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ol 2Asle nEWAM wER7 e B4 A4S B3, AAE BgdAe Y Al
dte 2TFe shiel Celli #Asta Cell following rulef wheh %!aow AN G, 71&9

DNL RIEL g3 st 2249 q7lgd g galer] g6 d448¢ 2+ 9d 9328 FP9309
Wrdd Fheg BeEdle] gacd dgste B4 Y (state)E FYT tiv12 A BABIE HEE A
st ok, SRl ol /M wERY g §4 54 BARIEd FAEE AL AKX, <)@
*‘?‘*ﬂ@% FHE37] Y8 2 AFoE 298 FAEY S =2 o] §5AY Lagrangian method® A&
2123 L A3} Moving Cell theoryE 71E3ltl. Moving Cell theorydlelA] A& (platoon)Z Cell

2 ﬁi‘ﬂﬂtﬂ, Zt CellE& FFol & wel APstA "ok ol2ld Moving Cell 719+e] AlEgold 32 o
v Cremer et al.(1999)o) 28} AANR u glov 1 A dide] n&ra BAFZ|97] &l dFut
F A BFE ANGA Zaka, Cello) T 7Med AFRSE AAH R 4B 5 7
) < 37 Holux FIA. B A7 A9 A7E0] e AARE 5T F A A=: B
Moving Cell theory® Addte A, wEFY 943 B4 B4 H3E Celld o537 v ¥aE
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. M2

Merchant$} Nemhauser(1978a, b)7} # 9
2EE AT 013? 54 By R¥E] &
A7AEY FES WA HUA F H @48 »
F AdsE e %%E 23 sl #4lo] Rofxlm ¢l
. & g7 gkt ol 1990 WA e ¥
B %—"\—ﬁ #AE Ze 74 FPHSHETE

3 52 Bdur R¥YSo] FE AU,
5’—'53'3‘ oM AMEsks FIFOAIZe] 5
o} ZAYE AS BAPS| HEZ(Non-—convex)
AE HAAA HAHNE Fol7] oAfte Ho| B
‘_:IL°ﬂ*1 A =0l g Carey, 1992: Ran & Boyce.
1996).

AEF Z7t wE F3 FIAN AFH Fot
FEE A=) 8= BPR(Bureau of Public
Roads)?l #Eje] A|+F7pE o] &sldol sfAt
wEF F7H dal FPARE Sk RFAEI w2
SANNEATFE o8 A5 9 AT =]
Hlg] AT 74 Fo] o ARE @io] TAEA T
A g3 A3 2AFEC] o 4 F2E whAL
7he @] vebdtH(Carey, 1992). °l#{g @4
g7] 98l B3 BYPAIE FrE AHESHE RS

B2 FIFO A& A8stn glovt oA
5 (Convex)dEl9] EHEF2E A|dsl= A2
718 A4 BATTY vl v ES Pt %
& 9o} 28d HAg WL Ed ;,q;qsﬂ L=
E"J‘Q & gl 4go] #AFTHCarey, 1992).

olZA FIFO Akl A& EAIER ofvet A
PAo] AU wEFEThe old Aztdldl ZAH &
A8 wEEe] Fgo] dxl Al FYARt 1|
A Fgol A 2 "MEFS By T2 FA4
o) E;g

=R 2gull

rulo ml-ﬂ rlo o

]

el (kinetic state ®E dynamic state)

g9dg £ 27 FE9 stateR Hole ¥
g 4 e FAFE T ol A A2
53 Zaq)

oy o

(Travel time function approach)-
ARy & Eeted Be FAYS 7T AT
olglgh &A QoA dR AFAEL AFHNU
7|8 o] &(Deterministic queuing theory)E ¥
= g Heste FAE BESHH Drissi,
1992: Kuwahara & Akamatsu, 1997; Li Jun et
al., 2000: Tong & Wong, 2000, Huang & Lam,

