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Abstract
The construction industry is an economic sector that is characterized by seasonality. Seasonal factors affect the volume of 
production, which in turn affects the accident rate. The aim of the research presented in the article was to develop a model 
for predicting the number of people injured in occupational accidents in the construction industry. Based on the analysis of 
statistical data and previous studies, the occurrence of certain regularities of the accidentality phenomenon was found, namely 
the long-term trend over many years, as well as seasonality and cyclicality over the course of a year. The found regularities 
were the basis for the assumptions that were made for the construction of the model. A mathematical model was built in the 
non-linear regression dimension. The model was validated by comparing the results of prediction errors generated by the 
developed model with the results of prediction errors generated by other known models, such as ARIMA, SARIMA, linear 
and polynomial models, which take into account the seasonality of the phenomenon. The constructed model enables the 
number of people injured in accidents in the construction industry in selected months of future years to be predicted with 
high accuracy. The obtained results can be the basis for making appropriate decisions regarding preventive and prophylactic 
measures in the construction industry. Commonly known mathematical tools available in the STATISTICA package were 
used to solve the given task.

Keywords  Construction industry · Seasonality in the construction industry · Nonlinear regression · Occupational safety · 
Accidentality prediction · Long-term trend

1  Introduction

The construction industry is one of the most important sec-
tors of the economy of every country. Due to the high degree 
of diversity and complexity of construction works, it is char-
acterized by a high level of hazard to the life and health of 
employees. The consequence of this is a high accident rate 
for this sector of the economy, which is measured by the 
number of people injured in accidents each year. This state-
ment applies to most countries in the world [1–3].

The accidentality phenomenon has a negative impact on 
the economy and causes a serious global public health prob-
lem. In many countries of the world, to improve the existing 
accident situation at workplaces, actions that aim to achieve 
a zero number of accidents have been initiated [4]. This goal 
can be achieved by legislative changes in labor law, system-
atic employee education, shaping the appropriate safety cli-
mate and safety culture in enterprises, and with appropriate 
management. To properly shape the policy of changes that 
are introduced, and the directions of accident prophylaxis 
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and prevention, it is necessary to observe trends in occupa-
tional accidents and to analyze forecasts in this area.

The accident rate in the construction industry depends on 
many factors of a technical, human, managerial, legislative, 
environmental and economic nature. The accidentality phe-
nomenon in the construction industry is also influenced by 
unknown factors that have not yet been investigated [5–8]. 
Research conducted by scientists in many countries around 
the world has shown that the number of accidents in the 
construction industry varies from year to year, as well as 
from month to month.

The aim of the research was to develop an accident pre-
diction model in the construction industry. Statistical data 
published by the Central Statistical Office in Poland was 
analyzed. The occurrence of certain regularities in the acci-
dentality phenomenon was found, namely, a decreasing 
long-term trend, as well as seasonality and cyclicality of 
this phenomenon. The found regularities were the basis for 
the assumptions that were made to build the model. These 
assumptions included: non-linear regression, as well as the 
seasonality and cyclicality of the phenomenon. The STATIS-
TICA package was used for the calculations.

Building the model will allow the number of people 
injured in accidents in selected months of the coming years 
to be predicted. The obtained results can be the basis for 
making appropriate decisions regarding preventive and pro-
phylactic actions. Knowledge about hazards in a workplace, 
and also the adopted methods of preventing accidents, which 
were provided systematically to employees, may change 
their attitudes in terms of the perception of dangerous situa-
tions at work and the use of safe methods of work. It can also 
be the basis for forecasting the future costs of occupational 
accidents, which in turn may have an impact on prices in the 
construction industry, as well as on financial and insurance 
policies.

2 � Literature survey

The construction industry is considered to be one of the 
most dangerous sectors of the economy. Statistical data pub-
lished in various countries of the world concerning occu-
pational accidents indicate that the problem of accidents 
in the construction industry is global. The risk of a fatal 
accident in the construction industry is three times higher 
than in other industries [9, 10]. Each year, the construction 
industry around the world suffers more than 60,000 deaths. 
The phenomenon of accidentality in the construction indus-
try should, therefore, be given special attention, as it has a 
negative impact on the economy, employers, employees, and 
their families.

When analyzing the accident rate in the construction 
industry on a monthly basis, it can be seen that the number 

of accidents in individual months of the year is different 
[11]. This may indicate the seasonality of this phenomenon. 
This thesis is confirmed by research conducted by scientists 
in many countries. In Singapore, for example, the highest 
number of deaths in accidents in the construction industry 
occurs in October before the rainy season [1]. In Taiwan, in 
the period from 2000 to 2009, most accidents occurred in 
the summer [12]. In turn, in South Australia, the number of 
accidents in the period from 2002 to 2011 was the highest in 
Autumn [2]. Based on a study of occupational injuries and 
diseases in the United States in the years 2003–2010, it was 
found that most of the injuries occurred during the summer 
months [13]. Accidents in Korea occurred less frequently in 
winter than in other seasons [14].

The above-mentioned examples show that there are sea-
sonal factors that influence the occurrence of accidents in the 
construction industry. Research conducted by Traczyk and 
Trzebski [15], which concerned work-related physical effort, 
showed that a too high or low temperature, high humidity, 
high and low atmospheric pressure, and also changes in wind 
speed may cause changes in the body of an employee—even 
in acclimatized people. Such changes could become a cause 
of an accident. It was also noted that the number of accidents 
depends on the climatic zone. In Spain, for example, in the 
period 2003–2008, the majority of accidents occurred in the 
Mediterranean and continental zones and accounted for 48% 
and 35% of all accidents, respectively [3]. The influence of 
climatic zones and the period of the year was also analyzed 
in China [16]. It was observed that in the years 2010–2016, 
August was the month with the highest average number of 
accidents, and the incidence rate was the highest in regions 
with a mild climate. Therefore, a constant pattern of the 
accidentality phenomenon in the construction industry can 
be observed. The fact that it repeats each year confirms the 
seasonality of the phenomenon.

