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Abstract
Vehicle trajectories provide crucial movement information for vari-

ous real-world applications. To better utilize vehicle trajectories, it

is essential to develop a trajectory learning approach that can effec-

tively and efficiently extract rich semantic information, including

movement behavior and travel purposes, to support accurate down-

stream applications. However, creating such an approach presents

two significant challenges. First, movement behavior are inherently

spatio-temporally continuous, making them difficult to extract effi-

ciently from irregular and discrete trajectory points. Second, travel

purposes are related to the functionalities of areas and road seg-

ments traversed by vehicles. These functionalities are not available

from the raw spatio-temporal trajectory features and are hard to

extract directly from complex textual features associated with these

areas and road segments.

To address these challenges, we propose PTrajM, a novel method

capable of efficient and semantic-rich vehicle trajectory learning.

To support efficient modeling of movement behavior, we introduce

Trajectory-Mamba as the learnable model of PTrajM. By integrating

movement behavior parameterization and a trajectory state-space

model, Trajectory-Mamba effectively extracts continuous move-

ment behavior while being more computationally efficient than ex-

isting structures. To facilitate efficient extraction of travel purposes,

we propose a travel purpose-aware pre-training procedure. This

aligns the learned trajectory embeddings of Trajectory-Mambawith

the travel purposes identified by the road and POI encoders through

contrastive learning. This way, PTrajM can discern the travel pur-

poses of trajectories without additional computational resources

during its embedding process. Extensive experiments on two real-

world datasets and comparisons with several state-of-the-art tra-

jectory learning methods demonstrate the effectiveness of PTrajM.

Code is available at https://anonymous.4open.science/r/PTrajM-

C973.

1 Introduction
Vehicle trajectories, which are sequences of (location, time) pairs,

record the movement of vehicles during their journeys. With the
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Figure 1: Motivation example of a vehicle trajectory.

widespread adoption of location recording devices, such as in-

vehicle navigation systems and smartphones, these trajectories

have become increasingly accessible. Concurrently, advancements

in intelligent traffic systems have highlighted the value of vehicle

trajectories in providing valuable movement information. Such in-

formation is crucial for various real-world applications, including

movement prediction [38, 39], anomaly detection [16, 30], trajec-

tory clustering [43], trajectory similarity measurement [19, 42], and

travel time estimation [28, 44]. The growing availability and use

of vehicle trajectories drive the development of trajectory learning

models, which facilitate the implementation of applications based

on these trajectories.

To enhance the performance of real-world applications, it is

important to develop a trajectory learningmodel that can effectively

extract rich semantic information, including movement behavior

and travel purposes, from these trajectories. Additionally, extracting

this information efficiently is necessary to reduce computational

burden and improve response time. However, achieving these goals

is hampered by several challenges.

First, extracting continuous movement patterns from ir-
regular and discrete trajectory points is challenging. For in-
stance, consider the vehicle trajectory T = ⟨𝑝1, 𝑝2, . . . , 𝑝5⟩ in Fig-

ure 1. The movement behavior of the vehicle is spatio-temporally

continuous, represented by the red solid lines in the figure. How-

ever, this movement behavior is recorded by discrete trajectory

points. The correlations between the points, illustrated by the grey
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dotted lines, do not accurately represent the continuous movement

behavior. Common sequential models, including Recurrent Neural

Networks (RNN) [8, 18] and Transformers [37], only consider the

correlations between discrete points and are thus ineffective at

modeling movement behavior from vehicle trajectories.

Existing efforts [24–26] have utilized Neural Ordinary Differen-

tial Equations (NeuralODE) [5, 21] or specially designed kernels cou-

pled with Transformers to explicitly extract continuous movement

behavior from discrete trajectory points. Despite the performance

improvements, these solutions bring significant computational costs

that hurt model efficiency. Specifically, NeuralODEs involve solving

integral equations and are slow even on modern hardware, while

Transformers involve quadratic computational complexity. Thus,

efficiently modeling continuous movement patterns from discrete

trajectory points remains an unsolved problem.

Second, extracting travel purposes from the raw spatio-
temporal features of trajectories or associated textual fea-
tures is non-trivial. Using the trajectory T in Figure 1 as an

example, the vehicle starts from a residential area, travels through

an expressway and an arterial road, and finally reaches a park,

indicating a travel purpose related to recreational or leisure activi-

ties. In other words, the functionalities of the traversed points of

interest (POIs) and roads contain the travel purposes of vehicles.

However, this information is not available from the raw spatio-

temporal features of vehicle trajectories, and extracting it from the

textual features associated with POIs and roads can be difficult.

The development of Language Models (LM) [1, 10, 11] in recent

years enables the extraction of complex functionalities of POIs and

roads from their textual descriptions. This capability has been ex-

plored by some recent trajectory learning efforts [47]. However,

incorporating LMs into a trajectory learning model brings a sig-

nificant computational burden, as LMs are usually much larger in

model size compared to standard trajectory learning models. Thus,

efficiently incorporating POI and road functionalities to extract

travel purposes remains an open question.

To address the aforementioned challenges, we propose Pretrained
Trajectory-Mamba (PTrajM), a novel method for efficient and se-

mantically rich vehicle trajectory learning. PTrajM consists of two

critical components: Trajectory-Mamba and travel purpose-aware

pre-training, designed to achieve its objectives. The first compo-

nent, Trajectory-Mamba, is a trajectory encoder that transforms

vehicle trajectories into embedding vectors, facilitating the efficient

extraction of continuous movement behavior. This model primarily

comprises Traj-Mamba blocks, which incorporate movement behav-

ior parameterization and trajectory state-space models (Traj-SSM)

for effective movement behavior extraction. The second component,

travel purpose-aware pre-training, enables the efficient modeling

of travel purposes. It extracts travel purposes by utilizing road and

POI encoders, mapping trajectories into road and POI views. It then

aligns the mapped trajectory embeddings from Trajectory-Mamba

with these views. After pre-training, PTrajM can discern travel pur-

poses without requiring additional computational resources during

the embedding process.

