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Abstract

This paper reports on the results of the six-month pilot MARTA Reach, which aimed to demonstrate
the potential value of On-Demand Multimodal Transit Systems (ODMTS) in the city of Atlanta, Georgia.
ODMTS take a transit-centric view by integrating on-demand services and traditional fixed routes in order
to address the first/last mile problem. ODMTS combine fixed routes and on-demand shuttle services by
design (not as an after-thought) into a transit system that offers a door-to-door multimodal service with
fully integrated operations and fare structure. The paper fills a knowledge gap, i.e., the understanding of
the impact, benefits, and challenges of deploying ODMTS in a city as complex as Atlanta, Georgia.

The pilot was deployed in four different zones with limited transit options, and used on-demand
shuttles integrated with the overall transit system to address the first/last mile problem. The paper
describes the design and operations of the pilot, and presents the results in terms of ridership, quality
of service, trip purposes, alternative modes of transportation, multimodal nature of trips, challenges
encountered, and cost estimates. The main findings of the pilot are that Reach offered a highly valued
service that performed a large number of trips that would have otherwise been served by ride-hailing
companies, taxis, or personal cars. Moreover, the wide majority of Reach trips were multimodal, with
connections to rail being most prominent.

1 Introduction

The first/last mile problem is often identified as a key obstacle for transit systems in the United States.
It captures the difficulty of attracting riders to transit systems organized solely around fixed routes in low
population density environments, while balancing frequent service with cost. As a result, in many transit
systems, services are infrequent and riders have to walk long distances to reach their stops. Buses often run
mostly empty, yet these areas have a strong need for better access to jobs, health services, groceries, and
education.

Mobility as a Service (MaaS; Shaheen and Chan (2016)), enabled by modern IT technology, is often seen
as a way to overcome some of these difficulties. In particular, MaaS includes the concept of connecting riders
to transit using other shared modes to address the first/last mile problem. One means of this connection
is via micro-transit, on-demand transit services. However, such micro-transit services typically have limited
integration with the fixed-route transit system.

In contrast, the concept of On-Demand Multimodal Transit Systems (ODMTS) takes a transit-centric
approach to integrate on-demand services and address the first/last mile problem. ODMTS combine fixed
routes and on-demand shuttle services by design into a transit system that offers a door-to-door multimodal
service with fully integrated operations and fare structure. The on-demand shuttles in ODMTS act as feeders
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to and from the fixed rail/bus routes. In turn, the fixed routes enable economies of scale and minimize con-
gestion on the high-density corridors. The design and operations of ODMTS have been studied in numerous
papers (e.g., Mahéo et al. (2019); Auad et al. (2021); Basciftci and Van Hentenryck (2020)). Their benefits in
cost, convenience, and accessibility have also been studied in detail (e.g.,Van Hentenryck (2019); Agatz et al.
(2021); Li et al. (2022)). Simulation studies of ODMTS have been performed on numerous cities, including
the city of Canberra, Australia (Mahéo et al., 2019), the broad Ann-Arbor and Ypsilanti region, Michigan
(Basciftci and Van Hentenryck, 2020, 2023; Auad and Van Hentenryck, 2022), the city of Atlanta, Georgia
(Dalmeijer and Van Hentenryck, 2020; Auad et al., 2021; Lu et al., 2023b), and Austin, Texas (Lu et al.,
2023a). In 2018, ODMTS were piloted on the campus of the University of Michigan in parallel with the
existing transit system (Van Hentenryck, 2019). This pilot offered service with an average wait time of about
three minutes, supported mode changes between buses and on-demand shuttles, and demonstrated a path to
economic sustainability.

The research described in this paper originated from a fundamental knowledge gap: to understand what
would be the impact, benefits, and challenges of deploying ODMTS in a city as complex as Atlanta, Georgia.
MARTA Reach (Reach for short) was designed to start to fill this gap: it was a six-month pilot to
understand the potential value of ODMTS in Atlanta, and to complement, validate, and expand the simulation
results presented by Auad et al. (2021).1 The pilot was a collaboration between the Socially-Aware Mobility
(SAM) Lab at Georgia Tech, the Metropolitan Atlanta Regional Transit Authority (MARTA), and Propel
Atlanta, a transportation advocacy group, and was supported by an NSF Civic grant, which covered the
development of the technology and the actual operations. The pilot focused on four different zones where the
first/last mile problem was considered a potential barrier to transit adoption. SAM developed the software
technology enabling the pilot, including the mobility and supervision applications and the back-end computing
server. MARTA operated the pilot, and provided, through contractors, the shuttle fleet, the drivers, and the
supervisors. The fare for riders was set equal to the $2.50 fare for the existing system, whether the rider used
on-demand shuttles, buses, rail, or a combination of all three. The pilot was deployed in a number of zones
with distinct characteristics, e.g., low-income residential areas and job centers, to understand the potential
benefits of ODTMS from a broad perspective.

This paper reports the results of the pilot, answering questions about ridership, quality of service, the
realities of the first/last mile problem, mode switches, accessibility, operational challenges, and the general
case for ODMTS. The results were obtained from two main data sources: (1) the operational data coming
from the mobile applications that monitored the system, and (2) electronic surveys that took place during
and after the pilot.

Some of the key findings of the pilot can be summarized as follows:

• Reach offered a service that was highly valued by riders and addressed a fundamental need.

• Reach contributed to a significant number of mode switches, performing a large number of trips that
would have otherwise been served by ride-hailing companies, taxis, or personal cars.

• The vast majority of Reach trips during the peak hours were multimodal, with connections to rail
being most prominent.

• Reach demonstrated, through continuously increasing ridership, that ODMTS have a path to becoming
an economically sustainable component of the public transportation system.

The pilot also revealed a number of operational challenges for ODTMS in the field, particularly driver and
fleet management issues. Some of these challenges were tackled through technology enhancements and the
paper also reports the benefits of these new features.

Altogether, these results give a unique perspective on the potential of ODMTS as a future for transit
systems. The quality of service, the convenience, the switch from ride-hailing/taxi services and personal cars,
and the fundamentally multimodal nature of the trips provide evidence that the transit-centric perspective
of ODMTS may fill an important gap in mobility and deserves to be investigated further. In fact, the team
is now pursuing a project to deploy ODMTS for the entire city of Savannah, Georgia using fully electric
vehicles (Chatham Area Transit, 2023).

1A companion paper describes a number of scenario-based studies through simulations.
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The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 provides the background on on-demand
mobility and ODMTS. The design of MARTA Reach is described in Section 3. Section 4 reports the pilot
results. Section 5 concludes this paper with final remarks and perspectives on MARTA Reach and ODMTS.
Appendix A provides more detail about the technologies that supported Reach.

2 Related Work and ODMTS Background

Recent research has shown that the first/last mile experiences can have a significant impact on transit riders’
satisfaction and their loyalty to public transit (Venter, 2020; Park et al., 2021). Beside walking the first/last
mile, using technology-based ride-sharing services to connect to transit stops has become a common means
of connection. There is a substantial body of research on connecting public transit and on-demand services,
which is part of the broad area of Mobility as a Service (MaaS) (Shaheen and Chan, 2016; Feigon and Murphy,
2016). As pointed out by Wang and Shen (2023), transit agencies in the United States have expressed
significant interest in the potential integration of on-demand shared mobility modes into their existing fixed-
route transit services. A previous study showcases that the integration of ride-sharing services with public
transit systems has the potential to significantly increase transit ridership (Yan et al., 2019). Two studies
conducted by Yan et al. (2021) and Wang et al. (2022) in low-income communities has indicated that riders in
these areas prefer the integrated services over traditional fixed-route transit systems. Computational studies
based on simulation and optimization were also carried out to assess the feasibility and potential impact
of integrating shared mobility services to enhance conventional public transit systems (Shen et al., 2018;
Stiglic et al., 2018; Mahéo et al., 2019; Gurumurthy et al., 2020; Imhof et al., 2020). These studies typically
discover that the integration of shared mobility can yield several advantages, including reduced operating
costs, enhanced convenience, and solutions to the first/last mile challenges.

