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Abstract: Turning movement (TM) data of vehicular traffic at intersections are a basic input for signal
timing design. Existing methods of collecting TM data are time- and cost-intensive. Using connected
vehicle (CV) data is an alternative method. Trajectories of vehicles through an intersection can be
constructed using CV data. However, because of the low number of CVs in the traffic stream, it
is imprecise to consider TM data from CVs as representative of the whole traffic flow. To address
this issue, a Kalman filter (KF) for estimating TM rates at intersections based on CV data under low
market penetration levels using commercially available connected vehicle data was developed in
this study. This method is independent of intersection geometry or the presence of shared lanes.
The algorithm was evaluated using data from an intersection in Salt Lake City, Utah. The manually
collected TM counts at this intersection were compared with the raw CV data as well as the results
obtained from the developed methodology. The comparison shows that while TM counts based on
raw CV data show severe violations in accuracy, making them unreliable, the method developed in
this research gives results that have much lower accuracy violations.
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1. Introduction

Traffic signal timing and efficiency analysis require vehicle TM count data at inter-
sections [1]. In addition to signal timing applications, this information can be applied to
dynamic traffic assignment and adaptive signal control [2]. It is not costly or complicated to
estimate flows entering an intersection from its approaches using existing vehicle detection
infrastructure [3]. Traditionally, traffic volumes have been obtained from fixed sensors
such as loop detectors, microwave detectors, and video-imaging detectors [4]. While these
devices can be used to measure approach volumes, they cannot measure TMs, which are
the classification of an approach traffic stream into left, right, and through streams through
the intersection [5]. At this time, manual counts are the most common and also the most
labor-intensive method of collecting TM data.

The recent emergence of connected vehicles (CVs) opens up several possibilities
for improving the operation of traffic signals [6]. With vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I)
communication, CVs can serve as mobile sensors by continually reporting their status
to roadside equipment (RSE) or satellites. An alternative way of obtaining CV data is
through commercial data services companies that provide data collected by various vehicle
manufacturing companies. Such data provide vehicle movement data captured every 3 s
from ignition on to ignition off for the full length of a journey. Vehicle trajectory data are
also available at 3 m accuracy. Data services companies obtain such data from vehicle
manufacturing companies and provide the data to customers. The data are available in near
real time in regular batches (daily, weekly, or monthly) or as a historical one-off purchase.
The research reported here used three months of historical data for selected months within
the limits of Salt Lake City, Utah. Three months of vehicle movement data and three months
of driving event data were purchased from a commercial data service company.

The necessity for fixed location detectors in the current signal systems may thus be
greatly reduced or possibly completely eliminated with the increasing prevalence of CVs.
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Since CVs have not yet fully penetrated the vehicle market, we will need to use data fusion
methods to obtain the most from the data we already have. CV data might be combined
with data from traditional detectors to compute TMs with acceptable levels of accuracy.

It is possible to calculate TM percentages at an intersection for every time interval
using CV data. These TM percentages can then be multiplied by the total approach volume
obtained from other means, such as loop detectors, to estimate TM counts from that
approach. However, such TM counts are not reliable because of the low penetration rate
of CVs in the traffic stream. To address this issue, a Kalman filter (KF) methodology was
developed in this study by utilizing historic data of TMs from CVs to obtain a reliable
estimation of the TM rates for every time interval. Since CV data are available citywide, the
methodology developed in this study can be used to estimate TMs at every intersection in
the city for any desired time interval. The availability of such citywide concurrent data will
also enable corridor- or network-level management of traffic operations. The methodology
described here can be characterized as a TM estimator that can be used as an alternative to
the traditional manual counting of TMs.

2. Material and Methods
2.1. Literature Review

Manual counting is the most basic method of obtaining TMs at an intersection, but this
method is time-consuming and costly. Attempts to simplify this procedure first centered on
utilizing an O-D matrix to solve the problem, but this strategy proved to be imprecise and
unstable when utilized with an existing data collection system [7]. Other studies attempted
to identify vehicle TMs using detector data [2,3,8–11]. However, the existence of shared
lanes made vehicle tracking difficult, restricting the use of these methods to intersections
without shared lanes.

