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Abstract—Previous studies in predicting crash risk primarily 

associated the number or likelihood of crashes on a road segment 
with traffic parameters or geometric characteristics of the 
segment, usually neglecting the impact of vehicles’ continuous 
movement and interactions with nearby vehicles. Advancements 
in communication technologies have empowered driving 
information collected from surrounding vehicles, enabling the 
study of group-based crash risks. Based on high-resolution 
vehicle trajectory data, this research focused on vehicle groups as 
the subject of analysis and explored risk formation and 
propagation mechanisms considering features of vehicle groups 
and road segments. Several key factors contributing to crash 
risks were identified, including past high-risk vehicle-group 
states, complex vehicle behaviors, high percentage of large 
vehicles, frequent lane changes within a vehicle group, and 
specific road geometries. A multinomial logistic regression model 
was developed to analyze the spatial risk propagation patterns, 
which were classified based on the trend of high-risk occurrences 
within vehicle groups. The results indicated that extended 
periods of high-risk states, increase in vehicle-group size, and 
frequent lane changes are associated with adverse risk 
propagation patterns. Conversely, smoother traffic flow and high 
initial crash risk values are linked to risk dissipation. 
Furthermore, the study conducted sensitivity analysis on 
different types of classifiers, prediction time intervalsss and 
adaptive TTC thresholds. The highest AUC value for vehicle-
group risk prediction surpassed 0.93. The findings provide 
valuable insights to researchers and practitioners in 
understanding and prediction of vehicle-group safety, ultimately 
improving active traffic safety management and operations of 
Connected and Autonomous Vehicles. 
Index Terms—Crash risk formation, Crash risk propagation, 
Vehicle-group-based safety analysis, Vehicle trajectory data 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

he evolution of communication, sensing and 
computing technologies have significantly transformed 
vehicle crash-avoidance strategies. Unlike traditional 

Active Traffic Management (ATM) techniques such as 
Variable Speed Limit (VSL) and Ramp metering (RM), 
Connected and Autonomous Vehicles (CAVs) offer superior 
road safety enhancements, including traffic jam and incident 
reporting, collision warning, and collision avoidance, 
facilitated by vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communication [1]. 
Notably, Ma et al. [2] developed a suite of CAV-oriented 
ATM approaches, encompassing VSL, RM, and coordinated 
VSL-RM system, which demonstrated a 2.84-15.92% 
enhancement in expressway safety benefits. The timely 
deployment of CAV-based ATM strategies in high-risk 
scenarios is essential, underscoring the importance of 
accurately determining real-time crash risks. 

Previous studies in predicting crash risk focused on road 
segments as their subject of analysis [3-6], potentially 
overlooking the impact of vehicles’ continuous movement and 
interactions with surrounding vehicles. With the advancement 
of V2X technology, the presence of other vehicles in the 
immediate neighborhood can be observed [7], facilitating the 
study of group-based crash risks. This study utilized high-
resolution trajectory data, representative of connected-vehicle 
data, and leveraged vehicle group trajectories and microscopic 
variables collected from vehicle groups to capture the 
interactions between vehicles and the cascading effect of 
current vehicle states on future crash risks. 

Most previous research has concentrated on risk prediction, 
with a notable gap in the examination of crash risk 
propagation. This study classified crash risk propagation 
patterns based on the trend of high-risk occurrences within 
vehicle groups and further explored the factors associated with 
different propagation patterns. 

This paper is organized into seven sections. The second 
section presents the literature review. The third section details 
the methodologies for constructing vehicle-group trajectories, 
statistical models, quantification of vehicle-group risk, and 
defining risk propagation patterns. The fourth section presents 
the data preparation. The fifth section presents results on risk 
formation and propagation analysis, sensitivity analysis 
regarding different classifiers, prediction time intervals, and 
adaptive Time-to-Collision (TTC) thresholds, and finally, the 
sixth section summarizes the findings, conclusions, 
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applications, and limitations of the study. 

Ⅱ. LITERATURE REVIEW 

There have been plenty of studies on crash risks for 
expressways or highways. Most of them focused on road 
segments as their subject of analysis, with potential crash 
precursors extracted from the current, upstream, and 
downstream segments [3-6]. However, due to vehicles' 
continuous movement, the vehicle state at one point can 
influence future risks. Meanwhile, crash risks often result 
from interactions between vehicles over time. These 
spatiotemporal characteristics of crash risks are critical in 
vehicle trajectory control [8, 9], crash likelihood assessment 
[10], driving intention analysis [11], and traffic flow analysis 
[12], highlighting their importance in understanding crash risk. 
Wang et al. [13] attempted to address this by deriving 
historical vehicle positions through space-mean-speed and 
constructing a quasi-vehicle trajectory. Traffic data collected 
from the road segments of these positions were utilized to 
understand crash risks. However, the input data collected from 
fixed traffic sensors were still at the aggregated level, e.g., 
volume difference. The aggregated data lacked detail on 
individual vehicles and the interactions between them, limiting 
its effectiveness for in-depth risk analysis. Arbabzadeh et al. 
[14] incorporated traffic flow information surrounding target 
vehicles in their crash risk prediction model, yet this method 
still did not fully capture vehicle interactions. With the 
advancement of V2X technology, the presence of other 
vehicles in the immediate neighborhood can be observed [7], 
which enables detailed vehicle data collection. The high-
resolution data allows for the study of vehicle groups as the 
subject of analysis. In prior studies, vehicles were grouped 
based on their locations [15] or potential crash risks between 
vehicles [16, 17], aiding in the identification of chain-conflicts 
[16] and quantification of crash risks [15]. Nevertheless, these 
studies often focused on individual timestamps, paying 
minimal attention to the dynamics of vehicle groups. 
Therefore, further investigation into moving vehicle groups 
and the underlying risk mechanisms is warranted.  