Different to the aforementioned computational studies, actual on-demand services have also been imple-
mented to bring riders to transit services. However, these projects are often operated as independent services.
Some pilot operators include RideCo, a technology company that launched a one-year pilot in March 2015
with the transit agency in Milton, Toronto, Canada (RideCo, 2018). In 2017, MaaS company Via started to
initiate partnerships with cities in Europe and in the United States (Via Transporation, 2023). In September
2018, the City of Belleville in Canada ran an on-demand transit pilot for six months, which substituted a
late-night fixed-route with the on-demand service (Sanaullah et al., 2021). However, the on-demand service
was only operated between existing fixed-route stops; hence, this pilot did not aim to provide connections
to fixed-routes. Other mobility on-demand pilots have been carried out in different locations in the world
such as Dhaka, Bangladesh (Kamau et al., 2016), Munich, Germany (MVG, 2018), and Milpitas, California,
United States (Milpitas, 2022).

Several recent pilots in the United States were supported by the Mobility on Demand (MOD) Sandbox
Program to address the first/last mile problem. The MOD Sandbox Program is an initiative with the goal
of promoting and advancing innovative transportation solutions within the United States (Patel et al., 2022;
Federal Transit Administration, 2023). Led by the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT), the program
aims to facilitate collaborations between the public and private sectors to tackle mobility challenges and
enhance transportation options for communities (Federal Transit Administration, 2023). In Pierce County,
Washington, a pilot was conducted in collaboration with the ride-hailing company Lyft and transit agencies.
The pilot targeted individuals who required transportation beyond half a mile from the nearest transit access
point, or who needed service after regular transit hours. Its objectives were to improve access to transit bus
routes, increase transit ridership, and reduce congestion (Cordahi et al., 2018b; Brown et al., 2022). In Los
Angeles County, California, and King County, Washington, two pilots were implemented in collaboration with
multiple transit agencies and Via. These programs aimed to provide equitable first/last mile transit access
to fixed-routes, allowing riders to request Via rides to/from transit stations within specified zones (Cordahi
et al., 2018c; Martin et al., 2022). Moreover, a pilot in Dallas, Texas, explored a soft integration of smart app
platforms for Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) and other MOD providers like Spare. This pilot
aimed not only at providing first/last mile solutions to DART (Dallas Area Rapid Transit) riders but also
at assessing the potential of replacing ineffective fixed-route services in low-density areas with on-demand
mobility services (Cordahi et al., 2018a; Martin et al., 2021).

The pilots and studies just mentioned established collaborations between transit agencies and TNCs,
or were solely led by the TNCs themselves. This research and the MARTA Reach pilot are fundamentally
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Figure 1: Example ODMTS with Passenger Path (solid lines)

different: they envision the future of transit systems to be completely integrated and run entirely by transit
agencies. This integration allows for the holistic design and operations of on-demand door-to-door transit
systems, a simple fare structure, and economies of scale; it also avoids the inherent conflict of interest between
transit systems and profit-maximizing TNCs.

MARTA Reach is an actual implementation of the On-Demand Multimodal Transit Systems (ODMTS),
which have been investigated for over a decade. At a high level, ODMTS holistically combine, in a single public
transit systems, high-frequency fixed routes (rail or buses) with on-demand, dynamic shuttles to connect
riders to/from the fixed network (Van Hentenryck, 2019). They provide “door-to-door” services, addressing
the first/last mile problem that plagues many public transit systems across the country. Through the use
of high-capacity vehicles on high-density corridors, ODMTS minimize congestion and achieve economies
of scale, providing a sustainable cost model for public transit systems. ODMTS also provide a unique
opportunity to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by electrifying the entire fleet of vehicles. The design of
ODMTS leverages research on hub and spoke network models, and originated from the work of Mahéo et al.
(2019) and elaborated in (Dalmeijer and Van Hentenryck, 2020; Basciftci and Van Hentenryck, 2020, 2023;
Guan et al., 2022, 2023). Their operations were studied in (Riley et al., 2019, 2020; Auad et al., 2021; Riley,
2022). The cost models and sustainability of ODMTS were studied in (Van Hentenryck, 2019; Agatz et al.,
2021; Li et al., 2022). Figure 1 illustrates the service of ODMTS for a single rider. In ODMTS, riders provide
their origin and destination through a mobile application or phone call and are offered a route to serve them.
In the figure, a passenger is picked up by an on-demand shuttle at, or close to, their origin and brought to
the train station. The rider is then instructed to take a train and a bus, which both run on a fixed schedule.
When the rider arrives at the bus station closest to their destination, another on-demand shuttle is ready to
pick them up and serve the last mile. The benefits of ODMTS have been demonstrated in multiple simulation
studies and an actual ODMTS pilot in Michigan, as summarized in Section 1.

3 Pilot Design

The Reach pilot was conceived to evaluate the ODMTS concept in a complex city. Atlanta showcases many
characteristics that impose challenges when deploying an on-demand pilot. The riders, the transit system, and
the realities in the field interact to raise these challenges. In particular, the population and the neighborhoods
are diverse, with different socio-economic backgrounds, accessibility needs, mobility options, and perceptions
of the transit system. Some neighborhoods are residential, some are job centers, and some are a combination of
both. MARTA, the transit system of the Atlanta area, offers multiple modes of transportation including rail,
bus, and paratransit services; some of these are directly operated by MARTA while some others contracted,
bringing other financial and integration challenges. Furthermore, interacting with operators and all the
challenges that a real-world implementation in a large city implies will push the limits of small pilots and
simulations (Berrebi et al., 2018). It is precisely those challenges that the Reach pilot tried to capture and
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Figure 2: Timeline for MARTA Reach Pilot.

address.
This section presents a comprehensive overview of the MARTA Reach pilot: it presents the timeline

and the neighborhoods selected for Reach, highlights the concepts behind its operations, and discusses the
strategies employed to overcome the challenges encountered during the pilot. Reach was funded by a grant
of the National Science Foundation for a duration of six months. More precisely, Reach operated, from
March 1, 2022 to August 31, 2022 from 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. on weekdays, including federal holidays, for a
total duration of 132 service days. Section 3.1 presents the timeline of the pilot, Section 3.2 describes on the
pilot zones and their mobility needs, and Section 3.3 discusses the key concepts behind the pilot operations
and explains the rationale behind the introduction of new functionalities.

3.1 Timeline

Figure 2 summarizes the pilot timeline, with a particular focus on the critical events for operations and
technology developments that occurred during the implementation. The pilot was a fertile ground for rapid
deployment and experimentation: the Reach team worked at a fast pace to address challenges occurring in
the field and new functionalities to improve the rider experience.

For the purpose of this paper, the operations can mostly be divided into two phases. In Phase 1, from
the pilot launch on March 1, 2022 to May 15, 2022, the pilot served three zones: West Atlanta, Belvedere,
and the Gillem Logistics Center. During this phase, the pilot was operated using a rider mobile application,
a driver mobile application, and a monitor web application. A dashboard web application was introduced
near the end of Phase 1. The three pilot zones were expanded in Phase 2, starting on May 16, 2022 until the
pilot completion in August 31, 2022. The North Fulton zone was added in Phase 2 on May 30, 2022. Phase 2
also expanded the technology infrastructure in significant ways. The technology is described in Appendix A.
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Figure 3: The MARTA Reach Pilot Zones.

