

the similarity score between region ri and rj in terms of the category z, while
s (ri, rj) is the similarity between two regions concerning all categories Z. The
measurement is mainly based on the number of path instances between two
regions, which is denoted as |pri→rj |.

To demonstrate how our proposed method works, we use a toy exam-
ple as shown in Table 2 to illustrate the reliability of the method compared
with the original PathSim. The example shows the number of urban facilities
in region r1, r2, and r3. The urban facilities can be divided into two cate-
gories as Educational and Recreational, and each has two facility types as
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Elementary School and High School, Zoo and Pool respectively. We aim to
find the region with the most similar structure as r1. As r2 has both educa-
tional and recreational facilities of the same amount, it is more close to the
urban structure as r1. PathSim measures the similarity scroes as: s′(r1, r2) =

2×(2×2+2×2+5×10)
(2×2+2×2+5×5+5×5)+(2×2+2×2+10×10) = 0.699, while s′(r1, r3) = 0.926. The

distribution-aware PathSim complements the problem by taking the weighted
sum of PathSim in terms of categories. Thus, we compute the similarity score

as s(r1, r2) = 2
4 ·1+ 2

4 ·
2×(5×10)

(5×5+5×5)+(10×10) = 0.833, while s(r1, r3) = 0.5. Appar-

ently, our distribution-aware PathSim has stronger consistency with human
intuition owing to the consideration of different categories.

3.6 Attention for Meta-path based Context

Intuitively, different meta-paths carry different semantics in a region-region
interaction. In the task of crime prediction, it is hard to identify the leading
factor that contributes more to criminal behaviors. Also, for different regions, a
meta-path may have varying semantics as it collects information from different
instances via the interaction. Hence, we apply a graph attention layer to rank
the importance of meta-paths and then summarize the flow of information by
weighted sum.

For region ri ∈ I, we have the summarization of the meta-path PA denoted
as hPA

ri , where PA ∈ P and P is a set of meta-paths containing node ri. First,
we transform the meta-path based representations for all nodes ri ∈ I, and
obtain the average value with respect to each meta-path type PA:

uPA =

∑
ri∈I tanh

(
Mu · hPA

ri + bu

)
I

(6)

where Mu ∈ Rda×de and bu ∈ Rda are learnable parameters. The number of
nodes is denoted by I.

Then the attention mechanism is utilized to fuse the meta-path based
context, the weights are learnt over different types of meta-path as follows:

ePA = qT · uPA

βPA =
exp

(
ePA

)∑
PA∈P exp (ePA)

hPri =
∑

PA∈P

βPA · hPA
ri

(7)

where q ∈ Rda is the attention vector to be learned in the training process, and
βPA is the learnt importance score of meta-path PA. The summarized context
information based on each type of meta-path is embedded as hPri , which will be
projected to a C-dimensional output via a dense layer with sigmoid activation.
The final output is the estimated probability of crime c that will happen in
region ri, which is denoted as ŷt,cri .
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3.7 Training

Our objective is to obtain the value of ŷt
ri at each time step t, where the c-th

element ŷt,cri denotes the probability that crime event of category c will happen
in the next time step t + 1. As this can be viewed as C binary classification
tasks, we employ cross entropy as the loss function:

L = −
∑

(ri,c,t)∈S

yt+1,c
ri log ŷt,cri +

(
1− yt+1,c

ri

)
log
(
1− ŷt,cri

)
(8)

where ŷt,cri is the estimated probability of crime c that will happen in region ri
in the next time slot t+ 1 and yt+1,c

ri is the corresponding ground-truth record
at time slot t+ 1. Also, S is the crime event set in the training process. In this
work, the model parameters are learnt by minimizing the loss function with
Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam) [31].

4 Experiment

4.1 Experiment Settings

4.1.1 Datasets

We integrate multiple public datasets from various resources in New York
City (NYC). The performance of our framework is evaluated via the datasets
collected from both 2014 and 2015.

