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Abstract: The impact of work zones on traffic is a common problem encountered in traffic management.

The reconstruction of roads is inevitable, and it is necessary and urgent to reduce the impact of the

work zone on the operation of traffic. There are many existing research results on the influence of

highway work zones, including management strategies, traffic flow control strategies, and various

corresponding model theories. There are also many research results on the impacts of urban road

and subway construction on traffic operation, including construction efficiency, economic impact,

and travel matrix. However, there are few studies concerning the choice of work zone location,

and most previous studies have assumed that the work zone choice was scientific and reasonable.

Therefore, it is reasonable to choose the location of the work zone and to assess whether there is room

for improvement in the road form of the work zone, but this remains a research gap. Therefore, we

studied a seven-lane main road T-intersection in Xi’an, China, and investigated a work zone located at

this intersection that caused a road offset, leading to the non-aligned flow of main traffic. We designed

two road improvement schemes and multiple transition schemes, used VISSIM software to evaluate

the traffic operation of the two schemes, and used the entropy method to choose the suitability of the

two schemes under different conditions. According to the results, in the best case, the driving time,

delay, and number of stops are reduced by 44%, 66%, and 92%.

Keywords: non-aligned intersection; traffic conflict; VISSIM; work zone; channelization

1. Introduction

Sustainable traffic flows through intersections have long been regarded as the central issue in urban

transportation systems. Inbound traffic flows from different directions merge and diverge at intersections,

which are often disturbed for various reasons, leading to traffic congestion. The intersection traffic problem

not only causes congestion, but also generates air pollution [1] and potential safety hazards [2]. Restriction

policies and congestion charges are also results of congestion [3]. Not all intersections are standard, which
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can be the results of urban scheming, building near the intersection, imbalance between the number of

lanes, road markings, and traffic optimization [4–6]. Cross intersections [7] and T-intersections [8] are

commonly used shapes, whereas roundabouts [9,10] and unconventional intersections [11] are not rarely

seen. All these forms of intersections affect traffic operations to different degrees [12]. Many researchers

have achieved major successes in improving intersection operations, including methods for the

control of left-turn traffic [13], timing of traffic lights [14,15], optimization of road channelization [16],

and control of U-turn vehicles [17]. Left-turn traffic has been the focus of much research, because

movement in this direction has the greatest impact on the capacity of intersections [18,19]. However,

in practice, non-aligned intersections are the result of various circumstances and affect through-traffic

operation, where through-traffic operation is often ignored.

The effects of work zones or work zone settlements worsen non-aligned intersections. People often

think that traffic congestion at non-aligned intersections is natural or inevitable for objective reasons.

In particular, work zones such as subway construction in cities occupying a part of the intersection

generate a non-aligned road on the two sides. This kind of work zone remains for a long time,

which may be several months or even years, and significantly impacts traffic operation.

Therefore, this paper mainly studies the non-aligned intersection caused by work zones occupying

intersections. The research on impacts of the work zone concentrates on two major categories. One is

the freeway work zone impact, including the influence of capacity [20], work zone influence area [21],

and traffic flow prediction models [22], and so forth. The other category is the urban work zone impact,

such as the urban travel OD matrix [23], alternative route selection studies [24], and traffic organization

management [25], and so forth. While existing studies lack research on the work zone layout and

corresponding road geometric layout, few research papers have focused on the rationality of the work

zone layout and corresponding road layout. However, the unsuitable work zone settlement and road

layout could also have a negative effect on sustainable flow operation. This paper takes the subway

work zone of a main road T-intersection in Xi’an, China as an example. Taking the intersection road

geometric design and work zone layout as the research content, we propose two work zone layouts

and corresponding intersection road layouts when the work zone is set at the intersection. Field survey

data and the VISSIM simulation and entropy evaluation method are used to calculate and evaluate

the two schemes. The best scheme under different volume combinations is selected, which is of great

significance for improving the traffic operation status of intersections and reducing the impact of work

zones on urban traffic flow.

The non-aligned intersection discussed in this article is very similar to the dual T-intersection

under some circumstances. The two kinds of intersections are easily confused, but they are completely

different, as shown in Figure 1. For the dual T-intersection, the operation problem is mainly caused by

the distance between two adjacent T-intersections. Two adjacent T-intersections are connected by a

short segment and controlled by two traffic lights (one in each intersection), which can be synchronous

or asynchronous. The non-aligned intersection mentioned here means that two sides of the roads are

not in a straight line at one intersection. No extra segment connects the two sides, and only one traffic

light controls the intersection. The main concern under this circumstance is that the through-traffic is

offset when passing through the intersection.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows: Section 2 surveys the literature; Section 3

introduces the problem statement, data collection, and calibration of the simulation model; Section 4

introduces solutions and analyzes the performance of two improved schemes; Section 5 discusses the

comparison of the two improved schemes with the entropy method, where a final selection matrix is

calculated, and the difference between the two schemes is also introduced; and Section 6 concludes

the paper.
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Figure 1. Dual T-intersection and non-aligned intersection. The dual T-intersection (left) is made

up of two adjacent T-intersections and two traffic lights controlled separately, whereas a non-aligned

intersection (right) is controlled by a single traffic light, and the through-traffic will be offset when

passing the intersection.

2. Literature Review

2.1. Highway Work Zone Impact

Non-aligned intersections are the result of various circumstances, such as urban planning,

non-aligned road markings, and construction effects. Some results on the impact and corresponding

measures of work zones on traffic operation have been reported [20]. Most of the achievements related

to work zone influence are focused on highway work zones. Ideally, traffic managers can inform

drivers of alternative routes around the work zone in advance of the project location when temporary

closures are caused by highway construction. According to a survey conducted in Puerto Rico, when

highway drivers pass through a work zone, at least 50% of them are distracted. Furthermore, drivers

tend to comply with work-zone speed limits when personnel or heavy equipment are present in

the area [21]. The influence of a highway work zone on safety differs between the daytime and

nighttime, while older male drivers, the number of lane closures, sidewise crashes, and rainy weather

have opposite effects on the severity of crash-related injuries at night compared with crashes in the

daytime [26].

