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Abstract: As the market penetration rate (MPR) of autonomous vehicles increases, it is expected that
the safety of mixed traffic situations will change due to interactions between vehicles. A proactive
safety analysis of mixed traffic situations is needed for future intelligent transportation systems; thus,
it is necessary to determine the driving safety evaluation indicators that have a significant impact on
identifying hazardous sections of actual roads by each MPR. The purpose of this study is to simulate
autonomous vehicle behavior by analyzing real-world autonomous vehicle data and to derive a
promising integrated driving safety evaluation index for mixed traffic. Autonomous vehicle driving
data from an autonomous mobility testbed in Seoul were collected and analyzed to assess autonomous
vehicle behavior in VISSIM. The simulation environment was established to match the real road
environment. Decision tree (DT) analysis was adopted to derive the indicators influencing the
classification of hazardous sections of real roads by MPR. The vehicle—vehicle interaction indicators
used to evaluate driving safety were applied as the input variables of the DT, and the classification of
real-world hazardous road sections was the output variable. An integrated evaluation index was
developed using the promising evaluation indicators and information gains derived for each MPR.
The most hazardous section and the factors affecting the driving safety of the section based on the
integrated evaluation index for each MPR were then presented. The results of this study can be
utilized to proactively identify hazardous road sections in the real world through simulations of
mixed traffic conditions.

Keywords: autonomous vehicle data; autonomous vehicle MPR; decision tree; driving safety indicator;
integrated evaluation index

1. Introduction

Mixed traffic is an environment where a mix of autonomous and manual vehicles are
driving; mixed traffic situations will continue until all vehicles are autonomous. In addition,
the market penetration rate (MPR) of autonomous vehicles is gradually increasing with
the development of autonomous driving system technology. Safety can decrease due to
the different driving behaviors of autonomous and manual vehicles. Thus, traffic safety
can be affected by the MPR [1]. A proactive safety analysis of mixed traffic is needed for
future intelligent transportation systems. Currently, safety analysis is mainly based on
virtual-environment-based research due to the lack of real-world driving data. In addition,
simulations, which are mainly used for virtual-environment-based research, are utilized
in many studies because they can freely represent various situations and current road
conditions. It is important to simulate the real-world environment, and implementing
autonomous vehicle behavior in simulations is essential. Additionally, studies based on
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simulation environments lack validation for the indicators selected and explanations for
why the indicators used are appropriate.

Therefore, this study simulates the behavior of autonomous vehicles using real-world
autonomous vehicle data to develop an integrated evaluation index that can identify haz-
ardous sections of actual roads. The data were collected from autonomous vehicles driving in
an autonomous mobility testbed in Seoul to analyze their driving behavior. The driving risk
index (DRI), a deceleration-based event occurrence rate, was computed using these collected
autonomous vehicle data; this index defines real-world hazardous sections. The simulation
was performed with the same traffic volume, signals, road geometry, number of bus stops, etc.,
as in a real road environment. Then, simulation-based promising evaluation indicators that
can identify real-world hazardous sections were derived through a decision tree (DT) analysis.
Vehicle-to-vehicle interaction indicators were adopted as candidate evaluation indicators
among the driving safety evaluation indicators and used as input variables in the DT analysis;
the DRI-based hazardous road sections were the output variables. The DT analysis revealed
promising evaluation indicators that are useful for identifying actual hazardous sections,
and these indicators were weighted to develop an integrated evaluation index. In addition,
the characteristics of the most hazardous sections were presented based on the integrated
evaluation index. The results of this study are expected to proactively identify hazardous
sections on actual roads through simulation.

This study consists of the following steps. The existing studies that have analyzed the
driving safety of autonomous vehicles by MPR are reviewed, and the differences among
these studies are presented. Next, a methodology for analyzing the driving safety of au-
tonomous vehicles and developing an integrated evaluation index is presented. Promising
simulation-based evaluation indicators and integrated evaluation indices are derived by
evaluating the driving behavior of real-world autonomous vehicles. Finally, the conclusions
of this study and future research issues are presented.

2. Literature Review

This study analyzes the driving behavior of autonomous vehicles operating in an au-
tonomous mobility testbed to simulate the behavior of autonomous vehicles. Additionally,
simulation-based driving-safety-integrated evaluation indices for each MPR of autonomous
vehicles are developed. In this regard, simulation-based studies analyzing the driving
safety of autonomous vehicles by MPR are reviewed to draw research opportunities.

