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Stability of vehicular admission control schemes in
urban traffic networks under modelling uncertainty

Michalis Rampa, Andreas Kasisa, and Stelios Timotheoua

Abstract—Urban transportation networks face significant chal-
lenges due to traffic congestion, leading to adverse environmental
and socioeconomic impacts. Vehicular admission control (VAC)
strategies have emerged as a promising solution to alleviate
congestion. By leveraging information and communication tech-
nologies, VAC strategies regulate vehicle entry into the network
to optimize different traffic metrics of interest over space and
time. Despite the significant development of VAC strategies, their
stability at the presence of modelling uncertainty remains under-
explored. This paper investigates the stability properties of a
class of decentralized VAC schemes under modelling uncertainty.
Specifically, we consider large-scale, heterogeneous urban traffic
networks characterised by nonlinear dynamics and concave
macroscopic fundamental diagrams with bounded uncertainty
between flow, density, and speed. In this context, we examine a
broad class of decentralized VAC dynamics, described by general
nonlinear forms. Using passivity theory, we derive scalable,
locally verifiable conditions on the design of VAC schemes,
that enable stability guarantees in the presence of modelling
uncertainty. Several examples are presented to illustrate the
applicability of the proposed design framework. Our analytical
results are validated through numerical simulations on a 6-region
system, demonstrating their effectiveness and practical relevance.

Index Terms—Traffic control, Passivity, Vehicular admission
control, Large-scale systems, Decentralized control

I. INTRODUCTION

TRAFFIC congestion remains one of the most critical
challenges in urban transportation networks, leading to

severe societal, economic, and environmental consequences.
As urbanization accelerates and vehicle ownership rises, traffic
demand increasingly exceeds available infrastructure capacity,
particularly during peak hours, causing congestion. This im-
balance can result in excessive delays and, in extreme cases,
gridlock, where vehicular movement comes to a complete
standstill [1]. To address these issues, researchers have exten-
sively explored congestion mitigation strategies, ranging from
traffic control measures, such as traffic signal optimization
and variable speed limits, to demand-side interventions that
influence traveller decisions on route choice and departure
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timing. Despite significant advancements, modelling and ef-
ficiently managing traffic in multi-regional urban networks
remain challenging problems due to the dynamic interactions
between different network regions, the unpredictability of
human behaviour, and the limitations of existing infrastructure.

Research on traffic flow modelling has been an active
field since the first studies that identified the fundamental
relations in 1934 and 1935 [2], [3]. Early developments led
to the emergence of both microscopic and macroscopic traffic
models in the 1950s [4]–[6]. Microscopic models focus on
the behaviour of individual vehicles, capturing interactions
such as car-following and lane-changing dynamics. In contrast,
macroscopic models describe traffic at an aggregated level,
such as the road link level, treating vehicles as a continuous
flow and using accumulated quantities like vehicle density,
flow, and speed to represent the system’s state. Link-level
macroscopic models are often preferred over microscopic
models for large-scale real-time traffic control applications due
to their reduced complexity [7], [8]. However, their represen-
tational effectiveness is frequently undermined by significant
uncertainties arising from complex vehicle interactions in
urban environments.

A key advancement was the development of the macro-
scopic fundamental diagram (MFD), which provides a low-
scatter, unimodal relationship between traffic flow and vehicle
accumulation in homogeneous traffic networks. The concept
was first suggested by empirical observations in [9], which
showed that every traffic network is characterized by a unique
minimum average trip speed dictated by its physical struc-
ture. This laid the foundation for subsequent studies [10]–
[13], which confirmed that urban traffic could be effectively
described using MFDs. The MFD framework enables the
partitioning of large-scale urban networks into homogeneous
regions, where each region exhibits its own distinct MFD, cap-
turing the relationship between flow and vehicle accumulation
[11]. This regional partitioning enables the development of
effective real-time traffic control strategies [11], [14]–[16], as
MFD-based approaches are robust to demand fluctuations and
provide an aggregated yet effective representation of network
dynamics.

Traffic control aims to optimize vehicular flows across the
network [17], employing strategies such as route guidance to
redistribute traffic [18]–[20], and gating and perimeter control
(PC) to regulate inflows in protected regions [17], [20]–[27].
However, while protected regions remain congestion-free,
other areas of the network, including the perimeter, experience
exacerbated congestion [28]. To address such problems Model
Predictive Control (MPC) approaches have been utilized [16],
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[29], [30], which typically combine one or more of these
strategies in a hierarchical manner to improve traffic conditions
[31]–[33]. While offering promising results, MPC schemes
often overlook stability and uncertainty considerations and are
computationally intensive.

Despite the plethora of traffic control strategies and modern
enabling technologies, congestion continues to be a persistent
challenge [34]. This is primarily driven by factors such as de-
mand exceeding infrastructure capacity, inherent uncertainties
in traffic modelling, and the occurrence of disruptive events.
Vehicular admission control (VAC) strategies have emerged as
promising solutions with the potential to significantly reduce
or even eliminate congestion. By harnessing information and
communication technologies, VAC regulates vehicle entry into
the traffic network, such as by instructing vehicles when to
depart from their origin, to optimize key traffic metrics1.
This ensures that waiting vehicles remain outside the network,
preventing excessive accumulation, maintaining smooth traffic
flow, and allowing users to fully utilize their time at their origin
before departure [19]. Although VAC may seem similar to
PC, there is significant difference between these two control
approaches. In particular, PC regulates the flows exchanged
between a protected region and its neighbours, while VAC does
not. Instead, VAC controls the spatio-temporal distribution of
inflow in different regions from the outside world, but not the
inter-regional flows.

Early research on VAC focused on optimizing individual
vehicle departure times and routes in a single region [19], [35],
[36]. Leveraging road reservations to predict future network
conditions, [19] considered the minimization of travel times
on a per-vehicle basis, while ensuring that the regional density
remained below the critical density, where maximum outflow
is observed. Expanding on this approach, [35] introduced a
composite objective to promote regional homogeneity, while
[36] enhanced the model by predicting link speeds instead
of assuming free-flow conditions. To accommodate large net-
works with multiple regions, several studies have adopted a
macroscopic VAC framework that integrates regional dynamics
[37]–[39]. The works in [37], [38] investigated triangular and
nonlinear MFDs within MPC frameworks, developing tailored
optimization algorithms to solve the resulting nonconvex prob-
lems, but without considering uncertainty or stability.

Developing VAC strategies that account for uncertainty and
guarantee stability remains a significant challenge. The critical
role of stability was emphasized in [39], which demonstrated
that stability may be compromised when a region is operated
near the critical density point, where even minor disturbances,
such as small increases in demand or flow irregularities,
may lead to congestion or even gridlock. Hence, an ongo-
ing challenge is the identification of suitable conditions on
VAC dynamics that ensure traffic network stability. Moreover,
such conditions are important to be scalable, enabling VAC
designs that require no recalibration when network dynamics
or topology change, and distributed, minimizing computational

1While other works characterize vehicle departure time selection as a
demand management strategy, we consider it as a VAC strategy. The reason
is to emphasize that the objective is not to modify demand itself, but rather
to regulate its entry into the system.

and communication demands while avoiding a single point of
failure. Another significant challenge arises from modelling
uncertainty in MFDs, which stems from factors such as traffic
heterogeneity, poor data quality, erratic driver behaviour, and
unpredictable events like accidents and changing weather
conditions. These challenges underscore the need to investigate
the design and stability properties of VAC schemes in large-
scale urban transportation networks where regional MFDs are
uncertain.
Contributions. This paper investigates the behaviour of traf-
fic networks with heterogeneous regional, nonlinear, MFD
dynamics in the presence of modelling uncertainty. The con-
sidered system is coupled with a broad class of nonlinear VAC
dynamics. Using passivity theory, we derive conditions on
the VAC dynamics that guarantee asymptotic stability. These
conditions are distributed, relying only on locally available
information, locally verifiable, and applicable to arbitrary
connected network configurations, ensuring scalability. The
applicability of the proposed approach is demonstrated with
five VAC scheme examples that satisfy the developed condi-
tions. Numerical simulations on a 6-region system highlight
the effectiveness and practicality of the approach by show-
ing network stability under suitable VAC schemes, even in
the presence of modelling uncertainty and user non-adherent
behaviour.

To the authors’ knowledge, this is the first study that:
(i) Analytically studies the stability properties of large-scale

traffic networks at the presence of modelling uncertainty.
(ii) Develops a framework for the design of VAC schemes,

based on scalable, locally verifiable conditions, such that
stability is guaranteed for large-scale traffic networks
with uncertain dynamics.

Paper structure. The remainder of the paper is organized as
follows. Section II introduces the dynamics of the traffic net-
work and outlines the problem statement. Section III formally
defines the class of VAC dynamics under consideration and
characterizes the equilibria of the feedback interconnection.
Section IV presents the main stability result, while Section V
provides five examples of control dynamics that comply with
the analysis, demonstrating the applicability and versatility
of the derived stability conditions. Section VI showcases the
practicality and effectiveness of the proposed VAC framework
through simulations on a 6-region and a 20-region network.
Finally, conclusions are drawn in Section VII. The proofs of
the stability results are provided in the appendices.
Notation. The set of real numbers is given by R, and the set
of real non-negative numbers by R+. We denote vectors by
bold small letters with the ith component of a vector y given
by yi. The set Rn contains all n-dimensional real vectors and
the set Sn contains all the real, symmetric matrices of n× n
dimension. The n × 1 vector with all elements equal to 0 is
given by 0 ∈ Rn. Capital calligraphic letters denote sets. The
operation of removing an element i from a set K is denoted
by K \ {i}. For a, b ∈ R and a ≤ b, the min-max operator is
given by [x]ba = max(min(x, b), a). A function f : Rn → R
is called positive definite if f(0) = 0 and f(x) > 0 for all
x ∈ Rn elsewhere, and it is negative definite if f(0) = 0 and
f(x) < 0 for every x ̸= 0. The equilibrium of a system with



