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MEAETHTEZ EKOEZHX

O1 Baoikoi peAetnTég Tou Oikou A.L.A. Planning Partnership tmou €toipacav Tnv mapouca MeAETn
eival o1 akéAoubor:

o Avva Kapapovtavn — MNMoAimikog Mnxavikog, NoAeodduog

o AOUKAG ZwdIATNG — ZUYKOIVWVIOAOYOG

o XpioTog NkapTlovikag — MoAiITikdég Mnxavikdg, ZuyKoIvwVIOASYog
H trapouca peAéTn atroteAei Tveupatikl 1BlokTnoia tng Etaipeiag A.L.A. Planning Partnership
Consultancy L.L.C. yia Tn pyovadikr xpAon Tou €pyodoTn. MNa otroiadnmoTe Xprion Tng MeA€Tng, o

epyoddtng Ba Tnv TTPORAAAEl OTO OUVOAO TNG KaI XWPIG TTapatroIfoelg Kal Ba TTepIAaupavel Ta
OIAKPITIKA TWV ZUPPBOUAWY MeAeTNTWV.
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NepiAnwn ota EAANVIKG

H mapouoa peAETN avalUel TIC KUKAOPOPIOKES ETTITITWOEIG YIA TNV QVEYEPOT YPOPEIAKNG KAl EUTTOPIKAG
avaTmtuéng otn Aegueod Kal BpiokeTal vTOg Twy opiwv Tou Afuou Méaa leimrovidg. H TrpoTteivouevn
avaTTtuén PpiokeTal ota PopeloavatoAlkd Tou aoTIKoU Kévipou Tng Aeuecou ota voTmia tou A1
AuTokivnTodpouou Aguecol — Asukwaiag Kal yeIrviddel pe mn Acewe@. Z11. Kutrpiavou. Ta tepdyxia Tpog
avaTtrTuén eival Ta TEPAxIa e apiBuo 615 kal 616 Tou ®. 2x.: 54/510101,102 kai 54/510103, 104 . H
TTEPIOXT) TTEPILETPIKA TOU XWPOU aVATITUENG Eival APKETA avaTTTUYPEVN KAl TTEPIACUBAVEI OIKIOTIKEG KAl
EMTTOPIKEG aVaTITUEEIG. ZUYKEKPIYEVA, N TTEPIOX OUTIKA TNG avatrtuéng TrepIAapBavel dnuoTiko
OXOAgio Kal oTa avaToAIKd TrepIAapBaveTal To Peydho utrepkaTdoTnua “Jumbo”, kabwg kal éva apiBud
EMTTOPIKWYV XPOEwWV KATa Prkog TG Ay. ABavaaciou TTou atroTeAE euTTopIKG dgova. O XWwpog Tng
avamTuéng o€ UuTTORaBpPO XWPOMETPIKOU oOXediou @aivetalr oTo ouvnuuévo Xxédio 1.1. Ta
apxITekToviké oxédia TnG TTpoTeivouevng avamTugng mepihapBdvovtal oto MapdpTnua A.

MeTd ammd ouvevvonaon pe 10 apuddio Tunua Anpociwv Epywv (TAE) kaBopioTnkav o1 BE0€Ig Twv
KUKAOQOPIOKWY PETPHOEWV (OTPEPOUCES KIVAOEIG) KAl OpioTNKE OTTWG 01 KUKAOPOPIAKES UETPAOEIG
TpaydaToTroinBouv katd Tig TrepIddoug 07:00-08:30, 12:30-14:00 kai 17:00—18:30 piag KabnuepIvig
nuépag (PeBpoudipiog 2023). O KUKAOPOPIAKESG UETPAOEIS VIO OTPEPOUTESG KIVIOEIS KAl YIO TOV
KUKAOQOPIaKO @OpTO TNG TTPOCBacng TTPOg TNV avaTITUEN, TTOU TTPAYHATOTTOINBNKAY oTa TTAdicla TNG
TTapoucag MeAETNG, €yivav OTIG akOAouBeg £€1 (6) 0dIKEG CUUBOAELG:

1. Ay. ABavaaoiou / A1 AutokivnTodpouog Agpeool (KUKAIKOG KouBog)

2. Ay. ABavaaiou / latreTou (PwToeAeyxOuevn ZupuBoAn)

3. Ay. ABavaaiou / A. KapidAou (PwToeAeyxouevn ZupBoAn)

4, Ay. ABavaaiou / Z11. Kutrpiavou (PwToeAeyxouevn ZupuBoAn)

5. Ay. ABavaaiou / KoAwvakiou / T'p. Alyevr) / T'. NeoguTou (PwToeAeyxopevn ZUPBoAR)

6. 1. Kutrpiavou / I'. Neo@uTou (PwToeAeyxopevn ZuuBoAn)
O1 Béoeig Twv PETPOEWY TTAPOUCIAZoVTal OTO CUVNUUEVO ZXEDI0 2.1.
To TAE CATnoe€ 1Tiong TNV dIe§aywyn HETPACEWY KUKAOPOPIOKWY OUPWY, POWYV KOPECHOU (saturation
flows) ka1 BaBuwyv Kopeopou (degree of saturation) oTIG O TTAVW 0OIKEG CUUPOAEG, £TO1I WOTE va
pTTOpEi va die€axBei o €Aeyxog, n BaBuovounon kai n emkUpwon (validation) Twv perpiocwv. Ta
ATTOTEAECUATA QUTWY TwV PETPACEWY TTapoucidlovTtal ota Mapaptipara B, C kai D, avTioToixa.
H Tapouca MeAETn €xel diepeuvnoel OAA Ta OXETIKG BEPATA KUKAOPOPIOG Kal JETA aTTO CUP@QWVIa TTOU
€yive pe 70 TAE, n KUpia MeAETN Kal 01 OXETIKEG avaAuoelg TTapouaidlovTtal aTtnv AyyAIKR YAwooa Je

MIO OUVOTTTIKH TTEPIANWN TWV KUPIWV CUUTTEPACUATWY oTnV EAANVIKA YAwooa.

Ta kUpIa CUPTTEPACUATA Kal oI TTPOTACEIG TNG MeAETNG yia auTr) TRV avdaTiTuén TrapouaiddovTal
OUVOTITIKG TTIO KATW.

ATTO Tn PEAETN TwV OXEDIWV TNG avATITUENG TTPOEKUWAV Ta akOAouba:

e To pekTd €UBAdOV TNG YPAPEIOKAG XPAONG Eival TTEPITTOU 6,245m? Kal TO PEIKTO eUPaddvV Tng
EUTTOPIKAG XProng eival 545m?.

o Havamrtuén 6a diabétel cuvoAika 156 xwpoug oTaBueUoNG, K TwV oTToiwy 11 Xwpol oTabusuong
Ba eival dlaBéaiyol yia ApeA.
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o H mpoteivouevn avamTtugn Ba diabétel dUo KUpla onueia oxnNUaTIKAG TTpdoRaong Tpog/amd To
XWPO TNG avdamTuéng, TTou odnyolv OTOUG XWPOUG OTABHEUONG. ZUYKEKPIMEVA, N TTPWTN
oxnuatiky TpdéoBacn PBpiokeTal ota avaToAlKd TNG AVATITUENG, OTTOU ETTITPETTOVTAI OAEG Ol
KIvAioelg. H deuTtepn oxnuatikA TpodcBaacn PpioKeTal oTa vOTIA TNG AvaTITUENG, OTTOU ETTITPETTOVTAI
OAeg o1 Kivioelg. Ta onueia TTpdoBaong mapoucidlovral oto MapdpTnua A.

2e TIPWTN @Aaon, ¢nmibnke n PBabuovounon kai €mkUpwon (validation) Twv QWTOEAEYXOUEVWV
OUMBoAwWV, woTe va PeATiwBel n akpifela Twv KUKAOQOPIGKWY WovTéAwv. To oTddio autd
mepIAapBaver TN olykpion Twv TTPORAEWEWY TOU HOVTEAOU HE TNV TIPAYMOTIKA TTAPATNPOUMEVN
KUKAOQOPIOK oUpTTEPIPOPA. 'ETOI, O pOEC KOPEOUOU TTou TTpoékuwav pe BAon Tn TTPAYMOTIKA
TTAPATNPEOUNEVN KUKAOQOPIAKK) CUUTTEPIPOPA CUYKPIONKAV YE TIG TINEG TTOU TTPOKUTITOUV PE XPRON TNG
eCiowang RR67. O1 TEAIKEG TIHEG TwWV POWV KOPECHOU uTToAoyioTnKav Kal cupgwvhBnkav ue 1o TAE
TPIV Ao TNV  €KTiPNON E€mMTTWoEwY Kal Tmapoucidlovial oto Mapdptnua F. EmmAéov,
uttoAoyioBnkav o1 TIpég DoS kal UGT pe BAon TNV TTApATNPOUHEVH KUKAOQOPIAKH CUUTTEPIPOPT, WOTE
va OUYKPIBOUV UE TIG TINEG TTOU TTPOKUTITOUV ATTO TA KUKAOQOPIaKA povTéAa. OTTwg cup@wvhnonke Kal
pe T0 TAE 0Oedopévng Tng SuoKoAiag OUAAOYAG QVTITTPOCWITEUTIKOU apIBPoU HETPOEWY Yia
OTPEPOUCEG KIVAOEIG, N OUYKPION CUYKEVTPWONKE OTIC PN OTPEPOUCES KIVAOEIS. Emmmpoobera,
OUMOWVNABONKE WG KPITAPIO aTTOdOXAS TNG £TMIKUPpWONG diapopd +/-15% peTagU Twv TTPAYHATIKWV
METPACEWY KAl TWV PETPACEWY TTOU TTPOKUTITOUV ATTO Ta KUKAOQOPIOKA UOVTEAQ. 2€ TTEPITITWOEIG,
O1Tou auTd dev ATAV EQIKTO, TTAPEXOVTAl OXOAIa yia €voeign Tuxov nTnudtwyv (T1.X. TTEPIOPICHOI
o0edopévwy). Ta armoteAéopaTa TnG ouykpiong TrepidauBdvovral oto Mapdptnpa H otou 1O
amoteAéopaTta  Ocixvouv  OTI €MTEUXONKE N E€MKUPWON TWV QWTOEAEYXOUEVWY  GUNBOAWYV
dlac@aAifovtag TNV akpifeia Twv JOVTEAWY KUKAOQOPIAG.

H a&loAéynon 1rou €yive, BacioTnKe o€ KUKAOQOPIOKES PETPAOEIG TTOU €yIvav OTO TOTTIKO 081Ké SiKTUO
Kal Tn perpnBeica yéveon KukAogopiag Tng TPOTEIVOPEVNG avAaTITugnG, AapBdvovrtag uttoywn
TTapauéTpoug Bacel utrodeifewv Tou TAE. Tia tnv mpwivr Trepiodo aixung (07:00 — 08:00) uiag
KaBNUePIVAG PEPOG, TTPOEKUYE YEVEDN KUKAopopiag duo kateuBuvoewv 137 Movadwv EmBaTikwy
AutokiviTwy (MEA) — 124 aogigeig kai 13 avaxwpnoelg. MNa v yeonuBpivh mepiodo aixung (12:00 —
13:00) piag KabnuepIVAG HEPAG, TTPOEKUYE yEVEDN KUkKAo@opiag dUo kateuBuvoewv 83 MEA — 44
agiceig kar 39 avaxwpenoeig. Na v amoysupativr] mepiodo aixpnig (17:00 — 18:00) piag kabnuepivig
MépOG, TTPOEKUWE YEVEON KukKAogopiag Ouo karteuBuvoewv 147 MEA — 23 agiteic kai 124
avaxwpnoeig. Emmpdéobera, éva oevapio avdAuong euaioBnaiag éxel An@Oei uttdwn yia TN JEANOVTIK)
XPOoVvId, To oTToio TTEPIAaUBAvEl TIC TTAPAdOXEG YEVEONS KUKAOPOpIag OTTwG opioTnkav atd 1o TAE,
o6tTou TTpokUTITouV 204 MEA (187 agigeig kal 17 avaxwphoeig) yia TV TTpwivh TTEpiodo aixunig, 65
MEA (33 agigeig kal 32 avaxwphoeig) yia Tn peonuppivr) mepiodo aixung kai 212 MEA (20 agiteig kai
192 avaxwpnoeIg) yia TNV atroyeupaTivr) Tepiodo aixunG. H yéveon YETAKIVAOEWY TTAPOUCIAZeTal GTO
Mapdptnua G. Ettiong, 0 BaBuog KopeapoU Tou XwpPou OTABUEUONG TNG TTPOTEIVOUEVNG AVATTTUENG
AauBdvovtag uttéywn 10 OUVOAO TwV TTAPEXOUEVWY BEoewv OTABUEUONG, utToAoyioTnke oe 237
oxAMaTta TTou avTioToIxEl o€ TepiTTou 151%. TN MeAETn auTr TTpOTEiVOVTAl OTN OUVEXEIA KATTOIO
MéTpa OTTwg EdIka Zxédia Metakivnong kal Zxédia Alaxeipiong tng Z1d6peguong tng avamTuéng.
2UYKEKPIPEVA, OTTWG TTPOTEIVETAI OTO OevAPIO TO OTToio AauBdvel utTdWn KivnTpa Kal PETPA TToU
ATTOOKOTTIOUV O¢ augnuévn Xpnon BIWoiung KIvNTIKOTATAG KAl avoAUETal TTAPAKATW, O BaBudg
KOpEOUOU TnNG oTaBueUoNG pelwveTal aTto 92%.

MNa ta oevdpia, YeTd atrd ouvevvonon Pe Toug apuddious @opeic €xouv AneBei uTTown Ta akdAouba
00IKA dikTua TaUTOXpova pE Ta oevapla évapéng AeIToupyiag TG avAaTITugnG: a) KOTAOKEUR TOU
KUKAIKOU KOuBou Z11. Kutrpiavou / Ay. ABavagiou 1o oTroio TrpowBeital atrd 1o Turua MoAcodopiag
kar Oiknoewg, B) Kataokeur] Tou KUKAIKOU kopBou Zm. Kutrpiavou / . NeoguTtou o oTtroiog Ba
TpowBOnBei oTa TTACicIa piag yeirovikig avattuéng (Mall of Limassol). O avaBaBpiosig Twv odIkwv
OIKTUWV TTapouacialovtal oto MapdpTnua E. ETiTpdaBeTa £xel oulnTnOei pe Toug apuddioug QpopEig
va An@Bei uTTdYWN n yéveon KUKAOQOPIOG TPIWV YEITOVIKWY avatTuéewy. O1 avatTuéeig apopolv a)
TNV PEIKT avamrTugn «Silicon», n omoia xwpoBeTeital vOTIOOUTIKA TOU KUKAIKOU KOPBou AIVOTTETPOG
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Kal TTePIAaUBAVEI OIKIOTIKN KOl YPOQEIOKN XPAoN, B) EUTTOPIKG KEVTPO AIVOTIETPAG TTOU XWPEOoBETEITAl
oTa BopeloavaToAIKd Tou KUKAIKOU KOUBou AIVvOTTETpAg Kal y) eUTTopIkO KEVTpo “Mall of Limassol” otn
Méoa leirovid mou xwpoBeteital ota Bopeia Tng Zm. Kutrpiavou. OAeg o1 yeITOVIKEG avaTTTUEEIG
avapéveTal va avatrtuxBoulv péxpl To oevdpio Evapéng Acitoupyiag (2026).

H emmitrtwon a1mé 1 yéveon KukAo@opiag oT1o ToTmKoO 0dikéd SikTuo agioAoynobnke yia duo oevdpia, éva
yia TNV Xpovid évapgng Asitoupyiag Tng avdamTuéng mmou Ba eival To 2026 kal £va yia Tn «JEANOVTIK
Xpovid» TTou Ba gival To 2036. ETirpdoBeTa, éva oevapio avaAuong euaioBbnoiag £xel An@Bei utdwn
yia TN HEAAOVTIKA Xpovid, To OTroio TTePIAAUPBAvEl TIG TTAPAdOXEG YEvEONG KUKAO®OpPIag OTTwG
opiotTnkav atd 10 TAE. H eTmiTrTwon Tng KukAogopiag Tng avatrtuéng utrodeixbnke eAEyxovtag Tn
XWPNTIKOTNTA OTIG 00IKEG OUMPBOAEG TNG TTEPIOXAG MEAETNG. O1 éAeyxol XwpnTIKOTATAG TWV KOPBWV
oTtnv Trepioxr mapoucidlovtal oto MapdpTnua H.

ZUpowva e TIG avaAuoelig Tou MapaptAparog H, katd tnv ugioTtdpevn katdotacn 2023 dev
TTAPATNPEITAI TNPAVTIKI) KUKAOQOPIAKK CUP@OPNON OTO TOTTIKO OIKTUO €KTOG aTTO TOV KUKAIKO KOUBO
Ay. ABavaciou / A1 AutokivnTédpouog Aepecol oe OAeg TIG TTeEPIOdOUG aixung. Emmmpdobera,
OpIoHEVO OKEAN Twv QWToeAEyXOueEVwWY oOupfoAwyv Ay. ABavaciou / lametol (Tpwivhy Kal
armroyeupaTivl epiodo aixung) kar Ay. ABavaciou / A. Kapidhou (TTpwivr] TTepiodo aixung) eivai
KUKAOQOPIOKA QOpPTIOUEVA.

2710 oevaplo 2026 ‘Xwpig TNV AVATITUEN’ €KTOG aTTO TN KUKAOQOPIOKK CUPQOPNOCN TTOU TTAPATNEEITAI
OTOV KUKAIKO KOPBo Ay. ABavaaiou / A1 AutokivnTOdpouog AeeaoU, ol KUKAOQPOPIAKEG OUVOAKEG OTIG
PWTOEAEYXOMEVEG OCUUPBOAEG BEATILOVOVTAI WG OTTOTEAETHA TNG BEATIOTOTTOINONG TNG ONUATOdATNONG.
210 ogvapio 2026 ‘Me tnv AvATITUEN’ oI KUKAOQOPIOKEG OUVBNRKEG dev evieivovTal 1IBIAITEPA OTIG
KpiolueG oUPBOAEG TOU TOTTIKOU 08IKOU SIKTUOU.

MNa ta oevapia 2036 ‘Xwpig TNV Avattuén’ kail ‘Me Tnv AvaTtuén’, Béuata TTapaTnpouvTal 0TO KUKAIKO
kOupo Ay. ABavagiou / A1 AuTOKIVNTOOPOUOG AEUECOU, HEYAAEG OUPEC. 2T QWTOEAEYXOUEVN
oupBoAl Ay. ABavaciou / latreTou opiouéva KUKAOQOpIaKA Bféuata Trapatnpouvtal Katd Tnv
ATTOYEUUATIVA TTEPIODO aIXHNG OAAG 01 BaBuoi KopeoHOU gival o€ aTTOdEKTA ETTITTEDA.

MNa v ammdupAuvon Twv ava@epOPEVWY KUKAOPOPIOKWY OUVONKWY OTO OEVAPIO TNG «UEAAOVTIKAG»
Xpoviag 1o 2036, £xe1 dnuioupynBei n EmAoyn 2, ye KivnTpa Kai JETPA TTOU ATTOCKOTTOUV O€ auEnuévn
XPAon Biooiung KivaTiKOTNTOG KAl TTpowlnon péowv PadiKAg UETa@opds. Ta atroTeAéopaTa Tng
avaAuONG PE EVOWNATWON TwY PHETPWYV TTOU TTpoTEivovTal JEoW TNG ETTIAOYNG 2, 0dnyouv o€ BeATiwon
TWV KUKAOQOPIOKWYV uvONKWY 0To 001KO SikTuo. AgiCel va onueiwdei 6T To oevdapio BILaiung aoTIKAG
KivnTIKOTATAG, OTTWwG €Xel dnuioupynBei pe Tnv EmmAoyr 2, TTpowOei PETAKIVAOEIG QIAIKEG OTO
TTEPIBAAAOV.

1. 2x€010 MeTakiviioewv: To Zx€010 METOKIVIOEWY Eival O TTUPAVAG TWV TTPOTEIVOUEVWY HETPWV
METPIAOHOU yia ammduBAuVon Twv KUKAOQOPIOKWY CUVONKWY Kal Ba TpéTTel va TrepIAapBAvel
OaQEig OTOXOUG Kal KivRTpa w¢ ETTITTAEOV PETPA TTPOWONONG HECWV PAdIKAG METAPOPAG. Na
TTapadelyPa ol pyaléuevol, he o€Ipd, YTTOPOUV VA XPNOIUOTTOIOUV TOUG XWPOUG oTABuEUONG
MOvo yia 3 €BOouddeg yia KABe 4 eBOOUAdEC €K TTEPITPOTING, £TC1 WOTE Ol EpyalOMEVOl Va
XPNOIUOTTOIOUV  €VAAANGKTIKOUG TPOTIOUG METAKIVNONG OTTWG MECO  MACIKAG WETAPOPAG,
TTeETUXAivOVTOG peiwon 25% oTn ¢ATnon TG oTaBuguong Kal oThn yéveon KukAogopiag. To
2xé0l0 MeTakivriioewv Ba TpéTTel va BpiokeTal UTTO Ouvexn TrapakoAoubnon Kkal va
avaTTPOCapPPOZETal AVAAOYQ HE TIG ETTIKPATOUOEG CUVONKEG.

2. 2x€010 Alaxeipiong Z1a0ueuong: Auto 1o Zx€010 Alaxeipiong Z1aBusuong Ba atroteAei HEPOG
Tou 2x£010u MeTakiviioswy Kai Ba TrepIAapBavel Tnv TTpokpdTnon Béocwyv oTdBueuong, XPRon
XPOVIKOU 0opiou, TNV XpHon TwV Xwpwv oTABueuong atmd XproTeS TwV OTTOIWYV Ol HETAKIVIOEIG
givar ouciwdelg, TNV TTpowdNon opadikwy TPOTIWY METAKIivNoNng (car-pooling) o1 otroiol
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EMTUYXAVOUV auénon Tng TANPOTNTOG TOU QUTOKIVATOU, TTapoXr Béocewv oTdBueguong yia
NAEKTPIKA OXAUATA PE OTABUOUG POPTIONG ;0TTWG AVAYPAPETAl OTNV UPICTAUEVN VoUoBEeaTia,
eykaraotaon 30 Bécewv oTaBueuang TTOONAGTWY yia TTPOWBNGN XPAONS TOU HECOU, KATT.

3. NAeiroupyikGd Métpa: Aldpopa  AsiToupyik@ PETPA  TTPOTEIVOVTAI TA OTToid  PTTOPOUV  va
BeATIWoOUV TN ALITOUPYIKOTATA KOl TNV OTTOTEAECUOTIKOTNTA TwV OlIAPOPWY XPNOEWV.
MpowBnon KIVATpwY, OTTWG XPNUATIKA KivnTpa oToug UTTAGAANAOUG va XpNnoIdoTTolouv
TTodNAATA yIa Tn METOKIVAON TOUG, XPAON OMAdIKWY TPOTTWV METOKIVNONG, TTOANITIKN yid
epyoddtnon uttaAAfAwv TTou dlapévouv o€ akTiva Aiywv XIAIOPETpWY aTtd TNV avdaTiTuén Kai
TTPOWONCN EUEAIKTWY A KAIHAKWTWY WEAPIWY £pyaCiag Kal TNAE-EpYACiag, WOTE va YEIWBoUV
0l KABNUEPIVEG METAKIVIOEIG.

MNa Tnv emiAuon Twv TPORANUATWY TTPoTEIVOVTAl T akOAouBa eTTITTPOCOETA PHETPA PETPIACHOU TTOU
Ba PETPIACOUV TUXOV KUKAOQOpPIOKA BEUaTA, ETTIAUOVTOG T KUKAOQOPIAKA {NTANATA ETTAPKWG.

2UYKEKPIPEVQ:

o [lpoteivetal n Tapoxy B€oecwv oTABUEUONG YIO NAEKTPIKA OXNMOTa PE OTABPOUG POPTIONG
OTTWG TTPOVOEITal OTNV UPICTAUEVN VOUOoBETia

e [lpoteivetal n eykatdoTtaon 30 Béocwv 0TdBPEUONG TTOSNAATWY YIa TTPOWONCN XProng Tou
[VELofe]V]

o [lpoteivetal n onuatoddTnon Tou KUKAIKOU KOpBou Ay. ABavaaciou / A1 AutokivnTtédpouog
NepeooU. Ta amoTeAéopata authg TNG avaAuong e KATTOIEG TTAPAdOXEG TTOU EyIvav yid T
onparoddétnon, mapouoidlovtal oto Napdprnua H.

2UUTTEPOOPATIKA, N YEVEDT KUKAOQOPIOG atrd TNV avdaTrTuén, AOyw Kal TwV avwTEPW TTPOTEIVOUEVWV
METPWYV MPETPIAOMOU, Oev eTIRapUvel €ITTAéOV TO NON KUKAOQOPIOKE& QOPTIOUEVO 0BIKO OIKTUO TNG
TTEPIOXNG MEAETNG, EvW n TTapoxh Bécewv oTdBusuong TG avatTugng, €ival IKavoTroINTIKA yia va
KaAUyel TN ¢ATNoN. Ta TTpoTeIvOEVA PETPA BILDCIPNG KIVATIKOTNTAG yia TN diaxeipion TG otdBueuong
TTOU TIPOTEIVOVTAI TTIO TTAvW, avTIETWTTICouV o€ éva PaBud Ta KUKAOQOPIGKG BéuaTta Trou
TTAPOUCIAZoVTal OTNV TTEPIOXN ME Kal XWpPIg TNV TTPoTEivOuEvn avatTuén. Evroutoig, TTpémer va
emonuaveei 61 n avdamTugn dev oUUPBAAAEl ATTOKAEIOTIKA OTNV KUKAOQOPIOKI KATAOTOON OTNV
mrepioxr. Emiong, pe mv UTTapén aoc@aAwv Kal OTTOTEAECUATIKWY TTPOORACEWY OTNV avAaTITugn,
BeATilwvouv akOua TTEPICCOTEPO TNV KATAOTAON. ZUVETTWG, ME PACN TA TTOPIOUATA TNG TTAPOUCAG
MeAéTng utTopei va ekdoBei N oxeTIKA ddeia avATTTUENG YIa UAOTTOINGN TNG TTPOTEIVOUEVNG YPAPEIOKAG
KAl EPTTOPIKAG avaTtrTuéng oto Arfjpo Méoa lMeirovidg, otn AguEDO.
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1.2

1.3

1.4

INTRODUCTION
The Study

This study considers all the traffic and parking-related aspects of a proposed office and
retaildevelopment. The key components of the study are set out below:

e Identification of the existing traffic situation on the surrounding network.

e Estimates of traffic generated by the development.

e Assessment of the impact of the development.

e Testing of capacity at local junctions.

¢ Recommendations and proposals for any mitigation measures that may be required.
Site Location

The site is located to the north-east of the centre of Limassol, within the Municipality of Mesa
Geitonia and close to the boundary of Ayios Athanasios Municipality. The development site is
shown on the official ‘Department of Lands & Registry’ plan presented in Figure 1.1. The
development is located to the south of the Al Limassol Highway, on S. Kyprianou. The area
around the site is partially developed with residential and commercial uses. However, there is
primary school to the west of the site, and a large Jumbo store to the east. The site is very
close to the main road and activity spine of Ay. Athanasios where a number of retail uses and
supermarkets are located. Further afield, the Ay. Athanasios industrial zone is located to the
east of the site.