The primary contributions of the paper are summarized as fol-

lows:

• We propose a novel vehicle trajectory method called PTrajM,

which efficiently extracts rich semantic information, including

movement behavior and travel purposes, from vehicle trajecto-

ries.

• We design Trajectory-Mamba as the learnable component of

PTrajM, which efficiently extracts movement behavior from vehi-

cle trajectories and maps these trajectories into their embedding

vectors.

• We introduce travel purpose-aware pre-training as the train-

ing procedure of PTrajM. It aligns the learned embeddings of

Trajectory-Mamba with travel purposes, represented by road

and POI views of vehicle trajectories, for efficient extraction of

travel purposes.

• We conduct extensive experiments on two real-world vehicle tra-

jectory datasets and compare various vehicle trajectory learning

methods, demonstrating that PTrajM meets its design goals.

2 Related Works
Vehicle trajectory learning methods extract valuable information

from vehicle trajectories to perform various tasks. These methods

can be broadly categorized into end-to-end trajectory learning

methods and pre-trained trajectory embeddings.

2.1 End-to-end Trajectory Learning Methods
End-to-end methods are tailored for specific tasks and are typically

trained with task-specific labels. Trajectory prediction methods,

such as DeepMove [13], HST-LSTM [22], and ACN [31], leverage

Recurrent Neural Networks (RNN) [8, 18] to capture sequential

correlations in trajectories. PreCLN [39], on the other hand, uses

Transformers [37] to process vehicle trajectories. Trajectory clas-

sification methods, including TrajFormer [24], MainTUL [6], and

TULRN [35], classify trajectories into their respective class labels,

typically identifying user or driver IDs. Trajectory similarity mea-

surementmethods, such as NeuTraj [41] and GTS [46], use learnable

models to efficiently compute the similarities between trajectories.

End-to-end methods are straightforward to implement and have

their advantages. However, these methods are tailored to specific

tasks and cannot be easily repurposed for other tasks. This necessi-

tates designing, training, and storing separate models for each task,

which can impact computational resources and storage efficiency.

Additionally, the effectiveness of end-to-end methods depends on

the abundance of task-specific labels, which cannot always be guar-

anteed.

2.2 Pre-trained Trajectory Embeddings
To address the limitations of end-to-endmethods, there is a growing

interest in pre-training trajectory embeddings that can be utilized

across various tasks. This approach involves learning trajectory en-

coders that map vehicle trajectories into embedding vectors, which

can then be used with prediction modules. Among these methods,

trajectory2vec [43] uses an auto-encoding framework [17] to com-

press each sequence into an embedding vector. t2vec [23] employs a

denoising auto-encoding framework to enhance its resilience to tra-

jectory noise. Trembr [14] leverages auto-encoding techniques to

effectively extract road network and temporal information embed-

ded in trajectories. SML [45] integrates contrastive learning [32] to
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Figure 2: The framework of PTrajM.

learn embedding vectors for trajectories. START [20] introduces a

comprehensive approach to trajectory embedding learning by com-

bining a masked language model [10] with SimCLR [4] to enhance

its learning capability. MMTEC [26] utilizes maximum entropy cod-

ing [29] to learn trajectory embeddings that perform consistently

across different tasks.

Despite the promising progress made by existing efforts, as dis-

cussed in Section 1, there are still challenges in efficiently extracting

rich semantic information from vehicle trajectories due to their

complexity.

3 Preliminaries
3.1 Definitions

Definition 1 (Vehicle Trajectory). A vehicle trajectory T is
defined as a sequence of trajectory points: T = ⟨𝑝1, 𝑝2, . . . , 𝑝𝑛⟩, where
𝑛 is the number of points. Each point 𝑝𝑖 = (lng𝑖 , lat𝑖 , 𝑡𝑖 ) consists of
the longitude lng𝑖 , latitude lat𝑖 , and timestamp 𝑡𝑖 , representing the
vehicle’s location at a specific time.

Definition 2 (Road Network). A road network is modeled as a
directed graph G = (V, E). Here,V is a set of nodes, with each node
𝑣𝑖 ∈ V representing an intersection between road segments or the end
of a segment. E is a set of edges, with each edge 𝑒𝑖 ∈ E representing
a road segment linking two nodes. An edge is defined by its starting
and ending nodes, and a textual description including the name and
type of the road: 𝑒𝑖 = (𝑣 𝑗 , 𝑣𝑘 , desc

Road

𝑖 ).

Definition 3 (Point of Interest). A point of interest (POI) is a
location with specific cultural, environmental, or economic importance.
We represent a POI as 𝑙𝑖 = (lng𝑖 , lat𝑖 , desc

POI

𝑖 ), where lng𝑖 and lat𝑖

are the coordinates of the POI, and desc𝑖 is a textual description that
includes the name, type, and address of the POI.

3.2 Problem Statement
Vehicle trajectory learning aims to construct a learning model

𝑓𝜃 , where 𝜃 is the set of learnable parameters. Given a vehicle trajec-

tory T , the model calculates its embedding vector as 𝒆T = 𝑓𝜃 (T ).
This embedding vector 𝒆T captures the semantic information of T

and can be used in subsequent applications by adding prediction

modules.

4 Methodology
4.1 Overview
We propose a novel, efficient, and semantic-rich trajectory learning

method named PTrajM. Figure 2 provides an overview of PTrajM’s

framework. It consists of two main components: the Trajectory-

Mamba model for efficient trajectory embedding and the travel

purpose-aware pre-training procedure that enables semantic-rich

trajectory learning.