The seasonal nature of the accidentality phenomenon in 
the construction industry is influenced by many factors. W. J. 
Granger defined a seasonal factor as any pattern that repeats 
itself every year in the same month, regardless of the cause. 
He classified the factors influencing seasonality in the con-
struction industry into four categories, namely [17]:

•	 climate-related factors, including weather changes, which 
have a direct impact on the efficiency of

•	 construction production;
•	 calendar-related factors, including the number of actual 

working days in a month, which affect monthly produc-
tion;

•	 date-related factors such as the number of public holidays 
during which production is stopped;

•	 expected factors that influence seasonal behavior related 
to, e.g., the date of VAT settlements, the payment of 
other taxes, the end of the year, and also the need to 



Archives of Civil and Mechanical Engineering (2022) 22:30	

1 3

Page 3 of 13  30

comply with both the production result and the annual 
budget.

Seasonal factors affect the amount of construction pro-
duction, which in turn affects the accidentality rate. Mach 
et al. [18] identified cyclical fluctuations in relation to the 
construction industry in 16 European countries. Moreover, 
the authors of article [19] showed the dependence between 
the number of accident and production cycles in the con-
struction industry in South Korea. The authors of paper [20] 
analyzed the influence of seasonal factors on the costs and 
duration of the implementation of a project. The relationship 
between the accident rate and the value of production was 
proved by, among others, Fabiano et al. Research concerning 
the Italian industry showed that there is a cyclical trend in 
the number of fatal accidents and that the number of acci-
dents depends to a large extent on the value of production 
[21]. Similar conclusions were formulated by Dong et al. 
[22]. Their research, concerning falls from roofs, confirmed 
the relationship between the number of fatalities and the eco-
nomic cycle. Research conducted by Hoła and Szostak [23], 
which referred to the construction industry in the European 
Union countries, also indicated the existence of a long-term 
cyclical trend in the accidentality phenomenon.

Analysis of the accidentality phenomenon in the con-
struction industry can also be found in [24–27]. The research 
conducted by Hoła [28] regarding the Polish construction 
industry indicated that the accident rate in the construction 
industry changes every year, and that there is a clear down-
ward trend. Studies of trends in the accidentality phenom-
enon and the prognostic models that are built on their basis 
can be used to predict future events. Moreover, based on 
this knowledge, decisions in the area of labor law, education 
and prophylactic and preventive actions can be undertaken.

For the modeling of the accidentality phenomenon in 
the construction industry, among others, linear mathemati-
cal models, descriptive and graphical models, and IT mod-
els (e.g., neural networks) can be used. For example, the 
research included in [28] involved qualitative and quantita-
tive analyses that resulted in the creation of mathematical 
models for the development of the trend of the acciden-
tality phenomenon in the Polish construction industry. In 
turn, Indian scientists proposed the use of artificial neural 
networks (ANNs) to predict the behavior of construction 
workers in a risk situation [29]. In American studies [30], 
an approach based on the Bayesian network (BN) was pro-
posed to diagnose the risk of falls from a height. The tests 
performed on the model enabled the probability of an occur-
rence of an accident related to various safety hazards to be 
determined.

Thanks to IT technologies, it is possible to virtually 
model the construction environment and its hazards. Paper 
[31] proposes the use of a construction site model developed 

in a virtual environment for training and educational pur-
poses. In turn, studies [32] propose the use of a virtual real-
ity environment to identify hazards, to determine the rules 
of movement of employees on a construction site, and to 
specify the impact of the building environment on its sur-
roundings. In research [33], the authors proposed a model 
that enables the tracking of construction workers in real time 
using Real-time locating systems (RTLS). The developed 
tool can be used to control the exposure of construction 
workers to hazards that change over time.

The authors of study [34] proposed an approach based 
on machine learning (ML) to assess occupational safety. 
According to the authors, all accidents follow certain pat-
terns, which in turn allows them to be predicted. The ML 
technique was used to predict slip-trip-fall (STF) accidents.

Based on the literature review, it can be concluded that 
the accidentality phenomenon in the construction industry 
is seasonal, and that the number of occupational accidents 
changes cyclically over a period of time covering one cal-
endar year. When conducting studies concerning the acci-
dentality phenomenon during a multi-year period, it is also 
possible to identify a general trend in the accident rate in 
the construction industry. The constructed prediction model 
should, therefore, take into account both of these phenomena 
simultaneously.

To predict data, various methods are used, such as linear, 
logistic and Bayesian regression [35]. To analyze the time 
series in the situations of many explanatory variables, vari-
ous selection and extraction methods can be used, which will 
allow a set of features that best discriminate the explained 
variable to be obtained. Such methods include Principal 
Component Analysis [35, 36].

The review of the methods used to build prediction mod-
els shows a certain research gap, namely that all regression 
methods encounter difficulties in a situation when, on the 
basis of numerical data, the simultaneous occurrence of a 
trend and seasonality is found. Although there are meth-
ods that take into account the seasonality and cyclicality 
of phenomena, such as: ARIMA and SARIMA [37, 38], 
their application is limited in many cases. This is due to 
the fact that these methods can be used to model stationary 
series, i.e., series in which there are only random fluctua-
tions around the mean value, or non-stationary series that are 
reducible to the stationary form [39]. In addition, the ability 
to predict events that may only occur in the near future can 
be seen to be a limitation.

Taking into account the above observations, the authors 
attempted to build a model for predicting the number of peo-
ple injured in accidents in the construction industry, which 
takes into account both the long-term trend and the seasonal 
nature of the phenomenon with regards to non-linear regres-
sion. The information obtained on the basis of the model on 
the expected number of accidents in particular months of 
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subsequent years may be the basis for making decisions in 
the field of legislative, educational, prophylactic and preven-
tive actions, as well as for estimating the costs incurred due 
to accidents. This in turn may affect prices in the construc-
tion industry, as well as the financial and insurance policy 
of enterprises.

3 � Materials and methods

3.1 � Statistical data

To develop the prediction model, statistical data published 
by the Central Statistical Office in Poland were used. The 
data concerned the number of people injured in occupa-
tional accidents in the construction industry in particular 
months of the year during the period covering the years from 
2007 to 2019 [40]. Figure 1 shows, in the form of a three-
dimensional graph, how the total number of people injured 
in occupational accidents in the construction industry ( xi,j) 
changed in the individual months of the analyzed years.