Some researchers tried to improve the convenience and coverage of TM data collec-
tion by taking advantage of the existing video detection system at signalized intersec-
tions [12–15]. There were also some proposed approaches for intersections equipped with
radar-based vehicle detection systems [16]. The main problem with these approaches is
that they are useful only at intersections where video detection devices or radar-based
devices have been installed. In addition, this process could be cost-prohibitive because it
will require specialized hardware to be deployed at the intersections.

Meanwhile, others have tried to predict TMs at intersections using machine-learning-
based models [17,18]. The issue with these studies and several other studies is that their
algorithms require both inbound and outbound traffic volumes as input, whereas detectors
often only gather traffic entering the intersection [19–22]. Overall, none of the suggested
approaches has proved functional enough to be widely adopted as a substitute for manual
counting by transportation planners and state authorities. Recently, some studies have
attempted to use CV data to aid in estimating traffic volumes at intersections. Zheng and
Liu attempted to estimate the volume of traffic at signalized intersections [23]. They defined
the volume estimation problem as a maximum likelihood problem and solved it with an
expectation maximum algorithm based on the theory of a time-dependent Poisson arrival
process. The results of the Zheng and Liu study, which was the first attempt to estimate
traffic volumes using sampled vehicle trajectories, can be very helpful in understanding
how to extract traffic flow information from vehicle trajectory data. In their study, it appears
that the volumes for various directions at a junction were calculated, although it is unclear
how they found the split of the traffic volumes in each direction. In another study, Tang
utilized sampled vehicle trajectories to estimate cycle-based traffic volume at signalized
intersections using the tensor decomposition approach under low penetration rates [24].
Tang calculated cyclic volumes using CV data but did not estimate intersection TMs. A
study by Saldivar-Carranza and another by Saldivar-Carranza, Li, and Bullock apply CV
data to find TMs at intersections [25,26]. Individual vehicle TMs at signalized intersections
are automatically identified using connected vehicle trajectory data. At an intersection,
entry and exit trajectory directions are gathered to form movement clusters, which are then
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analyzed using k-means to determine the number of clusters, and specific TMs are assigned
to the centroids. The most serious obstacle to implementing this approach in real-world
situations is the fact that the current penetration rate is below ten percent, which means
that the findings based on only a limited sample of the real population may be unreliable.
Utilizing a small sample to forecast the behavior of the entire population is undesirable;
hence, a scientific approach to expanding the sample to the entire population is required.

2.2. Data Collection

Raw data used in this study come from CV data collected by a commercial data service
company. The company has information for 9.1 trillion data points involving 44.4 billion
journeys across a network of 10.7 million live vehicles from a supply base of over 50 million
connected vehicles [27]. Another company collaborates with the data service company to
provide the raw data from CVs in a user-friendly interface that makes it easier to process
the raw data. The data used in this research were obtained for the months of March 2019,
January 2021, and August 2021. These months were chosen because TM data from manual
counts at three intersections in Salt Lake City were available from the Utah Department
of Transportation (UDOT) for selected days during those months. The manually collected
data were used as the ground truth in this study. The CV data have 179,070 journeys for
March 2019, 2,353,877 journeys for January 2021, and 2,887,201 journeys for August 2021.
These figures show the rapid growth of connected vehicles in Salt Lake City between March
2019 and August 2021.

It should be noted that the suggested method could not be used with the data for
2019 because there were not enough data points for the study month. Only the data from
2021 were used as the input for our algorithm. These restrictions forced us to evaluate
our strategy only at one intersection, the 700 East and 900 South intersection in Salt Lake
City. This was the only intersection with manual counts in 2021. Fortunately, three days of
manual count data for this intersection were available: January 20, January 21, and August
24 of 2021.

2.3. Data Processing

The interface described above was used to capture CV information for the intersections.
An interactive map and a control panel make up the interface. Waypoints generated by the
CVs are shown on the map. Waypoints are generated once every three seconds when a CV
is moving. A journey ID number is used to organize the waypoints according to the overall
trip of which they are a part and allows for the collection of CV volumes. The waypoints
carry many detailed pieces of information, such as the geographical location, timestamp,
speed, acceleration, heading, information about the origin and destination of the trip, and
many other features related to the particular waypoint.

