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ABSTRACT Various alternative frameworks are available for modelling urban land-use–
transport interaction. This paper provides a detailed review of six of these frameworks that
have been or are currently being used to develop operational models. The intention is to
indicate what is the general nature of the current state of practice and what is now avail-
able for practical modelling work in the area. The intention is also to compare the current
state of practice with what might be the ideal in various respects. The six frameworks
reviewed (ITLUP, MEPLAN, TRANUS, MUSSA, NYMTC-LUM and UrbanSim) are
considered in terms of their representations of physical systems, decision-makers and
processes, along with various more general modelling and implementation issues. None
matches the ideal as envisaged here in all respects. However, a wide range of policy consid-
erations can be handled explicitly with what is available, and more recent developments
show an encouraging trend towards expansion in the scope of what can be considered.
Further strengthening of the behavioural basis and relaxation of some of the more restric-
tive assumptions would appear to be both appropriate and likely in the future.

Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to review a representative range of operational,
comprehensive, integrated, urban land-use–transport modelling frameworks
both as a guide for practitioners to the current state of practice and as a bench-
mark against which researchers might assess research needs for improving the
integrated urban modelling state of the art. Keywords in this statement of the
paper’s purpose include: ‘operational’ (the model must be used in one or more
practical urban planning applications), ‘comprehensive’ (the model must include
a—reasonably—complete range of spatial processes, notably land development,
location choices by both households and businesses, and travel), and ‘integrated’
(meaning that feedback exists between the transport and urban activity systems,
so that the short- and long-run interactions between transport network perfor-
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330 J. D. Hunt et al.

mance and land development/location choice behaviour are captured appropri-
ately within the model). Implicit in stressing the operational nature of these
models is the assumption that these models must be useful in assessing the
impacts over time of a range of transport and land-use policies on both transport
system performance/travel demand and the spatial, economic and environmen-
tal evolution of the urban region being analysed.

Finally, a fundamental assumption in constructing this review is that urban
spatial processes play out within markets (for land, floor space, travel, goods and
services, etc.), within which production/consumption (supply/demand)
processes interact to determine system outcomes. In particular, these market
interactions both determine the prices at which goods/services are exchanged and
are, in turn, influenced by these prices. Thus, the ability of a model to capture
market demand–supply interactions and to determine market prices endoge-
nously is viewed as an issue of fundamental importance in assessing a given
model’s capabilities.

This review has four sections (excluding this brief introduction). The next
section defines the set of six models to be reviewed and the rationale underlying
their selection. This is followed by a relatively brief introduction to each model in
turn. The six models are then compared in detail with another with respect to a
range of criteria. Finally, the models are evaluated against a hypothetical ‘bench-
mark’ or ‘ultimate’ model. While this ultimate model obviously reflects the
authors’ own views on how integrated urban models should evolve, it is hoped it
provides a useful starting point for considering the strengths and weaknesses of
current models and for defining promising directions for further research and
development in this area.

Detailed descriptions of the mathematical formulation of each model are
beyond the scope of this review and are available from the cited material included
with each introduction.

Modelling Frameworks Selected

A reasonable number of urban land-use–transport-modelling frameworks
currently exist, in varying degrees of completeness and usability. Wegener (1994)
identifies 20 active urban modelling centres, 12 of which have produced models
used for actual research and/or policy analysis. Southworth (1995) identifies a
further three frameworks.

The intent of the present paper is to build on the reviews of Wegener and South-
worth by focusing on a limited number of representative models and by assessing
these models in greater detail than is possible in a more typical, more broadly
defined review. Six such frameworks for urban modelling are considered: 

● ITLUP (also often referred to as DRAM/EMPAL).
● MEPLAN.
● TRANUS.
● MUSSA.
● NYMTC-LUM.
● UrbanSim.1

The six frameworks fall into two main categories. The first three are operational,
commercially available ‘packages’ with an established history of use. In particular,
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Current Operational Urban Land-use–Transport Modelling Frameworks 331

ITLUP (DRAM/EMPAL) is the most widely used urban modelling package used
in the USA, while MEPLAN and TRANUS have been extensively applied in
Europe and South America (with more limited application in North America).
Thus, for many agencies, these packages collectively define current operational
practice.

