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A bstract. Cellular autom ata have turned out to be im portant tools

for the sim ulation oftra�c ow.They are designed for an e�cient im -

pletm entation on the com puter,buthard to treatanalytically.Here we

discuss severalapproaches for an analytical description of the Nagel-

Schreckenberg (NaSch)m odeland itsvariants.These m ethodsyield the

exactsolution forthespecialcase vm ax = 1 oftheNaSch m odeland are

good approxim ations for higher values ofthe velocity (vm ax > 1).W e

discussthe validity ofthese approxim ationsand the conclusionsforthe

underlying physicsthatcan be drawn from the successorfailure ofthe

approxim ation.

1 Introduction

Cellularautom ata (CA)do notonly serve assim ple m odelsystem sforthe in-

vestigation ofproblem s in statisticalm echanics,but they also have num erous

applicationsfor ’real’problem s[1].Therefore itis notsuprising thatin recent

yearsCA have becom e quite popularforthe sim ulation oftra�c ow (see e.g.

[2]).

Herewedo notwantto discussthequestion whetherCA aresuitablem odels

forthedescription oftra�c.W etry to providea toolbox forthedeterm ination

ofthe basic propertiesofthe stationary state using analyticalm ethods.These

m ethodscan also be applied to otherCA m odels.

CA are{by design {idealforlarge-scalecom putersim ulations.O n theother

hand,analyticalapproachesforthe description ofCA are notoriously di�cult.

Thisism ainly dueto thediscretenessand theuseofa parallelupdating schem e

(which introduces ’non-locality’into the dynam ics).In addition,these m odels

are de�ned through dynam icalrules (e.g.transition probabilities) and usually

onedoesnothavea ’Ham iltonian’description.Thereforestandard m ethodsare

notapplicable.Furtherm ore,one hasto dealwith system sfarfrom equilibrium

which do notsatisfy the detailed balancecondition.

However,thereisa need forexactsolutionsor,atleast,forgood approxim a-

tions.Theseresultsaswellasotherexactstatem entsm ay help to greatly reduce

the need forcom puterresources.The interpretation ofsim ulation data isoften

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9711296v1
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di�cultbecauseofthe’num ericalnoise’.Even in thecaseswherean exactsolu-

tion is notpossible,a com bination ofanalyticaland num ericalm ethods m ight

providebetterinsights.

Here we willpresentanalyticalapproacheswhich allow to solve the special

casevm ax = 1 oftheNagel-Schreckenbergm odel[3]exactly.Forvm ax > 1 these

m ethodsare only approxim ations,butthey becom e exactin certain lim its.W e

willdiscuss the quality ofthese approxim ationsand how relevant inform ation

aboutthe underlying physicscan be obtained.

2 N agel-Schreckenberg m odel

TheNagel-Schreckenberg(NaSch)m odel[3]isaprobabilisticcellularautom aton.

Spaceand tim earediscreteand hencealsothevelocities.Theroadisdivided into

cellsoflength 7.5 m .Each cellcan eitherbeem pty oroccupied by justonecar.

The state ofcarj (j = 1;:::;N )ischaracterised by an internalparam etervj
(vj = 0;1;:::;vm ax),the m om entary velocity ofthe vehicle.In orderto obtain

the state ofthe system attim e t+ 1 from the state attim e t,one hasto apply

the following fourrulesto allcarsatthe sam etim e (paralleldynam ics):

R 1 Acceleration: vj ! v0j = vj + 1 (only ifvj < vm ax)

R 2 Braking: vj ! v0j = dj (fordj > vj)

R 3 Random ization: v0j
p
! v00j = v0j � 1 with probability p (ifv0j > 0)

R 4 Driving: carj m ovesv00j cells.

Here dj denotes the num ber ofem pty cells in front ofcar j,i.e.the gap or

headway.O netim estep t! t+ 1correspondsto approxim ately 1secin realtim e

[3].Forsim plicity wewillonly considerperiodicboundary conditionssothatthe
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Fig.1. Con�guration in the Nagel-Schreckenberg m odel.The num ber in the

upperrightcorneristhe velocity ofthe car.

num ber ofcars is conserved1.The m axim um velocity vm ax can be interpreted

asa speed lim itand isthereforetaken to be identically forallcars.