(a) Gun Violence 2014 (b) Gun Violence 2015

Fig. 3: Gun Violence Distribution in NYC.

(1) Census Data [32]: There are 2161 records of census tracts in the
2015 American Community Survey containing information about population,
commuting ways, job type, and income level.
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(2) Points of Interest (POI) [33]: We collect more than 15,000 records
of commonplaces, which includes 13 facility domains like Residential Places,
Education Facility, Cultural Facility, Recreational Facility, Social Services
Facilities. After allocating the number of data points to the corresponding
region by each type, the distribution of points in each region can reflect the
level of urbanization.

(3) Crime Data [34]: We evaluate the STMEC model on the crime data
collected from Jan 1, 2014, to Dec 31, 2015 (2*365 days) in NYC. For the
prediction tasks, we select the top 10 most common crimes. Apart from this,
we also investigate the dangerous weapon related crimes, as more than 200
people in the United States are wounded or killed by gun violence every day
[35]. As shown in Figure 3, gun violence in NYC usually happens in Brooklyn
and the borders of Manhattan and Bronx, which indicates that gun violence
is highly related to geographical locations.

There are in total 71 districts in NYC based on the partition rule that is
valid from 2013 to 2020, and our experiments are conducted on the district
level. Hence, the ubiquitous data has been integrated into each district to
represent a higher level of various characteristics. The statistics of crime data
and POI are shown in Table 3 and Table 4.

Data
Source

Category

Avg. Days with
Crimes

Avg. Days
without Crimes

2014 2015 2014 2015

NYC
Crime

Reports
2014 and

2015

Petite Larceny 296 294 69 71

Harassment 281 281 84 84

Assault 258 258 107 107

Criminal Mischief 254 256 111 109

Grand Larceny 250 249 115 116

Dangerous Drugs 167 154 198 211

Against Public
Order

173 182 192 183

Felony Assault 165 165 200 200

Robbery 152 155 213 210

Burglary 155 146 210 219

Dangerous Weapons 106 105 259 260

Table 3: Data statistics of crime records: average days with and without
crimes across all regions.
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Data
Source

Category #(2014) #(2015) Category #(2014) #(2015)

NYC POI
2014 and

2015

Commercial 711 724 Cultural 520 522

Education 3037 3472 Government 662 723

Health
Services

215 220 Miscellaneous 648 651

Public
Safety

592 596 Recreational 2458 2481

Religious 1164 1201 Residential 2930 2967

Social
Services

1395 1409 Transportation 455 542

Water 281 281

Table 4: Data statistics of POI: number of POI of different categories in NYC
2014 and 2015.

Fig. 4: ACF plot of crime trends in 2014 and 2015.

Fig. 5: ACF plot of robbery trends in 2014 and 2015.

4.1.2 Analysis on Crime Trends

To better understand the crime trends, we explore the correlation between the
crime events and their own lags by using the Autocorrelation Function (ACF).
Fig.4 shows the non-stationary characteristics of both crime trends, given the
slowly decreasing autocorrelation values along the lags. Additionally, the plot
also indicates different temporal dependencies on historical crimes across two
datasets, as the autocorrelations of different datasets show different levels of
sensitivity to their lags. Specifically, compared with crime trends in 2014, crime
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trends in 2015 show a stronger correlation (i.e., a larger autocorrelation value
of recent lags) between the current and recent records.

Furthermore, the difference of temporal dependencies among two datasets
is also observed from fine-grained crime types. For example, in Fig.5, robbery
trends of NYC 2014 spikes at lag 21, indicating a strong correlation between
the current crime events and the one happened 21 days before, while a weak
correlation is observed between the current crime events and recent lags (lag 2
and lag 3). However, robbery trends of 2015 show a stronger temporal depen-
dency across 4 weeks’ lags. As we will further discuss in Section 4.5.1, these
findings suggest different model sensitivity to varying time window sizes in
different datasets.