The Trajectory-Mamba model, illustrated in Figure 2a, is a tra-

jectory encoder and the learnable model of PTrajM. It extracts

rich semantic information from trajectories and incorporates this

information into the embedding vectors of trajectories. Trajectory-

Mamba primarily consists of Traj-Mamba blocks, which are in-

spired by the Mamba2 structure [9]. These blocks efficiently extract

continuous movement behavior from trajectories using movement

behavior parameterization and the trajectory state-space model

(Traj-SSM).

The travel purpose-aware pre-training procedure, shown in Fig-

ure 2b, enhances Trajectory-Mamba’s ability to extract travel pur-

poses without adding significant computational overhead. This

procedure aligns the learned trajectory embeddings of Trajectory-

Mamba with the travel purposes identified by the road and POI en-

coders through contrastive learning. After pre-training, Trajectory-

Mamba can extract rich semantic information from trajectories

without adding more computational or storage resources to its

embedding process.

The following sections provide detailed explanations of the two

modules of PTrajM.

4.2 Trajectory-Mamba
To efficiently extractmovement behavior, we propose the Trajectory-

Mamba model. It consists mainly of Traj-Mamba blocks, which

parameterize the movement behavior of trajectories and incorpo-

rate the trajectory state-space model (Traj-SSM) to model contin-

uous movement behavior efficiently. Finally, the output from the
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Traj-Mamba blocks is fed into a mean pooling layer to obtain the

embedding vectors of vehicle trajectories.

4.2.1 Movement Behavior Feature Extraction. We begin by extract-

ing movement behavior from the raw features of vehicle trajectories

into latent and higher-order features.

For each trajectory point 𝑝𝑖 in a trajectory T = ⟨𝑝1, 𝑝2, . . . , 𝑝𝑛⟩,
we employ a linear transformation layer to map its spatial coordi-

nates (lng𝑖 , lat𝑖 ) into an embedding space R𝐸 , where 𝐸 represents

the embedding dimension. Additionally, we transform its times-

tamp 𝑡𝑖 into a vector 𝒕𝑖 ∈ R4
of four features: the day of the week,

the hour of the day, the minute of the hour, and the time difference

in minutes relative to 𝑡1. These four features are encoded into four

embedding vectors using learnable Fourier encoding layers [36].

The embedding vectors are concatenated and then mapped into the

embedding space R𝐸 through a linear transformation layer. Finally,

the latent vector of the point 𝒛𝑖 is obtained by adding the spatial

and temporal latent vectors, formulated as follows:

𝒛𝑖 = Linear(⟨lng𝑖 , lat𝑖 ⟩) + Linear(Cat(Fourier(𝒕𝑖 ))), (1)

where Cat denotes vector concatenation, and Fourier denotes the

Fourier encoding layer.

By gathering the latent vector for each point in T , we obtain its

sequence of latent vectors:

𝒁 T = ⟨𝒛1, 𝒛2, . . . , 𝒛𝑛⟩ ∈ R𝑛×𝐸 (2)

To facilitate the modeling of continuous movement behavior,

we also extract high-order features, including speed, acceleration,

and movement angle, for each point. The speed 𝑣𝑖 of each point

𝑝𝑖 (𝑖 > 1) is calculated as:

𝑣𝑖 = Dist((lng𝑖 , lat𝑖 ), (lng𝑖−1
, lat𝑖−1))/(𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡𝑖−1), (3)

where Dist calculates the shortest distance between two locations

on the Earth’s surface. The acceleration acc𝑖 is calculated as:

acc𝑖 = (𝑣𝑖 − 𝑣𝑖−1)/(𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡𝑖−1) (4)

The movement angle 𝜃𝑖 , specifically the angle clockwise from true

north to the target direction, is calculated as:

𝐿 = sin(lng𝑖 − lng𝑖−1
) · cos(lat𝑖 )

𝑅 = cos(lat𝑖−1) · sin(lat𝑖 )−
sin(lat𝑖−1) · cos(lat𝑖 ) · cos(lng𝑖 − lng𝑖−1

)
𝜃𝑖 = arctan(𝐿/𝑅)

(5)

Finally, we apply min-max normalization on these three features

and concatenate them into a vector denoted as 𝒎𝑖 = (𝑣𝑖 , acc𝑖 , 𝜃𝑖 ),
representing the high-order features describing the movement be-

havior at point 𝑝𝑖 . Note that 𝒎1 is set to 𝒎2.

By calculating the high-order features for each point in T , we

obtain its sequence of high-order features:

𝑴T = ⟨𝒎1,𝒎2, . . . ,𝒎𝑛⟩ ∈ R𝑛×3
(6)

4.2.2 Traj-Mamba Block. We propose Traj-Mamba blocks as the

core components of Trajectory-Mamba, designed to utilize the fea-

tures extracted above and model continuous movement behavior

through movement behavior parameterization.

The Traj-Mamba blocks are arranged in a multi-layer structure.

The 𝑙-th Traj-Mamba block takes the sequence 𝒁𝑙−1 ∈ R𝑛×𝐸 of

latent vectors as input. This input is first processed through lin-

ear projection layer, followed by a convolution layer and a SiLU

activation:

𝑿𝑙 = 𝜎 (Conv(Linear(𝒁𝑙−1))), (7)

where 𝑿𝑙 ∈ R𝑛×𝐷 , and 𝐷 is the model dimension. Here, Conv

denotes the 1D causal convolution, and 𝜎 represents the SiLU func-

tion. Note that the input to the first Traj-Mamba block, 𝒁0
, is the

sequence 𝒁 T
calculated in Equation 2.

Next, we implement the movement behavior parameterization.

