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Abstract: Motor vehicle crashes remain a leading cause of life and property loss to society. Autonomous
vehicles can mitigate the losses by making appropriate emergency decision, and the crash injury
severity prediction model is the basis for autonomous vehicles to make decisions in emergency
situations. In this paper, based on the support vector machine (SVM) model and NASS/GES crash
data, three SVM crash injury severity prediction models (B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM) corresponding
to braking, turning, and braking + turning respectively are established. The vehicle relative speed
(REL_SPEED) and the gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) are introduced into the impact indicators
of the prediction models. Secondly, the ordered logit (OL) and back propagation neural network
(BPNN) models are established to validate the accuracy of the SVM models. The results show that
the SVM models have the best performance than the other two. Next, the impact of REL_SPEED
and GVWR on injury severity is analyzed quantitatively by the sensitivity analysis, the results
demonstrate that the increase of REL_SPEED and GVWR will make vehicle crash more serious.
Finally, the same crash samples under normal road and environmental conditions are input into
B-SVM, T-5VM, and BT-SVM respectively, the output results are compared and analyzed. The results
show that with other conditions being the same, as the REL_SPEED increased from the low (0-20 mph)
to middle (2045 mph) and then to the high range (45-75 mph), the best emergency decision with the
minimum crash injury severity will gradually transition from braking to turning and then to braking
+ turning.

Keywords: autonomous vehicle; crash injury severity prediction; support vector machine model;
emergency decisions; relative speed; total vehicle mass of the front vehicle

1. Introduction

Traffic crashes have caused significant loss to society such as life and property loss, traffic
congestion, etc. Rear-end crashes are considered to be the most frequently occurring type of traffic
crashes in many countries [1]. In the United States, the 2015 crash records showed that rear-end crashes
caused by the emergency braking of the frontal vehicles accounted for 27.7% of the total crashes,
causing about 13% of serious injuries and fatalities [2]. One potentially important factor in aggravating
crash severity is the inappropriate decisions made by drivers due to the inadequate surveillance and
risk perception, lack of responsiveness, and misjudgment [3].

1.1. Research Status of Autonomous Vehicles

In recent years, in order to reduce crash casualties and alleviate traffic congestion, autonomous vehicles
have attracted worldwide attention. The autonomous vehicle is an advanced stage of intelligent vehicle
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development. It can comprehensively utilize its ability of perception, decision-making, and manipulation
to replace human drivers and independently execute vehicle driving tasks in specific environments.
Because road environments and weather conditions are complicated and changeable, the crucial task
of realizing autonomous driving is to empower vehicles with a high degree of artificial intelligence,
then the autonomous vehicles can make real-time judgment on the driving status and environment
changes in all regions and weather conditions so as to ensure vehicle safe driving [4].

At present, the research on autonomous vehicles is mostly focused on safety control [5], and the
crash injury severity prediction for decision-making under emergency situation are seldom studied.
In this paper, the emergency situation refers to the situation where the crash is unavoidable. Under this
situation, the experienced drivers usually need to first observe and judge the current scene, then rely
on their own driving experience to weigh the risk of the crash target, and make an emergency decision
with the minimum crash injury severity, such as braking, turning, or braking + turning. Due to the
fact that drivers’ driving experience is characterized by the driving data of regular vehicles, in order
to adapt to complex traffic environment and reduce crash casualties, autonomous vehicles must be
trained by these data based on machine learning to establish the crash injury severity prediction model
corresponding to each emergency decision. In this way, autonomous vehicles can weigh the hazards of
various emergency decisions in advance, like drivers, in order to make emergency decisions with the
minimum injury severity [6].

1.2. Research Status of Crash Injury Severity Prediction Model

1.2.1. Statistical Models

At present, most studies used driving characteristics (age, gender), accident characteristics (time,
date, weather, light conditions), vehicle characteristics (vehicle type, limit speed), road characteristics
(curvature, slope, road adhesion coefficient, number of lanes), traffic control equipment, etc. as the impact
indicators of crash injury severity, and based on the statistical models to model crash injury severity
prediction [7-12]. Traditionally, the most used basic statistical models are binary logit/probit models [9,10]
and multinomial logit/probit model [11,12]. In order to improve the predictive performance of
these models, some studies considered the ordinal nature of injury severity variables and used the
ordered logit/probit models instead of traditional models [13-15]. There are also some studies that
take the heterogeneity and intrinsic relevance of the crash data into account, and develop more
advanced statistical models. For example, Lee et al. [16] considered the heterogeneity of explanatory
variables, and developed the heteroscedastic ordered logit (HOL) model for severity analysis of single-
and multi-vehicle crash. Shaheed et al. [17] considered the intrinsic relevance in injury severity,
and developed fully Bayesian hierarchical multinomial logit (BHML) model to correctly analyze the
factors affecting occupant injury severity in winter seasons. Most of the above models assumed that
the crash data had a certain distribution, and used the linear function to fit the relationship between
dependent and explanatory variables. However, a common shortcoming of the above statistical models
is that once the assumption is overturned, it will make an error in the estimation and prediction.

