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ABSTRACT

By 2030, the senior population aged 65 and older is expected to increase by over 50%, significantly raising
the number of older drivers on the road. Drivers over 70 face higher crash death rates compared to those in
their forties and fifties, underscoring the importance of developing more effective safety interventions for
this demographic. Although the impact of aging on driving behavior has been studied, there is limited
research on how these behaviors translate into real-world driving scenarios. This study addresses this need
by leveraging Naturalistic Driving Data (NDD) to analyze driving performance measures - specifically,
speed limit adherence on interstates and deceleration at stop intersections, both of which may be influenced
by age-related declines. Using NDD, we developed Cumulative Distribution Functions (CDFs) to establish
benchmarks for key driving behaviors among senior and young drivers. Our analysis, which included
anomaly detection, benchmark comparisons, and accuracy evaluations, revealed significant differences in
driving patterns primarily related to speed limit adherence at 75mph. While our approach shows promising
potential for enhancing Advanced Driver Assistance Systems (ADAS) by providing tailored interventions
based on age-specific adherence to speed limit driving patterns, we recognize the need for additional data
to refine and validate metrics for other driving behaviors. By establishing precise benchmarks for various
driving performance metrics, ADAS can effectively identify anomalies, such as abrupt deceleration, which
may indicate impaired driving or other safety concerns. This study lays a strong foundation for future
research aimed at improving safety interventions through detailed driving behavior analysis.

Keywords: Senior Drivers, Speed Limit Adherence, Deceleration at Stop Intersection, Naturalistic
Driving Data
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INTRODUCTION

Age-related driver performance changes are critical and require more research attention considering
the growing prevalence of older drivers. By 2030, it is predicted that there will be a sharp rise in the number
of senior citizens aged 65 and older, a rise of more than 50% (1). Senior drivers will become more prevalent
overall on our roadways as a result. It is anticipated that by 2025, there will be 20% more licensed drivers
in the United States who are 65 or older than there were in 2015 (2). This rise in the overall number of older
drivers might impact traffic safety, particularly for those with medical issues. The abilities of some older
drivers may be affected by age-related declines in vision, cognitive functioning (such as reasoning and
memory), and physical changes. Numerous studies have indicated that the conditions such as early
dementia, mild cognitive impairment, Parkinson’s disease, and other neurodegenerative disorders,
contribute to poorer driving performance, both in on-road evaluations (3, 4) and in simulated driving
assessments (5), when compared to the overall older adult population. Additionally, compared to drivers in
their forties and fifties (aged 35-54), drivers over the age of 70 have higher crash death rates per mile driven

(6).

Past literature has studied age-related differences in driver behavior using various performance
measures. Speed limit adherence is an essential performance metric which is used to track changes in speed
in relation to each location's speed limit. Most studies used this essential performance metric to evaluate
senior drivers' driving ability (7, 8). Several studies have compared the driving abilities of older and younger
drivers based on age, and other research has examined the factors that contribute to senior drivers' driving
errors (7,8). A study stated that even when older drivers exhibit better adherence to speed limits than
younger drivers, the former group is at a higher risk of having a collision (9). Additionally, it is noticed that
collisions are linearly proportional to reduction in speed compliance for all types of traffic densities (10).
The age-gender interactions and the age group differences were found to exist for variables such as
acceleration and speed related variables (11). The study categorized older drivers as “slow drivers” and
younger drivers as “fast drivers”. Along similar lines, a cross-sectional study conducted in California
compared the differences in driving performance and reaction times for younger and older drivers (12).
Their study concluded that older drivers have slower reactions, had more collisions, drove, deviated less in
speed, and maintained a constant distance behind the car, in contrast to their younger counterparts. Another
study observed that older drivers aged 65 and above showed poorer performance in several driving tasks,
including reaction times, decision-making, and motor coordination, when compared to younger drivers.
Interestingly, the younger groups, including teenagers and young adults, were found to commit more
speeding errors than older drivers who were in good health (13). In addition, older participants reported
observing significantly fewer road signs and exhibited a tendency to drive at slower speeds compared to
younger participants (14). Furthermore, findings from a simulator study indicate that older drivers,
regardless of their vision status, exhibited heightened eye movements and maintained slower driving speeds
compared to younger drivers. (15).

