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Abstract: A research was made of the heavy vehicle traffic in
port area to investigate its traffic characteristics. Based on the
the type of traffic
organization, Type C, was recommended for the access when

theoretical analysis and simulation,

the traffic volume of main roads is over 400 veh » h™! or the
left-turn volume of minor road more than 250 veh « h™'. In
addition, a theoretical calculation method of separation
distance was also proposed, which was verified by a VISSIM
simulation model for its safety and efficiency.
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1.1 AEHRE

S FE R B 22 (4 388 e 1 35 BT E BT BARY R
U X KRB E ST T 2. JHA R Rh 2011 48 11
A19 B B4 9:00—11.00, F4* 15.00—17.00. H
H SR B R AR A SR LR SRR O v Z SR BN
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Fig.1 Different vehicle types in Nanjiang and

Beijiang of Tianjin Port
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Tab.1 Basic statistics of speeds of different
vehicle types

@/ (km-h™D

i
- ¥E R BFE BM BEXE BEE
INELE 45.71  9.77  3.09 32.72 67.48 40

SEENEAETE 42,20 7.27  1.30  29.87 54.22 52

IKAELESEE 32.37 7.53 1.22 13.64 49.82 38

rhEfR%E 45,13 1101 2.89 31.45 63.60 40
KEIRZE  31.43 12.44  3.32 12.66 46.35 35
Bt 33.98 1.25 10.32 12.66 67.48 205

I 6 B BT BE R 60 km o« ht, T ZE BT BR Y
REAFAHBREREEHARMRE. BE 1A
A, X MEERMEMDRRES/NEENHEE
i, BREMKEREEMRARENEEZA R
INFNBEERE, FHEEEESMAE 30~
35 km » h 'JEEA.

1.3.2 ZELntEE

TR X R W W Y S O ZE S R A AT, 15 B0
X AR 24 2 L e R R 2 Prs. & 2 AT
B, KRB ZEWIR I 03 L B BB K F/NE IR
It AL

£R2 ARALAVEREASBRATHELRER
Tab.2 Headway values of different vehicle
type combinations

KRR /s
WE fhEE RME BRE HEER

SIkE-HmE

NEE-NEHE 2.63 0.41 1.45 2.81 25
KEEME/NEE 3.82 055 2.66  5.23 25
NEE-KERBE 4.8 141  3.12  8.56 25

KERSME-KERSE 5,31 1.78  3.38  10.07 25

1.3.3 [HpR&ESE

YU BRAETHEILA EHH, FEREE®RE
9 171 Bt 3fe B R YA 38 S 4R SR S5 A BE KD . A AR
BRGCRE R A RS , A 1S Ok R - B £ S
A O, @Rt 2011 48 11 A 19 H 14.55—
16:50, YRR EF MM B N AL 6 A0 M A BUORE A Bh
20. AL X JAE AT, FFRRL RE 2 fr
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Fig.2 Cumulative probability of gap acceptance of

containers
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Fig.3 Right-in and right-out access (Type A)
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Fig.4 Left-turn permissible access without
signal control (Type B)
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KA Qu HEBIER ;¢ HRHEE, 9= Qu/3
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BLIE B b ISk D

B 1=9 s, RFRD X FRESERBAL,
HEREEAFBZET, HA O RFEE R
RIGEFMELAR 3 Fiam.

MR S LIEN, YA DICATRKTE
F 200 veh « h" i, B 3 B X 2858 & H A 300
veh « h™' fRAR T R EATHRR. Bk, GHA D
SEE B K B — 5 R K, % SR G S R B
FEILLEE.

®3 FEAXEEFGTHNOBETESRN
Tab.3 Access capacity in different traffic

volume conditions
HAOHEFTEES/(veh« ™)

HAD
BITRR/ R EAER/(veh e h ™D
(veh+ h™)
300 400 500 600 800 1000 1200
50 50 142 147 143 134 108 82 60
100 100 149 150 144 134 108 82 60
150 150 164 158 149 136 109 82 60
200 200 182 147 156 141 110 83 60

C BUH A T RS HL3h 42 AP SIE B3 ) 3 R inf
AR A O ZE B B ARG Y, PR IE B b 9 S0 B
WIT 0 HCEF ST B mA DB
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i

HEHAD
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Fig.5 Left-turn permissible access with signal
control (Type C)
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H B b AE A2 M W75 84T , TCEERH RS T 32 BEACE i 8
R 5, 225 05 S8 H 28 X O W RB4 fRIE
BRI MR R IE , B X ERASE ™ —E
HITE.

