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Data Mining for Road Traffic Accident Type Classification
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Tree, ZX|AE 3 HEME 0|8510] Al Mzt 2F &2y T 9
T2 O|RO0{T nEAMD SHYUFLS MYHS E2HE AL MZzwHsto] FEYy Us wF
Mel2 ol5tol x? ERM A3} Decision TreeE 0/25tH D, MEE MAES AZHUD 2X|A
B3l EMe 7|x2 ol&Act EMZ D MIIX|7|HZo ERFEZOE= Felst Xo|i}t fle
He 2 uetRtct.  a8{ut Decision Tree7t Ayt MeisH ol BEMFHAIZE AlD M2l HH

oS Z Holoq A}

$eluete AL vEe) 718 BFFS BALAG A B FAL oprlan U
A ERE 234 W TFAL AL 959 olF ©Al A Foiur] AR %6l @
3 260585279 REALIF BAPT T F 1V2W6WE3F L AMFRZ AdTie] 226% F71E
AESn ATh(A A, 1996) AT B LFAT F7ES BT ARF A7Pe dosn )
om, Bojg FEe ARE - AW 4 2T A

REAT Z2E A AL A7) A 2EAD 249 L 54 FHsE o)
dslojol At TEAIR AT BAY E2AHTE, BFo|§4H, 1F2D, SIAEA,
4 5 Oed Arel AstHeln FYHA 2A BHE Ba WEAT YL A% A
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g men, RS, GFA BAs) fate dolE wloly 71&e o§¥ BEAL BAE
F3A B} -' - o
=

BoAE A AAE(FALES AU F5)E EALELY ATEF W52 ¥
) ej7}x dlolE wlolyrWE 217 % (Neural Network)® 4, Decision Tree, &
2Ag olgstden ZY2AL A8 9%6d ALolH LAY TFAL A2E &
d9T. B A72 234 Aln AZE st BRE A9ds L FFE>eve)S AT Am
Aztze) et dolelntold 7 HY BF A4S nzsnA :

olE A B &9 TAL v ok 2%dlA wlolH vlelde] ¥ AWk nFH JE
23¢ AP 3FANE EFEYS AT dxddyg A 7HA Ve ERAFEE 24
st o nlA o2 ABAME =g WEE T LEAL E40 HFF HolH whold
78S A A

Il. diolE otold

dlolg mlolydold W& Z:o dHojEH £oA LA F& AYS TAY F&I7]) HAFH
RApz WPstz oS ugoz trge Fddo dojgdA oFdE AAFCIE)IH.(Berry &
Linoff, 1997) dlol¥ mlold& ol &8 BAAeE 59 Hehsl 8520 net ojwd 7ide A
222 AAAE AAs ol . RFE BHoz st HelH wheld Jlde A HEF
2 ‘gelee e’z Uyel Ak A F&& vl IAF Fo AA A= BEE 2V A
ol ol EAMstn: JHe 2&3E 9d, ol Rt HOEHE V& 43 & HALH

Az Aol BRY. = A2 LAY volHg 7E9 dolHse AALE FE V1Y (ZA
A 1997) ABEZ S thAl 47 H W} Decision Tree, 2X 28 ALY, AZF o2 1
do] A9 dolE BeE HITo|xH, Az iEeEs o2 UE & Yk & A7dAME 8
olE wmlold 71EFE UWtHoz dEHe B AFHL A Yux FriHD JEe AEE
3 W2y 2ad 5 B AYNS AT 93 dige) s Add distd O dde ¥Rt

3 S
2 gz Folr} ALg7} dolry] ¢ FFo] 3l Decision Tree, AFH FTALZY 7H2=
W oW 717+ ol& Hoje X 2E FARANLE nFAL AE HEA AL AGE EF AR
o] BAHAM vlma] Bk AA AREH M 7 MY A AR v Ao

