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ABSTRACT

Stop-and-go traffic waves are known for reducing the efficiency of transportation systems by increas-
ing traffic oscillations and energy consumption. In this study, we develop an approach to synthesize
a class of additive feedback controllers for automated vehicles (AVs) to smooth nonlinear mixed traf-
fic flow, including both AVs and human-driven vehicles (HVs). Unlike recent explicit AV controllers
that rely on strict assumptions such as time-varying equilibrium traffic speed, our proposed AV con-
troller requires only local traffic information, such as inter-vehicle spacing and relative speed, which
are readily available through AV onboard sensors. Essentially, it allows a controlled AV to track a
subtler version of the perturbed speed profile resulting from its preceding vehicle, thereby enabling
smoother traffic flow. Additionally, we provide a method for selecting the optimal control param-
eters to achieve traffic-smoothing effects efficiently. These unique features of the developed AV
controller ensure much higher implementability. We demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
approach through simulations of two distinct traffic scenarios with varying levels of oscillation. The
results show that AVs using the proposed controller are capable of effectively reducing traffic os-
cillations and lowering vehicle fuel consumption by up to 46.78% and 2.74%, respectively, for a
platoon of 10 vehicles. The traffic-smoothing effect of the controller is more pronounced at higher
penetration rates of AVs. While the performance of the proposed approach is slightly less superior
to that of the most recent additive AV controller, it offers greater implementability and provides an
efficient method for selecting optimal control parameters.

Keywords Automated vehicle · Mixed traffic flow · Traffic smoothing · Optimal parameter selection

1 Introduction

Traffic congestion is a long-standing problem that has attracted significant research interest over the past few decades.
While it can be triggered by perceptible factors such as lane changing [Laval and Daganzo, 2006], bottlenecks [Kerner,
2012] and merging [Milanés et al., 2010], congestion often occurs even without these triggers. This is because small
perturbations in traffic flow can propagate and amplify into noticeable stop-and-go waves due to traffic instabilities
caused by the collective behavior of human drivers [Flynn et al., 2009]. Such unstable traffic has been observed in
real-world experiments [Sugiyama et al., 2008], leading to higher fuel consumption and emissions compared to smooth
traffic flow [Wu et al., 2019].

To effectively regulate traffic flow and mitigate congestion, various traffic control methods have been developed,
including signal control [Wang et al., 2019], ramp metering [Shang et al., 2023], and variable speed limit (VSL) con-
trol [Smulders, 1990]. Signal control, one of the most widely used techniques, is primarily employed at intersections
to regulate vehicular movements through the installation of traffic lights, a requirement shared with ramp metering.
VSL control adjusts message signs based on real-time traffic information collected by sensors deployed along road-
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ways. While these conventional techniques have proven effective in managing traffic flow, they rely heavily on fixed
infrastructure, such as traffic signals and roadside sensors, which limits their flexibility.

In addition to the aforementioned conventional traffic control approaches, recent advancements in self-driving tech-
nologies have introduced new possibilities for future traffic operations and control. Automated vehicles (AVs) can
now act as mobile actuators within the traffic flow, enabling Lagrangian traffic control [Bayen et al., 2022, Chapter 5].
This method effectively smooths unstable and oscillatory mixed traffic, involving both AVs and human-driven vehi-
cles (HVs), by controlling a small number of AVs to improve overall traffic efficiency and performance. For instance,
a linear optimal feedback AV controller designed in [Zheng et al., 2020] aims to smooth traffic based on linearized
car-following dynamics, assuming AVs have access to the state of all HVs in the flow. Notably, the assumption of
knowledge about HVs is rather limited, and using car-following models linearized at flow equilibrium points does
not necessarily capture the highly nonlinear nature of mixed traffic [Zhu and Zhang, 2018]. Our prior work [Wang
et al., 2022a] synthesizes a nonlinear optimal additive AV controller to smooth mixed traffic without being limited to
linearized dynamics. However, it does not provide an analytical proof of AV safety. Our recent study [Wang et al.,
2023a] improves upon this by developing a novel virtual tracking technique for an AV to follow a subtler version of
the oscillatory speed from its preceding vehicle, with proven guarantees on safety and traffic-smoothing performance.

Additionally, machine learning techniques have been employed to develop driving strategies for AVs to smooth traffic
flow. For example, reinforcement learning-based traffic-smoothing cruise controllers [Lichtlé et al., 2022, 2023] have
shown effectiveness in improving traffic energy efficiency. A Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) network-based
framework is developed in [Li et al., 2024] for AV control, considering physics-informed constraints, with an objective
customizable to reduce vehicle speed variation. Assuming vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) communication, the distributed
data-driven predictive control strategy proposed in [Wang et al., 2023b] enables connected automated vehicles (CAVs)
to cooperatively mitigate traffic waves, thus enhancing traffic efficiency. Despite their effectiveness, these learning-
based approaches require extensive real-world data for training appropriate AV controllers. Moreover, the trained
controllers generally lack an analytical form with mathematical guarantees and may not perform reliably across diverse
traffic conditions not covered in the training dataset.

Complementary to existing work, the present study focuses on synthesizing a class of additive AV controllers that can
effectively smooth mixed traffic flow without requiring any linearization of its dynamics. The designed controllers have
an explicit analytical form, which is useful for mathematical analysis and implementation. Additionally, the controller
synthesis only requires local traffic information, which can be readily obtained through AV onboard sensors, without
the need for V2V communication. We address two key limitations in our recent work [Wang et al., 2023a]: 1) the
requirement for equilibrium traffic speed in AV controller synthesis, and 2) the lack of systematic control parameter
selection. Specifically, the main contributions of this work are summarized as follows:

• We synthesize a class of additive AV controllers that can effectively smooth nonlinear mixed traffic flow with-
out linearizing its dynamics. The designed controllers have an explicit analytical form and do not require any
knowledge of the equilibrium traffic speed, unlike those presented in [Wang et al., 2023a]. This significantly
improves the implementability of the proposed AV control strategy.

