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Abstract— Pedestrians’ safety is a crucial factor in assess-
ing autonomous driving scenarios. However, pedestrian safety
evaluation is rarely considered by existing autonomous driv-
ing simulation platforms. This paper proposes a pedestrian
safety evaluation method for autonomous driving, in which not
only the collision events but also the conflict events together
with the characteristics of pedestrians are fully considered.
Moreover, to apply the pedestrian safety evaluation system, we
construct a high-fidelity simulation framework embedded with
pedestrian safety-critical characteristics. We demonstrate our
simulation framework and pedestrian safety evaluation with a
comparative experiment with two kinds of autonomous driving
perception algorithms—single-vehicle perception and vehicle-
to-infrastructure (V2I) cooperative perception. The results show
that our framework can evaluate different autonomous driving
algorithms with detailed and quantitative pedestrian safety
indexes. To this end, the proposed simulation method and
framework can be used to access different autonomous driving
algorithms and evaluate pedestrians’ safety performance in
future autonomous driving simulations, which can inspire more
pedestrian-friendly autonomous driving algorithms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Safety is a critical issue for autonomous driving, which
must be tested in a simulation environment before it is
tested on real-world roads. Pedestrian safety is an important
factor in assessing autonomous driving scenarios because
pedestrians account for more than one-fifth of all fatalities in
road accidents worldwide, dating back to the first reported
pedestrian fatality in 1899 [1].

The collision rate is the most intuitive but one-sided
evaluation for vehicle safety performance. As a supplement,
collision severity is also commonly used. When evaluating
pedestrian safety, both collision rate and collision severity
should be taken into account, as mentioned in [2]. However,
the evaluation of pedestrian safety is more complicated than
that of vehicle safety for the following reasons:

• Non-collision scenarios are equally important for pedes-
trian safety. Conflict scenarios often occur in real driv-
ing environments [3]. While these scenarios do not
directly result in a collision that causes injury to pedes-
trians, they can cause panic among pedestrians, which
is also a critical factor for pedestrian safety.

• Pedestrians with different characteristics react differ-
ently even in the same dangerous scene, so the collision
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Fig. 1. The real-world and simulated scenario of an urban intersection in
the high-fidelity simulation framework.

rate varies depending on these factors [4]. For instance,
young adults tend to respond significantly faster to
emergency situations than children and the elderly.

• Pedestrians with different characteristics, particularly
those of different ages, experience varying levels of in-
jury severity in the same type of collision. For instance,
the severity of injury increases with age at the same
collision intensity [5].

Thus, when evaluating pedestrian safety, it is crucial to
consider all possible scenarios and pedestrian characteristics
thoroughly.

Before testing on real roads, the safety performance of
autonomous vehicles, as well as pedestrian safety, needs to
be verified in a simulation environment. However, embedding
the pedestrian safety evaluation module in a high-fidelity
simulation framework remains challenging. Most commonly
used simulation frameworks are based on numerical or traffic
simulation, such as ProVerif [6], PLEXE [7], MATLAB [8],
SUMO [9], and VISSIM [10]. These frameworks lack a
quantitative evaluation model that comprehensively consid-
ers all safety-critical scenarios and pedestrian characteris-
tics [11], leading to biased evaluations of pedestrian safety.

To address this issue, this paper presents a high-fidelity
simulation environment framework that constructs a digital
twin of an urban intersection in China (Fig. 1). In addition to
highly reductive the road structure, this framework also takes
the traffic modelling and pedestrian simulation into consid-
eration, which allows for a fair and unbiased evaluation of
pedestrian safety in autonomous driving scenarios.

The main contribution of this paper can be summarized
as:

1) A comprehensive evaluation system for pedestrian
safety based on both collision and non-collision sce-
narios integrated with pedestrian characteristics.

2) A high-fidelity simulation framework has been con-
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structed. Users can validate the performance of their
own autonomous driving algorithms.