M 3~5 R LAERHE H, A BB A O
TEAWMPR, FEAETX EREFHTHAK. H B A
HABRNIRSR, N A B 2258833 A 4R 5 A1
FREFHFNEFHS S ERHEMEEBNETE™
A g, X ELRER AT C BB A DT LLER
RS T4, e 1B) b 3B ph R ZE G, Bl 4R AT
WMPZ T, RECE RGBT E 2.

2.2 RESYUENHESW

R B HIBR FEAS R 20 A B ) % 1) 3838 P
(I , AT 9T i 7. VISSIM ff BLME B3 AT R0 P
#, I 45 4 SSAM (Surrogate Safety Assessment
ModeD) #47& 214,

2.2.1 HERIEEST

AR R s [X 18 [ 3838 41 KBS il %
EH60%, FHAFMHEN 0~35 km » h ', B
&:

(O FREFESHERE. REBREHE. 5
FHERE 3 A H /e 5 &K 300, 400,
500 veh » h™'; FL IR A EE T

(2) IWWHNERE. B A OB B ZEH 5
RN, — W RFELARNER, B EEA
HECE LT Bk AR B AP —ER I AU A
BILAEBRETRHLNER. b FXBAREEST
B ZERXT E B BB A TR —E W, R Rk
D5 BLSLHe B A S AR o5 H Bk 50 %0, A DR
X[l P %38 , 45 % 18 AC 'K F 43 Fh 100, 150,
200,250 veh « h™1,

) ERAEHFABAODNERE. EBRAERE
W s A R R — RS S SR T
. I, FRE R AR S B A S R 2 T
FEMHETI. RREE, K AR E N E IR
&Y 10%.

FREFRMIGEE MR T B A1 SE KA 8
o PFE LR ] DL A RS A S BRAE S RSB SR
X R XA FEIR AR AR LR A, B ANk 4 B
N 12 MASE B R
2.2.2 THAFEFREEEL

BRI IRIE I A T 845, EEZREBA
B3k R ERAGE T, BT DL LR ERIE
R BT IR AR, LA A O 388 WA iR AE A 3 Bh 48

R4 HEEEDPZEEGRES

Tab.4 Traffic volumes scene in simulation model

GiRGs

R/ LMW/ (veh - h D
300 400 500
100 1 Jif |
150 v Vv Vi
200 Wi I X
250 X X X

b, TR VR B VISSIM $i Hi B 22 B0 5
P A SSAM HAT /TR 15 H MR AN A
R BZETES HIFERR.

2.2.3 (B4R

2.2.3.1 FEIRX LAY

HSHAHERTAHLAHBBAO.LFES
A ORE S A O TR 7R R A%
R EHTRIBITR, ERHAE RS2 T E%4E 300,
400,500 veh « h™! 3 Fh i E K.

AR, BT A BB AORFER MR, L
HANFICA F LK BP], 3838 P fAH B T8/, B B
WAORTERHBALD, FREFLA KRR AL
B, B B A IR I AN K. BT S 2R e ik
A ELREF AR ] ZE W A B AR R B, 4
REW KT EBEE 400 veh » h "X BERKTE
Z238 250 veh » h B, SEBEE WAL IRA TR K1
K. B EREWHRPIEEE 500 veh » h 1B, T IEZE
WEIRE AR TFRA CEHESHEH B A OB Fr=4
HIFETR.

