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A B S T R A C T
We address the 80-year-old question of whether a freeway with more lanes results in fewer or more
accidents. For finding the optimally safe number of lanes, in particular, we look at three types of
accidents that are prevalent on urban freeways, namely "following too closely", "driver inattention",
and "unsafe change of lanes". To do so we extend the intelligent driver model (IDM) to create a
microscopic traffic flow model which is capable of producing accidents. We study the rate of accidents
relative to a baseline 2-lane unidirectional freeway via Monte Carlo simulation. For each simulation
instance we create a starting configuration involving only a few cars over a short segment of the
freeway and simulate the dynamics thereafter. Furthermore, we look at the number of shoulders
present, and show that the presence of shoulders can positively or negatively affect the accident rate
depending on the type of accident.

1. INTRODUCTION
As road congestion in different cities gets worse, a com-

mon solution is to build multi-lane freeways or add capacity
to the existing freeways. However, the effect of such deci-
sions on safety is under-researched [2] despite the fact that
the relationship between the number of lanes on a freeway
and the safety of that freeway has been the source of debate
between practicing engineers/planners and the majority of
researchers since the modern road-building started almost 80
years ago. While the former group believes that the reduced
congestion results in safer freeways, the latter group believes
that adding lanes will reduce safety. [21, 2].

The main question addressed in this paper is ‘How does
the addition of lanes (compared to a baseline two-lane uni-
directional freeway) affect the rate of different types of acci-
dents?’; specifically "following too closely", "driver inatten-
tion", and "unsafe change of lanes," the most prevalent types
of accidents according to the [36]. In particular, we investi-
gate what setting achieves the maximally safe utilization of
a freeway. This knowledge can help with the development
of policies that reduce specific types of accidents directly
by choosing road characteristics and traffic planning that
maximizes the safety.

Most accident prediction studies rely on historical crash
data to predict accident rates [24]. There are a few major
drawbacks to these models. Firstly, data collection and val-
idation are costly. Secondly, data from specific roadways
geometries, conditions, etc., may not apply to a new unique
situation [35]. Thirdly, the quality of the crash data that
is collected is adversely affected by issues such as under-
reporting of less severe accidents, low sample size, and time-
varying factors to name a few [23, 45]. Furthermore, most
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of the few studies using this approach, study only the effects
of expansion from 2-lane to 4-lane bidirectional freeways.
However, a bidirectional 2-lane freeway lacks a dedicated
passing lane in each direction and is thus characteristically
different from the highways with more lanes which are the
focus of this paper.

An alternative approach proposed by some researchers is
the use of microscopic models. Most microscopic models for
the study of safety have been developed with other scenarios
in mind, such as the effect of work zones on accident rates
and conflicts in the intersections. Thus, there are very few
models that can be used to study the effect of the number of
lanes on safety. Furthermore, many of these models do not
produce accidents and instead resort to studying the rate of
"near-misses" as a surrogate for the rate of accidents [45].

We address these shortcomings by extending a well-
known car following (microscopic) model, the intelligent
driver model (IDM) together with the lane changing model
called MOBIL (short for minimizing overall braking in-
duced by lane change). As alluded to above, traffic in the
aforementioned models is controlled so as to avoid accidents.
Thus, we had to extend them to make them suitable for
studying accidents.

We generate random traffic scenarios involving a few
cars for a short duration. For these short simulations, de-
pending on which of the named three accident types are
studied, a triggering event will cause a potential conflict. We
observe the number of crashes caused by these conflicts. A
benefit of such a model compared to statistical modeling is
that it provides insights into the accident phenomenon which
can be directly used by policymakers.

Our contribution can be summarized as follows. We
have created a microscopic model based on the IDM and
MOBIL models that can produce accidents and can be used
to study the safety of vehicle transportation. In the context
of this paper, we use this general tool to study the effect of
increasing the number of lanes on safety in order to find the
optimally safe number of lanes (Figure 1). We are not aware
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Figure 1: A microscopic model extended from IDM is used to study how the relative rates of accidents (of certain types) evolve
as the number of lanes increases from 2, to 3, 4, and 5 lanes in a uni-directional freeway. In doing so, we also examine all
combinations of shoulders or lack thereof.

of any studies in that area, using a similar tool. Furthermore,
rather than analyzing accident rates in an aggregated way as
it is commonly done, we study the effect of lane expansion
on three prevalent accident types in isolation.

By simulating small scenarios with only a few cars for
a short duration, our methodology produces many samples
with relatively low computational cost with enough of them
resulting in accidents to draw statistical inference from the
observed data. This allowed us to directly study the rate of
accidents rather than surrogate metrics such as the number
of near-misses.