Using the interface, it is possible to determine how CVs entering an approach at an
intersection split into various directions. To do that, the entry and exit gates for every
approach need to be defined first. Then, using a network tool available in the interface,
it is possible to track the vehicles that enter an approach entry gate and exit from exit
gates, which gives us TMs. Aggregating data from successive time intervals of 15 min,
we can derive the TMs for every desired time interval that is a multiple of 15 min, for
every desired date. This demonstrates the TM behavior of a small number of cars sending
data to satellites but is not indicative of the movement of all traffic traveling through the
intersection; however, this limited information can still be used to infer the behavior of the
entire traffic flow.

For the analysis of a single intersection, a relevant part of the street network around
the intersection must be defined. First, all links of the network that start or end inside
a circle within a radius of around 300 feet from the center point of the intersection are
considered. The region within this circle is believed to represent the area of influence due
to the signalization. Second, another circle with a radius of 170 feet is defined around
the same center. These radii are chosen based on the suggestion in [26]. Choosing the
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influence area of an intersection in this manner also conforms to the recommendation of the
Highway Capacity Manual [28], which suggests that the intersection influence area extends
to a distance of 250 feet from the stop bar. Third, using these two circles, four polygons
on four approaches are defined as the entry and exit gates for traffic flow into and out of
the intersection. These circles and polygons are known as waypoint geometry. They are
essentially geofences that record the entry and exit of vehicles inside these defined spaces.
We need the geofences because grouping data into 15 min time intervals leads to journey
IDs being counted multiple times. By defining this cross-shaped waypoint geometry, the
query data would now have to follow the rules of the network and be inside this waypoint
geometry during any given timeslot. This solves the problem of journey IDs being counted
multiple times. Figure 1 illustrates the three waypoint geometries that help define entry
and exit gates. Figure 2 shows the final defined gates.
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The next step is to define the network to count TMs. Figure 3 depicts an example
of such a network for northbound traffic. The four nodes in Figure 3 correspond to the
four gates shown in Figure 2. This network is used to process a query that counts every
journey ID that passes through both the entry gate (7184NB ENTRY) and one of the three
exit gates (7184EB, 7184NB, and 7184WB) during the specified time intervals. The result
of applying such a query on this network is shown in Figure 4. In this figure, the orange,
green, and blue dots represent vehicles that are going through, turning right, or turning
left, respectively. The existence of orange dots in segments other than northbound or green
dots in southbound instead of eastbound segments can be a little confusing. This happens
because vehicles are observed at different points in their journey and some drivers may
have traveled through this intersection more than once during a trip; the system is picking
up data points from different time periods during their trips. However, such occurrences
do not affect the computation of TM percentages in the northbound direction. The TM data
are exported to tables for further processing. Using these tables, it is easy to calculate the
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turning percentages in each direction and for every desired time interval. However, due to
the low CV penetration rates, the TM percentages computed in this manner are unlikely to
accurately reflect the turning behavior of all vehicles passing through the intersection. The
method described in this paper addresses this issue, and in the case study, the accuracy
of the results obtained using this technique is compared to that of the results calculated
directly from CV data.
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2.4. Methodology

This study provides a method that uses CV data to estimate TM rates at intersections
in a low-penetration CV environment. These estimated TM rates can then be applied to
actual traffic counts derived from detector data to produce TM counts. This solution is not
expensive since it does not require the installation of any hardware at the intersection, unlike
many earlier attempts. It also functions for all intersection geometries, with or without
shared lanes, and for intersections instrumented with any type of traffic detection system.

The TM percentages obtained from the CV data alone will likely not represent the
turning behavior of all traffic flowing through the intersection because of the low penetra-
tion rates of CVs. At low penetration levels, the number of vehicles that send data to the
data collection center will be small. The small sample size makes it unreasonable to make
inferences about the entire population of vehicles using the network at any given time. In
addition, these data are tied to the past, while we may also desire to predict turning counts
for future time intervals. An alternative approach to address these concerns is necessary.
A methodology based on Kalman filters (KFs) was chosen to fulfill this need. The KF
approach was applied to historical CV data to estimate the turning rate for each subsequent
time period.

