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Cooperative user equilibrium under Advanced Traveler Information Systems
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Il. Fallacy of composition2} Wardrop2l #8 v. 2 2 ‘
2D
M2 o] whl £ ATolA MASE WEe $AAY WA
] g2 nadTE ol Fol7t Aok R A A4S 8 2
ATA AAEE FYH ALAFY HES AAHc)

HZ FHAA g 3l AR AFo] A
Qom, o AFL YT F43] A dddd. DA
AFTFEHA ARAY 7|EoR FE AEHE Ade
Wardrop(1952)0] #letat Al8-2k #3dE)(User Equilibrium)
2 EEE o]f3e EARAE e w¥ol EAsiY, ¥
defellMe Ao H2E Yoz HANA olds ¥& F
e dd2 Fodoh aHd AR #3dEs SAAEDR
o ANz YA ¥ A RUETY] FYPANE Hi3
N7lEe HEz 228 Ad9dte 72 7ol g
ol - 7ML wFAREY AFol fx Ao eI,
AN BFHBAFTO Fsd FHdAME FE7t Qi §,
AFAHRE AFPE AAE & FAAEY 598 4
Azt Botd 4 QA old] wEt AN ARE WAY & gl
7] wjZolth. ©o] AS AFAFRE AFds LA 184
22 Az E ft(leader)® FFAfollower)BA EE
Mz FqE@Ar EAE £ Aok oA AL, ARENY
v P& 7148 Wardropd] AHEA #8719 @4 2
A gon, 2L ALz #¥o] WaFA "o

E dFedAe 1gARE FI LHATY HYo| sed
WEY BFeolA AR HR2AYI|EE AAFE d &
#eo] gk o8& Wardropd| AMHEAIEY I g HYF A}
£A1-# 8 (Cooperative User Equilibrium)o]gt Aol&t} %
FRe a3E BNy AA 71EATE] JPse Wy
2 Wardropd] AHEAEEAHE AAZ Fu $AAE 1§
AEE Agee Iy 234 & FJdog PR £, o
£ ABAFAE BAFe FyoldHVuren et al,1991;
Baek et al,1997; Yang,1998 & #=). maly 7|& B2
AR PG FE 22 {A% = Y E %%" ,\15}.
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Il. Fallacy of composition2 Wardrop

°| #¥
A, Q F(fallacy)oll W AWRA QFE Yukxlor oy
S8 Kol vt AAZe FAEH AHE ouidith §Ale

2 FH(fallacy of composition)e 7123 <1 “'f'*-i——f—-_:——% stz g
Ad dAZE LHE e 2L 459 3

FEE& FAsE e i sde o¢ —%4‘5}‘5}. upeba A
FTEHE g $ditk” “BgE FAste 4AE RolA
¥tk wety £8L Fo BolR gerh” T gE o= ¢
&2 gl Wa & o 2o HE{E FA 2wsin &
HEAL A uar &84T AAF o Wi A4 A
o2 feEsitd. ojgh we] QFE e, ol By 2
Ft(fallacy of division)e]gt 3% HAE HEo=z Eid q
SAste LFo Oe R 22 A7 Aok ¢ SEEE e A
A 300de] |ttt Thompson & 1 &3l F oo}
wWetA Thompsonil$=9] vho]& 300417} @Y, & ol
LFEL AF WANE 2FE MIAD AATME Qe
47 LFEoth o
ol Ao Q2 FH(fallacy of composition)E H AT
(optimization program)ol ZH&3&] HW oo s A=
FAY AHSEAANN AEEAE 55]3'15}"]7] AHE 3
A 23 ANH o2 3 HA 4L & o A
AMARetL Qlth &, o|RE Ao E HAH3 A7l Fdug
AAEA L HAHge M2 48 F glthe Aol ol A

wlo r.?l_,
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Woll g <Aaglol Zby]) AAute) 23S HHAIE=
NashAdLo 2 EAE F4E 3% 24 71540 AAA
21=3 ' :

49 L7 E DFRLA H43 Hah dutFog HzAdy
A F2 AMEHE Wardrop?] A7 9 2l(Wardrop
User equilibrium principle, 1952)= ¥%¢] Nash#¥oz t}
&3 Zo] ¥

[Wardrop User Equilibrium, WUE]
AFERFE O] Aple] F2E YdWFoF wAs e EPA
& U958 5 gl= YHA A&} FY(UE) e}

ol B4, AHEATE AR Y BE B2 FYNTL B
FoEYE, ofy ALSEHA ¢} ojd Az FAtng
22} A drt. Wardrope] AHSAF Fa2XEdels A
e wieiglel Aol FRPul8g HagArgE x7]0)7)
F(selfish)?! 2 old =dHE FYANEst AHLRFY
(User Equilibrium)ol® Nash #3¥o] ®c} o]¥ Wardropd)
#FYY e AHAEY F2AY PuHE FUHo2 & uy
g & 4 9tk

Ty, 7 ALY BN S-S Has T EE BHsA &
2 AHEAT Pl MAES T4 sHcomposition)A]Z] A9
AYZUAA = B3 F, old AT YN &
28 2= 3871 obd = gl og 271 CdAE A
bR~ Y

