TR 29 FE BAKRFEIFE

F1-18

FiEES TiRE

RS A N\—OEERFENEFRERDOR T BRI RIFTHEI

Analysis of the Influence of Drivers Characteristics on the Discharge Flow
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In this study, the influence of drivers characteristics on traffic flow as the difference of DCF between inbound and outbound were

analyzed. As the result, it is shown that the influence of drivers characteristics of inbound is larger than that of outbound and the

influence on DCF is smaller than BDF. Moreover, the higher decline rate of DCF to BDF is found at later breakdown time and

winter.
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Figurel. Road geometry of Takasaka sag
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