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Discussion on Public Transit Mode Share

Ling Xiaojing, Yang Tao, Shi Quan

(Nanjing Institute of City & Transport Planning Co., Ltd., Nanjing Jiangsu 210008, China)

Abstract: The problems of impracticable development targets and creating the misled data in public transit
mode share for dealing with the government evaluation are common in different cities during the public
transit development. At the same time, it is difficult to directly compare the public transit mode share
among cities because of the differences in urban scale, spatial structure and geography characteristics. By
learning experience from the international cities such as London, Paris, Tokyo, New York, Hong Kong, and
Singapore, this paper discusses the definition and functionalities of public transit mode share under differ-
ent statistic scope. Based on the practical usage of public transit mode share in world-renowned “transit-
oriented cities” , the paper proposes to pay attention to public transit mode share under specific hours, ar-
eas and purposes so that the improved targets for level of service and evaluation indicators for public trans-
portation in different urban areas with traffic congestion can be established.
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Fig.1 Travel mode share in Greater London
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Fig.2 Travel mode share in Shanghai metropolitan area
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Fig.3 Travel mode share (excluding walking) in several international large cities
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Fig.4 Travel mode share (excluding walking) in Beijing from 2000 to 2013
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Fig.5 Public transit mode share in different regions of the world
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Fig.7 Public transit mode share in commuting travel in different areas of London
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