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Summary of Safety Evaluation in Highway Design Stage

CHEN Tao'. WEI Lang', WU Hua-jin’s ZHANG Wei'. YUAN Wangfang'

(1. Key Laboratory of Ministry of Comm unications for Automotive T ransportation Safety T echnology. Chang an

University, Xian 710064, China 2. Yunnan Transport Consultants Ltd. Kunming 650031, China)

Abstract: In design stage, by safety evaluation, the designer can find the problems of design so that
the traffic accidents can be reduced and the traffic efficiency can be promoted Four research directions in
highw ay safety evaluation which include evaluation methods based on operating speed, vehicle stability,
road geometry, and driver s index are introduced Some research focuses in highway safety evaluation are

presenteds and the future trends are also forecasted

Key words: traffic engineering; highway design scheme; safety evaluation; operating speed



