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Abstract

Traditional mobility management strategies emphasize macro-level mobility oversight from traffic-sensing
infrastructures, often overlooking safety risks that directly affect road users. To address this, we propose a
Digital Twin-based Driver Risk-Aware Intelligent Mobility Analytics (DT-DIMA) system. The DT-DIMA
system introduces four novel services that extract real-time traffic information from pan-tilt-cameras (PTCs),
synchronize this data into a digital twin to accurately replicate the physical world, and predict network-wide
mobility and safety risks in real time. The system’s innovation lies in its integration of advanced machine
learning, simulation, and online control modules, including Spatial-Temporal Traffic Estimation (STTE)
for real-time traffic data fusion and prediction, Mesoscopic Traffic Safety Simulation (MTSS) for real-time
safety risk prediction, and Risk-Constrained Correlated Online Learning (RiCCOL) for real-time PTC con-
trol. Tested and evaluated under normal traffic conditions and incidental situations (e.g., unexpected ac-
cidents, pre-planned work zones) in a simulated testbed in Brooklyn, New York, DT-DIMA demonstrated
mean absolute percentage errors (MAPEs) ranging from 8.40% to 15.11% in estimating network-level traffic
volume and MAPEs from 0.85% to 12.97% in network-level safety risk prediction. In addition, the highly
accurate safety risk prediction enables PTCs to preemptively monitor road segments with high driving risks
before incidents take place. Such proactive PTC surveillance creates around a 5-minute lead time in captur-
ing traffic incidents. The DT-DIMA system enables transportation managers to understand mobility not only
in terms of traffic patterns but also driver-experienced safety risks, allowing for proactive resource allocation
in response to various traffic situations. To the authors’ best knowledge, DT-DIMA is the first urban mobility
management system that considers both mobility and safety risks based on digital twin architecture.
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control, spatial-temporal forecasting.
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1. Introduction

Urban mobility management plays a crucial role in ensuring the smooth functioning of urban transporta-
tion systems, facilitating the efficient movement of people and goods, and enhancing the overall quality of
life in cities. Traditionally, urban mobility management strategies rely on bird-eye level traffic information
from sensors, such as loop detectors and Wi-Fi sensors, to monitor traffic conditions and make high-level
decisions [1]. These strategies often prioritize risks associated with mobility, often referring to the dynamics
and sudden shifts in traffic mobility patterns. However, while transportation managers emphasize the macro-
level oversight gained from these sensing infrastructures, the safety risks that directly affect road users are
also important. These safety risks include driving hazards and road conflicts experienced by drivers, which
are critical components of overall road safety. This overlook creates a disconnection between the manage-
ment perspective and the road user perspective. As shown in Figure 1, while management operations mainly
aim to enhance the overarching performance of the transportation system through measures such as conges-
tion reduction, demand management, and incident response, the actual experiences of road users, particularly
concerning safety and personal experiences, can diverge significantly from these objectives. For example, a
traffic lane reconfiguration aimed at construction activities [2] on a major urban road may improve infras-
tructure service from a macro perspective. However, it could increase driving risks for individual drivers as
the altered traffic pattern might confuse drivers accustomed to the previous layout, leading to a rise in po-
tential accidents [3, 4]. This disconnection emphasizes the importance of integrating road user perspectives
into urban mobility management to ensure that strategies not only achieve their intended overarching goals
in reducing mobility risks but also accommodate the needs and safety of individual road users.

The concept of a Digital Twin (DT) has emerged as an increasingly recognized technique in this context
[5] for its ability to create a virtual representation of a physical system through bidirectional communication.
DT can be built as machines or computer-based models, either physical or virtual, that simulate, emulate,
mirror, represent, or “twin” the real-world existence of a physical entity with adaptation for real-time pre-
diction, optimization, monitoring, controlling, and assistance in improving decision-making [6, 7, 8]. Lever-
aging input data from the physical twin, the DT is capable of predicting future states as well as enabling
the simulation and testing of novel configurations, fostering proactive maintenance or management across
various application domains, including but not limited to aerospace [9, 10], manufacturing [11], healthcare
[12, 13], medicine [14, 15, 16], construction [17, 18], and transportation [19, 20, 21]. By integrating DT
into urban mobility management, it is possible to synthesize driver-centric information and aggregate this
information to network-level, thereby enhancing decision-making and aligning management strategies more
closely with the needs and safety of road users. As shown in Figure 1, the aim is to develop a DT framework
that effectively communicates driver-centric information (illustrated by the dashed arrow) to transportation
managers, thereby enabling more informed, driver-aware decision-making in considering not only mobility
risks but also safety risks. However, the design of a DT-based framework for mobility management presents
several challenges:

• The first challenge is adapting DT for proactive management instead of being reactive to traffic
incidents and disturbances. The prevailing approach in managing traffic incidents and disturbances
within urban mobility systems is predominantly reactive, focusing on addressing the aftermath rather
than being proactive. This post-impact management style leads to significant response delays and
congestion, as transportation managers assess the severity of incidents and implement measures to
mitigate their effects [20, 22]. However, the inherent complexity of urban transportation networks
means that this reactive strategy can exacerbate these disruptions, turning manageable incidents into
hazardous scenarios such as secondary incidents that compromise road safety[4]. Given the virtual
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Figure 1: Feedback loops at stakeholder and modeling levels in the mobility management process

replicas of various traffic situations in DT, the challenge lies in using DT to help mobility management
address these preemptive issues.

• Secondly, current vehicle-based sensing technologies fail to meet the cost-efficient implementa-
tion requirements for managing large-scale urban mobility systems using DT. The effectiveness
of a DT depends on its ability to replicate real-world traffic conditions accurately. This requires a vast
amount of real-time traffic information along the road network. Connected and Autonomous Vehicles
(CAVs), though equipped with advanced onboard equipment (OBE) sensing devices that can capture
real-time driving situations (e.g., hard braking, acceleration, near-miss events) [23], have limited util-
ity in DT due to their low penetration rate in overall transportation systems. For DT to accurately
replicate driver-experienced road conflicts throughout the entire road network, a broader and more
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cost-efficient approach without solely relying on CAVs is necessary.

• Thirdly, a methodology for achieving real-time synergy between the physical world and digital
twin in urban mobility management remains uncharted. Effective mobility management across
large-scale road networks requires operations that can respond in real time, requiring DT to synthesize
real-world situations and create accurate replicas within minimal latency. These replicas must reflect
the continuous evolution of the real world within the cyber-physical realm. Achieving such a high level
of synergy and replication across a large-scale network requires both high fidelity and low latency.
Consequently, the challenge lies in capturing real-world information swiftly, mirroring this data in
digital replicas in real-time, and scaling this process across vast road networks without compromising
the accuracy of the information.

To tackle the above challenges, several innovations for designing a DT-based mobility management sys-
tem must be finished on both the sensors and DT. For traffic sensors implemented in the real world, enabling
real-time and cost-efficient traffic sensing needs further exploration. In recent years, traffic surveillance cam-
eras, particularly pan-tilt cameras (PTCs), have seen widespread installation and deployment along the road
network. These PTCs are strategically installed at each intersection along the road network and can tilt 360
degrees to enable versatile monitoring across different areas [24, 25]. The researchers see the light of de-
ploying these existing infrastructure PTCs to serve as real-time sensors by cooperatively tilting these PTCs
to capture useful real-time traffic information for a large-scale network. On the DT side, the key task is to
replicate the dynamics captured by the sensing services from the physical world and predict driver behaviors
effectively.

Building on the capabilities of these PTCs, a DT-based system for urban mobility management and traffic
monitoring solution – DT-based Driver risk-aware Intelligent Mobility Analytics (DT-DIMA) system is pro-
posed. The DT-DIMA framework employs a twin-based structure comprising a physical twin representing
the real world and a digital twin serving as its cyber-physical counterpart. These twins are interconnected
through a feedback loop that integrates various services to enhance mobility management comprehensively.
Specifically, the feedback loop incorporates three main services: the multi-PTC traffic sensing service, the
driver-informed predictive service, and the risk-aware intervening service. The multi-PTC traffic sens-
ing service utilizes multiple Pan-Tilt Cameras (PTCs) positioned at various intersections to collect traffic
flow data, applying established video extraction technologies like multiple-object-detection (MOD)[26] and
tracking [27, 28] to derive real-time traffic metrics such as volume and speed. The driver-informed pre-
dictive service includes three key components. First, the Spatio-Temporal Traffic Estimation (STTE) model
uses traffic data from the multi-PTC sensing service to provide estimated network-wide traffic states. Sec-
ond, the Mesoscopic Traffic Safety Simulation (MTSS) model [29] simulates individual driver behaviors
and assesses driving risks under various traffic conditions, overcoming the challenge of low Connected and
Autonomous Vehicles (CAVs) penetration, which limits transportation managers for gaining access to driver-
centric data. Lastly, the Long-Short Term Twinning (LSTT) algorithm monitors the performance of MTSS
and adjusts the update frequency of the model based on its accuracy and reliability. The risk-aware inter-
vening service implements the Risk-Constrained Correlated Online Learning (RiCCOL) approach, which
leverages safety risks and mobility risks from the predictive service to optimize the tilting strategies of
PTCs. RiCCOL will control and tilt PTCs to those road segments with high driving risks and abrupt changes
in mobility patterns.

With the proposed system, two folds of risk information can be unveiled: mobility risk and safety risk.
The mobility risk refers to the dynamics and abrupt changes residing in the traffic mobility patterns, includ-
ing traffic flow and speed at both edge-level and network-level. The safety risk refers to the driving risks
experienced by road users, the predicted driving risks are also aggregated to edge-level as well as network-

4



scale. The performance of the DT-DIMA system is evaluated using a simulation dataset calibrated using
real-world data from Brooklyn, New York. Extensive experiments are conducted under various traffic situa-
tions, such as unexpected accidents and pre-planned construction events. Additionally, a case study showed
that the DT-DIMA system can enhance decision-making by projecting safety outcomes of various strategies
without the costs of actual implementation. This allows transportation managers to foresee safety risks and
proactively allocate resources to mitigate negative impacts on drivers. In summary, the contributions are
summarized as follows:

• We propose DT-DIMA, a novel DT-based system using pan-tilt cameras (PTCs) to replicate real-world
traffic dynamics within urban mobility systems. This system seamlessly mirrors diverse traffic scenar-
ios and evaluates the safety risks faced by drivers, providing transportation managers with real-time
insights into the efficacy of their traffic management strategies. By integrating predictive analytics,
DT-DIMA offers actionable intelligence to enhance traffic safety and optimize management decisions.

• To effectively gather driving risk information from the transportation networks, a novel driver-informed
predictive service is developed based on the DT structure. Extensive experiments on a large-scale net-
work show that our proposed service can predict driving risks encountered by drivers and achieve
MAPE ranging from 0.85% to 12.97% across normal conditions, pre-planned work zones, and unex-
pected accident scenarios.

• To enable the collaborative operation of PTCs along the road network, a Risk-Constrained Correlated
Online Learning (RiCCOL) algorithm is designed in a risk-aware intervening framework, allowing
PTCs to respond seamlessly to hazardous road segments with high driving risks. Thanks to the safety
risk prediction by MTSS, RiCCOL can preemptively tilt PTCs to cover edges with high driving risks
before incidents occur. Our experiments demonstrate that PTCs equipped with the RiCCOL algorithm
can effectively monitor around 70% of hazardous roads and create around a 5-minute lead time in
capturing incidents.

