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Abstract: Law enforcement is very interested in knowing when a crime has happened. Unfortunately,
the occurrence time of a crime is often not exactly known. In such circumstances, estimating the most
likely time that a crime has happened is crucial for spatio-temporal analysis. The main purpose of this
research is to introduce two novel temporal approximation methods, termed retrospective temporal
analysis (RTA) and extended retrospective temporal analysis (RTAext). Both methods are compared
to six existing temporal approximation methods and subsequently evaluated in order to identify the
method that can most accurately estimate the occurrence time of crimes. This research is conducted
with 100,000+ burglary crimes from the city of Vienna, Austria provided by the Criminal Intelligence
Service Austria, from 2009–2015. The RTA method assumes that crimes in the immediate past occur
at very similar times as in the present and in the future. Historical crimes with accurately known
time stamps can therefore be applied to estimate when crimes occur in the present/future. The RTAext

method enhances one existing temporal approximation method, aoristicext, with probability values
derived from historical crime data with accurately known time stamps. The results show that the
RTA method performs superiorly to all other temporal approximation methods, including the novel
RTAext method, in two out of the three crime types analyzed. Additionally, the RTAext method shows
very good results that are similar to the best performing existing approximation methods.

Keywords: spatio-temporal crime analysis; temporal approximation; retrospective temporal analysis;
aoristic crimes; burglary; Vienna

1. Introduction

Crime has an inherent geographical and temporal quality, because when a crime occurs it happens
at a certain place and a certain time [1]. Since geographic data have a close relationship to time, more
and more Geographic Information System (GIS) applications also allow the analysis of spatio-temporal
data [2]. However, it should be noted that when spatio-temporal data are investigated, GIS, as well as
other crime analysis tools, have mainly focused on analyzing the geographic component [3]. As a result,
fewer methods are available for temporal analysis as compared to spatial analysis. This is especially
true for certain types of crime investigation, such as crime predictive analytics. The aim of this study is
to discuss, compare, and evaluate eight different temporal approximation methods using burglary
data from Vienna, Austria, in order to improve the quality of the temporal component.

Temporal analysis plays an important role in criminal investigations. An objective comparison
of different temporal approximation methods was conducted by [4]. Their main findings were that
results vary based on the type of crime and that the aoristic and the novel aoristicext methods perform
significantly better than three traditional estimation methods. The research proposed in the current
study extends the [4] approach and includes a larger sample of crime data and two additional novel
temporal approximation methods. The main goal of this research is to identify the most accurate
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method for approximating offense times for apartment-, house-, and car burglaries in Vienna, which is
the largest city and capital of Austria. The following eight methods, which are explained in detail below,
are compared with each other: (1) start, (2) end, (3) average, (4) random, (5) aoristic, (6) aoristicext,
(7) retrospective temporal approximation, and (8) extended retrospective temporal approximation.
The latter two methods will be abbreviated as RTA and RTAext, respectively, in the remainder of this
article. In contrast to existing methods, both novel methods (RTA and RTAext) include historical
burglary crimes with accurately known time stamps in their temporal approximations. This is based
on the simple concept that temporal distributions of burglaries stay more or less stable over time
and that historical burglaries can be applied to estimate future crimes. The validity of this concept is
supported by research on (1) repeat and near-repeat victimization and (2) the forecasting of burglary
crimes. Research on repeat and near-repeat victimization has demonstrated that when a burglary
occurs at one location, more burglaries than would be expected by chance, will occur at the same
location in the near future (repeat victimization) [5,6] and/or close in space and time from the initial
burglary location (near-repeat victimization) [7–10]. Similarly, the forecasting of burglary crimes takes
advantage of the fact that burglaries are concentrated in a small number of places [11] that seem to
stay stable over time [12]. For these reasons, historical burglary data can be used to identify where the
highest risk of future victimization lies.

One reason for the slow development of temporal analysis could have been the challenge of
presenting and analyzing temporal information in a GIS environment [13]. Moreover, the limited
understanding of the power of time in GIS software has shown the limitation of many GIS packages to
cope with this kind of data [14]. Two additional issues are the lack of appropriate statistics to analyze
time patterns in a GIS and the low quality of temporal information for some reported crime data. When
crimes are committed without any witnesses, crime data often contain uncertainties regarding time [4].
This limits such data in the application of spatio-temporal analysis for accurately addressing certain
research problems [14]. Furthermore, the computational power of temporal approximation methods
rapidly increases due to a large number of crimes, the temporal resolution (e.g., half an hour bins or
shorter), and the complexity of the applied methodology. In the end, the overall outcome of temporal
approximation models may not be valid for a long period of time (e.g., a whole year), because crime is
a lively process [15]. Therefore, different scenarios must be tested, to make appropriate predictions.

The main goal of this paper is to investigate which, of eight different temporal approximation
methods, most accurately approximates the temporal distribution of a large sample of burglary data.
Results are compared with known precise offense times under various scenarios. Evaluations are
conducted with a one-hour temporal resolution. To achieve this goal, a key question is how the eight
selected temporal approximation methods can be applied and evaluated objectively. This addresses
not only the tools and implementation frameworks, but also the process for the implementation
workflow (e.g., defining the test scenario, comparison criteria, and the evaluation process, etc.).
To achieve this goal, a secondary task in this paper is to evaluate the prediction performance of selected
approximation methods regarding offense times for different crime types, including house burglaries,
car burglaries, and apartment burglaries. Finally, a third goal is to identify options for combining
and/or extending any one of the presented approximation methods to achieve even more accurate
temporal approximation methods.

2. Background

Since the late 1970s the spatial dimension of crime has begun to be more explored [1]. The police,
for example, has recognized the inherent geographical component of crime by sticking pins into maps,
which are displayed on walls [16]. This technique is identical to the principle of computer-based GIS
applications, where each pin represents a point (e.g., crime location). From that time on, a series
of new techniques have emerged. For instance, tools were created that identify spatial patterns
and concentrations of crime, or relationships between crimes and the environment where crimes
occur. Along with this development, the temporal aspect of crime pattern analysis has received less
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attention [3]. Already in 1979, Cohen and Felson mentioned that criminologists traditionally concentrate
on the spatial analysis of crime rates, and that they seldom consider the temporal component. As a
consequence, [17] introduced the Routine Activity Approach that describes space and time patterns
of offenders, suitable targets, and the absence of capable guardians. This was an important research
contribution that introduced a new way of analyzing crime rate trends and crime cycles. Routine
activities explain crime patterns and their variations and convergence in space and in time [17]. The two
authors state that criminal acts require likely offenders, suitable targets, and the absence of capable
guardians. Moreover, these requirements change in space and time. For example, certain crime types,
such as property crimes (e.g., [18]), show seasonal peaks. These seasonal variations in crime rates are a
result of variations in people’s routines over the course of the year [17,19]. In addition, fluctuations of
daily routines also have an impact on the accuracy of reported offense times. The Routine Activity
Approach has continued to be used until today in order to explain temporal variations of crime at
different temporal scales, such as the day, the week, the month, or the year (e.g., [20–22]).