3

Region 1

R
eg
io
n
2

Region 3

R
eg
io
n
4

P1 = {4}
S1 = {2, 3}
P2 = {1, 3}
S2 = {4}
P3 = {1, 4}
S3 = {2, 4}
P4 = {2, 3}
S4 = {1, 3}

Reg. 1 Reg. 2
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Fig. 1: Predecessor-successor connectivity example for a
vehicular network with four regions. Left-to-right: Network
topology, predecessor-successor sets, node connectivity via
directed edges.

state x is denoted by x∗. We denote the Laplace transform of
a function q(t) by q́ =

∫∞
0
e−stq(t) dt. Units of variables are

stated at first mention for clarity and conciseness.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Model description

In this work, the macroscopic vehicular behaviour of a
traffic network is modelled by an n-region network (n ≥ 2).
Nodes are connected via edges and the network structure is
described by a directed graph G = {N , E} where N =
{1, 2, ..., n} is the set of nodes and E ⊆ N ×N is the set of
edges. An edge facilitating the flow of vehicles from region i
to region j, is denoted by ϵi,j = (i, j) ∈ E . Predecessor
regions that can directly send vehicles to region i belong
to the set Pi = {j ∈ N : ϵj,i ∈ E}. Successor regions
that directly receive vehicles from region i belong to the set
Si = {l ∈ N : ϵi,l ∈ E}. To facilitate the reader an example
network demonstrating predecessor-successor connectivity is
provided in Fig. 1. Vehicle inflow is introduced to the network
via origin regions. In this work, it is assumed that every vehicle
that enters the network, does so to reach a destination region
of the network. Flow is absorbed by a destination region when
vehicles reach their destination. Also, all regions are both
destination and origin regions.

The regions of the network are considered to be homo-
geneous in the sense that the aggregated traffic behaviour
of each region i2, is captured by a nonlinear macroscopic
fundamental diagram (MFD) [11], [12], [40], see Fig. 2, that
describes the total inter-regional flow, gi(ρi) [veh/h] of the
region (ρi [veh/km] denotes vehicle density) as follows

gi(ρi) = rifi(ρi) + di(ρi), ∀i ∈ N . (1)

The term fi : [0, ρJi ] → R+ is a bounded general nonlinear
function of vehicle density (ρJi denotes the jam density thresh-
old), and is equal to the product between the vehicle density
of region i and vehicle speed, ψi [km/h] of the same region

fi(ρi) = ρiψi(ρi), ∀i ∈ N . (2)

2Regions are heterogeneous among them since they can have different
dynamics.

The term di : [0, ρJi ] → R, captures unmodelled dynamics
by describing modelling uncertainty. Finally, ri ∈ R+ is the
region i trip completion ratio given by

ri = Li/li, i ∈ N , (3)

with Li [km] being the length of region i, and li [km] the
average trip length of a vehicle in the same region.

Next, we present the assumptions regarding the uncertainty
modelling term di : [0, ρJi ] → R and the nonlinear function
fi : [0, ρ

J
i ] → R+:

Assumption 1. The uncertainty term, di(ρi):
(i) is bounded and Lipschitz, i.e.,

|di(x)− di(y)| ≤vd,Li |x− y|, ∀x, y ∈ [0, ρJi ], i ∈ N ,
(4)

where vd,Li ∈ R+ is the Lipschitz constant,
(ii) it takes values that always yield non-negative inter-

regional flow values, i.e.,

di(ρi) ≥ −rifi(ρi), ∀i ∈ N . (5)

(iii) it takes values such that gi(ρi), is concave with a unique
maximum gCi at ρC,g

i .

Assumption 2. The nonlinear function, fi(ρi(t)), is:
(i) concave in [0, ρJi ], with a unique maximum at ρi =

ρC,f
i ∈ (0, ρJi ) where ρC,f

i [veh/km] denotes the critical
density threshold fi,

(ii) Lipschitz continuous, with Lipschitz constant vLi ; i.e.,

|fi(x)−fi(y)| ≤ vLi |x−y|, ∀ x, y ∈ [0, ρJi ], i ∈ N , (6)

Assumption 1(i) ensures that di : [0, ρJi ] → R is bounded
and continuous. This is to ensure that the resulting inter-
regional flow values will capture real observations since MFDs
describe a uniform, low-scatter relationship that is not affected
by the change of demand [9], [11], [12]. Assumption 1(ii)
ensures that the values of the uncertainty term will not result
to negative inter-regional flow values, violating the physi-
cal behaviour that characterises MFD relationships. Assump-
tion 1(iii) is needed to describe the behaviour of the total
inter-regional flow, gi(ρi), namely that even in a perturbed
state, the MFD still shows two distinct flow regimes (free-flow,
and congested flow) with a peak that can occur at a density
that can be different from ρC,f

i [9], [11], [12]. In practical
settings, and despite flow fluctuations or congestion, it has
been demonstrated that the peaks of gi(ρi) and fi(ρi) occur
at densities that are close [12], [41], [42]. Assumptions 2(i-
ii) ensure that the nonlinear function fi(ρi(t)) yields values
similar to real flow measurements and result in fi(ρi(t)) ac-
curately describing the two traffic conditions that characterize
the total inter-regional flow of a region i, gi(ρi(t)), see Fig. 2.
For a region i, these traffic conditions are defined by the
density value ρC,g

i that corresponds to the maximum value
of gi(ρi), i.e., gCi . If ρi(t) ≤ ρC,g

i the region operates at free-
flow conditions, while if ρi(t) > ρC,g

i the region operates at
congestion, with the behaviour produced by gi(ρi) for both
conditions consistent with real MFD observations [12].
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Remark 1. The assumption of Lipschitz continuity in the func-
tion gi, as follows from Assumption 1(i) and Assumption 2(ii),
is made to support the subsequent analysis. This is justified
since, although discontinuities are present at individual edges
on the microscopic level, these are effectively smoothed out at
the macroscopic level, where the flows of all edges are aggre-
gated into a continuum describing the region’s overall traffic
dynamics. However, this assumption does have limitations,
since it may not fully capture, non-smooth real-world events
that introduce discontinuities into the MFD. Nevertheless, at a
macroscopic level, Lipschitz continuity remains a reasonable
and justified assumption.

Flows exiting the network through destination regions and
transfer flows between regions are calculated according to the
MFDs total inter-regional flow, gi(ρi) (see (1)), with the inter-
regional transfer flow from region i to region l, given by

gil(ρi) = wilgi(ρi(t)), i ∈ N , l ∈ Si, (7)

with wil ∈ R+ being the outflow split constants for each
region that satisfy the following equality

wii +
∑
l∈Si

wil = 1,∀i ∈ N . (8)

Note that the outflow split constant wii ∈ R+ is the rate that
vehicles end their trip in region i.

Hence, the continuous-time evolution of the vehicle density
state of each region i, ρi(t), is given by

ρ̇i(t) =L
−1
i

(
− wiigi(ρi(t))−

∑
l∈Si

gil(ρi(t))

+
∑
j∈Pi

gji(ρj(t)) + ui(t)
)
, ∀i ∈ N . (9)

The first term in the right hand side of (9) is the flow exiting
the network through destination region i, the second term is
the flow towards successor nodes, the third term is the flow
from predecessor nodes and the last term, ui(t) [veh/h], is the
serviced demand admitted to the network through the origin
region i and is considered a control variable.

For conciseness, the traffic dynamics are defined in a
compact form as follows:

Traffic Model 1. The traffic dynamics of the considered n-
region connected traffic network are described by (1), (7), (9)
and Assumptions 1, and 2.

B. Problem Statement

The problem considered in this paper is the following:

Problem 1. For the Traffic Model 1, develop a framework for
the design of VAC schemes that:

(i) guarantee stability based on locally verifiable conditions,
(ii) are applicable on a broad range of MFD functions,

following the description in (1), (4),
(iii) rely on locally available information only,
(iv) are applicable to arbitrary (connected) traffic network

configurations.

rifi(ρi)
gi(ρi) = rifi(ρi) + di(ρi)

gCi

rif
C
i

ρC,f
iρC,g

i ρJi ρi

gi

Fig. 2: General form of region i total inter-regional traffic
flow gi(ρi) [veh/h], approximated by a nonlinear macroscopic
fundamental diagram (MFD) area, due to flow variation and
uncertainties [38].

Conditions (i) and (ii) constitute the main goal of the
proposed VAC approach, i.e., to ensure that the VAC scheme is
supplemented by stability guarantees that are based on locally
verifiable conditions characterised by robustness to modeling
uncertainties (i.e. for a broad range of MFD functions). It
is also important for the VAC framework to operate in a
decentralized manner and be applicable to any connected
traffic network configuration. Hence, conditions (iii), (iv) relate
with scalability, i.e. the applicability of the proposed VAC
approach to large-scale systems.

III. VEHICULAR ADMISSION CONTROL SCHEMES DESIGN

The motivation for studying a class of VAC schemes follows
from the high heterogeneity between regions in traffic net-
works. In particular, different regions within large-scale traffic
networks exhibit varying VAC capabilities due to differing
infrastructure and user compliance levels. As a result, there
is a large variation in terms of VAC authority between traffic
networks. Considering a broad class of VAC dynamics enables
suitable approaches for controlling both the transient behaviour
and steady-state response of heterogeneous traffic networks.
Pointedly, these VAC schemes have the flexibility to be defined
for fast timescales and then be altered at slower timescales,
e.g. enabling different dynamic responses between seasons or
days of the week.

We aim to design a class of decentralized VAC schemes
that only utilize the in-region density, ρi(t), since it is a
direct measure for congestion that can be reliably estimated,
as shown in [43], [44]. This is done by considering the Traffic
Model 1 admitted vehicular demand, ui(t), as the output of
the following independent VAC dynamics

ẋρi
(t) = χρi

(xρi
(t),−ρi(t)), ∀i ∈ N , (10a)

ui(t) = yρi
(xρi

(t),−ρi(t)), ∀i ∈ N , (10b)

where χρi : Rni × [−ρJi , 0] → Rni are locally Lipschitz and
yρi : Rni × [−ρJi , 0] → R are continuous for all i ∈ N . Note
that (10) can be region-wise heterogeneous, i.e., each region i
can have different VAC dynamics. It is assumed that for any
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constant input ρi(t) = ρ̄i there exists a unique equilibrium
state value x∗ρi

and a corresponding output ui(t) = ūi such
that x∗ρi

is a unique locally asymptotically stable equilibrium
point of (10), i.e.