This figure shows that the number of people injured in 
accidents in the construction industry was high at the begin-
ning of the analyzed period, while from 2012 onwards it 
shows a clear downward trend. When analyzing the distri-
bution of the number of people injured in accidents in the 
following months of the studied years, a certain regular-
ity can also be noticed: the accident rate in January is low, 
then increases, reaches its maximum in July and August, 
and decreases again in the following months. The above 

observations suggested examining the correlation between 
the following years of the analyzed period of time and the 
number of people injured in the construction industry, and 
also the correlation between individual months of the year 
and the number of people injured in those months. The 
obtained values of the correlation coefficients will indicate 
whether there is correlative dependency, and what the actual 
strength of the relationship between these variables is.

3.2 � Investigation of the correlative dependencies 
between variables

Due to the fact that one of the variables assumes ordinal 
values, and that the other one assumes quantitative values, 
the Spearman’s rank correlation was used to determine the 
strength of the relationship between the studied variables 
[41, 42]. The study of the correlative dependence was car-
ried out for two sets of numerical data, namely:

•	 ordinal variable ri;i = 1,… , 13 represents the subsequent 
year in the period from 2007 to 2019, and quantitative 
variable xi;i = 1,… , 13 is the number of people injured 
in occupational accidents in the construction industry in 
year ri.

•	 ordinal variable mj;j = 1,… , 12 is the subsequent 
i-th month of the year, and quantitative variable 
xj;j = 1,… , 12 is the sum of the number of people 
injured in occupational accidents in the construction 
industry in all months mj;j = 1,… , 12 within the time 
interval from 2007 to 2019

The following scale of evaluating the strength of the 
relationship between variables riandxi and mjandxj, which 
was expressed by the Spearman Rho coefficient [43], was 
adopted:

•	 Rho = 0—the variables are not correlated,
•	 0 < Rho < 0.1—very weak correlation,
•	 0.1 ≤ Rho < 0.3—weak correlation,
•	 0.3 ≤ Rho < 0.5—average correlation,
•	 0.5 ≤ Rho < 0.7—high correlation,
•	 0.7 ≤ Rho < 0.9—very high correlation,
•	 0.9 ≤ Rho < 1—nearly full correlation.

The calculations were conducted using the STATISTICA 
package. Table 1 presents descriptive statistics of variable 
xi—the total number of people injured in occupational acci-
dents in the construction industry in the i-th calendar year.

The calculated values of the Rho and p statistics 
(rho =− 0.847; p < 0.01) indicate a very high negative cor-
relation. It can be concluded that the total number of acci-
dents decreases over the period from 2007 to 2019. In turn, 
Table 2 contains descriptive statistics for variable xj—which 

Fig. 1   Graph of the variability of the total number of people injured 
in the construction industry in individual months of the analyzed 
years
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is the sum of people injured in occupational accidents in the 
construction industry in months mj;j = 1,… , 12 during the 
time interval from 2007 to 2019.

The calculated values of the Rho and p statistics 
(rho = 0.094; p = 0.245) indicate a very weak correlation 
between the variables, which proves their non-linear depend-
ence and the seasonality of the phenomenon.

To illustrate the seasonality of the accidentality phenom-
enon in the construction industry, graphs of the variability 
of the total number of people injured in accidents in the 
construction industry in particular months mj;j = 1,… , 12 
of consecutive years were developed. Figure 2 shows the 
correlation curves and the distribution charts of the monthly 
number of people injured in occupational accidents in the 
construction industry in individual years of the analyzed 
time period.

Figure 2 provides very important information. Each year, 
there is a very repeatable scenario in which the total number 
of accidents over a period of 1–12 months can be approxi-
mated by a quadratic function. The maximum value of this 
function falls on the 7-8th month of the year. The distribu-
tion of the parabola arms is also comparable in individual 
years, and it can, therefore, be concluded that we are dealing 
with the phenomenon of an increase in accidents in the sum-
mer, and a decrease in the winter.

As a measure of adjustment of the correlation curve (in 
the form of a quadratic function) to the empirical values, the 
coefficient of determination R2

i
 was adopted. The value of 

this coefficient is presented in Table 3.
When analyzing the results, it can be noticed that 

the value of the determination coefficients varies from 
R2

12
= 0.305 (which means an average correlation) to 

Table 1   Descriptive statistics of 
variable xi—the total number of 
people injured in occupational 
accidents in the construction 
industry in the years from 2007 
to 2019

i Year
ri

Number of 
injured people
xi

Monthly 
average Mi

Standard 
deviation
SDi

Minimal value
min[xi]

Maximal value
max[xi]

1 2007 8895 741.25 96.97 540 880
2 2008 9934 827.83 111.15 601 989
3 2009 8684 723.67 106.72 470 872
4 2010 9098 758.17 115.58 555 892
5 2011 9222 768.50 99.56 598 934
6 2012 8125 677.08 86.76 533 805
7 2013 6712 559.33 92.85 423 708
8 2014 6264 522.00 52.12 426 609
9 2015 5776 481.33 55.68 387 567
10 2016 5468 455.67 57.56 364 568
11 2017 5390 449.17 49.08 371 520
12 2018 5247 437.25 46.83 348 500
13 2019 4743 395.25 39.43 320 448

Table 2   Descriptive statistics 
of the total number of people 
injured in occupational 
accidents in the construction 
industry in month 
mj;j = 1,… , 12 during the 
period from 2007 to 2019

j Month
mj

The sum of people injured 
in the years 2007–2019 in 
month j
xj

Long-
term 
average
Mj

Standard 
deviation
SDj

Minimal value
min[xj]

Maximal value
max[xj]

1 January 6828 525.23 135.10 364 774
2 February 6920 532.31 139.59 345 806
3 March 7625 586.54 158.74 401 803
4 April 7287 560.54 138.43 384 828
5 May 7794 599.54 160.42 387 808
6 June 8580 660.00 181.74 380 987
7 July 8883 683.31 176.28 448 907
8 August 8461 650.85 159.27 418 849
9 September 8363 643.31 175.48 425 897
10 October 8862 681.69 181.53 442 989
11 November 7843 603.31 179.48 375 934
12 December 6112 470.15 113.69 320 689
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Fig. 2   Scatterplots of the total number of people injured in accidents—broken down into years and months
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R2

10
= 0.782 (which means a very high correlation). The 

best adjustment of the correlation curve to empirical val-
ues occurs for 2016. For further considerations, the correla-
tion curve for this year was adopted as a model of seasonal 
changes in the accident rate in the construction industry.

