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Abstract

We propose a quantitative approach for calibrating andiaiig key features of traf-
fic instabilities based on speed time series obtained frogneggited data of a series
of neighboring stationary detectors. We apply the propasieria to historic tréic
databases of several freeways in Germany containing alifubdcurrences of con-
gestions thereby providing a reference for model calibratind quality assessment
with respect to the spatiotemporal dynamics. First tests microscopic and macro-
scopic models indicate that the criteria are both robustdisatiminative, i.e., clearly
distinguishes between models of higher and lower predigiower.

Keywords: Spatiotemporal dynamics, ffec instabilities, calibration, validation,
traffic flow models, stop-and-go fif&c

1. Introduction

Traffic flow models displaying instabilities and stop-and-go veavave been pro-
posed for more than fifty years (Reuschel, 1950; Pipes, 1@&%) also the reviews
bylHelbing (2001); Hoogendoorn and Bovy (2001)). Obseovetiof instabilities date
back several decades as well (Treiterer and Myers,|1974emwless, a systematic
concept for quantitatively calibrating and validating rebgredictions of instabilities
against observed data seems still to be missing. A pos&hkon for this are intrica-
cies in the data interpretation and wrong expectationstalbat can be achieved and
what not.

In principle, trdfic instabilities and oscillations in congestediiacan be captured
by several types and representations of data: flow-densitytgpand speed time se-
ries of aggregated stationary detector data (SDD), passags and individual speeds
from single-vehicle SDD, floating-car data captured by thhieles themselves, and
trajectory data derived from images of cameras at high viémp.
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Figure 1: (a) Comparison of empirical and simulated flowsitgndata; (b) simulated ground truth for the
density with the modeled fundamental diagram (solid curve)

At first sight, flow-density data seem to be useful for repnéisg trafic instabil-
ities since oscillations are non-stationary phenomenahichvtratic is clearly out of
equilibrium. This should lead to a wide scattering in the fld&nsity data of congested
traffic (Kerner and Rehbdrn, 1996) as shown in Eig. 1 regardlesedheoretical ques-
tion whether tréfic flow has a definite equilibrium relation (“fundamental dag”),
or not {Nishinari et all, 2003; Kerner, 2004; Treiber et20104a).

In fact, simulations with the Intelligent Driver Model (Tiber et al.| 2000), as well
as with a wide variety of other models, show wide scatterirendor identical drivers
and vehicles (Fid.]1). Nevertheless, flow-density data cabe used for a quantita-
tive calibration since otherfiects such as inter-driver variability (heterogeneous traf
fic) (Banks, 1999; Ossen et al., 2007; Treiber and Helhin89}),9ntra-driver variabil-
ity (drivers change their behavior over time) (Treiber aredlithg, 2003), and many ef-
fects related to lane changes and platoons (Nishinari,&2@03; Treiber et al., 2006b)
may lead to wide scattering as well.

Moreover, since the density is not directly measurable btistary detectors, it
must be estimated, typically by making use of the hydrodyinarlation “flow di-
vided by the average velocity”. The available temporal ager however, systemati-
cally underestimates the true spatial average relevatttiforelation which results in an
extreme bias in the flow-density data of congesteflitrglLeutzbach, 1988; Helbing,
2001). Figurdl illustrates this by means of simulationshwtite Intelligent Driver
Model byl Treiber et al.l (2000)). This model has been caldmauch that the aggre-
gated virtual detector shows a similar scattering as ther@apdata (Fig[lL(a)). Plot-
ting the same data points using the true spatial densitycfwhif course, is available
in the simulation) reveals the systematic errors (Hig.)1(b)

Alternatively, detailed information can be extracted freimgle-vehicle data, floating-
car data, or trajectory data. However, since oscillatioms allective phenomena,
the high level of detail is not necessary. Moreover, to dtite,availability of these
data types is still limited, or the data are not suitable for purposes. Specifically,
the NGSIM trajectory data (US Department of Transporta@f®7) widely used as a
testbed for these types of data cover road sections of tfypi2&m in length while
stop-and-go waves develop on typical scales of 5-10 km.

