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Abstract

We present a multilane traffic model based on balance laws, where the nonlocal source
term is used to describe the lane changing rate. The modelling framework includes the
consideration of local and nonlocal flux functions. Based on a Godunov type numerical
scheme, we provide BV estimates and a discrete entropy inequality. Together with the L-
contractivity property, we prove existence and uniqueness of weak solutions. Numerical
examples show the nonlocal impact compared to local flux functions and local sources.
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1 Introduction

The progress in autonomous driving brings new challenges for the modelling of traffic flow.
Classical approaches such as the well-established Lighthill-Whitham-Richards (LWR) model
[25, 26] have been recently extended to include more information on the surrounding traffic,
see for example [3], 14 [17) 20} 27]. Therefore, we distinguish between local traffic flow models
governed by conservation laws, where the fundamental diagram gives the relation between
flux and density, and nonlocal models with flux functions depending on an integral evaluation
of the density or velocity through a convolution product. In case of autonomous vehicles the
nonlocal models allow for an interpretation as the connection radius.

Nonlocal traffic flow models have been introduced in [3] and since then have been studied
regarding existence and well-posedness, e.g. [7) (14, 20], numerical schemes [3| 4 [13], 14} 17],
convergence to local conservation laws e.g. [22] (even if this question is still an open research
problem), microscopic modelling approaches [5, 10, [16] 27], second order models [5], multi-
class models [§], time delay models [21] and network formulations [6, [10].

The aim of this paper is to study a multilane model with local and nonlocal flux combined
with a source term that also incorporates a nonlocality. Here, the nonlocal source term
describes the lane changing rate depending on a (nonlinear) evaluation of the velocity. In this
context, we refer to [11], where a nonlocal source term is used to describe the lane change.
However, the modelling of our source term is inspired by [19]. We would also like to mention
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that a similar multilane model with nonlocal flux and source has been recently introduced
in [2]. Therein, well-posedness and uniqueness are proven based on Banach’s fixed point
theorem using the method of characteristics. In contrast to the contributions [2] 11} 19],
we do not investigate the model on the continuous description and present a Godunov type
numerical scheme instead that can be used to show existence and uniqueness of approximate
solutions.

From a modelling point of view, the key differences to [2] are that the nonlocal terms in
the flux and in the source do not have necessarily the same kernels. More precisely, in [2] only
forward looking and decreasing kernels can be considered within the convolution product. It
seems that our approach is more flexible, since also back- and forward looking kernels can be
considered.

The paper is organised as follows: In Section [2] we present the model with local flux and
nonlocal source, while in Section [l the Godunov type discretization is addressed to show the
existence of a solution to the model as the limit of a sequence of approximate solutions. The
uniqueness result is then discussed in Section @l The extension to the model with nonlocal
flux and source is given in Section Bl with particular focus on differences to the model with
local flux only. In Section [ a collection of numerical experiments is carried out.

2 A multilane model with nonlocal source term

In [19] the authors exploit the traditional LWR model to study vehicular traffic on a road
with multiple lanes. The key feature of the model in [19] is that drivers tend to change to a
neighbouring lane proportionally to the difference in the (local) velocity between the lanes.

However, as it is already well known, the use of nonlocal terms may lead to other dynamical
behaviour, see e.g. [3]. In this paper, we aim to extend the multilane model [19] to account
for a nonlocal evaluation of the velocity influencing the lane changing rate. The idea is that
at position x the flow between neighbouring lanes is governed by the difference in the velocity
evaluated on the average density around position z, e.g. on the interval [z — v,z + v], v > 0.
This modelling hypothesis is motivated by a feature typical of drivers behaviour: when driving
on a multilane road, at the moment of changing lane, the driver checks what is happening
behind and in front of him/her, both on his/her lane and on the neighbouring one(s).

Recall the model introduced in [19] for a road with M lanes:

O+ 0z (pjvi(pj)) = Sj—1(pj-1,p1) — Si(pj pj+1) J=1,..., M,
pj(o’x):pm](x) jzl,""Ma
with
Pj if vj11(pj+1) = vi(p5),
Si(pj, pia1) = K (vjsa(pj) —vilp)) 7 70 o
pi+1  if vjpa(pj1) < wvilp)),
and the boundary conditions

So(po, p1) = Sm(par, prrs1) =0,

K being a dimensional constant (1/m). The modelling idea behind the term S;(p;, pj+1) lies
in the assumption that drivers prefer to be in the faster lane, and that the lane changing rate
is proportional to the difference in the (local) velocity.



In contrast, our modelling approach accounts for a nonlocal evaluation of the velocity influenc-
ing the lane changing rate. Therefore, we introduce a kernel function w, € CO([-v,v],R,),
with v > 0 and [ w,(2) dz = 1, and define the flow from lane j to lane j + 1 as follows: for
j=1,....M—1

Sj(pj, pj+1, Ry, Rjt1)

K (o (Bonn) — oi(Ro)y P (= pir1) i v (Rye) 2 v5(Ry),
= KBy = v (R)) {pj+1 (L=pj)  ifvip(Rim) <vi(Ry),
= K | @1 (Ry1) = 0 (R 9 (1= pj1) = (Wi (Rys1) = 0 (R) ™ py (1= 93]

with  R; = R;(t,x) = (p;(t) * wy) (), (2.2)

(2.1)

where (s)T = max{s,0}, (s)” = —min{s,0}. Conversely, the flow from lane j + 1 to lane j
equals —S;(pj, pj+1, Rj, Rj+1). Here, K is still a dimensional constant (1/m). For simplicity,
in the following time and space are scaled so that K = 1. The model we study is thus

Opj + 0z (pjvi(pj)) = Si—1(pj—1,pj, Rj—1, Rj) — Si(pj, pj+1, Rjy Rjy1) j=1,..., M,

pi(0,2) = poj(x) j=1,..., M,
(2.3)
with boundary conditions
So(po, p1, Ro, R1) = Sn(par, prr+1, R, Ryvr1) = 0. (2.4)

The meaning of the source term defined by (2.I)) is the following: similarly to the model
studied in [19], the lane changing rate is proportional to the difference in the velocity between
two adjacent lanes, but the velocities are now evaluated nonlocally, i.e. in a neighbourhood
of the current position. Moreover, this rate is now proportional also to the density in the
receiving lane, meaning that, if that lane is crowded, only a few vehicles can actually change
lane. We remark that including this latter factor allows to prove the invariance of the set
[0, 1]M for model ([Z.3)), see Section [B.Il We emphasize that this is not necessary for the local
model [19].

In a next step, we define a weak solution to (23] and present the key result of this paper
for the existence and uniqueness of the solution. As in [I9], we assume that the velocity
functions v; are strictly decreasing, positive and scaled such that v;(1) =0,7=1,..., M. For
simplicity, space and time are scaled so that K = 1. We assume that each map f;j(u) = uv;(u)
admits a unique global maximum in the interval [0,1] attained at u = v;.

Definition 2.1. Let p,; € (L' N BV)(R;[0,1]), for j = 1,...,M. We say that p; €
CO([0, T]; LY (R; [0, 1])), with p;(t,-) € BV(R;[0,1]) fort € [0, T] is a weak solution to (2.3))
with initial datum p, ; if for any ¢ € CL([0, T[><IR7 R) and forallj=1,...,.M

T
/O/R<pj Ave + pjvi(pg) Oep + (Sj-1(pj—1, pjs Rj—1, Rj) — Sj(pj, pj+1, Ry, Rj41)) @)dwdt

—i—/,ow' ©(0,x)dz =0,
R



with S; as in @1) and R; = R;(t,z) = (p;(t) *wy) (z). The solution p; is an entropy
solution if for any ¢ € CL([0, T[xR;R), for all convex entropy-entropy flux pairs (n,q) and
forallj=1,.... M

T
/ /(n(pj)3t<p+q(pj)3x<p) dwdt+/77(po,j)<p(07x)dm
0 R R

T
> /0 /RU/(pj) (Sj(pj7pj+17Rj7Rj+1) - Sj—l(pj—17pj7Rj_1,Rj)) <pdm det.