1
A discussion ofthe e�ectsofopen boundary conditionscan be found in the contri-

bution by N.Rajewsky [4].J.K rug [5]and [6]investigate the e�ectsofdisorder.
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Thefourstepshavesim pleinterpretations.Step R1 m eansthatevery driver

wantsto driveasfastaspossibleorallowed.Step R2 avoidscrashesbetween the

vehicles.Therandom ization step R3 takesinto accountseverale�ects,e.g.road

conditions(e.g.slope,weather)orpsychologicale�ects(e.g.velocity uctuations

in free tra�c).An im portantconsequence ofthisstep isthe introduction ofan

asym m etry between acceleration and deceleration,e.g.overreactionsatbraking

which areim portantfortheoccuranceofphantom tra�cjam s.Finally,step R4

isthe actualm otion ofthe vehicles.

TheNaSch m odelisa m inim alm odelin thesensethatallfourstepsR1-R4

arenecessary to reproducethebasicpropertiesofrealtra�c.Form orecom plex

situations(e.g.2-lanetra�c)additionalruleshaveto be form ulated.

In thefollowing sectionsseveralm ethodsforan analyticaldescription ofthe

NaSch m odelwillbe presented.

3 Sim ple M ean-Field T heory

The sim plestanalyticalapproach to the NaSch m odelisa (m icroscopic)m ean-

�eld (M F)theory.Hereoneconsidersthedensitycv(j;t)ofcarswith velocityvat

sitejand tim et.In theM F approach,correlationsbetween sitesarecom pletely

neglected.

Forvm ax = 1 the M F equationsforthe stationary state (t! 1 )read [7]:

c0 = (c+ pd)c; (1)

c1 = qcd (2)

with d = 1� cand q= 1� p.Theow issim ply given by f(c)= c1 = qc(1� c).

Forrandom -sequentialdynam icsthe M F approach isknown to be exactfor

vm ax = 1 [3].For paralleldynam ics,however,M F theory underestim ates the

ow considerably (seeFig.2).Thisshowsthatcorrelationsareim portantin this

case.Thesecorrelationslead to an increaseofthe ow.Thereforeoneexpectsa

particle-hole attraction (particle-particle repulsion),i.e.the probability to �nd

an em pty site in frontofa caris enhanced com pared to a com pletely random

con�guration.Thispicturewillbe con�rm ed by the exactsolution.

TheM F equationsforarbitraryvm ax > 1aregiven in [7].O ne�ndsthesam e

qualitative behaviour,i.e.M F theory underestim ates the ow even m ore than

forvm ax = 1.

4 G arden ofEden States

An im portante�ect ofthe paralleldynam ics is the existence ofcon�gurations

which can notbereached dynam ically[8].Thesestatesarecalled G arden ofEden

(G oE)states orparadisicalstatessince they have no predecessor.An exam ple

fora G oE stateisgiven in Fig.3.Notethatthevelocity isequalto thenum ber

ofcellsthatthecarm oved in theprevioustim estep.Forthecon�guration shown

in Fig.3 thisim pliesthatthe two carsm usthaveoccupied thesam ecellbefore
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Fig.2.Fundam entaldiagram forvm ax = 1:Com parisonofcom putersim ulations

(� ) with the exact solution (continous line) and the m ean-�eld result (broken

line).

thelasttim estep2.Sincethisisforbidden in theNaSch m odel,thecon�guration

shown can neverbe generated by the dynam ics.
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Fig.3.A G arden ofEden state forthe m odelwith vm ax � 2.

Thesim plem ean-�eld theory presented in theprevioussection doesnottake

into accounttheexistenceofG oE states.O necan thereforehopethatby elim i-

nating allG oE statesand applying m ean-�eld theory in the reduced con�gura-

tion space (paradisicalm ean-�eld,pM F) one will�nd a considerable im prove-

m entofthe M F results.

Forvm ax = 1 allstatescontaining thelocalcon�gurations(0;1)or(1;1)are

G oE states,i.e.the cellbehind a carwith velocity 1 m ustbe em pty.Thisonly

a�ectseq.(1)and the equationsforpM F theory read:

c0 = N (c0 + pd)c; (3)

c1 = N qcd; (4)

where the norm alization N ensuresc0 + c1 = c and isgiven explicitly by N =
1

c0+ d
.

