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Abstract: Urban traffic accidents pose significant challenges to the sustainability of transportation
infrastructure not only in Vietnam but also all over the world. To decrease the frequency of accidents,
it is crucial to analyze accident data to determine the relationship between accidents and causes,
especially for serious accidents. This study suggests an integrated approach using Geographic
Information System (GIS) and Data Mining methods to investigate the features of urban traffic
accidents in Hanoi, Vietnam aiming to solve these challenges and enhance the safety and efficiency of
urban transportation. Firstly, the dataset was segmented into homogenous clusters using the two-step
cluster method. Secondly, the correlation between causes and traffic accidents was examined on the
overall dataset as well as on each cluster using the association rule mining (ARM) technique. Finally,
the location of accident groups and high-frequency sites of accidents (hotspots) were determined
by using GIS techniques. As a result, a five-cluster model was created, which corresponded to five
common accident groupings in Hanoi. Moreover, the results of the study also identified the types
of accidents, the main causes, the time, and the surrounding areas corresponding to each accident
group. In detail, cluster 5 depicted accidents on streets, provincial, and national roads caused by
motorbikes making up the highest percentage within the groups, accounting for 29.2%. Speeding
and driving in the wrong lane in the afternoon and at night were the main causes in this cluster
(C f ≥ 0.9 and Lt ≥ 1.22). Next, cluster 2 had the second-highest proportion. Cluster 2 presented
accidents between a truck/car and a motorbike on national and provincial roads, accounting for
27.8%. Cluster 1 presented accidents between a truck/car and a motorbike on local streets, accounting
for 22%. Cluster 3 illustrated accidents between two motorbikes on the country lanes, accounting for
12.3%. Finally, cluster 4 depicted single-vehicle motorbike crashes, with the lowest rate of 8.8%. More
importantly, this study also recommended using repeatability criteria for the same type of accidents
or causes to determine the location of hotspots. Also, suggestions for improving traffic infrastructure
sustainability were proposed. To our knowledge, this is the first time in which these three methods
are applied simultaneously for analyzing traffic accidents.

Keywords: traffic accident (TA); hotspots; geographic information system (GIS); association rule
mining (ARM); clusters; sustainability

1. Introduction

Sustainable transportation contributes to an important part in the accomplishment of
the majority of the sustainable goals set forth in the United Nations’ 2030 Agenda. One
of the primary challenges arising from unsustainable transportation is the considerable
annual death toll from road traffic accidents [1]. Each day, global road traffic accidents
claim the lives of more than 3500 individuals, and the yearly death toll amounts to over
1.25 million people, a figure that has remained relatively unchanged since 2007. Moreover,
these accidents result in about 50 million injuries or permanent disabilities annually. Despite
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accounting for just 54 percent of the world’s vehicles, the majority of traffic fatalities occur
in low- and middle-income nations, with 90 percent of such fatalities occurring within their
borders [2]. The significance of road safety as a sustainability concern is evident through its
incorporation into the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, which sets a target of
reducing global road transport deaths and injuries by 50 percent. Furthermore, by 2030, the
agenda aims to guarantee that everyone has a chance to utilize sustainable, safe, and cheap
transportation networks [1].

During the year 2022, Vietnam experienced a total of 11,450 traffic accidents, which led
to 6384 fatalities and caused injuries to 7804 individuals [3]. Today, the road transportation
system stands out as one of the most significant risks to human life, given its complex nature
comprising various vehicular traffic flows and the prevalence of pedestrians, particularly
in urban areas such as Hanoi, Vietnam. Meanwhile, traffic accidents are unpredictable
and can happen in many different situations [4]. There are many causes, both subjective
and objective, that cause traffic accidents, including surrounding conditions, road design,
traffic, vehicle conditions, driver characteristics, etc. [4,5]. Therefore, analyzing accident
data is necessary to identify key factors related to traffic accidents in order to make safe
driving recommendations and take appropriate preventive measures [6,7].

Many previous studies have shown that statistical models are popular methods of
accident analysis because the relationships between traffic accidents and their causes can
be clearly defined [8]. Nevertheless, large dataset analysis presents challenges for these
methods. More important, each of these methods also has a set of hypotheses. If these
hypotheses are not satisfied, the results could not be reliable [9]. Therefore, data mining
techniques have become a powerful tool for extracting hidden information from large
datasets, especially in the transport sector [10–12]. Numerous data mining techniques, such
as clustering, association rule mining (ARM), and classification, are often used for the study
of traffic accidents [12].

Indeed, the variety of factors and accident kinds that occur in various contexts makes
it difficult to analyze traffic accident datasets [13,14]. Generally, because of the variety of
traffic accident data such as it can include both numerical and categorical types, some
important relationships may be obscured. Therefore, numerous earlier studies focused
on a specific type of traffic accident or created unique models for each type to reduce
heterogeneity and accident data is often segmented using expert knowledge. Nevertheless,
it is not guaranteed that each group will have a homogenous set of accidents [15]. In
fact, cluster-based analysis of traffic accident datasets enables us to uncover more useful
information than investigating datasets without cluster techniques [15]. Therefore, cluster
analysis techniques are frequently applied as the first vital step to arrange heterogeneous
data into homogenous clusters [5,11,15–17].

There are numerous clustering algorithms, each with its own set of benefits and
drawbacks. Partitioning methods, like K-Means, K-Medoids, and K-Modes, are simple,
efficient, and widely used in various applications. The K-Means and the K-Medoids
methods are widely applied numerical clustering algorithms that use Euclidean distance
as a distance metric [17]. The K-Medoids is a modified version of the K-Means algorithm,
specifically developed to address sensitivity to outlier data. However, both algorithms
are unable to process categorical data [16]. The authors of [5] segmented data using the
K-Modes method which is a modified version of the K-Means technique for categorical data.
Therefore, while the K-Modes cluster technique excels at processing categorical data, it lacks
the capability to simultaneously process numerical and categorical data. In addition, the
K-Means, the K-Modes, or the K-Medoids clustering methods require identified numbers
of clusters, so these algorithms are not applied in many applications [16].

Hierarchical techniques are a type of unsupervised machine-learning algorithm that is
used to group data into hierarchical structures or dendrograms. In contrast to partitioning
approaches, which need a predetermined number of clusters, hierarchical methods generate
a hierarchical representation of the data by continuously merging or dividing clusters
depending on the proximity or distance of data points [16]. The hierarchical approach
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is restricted to tiny datasets. The latent class clustering (LCC) algorithm was applied to
partition the accident dataset into homogeneous clusters [15]. However, the LCC algorithm
faces challenges with the dataset containing a huge number of categorical attributes [18].
Diabetes was diagnosed using the balanced iterative reduction and clustering utilizing
the hierarchies (BIRCH) method [19]. The BIRCH will not work if the sizes of the data
attributes are over 20 [20].

