arxiv:2509.12524v1.0 0 O

— TG 28 300 Fii™ d P B i3 A e N 7R e HE S

Rohit Chakraborty
Ingram School of Engineering
Texas State University
San Marcos, Texas, USA

xuwl2@txstate.edu

Abstract

Ly T = EF, AR
Ftrmor. RAFRALR Y. TS0 TIRAR ST
T 2017 S £ 2021 FAKZ N 09 IS 2 L3h 0 F L
BEA BN (CCA) RANER Mg HAE, /7
A v EHAEX, R EiAiT SHAP A4 A T Htay ™
FTHAEY, ASTHERREXA FS XA F
R R & ., th R T, ER0F. IRE @A 5y
kik 5 B 2 kA EF R AT & Ant, B EARE
P35 MAFWHNE. KEEET, WEEREKR
K. HEREXBHERET AL (REiEIT. 1
WAET ). S EEMERP (REFAGIRIE) Fomik i
7] (& RFH) a9k, ZIEABBEXLALEE
BIRRRAEARLE S, XHFNGFL . S RAFEARTF
HEERE . AEEARTRY TR AN L2 b
DATRAET —A A 0y XAL AR

Kbl RN TRRE (XAL), SHAP, J2X)
B2ar#t (CCA), RIRERLER 2], PB4,
FHOVEREL, RFSCRRRS, s

L &

PRy e — PRSI -F IR AU H )2 B0AH
POAR G050 LD 2 A e, 32 B2 RO B RE TR
i 5 RIS AR R E . (Maji and Ghosh,
2025) . TESEESH, PR EHAEII GRS A F
SATH A A RSB T3, i T3R8 HA ek
WO E L IR G DA SO T A S A T

Subasish Das, Ph.D.
Ingram School of Engineering
Texas State University
San Marcos, Texas, USA

subasish@txstate.edu

ZERREMELE AL L OTER D kA2 EE 7, I
TEEE A FHOR B E 2, RS EE G L 4
P, B RS, TFERFSIIBIINL Ak
Tt . BIFTERR S 22 4 1) iy DAS B2 PR Ry TEAE
R 2RI, I HAGERM RS A A28k . 2R
5 T2 BLIE L AT e A A R A BRI R DA K
Th 2 B B 1 SR B AR R A L R A T
ZWRRY], AR G EES SRR T
(Polders et al., 2015; Royce, 2022; Ashqar et al.,
2024) . #RIMT, RAEFERE ESTEERAZ L0 KA
PSR B RBDA R M O TR R . X
A =0T e 9 1 2 v KR D 8 2 B OR IR R
WO E M. R, TERR B PREE T R TR U AR
MIZEEEATEA XA . AN, B ELMRITH
SRS ARAR A S BEA TR, X BRI T R A Rl Y
PR R AT T 214l A3 ity 5% A I s ) A% T R
(Gross et al., 2013) . RGN, FHU=EIER PG
FEARETE 4t Z HIRF SR i th T2 AT . iR
TR ARE S I S BHE 5 E R AR R =5
# (Sussman, 2022), IEP A Ee22 5 ATAIHTR A&
AEAERR B RSO BT IR AR R 1 22 A ) A i
PRI B R R

FREEATIR B LTI R B, A0l &
AW . IR EUE T8 G, HEA
FIFEER By AT B T3 R 2 BB Th B, B &
ANSI R R E RPN VS B B R
PEITHE | I 0] BE 2 el — 2838 FE MUK, [EA AT BETE
TEATER A L T4 4 R 2 W 2SR IS R) (Mehta


https://arxiv.org/pdf/2509.12524v1
https://cenxiv.cn/cn-pdf/2509.12524v1

et al., 2023). ZEJHORFFAIZETE JE 0w DAKE By ol
ZHEER ST EELAR, ([EARCEiiRE o A
R W] BB R AR AR TE I E DL (Rojas et al.,
2024 ) o i 32 BT M FEAR D R R DA R T LA
TEARFEWUE R (Ban, HErsdas. HEpNE),
M) AL S A B 25 R 0 52 9 100 R R A3 o I
H 3h 250 20 S AR A S R A A P
NG ST 8 e I SRR F e s A A SO M W a1
REAMAEAEAT R b b, PURTERR S ildT
PRI RAE I, QA R iRk . LED g5y
AR R DA B 3 AL 1 o PR R T AL B, AR
T AR EE RSN [B) BE L BE )R . 3k S8A8 (b R
PR SO 2 B (B AS , SRk T 5 A 2
B, BERAL. HAERE I A X R A A7
T ERIRE K