• To optimize the use of computational resources while maintaining an accurate reflection of the phys-
ical world, an innovative algorithm named adaptive Long Short-Term Twinning (LSTT) is designed.
This approach empowers the DT-DIMA system to adaptively alternate between long-term and short-
term simulations within the MTSS. Ablation experiments on LSTT in reaction to situations like
changes in traffic demands as well as unexpected accidents showed that it can adaptively detect such
changes and improve driving risk prediction by 2% MAPE when the accident is in effect.

2. Literature Review

2.1. Review of DT in general sectors

In aviation applications, DT often functions as a predictive maintenance tool to rapidly identify and
address potentially critical changes in the structural integrity of aircraft, such as detecting fatigue cracks [9].
DT then triggers self-healing mechanisms as a responsive action. Moreover, DT can contribute to decision
support, optimization processes, and diagnostic analyses for the aircraft [10]. Within the manufacturing
context, DT is utilized to optimize all aspects of the product manufacturing process, including supervising
each step of manufacturing, identifying potential failures of machines, and finding the optimal management
solution with self-adaptation to its physical twin [11, 6]. In the healthcare sector, DT can be utilized in many
different ways [13], from predictive maintenance of medical devices and device performance optimization
to hospital management [12]. Regarding medical and clinical usages, the interest in DT is driven by the
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aspiration to create an organ (e.g., heart, airway system, etc.) or a human DT [15]. The DT aims to represent
the internal state of its physical counterpart, facilitating the prediction of potential illnesses by analyzing
the real twin’s personal health history and other related features [14]. Then, more personalized medicine
[16] that targets the needs of the patients based on their own genetic, biomarker, phenotypic, physical,
or psychosocial characteristics can be utilized for planning treatment that better fits the patient. In the
construction industry, DT can address the shortcomings of Building Information Modeling (BIM) in facilities
management by providing real-time updates on a building’s status post-commissioning [30]. DT also offers
a holistic and integrated approach, ensuring effective construction monitoring and control by combining
information from multiple systems [31].

2.2. Review of DT in transportation sectors
For applications in the smart transportation sector, DT is essential in elevating both efficiency and safety.

Recent research efforts can be broadly categorized into two major trends: a rather detailed-level DT that
involves the analysis of vehicle trajectories, exploration of road users’ behavior, and simulation of traffic
environments for enhancing the safety of autonomous vehicles (AVs); a broader-scale DT that aims at as-
sisting the Transportation Management Center (TMC) in tasks such as traffic management, transportation
planning, and safety analyses over the network. In the former, well-noted works such as the traffic envi-
ronment simulator TeraSim leverage DT at the infrastructure level and employ dense deep-reinforcement
learning for unbiased and efficient AV safety testing [32, 33]. Experimental DT, as studied by [34], assists
in proving the importance of calibrating microscopic traffic simulations and testing the reliability of driving
simulators. Additionally, [35] collects the CitySim dataset of vehicle trajectories by Unmanned Aerial Ve-
hicles (UAVs), which can be used in modeling DT for safety research. In the latter, for traffic monitoring,
[36] deploys Digital Twin Boxes to roads, continuously sending data to the edge or cloud for constructing
DT representations of physical roads. In the context of traffic data acquisition, [37] establishes a campus DT
and visualizes detected and tracked physical vehicles in the cyber twin. For prediction, [38] analyzes data
within the DT, incorporating flow and velocity data from Internet of Vehicle (IoV) sensors to predict traffic
flow. For traffic management purposes, [39] adopts DT and deep learning algorithms to address problems
such as traffic assignment and signal control by establishing online and offline modules in the virtual twin,
and investigates potential security issues in intelligent transportation systems. Our study aligns with the
broader-scale DT, incorporating capabilities in data acquisition, traffic state forecasting, and safety-driven
event monitoring that can assist the TMC in making management decisions, including but not limited to
camera and traffic signal control, congestion management, and evacuation.

It is important to emphasize that the complete benefits of DT in intelligent transportation systems are yet
to be fully acknowledged and realized. According to Transportation 5.0 mentioned in [20, 21], DT must go
beyond vehicular movements and extend the scope to encompass broader transportation systems, network
dynamics, and human decision-making processes.

3. Methodology

3.1. Architecture of DT-DIMA system
The DT-DIMA system integrates three key services to synchronize with the real-world transportation

mobility system: the multi-PTC traffic sensing service, the driver-informed predictive service, and the risk-
aware intervening service. The architecture of the DT-DIMA system, as depicted in Figure 2, begins with
the multi-PTC traffic sensing service capturing data from physical transportation systems. This includes
traffic states along road segments and traffic incidents such as accidents and work zones. This gathered data
is processed by the driver-informed predictive service, which creates a DT with three components: STTE,
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Figure 2: Architecture of overall framework of DT-DIMA. Major components in this figure, STTE: Spatio-Temporal Traffic Estima-
tion, MTSS: Mesoscopic Traffic Safety Simulation, LSTT: Long-Short Term Twinning, RiCCOL: Risk-Constrained Correlated Online
Learning.

MTSS, and LSTT. The DT creates a real-time replica of the physical world using the gathered data and
provides real-time predicted traffic states as well as driving risks to the risk-aware intervening service.

Building on these predictions, the risk-aware intervening service develops real-time decision-making
strategies for both surveillance and mobility management. The RiCCOL algorithm uses the fused traffic data
from STTE and driving risks from MTSS to guide the real-time tilting of PTCs across the road network. The
intermediate variables and parameters are summarized inTable 1.

3.2. Multi-PTC traffic sensing service

In the proposed DT-DIMA system, the multi-PTC traffic sensing service is mainly powered by com-
puter vision-based deep learning methods. Specifically, it utilizes object detection methods such as YOLO
series[40] and object tracking methods like StrongSORT[41]. These models process video frames captured
by multiple PTCs, which are strategically positioned at each intersection throughout the transportation net-
work. By integrating object detection and tracking methods, the PTCs function as real-time traffic sensors,
generating essential traffic data such as vehicle counts, speeds, and traffic incidents along their tilt directions.
As shown in Figure 2, this data forms the foundation for the driver-informed predictive service, enabling the
Digital Twin (DT) to mirror real-world traffic conditions accurately and in real time. However, since a
PTC can only tilt in one direction at a time, relying solely on data from individual PTCs is insufficient for
constructing comprehensive network-scale traffic information. Thus, the multi-PTC sensing service must
collaborate with the other two services within the DT-DIMA system to ensure a complete capture and anal-
ysis of traffic data across the large-scale road network.

In this study, we consider a traffic network represented by a graph G = (N ,E), where N denotes the set
of road intersections, and E denotes the set of the road segments (edges). PTCs are assigned to a subset of
intersections for surveillance purposes. Let Nc ⊂ N be the set of the nodes equipped with a PTC. With a
slight abuse of notation, we denote by i ∈ Nc the PTC deployed at the i-th intersection, which can be tilted to
monitor the inbound and outbound links (i, j) and ( j, i) from a neighboring node j at a time. Each camera’s
action is defined as a E-dimensional binary vector ai

t ∈ A
i := {0, 1}|E|. The one entries correspond to the

monitored edges: ai
t(i, j) = 1, if (i, j) is covered by the PTC at time t. Let at = ∨i∈Nc ai

t ∈ {0, 1}
|E| be the joint
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Notation(s) Description

G, N , E The traffic network, the junction (nodes) set, and road segments (edges) set
(i, j) ∈ E, i, j ∈ N The directed edge from node i to j
T , [T ] := {1, 2, . . . ,T } The horizon length and the set of discrete time indices
Nc The subset of nodes where cameras are deployed
Ai, ai

t The action set of camera i and the implemented action at time t
at The joint tilting action at time t
st, st(i, j) The network-level traffic state and its (i, j)-entry (the edge-level traffic state) at time t
qt, qt(i, j) The network-level and edge-level traffic volume at time t
vt, vt(i, j) The network-level and edge-level traffic speed at time t
δt, δt(i, j) The network-level and edge-level relative traffic state fluctuation at time t, respectively
sc

t The joint observation of the PTCs
δ f

t The traffic fluctuation distribution calculated using fusion data
ŝt The traffic state prediction returned by the STTE
s f

t , q
f
t , v

f
t The traffic state fusion (volume and speed fusion), a combination of ŝt and sc

t
rt The actual SSM distribution over the network
r̂t The predicted SSM distribution over the network produced by the SUMO
q̂∗t , q̂∗t (i, j) The network-level and edge-level traffic volume output by MTSS
v̂∗t , v̂∗t (i, j) The network-level and edge-level traffic speed output by MTSS
Zt = (Zi j

t ) The traffic incident information, including the edge (i, j)
where the incident locates, the time t during the occurrence of incident

P∗ The simulation period, a period in minutes between two calls of simulation

Table 1: A summary of frequently used notations.

tilting action of all cameras at time t, where ∨ denotes the entry-wise boolean operator “or”. In plain words,
at(i, j) = 1 if the edge (i, j) is covered by at least one of the PTCs.

We model the traffic evolution within the network during a given period of time using a discrete-time
sequence {st}t∈[T ], where st denotes the real-time traffic information of interest at t-th minute. The traffic
state variable st ∈ R

|E| denotes the aggregated local information from each edge st(i, j). Depending on the
use cases, the traffic state st(i, j) can be the edge-level traffic volume (the number of vehicles passing through
a particular segment), denoted by qt(i, j), or the edge-level average speed, denoted by vt(i, j).

For simplicity, we use st as a generic notation for the traffic state and introduce the following helpful
notations, which can be similarly defined for the traffic volume qt and speed vt. Employing the entry-
wise product (Hadamard product), denoted by ⊗, the joint observation of the multi-PTC service is given
by sc

t = st ⊗ at, where the edge-level traffic states without any camera monitoring are masked with zero.
Additionally, PTCs can also extract traffic incident information at each time step across the network, denoted
by Zt, where Zt(i, j) contains incident information on the edge (i, j), e.g., incident location, affected lanes,
and is an empty set if no incident happens at time t.

3.3. Driver-informed predictive service

The workflow of the proposed driver-informed predictive service is detailed in Figure 4. Initially, the
STTE component receives observed traffic states from the multi-PTC sensing service. It processes these
observations to generate fused traffic states and predicted traffic states. Both the fused and predicted traffic

8



Figure 3: Workflow of DT-DIMA in real-time operation

Figure 4: Workflow of driver-informed predictive service

states are then utilized as inputs for the MTSS component, while the fused traffic states are also used by the
RiCCOL algorithm within the risk-aware intervening service.

The MTSS component integrates this data with observed traffic incident information, also sourced from
the multi-PTC sensing service. It uses the fused traffic states, including traffic volume and speed from the
STTE, to update its simulations for the current stage and employs the predicted traffic states to guide future
traffic demand. These simulations generate predicted outputs such as driving risks. Subsequently, the LSTT
component uses the simulated traffic volume from MTSS and the observed traffic volume from STTE to
determine the necessity of updating the simulation period.
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3.3.1. Spatio-temporal traffic estimation model (STTE)
The motivation for introducing STTE into driver-informed predictive service in DT structure is to capture

the network-level traffic information and aid MTSS in more accurately replicating the physical world. In the
multi-PTC sensing service, the traffic information can only be captured by a PTC at one direction at a time,
which inherently restricts the comprehensive coverage across an extensive road network. This limitation
highlights the need for the STTE to provide accurate traffic estimations for the directions and areas that are
not directly observed.

