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Abstract This research quantifies the relationship between the cost of earliness and
lateness by empirically observing commute trips from two different sources. The first
empirical analysis uses individual level travel survey data from six metropolitan regions
while the second analysis uses traffic data from the Twin Cities freeway network. The
analysis conducted in this research provides a method to estimate the ratio of the costs of
earliness to lateness for different datasets. This can be a useful tool for traffic engineers and
planners, to assist them in the development and implementation of improved control
strategies for congested cities. The results also corroborates the hypothesis of earliness
being less expensive than lateness and show that the finding holds steady over time and
across different regions and levels.
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Introduction

When travel demand exceeds system capacity, travelers compete for space and time and
they cannot all reach the location of their activities at the desired time. Further, travel time
uncertainty arises from inability to correctly predict when other users start their trip and
which route they choose. Both phenomena result in early or late arrivals. Predicting
travelers’ behavior attracts high scientific interest as a thorough understanding of choices
and reactions to others’ choices is still incomplete.

The assumption that the penalty for being early is less than that for being late was put
forward by Vickrey (1963) who analyzed how commuters compare penalties in the form of
schedule delay (due to peak hour congestion), against penalties in the form of reaching
their destination (ahead or behind their desired time of arrival). This assumption has been
tested by many researchers since then for various applications, especially in modeling
congestion pricing (Arnott et al. 1990) where it is critical to understand the tradeoff
between schedule delay and travel delay.

An early empirical analysis of the phenomenon that lateness was more expensive than
earliness was conducted by Small (1982) using data from the San Francisco Bay Area to
analyze the endogenous scheduling of individual work trips. A logit model formulates the
commuters travel schedule as a function of variables such as travel time, cost of early
arrival and late arrival at work with their associated penalties, and a fixed penalty for
arriving late. Commuters perceive a trade-off between the travel schedules and congestion,
and the trade-off is affected by many factors such as the official work start time, occu-
pational and family status, work-hour flexibility and car occupancy. While both earliness
and lateness have associated disutilities, the cost of arriving later than the official start time
is much higher than arriving earlier.

Hendrickson and Plank (1984) utilize journey to work data from Pittsburgh, Pennsyl-
vania to examine the flexibility of departure times for trips into the Pittsburgh Central
Business District. A logit model of mode and departure time choice depends on in-vehicle
free flow time, congested time, monetary mode cost, transit access time and minutes of
early arrival and late arrival in addition to the quadratic term of the minutes of early arrival
and late arrival. The late time is more onerous than early time with the penalty for late
arrival to work being much higher ($2.52 for being 5 min late) than the penalty for early
arrival ($0.04 for being 5 min early). The coefficients for the quadratic term of late arrival
estimated from the model is negative, indicating once an individual is quite late for work,
additional late time has little effect.

Noland et al. (1998) distinguish between the costs of early and late arrival in their
analysis of the importance of travel time reliability in designing policies to address con-
gestion. Data from a stated preference survey of commuters in the Los Angeles region are
used to develop a simulation model combining a supply side model of congestion delay
and a discrete choice econometric demand model. The results indicate a shifting of
schedules, mainly to offset the increased probability of being late, due to travel time
variability. The results from the empirical demand model developed also corrobortate the
assumption of lateness being more onerous than earliness.

A stated preference study on travel time reliability explores the tradeoffs travelers
make when choosing routes (Tilahun and Levinson 2006). Three alternate utility for-
mulations of reliability are explored in this paper. The first measure uses the “moments”
paradigm by calculating the expected lateness and earliness relative to the usual travel
time. The second utility formulation of reliability uses the right range of travel time
distribution (100th%—-50th%) from the median along with the probability of lateness. The
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third measure uses the standard deviation of travel time experienced. These three
measures are then used to estimate route choice models, based on stated preference data,
to understand the role that these variables play in decision making. The results indicate
that travelers value reliability highly but the valuation varies with how reliability is
measured.

Tilahun and Levinson (2006) and Hollander (2006) review the two distinct approaches
used by researchers to understand the attitude of travelers and the tradeoffs they make in
response to travel time variability. The first approach, called the mean-variance approach,
models the the extent of travel time variability directly in the model predicting traveler
response, typically a utility or cost function. The second scheduling approach assumes that
travelers response to travel time variability can be explained indirectly through their trip
scheduling considerations, namely through their earliness and lateness considerations when
choosing their departure time. The mean-variance approach fails to consider individual
preferences but is used widely due to the ease of implementation compared to the
scheduling approach, which requires disaggregate input data.

