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Abstract :

agencies have begun to define “sus-

A growing number of

tainability” for transportation sys-
tems and are attempting to incorpo-
rate the concept into the regional
transportation  planning process.
Still, very few metropolitan plan-
ning organizations (MPOs) capture
the comprehensive impact of trans-
portation system and land use

changes on the economy, environ-
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ment, and social quality of life,
which are commonly considered
the essential three dimensions of
sustainable transportation systems.
This paper demonstrates an applica-
tion of the Multiple Criteria Deci-
sion Making (MCDM) approach
for evaluating selected transporta-
tion and land use plans in the Atlan-
ta region using multiple sustainabil-
ity parameters. A composite sustain-
ability index is introduced as a deci-
sion support tool for transportation
policymaking, where the sustain-
ability index considers multidimen-
sional conflicting criteria in the
transportation  planning  process.
The proposed framework should
help decision-makers with incorpo-
rating sustainability considerations
into transportation planning as well
as identifying the most sustainable
(or least unsustainable) plan for pre-

determined objectives.
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Fig.1 Three essential factors of transportation
system sustainability



84

WHRIE E9E FIH2011FE5A

FERPAN—RIDBEMBEIRBERER, F=KF
BTAXKENERETRNES. BRATERS
ENTUUARAENXLETAAMEY, E—FE
MAESTHNIIERER, HP “Kaih” 2181E
RIABETURBERE, ‘N TREALER
WS ERABRTPIIRMARBER, 0RE
TORFAME ., BAmg. BINKERTER
Mo BBMMER “E&£”. “I|FE”. WK, “d#
27 EABMERERRANRE, EEAEN A
PR, TFNE I AKINE SR KA E LI E A
FTEER. SERERENLARSEESRSEMR
Ay = ) E SR EUE PR o

XHK[4]4R B 7 O] FF LR R B FE AR AR 4 (the
Sustainability Indicator Prism, SIP), iZ#4E A M E
SFEE, BT Bir. B BRMRGEE
B EREMINR Z E NSRS R . &
ZEFEFR, BMEUHEARAOXRBIR; &
TERESRE TG ENIRELRESE
8, E=ERETRENRGBEES L TN TE
FRo ZIEMRAE RSB EER X XE 3] H
FIKAHEBGFRIAE. KFMESAE)IIR
S B e EME BRI AR NG S, B —F
Fit X BARS &M REARE#A, §E
EIRSRIER . ZERERPIREEG ETHRLER
ROMXERTEIETER, HFEETARBR
MBEMWEERS R a5,

BARSKRE, XA XK 75 A0 #E4E
MH TGN, ERITEEMEERERNE
i, FIRT, MWEIERERNKXBEISIRDIEIL
HEXMKEZ B, FHEGHMXTERSEN. M
AREFE, AR ERES, TREARXE T
X)) o] 550K R B ARIE BV $ 3 M B9 F54R. Bl
g, EUREARTEXEMETSIEHN
BERER, RBEAFENEFRMFENRESEMN
ait. ER, ARMXMIKRAR, TTRIFBEHL
HY, BERLEAMMITHRHELEIR, ETRE
T, AXKEETXEESFERERER, FHiH
ERESEN, ATHFELRITEEEMDIL
BRBE)IRSS o

1.2 @A S ENRRTTE
BT B A ERTHE DT R, RWHFER

BRTBIIRETT R, KEBD TEAEBEETAF.
REEHSFWTHNZETH, UHFELREN
X—ZEREMKRA, NURFLLRATIFEN,
ZAENSZ BIRTT AL R ENS B BIRTEE N
BiE,

A5 B 5L B % & N R 5E (Multiple Criteria
Decision Making, MCDM) f9—#% 73 3% A & 3 i@ #
KRR 5 B9 MCDM 73 7% . MCDM 2 R KRR
H— Mk, EEESINREFTREATREESZ
ERM@WMEFAEEFENEMRR, MCDM
TEREFRY, SR BIRREK AR AR =
AT)AEEE, MCDM 7335 a8 Z AEMBERF X
MAIREXEEH R, REXLEIRETFAERE RS
mERFRM, BEHTHREZEN, BUETFE
PRI R TEL R,