The site covers an area of 4.174m? and is currently not in any use.
Existing Transport Infrastructure
A summary of the key features of the local transport infrastructure are as follows:

o Road Network - As already stated, the site is located to the south of the Al Limassol
Highway, which is a key route in the national road network and is a dual 2 lane standard.
The Ay. Athanasiou corridor is located to the east of the site and is a key road in Limassol’s
primary road network which is busy during peak periods. Closer to the site is S. Kyprianou,
which is located on the northern boundary of the development and is a key orbital route in
Limassol. The study area network also contains a number of critical junctions. These
include the grade-separated roundabout of Ay. Athanasiou / A1 Limassol Highway (known
as the Linopetra roundabout), and the signalsied junctions at Ay. Athanasiou with Sp.
Kyprianou and Kolonakiou. This local area network (including the locations of the traffic
counts) is presented in Figure 1.2, which shows that local and strategic access to the site
is good.

With regards to road safety, following discussions with the local Police, we have been
notified that there are no specific issues in the study area network.
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Figure 1.2: Site Location, Existing Road Network and Traffic Count Locations

Traffic Impact Assessment F
“Office Development” Project i
in Limassol
Figure 2.1 Existing Road
Network and Traffic Count

Locations

Proposed Development
Area

Traffic Count Locations

Public Transport - There are four bus routes that serve the area, with bus stops located on
S. Kyprianou, and serving route 11 that connects the Ay. Athanasiou industrial area with
Leontiou bus station in the city centre. Furthermore, there are bus stops on Sp. Kyprianou
and Arch. Makariou that serve bus routes 3 (Ay. Athanasios — Arch. Makariou / Mesa
Geitonia), 14 (Estias / Ay. Athanasiou — Leontiou bus station) and 20 (T. Christodoulou —
Ay. Nikolaos Fire Brigade Station). As such, the public transport accessibility of the
development can be considered as fairly good for Cypriot standards. The key features of
these bus routes are summarised in the table below.

Table 1.1: Public Transport Services

. Arch. Makariou -
Ay. Athanasios Mesa Geitonia Urban

11 e A_thanasms FeUsIg Leontiou Bus Station Urban
Finance Agency
Estias — Ay. Athanasios Leontiou Bus Station Urban

. Ay. Nikolaos Fire Brigade
T. Christodoulou Station Urban

Cycling & Pedestrians - The Limassol Local Plan includes cycle routes to the east of the
development site, which facilitates and promotes sustainable transportation. Specifically,
cycle routes are included on Ay. Athanasiou to the south and east of the development.
The Ay. Athanasiou corridor to the east, Arch. Makariou corridor to the west and Sp.
Kyprianou corridor to the north of the development provide a good standard of pedestrian

10
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1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

1.10

1.11

1.12

footways. Furthermore, the signalised junctions on the aforementioned corridors include
dedicated pedestrian crossing facilities. Therefore, this represents good infrastructure
facilities for these non-motorised transportation modes.

Development Characteristics

Land Use and Floorspace — The proposed development will be offices, with a total gross floor
area of 6,245m?. The building will be set over 13 floors and will contain a shop (retail use at
the ground floor area) with gross floor area of 545m?2. There will also be one surface and two
underground parking levels. The layout of the site is contained in Appendix A.

Year of Opening — The development is expected to be operational by 2026, if no undue
complications are encountered. There will be no phased development.

Operating Times — The offices will work typical hours for this type of land use, with the main
activities typically between 07:00 — 18:00 and the retail use will mainly operate between 08:00-
20:00.

Staffing — The precise number of staff that will be working at the development site is difficult
to determine precisely at this stage, but given the scale of site, it is estimated at around 350
persons.

Parking Provision — The layout plans of the site presented in Appendix A shows the parking
arrangements. A total of 156 spaces will be provided within the site, at one surface and two
underground parking levels. Of these spaces, 11 have been allocated for disabled users. A
summary of the parking provision is set out below.

Table 1.2: Proposed Parking Provision

Parking Space Type Number of Spaces

Employee 145
Disabled 11
Total 156

The 11 disabled parking spaces proposed are above the requirements of the local parking
standards.

With regards to cycle parking, none are proposed at present. Therefore, we would propose 15
cycle racks, which would produce 30 parking spaces. These should be installed at the surface
level parking area, in a safe and secure location. We consider this to be a very important
provision, as it will help to encourage the use of cycling for travel to/from the development.

Site Access — The development will have 2 vehicle access points, as shown in Appendix A.
These are as follows:

e Access 1 — Located to the east of the site and facilitates access to the small surface
area car park where, amongst others, the disabled spaces are located.

o Access 2 — This point is located to the south of the site and provides access to the 2
underground parking areas.

11
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1.13

1.14

Demand — The catchment area of thedevelopment is expected to be quite widespread,

generating demand mainly from the Greater Limassol area, the peripheral communities, and
beyond.

Report Structure

The report is presented in 4 sections. Following this introduction, section 2 considers the traffic
analysis, with the impact assessment presented in section 3. The final section outlines the
conclusions.

12
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2.

2.1

2.2

2.3

TRAFFIC ANALYSIS
Traffic Flows

Traffic Surveys

In discussions with the PWD, it was agreed that traffic data would be required for the AM peak
during 07:00 — 08:30, the MD period between 12:30 to 14:00, and the PM peak period between
17:00 — 18:30 during a weekday. The surveys were undertaken in February 2023.

The turning count locations on the local road network that have been agreed with PWD are
shown in Figure 2.1 and outlined in the table below. In addition to these surveys, the PWD
have requested that queue, saturation flow and degree of saturation surveys be undertaken
so that the validation of base year junction tests could be conducted. The various surveys
undertaken at each junction are also summarised in the table below, with the outcomes
presented in Appendices B, C and D.

Table 2.1: Traffic Surveys

Junction Name Junction Survey Type
Type

Turning  Queue Saturation Degree of
Count Flow Saturation

Al Limassol Highway/Ay. Athanasiou Roundabout v v - -
Ay. Athanasiou/lapetou Signals v v v v

Ay. Athanasiou/Sp. Kyprianou Signals v v v v
Kolonakiou/G. Digeni Signals v v v v
Sp. Kyprianou/G. Neofytou Signals v v v v

The turning counts undertaken have also been classified in terms of the following vehicle
types, which were used for conversion to PCU'’s.

Table 2.2: PCU Values

Vehicle Type PCU Value

Vans & Light Goods Vehicles 1.0
Heavy Good Vehicles 2.5
Buses 2.0

Motor-Cycles 0.5

13
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2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

2.9

Assessment Period

The assessment periods for this study were selected as 07:00 to 08:00, 13:00 to 14:00 and
17:00 — 18:00 for the Weekday AM, MD and PM periods respectively, which were the highest
hourly periods during the surveys. These periods combine the peak hours on the local road
network with busy activity periods at the site.

Traffic Volumes

The 2023 base year traffic flows are presented in Figure 2.2a, Figure 2.2b, and Figure 2.2c
for the Weekday AM, MD and PM respectively.

Traffic Distribution

The distribution of traffic to/from the site during the assessment periods have been identified
through the use of the existing traffic patterns, which have been qualified by the local
population and settlement patterns. The results of this exercise are contained in Figure 2.3a,
Figure 2.3b and Figure 2.3c, for each assessment period.

Committed and Proposed Road Schemes and Developments

The public authorities have been asked whether there are any committed road schemes and/or
developments that need to be taken into consideration in the vicinity of the site. The only
committed road scheme in the vicinity of the site is the conversion of the S. Kyprianou/Ay.
Athanasiou signals into a roundabout. The designs for this improvement have been acquired,
but the implementation is not known at present. However, it will be assumed that this scheme
will be in place by 2026.

Also, a new roundabout with S. Kyprianou and G. Neofytou has been proposed and designed,
which will improve circulation and turning facilities on Sp; Kyprianou in the local and wider
areas, in combination with the new S. Kyprianou/Ay. Athanasiou roundabout outlined above.
Details of both roundabout designs are presented in Appendix E.

In terms of ‘committed’ developments, the PWD have requested that the following
developments are taken into account:

o Limassol ‘Silicon’ Mixed-Use Development — This is a mixed use development, located to
the south-west of the Al Limassol Highway/Ay. Athanasiou roundabout, west of Ay.
Athanasiou. It will comprise 190 residential units and 10.000m? of office use, with an
expected implementation year of 2026. Also, a total of 502 parking spaces will be provide,
with 424 for employees and residents, 33 for visitors and 45 for disabled persons. The
traffic generation for the AM period is 225 arrivals and 75 departures, for the MD periods
is 65 arrivals and 56 departures, and for the PM period is 91 arrivals and 274 departures.

e Linopetra Business Centre - This is an office development, located to the north east of the
Al Limassol Highway/Ay. Athanasiou roundabout. Other than some generated traffic data
supplied by the PWD, we do not have any further details of the development. The following
traffic generation in the AM period is 238 arrivals and 18 departures, in the MD period it is
134 arrival and 135 departures, and in the PM peak period it is 30 arrivals and 258
departures. In terms of implementation, we assume it will be in place by 2026.

e Mall of Limassol Development - This is a shopping mall development located on the north
side of S. Kyprianou, where the study team is currently preparing a TIA. It will comprise a

14
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2.11

2.12

2.13

6-screen cinema, 2.500m? of food retail floor area, 19.400m? of non-food retail uses, and
3.250m? of food and beverage floor area, with an expected implementation year of 2026.
It will also supply 1.056 parking spaces, of which 34 will be for disabled persons. The traffic
generation for the AM period is 48 arrivals and 25 departures, for the MD period is 370
arrivals and 332 departures, and for the PM period is 564 arrivals and 373 departures.

Traffic Growth

In order to develop future year flow forecasts, as agreed with the PWD, a traffic growth rate of
2% per annum was used until the year operation (2026). Therefore, the base flows in 2023
have been increased by 6% to obtain the 2026 ‘year of opening’ flows.

To obtain the 2036 ‘future year’ flows, a traffic growth rate of 1% per annum has been applied.
However, it has also been agreed with the PWD that that a 10% reduction in flows should also
be applied, to take account of public transport and SUMP initiatives being undertaken in the
Limassol area. As a result, the 2036 traffic has been increased by 1%.

Validation of Base Year Flows

As requested by the PWD, a validation exercise for the signalised junctions of the local road
network has been conducted for this TIA. The main goals of the validation exercise were the
following:

o Improve the accuracy of traffic models: Traffic impact assessments invariably involve
the use of junction capacity testing software. These models rely on various parameters,
such as traffic volumes, signal timings, and the geometric characteristics of junctions.
Validating the signalised junctions helps ensure that the traffic modelling accurately
represents the actual conditions at these critical points in the network under study,
leading to more reliable predictions of traffic impacts.

o Calibration of traffic models: Validation of signalised junctions involves comparing the
model's predictions with actual observed traffic behavior. This process allows the
adjustment of various input parameters to better match the local traffic conditions.
Calibrating the models enhances the accuracy of the assessment, and the subsequent
recommendations for mitigating potential traffic issues.

o Identification of issues: Validating the signalised junctions allows the identification of
discrepancies between the model's predictions and the actual performance of the
junctions. If the model does not accurately represent the observed traffic patterns, it
may indicate errors or limitations in the model. Addressing these discrepancies is
important for making accurate assessments and generating effective mitigation
strategies.

o Impact of proposed changes: Validating the existing junctions provides a baseline for
understanding current traffic conditions, which is essential for evaluating how the
proposed changes will affect traffic flow, congestion levels, and safety.

In order to undertake the above, the following data collection was conducted:

o Queue surveys (presented in Appendix B).

o Saturation Flows Surveys (presented in Appendix C).

15
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2.14

2.15

2.16

2.17
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(presented in Appendix D).

The saturation flow surveys led to the calculation of saturation flows, based on the surveyed
data. Further, the saturation flows were also calculated in terms of the geometric
characteristics and traffic behavior of the signalised junctions, using the formulae in Research
Report 67. It is worth noting that in several instances, the surveyed saturation flows were
above 2,000 PCUs/hour and the PWD suggested using the calculated values. The surveyed
saturation flows were also used to estimate the site adjusted saturation flows. Thus, the final
values of the saturation flows were calculated and agreed with the PWD prior to the impact
assessment (shown in Appendix F).

Furthermore, based on surveyed data of the DoS and UGT, values were calculated for the
signalised junctions. DoS and UGT data play a significant role in validating traffic models. In
particular, the DoS surveys can help identify bottlenecks or critical areas where traffic demand
exceeds the capacity of a junction. Validating this data helps ensure that the traffic model
correctly identifies these bottlenecks and accurately predicts their effects on traffic flow and
overall performance. Following consultation with the PWD, this task focused on validating
specifically the straight-ahead movements, as they were data limitations to producing the DoS
and UGT data for specific right-turn movements. Several data points containing outliers (e.qg.,
DoS values over 2000PCUs/hour; UGTs with high negative values) were removed in order to
have a representative sample. In the cases where the UGT data was found to have a negative
value, the PWD suggested using zero. Information on the DoS and UGT data are shown in
Appendix D.

A comparison was then made between the surveyed DoS and UGT data for both assessment
periods, with the obtained DoS values and results of the validation process. The results for the
base models are included in the junction tests summary table (shown in Appendix H), which
was reviewed by the PWD prior to the impact assessment of the year of opening and future
year scenarios. Moreover, a cut-off threshold of +/- 15% was suggested by the PWD, to
indicate whether a link was validated adequately. As requested by the PWD, an extra column
including comments was also included to indicate any issues that arose due to data limitations.
In general, the links were adequately validated, especially for the cases of straight-ahead
movements.

In summary, the validation of signalised junctions was achieved, and this helps to ensure the
accuracy of the traffic models and provides a solid foundation for evaluating the impact of
proposed changes on the road network due to the development.

Traffic Generation

Trip Rates

The parameters for the development have been formulated in discussions with the PWD.
Basically, recommendations were made for parameters based on previously agreed rates for
TIAs conducted for office uses, which were amended upwards by the PWD. However, this
could lead to the potentially significant overestimation of the generated traffic. Consequently,
research was undertaken using the UK’s TRICS database to derive more appropriate rates
and a more realistic daily distribution of trip.

This exercise was undertaken in advance of conducting specific research of actual office

development traffic generation in Cyprus (which has not been conducted in time for the
preparation of this TIA). Nevertheless, these rates were used to formulate the base case for
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the traffic assessment. The PWD recommendations are then used to conduct a ‘sensitivity
test’. As a result of the above, the derivation of two-way vehicle-trip rates and assumptions
made for the traffic generation are as set out in the table below.

Table 2.3: Traffic Generation Assumptions

Two-Way Trip Rate Assumptions

Consultants Recommendations for Base Case:

Staff - 15.16 per 100m? gross floor area, with 95% of the employees assumed to drive.
Visitors - 0.66 per 100m?.

PWD Recommendations for Sensitivity Test:

No. of employees (which acts as a proxy for trip generation) is derived by the gross
floor area/20m? (assuming 95% of the employees drive), with each employee making
3 trips/day, where all staff arrive in the AM, 50% depart and return during the MD
period, and all staff depart in the PM.

Retail . ,
(shop) 30 trips/100m? gross floor area

Traffic Generation Estimates

The generated traffic of the development is presented in Appendix G and summarised in
Figures 2.4 below, which shows the hourly arrival and departure profile for a typical weekday
scenario at the site. As can be seen for the 2025 scenario, there are two peaks during the day,
in the morning for arrivals and the afternoon for departures. This is the pattern we would expect
for a development where offices are the main use.

Figure 2.4: 2026 Hourly Arrivals & Departures at the Development — Weekday
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During the assessment period of 07:00 — 08:00, 124 arrivals and 13 departures are estimated.
During 13:00 — 14:00 period, there are 44 arrivals and 39 departures. During 17:00 — 18:00
period, there are 23 arrivals and 124 departures. This results in a total development traffic of
137, 83 and 147 vehicles trips in the AM, MD and PM periods respectively.
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2.27

The traffic generation that was calculated using the PWD recommendations for the sensitivity
test results in a total development traffic of 204, 65 and 212 vehicle trips in the AM, MD, and
PM periods. The traffic generation is summarised in the table below.

Table 2.4: Traffic Generation of the Development

Development Scenario Assessment Period _

AM 07:00 — 08:00 PM 13:00 — 14:00 PM 17:00 — 18:00
Arr. Dep. Total Arr. Dep. Total Arr. Dep. Total

Development Traffic* 124 13 137 44 39 83 23 124 147

Development Traffic** 187 17 204 33 32 65 20 192 212

*based on UK TRICS data
**hased on PWD assumptions

Diverted/Pass-by/Multi-Purpose Trips

Within most estimates of generated traffic, there are a proportion of trips that can be
considered as ‘diverted’ and/or ‘pass-by’ trips. These are trips that have either been diverted
to the development from other similar destinations in the area or are passing by the site.
However, in this case it has been deemed appropriate that no diversion is applied to this
development.

Generated Traffic Flows

The 2026 traffic flows without the development are based on the patterns captured during the
traffic surveys in 2022 factored by 2% per year. Also, the 3 ‘committed’ developments
requested for consideration by the PWD and the conversion of the S. Kyprianou signals with
Ay. Athanasiou and G. Neofytou into roundabouts have been incorporated. The resulting flows
are presented in Figure 2.5a, Figure 2.5b and Figures 2.5c.

The traffic generation of 137 in the AM period, 83 in the MD period and 147 in the PM period
have been added to the 2026 traffic flows to obtain the with development traffic flow. The
actual generated traffic is presented in Figure 2.6a, Figure 2.6b and Figure 2.6¢, with the
combined traffic presented in Figure 2.7a, Figure 2.7b, and Figure 2.7c.

The 2036 ‘Future Year traffic flows are growthed up from the 2026 without and with
development scenarios plus a reduction over the same period to take account of public
transport initiatives. For the 2036 ‘Future Year’ traffic flows, a ‘without’ development scenario
has been developed and presented in Figures 2.8a, 2.8b and Figure 2.8c. For the ‘with’
development scenario, the development traffic was added to the 2036 ‘Future Year' traffic
flows and presented in Figure 2.9a, Figure 2.9b and Figure 2.9c.

However, as a result of the potential impact that the office use will have on the parking
provision, a further scenario has been formulated as set out below:

e Sustainable Transport Scenario — This option has been created due to the level of parking
demand at the site. This option has been formulated by taking the ‘with’ development
scenario (which is a car-dominated, unconstrained scenario) and applying the following
measures:

o Implementation of Development Site Travel Plan. This will have numerous features
and associated items promoting sustainable modes and reducing the use of the private
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2.28

2.29

car, which are outlined further in Section 3. However, the key item related to traffic
movement is the implementation of an ‘employee parking plan’, which limits on-site
parking to three weeks out of every four for each employee using a car, on a rotating
basis.

o Parking Management System, where spaces will be controlled by a system of
identifying ‘essential users’ created, and measures to incentivize car-sharing and cycle
use. Specific details of this initiative are contained in Section 3.

o Promotion of enhanced public transport services and other sustainable modes. This
will take a number of forms, which are described in more detail in Section 3.

The estimated impact of these measures would be to reduce all generated traffic by 35%, with
the resulting flows presented in Figure 2.10a, Figure 2.10b and Figure 2.10c.

As described above, a sensitivity analysis was carried out, considering the trip generation rates
provided by the PWD. We have already stated our reservations about this approach. As such,
we considered these rates as part of a sensitivity analysis, with the development flows
presented in Figure 2.11a, Figure 2.11b, and Figure 2.11c. The 2036 flows that incorporate
the generated traffic are presented in Figure 2.12a, Figure 2.12b and Figure 2.12c.

Parking Accumulation

2.30

2.31

2.32

To determine the adequacy of the parking provision, an accumulation analysis has been
conducted. The results are contained in Appendix G and are summarised in Figure 2.13
below. The accumulation analysis for the site in 2026 shows a peak parking occupancy of 237
vehicles, which is above the proposed provision of 156 car spaces. It represents a peak
parking occupancy of 151%, which means that the parking provisions is not quite adequate
for the unconstrained demand of the development. Indeed, the car park is slightly overcapacity
between 09:00 — 14:00. This means that either supply is increased, or the demand is restrained
and managed.

In order to deal with this situation, potential mitigation measures are presented in Section 3.
It should be noted that the parking provision has been derived from the local parking standards
and are a legal obligation for the developer of a site to comply with. However, we would like to

state that although this may be the case, it is the intention of the developers to promote
sustainable travel.
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Figure 2.13: 2026 Parking Accumulation at the Development — Weekday
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3. IMPACT ASSESSMENT

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

Traffic Assessment

This new development is a moderate generator of traffic during its peak periods of activity.
Initial observations suggest that the 137, 83 and 147 vehicle trips generated in the Weekday
AM, MD and PM periods in 2026, will certainly increase the traffic flows, and may well create
or exacerbate existing capacity issues and delays on the critical junctions of the local road
network. By 2036, the fruition of the public transport and sustainable transport initiatives being
undertaken by the public authorities may well pay dividends, and lead to a modal transfer.
However, this will be assessed to establish the scale of this shift and the impact of the
development.

The impact assessment of the generated traffic on the local road network is conducted by
testing the capacities of the critical junctions on the network ‘without’ and ‘with’ the generated
traffic in the ‘year of opening’ in 2026. In addition, further consideration is then carried out of
the road infrastructure in the future (2036), in order to test its ability to deal with projected traffic
volumes generated by development site. Finally, an assessment is then carried out of the likely
issues that may arise, and mitigation measures are proposed where necessary.

Junction Testing

The junction testing exercise has been conducted by using appropriate capacity testing
software. The PICADY programme is used for assessing the priority junctions, TRANSYT for
signals and ARCADY for roundabouts.

Saturation Flows

For the testing of signalised junction in the TIA, the derivation of realistic saturation flows is
important. As a result, the saturation flows used in the junction tests have either been
specifically surveyed (as outlined in Section 2) or calculated using the formulae contained in
Research Report 67 — ‘The Prediction of Saturation Flows for Road Junctions Controlled by
Traffic Signals’, which was produced by the TRL for the UK Department of Transport in 1986.
The results of this exercise are presented in Appendix F. These saturation flows have also
been incorporated into the TRANSYT files.

Capacity Testing Results

The outcome of the capacity testing and assessment of impacts is outlined below for the local
road network. The actual results are summarised in Appendix H. Due to size the junction test
files are attached in a CD.

Validation junction tests were conducted with the 2023 flows, and as can be seen in the
tabulation in Appendix H, these tests demonstrate a reasonable representation of the existing
conditions in most cases. The main delays occur at the Ay. Athanasiou / A1 Limassol Highway
roundabout in all assessment periods, which is an established congestion point. Also, there
are some issues at the Ay. Athanasiou/lapetou signals in the weekday AM and PM, and the
Ay. Athanasiou/Kariolou signals In the AM period.

For the 2026 assessment period (without and with the development), the issues are resolved
with some adjustments to the signal timings (through optimization of the existing plans).
Conditions at the roundabouts obviously worsen, with excessive queuing observed, which is
a function of the existing congestion exacerbated by the 2% per annum growth rate which
is requested by the PWD.
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3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

3.14

3.15

In the future year of 2036, 1% per annum growth and a 10% modal shift to public transportation
were applied, as advised by the PWD. The outcome of the analysis is outlined below, for both
the without and with development scenarios, during the weekday AM, MD and PM assessment
periods.

For the 2036 Weekday scenarios (without and with the development), the network is quite
busy, with the key outcomes are as follows:

e Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway (Roundabout) — large levels of congestion and
excessive queuing, leading to potential road safety problems on the Limassol Highway.

e Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou (Signalised Junction) — the junction is busier with some
congestion emerging in the PM. However, it is not at levels that are of concern.

Other Impacts

In addition to the traffic impacts outlined above, the adequacy of the parking provision has to
be considered. A total of 156 parking spaces are proposed. This provision is based on the
Limassol Local Plan parking standards.

The parking accumulation analysis shows that the ‘unregulated’ peak accumulation is 237
parked vehicles, which equates to a 151% peak parking occupancy. This, therefore,
demonstrates that the parking provision is not quite adequate. Nevertheless, the measures by
which to mitigate this parking impact are detailed in this section.

The impact of the Travel Plan and associated public transport measures are a 40% decrease
in car travel. This translates into a reduction in parking demand, as set out below.

Table 3.1: Parking Impact of Mitigation Measures

Development Parking Original Parking Accumulation Parking Accumulation with
Provision Mitigation Measures

Peak Peak Peak Peak
Accumulation  Occupancy % Accumulation  Occupancy %
Development 156
As can be seen, the sustainable transport measures will reduce the parking demand to
acceptable levels, with some spare capacity to accommodate any unforeseen demand.

237 151% 144 92%

Mitigation Measures

As demonstrated in the traffic assessment, there are no real issues in either 2026 or 2036,
mainly as a result of the modal shift foreseen by the public authorities in this area, and its
incorporation into this study.

However, some elements of the ‘Sustainable Transport’ option recommended for the
development site are being pursued and have been incorporated into a package of mitigation
measures that reduce car travel to/from the site. The measures have been embraced and are
wholly supported by the site developers, who have stated they will follow the guidance and
recommendations of the TIA. The package of measures includes the following items, with
specific details of each of these items are set out below:
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Travel Plan.
Parking Management Plan.

Operational Measures.

3.16 Travel Plan — This is an important measure, and should comprise the following components
which are to be defined and documented in a comprehensive plan:

3.17

3.18

Clearly set objectives, that seek to reduce car travel and increase the use of non-car
modes, especially public transport.

Be based on a thorough understanding of the baseline travel conditions of the site.

Include measures that are effective in achieving the identified objectives. In this case,
we recommend an employee parking scheme that allows on-site staff parking for 3 out
of every 4 weeks, on a rotating basis — thus forcing employees to use other means for
one week out of four, e.g. car-sharing, buses, cycling, and so forth. The immediate
impact of this is that it reduces employee and external student trips by 25%.

The plan should have a robust management structure, with a Travel Plan Co-Ordinator
appointed.

A series of targets and associated monitoring system should be formulated, in terms
of reductions in car travel, increased use of other modes, etc., so that the effectiveness,
or otherwise, of the Travel Plan can be seen.

Be a ‘live’ document that is updated and responsive to changing conditions. It should
also be formulated in conjunction with stakeholders.

Parking Management Plan — This would form part of the Travel Plan, with the key components

being as follows:

Encourage and incentivise car-sharing and cycling, by linking the provision of parking
spaces to vehicle occupancy and cycle use.

Facilitate the increasing use of electric vehicles, through the provision of dedicated
spaces and charging points, as suggested in the current legislation.

Operational Measures — These are a variety of micro-level measures that can be used to

improve the operation and efficiency of the site, whilst ensuring their impact on peak period
travel is minimised:

Encouragement and incentives for staff to use bicycles and motorbikes, through
designated parking spaces and monetary bonuses.

Local employment policy, to recruit support staff that live within a few kms of the
development.

Encourage flexible or staggered working hours, and tele-working, thus reducing the
necessity to travel to the site daily.
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3.19 The above forms a comprehensive package of ‘soft measures, which form the sustainable
transport option.

3.20 In addition, a few other supplementary measures are also recommended:

e In order to promote sustainable travel to the development and make use of the existing
and planned cycle infrastructure in the area, it is recommended that 30 cycle parking
spaces (15 cycle racks) are provided in various locations within the parking areas.

e It is recommended to signhalise the Al Limassol Highway/Ay. Athanasiou roundabout,
which should be undertaken by the public authorities. An initial scheme has been
formulated and tested for the PM period (when the problems are worst), which shows that
there is merit to its more detailed consideration and design. The impact of this proposed
scheme is shown contained in Appendix H, with the assessment results.

3.21 The physical measures outlined above supplement the individual site-specific internal
measures recommended. However, it should be pointed out that the development is not the
sole contributor to the traffic situation in the local area. Major existing developments in the
area and those that are pursued or seek planning approval also contribute to the necessity for
implementing the above recommended signalization of the Al Limassol Highway/Ay.
Athanasiou roundabout.