ẋρi
(t) = 0 = χρi

(x∗ρi
,−ρ̄i), ∀i ∈ N , (11a)

ui(t) = ūi = yρi(x
∗
ρi
,−ρ̄i), ∀i ∈ N , (11b)

with the region of attraction of x∗ρi
being denoted by X̂i.

Additionally it is assumed that there exist static input-state
characteristic maps kui : R+ → R,∀i ∈ N , and corresponding
input-output characteristic maps ku,yi : R → R, ∀i such that

kui (−ρ̄i) =x∗ρi
, ∀i ∈ N , (12a)

ku,yi (−ρ̄i) =yui (kui (−ρ̄i),−ρ̄i), ∀i ∈ N . (12b)

We aim to characterize classes of VAC dynamics so that
stability can be guaranteed for the equilibrium points of the
overall feedback interconnection between (10) and Traffic
Model 1.

A. Equilibrium points

The equilibrium points of the overall feedback interconnec-
tion between (10) and Traffic Model 1 are defined next.

Definition 1. The point (x∗
ρ,ρ

∗) ∈ R
∑|N|

1 ni × [−ρJi , 0]|N |, is
an equilibrium point for the overall feedback interconnection
between (10) and Traffic Model 1 if it satisfies

−wiigi(ρ
∗
i )−

∑
l∈Si

wilgi(ρ
∗
i )

+
∑
j∈Pi

wjigj(ρ
∗
j ) + u∗i = 0, ∀i ∈ N , (13a)

x∗ρi
= kui (−ρ∗i ), ∀i ∈ N , (13b)

u∗i = ku,yi (−ρ∗i ), ∀i ∈ N . (13c)

It is signified that a time frame is considered in which the
VAC dynamics implicitly account for the external demand or
other factors.

Remark 2. Onward we assume that there exists some equi-
librium of the feedback interconnection between (10) and
Traffic Model 1 satisfying Definition 1. Considering that
the framework’s target application is real-world vehicular
networks, practical considerations, such that inputs are non-
negative, should be taken into account on the feasibility of
equilibrium points. One way to ensure this is by suitably
designing the equilibrium points (x∗ρi

,−ρ∗i ) and sets Xi and
Ui around these equilibria, as given in Definition 2, such
that ui(t) ∈ [umin

i , umax
i ], t ≥ 0 where 0 ≤ umin

i ≤
umax
i . Since in the proof of Theorem 1 it is showed that

the trajectories of (xρi
,−ρi) lie in a invariant subset of

Xi × Ui, the steady-state values can be designed to satisfy
ku,yi (−ρ̄i) = yui (k

u
i (−ρ̄i),−ρ̄i) ∈ [umin

i , umax
i ]. In this case,

if Assumption 3 holds for the system with input −ρi and output
ui, then Theorem 1 follows directly. Hence, the application
of suitable VAC dynamics can ensure the applicability of the
framework in a real life setting. For example, suitable bounds
on the trajectories of ui may follow by filtering the input −ρi
within (10), see example in Section V-F.

In practice, to ensure that the set-points are feasible, a
network operator determines the network’s operating point
based on historical data or through extensive network analysis.

Density ρi(t), is related via the static input-state char-
acteristic maps kui (ρi) and the corresponding input-output
characteristic maps ku,yi (ρi), (12), with the admitted vehicular
demand ui(t), by the structure of the VAC dynamics (10); it
affects/defines the action of the VAC dynamics (10), hence the
steady-state behaviour of Traffic Model 1. In this work a class
of VAC dynamics satisfying (10) will be analysed.

B. Passive admission control schemes

In this section, we propose suitable passivity properties,
inspired from [45], [46], for the VAC dynamics, (10), to
facilitate the analysis of their feedback interconnection with
Traffic Model 1.

Definition 2. The control dynamics, (10), are characterized as
locally input strictly passive about the constant input values,
ρ̄i ∈ (0, ρJi ), and the corresponding steady state values, x∗ρi

∈
Rni , if there exist open neighbourhoods Xi of x∗ρi

and Ui of
−ρ̄i and a continuously differentiable storage function Vi(xρi

)
such that for all −ρi ∈ Ui and xρi ∈ Xi, the storage function
Vi(xρi) satisfies the following

Vi > 0 in R\{x∗ρi
}, Vi(x∗ρi

) = 0, (14a)

V̇i ≤ (−ρi − (−ρ̄i))(ui − ūi)− θi(−ρi − (−ρ̄i)), (14b)

where θi : R → R+ is a positive definite function satisfying

ηi(ρi − ρ̄i)
2 ≤ θi(−ρi − (−ρ̄i)) (15)

with ηi ∈ R+\{0} and ui is the output of (10) with ūi =
yρi

(x∗ρi
,−ρ̄i) = ku,yi (−ρ̄i).

This work considers control dynamics of the form in (10)
that satisfy the local passivity conditions presented in Defini-
tion 2. It is signified that Definition 2 involves only the local
VAC dynamics of each region, thus constitutes a decentralized
condition. Formally, the following assumption is made.

Assumption 3. For each i ∈ N , the VAC dynamics, (10), are
locally input strictly passive about their equilibrium values
(x∗ρi

,−ρ∗i ) according to Definition 2.

Remark 3. The passivity properties of the control dynamics,
(10), can be verified easily for general linear systems (see
[47, KYP Lemma], transfer function positive realness) and
for static nonlinearities. Explicit examples are presented in
Section V. Additionally, it is noted that Assumption 3 allows
the inclusion of a large class of control dynamics that satisfy
the local passivity conditions detailed in Definition 2.

C. Integrator-passive admission control schemes

An interesting class of VAC dynamics is described by
the parallel interconnection of the dynamics in (10) with an
integrator. Such schemes enable to accurately track desired
equilibrium points, that may be associated with the system’s
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performance, at the presence of system uncertainty. This class
of systems is described by:

ẋρi
(t) = χρi

(xρi
(t),−ρi(t)), ∀i ∈ N , (16a)

ũi(t) = yρi
(xρi

(t),−ρi(t)), ∀i ∈ N , (16b)

żi(t) =
1

υi
(−ρi(t)− (−ρ̃i)), i ∈ N , (16c)

ui(t) = ũi(t) + zi(t), i ∈ N , (16d)

where χρi
: Rni × [−ρJi , 0] → Rni are locally Lipschitz and

yρi
: Rni × [−ρJi , 0] → R are continuous for all i ∈ N . For a

constant input ρi(t) = ρ̄i such that

żi(t) = 0 =
1

υi
(−ρ̄i − (−ρ̃i)), i ∈ N , (17)

it is assumed that there exists an equilibrium state x∗ρi
(the

region of attraction of x∗ρi
is again being denoted by X̂i), with

a corresponding output ũi(t) = ũ∗i such that (x∗ρi
,−ρ̄i, z∗i ) is

a locally asymptotically stable equilibrium point of (16). Such
an equilibrium corresponds to an integrator-passive admission
control output u∗i given by

u∗i = ũ∗i + z∗i , i ∈ N . (18)

Assumption 4. For each i ∈ N , the VAC dynamics, (16a)-
(16b), are locally input strictly passive about their equilibrium
values (x∗ρi

,−ρ∗i ) according to Definition 23.

The following lemma demonstrates that, when the dynamics
(16a)-(16b) are passive, then their parallel interconnection with
an integrator is also passive.

Lemma 1. For each i ∈ N , consider the VAC dynamics given
by (16), and consider an equilibrium such that Assumption 4
hold. Then (16) is locally input strictly passive about the
considered equilibrium point.

Proof. See Appendix A.

IV. TRAFFIC NETWORK STABILITY

This section investigates the stability properties of the
feedback interconnection between Traffic Model 1 and the
class of VAC dynamics of the form detailed in (10) or (16) that
satisfy the assumptions presented in Sections III-B and III-C.

Theorem 1. Consider the feedback interconnection between
Traffic Model 1, and the VAC dynamics (10). Moreover,
consider an equilibrium of Traffic Model 1, (10), following
Definition 1, with the vehicular density equilibria satisfying
−ρ∗i ∈ (−ρJi , 0), ∀i ∈ N , and where Assumption 3 holds. If
there exist ξji ∈ R+\{0}, (i, j) ∈ E , such that

ηi >v
d,L
i + riv

L
i +

∑
j∈Pi

aji
2ξji

+
∑
j∈Si

ξijaij
2

, i ∈ N , (19)

holds, where aji are given by

aji =wji(rjv
L
j + vd,Lj ), (i, j) ∈ E , (20)

3Note that the use of Definition 2 here implies replacing the notation of
(10) to that of (16a)-(16b).

then there exists an open neighbourhood M̄ of the considered
equilibrium, such that solutions to Traffic Model 1, and (10),
initiated in M̄ asymptotically converge to the set of equilib-
rium points.

Proof. See Appendix B.

As already mentioned in Section III-C including integra-
tor dynamics in VAC may enable improved performance,
particularly when system dynamics are uncertain. Hence an
interesting extension of Theorem 1 is the interconnection of
Traffic Model 1 with an integrator-passive VAC scheme, (16),
as given below:

Proposition 1. Consider the feedback interconnection between
Traffic Model 1, and (16). Moreover, consider an equilibrium
of Traffic Model 1, (16), satisfying −ρ∗i ∈ (−ρJi , 0), and let As-
sumption 4 hold. Then, if there exists ξji ∈ R+\{0}, (i, j) ∈ E ,
such that (19) holds, then there exists an open neighbourhood
M̄ of the considered equilibrium, such that solutions to Traffic
Model 1, (16), initiated in M̄ asymptotically converge to the
set of equilibrium points.

Proof. Assumption 4 allows Lemma 1 to hold. Under these
conditions, the stability of the feedback interconnection be-
tween Traffic Model 1, and (16) trivially follows from Theo-
rem 1, if (x∗ρi

,−ρ∗i , z∗i ) satisfy (13a) of Definition 1.

