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Abstract

Trajectory planning for connected and automated vehicles (CAVs) has the potential to improve
operational efficiency and vehicle fuel economy in traffic systems. Despite abundant studies in this research
area, most of them only consider trajectory planmintne longitudinal dimension or assume the fully CAV
environment. This study proposes an approach to the decentdéneihgof CAV trajectories at an isolated
signalized intersection under the mixed traffic environment, which consists of connectednzanetiriven
vehicles (CHVs) and CAVs. A Hevel optimization model is formulated based on discrete time to optimize
the trajectory of aingle CAV in both the longitudinal and lateral dimensions given signal timingstand
trajectory information ofsurounding vehicles. The uppdevel model optimizedateral lanechanging
strategies The lowerlevel model optimizes longitudinaccelerationprofiles based on the lapghanging
strategies from the upp&vel model. Minimization of vehicle delay, fuelrgumption, and lanehanging
costs are considered in the objective functidnsane Changing Strategy Tree (LCS@hd aParallelMonte
Carlo TreeSearch(PMCTS)algorithmare designetb solve the blevel optimization model. CAV trajectories
are planned one by one according to their distance to the stop twdiing horizon schemés appliedfor the
dynamic implementatin of the proposed modelith time-varying traffic condition. Numerical studies validate
the advantages of the proposed trajectory planning model compared with the benchmark cases without CAV
trajectory planningThe average fuel consumption and kh@nging numbers of CAVs can bedueed
noticeably, especially with high traffic demand. The average delay of CAVs is reduced by ~2 s on average,
which is limited due to the fixed signal timing plans. The trajectory planning of CAVs also reduces the delay
and the fuel consumption of CHVadthe mixed traffic, especially with high penetration rates of CAVs. The
sensitivity analysis shows that the control zone length of 200 m is sufficiemhsure thesatisfactory
performancef proposednodel
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1 Introduction

Recent advances connected and autonomous vehicle (CAV) technologriesegarded asne of the
most promising solutions to improve traffic safety and efficiemdych have become a major topic of concern
for policymakers and researchérle connected vehicle techngloenables regime communication between
vehicles (V2V) and between vehicles and infrastrust(\Y2l); and the automated vehicle technology enables
precise control of vehicldrajectories The combination of connected vehicle and automated vehicle
techrologies further enables the trajectory planning for CAVs and offers new approaches to traffic operations.

By designing CAV trajectories, a number of existing studies aim to improve tigtcational
performance such as safetfficiency, and environmealt friendlinesst particular facilities, such as to reduce
environmental impacts along highway segmentsefLal, 2019 andto coordinate vehicles going throutjte
highway merging are@lu and Sun, 20194t urbanintersectionsyehicles arriving during red lights may stop
at stop bars anthenaccelerate when traffic lights turn green. This processsrdigdravel time anduel
consumptiorof vehicles as well ageduce intersection capacityBy appropriate trajectory planning, CAVs
can slow down in advanteavoid stogand queugat a stop bgFeng et al.2018; He et aJ2015). Therefore,
CAV trajectory planning at intersections is widely investigated for both optimizing vehicle drivingidisha
and improving traffic flow performances.

For the energysaving and emission reductiaf vehiclesat intersections, CAV trajectory planniig
adopted in the development of edive systern Eco-driving systers usually provide ecological speed
profilesto a vehiclebased on the predicted behasiof its preceding vehickein a look forward horizon and
traffic signal timinggXia et al, 2013; He et al, 2015,Yang et al.2017). The curnat states of the preceding
vehicles can be received throughhicle-to-x (V2X) communicationHu et al, 2016) or detectedy the on
board sensomsf CAVs (Kamal et al.2015)and loop detector@iang et a].2017).And their future trajectories
are prettted using longitudinal driving behavior mogleuch asGipps caffollowing model (Kamal et a|.
2015)andtheintelligent driver mode{Jiang et al.2017).The optimal speed profiles of titargetvehicle are
usually generated innaoptimal control framework taeducefuel consumptiorand improve mobility and
comfort, under the constraints of traffic ru(eéte et al, 2015 Hu et al, 2016 Jiang et al.2017).

In addition CAV trajectory planning is introduced in the reseaantaof CAV-based traffic control at
signalizeda n d A5 i gnee@dctions to mitigate congestion, lessen the risk of crashes, and reduce fuel
consumption and emissionsder both fully angbartially CAV environmentln thefully CAV environment
the conficts between vehiclewith incompatible movements at intersecaan beavoidedby controling
CAV trajectores without explicit traffic light (Dresner and Stone, 2008; Mirheli et, &019). A planned
trajectory strateggould lead a CAV tslow down in advanc® avoid stog and queug at stop barfor the
elimination of starup lost time and the improvement of driving experieaicsignalized intersectisr{He et
al., 2015; Feng et 3l2018; Yu et al.2018; Zhang an@assandras, 201Yu et al, 2019 Kamal et al, 2020).
However the fully CAV environment cannot be realized in the near future. It is widely expected that the mixed
traffic with humandriven vehicles (HVs) andutonomous vehiclg\Vs) will existin the next 2030 years
(Zheng et a].2020). Compared with the fully CAV environment, the trajectory planning in the partially CAV
environment needs to consider threving behaviorof HVs, whose trajectoriesannot be precisely controlled
directly. Most of relatedstudiesfocus onthe optimization of théongitudinal speed profilesf CAVsbased on
predicted future trajectories bfVs. (Yang et al.2016; Elefteriadou et al2017; Zhao et al., 2018; Ghiasi et
al., 2019; Yao and |.2020). Yang et a(2016) used kinematic wave theory to predict the queue length of HVs
at asignalizedintersection and then proped a blevel model to optimize botkignal timingsand CAV
longitudinal trajectoriesPourmehralet al. (2017) proposeddntelligent Intersection Control System (IICS)
for mixed traffic flows atsignalizedintersectionsHV trajectorieswere first predictedby the Gipps Car
Following modeland CAV trajectoriesvere theroptimized for minimum delayGuoet al. (208) propose
an efficient dynamic programming with shooting heuristic{EHP algorithm for the integrated optimization
of CAV trajectoies and signal timing HV trajectorieswere predicted based on the entry informatfoom
vehicle detectors upstream of the intersection at the beginning of the trajectory control section. Zhao et al.
(2018) propoed a model predictive control (MPC) method to minimize the fuel consumption for platoons of
mixed CAVs and H¥ pasing a signalizedintersetion. Yao and Li (2020) pposed alecentralized control
modelfor CAV trajectory planningat a signalized intersection with a sintd@e road to minimizéhe travel
time, fuel consumption, and safety risk$ each CAV. The results showd that the decentralized model



overperforned the benchmark centralized controhodel in terms ofcomputational efficiency without
significant loss of the system optimalitybéve studieshave alsovalidatedthat CAV trajectoryplanring can
not only improvehe drivingexperiencef CAVs but also influenceheir following vehicles and optimize the
overall trafficoperationaperformance.

