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RLXs. Haleem(2016) classified RLXs as public and private. Differences between them 
is in the fact that private RLXs are not open to public travel or maintained by a public 
authority. According to Evans(2013) active RLXs involve automatic and railway-
controlled RLXs. RLXs are commonly interlocked with railway signaling, so the proper 
functioning crossing has impact on train forward movement. Automatic RLXs are 
activated by the passage the trains over the track circuit without the intervention of 
railway staff and imply a “combination of flashing lights, audible warnings, and 
barriers, which operate only when a train is approaching or is on the crossing” (Evans, 
2013). Railway-controlled crossing implies control of crossing operation by a member 
of the staff i.e. signaler or crossing-keeper. This type of crossing used to have large 
swinging gates, but today it has full lifting barriers, either operated by a signaler at the 
site, or remotely supervised by Closed Circuit Television. These are the safest crossings 
because they are fully protected. However, they require staff and they tend to impose 
longer delays on road users (Evans 2013). Passive crossings include footpath crossings 
that do not have ‘‘active’’ warning devices to inform the road user whether a train is 
approaching. This type of RLXs “consists of a static array of signs that remain 
unchanged at all times” (Wigglesworth, 2001) or “fixed warning signs (typically a St 
Andrew’s Cross or ‘crossbucks’)” (Evans, 2013). 

Improving safety at RLXs is important field of research and causes concern among 
road and railway authority, as well as public and other stakeholders. In order to improve 
safety at RLXs, decision makers (DMs) may require to know the state of safety i.e. level 
of safety at RLXs based on safety history and know how the level of safety will change 
when different types of countermeasures are introduced. Although the safety at RLXs is 
attractive topic in literature, consideration of application of DEA method in that field is 
missing. Therefore, the aim of this paper is to present a new approach i.e. the 
application of DEA method in monitoring the changes in terms of safety performance at 
RLXs and evaluation of railway efficiency related to level of safety at RLXs. DEA 
method is employed on a case study of Slovenian railway. Beside the application on the 
overall railway network, this method can be used for different levels i.e. for particular 
RLXs. 

The next section of the paper represents literature review related to RLXs. Description 
of DEA method and its application to the case study are illustrated in Sections 3 and 4. 
Section 5 presents conclusions and the plan for future work. 

2. Literature Review 

Literature implies papers that (i) analyze the rates of accidents at RLXs, (ii) evaluate 
the major factors that cause accidents at RLXs, (iii) propose and consider 
countermeasures for improvement safety at RLXs, as well as (iv) examine the behavior 
of road users according to different device systems of RLXs.    

(i) Regarding the accidents, Evans (2011a, 2011) investigated the fatal accidents and 
fatalities from 1946 to 2009 in Great Britain. The development of railway safety in 
Finland from 1959 to 2008 was represented by Silla andKallberg (2012). Furthermore, 
the fatal train-pedestrian collisions in the Chicago metropolitan area between 2004 and 
2012 were analyzed by Savage(2016). According to Evans (2011) the number of fatal 
accidents and fatalities per year substantially decreased from 1946 to 1975, after which 
it remained more constant at about 11 fatal accidents and 12 fatalities per year. The 
reason why fatal accidents and fatalities did not decrease in the second half of the period 
was the increase of the number of automatic crossings and removal of safer railway-
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controlled crossings on some public roads. In terms of Finland, the number of accidents 
at RLXs gradually decreased from the late 1960s to the mid-1990s, and increased with 
the rapid growth of motor vehicle fleet. The number of accidents was decreased after 
the removal of RLXs, “the construction of overpasses or underpasses at crossings with 
dense traffic” where maximum speed was over 140 km/h and “on railway sections 
where dangerous goods were frequently transported, the installation of barriers and the 
improvement of conditions such as visibility at crossings”. 