3) A comparative experiment with two kinds of au-
tonomous driving perception algorithms has been con-
ducted to verify that our simulation method and frame-
work can evaluate different autonomous driving algo-
rithms with detailed and quantitative pedestrian safety
indexes.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we systematically review the related
work from three aspects: (1) Autonomous driving simulation
framework and its key components; (2) Critical characteris-
tics of pedestrians; (3) Evaluation of pedestrian safety.

A. Autonomous Driving Simulation framework

From previous research [12], [13], there are three key fac-
tors that distinctly influence pedestrian safety: environmental
conditions, traffic conditions, and pedestrian characteristics.

The environmental conditions are critical for constructing
a high-fidelity simulation framework. First of all, the geo-
metric designs of the road, such as the number of traffic
lanes, crosswalk length [14], [15], presence of central refuge
and guardrail [16], have influential effects on pedestrian
compliance to pedestrian signals, which greatly impact the
safety of the pedestrian. Besides, some factors have complex
effects on pedestrian safety, such as urban street trees, which
can be considered roadside hazards as they were considered
to reduce the visibility on roadways [17] and blends the
pedestrians. Thus, this paper constructs a digital twin for the
target road, which maintains the environmental condition of
the roads as much as possible.

For the traffic conditions, Sun et al. [18] found that the
speed of approaching vehicles affects the pedestrians under-
estimating the vehicle speed, which increases the collision
risk. Koh et al. [19] presented that the behavior of pedestrians
also depends on the volume of conflicting vehicle streams.
For instance, increases in the volume of conflicting vehicle
streams and the speed of approaching vehicles are correlated
with the reduction of the red light running rate.

From the previous research on pedestrian safety factors,
we can see that environmental conditions and traffic con-
ditions are critical for pedestrian safety-related simulation,
which inspired our simulation framework. Moreover, the
pedestrian simulation will be described in the next subsec-
tion.

B. Critical characteristics of pedestrians

The pedestrian characteristics, such as age and gender,
have a significant effect on pedestrian behavior and pedes-
trian safety. The majority of studies indicated that the propen-
sity of red light running of male pedestrians was higher
than that of females[20], [13]. Wang et al. [21] analyzed the
factors of road traffic injuries in China. They found that the
death/injury rate is higher in males than females, there are
more death in older pedestrians and more injuries among
young and middle-aged pedestrians. It is attributed to the

reduction of locomotion and degradation of perception and
cognitive skills by age[22].

From a macro point of view, the demographic characteris-
tics of pedestrians in a specific area will affect the incidence
of safety-critical events of pedestrians, so the demographic
characteristics of pedestrians should be fully considered in
the evaluation of pedestrian safety [23].

C. Safety evaluation of pedestrian

Together with the development of the traffic system and
pedestrian protection technology, the evaluation of pedestrian
safety has been long discussed in real-world scenarios. One
of the most commonly used metrics was the collision rate
[24], which statistically revealed the existence of a hazard.
However, a single measure of absolute collision probability
can ignore in-depth and underlying information, such as
pedestrian injury severity and pre-collision exposure.

Multiple features of both humans and vehicles have been
considered as impact factors on the severity of pedestrian
injuries, such as speed, age, impact body part, etc [25],
[26]. Models have been developed to estimate the relation
and sensitivity between specific factors and collision risk.
Collision velocity and human age have been proven to be
critical factors for the estimation[27], [28], [29]. Washington
et al. [30] offered an S-shape risk curve, which was a
function of impact speed, to evaluate the injury probability
by implementing logistic regressions. This model has been
further expanded to consider pedestrians’ age as a variable
[31].

As collision events are relatively infrequent and have a
short effective observation period, traffic conflicts became a
supplementary quantitative analysis before a potential hazard
[32]. Surrogate safety measures (SSM) have been developed
as a tool to assess conflicts by applying non-collision data
[33]. Indicators including time [34], distance [35], and speed
[36] were regarded as the most significant factors when
considering pedestrian-vehicle interaction. Amini et al. [37]
proposed an SSM method combining three indicators men-
tioned above, which were minimum future relative distance
(MD), time to minimum distance (TMD), and conflicting
speed (CS). The result of the F-score validated this model
as a good conflict classifier.