In their internet-based stated preference survey of bus users in the City of York,
England, Hollander (2006) utilizes the scheduling approach to understand response to
travel time variability and also compared it to the mean-variance approach for the same
data. The results indicate that travel time variability can be better explained by the
scheduling approach and the use of mean-variance approach underestimates the impor-
tance of travel time variability. The results also indicate that the penalty for late arrival is
much higher than early arrival and the penalty placed on early arrival is similar to the
penalty on travel time itself.

The expected utility theory approach typically used in departure time modeling has been
criticized for its lack of behavioral realism and its equal valuation of gains and losses.
Prospect theory has been suggested as an alternative due to its ability to value gains and
losses differently. A recent study applied the reference point hypothesis of prospect theory
to understand commuter departure time decision using morning commute data from Tai-
chung City, Taiwan (Jou et al. 2008). Two reference points, the earliest acceptable arrival
time and the work starting time for a given commuter, are defined in the study. Based on
these reference points, a commuter experiences a gain when his arrival time falls between
his earliest acceptable arrival time and work starting time and a loss when a the arrival time
falls beyond this acceptable range. The empirical analysis indicates that most commuters
like their arrival times to be close to their work starting times and commuters react
asymmetrically to gains and loses.

This research develops new methods to estimate the ratio of the costs of earliness to
lateness for different types of datasets, which enable agencies to implement control
policies like congestion pricing or metering more accurately. It is shown that the
arithmetic value of this ratio is population- and network-specific, but consistent among
different dates for the described cities. These results are supported by the detailed
analysis of different types of data sets for eight cities with different network topologies
and sociological characteristics. Travel survey data from metropolitan areas provide
individual travel patterns while loop detector data provide link level traffic flow data.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: the next section describes the
theoretical model used in this paper. The methodologies used to estimate the costs of
earliness over lateness using travel survey data and loop detector data are described in
the following two sections. The final section of the paper discusses the findings and
implications of the study.
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Theoretical model and initial observations

Vickrey (1969) integrates the earliness-lateness concept in the first structural model of
peak period congestion. This seminal paper treats the demand and departure time decision
endogenously. To illustrate, consider a model of city traffic where congestion occurs
during the rush hour at only a single bottleneck, the entrance to the CBD. This bottleneck
has a fixed capacity and when the rate of drivers arriving at the bottleneck is higher than
the capacity of the bottleneck, queues develop. A traveler usually experiences a delay cost
of waiting in the queue and an earliness/lateness penalty, called schedule delay, which is
the difference between the actual time passing the bottleneck and the desired time;
accordingly, he may adjust his departure time to avoid highly congested periods. Equi-
librium obtains when no individual has an incentive to alter his departure time.

The analysis presented in this paper builds on the work conducted by Geroliminis and
Levinson (2009) to investigate the recurring congestion problem (such as the morning
commute) at a network level in an urban area. The analysis combines Vickrey (1969)’s
theory with a recent macroscopic traffic model developed and tested by Daganzo (2007)
and Geroliminis and Daganzo (2007); Geroliminis and Daganzo (2008) to analytically
estimate an equilibrium solution and to develop a dynamic model of cordon-based con-
gestion pricing. In the above models, equilibrium is defined as a stable choice of departures
times, such that no traveler has an incentive to deviate from his choice and cannot find a
departure time giving less total trip cost than the one experienced.

The main difference between the network problem and Vickrey’s single bottleneck is
that capacity (maximum flow) is not constant but a function of average density during
congested conditions. For a single bottleneck, queues form when demand exceeds capacity
and the system operates at capacity until queues clear. In contrast, at the network level, as
more vehicles enter the system the average network flow and the total outflow of the
system decrease (as vehicles interfere with each other) and, as a result, the effect of
congestion is more significant. The consequence of this property for urban networks is that
equilibrium at the network level has distinct characteristics compared with single bottle-
neck model.

The properties of the network model and the macroscopic traffic model that will be
utilized in this paper are briefly described here. For a detailed description of the analytical
solution and the assumptions of the models see Geroliminis and Daganzo (2008) and
Geroliminis and Levinson (2009). Geroliminis and Levinson (2009) demonstrates that if all
travelers have the same values for schedule delay (earliness or lateness) rates and travel
delay rates ($ per unit time), the equilibrium travel delay will have a triangular shape with
time, increasing with a slope equal to the ratio of earliness over travel delay rate and then
decreasing with slope equal to the ratio of lateness over travel delay rate. The first and last
individuals (those who depart in the beginning and at the end of the congested period)
experience only schedule delay, while the traveler that experiences the maximum travel
delay arrives on time (schedule delay is zero). If this elegant analytical derivation holds for
real networks, one could easily estimate the ratio of the costs of earliness to lateness for a
network if the average (over space) travel delay in a network with time is known, by
approximating this delay with a triangular shape during the onset-offset of different peak
periods.

