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Abstract

In this paper, we present an extension of the Generic Second Order Models (GSOM) for traffic flow
on road networks. We define a Riemann solver at the junction based on a priority rule and provide
an iterative algorithm to construct solutions at junctions with n incoming and m outgoing roads.
The logic underlying our solver is as follows: the flow is maximized while respecting the priority
rule, which can be adjusted if the supply of an outgoing road exceeds the demand of a higher-priority
incoming road. Approximate solutions for Cauchy problems are constructed using wave-front tracking.
We establish bounds on the total variation of waves interacting with the junction and present explicit
calculations for junctions with two incoming and two outgoing roads. A key novelty of this work is
the detailed analysis of returning waves - waves generated at the junction that return to the junction
after interacting along the roads - which, in contrast to first-order models such as LWR, can increase
flux variation.

Keywords. Second order traffic models; Priority rule; Networks; Cauchy problem; Wave-front tracking;
Returning wave.
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1 Introduction

This paper focuses on macroscopic second-order traffic models on road networks. We consider the Generic
Second Order Models (GSOM) [6, 7, 17], which are a family of traffic models described by a first-order
scalar conservation law for the density of vehicles p combined with an advection equation of a certain
property of drivers w linked to the density of vehicles by a speed function v = V(p,w). Through the
variable w it is possible to take into account different driving behaviors. In fact, w parametrizes the family
of fundamental diagrams Q(p, w) = pV (p,w), whose curves correspond to different driving aptitudes. The
model equations are given by:

Op+ 0 (pv) =0
0w +v Op(w) =0

Traffic models on networks have been widely studied in recent years, and authors have considered
several traffic scenarios proposing a rich amount of alternative models at junctions. For instance, the
first order Lighthill-Whitham-Richards (LWR) model [18, 19] has been extended to road networks in
several papers, see [3, 5, 10, 11, 8, 15, 16], as well as the second order Aw-Rascle-Zhang (ARZ) model
[1, 20], see [9, 12, 13, 14]. Most traffic models on networks rely on solving the Riemann problem at

*ELEM Biotech S.L., Barcelona, Spain (cbalzotti@elem.bio)

SIstituto per le Applicazioni del Calcolo “M. Picone”, Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche, Rome, Italy
(roberta.bianchini@cnr.it).

SIstituto per le Applicazioni del Calcolo “M. Picone”, Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche, Rome, Italy
(maya.briani@cnr.it).

tDepartment of Mathematical Sciences, Rutgers University, Camden, USA (piccoli@camden.rutgers.edu).


mailto:cbalzotti@elem.bio
mailto:roberta.bianchini@cnr.it
mailto:maya.briani@cnr.it
mailto:piccoli@camden.rutgers.edu

junctions, a Cauchy problem with constant initial data on each connected road. Unique solutions require
coupling conditions that differentiate models. Most models share two key assumptions: that flow through
the junction is conserved and that waves generated at junctions have a negative velocity on incoming
roads and a positive velocity on outgoing roads. The second assumption is necessary to guarantee that
boundary-value problems are correctly solved on each road, and that the conservation of cars through the
junction is guaranteed. Other common assumptions include maximizing flow through the junction and
allocating vehicles on outgoing roads based on a distribution matrix.

The solution to the Riemann problem for the system of conservation laws arising in the GSOM frame-
work is defined by three states: left, middle, and right, connected by a shock or rarefaction wave and a
contact discontinuity, respectively. We say that a p-wave is generated between the left and the middle
state, and a w-wave is generated between the middle and the right state. Along p-waves the variable
w is constant while the density changes, and in w-waves p and w both change, and the velocity V is
conserved. Moreover, p-waves can travel with positive or negative speed while the speed of w-waves is
always non-negative. We then consider a Riemann solver designed for the GSOM family at a junction.
The approach involves solving a left-half Riemann problem (where waves have negative velocity) at the
nodes for incoming roads, and a right-half Riemann problem (where waves have positive velocity) for
outgoing roads. This defines the region of admissible states to ensure that waves do not propagate into
the junction. Thus, in our case, only p waves can leave the junction toward an incoming road, and both
p waves and w waves coming from the junction can enter an outgoing road. The definition of admissible
solutions always excludes the non-physical case that there can be a jump with zero speed at the junction.
Together with the definition of admissible states, we assume maximization of the flow and conservation
of p and y = pw through the junction. The determination of a unique solution is achieved by introducing
a priority rule on the incoming roads and a distribution of vehicles on the outgoing roads according to
a proper distribution matrix. For this, we propose a new logic which is a generalization of the approach
proposed in [5] for first-order models: the flow is maximized respecting the priority rule, but the latter
can be modified if the outgoing road supply exceeds the demand of the road with higher priority. In
Section 4 we define the Adapting Priority Riemann Solver for Second Order Models (APRSOM) that is
an iterative algorithm able to construct the solution to generic junctions with n incoming and m outgoing
roads, computing the incoming fluxes at the junction step by step.

Once the Riemann Solver is defined, we pass to tackle Cauchy problem on networks associated to
GSOM. In conservative form, the equations read

atps + aﬁc(psvs) =0
8tys + 8z(ysvs) =0
(ps(.%', 0)7 Ys (337 0)) = (pr,Oa yr,O)

for r = 1,...,n + m roads connected at a junction and for the initial data (p,0,¥yr0) With bounded
variation. To prove the existence of weak solutions to the Cauchy problem, a typical approach relies on
the Wave-Front-Tracking (WFT) method. The latter requires the study of Riemann problems along the
roads and at junctions. Following the strategy originally proposed in [11] and extended in [5], we introduce
four properties that a Riemann Solver must satisfy in order to guarantee bounds on the total variation of
the flux @ and of the variable w for waves that interact with the junction. More precisely, these properties
allow to estimate the increase in the total variation of @ and w due to the interaction with the junction.
A special study has been made for returning waves which, unlike the first-order LWR, model, can lead
to an increase of the flux at the junction. We give a precise definition of returning waves and provide a
general estimate of the flux variation at the junction, without distinguish between incoming and outgoing
roads. However, refined estimates show that on an incoming road, a returning wave interacting with a
w-wave along the road can cause an increase in flux at the junction and requires a specific evaluation.
On the other hand, for an outgoing road, it can be shown that a returning wave always causes a decrease
in flow at the junction and therefore does not require a specific estimate. After these fine estimates are
achieved, we follow the general strategy of [5] to prove existence of solutions.



The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the basic definitions of the theory of
Second Order traffic Models (GSOM) on a single road, and extend them to a network in section 3. In
section 4 we define our Adaptive Priority Riemann solver for a generic junction with n incoming roads
and m outgoing roads, and in section 4.1 we illustrate the algorithm for the particular case of a merge
(a network composed of two incoming roads and one outgoing road). Section 5 is devoted to bounds
on the total variation of the flux over the entire n in m network, and in particular, section 5.1 studies
the variation of the flux due to returning waves at the junction. In section 6 we prove the existence of
solutions to Cauchy problems. Appendix A collects the proof of the main theorem of the paper.

2 Generic Second Order traffic Models

In this section we present the traffic model and we collect the main definitions used throughout the work.
We deal with the Generic Second Order Models (GSOM) [17], a family of macroscopic traffic models
which are described by a first order Lighthill-Whitham-Richards (LWR) model [18, 19] with variable
fundamental diagrams. Such models are defined by

Oep + 0z(pv) =0
0w + voy,w =0 (2.1)

with v = V(p,w),

where p(x,t), v(z,t) and w(z,t) represent the density, the speed and a property of vehicles advected by
the flow, respectively, and V' is a specific velocity function. The first equation of (2.1) is the conservation
of vehicles, the second one is the advection of the attribute of drivers, which defines their driving aptitude
by means of different fundamental diagrams. Indeed, the variable w identifies the flux curve Q(p, w) and
thus the speed of vehicles V(p,w) = Q(p,w)/p which characterizes the behavior of drivers. System (2.1)
is written in conservative form as

Op + 0z (pv) = 0
{aty + 0z(yv) =0 (2.2)
with v = V(p7 y),
p
where y = pw denotes the total property of vehicles.

The flux function Q(p,w) and the velocity function V(p,w) = Q(p,w)/p are assumed to satisfy the
following properties.

(H1) Q(0,w) = 0 and Q(p™**(w),w) = 0 for each w € [w,,wg|, where p™**(w) is the maximal density
of vehicles for Q(-,w) and [w,,wg]| is the domain of w, for suitable w;, and wg.

(H2) Q(p,w) is strictly concave with respect to p, i.e. %i)? < 0.

(H3) Q(p,w) is non-decreasing with respect to w, i.e. Q, > 0.

(H4) V(p,w) > 0 for each p and w.

(H5) V(p,w) is strictly decreasing with respect to p, i.e. V, < 0 for each w.
(H6) V(p,w) is non-decreasing with respect to w, i.e. V,, > 0.

Note that property (H5) is a consequence of (H2). Indeed, for p # 0
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since f(0,w) = 0 for all w and 0,f(p,w) = f?;p? > 0 by (H2). Property (H6) follows by (H3) trivially.
Properties (H1) and (H2) imply that the flux curve Q(-, w) has a unique point of maximum for any w. We
denote by o(w) the critical density, i.e. the density value where the flux attains its maximum Q™**(w).
Moreover, for any p there exists a unique p(w) such that Q(p, w) = Q(p(w),w).

Denoting Y = (p,y)” and F(Y) = (pv,yv)T, the GSOM model (2.2) can be rewritten as

8Y + 9, F(Y) =0. (2.4)

We are therefore interested in describing the solution to Cauchy problem:

(2.5)

{aty +0,F(Y) =0,
Y (z,0) = Yo(x).

From the standard theory of conservation laws [2, 4], it is natural to work with weak solutions, defined
below.

Definition 2.1. Let Yy € L] (R, R?) and T > 0. A function Y : R x [0,T] — R? is a weak solution to
(2.5) if Y is continuous as a function from [0,T] into Li. . and if, for every test function ¢ € C' with
compact support in the set R x (—oo,T), it holds

/T / (Yoo + F(Y)0yp)dzdt + / Yo(z)p(x,0)dz = 0.
o Jr R

Since there are infinitely many weak solutions to (2.5), we introduce the classical selection principle,
which leads to the entropy solution [2], the physically relevant one.

Definition 2.2. A C! function n : R?> — R is an entropy associated to (2.4) if it is convex and there
exists a C1 function ® : R2 = R such that

Dy(Y)DF(Y) = D®(Y) (2.6)

for every Y € R%. The function ® is called an entropy flux forn. The pair (n, ®) is called entropy-entropy
flux pair.

Definition 2.3. A weak solution Y = Y (z,t) to (2.5) is called entropy admissible if, for every C1 test
function ¢ > 0 with compact support in R x [0,T) and for every entropy-entropy fluz pair (n, ®), it holds

/ ' [ e+ @) dnat > 0. (27)

Before introducing the problem on road networks, we discuss the Riemann problem on a single road
for GSOM. We then consider system (2.4) together with piecewise constant initial data which has a single
discontinuity in the domain of interest. The solution to Riemann problems is given by a combination of
elementary waves, i.e. shocks, rarefaction waves and contact discontinuities. The study of the Jacobian
of F(Y') shows that system (2.4) is strictly hyperbolic with two distinct eigenvalues for p # 0

M) =V(Y)+pV,p(Y), (2.8)
Aa(Y) =V(Y) (2.9)
which coincide if and only if p = 0. The eigenvectors associated to the eigenvalues are v (Y) =

(p, )T and ¥ (Y) = (=V,,V,)", and thus \; is genuinely nonlinear (VA; -y, # 0) and Ay is
linearly degenerate (VAs -5 = 0). The waves associated to the first eigenvalue A; are then shock or
rarefaction waves, while those associated to A; are contact discontinuities. The Riemann invariants are

2Y)=y/p and  2(Y)=V(). (2.10)



From now on we will use the (p,w) variables. Thus, we set
U= (pa w)7 Zl(U) =w, zQ(U) = V(U)

The first eigenvalue in (2.8), in (p, w) variables is Ai(p,w) = V(p,w) + pV,(p,w) = Q,(p,w) and by
properties (H1) and (H2) it is such that Ay > 0 for p < o(w) and Ay < 0 for p > o(w). Hence, for
each w the 1-shocks and 1-rarefaction waves have non-negative speed for p < o(w) and negative speed
for p > o(w). The second eigenvalue in (2.9) verifies A2(p, w) = V(p,w) > 0 by definition of V', thus the
speed of the 2-contact discontinuities is always non-negative.

Given two generic left and right states U~ = (p~,w™) and Ut = (p*,w™), the solution to Riemann
problem is composed of three states: left U~ = (p~,w™), middle U* = (p*,w*) and right Ut = (p*,w™).

Definition 2.4 (p-waves and w-waves). We will refer to p-waves as the l-wave between the left and
middle state (U~,U*) (w is conserved and p changes), and to w-waves as the 2-wave between the middle
and right state (U*,U") (p and w change and the velocity V is conserved).

We have the following;:

e between U~ e U™ the p-wave is such that w™ = w* and, if p~ < p* the wave is a shock with speed
g = Q(p*7w*) B Q(p77w7)
p*—p- ’

if p~ > p* the wave is a rarefaction such that A\ (U~) < A\ (U*);
e between U* and U™T the w-wave travels with velocity V such that V(p*,w*) = V(pt,w™).
Lemma 2.5. Suppose that V (p*,w*) =V (p*,wt). Then, the following holds

o= pt = Wm ). (2.11)
In particular,

o if w* < wT, then p* < pt;

o if w* > wt, then p* > pT.
Proof. By means of the Mean Value Theorem, one has that

0=V(p*",w*) =V(p",wh) =V (p",w") = V(p",w") + V(p©,w*) = V(p",w)
=9,V (p,w")(p* = p") + 0wV (p", @) (w" — w”).