Another contribution we have made is the explicit study
of the effect of shoulders as we add more lanes. In most
existing studies, there is no mention of how many (if any)
shoulders exist on the freeway. This turns out to be an
important factor since, in our study, we show that adding
more lanes to a freeway with two shoulders may reduce
safety for certain accident types while improving safety in
a freeway with no shoulders for the same accident type.
1.1. Related work

The authors of [21] develop a non-linear model for
the relation between the flow parameters and the observed
crash rate for specific segments of two 4-lane (bidirectional)
freeways near Denver, Colorado. Their goal was to deter-
mine how adding lanes affected the crash rate. Based on
their model, within the ranges of interest for the model
parameters, if the density goes down, it will result in fewer
accidents. So they conclude, that the decision to add 2 more
lanes will result in safer freeways. The authors speculate that
adding more lanes will result in more lane-change conflicts,
but expect (without further justification) that this increase is
not enough to negate their earlier conclusion. A shortcoming
of this study in our opinion is the assumption that a model
created for a 4-lane freeway will generalize well to a 6-lane
freeway. In [20], the authors use a neural network to develop
safety performance functions (SPF) to predict accident rates
based on the annual average daily traffic (AADT) of a few
freeways with a different number of lanes. These SPFs are
then used to extrapolate the accident rates by the hypo-
thetical addition of extra lanes. Therefore, a fundamental

difference and improvement in our work compared to the
two cited papers is that we run our microscopic model for
each number of lanes and draw conclusions about the safety
based on the directly observed results. Furthermore, the 2-
lane freeway exhibits a completely different dynamic in car
passing compared to freeways with more lanes as is the focus
of our study.

In [2], the authors study the safety effect of converting
urban and rural 2-lane roadways to 4-lane divided roadways.
They find a substantial drop in the accident rate. However,
it is worthy to mention that the AADT does not show a
significant change (less than 14%) during the period the
authors study the treated sites. This is perhaps one of the first
studies to take a before-after approach. They also combine
this with a comparison with a group of untreated sites to
account for factors such as long-term traffic trends. To drive
their result, they compare 4 methods; namely before-after
studies with and without using the comparison groups as
well as empirical Bayes (EB) and Bayesian approaches. A
similar study was done in [3] for 2-lane to 4-lane conver-
sions in Wisconsin using simple before-after (i.e. with no
comparison group) and EB showing a 7% to 82% reduction
in accidents.

In [7], citing a lack of before and after data on how the
conversion from 2 lanes to 4 lanes affects the safety of rural
roads, the authors develop a model using cross-sectional
analysis of data for existing 2-lane and 4-lane roads.

In [9] the authors estimate the accident rates based
on the roadway capacity using both Poisson and binomial
regression models developed. To estimate the capacity of a
roadway (in which the number of lanes is a major factor),
the authors use the framework laid out in Highway Capacity
Manual (HCM) [25]. They conclude that higher capacity
results in higher accident rates.

Some studies look at the number of lanes among many
other factors to estimate the accident rates. In [6], the authors
study the relationship between commercial vehicle mix and
safety. In the Bayesian random-parameter Tobit model de-
veloped, the authors also consider secondary factors such
as the highway geometric properties and conclude that a
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higher number of lanes among other things is associated with
higher crash rates for commercial vehicles. In [1], to predict
crash rates in a mountainous roadway, the authors develop a
Bayesian hierarchical model that takes into account various
variables including the number of lanes. In particular, they
show for the studied roadway, a 40% reduction in accidents
is predicted in segments with three lanes compared to the
segments with two lanes. In [33], the authors develop a
negative binomial regression model to predict accident rates
based on mainly ramp density and horizontal curves. The
parameters for the statistical model parameters also included
the number of lanes. However, the separate models that were
created for each lane category produced inconsistent results
concerning the safety as a function of ramp density and hor-
izontal curves (for 6-lane, the accident rate decreased, then
increased again for 8-lane). In [11] the authors develop crash
prediction models for rural mountainous roadways based
on three different methods, namely, the negative binomial
(BN) regression model, partial autoregressive (SAR) model,
and non-parametric multivariate adaptive regression splines
(MARS) model. As one of the variables, the number of lanes
is also included, but its effect is not discussed.

In the study of traffic safety, it is natural to attempt to
utilize the large body of work on microscopic traffic flow
models. However, these models are designed for normal
driving behavior and will not result in collisions. As a
workaround, the researchers have looked at various metrics
that represent a risky interaction such as time to collision
(TTC), post encroachment time (PET), maximum decelera-
tion rate (DR), and maximum speed as surrogates for safety
performance to enable them to make predictions about the
number of accidents in the real world [10, 8, 13]. Similar to
our work, the authors in [13] consider various conflict events
(albeit for intersections rather than freeways) and collect
data regarding surrogate safety performance indicators from
microscopic simulations which are different from our work
where we deal with the collision data directly.

There is no shortage of car-following models in the
literature. Generally, the norm is to set the parameters so
that no accidents will occur. One such classic model is the
intelligent driver model (IDM) [40, 17]. The non-collision
principle poses a challenge when using such models to study
accident rates. By adjusting the parameters, it is possible
to have models that perform well for the most part but
occasionally result in accidents. The authors in [41] develop
a meta-framework for adding other typical human behavior
factors that are missing from some classical models to these
models (e.g. reaction delay, perception errors, etc.). It is
shown that if reaction times are too long, the model will
produce crashes.