The input data of previous studies was also limited. Fixed-
location traffic data was widely used. It was usually collected 
based on a 30-minute time window prior to a crash occurrence 
and aggregated into a time interval of 5 minutes [4, 18-21] or 
6 minutes [22]. Recent trends favor defining a 5 to 10-minute 
window preceding a crash as the crucial pre-crash period [23, 
24]. However, aggregated traffic data cannot provide high-
resolution information, prompting the use of simulation data to 
recreate specific traffic conditions [25] and generate trajectory 
data [26]. Despite this, simulations may not capture the full 
complexity and variability of reality, leading to potential 
biases in results. To address these limitations, high-fidelity 
trajectory datasets like NGSIM, HighD and CitySim, were 
used in studies [27-29]. However, datasets like NGSIM and 
HighD are constrained by their limited scope in road section 
types, traffic states, and volumes, etc., making them difficult 
to represent a diverse range of traffic scenarios and road 

conditions. 
Crash risk precursors are multifaceted, influenced by a 

variety of factors. Commonly utilized traffic flow variables in 
crash risk prediction include statistics or logarithmic 
transformations of speed, flow and occupancy, as well as their 
differences in space or various time slices [23]. Additionally, 
crash risk correlates with roadway geometric characteristics 
[3], weather [30, 31], and driving behaviors [32]. However, 
the reliance on aggregated traffic data has led to a lack of 
detail in selecting and analyzing these crash precursors. 

Previous research predominantly concentrated on predicting 
crash occurrences [33-35]. However, there has been a notable 
gap in examining the propagation of crash risks. Analyzing 
how crash risks propagate and identifying contributing factors 
are crucial for comprehending risk mechanisms and 
effectively mitigating their impact. 

In summary, none or little literature analyzed crash risks 
based on vehicle-group trajectories with high-resolution data. 
Furthermore, the selection of crash precursors was largely 
macroscopic and the analysis of risk propagation was not 
considered. To address these gaps, this study leveraged 
vehicle group trajectories to capture the spatiotemporal 
characteristics of crash risks. Microscopic variables were 
collected from individual vehicles within the MAGIC  dataset 
[36]. With the proposed methods and data, this study provides 
a unique and deep insight into the formation and propagation 
of crash risks. The findings could benefit the estimation and 
prediction of crash risks of moving vehicle groups and provide 
guidance for the group-level crash-avoidance control 
strategies of CAVs. 

Ⅲ. METHODS 

A. Vehicle-group Segmentation and Matching Method 

In this study, vehicle groups were selected as the primary 
subjects to effectively capture the spatiotemporal 
characteristics of crash risks. The initial step involved 
segmenting vehicle groups at individual timestamps, using the 
Time-to-Collision (TTC) metric as a key criterion. This was 
followed by pairing vehicle groups from successive 
timestamps that exhibited similar features, thereby creating 
continuous vehicle-group trajectories. 

1) Surrogate Safety Measure 
Surrogate safety measure (SSM) is an alternative method of 

assessing safety that relies on the analysis of safety-critical 
events known as traffic conflicts [37]. In this study, Time-to-
Collision (TTC) [38] was adopted as a SSM to quantify crash 
risks. It is defined as the remaining time for a collision to 
occur, under the assumption that both the leading and 
following vehicles continue at their current speeds and 
trajectories. The formula of TTC is shown in Eq. (1). TTC is 
readily measurable [39], relying solely on vehicles' position 
and speed data. In contrast, more advanced SSMs like 
Modified Time-to-Collision (MTTC) [40] necessitate details 
such as acceleration, which can be challenging to accurately 
gather, particularly from drone-collected datasets as used in 
our study. Additionally, considering TTC's wide recognition
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as a prevalent SSM [11], its implementation in our research 
underlines the study's practical relevance and applicability. 
Nonetheless, TTC might have limitations in precisely 
identifying risks in steady-speed driving scenarios with 
minimal relative velocities. To address this, we implemented 
specific strategies in vehicle grouping and the quantification 
of vehicle-group risk. 
 

 𝑇𝑇𝐶 , 𝑗
𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑑 ,

𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑣 , 𝑗
,  𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑣 , 𝑗

∞,  𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑣 , 𝑗
 (1) 

where 𝑇𝑇𝐶 , 𝑗  represents the Time-to-Collision value of the 
𝑖 th vehicle and 𝑖 1th vehicle in the kth vehicle group at 𝑗 th 
timestamp. 𝑥 , 𝑗  is the position of the vehicle. 𝑑 ,  is the 
length of the vehicle. 𝑣 , 𝑗  is the speed of the vehicle. 
 

2) Vehicle-group segmentation within individual timestamps 
The vehicle-group segmentation within individual 

timestamps involved two distinct steps: firstly, segmenting 
vehicle groups within a single lane, and secondly, merging 
these groups across adjacent lanes, as depicted in Figure 1. 

 

 
Fig. 1. Vehicle-group segmentation within individual 
timestamps 
 

The first step in vehicle-group segmentation in a single lane 
involved calculating the TTC under adverse driving conditions 
to amplify the potential risk between leading and following 
vehicles, as outlined in Eq. (2) and (3). This calculation 
simulated sudden braking behavior by setting a predefined 
deceleration rate and time for the leading vehicle. The braking 
of the leading vehicle is a critical risk factor for rear-end 
crashes, which constitutes the most frequent type of multi-
vehicle crashes [41]. The recommended average maximum 
deceleration rate of 3m∙s-2 by ITE [42] was adopted. 
Accordingly, the deceleration rate was set to -3m∙s-2 with a 

deceleration time of 1s. If the TTC of the leading and 
following vehicles was smaller than a predefined TTC 
threshold, the two vehicles were grouped. For this study, the 
TTC threshold value was established at 1.5s [39, 43-45]. 
 