The proof follows since 9,V (p, w*) < 0 by (H5) and 9,V (p*,w) > 0 by (H6). O

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that V(p~,w™) = V(p*,w*) and V(pT,wt) = V(p,w). It holds that p~ < pT if
and only if p* < p.

Proof. Being p~ < pT and V,(-,-) < 0, then V(p~,-) > V(p™T,-), yielding V(p*,-) > V(p,-). The proof
ends using again the monotonicity of V' (p,-). O

Lemma 2.7. When both a p-wave and a w-wave travel with positive speed and the p-wave is behind the
w-wave, they cannot interact (p-waves are slower than w-waves).

Proof. Suppose to have a p-wave and a w-wave traveling with positive speed one behind the other, and
separating the three states Uy = (p1,w1), Uy = (p2, w2), Us = (p3,ws). By definition of p-wave w; = wo
and by definition of w-wave V(pa, wo = w1) = V(ps3, w3). We want to prove that the speed of the p-wave
is less that the speed of the w-wave A\y(p3, ws3) = V(ps, ws) = V(pa, wy = w1).



o If the p-wave is a shock with positive speed, then p; < ps and by contradiction

p2V (p2,w1) — p1V(p1, w1)
P2 — P1

shock speed = > V(pz,w1) = V(p3, ws)

if and only if V(p1,w1) < V(p2,w1). Since V is decreasing in p by hypothesis (H5), it would imply
p1 > p2 which contradicts the hypothesis.

e If the p-wave is a rarefaction, then since V' is decreasing in p
A1(p2,w1) = V(p2,w1) + p20,V = V(ps,wsz) + p20,V < V(p3,w3),
whence the thesis.

However, note that a w-wave traveling behind a p-wave can interact with it. O

3 Road network

We recall now the main definitions concerning traffic models on a road network, and we refer to [5, 10,
11, 15] for further details. Consider a junction J with n incoming and m outgoing roads Is = [as, bs] C R,
s=1,...,n+m, possibly with as = —oo and by = +00. We define a network as a couple (Z,J) where 7
is a finite collection of roads I, and J is a finite collection of junctions J.

Definition 3.1. A collection of functions (ps,ys) € C([0,+00); LL (I5)?), s = 1,...,n+m, is a weak
solution at J if

o For every s € {1,...,n+ m} the couple (ps,ys) is an entropy admissible solution to (2.2) on the
road Is in the sense of Definition 2.3.

o For every s € {1,...,n+m} and for a.e. t > 0 the function x — (ps(z,t),ys(z,t)) has a version
with bounded total variation.

e For a.e. t >0, it holds

n n+m
Z Q(pi(bi_7 t)a wi(bi_v t)) = Z Q(Pj(%"h t)7 wj(aj+7 t))
i=1 j=n+1

where ws = ys/ps and (ps,ys) s the version with bounded total variation of the previous point.

We now focus on the Riemann problem at the junction: on each road Is, s =1,...,n+ m, we solve

8t‘ps + 6x(psvs) =0
Orys + 8x(ysvs> =0

SyT) (3.1)
(ps(z,0),ys(x,0)) = {(p Y7 or x < I

,yT) for x > xq,

with vy = V (ps,ys/ps) and where either the left or right state is known. Depending on whether the road
is incoming or outgoing, we have the following possibilities:

e If I; is an incoming road at the junction then xg = b; and only the left state (p~,y~) is known. In
this case we look for weak solutions of (3.1) such that the waves have non-positive speed.

e If I, is an outgoing road at the junction then zy = a; and only the right state (p*,y™) is known.
In this case we look for weak solutions of (3.1) such that the waves have non-negative speed.



As mentioned above, we work with the couple of variables (p,w). Occasionally, we will adopt the
shortened notation

q = Q(pa w) for any U= (p7w) (32)
Definition 3.2. A Riemann solver RS is a function

RS+ ([0, 9™ x fwr, wr])"™™ — ([0, p™*] x [wy, wa])™ ™™

Uty Uny Units oo Unem) — (Ury o U Uty <o U

such that
n n+m
LY di= Y dj, with G = Q(pi, i) and §; = Q(pj, ).
i=1 j=n+1
2. For everyi=1,...,n the Riemann problem (3.1) has initial datum

. _ ) (pis piws) for x < b;
(pi(,0),yi(z,0)) = {(ﬁhﬁiwi) forz> b,

and is solved with waves with negative speed.

3. For every j =n+1,...,n+m the Riemann problem (3.1) has initial datum

. ) (B, piwy) for x < a;
(030, 0)) = {(Pijwj) for x> aj,

and is solved with waves with positive speed.

4. It satisfies the consistency condition
RS(RS(Ula ) Una UTL+17 LS} Un+m)) = RS(Ula ) Un? UTL+17 RS} Un-l—m)
fO’f' every (Ulu R Un7 Un+17 RN} Un+m) € ([07 pmax] X [’U)L, wR])n+m'

We introduce the supply and demand functions to maximize flow at the junction. The supply function
s(p,w) is defined as

(o) = 4@ W) ifp<o(w)
(p,w) {Q(p’w) it > o). (3.3)

while we define the demand function d(p,w) as

_ ) Qlp,w) if p < o(w)
d(p,w) = {QmaX(w) if p > o(w). (3.4)

3.1 Incoming roads

Let us consider an incoming road at a junction. Only waves with negative speed are admissible. Since
A2 > 0, we can only have a p-wave which can be a shock or a rarefaction. We fix a left state U™ = (p~,w™)
and look for the set of all admissible right states U/ = (p, W) that can be connected to U~ with waves with
negative speed. Along the p-waves the variable w is conserved, therefore only the density p changes. This
case is analogous to the definition of admissible solutions on incoming roads for first order traffic models,
see for instance [10].



Proposition 3.3. Let V be a velocity function that verifies properties (H4)-(H6) and let U~ = (p~,w™)
be a left state on an incoming road.

If p~ =0, then the only admissible right state is U=U".

If p~ # 0, then the set of admissible right states U= (p, ) verifies w = w~ and

1. If p~ < o(w™), then pe N(U™) ={p~} U (p~ (w™), p™*(w™)], where p~(w™) is the density such
that Q- (w™), w™) = Qo w-).

2. If p~ >o(w™), then p e N(U™) = [o(w™), p™*(w™)].
Moreover, denoting by d the demand function defined in (3.4), it holds

Q(p) < d(p™w™). (3.5)

Proof. First assume p~ # 0. If p~ < o(w™) to have A; < 0 there are two possibilities: either U =
U~, or moving above the density value p~ (w™) > o(w™) by a jump with zero speed. Indeed, since
Q(p~(w™),w™) = Q(p~,w™), the Rankine-Hugoniot condition s = (Q(p~ (w™),w™)—Q(p~,w™))/(p~ —
p~ ) implies that the speed of the discontinuity s is zero. In this case, excluding zero speed jumps we can
move with a 1-shock with negative speed towards any right state U with @ = w™ and p(w™) < p<
PP (=), If p~ = 0 then p~ (w™) = p™(w™), therefore the solution is U = U~.

If p~ > o(w™), every state U with @ = w™ and p € [o(w™), p™(w )] is connected to U~ with waves
with negative speed. In particular, we have a 1-rarefaction wave if p < p~ and a 1-shock if p > p~. O

Remark 3.4. We allow to remain stationary in U~ (no wave is generated at the junction), while we
exclude non-physical vertical shocks with zero velocity, i.e. the solution p = p~.

Definition 3.5 (good and bad datum). For every incoming road we say that a datum (p~,w™) is a good
datum if p~ € [o(w™), p"*(w™)] and a bad datum otherwise.

3.2 Outgoing roads

Let us consider an outgoing road at a junction. We are interested in the waves with positive speed, thus
we can have a 1-shock or 1-rarefaction wave and a 2-contact discontinuity.

We fix a right state U™ = (p,wT) and look for the set of all admissible left states U = (j, @) that
can be connected to UT with waves with positive speed. We emphasize that along the 1-waves the w
is conserved and only the density p changes. We therefore assume that it is given the value w, which
depends on the states of the incoming roads. On the other hand, along the 2-wave the velocity V(p, w)
is conserved. Then, the definition of the admissible states U depends on the existence of an intermediate
point UT = (pf, w') such that wt = @ and V(p,w) = V(pt,w™).

Proposition 3.6. Let V be a velocity function that verifies properties (H4)-(H6). For a given value W
and a given right state Ut = (pT,w™) with associated velocity vt = V(pT,w™), if v < V(1) then
there exists a unique point Ut = (pt,w') such that wt =@ and V(p',w') = vt.

Proof. If vt < V™3() then the equation V(p,w) = v" admits a solution. By (H5), 8,V < 0 and, by
the implicit function theorem, there exists p(w;v™) such that V(p(w;v™),w) = v*. Moreover, (H5)-(H6)

imply

dp
Tu (w;vT) = —8,V/9,V > 0.

We then have w! =@ and pf = p(w;vT). O
Proposition 3.7. Let V be a velocity function that verifies properties (H4)-(H6), Ut = (p™,w™) a right

state on an outgoing road, and vt = V(p%,w™) the associated velocity. A left state U= (p, W), which
can be connected to UT with positive speed, satisfies w = w and the following
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Figure 1. The function graphs refer to the CGARZ model with the family of flux functions defined in [7]. Top:
two possible configurations of incoming road states. The red solid line identifies the set of all possible right
states U reachable from the left state U~ . Bottom: two possible configurations of the state on an outgoing
road. The red solid line identifies the set of possible left states U reachable from the right state U'. The
blue lines are the level lines of the second Riemann invariant V(p,w) = V (p*,w™).

(i) If vt < Vmax(), let UT = (pf,w') be the intersection point between the two level curves of the
first and second Riemann invariant given by {w : w = w} and {(p,w) : V(p,w) = V(pt,w")}
respectively, then w! =@ and

1. if pt < o(wh), then p € P(UT) = [0,0(w')];

2. if pt > o(w'), then p € P(UT) =[0,p'(w")), where p'(w') is the density such that Q(p', w') =
Q(pf,wh). Note that we do not allow jumps with zero speed to occur at the junction, i.e.
5 < ().

(ii) If vt > V™@(w) then p € P(U') = [0,0(w)].
Moreover, denoting by s the supply function defined in (3.3), it holds
Q(p ) < s(p', wh). (3.6)

Proof. If vt < V™*(1g), by Proposition 3.6 there exists a unique point Ut such that w! = w and
V(p,w') = vt. Thus, if p' < o(w'), then every state U with @ = w and p € [0,o(w')] can be connected



to UT by waves with positive speed (Figure 1 bottom-left). In particular we have a l-rarefaction wave
if p! < p and a I-shock if pf > p. Then, UT is connected to Ut by a 2-contact discontinuity which has
positive speed.

If pf > o(w'), we move by a jump with positive speed to the density p < p'(w'). In this case, a
1-rarefaction connects to an intermediate state U with @ = w' and 0 < p < pl(w'), then a 2-contact
discontinuity connects to U™.

Otherwise, if v+ > V™ () then the equality V(p,@) = v+ can not hold. It holds p! = 0 and the
admissible left state p has to be in [0, o(w)]. O

To summarize, we denote
77yt : + max (777
Foom Y p(w;vt) if v < V™ () 37
pl(@w:vT) {0 if v+ > Vmax(7) (37)

where p(-;vT) is the implicit function given by the equation V(p,w) = v™, which is well defined as stated
in Proposition 3.6.

We conclude this section showing that the situation where a w-wave with zero speed is emanated from
the junction J cannot happen on outgoing roads: as the following result points out, in that case the p-wave
emanated from the junction has non-positive speed (not admissible on outgoing roads).

Lemma 3.8. Let U~ = (p~,w™) and UT = (pf,w') be respectively the left and the right state of a p-wave
and let UT = (pt,w') and UT = (p*,w") be the left and the right state of a w-wave, both emanated from
the junction J at time t > 0. Suppose that the w-wave has zero speed Ao(UT) = X\o(UT) = 0. Then, the
p-wave is a shock with non-positive speed A1 < 0.

Proof. Since UT = (pf,w') and UT = (pT,w™) are the left and the right states of a w-wave with vanishing
speed Ao(pT,wt) = V(pT,wt) = V(p',w') = 0, recalling by (H5) that V,, < 0 for every w, it follows
that pf = pma*(w') and p+ = p™a*(wt). Moreover, being U~ = (p~,w™) and UT = (pf, w') the left and
right state of a p-wave, it follows that w™ = w. This yields that p! = p™®(w™), so that the right state
of the p-wave (of left state U~ = (p~,w™)) is given by (p™*(w™),w™). By property (H1), it follows
that Q(p™**(w™),w™) = 0. Moreover, since obviously p™**(w~) > p~, then the p-wave is a shock and
its speed is given by s = Q(pmx(qu,a,?é:,;:?,(p W) o —ptﬁifwi“;fl, = —ppmai/((;j,’)uip), <0asV(,-)>0by

(H4). O

Remark 3.9. By point (i)-2 in Proposition 3.7 and Lemma 3.8 we have that on an outgoing road a w-
wave generated at the junction is always followed by a p-wave. In fact, as for incoming roads, no vertical
shocks can occur at the junction.

Definition 3.10 (good and bad datum). For every outgoing road we say that a datum (p™,w™) is a good
datum if p' (w;v*) € [0,0(W)] for a given value W, and a bad datum otherwise.

