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Abstract

While deep reinforcement learning (RL) has been increasingly applied designing car-
following models in the last years, this study aims at investigating theeasibility of RL-based
vehicle-following for complex vehicle dynamics and strong environmahdisturbances. As a
use case, we developed an inland waterways vessel-following modskd on realistic vessel
dynamics, which considers environmental in uences, such as varg stream velocity and
river pro le. We extracted natural vessel behavior from anonyized AIS data to formulate a
reward function that re ects a realistic driving style next to comfatable and safe navigation.
Aiming at high generalization capabilities, we propose an RL training emonment that uses
stochastic processes to model leading trajectory and river dym&s. To validate the trained
model, we de ned di erent scenarios that have not been seen in irang, including realistic
vessel-following on the Middle Rhine. Our model demonstrated safiedacomfortable driving
in all scenarios, proving excellent generalization abilities. Furtherme, tra ¢ oscillations
could e ectively be dampened by deploying the trained model on a asence of following

vessels.
Keywords: Reinforcement learning, vehicle-following model, vessel tra ¢ owjnland

waterway, string stability, AR processes

1. Introduction

With the increase of automation in recent decades, autonomousing technologies

have successfully been applied in di erent tra ¢ domains, e.g., on setfriving cars and un-
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manned aerial vehicles. Having this knowledge at hand and moving to@her transportation
domain, current research investigates the feasibility of autonoras vessel tra ¢ on inland
waterways, e.g., inPeeters et al.(2020. A crucial element in the design of autonomous
driving technologies, especially in domains with dense tra c, is longituithal vehicle control,
which should guarantee safety and aim for comfortable and econically e cient driving
behavior. Various rule-based approaches to model longitudinalhiele-following have been
proposed, e.g., the Gazis-Herman-Rothery model Wyazis et al. (1961, or the Intelligent
Driver Model (IDM) by Treiber et al. (2000. The latter has not only been used to model
car-following or bicycle-following behavior but was the rst step in mdeling the longitudinal
control of vessels on inland waterways—{scher et al, 2014.

With the advances in machine learning techniques, various supendséarning ap-
proaches have been proposed to model vehicle-following behaviehjch relies on the data
provided through human demonstrations, e.g.Kue er et al. (2017, Zhang et al. (2011).
However, since these approaches aim at imitating human driving behar, this may lead to
sub-optimal behavior regarding safety and comfort and will fail ateneralization.

To tackle these problems, current approaches on vehicle-followinge deep reinforce-
ment learning (RL), which harnesses the potential of deep neuna¢tworks (Goodfellow et al,
2019 and has already shown remarkable achievements in games and reatld problems
(Mnih et al., 2015 Vinyals et al., 2019 Folkers et al, 2019 Li et al., 202]). Instead of im-
itating human driving behavior, the idea is to optimize prede ned safg, e ciency, and
comfort metrics directly while interacting with the environment. Sone RL-based studies
develop training environments where the leading vehicle trajectong based on real human
driver data, such asZhu et al. (201§ and Zhu et al. (2020. Similar research proposes a
standardized driving cycle serving as a leading vehicle trajectorysed for training, such
asLin et al. (2020 and Lin et al. (2019 utilizing the New European Driving Cycle. One
major drawback coming along with these approaches is that in vehidielowing scenarios,
not re ected in the training data set, the performance of the trined model can decrease sig-
ni cantly, revealing inadequate generalization (in et al., 202Q. This is also known as the
problem of robust out-of-distribution generalization Dittadi et al., 202]). To overcome this

issue,Hart et al. (20213 proposed a stochastic training environment that aims to increase



the coverage of possible vehicle-following scenarios, including raaéegy/-critical situations,
such as full-braking of the leader.

Another issue in the majority of studies investigating RL-based lorigidinal vehicle con-
trol is the assumption of point-mass kinematic models. There is onlyteandful of approaches
that consider complex vehicle dynamics, such dsn et al. (2019 and Farag et al. (2020.
Furthermore, existing research does not consider environmehtiisturbances that can impact
vehicle dynamics. This motivated us to study the feasibility of RL-ba=d vehicle-following
models for complex vehicle dynamics under major environmental inamces. To investigate
this issue, we chose vessel-following on inland waterways as our agpion domain where
environmental disturbances, such as varying water stream dymagcs and changing river ge-
ometry, strongly impact the vessel dynamics. To the best of ournkwledge, there exist
no vessel-following models for inland waterways based on reinforenlearning. Most of
the work in this area focuses on convoys or platoons in open wateth@ng et al, 2019
Liang et al., 2021).

