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METHODICAL APPROACH TO FEASIBILITY STUDY  

OF TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT PROJECTS IN URBAN AREAS 

 
Abstract. In Ukraine the procedure of feasibility study of traffic management project has 

not been established regulatory. This fact proves absence of serious system scientific research in 
the field of substantiation of project decisions on urban traffic management. A general methodo-
logical approach to the feasibility study of projects of traffic management in cities is offered on 
the basis of the systematization of the results of existing research in the field of feasibility study of 
the efficiency of traffic management steps taking into account domestic and international experi-
ence in project development of traffic management in urban areas. With this approach the choice 
of the best project of traffic organization is built on an exact mathematical basis and the experi-
ence and intuition of the designer are used at the level of estimation of the possibility to eliminate 
the reasons of losses in traffic in the design object by concrete measures. In this article a common 
methodological approach to the feasibility study of projects of traffic management in cities is of-
fered. This approach lays the foundation of forming the tools to substantiate project decisions in 
the field of traffic management in the form of appropriate methods and methodologies and, thus, 
favours solving traffic problems in urban areas. 

 
Key words: traffic management, losses in traffic, efficiency of the project. 
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 [4, 7]: 

–  2 –  K  > 0,9· ; 

–  3 –  0,1·  < K  < 0,9· ; 

–  4 –  K  < 0,1· . 
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