24



MeAérn KukAopopiakwy EmmTwoewy améd tnv avéyepan pageiakng kar ETTopikng Avamruéng oro
- Anuo Méoa leirovidg, otn Aeuead

ALA PLANNING Traffic Impact Assessment — Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia Municipality, Limassol

4. CONCLUSIONS

4.1 This study into the traffic impact of this development located in the Municipality of Mesa
Geitonia has considered all the relevant traffic-related, parking and operational issues. Our
concluding comments and recommendations on this development are therefore outlined
below.

4.2 The key characteristics of the development are:

e A total gross floor area for the office use of 6,245m? and a gross floor area for the retalil
use (shop located in the ground floor area) of 545m?.

e The building will be configured over 13 floors, with surface level and 2 underground parking
areas.

o Atotal of 156 parking spaces will be provided, of which 11 are proposed for disabled users.

4.3 The assessment conducted has been based on traffic surveys of the local road network that
took place in February 2023. The data was collected at 7 junctions on major and local roads
in the vicinity of the site.

4.4 Specific traffic generation estimates were made for the year of opening. The trip rates and
assumptions were derived using the UK TRICS database and formed a base case. This is
because we have reservations with the PWD recommendations, and as such, have used these
parameters to undertake a sensitivity test. The resulting estimates of the development are
summarised in the Table below.

Table 4.1: Summary of Traffic Generation Estimates

Land Use Assessment Period

AM 07:00 — 08:00 MD 13:00 — 14:00 PM 17:00 — 18:00
Arrivals Departures Total Arrivals Departures Total Arrivals Departures Total

124 13 137 44 39 83 23 124 147
187 17 204 33 32 65 20 192 212

*based on UK TRICS data
**pased on PWD assumptions

4.5 The impact of this generated traffic on the local road network has been assessed for the 2026
‘year of opening’ and the 2036 ‘future year scenarios and is demonstrated by the testing of
capacity at local junctions. This exercise shows that the local road network is busy, with
existing issues at the Al Limassol Highway/Ay. Athanasiou roundabout and the Ay.
Athanasiou signalised junctions with lapteou and A. Kariolou.

4.6 In the 2026 ‘year of opening’ and 2036 ‘future year scenarios, the traffic conditions are
reseleved at the signals with some timing adjustment. This can be seen in the table
summarising the junction testing outcomes in Appendix H.

4.7 In order to reduce the car-dependence of the development, especially with regards to parking
demand, a ‘Sustainable Transport’ option has also been formulated. The site’s developers are
keen to embrace the recommendations made for environmentally friendly travel to/from the
site, and to ensure that wider sustainability goals of the development are achieved. As a result,
a variety of measures were packaged to form the Sustainable Transport alternative (with a
summary of the actions outlined below), with the core measures being the formulation of a
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4.8

4.9

4.10

411

Travel Plan (which includes a parking rotation scheme), parking management plans) and
operational measures. The effect of these measures lead to a 40% reduction of the generated
traffic for the offices.

The development will be served by two access points, which are located to the east and south
of the site. The eastern access point is for the small surface level parking area, which also
contains the disabled spaces. The southern access point provides access to the 2
underground parking levels.

An overall total of 156 parking spaces will be provided within the development site, with 5 for
disabled users. A parking accumulation profile has been developed and is summarised in the
Table below. It shows that the parking area will be overcapacity. When the impact of the
Sustainable Transport option is taken into account, the situation improves to more acceptable
levels, with some spare capacity.

Table 4.2: Summary of the Parking Accumulation Analysis

Parking Area Parking Parking Accumulation Parking Accumulation — With
Provision - Original Sustainable Transport Option

151% 92%

Development 156

Although major mitigation measures directly related to the development site are not required,
a comprehensive package of ‘Sustainable Transport’ measures are proposed. This is a result
of the developers’ objective of to create an office complex area that is environmentally-friendly
and as sustainable as possible. Specific details are contained in Section 3, with a summary of
the recommendations outlined below.

Travel Plan — this is an important measure, and should comprise the following components
which are to be defined and documented in a comprehensive plan:

¢ Clearly set objectives, that seek to reduce car travel and increase the use of non-car
modes, especially public transport.

e Be based on a thorough understanding of the baseline travel conditions of the site.

¢ Include measures that are effective in achieving the identified objectives. In this case,
we recommend an employee parking scheme that allows on-site staff parking for 3 out
of every 4 weeks, on a rotating basis — thus forcing employees to use other means for
one week out of four, e.g. car-sharing, buses, cycling, and so forth. The immediate
impact of this is that it reduces employee trips by 25%.

e The plan should have a robust management structure, with a Travel Plan Co-Ordinator
appointed.

e A series of targets and associated monitoring system should be formulated, in terms
of reductions in car travel, increased use of other modes, etc., so that the effectiveness,
or otherwise, of the Travel Plan can be seen.

e Be a ‘live’ document that is updated and responsive to changing conditions. It should
also be formulated in conjunction with stakeholders.
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4.12 Parking Management Plan:

4.13

4.14

4.15

4.16

4.17

e Encourage and incentivise car-sharing and cycling, by linking the provision of parking
spaces to vehicle occupancy and cycle use.

o Facilitate the increasing use of electric vehicles, through the provision of dedicated
spaces and charging points, as suggested in the current legislation.

Operational Measures:

e Encouragement and incentives for staff to use bicycles and motorbikes, through
designated parking spaces and monetary bonuses.

e Local employment policy, to recruit support staff that live within a few kms of the
development.

e Encourage flexible or staggered working hours, and tele-working, thus reducing the
necessity to travel to the site daily.

The above forms a comprehensive package of ‘soft’ measures, which form the sustainable
transport option.

However, a few other measures are recommended (although not all directly related to the
development site), which are summarised below:

e 30 cycle parking spaces (15 cycle racks).

e It is proposed to signalise the Al Limassol Highway/Ay. Athanasiou roundabout, which
should be undertaken by the public authorities.

The physical measures outlined above supplement the individual site-specific measures
recommended. However, it should be pointed out that the development is not the sole
contributor to the traffic situation in the local area. The traffic generated by existing
developments in the area and those that are pursued or seek planning approval is also
contributing to the necessity for implementing the above recommended signalization of the Al
Limassol Highway/Ay. Athanasiou roundabout .

We would therefore conclude that the traffic generated by the site is moderate, and it can
generally be accommodated on the local road network with the mitigation outlined above. The
parking provision is also adequate for the site, when the demand is regulated through the
mitigation proposed. Also, safe and efficient access to the site has been created. As such, all
traffic-related matters have been dealt with and we would therefore recommend that
permission be granted for the development of the site.
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Development Layout Plans
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AL PLANNING Traffic Impact Assessment — Office Development in Mesa Geitonia Municipality, Limassol

APPENDIX B

Queue Surveys



QUEUE SURVEYS

JUNCTIONS & LINKS SURVEY TIME*

AM MD PM

07:00 07:10 07:20 07:30 07:40 07:50 Average 13:00 13:10 13:20 13:30 13:40 13:50 Average 17:00 17:10 17:20 17:30 17:40 17:50 Average

Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all 38 54 56 58 63 41 52 15 6 3 3 2 8 6 14 13 18 17 21 18 17
A1l Limassol Highway (e) - all 13 10 13 18 9 3 11 2 1 0 1 2 2 1 8 8 12 15 16 16 13
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all 8 7 5 2 3 10 6 21 5 12 5 7 13 11 13 12 17 22 24 26 19
Al Limassol Highway (w) - all 28 32 36 35 29 28 31 6 15 5 11 5 6 8 8 10 12 13 15 12 12
Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - S 9 11 8 11 12 9 10 6 5 5 6 6 5 6 6 9 7 11 19 8 10
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - L 8 10 8 12 11 10 10 7 5 6 7 6 4 6 7 5 10 6 7 12 8
lapetou - R 5 7 9 8 5 6 7 10 5 12 28 7 10 12 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
lapetou - L 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0 1 0 1 1 2 1
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - R 4 7 6 7 7 7 6 3 1 4 4 2 0 2 7 9 10 10 8 O 9
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - S 21 18 20 21 19 19 20 11 15 33 27 12 17 19 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - S 10 11 12 23 27 18 17 1 5 10 9 10 12 8 15 18 11 18 9 15 14
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - S+L 8 12 15 20 32 16 17 3 5 14 3 8 9 7 16 12 6 15 11 14 12
A. Kariolou - R 7 4 10 7 2 3 6 9 15 16 13 7 22 14 41 38 27 23 11 16 26
A. Kariolou - L 1 0 1 2 1 1 1 1 3 2 2 0 1 2 2 4 2 3 4 6 4
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - R 3 7 8 7 7 4 6 0 4 3 4 6 2 3 9 5 2 8 3 2 5
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - S 24 24 35 37 31 25 29 23 22 19 21 23 15 21 40 38 33 29 31 35 34
Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - R 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 12 8 13 18 13 13 13 10 12 12 11 12 11 11
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - S 13 13 8 13 6 12 11 3 4 5 12 3 7 6 8 9 5 3 23 13 10
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - S 6 2 6 14 9 5 7 10 4 2 6 3 3 5 5 7 11 6 3 28 10
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - L 6 4 5 15 8 3 7 8 3 5 0 3 5 4 4 7 9 2 7 30 10
Sp. Kyprianou - R 1 1 5 7 1 2 3 1 2 3 5 5 3 3 5 6 12 9 15 18 11
Sp. Kyprianou - L 5 ) 6 7 7 8 7 3 4 3 4 7 5 4 3 0 3 4 10 12 5
Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - R 20 21 24 26 24 12 21 11 10 12 12 9 10 9 6 6 10 11 10 9
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - L 8 7 7 8 7 7 7 10 11 9 8 7 9 2 0 0 2 2 1 1
Kolonakiou (e) - R 8 11 8 7 11 12 10 7 7 9 11 7 10 9 7 8 10 4 6 6 7
Kolonakiou (e) - S 7 4 7 9 2 11 7 7 8 7 12 9 9 9 18 21 23 20 19 21 20
Kolonakiou (w) - S 3 3 4 3 5 4 4 4 4 3 5 5 7 5 5 5 8 4 5 6
Kolonakiou (w) - L 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 0 3 3 3 2 1 1 4 2 3
G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
G. Neofytou - S+R 2 1 4 5 5 4 4 2 1 8 4 2 3 3 5 3 3 5 4 4 4
G. Neofytou - L 0 3 1 5 1 0 2 3 0 5 11 4 6 5 5 4 4 6 4 3 4
Kolonakiou (e) - R 2 1 2 4 2 2 2 2 1 2 6 3 0 2 2 1 4 3 2 3 3
Kolonakiou (e) - S 11 11 10 10 11 11 11 11 10 7 9 7 2 8 7 8 7 8 7 6 7
Kolonakiou (e) - L 3 7 9 6 2 9 6 5 3 1 5 4 2 3 5 4 6 4 6 6 5
G. Digeni (s) - S+R 8 13 16 14 9 16 13 29 30 30 25 20 22 26 8 7 6 10 8 7 8
G. Digeni (s) - L 0 1 3 2 1 3 2 2 3 4 3 1 3 0 2 4 1 2 3 2
G. Digeni (w) -R 0 0 0 2 2 1 1 0 0 1 3 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 1
G. Digeni (w) -S 16 12 6 13 22 21 15 30 23 27 23 21 26 25 9 10 8 12 9 8 9
G. Digeni (w) - S+L 7 5 12 7 2 2 6 3 3 5 8 3 2 4 12 10 11 10 9 11 11
Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - R 1 2 7 15 17 6 8 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 1 1 8 7 2 6 4
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - S 9 5 7 22 21 22 14 6 9 7 12 7 13 9 12 11 8 10 5 6 9
Sp. Kyprianou (e) - S 4 6 11 18 12 5 9 5 10 7 9 6 9 8 3 3 8 9 4 10 6
Sp. Kyprianou (e)-S & L 7 5 7 15 11 7 9 6 10 11 14 8 11 10 6 4 4 5 3 4 4
G. Neofytou - R 3 7 15 9 8 8 8 10 7 12 19 10 6 11 14 9 5 6 5 8 8
G. Neofytou - L 11 6 3 21 5 2 8 8 2 21 7 22 3 11 5 6 8 6 3 4 5

* Start time of 10 minute survey
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10 most saturated readings for each movement

Movement - Lane 1 -> linel

Freeflow Start of full End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
2|07:04:03 07:04:13 10.064 2.013 1.629 2.444 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.596
3]07:05:40 07:06:03 22.633 1.886 1.087 2.742 13 0 0 0 0 0 13 13.00 0.574
7107:25:34 07:26:06 32.308 2.154 1.171 3.700 15 0 0 0 0 1 16 17.50 0.542
8|07:27:07 07:27:17 10.361 2.072 1.670 3.109 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.579
12]07:33:44 07:33:57 13.390 2.232 1.464 3.963 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.523
13]07:35:22 07:35:44 21.885 2.189 1.611 3.659 9 0 0 0 1 1 11 12.50 0.571
15]07:38:40 07:38:55 15.056 1.673 1.139 2.934 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 10.00 0.664
17107:41:57 07:42:09 11.211 1.869 1.449 2.542 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.624
18]07:43:38 07:43:48 10.299 2.060 0.980 3.087 5 0 0 0 0 1 6 7.50 0.728
28]08:28:10 08:28:22 12.568 2.095 1.682 3.103 6 0 0 0 0 1 7 8.50 0.676
TOTAL 159.775 83 0 0 0 2 4 89 95
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2188.22
Movement - Lane 2 -> line2
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
3]07:04:01 07:04:12 11.003 1.572 1.221 2.179 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.727
4]07:05:51 07:06:03 11.685 1.669 1.192 2.255 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.685
5]07:07:18 07:07:29 10.919 2.184 1.686 3.248 5 1 0 0 0 0 6 7.00 0.641
9]07:30:25 07:30:35 10.007 2.502 1.374 3.817 4 0 0 0 0 1 5 6.50 0.650
10]07:33:41 07:33:55 13.392 1.913 1.344 2.980 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.597
12]07:38:48 07:39:02 14.233 2.033 1.366 3.276 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.562
13]07:40:18 07:40:30 12.062 2.010 1.254 2.607 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.580
14]07:41:58 07:42:09 10.492 2.098 1.375 2.682 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.572
17]07:51:52 07:52:03 10.744 1.791 1.257 2.456 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.652
19]08:07:02 08:07:12 10.184 2.037 1.284 2.908 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.589
TOTAL 114.721 64 1 0 0 3 1 69 71.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2251.68
Movement - Lane 3 -> line3
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:06:06 07:06:17 10.962 2.192 1.123 3.536 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.547
3|07:30:40 07:30:51 11.379 1.897 1.763 2.393 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.615
4107:35:34 07:35:47 13.036 2.173 1.763 2.782 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.537
5]07:42:39 07:42:50 10.557 1.760 0.708 3.452 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.663
6]07:47:12 07:47:25 12.856 2.143 1.489 3.791 6 0 0 0 1 0 7 7.00 0.544
8]07:52:08 07:52:22 13.594 2.266 1.598 3.007 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.515
9]07:55:23 07:55:34 11.186 2.237 1.991 2.608 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.536
10]08:00:35 08:00:51 16.129 2.016 0.938 3.419 8 0 0 0 0 1 9 10.50 0.651
11]08:05:22 08:05:32 10.581 2.645 1.903 3.249 3 0 0 0 1 1 5 6.50 0.614
14]08:13:55 08:14:05 10.604 2.121 1.358 2.605 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.566
TOTAL 120.884 63 0 0 0 2 2 67 70
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2084.22
Movement - Lane 4 -> lined
Freeflow Start of full End of full ] TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:42:13 07:42:24 11.331 2.266 1.467 3.187 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.530
2]107:43:56 07:44:06 10.605 2.121 1.589 2.580 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.566
3]07:55:23 07:55:37 14.023 2.337 1.476 3.569 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.499
4]07:57:25 07:57:43 17.669 2.209 1.280 3.939 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.509
5]07:59:07 07:59:18 11.527 1.921 1.075 2.626 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.607
6]08:00:26 08:00:42 16.330 2.041 1.342 3.496 8 0 0 0 1 0 9 9.00 0.551
7108:02:04 08:02:15 11.518 2.304 1.516 2.958 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.521
8]08:05:22 08:05:39 17.210 2.151 1.702 3.060 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.523
9]08:06:56 08:07:20 23.789 2.163 0.533 3.884 12 0 0 0 0 0 12 12.00 0.504
12]08:21:46 08:22:00 14.250 2.036 1.667 2.638 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.561
TOTAL 148.252 77 0 0 0 2 0 79 79
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1933.90
Movement - Lane 6 -> line6
Freeflow [ Startofful | Endoffull [/ .o TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes totalpcy | Saturation Flow
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
2]112:34:23 12:34:38 15.220 2.174 1.858 2.877 7 0 0 0 0 1 8 9.50 0.624
3]112:39:18 12:39:29 10.448 2.090 1.594 2.619 3 0 0 0 2 1 6 7.50 0.718
5]12:52:38 12:52:52 13.589 2.718 1.571 3.912 5 0 0 0 0 1 6 7.50 0.552
6]12:54:09 12:54:30 20.777 2.078 1.516 2.692 9 0 0 0 0 2 11 14.00 0.674
9]13:14:06 13:14:22 15.872 1.984 1.516 2.483 8 0 0 0 1 0 9 9.00 0.567
13]13:22:20 13:22:38 17.886 1.987 0.985 3.153 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 10.00 0.559
14113:23:54 13:24:08 14.131 2.019 1.267 3.060 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.566
16]13:29:01 13:29:13 12.684 2.114 1.672 3.466 4 0 0 0 3 0 7 7.00 0.552
19]13:38:50 13:39:05 15.335 2.191 1.549 3.030 5 0 0 0 2 1 8 9.50 0.619
20]113:42:07 13:42:26 19.485 1.949 1.250 2.629 9 0 0 0 1 1 11 12.50 0.642
TOTAL 155.427 68 0 0 0 9 7 84 94.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2186.25




10 most saturated readings for each movement

Movement - Lane 1 -> linel

Freeflow Start of full End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:00:28 07:00:41 13.292 2.215 0.819 3.569 5 0 0 0 1 1 7 8.50 0.639
2]07:01:56 07:02:09 13.515 2.253 1.740 3.239 6 0 0 0 1 0 7 7.00 0.518
4107:11:28 07:11:42 14.405 2.058 1.335 3.052 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.555
5]07:17:46 07:18:01 15.318 2.188 1.477 3.198 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.522
6]07:19:20 07:19:39 18.875 2.097 1.206 3.240 8 0 0 0 1 1 10 11.50 0.609
9]07:30:28 07:30:43 15.208 2.173 1.577 3.141 7 0 0 0 0 1 8 9.50 0.625
10]07:38:19 07:38:37 17.538 1.754 1.193 2.286 10 0 0 0 1 0 11 11.00 0.627
11]107:39:56 07:40:06 10.358 2.072 1.542 3.408 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.579
13]07:55:45 07:56:06 20.435 2.044 0.992 3.449 10 0 0 0 1 0 11 11.00 0.538
15]08:06:53 08:07:09 16.397 2.050 1.379 3.487 8 0 0 0 1 0 9 9.00 0.549
TOTAL 155.341 74 0 0 0 8 3 85 89.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2074.55
Movement - Lane 2 -> line2
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
3|07:05:05 07:05:20 15.074 1.884 1.300 3.411 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.597
5]07:17:46 07:17:59 12.786 2.131 1.382 3.594 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.547
6]07:19:19 07:19:31 11.796 1.966 1.349 2.351 6 0 1 0 0 0 7 6.50 0.551
7107:20:54 07:21:04 10.301 1.717 1.250 2.099 6 0 0 0 1 0 7 7.00 0.680
8|07:24:06 07:24:17 10.326 2.065 1.395 2.710 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.581
12]07:38:19 07:38:32 12.976 1.854 1.593 2.546 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.617
15]08:03:40 08:03:56 16.346 2.043 0.896 3.918 8 0 0 0 1 0 9 9.00 0.551
17]08:07:07 08:07:18 10.756 2.151 1.058 2.974 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.558
18]08:14:51 08:15:02 10.734 2.147 1.190 2.965 4 0 0 0 1 1 6 7.50 0.699
21]08:29:46 08:29:59 12.909 1.844 0.767 3.032 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.620
TOTAL 124.004 67 0 1 0 4 1 73 74
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2159.84
Movement - Lane 3 -> line3
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:17:59 07:18:11 11.244 2.249 1.626 3.592 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.534
2107:21:25 07:21:35 10.414 2.083 1.678 2.472 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.576
3]107:29:31 07:29:51 19.767 1.977 1.022 2.617 11 0 0 0 0 0 11 11.00 0.556
4]07:32:28 07:32:42 13.615 2.269 1.105 3.146 6 0 1 0 0 0 7 6.50 0.477
6]07:46:27 07:46:38 10.581 1.764 1.129 2.866 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.662
7107:51:44 07:51:57 12.503 2.084 1.398 3.539 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.560
8]07:59:07 07:59:17 10.293 2.059 1.216 3.023 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.583
9]08:08:43 08:09:05 21.915 1.992 1.068 3.343 12 0 0 0 0 0 12 12.00 0.548
10]08:13:46 08:14:10 23.356 2.336 1.019 3.578 10 0 0 0 1 0 11 11.00 0.471
12]08:26:22 08:26:36 14.064 2.344 1.388 2.903 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.498
TOTAL 147.752 78 0 1 0 1 0 80 79.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1967.14
Movement - Lane 4 -> lined
Freeflow Start of full End of full ] TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
3|07:03:43 07:04:05 22.187 2.017 1.469 2.644 12 0 0 0 0 0 12 12.00 0.541
7107:13:14 07:13:35 20.642 2.294 1.559 3.606 9 0 0 0 0 1 10 11.50 0.557
11]107:29:02 07:29:16 13.509 2.252 1.507 3.453 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.518
19]07:54:25 07:54:35 10.799 2.160 1.516 2.988 5 0 0 0 0 1 6 7.50 0.695
20|07:55:56 07:56:10 13.656 2.276 1.659 2.796 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.513
23]08:00:43 08:01:12 28.877 2.063 1.183 3.597 13 0 0 0 2 0 15 15.00 0.519
26|08:05:27 08:05:40 12.878 2.146 1.761 2.588 6 0 0 0 1 0 7 7.00 0.544
28|08:10:34 08:10:44 10.145 2.029 1.364 2.980 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.591
30]08:15:00 08:15:11 10.621 2.124 1.389 2.830 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.565
33]08:24:31 08:24:47 15.831 1.979 1.349 2.625 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.569
TOTAL 159.145 80 0 0 0 3 2 85 88
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2020.00
Movement - Lane 6 -> line6
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]12:44:19 12:44:32 12.405 2.068 1.566 3.324 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.564
3|12:49:04 12:49:15 10.780 2.156 1.605 2.742 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.557
5]12:58:40 12:58:55 14.420 2.060 1.415 2.976 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.555
6]13:01:50 13:02:03 12.891 1.842 1.275 2.624 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.621
7113:03:24 13:03:37 12.600 2.100 1.404 2.832 6 0 0 0 1 0 7 7.00 0.556
9]13:12:52 13:13:08 15.934 1.992 1.333 3.216 7 0 0 0 2 0 9 9.00 0.565
10]13:14:29 13:14:41 12.263 2.044 1.517 2.856 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.571
13]13:25:33 13:25:49 15.654 1.957 1.566 2.562 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.575
17]13:50:52 13:51:13 20.597 1.872 1.262 2.591 11 0 0 0 1 0 12 12.00 0.583
18]13:52:28 13:52:44 16.379 2.047 1.044 3.230 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.549
TOTAL 143.923 77 0 0 0 5 0 82 82
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2050.01
Movement - Lane 7 -> line7
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:14:34 07:14:45 10.990 2.198 1.093 2.822 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.546
2]107:54:07 07:54:18 10.750 2.688 2.301 3.549 3 0 0 0 2 0 5 5.00 0.465
TOTAL 21.740 9 0 0 0 2 0 11 11
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1819.92




10 most saturated readings for each movement

Movement - Lane 1 -> linel

Freeflow Start of full End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
TOTAL
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 0.00
Movement - Lane 2 -> line2
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
TOTAL
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 0.00
Movement - Lane 3 -> line3
Freeflow Start of full End of full Duration (sec) TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Total PCU Saturation Flow
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]17:04:19 17:04:31 12.604 2.101 1.763 3.164 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.555
4117:39:50 17:40:03 12.599 2.100 1.725 2.596 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.556
5]17:46:20 17:46:32 12.083 2.417 1.546 2.828 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.497
6]17:53:21 17:53:34 13.585 2.717 2.053 3.867 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.442
7117:56:54 17:57:14 20.193 2.524 1.719 3.413 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.446
8/18:05:35 18:05:46 10.933 2.187 1.687 2.763 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.549
9]18:07:19 18:07:29 10.370 2.074 1.626 2.611 5 0 0 0 0 1 6 7.50 0.723
10]18:19:37 18:19:56 18.670 2.667 1.548 3.564 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.428
12]18:26:34 18:26:46 12.405 2.481 1.723 3.753 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.484
13]18:28:21 18:28:31 10.455 2.614 2.320 2.869 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.478
TOTAL 133.897 63 0 0 0 2 1 66 67.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1856.65
Movement - Lane 4 -> line4
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]12:01:15 12:01:28 13.418 2.236 1.629 3.605 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.522
2|12:06:27 12:06:41 14.239 2.034 0.746 2.796 6 0 0 0 0 2 8 11.00 0.773
3]12:17:13 12:17:25 11.676 1.668 0.700 2.255 7 0 1 0 0 0 8 7.50 0.642
4112:19:03 12:19:13 10.139 2.535 1.610 3.465 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.493
6]12:29:48 12:30:09 20.777 2.309 1.682 3.536 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 10.00 0.481
7112:33:24 12:33:41 17.152 2.450 1.487 3.539 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.466
9]12:46:20 12:46:36 16.536 2.362 1.510 3.382 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.484
10]13:01:16 13:01:32 16.187 2.312 1.599 3.033 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.494
11)13:17:47 13:17:57 10.533 2.633 1.622 3.338 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.475
12]13:25:15 13:25:28 12.397 2.479 1.662 3.755 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.484
TOTAL 143.054 69 0 1 0 1 2 73 75.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1913.08
Movement - Lane 5 -> line5
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
3]07:15:10 07:15:24 13.767 1.967 1.703 2.245 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.581
4]07:19:00 07:19:11 10.713 2.143 1.679 2.853 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.560
5]07:20:54 07:21:05 11.352 1.892 1.612 2.370 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.617
7107:28:36 07:28:48 12.765 1.824 1.527 2.586 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.627
10]07:51:35 07:51:45 10.720 2.144 1.298 3.143 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.560
11]08:07:01 08:07:15 14.332 2.047 1.546 3.106 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.558
12]08:14:32 08:14:47 14.844 2.121 1.656 2.684 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.539
13]08:16:28 08:16:41 12.940 1.849 1.515 2.532 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.618
15]08:24:10 08:24:23 13.652 2.730 1.686 3.656 5 0 0 0 0 1 6 7.50 0.549
16]08:27:57 08:28:11 13.066 1.867 1.219 2.932 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.612
TOTAL 128.151 70 0 0 0 2 1 73 745
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2095.64
Movement - Lane 6 -> line6
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:38:09 07:38:22 12.444 2.489 1.979 2.890 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.482
TOTAL 12.444 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1735.78
Movement - Lane 7 -> line7
Freeflow Start of full End of full ) TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]17:04:01 17:04:13 11.979 1.997 1.415 3.196 6 0 0 0 1 0 7 7.00 0.584
3|17:14:30 17:14:46 16.002 2.286 1.572 3.255 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.500
4]17:16:16 17:16:31 14.359 2.051 1.073 3.943 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.557
5117:23:16 17:23:29 12.846 2.141 1.354 3.357 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.545
6]17:29:24 17:29:36 11.530 2.306 1.885 2.555 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.520
9]17:37:18 17:37:33 14.906 2.129 1.602 3.035 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.537
10]17:39:04 17:39:16 12.096 2.016 1.553 2.659 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.579
11117:40:46 17:40:57 10.449 2.090 1.791 2.401 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.574
13]18:08:49 18:09:03 13.593 2.266 1.558 3.016 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.515
14]18:14:04 18:14:17 13.204 2.201 1.952 2.473 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.530
TOTAL 130.964 69 0 0 0 2 0 71 71
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1958.93




