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ABSTRACT

Various single probability distributions have been used to represent time headway distributions.
However, it has often been difficult to explain the time headway distribution as a single probability
distribution on site. This study used the EM algorithm, which is one of the maximum likelihood
estimations, for the parameters of combined mixture distributions with a certain relationship between
two normal distributions for the time headway of vehicles. The time headway distribution of vehicle
arrival is difficult to represent well with previously known single probability distributions. But as a
result of this analysis, it can be represented by estimating the parameters of the mixture probability
distribution using the EM algorithm. The result of a goodness-of-fit test was statistically significant
at a significance level of 1%, which proves the reliability of parameter estimation of the mixture
probability distribution using the EM algorithm.

Key words : Time headway, Maximum likelihood estimation, EM algorithm, Mixture probability
distribution
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Az 545 AoeA stetalr] flej e Foixl AR SERE 54 defshe Zlo] asit 1
Au A4 2AE AsE BT RRE R 2AE AS(sample)o]”] WEo] EEO2TE A AR
SA< deteprlols F53 Wol B A4t wor E Foixl A5 54 A/ ¢ FEEE
Ze AW oHE FHE Y= Ao AR FEEE A4S dAtelr] o B9t wel Sith

WEERIAE FEEEF & AR £E2E AWE W) F2 28 VAR %R 58S
At & W AFAT B2 FHE UM BEAT 5 9l 79 FEREE AAse AR oY
U wEEATEES] FE BT 2Ed AFARE £¥E Uthls $EEEE aFF FE wet
TAFEE, Brlang X, BMEE T O¥E GLHERES] AHSHOIA gk 2, AA E2A 2}
FAGEEY] ZAAIE G FELERA AR oHE ATt oM T 7HA ol Rxe) SA4=
7H EREEREe] 8ol T AESH A (May, 1990).

A
E3HE-EE E(mixture distribution)= ZHE Wl F 714 o) de] SERE 5S40 £ o] Q7w E st

o FEREE RS el AT F /M olde] ABLE 54 Relstel ATAL AR 4Y

ERR Ea A
gHlel 4 9l EM ¢
£ dEe b 535S 7]' a 911—4'.

EM ¢ig|Ee depie A4S A A8 HAeAue s
71thgkel 72 sejmete] ¢E(likelihood) S Hhalel 7h= WaFe| setviel 24| F 74A] @A 9| v
A Aoz HFA]L dehvelE g8 7 IR, 7129 A AW vl s =71 E]'-/l\—
d HE AT, 2713%e 7S e A4S Fol AAE e WY A EoE U 2
o7 Awsr] oy FELE gt o] rhsdta FolET AR BFE }L(lncomplete data
= missing data)7} EE B9l AHED F e WHOEA B2 A WEe] JBHIL e F4 &1

glEoz Az St

21 sheulel FRPPOE, 2

F-.-: F_u

o_.>i
2 L

GEEE A3 FA= 1930 e AFHYAL oS el JHE AHFAIZE
4= o o] &5 oI May(1990)= o2 A7AEdl e ATHAME AFAEES
T FEREZE AAZ R & ALsiolal ol EdlE #d d7E AYEY a3 2o

2 AFTF g0l S7Hel wet 4 ‘?ii‘rﬂ—tﬂ ol AEFUH AFET T
g 50 98 uEF FHdME AFS a5l A7) wEel AFAR
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< Tha FALAYE Jebdth 283 15/ FFo] SV tet AFED 458 E 18k o]
A I 2peFe] AFAZS FAE Yehal o2 AFELS AFFE JEE Y| E 3tk i5 R
FFo] SFHHE oA HE A9 BRE AFES AFFF FH Y F5AES Bty mEtA 2FA
HEEIE G U5 FEA WHEY, BE| WEF FEA FUEE, J83 5 I5F FFlA
TYEEZ R & Ak