2002). Wi718E o2 T3 FPuAY <) &¥ A

9 zF ARHAA F7l2 BT £ de o AA
AlREe Z7)e A AlZe] A7)0 H7l Wi
FIFOA2ke] glolE FIFO Z7o] §uts|a] gerh
olg|3t MdE B T TP RFE FEdhe
AL Point theoryd® dtedl, ZdoMe F29 &

FolA d7lgdde] AR FiiztA] 2L 5
dote TS o] &3,

Point theorydll @43 54 SuP2FS 47
AL E(F2 vE ALEF FIFOAM S AAH
2 AAY £ glx, 39 drjgHe] ZdolE At
& & Slde AEE ZA%, £4% grgEsg e
o] g3l7] wlie] uiZlAEe EFH dol7t ARF
WEF(upstream traffic flow)oll ®|X|= F&(Spill-
back)& BAME 4 ¢lth. Adamo et al.(1999)&
o]t FAld] FESm tirlPH o84 EF)H<
7|88 e Al ¢ e 2¥-E #3skd Horizontal
model S Nttt 1w REE o83 3}Eﬂ°ﬂ
A g ti7|gEoe] FA {UFA] AsEHL
T8 # 34 Spill-back S dodle )2]'%1'% ZH
sk a8y o uz13E o|2d AT B
7@ Ee] 54 wsF S4E AdsdE & gz,
Ao|A 3/} backward wavedto] WAsIA He
ARE AHs¥Th. B3N backward waveTt
HAshE A, WrldEe] Ak (propagation)
Botg gt mEF el (unstable flow state)ollA 1}
e HA 9 Fao] wkEEE #4H(Stop and go
EE Go and stop)& BAME £ §I7] wlEd], ti7]
PH PAo) w2 LFA3} @4 22 ETFFU F
A E4E HAEE ¢ gl

oA nFWIAM WEFS T 4
VA A stet £
Dynamic Network Loading(DNL) Z3o]g} 2}
o] RYEAME ZF AlRIE 71EH weHY ARe
olu] &t 714 el HA W nER A
(propagation), ¥, ¥fF 52 AM¥sA €. HE
A9l o2& Cell transmission model(Daganzo,
1994, 1995)W9] Propagation model®|t} Horizontal
1999), Moving Segment
1999) 5o} 2 NETSIM
2ET oy HFR
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B dFo|d = DNL modelEol % .
23 W nEF APA AT F e thF shock
waved] BEAL d7jabEEc] 3
- BFA AR T 1 =
AhE 55 AANZ 5= e A2¢ DNL 2%

7 114]

2 AET:EY

B
L=
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o _1\-)1
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2 AoME 7]Z DTA(Dynamic Traffic Assignment)
2380} DNL(Dynamic Network Loading) %%
dA olgd uwEF RYES EFH A el 4
i =

1. Deterministic queuing model

MEoA e AFTukel 2ol DNL #obelA
7V ol oj&5oje 2L tr|dEd et of
718E 28 div|gEe 235 I whet Point
model®} Horizontal modelZ Ug & Aed EA
7 AR el dFEL Point /M o] £3
£ Z°)vH(Drissi,1992; Kuwahara & Akamatsu,
1997: Li Jun et al., 2000, Huang and Lam,
2002).

# 29 Adamo et al.(1999)2 wHHe] Spill-
back 4-& 28¥ 4 e Horizontal models
Agsdct, of 2¥e AA FARYI w=sRFPO
2 FAHed, 3aRge JAqMY ngH g

Adshs 8¢S s, =223 At F9

AxksiA Bl
A x, 1™, 2™ A7 43 nEF,
, fra ESP S R
Ztzb FY k) qizlE FE ou|ske Aol
tv dA9] Al7H (interval)-& YERIT}. Horizontal
model?] A MAAMEE YA FHPAZF L

