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T his paper Introduces a car ©llow ng m odelw here the driving schem e takes into account the de —
ciencies of hum an decision m aking In a generalway. A dditionally, it In proves certain shortcom ings
ofm ost of the m odels currently in use: it is stochastic but has a continuous acceleration. This is
achieved at the cost of form ulating the m odel In tem s of the tin e derivative of the acceleration,

m aking it non-N ew tonian.

To understand tra ¢ ow, i ism andatory to analyze
the Interaction between the cars. The sinplest case is
that of a car ollow ing a lead car. To describe this pro—
cess, a big num ber of m odels have been nvented (for a
review see ﬂ, E]) . Thesemodels di er in the details of
the interaction between the cars, and the tin e update
rule, ranging from di erential equations to cellular au—
tom ata. M ostly, they describe this process by an equa—
tion a = a (v;h;V ) that relates the change in the current
velocity v (the acceleration a) to the velocity v ofthe ol
low ing car, the distance h (\headw ay") to the car ahead,
and is speed V , respectively.

Considerable e ort has been invested to investigate
the em erging m acroscopic behavior from the underlying
m icroscopic dynam ics of interacting cars. N evertheless,
there is stilla lot of controversy in both the m acroscopic
behavior when com pared to reality E], and in the m &
croscopic foundations of the individual car dynam ics. In
particular, the observed non-dam ped oscillations in the
relative m otion ofvehicles, w hich are illustrated in F jg.
are often explained by the instability in the cooperative
motion of the car ensembl only (see, eg., ﬂ, E])
fact, sub fcted to reasonable physical constraints the re—
lation a = a (v;h;V ) seam s to be hardly able to predict
an instability in the follow Ing car m otion provided the
car ahead m oves at a constant velocity. H ow ever, recent
m odels [, [, @1 display a certain kind of instability in the
car follow ing process itself.

There are actually two stinulia ecting the driver be—
havior. O ne ofthem isthe necessity tom ove at them ean
soeed oftra ¢ ow, ie., wih the speed V of the lead-
Ing car. So, rst, the driver should control the velociy
di erencev V. The other is the necessity to m aintain
a safe headway hgpt (V) depending on the velocity V . In
particular, the earliest \low -the-leader” m odels [}, [§]
take into acocount the form er stin ulus only w ithout re—
garding the headway h at all. By contrast, the \optin al
velocity” m odel [§, [[]] directly relates the acceleration
a to the di erence between the current velocity v and
a certain optin alvalue #.¢ () at the current headway,
a/ W  #pt )] O foourse, m ore sophisticated approx—

In ations, eg., @, @, E, E, E, E] to nam e but a few,
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FIG.1: M easured car-follow ing behavior. D ata are recorded
by an equipped car m easuring distance h and speed v and
computing vV during a drive on a G em an freeway.

allow forboth stim uli.

Tt isnot very likely that the vardables fv;h;V g do spec—
ify the acceleration a com pletely. Since drivershavem oti-
vationsand ollow only partly physicalreqularities, m em —
ory e ectsm ay be essential. In a sin plem anner, thishas
been Introduced in m odels that relate the current accel-
eration a(t) to the velociy v (t 2) and the headway
h ,)atapreviousmomentt , (ora review ofthe
\Dlbw ing-the-leader" m odels see, eg., Ref. [17, [L§], for
the \optin al velocity m odel" see Ref. @]) . Here, , is
the delay tin e In the driver regponse w hich istreated asa
constant. T his approach is not com pletely satisfactorily,
since rst, the physiblogicaldelay in the driver response
seam s to be too short to be of in portance. Second, i
isnot clear why them em ory e ects relate only two m o—
m ents of tin e Instead of a certain interval as a whole.
Third, the dependence of the tine scale , on the car
m otion state ism issing. N evertheless, these m odels show
an instability in the car-follow ing dynam ics (orovided 5
isbig enough) and are non-N ew tonian as well.