2 The readershould check whetherFig.1 depictsa G oE state ornot!
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Fig.4.Com parison ofthe fundam entaldiagram sobtain from M C sim ulations

with the resultsofm ean-�eld theory (M F)and m ean-�eld theory withoutG oE

states(paradisicalm ean-�eld,pM F).

Solving (4)forc1 by using c0 = c� c1,one obtainsc1 asa function ofthe

density c.Since the ow isgiven by f(c)= c1,

f(c;p)=
1

2

�

1�
p
1� 4q(1� c)c

�

(5)

(with q = 1 � p),we recover the exact solution for the case vm ax = 1 found

�rstin [9]using the cluster approxim ation (see Section 5).Note that the ow

dependson the density only via c(1� c),reecting the particle-hole sym m etry

ofthe NaSch m odelforvm ax = 1.

Forvm ax = 2 one hasto take into accountm ore G oE states[8].pM F isno

longerexact,butitstillleadsto a considerable im provem entofthe M F results

(see Fig.4).

It is interesting to note that for random -sequentialdynam ics M F theory

is exact whereas for paralleldynam ics pM F is exact.This suggests that the

im portant di�erence between random -sequentialand paralleldynam ics is the

existence ofG arden ofEden statesin the latter.Thisisprobably notonly true

forthe NaSch m odel,butratherisa generalproperty ofCA m odels.

5 C luster A pproxim ation

The cluster approxim ation is a system atic im provem ent ofM F theory which

takesinto accountshort-ranged correlationsbetween the cells.In the n-cluster

approxim ation a cluster ofn neighbouring cells is treated exactly.The cluster

is then coupled to the rest ofthe system in a self-consistent way.Related ap-

proxim ationshave already been used (underdi�erentnam es)forotherm odels

[10,11,12,13].

In order to sim plify the description,we choose a slightly di�erent update-

ordering R2-R3-R4-R1 instead ofR1-R2-R3-R4,i.e.welook atthesystem after
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theacceleration step.Then thereareno carswith v = 0 and e�ectively wehave

to dealwith oneequation less.In thefollowing wewilluseoccupation variables

nj wherenj = 0,ifcelljisem pty,and nj = v,ifcelljisoccupied by a carwith

velocity v.

Ifwedenotetheprobabilityto�nd thesystem in acon�guration(n1;:::;nL )

by P (n1;:::;nL)the 1-clusterapproxim ation m eansa sim ple factorization

P (n1;:::;nL )=

LY

j= 1

P (nj): (6)

Thisisnothing butthem ean-�eld theory ofsection 3.Forthe2-clusterapprox-

im ation one hasa factorization ofthe form

P (n1;:::;nL )/ P (n1;n2)P (n2;n3)� � � P (nL � 1;nL)P (nL ;n1): (7)

The 3-clusterapproxim ation isdepicted graphically in Fig.5.
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Fig.5. The 3-cluster approxim ation.Shown are the central3-cluster and all

neighbouring 3-clusterswith a nonvanishing overlap.

In general,the m asterequation leadsto (vm ax + 1)n nonlinearequationsin

n-clusterapproxim ation.Although thisnum bercan bereduced by using certain

consistency conditions[11],a solution isonly feasibleforrelatively sm allcluster-

sizes[7].The quality ofthe approxim ation im proveswith increasing n and for

n ! 1 the n-clusterresultbecom esexact.

However,for vm ax = 1 already the 2-cluster approxim ation is exact [7,9].

Thisisunderstandablefrom theresultsoftheprevioussection sincein thiscase

the 2-cluster approxim ation is able to take into account allG oE states.The

2-clusterprobablitiesforthe stationary state aregiven explicitly by

P (0;0)= 1� c� P (1;0);

P (1;1)= c� P (1;0); (8)

P (1;0)= P (0;1)=
1

2q

h

1�
p
1� 4qc(1� c)

i

;

where again q = 1� p.Using f(c)= qP (1;0),one obtainsthe exactresultfor

the ow (see (5)).Note thatthe particle-hole attraction isapparentfrom these

results,since P (0;1)� P (0)P (1)= c(1� c).
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Fig.6.Com parison ofsim ulation resultswith then-clusterapproxim ation (n =
1;:::;5)forthe fundam entaldiagram forvm ax = 2 and p= 1=2.

