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A network design problem (NDP) is to find a design parameter to optimize the performance of transportation
system. This paper presents a modified NDP, called target-oriented NDP, which contains a target that
we try to arrive in real world, and also proposes a solution algorithm. Unlike general NDP which seeks
an optimal value to minimize or to maximize objective function of the system, in target-oriented NDP
traffic manager or operator can set a target level prior and then try to find an optimal design variable

to attain this goal. A simple example for mode choice problem is given to test the model.
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