T2 AFAZE AEedA AR BEE JEE 84 Bxe SAFEEZIE 2 o5 oe
BE AFEC ME SYHoE FYStuA vl B uF Y 2AY o 2 H LA AFA] BF Y
AsHA JetUAY &34 dAZ AFARIS R FAS T &2 AFR AT AFFAT] ¥stehe
A w F3d FEEA FYRET} o] &E F Ak AA nEF FFolA THE &3] TAskE AHFAIE
BExe dgiEe} #URE AAY Aloldl 49 3 AFAZ FEEA 3t BEXEs Fos MY
B3y} F2 o851 ol SALEE Erlang EX, Gamma 3, ATEE 5 T3 JEo FEREE
xgksta ok oleldt FF AHFAIRE AEHle AE R ¥F AFES AR FHHOE Aol tE A
52 NZ T T3 Be dsAgste dHE FId9

9 SEEX A8 = T2 1 F JEE 2= TR 4o
2 2 Ao ok May(1990)= AHE5%
ojuf Ak eI ARz el 5 AEo] gle AFES AT SATEEE ZHsHE A0 E AFARE
XS Adshe dAEF S 88t olQole b BEE9 202+ WH 4% E(shifted negative

SATEEE 238 FHEYE Q) 7|EF 7184 £ (log-normal distribution)7}
AHEE 7] = 349l ©] &5 & (binomial model), hyperlang model, semirandom

model & &

I35 A8 o™ AFAIRE BEE S 788 SEREZE w5 R AFEY EAo] 27 oo E &
FtAY SEEE JuHE AAste gepuer F4o] gA ot Aol AtEE TS A AAT
webA, BEFW Tk EEAS 7HR B3Rl AHFAl o] 1}

f(x):fg(x’e) dH(e) ......................................................................................................... (1)

A7NA g(x;0)E THehier 0
PEo BHUAE AL ¢ A 91o) s dukale nAA Aol HsAE U
Yo mE nAUHORE 99 4L ol FBEE/} BFAL BES o TI U, HIF olHH F

o theel A3 go| EAY & Yok

Ho o

f(x): Zle(ez) g(x,el) .................................................................................................. (2)
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g B0, oWl EIAFELE f(x)7} F N YFEEuniform EE ; U, b)EA 212 p1} p2o] &
A o2 239 & ik ow o] AelA p 4 p,=1
olojof et

Ax) =Dy U@y, b)) + Do U@y, by) wwoeemsssmmmessssssmsssssssssss s &)

webAl, ol myol A FRtolo} sh SeEs 2t YRR Skt o gy, by, b, FAEE
& py, 0 UF 24| Wasi,

BYSHE FLE YA AR ks Uehd 5 Atk 74 o el 7]
4Tk sha el o] WS olakel Ao B B RE| 54

F gtk mebd AE BE Yue S4S TR g shie JREERA
2 0 gusl 542 47 SR AFEER FoIstn o] B BYA BYFERELA AHsE Ao

Argol o ve Aozt 7 5 itk

H]

= =
Aol F2 Uehal wEdge] A2 A= = THMay, 1990). &L}
Ul 7F2 oA 24| =AM d@ FELEE ASHE AT AFY 2] AFTE o)F =
Aot AgEE ol FA e AR TRAL, A EF AFAR e SEEE| 542 7 75l
w2t Thekek Zpolt WSt 7 AE A S-S FASAL G FERERA AW SRSEL
22 Ayshs Zlo] A 497k o
oj9lo = EAIR ThETeA A, #H3H, 3]s wEFO EFEE MR 7 AEH 54
of B et Az, SExAL 4ol lAXE S8atet A B A S50 HE
T bRl g FERERAME A0 oH® A9t A= T FHHELEY H8o] o It A

II. EM(Expectation Maximization) ¢3&%&

dutbAQl EAoM Y SGEEE gavele] S Y3 WHozE H A FH(least square estimation)
I 2957 H (maximum likelihood estimation)®] 2 ©]&H ThKim et al.,, 1998; Jeong et al., 1999). &3&-&
2 b et 34 Ho R ABA He-FAH AL, wo]AQF 34, inversion and error 43}
W 59 A8o] oIS$kTHEveritt and Hand, 1981). ¥ AFolA= H-F4W] & FFO2ZA AMEA 1 F
S840l T & EM ¥1gES ol &ate] BPGEREY g FHS A By ARAEES A
At ol H-FAHl thdl 4 £ Jeong et al.(1999)52] EAS wAS Faste] ZAsH S
™, EM €18]&dd ®719 4412 Dempster et al.(1977)3} Everitt and Hand(1981)S F3lo] |43l Th
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1. HPEEy