Remark 4. It should be noted that the ability to design VAC
dynamics from a rich class of possible schemes enables to
incorporate additional characteristics in the control design
associated with the traffic network performance. In particular,
designing the static maps of the VAC dynamics may enable to
incorporate suitable optimality considerations on the system’s
equilibrium values, such as operating at free-flow conditions
or maximizing throughput. Moreover, suitable VAC scheme
designs, adhering to the conditions of Theorem 1, may optimize
the transient behaviour of traffic networks. Proposition 1 gives
further flexibility in the design of VAC schemes. For example,
it enables effective steady state set-point regulation under un-
known traffic network dynamics. These highlight the important
advantages of enabling a large class of VAC schemes and the
flexibility and broad applicability of the approach. Another
important point is that the conditions in Theorem 1 rely on lo-
cally verifiable criteria. Hence, for designing the VAC scheme
for each region, only local information is needed, making the
scheme applicable to large-scale networks. Moreover, since no
assumption, other than connectivity, is made on the network
topology, the presented results hold for any connected network
configuration. Although the passivity-based Lyapunov stability
framework for large-scale systems is well established, this
work applies the approach to transportation systems, a domain
in which it has not been previously applied or demonstrated.

Concluding, since the developed framework for the design
of VAC schemes (i) is supplemented by stability guarantees
that are based on locally verifiable conditions, (ii) is applicable
to a broad range of MFD functions, (iii) employs locally
available information only, and (iv) is applicable to arbitrary
connected traffic network configurations, it satisfies all the
requirements detailed in Problem 1.
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V. EXAMPLES OF VEHICULAR ADMISSION CONTROL
DYNAMICS

To demonstrate the applicability of the presented analysis,
this section provides examples of VAC dynamics that satisfy
the developed conditions. It should be noted that the presented
stability results hold when different VAC schemes are imple-
mented at different regions. Moreover it is assumed that the
controllers do not hit the actuation bounds.

A. Decentralized proportional control regulation

The first example is that of a decentralized proportional-
control VAC scheme of the following form

ui(t) = [ci + ηi(−ρi)]
umax
i

0 , ci, ηi ∈ R+\{0}, i ∈ N . (21)

This controller is composed by the constant term ci and a
proportional term ηi(−ρi). The intuition behind this controller
is that a range of local equilibrium values can be attained
by proper selection of the constants ci, ηi ∈ R+ \ {0} since
ci = u∗i + ηiρ

∗
i and at steady state (21) is equivalent to

ui(t) = [u∗i − ηi(ρi − ρ∗i )]
umax
i

0 , i ∈ N . (22)

Hence, ci, ηi ∈ R+\{0} can be selected by taking into account
optimality considerations.

It is signified that these dynamics do not have an internal
state, i.e. according to the structure documented in (10),
ẋρi(t) = 0. It is easy to see that the control dynamics satisfy
the conditions documented in Definition 2 and Assumption 3.
Hence, Theorem 1 can be employed to deduce stability of the
feedback interconnection between Traffic Model 1 and (21),
i.e. if ηi satisfies (19) ∀i ∈ N .

B. Decentralized proportional control regulation with static
non-linearity

The second decentralized VAC example to be considered
has the same VAC structure with (21) but with an added static
non-linearity term as follows

ui(t) = [ci + ηi(−ρi)− ϕi(ρi)]
umax
i

0 , ci, ηi ∈ R+\{0}, (23)

where ϕi : [0, ρJi ] → R+ is a monotonically increasing,
Lipschitz continuous function, ∀i ∈ N .

The first two terms of the controller allow a range of local
equilibrium values to be attained while the static nonlinearity
term has a softening action as vehicle density increases.
Specifically, the monotonically increasing function causes the
third term to decrease as ρi increases (a static vanishing
nonlinearity). This implies that the input value decreases to
help protect the network from congestion as the density rises.

Using that ϕi is Lipschitz and monotonically increasing it
is easy to see that the VAC dynamics satisfy Assumption 3.
Thus, via Theorem 1 stability of the feedback interconnection
between Traffic Model 1 and (23) can be deduced if ηi satisfies
(19) ∀i ∈ N .

C. Decentralized first-order control dynamics

The third VAC scheme to be considered is characterized by
first-order dynamics with a proportional term

ẋρi
(t) =− τi

−1(xρi
(t)− γi(−ρi(t))− ci), i ∈ N , (24a)

ui(t) =xρi
(t) + ηi(−ρi(t)), i ∈ N , (24b)

where τi, γi, ci, ηi ∈ R+\{0}, ∀i ∈ N .
The intuition behind this controller is that a smoothing

control action is achieved (hence convergence to the systems
equilibrium) dictated by the transient response of the VAC
dynamics (24a) that govern the value of the internal state,
xρi(t) as it acts in conjunction with the proportional term
ηi(−ρi(t)). Depending on the available means/actuators used
for the practical implementation of the control action the tran-
sient response could be characterised by a delay in the change
in density. This VAC scheme can capture this behaviour and
enables more efficient traffic regulation.

These control dynamics satisfy the conditions given in Def-
inition 2, and Assumption 3 with storage function Vi(xρi

) =
τi(2γi)

−1(xρi
− x∗ρi

)2 since the derivative of the storage func-
tion yields

V̇i =(ui − u∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))− (ui − u∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))
− γi

−1(xρi
− x∗ρi

)(xρi
− γi(−ρi)− ci) (25a)

≤(ui − u∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))− ηi(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))2. (25b)

The feedback interconnection stability between Traffic
Model 1 and (24) can be deduced via Theorem 1.

D. Second-order linear control dynamics

The fourth VAC scheme to be considered is characterized
by second-order linear control dynamics

xρi =yρi + ci, i ∈ N , (26a)

ẋρi
=

[
− 1

τi
0

1
κi

− 1
κi

]
xρi

+

[
1
τi
0

]
(−ρi), i ∈ N , (26b)

ui =
[
0 1

]
xρi

+
[
ηi
]
(−ρi), i ∈ N , , (26c)

where a change of variables takes place since this VAC scheme
also utilizes constant terms in the form of the vector ci ∈ R2

+

and τi, κi, ηi ∈ R+\{0}, ∀i ∈ N . This controller captures the
fact that control decision takes time since the constants τi, κi
represent lags in actuation and demand variation for the VAC
dynamics.

These control dynamics can be expressed as a general
linear system with a state-space realization parametrized by
the following matrices

A =

[
− 1

τi
0

1
κi

− 1
κi

]
,B =

[
1
τi
0

]
,C =

[
0 1

]
,D =

[
ηi
]
.

(27)

Depending on the values of the parameters, if (A, B) are
controllable, and assuming that (19) holds, the conditions
given in Definition 2, and Assumption 3 can be efficiently
verified by means of a linear matrix inequality (LMI) using
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the KYP Lemma [47]. Specifically, if there exist matrices
P ∈ R3×3,M ∈ S2 such that[

1 0
A B

]T [
0 M
M 0

] [
1 0
A B

]
+P ≺ 0, (28a)

P = −
[
0 1
C D

]T [
Q S
ST R

] [
0 1
C D

]
, (28b)

with Q,R ∈ S1,S ∈ R, then the feedback interconnection is
strictly passive with a storage function equal to V = xT

ρi
Mxρi

[48]. As an example, we used CVX [49], [50] to find P, and M
for the parameters documented in Table II (see VAC scheme
4). The solver yielded

M =

[
0.403 0.028
0.028 0.022

]
,P =

[
120.5804 −0.0741
−0.0741 112.4012

]
, (29)

and like in the other examples, the stability of the overall
feedback interconnection between Traffic Model 1 and (26)
can be inferred via Theorem 1.

E. Integrator-passive stabilization to a desired operating point

In a realistic setting a set point usually associated with op-
timal steady-state behaviour like maximum vehicular through-
put or vehicular traffic network operation in a congestion-free
state is desirable. However, to perform this task, the formu-
lation of an optimization problem that aims to optimize an
application specific metric (e.g., maximizing the total vehicular
throughput) is needed. Since modelling uncertainty is present
in this work, the formulation of such an optimization problem
is not trivial. Alternatively the desired set point can be inferred
from historical data using prior knowledge of the system
steady-state behaviour and then set integral dynamics to reach
this desired set point. As already mentioned in Remark 4,
Proposition 1 allows for steady state set-point regulation if
due to uncertainty VAC parameter selection is difficult.

The flexibility of the approach is showcased next by con-
sidering the addition of an integrator with the first-order VAC
dynamics of Section V-C as follows

ẋρi
(t) =− τi

−1(xρi
(t)− γi(−ρi(t))− ci), i ∈ N , (30a)

ũi(t) =xρi
(t) + ηi(−ρi(t)), i ∈ N , (30b)

żi(t) =
1

υi
(−ρi(t)− (−ρ∗i )), i ∈ N , (30c)

ui(t) =ũi(t) + zi(t), i ∈ N . (30d)

The storage function from Section V-C, is modified by
appending an additional term as follows Vi(xρi

, zi) =
τi
2γi

(xρi
− x∗ρi

)2 + υi

2 (zi − z∗i )
2. Its derivative yields the same

result as in (25b). The stability of the feedback interconnection
between Traffic Model 1 and (30) can be deduced via Propo-
sition 1, highlighting the flexibility and broad applicability of
the proposed approach.

F. VAC dynamics that respect upper and lower bound input
constraints

The next scheme to be considered is motivated by [51]
and allows to ensure that ui(t) ∈ [umin

i , umax
i ]. Consider the

following input filter

pci (ρi) =


pc,max
i , ρi < ρth,1i

−γci (ρi − ρth,1i ) + pc,max
i , ρth,1i ≤ ρi < ρth,2i

pc,min
i , ρi ≥ ρth,2i

(31)
where γci ≥ 0 and pc,min

i = pc,max
i − γci (ρ

th,2
i − ρth,1i ).

