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Abstract

Recently, transit agencies have been opening up their route configuration and schedule data to the

public, as well as providing online APIs (Application Programming Interfaces) to real-time bus positions

and arrival estimates. Based on this infrastructure of providing transit data over the internet, we devel-

oped an algorithm to calculate the travel times of K-shortest paths in a public transportation network

where all wait and travel times are only known at real-time. Although there is a large body of work in

routing algorithms in transit networks, we take cues from an algorithm to find shortest paths in road

networks, called Transit Node routing. Our approach is based on a simple observation intuitively used

by humans: when you take transit, you will look for a particular set of transfer points that connect

transit routes that lead from the origin and destination. We precompute a lookup table of feasible paths

between the origin stop of every bus route to the terminus of every other bus route using the transfer

points. This precomputation of paths significantly reduces the computation time and number of real-time

arrival requests to transit agency servers, the bottleneck in computing this problem. The computational

complexity of the algorithm is linear in real-time and implementation results show that queries from a

webserver are returned in 3 seconds in the worst-case.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The focus of the paper is the introduction of a new algorithm which overcomes the problem of computing1

shortest paths in a transit network which pulls real-time data from a third-party Application Programming2

Interface (API). Over a web-based or smartphone interface, a user enters a geo-coded origin and destination3

(O-D), and the algorithm must respond by returning K-shortest paths based on the real-time state of the4

transit network. Thus, our principal performance measure is the time elapsing between input of the O-D5

and output of the path, which we call the path computation time. Web usage studies show this time should6

be less than 7 seconds [1, 2].7

Paths cannot be wholly pre-computed since the aim is to return results based on real-time state, which8

needs to be acquired at run-time. We call the time required to get this information the real-time state9

acquisition time. Industry Service Level Agreements (SLAs) create constraints on how this real-time state10

can be acquired. The industry appears to be evolving towards an open model where the public agencies11

are making real-time bus data available on the web, allowing third party developers to use this data to12

provide transit information via web-based services or native applications on smartphones or over the web.13

The real-time data needs to be consumed through web-based APIs that limit the amount of data per request14

to the transit agency web server and the number of requests per second. For example, NextBus, a provider15

of real-time data in 61 cities, limits real-time data to 300 stops per request.16

Data analyzed for this paper showed that in most transit networks, running a common K-shortest path17

algorithm after obtaining predictions for all transit stops in a network is not feasible. For example, the18

Washington DC transit network has 28,627 stops, which takes an average of 75 seconds to acquire the real-19

time data for the entire network. Moreover, the 75 seconds does not account for the request rate constraint,20

1 request every 10 seconds, imposed by the data provider[3]. It takes 96 requests to get all the Washington21

DC data, which adds at least another 9600 seconds to the time required to acquire the data for the entire22

network. This time is long enough for at least some portion of the data to become obsolete by the time the23

data for the entire network has been acquired. The transit routing algorithm in this paper needs to acquire24

its real-time data and compute with the K-shortest paths in less than 7 seconds. Thus, we need an algorithm25

able to route each trip by acquiring the real-time data for only some small part of the total network.26

Fortunately part of the literature is helpful. The obvious approach might be to model the transit network27

as a graph, albeit time expanded [4, 5, 6, 7] or time dependent [8, 9, 10, 11], and run one of the widely used28

shortest path algorithms on it [12, 13, 14]. There has been research on speed up techniques [15, 16, 17] to29

Dijkstra’s algorithm as well as heuristic algorithms developed [18, 19, 20, 21]. The literature also covers30

the K-shortest path [22, 23, 24, 25] and reasonable (multi-objective) path computation [26] problem. This31

literature helps with schedule based transit routing, i.e, when the edge costs of the graph are single numbers32

known a priori. The purpose of the discussion in this paragraph is to show the real-time transit routing33

problem is not easily reduced to this case. These algorithms require that all link costs (travel time) in the34

network are known at all times. However, this time required to acquire the edge costs for the network graph35

from the transit agency web servers is the major bottleneck due to the software architecture of implemented36

transit information systems today. Thus, the run-time of traditional K-shortest path algorithms in this37

problem is extremely slow.38

There is also literature on routing in transit networks formulated as shortest path problems in stochastic39

and dynamic networks [27, 28, 29, 30, 31]. This literature helps consider the reliability of travel time as well40

or other measures of robustness. These methods could be blended to improve the algorithm in this paper to41

optimize higher moments of travel time. In this paper we do not leverage this literature.42