3.2 The Pilot Zones

The operations took place in the four zones presented in Figure 3: the figure presents how the initial blue-
shaded area of each zone in Phase 1 was expanded in Phase 2 to include the red-shaded area. It also presents
how the four zones interact with the existing MARTA rail lines.

The three initial zones were selected to assess where to deploy ODMTS with the overall MARTA system:
each of these zones had a potential connection to the transit system, but also a significant first/last mile
problem. They also represented different types of neighborhood. The West-Atlanta zone is a low-income
residential area, Belvedere is a mixed-use zone with diverse population segments, and Fort Gillem is a job
center with weak connection to transit.2 Tables 1 and 2 present the areas, population, and demographics by

2An interactive map with the MARTA Reach zones is available on this web site.
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Table 1: Area and Demographics of each Zone during Phase 1 of the Pilot.

Race (%) Ethnicity (%)

Zone
Area

(mi2)
Population

White
Black or
African

American
Asian Other

Hispanic or
Latino

Average
per capita
income ($)

Number of
shuttles

West Atlanta 4.99 11,712 3.20 93.25 0.48 3.07 3.96 26,784.13 10
Belvedere 4.99 18,971 58.21 34.15 5.21 2.43 5.19 50,453.83 3
Gillem 1.87 2,093 10.05 63.68 2.84 23.44 23.88 22,636.28 3

Table 2: Area and Demographics of each Zone during Phase 2 of the Pilot.

Race (%) Ethnicity (%)

Zone
Area

(mi2)
Population

White
Black or
African

American
Asian Other

Hispanic or
Latino

Average
per capita
income ($)

Number of
shuttles

West Atlanta 8.42 21,031 4.39 92.64 0.49 2.48 3.47 22,303.73 6
Belvedere 6.79 24,816 59.56 33.01 4.99 2.44 5.06 51.208.51 4
Gillem 9.39 20,264 13.00 46.83 8.93 31.24 31.85 19,435.61 2
North Fulton 8.52 23,012 39.41 18.76 11.7 30.13 30.83 40,071.29 4

race and ethnicity for each zone in both phases, according to the 2020 Decennial U.S. Census (U.S. Census
Bureau, 2020); as well as the average per capita income computed from the 2021 American Community
Survey (U.S. Census Bureau, 2022). Note that, although the zones could not be qualified as transit deserts,
transit options were quite limited as will be clear from some of the rider comments.

West Atlanta Figure 4a presents the West Atlanta zone, which is a low-income (compared to the general
Atlanta Metro average per capita income of $39,904 (U.S. Census Bureau, 2022)) residential area with
limited transit options. The key mobility assets in this zone are the H.E. Holmes, Westlake, and Bankhead
rail stations which connect the West-Atlanta neighborhoods to the blue and green lines of the MARTA rail
system. The zone, however, is large and has limited bus coverage to reach the train stations. Tables 1 and 2
show that its population is predominantly Black or African American. In Phase 1, ten MARTA Reach
shuttles operated in the blue area to serve the residents of this zone, who are distributed along five main
middle and lower-income neighborhoods: Fairburn Heights, Westhaven, Collier Heights, Peyton Forest, and
Florida Hill (Statistical Atlas, 2023). The expansion in Phase 2 added five more neighborhoods: Center Hill,
Dixie Hill, Penelope Neighbors, West Lake, the southern half of Grove Park, and the southern third of Carey
Park. Although the expansion increased the area and population served, only six shuttles operated in this
zone during Phase 2. The other four shuttles were relocated to the added zone in North Fulton.

Belvedere Figure 4b presents the Belvedere zone, located at the east of Atlanta around the Belvedere Park.
This zone is a mixed-use neighborhood with residential and commercial activities. There are some significant
differences in income levels between various parts of the zone. More precisely, residents are distributed along
five main high and middle-income neighborhoods: East Lake, Oakhurst, College Heights, Midway Woods,
and White Oak Hills (Statistical Atlas, 2023). The commercial area includes the Walmart Supercenter in
the southern section of the red area in Figure 4b: this is both a job and a shopping center. The Belvedere
zone is connected to the existing MARTA rail blue line through the the East Lake, Decatur, and Avondale
stations in the northern part of the zone. There are also buses running through the south part of the zone.
Tables 1 and 2 show that its population is predominantly White with a strong share of Black or African
American residents, and some Asian population. In Phase 1, three MARTA Reach shuttles operated in
the blue area to serve the residents of this zone. The expansion in Phase 2 added two more neighborhoods:
Avondale Estates and the East of Belvedere Park. Because of this, a total of four shuttles operated in
Belvedere after the expansion.
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(a) West Atlanta (b) Belvedere

(c) Gillem (d) North Fulton

Figure 4: The Individual MARTA Reach Zones.

Gillem Figure 4c presents the Gillem zone, located south of Atlanta near the Hartsfield-Jackson Interna-
tional Airport. This zone was chosen mainly because it is an industrial zone that has no direct connectivity
to the existing MARTA rail system. In Phase 1, three shuttles operated in the blue area of this zone, focusing
primarily on serving the Gillem Logistics Center with facilities such as the Kroger Fulfillment and Distribu-
tion Centers. In Phase 2, the Forest Park neighborhood was included, which made this zone very diverse
with the majority of the population being Black or African American complemented by a strong Hispanic or
Latino representation. Although the expansion increased the area and population served, only two shuttles
operated in this zone during Phase 2. The third shuttle that was originally operating in this zone in Phase 1
was moved to serve the Belvedere zone during Phase 2.
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Figure 5: A MARTA Reach Shuttle.

North Fulton Figure 4d presents the North Fulton zone, located north of Atlanta near City of Alpharetta.
This zone was included because it is very diverse in race, ethnicity, and income; it is a mixed-use region that
joins residential and commercial areas; and it has no direct access to the existing MARTA rail lines. Four
vehicles were relocated from West Atlanta to operate in this zone.

3.3 The Pilot Operations

MARTA Reach relied on branded shuttles, virtual stops, specific idling locations, mobile applications to
operate the pilots, and fleet management procedures. It is important to review these as they provide the
context to understand some of the pilot findings.

Shuttles Tables 1 and 2 present the number of Reach shuttles which operated in each zone. The Reach
shuttles have a capacity of eight people and are wheelchair accessible. They were operated by drivers from two
contracting agencies (First Transit and Transdev) following two shifts: 6:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. and 1:00 p.m.
to 7:00 p.m. There were a total of 18 branded Reach vehicles, allowing for two vehicles in reserve. Figure 5
shows one of the shuttles: they were easily recognizable by riders due to their branding and identifying
numbers. In fact, the branding was a critical aspect to make communities aware of the pilot.

Virtual Stops The MARTA Reach pilot used the concept of virtual stops, i.e., locations where shuttles
pick up or drop off passengers. They are called virtual because there is no need for a visual signal to mark
their locations, making it easy to add or remove them. As a result, many virtual stops were located within
each zone: this ensures that riders inside each zone always had a virtual stop within a short walking distance
from their origins and destinations. The flexibility afforded by virtual stops made it possible to evaluate their
location on a weekly basis, leading to key decisions on where to place new virtual stops to serve a specific
population, or which virtual stops to remove when they were not as effective as initially thought. Table 3
presents the information about the virtual stops at the end of the pilot and Figure 6 displays the virtual stops
in Belvedere. The blue dots represent the virtual stops placed at the same locations as existing MARTA bus
stops or rail stations. These stops allow for multi-modal trips because the shuttles can pick up or drop off
passengers from these existing bus stops or rail stations. The orange dots show the additional virtual stops
included in the MARTA Reach pilot to be as close as possible to a “door-to-door” service.

Idle Locations Not all of the virtual stops are locations where shuttles could safely remain idle, waiting
for trip assignments. The MARTA safety team reviewed all virtual stops and determined the locations where
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Figure 6: The MARTA Reach Virtual Stops in Belvedere
.