 

𝑇𝑇𝐶 , 𝑗 𝑡
𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑑 ,

𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡
,  𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡

∞,  𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡
 

(2) 

where: 

 

⎩
⎪
⎨

⎪
⎧

𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑎 ∙ 𝑡

𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑣 , 𝑗 ∙ 𝑡
1
2
𝑎 ∙ 𝑡

𝑣 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑣 , 𝑗
𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑡 𝑥 , 𝑗 𝑣 , 𝑗 ∙ 𝑡

 (3) 

where 𝑇𝑇𝐶 , 𝑗 𝑡  is the TTC calculated under adverse 
driving conditions. a is the absolute value of a predefined 
deceleration rate for the leading vehicle and t is a predefined 
deceleration time. 
 

The second step involved merging vehicle groups across 
adjacent lanes. This approach acknowledges that crash risks 
arise not only from in-line driving but also from lateral 
interactions. Xu et al. [46] demonstrated that the risk of 
sideswipe crashes increased with greater speed differences 
between adjacent lanes. To account for the impact of adjacent-
lane traffic flows on crash risks, vehicle groups across 
multiple lanes were merged. The standard TTC calculation, 
initially designed for vehicles in a single lane, was modified 
for adjacent vehicles. This modification entailed replacing the 
single-lane headway in Eq. (1), denoted as 𝑥 𝑗 𝑥 𝑗 , 
with the projected headway of two adjacent vehicles on the 
lane line between them, represented as  𝑥 𝑗 𝑥 𝑗  in 
Figure 2. This adjustment was based on the understanding 
that significant speed disparities or minimal projected 
headways between adjacent vehicles increase sideswipe crash 
risks. If the projected TTC between any two vehicles from 
different groups was smaller than a predefined TTC threshold, 
their respective vehicle groups were merged into one. When a 
vehicle group was eligible to merge with multiple groups 
across lanes, these groups were collectively considered as a 
larger vehicle group. Extensive testing set the TTC threshold 
to 3s [47-49]. 
 

 
Fig. 2. Projected headway of vehicles from adjacent lanes 
 

3) Vehicle-group matching of adjacent timestamps 
After segmenting vehicle groups at individual timestamps, 

these groups were matched across consecutive timestamps to 
establish vehicle-group trajectories, as depicted in Figure 3. 
Owing to random vehicle movements, vehicle groups differed 
across timestamps. To streamline the matching process, two 
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distinct features were identified: “head vehicles” and the 
“composition of the vehicle group”. These features were 
crucial in accurately aligning vehicle groups over successive 
timestamps. 

In each vehicle group, the leading vehicles within their 
respective lanes were designated as “head vehicles”. The 
actions of these head vehicles significantly impact the 
behavior of the following vehicles in the same lane. For 
example, Wang et al. [50] showed that the deceleration of the 
leading vehicle in a platoon led to a narrowing spacing 
between vehicles and the decrease of the overall speed of the 
platoon. To match vehicle groups across adjacent timestamps, 
a key criterion was the continuity of head vehicles. If one or 
more head vehicles were common between two vehicle groups 
in consecutive timestamps, these groups were matched 
accordingly, as illustrated in Figure 3.  
 

 
Fig. 3. Vehicle-group matching 
 

In certain scenarios, a vehicle group could have multiple 
potential matches in adjacent timestamps based solely on the 
criterion of head vehicles. For instance, as depicted in Figure 
3, vehicle 6, due to its slow speed, becomes the head vehicle 
of vehicle group Ⅲ at the  𝑗 th timestamp. This leads to a 
situation where vehicle group II at the 𝑗-1th timestamp could 
be matched with both vehicle groups II and III at the 𝑗 th 
timestamp. To resolve such ambiguities, the "composition of 
the vehicle group" was employed as an additional matching 
criterion. When a vehicle group had several matchable 
counterparts, the similarity in composition between the vehicle 
group and its potential matches was evaluated, as detailed in 
Eq. (4). The vehicle group with the highest similarity in 
composition was then selected as the most suitable match.  
 

 𝑆 𝑗, 𝑗 1
𝑖 𝑗, 𝑗 1
𝑛 𝑗 1

 (4) 

where  𝑆 𝑗, 𝑗 1  represents the similarity between the 𝑘 th 

vehicle group at the 𝑗 th timestamp and its corresponding 
matchable vehicle group at the 𝑗 1th timestamp. 𝑖 𝑗, 𝑗 1  
denotes the number of vehicles common to both groups. 
𝑛 𝑗 1  refers to the total number of vehicles in the 
matchable vehicle group at the 𝑗 1th timestamp. 
 

B. Statistical Models 

To analyze the formation of crash risks, this study 
employed binomial logistic regression models, examining the 
influence of vehicle group and road section attributes. Logistic 
regression, a robust classification model, offers a clear 
interpretation of relationships between independent and 
dependent variables, as outlined in Eq. (5). This research 
focused on the impact of variables from the current timestamp 
on crash risk formation in the subsequent timestamp. Initially, 
the interval between two adjacent timestamps was set at 5 
seconds. However, subsequent sections of this study explore 
the effects of varying time intervals (such as 2 seconds and 1 
second) on the outcomes of vehicle grouping and crash risk 
formation analysis. 
 

 𝑙𝑜𝑔
𝑝

1 𝑝
𝛽 𝛽 𝑥 𝛽 𝑥 ⋯ 𝛽 𝑥  (5) 

where 𝑝 is the probability of the dependent variable equaling a 
case rather than a non-case. 𝛽  is the intercept.  𝛽 , 𝑖 =1, 2, …, 
m, is the coefficient of independent variable 𝑥 . 
 

Logistic regression models were also applied in examining 
the propagation of crash risks, aiming to investigate the 
relationship between various crash risk propagation patterns 
and the characteristics of vehicle-group movement. 
Definitions of these propagation patterns and their associated 
features will be detailed in the subsequent sections. 
 