4 The Adapting Priority Riemann Solver for junctions with n
incoming and m outgoing roads

In this section, we introduce the Riemann Solver to define the solution in the general case of a junction
with n incoming roads and m outgoing roads. We have n left states U; and m right states U;, and our
aim is to find U; and Uj fori=1,...,nand j =n+1,...,n+m. In order to determine which incoming
road has the priority of sending vehicles with respect to the others, we introduce a priority vector

(p1,-.-,pn) suchthat p; >0 and Zpi =1.
i=1
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If we have p;, = --- =p;, = 0 for s distinct indexes 41, ..., ., then no vehicles from these roads cross the
junction, and thus we reduce to the (n — k) — m case. Then, we define the matrix of distribution

Qn41,1 e Qntm,1
A= ¢ (4.1)

(S 2RSS TV A Antm,n

whose elements «a;; define the percentage of distribution of vehicles from road 7 to road j and are such

that Z;’;ﬁl oj; =1,1=1,...,n. If we have x columns with zero entries, then no vehicle enters the
corresponding outgoing roads, reducing the problem to case n — (m — k). Therefore we assume that for
each j there exists at least a value aj; #0 fori =1,...,n.

We now introduce the Adapting Priority Riemann Solver for Second-Order Models (APRSOM), which
we propose for computing the unknowns values U; and Uj at a junction with ¢ = 1,...,n incoming and
j=n+1,...,n+ m outgoing roads. This approach can be summarized as follows:

(a) We define the set Qi C R™ as the collection of all admissible solutions determined by the incoming
roads and the m hyperplanes where the outgoing flow is maximized.

(b) We determine whether the priority rule line first intersects one of the maximizing hyperplanes or a
boundary of Q;,. C R™. If it intersects a maximizing hyperplane first, we immediately identify the
solution that both maximizes the flow and respects the priority rule. Otherwise, we fix the component
q; corresponding to the boundary of €;,. crossed by the priority rule and proceed iteratively along
that boundary. At each step, we reduce the problem’s dimensionality and continue searching for the
flow maximization solution.

Let us start first by assuming the conservation of p and y at the junction, i.e. for each j = n +
1,...,n+m we set

D b =4 (4.2)
i=1
Zaj,iq}uﬁi = (jj?f)j. (43)
=1

By (4.2) in (4.3), for each outgoing road we have

n A A
s s daal
Wy = izt Galithi (4.4)
i1 @idi
where by Proposition 3.3 for incoming roads we have w; = w;, i =1,...,n.
We now move to the (qi, ..., qn)-hyperplane and we follow the idea given in points (a) and (b) above,

looking for the maximization of the flow.

Step 1. For each incoming road we consider the demand function d; = d(p;, w;) defined in (3.4), in
order to define the set of all admissible solutions on incoming roads

Qinc = [0,d1] x -+ x [0, dy]. (4.5)
We assume that d; # 0 for each ¢ = 1,...,n. Indeed, the trivial case of d; = 0 for all i means that no
vehicles cross the intersection, while the case of d;, = --- = d;, = 0 for « distinct indexes 71, . . ., 7, reduces
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the junction to the (n — k) — m case. We then introduce the (n — 1)-dimensional manifold (hyperplane)
of priority rule in parametric form introducing the flux variable h such that

@1 =p1h
r:q: (4.6)
Gn = Pnh,
flux quantities
h; = max{h : p;h < d;} = z—: (4.7

Note that (p1hi,...,pnh;) is the intersection point between the line r and the hyperplane d;. Next, we
set (G1,...,q4n) = (p1h,...,pph) in (4.4) and we obtain

n
N Zizl Qi PiW;

w; = - 4.8
! Zi:1 QjiPg ( )
By (4.8) for j =n+1,...,n+ m we define for the supply function given in (3.6),
s;(1;) = s(p' (y; v}), ),
Qout = [O,Sn+1] XX [078n+m]7 (49)
where pf(w;v) is specify in (3.7). We then introduce
Yi(h) =hY azp; (4.10)
i=1
and we define .
h; =min{h > 0 : ¥;(h) = s;(i;), for w; in (4.8)} = _sily) (4.11)
Zizl QjiPi
which identifies the intersection points (p1hj,...,pnh;) between r in (4.6) and the hyperplanes
7j 0y ajidi = s;(i;)
i=1
where the outgoing flux is maximized. We define
hstep, = min{h;, h;}. (4.12)
i,

We have the following possibilities:

(1) If there exists an index j > n + 1 such that hgep, = hj; then the line r first intersects a hyperplane
z; which maximizes the outgoing flux of road j and satisfies the priority rule, thus we define the
fluxes (q1,...,Gn) = (P1hstep, s - - - » Pnhstep, ) and the procedure stops.

2) There is no index 7 > n + 1 such that hgep,, = h;. In this case we proceed as follows.
J Py J p

(a) If we need to respect the priority rule then we define the fluxes (q1, ..., Gn) = (hstep, P15 - - - » Dstep, Pn)s
with hgep, = Ry for some i < n, and we stop.

(b) If we can adapt the priority rule, let ¢4 < n be the index of the incoming road such that
he, = hstep, . We set Gy, = dg,, we introduce I = {{1} and we proceed by iteration.
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Step S + 1. Assume to have already defined S components of the vector (gi,...,q4,), i.e. for each
b, € I ={l,...,0s} we have §;, = dp, and we have to determine the remaining ¢; = hp; for i < n and
i ¢ I. We now introduce the function

@j(h) = hz Qjipiw; + Z Qe doy, we,
il kel

and modify v;(h) in (4.10) as

wj(h) = hz Qajip; + Z g, doy -

il kel
We rewrite (4.4) as
. p;(h)
W;(h) = , (4.13)
! ¥i(h)
and we exploit it to define s;(1;(h)) := s(p' (w;(h);v}),w;(h)), j=n+1,...,n+m, and
hj = mln{h € [hstepsa +OO) : djj (h) =55 (’Ufh (h)),WIth w](h) in (413)} (414)
To conclude the iterative step we define
hSteszrl = Zlél}g{h“ h]} (415)

with h; in (4.7). Again we have two possibilities:

(1) If there exists an index j > n + 1 such that h; = hgep, ., then the straight line r first intersects a
hyperplane z; which maximizes the outgoing flux of road j and thus we define the remaining fluxes
4i = hstep,,pi for i ¢ 1.

(2) Otherwise hsteps,, = Mesia for some lgy1 < n, lsy1 ¢ I. We add the new index in I, i.e. I =
{l1,...,€s11}, and we continue iteratively until we have defined all the elements of the vector
(q1y---5Gn)-

Remark 4.1. We observe that the set H = {h € [hgtep,, +00) : ¥j(h) = s;(ww;(h)), with w;(h) in (4.13)}
is not empty for each step S of the algorithm. Indeed, we have

h—o0
i s (1 (h)) = s(w;) < +00,
where w; = limy, 00 Wj(h) < 400, and Pj(hstepy) < 8j(Wj(hstepy)) by construction. Therefore, by conti-
nuity, for each j there exists a certain h > hgep, such that the equality 1j(h) = s;(;(h)) holds.
We can now define the APRSOM solver for GSOM on road networks.

Definition 4.2. Let Q = (Gi1,...,Gn) be the vector of incoming fluzes at the junction defined by the
previous procedure applied to the initial state (U, ..., Up,Upity-- s Unim)s and A-QT = (Gui1y- - Gugm)
the vector of outgoing fluzes, where A is the matrix of distribution (4.1). For everyi=1,...,n set

° Ut)z = Wi,

o p; € N(U;) such that Q(p;, w;) = §;, where N(U;) is the set of possible right states for incoming
roads defined in Proposition 3.3,

and U; = (ps, ;). For every j =n+1,...,n+m set

13



o W; as in (4.4) if §; # 0 for at least an index i, or equal to w; otherwise,

o p; € P(U;) such that Q(p;,w;) = §;, where P(Uj) is the set of possible left states for outgoing roads
defined in Proposition 3.7,

and ﬁj = (p;,w;). The Adapting Priority Riemann Solver for Second Order Models (APRSOM ) on road

networks is such that

APRSOM(Uy,...,Up,Unsts - Upir) = (U1, .., Up Uity U

4.1 The case of a merge

For the sake of clarity, here is an illustration of the APRSOM algorithm for the case where there are two
incoming roads and one outgoing road at an intersection (a merge). Let then be given two left states U
and U,y for the incoming roads and a right state US+ for the outgoing road, then our aim is to determine
U1, Us and Us. The approach is based on the priority rule defined by a vector (p1,p2), with p; +py =1
with p; # 0 and ps # 0. In this case we have no distribution parameters and the conservation of p and y
at the junction as in (4.2) and (4.3) respectively reads

41+ G2 = G3 (4.16)
G101 + Gag = G3Ws. (4.17)

By Proposition 3.3, we have w; = w] and s = w, . Substituting (4.16) in (4.17) implies

py — D1 T 2wy (4.18)
41+ G2
We now move to the (g1, g2)-plane and we look for the maximization of the flow.

Step 1. We introduce d; = d(py,w; ), d2 = d(p;, w5 ) and the rectangle of possible solutions Q =
[0,d1] x [0,ds]. As previously explained, we assume that both d; and dy are positive to exclude both
the trivial cases where no vehicle crosses the junction and the 1 — 1 case. We then introduce in the
(¢1,g2)-plane the straight line r of priority rule by means of the flux variable h, such that

e =p1h
g2 = p2h,

and compute the flux quantities A1 and hs such that

hi =max{h : pph <d1} = % (4.19)
1

he = max{h : poh < ds} = % (4.20)
2

Then, (dy,p2h1) is the intersection point between the straight line r and the vertical line d; while (p; hs, d2)
is the intersection point between the straight line r and the horizontal line ds. By setting ¢ = hp; and
Go = hps in (4.18) we have
W3 = prw; + pawy (4.21)
s3 = s(p' (ig; v5), b3),
where v = V(p3,w3T) and pg (3;v5) is given in (3.7). In order to maximize the flux on the outgoing

road, we set
hs = min{h : hp; + hps = s3} = s3, (4.22)
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which identifies the intersection point (hsgpi, h3pe) between the straight line r and the straight line
Z:q1+ g2 = 3, (4.23)
where the outgoing flux is maximized. We then define
hstep, = min{hy, ho, h3}. (4.24)

Figure 2 shows an example of the three points identified by hy, he and hs, i.e. Py = (dy,hips), P2 =
(hop1,dz) and P3 = (hap1, hspe), where hgiep, = hy.

q2

do

dy q1
Figure 2. Example of the three points Py = (h1p1, hip2), P2 = (hap1, hep2) and Ps = (hspi, hap2).

We now have two possibilities: hgep, = h3 or hgtep, 7# h3. In the first case we immediately find a
couple of incoming fluxes (g1, g2) which satisfy the priority rule and that maximise the flux. In the second
case the priority first intersects the boundary of the set of possible solutions 2 and does not maximize
the outgoing flux. The approach we propose is divided in two cases:

(a) We need to strictly satisfy the priority rule. This case is necessary to simulate traffic scenarios such
as traffic lights, where the priority rule must be satisfied.

(b) We are free to adapt, i.e. to change, the priority rule. This case is useful to maximise the flux when
the intersection between the straight lines r and z is outside the set of possible solutions 2. The
idea is to change the priority r, and consequently the parameter w3 and the maximization straight
line z, looking for the intersection between the modified r and z which maximizes the flux at the
junction.

Case hgiep, = h3. In this case, the priority rule first intersects the straight line z, see Figure 3. This
means that the intersection point identifies two incoming fluxes satisfying the priority and which
maximise the outgoing flux. Therefore, we have w3 in (4.21) and

g1 = p1hs, G2 = pahs, 43 = hs.

Case hgiep, = h1. In this case the straight line r first intersects the vertical line q; = d;.

(a) If we need to respect the priority rule, then the solution is given by

@1 = p1ha, G2 = p2h1, gs = hu,

with w3 defined in (4.21). This case is represented in Figure 77.
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q2
da

™

dy q1

Figure 3. Merge junction with hgtep, = hs.

(b) If we can adapt the priority rule, we fix ¢; = hgtep, p1 = d1 and we move along the vertical side

of Q, looking for g2 = hgtep,p2 for a proper hgiep,. The idea of our approach is to modify both
r and z in order to find the intersection between the two straight lines along the vertical line
g1 = di. By equation (4.18) with ¢; = d; and ¢a = hps we have

o dlwl_ + hpgw;

v3(h) = 4.25
() = L (4.25)
which is such that
lim w3(h) = wy, lim ws(h) = wsy .
h—0 h— o0
Let s3(w3) := s(pf(w3;v3),03), we define hs as
hs = min{h € [h1,+00) : di + hps = s3(ws(h)), for ws(h) in (4.25)}. (4.26)

Note that there exists at least a value of h satisfying dy + hps = s3(ws(h)). Indeed, di +
hstep, P2 < 83(W3(hstep, ) by hypothesis of hgiep, # h3, and

lim dy + hpy = +o0, lim sg(ws(h)) = s3(wy ) < 400,

h—+o0o h—+oo

hence, by continuity, di + hps must intersect s3(w5 (h)) for some h.
Once computed the new hsz, we define hgiep, = min{hz, hz}, with hy in (4.20), and the fluxes
crossing the junction as

g1 =d1, G2 = hstep,P2, 43 = di + hgtep,P2-

In Figures 7?7 and 77 we show the solution with hgep, = h3 and hgep, = ha, respectively.
Moreover, the new vector of priority rule is (p1,p2) = (¢1/ds, §2/ds)-

Case hgtep, = ho. This case is completely analogous to the previous one, but the straight line r first
intersects the horizontal line ¢ = ds.