Although the safety of pedestrians has been studied in real-
world scenarios, there is a gap in the evaluation of pedestrian
safety in autonomous driving scenarios, which is of great
importance for the industrialization of autonomous driving.

III. HIGH-FIDELITY SIMULATION ENVIRONMENT
FRAMEWORK

As shown in Fig. 2, the proposed simulation framework
is built based on CARLA [38], consisting of five key com-
ponents: environment condition, traffic condition, pedestrian
model, tested autonomous driving algorithm, and safety
evaluation. Researchers could replace the tested autonomous
driving algorithm with their self-defined perception, plan,
and control module, thus we just leave it out in this part. This
section describes the environmental conditions and traffic



Fig. 2. The proposed high fidelity simulation framework based on CARLA.

conditions in detail. The pedestrian simulation and pedestrian
safety evaluation will be presented in the next section.

A. Environment Condition Reconstruction

In order to support simulation in a digital twin of a
realistic environment, our framework supports realistic and
complex road network importing, including intersections,
bridges, roundabouts, turnouts, and road markings. Both the
road information (including lanes, landmarks, junctions, and
waypoints) and environment objects (including buildings,
trees, traffic signs, etc.) can be reconstructed from a real
road environment.

The road information based on a real-world map is
created through OpenStreetMap1 and Roadrunner2. After
downloading the main road topology information from Open-
StreetMap, the framework uses the Roadrunner to add a lane,
lane type, and landmark details. Besides, the buildings, trees,
and traffic signs are modeled from pictures in Blender and
then imported to CARLA. As shown in Fig. 1.

B. Traffic Condition Reconstruction

In order to simulate real traffic scenarios more realistically
in the simulated environment, the digital data is set referring
to the traffic data distribution in the real world, including
the non-intersection situation and the intersection situation,
which is deployed in the form of fitted distributions.

Studies based on real traffic data show that vehicle speed
distribution follows a log-normal distribution, and vehicle
headway distribution in the same lane follows a negative
exponential distribution [39]. In this paper, vehicle position

1https://www.openstreetmap.org/
2https://www.mathworks.com/products/roadrunner.

html

distribution in different lanes is considered to be indepen-
dent. Using the maximum likelihood equivalence estimation
method, we make statistical analysis on nearly 30,000 real-
world data, including intersection and non-intersection, and
obtain the distribution parameters by fitting and then get the
distribution function of several key scenarios.

The negative exponential distribution of headway distribu-
tion in the same lane is:

P(h) = 0.1742e−0.1742h (1)

The log-normal distribution of speed distribution in non-
intersection is:

Pnon−intersection(v) =
1

0.4857v
√

2π
e
(lnv−1.8304)2

0.4718 ,v > 0 (2)

The log-normal distribution of speed distribution in an
intersection is:

Pintersection(v) =
1

0.3827v
√

2π
e
(lnv−1.5853)2

1.5269 ,v > 0 (3)

The vehicles are generated randomly according to the
fitting distribution. In this way, the key features (headway
and speed) of the vehicles in the simulation environment are
consistent with those in the real environment.

IV. EVALUATION METHOD FOR PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

As mentioned above, pedestrian characteristics are a key
factor in a high-fidelity simulation environment framework.
Accurate pedestrian characteristic modeling facilitates the
fidelity of the simulation environment and then improves
the accuracy of pedestrian safety evaluation. First, this part
focuses on safety-critical pedestrian characteristics, and how
to derive them from historical data and then integrate them
into a simulation environment. Then, on the basis of the

https://www.openstreetmap.org/
https://www.mathworks.com/products/roadrunner.html
https://www.mathworks.com/products/roadrunner.html


pedestrian feature embedded into the framework, the safety
of pedestrians is modeled, and the quantitative results are
obtained.