(ii) Understanding significant factors that affect crash injury severity at public RLXs 
is essential to define countermeasures to reduce deaths and injuries at these locations 
(Haleem and Gan 2015). Investigation of relationships between major factors that cause 
accidents and accidents could be found in(Austin and Carson 2002, Davey et al. 2008, 
Yan et al. 2010, Lu and Tolliver 2016, Haleem 2016).The factors that influence injury 
severity of drivers have been presented by (Hu et al.2010, Eluru et al. 2012, Hao and 
Daniel 2014,Hao et al. 2015, Hao et al. 2016, 2016a). The main factors that are 
responsible for accident could be categorized as traffic characteristics, roadway 
characteristics, and crossing characteristics (Lu andTolliver, 2016). Basically, all of the 
above papers have mentioned that crossing warning devices, highway traffic, rail traffic, 
maximum train speed, number of tracks, appearance of paved highway are significant 
factors which contribute to RLXs accident likelihood. Major factors that influence 
injury severity include “driver age, time of the accident, presence of snow and/or rain, 
vehicle role in the crash and motorist action prior to the crash” (Eluru et al. 2012). In the 
evaluation the mentioned factors, statistical models such as Poisson models, negative 
binomial (NB) regression model as a special case of Poisson, ‘zero-inflated’ Poisson 
model, gamma probability model, Conway–Maxwell–Poisson (CMP) model, Bernoulli 
distribution model, hurdle Poisson model, were used. 

(iii) In order to improve the level of safety at RLXs, the literature has proposed 
countermeasures and examined their effects. Washington and Oh (2006) have evaluated 
the safety benefits of countermeasures and illustrated it on 18 countermeasures. The top 
three performing countermeasures for reducing accidents are in-vehicle warning 
systems, obstacle detection systems, and constant warning time systems. According to 
Saccomanno et al. (2007) the strongest countermeasure effect in reducing RLXs “is an 
upgrade in warning device from 2- to 4-Quadrant Gates and the installation of 
Photo/Video enforcement”, while the weakest is “introduction of yield signs ahead” of 
RLXs. Silmon and Roberts (2010) have presented potential benefits of introducing 
obstacle detection system on automatic half-barrier level crossing (AHB) and overall 
improvement safety at RLXs. In order to reduce accidents at RLXs Salmane et al. 
(2014) have implemented intelligent video surveillance system with automatic 
recognition and evaluation of potentially dangerous situations at RLXs in both cases - 
open and closed barriers. Moreover, decision support system (DSS) (Forgionne 2002), 
Adaptive Neuro Fuzzy Inference System (ANFIS)(Ćirović and Pamučar 2013), and cost 
and benefit analysis(Rezvani et al. 2015) have been proposed as tools for identification, 
selection and prioritization RLXs for upgrading in order to increase their level of safety.  

(iv) Drivers’ behaviour is one of the major accident factors at RLXs (Tey et al. 2011). 
Examination of effectiveness of warning devices at RLXs to drivers’ behaviour is 
presented in (Meeker et al. 1997, Wigglesworth 2001, Lenné et al. 2011, Tey et al. 
2011, Tey et al. 2013, Tey et al. 2014, Laure et al. 2015). All the papers conclude that 
RLXs with active protection have lower crash risks than those with passive protection. 
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3. Data Envelopment Analysis 

Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) is a linear programming based method for 
efficiency measurement based on Farrell(1957) original work that was later popularized 
by Charnes et al. (1978). DEA is a non-parametric approach, which means that input-
output function does not have to be assessed. DEA is used for evaluating performance 
of comparable set of units able to transform multiple inputs into multiple outputs. 
Relative efficiency of decision making units (DMUs) is measured against DEA efficient 
frontier which is formed as piecewise linear combination that connects the set of best 
practice observations of the examined sample. Hence, DEA method is used for 
evaluating sufficiency of similar DMUs. This method offers DMs information on 
efficient and non-efficient DMUs. Additionally, the method does not require prior 
definition of weights of criteria for input and output by DMs, as all weights are 
determined after solving DEA model, which eliminates subjective decision-making. A 
major stated advantage of DEA is that it does not require any prior assumptions on 
underlying functional relationships between inputs and outputs. The basic CCR 
(Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes) model, i.e. traditional DEA model has been design by 
Charnes et al. (1978). Since the beginning of DEA method study, various different 
models have been proposed (Cooper et al. 2006) in addition to basic CCR model such as 
Banker, Chames and Cooper (BCC) model, additive model, a slack-based measure of 
efficiency, Russell measure models. DEA method has been extensively applied in 
various fields of economics. However, it has not been used in safety measurement and 
related fields. 