Decision Treed tiAte] Hi g AAWUFE 71Fo2 YE/HAANYE 2 /e a2xdes
FE3E B F(Classification)3t: o] Z3tE 71golth. Decision tree®] AAAFL #Fd £72
B2 Jehls 2&¥S5d 9%L 713 £ Y EE AFES NEH R HAEA ol £

So 714 8% AYHSFE AP §H o] MFE HolEHE EFIL UFoE ToT AF
Hestal U] HolEelE A B8 Decision Tree: SUA #ARE 5902 1’ testd ¥
o 71 2 FAEHE R HYWEFE o83 EF3E CHAIDS Entropy EE GINI
IndexSo| 93l EH3tE C45 CARTEnE 5ol lth.(Bigus, 1996)

AFT AALYL QAzte FHE 2wty A% FHTFY WAUSE FHHeE HIF AT
Az & Rofolth AARF 71F 48 AHgsHE dAg AFTe] 742 YEF(Input Layer),
s ojate] &4 =(Hidden Layer), ¥ %(Output Layer)22 o|Fojx glom £4F L& wd
(neuron) == xEZ(node)dt 23t Li(element)E FAHO Utk o]EL tF F9 229
AT TE 71EA(weigh)E ZE FAUnk)E A4 glon AdAd 2GS dHHUL=
ulo} £ &4 34 (activation function)oll 2l&l &8 gg AAQSA Hed o &% o
A Jegtoz 2HEsA @t

228 AARAL &S5y HFEY o 1 AFE APEFXY FrE sto A58
2 @ o AAEEE 24AQ ot dutyoz 2alxE RS g3 o] Aedh
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expla;+ B X 1+ B, Xo+..+ 8, X,)

Pi(’f)z l+expl(e;+ By X1+ By Xo+..+ B, X))

A7 Py Fold MBWAE (X Xo) old 2&Ee BREazol | uoh FAY gg

382 2o |

iAoz dPusst B A0 BAE g BAES 4 o) Y@ 2202 s
T FAULA H@ DEAR ARG e WEY HolHAE 2 AULY W5 v
st AANTE

ool AMAlE A7FA ElolE wiold 7IW¥E LEALR 2}5011 HEs7 AdME wolEE
Training ¥ Validation ¥ 7}% $52 2&3:= #4o] Ba sttt Training dlojEls AL g
=4 AHEE A8l Validation HolEl: Training AH2E WS 2dL FAZa=d A
&8 I AWFE 7IHEe EHTYE v JE BYLS OF e € A g o

3 2t} Brokett et al(1997)& 7199 HAre d33ky) ste sabe] AFL WA 5+ Y= 8
A WMFES HEP F, olg2 22" ARG 448, B E47 AFF 2L 84 5
A3} v BREYE £A8E0 o] ATAME Texas 79 47} 7140l e ARE AAXn

A7ZT 24 & 2, test HolH BF AHEE 9LII%oIRoH BIRHe] BF JYEE
93% olgith WEEMel RBF AREIF oAY EE AL FEEHA training o182

predictiong 7] wjEojtr}. .
Leshno ¢ Spector(1997)= A7 %3 #dEAe BH @QEE Hl @3} 3 training sample
sizeZt £F°l wAe dFL 2R o dTdME F A "1’3—.‘?1—’?—9} T N agez=

HE 2Y¥TE UEn ?J%a‘*"“ﬂ«l *“’”J—r Quadratic 5% Ul 7t ¥+Z 29 dolH
€ TEUT ABEE 24F3 wh9 £& 2HUAY 670 AAY 72E H L3 EFHA
o ol e AFAF, DAL 24 ﬂ%—‘?—éiic} d&5go] Hojuyx 24929 Y w4
o #7t BETE 2E8FE] F2d RAoE JEyth £ AL HEFFE e 2y B
e By dFHo] ©f HojWt o Training HolH 27|17t 245 dutst 5P Hojd R
o2 vyt