Reported crime events always have at least one spatial and one temporal characteristic. However,
when an offense was committed without any witness, it may be difficult to obtain complete and precise
spatial and temporal information [4]. However, it is important for the police to have precise spatial
and temporal properties for each reported crime. Precisely known spatio-temporal data allow law
enforcement agencies to improve their understanding of crime patterns and to efficiently distribute
their resources [23]. The police cannot, however, always retrieve accurate spatio-temporal data, because
crime events may possess some degree of uncertainty. For example, a supermarket looted at night
shows exact spatial information (location of supermarket), but imprecise temporal information, since
employees do not exactly know when the crime incident has happened. Because of that, crimes are
often reported to not have occurred at a specific time stamp, but within some time interval. In this
example, employees would report to the police the earliest and the latest possible times (end of late and
beginning of morning shifts, respectively), when the looting could have occurred. Another example
are apartment burglaries that are often daytime burglaries and occur when occupants are at work.
The time window for apartment burglaries may span several hours. This may be one reason why many
police officers seem to know more about where crime happens than when it happens [24]. Only in cases
where the perpetrator is interrupted by the apartment’s guardian during the crime event, an alarm is
triggered, or the criminal is captured on tape, the exact time of the offense is known. In general, it is
more likely than not that the actual offense time for burglaries is unknown. However, it is beneficial
for crime analysts that the start and end times of burglaries, as reported by victims, are noted by
the police. These recorded time intervals allow the application of temporal approximation methods.
Another work that is related to our research was conducted by [24]. They investigated 303 thefts of
pedal cycles from railway stations with an unknown offense time. Based on the reported time span
when offenses occurred and five different temporal approximation methods, the authors predicted
the distribution of occurrence times and compared them with the distribution of crimes with known
offense times. The results from this analysis provide the police with information about when to patrol
the railway station.

Whenever events have an unknown time of occurrence, they have a degree of analytical complexity
that makes the analysis of crime more difficult [7,14]. Information about when a crime was committed
may help the police to figure out who has committed the crime. For this reason, the police apply
different methods to approximate the most likely occurrence times of crime incidents with unknown
time stamps. Which approximation method the police should select is important, since the choice of the
method affects the estimated time stamp and the understanding of spatio-temporal crime patterns [25].

As mentioned above, GIS analysis of spatial patterning has, in the past, received more attention
than temporal analysis. Hollander and colleagues argue that “one reason for this may be the difficulty
of representing and analyzing temporal data in a GIS environment” [26]. For example, when calculating
the average of a series of time stamps, circular statistics, instead of classical statistics, need to be
applied [26]. Felson and Poulsen used circular statistics to calculate the “median minute of crime” and
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the “crime’s daily timespan” [27]. Three years earlier, Ratcliffe introduced an aoristic temporal weight
to better approximate the occurrence times of crimes with unknown or inaccurate time stamps [14].
This method is discussed together with the other seven approximation methods in more detail below.

3. Temporal Approximation Methods

The eight different temporal approximation methods, applied in this research, are discussed in
detail next. The formulae for these eight methods are based on some of the following ten properties:

• datestart: denotes the first date on which an offense could have occurred;
• dateend: denotes the last date on which an offense could have occurred;
• timestart (or tstart): denotes the first time an offense could have occurred on a certain date;
• timeend (or tend): denotes the last time an offense could have occurred on a certain date
• timeactual (or tactual): denotes crimes with a known occurrence time;
• offensestart: denotes the first moment in time, measured in seconds, that an offense could have

occurred; it is a combination of both a date and a time, expressed as {datestart, timestart};
• offenseend: denotes the last moment in time that an offense could have occurred; it is a combination

of both a date and a time, expressed as {dateend, timeend};
• offenseduration (or trange): denotes the time duration during which an offense could have occurred,

measured in seconds. It is calculated as:

offenseduration = offenseend − offensestart (1)

The first approximation method is the start method. It is a naïve (trivial) method, as it simply
regards the approximated occurrence time to be the same as offensestart. In [24], it is noted that when
applying the start method, the analyst assumes that every crime occurred at tstart and that the estimated
time of each crime can be wrong by anything up to the value of trange. A second quite similar method
is the end method. It is another naïve method and works similarly to the start method, but instead
regards the offense time to be offenseend. The average method is the third naïve approximation method
that is investigated in this research. It approximates the offense time to be in the middle of offensestart

and offenseend, as expressed in Formula (2).

o f f enseaverage = o f f ensestart +
o f f ense(duration)

2
(2)

The last naïve method applied in this study is the random method. It randomly selects a moment in
time within the time span bounded by offensestart and offenseend. Similar to the other three naïve methods,
there is nothing that makes the moment in time selected by the random method more probable than
any other moments within offenseduration. All four naïve methods usually predict different occurrence
times due to their different formulae. In general, it can be expected that the performance of each
method shows significant differences, especially if offenseduration covers a long time period. However,
it is possible that, for example, the random method accidently selects the middle of offenseduration
and thus predicts the same time as the average method. To better compare the results from each
method, approximated times are often assigned to certain time slots. The length of the time slots is
defined by the temporal resolution of the study and are often 30 or 60 min long. This means that the
approximated offense time is assigned to one of 48 or 24 time slots, in the case of 30- or 60-min time
slot lengths, respectively. For time slot lengths longer than one hour or, for offenseduration, less than one
hour, the temporal approximation outcomes may not significantly differ between these four different
naïve methods.