2R E Tl FHE e ARE {x,..... , X, = X"olgtal &tal, o] A7V} siEtEr 6F 7t
Ae GELEST Ax;0)8 WEv 2% H9+-F4Y (maximum likelihood Estimation)S Zt&9 2%&E
A O] 4o HojHe $E3(likelihood function, £)E Hthslsl= stetHel 65 F4HA doh

£(0:X") = ﬁlf(xi;e) ........................................................................................................... @)

o) Aol M AR xiol HAAE 1 e 7HD OBz, o) SEFSA S see oo BhE Gl
Gelg 70 H3, 93N % sebrete] 2 of SEFFE Ahsss et 02 F45
A Hmz, el A 9o =52 He] 0] Hojo = theel BA140] Hstelol e,

LOEL () e
2o =0 ©®)
W, AlA HY SEFFE o) WAE /e BRT Fejol 2 ) o] gojakA gone
of Aol 218 AT TALEFFOE AST Aujst BAAE ol 83jelE BYR AnE /A Aok

L = log ;ﬁ (e ,Xn) ..................................................................................................................... (6)

5 Atgne stelet 0o] 242 Bell el 6= A8 X g (0| y) EE 6= I8 (0] )
o #AZ BHAT

A o7 H9FHHL o] e $Edr] nES T3 dlMHoE PAH FE &
T Modified-Newton, Quasi -Newton, Newton-Rapson ' 52 X814 w2]& 53] 3
H(Hill-Climb Method)S AH&3HA4] H T}

’5}7ﬂ 1}, Newton,
g 7t w

ﬂ![ﬂl HHN’

Se, ol s YA H9FAPL BHAERT Aol A go] oY T o i BPAFLLY
A5 S WA A4 nle] mZo] ojgle W olUie), Qukdel a4 Pye] 271He] A

A2 #f(local optimization)ol] WA A H= LFE AR FEslr] wEolth &, BFFEEE i3] gut

Al A FAYE A&ste 499 sl FAA sl mAA HAY, £ (X";0)=00 A5 HE U}
el 2z e dlY FEAS BAE FA Zee Ao g d# AT Qth(Everitt and Hand, 1981).

EM ¢18]F (Expectation-Maximization Algorithm)2 Dempster et al.(1977)° 23l AAg= = -Fdw 2
TYPE A% F4 daelFY & BH(Dempster et al, 1977) 2.2, Newton®] WH & AnHZQl o] &4 34
HoBE FAo] ofHE A AMEE £ 3, E 53] EFES RS (incomplete data T=+= missing data)”7}
AMEEE A5 O f8A40] 45 ¢aeEelth
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Z etk meba e AR ze g AR
A% A8 7=(X, V)= 7890y 283tk wﬁw, EM¢1e|ES 43R gL A5 Yo F
AE ool = detuEl oo taide Z7|Fo R /st mA wEFH oz A% AF o gE 21
T2 7R Q)= thee AIRRE T3t o] FA S BE-TA (expectation step)2Fil SFAL o] 2] A]
0712 ol gAY SeHets FAEt F4E dEvels 02 FEH T th

E-step : Q(e,eiil)ZE[log (X, Y|0)] X,e(z‘fl)] ..................................................... @)
ojFA @ aAl¢ Qg(f gl ek Z1thgtol FoiAw, fE37F Hughs = $FoR vy i
of AH8E et S ALttt o] WAE M-OAZ T Bt th] Ao R FHHL:

M-Step : Oi— argemax Q(e,e(ifl)) ..................................................................................... ®)

5, M-BA M= =3 HUsE Hdl 7IhghQE Athstshs ts GAA AT detvers
SAshE AAolgtal AW Stk WA o E M-BAldlA 7t QE AR Auistetr| Rk A st
Hobshe o w u%a}vﬂE} B S 423031, o] 213t WA S GEM (Generalized EM)©|2hal 314, th-5-2] 4
o2 Z33T

ot

GEMQ] M—Step: Q(G(i)’e(i*n) > Q(G,G("*l)) ............................................................ )