In the following it will be convenient to use the notation p = (p1,...,par) to denote the
vector of component p;, j = 1,..., M. The initial datum to problem (23] is then p,,.

Theorem 2.2. Let p, € (L NBV)(R;[0,1]M). Then, for all T > 0, problem 23) has a
unique solution p € CO([0,T]; LY (R;[0,1]M)) in the sense of Definition [Z1. Moreover, the
following estimates hold: for any t € [0,T]

M
Hp(t)HLl(R) = Z Hpj(t)HLl(R) = HpoHLl(R)7
j=1

forj=1,...,M: 0<ptz) <1,
M M

STV (pi(1) < SOTV (pjo)-
J=1 j=1

Existence of solutions to problem (23)) is ensured by the convergence of a sequence of
approximate solutions, constructed through a Godunov scheme, see Section Uniqueness
follows from the L!-contractivty property for the whole solution to (23], see Section @ The
L' and L*> bounds follow from the convergence of the scheme, while the total variation bound
is a consequence of the L!-contractivity, see Corollary

3 Numerical discretization: a Godunov type scheme

To prove several properties of the model (23]) and in particular Theorem [2.2] we introduce
a uniform space mesh of width Az and a time step At, subject to a CFL condition to be
detailed later on. For any k € Z denote the centre of the k-th cell by z; and its interfaces by

Tk+1/2°
1
T = <k‘ + 5) Az, Tp_1/2 = kAx.

Set Ny = |T/At| and define the time mesh as t" = nAt, n = 0,...,Np. Set A = At/Axz.
The initial data are approximated as follows: for j =1,..., M and k € Z,

0 1 Trt1/2
Pik = Ay /x Po,j(z) dz .

k—1/2
We construct an approximate solution pa to (2.3]) as follows: for j =1,..., M set
t € [t _ n=0,...,Np—1,
piat,x) = pfy  for with (3.1)
T € [Tp_1/2; Tht1/2]; ke Z.



The approximate solution p, is obtained via a Godunov type scheme together with operator
splitting, to account for the source terms, see Algorithm [3.11

Algorithm 3.1.
Fj(u,w) = min {fj (minf{u, 9;}) , f; (max{w, 19]-})} j=1...,.M (3.2)

form=0,...,Npr—1:
forj=1,...,.M and k € Z:

+1/2
sz 2= P?,k - A {Fj(p?,ka P?,kﬂ) - F}‘(P?,qu P;Lk)} (3.3)
+1 _ n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2
Pie = Pig T AES (o e R I Ry ) (3.4)
+1/2 +1/2 +1/2 +1/2 ’
= AtSi(ppy i B R

Above, R?:UQ, for j =1,....,.M, k € Z and n = 0,..., Ny — 1, denotes the discrete
convolution operator, which is defined in the Lemma below.

Lemma 3.2. Let w, € C°([—v,v];Ry) be such that [, w, = 1. Define the set

inf spt w, sup spt wy
=<{heZ: |— | <h<|———~| -1 .

x T

and for all h € H set
LThi1/2
Yh ::/ wy(y —z)dy.

h—1/2
Givenr(x) =ry, X[:kalm :vk+1/2](x)’ with ry, € [0,1] and k € Z, the discrete convolution operator

defined for all k € Z as

Ri =Y Wnrkint (3.6)
heH
satisfies the following properties:
Ry, € 10,1] for all k € Z, (3.7)
Z [Rg41 — Ri| < Z [Pkt1 — 7. (3.8)
keZ keZ

(z), with 7, € [0,1] and k € Z, and Ry, defined accordingly

SR = B <X I -7l (3.9)

kEZ keZ

Given 7(x) = T X

to [B4), then

[xk—l/vak+1/2]

Proof. 1t is immediate to see that v, € [0,1] for all h € H, due to the properties of w,,.
Hence, for all k € Z, we clearly have R > 0 and

Ry =) mrhinit < Z’YhZ/ wy(y —x)dy =1,

hEH heM Sptwy

since each 7y, € [0,1].



Pass now to (B.8]): rearranging the indexes yields

D IRy — Bl < 0D lrknie = rkrnil

keZ kEZ heH
= [ Do | Do ks =kl =D Iren — 7l
heH keZ keZ
The proof of (3.9)) is entirely analogous. O

Remark 3.3. According to the support of the kernel function w,, the discrete convolution
operator defined by [B.8) has one of the following two forms:

e Forward looking kernel: if sptw, C [0,v], then H = [0, || — 1], so that

lv/Az]—1
+1/2 +1/2
Ry, = Z Th 'O;'L,k‘+éz+1’ (3.10)
h=0

e Back- and forward looking kernel: if sptw, C [-v,v], H = [-|&], || —1], so

that
+1/2 /el +1/2
Riy = D s (3.11)
h=—|v/Ax|

3.1 Invariance of the set [0, 1]

Under a suitable CFL condition, if each component of the initial datum takes values in
the interval [0, 1], then also the components of the approximate solution constructed via
Algorithm [B.1] attain values in the same interval [0, 1]: the set [0,1]" is thus invariant for

problem (2.3).
Lemma 3.4. Let p, € L>=(R;[0,1]). Assume that

AV < % (3.12)
where
V = [[vlcro,;rr) = Vinax + Vinax: (3.13)
Vinax = [[vllco(po,;rar) = Py, H”J’HLoo([o,u;R)’ (3.14)
Vinax = HU’HCO([OJ];RM) =AMy ‘ v Lo (0] )’ (3.15)

Then, for allt > 0 and x € R, the piece-wise constant approximate solution pa constructed
through Algorithm [31) attains value in the set [0,1]M, i.e.

0<pjalt,z) <1 forallj=1,..., M.



Proof. The proof is done by induction and follows the idea of the proof of [I5, Lemma 2.2].
Assume that pa(t,x) € [0,1]7 for all z € R and ¢ < t"*!. In particular, 0 < Pip < 1 for
j=1,...,M and all k € Z. Consider the convective step (B3] of Algorithm B3It the Godunov

type scheme preserves the invariance of the set [0,1]M, i.e. 0 < pz;:l/Q <lforj=1,....M
and all k € Z, see [12] Proposition 3.1 (b)].

Now focus on the relaxation step (B.4]), taking care of the source term. Without loss of
generality, we may fix j = 2, so to have contributions from both the preceding and the
subsequent lanes. Omitting the index n + 1/2 to improve readability, by ([B.3]) and 2.1]), we
get

PS,JIQI = pak + At S1(p1k, p2,k, Rik, Rop) — At Sa(pak, p3k, Ro iy Ra k) (3.16)
= p2k + At [(Uz(Rzk) — 1 (Bip)) " ok = pag) — (v2(Ro) — vi(Rip))” pog(l — P1,k)}
— At [(vs(Rs,k) —va(Rop)) " P21 — p3se) — (v3(Rap) — va(Rag)) pai(l — P2,k)] -
There are four possibilities, according to the signs of the differences in the velocity:
v2(Ra ) > vi(Rig) | va(Rox) < v1(Rik)

vo(Ra k) Case A Case B
v2(Ra k) Case C Case D

Y

v3(R3 1)
v3(R3.k)

We analyse them in detail below. Observe first that the following facts hold true:

A

(i) Whenever vo(Ry ) > vj(Rjk), j,£ € {1,...,M}, j # £, then
1—-At (Ug(Rg,k) - Uj(Rj,k)) Pjk > 0.
Indeed, thanks to the CFL condition (3.12)) and to the fact that Az < 1, we have

1-— At Ug(R&k) Pjk+ At Uj(Rj7k) Pik = 1-— At Ug(Rg,k) Pik = 1 — At Viyax > 0.