2.2. Predict and Evaluate Method of Highway Work Zone Impact

Some researchers have developed different methods to predict and evaluate the impact of construction

on traffic operation, such as dynamic traffic assignment [27], a five-parameter logistic model that describes

the speed–density relationship [22], an optimal nonlinear fitting theory [28], traffic speed versus flow

curves, capacity reduction factors, and free-flow speed reduction factors [29]. A bilevel optimization

model was proposed for the purpose of minimizing the total travel time of the affected network,

involving a link closure and a proposed alternate route for travelers [30]. With a cellular automata

model, a highway was divided into the normal area, merging area, and work zone, and the suitable

merging length and the appropriate speed limit value were found to be key factors for managing

work zone traffic operation [31]. A dynamic control model was used to optimize the signal operations

of a new merging system, the lane-based signal merge (LBSM), which uses lane-based signals or

variable signs to give drivers in different lanes the right-of-way to proceed through the open lane(s) in

a work zone area [32]. A simulation-based analysis is more appropriate for network analysis, for long

corridors, for signalized arterials, or for cases in which congestion of the arterial network significantly

affects freeway operations [33].

2.3. Urban Roads and Subway Work Zone

Besides highway work zone control models, the effects of urban roads and subway construction

have also received attention from researchers. In an urban area, a subway work zone has a direct
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influence on the surrounding road network. Origin Destination (OD) matrix estimation was distributed

on a road network with TransCAD to evaluate the traffic organization scheme. The service level of

roads and intersections were found to be evaluation indicators that could reduce traffic influence

on a road network during subway construction [23]. Combined with the OD distribution principle,

the traffic impact of the construction section was analyzed, and the scope of influence was determined.

The average delays, queue length, and number of vehicles were selected as three indexes, and VISSIM

was used for the simulation of guidance measures to evaluate a better traffic organization scheme [34].

Portable changeable message signs (PCMSs) have been used in work zones to increase legibility.

Graphic-aided PCMSs reduced the mean vehicle speed by between 13% and 17% and reduced the

speed of passenger cars and trucks significantly differently depending on their locations in a work

zone [24]. For reconstruction scheme evaluation, the level of service, negative economic benefit,

and traffic environmental impact can be used as analysis and screen indexes. An integrated approach,

combined with a dynamic comprehensive evaluation and the analytic hierarchy process was proposed

to evaluate traffic organization during highway construction [35]. A survey conducted in New York

City showed that the saturation flow rate per lane increased during the work zone. Although the overall

approach capacity decreased because a lane was closed, it did not decrease as much as expected [25].

2.4. Methods for Work Zone Impact Research

To reduce the negative impact of construction, simulation is one of the best ways to evaluate

measurements before their application. A larger system simulation of a Hong Kong microtunneling and

pipe-jacking operation concluded that a balance between construction productivity and traffic mobility

could be maintained through appropriate truck delivery routes; the timing, sizing, and location of a

temporary laydown area; the traffic lane closure distance; and work scheduling [36]. Urban subway

construction increased the travel time delays, queue length, fuel consumption, number of forced

merges, and roadway accidents. The use of VISSIM to calculate economic losses and to specify

systematic work zone schedules and traffic management techniques is necessary [37].

There have recently been some new technologies, such as the intelligent transportation system

(ITS) [38–40], autonomous vehicles [41], and advanced driving simulator [42]. A multilayer feed-forward

artificial neural network (ANN) model could be used to track drivers and vehicles in work zones; the new

model performs better than the traditional deterministic queuing model in estimating the travel delay

caused by the work zone [43]. One of the future technologies is the connected vehicle. Work zone operation

could benefit from this technology as a result of the travel time and its reliability [44]. Some elements of

traffic operation are sometimes ignored, such as the impact of construction equipment. Construction

equipment can also cause traffic congestion, especially in the bottleneck section; and conversely,

unsustainable traffic operation influences the efficiency of the equipment used in the construction

schedule [45].

Channelization is a popular and effective method used to reduce traffic problems [46]. An exclusive

left-turn lane can be used when left-turn vehicles make up a high proportion of the whole flow [47].

Left-turn lanes can reduce the number of crashes with the opposing through-traffic [48,49]. A left-turn

waiting area could also improve the capacity at the intersection [50]. Signalization is another popular

control method at intersections [51,52]. An exclusive left-turn phase can be used for heavy left-turn

vehicles [53,54]. Left-turn control has been found to significantly improve the operational conditions in

China [55–57]. Other types of intersections are also used to reduce intersection problems [58].

The learning from the literature review indicates that the existing research results from the

influence of highway work zones, including management strategies, traffic flow control strategies,

and various corresponding model theories. There are also many research results on the impact of

urban road and subway construction on traffic operation, including construction efficiency, economic

impact, and travel matrix. However, there are few studies concerning the choice of work zone location,

and most previous studies have assumed that the work zone choice was scientific and reasonable.
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Therefore, it is reasonable to choose the location of the work zone and to assess whether there is room

for improvement in the road form of the work zone, but this remains a research gap.

3. Problem Statement and Data Collection

3.1. Problem Statement

Xi’an City is taken as an example in this study. At the end of 2018, the population of Xi’an

was more than 10 million, and the number of vehicles was 3.25 million [59]. Furthermore, Xi’an has

a history of more than 3100 years [60] and massive historical relics, which have resulted in a long

construction period in this district [61]. The selected T-intersection is located at the main avenue in

the central position of a business area, as shown in Figure 2. The North–South arterial street was a

12-lane road, but it is now a seven-lane road (three lanes Southbound and four lanes Northbound)

and connected to the West by a seven-lane collector street (four lanes Westbound and three lanes

Eastbound). The distances to adjacent intersections are 270 m, 1100 m, and 720 m to the North, West,

and South, respectively.