To further the understanding of the four naïve approximation methods, the following fictive
example is provided. Assume that an apartment burglary was reported to have occurred sometime
between 10:45 and 13:10. For this example, the start method defines 10:45 as the actual occurrence time,
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while the end method defines 13:10 as the real occurrence time for this crime event. For the average
method, the approximated time is 11:57 and for the random method it is calculated to be 12:14. For this
fictional example, the four naïve methods calculate four different approximated times. We now assign
each approximated time to a temporal resolution of one-hour time slots. For the start method, the
approximated time of 10:45 is assigned to the time slot 10, ranging from 10:00 to 10:59. For the end
method, the approximated time falls into time slot 13, for the average method into time slot 11, and for
the random method into time slot 12. Similar to the originally approximated times, the results of the
four naïve methods are assigned to four different time slots (Figure 1). If the approximated time falls
into a specific time slot, then this slot receives the probability of 1 (or 100%), because it is approximated
that the probability of this crime to happen in this time slot is 100%. All other time slots for the same
approximation method receive a probability value of 0 (or 0%) (Figure 1).

ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2020, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 19 

 

methods, there is nothing that makes the moment in time selected by the random method more 
probable than any other moments within offenseduration. All four naïve methods usually predict different 
occurrence times due to their different formulae. In general, it can be expected that the performance 
of each method shows significant differences, especially if offenseduration covers a long time period. 
However, it is possible that, for example, the random method accidently selects the middle of 
offenseduration and thus predicts the same time as the average method. To better compare the results 
from each method, approximated times are often assigned to certain time slots. The length of the time 
slots is defined by the temporal resolution of the study and are often 30 or 60 minutes long. This 
means that the approximated offense time is assigned to one of 48 or 24 time slots, in the case of 30‐ 
or 60‐minute time slot lengths, respectively. For time slot lengths longer than one hour or, for 
offenseduration, less than one hour, the temporal approximation outcomes may not significantly differ 
between these four different naïve methods. 

To further the understanding of the four naïve approximation methods, the following fictive 
example is provided. Assume that an apartment burglary was reported to have occurred sometime 
between 10:45 and 13:10. For this example, the start method defines 10:45 as the actual occurrence 
time, while the end method defines 13:10 as the real occurrence time for this crime event. For the 
average method, the approximated time is 11:57 and for the random method it is calculated to be 
12:14. For this fictional example, the four naïve methods calculate four different approximated times. 
We now assign each approximated time to a temporal resolution of one‐hour time slots. For the start 
method, the approximated time of 10:45 is assigned to the time slot 10, ranging from 10:00 to 10:59. 
For the end method, the approximated time falls into time slot 13, for the average method into time 
slot 11, and for the random method into time slot 12. Similar to the originally approximated times, 
the results of the four naïve methods are assigned to four different time slots (Figure 1). If the 
approximated time falls into a specific time slot, then this slot receives the probability of 1 (or 100%), 
because it is approximated that the probability of this crime to happen in this time slot is 100%. All 
other time slots for the same approximation method receive a probability value of 0 (or 0%) (Figure 
1). 

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

10 11 12 13

sc
or

e

time slot

Start Method

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

10 11 12 13

sc
or

e

time slot

End Method

ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2020, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 19 

 

Figure 1. An example of the results of four different naïve temporal approximation methods. 

In addition to the four naïve approximation methods, two different aoristic temporal 
approximation methods are applied in this research. The standard form is called aoristic [3] and the 
enhanced or extended form is called aoristicext [4]. Their functionality is more complex than the naïve 
methods. The results from the two aoristic methods are probability (percentage) values associated 
with each time slot that are either 30 or 60 minutes long. 

The aoristic method assigns each 30‐ or 60‐minute time slot of the offenseduration (see Formula 1) the 
same probability score. This value is calculated by dividing 1.0 by the total number of time slots (n) 
(see Formula 3). The same probability value is assigned to each time slot, whether slots are fully or 
partially covered by offenseduration. 

Probability scorei(aoristic) = .  (3) 

The aoristicext method is similar to the standard aoristic method, however it considers whether 
time slots are fully or only partially covered when calculating the probability value. The aoristicext 
method first calculates the offenseduration in minutes (see Formula 1). Next, the probability score for each 
(30 or 60 minutes) time slot is calculated by dividing the coverage of that time slot, coverage(i) (0–30 
or 0–60 minutes), with offenseduration, as shown in Formula 4. The sum of the probability scores for all 
time slots must always be equal to 1.0 [4]. 

Probability scorei (aoristicext) = coverage(i) / offenseduration (4) 

Similar to above, both aoristic methods are discussed with the same fictional example of an 
apartment burglary reported to have occurred sometime between 10:45 and 13:10. In the case of the 
aoristic method, the duration of the time when the burglary happened extends over four hours, when 
using one‐hour time slots. The probability value assigned to each time slot is calculated as 1 divided 
by 4, which results in a probability value of 0.25 (25%) (Formula 3). The same probability value of 
0.25 (25%) is assigned to each of the four one‐hour time slots. The aoristicext method uses the same 
four one‐hour time slots, but these slots do not all receive the same probability score. First, the exact 
offenseduration in minutes is calculated using Formula 1. This results in 145 minutes (15 + 60 + 60 + 10). In 
the next step, the probability score for each time slot is calculated as follows (see Formula 4): 
probability score1 = 15/145 = 0.1 (10%); probability score2 = 60/145 = 0.41 (41%); probability score3 = 
0.41 (41%); probability score4 = 10/145 = 0.07 (7%). To verify the result, the sum of all four probability 
scores should be equal to 1, which is true: 0.1 + 0.41 + 0.41 + 0.07 = 1.0. Figure 2 shows the results of 
this fictional example for both aoristic methods (aoristic and aoristicext). The main difference of the 
two aoristic methods compared to the four naïve methods (Figure 1) is that both aoristic methods can 

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

10 11 12 13

sc
or

e

time slot

Average Method

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

10 11 12 13

sc
or

e

time slot

Random Method

Figure 1. An example of the results of four different naïve temporal approximation methods.

In addition to the four naïve approximation methods, two different aoristic temporal approximation
methods are applied in this research. The standard form is called aoristic [3] and the enhanced or
extended form is called aoristicext [4]. Their functionality is more complex than the naïve methods.
The results from the two aoristic methods are probability (percentage) values associated with each
time slot that are either 30 or 60 min long.

