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O scillatory ow pattemshave been ocbserved in m any di erent driven m any-particle system s. T he
conventionalassum ption is that the reason forem ergent oscillations in opposing ow s isan increased

e clency (throughput).

In this contribution, however, we w ill study intersecting pedestrian and

vehicle ows as an exam ple for ine cient em ergent oscillations. In the coupled vehicle-pedestrian
delay problem , oscillating pedestrian and vehicle ows form when pedestrians cross the street w ith
a an all tin e gap to approaching cars, while both pedestrians and vehicles bene t, when they keep
som e overcriticaltim e gap . T hat is, when the safety tin e gap of pedestrians is increased, the average
delay tin e of pedestrians decreases and the vehicle ow goesup.T hism ay be Interpreted as a slow er—
isfaster e ect. The underlying m echanism ofthise ect is explained in detail.

PACS numbers: 8940+ k,47.54 4 r,89.75K d,47.62 4+ g

Em ergent oscillations have been discovered in so dif-
ferent system s as the density oscillator EL'] ticking hour
ghss ], RNA Poymerase tra con DNA [], pedestri-
ans passing a bottleneck M -5 or ants [6' D espite the
di erent underlying oscillation m echanisn s and system
com ponents, allofthese system s can be treated asdriven
or selfdriven m any-particle system s B] characterized by
counter ow s.T herefore, onem ight assum ea uni ed prin—
ciple behind these em ergent oscillations such as an opti-
m ization of throughput: T he clustering of unisw ith the
same ow direction could reduce \frictional" interactions,
which are particularly high between unitsm oving in dif-
ferent directions. In this contribution, we w ill study the
exam ple of Intersecting pedestrian and vehicle ows.This
system is found to show a transition to em ergent oscik-
lations as well. However, contrary to our expectations,
the oscillations are not an e clent pattem ofm otion. In—
stead, they are related w ith a considerable reduction of
the throughput and increased waiting tim es.

In the past, the investigation of vehicle and pedestrian
stream s by m eans of experin ents and m odels from sta-—
tistical physics or uid-dynam ics has revealed the m ech—
anisn s behind m any observed phenom ena such asdi er-
ent form s of congestion ij, :_é, lgi]. M oreover, various self-
organization phenom ena EJ:, '_] have been discovered in
pedestrian ow s, ncluding the socalled \fasterdsslower
e ect" in \paniking" crowds -[5] T hese have stjmu]ated
research in m any other elds such as colloidal, ﬂ-l] and
biological [_19 ] system s.

Letusnow com eback to the problem of interacting ve—
hicle and pedestrian ows, a problem that has not been
thoroughly studied in the past. In a way, the problem
can be viewed as two dynam ically coupled queues, which
cannot be served sin ultaneously, sihce pedestriansm ust
cross the street at tim es when no vehicle passes and vice
versa. Such coupled queuing system s are known to dis—
play interesting dynam ic behaviors, ncluding irregular

oscillations [_1-4fi] and chaos [_1-;%] W e are, therefore, inter—
ested in identifying the possble dynam ic behaviors of
the coupled vehiclepedestrian-delay problem , their per-
formm ance and preconditions.

T he pedestrian delay problem is a grow ing concem of
urban planning. It is de ned as Pollow s: Suppose there
is a stream of vehicle tra cmoving on a main street,
and suppose that a pedestrian arrivesat tine t= ty at
the roadside and intends to cross this street (away from
any pedestrian crossing facility), see Fig.1 @), b).W hat
is then the average dely to the pedestrian? T he early
pedestrian delay m odels assum e that there is a negative
exponential distribution of vehicular headw ays f_l-é_j, :_l-§']
O ther m odels have adopted a shifted exponential distri-
bution, a double-displaced negative exponentialdistrbu—
tion, etc.[_l-g:]. Recently Guo et al. [_l-j] have proposed a
pedestrian delay m odel, In which the overall delay to
pedestrians is obtained as a combination of the delay
by tra clight induced vehiclk clusters and the delay to
pedestrians arriving during the random vehicle ow be-
tween the clusters.