Cherkassky et al(1996)<2 Nearest Neighbors, Pursuit, Artificial Neural Networks 5 67HA
o) Zol(simulated) HolElE AHgdted dEY H% waE ATk 2o HolHE 249
2 8F R 2709 dole e BX 379 dHolg A, 309 & g(noise) FEE FF (88X
2x3x3=144) A8 & WEL, AZEF 5 TFS 149 dold X, 3719 "oy A), 349
& TEE ZYHAGX1x3x3=45) F 189719 treatmentE TEUT. © treatmentES & B F
Wil A gt wRiEE EAAQA AP4AE agsigon Awtyoz QF AlAGo] o2 A
FrdolA dAME Roez vEy,

AFAL ABE 71E3te BALRANE §F Ao 121144 An AZES & F de B8
z3sta 79709 FES JEn U ol 797) FEL yRo] WEFo B o]TojA g
o dR FE2e sA1D), JAREP)E ol 7]%6}“' Atk B AFME o] EAYE
AEE 19969 ALolA B 1156479 ABE EE 223q AL ALEES 3717 oy bl
oY 71¥E2 dZEF FAT An AZEE deuls AnyL’ FELS <E-1>7F go] 57
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o BMFE UHoA v ay oJEF A oy ‘BAANR yF &It Alne T aF
olmE AT A EF dF ool diddd webM 2 FedAe <E-2>o vehd v
gt Zo] FHWUTA AL AAEE 3 270 HFE U, oY HFE ERY S U =
Y F4e 98 A5 AgA x’-test 9 Decision TreeE o] &3tk AAAE F =2FFAL
A3 Training dlolEldl 60%E AL EFAFE FAHE Al 40%) AB3e 462612
Validation Hlo|H 2 ¥3ach A8d We,E ngez A4 B4A d9ise FH5A5
TF22ZE s 249 el A 3% 24 wAE Ao BT 2A2H

48 A28t Decision Trees CHAIDE o] &3l B39,
<E-1> AL AZE BEo| HETED Y8

FEHUTT i Had v &
At 0.9%
= 26.8%
X4 B 31.6%
A 0.6%
=393 40.0%

1. A A d5F &%

EAQESY AT AZE $BE <E-1>FH o) 5719 WFE oFoH Qou & AdME
<E-2>9 NXagh 2o| ¥Fe 8 342 2 BF A e AUt

<E-2> ZEUSY HFFED |8
F5u59 B
AGA AAAT+FH)
NX4 A% (R D)
2433
AAFA AL+ F A+ 3+ P4 A )
NNX4
EEEE)

dlolE mlold g o] &3 A EAA B AlEIls ¥WeFT 8 MFE A

BEAg A 99 dolge FHNLY 584 F/AA F U B3 FAKLE
o2 olFojA Yz Z+ FEvig B HFE FEHO o wFAL AREA ti

ZQ3E vtog Folx Aol Wyoz a7dY. °l& sty <FE-2>¢ AFH sk o] A
742 £F9 Aln AZZENX4)E dZ3ted AHSE dgnised ddYs f3f FALEZ A8
Haol ATz 284 AAL H3td 2 A (Fd4F 5% it £4Z3, 7970
Z 22719 Wt 25M 5 gt Sdolgte M-S Z1AE A e 2270 3
H42 ALgde o BFASEE 371A oy vlold 7i¥oe] 34 F&H¥F st 7]E
Hoz 7lggE BEFATAA 3B%ETY thA & o 55%9 £F/ FAEE RAY

WA guly oz @o] AMEEHE WYL BEENolY 22X 2E IAEMT T2 2y
o] BB ARASFZ FH5USFY] EF 22 ARBAC de ¥sE Fed a8Y 2
AL E EAY9E A2E A HFE A3o22 49 PSS AHEE F o wEbAy
AR o Add 2749 MFE ©& FoldA EFAEEE FAE/ A% @ A
27] W42 ugoz Z=AE  Decision Tree?t FHAFY R/ AFTHo= AE3
thA] MestE= Aolth Decision Tree7t EFol Al43 WEE <E-3>o) vebd nis 2
Mol o]& MAwWs s ol &3 ANAT, Decision Tree, 2X 28 AR &F B