M 5 PR BHE H, T R A —F
AOZEALIE R, FE 2 H B K, iREL T
BERER
2.2.3.2 ZEXHHT

FO6HHT 3FHBADHLERENEREN
BT R B SRR

HERSCA A, A A R AEDHBAON
ERAFETERT X phge, SSAM Zp Wit B 5% 45 16— 3L
FEEHCEBAONRZX MR EEFETH
SHAYI B B WS B A O 5EEITREX
AB TR AR, EREFEREBETN AR RS WL
SR, X BT B B R SR X [ E
FETEN] ZERR A B WIEAT. Rk, B RV G R A O
eI T AR 7= AR ) R R BOE I K TR S H] (C
EDHMAD. YERBK LEB/DE, hRERE
B, TR ATESEH .
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Tab.5 The impact on the value of the delay with

flow changes

EFEIER /s S BAEIR /s

gy OWRE/  EHBWE/ AR/

(veh+h 1) (veh+h 1) (veh+h 1)
300 400 500 300 400 500
100 0.3 0.4 0.4 21 31 3.3
A 150 0.6 0.5 0.7 31 33 3.9
A 200 0.7 0.3 1.0 3.8 41 4.6
250 0.5 0.6 1.2 33 41 6.3
100 0.3 0.4 0.4 9.1 146 16.5
B 150 0.6 0.5 0.7 45 1.9 44.1
! 200 0.7 0.3 1.0 40 27.3 69.1
250 0.5 0.6 12 143 36.7 845
100 15.1 12.2 24.3 27.1 353 75.3
c 150 12.9 19.1 25.2 27.5 65.0 75.3
B 200 13.4 18.7 221 26.0 59.4 72.7
250 10.7 21.3 17.6 24.1 67.9 60.3

x6 MEHEHEBEEHTHL

Tab.6 The number of conflicts with the

changes in the flow

WREE/ (A h D)
: CHMR/ -
*H (veh» h™1) FHRE/(veh s b 1)
300 400 500
100 0 0 0
150 0 0 0
A
- 200 0 0 0
250 0 0 0
100 176 596 912
150 228 432 972
B
200 292 348 1072
250 332 508 932
CHl

AR, SR AR AT H AT A8 R .

MFE 6 ATLAE Y, M EBEE KT 400 veh -
h BRI T 250 veh » h ', YA O 54K
KIBEEHE AN, #3E 10 4> » min ' A D Z2PEAKR
REAR. Bemt, BBOR B[RS, R C BUFS4ZH
AH.

IO e el ST D S 7 Y < 3
RH A B HA B A O HLUER. X FHARR
ERAF PGB B , TAR I L PR 2l B LA T e £, X
FEEBEBHREAT 400 veh « h ' BB AR F 3
KT 250 veh « h* i, ZEJfTE] v T ILAKIG N, A

DO T ZEWIE LR, T H AL A O 52400 R Bl
. B BCR H C BFSERIEAMHB AL,

3 HAOSEER

HAON BEERIEHH

HA Do B R RS E MM SCBILA £ R 3
WS T BB EE R, AN R E B HOE AN
ADHLUEAN A O E BRI . A B
HMA D HETT R 23 T #2320 R0 ; B 2
A C B AR B N 2R, BR32 8 FilF 2 X
ARmash, 2B A O ERER . ESERPRG
FREIRW. N T BT A D SEERS
SRR SSHE B Z R, X B R IE R A R
B A DR A A A EALIE R (A BD K4
EIEEES. QA 6 R, A O 43 g BE R R B i ST 4R
B EEER UK 1/2 BB EMR. B
WA R

3.1

//%/ﬁ’ff)\’ heasn| BARN | BAKE |£EER),
O s ik A g | #%E (!
I Lo L3 Ly Ls

5ER 5EE | SEE | 5B
HX AR HIX | MR
LY MR HEEE 12

6 HAOSBEEEERKE
Fig.6 Length of each section of access

separation distance
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FRICAKE L Z2OR0ZA | WiRR
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(2) MERFHEAR L,

EBINEE, WERN Q XHHEN ¢ T
L3 3k T B R BT S A B A L, B
T 3 b7 Az [ B R T R B A ] 32 i SRR B 20 9
R

P(h> 1) = e 2
PR SE R —AA] HE R [E] B 2 A I [
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BA, ZE 3 B3k AR A TE A 4375 , AR BB HE A RIS, T, B[R]
NELEEHEUNT N BEERTF 5% ik E L, i
ﬁ‘ZEIE‘ s Ly =dN.