C. The quantification of vehicle-group risk 

The crash risk for a vehicle group was determined as the 
inverse of the smallest TTC value among all pairs of leading 
and following vehicles within the group, as indicated in Eq. 
(6). If the risk of a vehicle group exceeded the threshold of 
1/1.5 s-1, the vehicle group was classified as high risk. 
 

  𝑅𝑖𝑠𝑘 𝑗
1

𝑚𝑖𝑛 𝑇𝑇𝐶 , 𝑗 𝑖 ∈ 𝐺 𝑗
 (6) 

where  𝑅𝑖𝑠𝑘 𝑗  is the crash risk of the 𝑘th vehicle group at the 
𝑗th timestamp. 𝐺 𝑗  is the 𝑘th vehicle group at the 𝑗th timestamp. 
 

The computation of TTC was conducted under two 
scenarios: in-lane driving and during lane-changing 
maneuvers. For in-lane driving, Eq. (1) was applied directly. 
However, a lane-changing maneuver impacts both the original 
and target lanes, necessitating the creation of vehicle 
projections on both lanes, as shown in Figure 4. This method 
treated the lane-changing vehicle as two separate vehicles for 
TTC calculations. However, in some rare cases, these 
projected vehicles might overlap with others, leading to 
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negative TTC values. To address this issue, we calculated the 
5th percentile of TTC values across all pairs of vehicles, road 
segments, and timestamps, which was found to be 1.25 
seconds. When encountering negative projected TTC values, 
indicative of high risk, we replaced these values with 1.25 
seconds to ensure that these high-risk cases were not 
overlooked in the analysis. 
 

 
Fig. 4. The projection for lane changing vehicles 
 

D. The definition of propagation patterns of crash risks 

The propagation patterns of crash risks were categorized 
based on trends in the quantity of high-crash-risk occurrences. 
The term "quantity of high-crash-risk occurrences" was 
adopted as a metric to quantify the spatial aspect of risks. This 
measure is calculated as the count of TTC values less than 1.5 
seconds within a vehicle group, as outlined in Eq. (7). 
 
 𝑄 𝑗 𝑐𝑎𝑟𝑑 𝑖 𝑇𝑇𝐶 , 𝑗 1.5, 𝑖 ∈ 𝐺 𝑗  (7) 

where 𝑄 𝑗  is the quantity of high-crash-risk occurrences.  
 

Four propagation patterns of crash risks were identified: 
 When the quantity of high risks consistently increases, 

the risk within the vehicle group is categorized as 
diffusing spatially.; 

 If the quantity steadily decreases, the risk is 
interpreted as dissipating spatially; 

 A fluctuating spatial pattern is observed when the 
quantity of high risks alternates between increasing 
and decreasing; 

 If the quantity remains constant, the risk is considered 
to be in a maintaining state. 

Following the completion of vehicle-group segmentation 
and matching based on the dataset down-sampled to 0.2 Hz, a 
total of 5985 trajectories were compiled, with each spanning at 
least two timestamps. Figure 5 presents the distribution of 
these 5985 vehicle-group trajectories across various 
propagation patterns. Dissipation emerged as the most 
prevalent propagation pattern for crash risks. 

 

 
Fig. 5. Schematic diagram of different propagation patterns of 

crash risks. The average duration of different patterns varied. 

Ⅳ. DATA PREPARATION 

A. MAGIC Dataset 

This study's data were sourced from the MAGIC Dataset 
[36], with the locations of the road sections illustrated in 
Figure 6. The dataset encompasses details such as vehicle ID, 
type, position, speed, acceleration, timestamp, lane ID, and 
direction. Notably, the dataset surpasses the NGSIM and 
HighD datasets in terms of providing more diverse traffic 
states, more road section types, and longer recording durations 
[36], making it an invaluable asset for analyzing the formation 
and propagation of crash risks. 

The original resolution of the dataset is 25 Hz. For the 
purpose of this study, it was down-sampled to intervals of 5 
seconds (0.2 Hz), 2 seconds (0.5 Hz), and 1 second (1 Hz) to 
examine the effects of different intervals on the analysis 
results. Additionally, to maintain consistency in the analysis, 
data from only one direction of traffic were used. 
 

 
Fig. 6. Location of the road section 
 

B. Dependent Variables 

In analyzing crash risk formation, the dependent variable is 
a binary indicator representing the risk levels of vehicle 
groups, defined based on the risk quantification method 
outlined in Section III.C. A vehicle group is classified as high 
risk if its risk exceeds the threshold of 1/1.5 s-1 [39, 43-45].  

For the study of crash risk propagation, the dependent 
variables were the propagation patterns of crash risks as 
detailed in Section III.D. Recognizing that dissipation is the 
predominant pattern, a multinomial logistic regression model 
was utilized, with dissipation as the reference category. This 
approach examines the factors causing deviations in vehicle-
group risk propagation from dissipation to other patterns. 
 

C. Independent Variables Collection 

1) Candidate variables for the formation of crash risks 
The independent variables selected for this analysis 

encompassed the motion characteristics and vehicle 
composition of vehicle groups, alongside their current risk 
levels. Additionally, geometric and traffic features of road 
segments were also considered, as detailed in Table I.  

2) Candidate variables for the propagation of crash risks 
To investigate the propagation of crash risks, features 

relating to the movement of vehicle groups were extracted and 
are outlined in Table II. 
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TABLE I 
INDEPENDENT VARIABLES FOR THE ANALYSIS OF THE FORMATION OF CRASH RISKS 

 
TABLE Ⅱ 

INDEPENDENT VARIABLES FOR THE ANALYSIS OF THE PROPAGATION OF CRASH RISK 

 

Ⅴ. RESULTS 

A. Model Estimation for the Formation of Crash Risks 

Three models were developed to analyze crash risk 
formation with different prediction intervals (5 seconds, 2 
seconds, and 1 second). The dependent variable in these 
models is the risk level of vehicle groups, with independent 
variables detailed in Table I. Prior to modeling, the data 
underwent several preprocessing steps: outlier handling, 
feature discretization, and normalization. A significant 
challenge was the dataset's imbalance (non-high-risk to high-
risk case ratio exceeding 10:1), potentially impacting model 
accuracy. To address this, a down-sampling method was 
applied to adjust the ratio to 4:1, aligning with practices in 

previous studies [51, 52]. Furthermore, to ensure 
comparability across models with varying predictive intervals, 
the data volumes for the three datasets were equalized to 
match the smallest dataset. The datasets were then randomly 
divided into training and validation sets in a 70:30 ratio. 