The clustering method based on density has been critical in determining density-
based nonlinear form structures. The method based on density that is most frequently
employed is called Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise (DBSCAN).
This algorithm can detect clusters of arbitrary size and shape. However, it fails in the
presence of clusters of changing density and cannot perform well with data that is highly
dimensional [16].

The methods mentioned above all lack the capability to simultaneously process nu-
merical and categorical data. The two-step cluster algorithm was developed to solve this
weakness of the preceding techniques [21]. However, this technique is still rarely utilized
in traffic accident analyses.

After grouping the accident data into homogeneous clusters, it becomes crucial to
efficiently analyze and explore the relationships among traffic accidents and their reasons.
Furthermore, the drawbacks of the statistical models mentioned above, the interactive
associations between two or more variables, and their impact on the severity of injury
were not mentioned. To deal with this issue, the association rule mining (ARM) technique
stands out as a significant method for investigating these associations. Without predefined
assumptions, the ARM technique enables us to investigate attractive rules from a huge
dataset [22]. The ARM technique was applied in several studies related to traffic accident
analyses [22–24].

The mentioned methods yield non-spatial outcomes, making it difficult to visualize
the cluster locations as well as the locations of each accident within those clusters. Accident
locations and their features are stored in a Geographic information system (GIS), making
it convenient to determine the causes of each accident. Spatial data is essential in the
investigation of traffic accidents. A GIS facilitates the collection, storage, manipulation,
querying, analysis, and visualization of spatial data. Moreover, a GIS is a potential approach
for spatial analysis to determine the accident hotspots. Identifying the locations of high-
frequency accidents, or “hotspots”, is one of the most crucial tasks in the effort to decrease
the number of traffic accidents [25–28]. The locations of traffic accident hotspots can be
determined via the locations of accident clusters [13,29]. Subsequent analysis of these
hotspots enables traffic administrators to evaluate them more accurately aiming to prevent
fatalities in hotspots and to establish suitable preventive solutions aiming to improve road
safety [30]. Additionally, drivers can take advantage of this information to avoid these
accident-prone areas [31]. Therefore, there is potential for integrating GIS and data mining
approaches in many fields, especially in analyzing traffic accidents.

Therefore, this study proposes a methodology. Firstly, the two-step cluster algorithm
was applied to segment the data into homogeneous groups. Secondly, the correlation
between cause factors and traffic accidents was identified for each cluster as well as for the
entire dataset using the association rule mining technique. Thirdly, the locations of clusters
and the locations of each accident within each cluster were graphically illustrated on a map
by using GIS. Moreover, the locations of traffic accident hotspots were determined based on
the repeatability of the same types of accidents or their causes. Currently, there are not many
countries that identify the locations of traffic accident hotspots by using repetition criteria
of the same types of accidents or their causes. This is the first time, as far as we are aware,
that three techniques are utilized simultaneously to analyze traffic accident data. The data
on traffic accidents from 2015 to 2017 in Hanoi, the capital of Vietnam, were used as a case
study to investigate and test this methodology. The objective of this article was to propose
an integrated approach using GIS and data mining techniques to analyze traffic accidents
effectively, thereby gaining a better understanding of the accident causes and providing
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efficient remedies. This contribution not only enables us to reduce the number of hazardous
accidents but also assists traffic managers and urban planners in establishing sustainable
urban transportation policies, management, and development. These are the orders of the
remainders: A methodology is proposed and illustrated in Section 2. An examination of a
case study is included in Section 3. Section 4 provides results and discussions. Section 5
shows conclusions, limitations, suggestions, and future works.

2. Methodology

This research proposed an integrated approach using GIS and data mining techniques
to analyze traffic accident data effectively, thereby gaining a better understanding of the
accident causes and providing efficient remedies. Figure 1 illustrates the integration of
GIS technology and data mining techniques in analyzing traffic accident datasets. The
following steps were undertaken to implement the proposed methodology:
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Figure 1. The proposed flowchart for analysis.

Firstly, it was necessary to clean the dataset before the analysis process. The process
of preparing data makes the dataset accessible for study at a later time. Secondly, the
clustering technique used the two-step cluster algorithm to segment the data into homoge-
neous clusters. Thirdly, the correlation between causative factors and traffic accidents was
examined using an association rule mining technique on both the entire dataset as well as
on each cluster. Finally, GIS technology was used to locate traffic accident hotspots by using
repetition criteria of the same types of accidents or their causes. From there, the appropriate
preventive strategies were suggested. It also enables traffic authorities and urban planners
to establish suitable policies for developing sustainable urban transportation.

The methods used in this research, including the two-step cluster technique, associa-
tion rule mining, and kernel density estimation, are explained in more depth.

2.1. Data Preparation

In data mining techniques, it is crucial to eliminate noise, handle missing values, and
remove unnecessary characteristics. This preprocessing step ensures that the dataset is
prepared and ready for subsequent analysis [12,16].
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2.1.1. Handling Missing Data

The traffic accident dataset in Hanoi is officially recorded by the Hanoi Traffic Police
Department. Additionally, relevant parties, including the National Traffic Safety Committee,
the National Traffic Police Department, the Hanoi Department of Transport, the Hanoi
Department of Health, and press and media agencies, also record this dataset. Consequently,
while collecting and preprocessing the data, the authors undertook the extensive task of
cross-verifying information from these pertinent sources, despite the considerable time and
effort involved. This thorough process contributed to obtaining a nearly comprehensive
and accurate dataset.

Specifically, any missing data was supplemented by us from relevant parties. In rare
cases where no data was available, the authors proceeded to supplement based on the most
probable values.

2.1.2. Handling Outliers

For numerical data, outliers can be an unrealistic value or a value that is very different
from the rest of the values within that category. In the case of categorical data, outliers may
represent unrealistic values, such as an item falling outside the expected range. Additionally,
values with an exceptionally low frequency within a data column are also considered
potential outliers [16]. In our dataset, which encompasses both numeric and categorical
data, the authors handled each type as follows:

1. For numerical data.

The majority of outliers in the traffic accident dataset were derived from data entry
errors and natural errors. This research employed the Inter-Quartile Range (IQR) method for
their elimination. The IQR provides information about the spread of values in the dataset,
calculated as the difference between the upper quartile (75%) and the lower quartile (25%).
Outliers were identified as follows:

Values< Q1 − 1.5(Q3 − Q1) Or Values > Q3 + 1.5(Q3 − Q1) (1)

where Q1 is the lower quartile, Q2 is the median, and Q3 is the upper quartile.
After identifying the outlier values, the authors processed it by replacing the outlier

values with another suitable value.

2. For categorical data.

Unlike the case of numeric data, outlier values in categorical data are more difficult
to detect. Partly because histograms are difficult to draw, especially when there are many
different category values, outliers of this type require expert knowledge of valid values.
With categorical data, outliers can occur in one of the following cases:

(1) Due to data entry errors: For example, a part of the data obtained is in uppercase, and
another small part is in lowercase, like “car” and “Car”, etc. In this case, the authors
normalized the values to the same form to remove outliers.