MCDM F53&fRER % . XER[9JRIB MR K &
WIXBIIEEMEERAE, XXMCDM 77A#47 7
A, ZILHMINFIE Y (the Weighted Sum Model,
WSM). fill #¥ 3 FR & B (the Weighted Product
Model, WPM)#1 & K 43 #7 % (the Analytic Hierarchy
Process, AHP)Z &% FIHI MCDM 757k, AR3CHE X
RFIARE, SHMGEMEL, ZHEREE
ZILHE, m. FEHH, KA, NXEASEH

EWT. LAREE, TTRETHAET AIETRAN
SREEFEB, FrEeEIFHESTERH
X

FAH1980F, XHA[11]ELHF A EMR
WIEHEIANT ZERZ BRI NER, 1ZEFE
BT RRENARB Rt 7ibiE, BILME, #
FAMCDM /AR Z B X B AN ER RS H
Hig, BMETBRE N ESEMNRAR G (R E
FRORR)HITHNTE, BAEMFLZBINE . K.
BURERMNZ T EF N, XLFRT o AW E
REEHGERTXRZBHED B NI R
BEBRSMEE"INEXBREHIZBEKE
H=2K,

AXRXERE R, 204 80 FR UK, MCDM
[TZNATImEMRERE, 2003 F MG, FiRE
IR R E BUR AU A EA . MCDM
FRELNFEZ—REIMT20HL 70 FRAZE
RorE—B T AR BRALLE, NRGEA
ERHESERAMEFREMARERY, FA,



Christy Mihyeon Jeon % : A& T8RS MR BRI A R ELIE 7%

AN 2= K R &R X 5651 85

AHP JTRWSI N BAR KRG, F AT
BT R B AENREIHE >, EFROTRES
ENAREEEE “4RH" (Fuzzy)MCDM J13AHI R
Rt AR MCDM 77518 B fRIR N S8R SRS
BHHTELEZNELMRME BN
EMMEHMN R, BH—LEXEC AHP TS
RE KB AIIERI MCDM J7 B4 & . @I AMTAE
&, MCDM 7& 328 # 3 A BOR TEAS 77 8 89 & A8
BEAER,

2 NFZEB

ETUTHZAKREBHXOEXEE, 11t
MCDM £ X &I R A9 R A o

2.1 F3EMRR

AHEXFZBAK P B ETHFEARE
=, NERERNTTE.: VRAEXEUHFEARE
R ; )R TAREBAAMEA, e T
RBRFMEXTENIENR; )P HFEMETEN
TBSLHFAARYN A ENX S ITHFEMENE
ma; 4)fE A MCDM B MBI HERREG IR
(Composite Sustainability Index, CSI); 5)F FBR%K
XHFTRIMMITHELARIEIR, EEEHEN
UHREEARENR, BERITFL(SRERATRLE
PRI TR,

TH=KI3E
1 683 N /NX(TAZ)
18 750 N &
40 073 &8

27 AN BB Z ¥ CSI 5 MCDM 757448
ZE, ERRBRXBRGUE. RE. EF51H%
MUTHEEATHRERBRENEALRE, X
Friz AR EARRUMNARZFTH, BEh—
M EENHAFERTRIAARETFTXETHEL
REMRBIUFEMERUNAR, §—HAHNHE
RRRTHEREEMNTFEE, FRAX—ERK
TR, AEEUBEMIRRMEAE, FTRE
AR TSR BIEEERZN TR,

2.2 XIGATHFEA [ BARAI 8]
THRHZARBTXEFEIZTE. 168310 E
/\[X (Traffic Analysis Zones, TAZ), JLE 3, 1436

R T H55E(+)

BEs=4=En

5% HaT

() R
REH
BT

B ARG (+)

2 AILBICSITR
Fig.2 Visual Composite Sustainability Index Tool
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EA—IIR, GEEFEXRBEFNRLERRES

a 2030 HLENM A E

b 2030 =HMIK T E

BlS SEMTBSIHMAATRAFZAREERZEMLR

Fig.5 Selected future transportation and land use scenarios (Courtesy of Atlanta Regional Commission)
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o BE, NEQEREBSARRENR, WY
RIEBA AR H#TIRHEY, HEPEEZHEL
MRNEPENXERAEHITHELRAEZNY
M, NNWNESEHTHRMEDT. B, ¥
. MWEARNTHELRRER, £/HMCDM
TENTHEEREGEIEET M — A B A
MR, BURKIERNIFEARBIRER,