This involves computing parameter matrices with the sequence𝑴T

of high-order movement behavior features calculated in Equation 6,

which are then used in the Traj-SSM module within each Traj-

Mamba block. Formally, we calculate three parameter matrices 𝑩,
𝑪 , 𝚫 as follows:

𝑩, 𝑪, �̂� = Linear(𝑴T )

𝚫 = 𝜏 (�̂� + 𝒃Δ),
(8)

where 𝜏 denotes the Softplus activation function, and 𝒃Δ is bias

parameter of 𝚫. 𝑩 ∈ R𝑛×𝑁 and 𝑪 ∈ R𝑛×𝑁 are the input and

output mapping matrices in Traj-SSM, respectively, 𝑁 is the state

dimension. By parameterizing them with high-order movement

behavior features, the model can accurately control how changes

in movement behavior affect the processing of input features and

output embeddings. Additionally, 𝚫 ∈ R𝑛×𝐻 is the timescale matrix

that controls the rate at which Traj-SSM evolves over the trajectory

sequence, where 𝐻 is the number of heads. Thus, parameterizing

𝚫 is crucial for capturing continuous movement behavior from

discrete and irregular trajectory points. Another parameter, 𝑨 ∈
R𝐻 , serves as the hidden state mapping matrix and is randomly

initialized and regarded learnable parameters of the Traj-Mamba

block.

Following the implementation of state space models (SSMs) in

Mamba [15], we use the timescale matrix 𝚫 to discretize 𝑨 and 𝑩
into �̄� and �̄� as follows:

�̄� = ⟨exp(𝚫⊤
1
⊙ 𝑨), exp(𝚫⊤

2
⊙ 𝑨), . . . , exp(𝚫⊤

𝑛 ⊙ 𝑨)⟩
�̄� = ⟨𝚫⊤

1
𝑩1,𝚫

⊤
2
𝑩2, . . . ,𝚫

⊤
𝑛 𝑩𝑛⟩,

(9)

where �̄� ∈ R𝑛×𝐻 is discretized via zero-order hold (ZOH) and

�̄� ∈ R𝑛×𝐻×𝑁
via Euler discretization. ⊙ denotes the Hadamard

product, and 𝚫𝑖 ,𝑩𝑖 are the 𝑖-th row of 𝚫 and 𝑩, respectively. By
discretize 𝑨 and 𝑩 with the timescale matrix 𝚫, the model can

represent continuous movement behavior more accurately.

Using the discretized matrices and the sequence 𝑿𝑙
calculated

in Equation 7, we implement the trajectory state space model (Traj-

SSM), denoted as:

𝒀 𝑙 = TrajSSM( ¯𝑨, �̄�, 𝑪) (𝑿𝑙 ), (10)

where we followed the implementation of multi-input SSM in

Mamba2 [9], creating 𝐻 heads by reshaping the input 𝑿𝑙 ∈ R𝑛×𝐷

into 𝑿𝑙 ∈ R𝑛×𝐻× 𝐷
𝐻 , and aggregate the heads by reshaping the

output 𝒀 𝑙 ∈ R𝑛×𝐻× 𝐷
𝐻 back to 𝒀 𝑙 ∈ R𝑛×𝐷 .

Similar to RNNs, Traj-SSM can be computed in a recurrent form.

For the 𝑖-th step and 𝑗-th head, the recurrence formulations of
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Traj-SSM when 𝐷/𝐻 = 1 are as follows:

𝒉𝑖 𝑗 = ¯𝑨𝑖 𝑗 𝑰𝒉𝑖−1, 𝑗 + �̄�𝑖 𝑗𝒙𝑖 𝑗

𝒚𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑪𝑖𝒉𝑖 𝑗 ,
(11)

where 𝒉𝑖 𝑗 ∈ R𝑁×1
is the hidden state, 𝑰 ∈ R𝑁×𝑁

is the identity

matrix. 𝒙𝑖 𝑗 ∈ R,𝒚𝑖 𝑗 ∈ R, ¯𝑨𝑖 𝑗 ∈ R, �̄�𝑖 𝑗 ∈ R𝑁×1
and 𝑪𝑖 ∈ R1×𝑁

are

𝑿𝑙 [𝑖, 𝑗, :], 𝒀 𝑙 [𝑖, 𝑗, :], ¯𝑨[𝑖, 𝑗], �̄�[𝑖, 𝑗, :], and 𝑪 [𝑖, :], respectively. The
above equation can be generalized to 𝐷/𝐻 > 1 by treating the

input to the 𝑗-th head of Traj-SSM, 𝑿𝑙 [:, 𝑗, :], as 𝐷/𝐻 independent

sequences and applying the equation to each sequence. Additionally,

we implement the hardware-efficient algorithm provided Mamba2,

ensuring linear computational complexity with respect to the tra-

jectory length 𝑛.

Besides Traj-SSM, another branch of the Traj-Mamba block con-

sists of a linear mapping followed by a SiLU activation:

𝑯 𝑙 = 𝜎 (Linear(𝒁𝑙−1)) (12)

Finally, we combine the output of the two branches, 𝒀 𝑙 and 𝑯 𝑙
,

obtaining the output of the 𝑙-th Traj-Mamba block as follows:

𝒁𝑙 = Linear(Norm(𝒀 𝑙 ⊙ 𝑯 𝑙 ), (13)

where 𝒁𝑙
has the same shape as 𝒁𝑙−1

. The normalization layer

Norm can be implemented by LayerNorm, GroupNorm, or RM-

SNorm. 𝒁𝑙
can then be regarded as the input sequence to the (𝑙 +1)-

th Traj-Mamba block.