For vm ax = 2 the fundam entaldiagram s obtained from the n-cluster ap-

proxim ation (n = 1;:::;5)are com pared in Fig.6 with resultsofM onte Carlo

sim ulations.O ne can see a rapid convergence,already forn = 4 the di�erence

between the sim ulation and the clusterresultisextrem ely sm all.

5.1 C orrelation Length

Asan application ofthe clusterapproxim ation wewillcom putedensity-density

correlationsforvm ax = 1 in the following.Using occupation num bersnj = 0;1

the density-density correlation function isde�ned by

hn1nri=
X

fnjg

0

n1nrP (n1;:::;nL ) (9)

where the prim e indicatesthatthe sum runsoverallstateswith �xed particle

num berN = n1 + � � � + nL.

In orderto evaluatethesum in (9),itisconvenientto usea grand-canonical

description.O ne introduces a fugazity z which controls the average num ber

ofparticles hnji and sum s over allcon�gurations in (9).Using the 2-cluster

approxim ation (7) { which is exact for vm ax = 1 { the correlation function is

given by

hn1nri=
1

Zgc

X

fnjg

n1nrz
N
P (n1;n2)P (n2;n3)� � � P (nL � 1;nL)P (nL ;n1) (10)

with N =
P L

j= 1
nj and the norm alization

Zgc =
X

fnjg

z
N

LY

j= 1

P (nj;nj+ 1): (11)
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Introducing the transferm atrix

~P =

�
P (0;0)

p
zP (0;1)

p
zP (1;0) zP (1;1)

�

(12)

thiscan be written succinctly as

Zgc = Tr ~P L
; (13)

hn1nri=
1

Zgc

Tr

�

Q ~P r� 1Q ~P L � r+ 1
�

: (14)

with the m atrix Q (n1;n2)= n1~P (n1;n2).
The correlation length � can be obtained from the asym ptotic behaviour

(r! 1 )ofthe correlation function

hn1nri� c
2 / e

� r=� (15)

where c= hnjiisthe (average)density ofcars.� isdeterm ined by the ratio of

the eigenvalues�� of~P (with j�+ j� j�� j):

�
� 1 = ln

�
�
�
�

��

�+

�
�
�
� (16)

The explicitexpression for� isratherlenghty.Therefore we justnote that,for

�xed p,�ism axim alforc= 1=2.�(c= 1=2)divergesonly forp! 0.In thatcase

one�ndsthat�(c= 1=2)/ p� 1=2.M onteCarlo sim ulationsshow thatthesam e

behaviourstilloccurs(atdensity c= 1

vm ax + 1
)forvm ax > 1 [14,15].Therefore,

thecorrelation function alreadygivesan indication thatthesystem isnotcritical

forp > 0.The sim ulationsshow thatthere isno qualitative di�erence between

thecasesvm ax = 1 and vm ax > 1 asfarasthephasetransition isconcerned [15].

Theaboveresultsdem onstratethat,although the2-clusterapproxim ation is

exact,notallcorrelation functionsareshort-ranged oreven of�nite range.

5.2 Further A pplications

W ebriey m ention otherresultswhich havebeen obtained analyticallyusingthe

clusterapproxim ation.In [16]thedistributionsofgapsand thedistancebetween

jam shave been calculated forvm ax = 1 using the 2-clusterapproxim ation.For

thegap distribution onerecoversthe(exact)resultwhich willbederived in Sect.

6 (seeeq.(18)).Forthecalculation ofthedistribution ofgapsbetween jam sone

de�nes every vehicle with velocity 0 to be jam m ed.The distance between two

jam sis then given by the distance between a carwith velocity 0 and the next

car with velocity 0.In [17]the probability P (t)ofa tim e headway thas been

investigated.Thisquantity isde�ned in analogy to m easurem entson realtra�c

where a detectorregistersthe tim e intervalbetween the passing ofconsecutive

cars.
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6 C ar-O riented M ean-Field T heory

The car-oriented m ean-�eld (CO M F) theory [18]is anotherpossibility to take

into accountcorrelationsin an analyticaldescription3.

The centralquantitiy in CO M F is the probability Pn(v) to �nd exactly n

em pty cells (i.e.a gap ofsize n) in front ofa car with velocity v.In this way

certain longer-ranged correlationsare already taken into account.The essence

ofCO M F isnow to neglectcorrelationsbetween the gaps.