(2) Due to spelling errors, some samples have different values from the rest. To handle
misspelled data, the authors drew a histogram showing the frequency of each value
in the entire data. Typically, spelling errors were in low-frequency categories. These
errors needed to be corrected before going to the next step.

Finally, the authors aggregated the results of outlier handling for both numeric and
categorical variables to obtain a comprehensive view of the data. In general, the authors
were very passionate about this dataset so the authors reviewed and processed the data set
to be the most optimal to ensure the analysis process achieved the most accurate results.
After data pre-processing, the final dataset included 18 variables, which were determined
satisfactory for the study. The description of the dataset is illustrated in Table 1.
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Table 1. The variables of traffic accidents.

Variables Types Values

Vehicle type Categorical Bicycle; bus; car; coach; lorry; motorbike; pedestrian; taxi; three-wheeler; tractor; train;
truck

Accident type Categorical Angle; collision with fixed object; head-on; out-of-control; pedestrian-train;
pedestrian-vehicle; rear-end; reverse; right angle; sideswipe; turning; vehicle-train

Reason Categorical

Cross the red light; drunk; forbidden road; interchange; not giving way; not paying
attention; over-speed; pedestrian crossing; out-of-control; motorcycle carrying 3

people; overtake illegally; puncture; turning illegally; unsafe distance; unsafe reverse;
wrong lane

Severity index (SI) Categorical Moderate; severe; very severe

Consequence Categorical Fatal; injuries; no injuries

Gender Categorical Female; male

Age Numerical 0–15; 16–17; 18–23; 24–29; 30–39; 40–49; 50–59; 60+

Crossroad Categorical Crossroad with traffic lights; crossroad with priority road; crossroad with right of way;
no crossroad

Populated area Categorical Yes; no

Road type Categorical National, provincial road; street; country lane

Road sort Categorical Single roadway; divided roadway

Speed limit Numerical 50 km/h; 60 km/h; 70 km/h; 80 km/h; 90 km/h; 120 km/h

Surroundings Categorical School; hospital; shopping center; recreation center; bus stop; others

Weekend Categorical No (Monday 1 h–Friday 23 h); Yes (Friday 23 h–Monday 1 h)

Hour Categorical Morning (6:00 a.m.–11:59 a.m.); afternoon (12:00 p.m.–17:59 p.m.); evening (18:00
p.m.–23:59 p.m.); night (0:00 a.m.–5:59 a.m.)

Season Categorical Spring; summer; fall; winter

Road surface Categorical Asphalt; concrete cement

No. of victims Numerical 0; 1; 2; 3+

2.2. Clustering Analysis

This study applied the two-step cluster algorithm which was performed in the SPSS
statistics software (version 25) because it is appropriate to process large data sets including
numerical and categorical data. Moreover, the optimal quantity of clusters was automati-
cally identified [32]. This technique included three steps such as pre-clustering, solving
outliers, and clustering. The first step involved scanning the dataset to assess whether
the current data could be grouped into existing groups or should initiate a new cluster
by using Euclidean and log-likelihood distance standards. Secondly, values that were not
suitable for anywhere were treated as outliers and taken away. The third step involved
organizing sub-clusters into the ideal quantity of clusters. This step effectively utilized
conventional clustering techniques since the quantity of sub-clusters was considerably less
than the quantity of original data [21,33].

To determine the number of groups, the indicator AIC (Akaike Information Criterion)
or BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion) was calculated for any quantity of groups over a
particular interval. Next, an early computation of the number of groups was performed
by utilizing that indicator. By identifying the distance’s biggest change between the two
nearest groups throughout each stage of hierarchical clustering, the early estimation was
finally improved [34].

BIC(J) = −2 ∑J
j=1 ξ j + mJ log(N) (2)

AIC(J) = −2 ∑J
j=1 ξ j + 2mJ (3)
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where

mJ = J
(

2KA + ∑KB

k=1(Lk − 1)
)

(4)

In the final step, statistics such as the chi-square test for categorical variables and the
t-statistics for numerical ones were utilized to evaluate the corresponding involvement of
each variable in the formation of a cluster.

2.3. Association Rule Mining (ARM)

The ARM machine learning method is built on rules that allow us to identify mean-
ingful rules from a huge dataset’s many different properties. There is no requirement for
predetermination in the ARM’s hypotheses or forms of function [35]. In the traffic accident
dataset, the different attributes that were accountable for an accident happening were
determined by an association rule. Weka software (version 3.8.5) was used to apply the
Apriori algorithm in order to find the useful rules [36].

Assuming a set of data D with n occurrences, in which T ∈ D for every transaction. Let
I be a set of elements, where I = {I1 , I2 , . . . , Im}. If X ⊆ T, then an item set X will happen
in T. If X ⊂ I, Y ⊂ I, and X ∩ Y = Ø, then X → Y is an association rule. An implication
of the form X → Y, where X is the antecedent and Y is the consequent, is known as an
association rule.

The following are some of the significance indicators used to assess a rule’s quality in
the ARM [16]:

Support (Sp) represents the frequency with which the item set occurs within the
dataset. The support of a rule X → Y was computed as follows [37]:

Support {X → Y} = P(X ∪ Y) (5)

Confidence (C f ) reflects the frequency with which the rule was confirmed to be
accurate. The calculation of a rule X → Y’s confidence was as follows [37]:

Con f idence {X → Y} = P(Y | X) =
P(X ∪ Y)

P(X)
(6)

Lift (Lt) was computed in this way [37]:

Li f t {X → Y} =
P(Y | X)

P(Y)
=

P(X ∪ Y)
P(X)P(Y)

(7)

if Lt > 1, this indicates that two occurrences were reliant on one another. These principles
were helpful in forecasting the consequences in upcoming datasets.

Leverage (Lv) of rule X → Y was computed as follows [35]:

Leverage {X → Y} = P(X ∪ Y)− P(X)P(Y) (8)

Conviction (Cv) of a rule X → Y was computed as follows [38]:

Conviction {X → Y} =
1 − P(Y)

1 − P(Y | X)
(9)

2.4. Kernel Density Estimation (KDE)

We can fully comprehend the point model’s geographic change because of a variety
of spatial analysis methods. After the accident data set was segmented into homogenous
groups, the next important work was to locate the high-frequency accident locations. This
enables traffic managers to take timely remedial measures. The accident hotspots were
determined by using the GIS-based KDE technique [39–41]. This method involved placing
a circular study area on every accident event using a kernel function, resulting in a smooth
surface. The study area was then covered by a cell network. Next, a kernel function
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was applied, which ranged from 1 at the event’s center to 0 at the study area’s radius
(Figure 2) [29]. A spot’s density was then calculated as follows [42]:

f (s) =
n

∑
i=1

1
πr2 k

(
dis
r

)
(10)

where f (s) is a position’s density s, study radius is r, kernel function is k, and distance
between s and ith is dis.