N ote that, In the pedestrian delay problem , the interac—
tionsbetw een vehicles and pedestrians, at least In  uences
ofpedestrians on vehicles, have not been considered, yet.
U sually, it isassum ed that the crossing ofpedestriansw ill
nota ectthem otion ofvehicles.This is certainly not re—
alistic. T herefore, this paper studies the coupled vehicle-
pedestrian dely problem , taking into account mutual
Interactions. This is relevant for the capacity of tra ¢
Infrastructures for both, vehicles and pedestrians.

Our delay m odel is as follow s: F irstly, w thin one in—
crem ental tin e step dt 0f 0.1s (corresponding to the ap-—
plied tim e discretization of the car-follow ing m odel), we
assum e the arrival of one pedestrian along the roadside
w ith probability p. W hen a pedestrian arrives along the
roadside at a given point O , he or she checks the tra ¢
situation Figd @)]. W e will distinguish two situations:
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(i) N o other pedestrian is on the road. In this case we
suppose that, when the safety criterion

d> do+ tvy @)

issatis ed, the pedestrian w ill cross the road.Here, @ is
them Inim um safety distance of pedestrians, t, the tine
needed for a pedestrian to traverse a one-lane street, a
safety coe cient, d the distance from the nearest vehicle
n upstream ofpoint O ,and v, isvelociy [_Ig] (i) O ther
pedestrians are crossing the road. In this case, the pedes—
trianson the road w illencourage new Iy arriving pedestri-
ans to follow , as an obstructed driver<ehicle unit would
not dare to accelerate. This e ect can be sinulated by
adjusting the safety coe cient
W e assum e that in case (i), the safety coe cient
chosen by a pedestrian is (, while in case (ii), he or she
w ill choose a am aller safety coe cient ;.The pedestrian
sin ulation is sin ilar to that described in Ref. {19]: F irst,
the position x, (t) of the nearest vehicle n upstream of
the crossing point O isidenti ed.Ifa pedestrian ison the
street, the net distance to the next ob fct is speci ed as
x@)=dt) = xo0 =xn ), and the velocity ofthe ob fct

ahead into the driving direction is v = 0.0 themw ise the
distance and velocity are given by the next vehiclen 1

ahead, ie. x({) = x, 1 © xp L1 (©) and vir) =
Vh 1 @©) . This enters the equation of vehicle m otion

vy,

a £ xviwm)+ n O @)

Here, 1is the vehicle length, £ the acceleration function
and a stochastic tem . For illustrative purposes, the
acceleration function hasbeen speci ed according to the
welknvestigated intelligent driverm odel (DM ) Rd1:
Vo * s 2#

£ xvim)=a 1 — — 3)
Vo X
T he param etervy denotes the desired velociy, whiles =
so+ Tvy + V“—Z(E% is the desired m Inim um gap, where
So Is them Inimum safety distance of cars, T is the safe
tin e gap, a them axim um acceleration, and b the desired
deceleration. T he stochastic term  hasbeen set to zero.

In each simulation tim e step, if a random number y
unifom ly distrbuted between 0 and 1 is am aller than
P, @ new pedestrian occurs at point O . T he pedestrian
crosses the road if the safety criterion () is satis ed.
O therw ise, he or she will wait until next tin e step.

In the smmulations, we adopt open boundary condi-
tions. Suppose that a carhasbeen added at tine t= t,
then another car is added at place x = 0 and time
t= tp+ t, provided that the previous car is at least
7m away Ril.Here t isdeterm ined by a shifted ex—
ponentialdistribution: t= 52+ 25, wherez is
a uniform ly distrbuted random num ber between 0 and
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FIG.1: @), (o) Sketch ofthe vehicle-pedestrian delay system .
(c) A verage delay tim e of pedestrians and (d) average vehicle
ow for ; = 0:6,both as a function of the pedestrian arrival

probability p.

1.For sin plicity, the speed of the new car is assum ed to
agree w ith the one ofthe car ahead.Attheexi x = L),
cars are ram oved. If there is no kading car, the distance

X is set to som e Jarge num ber and v to the m axin um
velociy vy .