T oF 55% 2 JEelgon zAE AIdE <E-4>9 #Zrh

Pt )=
TE EF A3

fo rE o Jn r& Mo
4y & e 4 o
i rio ox 2

o
=

-376-



TERE Is(QIVHD) 8311 uoisweqg <I-RT>

s

U IR et O TR W e T S TR TR0
i 1 NIk i PRy i RIRK I HIRY ¢ NPy .
T T T UL ST TR TR TR U LT (T U R (T U 1 (1]
LpE W Rt @l L Ty HPL ik e
N LiREL aee § A |15 2828 LEL 156

B 2

1'eh 1RO

2 IRy
U T U
R :
1518 |

!
4w
At L9

1 WiR4
- TR T L
L/ 1))




<E-3> Decision tree7} Mefst vi=&E(1)

FEHEASL(NXS : 3709 HF)
Ay ks
X49 Az 53
X50 NIHAEE
X56 HE -
X70 HHFHF
X81 BIEAT(29)

Decision TreeZ7} 270 AFg3 570 B2 Ae EF7IHe HAEAF=E A88 73
Mg o] 4d BF AT 22719 Au¥sE AHgEe 2Ye BR A&ES @i Aolvt @l

Mg
e AL & F UX ol Al AZAEE dF3ed "ed 59 & Y F UAve H
A 97t otk AwA o2 Decision Tree?t #F AFAAAM g4 IME A2E UegEAT &

<E-4> NX4 HiolEjojold g 93t J|HY BF MEs
(RtR1: Myeis 227 XE2: Ay 574)

g1 Z g2
Decision Tree 56.3% 56.1%
A7 54.5% 55.2%
229 ALY 54.1% 54.0%
2. 5 M WAF BF
oMol E &S WFF7} —E—%%—@}Efﬂl Nz FFE %0}171 8t F&¥ NX49
ARA st Ang FAE e WFER Fol <HE-2> NNX49% Zo] AAZas} =29
2 Uyof Bt
Hewse] Hue FEWSe] WESI YW chATtR 7949 AN WEe Am A
ZEwszte] EPAAAE 98 17 HAE(e=005) 2F 7HEE 712E 237) ¥5E v
gt ol8ld W4Eo 371A dHolE wlold rIYE ol&de £F AL E FAY 2+, 3
72 719 BE o 74%Z  EolXE Aoz gyt a4y ol F&HFY ¥FSE 2=
29 A% AHgdS golk V|UHE BEFAAE 50%d HlFH 128 & AL oflg &
mety E&WSe] WESFES Zolk o] AAHoE BRYYEE Boltd ZA VA £
Aoz B 4 3tk

_/r:
2371 ¥4 % Decision TreeE ol &3t MARWsE Hg & FF <H-5>9 o] 67 ¥
= B

7} Ho o]& o] 83 EFABEE 71A| 7|Ho]l FEAHOE 736%E HEWT (KE-6> F1)
<E-5> Decision tree7} MEfst HEE(11)
244 (NNX4 : 270 ¥F)
dRas T

X34 AEE(1T)

X43 A g4(13)

X49 At

X50 AR A AL E(1F)

X56 GEH(1F)

X81 BREZFF(29)
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<E-6> NNx42| oioleiotold e 9% Jjy 2&7 M
(RHB3 Muwd 237 AE4 MYES 6l)

Z53 284

Decision Tree 73.9% 73.5%
A3 73.0% 73.4%

2A 29 AR 745% 73.7%

ZEWMFLE NNX4 8t A4S <E-5>0] YeEld B2 39 Decision Tree, A4 %, =
Axg AALAS 4SS LAEARE AR 08 20