The use of simulations to analyze driving safety in mixed traffic can be an important
factor in proactively enhancing traffic safety [2,3]. Alzoubaidi et al. used VISSIM to
evaluate the safety of connected vehicle (CV) technology at signalized intersections [4].
The indicators utilized in the analysis were time-to-collision (TTC), post-encroachment
time (PET), rear-end conflict (REC) count, lane change conflict (LCC) count, and the total
number of conflicts (TNCs). By comparing the evaluation index values for each MPR at
adjusted and unadjusted signalized intersections, it was determined that, the lower the
values for TTC and PET and the higher the values for REC, LCC, and TNC, the more
dangerous the driving safety. The safety analysis showed that, at the intersections where
CV technology was applied, safety increased across all the indicators, regardless of the
MPR. Furthermore, the risk decreased with an increasing MPR. Similarly, Hou evaluated
the impact of connected and automated vehicles (CAVs) on mobility and safety in mixed
traffic under adverse weather conditions, utilizing traffic safety alternative evaluation
indicators such as the TTC and time-exposed time-to-collision (TET) [5]. The evaluation
indicator values were compared in clear, rain, and snow weather conditions by MPR, using
TTC and TET to evaluate driving safety. The analysis revealed that, as the MPR of CAVs
increased, the overall traffic performance and safety under adverse weather conditions
increased. In addition, the results of existing studies have shown that increasing the MPR
of CAVs improves safety [6-8].

Shinha et al. utilized VISSIM to identify the impact of CAVs on crash frequency and
severity [9]. The VISSIM programming interface was used to develop and implement CAV
control algorithms to simulate CAV behavior. A signalized intersection was established in
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the simulation, and the MPR of CAVs was increased by 10% to evaluate the impact of CAVs
on crash frequency and severity. Sekar et al. also evaluated the impact of autonomous
vehicles on safety according to the MPR of CAVs, utilizing two driving logics (cautious
and all-knowing) for CoExist and Akins’ driving logic to evaluate safety impacts [10]. The
travel time and number of conflicts were utilized for performance measures to evaluate
mobility and safety, respectively. CoExist’s driving logic showed a decrease in the number
of conflicts as the MPR increased, while Akins’ driving logic showed a decrease in the
number of conflicts above an MPR of 50. On the other hand, Olia et al. used the TTC
and crash probability as evaluation indicators to evaluate the safety impact of the MPR
of CAVs, showing that safety increased up to an MPR of 50, but above this value, there
was an increased crash probability [11]. Similarly, existing studies have shown that safety
decreases or even increases after a certain MPR [12,13]. Ye and Yamamoto evaluated the
impact of CAVs on traffic safety at signalized intersections using the TTC [14]. Conflicts
were reduced by 90% for an MPR of 50 and by 50% for an MPR of 30. There was no safety
impact for MPRs lower than 20%. Essa and Sayed also analyzed the safety impacts of the
MPR of CAVs at signalized intersections and found that the crash rate was reduced by
approximately 50% at an MPR of 100%, whereas there was no safety impact at an MPR of
less than 20% [15].

Morando et al. analyzed the impact on autonomous vehicle safety by utilizing surro-
gate safety measures [16]. The driving safety of autonomous vehicles at signalized intersec-
tions and roundabouts by MPR was evaluated via simulation. The TTC was selected among
the surrogate safety measures and analyzed with different thresholds. An autonomous
vehicle MPR of 100% reduced the number of conflicts by 20% compared to an MPR of 0%
when a conflict was defined as a vehicle-following event with a TTC of 1 s or less at a
signalized intersection. Additionally, the number of conflicts consistently decreased as the
MPR of autonomous vehicles increased when a TTC of 0.7 s or less was defined as a conflict.
In addition, Elawady et al. analyzed the impact of MPR on the traffic mobility and safety of
CAVs at signalized intersections [17]. The evaluation indicators were average delay and
TTC, where the two thresholds of TTC-based conflicts were 0.75 s and 1 s. The analysis
showed that, as the MPR increased, the road capacity of CAVs increased and the travel time
decreased. While the number of conflicts did not change significantly depending on the
threshold value of the TTC, the results showed that the number of conflicts was 2% lower
when the threshold value was 1 s than when it was 0.75 s for an MPR of 50.

Park and Lee analyzed the mobility and safety impacts of MPR for autonomous
vehicles [1]. The parameters of the Wiedemann 99 model were adjusted to implement the
behavior of autonomous vehicles based on existing studies. Then, mobility and safety
analyses were performed at unsignalized intersections and roundabouts. The average delay
decreased as the MPR increased at unsignalized intersections, and the number of crashes
decreased when there was less variation in the traffic direction. The average delay per
vehicle decreased as the MPR increased at roundabouts, while rear-end and lane change
conflicts decreased and intersection conflicts increased. El-Hansali et al. implemented the
behavior of autonomous vehicles in VISSIM using the Wiedemann 74 and 99 models and
conducted a safety analysis using TTC, PET, and conflict points [18]. The results showed
that the number of collisions was greater for manual vehicles than for autonomous vehicles,
the number of rear-end collisions was greater for conventional vehicles, and the number of
lane change collisions was greater for autonomous vehicles.

