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Abstract

Road traffic accident data, as a classic form of count data, plays a pivotal role in complex traffic ac-
cident analysis. This study utilizes road accident records from the UK Department for Transport’s
STATS19 system (2022~2023) to construct a Poisson regression model incorporating temporal ef-
fects, autoregressive terms, and interaction effects. We systematically compare the performance of
stepwise regression against five regularization methods: Ridge, LASSO, Elastic Net, SCAD, and Adaptive
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LASSO. Empirical results demonstrate that both SCAD and Adaptive LASSO significantly outperform
traditional stepwise regression. Specifically, SCAD achieves an optimal balance between predictive
accuracy and model parsimony, while Adaptive LASSO exhibits superior consistency and stability
in variable selection. This study provides robust modeling tools that combine precision and stabil-
ity for practical applications involving count data.
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1. 5|15

THERT 2R T AL EA], ZSHEE 2] HERE 35518 20t Fu s, HA G 2 0 E 4 8
BORFIE, HAA BB SR, HAE oA g 2 IR AR . ARG M [l VA A g A e T AR A
W5 IESDAARE, ERRALGENE RGN H T8 @, 5 RBE R it w2, i
AR B[R FCSE G 2R, g TR 45 R V2 3 i 25 S B A - Poisson [BIVARE AR T UL PEAS A (Generalized
Linear Model, GLM)JE 224 3 [4] [5], @ik 51 AXTECEE B2 bR 2, R Dl LI 1 4 A F0) = 1] [i) 3 47 o | 2
(BT, SERIER TR A AR tE, T o B AR S i A% O TR [6].

TH [ A2 38 S I e AR A A AR A R R RIORAE , R AT R . N A O SR SR AR
THRE T REM T . SR T STHE A I 50 R 1 A8 18 S MO 1 v oo A REE [ 7] Miaou (1994)F H
TERA RN A T A I B A B LR E (U S T e I B R -R AR SO A B sE e (8] R
BHANAR SCI 51 N BENLZ 360 — TSR S Ah 1 T8 B L AT 25 A0 (n~T- it 26 T 56 . A3 38 8 ) %o = OBt R P s e
[9]; AWM E eI T LAANERERYIGAE T Poisson [F -7 v 18 23 B S s P00 o R 45 244107, Lord Al Man-
nering REG T T A F MR HARETTIERIA R, VAL T Poisson [RIH KA I (T I, FIZAK . FE
MIBHEEAD &R, NS At 7 =SB RIE 1],

SR, TEBRATIE AU R A S TE B LT 564 SIS TIRAS . BT GRHIE St 18] J S M 55 22 EL A
RIILEE R (ESEPRR A, BE R EAE HAEFAESEMARN, H8 B A TR AR,
AR G R B, I Re TR B S| K 2 HILE A, FESEAG A W, i 551888 1 FulRS
SRENE, PRI AT AR, A DORS R S HHOR AR Rz O R ER . DRI, Gn AT 28 DR UE AR Tl
THEETTHR N, ol L2210 AR S 45 77 iR SR T HASE A ] vl PR AT ek, b i L v OO 5 e T fA R
PE[Y) Poisson [FI VAL, 2 i 1 F HCEAR AT 435 A 4 14 1)