Problem formulation of STTE. As shown in Figure 5, given a sequence of recent traffic state observations
{sc
τ}

t
τ=t−K+1 over the past K time steps, STTE aims to predict the sequence of future traffic states over the next

K time steps. To this end, STTE first fuses the recent observations with the predictions: s f
τ = sc

τ+ ŝτ⊗(1−aτ),
τ ∈ [t − K + 1, t], where 1 ∈ R|E| is an all-one vector. Then, STTE takes in this fusion data as input and
predicts the traffic states in future K steps, denoted by {ŝτ}t+K

τ=t+1. This fused traffic state {s f
t } also serves as

input to the MTSS component and LSTT component.

Local attention kernel. The aim of STTE is to predict traffic states of edges that are not directly observed
by PTCs, which presses the need to capture local information. Specifically, at timestamp t, node i (ith inter-
section) receives observation st(i, j) for edge (i, j), there is a need to estimate ŝt along the rest of edges that
directly connect to node i. Furthermore, the traffic states along these edges are also influenced by their im-
mediate connected edges in upstream and downstream directions. To capture this locality, we design a local
attention kernel using the graph convolution in Graph Convolution Network (GCN) [42]. The graph con-
volution propagates messages along a local view, ensuring the message passes to the immediate neighbors.
The graph convolution can be formulated as follows:

GCN(H(l), Ã) = σ
((

(D−1Ã) ⊙ S
)
H(l)W (l)

)
. (1)

where H(l) ∈ R|E|×dmodel is the graph signal representation in the lth layer. Ã = A + I is the adjacency matrix
of the directed graph G with added self-connections: I ∈ R|E|×|E| is the identity matrix. It is important
to note that in this study, matrix A ∈ R|E|×|E| describes the connectivity between edges (i, j) ∈ E, rather
than between nodes. D is degree matrix and W (l) is layer-specific trainable weights. σ(·) is the nonlinear
activation function.

Unlike traditional GCN models that use a static adjacency matrix Ã to represent local spatial correlations,
this paper incorporates a dynamically updating spatial correlation weight matrix S [43]:

S = softmax
(H(l)H(l)⊤

√
dmodel

)
∈ R|E|×|E|. (2)

Spatial correlation matrix S learns local attention intensities dynamically, allowing the local attention kernel
to adjust in response to changing traffic conditions along the local neighborhood around each intersection.

Global attention kernel. Graph convolution effectively captures local or short-range spatial dependencies
within traffic patterns, but the complexity of traffic dynamics also involves long-range interactions that can
influence broader areas of the road network. Unforeseen events, such as accidents or road closures, can
trigger cascading effects that ripple through the entire network, leading to widespread congestion and dis-
ruptions far from the original incident site. This paper employs the attention mechanism of the encoder-
decoder structured transformer, as described in[44], which facilitates direct communication between distant
road segments. By attending to all positions simultaneously, the multi-head attention component of the
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Figure 5: The spatio-temporal traffic estimation (STTE) component

transformer can effectively model long-range dependencies in traffic dynamics. The multi-head attention
can be expressed as:

MultiHead(Q,K,V) = ⊕
(
head1, · · · , headh

)
WO,

headi = Attention
(
QWQ

i ,KWK
i ,VWV

i
)
,

(3)

where the query Q ∈ RLQ×dmodel , key K ∈ RLK×dmodel and value V ∈ RLV×dmodel are both transformed from the in-
put token sequence X ∈ RL×C , and LQ, LK , LV are the corresponding length. Linear projection WQ

i ,W
K
i ,W

V
i ∈

Rdmodel×dk map dimension of dmodel into head hi.
As shown in Figure 5, by combining the local attention kernel and global attention kernel, we assemble

the long and short-range traffic propagation parallel in each layer. The interplay of global and local attention
kernels ensures STTE accurately estimates unobserved traffic states for individual PTC and captures the
network-level traffic dynamics within mobility patterns.

3.3.2. Mesoscopic traffic safety simulation model (MTSS)
The MTSS component is designed to accurately replicate various driving behaviors and simulate the

associated risks for each vehicle. This component is developed using a mesoscopic simulator called the
Simulation of Urban Mobility (SUMO) [45]. SUMO is an advanced, open-source traffic simulation tool
that handles extensive networks and offers detailed vehicular movement simulations. It models individual
vehicles, allowing for the observation of complex interactions and behaviors typical in real-world traffic.
This fidelity is crucial for accurately predicting traffic dynamics, particularly when responding to disruptions
or variations in standard traffic flows.

Leveraging SUMO, the MTSS component integrates real-time traffic information from the STTE compo-
nent as well as the multi-PTC sensing service. It uses this comprehensive data to create a realistic and timely
updated simulation of the traffic environment, mirroring the physical world within the SUMO framework.
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This simulation enables MTSS to accurately replicate traffic conditions and the driving risks encountered by
individual drivers.

Calculation of Time-to-Collision (TTC) events in MTSS. In MTSS, Time-to-Collision (TTC) is defined for
all follow-lead scenarios where the following vehicle is faster than the leading vehicle, calculated as:

TTC =
Space Gap

Speed Difference
(4)

For crossing or merging situations, TTC is considered if the expected conflict area exit time for vehicle A
(vehicle entering the conflict area first) is greater than the entry time for vehicle B. Under these conditions,
TTC is calculated as:

TTC =
Distance to Conflict Area Entry of Vehicle B

Current Speed of Vehicle B
(5)

In the MTSS traffic simulation, three primary vehicle conflict types have been identified: Lead/Follow,
Crossing, and Merging situations. In the Lead/Follow situation, vehicles maintain the same lane sequence
both prior to and following the conflict point. Conversely, in Crossing situations, vehicles navigate different
lane sequences before and after the conflict point, whereas in Merging situations, vehicles originate from
different lanes but converge into the same lane post-conflict. Each conflict type is assigned a designated
entry point, and for Crossing and Merging situations, an exit point is also defined. These points differ slightly
among vehicles as they are determined by the positions of the front or rear bumpers, although collisions may
involve various parts of the vehicles. Due to software constraints, the geometry of the conflict areas is
simplified; crossing lanes are assumed to be orthogonal, and merging areas are not distinctly modeled but
are treated as the intersection at the start of the shared target lane. Importantly, these conflict scenarios are
not merely theoretical constructs but are derived from real drivers’ experiences. The framework leverages
data collected from actual driving incidents, ensuring that the modeled situations reflect the complex and
varied nature of real-world driving behaviors and conflicts. This research utilizes a 3-second threshold for
the Time to Collision (TTC), focusing on the minimum TTC (minTTC, both time and position) as the key
event data according to the previous traffic safety research [29, 46].

Real-time update of simulations. To ensure that the simulations within the MTSS closely replicate actual
traffic conditions, input parameters are meticulously derived from real-world observations as well as STTE.
During each simulation call in the MTSS, three key pieces of traffic information are updated: traffic flow
derived from the average volume on each edge, traffic speed variations on each edge, and traffic incident
information. This updating is executed by Calibrators set on every edge, which dynamically adapt traffic
flows, speeds, and vehicle parameters based on real-time measurements. Calibrators in SUMO are trigger-
type objects specified within an additional file, enabling real-time adjustments of traffic flows, speeds, and
vehicle parameters. Specifically, the update process occurs in two stages:

• Updates of current stage: The MTSS first updates to reflect the most current traffic information
since the last simulation call. Traffic flow is updated based on the average traffic volumes on the
each edge, using the fused traffic volume data (q f (i, j)) from the STTE component. Similarly, the
speed distribution is updated using the fused speed data (v f (i, j)) from the STTE. In the event of traffic
incidents, the simulation configures the impact on specific lanes based on the observed incident’s
location and time period from the previous P∗ minutes. This incident data (Z) sets a temporal window
for adjusting the simulation parameters accordingly.
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• Updates of future stage: Once the MTSS has synchronized with the latest physical traffic condi-
tions, it uses the predicted traffic volume and speed on each edge from the STTE to guide the future
distribution of traffic demands within the network in the future P∗ minutes.

The MTSS then predicts driving risks along each road segment based on these updated traffic scenarios,
ensuring that the simulations provide accurate foresight into potential safety risks.

Outputs of MTSS. The outputs generated from our MTSS simulations are detailed and structured into two
primary categories to support LSTT and RiCCOL modules work.
Traffic State Information: The simulation provides extensive general traffic data for each edge, updated
minute-by-minute. This output includes edge-level average traffic volume, speed, and density. To differen-
tiate from those outputs by STTE, we denote by q̂∗t (i, j) and v̂∗t (i, j) the edge-level traffic volume and speed
output by MTSS, respectively. These simulation data are directly used in the LSTT component to evaluate
the effectiveness of the MTSS module, which will be introduced in the following subsection.
Surrogate Safety Measure (SSM) Events: The SSM outputs encapsulate critical details of potential con-
flict events within the traffic network. For each identified event, the simulation records the time at which
the event (or near-miss) was closest to occurring (minTTC recording time), providing a precise temporal
context. Additionally, it captures the specific location within the network where the conflict occurred, which
is essential for spatial analysis of high-risk areas. We use the density of SSM events (in short, SSM) per
dt-minutes on each edge to quantitatively depict the real-time driving risk. Denote by ssmt(i, j) the number
of SSM events on edge (i, j). For the k-the dt-minute interval, the SSM event density is defined as

r̂k(i, j) =

∑(k+1)dt−1
t=kdt

ssmt(i, j)∑(k+1)dt−1
t=kdt

q̂∗t (i, j)
, (6)

where we use the convention that 0/0 = 0 if the accumulative volume is zero, i.e., no vehicle running on
the edge. An appropriate interval length dt ∈ N+ should cover a complete signal cycle and travel time of
an average vehicle so that the SSM metric can properly reflect the driving risks users experience on the
corresponding edge. Our experiments set the interval to 5 minutes. The SSM serves as the key input to
LSTT and RiCCOL modules (see Figure 3), and hence, we expand the SSM sequence {r̂k}k∈[T/dt] to the
whole horizon as RiCCOL runs on a minute-by-minute basis. Let r̂t ≜ r̂k, if t ∈ [kdt, (k + 1)dt), and we
refer to r̂t as the network-wide SSM distribution. For simplicity purposes, we use the term SSM to represent
driving/safety risks in the remainder of this paper.

3.3.3. Long short-term twinning (LSTT)
Since MTSS is built upon an agent-based simulation platform, one instance of simulation consumes a

substantial amount of computation resources. Therefore, unlike STTE, calling MTSS on a minute-by-minute
basis is computationally costly when deployed online. Instead, we use periodic execution: MTSS simulation
is called every P∗ minutes to simulate traffic dynamics in future P∗ minutes. Such a simulation period is
instrumental in the accuracy and realism of MTSS simulation, which leads to a trade-off between simulation
cost efficiency and fidelity. To simplify our exposition below, we consider two kinds of simulation periods
P∗, 60 minutes and 30 minutes, as representatives of the long and short-term simulation, respectively.

Within the same service horizon, e.g., 24 hours, it is straightforward to see that the long-term simu-
lation leads to fewer updates of MTSS and less computational expense. However, the downside is that
long-term simulation may produce outdated replicas that lag behind real-world conditions, potentially mis-
leading downstream services. To see this, recall that the MTSS sets the configuration based on past incident
information collected by PTCs in the previous P∗ minutes, to simulate traffic states in the future P∗ minutes.
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Figure 6: The long-short term twinning (LSTT) component workflow. Starting with the long-term twinning, LSTT activates the short-
term twining when the simulated traffic states deviate from the observations. Once the deviation diminishes, LSTT switches back to
the long-term twining.

