arXiv:1612.01260v1 [cs.MA] 5 Dec 2016

Real-time Collision Handling in Railway Network:
An Agent-based Approach
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Abstract—Advancement in intelligent transportation systems intimated about the anticipated collision if an operatiamtrol
with complex operations requires autonomous planning and center can foresee it.
management to avoid collisions in day-to-day traffic. As fdure
and/or inadequacy in traffic safety system are life-criticd such

collisions must be detected and resolved in an efficient wayot 80 Rail accidents throughout the world since 2001
manage continuously rising traffic. In this paper, we addres 70 Accidents in Indian Railway since 2001 mmm—
different types of collision scenarios along with their ealy

detection and resolution techniques in a complex railway stem. 60

In order to handle collisions dynamically in distributed manner, ¢

a novel agent based solution approach is proposed using theea 2 50

of max-sum algorithm, where each agent (train agent, station &

agent, and junction agent) communicates and cooperates Wit © 40

others to generate a good feasible solution that keeps thestgm § 30

in a safe state, i.e., collision free. We implement the proped g

mechanism inJava Agent DEvelopmentFramework (JADE). The = 20

results are evaluated with exhaustive experiments and conaped

with different existing collision handling methods to showthe 10

efficiency of our proposed approach.
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| INTRODUCTION Figure 1: Overview of worldwide rail accidents since year
2001 [10].

Being the largest network in transportation systems [1],
the railway system is very prone to collisionl [2],] [3]. In
order to handle such situations, Advanced Train Controt Sys

y ing i i iti Rear-end collisi
tems (ATCS) [[4] are being installed by railway authorities o

in various countries, which is mostly centralized. Mainty t § 33 1
avoid collisions among trains, the railway system infrastiure % 3 i
consists of the comprehensive and complex technologieb, sut

as train control system witutomatic Block SignalingABS) 5 2°

[5] and interlocking [6], [7]. Despite the advancement in thes 2
technologies it is still found that, there exists an enorsoug
number of collisions among trains![8].][9] in different part 2
of the world. According to the data extracted from a largg 1
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ollis

amount of historical data of accident statistics, shown ig
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Figure [1 it is noticed that, since the year 2001 significant

number of accidents took place in railway, all over the world 0 St v AR A
Furthermore, every year catastrophes like rear-end and- hea e ’

on collisions are detected in Indian Railways (deéigure Year (1970s-present)

) with significant impact. It is to be noted that, most ofjg,re 2: Overview of rear-end and head-on collisions in
the rail accidents occur due to the human errors and tm%lian Railway since 19705 [L1].

communication failure (or erroneous communication) betwe

trains and control center. Additionally, only the operatio g4 jier there had been some work in different transponatio
center has an overview of the rail traffic situation and baseg ,4ins [7], [L2]-[24] to achieve goals with different astse

on the current traffic situation a train driver could only b%sing automated collision resolution techniques. In pest
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due to an upsurge in day-to-day traffic and complex operatiogoal of collision resolution is to prevent such destruction

to manage them. Trains are manually controlled and operategkp the system safe from the adversity. The idea of max-
by drivers, based onrack-side interlockingand blocking sum algorithm [[25], [[26] is used to generate the safe state,
with train signals and surveillance in conventional raijwai.e., collision free system. The reason behind using thenot
systems. Moreover, the current scenario does not alwayw allof max-sum is that, it can generate feasibly good solutians i
direct train-to-train communication through message ipgss such cases with less computation and communication. Again,
In case of crisis situations, trains need to contact its tooinig the manual calculation and computation in real-time fogéar
stations and final decisions taken by stations are conveymanplex network are very hard and time-consuming. So, to
to trains. communication delay in severe case may increasgport the scalability dynamically, an algorithmic aprio

the chances of collision. Considering the above mentionednecessary.

issues, it is necessary to develop a system that permits thén light of the discussion above, theain contributionsof
trains to have an up-to-date and accurate information of tthés paper are,

real-time traffic situation in proximity, so that, the train , |n this paper, a multi-agent based model for collision

themselves can act accordingly to avoid dreadful accidents handling problem is adopted which overcomes the need
Hence, our current work focuses on such collision handing i of track-side signaling systems and regular human inter-
a complex railway network. For an immediate response of a yentions.

collision scenario dynamically, the availability of tinygeand A max-sumbased decentralized solution approach with

accurate information (position of train, speed of traimtpl agent communication and negotiation is proposed to
form availability at stations, availability of junction attime determine a safe state when any collision scenario is
instant etc.) has a vital importance. Moreover, to overcome (detected.