However, the trajectory planningethods in these studiesually assume no larehanging andnly
optimize longitudinal trajectores with the consideration of other vehicles in the same l|ahe. lack of
considering lateral trajectories (i.e., lacteanging behaviors) makes these studies inapplicable in the real world
because mandatory lankanging is inevitdle aturban intersectionsAlthoughstudiesin theresearch arean
automatic vehicle contrdlaveinvestigded twodimensional trajectory planning problems, thusyally focus
onthe design oprecise geometry properties of trajectoriegdividual vehiclesn a short horizorge.g, 10s)
based orlocal traffic environmen{Gonzdez et al., 2016. The trajectory planning fomultiple vehicles
considering global traffic informatioim a long horizon is missindt is worth mentioning that théeveloped
MILP model in Yu et al. (2018) optimized both longitudinal and lateral vehicle trajectories at isolated
intersectionsAll vehicles were assumed to enter the control zone in dedigatesl That is, only optional lane
changing was considereth addition the approachis confined to the fully CAV environment. Vehicle
trajectory planning in both longitudinal and lateral dimensions under the partially CAV environment remains
to be invedgated.

Severalchallenge emergeén thetwo-dimensionalrajectoryplanning for CAVs at intersectionBirstly,

rather than just consider the dallowing relationship with the vehicles in the same lane, more factors like
vehicles in the other laneshould be also well concerned. Sedgndhe lanechanging strategy should
cooperate with the longitudinal speed profile, becaus2A V 6 s -charmjingemaneuvers will affect the
solution space dhelongitudinaltrajectory and thearfollowing strategyaffecsthe lateral trajectorin return
Thirdly, computationaburdenmay renderreaktime implementatiordifficult, especiallywith high traffic
demand This challengas highlightedin severalpioneering studiesn centralized optimization framewak
due tothe complex nature of mulirajectoryplanningproblems i and Li, 2019) One approach isising
discrete time iimodelformulation (Miyatake et al., 2011Li and Li, 2019)for the applicationof numerical
solution algorithmge.g, dynamic programming In addition a vehicle trajectoryis dividedinto several
segment@san approximationto reduce the dimension of solution spéfkou etal.2017; Ma et aJ.2017;
Feng et al.2018). And heuristic algorithms are also investigated (Guo, &0419).Different fromcentralized
optimizationdecentralizedchemesllow vehicles tmegotiate witteach otheand plartheir driving strategies
themselvegMalikopoulos et al.2018;Liu et al, 2018; Mirheli et al.2019 Yao and Lj 2020, which shows
advantages on computation efficiency and is more suitable fetimeabhpplications.

Realizing the research gaps, this study presents an approach to the optimization of CAV tsajectorie
decentralized way at isolated signalized intersections under the mixed traffic environment, which consists of
connected and humatriven vehicles (CHVs) and CAV4&ll vehiclesare assumed to mnnectedn this
studyasgovernmerg tendto vigorously promat theV2X technologies fotheir benefits on safetymobility,
andenvironmental friendlines$-or example National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA
going to requirevehicleto-vehicle(V2V) capability forall new vehiclegU.S. Department of Transportation
2017), and theconnectivityadoption ratés expected to reactD0%in 2023according to the corresponding
analysis reportU.S. Department of TransportatipR016). A bi-level optimization model is formulated based
on discrete time to optimize longitudinal and lateral trajectories of a single CAV given signal timings and
predictal/plannedrajectoiesof other CHVs and CAV.sThe uppettevel model optimizes tHateral trajectory
(i.e., lane choicgs The lowerlevel model optimizes the longitudinal trajectdiye., acceleration profiles)
based on the larghanging strategies from the upgevel model. The objective is to minimize vehicle delay,
fuel consumptin, and lanehanging costs. A Parallel Mor@&arlo Tree Search (PMCTS) algorithm is applied
to solve the blevel optimization model. CAV trajectories are planned one by one according to their distance
to the stop bain a decentralized wayA rolling horizon implementation procedure is designed for the
application of the proposed model to tiverying traffic condition.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the addressed problem. Section
3 formulates the Hievel model & CAV trajectory optimization under the mixed traffic conditi@ection 4
designs thesolution algorithms for the Hevel model and thémplementation procedure with tinvarying
traffic condition. Section 5 conducts numerical studies and sensitivitysad-inally, Section 6 delivers the
conclusionsand future research directions.



2 Problem description and notations

2.1 Problem description

Fig. 1 shows the detailof oneapproacharm of a typicakignalizedintersection with four arms€ach
approach lané dedicated to apecificvehicle movement. There is a-nbanging zonelose to the stop bar,
where lanehanging is not allowed.ahicleshave to finish lanehangingoefore the nachanging zonewhich
is the current practice in the real wor@lAVs and CHVs coexist in the approach laaed both follow the
signals at the tersection. Vehicles are connected within the control zone. And theitimeaktatesi 0
(i.e., lane choiceQ 0, location & 0O, speedd 0, and acceleration raté ¢ ) are assumed to be
collected and shared without communication deldaetrajectory of a vehicle can then be capturedwy

i 0o oM pMBH Q. 0 and'Qare the statime stepand the lengtiof the trajectory planning
horizon, respectivelyBased on the online collected vehicle states and signal timings, the trajectories of CAVs
within the control zone are dynamically planned to reduce their delayfushdonsumption.For the
convenience of modeling, vehicle trajectowy is decomposed into a lateral lacleanging strategy and a
longitudinal acceleration profild Lane-Changing Gap (LCG) is defined as thspatialinterval between two
adjacent vehicles in the same laatea time step, e.g., the marked g&p 0 between precedingehicle
1 and following vehicle]  attime step0 in Fig. 1. Then the lanehanging strateg] of vehicle] can
be represented by the LCG choi&@ 0 at each time step, i.e], Mo o pBH Q.

Note that theurrentlane choiceQ 6  of vehicle] is denotedasthe LCG betweerits current preceding
and following vehiclesFor example, vehicle  can change to lane 1 by taking LCQ 0 at time stepo.

Such LCGs always exist in eagpproach lane by placimirtual vehicles at the beginning and endimgations
of the lang whoselongitudinal locatios are set as - and - respectively Similarly, the longitudinal
acceleration profilds denoted as{= O o0Y o pflB > Q. In this way, ¥ can also be
representeday | R Qo o D ol Q.
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Fig. 1 Trajectory planning for CA¥under the mixed traffic environment.



For computational efficiency, CAV trajectories are optimized in a decentralized way. CAV trajectories
are optimized one by one accordingheir longitudinal location in the approach langach CAV] collects
the information on the signal timings and the current states of the vehicles within the control zone as well as

the planned trajectories of its preceding CAVs ). The preceding vehicles ‘ , where
denotes the preceding CdVare the ones closer to the stop bar AN 1 regardless of their occupied
lanes, i.e., 1°30: 0 @ 0 . Based on the collected rdahe data, CAV] dynamically

optimizes its trajectory for mobility and fuel efficiency with thwarying traffic condition.