(ii) Whenever vj1(Rj111) < vj(Rjx) and vj(R;x) > vj—1(Rj—1k), j € {2,...,M — 1},
then

1—At [(Uj(ijk) —vj—1(Rj-1) pj—1k — (vir1(Rjs1) — vi(Rjr)) Pj+17k} > 0.

Indeed, thanks to the CFL condition (B.12)), to the fact that Az < 1 and that p;; < 1,
we have

1—At [(Uj(Rj,k) —vj—1(Rj—1k)) i1k — (vj+1(Rjp1k) — vj(Rjk)) Pj+1,k}
1— At [vj(Rjk) pj—1k + 0j(Rjk) pjs1k)

1-2At Uj(Rj,k)

1= 2At Vipay > 0.

(AVAR VALV,

The properties above will be used in order to exploit the following elementary inequality:

0<p<1l and A>0 = pA<A.



Case A. Here (3.10) reads
pitt = pak + At (va(Rok) — vi(Rag)) prr(l — pog) — At (v3(Rsx) — va2(Rag)) p2ir(l— ps)-
Thus, aiming for the bound from above, thanks to @ and since 0 < pg i < 1, we get

PQII < pai + At (v2(Rok) — v1(Rik)) pre(l— p2)

= pa <1 — At (v2(Ro) — v1(Rik)) p1,k> + At (v2(Ro ) — vi(Rik)) p1k

< 1— At (v2(Rag) — vi(Rig)) pri + At (v2(Rak) — vi(Rik)) pik
=1.

Pass now to the positivity: thanks to @ we obtain

port > pak — At (v3(Rak) — va(Rak)) p2r(l— psr)

> pog — At (v3(Rs ) — va(Rok)) pok
> 0.

Case B. In this case ([B.10) reads

ng = pas + At (v2(Roy) — vi(Rig)) pok(l — pri) — At (vs(Rs ) — v2(Rag)) p2k(l — p3)-

Since va(Rg ;) —v1(R1x) < 0 and v3(Rs 1) —va(Rox) > 0, it is immediate to prove that pj t <

p;’zl/ 2 and thus pgj,;l is bounded by 1 from above. Moreover, by the CFL condition (B:12]),
phkl > pak + At [(02(32,10 —v1(Rik)) poi — (vs(Rak) — va(Rag)) Pz,k]

> pok (1 — At (v1(Ryg) + U3(R3,k)))

> P27k(1 —2At Vmax)
> 0.

Case C. Here (B.I0]) reads

PS}QI = poj + At [(02(R2,k) —vi(Rik)) pre(l — poe) — (vs(Rs k) — va(Rok)) p3k(l — Pz,k)} -

The positivity of pg”lgl follows immediately, since va(Rak) — vi(Rix) > 0 and v3(Rsx) —

v2(Ra ) < 0. On the other hand, thanks to (1))

phEt = pok <1 - At <(U2(R2,k) —vi(Rik)) prk + (vs(Rs k) — va(Rok)) P3,k)>
+ At <(U2(R2,k) —vi(Rik)) prk — (vs(Rs k) — va(Rok)) ps,k)
<1-At <(UZ(R2,k) —v1(Rik)) prk + (v3(Rak) — va(Ra)) P3,k>

+ At <(U2(R2,k) —v1(Rik)) pri — (vs(Rak) — va(Rag)) ps,k)
< 1.



Case D. In this latter case (3.10]) reads

P%l = po) + At [(UQ(RQ,k) —v1(Rik)) p2i(1 — pr) — (v3(Rs ) — v2(Rak)) p3(l — pu)} :
By@, since 0 < pop < 1, we get
szl < poj — At (v3(Ra k) — v2(Rok)) pa(l — pak)
= P2,k <1 + At (v3(R3 ) — v2(Ro)) P3,k> — At (v3(R3 k) — v2(Rak)) p3i

1+ At (vs(Rs ) — v2(Rok)) psi — At (v3(Rs k) — va(Rak)) p3e

<
<1

The positivity of p"+1 follows from the CFL condition (3.12):

P;H;;l > poj + At (v2(Roe) — vi(Rik)) p2e(l — pr)
> P2k <1 + At (v2(Ra) — Ul(Rl,k)))

> pak (1 — At Ul(Rl,k))
> 0.

The proof is completed. O

3.2 Conservation of total mass

When considering an initial datum p, with finite total mass, that is Z] 1 HPOJ HLI < 400,

it is possible to prove that the corresponding solution preserves this norm. Clearly, because
of lane changing, the L'-norm is not preserved in each lane, but only in the whole.

Lemma 3.5. Let p, € LY(R;[0,1]M). Under the CFL condition [3.12)), the piece-wise con-
stant approzimate solution p constructed through Algorithm [31] preserves the Lt-norm, in
the sense that for allt >0

M M
HpA(t)HLl(R) = Z Hpij(t)HLl(]R) = Z HPOJHLl(R) = llPollra r)
P =1

Proof. The proof is done by induction. Since the Godunov type scheme (B.3]) is conserva-
tive [24, Chapter 13|, we have

M
Z‘ L1(R :Z ’poijLl(R)

The positivity of pn and the fact that the source terms sum up to 0 when considering the
relaxation step in (3.4) yields the thesis:

Z |

n+1/2‘

n+1‘

n+1/2‘

M
Ll(R):jzl‘p]

M
L1(R) - Z Hp07jHL1(R)
7=1



3.3 BV estimates

We first prove the Lipschitz continuity of the source term (Z1]) in each of its argument.

Lemma 3.6. For all j = 1,..., M, the map S; defined in [2.1)) is Lipschitz continuous in
each argument with Lipschitz constant

K = max{Vinax, 2 Viax s (3.17)
where Vipax and V!

o 0re defined in (B.14) and (BI0) respectively.

Proof. For j € {1,...,M — 1} we have

‘Sj(Pjapj+1aRjaRj+1) - Sj(ﬁj,ﬁjﬂ,ﬁj,ﬁjﬂ)‘

< [Sj(pss pjs1, Ry, Rjs1) = Sj(Bj, pj1s Rjs Ry (3.18)
+[85(ps, pa1s Rjs Rys1) = Sj(Bjs byt By, Ry (3.19)
+ ‘Sj(ﬁj,ﬁjJrl,Rj,RjJrl) - Sj(ﬁj,ﬁjJrl,Rj,RjJrl)‘ (3.20)
+ ‘Sj(ﬁwﬁjH,RpRjH) - Sj(ﬁj7ﬁj+l7Rj7Rj+l)‘- (3.21)

By the definition of the source term (2.1]) we have

(B.I8)] = ‘(W+1(Rj+1) = v (R) (1 = pj1)(pj — ) — (vj1(Rj11) — vi(R)))” pja(ps — pj)

< Vmax‘/)j - ﬁj‘,
[(BID] < Vinax|pjt1 — pj+1]-
Pass now to (3.:20):

(@20)] = ‘((Uj-l—l(Rj-i-l) — v (R;)" = (v (Rjs1) — Uj(Rj))+> (1 = pj+1)