4.2.3 Trajectory Embedding. We implement the Trajectory-Mamba

model by stacking 𝐿 layers of Traj-Mamba blocks. Note that dif-

ferent layers do not share learnable parameters. Given with the

sequence 𝒁 T
from Equation 2 and the sequence 𝑴T

from Equa-

tion 6, we take the output sequence from the final Traj-Mamba

block and apply a mean pooling layer to derive the embedding

vector 𝒛T ∈ R𝐸 of T . For 𝐿 = 2, this process is expressed as:

𝒛T = MeanPool(TrajMamba(TrajMamba(𝒁 T ,𝑴T ),𝑴T )) (14)

By leveraging the linear time complexity of the Traj-SSMmodule

and the ability to model continuous movement behavior through

movement behavior parameterization, we achieve efficient and

effective computation of trajectory embedding vectors.

4.3 Travel Purpose-aware Pre-training
To extract travel purposes without adding extra computational load

to Trajectory-Mamba, we propose pre-training it using a travel

purpose-aware scheme. First, we extract travel purposes from ve-

hicle trajectories by modeling the textual information of their tra-

versed roads and POIs using road and POI encoders. These encoders

integrate the information into road and POI views. Then, we align

Trajectory-Mamba’s output embeddings with these views through

contrastive learning.

4.3.1 Road and POI views. As analyzed in Section 1, the travel

purpose of a vehicle trajectory is closely linked to the functions of

the roads and POIs it traverses. Therefore, we propose to integrate

travel purpose information of a trajectory into its road and POI

views.

Given a trajectory T = ⟨𝑝1, 𝑝2, . . . , 𝑝𝑛⟩, we apply map-matching

algorithms [3] to map each of its points onto the road network G

and obtain a map-matched trajectory composed of road segments:

Tmm = ⟨𝑒1, 𝑒2, . . . , 𝑒𝑛⟩, where 𝑒𝑖 is the road segment corresponding

to point 𝑝𝑖 . We then compute an embedding vector 𝒛𝑒𝑖 ∈ R𝐸 for

each road segment 𝑒𝑖 as follows:

𝒛𝑒𝑖 =Linear(RoadIndexEmbed(𝑒𝑖 ))+

Linear(TextEmbed(desc
Road

𝑖 )),
(15)

where RoadIndexEmbed is an index-fetch embedding layer that

maps each unique road segment into a learnable embedding vector.

TextEmbed is a pre-trained textual embedding module for mapping

a line of text into an embedding vector, for which we use the text-
embedding-3-large model provided by OpenAI

1
. Finally, we derive

the road view 𝒛Road

T ∈ R𝐸 of T by processing the sequence of

embedding vectors of the road segments in Tmm
as follows:

𝒛Road

T = MeanPool(RoadEnc(⟨𝒛𝑒1
, 𝒛𝑒2

, . . . , 𝒛𝑒𝑛 ⟩)), (16)

where RoadEnc is the road encoder, which we implement using a

2-layer Transformer encoder.

To calculate the POI view, we first identify the closest POI 𝑙𝑖
to each trajectory point 𝑝𝑖 based on their geographical distance.

Similar to Equation 15, we calculate an embedding vector 𝒛𝑙𝑖 ∈ R𝐸
for each POI 𝑙𝑖 as follows:

𝒛𝑙𝑖 =Linear(POIIndexEmbed(𝑙𝑖 ))+

Linear(TextEmbed(desc
POI

𝑖 )),
(17)

where POIIndexEmbed is another index-fetch embedding layer

that assigns a learnable embedding vector for each unique POI,

TextEmbed is the same textual embedding module used in Equa-

tion 15. Finally, we calculate the POI view 𝒛POI

T ∈ R𝐸 of T by

processing the sequence of embedding vectors of the POIs corre-

lated with T as follows:

𝒛POI

T = MeanPool(POIEnc(⟨𝒛𝑙1 , 𝒛𝑙2 , . . . , 𝒛𝑙𝑛 ⟩)), (18)

where POIEnc is the POI encoder that we implement using another

2-layer Transformer encoder.

4.3.2 Contrastive Learning. After representing travel purposes as

road and POI views, we align the output embedding vectors from

Trajectory-Mamba with these two views using contrastive learning.

Given a batch of trajectories T = {T1,T2, . . . ,T𝐵} with a batch

size of 𝐵, we can obtain their embedding vectors from Trajectory-

Mamba as {𝒛T1
, 𝒛T2

, . . . , 𝒛T𝐵 }. Their road views, as per Equation 16,

are {𝒛Road

T1

, 𝒛Road

T2

, . . . , 𝒛Road

T𝐵 }. Their POI views, as per Equation 18,

are {𝒛POI

T1

, 𝒛POI

T2

, . . . , 𝒛POI

T𝐵 }. The similarity between T𝑖 and the road

and POI views of T𝑗 is then calculated using the dot product as

follows:

𝑠Road

𝑖 𝑗 = 𝒛T𝑖 · 𝒛
Road

T𝑗

𝑠POI

𝑖 𝑗 = 𝒛T𝑖 · 𝒛
POI

T𝑗
(19)

1
https://platform.openai.com/docs/guides/embeddings

https://platform.openai.com/docs/guides/embeddings
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Next, we apply the InfoNCE loss [32] to these similarities as follows:

LRoad

T = − 1

𝐵

𝐵∑︁
𝑖=1

log

exp(𝑠Road

𝑖𝑖
/𝜏)∑𝐵

𝑗=1
exp(𝑠Road

𝑖 𝑗
/𝜏)

LPOI

T = − 1

𝐵

𝐵∑︁
𝑖=1

log

exp(𝑠POI

𝑖𝑖
/𝜏)∑𝐵

𝑗=1
exp(𝑠POI

𝑖 𝑗
/𝜏)

,

(20)

where 𝜏 is the temperature parameter directly optimized during

training as a log-parameterized multiplicative scalar [34]. LRoad

T

and LPOI

T
can be seen as maximizing the similarities between the

trajectory embedding and the two views of the same trajectory in T,
while minimizing those between different trajectories. Finally, the

contrastive learning loss is a combination of the two losses above:

LT =
1

2

(LRoad

T + LPOI

T ) (21)

After pre-training, the embedding vector fromTrajectory-Mamba

is aligned with the travel purposes represented by road and POI

views. Additionally, the pre-training process does not add extra

computational requirements to Trajectory-Mamba during its em-

bedding process, thus maintaining its efficiency.

