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Regional Bike Rideability Assessment System in the United States
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Abstract: With continuously focusing on cycling transportation in the world, the assessment of urban cy-
cling environment has become a key factor for the development of green transportation. At present time,
however, there is still no uniform assessment system in China to evaluate a city’ s level of bike rideability.
Therefore, the paper conducts a detailed comparative study of the two most representative area-based as-
sessment systems in the United States — bike score and city rating of PeopleForBikes (PFB). By analyzing
and comparing the assessment objectives, standards and application scenarios of the two assessment sys-
tems, the paper summarizes the characteristics and differences between them. Finally, the paper proposes
how to develop the regional bike rideability assessment systems based on network and data analysis, which
tailors to the characteristics of bicycle transportation development and urban environment in China.
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Fig.1 Demonstration of urban bikeability assessment
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Fig.2 Demonstration of bike score in Portland
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