&

mwZhA EM €8S vA 9 gh(@etvlEre} missing data)oll tisiAe 94 && 7MY, =%
7]EH71'° ]Jg}b E-TAIS O GAlA A FEidEls s M-BAl9] REEF S ﬁ]’thﬂr &
HAdo] BAE w7hA] wEALS Faste] gevetE FA5 e BEoE AW
A ¢-FAR A vls)] RHEAMY] s g Z0E dEAL Utk @, o] 3 EM ¢ald
Z9] Ege gutAQl o] EF A ZUﬂEloi ))\E}(Dempster et al., 1977; McLachlan and Krishnan, 1997).
ATl YRbERl HFAAHOREE F40] ol HFIERE e et F4S 95k
EM €185s H&3t9t. BFgERE EH?J' e LE U A9 FHE 28F 5 ok

3o ot 1o

—h mo

o] $EFFol U TISE FHE Lagnnge 45 AE TS} T3} o] FAR & 3tk

L(p,el,,ec, X”): log;ﬁ(l)’el’ ,GC’X”)_)\( lzclpl_l) ............................. 11

FEFSE AU 9131 ol TR BAYS ol guTh
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M-Step:
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(multi-variate  normal ~ distribution, g, (x ;X 1, )= 203 3T,
(Fflx;p, 2, 0)E ool #4A 202 FAD 5 AUk ofel| #7]d BJSE Fxot #dE 74
Everitt and Hand(1981)& %3} #7439 Th

f(x,l),z,ll): chplgl(x’zl,ul) ......................................................................................... (16)
A7V, p=(p1, D9 ... De-1)°1L 0< p,< 1,

c—1
p=1- % p, (7

gl_(x;zi’ul_):(zl[) —d/2 | Zl‘l —1/2 exp[—1/2 X(x—ul-)'zzl(x—lli)] ......................... (18)
B4 - &4 (variance-covariance) 32 1 T ={Z, %, ... T}

jé;‘}: U:{UI’UZ,---’UC}
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E%T%ix}(o)g ﬂJrE]-Uﬂ E}_E'._ 7}7<]E %! ﬁ'l'ﬂr:-ﬁ_(normal dlsmbutlon, N)7} E}—r/| W
AZ olaid 4 3ok

N(X;U,O):T—I*Z?GXD _%(x_u)Z/OZ ........................................................................... (19)

2 ATolAE ek 2ol F e @ AERI 44 pol ARHleE 53E ESFELE s
EM ¢18]ES #2838t sets 45500, o] A4S S3l flolA AW EM A4 o] da3 &
o] A&t

E-Step
Dy g (32, 10)

N — £ 7259 T 87 ettt et ettt e b e et et et et ta e b s aa e aaeaeanes 20
Plslx) f(x;5 p, =, 1) 0
M-Step
~_1 &= _ TSRO PRPRPPIN 21
Pk—n lzlp(klxi)yk—l,....,c 1 ( )
fk=¥ﬁﬁ(k|x)x,k I - R 22)

npp =1
i\k:% znﬁ(k|xz)(xz*ﬁ\k)(9€*ﬁ\k)’ B, ..., ¢ e 23)
nl)k =1

S, B Ao = MATLAB Z2138 AR83te] o] EM #AIXE0] A& Tza3e ZAste] F
Aol AErel te BUHERL setre 24 FHL FASILTHKim, 2000)

V. AFAZ 24 8 2445

)

1. ZAKR WS

B AT AE A BAE AT 2AE ST U TH S5 oA 2003 5€ AAEHR o, £E 2~
EYAZ 012 D= 1A AE 2ABEY 2007 2] T2 AFFAIZHtime headway)S 3L o]
3k ZAPAHE <Table 1>} <Fig. 1>0 AA ST 2ARAH L @57 3% 7305 4212)9] $3n
A2 - AR Abo] AHCFFEE FolA 2ARIAL, F w27 2HEA 0] 5km oo Ao] A
ALHE %ﬂrlﬂL Ao AL 7MY 73 St FYFAFEF R &Y AR EUY