Feder [32] addresses the routing problem when edge costs are approximately known but can be made43

more precise at run-time at a cost, a parallel to the problem of determining the wait and travel times at44

bus stops by accessing a real-time API. Likewise, Pallottino developed an algorithm for transit graphs where45

the edge costs are known, but subject to small changes (i.e. updates in real-time information) [33]. Though46

this paper is about a problem similar to the ones in these papers, we use a different solution technique, one47

leveraging off-line pre-computation in a manner similar to Bast, Sanders, and Schultes[34, 35], for routing48

in road networks.49

Through 770,000 simulations covering transit networks in 77 US cities, we find this approach is able to50

keep the real-time data acquisition time under 1.5 seconds and the total path computation time less than 351

seconds for 99% of the O-D requests.52
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The structure of the paper is as follows. Sections 1.1 and 1.2 provide further information on open transit53

data and the routing methods of Bast et al, respectively. Section 2 describes our algorithm. Section 3 is the54

evaluation. We evaluate the algorithm by doing 10,000 simulations of trip requests for each transit network55

in 77 cities. Worst-case bounds on path computation time, real-time data acquisition time, off-line pre-56

computation time, and run-time memory requirements, are based on all 770,000 simulations. We measure57

the time required to service it by actually executing the request that communicates over the Internet in real-58

time to the transit agency data server for the city relevant to the O-D. Since execution times are machine59

dependent measures, we also provide histograms showing machine independent measures determining the60

complexity of our algorithm. The route computation time depends on the size of a database of paths61

produced by pre-computation plus the real-time data acquisition time. The real-time data acquisition time62

depends on the number of bus stops per transit trip request. We present histograms on these measures for63

Washington DC. The DC transit network turns out to be the most complex of the 77 cities, including Los64

Angeles, Chicago, and San Francisco. Section 4 concludes the paper.65

1.1 Recent Trends of Open Data66

The development of a real-time transit routing algorithm has been spurred by two trends in public trans-67

portation technology: open data, and real-time tracking of buses.68

Starting in 2007, a growing number of transit agencies have packaged their route configuration and69

schedule data into a format called the Google Transit Feed Specification (GTFS)[36] in order to have trips70

planned by Google Transit. The benefit of this was the integration of public transit into online trip-planners,71

but more importantly, the release of the GTFS data by transit agencies has allowed for a plethora of innovative72

apps being created by third party and independent developers. For example, an open-source multi-modal73

trip planner, Graphserver, was developed and has been embraced by the online transit developer community.74

Last year, our research group introduced a system for real-time transit trip planning on mobile phones called75

BayTripper. The potential travel time benefits for incorporating real-time data into travel time predictions76

were evaluated[37, 38]. As of July 2010, BayTripper is the only real-time transit trip planning application77

released and available to the public.78

The second trend is the use of GPS to track buses, not only for transit agencies to monitor their fleet, but79

to open the data up for users to code with. Pioneered by TriMet in Portland Oregon, transit agencies have80

begun to not only release route configuration and schedule data, but also real-time feeds of the location and81

expected arrival time of their transit vehicles. Transit agencies throughout the United States have slowly82

been opening data to the public. As of July 2010, there exist 787 transit agencies in the United States, 10783

of which provide open data and a small fraction those agencies provide open real-time data. This number84

has been growing, as has research involving the value of real time data[39].85

1.2 Relation to Transit Node Routing in Road Networks86

Although there has been an enormous body of work on routing in public transit networks, the algorithm we87

developed takes cues from the work of Bast, Sanders, and Schultes, who developed an innovative algorithm88

for routing in road networks. Their algorithm, called Transit Node routing is currently the fastest static89

routing technique available [34, 35]. The main observation of theirs was something intuitively used by90

humans: When you drive to somewhere far away, you will leave your current location via one of only a91

few access routes to a relatively small set of transit nodes interconnected by a sparse network relevant for92

long-distance travel. Likewise, in public transit networks, when you travel to a destination that is not served93

by a bus/train route near your origin, you will look at a set of potential transfer stations to change buses.94

Transit Node Routing precomputes distance tables for important (transit) nodes and all relevant connections95

between the remaining nodes and the transit nodes. As a result, the difficult problem of finding shortest96

paths on extremely large road networks is “almost” reduced to about 100 table lookups. This lookup table97

only stores data for a certain subset of points to speed up the performance of the algorithm, which is a major98

innovation. The same strategy is used in the real-time transit routing algorithm presented in Section 2. We99

calculate a set of feasible paths for only a subset of nodes in the transit network and store the results in a100

lookup table.101
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Figure 1: Flowchart of the algorithm described in Sections 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3.