- ((’Uj+1(Rj+1) —0j(Rj))” = (vj+1(Rjs1) — vi(R) ) pisa(1 = p;)] -

We distinguish the following cases:

v1(Ry1) 2 vi(R;) | vi(Rjt1) <v;(R;)

vj+1(Rj11) > vj(R;) Case A Case B

vj+1(Rjt1) < vj(Rj) Case C Case D

We analyse in detail cases A and B, the others being entirely similar.
Case A. We have

<V

max

[B.20)] =

(vj(f%j) _UJ(RJ)> pi(1 = pjt1) R; _Rj"

10



Case B. Add and subtract (vj11(Rji1) — vj(R;))pj41(1 — p;) inside the absolute value
in (3.20) to obtain

(B20)] = |(v(R) — vj(R))Fj+1(1 = 53) + (i1 (Rjp1) = 0 (B))(Bj1(1 = 5j) = pi(1 = pjsn))
< Vinax |1 — Rj‘ + (vj1(Rjg1) = v(R;))
< Vinax | — Rj‘ + (v (Ry) = vj(Ry))
<2V! .«

since vj11(Rjy1) < v;(R;) and |ﬁj+1 - ,6]" <1, with pj, pj+1 € [0,1].
Cases D and C are treated similarly to Case A and Case B, respectively. Therefore we

have B
(2] < 2 V| Ry — Ryl:
The term (B.2])) is treated analogously to (B.20), leading to
(@Z)] < 2 V| Ry = Ry
The proof is completed. U]

The Lipschitz continuity of the source term proved in Lemma is one of the key ingre-
dients in order to prove the following total variation bound on the numerical approximation.

Proposition 3.7 (BV estimate in space). Let p, € (L1 N BV)(R;[0,1]M). Assume that
the CFL condition [B12]) holds. Then, for n =0,..., Np — 1 the following estimate holds

M
S |phr = < W’CZZ‘WM a| =" ’CZTV (2). (3.22)

j=1kez j=1keZ

Proof. By B4, for j =1,..., M we have

n+1 n—+1
Pjk+1 ~ Pjk
_ n1/2 n+1/2
= Pik+1 ~ Pjk

n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2
+ At [Sj—l <pj71,k+1’pj,k+1 R e B ) —Sj1 <pj71,k Pik By By ﬂ

o nH+1/2 nt1/2 n+1/2 pn+1/2 o n+1/2 n+1/2 pnd1/2 pntl/2
— At [S] <Pj,k+1 ’pj+1,k+1’Rj,k+1 ’Rj+1,k+1 —5j Pik o Pir1k ’Rj,k ’Rj+1,k :

By the Lipschitz continuity of the maps in the source term, see Lemma[3.6] and the properties
of the discrete convolution operator, see Lemma [3.2] we obtain

M
141 +1
>3 |hih - |
j=1kezZ
M
<30+ aAR)|el - o +4Amzz\%f— Ry
j=1Ek€EZ j=1 ke

11



(1+8AtK) Z 'Ojk+1 Pk

=1k

n+1/2 n+1/2‘

Since the Godunov scheme used in ([B.2) is total variation diminishing [12] Proposition 3.1
()], we get

M M M
SN |entt =t < 8 A YN [ — o] < AN | = o

j=1keZ j=1keZ j=1keZ
(3.23)

which applied recursively yields the thesis. O

Proposition 3.8. Let p, € (L1 NBV)(R;[0,1]M). Assume that the CFL condition ([3.12)
holds. Then, forn=0,...,Np —1,

M
A”UZZ k=P < maxllPollLim + VD TV () | (3.24)
J=1kez j=1

with K as in BI1) and V as in (3I3).
Proof. Observe that

Pik —Pjk ‘—i_ n+1/2 g

n+1
— Pkl

p]k _p]k

We then estimate separately each term on the right hand side of the inequality above.
By the relaxation step ([8.4) we have

n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2
Si1 (o o P B R = 8 (A o R R |

n+1 n+1/2
= At Pit1k 1k

It is easy to see that the numerical source term S; (ZI)-(2.4) satisfies, for j =1,..., M,

+1/2  n+1/2 +1/2 +1/2 +1/2 +1/2
Sj < ;Lk / ?p?+1§€ ’R;ka / ’R.;':,l’é) < Vinax (p;lk / +,0?+1§€ > . (3.25)
Thus,
ot =y Zl/z‘ < At Vinax <P"+1/ 2202+ P?fllf) : (3.26)

By the convective step ([B.3]), since the numerical flux defined in (3:2)) is Lipschitz contin-
uous in both arguments with Lipschitz constant V ([B.13]), we have

<P] ko P k+1> F; <P?,k—1, P?k)
<AV (‘Pﬁ - P?,kq‘ + ‘P?,k+1 - PﬁD : (3.27)

Collecting together ([3.20) and (3:27) and exploiting Lemma [3.5 and Proposition B.7] yields
n+1

M M
2 :z : n+1/2

Ax p]k p?,k = max 4‘ pj HLl(R) +2Atv E E ‘p?,k _p?,kfl‘
j=1keZ Jj=1keZ j=1keZ

n+1/2

Pik— Pik| = A

M
<2At 2VmaX”poHL1(R) + VegtnKZTV (P?)
j=1
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Using the estimates provided by Propositions B.7 and B.8, we obtain the following BV
estimate in space and time.

Corollary 3.9 (BV estimate in space and time). Let p, € (L'NBV)(R; [0, 1]M). Assume
that the CFL condition 8.12) holds. Then, for allm = 1,..., Np, the following estimate holds

S S5 (g -]+ el )

m=0 j=1 keZ

M
< n At Stk 2V +1) Z p] +4VmaXZHp0JHL1(R)
j=1 7=1

3.4 Discrete entropy inequality

We derive a discrete entropy inequality for the approximate solution p constructed through
Algorithm Bl The proof is entirely similar to [I5, Lemma 2.7], with the simplification that
now the flux does not depend on the spatial variable.

Define, for each ¢ € [0,1] and j =1,..., M, the Kruzkov numerical entropy flux as

Fi(u,w) = Fij(uVe,wVe) = Fij(uhe,wAc),
where a V b = max{a, b} and a A b = min{a, b}.

Lemma 3.10. Let p, € (L' N BV)(R;[0,1]M). Assume that the CFL condition [B.12)
holds. Then, the approximate solution pa constructed by Algorithm[31] satisfies the following
discrete entropy inequality: for oll j = 1,..., M, for k € Z, forn =0,...,Np — 1 and for
any c € [0,1],

P - c INCAC N EE AN
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
—At sgn <p"+1 c) <Sj_1 <p?jlé€ ,p?jg / 7R;‘L:L1,ég ,RZZ / > (3.28)
+1/2  nt+1/2 pntl/2 pntl/2
=5 (p;‘l,k Py By T Ry )) < 0.

3.5 Convergence

The results obtained in the preceding sections, namely Lemma [3.4] for the invariance of the
set [0,1]™ and Corollary for the total variation bound in space and time, allow to apply
Helly’s compactness theorem, which ensures the existence of a subsequence of pp converging
in L! to a function p € L>®([0,7] x R; [0, 1]M), with the additional property of preserving the
initial mass, that is Hp(t)HLl(R) = ||pollp1(ry for t € [0,T]. Moreover, Proposition 3.8 and in
particular formula ([B:24]), imply that p € C°([0, T]; L (R; [0, 1]M)).

The limit function p is a solution to problem (2.3)) in the sense of Definition 2Tl Indeed,
the weak formulation, i.e. the integral equality in the first part of Definition 2.1 follows from
a Lax—Wendroff type calculation [24, Theorem 12.1], and the presence of the source terms
does not add any difficulty in the proof.