4.1.3 Evaluations

As an evaluation of the stability and reliability of model performance for dif-
ferent datasets, the experiments are done for crime events in 2014 and 2015
respectively. To ensure the consistency of training and test for STMEC and all
baseline models, all prediction tasks start from 29th Jan of each year, and the
data is split into 75% (255 days) for training, 5% (18 days) for validation, and
20% (64 days) for test. The choice of the commencement date is based on the
optional time window used for crime prediction tasks. To compare STMEC
with state-of-the-art baselines, we use four types of evaluation metrics to fully
investigate the performance of each model on the test set:

• (1) Macro-F1 and Micro-F1 score: To measure the performance of the
model across different categories (i.e., Robbery and Grand Larceny) of crime
events, we utilize Macro-F1 and Micro-F1 [36]. Models with better overall
performance usually have higher Micro-F1 and Macro-F1 scores.

• (2) Macro-Recall and Micro-Recall score: Considering that criminal
activities can lead to an immeasurable loss to the society, the ideal predictor
is supposed to minimize the number of false negatives, that is, we want to
correctly identify as many risky activities as possible. Thus, the score of
recall is a crucial metric in crime prediction. Similar to Macro and Micro
F1 score, the Macro and Micro Recall [37] is computed by averaging the
performance across different categories.

• (3) F1 score: F1 score is used to measure the prediction accuracy of the
model for an individual category of crime, which computes the harmonic
mean of precision and recall.

• (4) Recall: Recall is used to evaluate the performance of the model for
a single category of crime events, which suggests the ability to correctly
identify the crime events that truly happened.

4.1.4 Baselines

The performance of the proposed model will be compared with the state-of-
the-art baseline models. Most of the Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN)
based models are inherited from the task of traffic prediction, which is also used
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for predicting crime events in some studies [38–40]. Thus, we will compare the
performance of our model with these outstanding models, given the purpose of
crime prediction is also to capture the spatial and temporal dependence. Please
note that we use the same input data including geographic, demographic,
and urban-related information for all baseline models but with different data
representations concerning different architectures of baseline models.

We briefly introduce the baseline methods for comparison below:

• Multilayer Perceptron (MLP): This is the conventional neural network
with 3 dense layers to learn the representations from given features.

• GCN [41]: This neural network learns the features by aggregating infor-
mation from neighboring nodes. To test the performance of this model, the
input data has been organized into a graph structure where the nodes rep-
resent each region, while the edges are given by the distance between the
adjacent regions.

• TGCN [42]: This model is normally employed to capture the spatial and
temporal dependence simultaneously. It is a joint framework with the GCN
and gated recurrent unit (GRU).

• LSTM-GCN [43]: This model is quite similar to TGCN. Instead of using
GRU to capture the temporal pattern, this model replaces the component
with LSTM unit.

• STGCN [44]: This model is a typical spatial-temporal model but with
complete convolutional structures. It can also capture comprehensive
spatial-temporal dependence.

• MiST [9]: MiST is a attention based recurrent framework for crime pre-
diction. It surpasses traditional regression based models (i.e., SVR and
ARIMA) as well as several state-of-the-art deep learning models. Thus,
MiST is a strong baseline to evaluate and performance of our proposed
model.

• HAGEN [45]: HAGEN is the most recent graph neural network specifically
designed for crime forecasts. This framework captures the crime correlation
between regions via distance based and context based (e.g., POI) similarities.

• GSNet [23]: GSNet is a homogeneous graph based framework which models
different kinds of spatial correlations by different types of context features
(e.g., POI similarity, geographical similarity). Based on our problem setting,
we have deployed this framework by constructing six homogeneous graphs
which correspond to the six factors explored in this paper.