Table 3: The Virtual Stops per Zone.

Zone Total
Existing MARTA
stops/stations

New MARTA
Reach stops

Idle stops

West Atlanta 485 374 111 3
Belvedere 465 308 157 4
Gillem 246 120 126 4
North Fulton 240 149 91 4

Totals 1,436 951 485

shuttles were allowed to wait. The safety team was highly conservative, mostly using locations that were rail
stations or authorized parking lots. As a result, after completing a trip and when there were no outstanding
passengers or requests, the driver mobile application would route the shuttle to the nearest idle location,
where they would wait for the next trip assignment. Figure 6 presents the Kensington Station in Belvedere,
which has a parking lot that was used as an idle location.

Fleet Management In adherence to the pilot operational protocol, drivers were expected to log-in to the
system, receive requests, and follow instructions via the driver mobile application in their vehicles. Drivers
only interacted with the application when the vehicle was at a completed stop. To ensure that the fleets
operated properly, real-time monitoring of the MARTA Reach vehicles was conducted using the monitor
web application.

During the pilot, probably the most significant operational challenge was the delayed responses to trip
requests by drivers. Such delays led to long waiting times for riders and trip cancellations. In Phase 1,
dispatchers were authorized to manually sign-off such drivers using the monitor web application. Such actions
were labelled as “removed by admin” in MARTA Reach. In Phase 2, the Reach software was upgraded to
enable automatic sign-off of unresponsive vehicles by the server: if a driver with an empty vehicle received an
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instruction but did not respond within a designated time window, they were signed off the application and
were no longer considered for future requests until they signed on again. This functionality is referred to as
“removed by server” or “automatic vehicle removal” in the Reach system. When automatic vehicle removal
was released on May 17, 2022, the time threshold was set to 5 minutes, and it was reduced to 4 minutes on
June 4, 2022. It is important to note that this functionality does not apply to the last vehicle available in
the zone to prevent the zone from having no active vehicles.

Fare Program Reach riders were charged the traditional MARTA flat fare of $2.50, including transfers
to fixed-route service. Payment could be made using cash or MARTA Breeze cards. For this flat fare, riders
could complete an entire multimodal trip, like the one depicted by the solid line in Figure 1. It is important to
note that riders are responsible for planning their Reach trips when using fixed-route connections. However,
the future ODMTS project in Savannah, Georgia, aims to address this issue by developing an automatic
multimodal trip planning system for riders.

Request and Cancellation Riders have the option to make/cancel trip requests either through theReach
mobile application or via a phone call. It should be emphasized that the trip origin and destination must be
situated within the same pilot zone. Riders can submit a request for a group of up to four people.

In Phase 2, the rider application was upgraded with three new features to provide a more user-friendly
experience: it allowed riders to request frequent trips with one click, gave riders shortcuts to frequent origins
and destinations, and enabled users to find virtual stops using street addresses. The first feature eliminated
the need to manually enter the same information repeatedly. The second feature enables riders to easily
select frequent stops associated with their account. The third feature introduced an address search bar to
help riders locate virtual stops near their origin/destination address. This feature made it easier for riders
to identify the best stop to use, particularly when they were unfamiliar with the area. The call-in request
functionality introduced in Phase 2 ensured that individuals who may not have access to a smartphone or
prefer not to use technology could still utilize the MARTA Reach service. In the event that riders failed to
appear at the pick-up location, the trip was recorded as a no-show and considered a cancellation.

4 The Pilot Evaluation

This section presents the evaluation of the MARTA Reach pilot from multiple perspectives. The findings
presented demonstrate that Reach effectively addressed the first/last mile problem, providing high-quality
services at an attractive cost. The results also highlight some of the challenges faced during the pilot,
how they were remedied, and how future technologies would also alleviate them. In particular, Section 4.1
presents an analysis of the ridership of Reach. Section 4.2 makes the case for ODMTS, and highlights
the multimodal nature of the large majority of trips. Section 4.3 discusses quality of service. Some of the
operational challenges are discussed in Section 4.4, while Section 4.5 presents a cost analysis.

The results presented in this section are based on two data sources: (1) real-time operational data obtained
through the mobile applications and (2) user surveys. A long-term evaluation survey was distributed to
Reach users via email on August 8, 2022, and the response collection ended on September 23, 2022, resulting
in 232 total responses (before data cleaning). A trip-specific survey was available to riders throughout the
entire pilot period, collecting 262 total responses (before data cleaning). The surveys were created using the
online survey platform Qualtrics (Qualtrics, 2023). The survey results presented in this section provide a
concise overview, and the reader is referred to Drake and Watkins (2023) for a comprehensive analysis of
Marta Reach riders’ travel behaviors.

4.1 Ridership

The MARTA Reach ridership continuously increased during the pilot, the highest ridership happening on the
last day. Moreover, the ridership increased by 61.33% during the last month of the pilot, showing the high
potential of Reach services and the lag between the introduction of a new transit service and customer
response. Approximately 35% of riders were served in the last month of the pilot, and it is hard to predict
how much more ridership Reach would have served if the pilot had continued beyond the six-month period,
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(a) Daily

(b) Monthly

Figure 7: MARTA Reach’s Daily and Monthly Ridership and Cancellations During the Pilot Period.

but the potential of Reach is clear. This will be discussed again later in the paper. Figures 7a and 7b
report Reach’s daily and monthly ridership and cancellations. Throughout the pilot period, Reach served
7,596 requests, serving a total of 8,332 riders. Ridership is relatively lower on federal holidays i.e., Memorial
Day (May 30, 2022), Juneteenth (observed June 20, 2022), and Independence Day (July 4, 2022). Table 4
reports the distribution of riders served by MARTA Reach across the four pilot zones. It is important to
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Figure 8: The Distribution of Completed and Canceled Requests over the Service Hours.

Table 4: The Number of Served Requests and Riders in each Pilot Zone.

West Atlanta Belvedere Gillem North Fulton Total

# Served Requests 4,440 (58.45%) 2,644 (34.81%) 316 (4.16%) 196 (2.58%) 7,596 (100%)
# Served Riders 4,859 (58.32%) 2,914 (34.97%) 325 (3.90%) 234 (2.80%) 8,332 (100%)

recall that a single request can encompass multiple riders. West Atlanta and Belvedere accounted for the
majority of the rides, with 58.32% and 34.97%, respectively; Gillem and North Fulton serve only 3.90%
and 2.80% of the rides. The key reason for these discrepancies, as discussed subsequently, is the signficant
impact of rail connections on Reach ridership. Figure 8 reports the distribution of trip requests over service
hours: demand is generally higher during peak hours, particularly between 8:00 to 9:00 a.m. and after 3:00
p.m. The majority of requests (92.33%) were submitted by individual riders. A small portion of requests
were submitted for groups of two, three, and four riders (470, 70, and 42 requests, respectively). Backend
optimization occasionally dispatched shuttles to fulfill multiple requests, particularly when demand was high.
Ride sharing amounted to 9.66% of mileage serving passengers. Reach thus has ample room to serve more
passengers with the same fleet through additional ride sharing.

Overall Satisfaction Figure 9 (left) presents the results of the satisfaction survey that shows that 94%
of riders are either satisfied or very satisfied with the service. Figure 9 (right) presents the same results for
MARTA services overall (right). For these riders, MARTA Reach provided a significantly better experience:
Reach has 71% of very satisfied riders, in contrast to the 35% riders who are very satisfied with MARTA
traditional services.