10 most saturated readings for each movement

Movement - Lane 1 -> linel

Freeflow Start of full End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
TOTAL
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 0.00
Movement - Lane 2 -> line2
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
3]112:40:03 12:40:16 13.412 2.235 1.071 3.810 5 0 0 0 2 0 7 7.00 0.522
4112:41:41 12:41:59 17.581 2.512 1.220 3.833 6 2 0 0 0 0 8 10.00 0.569
6]12:45:22 12:45:37 15.273 2.182 1.526 3.158 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.524
9]12:51:04 12:51:25 20.923 1.902 0.598 3.796 9 0 2 0 1 0 12 11.00 0.526
11]12:54:35 12:54:59 23.760 2.160 1.547 3.255 11 0 0 0 1 0 12 12.00 0.505
13]13:05:35 13:05:55 20.373 2.037 1.413 2.914 10 0 0 0 1 0 11 11.00 0.540
15113:11:14 13:11:26 11.178 1.863 1.137 2.423 6 0 1 0 0 0 7 6.50 0.581
17113:18:23 13:18:42 19.491 2.166 1.590 2.989 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 10.00 0.513
18]13:22:02 13:22:14 11.405 1.901 1.211 2.842 6 0 1 0 0 0 7 6.50 0.570
22113:29:24 13:29:39 14.754 2.108 1.797 2.465 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.542
TOTAL 168.150 79 2 4 0 5 0 90 90
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1941.10
Movement - Lane 4 -> lined
Freeflow Start of full End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]12:33:05 12:33:17 11.505 2.301 1.905 3.269 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.522
3|12:43:55 12:44:13 18.079 2.260 1.389 3.588 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.498
4112:45:37 12:46:01 23.939 2.176 1.317 3.619 10 0 0 0 2 0 12 12.00 0.501
6]12:51:18 12:51:33 15.329 1.916 1.053 2.454 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.587
7112:52:56 12:53:25 29.505 2.108 0.815 3.676 13 0 1 0 1 0 15 14.50 0.491
9]13:07:39 13:08:03 24.386 2.217 1.550 3.182 6 0 1 0 3 2 12 14.50 0.595
11)13:16:51 13:17:01 10.183 2.546 2.009 3.681 3 0 0 0 2 0 5 5.00 0.491
12]13:24:14 13:24:28 13.865 2.773 2.116 3.155 5 0 0 0 0 1 6 7.50 0.541
13]13:26:07 13:26:18 11.904 2.381 1.631 3.974 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.504
17113:42:45 13:42:56 11.016 2.203 1.688 2.678 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.545
TOTAL 169.711 73 0 2 0 8 3 86 89.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1898.79
Movement - Lane 5 -> line5
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
TOTAL
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 0.00
Movement - Lane 6 -> line6
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]12:44:32 12:44:44 11.741 2.935 2.017 3.990 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.426
2|12:50:00 12:50:14 13.338 3.335 3.076 3.781 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.375
3]12:51:50 12:52:02 11.578 2.316 1.742 2.787 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.518
4113:19:23 13:19:37 14.776 2.111 1.290 3.486 7 0 1 0 0 0 8 7.50 0.508
5113:21:12 13:21:36 23.243 2.905 2.138 3.716 7 0 2 0 0 0 9 8.00 0.344
6]13:35:53 13:36:10 16.797 2.400 1.841 2.925 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.476
7113:37:44 13:38:02 17.721 2.532 0.916 3.112 7 0 1 0 0 0 8 7.50 0.423
8]13:50:40 13:50:50 10.170 2.543 1.584 3.180 4 0 1 0 0 0 5 4.50 0.442
TOTAL 119.364 49 0 5 0 0 0 54 51.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1580.72




10 most saturated readings for each movement

Movement - Lane 1 -> line6

Freeflow Start of full End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:32:24 07:32:36 11.426 2.857 1.351 3.832 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.438
2]107:34:12 07:34:25 12.888 2.148 1.225 3.459 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.543
3]07:40:56 07:41:16 19.699 2.189 1.804 2.725 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 10.00 0.508
4107:42:42 07:42:52 10.174 1.696 1.205 2.345 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.688
5]07:44:29 07:44:52 22.850 2.285 1.682 2.957 11 0 0 0 0 0 11 11.00 0.481
6]07:46:16 07:46:33 17.177 2.147 1.284 2.663 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.524
7|07:51:46 07:51:59 12.665 2.111 1.646 2.899 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.553
8]07:53:25 07:53:42 17.755 2.219 1.431 3.194 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.507
TOTAL 124.634 65 0 0 0 0 0 65 65
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1908.62
Movement - Lane 2 -> line5
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:32:27 07:32:46 19.572 2.447 1.418 3.568 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.460
2|07:36:08 07:36:27 18.867 2.695 1.461 3.743 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.424
3|07:39:26 07:39:36 10.720 2.680 1.516 3.895 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.466
4]07:44:30 07:44:41 10.749 2.150 1.359 2.850 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.558
5]07:46:18 07:46:37 19.017 2.377 1.424 3.846 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.473
6]07:49:50 07:50:07 17.236 2.155 1.413 3.200 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.522
TOTAL 96.161 46 0 0 0 0 0 46 46
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1742.34
Movement - Lane 3 -> line7
Freeflow Start of full End of full ) TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:52:23 07:52:39 15.367 2.561 1.693 3.428 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.456
TOTAL 15.367 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1639.88
Movement - Lane 4 -> line8
Freeflow Start of full End of full ] TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:45:16 07:45:26 10.702 1.784 1.424 2.222 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.654
TOTAL 10.702 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2354.70
Movement - Lane 5 -> linel
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:35:26 07:35:40 13.836 2.767 2.167 3.990 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.434
2]107:37:15 07:37:32 16.930 2.116 1.239 2.931 8 0 1 0 0 0 9 8.50 0.502
3]07:40:25 07:40:49 24.110 2.679 1.831 3.681 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 10.00 0.415
4107:49:59 07:50:10 11.084 2.771 1.977 3.948 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.451
5]07:52:56 07:53:09 12.820 2.564 1.804 3.658 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.468
TOTAL 78.780 35 0 1 0 0 0 36 35.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1634.11
Movement - Lane 6 -> line2
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:32:17 07:32:57 40.697 1.938 1.143 2.834 22 0 0 0 0 0 22 22.00 0.541
2]107:34:02 07:34:40 37.391 2.199 1.485 3.970 18 0 0 0 0 0 18 18.00 0.481
3]07:35:52 07:36:29 36.989 2.055 1.343 2.932 19 0 0 0 0 0 19 19.00 0.514
5]07:40:48 07:41:13 24.935 1.918 1.103 3.100 14 0 0 0 0 0 14 14.00 0.561
7|07:44:23 07:44:39 16.304 2.038 1.535 2.837 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.552
8|07:46:08 07:46:23 15.046 2.149 1.319 2.762 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.532
9107:47:56 07:48:31 34.458 2.154 1.496 3.756 16 0 0 0 1 0 17 17.00 0.493
10]07:50:02 07:50:25 22.724 2.272 1.084 3.154 11 0 0 0 0 0 11 11.00 0.484
11]07:51:30 07:51:58 28.556 2.197 1.414 3.408 13 0 0 0 1 0 14 14.00 0.490
12]07:53:23 07:53:45 21.669 2.167 1.287 3.979 11 0 0 0 0 0 11 11.00 0.508
TOTAL 278.769 141 0 0 0 2 0 143 143
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1856.21
Movement - Lane 8 -> lined
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]107:33:41 07:33:53 11.654 1.942 1.474 3.092 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.601
2|07:37:12 07:37:22 10.262 2.052 1.443 2.416 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.585
3]07:45:43 07:45:58 14.394 1.799 1.437 2.084 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.625
4107:49:19 07:49:29 10.819 1.803 1.474 2.321 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.647
5]07:51:06 07:51:21 15.039 2.148 1.235 2.864 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.532
TOTAL 62.168 37 0 0 0 0 0 37 37
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2152.48
Movement - Lane 10 -> line3
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
TOTAL
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 0.00




10 most saturated readings for each movement

Movement - Lane 1 -> linel

Freeflow Start of full End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:10:06 07:10:20 13.602 2.267 1.009 3.084 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.515
2]107:24:00 07:24:12 11.301 2.825 2.009 3.302 3 0 0 0 2 0 5 5.00 0.442
3]07:26:38 07:26:50 11.028 2.206 1.727 3.201 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.544
4107:28:15 07:28:34 18.917 2.102 1.294 3.683 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 10.00 0.529
5]07:31:34 07:31:48 13.554 1.936 1.172 2.755 6 0 0 0 2 0 8 8.00 0.590
6]07:33:13 07:33:31 17.216 1.722 1.129 2.411 11 0 0 0 0 0 11 11.00 0.639
7]07:36:38 07:36:53 14.922 2.132 1.392 3.330 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.536
8]07:39:56 07:40:22 25.932 2.161 1.158 3.194 13 0 0 0 0 0 13 13.00 0.501
9]107:41:53 07:42:05 12.045 3.011 2.301 3.873 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 5.00 0.415
10]08:09:55 08:10:07 11.531 1.922 1.274 2.637 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.607
TOTAL 150.048 76 0 0 0 4 0 80 80
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1914.67
Movement - Lane 2 -> line2
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:28:14 07:28:30 15.688 1.961 1.052 3.244 8 0 0 0 1 0 9 9.00 0.574
2|07:29:55 07:30:09 13.952 1.993 0.985 3.956 7 0 0 0 0 1 8 9.50 0.681
3]|08:08:19 08:08:29 10.036 2.007 1.096 2.348 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.598
4]12:51:01 12:51:16 15.491 2.213 1.037 3.816 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.516
5]12:58:34 12:58:45 10.997 1.833 0.702 3.276 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.637
6]13:00:02 13:00:13 11.353 2.271 1.708 3.632 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.528
7]13:09:01 13:09:14 13.519 1.931 0.998 3.586 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.592
8]13:12:01 13:12:14 12.719 2.120 1.132 2.609 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.550
9]13:52:34 13:52:44 10.198 1.700 1.195 1.981 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.686
10]13:54:03 13:54:20 17.051 2.131 1.306 3.593 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.528
TOTAL 39.676 20 0 0 0 2 1 23 24,5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2120.40
Movement - Lane 3 -> line3
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
4]07:13:28 07:13:40 12.307 2.051 1.073 3.043 6 0 0 0 0 1 7 8.50 0.691
5]07:15:07 07:15:22 14.732 2.105 1.502 3.005 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.543
7107:26:48 07:27:00 12.339 2.057 1.372 3.010 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.567
8|07:30:09 07:30:22 13.316 1.902 1.133 3.548 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.601
11]07:35:05 07:35:32 26.441 2.034 1.273 3.914 13 0 0 0 0 1 14 15.50 0.586
14107:45:20 07:45:34 14.278 2.040 1.481 3.007 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.560
15]07:48:25 07:48:49 23.758 1.980 1.071 3.217 13 0 0 0 0 0 13 13.00 0.547
17]07:51:58 07:52:08 10.288 2.058 1.074 3.549 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.583
20]08:05:06 08:05:32 25.855 1.989 1.248 3.657 13 0 0 0 1 0 14 14.00 0.541
23]08:20:05 08:20:18 13.005 1.858 1.349 2.209 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.615
TOTAL 166.319 87 0 0 0 4 2 93 96
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2100.71
Movement - Lane 4 -> lined
Freeflow Start of full End of full ] TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:13:28 07:13:41 12.570 2.095 0.921 3.993 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.557
4107:28:28 07:28:49 21.663 1.805 1.266 3.095 12 0 0 0 1 0 13 13.00 0.600
6]07:33:25 07:33:41 15.567 1.946 1.276 2.853 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.578
7107:38:29 07:38:41 12.020 2.003 1.371 2.588 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.582
8]07:40:05 07:40:25 20.369 1.852 1.322 2.494 12 0 0 0 0 0 12 12.00 0.589
9|07:41:44 07:42:03 18.892 1.889 1.298 2.730 10 0 0 0 1 0 11 11.00 0.582
10]07:46:45 07:46:59 13.348 1.907 1.268 2.463 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.599
11]107:51:52 07:52:15 22.013 1.834 1.130 2.704 12 0 0 0 1 0 13 13.00 0.591
13]08:01:48 08:01:59 11.506 1.918 1.437 3.127 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.608
16]08:25:08 08:25:18 10.304 2.061 1.405 3.152 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 6.00 0.582
TOTAL 158.252 90 0 0 0 3 0 93 93
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2113.00
Movement - Lane 5 -> line5
Freeflow Start of full End of full . TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU )
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:02:55 07:03:05 10.392 1.732 1.511 1.946 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.674
2|07:17:53 07:18:04 11.014 2.203 1.179 3.879 5 0 1 0 0 0 6 5.50 0.499
3|08:01:10 08:01:22 11.967 1.995 1.203 3.195 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.585
4108:09:32 08:09:43 10.855 1.809 1.233 2.615 6 0 0 0 1 0 7 7.00 0.645
TOTAL 44.228 25 0 1 0 1 0 27 26.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2162.49
Movement - Lane 6 -> line6
Freeflow Start of full End of full ) TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
) Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
2107:16:13 07:16:24 10.503 1.751 1.595 1.964 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.666
5]07:26:11 07:26:24 13.588 2.265 1.191 2.891 6 0 0 0 0 1 7 8.50 0.626
9]07:32:50 07:33:02 12.545 1.792 1.252 2.933 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.638
12]07:41:09 07:41:22 12.691 1.813 1.291 3.002 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.630
13]07:42:50 07:43:03 12.720 1.817 1.320 2.805 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.629
14107:44:30 07:44:44 13.257 1.657 1.022 2.817 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 9.00 0.679
15]07:46:10 07:46:20 10.727 1.788 1.494 2.020 7 0 0 0 0 0 7 7.00 0.653
16]07:47:51 07:48:03 12.799 1.828 1.305 2.663 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.625
18]07:51:09 07:51:22 12.710 1.816 0.959 3.270 7 0 0 0 1 0 8 8.00 0.629
20]07:59:31 07:59:42 10.680 2.136 1.529 3.143 5 0 0 0 0 1 6 7.50 0.702
TOTAL 122.220 73 0 0 0 1 2 76 79
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 2331.79
Movement - Lane 7 -> line7
Freeflow | Startoffull | End of full , TIME GAP (sec) Traffic Volumes Saturation Flow
. Duration (sec) . Total PCU .
Reading demand demand Avg Min Max CAR BUS MOTORCYCLE BICYCLE VAN TRUCK Total per Reading
1]07:36:31 07:36:41 10.004 2.001 1.535 2.583 5 0 1 0 0 0 6 5.50 0.550
2]107:54:52 07:55:02 10.059 2.012 1.429 2.793 5 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.00 0.596
3]08:02:06 08:02:22 15.969 2.281 2.011 2.732 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 8.00 0.501
TOTAL 36.032 18 0 1 0 1 0 20 19.5
SATURATION FLOW (PCU/hour) 1976.68
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AL PLANNING Traffic Impact Assessment — Office Development in Mesa Geitonia Municipality, Limassol

APPENDIX D

Degree of Saturation Surveys



TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 2
Cycle Time 100
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\cljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 11 11 26.62 1 4 15.0 3.75 49.493%
2 9 9 21.78 1 5.0 14.0 2.89 45.5402%
3 14 14 33.88 1 2.0 16.0 5.05 53.954%
4 16.5 16.5 39.93 1 2.0 18.5 6.13 63.549%
5 10 10 24.20 1 12.0 220 3.32 72.073%
6 8 8 19.36 1 12.0 20.0 2.46 64.601%
7 11 11 26.62 1 6.0 17.0 3.75 56.092%
8 12.5 12.5 30.25 1 6.0 66 18.5 4.40 61.705%
9 2 2 4.84 1 12.0 66 14.0 -0.14 43.392%
10 6 6 14.52 1 6.0 66 12.0 1.59 38.224%
Total 100 242.00 3.32 54.862%
0.608
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 10 10 24.20 1 6 16.0 3.32 52.417%
2 9 9 21.78 1 7.5 16.5 2.89 53.6724%
3 7 7 16.94 1 6.0 13.0 2.03 41.698%
4 6.5 6.5 15.73 1 12.0 18.5 1.81 59.133%
5 9 9 21.78 1 3.0 12.0 2.89 39.034%
6 8 8 19.36 1 6.0 14.0 2.46 45.220%
7 6 6 14.52 1 5.5 11.5 1.59 36.631%
8 3 3 7.26 1 8.0 11.0 0.30 34.325%
9 6 6 14.52 1 8.5 14.5 1.59 46.187%
10 5 5 12.10 1 2.0 7.0 1.16 22.144%
Total 70 168.19 2.00 43.046%
0.625
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 10 9.5 22.99 1 6.0 53 15.5 3.20 64.139%
2 12 11.5 27.83 1 4.0 53 15.5 4.08 65.348%
3 14 14 33.88 1 8.5 53 22.5 5.19 97.147%
4 11 11 26.62 1 4.0 53 15.0 3.86 62.943%
5 8 7.5 18.15 1 5.0 53 12.5 231 50.786%
6 13 12.5 30.25 1 3.0 53 15.5 4.52 65.969%
7 13 13 31.46 1 8.0 53 21.0 4.75 89.805%
8 14 14 33.88 1 1.0 53 15.0 5.19 64.765%
9 13 13 31.46 1 8.0 53 21.0 4.75 89.805%
10 10 10 24.20 1 4.0 53 14.0 3.42 58.201%
Total 4.13 70.891%
Sat Flow 0.579

1820




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 16 16 38.72 1 5.0 53 21.0 7.94 90.776%
2 15 15 36.30 1 6.0 53 21.0 7.38 89.614%
3 13 13 31.46 1 8.0 53 21.0 6.26 87.376%
4 4 4 9.68 1 8.0 53 12.0 1.23 44.886%
5 10 10 24.20 1 6.0 53 16.0 4.58 64.169%
6 12 12 29.04 1 6.0 53 18.0 5.70 73.971%
7 19 19 45.98 1 5.0 53 240 9.61 107.943%
8 15 15 36.30 1 2.0 53 17.0 7.38 72.544%
9 12 12 29.04 1 6.0 53 18.0 5.70 73.971%
10 11 11 26.62 1 6.0 53 17.0 5.14 69.010%
Total 6.09 77.426%
0.537
Sat Flow 1934
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |lapetou (E) - Direction Right
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 5 5 12.10 1 0.0 29 5.0 0.84 35.576%
2 5 4.5 10.89 1 0.0 29 4.5 0.65 31.795%
3 6 6 14.52 1 0.0 29 6.0 1.21 43.300%
4 5 5 12.10 1 0.0 29 5.0 0.84 35.576%
5 14 14 33.88 1 0.0 29 14.0 4.15 114.032%
6 12 11.5 24.74 1 0.0 29 11.5 0.14 79.691%
7 6 6 14.52 1 3.0 29 9.0 1.21 64.950%
8 10 9.5 22.99 1 0.0 29 9.5 2.49 72.157%
9 4 4 9.68 1 3.0 29 7.0 0.47 49.117%
10 10 10 24.20 1 0.0 29 10.0 2.68 76.529%
Total 76 179.62 [ 147 60.272%
0.607
Sat FI .
atriow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 2
Cycle Time 99
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 12.5 12.5 30.25 1 9 21.5 4.40 71.712%
2 16 16 38.72 1 4.0 20.0 5.91 68.4456%
3 11 11 26.62 1 6.5 17.5 3.75 57.742%
4 10 10 24.20 1 5.0 15.0 3.32 49.141%
5 18 18 43.56 1 2.0 20.0 6.78 69.479%
6 215 21.5 52.03 1 0.0 21.5 8.29 76.718%
7 21 21 50.82 1 4.0 25.0 8.08 88.863%
8 17.5 17.5 42.35 1 8.0 66 25.5 6.56 88.253%
9 19 19 45.98 1 2.5 66 21.5 7.21 75.259%
10 155 15.5 37.51 1 2.0 66 17.5 5.70 59.668%
Total 162 392.04 6.00 70.528%
0.608
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 3 3 7.26 1 9 12.0 0.30 37.446%
2 7 7 16.94 1 5.0 12.0 2.03 38.4901%
3 18.5 18.5 44.77 1 3.0 21.5 6.99 74.973%
4 15 15 36.30 1 2.5 17.5 5.48 59.448%
5 17 17 41.14 1 6.0 23.0 6.35 79.302%
6 18 18 43.56 1 4.0 22.0 6.78 76.427%
7 16 16 38.72 1 2.0 18.0 5.91 61.601%
8 13 13 31.46 1 8.0 21.0 4.62 70.299%
9 18 18 43.56 1 3.0 21.0 6.78 72.953%
10 19 19 45.98 1 3.0 220 7.21 77.009%
Total 145 349.69 5.24 64.795%
0.625
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 15 14.5 35.09 1 14.5 53 29.0 5.41 125.819%
2 15 14.5 35.09 1 2.5 53 17.0 5.41 73.756%
3 3 3 7.26 1 1.0 53 4.0 0.33 15.614%
4 12 12 29.04 1 4.0 53 16.0 4.30 67.775%
5 11 11 26.62 1 4.0 53 15.0 3.86 62.943%
6 6 6 14.52 1 5.5 53 11.5 1.65 46.095%
7 10 9.5 22.99 1 4.0 53 13.5 3.20 55.863%
8 8 8 19.36 1 5.0 53 13.0 2.54 53.058%
9 15 15 36.30 1 2.0 53 17.0 5.63 74.115%
10 9 9 21.78 1 3.0 53 12.0 2.98 49.428%
Total 3.53 62.447%
Sat Flow 0.579

1820




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 6 6 14.52 1 1.0 53 7.0 2.35 26.785%
2 6 6 14.52 1 4.0 53 10.0 2.35 38.264%
3 7 7 16.94 1 3.0 53 10.0 291 38.709%
4 7 7 16.94 1 4.5 53 11.5 291 44.515%
5 12.5 12.5 30.25 1 3.0 53 15.5 5.98 64.092%
6 5 5 12.10 1 4.0 53 9.0 1.79 34.047%
7 8 8 19.36 1 2.0 53 10.0 3.47 39.163%
8 8 8 19.36 1 3.0 53 11.0 3.47 43.080%
9 12 12 29.04 1 1.0 53 13.0 5.70 53.423%
10 6 6 14.52 1 2.0 53 8.0 2.35 30.611%
Total 3.33 41.269%
0.537
Sat Flow 1934
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |lapetou (E) - Direction Right
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 8 19.36 1 0.0 29 8.0 1.94 65.522%
2 9 9 21.78 1 25 29 11.5 2.31 95.5902%
3 8 7.5 18.15 1 0.0 29 7.5 1.76 60.980%
4 8 7.5 18.15 1 0.0 29 7.5 1.76 60.980%
5 8 8 19.36 1 0.0 29 8.0 1.94 65.522%
6 11 11 24.63 1 0.0 29 11.0 1.05 87.012%
7 15 14.5 24.79 1 0.0 29 14.5 -5.97 90.264%
8 12 12 23.92 1 0.0 29 12.0 -1.71 85.789%
9 10 9.5 22.99 1 0.0 29 9.5 2.49 79.558%
10 11 11 24.88 1 0.0 29 11.0 1.30 87.858%
Total 98 218.01 [ 069 | 77.908%
0.607
Sat FI .
atriow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 2
Cycle Time 99
Arm/Lane: Lane 1 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ade(th.ic());al FLARE STRG | Total UnderuFiIised Degree of Satura.tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 9 9 24.77 1 11 56 20.0 5.88 82.619%
2 22 22 53.99 1 0.0 56 22.0 9.26 97.7427%
3 19 19 48.23 1 1.0 56 20.0 9.46 89.263%
4 25 25 52.21 1 0.0 56 25.0 1.51 94.684%
5 19 19 54.74 1 0.0 56 19.0 15.97 99.316%
6 14 14 39.22 1 7.0 56 21.0 10.39 95.723%
7 22.5 22.5 51.67 1 0.0 56 22.5 5.94 93.071%
8 24.5 24.5 53.62 1 0.0 56 24.5 3.92 97.245%
9 18 18 44.85 1 2.0 56 20.0 8.07 86.558%
10 21 21 49.44 1 3.0 56 240 6.70 100.853%
Total 194 472.74 7.71 93.708%
0.608
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |[Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adeci)t.ic());al FLARE STRG | Total UnderuFiIised Degree of Satura.tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 19 19 47.04 1 7 56 26.0
2 23 23 52.41 1 1.0 56 24.0 5.89 99.1641%
3 18 18 58.00 1 0.0 56 18.0
4 16 16 46.04 1 6.5 56 22.5
5 21.5 21.5 49.28 1 0.0 56 21.5 5.74 88.562%
6 24 24 54.91 1 0.0 56 24.0 6.20 99.812%
7 17 17 42.11 1 5.0 56 22.0 7.32 93.679%
8 14 14 40.19 1 5.0 56 19.0 11.36 88.577%
9 20.5 20.5 48.73 1 2.0 56 22.5 6.98 95.121%
10 6 6 14.95 1 16.0 56 22.0 2.02 84.138%
Total 179 453.66 6.50 92.722%
0.625
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: Lane 3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(;?t.ic?;al Aittilasi;e:n FLARE STRG Total UnderuFiIised Degree of Satura.tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs Amber (s) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 12 12 25.17 1 4.0 51 16.0 0.43 65.165%
2 8 8 17.42 1 6.0 51 14.0 0.60 57.211%
3 11 11 21.12 1 6.0 51 17.0 -1.64 66.405%
4 9 9 19.34 1 7.0 51 16.0 0.54 65.305%
5 9 9 18.22 1 8.5 51 17.5 -0.58 69.814%
6 13 13 25.91 1 9.5 51 22.5 -0.80 89.361%
7 7 7 13.57 1 10.5 51 17.5 -1.28 68.851%
8 6 6 13.64 1 5.0 51 11.0 0.77 45.115%
9 8 8 16.82 1 6.0 51 14.0 0.00 56.510%
10 5 5 14.85 1 5.0 51 10.0 3.96 43.917%
Total 0.20 62.765%
Sat Flow 0.579

1820




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane (direction through)
. . No. of Actual Green - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional + Leaving FLARE STRG Total UnderuFlllsed Degree of Satura.tlon
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS Amber (s) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 7 7 16.12 1 9.0 51 16.0 2.09 63.492%
2 9 9 17.99 1 8.5 51 17.5 0.24 66.805%
3 11 11 21.13 1 6.0 51 17.0 -0.35 64.130%
4 5 5 12.63 1 8.5 51 13.5 2.32 53.838%
5 7 7 15.35 1 0.0 51 7.0 1.32 27.329%
6 14 14 32.16 1 4.0 51 18.0 5.10 76.324%
7 8 8 17.49 1 7.5 51 15.5 1.60 60.870%
8 6 6 14.36 1 2.0 51 8.0 2.19 31.815%
9 7 7 15.78 1 55 51 12.5 1.75 49.246%
10 7 7 17.65 1 4.0 51 11.0 3.62 45.122%
Total 1.99 53.897%
0.537
Sat Flow 1934
Arm/Lane: Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |lapetou € - Direction Right
. . No. of Actual Green - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional + Leaving FLARE STRG | Total UnderuFlllsed Degree of Satura.tlon
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS Amber (s) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 16 15.5 31.20 1 0.0 35 15.5 -1.61 91.911%
2 15 15 31.36 1 0.0 35 15.0 -0.43 92.1021%
3 16 16 32.00 1 0.0 35 16.0 -1.84 94.259%
4 14 14 27.43 1 1.0 35 15.0 -2.30 87.204%
5 11 11 28.75 1 3.0 35 14.0 5.17 103.261%
6 15 15 30.93 1 0.0 35 15.0 -0.86 90.932%
7 15 15 31.24 1 0.0 35 15.0 -0.55 91.773%
8 16 15.5 30.58 1 0.0 35 15.5 -2.23 90.293%
9 17 16.5 31.58 1 0.0 35 16.5 -3.29 93.331%
10 14 14 31.69 1 0.0 35 14.0 1.96 92.559%
Total 148 306.76 | 060 | 92.762%
0.607
Sat Flow 1754
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(;?t.ic());al FLARE STRG Total UnderuFiIised Degree of Satura.tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(;(i)t'icc));al FLARE STRG | Total UnderuFiIised Degree of Satura.tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane:

DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?

