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Accident analysis with representative accident data from Germany 2016
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Assessment of C-ITS application potential
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Updating the representative accident data from Germany to 2019
Results published

Methodology Results
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Definition of relevant use cases based on accident type

Results published

Methodology
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Research module (RM1): GIDAS-Analysis

Results published

Methodology Results
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Research module (RM1): GIDAS-Analysis

Results published

Methodology Results ] _ _
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Research module (RM1): GIDAS-Analysis

Results published

Methodology
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Research module (RM1): GIDAS-Analysis n=25a7
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Research module (RM2): GIDAS-PCM-Analysis

Results published

Methodology Results
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Accident analysis of European Countries (IGLAD)
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Accident analysis U.S. (CRSS)

Results published

Methodology Results
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Analysis of o Evaluation of most
: 50% 44.1%
CRSS data common accident 70
according to situations 40%
selected o How does the German .
accident accident data compare 30%
i i i 19.3%
scenario with U.S. accident 20% 16.30:8-4% g °
data? 13.3 8.6% 12.4% 12.0% 11.0% 0.5%
10% 3% 7.09 7.2%
. . 3.7%3.0% 3.39 2.20 1.49 I
Longitudinal Crossing Left turn Lane Animals  Leftcurve  Straight Rightcurve Others/
traffic traffic change Unknown
ECRSS EGIDAS
n=77,895 n=27186

14.09.2023 VUFO - Demo Event Page 14



@\

Consortium

N
éﬁo"t’éﬂfﬁf’f / 3. Further steps

Extended analysis of U.S. data and analysis of Japan data
Results not published yet

Methodology (U.S. data — extended analysis) Methodology (Japan data — possible next step)

Analysis of CRSS o How does the German accident Analysis of ITARDA o How does the German accident
data according to data compare with U.S. data data compare with Japan
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Kind of road users according
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Contributing factors
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