Forvm ax = 1 thesystem ofequationsresultingfrom them asterequation has

the following form :

P0(t+ 1)= �g(t)[P0(t)+ qP1(t)];

P1(t+ 1)= g(t)P0(t)+ [qg(t)+ p�g(t)]P1(t)+ q�g(t)P2(t); (17)

Pn(t+ 1)= pg(t)Pn� 1(t)+ [qg(t)+ p�g(t)]Pn(t)+ q�g(t)Pn+ 1(t); (n � 2)

where g(t) = q
P

n� 1
Pn(t) = q[1 � P0(t)](�g(t) = 1 � g(t)) is the probability

that a car m oves (does not m ove) in the next tim estep.As an exam ple for

the derivation ofthese equations we consider the equations for n � 2.Since

the velocity di�erence oftwo cars is at m ost 1,a gap ofn cells at tim e t+ 1

m ust have evolved form a gap of length n � 1,n,or n + 1 in the previous

tim estep.A headway ofn � 1 cells evolves into a headway ofn cells only if

the �rst car m oves (with probability g(t)) and the second car brakes in the

random ization step (probability p),i.e.the totalprobability forthis processis

pg(t)Pn� 1(t).Sim ilarly,the headway rem ainsconstantonly ifeither both cars

m ove (probability qg(t))orboth carsdo notm ove (probability p�g(t)).Finally,

theheadway isreduced by one,ifonly thesecond carm oves(probability q�g(t)).

Although thisin�nitesystem ofnon-linearequationslooksm oredi�cultthan

thoseoftheclusterapproxim ation,asolution possibleusinggeneratingfunctions

[18].Forvm ax = 1 one�nds

P0 =
1

2qc

h

2qc� 1+
p
1� 4qc(1� c)

i

;

Pn =
P0

p

�
p(1� P0)

P0 + p(1� P0)

� n

(n � 1); (18)

and forthe ow f(c;p)= cg again theexactsolution isreproduced.

Forvm ax = 2 onehastwo coupled system softhetype(18),sinceonehasto

distinguish Pn(v = 1)and Pn(v = 2)[18].Thissystem can also be solved,but

asforthe otherm ethods,onedoesnot�nd an exactsolution.

In Fig.7 resultsforthe distribution ofheadwaysare shown.Forvm ax = 1,

the distribution has just one m axim um at n = n0,with n0 = 1 for sm allc

and n = 0 forlarge c.Forhighervelocities,however,there isa density regim e

where the headway distribution exhibitstwo localm axim a [16].The m axim um

atn = 0 correspondsto jam m ed carsand the second m axim um correspondsto

freeowing cars.

3 A sim ilarm ethod isdiscussed in [19].
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Fig.7.Distribution ofheadwaysfordi�erentdensitiesforvm ax = 1 and p = 0:5

(left)and vm ax = 5 and p= 0:5 (right).

7 C luster A pproxim ation vs.C O M F

In thissection theresultsoftheclusterapproxim ation and CO M F in speciallim -

itsarecom pared.Asalready m entioned,both m ethodsyield the exactsolution

forvm ax = 1.Thisisrelated to the factthatparadisicalm ean-�eld isexactin

thatcaseand both m ethodsareabletoidentify allG oE states.Forvm ax = 2 the

situation isdi�erent.Hereallthreem ethodsareonly approxim ative.Thequality

ofCO M F isusually between thoseofthe2-clusterand 3-clusterapproxim ations.

In thelim itp ! 0,CO M F and the3-clusterapproxim ation becom eexact,in

contrastto the 2-clusterapproxim ation (see Fig.8).Even forvaluesofp � 0:1

there is an excellent agreem ent between the fundum entaldiagram s obtained

analytically and theM onteCarlo sim ulations.Since ’realistic’valuesofp arein

theregion p � 0:1� 0:2theapproxim ationsareindeed applicablein therelevant

param eterregim e.

The lim it p ! 1 is di�cult to investigate num erically.Prelim inary results

show that CO M F not exact in this lim it.The cluster approxim ations give a

m uch better agreem ent with M onte Carlo sim ulations,but it is not clear yet

whetheritbecom esexactornot.