(a) If we need to respect the priority rule then the solution is given by

g1 = p1ho, Go = paho, gs = ho,

with 3 in (4.21). This case is shown in Figure ?7.

(b) If we can adapt the priority rule then we define

_ hprwy + dawy

v3(h
s(h) hpi + ds
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q2 q2 q2

dz dd

1 Q1 1 Q1 dy 51
Figure 4. Merge junction with hgtep, = hi.

hs = min{h € [ha,+00) : hp1 + d2 = s3(w3(h))}
hstep2 = min{hh h3}a

with h; in (4.19), from which we recover

41 = hstep,P1, G2 = d2, 43 = hggep,p1 + da.
In Figures 77 and 77 we show the solution with hgtep, = h3 and hgiep, = h1, respectively.
qz qz qz

da

d; dd

1 Q1 1 Q1 dy 0

Figure 5. Merge junction with hgtep, = ha.

5 Bounds on the total variation of the flux for wave-front track-
ing solutions

The aim of this section is to give a bound to the total variation of the flux for the approximate solution
on the networks obtained via wave-front tracking and the algorithm APRSOM. Such solutions are
constructed solving recursively Riemann problems inside the roads and at the junctions. We refer the
reader to [2] for a general introduction to wave-front tracking, and to [8] for the network case. As shown
n [11], due to the finite speed of propagation of waves, it is sufficient to consider the case of a networks
composed of a single junction. Therefore we consider the Cauchy problem

Ops + ax(psvs) =0
Orys + O (ysvs) =0 fors=1,...,n+m (5.1)
(ps(x70)ays('r10)) = (ps,O(x)ays,O(x))

with initial data (ps,o(z),ys,0(x)) of bounded variation. The network is formed by a single junction with
n incoming and m outgoing roads and at the junction the traffic dynamic is described by (2.2). We recall
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that I, = (as,bs) C R, s = 1,...,n + m, are the roads of the network. For a collection of functions
(ps,ys) € C([0,400); LIIOC( $)?) such that, for every s € {1,...,n+m} and a.e. t > 0, the map x — p;(z,1)
has a version with bounded total variation, we define the functionals

ZQ pz i wl(b - t))

n+m

TVq(t) Z TV(Q(ps(-, 1), ws(-,1))) (5.2)

n+m

=3 TV(w.(-1))

where TV is the total variation and ws = ys/ps. Note that I'(¢) represents the flux crossing the junction
at time ¢ and involves only the incoming roads.

Definition 5.1. We say that the state (Uy,...,Up,Ups1,...,Untm) s an equilibrium for a Riemann
Solver RS if
RS(U17 LR U’rU UTL+17 LR Un+m) = (U17 ey Un7 U’n+17 R Uner)

We now focus on the algorithm APRSOM introduced in Section 4. We recall that A is the matrix
of distribution defined in (4.1) and that (p1,...,p,) is the vector defining the priority rule r. Let Q =
(G1,---,4n) be the set of incoming fluxes obtained with APRSOM and A - QT = (Gni1,---,Gnsm) the
resulting set of outgoing fluxes. We introduce

0 ={06€ M : A- QT € Quue, with Qi in (4.5) and Qe in (4.9)} (5.3)
so that we define -
h = sup{(hp1,...,hp,) € O}. (5.4)
heR

This value h identifies the intersection point A (py,...,p,) between the line r in (4.6) and the set © in
(5.3).

We now introduce four properties of the Riemann solver to estimate the total variation of @ and w
for waves interacting with the junction. The first property says that equilibria depends only on bad data
(see Definitions 3.5 and 3.10).

(P1) We say that a Riemann solver RS has the property (P1) if, given (Uy,...,Upn,Upnt1,y ..., Upim) and
(Ul,.. Un,UnH,... Un+m) such that w; fwz fori=1,...,n,wj=w; for j=n+1,...,n+m
and p; = p; (p; = pp;) whenever either U; or U; (U; or UJ) is a bad datum, then

RS, ..., Up,Upits- Ungm) = RS(U1, ..., Uns Upts - oo, Unim).

The second property refers to interacting waves which involve only the density p. This means that,
starting from an equilibrium of RS, we perturb the density of one of the roads keeping its w value
unchanged. The following property tells us that the increase in the variation of the flux and of w at the
junction is bounded by the strength of the interacting wave as well as by the sum of the variations in the
incoming fluxes and in h defined in (5.4). Note that, even when the wave does not directly perturb the
property w, the latter varies by interacting with the junction.

(P2) We say that a Riemann solver RS has the property (P2) if there exists a constant C' > 1 such that
for every equilibrium (Uy,...,Un,Unt1,...,Upn+m) of RS and for every wave p; perturbing p; for
i=1,...,n (p; perturbing p; for j = n+1,...,n+m, respectively) interacting with J at time ¢ > 0
and producing waves in the arcs according to RS, for s =i (r = j) we have

TVq(#+) — TVq(i-) < Cmin{|d, — gs), ID(E+) — T(E-)| + [R(E+) — h(i-)[}
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E(E+) - E(ti*) < C|q~s - q‘s|
t-) < Cmin{|gs — gs|, IT(T+) — T(E-)| + |h(E+) — h(E-)]},

with ¢s = Q(pi, w;) and ¢s = Q(ps, w;) (¢s = Q(p;,w;) and gs = Q(p;, w;), respectively).

The third property also refers to interacting waves which involve only the density p. It tells us that,
when the interacting wave with the junction determines a decrease in the flux, then also h decreases and
the variation of I' is bounded by the variation of h.

(P3) We say that a Riemann solver RS has the property (P3) if there exists a constant C > 1 such
that for every equilibrium (U,...,Un,Unt1,.. ., Untm) of RS and for every wave p; perturbing
pi with ¢ = Q(ps,w;) < ¢; for i = 1,...,n (p; perturbing p; with ¢; = Q(p;,w;) < ¢; for
j=mn+1,...,n+m, respectively) interacting with .J at time ¢ > 0 and producing waves in the arcs
according to RS, we have

h(t+) = h(t-))

t-).

Finally, we consider an interacting wave with the junction which perturbs both p and w on one of
the incoming roads. The fourth property says that the increase in the variation of w is bounded by the

variation of the interacting wave in w and the strength of the interacting wave as well as by the sum of
the variations in the incoming fluxes and in h.

(P4) We say that a Riemann solver RS has the property (P4) if there exist two constants C; > 1 and
Cy > 1 such that for every equilibrium (Uy,...,U,,Uns1, ..., Upsm) of RS and for every wave
(pi, ;) perturbing (p;,w;), ¢ = 1,...,n, interacting with J at time ¢ > 0 and producing waves in
the arcs according to RS, the estimates on TVg, h and T hold and we have

TV (I+) = TVy(I=) < Cr|w; — wi| + Comin{|g; — qil, [T(+) — D(E=)| + |h(T+) = h(t-)[},
with ¢; = Q(pi, w;) and ¢; = Q(pi, w;).

Remark 5.2. Property (P4) only refers to the incoming roads. Indeed, for any outgoing road, if we
perturb the equilibrium (p;j,w;) with o wave (pj,w;), the solution which arrives at the junction is only
characterize by p-waves with constant w, thus on outgoing roads the junction is never affected by the
variation in w.

Theorem 5.3. The Riemann Solver APRSOM defined in Section 4 satisfies properties (P1) — (P4) for
jJunctions with n = 2 incoming and m = 2 outgoing roads.

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix A.

5.1 Flux variation due to returning waves

We fix a road I (incoming or outgoing) and introduce the following definitions.

Definition 5.4 (Backward wave tree). For a fized road Is and a wave located at a point (xz,t) of the
domain (Is x [0,+00[), the backward wave tree is obtained by tracing the wave fronts of the solution
- constructed via the WFT (Wave Front-Tracking) Algorithm - backward in time from the chosen point
(x,t) to the boundary of the domain. Wave fronts of both families are considered, thus, repeating this
process recursively at each interaction point, it generates a tree-like structure that represents the backward
propagation of information from the point (x,t).
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Definition 5.5 (Backward wave branch). A backward wave branch of a backward wave tree consists
of a piece-wise linear branch (or branches, in the case of interactions between waves of the same family)
that includes only fronts of the same family.

Hereafter, a wave with right state UT = (p™,w™) and left state U~ = (p~,w™) will be denoted by
Y= (U",U"), (5.5)
and the forward (resp. backward) flux variation across the wave X by

5 Qs =Q(p",w") —Q(p ,w™) and I Qs =—6,Qx. (5.6)

Definition 5.6 (Returning wave). A returning wave L%t te = (UR= URT) where URT = (pfot pft+),
is a wave front generated at the junction J and interacting with the junction J at a later time t,. Thus
the backward wave branch includes at least one wave (of the same family) originating from the junction

J at a previous time. We indicate by t, < t, the greatest time at which a wave of the backward branch of
Yhtosta originated from the junction J. We shall refer to t, and t, as the original time and the absorption
time of the returning wave. Moreover, using the notation of (5.6), we define the flux variation at the
absorption time t, as follows :

o if XFitota is traveling on an incoming road

§-Quritona = Qp ™, w™) = Q™ W), (5.7)
o if Rhtota s traveling on an outgoing road

84 Quriona = QP H, W) — Q(p™, w™7). (5.8)

In Figure 6 and Figure 7 we show some graphical examples of backward wave branch of returning waves
on incoming and outgoing roads respectively. p-waves are represented by solid blue lines and w-waves by
dashed green lines.

Ut-
UR,+

UR,+

to to

Figure 6. Examples of backward wave branch (the solid blue lines) of a returning wave ¥/F‘"'e on an incoming
road. Green dashed lines indicate w-waves.

Remark 5.7. A returning wave L%t js always a p-wave (therefore we occasionally use the notation
Zf;to’ta). In fact, only p-waves traveling on outgoing roads have the potential to change their speed sign and
return from the right to the left (towards the junction). Conversely, w-waves can interact with the junction
on incoming roads, but these waves cannot be considered “returning waves” because they consistently move
with a positive speed and are never emitted from the junction.

Let us introduce the concept of level of waves.
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Figure 7. Examples of backward wave branch (the solid blue lines) of a returning wave Ef"tmt“ on an outgoing
road. Green dashed lines indicate w-waves.

pS
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EIc—l

Figure 8. Left: A possible configuration of an interaction between a w-wave (left, dashed green line) and a p-wave
(right, solid blue line), U** = (pF, w*), UF~1F = (p*~1F *~1). Right: A possible configuration of an
interaction between two p-waves (blue lines), UL = (p*, ).

Definition 5.8 (Level of waves in the backward wave tree of a returning wave Z%t0:te) . Given a returning
wave Lota with original time t, > 0 and absorption time t, > 0, let us introduce a notation for the
waves belonging to its backward wave tree. More precisely, we enumerate such waves starting from the
bottom of the tree, namely from the waves at time t,.

o All the waves traveling at time t, are called waves of level 1 and they are denoted by ¥1. If a wave
1 of level 1 interacts with a w-wave, then the interaction generates waves of level 2, which are
denoted by 3.

o If a wave ¥y, of level k > 1 interacts with a w-wave, then the interaction generates waves Y11 of
order k + 1.

o In turn, if a wave of order k > 1 interacts with a p-wave, then the level of the daughters does not
change, namely the interaction generates waves Xy of order k.

In summary, the level of the new waves changes only if one of the interacting waves is a w-wave.

o Finally, let K > 1 be the mazimum among the k’s of the waves in the backward wave tree of LFitosta,
We say that Ltesta js of order K.

Notation: regardless of the precise level, the mothers of a wave ¥ are denoted by ¢ (left) and X" (right).

Lemma 5.9. Consider a p-wave ¥ = (U~,U%), with left and right states UT = (p*,w®) such that

w™ =w" (recall that w is conserved through a p-wave). The flux variations 6, Qx. (and 6_Qx = —6,.Qx)
can be expressed recursively in terms of:

(a) only the flux variations 04+ Qxe,d4+Qxr (and §_Qse,d_Qxr) of the mothers if there has been no
change of level (no interaction with w-waves);
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(b) the sum of the flux variations §4+Qxe,d+Qxr (and 6_Qxe,d_Qxr) of the mothers and a term which
is proportional to the jump of w, namely (w* —w*=1), if there has been an interaction with a w-wave
(which is responsible of the change of level from ¥ = Xy for some k > 1 to Xp_1).

Proof. To trace the backward wave tree, we distinguish the two following situations:
(i) (Figure 8, Left): ¥y = (U®~,U"%) has been generated by the interaction of a w-wave ¥f | =
(U=, U*L7) and a p-wave X, = (UF=1L= Uk~1LF), traveling one behind the other (as showed
in Lemma 2.7, p-waves are slower than w-waves). It then holds V (p*~,w* =) = V(pk=1— wk=17)

and w* ™1~ = wF b+ = wF~1 The interaction of these two waves generates not only ¥ but also
a w-wave (UF+ UF1+) with wh~ = wh* = wh and V(pP+, wF) = V(pF =1+, wk=1). Then

Q" T, wh) — Q" wh) = (pMF = P IWV (T W) + QT W) = QT W
+ (T = PPV (PR "),
where, by Lemma 2.6, it holds that p*~ < p*7 if and only if p*~1~ < pF~1+. That is: the daughter
p-wave (U"~,U*7T) is a shock (rarefaction) if and only if the mother p-wave (U¥~1— UF~1.+) is a
shock (rarefaction) as well. Moreover, by Lemma 2.5, we can write, for some w1y, ws between wh1
and w”*, some j; between p*~ 1T and p*t and some py between p*~1~ and p*~ that
6wV(pk_1’+,’LT]1)
apv(ﬁlv wk)
. 3wV(p;;, ’LDQ)
9V (pr, wh1)
- AV (P~ 1 ) BV (py, » W2) - )
k k—1 w ) kA, k wV P k k—1
=(w" —w — — V(" T, w¥) + "=V (p" ,w
( (Ot V) G V)
+ 5+Q2k—1'

0+Qs, = — V(P ) (wh —w ) + QT ) = QUM W)

V(pk’_, wk—l)(wk—l o U}k)

(ii) (Figure 8, Right): ¥ (no need of subscript k in this case) has been generated by the interaction of
two consecutive p-waves X¢ := (U~,U*) and X7 := (U*,U™). In this case, we can directly write

6+QE = Q(P+7 ) - Q(P*7 ) + Q(P*7 ) - Q(p_7 ) = 6+Q22 + 6+QZT-

The process works recursively by applying the same reasoning: in Case (i), to the right wave Xj,_,; in
Case (ii), applying it to both waves ©¢ and 7. O

The following proposition provides the most general estimate of the flux variation due to returning
waves, without distinguishing between incoming and outgoing roads. Refined estimates specific to incom-
ing and outgoing roads will be presented later.