The KDE technique’s result is displayed in raster format, which consists of a grid
of cells. According to several studies, choosing the bandwidth r is more crucial than
choosing the kernel function k [43]. There are three often used kernel functions: Minimum
variance, Quartic, and Gaussian [44]. In this study, the Gaussian function was chosen and
represented as:

k
(

dis
r

)
=

1√
2π

exp

(
−

d2
is

2r2

)
, when 0 < dis ≤ r (11)

k
(

dis
r

)
= 0, when dis > r (12)
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3. A Case Study Analysis
3.1. Data and Study Field
3.1.1. Field of Study

This study was carried out in Vietnam’s capital, Hanoi. As of 2022, Hanoi has an area
of 3328.9 km2 and a population of 8.4 million people. Hanoi’s main modes of travel are
motorcycles, cabs, buses, and a growing number of personal vehicles. With more than
6.6 million cars on the road and more than 30,000 registrations added monthly, Vietnam’s
greatest percentage of personal vehicle growth is found in Hanoi. The Hanoi transportation
infrastructure system is not keeping up with the current rate of urbanization, posing a
significant risk of traffic accidents. Meanwhile, the analysis of the main factors causing
traffic accidents has not yet been considered. Therefore, the author decided to choose Hanoi
as a case investigation to test the suggested methodology.

3.1.2. Research Data

A traffic accident dataset over three years (2015–2017) was investigated in Hanoi.
According to many past studies, traffic accident (TA) data within 3 years is appropriate for
analysis [15]. This dataset contained both categorical and numerical data. The significant
information contained by this dataset encompasses the following: date, location, hour, and
kind of accident, vehicle type, driver, wounded party details, etc.
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3.2. Analysis Results and Discussions
3.2.1. Cluster Analysis

The procedure made use of every variable listed in Table 1. The BIC or AIC indicators
were used to determine the cluster’s number. The identical results were calculated through
the parameters AIC and BIC. Table 2 shows the five groups with the highest distance
measurement rate of 2.166. Therefore, five groups were selected by chance. However, the
authors reran the model using the cluster’s number set to 4, 6, and 7, correspondingly,
to attempt to assess the group’s number based on Figure 3. The ideal outcome was five
groups in the end.

Table 2. Cluster selection criteria.

Number of Clusters AIC Change in AIC AIC Change Ratio Distance Measurements Ratio

1 72,941.018

2 67,126.050 −5814.969 1.000 1.893

3 64,209.883 −2916.167 0.501 1.029

4 61,386.215 −2823.668 0.486 1.277

5 59,247.404 −2138.812 0.368 2.166

6 58,437.345 −810.059 0.139 1.640

7 58,072.333 −365.012 0.063 1.047

8 57,738.775 −333.558 0.057 1.117

9 57,474.816 −263.960 0.045 1.132

10 57,280.287 −194.529 0.033 1.012
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The distributions of cluster-dependent univariates for each variable were given in the
five-cluster model. Thus, each cluster was determined as a specific TA type. The skewed
feature distributions that vary among the clusters were considered to depict each cluster
succinctly. For instance, if one cluster comprised more than 90% single-vehicle crashes
while the others occupied similar low percentages for the feature “single-vehicle crashes”,
this cluster was considered as the “single-vehicle accident” cluster. The probability of the
features enables us to assign the TA to different clusters. Table 3 shows the features and
their probability in each cluster used to shape the five-cluster model.
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Table 3. The probability of features in each cluster.

Variable-Value Group 1 (%) Group 2 (%) Group 3 (%) Group 4 (%) Group 5 (%)

Road type: national, provincial road 10 90 0 40 75

Road type: country lane 0 2 92 20 5

Road type: local street 90 8 8 40 20

The first user’s 1 kind of vehicle: truck, car 80 60 5 0 5

The first user’s kind of vehicle: motorbike 10 30 86 93 82

The presence of the second user 100 100 100 0 100

Vehicle type of the second user 2: motorbike 80 80 89 0 20

Vehicle type of the second user: truck, car 0 5 3 0 70

Status of the first user: Fatal 1 2 36 86 90

Status of the second user: Fatal 90 87 63 0 2
1 The first user: the vehicle causes an accident; 2 The second user: the vehicles involved.

In cluster 1, 80% of vehicle kinds for the first road users were trucks and cars while
80% of vehicle kinds for the second traffic users were motorbikes. In total, 90% of all TA
occurred on local streets. Therefore, cluster 1 was named as “TA between a truck/car and a
motorbike on local streets”.

Cluster 2 overlapped with cluster 1 because the first user’s kind of vehicle still was
predominated by truck and car (60%) and the second user’s kind of vehicle was predomi-
nated by motorbike (80%). However, Table 3 discovered that 90% of all TAs in cluster 2
occurred on national and provincial roads. Thus, this cluster was depicted as “TA between
a truck/car and a motorbike on national and provincial roads”.

Cluster 3 was distinguished from other clusters by road type, which was a country
lane in 92% of all cases. In addition, the vehicles of both road users in this cluster were
motorbikes in around 86% and 89% of all cases. Thus, this cluster was depicted as “TA
between two motorbikes on the country lanes”.

In cluster 4, 100% of all accidents in this cluster were caused by themselves, without
any other means. Table 3 found that this cluster was not like the rest of the groups because
motorcycles were the user’s vehicle in 93% of the cases. The authors refer to this cluster as
“Single-vehicle motorbike crashes”.

In cluster 5, the vehicle that caused the accident (illegal driving) was a motorbike (82%)
while the second vehicle was legal driving. Thus, this cluster was depicted as “Motorbikes
causing accidents on streets, provincial, and national roads”.

Table 4 illustrates TA types corresponding to each cluster and their sizes. In addition,
the outputs confirmed that the vehicle type and road type should be considered in seg-
menting TA data. Especially, this study determined a particular type of accident which was
a motorbike accident caused by themselves (single-vehicle motorbike crashes). This is also
one of the popular accident types in Vietnam, especially in big cities like Hanoi.

3.2.2. Association Rule Mining

The Apriori algorithm was used to create interesting rules. First, to generate useful
rules, all of the frequent item sets in the dataset were identified by using a minimum
support of 10%. After that, the useful rules were established by using these frequent item
sets and the minimum confidence constraint (90%). It is important to identify the optimum
support and confidence values in forming ARM.

The correlation among different attribute values occurring together when an accident
happens was highlighted through association rules. There were many rules created but
only several useful rules were selected based on lift value (Lt > 1). Table 5 shows the top
ten best rules created for the whole dataset.
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Table 4. Types of accidents.

