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Passenger Comforts of Bimodal Rubber-Tired Light Rail Vehicle
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Fig. 1 Vibration measuring locations on floor level of the car body
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Table 1 INR’s criteria for ride comfort level

Rank Ride comfort level Evaluation
1 RCL< 83 Good
2 83 < RCL<88
3 88 <RCL<93
4 93<RCL<98
5 98 < RCL Poor
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Fig. 2 Prototype (2 car-train) of the Korean-standardized rubber-
tired light rail vehicle (K-AGT)
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Fig. 3 Test track for performance verification of the rubber-tired
light rail vehicle (K-AGT)
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(a) Tare weight condition
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Fig. 4 Ride comfort level of the Korean-standardized rubber-tired
light rail vehicle (K-AGT)
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