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Je M84“CD & O (Route of Metro Line 8)



Je M84“En> 4,XCA5% @ x# GE£ UG! O
Transit volumes after the M8 being operated
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Comparison of the transit volumes before and after M8 being operated
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Comparison of some transit indices before and after M8 in operation
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e = (Plan Scheme 2)
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(the new-added 5 transit routes)
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).(Sde OCA5% b @ x#GE " O
Comparison of Transit Volumes between Scheme 1 & Current Situation



Jn(Sde O M6@ x#GEII"O
Comparison of Transit Volumes between Scheme 1 and Current Situation



)(Sae O,vPRE: ™ % iI"O
Comparison of situation of boarding and alighting between Scheme 1 and
current situation
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e Tae O@x#GEINO
Comparison of transit volumes between Scheme and 2
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Comparison of ground transit volumes between Plan 1 and Plan 2
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Comparison of situation of boarding and alighting between Plan 1 and Plan 2
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