The authors presented real data from the morning peak for one day in downtown
Yokohama and verified that travel delay has a triangular shape with time and the ratio of
the costs of earliness to lateness is about 0.5. We investigate whether the triangular travel
delay shape is a data coincidence and if the ratio of the costs of earliness to lateness varies

@ Springer



Transportation (2011) 38:227-247 231

across different days or has a network-specific value. This is one of the tasks of the current
paper.

The part of downtown Yokohama examined in this paper is approximately a 10 km?
triangle and is congested during the weekdays peaks. Available data included flow and
detector occupancy (defined as the fraction of time a detector is occupied by vehicles)
measurements every 5 min from 500 fixed sensors and 140 taxis equipped with GPS
reporting their position and other data with suitable time stamps (activations and deacti-
vations of parking brake, blinkers/ hazard lights, the beginning and end of all stops lasting
more than a few seconds etc.). More details are provided in Sarvi et al. (2003). We
analyzed data from many different congested days, both for the morning and evening peak.

In Yokohama, the ratio of the costs of earliness to lateness for the morning peak varies
almost uniformly between 0.48 and 0.52 across different days, while for the evening peak
the ratio is between 0.36 and 0.43. Figure 1 shows the results for the analysis for one day.
This graph shows the number of vehicles in the system with time. Geroliminis and Lev-
inson (2009) find that travel time and cumulative number of vehicles for congested con-
ditions in Yokohama are linearly related with an adequate fit (R* = 0.8), which means that
the ratio of the costs of earliness to lateness obtained from the graph in Fig. 1, would be
similar if travel time were used instead. We note that during the evening peak the triangular
shape of travel delay is not as good a fit as in the morning peak. This is expected as evening
peak includes many non-work trips with different rates for schedule and travel delay,
which violate some of the assumptions of the recurring congestion network equilibrium
model. According to the US National Household Travel Survey, Daily Trip File, commute
trips comprise fewer than 15% of all daily trips in the US, and while a higher share of peak
trips, do not constitute a majority (Levinson and Krizek 2008), similar trends are likely
seen in Yokohama.
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Fig. 1 Estimated earliness and lateness ratios—Yokohama data
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The aforementioned papers co-authored by Daganzo and Geroliminis show that traffic
in large urban regions can be modeled dynamically at an aggregate level, if these regions
can be partitioned in a small number of sub-regions (neighborhoods), which are uniformly
congested. These papers show, using a micro-simulation of the San Francisco Business
district and a field experiment in downtown Yokohama (Japan), (i) that urban neighbor-
hoods approximately exhibit a Macroscopic Fundamental Diagram (MFD) relating the
number of vehicles (accumulation) in the neighborhood to the neighborhood’s average
speed (or flow) and (ii) there is a robust linear relation between the neighborhood’s average
flow and its total outflow (the number of vehicles that reach their destinations per unit time)
during a day and across days. This means that the traffic model used to describe travel
behavior and derive equilibrium conditions for the recurring congestion network problem
provides a realistic representation of macroscopic traffic conditions in the area (Geroli-
minis and Levinson 2009).

Research approach
Travel survey data

Travel surveys are conducted by planning agencies to understand the travel patterns of the
residents in the region and to provide a basis to guide highway and transit investment
decisions. Surveyed residents are typically asked to maintain a travel diary for at least a
day during which they provide information on the trips undertaken with regards to the trip
origin and destination, the purpose of the trip, the arrival and departure time of each trip,
the travel mode used, etc. In addition socio-demographic information regarding the indi-
vidual such as age, gender, employment status, occupation type; and household informa-
tion such as household size, household income, vehicle ownership and type, residence type
are also collected (Metropolitan Council of the Twin Cities Area 2003). The travel surveys
are typically conducted once every 5-10 years. For example, the Twin Cities travel survey,
called the Travel Behavior Inventory (TBI), is conducted about once every 10 years,
starting 1949 and has been conducted in 1958, 1970, 1982, 1990 and 2000.

The first empirical analysis conducted in this paper tests the difference in the costs of
earliness and lateness, using travel surveys from six metropolitan regions (totaling 11
surveys), available at the Metropolitan Travel Survey Archive (University of Minnesota
2003; Levinson and Zofka 2006). Household travel surveys conducted between 1988 and
2005 are considered for this analysis. The general criteria in the selection of these
metropolitan regions was data availability and the ease of separating out the individual
commuter data (home-based work) from the overall travel survey data. It is hoped that the
wide range in the year of surveys combined with the broad geographical distribution of the
survey areas considered, will provide universal validity to our methodology of estimating
the ratio of the cost of earliness to lateness.