=
H 2 O =
EREAE

| |

Queuing segment

Running segment

X (0 X (1)
—==4 xglt) — o
SR R

(& 1) Horizontal link model structure

15

Z3) 7lsAL 7t gy Ee] Holo we} Al
Holt}, = dr|gdo] P2 HAAE HAfses 4
B39 JF&%FE 00 Ha, FHFAY FA] 0°]
o} A% YAg vr|g o] AvtE= Spill-back
A& BAE 5

rergel AL =22 fFYHE 339 FELF
(x24¢))& #% F8(demand) 2 F8L, ©
3 xeo A4 sFE F39 Hd FFEFHAL

)& vlms) AR G329
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5 g3 wjgshs WS 1
%33-? -4 Azl vlEs] Aste WH(
kel o8l 2R eh= W (Adamo
et al, 1999) I (c]¢} #AHE AT HE&e A
a9 91(2001) XL.T'_OV] ]2
712 A7AE] 98l AAs& Deterministic
queuing model® 71 & @HL dV1dE k7
WEF B4 BAPL ofdde Motk dwtdod o
7B AFgTe Pol EH&H -%ﬁ“—}’—ﬁi’-i
o] Fojx|7] W Eol EeHd mEFAHEL & F
2@y}, Deterministic queuing theoryol «]?}
50 AS Aggo] ul7|PE FHEW tirld
AR A5 HIWAA ] blocks d43
Aol A 10the] AHgo] fFshd 1 2ol
ko] Y= Alzke] AT glo] ARgTh o &
g7z 7133 Welld EA3h= shockwaved
I o83, tirlsido] AHEE Hgo] dAd
T -3 257 7bsd W, Deterministic
queuing modeld|A W78 E Aol FZHs= AW
ozyt AvsE #A47F vk (Adamo et al, 1999).
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2. Cell transmission model

Deterministic queueing modelel B3] 2EF2
54 540 E Bt qUstA BAE & =E )
iy 28o] Cell transmission model°lt}h. Cell
transmission model Daganzo(1994, 1995)°l
e JuE m¥oz wEYS YIE IPHE 9
Cell2 Eaalxm ztzke] CellollA AArAC 2EFH
TANE 78l 2EFE Simulationdls 7|Helch
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olg| o] &5 nEFY Yx7te FAE Newellol
AAF Triangular formulation®& (1) &2
FAE ZFe=tH(Newell, 1993a: 1993b).

g=min {v’k, ¢™, w(k; — R},
for 0<k < k; (

—
~—

Q7M. we EFAHAMY T A9 £ E
ettt ol & Zasid (19 2)9 Zrh

Cell transmission modeldld AEFE oA Al
) AFF Ex9 FF Y aEFE, AFF
Cell®l AHEE F 71 22 ghetd dRENA 8t
F52 AolAchAAIg €2 Daganzo(1994, 1995)
& #xdtr] uiig.).

AaZ Z83 ffy] e s FEEE Deterministic
queueing model®l H13} Cell transmission model
2 PAE B AEgstn, 4 Cells U¥dc=
FPo} di7IdHR FEste o] oflg F EAE
TE M 4 R 2YEEir] i AEd 2
57 BAWL 7bedt 2Eolth. a8y Cell® 544
g 98 Algstn e Newelld Triangular
formulation®] ZEFHE shock wave £Z& 2}
5, AR, wrigEe AgsEr § MR 3
galsle] ol &dtn gl wRd, mEHFe d&Ho|n
A Agdste BARREHs 3A7F o Trian-
gular formulation® LighthillZ} Whithame¢] A
Alg B3 aER WA g 44 7 F U=EF
713&e g AASt TAMEQ] nEF-EERA

£ FA4% Aotk wiebA, Triangular formulation

Flow (Q)
Kiam
1 1
vtw /
qmax
v / w
Km Denslty (K)  kigm

(28l 2> Flow-density relationship in Cell Trans-
mission model

& o]&3l= Simulation model® A% Fog o
713l Yehde AZ Aekte] gk ofF 2%
79 7t - AEREE At @47 ok &
Cell transmission modelold 19l Cell& 2L
HEF BAE 77] W), d9z EdHE Celld
A7)0 we} 2¥el QAlEe] A FEE v & 9t

3. Moving segment model

Moving Segment model& #<* Cremer(1999)
Sl g8 AAHNAT. ZEe 71RA e fA
v 71Ae] g4ke 28 glsle Lagrangian method
o} BMFNE FAE F83E Fixed coordinate
system< 2%3g Holt}.