Moreover, consider the input dynamics described below,

ui = u1,i + u2,i + u3,i (32a)
u1,i(s) = Gi(s)p

c
i (s) (32b)

u2,i = −βc
i ρi, (32c)

where βc
i > 0 and u3,i is a design constant. Moreover, Gi(s)

describes the dynamics of the system with input pcj and output
u1,i in the Laplace domain, as

Gi(s) = Ki
(1 + sT1,i)

(1 + sT2,i)(1 + sT3,i)
, (33)

where Ki, T1,i, T2,i, and T3,i are positive constants. For
this system, consider that ρi ∈ (ρ̃i, ρ̂i), e.g., ρ̃i = 0
and ρ̂i = ρJi . These dynamics can be designed such that
ui(t) ∈ [umin

i , umax
i ], t ≥ 0. In particular, it can be shown

that the trajectories of ui(t) can be bounded by evaluating
the L1 norm of Gi and noting that both ρi and pci lie in
bounded sets. Then, given the description of u1,i and u2,i,
trajectory bounds may be obtained through suitable design
of the constants pc,min

i , pc,max
i , γci , and u3,i. Conditions that

enable the passivity of the above system are presented in the
following lemma.

Lemma 2. Consider the input dynamics described by (32),
where u1,i follows from (31), (33). Then the system with
input −ρi and output ui is input strictly passive about any
equilibrium, if (31) satisfies γci < βc

i /Ki.

Proof. See Appendix C.

Next, the VAC dynamics examples from Section V will
be employed on a representative simulation of a 6-region
vehicular traffic network to demonstrate the advantages of the
proposed approach.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section presents numerical simulations, conducted on
a 6-region network and a 20-region network, under varying
disturbance and uncertainty conditions. The main result of
this work, Theorem 1, is demonstrated through both networks,
while the scalability and robustness of the proposed approach
under uncertainty are demonstrated through simulations on
the 20-region network. The section concludes with a brief
discussion on simulations that explore the sensitivity of the
analytic stability result to controller parameter variations.

First, to illustrate the effectiveness of this work, two rep-
resentative simulations using a 6-region traffic network are
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P1 = S1 = {2, 5, 6}
P2 = {1, 3, 5, 6}
S2 = {1, 3, 6}
P3 = S3 = {2, 4, 6}
P4 = S4 = {3, 5, 6}
P5 = {1, 4, 6}
S5 = {1, 2, 4, 6}
P6 = S6 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}

(a) Network predecessor-successor connectivity. Left-to-right: Node
connectivity via directed edges, predecessor-successor sets.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

(b) Network MFDs produced via the parameters of Table III.

Fig. 3: 6-region network topology and MFD characteristics.

TABLE I: Feedback interconnection steady state set-points
corresponding to the parameters of the VAC dynamics of
Table II

Simulation: Set-point vectors:
1,2 ρ∗=[17.4, 22.9, 24.4, 18, 12.5, 21.9]T

conducted aiming to illustrate the validity of Theorem 1, i.e.
the stable network behaviour under the action of four different
VAC schemes satisfying Definition 2 and Assumption 3, in the
presence of modeling uncertainty.

Two cases are tested employing the VAC schemes presented
in Section V. For Case-1, the VAC scheme described by (21)
is employed in all the regions. For Case-2, the VAC scheme
described by (21) is employed in regions 1 and 2, the scheme
described by (23) is employed in regions 3 and 4, the scheme
described by (24) is employed in region 5 and the scheme
described by (26) is employed in region 6. This aims to show
that different VAC schemes can be employed in each region,
without compromising the stability of the traffic network. An
integrator (see Section V-E) is included when the VAC scheme
(21) is employed. The goal during the simulations is to drive
the system states to the values documented in Table I; The
selection of these set-points was based on prior knowledge and
a performance criterion commanding maximum-throughput
steady-state operation in free-flow conditions. The parameter
values for the employed VAC schemes are documented in
Table II. It is noted that the gain values η were selected
to satisfy condition (19) of Theorem 1. The traffic network
parameters are given in Table III.

Additionally two different forms of disturbances are em-
ployed during the simulations (applied separately). The first
corresponds to traffic-flow signalling devices malfunction,
while the second corresponds to constant driver non-adherence

TABLE II: Gain values

VAC scheme: Gains:
(21) η=[63.3, 65.1, 83.9, 91.5, 73.3, 111.4]T ,

c=[1280.5, 2658.1, 2677.1, 1732.7, 1004.0, 2507.6]T ,
υ=[1, 1, 0.001, 0.001, 0.002, 0.001]T

(23) η3 = 83.9, c3 = 2678.5, η4 = 91.5, c4 =
1733.3, ϕi(ρi) = 0.001ρ3i , i = 3, 4

(24) η5 = 48.9, γ5 = 24.4, c5 = 1004, τ5 = 0.1
(26) η6 = 110.4, τ6 = 0.02, κ6 = 0.003

TABLE III: 6-region network parameters [38]

Parameter & Value

fi(ρi) = min{ψf
iρi,

ψf
iρ

C
i

ρJ
i−ρ

C
i

(ρJ
i − ρi)}

L=[1.2, 1, 0.85, 0.9, 1.02, 0.88]T

l=[0.6, 0.45, 0.35, 0.4, 0.48, 0.34]T

ψf=[30, 35, 32, 34, 35, 31]T

ρJ=[118, 125, 98, 115, 120, 106]T

ρC,f=[26.3, 28.2, 24.4, 25.3, 23.8, 21.9]T

w=


0.25 0.25 0 0 0.25 0.25
0.15 0.35 0.3 0 0 0.2
0 0.1 0.3 0.4 0 0.2
0 0 0.24 0.16 0.3 0.3

0.05 0.1 0 0.25 0.3 0.3
0.32 0.03 0.23 0.17 0.1 0.15


ξij = ξji = 1, ∀i, j
vLi = max{ψf

i,
ψf
iρ

C
i

ρJ
i−ρ

C
i

}, ∀i

vd,Li = 0.2vLi , ∀i

to the VAC commands (simulated by inflow to the network
described by random noise with zero mean and standard
deviation equal to 20% of ui(t) at each control loop). The
duration of the first simulation scenario is 120 [min] while for
the second simulation scenario it is 60 [min].

A. Traffic-flow signalling devices malfunction

The VAC schemes ability to operate in the presence of
disturbances in the form of traffic-flow signalling devices mal-
function is showcased next. At t = 30 [min] and for 1.5 [min],
each VAC scheme is disengaged in all regions and furthermore
unregulated vehicles enter the network from regions-1, 3 and 5
at capacity flow rates, thus driving some regions to congestion.
This event simulates commonly observed driver non-adherence
behaviour during periods where traffic-flow signalling devices
malfunction or stop working altogether and constitutes an
instance of serious controller disruption/disturbance. Pointedly,
at the unregulated 1.5 [min] interval the admitted demand
profile u is given by

u(t)=[938.9, 0, 929.2, 0, 991.3, 0]T , 30 ≤ t ≤ 31.5 [min].

When the interval passes, the VAC framework is re-engaged
in order to recover the system at the desired set-points.

The results of the simulation are depicted in Figs. 4-7.
The network state converges to the desired operating point in
less than 10 [min], with only a minor overshoot observed in
regions 3-6. During the control disruption interval the system
traffic density diverges from the desired operation point since
vehicle inflow is unregulated. After the controllers are re-
engaged, they drive the density at every region to steady state
as demonstrated in Fig. 5, obtaining the desired set-points.
Despite the control disruption (see Fig. 4, t=30 [min]) and the
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(a) Case-1 employing a single VAC scheme for network regulation.
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(b) Case-2 simultaneously employing 4 different VAC schemes for
network regulation.

Fig. 4: Admitted demand [veh/h]. Case-1: blue line. Case-2:
black dotted line.

unregulated vehicles entering the network, and also the fact
that some regions get congested (see Fig. 6), the employed
VAC framework is able to recover the system to the desired
density set-points (see Fig. 5).

More specifically, regions 3, and 6 get congested; an in-
crease in vehicle density and a drop in vehicle speed is
observed in Figs. 5, 6. At the same time a density drop is
observed due to the control disruption, see Fig. 4 (t=30 [min]).
Consequently, the inter-regional outflow response is heavily
affected by the disruption in control regulation, with outflow
variations in almost all regions as depicted in Fig. 7. It is
signified however that a swift recovery to free-flow conditions
is demonstrated, see Fig. 7 (t>40 [min]), and gridlock is
avoided; these results demonstrate the effectiveness of the
approach.

B. Continuous driver non-adherence to VAC commands

To further test the framework’s ability to operate in the
presence of disturbances, the simulations are repeated, this
time implementing constant driver non-adherence to VAC
commands instead of traffic-flow signalling device malfunc-
tions. Constant driver non-adherence to VAC commands is
simulated by the introduction of a disturbance inflow to the
network described by uniformly distributed random noise with
zero mean, µ = 0, and standard deviation equal to 20% of the
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Fig. 5: Network density [veh/km]. The VAC schemes drive the
solutions at the reference set-points even from the congested
region and despite control authority disruptions. Case-1: blue
line. Case-2: black dotted line.
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Fig. 6: Network speed [km/h]. Initially, vehicles travel at
free-flow speed. Due to control authority disruptions (see
t = 30 [min]), for a short interval, the flow speed for regions 3,
and 6 reduces below the free-flow nominal values meaning
that those regions become congested. Case-1: blue line. Case-
2: black dotted line.

control effort ui(t), i.e. σ = 0.2ui(t), ∀i ∈ N . This, simulates
commonly observed delays or early departure responses of
drivers to VAC commands.

The results of the simulation can be seen in Figs. 8-11.
Despite constant driver non-adherence to VAC commands, the
VAC framework drives the density at each region to steady
state approximately in 15 [min], as demonstrated in Fig. 9,
obtaining the desired set-points. After convergence, all the
regions operate in free-flow (see Fig. 10, t=15 [min]), and
both employed VAC strategies efficiently regulate the system
to the desired density set-points (see Fig. 9, t>15 [min]).

The inter-regional outflow response has a noisy profile
due to the VAC strategies reacting to constant driver non-
adherence, see Fig. 11. Despite this, a swift convergence to
the desired operation points is observed and steady state robust
response is demonstrated, see Fig. 11 (t>15 [min]).