In [44] the authors generate accident risk scenarios such
as front collision, rear-end collision, etc., using a micro-
scopic model as a proxy for costly and time-consuming real
data collection.

In [43] the authors use a microscopic model together
with the extreme value method (EVT) to predict crash rates
from the frequency of near misses according to the safety

performance surrogate metrics for ten urban intersections in
China. The EVT method is used widely in finance, insur-
ance, and risk management to approximate the probability
of rare events.

In [15] the authors use a cellular automata-based micro-
scopic model to predict the single-vehicle and multi-vehicle
crash rates in work zones during extreme weather. In the
cellular automata model, a reaction time of 1s is considered
for all drivers. In the case of multi-vehicle crashes, two types
of crashes are considered. The first accident type is triggered
by a sudden deceleration by a leading vehicle. The second
type of accident investigated is merging onto the same target
lane by two vehicles which can result in a rear-end collision.

In [26] the authors estimate the accident rate at a junction
by using the Nagel-Schreckenberg model (NS) [30] which
is a probabilistic cellular automaton model. They factor in
the probability that the two drivers approaching the junction
either cooperate or do not cooperate.

In [32] the authors extend an NS model to three lanes and
include effects such as low visibility and driver’s reaction
time. The combined effect of this is a model that unlike NS
can result in accidents. The authors study the fraction of
vehicles involved in an accident as the visibility decreases.

In [5] the authors pioneer to study the effect of drivers
not respecting the safety distance rule in the NS model in
causing accidents. In [27], using the same model, the authors
study the effect of a traffic light in the middle of the road and
its cycle time on the number of accidents. In [28] the authors
extend the work of [5] to study two scenarios where there is
a sudden deceleration by the car ahead or a sudden stop. The
authors study the accident rate as the density increases for
the one-lane roadway. In [29], the same author studies the
probability of accidents using a similar NS model for two
lanes. For the lane change mechanism, the authors use the
rules developed in [31, 18, 19].

The authors of [34], extend the GM car following model
[12] to study the effect of stress on the drivers’ behaviors.
They show the acceleration rates will be higher for the
drivers with stress, akin to the behavior of the so-called
aggressive drivers in the model. The study can indirectly
shed light on traffic safety and potential accident rates by
studying arguably unsafe driving behaviors.

2. Method
2.1. Base microscopic model

As stated previously, we use a classic car following (mi-
croscopic) model called the intelligent driver model (IDM)
as our starting point [17, 40]. We use MOBIL lane-changing
model [16] to extend the IDM to a multiple lane model.

In the IDM model the current acceleration is given by

𝑎(𝑠, 𝑣,Δ𝑣) = 𝐴

[

1 −
(

𝑣
𝑉0

)𝛿
−
(

𝑠∗(𝑣,Δ𝑣)
𝑠

)2
]

. (1)

The variables in Eq. 1 are
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• gap with the vehicle at the front: 𝑠
• current velocity: 𝑣
• approach rate to the vehicle at the front: Δ𝑣
• the minimum desired gap: 𝑠∗

where 𝑠∗ is calculated by

𝑠∗(𝑣,Δ𝑣) = 𝑆0 + 𝑣𝑇 + 𝑣Δ𝑣

2
√

𝐴𝐵
. (2)

Furthermore, the parameters of the model are defined
and set according to [17] as follows.

• desired speed 𝑉0: 120𝑘𝑚ℎ−1
• free acceleration exponent 𝛿: 4
• desired time gap 𝑇 : 1.5𝑠
• jam distance 𝑆0: 2.0𝑚
• maximum acceleration 𝐴: 1.4𝑚𝑠−2
• desired deceleration 𝐵: 2.0𝑚𝑠−2

To transform the IDM to a multi-lane model, we used a
simplified version of the MOBIL model where each driver
is purely selfish, maximizing only their gain. Since we are
simulating the model for only a short duration, it is plausible
lane changing will be used mainly to evade accidents and
hence this appears to be a justified simplification.

The rule for changing the lane for a vehicle is as follows.
Firstly any lane change must be safe for the assumed follower
vehicle in the new lane. Secondly, it must be advantageous
to switch lanes. More formally, these two conditions are
formulated as

𝑎follower ≥ −𝐵safe (3)
and

𝑎new − 𝑎cur > 𝐴thr (4)
where variables in the equations are

• hypothetical acceleration of the follower in the new
lane: 𝑎follower

• new acceleration after switching lanes: 𝑎new
• current acceleration: 𝑎cur.

Furthermore, we set and define the parameters above as
follows.

• maximum safe braking deceleration 𝐵safe: 4𝑚𝑠−2
(similar to the original MOBIL model [16])

• acceleration gain threshold 𝐴thr: 0.2𝑚𝑠−2

2.2. Extension to the basic model
We extend the base microscopic model to make it suit-

able for studying accidents via the following additions and
modifications.

• risk factor parameter: 𝑅 with 𝑅 ∈ [0, 1)

• lane number: 𝑙 is a real number with 𝑙 ∈ [1, 𝑁] where
𝑁 is the number of lanes (one-way).