The aoristic method assigns each 30- or 60-min time slot of the offenseduration (see Formula (1)) the
same probability score. This value is calculated by dividing 1.0 by the total number of time slots (n)
(see Formula (3)). The same probability value is assigned to each time slot, whether slots are fully or
partially covered by offenseduration.
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Probability scorei(aoristic) =
1.0
n

(3)

The aoristicext method is similar to the standard aoristic method, however it considers whether
time slots are fully or only partially covered when calculating the probability value. The aoristicext

method first calculates the offenseduration in minutes (see Formula (1)). Next, the probability score for
each (30 or 60 min) time slot is calculated by dividing the coverage of that time slot, coverage(i) (0–30 or
0–60 min), with offenseduration, as shown in Formula (4). The sum of the probability scores for all time
slots must always be equal to 1.0 [4].

Probability scorei (aoristicext) = coverage(i)/offenseduration (4)

Similar to above, both aoristic methods are discussed with the same fictional example of an
apartment burglary reported to have occurred sometime between 10:45 and 13:10. In the case of the
aoristic method, the duration of the time when the burglary happened extends over four hours, when
using one-hour time slots. The probability value assigned to each time slot is calculated as 1 divided
by 4, which results in a probability value of 0.25 (25%) (Formula (3)). The same probability value of
0.25 (25%) is assigned to each of the four one-hour time slots. The aoristicext method uses the same
four one-hour time slots, but these slots do not all receive the same probability score. First, the exact
offenseduration in minutes is calculated using Formula (1). This results in 145 min (15 + 60 + 60 + 10).
In the next step, the probability score for each time slot is calculated as follows (see Formula (4)):
probability score1 = 15/145 = 0.1 (10%); probability score2 = 60/145 = 0.41 (41%); probability score3 =

0.41 (41%); probability score4 = 10/145 = 0.07 (7%). To verify the result, the sum of all four probability
scores should be equal to 1, which is true: 0.1 + 0.41 + 0.41 + 0.07 = 1.0. Figure 2 shows the results of
this fictional example for both aoristic methods (aoristic and aoristicext). The main difference of the
two aoristic methods compared to the four naïve methods (Figure 1) is that both aoristic methods can
assign probability (percentage) scores to more than one time slot, while all naïve methods assign a
score of 1 (or 100%) to only one time slot.
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Figure 2. An example of the results of the aoristic and aoristicext temporal approximation methods.

The first of the two novel approximation methods introduced in this research is the retrospective
temporal approximation (RTA). While the main idea behind this research is to refine the time period
(between the starting and ending time stamps) within which a crime has happened, the RTA method
builds on the simple concept that temporal distributions of crimes stay more or less stable over time.
This means that historical crimes with accurately known time stamps can be applied to estimate future
crimes. The length of the retrospective period of historical crime data with known occurrence times
may vary, but it makes sense to extend the length over several years and always include the most
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recent data. The length of the retrospective period should also be long enough to collect a large sample.
In this research, the RTA method applies a four-year retrospective period (2009–2012) immediately
preceding a three-year observation period (2013–2015). The calculation of the probability (percentage)
scores for the RTA method is straightforward, as the exact same hourly probability scores from the
retrospective period are applied to the observation period.

The last temporal approximation method is the extended retrospective temporal approximation
(RTAext). It is a novel and hybrid approach that combines the RTA concept with the aoristicext method.
First, a time series of historical crimes with exactly known time stamps is constructed. The relative
frequency for each time slot (e.g., one hour) is used as the basis for the RTAext method. The main idea
of the RTAext is to “refine” probabilities assigned to time slots from crimes with unknown occurrence
times from the observation period with relative crime frequencies from a retrospective time period with
precisely known occurrence times. It makes sense to select a retrospective time period that is equal
in length or longer than the observation period. Obviously, different combinations of (1) calculating
probability scores for the observation period (aoristic or aoristicext), (2) time slot lengths, and (3) lengths
of the retrospective period, can been applied. In this research, the RTAext method (1) combines aoristicext

probability scores with probability values derived from a retrospective time period that includes crimes
with accurately known time stamps, (2) uses a one-hour time slot length, and, (3) similar to the RTA
method, applies a four-year retrospective period (2009–2012) immediately preceding a three-year
observation period (2013–2015). Since the RTAext method is novel, no reference or published criteria
exists as how to determine the best combination of these three parameters. The best combination may
also depend on the crime type and the study area.

The calculation of probability (percentage) scores for the RTAext is demonstrated with the same
fictional example of an apartment burglary reported to have occurred sometime between 10:45 and
13:10. Similar to the RTA method, apartment burglaries with precisely known temporal information
from the last three years have been collected and are distributed as follows: time slot10 (10:00 to 10:59):
7.02%; time slot11 (11:00 to 11:59): 8.39%; time slot12 (12:00 to 12:59): 5.98%; time slot13 (13:00 to 13:59):
5.15%. These percentage values, in the form of probabilities, are used as weights and multiplied with
aoristicext probability scores. The resulting products represent the new RTAext probability scores and
are calculated as follows: probability score1 = 0.1 × 0.0702 = 0.00702; probability score2 = 0.41 × 0.0839
= 0.0344; probability score3 = 0.41 × 0.0598 = 0.02452; probability score4 = 0.07 × 0.0515 = 0.0036. After
the multiplication, probability scores are standardized (probability score(i) / sum of all probability
scores), so that all probability scores sum up to 1. The final probability scores are: score1 = 0.101,
score2 = 0.495, score3 = 0.353, and score4 = 0.052 (Figure 3).
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A visual comparison across the results of all eight temporal approximation methods (Figures 1–3)
reveals that each method, introduced in this study, leads to a different result based on the one fictional
example. The main goal in this research is to identify the most accurate of these eight approximation
methods, applied to a large crime data set. The accuracy of each approximation method is evaluated by
two different measures, both of which have been previously applied by [4] in a similar study. The first
evaluation measure is the Euclidean distance, which calculates the distance between two distributions,
namely the estimated and the observed distributions. The calculation is based on all estimated and
observed probability value pairs, each of one-hour length, over a 24-h period. In other words, estimated
probability values for all 24 hourly time slots from 0:00 am (time slot 0) to 23:59 pm (time slot 23) are
compared in a pairwise fashion with observed probability values for the same 24 hourly time slots (i.e.,
the estimated probability value for time slot 0 is paired with the observed probability value for time
slot 0; the estimated probability value for time slot 1 is paired with the observed probability value for
time slot 1, and so on) (Formula (5)).