A KF is a mathematical algorithm for obtaining a future estimate using historical data.
The KF method was first proposed by Rudolf Kalman in 1960 [29]. A KF is used to estimate
states based on linear dynamical systems in state-space format. The process model defines
the evolution of the state from time k to time k + 1 [30]. In this study, we assume that k
represents one day. According to the KF, in each step (one day in our case), the estimation
of TM counts for a desired time interval is derived from a weighted sum of the prediction,
which is computed as an intermediate step, and the present measurement, which is the
CV TM counts for the desired day. A formula is used to calculate the prediction, which is
based on all CV TM counts for all days leading up to the desired day. The Kalman gain
is the metric that indicates the magnitude of the contribution of the measurement to the
estimate. Each of the subsequent steps is described in detail below.

The ”state“ of the dynamical system is defined as an (n × 1) matrix and denoted by
xk. In this case, n equals 4, which includes three TM counts for a chosen time interval (left,
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through, right) and the overall approach volume, which is the sum of the TM volumes. The
vector xk is shown as follows:

xk =


Le f t − turning movements

Through movements
Right − turning movements

Approach volume


The evolution of the “state” is depicted by Equation (1). This is also known as the

process model.
xk+1 = Axk + wk (1)

where
xk: state variable for day k; (n × 1) column vector (and similarly for day k + 1).
A: state transition matrix; (n × n) matrix.
wk: state transition noise; (n × 1) column vector.
According to Equation (1), the “state” in each step is a function of the “state” in the

previous step. The matrix A describes how the system changes over time. Further definition
of the variables used in Equation (1) is given below.

A is the state transition matrix that is a user-defined matrix. In this study, the following
value was chosen for the transition matrix A to reflect the linear relationship between the

TM and total approach volume of two successive days. A =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 1 1 0

wk is the process

noise vector, which is assumed to be a zero-mean Gaussian with a variance-covariance
matrix Q, i.e., wk ∼ N(0, Q). Q is an (n × n) diagonal matrix that will be used directly
in the KF algorithm. Noise cannot be predicted but can be estimated statistically. We
calculated Q based on the mean and variance of noise estimated from historical CV data.
For more clarification, Equation (1) can be expressed as follows:

Le f t − turning movements
Through movements

Right − turning movements
Approach volume


K+1

=


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 1 1 0

×


Le f t − turning movements
Through movements

Right − turning movements
Approach volume


k

+ wk

The process model is paired with the measurement model that describes the rela-
tionship between the state and the measurement at the current time step k [31]. The
measurement is supposed to be TM counts coming from CV data for every time interval of
each day (k). We applied this model for time intervals of one and two hours.

The measurement or observation is an (m × 1) vector. The measurement, which is
derived from CV data, serves as the input to the KF algorithm. Indeed, the measurement
is the number of connected vehicles that travel straight or make a left or right turn at the
intersection at a given time each day. In our scenario, m equals 3, which corresponds to
three TMs (left, through, and right) over a predefined time interval for an approach.

The measurement vector, zk , is as follows:

zk =

 Le f t − turning movements
Through movements

Right − turning movements


The measurement model is shown in Equation (2).

zk = Hxk + vk (2)

zk: measurement; (m × 1) column vector.
xk: state variable for day k; (n × 1) column vector.
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H: state-to-measurement transition matrix; (m × n) matrix.
vk: measurement noise; (m × 1) column vector.
The matrix H is also a user-defined transition matrix. It reflects the linear relationship

between the measurement and the state variable. We defined matrix H as follows:

H =

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0


The measurement noise vector, vk, is assumed to be zero-mean Gaussian with variance-

covariance matrix R, i.e., vk∼N (0, R). R is a ( m × m) diagonal matrix, which will then
be used in the KF algorithm; in our case, we used arbitrary values to define the matrix R.
Equation (2) can be stated as follows for further clarity:

 Le f t − turning movements
Through movements

Right − turning movements


K

=

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0

×


Le f t − turning movements

Through movements
Right − turning movements

Approach volume


k

+ vk

The combination of the process model and the measurement model is called the system
model, which is the foundation of the KF algorithm. The KF algorithm receives one input
(the measurement, zk) and returns one output (the estimate, x̂k). The notation “ˆ” indicates
that the variable to which it is applied is an estimation. Internal processing of the algorithm
is performed through a four-step computation that is depicted in Figure 5. It is important to
note that the superscript “_-” shown on some variables in the algorithm means the variable
bearing that symbol is a predicted value.

The four steps of KF consist of two separate processes: the process of prediction and
the process of estimation. The first step is for the prediction, the second with calculating
the Kalman gain, the third with the estimation, and the fourth with calculating the error
covariance. Following is a description of these steps in greater detail.