• lane change progress: 𝑝 with 𝑝 ∈ [0, 1)

• state indicator (depending on how harsh the driver
needs to brake):

state ∈ {safe, hazardous, critical}.
Each state is quantified below, merely according to the
needed braking severity.

• max deceleration parameter: 𝐵state. The set values are:

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐵safe = 4𝑚𝑠−2 (similar to the base model),
𝐵hazardous = 7𝑚𝑠−2, and
𝐵critical = 9𝑚𝑠−2 (theoretical maximum [16]).

(5)
where 𝐵safe and 𝐵critical are set according to the lit-
erature and 𝐵hazardous is set as an intermediate value
between the two extremes.

• state indicator: state. For a vehicle with real valued
acceleration (𝑎 ∈ ℝ), at any moment, the vehicle is
in one of the three states as follows depending on the
braking rate of the driver (we take take the braking
rate as a proxy for how critical the driver perceives
the situation).

state =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

safe, if 𝐵safe ≤ 𝑎 ≤ 𝐴
hazardous, if 𝐵hazardous ≤ 𝑎 < 𝐵safecritical, if 𝐵critical ≤ 𝑎 < 𝐵hazardous

(6)
• lane change speed parameter: 𝑊state. While a realistic

lane change takes between 2.4s to 5.8s according to
[22, 14, 38, 39], following the simplifying convention
of many car following models with lane change (e.g.,
[16, 42]), the lane change in our model happens almost
instantly as follows.

{

𝑊safe = 𝑊hazardous = 0.5 lane∕𝑠, and
𝑊critical = 2 lane∕𝑠. (7)

In the model, we introduce a parameter 𝑅 representing the
risky behavior of drivers by reducing the variable 𝑠∗, the
minimum desired gap between the cars as follows.

𝑠∗(𝑣,Δ𝑣) =

(

𝑆0 + 𝑣𝑇 + 𝑣Δ𝑣

2
√

𝐴𝐵

)

(1 − 𝑅) . (8)
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Also, we generalize the safety rule of Eq. 3 and model
the lane change in a continuous way as follows.

𝑎follower ≥ −𝐵state, (9)

𝑙cur(𝑡) = 𝑙𝑜𝑙𝑑 + (𝑙new − 𝑙old)𝑝(𝑡), (10)
and

𝑝(𝑡) = 𝑊state(𝑡 − 𝑡0) (11)
where 𝑡0 is the time the lane change started. Once the lane
change is complete 𝑝(𝑡) will be set to 0 and the current lane
will be updated to 𝑙cur = 𝑙new.

As a vehicle’s state becomes more dangerous (which
we deduce from the braking rate of the driver), we allow
more extreme evasive maneuvers for the vehicle to escape
a collision. In particular, the lane change speed 𝑊state as
defined above, allows for a faster lane change in a critical
state. Also, a car in a hazardous or critical state is allowed
to switch lanes to shoulders. A vehicle driving on a shoulder
has to reduce its speed with the maximum deceleration (i.e.,
𝐵critical) till it reaches the speed

𝑣shoulder = min (7𝑚𝑠−1,max (𝑣avg − 1, 0𝑚𝑠−1
))

where 𝑣avg is the average speed of all vehicles. This is to
make sure no driver will take advantage of driving on the
shoulders to avoid congestion.
2.3. Discussion and justifications for the model

According to the data from Texas Department of Trans-
portation, the annual number of kilometers travelled in Texas
is 461 billions[37]. Traffic accident rates for the types "Fol-
lowed too closely", "Driver inattention", and "Unsafe change
of lanes" are 0.09, 0.36, 0.18 per million kilometers, respec-
tively [36]. Given the infrequency of accidents and due to
computational constraints, we have exaggerated the param-
eters that induce risky behavior in our model to adequately
record a significant number of accidents. Accordingly, the
risk factor value 𝑅 incorporated into our model is delib-
erately inflated such that we can collect enough accident
samples given the computational power at our disposal. Oth-
erwise, replicating the absolute accident rates observed in re-
ality would necessitate prohibitive computational resources.
Thus, in our numerical results, we concentrate solely on
comparing relative rates, rather than absolute ones.

We have incorporated into our model a concept known
as a vehicle’s ’safety state’, which essentially encapsulates
a driver’s perception of their current safety condition. We
included this element in line with the general understanding
that drivers, when perceiving a critical situation, are likely
to perform more drastic evasive actions such as rapid lane
changes or abrupt braking or switching to the shoulders. The
’safety state’ we have defined is solely predicated on the
severity of braking required to avoid a collision, if feasible.
We use the severity of the braking as a proxy for the driver’s

perception of their safety. This approach aligns with well-
established models like [17], where the rate of braking varies
based on the criticality of the situation. The inclusion of this
notion in our model is intended to modulate the speed of lane
changes and the potential use of the shoulders.