Euclidean distance =

√∑
(yest − yobs)

2 (5)

where, yest is the estimated probability from the approximation method and yobs the observed probability
of the reference data with accurately known time stamps. The lower the Euclidean distance, the more
similar estimated and observed distributions are to each other, and vice versa.

The second evaluation measure is the Pearson’s chi-square (X2) or goodness-of-fit statistic, which
is used to investigate how well the estimated distribution correlates with the observed distribution [28].
Similar to the Euclidean distance, the calculation of the X2 statistic is based on all observed and
estimated probability value pairs, each of one-hour length, over a 24-h period (Formula (6)):

X2 =
∑ (yobs − yest)

2

yest
(6)

where yest is the estimated probability from the approximation method and yobs the observed probability
of the reference data with accurately known time stamps. The lower the X2 statistic is, the more similar
the estimated and observed distributions are to each other, and vice versa.

4. Study Area and Crime Data Set

The crime data set for this research was provided by the Criminal Intelligence Service Austria,
which is the name for the Federal Police in Austria. It included all reported apartment, car, and house
burglaries that were committed in the city of Vienna, Austria over a seven-year period (2009–2015).
Vienna is the capital and the largest city in Austria. The crime data set was extracted from the Security
Monitor database, in which all reported criminal cases in Austria are stored and which mostly serves
as a basis for analysis for all law enforcement personnel in Austria [29]. This database is used for
preventing, tracking, and predicting criminal activities.

The complete data set included a total of 141,905 reported crimes. Upon further inspection, we
identified 6161 crime records that were lacking information about the crime type and, for this reason,
were excluded from further analysis. This reduced the data set to 135,744 crimes. Before proceeding
with the analysis, the entire dataset was searched for missing information (e.g., no street name included
in a crime record) or incorrect location (e.g., crime located outside of the study area). In addition, all
crimes with an offenseduration longer than 24 h were also excluded from further analysis. This reduced
the number of crimes further and resulted in a data set of 105,578 reported crimes. This total number
of reported crimes included 37,474 apartment, 59,997 car, and 8107 house burglaries. The cleaning
and preparation of the collected crime data set proceeded with MS Excel 2016 and the Spatial Analyst
module in ArcGIS 10.4.
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This crime data set is split into two parts, a “retrospective period” from 2009–2012 and an
“observation period”, covering the remaining three years (2013–2015) (Table 1). All eight temporal
approximation methods are analyzed with crime data from the observation period. This period
includes both crime events with precise and crime events with imprecise time stamps (Table 1). Crimes
with precisely known time stamps have an offenseduration equal to 0, that is, the crime victim and the
police know exactly when the crime has occurred. Crimes with imprecisely known time stamps are
all crimes that have an offenseduration greater than 0. All eight temporal approximation methods were
applied to this latter data set to estimate the distribution of occurrence times. In contrast, the crime
data set with precisely known time stamps for the three-year period from 2013–2015 is used for the
evaluation of the results from all temporal approximation methods. From the retrospective period
(2009–2012), only crimes with precisely known time stamps (offenseduration equals to 0) are used either
as the reference data for the RTA method, or as weights for the RTAest method (Table 1). For the other
six approximation methods, crime data from the retrospective period are not used at all.

Table 1. Number of crimes with imprecisely and precisely known time stamps for three different crime
types and two different non-overlapping time periods (2009–2012 and 2013–2015) applied to eight
temporal approximation methods.

Retrospective Period
(2009–2012)

Observation Period
(2013–2015)

All Periods
(2009–2015)

Crime Data with
Precisely Known

Time Stamps

Crime Data with
Imprecisely Known

Time Stamps

Crime Data with
Precisely Known

Time Stamps
Total Burglaries

Apartment burglaries 3304 12,355 2212 17,871

Car burglaries 2226 19,998 1585 23,809

House burglaries 914 2479 712 4105

Total burglaries 6444 34,832 4509 45,789

The final data set for both the retrospective and observation periods used in this analysis includes
45,789 burglaries. The crime type with the highest number of incidents is car burglaries (23,809),
followed by apartment burglaries (17,871), and house burglaries (4105) (Table 1). Interestingly, for the
evaluation data (number of crimes with precisely known time stamps from the observation period),
apartment burglaries have the highest number of incidents (2212), followed by car burglaries (1585),
and house burglaries (712) (Table 1). In the analysis that comes next, all eight temporal approximation
methods are applied to each of the three crime types (apartment, car, and house burglaries) separately
and estimated occurrence times are compared to observed occurrence times based on 60-min time slots.

5. Results

Results from the first set of analyses show occurrence times for each of the three burglary types
estimated from the eight approximation methods for 60 min time slots across a 24-h time period.
Included in the same results are the distributions from the three burglary types’ evaluation data
sets (2013–2015), allowing the visual comparison of differences between the estimated and observed
occurrence times (Figures 4–6).

Figure 4 compares the occurrence times from two subsets of apartment burglaries with each
other. The first are observed occurrence times based on apartment burglaries with known time stamps.
The second are estimated occurrence times, derived from seven different approximation methods for
apartment burglaries, with imprecisely known time stamps. The RTA method is the only exception,
since it does not apply estimated occurrence times from an approximation method. Instead, it employs
crimes with precisely known time stamps from the retrospective period (2009–2012) as the second
apartment burglary subset that observed occurrence times from the observation period (2013–2015) are
compared to.
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Figure 4. Comparing observed (red dots) and estimated (green bars) occurrence times of apartment
burglaries in Vienna, Austria between 2013–2015.

Not surprisingly, observed apartment burglaries are lower during the night, with a minor peak
between 2 am and 3 am, and higher during the day, between 10 am and 11 pm. The increase in
the number of burglaries during the day shows two major peaks in the late morning from 10 am
till 12 noon and in the late afternoon/early evening from 7 pm till 8 pm. Between 7% and 8% of all
apartment burglaries during the entire 24-h time period happen in each of these three 60 min time



ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2020, 9, 386 11 of 17

slots. The peak in the late morning may be due to the fact that most apartments are empty and without
guardians, since residents may be at work, school, or running errands. The peak in the late afternoon/

early evening is typical for spring and fall in Austria due to an increase in so-called “dusk burglaries”,
which can be observed every year. During this time, inhabitants of apartments may still be at work,
doing leisure activities, shopping, visiting friends, etc., so they cannot act as guardians of their own
apartments. In addition, criminals may commit burglaries during this time of the day, because it is
more difficult to identify them at dusk, however there is enough light to commit the crime. Finally,
observed occurrence times show a minor peak at night between 2 am and 3 am (about 3% of burglaries),
when inhabitants are at home and sleeping (Figure 4).
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Figure 6. Comparing observed (red dots) and estimated (green bars) occurrence times of house
burglaries in Vienna, Austria between 2013–2015.