The larger the period P∗ is, the fewer updates of MTSS, the more MTSS’s replica lags behind the real world.
For example, should a traffic incident happen right after one call of MTSS on a 60-minute period, it will not
appear in the DT until the next call, by which one hour has elapsed.

In summary, long-term twining is cost-efficient but may incur a loss of fidelity, while the short-term
one is more responsive to traffic disturbances and offers accurate replicas at the cost of higher computation
overhead. To get the best of two worlds, we propose a long-short-term twining (LSTT) mechanism, a self-
adaptive twining scheme that automatically switches between long and short-term periods. Starting with
long-term twinning, LSTT ensures high-quality safety risk simulation by switching to short-term twinning
when misalignment with actual traffic conditions is detected, and reverting to long-term twinning when
alignment improves. Figure 6 presents a schematic illustration of the LSTT workflow.

The key step in LSTT is the simulation fidelity assessment: whether the current simulated safety risk
matches the ground truth, which triggers the long/short-term switch. Since the actual safety risk (SSM) in
the real world is unobservable to the PTCs, a direct comparison is invalid. Hence, for every 30 minutes
(consistent with the short-term period), LSTT compares the average simulated traffic volume and speed with
the fusion data average. For the k-th 30-minute period, we define the volume deviation on edge (i, j) as
SimDev(i, j) ≜ |

∑29
τ=0[q̂∗30k+τ(i, j) − q f

30k+τ(i, j)]/
∑29
τ=0(q f

30k+τ(i, j))|, which is essentially a MAPE of the 30-
minute average of MTSS volume simulation with respect to that of fusion volume. The speed deviation can
be defined accordingly.

As summarized in the LSTT part in Figure 4, LSTT proceeds by selecting edges whose predicted SSM is
above a certain threshold, which is 3 in our experiment, and deriving the SimDev for each edge. The rationale
behind this selection is that MTSS is designed to replicate the driving risks. Therefore, edges with high SSM
are of primary interest (referred as candidate edges) when inspecting the simulation fidelity: if there exists
an edge (i, j) from the set of candidate edges, such that the deviation is above the triggering threshold α,
i.e., SimDev(i, j) ≥ α, then LSTT asserts that the current long-term period renders the simulation no longer
align well with the actual traffic situation and the resulting SSM prediction does not reflect the actual driving
risks. Consequently, the short-term twining is activated. Conversely, after switching the short-term twining,
if SimDev for each candidate edge falls below 20% for two consecutive short-term periods, LSTT will revert
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back to the long-term twining to save computational resources, as shown in Figure 6.

3.4. Risk-aware intervening service

The risk-aware intervening service is tasked to monitor edges with significant mobility and safety risks
via the multi-PTC system. From a system engineering point of view, the intervening service, taking in the
SSM predicted from MTSS and the fused traffic states from STTE, outputs real-time PTC tilting actions
that enable PTCs within the network to collaboratively monitor high-risk edges. In order to deliver a real-
time cooperative camera-tilting control, we propose a risk-constrained correlated online learning (RiCCOL)
method, and its workflow is presented in Figure 3. Before jumping into the algorithmic details of RiCCOL,
we begin by formulating the risk-aware surveillance problem in mathematical terms.

Problem Formulation. The PTCs aim to monitor high-risk edges. In this case, the quantity of interest is
the mobility and safety risk on every edge. The mobility risk refers to the abrupt changes in traffic mobility
patterns, characterized by the difference between two consecutive traffic states st − st−1. Its normalization
δt ≜ (st − st−1)/∥st − st−1∥1 ∈ R

|E| reflects the network-wide traffic fluctuation distribution and its (i, j)-entry
δt(i, j) denotes the percentage of the fluctuation on the corresponding edge over the overall fluctuation. The
higher δt(i, j) is, the more significant mobility risk the edge carries. In addition to the mobility risk, the
safety risk is of great concern to the surveillance camera. Denote by rt ∈ R

|E| the actual SSM distribution,
defined similarly as in Eq. (6) with the numerator and denominator replaced by the ground truth.

Given the PTCs’ joint action at, the percentage of captured mobility and safety risks of those monitored
edges are given by f (at; δt) ≜ ⟨at, δt⟩ and g(at; rt) ≜ ⟨at, rt⟩/∥rt∥1, respectively. Even though the actual
mobility and safety risks are not fully observable to PTCs (e.g., edges out of sight), their estimates are
available thanks to the driver-informed predictive service. Specifically, the traffic fluctuation distribution can
be approximated using the fusion data δ̂t ≜ (s f

t − s f
t−1)/∥s f

t − s f
t−1∥1, while the predicted SSM r̂t by MTSS

approximates the true SSM. Informed by STTE and MTSS, the PTC controller is aware of the approximate
risks across the network and tilts the camera accordingly.

Contrary to traditional mobility management strategies that focus on mobility risks, our risk-aware in-
tervening service prioritizes safety risk management. Therefore, we formulate the PTC control problem as a
constrained optimization in Eq. (7), where the safety-risk constraint mandates PTCs to prioritize the surveil-
lance on the edges with significant safety risks and capture at least β percentage of SSM. When such a
precondition is met, the multi-PTC system will dedicate the rest of the cameras to mobility-risk surveillance
to maximize the traffic fluctuation capture. Note that the threshold β is a hyperparameter to be configured by
the TMC based on its needs. The higher β is, the more cameras are devoted to monitoring edges with high
SSM, and the less sensitive PTCs are to mobility risks.

max
at

f (at; δ̂t) s.t. g(at; r̂t) ≥ β, t ∈ [T ]. (7)

Unlike standard optimization where the objective and constraint functions are known in prior, the functions
f (·; δ̂t) and g(·; r̂t) are time-varying and are available only after the action is executed: δ̂t relies on the fusion
traffic state s f

t that is obtained after the PTC controller implements at and collects sc
t . The controller must

learn from the previous feedback to determine the current action, and Eq. (8) is referred to as online learning
with constraints in the literature [47].

Online learning, as a subfield of reinforcement learning [48, 49], relaxes the Markovian state transition
assumption as in standard RL formulation (i.e., Markov decision processes). The sequence of traffic fluctua-
tions {δt} are assumed arbitrarily generated without following any statistical rules, which captures the abrupt
traffic disturbances caused by unexpected incidents. In addition to better modeling, online learning also
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presents a computationally lightweight solution, compared with RL approaches. As presented in the ensu-
ing paragraph, the online learning control enjoys a plug-and-play operation without offline training or prior
knowledge of the network topology or traffic patterns, albeit STTE and MTSS need to be configured to the
network. In contrast, RL requires pre-training or fine-tuning when deployed in various traffic environments
and can fail if there exists a distribution shift between training and deployment environments.

Besides RL, another competitor to our proposed online learning control is model predictive control
(MPC) (also called rolling/receding horizon control) [50], which optimizes the control policy over a looka-
head horizon by predicting the system states in the future. When the system model is unknown, advanced
machine learning models or simulators (e.g., STTE and MTSS) play the role of predictor that forecasts the
future states within the lookahead horizon. Even though this learning-based MPC has achieved encouraging
success in many domains [51, 52, 53], it is deemed overkill for the risk-aware intervening service for the fol-
lowing reasons. First, the PTC tilting actions do not affect the traffic state evolution, and there is no statistical
correlation among states. Hence, optimizing the policy over a lookahead horizon is equivalent to optimizing
over each step as in Eq. (7). MPC’s looking ahead into the future does not fit our problem formulation. Sec-
ond, since the action set is discrete, the MPC problem leads to a combinatorial optimization that depends on
the underlying network, and the resulting computation complexity is of, at best, polynomial time. However,
our proposed RiCCOL runs a distributed online learning control, and each PTC’s computation complexity
grows linearly with respect to its total number of actions (i.e., the number of edges); in the transportation
network environment, one key intersection usually conjuncts 4 or 5 road segments. Therefore, our proposed
online learning control is more scalable to extensive traffic networks.

Risk-constrained Correlated Online Learning. To facilitate our discussion of the algorithm design, we first
treat the centralized control scenario, in which a single controller directs all PTCs within the network. The
intuition behind the algorithm design is to transform the constrained optimization into a minimax problem
of the corresponding Lagrangian, which then leads to a first-order primal-dual algorithm [54]. Towards
this end, we first convert Eq. (7) to the standard form. Let h(at; r̂t) ≜ β − g(at; r̂t), and define the control
policy π ∈ Π as a Borel probability measure over the joint action space {0, 1}|E| , from which the action
is sampled and executed. Since the joint action space is finite, the policy space is simply the probability
simplex Π ≜ ∆|E|−1 Then, the constrained optimization in Eq. (7) is equivalent to

min
π∈Π
−Eat∼π f (at; δ̂t) s.t. Eat∼πh(at; r̂t) ≤ 0, t ∈ [T ]. (8)

Similarly to the Lagrangian multiplier method in mathematical programming, the online optimization
Eq. (8) can be translated to an unconstrained one through the Lagrangian. Let λ be the non-negative La-
grangian multiplier associated with the constraint. The optimal solution to Eq. (8) is characterized by the
saddle point of the Lagrangian L(π, λ; δ̂t, r̂t) defined below

min
π∈Π

max
λ∈R+
L(π, λ; δ̂t, r̂t) ≜ − f (π; δ̂t) + λh(π; r̂t).

A well-established method to solve the minimax problem above is the primal-dual gradient method [54],
which proceeds by applying gradient descent and ascent to the primal variable π and the dual variable λ,
respectively, as presented in Eq. (9).

πt+1 = ProjΠ[πt − γt∇πL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t)], (9a)

λt+1 = ProjR+ [λt + γt∇λL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t)], (9b)

where γt denotes the step size in gradient descent-ascent. Taking a closer look at the projection in the primal
update in Eq. (9a), we obtain
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ProjΠ[πt − γt∇πL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t)] = arg min
π∈Π

{
γt⟨∇πL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t), π − πt⟩ +

1
2
∥π − πt∥

2
2

}
,

where ∥·∥2 denotes the Euclidean distance, which fails to exploit the geometry of the probability simplex[55].
One remedy, as pioneered by [55], is to replace the Euclidean distance with the entropy-based Bregman

divergence. Given a negative entropy function φ(π) =
∑

a∈A π(a) ln π(a), the Bregman divergence with
respect to φ is defined as Dφ(y, x) ≜ φ(y) − φ(x) − ⟨∇φ(x), y − x⟩, and the resulting primal update becomes
πt+1 = arg minπ∈Π{γt⟨∇πL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t), π−πt⟩+Dφ(π, πt)}. Thanks to the entropy function, the primal update
admits a closed-form expression (which does not hold for the Euclidean distance):

πt+1(a) =
πt(a) exp{−γt∇πL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t)[a]}∑

a′∈A πt(a′) exp{−γt∇πL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t)[a′]}
, (10)

where ∇πL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t)[a] ≜ − f (a; δ̂t)+ λth(a; r̂t) denotes the entry corresponding to the action a. Plugging
the Lagrangian’s gradient back into the primal update, we obtain

πt+1(a) =
πt(a) exp{γt[ f (a; δ̂t) − λth(a; r̂t)]}∑

a′∈A πt(a′) exp{γt[ f (a′; δ̂t) − λth(a′; r̂t)]}
, (11)

which coincides with the seminal multiplicative weights algorithm in online learning literature [56]. Actions
leading to higher exponential weights exp{γt[ f (a; δ̂t) − λth(a; r̂t)]}, that is higher mobility-risk coverage and
less safety-risk constraint violation, will be assigned more probability mass, i.e., greater πt+1(a), and chosen
more frequently in the subsequent.

