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ArcGIS-based Traffic Prediction Model
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Abstract: Conventional traffic prediction models are time-
consuming and arduous. Since the traffic of Indiana is
stabilized, the Ordinary Kriging, inverse distance weighting
(IDW) and radial hasis functions (RBF) interpolation methods
were used to predict the traffic of Indiana based on ArcGIS
software. With the comparison of the prediction and weigh-in-
motion( WIM) Systems, the results show that the inverse
multiquadric spline(IMS)interpolation of RBF interpolations is
suitable for Indiana traffic distribution and the actual
prediction error is minimum.

Key words: traffic prediction; ArcGIS; interpolation; weigh-

in-motion systems; inverse multi-quadric spline
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2 AADT HiEME S

i H Geostatistics % 2K 12 5 50 45 6 2 Bl AL 1
RS AT R AR R AR 5. I B 5EXT INDOT
P B B 4E - 1 H 22 ji 2 (annual average daily
traffic, AADD) 73 A BUEE#EAT 73 M. A SCBT F AADT
JEHET 2004 4 INDOT #2 Y 52 i i ik INDOT
$Efit) AADT Shape 1G5 ().

2.1 AADT #i#E4 %7 (Explore Data)
2. 1.1 Histogram

1EH )7 Histogram 1, 0] ] Kurtosis(I& ) Fil
Skewness (ffi 25 FRAE B4 19 1E 4Pk b g i 1
TR B 5 A1 = BE T8 bR, T2 70 A1 I BE R 0,
KT 0. FBABHG A0 Ho 1B S/ A i B AR A s /T
0, R WVEHE 43 A1 722 100 70 B A 25 T R A5 iE A2
AR IR AR5 T 0, KT 0, R BIEURE
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ZEfm s
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S O 1 07 A DL 7R 8 AADT 2 ] B4
B, e — 2 P (X, Y AR bR O AR I B 1
RFEMH. R4 INDOT 42 4t 1) AADT %4l @ 7 1
AADT %id 55 K1 /2 AADT _shp Events, 7F Geostatistical
Analysis # 5t T 19 Explore Data /% ] Histogram 43
#r,45 3 INDOT AADT # Histogram [&], 34 /| Normal
QQPlot 4347 B4 75k » LA 23 #fr INDOT AADT J& 75 ik
MIEZS 3 A1 WSRASEE G Wb 250347 R N7 1 5% 504 B
Box—Cox FAR .

MIE T HT I, s AADT %4 Histogram K] |,
WEFE 35.47. O8I T A (A0 R AR TE 50
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2.1.2 Normal QQPlot
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Fig.3 Histogram of log(AADT)

K 4 1 log (AADT) 9 Normal QQPlot &, M\ i%
AT L& 3 I £ i i log (AADT) (ki) 5 IES
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2.2.2 Box—Cox A He

I 1 X B0As e 41 . Box— Cox AR $th ] LA A6 0
B IR IE 2540 i B0 . {2 5 S 80 Parameter 1]
TEAR B8 19 98 1 A Ak, IR 2R R H AT A4 2 5
(Parameter) h 8 ixf A [A] 22 1R i . A SCHE 0. 08~
0.146 Z 8] Z L A [E] 1 Parameter, 43 #7 H. Kurtosis
i1 Skewness {H , M\ H ik H — 4 F (1Y) Parameter %
AR IR 1.