The desired behavior of the trained RL model depends on the rewafunction, which
has to be designed beforehand. Typically, these reward functioase hand-crafted and rely
on the expertise of designers, who, for example, de ne safe distas or headways to the
leader vehicle, cf.Jiang et al. (2020, Yuankai et al. (2019, Masmoudi et al.(202]. Since,
in contrast to road trac, commonly used values for safe distance or headways to the
leader vehicle do not exist in vessel tra ¢, we are adapting the solidn of Zhu et al. (2020
by evaluating human driving data that we extract from the Automaic Identi cation System
(AIS) system.

Summarizing, the main contribution of our work is to investigate thedasibility of RL-
based vehicle-following models for complex vehicle dynamics and unsigong environmental

in uences, which includes the following aspects for the rst time caosidered jointly:
" Extraction of realistic vessel behavior from anonymized AIS data.

" Formulation of a reward function, using extracted behavior and recting safety and

comfort aspects.

" Design of an RL training environment, considering realistic vessel mgmics and envi-
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ronmental disturbances, with a focus on high generalization capéties to tackle the

problem of out-of-distribution robustness.

" Training of an RL vessel-following model and scenario-based validaticegarding safety,

e ciency, and comfort.

" Evaluation of the generalization capabilities by simulating realistic scamios on the

Middle Rhine and testing for string stability.

This work is structured as follows: In Sectior2, we introduce the RL methodology.
In Section 3, we propose our approach for a RL-based vessel-following modsihg realistic
vessel dynamics under environmental disturbances. We validateettrained model in Section

4, followed by a conclusion in Sectiof.

2. Reinforcement learning methodology

2.1. Basics

The objective of RL is to solve sequential decision tasks where areaginteracts with
the environment, maximizing the discounted cumulative rewardSutton and Barto, 2019.
The formal basis of RL are Markov decision processes that consistf a state spaces, an
action spaceA, an initial state distribution To : S ! [0;1], a state transition probability
distribution P : S A S'! [0; 1], a reward functionR : S A! R, and a discount factor
2 [0; 1]. After receiving a state informations; 2 S at each time stept, the agent selects an
actiona; 2 A, gets an instantaneous reward., , and transitions based on the environmental
dynamicsP to the next state si+; 2 S. In the following, we use capital notation, e.g.S;, to
indicate random variables and small notation, e.gs; or s, to describe their realizations.
The RL agent aims to learn a policy , that is a mapping from each states 2 S to
an actiona 2 A in order to maximize the expected discounted cumulative reward, asting
from state So: J( ) = E P LO KRis1 So = s]. The de nition of action value functions
Q (s;a) as the expected return when starting in state, taking action a, and following policy
afterwards, is a key function:Q (s;a) = E P Lo KRi+k+1)St = S;A; = a . Furthermore,

(s) = argmax,, Q (s;a) is de ned as a deterministic optimal policy, that is linked with



an optimal action-value functionQ (s;a) = max Q (s;a). To learn Q (s;a), the use of the

Bellman (19549 optimality equation is common practice:

Q (s;a) = R(s;a)+ X P maxQ (s®ad: (1)
s a%A

Based on the Bellman equation,Watkins and Dayan (1992 introduced the popular Q-
learning algorithm, whereQ-values are approximated by tabular representations. This allows
storing a nite number of (s; a)-pairs, which restricts the algorithm to discrete state spaces.
To allow for continuous state spaces, th@-values are approximated by more complex repre-
sentations like deep neural networks. Based on this approadiinih et al. (2015 introduced
the deepQ-network (DQN) algorithm, combining Q-learning with function approximation.
The training of the function Q' (s; a) with parameter vector! is realized by gradient descend

algorithm:
I 1+ fy Q' (s;agr Q (s;a); (2)

with reward r, targety = r + maxapa Q' (s a9, and learning rate . Q'°(s;a), named
as the target network, de nes a time-delayed copy of the originaletwork with parameter
I'. This technique has been found to enhance the stability of the traimmy process. An-
other feature of DQN is experience replay, which is used to samplaisitions randomly (or
with more advanced strategies likeschaul et al.(2016) to perform gradient descent steps.
Since learning with DQN is based on calculating the maximum over all palske actions,
this algorithm just allows for discrete action space#®\. As our application case involves
continuous action spaces, we use the deep deterministic policy gead (DDPG) algorithm
(Lillicrap et al., 2015.

