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Abstract

Severe road traffic accidents are a critical issue causing immense loss of life and property,
particularly during the Songkran festival, which is characterized by heavy traffic and unique environmental
factors. This study focuses on analyzing accident severity using data from the Ministry of Transport (2021-
2024) by proposing an Explainable Machine Learning (XAl) framework to enhance predictive transparency
and practical application. To address data imbalance, the SMOTE technique was employed, and the
performance of Random Forest, Support Vector Machine (SVM), and Logistic Regression models was
compared. Empirical results showed that the Random Forest model achieved the best overall performance
(Accuracy = 0.711 + 0.006, AUC = 0.706 = 0.025), while the SVM demonstrated superior capability in
identifying high-severity cases (Sensitivity = 0.701 + 0.033). Furthermore, SHAP (SHapley Additive
exPlanations) analysis revealed that motorcycle involvement, the number of vehicles, and self-caused
collisions are critical risk factors. These insights provide a data-driven foundation for relevant agencies to

develop proactive safety measures and mitigate festival-related accidents sustainably.
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- FuuuRiusEavEamaeaalunTATANITAIATILTUL
- Tadeddnynamario sefuauguusswasgiFiun

- Jowaun LLu;‘:mmﬂﬁammmgumwmqﬁ'ﬁmw

UM 3 NTBULUIAANITHANILUUTIADILAYANS
Anszidadeidedunisiuwennuunswesg UAme

NNOUU

3.1 MSIAATENLAZNTINANNAZa A TRYE

Ya v

Tudnliidedniunsiansyadeyaiiiolnd
ANUNS DULAL LU AUADATIATIEN Ineiiseazidun

ATYUIUNNTAIH

va v

1) MITIUTINLaEANToIaya NIeALIuNIT
AnnsestayagUingnsnuulugiunaniaainsugd
(533I9Tudl 11 -17 W) 90 W.A.2564 fs 2567
iieandavigiudeyason Inodmundaudsni fe
syduAMLTULTIYesTRme Bedwundu 2 nau Téun

o SEAUANNITULIIEN (High Severity) iunedi
g idenalitfuinduaianiededin
otatfes 1 518 wieldugUAIAmy A
Srnufszaufosmdas 10 Metuly

o EAUANNTLUTIAN (Low Severity) manefia
oifmg Ao uinduidndesuioiin
ANUFsMeRanIngauI0g1uAeT

2) n1sviAlluazeInY ey a (Data

a

Cleansing) #378vIN1IATIIABUANLANYTDIVBIYA

v ‘:4'

doyauazandunisantayanilaigymie (Missing

Y

1 = ¢

Values) visotoyaniliauysaleanainnsinsien daa
“'Lﬁmﬁa%'aagaﬁﬁmﬂ‘ﬂumsa%ﬁame"waaqﬁy’ﬂé’u 5,295
wRn13ad
3)  n1suUasAdlUsuarn1sinnIsUeya (Data
Transformation) Ll ot udszdns amlunisviung
fAsulddudunsianissudsutsdiu foil
o Fudsnaiiame vnsuasieyatiandi
W idugasaainaiatu (Day) uas
P293819819AU (Night)
o Fuvsiunisiiiome danqudouandn
Alawmsiiinmglagliisnsutatimunie
1 (Quantile Binning) wiouvasniunis
quaamsé’uﬁaLLﬂiﬁﬁmmﬁﬁa&J (Category
Consolidation) vl eandlgymiaanuiuIuns

va3Ueya (Data Sparsity)
3.2 NMSUUATYAFIMTUNITHRAINILUUTIADILALNT
UszLauussansnImw

nsvvILMsLUIteagatunsITetignesnwuuin
WBARAINNLBULE B (Bias) kaLNuAINLLUg luNNS

UseluuseanSnnuealuudiand Lagan1zeg1989
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nsdansiivyedeyanianuliaunavenaia WHuN1s
sfiunugnudssnidu 2 ssezndn [9] Al

1) sgern1swUsteyannaay (Hold-out

v
o '

