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= In the lower level, the DWC Plan will affect user route Objective Function Budget Budget Scenario TSTT TSEC of $2 Yale electricity cost of 25 cents oer unit.
choice behavior where each user will choose thelr TSTT $3.2 million Base 374,347.091%* 83,313.720
most efficient path as measured by the normalized TSEC $3.2 million Base 376,563.410 82,785.450* m Future avenues of research include analysis of
sum of travel time and energy consumption. The net- ISTT $2.4 million 0.75xBase 374,361.600% 83,329.670 DWC network in a mixed environment of conven-
work will ultimately reach equilibrium where one indi- ISEC $2.4 million 0.75xBase 376,542.710 82,790.430% tional vehicles and BEVs; consideration of power
vidual cannot improve their travel time by unilaterally [STT $4 million 122 XEase 374,247.054% 83,304.715 availability from neighborhood electric grids; and in-
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prefer one route to another. ISBEC b4 million it 376,537.147 82,787.452 duced demand because of DWC implementation.

Table 1. Budget Sensitivity Analysis