The charts presented in Fig. 2, when combined with 
each other (Fig. 3), show how the total number of people 
injured in occupational accidents in the construction indus-
try changed in individual months in the period from 2007 to 
2019. Figure 3 also shows the decreasing trend of the above-
mentioned feature, which was confirmed by a very high 
negative correlation (rho = − 0.835, rho2 = 0.697, p < 0.01).

3.3 � Mathematical model of the accidentality 
phenomenon in the construction industry

When building the model, the following assumption was 
made: if the changes in the total number of accidents in 
the same months of subsequent years are comparable, then 
it is possible to estimate such a constant numerical value 
that will allow a trend for subsequent annual cycles to 
determined.

For this purpose, the following were calculated: the 
average annual increase/decrease in the total number of 
accidents, and the average monthly increase/decrease in 
the total number of accidents.

The average annual increase/decrease in the total num-
ber of people injured in accidents ∆r can be written as 
follows:

 where n determines the number of years on the basis of 
which the model is being built. For the analyzed data, n = 13 
was assumed. k determines the number of months on the 
basis of which the model is being built. For the analyzed 
data, k = 12 was assumed. xi,j is the total number of acci-
dents in the i-th month of year j. i is the subsequent year, 
i = 1,2,…,13. j is the subsequent month, j = 1,2,…,12.

(1)

Δri =

⎧
⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

100

k

k∑
j=1

�
1

n−1

n∑
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−�xi,j−xi−1,j�
max

�
xi,j;xi−1,j

�
��

%
�
, for xi,j < xi−1,j,

100

k

k∑
j=1

�
1

n−1

n∑
i=2

�xi,j−xi−1,j�
max

�
xi,j;xi−1,j

�
��

%
�
, for xi,j ≥ xi−1,j,

Table 3   The coefficients of determination R2 of the adjustment of 
data for individual years between 2007 and 2019

i Year
ri

Coefficients of determi-
nation R2

i

Relevance
pi

1 2007 0.413 0.020
2 2008 0.375 0.021
3 2009 0.679 0.011
4 2010 0.751 0.008
5 2011 0.692 0.010
6 2012 0.510 0.016
7 2013 0.446 0.018
8 2014 0.577 0.014
9 2015 0.706 0.010
10 2016 0.782 0.007
11 2017 0.510 0.016
12 2018 0.305 0.023
13 2019 0.519 0.016

Fig. 3   Scatterplots of the total 
number of people injured in 
accidents at work in the con-
struction industry, broken down 
into years and months
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Similarly, the average monthly increase/decrease in the 
total number of people injured in accidents can be deter-
mined as follows:

where n determines the number of years on the basis of 
which the model is being built. For the analyzed data, n = 13 
was assumed. k determines the number of months on the 
basis of which the model is being built. For the analyzed 
data, k = 12 was assumed. xi,j is the total number of acci-
dents in the j-th month of year i. i is the subsequent year, 
i = 1,2,…,13. j is the subsequent month, j = 1,2,…,12.

The results of parameters (1) and (2) are presented in 
Tables 4 and 5. The results multiplied by 100% determine 
the percentage increase.

Table 6 presents the results of the analysis of the cor-
relation between the values of the average annual increases 
(∆ri) and average monthly increases (∆mj) in the number of 
people injured in accidents and the subsequent years and 
months of the year.

The obtained values of the correlation coefficients 
indicate: a weak correlation between the average annual 
increases in the total number of people injured in accidents 
and the subsequent years, and a weak correlation between 
the average monthly increases in the total number of peo-
ple injured in accidents and the subsequent months of the 
year. The obtained results allow for the conclusion that the 
increases do not have a trend, and are, therefore, comparable 
with regards to months and years.

Due to the fact that the trend and seasonality are the 
strongest for 2016 ( R2

10
= 0.782 ; p = 0.007) (Table 4), a 

regression curve for this year was determined by approxi-
mating the seasonal fluctuations in the accident rate in the 
construction industry using a polynomial function in the 
form:

The above function refers to the adopted pattern of sea-
sonal changes in the accident rate in the subsequent months 
of 2016. Due to the fact that the long-term trend should 
also be taken into account in the prediction model, the long-
term trend coefficient was introduced into formula 3, and 
expressed as

(2)

Δmj =

⎧
⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

100%
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(3)
nm,2016 =
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−3.7234m2 + 52.969m + 306.58

)
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where for empirical data, Δrśr = 0.0473% (as shown in 
Table 6) is the average value of ∆ri. This coefficient shows 
how many percent the value of the prediction changes 
for each month of any year in relation to 2016. Finally, a 
prediction model of the total number of people injured in 
occupational accidents in the construction industry nr,m was 
obtained for year r and month m, and is expressed by the 
following formula:

4 � Results

Using the proposed prediction model expressed by 
Eq. (5), the prediction error was determined as the differ-
ence between the real value of the total number of people 
injured in accidents in the construction industry and the 
predicted value obtained from the model. The prediction 
error values for individual years and months are summa-
rized in Tables 7 and 8, and also in Fig. 4. In Table 7, the 
average value of the prediction error for each year, as well 
as other statistics, are calculated for 12 months. In turn, 

(5)
nr,m =

[
1 + (2016 − r)Δr,śr

]

×
(
−3.7234m2 + 52.969m + 306.58

)
,

r = 1,… , 13; m = 1,… , 12

Table 5   Average monthly increases/decreases Δmj,sr [%] of the total number of accidents in the years 2007–2019

