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* What mobility for the territories:

e Zahavi’s conjecture

* Transport times accepted, acceptable by users are stable
 The compromise is on the type of habitat and transport available

5.0
i i City Surveys: National Travel Surveys:
| Tanzania, 1686 1 Tianjin (China), 1993 19 Paris (France), 1583 A Belgium, 196566
4.5 Il Ghana, 1988 2 Kazanlik (Bulgaria), 1965/66 20 Paris (Franca), 1991 B Austria, 1983
3 Uma-Callao (Peru), 196566 21 Sendai (Japan), 1972 C Great Britain, 1985/86
4 Pskov (Former USSR), 1965/66 22 Sapporo (Japan), 1972 D Germany, 1976
§ Manbor (Former Yugosiavia), 196566 23 Kanazawa (Japan), 1974 E Netherdands, 1979
4.0 6 Kragujevac (F. Yugoslavia), 1965/66 24 Kagoshuma (Japan), 1974 F Great Britain, 1989/91
7 Torun {Poland), 1965/66 25 Kumamoto (Japan), 1973 G Finland, 1986
8 Gyoer (Hungary), 1965/66 26 Hamamatsu (Japan), 1975 H Nethedands, 1987
g 35 9 Olomouc (Former CSFR), 1965/66 27 Fuku (Japan), 1977 | France, 1984
10 Hoyerswerde (Former GDR), 1965/66 28 Niigata (Japan), 1978 J Gemnany, 1982
g 11 Sao Paulo (Brazil), 1987 29 Hroshima (Japan), 1878 K Netherdands, 1989
£ 39 12 Sao Pauo (Brazll), 1977 30 Osaka (Japan), 1980 L USA 1990
- . 13 Warsaw (Poland), 1993 31 Tokyo (Japan), 1980 M Germany, 1969
g 14 6 Cities (Franca), 1965/66 32 Osaka (Japan), 1985 N Switzedand,. 1984
° 15 Osnabruck (Germany), 1965/66 33 Tokyo (Japan), 1985 O Swizerand, 1989
a 25 16 44 Cities (USA), 1965/66 34 Cities No. 21-29 in 1987 P Austraka, 1986
P 17 Jackson (USA), 1965/66 35 Tokyo (Japan), 1990 Q Singapore, 1991
£ 18 Paris (France), 1976 36 Osaka (Japan), 1990 R Norway, 1985
= 2.0 S Norway, 1992
S : T Japan, 1587
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Source: Andreas Schafer, David G.Victor, «The Future mobility of the word po pulation», Transpo rtation
Research, PartA34, 2000, pp.171-205.
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Source : UITP/ Martin Rahrleef

The solution in rural areas, can not come from private vehicle (cost of use, traffic jams, parking)

Railway facilities invested and unused are a strong opportunity (grades 7 to 9)
Their non-use can lead to a dissuasive cost of restoration or even their disappearance
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A robust and already approved vehicle platform, adapted to the rail world
A service that can be reversed and keeps the existing rail lines intact
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Platooning mode in rush
hour
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railway grade crossings.

INFRASTRUCTURES SUR VOIES A INSTALLER

= Rail-road transition platform within
the hub

- Vehicle crossing platform

Ferromobile is a comprehensive system, combining vehicles and a operationnal supervision ensuring :

Traffic Management - Fleet Management - Automatic Train Protection - Passenger Safety

by eliminating the need for an ATP hardware system on track
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