Traffic safety and flow can be impacted by deceleration behavior, which is a crucial component of
driving performance. Younger drivers, influenced by overconfidence and inexperience, often demonstrate
riskier deceleration behaviors (16). A meta-analysis study highlighted the role of sensation-seeking and
invulnerability in young drivers' risk-taking behaviors, influencing their deceleration decisions (17).
Another study investigated the driving patterns across age and gender groups and found unexpected
deceleration behavior, with older females showing lower rates over longer distances during deceleration.
Controlling for start-stop speeds revealed older drivers had higher acceleration rates over shorter distances
to reach equal speeds as younger drivers. Notably, older females displayed distinct deceleration patterns,
exhibiting lower rates over extended distances compared to younger females (12).

Older drivers often struggle with lane changes, increasing their crash risk compared to other age
groups (18). Analyzing 393 lane changes, it was found that older drivers frequently neglect over-the-
shoulder glances before changing lanes, with failure rates of 98% for left and 92% for right lane changes
(19). Additionally, older drivers show significantly slower response times in brake pedal tasks compared to
younger drivers (20). They are also more likely to be involved in intersection crashes, particularly when
making left turns (21). A study using data mining on 5-year crash data from Tokyo identified factors
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associated with crossing crashes involving older drivers, such as crash location, lighting, road and weather
conditions, vehicle type, and traffic violations (22). In a naturalistic observation, older drivers (=74 years)
were compared to middle-aged drivers (35-64 years) based on their driving environment and error rates.
Results showed that while both groups made few errors, older drivers preferred simpler routes and made
fewer errors overall (23).

A systematic review investigated how cognitive decline affects driving simulator performance in
older adults, noting increased variability and inconsistency in their driving (1). Another study involving 80
drivers aged 70 and older linked the Useful Field of View (UFOV) test to on-road driving performance,
identifying common issues like "driving too fast," manual gearbox difficulties, and challenges with road
signs and traffic lights (24). Research comparing distracted driving between middle-aged and older drivers
found that the older drove slower, had less speed variability, and tended to "freeze up" under distraction
(25). Additionally, driving performance deteriorates progressively from ages 20 to 80, with increased
reaction times and variability, especially in complex tasks (26). A study on naturalistic driving found that
older drivers identified fewer landmarks, drove slower, and made more safety errors compared to middle-
aged drivers (27). It also revealed that older drivers focused more on road markings, while younger drivers
paid more attention to dynamic objects like other cars (28). Studies of older drivers with rapid deceleration
events showed slightly better vision and cognition measures (29), and the use of potentially inappropriate
medications (PIMs) was linked to a higher risk of hard braking events, with increased risk associated with
using multiple PIMs (30).

While past studies have found significant age-related differences in older driver performance, like
speed limit adherence, acceleration/deceleration characteristics, and other driving measures, to date there
has been little research to examine these differences in response to real-world road risks, especially using
Naturalistic Driving Data (NDD). Such research is crucial for enhancing evidence-based insights aimed at
informing older drivers about education programs, licensure criteria, and the design of safer transportation
systems.

The aim of this study is to address the existing research gap by leveraging NDD to analyze and
quantify key driving behaviors of both senior and younger drivers. By establishing baseline curves and
percentile ranges for essential driving metrics—such as adherence to speed limits on interstates and
deceleration at stop intersections—our approach aims to enhance the understanding of age-specific driving
patterns. This paper proposes an approach that not only shows promising results but also informs and
improves the development of Advanced Driver Assistance Systems (ADAS), ultimately contributing to
more effective road safety interventions.

The paper is organized as follows: First, we outline the formulation of Key Performance Indices
(KPIs) for evaluating driving behaviors. Next, we describe the dataset and sample, providing context for
the analysis. We then explain the analytical methods and framework used to develop baseline curves and
percentile ranges. Finally, we present key findings on driving behavior differences between senior and
young drivers, followed by a discussion of implications, limitations, and future research avenues.