4.2 Parameter Settings

In our work, the hyperparameters of each baseline model are carefully tuned
to ensure optimal results. We implement STMEC with Pytorch architecture.
We set the dimension of temporal embedding ds as 128 and the number of
LSTM layers as 2. The optimal time window M , from which the temporal
dynamics are learned, is set as 28 days for 2015 dataset and 21 days for 2014
dataset. Also, The embedding size of meta-path instances de is set as 64 and
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the attention vector size da is set as 128. Additionally, the learning process
is optimized by Adam, with the learning rate 0.0001. The effect of different
hyperparameter setting has been discussed in Section 4.5.

We investigate 6 different types of factors that may affect the criminal
activities which are represented as meta-paths: 〈region, demographic, region〉
(RDR), 〈region, income, region〉 (RIR), 〈region, job type, region〉 (RJR),
〈region, commuting ways, region〉 (RCR), 〈region, urbanization, region〉
(RUR), and 〈region, geographic, region〉 (RGR). The importance of the
factors is discussed in the following subsections.

Fig. 6: Data representation in GCN based model. Each node represents a
region (district) with integrated features (i.e., demographics and urban struc-
tures), and the adjacent regions are connected by edges which indicate the
distance in between.

4.3 Model Performance Comparison

4.3.1 Overall Performance across All Crime Types

As shown in Table 5, the proposed model STMEC outperforms all exist-
ing state-of-the-art deep learning models by achieving the best scores across
all evaluation metrics. In the dataset from NYC 2015, we improve 2%, 6%,
8.2%, 5.7% of the crime prediction framework MiST with respect to Macro-
F1, Micro-F1, Macro-Recall, and Micro-Recall scores. Also, our model shows
competitive performance even compared to the most recent spatial-temporal
frameworks HAGEN and GSNet. The advantages of our proposed model
persist on the other dataset from 2014 as well. The results prove that our
model benefits with better performance by explicitly modeling the interactions
between crime events and the possible causes. By comparing the performance
of MLP and GCN which ignore the long-term temporal dynamics, no obvi-
ous loss of the performance is observed. This result suggests that the crime
events in general are largely affected by the most recent trends. Also, the slight
improvement of GCN as compared to MLP indicates the importance of geo-
graphical factors, as the GCN based model constructs the data as geographic
based graphs, which are shown in Figure 6. Consistent with the findings of
temporal impacts on crime events, the rest of GRU or LSTM based models
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Datasets Metrics MLP GCN TGCN
LSTM-
GCN

STGCN MiST HAGEN GSNet STMEC

NYC 2014

Macro-
F1

0.794 0.802 0.803 0.792 0.803 0.797 0.816 0.813 0.816

Micro-
F1

0.707 0.724 0.732 0.721 0.733 0.719 0.761 0.759 0.764

Macro-
Recall

0.688 0.713 0.738 0.715 0.733 0.724 0.786 0.786 0.791

Micro-
Recall

0.768 0.792 0.807 0.785 0.803 0.797 0.846 0.844 0.849

NYC 2015

Macro-
F1

0.793 0.798 0.784 0.793 0.795 0.796 0.813 0.810 0.816

Micro-
F1

0.715 0.716 0.690 0.722 0.710 0.703 0.756 0.748 0.763

Macro-
Recall

0.688 0.699 0.667 0.714 0.699 0.707 0.778 0.768 0.789

Micro-
Recall

0.763 0.777 0.752 0.786 0.780 0.789 0.839 0.834 0.846

Table 5: Performance comparison with baselines.

which focus more on sequential information cannot significantly improve the
performance with comparison to conventional neural networks.

