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Overview of Safety Evaluation
in A Development of Dynamic Operation & Control System
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1) Solomon

Solomon(1964)2 & x ¢ Atxe] @A ¢
el QAT E ATt =9 FA wWE A
29 BAE AN 24E 29 4aE
29 #ZuTHFS o83 AFSEEEE
Az okl A (D& At &= 4t
BAE vebd A Aol

2_
I = 100.0006062Av 0.0066754v + 2.23

I: involvement rate per 100,000 veh kilometers
Av : speeddifference, km/hr

of ATl Exe] WEALS FES| BUL
08 712z UY FHE uehith ol A
Fo FHSE9 gitol 0o ARESE 4R
@ £29¢ Teth 3, W FYsERG ¥
Jd4+E F& FoladsE un ze Y
w29l g EAST Atk

2) Lamm

E99 Lamm (1988,1994) AAI&EE(Ve)e
HHEY FHEE(Ve) o] HTF Al &H
#dsle AT AAYRA, FASE 4B

, F3e FAHYBAN R FEIAE FIUE
& AANEAY o] T FHALEE VA JIEE
ARy, d4d 7Y JUAYETE HIES
At7, AAZANAE 5§ 7oz &3y
Z Fd Vo xpol & Hluste HrtE Ao
2 o 4 2% 2o

GOOD design : AVy < 10km/hr
FAIR design : 10km/hr<{ AV < 20km/hr -+ (2)
POOR design : AVg ) 20km/hr

3) MUARC (Monash Univ. Accident Reaserch)
MUARC(1993)= Solomon9 @< vl3rt
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I= 500+08AV*40.014AV?

I: involvement rate per 100,000 veh kilometers

Av : speeddifference, km/hr

4) Liu & Popoff

Liu$t Popoffe BT HF& =9 Abau] &7t
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AT} 7% FAEE & F AN ol 4 e
F7HA] Aoz UHAE=d § AL Alusg H
TAFELY] FAE YEPR Holn, ofe 4&
&9 Zo|7tA Ese el @A Ao
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Solomonn] %}; wl HEAIH seo pael 242 99
304 Vi Aol e o
Lamm dz37e 44 Hh &9 Hol7t 4% 44
£9 BAd T Aust N
muarc| 723 55 BTEENT $47% 49
Liv & | B2A9459 suiold | B24E |l B44)
Popoff | oIt Abmskel B4 ¥4 | $A4w 1 da
Al T T ey e ———
2y | ATuEss 484 B4 | G, Seaelss Ay

......

Casualty rate = —17126.1+190.71v 4
Casualty rate = —0.0298v+0.0405( Vi, — V;,) —3.366!
Casualty rate : BHN —kmF F4or AAER

v: BEFLEE km/hr

5) EURO 29

%= Buruyadl A Mg 2y Jx3} H
"ol i@ &x-Alz RYPHo|tt, HyELEY
&5 o] Aozt AlnWIE X FFL A
Atk AlnWlEe HFEEE g wgoz
AHRBAE 7R = Aoz Yelgon oy 4
Bt HTLEe £ oo 7 AuNlx
#AE Jebd BA o).

ALn{AF) = { 1.536

v

)Av

......

AF = A=At 5/d)
v= BZEE(km/kr)

Av = speed difference, km/hr

2. headwayoll 9§ AAA H7} 9T

1) Kataja Vogel

Kataja Vogel(2003)2 =29 <taA 37}z
E 2 headway® AIS® A& Agstdth A
A E 2 headway®} Time to Collision(TTC)E
228 H 2y, headway’t FAHY AL EE
#a8 ¢+ vtz dEAU2Y, headway’t #}
S 2o gt d4d.

2) Sirpa Rajalin et al

Sirpa Rajalin et al(1997)2 A AE F 719
Aoz EF3 HEXAE A dF
&4t 24A FHE AFFFAHA gt 2749
A& (Close-following drivers®} Control drivers) 2.2
TFEagen, Aze M headway’t 08% o]
3, ¥2ke] AL headway’t 2~5%Z FAHA
t}. Close-following drivers& FA#AQU AFLA
2 Basle headway’t & olfrell thate] HE
ZAE AANZE 23 40%7F F498 B0 39
om, 73%7F dALE AU

3) &AA 54 #4 4+

Evans & Wasielewski(1983)& uol7} H&
42 headway’l #otA 1, FA7t ool 3
#oe 2L =&3}490.

Evans & Von Buseck(1982)v <UHHUEE
& ¥ AR} o #-& Headwayd 713 &
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<E 3> HEE4Hxtel EPDO AHZEHA (staiz, 2009)

Nzdr | % e

EPDO 0421 0157 -0.720
Ands - 0.147 0434
i3 - - -0.236
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V. Simulation Z21H HE
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1. IDAS (ITS Deployment Analysis System)

IDASE FHWASA ITS MEA2Y &9
2 4% adE BASI] sty AAR A&
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2. AIMSUN (Advanced Interactive Microscopic
Simulator for Urban and Non—urban Network)

AIMSUNS IDASS FdstA e F8uo]
BlE #8839 oI aFFE(=4HA N/W,
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