The variable selection process began by assessing the 
significance of each variable to the dependent variable. 
Insignificant variables were subsequently eliminated. This was 
followed by correlation tests to identify highly correlated 
variables (with coefficients exceeding 0.4). In cases of high 
correlation, the variable yielding a lower Akaike Information 
Criterion (AIC) was retained. Next, backward regression, 
guided by the AIC [53] was employed for further variable 
selection. Lastly, the Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) was 
utilized to evaluate multicollinearity among variables. If the 

Variables Definition Unit 

max/min/avg_s 
the maximum (max), minimum (min), or average (avg) speeds (s) of vehicles within a 
vehicle group 

m/s 

std_s the standard deviation of vehicle speeds (s) within a vehicle group m/s 
std_a the standard deviation of vehicle accelerations (a) within a vehicle group m/s2 

pctg_large_veh 
the percentage (pctg) of large vehicles (large_veh), i.e., heavy car (10m) and bus 
(12m) in a vehicle group 

% 

pctg_change_lane 
the percentage (pctg) of vehicles executing lane changes (change_lane) in a vehicle 
group 

% 

size total number of vehicles (size) in a vehicle group - 
risk the crash risk of the vehicle group s-1 
qty_high_risk the quantity of risks higher than a threshold in a vehicle group - 
segment_density the traffic density of the road segment where the vehicle group is located  veh/m 
segment_speed the traffic speed of the road segment where the vehicle group is located  m/s 
lanes the number of lanes on the road segment where the vehicle group is located - 
on_ramp the count of vehicles within a 100-meter range of the on-ramp in a vehicle group - 
off_ramp the count of vehicles within a 100-meter range of the off-ramp in a vehicle group - 
curve the count of vehicles on a curved road section in a vehicle group - 

Variables Definition Unit 

std/avg/cum_avg_s 
the standard deviation (std), average value (avg), or cumulative change (cum) of 
average speeds (avg_s) at all timestamps along the vehicle-group trajectory 

m/s 

std_avg_a 
the standard deviation (std) of average accelerations (avg_a) at all timestamps along 
the vehicle-group trajectory 

m/s2 

std/avg/cum_size 
the standard deviation (std), average value (avg), or cumulative change (cum) of the 
number of vehicles in the vehicle group at all timestamps 

Veh 

avg/sum_change_lane 
the average (avg) or total (sum) number of vehicles changing lanes in the vehicle group 
at all timestamps 

Veh 

sum_large_veh 
the total count (sum) of large vehicles (large_veh), i.e., heavy car (10m) and bus 
(12m), along the vehicle-group trajectory 

Veh 

sum_on_ramp 
the total count (sum) of vehicles within a 100-meter range of the on-ramp (on_ramp) 
along the vehicle-group trajectory 

Veh 

sum_off_ramp 
the total count (sum) of vehicles within a 100-meter range of the off-ramp (off_ramp) 
along the vehicle-group trajectory 

Veh 

timespan_high_risk the timespan (timespan) when the vehicle group is under high risk (high_risk) s 

ini/max/avg_risk 
the initial (ini), maximal (max), or average (avg) value of the crash risks (risk) along 
the vehicle-group trajectory 

s-1 
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VIF for any two variables exceeded 5, the one with the lower 
AIC value was chosen.  

The results for the cases with 5-second, 2-second, and 1-
second intervals are presented in Tables III(a), III(b), and 
III(c), respectively. 

The results in Table Ⅲ indicate that the model's predictive 
performance is enhanced with shorter prediction time intervals, 
evidenced by an increase in the AUC value from 0.761 to 
0.906 as the interval decreases. This suggests that more recent 
information is crucial for accurate risk prediction, a trend 
likely to continue with future advancements in V2X 
communication and computational capabilities. 

In the vehicle-group risk formation analysis, the variables 
identified using 2-second and 1-second intervals are identical, 
and encompassing those from the 5-second interval. This 
consistency underscores the models' reliability and robustness. 

Key findings include the impact of a high percentage of 
large vehicles (pctg_large_veh) and frequent lane changes 
(pctg_change_lane) within a vehicle group on increasing crash 
risk. The slower speeds of large vehicles and the threat posed 
by their size can induce erratic driving behaviors in 
surrounding vehicles, such as overtaking or changing lanes. 
Their inferior braking capabilities and longer stopping 
distances further contribute to risk. Lane-changing behaviors 
of a vehicle on highways requires precise timing and spatial 
awareness, or they might result in unsafe relative positions and 
speeds between the vehicle and other vehicles in the target 
lanes. 

The study also highlights the significance of motion 
variables such as the standard deviation of vehicle speeds and 
accelerations in a vehicle group (std_s, std_a). They reflect the 
complexity of vehicle behaviors, with greater complexity 
correlating with higher crash likelihood.  

Risk-related features of vehicle groups, like the current risk 
value (risk) and the quantity of high-risk occurrences 
(qty_high_risk), are also crucial indicators. These findings 
suggest that vehicle groups already at high risk are likely to 
maintain this status. 

Additionally, higher traffic density on a road segment 
(segment_density) typically indicates congestion, reducing 
vehicle spacing and increasing crash probability.  