In the trajectory planning @AV 1 , the surrounding vehicles are divided into three categories, namely,
the preceding CAVs |, the preceding CHVs , and the following vehicles .CAV]1 knows the f utu
trajectories of the preceding CAVs because their pl
preceding CHVs and t he fvith theoadiofcagfollowing and larechanginge pr ed
modek. For the concerns of fairne<SAV 1 optimizes its trajectory in the way that the trajectories of its
preceding vehicleare not affected based on the planned and predicted trajectories of its preceding CAVs and
CHVs, respectively. That is, the planned trajectory of GAVdoes not force its preceding CAVs or CHVSs to
change their trajectories, which has the potential tocethe negative impacts on the traffic flow. In contrast,
the following vehicles may be forced to decelerate or change lanes for safety concerns, for example, when
CAV 1 changes lanes. As CHVs may not follow their predicted trajectories, a rolling hedheme is
applied to cater to timearying traffic condition, similar to the philosophy in MPCafnacho,2004).

2.2 Notations
Main notationsapplied hereafter are summarized in the followiiagle 1.

Table 1 Notations

General notations

- A sufficiently large number

0 Start time step of the trajectory planning horipdiCAV 7
Q Approach lane index
] Vehicle index

Set of the vehicles in the approaching lanes in the considereat arm
Set of the preceding vehicles of vehitleat 0 ;the subsets of CHVs and CAVs are

denotedas and |, respectively (i.e., )

Set of the following vehicles of vehicle at 0 , i.e., A 1)
Q 0o LCG between preceding vehicle and following vehiclg  at time stepo
O i Preceding vehicle ofreLCG
Ot Following vehicle of aLCG
o 1 Longitudinal location of the preceding vehicle oflaCG, m
O ¥ Longitudinallocation of the following vehicle ofreLCG, m
0f Lane occupied by the preceding and the following vehicles of an LCG
€ Set of the dedicated approach lanes for the movement of vehicle
€ 0 Set of thefeasibleLCGsof vehicle] at time stepo
E Set of thefeasiblelane changing strategies vehicle]

Parameters




Q Length of the trajectory planning horizon in time steps
Yo Length of a time stefs,
; Length of the control zone, m

Length of theno-changing zone, m

a Length ofvehicle] , m

| | p,if 1 is a virtual vehicle] T, otherwise

Q Safety distance to the new preceding vehicle afterdaaaging, m

Q Safety distance to the new following vehicle after leln@nging, m

T Redundant time stepd thetrajectory planning horizofor computational feasibility
T Minimum time interval between two larodhanging behaviors of a single vehicle, s
T Ti me displ ace mdollowingmodeNe wel | 6s car

Q Space displ ac e nf@lowing rmodel, Me wel | 6s car
o) Maximum deceleration ratef vehicle] , n?/s

4 Maximum acceleration ratef vehicle] , né/s

v Speed limitin the approach lanes, m/s

v Speed limitwithin theconflict zone, m/s

190 1?0 p, if the traffic lightfor approach lanéQis red at time ste; 0, otherwise
Decision variables in lanechanging strategy optimization

Qo LCG takenby CAV 1 at time stepo

| Lanechangingstrategyof CAV 1 ; || Mo o pBRH 0
Decision variables inacceleration profile optimization

W o Acceleratiorrateof CAV 1  at time stepo, mé/s

+ Acceleratiorprofile of CAV 1 ; £ O o o pBD

Auxiliary variables

i o Binary variablef 0  phif vehicle] changes lanes at time stép0, otherwise
Qo Index of the lane taken by vehicle at time stepo
17 0O Binary variable.] & T, if vehicle]l has passed the stop bar by time stepl,

otherwise

0 Time step within whiclvehiclg passes the stop bar

@ 0 Distance between vehicle andthestart of the control zonat timestep 6, m

U O Speed okehiclg at time 0, m/s

i 0 State ofvehiclg attimestepy, i 6 @ o ohd ohQ o

v Trajectory ofvehicle ; v i o0 ol pBRH Q

3 CAV trajectory optimization model

3.1 Model framework



Fig. 2 showsthe bilevel optimization framework of the trajectory planning for CAV At the start time
step 0 of the planning horizonCAV 1 collects the information on the signal timings, the initial states
i 0 and movement directions of the vehicles within the control zoheand the planned trajectories of
its preceding CAVs ( ).

At the initialization stage, the trajectasief the preceding CHVs () is firstly predictedwith the aid of
the seconarder catfollowing model inEissfeldt(2004) anl a modifiedlanechanging modebased on the
one inErdmann (2014Whenthe preceding CAVs ( ) keep their planned trajectorid$en the initial feasible
trajectoresof CAV 1 andits followingvehicles ( )  gemerated using treamecarfollowing and lane
changing models on the condition that the trajectories of the preceding vehicles are not affected. The generated
trajectory ofCAV 1 serves as the initial feasible solutifrits trajectory planningAnd theplanned/predicted
trajectories of the other vehiclegrve in the safety constraints of the proposed maddhe modified lane
changing modek describedn Sectiord.1

In the bi-level model of the trajectorplanning the lanechanging strateg] and the longitudinal
acceleration profile={= are jointly optimized In the uppefevel mode] | and =|= are optimized to
minimize theoverall cosincludingtravel time fuel consumptionand lanechangingcost. Due to the complex
relationship betweef]  and = , the lowerlevel optimizationmodelis formulated to determine the optimal

for minimumtravel timeand fuelconsumptiorgiven | from the uppetevel model. In turnl and

determinethe objective function of the uppéevel model. The outputs of the-leivel optimization model
are the optimal larehanging strateg] andacceleration profile=|= (i.e., trajectory ¥ ). Note that in the
trajectoryplanning | and =|= are constrained to have no impacts on the planned/predicted trajectories of
the preceding vehicles. They are also constrained to guarantee safety b@Akéen andits following
vehicles considering the trajectory adjustment of the following vehicles.