Month 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

2–1 − 0.17 0.04 0.09 0.10 0.10 − 0.12 0.12 0.03 0.12 0.10 − 0.11 − 0.06 − 0.08
3–2 0.21 − 0.14 0.10 0.24 0.09 0.26 − 0.13 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.19 0.06 0.14
4–3 − 0.09 0.16 − 0.15 − 0.15 − 0.07 − 0.16 0.10 − 0.04 − 0.05 0.17 − 0.15 0.01 − 0.04
5–4 0.13 − 0.02 0.12 0.11 0.12 0.09 − 0.04 0.08 0.06 − 0.06 0.16 − 0.10 0.09
6–5 − 0.08 0.18 0.09 0.11 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.02 0.07 0.20 0.11 0.21 − 0.10
7–6 0.12 − 0.08 0.06 0.02 − 0.04 0.08 0.19 0.11 0.09 − 0.13 − 0.07 − 0.04 0.15
8–7 − 0.01 − 0.10 − 0.09 − 0.08 0.05 − 0.10 − 0.05 − 0.10 − 0.07 0.01 0.01 0.04 − 0.07
9–8 − 0.05 0.09 − 0.01 0.02 0.02 − 0.02 − 0.08 0.02 − 0.02 − 0.04 − 0.04 − 0.14 0.03
10–9 0.11 0.09 0.00 0.07 − 0.07 0.06 0.10 0.07 0.06 0.02 0.07 0.15 0.02
11–10 − 0.17 − 0.16 − 0.14 − 0.13 0.13 − 0.06 − 0.29 − 0.16 − 0.16 − 0.08 − 0.08 − 0.09 − 0.15
12–11 − 0.26 − 0.27 − 0.30 − 0.22 − 0.26 − 0.25 − 0.14 − 0.15 − 0.16 − 0.13 − 0.17 − 0.24 − 0.15
∆mj,śr ↓ − 0.023 − 0.020 − 0.022 0.008 0.014 − 0.011 − 0.009 − 0.007 − 0.002 0.004 − 0.008 − 0.017 − 0.013

Table 6   Correlation statistics of annual ∆r and monthly ∆m increases

Rho Spearman p Min (%) Max (%) Average (%)

∆r 0.258 0.394 3.93 5.33 4.75
∆m − 0.112 0.729 1.40 2.30 0.82

Table 7   Statistics showing the 
values of prediction errors for 
individual years

Year
r

n Average 
value (%)

Median (%) Minimum (%) Maximum (%) Standard 
deviation (%)

Standard 
error (%)

2007 12 13.84 14.28 4.37 29.75 7.90 2.28
2008 12 24.33 25.29 6.77 36.56 9.02 2.61
2009 12 18.47 19.07 6.36 25.45 5.99 1.73
2010 12 23.09 23.96 13.76 33.17 6.61 1.91
2011 12 27.20 26.82 15.75 41.87 6.02 1.74
2012 12 20.46 20.30 9.35 30.81 7.64 2.20
2013 12 10.72 9.95 0.33 22.73 7.58 2.19
2014 12 6.72 4.66 0.75 17.28 5.56 1.61
2015 12 5.29 5.46 0.07 11.32 3.56 1.03
2016 12 3.95 3.34 0.39 13.67 3.66 1.06
2017 12 6.92 6.56 1.23 18.33 5.62 1.62
2018 12 9.70 9.54 2.51 23.87 5.93 1.71
2019 12 5.96 4.83 0.32 18.42 5.18 1.50
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in Table 8, the values are calculated for the same month 
in individual years.

The mean prediction error obtained for all the data is 
13.59%, with a standard deviation of 9.95%. The lowest 
prediction error is 0.07%, and the highest is 41.87%.

Figure 4 shows (a) a scatterplot of the prediction errors 
for all the subsequent measuring points, and (b) a plane plot 
showing the distribution of prediction errors broken down 
into months and years.

From the scatterplot of the prediction error presented 
in Fig. 4a, it can be concluded that the prediction error 
decreases with each subsequent measurement, and since 
2014 has been at the level of 5–10%. The chart showing the 
prediction error broken down into years and months, which 
is presented in Fig. 4b, shows that the prediction error for 
each month is comparable for individual years. However, 

this error decreases in subsequent years. Based on the 
obtained results, it can be concluded that in the years after 
2014 the prediction error is significantly lower than in the 
years before 2014. The prediction error after 2016 enables 
the total number of people injured in accidents to be fore-
casted with high accuracy.

5 � Discussion

The results of the analysis of the number of accidents in 
the construction industry in Poland in the years 2007–2019, 
which are included in this study, and the results of studies 
conducted in other parts of the world, confirmed that it is a 
seasonal phenomenon. The published statistical data con-
firm that the number of accidents in the summer season is 

Table 8   Statistics showing 
the values of prediction errors 
for individual months without 
being divided into years

Month n Average 
value (%)

Median (%) Minimum (%) Maximum (%) Standard 
deviation (%)

Standard 
error (%)

1 13 20.71 18.42 2.25 36.56 9.55 2.65
2 13 12.74 10.78 1.17 31.92 9.79 2.71
3 13 14.82 9.77 3.96 30.87 9.97 2.76
4 13 8.16 6.17 0.33 23.52 6.56 1.82
5 13 10.57 10.60 0.99 23.12 7.42 2.06
6 13 13.82 10.18 0.07 31.44 10.81 3.00
7 13 15.05 15.19 0.39 27.89 10.07 2.79
8 13 11.86 15.07 0.93 28.28 9.16 2.54
9 13 12.28 11.09 0.77 31.24 10.66 2.96
10 13 20.06 20.64 4.54 35.27 9.53 2.64
11 13 13.91 12.74 0.32 41.87 13.15 3.65
12 13 9.08 8.09 1.23 27.07 6.42 1.78

-20 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 18 0

Monthly  measurement of  the error in f orecasting 
the number of  accidents at the turn of  2007-2019 