All approximation methods do a reasonably good job in estimating low occurrence times for
apartment burglaries during most of the night and high occurrence times during most of the day.
However, the RTA and the RTAest are the only two approximation methods that pick up the two peaks
in observed occurrence times during the day and late evening, and the minor peak between 2 am to
3 am. All of the other six approximation methods may correctly identify only one or two of these
significant peaks. Overall, the RTA method seems to best match the observed with the estimated
(in this case crimes with precisely known time stamps from the retrospective period) occurrence times
of apartment burglaries.
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While observed occurrence times for apartment burglaries happen mostly during the day with
two significant peaks shortly before noon and in the late afternoon/evening, observed car burglaries
exhibit only one significant peak of almost 8% during the day in the late afternoon from 4 pm to 5 pm
(Figure 5). Compared to apartment burglaries, car burglaries also show higher percentages of observed
occurrence times during the night, with a peak of almost 6% between 1 am and 2 am. Observed
occurrence times for car burglaries are lowest from 7 am to 8 am at less than 1% (Figure 5). With the
possible exception of the RTA method, none of the other seven temporal approximation methods
do a good job in approximating observed occurrence times, because neither of them detects the two
significant peaks (4 pm to 5 pm and 1 am to 2 am) in the right place. The start, end, and average
methods correlate the least with observed occurrence times. Similar to apartment burglaries, the RTA
method seems to also be the best approximation method for car burglaries. However, the RTAext

method does not perform much better than the random, aoristic, and aoristicext methods (Figure 5).
One possible reason may be that the number of apartment burglaries with accurately known time
stamps is twice as high as the number of car burglaries with accurately known time stamps. This fact
may lower the quality of weights calculated from retrospective car burglaries with accurately known
time stamps applied to the RTAext method. In addition, the average offenseduration for car burglaries is
longer than for apartment burglaries. This may be the reason for the level of accuracy in approximating
car burglaries (with the exception of the RTA method) being lower than for apartment burglaries.

The final comparison between observed and estimated occurrence times is done for house
burglaries (Figure 6). This is by far the smallest of the three crime type data sets examined. Unexpectedly,
differences in observed occurrence times between apartment and house burglaries can be detected.
House burglaries show the highest percentage of observed occurrence times of more than 12% between
7 pm to 8 pm, which is most likely associated with the phenomenon of dusk burglaries during spring
and fall. In contrast to apartment burglaries, house burglaries do not exhibit a peak in observed
occurrence times between 10 am till 12 noon. However, house burglaries show a more accentuated
peak (compared to apartment burglaries) between 2 am to 3 am, at more than 4%. The lowest likelihood
for houses to be burglarized is between 6 am and 9 am, which is similar to apartment burglaries.

Overall, both the RTA and the RTAext methods correlate the closest among all eight approximation
methods with observed occurrence times. Both methods do a good job in estimating the high
percentages of occurrence times in the evening around 7 pm to 8 pm, and they also estimate highly
accurately the lowest percentages of occurrence times between 6 am and 9 am. Only one other method,
namely the average method, shows a similarly good fit between estimated and observed occurrence
times during 6–9 am. The remaining five methods do not do a good job in estimating observed
occurrence times for house burglaries.

The results of the evaluation of the eight different temporal approximation methods are included
in Table 2. In general, the novel RTA method outperforms all other approximation methods in the
case of apartment and car burglaries, with (by far) the lowest Euclidean distances and X2 values.
The results are mixed for house burglaries with the aoristicext method showing the lowest Euclidean
distance and the RTAext method the lowest X2 statistic. The results for the RTAext method are not
as good as for the simple RTA method, however they are similar to the best performing existing
approximation methods across both evaluation measures and crime types. It seems that combining
aoristic data from the observation period with historical burglaries with exactly known time stamps
makes temporal approximations worse than solely using retrospective burglary crimes. Three of the
four naïve methods (start, end, and average) perform the poorest, with one exception being the end
method for apartment burglaries that, surprisingly, depicts the second lowest evaluation values just
behind the RTA method. This result may have purely happened by chance. The results, in general,
support the visual interpretation comparing observed with estimated occurrence times in Figures 4–6.
Overall, the two evaluation statistics indicate that both novel RTA methods, especially the simple RTA,
are at least equal or clearly superior to the other six existing temporal approximation methods (Table 2).
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Table 2. Evaluating the distance and the correlation between the observed and estimated occurrence
times of eight different temporal approximation methods for three different crime types.

Apartment Burglaries Car Burglaries House Burglaries

Temporal
Approximation

Method

Euclidean
Distance X2

Euclidean
Distance X2

Euclidean
Distance X2

Start 18.16 24,636 ** 15.06 9940 ** 15.13 4404 **

End 8.14 1782 ** 20.11 46,422 ** 11.58 4940 **

Average 12.15 3449 ** 15.65 10,602 ** 9.78 570 **

Random 9.01 2756 ** 9.26 4638 ** 7.64 1537 **

Aoristic 8.77 2753 ** 9.21 4833 ** 7.63 1343 **

Aoristicext 8.90 2670 ** 9.26 4676 ** 7.57 1235 **

RTA 3.66 606 ** 6.72 2076 ** 8.35 441 **

RTAext 9.03 2068 ** 9.92 4560 ** 7.83 268 **

Note: X2 stands for the Pearson’s chi-square statistic; ** means that p < 0.01 with degrees of freedom = 23 (only
applies to X2 statistic).