1.2.2. Machine Learning Model and Data Mining Techniques

In order to overcome the shortcoming of statistical models, some studies applied machine learning
algorithms and data mining techniques to predict crash injury severity. For example, Kashani et al. [18]
used classification and regression trees (CART) to analyze traffic crash data of the main two-lane,
two-way rural roads of Iran, the results showed that CART could easily find important variables and
improve the prediction accuracy of the fatality. Mujalli et al. [19] proposed a new Bayesian networks
(BN) model to model the crash injury severity prediction, the results showed that the proposed
BN model could simplify the prediction structure of the model without reducing the prediction
performance. Zeng et al. [20] used the neural network model to predict crash injury severity combining
with a convex combination (CC) algorithm, the results showed that the fitting and forecasting effect
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of the neural network model were better than that of OL model. Delen et al. [21] analyzed and
compared the prediction performance of artificial neural network (ANN), support vector machine
(SVM), decision trees (DT), and logistic regression models on crash injury severity using the crash
data of the national automotive sampling system/general estimation system (NASS/GES), the results
showed that SVM model had the best prediction performance with the highest accuracy.

1.3. Impact of Relative Speed and Vehicle Weight on the Crash Injury Severity

Although the above studies have analyzed the important impact indicators and their influencing
mechanisms on the crash injury severity, the relative speed between two crash vehicles (REL_SPEED)
and the gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) on crash injury severity have been seldom taken into
account. Some empirical studies have shown that the REL_SPEED and GVWR have a great impact
on the crash injury severity [22-25]. Tolouei et al. [22] analyzed the relationship between the crash
injury severity and the mass ratio of crash vehicles by using the relevant theory of crash mechanics,
the results showed that under certain conditions, the increase of vehicle mass would make crash
accidents more serious. Jurewicz et al. [23] analyzed the relationship between the relative speed of two
crash vehicles and the crash injury severity using the theory of crash dynamics, the results showed that
in rear end crashes, the increase of the relative speed would increase the serious injury or death rate.
The National Transportation Safety Board developed the range of vehicle speed variation for each crash
injury severity level using a logical parameter of assessing the probability of injury [24], and Xu [25]
used the conservation law of kinetic energy to establish the relationship between the relative speed of
two vehicles before the crash and the speed variation. Under certain emergency scenarios, combined
with these two studies [24,25], the correlation between the relative speed and the crash injury severity
would be obtained indirectly. It can be seen that the REL_SPEED and GVWR play important roles in
the crash injury severity prediction, so they need to be analyzed in depth in the process of establishing
a prediction model.

1.4. Objectives of This Study

The present study intends to take the emergency situation of two-vehicle crash caused by
emergency braking of the frontal vehicle as the research object, and studies the crash injury
severity under three emergency decisions based on the NASS/GES data, including braking, turning,
and braking + turning. By introducing the REL_SPEED and the GVWR into the impact indicators
of crash injury severity, the support vector machine (SVM) is used to establish crash injury severity
prediction models for autonomous vehicles. Specifically, this study makes the following contributions:

(1) A detailed description of the emergency decision-making process for autonomous vehicles under
emergency situation is conducted;

(2) Based on the NASS/GES crash sample data and SVM model, the braking-SVM (B-SVM),
turning-SVM (T-SVM), and braking + turning-SVM (BT-SVM) injury severity prediction model
corresponding to braking, turning, and braking + turning are established for autonomous vehicles
through the parameter optimization and kernel function selection process of particle swarm
optimization (PSO). Then the ordered logit (OL) and back propagation neural network (BPNN)
models are established to verify the efficiency of SVM in prediction accuracy;

(3) Based on the B-SVM, T-5VM, and BT-SVM model, a sensitivity analysis is conducted to quantify
the impact of REL_SPEED and GVWR on the crash injury severity;

(4) Based on the same crash sample, statistically analyze and compare the ratios of crash injury
severity output from B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM, and provide reference of emergency
decision-making for autonomous vehicles in emergencies;

(5) The research contents and conclusions are summarized, and the future research work is prospected.
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2. Emergency Decision-Making Process of Autonomous Vehicles under Emergency Situations

The emergency situations studied in this paper refer to the situations where the two-vehicle crash
cannot be avoided when the frontal vehicle is in emergency braking, and we assumed that there are
no conflicting vehicles in the adjacent lanes. The emergency decision-making process of autonomous
vehicles under emergency situations is shown in Figure 1. Firstly, the autonomous vehicle collects the
environment information using the sensor device, and inputs them into the data processing program
for information selection, fusion and extraction, to obtain the input variables required by the B-SVM,
T-SVM, and BT-SVM models. Then, the three models output their corresponding crash injury severity
for decision-making mechanism (DDM), by comparing them, DDM outputs the emergency decision
instruction with the minimum injury severity to the control system for operate the corresponding
actions. The scenes of vehicle braking, turning, and braking + turning in emergency situation are
showed in Figure 2.

During the whole process of information collection, transmission, processing, and execution,
the crash injury severity prediction module plays an important role. It is a thinking and analysis device
of the autonomous vehicles’ central system and is related to the loss of life and property caused by
traffic accidents. Therefore, the crash injury severity prediction model is an urgent need to ensure
autonomous vehicles to run on the road safely. The following will use the historical accident data to
model the crash injury severity prediction for different emergency decisions.

Severity predictiop Emergency
- » DDM =
variables results decision
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Figure 1. Emergency decision-making process of autonomous vehicles under emergency situation.
(B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM refer to the SVM crash injury severity prediction model corresponding
to braking, turning, and braking + turning, respectively, i.e., braking-support vector machine,
turning-support vector machine, and braking + turning-support vector machine).
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Figure 2. The crash scenarios of three emergency decisions under the emergency situation (vauto refers
to the speed of autonomous vehicle before making emergency decisions; vg o refers to the speed of
the front vehicle; V1 is the autonomous vehicle, and V2 is the emergency braking vehicle).

