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At
The paper has developed a methodology of "calculating accessibility in bus network by using a

space syntax technique. The purpose is an effective analysis of accessibility improvement before

and after Seoul bus reorganization. Space syntax methodology has an advantage to calculate easily
network connectivity and accessibility. However, it also has a weakness not to consider the
distance and travel time for calculating accessibility. As a result, we have developed a hybrid of
the space syntax methodology and the travel time measures. This method has been applied to
evaluate the accessibility before and after the hierarchical bus systems introduced in Kangnam

area of Seoul.
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