Input Initialization Trajectory planning for CAV w Output
‘ Signal timings ‘ Predicted trajectories Upper level model: Optimization of lane
of CHVs in Qff change strategy to minimize delay, fuel

Optimal
lane-changing
=»  strategy g%

Current states and

. consumption, and lane changing cost
intended movement

N Predicted trajectories N

direction of of CAV w (i.e. as the g° a® .
vehicles in 2 initial trajectory and accelera:lt)lon
strategy) and Lower level model: Longitudinal trajectory profile a
Planned trajectories the vehicles behind planning to minimize delay and fuel
of CAVs in Q% CAV w (21) consumption for a given g

Fig. 2 Model frameworkof trajectoryplanning

3.2 Upper-level model: lane -changing strategy optimization

The upperlevel optimizationmodelis formulatedn Egs . (1) ( 6)

P1: o
II(DEEB=|=F| P
s.t.
Qo Q o G
MoveE 0 Q 0¢ Q O h ~ h v Ho ol pBMD 7Q
¢ 1
Qo Qg

+ Hlno
Eq. (1) is theobjective functiorof minimizing the overall cost consideritrgvel time fuel consumpti
and lanechangingecost. It is formulated as

€ c - Qq

o

n



s+ 1 o o Yo g os | 7o X

where 6 is the time step within which CAV passes the stop bar and 0 Y0 is regarded ashe

travel time Since the fredlow travel time is fixed, the minimization of travel time is equivalent to the
minimization of vehicle delay, which is adopted as the primary objective in the proposed model. The secondary
objective is the minimization of0 0 S to improvethe smoothness of the longitudinal trajectory, which also
helps reduce fuel consumpti@ffeng, et aJ.2018) The tertiary objective is the minimization of thastof the

lanechanging strateg] , i.e., the lanechangingnumber B i 0.7 O phif CAV] changes

lanes at time stejy; 7 0 T, otherwiseThe minimization ofB i 0 improves the smoothness of

the lateral trajectory. To differentiate the primary, the secondary, and the tertiary objectives, their weighting
parameters, i.el, ,| ,and| ,shouldsatisfy 1 | 1 | T

Note thatd is a decision variable and the second t&8m I 0 S in Eq. (7) makesP1 difficult to

be solved. To handle this probledd, 0 0 s is reformulated as

W 0S8 1 0% O0S U]

where| 0 is an auxiliary variable] 0 m, if CAV 1 has passed the stop bar by time step
1 O p,otherwise. Note thdq. (8) can be easily linearized. Similarly, the firsttertn 0 Y0 in Eq.
(7) is reformulated as

0 0 Yo 1 0Yo ()

Eq. (2) indicatesthat the initial taken LCG iSQ 0  atthe startime stepo of the planning horizan

where] and]  aretheexactpreceding and following vehicles 6AV 1 in the same laneespectively
Eqg. (3) guarantees that the taken LCG should be in the feasible LC& sé&t at each time ste@
considering the planned/predicted trajectories of the other vehicles. The details of the corstriints ,
which define¢ 0, aredescribed inSection3.2.1 Eq. (4) defines the constraints of the sequential-ane
changing maneuvers @AV 1 , which are described in Secti@?2.2 Eq. (3) andEg. (4) determine the
solution spaceE of lanechanging strategiel . Eq. (5) guarantees that CAV passes the stop bar in the
dedicated lanes for its movement (i.e., in-tafhing, through,or right-turning lanes)Eq. (6) indicates that the
acceleration profile+ is determined by the larghanging strategjl and the initial statd 0 , which

is formulated as the lowdevel optimization model. In this way Mo oM pBMH Qis
regarded as the only decision variables in the ulgvet optimization model.

3.21 Set of feasible LCGs

At each time step, the available LCGs of CAY are known given the planned/predicted trajectories
of the other vehicles in the control zone. Foegatoncerns, only partial LCGs are feasible, the set of which
is denoted ag 0. CAV ] may collide with the preceding or the following vehicle of the LCG if it takes

an infeasible LCG. The constrainds "Q 0 defining ¢ 0 in Eq. (3) are expressed as
Q Q0 w M o w Mo p T
wherew "Q 0 andw "Q 0 arethe longitudinal locatios of the pecedingand the following

vehicles of LCG "Q 0, respectivelyEg. (10) indicates that the spacing of a feasible LC@ in6 should
be sufficiently large to avoid collisien’Q (or Q) is the safety distance between CAV and the preceding
(or the following) vehicle of LCGQ 0. In fact, the values of2 and'Q are related to the states (e.g.,



speeds and acceleration rates) of the preceding and the following vehicles 6)LC& as well as CAV|
(Zheng, 2014). The exact modeling of such longitudinal safety constraints is presented in Sectiongg}3.2. In
(10), Q and Q take fixed values in a conservative way. That is, an LC@ in0 may not satisfy the
longitudinal safety constrainis the lowerlevel model in Section 3.3.2. The purpose of introdu€&igg(10)

is to reduce the solution space®f 0 in the uppeidevel model.

3.2.2  Sequential lane -changing maneuvers

Eq. (4) describes the constraints of the sequentialddiamging maneuvers of CAV . The constraints

A | includeEgs. (11)i (12):
- ¢ 17 0 1 0 t o o Yo
o o0 pBl T oM pBH 10 )
Qo p Qo i o0 pHo o pBMH Q p pC

where t is theminimum time interval between two consecutive fehanging maneuversQ'Q o is the

lane occupied by the preceding @hdfollowing vehicles of LCG™Q 0. Eq. (11) guarantees the minimum
time interval between two consecutive last@nging maneuvers for safety conceig. (12) indicates that

CAV 1 can change at most one lan@ne lanechanging maneuver (i.e.;QQ 0 p 00 o p).
It also guarantees that 0 p, if CAV ] changes lanes (.eQ°Q 6 p Qo6 )7 o0 ™
otherwise (i.e., QQ o p QQ 0 ). Instant lanehanging maneuvers are assumed for simplicity.

Note that"Q o0 p maydifferfrom™Q o whenCAV 1 remainsinthe same lane. Because the preceding
or the following vehicle 0€CAV 7 may vary with timevarying traffic condition.

3.3 Lower-level model: acceleration profile optimization

_ The lowerlevel model optimizes the longitudinal acceleration proﬁle © o0 oM
plB o "Q of CAV 1 given alanechanging strateg] from the uppetevel model. The objective is
theminimization of travel time and fuel consumption, i.e., the first and the second comporient$in
P2:

I'#DEH 1 OYo | 1 O 0S po

The constraits aredescribed in detail iSubgction 3.3.13.3.3.

3.3.1  Longitudinal vehicle kinematics

At the start of the planning horizon, the initial state 0 © 06 o6 o 6 hiQ 6  of
CAV 1 s known. The secordrder vehicle kinematics model is applied:
b 6 p U_O Yo @ 6ho ol pBMH Q p pT
Yo . . .
w o0 p (b(‘)?l‘)(‘) O 0 phHo o pMBO Q p pu
® & o6 @d@Ho om pBh O P @
m 0L 06 LHO ol pMBH 10 p X

where @ and @ are theabsolute valugof the maximum deceleration and acceleration ratespectively
L is thespeed limitin the approachanes. Geneally, the speed limith  within the conflict zone is lower
than that in the approach lanes. Additional constraints are applied:
O -70 0 oHo ol pMBMHO 1Q py
Eq. (18) indicatethat 0 0 U after CAV] passes the stop bar (i.e.,0 ™).