Concerning the entropy inequality in the second part of Definition 2], rather standard
computations starting from the discrete entropy inequality in Lemma [B.10] yield the desired
result.
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4 Uniqueness of solutions: L! contractivity

As for the local model [19], the special form of the source terms implies the L!-contractivity
of the solution to (2.3). In particular, this results guarantees uniqueness of solutions to

problem (2.3)).

Theorem 4.1. Let p and m be two solutions to problem (2.3]) in the sense of Definition [2]],
with initial data p,, 7, € (L' NBV)(R;[0,1]M), respectively. Then, for a.e. t € [0,T],

M M
Z Hpj(t) - Wj(t)HLl(]R) < Z HPJ}O - ﬂijHLl(R)' (4.1)
j=1

J=1

Proof. The proof follows the idea of [19, Theorem 3.3], with the main difference that now
the source terms are nonlocal functions of the solution. We recall the proof briefly for com-
pleteness, focusing mainly on those parts where the nonlocality comes in.

Kruzkov doubling of variables techniques, together with the fact that p and 7 are solutions

to (Z3)), yields, for 7 € [0,7] and for any j =1,..., M,
+ +
[ i -m@) ar< [ (00 - m0)" da

. (4.2)
—i—/o /RH(pj —7;) (S(p, R, j) — S(m, P, j)) dedt,

where H is the Heaviside function,

S(u,U,j) = Sj—1(uj—1,u5,Uj—1,U;) — Sj(uj, ujr1, Uj, Ujt1),
Uj(t, z) = (u;(t) * w,)(z),
and we denote by U the vector of components U;, j = 1,..., M. It can be easily verified that
the map S;(u, w,U, W) defined in (ZIJ) is nondecreasing in the first and third variables and
nonincreasing in the second and fourth variables, thus 9,.5;, 0yS; > 0 and 0,,5;, Ow S; < 0.
Hence, if p; > 7;, clearly R; > P; and moreover
S(p7 R7]) - 8(777P73)
= Sj-1(pj-1,pj, Rj1, Rj) = Sj-1(mj1,7j, Pj1, Fj)
— Sj(pj pj+1, Rjs Rjgr) + Sj(mj, mja, Py, Piga)
< Sj1(pj—1,mj, Rj—1, Pj) — Sj—1(mj—1,7j, Pj—1, P;)
= Si(pjs pj+1: Bjs Rj1) + Sj(pj, mja1, Ry, Piga)
= 0uSj-1(0j-1,m), Rj1, P) (pj1 = mj1) + 0uSja(mjo1,mj, Tj—1, Py) (Rja = Pj1)
— 8wSi(pj, 011, Ry Rjt1) (pj1 — mir1) — OwSj(ps, oji1s Ry, Tiv1) (Rjy1 — Pjya)
+ + + +
< K (i1 = mim1) "+ (Rym = Pic) "+ (g1 = i) T+ (Bjga = Prn) ¥,
where 041 lies in the interval between pj+1 and 741, Tj+1 lies in the interval between R;4q
and Pj+; and the Lipschitz constant K of the map S; is as in (B.I7). Therefore

M M M
> H(pj—m;) (S(p, R, j) = S(m,P,j)) <2KY (pj —m)" +2K> (R — P)T. (4.3)
j=1 j=1 J=1

14



Observe that [p(g*w,)T(x)dz = [ gt (x) dz, thus, due to (BH), when integrating (3)) over
R we obtain

M
Z/H (S(p. R, j) — S(m, P, j)) dxﬁél/CjZl/R(pj—ﬂ'j)"_dx. (4.4)

Define
M
=17k
so that, collecting together (£.2)) and ([d4]), we get
o(r) < 6(0) +4/c/ O(t) dt
0

Gronwall’s inequality yields ©(t) < e**t©(0). If ©(0) = 0, that is p, () < 7 ;(7) a.e. in R
for all j, then ©(t) = 0 for ¢t > 0, that is p;(t,z) < 7;(t,z) a.e. in R for all j.

The proof of L1-contractivity is concluded by an application of the Crandall-Tartar lemma [18],
Lemma 2.13]. O

Following [19, Corollary 3.4], the Ll-contractivty of the solution proved in Theorem EI]
guarantees that the solution to problem (2.3)) satisfies some a priori estimates.

Corollary 4.2. Let p be a solution to problem (2.3)) in the sense of Definition 2.1, with initial
datum p, € (LY " BV)(R;[0,1]M). Then,

M—-1 M—
jz; “pj+1(t) _pj(t)HLl(R) S Z::
M M
DTV (pi(1) < DTV (pso) (4.6)
J=1 ]\:/[
2|

‘ijrlo P, OHLl(R (4-5)

M
ZHpj(t"‘h)_Pj(t)HLl(R) < ’PJ p]OHL1 (R)’ h € R. (4.7)
The proof relies solely on ([@1]), together with the enforced boundary conditions py(t,x) =

pl(t’x)’ Uo(u) = vl(u)’ pMJrl(t’x) = pM(t’x)’ UMJrl(u) = UM(U)
Notice that Corollary provides better estimates than those coming from the approxi-
mate solution built in Section Bl Compare in particular (48] to the total variation in space

provided by (3:22).

5 A multilane model with nonlocal flux and nonlocal source
term

In the following, we consider a modification of problem (2.3)) assuming additionally a nonlocal
velocity in the flux function. In particular, the treatment of the nonlocal flux in each lane is

15



inspired by [3]. The problem under consideration reads

Otpj + O <Pj vj (pj * wL)> = Si1(pj-1,p5, Rj—1, Rj) — Sj(pj, pjr1, Rj, Rj1) j=1,...,M,

pi(0,2) = po,j () j=1,...,M.
(5.1)
In order to have a well defined model, we only consider kernel functions such that sptw, C
[0, ¢], meaning that drivers adapt their speed to the downstream traffic. In addition, we assume
that the kernel w, € C*([0,¢]; R} ) is non-increasing, i.e. w] < 0, and, as usual [, w, = 1. The
convolution product is thus defined as

T+
Rj = Rj(t,x) = (p(t) xw,) () := / w,(y — x)p(t, y)dy. (5.2)

We remark that the additional assumptions on the kernel w, in the flux are not needed for the
kernel w, in the source term, see Section 2l Moreover, when considering both nonlocal flux
and nonlocal source, we underline that the kernels may differ. In the following, we denote the
convolution products in the source by R (2.2]) and those in the flux by R} (B2), to emphasize
the different kernels.

We underline that the kernel function w, appearing in the source can look either only
forward or both back- and forward, differently from the kernel function w, appearing in the
flux, which is assumed to be only forward-looking. As already mentioned in the introduction,
these are the key points in which the proposed model (5.1]) differs from the approach presented
in [2]. Therein, the uniqueness is only shown for the same nonlocality in the flux and source
term, such that both have to be forward looking with the same non-increasing kernel and
the same nonlocal range. So the model (5.I)) provides more flexibility in terms of modelling.
However, using the same non-increasing, forward looking kernel and nonlocal range, the
model (5.J]) fits into the framework proposed in [2, Definition 1.1, Assumption 2.2, Assumption
3.1]. We also note that in [2] the authors use a different technique to show existence and
uniqueness of solutions, which enables them to prove uniqueness without an entropy condition.

We proceed as in Section B We construct a sequence of approximate solutions to prob-
lem (B.I)) and prove its convergence. The approximate solution p, is defined as in ([B1]) and
it is constructed as in Algorithm B}, substituting the numerical flux in (3.2)) by

F(p} 1 RS = vi( RS o (5.3)

and the convective step ([B3.3) by
+1/2 : ,
P = o= N[ (0 R = By (s R ), (5.4)

where R /1 1s computed as in 4, and in particular as in ([B.I0), with w, instead of w,. Due
to the deﬁnltlon of the kernel w,, notice that the case (BII]) does not apply to the present
setting. Accordingly, we rename the discrete convolution appearing in the source, defined
by ([B8.6]), as RU 1412 The choice of the numerical flux (E3) follows from [8) [14].