Methodology

A preliminary analysis of the travel speeds that were estimated from the year 2000 Twin
Cities Travel Behavior Inventory (TBI) was used to establish the onset and offset of
congestion during the morning and evening periods. The home-based work (HBW) trips
for full-time employees, consisting of home to work and work to home trips, were sepa-
rated out from the overall travel survey data. The survey data provides information on the
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commute trip of an individual via data on trip origin and destination (in X & Y coordi-
nates), trip start time, trip end time and trip duration. Only 4,830 HBW records had
complete trip and location information. The data in each complete record was augmented
by estimates of distance, vehicle kilometers traveled (VKT) and vehicle hours traveled
(VHT). The distance between an origin and a destination was estimated from the reported
X & Y coordinates. The VKT and VHT were calculated using the estimated distance and
reported trip duration.

The procedure to determine the speed profile is as follows: Each HBW record was
assigned to a diurnal 30-min time period based on the reported trip departure times. Speed
profiles were determined for only those 30 min periods that had a minimum of 30 records.
The VKT and VHT of each record that belonged to a common time period were summed
and in turn used to calculate the average speed. The use of a minimum number of survey
records (>30) is a general criteria to avoid outliers in estimated average speeds, especially
in those time periods of extremely low system usage. A profile of the average speeds
estimated from the 2000 TBI data is provided in Fig. 2.

A similar analysis of the travel data for full-time HBW trips was conducted for the 2005
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency household travel survey. The unavailability of reported
distance between the trip origin and destination, lack of locational data (X & Y coordinates
of the trip origin/destination or corresponding TAZ), errors in reported trip distance made it
difficult to conduct similar speed profiles for the remaining four metropolitan areas con-
sidered in the analysis. The onset and offset of congestion in the morning and evening
periods for the remaining metropolitan areas was established using the congested period
estimated from the TBI as a starting point, and adjusting the time using data on the number
of travelers on the system in each metropolitan area.
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Fig. 2 Estimated speed profile—Twin Cities TBI HBW data
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The number of travelers on the system, in each of the six metropolitan area, was
estimated from the respective surveys using the reported trip departure and arrival times.
This data, stratified into 5-min time periods, was then used to estimate separate
regression models for the onset and offset of congestion during the morning and evening
periods.

The regression models estimate the number of commuters on the system as a function of
time. It is important to note that the number of travelers for the morning peak period were
estimated from the home to work survey data and the number of travelers on the system
during the evening peak period were estimated from the work to home survey data for each
metropolitan area, except for a few surveys, highlighted in the results, as shown in Tables 1
and 2. Based on the model developed by Geroliminis and Levinson (2009), a ratio is then
estimated as:

Ratio = Cost of Earliness/Cost of Lateness (1)

The cost of earliness is the slope coefficient from the regression model for the onset of
congestion. The cost of lateness is the slope coefficient from the regression model for the
offset of congestion

A plot of the actual commuters from the travel survey data and the predicted commuters
estimated using the regression models for the various metropolitan areas is provided in
Figs. 3,4, 5, 6, and 7.

The ratios estimated from the various surveys vary between 0.39-0.76 for the morning
peak period and 0.34-0.84 for the evening peak period. Six of the 11 surveys in the
morning peak period and four of the 11 surveys in the evening peak period show a value
between 0.5-0.65.

The ratios of the costs of earliness to lateness, estimated using the Yokohama data,
presented in the “Theoretical model and initial observations’ section of this paper, varies
between 0.48 and 0.52 across different days, while for the evening peak the ratio is
between 0.36 and 0.43. The ratios of the costs of earliness to lateness estimated from the
travel surveys have a broader range compared to the ratios estimated using the Yokohama
data. This could be due to the wide geographical and time distribution of the travel surveys
considered in this analysis.

In general, the results show that earliness has a different and lower cost than lateness
across the various metropolitan areas, especially for the morning peak period. The results
for the morning peak period also indicate consistency in the ratios of the costs of earliness
to lateness. For example, the analysis conducted using the Twin Cities TBI shows that the
ratios estimated for the morning peak period holds steady between 0.55 and 0.58 from
1982 to 2000.

Freeway loop detector data

The second dataset is traffic data obtained from the freeway loop detectors in the Twin
Cities metropolitan area. Mn/DOT’s Regional Transportation Management Center
(RTMC) maintains an exhaustive system of over 4,000 inductive loop detectors placed
approximately every kilometer on the mainline freeways and on every entrance and exit
ramps. The volume and occupancy data collected from the loop detectors is transferred
to the RTMC every 30 s using fiber optic lines (Regional Transportation Management
Center 2008). Volume is the number of vehicles crossing the detector in the specified
interval, while occupancy is the fraction of time a detector is occupied by vehicles.
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Fig. 4 Actual versus estimated commuters—Puget Sound

