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The original article contains certain errors. 0.9 —E
The parameter for traditional vehicles should be corrected 0.85 —AVF
to 10.26 [US$/h]. This change does not affect at all the qual- —_ Tad
- . &
itative results of the paper, but the comparisons between AV g 0.8
systems and the traditional one get narrower. Correct versions '—'0 o
of Figs. 2, 3, 5 and 6 are provided below. Note that only curves §_ '
related to traditional vehicles (“Trad”) are modified: total S’ 0.7
savings due to AV technology are about 15% in the feeder =
system and about 10% in the trunk system. 3 0:65
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Fig. 2 Average cost per passenger for different types of vehicles in the
feeder system
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Fig. 3 Operational characteristics 24 —AVE
of the system for different types of B AVF
vehicles = 22 Trad
E 2
(0]
E1s
=
=1.6
©
=14 \
1.2
0.5 1 1.5 2
a) Pax per hour «10%
12
—AVE
—AVF
2101 Trad
o
S
o 8f
o
»
Q@ 6
Q
s ///’/
> 4
2
0.5 1 15 2

Pax per hour «10%

o
~—

3.
§2.8 :
> --DIR Trad
2264\

AN -- EXC Trad
8 N - HS Trad

0 5 10 15
Pax per hour «10%

Fig. 5 Average cost per passenger for different lines structures and types
of vehicles in the trunk system
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Fig. 6 Resulting average (a) 2
operators’ and (b) users’ cost in 0.7 7y —AVE
the trunk system % AVE % 1.9 Trad
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