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skt All-to—all €18 +s< some—to— UATH One—to—one <1852
some £A°14 TWO—-Q, DIKAB ol "A#A g5 ARAIRE SdeA ¢ £4)
xote Aeses Btk o yolrt all-to—all A¥FE Wt
A, 3228 3239 mEAE A) A% one—
to—all ¢igFs ¥HTsto] ARgsk= Zlo] FW
®1. E2YES A volg A
Data Set Node = Arc Arc/Node H| & Hl 2
Network1 612 1685 2.76 | Columbia, SC highway
Network2 3285 7755 2.36 | LA Suburb
Network3 6305 17315 2.75 | South Carolina highway
Network4 74180 167686 2.26 | Long Islands Area
Network5 274464 600142 2.19 | Atlanta Area
Network6 688489 1578980 2.29 | Houston Area
2. Network17 2] OD Matrix& $J3F &gl 52 AlLkA 1 ZH ()
Stop% | oD% % | DIKAB | DIKBH | TWO-Q A FW DLU
3 9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.53 0.58
36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 1.53 0.61
30 900 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.31 1.53 1.83
61 3721 0.03 0.03 0.02 1.38 1.55 5.11
122 14884 0.08 0.03 0.03 5.34 1.53 21.61
306 93636 0.11 0.09 0.12 33.53 1.55 120.80
612 374544 0.39 0.31 0.22 142.73 1.55 505.49
3. Network27 2] OD Matrix& $]3F &2l 52 AlkA 1 ZH(E)
Stop% | oD% % | DIKAB | DIKBH | TWO-Q A FW DLU
3 9 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.03 250.22 86.36
16 256 0.05 0.06 0.02 2.80 250.11 104.22
32 1024 0.05 0.08 0.06 87.97 250.19 141.25
164 26896 0.30 0.45 0.27 336.72 250.27 1504.50
328 107584 0.59 0.89 0.61 1340.58 256.45 5887.13
657 431649 1.25 1.85 1.15 8415.06 250.41
1642 | 2696164 3.30 4.72 3.10 250.13
3285 | 10791225 7.65 11.04 7.06 250.53
¥4. Network372] OD MatrixE $]3F &gl 52 AlAkA 7 (%)
Stop = OD 4 &= DIKAB DIKBH TWO-Q A’ FW DLU
6 36 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.16 1743.28 613.52
31 961 0.13 0.19 0.13 3.64 1731.11 869.48
63 3969 0.22 0.38 0.27 17.19 1720.86 1537.53
315 99225 1.02 1.78 1.36 438.71 1721.50 | 23129.41
630 396900 2.21 3.61 2.58 1720.95
1261 1590121 4.67 7.68 5.53 1721.00
3152 | 9935104 13.63 20.12 15.78 1720.94
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35, Network4/d2] OD Matrixg $13F &gl 52 AL (F)
Stop+ | OD#4 %= | DIKAB | DIKBH | TWO-Q A
74 5476 3.53 5.81 6.55 736.08
370 136900 18.30 29.17 31.52
741 549081 35.02 58.54 61.86
3709 | 13756681 180.66 297.19 311.60
7418 | 55026724 375.29 604.83 644.08
¥%6. Network57 2] OD Matrix& $J3F &2l 52 AlkA 1 ZH (%)
Stop% | OD#4 == | DIKAB | DIKBH | TWO-Q A
274 75076 63.03 104.39 110.58 | 20852.80
1372 | 1882384 314.80 522.91 568.24
2744 | 7529536 628.53 | 1047.09 | 1119.78

X7. Network6%2 OD Matrixs 93+ &8 52 AAAIH )

Stop = | OD 4 % | DIKAB DIKBH TWO-Q
688 473344 42591 725.75 1181.19
3442 | 11847364 2138.65 3865.65 5974.53
6884 | 47389456 4282.73 749148 | 11938.83

¥8. one—to—all HEAEZE FHAAAATHF)

Data Set Node = DIKAB DIKBH TWO-Q

Network1 612 0.00064 0.00051 0.00036
Network2 3285 0.00233 0.00336 0.00215
Network3 6305 0.00432 0.00638 0.00501
Network4 74180 0.00432 0.00638 0.00501
Network5 274464 0.22906 0.38159 0.40808
Network6 688489 0.62213 1.08825 1.73429
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