Although the original IDM model is accident-free given
any safe spacing between vehicles, potential for accidents
still exists in our enhanced model. This is due to the cap we
have set on the acceleration rate at a minimum of −9𝑚∕𝑠2
(approximately the maximum limit for braking on a dry road
according to [16]). In this study, we consider acceleration
as a real valued quantity that may also be negative (i.e.,
braking).

Our model adopts a simplified view of a lane and vehicle
occupancy, and how accidents are detected, omitting com-
plexities such as vehicle and lane widths. Incorporating these
factors would only add unnecessary complication to the
model without significantly affecting the observed behavior.
In our model, a vehicle either completely occupies a lane or
is rapidly transitioning between two lanes. Thus, an accident
is recognized when two vehicles either share the same lane
or are transitioning to or from identical lanes and intersect
longitudinally.

3. Demonstrative study
In our demonstrative study, the goal is to observe whether

increasing the number of lanes from two up to five will have a
positive or negative impact on the accident rates for the three
named accident types. The accident rates we will observe
will be normalized with the 2-lane freeways accident rates.
We consider all possible combinations of 2-lane up to 5-
lane freeways and possible inner and/or outer shoulders. Fig.
2 depicts some example combinations. The model in the
previous section can be used to examine various accident
scenarios. In this part, we formulate and present the accident
types we used for demonstrating the use of the model as well
as the particulars of our simulation.
3.1. Accident types investigated

We investigate three prevalent accident types and see
how increasing the number of lanes will increase or decrease
the rate of accidents relative to the baseline accident rate for
2 lanes.
3.1.1. Following too closely

We model this accident type by having a trigger car
suddenly brake with maximum deceleration 𝐵critical at time
𝑡 = 0. The following car will automatically try to avoid an
accident by braking or changing lanes. For this accident type,
we set 𝑅 = 0.7. We record the rate of accidents (Fig. 3a).
3.1.2. Driver inattention

Similarly, we model this accident type by having the
trigger car above braking suddenly at 𝑡 = 0. Furthermore,
if a follower car exists in the same lane (i.e. the inattentive
driver) , it will continue with its initial speed and only
becomes aware of the traffic condition after a delay of
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(a) An example freeway with both inner and outer shoulders present

(b) An example freeway with only an outer shoulder and no inner shoulder

(c) An example freeway with no shoulders
Figure 2: We examine the relative accident rates for all combinations of the number of lanes and the existence or lack of inner
and/or outer shoulders.

𝑇𝑑 = 0.5𝑠. That is, the delayed reaction is a proxy for the
inattention. For this accident type, we set 𝑅 = 0.2. The rate
of accidents is recorded (Fig. 3b).
3.1.3. Unsafe change of lanes

We model this accident type as follows. For this type of
accident as well, we have a (dummy) trigger car similar to the
above, braking at time 𝑡 = 0. However, to introduce possible
speed variation (since every car is driving at the same speed),
if a follower car exists (the actual trigger car), it will wait
for at least 𝑇𝑑 = 0.5𝑠 and after that on every simulation
time step (𝑑𝑡 = 0.05𝑠), it will attempt to switch lanes from
the original lane with probability 0.1𝑠∕𝑑𝑡 until the lane is
switched. When switching lanes, the vehicle will not respect
the safety rule of Eq. 9 and will only avoid a lane change
if it results in an immediate accident (such as when another
vehicle is driving almost in parallel in the target lane). We
set 𝑅 = 0.2 as well for this accident type. It is worth noting
a few details: If by the end, the following car cannot switch
lanes and crashes into the trigger car, we will disqualify the
sample. Furthermore, once the abrupt lane change happens,
the dummy trigger car is removed (Fig. 3c).
3.2. Simulation setup and objectives

In our setup, we randomly place cars in a small window
(75𝑚) of a one-way freeway for a short time (20𝑠). We place

a car that will trigger an accident at the 15𝑚 mark from the
front of the window. We allow a long enough empty runway
for the dynamics to unfold (685𝑚 in this case). Each vehicle
has a length of 4𝑚 and is initially separated by at least 2𝑚
from other vehicles. Every vehicle will start at the same
speed as follows. We update the simulation variables with
a time step of 𝑑𝑡 = 0.05𝑠. We have provided more details
regarding the random placement of cars in the appendix.

In our simulation, we consider the peak density (25.37
veh/km, speed: 53.5kmh−1) and speed from US-290E at
Woodbury Drive in Austin, Texas according to the research
done by Azimi et al. in [4] on real traffic data.

In terms of the number of shoulders, we consider three
different types of one-way freeways in our simulation: 1.
freeways with no shoulders, 2. freeways with one shoulder,
3. freeways with two shoulders (Fig. 2).

We will perform a Monte Carlo simulation and record
the frequency of accidents for one-way freeways with 2, 3, 4,
and 5 lanes. We will take the accident rate in freeways with
2 lanes as our baseline and calculate the relative increase
or decrease in accident frequency as we add more lanes.
In doing so, we consider every possible combination of
shoulders type and the number of lanes.
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(a) In the "following too closely" acci-
dent scenario, a trigger vehicle will brake
suddenly, creating a potentially dangerous
situation if another vehicle is following
too closely.