3.3.2 Longitudinal safety

When CAV] travels in an approach lane, it should keep a safe distance from its preceding/following
vehicle in the same lane. The longitudinal safety conssraiolude

©o @ 6 g Qf eRom 0w w pB Q po
@6 & - o 101 o ph
I oo Qoom o pd cBH O ¢TI
©o @ oL Qf ewor B ok B QL cp
0 6 ) ) o
w o0 w o QT_pT 0 hle ov™o N m o pBMH Q ¢¢

where® Q 0 andw "Q O are therecedingand the followingrehiclesof LCG "Q 0, respectively
Ne we | Hdleving naodel(Newell, 2002)is appliedin Eq. (19)to guarantee the safety distance between
CAV 1 and its preceding vehicle in the same lanet andQ are the time and space displacement in
Newells carfollowing model, respectivelyYd should be selected properly to makefYo an integerTo
model the impacts of red lightgg. (20) is introducedif CAV 1 has passed the stop bartlmge stepd p,
i.e,7 0 p T the traffic lighthas noinfluenceon itstrajectoryat time stepo. Otherwise when the
traffic light isred { 0 p) and the preceding vehicle is the virtual ane ( p), Eqg. (19) andEq. (20)
guaranteew 0 & f dCAV ] .Eq. (21) guarantees the safety distance between CA¥nNd its following
vehicle] ~ in the same lane. IBg. (19) ancEqg. (21), the trajectories of the preceding and the following
vehicles] are known and fixed. An#g. (21) indicates that the trajectory planning for CAV does not
affect the planned/predicted trajectories of vehjcle®

Eq. (22) guarantees the ¥ distance between CAV and its immediatéollowing vehicle] ~
in the target lane ICAV 1 changeslanes,i.e,7 0 p. Different fromEq. (21), following vehicle]
ma e forced byCAV 1 to decelerate to guarantee the safety distaftee CAV 1 changslanes The
locationw © andthespeed O at each time step are estimated
v e h il c.INete that the estimation adb 0 and 0 0O i rEqg. (22) may not be accurate afténe
trajectory of vehiclg is influenced by that o€CAV 1 . Once vehiclg is blocked byCAV 1 and
decelerates for safety, its trajectory may differ from thelipted one. To handle the inaccurate modeling of
these safety constraints, a rolling horizon scherpeoigosedn Section4.3.

Additionally, the following constraintg&q. (23) is applied to ensure that CAV finisheslanechanging
maneuversutside the naehanging zone for safety concerns:

o -pi o6 a aHho o pBH 1 ¢o

where a is thelength of thecontrol zone;a is the length of thaeo-changing zoneAfter CAV ]  enters the
no-changing zone (e 0 G @), Eq. (23)guarantees 0 T

3.3.3 Indicator of passing the stop bar
1 & isdefined to indicate whether CAV has passed the stop bar by time &t¢p 0 T if CAV
1 has passed the stop bar by time sbefl.e., @ 0 &);and] 0 p,otherwise. This is specified by
-p 1 6 wo & T -1 oHo ol pBH Q T
wheref is a small number to handle the strictly isan constraintso 0  &. By the end of the planning
horizon,CAV 71 is expected to have passed the stop bar for a completely planned trajectory:

w o QO a a f cCu

10

ba



4 Solution algorithms
4.1 Trajectory prediction algorithm

The future trajectories of tlathervehiclesdeterminehe solution space @AV 1 & trajectory planning
Thereforgin the initializationprocess irFig. 2, we need to predict tHature trajectories of theehicles in
during the planning horizgmndgenerate the initial feasible trajedemfor CAV 1 andthe vehicles in
The trajectory prediction ibased on curreritaffic conditionsandvehicle drivingbehaviorsdetermined by
carfollowing andlanechanging modsl The process othetrajectory predictiorfollows:

Step 1: Initialize the prediction statimed © andthecurrent stat®f eachvehicle

Step 2 Obtainthe stategi.e., lane choices, acceleration rates, speeds, and logaid®A&Vsin at
time stepd p according to theiplanned trajectaes.

Step 3 Predictthe states o€EHVsin attime step0 p one by oneccording taheir longitudinal
locatiors in the approach laseFor a certainCHV in , the lanechangingdecisionat time stepd p is
first predictedbased orthelanechangingmodelin Erdmann (2014yvith several additional rule® guarantee
CAVs in c an ke elphnedtrajectories Theseadditionalrulesinclude 1) CHVs in are not
allowed to overtake their precedil@AVs for the concerns of fairness. That is, CA\Vn will not be
blocked in their lane by their followinGHVs in . 2) CHVsin will decelerateor changdanes for
helpingthe CAVsiin lane changing towards their larees they seeing thirn-signals of tle preceding
vehicles

If the CHV is predicted to change lanestahe stepd p, its longitudinal stateis then determined
simultaneoushpy thelane-changingmodelto promote the successful execution of the desireddhaadgng
maneuver Otherwise the corresponding longitudinadtate at time stepd p is determined bythe car
following modelin Eissfeldt (2004).

Step 4 Predictthe states o€AV 7 and the vehicles in  attime step0 p. The process is similar
to the trajectory prediction iStep 3 And the saméwo rules arealsoadoptedn thetrajectory prediction of
vehiclesin andCAV 1 toguarantee that tidannedor predicted trajectoriesf the vehicles in ar e
not be affectedBecause of the uncertainty nature oftifadfic dynamicsarolling horizon scheme roposed
in Sectiord4.3to handlevarying traffic conditions.

Step 5 If CAV 1 hasnot passethe stop baat timestepd p,thensetd 0 p and go toStep 2
Otherwise set the trajectory planning horizon length™® 0 p o T, and output theredicted
trajectories

Thepredicted travel time oEAV 1 in the approach landse., 0 p 0 ) is usedto determine the
lengthof its trajectory plannindporizon According tothe constraints in Section 3.3.3, th@ectory planning
horizonlength should be sufficiently long to guaran@&V 1 to pass thestop barOtherwisethe proposed
optimization modebecomesnfeasible However, the model complexity and thus the computational burden
increase with théncreasingplanning horizon lengtiNote that the minimization of travel tiniethe primary
objectivein Eq. (7) andthe predicted initial trajectory a€AV 1 provides an upper bouraf the minimal
travel time. For the tradeff between model feasibility and computational efficiency, the length of the
trajectory planningissetd® o p o0 1. T istheredundanttime stepsnsideringhe inaccurate
modeling of vehicle driving behaviors atftk uncertainty in traffic environment

4.2 Solution algorithm for the bi  -level optimization model

In the uppetevel model, LCG choiceXQ 6 are the decision vari adelres, wh
l evel model , ¢ ©caerlee rtahtei odre criastieosn vari ables together
a I|l-ameaengi n gl sftrroamt etghyee viep p emo d ell e, v etlh emoldoeeweri s an MI LI
di fficulty -lieveloloptigmitshat ibon model Iciheasn giinn gt hset rlaatre
(i 'Ee), ,especially with a | ompepl aofnivreghilcdreiszdm darhdke a
s e c tai LaneChangingStrategy Tree (LCST) anda PMCTS algorithm are designed for solutiofi$ie
process of solving the {ével optimization model follows:
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Step 1: At time stepd , CAV 1 collects the states of the vehicles within the control zone, the planned
trajectories of the CAVs in , and the signal timing plans.