Since the dual variable belongs to the real line, the projection admits a simple expression:

λt+1 = max{0, λt + γt∇λL(πt, λt; δ̂t, r̂t)} = max{0, λt + γth(πt; r̂t)}. (12)

The key observation from the dual update is that once the violation of the constraint is observed, i.e.,
h(πt; r̂t) > 0, λt+1 increases and more focus is placed on the safety-risk constraint violation in the expo-
nential weights in Eq. (11). Consequently, PTCs are tilted to monitor the edges with high safety risks.

However, such a centralized control scales poorly when facing large-scale networks. To alleviate the
curse of dimensionality in PTC control, we propose a distributed control algorithm based on the primal-dual
updates in Eq. (11) and Eq. (12), which enables parallel primal-dual updates at each PTC. The key challenge
of this distribution lies in the proper assignment of the exponential weights to each PTC’s individual actions.

Taking inspiration from correlated learning in game-theoretic learning literature [57], we propose corre-
lated exponential weight to assess the contribution of each PTC’s action to network-wide mobility/safety-risk
surveillance. Towards this end, we first revisit the saddle point of the Lagrangian from an individual PTC’s
perspective:

min
πi∈∆(Ai)

max
λi∈R+
Li(πi, λi; δ̂t, r̂t) ≜ − f (πi, a−i

t ; δ̂t) + λih(πi, a−i
t ; r̂t),

where the decision variables πi and λi are all local variables with respect to the single PTC and the joint
control actions of all other cameras, denoted by a−i

t , are fixed.
Following the same argument above, fixing all others’ actions, the exponential weight for the i-th PTC

is given by exp{γt[ f (ai, a−i
t ; δ̂t) − λi

th(ai, a−i
t ; r̂t)]}. Note that such individual weight correlates with others’

actions, and hence, the primal update of each individual is statistically correlated with the rest of the PTCs,
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achieving intra-camera coordination. Plugging the correlated weight into the primal-dual update in Eq. (11)
and Eq. (12), we obtain the correlated primal-dual update for each PTC.

πi
t+1(a) = (1 − ϵt)

πi
t(a) exp{γt[ f (a, a−i

t ; δ̂t) − λi
th(a, a−i

t ; r̂t)]}∑
a′∈Ai πi

t(a′) exp{γt[ f (a′, a−i
t ; δ̂t) − λi

th(a′, a−i
t ; r̂t)]}

+ ϵt
1
|Ai|
, (13a)

λi
t+1 = max{0, λi

t + γth(ai
t, a
−i
t ; r̂t)}. (13b)

Of note is that Eq. (13a) admits an ϵ-exploration term, which is a standard practice in online learning [56],
encouraging exploration in the presence of unexpected traffic disturbances.

3.5. Synchronization of Inner Components in DT-DIMA

Due to distinct computation and simulation capacities, STTE, MTSS, and RiCCOL operate on asyn-
chronous timescales. On the slowest timescale, MTSS is called once every P∗ minute, where P∗ = 30 or 60
minutes, depending on whether the short-term twining is triggered. STTE operates on a faster timescale. It
is called K = P∗/ϕ times within a P∗-minute interval, where ϕ denotes the aggregation level: each STTE
prediction data point represents the average of ϕ-minute traffic states. RiCCOL, as the multi-PTC con-
troller, runs on a minute-by-minute basis, i.e., on the fastest timescale. The outputs of MTSS and STTE are
synchronized according to the RiCCOL’s timescale to ensure a smooth synergy of the three. We consider
the following instance to unveil such synergy, where MTSS begins a new simulation period at time t and
P∗ = 60.

One MTSS run simulates the traffic volume and speed at each time step in future P∗ minutes, and hence,
the corresponding output of MTSS includes {ŝ∗τ}τ∈[t,t+P∗), and the traffic states could be volume and speed
ŝ∗ = q̂∗/v̂∗. Another important output by MTSS is the SSM introduced in Section 3.3.2. The SSM r̂k for
the k-th dt interval is calculated every dt minutes and then expanded to the P∗-intervel on a minute basis:
r̂τ ≜ r̂k, if τ ∈ [kdt, (k + 1)dt).

STTE works in a rolling manner: its one-time output includes K predictions corresponding to future
traffic states in P∗ minutes since each prediction represents a ϕ-minute average. Similar to the expansion of
SSM, we break down the aggregated data into a minute level: for the k-th prediction data point ŝk by STTE
at time t, let ŝτ ≜ ŝk, τ ∈ [kϕ, (k + 1)ϕ). When STTE is called again after ϕ minutes (at t + ϕ), it takes in the
most recent fusion states for the past P∗ minutes, which is aggregated on the ϕ-minute basis to ensure the
input and output are of the same dimension, and then gives the predictions for the interval [t + ϕ, t + ϕ+ P∗).
Of important remark is that the first batch of K predictions is fed to MTSS for updates of future stages (see
Section 3.3.2).

4. Experiment

4.1. Dataset summary

Road network configuration. For our study, we have carefully constructed a simulation environment in
Brooklyn, New York, replicating the dynamics of the Flatbush Avenue corridor, extending from Willoughby
Street to Grand Army Plaza. This corridor includes complex urban traffic challenges, including proximity
to a large sports arena, the Barclays Center, making it a prime subject for our simulation. The simulation
setup and its real-world counterpart are illustrated in Figure 7. The modeled network comprises 117 road
segments and 38 intersections. We assume the presence of one PTC at each intersection, resulting in a total
of 38 PTCs.
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Figure 7: The experimental networks in DT-DIMA. Left to right: Example frames from current PTCs, Open Street Map, SUMO,
Abstract Network, the red edges indicate the road segments covered by the base model in Section 4.3.1.

Calibration of the simulation in MTSS. To mirror the real world in DT using MTSS component and replicate
accurate driving behaviors, we calibrate the simulation in MTSS component using a blend of real-world data
sourced from various data points. Key parameters such as roadway geometry, lane usage, edge capacities,
speed limits, and turning connectivities are updated to reflect realistic conditions as of 2018. In addition to
network topology, essential road network details like signal timings and bus stop locations are incorporated
into our simulation network. We also include surrogate safety metrics to enhance our understanding of traffic
dynamics and safety scenarios.

The calibration is conducted for operational measures, including edge volumes, travel times, and safety
measures, like conflicts identified by time-to-collision metrics. We employ the Simultaneous Perturbation
Stochastic Approximation (SPSA) method to ensure our simulation accurately mirrors the traffic conditions
and behaviors observed on the Flatbush corridor [58]. During real-time operation of DT-DIMA, we run 10
iterations of simulations with different random seeds for each MTSS call. The outputs of MTSS are then
averaged with calculated standard deviation.

Dataset preparation. The training dataset for the STTE component includes edge-level traffic volume and
traffic speed information at 1-minute intervals. The dataset is generated by SUMO, which comprises data
representing 200 days of standard traffic conditions. The data for each day covers 24 hours with one-second
intervals, providing a high-resolution view of daily traffic patterns and variations. We generate traffic data
that includes average volume and average speed, recorded on a minute-by-minute basis. Hence, each time
step represents one minute, and the horizon length is T = 1440. This granularity allows for a nuanced
understanding of traffic flow and speed patterns across different segments of the road network. To test the
DT-DIMA’s robustness and responsiveness to different traffic conditions, we introduce 38 traffic incident
scenarios involving random lane closures ranging from one to five hours.

The testing data is generated using the calibrated simulation environment. Each testing scenario uses a
new random seed to ensure the generated data are not used in STTE training. Unless otherwise specified, all
experiment results are obtained from 20 repeated experiments with different random seeds.
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4.2. Experiment setup

Configuration of STTE and RiCCOL. The STTE component uses batch learning with a batch size of 20,
dividing the training data into 60% training, 20% validation, and 20% testing, normalized within a [-1,1]
range. It operates on a Windows 11 desktop with an AMD Ryzen 9 7900X, 64 GB RAM, and NVIDIA RTX
3090Ti, utilizing the Pytorch library. Key settings include h = 8 attention heads, a learning rate lr = 0.001,
and a model dimension dmodel = 64. Traffic data is collected every 5 minutes and analyzed over one-hour
periods. As such, each prediction instance denotes the average traffic state forecast for a 5-minute interval
(ϕ = 5), the controller uses the one prediction instance repeatedly five times within the interval until a new
prediction is generated for the next 5-minute interval. One prediction instance’s batch size is K = 12, so the
input/output sequence spans one hour. Consequently, the first hour of the day is the warm-up period, where
each PTC uniformly picks one edge to monitor at each time step. The starting time is 1 am, and the proposed
RiCCOL algorithm takes over afterward.

The hyper-parameters involved in the RiCCOL algorithm Eq. (13) are as below. The safety-risk coverage
threshold is β = 0.7. The primal-dual update admits a constant step size γt = 1. The exploration rate is
ϵt = 0.3. The triggering threshold in LSTT is α = 20%.

Configuration of simulated traffic incidents. To evaluate the robustness, resilience, and accuracy of the
proposed DT-DIMA system, we introduced three types of traffic situations. These scenarios were designed to
test the system’s performance in responding to various simulated traffic incidents, providing a comprehensive
assessment of its capabilities.

• Normal: A simulated day with normal traffic situations, including recurrent traffic patterns such as
morning and evening peak.

• ACC: A simulated day with one unexpected traffic accident happened on Edge 26-22 lasting one hour
from 1:15 PM to 2:15 PM. The accident closed two out of three lanes.

• WZ: A simulated day with a pre-planned work zone with two-lane closure happened on Edge 22-21
lasting two hours from 6:00 AM to 8:00 AM. The work zone closed two out of three lanes.

4.3. Evaluation for DT-DIMA performance

4.3.1. Base model: current implementation of PTCs in real world
To evaluate the performance of the proposed DT-DIMA system, we compare it with a base model de-

signed based on the current implementation of PTCs in the real transportation network. According to [59],
the current PTCs adopt a fixed tilting strategy and are manually controlled by the transportation operation
center, primarily for monitoring major traffic corridors. Typically, these PTCs remain in the same direction
unless adjusted by transportation managers for specific monitoring purposes. Consequently, the base model
replicates this real-world implementation by using a fixed tilting strategy. The leftmost of Figure 7 shows an
example of some current PTCs in our experimental network.

In this study, we select the tilting directions of PTCs and maintain them throughout the entire day. For
PTCs on Flatbush Ave (a major corridor), we constrain the tilting directions to be along Flatbush Ave. For
PTCs on non-major roads, we randomly choose one direction from all possible directions (all road segments
connected to the intersection). The randomly selected fixed tilting directions are illustrated in the rightmost
of Figure 7, covering 58 (shown in red) out of 117 edges while the road segments along the Flatbush Ave
are mostly covered by PTCs.
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It is important to note that the base model, without STTE and MTSS, does not offer the driver-informed
predictive service and risk-aware intervening service featured in our proposed DT-DIMA system. Conse-
quently, it only provides observed traffic mobility information. Therefore, the primary focus of the compar-
ison between the base model and our proposed DT-DIMA is on how the current network-wide traffic states
can be captured by both models.