[AA1] AH8-AF B (User Equilibrium)® AM-2+ &3 (User
Optimality) @ Smith(1984) '

sutel 1A% e FHEG dFs= F A9 A=
Ry % R, 7 9otz a4k oju A2ug C(-)8 o
B9} 2oha AAge '
Cih =3/F +/ +1
Colh=2/f +/fy +2

o, gAete Hdokn PSR Fsar ofdsh 2o
39 ghe, » -

D = {f;fl + fy, = 2, 1y ZO,J(ZZO}
ek && AN A2FIF (1, 1)°] WardropZ Fsflojch,
old, BZF AN &L &I} P2

c;(1, D) =C,(,1) =5
A EAAA E o2 Wardropd F8#(Equilibrium): ¢lch
wet AR H3 BAAEL Wardrop FEojolo} s,
23 7bsd Aga A FPAEe (1, Dolt}
a2 AR o] RS ER Ao F, (1, DS AR
HY FYYR-o] oplth 1 olfE A2 19 BE F8o)

A2 22 YW o] FYFL o WL FPuLL 24 H
7) elrt.
C,(0, 2 =4<5=0C,1, 1

=1, Dold A 3¥ Egsde] tig e B
e Aol

%} B2 1& o83 BE FYPo| H2 22 H2E 9
o, F2 1oy A2 29 EYPAE5o] BF Azu|fo]
ZasA "ok amy 0, 2% AL okt o
AHESA e 22 19 A Hlge] 3o1m AL EHE A= 2
o B Hlgo] 4022 SYFo| A2I2 AL Tt
oblE AHol7] wEelth &, /=02 ZA$ Wardropd
THEYHE BSA7X B8 gl f(1,1)L Wardrop]
ZEeolAT FASHE o), F2¢ dEL FeHY =4
3ol A Wardrop®] #4& EAstARE, AHeA HH o] ngd
< EAA & & YoE Aol A

}

&f S R I

[ 712} Braess’ paradox (Sheffi, 1985)

<IYD>H Pol 249 B2t 4k FaE 2 e
O-DAE 2= YEYaE 474 84 § 0D UL
Beloln 2 939 $PYFE e} 2

¢y (%) =50+ x,
Cox9) =50 + x,
C3(x3) = 10x;
04(x4) = 10x4

WA, A2 BYA FYALE ol8ad HEHIY AL
AFYUBEAAL S o,

A2FYFe f,=3,f,=3%%0| 51 2 Jasyzye
x1=3,%,=3, x3=3, x, =359997} I}

ol CEEL NS ¢,=53, c,=53,
c3=30,¢c,=230 ot}

metd, AzAte C{P=83, C{P=831zudaA
NEAFYZAE VEER, FFYNLLE 408 (- A1) %
SUA + AR29) FEYNL = Bx3 + 83x3) (54 -+ A
s,

ek e FAATE ALATIT AAME Zol7] 9
3 mEHe gt sHsAL ojAe T Fives
ddde A2 =2E AAFesA JAssit adm)e
F7He FaGHA)S PAFN2 A7 A2 A42E RdF
Ttk M2 F7te A3 Bgu8dsE Ogn g
cs(x5) =10 + x '

M2 MEYIY dd AAFYZEE oS3 2o] A
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q=6

(a) Original network

(b) Expanded network

<Z1¥1> Braess' paradox

oltt. gapd, F2EYARe CP = CP= CP=924
Aoy, FFPAE BA=H=Z1 + F=22 + 239 F
FYNZE = Ox2 + ©x2 + 02x2) (B4 - Aol

7)ol FEsot & e YEHAY FEYA0] Pas
7t A9 48Nz wlms] PAE F7lEE 552AIRtolgHE
Rolth. FF WA Z7HE Bohig WEY A FHz}
7} AYE BINRE BARVNN RARSAZ Zte
Rolth. %, REEFS SV nA JHE £27} aFA
#E 9 g3a7z Qi) o] R4S Braess®A(Breass's
paradox)e}il 3t} o] Ra4o BEE 4/ AHEg 4 Qi B
YA Z7te Zzte AR 2 Al EHARS
238t ALRAFYUBY ZAWG 226 de o)
AR Ay e YEedA ol gt ulNE 9
& TEEA @1 A7) oldne 9FE YUY 1¥n
FE A0 ZASE AL NUE £ A 99 W

SollM AHE 2709 cAE T8t & + e A& Nash#

Path definition
&9l Wardrop?|

Path 1 /'\ Tyl A

dolxl AnE
Path 2 \/ # A 8 (optimal
solution)7} eld
F = en,
Braess®] 94

gxe  FaA

‘ 7He 93 =
Path 3 < 239 5
MleE LF

(fallacy)& °}7]
& v dvde
Rolth. &, ¢
d dge AL
Agel ALt
o] E&& wlgf
Hoz wEAF|7] f5t st ulP = (Non-cooperative)
Adatel X 28 7hsAol AR ol A7t A7l 2
B dRe E28 o]&3le AHAE) A2 g3sr ¥x
@Yol e BHS HHA 7] g @A
#dn & 4 9ok