-5%

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

E
rr

or

Error

 > 0,4 
 < 0,36 
 < 0,31 
 < 0,26 
 < 0,21 
 < 0,16 
 < 0,11 
 < 0,06 
 < 0,01 

2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

Year

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

M
on

t

(a) Error scattering plot for subsequent measurements (b) Matrix of the size of the year/month prediction errors 

Fig. 4   The trend of forecast errors in successive measurement points and years



Archives of Civil and Mechanical Engineering (2022) 22:30	

1 3

Page 11 of 13  30

greater than in the winter months [1, 2, 12, 13]. In the graphs 
presented in Fig. 2, a similar pattern of variability in the 
number of people injured in occupational accidents in the 
construction industry is repeated, which proves the seasonal 
and cyclical nature of this phenomenon. Similar conclusions 
with regards to seasonality in the construction industry were 
formulated by Mach et al. in [18]. In long-term studies con-
cerning accident rates in many European and world coun-
tries, the formation of long-term trends in accident rates can 
be noticed. Thanks to the “zero accidents” action carried 
out in the construction industry around the world, there is 
a downward long-term trend in many countries. Both these 
phenomena, namely seasonality and cyclicality, as well as 
the long-term trend, were included in the developed model 
of predicting the number of people injured in occupational 
accidents in the construction industry.

A model based on non-linear regression assumptions was 
developed. The developed model was verified by compar-
ing the values calculated on the basis of the model with the 
empirical results. The average prediction error obtained for 
all the data is 13.59%, with a standard deviation of 9.95%. 
The lowest prediction error is 0.07%, and the highest is 
41.9%. When analyzing graphs 4a and b, it can be noticed 
that the prediction error decreases when approaching the end 
of the analyzed time interval. It can be assumed that in the 
years after 2014 the prediction error is significantly lower 
than in the years before 2014.

The developed model was verified by comparing the 
prediction calculated on the basis of the model with the 
results obtained using the following methods: linear regres-
sion, polynomial regression, as well as the ARIMA and 
SARIMA methods. In the calculations carried out with the 
above-mentioned methods, the experimental protocol was 
adopted as a fivefold cross-validation. Within the same data 
set, fourfold was used for learning, and one was used for 
testing and validation. Thus, in each method, the learning set 
accounted for 80% of the samples, with 20% of the samples 
being included in the testing set. The results of prediction 
errors obtained using verifying methods, i.e., linear regres-
sion, polynomial regression, and ARIMA and SARIMA, are 
presented in Table 9.

Using the Wilcoxon test, the significance of the differ-
ences of the prediction errors between the different base 
models was assessed at the level of statistical significance 

(α = 0.05). For example, for model (e), the obtained results 
were a, b and d. This means that the prediction error of 8.9% 
for the authors’ model is statistically significantly (p < 0.05) 
lower than in the case of using: a—linear regression, for 
which the prediction error amounts to 32%; b—polyno-
mial regression, for which the prediction error amounts to 
28%; and d—the SARIMA model, for which the prediction 
error is equal to 11.7%. This result can be compared with 
the result obtained using the ARIMA method, in which the 
prediction error is equal to 10%. For the considered task, 
the developed model turned out to be better than the models 
of linear and polynomial regression, and also the SARIMA 
model. The SARIMA and ARIMA models provided similar 
results and were better than the methods that are based on 
the least squares method.

For the forecast covering the period from 2014 to 2019, 
the prediction error for the developed model was equal to 
5.45%. The ARIMA model generated an error of 7.89%. 
The other methods generated the following prediction error 
values: SARIMA—8.6%, RL—26%, and RW—23%. The 
model for predicting the number of people injured in occu-
pational accidents in the construction industry, which was 
developed and presented in this article, reflects well the 
attributes of the accidentality phenomenon in the construc-
tion industry, such as the long-term trend, seasonality and 
cyclicality.

When building the model, data concerning the number of 
accidents in the construction industry in individual months 
of the year were used. An accident situation is more accu-
rately reflected in the indicator that refers to “the number of 
accidents in relation to the number of employees”. However, 
in Poland, precise data on the number of employees in the 
construction industry in particular months of the year are not 
available. The lack of these data limit our research to only 
the number of accidents.

6 � Conclusions

The aim of the research that was undertaken and described 
in this article was to develop a model for predicting the num-
ber of people injured in occupational accidents in the con-
struction industry based on statistical data published by the 

Table 9   Statistics of prediction 
errors for individual methods—
provided with the results of the 
Wilcoxon test

RL—linear regression; RW—6th-order polynomial regression (for a larger degree of the polynomial, an 
excessive adjustment to the data was obtained)

Type of model a b c d e
RL RW ARIMA SARIMA MODEL

Prediction error 32% (28–36%) 28% (26–35%) 10% (9–13%) 11.7% (9–14%) 8.9% (7–11%)
Wilcoxon test – a a, b a, b a, b, d
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Central Statistical Office in Poland. The model was built on 
the basis of data that covered the period from 2007 to 2019, 
and the commonly known mathematical tools available in 
the STATISTICA software were used to solve the given task.

Based on the analysis of statistical data and previous stud-
ies, the occurrence of certain regularities of the accidental-
ity phenomenon was found, such as a decreasing long-term 
trend over many years, as well as seasonality and cyclicality 
of the phenomenon over the course of a year. The found 
regularities were the basis for the assumptions that were 
made for the purpose of building the model.

Prediction errors were calculated for the data obtained 
from the model. The obtained results of the prediction errors 
indicate that the model reflects well the accidentality phe-
nomenon in the construction industry, and is better than the 
linear and polynomial regression models and the ARIMA 
and SARIMA models. The average prediction error for 
the developed model was equal to 8.9%. The information 
obtained on the basis of the model concerning the expected 
number of people injured in accidents in particular months 
of subsequent years may be the basis for making decisions 
in the field of legislative, educational, prophylactic and pre-
ventive actions, as well as for estimating the costs associated 
with accidents. This in turn may have an impact on shaping 
prices in the construction industry, as well as on the financial 
and insurance policy of enterprises. The gained information 
can also be used to estimate the probability of an occurrence 
of an accident in the future, and the knowledge obtained 
as a result of the prediction can be the basis for managing 
occupational safety in the construction industry.