2.2. Deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG)

The DDPG algorithm has been proven to perform well on control ptdems with contin-
uous state and action spaces that are similar to our task, such Aku et al. (201§, Lin et al.
(2019, and Du et al. (202]). DDPG is an o -policy, actor-critic algorithm based on an actor
function :S!A with parameter vector that approximates the maximum operation in

the target computation, and the critic function Q' (s; a) that approximates the action-values



like in the DQN algorithm. In this context, the critic evaluates the actons made by the
actor. Both actor and critic functions are represented as neuraetworks.

P
We consider the performance objectivé( )= E i:o KRe+1 Sg] based on the de-
terministic policy . Silver et al. (2014 proved the Deterministic Policy Gradient Theorem

which yields the gradient of the performance measure with respdat

rd(C) E 1 (9raQ(sidja= (5 3)

where is the discounted state visitation distribution. In the DDPG algorithm, this gradient
is used to train the actor via gradient ascent. We refer ta.illicrap et al. (2015 for more
details. Furthermore, experience replay and target networksdm DQN are adapted with
a minor adjustment. By applying a soft-update of the target neterks for both actor and
critic, the update targets change slowly, which has been found taleance training stability.
Denoting as the soft target update rate, °and ! °the parameter sets of the target actor

and critic, respectively, the update is:

1= 1 +a1 )¢

°= o+ )" (4)

The complete algorithm is detailed in Algorithm1.



Algorithm 1: DDPG algorithm following Lillicrap et al. (2019

Randomly initialize actor  and critic Q'

Initialize target actor ° and target critic Q' ° with ° and!©9 |
Initialize replay bu er D

for episode = 1,M do

Initialize a random procesdN for action exploration

Receive initial statesy from environment

for t=1,T do

Acting

Select actiona, =  (s;) + N, according to current policy
Execute a;, receive rewardry.; , new states;.; , and done ag d;
Store transition (S¢; & r+1; St+1; ) to D

Learning
Sample random mini-batch of transitions §; a;; ri+1;Si+1; d)X,; from D
Calculate target: n 0

Vi=ris+ 1 d)Q° sui; (Si1)

P
Update critic by minimizing loss:L = N 1 'L fy; Q'(s;;&)d’
Update actor policy using the sampled policy gradient:
X

rJ r aQ! (S;a)js=si;a= (si)r (S)jSZSi
i=1

Update target networks via @)

End of episode handling

if d; then
| Reset environment to an initial states;.;

end
end
end

2.3. Architecture and Hyperparameters

Both neural networks, representing actor and critic function Q' (s;a), are feed-
forward neural networks with two layers of hidden neurons, coaining 32 neurons each.
ReLU activation functions (Nair and Hinton (201Q) are used for all layers, except for the
output layer of the actor network that uses atanh( ) activation function. The learning
rates for updating the weights of the critic and actor network, cor and e, are set

to 0.001. Optimization is performed with Adam Kingma and Ba, 2014. As suggested in



Lillicrap et al. (2019, we used temporally correlated noise to explore well in physical en-
vironments with momentum. We adapted anUhlenbeck and Ornstein(193Q process with

ou =0:15 and oy =0:2. The complete list of hyperparameters is given in Tablg.

Hyperparameter \ Value
Discount factor 0.95
Batch sizeN 32
Replay bu er size jDj 100

Learning rate actor o | 0:001
Learning rate critic e | 0:001
Soft target update rate | 0.001

Optimizer Adam
Exploration noise oy 0.15
Exploration noise oy 0.2

Number of hidden layers | 2
Neurons per hidden layer| 32

Table 1: List of DDPG hyperparameters.

3. Approach: Vessel-Following

3.1. Problem Description

Vehicle-following refers to safe, e cient, and comfortable followingf a leader vehicle.
As motivated in Section 1, we aim to investigate the feasibility of an RL-based vehicle-
following model for complex vessel dynamics and environmental iremces, such as river
ow dynamics with changing river geometry. Thereby, the following &ssel is controlled by
an RL agent that sets a suitable value for the engine power for eatime step. This engine
power is then translated into an acceleration under consideratiori the vessel dynamics and

river in uences.