Description
. . No. of Actual Green - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional + Leaving FLARE STRG | Total UnderuFlllsed Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS Amber (s) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
. . No. of Actual Green - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional + Leaving FLARE STRG Total UnderuFlllsed Degree of Satura.tlon
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS Amber (s) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(;?t.ic());al Aittzlasirne;n FLARE STRG Total UnderuFiIised Degree of Satura.tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs Amber (s) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 3
Cycle Time 99
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\cljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 9 9 21.69 1 6 15.0 2.70 46.630%
2 14 14 33.74 1 2.0 16.0 4.76 51.3817%
3 12.5 12.5 30.13 1 2.5 15.0 4.14 47.698%
4 6 6 14.46 1 2.0 8.0 1.47 24.401%
5 11 11 26.51 1 2.0 13.0 3.52 40.936%
6 7.5 7.5 18.08 1 5.0 12.5 2.08 38.490%
7 18 18 43.38 1 2.5 20.5 6.40 67.619%
8 5 5 12.05 1 5.0 69 10.0 1.06 30.312%
9 7 7 16.87 1 0.0 69 7.0 1.88 21.486%
10 9.5 9.5 22.90 1 3.0 69 12.5 291 38.983%
Total 100 239.80 3.09 40.794%
Sat Flow 16801
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 9 9 21.69 1 6 15.0 2.70 46.630%
2 13 13 31.33 1 3.0 16.0 4.34 51.0445%
3 19 19 45.79 1 6.0 25.0 6.81 83.026%
4 17 17 40.97 1 15 18.5 5.99 60.611%
5 14 14 33.74 1 25 16.5 4.76 52.987%
6 10.5 10.5 25.31 1 4.0 14.5 3.32 45.513%
7 12 12 28.92 1 2.0 14.0 3.93 44.373%
8 11 11 26.51 1 3.0 14.0 3.52 44.085%
9 10 10 24.10 1 15 11.5 3.11 35.980%
10 8 8 19.28 1 5.0 13.0 2.29 40.156%
Total 124 297.64 4.08 50.441%
Sat Flow 1801
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 25 25 56.00 1 0.0 56 240 9.25 98.145%
2 21 20.5 49.41 1 2.5 56 220 10.89 93.389%
3 16 15.5 37.36 1 7.0 56 21.5 7.99 85.515%
4 24 24 56.00 1 0.0 56 23.0 11.08 98.066%
5 25 24.5 56.00 1 0.0 56 23.5 10.16 98.106%
6 14 14 33.74 1 4.0 56 18.0 7.12 70.266%
7 15 15 36.15 1 25 56 17.5 7.70 69.170%
8 19 18.5 44.59 1 6.0 56 23.5 9.73 97.143%
9 25 25 56.00 1 0.0 56 23.0 9.25 94.056%
10 18 18 43.38 1 3.5 56 21.5 9.44 88.298%
Total 9.26 89.215%
Sat Flow 1967




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 20 20 48.20 1 0.0 56 20.0 8.74 84.976%
2 11 11 26.51 1 0.0 56 11.0 4.36 42.611%
3 8 8 19.28 1 0.0 56 8.0 2.90 30.104%
4 10 10 24.10 1 0.0 56 10.0 3.87 38.361%
5 15 15 36.15 1 0.0 56 15.0 6.30 60.479%
6 8 8 19.28 1 0.0 56 8.0 2.90 30.104%
7 12 12 28.92 1 0.0 56 12.0 4.84 46.945%
8 17 17 40.97 1 0.0 56 17.0 7.28 69.972%
9 10 10 24.10 1 45 56 14.5 3.87 55.624%
10 13 13 31.33 1 0.0 56 13.0 5.33 51.366%
Total 5.04 51.054%
Sat Flow 1872
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Karaoli (E) - Direction Right
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 7.5 18.08 1 0.0 22 7.5 1.68 84.032%
2 9 9 21.69 1 0.0 22 8.0 2.22 92.3381%
3 4 4 9.64 1 2.0 22 6.0 0.43 62.927%
4 6 6 14.46 1 2.5 22 7.5 1.15 81.642%
5 2 2 4.82 1 0.0 22 2.0 -0.28 20.236%
6 4 3.5 8.44 1 2.5 22 6.0 0.25 62.357%
7 4 4 9.64 1 0.0 22 4.0 0.43 41.951%
8 4 3.5 8.44 1 0.0 22 3.5 0.25 36.375%
9 3 3 7.23 1 0.0 22 3.0 0.07 30.899%
10 9 8.5 20.49 1 0.0 22 7.0 2.04 79.992%
Total 51 122.91 [ o082 | 59.275%
Sat Fl .
atriow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 3
Cycle Time 99
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 5 5 12.05 1 3 8.0 1.06 24.249%
2 11 11 26.51 1 3.0 14.0 3.52 44.0854%
3 10 10 24.10 1 3.5 13.5 3.11 42.237%
4 15 15 36.15 1 4.5 19.5 5.17 63.038%
5 11 11 26.51 1 5.5 16.5 3.52 51.958%
6 12 12 28.92 1 3.0 15.0 3.93 47.542%
7 19 19 45.79 1 0.0 19.0 6.81 63.100%
8 7 7 16.87 1 45 69 11.5 1.88 35.299%
9 16.5 16.5 39.77 1 6.5 69 23.0 5.78 75.101%
10 8 8 19.28 1 10.0 69 18.0 2.29 55.601%
Total 115 275.95 3.71 50.221%
Sat Flow 16801
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 7 7 16.87 1 7 13.5 1.88 41.437%
2 10 10 24.10 1 0.0 10.0 3.11 31.2870%
3 10 10 24.10 1 6.0 16.0 3.11 50.059%
4 9 9 21.69 1 2.5 11.5 2.70 35.750%
5 8 8 19.28 1 5.0 13.0 2.29 40.156%
6 18 18 43.38 1 2.5 20.5 6.40 67.619%
7 17 17 40.97 1 0.0 17.0 5.99 55.697%
8 15 15 36.15 1 1.0 16.0 5.17 51.723%
9 15 15 36.15 1 4.0 19.0 5.17 61.421%
10 10.5 10.5 25.31 1 6.0 16.5 3.32 51.790%
Total 120 288.00 3.91 48.694%
Sat Flow 1801
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 10 10 24.10 1 4.5 56 14.5 4.80 53.934%
2 10 10 24.10 1 2.5 56 12.5 4.80 46.495%
3 17 17 40.97 1 3.5 56 20.5 8.86 83.109%
4 15 15 36.15 1 0.0 56 15.0 7.70 59.288%
5 19 19 45.79 1 25 56 21.5 10.02 89.462%
6 26 25.5 56.00 1 0.0 56 25.5 8.33 102.190%
7 11 11 26.51 1 3.0 56 14.0 5.38 52.696%
8 17 17 40.97 1 6.0 56 23.0 8.86 93.244%
9 8 8 19.28 1 3.0 56 11.0 3.64 39.973%
10 11 10.5 25.31 1 2.5 56 13.0 5.09 48.641%
Total 6.75 66.903%
Sat Flow

1967




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 8 19.28 1 15 56 9.5 2.90 35.749%
2 9.5 9.5 22.90 1 0.0 56 9.5 3.63 36.267%
3 14 14 33.74 1 25 56 16.5 5.82 65.855%
4 13 13 31.33 1 0.0 56 13.0 5.33 51.366%
5 9 9 21.69 1 0.0 56 9.0 3.38 34.193%
6 10 10 24.10 1 3.5 56 13.5 3.87 51.788%
7 6 6 14.46 1 5.0 56 11.0 1.92 40.619%
8 11 11 26.51 1 4.0 56 15.0 4.36 58.106%
9 9.5 9.5 22.90 1 4.0 56 13.5 3.63 51.537%
10 11.5 11.5 27.72 1 0.0 56 11.5 4.60 44.768%
Total 3.94 47.025%
Sat Flow 1872
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Karaoli (E) - Direction Right
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 7 7 16.87 1 0.0 22 7.0 1.50 77.672%
2 5 5 12.05 1 0.0 22 5.0 0.79 53.4152%
3 10 10 22.00 1 0.0 22 10.0 0.48 105.122%
4 11 11 22.00 1 0.0 22 11.0 -1.58 104.635%
5 9 9 21.69 1 0.0 22 9.0 2.22 103.880%
6 11 11 22.00 1 0.0 22 11.0 -1.58 104.635%
7 4 4 9.64 1 0.0 22 4.0 0.43 41.951%
8 10 9.5 22.00 1 0.0 22 9.5 1.50 105.406%
9 11 11 22.00 1 0.0 22 11.0 -1.58 104.635%
10 11 11 22.00 1 0.0 22 11.0 -1.58 104.635%
Total 89 192.25 [ o006 | 90.599%
SatF .
at Flow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 3
Cycle Time 100
Arm/Lane: |Lanel DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)|[ Measured on Site
1 13 13 57.92 1 0 13.0 30.93 83.647%
2 16 16 57.17 1 0 16.0 24.19 84.5817%
3 18 18 56.78 1 0 18.0 19.80 85.261%
4 14 14 58.41 1 0 14.0 29.43 85.909%
5 15 15 56.41 1 0 15.0 25.43 81.981%
6 16 16 59.46 1 0 16.0 26.48 90.034%
7 15 15 58.67 1 0 15.0 27.69 87.381%
8 21 21 58.91 1 0 21.0 15.93 91.122%
9 18 18 57.62 1 0 18.0 20.64 86.992%
10 16 16 57.68 1 0 16.0 24.70 85.738%
Total 162 579.03 24.52 86.265%
Sat Flow 1801
Arm/Lane: [Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad’\él(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
1 13 13 58.12 1 0 13.0 31.13 84.189%
2 12 12 57.24 1 0 12.0 32.25 80.6365%
3 17 17 58.44 1 0 17.0 23.46 88.168%
4 16 16 58.69 1 0 16.0 25.71 88.124%
5 18 18 57.23 1 0 18.0 20.25 86.180%
6 15 15 58.39 1 0 15.0 27.41 86.674%
7 12 12 57.90 1 0 12.0 32.91 82.466%
8 15 15 58.79 1 0 15.0 27.81 87.688%
9 14 14 59.42 1 0 14.0 30.44 88.658%
10 15 15 58.67 1 0 15.0 27.69 87.381%
Total 147 582.89 27.91 86.017%
Fl
Sat Flow 1801
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad’\(lj(i)t.i;);al Aittzlasir:en FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 9 2 20.65 1 9.5 51 15.0 3.18 59.910%
2 8 8 17.78 1 11.0 51 16.0 2.14 62.486%
3 6 6 14.52 1 13.5 51 16.0 2.54 63.024%
4 6 6 13.89 1 10.5 51 13.0 1.91 50.522%
5 5 5 13.44 1 11.0 51 13.0 3.29 52.047%
6 7 7 16.20 1 17.0 51 18.0 2.39 70.673%
7 4 4 10.30 1 8.0 51 12.0 1.98 46.705%
8 6 6 13.14 1 9.5 51 12.0 1.16 45.904%
9 5 5 12.41 1 10.0 51 11.0 2.26 43.069%
10 7 7 15.22 1 6.5 51 13.5 1.41 51.914%
Total 2.23 54.625%
Fl
Sat Flow 1967




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ljci)t.i(()):wal Aittzga;e;n FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 6.5 6.5 15.23 1 11.5 51 16.0 1.73 65.093%
2 4 4 9.48 1 12.5 51 14.0 0.79 55.843%
3 7 7 15.61 1 15.0 51 19.0 1.15 76.358%
4 17.98 1 9.5 51 17.0 -0.33 66.276%
5 11 11 21.41 1 10.0 51 18.0 -0.74 69.587%
6 7 7 16.59 1 9.0 51 15.0 2.13 61.543%
7 5 5 13.12 1 13.0 51 14.0 2.50 57.905%
8 6 6 13.46 1 11.5 51 16.0 0.92 63.998%
9 5 5 11.21 1 11.0 51 15.0 0.59 59.593%
10 7 7 15.71 1 6.0 51 13.0 1.25 52.354%
Total 1.00 62.855%
Sat Flow 1872
Arm/Lane: Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Karaoli (E) - Direction Right
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(lj(i)t.ig;al Aitlizg(\firne;n FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 9 8.5 21.05 1 0.0 28 8.5 2.60 74.568%
2 8 8 22.41 1 0.0 28 8.0 4.44 76.1591%
3 9 9 23.73 1 0.0 28 9.0 4.06 84.186%
4 9 9 22.98 1 0.0 28 9.0 3.51 82.127%
5 7 7 21.56 1 1.0 28 8.0
6 9 9 23.51 1 0.0 28 9.0 4.04 84.109%
7 8 8 22.79 1 0.0 28 8.0
8 10 10 24.37 1 0.0 28 10.0 2.85 88.642%
9 9 9 22.44 1 0.0 28 9.0 2.97 80.202%
10 8 8 22.59 1 0.0 28 8.0
Total 86 227.43 | 349 | 81.427%
Sat Flow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - cc
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld?fig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUSs PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad':l(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underu-tilised Degree of Saturgtion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ljci)t.i(()):wal Aittzga;een FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvecle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(lj(i)t.ig;al Aitlizg(\firneen FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld?fig;al AituLZ;(VBirneen FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 4
Cycle Time 115
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\cljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 16.5 16.5 39.44 1 6 22.5 5.96 65.087%
2 9 9 21.51 1 9.5 18.5 2.80 51.1390%
3 10 10 23.90 1 6.0 16.0 3.22 44.492%
4 11.5 11.5 27.49 1 3.0 14.5 3.85 40.684%
5 5 5 11.95 1 5.0 10.0 111 27.003%
6 15 15 35.85 1 7.5 22.5 5.33 64.488%
7 11 11 26.29 1 13.5 24.5 3.64 68.536%
8 5 5 11.95 1 11.0 76 16.0 1.11 43.205%
9 10.5 10.5 25.10 1 9.5 76 20.0 3.43 55.781%
10 12 12 28.68 1 9.0 76 21.0 4.06 59.100%
Total 106 252.15 3.45 51.952%
Sat Flow 1829
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane - direction through
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 3 3 7.17 1 1 4.0 0.24 10.726%
2 8 8 19.12 1 1.0 9.0 2.30 24.8273%
3 4.5 4.5 10.76 1 3.0 7.5 0.85 20.282%
4 3 3 7.17 1 1.0 4.0 0.24 10.726%
5 4 4 9.56 1 3.0 7.0 0.65 18.876%
6 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 2.0 0.00 5.346%
7 5 5 11.95 1 6.0 11.0 1.06 29.830%
8 3 3 7.17 1 2.0 5.0 0.24 13.408%
9 4 4 9.56 1 3.5 7.5 0.65 20.225%
10 4 4 9.56 1 4.0 8.0 0.65 21.573%
Total 4 39 92.02 0.69 17.582%
Fl , .
Sat Flow 1820 Assumption as above lane is of the same nature
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 5 5 11.95 1 3.0 51 8.0 1.01 33.138%
2 11.5 11.5 27.49 1 2.0 51 13.5 3.62 59.142%
3 8 8 19.12 1 1.0 51 9.0 2.22 38.242%
4 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 51 3.0 0.00 12.171%
5 5 5 11.95 1 2.0 51 7.0 1.01 28.996%
6 4 4 9.56 1 1.0 51 5.0 0.61 20.539%
7 3 3 7.17 1 2.0 51 5.0 0.21 20.370%
8 4 4 9.56 1 3.0 51 7.0 0.61 28.755%
9 10.5 10.5 25.10 1 2.0 51 12.5 3.22 54.280%
10 6 6 14.34 1 2.5 51 8.5 141 35.507%
Total 1.39 33.114%
Sat Flow 1811




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 6 6 14.34 1 1.0 51 7.0 1.47 29.133%
2 13.5 13.5 32.27 1 1.0 51 14.5 4.56 64.542%
3 5 5 11.95 1 3.0 51 8.0 1.06 33.008%
4 7 7 16.73 1 4.0 51 11.0 1.88 46.180%
5 8 8 19.12 1 4.0 51 12.0 2.30 50.823%
6 6.5 6.5 15.54 1 5.0 51 11.5 1.68 48.069%
7 2 2 4.78 1 6.0 51 8.0 -0.18 32.179%
8 6 6 14.34 1 3.0 51 2.0 1.47 37.456%
9 11 11 26.29 1 0.0 51 11.0 3.53 47.854%
10 7 7 16.73 1 3.0 51 10.0 1.88 41.982%
Total 1.97 43.122%
Sat Flow 1820
Arm/Lane: |Lane5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 14 14 31.00 1 0.0 31 14.0 1.27 103.606%
2 8 8 19.12 1 1.0 31 9.0 1.70 67.6642%
3 13 12.5 29.88 1 0.0 31 12.5 3.22 99.515%
4 9 8.5 20.32 1 1.0 31 9.5 1.87 71.868%
5 11 11 26.29 1 0.0 31 11.0 271 85.887%
6 5 5 11.95 1 0.0 31 5.0 0.69 36.247%
7 4 4 9.56 1 3.5 31 7.5 0.35 53.729%
8 7 7 16.73 1 0.0 31 7.0 1.36 51.985%
9 9 8.5 20.32 1 2.0 31 10.5 1.87 79.433%
10 10 10 23.90 1 0.0 31 10.0 2.38 77.089%
Total 89 209.06 [ 174 | 72.702%
Sat Flow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Right Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 5 5 11.95 1 2 7.0 0.61 50.986%
2 5 5 11.95 1 0.0 5.0 0.61 36.419%
3 3 3 7.17 1 0.0 3.0 -0.03 21.366%
4 1 1 2.39 1 1.0 2.0 -0.68 13.935%
5 4 4 9.56 1 0.0 4.0 0.29 28.808%
6 1 1 2.39 1 1.0 2.0 -0.68 13.935%
7 2 2 4.78 1 1.0 3.0 -0.36 21.132%
8 4 4 9.56 1 1.0 5.0 0.29 36.010%
9 7 7 16.73 1 0.0 7.0 1.26 52.171%
10 4.5 4.5 10.76 1 2.0 6.5 0.45 47.077%
Total 37 87.24 0.18 32.184%
Fl
Sat Flow 71
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.ic?:lal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 4
Cycle Time 108
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\cljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 4 4 9.56 1 5 9.0 0.69 26.714%
2 7 7 16.73 1 3.0 10.0 1.95 30.2590%
3 9.5 9.5 22.71 1 4.0 13.5 3.01 41.523%
4 13 13 31.07 1 25 15.5 4.48 48.800%
5 2 2 4.78 1 3.5 5.5 -0.16 16.120%
6 10 10 23.90 1 5.5 15.5 3.22 47.832%
7 5 5 11.95 1 1.0 6.0 111 17.923%
8 4 4 9.56 1 2.0 69 6.0 0.69 17.809%
9 135 13.5 32.27 1 5.5 69 19.0 4.69 60.021%
10 5 5 11.95 1 2.0 69 7.0 111 20.910%
Total 73 174.47 2.08 32.791%
Sat Flow 1829
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane - direction through
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 3 3 7.17 1 0 3.0 0.24 8.888%
2 0 0 0.00 1 4.0 4.0 0.00 11.8091%
3 4 4 9.56 1 1.0 5.0 0.65 14.905%
4 3 3 7.17 1 1.0 4.0 0.24 11.851%
5 0 0 0.00 1 1.0 1.0 0.00 2.952%
6 3 3 7.17 1 0.0 3.0 0.24 8.888%
7 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 2.0 0.00 5.905%
8 0 0 0.00 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.000%
9 0 0 0.00 1 3.5 3.5 0.00 10.333%
10 0 0 0.00 1 1.0 1.0 0.00 2.952%
Total 13 31.07 0.14 7.848%
Fl , .
Sat Flow 1820 Assumption as above lane is of the same nature
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8.5 8.5 20.32 1 1.0 51 9.5 2.42 40.541%
2 13 13 31.07 1 1.0 51 12.0 4.23 53.279%
3 6 6 14.34 1 1.0 51 7.0 141 29.241%
4 6.5 6.5 15.54 1 3.0 51 9.5 1.61 39.853%
5 5 5 11.95 1 3.0 51 8.0 1.01 33.138%
6 3 3 7.17 1 0.0 51 3.0 0.21 12.222%
7 7 7 16.73 1 3.0 51 9.0 1.82 37.916%
8 4 4 9.56 1 3.0 51 7.0 0.61 28.755%
9 4 4 9.56 1 1.0 51 5.0 0.61 20.539%
10 10 10 23.90 1 1.0 51 9.0 3.02 38.911%
Total 1.69 33.440%
Sat Flow 1811




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 7 7 16.73 1 3.0 51 10.0 1.88 41.982%
2 11 11 26.29 1 3.0 51 14.0 3.53 60.905%
3 5 5 11.95 1 2.0 51 7.0 1.06 28.882%
4 9.5 9.5 22.71 1 3.5 51 13.0 291 55.796%
5 7 7 16.73 1 3.0 51 10.0 1.88 41.982%
6 6 6 14.34 1 3.0 51 9.0 1.47 37.456%
7 9 9 2151 1 5.5 51 14.5 2.71 61.957%
8 7 7 16.73 1 4.5 51 11.5 1.88 48.279%
9 5 5 11.95 1 2.0 51 7.0 1.06 28.882%
10 11 11 26.29 1 2.0 51 13.0 3.53 56.554%
Total 2.19 46.268%
Sat Flow 1820
Arm/Lane: |Lane5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 5 5 11.95 1 1.0 28 6.0 0.69 48.651%
2 6 6 14.34 1 0.0 28 6.0 1.03 49.3087%
3 9 8.5 20.32 1 0.0 28 8.5 1.87 72.297%
4 3 2.5 5.98 1 0.0 28 2.5 -0.16 19.617%
5 3 3 7.17 1 2.0 28 5.0 0.01 39.489%
6 4 4 9.56 1 0.0 28 40 0.35 32.007%
7 3 3 7.17 1 1.0 28 4.0 0.01 31.592%
8 3 3 7.17 1 0.0 28 3.0 0.01 23.694%
9 5 5 11.95 1 0.0 28 5.0 0.69 40.543%
10 3 2.5 5.98 1 0.0 28 2.5 -0.16 19.617%
Total 43 101.58 [ 043 | 37.682%
Sat Flow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 3.5 3.5 8.37 1 0 3.5 0.13 27.973%
2 15 1.5 3.59 1 0.0 1.5 -0.52 11.697%
3 1 1 2.39 1 0.0 1.0 -0.68 7.751%
4 4.5 4.5 10.76 1 0.0 4.5 0.45 36.419%
5 5 5 11.95 1 0.0 5.0 0.61 40.722%
6 2 2 478 1 1.0 3.0 -0.36 23.537%
7 2 2 4.78 1 0.0 2.0 -0.36 15.691%
8 3 3 7.17 1 0.0 3.0 -0.03 23.828%
9 1 1 2.39 1 0.0 1.0 -0.68 7.751%
10 1 1 2.39 1 0.0 1.0 -0.68 7.751%
Total 25 58.56 -0.21 20.312%
Fl
Sat Flow 71
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.ic?:lal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 4
Cycle Time 105
Arm/Lane: |Lanel DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane (Near-Kerb)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)|[ Measured on Site
1 6 16.5 39.44 1 6 22.5 5.96 79.024%
2 4 9 21.51 1 9.5 18.5 2.80 61.5042%
3 5 10 23.90 1 10.0 20.0 3.22 53.574%
4 8 11.5 27.49 1 7.5 19.0 3.85 49.080%
5 6 5 11.95 1 7.0 12.0 1.11 32.325%
6 8 15 35.85 1 5.0 20.0 5.33 78.142%
7 7 11 26.29 1 6.5 17.5 3.64 82.629%
8 7 5 11.95 1 10.0 15.0 1.11 51.719%
9 4 10.5 25.10 1 11.5 22.0 3.43 67.209%
10 5 12 28.68 1 12.0 24.0 4.06 71.340%
Total 106 252.15 3.45 62.655%
Fl
Sat Flow 1829
Arm/Lane: [Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane - direction through
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad’\él(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)|[ Measured on Site
1 5 3 7.17 1 3 6.0 0.24 12.810%
2 3 8 19.12 1 5.0 13.0 2.30 29.8173%
3 4 4.5 10.76 1 2.5 7.0 0.85 24.262%
4 3 3 7.17 1 7.0 10.0 0.24 12.810%
5 5 4 9.56 1 5.0 9.0 0.65 22.568%
6 6 0 0.00 1 6.0 6.0 0.00 6.381%
7 3 5 11.95 1 2.5 7.5 1.06 35.704%
8 3 3 7.17 1 2.0 5.0 0.24 16.013%
9 4 4 9.56 1 0.0 4.0 0.65 24.180%
10 3 4 9.56 1 2.0 6.0 0.65 25.792%
Total 39 92.02 0.69 21.034%
Fl
Sat Flow 1820
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Left Lane (direction through)
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad’\(lj(i)t.i;);al Aittzlasir:en FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 7 5 11.95 1 5.0 51 8.0 1.01 33.138%
2 7 11.5 27.49 1 10.0 51 13.5 3.62 59.142%
3 6 8 19.12 1 3.0 51 9.0 2.22 38.242%
4 6 0 0.00 1 6.0 51 3.0 0.00 12.171%
5 9 5 11.95 1 4.0 51 7.0 1.01 28.996%
6 6 4 9.56 1 5.0 51 5.0 0.61 20.539%
7 8 3 7.17 1 5.0 51 5.0 0.21 20.370%
8 8 4 9.56 1 6.0 51 7.0 0.61 28.755%
9 6 10.5 25.10 1 4.0 51 12.5 3.22 54.280%
10 5 6 14.34 1 5.0 51 8.5 1.41 35.507%
Total 1.39 33.114%
Sat Flow