3. Data Preparation

3.1. Crash Data Description

In this study, the vehicle crash data come from the 2012-2015 GES data set in the NASS database
system established by the Transportation Department of the United States [2], which has a certain
authority, and is a nationally representative sample of police reported motor vehicle crashes of all
types, from minor to fatal. The system was created to identify traffic safety problems area, estimate
how many motor vehicle crashes of different kinds take place, and what happens when they occur.
In addition, the quality of these accident data are further checked through computer processing
and data supervisors, they are often used to answer motor vehicle safety questions from congress,
lawyers, doctors, students, researchers, and the general public. For the sufficient reliability of GES
data set, many experts in the field of vehicle active safety used them for vehicle crash analysis and
prediction [21,26].

The data set is mainly composed of three sub-data sets, namely accident, vehicle, and crash
participant data set [21]. The accident data set includes road conditions, environmental conditions
and other accident-related features. The vehicle data set includes a large number of characteristic
variables of the involved vehicles—such as the vehicle speed before the crash, the attempted avoidance
decision, etc—and the crash participant data set includes a large number of characteristic variables of
the participation members (drivers, passengers, pedestrians, cyclists, etc.), such as crash injury severity,
age, and gender. Each crash record contained in the three sub-data sets is matched by a uniform crash
number (CASENUM). The maximum injury severity involved in a crash is the dependent variable of the
prediction models in this study. In the GES data set, the maximum injury severity is divided into five types:
no apparent injury, possible injury, suspected minor injury, suspected serious injury and fatal.

3.2. Data Processing

3.2.1. Data Screening

(1) This paper only studies the crash mechanism of two vehicles in the same lane in urban road
environment, and the autonomous vehicle is a standard passenger vehicle. Therefore, from the GES
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data set, we only extract the two-vehicle crash data of the urban road environment caused by the
emergency braking made by the frontal vehicle, and the rear vehicle is a standard passenger vehicle.

(2) In order to ensure the accuracy of the later modeling, crash records with missing or wrong
data will be eliminated to obtain complete and accurate samples.

(3) Removing some variables in the GES data set that are independent of the crash injury severity,
such as driver’s zip code (DR_ZIP), vehicle identification number (VIN).

(4) In this paper, the autonomous vehicle has no driver and obeys the traffic rules, so we remove
the crash records caused by driver’s faults in the rear vehicle, such as drunken driving, drug driving,
violating traffic rules, etc.

After the above data screening, a total of 15,164 crash records are obtained, of which 58.7%
correspond to emergency braking decision, 18.4% to turning, and 22.9% to braking + turning.
In addition, 14 variables are selected as the impact indicators of the crash injury severity prediction
models, among them, REL_SPEED refers to the relative speed of vehicles at the moment before the
crash, their related descriptions are showed in Table 1.

3.2.2. Input and Output Variables of the Crash Injury Severity Prediction Models
(1) Input Variables

As seen in Table 1, there are 14 impact indicators for each sample in this paper. Excessive impact
indicator characteristics will affect the search of impact rules, and sometimes several impact indicators
can only reflect certain aspect characteristics of the data, which can easily cause a high degree of
overlap between indicator characteristics and then cause data analysis obstacles. In order to reduce the
computational complexity and improve forecasting efficiency of the crash injury severity prediction
models, the Principal Component Analysis (PCA) method is used to reduce the dimensions of the
impact indicators, so as to obtain a small amount of irrelevant new indicators on the basis of ensuring
the integrity of the original information as much as possible [27,28]. The new indicators are used as
the input variables to the prediction models.

Table 1. Description of the related variables of the crash injury severity.

Variable Coding  Symbol Description Data Type Descriptive Statistics *
REL_SPEED I Relative speed of the two o 36.72 (15.55)
vehicles/mph

Gross vehicle weight 10,000 lbs or Less (Low range): 0/64.0%;

GVWR I ratin Nominal 10,001 1bs—26,000 lbs (Middle range): 1/22.3%;
& 26,001 lbs or More (High range): 2/13.7%
Standard passenger car: 0/77.9%;
Vehicle type of the . Bus: 1/14.6%;
BODY_TYP ls frontal vehicle Nominal Motorcycle: 2/5%;
Medium/heavy truck: 3/2.5%
Speeding (The frontal . No: 0/73.4%;
SPEEDREL la vehicle) Binary Yes: 1/26.6%;
DAY_WEEK I5 Crash occurrence date Nominal Working day: 0/75.3%;

Off day: 1/24.7%

6:00 a.m.—9:59 a.m.: 0/12.7%;
10:00 a.m.—2:59 p.m.: 1/22.1%;
HOUR_IM Ig Crash time Nominal 3:00 p.m.-5:59 p.m.: 2/19.8%;
6:00 p.m.—-8:59 p.m.: 3/20.9%;
9:00 p.m.—5:59 a.m.: 4/24.5%

Daylight: 0/53.8%;
Dawn or Dusk: 1/3.8%;
Dark-lighted: 2/23.1%;

Dark-unlighted: 3/19.3%

LGTCON_IM I7 Light condition Nominal
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Variable Coding  Symbol