Validation) Tayavianunaggnuuseaniu 2 yanen
Fromadanisquiieg1anuutugd (Stratified
Sampling) [16] Hiesnw1dnsdwvesaaia (Class

2) Distribution) WilaulndiAesivyadoys
suatu nsudalugadeyaiinaeu (Training Set) Soe
8z 70 (I3 3,708 wnn15al) wazyatayanadoy
(Test Set) $owar 30 (F1Uu 1,587 wAn156d)

3) SEUENIIW MUILUUTIa8Y (Model
Development) ludunsufiasinanizgatoyafinasy
WHUITNIRTIvdevLuulrilag i muaTIuINTOU
winu 5 (5-fold Cross-validation) [17] il o4l
N53UIUNIAALE DN ILUSHAZNITUT U UL oW
A Rmes T ey (Hyperparameter Tuning)
youstazdaneifiu Finsivelihilaldhuuudansd
siaud ufiaanuamtsaluntsilulddudoyavialy
(Generalization) wazanaaidsslunisiiadaym

Overfitting [9] foufiaziuuuTIaeIInzauianld

Uszillunaludunauaniinedlgyateyanaaeu (Test

Set) mply

3.3 NMSWAINILUUINaILaZN1SUSLUUSE NS AW

Ya v o

Tun93deil HAdeAIuMTTRUILUUTIaY
wensainNguLsIvegUAvg Tngliyadeyaiiriu
NSYANMUALDIAKEITIUIY 5,295 wsn1sal GquQﬂ
waduyndeyaiinaeuievas 70 (3,708 wnnnsal) wile
Tlun1simuILuuTIaewuisnisnsisaeuluy 5-
fold Cross-validation wazyadeyanaasuiaay 30
(1,587 mqmsai) dmYunisusediulseans nmdu

gavne lngddunaunsaniiunisnal

3.3.1 ﬂ’liwﬁﬂu‘l’fay’a (Preprocessing)

o

HIduaiunsiUasiauUsengy (Categorical

v I

Variables) Weglusudaauiieliiuudiaesauisa

Y

Uszuranalan8imAila One-Hot Encoding law

MyualinLTULIITEAUEs (High Severity) upana

vmune (Positive Class) 3nduyiA1sUsuNInsgu
ToyaideUsu1ae (Normalization) A1835 Z-score
Standardization itelvideyastlunasidiuseaiuy

WAYARANANTENUIINANUUANANYBWIIE TR
3.3.2 msianstayaliauna

wioudletymanuliaunavesaanaluyadeya
Hnaeu fidedenldinaiin SMOTE (Synthetic Minority
Over-sampling Technique) [18] lagi1nuaI1uIU
wiouthulndiAss Wity 5 wazadadeyadauaszily
panadutfossuiidndiuiniunatadusnn ieUsu
aunavesdeyanowhlfinasuuuusiaes Inetunoud

ganiunsiameluyateyaiingeuindu [6]

3.3.3 n1saaLaanfals (Feature Selection)

£

H398vN1SHNLUUIIaee Random Forest [5]
AR U TTINUALN DUTZL UAIINEIA YUDIA YT
(Feature Importance) lngia15u1AINANRAENITAAR

o

¥03iuiI31l (Mean Decrease Gini) [1918aduunsin
Uszavsnmlumsanmsliviavsvesieya lun1side
flFdadonsudsiifiruddoygean 30 Sufuusn Lo
luldiduduusdasslunisasrawuudiassdwun

UseLnnya 3 ganasay

3.3.4 N15USUUNI51dLA83 (Hyperparameter
Tuning)

v

H3duldinaila Grid Search s9udu3sn1s
#9298 UUU 5-fold Cross-validation [8] Tun1sAum
ﬂ'wmim“Lmai‘ﬁ'mmzauﬁ'qm (Optimal
Hyperparameters) NTAiidnue (Search Space)