4.3.2 Performance on Individual Crime Type

Additionally, we explore the effectiveness of STMEC in forecasting each cate-
gory of crime events. From Figure 7, we observe that for frequent crime events
(from (a) Petit Larceny to (e) Grand Larceny), most of the deep learning
baselines can persist remarkable performances while STMEC stays competi-
tive for predicting those kinds of crimes. However, for crime events that rarely
happen (from (f) Dangerous Drugs to (k) Dangerous Weapons), most
of the baselines fall to capture the dynamic patterns and undermine the abil-
ity to identify the occurrence of criminal activities. Although STMEC falls
slightly behind HAGEN and GSNet in predicting crimes related to against
public order and felony assault, it alleviates the scarcity of other rarer crime
types by achieving 5%-20% higher recall and 3%-10% higher F1 score. For
instance, when predicting dangerous drugs related crimes in 2015, STMEC
achieves recall of 0.744 and F1 score of 0.72. It outperforms the second-best
baseline model GSNet which achieves recall of 0.644 and F1 score of 0.685.
Furthermore, STMEC achieves the highest recall and F1 score of predicting
burglary in 2014, which are 0.627 and 0.615 respectively. This result reveals
6.7% and 4.3% improvement in terms of recall and F1 score compared to the
best baseline HAGEN. Given the significant improvement in predicting uncom-
mon crimes, we can conclude that the performance of STMEC is stable and
robust across different crime types.



20 Spatial-Temporal Meta-path Guided Explainable Crime Prediction

0.94

0.96

0.98

1

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Petit Larceny NYC 2015: Petit Larceny

(a) Petit Larceny

0.85

0.9

0.95

1

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Harrassment NYC 2015: Harassment

(b) Harassment

0.8

0.85

0.9

0.95

1

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN

T-G
CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Assault NYC 2015: Assault

(c) Assault

0.8

0.85

0.9

0.95

1

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN

T-G
CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN

T-G
CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Criminal Mischief NYC 2015: Criminal Mischief

(d) Criminal Mischief

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Grand Larceny NYC 2015: Grand Larceny

(e) Grand Larceny

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Dangerous Drugs NYC 2015: Dangerous Drugs

(f) Dangerous Drugs

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN

T-G
CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Against Public Order NYC 2015: Against Public Order

(g) Against Public Order

0

0.5

1

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Felony Assault NYC 2015: Felony Assault

(h) Felony Assault

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Robbery NYC 2015: Robbery

(i) Robbery

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN

T-G
CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

Recall 
F1

NYC 2014: Burglary NYC 2015: Burglary

(j) Burglary

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

GCN
MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC
GCN

MLP

LS
TM-G

CN
T-G

CN

STGCN
MiST

HAGEN
GSNet

STMEC

Petit Larceny

F1 Recall

NYC 2015: Dangerous WeaponsNYC 2014: Dangerous Weapons

F1
Recall

(k) Dangerous Weapons

GCN

MLP

LSTM-GCN

T-GCN

STGCN

MiST

HAGEN

GSNet

STMEC

Fig. 7: Performance comparison by each type of crime events.
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Factors Mean Min. Median Max.

Demographics 0.167 0.049 0.157 0.359

Income 0.177 0.104 0.164 0.375

Job 0.00019 0.00012 0.00018 0.00027

Commuting 0.112 0.004 0.085 0.459

Urbanization 0.502 0.167 0.513 0.744

Geographic 0.040 0.012 0.037 0.078

Table 6: Summary table of importance score obtained from attention.
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Fig. 8: Variations of attention scores in testset (NYC 2014).

4.4 Analysis of Explainability

Apart from the superior performance given by STMEC, another contribu-
tion of the framework is to give explanations on forecasts. This work involves
6 different types of meta-paths which represent the features from different
categories of potential factors. As we generate pre-defined region-to-region
instances and sum up the impacts from each path by a given similarity score,
the effect of the black box is relieved by explicitly modeling the interactions
and ranking priorities of the path instances. Furthermore, the attention mech-
anism that obtains the weight of each meta-path type also helps to rank the
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importance of factors in the crime prediction tasks. Table 6 demonstrates the
summary of importance sores with respect to different factors. As the scores
are obtained from each test instance given by day, the result indicates that the
importance of each factor varies a lot along the timeline. Specifically, we can
observe the variation of importance for each factor from Figure 8. It shows
that urbanization level is the leading factor for most of our predictions, while
the type of job in the population is the least important factor in the task.
Additionally, we can also observe that the impact of geographical information
is relatively stable, while the others dramatically change up and down. It is
worth noticing that the causes of criminal activities are not constant along
the time. This observation supports our idea of constructing the model by
considering the variations and interactions between features.
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Fig. 9: Performance of model across different time window sizes.
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(a) Impact of temporal embedding.