Proposition 5.10. Let X%to:te be a returning wave of original and absorption times t, and t, respectively
and of order K, according to Definition 5.8. The fluz variation 0+ Qs rito.ta (0—Qsrito.ta ) at the absorption
time tq of Xtota on an incoming road (outgoing road) is estimated as follows:

Nto
04 Qsrione CTVE, + [04Qs, ]+, (5.9)
r=1
where
K
TVE, = Z |wh — w1, NJo = card({ : X is of level 1 at the original time t,}), (5.10)
k=2
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and

8wV(p, w)

‘apvw,wf)) V') >0 (510

Cy:=2 sup sup (
P:p"3p" €[0:pmaa] wyw’ E[wr ,wR]
and [-]+ denotes the positive part.

Remark 5.11. Notice that TV,E , takes into account the w-variation of only a fived number K of waves,
where K is the number of levels (or, equivalently, the number of w-waves) in the backward wave tree of
Nhitota (see Definition 5.8). Moreover, N;D is the number of waves at the root of the backward wave tree

of Lhitorta,
Proof. Applying Lemma 5.9 to the returning wave 2%t:te yields
Nto
P

K
04+ QsRitorta = Z C(k—l,k) (wk — wkil) + Z 04+Qsx,. (5.12)
k=2 r=1

In fact, when tracing the backward wave tree of Xf%te:te from t, to t,, both types of iterations described
in Lemma 5.9 occur multiple times, leading to the equality (5.12). Notably, one of the p-waves emanates
from the junction. The constants C;_; ) are explicitly specified in Lemma 5.9, and straightforward
calculations allow us to estimate them by C.. Consequently, we obtain (5.9). O

5.1.1 Refined estimates of flux variation due to returning waves on incoming roads

Below, we present estimates of the flux variation at the junction due to a returning wave from an in-
coming road. As mentioned in Remark 5.7, these returning waves are exclusively p-waves. For possible
configurations, see Figure 6.

Proposition 5.12. Let E?;t"’t“ = (Uﬁ’_,UiR’Jr), with UiR’i = (pf’i,wf’i) and wf’_ = w§’+, be a
returning wave traveling on an incoming road i € {1,--- ,n} and interacting with the junction J at time
tg.-

e If one of the following configurations occurs:

(a) Bt s o shock wave;
(b) Ef;t(”t“ is a rarefaction wave with ﬁf’7 < pZR’Jr < a(wlR’*) = g(wff’*) < le’i, where ﬁf»* is
determined by the identity Q(ﬁZR’_, wlR’_) = Q(pf’_7wf’_),-

(¢) the backward characteristic tree of the returning wave E?;t"’t“ includes only p-waves,
then it holds
R,— . R,— R, R,
0-Qumiara = Qo wi™ ) = Qo™ wi™ ) < 0. (5.13)

7 3

o If Ef;t“t“ is a rarefaction wave with le,+ < ﬁf’7 < o(wiR’*) < le’*, where ﬁf’7 is determined

by the identity Q(ﬁf’_,w?’_) = Q(pf’_,w?’_),and it is generated by the interaction of a w-wave

¥ = (U)™,U>) (traveling along the arc) with U»~ = UiR’* (W)™ = wlR’*) and the p-wave
T = (UE’+7 [71) originated from the junction at time t,, then
R~  R,— R+ . R, 0, 0,~
0< (LQZ?;%,M =Qp;" ,wi"7) = Qpo T wv ) < Cyw) ™ —w . (5.14)

e In the most general case where Ef;t”ta is a rarefaction wave such that 6_Qgrito.ra > 0, then (5.9)
holds, i.e. '

Nie
0-Qgriora < CT Vi + > 6-Qs, 4, (5.15)
r=1

where TVE

tree’

to o ~
Nle are given in (5.10) and Cy is (5.11).
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Proof. We will prove the statements of the propositions point by point.

e First, if the returning wave Xftta defined in Definition 5.6, is a shock with positive speed then
p= < pBF and Q(pB~,wh ™) < Q(pf T, wi ), from which (5.13) follows. Likewise if Lfito:ta is
a rarefaction with the ordering p'~ < pf+ < g(wf+) = o(wf~) < p~. Next, if the backward
characteristic tree of Ef;t"’t“ consists solely of p-waves coming from the left (interacting with the
waves forming the backward characteristic branch of Zf;t“t“), then we are in the case of a standard
LWR (Lighthill-Whitham-Richards) model, and we can rely on [5, Proposition 4.1]. In fact, by
Definition 5.6, in the backward characteristic branch of the returning wave E?;t‘”t“, there exists a
wave which was emanated from the junction at the original time t,. By the definition of original
time ¢, (maximum time at which a wave from the backward branch of Z?;t"’t“ originated from
J), the value UT* coincides with the right value of such a p-wave generated at J at t,, and then
pt > o(wft). Since Ef’;t"’t“ has a positive speed, we deduce that p~ < o(wf*), from which
it follows that p®~ — pR+ < 0. This implies that " is a shock, and therefore (5.13) holds.

e This is a special case of Lemma 5.9-(a), where the only p-waves involved in the backward wave tree
of the returning wave ZZR;t"’t“ are the ones originated from the junction. Then, it holds

Q™™ w7) = QT W) = (7 = PPV (™ W T) + QT W) — Q(pi, w” )
+ (pi = pP WV (P F ).

Since X" originated from the junction, then p; > U(wf’+). Moreover, the condition pf’+ < pZB’*
implies p; < p" by Lemma 2.6 and Q(p%*, w%*) — Q(p;, w"™) < 0. Hence (5.14).

e Finally, in the most general case, if the returning wave is a rarefaction with Q(pf~,w® ™)

Q(p™+, wiT) > 0, by applying Proposition 5.10 we get (5.15).

5.1.2 Refined estimates of flux variation due to returning waves on outgoing roads

Below, we discuss the flux variation at the junction caused by a returning wave on an outgoing road. For
possible configurations, see Figure 7.

Proposition 5.13. Let Ef;t“t“ = (UjR’_, UJR’+), with UjR’i = (P?’i,wf’i) and wf’_ = ngﬁ_ = wf, be
a returning wave traveling on an outgoing road j € {n+1,--- ;n+ m} and interacting with the junction
J at time t,. Then it is a shock wave such that
R+ | R+ R,— R,—
5-&-@2?;%% = Q(Pj » Wy ) — Q(pj y W ) <O0. (5.16)

Proof. First recall that by Proposition 3.7, on outgoing roads we do not allow vertical shocks to occur at
the junction. Then, the waves always come out of the junction in pairs, first the w-wave and then the
p-wave, or only a p-wave is generated. Therefore, by the definition of original time ¢, (maximum time
at which a wave from the backward branch of Zf;t‘”t“ originated from J), the value UjR’_ coincides with
the left value of the p-wave generated at J at ¢, (traveling alone or preceded by a w-wave), and then
pf’_ < o(wfl). Since Ef;t"’t“ has a negative speed, we deduce that pf’+ > o(wft), from which it follows
that pf”’_ < pf"'r. This implies that Efﬁ"’t" is a shock, and therefore (5.16) holds. O
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6 Existence of solution to the Cauchy problem

Given initial data of bounded variation, one can solve Cauchy problems by constructing approximate
solutions via Wave Front Tracking (WFT). To prove the convergence of WFT approximations, it is
necessary to estimate the number of waves, the number of wave interactions, and to provide estimates on
the total variation of the approximate solutions. We provide the following existence result.

Theorem 6.1. Let us consider a junction J with n incoming and m outgoing roads Is = [as,bs] C R,
s =1,....,n 4+ m, possibly with ag = —o0 and by = +o00. Consider the network identified by the couple
(Z,TJ) where T is a finite collection of roads I, s =1,--- ;n+m - specifically, n incoming and m outgoing

roads - and J is a finite collection of junctions J. If a Riemann Solver RS in Definition 3.2 satisfies
properties (P1) — (P4), then the collection of n+m systems of equations for each road indexed by s (5.1),
endowed with initial data (ps(x,0),ys(x,0)) belonging to the space of functions with bounded variation of
each road BV (1) - where ys = psws - admits an entropy weak solution on the network (Z,J) in the sense
of Definition 3.1.

The following is a direct consequence of the above result and Theorem 5.3.

Corollary 6.2. Consider a network (Z,J) as in Theorem 6.1, composed of n = 2 incoming and m =
2 outgoing roads. Then the associated Cauchy problem admits an entropy weak solution that can be
constructed by a Wave Front-Tracking (WFT) approzimation based on the Riemann Solver APRSOM
defined in Section 4.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We adapt the proof of [5, Theorem 4.1] for scalar equations to the case of systems
of equations. It is based on first estimating the total variation in time of A and then that of I". Let PV
and NV denote the positive and negative variations of a function, respectively. We have the following
relations:

TV(h) = PV(h) + NV(h), (6.1)
PV(h) = PVO(h) + PVE(R), (6.2)

where PV? is the variation due to interactions of the original waves with the junction J, and PV is
the variation due to returning waves as in Definition 5.6. Observe from Proposition 5.13 that returning
waves on outgoing roads always generate a negative variation of the flux @ at the junction. By property
(P3), the function h on outgoing roads due to returning waves decreases, and therefore its variation is
only negative, i.e.,
Tvglt(h) = Nvfut(h)

As g consequence, we estimate the positive variation due to returning waves only for incoming roads,
PV;

mn

(h). We can thus rely on Proposition 5.12, yielding, for some constant Cj:

£ (p, )|

PVE(h) < (vmax + sup 2 ) TV, (1) + C.TV,,(t)

(p0)E (0, pma] X [wrwr] P

(50)€(0,pmax X [wr wr] P

<0y (Vma" + sup ) TV,(0) + C.TV,(0),

where the second inequality holds since TV,(t) and TV,,(¢) only include original waves, in accordance
with the Temple structure of the system (2.1). Moreover, using again the Temple structure, we obtain

PVO(h) < Cy (TV(p(0)) + TV,(0))

for some constant Cy. Therefore, PVy,(h) is bounded, as is TV(h). Altogether, it follows from property
(P2) that, denoting by 7 € Int an interaction time,

TVq(t) <TVq(0)+ > ATVg(r)

T€Int, 7<t
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< TV (0) + max 1@y (p.w) [TV, (0) + max 1Qu(p. )| TV, (0)

(p,w)€[0,pmax] X [wL,wR] (p,w)€[0,pmax] X [wL,wR]
+ C(TV(I') + CTV(h))
<TVq(0) + max 1Qp(p, w)|TV,(0) + max |Qu (p, )| TV, (0)

(P;w)e [O)pxnax] X ['WL 7wR] (p,w)e [Ovpmax] X [wL ,wR]

+ CTV(h),

where the final inequality follows from (P3). Using the previous estimate for TV(h) completes the proof

by relying on a WFT approximation.
O
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A Appendix: proof of Theorem 5.3

The aim of this appendix is to prove Theorem 5.3, therefore we show that APRSOM satisfies properties
(P1) — (P4) in the case of two incoming and two outgoing roads at the junction. Let us begin fixing
the notation. The priority rule r is defined by the vector (p1,p2) with p; 4+ p2 = 1, while the matrix of

distribution is
_ (a3 aq
Q32 Q2
with as; + ay41 = 1 and ags + ag2 = 1. The conservation of p in (4.2) implies

as1gr + as2de = Gs

a1 + 0uado = da.

(A1)

We denote by di = d(p1,w1), do = d(p2,ws), s3 = s(pé(v;,wg),wg) and s; = s(pl(v],104), Ws), where
w3 and 1,4 are determined by (4.4), and p}(v;r, Wj), j = 3,4, is given in Definition 3.7. The quantities d;,
da, s3 and s4 define the sets Qine and Qout, see (4.5) and (4.9). Finally, we denote by

p 0T i1 (A.2)
q2 = hpa.
the priority rule straight line and by
Z3 1 (31G1 + 32q2 = S3
Z4 04141 + 142G = S84,
the straight lines that maximize the outgoing flux.
Proposition A.1. APRSOM satisfies property (P1).

Proof. Let us counsider two states (U, Us,Us,Uy) and (ﬁl,ﬁg,ﬁ’g,@) such that w; = w; for i = 1,2,
w; = w; for j = 3,4 and p; = p; (p; = p;) whenever either U; or U; (U; or Uj) is a bad datum. This
implies that for every bad datum we have

d; = di = Q(pi, w;)
sj = 8 = Q(pj, w;).
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On the other hand, for any good datum, since w; = w; for ¢ = 1,2 and w; = w; for j = 3,4, we have

di = dz = Q"™ (wi)

sj = 8; = Q" (wj).

