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Fig 1 The first-level index system for the

evaluation of traffic signs of expressway interchanges
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Fig 3 The second and third-level
evaluation index system under the layout
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Fig 4 The second and third-level evaluation index
system under the structure
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Fig 2 The second and third level evaluation index

system under the page
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Table 1 Scoring standards for traffic signs of
expressway interchanges
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Table 3 Case analysis and evaluation results
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Study on Evaluation of Traffic Signs for Expressway Interchange

XU Qiangian
(School of Traffic Engineering, Anhui Sanlian University, Hefei Anhui 230601, China)

Abstract : The integrity and effectiveness of traffic signs of Expressway Interchange directly affect the safety and comfort of traffic
operation. This paper uses AHP and comprehensive fuzzy evaluation method to evaluate the effectiveness of expressway inter-
change traffic signs, mainly from the page, Page and structure of interchange traffic signs to establish the evaluation index sys-
tem, and to evaluate the effectiveness of Expressway Interchange traffic signs quantitatively. Finally, the feasibility and practica-
bility of the traffic sign evaluation model of expressway interchange are verified by case analysis.

Keywords : highway; interchange; traffic sign; evaluation system; analytic hierarchy process
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