Although simulation-based driving safety analyses of autonomous vehicle MPRs have
been continuously conducted, the basis for selecting the evaluation indicators selected for
these driving safety analyses is not clear. Thus, a rational basis that indicators should be able
to represent the real-world safety level of mixed traffic streams consisting of AVs and MVs is
required. Therefore, this study collected and analyzed real-world autonomous vehicle data
and utilized them in the simulation of autonomous vehicle behavior. Existing studies have
mainly used TTC and TTC-based conflict counts to perform safety analyses. This study
derived inter-vehicle interaction indicators such as the average spacings and SDI-based
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collision counts to evaluate driving safety. Furthermore, simulation-based driving safety
evaluation indicators that effectively identify hazardous road sections in the real world via
autonomous vehicle MPR were derived. In addition, an integrated evaluation index was
developed in this study.

3. Methodology
3.1. Overall Framework

This study utilizes autonomous vehicle data to simulate mixed traffic conditions.
Additionally, a methodology is developed to derive an integrated driving safety evaluation
index based on the MPR of autonomous vehicles, as shown in Figure 1. First, autonomous
vehicle data (AVD) collected from real-world autonomous vehicles are used to perform a
driving behavior analysis and define hazardous sections on real roads. Then, automated
driving behavior based on the AVD analysis is implemented in a traffic simulation with
a network and set of scenarios. Vehicle-to-vehicle interaction indicators are selected as
candidate simulation-based driving safety evaluation indicators and utilized as DT input
variables. Then, a DT model is developed, with the output variables indicating whether an
actual road segment defined as normal or hazardous is unsafe. Through the established
model, promising simulation evaluation indicators that can effectively identify actual
hazardous road sections by autonomous vehicle MPR are derived.

Collection of real-world AVD

|

Analysis of autonomous vehicle driving behavior Traffic simulation

i AD / MD mode J] ati ohi ; I
Speed Acceleration | Deceleration Simulation of vehicle maneuvering

driving behavior

J Establishment of simulated network

MPR 20 jMPR40 MPR&O} MPR 80

Identification of hazardous road sections

DRI-based hazard/normal Derivation of driving safety candidate indicators
i
DRIf — M A set of indicators representing vehicle
AEB ni, interactions
Derivation of promising evaluati
DT output indicators using DT DT input

Development of integrated
evaluation index

Figure 1. Overall research procedure.

3.2. AVD Collection and Preprocessing

AVD were collected from autonomous vehicles driving in an autonomous mobility
testbed in Sangam, Seoul. AVD are collected when the autonomous vehicle is driven in
autonomous driving mode (AD mode) and when it is driven in manual driving mode
(MD mode). The AVD include the driving date, driving speed, latitude, longitude, and
driving mode. The data for this study come from five autonomous vehicles that were
driven for a total of three months between 1 August and 31 October 2022. The AVD
from the period when the autonomous vehicle was actually operating were used, and the
acceleration and jerk were computed from the speed. In addition, the intersection influence
zone and noninfluence zone were categorized according to the criteria for determining the
intersection influence zone in the Rules on the Connection of Roads with Other Roads of
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the Road Act. The intersection influence zone was defined as 30 m from the stop line before
entering the intersection and 30 m after the intersection square. The coordinates of the
influence and noninfluence zones on the map were collected, and the latitude and longitude
data in the AVD were utilized to identify the influence zone. The preprocessed data were
used to analyze the driving behavior of vehicles in the influence and noninfluence zones
by driving mode.

3.3. Definition of Hazardous Road Sections

The AVD were used to define hazardous sections of real-world roads. Hazardous
road sections were determined by whether the autonomous emergency braking (AEB)
system, which detects unexpected events based on longitudinal deceleration, was activated.
The driving risk index (DRI) was defined as the proportion of events exceeding 0.5 g
(4.9 m/s?), the maximum deceleration of the AEB function proposed in the international
standard ISO-22179, among all events in which the AEB system was activated [19]. A total
of 219 sections were divided into sections based on the intersection influence area of 30 m.
However, school zones, within which the AD mode is not allowed under current Korean
law, were excluded from the analysis; thus, a total of 186 sections were utilized in the
analysis. The DRI was computed for each section, and a section was defined as hazardous
if its DRI was greater than the average for the entire section; otherwise, the section was
considered as normal. The DRI-based hazardous sections and normal sections were the
output variables of the DT analysis. The DRI computation is presented in Equation (1).

1
DRI pgp = LB H?EAEB 1)
"ap

where DRI, ;5 is the autonomous driving risk index based on hazardous events in segment
i, HDE';p is the number of hazardous events occurring in segment 7, and 'y, is the
number of driving events in AD mode for segment i (every second).