6. Discussion and Future Research

While many applications in crime analysis require accurate temporal information, unfortunately,
for many crime types such accurate temporal information is not always available. Contributing to
research that attempts to derive more accurate temporal information from crime data that possesses
inaccurate time stamps was the main motivation for writing this article. Using a data set of 105,578
crimes across three crime types from the city of Vienna, Austria, eight different temporal approximation
methods were applied to more accurately calculate time stamps for crimes with inaccurate temporal
information. Three different crime types, including apartment, car, and house burglaries, were analyzed.
Of these, car burglaries possessed the least accurate and house burglaries the most accurate temporal
information. Six of the eight temporal approximation methods were existing methods that included
four naïve methods (start, end, average, and random), in addition to the aoristic and aoristicext methods.
The other two were novel temporal approximation methods that were introduced in this research for
the first time. They are referred to as retrospective temporal analysis (RTA) and extended retrospective
temporal analysis (RTAext) methods. Both are based on the idea that temporal distributions of crimes
stay more or less stable over time. In the context of this research, it meant that burglary crimes
from the retrospective period with accurately known time stamps (2009–2012) possess a temporal
distribution very similar to the distribution of the observed burglary crimes defined as the evaluation
data (2013–2015). The RTA method directly applied this idea and used solely historical burglary crimes
with accurately known time stamps to “estimate” future burglary crimes. The RTAext method, on the
other hand, enhances the aoristicext method results with probability values derived from historical
crime data with accurately known time stamps. Results from the eight temporal approximation
methods are evaluated with the Euclidean distance and the X2 statistic. In general, both novel RTA
methods, especially the simple RTA, are at least equal or clearly superior to the other six existing
temporal approximation methods. This means that accurately known time stamps from historical
burglary data may be able to estimate future time stamps for burglary crimes for which accurate
temporal information is not available. Of course, more in-depth research needs to be conducted in
order to find out whether this finding can be replicated in future studies.

In this study, it was assumed that burglary crimes which possess accurately known time stamps
are a representative sample of the population of all burglary crimes (with and without accurately
known time stamps). Similar approaches of using a subset of all offenses for evaluation purposes
have been used in previous studies (e.g., [4,24]). For example, [4] argues that the motivation behind
this assumption is that the exact offense time is determined by external events, such as alarm records,
witnesses or the plaintiffs being home during the offense. In general, a potential bias in the evaluation
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(sample) data in our research was reduced as much as possible by collecting large sample sizes that
span a multi-year period (2013–2015). Sample sizes for apartment, car, or house burglaries with
accurately known time stamps account for 15.19%, 7.34%, and 22.31%, respectively, of all apartment,
car, or house burglaries. These sample sizes are higher than the 10% reported by [4]. In addition,
probability values were aggregated to one-hour time slots, further reducing the potential bias in the
evaluation data. While the true temporal distribution for each of the three burglary types over a 24-h
period will never be precisely known, it is believed that the evaluation (sample) data selected for this
research represents, as accurately as possible, the true temporal distribution.

To the best knowledge of the authors of this research, no publicly available documentation
or research exists about the temporal distribution of burglary crimes over a 24-h period in Vienna,
Austria. The authors searched through all yearly crime statistics reports published on the website of
the Austrian Federal Police (https://bundeskriminalamt.at/501/start.aspx) from 2006 to the most recent
one in 2018, but did not find this information. The work conducted in [22] seems to be the only other
existing research from Vienna that investigated the temporal distribution of a crime type over a 24-h
period. In particular, [22] researched whether near-repeat patterns of street robberies exist by weekdays
and by time of day. Results from the research presented here seem to support the Routine Activity
Approach [17]. Burglary crimes are highest during the day and lowest during the night and thus
reflect the fluctuations of the daily routines of occupants of apartments and houses. As such, occupants
cannot serve as guardians during the day time, when they are at work and doing their leisure activities,
shopping, and visiting friends afterwards. Similarly, the Routine Activity Approach [17] can also be
applied to the temporal distribution of car burglaries, which are highest at night, at around 1–2 am,
and during the early afternoon, from approximately 1–4 pm, when many cars are parked (unoccupied)
in front of homes or work places, respectively.

Future research can go into many different directions. First, the temporal resolution for observed
and estimated occurrence times can be refined from one hour, as applied in this research, to one-half
hour bins. This requires a large data set of crimes with accurately and inaccurately known time stamps
for both the observation and retrospective periods. Second, crime data included in the retrospective
and observation periods are four (2009–2012) and three (2013–2015) full years, respectively. However,
the number of crimes and their occurrence times exhibit seasonal variations. For this reason, it may be
worthwhile to replicate this study for different seasons of the year (e.g., several consecutive summers or
winters) and explore the impact that a particular season has on the results of temporal approximation
methods. Third, this study should be replicated with different crime types and in other study areas.
Fourth, the impact that the length of the retrospective period has on the estimated time stamps of
the both the RTA and RTAext methods should be investigated. It may be assumed that a longer
retrospective period (more consecutive years) would yield more accurate estimations than a shorter
retrospective period (fewer consecutive years). Finally, it should also be tested, whether crimes with
accurately known time stamps from the retrospective period should all be equally weighted, as was
done in this research, or that more recent time stamps should be weighted higher than older time
stamps. All these future research efforts will ultimately lead to an increase in the temporal accuracy of
crimes and to improved spatio-temporal models.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Lukas Oswald, Michael Leitner; Data curation, Michael Leitner; Formal
analysis, Lukas Oswald; Funding acquisition, Lukas Oswald, Michael Leitner; Investigation, Lukas Oswald;
Methodology, Lukas Oswald, Michael Leitner; Project administration, Michael Leitner; Resources, Lukas Oswald,
Michael Leitner; Supervision, Michael Leitner; Visualization, Lukas Oswald; Writing—original draft, Lukas
Oswald, Michael Leitner; Writing—review and editing, Lukas Oswald, Michael Leitner. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Most of this research was carried out at the Institute of Geography and Spatial Management (IGSM),
Jagiellonian University in Krakow, Poland during spring 2018. Oswald’s stay was funded by the ERASMUS+
program and Leitner’s stay was funded by a Core Fulbright US Scholarship program. The authors would like to
express their appreciation to both programs for their financial support.

https://bundeskriminalamt.at/501/start.aspx


ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2020, 9, 386 16 of 17

Acknowledgments: The authors express their gratitude to the IGSM for providing office space and necessary
equipment and to the Criminal Intelligence Service Austria for supplying the crime data for this research.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Chainey, S.; Ratcliffe, J. GIS and Crime Mapping; John Wiley & Sons: Chichester, UK, 2005.
2. Wieczerok, W.F.; Delmerico, A.M. Geographic information systems. Comput. Stat. Data Anal. 2009, 1, 167–186.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Ratcliffe, J.H.; McCullagh, M.J. Aoristic crime analysis. Int. J. Geogr. Inf. Sci. 1998, 12, 751–764. [CrossRef]
4. Boldt, M.; Borg, A. Evaluating temporal analysis methods using residential burglary data. ISPRS Int. J.