Figure 2. The investigated intersection location scheme. The investigated intersection is a T-intersection

and located in the center of Xi’an CBD district. The arterial street is a North–South seven-lane road,

and the collector street is a West–East seven-lane road.

As Figure 3 shows, the intersection is occupied by a work zone in the northern part of the

intersection. The stop lines between the South and North are 47 m apart, and the offset distance is

28 m. The vehicles can move in each direction of the T-intersection with no restrictions. Each direction

of the three traffic flows is controlled by one traffic light, and no exclusive left-turn traffic light exists.

Because of the large area of the intersection and heavy traffic, the South–North flow often forms

additional flows on both sides of the original three-lane flow when passing through the intersection.

The West–North flow also fills up all the potential left-turn paths as much as possible and tries to pass

through the zone that conflicts with North–South traffic as quickly as possible. The two Northbound

traffic flows merge together, and other flows are smooth (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. The present situation of the T-intersection. This graphic was taken by a drone at a height

of 130 m. A construction site occupies the North part of the intersection and forces operating vehicles

to be offset by 28 m. Another construction site occupies half of the road area of the southern road of the

intersection. Coordinates: 108.889684, 34.205037.

3.2. Data Collection

The collection of real traffic data is necessary to build and calibrate the simulation model in VISSIM.

Field data collection was conducted during both peak and valley hours on weekdays and the weekend.

According to an investigation, the traffic volume of this intersection on the weekend was much less

than that on weekdays. The congestion index in the top 50 cities can be gathered from the AutoNavi

Traffic Company [62]. The morning peak appeared from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m., and the evening peak

appeared from 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. The 24-hour congestion index in Xi’an on 17 January 2019 is shown

in Figure 4.
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Figure 4. The congestion index in Xi’an on 17 January 2019. The real-time congestion index can be

gathered from the Autonavi Company Webpage at https://report.amap.com/detail.do?city=610100.

The collected data are as follows:

• Speed and types of vehicles in each lane;

• Turning vehicles, including left turns and right turns;

• Vehicle behavior in the intersection area, especially the South–North vehicle chaos.

The collected volume during the morning peak hour was 6333 veh/h, the volume during the

middle noon valley was 5895 veh/h, while the volume during the evening peak hour was 6825 veh/h.

Thus, the peak-hour data were selected as the representative. The collected data of the peak periods in

1 h are listed in Table 1.

https://report.amap.com/detail.do?city=610100
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Table 1. Collected data during one peak hour, from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. on 17 January 2019.

Item South to North North to South Eastbound

Flow Through Left turn Through Right turn Left turn Right turn
Flow Number i = 1 i = 2 i = 3 i = 4 i = 5 i = 6
Car 3170 59 2599 118 511 130
Truck/Bus 135 0 81 0 10 0
Max. speed (km/h) 22.4 25.1 65.2 26.3 22.2 23.2
Min. speed (km/h) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Average speed (km/h) 17.3 16.4 31.7 19.8 14.3 20.6

The minimum speed of 0 km/h means that vehicles were stopped and then moved.

The collected data show the following characteristics:

1. The average speed of Flow i = 3&4 was much higher than that of Flow i = 1&2, and the offset of

trajectories strongly affected vehicle operation.

2. Neither Flow i = 2 nor Flow i = 4 was affected by the offset.

3. The collector street volume was much less than the arterial street volume, the operation of which

was hardly affected by the offset.

The collected trajectories in Figure 5 show the following characteristics:

1. Northbound vehicles (Flow i = 1&5) were crowded in the intersection area, whereas the

Southbound (Flow i = 3&6) and Westbound (Flow i = 2&4) vehicles were hardly affected.

2. Lane D is a left-turn lane, but through-vehicles used it when other lanes were crowded.

3. Lane E is a right-turn lane, but left-turn vehicles used it when other lanes were crowded, and some

of the left-turn vehicles of lane E detoured via the outside route to avoid the queue.

4. The outside vehicles operated faster than the inside vehicles; the inside vehicles needed to merge

with other vehicles, which caused the delay.

5. According to the investigation, vehicles of lane G preferred to turn left with a small radius, which

was the inside lane when turning left. However, all inner five or six lines of the vehicles had

to merge into only one single lane, and because it was difficult to change to the adjacent lane,

the inner vehicles moved very slowly. On the basis of observation, the longest time taken by a

vehicle of Flow i = 5 to pass through the intersection was about 6 min.

3.3. Calibration of the VISSIM Simulation Model

In order to increase the accuracy of the VISSIM simulation model in the following steps, calibration

was needed before the sensitivity analysis. The collected traffic data, signal cycles, and road geometry

were all calibrated with the collected traffic volume. A standard calibration procedure proposed by

previous studies was followed [63–66]. The parameters of the intersection input into the VISSIM model

were as follows:

1. The ratio of trucks and cars collected from Table 1;

2. The volume of each flow collected from Table 1;

3. The speed of each flow collected from Table 1;

4. The traffic light cycle of the intersection;

5. The geometric parameters of the intersection.
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Figure 5. The collected trajectories of the intersection. Because of the large area of the intersection,

Northbound traffic made up 11 lines of flow at most, and then merged into four lanes. Trajectories of

each lane are noted by alphabetic characters A∼G, and the number of vehicles from each Northbound

lane is also noted. Southbound and Westbound vehicles operated smoothly.