Description

Data Type

Descriptive Statistics *

WEATHR_IM

Weather condition

Nominal

Clear/Cloudy: 0/73.2%;
Fog: 1/8.7%;
Rain: 2/17.0%;
Snow: 3/0.8%;
Wind: 4/0.3%

VTRAFWAY

Iy

Lane type

Nominal

One-Way: 0/7.0%;
Two-Way, Not Divided: 1/76.6%;
Two-Way, Divided: 2/16.4%

VNUM_LAN

ho

Number of lane(s)

Numeric

3.07 (1.32)

VALIGN

I

Curvature of lane(s)

Nominal

Straight: 0/81.7%;
Curve: 1/18.3%

VPROFILE

Slope of lane(s)

Nominal

Level: 0/93.1%;
Grade: 1/3.7%;
Hillcrest: 2/2.2%

VSURCOND

Road surface conditions

Nominal

Dry: 0/81.4%;
Wet: 1/15.4%;
others: 2/3.2%

VTRAFCON

hy

Traffic control
equipment

Nominal

Regulatory Sign: 0/10%;
Traffic Signals: 1/42.5%;
No Controls: 2/46.4%;
Warning signs: 3/1.1%

* Numeric: mean (St. Dev.); Binary and Nominal: assignment/frequency percentage (%).

We randomly selected 1000 groups of samples for PCA, and the calculated results of PCA for each
principal component are shown in Table 2. The cumulative variance contribution rate of the first six
principal components has reached 89.7% (>85%), and their eigenvalues is greater than one. Therefore,
we use the first six principal components instead of the original indicators for each sample.

Table 2. Eigenvalues and contribution rates.

Principal Component Eigenvalue Variance Contribution Rate Cumulative
1 10.375 0.494 0.494
2 2.814 0.134 0.628
3 2.037 0.097 0.725
4 1.386 0.066 0.791
5 1.197 0.057 0.848
6 1.029 0.049 0.897
7 0.840 0.040 0.937
8 0.273 0.013 0.950
9 0.210 0.010 0.960
10 0.231 0.011 0.971
11 0.168 0.008 0.979
12 0.168 0.008 0.987
13 0.147 0.007 0.994
14 0.126 0.006 1.000

(2) Output Variables

In the crash data samples obtained above, the samples corresponding to no apparent injury,
possible injury, suspected minor injury, suspected serious injury and fatal, account for 54.2, 16.6, 16.8,

7.5, and 4.9% respectively. To balance the proportion of each injury severity, we classify them into
three groups as the output variables of the prediction models, namely, no injury (no apparent injury),
non-incapacitating injury (slight injury, suspected minor injury), incapacitating/fatal (suspended

serious injury, fatal), as seen in Table 3.
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Table 3. Output variables of the crash injury severity.

Crash Injury Severity Description Represented Value Statistics

No injury no apparent injury -1 54.2%

possible injury 0 33.4%

Non-incapacitating
suspected minor injury

suspected serious injury

Incapacitating/fatal 1 12.4%

fatal

4. Methodology

4.1. Support Vector Machine Model

Support vector machine (SVM) is a machine learning method based on statistical learning
theory, which was put forward by C. Cortes and H. Drucker [29]. It has the characteristics of strong
learning ability for small samples and good model generalization performance [30]. In recent years,
SVM has achieved a breakthrough in theoretical research and algorithm implementation, and has been
successfully applied to classification, function approximation, and time series prediction.

SVM was first used to solve the binary classification problem of linear discrete data. As shown
in Figure 3, the basic principle is to find an optimal hyperplane that satisfies the data classification
requirements, and obtain the maximum margin between two sample points while ensuring the
classification accuracy.

L7

. Maximum
N margin

> X

Figure 3. Concept of optimal hyperplane.

In the case of linear Cclassification, suppose the training sample is SV =
{(x1, 1), (x2,2), ., (Xm, ym)}, x € RY, ye € {-11}, k = 1,2,...,m, among which x; is the
input variable, yy represent the crash injury severity, m is the number of training samples, and R? is a
d-dimensional real number space.

SVM linear classification means that there exists a hyperplane w-x + b = 0 that can correctly
classify all samples, where w is an adjustable weight vector and b is the bias. The hyperplane needs
to meet

ye(w-xp+0)>1,k=1,2,...,m (1)

Calculate the classification interval as

w-x,+b w-x,+b 2
: o= )

=1yl xlp=—1y @]l o]

The optimal hyperplane requires that the classification interval be maximized, that is, requires
that the ||w|| is minimized, then the optimal hyperplane problem can be expressed as a minimum
function that satisfies the constraint of (1)
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p(w) = 3w = 2 (ww) ©

Using the Lagrangian duality transformation and choosing the appropriate penalty function
¢, the optimal hyperplane problem can be transformed into solving the maximum of the quadratic
programming problem, i.e.,

3

w(a) =Y ax—3 ¥ axayey (Xx xp)
K=1 ki=1

yr[(w-xg) +b] 1> 0

m 4)
s.t. Y Yrax =0
k=1
0<a<c¢ck=1,...,m
where gy is the lagrange coefficient.
Finally, the optimal classification function in the case of linear classification can be obtained
m
f(x) =sgn{w"-x+b"} =sgn Zaiyk(xk'x)—f—b* (5)
k=1

where a;, b* are the parameters to determine the optimal hyperplane, (x;-x) is the dot product of
two vectors.