5 Experiments
We assess the effectiveness of PTrajM using two real-world vehicle

trajectory datasets and compare its performance against several

state-of-the-art methods.

5.1 Datasets
The two vehicle trajectory datasets are referred to as Chengdu and

Xian. They consist of vehicle trajectories recorded by taxis operat-

ing in Chengdu and Xian, China, and were released by Didi
2
. Due

to the original trajectories having very dense sampling intervals,

we retain a portion of the trajectory points through a three-hop

resampling process, making most trajectories having sampling in-

tervals of no less than 6 seconds. After resampling, trajectories

with fewer than 5 or more than 120 trajectory points are considered

anomalies and excluded. Additionally, we retrieve the information

of POIs within these datasets’ areas of interest from the AMap

API
3
, and obtain the road network topology and information from

OpenStreetMap
4
. The statistics of these datasets after the above

preprocessing are listed in Table 1.

Table 1: Dataset statistics.

Dataset Chengdu Xian

Time span 09/30 - 10/10, 2018 09/29 - 10/15, 2018

#Trajectories 140,000 210,000

#Points 18,832,411 18,267,440

#Road segments 4,315 3,392

#POIs 12,439 3,900

2
https://gaia.didichuxing.com/

3
https://lbs.amap.com/api/javascript-api-v2

4
https://www.openstreetmap.org/

5.2 Comparison Methods
We include several state-of-the-art vehicle trajectory learning meth-

ods for comparison.

• t2vec [12]: Pre-trains the model by reconstructing original trajec-

tories from low-sampling ones using a denoising auto-encoder.

• Trembr [14]: Constructs an RNN-based seq2seqmodel to recover

road segments and the time of the input trajectories.

• CTLE [27]: Pre-trains a bi-directional Transformer with two

MLM tasks for location and hour predictions. The trajectory

representation is obtained by applying mean pooling on point

embeddings.

• Toast [7]: Uses a context-aware node2vec model to generate

segment representations and trains the model with an MLM-

based task and a sequence discrimination task.

• TrajCL [2]: Introduces a dual-feature self-attention-based en-

coder and trains the model in a contrastive style using the In-

foNCE loss.

• LightPath [40]: Constructs a sparse path encoder and trains

it with a path reconstruction task and a cross-view contrastive

task.

• START [20]: Includes a time-aware trajectory encoder and a

GAT that considers the transitions between road segments. The

model is trained with both an MLM task and a contrastive task

based on SimCLR loss.

5.3 Downstream Tasks
To assess the effectiveness of trajectory embeddings learned from

PTrajM and comparison methods, we apply these embeddings to

three representative downstream tasks.

5.3.1 Destination Prediction. This task involves predicting the des-

tination of a trajectory. When calculating a trajectory T ’s embed-

ding 𝒛T , the last 5 points of T are omitted. A fully connected

network then uses this embedding to predict the destination’s co-

ordinates. Mean Squared Error (MSE) is used to supervise the pre-

diction by comparing the predicted and ground truth coordinates.

Mean Absolute Error (MAE) and Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE)

of the shortest distance on the Earth’s surface serve as evaluation

metrics.

5.3.2 Arrival Time Estimation. This task aims to predict the arrival

time of a trajectory. Similar to the destination prediction task, the

embedding vector of a trajectory T is calculated by omitting its

last 5 points, and a fully connected network is used to predict the

travel time. MSE supervises the prediction, while MAE, RMSE, and

Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE) are used as evaluation

metrics.

5.3.3 Similar Trajectory Search. This task aims to identify the most

similar trajectory to a query trajectory from a batch of candidates.

Similarities between trajectories are calculated with the cosine sim-

ilarity between their embeddings. Accuracy@N (Acc@1, Acc@5)

and Mean Rank are used as evaluation metrics. Since most datasets

don’t have labeled data for this task, we create labels in the follow-

ing way. We randomly select 1,000 trajectories from the test dataset.

For each trajectory T , we collect the odd-numbered points to form

the query T𝑞
and the even-numbered points to create the target

https://gaia.didichuxing.com/
https://lbs.amap.com/api/javascript-api-v2
https://www.openstreetmap.org/
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Table 2: Overall performance of methods on destination pre-
diction.

Dataset Chengdu Xian

Method

Metric RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ RMSE ↓ MAE ↓
(meters) (meters) (meters) (meters)

t2vec (w/o ft) 2329.63±21.09 1868.49±19.49 2582.14±46.79 2235.27±39.44
Trembr (w/o ft) 1787.18±92.01 1419.58±88.95 2067.80±196.30 1749.76±178.82
CTLE (w/o ft) 3421.09±17.10 3041.49±23.49 3548.88±4.27 3320.46±1.12
Toast (w/o ft) 3434.84±9.55 3061.91±14.99 3549.65±6.42 3325.48±8.21
TrajCL (w/o ft) 1059.81±16.22 865.48±10.60 1268.41±19.57 1054.21±18.54