Geo-Inf. 2016, 5, 148. [CrossRef]
5. Johnson, S.D. Repeat burglary victimisation: A tale of two theories. J. Exp. Criminol. 2008, 4, 215–240.

[CrossRef]
6. Townsley, M.; Homel, R.; Chaseling, J. Repeat burglary victimisation: Spatial and temporal patterns. Aust. N.

Z. J. Criminol. 2000, 33, 37–63. [CrossRef]
7. Bernasco, W. Them again? Same-offender involvement in repeat and near repeat burglaries. Eur. J. Criminol.

2008, 5, 411–431. [CrossRef]
8. Johnson, S.D.; Bernasco, W.; Bowers, K.J.; Elffers, H.; Ratcliffe, J.; Rengert, G.; Townsley, M. Space–time

patterns of risk: A cross national assessment of residential burglary victimization. J. Quant. Criminol. 2007,
23, 201–219. [CrossRef]

9. Mohler, G.O.; Short, M.B.; Brantingham, P.J.; Schoenberg, F.P.; Tita, G.E. Self-exciting point process modeling
of crime. J. Am. Stat. Assoc. 2011, 106, 100–108. [CrossRef]

10. Short, M.B.; D’orsogna, M.R.; Brantingham, P.J.; Tita, G.E. Measuring and modeling repeat and near-repeat
burglary effects. J. Quant. Criminol. 2009, 25, 325–339. [CrossRef]

11. Lee, Y.; Eck, J.E.; SooHyun, O.; Martinez, N.N. How concentrated is crime at places? A systematic review
from 1970 to 2015. Crime Sci. 2017, 6, 6. [CrossRef]

12. Johnson, S.D.; Bowers, K. The stability of space-time clusters of burglary. Br. J. Criminol. 2004, 44, 55–65.
[CrossRef]

13. Brunsdon, C.; Corcoran, J. Using circular statistics to analyse time patterns in crime incidence. Comput.
Environ. Urban Syst. 2006, 30, 300–319. [CrossRef]

14. Ratcliffe, J.H. Aoristic analysis: The spatial interpretation of unspecific temporal events. Int. J. Geogr. Inf. Sci.
2000, 14, 669–679. [CrossRef]

15. Felson, M. Crime and Life; Sage Publications, Inc.: Thousand Oaks, CA, USA, 2006.
16. Ratnayake, R.M.K. Distribution pattern of urban crimes in Sri Lanka; With special reference to Mirihana

Police Division. Int. J. Multidiscip. Res. Dev. 2015, 2, 441–453.
17. Cohen, L.E.; Felson, M. Social change and crime rate trends: A routine activity approach. Am. Soc. Rev. 1979,

44, 588–608. [CrossRef]
18. Cohn, E.G.; Rotton, J. Weather, seasonal trends and property crimes in Minneapolis, 1987–1988. A

moderator-variable time-series analysis of routine activities. J. Environ. Psychol. 2000, 20, 257–272. [CrossRef]
19. Hipp, J.R.; Curran, P.J.; Bollen, K.A.; Bauer, D.J. Crimes of opportunity or crimes of emotion? Testing two

explanations of seasonal change in crime. Soc. Forces 2004, 82, 1333–1372. [CrossRef]
20. Sagovsky, A.; Johnson, S.D. When does repeat burglary occur? Aust. N. Z. J. Criminol. 2007, 40, 1–26.

[CrossRef]
21. Tompson, L.; Bowers, K. A stab in the dark? A research note on temporal patterns of street robbery. J. Res.

Crime Delinq. 2012, 50, 616–631. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
22. Glasner, P.; Leitner, M. Evaluating the impact the weekday has on near-repeat victimization: A spatio-temporal

analysis of street robberies in the city of Vienna, Austria. ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2017, 6, 3. [CrossRef]
23. Ratcliffe, J.H. Aoristic signatures and the spatio-temporal analysis of high volume crime patterns. J. Quant.

Criminol. 2002, 18, 23–43. [CrossRef]
24. Ashby, M.P.J.; Bowers, K.J. A comparison of methods for temporal analysis of aoristic crime. Crime Sci. 2013,

2, 1. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wics.21
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20717487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/136588198241644
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijgi5090148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11292-008-9055-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000486580003300104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1477370808095124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10940-007-9025-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1198/jasa.2011.ap09546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10940-009-9068-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40163-017-0069-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bjc/44.1.55
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2005.11.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/136588100424963
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2094589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jevp.1999.0157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/sof.2004.0074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1375/acri.40.1.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0022427812469114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25076797
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijgi6010003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1013240828824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2193-7680-2-1


ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2020, 9, 386 17 of 17

25. Brunsdon, C.; Corcoran, J.; Higgs, G. Visualising space and time in crime patterns: A comparison of methods.
Comput. Environ. Urban Syst. 2007, 31, 52–75. [CrossRef]

26. Hollander, M.; Wolfe, D.A.; Chicken, E. Nonparametric Statistical Methods, 3rd ed.; John Wiley & Sons:
Chichester, UK, 2013.

27. Felson, M.; Poulsen, E. Simple indicators of crime by time of day. Int. J. Forecast. 2003, 19, 595–601. [CrossRef]
28. Peck, R.; Devore, J. Statistics: The Exploration and Analysis of Data, 7th ed.; Duxbury Press: Pacific Grove, CA,

USA, 2012.
29. Kampitsch, K.; Leitner, M.; Schabauer, H. Der Einsatz von Geografischen Informationssystemen im

österreichischen Bundeskriminalamt (“The application of Geographic Information Systems at the Austrian
Criminal Intelligence Service”). Appl. Geogr. Inf. Technol. 2008, 1, 782–787.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2005.07.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-2070(03)00093-1
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Background 
	Temporal Approximation Methods 
	Study Area and Crime Data Set 
	Results 
	Discussion and Future Research 
	References