A car-following model, gap-accepting model, and lane-changing model are all available for the

VISSIM calibration, but volume capacity is the most commonly used index for calibration. Capacity

accuracy is required, and it reflects the VISSIM model accuracy with high sensitivity. The capacity is

calculated according to Equation (1):

C=
3600

ht

, (1)

where C denotes the ideal capacity (veh/h), and ht is the average minimum headway (s). An index

named Mean Absolute Percent Error (MAPE) can reflect the error between the simulation capacity and

collected volume. The MAPE can be calculated by Equation (2):

MAPE =

n

∑
i=1

Ci
v −

n

∑
i=1

Ci
f

n

∑
i=1

Ci
f

, (2)

where n denotes six-direction flows, Ci
v is the VISSIM simulated capacity (veh/h), and Ci

f is the volume

according to investigation (veh/h). The calculated MAPE is displayed in Table 2:

The MAPEs of the three periods are −7.3%, −12.9%, and −5.9%, respectively, and these values

suggest that the calibration accuracy of the VISSIM model is reasonable. According to previous studies,

this error can be accepted [67,68].
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Table 2. VISSIM simulation calibration results with collected data for three periods.

Flow i = 1 i = 2 i = 3 i = 4 i = 5 i = 6

Morning peak data

Investigated capacity (veh/h) 3074 54 2492 109 484 120
Simulated capacity (veh/h) 2865 58 2237 87 495 134

Individual MAPE (%) −6.8 5.7 −10.2 −20.7 2.1 10.8
MAPE (%) −7.3

Middle (noon) valley data

Investigated capacity (veh/h) 2985 37 2658 37 149 29
Simulated capacity (veh/h) 2649 45 2214 32 159 34

Individual MAPE (%) −11.3 21.6 −16.7 −13.5 6.7 17.2
MAPE (%) −12.9

Evening peak data

Investigated capacity (veh/h) 3305 59 2680 118 521 130
Simulated capacity (veh/h) 3174 65 2387 94 545 146

Individual MAPE (%) −4.0 10.1 −10.9 −20.3 4.6 12.3
MAPE (%) −5.9

3.4. VISSIM Calculation of Operational Measures

The most commonly used indexes for evaluating the improvement of traffic programs with

different operational volumes are travel time, delay, and the number of stops [69,70]. The calculation

of these indexes is as follows:

Travel time. Travel time is the time that it takes for all vehicles to pass through the intersection

in the simulation. It is the calculated time from appearance at the upper section of the road to

disappearance at the end of the road in the simulation. It can be calculated as Equation (3):

Tk
i
=

∑
Qk

i
j=1 tk

ij

Qk
i

∀i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 ∀k = 1, 2, . . . , etc., (3)

where T
i

denotes the travel time of each direction of traffic flow in Table 1, t
ij

denotes the travel

time of each vehicle, Qi denotes the number of total vehicles of each flow, k = 1 denotes the present

intersection situation, and k = 2, . . . , etc. denotes the different improved schemes in the simulation.

Delay. A difference always exists between a driver’s arrival time and expected time. Traffic interference,

traffic control, and management are all possible reasons for a delay. The stop delay and travel delay

are both included in the simulation:

Dk
i = dk

i1 + dk
i2 ∀i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 ∀k = 1, 2, . . . , etc., (4)

where Di denotes the whole delay of each direction’s flow in Table 1, di1 and di2 represent the stop

delay and travel delay of each flow, respectively, and k = 1 and k = 2, . . . , etc. represent the present

and different improved situations, respectively.

Number of stops. All standstill situations (speed = 0) in the VISSIM consist of the number of

stops, and parking lots or bus stops are not included. It can be calculated by the total number of stops

divided by the total number of vehicles:

Sk
i
=

∑
Qk

i
j=1 sk

ij

Qk
i

∀i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 ∀k = 1, 2, . . . , etc., (5)

where Sk
i

denotes the average number of stops in Table 1, s
ij

denotes the number of stops of each

vehicle, and Qi is the total number of stops. k = 1, 2, . . . , etc. denotes the present situation and different

improved situations.
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4. Solutions and Analysis

4.1. Solutions

According to Figures 3 and 5, the reason for the congestion at this intersection is the vehicle merge

movement on the inner side. Northbound traffic flow is restricted by the road width and lane markings

on both sides of the intersection. The driving width is much wider than four lanes when vehicles pass

through the intersection. When the front vehicle decelerates or changes a lane, the following vehicles

decelerate, change a lane, or attempt to bypass the front vehicle from the outside. This movement can

fill the whole intersection area, and then vehicles are slowly squeezed forward.

The core reason for congestion is that a wide intersection area with a maximum 11-lane width

narrows into a four-lane width. To reduce the traffic congestion and improve the operational features,

channelization is the key solution. Keeping operating vehicles within the lines in the intersection area

was the main purpose of the solutions.

Figure 6A is the original situation of the intersection before the construction starts. Both sides of

the intersection are 12 lanes. Figure 6B is the present situation, in which the work zone occupies two

parts of the intersection. The southern part narrows, and the northern part of the intersection is divided.

Figure 6C is based on the present situation, with some railing added to narrow the intersection area,

restrict vehicle operation to no wider than four lanes, and reduce the inner queue in order to keep

vehicles in the lines when passing through the intersection. Figure 6D is another possible solution to

improve the intersection. Vehicle operation is kept in a straight line to avoid the influence of the work

zone, and then vehicles change direction as the road alignment changes.

Figure 6. The situations of the intersection. (A) Original situation of the intersection. (B) Present

situation, work zones occupy part of the area. (C) Improved scheme 1. (D) Improved scheme 2.

The 28 m offset of this intersection results in traffic delay and congestion. Would the operation

situation improve if the offset was less than 28 m? Is there any relationship between the offset value

and traffic operation? In order to find out the relation, different offset situations were evaluated,

as shown in Figure 7. The offset value is 28 m, and the different offset values in the simulations were

0∼28 m with a step size of 2 m. The solution of scheme D was also evaluated with different straight

lengths after the intersection, followed by a turning direction. The straight length was simulated in a

range from 0 to 100 m with a step size of 10 m.
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Figure 7. Simulation schemes. Scheme (C) changes the offset distance to determine the influence of

the offset. Scheme (D) is intended to determine another improved scheme with straight length changes.