• We provide an effective computational method for selecting the optimal control parameter values for the
synthesized additive AV controllers. Unlike [Wang et al., 2023a], where the AV control parameters are
chosen intuitively, the present study offers a more systematic approach for implementation.

• We conduct comprehensive simulations to holistically evaluate the performance of the new additive AV con-
trollers across various AV penetration rates, considering their impacts on both mobility and energy consump-
tion of the traffic flow. This provides useful insights into future traffic operations and control with AVs.

The remainder of this article is outlined as follows. In Section 2, we present a mathematical framework to describe
mixed traffic flow based on car-following dynamics. Subsequently, in Section 3, we synthesize a class of additive
AV controllers with an explicit form and develop an efficient method for selecting the optimal control parameters.
In Section 4, we conduct a series of numerical simulations to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach in
traffic smoothing. Finally, in Section 5, we conclude the article and discuss future research directions.

2 Mixed Traffic Flow Dynamics

We consider a generic setting of mixed traffic flow consisting of AVs and HVs, as projected to be the case for the
foreseeable future [Wang et al., 2022b]. As shown in Figure 1, without loss of generality, a string of N vehicles,
denoted by the totally ordered set N = {1, 2, · · · , N}, is considered in the form of car-following dynamics. Let
xi(t) and vi(t) denote the displacement and speed of any vehicle i ∈ N at time t, respectively. si(t) signifies the
inter-vehicle spacing between vehicle i and its preceding vehicle i − 1, defined as si(t) = xi−1(t) − xi(t) − li−1
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Figure 1: Illustration of mixed traffic flow involving automated vehicles (AVs) and human-driven vehicles (HVs).
There is no specific requirement for the position of AVs within the traffic; this is for illustration purposes only.

with li−1 being the length of vehicle i− 1. These notations are widely used in the literature to describe car-following
dynamics, where one vehicle follows the driving behavior of its preceding vehicle, as detailed in [Wilson and Ward,
2011]. Lane-changing maneuvers are not considered to simplify the analysis, a common practice in studies focused
on smoothing and stabilizing traffic flow through AV control [Cui et al., 2017, Wu et al., 2018, Stern et al., 2018,
Zheng et al., 2020, Giammarino et al., 2021, Wang et al., 2022a, 2023a]. This assumption is reasonable because, in
the context of traffic smoothing, imperfections such as lane changes and driver heterogeneity are considered external
perturbations to a deterministic single-lane model, on which mathematical analysis is based [Wilson and Ward, 2011].
For brevity in the analysis, the time argument t is omitted hereafter.

The motion of any vehicle, i ∈ N , is described by the following ordinary differential equations [Wilson and Ward,
2011]

ẋi = vi, (1)
v̇i = f(si,∆vi, vi), (2)

where the nonlinear function f describes the relationship between the acceleration of the ith vehicle, v̇i, and the
car-following variables si, ∆vi, and vi. ∆vi denotes the relative speed between two consecutive vehicles, defined as

∆vi = ṡi = vi−1 − vi. (3)
Equations (1)–(2) are widely adopted in the literature to represent the general functional form of car-following dynam-
ics, where speed and acceleration are assumed to be physically bounded.

Following Figure 1, let H and A denote the totally ordered set of HVs and AVs, respectively, such that H ∪ A = N .
HVs are assumed to follow generic car-following dynamics given by equations (1)–(2). For AVs, our objective is to
synthesize a general class of additive feedback controllers to smooth mixed traffic flow in the presence of oscillations.
To this end, the dynamics of mixed traffic are described as follows

ẋi = vi, ∀ i ∈ N (4)

v̇i =

{
g(si,∆vi, vi), ∀ i ∈ H (5a)

h(si,∆vi, vi) + ui, ∀ i ∈ A (5b)
where ui represents the additive control input that needs to be characterized, while the actual AV acceleration is
determined by equation (5b) in its entirety. According to equation (5a), controlled AVs do not alter the operation of
HVs, as they continue to adhere to regular car-following principles. It is noted that the functionals g and h do not
necessarily need to be identical; instead, they depend on the specific car-following principles followed by HVs and
AVs. This form of additive control input for AVs, shown in equation (5b), has been adopted in various studies [Wang
et al., 2022a,c, Delle Monache et al., 2022, Wang et al., 2023a], ensuring compliance with car-following principles for
AVs.

In equilibrium traffic, all vehicles drive at a uniform speed [Cui et al., 2017], satisfying v̇i = 0 in equations (5a)
and (5b). In this state, no additional control input ui is necessary for AVs, as the equilibrium is maintained solely by
adhering to car-following principles. However, when stop-and-go waves emerge and approach a controlled AV, ui will
act to dampen the undesired traffic waves, reducing the disturbance experienced by the vehicles behind. One effective
way to achieve this is by controlling an AV to closely track a subtler version of the perturbation propagating from its
preceding vehicle, as first introduced in [Wang et al., 2023a]. In the subsequent section, we will derive an explicit
form of a class of additive controllers, ui, for AVs to achieve these goals, thereby alleviating traffic oscillations and
smoothing the flow.