Assuming that there are n DMUs, m outputs and s inputs, efficiency score is usually 
calculated based on one of the basic DEA models, Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes (CCR) 
DEA model (Cooper et al. 2006), and for our purpose we have used input oriented CCR 
dual problem of linear programming  that can be written as: 

 
min  

.   , (1) 
, 

0 
 
The dual problem of linear programming is different from primal in terms of variables 

and constraints. In the model (1), X and Y represent set of vectors of inputs and outputs, 
respectively. represents indicator of technical efficiency where ∈ 0,1  and indicates 
how much evaluated entity could potentially reduce its input vector while holding the 
output constant. The presented CCR model exhibits the constant returns to scale (CSR), 
but with additional constraint ∑ 1, CCR model becomes the classical BCC model 
that allows variant to return to scale (VRS) (Banker et al. 1984). 

4. Case Study 

Input oriented CCR DEA model is applied to the evaluation efficiency of Slovenian 
railway in terms of level of safety at RLXs for the period from 2001 to 2013. The above 
presented CCR model is conducted based on the selected inputs and outputs (Errore. 
L'origine riferimento non è stata trovata.) with the Excel Solver. Since the selection 
of inputs and outputs is a heavy task, it is based on the critical factors that contribute to 
accidents, mentioned in Section 2. 



Eur

 

 

Tabl

Inputs
Numb
crossi

Numb

Railw

Railw

Numb
So
 

Ac
railw
stata
at Sl
2016
accid
locom
train
chara
view

Fi
So
 

Th
repre
kilom
pract
volum
Offic
2014
 

        
1http:/
 

ropeanTran

e 1:Variable

s/Outputs 
ber of railway 
ings 

ber of assets 

way passenger 

way freight vol

ber of acciden
ource: Authors

ctually, the 
way, as well
a trovata.). 
lovenian ra

6), while du
dents at RL
motives and
s. It shoul
acteristics s

wpoint i.e. ra

igure 1: Inpu
ource: Authors

he railway p
esent the o
meters are 
tices (i.e. y
me of trans
ce of the R
4). 

                  
//pxweb.stat.s

nsport \ Tras

es employe

level 

volume 

lume 

nts at RLXs 
s 

selected inp
 as number 
Number of

ailway and 
ue to the la
LXs (Hu et
d railcars un
ld be noted
such as volu
ailway data.

uts used in 
s 

passenger v
outputs for 

helpful for
year) which
sport. The d

Republic of 

                  
si/pxweb/Data

sporti Europ

d in CCR m

Unit 

Number 

Number 

Million pas

Million tonn

Number 

puts are num
of accident

f RLXs imp
present po

ack of data
t al. 2010), 
nder assump
d that, due
ume of road
 

CCR mode

volume and 
CCR DEA

r considera
h have the l
data used fo
Slovenia 1

     
abase/Ekonom

pei (2018) I

5

model. 

senger-kilome

ne kilometer

mber of RL
ts at RLXs 
plies the tot
otential site/
a for numb

the numbe
ptions that h
e to unava
d traffic, ou

el. 

the railway
A model (F
ation becau
lowest rang
or conducti
and Sloven

msko/Ekonoms

ssue 67, Pa

Sourc

Slove

Statist
Slove

eter 
Statist
Slove
Statist
Slove
Slove

LXs and num
(Errore. L

tal number o
/place of a
er of trains
er of assets
have been u
ailability of
ur evaluatio

 

y freight vo
Figure 2). T
use DMs ar
ge of accid
ion of CCR
nian Traffic

sko.asp#22 

aper n° 1, IS

ce of data 

enian Traffic S

tical Office of
enia 
tical Office of

enia 
tical Office of

enia 
enian Traffic S

mber of ass
L'origine rif

of passive a
accidents (L
s at networ
s represents

used for form
f data rela
on is based 

olume at Sl
These volu
re able to 

dents for th
R model are

c Safety A

SSN 1825-3

Safety Agency

f the Republic

f the Republic

f the Republic

Safety Agency

sets at Slov
ferimento n
and active R
Lu and Tol
rk that influ
s the numb
ming garnitu
ated to roa

only on ra

lovenian ra
umes of rea

detect the
e given lev

e from Stati
gency (Pro

997 

y 

c of 

c of 

c of 

y 

venian 
non è 
RLXs 
lliver, 
uence 
ber of 
ure of 

adway 
ilway 

ilway 
alized 
e best 
vel of 
istical 
meta, 



Eur

 