C. Demonstrating Scalability

The following numerical simulation aims to demonstrate the
scalability and large scale applicability of the developed ap-
proach. Specifically, to demonstrate that the presented results
are also applicable to larger networks, the simulation from
Section VI-A was repeated on the 20-region network shown
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Fig. 7: Inter-regional outflow [veh/h]. Despite control authority
disruptions, the outflow assumes steady-state due to the action
of the VAC schemes driving the states at the desired set-points
even from congestion (see t = 30 [min]). Case-1: blue line.
Case-2: black dotted line.
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Fig. 8: Admitted demand [veh/h]. Case-1: blue line. Case-2:
black dotted line.

in Fig. 12a. In this simulation experiment, (21), (23), (24), and
(26) are employed for regions 1 to 5, 6 to 10, 11 to 15, and
16 to 20, respectively.

The goal of the simulation is to drive the system states to
the values documented in Table IV; The selection of these
set-points was based on prior knowledge and a performance
criterion commanding maximum-throughput steady-state oper-
ation in free-flow conditions. The traffic network parameters
are given in Table VI. The parameter values for the employed
VAC schemes are documented in Table VII. It is noted that
the gain values η were selected to satisfy condition (19) of
Theorem 1. For compactness and to improve readability, the
worst density deviation from ρ∗ across all 20 regions is used
for presentation and is given in Fig. 13. Figure 13 also includes
the vehicle speed for Region 7, presented as a representative
plot to illustrate how congestion can occur, as well as the
framework’s ability to recover from it. To explicitly provide
the density-error response, and the velocity response for all the
regions of the network, the logarithmic density-error heatmap
transient response is given in Fig. 14a while heatmaps of the
vehicle speeds for all regions are given in Fig. 14b. The results
are given next:

Similar to Section VI-A, network states (density, inter-
regional flow, velocity) converge to the target operating point
in under 10 [min], as shown by the worst density-error tran-
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Fig. 9: Network density [veh/km]. The VAC schemes quickly
achieve the desired operation set-points despite constant user
non-adherence. Case-1: blue line. Case-2: black dotted line.
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Fig. 10: Network speed [km/h]. Vehicles travel at free-flow
speed hence congestion doesn’t manifest the network. Case-1:
blue line. Case-2: black dotted line.

sient response (blue line) in Fig. 13. Pointedly, the results show
rapid density-error convergence to zero implying the system
reaches the desired set point (see Fig. 14a). Vehicle speeds
in all regions stabilize at nominal free-flow values (see Fig.
14b); indicatively, region 7 speed is shown in Fig. 13 (red
line). At t=30 [min], a control disruption (unregulated vehicle
inflow) causes the system traffic density to diverge, leading
to congestion in regions 7, 9, 12 and 15 (see Fig. 13 (red
line) and Fig. 14b) However, as shown in the aforementioned
figures, re-engagement of the controllers restores the network
to the desired steady-state density points across all regions
at approximately t =40 [min], restoring the nominal free-
flow speed operation in the entire network, see Figs. 13 and
14b. The seamless application of the VAC framework on a
20-region network and the swift convergence of the states and
their fast recovery demonstrate the scalability and effectiveness
of the developed framework.

D. Assessing Network Stability Under Uncertainty

Next, to demonstrate the robustness of the developed VAC
framework while operating under uncertainty, 200 different
simulations are conducted on the 20-region network from
Section VI-C as follows. The simulation scenario from Sec-
tion VI-A is repeated 200 times, each time with a different
randomly generated uncertainty function, di(ρi), abiding by
the same conditions, as presented in Assumption 1. The same
fixed control gains are used across all simulations (shown in
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TABLE IV: Feedback interconnection steady state set-points corresponding to the parameters of the VAC dynamics of Table VII

Region densities: Set-point vectors:
ρ∗ [20.2, 14.4, 6.3, 8.7, 9.6, 15.9, 26.2, 11.9, 25.3, 11.3, 9.9, 21.5, 16.2, 9.9, 28.9, 6.3, 19, 20.1, 27.1, 25.7]T

TABLE V: Feedback interconnection steady state set-points corresponding to the parameters of the VAC dynamics of Table VIII

Region densities: Set-point vectors:
ρ∗ [16.08, 11.36, 4.96, 6.8, 7.36, 12.8, 20.96, 9.44, 20.24, 9.04, 8.24, 17.28, 12.8, 7.92, 23.12, 5.12, 15.36, 15.84, 21.68, 20.56]T

TABLE VI: 20-region network parameters [38]

Parameter & Value

fi(ρi) = min{vf
iρi,

vf
iρ

C
i

ρJ
i−ρ

C
i

(ρJ
i − ρi)}

L=[1.11, 0.95, 0.92, 1.16, 0.98, 1.19, 1.07, 1.06, 0.86, 1.18, 0.99, 1.04, 0.98, 0.91, 1.16, 1.04, 0.82, 1.05, 0.94, 1.02]T

l=[0.49, 0.39, 0.27, 0.44, 0.48, 0.43, 0.58, 0.46, 0.57, 0.3, 0.3, 0.53, 0.39, 0.31, 0.57, 0.37, 0.51, 0.5, 0.56, 0.47]T

vf=[43.29, 35.36, 43.63, 39.35, 30.24, 43.94, 40.36, 44.96, 32.59, 32.06, 43.99, 40.45, 30.99, 41.33, 41.31, 43.85, 40.67, 31.86, 30.3, 30.39]T

ρJ=[98.2, 107.6, 134, 120.2, 120.8, 133.2, 102.3, 109, 122.2, 138.7, 121.1, 97.8, 131.4, 107, 131.7, 113.7, 134.1, 129.1, 120.9, 102.9]T

ρC,f=[20.23, 22.83, 27.4, 25.33, 26.89, 36.14, 26.19, 21.94, 25.32, 41.16, 31.1, 21.55, 29.6, 29.36, 28.91, 29.35, 39.83, 36.75, 27.08, 25.66]T

w=



2.543 2.462 0 0 0 4.996 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1.500 1.917 1.229 0 0 0 5.353 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1.731 1.625 1.571 0 0 0 5.073 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2.492 2.138 1.368 0 0 0 4.002 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3.213 1.365 0 0 0 0 5.422 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3.695 0 0 0 0 0.989 1.688 0 0 0 3.627 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2.543 0 0 0 2.160 0.980 0.861 0 0 0 3.455 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 3.502 0 0 0 2.548 0.902 0.985 0 0 0 2.063 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3.691 0 0 0 2.357 0.677 0.523 0 0 0 2.752 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1.925 0 0 0 2.984 0.889 0 0 0 0 4.202 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 2.553 0 0 0 0 2.900 1.288 0 0 0 3.259 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 3.230 0 0 0 1.550 1.679 1.270 0 0 0 2.271 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.546 0 0 0 2.854 2.225 1.138 0 0 0 2.238 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.201 0 0 0 2.709 0.895 1.099 0 0 0 3.096 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.771 0 0 0 1.391 1.074 0 0 0 0 3.763
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.825 0 0 0 0 1.266 6.909 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.197 0 0 0 1.380 1.173 4.249 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.729 0 0 0 1.188 1.786 4.298 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.867 0 0 0 2.418 1.857 3.858
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.756 0 0 0 2.090 6.154



·10−1

ξij = ξji = 1, ∀i, j
vLi = max{vf

i,
vf
iρ

C
i

ρJ
i−ρ

C
i

}, ∀i

vd,Lmin = [25.4, 23.2, 18.6, 20.8, 20.7, 18.8, 24.4, 22.9, 20.4, 18, 20.6, 25.6, 19, 23.4, 19, 22, 18.6, 19.4, 20.7, 24.3]T

vd,Lmax = [76.4, 69.7, 56, 62.4, 62.1, 56.3, 73.3, 68.8, 61.4, 54.1, 61.9, 76.7, 57.1, 70.1, 56.9, 66, 55.9, 58.1, 62, 72.9]T
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Fig. 11: Inter-regional outflow [veh/h]. The inter-regional
outflow quickly assumes steady-state due to the action of
the VAC schemes driving the states at the desired set-points
despite constant user non-adherence. Case-1: blue line. Case-
2: black dotted line.

Table VIII), allowing to demonstrate the framework’s ability
to handle a range of perturbation functions with constant gain
parameters. In analogy with Section VI-C, the VAC schemes
(21), (23), (24), and (26) are employed for regions 1 to 5,
6 to 10, 11 to 15, and 16 to 20, respectively. The procedure
for assessing network stability under uncertainty is outlined

TABLE VII: Gain values employed in Section VI-C

VAC scheme: Gains:
(21) η1,..,5 = [284.3, 277.1, 351.1, 288.1, 206.2]T

c1,..,5 = [6783.1, 4017.3, 2300.4, 2544.2, 2070.1]T

υ1,..,5 = [0.001, 0.001, 0.001, 0.001, 0.001]T

(23) η6,..,10 = [344.4, 318.6, 332.9, 252, 325.6]T

c6,..,10 = [5672.5, 8468.4, 4031.0, 6472.9, 3816.3]T

ϕi(ρi) = 0.001ρ3i , i = 6, .., 10
(24) η11,..,15 = [228.4, 199.2, 172.3, 214.7, 176.5]T

γ11,..,15 = [114.2, 99.6, 86.1, 107.4, 88.3]

c11,..,15 = [3909.4, 6541.1, 4224.1, 3310.7, 9054.5]T

τi = 0.1, i = 11, .., 15
(26) η16,..,20 = [314.3, 265.6, 231.1, 230.1, 214.1]T

c16,..,20 = [2146.2, 5283.6, 4775.0, 6345.3, 5776.1]T

τi = 0.1, κi = 0.2, i = 16, .., 20

below.
Initially, the VAC scheme at each region is tuned only once,

with gain values that satisfy condition (19) of Theorem 1. For
tuning, we use the uncertainty Lipschitz constant, vd,Li ∈ R+.
Specifically, for each region, the uncertainty perturbation func-
tion is assumed to be a polynomial with a maximum flow
value of max{di(ρi)} = 500 [veh/h] (see Fig. 15 for an
example visualization) occurring at a peak density equal to
0.2ρJi . Using this function the worst-case uncertainty Lipschitz
constant is calculated for each region and used for gain
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(a) Node connectivity via directed edges for the 20-region network
employed in Section VI-C.
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(b) Network MFDs produced via the parameters of Table VI.