4.2. Simulation Result

There were 23 simulations in total: the present situation (Figure 6B), 15 offset simulations

(Figure 6C), and straight length simulations (Figure 6D) with 0 m, 10 m, 20 m, 30 m, 40 m, 50 m,

and 100 m. The collected data in Table 1 were input into VISSIM simulation models to evaluate the

different solutions for the same volume. The results are reported below.

It is evident that the present simulation result, group Scheme 1 in the three figures in Figure 7,

is much higher than the other situations. The main traffic flows in the six directions are i = 1, i = 3,

and i = 5. They all have a similar trend that fluctuates in a small range and almost maintains a straight

line. This indicates that the difference resulting from changing the offset value or extending the straight

length has little influence on the results. The other three traffic flows have pronounced fluctuations

but no clear patterns. This cannot indicate whether the different improvement schemes can promote

or inhibit the operation.

4.3. Safety Evaluation

A complete evaluation should conclude with an operation and safety evaluation. A commonly

used tool, the surrogate safety assessment model (SSAM), is a simulation and analysis project of the

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to predict the safety of roadways before crashes occur.

The SSAM is a software application developed to automatically identify, classify, and evaluate traffic

conflicts in the vehicle trajectory data output from microscopic traffic simulation models. The SSAM

also has built-in statistical analysis features for conflict frequency and severity measures that can aid

analysts in the design of safe traffic facilities [71–73]. The safety analysis was applied to 23 schemes

with evening peak hour data, where the results are shown below in Table 3.

Table 3 shows the safety analysis results of all 23 simulations. Scheme 1, the present situation,

shows potential safety problems, especially for the item labeled “Crossing”, which takes 362 times,

while it takes only four times for all other schemes in total. “Rear End”, which is almost 3∼5 times

that in the other situations, and “Lane Change” is 8%∼100% higher compared with the rest. However,

as this is similar in Figure 7, the improved plans do not show a significant pattern either.

Figure 8 and Table 3 show that all improved schemes resulted in a significant improvement

compared with the present situation, but it is not easy to distinguish and calculate the best improved

scheme. There are no obvious patterns shown in Figure 8 in terms of the travel time, delay, or number of

stops. We can now answer the question raised in the last section: Would the operation situation improve

if the offset was less than 28 m? Is there any relationship between the offset value and traffic operation?

The answer is no. There is no obvious pattern between the offset value and operation features. That is,

it is not easy to find a pattern from Figure 8 in order to choose the best performance situation. This means

that channelization plays a key role in reducing the traffic chaos in the present situation.
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Figure 8. Simulation results of 23 situations with collected data in Table 1. (a) Travel time. (b) Delay.

(c) Number of stops. The X-axis shows the 23 simulations; 1 denotes the present situation, 2∼16 denote

offset situations, and 17∼23 denote straight length simulations.
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Table 3. Safety analysis of 23 simulations by SSAM.

Scheme Number Item Crossing Rear End Lane Change Total

1 Present situation 362 609 102 1073
2 Offset 0 m 1 123 48 172
3 Offset 2 m 0 118 63 181
4 Offset 4 m 0 232 83 315
5 Offset 6 m 0 142 69 211
6 Offset 8 m 0 165 68 233
7 Offset 10 m 0 162 67 229
8 Offset 12 m 1 151 71 223
9 Offset 14 m 1 133 63 197
10 Offset 16 m 0 165 85 250
11 Offset 18 m 0 177 96 273
12 Offset 20 m 0 151 66 217
13 Offset 22 m 0 155 63 218
14 Offset 24 m 0 139 85 224
15 Offset 26 m 0 131 80 211
16 Offset 28 m 1 207 62 270
17 Straight 0 m 0 169 64 233
18 Straight 10 m 0 139 64 203
19 Straight 20 m 0 105 60 165
20 Straight 30 m 0 139 48 187
21 Straight 40 m 0 147 64 211
22 Straight 50 m 0 128 63 191
23 Straight 100 m 0 133 51 184

To reduce the workload, two improved schemes, Scheme 16 (offset 28 m) and Scheme 17 (straight length

0 m), were chosen to compare their performances with Scheme 1 (present situation). Schemes 2∼15 are

changes based on Scheme 16. Schemes 18∼23 are changes based on Scheme 17, and Schemes 16 and

17 have the least impact on the work zone (Figure 9). Scheme 16 could be easily retrofitted from the

present situation (Figure 6b). Scheme 17 can be achieved by slightly changing the work zone. The rest

of the schemes require much more change to the work zone, and these changes are unrealistic and

uneconomical. Therefore, Schemes 16 and 17 were selected to evaluate the improvement by comparing

them to Scheme 1 in the following part.

Figure 9. Overlap of Schemes 16 and 17. The overlap between improved Schemes 16 and 17 shows

that these two schemes have the least impact on the work zone. The redesigned route of Scheme 17

occupies a little area (S1) of the work zone and provides a larger area (S2) for the work zone. It is easy to

find, regardless of whether the offset value is narrowed or the extension of the straight length occupies

a larger area.