3 Synthesizing Explicit AV Controllers for Traffic Smoothing

In this section, we synthesize a class of additive AV controllers in a general functional form for traffic smoothing.
These controllers enable an AV to track a specifically designed speed profile, leading to reduced perturbations caused
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by traffic waves. Furthermore, we derive an explicit form of the synthesized additive controllers for illustration and
present a method for determining the optimal control parameter values.

3.1 Synthesizing a Class of Additive AV Controllers

Considering the mechanism of traffic wave propagation, our goal is to design a class of additive AV controllers that
enable a controlled AV to closely follow a virtual speed profile for smoothing traffic flow. This design ensures that
speed perturbations are effectively reduced when passing a controlled AV compared to the case if it were a HV. As a
result, backward-propagating traffic waves are mitigated, leading to smoother traffic flow. Notably, we synthesize the
AV controller using readily available local traffic information only, including inter-vehicle spacing si and relative speed
∆vi, which enhances implementability. Moreover, the virtual speed profile designed for an AV to follow essentially
represents a subtler version of the disturbance resulting from its immediate preceding vehicle. To ensure car-following
safety for the controlled AV, we derive sufficient conditions to guide the selection of optimal control parameters.
Specifically, we synthesize a class of additive controllers as follows

ui = I(si,∆vi), (6)

where the function I : R+ × R −→ R satisfies the following conditions:

(i) I(si,∆vi) is strictly monotonically increasing in si and ∆vi;

(ii) I(si,∆vi) ·∆vi > 0 when ∆vi ̸= 0, and I(si,∆vi) = 0 when ∆vi = 0;

(iii) I(si,∆vi) is twice differentiable in t with bounded derivatives;

(iv) I(si,∆vi) is bounded from above by a positive real number, say α > 0, i.e., supsi,∆vi
I(si,∆vi) = α.

As mentioned before, si and ∆vi are functions of time; hence, I is an implicit functional of t, which is not explicitly
written out for ease of notation. Following a similar principle shown in [Wang et al., 2023a, Theorem 3.1], one can
verify that the speed of the controlled AV, vi, converges to ṽi = vi−1 + I(si,∆vi), termed the virtual speed profile,
in finite time. Essentially, ṽi provides the AV with a subtler version of the perturbed speed of its preceding vehicle
to follow when the above conditions are satisfied by the function I. Consequently, undesired traffic waves can be
mitigated to some extent as they propagate through the controlled AV, resulting in smoother traffic flow.

We present below some brief discussions on the conditions (i)–(iv) listed above.

(a) Condition (i) suggests that a controlled AV is likely to accelerate more as the spacing (si) and relative speed
(∆vi) to the vehicle ahead increase, aligning with the rational driving constraints (RDC) [Wilson and Ward, 2011] of
car-following dynamics.

(b) According to the RDC [Wilson and Ward, 2011], condition (ii) implies that a controlled AV tends to accelerate
(I > 0) when its speed is lower than that of the vehicle in front (∆vi > 0) in car-following scenarios. Conversely, it is
likely to decelerate when traveling faster than its preceding vehicle. Moreover, the additive control ui remains inactive
(I = 0) when there is no relative speed difference (∆vi = 0) between the two vehicles.

(c) Condition (iii) aids in ensuring the convergence of vi to ṽi, for virtual speed tracking. The proof is omitted here as
it is similar to that of [Wang et al., 2023a, Theorem 3.1].

(d) Condition (iv) is established to ensure safety for the controlled AV by preventing it from following an excessively
aggressive virtual speed profile. Essentially, the AV’s tracked speed profile should be closely aligned with that of the
vehicle immediately ahead. In the following subsection, we will provide a brief analysis to derive sufficient conditions
for α, using an explicit example of the function I.

Figure 2 presents a schematic illustrating the mechanism of AV controller synthesis. The controlled AV acquires traffic
information, including spacing (si) and relative speed (∆vi), through its onboard sensors. Using this information, the
additive AV controller ui = I(si,∆vi) is synthesized to enable the AV to closely track the virtual speed profile
ṽi = vi−1 + I(si,∆vi). Once ui is synthesized, acceleration control is executed according to equation (5b) to update
the AV’s dynamics. This process is continuous, with the controlled AV consistently acquiring local traffic information
relative to its preceding vehicle as it moves forward.

Remark 3.1 In [Wang et al., 2023a], we developed a first-of-its-kind additive AV controller aimed at synthesizing
effective AV controls for smoothing mixed traffic flow without linearizing nonlinear car-following dynamics. A notable
limitation of the AV controller proposed in [Wang et al., 2023a] is its dependence on the knowledge of the equilibrium
traffic speed. This equilibrium speed can be challenging to determine, as it varies with traffic density over time [Shang
et al., 2023], thus limiting the practicality of the approach. In contrast, the class of additive controllers developed in
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Figure 2: Graphic representation of the AV controller synthesis. The proposed method is independent of the type
of vehicle immediately ahead; an HV is depicted as the leader for demonstration purposes only. The controlled AV
acquires the necessary traffic information, including si and ∆vi, through its onboard sensors. Using this information,
the additive controller ui is synthesized based on equation (6) to calculate the acceleration control input according to
equation (5b), allowing the AV to update its dynamics.

this study is more general, eliminating the need for the equilibrium speed requirement. The necessary information, si
and ∆vi, is readily available through an AV’s onboard sensors, enhancing the method’s implementability.

Remark 3.2 The function I described above represents a broad class of additive AV controllers. It can be verified
that a series of sigmoid functions satisfy the conditions (i)–(iv) and can be utilized to synthesize the controller ui.
Some useful examples include the inverse tangent function arctan(·), the hyperbolic tangent function tanh(·), and the
Gauss error function erf(·).