(b) In the "driver inattention" accident
scenario, a trigger vehicle will brake sud-
denly, but the follower car, unaware of the
change, will react with a delay that might
cause an accident.

(c) In the "unsafe change of lanes" ac-
cident scenario, a trigger vehicle will
change lanes abruptly, without concern
for the amount of deceleration the second
vehicle will need to avoid an accident.

Figure 3: We estimate the relative rate of accidents for three accident types of interest in this paper as depicted here.

4. Results and discussion
Fig. 4 shows the results of simulations for the three

accident types from the previous section as we increase the
number of lanes. In each graph, the case of zero, one, and
two shoulders are represented.

In the case of "following too closely", we see two dif-
ferent behaviors when two shoulders are present vs. when
there are one or none. In the case of one or no shoulders, we
see a general decline in the relative "following too closely"
accident rates. This is possibly due to a higher degree of
freedom for evasive maneuvers. The sharpest drop occurs
after adding one lane to a two-lane highway with generally
slower drop with more lanes. In the case with two shoulders,
however, we see an increase in the accident rates as the
number of lanes increases. A possible explanation for this
effect can be that adding more lanes, will result in the
shoulders being further away from the middle lanes and
hence making them harder to reach for the vehicles on those
lanes when needed.

Similarly, in the case of "driver inattention", it can be
seen that in all cases, adding more lanes will result in fewer
accidents. Going from 2 lanes to 3 lanes has the largest
impact while subsequent addition of lanes results in a more
modest drop in the accident rates for the cases investigated.

Finally, in the case of "unsafe change of lanes", adding
more lanes will result in fewer accidents. The largest drop in
accident rates happen with adding the 3rd lane.

5. Limitations
Similar to [15], a limitation related to our work is that

our microscopic model is not calibrated and validated with
real-world data. There is a lack of uniform data, related to
before / after studies of the same freeways upon expansion
to more lanes. Nevertheless, if such data becomes more
widely available in the future, the time-varying parameters
(such as the demand, etc.) of the freeway will not remain the
same. If this data becomes available, it might be possible to

control for the time-varying external factors to some extent
and use the data to calibrate and validate the model given an
enormous of computational power is available. Furthermore,
accidents are very rare and they usually stem from a chain
of unfortunate events. Therefore, to calibrate the model,
even if all the needed data is present will require a massive
amount of computation which can be a limiting factor for
most studies in this area and ours is no exception.

6. Conclusions
The core question we strove to answer in this research

was whether a freeway with more lanes is safer than one with
fewer lanes. We devised a microscopic model that is capable
of causing accidents to study the safety effect of adding
lanes. This allowed us to model the fundamentals of three
different common accident types on urban freeways, such
as "following too closely", "driver inattention", and "unsafe
change of lanes". We observed that whether shoulders are
present or not can even change the positive effect of adding
lanes to negative in some cases. Furthermore, to reduce
the computational burden of collecting many samples, we
simulated each possible incident with only a few cars in a
short segment of the freeway and for a few seconds from the
time a triggering event started. This allowed us to collect
a substantial number of samples which would have been
otherwise not easily possible.

Declaration of Competing Interest
Mirmojtaba Gharibi - no conflicts of interest.
John-Paul Clarke - no conflicts of interest.

A. Appendix
A.1. Initial random placement of cars

For the initial random placement of the cars on the road,
we multiply the density by the number of lanes and round
the result to give the total number of cars to put on the
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(a) The accident type "following too closely"
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(b) The accident type "driver inattention"
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(c) The accident type "unsafe change of lanes"
Figure 4: In each figure, for various accident types, the accident rate relative to the 2-lane accident rate is shown for freeways
with zero, one, or two shoulders.

Mirmojtaba Gharibi and John-Paul Clarke Page 8 of 10



freeway of length 1km. Each car’s initial starting position is
at a whole number as a simplifying approximation. In each
iteration, a car is placed at a uniformly random index on the
freeway represented by a lattice (just for the placement; for
the simulation we use continuous simulation), only if the 2m
minimum distance between the placed car and existing cars
on the lattice is satisfied. We then remove all the cars that
are outside the 75m window of interest. For a large enough
window and as the initial length of the highway goes to
infinity, the number of cars in the considered window can
be approximated with a Poisson distribution.

References
[1] Ahmed, M., Huang, H., Abdel-Aty, M., Guevara, B., 2011. Exploring

a bayesian hierarchical approach for developing safety performance
functions for a mountainous freeway. Accident Analysis & Prevention
43, 1581–1589.

[2] Ahmed, M.M., Abdel-Aty, M., Park, J., 2015. Evaluation of the safety
effectiveness of the conversion of two-lane roadways to four-lane
divided roadways: Bayesian versus empirical bayes. Transportation
research record 2515, 41–49.

[3] Asare-Yeboah, V., 2014. Safety evaluation of two-lane to four-lane
conversions in Wisconsin. Master’s thesis.