2 ALGORITHM IMPLEMENTATION102

As described in Section 1.2, the algorithm takes cues from Transit Node Routing. The Transit Node Routing103

algorithm has a precomputation step to store distances between important nodes. The nontrivial concept104

is defining ‘important’ nodes such that optimal routes are found. In our routing algorithm, the ‘important’105

nodes to perform the precomputation are defined by the following statements about routing in transit106

network:107

1. If the origin and destination are not served by the same bus route, humans intuitively plan trips by108

finding transfer points to connect between bus routes.109

2. The set of feasible paths from any bus stop along Route X to any bus stop along Route Y is a subset110

of all feasible paths from the origin station of Route X to the terminus station of Route Y.111

Statement 2 defines the important nodes that are precomputed; it is only necessary from the origin node of112

each bus line to the terminus of every other bus line to create a lookup table the size of the number of total113

bus routes squared. Statement 1 defines the process by which the precomputation is done: storing transfer114

points to build a sequence of locations of where to transfer to reach the terminus of the bus line. In this paper,115

a feasible path is defined as any path that can be traversed by taking a series of buses between an O-D with116

a maximum of four transfers. The constraint of four transfers puts a cap on the number of paths needed to117

be precomputed, and prior research has shown that the accuracy of real-time data deteriorates significantly118

when predicting arrival times over 20 minutes into the future, well over the time a fourth transfer would be119

made [38]. Any O-D query that requires more than four transfers cannot be computed by the algorithm.120

The routing algorithm is broken up into three steps: preparing the schedule data received from third-party121

providers, building a lookup table of feasible paths from a subset of O-D pairs, and dynamically performing122

the real-time calculation of the K-shortest paths using the lookup table. These steps are shown in a flowchart123

in Figure 1.124
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Figure 2: Example transit network structure built from open transit data with no link travel times defined.

2.1 Preparing Data125

Software was built to convert schedule data to build a graph of the network with no link travel time data as126

shown in Figure 2. Link travel time data is only known at real-time by accessing an API over the internet.127

Although the amount of data that is needed to be transferred to deliver all real-time predictions for all bus128

stops in an entire network is not large, today’s API’s are not designed to do this. Until the groups that129

perform the real-time arrival predictions create a standard for this, this paper presents a solution that is130

implementable immediately to perform routing with real-time data.131

2.1.1 Convert Open Transit Data To Route Configurations132

Transit data is read into the system from two different sources, Google, and NextBus.com. Google has133

established a standard for encoding transit data, GTFS, which can be converted into route configuration134

files that store the following relevant information in the structure specified in Figure 3, the route name,135

direction name, stop / intersection name, latitude, longitude, stop sequence, and agency name.136

A route configuration is categorized by a route, direction, and agency name. Each configuration specifies137

a set of stop names with corresponding latitude and longitude points in the sequence which the bus traverses138

the route. Configurations with the same route, direction, and agency name are grouped together.139

2.1.2 Link Bus Stop To Real-Time Feed140

GTFS does not have a specification for a real-time data format, thus, each stop must be linked to a real-141

time URL by an unique stopcode. This assignment is done by matching the route configurations with the142

real-time feeds provided by Nextbus.com and Portland TriMet. Real time predictions are accessed through143

HTTP by specifying the agency name, bus route, direction, and stopcode.144

Not all transit agencies that have released open data in the GTFS format are served by NextBus.com,145

however any future real-time feeds provided by those agencies can be integrated into the algorithm.146