Step 2 Predict the trajectories of thehiclesin and andgetthe initial trajectoy of CAV
according to the algorithrmi S e @ t. Theinitial trajectoryis set as the current best solution in the
trajectory planning anthe horizon lengtHQis determined at the same time

Step 3 Generate the feasible LCG set 0 at each time step in the planning horizon based on the
planned trajectories of the vehicles in and the predicted trajectories of the vehicles in and

Step 4 Generate the feasiblanechanging stratggset 'E by constructing the.CST with thetree
breadthfirst search algorithm in Sectigh2.1

Step 5 Search for the optimdnechanging strategwith thePMCTS algorithm in Sectiod.2.2 The
performance of each lafehanging strategy is evaluated by the objective fun&opn(1) after the lowedevel
model P2) is solved.

Step 6 Output the optimal trajectory of CAY including thelanechanging stratgg and the
longitudinal acceleration profile.

421 Lane-Changing Strategy Tree

F i gillustratesthe construction of the LCST to generate the feasibledaaaging strategy sét . The
nodes in each layer denote the feasible LCGs at each time step that satisfy coBgtré3itd he red node in
the first layer is the root node of the LCST denoting the taken LCG in@atthe start time step  of the
planning horizon(i.e., constrainteg. (2)). The edge connecting two nodes in adjacent layers denotes the
sequential lanehanging maneuvers at two adjacent time steps, which satisfies con&epi(ts The solid
lines indicate remaining in the same lane and the-dakhd lines indicate changing to an adjacent lane. A
path from the root node to aleaf ndde . gy e | It dvve & m 8) ¢h ¢he lane satisfying constrairis. (5)
denotes a feasible laiwhanging strateg] . Trbedreadttirstsearcta | g o rAigorithml1)( i s appl i e
to search for all f e a £4skA)i 6). Arad hasdcEming sydtegsetfEgis con st r
presented by the constructed LCST.

, Root node ‘

Lane-changing maneuver ! g::]z(tg;) !

t Keep current lane ! !
Go (6 + 1) goi (g +1) Gol (8 +1) | Gas (65 + 1)

ty +1 : ] |
Gai (6§ +2) g (6§ +2) Gt +2) Gor (B8 +2) goye (6§ +2)

t§ +2 : | |

Gy &8 + 1) ! ! i

(9 + h i ! 3

k-2 I k-1 : k : k1

Fig. 3 lllustration ofthe LCST.
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Algorithm 1 Treebreadthfirst searchalgorithm
Input: € 06,0 ,Q™Q 0
Output: LCST (i.e., E )
Initialize theroot nodeof theLCSTusing™Q 0 ;
Seto 0 ;
while 6 0 Qdo
while ¢ 0 p is not emptythen
SetQ € 0 pDI B
Foreachnode "Q in layer 0
If "Q and"Q satisfy constraintEqs.( 1 1) thénl 2)
Add 'Q tolayero p asachildnode ofQ. If "Qis added multiple times, it meatr
the added nodé&Qis connected to multiple father nodes (el@®, 0 ¢ inFig.3).
In this way, one father node can have multiple child nodes but one child node ol
one father node.
Seto 0 p.
Remove the paths whose leaf node does not satisfy consEgint).
The generated LCST represents the-eamanging strategy séE  and each path represents a feas
lane-changing strategy.

4.2.2 Parallel Monte -Carlo Tree Search A Igorithm

Monte-Carlo Tree Seardmas caught attentiafue to its outstanding performaringhe field of Computer
Go (Kocsiset al., 2006). In this study, it is applied to the search of the constructed LCST forapibmal
solutiors within limited time Each node in theCST has aeward value and the algorithm tendsiglore
the nodeswith higher reward value And therewardvalues are updatedas thealgorithm goesThe reward
value 'Y "Q of node "Qis formulated agKocsisetal., 2006):

YQ Q & X0)

In Eq. (26),the firstterm isthe fiperformance componentyvhich represents the best performancalbf
the exploredpaths (i.e.Janechanging strategs) thatcontainnode £. "Q"Q is updatedtach time nodeQis
explored.The nods with Higher performanceare more likely to leatb the solutions with higlguality. The
secondtermithefi e x pl or at i o "Qcdenotesahe exploratiarunbersof node "Q In this way,
the Monte-Carlo Tree Searchlgorlthm prefers texplore the nodes witfewerexplorationnumbergo avoid
falling intolocaloptimd. w and w arepositiveconstant parameters balancesxploration and exploitation
Thedetailed algorithniollows:

Step 1 Initialization : Set the initial trajectory €AV 7 , which is generated by the algorithm in Section
4.1, as thecurrent best trajectory solutiow . Initializethereward value'Y "Q of each nodeQas: 1) "Q"Q
0 forall nodes inthe LCSWhere 6 is thecost(i.e., the objective functiokq. (7)) of theinitial trajectory
solution v, 2) 0 "Q p forall nodes in the LCSTThat is the initial reward value of each node'¥%"Q
Q w.

Step 2 Selection Selecta lanechanging strate;g' by traversng from the root nodéo a leaf node.
When there areultiple child nodesit afathernode "Q the onewith thehighest reward valuis selectedThe
path representinghe selectedanechanging stratqgl is thenprured from the LCSTto avoid repeated
selectionin the Selectionstep

Step 3 Simulation: The longitudinal trajectory optimization mod&2) with theselected' is builtas
an MILP modehndis solvedby asolver. If the corresponding2is feasible, get theptimal trajectory strategy
v with the cost6® and goStep 4 Otherwise go toStep 5.

Step 4 Backpropagation Updates the reward valsieY "Q of thenodesin the selected pathia

Q0 1 ETQQm? ¢ X
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If solution v is betterthanthe current bestrajectory solutionv , then setv v .

Step 5If eitherthetime limit is reached or althe pathsn the LCST areprured output the curreribest
trajectory solution v . Otherwise go toStep 2.

Note that constructing and solving the MlltRodek (P2) for different lanechangingstrateges are
independent from each othérherefore,parallel computing techniques can be applied computational
efficiency. A PMCTS algorithm is designedas shown in F i dl.. The Selection Simulation, and
Backpropagation steps can be conducted in multiple threddstucial problenin theparallelizationis using
mutexes to prevent data corruption (Chaslal., 2008). h this study a mutex is used to locks thgobal
LCSTin the SelectionandBackpropagation stegs. Only one thread can access the LCSoradtime.