When dealing with non-linear problems, it is necessary to map the input variables into the
high-dimensional space and construct the optimal hyperplane in the high-dimensional space. At this
time, we need to select appropriate kernel functions K(x, x¢) to achieve linear classification of nonlinear
problems. Then, the objective function of the optimal hyperplane problem becomes

m 1 m
w(a) =Y a— 5 Y arayyiK(xg, xp) (6)
k=1 kI1=1

Then get the optimal classification function in the case of nonlinear classification

flx) = Sgn{ i apyeK(x, xx) + b*} 7)

k=1
There are three types of commonly used kernel functions:

(1) Polynomial kernel function: K(x, x;) = (y(x-xx) + 1)1
(2) Radial basis kernel (RBF) function: K(x, x;) = exp (—“‘{;{”2)

(3) Sigmoid kernel function: K(x, x¢) = tan(v(x-x;) + )

The crash injury severity prediction model constructed in this paper is a three-classification
problem (no injury, non-incapacitating, incapacitating/fatal), i.e., yx € {—1,0,1}. Since the above
traditional SVM model only considers the problem of binary classification, so the SVM model needs
to be extended to build the multiple SVM classifiers. The multi-classifier construction of Libsvm
(Libsvm is a fast and effective SVM software package) is implemented by combining multiple binary
classifiers [31]. In the training, the three types of crash injury severity are classified into three
binary combinations—including no injury and non-incapacitating, no injury and incapacitating/fatal,
non-incapacitating and incapacitating/fatal—as shown in Figure 4. After training, three binary-class
SVM training models are obtained. In the testing, these three SVM training models are used to classify
each sample, and then the category with the largest number of classification results is selected as the
sample category.
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Since the purpose of predicting crash severity for autonomous vehicles is to make the emergency
decision with the minimum injury severity, it is necessary to establish crash injury severity prediction
models corresponding to different decisions (braking, turning, and braking + turning), so as to provide
a comparative basis for autonomous vehicles in emergency situations. The three models are referred
as B-SVM, T-5VM, and BT-SVM, respectively.

Non- Incapacitating/
Incapacitating fatal

Non- Incapacitating/

DTy Incapacitating Dl e fatal

Figure 4. Multi-classifier construction of Libsvm.

In this paper, the sample set corresponding to each emergency decision is selected from the above
crash records, and 70% samples are randomly selected from each sample set for training, and the
remaining 30% for testing. In order to obtain the optimal B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM, the B-S5VM,
T-SVM, and BT-SVM with different kernel functions are trained and compared using the corresponding
training sample set.

4.2. Process of Parameter Optimization and Kernel Function Selection

After input the training samples into the SVM models, we use the particle swarm optimization
(PSO) algorithm to search for the optimal parameters. PSO is a parallel algorithm, which has been
applied in many fields for its advantages of ease of execution, high accuracy, and fast convergence [32].
Its research method is to assume that the particles in the particle swarm are all individuals with no
mass and volume. Relying on the independent particle’s adaptability and learning ability to the
environment, the flight results of the individual particle and particle swarm are combined to adjust the
particle’s own position and flight speed to achieve optimal search [33]. The optimal parameter selection
process of SVMs based on the PSO algorithm is shown in the Figure 5 below. The classification accuracy
is taken as the fitness function and the main parameters of PSO are set as follows: the population size
is N = 50, the inertial weight is y = 0.9, the particle acceleration constant is C; = 1.4, C; = 1.6, and the
number of iterations is 500.

Figure 5. Optimal parameter selection of SVM based on the PSO algorithm.
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5. Results and Discussion

5.1. Estimation of SVM Crash Injury Severity Prediction Models

After several iterations, the parameter optimization results of B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM are
obtained, as shown in the following Figure 6 and Table 4. It can be seen from the Figure 4 that the
training accuracy of using RBF kernel function is the highest in the B-SVM, T-5VM, and BT-5VM,
which are 93.176, 87.111, and 88.442% respectively, followed by the sigmoid kernel function with the
training accuracy for 92.894, 83.338, and 83.225% respectively, and the polynomial kernel function with
the training accuracy for 92.296, 79.275, and 83.113% respectively. The iterating numbers of the SVM
models with RBF kernel function to achieve the highest training accuracy are less than that of the other
kernel functions, which are 94, 148, and 132 for B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM respectively. The results
show that the SVM models with RBF kernel function have the best performance on classification
accuracy, which can be explained by the fact that the number of coefficients of RBF kernel function is
less, and it is not limited by the spatial dimension and sample size.

Table 4. Training classification accuracy of SVMs/ % with different kernel functions.

Model
Kernel B-SVM T-SVM BT-SVM
Polynomial 92.296 79.275 83.113
RBF 93.176 87.111 88.442
Sigmiod 92.894 83.338 83.225
100 — — 100 ——7——T1 T 7 2ol T 1 T
80 — 80 80 —]
I o
o, . 0 © =]
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Figure 6. Parameter optimization of three SVM models with different kernel functions.

Therefore, the RBF kernel function is selected as the kernel function of B-SVM, T-SVM,
and BT-SVM model. The optimal parameters obtained by the training are shown in the Table 5.

Table 5. Optimal parameters of SVMs with RBF kernel functions.