The model presented in the article was built on the basis 
of data concerning the number of people injured in occupa-
tional accidents in the entire construction branch. Therefore, 
an analysis of the model’s correctness was performed for 
data covering the entire construction industry. However, the 
model is universal and can be used to forecast accident rates 
in individual subsections, e.g., industrial and residential con-
structions, road infrastructure, bridges, and others.

Author contributions  Formal analysis, BH, EB, IS and JS; method-
ology, BH, EB, IS, JS and MT; project administration, EB and IS; 
software, MT; Supervision, JS and BH.

Funding  The article is the result of the implementation by the authors 
of research project No. 244388 “Model of the assessment of risk of the 
occurrence of building catastrophes, accidents and dangerous events 
at workplaces with the use of scaffolding”, financed by NCBiR within 
the framework of the Programme for Applied Research on the basis of 
contract No. PBS3/A2/19/2015.

Availability of data and material  Not applicable.

Code availability  Not applicable.

Declarations 

Conflicts of interest  Not applicable.

Ethics approval  Not applicable.

Consent to participate  Not applicable.

Consent for publication  All the authors have read and agreed to the 
published version of the article.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

	 1.	 Ling FYY, Liu M, Woo YC. Construction fatalities in Singapore. 
Int J Project Manage. 2009;27(7):717–26. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​ijpro​man.​2008.​11.​002.

	 2.	 Dumrak J, Mostafa S, Kamardeen I, Rameezdeen R. Factors 
associated with the severity of construction accidents: the case 
of South Australia. Aust J Constr Econ Build. 2013;13(4):32–49. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​5130/​ajceb.​v13i4.​3620.

	 3.	 López Arquillos A, Rubio Romero JC, Gibb A. Analysis of con-
struction accidents in Spain, 2003–2008. J Saf Res. 2012;43(5–
6):381–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jsr.​2012.​07.​005.

	 4.	 Elvik R. Can injury prevention efforts go too far? Reflections on 
some possible implications of Vision Zero for road accident fatali-
ties. Accid Anal Prev. 1999;31:265–86. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
S0001-​4575(98)​00079-7.

	 5.	 Szer I, Błazik-Borowa E, Szer J. The influence of environmental 
factors on employee comfort based on an example of location 
temperature. Arch Civ Eng. 2017;LXII:3. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1515/​
ace-​2017-​0035.

	 6.	 Hola B, Nowobilski T, Szer I, Jacek Szer J. Identification of fac-
tors affecting the accident rate in the construction industry. Pro-
cedia Eng. 2017;208:35–42.

	 7.	 Lipecki T, Jaminska-Gadomska P, Bec J, Blazik-Borowa E. 
Facade scaffolding behaviour under wind action. Arch Civ Mech 
Eng. 2020;20:1.

	 8.	 Jablonski M, Szer I, Szer J. Probability of occurrence of health 
and safety risks on scaffolding caused by noise exposure. J Civ 
Eng Manag. 2018;24(6):437–43.

	 9.	 European Statistical Recovery Dashboard https://​ec.​europa.​eu/​
euros​tat/​data/​datab​ase.

	10.	 Occupational Safety and Health Administration. 2020. https://​
www.​osha.​gov/. Accessed 4 Nov 2020.

	11.	 Szer I, Szer J, Kaszubska M, Miszczak J, Hoła B, Błazik-Borowa 
E, Jabłoński M. Influence of the seasons on construction site acci-
dents. Arch Civ Eng. 2021;67:3.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijproman.2008.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijproman.2008.11.002
https://doi.org/10.5130/ajceb.v13i4.3620
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsr.2012.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-4575(98)00079-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-4575(98)00079-7
https://doi.org/10.1515/ace-2017-0035
https://doi.org/10.1515/ace-2017-0035
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database
https://www.osha.gov/
https://www.osha.gov/


Archives of Civil and Mechanical Engineering (2022) 22:30	

1 3

Page 13 of 13  30

	12.	 Liao CW. Pattern analysis of seasonal variation in occupa-
tional accidents in the construction industry. Procedia Eng. 
2012;29:3240–4. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​proeng.​2012.​01.​473.

	13.	 Pierce B. The seasonal timing of work-related injuries, pp 2371–
2381. 2013. http://​www.​bls.​gov/​tus/.

	14.	 Kang K, Ryu H. Predicting types of occupational accidents at 
construction sites in Korea using random forest model. Saf Sci. 
2019;120:226–36. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ssci.​2019.​06.​034.

	15.	 Traczyk WZ, Trzebski A. Human physiology with elements of 
applied and clinical physiology (in polish). PZWL, Warszawa. 
2001.

	16.	 Meng WL, Shen S, Zhou A. Investigation on fatal accidents in Chi-
nese construction industry between 2004 and 2016. Nat Hazards. 
2018;94(2):655–70. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11069-​018-​3411-z.

	17.	 Granger WJ. Seasonality: causation, interpretation, and implica-
tions. 1979. http://​www.​nber.​org/​chapt​ers/​c3896. Accessed 11 
May 2021.

	18.	 Mach L, Zmarzly D, Dabrowski I, Fracz P. Comparison on sub-
annual seasonality of building construction in European countries. 
Eur Res Stud J. 2020;2:4. https://​doi.​org/​10.​35808/​ersj/​1682.

	19.	 Kim DK, Park S. Business cycle and occupational accidents in 
Korea. Saf Health Work. 2020;11:314–21. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​shaw.​2020.​05.​002.

	20.	 Ruiz-Fernandez JP, Marco JB, Lopez MA, Gascuena NV. Influ-
ence of seasonal factors in the earned value of construction. Appl 
Math Nonlinear Sci. 2019;4(1):21–34. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2478/​
AMNS.​2019.1.​00003.

	21.	 Fabiano B, Parentini I, Ferraiolo A, Pastorino R. A century of 
accidents in the Italian industry: relationship with the produc-
tion cycle. Saf Sci. 1995;21:65–74. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0925-​
7535(95)​00043-7.