2.1.3 Refine Route Configurations147

Most train routes only run in two opposing directions, however there are numerous cases in which bus148

routes have different route configurations but run under the same route name. The transit routes are broken149

up into segments as described in Figure 4 such that each unique segment defines a route configuration that150

all buses follow. If the set of stations in a configuration that a bus follows is a subset of another configuration151
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Figure 3: GTFS file structure. Optional Files in dashed boxes, Required files in solid boxes (a) Files and
linking columns (b) Properties of files needed to be extracted

of stops, the two are considered the same. Whether or not a bus stops at every station is determined at152

run-time.153

2.2 Precomputation of Lookup Tables154

The precomputation step generates three tables, a path lookup table, a bus service-time table, and a geolo-155

cation table, which are defined in the following sections.156

2.2.1 Find Transfer Points and Routes157

The entire set of stops is sorted by either latitude or longitude, and stops within a reasonable distance are158

stored as a potential transfer points between the two routes. In the implementation, the reasonable transfer159

distance is arbitrarily chosen at half a mile. Previous research has shown that transit riders’ preference for160

walking between transfers varies quite a bit, and is dependent on many variables, including land use, open161

space, and topographical features [40]. In a future implementation, this transfer distance can be varied to162

account for these variables.163

Bus routes are often designed to share common stations, such as in a trunk-line configuration. In these164

route configurations, there exist a large number of potential transfer points between lines, which increases165

the size of the lookup table linearly. To address this scenario, all transfer points between the two lines are166

removed except for the optimal point. This optimal point is defined by the station with the lowest probability167

of missing a transfer as specified by the GTFS schedule.168

2.2.2 Build Path Lookup Table169

A set of feasible paths is built from the origin stop of every bus route to the terminus of every bus route170

in each direction and stored in a path lookup table. The set of bus routes is iterated through to create a list171

of reachable routes in one to four transfers. For each O-D pair, the transfer points corresponding to each of172

the list of reachable routes are stored in the path lookup table. Paths that require more than four transfers173

will not be found, and thus not stored in the database.174

The size of this database grows polynomially with the number of bus routes in the transit network, as175

shown in Figure 7. The potentially infinite size of this database is limited in two ways: by setting the number176

of possible transfers at four transfers, and excluding paths that take two transfers more than any existing177

feasible paths between an O-D. The second limitation measure is based on an analysis of GTFS schedule178
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Figure 4: Example of a bus route with two termini. This particular route is broken up into three segments.

data, which shows that a direct route between two points is always faster than a route with two additional179

connections with no waiting time at transfer points.180

2.2.3 Build Service-Time Lookup Table181

The lookup table includes paths from all bus routes in the transit agency’s network. However, not all182

bus routes are in service at the same time: there are often nighttime or rush hour only routes being run.183

The final step in the precomputation of routes builds a “service-time” table of hours in which each bus route184

is in service. In real-time, the bus service table used to remove any paths which include a bus route not in185

service.186

2.2.4 Build Geolocation Lookup Table187

All bus stops from the route configuration files are aggregated and a geolocation table is created to store188

the set of all transit stops in the entire network, indexed by their latitude and longitude.189

2.3 Real-Time Queries190

The following section describes the algorithm when it responds to real-time queries from users. A query is191

a request for the shortest path between an O-D, specified by a latitude and longitude point. The process192

is very simple: a set of paths is retrieved from the lookup table, the travel times are accessed from the193

real-time API, and the total travel times for each path are calculated and sorted. Thus, in real time, the194

computational complexity of this algorithm is linear in the number of paths retrieved from the lookup table.195

2.3.1 Find Nearest Stops196

Transit routes in a half-mile walking radius of both the user’s origin and desired destination are looked up197

from the geolocation table. For each route, the stop nearest to the user is saved, and all other stops are not198

considered. If no stops are within this distance, the search radius is increased until a bus route is found.199

2.3.2 Retrieve precomputed paths200

Precomputed paths are retrieved for each O-D pair of bus routes retrieved from the geolocation table. When201

the query is made in real-time the set of transfer points is sent to the real time API to retrieve bus arrival202

predictions at each node. Every time a query is made by a user, new real-time arrival predictions are sent203
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to the real-time API, retrieving the latest data for each user request. Thus, the algorithm instantly handles204

changes in bus arrival predictions: even in major situations such as a bus breaking down, or multiple buses205

bunching together, such that the wait time at any bus stop is greater than the specified headway.206