Parameters c -
Model

B-SVM 3.7413 0.4857
T-SVM 21.0744 0.0277
BT-SVM 8.1121 0.1854

5.2. Performance of SVM Models

This paper trains the most widely used statistical algorithm, OL algorithm, and the machine
learning algorithm, BPNN with the same training samples to establish OL and BPNN crash injury
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severity prediction models, then compares their prediction accuracy with the above established SVM
models to verify the superior performance of SVM in the crash injury severity prediction.

5.2.1. Establishment of OL Models and BPNN Models
(1) Establishment of OL Models

OL model is extended by the binary logit model, which provides a common and convenient
framework for analyzing such data in which the dependent variable is both discrete and ordered.
OL models only carry out regression analysis for significant variables. In this paper, we use the
combined stepwise (CS) to research the significant variables affecting the injury severity for OL model.
Based on all the candidate variables, CS removes the independent variables step by step which does
not meet the required significant level, and then outputs the significant variables for the OL model.
We make the significance level 0.05, when p < 0.05, the independent variable is retained. The OL
prediction models corresponding to braking, turning, and braking + turning decision are recorded as
B-OL, T-OL, and BT-OL, respectively. The parameter estimation results of each OL model are shown in
the Table 6 below.

Table 6. Parameter estimation based on the OL model.

B-OL Model T-OL Model BT-OL Model
Variable
Estimate p Value Estimate p Value Estimate p Value

REL_SPEED 0.032 0.016 0.029 0.02 0.017 0.019
GVWR 1.215 0.007 1.141 0.017 1.472 0.008
LGTCON_IM 0.175 0.000 - - 0.277 0.000

WEATHR_IM 0.407 0.000 - - - -
VNUM_LAN - - —0.07 0.000 —0.251 0.001
VALIGN - - 0.286 0.000 0.332 0.003
VPROFILE - - 1.132 0.001 1.241 0.000
VSURCOND 0.139 0.007 0.802 0.003 0.998 0.015

Cutoff point 1 2.944 - 3.872 - 5.405 -

Cutoff point 2 4.503 - 6.743 - 9.277 -

(2) Establishment of BPNN Models

BPNN is one of the most widely used learning algorithm, which is a multilayer feed forward
neural network trained in accordance with the error back propagation algorithm. In order to full
verify the performance of SVM model, the BPNN is established to compare SVM model on the
performance of predicting the crash injury severity in this paper. Three BPNN models corresponding
to braking, turning, and braking + turning decision are recorded as B-BPNN, T-BPNN, and BT-BPNN,
which consist of an input layer, five hidden layers, and an output layer, as seen in Figure 7. The six
principal components obtained above are the parameters of input layer, and the corresponding crash
injury severity is set as the parameter of output layer. The number of nodes in the hidden layers
is determined through checking the prediction accuracy of BPNN with different number nodes.
i1 refers to the output of the nth node in the (I — 1)th hidden layer. After setting up the relevant
parameters, input the same 75% training samples into three BPNN models respectively for iterative
training. When the iterative numbers of B-BPNN, T-BPNN, and BT-BPNN model arrived at 84, 152,
111, respectively, the error values of the three neural networks all converge to the target values, as seen
in Figure 8. Then B-BPNN, T-BPNN, and BT-BPNN prediction model are obtained.
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Figure 8. Iterative results of three BPNNS.

5.2.2. Performance Comparison of SVM, OL, and BPNN Models

Y

We input the 25% test samples into the SVM models with RBF kernel function, OL and BPNN
models to verify the performance of SVM model on the prediction accuracy. The prediction accuracy is
the ratio of the accurate classification number in the samples. The prediction accuracy of the SVM, OL,
and BPNN models is shown in the Tables 7-9 below.

Table 7. Prediction accuracy of SVM model in the training and testing.

Training (%)

Testing (%)

Crash Injury Severity
B-SVM T-SVM BT-SVM B-SVM T-SVM BT-SVM
No injury 94.126 92.107 92.573 91.514 88.903 89.323
Non-incapacitating 91.355 86.642 86.339 89.039 82.871 84.680
Incapacitating /fatal 87.417 84.408 85.015 85.977 81.072 82.983
Overall 93.176 87.111 88.442 88.001 84.712 85.229
Table 8. Prediction accuracy of OL model in the training and testing.
Training (%) Testing (%)
Crash Injury Severity & 8
B-OL T-OL BT-OL B-OL T-OL BT-OL
No injury 81.787 79.475 82.127 76.522 73.442 74.627
Non-incapacitating 77.086 71.618 73.503 71.553 62.785 69.320
Incapacitating /fatal 65.296 59.692 61.551 59.352 57.632 59.468
Overall 76.883 69.261 71.727 71.424 65.384 68.488
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Table 9. Prediction accuracy of BPNN model in the training and testing.

X . Training (%) Testing (%)
Crash Injury Severity
B-BPNN T-BPNN BT-BPNN B-BPNN T-BPNN BT-BTNN
No injury 87.252 85.972 86.022 80.532 76.740 78.338
Non-incapacitating 84.421 78.883 80.554 73.101 67.263 71.679
Incapacitating /fatal 79.334 71.053 79.899 66.711 59.579 63.578
Overall 82.769 76.637 81.269 72.559 66.750 70.086

It can be seen from the above Tables 7-9 that the classification performance of SVM model is the
best, with the 93.176, 87.111, and 88.442% accuracy for B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM respectively in
the training, and with 88.001, 84.712, and 85.229% accuracy in the testing, followed by the BPNN and
OL models. This would be attributed to the fact that SVM can map high-dimensional data using the
RBF kernel function, while the traditional statistical model has poor prediction performance with the
high-dimensional data.