the failure due to human error and hardship of centralized, Besides the modeling of the problem scenario and col-
management, some level of autonomy in railway system is |ision detection-resolution approach, the other aspefcts o
needed. Thus, the use of autonomous agents (software agents this paper include the validation of proposed approaches
with embedded sensor equipment) for communication and and comparison with other existing approaches in similar
coordination in crisis situation (collision) has becomeriang domain.

interest. The agents in multi-agent system can addredsesnti The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In section

in railway architecture like train, station, junction whican I some previous works in related domain are summarized
comdmlénlcate arrtw]ong themsglves to ta_ke a dec;:|3|on Whelnegg'fztionm] is devoted to the description of railway network
needec. Hefe’ the proposed system s aime not to rely gt modeling of the system. Collision detection and regmiut
centralized infrastructure based control. It introduceshe techniques are discussed in secion IV. Sedfion V highdight
train, station, and junction as an autonomous agent as tB;H\E experimental results and its validation in comparisdth w

agents can much more accurately judge their positions, er existing approaches. Finally, sectlofl VI concludes t
distance among themselves, and the velocities of trains, (i?roposed work with its future direction

attentively monitor its surroundings and react instardlgitua-
tions that would leave a human being helpless. the concept of
agent-to-agent communication (train-to-train, trairstation,
train-to-junction) is introduced which can ignore the neéd
track-side signaling. Each agent communicates with nearbyin literatures [[7], [12]-28], [[2F7]-+[34], starting from @i
agents time to time and the neighborhood is determined by thaffic to road, marine, and railway traffic, a variety of ap-
communication range of individual agent. With this conc¢epproaches for collision avoidance of vehicles in a compleasi-en
trains can take care of their safe distance and can generatement have been proposed. The recent improvement in such
alert at critical situation. For this purpose, it is assurntieat approaches has provided efficient algorithms that easitglea

all the trains, stations, and junctions (cross-over poarf hundreds of vehicles, but cannot yet deal with independwht a
equipped with communication devices of circular range. Trautonomous agents of complex, realistic planning. Hertce, i
main challenges with such system model are that, the rarfgges been a major area of interest for researchers from &riou
of communication devices cannot cover entire region all &elds and is still an active area of research.