Moving Segment model® 71& 7¥L Cell
transmission model® HHAZ Cello] ZFEE M
gAE gHole Aot} Cell transmission model
of mFE Cell& o|43] nEFRE Tn, YAFE
whal-g &gt WbH | Cremert Moving Cell& ©]|-23)
Ao drdsh} £xdstg B fastn Fd
A AHE 4§ 93-S EHIHCremer, 1999 ).

Z} Celldle vlgl 839 Ne] kel A=,
PA Ao Nule] Aol =FBIAE 1709 Celle]
DEAZA 7 Cell A, T F A9 wallg2
4] gledl, Celld ¥ walle] X 4 Al
ZHl (interval) Ao %3 Celld % walld
dx)Sor &} Celld FHEHT7E F718HR Celld
Zoj7} dolA W zhaskA Ha, Cellel A
X & 2457 AdA Cellel 744314 =A Cell
o] o7} FolEo] HEr} FUHei

Cell transmission®] Z} Cellzt &Zut Exof
< W Moving segment model®lA]

o} d4Hog Axy &x9 Holg A ¢
Qo] FATe e wERY T4 S4E d¥se

ot g & Ug.

° Zggio] t=lol gl FFyt

¢

-3 CellZtol

78 A2 F fix, al
RS &R 7] Wi Adauxzy Aol
o] g3 FHKFA A= B¢ NUE 7T A

&) %
s A d7lske A7t Bl $Y3 Celld)

9 ZEF7H ¥l $AHY AFRES Y4E 5+ Ao
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. Simulation Based Moving Cell Model

B AFd|ME Moving segment model® Cell
following T-& ]88l Celle] A& (platoon) <
F4te RS 2388 ArsnA k. Moving
Cell model¢l&F B3 o] 282 3}e] Cello] ¥
A9l wall(forward wall®} backward wall)< 7}
Az slen 7} Celltdlle FFt2e] A4dr &
AFA AABE 2EL Cremer(1999)9 Moving
segment modelZe €2 Z CellZte] 7HFe] &
A & e, FUF CelldAE forward wall
I} backward wallZ MZ Y& =& 714 #

=3
1. Notation
#7198 HolE fe) Fas Yeile = A

) D EAAI7H 2ol (interval)

p™ 83 AYEE(k/hr), AUPge v/ E
o} e Ao vy dFsiy, 44
#e Hae AFE Celldd #5)3=
AFE F32 Celld AEF 54 =

v B3 §E2EE(km/hr), HUEE v/ R
e drgez njeE] Aiep, AA
Sy A2 o7 FYe poR 43

o/ 1 %39 A% 2%F $=(km/hr)

) AT oA 32 wEH(veh)

x7(e) o ARRE tol A 29 KUY EF(veh)

x 78 AT

' & (veh/hr)

& (veh/hr)

=
g™ : H3A9 AW #&F 2E5F&(veh/hr)
ki

X, Cell c9 2% %F(veh)

X! Cell c9 #3)A w%F(veh)
X! Cell ¢ 32 wEH(veh)
X: 1 Cell ¢o 34 nE%(veh)

L  Cell ¢o Aol(km)
vae(y) « AZER tollA Cell ¢ HdE=(km/hr)
K®(t) : AZhh tollA Cell col #Hat Bx(veh/km)

Qe(t) ¢ A tollM Cell co B DEFE

(veh/hr)

vZe i Cell c9 forward wall9l Azt A%
Alel % (km/hr)

V¢ i Cell c9 forward wall®) Az} £8

Al9] &% (km/hr)