4.3.2. Evaluation of mobility risk
To evaluate the mobility risk identified by the proposed DT-DIMA system, we examine both the network-

level fusion of current traffic states and the prediction of future traffic states. The STTE component within the
driver-informed predictive service is responsible for fusing and forecasting traffic states, effectively capturing
traffic dynamics and abrupt changes across various scenarios.

We use the mean absolute percentage error (MAPE) to evaluate the performance of STTE in estimating
and predicting traffic volumes compared to actual data. Using the notations defined in Table 1, the metric is
defined in Eq. (14), where k represents the hour index and sk and ŝk denote the average of states and predicted
states within the k-th hour, respectively. The hourly forecasting MAPE is denoted as ForecastingMAPE,
and the hourly fusion MAPE is denoted as FusionMAPE:

ForecastingMAPEk = ∥ŝk − sk∥1/∥sk∥1,

FusionMAPEk = ∥s
f
k − sk∥1/∥sk∥1.

(14)

We evaluate the STTE outputs in three scenarios: Normal, ACC, and WZ. The settings for these scenarios
are described in Section 4.2. We compare the FusionMAPE of our model with the base model as mentioned
in Section 4.3.1 across these scenarios. Table 2 shows the FusionMAPE of traffic volume from our model
and base model for each hour of the day. Lower MAPE values indicate better extraction of mobility risk
information. We remark that the base model employs deterministic tilting actions, and hence, Table 2 does
not report the standard deviations of the base’s MAPE results.

Our findings indicate that our model’s FusionMAPE outperforms the base model across three scenarios,
evaluated each hour of the day. The FusionMAPE for our model ranges between 8.40% and 15.11%, while
the base model reports FusionMAPE values between 40.63% and 43.94%. This disparity is due to the base
model’s reliance on fixed tilting directions for PTCs, which capture traffic mobility from single directions
and miss information from other directions. In contrast, the STTE component in our model works closely
with PTCs to provide a network-wide estimation of traffic states, effectively complementing the uncovered
directions in real time. The low FusionMAPE values indicate that observations controlled by the RiCCOL
component captured road segments with significant traffic fluctuations, and the fusion of the network-wide
traffic states can reflect realistic traffic flow conditions in the physical world.

Table 3 indicates network-level traffic volume forecast provided by the STTE component, which is eval-
uated using ForecastingMAPE. Comparing the three scenarios, ForecastingMAPE has seen similar values
across all three scenarios over the entire day, ranging from 15.82% to 23.94%. The WZ and ACC cases ex-
hibit similar MAPEs as the Normal, ranging 16.95%− 21.40% in 6-8 AM and 21.51%− 22.74% in 1-2 PM,
respectively. These results demonstrate that the STTE component effectively captures mobility risk under
various conditions. The low ForecastingMAPE highlights the STTE component’s success in adopting the
fused traffic states, learning their temporal dependencies while considering spatial correlations within the
constraints of the road network topology, and providing accurate predictions.

The visualization in Figure 8 highlights the edge where the ACC occurred (Edge 26-22) and its neigh-
boring edges. The green line represents the ground truth traffic volume, the orange line represents the fused
traffic volume, and the blue line indicates the predicted traffic volume. The two red vertical dashed lines in
the upper right of Figure 8 mark the start and end times of the ACC. Both the fusion and prediction lines
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MAPE(%) 1 AM 2 AM 3 AM 4 AM 5 AM

B
as

e Normal 42.11 43.94 43.71 43.22 41.69
ACC 42.11 43.94 43.71 43.22 41.69
WZ 42.11 43.94 43.71 43.22 41.69

ST
T

E Normal 15.10 ± 0.60 12.75 ± 0.50 12.43 ± 0.22 12.7 ± 0.60 13.26 ± 0.29
ACC 15.11 ± 0.60 12.78 ± 0.55 12.41 ± 0.20 12.75 ± 0.60 13.25 ± 0.30
WZ 13.39 ± 0.54 12.14 ± 0.73 11.86 ± 0.52 12.21 ± 0.25 12.39 ± 0.39

6 AM 7 AM 8 AM 9 AM 10 AM

B
as

e Normal 40.48 40.80 41.17 42.09 42.27
ACC 40.48 40.80 41.17 42.09 42.27
WZ 40.77 42.13 41.35 42.22 42.79

ST
T

E Normal 13.12 ± 0.38 12.72 ± 0.31 11.08 ± 1.23 8.98 ± 0.96 9.63 ± 0.85
ACC 13.13 ± 0.39 12.75 ± 0.26 10.58 ± 1.14 8.60 ± 1.07 9.40 ± 1.07
WZ 11.11 ± 0.36 10.14 ± 0.63 9.40 ± 0.78 8.40 ± 0.26 9.80 ± 0.23

11 AM 12 PM 1 PM 2 PM 3 PM

B
as

e Normal 41.65 41.62 41.38 41.40 40.93
ACC 41.89 42.05 42.69 42.22 41.58
WZ 41.89 42.05 42.69 42.22 41.58

ST
T

E Normal 10.54 ± 0.86 10.77 ± 0.17 10.66 ± 0.74 9.70 ± 0.51 10.56 ± 0.68
ACC 10.36 ± 0.83 10.55 ± 0.48 11.40 ± 0.30 10.95 ± 0.68 10.68 ± 0.71
WZ 9.91 ± 0.46 10.20 ± 0.41 10.13 ± 0.46 9.20 ± 0.45 9.70 ± 0.44

4 PM 5 PM 6 PM 7 PM 8 PM

B
as

e Normal 40.69 41.28 41.70 42.06 42.46
ACC 40.63 40.99 41.35 41.73 42.54
WZ 41.59 40.94 41.75 42.09 42.90

ST
T

E Normal 9.77 ± 0.56 8.40 ± 0.09 8.58 ± 0.56 9.22 ± 0.25 9.80 ± 0.54
ACC 9.15 ± 1.03 8.42 ± 0.53 8.94 ± 0.28 8.80 ± 0.29 9.14 ± 0.35
WZ 9.87 ± 0.4 8.53 ± 0.29 9.05 ± 0.21 9.19 ± 0.19 9.46 ± 0.23

9 PM 10 PM 11 PM

B
as

e Normal 41.20 42.29 43.49
ACC 41.62 41.71 42.68
WZ 41.81 42.82 43.46

ST
T

E Normal 9.82 ± 0.17 9.26 ± 0.13 10.38 ± 0.49
ACC 9.30 ± 0.39 9.14 ± 0.37 9.85 ± 0.51
WZ 9.42 ± 0.32 9.68 ± 0.43 10.28 ± 0.43

Table 2: The MAPE results of network-level traffic volume in both base model and STTE. The MAPEs of the base model are represented
as Base, and the MAPEs of STTE are represented as STTE. The MAPE results are presented every hour across three cases: Normal,
ACC, and WZ. ACC is located on Edge 26-22, between 1:15 PM and 2:15 PM. WZ is located on Edge 22-21, between 6:00 AM and
8:00 AM.

22



MAPE(%) 1 AM 2 AM 3 AM 4 AM 5AM

Normal 23.17 ± 0.54 22.95 ± 0.87 23.44 ± 0.67 23.82 ± 0.93 23.55 ± 0.54
ACC 23.19 ± 0.54 22.95 ± 0.88 23.47 ± 0.67 23.84 ± 0.94 23.56 ± 0.52
WZ 23.96 ± 0.41 22.16 ± 1.27 22.36 ± 0.69 23.03 ± 0.99 23.94 ± 0.40

6 AM 7 AM 8 AM 9 AM 10 AM

Normal 21.88 ± 0.82 23.01 ± 0.19 20.03 ± 1.78 16.76 ± 1.16 17.13 ± 0.96
ACC 21.90 ± 0.83 23.09 ± 0.30 19.42 ± 1.99 16.26 ± 1.28 17.07 ± 1.02
WZ 21.40 ± 0.82 16.95 ± 0.81 18.11 ± 1.20 15.19 ± 0.41 17.57 ± 0.50

11 AM 12 PM 1 PM 2 PM 3 PM

Normal 20.25 ± 1.16 20.7 ± 0.75 21.26 ± 1.35 19.64 ± 1.11 20.89 ± 0.11
ACC 20.14 ± 1.12 20.5 ± 1.04 21.51 ± 0.53 22.74 ± 0.79 21.15 ± 0.86
WZ 19.26 ± 0.73 19.37 ± 0.93 19.75 ± 0.67 18.67 ± 0.68 19.35 ± 0.59

4 PM 5 PM 6 PM 7 PM 8 PM

Normal 18.99 ± 0.11 15.90 ± 0.99 17.03 ± 0.22 18.49 ± 0.40 19.36 ± 1.23
ACC 17.75 ± 0.14 15.82 ± 0.05 16.61 ± 0.39 17.56 ± 0.43 18.39 ± 1.01
WZ 18.68 ± 0.56 16.60 ± 0.25 16.66 ± 0.27 17.63 ± 0.29 18.15 ± 0.50

9 PM 10 PM 11 PM

Normal 19.34 ± 0.66 17.21 ± 0.52 20.32 ± 0.55
ACC 18.69 ± 0.43 16.81 ± 0.48 18.85 ± 0.32
WZ 18.83 ± 0.76 17.02 ± 0.43 19.64 ± 0.49

Table 3: The MAPE results of the forecast of traffic volume in the STTE component. The MAPE results are presented every hour
across three cases: Normal, ACC, and WZ. ACC is located on Edge 26-22, between 1:15 PM and 2:15 PM. WZ is located on Edge
22-21, between 6:00 AM and 8:00 AM.

Figure 8: Selected edge traffic distribution from ACC. ACC is located on Edge 26-22 (upper right), between 1:15 PM and 2:15 PM.
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Figure 9: Selected edge traffic distribution from WZ. WZ is located on Edge 22-21 (upper left), between 6:00 AM and 8:00 AM.

from the STTE component successfully capture the abrupt changes caused by the ACC, as well as the propa-
gation of disruptions and queues to neighboring edges. This confirms that the STTE component can quickly
respond to traffic disturbances and provide accurate estimations under various traffic situations.

Similarly, Figure 9 shows the edge where the work zone (WZ) was located (Edge 22-21) and its neigh-
boring edges. Due to a two-hour, two-lane closure work zone between 6 AM and 8 AM, traffic volume
during peak hours significantly decreased with an immediate rebound right after removing the WZ. It is
evident in Figure 9 that the fusion line matches well with the true data across all selected edges, while the
prediction line has a relatively higher bias on WZ Edge 22-21 but matches well with the true data along other
neighboring edges.

4.3.3. Evaluation of safety risk
This section evaluates the predicted safety risks provided by the MTSS component, represented using

SSMs as detailed in Section 3.3.2. Higher SSM values along a road segment indicate greater safety risks. As
illustrated in Figure 4, the MTSS component receives real-time fused traffic states from the STTE component
and observed traffic incident information from the multi-PTC sensing service. The MTSS component uses
this input to conduct real-time simulations replicating the physical world and predicting network-level SSMs.

To assess the MTSS component’s effectiveness in predicting network-level SSMs, we consider its per-
formance at two levels: 1) the forecasting level and 2) the reconstruction level. At the forecasting level,
we evaluate the real-time prediction performance of the MTSS component. During the operation of the
DT-DIMA system, acknowledging the latency exists as the simulation within the MTSS component is called
every P∗ minutes, we compare each predicted SSM with true data to determine if the MTSS can accurately
predict the safety risks. This evaluation tests both the predictability of SSMs by the MTSS component and
the accuracy of the information provided by other parts of the DT-DIMA system.