Ao} 8w d IAYuAZ7E ot A W] gFo] gle Z o= Addh A 2 A 5
25YAR 012 E&%i oF 1N AE ZAFSIAT
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<Fig. 1> Observed Vehicle Time Headway Distribution Data

<Table 1> Statistics of Observed Headway

Statistics
Mean 5.273225
Standard Error 0.113384
Median 5.78005
Mode 5.6057
STD Deviation 1.603485
Variance 2.571165
Kurtosis 0.370674
Skewness -1.09303
Range 7.4424
Min. 0.8437
Max. 8.2861
Sum 1054.645
Number of Data 200

flol 2AF ARE ATEA W 25% ~ 3% Abojof shute] AR WH FRbe] 9l 6% ~ 65% F20]
E O AR 9 FRio] yehta glo Bde] FEREEAME ARo] offf 2 AR Atk oH
5T TEE T AT #5 A dwbQl AL ohde ZAHAAM AL BAS Sdt
e ME #SAAY FE vta ARG 28y, AE5F] F3 S8 fAsh S0l BA @
e & AT 22 oA ol F EFEEE THAE ARTE vEhe THe A2 FEE e 5 Ao
3 AetEnh ok, o] Arh dubzl AgolEtae ddslrlls ofd F o W ARE Had 987}
ATRAL A7, o]21e BRFEE Hole ATt dukd EAEF| te S 5 ATHEeR
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o, ¥ o] 1{— olE] @ Tha: BolF TN 24 Aste] A= A
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2 AFAME flol A AR el T At Ert B3 5 FERES 88t EM gl
< Bt ¥ gehvets TGS Ol <Table 2>ollE 2 Wb Fa)o] whe siejviet 34 At
AxS o} St FAHH ] S S A8 2715kE FEAFAE e 242t 329} 6%, il o
SME B 10S HEaon F Ao AieE Sule £ 271302 035 072 A3tk

27138 AAE olF FAFA A P FFE F 5 7] wEel AFsHA é%oHOk shvl £ <
TolAE A AS25E 49 (random) 2] 2#3]
e oz AAsgin

<Table 2>5 &3 HW EM )58 25 2239 ihEsdayd s g /19 Adex J%EM]EM
AEAom, A Ul AFEEE FEATFAZ 276267 B4 117279 4 AAE ey, F
THEE taiA= BIAFAE 6. o E4bo] 047842 FAHAY. A F e ArEETE &
S e 023337 0766771 Ao FAHHAN. webA o] Az tiF EFSELEe] FEURS
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f(z) =0.2333 % Nz ;2.7626, 1.1727) 4 0.7667 X N(z :6.0371,0.4784) «rerreereersessensensenseusennenss 24

<Table 2> Result of EM lteration for the Estimation of the Mixture Distribution

Iteration Approach Value Mean 1 Mean 2 Var. 1 Var. 2 Ratio of 1
0 - 3.0 6.0 1.0 1.0 0.3
1 9.0274 2.0082 6.6725 0.9227 0.5944 0.2225
2 92329 2.6334 6.0288 1.2845 0.8872 0.2225
3 0.3507 2.5769 6.0447 1.0030 0.5413 0.2169
4 0.1619 2.7389 5.9750 1.0635 0.4974 0.2225
5 0.0527 2.7610 5.9922 1.1162 0.4928 0.2268
6 0.0249 2.7600 6.0104 1.1411 0.4879 0.2293
7 0.0125 2.7610 6.0205 1.1536 0.4841 0.2308
8 0.0074 2.7617 6.0268 1.1610 0.4818 02317
9 0.0045 2.7621 6.0307 1.1655 0.4804 02323
10 0.0029 2.7623 6.0332 1.1683 0.4796 02327
11 0.0018 2.7624 6.0347 1.1700 0.4791 02329
12 0.0011 2.7624 6.0356 1.1710 0.4788 0.2331
13 0.0007 2.7625 6.0362 1.1716 0.4787 0.2331
14 0.0004 2.7625 6.0366 1.1720 0.4786 02332
15 0.0003 2.7625 6.0368 1.1723 0.4785 02332
16 0.0002 2.7625 6.0369 1.1724 0.4784 0.2333
17 0.0001 2.7625 6.0370 1.1725 0.4784 0.2333
18 0.0001 2.7625 6.0371 1.1726 0.4784 02333
29 0.0000 2.7626 6.0371 1.1726 0.4784 02333
20 0.0000 2.7626 6.0371 1.1726 0.4784 02333
21 0.0000 2.7626 6.0371 1.1727 0.4784 0.2333
22 0.0000 2.7626 6.0371 1.1727 0.4784 0.2333
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<Fig. 2> Estimated Result of the Mixture Distribution Compared to
the Observed Data