FORMULATION OF KEY PERFORMANCE INDICES

The selection of Key Performance Indices involved a comprehensive approach aimed at evaluating
driving performance for senior drivers. The process began with a detailed literature review and
consultations with rehabilitation centers in Nebraska, specializing in senior driver assessment. To gather
insights into standard measurements and assessment criteria, multiple Division of Motor Vehicles (DMV)
driving performance score sheets were also reviewed. Subsequently, a questionnaire was developed based
on the gathered information to identify critical factors for assessing senior drivers' driving capabilities. This
questionnaire was circulated among driving rehabilitation occupational therapists, including discussions
with experts from driving rehabilitation centers. Through these interactions, we gained valuable insights
into their scoring methodologies and the effectiveness of different assessment factors.

Based on these inputs and discussions, the list of KPIs was refined to ensure it captured the essential
metrics for evaluating driving performance among senior drivers. Table 1 provides a detailed overview of
the KPIs, incorporating insights from literature, DMV driving performance standards, and feedback from
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professional consultations. Important KPIs are also highlighted in the table, which were selected based on
their commonality between DMV driving performance scoresheets and experts from driving rehabilitation
centers. In our study, we focused on selecting KPIs based on their feasibility within our dataset. After
careful consideration, we chose to prioritize speed limit adherence and deceleration as the primary metrics
for evaluating driving performance among senior drivers. These KPIs were selected due to their availability
and reliability within our dataset, aligning closely with DMV standards and expert recommendations.

TABLE 1 Comprehensive List of KPIs from Experts at Rehabilitation Center and DMV Scoresheets

KPIs from Experts at Rehabilitation Center | KPIs from DMV Scoresheets :(n;pl)grtant
Positioning
Centers car in lane - v
Safe following distance Follows too closely v
Lane selection after turn Gets into proper lane after turn
Stopped in proper position -
Braking/Acceleration/Speed
Stopped smoothly at intersections™ Smooth stop v
Smooth acceleration from a stopped position * -
Proper speed at intersections I_300r spe_ed judgement approaching or at v
intersections
L Speed in ideal conditions (good weather,
Adequate speed for conditions straight road, light traffic) v
Good regulation of gas or brake pedals -
Right and Left Turns
Gradually applies brakes Delayed or abrupt braking
Uses turn signal Makes proper signal of intention to turn
Cancels signal Cancel signal
Correct lane selection after turn Select proper lane after turn v
Yielded right of way Yields without hesitating when necessary
No lane changes middle of the intersection -
Controlled steering and wheel recovery Poor steering control v
Traffic Signal: Traffic Sign Compliance
- Deceleration rate approaching stop sign
Heavy Deceleration rate approaching red v
- light
- Heavy acceleration rate on green v
- Red light running v
- Waits too long after light turn green
Stop Sign: Traffic Sign Compliance
- Proportion of stop sign violations v
- Waits too long without any vehicle present
- Acceleration rate departing stop sign v
- Look both way prior to stop sign v
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Small gap acceptance at stop sign (two-
- way)

Small gap acceptance at permissive left
- (two-way)

Waits too long at permissive left without
- any vehicle present

Lane Change in Highway

Checked mirror and blind spot Lane change without blind spot check v

Showed good acceleration when lane changing -

Showed good steering control when lane
changing -

Appropriately initiated lane changes -

Adjusted speed to flow of traffic Too slow/impedes the traffic flow

Signaled -

Number of lane violations per mile
- (Straight)

Proportion of turning lane violation at
- signalized intersections

Entering/Exiting in Highway

Signaled entry/exit -

Checked blind spot -

Showed good acceleration - 4

Showed good steering control -

Traffic Conflict

- Tailgate - too close to the cars v

- Swerving v

Note: * denotes selected KPIs in our study
DATASET AND SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