In order to understand the di�erences between CO M F and the cluster ap-

proxim ation wecalculatethedistribution ofjam sizesusing thesem ethods.Let

Cn be the probability to �nd a (com pact) jam oflength n,i.e.n consecutive

occupied cells.Cn is proportionalto P (0j1)P (1j1)� � � P (1j1)P (1j1)P (1j0) in 2-

cluster approxim ation.Here we have again used the di�erent update-ordering

R2-R3-R4-R1.P (�j�)denotestheconditionalprobability P (�;�)=(
P

~�
P (�;~�)).

Notethatthecasen = 1hastobetreated separately,C1 /
P vm ax

v= 1
P (0jv)P (vj0).
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Fig.8.Fundam entaldiagram forvm ax = 2:Com parison ofsim ulation data (� )

with the 2-cluster(� � � )and 3-clusterresults(| ) forp = 1=16 (left) and with

CO M F (| )forp = 0:1 (right).

The num berofjam sisgiven by N J =
P vm ax

v= 1
P (vj0)and oneobtains

C
(2)

1
=

1

N J

vm axX

v= 1

P (0jv)P (vj0)

C
(2)

n =
1

N J

P (0j1)P (1j1)n� 2P (1j1)P (1j0) (n � 2): (19)

C
(2)
n decays exponentially for n � 2,especially one has Cn+ 1 � Cn.For the

m -cluster approxim ation one can derive sim ilar expressions.Now one �nds an

exponentialdecay for jam sizes n � m ,i.e.sm allclusters m ay dom inate (e.g.

C
(5)

3
> C

(5)

1
ispossible).

In CO M F,Cn isproportionalto (1� P0)P0 � � � P0(1� P0)= (1� P0)
2P

n� 1
0

.

The num berofjam sispropotionalto 1� P0 so thatone �nds

Cn = (1� P0)P
n� 1
0

: (20)

Thisdistribution ispurelyexponentialandPn � Pn+ 1 foralln.ThereforeCO M F

isnotableto describeclustering orphaseseparation,i.e.situationswherejam s

with m orethan onecardom inate.Clustering im pliesthattherearecorrelations

between gapswhich arecom pletely neglected in CO M F.

Since forp ! 0 CO M F isexact,there isno tendency towardsclustering in

thislim it.O n thehand,forp ! 1 CO M F failsto givea good description ofthe

phyisicssincethereisastrongtendencytowardsclusteringorphaseseparationin

thatlim it.Note thatforthe (determ inistic!)case p = 1 the di�erence between

vm ax = 1 and vm ax > 1 becom es m ost pronounced,since only for vm ax > 1

m etastablestatesexist[15].
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8 O ther m odels

In thissection wediscussbriey two otherm odelswhich havebeen investigated

with them ethodspresentedbefore.Both m odelsarem odi�ed NaSchm odels.The

�rstoneistheT 2 m odel[20,21].ItisaNaSch m odelwith am odi�ed acceleration

rule.This so-called ’slow-to-start’rule is designed to m im ic the delay ofa car

in restarting,i.e.due to a slow pick-up ofthe engine or loss ofthe driver’s

attention.W e willdiscussonly the case vm ax = 1.Here the ’slow-to-start’rule

hasthe im portante�ectofbreaking the ’particle-hole’sym m etry ofthe NaSch

m odel.

Explicitly the ’slow-to-start’ruleisgiven by:

R 1’ Acceleration with ’slow-to-start’:A standing carwillalwaysaccelerate to

v = 1 ifthere areatleasttwo em pty sitesin front;

Isthereonly oneem pty site,itwillaccelerateonly with probability 1� pt.

Fig.9showstheresultsforthefundam entaldiagram [21].Sincethe’particle-

hole’sym m etry is broken,the ow is now m axim alat a density cm ax < 1=2.

Anotherinterestinge�ectcan beseen forlargervaluesofpt:Theow vs.density

relation has an inection point and is no longer convex,i.e.the param eter pt
controls the curvature ofthe fundam entaldiagram (Fig.9).This can be seen

m ostclearly forpt = 1.Heretheow f(c)vanishesforc� 1=2.Thisnew phase

transition to a com pletely jam m ed stateexistonly forp > 0.