7 B P X T AU NS FE 5 M AR I ) OGBS, 15 E MAAR 22 T A R e A8 5 v 7 12 L 5 e S8 AR
BEHEYMERIAZOLE, HIBRITTR RIS E, RELE W AR S5 R ) [ i sHe i R FE -5 mT ARt [12].
H e kB O BN B MR R, HP &g LIRS R RS, @i marsi N 1\ E 505
OO ) 7 326 SR S SRR R s AR 0 2RO VA ik 51N IE A A& 50 eR B SE AR S B S R B E, W
Ridge [A1)H. /M4 5% 5 551 (Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator, LASSO). #44£ k]
(Elastic Net)« “F-78 il 121 26 5% 1 £ 25 (Smoothly Clipped Absolute Deviation, SCAD) 5 H i& . LASSO (Adaptive
LASSO)%%, feH M&eii 2 BILA IR AR tE, I H ORI S v 5T 13]-[18] [19].
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AT LIRS PR R IR E R A T Poisson [BIHFAY, M55 2% (Mean Squared Error, MSE).
Y5175 #R 1% Z (Root Mean Squared Error, RMSE). “FIJ44 %} 1% % (Mean Absolute Error, MAE). X445 5 7
[bi%Z (Mean Absolute Percentage Error, MAPE) & R 5€ R EU(R)E T H AT X LL 08T, RIS LI 3
5 JRIBR, R I R T % [ Sl S ) B A0 S GE TE R GE(STATS19) 2022~2023 4R H EZIE % 2238
FEYE, BEIEEIUR G B S B H AR, RS BEIERS N 4 ANYERER 16 4N H
ApeE, N AR AR T kI MU e PR I AT S OR AR AR ) SRR &, B S S AR HE ) TN AR AR

2. Poisson E|JFERBIpYE X
2.1. [ &M ER

A G 2 P [ VAR RS A i o2 A R IR M T 285 2 A LI A2 J7 22551k M DL e A B Al S e i+ H ki dis -
Nk R R, Nelder 1 Wedderburn (1972)52 ti)™ UMY, Gl JEOka IEAS YRR, K mey A8 & )
IATY R 2 8 EU% 43 AT (Exponential Family), SATHECEHE @ H324E T 40— MG HHESE[4]-[6].

I R BB R G Eh 4 AV BR B = A Mk (4] [5], Bk

(1) BEWLER B [F) o0 A6 Ho e goge, JHogh:

7.6, -5(6)

a(¢)

Heb, y N ANWIE, 0 8558 i MERMRMBRSE, ¢ NAILHEUE S H(Dispersion Parameter),
a(-) b(*)~ () NEEIERE . ARIE TG BOB MR, Wi AR Y, RS 2 W RN E(Y | x)=u=b'(6),
Var(1, 1) =al)(0) -

I SRR AL I Ty 7 R B Var (1, ) = b"(6),) 20 e A B (¥ B8 BURAE, AoV ZEBERME AR AL, RERE
G IERCAFE EA AT (U7 Z185E) Poisson 7341 (J7 2255 T¥MA) Gamma 7347 (J7 22 3B — Ik ok %0)
E AL b e et

(2) RGH s TR AR x, SWNAFEIIE 4, = E(Y, | x,) Z IR RLeECEE, ML rEmmeEy,, ,
Bk p AR x, = (L, x,000x, ) SRR X R

7]1':x;[ﬂ:ﬂ0+ﬂ1xil+"'+ﬂpxip' ()

Koty =B B,) FEIEARKIVR.
(3) ‘e ok K 2 S S AR B IR g, 5 RV TN B oy, 2 R B T S g () =7, o RIS
2()=(p")" ("), JUFK g(-) ik MI%EEHz o % (Canonical Link) [20].

f(yf;@,ciﬁ):exp{ +C(y,-’¢)}- M

2.2. Poisson [E])3#HAY
Poisson [F| AR )™ SCLR MEAR Y (1) B Ly 3, o N AR B Al A Poisson 43 A7 HL 5 52 pR BN X Bk 12
RREL) T R A

2.2.1. Poisson EVIHBIHI R R AEE (4] (5]
s 1, SR AN SR (9 R AR A BT
B2, SEHE: Y |x, ~Poisson(y,), HE(Y|x)=Var(Y|x,)=u .
BB 3, WPHARIENE: WS B E R B AN B AR R M RAMER R, Mn(E(Y|x))=x 8.
BT BRI, Poisson [ TSRS A B L LR A AR IR 45 4 -
(1) BEHLAR S B EE T X
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P(Y, =y |u)= < u :exp{y’ﬂ" —c —In(y, ')} ¥, =0,1,2,-- 3)
Hdesukmset, 6,=In(y), a(¢)=1, b(6)=e"=p,, c(y,.¢)=—In(y,!). BLATEEIE ) %%
(1 10 =Var( ) =1
(2) ARG FIILETNZE, A
n,= By + Bxy + X, +"'+ﬂpxip :xiTﬂ~ 4
Hrp oy, =(1,xi|,xi2,--~,x,.p)T AHAEREF R, x,(j=12,p) NE i DA j A E RSN,
B=(Bo B B,) FEIERK IR
(3) R RHON B R, /D
g(,ui) :1n<lui>:77i =By + Bxy + Poxiy +"'+:Bpxip :xiTﬂ' (5)
X W mE N AR B R B S AR R R AR R, HIB SR HCR B RAIE 1 B 1, tEOIE.