In the simultions, Eq. {3) is solved by the Eulkr
method. The tine step is set to 01 s, as analler val-
ues do not change our results. T he m odelparam eters are
vo=15m/s,a= 2m/s, b= 15m/&, T = 14 5,
so=2m,t=2s,1=5m,dy = 12m,and (= 2.
N ote that a probably less realistic m odelw ith fewer pa—
ram eters could be used aswell.

We 1rst show sinulation results for ; = 0:6. In our
sim ulations, vehicles enter the em pty road from t= 0 on
and the rst pedestrian arrives after t= 500 s. T he road
length is L = 1400 m and the location of the crossing
point xo = 1200 m .

Figure 1(c) show s the average pedestrian delay. O ne
can see that, when the arrival probability p is am all, the
average delay tin e essentially rem ains constant. How —
ever, when p & 0:05, i begins to increase with grow—
ing values of p. Then, after reaching the maximum at
P 032, i goes down with a further increase of the
arrival rate r = p=dt.

N ext, ket us try to explain the change ofthe slope.For
this, we show in Fig. 2 @) the typical structure of the
tra c situation obtained at p = 025.0ne can see that
at the point O & = 1200 m ), there is an alemating
vehicle and pedestrian ow .W hen pedestrians cross the
road, the vehicles are stopped. W hen the stopped vehi-
cle queue starts this occurs when no pedestrian arrives
In the subsequent 20 tin e steps (corresponding to the
crossing tine t, = 2 s)], the form ed vehicle queue does
not allow pedestrians to cross until a large gap occurs,
again.

Figure 3(a) sketches the underlying m echanism . If
pedestrians have stopped a vehiclke at tin e ty, the ol
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FIG .2: (@) R epresentative space-over-tin e plot ofvehicle tra-
Ectories for 1 = 0:6. Som etin es, vehicles are stopped by
crossing pedestrians and form a queue. This suppresses the
crossing of new ly arriving pedestrians for a long tim e period
later on. (b) Representative space-over-tin e plot of vehicle
trapctories for ; = 190.0bviously, vehicles are decelerated,
but not stopped by pedestrians.
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FIG. 3: (@) Sketch of the queue form ation and queue res-
olution m echanisn (see text), neglecting details of acceler—
ation and deceleration. () D ynam ically changing tin e gap
d) doFv(t) ofa vehick if pedestrians enter the street 100
m eters ahead (see text).If 1t . 2, pedestrians continue en—
tering the street, which m ay stop the vehiclke (solid grow ing
curve) .0 therw ise, the crossing criterion is violated after som e
tin e and the vehicle can accelerate (dashed falling curve).

low Ing vehicles queue up w ith a soeed of I_Z-Ei]

1
. 1
c= = = ; @)
Qalr Vo

and m ore pedestrians can Cross. i is the Jam denstty,
Q arr the arrival rate of vehicles and vy their desired ve—
lIocity.A fter a tin e interval 1, ie. 20 tin e steps after
the last pedestrian has entered the road, the rst vehicle
In the queue can accelerate again. T he last vehicle in the
queue reachespoint O attimetpyp+ H +  wih [_22_;]
b-c i, ©)
] C
wherec= 1=( 45 T) 15 km /h is the characteristic
Bm resolution speed. A fterw ards, pedestrians have the
chance to nd a gap in the vehicke ow, again.

D uring the period of t,, the average num ber of arriv—
Ing pedestrians isp t .W e can assum e that the waiing
tin e ofthe last pedestrian is approxim ately zero, whilke it
isapproxin ately t, forthe rstone.The average delay
is t©=2, and the overall expected delay of all waiing
pedestrians am ounts to p( t;)?=2.As the delay to the
pedestrians arriving during the tin e period t is zero,
the average delay is

P(®)F=2+0 p £ (&)* = o
p( t+ ) 2( o+ )’
W ith the increase of p, the probabilty (1 p)?° that

no pedestrian arrives In the 20 subsequent tin e steps
decreases. T his in plies that the averagevalue of t; goes
up, which leads to an increase in the average delay.