Mode Switching to Public Transit The survey question “What alternate modes of transportation would
you have used, had Reach not been available” provides some truly interesting results depicted in Table 5.
Note that survey takers could have chosen multiple answers to this question to reflect the use of multiple
modes chained together. The approach to interpreting the responses to this survey question is through a
hierarchical method. In particular, each of the mode options provided in response to this survey question
is initially assigned to one of the five hierarchical categories (see Table 5). If a respondent’s choices fall
within the transit category, which is the highest ranked category, then the response is classified as such.
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Figure 9: Satisfaction with MARTA Reach Compared to Traditional MARTA services (Survey Results).

Otherwise, it is assessed to determine if it belongs the next ranked category. This process continues until
the lowest-ranked category is reached. Table 5 reports the number of valid responses that are classified to
each category. 35.51% of trips moved into Reach from a non-transit mode of transportation, i.e., 35.51% is
the percentage of survey respondents who did not include a form of public transit in their alternate options.
This indicates the high potential of ODMTS to attract new riders to public transit systems. Without Reach,
many riders would either drive, ride-hail or ride-share.

Table 5: The Classification of Alternative Travel Modes using a Hierarchical Approach (Survey Result).

Rank Category Travel Modes in the Category # Responses (%)

1 Transit MARTA Bus, Rail, and Mobility 158 (64.49%)
2 Auto Drive myself, Ride with someone, Taxi / Uber / Lyft 30 (12.24%)
3 Active Walk, E-Scooter, Bike 39 (15.92%)
4 Other Others 2 (0.82%)
5 Would not make the trip N/A 16 (6.53%)

Trip Purpose Figure 10 reports results on trip purpose obtained from survey results. Commuting rep-
resents the largest category of trips, making up nearly half of all trips. Social activities and shopping are
common choices for Reach riders, while accessing medical care and taking multimodal trips to the airport
are also popular.

Frequent Riders Reach gained a loyal customer base by providing stable services that could be relied upon
on a daily basis. During the pilot period, over 550 individuals were served by Reach. 14 riders took more
than 100 Reach trips and 41 riders used Reach more than 50 times. These top 14 riders accounted for 2,143
trips (28.21% overall), while the top 41 riders contributed more than half of the total served requests (3,924,
51.66%). One of the riders made 26 requests by calling the dispatch center, demonstrating that Reach
provided reliable services to people with no access to mobile devices. There were 136 frequent trips, i.e.,
O-D pairs requested more than 10 times by a patron. Of course, these numbers likely would have increased
significantly if the pilot continued, since the last month saw a 60% increase in ridership.

It is useful to highlight a rider who resides in one of the pilot zones and regularly commuted with MARTA
Reach to their job. Starting from their first MARTA Reach ride on March 17, 2022, this rider completed,
or partially completed, this commute tour on 74 out of 119 service days (62.2%). They completed only home-
to-work trips, only work-to-home trips, and full commuting tours on 15, 3, and 56 service days, respectively.
These commuting trips with identical O-D pairs contribute to 130 out of 146 requests made by this rider
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Figure 10: Breakdown of Popular Trip Purposes (Survey Results).

(a) Request Time for out trip. (b) Request Time for return trips. (c) Request through weekdays.

Figure 11: Example: Trip Patterns for a Rider who Regularly Commuted with Reach.

(89.04%). The distributions of trip request times are shown in Figures 11a and 11b for home-to-work and
work-to-home trips, respectively. These charts show that the departure times were typically within an one-
hour long time window. Figure 11c presents the distribution of trips over weekdays, revealing that this rider
seldom commuted on Thursdays. Furthermore, the average travel time for this rider’s home-to-work trips is
20.86 minutes (including an average of 9.83 minutes spent waiting), while the travel time with fixed-routes
around 8:00 a.m. on a weekday is approximately 30 minutes, including walking. Similarly, the work-to-home
trips have an average time of 20.81 minutes (including 7.60 minutes of waiting time), while the fixed-routes
take about 25 minutes around 6:00 p.m. For this particular rider, Reach offers a better travel time than
fixed-routes with the same ticket fare and eliminates the need to walk the first and last leg of the trips. The
ridership data include multiple individuals demonstrating similar travel behaviors, and these examples serve
as strong evidence that Reach provides economical and reliable services for local communities.

4.2 The Case for Multimodal Transit Systems

ODMTS aim at solving the infamous “first/last mile” problem. There have been questions in the community
whether the first/last mile problem is really a significant issue for riders in practice. Figures 12a and 12b
address this question by studying the prominence of multimodal trips among Reach riders. The figures

15



(a) Breakdown statistics on trip origins.

(b) Breakdown statistics on trip destinations.

Figure 12: Stop types proportions of MARTA Reach requests by zones. When zone is set to ‘all’, the chart
presents the statistics over all four zones.

Table 6: Statistics on Direct Driving Distance for Reach trips.

Zone Average (km) SD (km) Mode (km)

West Atlanta 3.1 1.8 1.0
Belvedere 3.5 1.6 3.2
Gillem 4.5 3.2 2.6

North Fulton 5.3 2.9 1.2

categorize trips based on their origins and destinations, pilot zones, stops types, and request times, which
help reveal the amount of multimodal trips. What stands out in these results is the percentage of connections
to rail. For instance, during the morning peak in West Atlanta, over 70% of the riders request Reach trips
that end at rail stations. In the evening peak, about 60% request Reach trips that start from rail stations.
The pilot results indicate that the “first/last mile” problem is indeed a reality and that ODMTS are a practical
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(a) West Atlanta (b) Belvedere

Figure 13: The direct driving distance distribution for Reach trips is visualized using a histogram, with
each bin representing a distance interval of 0.1 km.

solution to address it. The shuttles make the rail stations and bus stops more accessible to riders residing in
underserved areas.

Table 6 presents statistical data on driving distances within each zone. Figures 13a and 13b display his-
tograms depicting the distribution of driving distances in the West Atlanta and Belvedere zones, respectively.
These distances are computed based on the direct driving route between the origin and destination of the trip
using GraphHopper (Karich, 2014)—a trip distance estimator based on OpenStreetMap (OpenStreetMap,
2023). The key take-away is that MARTA Reach trips have relatively short distances but these distances are
generally too long to walk and may not always be safe for pedestrians.

4.3 Quality of Service

This section reports on a number of metrics for evaluating the quality of MARTA Reach services. Figure 14
reports the average waiting time, riding time, and total travel time of Reach during different service hours.
The average waiting time for MARTA Reach is approximately 8 minutes throughout the day, while the
average riding time is less than 10 minutes. Interestingly, the travel time of MARTA Reach remains
consistent irrespective of peak hours, despite slightly longer trips observed between 8:00 to 9:00 a.m. and
between 4:00 to 5:00 p.m. This is because Reach primarily serves the first and last mile within local regions,
which are less affected by traffic congestion during peak hours.

Comparison with Fixed Routes Figure 15 illustrates a comparison of the averaged travel time with
Reach and fixed-route buses in all four pilot zones. The Travel Time for Reach is computed as the duration
between request time at trip origin and alight time at trip destination. The travel time for fixed-routes is
estimated for the same origin-destination pair, assuming that the rider will walk for their first and last legs.
The departure times are set to match the request times of the corresponding Reach trips. For each trip, two
types of estimations are conducted and referred to as Adjusted Departure Time and Same Departure Time in
Figure 15. The first option provides an optimal travel plan for fixed routes by adjusting the rider departure
times to synchronize with the bus schedules. The second option assumes that the riders depart at the exact
query time and wait longer at bus stops.

The results in Figure 15 clearly demonstrate that Reach outperforms the existing transit system in all
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Figure 14: Travel Time with Reach During the Service Hours. The mean and standard deviation values are
presented.