The first step in the algorithm is the prediction. The two variables x̂ k and P k, which
will be used in steps II through IV, are computed in this step. P is the covariance matrix of
the estimation error. The formula in this prediction step has a very close relationship with
the system model. In the prediction procedure, how the estimate x̂k will vary when time
changes from K to K + 1 is predicted.

In step II, the Kalman gain (Kk) is computed. The Kalman gain plays an important role
in estimating the TMs. It identifies the magnitude of the contribution of the measurement
in estimation. This means that at every iteration, the Kalman gain describes the share of
the measurement (the last data from CV) relative to the current-state estimate. With a high
gain, the filter gives the most recent measurements more weight and responds to them
more quickly.

In step III, an estimate for TMs is derived from a weighted sum of a measurement
(the most recent data from CV) and the prediction (the aggregate of past data) from step I.
The magnitude of the Kalman gain computed in step II represents the weight of the last
CV data in the estimate. In step IV, the error covariance (Pk) is computed. Error covariance
is a measure indicating the accuracy of the estimate. Normally, the decision to trust or
discard the estimate computed in the previous step is made based on the review of the error
covariance. If Pk is large, the error of the estimate is large, and, conversely, if Pk is small, the
error of the estimate is small [31]. At the beginning of the computation, P is estimated, and
in subsequent iterations, its value is estimated by the algorithm.
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In summary, the KF algorithm estimates are obtained as the sum of the prediction ( x̂ k)
and the current measurement (Zk) with appropriate weightings. In the KF, the weighting
(Kk) applied to obtain the estimate is not constant, but different at each iteration. The
weighting is updated at each iteration by using the formula in step II of Figure 5 [30]. This
characteristic of KF is what helps us to extract a more reasonable estimate for TM counts on
the basis of CV data when the penetration rate is low compared to simply using CV data at
each point.

Accurately defining the matrices Q and R is important, but doing so analytically has
its limitations due to the multiplicity of error sources. In order to maximize the utilization
of the noise information, these two matrices should be calibrated by trial and error [32]. In
this study, the covariance matrix of xk is calculated from CV data and is set to Q. Regarding
R, for the first trial, an arbitrary value was set and then adjusted based on the variance of
the CV data and the result from the first trial.

The bigger the Q, the bigger the Kalman gain, and the smaller the R, the bigger
the Kalman gain. When the Kalman gain is large, so is the measurement’s contribution.
Because it is undesirable for each measurement to have an excessive influence, big values
for Q and small values for R should not be employed. This concept stems from the fact
that the penetration rate in this study is low (under 2%), making it impossible for every
iteration to adequately introduce reality. Therefore, care was taken to reduce the impact of
the most recent iteration and obtain an estimate with less variation while giving past data
more weight.

All variables used in the algorithm and described above are summarized in Table 1.
System model variables are defined by the user since these are design factors; all other
variables are calculated or measured by the algorithm. Throughout the processes depicted
in Figure 5, the algorithm calculates or measures all other variables.

Table 1. Variables Used in Kalman Filter.

External Input zk (Measurement)

Final output x̂k(estimate)