Cluster TA Type Size (%)

1 TA between a truck/car and a motorbike on local streets 22

2 TA between a truck/car and a motorbike on national and
provincial roads 27.8

3 TA between two motorbikes on the country lanes 12.3

4 Single-vehicle motorbike crashes 8.8

5 Motorbikes causing accidents on streets, provincial, and
national roads 29.2

Table 5. Top ten best rules for the entire dataset.

No Best Rules Cf Lt Lv Cv

1 Speed limit = 80 km/h, first user = truck, second user = fatal → First user = no injuries 0.99 2.12 0.06 37.2

2 Single-vehicle crash = motorbike, over-speed → Fatal 0.94 1.76 0.05 7.2

3 Sparse area, speed limit = 60, first user = motorbike → Fatal 0.91 1.69 0.05 4.6

4 Dense area, Single-vehicle crash = motorbike → Fatal 0.9 1.68 0.06 4.46

5 Sparse area, first user = truck, second user = motorbike → Second user = fatal 0.9 1.66 0.05 4.39

6 Not paying attention, second user = fatal → First user = No injuries 0.9 1.62 0.06 4.01

7 Consequence 1 = No injuries, Status 2 = Fatal → Gender 1 = Male 0.97 1.05 0.02 2.31

8 Over-speed, Intersection → SI = Very severe 0.96 1.05 0.02 2.09

9 Speed limit = 80, Status 2 = Fatal → Gender 1 = Male 0.96 1.04 0.02 1.93

10 Reason = Over-speed, wrong lane → Gender 1 = Male 0.95 1.03 0.01 1.36

Table 5 shows that single-vehicle crashes often occurred with motorbikes owing to
over-speed in densely populated areas. Most of these accidents were often very serious.
The road users who caused the accidents were often male. There were several main reasons
such as over-speed, not paying attention, and wrong lane. On national and provincial
roads, serious accidents often occurred between trucks and motorbikes in sparse areas. The
result was that motorbike users were often fatal. However, it was very difficult to identify
the main causative reasons if the dataset was not segmented into homogeneous clusters.
Therefore, the application of ARM to each type of accident easily identified the main causes
for each type. Table 6 depicts the association rules created for five clusters.

These rules are discussed as follows:

1. Rules for cluster 1

The robust rules identified a notable pattern: accidents frequently occurred at night
in Cluster 1. The accident hotspots in this cluster were often intersections in local streets
and densely populated areas, aligning with the findings from the previous step of accident
classification. Two main types of vehicles dominated this cluster: trucks and motorbikes.
The prevalent accident types included rear-end accidents and sideswipes. The primary
causes of these accidents were determined to be unsafe following distance and illegal turns,
identified by robust rules with high lift values.

The severity index for these accidents was predominantly serious and fatal. The first
drivers involved in these accidents were often in the age range of 30–39. The scenarios in this
cluster were frequently observed in Hanoi and other major Vietnamese cities. One common
situation involved vehicles waiting at a red light while the vehicles behind, usually cars
and trucks, were rushing forward. These instances often resulted in catastrophic outcomes.

2. Rules for cluster 2
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The robust rules revealed that accidents in cluster 2 frequently occurred in the after-
noon on provincial and national roads, as well as in spare areas. This observation aligns
with the findings from the previous step of accident classification. The predominant type of
accidents in this cluster was head-on accidents. The primary causes identified were illegal
overtaking and driving in the wrong lane, which was determined by robust rules with high
lift values.

Table 6. The best rules for five clusters.

C * No Best Rules Cf Lt Lv Cv

1

1 Hour = Night, Reason = Unsafe distance → Kind = Rear-end 1 3.16 0.1 8.2
2 Populated area = Yes, Reason = Unsafe distance → SI = Severe 1 1.39 0.04 3.34
3 Reason = Unsafe distance → Kind = Rear-end, SI = Severe 1 3.95 0.11 8. 96
4 Kind = Sideswipe, Intersection → Reason = Turning illegally 1 6.08 0.11 8.35
5 Reason = Turning illegally, Intersection → Kind = Sideswipe 1 6.58 0.11 8.48
6 Reason = Turning illegally, SI = Severe → Kind = Sideswipe 1 6.58 0.1 7.63

7 Age 1 = 30–39, Kind = Sideswipe, SI = Severe, Intersection → Reason = Turning
illegally 1 6.08 0.08 6.68

8 Reason = Turning illegally, SI = Severe, Intersection → Kind = Sideswipe 1 6.58 0.09 6.78

2

1 Hour = Afternoon, Road type = Provincial road → SI = Severe 0.93 1.22 0.02 1.67
2 Reason = Overtake illegally → SI = Severe 0.92 1.21 0.02 1.55
3 Hour = Afternoon, Kind = Head-on → SI = Severe 0.92 1.21 0.02 1.55
4 Road type = Provincial road, Age 1 = 30–39 → SI = Severe 0.92 1.21 0.02 1.55
5 SI = Very Severe, Age 1 = 30–39 → Road type = National road 0.92 1.37 0.03 1.98

6 Populated area = No, Reason = Wrong lane, Kind = Head-on, Road type = Provincial
road → SI = Severe 0.92 1.2 0.02 1.43

7 Reason = Wrong lane, SI = Severe, Age 1 = 30–39 → Kind = Head-on 0.92 2.56 0.06 3.85
8 Reason = Wrong lane, Kind = Head-on, Age 1 = 30–39 → SI = Severe 0.92 1.2 0.02 1.43

3

1 Hour = Evening, Reason = Wrong lane, SI = Very Severe → Kind = Head-on 1 1.36 0.12 5.6
2 Reason = Wrong lane, SI = Very Severe, Road type = Country lane → Kind = Head-on 1 1.36 0.12 5.6
3 Age 1 = 24–29, Reason = Over-speed → SI = Very Severe 1 1.36 0.05 2.4
4 Reason = Wrong lane, SI = Very Severe → Kind = Head-on 1 1.36 0.12 5.6
5 Reason = Wrong lane, SI = Very Severe → Kind = Head-on, Road type = Country lane 1 1.36 0.12 5.6
6 Intersection, Kind = Head-on, SI = Severe → Reason = Wrong lane 1 1.5 0.04 2
7 Reason = Overs-peed, Kind = Head-on → SI = Very Severe 1 1.36 0.04 1.6
8 Populated area = No, Reason = Wrong lane → Kind = Head-on 0.9 1.23 0.11 2

4

1 Populated area = Yes, Kind = Out-of-control, SI = Severe → Reason = Over-speed 1 1.05 0.02 1.26
2 Hour = Night, SI = Severe → Reason = Over-speed 1 1.05 0.01 0.91
3 SI = Severe → Reason = Over-speed 0.98 1.02 0.02 1.04
4 Hour = Night → Reason = Over-speed 0.97 1.01 0.01 0.7
5 Dense area, Age 1 = 24–29 → Reason = Over-speed 0.96 1.01 0 0.59
6 Hour = Evening → Reason = Over-speed 1 1.05 0.01 0.61
7 Hour = Night, Age 1 = 24–29 → Reason = Over-speed 1 1.05 0.01 0.7
8 SI = Severe, Age 1 = 24–29 → Reason = Over-speed 1 1.05 0.01 0.7