once. Previous multi-agent based negotiation techniques a In this section, some relevant approaches are discussed
less sophisticated and less applicable for modeling compleriefly. D. Sislak et. al. in[[12] proposes two different im-
scenarios. Again, taking all these issues into considerati plementation approaches to the presented optimizatisaeba
mathematical modeling of such systems has increased ¢onamllision avoidance in air traffic domain, parallel and semi
for the safety of the system. In this paper, our addresseentralized, where airplanes search for a series of actiats
collision scenario is broadly categorized into two maingyp would allow them to avoid a collision effectively. For the
Head-oncollision, where front end of two trains collide andsimplicity of description, conflict resolution actions lealveen
Rear-endcollision where a train smashes into the rear of othémited to only horizontal control- heading changes. Hoarev
train. We propose collision detection and resolution téqphes the presented approach can be extended and actions can also
in railway system as a multi-agent based decentralized doelude vertical and speed control, if necessary. Here the
ordination. In collision detection phase, the system aims proposed concept considers that all airplanes can communi-
detect the situation which may lead to a fatal collision. Theate and cooperate during conflict detection and avoidance
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phase. However, the concept can be extended to include nB8ome rear-end collision avoidance strategies are disgusse
cooperative airplanes flying in the same airspace. Resesarcj29], [30]. In [29], authors consider only one track in one-
in [13], [14], [16]-[19] highlight some motion models andway to model and analyze rear-end collision. The collision
collision avoidance approaches to handle the possibility avoidance parameters such as train distance control system
unexpected maneuver. An idea of least restrictive supanwistrain state communication-control system and danger alert
for intersection collision avoidance, for example, vehiol- system are assumed to be incorporated within the system.
tersection crossing, is addressed[inl[13]. Authors claiat thTo avoid a rear-end collision due to erroneous commands
this system guarantees crossing safety (collision-fred)@ast from Automatic Train Protection (ATP) system, a parallel
restrictiveness (minimal intervening set). Choices ofislens Centralized Traffic Control (CTC) and ATP based interval
are left on the vehicle-agents which cross intersectionewvhicontrol is proposed in [30]. The idea of wild geese formation
avoiding conflict. In their previous paper |14] also, aughoris used here in which, the ATP controls the train interval as
have dealt with multi-agent based collision avoidance. &orgoose interval, adjusting the interval between two follogvi
more research approaches in this similar domain are disdussains locally; while CTC controls the same as goose line
in [15], [16]. Vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) communication bed to keep the formation globally. CTC act as a centralized
technologies [17] and Automotive Collision Avoidance gyst monitor in case of emergencies. Whereas in this work, the
[18] are also nurtured to analyze worst case in collisiasystem is fully distributed where each train can communeicat
avoidance systems. with other trains or stations or junctions to take dynamic
In contrast to the presented approach, the above mentiodedisions to avoid collision without any centralized sgste
techniques are not suitable for railway systems. With @jlw interventions. Moreover, both rear-end and head-on amtflis
the main challenges lie into the spatial constraint as tlile ravoidance strategies are described in the present worle, Her
wagon cannot divert horizontally even in unexpected sibnat not only a single track in single way, the whole network with
In case of emergency situation (collision), a train drivanc both up and down direction in multiple tracks are taken into
only brake or accelerate. So, collision warning is one of thmnsideration.
most important functions of railway safety systems. Reagear In [31] authors have designed a system called Positive Train
papers|[¥], [[20]-+[23] highlight collision avoidance stgy in Control (PTC) to improve safety and efficiency of railway
railway transport domain. J. Lin et al. [21] proposed an emperations. They use advanced information technologiels su
hanced safety strategy for collision avoidance for traintad as dynamic headway based on active communication (wireless
system based on direct V2V communication. Their systecommunication and GPS) in order to properly monitor train
receives and evaluates the information broadcasted by otheparation or headways, avoid possible collision and ingro
trains and then triggers collision alerts when potentidlsion  safety. Though each train can choose its headway dynamicall
is detected. Isomorphic Markov Model is established in thisut in case of emergency, centralized train control system
regard. In contrast to their dynamic redundant commuroatiintervene to give alerts to trains. Some more recent work are
among trains, our presented approach considers minimdiscussed in [32]=[34] for train collision avoidance.
number of message passing, as the messages among trains
are passed only when trains are within the communication
range, which may cause collision if no further step is taken.
Since braking distance of trains can be noticeably large,In the proposed model, we consider a railway netwdtR(
communication devices with sufficient range is taken. consisting ofstations(.S), trains (7'), junctions (cross-over)
Approaches for verification of safety properties along-rai(.7), andtracks Multiple trains are either at stations or running
way crossing region and decision taking in railway intekloc on track at time instant as shown inFigure[3 Given this
ing systems are addressed [ [7].1[20]. [n]1[20], the maipackground, aMulti-agent System (MAS3B5], [36] is found
objective is to model the control of railway crossing thrbugto be suitable for modeling such distributed system. Heee, w
a bottom up approach by providing intelligence to trains sepresentR N as a pair of multi-grapl§y and an agencyg.
that collision along crossing is avoided. Authors [in [7] Bavi.e., RN =< G, Ag >. Again, G = (V, ), whereV is set of
proposed a model to check safety within railway interlocksertices andf is set of edges andlg = {Aga| a € [1,q]},
ing system in a large railway network. However, none afenotes agency.
these two papers consider the collision scenarios along thd=rom notations in Tablé I = {v,| g € [1, n]}. Herev, can
railway tracks or at stations. So, in contrast, our preskenteither be an element of station set= {5;| ¢ € [1,z]} or an
approach handles both; 1) collision on tracks and 2) coflisi element of junction set/ = {J,| b € [1,¢]}. v; = S; means
at stations in a global manner. Andreas Lehner etlall [2@rtex is a stationy; = J; means vertex is a junction point
have presented a surveillance strategy concept for autoa®mAgain, (SNJ) = ¢ andx+c¢ = n. £ represents tracks between
rail collision avoidance system, exploiting direct tramtrain two stations or between two junctions or between station and
communications. Their focus in this domain includes messaginction.T' = {T}| j € [1,m]}, indicates trains. For example,
broadcast rate in alert and advisory concept. Though thieyFigure [3d we have considered a railway network with
have investigated different scenarios in stations and tggin stations and! trains, where some trains are running on tracks
yards, main line with high-speed services are not consitlerél;, 75, T,) and some are standing at statiofis)( With such
In contrast, our method takes all these cases into accountsasnario, the statiof; and its surroundings are magnified in
potential threats may come in any part, all over the networkigure[3lk Here, trainT} is standing at platforn2 of station

