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How can we move more people,

more efficiently?
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Trip details

Historical Journey planner
trip data service
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Input data —> Feature vector

* Start point * For each mode:
* End point * Duration
e Start time * Cost

* Journey purpose * Typical traffic
* Car ownership * Journey purpose
* Fare type * Car ownership
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Algorithm
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Algorithm Predictive accuracy

SVM 75.6%
RF 80.0%
NN 76.6%
BNN 77.5%
GP 75.0%
MINIE 75.0%
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75%
Training data
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Inputdata ~——> 82% accuracy

* Start point

* End point

* Start time

* Journey purpose
* Car ownership

* Fare type
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