Therefore, Qine = [0,dy] % [0,ds] = [0,dy] X [0,ds] and Qoye = [0, 53] x [0, s4] = [0, 85] x [0, 54]. Since the
Riemann Solver APRSOM only depends on the priority rule, the matrix A and the sets Qiu. and Qqyg,
then it holds

APRSOM(Uy,...,Up,Uns1, ..., Upsm) = APRSOM(Uy, ..., Upn,Unt1,- s Upsm).
O

We now consider properties (P2), (P3) and (P4). For convenience, we work in the (g1, ¢2)-plane.
Starting from an equilibrium for APRSOM, we estimate the variation of the flux and of w sending a
wave on each one of the roads. Our aim is to show that we can control the variation of ) and w. Let
us begin with (P2) and (P3); starting from a certain equilibrium (Uy, Uz, Us, Us), we send a wave p; (or
p;), with corresponding flux §; (or G;), and we compute the solution of APRSOM, (Ul7 Us, Us, 04), with
corresponding fluxes ({1, g2, 43, Gs). We are interested in computing (see (5.2))

AT(t) = (1 — q1) + (42 — q2)
ATVw = |1f)3 — ’U)3| + |1f}4 — w4|. (A4)

The variation of the flux is

ATVq(t) = 1Gi — @l + 1de — ael + 143 — g3 + |41 — aal — |G — ai
if the interacting wave is in the incoming road I;, with £ = 3 — i, and

ATVo(#) = |1 — a1] +1d2 — a2| + 1dj — @51 + |Gk — axl — 15 — 451

if the interacting wave is in the outgoing road I;, with k = 7—j. Note that in (A.4) we only have variations
of w in the outgoing roads since w is a Riemann invariant and thus w; = w;, ¢ = 1,2. For property (P4),
in the case of a wave (p;, ;) along an incoming road I;, ¢ € {1, 2}, the variation in w becomes

ATV, = |1f}3 — w3| + ‘UA)4 — w4\ — |7I}Z — wl|

The computations related to TV, showed two possible configurations to obtain the desired estimates.
First of all, we observe that by (4.4) we have

N q q
w3 = wa + 71@31(101 —wy) = wy + 720132(?1)2 —w1)
q3 q3

q q
w3 = wa + *10431(1111 —wo) = wy + £a31(w2 —wy),
q3 q3

where we choose one of the two formulations for w3 and ws, depending on which one is the more convenient
from data. Analogously for w, and ws. More generally we have

X di i
W3 = wy + —ag;(w; — wy), w3 = wy + —ag;(w; — wp)

qs qs (A 5)
. di qi '
Wy = wp + — o (w; — wy), wy = wy + —au(w; — wp)

44 g4

with 7 € {1,2} and £ = 3 — i. In particular, when we send a wave (p;,w;) on road 4, we have

’LZ)3 = Wy + %0[31(11}7, — wg), ’lD4 = Wy + %O@Z(QI}Z — ’lU[). (AG)
3 4
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Configuration 1.. The following configuration is obtained when ¢ = ¢; or ¢go = ¢2. Let ¢; = ¢,
1 =1,2, and set £ = 3 — i, then |3 — g3| = ase|de — ge|- Sending a wave p,., r =1,...,4, by (A.5) we have

azigilwr —wallgs — 43| asiagaq|wi — wel

i3 — w3 = - = - |de — qel (A7)
4393 4343
A 00qi w1 — Wwal|lga — Ga Q4100424G5 | W1 — W2
iy — wq| = 2ae0iln ~ wollds = Ga] _ omowstiln —walp (A8)
q444 q4q4

Sending a wave (p;,W;), ¢ € {1,2} and £ =3 — 4, by (A.5) and (A.6) we have

a3i|Giq3(W; — we) — qigz(w; — wy)|

|ts — ws| = -
q3qs3
_ a3;|4iqs(W; — w; + w; — we) — ¢;G3(w; — wy)|
4393
< Oégiin|Ut/¢ — w; n aswg — wAZ”QiQS — iG]
qs3 4343
asz;Gi|w; — w; a31032qe|wy — wal | .
_ 31 2|Az 1|+ 31 32A| 1 2||Qi_%‘| (A9)
q3 q3qs3
(s — ws] < 044iQi|Uji —wil a41a4zc{e|w1 — ws| 135 — ail. (A.10)
qa qa44

Configuration 2.. The following configuration is obtained when §; # ¢; and §2 # ¢2. Sending a wave
pryr=1,...,4, by (A.5) we have

aszg|wy — wol|Gigs — qigs|

|t — ws| = -
4343
_ aszi|lwy — wal|di(siqi + aseqe) — qi(azidi + asede)]
4393
_ Qa0zjun = wy| G192 — 9142
43qs3
g1 Qa|wy — we o .
= W\qwz — @142+ @142 — @1G2|
q3qs3
Q310032|W1 — W2| . , . A /A
= #‘(D(QI —q1) — 41(G2 — @2)| (A.11)
4343
. agrogo|wy —wal |, . o
g — ) = 22N T O )~ il — @), (A12)
| | 4444

Note that, in the case of Ah(f) & (41 — q1), since AT'() = (41 — q1) + (G2 — q2), we rewrite (A.11) and
(A.12) as

a3la32|w1 - w2| |

|ws — ws| = A (41 + G2)(¢1 — 1) — (LAT(T)]
4343
< QaamUL ZWal ) AT 4 AR (A.13)
q3q3
R o 0n|lwy — wal | . R .
i = < 20 gy AT+ ARG (A.14)

In the case of Ah(f) o (G2 — g2) we follow similar computations and obtain the same result.
Finally, sending a wave (p;,w;), @ € {1,2} and £ = 3 — i, we have
3i|qigs (W5 — we) — qigs(wi — wy)|
4393

|3 — w3| =
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a3;|Giq3 (W; — w; + w; — we) — gids(w; — wp)|

43q3
Q3G | Wi — wy n asi|wy — wal|digs — qids]
- s 43q3
a3iGi|w; —w;| | agrasz|lwr — wal| L, N
== i _ i + J |\Q2(Q1—q1)—q1(Q2—Q2)| (A.15)
q3 4343
N Qg;Q; | W0; — w; Qq10u2|wy —ws| PR
|y — wa| < idi| — il + 2 2A| 1wl G2(41 — q1) — G1(G2 — q2)|- (A.16)
qa 4494

Note that, in the case of Ah(f) o< (G1 — q1) or Ah(L) o (G2 — q2) we rewrite (A.15) and (A.16) as

. asz;qi|w; — w; 31032 |w1 — wel | . _

oy — wy| = il B Wil amaaalun Zwal g e AT 4 AR (A17)
qs 4343

R o Gi|w; — w; Q1 0y|wy — wal | . R -

s — wa] < ‘“q"q; il | o 4;'4;1 210, + (AT + |AR@)). (A.18)

We divide the proof of (P2) — (P4) in three cases, depending on the initial position of the equilibrium.
Since we work in the (g1, ¢2)-plane, we identify the equilibrium (Uy, Us, Uz, Uy) with the corresponding
fluxes (¢1, 42,93, q4). Therefore, with a slight abuse of notation we will write the equilibrium condition as
APRSOM (q1,492,93,94) = (q1, 92,93, q4). Note that this implies that g5 and g4 satisfy (A.1).

Case A: We start from the equilibrium (g1, g2, g3, q4) = (d1, d2, as1d; + asada, ag1d; + @gads).
Case B: We start from the equilibrium along one of the straight lines ¢; = d; or ¢z = ds.

Case C: We start from the equilibrium defined by the intersection between the priority rule r in (A.2)
and one of the straight lines z3 or z4 in (A.3).

A.1 Case A

This case is verified when the equilibrium is (¢1, g2, g3, g4) = (d1, d2, az1di +aseds, aq1di +g2ds). Without
loss of generality, we assume that the priority rule r first intersects the straight line go = dy. We study
the effects produced by a single wave sent on each road.

A.1.1 Case Al: Wave on road 1

Let us start with a wave on road 1.

i) We assume §; > ¢q1. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain p; on road 1 keeping w, fixed. In Figure 7?7 we show a possible solution given by
the algorithm. Specifically we have

@ < q1 < qi, g2 = G2, 43 = a31G1 + 3292 23, Ga = 0u1G1 + Qu2q2 24 .

We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AT, Ak and ATVq of (P2). By (A.7) and
(A.8) we have

04410142112|’LU2 - w1|

Q310322 | we — Wi | |41 — a1
(qa)?

|13 — w3| < (4)° 31 — a1l g — wy| <

31032 04102 .
= ATV, (t << + )Q2w2—w1 41 — q1-
® (g3)? (qa)? | I |
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Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p1,w1) on road 1 such that
we still have §; > ¢1. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV, by (A.9) and
(A.10) we have

. 3141 | - a31032G2 | w2 — Wi, .
g — ws| < - |y —wq| + (q?|)>2 ||ql - q1
. a31q1 | - Q41 042G2|We — w1 .
[y — wy| < 1 |y — w1 + q|2 ||Q1—Q1|
qa (Q4)

_ o [0 -~ a31¢ [e 7§ e1 ~
TVw(IH')S <31+41> ql\wl—wl\—i— ( 31 22 + Al ;2>q2w2—w1|q1—q1
q3 q4 (g3) (qa)

va(f—) = |1111 - ’LU1|

= ATV, (f) < {(“31 + a“) i — 1] iy — wr |
qs q4

(06310432 T 06410442> q2|w2 . w1||q~1 . q1\
(%)2 (CI4)2

Therefore (P2) and (P4) hold.

ii) We assume ¢; < ¢;. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain p; on road 1 keeping w, fixed. In Figure 7?7 we show a possible solution given by
the algorithm. Specifically we have

@ > q1 = q1, g2 = Ga, 43 = a31G1 + 3292 <3, Gs = 01 G1 + a2q2 4 .

We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AT', Ah and ATVg of (P2) and (P3). Note
that g3 > as2q2 and G4 > a42q2. By (A.7) and (A.8) we have

N 31 |W2 — W, ~ N Qg1 |W2 — W ~
g — ws| < | - |\q1—6h|, |w4—w4|§71‘ 1‘|q1—ql\
(6] (6%} ~
= ATV, (f) < <31 + 1) lwa — wi || — qu].
q3 qa

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p1,w1) on road 1 such that
we still have §; < ¢1. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV, by (A.9) and
(A.10) we have

. 3141 | asp|wy — w1, .
\w3—w3|371q1|w1—w1|+M\Q1—Q1|
q3
. a31q1, - oy |we — wyl,
\w4—w4|S731Q1|w1—w1|+741| 2 1|\(J1—91|
q4
- Q31 041\ . - Qsz] 04 -
TV, (t+) < (+) G|y —w| + (-i—) |wa —w1||G1 — q1
q3 q4 q3 qa
TVw<t__) = |U~11 - w1|
= ATV, (f) < {<%+a41> ql—l] |1 — w| + <%+%> |w2 — wi||q1 — q1-
Q32 Q42 /) Q42 qs q4

Therefore (P2), (P3) and (P4) hold.
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q2 q2
+ —_
do ds QY <
(il dl q1
(a) @1 > q1- (b) G1 < q1-

Figure 9. Case Al: Wave on road 1.

A.1.2 Case A2: Wave on road 2

We now consider a wave on road 2.

i) We assume g2 > go. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain po on road 2 keeping ws fixed. We have two possibilities: ds is big enough to find
an intersection between a straight line which maximizes the outgoing flux z3 or z, and the priority

rule r (see Figure ?7), or the solution is along ¢go = da (see Figure 77).

In the first case we have
q1 > q1, @2 < G2 < Go, 43 = a31G1 + a32qo, Ga = 0411 + Q42Go.

Note that, since ¢1 > p1g2/p2, then gs > a31p1q2/p2 and 4 > aq1p1ga/p2. We refer to the Appendix
of [5] for the estimates of AT', Ah and ATV of (P2). We only observe that

Aﬁ(f) _ q2 — G2 < |(J2 —QQ|.
b2 b2

By (A.13) and (A.14) we have

oy — wg] < 22222l Zwell@ T 01) (Ap () 1 AR

P19293
. a wy — wal|(qa + _
R (GIPNINTG)
P19294
L ATV, () < <“ + C“) pafun — w2l(@ ¥ @) ( Apg) 1 |aR(E)).
qs q4 P1G2

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p2,w2) on road 2 such that
we still have g > g2. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV,, by (A.17) and
(A.18) we have

Q32P2G2|We — wo n azapa|wi — wa|(G2 + Q1)(

sl = AT(f)| + |Ah(t
| | 31P1q1 P19243 [AL@)] + [ARD)])
L Q42P2G2|Ws — Wa| | Qa2p2|wr — wa|(g2 4 .
iy — wy| < —222 2|2 2] | Q42 2|wy 2|(G2 1)(|AI‘({)| BN
@41P141 D1G2q4
~ ATV, (7) < (“32 + a42> pablis sl
a3 44 D192
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i)

# (g 22 el 2B £ D) apy) 4 2.
q3 qa P14g2

In the second case we have
@ > 4, 72 < g2 = q2, g3 = @311 + 322, da = aa1q1 + 42Ga.
Note that §s > asads and g4 > a42Ga. We are interested in property (P2) thus we compute
T =4+ G2 = ¢+ G, L(t=)=q + ¢
= AT(t) = (1 — q1) + (G2 — q2)-

N Go = P
h(t+) = —, h(t—) = =
(t+) P (t-) P

:>Ai_z(i): q2 — q2 < \Q2*QQ|.
D2 D2
%

TVq(t+) = |¢1 — q1] + |ez1G1 + @322 — a31q1 — 3242
+ Joarr + cuzdo — aa1qn — @a2qe| < 2|G1 — 1] + |Gz — g2
TVq(t-) =13 — ¢
= ATVq(f) < 2[G1 — q1| < 2(|AT(@)] + |AA(D))).