&1 A[E Parameter T Kurtosis {5 Skewness {E Lt &

Tab.1 Kurtosis and Skewness of transformed AADT for different Parameters

SH
0.080 0.085 0.090 0.095 0.100 0.105 0.110
Kurtosis {H 3. 849 400 3. 800 900 3.757 200 3.718 600 3.685 000 3.656 000 3.631 30
Skewness fH —0.042 082 —0.015 928 0.009 763 0.035 022 0.059 877 0.084 356 0.108 48
ZH
0.115 0.120 0.125 0.130 0.135 0.140 0.145
Kurtosis & 3.610 70 3.593 90 3.580 80 3.571 10 3.564 70 3.561 30 3.561 00
Skewness {H 0.132 28 0.155 78 0.178 99 0.201 93 0.224 63 0.247 11 0.269 37

MA[A] Parameter T 1) Histogram [+ 0] DA15
H Kurtosis {H . H¥J/NF X80 5. 844, L]
Box— Cox A% 4 AADT ¥ 1E 2 43 A AL 3 B 45, A
Histogram [®I#% Kurtosis 5 Parameter ¢ £ filjZk, W& 5
B, Al 45 H 2 Kurtosis 78 Parameter 0.139 6 4bf/IME
2174 3.561 629. Tfij 1 Parameter 40. 080~0. 145 [&] ,
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Kurtosis{i
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Fig.5 Relationship between Kurtosis and Parameter
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££4 Histogram #11 Normal QQPlot [l #4347 » 48 3¢
Ik FH Box— Cox A8 #t , Parameter 240 HL 0. 087 86 %
AADT #4784 ib B, 4 7RE S 1Y Geostatistics 4347
2.3 LRI ILER
2.3.1 ZBREHITHE

W ZCe) ZRGHENE Z FEA AL E « 21
{8, Z () Ry — DX IR AL Rl AL A2 o, I3 2 B PR iR
B NPFEA g2 Rl BRBE S, Z () F Z ey + 1)
RIS AR e ZCae) RS RILE «; Fla; + 1
AR SB[ = 1.2, -, NCRO ], IR 4. 2% 5 ek Bk
y (O P EHOTEA R -

NCh)

y(h = Tl(h);[zm»  ZCa + T

TXE XA [A] A 25 (6] A3 B BE 2 J s H 38 s A N 1Y
cCIOFN y CROAE. WSR3 F L b R HE AL dR, ¢ Cho) Bl
y (O SR YA R ) 7 25 R RO AS S5 R 5T £
L AT DA A s XS AR e Z Qo) 172 6] 42 S
S 7R S R R TR B A AR DX A A o 1) B AL A G
Fa P s TR B0 XA AR S R A7 ™ A% 43 A o S 2 (]
72 S A A3 A R S (8] 25 44 23 BT B A R R % R A
A 4R EEM S EL BIEE S (E (silD B F (range)
BFR S RO 1 [ | e 1 PR DX AS 3% S (1 AN

i 18 Keckler 8 AN RIWFST . 28 S sl BB LA
500 ZFf, Horpr ArcGIS v FHR A RTE LAY 3RRAR
RY PUBRASIRY | T BRAS AL g BB A | ey R A L R
PP L AT LR A Y K- DR R AR - DL 3R
IR
2.3.2  yEHARIGH{E BN E

o7 K4 {H (Kriging interpolation) & AR & 75 S+
DR BRI A JE SRR 1) — R 1 M 98 1 1) 25 TR 4 {7
e AUFE 5@ 75 7 4% 7% (Ordinary Kriging) | & 8 o
HA% 3 (Simple Kriging) . % %% 5 B #% 75 (Logistic
Kriging) . 7 %3744 1% (Universal Kriging) . 875 74
A& (Indicator Kriging) . #BoE 57. 4% 32 (Disjunc-
tive Kriging) . ] 7o 37 4% 1% (Cokriging) 4.

