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Development of A Network loading model for Dynamic traffic Assignment
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2 o

54 SPF RN F2 AHEEHE 2 P& } AL S Az TSR Eg met, H2
AESRC ENE JAHoZ HAF & dE A7 Fe9 nEFRE(Traffic model) E°] AAHL U}, @A)
7R gd 2PES AP B3 $JYE 2 M 44° 249 nEF Av(flow propagation)
FA) wgt FEIW, 2EL-EPAZH(Flow-travel time)7te] FAE WA F4 FYE Adste A5
(Functional approach)$ Cell transmission modeleltt /W18 T B e AFE 9 1522 &
& vlAHel A (package)ol 7123 AlBHOM Feg F@sl= Z-+2(Non-functional approach)ve
& ok 2y #5gee vedee 98 dTdM AA AP P& BAE doe @A lEE 2
oz3 gt wata, B AdMe AFe BYPAZLE AAr1zxe) AlBHoldeR BABIE JIYE sk
o), 258 718 P2 (Vertical queue model =& Point Queue model) 2.8 7d3it}.

A mye 24 8 FPSHL AEN] sk nEFY WS AL FHHeg Adste Mg
o]d 271 (Simulation loading algorithm)g /Agsln AL 2L A& Z2ads vadct & <
FolMdE REFY 7B ¥Ee nEd-Eu-uwzie] FAG FYPAUTY BAE AvEch 2P, vAH
2y Hgf *JEH/'QC’E g AR (propagation rule) AHETIE Bt BAAA nFHAN 1
Bue 8% SH4ES BF I 4 Uitk
o] AFE 20019% ALthEtn TA7E 2 AT A Adsle a7 oad FRHHAS




=4 293 28-S 9Jste] A7 AAE nE
o H3H(Dynamic Network Loading:DNL)E3E

A4 2E5%e 4 FYPHE] BAE A B
7189 gSolE Bpstn oA E RE
ol @AY 4 FYulY 2o Ze A
AES BEAF7|E ET el §F
Eulyd 2¥o] A¢ A FAH R (Static
Traffic Assignment)dlx] m#Ede Algzlel A2
AP EZA (Route Choice Problem)¥%t ohgt z
g9 d7183 Zo|(Queue delay), BHEHAIT
(Dynamic Travel Time), ¥9 - & 2%5%F(Inflow
and Outflow)d %2 wWsrt wEFo|2(Traffic
flow theory)ol H¥3I=% A= ojok gt ulebA
old 54 AIZAEL WEAIe FH nTYEI
23 (DNL Model)e] ¥vht #4E& &3] HARI-
Wt F8351, o] #Ho] BH FauMAEZH 4ol
Aty 54 mE933HDynamic Network Loading,
DNL)& Fo2 AZ(Route)® Wk Z+ PA(Link)
4 nERe 8% x==(Node)dMd nERS &
F. 95 o4 5ol T

A nEURs 2y AF yrgd s 3@t
dhilo) wel AA 27X 2 FRA. &, ok (2™ D
3} o] AFE WEPoN AZwARe] viE g
A g2 ol B3 2% wET Fal2¥ (Vertical
¥ Point quene DNL)Z 29 E8j8 A&
13l FPor FHe FHY BT FIHEY
(Horizontal queue DNL)°l lth. @A7HA] 7
g gRrEe 53 2w I 1% WY
2 (Vertical queue, point queue theory) 3l
L gl g} o]y ATFEL HBAHQ Wl
do| 2] WE o2 FIFOZRA, uEH Hzzxd
(Flow propagation constraint) £ {4 TEA|
2 F gt Z4el vk 1y £HF dirgE
& e oM P39 =¥ (spill-back) &
4 5 B2 542 FelFoR wAaketed @A
7b itk old BEANE FEs] ds +H3 o]
P8 wE7d LIRS AEsis A7 AYHD
glovt o AldAle] Slrh(Astarita, 19967 Adamo
et al..1999).
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A W deue 249 E4o] 1A% § £Y
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. 3y 8 uSw Fot2d
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B AFdNE H= Fel &
Aoz BARE] S "]EHM’E 5‘} T8 (Simulation
Loading Algorithm:SLA)S 7J&3l%ich. SLAY
NNEF2E W) En $£9Y drjolg 2 A E
gold BE& A Boltt,