eI B oI e SR ik /) B ) Qi | B = iy N 7 B
PR RS S E R O R B A R
AR SR, BUAT ABES BB AR 3 )
Beite WG, T AT TE AT L 2R IRRE
THOH A1 S AL S S AR R X SURE it P R TAE DA
WSRO BCR A . R, PRI A A
BT Hl e A ) 2 A AR BB FHE IR
Sy S, R T AT RSN E 2 AT A
TR 2AEA B b2 KA R BT 24 R b i
AR IR R, R X TR N 4.
IR A MAEH)R (FHWA) 45 (Steyn et al.,
2015), 2005 4F % 2013 4F[a], FFEEM 19 DMAME
WA T 46 EE Ay F. Sl e B sOR M i — 3
FoTR], RAETET- AL Prpid, B3RS AA R
W HAb G52 L 10 £ H 58% (Savolainen et al.,
2023) o X ELFAFAIIR R T I AT LR A
F, T LI 3 R BN A B R R R A T
HFAIBFIE. AFFFERRA 2017 4 2 2021 48 1]
TEHZ AN AR PR B i, DRSS U 2 il
MM R ZR o FEMRZC N, i Ok 22 3l St 21
EYVER— T2 AT, T X SO S A R Ji P
MR PR E I B I DA TR PEAI
HE TG R XEE.

BRI A B D9 IZ AR T LA D vh 298
HHERA L O Z e, BIANIRRKZHKET
(BB D SN 7 22 S b S 2 S

WA MARAL, EEK A BT ARG
2 I B, X kR e S 8™
HEENHE. WA, RAHE BRIG5> 5
AT AERERIBIL AR 2% > J7 VA B T PR3 LI 1 2l
et b, KRR T A B R R SRR A e SR Y
BT o ASBIFIE L F SR IS A (CCA) FEH I
MBS A (Velden et al., 2017), ffok T ixLbss
F A8 %07 YA BRI A IR B s [ v i T Al 5y 2
FRAEXT R T . 3 B T8 78 AT RETE 1% 48 47
Mro ASE S AP ERX . ok, B A SHapley Jiidk:
fifE R (SHAP) SEAMRREIE E FRRAEXT A | SR 2 i il
TEAEE RN (Lundberg and Lee, 2017), Mt
BHRFE AR E , AR R AT 454 T0
W R BRYEAA AT R S ik — N W] HLT
PRMAELE, T abrm e B FcsdasE, JHs
AR N T AR . — SR R BERT
T AT N LR REAE SR R4 w5 A 2 A E
LR K (Amini et al., 2022,Aboulola et al.,
2024, Khasawneh et al., 2025) ., AREFITIRMS T LA
IRl

o WEZEWIE 1. WPSGIERK . PRAE. AR #RAEA
20 5 R R (0 ) TAERR By oI R LY

o WESERIE 2. XKLL RA G 5B AL 05 E ™
R A ] I

o WFFERE 3. FERRASIRAEH, WIRLY R 2K ik 2
HuFE AR LR AR, DASGX LR AR [F]
WIS Z AT AN TR 7

2. Jikk

2.1 RIS BB

CCA 2R ITHA, BFEmE 741
ZE(E (Rahman et al., 2022) RRR > LLE
EHRRFR. CCA GG T RS K-3HR X,
e W AIRAE BE 1Y 23 18] P e e (I BB 28 0 O Al i Ak 70 26
Ap I (Velden et al., 2017) . X PP AT IAE L
T PRI B i A i R 5 AR 1 22 S R I i T R

CCA MEEHL FEMIME RN RITTG , BTG
W Zx HAFIBHERE Fo XF F A0 R A&
=X SR B, KRG ERMESAT f4
HRAEE -



1,1/,
n

Y= (1, - 24228 &
B, XY 6 K SRR Ze, 54
HRREEHITEFSL (Velden et al., 2017). f#
ZERAFE— RO G AL 28 Bl AL [
B,
T A AL, S SAE REAE DA IR AT
e

(K T(BTB)\
(7 5es) .