System model A, H, Q, R

For internal computation x̂ k, P k, Pk, Kk

3. Results

A case study was conducted to assess the proposed estimation technique. In this
case study, the TM counts at the intersection of 700 East and 900 South in Salt Lake City
were investigated. We used CV data collected by the data service company as input to the
proposed method. The CV data used were collected in January and August of 2021. The
manual count data collected by UDOT for this intersection were used as the ground truth
data. Manual count data were available for two hours around the peak hours of the evening
of 20 January 2021 and two hours around the peak hours of the morning of 21 January
2021, and also from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. on 24 August 2021. All three of these days are
weekdays. Therefore, we were able to evaluate our method for weekdays. Evaluation
for weekends could not be performed because of the lack of ground truth data. Figure 6
displays an image of the intersection downloaded from Google Maps. It is important to
note that this technique is independent of the geometry of the intersection since it does not
utilize any information derived from the geometry of the intersection. Instead, it obtains
data from CVs and modifies them using a mathematical procedure. Consequently, it is not
dependent on the geometry or the existence of shared lanes, unlike many prior techniques.
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Given the limited availability of ground truth data and the low penetration rate of
CVs, the KF algorithm was evaluated at two levels. First, the algorithm was deployed and
evaluated only during the morning and evening peak hours. Considering two different
days of ground truth data during the morning and evening peak hours for each day as well
as 12 distinct TMs for each intersection, there were 48 instances available for comparison in
this scenario. It should be emphasized that the time interval in this case is two hours based
on the peak hour reported by UDOT for the intersection. We picked this two-hour time
period because, after examining the CV data, we determined that if we chose a time interval
of one hour, we would not have enough CV data to run the algorithm for all directions.
Thus, we opted for a wider range of time spanning the peak hours. Finally, for all weekdays
(Monday through Friday) in August and January of 2021, a two-hour time interval in the
morning from 7:30 to 09:30 and a two-hour time interval in the afternoon from 4:15 to 6:15
were chosen. This ensured that the algorithm could be run for all 48 cases. Second, the
algorithm was applied and assessed hourly from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. As mentioned
earlier, we only have hourly ground truth data for the whole day of August 24; on the
other dates, we only have two hours of TM counts around the peak hours. We anticipated
having 168 instances since there are 14 time intervals in this scenario, and for each hour we
have 12 different TMs, but due to the poor quality of the CV data during some hours, only
138 instances were available for analysis. For example, on some days of the month at 6:00
a.m., eastbound, there were no CV data available; hence, the algorithm was unable to finish
its stages for that hour and direction. Future work may include the modification of the
algorithm to overcome this issue. It may be feasible to complete the task by extrapolating
the missing hour from days after or before the day with the missing data.

It is worth mentioning that comparing volumes from CV data with the UDOT manual
counts, the CV penetration rate for the mentioned time intervals in January was found to
be 1.23%; for August, it was 1.5%, for an average of 1.38%. However, one study in 2021
estimated the penetration rate on US roads in Indiana, Ohio, and Pennsylvania at around
4.5% [33]. This difference can be rooted in the fact that in this study, limited hours for three
days at a specific intersection were used, which may not reflect the overall penetration rate
of CV data in Salt Lake City.

For the intersection of interest, the CV data for TM counts and the total approach
volumes were extracted first. The data were exported in CSV format. The CSV files were
then imported into the statistical analysis software package, R, where a script for the KF
algorithm was developed and run. The final outcomes obtained by running the algorithm
for each time interval comprised the fraction of each TM volume as a percentage of the
overall approach volume for the targeted time period, separately for the TMs coming
directly from CV data and the ones generated by the KF algorithm. We also calculated the
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fraction of each TM for time intervals of interest from ground truth data and compared
results from CV and KF with the ground truth data by calculating the residuals in each case.

Regarding the first level of analysis, our goal was to estimate all TMs from the four
approaches to this intersection for the morning and evening peak hours. The algorithm
used CV data for two hours around the peak hours of one day for every iteration; each
iteration is equivalent to one weekday.

Figures 7–9 show KF plots for through movements, left turns, and right turns for
northbound traffic from 4:15 to 6:15 p.m. in August 2021. In these plots, dots indicate CV
data (the measurement), and the solid line represents the estimated TM as a percentage of
the total approach volume calculated by the KF algorithm. These figures show that the KF
algorithm smoothens the estimation of the TM percentages by removing noise.
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Figures 10–13 show the TM percentages obtained from CVs, KF estimation, and
manual counts for 24 August 2021 between 7:30 and 9:30 a.m., 24 August 2021 between 4:15
and 6:15 p.m., 21 January 2021 between 7:30 and 9:30 a.m., and 20 January 2021 between
4:15 and 6:15 p.m. for all TMs for the study intersection. Table 2 provides a summary of
Figures 10–13. It illustrates the residuals of comparing KF estimation with ground truth
data and the residuals of comparing CV results with ground truth data for all 48 cases. The
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first column of this table displays the mean, standard deviation, minimum, 25%, 50%, and
75% quantiles, and maximum residuals and the overall root mean square error (RMSE) of
the KF algorithm in comparison with the ground truth for the 48 examples used in this
study. The second column displays the same information for CV results and ground truth
data. These data make it quite evident that, on average, better outcomes are obtained
through KF rather than raw CVs. As the data in the table show, the mean of the residuals
for CV is around 5.89%, while it is around 2.15% for KF. This indicates that overall, the KF
method gives better results. Another important observation is that the residual range for
CV is between 0.15% and 24.5%, while this range in KF is much narrower, from 0.1 to 9.4%.
It shows fewer variations in KF results that prevent large errors. The 75% quantile reveals
that the residuals were close to 3% for 75% of KF results, while this figure is 9.6% for CVs.
We can also see the overall RMSE for KF estimation and CV results. KF’s overall RMSE
was 3.07% as opposed to 8.31% for CVs, which again confirms the better accuracy of the
method used in this study in comparison to using raw CV data.
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Although KF yields higher overall outcomes, it should be noted that CV sometimes
outperforms KF in certain situations. Table 3 shows the residuals from CV and KF esti-
mations and the ground truth data for 7 out of the 48 cases in which CV outperforms KF.
Only 14.5% of cases fall in this category. However, this small proportion of cases with high
accuracy results for CVs may not prove that the raw CV results provide accurate estimates
for TMs. KF estimates may be more accurate due to their smaller residual variance.
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Table 2. Residuals of CV and KF Predictions vs. Ground Truth (Peak-Hour Case).