o
guh} S AL ANEAE WAL 5 e BALH Yol

2]

£ 002 AE I o 2le] BE} ¢
REG} ASTE Aol9] Aol gleh, ol

C gol A25E BEEFS) AZEFE A7k GohAA felfE] BE ¢ EARG fom A7t

R
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Accept I Reject
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<Fig. 3> Comparing Chi-Square Calculated and Table Values
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<Table 3>°l= o|59 ZXo #AZAR e AHE S rlstes AgE ABAHAE BASAL Sl o]

Fol|A Bo] BEFSERIT P3hE 30430.2 Al4tE o] foE 5% ik 28990 9JsAM = Z14EH AL
U foldE 1% k3489 disiAE AEEE oE e fo5E 1%014 EfSEEEe] AuY
o] 9= Zo=E Yehgth 4, <Table 1> YEbd ZAAES TAGS o] &ate] T Az g
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&, 9Y FEEXENE FoAF A8E AYsi|7F oJHvy BdETE $HE, Pearson Typelll £330l Ot
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<Table 3> Goodness-of-Fit Test for the Estimated Mixture Distribution

Time Mixture distribution Single Normal distribution
Frequency
Headway Estimated frequency X Estimated frequency X
0 0 0 0.00 0 0.00
~05 0 1 1.00 0 0.00
~ 1 3 2 0.50 1 4.00
~ 15 3 4 0.25 1 4.00
~ 2 5 7 0.57 2 4.50
~25 8 8 0.00 4 4.00
~ 3 12 8 2.00 7 357
~35 4 7 1.29 11 4.45
~ 4 6 5 0.20 16 6.25
~45 6 4 1.00 20 9.80
~ 5 7 5 0.80 23 11.13
~55 27 14 12.07 25 0.16
~ 6 37 33 0.48 24 7.04
~ 6.5 46 44 0.09 21 29.76
~ 7 25 35 2.86 18 2.72
~175 6 17 7.12 10 1.60
~ 8 4 5 0.20 8 2.00
~ 85 1 1 0.00 5 320
~ 9 0 0 0.00 2 2.20
~95 0 0 0.00 2 2.20
~ 10 0 0 0.00 0 0.00
Sum 200 200 30.43 200 102.19
X%, 0.05 = 289, X%, 001 = 34.8

B ATIAE oo g Falo] HSFRMY @ okl EM YaelFe] mERool 2 87h5wA
ATNSHEL WEROIA FEREE Folo] U AP BF ATAL LE B3] @ 2N F A B
& ATREI 2HE BUHBRTO Ustol EM LIEE Botel Bl vehileke FASI WA A
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Al AR BASAT Fo5E 19914 AHE AHE )= Aol Fuslo] HEo] Ee Ao
2 etk gebd B mRoA ol S8 AR FFAGEEY B9 olslo= )ze] AHY w3
BEEAE 490l e Aol B g A5E A g% & 5e Aoz v,
7 At vk v e, BEs BE

PEE 2P BYABREY B, AP
=
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ol Ax ZYPHo| B AT A
BEE 4 BASE Zo] S0l ¥ & w.

B ATAE BERORIAS BM TnElE] ML Wit na wed T je) AREES ol4d
= BRFFETE /(AT AA nEARY FEAZ BT E Austs AL gos ATggon, B}
Hd BYSEREd el E o dudEe) Aol WasnT VE T, w3 Uz EM 2uelFel 7
A1 Jde= FH T sl EFEI AS(incomplete data B missing data)ol] I el Fe] A8
A= A2 F7p717 Fasitta Azkec
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