Road segment geometry also plays a significant role. The 
merging traffic from on-ramps (on_ramp) might disrupts the 
flow on the main road and elevates crash risk. Driving on 
curves (curve) can lead to increased crash likelihood due to 
factors like the centripetal force, reduced visibility, and 
decreased stability. While more lanes on a road segment 
(lanes) provide greater maneuvering space for vehicles, they 
also enable riskier behaviors such as overtaking and lane 
changing. 
 

TABLE Ⅲ 
MODEL RESULTS FOR THE FORMATION OF CRASH RISKS 

(a) Prediction Time Interval: 5s 
Variables  Coef. Std. 

Error 
Z value P value 

on_ramp 5.165 0.593 8.712 <0.001 
segment_density 1.742 0.063 27.442 <0.001 
pctg_change_lane 1.098 0.099 11.077 <0.001 

pctg_large_veh 0.991 0.327 3.028 <0.001 
risk 0.785 0.054 14.616 <0.001 
std_s 0.618 0.065 9.456 <0.001 
std_a 0.414 0.066 6.229 <0.001 
lanes 0.224 0.044 5.098 <0.001 
(intercept) -3.283 0.049 -66.913 <0.001 
 AUC TPR TNR ACC 
Training 0.761 0.655 0.743 0.726 
Validation 0.761 0.722 0.675 0.694 
(b) Prediction Time Interval: 2s 
Variables  Coef. Std. 

Error 
Z value P value 

curve 3.358 0.579 5.799 <0.001 
risk 1.694 0.068 24.801 <0.001 
pctg_change_lane 1.293 0.103 12.608 <0.001 
pctg_ large_veh 1.249 0.340 3.677 0.002 
min_s -0.761 0.120 -6.348 <0.001 
segment_density 0.730 0.117 6.250 <0.001 
std_s 0.648 0.068 9.571 <0.001 
std_a 0.505 0.068 7.412 <0.001 
qty_high_risk 0.486 0.096 5.037 <0.001 
lanes 0.318 0.050 6.404 <0.001 
(intercept) -2.892 0.118 -24.498 <0.001 
 AUC TPR TNR ACC 
Training 0.842 0.750 0.793 0.784 
Validation 0.831 0.713 0.822 0.800 
(c) Prediction Time Interval: 1s 
Variables  Coef. Std. 

Error 
Z value P value 

risk 2.349 0.075 31.413 <0.001 
curve 2.313 0.521 4.436 <0.001 
pctg_change_lane 1.594 0.119 13.404 <0.001 
qty_high_risk 1.532 0.141 10.888 <0.001 
pctg_ large_veh 1.047 0.419 2.499 0.012 
std_a 0.995 0.079 12.662 <0.001 
min_s -0.837 0.132 -6.341 <0.001 
std_s 0.519 0.082 6.319 <0.001 
segment_density 0.473 0.128 3.697 <0.001 
lanes 0.152 0.058 2.634 0.008 
 AUC TPR TNR ACC 
Training 0.906 0.812 0.870 0.858 
Validation 0.906 0.832 0.850 0.847 
 

B. Model Performance Using Alternative Classifiers 

Logistic Regression (LR) is a robust and interpretable 
classifier, which can be used to explain the vehicle-group risk 
prediction results. However, as a fundamentally linear model, 
its effectiveness is limited under certain conditions. Therefore, 
this study evaluated four classifiers showing great 
performance on crash risk discrimination: Decision Tree (DT) 
[54], Random Forest (RF) [20, 55] ,Support Vector Machine 
(SVM) [56, 57], and Neural Network (NN) [58, 59], using the 
same significant variables identified by LR to predict vehicle-
group risk. The SVM employed an RBF kernel, and the NN 
was structured with three fully-connected hidden layers 
containing 10, 20, and 10 neurons, respectively. We used 



8 
 
 

 

inference latency as a measure of the computational cost for 
each model. This latency was calculated as an average over 
three runs on the validation dataset comprising 10,759 records, 
processed using an Intel i9-13900KF CPU. Comparative 
analysis of model performance and computational costs are 
presented in TABLE Ⅳ and TABLE Ⅴ. Notably, the RF 
classifier showed enhanced performance coupled with a 
relatively low inference latency. It is also found that when the 
prediction interval is 1 second, the classifiers exhibited similar 
performance. The results underscore the importance of data 
quality in producing accurate predictions. 
 

TABLE Ⅳ 
MODEL PERFORMANCE OVER DIFFERENT PREDICTION TIME  

INTERVALS AND CLASSIFIERS 
AUC(Train/Test) 1s 2s 5s 
LR 0.906/0.906 0.842/0.831 0.761/0.761 
DT 0.904/0.901 0.846/0.828 0.755/0.749 
SVM 0.893/0.891 0.819/0.811 0.677/0.672 
RF 0.915/0.910 0.856/0.842 0.772/0.763 
NN 0.914/0.912 0.853/0.841 0.771/0.766 
 

TABLE Ⅴ 
COMPUTATIONAL COST OVER DIFFERENT PREDICTION TIME  

INTERVALS AND CLASSIFIERS 
Inference Latency 
(millisecond) 

1s 2s 5s 

LR 0.003 0.003 0.003 
DT 0.739 0.759 0.766 
SVM 1931.041 2333.043 2355.121 
RF 6.691  9.146  11.238  
NN 60.852 61.228 59.039 
 

C. Model Performance Using Adaptive TTC Threshold 

Previous research often used a constant TTC threshold to 
identify high crash risk [39, 43-45, 47-49]. This study utilized 
thresholds of 1.5 seconds for in-lane vehicle grouping and 3 
seconds for adjacent lanes. When assessing vehicle group risk, 
a 1.5-second threshold (equivalent to a vehicle-group risk of 
1/1.5 s-1) was employed to categorize high-risk vehicle 
groups. However, the TTC threshold might be varying under 
different traffic environments (e.g., density). For instance, 
model results in Section V.A indicate that higher road 
segment density correlates with increased crash risk, attributed 
to decreased spacing between vehicles and thus lower TTC 
values. However, according to the Fundamental Diagram [60-
62], higher density typically accompanies lower speeds. In 
such scenarios, despite lower TTC values, the actual 
probability of a crash might not be as high as suggested, 
implying the need for a lower TTC threshold (implying a 
higher vehicle-group risk threshold). Conversely, in lower 
density conditions, larger TTC thresholds might be more 
appropriate. 