3.2 An Explicit Form of the Additive AV Controller

While a general class of additive controllers for AVs has been derived in Section 3.1, an explicit form of the function
I is necessary for simulation and implementation. Here we present such an example for illustration. Specifically,

I(si,∆vi) = β · arctan(γsi∆vi), (7)

where β and γ are non-negative control parameters. It is easy to verify that the function I given by equation (7)
satisfies the conditions (i)–(iv) presented in Section 3.1. Considering equation (7), it is evident that its upper limit is
α = (βπ)/2.

For any given I, it is important to ensure car-following safety. This depends on α, which dictates the degree of subtlety
of ṽi relative to the perturbed AV speed in the absence of the additive control input ui. It is necessary that s̃i(t) ≥ š
for all t ∈ I := [0, tf] to ensure AV safety, where tf is the terminal time. Here, s̃i(t) denotes the spacing between
vehicle i− 1 and the controlled AV i at time t, with the AV following the virtual speed profile ṽi, and š represents the
minimum safe spacing. It follows that

s̃i(t) = si(0) +

∫ t

0

(vi−1(µ)− ṽi(µ)) dµ

= si(0)−
∫ t

0

I(si(µ),∆vi(µ))dµ

> si(0)− αt ≥ si(0)− αtf, (8)

where si(0) is the initial safe spacing between the controlled AV i and its preceding vehicle i− 1. It follows from (8)
that

s̃i(t) > si(0)− αtf ≥ š, (9)

which leads to

α =
βπ

2
≤ si(0)− š

tf
=⇒ β ≤ 2[si(0)− š]

πtf
. (10)

Remark 3.3 The upper bound on β derived above adheres to car-following principles. A larger initial spacing si(0)
provides the AV with more flexibility to adjust its speed, thereby leading to a greater upper bound on β. Conversely,
increased traffic perturbations over a longer driving horizon tf may limit the available space to construct a virtual
speed profile for the AV to track, resulting in a smaller upper bound on β.
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Remark 3.4 The upper bound on β given by (10) is derived conservatively. This approach considers the worst-case
scenario where traffic perturbations persist throughout the entire time horizon I . Consequently, the derived conditions
ensure AV safety for any duration of speed perturbations within I . Clearly, a larger upper bound on β can be derived
for scenarios with a speed perturbation period shorter than tf.

3.3 Optimal Control Parameter Selection

While the results in Section 3.2 provide a range of options for β, our focus is on selecting optimal values for the non-
negative control parameters β and γ, adhering to the derived conditions. As shown in [Wang et al., 2022c], reducing the
speed difference between an AV and its preceding vehicle effectively mitigates traffic oscillations, thereby smoothing
the flow. Following this principle, we formulate an optimal control problem to determine these values, aiming for the
controlled AV to closely mimic the speed of its preceding vehicle for traffic smoothing. Hence, we define the following
objective function to minimize

J =
1

2

∫ tf

0

(vi − vi−1)
2dt. (11)

The goal is to minimize this function to determine the optimal values for the non-negative control parameters, β and
γ, subject to (10).

This problem is analogous to the least squares estimation of system parameters described in [Ahmed, 1976]. Due to the
time-invariant nature of the control parameters, the standard maximum principle approach is not applicable. Following
the gradient technique proposed in [Ahmed, 1976], we outline an iterative computational algorithm for determining
the optimal values of β and γ.

For any controlled AV, let us rewrite (5b) as follows

v̇i = h(si,∆vi, vi) + ui := r(si,∆vi, vi, θ), (12)

where ui = β · arctan(γsi∆vi), and θ = [β, γ]′ with the prime denoting the transpose.

Since we are employing a gradient-based iterative computational method, it is necessary to establish the descent
direction for each iteration. Following the approach outlined in [Ahmed, 1976], we define a vector z = [z1, z2]

′,
whose dynamics are governed by

ż =
∂r

∂vi
z +

∂r

∂θ
. (13)

By employing this basic notation change, one can solve equation (13) to find z(t) and compute the descent direction
as follows

λθ =

∫ tf

0

z(t)[vi(t)− vi−1(t)]dt, (14)

for β and γ at each iteration. In the subsequent section, we will present a detailed step-by-step computational procedure
for determining the optimal values of these control parameters.

4 Numerical Results

In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed additive AV controller in smoothing mixed traffic flow
through numerical simulations. First, we introduce explicit car-following models for both HVs and AVs, the abstract
forms of which were presented in Section 2. Subsequently, we outline a step-by-step computational procedure for
calculating optimal values of β and γ. Finally, we present extensive simulation results to illustrate the efficacy of the
proposed AV controls.

4.1 Illustration of Car-Following Dynamics

Following the modeling framework for mixed traffic flow presented in Section 2, we introduce concrete car-following
models here to characterize the dynamics of HVs and AVs for numerical studies. Specifically, we employ the widely
used intelligent driver model (IDM) [Treiber et al., 2000] for HVs, which has been extensively utilized in the litera-
ture [Treiber and Kesting, 2013, Wu et al., 2018, Wang et al., 2022a,c, Shang et al., 2023, Wang et al., 2023a] due to
its accurate representation of human driving behavior.
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Subsequently, the HV dynamics given by equation (5a) are explicitly written as

g = a

[
1−

(
vi
v0

)δ

−
(
s∗(vi,∆vi)

si

)2
]
, i ∈ H, (15)

where

s∗(vi,∆vi) = s0 +max

{
0, viT − vi∆vi

2
√
ab

}
, (16)

with the model parameter values presented in Tables 1 and 2 for different scenarios of the numerical study.