In contrast, speed time series obtained from aggregateorstay detector data are
widely available (see Fid.]2) and thus suitable for systenwlibration and bench-
marking purposes. Moreover, since temporal averages argppropriate mean when
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Figure 2:Screenshot of a publicly available image database of ctiogs®n the German freeway
A5. The database can be searched by criteria such as direxftivavel, space interval, time
interval, weekday, cause of the congestion, or the typeafiidrpattern. In the example, the
database has been filtered for jams occurring on Monday®iadtthern driving direction. The
images have been produced using a dedicated reconstrtetiomiquel(Treiber et al., 2010b).

analyzing time series, no systematic errors arise. Usiiggtyipe of data, the wave-
length and propagation velocities of oscillations on fragsvhas been investigated
bylLindgren(2005); Bertini and Leal (2005); Ahn and CasgR307)] Schénhof and Helbing
(2007); Wilson [(2008b) and compared for several countrieZielke et al. (2008).
However, the proposed schemes are not suitable for a sytiteamtomated analysis.
Moreover, to our knowledge, there seem to be no publishe# guantitatively deter-
mining the growth rate of the oscillations.

In this paper, we propose a systematic approach for calilgrand validating key
features of tréic instabilities based on speed time series obtained fromeggted
stationary detector data. This includes the propagatitoritg, the wavelength, and
the growth rate of the oscillations. We give first resultsdubasn a historic congestion
database of the German freeway A5, and show that the mettsoal high discrimina-
tive power in assessing the model quality.

The proposed criteria are described in $&c. 2, and applisusterved data in Sdd. 3.

A first application to tréfic flow models is given in SeCl 4 before Sec. 5 concludes with
a discussion and an outlook.

2. The Proposed Quality Measures

The formulation of the criteria is based on qualitative emepl findings (“stylized
facts”) (Treiber et al., 2010a) that are persistently obsgron various freeways all
over the world, e.g., the USA, Great Britain, the Netherkgrahd GermanL(L—ln_dg%:bn
[2005;  Bertini and Lehi, 2005; Ahn and Cassify, 2007; Schoahd Helbing| 2007;

Zielke et al.| 2008; Helbing et Al., 2009; Wilson, 2008a)t &ar purposes, the relevant

stylized facts are the following:

1. Congestion patterns are typically caused by bottlenedhich may be caused,
e.g., by intersections, accidents, or gradients. Anatyaipout 400 congestion



patterns on the German freeways A5-North and A5-South @idid not bring

conclusive evidence of a single breakdown without a bagit&riSchonhof and Helbing,

2007).

2. The congestion pattern can be localized or spatially exteind_ocalized pat-
terns, as well as the downstream boundary of extended cimggsare either
pinned at the bottleneck, or moving upstream at a charatitevielocity Ccong
Only extended patterns (F[d. 3) and moving localized pastéisolated stop-and-
go waves, Fid.14) are relevant for our investigation.

3. Most extended tygic patterns exhibit internal oscillatiorgropagating upstream
approximately at the same characteristic velocity ccong = const (Daganzo,
2002; Mauch and Cassidy, 2002). In spatiotemporal reptatens such as that
of Fig.[4 this corresponds to nearly parallel structures.ffee trdfic, the prop-
agation velocityc is somewhat lower than the average vehicle spéed

4. The amplitude of the oscillations increases while propagaipstrean{Bertini and L eal,

2005; Ahn and Cassidy, 2007). We quantify this by definingnaperal growth
rateo characterizing the growth process before saturation.

5. The average wavelength L of the (saturated) waves increaghsdecreasing
bottleneck strengtfirreiber et al., 2000, 2010a).

In formulating the calibration criteria, We use the first tfaxts to filter the input
data for applicable spatiotemporal regions ($ed. 2.2)enthié quantitieg, o, andL
quantifying the remaining stylized facts constitute thieecia itself (Sections 21A-2.6).
In generalg, o, andL depend on the bottleneck strength which, therefore, nedois t
guantitatively defined as well (Séc. P.3).

2.1. Data Description

We assume that aggregated data for the fpand speed (arithmetic average) are
available from several detector cross sections at locatiorhe distance between two
adjacent detectors should not exceed about 2.5 km whictrgignis satisfied on rele-
vant freeway sections (i.e., sections wherdiirébreakdowns are observed regularly).
Usually, the flow and speed datg(, Qi;) of cross sectiomare available for each lane
(indexl) after each time interval (indety. With few exceptions, congested fiia is
“synchronized” between lanes, i.e., the average speed i@ea fpcation and time is
not significantly diferent across the lanes. We therefore use the following wexigh
averages as input for our calibration criteria:

1<
Vit = o ; Qi Vit 1)
wheren; is the number of mainroad lanes at locatioffhe total flow is given by