We report belovv the definition of solution to problem (5.1]), analogous to Definition 2.1],
and then recall the main results, analogous to those in Section Bl Only those parts of the
proofs which are substantially different will be reported.
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Definition 5.1. Let p,; € (L' N BV)(R;[0,1]), for j = 1,...,M. We say that p; €
CO([0, T]; LY (R; [0, 1])), with p;(t,-) € BV(R;[0,1]) fort € [0 T] is a weak solution to (5.J)
with initial datum p, ; if for any ¢ € CL([0, T[xR;R) and for all j =1,..., M

T
/0 /R<Pj O+ p; Vi Oup + <Sj_1(pj_1,pj, Rj_y, Bj) = Sj(pj, pj+1, Rf RJH)) w) dzdt

—i—/,ow' ©(0,x)dz =0,
R

where Vj(t,x) = v; ((,oj(t) * W, ) (x)), Sj is as in 1) and RY = RY(t,z) = (p;(t) *wy) (z).
The solution p; is an entropy solution if for any ¢ € CL([0, T[xR;R..), for all k € R and for
allj=1,...,M

T
/ / {pj—n‘atcp—i-{pj—n“/}ax<p>dxdt+/R{po,j—ﬁ{@(O,m)dx

//Sgn = 8) (Sj(pj, pjs1s By, Rjv1) = Sj-1(pj—1. pj, Rj—1, Rj) + k0, V;) pdudt.

In the following, whenever we refer to the modified Algorithm we mean Algorithm B
with [B.2) and B3] substituted by (5.3]) and (5.4]), respectively. All the approximate solutions
appearing in the results below are constructed via this modified Algorithm.

Lemma 5.2. Let p, € L=(R;[0,1]M). Assume that the CFL condition [312) holds. Then,
for allt > 0 and x € R, the piece-wise constant approximate solution pa constructed through
the modified Algorithm attains value in the set [0,1]M, i.e.

0<pjalt,z) <1 forallj=1,..., M.

Proof. Since the CFL condition (3.12]) is more restrictive than that necessary for the con-
vergence of the Godunov type scheme, see [14, Theorem 3.1], the convective step (B3] still
preserves the invariance of the set [0,1]" and the rest of the proof of Lemma [34 can be
applied. O

Lemma still holds, since the modified Algorithm preserves the L!-norm.

Proposition 5.3 (BV estimate in space). Let p, € (L1 N BV)(R;[0,1]M). Assume that
the CFL condition [BI2l) holds. Then, for n =0,..., Np — 1 the following estimate holds

M M
> ‘P?,m - ﬂ?,k( (8K+u.(0 Z (5.5)

j=1keZ

Proof. The proof of Proposition B.7] can be easily adapted. We just have to replace esti-
mate ([B:23]), involving the convective step, since the scheme with the new numerical flux (53])
is not total variation diminishing. Following [14, Theorem 3.2] we obtain

M M
SN e = it = a8 At + Atw ) V) DD ol — ol

Jj=1kezZ j=1kezZ
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M:

‘pj k+1 — p] k‘
Jj=1keZ

which applied recursively yields the thesis. O

Proposition 5.4. Let p, € (L1 NBV)(R;[0,1]M). Assume that the CFL condition [3.12)
holds. Then, forn=0,...,Np —1,
n+1

M
AxY N ot = ol < 2 Vinax [P0l +Vet"<8’c+“’L°>">ZTV , (5.6)
j=1keZ j=1

with K as in BIT), V as in BI3) and Vipax as in (314).
Proof. Observe that

n+1 n+1/2

Pik — Pk ‘+ nH/Q

n+1

Pix — Pik| < — Pkl

We then estimate each term on the right hand side separately.
By the relaxation step ([3.4]) and the bound (B.25]) we have

n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2
Sj_1<p,+/ p,+/,Rjjljﬁ,R.”)—sj(p*/ P2 gt/ R,+/)

n+1 n+1/2 = At
- j_17k7 j?k ]7k j?k ’ ]+17k7 j?k ’ j+17k

Pk _pjk

n+1/2 n+1/2 n+1/2
< At Vinax (Pj_Lk + 2[) + pj+17k ) .

Therefore, thanks to Lemma

Awiz

j=1keZ

ot = o < a VmaXZ4(

n+1/2‘

M
L1(R) =4At Vmax ]Z:; Hpj,oHL1(R)- (57)

Exploiting the modified convective step (5.4]), since the numerical flux defined in (5.3)) is
Lipschitz continuous in both variables with Lipschitz constant V ([8.13]), we have

(p] k7R;:Z) - FJ <p‘;ik717Rj7k; 1)

<AV (\ﬂ?,k — P |+ | Ry - R}121D :

n+1/2

Pik Pk = AE

Hence, using also (B.8) and the total variation bound provided by Proposition [5.3] we get

M
Az Z S| = < p?,k—l‘ < 2A¢ Ve EFHe OV Ny (o),
j=1kez j=1keZ —
(5.8)
Collecting together (5.7)) and (5.8)) yields the thesis
M M
AmZZ P?;gl _pjk QVmaX”PoHLl(R + Vet BK+w.(0)V Z
j=1keZ =
]
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Proceeding as in Corollary B9, combining the results of Proposition [(5.3] and Proposi-
tion 5.4l we obtain a BV estimate in space and time.

Analogously to Section B4 a discrete entropy inequality could be derived also in the case
of nonlocal flux, see [I, Proposition 2.8]. Indeed, combining [14, Theorem 3.4] for the nonlocal
flux and Lemma [3I0 for the treatment of the source terms we get the following result.

Lemma 5.5. Let p € (L NBV)(R;[0,1]M). Let the CFL condition BI2) hold. Then the
approzimate solution pa constructed through the modified Algorithm satisfies the following
discrete entropy inequality: for oll j = 1,..., M, for k € Z, forn =0,...,Np — 1 and for

any c € [0, 1]
P??.:l ‘P]k—c +)\<9’70 (ij) P]k 1))
—At sgn (Pﬁgl - c) <Sg 1 (P;H%z’ﬂ?;lm RJV n;Lé/Z’ MH/Q)
=S5 (g R 5&*2/2 )
+Asgn <pﬁl c) c (vj (R?,Z—H > 0,
where RV Y2 nd R;”Z are defined accordingly to (3.6) and
Fi(u) = Gi(uV ) — Gi(u o), with Gj(pl) = P v; (R;z) .

The results described in Section hold analogously for the modified Algorithm, given
the bounds obtained in the present section: this ensures the existence of solutions to (5.1J).

Uniqueness of solution follows from the Lipschitz continuous dependence of the solution
on the initial data. Differently from Theorem H1] in the case of nonlocal flux function the
solution is not contractive in L1.

Theorem 5.6. Let p and m be two solutions to problem (B.1) in the sense of Definition [51],
with initial data p,, w, € (LYNBV)(R;[0,1]M) respectively. Assume v € C%([0,1],R). Then,
for a.e. t € 0,77,

M M
5 Iose) = mi@ley < € 3 s = ol e
j=1 =1

with C defined as in (B.16]).