2.2.2. Poisson [EIYFHRBYAORR K (L FARfE 1T

1£45 Poisson [A] K F A RALUSR A 72 (Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MLE)>R fi# [8] )5 R 7 & 3 .
ZITIEFF A Poisson ) A A AR FEME . H R & — 30tk Wik A 23S .

BT AR (B ST VAR B (1), AEASIALLOR BR BOR 25 WL E 22 5% FE ek B 2 AR, B

n #{t’ie*ﬂ/
LA)=117 ©)
Hept g, =exp(x] B) « MROWAEL 1T In(p) FOEFHESE B, BEHALIIARECA:
1(B)=3[nn(u) -1 ~tn ()] =3 3, (x7 ) -exp(s75) | ™

BB R(7) ] Poisson [ h SRR Ny: By, =argmax ;1(B), MR
HAAMETE, #oa s .

FESERRR I o, AR GER ARG TH TR I 2 LA 5T R RGP, SEMSIT T EWIK. 4RA
R B G . ATOIRIREERIR, SR REIEFIE, ESEA TR SRR R, e
RAGERFFRTIAG T HERPE15]
3. TRIEEFEFHER Poisson EARS B kit

AR 1] RO 15K R 0 TR AT PR B AR MU T R £ Poisson [BIHHESET , 453 5% s 00 Hefel
SRERHL B P, (B) TR T 24 A > 0 1A ST R B[ 15], 10 Poisson [AIAREALA(S) B4 B 4G TR

[;’:argm?x{l(ﬁ)—ﬂ(ﬁ)}. ®)
N7 2 5 R BARIAEGE T R B P, ( B) Wit XL Goi MR (IR it . TolmPESs).
3.1. G EEESF—FFEIA

B Al A (Stepwise) & — Ak T BHAEN, 7 2SO B 2 (i) 8 R i IR B G 0I5 12]. W p
MR, Scil-,p} MENTRITE, S| ABEEREEEN. WRAE S h:

$ =argm?x{2z(ﬁ"s)—/1|s|}. ©)
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Hoh, BT S L RBIMSRE . R, 249 A =21F, ZEMENJy AIC N, 24 2=1Inn
i {5 B HE y BIC #ENI[12]. Poisson [B] A 0(5)h S5 B HIfhiiH & H:

(/S)S)/’ %jeﬁ'
0, HjeS

BB TR EE, 5N RERR, Stz fREESL G /), AR B IR IERGRIN fa e
PERE 2, DR EARGE T 27 =) B A 1) -4 P BSR4 A SR 2R M) (E Ak 5 vk, SRR R AR Bk 2 5 5
Hfhiit.
3.2. EMHEEEFESE

Ridge [FIVJH[13]/& Hoerl Al Kennard (1970)7E 45 2% B 225 AE E, AR T EIHRE B 1 L, &5
ﬂ(ﬂ)=%||ﬁ||§, e UM 2 LA BT S s R 7 25, AR TGV SR MO i R 4y B S AR B I 4,
FHAR TR RS, W T 1. Poisson BRI (5) 24k B 1) Ridge [V THEA:

e =z {1(8)- 21| (10)