At the reconstruction level, we evaluate the MTSS component’s capability to replicate the physical world
after receiving all traffic information for the entire day. Here, the MTSS component uses the exact settings
experienced in the physical world to generate SSMs in a single process. We denote by r f

t the reconstructed
SSM, defined similarly as in Eq. (6) with the numerator and denominator replaced by the reconstructed data.
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Figure 10: Real-time SSM prediction under ACC scenario. Green line represents true SSM, and yellow line represents the predicted
SSMs by MTSS. The ACC occurred on Edge 26-22 from 1:15 PM to 2:15 PM, with a two-lane closure out of three lanes.

This evaluation tests the simulation capability of the MTSS component, ensuring it can accurately mirror
the real-world conditions based on received traffic data. Towards this end, we employ the mean absolute
percentage error to evaluate both the forecasting and reconstruction of SSMs in Eq. (15). Denote by rk,
r̂k, and r f

k the average of actual, forecasted, and reconstructed SSM within k-th hour, then the MAPEs are
defined as

ForecastingMAPEk = ∥r̂k − rk∥1/∥rk∥1,

ReconstructionMAPEk = ∥r
f
k − rk∥1/∥rk∥1.

(15)

Table 4 presents the MAPE results of SSMs across three scenarios: Normal, ACC, and WZ. The
ForecastingMAPE maintains the range between 0.85% and 12.97%, the ReconstructionMAPE maintains
the range between 0.95% and 8.27%. Both ForecastingMAPE and ReconstructionMAPE show similar
values throughout the day, except during WZ and ACC occurrences. During these incidents, MAPE values
were notably higher. Specifically, during the WZ incident, which closed two out of three lanes on Edge
22-21 between 6 AM and 8 AM, the MAPE values for both forecasting and reconstruction were elevated,
compared to the Normal scenario, due to increased safety risks (higher SSMs). The MAPEs during WZ
were approximately 0.5% − 2% higher than the Normal scenario. Even at 9 AM, an hour after the WZ was
cleared, the MAPEs remained slightly higher than Normal until 10 AM. This indicates that the post-impact
of WZ continued to affect drivers, showing that traffic did not return to normal until 10 AM. Similarly, both
ForecastingMAPE and ReconstructionMAPE were slightly higher than Normal and WZ during the ACC
at 1 PM (2.68% and 2.48%) and 2 PM (5.10% and 3.78%), indicating that the ACC caused increased SSMs,
leading to higher MAPE values.

Further insights can be drawn from Figure 10 and Figure 11. Figure 10 highlights selected edges where
the ACC occurred and its neighboring edges. The yellow line represents predicted SSMs by the MTSS
component, and the green line represents true SSMs. The predicted SSMs align well with the true SSMs,
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(MAPE %) 1 AM 2 AM 3 AM 4 AM 5 AM

Fo
re

ca
st

Normal 1.02 ± 0.11 1.13 ± 0.21 1.03 ± 0.13 1.42 ± 0.22 2.19 ± 0.10
ACC 1.01 ± 0.11 1.10 ± 0.18 1.02 ± 0.14 1.37 ± 0.15 2.23 ± 0.12
WZ 1.00 ± 0.08 1.15 ± 0.10 0.97 ± 0.13 1.42 ± 0.12 2.18 ± 0.12

R
ec

on
st

ru
ct Normal 0.98 ± 0.03 1.07 ± 0.08 1.10 ± 0.03 1.26 ± 0.07 2.12 ± 0.14

ACC 0.97 ± 0.03 1.08 ± 0.08 1.11 ± 0.03 1.22 ± 0.08 2.13 ± 0.13
WZ 1.01 ± 0.07 1.12 ± 0.11 1.11 ± 0.09 1.21 ± 0.06 2.10 ± 0.10

6 AM 7 AM 8 AM 9 AM 10 AM

Fo
re

ca
st

Normal 6.30 ± 0.34 8.87 ± 0.33 8.77 ± 0.69 5.06 ± 0.33 2.68 ± 0.19
ACC 6.23 ± 0.37 8.58 ± 0.70 8.92 ± 0.52 5.02 ± 0.30 2.74 ± 0.14
WZ 6.98 ± 0.66 7.77 ± 0.48 12.97 ± 1.44 5.52 ± 0.57 3.18 ± 0.24

R
ec

on
st

ru
ct Normal 3.88 ± 0.46 4.92 ± 0.42 5.45 ± 0.33 3.66 ± 0.24 2.72 ± 0.21

ACC 3.95 ± 0.37 4.82 ± 0.45 5.44 ± 0.31 3.61 ± 0.25 2.72 ± 0.22
WZ 4.14 ± 0.28 5.89 ± 0.92 8.27 ± 1.61 4.53 ± 0.26 2.60 ± 0.20

11 AM 12 PM 1 PM 2 PM 3 PM

Fo
re

ca
st

Normal 2.55 ± 0.16 1.90 ± 0.11 2.12 ± 0.19 2.34 ± 0.16 4.22 ± 0.29
ACC 2.57 ± 0.15 1.95 ± 0.15 2.68 ± 0.17 5.10 ± 0.11 3.86 ± 0.32
WZ 2.55 ± 0.19 1.80 ± 0.05 2.14 ± 0.06 2.34 ± 0.37 3.74 ± 0.22

R
ec

on
st

ru
ct Normal 2.74 ± 0.24 1.97 ± 0.09 2.09 ± 0.12 2.26 ± 0.08 3.16 ± 0.15

ACC 2.75 ± 0.24 1.92 ± 0.12 2.48 ± 0.25 3.78 ± 0.50 3.14 ± 0.13
WZ 2.52 ± 0.22 1.73 ± 0.13 2.20 ± 0.18 2.26 ± 0.12 3.31 ± 0.26

4 PM 5 PM 6 PM 7 PM 8 PM

Fo
re

ca
st

Normal 5.10 ± 0.40 4.09 ± 0.44 3.16 ± 0.23 2.01 ± 0.12 1.54 ± 0.10
ACC 5.15 ± 0.26 3.94 ± 0.41 2.95 ± 0.15 1.95 ± 0.12 1.40 ± 0.06
WZ 4.87 ± 0.05 3.97 ± 0.17 3.37 ± 0.15 1.98 ± 0.07 1.60 ± 0.17

R
ec

on
st

ru
ct Normal 4.53 ± 0.19 3.69 ± 0.19 2.60 ± 0.07 1.89 ± 0.19 1.80 ± 0.12

ACC 4.60 ± 0.41 3.62 ± 0.24 2.74 ± 0.22 1.99 ± 0.16 1.67 ± 0.09
WZ 4.91 ± 0.18 3.69 ± 0.48 2.70 ± 0.17 2.01 ± 0.16 1.72 ± 0.15

9 PM 10 PM 11 PM

Fo
re

ca
st

Normal 1.43 ± 0.09 1.20 ± 0.10 1.01 ± 0.09
ACC 1.50 ± 0.16 0.95 ± 0.06 0.85 ± 0.10
WZ 1.46 ± 0.13 1.05 ± 0.08 1.03 ± 0.06

R
ec

on
st

ru
ct Normal 1.36 ± 0.11 1.32 ± 0.09 1.06 ± 0.11

ACC 1.37 ± 0.07 1.40 ± 0.15 0.95 ± 0.10
WZ 1.44 ± 0.09 1.26 ± 0.18 1.09 ± 0.04

Table 4: The MAPE results of forecasting and reconstruction of SSMs per hour. The MAPE results are presented in three cases:
Normal, ACC, and WZ. ACC is located on Edge 26-22, between 1:15 PM and 2:15 PM. WZ is located on Edge 22-21, between 6:00
AM and 8:00 AM. Despite these various cases and time-varying traffic patterns, the ForecastingMAPE maintains the range between
0.85% and 12.97%, the ReconstructionMAPE maintains the range between 0.95% and 8.27%.
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(a) Normal

(b) ACC

Figure 11: Heatmaps of predicted safety risks in comparison with Normal and ACC cases. The selected heatmaps cover timestamps
from 1:30 PM to 3:10 PM. The upper row shows (from left to right) the propagation of predicted safety risks in normal conditions, the
lower row shows (from left to right) the propagation of predicted safety risks during the occurrence of ACC.

indicating good performance of the MTSS component in predicting safety risks under unexpected ACC
situations. Figure 11 illustrates the propagation of SSMs during and after the ACC. Compared to the Normal
scenario, the ACC caused increased SSMs on Edge 26-22 and its neighboring edges, with the increase
spreading upstream along the main corridor (Flatbush Ave.) and minor roads. Even after the ACC was
cleared at 14:15 PM (time step 170 in Figure 11), elevated SSMs persisted and expanded to a larger area,
indicating the post-impact of the ACC in both spatial and temporal dimensions.

The spatial and temporal evolution of predicted SSMs under traffic incident scenarios (e.g., ACC and
WZ) provides transportation managers with valuable foresight. This enables them to anticipate potential
high safety risks, identify road segments prone to hazard build-up, and allocate resources proactively to
manage safety risks effectively.

4.3.4. Evaluation of Risk-aware Multi-PTC Control
The objective of online PTC control, as delineated in Section 3.4, is to monitor the edges with mobility

and safety risks. To evaluate the RiCCOL’s fulfillment of this objective, we begin with the real-time safety-
risk coverage ratio, i.e., the percentage of actual SSM (i.e., rt) on the captured edges over the network’s total

27



Figure 12: SSM coverage ratios in three scenarios. The dashed line indicates the 0.7 threshold in the constraint.

SSM, which is given by g(at; rt) ≜ ⟨at, rt⟩/∥rt∥ appearing as a constraint in Eq. (7). Figure 12 summarizes
the coverage ratio across three scenarios, where all ratios stay between 0.6 and 0.7 for most of the day.
Even though the constraint in Eq. (7) requires more than 70% percent coverage, we regard the results in
Figure 12 satisfactory for the following reasons. First, the actual safety risk is unobservable to the PTCs, and
RiCCOL uses simulated SSM as a surrogate, which inevitably brings in approximation error as presented
in Table 4. Such approximation errors may mislead the primal-dual update in RiCCOL, degrading the
safety-risk coverage. Despite the loss of fidelity caused by the SSM, RiCCOL can still maintain a high
ratio for most of the day. Second, RiCCOL applies online gradient descent and ascent to the primal and
dual variables, respectively. Since the Lagrangian transforms the hard constraint into the soft one through
the multiplier, each gradient update aims to increase the objective value and reduce the constraint violation
without enforcing hard constraints on the action selection. Figure 12 shows that the ratios quickly rise above
0.6 in around 200 minutes and stay within the range from 0.6 to 0.7 thereafter, indicating that the multi-PTC,
powered by RiCCOL, is able to adapt to the dynamic traffic situations quickly.

In addition to safety-risk-oriented surveillance, multi-PTC’s timely responsiveness to various traffic in-
cidents is also crucial in achieving real-time synergy between the physical world and the digital twin. To
quantify the responsiveness, we introduce the notion time-to-sight (TTS), referring to the time until the in-
cident falls within the PTCs’ sight, i.e., there exists at least one PTC monitoring the edge where the incident
takes place. Given a traffic incident on the edge (i, j), denoted by Zt(i, j), the TTS is defined by the following

TTS ≜


t −min

t′
{t′ ≤ t|aτ(i, j) = 1,∀τ ∈ [t′, t]}, if at(i, j) = 1,

t −min
t′
{t < t′|at′ (i, j) = 1}, otherwise.