A. Pedestrian safety-critical characteristics embedding

The main factors affecting pedestrian speed are age, gen-
der, and risk preference are the key factors related to speed
and safety [40].

The distribution of pedestrians’ speed varies greatly among
people with different characteristics. The empirical distribu-
tions of pedestrians’ speed are greatly heterogeneous with
respect to pedestrians’ ages. The average walking speed is
4.46m/s for teenagers aged 13-18, 1.46m/s for the young
group aged 19 to 30, 1.45m/s for the middle-aged edged
31-36, and 1.03m/s for the older group aged more than
60. Limited by the sample size, the age group under 12
was eliminated, which should be considered when doing the
pedestrian modeling. Analogously, the empirical distributions
of pedestrians’ speeds are also heterogeneous with respect to
gender.

According to our observation, the risk preference is re-
flected in pedestrians’ behavior when faced with an ap-
proaching vehicle, which is categorized into three types:
(1) pedestrians are not aware of the risk, so he/she would
maintain the speed. (2) Pedestrians are aware of the risk,
and he/she would speed up to pass first. (3) Pedestrians are
aware of the risk, and they would step backward to yield.

Considering the heterogeneity of speed distribution, the
speeds are modeled after they are grouped by these charac-
teristics with different proportions as weight.

So far, we have completed the speed modeling conditional
on different characteristics and constructed the mixed empir-
ical distribution model of the whole pedestrian population.
Then we can generate pedestrians and their characteristics
randomly according to the empirical distribution, and inte-
grate pedestrians with different characteristics into CARLA,
see the red area marked as a pedestrian simulation in Fig.
2. In this way, the pedestrian characteristics in the simula-
tion environment are the same as the empirical distribution
calculated in the real environment.

B. Estimation Model of Safety

In this part, we evaluate the safety of pedestrians from
three perspectives, see the red area labeled as pedestrian eval-
uation in Fig 2. Firstly, collision rate, a common evaluation
index of pedestrian safety, is introduced. Then, we introduce
the pedestrian injury severity model under the condition of
collision. Finally, we introduce the traffic conflict model to
measure pedestrian safety in the case of no collision but
conflict. We first distinguish collision and conflict according
to [37].The speed-depended evidence for conflicts was
offered by a indicator CS proposed in [41] higher than 1m/s.

a) Collision rate: With the established simulation
framework, we can test user-defined autonomous driving
algorithms modules such as collaborative perception, plan,
and decision. In this way, we directly obtain the collision
rate from the CARLA’s simulated log data.

b) Injury severity: Similar to the intensity of collision
between vehicles, injury severity is used to measure the
intensity of collision between vehicle and pedestrian, indi-
cating the severity of pedestrian injuries after the occurrence
of collision events. Logit(V 2 +A) has been proved to have
the best performance in estimating the injury rate[31], thus
the pedestrian injury severity can be estimated by fitting the
following multivariate logistic regression model.

PI =
pcollision ∗ e−2.9893+0.0013∗V 2+0.0286∗A

1+ e−2.9893+0.0013∗V 2+0.0286∗A
(4)

where V is the velocity of the vehicle and A is the age of
the pedestrian.

c) Conflict: As mentioned above, even if no collision
happens, threats exist to the safety of pedestrians. Therefore,
we have evaluated the safety in the case of no collision
but conflict. Here, we use the distance between the vehicle
and the pedestrian when the vehicle senses the pedestrian.
The larger the distance, the sooner the vehicle senses the
pedestrian and makes a timely response (such as slowing
down), so it is much safer for pedestrians and vice versa.

V. EVALUATION

We demonstrate our simulation framework and pedestrian
safety evaluation with a comparative experiment with two
kinds of autonomous driving perception algorithms—single-
vehicle perception and V2I cooperative perception. That
is the yellow area labeled as a tested autonomous driving
algorithm in Fig. 2 is implemented by both single-vehicle
perception and V2I cooperative perception algorithm to
verify their safety performance.