HEBA =, FRHESEWIR E AL RE, [F
P 77 A PR A ] 432 32 18] B B AR L I/ INR £, W 32
] B BB S B 2, AL 8 Ak S — 1 e 5L T Bt
&, B0 L', =2dN.

(3) FHANMEL L,

HTE L ESFEANRERE L% T -1
AR A, e Ly Br R E R M RE , %
BRI EFHRIE A S o, Bl — R N5/ NE BN
T I 57T $e 52 8] BE i (8] P 58 8%, B Ls = ot A=
3, TSR PIR L s = 2vt,.

(4) e R L,

LR BRI SAEHEA X, RERNE, £
HRREWAEBRKETREAR A

L, = vAw/v €Y
K0 NEHEWATERE m « 75 Aw 8 ) IR
BB, m; v IR MEEE, v =3 m. s
LR B BER VT A R 7 iy iUE.
RT EERFEHFTREWE

Tab.7 Recommended values of the transition section of

the left turn lane

Bt/ LERERE/

(lm « b 1) (km + b 1) WEBREED /o
100 70 50
80 56 40
60 42 25
40 22 15

D REWIBHERER 3 s, MEBE a H—2.5m+s7%

(5) EFHEFER Ls
EHERBRRKEFEHERAMRR AR EHK
OB, EREFBRRKETEARX N
L; =9n 6]
K :n N RENG—FS AP 2 WS4
NERT
EREEBRRKERT UARE 8 hrydilE.

®8 ERTREEEEKE
Tab.8 Storage length of the left turn lane
KL AEEEERKE/m
BEERER/(veh» h1)
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1 000

M 20 25 35 45 50 60 70 75 8 95
=Mfr 30 40 45 55 60 70 8 8 95 100
POMEf; 40 50 55 65 70 8 8 95 105 110

(2
el

(6) 1/2 HREIEE

T A O BB R LASE X O L SO e,
T 7 20 118 % ST A — 2, oAb R S X 7 1) b
F I % L

K L3R 6 Fo-K BN RD AT A8 E A 0 2 BB

7.
3.2 ETH
3.2.1 EEEIPIEE

BRI EFHERK d=15 m, W L, =15 m, %E
RN 500 veh « h !, KB E MEHEAIEZRER
IS 2o =9 s. M EB& E=AEMEBE KT 9 s
e )

P(h>9) = e (500X9/3600) — 0. 287
SEE | — NI EERZ B (9 ) FEMEER
T, = 3 600/(500 X 0. 287) = 25 s

W EMERER 100 veh » h™ 1, B BX
IR IEAR 20, T 25 s HRAK T 9540 BIBE R B A %
WE/NF 0,1,2 BIBEZRSF R

P, = 0.497,P, = 0.7 X 0,497 = 0. 348,P, = 0. 122
BP 25 s NRIAFEHHAT 2 HWBELRKTF 5%,
H it N=2,L,=dN=30 m.

KAUMZEEFOBLEENEFHBE v=10 km -
h 1,0 Ly=rt, =90 m; L, = vAw/v = 8 m; &
AT Ly =50 m. XX F A ELSFTEER 14 m, N
WA BSEERN

L=L+L,+L;+L,+Ls+14 m/2=200m
322 EWHI=FHE

S5EEAPEBERMLL, B8 =4 B
BABMBEANMBRKELZEEL, L, =2X30=
60 m,L'; =2X90=180 m, HABK B A &4 B B35
i, A O3B R

L'=L +L,+L,+L,+L;+14 m/2=320m
3.3 fhEITEH

TR A OB EENITREER £ E
HEA TR, Hop R R BRI H B 6006, XEER
50%,% 3% 35 km « h™'.

VI ZETE 05 AW 85 5 R 1), 43 790 30 B AEE 1R I
) CRAERL ) 5358 th R IR (RIE R 2) XA
THEWRN. FRmARBENERTERREQS
XiEiE g THRATERS WRNELE 7 B
7~ N 7 R LAAR Y SE R A B B S SR
WE R IR, B X MR K.

WEE T RERE N84 500,100 veh « h?
B A B4y B BB I RAE R 200 m, 503 L {HIR
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Fig.7 Delays and traffic conflicts in different Q/q

value conditions
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Fig.8 Delays and traffic conflicts at various
separation distances
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