3.4. Simulation of Autonomous Vehicle Driving Behavior

VISSIM, a microscopic traffic simulation tool, was utilized to evaluate the safety of
mixed traffic conditions on urban roads depending on the MPR of autonomous vehicles.
The Wiedemann 74 model, which is mainly used for urban roads, was selected to construct
the car-following model. The parameters that can adjust the behavior of autonomous
vehicles are presented in Table 1 [20]. Three distribution parameters could be used to
adjust the behavior of autonomous vehicles in the simulations using the analysis results
for autonomous vehicle driving behavior on actual roads. ‘Desired speed distribution’” is
a parameter that allows the speed distribution to be adjusted according to the intersec-
tion influence and noninfluence zones and also allows the speed distribution of vehicles
to be adjusted. Additionally, ‘desired acceleration functions’ and ‘desired deceleration
functions’ are parameters that adjust the acceleration and deceleration distributions of
vehicles. The driving behavior of vehicles is adjusted based on their speed, acceleration,
and deceleration distributions according to the driving mode. For other parameters, such
as car-following and lane change parameters, values derived from the literature were
applied [21].

Table 1. Adjustment of VISSIM driver behavior parameters for each driving mode.

Division Parameter MD Mode AD Mode

Desired speed distribution
Distribution Desired acceleration functions Results of driving behavior using AVD
Desired deceleration functions

Average standstill distance [m] 2.0 2.0
Additive part of safety distance [m] 2.0 1.5
Multiplicative part of safety distance [m] 3.0 2.5

Car following !
(Wiedemann 74)
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Table 1. Cont.
Division Parameter MD Mode AD Mode
Waiting time before diffusion [s] 60.0 60.0
L h 1 Minimum headway (front/rear) [m] 0.5 0.2
ane change Safety distance reduction factor [m] 0.6 0.3
Maximum deceleration for cooperative braking [m/s?] -3.0 -3.0

! Parameter values adopted from prior research.

The simulation analysis section was selected as the autonomous mobility testbed in
Seoul, Sangam. The simulated sections were divided in the same way as the DRI-based
hazardous sections to compare the actual hazardous road sections and the simulated
hazardous sections. The traffic volume was obtained from View-T, a national traffic database
used when establishing a network. Then, signals were applied using the actual signals
at the intersections. In addition, bus stops, crosswalks, bicycle priority roads, and other
road facilities were constructed to obtain an environment similar to that of the actual roads.
Four scenarios were established with the MPR of autonomous vehicles ranging from 20%
to 80% in 20% increments. In total, 90 min of simulation experiments were conducted, of
which 30 min was a warm-up period.

3.5. Derivation of Promising Evaluation Indicators and Development of an Integrated Evaluation Index

Eleven vehicle interaction indicators were selected for the analysis of this study. The in-
dicators included the TTC-based conflict count, stopping distance index (SDI)-based crash
count, average deceleration rate to avoid a crash (DRAC), DRAC-based conflict count, crash
potential index (CPI), average spacing, standard deviation of spacing, time-varying volatil-
ity (VF) of spacing, average headway, standard deviation of headway, and time-varying
volatility of headway.

The TTC-based conflict count is defined as the number of conflicts with a TTC of less
than 1.5 s [22]. The SDl is a safety evaluation indicator that judges safe/unsafe conditions
based on the difference between the minimum stopping distance of the leading vehicle and
that of the trailing vehicle. When the stopping distance of the trailing vehicle is greater
than the stopping distance of the leading vehicle, the scenario is unsafe, as shown in
Equation (2). A conflict is defined as an SDI of less than 0 [23]. DRAC is the collision
avoidance deceleration when the trailing vehicle recognizes a hazard and starts to slow
down. As the DRAC increases, the safety decreases; the formula for this is shown in
Equation (3). Additionally, if the DRAC exceeds 3.35 m/ s2, it is defined as a conflict [24].
The CPI is the probability that the DRAC exceeds the maximum available deceleration
rate (MADR) in a given time interval [25]. As the CPI increases, safety decreases; this
computation is shown in Equation (4). The time-varying volatility is the variability of the
indicator value over time [26]. As the time-varying volatility increases, the safety decreases,
as shown in Equation (5).

SDIt =dpv —dry s ()
where dry ; is the stopping distance of the trailing vehicle at time ¢ (m) and dyy; is the
stopping distance of the leading vehicle at time ¢ (m).

(Veve — Vive)?

DRAC; = >
t

©)

where Vpy ; is the velocity of the trailing vehicle at time ¢ (m/s), V1 ; is the velocity of the
leading vehicle at time ¢ (m/s), and s; is the spacing at time f (m).

_ Y Pr(MADR < DRAC;)
B T

CPI 4)

where MADR is the maximum available deceleration rate (m/s?), DRAC; is the maximum
deceleration at time  (m/s2), and T is the analysis unit time.



Appl. Sci. 2024, 14, 9322

7 of 15

1 & )
Y (re—7) )

”_1t:1

VF =

where ¢ is the relative change in the indicator value at time ¢ (%), 7 is the number of data
points, and ¢ is the sampling interval.