4 ol58EE ¥

=

1. HI=A

WA, e 5§
AEE dEEx, E ﬁ—?‘ﬂW% %‘i% B8 gl
we} 87t }(runn
segment) 2

Fe et fﬂﬂ‘—r"{
e Hd P93 Ay o] X E
Pl F3tolH, EH7]‘TL e g 2pEo]
AR dolN /FEEHY Ao 2k
Fzrolth, B dAolA di7|atEe EEF,
ol tf7]8% (Horizontal queues)7t ole}, 2
2l 713 E (Point queues ¥+ Vertical queues)

£ gen.

-1> Er)
28 e BN

uq

Queueing
segment

vr

'”::»,“ xr

Running segment

(ag 3) FHE oi7|yae ide

1) AlEHRFA Al(State equation)

R FA L gt R FARFFE Ao
(control variable)Z, ¥3A wEFT #3
e (state variable)E AM&3CH 2
= A ¥3Z wE Y i@ %Eﬂ%‘%‘ﬂé F
P4 7| PRe s TR gy 2
oz gHI}

xr (D =xr Ht— D+ ur (8) — vr H(t—1)

xq oD =2xq Ht—1)+ ug ()~ vg H(t—1)
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AN, wr(t), vrip(t), xr (1) AR 715
3t B2 po F2 o) £ FYFU £33

2,

= wEE% #3325 aga gan EAse
2EHE 27t eIt xg5(2), uel(2), val(t)
A FUsA Fosle ®, Z47 dr]EtelAe &
9, & 18ln EA 28 vedth

2) nEF Mulx|2k(Flow propagation constraints)

2EF AL Fadeld 53 A7 #9
9 BERY AN, FEREUTS WAS el

te AG ez gt o] FddT

|

o]

vr (t+6,(8)) VY a,p, 7
vg (t+d.(8) V a,p,7,s

ur ()=

uq (1) =

A71A, () A FUR Al 2 FH730
£ St SIS v, d.(He WI1F3E
dA AAlste AlZbS Suigtt. ol nFF A=z
e 98 4 ATNER fYE 1EHe Aol

#q€ AZdel F2 FRAge] AY F K290
£ 2% 9Rlste AY ¥ FIFO 24¢ B4¥ 4
sl e opth.

3) MeIMEN|2KFIFO constraints)

APAEAG2A(FIFORA) S AA WA
Q3 AAAA gforv], F8H FPAA At
599 HEEsA vz Adol o weElA,
Carey(1992)& FIFO ZA& WAz oz B33l
%3 EAE ¥ ¥ AAE d4ste I3FA FIFO
Z7& AEdE Zo| uiFAE £ &S Wl v
ek zev gelEed mERe] S ¥8iAe FIFO
ZZ10] W3y wie YutEoR olF A%z
ZFA7I3 gtk E AFAE Ran et al(1996)
o] AAZ T3 2L FIFO 27& A &3t

7,(t) > —1

Q7M. 1()E AAE tiA F2Z o F TPk £
A)zte) 23t (Derivative)elth.