ﬂ Stepwise, j =

LASSO [14]/2 Tibshirani (1996)7E 451 5% bR ¥ 266t L, INASEFRA S5 g 1 L 1E50 P, (B) = A|A), »
R TUR AR BRSNS, LIV EEFEA R G 1 V. a3, B T & 450N 7] 55
ES, SEKRARBULTHE M, AEA& Oracle Mfi. Poisson [HIAMEAI(S)H S5 g 1 LASSO it & A:
Blas,yo :argmg'x{l(ﬂ)_luﬁ"l} (11)
Elastic Net [15]/& Zou 1 Hastie (2005)7E40 2k RE I BEAT b, FbE L6805 L V64, MWEIRE EN
55 P, () = l(a" Al +1‘T“||ﬂ||§j Bk, TR LASSO fORTEHE S Ridge FIUFRIRERE, (Hkit
A I HAS B4 Oracle PEJ, A7 5 24 45 51 - Poisson [A] T4 5(5) " 24 B 1) ELastic Net i 1+ 5 74:

P =sram{1(9) -2l + 521, ) 02

He, a0, HIREGSH, Ma=11, ElasticNet B4 LASSO, 4o =01, Elastic Net i21t. 4 Ridge
IEwﬂécAD [16]7& Fan A1 Li (2001)7E453 5% p& S0 2 Atk R A AR M- P By DS I 7 ik, AR I 4k
%I(M >/1)}<a >2,(z), =max(0,z)), 7L AR 5 9B
FHRT . KRBT, B N E AR R, TR Oracle PEBT. Mgk 5 CM e, (Hit
SRR . Poisson [HIARLE(S) T 24 B 11 SCAD i &4:

ﬁscw :argmgx{l(ﬁ)_ji}pz (|ﬂ,|)} (13)

Hfra>2 (Fla=37)2NEESH, BRGSO ARG

Adaptive LASSO [17]72 Zou (2006)7E 451 5% R # I Fe il b, IIASG T 1A R 2L B 1) 1 3 7 1) R 2
P (B)=22" W || St SR A, = |37 (7> 0 SEHI y =1, IR B KA 5L Ridge
AR RE LI R R BTSN REET], SORT LASSO WA ik, H#% Oracle M TofwtE 5H#

E 3N py(1B])= 4] 1(|B]<2)+
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Bitk, HAF AN R, HAE SR T SCAD. Poisson [B] AR 5(5) 4 S5 B 1) Adaptive LASSO

&N

4. STUESTH

BAd-LASSO =arg m‘?x{l (ﬁ) N ﬂ“i ij |ﬁf|}

(14)

N ECEAE Poisson [AIJAREAY N, %45 A9 Ridge [A])9. LASSO. Elastic Net. SCAD }% Adaptive LASSO
NFHOTIER R RIE RS S TR MERE, 6 I [ A 118 %ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%%@ﬂﬂ&%%ﬁﬁﬁ

oM, RIS S [ H AL

(RMSE =+/MSE ). q:i’JQ@Xﬁﬁﬁ(MAE_l

Z’l(y—'))jgg/\éﬁﬁ LA AR RIS B3 3 7 1 AE Poisson [R]JAAEZE N RN,

Fe i€ ZH(R? =

2ovi-

HETVETIIPS i APS

-

y

RGP B THER LS5 RIR.
4.1. HERIESHEEM D

AN T EHE SRR 5 [ A2 18 58 A B A I FH I S 1T R (STATS19)
(https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/road-safety-open-data), J:JFE G HAR I3 T 2020~2024 4

TR 22 (MSE ——Z (v -

ST

BRI 41 Tz OME R, BHEPUEL

WE T IR AR

ksl EHRA
i H # D,

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of daily traffic accidents

P ) BRI

Y _J’}i|
A, |)

_100% <
2

JRRE 2 RBUR T X R EE BRSSO T B AAAR . R H
PSSt SE N TpEE

FEEL 2022~2023 3L 730 AN H 8 s
1B, FEAR e B HAE S 2 AN e BRI, A H BSOS I T SR A S, e RS
WU RIS RO AT

Xf 2022~2023 A E H A B F AR TR . B BAOESARERSHS0T, KA
AR ATRAE, A5 28 Bk £ 5 4 R 2R A, T 1.
2022 5 2023 A5 [ E A8 FHURARKP R R E, R I R4S