IIl. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM DESCRIPTION



Table |: Notation

| Indices and Parameters
- Stations b Junction indexp C i

T Trains j'€[1,m]\j Index of train other than thg!" train

i Station index i’ € [1,n]\i  Index of station other than thé" station

J Train index a Agent index

l Track index — Precedence relation between two trains, whgje— T implies T}/ is following T;

J Junction t Time instant

T Number of stations Pjp Platform indicator,P;,; = 1 if train T} is at pt" platform occupying track

m Number of trains E\;?" Total number of trains approaching towards juncti@p at time¢, 1 < E\f” <m

P Platforms index d_,-\f" Distance of train7}; from junction 7, at time ¢

d;'é, Headway between two traifi; and T} 9L Speed of trainT; at timet on trackl

df Braking distance of trairf; or; 14 Direction of trainT}; at timet on trackl, O, |} = 1if T runs in "UP" direction and 0 for "DOWN" direction
d]cj, Critical distance between two traifi; and T} Lj Track indicator,;; = 1 if train j occupies*" track, otherwise 0 and wheh;; = 1, Ljny=0
T Range of the communication device c Number of junctions

I
‘ Headway distance
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: £ X Figure 4. Headway distance, braking distance, and critical
[ ' ‘ distance in rail transit.

Figure 3: Railway Network.

a Graphical representation of railway network.

b Station with multiple tracks and in between cross-ov
(junction).

it comes to a complete stop. From the example described in
Frigure[Z let us assume that, both the traifis and T}, apply

?ull brake at time instant. The distance covered by them
till it reaches to static state depends on the initial speled o
train when the brake is applied, and the coefficient of foicti

. . . _ ) between the train wheels and the railway track. For any train
Ss, train Ty has left previous statior$; and is coming at T it is calculated as:

the same platform at the same time, leading to the chancés

of collision. Again, trainT5 andT, have left stationS;, and

approaching to statiofs. Here, trainT} is following train 7. B — (9;)*

The position of junctions/y, 7o, . .., J1o are shown irFigure J 20ikg

Potential collision may happen betweEnandT} if there

arise some speed discrimination between them. In this papgtere,d; = speed of trairl;, g = gravity of earth, andy, =

each of the station§, junctions.7 and trainsI” are associated coefficient of kinetic friction. As both the railway tracksic

with agents named station ageftA), junction agent(JA) rail wheels are made up of high quality steel, the values of

and train agentZ’ A) respectively such that the total number ofy;, is taken asu, = 0.42.

agentsy = n+m. In this system model$ A, JA, andT A all

communicate and cooperate with each other to take decisionscyitical distance ¢€.,) is defined as the maximum accept-

ensuring distributed control and autonomy, to keep theveail apje gap between fWo trains, beyond which collision is in-

system in a safe state, i.e. collision free. Here, the basa i eyitable. It is also measured followirip-to-tail measurement

of headway distanc87], braking distance[38], andecritical ~ concept. In general, critical distance of two trains is alsva

distance[39] are taken as metric parameter to detect alarmingss than the headway distance between them as depicted in

situation in collision scenario and stopping conditiontf@ins  Figyre[2

to avoid collision. For direct communication between two trains they must be
Headway distanced(?,) is the minimum possible distancewithin their communication range, i.e. the maximum dis&nc

between two trains in transit. It is measured as the distangetween themc(;"jﬁ) must be less than or equal 2. If their

from the tail of the preceding train to front of the followingcurrent distance'is greater thanthen two trains cannot com-

train (tip-to-tail measuremenysas depicted inFigure [4 for municate directly using their communication devices. Eher

trains7; and 7. can be three such situations such as, current distance dretwe

two trains is greater thafir, current distance between two

Braking distance a(f) refers to the distance traveled bytrains is equal t@r, current distance between two trains is

the train from the point when its brakes are fully appliedl tilless tharr as described ifrigure[3




[Alert zone for both trains T3 and T3]

Tjﬁﬁ _ ‘r% T

- :

i di > or

a
g,f;:;% ] ; rEE;T T*:"‘:“"""""’i' L : °
T e Figure 6: Head-on collision.
L= <o a Two trains are running on the same track at same time, but
b c with different directions.

Figure 5: Relation between actual distance and commuaitat
range in collision scenarios.

a Headway distance is much greater than two trains’ commu-
nication range.

b Headway distance is equal to two trains’ communication
range.

¢ Headway distance is less than two trains’ communication
range.