(16)

Of particular note is that TTS is a signed real value, where the positive value denotes the lead time (tilting
PTCs preemptively before incidents happen), and the negative represents the lag time (tilting PTCs in re-
sponse to incidents). A zero TTS indicates a fast response to traffic incidents without any lag, and the larger
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the TTS is, the more proactive the PTCs are. We report the TTS results under the ACC setup: the incidents
are unexpected, which is an ideal testbed to evaluate the RiCCOL’s real-time responsiveness under unantic-
ipated traffic conditions. The TTS on the lane-closure and lane-reopening are 4.00 ± 5.76 and 5.80 ± 5.19
(minutes), respectively. It is straightforward to see that the positive TTS reveals RiCCOL’s sensitivity to
traffic disturbances, enabling timely monitoring of incidents. The preemptive PTC tilting is credited to the
dual update in RiCCOL, which mandates the PTCs to cover edges with high safety risks before incidents
occur.

4.3.5. Ablation experiment on LSTT
The discussions above have focused on the MTSS’s ability to predict and reconstruct the safety-risk

information (see Table 4), where LSTT plays an important part in adjusting the simulation period to evolving
traffic conditions. This subsection aims to inspect to what extent the MTSS’s effective operation depends on
LSTT. Since LSTT directly affects MTSS and its simulated SSMs, our ablation study compares the MAPEs
of SSM predictions returned by MTSS under LSTT and a 60-minute (long-term) fixed simulation period. In
all repeated experiments, the short-term twining is triggered three times in a day: from 6 AM to 7 AM, from
1:30 PM to 4 PM, and from 5 PM to 7 PM. The first and last short-term twinings are caused by the increased
demand during rush hours, while the second one is due to the accident lasting from 1:15 PM to 2:15 PM.

Table 5 presents the comparison of SSM prediction MAPEs under two twining patterns. One can see
that when short-term twining is in operation, the resulting MAPEs are smaller than those under long-term
twining (see the bold numbers). In particular, the SSM prediction under long-term twining is worse than
that under LSTT by a large margin (around 2%) at 2 PM. This is because long-term twining is unable to
update the lane-reopening information in the digital twin on time: it is until 3 PM that the MTSS receives
the reopening information. Figure 13 gives a more direct visualization of the misalignment between the
DT and the real world under the long-term twining. One can see that there is a shift between the peaks
of two colored lines after the accident takes place at 1:15 PM (the 160th step in the x-axis), indicating
that long-term twining fails to update the accident information promptly and the resulting SSM predictions
deviate from the reality significantly. In contrast, LSTT provides more accurate SSM predictions, as shown
in Figure 13a by activating the short-term twining when the accident is in effect. Therefore, LSTT offers a
self-adaptive mechanism that enables MTSS to produce accurate replicas with minimal latency, creating a
real-time synergy between the physical world and the digital twin while maintaining low-cost operation.

4.4. DT-DIMA use case: Hassle-free D.M. Scenarios

One direct application of DT-DIMA is to provide hassle-free decision-making scenarios for the real-time
management of urban mobility systems. By replicating the physical world and predicting future traffic situ-
ations, the DT-DIMA system equips transportation managers with proactive insights for their management
strategies, identifying corresponding safety risks.

In this section, we illustrate a use case where transportation managers use the DT-DIMA system to
manage a work zone in real time. Specifically, we modified the WZ case described in Section 4.2 into three
scenarios:

• WZ 2-0: Work zone on Edge 22-21 closes two lanes from 6 AM to 7 AM, then reopens all lanes from
7 AM.

• WZ 2-1: Work zone on Edge 22-21 closes two lanes from 6 AM to 7 AM, then closes one lane from
7 AM to 8 AM.

• WZ 2-2: Original work zone, closing two lanes from 6 AM to 8 AM.
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(a) Real-time SSM prediction under LSTT

(b) Real-time SSM prediction under Long-term twining

Figure 13: A comparison of real-time SSM prediction under LSTT and long-term twining. Since long-term twining fails to update the
accident information timely, the corresponding SSM prediction lags behind the actual SSM evolution, when the accident takes place at
1:15 PM (160th step in the x-axis).

MAPE (%) 1 AM 2 AM 3 AM 4 AM 5 AM

Long 1.02 ± 0.11 1.14 ± 0.21 1.03 ± 0.13 1.43 ± 0.22 2.19 ± 0.10
LSTT 1.01 ± 0.11 1.10 ± 0.18 1.02 ± 0.14 1.37 ± 0.15 2.23 ± 0.12

6 AM 7 AM 8 AM 9 AM 10 AM

Long 6.28 ± 0.48 9.13 ± 0.56 8.97 ± 0.58 4.88 ± 0.11 3.02 ± 0.10
LSTT 6.23 ± 0.37 8.58 ± 0.70 8.92 ± 0.52 5.02 ± 0.30 2.74 ± 0.14

11 AM 12 PM 1 PM 2 PM 3 PM

Long 2.76 ± 0.23 2.14 ± 0.10 3.65 ± 0.22 7.57 ± 0.28 4.82 ± 0.57
LSTT 2.57 ± 0.15 1.95 ± 0.15 2.68 ± 0.17 5.10 ± 0.11 3.86 ± 0.32

4 PM 5 PM 6 PM 7 PM 8 PM

Long 5.49 ± 0.23 4.01 ± 0.24 2.97 ± 0.13 1.88 ± 0.08 1.52 ± 0.08
LSTT 5.15 ± 0.26 3.94 ± 0.41 2.95 ± 0.15 1.95 ± 0.12 1.40 ± 0.06

9 PM 10 PM 11 PM

Long 1.54 ± 0.06 1.07 ± 0.04 0.90 ± 0.05
LSTT 1.50 ± 0.16 0.95 ± 0.06 0.85 ± 0.10

Table 5: Real-time SSM prediction MAPEs under long-term twining and LSTT. In LSTT, the short-term twining is activated from 6
AM to 7 AM, from 1:30 PM to 4:00 PM, and from 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM. The corresponding MAPEs by LSTT are bolded. The accident
lasts from 1:15 PM to 2:15 PM. LSTT returns smaller MAPEs for most of the day and, particularly, improves the SSM prediction by
2% at 2:00 PM when the accident is in effect.

Using these scenarios, we demonstrate how the DT-DIMA system allows transportation managers to run
multiple scenarios seamlessly and without external costs during an ongoing work zone. After the initial one-
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Figure 14: Heatmaps of predicted safety risks in comparison with Normal, WZ 2-0, WZ 2-1, WZ 2-2 cases. The timestamp index uses
a 5-min aggregation level, time steps 73, 78, 83, 88, and 93 present at 6:08 AM, 6:33 AM, 6:58 AM, 7:23 AM, 7:48 AM, respectively.
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hour two-lane closure, managers can revisit the original work zone configurations to assess if changes are
needed to minimize traffic disruption. As shown in Figure 14, DT-DIMA can simultaneously and seamlessly
run WZ 2-0, WZ 2-1, and WZ 2-2 scenarios, providing managers with the propagation of safety risks in both
spatial and temporal dimensions for each configuration.

It was found that if managers choose to continue lane closures (either one or two lanes) during the
second hour (7 AM to 8 AM), safety risks will propagate and expand from the main Flatbush corridor to the
surrounding neighborhoods. Conversely, if the work zone is removed and all lanes are reopened during the
second hour, safety risks along the Flatbush corridor will persist, but the surrounding neighborhoods will
not be as significantly affected as in the WZ 2-1 and WZ 2-2 scenarios.

This use case underscores the power of the DT-DIMA system in assisting transportation managers with
managing mobility systems under both normal and incidental situations. It allows them to foresee the evolu-
tion and propagation of safety risks, enabling proactive resource allocation to mitigate the negative impacts
of their management strategies on drivers.

5. Implication and future work

The current DT-DIMA system relies on limited PTCs at key intersections as traffic sensing sources.
An important implication of the DT-DIMA system is its potential to integrate with other urban sensing
infrastructures, such as loop detectors, WiFi/Bluetooth sensors, and connected automated vehicles (CAVs).
For example, incorporating traffic information from loop detectors would enable DT-DIMA to gather more
comprehensive traffic flow data along road segments, enhancing the accuracy of traffic information sent to the
DT. This, in turn, allows RiCCOL to focus more on monitoring high safety risks. Additionally, DT-DIMA
can collaborate with CAVs to obtain real-time, driver-centric information, reducing the reliance solely on the
MTSS component for safety risk data. Despite their low penetration rate, CAVs can still work cooperatively
with DT-DIMA to identify road hazards and other safety-related concerns experienced by drivers.

Currently, DT-DIMA intervenes in the physical world primarily by controlling PTCs at intersections. A
potential enhancement is to incorporate more traffic control infrastructures, such as signal control, variable
speed limits, and dynamic message signs. For example, by linking signal control with predicted safety risks,
DT-DIMA can adaptively optimize signal phases to reduce drivers’ risk exposure to unexpected accidents.
Furthermore, DT-DIMA can integrate with other traffic control mechanisms to detour and reroute traffic,
helping to avoid areas of high safety risk.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a digital twin-based system for urban mobility management named DT-
DIMA. By leveraging the existing PTC infrastructure at intersections within the road network, DT-DIMA
acquires real-time traffic information in a cost-efficient manner. This information is then integrated into a
driver-informed predictive service. The STTE component of this service fuses observed data from PTCs to
generate network-wide traffic information, predicting future traffic flows based on this fused data. The MTSS
component uses this network-wide traffic information to replicate the physical world and predict safety risks
along each road segment in the network. Additionally, we designed a novel distributed and cooperative PTC
control algorithm that optimizes PTC control by considering both the predicted traffic flow from STTE and
the safety risks from MTSS. This ensures effective monitoring of road segments with high safety and mobil-
ity risks. We compare our results with a base model, which uses the current tilting strategy of PTCs in the
real world. Our experiments across three case scenarios—normal conditions, an unexpected accident, and
a pre-planned work zone—demonstrated the efficacy of the DT-DIMA system. As compared with the base
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model, the STTE component showed superior performance by achieving mean absolute percentage errors
(MAPEs) in estimating the current traffic states ranging from 8.40% to 15.11% as compared with 40.63%
to 43.94% from the base model. The MTSS component achieved mean absolute percentage errors (MAPE)
ranging from 0.85% to 12.97% in forecasting network-level safety risks. During pre-planned work zones
and unexpected accident scenarios, the MTSS component showed a 0.5 − 2% increase in MAPE as com-
pared with normal conditions. Powered by the driver-informed predictive service, the proposed RiCCOL
control preemptively tilts PTCs to monitor edges with high driving risks before incidents occur. Experi-
ments demonstrate that RiCCOL achieves an intra-PTC coordination that effectively monitors around 70%
of hazardous roads and creates a 5-minute lead time in capturing traffic incidents. Finally, we showcased
a use case demonstrating DT-DIMA’s potential in managing mobility systems in real-time under incidental
situations. DT-DIMA can forecast the propagation of safety risks in both spatial and temporal dimensions,
responding to different management strategies. This allows transportation managers to anticipate the evolu-
tion and propagation of safety risks, enabling proactive resource allocation to mitigate the negative impacts
experienced by drivers due to their management strategies.
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