Recent studies in the field have introduced the concept of 
adaptive TTC thresholds, tailoring them to specific driver 
characteristics, environmental conditions [63], and types of 

leading vehicles [49]. In this research, adaptive TTC 
thresholds were established based on the traffic density of road 
segments. However, it's important to acknowledge that, due to 
the absence of actual accident data in the dataset, the efficacy 
and appropriateness of the adaptive TTC thresholds remain 
unvalidated. 
 

 
(a) 97th percentile 

 
(b) 90th percentile 

Fig. 7. Adaptive TTC thresholds 
 

To derive adaptive TTC thresholds, the dataset was down-
sampled to 0.5 Hz (corresponding to a 2-second interval). 
First, the average potential risk (inverse of TTC) among all 
vehicle pairs on road segments across different traffic 
densities was calculated. Subsequently, the density range was 
segmented into 100 equal intervals. For enhanced 
discrimination of high-risk events and effective vehicle-group 
segmentation, the 97th and 90th percentile values of inverse 
TTC were computed within corresponding density intervals. 
Two functions mapping densities to inverse TTC values were 
then developed based on these percentiles, as illustrated in 
Figure 7. Figure 7(a) shows the density- inverse TTC 
mapping under 97th percentile and was used for in-lane 
vehicle grouping. Figure 7(b) shows the density-inverse TTC 
mapping under 90th percentile and was applied for merging 
vehicle groups in adjacent lanes. 
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A comparison was made between the sizes of vehicle 
groups formed using static and adaptive TTC thresholds, as 
detailed in Table Ⅵ. The introduction of adaptive TTC 
thresholds resulted in more controlled vehicle group sizes. 
Specifically, the maximum number of vehicles in a group 
reduced from over 100 to under 90, with smaller standard 
deviations.  
 

TABLE Ⅵ 
COMPARISON OF VEHICLE-GROUP SIZES 

Prediction Time Interval: 
5s/2s/1s 

Static TTC 
Threshold 

Adaptive TTC 
Threshold 

Max 101/105/114 92/89/92 
Std 4.82/4.83/4.84 4.46/4.47/4.46 

 

 
(a) Training dataset 

 
(b) Validation dataset 

Fig. 8. Model performance using adaptive TTC thresholds 
 
Model performance using Logistic Regression and Random 

Forest is depicted in Figure 8. The introduction of adaptive 
TTC thresholds significantly enhanced model efficacy, 
particularly for longer predictive time intervals. The AUC 
value increased by around 0.065 for the 5-second interval and 
the 2-second interval. Utilizing Random Forest, the AUC 
value reached more than 0.93 for the 1-second interval. These 
results indicate that adaptive TTC thresholds potentially 

improve the prediction of vehicle-group risks. 
 
D. Model estimation for the propagation of crash risks 

A multinomial logistic regression model was utilized to 
examine crash risk propagation, using dissipation as the 
reference pattern (i.e., labeled as 0). The independent variables 
are detailed in Table II. Adhering to similar data processing 
steps as in Section V.A, but excluding down-sampling, the 
findings are presented in Table Ⅶ. 

In this study, since the data was normalized, we could 
gauge the impact of variables through the absolute values of 
their coefficients. Following this principle, two variables were 
identified as particularly influential in determining crash risk 
propagation patterns: the duration of high-risk status 
(timespan_high_risk) and the cumulative change in the size of 
vehicle groups (cum_size). The positive coefficients indicate 
that extended high-risk periods and increases in vehicle-group 
size are associated with adverse propagation patterns, notably 
diffusion and fluctuation. Such spatial risk diffusion and 
fluctuation may trigger deceleration and evasive maneuvers, 
leading to the merging of vehicle groups. Given that a vehicle 
group is a cluster of closely related vehicles, risk diffusion can 
create a domino effect. The size of the vehicle group 
influences the extent of risk propagation, with larger groups 
fostering an environment conducive to further risk diffusion 
and fluctuation. 

Furthermore, an increase in both the standard deviation and 
the average of vehicle speeds within a group over its trajectory 
(std_avg_s, avg_avg_s) appears to contribute to risk 
dissipation, as indicated by their negative coefficients. 
Elevated deviation and average speed within a vehicle group 
typically signify a smoother traffic flow, which is instrumental 
in mitigating the spread of crash risks. 

The negative coefficient for the initial crash risk value 
(ini_risk) suggests that the dissipation pattern of risks is more 
likely to start from a higher initial risk compared to diffusion 
and maintaining patterns. Risk diffusion can resemble a 
domino effect, where the crash risk in a vehicle group may 
increase due to the cumulative effect of drivers' reaction times. 
This diffusion process may reach a peak and then begin to 
dissipate once the risk reaches a certain threshold. 

Additionally, an increase in the average number of lane-
changing vehicles within a group (avg_change_lane) seems to 
facilitate risk diffusion. Lane-changing, typically executed by 
drivers to access faster lanes and improve travel efficiency, 
can disrupt the traffic flow in the target lane, leading to risk 
diffusion and enhanced crash potential. 

Lastly, the presence of a larger number of heavy vehicles in 
a vehicle group's movement (num_large_veh) is found to be 
positively correlated with risk fluctuation as opposed to 
dissipation. Heavy vehicles, characterized by their larger 
mass, slower acceleration, and reduced braking efficiency, 
require more time to adjust their speed, contributing to notable 
disruptions in traffic flow and greater fluctuations in crash 
risks. 
 