Baseline Development Dataset

NDD were extracted from existing registries at the University of Nebraska Medical Center
(UNMC) containing 4-12 weeks of continuous, real-world driving from 2 age-cohorts: senior (N=35; 65—
88 years of age) and young drivers (N=103; 21-64 years of age). Participants consented to study
participation following UNMC IRB guidelines. All drivers were legally licensed and screened (self-report,
clinical exam) to be typically aging with no major confounding medical conditions or medication usage.
NDD were collected every second using sensors installed in each participant’s own vehicle from on-off
ignition (1 drive), collecting video (forward roadway, vehicle cabin) and vehicle sensor data (e.g., GPS,
speed, accelerometer). GPS data were used to extract roadway speed limits from state GIS databases.
Participants drove as typical. This dataset initially lacked posted speed limit information, necessitating the
the integration of speed data sourced from GIS databases and TIGER files.

This dataset was utilized to establish baseline Cumulative Distribution Function (CDF) curve for
the selected KPIs, specifically focusing on speed limit adherence on interstates (65mph, 70mph, and
75mph) and stop intersection deceleration. The data underwent processing to meet the KPI requirements
for creating CDF curves, which were used as reference or baseline distributions for further analyses. Table
2 provides the summary and breakdown of the participants used for the baseline development for speed
limit adherence. The dataset was specifically filtered to include only interstate roads and selected speed
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limits (>65mph). Similarly, we also filtered the dataset to include participants who traveled through the
stop intersections. Table 3 provides a description of the participants included in the baseline development
for deceleration at stop intersections.

TABLE 2 Breakdown of the Processed Dataset for Speed Limit Adherence

Variables | Senior Category | Young Category
Total Number of Datapoints 12,151 23,418
Total Number of Participants 32 101
Age of Participants

Range 65-70 21 - 64
Mean 67.8 49.3
Standard Deviation 1.08 12.7

Sex of Participants

Male 19 53
Female 13 48
No. of Participants in VVarious Speed Limits

75mph 9 26
70mph 24 78
65mph 32 100

TABLE 3 Breakdown of the Processed Dataset for Deceleration at Stop Intersection

Variables | Senior Category | Young Category
Total Number of Datapoints 14, 107 48, 544
Total Number of Participants 5 14
Age of Participants

Range 65 -70 39 - 64
Mean 66.8 54.3
Standard Deviation 1.85 6.79

Sex of Participants
Male 2
Female 3 6

(o]

Validation and Testing Dataset

We employed a distinct naturalistic driving dataset consisting exclusively of senior drivers undergoing
normal aging. This dataset was utilized to determine the optimal percentile range and subsequently test its
effectiveness, as outlined in the results section. The study included a total of 47 participants aged between
66 and 88 years, with a mean age of 75 and a standard deviation of 5.47 years. Of the 47 participants, 15
were male and 32 were female. The existing dataset lacked posted speed limit information and hence, we
prepared the data by finding the speed limit for all the drive points like baseline dataset. The data was
cleaned for missing GPS, driving speed, and acceleration values. Further refinement was carried out by
filtering the dataset to include only those traveling at 65mph and 75mph speed limits for adherence to speed
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limit KPI. Based on this filtered data, we selected validation and testing subsets to evaluate the performance
of our model accurately.

ANALYTICAL METHOD

Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) tests were used to measure variability in the baseline CDF plots of senior and
young drivers for both KPIs of interest. KS tests quantify the distance between either 1) the CDF of a
reference and empirical distributions or 2) the empirical distribution of given two samples. It is a non-
parametric test which compares the sample with the reference probability test (one-sample KS Test) or
between two samples (two-sample KS test). The formula for the KS test can be given as Equation 1:

D = Max |[F"(X)- F°(X)| (1)

where, n1 = Observations from a participant multiple drive
b = established baseline curve and,
D = KS statistic (maximum distance between two curves)

METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

The methodology employed in our study includes four major stages: 1) Data extraction and
preparation, 2) Anomalies identification and removal, 3) Baseline curve development, and 4) Baseline
curve validation.