IV. COLLISION DETECTION AND RESOLUTION
A. Collision detection in a real-time scenario

In this paper, we consider the collision scenario with more
than one trains as shown ifigure [@ and Figure [2 It may
be the case thafj) two trains are running on the same track,
but in opposite direction (seEigure[63, (ii) two trains are
approaching to the same junction (cross-over point) at the
same time (se€&igure[6D), (iii) two trains are running on the
same track in same direction, but the speed of the following
train is greater than the previous train and their headway
distance decreases to critical distance (Begure [73, (iv)
one train is standing at a platform of a station and another
train is coming to the same platform at the same time (see
Figure [7h). Depending upon the situations discussed above,
railway collision is classified here into two typ&s) Head-on
collision and(b) Rear-end collision.

o Case 1.1Head-on Collision
A head-on collision is defined as a collision where front
end of two trains hit each other due to some erroneous
instructions outputted by the controlling authority. In
railway system this kind of catastrophe arises in two
situations: i) when two trains are moving forward on
the same track in opposite direction, ii) both the trains
are trying to cross the same junction at the same time,
following some erroneous signal information. In such
case, the distance required for a train to stop is usually
greater than their sighting distance (i.e., when two trains
become visible to each other), which leads to a fatal
collision. Both the above mentioned cases are depicted
in Figure [6, where inFigure [6a two trains T} and
T, are running on same track at the same time with
opposite direction. InFigure [6R both T} and T, are
approaching towards same junctigh at same time. The
generalization of detection of head-on collision scenario
is formulated as follows.

P Two trains are approaching to the same crossover point at
the same time.

— Case 1.1.1: Two train®; and7}, are running on the
same track. i.e.,
Lj=1
Ljn=1

Both T; and T}, are in opposite direction on same
track ! at same time. i.e.,

1)

On,li @ or, |; =1 2

At time instantt, either of the trains or both the trains
T; andT}, are in running state on tradk i.e.
(951t > 0) and (9]} = 0)
or
(9]¢ = 0) and (9;]; > 0)
or

(ngli > 0) and (197/”5 > 0)

®3)

and the current distance between the two tréils
andT) at time instant is less than their predefined

headway distance. i.e.,
H H

(4)

— Case 1.1.2: Two traing}; and 7}, are on different
track [ and!’ respectively and approaching towards
a same junction, at the same time, i.e.,

Lj=1
Lj’l’ = 1
19]”5 >0
19]””5/ >0

Junction 7, detects more than one entry of trains
within its communication range/, i.e.

(®)

and

(6)

| <r
dy|7> <r
1< E|/" <m

()

It is to be noted that, anyone of the above discussed
cases (case 1.1.1 and case 1.1.2) may lead to a collision



scenario in railway system. In their course of journey
both the trainsI; and T}, as well as junction7, check

for more than one entry of trains within their commu-
nication range. If current distance between two trains
is greater than the sum of their individual range, i.e.
d}“‘jl, > 2r, then trains cannot communicate with each
other directly to take cooperative decisions. Hence, the
monitoring stationS; communicates with both trairig;

and T} to take decisions as soon as possible to achieve
a safe state. If distance betwe&h and 7}, are within

the communication range of each other, d%; < 2r,

then an alert situation is detected and both the trains
communicate directly to avoid collision. Fease 1.1.1
both T; and T, apply full brake. If both of them can
make a stop at a distance greater than or equal to the
critical distance then the collision is avoided.

(df5 — (df +d5)) > df; 8)

deceleration by the first train, so that the following train
does not have enough braking distance and collides with
the first. Alternatively, the following train may accelegat
more rapidly than the preceding one, resulting a collision.
Again it may be the case that, due to signaling error or
human error or communication failure, a train comes to
the same platform when another train is already standing
there.

All these cases are pictorially described Figure [,
where inFigure [73 two trainsT; and T, are running

on the same track in same direction dhdis following

Ti. In such scenario, if either; decelerate off, accel-
erate or both happens together then the system detects
collision. Figure[7B depicts the case whef® is already

at stationS; and T, is coming at the same platform of
stationS; at same time. These cases are mathematically
formulated below.

[ATert zone Tor both tramns 7 and 73] [Aert zone for both trains 75 and 73]

So, to avoid a collision equatiof](8) must be satisfied. |
Otherwise a head-on collision is inevitable. Foase
1.1.2 primarily both T; and T} calculate instantly
their braking distancel; and d5, respectively. Let us
assume that, the time taken to calculate thidiswhich
is very small (tends td)) and the distanceAd; and
Ad;: covered by trainsl; and T}, respectively within
At period of time is also negligibly small and do no
hamper the braking distance; i.e.