 
 



10 
 
 

 

TABLE Ⅶ 
MODEL RESULTS FOR THE PROPAGATION OF CRASH RISKS PATTERNS 

*Reference Pattern: Dissipation (labeled as 0) 

Ⅵ. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

Previous studies on predicting crash risks for expressways 
primarily associated crash occurrences with traffic parameters 
or the geometric features of road segments. However, these 
studies could not fully account for the impact of vehicles' past 
driving states and their interactions with nearby vehicles on 
future risks statuses. Thus, based on a high-fidelity trajectory 
dataset, this study constructed trajectories of vehicle groups to 
capture these kinds of impact and analyze the formation and 
propagation mechanisms of crash risks. 

The construction of vehicle group trajectories involved two 
key stages: segmentation within individual timestamps and 
subsequent matching. Initially, vehicle groups were segmented 
at each timestamp based on the potential risks between 
vehicles, determined using TTC values. If the TTC indicated a 
sufficient risk, vehicles were classified as part of the same 
group. To form continuous trajectories, two primary features – 
the identity of head vehicles and the overall composition of 
each vehicle group – were utilized. These features facilitated 
the matching of vehicle groups across consecutive timestamps.  

The risk formation analysis revealed several key factors 
elevating crash likelihood: a high proportion of large vehicles 
and frequent lane changes within a vehicle group, complex 

vehicle behaviors, historical states of high risk in vehicle 
groups, and specific road segment geometries, including the 
presence of on-ramps, curved segments, and the number of 
lanes. Additionally, high traffic density on road segments was 
also identified as a risk enhancer. The study performed a 
sensitivity analysis encompassing different classifiers, 
prediction time intervals, and adaptive TTC thresholds. A 
notable increase was observed in the AUC value for risk 
prediction as the prediction time interval shortened from 5 
seconds to 1 second, rising from 0.761 to 0.906. This trend 
underscores the significance of utilizing more recent 
information for precise vehicle-group risk prediction. With the 
incorporation of the Random-Forest Classifier, coupled with 
adaptive TTC thresholds, the AUC value exhibited further 
improvement, surpassing 0.910 and 0.930, respectively. 

In terms of risk propagation, the study found that extended 
periods of high-risk status, an increase in vehicle-group size, 
and frequent lane changes contribute to negative propagation 
patterns, specifically risk diffusion and fluctuation. 
Conversely, a high standard deviation and average speed 
within a vehicle group, as well as a high initial crash risk value 
at the start of a vehicle-group trajectory, are associated with 
the spatial dissipation of crash risks. These findings highlight 
the complex dynamics of risk propagation in vehicle groups.  

 Variables Coefficient Standard Error Z value P value 

M
ai

nt
ai

ni
ng

 

std_avg_s -6.614 0.919 -7.199 <0.001 
avg_avg_s 0.026 0.338 0.078 0.938 
cum_size 13.056 1.488 8.776 <0.001 

avg_change_lane -0.067 1.059 -0.064 0.949 
num_off_ramp -2.839 0.937 -3.029 0.002 
num_large_veh 0.384 0.484 0.793 0.428 

timespan_high_risk 29.711 1.338 22.209 <0.001 
ini_risk -9.151 3.913 -2.339 0.019 

(intercept) -10.418 0.837 -12.452 <0.001 

D
if

fu
si

on
 

std_avg_s -6.004 1.035 -5.800 <0.001 
avg_avg_s -1.039 0.407 -2.553 0.011 
cum_size 24.839 1.643 15.120 <0.001 

avg_change_lane 2.522 0.819 3.077 0.002 
num_off_ramp -1.293 0.730 -1.771 0.077 
num_large_veh 0.208 0.492 0.422 0.673 

timespan_high_risk 28.028 1.460 19.200 <0.001 
ini_risk -5.643 2.484 -2.272 0.023 

(intercept) -16.968 0.948 -17.902 <0.001 

F
lu

ct
ua

tio
n 

std_avg_s 0.990 0.724 1.367 0.172 
avg_avg_s -3.787 0.674 -5.615 <0.001 
cum_size 9.200 1.153 7.982 <0.001 

avg_change_lane 1.237 0.751 1.648 0.099 
num_off_ramp 0.828 0.525 1.579 0.114 
num_large_veh 1.801 0.413 4.356 <0.001 

timespan_high_risk 38.984 1.406 27.719 <0.001 
ini_risk -2.221 1.439 -1.544 0.123 

(intercept) -9.813 0.675 -14.528 <0.001 
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The findings of this study are instrumental in determining 
crash risks for moving vehicle groups, providing crucial 
insights for developing crash-avoidance strategies in 
Connected and Autonomous Vehicles (CAVs). Through 
communication between vehicles and with roadside units, 
CAVs can access traffic and environmental data to assess the 
crash risks of vehicle groups. Upon detecting high crash risks, 
group-level risk-avoidance strategies can be deployed. These 
may include maintaining uniform speeds and accelerations 
within a vehicle group and coordinating lane-changing 
maneuvers. Additionally, to curb the diffusion and fluctuation 
propagation of crash risks, strategies could involve controlling 
vehicles to prevent merging with other vehicle groups, thereby 
enhancing overall traffic safety. 

There are some limitations in this study. One significant 
constraint is the absence of weather data in the MAGIC 
dataset, leading to the exclusion of weather-related variables 
that are known to considerably influence crash risks. Given 
that risk precursors can vary under different weather 
conditions, future research could enhance the current findings 
by integrating weather information. Furthermore, while 
microscopic features of vehicles play a vital role in 
understanding crash-risk mechanisms, the features in this 
study were determined empirically, potentially overlooking 
some critical factors. Future research could employ advanced 
techniques, such as deep learning, to derive more 
comprehensive vehicle features, thereby facilitating a more 
profound understanding of crash risk dynamics. 
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