Proof. The doubling of variables technique [23] allows to get the following estimate, see [9}
Lemma 4] for the treatment of the nonlocal flux, while the source terms are treated similarly
o [19] Theorem 3.3]: any j =1,..., M

)

/R{pj(T,x)—ﬂj(T,x){dmg /R{pj(O,m)—Wj(O,x)‘dx

+/0 /R(S(P,R”,j)—S(W,P”,j)\dxdt (5.9)
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+/T/

(91)]

v; (R) — vj(

P;)“ampj(t, 2)| dadt (5.10)

— 0,0 ;)“pj(t,x)\ dedt,  (5.11)

where for the source terms we use the notation introduced in the proof of Theorem [£.1] while
for the kernel we refer to (2.2]), emphasizing which kernel, w, or w,, is used. We remark that

0zp should be understood in the sense of measures.

To bound the term in (53), exploit the Lipschitz continuity of the map S; (ZI) in the

source term:

[ [

— S(m, P¥,j)|dadt < K / (o1 = -1 )| g gy

+2{|p;(t) L@ 05+ = T2 ()|
+ HR]_l(t) - t)HLl(R) +2“R?(t)_Pjy(t)‘L1(R)
"‘H&@l(ﬂ - Pfﬂ(t)‘ Ll(R)> dt.
Observe that for each 7 =1,..., M
HR;/(t) - Pjy(t)‘ L1(R) < Hpj(t) t)HLl(R)
since [ w, = 1. Therefore
M Moo
SIED) <463 [ o0 = 70 e - (5.12)
j=1 j=1
Concerning (5.10), note that
o (B)) = oy (P < i) |[3]| o 30) = O sy
thus
M
Z[(m) < wb maxZ/ TV p] Hpj t)HLl(R) dt
j=1

M
< w,(0) Vinax (Z sup TV (p;(t

=1 t€[0,7]

Pass now to (.I1]). Observe first that
1(t,2)] = [0 (ps(8) # w) (@)

T+t
/
= —/ pi(t,y) w,(x
X

[ ot yul) du
0

IN

20

) (Z/ s (t)

—y)dy +pi(t,z + 1) w, (1)

(5.13)
t)HLI(R) dt) .

= pj(t;x) w,(0)

+ Hpj(t)HLOO(]R) (w.(¢) +w,(0))



< s Oy [ Tt +0,0) 5 ,00))
s Oy (= [ w00+ 0,0))

= 2w,(0) [[ 0 ()| oo -

since the kernel w, is such that w] < 0. Hence,

(R) — 0zv;(F5)

Vi(RY) — vi(Py) v;(P)) j — Ou b
" 1 i
= [ - 3200 Il
T+
195 e o / (5 = pi) (t.y) wilw = y) dy + (o — ;) (b, + Jwi(o) = (pj = 77) (£, 2) w, (0)

"
I 11Les([0,1))

/

L N L N | IO R T

(t,x +1) + ((pj —wj)((t,x)> .

< (2 (w,(0))* ||v

/

L] M (‘(Pj )

Therefore, since the total mass is conserved and p;(t,x) € [0,1] forall j =1,...,M, t € [0,7]
and z € R by Lemma [5.2]

+ w,(0)

M
SIETD) < (2 (10))* Vil + Va0l 0y ) Doelliae / 4(8) = 75| gy At

j=1
+2w,(0 maXZ/ HPJ '(t)HLl(R) dt,

(5.14)

where
1/

V// |
I llLee (jo,1;R)

max = |17l co ([0,1;RM) =

M

-----

Collecting together (5.12),([E.13) and (5.14]) we obtain

M-
/l%{pj(T’x) - Trj(T’x)‘ dz < /I‘% ‘Pj(o,x) - Wj(oax)‘ dz +C jzl/o Hpj(t) - 7Tj(t)HLl(R) dt,

(5.15)
where
M
C:4K:+2wb( )Vrilax—i_wb( max Z Sup TV (p]( ))
j=1 te(0,7] (5.16)
+ (2 (@00)° Vitas+ Vel o,y ) 1201
An application of Gronwall Lemma to (5.I5]) yields the desired result. O
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The following theorem, analogous to Theorem [2.2] collects the main result on prob-
lem (B.0), as well as some a priori estimates on its solution.

Theorem 5.7. Let p, € (L' N BV)(R;[0,1]™). Assume v € C2%([0,1],R). Then, for all
T > 0, problem (B0 has a unique solution p € C°([0,T];LY(R;[0,1]M)) in the sense of
Definition [51. Moreover, the following estimates hold: for any t € [0,T]

Hp(t)HLl(R) - Z Hpj(t)HLl(]R) = [1PollLr g):

forj=1,...,M: 0<p;tx) <1,

<
M

M
STV (ps(t)) < efErun0 Z (j0)
j=1

6 Numerical experiments

We present now some numerical examples. We divide this section in two parts: in the first
part, we discuss an example with local flux and nonlocal source, as in (23]), while in the
second part we focus on nonlocal flux and source, as in (B.). For simplicity, we restrict
ourselves to only two lanes, i.e. M = 2, and scaling parameter K = 1.

6.1 Local flux and nonlocal source: results for model (2.3)

The first example is inspired by [19]. We consider the following velocity functions

vi(p) =1.5(1 —p) and wve(p) =2.5(1 —p)

and the initial data

prLo(@) = pao() = sin(mz/2)2.

Figure [ displays the density profiles with three different source terms at times 7" = 0.75
(left column) and 7' = 1.5 (right column). We use the nonlocal source term (2.1) with
both (310) and (B.II), and constant kernel, namely w,(z) = 1/v for @BI0) with v = 0.5,
and w,(z) = 1/(2v) for BII) with v = 0.25. Therefore, both nonlocal models have an
interaction range equal to 0.5. To emphasize the influence of the nonlocality, we include also
a local version of the source term (2.1]) with

R, = ps(t,2). (6.1)

Notice that such a local version differs from that used in [I9]: Here the lane changing rate
is also proportional to the density in the receiving lane. In the simulations, we consider
Az = 0.01 and At given by an adaptive version of the CFL condition (312, where V is
computed at each time step using finite differences for the derivative of v;.

As can be seen in Figure [ different source terms give rise to slight differences for small
times, but as the time grows they become more significant. The nonlocal source terms trans-
port mass faster from the slower lane (lane 1) to the faster one in comparison to the local
model. Interestingly, there is only a slight difference between the two nonlocal models with
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Figure 1: Density profiles on each lane at 7' = 0.75 (left column) and 7" = 1.5 (right column).
The source term (2.1]) is computed with (6.1)) (top row), (BI0) with w,(z) =1/v and v = 0.5
(middle row) and (B.II) with w,(z) = 1/(2v) and v = 0.25 (bottom row).

forward looking kernel ([B.I0) and back- and forward looking kernel (B.I1]). This is probably
due to the fact that the nonlocal range and the form of the kernel are equal.

These observations are also supported by the evolution of the L!-norm over time, see
Figure 2l We can see that the nonlocal models transport the density faster from lane 1 to
lane 2. In addition, the model with the forward looking kernel (BI0) is a bit faster than the
one with (3IT]).

Finally, we consider the nonlocal models with both (BI0) and (B.I1]) and let v tend to
zero. In particular, we choose the constant kernel, in the form w,(x) = 1/v for (8.10) and in
the form wy,(z) = 1/(2v) for BI1]), with v € {0.64, 0.32, 0.16, 0.08, 0.04, 0.02}. Note that
for simplicity, v is the same for both models, even though one time the non local range is in
the interval [z,z + v], one time in [x — v,z + v]|. Figure Bl displays the lanes separately to
better appreciate the convergence. The convergence against the source with (G.I]) seems to
hold for both models. Moreover, when focusing only on the second lane, also the two nonlocal
models display some differences, e.g. compare (3.10) with v = 0.64 and B.I1]) with v = 0.32
(parameters are chosen so that the interaction ranges have the same width in both models).