LightPath (w/o ft) 2365.87±57.52 1948.97±57.78 2177.37±60.03 1859.35±48.50
START (w/o ft) 1347.13±30.72 1111.77±29.11 1406.06±18.42 1173.62±17.18
PTrajM (w/o ft) 332.06±7.20 260.38±6.75 470.54±8.56 365.62±6.24

t2vec 579.30±11.94 387.50±4.03 482.64±2.67 310.08±3.00
Trembr 505.62±4.57 376.88±7.34 473.97±1.24 301.45±4.98
CTLE 430.19±52.65 382.82±52.88 477.70±48.25 384.08±53.18
Toast 480.52±82.39 412.58±72.32 523.76±67.04 443.99±60.41
TrajCL 365.50±19.14 272.63±25.32 383.39±7.30 262.20±10.68

LightPath 553.27±42.26 360.86±56.41 598.20±15.57 348.61±19.32
START 333.10±10.47 240.40±15.10 319.00±4.27 208.35±7.30
PTrajM 161.28±4.32 118.84±5.10 263.16±4.28 182.39±2.65

Bold denotes the best result, and underline denotes the second-best result. ↓ means lower is better.

T 𝑡
. For each query, we discard the top 10 trajectories closest to

the query, then randomly choose 5,000 additional trajectories from

the rest of the test dataset to use as the database. To determine the

distances between the query and other trajectories, we follow [12],

downsampling them to a uniform length and computing the mean

square error.

For the similar trajectory search task, the parameters of trajec-

tory learning methods are fixed after pre-training. For the other

two tasks, we can either fine-tune their parameters using task su-

pervision or fix their parameters and only update the predictors’

parameters. In the experiments, we denote the latter setting as

without fine-tune (w/o ft).

5.4 Settings
For both datasets, we split the trajectories into training, validation,

and testing sets in an 8:1:1 ratio, with departure times in chronolog-

ical order. PTrajM is pre-trained for 30 epochs on the training set,

and downstream tasks are early-stopped based on the validation

set. Final metrics are calculated using the testing set.

PTrajM is implemented using PyTorch [33]. The six key hyper-

parameters and their optimal values are 𝐵 = 128, 𝐿 = 4, 𝑁 = 128,

𝐻 = 4, 𝐸 = 256, and 𝐷 = 256. We select parameters based on the

MAE of the destination prediction task on Chengdu’s validation

set. The effectiveness of these parameters is reported in the next

section. For model training, we use the Adam optimizer with an

initial learning rate of 0.001. The experiments are conducted on

servers equipped with Intel(R) Xeon(R) W-2155 CPUs and nVidia(R)

TITAN RTX GPUs. Each set of experiments is run 5 times, and we

report the mean and standard deviation of the metrics.

5.5 Performance Comparison
5.5.1 Overall Performance. Tables 2 to 4 compare the overall per-

formance of different methods on the three downstream tasks in-

troduced in Section 5.3. PTrajM consistently shows superior per-

formance across all tasks.
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(f) Model Dimension 𝐷

Figure 3: Effectiveness of hyper-parameters.

For the destination prediction and arrival time estimation tasks,

methods are either pre-trained with fixed parameters or fine-tuned

with task supervision. In both cases, PTrajM outperforms the com-

parison methods. This demonstrates that PTrajM’s pre-training

process extracts rich semantic information from trajectories with-

out additional task-specific supervision. Moreover, the design of

the Trajectory-Mamba model in PTrajM allows it to achieve supe-

rior performance with task supervision. For the similar trajectory

search task, the methods are pre-trained, and their output embed-

dings are used for similarity computation. PTrajM achieves the best

performance in this task, further highlighting the effectiveness of

its pre-training process.

5.5.2 Efficiency. Table 5 compares the efficiency of different meth-

ods on both datasets. In terms of model size and embed time, PTrajM

demonstrates high computational efficiency, achieving the same

lightweight and embed speed as RNN-based methods like TremBR

and t2vec. It is significantlymore efficient compared to Transformer-

based methods like START and LightPath. Given PTrajM’s superior

performance in a variety of tasks, it achieves its design goal of

semantic-rich trajectory learning with high efficiency.

It is worth noting that PTrajM does not have a particularly short

training time. However, since the pre-training process does not add
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Table 3: Overall performance of methods on arrival time estimation.

Dataset Chengdu Xian

Method

Metric RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ MAPE ↓ RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ MAPE ↓
(seconds) (seconds) (%) (seconds) (seconds) (%)

t2vec (w/o ft) 138.30±1.63 79.74±1.98 18.71±0.57 207.11±4.12 117.86±4.74 16.01±0.52
Trembr (w/o ft) 159.60±8.40 110.36±6.51 29.50±1.00 435.04±5.17 337.35±3.66 47.11±0.06
CTLE (w/o ft) 135.59±4.68 63.45±5.08 13.99±1.27 272.88±60.42 176.16±72.08 31.84±10.46
Toast (w/o ft) 149.67±8.22 79.69±9.59 17.89±0.82 299.94±51.68 205.49±54.15 32.55±5.71
TrajCL (w/o ft) 136.56±3.90 79.59±2.57 19.85±0.44 194.64±1.86 106.66±3.87 16.80±0.50

LightPath (w/o ft) 129.48±0.26 56.82±2.58 12.71±1.00 186.02±3.96 77.33±2.59 10.41±0.38
START (w/o ft) 144.54±0.90 79.78±0.87 19.72±0.27 213.22±2.19 120.74±2.70 20.01±0.49
PTrajM (w/o ft) 104.61±1.05 50.51±0.87 11.88±0.23 155.70±0.25 71.28±0.78 10.23±0.18

t2vec 127.41±2.68 64.67±3.58 14.01±0.71 214.40±2.05 108.80±2.01 16.96±0.94
Trembr 124.32±3.67 63.42±0.57 13.60±0.28 209.12±3.02 107.02±1.39 16.40±0.86
CTLE 135.21±14.97 55.41±7.17 11.18±1.52 207.16±7.44 107.46±9.04 16.25±2.94
Toast 171.58±49.56 91.66±57.29 18.84±13.04 202.99±36.20 102.73±26.14 15.75±2.24
TrajCL 132.98±1.06 55.78±0.89 11.86±0.23 183.74±2.54 73.21±3.45 12.55±0.45