Metric KF vs. Ground Truth
%

CV vs. Ground Truth
%

Number of Cases 48 48

Mean 2.15 5.89

Standard Deviation 2.23 5.93

Min 0.10 0.15

25% Quantile 0.38 1.05

50% Quantile 1.60 3.80

75% Quantile 3.05 9.65

Max 9.40 24.50

RMSE 3.07 8.31

Table 3. Residuals of Instances with Superior KF Outcomes (Peak-Hour Case).

Metric KF vs. Ground Truth
%

CV vs. Ground Truth
%

Number of Cases 7 7

Mean 3.91 0.97

Standard Deviation 2.11 8.44

Min 0.30 0.15

25% Quantile 3.10 0.28

50% Quantile 4.30 0.90

75% Quantile 4.70 1.40

Max 7.20 2.40

It should be noted that the results shown in Tables 2 and 3 were obtained using only
one month of historical CV data for each time period. In other words, for January, only
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the CV data for that month were utilized, and the same was done for August. To find
out whether this result would change if a wider range of CV data were used, the TM
percentages were also calculated using CV data from the past two months and compared
to the manual counts. In Table 4, the lowest, highest, and average RMSE values for one
and two months of historical data are shown. The residuals for the KF results range
from 0.04% to 7%, with an RMSE of 3.06%. This shows that using more historical data
yields slightly better KF outcomes. However, despite a penetration rate of less than 2%,
findings from only one month of historical data are also satisfactory. On the other hand, to
estimate TM percentages for smaller time intervals, a wider range of CVs may be needed,
especially under low CV penetration rates. This is something that needs to be explored in
future studies.

Table 4. Comparison of Min and Max Residuals and Overall RMSE with One and Two Months of
Historical Data.

Source of Data Min Residual
%

Max Residual
%

RMSE
%

Two months 0.04 7.00 3.06

One month 0.1 9.40 3.07

Regarding the second level of evaluation, the goal was to estimate TMs from the four
approaches at the study intersection on 24 August 2021, from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. At
every iteration, the algorithm was processed with CV data for one weekday. As mentioned
earlier, not enough data were available for shorter time intervals in all directions for all the
desired hours. As the intention was to use hourly data, time intervals that lacked full CV
data were ignored, as mentioned earlier. In the end, there were 138 examples to compare to
real-world data.

Table 5 summarizes the residuals of the predictions using CV data and the KF algo-
rithm in comparison to the ground truth data. These results also confirm that, on average,
better outcomes are obtained through KF rather than raw CVs. The mean of the residuals
for CV is around 10.31%, while it is around 2.68% for KF. This shows that the KF algorithm
produces better outcomes overall. Another important note is that the residual range for
CV is between 0.1% and 57.3%, while this range in KF is much narrower, from 0.0 to 13.6%.
There is a smaller variation in the KF results which precludes large errors. The 75% quantile
reveals that in CV, the residuals were less than 3.7% for 75% of KF results, while this number
is 14.6% for CV, which is much higher. Overall the RMSE was 3.70% for KF, while it was
14.3% for CV.

Table 5. Residuals of CV and KF Predictions vs. Ground Truth (Hourly Case).