Nevertheless, when p is large, the stopped vehiclke
queuem ay occupy the whole length ofthe road upstream
of point O . In this case, t will become a constant.
T hereﬁ?re, w ith a further increase ofp, the average delay

Let us now have a look at the average tra c ow
of vehicles shown In Fig.1(d).One can see that, when
p < 028, the vehicle ow rem ains essentially constant.
W hen p> 028, it decreasesw ith an increase ofp.This is
because a stopped vehicke queue m ay occupy the whole
street upstream ofpoint O for a certain tin e period, so
that the entry of further vehicles becom es tem porarily
Inpossble. In other words, the crossing pedestrian ow
a ectsthe street capacity forp 028.

W ewillnow increase the safety coe cient of pedestri-
ansto ; = 1:0.Thishtroducesan additionalsafety tin e
gap for crossing the road and, thereby, reduces the in —
pact on approaching vehicles [see Fig.2 o) orp= 025].
Figure 1(c) shows sinulation results for ; = 0:6 and

1 = 10.0ne can see that, com pared wih the result
for 1 = 0:6, the average delay tin e is slightly higher at
an all values of p, but it is considerably am aller for large
arrival probabilities p.

In order to understand this qualitatively di erent re—
sul, we have studied the deceleration process of a freely
m oving vehicle when a driver sees pedestrians entering
the street x = d= 100m ahead, w ith arrival probabil-
typ= 1.In Fig.3 ), the solid line show s the evolution
ofthetimegap ) doFv () wih tine tin the case of

1 = 0%6.First, the tin e gap decreases w ith tine. How —
ever, after it reachesam Ininum value, it ncreasesagain.
D uring the whole deceleration process, the tin e gap is
largerthan ;t..Thism eansthat pedestrianscan always
enter the road, and the vehicle m ay be stopped by pedes—
trians. However, for ; = 1:0, pedestrians w ill not enter
the road after the tin e gap has decreased to 1, = 2 s
at tim e ty, as the safety criterion @) becom es violated.
N evertheless, the vehicle continues decelerating during
the crossing tine t, = 2 s. A fferwards, the vehicle ac-
celerates again dashed f2alling curve in Fig. 3 ()] and no

decreases, as 4 Increasesw ith p 1_2-5]



pedestrian can enter before the vehicle has passed point
O . Thism eans that pedestrians w ill never stop vehiclks.
C onsequently, no vehicle queue w ill form and pedestrians
w ill cross the street one by one or In an all groups [see
Fig.2 ()]. Our sin ulations show that the transition be—
tween the continuous and oscillatory crossing dynam ics
occursat 1 0:96.

W e have investigated the coupled pedestrian-vehicle
delay problem wih a sinpli ed model. In contrast to
our approach, previous pedestrian delay m odels have ne—
glected the In  uence ofpedestrian crossing on vehicle dy—
nam ics. O ur com puter sim ulations were carried out for
two di erent types of pedestrians to highlight the transi-
tion of the system behaviorat 1 0:96: (i) Aggressive
pedestriansw ith a am allsafety coe cient 1 < 0:96 could
force vehicles to stop by successive crossing events, w hich
produced altemating vehicle and pedestrian ow sathigh
pedestrian arrivalratesr = p=dt. (il) C arefulpedestrians
wih a safety coe cient ;1 > 0:96 did not stop vehicles
and crossed the street one by one or in sm all groups.
A Yogether, thism ode wasm ore e cient for pedestrians
and cars, as single pedestrian could not keep a grow Ing
vehicle queue from going.

A s In panicking crowds E], In patience a ects system
perform ance In a negative way: W aiting a bi longer
(br a larger vehicke gap) inplies an aller average de—
lays (\slower-isfaster e ect"). T herefore, when the ve-
hicle ow is not too large, a tra c¢ light is not needed
to allow pedestrians to cross the street. It is rather re—
quired to temm nate ine cient pedestrian crossing whilke
vehicle queues are building up f_Z-é_J:] Future investigations
should clarify, whether the em ergent oscillations In the
density oscillator, ticking hour glass, pedestrians stream s,
ant tra ¢, and collective m otion ofm olecularm otors are
also ne cient, as in the surprising exam ple discussed
here, ore cient, as expected.
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