Jommunication range of train 71

tFigure 7: Rear-end collision.
a Two trains are running on the same track at the same time,
in the same directions.

b One train is standing at platform and the following train is

B ~ B

B ~ JB
dj/ + Adj/ ~ dj/ 9
t+At=~t
where,
Ad; =19; x At
J i X (10)
Adj/ = 19j/ x At

Now presume that two trairis; andT}; are approaching

to the same junctioly, at same time. If the distance of
both 7; and T from the junctionf, at time instant

t is greater than their respective braking distance, i.e.
d;|* > d¥ andd; |;* > df, then the high priority train
(let sayT}) proceeds towardd, and the other one (here
T;/) applies brake to stop. Otherwise, if braking distance
of one of the two trains is greater than its distance
from the junction, then that train (let s&¥;/) decides

to use the junction first and the other trélfy applies

full brake to stop. But in worst case, if bothy and T}
have braking distance greater than their distance from
crossover point then collision occurs. The priority is give
to trains depending upon their category (Premium trains,
Superfast Express, Express and Mail trains, Passenger
and Fast Passenger, Freight trains etc., where Premium
trains hold highest priority and so on_[40]).

Case 1.2Rear-end Collision

A rear-end collision in railway is defined as an accident
where a train crashes into the rear of its preceding train.
Typical scenarios for rear-end collisions are a sudden

moving towards it on the same track.

— Case 1.2.1: Two train®; and7}, are running on the
same track. i.e.,

Lj
Lin=1

Train T} is following the trainT; and the speed of
the train7}/ is greater than the preceding tréip.
ie.,

(11)

Tj/ —>Tj
ar,lt © or, lp =1
19j/ > 19j >0

(12)

and the current distance between them at time instant
t is less than their predefined headway distance. i.e.,

H H
dr, < dr, (13)
— Case 1.2.2: Traiff} is standing ap'" platform of

station.S; and trainT}, is approaching te5; on the

same platform at the same time

le and Lj/l =1
Ty =T
;=0 (15)
19j/ >0



With this background, a rear-end collision is detectedtiiei
equations[(111) {{13) or equations {14 -(15) hold. For bbéh t
cases, it is assumed that the trains can communicate girectl
using their communication devices i, < 2r and when
one trainT; is standing at statiord;, the other trainT},
communicate directly with the station agent.

B. Collision Resolution

As described above, the problem is very challenging in real-
time scenario. The conflict situation can be prevented in Figure 8: Factor graph representing agent communication.
distributed manner through message-passing among neighlosor head-on collision.
ing trains, stations, and junctions within the commun@ati , tor rear-end collision.
range. In order to solve such problem, we represent each
train, station, and junction as an autonomous agent. These

agents are capable of communicating and coordinating witationS; or junction7;. Depending on the current distance

their neighbors through message passing. We use the nofi@mween two traing/?%, the utility of individual Ag, varies.

of max-sunalgorithm for decentralized coordination[25]. [26]in case of head-on collisionFigure [89, when the current

to solve such problem. Here, agents negotiate by exchangifistance between two trairi, and T, is greater than their

messages locally to achieve a desired solution globall$hiwi communication range, then both train agents; and Ags

the communication range all trains can communicate with eagommunicate with nearest statiofigs. S0, y1 = {v1,v2},

other and always take part in the collision detection-resoh -, — {v1,v9,13}, and v3 = {wy,v3}. Similarly, when

task. First the agents perform collision detection. In gfiase two trains7} and T, are within their communication range,

all the agents check for a situation when the distance beétwegen train agentsdg,; and .Ag; communicate through local

two trains are less than their actual headway diStanCG,fWhiQessage passing between themselves and nearest statibn age

may lead to a fatal collision. If such scenario arises thQ,QQQ’S update depends on these two agents messages. So,

collision resolution is needed to prevent the mishap. Siolti ~, — {vi,13}, 72 = {v1,v2,v3}, andyz = {v,v3}. i.e.

resolution is based on agent cooperation and negotiatigphend?, > 2r, 2321 U.(v:) = Ur(v1, v2)+Us(v1, v, 13) +

During collision detection phase, all the agents involved if/; (15, 13) and whend? < 2r, Zizl U.(v) = Ur(v1,vs) +

collision scenario check for all the metric parameterstedy (7, (1, vy, 1) + Us (11, v3).