. 22 H2ME lg| :
HEly AlBX2Y

HZ QAR 2FARAZ] 7HedlA m, AHgaze AR
Aoldo] Edaio] wet, AHEIZte] HHol /H5Ed AL
2 Btk whef o)A gte] AAHSIETHA, ALY u Y
gg AAZ 3= Wardropd Z2Addels £40] Bast
o, ALY HES dgdald xgA "ot o F
AHgAZEY YRl H2E HYste 42 AFA R
A gt ol Ad2¥ FYPEr) Boe AN
FAFE HaFA7]7] Aste] Ao gysis dAgE
TR IE & 5 ek o] EZuM AFA FesE
AR a9l ¥¥3  AMHEAFH(Cooperative  User
Equilibrium, CUE) T+ A& A3 (Strategic User
Equilibrium)g} ¥t}

[Cooperative User Equilibrium,CUE)]

At cooperative user equilibrium, all used paths have the
same cooperative travel time and the cooperative travel
time is the minimum cooperative travel time for each OD
pair.

- 340 -



247AM MEA ANE dH¥Y ARATICUBE)ILEE
A E F3d 7|& Wardrop®] ZH(WUE)H9} vlas] B
A,

[+1A13] Wardrop®] AHAZH(WUE)T d3H3 AMEATY
(CUE)

TEGe 299 ATt EASH, LAHL AFHRE A
T FAAE 238X 4 AE uAna 4 &1z
5& g8 A% o] i Ao BAYE P, P, &
Ha3A7le AR AP,

(AR Py(xy, x) =22 — 20, + 225+ x, ()

(£AA2) Pyxy, xy) =2x% — x, %, + x5
2)
A74 BHGS P, Pyt Fisk1987 A%S 402, 2
Zt Hagho] EA gt
WA, 71& Wardropd] AMHAZY(WUEIHEZ 9 EAE
Eo{HAL olFE AT 2= M2 AU uBeA @
I AR EXPFE HaATle WEos JAEAS
dhe ulgg gl A webA,

gil =2x1'—x2+1=0 3
Z;Dzl =—x;122,=0 @
AR HAE dddA 9 g 2ok
xl =-—% x2=-——% o]_y/_
P =-0.222 Py,=0.777 )

g2 & d7dd ANY ALY ASAFRCUBY
G2 o $AE B BA SAAIE AFUE 2EANE
Fato] R4 ARl dskel WAV} oFA HeHER
g ¢ 4 37) Mgl o) nedel 2AE WA Ao, @
B, ade AU 248 AasAslHe A9L A
A wekd o 39, £ $AUel UMY BHY
Fuel Egeolel smz 9 4 W2RH E3¥
%= 5 xg AW dYsie B8R cest vk
P(x;, x5(x))) =22+ x,
gheta,
oP,
0x;
}E dech

=2 +1=0c22, HFHo2 gl g

x1=“% x2=_%

P,=—0.250 P,=—0.437 ®)

714, Wardrop®] AHE-AE Y Yz 78 (459 dE3
AHEAEE L2 FE d(de)dle BT Aol7t ASE ¢
T Ao &, ¥94 AgAZIdYgz & vt o de 53
BF @& 22 Qo b L dE E2¥de AME B
o ol BFAPRY A¥E 59 F Jon AFHPRE
T8 3z 94 dHetlME Wardropd] HIgE H=2
Adgdey 3o B dFedN AL FHHA AHea F8e]
o 8d3Ye AAEe gl B

v.d B

2 dPAME AsYuFAA(netlligent  Transport
Systems)7t F@RA wet SARNERY A2AHYYsL v
HEdgo] obd FHAQ 4oz ANE AeZ odsin
olo] Tt N2 A2AY dE Ak AAE ¥
A AMRATE S FARETY FHAASANA o]FojA #
HAHZ 71€ Wardropd] AHEA ¥ deEde de 734
B2 Agr} oJAE T3 o] T A9 AR FYH
€ 4% 2%, 993 TYYE/t Wardrop] T34H =
o £ HE 2& 5 ULE I £

g, £ dFE A2AYEAY o] oA MEA Azt
T HAoNor §F ¥2 d7HA dol A wA, ¥
A FINEE LFPALLZ ALy AMe g€y §
g X ZH cooperative travel time)oll Wit Aeolzl a3tk §
g3 FHALE 71E SR 2u, v AzAYg
of g Fd$e ¥Wg(reaction)S TYv|E&Fghol X g
of gt} F AR Fa|HA ZH 9 F£A(model formulation)
7 814 g3 E(solution algorithm)& Awste AdF% ¢l
th B dFME oy o] Eald) thd @2 zn YA F
A gd £ FANE AR £2E, 2YAS B
dalM HRE e o a¥A ¥ JAd 5 AHEAE
oz P FE3 BRYPAL FEEor F Aoz ¥t
olgtdl LFEARATE #HE 7|E ATE(IE B9 B
AFOZ 2% Braess’ paradox)ol ajrls M2 4o
gad Aoz yal
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