If occupancy is multiplied by the effective vehicle length, it shows the

average density

(vehicles/km) in the proximity of the detector. An approximation of the number of
vehicles in the network can be obtained if the number of lanes for each detector station
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MWCOG Household Travel Survey (1988)
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Fig. 5 Actual versus estimated commuters—metropolitan Washington
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No of Home to Work Commuters - Actual No of Home to Work Commuters Onset - Predicted
No of Work to Home Commuters - Actual No of Work to Home Commuters Onset - Predicted
=== = No of Home to Work Commuters Offset - Predicted No of Work to Home Offset - Predicted
1200
1000 A
iy \ ’
w o \
$ A
o / |\
3 600 : [ \
IS \ ‘
= \
o //
(=]
Z 400 + \
200 // \
s o 9 9 9 © © 9o o © o o 9 9o o 9o 9o o o o o o o o
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 & 8 8 8 8 & 8 8 8
g © § & § 6 & 5 & & g £ & 8 F ® € £ & 2 § 5 § 8§
£ 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 g g g g © © g g & & o o o 9
5§ - & & ¥ &6 & K & & € € © 9 e 9 o o o 9 9 9o o o
g s £ & & ¥ B8 & K & & & = & &
£ e £ ¢ e ¥ 8 e & 2 & § 5 & g
= .
Time

Fig. 6

Actual versus estimated commuters—Southwest Idaho

and the distance between successive detector stations are known. For the Twin Cities
freeway network, detectors are almost evenly spaced, which makes the estimation of the

number of vehicles less tedious.
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KIPDA Household Travel Survey (2005)
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Fig. 7 Actual versus estimated commuters—North Central Kentucky and Southern Indiana

The morning peak period freeway loop detector data is extracted for a selected day in
May, 2007 and utilized for analysis in this research'. The date (Wednesday, May 23rd,
2007) selection was based on the relative availability of loop detector data over the
network. An additional consideration was ensuring that the changes in traffic patterns after
the I-35W Bridge collapse did not affect the results of the study. The flows over a sample
set of mainline detectors from various sections of the freeway network compare well with
other dates (also considered as valid candidates), thereby ensuring consistency in behavior.

The freeway loop detector data was analyzed for presence of rogue values (missing
detectors, stuck detectors, malfunctions, and outliers) and cleaned based on the principles
of flow conservation. It is important to note that data correction for the selected date of
analysis was minimal and fewer than 5% of the loop detectors had to be corrected.

Methodology

The first step in the analysis involves the use of the loop detector data to identify the inputs
and outputs to the freeway system. Figure 8 identifies the loop detectors along the freeway
network and also defines the boundary of the freeway system (just outside the 1-494/1-694
beltway) analyzed in this paper.

The Mn/DOT loop detector data identifies each detector as either an on-ramp, off-ramp
or a mainline detector. The on-ramps act as inputs and the off-ramps act as outputs to the
freeway system. The input data (vehicle count data) from all on-ramps in the system is
aggregated along with the mainline inputs into the freeway system at the defined boundary.
This provides the aggregated system input, which is then accumulated to obtain the

! The Minnesota Traffic Observatory (MTO) maintains a repository of actual freeway traffic data extracted
from the loop detectors on the Twin Cities freeway network, available for download at http://data.dot.
state.mn.us/datatools/.
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Legend

*  Loop detector stations

— T\in Cities Freeway System Boundary

Fig. 8 Twin Cities freeway network—analyzed area

cumulative system input against time. The cumulative system output is similarly obtained
using the aggregated outputs on all off-ramps inside the defined region, and all outputs
occurring at the boundaries of the network.

Instead of plotting cumulative number of vehicles entering/exiting the system versus
time t, N(t), an oblique coordinate system was used to plot N(f) — go(t — ty) versus t for
the starting time, 7y, and some choice of ¢y, as shown in Fig. 9. N(¢) is the cumulative
number of vehicles up to time t, while g, is a constant value with units of flow to highlight
the changes in slope. As shown in Fig. 9, the cumulative input starts and ends at O, which
means that g, approximately equals the average value of input flow during the entire study
period. This transformation magnifies the vertical scale to more clearly observe changes in
the slope. This method of plotting the curves was introduced by Cassidy and Windover
(1995). Oblique plots are commonly used in analyzing freeway traffic data and better
visualize the trends and changes in vehicular traffic, which can usually be masked in a
cumulative plot (Mufioz et al. 2000).

The changes in the system in terms of accumulation and dissipation of the vehicles
during the onset and offset of congestion are shown in Fig. 10. The ‘+’ sign in the figure
indicates an accumulation of vehicles in the network (total input greater than total output),
and the ‘—’ indicates a dissipation in the system (total output greater than total input). The
cumulative system input and output plot can then be used to estimate the number of
vehicles on the freeway network over time (as the difference of the cumulative input and
cumulative output curves).