Qi = Z Qit- ()
=1



2.2. Filtering Spatiotemporal Regions

In order to determine the dynamic quantites-, andL from the input datdV;} it
is necessary to restrict the spatiotemporal range to regibactual congestions. From
the stylized facts above, we use the information that thendtn@am boundary of con-
gestions is either stationary at a bottleneck, or movingpaitonstant velocitgcong
Furthermore, internal structures move at nearly the saroeitae This leads to defin-
ing parallelogram-shaped regions for both isolated stup-go waves, and extended
congestions (cf. FigEl 4 afdl 3). The parallelogram is defassidllows:

e Two edges correspond to detector locations. The downsteshya is defined
by the detector that is nearest to the bottleneck (in upstré@ection). The
upstream edge is at the detector location where the wavés foegpturate. This
should includen > 3 detector cross sections. In the following, we will courd th
cross sections in the direction of the flow, i.e., the upstredge is located ad,
and the downstream edgexat

¢ The other two edges are angled such that, in the spatiotepoture, the waves
propagate parallel to these edges.

o The vertices X;, t°9 and (., t2"%) connected by the upstream edge are defined
such that the parallelogram has a maximum area subject toothdition that
there is no free tiidic inside:

beg & XNi— Xl)
t = max|t - , 3
1 i (I Ccong ®)
.~ X
e = mm(ti _ X l) =094 T (4)
| Ccong

Here,{; is the time where the aggregated speed time s&fjesf cross section
i drops below a critical speed, andf; is the time where it rises abowg. To
reduce the occurrence of false signals, the time seriesecambothed over time
scales of a few minutes just for this step. A valge= 70 knvh turned out to
give good results for freeways.

2.3. Quantifying the Bottleneck Strength

For extended congestions, the quantitiesr, and L depend on the bottleneck
strength. Therefore, this exogenous variable has to becteized by the measured
quantities as well. Theoretically, the bottleneck strarigitiefined by a local drop of the
capacity that is available for the mainroadi@(Schonhof and Helbing, 2007). How-
ever, this quantity is problematic to measure, particylafithe bottleneck includes
mergingdiverging trdfic (e.g., junctions, intersections, or lane closings). €fee,
we use as proxy the average vehicle speed at the detecteshaathe bottleneck,

oA
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Figure 3: Example of stationary detector data displayiregdévelopment of stop-and-go waves from station-
ary congested tfic near the bottleneck. (a) Reconstruction of the spatioteatgvolution of local vehicle
speeds using a dedicated reconstruction technique (Trefilad:,| 2010b). Also shown is a reconstructed
vehicle trajectory (black curve). (b) Speed-time seriethefreconstructed trajectory. (c) Speed-time series
according to Eq.[1). The locations of the respective detecare given by the black baselines, and the
speed (reference value 90 kmhis plotted relative to the baseline. The black paralleay encloses the
relevant spatiotemporal range defined in §ed. 2.2. (d) Reptation of the same data with a skewed time
axist’ =t — (X = X1)/Ceong With x; = 473 km andceong = =16 kny/h.

At this location, the oscillations inside extended jams mreimal (Stylized Fact 4)
makingV a well-defined quantity. In order to plot the characterigti@antities of iso-

lated stop-and-go waves into the same diagram, such ds Kig.defineV as the speed
outsideof the wave, for this case.

2.4. Propagation Velocity
The propagation velocitg can be calculated by maximizing the sum of cross-
correlation functions of speed time series of detectoisgaif} in the congested region
(at positionsg andx;, respectively), with respect to the velocityCoifman and Wang,
2005; Zielke et al., 2008):
)

c=arg ng/axzi: ,Z.: Corr[VI (1), Vj (t +
where the continuous-in-time functidf(t) is defined by a piecewise linear interpola-
tion of the detector time seridg;. Stylized Fact 3 suggests that the values b€ in

a very small range which is confirmed by Fig. 5(d). This makgmossible to define
the spatiotemporal region using the a-priori estin@tgy without danger of circular
reasoning. When selecting spatiotemporal regions of fatéat, Eq. [6) can be used
to determine the propagation velocity of perturbationgéeftrdfic (data points at the
upper right corner of Fig.]5(d)).

X;

(6)

CI



2.5. Growth rate

The average spatial growth rateof perturbations is defined in terms of the slope
of the linear regression of the logarithm of the amplitude,

i X In A = nxIn Al

Zi% - nx’ )

o=

where the amplitudéy is approximated by the standard deviation of the speed time
seriesVy inside the parallelogram. Of course,is only a rough approximation of the
true growth rate. Particularly; i5 influenced by non-collective fluctuations caused by
random noise and driver-vehicle heterogeneity as well asalyration fects, partic-
ularly, if the spatiotemporal region is not defined cargfulioth dfects systematically
decrease the estimated growth rate but do not invalidatviagll picture. However, it
is essential to calculate the simulated quantities usiagthxthe same measuring and
estimation procedures.

Once the spatial growth rate is known, the temporal growtthisagiven by

o =Ca. (8)
Notice that, in generadr is negative, and- positive.