1811




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Ag. Athanasiou (S) - Right Lane (direction through)
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ljci)t.i(()):wal Aittzga;e;n FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 6 14.34 1 10.0 51 7.0 1.47 29.133%
2 8 13.5 32.27 1 11.0 51 14.5 4.56 64.542%
3 7 5 11.95 1 11.5 51 8.0 1.06 33.008%
4 10 7 16.73 1 9.0 51 11.0 1.88 46.180%
5 7 8 19.12 1 9.0 51 12.0 2.30 50.823%
6 12 6.5 15.54 1 9.5 51 11.5 1.68 48.069%
7 9 2 4.78 1 10.0 51 8.0 -0.18 32.179%
8 5 6 14.34 1 13.0 51 9.0 1.47 37.456%
9 8 11 26.29 1 10.5 51 11.0 3.53 47.854%
10 7 7 16.73 1 11.0 51 10.0 1.88 41.982%
Total 1.97 43.122%
Sat Flow 1820
Arm/Lane: Lane 5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Left Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(lj(i)t.ig;al Aitlizg(\firne;n FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 14 18.00 1 2.0 28 14.0 -11.73 103.606%
2 6 8 18.00 1 2.0 28 9.0 0.58 119.7959%
3 7 12.5 18.00 1 7.5 28 12.5 -8.66 104.056%
4 8 8.5 18.00 1 3.5 28 9.5 -0.45 118.561%
5 6 11 18.00 1 2.0 28 11.0 -5.58 104.635%
6 8 5 11.95 1 5.0 28 5.0 0.69 67.020%
7 8 4 9.56 1 2.0 28 7.5 0.35 98.362%
8 8 7 16.73 1 2.0 28 7.0 1.36 98.155%
9 8 8.5 18.00 1 3.0 28 10.5 -0.45 131.041%
10 8 10 18.00 1 1.0 28 10.0 -3.52 105.122%
Total 89 164.24 | 274 | 105.035%
Sat Flow 1754 ugt not to be used = give way at green - cc
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Right Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld?fig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUSs PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 2 5 11.95 1 3 7.0 0.61 94.058%
2 2 5 11.95 1 2.0 5.0 0.61 67.184%
3 3 3 7.17 1 4.0 3.0 -0.03 38.690%
4 2 1 2.39 1 3.0 2.0 -0.68 24.797%
5 1 4 9.56 1 0.0 4.0 0.29 52.645%
6 3 1 2.39 1 2.0 2.0 -0.68 24.797%
7 4 2 4.78 1 1.0 3.0 -0.36 37.928%
8 3 4 9.56 1 1.0 5.0 0.29 65.806%
9 5 7 16.73 1 2.0 7.0 1.26 98.169%
10 2 4.5 10.76 1 4.0 6.5 0.45 86.434%
Total 37 87.24 0.18 59.051%
Sat Flow 1721
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad':l(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underu-tilised Degree of Saturgtion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
1 0 p
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total
Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ljci)t.i(()):wal Aittzga;een FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvecle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(lj(i)t.ig;al Aitlizg(\firneen FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld?fig;al AituLZ;(VBirneen FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 5
Cycle Time 105
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 12 12 30.12 1 2 14.0 1.06 63.021%
2 11 11 27.61 1 0.0 11.0 4.85 54.1948%
3 14 14 35.14 1 3.0 17.0 6.45 87.223%
4 19.5 19.5 47.00 1 2.0 21.5 7.43 113.191%
5 15 15 37.65 1 4.0 47 19.0 6.98 98.848%
6 21 21 47.00 1 2.0 47 23.0 4.46 112.226%
7 23 23 47.00 1 0.0 47 23.0 0.51 102.247%
8 26 26 47.00 1 0.0 47 26.0 -5.43 101.983%
9 26.5 26.5 47.00 1 0.0 47 26.5 -6.42 101.945%
10 19 19 47.00 1 0.0 47 19.0 8.42 102.734%
Total 187 412.52 2.83 93.761%
Sat Flow 1820 Assumption from Lane 2 Sat flow
Arm/Lane: |Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (W) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 5 5 12.55 1 4 9.0 2.07 28.470%
2 7 7 17.57 1 1.0 8.0 3.30 25.8362%
3 6 6 15.06 1 4.0 10.0 2.69 31.961%
4 135 13.5 33.89 1 1.0 14.5 7.29 50.246%
5 0 0 0.00 1 5.0 5.0 0.00 15.288%
6 17.5 17.5 43.93 1 3.0 20.5 9.75 74.378%
7 3 3 7.53 1 5.0 8.0 0.84 24.798%
8 19 19 47.69 1 1.0 20.0 10.67 73.866%
9 11 11 27.61 1 1.0 12.0 5.76 40.447%
10 14 14 35.14 1 5.0 19.0 7.60 66.211%
Total 96 240.96 5.00 43.150%
Sat Flow 1899
Arm/Lane: |Lane5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 7.5 17.72 1 3.0 35 10.5 1.06 68.644%
2 0 0 0.00 1 4.0 35 4.0 0.00 25.311%
3 4 4 9.36 1 1.0 35 5.0 0.01 31.646%
4 12 11.5 34.15 1 0.0 35 11.5 9.14 100.629%
5 14 14 34.62 1 0.0 35 14.0 4.39 102.167%
6 12 12 29.73 1 0.0 35 12.0 3.67 85.441%
7 6 6 15.72 1 1.0 35 7.0 2.19 47.444%
8 13 13 34.81 1 0.0 35 13.0 6.66 103.076%
9 14 14 34.72 1 0.0 35 14.0 4.49 102.525%
10 11 10.5 33.86 1 0.0 35 10.5 10.93 99.366%
Total 4.25 76.625%
Sat Flow 1724 Assumption




Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 35 3.0 0.00 18.841%
2 8 8 21.31 1 1.0 35 9.0 3.73 63.726%
3 3 3 8.79 1 1.0 35 4.0 1.57 26.379%
4 10 10 33.51 1 0.0 35 10.0 11.78 97.690%
5 6 6 29.56 1 0.0 35 6.0 16.12 73.689%
6 6 6 26.62 1 0.0 35 6.0 13.18 62.756%
7 5 5 23.78 1 0.0 35 5.0 12.42 50.347%
8 11 11 31.41 1 0.0 35 11.0 7.61 89.798%
9 7.5 7.5 23.72 1 0.0 35 7.5 7.18 60.192%
10 8.5 8.5 26.42 1 35 8.5 7.80 69.917%
Total 8.14 61.334%
Sat Flow 1737
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
2 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.0000%
3 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
4 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
5 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
6 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
7 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
8 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
9 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
10 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
Total 0 0.00 [ o000 | 0.000%
Sat Flow 2096 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 0
2 0 12.96 3.0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total 0 12.96
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
No. of - :
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol

Site No: Site 5
Cycle Time 65

Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 22 22 54.72 1 0 20.0 -0.71 75.187%
2 19 19 48.95 1 2.0 21.0
3 27 27 53.91 1 0.0 27.0
4 11 11 27.61 1 6.0 16.0 4.85 68.042%
5 16 16 40.16 1 3.0 18.0 7.51 87.591%
6 18 18 45.18 1 3.0 21.0
7 13 13 32.63 1 5.0 17.0 5.92 76.657%
8 19.5 19.5 48.95 1 2.0 21.5
9 11 11 27.61 1 5.5 14.5 4.85 59.601%
10 215 21.5 53.97 1 1.0 22.5
Total 178 178 433.68 4.49 73.416%
Sat Flow 1820 Assumption from Lane 2 Sat flow
Arm/Lane: |Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (W) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 7.5 7.5 18.83 1 5 12.5 3.61 43.113%
2 14 14 35.14 1 2.5 13.5 7.60 56.9882%
3 18 18 45.18 1 15 19.5
4 13 13 32.63 1 2.0 13.0 6.99 52.648%
5 11 11 27.61 1 4.0 13.0 5.76 49.969%
6 8 8 20.08 1 8.0 12.0 3.91 41.041%
7 9.5 9.5 23.85 1 5.5 13.0 4.84 48.084%
8 16.5 16.5 41.42 1 15 18.0
9 9 9 22.59 1 6.0 13.0 453 47.477%
10 15 15 37.65 1 2.0 17.0
Total 122 304.97 5.32 48.474%
Sat Flow 1899
Arm/Lane: |Lane5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 8 17.00 1 2.0 17 10.0 -0.71 132.959%
2 12 12 17.00 1 1.0 17 13.0 -9.06 112.836%
3 14 13.5 17.00 1 0.0 17 13.5 -12.19 103.678%
4 8 8 17.00 1 1.0 17 9.0 -0.71 119.663%
5 7 7 17.00 1 0.0 17 7.0 1.38 107.344%
6 8 8 17.00 1 0.0 17 8.0 -0.71 106.367%
7 9 9 17.00 1 1.0 17 10.0 -2.79 117.356%
8 3 3 8.55 1 3.0 17 6.0 1.29 91.356%
9 11 11 17.00 1 0.0 17 11.0 -6.97 104.552%
10 10 10 17.00 1 0.0 17 10.0 -4.88 105.030%
Total -3.53 110.114%
Sat Flow 1724 Assumption




Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 6.5 6.5 17.00 1 0.0 17 6.5 -0.71 41.777%
2 6.5 6.5 17.00 1 2.0 17 8.5
3 7 7 17.00 1 2.0 17 9.0
4 3 3 8.34 1 2.0 17 5.0 1.12 30.672%
5 7 7 17.00 1 0.0 17 7.0 1.49 63.403%
6 7 7 17.00 1 1.0 17 8.0
7 4 4 11.42 1 2.0 17 6.0 2.13 52.621%
8 10 10 17.00 1 0.0 17 10.0 -4.73 61.070%
9 10 10 17.00 1 0.0 17 10.0 -4.73 61.070%
10 5 5 17.00 1 0.0 17 5.0 5.64 66.681%
Total 0.03 53.899%
Sat Flow 1737
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
2 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.0000%
3 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
4 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
5 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
6 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
7 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
8 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
9 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
10 0 1 50 0.0 0.00 0.000%
Total 0 0.00 [ o000 | 0.000%
Sat Flow 2096 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 0
2 0 12.96 3.0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total 0 12.96
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
No. of - :
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 4
Cycle Time 110
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 7 7 15.72 1 7 0.3 0.46 0.939%
2 5 5 11.24 1 6.0 0.3 0.58 1.1454%
3 8 8 16.45 1 7.5 -0.4 0.72 -1.228%
4 10 10 21.48 1 3.0 0.7 0.65 2.293%
5 12 12 24.57 1 4.0 -0.2 0.74 -0.546%
6 9 9 18.93 1 3.0 0.1 0.61 0.419%
7 8 8 17.14 1 5.5 0.3 0.66 1.035%
8 11 11 22.23 1 6.0 63 -0.5 0.77 -1.735%
9 10 10 21.52 1 5.0 63 0.7 0.71 2.427%
10 8 8 17.55 1 45 63 0.7 0.63 2.378%
Total 88 186.83 0.65 0.713%
Sat Flow 1820
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (W) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 3 3 7.56 1 4 8.0 0.87 35.169%
2 4 4 10.56 1 7.0 12.0 1.98 54.1393%
3 3 3 8.64 1 4.0 8.0 1.95 36.072%
4 5 5 12.01 1 4.0 10.0 1.53 44.642%
5 4 4 9.54 1 3.0 8.0 0.96 35.238%
6 2 2 5.21 1 4.0 7.0 0.42 30.452%
7 3 3 6.30 1 3.0 7.0 -0.39 29.899%
8 3 3 6.80 1 2.0 6.0 0.11 25.920%
9 5 5 11.23 1 0.0 7.0 0.75 30.686%
10 4 4 8.52 1 2.0 8.0 -0.06 34.422%
Total 36 86.37 0.81 35.664%
Sat Flow 1899
Arm/Lane: |Lane5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 4 4 9.64 1 2.0 34 6.0 0.29 39.508%
2 5 5 10.43 1 0.0 34 5.0 -1.01 31.629%
3 6 6 12.48 1 2.0 34 8.0 -1.05 50.547%
4 3 3 7.43 1 3.0 34 6.0 0.17 39.357%
5 6 6 13.75 1 1.0 34 7.0 0.22 45.996%
6 5 5 11.32 1 0.0 34 5.0 -0.12 32.505%
7 4 4 9.65 1 1.0 34 5.0 0.30 32.934%
8 5 5 11.34 1 3.0 34 8.0 -0.10 52.040%
9 6 6 12.87 1 2.0 34 8.0 -0.66 51.151%
10 6 6 13.10 1 2.0 34 8.0 -0.43 51.514%
Total -0.24 42.718%
Sat Flow

1724




Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Ag. Athanasiou (N) - Right Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 7 7 23.42 1 0.0 34 7.0 7.91 60.229%
2 8 8 23.51 1 0.0 34 8.0 5.93 63.598%
3 9 9 22.72 1 0.0 34 9.0 3.07 64.469%
4 10 10 24.31 1 0.0 34 10.0 2.58 70.458%
5 8 8 23.41 1 0.0 34 8.0 5.83 63.355%
6 9 9 21.31 1 0.0 34 9.0 1.66 61.474%
7 8 8 22.86 1 0.0 34 8.0 5.28 62.051%
8 8 8 22.94 1 0.0 34 8.0 5.36 62.238%
9 8 8 23.42 1 0.0 34 8.0 5.84 63.380%
10 9 9 24.52 1 0.0 34 9.0 4.87 68.746%
Total 4.83 64.000%
Sat Flow 1737
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 0 1 50 0.0
2
3 0 1 50 0.0
4 0 1 50 0.0
5 0 1 50 0.0
6 0 1 50 0.0
7 0 1 50 0.0
8 0 1 50 0.0
9 0 1 50 0.0
10 0 1 50 0.0
Total 0 0.00 I
Sat Flow .
ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 0
2 6 6 12.96 3.0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total 6 12.96
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
No. of - :
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol

Site No: Site 6
Cycle Time 105

Arm/Lane: Lane 5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\cljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 4 4 10.24 1 1 5.0 0.90 15.541%
2 1 1 2.56 1 1.0 2.0 -0.53 6.0875%
3 5 5 12.80 1 1.0 6.0 1.37 18.782%
4 6 6 15.36 1 1.0 7.0 1.85 22.070%
5 9 9 23.04 1 3.0 12.0 3.27 38.666%
6 12 12 30.72 1 2.0 14.0 4.69 46.124%
7 17 17 43.52 1 3.0 20.0 7.06 68.455%
8 8 8 20.48 1 3.0 70 11.0 2.79 35.186%
9 11 11 28.16 1 2.0 70 13.0 4.22 42.511%
10 7 7 17.92 1 3.0 70 10.0 2.32 31.756%
Total 80 204.80 2.79 32.518%
Sat Flow 1776
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) -Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 4 4 10.24 1 4 8.0 1.48 33.354%
2 14.5 14.5 37.12 1 0.0 14.5 8.00 70.3013%
3 21.5 21.5 44.87 1 0.0 18.5 2.17 78.292%
4 17 17 43.52 1 0.0 17.0 9.55 85.748%
5 17 17 43.52 1 25 19.5 9.55 98.358%
6 22 22 44.37 1 15 20.5 0.70 84.060%
7 22 22 43.73 1 0.0 20.0 0.06 80.915%
8 22.5 22.5 43.91 1 0.0 21.0 -0.73 83.584%
9 24.5 24.5 44.12 1 0.0 220 -4.40 81.433%
10 215 21.5 44.31 1 0.0 21.0 1.61 87.799%
Total 187 399.71 2.80 78.384%
Sat Flow 1856
Arm/Lane: |Lane 8 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (S) - Right Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 11 11 17.00 1 0.0 17 10.0 -5.99 69.241%
2 8 8 17.00 1 0.0 17 8.0 0.01 80.671%
3 5 4.5 11.52 1 2.0 17 6.5 1.52 70.421%
4 9 8.5 17.00 1 0.0 17 8.5 -0.99 80.254%
5 12 12 17.00 1 0.0 17 10.0 -7.99 60.959%
6 12 12 17.00 1 0.0 17 11.0 -7.99 69.654%
7 9 9 17.00 1 0.0 17 9.0 -1.99 79.886%
8 8 8 17.00 1 0.0 17 8.0 0.01 80.671%
9 11 10.5 17.00 1 0.0 17 9.5 -4.99 69.003%
10 3 3 7.68 1 2.5 17 5.5 0.68 50.791%
Total -2.77 71.155%
Sat Flow 1801



Lane 1 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (W) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 10 10 25.60 1 0.0 38 10.0 4.49 63.823%
2 10 10 25.60 1 15 38 11.5 4.49 73.396%
3 10.5 10.5 26.88 1 2.0 38 12.5 4.76 80.480%
4 0 0 0.00 1 4.0 38 40 0.00 22.346%
5 7 7 17.92 1 2.0 38 9.0 2.84 54.588%
6 14.5 14.5 34.18 1 0.0 38 14.5 4.02 91.183%
7 8.5 8.5 21.76 1 1.0 38 9.5 3.67 59.088%
8 7 7 17.92 1 1.0 38 8.0 2.84 48.523%
9 6 6 15.36 1 15 38 7.5 2.29 44.750%
10 6 6 15.36 1 15 38 7.5 2.29 44.750%
Total 3.17 58.293%
Sat Flow 1790
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (W) - Right Lane (Direction Straight)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 10 10 25.60 1 0.0 38 10.0 4.61 63.681%
2 3 3 7.68 1 15 38 4.5 0.68 25.4696%
3 10 10 25.60 1 2.0 38 12.0 4.61 76.418%
4 0 0 0.00 1 4.0 38 40 0.00 22.210%
5 18 17.5 38.00 1 0.0 38 17.5 2.02 102.943%
6 8 7.5 19.20 1 3.0 38 10.5 3.21 64.005%
7 12 11.5 29.44 1 3.0 38 14.5 5.45 94.882%
8 15 15 38.00 1 1.0 38 16.0 7.02 110.347%
9 7 7 17.92 1 4.0 38 11.0 2.93 66.484%
10 17 17 37.96 1 0.0 38 17.0 2.98 102.907%
Total 99 239.40 [ 383 | 72.935%
Sat Flow 1801 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: Lane 3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |G. Neophytou (N) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 0 0.00 1 1 1.0 0.00 8.140%
2 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 2.0 0.00 16.280%
3 0 0 0.00 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.000%
4 0 0 0.00 1 1.0 1.0 0.00 8.140%
5 4 4 10.24 1 0.0 4.0 0.77 33.560%
6 5 5 12.80 1 0.0 5.0 1.22 42.700%
7 3 3 7.68 1 0.0 3.0 0.33 24.735%
8 4 4 10.24 1 1.0 5.0 0.77 41.949%
9 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 2.0 0.00 16.280%
10 0 0 0.00 1 1.0 1.0 0.00 8.140%
Total 16 40.96 0.31 19.992%
Sat Flow 1701
Arm/Lane: Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [G. Neophytou (N) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.ic?:lal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 0 0.00 1 3 3.0 0.00 22.297%
2 7 7 14.68 1 0.0 7.0 -1.00 54.870%
3 3 3 7.68 1 1.0 40 -1.00 31.354%
4 4 4 10.24 1 1.0 5.0 -1.00 39.193%
5 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 2.0 0.00 16.280%
6 7 7 14.39 1 0.0 7.0 1.22 59.781%
7 6 6 15.36 1 1.0 7.0 0.33 57.714%
8 5 5 12.80 1 3.0 8.0 0.77 67.119%
9 7 7 14.88 1 1.0 8.0 -1.00 62.708%
10 4 4 10.24 1 0.0 4.0 -1.00 31.354%
Total -0.27 44.267%
Sat Flow

1863




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 6
Cycle Time 65
Arm/Lane: Lane 5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\cljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 21 21 47.00 1 0 21.0 2.20 102.336%
2 11 11 28.16 1 3.0 14.0 4.22 71.5992%
3 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 3.0 0.00 13.905%
4 0 0 0.00 1 4.0 4.0 0.00 18.540%
5 7 7 17.92 1 0.0 47 7.0 2.32 34.208%
6 6.5 6.5 16.64 1 3.0 47 9.5 2.08 46.169%
7 12 12 30.72 1 0.0 47 12.0 4.69 62.093%
8 10 10 25.60 1 1.0 47 11.0 3.74 55.610%
9 6 6 15.36 1 3.0 47 9.0 1.85 43.499%
10 7 7 17.92 1 4.0 47 11.0 2.32 53.756%
Total 81 199.32 2.34 50.172%
Sat Flow 1776
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) -Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 32 32 27.00 1 3 35.0 -36.06 111.166%
2 23.5 23.5 27.00 1 0.0 23.5 -19.58 102.2433%
3 21.5 21.5 27.00 1 1.0 22.5 -15.70 107.223%
4 18 18 27.00 1 0.0 27 18.0 -8.91 102.949%
5 18 18 27.00 1 0.0 27 18.0 -8.91 102.949%
6 8.5 8.5 21.76 1 1.0 27 9.5 4.27 88.900%
7 21 21 27.00 1 0.0 27 21.0 -14.73 102.517%
8 9.5 9.5 24.32 1 6.5 27 16.0 4.90 154.347%
9 11.5 11.5 27.00 1 3.5 27 15.0 3.70 136.557%
10 7.5 7.5 19.20 1 3.0 27 10.5 3.65 95.401%
Total 171 254.28 -8.74 110.425%
Sat Flow 1856
Arm/Lane: |Lane 8 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (S) - Right Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 5 5 12.80 1 0.0 17 5.0 1.81 42.747%
2 5 5 12.80 1 0.0 17 5.0 181 42.747%
3 7 7 17.00 1 0.0 17 7.0
4 7 6.5 16.64 1 0.0 17 6.5
5 6 6 15.36 1 0.0 17 5.0 2.37 46.112%
6 7 6.5 16.64 1 0.0 17 6.5
7 5 5 12.80 1 0.0 17 5.0 181 42.747%
8 5 4.5 11.52 1 0.0 17 4.5 1.52 33.753%
9 6 6 15.36 1 0.0 17 40 2.37 30.289%
10 8 7.5 17.00 1 0.0 17 7.5
Total 1.95 39.733%
Sat Flow

1801




Lane 1 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (W) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 5 5 12.80 1 1.0 27 6.0 1.74 51.888%
2 3.5 3.5 8.96 1 1.0 27 4.5 0.92 37.586%
3 6 6 15.36 1 25 27 8.5 2.29 75.285%
4 7 7 17.92 1 1.0 27 8.0 2.84 72.611%
5 0 0 0.00 1 25 27 2.5 0.00 20.112%
6 8 8 20.48 1 2.0 27 10.0 3.39 93.069%
7 8 8 20.48 1 1.0 27 9.0 3.39 83.762%
8 6 6 15.36 1 1.0 27 7.0 2.29 61.999%
9 6 6 15.36 1 0.0 27 6.0 2.29 53.142%
10 3 3 7.68 1 2.0 27 5.0 0.65 41.291%
Total 1.98 59.075%
Sat Flow 1790
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (W) - Right Lane (Direction Straight)
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 16 16 27.00 1 0.0 27 16.0 -5.98 103.228%
2 18 18 27.00 1 0.0 27 18.0 -9.98 102.8588%
3 17 17 27.00 1 0.0 27 17.0 -7.98 103.032%
4 13 13 27.00 1 0.0 27 13.0 0.01 104.002%
5 15 15 27.00 1 0.0 27 15.0 -3.98 103.450%
6 11 11 27.00 1 2.0 27 13.0 4.01 123.813%
7 11 11 27.00 1 1.0 27 12.0 4.01 114.289%
8 16 15.5 27.00 1 2.0 27 17.5 -4.98 116.669%
9 11 11 27.00 1 4.0 27 15.0 4.01 142.861%
10 10 9.5 24.32 1 0.0 27 9.5 4.33 91.872%
Total 137 267.32 [ 165 | 110.607%
Sat Flow 1801 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: Lane 3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |G. Neophytou (N) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 0 0.00 1 1 1.0 0.00 21.164%
2 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 2.0 0.00 42.328%
3 0 0 0.00 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.000%
4 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 12 3.0 0.00 63.492%
5 7 7 17.92 1 0.0 12 7.0 211 187.652%
6 3 3 7.68 1 1.0 12 40 0.33 87.552%
7 4 4 10.24 1 1.0 12 5.0 0.77 114.703%
8 7 7 17.92 1 1.0 12 8.0 211 214.460%
9 6 6 15.36 1 0.0 12 6.0 1.66 152.288%
10 7.5 7.5 19.20 1 0.0 12 7.5 2.33 206.868%
Total 35 88.32 0.93 109.051%
Sat Flow 1701
Arm/Lane: Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [G. Neophytou (N) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.ic?:lal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 0 0.00 1 2 2.0 0.00 49.647%
2 6 6 12.00 1 0.0 6.0
3 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 2.0 0.00 42.328%
4 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 12 3.0 0.00 63.492%
5 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 12 3.0 0.00 63.492%
6 6 6 12.00 1 0.5 12 6.5
7 6 6 12.00 1 1.0 12 7.0
8 0 0 0.00 1 3.5 12 3.5 0.00 74.074%
9 0 0 0.00 1 5.5 12 5.5
10 4.5 4.5 11.52 1 0.0 12 4.5
Total 0.00 58.607%
Sat Flow

1863




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol

Site No: Site 5A

Cycle Time 100

Arm/Lane: Lane 5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 3 3 7.40 1 4 7.0 0.14 20.605%
2 2 2 4.32 1 3.0 5.0 -0.85 14.5143%
3 3 3 7.29 1 5.5 8.5 0.03 24.982%
4 2 2 5.01 1 7.0 9.0 -0.16 26.379%
5 2 2 4.67 1 4.0 6.0 -0.50 17.502%
6 3 3 7.32 1 3.0 6.0 0.06 17.642%
7 2 2 4.10 1 2.0 4.0 -1.07 11.576%
8 3 3 6.77 1 4.0 73 7.0 -0.49 20.424%
9 4 4 9.90 1 5.0 73 9.0 0.56 26.648%
10 2 2 4.50 1 5.5 73 7.5 -0.67 21.826%
Total 26 61.28 -0.29 20.210%
Sat Flow 1776
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Kolonakiou (E) -Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 8 8 16.75 1 16 20.0 0.23 76.408%
2 7 7 15.34 1 12.0 16.0 0.76 61.7703%
3 8 8 17.21 1 14.0 19.0 0.69 73.251%
4 7 7 15.44 1 16.0 20.0 0.86 77.367%
5 8 8 17.63 1 14.0 18.0 111 69.980%
6 8 7 16.44 1 17.0 21.0 1.86 82.888%
7 8 8 16.30 1 15.0 20.0 -0.22 75.736%
8 9 9 18.56 1 18.0 21.0 0.11 80.024%
9 8 8 17.04 1 15.0 20.0 0.52 76.847%
10 8 8 16.89 1 14.0 18.0 0.37 68.957%
Total 78 167.60 0.63 74.323%
Sat Flow 1856
Arm/Lane: |Lane 8 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (S) - Right Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 7 7 14.59 1 0.0 17 6.0 -0.40 77.868%
2 8 8 14.38 1 0.0 17 7.0 -2.61 57.451%
3 7 7 14.55 1 0.0 17 6.0 -0.44 55.666%
4 9 9 14.87 1 0.0 17 8.0 -4.12 61.636%
5 9 9 14.68 1 0.0 17 8.0 -4.31 60.813%
6 7 7 14.21 1 0.0 17 6.0 -0.78 53.993%
7 7 7 13.89 1 0.0 17 6.0 -1.10 52.482%
8 8 8 14.34 1 0.0 17 7.0 -2.65 57.271%
9 8 8 14.56 1 0.0 17 7.0 -2.43 58.272%
10 8 8 14.86 1 0.0 17 7.0 -2.13 59.677%
Total -2.10 59.513%
Sat Flow 1801