LightPath 123.00±8.85 58.04±8.56 12.83±1.70 169.01±1.94 74.08±3.13 10.50±0.41
START 121.11±16.25 58.97±11.59 13.49±2.57 159.89±4.55 72.19±3.09 10.26±0.35
PTrajM 46.37±2.15 18.08±2.33 4.40±0.74 86.08±7.27 30.80±2.88 4.15±0.35

Bold denotes the best result, and underline denotes the second-best result. ↓ means lower is better.

Table 4: Overall performance of methods on similar trajectory search.

Dataset Chengdu Xian

Method

Metric Acc@1 ↑ Acc@5 ↑ Mean ↓ Acc@1 ↑ Acc@5 ↑ Mean ↓
(%) (%) Rank (%) (%) Rank

t2vec 81.45±0.78 93.70±1.84 3.35±0.38 89.47±3.56 97.10±1.64 1.60±0.34
Trembr 83.98±1.15 89.88±0.30 4.66±1.01 88.00±1.35 93.00±0.64 3.48±0.96
CTLE 53.77±7.41 69.20±4.51 9.43±1.59 41.20±3.83 59.80±9.83 6.05±1.15
Toast 53.64±2.24 71.60±2.82 5.94±1.13 30.60±5.60 64.30±6.50 6.18±1.04
TrajCL 95.13±5.02 98.88±1.35 1.20±0.22 95.63±1.21 99.20±0.12 1.09±0.02

LightPath 74.27±4.76 86.10±3.87 27.27±3.54 79.63±3.24 91.70±3.13 13.88±1.23
START 96.93±2.06 99.90±0.10 1.09±0.04 95.93±3.88 99.53±0.76 1.14±0.20
PTrajM 98.07±0.25 99.90±0.00 1.04±0.01 99.77±0.15 100±0.00 1.00±0.00

Bold denotes the best result, and underline denotes the second-best result. ↑ means higher is better, and ↓ means lower is better.

Table 5: Efficiency of methods.

Dataset Chengdu / Xian

Method

Metric Model size Train time Embed time

(MBytes) (min/epoch) (seconds)

t2vec 1.641/1.415 2.783/5.937 4.445/9.705

Trembr 5.752/5.301 3.360/6.067 3.230/9.723

CTLE 3.756/3.756 4.533/14.354 14.581/33.863

Toast 4.008/3.557 4.400/10.650 14.540/33.863

TrajCL 4.382/3.932 7.699/14.567 10.253/23.877

LightPath 12.958/12.507 10.250/23.217 22.486/46.260

START 15.928/15.026 15.927/37.528 28.704/49.894

PTrajM 3.358/3.358 9.345/29.715 1.161/2.571
Bold denotes the best result, and underline denotes the second-best result.

Table 6: Effectiveness of modules.

Variant

Metric RMSE ↓ MAE ↓
(meters) (meters)

w/o mb 341.13±1.30 273.13±0.60
w/o POI 387.12±18.86 310.03±13.99
w/o road 345.35±4.45 276.48±2.17

full 332.06±7.20 260.38±6.75

extra burden to the embedding process, where efficiency is more

critical in real-world applications, the extra training time can be

considered worthwhile due to its effectiveness.

5.6 Model Analysis
We perform analysis on the modules and hyper-parameters of

PTrajM on Chengdu dataset, destination prediction task, with the

w/o ft setting.

5.6.1 Effectiveness ofModules. We compare the full PTrajMmethod

with the following variants:

(1) w/o mb: replace the movement behavior parameterization with

the vanilla input parameterization in Mamba.

(2) w/o POI : remove the POI view in the pre-training.

(3) w/o road: remove the road view in the pre-training.

Table 6 compares the results. We observe that removing the

movement behavior parameterization negatively impacts perfor-

mance, highlighting the module’s effectiveness in extracting move-

ment behavior. Removing either the POI or the road view from the

pre-training also leads to worse performance, showing that both

contribute to modeling semantic information.
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5.6.2 Effectiveness of Hyper-parameters. Figure 3 illustrates the

effectiveness of key hyper-parameters. We observe the following:

(1) The batch size 𝐵 mainly controls the number of negative tra-

jectories in pre-training, with an optimal value of 128.

(2) The number of layers 𝐿, state dimension 𝑁 , embed dimension

𝐸, and model dimension𝐷 control the model capacity. 𝐸 has the

most prominent effect since it directly controls the dimension of

the final trajectory embeddings. After balancing performance

and efficiency, their optimal values are 𝐿 = 4, 𝑁 = 128, 𝐸 = 256,

and 𝐷 = 256.

(3) The number of heads𝐻 determines the complexity of the multi-

input SSM in Trajectory-Mamba, with an optimal value of 4.

6 Conclusion
We propose PTrajM, a new method for efficient and semantic-rich

trajectory learning. First, Trajectory-Mamba is introduced as the

learnable model of PTrajM. It parameterizes high-order movement

behavior features and integrates them into a trajectory state-space

model, enabling PTrajM to effectively and efficiently extract con-

tinuous movement behavior. Second, a travel purpose-aware pre-

training procedure is proposed to help PTrajM extract travel pur-

poses from trajectories while maintaining its efficiency. Finally,

extensive experiments on two real-world vehicle trajectories and

three representative tasks demonstrate PTrajM’s effectiveness.
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