o Moscow
Transport

Moscow transport system

as seen by researchers and experts

A1 o
Sy

S (2018)
Lomonosov Moscow
State University

www.msu.ru/en/

www.indexmsu.ru/en

2010 to 2017.

|
Research findings about Moscow
9 The city’s index grew ahead of others across the globe

between 2010 and 2017 - an average absolute growth

Moscow tied with London at 2nd to 3rd place
of over 6-fold.

in 2017 - a strong contrast to its 8th position in 2010.
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The Index was developed in 2016 to compare large cities” urban transport systems in terms of quality, availability, road safety, freight
logistics performance, and environmental impact. The Index is calculated annually and is based on 72 indicators for the period from
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is calculated annually and is based on 55 indicators for the period from 2010 to 2017.
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The Index was developed in 2016 to assess the quality, availability, safety, and environmental impact of transport. The Index
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For the past eight years, Moscow has been Russia’s leading city in transport development, with an absolute
growth of its development index 2.5 times higher compared with the average growth posted by other cities with
over one million residents.
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McKinsey&Company ELEMENTS OF SUCCESS: THE URBAN TRANSPORT
SYSTEMS OF 24 GLOBAL CITIES

www.mckinsey.com An independent research by McKinsey & Company covering the urban transport systems of 24 cities across the
globe. The benchmarking is based on a comprehensive set of objective indicators and detailed analyses of residents’
satisfaction with their local public transport.
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Research findings about Moscow #6
In public transport ranking,
The comprehensive benchmarking Our city demonstrates the highest Moscow is positioned 4th, behind loball
ranks Moscow 6th in the world rate of improvement — in 2010, only Hong Kong, Singapore, and globally
among 24 cities, on the level of it would have been ranked 20th the Greater Paris region.
London, Madrid, Chicago, and among large cities in developing
Seoul. countries.

Overall transport ranking by objective indicators
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Moscow residents’ perception o# Moscow public transport Moscow residents’ percepfion

Muscovites highly appreciate The satisfaction is highest for travel comfort, towards the improvements in private

. ! . . 2 . transport efficiency and environmental
changes to their public transport in convenience of the ticketing system, electronic . tis fai I but th
recent years, although their level of services, and infermodality, as well as the impac Ills mrdoveral » OV h'ey ;
satisfaction is still generally lower than availability of shared transport. generally undervaiue achievemenis

in affordability and efficiency of their

that of residents in other leading cities. )
public transport system.

Moscow rankings by selected metrics
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[l Objective indicators == Perception of the current situation == Perception of changes in the past
3 to 5 years
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’ TOMTOM TRAFFICINDEX (2018 J HUMAN DIMENSION IN THE URBAN ENVIRONMENT
To mTom %}s TomTom, a global manufacturer of personal navigation devices,(publishes an c)nnuol ranking of cities by pwc (20] 8)

www.tomtom.com congestion levels, covering almost 400 cities across six continents.
The research considers the quality of life and consumption of resources in 14 global cities and is based on spatial and statistical
MM‘@ analyses, as well as a survey that covered 7,000 respondents (about 500 respondents in each city). Six indicators were used to
compare levels of public transport infrastructure development and the day-to-day availability of different modes of transport.
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Research findings about Moscow traffic Research findings about Moscow transport #
After a peak in 2012, According to a momentum case for the The overall level of traffic Evening.ruslgl holyr d Due to its balanced transport development approach, Moscow’s ranking by the integral index places it
Moscow's fraffic city's road infrastructure, Moscow’s road congestion in Moscow fcong;j;)r] Qe(C)]Ige Moscow is ranked among the top 3 cities, just behind among the leading cities for transport infrastructure globally
congestion level congestion without a transport strategy declined by 1% year-on- (;‘]3;‘ 26']“7 to large cities in the United States. convenience.
declined by 25%. would have increased 26% ' by 2018. year in 2017 to 43%. o In -
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