[4] Azimi, M., Zhang, Y., 2010. Categorizing freeway flow conditions
by using clustering methods. Transportation Research Record 2173,
105–114.

[5] Boccara, N., Fuks, H., Zeng, Q., 1997. Car accidents and number of
stopped cars due to road blockage on a one-lane highway. Journal of
Physics A: Mathematical and General 30, 3329.

[6] Chen, T., Sze, N., Chen, S., Labi, S., Zeng, Q., 2021. Analysing the
main and interaction effects of commercial vehicle mix and roadway
attributes on crash rates using a bayesian random-parameter tobit
model. Accident Analysis & Prevention 154, 106089.

[7] Council, F.M., Richard Stewart, J., 1999. Safety effects of the
conversion of rural two-lane to four-lane roadways based on cross-
sectional models. Transportation Research Record 1665, 35–43.

[8] Cunto, F., Saccomanno, F.F., 2008. Calibration and validation of
simulated vehicle safety performance at signalized intersections. Ac-
cident analysis & prevention 40, 1171–1179.

[9] Daniel, J.R., Maina, E., 2011. Relating safety and capacity on urban
freeways. Procedia-social and behavioral sciences 16, 317–328.

[10] Duong, D., Saccomanno, F., Hellinga, B., 2010. Calibration of
microscopic traffic model for simulating safety performance, in: 89th
Annual Meeting of the Transportation Research Board, Washington,
DC.

[11] Gaweesh, S.M., Ahmed, M.M., Piccorelli, A.V., 2019. Developing
crash prediction models using parametric and nonparametric ap-
proaches for rural mountainous freeways: A case study on wyoming
interstate 80. Accident Analysis & Prevention 123, 176–189.

[12] Gazis, D.C., Herman, R., Rothery, R.W., 1961. Nonlinear follow-the-
leader models of traffic flow. Operations research 9, 545–567.

[13] Gettman, D., Head, L., 2003. Surrogate safety measures from traffic
simulation models. Transportation Research Record 1840, 104–115.

[14] Hanowski, R.J., Wierwille, W.W., Garness, S.A., Dingus, T.A., Kni-
pling, R.R., Carroll, R.J., 2000. A field evaluation of safety issues in
local/short haul trucking, in: Proceedings of the human factors and
ergonomics society annual meeting, SAGE Publications Sage CA:
Los Angeles, CA. pp. 3–365.

[15] Hou, G., Chen, S., 2020. Study of work zone traffic safety under
adverse driving conditions with a microscopic traffic simulation ap-
proach. Accident Analysis & Prevention 145, 105698.

[16] Kesting, A., Treiber, M., Helbing, D., 2007. General lane-changing
model mobil for car-following models. Transportation Research
Record 1999, 86–94.

[17] Kesting, A., Treiber, M., Helbing, D., 2010. Enhanced intelligent
driver model to access the impact of driving strategies on traffic capac-
ity. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical,
Physical and Engineering Sciences 368, 4585–4605.

[18] Knospe, W., Santen, L., Schadschneider, A., Schreckenberg, M.,
1999. Disorder effects in cellular automata for two-lane traffic.
Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 265, 614–633.

[19] Knospe, W., Santen, L., Schadschneider, A., Schreckenberg, M.,
2002. A realistic two-lane traffic model for highway traffic. Journal
of Physics A: Mathematical and General 35, 3369.

[20] Kononov, J., Bailey, B., Allery, B.K., 2008. Relationships between
safety and both congestion and number of lanes on urban freeways.
Transportation research record 2083, 26–39.

[21] Kononov, J., Reeves, D., Durso, C., Allery, B.K., 2012. Relationship
between freeway flow parameters and safety and its implication for
adding lanes. Transportation research record 2279, 118–123.

[22] Lee, S.E., Olsen, E.C., Wierwille, W.W., et al., 2004. A compre-
hensive examination of naturalistic lane-changes. Technical Report.
United States. National Highway Traffic Safety Administration.

[23] Lord, D., Mannering, F., 2010. The statistical analysis of crash-
frequency data: A review and assessment of methodological alterna-
tives. Transportation research part A: policy and practice 44, 291–
305.

[24] Mannering, F.L., Bhat, C.R., 2014. Analytic methods in accident
research: Methodological frontier and future directions. Analytic
methods in accident research 1, 1–22.

[25] Manual, H.C., 2010. Hcm2010. Transportation Research Board,
National Research Council, Washington, DC 1207.

[26] Marzoug, R., Echab, H., Ez-Zahraouy, H., 2017. Car accidents
induced by a bottleneck. The European Physical Journal B 90, 1–7.

[27] Mhirech, A., Alaoui-Ismaili, A., 2015. The effect of traffic light on
accident probability in open and periodic boundaries system. Physica
A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 434, 226–231.

[28] Moussa, N., 2003. Car accidents in cellular automata models for one-
lane traffic flow. Physical Review E 68, 036127.

[29] Moussa, N., 2005. Dangerous situations in two-lane traffic flow
models. International Journal of Modern Physics C 16, 1133–1148.