Figure 15: Reach Travel Time vs. Estimated Transit Travel Time. The mean and standard deviation values
are presented.

four pilot zones in terms of average travel time. Even compared to the setting in which riders adjust their
departure time to the fixed transit system, Reach delivers a better travel time for 60%-64% of the trips over
the different zones. This number increases to 84%-85% compared to the fixed-route system with the same
departure time. Also note that the reported times for Reach are actual, not estimations. The benefits of
Reach are particularly pronounced in the Gillem pilot zone, because the existing fixed routes are nearly
inaccessible for most of the industrial facilities. Note also that the differences between Adjusted Departure
Time and Same Departure Time are significant: travelling with fixed routes requires careful synchronization,
while Reach provides a more flexible and stable service to the riders.

Cancellations Table 7 reports on cancellations for different time thresholds θ. Cancellations are grouped
into four categories:

1. Exact Return: the rider makes another request with the same O-D pair within θ minutes from the
cancellation time and the request is served;
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Table 7: Classification of Canceled Requests.

θ (min) Exact Return Other Return Repeated Cancellations No Return Total

15 461 (17.93%) 254 (9.87%) 200 (7.78%) 1657 (64.42%)
2,572 (100%)30 481 (18.70%) 280 (10.89%) 249 (9.68%) 1562 (60.73%)

60 488 (18.97%) 306 (11.90%) 275 (10.69%) 1503 (58.44%)

Figure 16: The weekly number of vehicle removals during the MARTA Reach pilot. “Removed by Admin”
and “Server” indicate that the vehicles were removed manually by dispatchers and automatically by the
server, respectively. Note that these metrics were not tracked until the week of May 16, 2022, when the
“automatic vehicle removal” functionality was introduced to the server.

2. Other Return: the rider makes another request with a different O-D pair within θ minutes from the
cancellation time and the request is served;

3. Repeated Cancellations: After canceling the first request and before getting a ride within θ minutes,
the rider keeps submitting requests and canceling them.

4. No Return: The rider cancels the request and does not take a ride within θ minutes.

Approximately 30% of cancellations are followed by an actual ride. This suggests that riders using Reach
tend to have some flexibility in their travel schedules, and may view Reach as a preferred mode of trans-
portation. Secondly, riders may slightly change their origins and destinations to match a vehicle. This is
highlighted by the number of cancellations classified as other return. These behaviors are likely due to the
high density of Reach stops, riders not minding additional short walking legs. Furthermore, some riders
tend to repeat canceling in order to minimize wait time, a behavior that should be discouraged in future
generations of ODMTS services. Lastly, the no return cancellations may be due to the following reasons: (i)
riders returned after θ minutes, (ii) the waiting times (although typically short as discussed later) are not
acceptable to riders, (iii) riders did not arrive at the pick-up location in time and drivers reported no-show
on the driver app, and (iv) app users were simply testing the app and were not interested in a ride with
Reach at that time.

4.4 Driver Behavior and Fleet Management

Two key challenges faced during the pilot were driver behavior and fleet management. This section reviews
them and describes (partial) solutions adopted in the pilot.
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Figure 17: The Distribution of Reaction Times for Reach Drivers (in Log-Scale Horizontally).

Figure 18: Fleet online hours during the pilot for different fleet-size

Driver Response Time Recall that the Reach platform has the ability to remove drivers from the
Reach system, either manually through the monitor app or automatically through the backend server. The
frequency of vehicle removals is reported in Figure 16 on a weekly basis: they range from 16 to 114 per week,
indicating that Reach drivers were frequently unresponsive. Figure 17 presents a histogram representing
the distribution of response times over the course of the pilot. For simplicity, the histogram focuses on
a particular scenario where a vehicle was idle at a stop and needed to serve a single request without any
intermediate stops. This scenario occurred 4,678 times during the pilot, and the mean and median response
times were 45 and 19 seconds, respectively. There were 396 and 65 instances where the driver reacted after
more than two and five minutes respectively.

The introduction of the Automatic Vehicle Removal function had significant effects in preventing long
response times. Prior to its implementation, the mean and median response times were 69 and 24 seconds
respectively, with the longest response time reaching 1015 seconds (approximately 17 minutes). After the
implementation of Automatic Vehicle Removal, the mean and median response times were reduced to 38
and 18 seconds respectively, with the longest waiting time at 661 seconds. Note that the Automatic Vehicle
Removal function did not apply to the last remaining vehicle in a zone, which explains this outlier.

Shuttle Online Times The MARTA Reach pilot had a fleet of 16 shuttles at its disposal. The pilot
spanned over 132 service days with a daily working schedule of 13 hours from 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Excluding
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Figure 19: A Gantt chart that present vehicle activities in the West Atlanta and Belvedere pilot zones on
July 29, 2022. Vehicles are identified by unique four-digit numbers.

travel time from and to the shuttle depot before and after working hours, the entire fleet should have provided
27,456 (calculated as 132×16×13) working hours. The server experienced minor technical issues for 9 service
dates from March 18, 2022 to March 30, 2022 which resulted in a few hours total of degraded service during
that period. Removing these days from the analysis, the drivers should have been signed in for 27,456 hours
(123 fully recorded service days, 16 shuttles, and 13 hours). However, in reality, the drivers were online for
a total of 21,294 hours, i.e., 83.23% of the planned vehicle online time. This discrepancy can be attributed
to many reasons, including absences, driver shifts, breaks, and driver shortages. Figure 18 provides statistics
on the number of working hours with different fleet sizes during the pilot. Under ideal conditions, the should
yield 1,599 service hours with the full fleet (calculated as 123 × 13). However, during the pilot, the Reach
fleet was fully present for only 194.81 hours (summing up 192.76 and 2.05), contributing to only 12.82% of
the expected service hours with a full fleet size. Summing up the service time from one shuttle to 12 shuttles
reveals that 472.08 service hours (29.52%) were served with no more than 75% of the full fleet-size. These
observations indicate that fleet management issues were pervasive and need to be addressed when deploying
ODMTS.

Figure 19 provides a Gantt chart that illustrates the activities performed by Reach vehicles in Belvedere
and West Atlanta on July 29, 2022. The chart highlights major events, such as requests, cancellations,
and vehicle removals, and illustrates some of the driver and fleet management issues faced during the pilot.
Specifically, the Belvedere fleet usually had three out of four vehicles online throughout the day. Around
2pm, all four vehicles are serving passengers. Vehicles 4540 and 4470 were particularly problematic that day
with instances of removals followed by long periods of inactivity (4540) and a long period of inactivity at the
end of the day (4470). The West Atlanta fleet started service with four vehicles, which was then increased
to six vehicles after 2pm to address the higher travel demand. During most of the day, the West Atlanta
fleet was significantly short of the designated fleet-size (full fleet-size was six, see Table 2). At noon, the
fleet had only one or two active vehicles to serve a considerable amount of requests. The rest of the vehicles
were signed-out due to various reasons, indicating poor coordination between drivers and dispatchers at shift
times. Figure 20 further presents the waiting time of each request in West Atlanta on July 29, 2022. Due
to the absence of shuttles, waiting times tend to be longer in the morning and around noon, despite the
lower volume of requests during that period. Addressing these fleet management issues will further improve
response times, trip durations, and overall customer satisfaction. Shift management was particularly lacking
in the pilot, and is an important consideration for future deployments.
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Figure 20: The waiting time of each request in the West Atlanta pilot zone on July 29, 2022.