Fig.9.Fundam entaldiagram forthe T2 m odelfordi�erentvaluesofp and pt.
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Forc = 1=2 the stationary state consistsofstanding carswith exactly one

em pty site in between them (0:0:0:0:� � � where ’0’denotes a standing car and

’.’an em pty site).No car can m ove due to the slow-to-start rule.For larger

densitiesthe stationary stateisessentially ofthe sam eform ,butlargerclusters

ofstanding carswillappear.In M onte Carlo sim ulationsstarting from a m ega-

jam the relaxation into thisstationary state isextrem ely slow,even for’large’

valuesofp,e.g.p= 0:5.

TheCO M F equationshavetwo solutions[21].Apartfrom the solution with

vanishing ow forc� 1=2 thereexistsa second solution with f(c)> 0 for1=2<

c < 2=3 (dotted line in Fig.9).Therefore one m ightexpect the existence ofa

hysteresise�ectin thism odel,whichisindeedfound in M onteCarlosim ulations4.

This is not surprising since the slow-to-start rule reduces the outow from a

m egajam com pared to the m axim um ow of’free tra�c’which seem sto be an

im portantfactorforthe occuranceofhysteresis.

The second m odelhasbeen introduced by Fukuiand Ishibashi[23]and can

be considered as a NaSch m odelfor \aggressive driving".Again the rules are

identicalto the NaSch m odel,only the acceleration ruleischanged:

R 1" Acceleration:Every caracceleratesto vm ax.

Forvm ax = 1 thisdoesnotchangeanything,butforhighervelocitiesitleadsto

a considerableenhancem entofthe ow.

Although the m odelis less realistic than the NaSch m odel,itis ofinterest

dueto itssim plicity.An analyticaldescription ism uch sim plerthan thatofthe

NaSch m odelsince after the acceleration step allcars have the sam e velocity

vm ax.Therefore the analyticaldescription is m uch sim pler and m ight serve as

testing ground fornew m ethods[24].

Fig.10.Fundam entaldiagram for the Fukui-Ishibashim odel:Com parison of

sim ulation results(� )and CO M F (| ).

4 A m ore detailed discussion can be found elsewhere in these proceedings[22].
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9 Sum m ary

Although cellularautom ata aredesigned fore�cientcom putersim ulation stud-

ies,an analyticaldescription ispossible,although di�cult.W ehavepresenthere

fourdi�erentm ethods which can be applied to CA m odelsoftra�c ow.The

�rst approach,a sim ple m ean-�eld theory for celloccupation num bers,is in-

su�cient since the im portantcorrelationsbetween neighbouring cells (e.g.the

particle-hole attraction) are neglected.W e therefore suggested three di�erent

im proved m ean-�eld theories.These approachestake into accountcertain cor-

relations between the cells.The sim plest m ethod is the so-called ’paradisical

m ean-�eld’theory which isbased on theobservation thatcertain con�gurations

(G arden ofEden states) can never be generated by the dynam icalrules due

to the use ofparalleldynam ics.The clusterapproxim ation,on the otherhand,

treatsclustersofa certain sizeexactly and couplesthem in a self-consistentway.

Thereforeshort-ranged correlationsaretaken into accountproperly.In contrast,

car-oriented m ean-�eld theory is a true m ean-�eld theory,but here one usesa

di�erentdynam icalvariable,nam ely the distance between consecutive cars.In

thatway,certain correlationsbetween cellsaretaken into account.

Allthreeim proved M F theoriesbecom eexactforvm ax = 1.Forlargervalues

ofvm ax theyarejustapproxim ations.In principle,theclusterapproxim ationand

CO M F (in com bination with aclusterapproach)can beim proved system atically.

Thisis,however,very cum bersom e.

An interestingobservation isthatthequalitity oftheapproxim ation depends

strongly on the value ofp.Thisindicatesthatthe physicschangeswith p,con-

trary to com m on believe.Evidence forthisscenario com esfrom the behaviour

ofthe jam distribution and the phase transition.

The m ethods presented here can also be used for other CA m odels.The

investigation ofthe NaSch m odelhas led to a better understanding oftheir

advantages and lim itations so that it is easier to choose the approach m ost

suitable fora given problem .

The question,how the stationary state is approached,is stillan im portant

open issue.Here,generalizations ofthe m ethods presented above can also be

applied.Thisproblem iscurrently underinvestigation [25]and prom isesto yield

new insightsinto the physicsofthe NaSch m odel.
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