Speed Limit Adherence: The data cleaning process involved removing missing data and filtering to focus
on data points from interstate roads. This selection aimed to minimize confounding factors related to driver
speed behaviors, such as traffic signals and stop signs. Anomalies were identified using CDFs across
roadway segments, age groups, and participants within specified speed limits (75mph, 70mph, 65mph).
Segments exhibiting anomalies were excluded, and baseline CDFs were established for both senior and
young driver groups. These baseline CDF curves underwent validation to ensure accuracy and reliability.

Stop Intersection Deceleration Behavior: Deceleration behavior at stop intersections was analyzed using
data from OpenStreetMap to identify and define intersections. Data was cleaned of points with empty
coordinates and locations during preprocessing. A total of 75 intersections were used in this analysis. Each
intersection was associated with buffer zones encompassing adjacent roadways where driver trajectories
were tracked. Anomalies in these trajectories were identified and removed using CDFs, similar to the
approach used for analyzing speed limit adherence.

Data Extraction and Preparation

For speed limit adherence, from the pool of data points, we segregated the data based on the age group i.e.,
senior participants (>=65) and young participants (65<). The whole dataset is filtered and cleaned for data
points that lie only on interstate roads. To ensure a representative subset of each age cohort, we focused our
study on interstate segments with sufficient driving points and participant data. Filtering out these sections
was facilitated through a Tableau software dashboard (Figure 1). This led to a subsequent reduction in the
dataset size, focusing on the most relevant and informative data points for the baseline development.
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Figure 1 Dashboard for selecting representative interstate segments based on driving points and
participants

Implementation of deceleration at the stop intersections in Omaha involved the use of stop locations from
Open Street maps in Omaha. OpenStreetMap is a free, open-source mapping platform that provides detailed
information on roads, intersections, and other geographic features. The approach involves two main steps:
first, identifying stop locations using OpenStreetMap data and finding the roads that intersect at these
intersections; secondly, creating buffers at these roads and identifying the trajectories which intersect with
these buffers (Figure 2). Buffers are essentially areas around a particular location, in this case, the roads
that intersect at the stop locations.

Vehicle deceleration was calculated at each time stamp of the driver’s speed and time using the Equation
2 below.
a=(v2-vi)/t (2)

where:

a is the deceleration (in meters per second squared, ft/s"2)

vi is the initial speed (in meters per second, ft/s)

V2 is the final speed (in meters per second, ft/s)

t is the time taken to decelerate (in seconds)
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Figure 2 Approach to extract stop intersections

Anomalies Identification and Removal

After identifying interstate road segments within specified speed limits (75mph, 70mph, and
65mph), CDFs were generated for both senior and young driver groups to evaluate adherence to regulatory
speed limits. This section details the anomaly detection process specifically for senior drivers at 75mph.
The same procedure was then applied to young drivers across varying posted speed limits.

Figure 3 (a) displays the plotted CDFs of interstate segments for senior drivers at 75mph. Two
anomalies (non-overlapping CDFs) were observed: 110443561583 and 110444000000, identified based on
road segments. An additional anomaly check was conducted at the participant level after removing these
anomalous segments. Segments exhibiting speed distributions significantly different from the remaining
segments were excluded from the analysis. Factors such as shoulder width and road geometry can influence
speed behavior choices. Therefore, only segments with similar speed profiles were included to minimize
the impact of unobserved variables on our model results. Consequently, segments 110443561583 and
110444000000 were excluded from further analysis.

Subsequently, we conducted an additional anomaly check focusing on participants. Participant
SSS-DM-084 exhibited notable deviations in speed limit adherence compared to the other three
participants, as evidenced in Figure 3 (b). Consequently, this participant was excluded from the baseline
curve development process.
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Baseline Curve Development

Speed Limit Adherence: In this step, baseline CDFs were developed by excluding participants and
segments identified as anomalous in the previous step of anomaly identification. As a distinct baseline curve
at 70mph among young drivers was not identifiable, our analysis proceeded to focus exclusively on the
75mph and 65mph speed limits. Baseline curves were derived for both age groups at 75mph and 65mph, as
illustrated in Figure 4 (a) and (b) respectively. For the 75mph speed limit, baseline curves were constructed
using 2 segments and 3 participants for senior drivers, and 6 segments and 7 participants for young drivers.
Similarly, for the 65mph speed limit, baseline CDFs were developed with 5 segments and 4 participants for
senior drivers, and 4 segments and 15 participants for young drivers.