4.5 Operating Costs

It is also interesting to quantify the cost of the Reach service to inform transit agencies about the tradeoffs
between quality of service and costs. These tradeoffs were computed using the simulator from Auad et al.
(2021): the simulator was run for a full day of trips, computing costs and waiting times. The cost per vehicle
hour was multiplied by the number of hours of service and the number of vehicles, before being divided by
the number of riders served to derive the cost per rider per hour for the MARTA Reach service. Table 8
presents the sensitivity analysis for different costs per vehicle hour and for different fleet sizes and ridership
levels for the West Atlanta zone. Recall that ridership increased by over 60% in the last month of the pilot,
which explains why the analysis includes two potential growth scenarios. The pilot used a fleet size of 6, but
results are also presented for 5 and 7 shuttles. The waiting times are presented at the top of the table for
each fleet size and demand scenario. For the demand scenarios, the simulator uses requests from August 31,
2022, the pilot day with highest ridership, and from recent days preceding August 31, 2022, until a desired
ridership level is reached in the case of growth scenarios. Trips that involve a rider from August 31, 2022 on
a previous day are only sampled for increased ridership if the time window of the trip on the earlier day does
not overlap with the time window of that rider’s trip on August 31, 2022.

For the shuttles used in the MARTA Reach pilot, the cost per vehicle hour is expected to be between
$50 to $70 an hour. The average cost per vehicle hour for a ride-hailing service such as Uber that uses smaller
cars like sedans is approximated at $28.21 when you combine average labor ($19.36) and vehicle operating
cost ($8.85) (Helling, 2023, 2020). The results are quite illuminating. At twice the pilot ridership, which is a
realistic assumption, Reach would operate at a cost between $17.86 (5 vehicles at $50/hour) and $35.00 (7
vehicles at $70/hour) per rider. At three times the pilot ridership, the cost decreases to be between $12.04
and $23.59 dollars per rider. If Reach were operated with smaller vehicles (like ride-hailing services, between
$25 and $30 per vehicle/hour), the cost would be in the ranges $18.26–$30.67, $8.93–$15.00, and $6.02–$10.11
for the pilot ridership, twice the ridership, and three times the ridership respectively.

5 Conclusion and Perspectives

This paper presented the results of the MARTA Reach pilot project, a six-month pilot for evaluating the
potential of ODMTS. ODMTS take a transit-centric approach to integrating on-demand services and fixed
routes, and addressing the first/last mile problem. ODMTS combine fixed routes and on-demand shuttle
services by design into a transit system that offers a door-to-door multimodal service with fully integrated
operations and fare structure.
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Table 8: Cost ($) per rider in West Atlanta Across Ridership Levels and Fleet Sizes

Cost per Rider ($)
Cost per

Vehicle/hour
($/hr)

Base Ridership 2x Ridership 3x Ridership
Fleet Size (Wait Time) Fleet Size (Wait Time) Fleet Size (Wait Time)

5 (7.75 min) 6 (7.26 min) 7 (7.36 min) 5 (9.81 min) 6 (8.50 min) 7 (7.80 min) 5 (17.35 min) 6 (10.85 min) 7 (9.04 min)
20 14.61 17.53 20.45 7.14 8.57 10.00 4.81 5.78 6.74
25 18.26 21.91 25.56 8.93 10.71 12.50 6.02 7.22 8.43
30 21.91 26.29 30.67 10.71 12.86 15.00 7.22 8.67 10.11
35 25.56 30.67 35.79 12.50 15.00 17.50 8.43 10.11 11.80
40 29.21 35.06 40.90 14.29 17.14 20.00 9.63 11.56 13.48
45 32.87 39.44 46.01 16.07 19.29 22.50 10.83 13.00 15.17
50 36.52 43.82 51.12 17.86 21.43 25.00 12.04 14.44 16.85
55 40.17 48.20 56.24 19.64 23.57 27.50 13.24 15.89 18.54
60 43.82 52.58 61.35 21.43 25.71 30.00 14.44 17.33 20.22
65 47.47 56.97 66.46 23.21 27.86 32.50 15.65 18.78 21.91
70 51.12 61.35 71.57 25.00 30.00 35.00 16.85 20.22 23.59
75 54.78 65.73 76.69 26.79 32.14 37.50 18.06 21.67 25.28
80 58.43 70.11 81.80 28.57 34.29 40.00 19.26 23.11 26.96
85 62.08 74.49 86.91 30.36 36.43 42.50 20.46 24.56 28.65
90 65.73 78.88 92.02 32.14 38.57 45.00 21.67 26.00 30.33
95 69.38 83.26 97.13 33.93 40.71 47.50 22.87 27.44 32.02
100 73.03 87.64 102.25 35.71 42.86 50.00 24.07 28.89 33.70

Summary The research underlying the paper originated from a fundamental knowledge gap: to understand
what would be the impact, benefits, and challenges of deploying ODMTS in a city as complex as Atlanta,
Georgia. MARTA Reach was designed as attempt to start to fill this gap and complement and expand the
simulation results presented by Auad et al. (2021). Some of the key findings of the pilot can be summarized
as follows:

• Reach offered a service that was highly valued by riders with 71% of the riders being very satisfied
and 23% being satisfied.

• Reach contributed to a significant number of mode switches, performing a large number of trips that
would have otherwise been served by ride-hailing companies, taxis, or personal cars.

• The vast majority of Reach trips were multimodal, with connections to rail being most prominent.
For instance, during the morning peak in the West Atlanta zone, over 70% of the riders connect to rail
stations.

• Reach demonstrated, through continuously increasing ridership, that ODMTS have a path to becoming
a economically sustainable component of the public transportation system.

Perspectives The pilot was much more successful in West Atlanta and Belvedere than in Fort Gillem.
One reason is that these two zones have strong connections to rail, which makes the overall multimodal trip
attractive when commuting to downtown and midtown. Gillem does not have this type of high-frequency
connections to the city and/or residential neighborhoods. The service in Gillem connected passengers to a
few bus lines. However, these bus lines had low frequency, making them less attractive to passengers. This is
one more argument to support the transit-centric view of ODMTS and the need to integrate on-demand and
fixed routes by design and not as an after-thought.

MARTA Reach also highlighted the importance of community engagement. There was a significant
delay between the start of the service and the significant ridership growth experienced later in the pilot.
MARTA advertised the service at their rail stations. But, as the results show, many of the rides came from
commuters who were not using transit: they were using personal vehicles and TNCs. It is only through word
of mouth, the sighting of the branded vehicles, and social media (NextDoor) that many riders became aware
of MARTA Reach.

Conclusion Altogether, these results give unique perspectives on a possible future for transit systems.
The quality of service, the convenience, the switch from ride-hailing/taxi services and personal cars, and
the fundamentally multimodal nature of the trips provide evidence that the transit-centric perspective of
ODMTS may fill an important gap in mobility and deserve to be investigated further. In fact, the team is
now pursing a project to deploy an ODMTS for the entire city of Savannah, Georgia, using electric vehicles.

23



Acknowledgments

This research was partly supported by NSF Civic grant NSF-2230410 (deployment) and NSF Leap-HI (sup-
porting infrastructure). The authors would like to thank MARTA for a successful collaboration, in particular
Robert Goodwin for the initial concept and Anthony Thomas, Jonathan Weaver, Erick Knowles, Chris
Wyczalkowski, David Emory, and the rest of the MARTA Reach team at MARTA, for the daily operations
and planning activities. The authors would also like to thank Debra Lam and her team at PIN for facilitating
these research and partnership opportunities.

References

Agatz, N., Hewitt, M., Thomas, B.W., 2021. “Make no little plans”: Impactful research to solve the next
generation of transportation problems. Networks 77, 269–286. 10.1002/net.22002.

Auad, R., Dalmeijer, K., Riley, C., Santanam, T., Trasatti, A., Van Hentenryck, P., Zhang, H., 2021.
Resiliency of On-Demand Multimodal Transit Systems During a Pandemic. Transportation Research Part
C: Emerging Technologies 133, 103418. 10.1016/j.trc.2021.103418.

Auad, R., Van Hentenryck, P., 2022. Ridesharing and Fleet Sizing For On-Demand Multimodal Transit Sys-
tems. Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies 138, 103594. 10.1016/j.trc.2022.103594.