5

1 Hour = Afternoon, Kind = Head-on, SI = Severe, Road type = National road →
Reason = Wrong lane 0.9 2.51 0.08 4.48

2 Age 1 = 30–39, Reason = Wrong lane, SI = Severe, Road type = National road →
Kind = Head-on 0.9 2.89 0.08 4.81

3 Age 1 = 30–39, Reason = Wrong lane, Road type = National road → Populated
area = No 0.97 1.56 0.07 5.51

4 Reason = Wrong lane, Road type = National road, Speed limit = 80 → Populated
area = No 0.96 1.55 0.06 4.94

5 Reason = Wrong lane, Kind = Head-on, Road type = National road → Populated
area = No 0.96 1.55 0.05 4.56

6 Intersection, Kind = Head-on, Road type = National road, Speed limit = 80, Populated
area = No → Reason = Wrong lane 0.96 2.66 0.09 7.36

7 Kind = Head-on, Road type = National road → Populated area = No 0.93 1.5 0.06 3.67
8 Hour = Night, Populated area = Yes → SI = Severe 0.96 1.22 0.03 2.45

* C = Cluster.
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These accidents were predominantly classified as serious or fatal, as indicated by the
severity index. The first drivers involved in these accidents were often in the age range of
30–39. Many provincial and national roads in this area lacked a center divider and had a
narrow width. Consequently, numerous vehicles engaged in illegal overtaking into the
opposite lane, leading to catastrophic head-on accidents.

3. Rules for cluster 3

The robust rules revealed that accidents in cluster 3 frequently occurred in the evening,
primarily at intersections in country lanes and spare areas. The predominant type of
accidents in this cluster was head-on accidents. The main causes identified were driving in
the wrong lane and over-speeding, as determined by robust rules with high lift values.

The first drivers involved in these accidents were often in the age range of 24–29. The
severity index for these accidents was primarily categorized as very severe. Similar to
cluster 2, many country lanes in this area lacked a center divider and had a narrow width.
Consequently, numerous vehicles engaged in illegal overtaking into the opposite lane,
leading to catastrophic head-on accidents.

4. Rules for cluster 4

The robust rules revealed that accidents in cluster 4 frequently occurred in dense areas
during the evening and at night. Motorbikes were the primary types of vehicles involved
in this cluster. The major type of accident was loss of control leading to solo crashes. The
main causes identified for these accidents were over-speeding, out of control, and limited
visibility at night, all determined by robust rules with high lift values.

The severity index for these accidents was primarily categorized as severe. This
category of accidents typically involved male drivers aged 24–29.

5. Rules for cluster 5

The robust rules revealed that accident locations in cluster 5 frequently occurred at
intersections during the afternoon and at night, in both sparse and dense areas. Motorbikes
were the first road users responsible for causing accidents in this cluster. The major types
of accidents were head-on accidents. The main causes identified for these accidents were
driving in the wrong lane and exceeding the speed limit, as determined by robust rules
with high lift values.

This category of accidents typically involved male drivers aged 30–39. The severity
index for these accidents was primarily categorized as severe.

3.2.3. Determination of Hotspots in Each Cluster

Currently, there are not many countries that identify accident hotspots based on the
repeatability criteria of the same type of accident or cause. In our opinion, a location
that has the repeatability of the same type of accident or cause should be considered an
important hotspot that needs to be dealt with promptly. In this study, after identifying
the specific types of accidents and their associated causes, the next task was to identify
hotspot locations in each of these clusters. Based on the proposed method, the process of
identifying hotspots becomes convenient and accurate. Figure 4 shows that the red color
areas were the hotspots that were determined based on the repeatability of the same type
of accident or cause.
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Table 7 shows a summary of the types of accidents, main causes, and recommendations
for remedies.

Table 7. TA types, main reasons, and preventive strategies.

C * TA Type TA Kind Main Reasons Time Area Suggestion

1

TA between a
truck/car and a

motorbike on
local streets

Sideswipe,
Rear-end

Unsafe distance,
turning illegally,
(Age1 = 30–39)

Night Densely Law enforcement, education,
engineering improvement.

2

TA between a
truck/car and a

motorbike on
national and

provincial roads

Head-on
Overtake illegally,

wrong lane
(Age1 = 30–39)

Afternoon Sparely

Removing illegal
intersections or adding the
roadway with side security

precautions including
pedestrian crossings, median

strips, lighting, and speed
limit signs.

3
TA between two
motorbikes on

the country lanes
Head-on

Wrong lane,
Over-speed

(Age1 = 24–29)
Evening Sparely

Law enforcement, education,
engineering improvement,

improving road surface.

4
Single-vehicle

motorbike
crashes

Out of control

Over-speed, out
of control, limited

visibility
(Age1 = 24–29)

Evening,
night Densely Law enforcement, education,

engineering improvement.

5

Motorbikes
causing accidents

on streets,
provincial, and
national roads

Head-on
Wrong lane,

high-speed limit
(Age1 = 30–39)

Afternoon,
night

Sparely,
Densely

Law enforcement, speed
limit signs. Removing illegal
intersections or adding the
roadway with side security

precautions including
pedestrian crossings, median

strips, lighting, and speed
limit signs.

* C = Cluster.

4. Validation of the Results

Correlation analysis was applied to validate the outputs of the proposed method.
Importantly, correlation analysis was carried out between severity index (SI) and various
factors such as time intervals of the day, reasons, type of road, kind of accident, age, gender,
and vehicle type of driver.

The findings in the clusters indicated that trucks/cars and motorbikes were the main
vehicles involved in serious accidents. The findings in the clusters also indicated that
head-on, rear-end, and angle were the main kinds of accidents. In addition, the findings
showed that over-speed, wrong lane and not paying attention were the main reasons
causing accidents. All of these findings are in accordance with the outcomes presented in
Table 8. Moreover, Table 8 also shows that the age of the first road users, type of the second
vehicle, time, speed limit, and surroundings had a significant relationship to the severity
level of accidents. Thus, the results from the proposed method satisfied the validation
process. The gained results from the proposed method were reliable and exact.

Table 8. Correlation analysis between SI and contributing factors.

Factors Chi-Square Tests Outputs

SI and time intervals of the day χ2 = 23.938
p < 0.05

The test is significant. The test indicates that there is a significant
relationship between SI and time intervals of day. Severe crashes often

occurred afternoon (8.9%), evening (14.9%), and night (5.8%) while
morning (5.0%).



Sustainability 2024, 16, 107 16 of 19

Table 8. Cont.

Factors Chi-Square Tests Outputs

SI and the age of the first user χ2 = 27.598
p < 0.05

The test is significant. The test indicates that there is a significant
relationship between SI and the age of the first user. Severe crashes

often occurred in groups 24–29 (9.5%) and 30–39 (10.5%), higher than
others.