Tagldan AUC Wuwnasindnlunisdndula J5eaziden

¥
v

JUY
e Logistic Regression 19wafla Elastic Net
Regularization LﬁaﬂunMﬂmueﬁ’U%auﬁuaq
wuudiaes Imefvuaai Alpha (a) laun 0
(Ridge), 0.5 (Elastic Net) hag 1 (Lasso) hay
AvunAl Lambda (A1) Tudas 0.0001 @9
0.1 [6]




Thai Journal of Operations Research: TJOR Vol 14 No 1 (January - June 2026)

e Random Forest MuUARINIIIEILADS Mtry
wsetwumlsduinldlunisdndulaluue

avlvun Aatl

p
mtry = Z,ﬁ,z,p

dap fosuusuusdasyiimun [16]

e Support Vector Machines nvun
AN151dLees Cost Tuwae 0.01 §9 100
iloruauunaslyvosmLAawaIALALen
Gamma (y) Tua29 0.001 99 0.5
dmfumsmuruiaidnsnavesteya lag
frsananesiuaiady wazinesiua RBF

(6]

3.3.5 masdauazUsnfulszAnsnmuuusiasety
gaving

FAdothamsfnesimnzauiigailéan
ﬂfumaumiﬂ%gumﬁuﬁumﬁ]ﬂaauLLuuﬁwaaa%u

ANVNYMLYAVBUARNADUNIUA (58888 70) 1NUUIS

q 3 Q)

° o

wuudnaeslunaaeuiuyadeyanaaeuiiventd (Soe
8z 30) e InUsSEANSNNNNTILUNEUATLT TN 4 AU
lawn AUC, Recall, Precision wag Fl-score s

Usingludanisaniivanide

3.3.6 N15USLAULAZANLEBNLUUINGADY

ya o a

FadganiunisuszidudseansnmuazAniiion
wuusansiinfian ngthuuuiaesiiiiunsinaeulu
LAAEIOUIDITITNITNTIVABULUY 5-Fold Cross-
Validation mwaauﬁ’um%sﬂamwaau (Validation
Set) L eAuIAITAUSEANS AN 5 i leun AUC,
Accuracy, F1-Score, Precision gy Recall ﬁ]’mﬂfuﬁ’l
HAFNEIINNITNAAOUIS 5 SOULIFMUIMMIALREY
(Mean Metrics) U94UAAZLUUIIADY LATIAA1AY
wuusraedlagldeituildidulds ROC (AUC) Wuunas]
vwdn ilellduuudansiiafigauazinlufnasusie

Joyarnasuiaviug

3.4 nsEnuuUTIIRLTUgATig

Welduuuiaesniiuseaniangegaantuneu

Ya v o

i 3 ud fAdvazhuuudiasadananunaiiady
wuudnasanaing lagvinnsinasumeyntoyannaay
wanun S1urufesay 70 veadayarvun ey
nsgvIuNITwsENtaya n1sdnnisdeyaliauna way
nadadendauls wuiAeadud unoun1swaun
wuudaes dwsunisivuadmsiwes fideidentd
ﬂgmﬁﬁﬁmmsauﬁqw (Optimal Hyperparameters) oy
871999391NKNAY093ITN13MTI19ABUKUY 5-fold Cross-
Validation Tuseufilsieniiuiiléidulds ROC (AUC) gs
an

3.5 mMsUsziliudszininnuasuuuinges

v
S va v o

Tudunoud 37898 UuTIa09g A8
ailun1snegeuiuyatayanageudiuiuesay 30
maq‘ﬁagaﬁu’wm WeUszdfiumuanansalunissiuun

Tneldm1519 Confusion Matrix LagNa15UIATIA
Usgdnsnm 5 @1 lawn AUC, Accuracy, F1-Score,

Precision wag Recall

3.6 MInAaaUNEdIAYNINEDR

YA o

AidemliunslasgiiSeuiiudseansam
Y99 UUTNAD9 Machine Learning W 4 wuuraesEy
Bn1InTIvEeuuL 5-fold Cross-validation Iagldada
Friedman Test daduadfnaaeuwuuldlénisfives
(Non-parametric Test) W BVAABUAIIULANF 19D
UszanSanuwuudnass [20] lnefivuatediAgyneaia
7l 0.05 wazflauudgiussil