The next step in the analysis is to estimate separate regression models for the onset and
offset of congestion. As mentioned previously, the focus of the analysis is the morning

@ Springer



Transportation (2011) 38:227-247 241

N-q,(t-t;), qo=640vh/5min

F

-

Vehicles (5 minute counts)

2.

160000

140000

—— Cumulative /\

120000 Input

Cumulative

Output
100000 / \
80000 / \
60000 / \
40000 / \
20000 P

9 0O

25000

20000

15000

10000

5000

0

0 Trr—~—r~r—rr—rr r— r r r r rr r r r r r r - rr r r r rrr r r r r r rrrrrr r -
5:00 5:30 6:00 6:30 7:00 7:30 8:00 8:30 9:00
Time

blique plot of cumulative system input and output—Twin Cities freeway system
> AN
4 A
/
v
/
7 —Input to System
= -Output from System
+/ + Accumulation
/ — Dissipation
/
/
4/
/
bad
e
5:00 5:30 6:00 6:30 7:00 7:30 8:00 8:30 9:00

Time

Fig. 10 System accumulation and dissipation—Twin Cities freeway system

peak period traffic on the Twin Cities freeway system and the underlying assumption is
that the majority of morning peak period traffic is made up of home to work or commute
trips. An analysis of speed profiles is conducted to identify the onset and offset of
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Fig. 11 Estimated average speed over time—Twin Cities freeway system

congestion in the Twin Cities, similar to the speed profiles constructed using the TBI data.
A plot of the estimated average speed against time is shown in Fig. 11.

The average speeds estimated using the traffic data from the loop detectors are higher
than the speeds estimated from the reported travel survey data. Possible explanations are
(Wu et al. 2009; Levinson et al. 2006):

(i) The differences in drivers’ perceived and actual travel time

(i) The fact that loop detectors on freeways have travel speeds faster than speeds on
arterial routes

(iii) Respondents to travel surveys may report door-to-door time, not engine-on to
engine-off time

However it is important to note that the comparison of the speed profiles from the TBI data
and loop detector data show the same trend of a decrease in average speed of the system users
at the onset of congestion and an increase in the average speed at the offset of congestion.

The third step in the analysis is the estimation and use of the Macroscopic Fundamental
Diagram (MFD) relating the flow in the system to the average occupancy on all mainline
detectors along the freeway network. A detailed explanation of the existence of MFD for
traffic in an urban area and the rationale of using the MFD as a tool to describe congestion
dynamically is provided in Geroliminis and Daganzo (2008). A plot of the MFD created
using the loop detector data for a weekday (3 am-3 pm) is provided in Fig. 12.

The MFD plot for the Twin Cities metropolitan area freeway system shows a well
defined relation between average flow and occupancy. When compared with MFDs for
arterial networks (e.g. Yokohama) there is more scatter in the congested regime. This
phenomenon is due to the spatial heterogeneity in congestion across the freeway network.
The MFD for the most congested part of the network (inner ring around downtown
Minneapolis) has different data scattering and shape (e.g. during the peak hour the
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Fig. 12 Macroscopic fundamental diagram—Twin Cities freeway system

maximum value average occupancy in the congested part is 28%, while in the whole
network is 16%). But as we show here (Table 3), the difference in the shape and scatter is
not significant enough to affect the ratio of the costs of earliness to lateness. We also show
that this ratio is the same when estimated for the whole network or only for the inner ring.

Three types of regression model are estimated based on the analysis conducted above.
The first two regression models use occupancy data for the congested part and the whole
network while the last regression model uses the number of vehicles on the system. The
regression based on occupancy is easier to analyze since the required data can be obtained
directly from the loop detectors. The regression based on the number of vehicles in the
system involves slightly more effort since the data isn’t directly collected and needs to be
estimated from the loop detector data for on and off-ramps.

The first regression model uses the data on average occupancy over time from all
mainline detectors in the Twin Cities freeway network. As in the analysis with travel
survey data, separate regression models were estimated for the onset and offset of con-
gestion. A plot of the estimated average occupancy against the actual average occupancy
obtained from loop detector data is provided in Fig. 13. The second regression model is
also based on the average occupancy data but focuses on the congested portion of the Twin
Cities freeway system. The model is estimated the same way as the first regression model
and a plot of the results are provided in Fig. 14. Note that the average occupancy for the
entire network varies between 2 and 16%, while for the most congested part of the network
between 2 and 28%. This happens because most of the low occupancy during the rush
hours are located in the outer ring of the study region. Separate regression models are
estimated for the entire network and the congested freeway network to account for the
presence of spatial heterogeneity identified in the MFD. Such an analysis allows us to see if
the relationship between the costs of earliness and lateness as perceived by the system
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Fig. 13 Regression results—using occupancy on entire system (y variable in the vertical axis, x variable in
the x axis)

users holds under different traffic environments. Building on the analytical model of
Geroliminis and Levinson (2009) and the empirical evidence from the Yokohama exper-
iment (see “Research approach” section), we approximate the ratio of the costs of earliness
to lateness, with the ratio of the slopes for the onset and offset of congestion from occu-
pancy and number of vehicles time series.