2.2. SHapley Mtk

AT i R L 2 S AL RN () e R4
WA T SHAP, SHAP $#24t 7 —Ffh—5k
HREBHER R 7Y%, B 1500 4 B A
FHER DT . B T SEMZREIE b iy 25 A AR
B, AR RREE R A RS 5 28 i AR DT
BRA—> B

SHAP {5 7R B MR T 00 1) ol 428 7™ i 34
s A TR AR . —AN1E sy SHAP 48 2B
ANREAE 5 10000 235 SR A0 p) T B R S 2R, TS R
B EHZ SR s . SHAP A1) #é 2
BT ZFAE RS AL S R S RSR B . RET 4 E
BT f (), $RAF 2; i SHAP { ¢; 2t A F AR
(Lundberg and Lee, 2017) &5 1) :

[SIEET = 1S] = 1)!

(3)

2.3, Bl AR AE bk

B AR WAL 5 2017 4F & 2021 45 [ Z N
SIIEAT LA ) 6448 2l , A 21 A2
SRR T ERRE . EEOIRD . IR A g
TR R T SR 22 S S )™ M S M K
AR &, T T R EVERES AR, Qi 1
Ne KT HABRHTE B L H TR, BBk T 51
] B — 28 85% AR . X AL P TR A B
T 4R R R 18 AR R . SRS PRS2 )

S CIMGIRC)

SO X A B AT T A R E B A - XGBoost
(Chen et al., 2016) F1 FHHLAEM (Breiman et al.,
2002), IXPHRNITIEHARAIAEAL B = 4 BE RN 23 F B
Ty TR EAETE T FR . PSS 8] R B 3 0 AR
T PR AR SR B . BELARAR Y SR TG 4y
ZHNR Y Gind A2 P2 M . XGBoost 1Y
HEME MITA A R R TR E R E Z H
bR (H0R) Hiad. 7EA8 IR Bt 5 ik st
BV, T TIH—AIFBCPFISME, RE TSR
T AT A

TR LR, ke 7T CCA Y
14 ARG XSGR i L A
. AT A SGE B A A (IR
Y. BRTAAC . ARas B RERR ] . il B0 it 2E
). s JUEME WOREENSEGR, DA
BT CCA Ml B AR . X AP SR 5h
(7 DR T AR SRR Mr b AU AT ¢ HAETU AR 1Y
A, MIMTTEIRTEAZ S 17l 1 5 5% T SEsE Af
FER B BRI AR . 18] 2(a) FIIE 2(b) B T
AT XGBoost H1FfAIL AR AR 2L FEAT Fr) A2 i H 22
PEGM T WMBLALER I E T T A A AR A
SRR ER AL

3. g

ARATJER T A 22 A PRI ATAE I IR IE 52 S ik
Al R S h ARt Y B A B BT AT R
AP T 7 CCA MR, MTAERRLE P R IAF)
MEAREARE A, o 0 2 S RIS AT b ORI it
Féo ) SHAP 2347 K Ui B A ANFFAL Qe §2 044>
RARN T, RO A& I BEIFXF
S ESA IR LB

3.1 RIS

AT A R B A . % TR T
1t CCA IR A S I lf J5 50408 w34 531 o A SR 28 I
O AR RIS AL . 0 (Dim 1 A1 Dim
2) FoREARIAERE S R P LA, TR
PO R T A5 RS N ER P R i AR SRR . R
PR TG RE RS, g1
REHH (2453 /L), 4 &b (1,298 82). %%
FEUEBA T SO T AR A S R A 2, I ROR T 4%



Roundabout Crashes
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21 variables
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(b) Random Forest
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