Hy: é1duiad sveeAn AUC 909wuus1a04
Machine Learning W1 4 wuusraes lifauuansag

U

H;: fuuud1899 Machine Learning 0813108

Y a

1 ¢ Mlladudevesdl AUC unnsneiy
TunsNnuAILLANAIDENTTYE AN EDH
HAveagadunisnageulUIeuisusen (Pairwise

Comparisons) A18@d# Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Test
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WBITYALUUTIaNHUTEANSA I NLANATY Laglie

muquﬁmmmmamLﬂﬁauasammﬂmswmaawma

o
[

AT (Family-wise Error Rate) §338lal435n15U5uA
sVl Bd1AEYA1875U03 Holm (Holm-Bonferroni
Method) [21] SaflunmsiSesdisuan p — value an
oglUunnuazusunasinisiansanlidanuduna
auddu WeliiulaiwansitFeuiieudainuusiug
wazdeite Tneflaunfigiudmiunsiieudisuusdas
Q'G‘fmf
Ho: dviuiadsvesen AUC vasuuudiasig
ihnUssuiisuldfianuuansineiu
Hy: ésuindsuessn AUC v9suuusnandg

PIUUSEUTIE UL AR NANGAY

3.7 NM5ATIRAMNEIAYYEIRILUTUHAZN185 U

AUNNNYVBILUUTIADY

iteademnudlarenszuiunisdndulaves
wuudians Fafinnududeugs (Complex Models) uag
A1113058YTAN9ANNFURUS TN UTBATEAY
seRUANTULIasRURmAliegdau FIdeslaun

watla SHAP sussgndlddmsuasuignisinanures

a ¢

wuudraasnelauunAnlygrusshveiaiunsasduie

o«

o
[ o

197 (Explainable Al Tneilsvazidgatunouaniunis

De
=De

va o

1) msidendiegdeyadmiunisiasiedt {3
dufunsdusiiegnstoyannyateyailndeudiinnis
USuaunauds (Balanced Training Set) 9113w 200
#0819 1 eld1dudeyadauny (Representative
Samples) TunsAnaf SHAP Value 19591035015
AananfeodenineInslunsiuIies

2) 3Fn1suszanaAmeada ldnisdnaeiuy
waufn1sla (Monte Carlo Simulation) Tun1sUszana
AT dIUTIuveILAavA M Ny (Feature
Contribution) Tagwuadiuruseunssassil 20 sou
(nsim = 20) wiolildan SHAP fifanuatiosuas

RRIGAGGE

4 v ¢

3)  ATIATILUNAANS A1 SHAP Value ﬁiﬁ%gﬂ
ildiesigaily 2 fauan laun
o szAUBMEWA (Magnitude) i odndsuy
ANEIA vt ILUsE ase T THanenis
UIYAILTULTITEAUES
o fimsanudusius (Directionality) tilesy
IAvesfulsassTifiuunioanas duwa
Aalan1an1siinnuuLsIsEaugaludia
MIUINIDaULSLS
mamﬁmawﬂud’mﬁ%gmﬁwLauamuuwumw SHAP
Beeswarm Plot luduvasnsiiaszsinanisineg e

ldgnsedunenaidaleuvieluddudnly

4.0aN1599¢

4.1 NANITWAILILUUIIADINIUITNITATIVEDULUY
5-fold Cross-validation

2N

AdulamunsiaLasyUgUAINNSSves
fimunvau Tifuwuusiass Machine Learning $1uau
4 Luud1aes laun Random Forest, Logistic
Regression, Support Vector Machine (Linear Kernel)
ke Support Vector Machine (Radial Basis Function
Kernel) Inald38n15ms19d@0uluy 5-fold Cross-
validation Tun1suseifiudseavsnmw §33elaumants
NAFOUIINT S 5 FOULIAIUINNIA LS 862 TR
Usg@nsnan 5 a1 lawn AUC, Accuracy, F1-Score,
Precision uag Recall wioldlunisiussuiiisuuas
Anidonuuudrassiiaiian walddudmsned 3
PnNEaNIIMAgeUUTEAVEA MR sLuUTNandly
A15797 3 WUTTUUUTIAeY Random Forest i
UsednSamasaaluiiuanugnaes lnglvdaraiy
QN¥aa (Accuracy) agisosay 71.1 uasdaneniiuiils