Deceleration at Stop Intersection: When comparing the baseline deceleration curves between senior and
young drivers, Figure 5 reveals a notable distinction. Young drivers exhibit CDF plots shifted to the left,
indicating a higher occurrence of decelerations at higher values, whereas senior drivers show CDF plots
shifted to the right, indicating a higher frequency of decelerations at lower values. This contrast can be
attributed to several factors, including differences in driving experience, reaction times, and physical
capabilities. Young drivers may tend towards risk-taking and aggressive driving behaviors, leading to more
frequent and abrupt deceleration. In contrast, senior drivers, with potentially slower reaction times, often
engage in more gradual and cautious deceleration.
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Baseline Curve Validation

We utilized the non-parametric Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test to assess differences in speed limit
adherence between senior and young drivers based on baseline curves at 75mph and 65mph. To refine and
validate the speed metric, we identified 5 senior participants for each speed limit category (75mph and
65mph) from the testing dataset. This selection allowed us to pinpoint the percentile range that maximally
differentiated each participant from the young baseline CDF and minimized the average distance from the
senior baseline CDF. Detailed findings from this analysis are discussed in the subsequent section.

12



Joshi et al.

RESULTS

KS Test Results

Table 4 shows the results of the KS test for the two KPIs. The findings indicate significant differences in
speed limit adherence behavior between senior and young drivers at 75mph. However, contrasting
outcomes emerge at the 65mph speed limit, suggesting no substantial disparities in speed limit adherence
between these age groups. Typically, road segments with a 65mph speed limit are in more urban areas,
which may have increased enforcement, leading to a similar risk-taking behavior between senior and young
drivers. Conversely, 75mph segments are generally on freeways connecting cities. In these segments,
younger drivers often exceed the speed limit more frequently, while older drivers display a comparable
risk-taking attitude to that observed in urban freeway segments. Additionally, the results underscore distinct
differences in deceleration behavior at stop intersections between senior and young drivers.

TABLE 4 KS test results for selected KPlIs

Senior vs Young Baseline | Test Statistic | Results

For 75mph speed limit KS-stat 0.22844*
p-value < 2.2¢e-16

For 65mph speed limit KS-stat 0.088853
p-value 0.2264

For deceleration at stop KS-stat 0.06553*

intersection p-value 1.36e-10

Note: * Statistically significant at 95th percentile

Accuracy of Performance Metrics

Optimization of Percentile Range Selection

During this stage, our objective was to identify the optimal percentile range where the validation dataset
closely aligns with the senior baseline curve. We aimed to extract senior participants from the validation
and testing dataset who traveled on road segments with either a 75mph or 65mph speed limit. This approach
resulted in 5 subjects for each speed limit category, ensuring that our refined classification metric was based
on participants from the same road segments. Similarly, from the same dataset, we identified 5 subjects for
the deceleration at the stop intersection metric who traveled through the same intersection. Next, the
algorithm determined the percentile range that minimizes the distance to the senior baseline CDF while
maximizing the distance to the young baseline CDF across all participants. Subsequently, we generated a
scatterplot to visually depict the distances from the baselines within the selected percentile range.
Participants in the validation dataset exhibiting abnormal deviations from the baseline curves were excluded
based on visual inspection of CDFs. This precautionary step was crucial to mitigate potential biases during
the percentile range selection process.