The collected data in Table 1 were input into three VISSIM models. Schemes 1, 16, and 17 were

evaluated, and the results are reported below.
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4.4. Sensitivity Analysis of Operational Performance

Scheme 17 performs better than Scheme 16, but Table 4 only covers investigated data. In order

to cover all operating conditions, all different volume combinations should also be simulated and

then be compared. The vehicle composition, turning ratio, and expected speed were the same in all

simulations. The South–North direction has four lanes, and the maximum volume is 4570 veh/h,

while the North–South direction has three lanes, and the maximum volume is 3430 veh/h according

to [74] under service level E. The traffic volume changes within 0.2∼1.0 V/C. The West–East direction

has three lanes, and the evening peak hour volume is 651 veh/h, while the middle (noon) valley

volume is 178 vhe/h: both are far lower than the stipulated content of 3430 veh/h in [74]. For the

West–East direction, 0.025∼0.3 V/C was selected. All volume parameters in VISSIM are shown in

Table 5. Traffic light cycles were calculated by Synchro7 for different volume combinations.

Table 4. VISSIM results of three selected schemes with evening peak hour data.

Item Travel Time Delay Number of Stops

Number 1 695.83 250.64 21.38
Number 16 511.23 −26.53% 181.62 −27.54% 10.0 −53.23%
Number 17 491.51 −29.36% 160.88 −36.22% 7.35 −65.62%

The results of all six flows were summed, and the change rate was compared between
Schemes 1 and 16 and Schemes 1 and 17. It can be seen that Scheme 17 is a little bit
better than Scheme 16.

Table 5. VISSIM volume in sensitivity analysis.

Item Value

Southbound volume (veh/h) 686/1029/1372/1715/2058/2401/2744/3087/3430
Northbound volume (veh/h) 914/1371/1828/2285/2742/3199/3656/4113/4570
Eastbound volume (veh/h) 86/172/343/686/1029

Northbound and Southbound changes together as a group, and the whole sensitivity analysis
includes the results of 45 simulations in total.

The sensitivity analysis can reflect the improvement ratio of Scheme 16 to Scheme 1 and Scheme 17

to Scheme 1. Travel time, delay, and the number of stops are still the three indexes that comprise the

sensitivity analysis. The result of Scheme 16 to Scheme 1 is shown in Figure 10:

Figure 10 shows the result for the improvement degree of Scheme 16 to Scheme 1. The improvement

ratio is calculated by Ratio = (Scheme 16 − Scheme 1)/Scheme 1 * 100%. Figure 10a shows a significant

reduction in travel time compared with Scheme 1. The travel time is reduced by 20∼44% of the whole range.

Figure 10b shows the delay change result, and the delay changes depend on the volume combinations.

The majority of the delay is reduced by 10∼66%. However, the delay increases in five situations, increasing

by as much as 22% when the Northbound volume is under 1828 veh/h. Figure 10c shows the improvement

in the number of stops. Besides the five situations in which it increases, the majority of the number of stops

is reduced from 10% to 92%. The five increased situations are 30.5%, 56.5%, 71.4%, 110.9%, and 232.7%,

respectively, and they are all centralized in the same area as that in the previous two figures.

For all ranges, the change in traffic volume has little influence on the performance of the improvement.

The performance of the improvement is relatively uniform for the entire range in Figure 10. When the

arterial volume is less than 1371 veh/h or more than 3656 veh/h, the improvement is small, or even

deteriorates. The improvement from Scheme 16 has a significant effect on the other parts. When both

volumes of two roads are small, Scheme 16 has no improvement effect. The improvement from Scheme

16 shows if the volume increases in either direction. Overall, the improvement of Scheme 16 is clear.
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Figure 10. Improvement ratio of Scheme 16 compared with Scheme 1. (a) Travel time. (b) Delay. (c) Number

of stops.

Figure 11 shows the result of Scheme 17 to Scheme 1. Figure 11a shows the change in travel

time. Travel time is reduced by 16∼36%, which is a significant improvement. Figure 11b shows

the improvement in the delay. The majority is reduced by 10∼66%, while two situations become

worse than before, and they are all centralized in the same area as in Figure 10. Figure 11c shows the

improvement in the number of stops, and the improvement ratio ranges from 30∼92%, except for

two increases.
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Figure 11. Improvement ratio of Scheme 17 compared with Scheme 1. (a) Travel time. (b) Delay. (c) Number

of stops.
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The impact of volume has a similar trend to that in Figure 10. The improvement decreases when

the arterial volume is less than 1371 veh/h or more than 3656 veh/h. Generally, Scheme 17 improves

the operation significantly under the majority of conditions.

5. Results

5.1. Weight of Three Indexes

Figures 10 and 11 both show improvement compared with Scheme 1, but no single scheme

performs better than the other two schemes under all circumstances. This means that every scheme

has its own advantage in different situations. The simulation results are represented with three indexes

in the last section, but comparison among schemes with a single standard that includes the weights for

the three indexes is needed. The calculation is as follows:

Tjj =
45

∑
i=1

Tj(i), Djj =
45

∑
i=1

Dj(i), Sjj =
45

∑
i=1

Sj(i), ∀j = 1, 2, 3, (6)

where T, D, and S denote travel time, delay, and number of stops, respectively. i = 45 indicates

45 simulation results for each scheme. j = 1, 2, 3 denotes Schemes 1, 16, and 17, respectively. First,

the same index of the three schemes needs to be converted into one matrix. In the following steps, T is

used as an example.

All 45*3 travel time results have been put into one matrix, named T:

T =













T1(1) T2(1) T3(1)

T1(2) T2(2) T3(2)
...

...
...

T1(45) T2(45) T3(45)













. (7)

The other two indexes undergo the same process:











T = [T1, T2, T3],

D = [D1, D2, D3],

S = [S1, S2, S3],

(8)

Second, in the T matrix, the minimum value of each row is selected, and then the minimum value

and its corresponding column number are the output. The 45 minimum values represent the minimum

travel time in 45 simulations. A new matrix is generated, named Tm.