<a¥-1>9) JYEbE Decision Treee= CHAIDE o]l &3 23z UR7IA FHZ 8 &/
9} a7 el glom d A gdde] A$ EAHCE #o% BF AHUE RdFA Qo o]
E Ao 98ty X8l.BEZTI Aln AAEE AASE /MR F4% UFE YEHYEY BIA
FE 7)oz A AHPWE HFHL(12) AY ‘@Y AR 2821 dW X494 FH
o] A& ol AlY AlnZ, Byt ‘SRR FHPF(2) Ex ‘FAERE JGF Q) 2AYew 17
g Abzmel 99.2%7F Alx4sl ALL(Predict]) Aoz JElgth £F BRI 9 2L 4%
A Angael Aol AURFE(22) =& AU AAAQY) AnY H X56.dEF A A
7} G EEPF 2V ﬂﬂl%%ﬂ—é— FE3te ALY 7}%‘-"‘5‘01‘ B2 Aoz FAHAUGY. vHH, Ala
gyol AFVE FNVEFEUNAY ABUF FHFEMU)Y 9 XBAAFFel ‘BUE 3
s(1yold 2A3 8 AT(Predict2)7h WAsE Ao vehgth T RERFsF 2L T
37 41(2) &N X50ARAAEES 20km/hour(2)(3) OlBFOl AV ‘FAR R (99) AbaLol
M 293 A}(Predict2)7t LT 8o B2 Ao yElt o w g FF At
<ag-1>9 Ubehg glen ol ol &3ld Atxn AZAE /9 2AE Feot 2 F U

AAY BAE 9% %o FAHL F&HESo AYnige dFE 9 2749 24 3 (Hidden
Layer)oll ztzh 3709 2702 7He] R (neuron)S AH&-o™ &4 & (Activation function)Z%
Logistic &4& AP H<ad-281>). 844+ Arctangent, Hyperbolic tangents < AM&
e o B} Logistic 48 &3S 9y £/ AFEs} dd =34h

ANAY BXMo|] EFAAE Ay 4 g XY dHdAE EF3 dlolE vlojde =72
W dy 458 AL 2 BFF AEx gioltt 28y validation AHEC] A8 B dF9
AR Azes g2 JHE v tix oA e FFYEE B4

<3g-2> 2E dEdY J274d

Activation Function: Logistic
Combination Function: Linear-General
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Aojth. R¥o] HluH edtrld EFRAG FHAM F A
A ARE FAFE 5% oA AHBRHY, 678 ¥BFF 4 HF 4 FELE EF
d7

M X494 R4 X504 A £5 HFY FEqko]
<E-7>& 2229 AN AAF {FYFE 5% AA # Azxge 2

9} X50 o Fx A¥E A4 AFDEF ALLVIEY & FAA BEFOlH ol V|ELR <E-T>
< ogd9 EASA AlafEHo] 22(AUAZAFTE), 23U AAF FE

AF FE, 21(AdA AN AESE ABA ALY FEol vk vHE 4AF FE), 2%
o) FE), 46(AF FE), 470718 FZEANFE), 50(F2RAFe FE) Abae ¥la 2§l H
3t " B3 Isjand #Eol o X50AMZAA SEE JAR EW Alxd vl sto
2(0~10km), 3(10720km), 4(20730km) ¥ = @& EXH A2y FEol ot & HolAM AEE
T E go]gjrle]yd B4 SAS Enterprise Miner 2ZE o} & AL&3A )

<E-7> 2X|AH 53 EMe Z3

Analysis of Maximum Likel ihood Estimates

Standard Wwaid Pr >

Parameter DF Estimate Error Chi-square Chi-square
X489 2e 1 3.2201 1.6301 3.90 0.0482
®49 23 1 3.1892 1.6163 3.89 0.0485
¥49 24 1 3.2307 1.6114 4y.02 0.0450
X49 2T 1 3.9748 1.6679 5.68 0.0172
X49 41 1 -6.4072 1 .8485 12.01 0.0005
X498 Ye 1 -5.6092 1.8879 8.83 0.00390
K49 46 1 -5.0121 1.9517 6.60 0.0102
X449 47 1 -5.9747 1.5807 14.289 0.0002
X489 50 1 -6.2225 1.9217 10.48 0.00t2
X50 2 1 -1.09286 0.2269 23.19 0.0001
X590 3 1 -0.7734 0.2240 11.92 0.0006
XS0 Y 1 -0.4848 0.2230 4.73 0.0297
. @&