Both autonomous vehicle and manually driven vehicle driving data were utilized to
derive the aforementioned evaluation indicators for the evaluation of mixed traffic condi-
tions. For the simulation-based hazardous road sections, 186 sections were selected, which
were the same as the sections defined as actual hazardous road sections. The evaluation in-
dicators were calculated for each road section. The definitions and equations for obtaining
the candidate evaluation indicators are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Candidate indicators for driving safety analysis.

Variable Name Definition Equation
A safety assessment metric that
TTC-based conflict count determines safe/unsafe conditions based TTC; = %
on TTC PV VLt

A safety assessment metric that
determines safe/unsafe conditions based
on the difference of minimum stopping
distances between the leading
and following vehicles

SDI-based conflict count SDIy =dyy —dry

The average collision evasion deceleration
rate when the following vehicle begins
to perceive a hazardous situation
and initiates deceleration

When the DRAC is greater than 3.35 m/s?, Number of DRAC >
it is defined as a conflict 3.35m/s?

The probability of the DRAC exceeding
the MADR within a given time interval

Avg. DRAC pRAC = ¥ pv,fz;vw,f)z

DRAC-based conflict count

_ Y Pr(MADR<DRAC,)
CPI CPI = %

The average distance from the rear of

Avg. spacing the leading vehicle to the front 5= 1 E s
of the following vehicle "
Std. spacing The standard deviation of vehicle spacing 0 = L(si=9)*
n
VF spacing The spacing variability over time VE. = |1 £ (1 —7)
s n—1
t=1

The time difference between the preceding .
vehicle and following vehicles n=1yn
when passing a specific point on the road "

Avg. headway

Std. headway The standard deviation of headway _ £(h-h)’

VF headway The headway variability over time VE, = ﬁ £ (ri — ?)2
=1

The DT analysis technique was used to select promising evaluation indicators that can
be used to effectively identify hazardous sections on actual roads. The 11 simulation-based
vehicle interaction safety evaluation indicators were used as input variables in the DT
analysis. Then, binary indicators representing DRI-based hazardous road sections and
normal sections were used as output variables to derive promising evaluation indicators
that affect the classification of real hazardous road sections. A DT is an analytical method
that categorizes or predicts data by plotting decision rules in a tree structure according to
specific criteria. DTs are intuitively easy to understand and are often used to determine
which variables have the most significant impact by providing key variables and separation
criteria, allowing for the easy interpretation of results [27]. It is necessary to apply an
optimal parameter, a hyperparameter, to prevent overfitting and select an appropriate tree
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size for DT analysis. The information gain is a quantification of the independent variable
and the criterion value that results in the lowest entropy between parent and child nodes
when classifying data [28]. The information gain quantifies the impact of each input variable
on the classification of the output variable and can be used to determine the importance
of variables. Information gain is a value between 0 and 1, where higher values mean that
the independent variable has a greater impact on classification. Thus, indicators with large
information gains are good indicators for identifying hazardous sections. An evaluation
indicator with a nonzero information gain is defined as a promising evaluation indicator
that increases the accuracy of real-world hazardous road section classification, which can
be computed through the formula in Equation (6).

k
Information gain = Entropy(before) — Y - Entropy(j,after) (6)
j=1

where Entropy(before) is the prior entropy, Entropy(j, after) is the posterior entropy, and j
is a child node.

The definition of an integrated evaluation index according to MPR requires weighting
by promising indicators. Weights are assigned using the information gain, which allows for
comparisons of the importance of variables. Since the sum of the information gains of all
promising indicators is 1, the derived value can be utilized as a weight. Next, normalization
should be performed when computing the integrated index due to the different units of
each promising indicator and the range of indicator values. Min—-max normalization was
used, a normalization method that represents different indicators as values between 0 and
1, as shown in Equation (7) [29]. For each scenario, a total of four integrated indices were
computed, with a higher value indicating a more hazardous section. The integrated index
can be computed by using Equation (8) for each scenario.

x — Min.(x)

Ve = Max.(x) — Min.(x)

(7)

where Vy is the normalized value of the evaluation indicator and x is the evaluation

indicator value. o . _
YMPRj = wq * (Vl) + wy * (Vz) + .o+ wy (Vn) (8)

where Yipg; is the integrated evaluation index for the MPR j, w; is the information gain

weight of evaluation indicator 7, and V; is the average normalized value of evaluation index
i for each section.