Tm(i) =













min T(1, j)

min T(2, j)
...

min T(45, j)













, j = 1 : 3. (9)

All three matrices of Equation (8) can be calculated as











Tm(i) = min T(i, j),

Dm(i) = min D(i, j),

Sm(i) = min S(i, j), i = 1 : 45, j = 1 : 3;

(10)

where Tm is a matrix that contains the minimum travel time value of each volume combination.
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Third, the weights of the three indexes are calculated, and the three indexes are put into one single

matrix, Y:

Y =













Tm(1, j) Dm(1, j) Sm(1, j)

Tm(2, j) Dm(2, j) Sm(2, j)
...

...
...

Tm(45, j) Dm(45, j) Sm(45, j)













, j = 1 : 3. (11)

To rank the different schemes, it is necessary to rate the simulation result of each traffic condition.

The scoring is based on the calculation of the respective weights of the three indexes, namely, travel time,

delay, and the number of stops. The entropy method is a common weighting method used to measure

value dispersion in decision-making, with regard to the more dispersed, the more differentiated,

and the ones with more information. At the same time, indexes should be given higher weight, and

vice versa. The entropy method was used to calculate the weights of the three indexes objectively,

instead of using artificial weights. In Equation (11), the greater gap between index y(ij) means that

y(j) has a greater role. If an index value is the same as another, that means that there is no effect on the

final evaluation.

All values should be standardized before the next calculation step since the various indexes are

not uniform. Absolute values are converted into relative values, yij = |yij|, to solve the problem of

homogenization of different qualitative indicators. The calculation is given below:

yij =
yij − min{yij, . . . , ynj}

max{x1j, . . . , xnj} − min{x1j, . . . , xnj}
. (12)

The weight of index j of scheme i is calculated as follows:

pij =
yij

3

∑
i=1

yij

, i = 1 : 45, j = 1 : 3. (13)

The entropy value of index j is calculated as follows:

ej = −k
n

∑
i=1

pijln(pij), (14)

where k = 1/ln(n) and satisfies ej ≥ 0.

The entropy redundancy is calculated as follows:

dj = 1 − ej. (15)

The weight of each index is calculated as follows:

pij =
dj

3

∑
j=1

dj

. (16)

The weight calculation results are shown in Table 6:

Table 6. Weights of three indexes.

Index T D S Summation

Weight 0.2100 0.3873 0.4027 1.0000
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5.2. Schemes Comparison

The corresponding number is chosen from matrix Y to generate a new matrix A = zeros(45 × 3),

as follows:

45

∑
i=1

3

∑
j=1

A =











A(i, 1) = w(j) if Y(i, j) = 1

A(i, 2) = w(j) if Y(i, j) = 2

A(i, 3) = w(j) if Y(i, j) = 3

(17)

where w(j), j = 1 : 3 denotes the weight in Table 6. Each row of Y (Equation (11)) has three numbers for

three indexes, and each number is the best scheme calculated. For example, the first row in matrix Y is

Y[1, .] = [ 3 3 2 ]. (18)

Equation (18) indicates that Scheme 17 performs better than Scheme 16 and Scheme 1 under the

conditions in the first row in matrix Y. The weight of Scheme 17 in Y[1, .] is

w(2) = 0+0+0.4027 =0.4027. (19)

w(3) = 0.2100 + 0.3873 + 0=0.5973. (20)

Thus, the first row of matrix A is

A[1, .] = [0 0 1]. (21)

The columns in matrix A represent Schemes 1, 16, and 17, respectively. The result in the first row

is Scheme 17 in matrix A, according to Equation (21). After repeating Equations (17)∼(21), the final

matrix T can be generated with the final result:

T(i) = {max A[i, .]} (j). (22)

Matrix T contains 45 scheme numbers that represent the best scheme under each condition. Matrix

T is transposed into a 9 × 5 matrix, and the final result is plotted in Figure 12:

Figure 12. Performances of Schemes 1, 16 and 17. The numbers in the figure represent the scheme number,

and the number means the best performance among the three schemes for one volume combination.

Figure 12 shows the comparison matrix of the three schemes with all 45 volume combinations.

Scheme 1 only appears in the corner of the matrix. The two conditions in which Scheme 1 is the best

are an Eastbound volume of 86 veh/h and a Northbound volume of 1371 veh/h. Considering the
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delay and number of stops, Schemes 16 and 17 perform worse, but they perform better if travel time is

the only standard.

Scheme 17 shows the best performance 24 times among the 45 situations. Scheme 17 is better than

the other two schemes when the flow increases in all directions. As the Eastbound volume increases,

Scheme 17 performs increasingly better. The effects of Scheme 16 are the opposite of Scheme 17 results:

Scheme 16 is better as the Eastbound volume decreases. The best performance of Scheme 16 and 17

is 19:24.

When the Northbound volume range is 914∼1828 veh/h, Scheme 17 performs much better than

Scheme 16; the ratio of the two schemes is 11:2. When the Northbound volume increases from 2285

to 3199 veh/h, Scheme 16 becomes much better than the other two schemes: Scheme 16 occupies 9

blocks, while Scheme 17 only occupies 6 blocks. If the Northbound volume is more than 3656 veh/h,

the result of Scheme 17 is similar to that of Scheme 16, and the ratio is 8:7.

The Eastbound volume variation has some influence on the result. When the Eastbound volume

is 86 veh/h, Scheme 16 performs much better than Scheme 17. When the Eastbound volume ranges

from 172 to 686 veh/h, Scheme 16 performs similarly to Scheme 17. When the Eastbound volume is

1029 veh/h, Scheme 17 shows a great advantage relative to Scheme 16.