WG AR, AADT Ji %5 40 A8 ik AN IE 25 43 A1, 1
log(AADT) F1 Box—Cox A8 4 J5 CRE5 %k 0. 08786)
T 2 1E A o AR SO ISR 3 38 v BLAS vk R
FOX 0% # 5 Box — Cox 72 i 1 JE 2L k47 AADT
e

2 TR S pR B BT R A Y, AR SR T

S

T SR 7 i v N B M AR S ECh 0. 087 86 11
Box—Cox B4 f5 , 73 Bl £EAN 4 3 Fron iy ArcGIS
11 P A S R H50ORE B A7 000 4 A, 1T = 5 0L
Prediction Error H g LA F5 X 1 SRS i) A7 R0
HEAT PR SRR B A5 LA T A v 1) A B < B R
HEE 418 (mean standardized, MS) f 358 T 0, 3977
HLFFI 1% 2% (root-mean-square , RMS) % /N, 3 # F5
#E1R 2 (average mean error, AME) & i T RMS,
bR 3 J7 AR 15 5% 2% (root-mean-square standar-
dized, RMSS) fe 4%k T 1.

W 2 P~ . AADT 28 log(AADD) J5 7L |F 11
FhAE S sR AR R T AR I E 4208 T 0 10248
RS, P07 AR TN 52 22 B /N B A 2 FE BB A, P 1Y
Fr t 1% 22 Jpe 42 0 T 15 AR T 158 2 2 A5 BB, A
TES AR TN 5 22 B 3208 T 1 002 5 e . ik
log (AADT) %725 53 pR AJ0isE T8 A5 sE AR A 5 3.

% 2 Log(AADT) R [E%E &R AR R THUIR £ LL

Tab.2 Prediction errors of different models with

log transformed AADT
T FHE RMS  AME MS RMSS
B A5 1Y 1592 12980 27110 0.060 78 0.542 4
BRAR AR 1570 12970 27060 0.059 92 0.542 8
PUBRAEE A 1545 12960 27 000 0.058 96 0.543 4
FLERAESY 1531 12960 26970 0.058 44 0.543 7
TREE R 1256 12880 26250 0.049 23 0.549 5
TR T 1636 13000 27300 0.06215 0.542 7
TR 1501 12960 26 980 0.056 68 0.543 6
FLARBONEER 1650 13010 27280 0.062 69 0.5459
K- B/REEA 1849 13060 27 710 0.070 69 0.536 1
T-DUBE/RBER 1747 13030 27190 0.067 34 0.548 5
Fa SR 1849 13060 27700 0.070 82 0.536 6

e 3 s, AADT 25 Box—Cox Z8 4 J57E 11
A S eR ARSI R X S HGH AT LU R 34 (E
BAZIE T 0 B2 R LAY, 1 0 A P 152 2
I/ NI A A OB Y L - YR iR 25 R4 I T T AR
TIN5 2 14 & Stable AFY, B vfE 34 7 MR T 5% 25
R T 1 HER S, # AADT 2443 Box—Cox %
AP CREFR % 0. 087 86) Ji5 78 S bR ke I 415 KO 1
TR LAY 5 R AR A T 0

ARSCH TR B AR 4 A AR 4 S5 1) AADT 3300 1
1B 73 315t log (AADT) SR 1145 BORsE 2 L Xof 2 742 46 CRE
F5%00.087 86) 1) AADT R JHHE BB . — R4k
R AR AL A X) INDOT B4 WIM Station [
AADT #E47$500).
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®3 AADT ZERIE#10.087 86 TARERJHEET
Prediction Errors S48
Tab.3 Prediction errors of different models with Box-Cox
transformed AADT(Parameter=0.087 86)

sl S RMS AME MS RMSS

[T A3 208.70 12730 8637 0.033620 1.538

BRORAGE Y 193.40 12730 8606 0.031280 1.543

DU BR AR AR 177.90 12730 8575 0.028 940 1.547

TLERASEARY 168.30 12730 8555 0.027 470 1.549

i g il 60.76 12710 8283 0.010 900 1.581

e A A 204.90 12730 8655 0.033360 1.537

TR 42.34 12720 8227 0.006 769 1.596

FLAGEMERY 182.80 12740 8644 0.029 340 1.546

K- DI B/REEAD 292.70 12740 8795 0.045980 1.517

J-DUSUREERL 193.60 12740 8665 0.030 970 1.543

Fa AR 299.30 12740 8806 0.046 950 1.515
2.3.3  HAhAEE I 5k

BT v BLAS AR AEL A1 38 W1 LA FH BE 85 in A5 5k
(inverse distance weighting, IDW) | [ #R iE 4B A
SRPREAE Jy R R A R R e A AT IR
AR AS SCH e 55 1 B B AR 45 A% ] i

