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Traffic safety education based on risk driving analysis for
commercial vehicle drivers

WANG Xuesong LUO Lian YU Rongjie LIU Jiao
(School of Transportation Engineering of Tongji University, Shanghai 201804,China)

Abstract: The risk driving behaviors of drivers are the main cause of commercial vehicle crashes, and education is played a
major role in risk driving behaviors improvement. The effect of traditional education method is not very well, because of behavior
characteristics of driver have not considered. Education based on risk driving behaviors analysis is a method that behaviors of
driver were monitored first, then characteristics of risk driving behaviors were analyzed and education based on characteristics
was carried out. The method is targeted and indicated positive results abroad. In this research, education experiment based
on risk driving behavior analysis was implemented. The risk driving behavior and causation of typical crash was analyzed, and
education effect was evaluated. The result shows safety-related events rate was significantly reduced by the education method.
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Fig.1 Process of Education
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