Although Figure 12 indicates the better performance of Schemes 16 and 17, for real traffic

management, only one scheme can be used in practice. Both Schemes 16 and 17 are good, but the

difference between the two schemes still needs to be calculated. The ratio of improvement from Scheme

17 to Scheme 16 is calculated as Ratio = (Scheme 17 − Scheme 16)/Scheme 16 * 100%. The result is

shown in Figure 13:

-20%

-10%

1715

0%

10%

Im
pr

ov
em

en
t r

at
io

20%

1372

Eastbound volume (veh/h)

1029
686 4800

Northbound volume (veh/h)

40003200343 24001600800

-10%

-5%

0%

5%

10%

15%

(a)

-40%

-20%

1715

0%

20%

Im
pr

ov
em

en
t r

at
io

40%

1372

Eastbound volume (veh/h)

1029
686 4800

Northbound volume (veh/h)

40003200343 24001600800
-30%

-20%

-10%

0%

10%

20%

30%

(b)

-80%

0%

1715

80%

160%

Im
pr

ov
em

en
t r

at
io

240%

1372

Eastbound volume (veh/h)

1029
686 4800

Northbound volume (veh/h)

40003200343 24001600800

-50%

0%

50%

100%

150%

200%

(c)

Figure 13. Improvement ratio of Scheme 17 compared with Scheme 16. (a) Travel time. (b) Delay.

(c) Number of stops.

Figure 13 shows the difference between Schemes 16 and 17. For travel time, the two schemes have

22% error at most. For delay, the two schemes have 44% at most, whereas the difference for the number

of stops is 236%. The errors between the two schemes are pronounced, and this means that different

volumes require different corresponding schemes. The result in Figure 13 supports the validity of

the result in Figure 12. Scheme 17 occupies more blocks than Scheme 16 in Figure 12. In Figure 13,

with evening peak-hour data, Scheme 17 also performs better than Scheme 16 when the volumes are

the same.
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For safety performance, the result of Table 3, the safety evaluation showed the great improvement

of Schemes 16 and 17 to Scheme 1. Schemes 16 and 17 drastically reduced or eliminated instances of

crossing from 362 to 1 and 0. Rear ends were reduced from 609 to 207 and 169, with 66% and 78%

improvement, respectively. The lane changes were reduced from 102 to 62 and 64, which is also a

significant improvement. Scheme 17 performed better on all three indexes compared to Scheme 16 and

1, which also indicates that Scheme 17 is better than Scheme 16 and 1. Above all, Scheme 17 is a better

improvement scheme for this non-aligned intersection caused by a work zone.

6. Conclusions

Sustainable urban transportation is one of many major issues in urban development in the

world today. The impact of work zones throughout the city on sustainable traffic flow is enormous.

China is still in a rapid urban construction period, with a rapid increase in private vehicles and the

urban population. The traffic system is fragile, but construction is inevitable. Road reconstruction,

urban pipeline construction, and subway construction are distributed throughout Chinese cities.

At first, a work zone could take up as much land as needed, but soon, people found that an extensive

work zone area had a serious impact on traffic operation. Therefore, the occupation area of work zones

in cities was reduced as much as possible in recent years in an attempt to reduce the impact on traffic.

However, construction periods can last from several months to several years. In some cases, the work

zone area is still very large, such as subway work zones. Trying to reduce the work zone area and

road encroachment without a specific study on the affected traffic cannot eliminate these very serious

traffic problems.

The intersection studied in this article has been shown in Figure 3. The roads on both sides of the

intersection are only four lanes wide, while the intersection is as wide as 11 lanes. The wider the road,

the larger the traffic capacity, and ignoring the traffic bottleneck caused by merging in a short segment

is not appropriate. Sustainable traffic flow will be interrupted in the bottleneck section.

This paper proposes two traffic improvement measures for urban intersections occupied by work

zones. Both measures are based on the same core content, namely, the channelization of sustainable

traffic flow. The chaos of vehicles when passing through the intersections stems from the fact that

there are no lane lines in the intersection area, and there is no horizontal restriction of traffic flow

either. A large number of merge movements causes congestion, delay, and stops after passing through

the intersection, and it increases accident risks and safety hazards. By adding railing to limit the

width of traffic flow and maintaining the same width of the road on both sides of the intersection,

traffic problems can be greatly reduced, while also providing a larger area for the work zone.

Of the two improvements proposed in this paper, one (Scheme 16) is the addition of railing to

limit the width of traffic flow in the present situation, while the other one (Scheme 17) is a better

situation from the perspective of a feasible work zone layout. The traffic flow remains straight when

passing through the intersection area as though passing through a normal intersection. After passing

through the intersection, the direction changes as the road turns.

The other schemes in Table 3 were used to explore whether the road offset value had a significant

relationship with traffic operation under the control of the width of traffic flow. The results show that

the relationship is not strong. Furthermore, in practice, the offset of road misalignment is not actively

chosen by people, but is determined by the limitations of the work zone. Only Schemes 16 and 17 are

feasible and have minimal impact on the work zone layout.

In this research, we proposed two schemes, two ways of channelization, to reduce the unsustainable

traffic caused by work zone at intersections. Real traffic data were collected and input into VISSIM to

simulate and evaluate the different schemes. Through the research, no obvious relationship was found

to exist with offset values at the non-aligned intersection. The travel time, delay, and number of stops

were the three indexes of evaluation. The entropy method was used to calculate the weight of three

indexes, which determined the schemes selection matrix in the end. The selection matrix can be used for
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scheme selection for different combinations. Scheme 17 performed the best according to the traffic

volumes collected.

The research in this paper can be applied to evaluate the impact of a work zone on urban sustainable

traffic flow. Using two corresponding improvement schemes can greatly alleviate congestion, reduce

travel time, delay, and the number of stops. The core of the improvement is the channelized management

of sustainable traffic flow. For the roads occupied by the work area, the results of this study can greatly

reduce the impact on traffic. Compared with a state without any control measures, the travel time can

be reduced by up to 44%, delays can be reduced by up to 66%, and parking times can be reduced by up

to 92%. There are still some topics in this article that can be studied further—the first is how to improve

the traffic operation situation caused by the working area at the intersection, while the second is the

impact of the advanced parking line in Scheme 17 on traffic operations.
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