Research Question

How do varying levels of Pick-Up/Drop-Off (PUDO) activity impact the curb and
adjacent traffic flow? Can these effects be investigated through microscopic
simulation?
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(a) Initial Curb Configuration
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Findings and Conclusions
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Flow Scenario

Analysis of simulation results indicates potential benefits from
introducing curb management strategies.

Figure 2: Percentage of Parking Requests Declined for All Configurations and Scenarios Should future transportation trends lead to an increase in the share
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