Basciftci, B., Van Hentenryck, P., 2020. Bilevel Optimization for On-Demand Multimodal Transit Systems,
in: Hebrard, E., Musliu, N. (Eds.), Integration of Constraint Programming, Artificial Intelligence, and
Operations Research. Springer, 52–68. 10.1007/978-3-030-58942-4 4.

Basciftci, B., Van Hentenryck, P., 2023. Capturing Travel Mode Adoption in Designing On-demand Multi-
modal Transit Systems. Transportation Science 57, 351–375. 10.1287/trsc.2022.1184.
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Figure 21: The Rider Application and the Selection of Frequent Trips.

A Reach Technology

This section presents the four mobile/web applications used during Reach: the rider mobile application,
the driver mobile application, the monitor application, and the dashboard. All of these apps are developed
with React and React Native, popular tools for building user interfaces (UI). React is a JavaScript library
based on UI components and React Native is a UI software framework. The section also presents the backend
which dispatches vehicles and supports the above mentioned applications. After conducting initial testing in
February 2022, all applications (except the dashboard) were officially launched on the first day of the pilot
(March 1, 2022). The dashboard was released on May 4, 2022 before the pilot entered Phase 2. During the
pilot, in order to proactively address feedback from both riders and dispatchers and to overcome challenges
that arose, multiple extensions were introduced to the applications. In addition to the key additions shown
in Figure 2, other significant extensions and their respective release dates are highlighted in this section.

A.1 The Rider Application

As illustrated in Figure 21, the rider app is a user-friendly mobile app that enables riders to quickly and easily
hail a ride from their current location to their desired destination within one of the designated pilot zones.
The application highlights key transfer points where riders could connect to MARTA rail and bus lines. It
allows users to create an account, log in, and select their virtual pickup location by either searching for it on
the map or using the search bar. Similarly, riders can enter their destination in the same way. To address
feedback from riders, more detailed instructions and three new functionalities (see Section 3.3) were added
in June 2022. These additions make it even more convenient for frequent users to book a ride, track their
driver arrival, and enjoy a seamless journey to their destination. After beta testing these new functionalities
for a few weeks, the rider application was officially upgraded on July 1, 2022.
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Figure 22: Driver App and Arrival Confirmation to Drop Off Riders.

A.2 The Driver Application

The driver application manages the routes, pickups, drop-offs, and relocations. Once they log in, drivers
wait for ride requests. From that moment on, they will receive and serve pickup and drop-off assignments
until they request a break, their shift ends, or there are no more requests. Drivers only see one leg at a time,
i.e., the next stop where riders will be picked up or dropped off. The application also never communicates
with them during driving, except for the map directions. Drivers confirm pickups and drop-offs, and report
no-show passengers directly within the application. Once a driver has completed all of their assignments,
they are directed back to an idle location to wait for another assignment. Figure 22 presents an example
of how drivers confirm arrival at their next stops and confirm drop-offs. The driver application is also used
to track the location of the vehicle and provide real-time information to riders. This helps to ensure that
passengers can track their driver arrival and estimated time of arrival (ETA) to the pickup location.

A.3 Monitor

The Reach monitor is a web-based application that enables dispatchers to track the shuttle fleet, view
real-time key events, and interact with the system. Figures 23a and 23b show the fleet being monitored
with real-time GPS coordinates. The vehicles have three statuses, represented by black, blue, and red icons,
which indicate regular, with riders, and wrong location, respectively. In particular, the regular status can
be further divided into four subcategories—idling, waiting for departure, waiting for passengers, and driving
without passengers. The waiting for departure status indicates a driver receives a request or a rebalancing
command but has not responded yet. The wrong location status was added to the monitor on March 29,
2022, to further assist the dispatchers. A vehicle is categorized as wrong location if a driver reported being
at a stop that is farther than 400 meters from its GPS location. In such situations, the dispatcher would
contact the driver to make adjustments. Moreover, the dispatcher can manually sign off a vehicle using the
monitor.

Riders and their assigned vehicles are displayed on the monitor once they submit requests. Riders have two
statuses in general—waiting and riding, the status switches from waiting to riding once the driver confirms
the pickup through the driver app. Clicking on rider icon or vehicle icon on the monitor displays a polyline
indicating the trip path. The monitor app also presents zones and stops in the background, with zone areas
and idle stops displayed by default, and other stops being shown by toggling check-boxes. In addition to
real-time visualization, since May 16, 2022, the monitor app includes a table that allows dispatchers to book
requests for riders who prefer phone calls to mobile apps. The last extension on the monitor app was released
on July 8, 2022, and is an address search window that assists newly-employed dispatchers who recently
relocated to Atlanta.
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(a) Monitor only shows idle stops.

(b) Monitor shows all stops and a polyline.

Figure 23: Two Screenshots from the Monitor App, Private Information is Hidden.

A.4 The Dashboard

In addition to the live visualization provided by the monitor app, a dashboard app was created to keep
track of system performance over the course of a day. The header of the dashboard is shown in Figure 24.
The dashboard app displays trackers for total requested trips, completed trips, and cancelations, both in
aggregate, and broken down by hour in bar graphs. Tables with the details of each trip, including the rider
names, request times, board times, dropoff times, vehicles taken, and zones of origin are displayed such that
one can identify riders who had issues, riders who made the same trips each day, or riders who took multiple
trips in a day. Riders who canceled trips also have their cancellation time shown. All of these features were
introduced by May 4, 2022. The dashboard also contains a section tracking call-in requests for trips that
were not made through the app. Additionally, a small table tracked vehicles that were removed from service
due to driver inactivity. The last table is a live updating section that provided the active status of each
online vehicle, whether it was idling, picking up a rider, or serving a trip. Beyond these metrics, a few map
visualizations were also included at the bottom of the dashboard. The first map visualization shows the
origins and destinations of all trips over the day within the shaded boundaries of the operating zones. The
second map visualization displays the polylines of completed trips. The thickness of the polyline showing
how frequently each road segment is used. A node.JS preservation script was also developed that would
run every day after service was over. The preservation script would save the day dashboard as a PDF and
automatically upload that file to a Dropbox which facilitated comparison of service quality over the course
of the pilot. The preservation script began service on May 25, 2022.

A.5 Backend Servers and Infrastructure

The backend architecture consists of node.JS and Python servers, a Redis cluster for pub/sub, the noSQL
version of cosmosDB, and a rabbitmq cluster. A diagram of the backend is shown in Figure 25. There are two
node.JS servers: one for the riders, and another for the drivers which manage authentication, user sessions,
and communication between the backend and the mobile apps. Messages are passed to/from the backend
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Figure 24: The Header of the Dashboard Web App.

Figure 25: A Diagram of the Backend Infrastructure.

from/to the mobile apps through socket.io connections, which are subscribed to relevant Redis queues. For
example, when a rider is assigned to a vehicle, the rider app is subscribed to that vehicle’s GPS-queue in
Redis. Thereafter, whenever the driver app pushes a GPS coordinate to that queue, the rider app will receive
the new GPS position of the vehicle. The Python servers handle all the business logic, communicating with
the cosmosDB to make changes to the state of the system. The Python servers were split out by function,
one handling rider functions, another driver functions, and one per zone for functions that had to be done
sequentially per zone. Each Python server is managed by Celery, a distributed task queue framework, which
uses rabbitmq as a message broker. Each microservice was containerized and orchestrated using Azure
Kubernetes Service, which ensured multiple replications of each server were running to provide maximal
uptime. Initially, the backend control was limited to a state-of-the-art dispatching algorithm, which was used
to assign vehicles to passengers as ride requests were made (Riley, 2022). On May 17, 2022 the automatic
vehicle removal function to remove inattentive drivers was added. On May 22, 2022, a rebalancing algorithm
was added to relocate vehicles towards areas of predicted future demand (Riley, 2022).
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