* By (A.13) and (A.14) we have
azi|wy — wa|(G2 + q1)
G2q3
aqr|w; — wa|(G2 + q1) (
G294

(AT ()] + [AR(E)])

|3 — ws| <

[AL(D)] + |AR(D)])

[thg — wa| <

o o wy — wa|(g2 + =

= ATV, (0 < (2 ) I D) gar) - akg).
a3 z a2

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p2,w2) on road 2 such that

we still have §a > ¢o. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV,, by (A.17) and

(A.18) we have

. - as1|wy —wa|(g2 + g -
s — ws] < iy — g + 2L =2l @29 Ap iy 4 AR
4243
agr|wy — wa|(g2 + ¢1)
G244

(AT (@) + |AR(©))

[ty — ws| < |We — wa| +

va(t_—) = |1I)2 - UI2|

= ATV, (D) < |is — wa| + (0;31 + “q‘“) fwn — wz(‘” ) AT + |ARD))-
3 4 2

Therefore (P2) and (P4) hold.

We assume ¢y < ¢o. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain ps on road 2 keeping ws fixed. In Figure 11 we show a possible solution given by
the algorithm. Specifically we have

@ = q, a2 > 42 = G, 43 = az1q1 + a32G2 =3, da = aa1qq + 42Go =4 -
We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AT', Ah and ATV of (P2) and (P3). Note
that g3 > as1q1 and G4 > a41q1. By (A.7) and (A.8) we have

N 32 |W1 — W2, ~ N Qg2 |W1 — W2, -
\ws—w3|§¥\qz—qﬂ, |w4—w4léglqz—qz\
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dq Q1 dy Q1

(a) G2 > g2 case 1. (b) g2 > g2 case 2.

Figure 10. Case A2: Wave on road 2 with ¢ > go.

« QY g
= ATV, (f) = <32 + 2) w1 = wallg2 — a1].
q3 q4

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (pz,Wz) on road 2 such that
we still have §2 < ¢o2. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV, by (A.9) and

(A.10) we have

R a39qs , azg|wy — wy |,

i3 — ws| < quzlwz—wzlﬂLM\@—rbl
3141

. 04242 | - aza|wg — w1 .

[y — wa| < |w2—w2|+¥\Q2—Q2|
Q3141

_ o « Qo | le} a -

TV () < (22 4+ 22) Rl gl 4 (224 22 jy g - g

a3y Q41 /) q1 qs3 q4

va(ff) = |’lI)2 — ’LU2|

= ATV, () < [(aw + Cm) 2 1] |y — wa| + <a32 + a42> lwa — w1llG2 — gal.
T a3 44

Q31 Q41

Therefore (P2), (P3) and (P4) hold.

q2

dq q1

Figure 11. Case A2: Wave on road 2 with ¢2 < go.
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A.1.3 Case A3: Wave on road 3

We now consider a wave on road 3. The case of a wave on road 4 is analogous. Note that in this case we
are not interested in what happens sending a wave in p and w, since the changes in w on the outgoing
roads do not affect the Riemann Solver. Hence, we only study waves which involve the density p and keep
ws fixed.

i)

ii)

We assume 3 > g3, which implies that the straight line which maximizes the outgoing flux z3 move
to the top. Therefore, in this case the solution of the algorithm is again the equilibrium U, thus
nothing happens.

We assume ¢3 < g3. We send a certain p3 on road 3 keeping w3 fixed. In this case the straight line
which maximizes the outgoing flux z3 moves to the bottom, thus we have two possibilities: the new
maximisation straight line z3 intersects the priority rule r (see Figure ??) or the solution is such
that ¢o = g2 and gap1/p2 < ¢1 < q1 (see Figure 77).

In the first case we have
q > q1, G2 > o, 43 = g3 = a31G1 + 3242 < g3, Ga = ag1G1 + ou2G2 < q4.

We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AT', Ah and ATV of (P2) and (P3). Note
that

N P143 . P2g3 R Qq1p1 + Quqep2
Q=" Qo= """, Q4@ = —————————
Qas1p1 + a3ep2 Qg1p1 + a32p2 Qg1p1 + Q32p2
-~ P1G3 _ P2G3
q1 = ) q2 = )
Qag1p1 + azep2 ag1p1 + azop2

with ¢5 < g3 such that z3 goes through the point Q*. By (A.11) and (A.12) we have

) asiass|wy —wal, . J
|g — ws| < Wqu(ql —q1) — 1(¢2 — q2)|
4343
a31a32|w1 - w2| ~
< q3 — ¢q

(azip1 + 0432p2)(13| ° 3
|ty — wy| < a1 4glws — wi 133 — g

(q1p1 + @42p2)qa

31032 Qg1 042

) |wy — wal|g3 — g3].

= ATV, (f) < (
(agip1 + azopa)gs  (a1p1 + quap2)qa

In the second case we have
q1 > 41, G2 = G2, Gs = 3141 + a32q2 < g3, Ga = anqr + aa2g2 < qa.
Note that g3 > ag2qo, g4 > aoqe and that
. 43— 32Q2 g3 — (32Q2
qQ=———— Q=———
Qa3 Qa3

We compute

¥ TE+)=q1+G=dq +q IF't—)=q +q¢

SADD) =g —q =25 <.
31

* h(i+) = h(i-) = Zﬁ
= Ah(t) = 0.
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14+ ay

¥ TVo(t+) =1¢1 — 1| + |43 — @3] + aar|qy — 1| = » |gs — g3| + |43 — g3
TVeo(t—) =133 — g3l
1+ a3 +aq1,,
L ATV < LHOR T iAr)

a3y

* By (A.7) and (A.8) we have

04310432QQ|IU1 - w2| | o
4393

a1 |wy — wy|

a31|w1 - w2|

—q1| <

< [AT(?)]

|tg — ws| <

AT (D)

[thg — wa| <

= ATV, (f) < (“31 + 0‘41) |lwy — ws||AT(?)].
a3 qa

Therefore (P2) and (P3) hold.

q2 q2
dg d2
dl q1 dl q1
(a) g3 < g3 case 1. (b) 43 < g3 case 2.
Figure 12. Case A3: Wave on road 3 with §3 < gs.
A.2 Case B

This case is verified when the equilibrium is along one of the straight lines g; = dy or ¢a = dy. Without
loss of generality, we assume that the priority rule r first intersects the straight line ¢; = d;, thus the
equilibrium is along the right side of the rectangle Qi,.. We study the effects produced by a single wave
sent on each road.

A.2.1 Case B1l: Wave on road 1

Let us start with a wave on road 1.

i) We assume §; > ¢;. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.

we send a certain p; on road 1 keeping w; fixed. We have two possibilities: d; is big enough to find
an intersection between a straight line which maximizes the outgoing flux z3 or z4 and the priority
rule r (see Figure ?7), or the solution is along ¢; = d; (see Figure 77).

In the first case we have

g1 <41 < qu, g2 > 42, 43 = a3141 + 3242, Gs = 0411 + 4242 = qa.
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We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AT, Ah and ATV of (P2). We only observe
that

Aﬁ(f) _ 91— q1 < |Q1 *Q1|.
b1 p1

Moreover, since G2 > pa2q1/p1, then §s > asgopaqi/p1 and ¢4 > auopaqi/p1- By (A.13) and (A.14) we
have

oy — wg) < 22Ul Z w2 ll@ +92) Ay 1 AR

P2q143
e YOI NINTG)
P24g1q94
= ATV, (f) < (O“‘l + O““) pafun = wal(@ £ 92) A p )| 4 |ARD)).
q3 q4 P2q1

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p1,w:) on road 1 such that
we still have ¢; > ¢1. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV,, by (A.17) and
(A.18) we have

az1p1Gi|wr —wi] | asipr|wr — we|(q1 + g2) 7
| L (AT + |AK(D))

g — ws| <
Q32P2q1 P249143
R a1 p1g|g —w aq1pr|wr — wel(G1 + ¢ -
R T SGIINIG)
Q42P241 DP24144
= ATV, (f) < <a3l + O““) L
q3 q4 ) P1q1
azi  ogr\ prlwr —we|(@1 + ¢2) 7
# (o) (AT + [ARD)).
q3 g4 pP2aq1

In the second case we have

q1 < q1 = q1, 43 = a3141 + 3242, ds = 4141 + u2G2 = qa,

with §o that can be both greater or lower than ¢o. Note that, since o > p2Gi/p1, then g3 >
azap2Gi/p1 and G4 > quap2qi/p1. We compute

O T(H) =dq1+ G = q@1 + Go, Ft—)=q¢ +q¢
= AT(t) = (1 —q1) + (G2 — q2)-

* 3oz Q1 T ¢
h(t+) = —, h(t—) = —
( ) b1 ( ) b1
:Aﬁ(t_): g —q1 < \ql—Q1|.
P1 b1
3

TVq(t+) = |¢2 — q2| + |s1q1 + az2G2 — @311 — a32G2]
+ JoarGr + cuzdo — au1qn — @azqe| < |G — 1] + 2|d2 — ¢o
TVq(t—) = g1 — ¢
= ATVq(t) < 2[G2 — g2| < 2(|AL(1)] + [AL(#)]).
* By (A.13) and (A.14) we have

az1p1|wy — wal(q1 + da)
P241G3

(|AT®)| + [AR(D)])

|3 —ws| <
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ii)

ag1p1|wy — wal(q1 +da)

Wy — wa| < — AT(f)| + |Ah(t
|ty — wy| < P (JAT(8)] + |AR(D)])
aszr  ogr\ prlwr — wa|(q1 + d2) =
S ATV, () < (224 o0 | (AT(D)| + | AR().
q3 g4 P2q1

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p1,w1) on road 1 such that
we still have ¢ > ¢1. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV,, by (A.17) and
(A.18) we have

g — ws| <

az1p1 |y — wi n az1p1|wy — wal(q1 + d2)(
32P2 P2q143

aq1p1 |y — wy + aqpr|wr — wal(q + dz)(
Q42P2 P29194

|AL(?)] + |AR(D)])

[y — ws| <

|AT()] + |[AR(D)])

émmwm(““+a“)WM—w
Q3243 Q4244 ) P1

« « w1 — wal|(§1 +d
n (31 + 41) p1lwi 2~|(Q1 2)
g3 g4 P2q1

(AT (@)] + |AR(D)]).

Therefore (P2) and (P4) hold.

q2 q2
dob -z TS~ ___ dob-—-- oo & T T~
2 Q- : 2 T~ o AT
a2 42 *Q\
: R NG
| | SO
Q+ : I = SS
dl 6{1 q1 dl Ci1 q1
(a) g1 > q1 case 1. (b) §1 > q1 case 2.

Figure 13. Case B1: Wave on road 1 with g1 > q1.

We assume ¢; < ¢;. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain p; on road 1 keeping w; fixed. In Figure 13 we show a possible solution given by
the algorithm. Specifically we have

a1 > G1 = G, 43 = a31q1 + a32o, Ga = 411 + 2o,

Note that 43 > a31¢; and {4 > «41G1. Moreover, we observe that if §o < ¢o then §o — g2 < 0,
otherwise we define the angle § = arctan(|da — g2|/|¢1 — q1|) between the segments |Q~Q*| and
|QQ | and we obtain §a — ¢2 = |§2 — ¢2| < tan B8|¢1 — ¢1]. We compute

¥ OT(H) =q1+ G2 = q@1 + do, I't—)=q + ¢
= A'(t) = (1 —q1) + (2 — ¢2) < ClG1 — aul-

* T/r q1 TT q1
h(t+) = —, h(t—) = —
( ) D1 ( ) P1
= AR(f) =129 g
P1
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* TV (t+) < 2|42 — 2| + |G1 — 1] < 2(JAT(D)| + |G — 1)
TVo(t—) = |1 — ¢l

= ATV (D) < 2(AT(D)| + |AR(D))).

* By (A.13) and (A.14) we have

g — w3 < arza|wi — wo

(@1 + d2) (AT (D) + |AR(D)])

|UA)4 _ w4| < 0142\101 - wz\

2+ d)(AT(D)] + [ AR(D))

ATV, () < (0; ; “q) W@ 1 dy)(JAT(D)] + |AR(D)]).

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p1,w:) on road 1 such that
we still have ¢; < ¢1. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV,, by (A.17) and
(A.18) we have

N ~ [0 w1 — W - _
s — ws] < iy — wi] + %m T d) (AT + |ARD))

|g — wyq| < |01 —wr] + Qazlwn = ws|

- (G1 + d2)(|AT ()| + [AR()])
q144

_ _ Qs « w, — wal| , . =
TV, (F4) < 20in — wi] + (q + q) 'lql""ml + dy)(IAT () + |ARD))
TV (t—) = [W1 — w]

> ATVu(0 < o =+ (2 + 52 ) 2+ ) + 4560
a3 44 0
Therefore (P2), (P3) and (P4) hold.

q2
o N ‘
QHlTTT N
72 " %
Q
a4 h

q1

Figure 14. Case B1: Wave on road 1 with ¢1 < ¢1.