The variables that normalize the evaluation indicators used to develop the integrated
evaluation index are presented as follows. First, the TTC-based conflict count is VTCTCC, the
SDI-based conflict count is VSCDCI, and the DRAC-based conflict count is V/:Cng ac- Second,
the average spacing and average headway indicate greater safety as their values increase.
Therefore, the integrated evaluation index uses the inverse of these two indicators, so that

. .. 1/ Avg. 1/Avg. .
larger values represent more hazardous sections. This is shown as Vsp/aavg and V), d/w;g . Fi-

nally, the normalized average DRAC is expressed as Vg ;ﬁc, and the time-varying volatility

ot VE Std.
and standard deviation are represented as V) ;. ... -and Vb, .

4. Results
4.1. Adjustment of VISSIM Parameters Based on Driving Behavior Analysis

Descriptive statistics were obtained to identify the characteristics of the different
driving behaviors of autonomous vehicles and manual vehicles. The descriptive statistics
of speed for each driving mode in the areas influenced and not influenced by intersections
were compared using real-world AVD, and the results are presented in Table 3. The average
and standard deviation of the AD mode speed were lower than those of the MD mode
speed in the intersection-influenced zone, which can be interpreted as more stable driving.
Since the AD mode had a slightly greater average speed and lower standard deviation of
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speed than the MD mode in the noninfluence zone, the AD mode can be interpreted as
leading to faster driving than the MD mode in the noninfluence zone and slower driving as
the vehicle entered the intersection-influenced zone.

Table 3. Results of speed driving behavior analysis.

(a) Intersection Influence Zone

1 AD mode
160 MD mode
o 140
-
_g 120
5 100
g 80
)
g 60
=
Z 40
20
0 E ] ) >
6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56 61
Speed [km /h]
Descriptive statistics
Mode N Avg. Std. Var. 85th% Range Min. Max.
AD 2191 25.56 10.64 113.23 36.00 42 1 43
MD 3585 27.57 11.31 127.98 39.00 67 1 68
(b) Intersection Noninfluence Zone
160! | AD mode
&  MD mode
« 140
<
8 120
5 100
T 80
e
g 60
> 40
20
0 HH HHEEEHRRE R R R HE HEHH HHE HEHE EHRHEHHHEA >
6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56 61
Speed [km/h]
Descriptive statistics
Mode N Avg. Std. Var. 85th% Range Min. Max.
AD 2975 29.67 11.24 126.41 40.00 49 1 50
MD 4279 29.22 12.67 160.53 42.00 70 1 71

The VISSIM parameters that could be adjusted based on the results of the driving
behavior analysis were the desired speed distribution, the desired acceleration functions,
and the desired deceleration functions. The desired speed distribution can be applied to
the simulation in two ways. First, the behavior of the vehicles can be adjusted, in which
case, the speed distribution is applied without distinguishing between the intersection-
influenced zone and the noninfluence zone. Second, the desired distribution can be applied
to the speed distribution of the road, in which case, it is different in the influenced zone
and the noninfluence zone.

The desired acceleration functions and desired deceleration functions are parameters
that can only be adjusted by utilizing all three following values: average, maximum,
and minimum acceleration or deceleration. Both parameters can be applied in the form
of a distribution that shows the acceleration or deceleration values for a specific speed.
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The three distribution parameters of VISSIM were adjusted based on the results of the
driving behavior analysis in terms of speed.

4.2. Derivation of Actual Hazardous Road Sections

The first step was to define the actual hazardous road sections to select the indicators
that were effective in identifying such sections from among the candidate indicators.
A total of 3,238,883 autonomous driving mode data points and 867,065 deceleration data
points were collected from the AVD. There were 9658 events with AEB values greater than
4.9 m/s?. These were used to obtain the DRI for each section. The descriptive statistics
of deceleration in AEB-based risk events and the descriptive statistics of DRI by section
are presented in Table 4. Also, an example of a DRI-based hazardous section is shown
in Figure 2. The sections were chosen as an example of a hazardous section when three
or more consecutive road sections were hazardous. The example of a hazardous section
shown in the figure is a section where autonomous vehicles perform a right turn.

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of deceleration for risky event and DRI by section.

Descriptive Statistics

Statistics N Avg. Std. Var. 85th% Range Min. Max.
Deceleration for risk event 9658 —0.798 0.726 0.527 —1.111 13.833 —13.889 —0.056
DRI by section 186 0.338 0.947 0.896 0.464 5.708 0 5.708

Normal [PY T/ T

IV DRIy < DRIy

(c) Autonomous vehicle stops and right-turn

Figure 2. Example of DRI-based hazardous road section.

4.3. Derivation of Promising Evaluation Indicators and the Integrated Evaluation Index

A DT analysis was conducted to derive the promising evaluation indicators that should
be used to identify hazardous sections on actual roads from among the candidate interaction
safety evaluation indicators. In establishing the DT model, simulation-based interaction
safety evaluation indicators were used as the input variables; the output variables were the
DRI-based hazardous road sections and normal sections defined using AVD. All scenarios
were analyzed with a 7:3 ratio of training data to test data, with a total of 186 data points.
The hyperparameters of the model were determined from this analysis. The definitions of
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YMPR(,O = 0.316 = (

YMPRgo = 0.419 % (

Vsl,,/ai‘,”g') +0.229 (VES;) + 051+ (V7E

the parameters and the optimized values of the parameters for each scenario are presented
in Table 5 [30].