ATERIENEMNBIRELRGEIES,
THEAR R BRI 7T R THEKF, RI|LX

IR IR, INEER AL TR EE., &2
BHT =BT AT RG34 2005 F
HEEFENTTR. 203030 1M 77 R K& 2030 =610
RARDNAEEREERGE, P, FLIiErR
HEHREHRAMAZR, FlMERALFMDI2(E
B)); HLN2H/EEF, LTS iR A21, B2I,
B23, C12, D12(g \)F1 D21,
RIGHETEARUFEARAONERT
ECENMNE. HXITFNMIERNE R IEIRRE

Frid, EHERERE, FNEARNEMEER g, NEEBLEMHFEEE, EBEEEN
2 IFMERRERKE
Tab.2 Selected performance measures and their raw values
N o 1212005 4 4 . s B
N IERR i::Riv] USRS S 2030 MENM AR 2030 REMR TR
All. BEABRFHER FE . 47.12 4221 4221
A21. AT ERE TE. A 35.04 31.75 31.75
B21. VOCHi & ted’ 118.33 53.38 53.38
B23. NOx HEE ted’ 209.64 38.33 38.33
CI2. AJEHH L TRT 8] min- A 9.26 8.95 8.95
DI12-1. VOC HIU SR AT E ()E)  =aFEER 19.10 23.45 23.45
D12-2. NOx HERUZE /A B (2 8]) =B FEIEE 20.02 23.56 23.60
D12-3. VOC HiRUZA AT FEWN) WA AFIEE 10.74 55.95 42717
D12-4. NOx HERBUERRAF EN) S ONTN =25 9.57 54.97 364.93
D21-1. VOC HERL Mg A £1 ANAZmIsEL 1354.56 467.48 4134.47
D21-2. NOx HERE A SR AN AZIBIEEL 2269.79 318.92 2 766.65
3 BN ERIERRELE
Tab.3 Criteria weights and normalized values
IRt ELE
AN E BRI E N .
ST aomataE 200 EBNRSE
. All. BEAKFHERE 0.67 1.000 0.896 0.896
A ZIB(35%) _
A2l AVIERTRER 0.33 0.906 1.000 1.000
B21. VOCHE & 0.50 0.451 1.000 1.000
B.ERE%(20%) .
B23. NOx HIE 0.50 0.183 1.000 1.000
C.23%(10%) Cl12. A¥ZEmE TR ) 1.00 0.967 1.000 1.000
D12-1.VOC HEuiZ i /A E(=E)  0.12 0.815 1.000 1.000
DI12-2.NOx HFRUZAAFE(Z(E) 012 0.848 0.998 1.000
. DI12-3.VOC HRuzEht AFEWA)  0.12 1.000 0.192 0.025
D.4t£:(35%) s
D12-4.NOx HERUZARAFEWUIN)  0.12 1.000 0.174 0.026
D21-1.VOC HER S A £ 0.26 0.345 1.000 0.113
D21-2.NOx HERUE A %1 0.26 0.141 1.000 0.115
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b, HMTRIEREMENESR, BEHEAEY
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T @
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X Uhj IRNTHELARGEEEG wAT
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TR

ETUHEIBRGNNERT @IS
KEIEE, aFHNEE, LEe, HRMERT
ENARENNTENTEFSME ., SEGI—
SEENLATRE, TRUANIZT R 5
KETRE, 8 HANERKRNZAZTESS
UEHSEARAENENER. =N ENTHEE
RREEIEHD 54 69.8%(1X 2005 £F A £ A F 1
7 E). 73.1%(2030 £ Z 6 WK 5 F). 90.6%
QT MEAR), FAERENTHELRE
ATEANESHEXIER, BRNGEEEXESAER
FE, 2030 HFRUFE=AFRPITHFE
EREERS, M200sEAREEFENHTERAR