As seen in the literature [Gunter et al., 2019, Wang et al., 2022a], the optimal velocity with relative velocity (OVRV)
model [Milanés et al., 2013] is widely employed to describe the car-following behavior of AVs. This model has found
extensive application in (cooperative) adaptive cruise control (ACC) systems, the first generation of AVs, and has
shown high accuracy in simulating both ACC trajectories and real-world scenarios [Liang and Peng, 1999, Milanés
et al., 2013, Shang et al., 2024a]. Following the OVRV model, the function h in equation (5b) is expressed as

h = k1 (si − η − τvi) + k2∆vi, i ∈ A, (17)

with the model parameters shown in Table 1. Therefore, the AV dynamics with an additive control input are written as

h = k1 (si − η − τvi) + k2∆vi + ui, i ∈ A, (18)

with ui given by equation (7).

4.2 Computational Procedure for Optimal Parameter Selection

While Section 3.3 briefly introduced a method for selecting optimal values of the control parameters β and γ, follow-
ing the approach developed in [Ahmed, 1976], here we present a detailed step-by-step computational procedure for
numerical implementation.

Step 1: Initialize the state of the car-following system and begin the first iteration κ = 1 with an initial feasible θ,
continuing until the last iteration Nmax = 300. Let θ(κ) denote the value of θ at the κth iteration, starting from θ(1).

Step 2: Solve equation (12) to obtain the pair (v(κ)i , θ(κ)), and calculate the value of J (κ+1) using equation (11).

Step 3: Solve equation (13) with z(0) = 0 to find z(κ).

Step 4: Compute equation (14) to obtain the descent direction, λ(κ)
θ .

Step 5: If λ(κ)
θ = 0, then θ(κ) corresponds to the position of the minimum for the functional J . Otherwise, the control

parameter vector is updated as θ(κ+1) = θ(κ) − ϵλ
(κ)
θ , where ϵ ∈ (0, 1) is a small positive step size, ensuring that

θ(κ+1) remains feasible.

Step 6: Compute the value of J (κ+1) and check if∣∣∣J (κ+1) − J (κ)
∣∣∣ > ϕ (19)

holds for a prespecified small positive number ϕ. If so, proceed to Step 2 with θ(κ) replaced by θ(κ+1) and repeat the
procedure. The process continues until

∣∣J (κ+1) − J (κ)
∣∣ < ϕ, or until the maximum number of iterations, Nmax, is

reached. If either of the condition is not met, the computational procedure terminates.

4.3 Simulation Results

We conduct extensive numerical simulations in MATLAB to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach
in smoothing traffic flow and enhancing overall traffic performance. As previously introduced, the IDM and OVRV
model are utilized to simulate the dynamics of HVs and AVs, respectively, with AVs benefiting from the additive
controller using optimal control parameter values. It is noted that our proposed control method effectively operates
for each individual AV without requiring inter-vehicle communication. Similar to [Wang et al., 2022a, 2023a, Aguilar
and Wang, 2024], we evaluate a platoon consisting of 10 vehicles following a lead vehicle executing a specified speed
profile, facilitating variations in the market penetration rate (MPR) of AVs. AVs are evenly distributed within the
platoon, without considering parameter heterogeneity, as seen in [Jin and Orosz, 2014, Wang et al., 2023a, Aguilar
and Wang, 2024]. This assumption is reasonable since the impact of our proposed AV control strategy on traffic flow
is evaluated using average metrics.
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Table 1: Model parameter values of the IDM [Treiber and Kesting, 2013, De Souza and Stern, 2021] and OVRV
model [Gunter et al., 2019, Wang et al., 2023a]

IDM a (m/s2) b (m/s2) v0 (m/s) s0 (m) T (s) δ li (m)
Value 0.6 2.5 35 2 1.5 4 5

OVRV k1 (s-2) k2 (s-1) η (m) τ (s) li (m)
Value 0.02 0.13 21.51 1.71 5

(a) MPR = 0% (b) MPR = 50% (c) MPR = 100%

Figure 3: Scenario I: 2D plot of vehicle speeds under MPR = 0%, 50%, and 100%. AVs are controlled with the
TS-OPS developed in this study, while HVs follow the IDM with parameter values shown in Table 1. As the MPR of
AVs increases, stop-and-go traffic waves decrease, leading to smoother traffic flow.

(a) MPR = 0% (b) MPR = 50% (c) MPR = 100%

Figure 4: Scenario I: 2D plot of vehicle trajectories (positions) under MPR = 0%, 50%, and 100%, corresponding to
the speed profiles presented in Figure 3. Traffic becomes smoother as more AVs are introduced into the platoon, and
car-following safety is ensured with no rear-end collisions observed.

In addition to examining vehicle speed and trajectory profiles, we also utilize average speed variation (ASV) and
fuel consumption (FC) metrics to measure the performance of the AV control strategy. ASV, defined as ASVi =

1
t2−t1

∫ t2
t1

|vi(t)−v∗|dt for vehicle i over the period [t1, t2], with v∗ being the desired (equilibrium) speed [Wang et al.,
2023a], quantifies the deviation of vehicle speeds from a desired value, providing a measure of traffic smoothing. A
higher ASV typically indicates greater traffic oscillations and reduced efficiency. FC is assessed using the VT-Micro
model [Ahn et al., 2002], a well-established method for estimating fuel consumption based on a vehicle’s instantaneous
speed and acceleration profiles using regression models. Interested readers can find detailed information about ASV
and the VT-Micro model in [Wang et al., 2023a] and [Ahn et al., 2002], respectively. Both metrics are evaluated
within a specified time window for the 10 vehicles behind the leader to eliminate the constant results from the leader
and better capture the behavior of the following vehicles. These metrics collectively provide useful insights into the
effectiveness of the proposed AV controller in improving traffic efficiency.

