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Table 1 Summary of person trip OD amount data

Trips to other zones by purpose (million)

Area Year Zones Gotowork Gotoschool Free Business Gohome Total
Kanto 2010 601 10.76 222 10.49 4.48 18.53 46.48
Chubu 2010 450 318 078 286 1.73 6.01 14.56
Chubu 2013 626 5.80 130 7.26 2.83 12.18 29.37
Kinki 2010 302 4.74 1.05 3.82 2.83 8.12 20.55
Kinki 2012 432 4.64 1.04 451 221 8.46 20.85

Source: Authors' calculations using person trip OD amount data from National Land Information Division.
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