4) =0} 2IFEI2N2HMaximum exit flow from fink)
Fae Ad fEAFre Asax2g 229 B
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91%011*1“ o772
. TheT 2ol

a8 < 1g omax(t) VY a,t
A7V, g o max (£)E AR 1A FEHE HY uE
e Jehdol a3v, Ad /E225%E 257 4
B wWa& Wiy ez A3 A4S 54 9

HEA v EESE 4 7] "R B dfdMe
olge} o] mAE g ALEIIH T

vap(t) Svq gmax VY a,t
5) Z|El M|2tx=Z4(other constraints)

AollA AAGE A Qo= 52 TP 23
oA mesfofd AEL o33 B}

@ nEF ZEAH(Flow conservation constraints)
S vaa(t)= 25 uri(8),ua5(8)=vr 5(t)
@ ¥l&A ¥(nonnegativity constraints)
xr () 20, wry(t) =0, vri(t) =0,
xq (1) 20, ugg(2) 20, vgg(8) =0
® A21#9l Aok (definitional constraints)
%urﬂ(t)&ﬁ’,: ur, (1), ;ﬂvq,'l;(f)&:;: vg, (¢)

Zxrfp(t)aa'i Zxafp(t)r?ffxqa (t)

714, sne 1A st AE pol
g ol &3ldl, 1¥A god 0% ¥
variable)©]t}.

@ %712Z(Initial condition)
wr5(0)=0, vr5(0)=0, x4 5(0)=0
vg (0)=0

=x7, (1),

%3 YA 4
+(Binary

A AfzyolM AHE vhe} go] E J39 5L
71E d7de 28 33E 209 FEoR Y
5 Audvie Helth &, F39 AHE
o g7 E FEn ﬂrz}«l el dal =
HHQ e An a5F Ag2AES FLs)
o FAE DA (steady state) B2 Holste
B2 vlg] @A wERF BADL 7bsdEtA "ok

o

L
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2. AIBAI0IM nEARS[#(Simulation Loading
Algorithm:SLA)

SLAYAE 2z ODY ZAZ wgFo| g FdAl
S R Fgaez AMER] gm At
o W& AlEFeldE B ALY mETFA
Axt BFPAL (28 4H% 2e L wet 4
At

(28 49 (a)= P34 A4 gl A
P45 PAE Fste dAleld, (b)e FPF7
93 Aol j = G ¢+ XA J1E AF
o +AFHNZ TR GAE e Utk HA
T2AdM e Aol P2 PRI XA HAD
B A3 A Agste 4% dr1PE G o
g 7173 AASHe ez s uebA
FYPFUAME AFEo] AFFIEER o]Fdta
AR e Wr|F0 EAsE Aoz AR, o
? wye] EAe Ao dI7|AAE trld Pl 29
g8 GA BIE F 2en FIFOTFHE 2o} &4
A FEAD F itke FHol o =47 griaE
& BE3e Uy 4FE0] o ¥HE Agstn
oleH(Drissi-Kaitouni et al., 1992: Kuwahara -
Akamatsu,1997: Akamatsu, 2000: Li Jun et
al.., 2000). 2d(c)e 3 AFFe] IR} &
gag f&she dAom, (18 4(d)= WA A=
o] ¢43 §&HE ¥ty FANE FAshs HAE
&5t o}, ol Fe AL Tt wri(e),
v (t), xrn()} xg(8), wglh(t), vali() B
7 M5Ee] HZ(auxiliary) #Eel 24 €t SLA9Y
FAAQD AT 2 2ot

o
oo fo

ol % o

to off .

{Stepl] Initialization
(1.1) &2913% 2%
- AZH(Time interval) ¢=1
= orin(8). wriy(8) xrip(8), xa(t), wuai(t),
va () =0, d($)=0
UG o, max (D & 23
NA kox Eddle Zed AZnEF 7 k)
(o)A F01)
-~ mp(k)=0
(1.2) B2REF 7 (k)& %49 F3Hloading)
s, wrpn(t)E ALk

i

!
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[Step2] Queue inflow calculation

(2.1) FH77 ey 2 & o143t xr ()AL

(2.2) ZF f(R)ol tid) 2t 929 A= 23she
Ak & 718l AYshe ARH Q ing, (1))
A2k
© FH70e) B3 TP ¢, AL
@ Qingy(t)=a R+,

(2.3) A2 YA B4
2P (B =B+ 1,

{Step3] Queuve calculation

(3.1) ek Qini(H=¢old,
ug (1) = ugy(t) + (k)

(3.2) N4 E o] 438t xqi(H) B

(3.3) van(H Aol AF=x)

(3.4) T, vg5(H) < v 4 max (DOTR, va(DE Ther
g3 pR FEL (+ DA th7gHe
AFT wg(t+ 1) oA (Step3)d 3
£ 0

[Step4] Queue & Link exit flow calculation

(4.1) vg HOAF

(4.2) BR2EAANL 7 (RIAL.