In what follows, two distinct scenarios are simulated to examine and quantify the impact of the proposed AV control
strategy. Events in Scenarios I and II are simulated for a total of 500 seconds. The platoon starts in equilibrium traffic,
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Figure 5: Scenario I: The objective function J converges as the number of iterations increases under a 10% MPR.

with the leader driving at a constant speed of 21 m/s for 100 seconds. After this time has passed, the leader brakes for
20 seconds until it reaches a speed of 18 m/s, which it maintains for the next 20 seconds. The leader then accelerates
for 20 seconds to resume the initial speed of 21 m/s, which it maintains until the end of the simulation. This speed
profile, as shown in Figure 3a, is purposefully synthesized to generate oscillations and introduce instability into the
vehicle trajectories [Wang et al., 2022a, 2023a, Aguilar and Wang, 2024]. While the leader’s trajectory remains the
same for both scenarios, the simulations differ in the set of parameter values used for the IDM describing human
driving behavior. In addition to holistically evaluating the effectiveness of the proposed traffic-smoothing controller
with optimal parameter selection (termed TS-OPS hereafter), its performance is also compared against the most recent
additive AV controller developed in [Wang et al., 2023a] (termed TS-TRC in this study). The TS-TRC is given by
ui = φ1(∆vi +φ2 arctan[φ3si(v

∗ − vi−1)]), where φ1, φ2, and φ3 are control parameters, and v∗ is the equilibrium
traffic speed. As discussed in Section 3, the synthesis for TS-TRC suffers from a major limitation of requiring the
knowledge of v∗, which typically varies with traffic density over time and can be challenging for vehicles to obtain,
rendering it impractical for real-world implementation. Furthermore, [Wang et al., 2023a] did not provide an effective
method for selecting optimal values for the control parameters φ1, φ2, and φ3.

4.3.1 Scenario I

In this scenario, the parameter values adopted for the IDM and OVRV model are summarized in Table 1, similar to
those used in many prior studies [Treiber and Kesting, 2013, De Souza and Stern, 2021, Gunter et al., 2019, Wang
et al., 2023a]. The set of parameters for the IDM is used to simulate the driving behavior of HVs, exhibiting low
levels of oscillation. Metrics to quantify AV impacts and traffic performance are calculated over the time interval
of 100 to 250 seconds to eliminate constant data during other periods of the simulation. Figure 3a shows the speed
profiles of all vehicles in the absence of AVs, i.e., MPR = 0%. It is observed that speed perturbations amplify along
upstream of the traffic, growing into stop-and-go waves. Once AVs with the TS-OPS controller are introduced into
the traffic mixture, as demonstrated in Figures 3b and 3c, vehicle speed oscillations are reduced significantly with no
overshoot or undershoot observed at 100% MPR, demonstrating the capability of the proposed controller in smoothing
traffic. The corresponding vehicle trajectory profiles are illustrated in Figure 4, showing no rear-end collisions. This
demonstrates car-following safety, consistent with the results derived in Section 3.2.

As introduced in Section 3.3, one of the main characteristics of the proposed approach is its capability to determine the
optimal set of control parameters, β and γ, for each AV. This allows for an effective reduction in the speed discrepancy
between the AV and its preceding vehicle. The algorithm presented in Section 4.2 computes a new value of θ = [β, γ]′

that minimizes equation (11) at each iteration, for a total of Nmax = 300 iterations in this study. An optimal set
of parameters is obtained once the value of the objective function J converges, meaning that the difference of J
from one iteration to the next is sufficiently small, as defined by equation (19). For illustrative purposes, Figure 5
shows the objective function value for MPR = 10%, corresponding to the case of a single AV in the middle of the
platoon, with a step size of ϵ = 1 × 10−5. The value of J is observed to decrease as the number of iterations
increases, indicating convergence of the computation. Further, we calculate the ASV and average FC for all the 10
vehicles following the leader, for various feasible values of θ under 10% MPR, with the corresponding results shown
in Figure 6. Values for both ASV (Figure 6a) and FC (Figure 6b) are observed to decrease with higher values of
β and γ, gradually approaching the optimum, indicating the superior performance of the optimal control parameter
values compared to their non-optimal counterparts. Following expression (10), the upper bound of β is determined
as 2[si(0) − š]/(πtf) = 2(52.42 − 2)/(500π) = 0.0642, where the minimum safe spacing š is set the same as s0
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(a) ASV results at 10% MPR (b) FC results at 10% MPR

Figure 6: Scenario I: ASV and average FC results at 10% MPR under multiple combinations of non-optimal β and γ,
considering Nmax = 300. The red marker denotes the optimal values of ASV and FC in Figures 6a and 6b, respectively,
achieved at the optimal control parameters, β = 0.0642 and γ = 1.0011. The optimal value of β reaches its upper
bound as determined by expression (10).