(b) Impact of meta-path embedding.

Fig. 10: Impact of embedding size.

4.5 Hyperparameter Study

4.5.1 Effect of the Temporal Scale

Since the crime prediction is conducted by utilizing the last M days of Obser-
vations, the length of the encoded time-series sequence is one of the most
essential parameters to assist in capturing the temporal dynamics. However,
as we observed in Section 4.3.1, the experimental results reveal that the differ-
ence between encoding short-term time dependency (one day) and long-term
time dependency (up to 4 weeks) is not significant. To further justify this
observation and choose the optimal size of the time window for our proposed
model, we investigate the change of performance across different length of input
sequence M . Figure 9 depicts the performance of STMEC changes across dif-
ferent choice of time window M . As we can observe from the figure, for dataset
NYC 2014, the performance of STMEC becomes better as the size of the time
window M increases, but saturates when M reaches 21. Also, as we further
analyze the impact of time window for NYC 2015 in Figure 9b, the experimen-
tal results suggest that the optimal window size that achieves the highest F1
score is still 21, but the model obtains better recall when we set the window
size to 14. Thus, based on different patterns shown in different datasets, we
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can infer that the change of performance under different time window settings
is mainly due to the specific periodicity of crime trends in the datasets. The
result is consistent with the observation in Section 4.3.1. As the experimental
results in Section 4.3.1 suggest, the crime trends of NYC 2015 tend to have
more temporal patterns in the short term, which benefits MLP and GCN that
only use features from one step earlier and weakens TGCN that will possibly
capture the noise from long-term data. The ACF plots in Fig.4 support our
observation, as the recent lags of crime trends in 2015 have larger correlation
values compared with crime trends in 2014. By choosing the optimal size of
the time window, the performance of the model is slightly improved even com-
pared to the worst option that set the size of the time window to 1. Hence, the
crime events are not as temporal-correlated as we thought, and we can barely
improve the crime prediction tasks more by solely investigating the temporal
features.

4.5.2 Effect of the Embedding Size

To understand the effect of different embedding size, we further examine the
size of temporal embedding in LSTM component, and the size of meta-path
embedding during node aggregation. As shown in Figure 10a and Figure 10b,
when the size of temporal embedding is set to 128 and the size of meta-path
embedding is set to 64, the model can achieve slightly better F1 scores as
compared to the others. However, as the difference between F1 scores is only
around 1%, we can conclude that our model is insensitive to the size of latent
representations.

4.6 Ablation Study

To understand the significance of different components in our proposed frame-
work, we further examine the efficacy of the attention module and the
distribution-aware PathSim by replacing them with a mean aggregator in the
degraded variants of STMEC. In general, the experimental results in Figure
11 have shown that both key components are beneficial to the performance of
our model. Besides, attention module reflects more significance on predicting
crimes of NYC 2014, while PathSim shows more potential in predicting crimes
of NYC 2015.

5 Related Work

Urban mobility dynamics. Apart from investigating ubiquitous data and
historical crime records over time, some studies also analyze the influence
of urban mobility dynamics on crime events [12, 46–50]. [47] proposed the
User Associated Dynamic Crime Risk (UADCR) features to associate human
movement and the risk of a region that may involve in crime events. Based
on this work, [48] built a directed weighted graph to analyze the relation-
ship between crime rate and human movements in different periods of the
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(a) NYC 2014.

(b) NYC 2015.

Fig. 11: Significance of different component in STMEC.

day. Apart from this, [49] also crafts the spatial-temporal features of human
activities from social networks and transportation data, and compared the per-
formance between conventional methods and the tree based machine learning
techniques.