ulds (AUQ) asfigniiferas 70.6 ognalsiiniu Wie




Thai Journal of Operations Research: TJOR Vol 14 No 1 (January - June 2026)

WAsUdeANLaNnalun1sTMUNUSTIANEIUAT F1-
score WU WUUT1A0Y Support Vector Machine
(Linear Kernel) fif1gegaiisesay 51.0 Fsaenndoaiiy
Arraly (Recall) figafie¥osa 70.1 wandliiud
ANAINITIUNITATIVTUAINTULTIVR I UM L W9
szAugslaogrsnseuaqunitnuuitaesdu Tuvned
WUUI18849 Support Vector Machine (RBF Kernel) &
UsvAnBnmshiiasluieunndiin e

wonand wan1siwseinuitdudsauy
wasgruenroudaluyndeildin deasviouliiuds
mnafosveamantssunluynuuudiass dawans
Wisuiguaanatanaasliiiug udfuuudiass

Random Forest aig Support Vector Machine (Linear

'
aad 1 1Y !

Kernel) asfidnonmlaneuludfifrety widle
farsantuuiunvesnstiludssendldsaudunaeinig
andulageadia IdeTeindulaldenuuudiass
Random Forest LfJULLUUﬁWaaﬂqmﬁWEJ (Final Model)
dosnnliaiuiléidulds (AUC) geiian Fadudvdd
Sandnilavsioudsnnuauisalunissiwundszian

Tngsldegaiissdnsningegn

A15199 3 ANLRALUSLANT A NVDILUUIIADITILUN

Uszian (luasduduadudsauunnsgiv)

4.2 HAN1SHNULUUTIA09Y UG AT 18uaEN1TUTEEY

UszanSnnvesuuuInany

nnsruIuMsiUTeuieulsEdnininuag
Aaldanuuudnass §13elduiuuudnass Random
Forest Faidunvudiansiifiuszdnsnmgagn un
anfiunisasiwuuinassanving lagldyndayarnaou
Sruufesar 70 Srududmdime sz audiged
Iaa1nnsusugu laun Suududsdudmsunisaing
Wun (mtry) winiu 5 wagduauaulsl (ntree) winiu
500 #u suddldyadulsdaseisiunsdaiden
AUEIFYLEIT I 30 AU it e UYLy
Uszdninmivyadeyanaaeu lnsuaninan1sinuig

NUM1519 Confusion Matrix hagAIA YUY I

USEANSAIN Fa518a8L B lunS197 4 way 5

A1519% 4 Confusion Matrix ﬂJ@Qﬂ’]iﬂoﬂLLUHﬂ’ﬁﬁJj‘ULLiﬂ

vegURmAAI8LUUIIABY Random Forest

Modell  AUC Accuracy F1-Score Precision Recall
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
70.6 71.1 38.7 46.8 331
RF
(0.025) (0.006) (0.011) (0.016) (0.020)
69.1 69.2 47.8 4a4.8 513
LR
(0.014) (0.007) (0.030) (0.014) (0.051)
SVM
69.0 62.8 51.0 40.1 70.1
Line
(0.016) (0.015) (0.015) (0.013) (0.033)
ar
SVM 63.1 68.0 353 40.0 31.6
RBF (0.016) (0.012) (0.019) (0.024) (0.018)

NAAWER39
high severity | low severity
HAaWSN1S | high 140 129
kN severity
low 298 1,020
severity

PNHANMTUATIENLUANIIN 4 Wudn duudiaes
Random Forest @11150914uNg U 1o LA og19d
Usgdvsnm lneidlseazidundsil