3.2. Vessel Dynamics

The mathematical vessel model, used in this work, is based bimke et al. (2019 who
de ned the basic longitudinal equation of vessel motion as the Neartian momentum bal-
ance:

d
dat (Me X) = Me X+ XMe = Torop Whyda  Wha  Wyg: (5)



The rate of change of the momentum with the dynamic mass, and the vessel speed is
equal to the thrust T,op by the propellers subtracted by the drag resistancé/y,q of moving
through the water, the resistancéVV from friction between the water and the hull of the
vessel, and the momentum transfew, of the river and induced currents which also includes
the gravitational pull by the slope of the water surface. The thrat T depends on the engine
power P and the speedv, = X Vg relative to the water stream speedis,. The resistances
depend onv,, vy, the draft (vertical distance between the waterline and the botim of the
hull), and the river geometry, which we approximate by a rectangutgoro le of depth h and
width w resulting in a cross-sectiom.ss = Wh, for more details we refer toLinke et al.
(2019. Note that we do not consider lateral dynamics in this work. Furtermore, we use a
typical inland cargo vessel type with the masm = 3174t, the length Ls = 110 m, the width
W; = 11:4m and the draftHg = 2:8 m.

3.3. Action, State and Reward

At each time stept, the agent computes a continuous actios; 2 [0; 1] that is mapped
to an engine powerP;:
Pt = Pmaxa; (6)

where Pnax de nes the maximum possible engine power. Note that we do not caoder
negative engine powers in this study. To make adequate decisionse tagent must observe
its environment. From a sensory point of view, we assume that theyant is able to perceive
the bow-to-stern gapg: and relative speedx;  X:eaq t0 the leader vessel at time step.
Furthermore, the agent senses the current river depth belowddeh;, the cross-sectional river
areaA;cross and water stream speed..s, . Summarizing, the agent observes the statg at

time stept that is de ned as:

Xy . Pt . G .)St )St;lead, ht _At;cross_ Vi:str

) P ) ) ) h 1 A L
Vscale max Oscale Vscale scale scale Vscale

; (7)

St:

where the parameters/scaie; Pmax, Oscales Nscale @Nd Agcale are used for normalizing the obser-
vations, with the values to be found in Table2.

As motivated in Sectionl, we use real human driving data from the Automatic Identi-
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Figure 1: Distribution of bow-stern time gap T in extracted vessel-following events from the Middle Rhine
for a window of 60 km and 24 h. A lognormal distribution was t on the d ata to model the reward function.

cation System (AIS) to extract driving behavior. As the AIS system is obligatory for many
inland waterways, AIS data is used in various RL-based applications extract vessel trajec-
tories, such as inGuo et al. (2020 and Westerlund (202]). In this study, we aim to extract
vessel-following behavior from the AIS database. We chose a sattioom the Middle Rhine
in Germany for two purposes: First, this part of the Rhine is quite naow, so overtaking
maneuvers are relatively rare. Second, the tra ¢ volume is high. Tése characteristics lead
to a higher chance of vessel-following events that we try to extriac

We de ned a section of 60km length and a time span of 24 hours as abservation
window. Within this window, we extracted vessel-following events, ehnacterized by two
criteria: First, the di erence speed between follower and leader ssel must be below a
threshold of Q2 m=s. Second, the follower and leader vessel must have a lateral tayer
Based on the extracted vessel-following events, we adapted thmpeoach ofZhu et al. (2020
by analyzing the follower's bow-stern time ga@ and tting a distribution onto it to model
a part of the reward function. For computingT, we used the vessel's speed with respect to
the current water stream speed. A histogram of the bow-sternmie gap T of all extracted

vessel-following events in the interval 2 [0; 1000] is depicted in Figurel. It can be noted
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that the resulting distribution of the bow-stern time gap for vesds looks relatively similar
to the distribution in road tra c ( Wasielewskj 1979. To approximate the data, a lognormal

distribution was t onto it, with its density function de ned as:

(InT 1)
22 ’

. 1
fr(Tj 1; 1)= —Pp=—exp (8)
T 2

where 1 and 1 are the mean and log standard deviation of the lognormal distributio
The resulting values for these parameters are given in Tablke
Adopted from Zhu et al. (2020, we model the safety factor of the reward function based

on the approximated distribution and the bow-stern time gaprl; at time stept as:

It safety = fr(Tej 70 1) 9)

Next to keeping a safe headway, this reward factor also aims to ingwe tra ¢ ow e ciency
by motivating the follower vessel to keep not too long headways.