Figur
Sourc
 

 Th
for s
effici
Slov
value
passe
effici

 

Figur
Sourc

5

Th
railw
mode
safet
for t
cond
conc
and s
and 
requi
year 
effici
techn

ropeanTran

re 2: Outpu
ce: Authors 

he results o
selected tim
ient betwee
enian railw
es of all in
enger and fr
iency of Slo

re 3: Result
ce: Authors 

5. Conclus

his paper wa
way efficien
el was used
ty at RLXs.
the period 
ducted with
lusion is tha
similar purp
enables a

irements. B
for which 

ient from 2
nique and 

nsport \ Tras

uts used in C

of efficiency
me period c

en 2008 a
way was low
nput variabl
freight kilom
ovenian rail

ts of efficien

sions 

as focused o
ncy in terms
d for evalua
 The result
from 2001 

h relevant i
at CCR mo
poses. The 
dding the 

Based on th
the railway

2008 to 201
used for 

sporti Europ

CCR model.

y of Sloven
ould be see

and 2011. B
wer. After co

les decreas
meters) in th
lways regard

ncy of Slov

on the sugg
s of the lev
ation of effi
ts of efficie

to 2013. T
inputs and 
del can be u
advantage o
necessary 

hat model, D
y has been 
1. Moreove
evaluation 

pei (2018) I

6

. 

nian railway
en in Figur
Before and
onsidering t
ed for the 

he period 20
ding the lev

venian railw

estion of us
vel of safet
ficiency of S
ncy for lev
The evalua
outputs. A

used for the
of this appr

limitation
DMs could 

most effic
er, CCR DE

of efficie

ssue 67, Pa

 

y related to 
re 3. Slove
d after that
the used da
given leve

008-2011.  
vel of safety

 
way related t

sing DEA m
ty at RLXs
Slovenian r

vel of safety
ation of lev

After the ap
e evaluation
roach is that
s, all in 
be able to

cient. Slove
EA model c
ency of pa

aper n° 1, IS

the level of
enian railwa
t period th

ata, it could 
el of transp
This resulte

y at RLXs. 

o level of sa

method for t
. Input-orie
railway in t
y at RLXs w
vel of safet
pplication o
n of efficienc
t it requires
accordance
 find the b

enian railwa
could be ob
articular R

SSN 1825-3

f safety at R
ay was the 
he efficienc

d be seen tha
port volume
ed in except

afety at RLX

the evaluati
ented CCR 
terms of lev
were repres
ty at RLXs
on a case s
cy regardin
s no assump
e with res
est practice

ay was the 
bserved as u

RLXs and 

997 

RLXs 
most 

cy of 
at the 
e (i.e. 
tional 

Xs. 

ion of 
DEA 

vel of 
sented 
s was 
study, 

ng this 
ptions 
search 
es i.e. 
most 

useful 
some 



EuropeanTransport \ Trasporti Europei (2018) Issue 67, Paper n° 1, ISSN 1825-3997 

 7

countermeasures before and after implementation. Furthermore, in case of data 
availability, CCR model could be employed for evaluation which involves different 
inputs and outputs that represent factors which cause accidents at RLXs. 

Evaluation in this paper is based only on railway viewpoint i.e. data for railway 
transport. Due to data unavailability, the limitation of this paper is in the fact that 
characteristics of roadway, such as roadway volume, is not considered. Therefore, the 
proposal for future work implies evaluation of the level of safety at RLXs with roadway 
transport data. Moreover, consideration of some variables as undesirable factors in 
evaluating efficiency of railway regarding the level of safety at RLXs with DEA 
method, could be a part of future work. 
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