Also, the results show that the classification accuracy for no injury is the highest in SVM,
BPNN, and OL models in the training and testing, and then followed by non-incapacitating and
incapacitating/fatal, which can be explained by the fact that the probability of no injury caused by
crash accident is higher than that of non-incapacitating and incapacitating /fatal.

For the three decisions, the prediction effect of the crash injury severity prediction model
corresponding to the turning decision is lower than that of the other decisions. It reveals that the crash
characteristic significance that makes the vehicle take turning avoidance decision are lower than that
of braking and the braking + turning.

5.3. Sensitive Analysis of REL_SPEED and GVWR on the Crash Injury Severity

The previous literature has shown that the REL_SPEED and GVWR are important impact
indicators of the crash injury severity, and the two variables have been selected as significant variables
in the parameters estimation of OL models. So how does the REL_SPEED and GVWR affect the crash
injury severity? In this paper, we quantitatively evaluate the effects of REL_SPEED and GVWR on
crash injury severity by analyzing the sensitivity of B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-S5VM to the changes in
REL_SPEED and GVWR, as follows:

(1) Firstly, for all the crash samples with GVWR in low range (less than 10,000 lbs) and
the REL_SPEED of 0 to 20 mph, we reset other impact indicators as the standard values
ie,(Is,ly,...,hg) = (0,0,...,0,1,0,...,0) (considered as the normal road and environmental

condition) and then inp7ut them izrl1to B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM model respectively,
and calculate the ratio of each crash injury severity output from each SVM model at different
REL_SPEEDs.

(2) Then, based on the samples with the REL_SPEED of 20 mph, control other impact indicators
unchanged, we gradually increase the REL_SPEED with an increase unit of 2.5 mph and the
maximum limit of 75 mph. Every time the REL_SPEED changes, a new set of crash samples is
obtained and input into each SVM model. From the output of each SVM model, the ratio of each
crash injury severity corresponding to the REL_SPEED is calculated. In this way, we can get the
trend that the ratio of each crash injury severity varies with the REL_SPEED when GVWR is in
the low range.

(3) Finally, based on the above obtained crash samples with GVWR in the low range and the
REL_SPEED of 0 to 75 mph, change the GVWR from low range to middle (10,001~26,000 1bs),
high (more than 26,001 lbs) range, respectively. By calculating the ratio of each crash injury
severity output from B-SVM, T-S5VM, and BT-SVM model respectively, we can get the trend that



Electronics 2018, 7, 381 15 of 20

the ratio of each crash injury severity varies with the REL_SPEED when GVWR is in the low,
middle, and high range, respectively.

After the operations and data statistics, the quantitative effects of the REL_SPEED and GVWR on

the crash injury severity with the B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM model are shown respectively in the
Figure 9 below.
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Figure 9. The changing trend of crash injury severity ratio under different conditions. (a) With the
B-SVM model, the changing trend of each injury severity ratio with the REL_SPEED when the GVWR
is in different ranges. (b) With the T-SVM model, the changing trend of each injury severity ratio with
the REL_SPEED when the GVWR is in different ranges. (c) With the BT-SVM model, the changing trend
of each injury severity ratio with the REL_SPEED when the GVWR is in different ranges. From left
to right, each column represents the changing trend of no injury ratio, non-incapacitating ratio and
incapacitating/fatal ratio with the REL_SPEED when the GVWR is in different ranges, respectively.
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As can be seen from the above Figure 7, in the B-SVM, T-5VM, and BT-SVM model, each injury
severity ratio has the similar changing trend when the GVWR is in different ranges. Take the B-SVM
model at the low GVWR range as an example.

(1)  When the REL_SPEED is in the low range (0-20 mph), the no injury ratio decreases rapidly,
and the non-incapacitating ratio increases rapidly, while the ratio of incapacitating/fatal
has no significance change. This phenomenon indicates that in the low REL_SPEED range,
with the increase of the REL_SPEED, most of the decreased no injury accidents is converted to
non-incapacitating accidents.

(2) When the REL_SPEED is in the middle range (2045 mph), the increasing rate of the
non-incapacitating ratio decreases gradually, while the increasing rate of the incapacitating /fatal
ratio increases gradually, which indicates that in the middle REL_SPEED range, the conversion
from the decreased no injury accidents to incapacitating/fatal accidents is increasing gradually,
and the conversion from the decreased no injury accidents to the non-incapacitating accidents is
decreasing gradually.

(3) When the REL_SPEED is in the high range (45-75 mph), the no injury ratio tends to 0 gradually,
and the non-incapacitating ratio decreases rapidly, while the ratio of incapacitating/fatal
increases rapidly, which reveals that in the high REL_SPEED range, most of the increased
incapacitating/fatal accidents are converted from the decreased non-incapacitating accidents.

(4) The results show that, with the same other conditions, the consequence of vehicle crash will
become more serious as the REL_SPEED increases.

In addition, the figures also show that with the three SVM models, when GVWR changes from
the low range to the middle and high range, the no-injury ratio decreases to a greater extent, and the
incapacitating/fatal ratio increases to a greater extent, which indicates that with the same other
conditions, the increase of GVWR will increase the vehicle crash severity.