	22.	 Dong XS, Fujimoto A, Ringen K, Men Y. Fatal falls among His-
panic construction workers. Accid Anal Prev. 2009;41:1047–52. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​aap.​2009.​06.​01.

	23.	 Hoła B, Szóstak M. Analysis of the state of the accident rate in 
the construction industry in European Union Countries. Arch Civ 
Eng. 2015. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1515/​ace-​2015-​0033.

	24.	 Hola B, Szostak M. Methodology of analysing the accident rate in 
the construction industry. In: Conference: 12th international con-
ference on modern building materials, structures and techniques 
(MBMST), Vilnius, Lithuania, 26–27, 2016 Procedia engineering, 
vol .pp .2017 ;172 ‏ .362–355 ‏

	25.	 Lee JY, Yoon YG, Oh TK, Park SS. A study on data pre-process-
ing and accident prediction modelling for occupational accident 
analysis in the construction industry. Appl Sci. 2020;10(21):7949. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​app10​217949.

	26.	 Zhang J, Zhang W, Peixui X, Chen N. Applicability of accident 
analysis methods to Chinese construction accidents. J Saf Res. 
2018;68:4. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jsr.​2018.​11.​006.

	27.	 Wingea S, Albrechtsena E, Mostueba BA. Causal factors and con-
nections in construction accidents. Saf Sci. 2019;112:130–41.

	28.	 Hoła B. Methodology of estimation of accident situation in build-
ing industry. Arch Civ Mech Eng. 2012;9:29–46.

	29.	 Andolfo C, Sadeghpour F. A Probabilistic accident prediction 
model for construction sites. Proc Procedia Eng. 2015;123:15–23.

	30.	 Nguyen LD, Tran DQ, Chandrawinata MP. Predicting safety risk 
of working at heights using Bayesian networks. J Constr Eng 
Manag. 2016;142:04016041.

	31.	 Le Q-T, Park C-S Construction safety education model based on 
second life. In: Proceedings of the proceedings of IEEE interna-
tional conference on teaching, assessment, and learning for engi-
neering (TALE) 2012; Hong Kong; 2012. pp. H2C–1–H2C–5.

	32.	 Klempous R, Kluwak K, Idzikowski R, Nowobilski T, Zamojski T. 
Possibility analysis of danger factors visualization in the construc-
tion environment based on Virtual Reality model. In: Proceedings 
of the 8th IEEE international conference on cognitive infocom-
munications, CogInfoCom 2017—proceedings; vol. 2018; 2018. 
pp. 000363–000368.

	33.	 Isaac S, Edrei T. A statistical model for dynamic safety risk con-
trol on construction sites. Autom Constr. 2016;63:66–78.

	34.	 Sarkar S, Raj R, Vinay S, Maiti J, Pratihar DK. An optimization-
based decision tree approach for predicting slip-trip-fall accidents 
at work. Saf Sci. 2019;118:57–69.

	35.	 Topolski M. Algorithm of multidimensional analysis of main fea-
tures of PCA with blurry observation of facility features detection 
of carcinoma cells multiple myelom. Progress Comput Recogn 
Syst. 2020;2020:286–94.

	36.	 Topolski M. Application of the stochastic gradient method in the 
construction of the main components of PCA in the task diagnosis 
of multiple sclerosis in children computational scienceṣ—ICCS 
2020; 35–44. In: Yurekli K, Ability of stochastic modelling to 
forecast crop reference evapotranspiration. Irrigation and Drain-
age. 2021. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​ird.​2598.

	37.	 Eddine BI, Guastaldi E, Zirulia A, Bengusmia M, Brancale D. 
Trend analysis and spatiotemporal prediction of precipitation, 
temperature, and evapotranspiration values using the ARIMA 
models: case of the Algerian Highlands 2021. Arab J Geosci. 
2021;13:24. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s12517-​020-​06330-6.

	38.	 Brockwell P, Davis R. Introduction to time series and forecasting. 
Berlin: Springer; 2002.

	39.	 Freedman DA. Statistical models: theory and practice. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press; 2009.

	40.	 Główny Urząd Statystyczny, Wypadki przy pracy. 2020. https://​
stat.​gov.​pl/​publi​kacje/​publi​kacje-a-​z/​szukaj.​html?​letter=​W&​
page=5.

	41.	 Kendall MG. Rank correlation methods. London: Charles Griffin 
& Company Limited; 1948.

	42.	 Koronacki J, Mielniczuk J. Statystyka dla studentów kierunków 
technicznych i przyrodniczych. Warszawa: WNT. 2006. ISBN 
83-204-3242-1.

	43.	 Stanisz A. Przystępny kurs statystyki z zastosowaniem statistica 
PL na przykładach z medycyny. Tom1. Statystyki podstawowe, 
StatSoft Polska Sp. z o.o., Kraków. 2006.

Publisher's Note   Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2012.01.473
http://www.bls.gov/tus/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssci.2019.06.034
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-018-3411-z
http://www.nber.org/chapters/c3896
https://doi.org/10.35808/ersj/1682
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.shaw.2020.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.shaw.2020.05.002
https://doi.org/10.2478/AMNS.2019.1.00003
https://doi.org/10.2478/AMNS.2019.1.00003
https://doi.org/10.1016/0925-7535(95)00043-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0925-7535(95)00043-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2009.06.01
https://doi.org/10.1515/ace-2015-0033
https://doi.org/10.3390/app10217949
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsr.2018.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1002/ird.2598.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-020-06330-6
https://stat.gov.pl/publikacje/publikacje-a-z/szukaj.html?letter=W&page=5
https://stat.gov.pl/publikacje/publikacje-a-z/szukaj.html?letter=W&page=5
https://stat.gov.pl/publikacje/publikacje-a-z/szukaj.html?letter=W&page=5

	Prediction model of seasonality in the construction industry based on the accidentality phenomenon
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Literature survey
	3 Materials and methods
	3.1 Statistical data
	3.2 Investigation of the correlative dependencies between variables
	3.3 Mathematical model of the accidentality phenomenon in the construction industry

	4 Results
	5 Discussion
	6 Conclusions
	References