Table 5. Parameter optimization results.

Parameter Definition MPR 20 MPR 40 MPR 60 MPR 80
Class weight Whether to apply the weight of each class None None None None
- The function to measure .
Criterion the quality of a split Gini Entropy Entropy Entropy
. The strategy used to choose
Splitter the split at each node Best Best Best Best
Max depth The maximum depth of the tree 3 4 4 4

The minimum number of
Min samples split samples required to split 13 13 7 13
an intermediate node

The minimum number of samples

Min sample leaf required to be at a leaf node 7 13 1 13
The number of features
Max features to consider when looking Sqrt Log2 Sqrt Log2

for the best split

The confusion matrix and information gain of MPR 20 are shown in Table 6 as an
example of the results of the decision tree analysis. The MPR 20 scenario resulted in a
classification accuracy of 87.50%, while the MPR 40, 60, and 80 scenarios resulted in 78.57%,
85.71%, and 80.36% accuracies, respectively. The number of promising indicators that
affected the classification of hazardous sections varied by scenario. First, four promising
indicators of MPR 20 and their respective information gains are as follows. The average
spacing was 0.359, the SDI-based conflict count was 0.332, the time-varying volatility of
headway was 0.270, and the standard deviation of headway was 0.039. These values
were used as weights to develop an integrated index. Second, three promising indicators
were derived for MPR 40, namely, the average spacing, TTC-based conflict count, and
headway-based time-varying volatility, which were used as weights to develop the inte-
grated evaluation index. For MPRs of 60 and 80, the same method was used to develop
the integrated evaluation index. The formulas for the integrated evaluation indices for
the scenarios with MPRs of 20, 40, 60, and 80 are presented in Equations (9), (10), (11),
and (12), respectively. The average spacing was found to be a promising indicator and
was included in the integrated index in all scenarios. Additionally, it was the indicator
that best identified hazardous road sections among the candidate evaluation indicators
for each scenario. Regardless of the MPR of autonomous vehicles, spacing is an indicator
that affects driving safety; the shorter the distance is, the more hazardous driving is. The
developed integrated evaluation indices were utilized to derive hazardous road sections
for each scenario.

Yapry, = 0.359 + (vsl,,/ﬂf,”g') +0.332 5 (V) +0270« (VIE, ) 40039+ (VEfE. ) (9)

Yurpr,, = 0671 (Vslp/uévg) +0.180 « (VEfL) +0.149+ (VI ) (10)

) +0.205 % (VYE) +0.127 + (VES; ) + 0126 + (V”A”g') +0.116 (Vi ) +0.110 « <V§;§C) (1)

hdwy. hdwy.

y.) +0.117 « (%) +0.084 (m) (12)
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Table 6. An example of DT analysis results.

Confusion Matrix

Criterion Prediction Recall (%)
Normal Hazard
Actual Normal H 2 69.57
Hazard 5 8
Precision (%) 80.00 87.50
Information Gain
0.4 0.359
0.332
0.3 0.270
0.2
0.1
0.039
0 Avg. spacing  SDI-based conflict count ~ VF headway Std. headway

The road characteristics of the most hazardous sections according to the integrated
indicators for each scenario are shown in Figure 3. The most hazardous section in the MPR
20 scenario was segment 93, as shown in Figure 3a. Segment 93 is a four-lane approach that
includes an exclusive right-turn lane. Slowing down to make a right turn can result in a
rear-end collision with a vehicle that does not maintain a safe distance. Additionally, when
a vehicle stops due to pedestrians or bicyclists moving to the traffic island, it may interact
with the following vehicle, increasing the potential for conflict. The most hazardous section
in the case of MPR 40 was segment 23, as shown in Figure 3b, where a lane drop exists.
In segment 23, the lanes decrease to one lane, and a right turn is necessary to join the main
road. As right-turning vehicles in this section join the main road, there are interactions with
vehicles going straight on the main road, which would increase the potential for conflicts.
In addition, pedestrians crossing at the unsignalized crosswalk can cause collisions due to
the difficulty of maintaining a safe distance from following vehicles when stopping.

x
L= I
Signalized intersection

Unsignalized crosswalk

Right-turn

(b) MPR 40 (#23)

Signalized intersection

Right-turn

(c) MPR 60 (#18) (d) MPR 80 (#204)

Figure 3. Most hazardous section based on integrated evaluation index by different MPRs.
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The most hazardous section in the case of MPR 60 was segment 18, as shown in
Figure 3¢, with an approach to an unsignalized intersection. A vehicle stopping when a
pedestrian crosses the unsignalized intersection can result in a rear-end collision with a
following vehicle, while driving cautiously by decelerating before crossing the unsignal-
ized intersection can result in an interaction with a following vehicle, which can cause a
crash. In the MPR 80 scenario, the most hazardous section based on the integrated index
was segment 204, as shown in Figure 3d. Segment 204 is a signalized intersection with
three lanes for each direction, where frequent stop-and-go traffic occurs. The rightmost
lane of the section is a right-turn lane, which requires vehicles that aim to continue straight
from the right-turn lane or perform a right turn from the straight lane to perform a lane
change. Safety can be degraded due to interactions between vehicles changing lanes.