V2 i Cell c9 backward wall® Azt Al
229} &5 (km/hr)

vie o Cell 9 backward wall®] AlZth %
879 4% (km/hr)

P/ Cell ¢9 forward walle] AlZFR A)=
Ale] 93] (km)
Ple i Cell ¢9 forward wall® A1 £&

Ale] YA (km)

Pl Cell ¢ backward wall®] A1ZHl Al
ZA19) A (km)

Pl2e i Cell ¢9 backward wall®l AR F
82A19] 94 (km)

2. Flow propagation model

1) Cell generation

DNL EgoMe 2 71847 285/ 2719 7
27} deiAdga gt wed, 2Zue] Cell
o daMe dd £ FA P2 olF Celld] &3}
' 7133 asF 188 328 #1E & Qa,
Cell Well 7+ slxwagda ztzto] 7154 a8/E
urol AR ¢ itk Cell H4 @Al Sl
APy A At FE28 VEH nEIH
P38 A2 A Y32 e VFH n5Yd &
S 53 g3 9 Cell col g & wakd HAas
2 XL XL X2 IS ¢ 01, o #EY ¥ X,
(=X!4+X'+ X707} Cell co mEFo] Ao},

2) Cell propagation

A A A RE FR 487k FAo] %)
g Cell co TEF(x™(¢)-6) Aol B $ele
SHE Cellg 2o Fajsioiol Bk, Celle] £4
249 aRnoz 4] S8 S 2 AR
) td2 7 Celldl tisl Cell®) 718 gF-2e| A3
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713 Foj9 Ao FHHlE Uelie SAHFE Cell
9] "wall'olgte o]&2 2 FHodtct, mabx, 7} Cell
& forward wall®# backward wall& ZtAl Hed z+
wall®l 52 SAXE(dynamic characteristics)<]
AR AL olste] Aw# ZAth

B m¥dA Cell? forward wall® backward-2
534 £x9 AE 7RIk Celld el wht
walle] £=9 & AAsl= ol Aol 9
e, 97IME HAAM Cello] EAHE GARE
Y D {FEGANA A2 ZAWHE ol 4
Hale g stAlct.

(1) Cell entering

Cell enteringolAl= ©l9] volumeeo] ZAH 2+
Cello]l AlZIie] Hoj( §)F<t He AldolA A%
3 ouzix AFE 4+ deXg A FdE
de 79 APAd Cell enteringe ZF Al
P33 =A3e ZE CellE9 propagation®] &
g H A=) gl @A FAYstels Celle Aee
Uz CellE9 SAXNES AlZe FHA(t+9)
9] Zrolghe Aot

(2¥ 3HF} Zo] 7 A "3 A
Celldl 2% vie vigl 43d 33 A4%
E 79, ojd Cell9] forward wall®] $3]
0e2 A Cell9 forward walle] Azt
8A HEE £2( VS AA(PHE F 7
2 o] ZHE 4 Sle) Case (a)9] ASe
A FHATIE Celle] A7t HE3he HUSE o
7R 7Kkl FgEleaE o Cell(c-1)9] backward
wall® 9% A ¥ Afoltt o] AF A7
Z8A] Cell ¢9 forward wallel FA&EEE »/7}
At Forward walle o] Az FoF »*#3 p/ 9
B (v"+07)/29 &2 FYPsHTa & &
i, Wt Plc 9 e 4(2)9 o] AN £

rir

st
T oy
f
P

(oo o rir

-

xo
o

Vit V£6)

: )

Ple=P[+s- (
BEARE O Cell(c-1)9] #1X9) €8l forward wall
o] v/7HA 7H&E F gl A7 TAE £ It
ol Case (b)9} 22 8o "t A F8A Cell

Interval t start

forward wall

chs = yin
Pfi=0

Interval tend = (t+ &)

Case (a)
backward wall forward wall
,
Vcbe = yin Vc‘e =yl
pcbc= 0 Pc'°= pc!s + 6'[(Vc" + Vcle)/zl
Case (b)

backward wall

forward wall

Vo= 2+ [(P e - P8}/ 6 1- V'