Fig. 12: 20-region network topology and MFD characteristics.
TABLE VIII: Gain values employed in Section VI-D

VAC scheme: Gains:
(21) η1,..,5 = [284.3, 277.1, 351.1, 288.1, 206.2]T

c1,..,5 = [5426.5, 3213.6, 1840.3, 2035.4, 1656.1]T

υ1,..,5 = [0.001, 0.001, 0.001, 0.001, 0.001]T

(23) η6,..,10 = [344.4, 318.6, 332.9, 252, 325.6]T

c6,..,10 = [4536.7, 6768.9, 3224.3, 5173.7, 3052.6]T

ϕi(ρi) = 0.001ρ3i , i = 6, .., 10
(24) η11,..,15 = [228.4, 199.2, 172.3, 214.7, 176.5]T

γ11,..,15 = [114.2, 99.6, 86.1, 107.4, 88.3]

c11,..,15 = [3126.9, 5236.0, 3378.8, 2648.3, 7243.1]T

τi = 0.1, i = 11, .., 15
(26) η16,..,20 = [314.3, 265.6, 231.1, 230.1, 214.1]T

c16,..,20 = [1717, 4226, 3819.7, 5076.5, 4621.5]T

τi = 0.1, κi = 0.2, i = 16, .., 20

selection. The resulting Lipschitz constant satisfied vd,Li ∈
[54.1, 76.7], see Table VI. In the simulations, the peak of each
uncertainty perturbation function employed, di(ρi), i ∈ N
(max{di(ρi)} ≤ 500 [veh/h], i ∈ N ), corresponds to densities
in (0.2ρJi , 0.3ρ

J
i ). Hence, the randomly selected uncertainty

functions are constrained to Lipschitz constants no larger than
those used in the initial tuning. This tests whether the proposed
VAC framework can stabilize the system under substantial
uncertainty without further gain retuning.

It is noted that in all simulations, the desired density set
points correspond to free-flow conditions. The density set-
points and the parameters of the simulation are given in
Tables V and VI respectively. For presentation compactness,
for each simulation and region, the absolute density deviation
from steady-state, essρi

(t) = |ρi(t)− ρssi |, i ∈ N , is calculated.
The maximum density deviation across all regions at each time
step is then recorded as essρ (t) = maxi∈N {essρi

(t)}. Finally,
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Fig. 13: Blue line: Worst density deviation from ρ∗ across 20
regions, [veh/km]. Red line: Region 7 speed indicating that the
region gets momentarily congested at t = 30 [min], [km/h].

for each time interval, the worst maximum density deviation
across the 200 simulations, essρ,200(t) = max1,..,200{essρ (t)}, is
saved into a new time series. This condenses the results into a
single plot capturing the largest error of all simulations under
the VAC framework.

The series of experiments regarding robustness are pre-
sented next. As depicted in Fig. 16, fast steady-state network
stabilization is observed in the first 30 seconds. At t =
30 [min], the developed VAC framework becomes disengaged
(for 1.5 [min]) and unregulated vehicles enter the network from
regions 1, 3, and 5, at capacity flow rates, making some regions
congested (regions 7, 9, 12 and 15, see Fig. 14b) and resulting
in increased error.

When the VAC framework is re-engaged it reduces vehicle
inflow to congested regions and increases vehicle inflow to
less dense regions. As a result, upon re-engagement, the error
to non-congested regions quickly decreases. In contrast, due
to the increased inflow of vehicles to non-congested regions,
inter-regional flows to connecting congested regions also in-
crease, momentarily worsening congestion levels despite the
reduction of vehicle inflow from outside the network. Thus
the resulting error momentarily increases after it first drops.
Despite this behaviour, in all the conducted simulations the
presented results, as demonstrated in Fig. 16, validate the
ability of the developed VAC design framework to stabilize
the system, even at the presence of significant uncertainty and
control disruptions.

E. Assessing VAC scheme sensitivity to parameter changes

To evaluate the ability of different VAC dynamic schemes to
regulate demand in a stable manner, as well as their sensitivity
to changes in VAC parameters, we conducted 50 simulations
on the 20-region network from Section VI-A using VAC
dynamics with randomly generated parameters that satisfy the
presented stability conditions. The desired operating point for
this series of simulations is given in Table IV. Similar to
the previous sections, the VAC schemes (21), (23), (24), and
(26) are employed for regions 1 to 5, 6 to 10, 11 to 15,
and 16 to 20, respectively. An indicative set of random gain
values employed in one of the simulations, which satisfies the
conditions of Theorem 1, is reported in Table IX. To condense
the results into a single plot, the same method employed in
Section VI-D is used to calculate the worst maximum density
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(a) Logarithmic heatmap density-error response from desired Ta-
ble IV values, [veh/km], showing rapid convergence to zero.
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(b) Vehicle speed heatmap response, [km/h], showing fast recovery
to free-flow nominal operation.
Fig. 14: Heatmaps showing network log density-error,
[veh/km], and vehicle speed, [km/h], evolution. Rapid conver-
gence to the reference operating point is observed, with vehicle
speeds in all regions stabilizing at nominal free-flow values.
A control disruption of 1.5 [min] duration at t = 30 [min]
causes temporary congestion in regions 7, 9, 12 and 15 (see
Fig. 14b), but the VAC scheme quickly restores the system to
the reference set-points demonstrating rapid recovery. During
the disruption event unregulated vehicles enter the network
from regions 1, 3 and 5.

deviation from the desired operating point. Pointedly, for each
simulation the absolute density deviation from the desired
operating point, e∗ρi

(t) = |ρi(t) − ρ∗i |, i ∈ N , is calculated
for each region. Using e∗ρi

, the maximum density deviation
across all regions at each time step is then recorded as
e∗ρ(t) = maxi∈N {e∗ρi

(t)}. Finally, for each time interval, the
worst maximum density deviation across the 50 simulations,
e∗ρ,50(t) = max1,..,50{e∗ρ(t)}, is saved into a new time series.

The results are presented next. At the initial stages of
the simulations (up to t = 30 [min]), fast stabilization to
the desired operating point is demonstrated in all cases, see
Fig. 17. The varying VAC parameters result in different
transient responses for each simulation. At t = 30 [min]
due to the control disruption event the VAC framework is
disengaged from all the regions for 1.5 [min], and unregulated
vehicles enter the network from regions 1, 3 and 5 at capacity
flow rates causing congestion to some regions. Upon re-
engagement of the VAC framework, fast recovery to the
desired operating point is observed. The error to non-congested
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Fig. 15: Worst case total inter-regional flow [veh/h] for region
5, g5(ρ5) (blue line). Estimated inter-regional flow r5f5(ρ5)
(orange line). Unknown uncertainty flow d5(ρ5) (red line).
Corresponding uncertainty Lipschitz constant vd,L5 = 60.294.
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Fig. 16: Worst maximum density deviation from steady-state
across 200 simulations [veh/km]. Vertical lines indicate the
1.5 [min] interval of disengagement of the VAC framework
from all the regions. At this interval unregulated vehicles enter
the network from regions 1, 3 and 5 at capacity flow rates.

regions quickly decreases. Due to the increased inflow of
vehicles to non-congested regions that result to increased inter-
regional flow of vehicles to connecting congested regions,
the error momentarily increases worsening congestion levels
despite the minimization of vehicle inflow from outside the
network due to the VAC frameworks employed at congested
regions. Thus resulting to the error increasing after it first
drops. Despite this behaviour, in all the conducted simulations
the presented results, as demonstrated in Fig. 17, validate the
ability of the developed VAC design framework to stabilize
the system, even at the presence of significant uncertainty and
control disruptions. All simulations produced stable outcomes
as expected. These results indicate that the proposed VAC
framework can effectively regulate vehicular flow, provided
that the stability criterion is satisfied.

In conclusion, the simulation results clearly demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed VAC strategies and the validity of
the results presented in Section IV in the presence of modelling
uncertainty, control disruptions and even constant user non-
adherence to VAC commands.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This work considered a broad class of decentralized vehic-
ular admission control schemes (VAC) described by general
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TABLE IX: Random gain values (these gains satisfy Theo-
rem 1) employed in one of the simulations in Section VI-E

VAC scheme: Gains:
(21) η1,..,5 = [505.7, 338.6, 445.6, 271.9, 422.2]T

c1,..,5 = [6570, 4731, 4256, 5461, 10452]T

υ1,..,5 = [0.0017, 0.0016, 0.0017, 0.0015, 0.0017]T

(23) η6,..,10 = [548.4, 321.4, 563.9, 607.3, 538.3]T

c6,..,10 = [11336, 11791, 13569, 9825, 18960]T

ϱ6,..,10 = [0.0013, 0.0014, 0.0018, 0.0016, 0.0016]T

ϕi(ρi) = ϱiρ
3
i , i = 6, .., 10

(24) η11,..,15 = [247.7, 259.9, 406.5, 304, 218.2]T

γ11,..,15 = [123.9, 129.9, 203.3, 152, 109.1]

c11,..,15 = [9360, 6057, 7682, 9885, 9264]T

τ11,..,15 = [0.0925, 0.0892, 0.0785, 0.0577, 0.0285]T

(26) η16,..,20 = [512.1, 625.6, 288.6, 378.3, 349.1]T

c16,..,20 = [10162, 16442, 7501, 8023, 8248]T

τ16,..,20 = [0.0524, 0.0509, 0.0958, 0.0802, 0.0378]T

κ16,..,20 = [0.0957, 0.1938, 0.0504, 0.1512, 0.1034]T
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Fig. 17: Worst maximum density deviation from desired
operating point of Table IV across 50 simulations [veh/km].
Vertical lines indicate the 1.5 [min] interval of disengagement
of the VAC framework from all the regions. At this interval
unregulated vehicles enter the network from regions 1, 3 and
5 at capacity flow rates.

nonlinear dynamics and examined the stability properties
of their feedback connection with large-scale, heterogeneous
regional, traffic networks described by uncertain, nonlinear,
concave macroscopic fundamental diagrams. Passivity the-
ory was employed and scalable, locally verifiable conditions
on the VAC dynamics were developed, that enable stability
guarantees at the presence of modelling uncertainty. Suitable
examples of VAC dynamics that demonstrate the applicability
of the proposed conditions were presented. These conditions
provide a flexible framework for the design of VAC schemes,
enabling heterogeneous VAC dynamics in each region, and
thus complementing different demand operational objectives,
and network infrastructure. The developed analytic results
were validated with numerical simulations on a 6-region
system demonstrating the effectiveness and applicability of the
presented VAC framework.