2.3.3 Remove irrelevant paths207

As described in Section 2.2, the precomputed lookup table contains the superset of all feasible paths from208

the origin station of every bus route to the terminus station of every bus route. Therefore, not all paths209

retrieved from the path lookup table are physically possible to be made and are thus ignored. In addition,210

paths which include a bus route not in service are removed.211

2.3.4 Retrieve Real-Time Information From API212

The set of feasible paths contains information for all bus stops to board, get off, and transfer. These stops213

are all bundled into a HTTP request to the real-time API. At this point, the algorithm is dependent on the214

speed at which the third-party server can process the bus arrival predictions and internet traffic between the215

third party server and the localhost.216

The total time of each path is calculated, all paths are sorted and returned to the user.217

3 PERFORMANCE AND RESULTS218

The real-time routing algorithm was tested with transit data from 77 different cities. The data was obtained219

from GTFS Data Exchange [41], an online aggregator of GTFS files, NextBus [42], and Portland TriMet220

[43]. For each transit agency’s network 10,000 simulated queries for real-time paths were made. The 10,000221

different O-D points were randomly drawn from the set of bus stops served by each agency. As described222

in Section 2.3.1, the K-shortest-paths algorithm computes paths to all bus stops within a half-mile walking223

distance of the random O-D. In the implementation of the iPhone application, only the five shortest paths224

are displayed for each request in order to provide users with a variety of options to reach their destination.225

The route computation time depends on the size of a database of paths produced by pre-computation plus226

the real-time data acquisition time. The real-time data acquisition time depends on the number of bus stops227

per transit trip request. The tradeoff of using the real-time routing algorithm is the time to precompute the228

lookup table and size of the table, versus the reduced time to respond to queries in real-time. To evaluate229

this trade off, we collected data for four metrics:230

1. Number of paths. We show that the algorithm searches through a set of paths that is tractable at231

runtime, and even in the worse case scenario it responds to queries in a timely manner.232

2. Number of requests sent to real-time API. We show that our algorithm makes a small number233

of queries to the real-time API for all networks analyzed.234

3. Number of total paths stored in precomputed lookup table. We show that the size of the235

lookup table is small enough to be loaded into memory to run on a server on even a home computer.236

4. Time to generate precompute lookup table. We show that the time to compute the lookup table237

is small: under 1 minute for most networks, with a worst-case of 100 minutes.238

3.1 Implementation Details239

The simulated queries were run on an Amazon EC2 server located in Northern California. Amazon EC2 is240

a cloud computing service that allows users to rent virtual machines called “instances”. The algorithm is241

running on the smallest instance available, which provides 1.7 GB memory, 1 EC2 Compute Unit (1 virtual242

core with 1 EC2 Compute Unit), 160 GB instance storage, on a 32-bit platform at a cost of 4 cents per hour.243

In addition to the tests run for the purpose of this paper, the server is used daily 350 times daily by 600244

active users as of July 2010 via the BayTripper iPhone application. The EC2 server serves requests from the245
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Figure 5: Histogram of number of paths searched Washington D.C.. 99% Percentile: 1900 paths. 80%
Percentile: 304 paths. 50% Percentile: 224 paths. X-Axis: Number of precomputed paths which are
computed in real-time. Y-Axis: Frequency of occurrences

iPhone application and the web for real-time routing on the BART and MUNI systems in the San Francisco246

Bay Area.247

3.2 Real-Time Algorithm Performance248

In the following section we present histograms of metrics 1 and 2: the number of paths and requests to the249

real-time arrival API. We also focus on discussing two worst-case scenarios found in all 770,000 simulated250

queries, the O-D pair that requires computation of travel times amongst the largest number of paths, and251

another scenario that requires the largest number of hits to the real-time API. In both the worst-case scenarios252

the algorithm computes the K-shortest paths problem in less than 3 seconds, while taking 1 second to query253

the real-time API in 99% of cases. The speed of the algorithm is affected by the number of precomputed254

paths retrieved from the lookup table. The larger number of paths, the more estimates for wait and travel255

times are needed to be retrieved from the real-time API, the bottleneck in the system.256

Both of the worst-case scenarios were found in Washington D.C., the agency with the largest number of257

bus stops and routes served that we tested. The worst-case scenario for number of feasible paths retrieved258

from the precomputed lookup table is 10,127. The worst-case scenario for number of total hits to the real-259

time API was 127. Figure 5 shows a histogram of the number paths computed in real-time, generated from260

10,000 simulated queries. Washington D.C. is presented because to demonstrate that even in the worst-case261

the algorithm computes in under 3 seconds.262

The performance of the system is a function of the real-time API and constraints placed on accessing the263