SI and reasons χ2 = 37.391
p < 0.05

The test is significant. The test indicates that there is a significant
relationship between SI and reasons. Severe crashes often occurred in

accordance with over-speed (12.1%), wrong lane (9.3%), no paying
attention (6.2%), higher than others.

SI and the vehicle of the first user χ2 = 55.539
p < 0.05

The test is significant. The test indicates that there is a significant
relationship between SI and the vehicle of the first user. Severe crashes

often occurred in accordance with motorbikes (30%) trucks (23.3%),
and cars (8.7%), higher than others.

SI and the vehicle of the second user χ2 = 31.091
p < 0.05

The test is significant. Severe crashes often occurred in accordance with
motorbikes (27.7%) and trucks (14.9%), higher than others.

SI and accident-type χ2 = 17.247
p < 0.05

The test is significant. Severe crashes often occurred in accordance with
head-on (10%), angle (7.3%), rear-end (7.3%), higher than others.

SI and populated area χ2 = 9.379
p < 0.05

The test is significant. Severe crashes often occurred in accordance with
sparely populated areas (suburbs) (22.4%), higher than others.

SI and speed limit χ2 = 8.894
p < 0.05

The test is significant. Severe crashes often occurred at higher speed
limits (25.8%).

5. Conclusions, Limitations, Suggestions, and Future Work
5.1. Conclusions

This study proposed the integration of GIS and data mining techniques in TA analysis.
The two-step algorithm applied in data segmentation brought good results. This algorithm
overcomes the drawbacks of methods like K-means, K-Modes, K-Medoids, and LCC
because it not only handles both types of data including numerical and categorical data, but
it also determines the optimal number of clusters automatically. This algorithm determined
five common types of accidents in Hanoi during the research period. In detail, cluster 1 was
accidents between a truck/car (80%) and a motorbike (80%) on local streets, accounting
for 22%. Cluster 2 presented accidents between a truck/car (60%) and a motorbike (80%)
on national and provincial roads, accounting for 27.8%. Cluster 3 illustrated accidents
between two motorbikes (86% and 89%) on the country lanes (92%), accounting for 12.3%.
Cluster 4 depicted single-vehicle motorbike crashes (100%), with the lowest rate of 8.8%
within the groups. Finally, cluster 5 depicted accidents caused by motorbikes (82%) which
made up the highest percentage within the groups, accounting for 29.2%. In addition, the
locations of the types of accidents were represented visually on a map. This enables traffic
authorities to propose accurate and urgent countermeasures.

This study also confirmed that the TA dataset was grouped into homogeneous clusters
that facilitated the identification of the causes more easily and accurately. It was difficult to
identify the main causative reasons if the dataset was not segmented into homogeneous
clusters. Moreover, the results of the study also identified the types of accidents, the main
causes, the time as well as the surrounding areas corresponding to each accident group. In
detail, unsafe distance keeping and illegal crossing in densely populated areas at night were
the main factors causing accidents in cluster 1 (C f = 1 and Lt ≥ 1.39). For cluster 2, illegally
overtaking and driving in the wrong lane in sparsely populated areas in the afternoon were
the main causes of accidents (C f ≥ 0.92 and Lt > 1.2). For cluster 3, speeding and driving in
the wrong lane in the evening in sparsely populated areas were the main causes (C f ≥ 0.9
and Lt ≥ 1.23). For cluster 4, speeding, out of control, and limited visibility in the evening
in densely populated areas were the main causes (C f ≥ 0.96 and Lt ≥ 1.01). For cluster 5,
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speeding and driving in the wrong lane in the afternoon and at night were the main causes
in this cluster (C f ≥ 0.9 and Lt ≥ 1.22).

The accident causes were analyzed in detail in each cluster. In general, the results
showed that motorbikes were the vehicles that often caused accidents. The first road user
that caused accidents was often male aged from 24 to 39 years old. Common types of
accidents were rear-ended, head-on, and out of control. The main causes were over-speed,
wrong lane, overtaking illegally, and out of control. Analyzing the causes of accidents for
each cluster enables traffic authorities to understand the reasons behind each accident and
to take appropriate remedies.

Importantly, currently, there are not many countries that identify accident hotspots
based on the repeatability criteria of the same type of accident or cause. In our opinion, a
location that has the repeatability of the same type of accident or cause should be considered
an important hotspot that needs to be dealt with promptly. In this suggested method, after
identifying the specific types of accidents and their associated causes, the next task was
to identify hotspot locations in each of these clusters. Based on the proposed method, the
process of identifying hotspots becomes convenient and accurate. Thus, my proposed
methodology can deal with the shortages from the previous studies. This enables traffic
authorities to propose accurate and urgent countermeasures. The findings indicate an
opportunity for many areas, particularly traffic accidents, to incorporate GIS and data
mining approaches.

5.2. Limitations

The limitation of this research was the scope and scale of the data and study area
because collecting traffic accident data in Vietnam faces many difficulties and challenges.
If the data set is collected over a longer period of time and the research area is expanded
to include other cities, the results will more fully and accurately reflect traffic accident
situations in Vietnam. However, the authors still hope that the results of this research will
help authorities understand in more detail the typical types of traffic accidents as well as
the important factors causing serious accidents. Additionally, the methods employed could
potentially be applied to other cities, providing an added avenue for analysis.

5.3. Suggestions

First, this study suggests that the TA dataset should be grouped into homogeneous
clusters that will facilitate the identification of the causes more easily and accurately.
Second, the two-step algorithm applied in data segmentation brought good results. This
algorithm overcomes the drawbacks of methods like K-means, K-Modes, K-Medoids, and
LCC because it not only handles both types of data including numerical and categorical
data, but also determines the optimal number of clusters automatically. Third, the results
also confirmed that the type of vehicles, type of road, and accident types can be applied to
segment the data. Next, in our opinion, a location that has the repeatability of the same type
of accident or cause should be considered as an important hotspot that needs to be dealt
with promptly. Finally, the findings indicate an opportunity for many areas, particularly
traffic accidents, to incorporate GIS and data mining approaches.

5.4. Future Works

In future research, we will expand the data scope and time span. We will analyze traffic
accident data in more areas and over a longer period of time to obtain more comprehensive
findings. Next, we will integrate traffic accident data with additional data sources, such as
traffic flow data and weather data, to further investigate the contributing factors of traffic
accidents. Also, the methods of cluster analysis and ARM need to be further optimized to
improve the accuracy and stability of the model.
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21. Şchiopu, D. Applying Two-step cluster analysis for identifying bank customers’ profile. Buletinul 2010, 62, 66–75.
22. Jiang, F.; Yuen, K.K.; Lee, E.W. Analysis of motorcycle accidents using association rule mining-based framework with parameter

optimization and GIS technology. J. Saf. Res. 2020, 75, 292–309. [CrossRef]
23. Montella, A.; Aria, M.; D’Ambrosio, A.; Mauriello, F. Analysis of powered two-wheeler crashes in Italy by classification trees and

rules discovery. Accid. Anal. Prev. 2012, 49, 58–72. [CrossRef]
24. Xu, C.; Bao, J.; Wang, C.; Liu, P. Association rule analysis of factors contributing to extraordinarily severe traffic crashes in China.

