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An Analysis of Gap Acceptance and Capacity of Right-Turn Vehicles at Right-Turn Lane

Ottt 1, HILER 2, FIITELES, Hhaptt

*Takuya loka!, Eri Aoyama?, Sumio Shimokawa®, Keisuke Yoshioka®

In this study, the right turn behavior was observed to analyze gap acceptance and capacity of right-turn vehicles at right-turn lane.
According to calculation of right turn probability considering opposing traffic flow using observed gap, the calculated right turn
probability was lower than the existing value. Additionally, it was shown that capacity of right-turn vehicles using observed gap may

be lower than the using existing value.
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Table 1. The value of right turn probability f 4
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Figure 1. Observed accept gap and reject gap
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Figure 2. Observed follow-up gap
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Table 3. Critical gap and follow-up gap
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Figure 3. Comparison results of right turn probability f
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Figure 4. Comparison results of capacity
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