2.6. Wavelength

The average period of the oscillations of extended congestions is given by the
position of the first nontrivial peak of the autocorrelatimmctions of detector time
series inside the parallelogram. In some cases, waves rdargeg their propagation
such that the period and the wavelength increases with siterdie from the bottleneck.
We therefore define at a certain development stage, namely at the limit of shtura

T=arg maoxCorr[Vl(t),Vl(t +1')]. 9)

In analogy to Eq[{B), the associated wavelength is given by

L = o (10)

3. Application to Freeway Data

The characteristic quantities defined in the previous eediave been calculated
for about 30 instances of fific congestions observed on a section of the German free-
way A5-South near Frankfurt for April and May 2001. Imagestaf corresponding
spatiotemporal speed fields can be vieweghat. traffic-states.com (cf. Fig.[2
for a screenshot). Not all of the more than 60 jams observéteisouthern direction
in this time period are suited for the analysis: Localizedgamust be moving (filter
criterion “MLC"), and extended jams must exhibit distinaiodlating structures (filter
criteria “OCT” or “TSG"). Additionally, they must be sliciently extended such that
the parallelogram includes at least three cross sectiosgach cross section records
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Figure 4: Stationary detector data displaying the evatutibisolated stop-and-go waves caused by a weak
bottleneck located at about 487.5km. (a) The spatiotenhppeed field, (b) the time series, and (c) the
time series with skewed time axis are derived from the data B&y.[3. The parameters of the skewed time
transformatiort’ = t — (X — X1)/Ccong @re given byx; = 483 km andceong = —16 knv/h.
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Figure 5: Characteristic properties of the propagationesfybations in congested fiig. (a) Growth rate
o, (b) wavelength_, and (c) propagation velocity, as a function of the average spéédharacterizing the
bottleneck strength.
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Figure 6: Speed-time series of several detectors on the U&idam freeway OR 217 (Zielke etlal., 2008).
Shown are deviations (oscillating curves) from the avesggeed (horizontal baselines). The detector spac-
ings are proportional to the spacings of the baselines. Algwwn is the time period/&r in which the
amplitudes of each wave increase by a factoe. of

at least three oscillations. While oscillating structuaes observed for most of the
cases except for very strong or weak bottlenecks (filteegat'HCT” and “HST", re-
spectively), nearly 50 % of the remaining candidates do ati$fy the minimum size
criteria.

Figure[® displays the main result which can be used not onlgdbbration pur-
poses, but also for understanding theéttcadynamics in general. Part (a) of this figure
shows the growth rate of the moving structures inside exdrabngestions (points
for V below 70 knih), the growth rate of isolated stop-and-go waves (MLC, fghtr
corner), and, for comparison, the growth rate of some mosingtures in free tiféic.
For congested tffic, the growth rate is generally positive, apart for very lorgrage
velocitiesV corresponding to extended congestions behind strongbettks (usually
accident-caused lane closures, selected in the databa$e loyiterium “accident”).
This positive growth rate can be directly experienced byditieer (or alternatively ob-
tained from floating-car data) as shown in [Eilg. 3(b): Wherragghing the bottleneck,
the experienced velocity oscillations apparently dea@é@asmplitude with the growth
rate

OFC = VFca'. (11)
They have the apparent period
TFC = T(Ll_) (12)
cl + Vec

whereVec is the average speed of the floating car.

Figurd®(b) shows that the wavelength decreases with isicrgaottleneck strength,
but always remains above 1 km. Finally, Eig 5(c) confirms thatpropagation veloc-
ity is nearly constant (in the rangel 7 km/h to —16 km/h for extended jams and about
—18knvh for isolated moving waves).

The analysis quantitatively confirms the stylized factsspre¢ed in Sed.]2. Par-
ticularly, there is no empirical evidence against the exisé of linear instabilities in
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Figure 7: Examples of simulated virtual detector data basesimulations with the Intelligent Driver Model
for a permanent bottleneck (plots a and b), and the Humarebklodel with a temporary bottleneck (c, d).
The simulated data aggregation (time intervals of 1 mind, the transformations to display the data are the
same as for the empirical data in Fig. 3.

congested tiffic. This is also confirmed by data from other freeways in séwenan-
tries, although there are quantitative deviations (thiacdy, is the basis for calibrating
the models). As an example, Fig. 6 taken from Zielke et al0&®&hows speed time
series which are suitable for the present analysis. Thethrate is comparable to the
A5 data while the propagation velocity~ —20 km/h has a somewhat higher absolute

value (Zielke et al., 2008) .