@ va (7t r&EA Rale 2+
(B =n;(B)+ &t
@ vap (D7t FESIE AT
(k) =rn (k) +dy(k)
2ug3(0)
714, d;}(t)=m

[Step5] Link inflow calculation

(5.1 vgn(H)ol thal A= pAde) T8 B3 b= &
AAA wr H(HAE

(5.2) B3 p9) 7A@ TR BF, wp(d)=0
AR p) NEY)HEFR,

(5.3) t=T(EN AFAHA A4S T ¢ o 2
UuEF wrjy(£)7F gle 4%, AlBHold 8.
%A god, t=t+12 A% H(Step 2)
2 g,

AA7|A, 2R EAZYA 228 FFEARE
Packet)©} 7183 3t AR pB o]&F o), Aol
AXNE AR Bsted] A£Q8 Ajzteltt, maEiA,
(Step2)9] (2.3)dA N2 A2 FIANES ARt



time interval= 7
path travel time= 7, (k)

(a) Entering & running step

time interval= ¢ +rsAt
path travel time= 7T, (k)+ At

{b) Queue merging step

time interval=  t 4+ 2At
path travel time= 7 (k) +2A¢

(c) Partial exiting step

time interval= 1+ 3At
path travel time= 77 (k) + 2At +d  (t + 2At)

@i_l

(d) Full exit & running step

(28 4> AMlZsiold FotntE(SLA)

g uf, o]HAIZHNZRA] BAF AR BT xR
AFYAE TP £, T dalM 7 5 St Al
Ayl (3.1)L % 3t IE
ZFa |4 H3z29 7
S Fohe 43 7Y 25FE A
(4.2)= 99 AT 3%
71PAule] AFuFE vns] AFAAE Adse
Ao},

oln] Awal uiel o] SLAE 71EF o2 71&d|
AANE AFE MEPo|ARE-E dwdAlzl Roln) o]
78S ol &% A & AR AFH /(07 4 Al
AR JU2 AR § A= AA 2717t a0t
=7} g&e FIFO 2344 Aulskx] A =™, 7,(¢)
g d33l9 ARuTHE FEANNE Aol oM
W7l Bel FHFE A Q in )l W} £3FeR
FEAEE n5F AvrAE AFH g nEdn.

(Step 3.3)IM & &4 s2 Fale A FE&
AL PQ o]BA AHgdtE 71E4E sl AL
359t} o] 42 Jun Li $(2000)014 oleie}t
< FHZ AAFHNLH FIFOXHE W53

} Lﬂ‘ _L]

of
k3
P
rS
)
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(&% A4HExit flow calculation))

va(t+ 7, (1) wua(2)
v (t+ ,(8))  ult)

o2y, F4 s2 AYPshe wEFHY FEES o

3} o] Atdct

dlo

vttt e =" o (e, (1) ¥ as

9 Ae Al olelst 7ol MBaAL,

ug ()

(it d op(0)) ==, "0

UG o max (B d (1))

9 Aol ug, (1) 7+ AzEz uqa=§ua a(t)
gsle] Algtstd "ol

]