distance, braking distance, critical distance, and alsr thgimilarly, in case of rear-end collisiorFigure [8), as both

possible decision states. If more than one potential threghe trains are within their communication range,a’igﬂ <2

are detected, then the most fatal collision is handled firgty, and.4g; or Ag; and.4g> communicate directly with each

and the lower one is handled later. The participating agemher. So, eithery, = {11, 3}, 72 = {¢}, 73 = {11,153} and

search for the safe state from all possible set of stateg usiﬂ*i1 U.(7.) = Ur(v1,v3) + Us(va,v3) of v = {v1, 0},

the idea of max-sum algorithm as discussed! [25], [26] in, _ {v1, 1}, 73 = {¢} and 2271 UZ(%) _ 01(,/1’”2) +

this section to detect collision. The proposed algorithnikso Uz(vl, V). -

iteratively until a feasible solution is found. In each #&gon, We use max-sum in order to compute each agent's utility in

all the agents exchange their new modified state, generaigdiputed way, where,

by max-sum approach, with the neighboring agents through B

message passing. In this paper two possible state has been . . o

taken: move further andstop applying full brake. If there Ua(va) = %@sz Ua(7a) (16)

are several alternatives for the agents, then the besthpessi | , ) a:_I )

solution is chosen depending on trains priority, minimurf9@in agenia’s optimal movew; is defined as,

braking distance, and critical distance. Finally all theratg v = argmax Uy (1) (17)

acquire decided action of state and send the messages to Va

the nearby train agents, station agents, and junction ageMax-sum algorithm operates on two kind of functions,

We first represent each agent as a funcfiorfutility) and a e From variable to function:

variablev (state), which are the vertices of the factor graph

[41]. The utility of any agentU,(v.) depends on its own $y. o0, (Vo) = Pz + Z Iy /_wa(ya) (18)

state and the state of its neighbors, wheye= {v;...v,} 0. ncighbor(va)

andz is the total number of factors. So, the function node is U,,#0.

connected with its own variable node and the variable nod.e19:r0m function to variable:

of its neighbors.
Factor graphs irFigure [8 describe the collision scenario - _ o R

with two train agents and one station agent or junction ager%ﬂtUzﬁ”a (va) = g@;{[UZ (v:) + Z ) Cpstr, (Var)]

Here, Ag; and Ags represent traing’ and T, participating ”a'E”,fig;l;j“Uz)

in collision scenario. Whereadg, represents the neighboring ‘ (29)




As described before, in distributed railway network, agerte The graph inFigure [I0 presents the total number of
located at each statiort 1), train (I"A), and junction point message passing among all trains, stations, and junctions,
(JA). Each agent selects an action for the train’s state froduring collision handling procedure for proposed approagh
the set of possible actionsoveand stopto avoid collision. well as other existing approaches cited in paper [29]-[31].

Now, for each agenffz(wz) is calculated as, In case of purely centralized approach there is no train-to-
N train or junction-to-junction communication. Every traam
U.(7:2) = B=(v2) — Z (ve - var) (20) junction is required to send information messages to nearby
v, €neighbor(U.) stations and the acknowledgement or decision messages from
Va7V stations are sent to them accordingly to detect a collision
where, each time it occurs. Hence the total number of information
_ flow is comparatively high in this case. whereas, in case
Uy Uy = {1 if v: =Cr, v2r =Cr (21) of proposed distributed approach, the trains, junctioms] a
0 otherwise stations communicate locally to detect a collision. Hence a

. . . . .. small number of messages are passed during this phase, shown
B.(v.) denotes the action state a train acquired at time instan 9 P 9 P

- . - |ntthe above mentioned graph. Again, from this graph it is als
Z’str(]:?)tnrsniggrlisgtto a collision. For example w.Figured let noticed that, compared to other existing techniques rgblid

above, a very small number of messages are exchanged for the
collision handling technique in our proposed approach.

Bi(v1) = [-1,1] Figure[11 compares the collision detected by the proposed
Ba(va) = [1, —1] 22) detection approach and other existing approaches distusse
2\ ’ state-of-the-art[[21], [[29]E[31] for the same experiménta
B3(v3) = [-1,1] setup. In these cited paper, depending on the communication

where, equatiori{22) shows current state of agents, taking p'strategies the total number of collision detection variesne
into a collision. Here the first column denote®paction and tually. It is clearly noticed that the number of detectior ar
second column denotasoveaction. where column valug@ €SS than the actual collision for the same setup. But in our

means the train prefers to select that particular actiofma t ProPosed approach all types of agents, i.e. train, junctod
instant. station communicate with each other in a distributed manner

to detect actual number of possible collisions.