Lane 1 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Gr. Digeni (W) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 8 17.66 1 13.0 38 21.0 0.57
2 9 9 19.32 1 15.5 38 24.5 0.22
3 8 8 17.04 1 12.0 38 20.0 -0.05
4 7 7 14.69 1 10.0 38 17.0 -0.39 93.959%
5 8 8 17.42 1 13.0 38 21.0 0.33
6 9 9 18.55 1 12.0 38 21.0 -0.55
7 6 6 13.41 1 16.0 38 22.0 0.34
8 7 7 14.73 1 13.0 38 20.0 -0.35 110.661%
9 6 6 12.64 1 125 38 18.5 -0.43 102.140%
10 7 7 14.67 1 11.0 38 18.0 -0.41 99.431%
Total -0.07 101.548%
Sat Flow 1790
Arm/Lane: |Lane 3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |G. Neophytou (N) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 4 4 8.80 1 1.0 12 5.0 -0.67
2 3 3 6.30 1 2.0 12 5.0 -1.05 73.7717%
3 6 6 6.78 1 0.0 12 6.0 -6.92 75.057%
4 7 7 12.00 1 0.0 12 7.0 -3.81
5 5 5 10.43 1 1.0 12 6.0 -1.15
6 6 ) 12.00 1 0.0 12 6.0 -1.70
7 3 3 6.77 1 2.0 12 5.0 -0.58
8 4 4 9.31 1 0.0 12 40 -0.16 61.359%
9 3 3 6.99 1 0.0 12 3.0 -0.36 61.290%
10 2 2 5.41 1 2.0 12 40 0.18 64.183%
Total 43 84.79 [ 162 | 67.132%
Sat Flow 1701 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [G. Neophytou (N) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 4 4 9.96 1 1 5.0 1.23 110.176%
2 5 5 11.53 1 2.0 7.0 0.87 148.125%
3 6 6 12.00 1 1.0 7.0 -0.59 127.679%
4 6 6 12.00 1 1.0 12 7.0 -0.59 127.679%
5 7 7 12.00 1 0.0 12 7.0 -2.53 107.983%
6 5 5 10.45 1 1.0 12 6.0 -0.21 113.537%
7 4 4 8.72 1 0.0 12 4.0 -0.01 77.222%
8 5 5 10.72 1 2.0 12 7.0 0.06 136.057%
9 6 6 12.00 1 0.0 12 6.0 -0.59 109.439%
10 4 4 9.57 1 0.0 12 40 0.84 84.388%
Total 52 108.95 -0.15 114.228%
Sat Flow 1863
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
No. of . .
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Additional FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol
Site No: Site 7
Cycle Time 100
Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 4.5 4.5 11.34 1 3 7.5 571 21.273%
2 11 11 27.72 1 0.0 10.0 6.04 28.5044%
3 9 9 22.68 1 0.0 9.0 4.76 25.166%
4 18 18 45.36 1 3.0 16.0 10.52 48.929%
5 10 10 25.20 1 2.0 74 12.0 5.40 33.877%
6 24 24 60.48 1 0.0 74 17.0 14.35 55.449%
7 15 15 37.80 1 2.0 74 14.0 8.60 41.517%
8 21 21 52.92 1 0.0 74 18.0 12.44 56.819%
9 17.5 17.5 44.10 1 2.0 74 17.0 10.20 51.718%
10 19 19 47.88 1 4.0 74 16.0 11.16 49.444%
Total 149 375.48 8.92 41.269%
Sat Flow 1915
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 10 10 25.20 1 2 12.0 4.32 35.246%
2 8 8 20.16 1 0.0 8.0 3.26 23.1338%
3 21 21 52.92 1 0.0 21.0 10.18 67.521%
4 16 16 40.32 1 1.0 17.0 7.51 52.405%
5 8 8 20.16 1 2.0 74 10.0 3.26 28.917%
6 9 9 22.68 1 0.0 74 9.0 3.79 26.229%
7 11 11 27.72 1 2.0 74 13.0 4.85 38.486%
8 10 10 25.20 1 1.0 74 11.0 4.32 32.309%
9 8 8 20.16 1 4.0 74 12.0 3.26 34.701%
10 7 7 17.64 1 2.0 74 9.0 2.73 25.826%
Total 108 272.16 4.75 36.477%
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Sp. Kyprianou (E) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 12 12 30.24 1 2.0 60 14.0 571 52.498%
2 8 8 20.16 1 5.0 60 13.0 3.47 46.748%
3 12 12 30.24 1 3.0 60 15.0 5.71 56.248%
4 19 19 47.88 1 1.0 60 20.0 9.63 81.066%
5 12 12 30.24 1 1.0 60 13.0 571 48.748%
6 16 15.5 39.06 1 0.0 60 15.5 7.67 60.383%
7 9 9 22.68 1 2.0 60 11.0 4.03 39.966%
8 17 17 42.84 1 0.0 60 17.0 8.51 67.349%
9 15 14.5 36.54 1 1.0 60 15.5 7.11 59.720%
10 17 17 42.84 1 0.0 60 17.0 8.51 67.349%
Total 6.61 58.008%
Sat Flow 1836




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Sp. Kyprianou (E) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 4 4 10.08 1 3.0 60 7.0 1.21 24.260%
2 8 8 20.16 1 2.0 60 10.0 3.41 36.058%
3 3 3 7.56 1 2.0 60 5.0 0.66 17.162%
4 11 11 27.72 1 1.0 60 12.0 5.07 44.623%
5 10 10 25.20 1 2.0 60 12.0 4.52 44.163%
6 18 18 45.36 1 0.0 60 18.0 8.93 72.203%
7 14 14 35.28 1 3.0 60 17.0 6.72 65.256%
8 15 15 37.80 1 1.0 60 16.0 7.28 62.086%
9 17 17 42.84 1 2.0 60 19.0 8.38 75.366%
10 11 11 27.72 1 6.0 60 17.0 5.07 63.216%
Total 5.12 50.439%
Sat Flow 1829
Arm/Lane: |Lane5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |G. Neophytou (S) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 0 0 0.00 1 1.0 20 1.0 0.00 11.527%
2 5 5 12.60 1 2.0 20 7.0 1.23 86.5860%
3 0 0 0.00 1 4.0 20 4.0 0.00 46.110%
4 6 5.5 13.86 1 0.0 20 5.5 1.45 68.947%
5 3 3 7.56 1 1.0 20 4.0 0.34 46.985%
6 0 0 0.00 1 2.0 20 2.0 0.00 23.055%
7 7 6.5 16.38 1 0.0 20 6.5 1.89 83.734%
8 4 4 10.08 1 0.0 20 40 0.78 48.199%
9 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 20 3.0 0.00 34.582%
10 5 5 12.60 1 0.0 20 5.0 1.23 61.847%
Total 29 73.08 [ 069 | 51.157%
Sat Flow 1735 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [G. Neophytou (S) - Right Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 7 7 15.82 1 0 8.0 0.53 93.487%
2 10.5 10.5 16.80 1 0.0 10.5 -5.64 90.694%
3 6 6 12.06 1 0.0 8.0 -1.19 85.118%
4 9 9 18.09 1 0.0 10.0 -1.29 105.869%
5 8 8 16.08 1 0.0 9.0 -1.26 95.440%
6 9 9 16.39 1 0.0 11.0 -2.99 107.023%
7 6 6 12.06 1 1.0 2.0 -1.19 95.758%
8 10 10 16.91 1 0.0 10.0 -4.51 90.715%
9 9.5 9.5 16.48 1 0.0 11.0 -3.92 102.477%
10 7.5 7.5 15.08 1 1.0 9.5 -1.24 100.826%
Total 83 155.77 -2.27 96.741%
Sat Flow 1763
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.ic?:lal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 p
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol

Site No: Site 7

Cycle Time 90

Arm/Lane: Lane 1l DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Left Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?r:al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 8 8 20.16 1 8 16.0 5.15 52.004%
2 12 12 30.24 1 4.0 16.0 6.68 53.4128%
3 21 21 52.92 1 0.0 21.0 12.44 78.087%
4 24 24 60.48 1 1.0 25.0 14.35 96.629%
5 18 18 45.36 1 0.0 18.0 10.52 64.484%
6 17.5 17.5 44.10 1 2.0 19.5 10.20 69.435%
7 14 14 35.28 1 5.0 19.0 7.96 64.902%
8 20 20 50.40 1 0.0 65 20.0 11.80 73.440%
9 18.5 18.5 46.62 1 4.0 65 22.5 10.84 81.100%
10 14 14 35.28 1 3.0 65 17.0 7.96 58.070%
Total 167 420.84 9.79 69.156%
Sat Flow 1915
Arm/Lane: |Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.icc:;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 7 7 17.64 1 5 12.0 2.73 39.576%
2 16 16 40.32 1 0.0 16.0 7.51 57.3223%
3 15 15 37.80 1 3.0 18.0 6.98 63.875%
4 14 14 35.28 1 2.0 16.0 6.45 56.243%
5 11 11 27.72 1 6.0 17.0 4.85 58.118%
6 8 8 20.16 1 8.0 16.0 3.26 53.238%
7 13 13 32.76 1 0.0 13.0 5.92 45.272%
8 15 15 37.80 1 0.0 15.0 6.98 53.229%
9 13 13 32.76 1 1.0 14.0 5.92 48.754%
10 6 6 15.12 1 4.0 10.0 2.19 32.691%
Total 118 297.36 5.28 50.832%
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: [Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Sp. Kyprianou (E) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clj(i)t'ig:\al Aitllizlalarneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 11 11 27.72 1 1.0 52 12.0 5.15 52.464%
2 13 13 32.76 1 4.0 52 17.0 6.27 76.225%
3 13 12.5 31.50 1 5.0 52 17.5 5.99 77.968%
4 14 14 35.28 1 0.0 52 14.0 6.83 63.587%
5 17 17 42.84 1 1.0 52 18.0 8.51 85.060%
6 21 21 52.00 1 0.0 52 21.0 9.82 102.489%
7 19 18.5 46.62 1 2.0 52 20.5 9.35 98.872%
8 17 17 42.84 1 0.0 52 17.0 8.51 80.334%
9 21 20.5 51.66 1 0.0 52 20.5 10.46 101.669%
10 13 13 32.76 1 4.0 52 17.0 6.27 76.225%
Total 7.72 81.489%
Sat Flow 1836




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |Sp. Kyprianou (E) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adhé(i)t'ig;al Aitlizg\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8.5 8.5 21.42 1 1.0 52 9.5 3.69 40.377%
2 17 17 42.84 1 1.0 52 18.0
3 16 16 40.32 1 0.0 52 15.0 7.83 48.008%
4 14.5 14.5 36.54 1 2.0 52 14.0 7.00 42.084%
5 15.5 15.5 39.06 1 4.0 52 19.5
6 14 14 35.28 1 1.0 52 13.0 6.72 37.127%
7 13 13 32.76 1 5.0 52 16.5 6.17 52.101%
8 10 10 25.20 1 6.0 52 15.0 4.52 42.913%
9 18 18 45.36 1 0.0 52 18.0
10 16 16 40.32 1 1.0 52 16.0 7.83 52.676%
Total 6.25 45.041%
Sat Flow 1829
Arm/Lane: |Lane5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |G. Neophytou (S) - Left Lane
Cvele PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad,\cljci)t.ig;al Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 0 0 0.00 1 4.0 19 4.0 0.00 48.822%
2 3 3 7.56 1 2.0 19 5.0 0.34 62.2549%
3 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 19 3.0 0.00 36.616%
4 4 4 10.08 1 0.0 19 40 0.78 51.171%
5 3 3 7.56 1 1.0 19 4.0 0.34 49.804%
6 6 5.5 13.86 1 0.0 19 5.5 1.45 73.380%
7 7 7 17.64 1 0.0 19 7.0 2.12 97.581%
8 4 4 10.08 1 2.0 19 6.0 0.78 76.756%
9 5 5 12.60 1 0.0 19 5.0 1.23 65.768%
10 0 0 0.00 1 3.0 19 3.0 0.00 36.616%
Total 32 79.38 [ o070 | 59.877%
Sat Flow 1735 ugt not to be used = give way at green - co
Arm/Lane: Lane 6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [G. Neophytou (S) - Right Lane
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\(ljci)t.i(?;al FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUs PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 8 8 16.08 1 0 8.0 -1.26 89.483%
2 10 10 16.89 1 0.0 10.0 -4.53 94.844%
3 6.5 6.5 13.07 1 1.0 7.5 -1.21 84.111%
4 9 9 16.72 1 0.0 9.0 -2.66 93.489%
5 7 7 14.07 1 1.0 8.0 -1.22 89.640%
6 4 4 8.04 1 3.0 7.0 -1.13 78.850%
7 10 10 16.97 1 0.0 10.0 -4.45 95.198%
8 8 8 16.08 1 0.0 8.0 -1.26 89.483%
9 6 6 12.06 1 3.0 9.0 -1.19 101.022%
10 7.5 7.5 15.08 1 0.0 7.5 -1.24 83.964%
Total 76 145.05 -2.01 90.008%
Sat Flow 1763
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\clici)t.ic?:lal FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
4 Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs [Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 0 p
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total

Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - :
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Add(i)tignal Aitlizla\cjirneen FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of - .
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Addci)ticc:nal Aittzg\clai;een FLARE STRG| Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |[Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
No. of . .
Cyclo PCUS Total PCU during |  Time of Full Status of Full Addimional AT‘EZ';TG” FLARE STRG| Total | Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow




TIA Office and Retail Development in Mesa Geitonia

Project: Municipality, Limassol

Site No: Site 4

Cycle Time 88

Arm/Lane: |Lanel DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Left Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total UnderuFiIised Degree of Saturgtion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)|[ Measured on Site
1 5 5 12.42 1 23 27.5 2.02
2 7 6 14.67 1 18.0 21.0 2.39 48.7468%
3 5 5 12.00 1 20.5 20.0 1.60 44.512%
4 6 6 13.46 1 19.0 22.0 1.18 50.539%
5 8 8 17.52 1 21.0 24.0 1.48
6 4 4 10.12 1 17.0 18.0 1.60 37.961%
7 7 7 16.26 1 8.0 15.0 2.10 28.565%
8 6 6 14.18 1 20.5 26.5 1.90
9 5 5 11.51 1 19.5 21.0 1.11 47.205%
10 8 8 17.39 1 17.0 20.0 1.35 44.227%
Total 60 139.53 1.67 43.108%
Sat Flow 1915
Arm/Lane: [Lane 2 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (W) - Right Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Adl\él(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underu.tilised Degree of SaturaFion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
1 10 10 22.18 1 12 21.5 1.30 74.073%
2 9 9 20.30 1 8.0 17.0 1.41 58.6788%
3 7 7 15.39 1 10.0 17.0 0.48 57.742%
4 8 8 17.55 1 11.0 19.0 0.65 64.726%
5 9 9 19.31 1 18.0 27.0 0.42 91.621%
6 4 4 8.59 1 17.0 21.0 -0.36 70.323%
7 7 7 15.62 1 12.5 19.5 0.71 66.495%
8 3 3 7.00 1 16.0 19.0 0.04 64.055%
9 10 10 20.66 1 4.5 14.5 -0.22 48.674%
10 8 8 17.69 1 8.6 16.6 0.79 56.686%
Total 75 164.29 0.52 65.307%
Sat Flow 1811
Arm/Lane: |Lane3 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (E) - Left Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad’\(lj(i)t.i;);al Aittzgsi;e;n FLARE STRG | Total Underu.tilised Degree of SaturaFion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 8 8 16.55 1 16.0 49 24.0 -0.14 99.836%
2 7 7 14.96 1 8.5 49 15.5 0.23 64.988%
3 7 7 15.61 1 14.5 49 21.5 0.88 91.416%
4 6 6 12.89 1 11.0 49 17.0 0.13 71.112%
5 10 10 21.52 1 14.0 49 24.0 0.91 102.107%
6 8 7.5 22.00 1 10.0 49 17.5 6.29 84.297%
7 6 6 13.90 1 19.0 49 25.0 1.14 106.879%
8 5 5 11.63 1 15.0 49 20.0 0.83 84.930%
9 7 7 14.89 1 13.5 49 20.5 0.16 85.824%
10 8 8 17.06 1 12.0 49 20.0 0.37 84.106%
Total 1.08 87.549%
Sat Flow 1836




Lane 4 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description [Sp. Kyprianou (E) - Right Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ljci)t.i(()):wal Aittzga;e;n FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 4 4 9.32 1 11.0 49 15.0 0.45
2 6 6 14.95 1 4.0 49 10.0 2.14 32.877%
3 6 ) 12.42 1 9.5 49 15.5
4 7 7 15.68 1 6.0 49 13.0 0.90 44.507%
5 8 8 17.52 1 6.0 49 14.0 0.77 48.611%
6 7 7 16.39 1 7.0 49 14.0 1.61 49.712%
7 8 8 17.91 1 3.0 49 11.0 1.16 36.236%
8 4 4 9.52 1 8.0 49 12.0 39.254%
9 5 5 12.41 1 9.0 49 14.0 1.57 49.654%
10 3 3 10.31 1 10.0 49 13.0 3.41 47.694%
Total 1.50 43.568%
Sat Flow 1829
Arm/Lane: Lane 5 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |G. Neophytou (S) - Left Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(lj(i)t.ig;al Aitlizg(\firne;n FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1 5 5 10.43 1 2.0 19 7.0 -0.94 80.941%
2 5 5 11.23 1 1.0 19 6.0 -0.14 72.6149%
3 3 3 7.45 1 0.0 19 3.0 0.23 37.108%
4 4 4 9.78 1 2.0 19 6.0 0.48 75.362%
5 6 6 12.63 1 0.0 19 6.0 -0.82 69.865%
6 5 5 11.36 1 0.0 19 5.0 -0.01 60.975%
7 7 7 15.79 1 0.0 19 7.0 0.27 86.794%
8 4 4 9.51 1 1.0 19 5.0 0.21 61.792%
9 4 4 8.69 1 0.0 19 4.0 -0.61 47.131%
10 5 5 10.49 1 1.0 19 6.0 -0.88 69.610%
Total 48 107.36 | 022 | 66.219%
Sat Flow 1735 ugt not to be used = give way at green - cc
Arm/Lane: |Lane6 DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description |G. Neophytou (S) - Right Lane
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld?fig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underu_tilised Degree of Satura_tion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUSs PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
1 12 12 19.83 1 0 12.0 -5.67 108.071%
2 11 11 17.59 1 0.0 11.0 -5.87 98.207%
3 10 10 18.56 1 0.0 10.0 -2.86 102.820%
4 11 11 19.92 1 0.0 11.0 -3.54 109.347%
5 8 8 16.32 1 1.0 9.0 -1.02 102.009%
6 5 5 12.67 1 2.0 7.0 1.46 91.982%
7 8 8 17.82 1 0.0 8.0 0.48 98.910%
8 6 ) 11.65 1 0.0 6.0 -1.60 65.864%
9 9 9 19.12 1 1.0 10.0 -0.26 118.322%
10 5 5 10.52 1 0.0 5.0 -0.69 57.716%
Total 85 164.00 -1.96 95.325%
Sat Flow 1763
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE? NO
Description
Cycle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad':l(i)t.ig;al FLARE STRG | Total Underu-tilised Degree of Saturgtion
Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) PCUS PCU PCUs |Green Time (s)| Measured on Site
1 0 p
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 0
Total
Sat Flow




Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ljci)t.i(()):wal Aittzga;een FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvecle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(lj(i)t.ig;al Aitlizg(\firneen FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total 0 0.00
Sat Flow
Arm/Lane: DOES THE LANE INCLUDE FLARE AT SIDE?
Description
Cvcle PCUS Total PCU during Time of Full Status of Full Ad'\(ld?fig;al AituLZ;(VBirneen FLARE STRG | Total Underutilised | Degree of Saturation
y Full Demand (s) Demand (s) Demand (1,2,3,4) g PCU PCUs |Green Time (s) Measured on Site
PCUs Amber (s)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Total

Sat Flow
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ALA PLANNING Traffic Impact Assessment — Office Development in Mesa Geitonia Municipality, Limassol

APPENDIX E

Committed & Proposed Roundabout Designs
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AL PLANNING Traffic Impact Assessment — Office Development in Mesa Geitonia Municipality, Limassol

APPENDIX F

Saturation Flows



SATURATION FLOWS

Project: TIA Office Devt in
Limassol
Junction, Link & Lane Name Movement

Final saturation flow applied
Surveyed* Calculated** in models and in DoS/UGT

calculations
Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Offside S 1,934 1,934
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Middle S 1,820 1,820
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Kerbside L 1,726 1,726
lapetou - Offside R 1,754 1,754
lapetou - Kerbside L 1,735 1,735
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Kerbside R 1,746 1,746
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Middle S 1,811 1,811
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Offside S 1,811 1,811
Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Kerbside S 1,967 1,967
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Kerbside S+L 1,872 1,872
A. Kariolou - Offside R 1,754 1,754
A. Kariolou - Kerbside L 1,726 1,726
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Offside R 1,737 1,737
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Middle S 1,801 1,801
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Kerbside S 1,801 1,801
Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Offside R 1,959 1,959
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Middle S 1,820 1,820
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Kerbside S 1,829 1,829
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Offside S 1,820 1,820
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Middle S 1,811 1,811
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - Kerbside L 1,754 1,754
Sp. Kyprianou - Offside R 1,741 1,741
Sp. Kyprianou - Middle R 1,754 1,754
Sp. Kyprianou - Kerbside L 1,735 1,735
Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Offside R 1,737 1,737
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Kerbside R 1,724 1,724
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - Kerbside L 1,709 1,709
Kolonakiou (e) - Offside R 1,941 1,941
Kolonakiou (e) - Kerbside S 1,820 1,820
Kolonakiou (w) - Kerbside L 1,709 1,709
Kolonakiou (w) - Offside S 1,899 1,899
G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
G. Neofytou - Offside S+R 1,863 1,863
G. Neofytou - Kerbside L 1,701 1,701
Kolonakiou (e) - Offside R 1,737 1,737
Kolonakiou (e) - Offside S 1,856 1,856
Kolonakiou (e) - Kerbside L 1,726 1,726
G. Digeni (s) - Offside S+R 1,775 1,775
G. Digeni (s) - Kerbside L 1,701 1,701
G. Digeni (w) - Offside R 1,693 1,693
G. Digeni (w) - Offside S 1,801 1,801
G. Digeni (w) - Kerbside S+L 1,790 1,790
Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - Kerbside R 1,754 1,754
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - Offside S 1,811 1,811
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - Kerbside S 1,915 1,915 1,915
Sp. Kyprianou (e) - Kerbside S 1,829 1,829
Sp. Kyprianou (e) - Kerbside S&L 1,836 1,836
G. Neofytou - Kerbside R 1,763 1,763
G. Neofytou - Kerbside L 1,735 1,735

*surveyed saturation flows
**calculated saturation flows based on RR67



MeAérn KukAogopiakwyv Emmrwoswyv amé v avéyepon pageiakng Avamruéng oro Anuo Méoa
leirovidg, otn NAeuead

L J
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APPENDIX G

Traffic Generation & Parking Accumulation at the Development



TRAFFIC GENERATION & PARKING ACCUMULATION FOR THE OFFICE DEVELOPMENT IN MESA GEITONIA

Consultants Traffic Generation Parameters

Office Staff Office Visitors Retail Overall

Start Hour Arr Dep Arr Dep Arr Dep Arr Dep Acc
0:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:00 51 4 1 0 1 0 53 4 49
8:00 117 10 3 2 4 2 124 13 159
9:00 89 21 3 2 6 5 98 29 229
10:00 23 17 2 2 7 5 31 23 237
11:00 15 19 2 2 6 7 24 28 232
12:00 26 38 1 1 7 7 34 46 220
13:00 35 31 2 2 6 6 44 39 224
14:00 22 25 1 2 6 6 30 32 222
15:00 17 35 2 3 6 6 26 44 204
16:00 13 80 1 1 7 6 21 88 138
17:00 13 116 1 1 9 8 23 124 36
18:00 7 35 1 0 8 8 15 43 8
19:00 0 0 0 0 5 8 5 8 6
20:00 0 0 0 0 3 7 3 7 1
21:00 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
22:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
23:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 431 431 19 19 532 532 -

PWD Traffic Generation Parameters (Sensitivity Tests)

Office Staff Office Visitors Retail Overall

Start Hour Arr Dep Arr Dep Arr Dep Arr Dep Acc
0:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:00 36 1 2 0 1 0 39 1 38
8:00 178 14 5 1 4 2 187 17 209
9:00 61 18 4 1 6 5 71 24 256
10:00 28 19 1 1 7 5 36 25 266
11:00 19 25 1 1 6 7 26 33 260
12:00 25 28 1 2 7 7 34 37 256
13:00 24 24 2 2 6 6 33 32 257
14:00 22 22 1 1 6 6 30 29 258
15:00 19 27 1 2 6 6 27 35 249
16:00 15 44 1 4 7 6 23 54 218
17:00 11 179 1 5 9 8 20 192 46
18:00 5 28 0 2 8 8 13 38 21
19:00 1 14 0 0 5 8 6 22 6
20:00 0 0 0 0 3 7 3 7 1
21:00 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
22:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
23:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 445 445 21 21 548 548 -
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APPENDIX H

Junction Test Summaries and CD



AM PEAK PERIOD: 07:00 - 08:00

Capacity Tests at Signalised Junctions

Surveyed Modeled Modeled Modelled
2023 Existing (Validation - (validated) -
after applying UGT) Observed

Junction and Arms Validation Data 2023 Existing* (surveyed) DoS

Q Survey DoS (%) UGT (sec) Q DoS Q DoS DoS
Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight 6 77 6.1 23 60 26 68 9
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left 6 0 47 0 47
lapetou - right 12 60 1.5 6 48 6 52 8
lapetou - left 1 0 7 0 7
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right 2 13 106 13 106
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight 19 55 3.3 16 49 18 51 4
Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight 17 51 5.0 8 45 10 53 2
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight & left 17 89 9.3 14 66 18 78 11
A. Kariolou - right 6 59 0.8 4 45 4 48 11
A. Kariolou - left 1 0 8 0 8
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right 6 3 24 3 24
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight 29 41 3.1 16 49 17 51 10
Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right 18 12 53 12 53
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight 11 18 35 10 29 11 31 13
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight 7 43 2.0 14 39 15 40 3
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - left 7 33 1.3 0 23 0 23 10
Sp. Kyprianou - right 3 32 0.2 5 20 5 20 12
Sp. Kyprianou - left 7 0 44 0 44
Link1
Nodel: Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right 21 61 8.1 5 20 5 26 5
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left 7 0 7 0 7
Kolonakiou (e) - right 10 3 21 3 22
Kolonakiou (e) - straight 7 94 2.8 25 90 29 96 2
Kolonakiou (w) - straight 4 43 5.0 4 41 4 45 2
Kolonakiou (w) - left 1 1 30 2 30
Node2: G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
G. Neofytou - straight & right 4 4 35 4 35
G. Neofytou - left 2 20 0.3 3 31 3 31 11
Kolonakiou (e) - right 2 2 14 2 15
Kolonakiou (e) - straight 11 78 2.8 8 62 9 66 12
Kolonakiou (e) - left 6 4 28 5 28
G. Digeni (s) - straight & right 13 71 0.0 6 58 6 58 13
G. Digeni (s) - left 2 0 2 0 2
G. Digeni (w) - right 1 1 4 1 5
G. Digeni (w) - straight 15 8 48 8 51
G. Digeni (w) - straight & left 6 58 3.2 9 56 10 60
Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - right 8 3 23 3 23
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - straight 14 41 8.9 7 27 10 31 10
Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight 9 50 5.1 6 38 7 41 9
Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight and left 9 11 59 11 59
G. Neofytou - right 8 97 0.0 19 103 19 103 6
G. Neofytou - left 8 4 36 4 36
Q - Queue in PCU’'s  DoS — Degree of Saturation
*including surveyed saturation flows (where it is applicable)
Capacity Tests at Roundabouts
Junction and Link Movements 2023 Existing

Q Survey Q RFC
Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all 52 52 1.13
Al Limassol Highway (e) - all 11 11 0.95
Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all 6 6 0.86
Al Limassol Highway (w) - all 31 31 1.01

Q - Queue in PCU’'s RFC — Demand/Capacity Ratio



MD PEAK PERIOD: 13:00 - 14:00

Capacity Tests at Signalised Junctions

Junction and Arms

Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left

lapetou - right

lapetou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight & left

A. Kariolou - right

A. Kariolou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - left

Sp. Kyprianou - right

Sp. Kyprianou - left

Link1

Nodel:

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left
Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight
Kolonakiou (w) - straight
Kolonakiou (w) - left

Node2:

G. Neofytou - straight & right

G. Neofytou - left

Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight
Kolonakiou (e) - left

G. Digeni (s) - straight & right

G. Digeni (s) - left

G. Digeni (w) - right

G. Digeni (w) - straight

G. Digeni (w) - straight & left

Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - right

Sp. Kyprianou (w) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight and left
G. Neofytou - right

G. Neofytou - left

Q - Queue in PCU’'s  DoS — Degree of Saturation

*including surveyed saturation flows (where it is applicable)

Capacity Tests at Roundabouts

Junction and Link Movements

Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

Al Limassol Highway (e) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

Al Limassol Highway (w) - all

Q - Queue in PCU’'s RFC — Demand/Capacity Ratio

Surveyed

Validation Data

Modeled

2023 Existing*

Modeled
2023 Existing (Validation -
after applying UGT)

Modelled
(validated) -
Observed
(surveyed) DoS

Q Survey DoS (%) UGT (sec) Q DoS Q DoS DoS
6 41 3.3 16 46 17 49 8
6 0 13 0 13
12 78 0.7 9 71 9 73 5
1 0 12 0 12
2 4 69 4 69
19 71 6.0 26 65 31 72 1
8 47 3.9 6 35 7 40 7
7 67 6.8 10 55 12 62 5
14 91 0.1 10 85 10 85 6
2 0 12 0 12
3 3 24 3 24
21 50 3.7 18 53 20 56 6
13 8 42 8 42
6 33 2.1 7 24 8 25 8
5 46 2.2 12 36 13 37 9
4 33 1.7 0 19 0 19 14
3 20 0.0 4 20 4 20 0
4 0 48 0 48

Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
10 54 0.6 7 33 7 34 20
9 0 9 0 9
9 4 27 5 29
9 73 4.5 11 56 12 61 12
5 48 5.3 4 33 4 36 12
2 3 30 3 30
G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
3 4 41 4 41
5 59 0.0 6 64 6 64 5
2 2 16 2 17
8 50 2.3 7 49 7 51 1
3 2 23 2 23
26 40 2.0 2 28 3 31 9
3 0 0 0 0
1 1 6 1 6
25 6 38 6 38
4 7 42 7 42
3 2 18 2 18
9 51 53 10 38 12 41 10
8 45 6.3 4 29 4 32 13
10 7 41 7 41
11 60 0.7 5 62 5 66 6
11 9 63 9 63
2023 Existing

Q Survey Q RFC
6 6 0.87
1 1 0.34
11 11 0.93
8 8 0.9




PM PEAK PERIOD: 17:00 - 18:00

Capacity Tests at Signalised Junctions

Junction and Arms

Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left

lapetou - right

lapetou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (S) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight & left

A. Kariolou - right

A. Kariolou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - left

Sp. Kyprianou - right

Sp. Kyprianou - left

Linkl

Nodel:

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left
Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight
Kolonakiou (w) - straight
Kolonakiou (w) - left

Node2:

G. Neofytou - straight & right

G. Neofytou - left

Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight
Kolonakiou (e) - left

G. Digeni (s) - straight & right

G. Digeni (s) - left

G. Digeni (w) - right

G. Digeni (w) - straight

G. Digeni (w) - straight & left

Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - right

Sp. Kyprianou (w) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight and left
G. Neofytou - right

G. Neofytou - left

Q- Queue in PCU’'s DoS — Degree of Saturation

*including surveyed saturation flows (where it is applicable)

Capacity Tests at Roundabouts

Junction and Link Movements

Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

A1l Limassol Highway (e) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

A1l Limassol Highway (w) - all

Q - Queue in PCU’'s RFC — Demand/Capacity Ratio

Surveyed

Validation Data

Modeled

2023 Existing*

Modeled

2023 Existing (Validation -

after applying UGT)

Modelled
(validated) -
Observed
(surveyed) DoS

Q Survey DoS (%) UGT (sec) Q DoS Q DoS DoS
10 54 2.0 12 38 13 40 14
8 0 11 0 11
50 93 0.0 23 100 23 100 7
1 0 10 0 10
9 0 8 0 8
50 92 6.5 22 58 26 66 26
14 63 1.0 6 34 9 49 14
12 55 2.2 11 58 8 46 9
26 81 34 7 71 8 85 4
4 0 10 0 10
5 9 89 9 89
34 86 25.0 14 45 26 71
11 3 21 3 21
10 27 14 8 26 8 27 0
10 41 2.9 10 32 11 34 7
10 32 2.0 0 30 0 30 2
11 41 0.0 12 54 12 54 13
5 0 38 0 38

Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
9 64 4.8 7 31 8 36 28
1 0 5 0 5
7 5 29 5 29
20 65 0.2 19 80 19 80 15
6 36 0.8 6 48 6 49 13
3 0 28 0 28
G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
4 4 40 4 40
4 67 0.0 6 56 6 56 11
3 3 22 3 22
7 74 0.6 8 60 8 60 14
5 4 27 4 27
8 60 0.0 5 50 5 50 10
2 0 1 0 1
1 1 5 1 5
9 7 47 7 47
11 9 55 9 55
4 2 18 2 18
9 43 1.7 7 28 8 29 14
6 44 1.5 4 30 4 31 13
4 8 49 8 49
8 95 0.0 15 98 15 98 3
5 5 39 5 39
2023 Existing

Q Survey Q RFC
17 17 0.99
13 12 0.98
19 19 0.97
12 12 0.95




AM PEAK PERIOD: 07:00 - 08:00

Capacity Tests at Signalised Junctions

Junction and Arms

Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left

lapetou - right

lapetou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight & left

A. Kariolou - right

A. Kariolou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - left

Sp. Kyprianou - right

Sp. Kyprianou - left

Link1

Nodel:

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left

Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight

Kolonakiou (w) - straight

Kolonakiou (w) - left

Node2:

G. Neofytou - straight & right

G. Neofytou - left

Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight

Kolonakiou (e) - left

G. Digeni (s) - straight & right

G. Digeni (s) - left

G. Digeni (w) - right

G. Digeni (w) - straight

G. Digeni (w) - straight & left

Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - right

Sp. Kyprianou (w) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight and left

G. Neofytou - right

G. Neofytou - left

Q — Queue in PCU’s  DoS — Degree of Saturation *-using PWD T/G assumptions

**including surveyed saturation flows (where it is applicable)

Capacity Tests at Roundabouts

Junction and Link Movements

Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

Al Limassol Highway (e) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

Al Limassol Highway (w) - all

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

Sp. Kyprianou - all

G. Neofytou / Sp. Kyprianou Roundabout
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - all

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - all

G. Neofytou - all

Q - Queue in PCU's RFC — Demand/Capacity Ratio

2023 Existing
(Validation - after

2026 Without Devt.

2026 With Devt.

2036 Without Devt.

2036 With Devt.

2036 With Devt.
(Sustainable

2036 With Devt.
(Sensitivity Test*)

applying UGT) Transport)

Q Survey Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS
6 26 68 29 72 32 75 30 72 32 75 31 74 33 77
6 0 47 0 50 0 50 0 50 0 50 0 50 0 50
12 6 52 8 82 8 82 8 82 8 82 8 82 8 82
1 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 8
2 13 106 6 52 6 52 6 52 6 52 6 52 6 52
19 18 51 17 73 17 74 17 74 18 75 18 75 18 75
17 10 53 10 52 11 55 10 53 11 55 11 54 11 57
17 18 78 18 75 19 78 18 76 20 78 19 77 20 80
6 4 48 6 80 6 80 6 80 6 80 6 80 6 80
1 0 8 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 9
6 3 24 3 23 3 23 3 23 3 23 3 23 3 23
29 17 51 17 52 17 53 17 53 17 53 17 53 17 53
18 12 53 - - - - - - - - - - - -
11 11 31 - - - - - - - - - - - -

7 15 40 - - - - - - - - - - - -
7 0 23 - - - - - - - - - - - -
3 5 20 - - - - - - - - - - - -
7 0 44 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
21 5 26 7 63 7 64 7 64 7 64 7 64 7 65
7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 0 8 0 8 0 8
10 3 22 3 21 3 22 3 21 3 22 3 23 4 24
7 29 96 17 73 17 73 17 73 17 73 17 73 19 75
4 4 45 5 40 5 41 5 41 5 41 5 41 5 41
1 2 30 0 33 1 34 1 33 2 34 2 34 3 36
G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
4 4 35 5 60 5 60 5 61 5 61 5 60 5 61
2 3 31 4 52 4 54 4 52 4 54 4 54 4 57
2 2 15 1 12 1 13 1 13 1 13 1 13 1 17
11 9 66 10 58 10 58 10 59 10 59 10 58 10 59
6 5 28 1 26 1 27 1 27 1 27 1 27 1 27
13 6 58 7 70 7 72 7 70 7 72 7 72 8 72
2 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2
1 1 5 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 4
15 8 51 7 42 7 42 7 42 7 43 7 43 7 43
6 10 60 9 49 9 50 9 50 9 50 9 50 9 51
8 3 23 - - - - - - - - - - - -
14 10 31 - - - - - - - - - - - -
9 7 41 - - - - - - - - - - - -
9 11 59 - - - - - - - - - - - -
8 19 103 - - - - - - - - - - - -
8 4 36 - - - - - - - - - - - -
2023 Existing )
(Validation - after . . _ _ 2036 With Devt. 2036 With Devt.
applying UGT) 2026 Without Devt. 2026 With Deuvt. 2036 Without Devt. 2036 With Deuvt. (Sustainable (Sensitivity Test*)
Transport)

Q Survey Q RFC Q RFC Q RFC Q RFC Q RFC Q RFC Q RFC
52 52 1.13 109 131 117 1.34 113 1.33 121 1.35 118 1.34 126 1.37
11 11 0.95 18 0.99 23 1.01 19 1.00 24 1.02 22 1.01 28 1.03
6 6 0.86 22 0.99 22 0.99 25 1.00 24 1.00 25 1.00 24 0.99
31 31 1.01 153 1.21 165 1.22 163 1.22 176 1.24 171 1.23 182 1.25

- - 1 0.62 1 0.65 1 0.63 1 0.66 1 0.64 1 0.67
- - 0 0.59 0 0.62 0 0.60 1 0.62 0 0.61 1 0.63
- - 0 0.50 0 0.51 0 0.51 0 0.52 0 0.51 0 0.53
- - 0 0.54 0 0.55 0 0.54 0 0.55 0 0.55 0 0.56
- - 0 0.53 0 0.53 0 0.54 0 0.54 0 0.54 0 0.54
- - 0 0.36 0 0.36 0 0.36 0 0.37 0 0.37 0 0.37




MD PEAK PERIOD: 13:00 - 14:00

Capacity Tests at Signalised Junctions

Junction and Arms

Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left

lapetou - right

lapetou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight & left
A. Kariolou - right

A. Kariolou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - left

Sp. Kyprianou - right

Sp. Kyprianou - left

Link1

Nodel:

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left
Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight
Kolonakiou (w) - straight
Kolonakiou (w) - left

Node2:

G. Neofytou - straight & right

G. Neofytou - left

Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight
Kolonakiou (e) - left

. Digeni (s) - straight & right

. Digeni (s) - left

. Digeni (w) - right

. Digeni (w) - straight

. Digeni (w) - straight & left

Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - right

Sp. Kyprianou (w) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight and left
G. Neofytou - right

G. Neofytou - left

[ONONONONG

Q — Queue in PCU’s  DoS — Degree of Saturation *-using PWD T/G assumptions

**including surveyed saturation flows (where it is applicable)

Capacity Tests at Roundabouts

Junction and Link Movements

Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

Al Limassol Highway (e) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

Al Limassol Highway (w) - all

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

Sp. Kyprianou - all

G. Neofytou / Sp. Kyprianou Roundabout
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - all

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - all

G. Neofytou - all

Q - Queue in PCU's RFC — Demand/Capacity Ratio

2023 Existing
(Validation - after

2026 Without Devt.

2026 With Devt.

2036 Without Devt.

2036 With Devt.

2036 With Devt.
(Sustainable

2036 With Devt.
(Sensitivity Test*)

applying UGT) Transport)

Q Survey Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS
6 17 49 24 62 24 63 24 62 24 63 24 63 24 63
6 0 13 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
12 9 73 12 88 12 88 13 89 13 89 13 89 13 89
1 0 12 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
2 4 69 4 69 4 70 4 70 4 71 4 70 4 70
19 31 72 41 82 42 83 42 83 42 84 42 83 42 84
8 7 40 10 53 10 54 10 54 11 55 11 54 11 54
7 12 62 18 77 19 78 18 78 19 78 19 78 19 78
14 10 85 11 86 11 86 11 87 11 87 11 87 11 87
2 0 12 0 14 0 15 0 15 0 15 0 15 0 15
3 3 24 4 28 4 29 4 29 4 29 4 29 4 29
21 20 56 30 71 31 72 30 72 31 72 31 72 32 73
13 8 42 - - - - - - - - - - - -
6 8 25 - - - - - - - - - - - -
5 13 37 - - - - - - - - - - - -
4 0 19 - - - - - - - - - - - -
3 4 20 - - - - - - - - - - - -
4 0 48 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
10 7 34 10 67 11 68 10 68 11 69 11 68 10 68
9 0 9 0 12 0 12 0 12 0 12 0 12 0 12
9 5 29 4 28 4 29 4 29 4 29 4 29 4 29
9 12 61 12 59 12 59 12 60 12 60 12 60 12 60
5 4 36 5 34 5 34 5 34 5 34 5 34 5 34
2 3 30 3 32 3 33 3 33 3 33 3 33 3 33
G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
3 4 41 4 42 4 42 4 42 4 42 4 42 4 42
5 6 64 6 63 6 64 6 64 6 64 6 64 6 65
2 2 17 2 18 2 18 2 18 2 19 2 19 2 19
8 7 51 9 54 9 55 9 55 9 55 9 55 9 55
3 2 23 2 27 2 27 2 27 2 28 2 28 2 28
26 3 31 4 61 4 62 4 62 4 62 4 62 4 62
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 6 1 5 1 5 1 5 1 5 1 5 1 5
25 6 38 6 36 6 37 6 37 6 37 6 37 6 37
4 7 42 7 41 7 42 7 42 7 42 7 42 7 42
3 2 18 - - - - - - - - -
9 12 41 - - - - - - - - - - - -
8 4 32 - - - - - - - - - - - -
10 7 41 - - - - - - - - - - - -
11 5 66 - - - - - - - - - - - -
11 9 63 - - - - - - - - - - - -

2023 Existing
(Validation - after
applying UGT)

Q Survey Q RFC
6 6 0.87
1 1 0.34
11 11 0.93
8 8 0.9

2026 Without Devt.

Q RFC
69 1.11
1 0.41
109 1.10
68 1.10
0 0.58
0 0.53
1 0.67
1 0.68
0 0.48
0 0.47

2026 With Devt.

72

115
71

o

o

RFC

1.12
0.42
1.10
111

0.59
0.55
0.68

0.69
0.48
0.47

2036 Without Devt.

74

120
74

o

o

RFC

1.12
0.42
111
111

0.59
0.54
0.68

0.69
0.48
0.47

2036 With Devt.

77

126
77

o

o

RFC

1.13
0.42
111
1.12

0.60
0.55
0.68

0.70
0.48
0.48

2036 With Devt.
(Sustainable

Transport)
Q RFC
76 1.13
1 0.42
124 1.11
77 1.12
0 0.59
0 0.55
1 0.68
1 0.69
0 0.48
0 0.48

2036 With Deuvt.
(Sensitivity Test*)

76

125
77

o

o

RFC

113
0.42
111
1.12

0.60
0.55
0.68

0.69
0.48
0.48




PM PEAK PERIOD: 17:00 - 18:00

Capacity Tests at Signalised Junctions

Junction and Arms

Ay. Athanasiou / lapetou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left

lapetou - right

lapetou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / A. Kariolou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight & left

A. Kariolou - right

A. Kariolou - left

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Signalised Junction
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - straight

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - left

Sp. Kyprianou - right

Sp. Kyprianou - left

Link1

Nodel:

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - right

Ay. Athanasiou (n) - left

Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight

Kolonakiou (w) - straight

Kolonakiou (w) - left

Node2:

G. Neofytou - straight & right

G. Neofytou - left

Kolonakiou (e) - right

Kolonakiou (e) - straight

Kolonakiou (e) - left

. Digeni (s) - straight & right

. Digeni (s) - left

. Digeni (w) - right

. Digeni (w) - straight

. Digeni (w) - straight & left

Sp. Kyprianou / G. Neofytou Signalised Junction
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - right

Sp. Kyprianou (w) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - straight and left

G. Neofytou - right

G. Neofytou - left

Q — Queue in PCU’s  DoS — Degree of Saturation *-using PWD T/G assumptions

[ONONONONG

**including surveyed saturation flows (where it is applicable)

Capacity Tests at Roundabouts

Junction and Link Movements

Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

Al Limassol Highway (e) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

Al Limassol Highway (w) - all

Ay. Athanasiou / Sp. Kyprianou Roundabout
Ay. Athanasiou (n) - all

Ay. Athanasiou (s) - all

Sp. Kyprianou - all

G. Neofytou / Sp. Kyprianou Roundabout
Sp. Kyprianou (w) - all

Sp. Kyprianou (e) - all

G. Neofytou - all

Q - Queue in PCU's RFC — Demand/Capacity Ratio

2023 Existing
(Validation - after

2026 Without Devt.

2026 With Devt.

2036 Without Devt.

2036 With Devt.

2036 With Devt.
(Sustainable

2036 With Devt.
(Sensitivity Test*)

applying UGT) Transport)

Q Survey Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS Q DoS
10 13 40 21 58 21 58 21 58 21 59 21 59 21 59
8 0 11 0 11 0 11 0 12 0 12 0 12 0 12
50 23 100 16 89 16 89 17 90 17 90 17 90 17 90
1 0 10 0 12 0 12 0 12 0 13 0 13 0 13
9 0 8 1 15 1 18 1 15 1 18 1 16 1 18
50 26 66 38 83 41 85 39 83 41 86 40 85 41 86
14 9 49 16 74 17 76 16 75 17 77 17 77 17 77
12 8 46 10 57 10 58 10 57 11 59 11 59 11 59
26 8 85 10 90 10 90 10 91 10 91 10 91 10 91
4 0 10 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
5 9 89 8 78 8 76 8 79 8 77 8 76 8 77
34 26 71 37 87 41 90 38 88 42 91 40 90 42 91
11 3 21 - - - - - - - - - - - -
10 8 27 - - - - - - - - - - - -
10 11 34 - - - - - - - - - - - -
10 0 30 - - - - - - - - - - - -
11 12 54 - - - - - - - - - - - -
5 0 38 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Ay. Athanasiou / Kolonakiou Signalised Junction
9 8 36 12 74 13 74 13 74 13 75 13 74 13 75
1 0 5 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 9
7 5 29 3 23 4 23 4 23 4 24 4 23 4 24
20 19 80 15 68 16 69 16 69 16 70 16 70 16 70
6 6 49 8 45 9 46 8 46 8 46 8 46 8 46
3 0 28 0 31 0 32 0 32 0 32 0 32 0 32
G. Neofytou/ Kolonakiou / G. Digeni Signalised Junction
4 4 40 6 50 6 52 6 50 6 50 6 50 6 50
4 6 56 8 67 8 70 8 67 8 68 8 68 8 68
3 3 22 3 23 3 24 3 24 3 24 3 24 3 24
7 8 60 11 65 12 66 12 66 12 67 12 66 12 67
5 4 27 3 32 3 32 3 32 3 33 3 33 3 33
8 5 50 6 73 6 73 6 73 7 74 7 74 7 74
2 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
1 1 5 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 4
9 7 47 7 42 7 42 7 42 7 42 7 42 7 42
11 9 55 10 54 10 54 10 54 10 54 10 54 10 54
4 2 18 - - - - - - - - - - - -
9 8 29 - - - - - - - - - - - -
6 4 31 - - - - - - - - - - - -
4 8 49 - - - - - - - - - - - -
8 15 98 - - - - - - - - - - - -
5 5 39 - - - - - - - - - - - -

2023 Existing
(Validation - after
applying UGT)

Q Survey Q RFC
17 17 0.99
13 12 0.98
19 19 0.97
12 12 0.95

2026 Without Devt.

Q RFC
152 1.36
44 1.17
113 111
61 111

0 0.58

0 0.57

1 0.73

1 0.62

0 0.51

0 0.46

2026 With Devt.

153
45
139
62

o

o

RFC

1.36
1.18
1.14
111

0.58
0.60
0.75

0.63
0.52
0.47

2036 Without Devt.

158
46
52
66

o

o

RFC

1.38
1.18
1.12
1.12

0.59
0.57
0.74

0.63
0.52
0.47

2036 With Devt.

159
a7
149
67

o

o

RFC

1.38
1.19
1.15
1.12

0.59
0.61
0.76

0.63
0.53
0.47

2036 With Devt.
(Sustainable

Transport)

Q RFC
159 1.38
47 1.19
138 1.14
66 1.12
0 0.59
0 0.59
1 0.75
1 0.63
0 0.52
0 0.47

2036 With Deuvt.
(Sensitivity Test*)

159
a7
149
67

o

o

RFC

1.38
1.19
1.15
1.12

0.59
0.61
0.76

0.63
0.52
0.47




PM PEAK PERIOD: 17:00 - 18:00

Junction & Links 2036 With Devt. (Mitigation
Measures)

Ay. Athanasiou / Al Limassol Highway Roundabout Q DoS
10 A1 Limassol Bypass (e) - straight + left 8 50
12 A1 Limassol Bypass (e) Circulating Link - straight + left 6 57
20 Ay Athanasiou (s) - Straight + left 25 67
22 Ay Athanasiou (s) Ciculating Link - Straight + left 9 69
30 A1l Limassol Bypass (w) - straight + left 16 64
32 A1l Limassol Bypass (w) Circulating Link - straight + left 10 73
40 Ay Athanasiou (n) - Straight + left 18 76
42 Ay Athanasiou (n) Ciculating Link - Straight & Left 13 78

Q- Queue in PCU’'s DoS — Degree of Saturation
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Figure 2.2a: 2023 Existing Traffic Flows Weekday 07:00 - 08:00
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Figure 2.2b: 2023 Existing Traffic Flows Weekday 13:00 — 14:00
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Figure 2.2c: 2023 Existing Traffic Flows Weekday 17:00 — 18:00
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Figure 2.5b: 2026 Traffic Flows Without Development Weekday 13:00 — 14:00



Ay. Athanasiou

2 X
436 434 416 269 5
169

481

A1 Limassol Highway

JIL

T_ 237
g [ —
5 917 578 570 272
W 15
Ay. Athanasiou
1007 197
lapetou
T ’_’ t sos
1571 21 r214
953 201
A. Kariolou
s
1374 245 r241
899
898 —» 542 ¢ 509 710
1937/ J i
Sp. Kyprianou
p- Ryp D05 I T \D
<« 749 | ﬁ
262 483 268 1 580 658
' T n
G. Neofytou : Site o
! ! ~ o Ay. Athanasiou
______________ ~ -~ ~ I
~
~ - e = = 4
G. Neofytou |
100J 84 136 270 413 147
717 —» ‘J L 515J J L
34 T l 568 —»
G. Digeni Kolonakiou
4—‘ T r t 265 t
19 59 138|*— 646 <+—— 803
r 392
G. Digeni

Figure 2.5¢: 2026 Traffic Flows Without Development Weekday 17:00 - 18:00
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Figure 2.6a: 2026 Development Traffic Weekday 07:00 — 08:00
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Figure 2.7a: 2026 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 07:00 — 08:00



Sp. Kyprianou

1088 —»

6 _ X
417

218
671

A1 Limassol Highway

G. Neofytou

Ay. Athanasiou

505 482 228 6

JIL

T_ 176
K| ‘_‘ ’_’ «— 1
7 932 639 692 404
W 30
Ay. Athanasiou
1188 243
lapetou
T ’_’ s
1851 136 ?243
1160 214
A. Kariolou
T [t
1616 331 ?252
1089
278 ¢ 781 621
o 7) A
349 781
Site _
~ Ay. Athanasiou
~
T~a [
-~
~ N e == = —I
G. Neofytou |
43J 73 91 227 378 211
671 —> ‘J L 564J J L
47 T l 431 —p
G. Digeni Kolonakiou
4_‘ T ’_» T— 197 L 350
7 34 97 | — 529 <«—— 679
r 331
G. Digeni

Figure 2.7b: 2026 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 13:00 — 14:00
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Figure 2.7c: 2026 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 17:00 — 18:00
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Figure 2.8a: 2036 Traffic Flows Without Development Weekday 07:00 - 08:00
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Figure 2.8b: 2036 Traffic Flows Without Development Weekday 13:00 — 14:00
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Figure 2.8c: 2036 Traffic Flows Without Development Weekday 17:00 - 18:00
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Figure 2.9a: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 07:00 — 08:00 - Base Option



A1 Limassol Highway

6 _ X
422
221
677

1711

Ay. Athanasiou

510 487 231

JIL

T_178
+— 1

6

|

2
408

7 941 645 699
A\
Ay. Athanasiou
1199 245
T ’_’ t e
1869 137 ?246
1172 216
T’_’ T_322
1632 335 ?255
1100 _T
1099 —» 281 ¢ 789 627
w2l
Sp. Kyprianou )
193 T |\
<+«—729 ﬁ
442 336 232 352 788
G. Neofytou Site .
~ o Ay. Athanasiou
~ -~
~ o |
~ - e = = —I
G. Neofytou |
43 J 74 92 230 381 213
678 —» ‘J L 570J J L
47 T l 435 —»p
G. Digeni
4—‘ T r 199 t s
7 34 98 | — 534 <+—— 686
r 334
G. Digeni

Figure 2.9b: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 13:00 — 14:00 - Base
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Figure 2.9c: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 17:00 — 18:00 - Base Option
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Figure 2.10b: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development & Sustainable Transport Option

Weekday 13:00 - 14:00
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Figure 2.10c: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development & Sustainable Transport Option

Weekday 17:00 - 18:00
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Figure 2.11a: 2036 Development Traffic - Weekday 07:00 — 08:00 (Sensitivity Test)
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Figure 2.11h: 2036 Development Traffic Weekday 13:00 — 14:00 (Sensitivy Test)
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Figure 2.11c: 2036 Development Traffic - Weekday 17:00 — 18:00 (Sensitivity Test)
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Figure 2.12a: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development - Weekday 07:00 — 08:00

(Sensitivity Test)
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Figure 2.12b: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 13:00 - 14:00
(Sensitivity Test)



A1 Limassol Highway

2 X
440
171

488

RN

Ay. Athanasiou

439 423 272

JIL

T_ 240
«—

5

|

“ ¢
5 960 615 598 276
W 15
Ay. Athanasiou
1025 199
lapetou
T ’_’ t s
1675 28 r217
971 203
A. Kariolou
T [t s
1483 257 ?244
908
910 —» 547 ¢ 523 718
1997/ J i
Sp. Kyprianou T \D
586 770
G. Neofytou Site
~ o Ay. Athanasiou
~S o - I
-~
~ - e = = 4
G. Neofytou |
101J 84 137 274 459 171
727 —» ‘J L 525J J L
34 —¢ l 574 —»
G. Digeni Kolonakiou
4—‘ T r t 275 t o
19 59 140|¢— 672 <«—— 811
r410
G. Digeni

Figure 2.12c: 2036 Traffic Flows With Development Weekday 17:00 - 18:00

(Sensitivity Test)
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