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Timetable evaluation method based on accessibility, simplification and robustness
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Abstract: For better train timetables evaluation suggestion, we found a various evaluations level from the viewpoint of simplification

and robustness of diagram. And the evaluation points that real timetable is consider the proposed conditions.
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Tablel. Considering train timetable conditions
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Figure 1. Model route map is divided blocks
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Figure 2. Evaluated Diagram

Table2. Evaluation results of diagram (Normalization)
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(a) | 13.00 0.56 6.59 22 1.12
(b) | 11.57 1.00 4.80 31 241
(c) | 7.07 0.99 3.96 50 1.78
(d)| 855 0.99 8.74 29 0.97
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