Multi parallel threads | Initialization |
4 N

Selection : Get next g* in LCST, and rl;
prune the chosen path. <

i

Simulation: Solve P2 with g

| | Backpropagation: Update reward values D___
\ and record current best solution

Terminate condition met?
Y
( Output current best solution )

Fig. 4 Scheme othe PMCTSalgorithm

4.3 Rolling horizon scheme

Arolling horizon schemis proposed for the dynamic implementatidthetrajectory optimizatiooodel
to cater to varying traffic conditionsthich is shown ik i 5 Thetrajectory planning fo€EAVsin the approach
lanesis executedn adecentralized wagt each time stefCAV trajectofesare planned one by one according

to their distance to the stoprbahe trajectory planning procedui@ oneCAV 1 follows the algorithm in
Sectiond4.2
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Parameter initialization

.

Determine the optimization sequence of
the CAVs in an arm {w;, W3 ... Wy}

.

Distributed trajectory planning for CAVs

]

1

1

| Trajectory planning for CAV w, follows the
1 algorithm in Section 4.2, and output s&*

Fig. 5 Rolling horizon scheme.

5 Numerical studies
5.1 Experimental data

A micro-simulation ofthetypical intersectiorin Fig. 1 is appliedto explore the beni$ of the proposed
trajectoryoptimizationmodel Since CAVtrajectory planningn onearmis independenif that in another arm
one arnof theintersection is takefor the experimentsvhich hasour approach lanes including a lfirning
lang two through lanesanda rightturning lane The length of the control zone & v 1 m. Thelength of
theno-changing zone it ¢ Tm. The speedimits in the control zoneand in the conflict zone aré
p @ m/sand 0 p Tim/s, respectively

Both CAVs and CHVs take the same vehicle size and the same parameters in driving behavidomodels
eliminate the impacts of the difference in driving behaviorsgHerbetter illustraibn of the benefits of the
proposed trajectoryplanning The vehicle lengthad 1 m. The time displacemenand the space
displacement in the cdollowing model aret p sandQ @ m. The minimum time interval between
two lanechanging behaviors i v s.The absolute values di¢ maximumacceleration and deceleration
ratesare®d ¢ m/fand® 1 m/S. The safety distancés Eq. (10)in thelanechangingplanning for
CAVs areQ v mandQ ¢ m. The weighting parametets , | , and| in the objective function
Eq. (7) are1000 O ,10 OF , and 1.The time step length i¥0 p sand theredundant time steps bfh e
pl anningr®ooiiz &s).,

Five levels of traffic demand are tested in simulatissshown inTable 1 Both underand oversaturated
traffic areincluded.Vehicle arrivals conform to Poisson distribution and vehicles enter the controlincee
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random laneThe cycleengthof theusedsignalplanis 60 s. Left-turning and thoughvehicles share the same
phasewith the green duration of 27 Bheyellow time is3 s. CAVsareallowed to pass the stop haithin the
first second of the yellowme in the trajectory planningnd thelast two secondare seen athe redtime for
safety concern€CHVsfollow the current rules in practic&Vhenthey come across a yellow lighieywould
decelerate if they could stop safely at the stop birer@ise they wouldpass the stoparduringtheyellow
light. Right-turning vehicles are natontrolledby signak.

Table 1 Traffic demand.
Average arrival rate (pcu/l/C))

Demand level

Through Left-turning Right-turning
1 563 (0.25) 253 (0.25) 506(0.25)
2 1125 (0.9) 506 (0.9) 1012(0.9)
3 1688(0.75) 759(0.75) 1518(0.75)
4 2250 (1.0) 1012 (1.@) 2024(1.00)
5 2813(1.25) 1265(1.25) 2530(1.25)

The proposed algorithms are implemented in C#. The MILP mB@gh¢ the lower level is solved using
Gurobi 9.0 (Gurobi Optimization Inc. 2019Jhe simulation is conducted in SUMO (Simulation of Urban
MObility) (Krajzewicz, et al., 200)2n a desktogvith anintel 3.60 GHZ coreCPUand16 GB memory Five
random seeds are used in the simulation for each demand level considering stochastic vehicle arrivals. Each
simulation run is 1800 s with a warap period of 150 s.

5.2 Results and discussions

5.2.1  Computational efficiency

As described in Sectiof.2, the computatinal efficiency ofthe proposedrajectory planning algorithm
in which thePMCTS algorithm is embeddedan be improved by using parallel computing techniquiés
multiple threads- i §shows theverage computational timetbie trajectory planning algorithat the second
demand levelyc = 0.5)with different numbers cévailable threaddVhen only one thread is available, the
average computational time is more than 4\W1Isen the thread number increasesewen the computational
time decreases significantly ~1 s However,the improvement is insignificant when the number of available
threaddurtherincreasedn that case, the computational efficiency is boundezbbyingthe MILP model P2)
in Step 3of thePMCTSalgorithmin each thread
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Fig. 6 Computational efficiencpf PMCTS algorithm.

For practice in fielda time limit can be sdébr thePMCTS algorithnto get a suimptimal solution fothe

reattime implementation othe trajectory planning algorithrit a b 2 shows theaverageoptimality of sub
optimal solutionswith different time limits and thread numbeiEhe solution optimality isneasuredoy

0w ov ov ov p mmkwhered ¥ , 0 v ,andd v are the costs (i.e., the
objective functionEq. (7)) of the optimal solutionthe suboptimal solution, and the initial soluticdhat is
generated in Step 2 of the trajectory planning algoritinena suboptimal solutiony has hi gh sol ut
gualtihgeyt i manldietxy i's cl ose toptlio@atidietof h sr wmios e cetalbé y |
T a b4 skowsthata larger number of threads has the potential to finebgtinal solutions of higher quality
within a time limit. And a longer time limit helps lead to highguality solutions as ®ll. When there ar&6
threads, the average optimalitgexof the suboptimal solutiong€anreach 95.0% withithe time limit 0f1.00
s, which shows the promising implementation of the trajectory planning algorithm in field.

Table 2 Solution optimality with different time limis.
Maximum Threads

Time limits (s)

1 4 8 16 32

0.50 16.0 28.3 31.0 40.0 56.0¢
0.75 26.1 34.6 52.0 72.0 81.0¢
1.00 2@®% 39.0 75.0 95.0 97.0¢
1.95 27.4 59.0 91.0 96.0 98.0¢
1.50 30.2¢ 753% 92.5 96.9 98. 40¢

One challengef solvingthe proposedi-level optimizatiormodel maylie in the increasing solution space
with increasing traffic which is known as the curse of dimensionalifyable 3 shows the average
computational timef theproposedrajectory planning algorithrat different traffic demand levels when there
are 1&hreads and no time linsitWhen the traffic demand increadip®fold from level 1 tdevel 5,theaverage
number of vehicles in approach lanes increases by more than 12 times due to the cohipeatieer, the
average number ddnechanging strategies in the solution spée., the paths in the LCST) only increases
by ~1.5 timesAnd the averagecomputational time increases from 0.83 s to 2.17 s by ~1.5 fithegeason
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is thatthe number ofeasibleLCGsdoes noincrease in proportion to the increase of traffic demand because
of the small space headway with heavy traffiberefore,the trajectory planning algorithm is capable of
handling botHow andhigh traffic in terms of computational efficiency.