V. B89 W}
1. Y8xz

£ BoNe SLAREE A8% +93 drl9
&3 INTECRATIONEHS Hlwstaat g}, INTE-
GRATIONERE 1980900l 3ol % A Beoldst
SYNPREe APsel ALH BIoR WEF|
g9 248 02 B3 olg3tu Yot =Y

theory)oll utet B24E olFshe, Z2He 3
w3 & Foto] olFolArt. HIoE Y &
AL B3N] st FFol2ol 2=07% (Lane-
change) 233 §2 FYuiB o] F7bso} 44|
b Aol ITSAIES #H7F ol d8 ARz
Atk & AFdME ARl 7)zstd nERE XY
at7] wgoll ol frAtg Fele] 8td 2¥o] ¢l
71 Wi £ A7 =¥ Had FA4E Ao

B3EE INTEGRATIONEE & ¥w oz 1
ottt B, £ d7ddAe $£4F WPERy
o 7%, FUAE flol frEA S AHEStAT A
€9 n¥He (2¥ 59 2o ()W =As B2
HEE Yepdeh. 24 F3d i ddAsEE (& Do
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(E 1) 83 U8R

(3% 5) dd weY

Fh&EE Y5 FEHEY
(km/h) | (W/60sec) | (W/60sec)

{vehicle/min)

o5 mi2e

(interval)

(2% 6 NLESH! ODER

deht ok mEY Reds 2130 nEge T
Mz zhzk 159 26 Atelel| 2042k ke
%9 BI%e] AU BEE (29 6)3F Bt
R34 Az 2R 1202 BRaRen, 92
19 20 A9 AR FAAE Ad) O g T
el ghoz wystdnt Fasl GFEEF 0q 0mel)
£ AR 6000 (100h/2) 2 pEsldlen, olge
44 @zl 32§ LR £33 aERsl
432 ok & gk

rlo

2. A2

2 Agela ALE RY INTEGRATIONE 33}
of A#pulwe thgd 2ok F 2YTE g
(27138 4 §)ol A& thEr] g P8
MNEE Wasple oEd FWo) UUT. Wk, A
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AAQ ARZRANA Y W) e 2 % v,

1) REA-UE A

(ad & Al distd & AfoA AA@
$2g gir1gd 283} INTEGRATIONR ﬁéoﬂﬂi =
28 REFAE/ASZ Rolxm U T 18L& 7§
718 o] At A% 2dEE BAR ?Lfo}&?
Fdsed, dAdezg % Ry e AHujr}
e KAEE 4 & A% a-BAGH BEe] uirY
ol MYste FHF LEHE 4ol FYsA &
om, ol dea AnE BEFY Bl?W’éﬁ" Ve
W Aok T 2PN AEHE% o} APl
okzbel sbeirt gludl, ols DEFE xXdste

ol &4zt fjr] fieg, F 2
A7 (Packet) 0.2 F&H3ln INTEGRATIONAIA &
MaxEael 2 FHskn vk (198 &% BA3 o
& 3%HFEs WAE BFa led, YAl v
F o B33 g8 dehdlx ot afelA ERe
AL fae fAsh, £28 drgE RYe 3
o] wEdol AjAor Zd|, o AN wEFel wH{Y
Aof 7lelgct w3t INTEGRATION®| wigf ¥ d+
9] B30l FARLZ WE(Fluctuation)e] A e}
Uz e, ol INTEGRATION®HS 7% A
1S O3oR F%0)8& 7128 Baskey) =), &
At A o g shiel A A8 ODF
B2k sttel packet® AA)og B ulel wk
F-UE AR FEEA A wERR Utk

JIN rlr

(28 99 (2¥ 10)& 47 31 9a39
FAE Ve Z Ak olF GA AAAH
A o nen Bzt
a3t 2y AHdigdlls MR Aot
= Aot A7 st B de AR
INTEGRATION®] 3%, di7]@8e] Pyahe 73t
o {595 FXE gelHohv, dy|gdoe] A
Bz £5-9% AL 8 R ZHs Bl
2 ke Aot

3) SHAZREZ

(29 115 ZFUT SIS BAR HolF
2 drh 296l BaiFE Y 8% 59 F
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= 1000 Relation of density—flow rate
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24 (Backward turn)eltt. S|P 24 A}
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: 2500 Relation of flow rate-travel time
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