PR (B (radial basis functions, RBF) 3474 {H Tt
I, I 5 Ordinary Kriging FUill #£47 AL
2.3.4  AJF) WIM i 5 (Stations) AADT Fll4s Farmr

L By 2458 1 WIM Stations AADT )
T 2% S, TN OKS BE An ey ] DA GE kB0 e 5

45000 -
40000 |
~ 35000 -
el
£ 30 000
< 25000 -
ﬁ“.ﬁ 20 000
% 15 000

T

T

T

s

INDOT &£ 1) WIM Stations S i 5 A2 38 2 08 il
(EHEAT Hedss P g 2= m] LAl R =S i b

A= %Z(AADTQ ~ AADT,)
i=1

X H:AAD T, 9% i 4~ WIM Station Tl i) AADT;
AADT; Jy%5 i 4~ WIM Station 52 Fr W I 15 2|
AADT; n > INDOT ¥4 ) WIM Station ¢t H , I 4b
A4 Al B ST B A AS [R50 v
T 25 4n 1 7 Bie s NHRT D, SR FH RBF i) 2 g
YR Bl T K%Y (inwerse multiquadric spline, IMS) J5 i
Ww2Eg/ DN il INDOT A2 6 19 52 bR 43 A FLAE .
K, RBF-CRS & 42 [n] %t bR %0 4 {8 (radial basis
functions, RBF) A7 ) # W] £ 4% pR £ ( completely
regularized spline, CRS) ¥ {f 7 | ; RBF-SWT 4
RBF H 13 T £ 4% 5K %) (spline with tension, SWT)
I/ (E 700 s RBF-MF 2y RBF i) w5 o< i 18 pR 22
(multiquadric, MI) 4 {5 7l ; RBF-IMS 24 RBF 1)
s U i T B %K (inwerse multiquadric spline, IMS)
{A{E 700 ; RBF-TPS 2y RBE H (% - [ A 2% bR 4K
(thin-plate spline, TPS) #fi {EL i ; log-Exp A %} %28
e )5 >R R BB A 1511 ; Box-Cox-Exp 2 Box-Cox 7%
)5 R T 48 s B 35 ; Box-Cox-St 2 Box-Cox 4%
5 R S BAL I ; Box-Cox-RQ 4 Box-Cox 24 5
TR LA S

il

RBF SWT

RBF-CRS RBF-MF

RBF IMS

lo -Exp Box-Cox-St

RBF-TPS Box-Cox-Exp Box-Cox-RQ

B 7 WIM Stations AADT10 Fh& B Fi 4 2=
Fig.7 WIM Stations AADT prediction errors of the ten models

3 HiE

FIF ArcGIS AR, 7T LAA A4 55000 40 € [ Ep
%‘Eﬁéli])llscl_iﬁzlﬁgmﬁfﬂ%cl_iﬁ ) 73 A 1
L » 2 RS WIR A 1) 2 o A () RBE A 19 B2 8 1
EIHEZ%Z IS J BT 75 ¥ 365 7 5% [ BN Ze A M 58

35 4 53 A LB 3% 7 % AT DR Ak A% e 2 e T
BRI Y AR AR T %ot AL A 5 308 T SR T H A AR e
SRR =Y

X T LA b X, Y A 3 o FE A TR e )
AT DISRH ArcGIS FE4 #5458 10 i) 4 {8 ek 25 n]
REAg 22 58  (HASCIE T ArcGIS 1 H0M )y 25 2 7T LA
S ARUAS 3 S 53 95 ) 5 W e R A8 3 bk
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