When comparing the integrated evaluation index values of the most hazardous sec-
tions by MPR, MPR 20 had a value of 0.462, MPR 40 had a value of 0.791, MPR 60 had a
value of 0.466, and MPR 80 had a value of 0.496. The results for the four MPR scenarios in
this analysis show that the most hazardous section of MPR 40, section 23, had the highest
integrated evaluation index value of 0.791. Segment 23, which requires a lane change due
to a lane drop, a right turn, and a stop due to an unsignalized crosswalk, had a high value
of the integrated evaluation index because it is a segment where various driving influence
factors should be considered.

5. Conclusions

Mixed traffic conditions continue to persist; in addition, the MPR of autonomous
vehicles on roads is expected to gradually increase as autonomous driving technology
develops. Recently, studies have been performed that consider the MPR of autonomous
vehicles for future intelligent transportation systems, and it is important to include a
realistic representation of the real-world road environment in a simulation to ensure the
reliability of such research. In addition, it is necessary to select realistic evaluation indicators
that effectively identify hazardous sections for driving safety on actual roads from among
various evaluation indicators in the simulation environment.

Driving data of autonomous vehicles in the autonomous mobility testbed were col-
lected to analyze driving behavior by driving mode. Using this information, promising
evaluation indicators for determining hazardous sections on actual roads were derived
after establishing a realistic simulation environment, and integrated evaluation indices
were developed. The intersection-influenced zone and noninfluence zone were separated
by driving mode when analyzing driving behavior. The results showed that the AD mode
exhibited more stable driving behavior than the MD mode did. The driving behavior
analysis results were used to simulate the behavior of autonomous and manual vehicles
according to the driving behavior of vehicles on actual roads. Additionally, the simulation
network was established to be the same as the autonomous mobility testbed by including
factors such as bus stops and crosswalks, and scenarios were examined in which the MPR
of autonomous vehicles varied. A total of 11 interaction evaluation indicators were selected
to evaluate driving safety according to the interactions between vehicles under mixed traffic
conditions. Then, a DT analysis was conducted to derive evaluation indicators that affect
the identification of hazardous road sections, which is defined as a classification problem.
A DT model was developed with the interaction safety evaluation indicators as input
variables and the actual hazardous road sections as output variables. The results of the DT
analysis showed that the promising evaluation indicators that improved the accuracy of
hazardous section classification varied by scenario. The promising evaluation indicators for
each scenario and the information gains of the evaluation indicators were used as weights
to develop an integrated evaluation index. Therefore, this study applied driving behavior
in simulations according to analyses of real-world autonomous vehicles. The parameters
adjusted the vehicle behavior, and this technique can be used when conducting research
using urban road simulation. In addition, the numbers of lanes, signals, crosswalks, illegal
parking vehicles, bus stops, etc., were constructed similarly to those of the actual road
environment when establishing the simulation network, which ensured the reliability of
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the results of this study. Furthermore, the proposed methodology for developing the
integrated index is expected to be utilized for the selection of evaluation indices in future
simulation-based driving safety analyses of vehicle interactions. Policymakers can develop
effective safety measures to address issues associated with mixed traffic situations that
would be affected by MPRs. In addition, proper evaluation indicators can be selected in
the consideration of the level of autonomous vehicles being developed and promote the
development of autonomous vehicle technology.

Further research should be conducted to obtain more generalized results. First, more
AVD should be collected. Since the AVD used in this study can only support the analysis of
longitudinal individual vehicle driving behavior, this was the type of analysis performed. In
addition, because the definition of actual hazardous road sections is based on longitudinal
deceleration, it is necessary to apply the methodology of this study again after collecting
further data in the future. Second, mapping actual crash data with the integrated index
needs to be conducted to evaluate the feasibility of the outcomes of this study. There is
a need for a comparative analysis of accident occurrence zones and hazard zones based
on the integrated evaluation index derived in this study using the accident history data
of autonomous vehicles. Additional incident history data can be collected to perform a
comparative analysis in order to improve the reliability of the results of this study. Finally,
real-world autonomous vehicle data can be widely used to support policymakers” decision
making. As autonomous vehicle technology develops, real-world data need to be collected,
and the proposed index in this study needs to be derived based on such real-world data.
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