2 =P READY HZAET ¥ BID W4E HYsn A1 AdE £ dF52de
237 939 Decision Tree, AALEA, 228 JJAEAE o]&3dld EF HAYZE vl
243 24 WESE 3] 5L 242 sn HEESE Foviel BAY Ad F5u
ol WEFE HolEst F4u5d B £330 AUAA 4R v & 4PHeZ BF A
Bxo 2 9gS = &kenw Decision Tree?t B Foll A1 8% WEE A HUFE ALES
W OEE AYEE AAEtA FodM £k dlolE e HAE FY F ol aIHAQ A
dyo] Bt Aoz uewth £¢ WS HFEEs 3 dds 249 2F AnRE, A
DAREE(1D), REATFQDP) F2o| At AZEE FREE WFE AP0} olg WL} A

T A7tES 2 B0 Ak Ao uEoh

dlolg] wlo]de] 37kx] 7]Yo] BEF Hl&d BF AHAIFEE HPYoy olF FT&HHESF HFSFIL
37] dd= Decision Tree7t, 2&W e ¥EF7E 27 dde 2 2EH gAY bdx 52 &
F AR=E veid. |

diolg] utloly zt 71y BEMARE s AHEYE AATY A AR AT 74 A9
Mzy e 98 RS oty £ goy FE2 AL AyRe £F oW 23d
Validation dlolEle] B8 A#Ao ZolxE AAL BHAU. Decision Treed] 4Z2HE dHE
W eAAe] BEFTF LA GHWE wFgoly Y VE FAHY & *} ol
AU AWEE £ Al HHA AnolBEAN EAAT GELAFoIH 909% FER A



de st At ZAREE RS ¢ F A o] go) A 1Y @Beo] BYPxrt X3
TYHFT TAY ALY RYPAr F9RE JdF A AnE AAHE SL P 2L
Ao 2 ey Decision TreeE Fo¥G Adg 24 T‘E’\]ﬂ Az Azt AR QQle g7}

29 Sold TEAD B b AFF Jdez B 4 U 2x2" f57Ed o
Decision Treest vl7kA2 An#83t AnHASE 2o AnAZEs FoaA B =
Aoz dehdth AP BHAAE AFGS Anol Hletd AU AW T H@A Al
7 AAFAE FEE] 490 AnAH 2 A, AR BPA Aol vlstd Ama
%7} 10730 km/hour ol® ¢ B W# ALE $U¥ BFo & Ao vt od
ARE FolVl Akl AFe) BFAAEL, AU AT HZ4E WAE fUFez FYRAYS

iy

& F71AT et QAoH By YPAME YUUE F9F At ARH g %
o2 YUHE O E4FAE FAE fsor ¥uh EF RYAE AW PP vjFuD ¥

P2 s ol yHos AT ¢ = AAT |
AvHoZ BF AREI 2e olfE XIEZHY $2o| ‘WA'Z AYHAY X645

gEol VPR AHEd HETF 70%790%] o2& 5, dF FEo] o= I FFY NFH1
Aol EFASFEE AL 7] dEolth ole AFAIT BFAIAIZEY 7 - FApAbe] YL
BF3t7] st AAHE AFAIL AR IAE bR oZ FAYLES ANHT oeng YRFE
o] &8 4 gl ARE AT Jed I 4] e RLeZ HAY B =7 d7=
A A E 42 Decision Treeg ©]§3te AH Q2 HL(AR,29,88, AsZ4zd 4 AF
AJNTFREAZE)E AHR3t FALLSY TAHAE BHE AE FF FAE E45 2 Y
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