4. A First Test of Traffic Flow Models

In this section, we will show how the results can be appliedaibrating the dy-
namic aspects of tfac flow models by testing the Intelligent-Driver Model (IDM)
(Treiber et al.| 2000) and the Human Driver Model (HDM) (T et al., 2006a) on
the extended congestion shown in [Eig. 3. Both models aret¢onénuous car-following
models, but the calibration procedures can be applied ddowdiscrete-in-time mod-
els, cellular automata and to macroscopic models.

In the simulations, the bottleneck is represented by araompr The on-ramp flow,
i.e., the bottleneck strength, is chosen such that the gsearalocityV near the bot-
tleneck, Eq[D, is consistent with the data. tA+ 70 min, the bottleneck is reduced
resulting in a moving downstream front of the congestiomtdritimes (this has no in-
fluence on the calibration results). Virtual detectors argtpned every kilometer, and
vehicle passage times and speeds are aggregated in ontmbeuvals, in analogy to
the data sampling at the real detectors. The result is gisplm Fig[T.
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Figure 8: A moving bottleneck filtered from the image data@bass.traffic-states.com: Validating a
model with data it most probably has never seen before.

The criteria for the actual calibration and assessmenthar@itopagation velocity
¢, wavelengthL (or periodr), and growth rater. They are calculated from the virtual
detector data with exactly the same scheme that has beerfiaugbd real data. Since
the speed/, i.e., the bottleneck strength, is fixed, there are no degré&eedom by
manipulating the bottleneck. A comparison with the empirigaluesooys = 5h?,
Cobs = —17 kmyh, andrqeps = 10 min (cf. Fig[B) gives a first impression of the dis-
criminative power of the proposed calibration and testirgghmad: The empirical prop-
agation velocityc agrees with both models. However, for the IDM simulatiorg th
periodrpy = 6 min of the waves is too short, and the growth ratgy ~ 10h?
(calculated using the detectors at 0, 1, and 2 km) is too higjturns out that this
cannot be improved significantly by changing the model patars, i.e., calibrating
the model. For the HDM simulation, the periedom = 8 min deviates less, and the
growth rateoppy ~ 5ht is consistent with the data. Since, in contrast to the IDM, th
HDM includes explicit reaction times and multi-anticipati(the drivers take into ac-
count multiple leaders), this may mean that both aspectssmential for a quantitative
modelling. However, it is too early to draw definitive consilins.

5. Discussion and Outlook

In conclusion, we propose three aspects dfitanstabilities that are accessible to
a systematic and quantitative test of model predictionwéeelength, the propagation
velocity, and the growth rate. Since all properties are fions of the average velocity
indicating the bottleneck strength, there should be endniglit for a discriminative
testing of models. All quantities are defined in terms of mated schemes enabling
the systematic investigation of large-scale data basesa fist step, it is planned to
investigate the complete database displayedat traffic-states.comcontaining
more than 400 instances of congestions.

The database contains also some unusual patterns to wigicithieme of Sef] 2
can be easily generalized and which may be used to validatprédictive power of
models calibrated to the more conventional patterns dészisbove. For example,
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there are some searchable instances of “moving bottleh@eiks[8), possibly caused
by very slow special transports or obstructions due to “mgvioad works” (such as
mowing the median lawn).

We notice that all proposed quantities for calibrating agstihg relate to existing
congestions. Due to the stochastic nature of the pertarmgventually leading to a
breakdown, predictions for an actual breakdown are nenbssestricted to a proba-
bilistic level (Elefteriadou et al., 1995; Brilon etlal., @%).

It must be emphasized that calibrations based on microsapmntities such as
the diference between measured and simulated gaps are stronghmicdd by un-
predictable intra- and inter-driver variations (Ossen 22807;| Kesting and Treiber,
2008) resulting in little discriminative power (Brockfedd al.,l 2004} Ranijitkar et al.,
2004;| Ossen and Hoogendaarn, 2005; Punzo and Simanellg)208owever, when
calibrating against integrated quantities such as theeliray time (Brockfeld et al.,
2003), important aspects such as accelerations or the niespef oscillations are av-
eraged away resulting in reduced discriminative power dis imecontrast, the schemes
proposed here probe the fita dynamics on the intermediate scale of individual oscil-
lations which is of the order of one kilometer and a few misut&ince we probe
on collective phenomena, inter- and intra-driver variéibs should only play a minor
role. However, the scale is ficiently microscopic to retain accelerations. We there-
fore expect that the proposed schemes can be applied toea batt more discrim-
inative benchmarking of microscopic and macroscopic moddth respect to tiéc
instabilities. This is the topic of ongoing work.
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