A plethora of important directions for future work exist
including, the incorporation of sensor noise into the model,
and to validate the presented results using a dedicated traffic
simulation software. Moreover, since the developed framework
does not currently account for external demand, another inter-

esting direction is to investigate dynamic demand scenarios
and explore how VAC designs may adapt to accumulating
demand at the boundary. Furthermore, future research could
incorporate state-dependent, dynamically varying outflow split
functions to enable more realistic modelling of route choice
dynamics. Finally, future work will extend the proposed frame-
work to incorporate dynamic uncertainty functions.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

To prove Lemma 1 it suffices to show that for each i ∈ N ,
the new VAC dynamics (16), are locally input strictly passive
about their equilibrium values (x∗ρi

,−ρ∗i , z∗i ).

Proof. To show local input strict passivity, the following
storage function is employed

Vi(xρi
, zi) = Ṽi(xρi

) +
υi
2
(zi − z∗i )

2 (34)

where Ṽi(xρi) is a storage function associated with (16a)-
(16b), according to Assumption 4, i.e. for a constant input
−ρ∗i and steady state value x∗ρi

of the (16a)-(16b) dynamics,
Ṽi(xρi

) satisfies (14) and (15). Hence,

Vi(xρi
, zi) > 0 in R\{x∗ρi

} × R\{z∗i }, (35a)

Vi(x
∗
ρi
, z∗i ) = 0. (35b)

Employing (14b), (15), and (16c) the derivative of (34) yields

V̇i =
˙̃Vi + υi(zi − z∗i )żi (36a)

≤(ũi − ũ∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))− ηi(ρi − ρ∗i )
2

+ (zi − z∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ̃i)) (36b)

Since the density equilibrium ρ∗i satisfies (17), ρ∗i = ρ̃i, and
(36b) yields

V̇i ≤(ũi − ũ∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))− ηi(ρi − ρ∗i )
2

+ (zi − z∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ̃i)) + (ui − u∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))
− (ui − u∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i )) (37)

Employing (16d) and via u∗i = ũ∗i + z∗i , (37) yields

V̇i ≤(ũi − ũ∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))− ηi(ρi − ρ∗i )
2

+ (zi − z∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ̃i)) + (ui − u∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))
− (ũi + zi − ũ∗i − z∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i )) (38a)

V̇i ≤(ui − u∗i )(−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))− ηi(ρi − ρ∗i )
2 (38b)

Hence, the new VAC dynamics formed by an integrator and
(16a)-(16b) in the configuration given by (16) are locally input
strictly passive about their equilibrium values (x∗ρi

,−ρi, z∗i ).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

This appendix provides the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. Assumption 3 is employed to define a Lyapunov func-
tion for the feedback interconnection between Traffic Model 1,
and the control dynamics (10).



16

Consider the following Lyapunov candidate V : R
∑|N|

1 ni ×
R|N | → R+ for the overall feedback interconnection

V (xρ(t),ρ(t)) =
∑
i∈N

(Li

2
(ρi(t)− ρ∗i )

2 + Vi(xρi(t))
)
. (39)

Onwards, time dependence is dropped for compactness. Next
we consider solutions to Traffic Model 1, (10) within M̄;
an open subset that contains the equilibrium point, of the
connected compact set M ⊂ R

∑|N|
1 ni × R|N |, given by

M = {xρ,ρ : V ≤ ϵ, xρi
∈ Xi ∩ X̂i,−ρi ∈ Ui, ∀i ∈ N}.

(40)

Note, that a suitable selection of ϵ, can ensure that ρi ∈ [0, ρJi ].
The reader is reminded that X̂i is the region of attraction of
x∗ρi

, Xi is an open neighbourhood of x∗ρi
, and Ui is an open

neighbourhood of −ρ∗i .
Next we show that M is invariant. Employing Assumption 3

the following holds

V (xρ,ρ) > 0 in R
∑|N|

1 ni × R|N |\{x∗
ρ,ρ

∗}, (41a)

V (x∗
ρ,ρ

∗) = 0. (41b)

Employing (9), and invoking Assumption 3 the derivative of
(39) is given by

V̇ ≤
∑
i∈N

(ρi − ρ∗i )
(
− rifi(ρi)− di(ρi)

+
∑
j∈Pi

wji(rjfj(ρj) + dj(ρj)) + ui

)
+ (−ρi − (−ρ∗i ))(ui − u∗i )− θi(−ρi − (−ρ∗i )). (42)

At equilibrium ρ̇i = 0 and (13a) takes the following form∑
j∈Pi

wji(rjfj(ρ
∗
j ) + dj(ρ

∗
j )) + u∗i − rifi(ρ

∗
i )− di(ρ

∗
i ) = 0.

(43)
Subtracting (43) from (42) and employing (15) yields

V̇ ≤
∑
i∈N

(ρi − ρ∗i )
(
− ri (fi(ρi)− fi(ρ

∗
i ))

− (di(ρi)− di(ρ
∗
i )) +

∑
j∈Pi

wji

(
rj
(
fj(ρj)− fj(ρ

∗
j )
)

+
(
dj(ρj)− dj(ρ

∗
j )
) )

+ ui − u∗i

)
− (ρi − ρ∗i )(ui − u∗i )− ηi(ρi − ρ∗i )

2. (44)

Since both fi(ρi) and di(ρi) satisfy the Lipschitz condition,
with Lipschitz constants vLi , v

d,L
i (see Assumptions 1, 2), (44)

yields

V̇ (t) ≤
∑
i∈N

(
riv

L
i (ρi − ρ∗i )

2 + vd,Li (ρi − ρ∗i )
2

+
∑
j∈Pi

wji(rjv
L
j + vd,Lj )|ρi − ρ∗i ||ρj − ρ∗j |

− ηi(ρi − ρ∗i )
2
)
. (45)

Employing (20) and the following perfect squares identity

βxy =βx2/(2ξ) + ξβy2/2−
(
x
√
β/(2ξ)− y

√
ξβ/2

)2
,

with the constant ξ ∈ R+, yields

V̇ ≤
∑
i∈N

(
− (ηi − vd,Li − riv

L
i )(ρi − ρ∗i )

2

+
∑
j∈Pi

( aji
2ξji

(ρi − ρ∗i )
2 +

ξjiaji
2

(ρj − ρ∗j )
2

−

(
(ρi − ρ∗i )

√
aji
2ξji

− (ρj − ρ∗j )

√
ξjiaji
2

)2 ))
. (46)

Additional manipulations result to

V̇ ≤−
∑
i∈N

(
ηi −

(
vd,Li + riv

L
i +

∑
j∈Pi

aji
2ξji

+
∑
j∈Si

ξijaij
2

))
(ρi − ρ∗i )

2. (47)

If (19) holds then (47) is negative definite in M\{x∗
ρ,ρ

∗}
and zero at xρ = x∗

ρ, ρ = ρ∗, i.e.

V̇ ≤ −
∑
i∈N

ζi(ρi − ρ∗i )
2 < 0 in M\ {x∗

ρ,ρ
∗}, (48a)

ζi = ηi −
(
vd,Li + riv

L
i +

∑
j∈Pi

aji
2ξji

+
∑
j∈Si

ξijaij
2

)
. (48b)

Equation (48a) and Assumption 3 imply that for sufficiently
small ϵ, V has a strict local minimum at (x∗

ρ,ρ
∗) and

moreover (48a) implies that M is invariant, i.e., in this
neighbourhood, V is non-increasing on each state. Hence,
by Lasalle’s Invariance Principle it is guaranteed that on M,
all solutions of the feedback interconnection between Traffic
Model 1, and (10) that start on (xρ(0),ρ(0)) ∈ M̄, converge
to the largest invariant set, Λ ⊂ M, where

Λ = M∩
{
(xρ,ρ) ∈ M : V̇ = 0

}
. (49)

At any point in Λ, V̇ = 0, then by (48a), ρ = ρ∗ and this
implies that V̇i ≤ 0 (see (14b)). Since V̇i ≤ 0, ∀i ∈ N and
V̇ = 0, then each V̇i = 0. Hence at equilibrium, ρ = ρ∗

is the corresponding constant input to the control dynamics
(10) that consecutively describe the input u. Moreover, by
the definitions associated with (11), when ρ = ρ∗ then
xρ → x∗

ρ since x∗
ρ is locally asymptotically stable which

by Assumption 3 corresponds to a strict local minimum of
Vi. Hence, within Λ, xρ = x∗

ρ and by Lasalle’s Invariance
principle all solutions of the feedback interconnection between
Traffic Model 1, and the control dynamics (10) with initial
conditions (xρ(0),ρ(0)) ∈ M̄ ⊂ M, converge to the largest
invariant set of equilibrium points within M.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 2

This appendix provides the proof of Lemma 2.

Proof. The condition γci < βc
i /Ki in (31) implies that the L2-

gain from (ρi−ρ∗i ) to (pci (ρi)−pci (ρ∗i )) is less than βc
i /Ki for

any equilibrium (ρ∗i , p
c
i (ρ

∗
i )). Hence, since (33) has an L2-gain

of Ki, it follows that the L2 gain from (ρi−ρ∗i ) to (u1,i−u∗1,i)
is less than βc

i for any feasible equilibrium pair (ρ∗i , u
∗
1,i). This

allows to show that the system from −ρi to ui is input strictly
passive about any equilibrium by directly applying [46, Prop.
1].
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