[30] Nagel, K., Schreckenberg, M., 1992. A cellular automaton model for
freeway traffic. Journal de physique I 2, 2221–2229.

[31] Nagel, K., Wolf, D., Wagner, P., Simon, P., 1998. Two-lane traffic
rules for cellular automata: A systematic approach. Phys. Rev. E 58,
1425.

[32] Pang, M.b., Zheng, S.s., Cai, Z.h., 2015. Simulation of three lanes
one-way freeway in low visibility weather by possible traffic acci-
dents. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 433,
161–170.

[33] Park, B.J., Fitzpatrick, K., Lord, D., 2010. Evaluating the effects of
freeway design elements on safety. Transportation research record
2195, 58–69.

[34] Paschalidis, E., Choudhury, C.F., Hess, S., 2019. Combining driving
simulator and physiological sensor data in a latent variable model to
incorporate the effect of stress in car-following behaviour. Analytic
methods in accident research 22, 100089.

[35] Tan, D.M., Alhajyaseen, W.K., Asano, M., Nakamura, H., 2012.
Development of microscopic traffic simulation model for safety as-
sessment at signalized intersections. Transportation research record
2316, 122–131.

[36] Texas department of transportation, 2022a. Crash contributing factors
2021. URL: https://www.txdot.gov/content/txdot/en/inside-txdot/
forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/publications/annual-summary.

html. [Online; accessed 16-March-2023].
[37] Texas department of transportation, 2022b. Texas motor vehicle

traffic crash facts 2021. URL: https://www.txdot.gov/content/

txdot/en/inside-txdot/forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/

publications/annual-summary.html. [Online; accessed 16-March-
2023].

[38] Tijerina, L., Parmer, E.B., Goodman, M.J., 1999. Individual differ-
ences and in-vehicle distraction while driving: A test track study and

Mirmojtaba Gharibi and John-Paul Clarke Page 9 of 10

https://www.txdot.gov/content/txdot/en/inside-txdot/forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/publications/annual-summary.html
https://www.txdot.gov/content/txdot/en/inside-txdot/forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/publications/annual-summary.html
https://www.txdot.gov/content/txdot/en/inside-txdot/forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/publications/annual-summary.html
https://www.txdot.gov/content/txdot/en/inside-txdot/forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/publications/annual-summary.html
https://www.txdot.gov/content/txdot/en/inside-txdot/forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/publications/annual-summary.html
https://www.txdot.gov/content/txdot/en/inside-txdot/forms-publications/drivers-vehicles/publications/annual-summary.html


psychometric evaluation, in: Proceedings of the Human Factors and
Ergonomics Society Annual Meeting, SAGE Publications Sage CA:
Los Angeles, CA. pp. 982–986.

[39] Toledo, T., Zohar, D., 2007. Modeling duration of lane changes.
Transportation Research Record 1999, 71–78.

[40] Treiber, M., Hennecke, A., Helbing, D., 2000. Congested traffic states
in empirical observations and microscopic simulations. Physical
review E 62, 1805.

[41] Treiber, M., Kesting, A., Helbing, D., 2006. Delays, inaccuracies
and anticipation in microscopic traffic models. Physica A: Statistical
Mechanics and its Applications 360, 71–88.

[42] Wagner, P., Nagel, K., Wolf, D.E., 1997. Realistic multi-lane traffic
rules for cellular automata. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its
Applications 234, 687–698.

[43] Wang, C., Xu, C., Xia, J., Qian, Z., Lu, L., 2018. A combined
use of microscopic traffic simulation and extreme value methods for
traffic safety evaluation. Transportation Research Part C: Emerging
Technologies 90, 281–291.

[44] Yue, B., Shi, S., Wang, S., Lin, N., 2020. Low-cost urban test scenario
generation using microscopic traffic simulation. IEEE Access 8,
123398–123407.

[45] Zheng, L., Sayed, T., Mannering, F., 2021. Modeling traffic conflicts
for use in road safety analysis: A review of analytic methods and future
directions. Analytic methods in accident research 29, 100142.

Mirmojtaba Gharibi, received the B.ASc. in
electrical engineering from Sharif University of
Technology in 2009. He completed his M.Math,
and PhD degree both in Computer Science at
University of Waterloo, Waterloo, Canada. He is
currently affiliated with the University of Texas at
Austin.

John-Paul Clarke is a professor of Aerospace
Engineering and Engineering Mechanics at The
University of Texas at Austin, where he holds the
Ernest Cockrell Jr. Memorial Chair in Engineering.
Before joining the faculty at UT Austin, he was a
faculty member at Georgia Tech, the Vice Presi-
dent of Strategic Technologies at United Technolo-
gies Corporation (now Raytheon), a faculty mem-
ber at MIT, and a researcher at Boeing and NASA
JPL. He has also co-founded multiple companies,
most recently Universal Hydrogen – a company
dedicated to the development of a comprehensive
carbon-free solution for aviation.

Mirmojtaba Gharibi and John-Paul Clarke Page 10 of 10