EIROSABH RO, TAR HH S ME I R m T AR, AR H F SR E AR

% 1. HEXBEWHEASIT
ik vic| ZH 50 AR e R HALE =/ME BXRE

2022 365 290.4 53.5 289 132 461

R
2023 365 286.4 52.0 288 115 428
A—ZRH 520 302.6 48.7 301 115 461

21
JNZERH 210 2524 44 4 249 132 369
AHRH 19 201.0 46.8 201 115 283

’RH
e H 711 290.4 50.9 290 132 461
ESUEFN AFEAR 730 288.4 52.7 289 115 461
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Figure 1. Time series of daily traffic accident counts (2022~2023)
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RERLENERE ST
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Figure 2. Box plot of daily accident count distribution grouped by weekday
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B 1AL 2 230000 2022~2023 4 H R A8 S5 SRS ] 470 A4 i B3 43 20 %) H A0 B e 4 I o
BT SR RS, EES R ER BRI, FKELR 7 R, MR 1R . MWE 2
FE VR, TEHHEMBEERERE TR, 5% | 50—, AL mELNIR. L EmES, 7]
NG 42 Poisson [B] A Z R ALK B

4.2. BEXER9E

NI T GRS OO A IR DR B R 3R
PR BN, WRIISEE RN, B 5. JREN. 2 HRS ARG 16 4> H AR,

PRI 2,

Table 2. Independent variable treatment table

F2. BELEELER

, B

by d B VI CTHD RSB i i -2 D LN 1R N B

FRAELE 'S Bl R & X5 K T 1 witBH
X, is_monday FHEAE—E 1, Ao ﬁ?ﬂ%*?%%ﬁ%ﬁ@?ﬁﬂ
% s fidy  EEAAENR L, gjo  CAETIEECLE
B S EH RR o o
. FHEYONEZSSR BMNE 1, 2 A R A b % Ok
X, is_weekend w00 0 7 S
. FAPAEEASLEANE 1, MR E BT N ok A4
. holiday il o R
X days_since_start B S 4R H B4 T R 2L 2 Bl S 55 2 o T A8 £
o e Xg month_sin sin(27- month/12) D] B T 40 W7 2 e 3
) [A]_l, 5 month_sin [FI# A%
p month_cos COS(ZTE month/l2) o
: S A A
% lag.1 i ks R
: S A A
% log 2 PRI
Xy lag_7 R 7 R SR i A IR DL A B 1 JE B 12
X, lag_14 [IREPN:IEYTE 45€ -/ AR AP Dy Az i R A2
SREIER; 9A ST H S =
X, rolling_mean_7 T2 7 R H R ${%J&Eﬁ&z§;${iﬂ%ﬁ/ﬂﬂ%%
X3 rolling_mean_14 % 14 KK H S FE ??’%EKH#QZ’;, HEas
X4 diff 1 7 lagi-lagy S H 5 — A TR AL
X5 pct_change 7 (lag_1-lag_7)/lag 7(*4 lag_7>0) }iﬂ%%ﬁ&i&i@iﬁ]}% IR
L HBN Xy weekend_lagl iSweekend X lagi ﬁ?ﬁ%*g;ﬁggjﬁﬁ%ﬂi%
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Kl 3 45 &R BRI Pearson FHOCRECGEFEI K], MBI RTLUEH, B BIEAR & ) 2 0 s A G
P, U x5 (rolling_mean_7)5 xi3 (rolling_ mean_14) 5 EEAH2(0.88), x4 (diff 1_7)5 xis (pet_change 7)ix F
FEAILL(0.97), EPAE R AEFEUG T ZIK: xi0 (lag_7)5 xu (lag_14)HEEISR(0.52); HoRE R
[ AH DGR A 55, DRI AR S SR A 5] N IE ML AR B B 7 V2 i 22 B L 2RV L SR BY AR M e R