A. Scenario Set-up

To improve the test efficiency, many approaches test
the autonomous driving algorithm in purposely generated
scenarios that are more safety-critical. The chosen crowded
urban intersection has a high risk for pedestrians, within
which we extract three of the most safety-critical scenarios
according to experience and inspection. We describe the three
scenarios in detail:

• Crossing: A pedestrian is crossing the road. The target
blue vehicle cannot timely perceive the presence of
pedestrians and recognize the intention of pedestrians
due to the blocking of the black vehicle. Consequently,
the target vehicle cannot timely slow down and then put
pedestrians in danger. Seeing Fig. 3.a.

• Jaywalking: A pedestrian is Jaywalking. Similar to the
first scenario, the pedestrian is in the blind spot of the
blue vehicle due to the blocking of the black vehicles.
This scenario is much more dangerous than the first
scenario because the vehicle slows down before the
sidewalk, but the speed remains stable during the normal
driving road. Seeing Fig. 3.b.

• Background-blending: A pedestrian is indistinguishable
from his/her background. On the one hand, the color
of the pedestrian’s clothing is the same as that of the
vehicle in the background, so the camera cannot mark



the pedestrian. On the other hand, the distance between
the pedestrian and the waiting vehicle in the background
is relatively close, so it cannot be identified by LIDAR.
Seeing Fig. 3.c.

Fig. 3. Schematic diagram of Scenarios. a.Crossing. b.Jaywalking.
c.Background-blending. The blue circle represents the roadside camera.

As shown in Fig. 3, pedestrian perception equipment
includes two aspects: the onboard perception equipment on
the tested blue vehicle and the roadside perception equipment
represented by the blue radar token. The two perception
algorithms are as follows: (1) Single-vehicle perception
algorithm, in which only the onboard perception equipment
is used. (2) V2I collaborative algorithm, in which the percep-
tion facilities from both the vehicle and roadside are used.
In V2I collaborative perception, the location of pedestrians
is transformed among three coordinate systems: roadside
camera, on-board camera, and real-world coordinate system,
with the intrinsic matrix as follows:

PV = RV R−1
I PI (5)

 uV
vV
1

=
1

ZV
·

 fx 0 cx
0 fy cy
0 0 1

 ·

 XV
YV
ZV

≜
1

ZV
KPV

(6)
where PV = (XV ,YV ,ZV )

⊤ and PI are respectively the posi-
tions in the on-board camera and the roadside camera, RI
and RV are respectively the transformation matrices from
the world to the roadside camera and the vehicle cam-
era coordinate system; (uV ,vV )

⊤ is the position of objects
in the pixel plane on the on-board camera. fx = fy =
width/(2tan(rad( f ov)), cx = width/2, cy = height/2, where
width and height are the width and height of the image in
the on-board camera pixel plane; f ov is the horizontal Field
Of View in degrees.

B. Experiment details

A Scenario is defined as a specific combination of vehi-
cles, pedestrians, and their behavior in a certain environment.
The traffic participants will go to the target location accord-
ing to the traffic rules.

When conducting the experiment, a controller will first
load map information and switch perspective to an appropri-
ate position to observe the simulation. Then, the controller
will randomly generate roles according to the construction
of traffic conditions and pedestrian simulation module, se-
quentially mount a preset perception and control model for
each role, and specify the target location for each role, then
the experiment starts, and the controller will start recording
the experiment. When all the characters arrive at the target
location or the experiment exceeds the preset time, the
controller will clear all characters in the scenario and conduct
the next experiment.

Each experiment will produce a result file recording colli-
sion information, and a global information file; the collision
information file can be used for basic data analysis, while
the global information file can be used for case search and
culling, as well as for further data analysis.

C. Overall evaluation of pedestrian safety

TABLE I
RESULTS OF EXPERIMENT IN THREE SCENARIOS.