Figure 7: Scenario I: Analysis of ASV under multiple MPRs with AVs using TS-OPS and TS-TRC. A greater presence
of AVs using the TS-OPS leads to higher reductions in traffic oscillations, effectively smoothing the flow. Although
the TS-TRC, developed in our recent work [Wang et al., 2023a], achieves better results than the proposed TS-OPS, it
relies on the strong assumption of a known equilibrium traffic speed, which is typically challenging to obtain in the
real world. The TS-OPS performs well in reducing ASV, while offering much higher implementability.

of the IDM [Wang et al., 2023a]. Additionally, the impact of β on the decrease of both ASV and FC appears to be
greater than that of γ, indicated by the steeper slope along the β-axis. This is consistent with the analytical form of
the additive controller, TS-OPS, given by equation (7), whose effectiveness is directly affected by the value of β, as
opposed to the effect of γ being limited by the natural bounds of the arctan(·) function.

Next, we present comprehensive results to measure and quantify the effectiveness of the proposed AV control approach
in smoothing traffic and improving efficiency. These results are summarized in Figures 7 and 8, showing the ASV and
average FC of the platoon over a range of AV MPRs. Figure 7 shows that the ASV values corresponding to the
proposed TS-OPS controller decrease with the increase of AV MPR, indicating smoother flow with fewer oscillations
as more intelligently controlled AVs are introduced into the traffic. Consequently, ASV improves by up to 18% under
full AV penetration. A smoother traffic flow leads to reduced fuel consumption, as shown in Figure 8, where a similar
trend is observed for the average FC. It decreases from an initial value of 244.52 ml to 242.62 ml under 100% MPR
due to the reduction of stop-and-go traffic waves. These results are consistent with the recent findings of [Sun et al.,
2022], where AVs are assumed to communicate with each other within a certain range (which is not required in this
study).

10



Smoothing Traffic Flow Through Automated Vehicle Control

Figure 8: Scenario I: Analysis of FC under multiple MPRs with AVs using TS-OPS and TS-TRC. Since a higher MPR
of AVs leads to smoother traffic flow, a greater reduction in FC is observed as more AVs using the proposed additive
controller TS-OPS are introduced into the platoon. Although the TS-OPS does not perform as well as the latest AV
additive controller TS-TRC, which relies on impractical time-varying traffic information, it is still effective in reducing
vehicle energy consumption and improving traffic efficiency.

Table 2: Model parameter values of the IDM [De Souza and Stern, 2021, Wang et al., 2023a]

IDM a (m/s2) b (m/s2) v0 (m/s) s0 (m) T (s) δ li (m)
Value 0.6 5.2 44.1 6.3 2.2 15.5 5

In addition to optimally selecting the control parameters β and γ, a distinctive feature of the proposed TS-OPS con-
troller is that it does not require knowledge of the equilibrium traffic speed, which is challenging to obtain. This is in
contrast to the theoretical additive controller, TS-TRC, developed in our recent study [Wang et al., 2023a]. As a result,
the TS-OPS is more implementable, requiring only local traffic information si and ∆vi, which are readily accessible
through the onboard sensors of an AV. We compare the performance of the TS-OPS with the TS-TRC in terms of
ASV and average FC in Figures 7 and 8, respectively. Following [Wang et al., 2023a], the additive AV controller,
TS-TRC, is defined as ui = ∆vi + 0.1 · arctan[0.01si(v∗ − vi−1)] with model parameter values shown in Table 1.
The TS-TRC slightly outperforms the TS-OPS in both metrics due to its assumed knowledge of the equilibrium speed
v∗, typically unavailable to vehicles. The TS-TRC reduces ASV by up to 22% compared to 18% for the TS-OPS
and lowers the average FC by up to 1.39%, 0.61% more than the reduction achieved by the TS-OPS. Overall, the
TS-TRC achieves slightly better results than the TS-OPS due to its additional information about the desirable traffic
state. However, the TS-OPS still performs well in reducing traffic oscillations and improving efficiency, while offering
higher implementability.

4.3.2 Scenario II

This scenario adopts a different set of parameter values for the IDM, as shown in Table 2. These values are calibrated
based on real-world car-following experiments described in [De Souza and Stern, 2021], representing highly unstable
driving behavior. They are used here to assess the effectiveness of the TS-OPS in smoothing traffic with greater levels
of oscillation, which allows for a clear demonstration of its efficacy [Wang et al., 2023a, Aguilar and Wang, 2024].
Figure 9a shows the speed profiles of all vehicles in the absence of AVs, where the slowdown of the leader amplifies
and propagates upstream, causing stop-and-go traffic waves. This set of IDM parameter values results in greater speed
oscillations compared to those used in Scenario I, as seen from the comparison between Figure 9a and Figure 3a.
As AVs with the TS-OPS controller are introduced into the platoon, vehicle speed oscillations decrease significantly,
leading to shorter periods of perturbation and smoother traffic flow, as observed in Figures 9b and 9c for 50% and
100% MPRs, respectively. The corresponding vehicle trajectories are presented in Figure 10, showing no risks of
rear-end collisions, which indicates car-following safety for AVs using the TS-OPS controller. To capture the totality
of the oscillations in the simulation, we consider the period from 100 to 300 seconds when calculating ASV and FC.

For illustration, the value of the objective function J under 10% MPR is shown in Figure 11, which is observed to
decrease as the iteration number increases, indicating computational convergence. As seen in Scenario I, we also
calculate the ASV and average FC for the 10-vehicle platoon, for various non-optimal values of θ under 10% MPR.

11



Smoothing Traffic Flow Through Automated Vehicle Control

(a) MPR = 0% (b) MPR = 50% (c) MPR = 100%

Figure 9: Scenario II: 3D plot of vehicle speeds under MPR = 0%, 50%, and 100%. AVs are controlled with the
TS-OPS developed in this study, while HVs follow the IDM with parameter values shown in Table 2. As the MPR of
AVs increases, stop-and-go traffic waves decrease, leading to smoother traffic flow.