75mph Speed Limit: Figure 6 (a) illustrates the CDFs for 75mph created using validation data which
consist of senior drivers on road segments distinct from those used to construct the baseline curves. This
approach highlights variations observed between the baseline curves and the participants in the validation
set. However, overarching characteristics, such as the tendency of a significant portion of senior drivers to
adhere to speed limits, hold true for these selected participants (grey line CDFs in Figure 6 (a)). Among
these 5 participants at 75mph, the identified percentile range was determined to be from the 68" to the 95"
percentile. Figure 6 (b) displays the scatterplot representing the validation dataset in this percentile range.
As we can see in Figure 6 (b), points that fall below the red line indicate that these participants are closer
to the senior baseline compared to the young baseline. To simplify, each point is represented by coordinates
(x, y), where x is the distance from the young baseline and y is the distance from the senior baseline. If a
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point lies below the line y = X, it means that x is greater than y. In other words, the distance from the young
baseline is greater than the distance from the senior baseline, suggesting that the participant's driving
behavior aligns more closely with the senior driver category.

65mph Speed Limit: Similarly, Figure 6 (b) shows the CDFs developed using the validation dataset for
65mph speed limit. For these 5 participants within 65mph, the percentile range came out to be 36™ to 58™
percentile and the scatterplot of the validation dataset is shown in Figure 6 (d).

Deceleration at Stop Intersection: Figure 7 (a) shows the CDFs developed using the validation dataset
for deceleration at stop intersection. The results in Figure 7 (b) shows that for 5 participants, the percentile
range spanning from the 35" to the 70" percentile is the optimal bracket which notably maximizes the
distance from the young baseline while simultaneously minimizes the distance to the senior baseline.
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Figure 6 (a) and (c) CDFs of baseline curves and validation dataset; (b) and (d) Scatterplot of
distances from baseline for identified percentile range for speed limit adherence.
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Figure 7 (a) CDFs of baseline curves and validation dataset; (b) Scatterplot of distances from baseline
for identified percentile range for deceleration at stop intersections

Checking the metricaccuracy with Testing Dataset

To evaluate the generalization of our metrics to new, unseen data, we filtered the validation and testing
dataset to include only senior participants who traveled on the same road segments with 65mph or 75mph
speed limits. This filtering process resulted in 18 participants being selected for evaluating speed limit
adherence at 65mph and 75mph. After filtering for participants traveling through the same stop
intersections, we identified 18 participants for the deceleration study. These participants were tested using
the identified percentile range to determine their categorization as senior drivers.

75mph Speed Limit: As depicted in Figure 8 (a), data points below the red line indicate that these
participants are closer to the senior baseline than the young baseline, while points above the line indicate
the opposite. The results reveal that 14 out of 18 senior participants fall within the senior driver category,
as they lie below the red line within the 68" to 95" percentile range. This classification achieves an accuracy
of 77.8%. This finding, supported by statistically significant KS test results at the 95th percentile for the
75mph speed limit, suggests that adherence to higher speed limits may indicate age-related differences in
driving behavior. These differences could be due to variations in cognitive processing speed, risk tolerance,
and confidence levels among age groups.

65mph Speed Limit: Figure 8 (b) shows that 8 out of 18 senior participants fall within the senior driver
category, as indicated by lying below the red line in the 36" to 52™ percentile range. This classification
yields an accuracy rate of 44.4%. An accuracy rate of 44.4% indicates poor model performance, suggesting
it's not much better than random guessing. This aligns with the KS test results, which found no statistical
significance between senior and young baseline curves at 65mph.

Deceleration at Stop Intersection: Figure 9 shows that 5 out of 12 senior participants aligned with the
senior baseline curve in the 35th to 70th percentile range, achieving a 41.6% accuracy. Despite the KS test
showing statistical significance between young and senior drivers' CDFs, this low accuracy suggests that
differences in driving behaviors are not uniform across all percentiles. The overlap in driving behaviors
within specific percentile ranges complicates precise classification. Additionally, lower accuracies may
stem from a narrower distribution of behaviors in this metric, influenced by external factors like traffic
conditions or road design, resulting in less distinct patterns between the age groups.
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Figure 9 Scatterplot for testing dataset for deceleration at stop intersection

CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE AVENUES

In this study, we proposed an approach that explored multiple KPIs to differentiate between young
and older drivers and quantify their driving behavior. The selection of these KPIs was informed by a
comprehensive approach, including a literature review, consultations with senior driver rehabilitation
experts, and review of DMV driving performance score sheets. These sources helped to identify critical
assessment factors, leading us to prioritize speed limit adherence and deceleration at stop intersections as
the primary measures due to their relevance and reliability within our dataset.