Figure [12 exhibits the system efficiency in various ap-
proaches [29]+-[31] in comparison with our proposed apgroac

The simulation is coded using JAVA in UNIX platform offor the same railway network setup. It is shown here that, for
personal computer with 2.90 GHz processor speed and 4GMall number of trains (2 and 4) the system efficiency is same
memory. Proposed approach is compared against the existiogall the methods mentioned above. But when more trains
centralized approach and with various other similar apghiea are taken into consideration keeping other parameterg,stat
[21], [29]-[31] in JADE environment- a Java based agette efficiency varies in different methods. Using the apphoa
development framework [42]. The algorithms have been desteroposed in this paper, the efficiency is noticed to be much
with varying number of trains, stations and junctions, naki higher most of the cases. This validate our proposed work for
real-time dataset from Indian Railways. In this setup a#l thusing it in real-time railway scenarios.
trains are currently standing either at stations or runming
tracks throughout the railway network. The speed of trains
varies from 40 km/hr to 220 km/hr depending upon train
category [[43]. Accordingly their braking distance alsoywar This paper addresses the problem of autonomous collision
All trains maintain their speed during their journey. Heagw handling for trains in a large distributed complex railway
distance of 200 m is taken to provide collision free sepanati system based on agent communication. The proposed approach
between trains at any time throughout the journey. Systdmdivided into two parts: early detection of fatal collis®
efficiency is defined as a percentage proportion of numbfetiowed by collision resolution through avoidance. Insthi
of collision detected and number of collision avoided by theaper, we showed how max-sum message passing algorithm
proposed approach under specified framework and within 24n be applied to this domain to resolve potential collision
h time period. which are detected by system entities (train, station, and

junction). The presented concept considers all trainsipsts,
x 100%  and junctions as autonomous agents, which can communicate
and cooperate during collision handling scenario. Progose

The first graph Figure [9 shows the number of rear-endapproach overcomes the need of repeated human intervention
and head-on collision detected and resolved by our proposed control through track-side signaling, minimizing cbes
collision detection-resolution approach. The experiment of human error and/or signaling error. The basic idea of
done for different number of trains (from 2 to 30) for eheadway distance, braking distance, and critical distéiawve
particular time instant in the railway network, where numbéeen taken to determine the alarming situations which may
of stations and junctions are fixed for every setup. lead to a collision.However, for the simplicity of this appch

V. RESULTS ANDDISCUSSION

VI. CONCLUSION

no. of collision avoided

system ef ficiency =
Y 17 Y= o of collision detected



T T T T
Rear-end collision detected mmm—
Rear-end collision resolved s
Head-on collision detected s
Head-on collision resolved

10

Number of collisions

2 4 10

15 20 25 30

The number of trains

Figure 9: Number of collision detected and resolved using
proposed approach for different number of trains.
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Figure 11: Number of collisions detected in proposed andFigure 12: System efficiency achieved through the pro-

various other approach

es.

posed approach and other existing approaches.

it is assumed that all the railway entities are equipped witle] wikipedia. List of rail accidents (201@&present) — wikipedia, the

similar kind of communication devices having a certain &ng
The internal mechanism of these devices are primarily out df!

scope of this paper.

We demonstrate the results using a railway network in
Eastern Railway, India. Experimental evaluation shows, thal®

free encyclopedia, 2016.

Wikipedia. List of indian rail incidents — wikipedia, ¢hfree encyclo-
pedia, 2016.

Wikipedia. Advanced train control system — wikipedidhet free
encyclopedia, 2013.

] Wikipedia. Automatic block signaling — wikipedia, theek encyclo-

pedia, 2016.

the presented collision handling approach provides bettgs) wikipedia. Interlocking — wikipedia, the free encyclegia, 2016.

system efficiency as compared to other existing approachdd
Number of average message passing is less with this approach
which helps to minimize the overall communication cost.

Antonio Hernando, Eugenio Roanes-Lozano, Roberto Meddartinez,
and Jorge Tejedor. A logic-algebraic approach to decisaking in
a railway interlocking system.Annals of Mathematics and Artificial
intelligence 65(4):317-328, 2012.

For the same railway network, our proposed approach cdpfl Wikipedia. Head-on collision — wikipedia, the free ewtypedia, 2016.

efficiently detect maximum number of collisions which might[9]
be overlooked by other existing approaches leading dréadfiy

accidents.

The proposed approach can be deployed in all kinds!
of vehicles in railway domain. All the rail-wagons must;y
be equipped with bi-directional communication devices to
provide all possible communication among them whenever
needed. The solution mechanism can be integrated with thg
existing railway safety management system and here lies the

practicability of our presented approach.
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