(a) MPR = 0% (b) MPR = 50% (c) MPR = 100%

Figure 10: Scenario II: 2D plot of vehicle trajectories (positions) under MPR = 0%, 50%, and 100%, corresponding to
the speed profiles presented in Figure 9. Traffic becomes smoother as more AVs are introduced into the platoon, and
car-following safety is ensured with no rear-end collisions observed.

Figure 11: Scenario II: The objective function J converges as the number of iterations increases under a 10% MPR.

The corresponding results are shown in Figure 12. Values for both ASV (Figure 12a) and FC (Figure 12b) are observed
to decrease with higher values of β and γ toward the optimum (corresponding to optimal control parameters) within
300 iterations. This is similar to the results presented in Figure 6 for Scenario I.

Similar to Scenario I, we present a set of results to quantify the effectiveness of the proposed TS-OPS controller in
smoothing traffic and improving efficiency, as shown in Figures 13 and 14 for a range of MPRs. Figure 13 shows that
AVs controlled with the TS-OPS reduce ASV across all the MPRs considered, with higher reductions observed at a
greater presence of AVs. This leads to fewer traffic oscillations and smoother traffic flow, thereby resulting in less fuel
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(a) ASV results at 10% MPR (b) FC results at 10% MPR

Figure 12: Scenario II: ASV and average FC results at 10% MPR under multiple combinations of non-optimal β and
γ. The red marker represents the optimal values of ASV and FC in Figures 12a and 12b, respectively, obtained at
the optimal control parameters, β = 0.0642 and γ = 1.0017. The optimal value of β reaches its upper bound as
determined by expression (10).

Figure 13: Scenario II: ASV results under multiple MPRs for TS-OPS and TS-TRC. The newly proposed TS-OPS is
highly effective in reducing ASV and smoothing the flow, even in highly unstable and oscillatory traffic conditions. It
performs nearly as well as the recent TS-TRC developed in [Wang et al., 2023a].

consumption from vehicles, as illustrated in Figure 14. Specifically, ASV achieves an improvement of up to 46.78%
when all vehicles are automated (MPR=100%) using the proposed TS-OPS, accompanied by a 2.74% reduction in
FC across the platoon. Further, in terms of both ASV and FC, the proposed TS-OPS slightly underperforms the
additive AV controller TS-TRC (ui = ∆vi + 0.04 · arctan[0.01si(v∗ − vi−1)]) developed in our recent study [Wang
et al., 2023a], as shown in Figures 13 and 14. Under 100% MPR, the TS-TRC achieves an improvement of 47.69%
and 3.37% in ASV and FC, respectively, exceeding their respective counterparts for the TS-OPS by only 0.91% and
0.63%. Overall, the proposed TS-OPS controller performs well, considering such slight differences in performance
improvement compared to the latest additive AV controller TS-TRC. As mentioned in Scenario I, the slightly superior
performance of the TS-TRC is attributed to its strict assumption of the knowledge of the equilibrium traffic speed,
rendering its practical applicability limited.

Remark 4.1 As discussed in Remark 3.4, the upper bound on β given by (10) is derived conservatively in that an AV
may not experience perturbations throughout the entire time horizon I . Consequently, the duration of traffic waves
experienced by the vehicle is likely shorter than I . Therefore, the performance of the TS-OPS may be further improved
by using a larger upper bound on β, depending on the actual period of speed perturbation (at most tf).
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Figure 14: Scenario II: FC results under multiple MPRs for TS-OPS and TS-TRC. Due to its traffic-smoothing ca-
pability, the proposed TS-OPS is effective in lowering energy consumption for the platoon, despite highly oscillatory
traffic conditions. Its performance is slightly inferior compared to that of TS-TRC.

5 Conclusions

The development of properly controlled automated vehicles (AVs) will allow their use as mobile actuators, making
it possible for them to alleviate stop-and-go traffic waves caused by the collective behavior of human drivers. In this
study, we have proposed a new additive AV controller, TS-OPS, which is shown to be effective in smoothing traffic
flow, thereby reducing vehicle energy consumption and improving traffic efficiency. A distinct feature of the TS-OPS
is that its synthesis requires only local traffic information, such as inter-vehicle spacing and relative speed, which are
readily available through AV onboard sensors. Essentially, it allows a controlled AV to track a subtler version of the
perturbed speed profile resulting from its preceding vehicle, thereby enabling smoother traffic flow. Additionally, we
provide a method for selecting the optimal control parameters to achieve traffic-smoothing effects efficiently.

Two distinct traffic scenarios with varying levels of oscillation have been considered to examine the effectiveness of
the proposed approach. Numerical results show that AVs using the TS-OPS are capable of reducing traffic oscillations
and lowering vehicle fuel consumption, thereby improving traffic performance. The traffic-smoothing effect of the
TS-OPS is more pronounced at higher penetration rates of AVs. Although the performance of the proposed TS-OPS
is slightly less superior to the latest additive AV controller, TS-TRC, developed in our recent study, it eliminates the
strict requirement of equilibrium traffic speed, which is necessary for synthesizing TS-TRC and challenging to obtain
in the real world.

While this study has developed an effective approach for directly smoothing nonlinear traffic through the intelligent
control of AVs, further research efforts could explore its holistic influence on the transportation system in more realistic
traffic scenarios. Additionally, it would be of significant interest to extend the TS-OPS controller to incorporate its
impact on HVs in the design process, motivated by the ideas presented in [Shang et al., 2024b].
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