16 2 be
Pc - Pc~1

Vcbe = yin
Pbe=0

(azl 3) Wall characteristics determination in
Cell entering state

c9 forward walle] & F sle= HAdl Agle Cell
c-19] backward wallZpAlo] i, mabx Cell 7t AlIRE
o) Zo] ¢ &<t MG Ag] (P~ PL)E 02 T
A forward wall®] Al ¢ B<le] HA £2F I
& 9tk o] A% FEsEs Vg olgshd forward

walle] Vi¢g& 948 4 itk

(P{°—PL*)

vie=2- ;v (3)

olg} Zo] Cell?] wallel] Wla EFXEo] B% AH
Aol o

victves
vie=—— (@)
Ko=X (5)
sze: K‘ ZUE . Vzve (6)
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o AR A HEukel 2ol e Zh Celld
JFA EAXNE A7 5 AF(+6)E 7FE
oz Axrelgden forward wall®} backward wall

EAQR Atojdld ME TAEES Zetn /s
th 2, A2 #84] forward wall® £%7F 100
(km/hr)2}t 3t backward wall®] £=7} 60(km/hr)
g gohd, Cellle AFEe &£%7t 100(km/hr)
oz HZW Fe &=} 60(km/hr)et X
don Cell ¥ZFd HAF AFYFE FhEEE
e Adga & & ook ol Aue 7HEdH
gt & 4 qm whd Cellel 2% G4 Cell $%9]
apgko] Cell S1%9 AgTel vl& @& ez
g 4 ok, o|FA Celldl 54& AWa %
(forward wall® backward wall) 22 1}Fo] BA}
gozn £ Cell o AFEEE 71E9 Cell
transmission model(Daganzo, 1994: 1995)°]1}
Moving segment model(Cremer et al., 1999)9l
A o} &3tE S (uniform distribution) 7V
2l ﬁ%’—ci(hnear distribution) 7Hg-& o] &t}

o

32 o

(2) Cell running

Cell running statedlXE 2z} Cello] @3l 2
g 5, AW Celllc-1)9 8 S w2} 7%,
& g 433 £22 235l S BAEH
. olgg 71BE 4% Cell-followingelst &
93, zt g3dA CellEY B2 SAHAES A
R AR (g FEA (14 8)9 5EXE B8l 2
AellA 71 gl AR Cell 8 A2 AdtdT

@39 Cell propagationdA M FAHA I
% 3= running statedld 7 CellE& Al 7H4 &
g & }‘4«] Aefell &3tA dr) of Al JEA] A
= % zt& Adold. g3 fEFUL A4S

4 o @Y oo
_'iL

LGN AY FF 5o 2Ashs dvEel F

A9 A%, AwkAEl wBRIEE zeishd AT
o) AT H 7, FEH, FEHE A
A &89 e A ZAFE ol

FP 24 $AAE P39 FUIAAM T 7HEH
Ha)x AP (Stop and go E¥ Go and

o gukgel B4 S3uly 232 BE(Janson,
1991 Drissi et al., 1992; Jayakrishnan, 1995;
Kuwahara and Akamatsu, 1997 Chen, 1999:

119

Li Jun et al., 2000, Sangjin Han, 2000), x%
Fo FEIE d4ddoz BAEY F vk DNL &2
o] ASox Fad FP7NI r1PE Pz
TRl gt M Adamo et al., 1999), n%
o] 24 EAS 9@ backward® forward®
%a%(shock wave) 2 AH3o 24 (Kuwahara and
Akamatsu, 2001) #3Z WelA EF2A 7t- 3
o) o] wAshE Eoby nEF JHE AWE
Aot ojed BAFE 7129 DTARE & 7
Ag 5F A9HE Hole Cell transmission
oME A3 dslr] ozl EAlo|tt

2 dgHE ol EARES FH] A
Z+ Cellzte] FF73 (following rule) < 744, &
Aol ma Aydtm, ol& Bl Z Celld forward
wall® backward wall® £x1302 FFA7OR
A, E e F3E ANEAl gowA ol% &
A g3E d £ UER 9t