The final regression model in this analysis uses the number of vehicles on the freeway
system (obtained indirectly from loop detector data) over time, similar to the models
estimated using travel survey data. As in the other models, separate regression models are
estimated for the onset and offset of congestion and the plot of the predicted number of
vehicles against the actual input data is shown in Fig. 15.

It is important to note that the onset and offset of congestion used in the above three
regression analyses is determined by analyzing the speed profiles in combination with the
profiles of actual occupancy and number of vehicles on the system respectively. The plot of
the results from the above three regression models, shown in Figs. 13, 14, and 15, indicate
a good fit for the predicted values against their respective inputs. The ratio of the costs of
earliness to lateness estimated from all three regression models using the slopes for onset
and offset is presented in Table 3.

The results, obtained using a new methodology, indicate values for the ratio between
0.55-0.65. The ratio estimated from occupancy data are slightly higher than the ratio esti-
mated using the number of vehicles in the system. It is important to note that the ratio of the
costs of earliness to lateness is the same in both regressions conducted using the occupancy
data, indicating that spatial heterogeneity in congestion doesn’t affect how travelers perceive
earliness and lateness. Further, the ratio (0.56) estimated using the number of vehicles on the
Twin Cities freeway system is very close to the value (0.55) obtained from the estimation of
number of travelers on the system using the year 2000 TBI data.
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Fig. 14 Regression results—using occupancy on congested portion alone (y variable in the vertical axis,
x variable in the x axis)
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Fig. 15 Regression results—using number of vehicles on entire system (y variable in the vertical axis,
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Table 3 Empirical comparison of earliness and lateness rates—Twin Cities

Data source  System analyzed Onset t R*> Obs. Offset t R*> Obs. Ratio
(am) (pm)

Occupancy  Entire Freeway 6:55-7:45 4994 096 101 7:45-8:10 —30.44 096 41 0.65
Network

Occupancy  Congested Freeway 6:55-7:45 54.57 097 101 7:45-8:10 —27.50 0.95 41  0.65
Network

Number of  Entire Freeway 7:00-7:45 10.77 094 10 7:45-8:10 —1241 097 6 0.56

vehicles in ~ Network

network

Coefficients are significant at 95% confidence level in all regression models

Conclusions

This research analyzes the importance that commuters place on the costs of earliness and
lateness using data at the individual level and aggregate level. The analysis was conducted
using existing datasets across different sites (travel survey and traffic data for eight sites).
The results indicate that late arrival is more expensive than early arrival, and holds steady
over time and across different regions and levels. More importantly, we developed
methods to estimate the ratio of the costs of earliness to lateness for different types of
datasets. This can be a useful tool for traffic engineers and planners to assist them in the
development and implementation of improved control strategies (such as cordon pricing or
metering) for congested cities and to appropriately value travel time reliability.

The results presented in this paper are based on a model developed by Geroliminis and
Levinson (2009) which focuses on the average behavior of travellers. This simplified model
allows us to extract average behavioral characteristics from aggregated traffic data. While it
is known that the value of time (and the schedule delay consequently) varies among indi-
viduals, our understanding is not complete on how the variability of this and other socio-
economic factors affect the equilibrium solution. Research in this direction is underway.

Results from this survey allow us to assert that the ratio is on average between 0.55 and
0.65 in the Twin Cities (and has other values in other cities). While the use of individual
travel survey data overcomes the limitations of just using aggregate data, this study does
not focus on the causal factors that explain why earliness is preferred to lateness, or its
magnitude. Employing travel survey data on significant subsets of the population should
enable examination of whether preference for earliness or lateness varies by spatial, socio-
economic, demographic, employment, or other variables.

References

Arnott, R.J., De Palma, A., Lindsey, R.: Departure time and route choice for the morning commute. Transp.
Res. B Methodol. 24B, 209-228 (1990)

Cassidy, M., Windover, J.: Methodology for assessing dynamics of freeway traffic flow. Transp. Res. Rec.
Natl. Res. Counc. 1484, 73-79 (1995)

Daganzo, C.: Urban gridlock: macroscopic modeling and mitigation approaches. Transp. Res. B 41, 49-62
(2007)

Geroliminis, N., Daganzo, C.: Macroscopic modeling of traffic in cities. In: 86th Annual Meeting of the
Transportation Research Board, pp. 07-0413. Washington, DC (2007)