Table [ presents the Ll-errors between the local source term (6.I) and both the nonlocal
source terms: the data support the convergence against the local solution as v — 0. Interest-
ingly, the source term with back- and forward looking kernel (BI1]) has smaller error terms
on the first lane and only slightly larger errors on the second lane, even tough the nonlocal
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Figure 2: Evolution of L -norm over time for the different source terms: Lane 1 (left) and Lane
2 (right). The dashed blue line represent the source term in (ZI)) with (6.1]), the continuous
orange line refers to (3:I0) and the dotted black line to (B11)).

range is twice that of the forward looking kernel ([B.10).

Source term B10) (Rm1)

v Lane 1 Lane 2 | Lane 1 Lane 2
0.64 0.0311  0.0313 | 0.0330 0.0310
0.32 0.0239 0.0167 | 0.0208 0.0198
0.16 0.0159 0.0089 | 0.0131 0.0120
0.08 0.0095 0.0049 | 0.0078 0.0066
0.04 0.0054 0.0026 | 0.0045 0.0035
0.02 0.0030 0.0013 | 0.0023 0.0016

Table 1: L-errors computed between the solutions with local source (6.I]) and nonlocal source

terms (3.10) or (B.11)).

6.2 Nonlocal flux and nonlocal source: results for model (5.1

In the following we consider model (5.)) including a nonlocality in the source with parameter
v and a nonlocality in the flux with parameter .. We focus on the following two lanes example,
inspired by [2]: The velocity function is the same on both lanes and given by

vi(p) = va(p) = 1= p?, (6.2)
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Figure 3: Density profiles for the nonlocal source with ([B.I0) (left column) and B.I1)) (right
column) with different nonlocal ranges v, for lane 1 (top row) and lane 2 (bottom row). For
lane 2 the zooms are into the spatial domain x € [0.3,0.7] and p € [0.65, 0.69).

and the initial condition is given by

pro(z) = g <2x - %) and  poz) = a(2) (63)

with
_ 2 _ 2

X, being the characteristic function of the set A.

Model (B)) fits into the model framework proposed in [2], if we consider v = ¢, the same
kernel functions for the source and the flux and a forward looking nonlocal term as in (B.10).
Therefore we consider, if not stated otherwise, the parameters ¢« = v = 0.5 and the kernels

L—x vV—x

5 wy(z) =2 —5 (6.4)

w,(z) = 2

L

Figure @] compares models ([2.3) and (5.1]) and clearly shows the impact of the nonlocal flux.

For both models the same nonlocal term (B.I0) is used. Because of the nonlocal transport,

the solutions display completely different dynamics, mainly due to the high nonlocal range.

Indeed, the density does not decrease at the front part of its support on each lane since the

vehicles just behind the leading ones anticipate the free space ahead, so that the average
density is lower than in the local case.
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Figure 4: Density profiles at 7' = 0.5 (left) and 7' = 1 (right) for the local flux model (23])
(top row) and the nonlocal flux model (5.]) (bottom row), both with the nonlocal source term
using (B.I0) with (6.4]). Velocity functions as in (6.2)) and initial datum as in (6.3]).

As already mentioned, the model introduced in [2] has the same nonlocal term, i.e. the
same kernel and nonlocal range, both in the source and in the flux. On the other hand, the
model (B.]) presented in this paper has more flexibility since it is able to deal with different
types of nonlocality in the flux and in the source, the latter being independent of the forward
nonlocal term. Therefore, we now focus on varying the nonlocality in the source term.

First of all, we observe that the nonlocal range in the flux and in the source term do not
necessarily have to be equal: If a driver wants to overtake a car and thus starts to accelerate,
getting ready to change lane, he/she might look further ahead when performing a lane change
than if he/she keeps on driving in the same lane. In Figure [ we display the solutions to (5.1)
with initial datum (63)), velocities ([G.2]), kernels ([64]), ¢ = 0.5 and varying the nonlocal range
in the source, thus varying the parameter v. Due to the initial condition, the main influence
of the different parameters v in the source term can be seen at the back of the support of
the density in lane 1: the smaller the range v, the smaller the average density (and thus the
larger the velocity on lane 1), the more vehicles move from lane 2 to lane 1. An analogous
situation happens at the front of the support of the density in lane 2. To sum up, the greater
the nonlocal range v, the less the effect of the source term: When v is large, cars get a
better awareness of the actual free space ahead so that lane changing may be evaluated as
not necessary.

The second reasonable aspect to keep in mind when performing a lane change is to take
into account also the backward traffic, both in the present lane and in the target lane. This
can be done by considering model (5.I]) with back- and forward looking kernel (IT]) in the

26



—— Lane 1 T=1

- == Lane 2 v =0.25
0.6 0.6 T
0.4 . 0.4} NG :
QL Q ] .
02| . 02| : . .
| 2 | RN
OO 2 00 0.5 1 1.5 2
v=20.5
0.6 0.6 T T
04 [ — 04 [ ’.-_ ~"* B
QL Q ] [
0.2 . 0.2 . \ .
| ! | \~~
00 2 00 0.5 1 1.5 2
v =0.75
0.6 T T 0.6 T T
0.4 ; . : 0.4 ST |
QL : ' QU l' '
0.2} : : | 02} : ' |
! S ! ! ! s
00 0.5 1 1.5 2 00 0.5 1 1.5 2
xr

Figure 5: Density profiles at T' = 0.5 (left) and T' = 1 (right) for model (5II) with forward
looking kernel (8.10) with (6.4]), . = 0.5 and v = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75. Velocity functions as in (6.2])
and initial datum as in (6.3)).

source term. For this example, we consider a linear symmetric kernel, i.e.

wy(z) = L= (6.5)

2

Figure [0l considers the solutions to model (BI) with velocities (62)), initial datum (63]),
t=0.5, w, as in ([6.4) and the following choices of w, and v:

(a) the back- and forward looking kernel BII)—(6.5) with v = 0.25, to have the same
nonlocal influence as in the flux;

(b) the back- and forward looking kernel (BI1I)—([6.5) with v = 0.5, to have the same look
ahead parameter as in the flux;

(c) the forward looking kernel (B.10)—(63]) with v = 0.5, exactly as in the flux.

In cases @ and @ with the nonlocal term of type (B.III), more mass is transported from
lane 1 to lane 2, especially in the front part of the support of the density of lane 2, even
though the leading part of lane 1 is aware of the density on lane 2. In addition, more mass is
transported with smaller nonlocal range due to similar effects as already described above. In
contrast , more mass seems to be transported from the rear part of lane 2 to lane 1 when the
nonlocal term with forward looking kernel (BI0) is used. This may be due to the fact that
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for the back- and forward looking kernel ([B.I1]) the nonlocal velocities on both roads depend
on free space and density, but for the forward looking kernel (B.I1]) the velocity of the second
lane does not include some free space and lane changing becomes favourable.

T=0.5 —— Lane 1 T=1
BII) with v =0.25 --- Lane 1 BII) with v =0.25
0.6 ! — 0.6 !
0.4 ' 1 8 0.4+ 8
Q ' | Q
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0 ! 0 ! 0 | |
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
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Figure 6: Density profiles for the model (5.1]) at 7' = 0.5 (left column) and 7" = 1 (right
column), velocities (6.2)), initial datum (63]), ¢ = 0.5, w, as in ([6.4). Concerning w, and the
parameter v: first row represents case @, second row case @, third row case

Conclusion

Inspired by the models presented in [2] and [19], we have introduced a multilane traffic model
that allows for nonlocality in the source and in the flux term. For both approaches we have
shown existence and uniqueness of solutions. Based on a Godunov type discretization, we also
present a numerical study comparing the influence of the nonlocality and different kernels.
Future works include the consideration of the continuum limit for infinitely many lanes and
comparisons to real data.
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