Cell running stateshd 717% HA Fi=e %
9J& Entering state9} vl7R|Z AJZEH AJZRA]
Cell forward wall®l $1X( P9 &E(VIHE
ARslE dolt}. o] A2 Cell entering statedl

i

F

Ao} 243 WS 8] AYPHT. = Cell®l forward
wallo] Al 2BA(t+68) /9 $EE /MR F
o= Fig. 39049 2ol Case (a)dl <3

rr
o
3 {o

E4X7F ARHAT, & Celld) FF2E 79
78 F gAY v Y $E XY F
A% E Case (b)) 22 YL B8l 547
gt
ol&7 forward wall®l A2 784lo] v
backward wall®] SAXE 7g4dsior gt AellA
oFahulel 2ol forward wall®] &4 Wzl izt
Cellel AelE 3714 stateZ V& 4= ek

Z forward wall9] AlZH) F8A] 7} Al
NZEAN S gxoll vlg) selich, 713l (acceleration
state, V45 < V1¢), wolHti 2&del(deceleration
state, V25> VI9), &xusyt ¢ddd F&3d
(constant speed state, Vi'=VvZ.9)g & & gtk
oAl 239 Po] PR HXHF(lead) AFHE
Car following theoryS A-&3ttd /Nd A
29 YA £58 £4Ho2 AT & UAAT,

B Ao FEshs 239 A HADHT Cell
\ 7} W e} Celltl 23F Car following theory

Mo 22 b Woxe
i1
)
R

e ls
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& A43] backward walld 54A& #Ads=
olgr}, mebd, B AR E backward walldl
el o2& A3 3 A

@ Acceleration state ( Vi)Y V.9

Cell running stateo]x] o|&dte 7|8/ 74
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o] &g o|g3tH U AANLE R AT
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Interval t start

backward wall forward wall

v bs Vcwc(t) Vnts

Interval t end = {t + &}
Case {a) Acceleration State

forward wall

backward wall

Vcbo = chs Vc!o > Vcls
Case (b~1) Deceleration state
forward walt

backward wall

Vcbo vcla
Case (b-2) Deceleration state

interval t end = (t + t-elapsed ) : represented by notation 1
backward walt forward wall

v el = v e TV ey e
inteval tend = (t+ 5 )

backward wall forward wall

=V Vies vt cy e

(a8l 4) Wall characteristics determination in
Cell running state

(3) Cell exiting
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ok 2 Ho «
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A FEFE 0 KR AR, A g™
E g
qout=min [vuut *sze(t)’ qmax] (9)
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& WNBA Celld] $2%E AU, oo et
ANE UEL GeAdN ATREE )

3) Cell merging

Z Q7N Ak TR fEusd AR
2EF 712 Q=K~ Vel Zlwkstar glek. (ad 5)
_o,] b‘l-a\ﬂoﬂk] )\]-E =
s R A},

Kl * V]+K2 " VZ ° V3 (10)

olg FFHEE Y3 39 4 5 AEELELE F
7H7F A ST skEEd Azl Cello] ZAEHA
WA Q=K - V=™ 9 Afele iR 4
r}] A 7Fe#e ¢ ™7t HAL, Qy=K; - V3<¢™

ASoe sFE g3 Cell AWEES} TFH
4 vel JgFE WA ot

S ke 2EFY ST V= V,=0"0|
BE ol A(10)d uidsl FEE Celle] ko]

£ 2% A 0™ & Aded bt 2ok

max

out __ q
v KK, (11)

AA HAd f27bs S=0b 2(11)9 Zo] Ald

Link 1
K., V,
vau(
—
K. Vy
Link 3
Ko Vy
Link 2

{2#&l 5) Merging Section

o sl AHF- Cello] #3 YT Celld] Hde
JHFL viRTR 7HEkE VL, (B2 39 A3 Cell
9] backward wall §x)0]39 &£E2x sl
olHth. wekA fEe E}iiﬂr e fEET A
€ o848 & ok od o' YA AFAEF &
TE o},

max

q

out __ f__4
v = MIN U’K1+K2 ,

Vs (12)

EE stER9 F3Y Cellel A2 AYstE Cell
o] ZHf WEF FE/A JHEdhed NFE FA &
=0 oo AFAAM V& nEE] g

Ak 2ol *&%—‘%91 FEEE7 AHER RS
Fao f& LEFES ol 2o 2R L.