Apart from safety and e ciency, vehicle-following models consideramnfortable driving.
In this study, we characterize comfort as low changing rates in eéng powerP which result
in low accelerations. In this sense, we de ne the comfort factor tfie reward function at

time stept as:

t dPy %

I't; comfort = P W
max

(10)

Summarizing, the nal reward at simulation time stept is de ned as the weighted sum

of the two reward factors according to:

Mt = Igsafety ¥ I t.comfort s (11)

where the weight has been found experimentally. Its value can be found in Tabke

3.4. Training Environment

As outlined in the introduction, the objective of this study is to train an agent that
is capable of handling vessel-following scenarios in dierent environnte, in particular,

for di erent river characteristics and leading trajectories. Insead of training the agent on
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the Middle Rhine and in scenarios based on AIS data, we aim for a morengric training
environment. To achieve this, we are adapting the approach bfart et al. (2021ab) by using
general stochastic processes to design environmental in uescd his method proved to yield
good generalization capabilities. In detail, we use AR(1) processé&sdy, 2010 to model

leading vessel trajectory and river characteristics in training:
Xis1 = Car + ar Xt + U where u;, N (0; 2R); (12)

with auto-regressive parametersagr and sr and variance 2.
For each training episode, we de ne an independent AR(1) proce&w leading vessel
speedxX;.jeaq @nd river observations as river depth below kedl,, cross-sectional river area

At cross, and water stream speed;. o at time stept as:

)St+1;|ead =G + 1)&; lead + ut;l; Where ut;l N (O; f), (13)
hiss = G+ ohy + Ugo; where ugx N (0; 2); (14)
At+1;cross = C3 + 3At; cross+ Ut;3; Where Ut;3 N (0; 5), (15)
Vt+1;str = C4 + 4Vt;str + ut;4; Where ut;4 N (O; i)a (16)
with ;and 2fori=1;:::;4 de ning auto-regressive parameters and variances. These pa-

rameters have been adjusted to cover reasonable ranges anangiing rates of the respective
variable. Their values can be found in Tabl@. Since a vessel, having relative speeds with
respect to water stream lower than 2 s, is not maneuverable, we constraiR;eaq to that
lower bound by setting the relative speed to values 2 m=s within the process. In the same
way we constrain the river depth below kedi; to be 0. Notice that, in spite of ignoring the
lateral dynamics, the river cross-section enters via the backitant terms of the resistance
forces in EqQ. 6).

To simulate an episode, the vessel dynamic§)(have to be integrated. One training
episode covers 500 time steps, and the Euler and ballistic methode arsed to update the
speed and position for time steg + 1, respectively. This approach is recommended in

Treiber and Kanagaraj(2019 as an e cient and robust scheme for integrating car-following
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Table 2: Description and value for environment parameters

Parameter Description Value
Pmax maximum possible engine power 1MW
Vscale speed scaling parameter 613
Oscale gap scaling parameter 800m
Nscale river depth scaling parameter 3m
Ascale cross-sectional area scaling parameter 1500 m

t simulation step size 1s

T mean of lognormal distribution 541

T log standard deviation 106

weighting factor in reward function 00004

G AR parameter for leading speed ‘010 n¥s
C AR parameter for river depth 0262 m
C3 AR parameter for river cross-section 892 n?
Cs AR parameter for stream velocity 0

1 AR parameter for leading speed 094

2 AR parameter for river depth Q951

3 AR parameter for river cross-section 0997

4 AR parameter for stream velocity @993

2 AR variance parameter for leading speed :@84 nt=s?

2 AR variance parameter for river depth @81 nt

2 AR variance parameter for river cross-section 598'm

2 AR variance parameter for stream velocity @30 n?=¢’

models:

|
I

+
X
T

Xi+1 =

Xtep = X+ ———

(17)