FEEXR, WEEANARNITFLLRIEBETIL
B, =ANFRYITRGHRIEZ B R G ICR A
KZFEBRATREES, TEABAETHENRERNM
SUFSEEARTENTIE, EMXEERNER
FFESHUNEELTTREE X, B, FEE
SR RIEREAN—MRBAORKTR, ©F
i — o B

iz 7k AT EMXEAMRRRE, o
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AABHNE, UENEESGERREIRER,
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RRGEREERE, BERIET RBREIERL
FROUFLIRDS, 2030 a1MHTTRE RGN TS
EHWIANARTLEMERBRENBE T 4L
M, BR 2030 RHINIR 77 RER T 1S oI F:54E
RRKFE, SEMAENTTRMELE, 20304501147
REFENRE, H—PXFLE L2005 FAHEEF
A RM2030 ERFIMA TR, KAMKRERE
E, 20RFINKXFTREENLST, NMEEHE
E, M200sFHEAFNAZEERS. FEiL,
MIL2005 FFAEAETFR TR R 2030 ZEIMIX TR
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RO HREE
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N\ TSR AL

73.1% ~

HTFHEN
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6 REAMAIFELREN

Fig.6 Decision-making tool visualizing sustainability indexes

T4 IHELARIEY

Tab.4 Results of sustainability indexes

LA RIEE 12005 F HEEFNHE 2030z M AR 2030 RHIMNIX AT =
IR O] $5 4R 0317 1.000 1.000
MHETHEE 0.566 0.804 0.306
TBRGE 0.972 0.927 0.927
2SIk 0.967 1.000 1.000

RSk REEIEE 0.698 0.906 0.731
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BERENTEHSELRE. EXNUHFELXRBIFNLGREWEE, FoXtE

ATBETENNE, BLBREAFEEXE
WIRERKRERBIR. ARERIF, F&EETT
ENUHZEARGEERT0EL, BRATES
RNEBESEFRNE, AN THELRART
HNENRESERAR. EAEZETHELR
REEBNUREARNNEATENLRIE
#, FEEMERENERNE@HEX HTHE
KROMETEE, EFNELFERNER),
N BREE~EREMT W, ATEDERER
NENEZFRTXBARAFANER, E
Iy, = PMHEREHE, BRTEZAERNEER
EEEXRBARESMEZE, RAER, BATE
FREARE, HEFEHTXEITHFELZRNESM
BiRAE, TEESHARNBNITHETENER,
HTERTHERRNTE, BURKEEAR
HERBRIERE, ERNEENED LMWL
pUR =SS

BEXHEAREANEL, NENRBZE
AT, AMPMETHELRER, ST
SRRIEBEARKRTIAN, FEHEISRARIE
Mo A, RREFNERKHEUBELARER,
BRAZARTRELEMOAYTRTFEXENR
MARER, FEIBNE, AREIAREHR
FEDRPELTHEN “RENTER", If2
R EEEN IR E, Eitt, JORER. K+
ZERMESAHBIRNARXE, ATHALY
TIEARE, THHARNTHRHELRIEE.

ZRRI BB TATRISARNNES S
KEBBRHEROT0, 7 BRI TH IR
RETBUOEARRTHELRAMNESR, MR
IRBEMFERHENXELRAR. REKITL
XA SR B9 T A S T RURME A, kB i
RETTRSAREY

4 MRITENRRME

D) B IZITEE R T R RILTT
£, RUEXBIHELRORETR. THT
ERBXRNMR, BER ENTHELREHS
KRN HELRERBERR, NEBERART

AREKEH THRSELRERE,

) MARXAN LA BMZBIALYTTE,
FREBRRIEPREZ BORRRE. B
MY A A —EERRER, Eo4TImeE
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XA FEE R RAIF A,

3) HEURELARBMRNEREES, X7
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4) FE D BRI ER I — LRk, THE
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TR, AMEARRB(E LA B MK T8 %
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FHERRESHZAENRRTEELBRR T
MA. BNEETXEHEARANESENXHM L
B EAR. 2 BEREIFNERR), THETRZRKE
TRE=AREOAYTES BN RGO HFEMR
AEEME. PRERET, LZEEAZENRE
TENUHEERGEIER, TXRBELHE
BRUAER, METETARNTHELAREE,
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