& A N N
x? A
S 2 & S l
3 & & & A& L
S o F oDl S N SN
O & &P o TN g RN )
& NUGSRCIEF RN YIRS I\ e SR
07 67 o/ O &€ & PPN C [ C LTSRS
L T S O D < D - D DN NS TN NN NN
R i S G e O & 1
X1:is_monday 017 -0.26 025 0.00 0.00 o.oo.-o.os -0.13 -0.13 0.00 0.00 -0.30 -0.29 -0.25
X2:is_friday 000 000 000 0.16 009 038 038 0.00 000 -019 -0.17 -0.25 0.8
X3:is_weekend -0.01 000 001 0.25 o.43- 0.00 o.oo_
0.6
X4: holiday 001 0.03 -0.05 -0.19 -0.08 -0.08 -0.04 -0.17 -0.15 -0.09 -0.10 -0.10
X5: days_since_start -0.14 -0.15 -0.02 -0.03 -0.01 0.01 -0.04 -0.03 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 | 04
X6: month_sin 0.07 -0.18 -0.18 -0.21 -0.22 -0.34. 0.02 0.03 -0.03
L 0.2

X7: month_cos -0.07 -0.07 -0.06 -0.06 -0.12 -0.13 -0.01 0.03 0.00

0.45- 0-35
- 0

040 0.52

X8:lag_1 045 031 0.20

X9: lag_2 0.04 -0.09

X10:lag_7 -0.37 - -0.2

X11:lag_14 -0.33 -0.35 -0.38

04
X12: rolling_mean_7 012 0.2
X13: rolling_mean_14 -0.07 -0.07 06
X14: diff_1_7
0.8

X15: pct_change_7
X16: weekend_lag1

Figure 3. Heatmap of pearson correlation coefficient matrix

3. Pearson FH Xk REUEE R IE

4.3. FTTSHAERE

A FCRT AR WA S5 A 08 328 XIS ERf s, DA ke AR {4 . Ridge [FI
J4. LASSO. Elastic Net /2 Adaptive LASSO #& T R {1 glmnet {2455 N FE5 R SCAD #:T ncvreg
AL RSB GE ML (LQA)KAE, IS AN T SCHR[16]8E a =3.7
5. BESERSHh

R RS PPl B AR NE DL S8 S v S, e PP 1237, AEECHR £ Hh 4% HE B TR) 574 730
RIEARNE 80%:20%K 70 NS84 R)FPMRLE(146 K)o XIELA H AR FHAT bR AL (Z-score)
B PR T 0 50N 88 R B0 1 B (R 8 P o B FHIZ A2 [ JA | Ridge 15 LASSO, Elastic Net. SCAD. Adaptive
LASSO #4758 fhit, 3248 R0k 3 P,
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Table 3. Regression coefficient estimation using six methods

3. NG EMEVE R T

His 3 By B B B Bicao Bs.asso
B, (Intercept) 5.6517 5.6521 5.6518 5.6518 5.6519 5.6518
X, is_monday 0.0000 0.0002 —0.0021 —0.0022 0.0000 0.0000
X, is_friday 0.0320 0.0301 0.0311 0.0312 0.0282 0.0308
X3 is_weekend —0.1191 —0.0776 —0.1090 —0.1104 —0.0483 —0.1043
X, holiday —0.0398 —0.0385 —0.0390 —0.0390 —0.0376 —0.0391
Xs days_since_start 0.0000 —-0.0012 —0.0007 —0.0007 0.0000 0.0000
X month_sin —0.0052 —0.0050 —0.0051 —0.0051 —0.0001 —0.0035
X, month_cos —0.0058 —0.0063 —0.0059 —0.0059 —0.0020 —0.0049
Xg lag 1 0.0778 0.0493 0.0600 0.0596 0.0705 0.0623
X, lag 2 -0.0197 -0.0191 -0.0191 -0.0191 —0.0206 —0.0190
X0 lag 7 —-0.0184 0.0165 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
X, lag 14 0.0181 0.0178 0.0179 0.0178 0.0209 0.0181
X, rolling_mean_7 0.1224 0.1128 0.1212 0.1213 0.1253 0.1211
X3 rolling mean_14 —0.0688 —0.0603 —-0.0672 —0.0673 —-0.0707 -0.0675
X4 diff 1 7 0.0000 0.0269 0.0152 0.0163 0.0000 0.0127
X pet_change 7 -0.0611 ~0.0460 ~0.0544 ~0.0555 ~0.0432 -0.0528
Xig weekend lagl 0.0712 0.0274 0.0599 0.0614 0.0000 0.0555