Geroliminis, N., Daganzo, C.: Existence of urban-scale macroscopic fundamental diagrams: some experi-
mental findings. Transp. Res. B 42, 759-770 (2008)

@ Springer



Transportation (2011) 38:227-247 247

Geroliminis, N., Levinson, D.: Cordon pricing consistent with the physics of overcrowding. In: Proceedings
of the 18th International Symposium on Transportation and Traffic Theory (2009)

Hendrickson, C., Plank, E.: The flexibility of departure time for work trips. Transp. Res. A 18, 25-36 (1984)

Hollander, Y.: Direct versus indirect models for the effects of unreliability. Transp. Res. A 40, 699-711 (2006)

Jou R.C., Kitamura R., Weng M.C., Chen C.C.: Dynamic commuter departure time choice under uncer-
tainty. Transp. Res. A 42, 774-783 (2008)

Levinson, D., Harder, K., Bloomfield, J., Carlson, K.: Waiting tolerance: ramp delay vs. freeway congestion.
Transp. Res. F 9, 1-13 (2006)

Levinson, D., Krizek, K.: Planning for Place and Plexus: Metropolitan Land Use and Transport. Routledge,
New Yrok (2008)

Levinson, D., Zofka, E.: The metropolitan travel survey archive: a case study in archiving. In: Stopher P.,
Stecher C. (eds.) Travel Survey Methods: Quality and Future Directions, Proceedings of the 5th
Intenational Conference on Travel Survey Methods, pp. 223-238. Emerald Group Pub Ltd, Bingley
(2006)

Metropolitan Council of the Twin Cities Area: 2000 Travel behavior inventory home interview survey: data
and methodology. Metropolitan Council, St. Paul, MI (2003)

Mufioz, J., Daganzo, C., Center, T., University of California (System): Fingerprinting traffic from static
freeway sensors. University of California Transportation Center, University of California, California
(2000)

Noland, R., Small, K., Koskenoja, P., Chu, X.: Simulating travel reliability. Reg. Sci. Urban Econ. 28,
535-564 (1998)

Regional Transportation Management Center: http://www.dot.state.mn.us/tmc/tmctools.html. Accessed
October 2008

Sarvi, M., Horiguchi, R., Kuwahara, M., Shimizu, Y., Sato, A., Sugisaki, Y.: A methodology to identify
traffic condition using intelligent probe vehicles. In: Proceedings of 10th ITS World Congress, Madrid,
pp- 17-21 (2003)

Small, K.: The scheduling of consumer activities: work trips. Am. Econ. Rev. 72, 467-479 (1982)

Tilahun, N., Levinson, D.: A moment of time: valuing reliability using stated preference. J. Intell. Transp.
Syst. (2006, in press)

University of Minnesota: Metropolitan Travel Survey Archive. http://www.surveyarchive.org (2003).
Accessed Oct 2008

Vickrey, W.: Pricing in urban and suburban transport. Am. Econ. Rev. JSTOR 53, 452-465 (1963)

Vickrey, W.: Congestion theory and transport investment. Am. Econ. Rev. 59, 251-260 (1969)

Wu, X., Levinson, D., Liu, H.: Perception of waiting time at signalized intersections. Transp. Res. Rec.
2135, 52-59 (2009)

Author Biographies

Pavithra Parthasarathi is a Ph.D. candidate in the Department of Civil Engineering at the University of
Minnesota. Her research focuses on understanding the linkages between transportation networks, travel
behavior, and urban form. Prior to starting her Ph.D. in August 2007, she worked as a transportation
consultant for over 5 years.

Anupam Srivastava is a M.S. student in the Department of Civil Engineering at the University of
Minnesota. He holds a bachelor’s degree from the Indian Institute of Technology (IIT), Kharagpur. His
current work involves developing density based ramp metering algorithms, under the supervision of Dr.
Nikolas Geroliminis.

Nikolas Geroliminis is the Director of the Urban Transport Systems Laboratory and an Assistant Professor
at EPFL, Switzerland. He has a diploma in Civil Engineering from NTUA, Greece and a M.Sc. and Ph.D.
from UC Berkeley. Before joining EPFL he was an Assistant Professor at the University of Minnesota. His
research interests focus on urban transportation systems, traffic flow theory and control, public
transportation and logistics.

David Levinson holds the RP Braun/CTS Chair in Transportation and is the Director of the Networks,
Economics, and Urban Systems (NEXUS) research group at the University of Minnesota. His research
focuses on understanding the process of network growth, evaluating transportation technology and policy,
and modeling transport-land use interactions.

@ Springer


http://www.dot.state.mn.us/tmc/tmctools.html
http://www.surveyarchive.org

	The importance of being early
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Theoretical model and initial observations
	Research approach
	Travel survey data
	Methodology

	Freeway loop detector data
	Methodology


	Conclusions
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