The exit flow rate of Link 1=K, - v
The exit flow rate of Link 2= K- v (13)

4) Cell diverging

ERAMANY #ESE ANE JBHoR ¥F
AGelH ol gE 71BAE ol gah wek 4 o5
wol 24t 2AY, SRR b R
FREZ APt BEFS 1) au}vs_ ]
E o7t goh. AT FRRAA SEEE Agsa
A she mEREOl SRR ™ B Ao #E

Bk FAME 48 ol gsfok gk,

vi’”’2=MIN[ g -, 2]
ot — v [0/, — V] (14)
1-3 K1_3 > 3

Aq7]M, vi¥olt B3 194 22 AFYshs mEF
, ool ga 194 322 Agst
#o & SEE 9t o] F &x 3
—-QO] Link 18] #&4% v™o| "},
o]&= Cell9) FIFO(first-in-first-out) 273 &
5o A7t BREZ ZelHE Spill-backddS
2t} gadoz ARy 918 Exoz MY 4
olty, &, ERFoMe 7 W ngR F Mg A
%9 W iRVl 32 FEEEE AulstA "ok
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Link 2
Vnu(
—

Link 1 / Ky. V,

K.V, K.V,
Link 3

(a2l 6) Diverging Section

v =MIN { vy, v 43 } (15)

3. Simulation loading algorithm

B A7dA Z Celld 7154

Cell& APA7I= AL AN 58 e F3t
g

(2001)8} A<l =g SLA(Simulation Loading
Algorithm) ¢} AR WS &l o] Folzivh. d,
o]@ SLA®l 7% Horizontal queue] W& +43F
Atel Heg e ofullel e UL ol &

3l ot
x()=x(t—D+x™(t)—x"(t—1) (16)

AFAME ' interval E9e FETEFo]

h=R
the g3 a9 intervalol AUt FE 4= 9l
&

() =x(t=D+x™(t)—x"(t) (17

A1) &2 Ao AL 71&9] oA dis-
crete-time) 71¥F @M e Br7Msd Aolut. 71E
olARAZE oA A (17)3 e FelH A& ol &
& REFS BT FE FYF Aol platoon
o] F /i &= FY3 intervalel EAste AN
ol WAt} uwelrd Ykl EYPESAME ¥
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W s intervaldl oy F3d JYAT 29
U B A7 E intervald AlAR F1E& T
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Moving Cell R3¢ 532 71&9 Packet-base
simulation modeldlld 715, Z2EE ¢
Zhol wet FAE A (packet) o] ZEAIZA]
Agol w Bt 2 F AL 2R BAE
mlAstA 17F o HY AE AfMeE A B2 &
Z/H9A AZE AFde] TAHEE sdrtke A
olth, welN 7 AETEE FHFEU ERFNA 2%
Fo gl welk 5dd 1FH, LAY, AEE
e B o9 AFToem oAz d:, 7t
Aerel wEF A wer B AgaEc] st
vl g e 2 FHA7|E g

7129 Cell transmission model ¥A] g2
AREE Celld] A6l Wt nEF HAM AEx
7b & 2AVE 9. a8y o8 HEWS
Ed 2l d44 8 2 52 aEFE Bo FE

8 AR 4 AT

V. Model Simulation Results
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Age 23 AEsl A9 (¥ DA Be m
£9< o83 Ageolae AT
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2. Flow simulation results
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3. Flow propagation by moving cell
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