MAE 3 ORI, ANFAR BRI RBIE S BB ERIS R BB RIERE T 13 MR, I
ML T79%4 Ridge [FIELRER T 16 M2 E, AHE&LEIEERJ); LASSO 5 Elastic Net 45 R 4%, 18
RS S RO 5 Rk SR SCAD KAAEMEY, FEE M, (R 11 ANEE; Adaptive
LASSO fRE 13 MEE, I 7 H Oracle M. FrAJ7i38—8URE T is_friday. holiday. lag 1 PAK
rolling_mean_7, FRA JJHIUESE [ Tl A H ROV B ORI AZ 2 B0 Bz O s R R

% A BT NFAS L FEITI M) MSE. RMSE. MAE. MAPE & R2FLIFEAR AR AL . 0 48
PP gE R, Bk,

%4 AR EIRTA NI IIER R B T AR S0E D [F119(0.7033), RSN IE L HLHBE B2 A 2
Tt Poisson [EIAMI TS EE . Hort SCAD J7 ik R BUELLF, DL 11 /M 17 A48 5 MU S fIC IR i 22 Al i i R 40 &
R (R2=0.7075), " 2 H AR EFIHLHI L3 LASSO 5 Elastic Net PEFEAIL(R2~0.705), B&LT Ridge
[6]J9(0.7046), 1ABL T B 2 R A% AE ;. Adaptive LASSO LA 13 NS EIREAL M RE(R2 =0.7051),
TE fR BN 5 TR 1k 1) B A5 RGP Ridge BRBEGEAR 2 B LA ME(E B = A5 Bk £2 ¢

BT iR d, ARA SCAD J7iE g7 H I8 P AC @ FHUMIK (1) Poisson [l A8, HRIEFN:
In(/1)=5.6519+0.0282x, —0.0483x, —0.0376x, — 0.0001x, —0.0020x,

+0.0705x, —0.0206x, +0.0209x,, +0.1253x,, —0.0707x,, — 0.0432x,,
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Table 4. Summary of predictive performance of six variable selection methods
F 4. AMEBEFEF AN ML 2%

Jii LRI AL R = MSE RMSE MAE MAPE (%) R2

Stepwise 13 868.1847 29.4650 23.4698 8.6241 0.7033

Ridge 16 864.3702 29.4002 23.5613 8.6268 0.7046
LASSO 15 863.8598 29.3915 23.4171 8.5931 0.7048
Elastic Net 15 864.2431 29.3980 23.4142 8.5926 0.7046
SCAD 11 855.9890 29.2573 23.3729 8.5746 0.7075
Adaptive LASSO 13 862.9968 29.3768 23.4346 8.6036 0.7051

6. &t

ASHIF 72 3 T 9 [ A2 T AT B S T R GE(STATS19) 2022~2023 4 H EHisdE, NAHZS
[6]J9. Ridge [1]J9. LASSO. Elastic Net. SCAD } Adaptive LASSO /NFAR B k£ J51%, % Poisson [H]
IR, S5 RE R B RN (s friday). F9R H 28 (holiday) H FIVA% N (lag 1, rolling mean_7) A5 ML
[ T 2 O AR I BRI B, GIESE T ARG VE B R, s T S OSIR R E TR AR T
DRSHERIRSERY, O N A B iR it T 2% . (A EE—E RIRYE, RN SERT TR EHE (R
B, REMLESE), 5L AT gy NS R AE LA TH ISR

E ST H
FremdiE /R BI6 X B AR A ST H (2023D01A37).
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