J. Saf. Res. 2018, 67, 65–75. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
25. Hazaymeh, K.; Almagbile, A.; Alomari, A.H. Spatiotemporal Analysis of Traffic Accidents Hotspots Based on Geospatial

Techniques. ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2022, 11, 260. [CrossRef]

https://unctad.org/system/files/official-document/dtltlb2017d4_en.pdf
https://unctad.org/system/files/official-document/dtltlb2017d4_en.pdf
https://www.itf-oecd.org/road-safety-annual-report-2022
https://baochinhphu.vn/nam-2022-xu-ly-hon-28-trieu-truong-hop-vi-pham-giao-thong-phat-tien-hon-4124-ty-dong-102221223112959466.htm
https://baochinhphu.vn/nam-2022-xu-ly-hon-28-trieu-truong-hop-vi-pham-giao-thong-phat-tien-hon-4124-ty-dong-102221223112959466.htm
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40537-015-0035-y
https://doi.org/10.1080/13588265.2020.1826800
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11071925
https://doi.org/10.3141/1784-01
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsr.2005.06.013
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16253276
https://doi.org/10.1080/13588265.2015.1122278
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2022.02.099
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11227-020-03580-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2008.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40534-016-0095-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00357-001-0004-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/math8081211
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsr.2020.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2011.04.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsr.2018.09.013
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30553431
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi11040260


Sustainability 2024, 16, 107 19 of 19

26. Zheng, M.; Zhu, L.; Zhan, W.; Zhu, F.; Sun, Z.; Li, L. Network space analysis–based identification of road traffic accident hotspots:
A case study, Int. J. Crashworthiness 2022, 28, 108–115. [CrossRef]

27. Afolayan, A.; Easa, S.M.; Abiola, O.S.; Alayaki, F.M.; Folorunso, O. GIS-Based Spatial Analysis of Accident Hotspots: A Nigerian
Case Study. Infrastructures 2022, 7, 103. [CrossRef]

28. Qu, W.; Liu, S.; Zhao, Q.; Qi, Y.; Dong, J. Methods for Identifying Truck Crash Hotspots. J. Adv. Transp. 2020, 2020, 1751350.
[CrossRef]

29. Anderson, T.K. Kernel density estimation and k-means clustering to profile road accident hotspots. Accid. Anal. Prev. 2009, 41,
359–364. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Prasannakumar, V.; Vijith, H.; Charutha, R.; Geetha, N. Spatiotemporal clustering of road accidents: GIS based analysis and
assessment. Procedia Soc. Behav. Sci. 2011, 21, 317–325. [CrossRef]

31. Lu, J.; Gan, A.; Haleem, K.; Wu, W. Clustering-based roadway segment division for the identification of high-crash locations. J.
Transp. Saf. 2013, 5, 224–239. [CrossRef]

32. Verma, J.P. Data Analysis in Management with SPSS Software; Springer: New Delhi, India, 2013.
33. Garson, G.D. Cluster Analysis; Statistical Publishing Associates: Asheboro, NC, USA, 2014.
34. Bacher, J.; Wenzig, K.; Vogler, M. SPSS Two-Step Cluster—A First Evaluation; Friedrich-Alexander-Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg,

Lehrstuhl für Soziologie: Erlangen, Germany, 2004.
35. Piatetsky-Shapiro, G. Discovery, Analysis, and Presentation of Strong Rules, Knowledge Discovery in Databases; AAAI/MIT Press:

Menlo Park, CA, USA, 1991.
36. Agrawal, R.; Srikant, R. Fast algorithms for mining association rules. In Proceedings of the 20th International Conference on Very

Large Data Bases, VLDB, Santiago, Chile, 12–15 September 1994; pp. 487–499.
37. Hahsler, M. Arules—A computational environment for mining association rules and frequent item sets. J. Stat. Softw. 2005, 14,

1–25. [CrossRef]
38. Brin, S.; Motwani, R.; Ullman, J.D.; Tsur, S. Dynamic itemset counting and implication rules for market basket data. In Proceedings

of the 1997 ACM SIGMOD International Conference on Management of Data, Tucson, AZ, USA, 1 June 1997; pp. 255–264.
39. Satria, R.; Castro, M. GIS tools for analyzing accidents and road design: A review. Transp. Res. Procedia 2016, 18, 242–247.

[CrossRef]
40. Le, K.G.; Liu, P.; Lin, L.T. Determining the road traffic accident hotspots using GIS-based temporal-spatial statistical analytictech-

niques in Hanoi, Vietnam. Geo-Spatial Inf. Sci. 2020, 23, 153–164. [CrossRef]
41. Su, J.M.; Wang, Y.M.; Chang, C.; Wu, P. Application of a geographic information system to analyze traffic accidents using Nantou

County, Taiwan, as an example. J. Indian Soc. Remote. Sens. 2019, 47, 101–111. [CrossRef]
42. Xia, Z.; Yan, J. Kernel Density Estimation of traffic accidents in a network space. Comput. Environ. Urban Syst. 2008, 32, 396–406.

[CrossRef]
43. O’Sullivan, D.; Unwin, D.J. Geographic Information Analysis; John Wiley and Sons: New York, NY, USA, 2010.
44. Schabenberger, O.; Gotway, C.A. Statistical Methods for Spatial Data Analysis; Chapman & Hall/CRC: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2005.
45. Bailey, T.C.; Gatrell, A.C. Interactive Spatial Data Analysis; John Wiley and Sons: New York, NY, USA, 1995.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1080/13588265.2022.2109446
https://doi.org/10.3390/infrastructures7080103
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/1751350
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2008.12.014
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19393780
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2011.07.020
https://doi.org/10.1080/19439962.2012.730118
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v014.i15
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2016.12.033
https://doi.org/10.1080/10095020.2019.1683437
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12524-018-0874-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2008.05.001

	Introduction 
	Methodology 
	Data Preparation 
	Handling Missing Data 
	Handling Outliers 

	Clustering Analysis 
	Association Rule Mining (ARM) 
	Kernel Density Estimation (KDE) 

	A Case Study Analysis 
	Data and Study Field 
	Field of Study 
	Research Data 

	Analysis Results and Discussions 
	Cluster Analysis 
	Association Rule Mining 
	Determination of Hotspots in Each Cluster 


	Validation of the Results 
	Conclusions, Limitations, Suggestions, and Future Work 
	Conclusions 
	Limitations 
	Suggestions 
	Future Works 

	References