API. In current real-time APIs the number of stations able to be queried in a HTTP request is limited to264

300 bus stops per request, and 10 stops per bus route. Additionally, consecutive requests cannot be made265

more often than every 10 seconds. Thus, as the number of hits required to the API increases, the response266

time grows approximately as a step function. The worst-case scenario for number of queries to the real-time267

API was 127, in Washington D.C. Figure 6 shows a histogram of the number of hits to the real-time API268

for the simulated queries in Washington D.C. The number of bus stops in the worst case scenario, 127, can269

be made in a single request and fits well within the limitation of the real-time API.270

The real-time algorithm makes a new request for bus arrival estimates to the real-time API every time271

a user request is made, ensure the most up to date estimates are used in the algorithm. As a comparison,272

the total number of stops in the network is 28,627; the time to query this is 75 seconds. The alternative of273

querying every route in the system for this network and running Dijkstra’s algorithm on the transit graph274

is infeasible, as bus positions update more frequently than every 75 seconds.275
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Figure 6: Histogram of number of bus stops sent to real-time API per O-D query in Washington D.C. 99%
Percentile: 82 hits. 80% Percentile: 40 hits. 50% Percentile: 26 hits. X-Axis: Number of hits to real-time
API. Y-Axis: Frequency of occurrences

Figure 7: Scatterplot of lookup table size for all transit agencies. Y-Axis: Size of path lookup-table generated
for transit agency X-Axis: Number of routes run by transit agency

3.3 Precomputation Performance276

In the prior section we demonstrate that the real-time performance of the algorithm returns results in 3277

seconds in the worst-case, with 1 second being spent with the real-time API query, versus 75 seconds to278

query the entire network. This performance comes at a cost of having to precompute a lookup table.279

3.3.1 Memory Usage280

Each path takes on average 20 bytes to store. The size of the path lookup table that has to be loaded to281

memory ranges from .664KB to 1.2GB for the largest transit network we analyzed. The geolocation and bus282

service tables range from 8KB to 2MB.283

As shown in Figure 7, the size of the lookup table increases polynomially as the number of routes served284

by a transit agency grows.285

3.3.2 Precomputation Time286

The largest region we analyzed, Washington D.C. took 99 minutes to precompute 63,308,845 paths,287
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Figure 8: Histogram of number of bus stops sent to real-time API per O-D query in Washington D.C. for
three different walking distances X-Axis: Number of hits to real-time API. Y-Axis: Frequency of occurrences

while 70% of all other cities took under 1 minute to complete. Every time a transit agency makes a route288

configuration change, the lookup table must be re-computed.289

3.4 Sensitivity Analysis290

The number of paths searched through at runtime is dependent on the distance a person is willing to walk to291

his origin, and from the last bus stop to his destination. Although the previous simulations were made with292

a fixed half-mile distance, the distance can be varied per the user’s request. Figure 8 shows a histogram of293

the number of bus stops sent to the real-time API for three different walking distances, .5 miles, .75 miles,294

and 1 mile. With a 1 mile walking radius, the number of hits to the real-time API increases, but never295

exceeds 140 requests. The response time from the server for 140 requests still is 1 second on average, thus296

there is a negligible increase in the time to compute the K-shortest-paths with this walking distance.297

Additionally, the number of paths searched at runtime is dependent on an even greater variety of specific298

features of transit agencies and metropolitan regions, such as number of bus stops served, number of transfer299

stations, as well as geographic locations and spatial distribution of these stops. These factors affect the300

following performance metrics of the algorithm in ways which have not been fully explored, but are important301

to consider for future implementations of the algorithm in larger-scale metropolitan transit networks than302

Washington D.C.303

4 CONCLUSION304

This paper presented a new algorithm for calculating K-shortest paths in a transit network with real-time305

data. We describe that the modeling of this particular shortest path problem is a result of the state of306

technology used by transit agencies to disseminate information today. It was shown that precomputation of307

a lookup table for paths between certain transit stops significantly reduces the run-time speed of responding308

to user requests. Transit data in 77 cities was precomputed into lookup tables, and 10,000 simulated user309

requests for each transit agency were made, showing that in the worse case scenario, the algorithm computes310

K-shortest paths in 3 seconds. Based on these results, additional testing is proposed to investigate the311

performance of the algorithm in larger regional transportation areas which include multiple transit agencies312

and intercity networks.313
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