* S¥AUANMUTULTIG (high severity) Luudaes

Random Forest @11150vu1elagnAeIdiuIu 140

' v o
¢ a o

winn13ad 91NNl AR T e anualuy
fanad Andudesay 31.96

. isﬁummiumﬂﬁw (Low Severity) huuinaes
Random Forest @wnsaviuelagniesdiua 1,020
wisn1sal Anwusewas 88.77

o Uszansanlnesaun dlefarsanluninsiu

LLUU41a9 Random Forest ﬁ’]iJ’]iﬂﬁ?’]LLUﬂﬂ’ﬂiJEuLLﬁﬂ
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ve39UAWmAlAgNAodTINgiedu 1,160 wnn1sal 910
Wanua 1,587 wignisel Aavduatainugndesiy

(Overall Accuracy) Winfiuseuag 73.09

A15199 5 USEANSAINUeakUUINaad Random Forest

Wevegauniuyatayanagey (Test Set)

i fauszavsnm NAENS(%)
AUC 69.06
Accuracy 73.09
F1-Score 39.60
Precision 52.04
Recall 31.96
Macro Average 61.15

NnNaNsUsEIuUsEANBAluASIeR 5 U
LUU91883 Random Forest ﬁﬂ'wmmgﬂﬁaa (Accuracy)
ogffi¥oray 73.09 uazdlanfiuildidulds (AUC) Souas
69.06 @zouf¥nA1uaIN1TluNITTINUNAIIY
uAnA9sENInsgTAIYA AiTiaduguusIgsuazanlely
sEAUUIUNANg

lefi9nsanan F1-Score ogfisouag 39.60 flen
mily Recall agii¥oras 31.96 vansauiludway
Qﬂ’ﬁmmmmﬁLﬁmﬁuaﬁﬂﬁwm WUUTIADIEINNTA
pnduanugndedidifissszana 1 Tu 3 whiy dau
Aflsnse (Precision) agiiesay 52.04 Fsvanoaiy
Tflouuudassineinazifinaugunsegs fanugn
fowsaUszanafmils egndlsfna Weinnsanaads
WUU Macro Average Hangionay 61.15 aziiiulding
Asiniinugndessiy fududoysdinszaninm
YaeuuuIIaedlasunansgnuanauliannaves
F1uIUTeYaT¥NINAaA (Imbalanced Data) lag
wuuSraewihueaaadifisauteyauinnilddini

AANaniduIuteyatiey
4.3 Han1sNAFUTEEIAYNINERR

INATNAFBUANULANA1IVBIUTEANTANVDS
Machine Learning %19 4 Luudnaaslun nsnaeais

Friedman Test wuin x2(3) = 12.12 uaz p =

0.007 eilpuninsyavisdingyiniuuali s 0.05
(p < 0.5) FaUasanufgiuvdn Hy nan1siasizsi

FaNaNTLIITUIN asULRALaIRNUTTALEULAT (AUC)

N o @

2949 4 KWUUIIADINAULANAAUBE 19l Td1ATYNIS

'
aa 1Y

aneNszau 0.05

N

o

WedshidunmsmaaeuilIguiisunanse

e

Al (Post-hoc Pairwise Comparison) sgaii Wilcoxon
Signed-Rank Test LazUsuszAvlad1AgyA1875903
Holm (Holm-Bonferroni Method) Lﬁ'ammué’mw
auraIaAdouazeay tneilseanBananisagaus

Usinglumssii 6

M1319% 6 wan1siUIeuiguUsEANSANI19E (Post-

hoc Pairwise Comparisons)