Metric KF vs. Ground Truth
%

CV vs. Ground Truth
%

Number of Cases 138 138

Mean 2.68 10.31

Standard Deviation 2.57 10.03

Min 0.00 0.10

25% Quantile 0.90 3.13

50% Quantile 2.10 6.85

75% Quantile 3.70 14.60

Max 13.60 57.30

RMSE 3.70 14.30



Future Transp. 2023, 3 365

As previously stated, although KF produces better results most of the time, CV some-
times surpasses KF. An example for the hourly scenario is shown in Table 6. This happened
in 20 out of 138 instances. This is 14.5% of all cases. As the table shows, 75% of the errors
using the KF method for these cases are less than 4.7%; as such, this should not be a signifi-
cant concern. The overall findings of this research indicate that the KF method consistently
produces outcomes that are superior to those of CV.

Table 6. Residuals of Instances with Superior KF Outcomes (Hourly Case).

Metric KF vs. Ground Truth
%

CV vs. Ground Truth
%

Number of Cases 20 20

Mean 4.12 2.34

Standard Deviation 3.13 2.88

Min 0.40 0.10

25% Quantile 1.95 0.78

50% Quantile 3.95 1.20

75% Quantile 4.78 2.43

Max 12.00 10.40

4. Discussion

Traffic signal systems may undergo a paradigm shift as a result of CV technology’s
quick development. The information from CVs offers an opportunity to scale down or
possibly do away with the necessity of traditional traffic detectors, enabling a wide range
of real-time traffic analysis in the long run. However, in the near future, data from CVs may
be especially valuable in providing offline performance measures for traffic signal systems
and adjusting signal operation on a periodic basis, such as every one to two months. This
possibility is particularly advantageous for enhancing signal operation.

In this study, we developed a KF technique to calculate the distribution of traffic
volumes for each approach at intersections using data from private automobiles’ navigation
systems. Traffic volume distribution is an essential input for regulating traffic lights. One
of the objectives of the suggested strategy was to cope with low CV penetration rates, for
example, less than 2% for the intersection in Salt Lake City, Utah, that was employed in this
research. Because CV technology is still in its early phases, the CV penetration rate is not
high enough to make the behavior of connected vehicles representative of the whole traffic
behavior. With the methodology developed in this study, the percentages of TMs obtained
directly from CV data can be modified to make them highly accurate. These adjusted TM
rates can then be multiplied by the overall approach traffic volume measured by traditional
detectors or other counting devices to obtain the intersection TM volumes. The developed
method was evaluated by comparing the TMs that were derived directly from CV data and
those derived using the proposed KF method to the TMs that were manually collected using
two scenarios: a peak-hour case and an hourly case. The findings demonstrated that, on
average, KF produces better outcomes than CVs. Concerning peak-hour cases, the residuals
of CVs against ground truth data varied from 0.15% to 24.50%, with an average of 5.89%,
while the residuals of the KF against ground truth data were in a much tighter range from
0.10 to 9.40%, with an average of 2.15%. KF’s overall RMSE was 3.07% as opposed to 8.31%
for CVs in this case. In the hourly scenario, the residuals of the CVs versus ground truth
data ranged between 0.10% and 57.30%, with an average of 10.31%, while the residuals of
the KF versus ground truth data ranged from 0.00% to 13.60%, with an average of 2.68. The
RMSE for KF was 3.70% compared to 14.30% for CVs. Both scenarios show fewer variations
in KF results that prevent large errors, besides the smaller RMSE confirming the accuracy
of the KF technique.
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The recommended method may serve as a starting point for adjusting traffic signals
using CV data. This approach may be utilized as an alternative to the traditional manual
method of collecting TM counts at intersections, which is expensive and labor-intensive.
This method is not expensive since it does not involve the installation of any hardware at
the intersection, nor is it restricted to intersections with a certain sort of geometry or traffic
detector system, unlike many previous efforts. The detector counts are still required for
the approach volumes, but the labor and money required for traditional manual counts to
determine TM volumes will not be required. Although data from CVs are currently not free,
this study demonstrates that even one month of CV data can produce satisfactory outcomes.

This study can be extended in several ways. Updating the algorithm for turning
movement estimations for shorter time intervals, such as every 15 min or even cycle-by-
cycle estimation, can be one of the ways to extend this study.
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