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Study on Real-Time Risk Detection Method Using Road Traffic Environment
information and Road-Moving Object Data
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Table.1 Rating scale for AHP

Language Numerical scale

+ Equal importance 1
* Weak importance

» Essential or strong importance
* Demonstrated importance

* Absolute importance
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Table.2 Priority rating by pairwise comparison
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E 1 1/5 | 11/7 | 5/3 | 6/35|4/15| 0.537 | 0.071
J.de 5 1 3 4 2 | 83 | 2.615|0.347
J‘Ryr 711173 | 1 3 | 3/5|53]0927|0.123
fny, 35 | 1/4 13 1 1/5 | 1/3 | 0.386 | 0.051
mevﬂ 35/6 | 172 | 5/3 | 5 1 4 | 2.144 | 0.285
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Fig.5 Area as risk potential assessment in AHP

Table.3 Individual priority of driving operations in AHP
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