HUUTIEDY Random | SYM(Linear) | SVM (RBF)
Forest

Logistic 0.375 1.000 0.375

Regression

Random - 0.375 0.375

Forest

SVM (Linear) - - 0.375

INATNN 6 NANITNAFBUUSBULNEUTIEA

'
A - - |

wud1 nnadarseautudAyiusunas (Adjusted p-

oY} o

= @

value) 4111191 0.05 F988UTUVANUAFIUNANT I

Usg@nSamvoaluudiass Machine Learning L#iaga

lunnAnsiuissauiedAey 0.05
4.4 M3dmseitaendAydensituessauay

JULSIVRRURmARIBIATA SHAP

TunsadsmunlasionszuIunTviuIgAY
JULTIURIRUAASYAUES (High Severity Prediction)
Y994UUT1a89 Random Forest fifiAnududoustns
un §398ldUszgndldinada SHAP i eszyddiu
ANMNAIAY WAL NANIBNTNATIAILUTBATE 91nN1T
AATIEIUHLUAIN SHAP Beeswarm Plot Tuguil 4 wui

I a a

Tadenilendvsnagedn 3 duduwsn loun
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1) sadnseusud (Motorcycle) utladuidei 2) F1UUBIUNINUE (Num_Vehicles) 3

[

dedrdygean lnadegUAmaininiientesdu  anuduiusludnyuzulsduniuiuduszduaiy

sodnseueud @edwmdeddulsuin) ssddloniants  Juuse nande dadiduiusaiiedtesun leniaina

nANNTUILSITEAUEIRE TRl Qﬁ’ammmﬁﬁxﬁqux@qLﬁufﬁu (ﬁ;mﬁmﬁaaﬂismaﬁa

Tuilsuan)

SHAP Summary Plot: RandomForest
Feature Impact on High Severity Prediction

Motorcycle . o o 00e e VPIPFe) WP @ Omﬁu ° °
Num_Vehicles see .w.

Collision2.SelfCaused » G @ 1w

Time.Day ‘,J;-\ [

Time.Night . mé&. .

Pickup.4.Wheels . *o - o o
During.During .o w‘ &

KM.Shortest Qt@}n
Location.Curve (] Q‘

During.After L

Low
Passenger.Car ° Om-‘."‘
KM.Short ol
During.Before ‘0-0 .

High

Feature value

Provinces.Secondary T 0‘:(-)()-.
Provinces.Major . f‘&;
-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2

SHAP value
Yellow: High feature value | Purple: Low feature value

1Y (g

JUN 4 ununmasuAdvinanarirmevesdadeidesieninusuusives Ui seauawiginailn SHAP

A ! PV a ' v a6 ' & | e a a
‘Vlll'lﬂlmrﬂ: Q@ﬁLWﬁ@QLLWUﬂW{jT\]T\]SWQQ LLaz‘imamuLMuﬂﬁ]ﬁ]%Mm I@EJ?’T] SHAP 'VlLUUU'Jﬂ‘UQGUGQﬂ'ﬁLWlIIE]ﬂ']aLﬂW

ﬂ??MEULLiﬂigﬁU’Qﬁ




3) 159U LAAIINAINUTEUINVBINULDS
(Collision2 SelfCaused) \uadeiiiidiwagsludsu
o wizdanuudsusiuvemadndas usmndunis
\@ondnUgnzdsinvanasisaiuiiezdanaliaiig
SuusIvjageTuTui

wonanii Senutasedrdnludidui 4 e
Fraa1na1siy (Time.Day) Fwhwihidudadeuntes
(Protective Factor) agadaiau lngandindasnszaney
faoglutl sauraunu SHAP Vst inisiiamglutas

navTutiganlonanIsinANUTULIITEAUE

5. #3UNaN15I8UAZN1T8AUTIUHE

nsfnildiiauensouaAnmaiiouies
w3 osuuvedunele (Explainable Machine Learning
Framework) 1l 83tA51231A UL sv839 T ALMA TN
auuYInAnIaanIIud  laenan1siveausoasy

o

Usziuddaiionmsiluldamassladed

5.1 Uszansnmmuasuuuianaasuasnisanauladenly

91U

INNANITIUT BULT g uUTEANT A1nnudn
wuud1aee Random Forest dUsgdnsangegaluns
e s laedian Accuracy 0.711(+0.006) uag
AUC 0.706 (£0.025) tnungd@1usuniiga1useny
ulwefidesnsnaunugnseansidaiuiluszoyen
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