5.4. Comparison of the Crash Injury Severity under Various Emergency Decisions

In emergency situation, the autonomous vehicle must first compare the crash injury severity by
making each emergency decision, and then make the decision with the minimum crash injury severity.
Therefore, it is necessary to make a comparative analysis of the crash injury severity corresponding to
each emergency decision and mine the decision-making rules in different emergency conditions from
the driving data of regular vehicle.

In this paper, we take the REL_SPEED and GVWR as examples, maintain the other impact
indicators to take standard values (I3,1y,...,114) = (0,0,...,0,1,0,...,0), and respectively change

—_——— N —

REL_SPEED from 0 to 75 mph and GVWR from the low7to the higfl range gradually, to compare
and analyze the changing trend of the output of B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM with the change of
REL_SPEED and GVWR, respectively. The results are as shown in Figure 10. In fact, the results of
these figures are the same as those in the previous section. However, the line combinations in each
figure are different in the two section, which have different exploring purposes.

As can be seen from the Figure 10, when the GVWR is in the low range, in the low REL_SPEED
range (0-20 mph), the ratio of each crash injury severity is basically the same in the output of the three
SVM models, which shows that the crash injury severity caused by making three emergency decisions
is the same in the case of an emergency. In the middle REL_SPEED range (20-45 mph), there is no
significant difference in the ratio of each crash injury severity for the output of T-SVM and BT-SVM
models, but they output a lower ratio of non-incapacitating and incapacitating /fatal than B-SVM, and a
higher ratio of no injury than B-SVM, this means that compared with the braking decision, making
turning and braking + turning can reduce the crash injury severity and have the same contribution
effect. In the high REL_SPEED range (45-75 mph), among the three SVM models, the BT-SVM model
output the highest no injury ratio, and the lowest non-incapacitating and incapacitating/fatal ratio,
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which indicates that under this situation, to reduce the crash injury severity, autonomous vehicles
need to make braking and turning decisions simultaneously.
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Figure 10. The changing trend of crash injury severity ratio with different SVMs. (a) When GVWR is in
the low range, the changing trend of each crash injury severity ratio with the REL_SPEED in different
SVM models. (b) When GVWR is in the middle range, the changing trend of each crash injury severity
ratio with the REL_SPEED in different SVM models. (c) When GVWR is in the high range, the changing
trend of each crash injury severity ratio with the REL_SPEED in different SVM models.

When the GVWR changes from the low range to middle, high range in turn, the low and middle
REL_SPEED ranges that can achieve the above results are gradually moving forward, which makes
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the low and middle REL_SPEED range smaller and smaller, and the high REL_SPEED range larger
and larger.

For the same input, when the crash injury severity between emergency decisions is consistent,
in order not to affect the traffic operation of other lanes and make the driving habits of autonomous
vehicles consistent with regular vehicles, autonomous vehicles should try to take the simplest action.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, the two-vehicle crash caused by the emergency braking of the frontal vehicle was
taken as the research object. Based on the SVM model and the NASS/GES crash samples, the SVM
crash injury severity prediction models corresponding to three emergency decisions (namely B-SVM,
T-SVM, and BT-SVM) were trained for autonomous vehicles through the process of the parameter
optimization and the optimal kernel function selection. Compared with the other two kernel functions,
the training accuracy of three SVM models with the RBF kernel function was the highest, which are
93.1758, 87.1112, and 88.4422% respectively. Then, with the test samples the SVM model were compared
with the OL and BPNN models for classification accuracy, the comparison results showed that the
SVM model had the best classification performance on the crash injury severity with the classification
accuracy for more than 84%.

Secondly, based on the B-SVM, T-SVM, and BT-SVM model, the sensitivity analysis was conducted
to explore the effects of REL_SPEED and GVWR on the crash injury severity. The results showed that
with the same conditions, increasing the REL_SPEED and GVWR would make the crash more serious.
Therefore, in the prediction models, these two variables could not be ignored.

Finally, in order to make the best emergency decision for autonomous vehicles in emergencies,
this paper input the crash samples with normal road and environmental conditions into B-SVM,
T-SVM, and BT-SVM model respectively, then calculated and compared the ratio of the crash injury
severity output from each model. This study found that in the emergency situations, when the GVWR
was in the low range, with the same other conditions, as the REL_SPEED increased from the low
to middle and then to the high range, the best emergency decision with the minimum crash injury
severity would gradually transition from braking to turning and then to braking + turning. As the
GVWR increased, the low and middle REL_SPEED ranges that could achieve the above results would
be narrowed, and the high REL_SPEED range would be enlarged. To a certain extent, the results were
basically consistent with the actual driving experience, which further demonstrated the rationality of
the SVM prediction models in this paper.

Although the SVM crash injury severity prediction models established in this study can help
autonomous vehicles to make the emergency decision with the minimum crash injury severity under
emergency conditions, and the prediction performance is better than the other models, there are still
some weak points and limits. For example, due to the limited data sources, we only start from the
crash accident scenario on a simple single lane to explore the feasibility of the prediction methods
proposed in this paper. In future research, we will factor adjacent lanes into our prediction methods,
and we will use V2X equipment to deploy long-term micro-data collection strategy in the future
to explore this research in depth and establish a better crash injury severity assessment model for
autonomous vehicles.
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