Table 3 Computational timet differenttraffic demand levels

Demand Average mimberof Average mmberof lane Average omputational
level vehiclesin approach lanes  changing strategida LCST time (s)
1 12 76 0.83
2 28 84.6 0.91
3 57 1435 147
4 99 173.6 1.96
5 161 192.4 2.17

To fully explore the benefits of the proposed model, 16 threads and no time limits are used in the following
studies.

5.2.2 Benefits for CAVs

The proposed trajectory planning model helps Cfatkice delayndlanechanging numbers as well as
raisefuel economyFig. 7, F i g andF i § Ghow tle benefits othe plannedtrajectorystrategies of CAVs
compared with théenchmarkrajectory strategiesvhich are generated without CAV trajectory planning in
SUMO. Left-turning (L), rightturning (R) and througHT) CAVs areillustratedseparately ifFig. 7(b), Fi g .
9(b), andF i 3 (b). The experiments are conducted under mixed trafficth@éCAV penetation rate o#0%.
Thetraveldelayis calculatedas the difference between the actual travel time and thdéldredravel timeat
the intersectionwhichis the sum ofhetravel timesn theapproaching lanes, withtheintersection area, and
intheexitlanesThe f uel c o ni Kmp tsetteer@allmisgd e appl i ed for the es
economy

Fig. 7(a) shovs the average delayof CAVs at various traffic demandevels Compared with the
benchmark trajectas the optimized trajectories can redube travel delays of CAVs by ~5% at #ile
demand leveldrig. 7(b) shows the average delays grouped by CAV moveme€hé&delay reduction is more
noticeable with high demand (v/c=1.0 and 1,2&hich can reach ~2 BecauseCHVs stop at the stop bar
more frequently with high demand atiet optimized trajectoriesanhelp CAVs avoidsuchstopsas shown in
Fi g .aAs a CAWsulcdan r eudpoteisménearsd atrie greé€nor tChAdves, i s f u
can have Miaghseirngs peheeds ntersection due to the avoida
whyhe reduced udrgni@GgkVofi gilgdeags si gtnurfrnicmag ta n daanh rt chuwogst
showhigibhbHoweverreduced del ay isi dnari tteidmibregcsa uasree tfhiex e
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Fig. 9(a) shows the average fuel economy of CAVs at various traffic demand levels. With increasing
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traffic, the fuel economy of CAVs decreases due to the congestion. At low demand levels @/&)the

optimized trajectoes improve the fuel economy of CAVs by ~15% compared with the benchmark trajectories.

At high demand levels (v/c >= 1), the improvement increases to ~Bigf09(b) shows the averagieiel

economygrouped by CAV movements.hleehiet s
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Fig. 9. Averagefuel economybenefits of trajectory planning for a single CAV.
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Fig. 1 (8) shows the average lagbanging numbers of CAVs garious traffic demantkvels. At low
demandevels (e.g., v/c=0.25}he optimized and the benchmark trajectories lreparableperformance
Because lanehanging maneuverd CAVs are scarcely affected by other vehidgtethat case. In contrast, the
advantages of the proposed trajectories dvweenchmark trajectories are significant at high demand levels
(e.g., v/lc=1.25). Thianechanging number can be reduced by ~HE¥¢ause of the reduced unneceskarg
changingmaneuversrFig. 1 (b) shows the average laiwbanging numbers grouped by CAV movemettts.
observed thatie lanechanging numbers of through CAVs are less than those -ohiteftrightturning CAVs.

The reason is thahrough CAVschangeanesto themiddle two through lanesnore easilythan left/right-
turning CAVschanginglanesto the left/right-turning side laneFig. 1 (b) also indicatse thatthe optimized
trajectories outperform the benchmark trajectoifesost casesSincethe minimization of lanehanging
numbers is théertiary objective, CAVs may increase lacieanging numbers to reduce delay and improve the
smoothness of longitudinakijectories.
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5.2.3 Impacts on mixed traffic flow

As described in Section 3, the trajectory planning fdCAV guarantees that the planned/predicted
trajectories of its preceding vehicles are not affected for the concerns of faimtss.way, the negative
impacts of CAV trajectory planning on CHVseaexpected to bellaviated. This section investigates the
impacts of CAV trajectory planning on the mixed traffic flow and CHVs with different penetration rates of
CAVs.

Fi & (a), @), and (c)showthe average delays of CAVs, CHVs, and the mixed traffic at the demand
levels withv/c = 0.5, 1.0, and 1.25. With increasing demand, the average delays of CAVs, CHVs, and the
mixed traffic rise significantly. With increasing penetration rates of CAVs, the three average delays decrease
at each demand level. This indicates thattrajectoryplanning for CAVs has the potential to reduce the delays
of CHVs and the mixed traffic when there are more CAVs in the mixed traffee delay reduction of CHVs
is the most remarkable, which, for example,4s when the CAV penetration rate increagesr 70%. F i g .

1 (d), (e), and (fshowthe average delay reduction ©AVs, CHVs, and mixed traffic at different demand
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levels compared with the benchmark cases in which no CAV trajectory planning is conditbmeyh CAV
trajectory planning is conducted in a decentralized way, it helps improve the operational performance of the
mixed traffic with the CAV penetration rate higher than 20%. When the CAV penetration rate is high (e.g.,
80%), the delay reducticof CHVs becomes significant, especially with cgaturated traffic (i.e., v/c=1.25).

The reduced delay is more than 4 s. The reason is that CHVs could follow CAVs to form platoons to cross the
intersection at high speeds without stops at the stopbafy Zhowsthe trajectories of CAVs and CHVs with

the CAV penetration ratef 40% as an example. The trajectories segments in lane 2, which is a through lane,
are marked in dark colors and those in other lanes are marked in light colors. The CHVs in the first cycle stops
at the red light and start after the light turns green. Assalt; these CHVs have the stapt lost time. In
contrast, the CHVs in the third cycle follow leading CAVSs to pass the stop bar at high speeds. Stops at the stop
bar are avoided and the few seconds of the green time is utilized. Therefore, the trpjantong of CAVs

could reduce the delay of CHVs and the mixed traffic.
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Fig. 12 Spatialtemporaltrajectories of CAVs and CHMa the mixed traffic

In addition, the capacity of the intersection could be enhanced due to the same Feaspr&hows the
throughput of the approaching lanes with increasing demand. The CAV penetration rates of 08603098
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