A.2.2 Case B2: Wave on road 2

Let us consider a wave on road 2.
i) We assume g > ¢2. In this case the equilibrium Q™ coincides with the solution QT, see Figure 77,
thus nothing happens.

ii) We assume ¢2 < ¢o. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain po on road 2 keeping wo fixed. In Figure 7?7 we show a possible solution given by
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the algorithm. Specifically we have

a1 = qu, 92 = 42 = G2, 43 = az1q1 + 3242 < g3, da = o1 qr + 2z < qa.
We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AI', Ah and ATV of (P2) and (P3). Note
that g3 > as1q1 and Gy > a41q1. By (A.7) and (A.8) we have

aszz|wy —wzl‘q agz|wy — wo
@32[th — Wal) - Q32|W1 — Wa|

g — ws| < — q2l, [t — wa| < g2 — g

(8% [ ~
= ATVW(B = <32 —+ 42) |’UJ1 — ’LUQH(,]Q — QQ‘.
a3 q4

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p2,wW32) on road 2 such that
we still have ga < ¢a2. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV, by (A.9) and
(A.10) we have

. Q322 . Qo lwy — wi|
w3 — w3| < ﬂ|w2—w2|+ 22 1|\Q2—QQ|
as1q1 q3
N 322 . azg|wy — wy |,
|ty — wq| < ﬂ|w2—w2|+M\Q2—(h|
3141
_ o a Qo | « a -
TV, (t+) < (32 + 42) LGy — wo| + (32 + 42) lwa — wi]|g2 — g2
Q31 Q41 /) q1 qs3 qa

TV, (i) = |2 — ws

« « q - o a -
= ATV, (t) < K?’Q + 42) K 1] |We — wa| + (32 + 42) |lwa — w1]|G2 — g2l
Q31 Q41 /) q1 qs q4

Therefore (P2), (P3) and (P4) hold.

q2 q2
Gofp--------- -
q2 Q- ) Q-
d~2 ””””””” - Q+
dq Q1 dy Q1
(a) g2 > qo. (b) G2 < ga.

Figure 15. Case B2: Wave on road 2.

A.2.3 Case B3: Wave on road 3

We now consider a wave on road 3. The case of a wave on road 4 is analogous. Note that in this case we
are not interested in what happens sending a wave in p and w, since the changes in w on the outgoing
roads do not affect the Riemann solver. Hence, we only study waves which involve the density p and keep
ws fixed.
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i) We assume ¢3 > ¢3. We send a certain p3 on road 3 keeping ws fixed. In Figure ?? we show a
possible solution given by the algorithm. Specifically we have

q1 = {41, g2 < Ga, gz = a31q1 + 3242 > g3, G4 = a1q1 + 4242 > qa.
Note that
. g3 —az1qq g3 — a31q1
Q=" g = —————
32 Q32
Q42 . Q42 ,,
g1 = ou1q1 + — (g3 — a31q1), Ga = cnqi + — (43 — az1q1).
32 Q32

‘We compute

* O TEH) =¢1+ G = q1 + Go, L(t—)=q +q

= AT(F) = o — s = BB
Q32
£ R(4) =h(i-) =L
D1
= Ah(t) = 0.
- N . N . 1+oays,. . ~
*TVQ(EH) = lde — g2l + 1ds — @] + aazlde — go] = 3242|q3—Q3|+|Q3—Q3\

TVq(t—) = |ds — g3
1+ aso
32
* By (A.7) and (A.8) X
a31q1|w1 — ’LUQH(]B, — Q3| < a31a32q1|w1 B ’LU2| \AI‘(E)|

. JU _ 2
= ATVq(t) = |Q3*Q3|+|QS*Q3|*|(13*(13\§@|Q3*Q3|-

|3 — w3| =

43qs3 - (g3)?
|1i)4 _ w4| _ a41q1|w1 T w2\|£]4 - Q4| < 04410442(11|U;1 - w2| \AF(m
Gaq4 (qa)

Q31032 Q41042
:>ATVw t) < —+ w1 — wol| |AT(2)].
0 ( so 4 2 )ql |~ wal|AT(D)]

Therefore (P2) holds.

ii) We assume g3 < ¢3. We send a certain p3 on road 3 keeping ws fixed. In Figure ?? we show a
possible solution given by the algorithm. Specifically we have

q1 > q1, G2 > o, 43 = g3 = 3141 + 3242 < g3, Ga = a41G1 + a42Go < q4.
Note that
L P1d3 _ P14
q1 = 3 q1 =
Qaz1p1 + aizep2 a31p1 + ai3ep2
. D243 q3 — 3141
q2 = 3 qe =
Qas1p1 + ai3ep2 Q32

~_ Qu1p1 + Quaps
1Py + azpa
We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AT, Ah and ATV of (P2) and (P3). We only
observe that
ds — 43 n 4 — a3

AT(t) =
agi1p1 + azep2 Q32
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AR =B B
P Q31p1 + iz2p2

By (A.13) and (A.14) we have

ag1az2ap1 w1 — we
(a31p1 + a32p2)q3
04410442P1|w1 — wo|
(aq1p1 + a2p2)qa

= ATV, (f) < (

(|AT@)] + [AR(D))

|[tg — ws| <

(|AT(@)] + [AR(D)])

[y — wa| <

Q310032 Q41042
g3(prast +paaze)  qa(proar + pacas)

)p1|w1 — wsl(JAT(D)| + [ AR(D)).

Therefore (P2) and (P3) hold.

q2 < q2
dr,,,,,,,i:\,:\ ‘
TQ+ 92 — < <
72 Q- \‘~\\\ th\Q*\\
dy @ d, 0
(a) 43 > gs- (b) g3 < gs-

Figure 16. Case B3: Wave on road 3.

A.3 Case C

This case is verified when the equilibrium is defined by one of the straight lines which maximize the
outgoing flux z3 or z4. Without loss of generality, we assume that the priority rule r first intersects the
straight line z3. We study the effects produced by a single wave sent on each road.

A.3.1 Case C1l: Wave on road 1

Let us start with a wave on road 1.

i) We assume ¢; > ¢1, see Figure ??. The solution coincides with the equilibrium, thus nothing
happens.

ii) We assume ¢; < ¢1. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain p; on road 1 keeping w, fixed. In Figure 7?7 we show a possible solution given by
the algorithm. Specifically we have

a1 > G = G, g2 < Go, 43 = az1q1 + 3242, Ga = a41q1 + 01422

Note that ¢3 > asz1¢1 and g4 > a41G1. Moreover, we observe that if §o < ¢o then §o — go < 0,
otherwise we define the angle § = arctan(|ds — ¢2|/|¢1 — q1|) between the segments |Q~Q*| and

\@Qﬂ and we obtain ¢a — g2 = |G2 — q2| < tan S|¢1 — ¢1]. We compute
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¥ T{+)=q1+G=q + do, I'(t—)=q + ¢
= AT(t) = (1 —q1) + (G2 — 2) < C|q1 — qu]-

N q1 = Q1
W) =L pEo) =&
(t+) s (t-) s

:>AE(E):q1_(h<O.
b1

*

TVqo(t+) < 2|Go — q2| + |G1 — 1] < 2(|AT(E)| + |¢1 — 1)
TVo(t-)=la1 — a1
= ATV (t) < 2(|AT ()] + |Ah(D)]).

* By (A.13) and (A.14) we have
Qz2|wi — wy|

[y — ws| < (@ + da)(JAT(D)] + |AR(D))
s — | < 222G, 1) (AT (D) +AD))
ATV, (D) < (0; ; ‘;) '“’1@%“’2'@1 4 dy) (AT(D)| + |AR(D).

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p1,w:) on road 1 such that
we still have ¢; < ¢1. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV,, by (A.17) and
(A.18) we have

~ ~ Q. w1 — W - _
s — ws] < iy — wi] + 'qq'<q T d) (AT + |ARD))
N - (07 w1 — W ~ _
s — wa] < |y — ] + 'qq'<q T do)(JAT(D)] + |ARD))
_ ~ o « wy, — wal| , . -
TV (E4) < 2fin — | + (q + q) '151""<q1 + dy)(IAT ()] + |ARD))

va(f—) = |1I}1 — U)1|

- o o wy — wal , _ -
o ATV, (D) < i1 — wn| + (;32 i f) '1q~12<q1 - dy) (JAT(D)] + | AR()).

Therefore (P2), (P3) and (P4) hold.

A.3.2 Case C2: Wave on road 2
Let us consider a wave on road 2.

i) We assume Go > ¢a, see Figure ??. The solution coincides with the equilibrium, thus nothing
happens.

ii) We assume ¢ < go. First of all we analyze the effects of a wave related only to the density p, i.e.
we send a certain po on road 2 keeping ws fixed. In Figure 77 we show a possible solution given by
the algorithm. Specifically we have

q1 = q1, G2 > G2 = G2, g3 = az1¢1 + 3262 < g3, Gs = aq1G1 + ou2G2 < qa.

Note that §3 > as2q2 and g4 > ay2q2. We compute
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q2

qz
Q*

dof - TN - ‘

Q+‘f~\\ :Q,
Q” 42 —
P - - - - - - w‘ ' Q St

l !

q1 q1 q1 dy g

q1

Figure 17. Case C1: Wave on road 1.

L(t4+) = g1 + G2 = 41 + Go, IF't-)=q¢ +q¢
= Al(t) = (¢1 —q1) + (2 — ¢2) < 0.

* P qo
h(t+) = =, h(t—) = =
( ) D2 ) P2
= AR(f) = B2 <.
b2

TVq(t+) < 2[4 — q1| + @2 — 2| = 2|AT(?) — (32 — ¢2)| + |32 — @2
< 2|AT(#)[ + 3|¢2 — g2
TVq(t—) = |@2 — g2
— ATV() < 2(|AT ()| + |AR®).
By (A.13) and (A.14) we have

iy — s < a31(q1 + g2)|w1 — wo|

2= (Ar(D)] + k(D))
i ] < BBl an )

= ATV, (f) < (0;?; n 624) (1 + q)qtu — %l (| AD(D)| + |ARE)).

Next, we analyze the effects of a wave in p and w, i.e. we send a couple (p2,w2) on road 2 such that
we still have §a < go2. The estimates on I', h and TV do not change, while for TV,, by (A.17) and
(A.18) we have

g — ws| < [ — ws| + 220 +;22q)iw1 =2l AT @) + | AR
. _ o + q2)|w1 —w .
i wi] < [ o] + IR ) s
2
va(t_—i—) < 2|1I)2 _ w2| + (ai’d + O‘41> ((.h +Q2)~|w1 - w2|(|AF(t_)| + |A?L(Z)|)
q q4 q2
va({—) = |1I}2 — U)2|

S ATV, () < [ — s + (a‘”’ n C;)
4

R0 = (o) + AR
Therefore (P2), (P3) and (P4) hold.
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q2 q2

qQof-——~~-"~-"~------ ‘ \\ 0-
‘Q q2 <7
| - ~
q2 N =7 e
2 QF 1.
q1 q1 q1 q1
(a) G2 > qo. (b) g2 < g2.

Figure 18. Case C2: Wave on road 2.

A.3.3 Case C3: Wave on road 3
We now consider a wave on road 3. The case of a wave on road 4 is analogous

i) We assume g3 > ¢3. We send a certain p3 on road 3 keeping ws fixed. In Figure ?? we show a
possible solution given by the algorithm. Specifically we have

a1 < 41, g2 < g, 43 = 3141 + 3242 > g3, Gs = 0411 + 42Ga > qa.

Note that if g5 < pod;/p1 then this case is similar to the case C3 with ¢z < g3. We have ¢35 >
p2§G1/p1 = g3 with ¢; = d;. Moreover

_ P143 A P143
Q=" g =———""—
a31P1 + Q32p2 a31p1 + Q3P
_ P2q3 . @3- a3qr G a31P1G;
Q=—"", Q=——"="—""— .
Qag1p1 + azep2 Q32 asy  asa(azipr + asaps)

We compute

Tl =qgi+G@ Tl-)=a+qe
= AT(t) = (G1 — q1) + (G2 — 2)-

k7T il T ¢
i) =L, - =L
(t+) o (t-) o
= G1—q p1(q3 — a3 P1 .
= Ah(t) = = (43 ) < |g3 — gs3l.
D1 Q31P1 + Q32p2 — A31P1 + Qi32p2

* o TVQ(t+) < (T + asy + aa1)ld — | + (1 + ase + a42)]d2 — g
=2|G1 — 1| + 2|AT(£) — (¢ — q1)| < 4(JAT(Z) + Ah(t)])
TVQ(E*) = |g3 — g3l
= ATVq(t) < 4(|AT(#) + Ah(2)]).

* By (A.13) and (A.14) we have
aziasa(di + da)|wy — wal

W3 — ws| < AT| + |Ah(t
| 3 3| (Q3)2 (| | | (_>|)
i — | < 220020 (Z:)liﬂwl — 21 AT| 1 |AR®))

= ATV, () < (%2592 4 S5 ) (a3 4 dylus ~ wal((AT] + 8RO
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Therefore (P2) and (P4) hold.

ii) We assume ¢3 < ¢3. We send a certain p3 on road 3 keeping w3 fixed. In Figure 7?7 we show a
possible solution given by the algorithm. Specifically we have

q1 > qi, g2 > G2, g3 = 3141 + 3242 = q3 < g3, da = 11 + aa2de < qa.

We refer to the Appendix of [5] for the estimates of AT, Ah and ATV of (P2) and (P3). Moreover,
since both for @~ and @ the solution is found with first step of the algorithm we have

. Q31P1W1 + Q32P2wW2
W3 = W3 =
Q31p1 + az2p2
Qq1P1W1 + QgaP2ws2
a31p1 + azep2

’lf}4:w4:

hence ATV,,(t) = 0. Therefore (P2) and (P3) hold.

q2 q2
dQ*********::::: **7Q+ *\\\ Q-
‘C}:§L q2 S
= N
Q2 QY T Q-
q1 dy q1 Q1 ¢
(a) 43 > qs3. (b) g3 < gs.

Figure 19. Case C3: Wave on road 3.
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