(18)

with t corresponding to the simulation step. To initialize an episode, we s to zero and

Xo and Xg.ead 1S S@ampled uniformly from the interval [2 n¥s,6 m=s]. Since we aim to train
an agent that is applicable for free-driving, approaching, and vesdsfollowing scenarios, we
further set the initial gap go between both vessels to 600 m, so that approaching of the leading

vessel is part of an episode.
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4. Validation

To check if the trained model is safe, e ective, and comfortable,evsimulate di erent
vessel-following scenarios. Instead of validating the model purely stenarios based on
the AR(1) processes used in training, we evaluated the generalipet capabilities by also
simulating scenarios that are not in the scope of the training data.nlparticular, we use
real river dynamics from the Middle Rhine to validate our trained vesd-following model. A
further aspect is to evaluate the string stability of the model by uag a sequence of followers.

Four di erent scenarios are described in the following.

4.1. Scenario based on training AR(1) processes

The rst scenario is chosen similar to the training process in order tevaluate if the
driving style is safe, e ective, and comfortable. Figur& shows the response of the trained
model to a leader trajectory based on the AR(1) process we usedtraining. Furthermore,
the river characteristics are also modeled by the training AR(1) paesses. Both vessels start
with a gap of 600 m and the follower is moving with maximum poweP .. When the gap
falls below approximately 400 m, the follower starts to slow down by deeasing the engine
power and approaches the leader comfortably. During the wholeesario, the follower keeps
a safe gap to the leader, although there are unrealistic high chasge river dynamics and
leader speed. To compensate for these high changes, the follsvengine power shows high
changing rates as well. Nevertheless, the gap to the leader nevesp$ below 150 m. It can
be further observed that the spatial gap to the leader increasegth the follower's speed,
which is re ected in the reward structure @) that motivates the follower to keep a constant

time gap.
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4.2. Arti cial scenario

modeling realistic environmental in uences, we designed a more retiisscenario based on

Figure 2: Validation scenario based on the AR(1) processes, thatdve been used in training.

Since the AR(1) processes used in the previous validation scenarie aot suitable for

sinus functions to model river dynamics and by using a smoother lead trajectory (see

Figure 3). As in the previous validation scenario, the initial gap between follosv and leader

is set to 600 m. While in the beginning, the leader is moving with a minimum sed of 2 m/s

relative to water stream, the follower accelerates with maximum eige powerPpa. When

the gap between both falls below 400 m, the follower comfortably deases its engine power

and safely approaches the leading vessel with a nal gap of appimately 140 m. Thereatfter,

the leader accelerates and decelerates a few times while the followeacts with comfortable

changes in engine power and a safe gap to the leader.
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Figure 3: Arti cial validation scenario based on sinus functions to model river dynamics and a realistic
leading trajectory.

4.3. Vessel-following on the Middle Rhine

To evaluate the agent's performance on a real river, we simulate aalistic vehicle
following scenario using real river dynamics from the Rhine. In partitar, we chose the
part of the Middle Rhine that has been used to calibrate the rewardifction in Section3.3.
Figure 4 depicts the chosen river section with its geometry as well as watdream speed

and water depth. The follower vessel trajectory is marked by redots.
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Figure 4: Chosen part of the Middle Rhine to validate the trained modd. The upper illustration shows the
water stream speed, the lower one the water depth. The vessetajectory is marked in red.

In contrast to the previous validation scenarios, we use the samessel dynamics (cf.
Section3.2) for the leader that we used for the follower. Since, in reality, enggnpowers are
aimed to be kept constant, we set a constant engine power Bf= 0:5MW for the leading
vessel in this validation scenario. Furthermore, we set the followe&rith a constant lateral
displacement with respect to the leader, depicted in Figurg This results in a scenario that
is, on the one hand, more realistic since vessels usually do not tradé@kectly behind each
other and, on the other hand, more challenging since river dynamiese di erent for both

vessels during simulation.