In the follow Ing, reasons of another nature than the
driver response delay lead beyond the fram ew ork ofN ew —
ton’sm echanics. A corregpondingm odel for the follow ing
car dynam ics displaying an instability around the sta-
tionary m otion is proposed. To describe the driver be-


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210025v1

havior, the approach suggested in Ref. @] w il be used.
T here, drivers plan their behavior for a certain tine In
advance instead of sin ply reacting to the surrounding sit-—
uation. A sin ilar idea related to the optin um design ofa
distance controlling driver assistance system is discussed
in Ref. RI]. In m athem aticaltem s the driver's planning
of her further m otion is reduced to nding extrem als of
a certain priority finctional that ranks outcom es of dif-
ferent driving strategies. Here, the assum ption that the
driver is rationalplays the crucialrole. Tt m eans that the
driver continuously correct the car m otion to follow the
optim al strategy. In this case @], the collection of vari—
ables fv;h;V g does specify the car acceleration a com —
plktely. However, the assum ed continuous control is in —
possble to achieve or hum ans. T herefore, it is assum ed
below that a realdriver, rst, cannot com pute the opti-
m alpath ofm otion exactly and, second, that she cannot
correct the car m otion continuously.

This is jast the approach that is known as bounded
rationality E]. Even if a driver succeeds In nding the
optin alsolution, she is only capable of setting the accel-
eration to a xed value. A fter that, she waits until the
deviation from herpriority functionalhasbecom e too big
to ignore, leading to a re-com putation of another m ore
or lessoptim alpath. O r, to put i di erently, drivers are
sim ply not capable of resolving sm alldi erencesbetw een
a given value ofacceleration, speed, orheadw ay and their
\optin al" desired values.

T he re-com putations are assum ed to happen stochasti-
cally, w ith a probability that increasesw ith the deviation
from the desired state. So, the m odel described below
becom es a stochastic one. The action of noise can be
m odeled either explicitly by introducing certain thresh-
olds (as isdone in the psycho-physicalm odels @]) or by
m aking the noise am plitude dependent on the distance
between the current and optin al state. This de nes a
dynam ic trap m odel @], an approach that willbe ol
lowed below .

Tom ake the m odelm ore realistic, it is dem anded that
the tra fctories of acceleration, speed, and headway are
continuous functions of timne. This can be achieved by
form ulating the m odel in tem s of the tin ederivative of
aceleration called ®rk and adding a whitenoise tem
there. In what follows, that the acceleration is a col-
orized noise process w thout jum ps, and so are the other
Integrals of m otion (speed and headw ay, respectively).

M ODEL DESCRIPTION

A ssum e that at a certain instant of tin e t the driver
has decided to correct the car m otion and chosen the
acceleration a t) Fig. E) . A s discussed above, the opti-
m alpath fhope (Gt)g of the furtherm otion (£> t) is too
com plex for her to com pute and to follow it. So, she re—
gards the path fh, (Gt) :at) = a (t)g characterized by

[optimal paths, Uopt (t | f)]

driver has chosen
accelaration a(t)

driver changes acceleration
a(t) = a(t+7,)
to make feeling difference
|Gopt (t+74) — a(t)| smaller

car velocity, v

t t+7q
time

FIG . 2: The drver strategy of goveming the carm otion.

the constant acceleration as the optin alone.

A certain tim e Interval , later, the driver has to cor-
rect the carm otion again. This can be done by shifting
the current acceleration a (t+ 5) tow ards the desired op—
tin alvalie agpe (t+ o) =  Fhepe (Gt+ 2)3-wr , known
to her approxin ately:

at+ a2) a=C @pcltt a) a@®)+ anatt

a)i

where C 1 is a constant about uniy and the ran-
dom tem apmg (t+ 2) allows for the uncertainty in the
driver evaluation of the optim al acceleration at the cur-
rent tin e. ks m ean am plitude a. characterizes physio—
logical properties of drivers and can be considered con—
stant. Thereby, lamg €)  @q €)i= a2 o, where o is
K ronecker’s delta.