Scenario Condition Collision Injury Conflict

Crossing SV 0.23 0.0506 0.25
V2I 0.0075 0.00195 0.05

Jaywalking SV 0.38 0.11 0.28
V2I 0.0079 0.0028 0.04

Background-blending SV 0.062 0.0017 0.31
V2I 0 0 0.003

According to the above experimental settings, experiments
were carried out on the three corner cases, and each scenario
was tested more than 10000 times, see TABLE I for the
overall experimental results. The V2I collaborative percep-
tion method and the benchmark, single vehicle perception
method, are embedded into the simulation framework as test
algorithms, respectively. The results show that Jaywalking
scenario includes a far greater threat to pedestrian safety
than the other two scenarios, but with the addition of V2I
cooperative perception, its security level achieves nearly the
same as crossing scenarios. This means that when pedestrians
don’t obey traffic rules, V2I with cooperative perception
remarkably enhanced the safety of autonomous vehicles
and pedestrians. The Background-blending scenario is the
safest for pedestrians, because RGB cameras and LIDAR
complement each other, and the probability of perception
failure is small.

D. Evaluation of pedestrian injury severity

This section conducts an in-depth study on pedestrian
safety by analyzing the injury severity of pedestrians in the



Fig. 4. The injury severity curve of single vehicle and V2I condition in
the Jaywalking scenario

Fig. 5. Human-vehicle distance distribution when the sensor module
detected the pedestrian for the first time.

scenario with the lowest pedestrian safety, the Jatwalking
scenario. The results are shown in Fig. 4.

In the case of the single-vehicle perception method, the
pedestrian injury severity increases as age increases, which
indicates that the age structure of pedestrians under current
road conditions should be fully considered when evaluat-
ing the safety of pedestrians. With the increase in initial
vehicle speed, the pedestrian injury severity also increases
significantly. The pedestrian injury severity is significantly
lower than that of the single-vehicle perception algorithm.
Therefore, V2I collaborative perception method is an effec-
tive scheme to improve pedestrian safety. This is consistent
with common sense and further illustrates the validity of the
proposed simulation framework.

E. Evaluation of pedestrian safety in conflict condition

This section measures pedestrian safety in the scenario
where no collision but conflict occurs. The results are shown
in Fig. 5, where the bar chart represents the distance between
the car and the pedestrian when the vehicle first perceives
the pedestrian. The results show that V2I is able to perceive
pedestrians at greater distances. With the V2I cooperative

Fig. 6. A velocity-frame case visualization in the jaywalking scenario. The
dashed line represents the on-board and roadside detection for pedestrians.

perception method, vehicles can detect pedestrians at a
distance of more than 13 meters in 90% of the episodes.
With only the single vehicle perception, the vehicle needs
to approach the location that is within 13 meters from
the pedestrians to detect the pedestrians in 90% episodes.
Therefore, with the V2I perception method, there is sufficient
time to plan in advance, so the safety of pedestrians is higher.

Fig. 6 shows one episode of Jaywalking scenario. The
initial states are the same. With the advance of time, vehicle
perceives pedestrians at the thirty-fifth frame under V2I
collaborative perception, which ensures enough time to plan
in advance. The vehicle keeps running at a stable speed
before approaching pedestrians, and not slows down until
a certain distance from pedestrians. However, the single-
vehicle does not recognize the pedestrian until the one-
hundredth frame 100 and then slows down sharply when
it was near the pedestrian. Therefore, V2I collaborative
perception is much beneficial to pedestrian safety.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we propose an evaluation method of pedes-
trian safety and a new high-fidelity simulation framework for
autonomous driving. We comprehensively consider not only
the collision events but also the conflict events together with
the characteristics of pedestrians, which construct a compre-
hensive pedestrian safety evaluation system. Moreover, we
propose a CARLA-based high-fidelity simulation framework
to validate the evaluation of pedestrian safety. We extract
the characteristic of pedestrians from a real-world open data
set to establish the pedestrian simulation module. Users can
embed self-defined perception, plan, and control algorithms
into the proposed framework and validate the performance
of their algorithms on pedestrian safety. Finally, we take
V2I collaborative perception as an example module to verify
the validity and rationality of the proposed pedestrian safety
evaluation on this simulation framework.
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