——follower trajectory
——leader trajectory

6

water depth (in m)
£

0

Figure 5: Lateral displacement of the follower with respect to the leader. This results in di erent river
dynamics for both during simulation.
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Figure 6 shows the response of the follower to the leader that is traveling winostream
with constant engine power. Since follower and leader are experigncdi erent environ-
mental in uences, the follower has to adjust its engine power. Budgain, the changing rates
in engine power are low, resulting in a comfortable driving style. The lfowing vessel is able
to follow the speed of the leader quite well and is, therefore, able keep a safe gap to the

leader that never drops below 200 m.

engine power (in MW)
l l

0.5 A AN
0 | | | | | | |
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
vessel speed (in m/s
65F ‘ ‘ ‘ P ( ‘ ) ‘ ‘ —followery,
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Figure 6: Response of the trained model to a leading vessel, that igdvelling with constant engine power
on the Middle Rhine.

4.4. Sequence of followers on the Middle Rhine

This vessel following scenario is designed to test two aspects: Finge aim to evaluate
how the trained model reacts on a leading vessel that shows highmps in engine power,
resulting in high accelerations and safety-critical decelerations. t Ahis point, it is again
worth mentioning that we do not consider negative engine power. €hefore, the most
safety-critical situation is de ned by a sudden and high decrease itne leading vessel's
engine power. The second aspect to evaluate is string stability. This realized by using a
sequence of ve followers traveling behind a leading vessel with zdateral o set. All ve
followers use the trained model to control their engine power, aradain we use a part of the

Middle Rhine. Figure7 shows the reaction of the ve followers to the leading trajectoryhat
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is based on jumps in engine power. All vessels are able to keep a safetg the respective
leader and further show comfortable changing rates in engine powdn the most critical
situation, when the leading vehicle suddenly reduces its engine poweralmost zero at
t 2800s, the followers react quickly but still with a comfortable decese in engine power,
enabling them to keep safe gaps to their respective leaders. Fetimore, string stability can
be observed in a way that no oscillations occur. On the contrary, ¢hsequence of followers

is attening the speed pro le and thus is able to dampen oscillations ahincrease comfort.
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Figure 7: Reaction of a sequence of ve followers, each controlledytthe trained model, on the Middle Rhine.

4.5. Comparison with real leader-follower pair

In a last experiment, we compare the behavior of the trained modelith real vessel-
following behavior. Figure8 depicts a scenario where we took a real follower-leader pair
from the AIS data set and let our trained agent follow the exact saenleading trajectory.
Comparing real and RL follower trajectories, we see that they bbtshow roughly the same
behavior regarding their speed curve, remarking that the RL follosv shows less variance
from around t = 2000s. By comparing the resulting gap to the leader, we can furth
observe that the real follower chooses overall higher gaps thadretRL follower. This can be
interpreted as a more defensive driving style that we can also see oad tra c. However, it

is to mention that such a di erent behavior can easily be achieved byhgting the lognormal
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distribution in the safety factor of the reward function ©) towards larger bow-stern time

gaps.
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Figure 8: Comparison of the trained agent with a follower-leader pairfrom the AIS data set.

5. Conclusion

This study presents an RL-based vessel-following model taking inexcount realistic
vessel dynamics, including environmental in uences, such as stre velocity and river pro le.
For the formulation of a suitable reward, we extracted natural v&sel behavior from AIS data
from a part of the Middle Rhine. Using these insights, we de ned a read function that
re ects realistic vessel-following behavior as well as safe and cortdble driving. In order
to guarantee collision-free navigation on di erent types of riverswe developed a general
training environment that uses AR(1)-processes to model the ldimg vessel trajectory as
well as changing river dynamics.

We evaluated the performance of the trained model in di erent so@arios ranging from
arti cial and unrealistic waterways to realistic vessel-following on tb Middle Rhine. To
validate the generalization capabilities, all of these scenarios havever been seen in training.
Although some scenarios were designed to bring the model to its limitee model proved to

be accident-free while maintaining a comfortable driving style in all simtions. Furthermore,
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the trained model was able to e ectively dampen tra ¢ oscillations in asequence of trained
followers, even if the leader showed extreme acceleration valuesc8 this aspect was neither
trained nor included in the agent's speci cation, this is another profoof the generalization
abilities.

In conclusion, we showed that RL can not only handle simple point-maslynamics in
vehicle-following but is able to perform well on tasks where vehicle dgmics are complex
and under the in uence of strong external disturbances. Basesh these insights, we plan
to extend this study by using a two-dimensional vessel model in tHature. Challenges that
come along with this task would be the consideration of a two-dimensial action space,
including engine power and rudder angle, as well as additional requirents regarding lateral

navigation.
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