Semantic representation learning. As spatial and temporal patterns
from human mobility reveal the underlying causes of criminal behaviors,
the semantics behind the activity patterns are also discussed in some work
[51, 52]. Semantic representation learning can strengthen the understanding
of the urban dynamics and issues in various tasks, such as crime, traffic, and
user demographics in urban regions. SUME [53] learns a semantic-enhanced
embedding of the heterogeneous network which has various types of nodes
and edges to infer user demographics. Although this framework is set to
optimize user profiles, the implicit representation of urban regions is also
learned throughout the task, which sheds light on the possibilities that such
similarity based measurements can also help deal with region-level crime pre-
diction tasks. Regarding the semantic learning in crime predictions, one most
recent work [51] handles dynamic chain effect and multidimensional features
for performing multi-incident co-prediction. This work explicitly exploits the
behind-the-scenes chain-like triggering mechanism and tackles the challenging
problem caused by incident sparsity. Further more, to learn embeddings from
social networks, LBSN2Vec++[54] is proposed to preserve the information of
social relationships and user mobility by encoding friendship edges between
users and category hyperedges across different node domains.
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Spatial-temporal modelling. There are also plenty of recent studies that
mine the spatial-temporal dependencies for other stochastic systems, such as
human trajectory [55, 56], e-commerce [57, 58], social network [59, 60] and
water quality [61]. Most of the recent methods are deep learning based models
and well capture spatial-temporal dependencies with respect to the particu-
larity of certain tasks. For example, [55] proposes a graph attention based
sequence-to-sequence model to predict crowd trajectories. Considering that
human motion is continuous and forward-looking, the framework explicitly
models the continuity of interactions among pedestrians. Additionally, [61]
utilizes transfer learning to aggregate information from multiple cities and
captures long-term periodicity by a pattern based spatial-temporal memory.
Further more, the traffic accident prediction framework GSNet [23] models
different kinds of spatial correlations by different types of context features.
However, using separate homogeneous graphs inevitably incurs sparse con-
nections between region nodes as there is only one relation type considered.
Different to existing spatial-temporal models, our proposed method can learn
high-quality region embeddings by utilizing meta-paths in a unified HIN, which
allows for simultaneously learning the importance of different factors towards
the prediction results.

Crime prediction. Although most of the existing work aims to predict
the occurrence of criminal activities, the analysis of more specific factors (e.g.,
income level) is left untouched in deep learning based models. Unlike tradi-
tional regression models where the coefficients directly indicate the importance
of features [62], it is still a challenge to explain the feature importance in
state-of-the-art deep methods for crime prediction. Also, while some work [62–
64] has widely explored the demographics, POIs, and geographical features in
crime prediction tasks, our model novelly depicts the relations between regions
by different socioeconomic factors, and its performance and explainability are
strengthened via the path-enriched features in the graph-structured data. In
addition to exploring spatial-temporal impacts on criminal events, some stud-
ies [9, 45, 65] also include the cross-type correlations of urban crimes to enhance
the accuracy of crime prediction. CCC [65] jointly captures the intrinsic corre-
lations between crime types and the spatial-temporal correlations of criminal
activities by mathematical modeling. As our proposed model focus more on the
impact of different socioeconomic factors on the occurrence of different crimes,
there is potential to further capture correlations between different crime types
in our future work.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel framework STMEC which explicitly mod-
els the dynamic interactions between regions over time with knowledge-aware
paths from multiple views. We also explore the contribution of different factors
that potentially result in criminal activities with attention mechanism. The
experiments from two real-world crime events datasets show that the proposed



Spatial-Temporal Meta-path Guided Explainable Crime Prediction 27

framework outperforms state-of-the-art baselines on key metrics of perfor-
mance and explainability. Future work may include the following directions:
1) Integrate the impact of urban mobility/human activities, and 2) Explore
the importance score of different factors of each specific region.
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