T his discrete representation of the carm otion correc—
tion is converted to a continuous description based on
stochastic di erential equations. N am ely, the above dis-
crete goveming equation is reduced to

da 1

e = —a @ apth;v;v))+ () : @)

Here, agpt h;v;V ) isthe optim alacceleration speci ed by
the current values of headw ay, car velociy, and leading
car velocity. The tetmm  (t) is white noise of unit am pli-
tude which m odels the uncertainty in the driver evalua—
tion of the optim alm otion.

T he acceleration increm ent a caused by the random
force  (t) acting during the tine , is actually the ran—
dom com ponent apng (£) entering the discrete govermning
equation. Thus, it ©llows from the estin ate h( a)?i

2 , that

= pPp=": (2)

Thetin e scale , ofthe driver controlover the carm o—
tion depends on the state (;v;V;a). Thus, the stochas—
ticdi erentialequation ) containsm ultiplicative noise.
So is type with respect to the corresponding Fokker—
P lanck equation has to be speci ed. The adopted driv—
Ing strategy (Fig.[]) inplies that all the characteristics



of correcting the car m otion are determ ined by its state
at the \tem mnal" point t+ , ratherthan at the \initial"
poinnt t. Therefore, it is reasonabl for Eq. ﬁl) to be of
K Iim ontovich type or, according to the classi cation in
E], to describe a \postpoint" random process.

To com plete the m odel, agpt h;v;V) and 4 h;v;V;a)
have to be speci ed. The sin pl ansatz

1 1
ape b;v;V)= — (v V) —gnh h) 3)

iswell jasti ed, at least, near the stationary state of the
carmotion, v = V and h = hy . It should be noted
that sim ilar ideas about agp: h;v;V ) and a dependence
of ; on the m otion state had been discussed already in
Ref. [1]]. (See also [1§] ora discussion.)

Here, isthe characteristic tin e ofthe velocity varia—
tions and the constantg, . 1. The lim it g, 1 deserves
special attention because it is just the condition that a
driver, at rst, prefers to elin nate the velocity di er—
encev V between her car and the car ahead and only
then optin izes the headway. In this case the optin aldy—
nam ics of carm otion, ie., the car dynam ics govemed by
the relation a = agpt h;v;V) is a pure fading relaxation
tow ards the stationary state. C onversely, the m odel un—
der consideration predicts com plex oscillations in the car
motion. Note, that the adopted assum ption about the
valie ofthe coe cient g, can be justi ed by applying to
the general principles of the car m otion @].

If the carm otion state is far from equilbrium the ne-
cessity for correcting the velocity and headw ay distance
is obvious. In this case i is natural to suppose that
the characteristic tin e Interval , between sequentialat—
tem pts to correct the car m otion should be com para—
bl to which characterizes the velocity variations, ie.,

a =g . Here, g, & 1 is an addiionalm odel param e~
ter. W hen the carm otion com es close to the equilbrium
and the nequality Repe B;v;V)]j. ac is ful Iled the un—
certainty amq €+ 2) In evalnating the optim al acceler-
ation becom es signi cant. Under such conditions there
is no reason for the driver to a ect the carm otion and
she m ay not correct it at all. It m eans that the carm o—
tion control is depressed and, corresoondingly, the cor-
rection tim e Interval , grow s dram atically inside a do-—
main Q, ofthephaseplane th;v;V gwhere the nequality
Popt O;v;V ). ac holds.

To com pute the function , th;v;V;a), the boundary
of the dom ain Q, has to be analyzed. Note, that the
acceleration itself enters the driver’s perogption of m o—
tion quality: without any reason, a driver prefers not
to accelerate at all. W hen the carm otion control is ac—
tive the estim ate a a=, by virtue of Eq. @) can be
adopted. So, the boundary ofthe dom ain Q, is speci ed
by agpt(h;v;V)+ ’a?  &,where 1 is a certain co—
e clentaboutunity. A ssum ing the variablesh, v, a tobe
Independent of one another inside Q , and averaging the
latter expression over Q, isboundary (;v;V;a) 1

motion correction active control
is depressed of car motion

boundary of
uncertainty

correction frequency (in 1/7), g,2(®)
\

0 1

car motion quality, ® (h, v, a)