To achieve this, we employed a methodology that involved extracting relevant naturalistic driving
data, detecting anomalies, and developing CDFs for baseline comparisons of measures including speed
limits at 75mph and 65mph, as well as deceleration at stop intersections. We evaluated these benchmarks
to establish performance metrics and determine their effectiveness in distinguishing between senior and
young drivers.

Our proposed approach identified adherence to the 75mph speed limit as the most effective measure
for differentiating age-related driving behavior, with 77% accuracy based on the average distance from
baseline curves between the 60th and 95th percentiles. This high accuracy suggests significant differences
in cognitive processing, risk assessment, and confidence levels between age groups at higher speeds.
Younger drivers may be more likely to exceed speed limits, indicating a higher risk tolerance, while older
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drivers may drive more cautiously due to age-related cognitive declines and slower reaction times. In
contrast, for deceleration, the average distance from baseline curves between the 35th and 70th percentiles
achieved only 41.6 % accuracy in distinguishing senior drivers. This lower accuracy could be attributed to
the less variable nature of deceleration behavior, which may be more influenced by external factors such as
traffic conditions, road design, or the necessity of coming to a stop, resulting in a narrower distribution of
behavior across age groups. Similarly, adherence to the 65mph speed limit achieved only 44.4% accuracy
within the 36" to 52" percentile range, possibly due to more uniform compliance and reduced variability
among drivers. While adherence to the 75mph speed limit is a promising indicator of age-specific driving
characteristics, further data collection and analysis are needed to refine and validate metrics for other
driving behaviors.

These findings have significant implications for enhancing Advanced Driver Assistance Systems
and improving road safety across different age groups. By establishing precise baseline curves and
identifying percentile ranges for key driving behaviors, our research enables the development of more
personalized and effective ADAS features. The ability to differentiate between senior and young drivers
based on metrics such as speed limit adherence and deceleration patterns allows for the implementation of
targeted interventions. For instance, ADAS can offer adaptive feedback and alerts that are tailored to the
specific driving characteristics of each age group. This might include more frequent speed limit reminders
or smoother deceleration assistance for senior drivers, while younger drivers could receive different forms
of guidance or warnings. Moreover, the refined benchmarks provided by our study support advanced
anomaly detection capabilities. Deviations from established baselines can signal potentially hazardous
driving behaviors, such as excessive speeding or erratic deceleration, which could indicate impaired driving
or other safety concerns. By identifying these anomalies in real-time, ADAS can prompt timely corrective
actions to prevent accidents and improve overall driving safety. Additionally, the continuous refinement of
these baselines with new data will facilitate ongoing advancements in ADAS technologies, ensuring they
remain effective as driving behaviors evolve. This approach not only enhances individual driver safety but
also contributes to broader traffic safety improvements and regulatory compliance by providing a
standardized method for assessing and addressing age-specific driving risks.

This paper acknowledges limitations that we urge researchers to address in subsequent studies. It
is pivotal to note that the study's baseline development for speed limit adherence was limited by a small
sample size, as the data was filtered to include only specific speed limit values. Consequently, a more
comprehensive data set would be instrumental in drawing a more definitive conclusion on this matter. Given
our current focus on uninterrupted traffic flow (i.e., interstates), there is an avenue for future research to
study less uniform traffic environments like residential and commercial settings. This exploration would
provide a more comprehensive understanding of the road classification dynamics. Subsequent
investigations might delve into alternative driving key performance parameters, such as lane deviation,
reaction time, and lateral/longitudinal deceleration patterns during interactions with cross traffic, to
establish connections between age and driver safety. Furthermore, future research may study other potential
factors that could influence deceleration rates, including variables like weather conditions, prevailing traffic
density, and the specific nature of the intersection.
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