FIG . 3: The correction frequency 1= ; of car m otion control
as function of the carm otion quality (h;v;V;a).

can be derived:

v V7J h h)  ,al
h;viv;a) = + o + == @)
a7 2 2 22
If  G;v;V;a) 1 the driver activity in correcting

the car motion is depressed compltely. O therw ise,

th;v;a) 1, the driver controls the car m otion ac—

tively. This is described by the dependence of the cor-
rection tim e interval 5 on the carm otion state,
1

— = G (

a

1
h;v;V;a))— : )

The form of the function (x) is {llustrated In Fig.|3.
E quation EI) together w ith expressions E), E), and (1)
form the proposed car follow ng m odelw ith bounded ra—
tionaldrivers.

W hen g, > g, (0) the stationary motion wih v= V
and h = hy is unstable, leading to non-dam ped but
bounded oscillations in the headway and velocity of the
follow ing car. The particular orm of the function  (x)
is of m nor im portance, it is only necessary that is
value Inside Q, to be snall in com parison with the ra-
tio gh=g,. W hen analyzing the m odel num erically the
follow ing ansatz

)= Fexplk 1)= ]1+1)

is used, w ith the param eter 02. Below, num erical
results w illbe presented that dem onstrate the character—
istic properties of the developed m odel.

Figure H displays an exampl of this dynam ic in
the hv-phase plane for the din ensionless headway x =
h  h/)=(@c ?) and the relative car velocity u =
V)=@c ). Asseen in Fjg.E, the behavior of this m odel
is qualitatively sin ilar to the em pirical data in F ig. ﬂ

P relim Inary results have shown that, rst, the quasi-
period of these oscillations in the car velocity is equalto

tim es a num erical factor (@bout ten) depending weakly
on the m odel param eters. For 1 sthis period is sin —
ilar to the observed quasiperiod. Second, the am plitude
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FIG . 4: Sinulated car-ollow ing behavior. Integration of the
stochastic di erential ation has been perform ed with the
algorithm s described in ]. Theparam etersused are g, = 5,
g, = 02, =1,and = 02.

of velociy oscillations does not change substantially as
the m odel param eters vary and is about a. . By visu—
ally com paring Figs. [, [§ the estinate a. 03 m /$ is
obtained. It should be noted that the am plitude of the
acceleration oscillations exceeds a. by a num erical fac—
tor about three. Third, the am plitude of the headway
super-oscillations, in contrast, depends essentially on the
param eter g,, enabling one to x this param eter based
on experin entaldata.

SUMM ARY

A m odel regarding the bounded rational behavior of
car drivers has been supposed in this contrbution. It
takes Into account that drivers, although having de—
tailed ideas about their preferred driving strategy, are
not able to control this driving strategy su ciently pre—
cisely. Nam ely, drivers introduce three m ain sources of
error into the optin aldriving strategy : instead ofkeeping
track of the changes in acceleration they sin ply choose
a oconstant one, that additionally is not the optin alone
but blurred by noise. T his noise m odels the inability of
drivers to evaluate exactly the very com plex integrations
lading to an optin al driving strategy. T herefore, the
need to correct them otion from tim e to tim e arises, w ith
the correction tin e Intervals distrbuted random Iy but
Inversely proportional to the deviation from the desired
optin alacceleration.

Tt isshown, that these ideascan be captured in a sin ple
m odel orthe car-follow Ing dynam ics, how ever at the cost
of introducing a non-N ew tonian tem , the grk (change in
acceleration). Thebene tofdoing so isthatthe resulting
m odel has an ooth tra gctories In headw ay, velociy and
acceleration but stillbeing a stochasticone. T hisdiscems
the approach proposed here from alm ost all m odels of
car-follow Ing Introduced so far.

A Though the tra ectories generated by thism odelhave

som e sin flarities w ith real car-follow ing data, the ap-
proach proposed here still needs thorough testing w ith
em piricaldata. Thisw ill be done in the near future and
w ill be reported soon.

T hese investigations w ere supported in part by RFBR
G rants 01-01-00389, 00439 and INTA S G rant 00-0847.
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