The second group of three (MUSSA, NYMTC-LUM, UrbanSim) are also
currently operational, or very close to being operational, in one or more practical
settings. Each is also noteworthy in that it contains a significant and interesting
approach to land market representation, incorporating an explicit treatment of
prices in land use and development.

A range of other urban modelling frameworks exists. Noteworthy examples
include microsimulation models (Wegener, 1982a; Miller et al., 1987; Mackett,
1990; Oskamp, 1997; Miller and Salvini, 1998); optimization models (Brotchie
et al., 1980; Dickey and Leiner, 1983; Kim, 1989; Caindec and Prastacos, 1995); land
accounting-type models (Landis, 1994); and other European, Japanese and
Australian models (Wegener 1982a, b; Mackett, 1983, 1985; Nakamura et al., 1983;
Anderstig and Mattsson, 1991; Gu et al., 1992; Eliasson and Mattsson, 1997). While
each modelling framework is of potential interest in one or more ways, they are
not included here for a variety of reasons. The authors view microsimulation
models as an extremely promising approach to large-scale modelling, but they are
not yet in operational practice. Optimization models are useful for exploring what
optimal urban configurations might look like (among perhaps other uses), but are
generally not of direct use in the assessment of the impacts of transport and land-
use policies on the evolution of existing urban areas. Land-accounting models are
in widespread use but do not generally include land-use–transport interactions
(indeed, the transport sector is typically absent from such models), and so these
models are neither integrated nor comprehensive in their design. Finally, many of
the other models listed above (and/or reviewed by Wegener) are either not
comprehensive (many are housing market models, but do not deal with the full
set of urban land uses and land development processes), not fully operational (i.e.
more research tools than working models) and/or bring little new to the discus-
sion relative to the models selected for review in this paper.

Thus, the six models listed above are selected for detailed review because they
provide a good representation of the range of approaches used in current opera-
tional practice for comprehensive, integrated urban modelling, where the intent is
to simulate/predict the evolution over time of urban systems (and various
elements within these systems) for land-use–transport policy analysis purposes.

General Descriptions

General descriptions of the six frameworks are given below.

Integrated Transportation and Land Use Package (ITLUP)

The ITLUP framework has been developed and applied by Professor Stephen
Putman at the University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, USA, over 25 years. It
includes a number of sub-models, the best known of which are DRAM (Disaggre-
gate Residential Allocation Model) and EMPAL (Employment Allocation Model).
It uses a Lowry-derivative form (Lowry, 1964) to allocate households (usually by
four income categories, though further categorizations are possible), employment
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(usually by four types, though more detailed Standard Industrial Classification
(SIC) groupings are possible) and travel patterns (public and private modes).
Exogenous study area forecasts of employment, population and trips, activity
rates and household types are inputs. Detailed documentation of the model is
provided by Putman (1983, 1991, 1994), with useful summary descriptions also
available (Webster et al., 1988; Wegener, 1994; Southworth, 1995; Putman, 1996).
Notable features of ITLUP are as follows: 

● ITLUP (more specifically, DRAM and EMPAL) is the most widely used spatial
allocation framework in the USA today. A recent count indicates over a dozen
active US applications (Putman, 1997), although over 40 calibrations have been
performed across the USA and elsewhere.

● It contains a multinomial logit modal split sub-model, as well as a trip assign-
ment sub-model that can support various network assignment algorithms. Trip
generation and distribution are developed within DRAM, simultaneously with
household location. However, DRAM and EMPAL often are used separately
and have been linked in actual applications with other commercial travel
demand forecasting models (including EMME/2, TRANPLAN and UTPS).
Thus, considerable detailing of travel demand and travel costs can be provided
through exogenous links.

● Compared with other frameworks, it has relatively parsimonious data require-
ments. Southworth (1995) notes that an important advantage of DRAM/
EMPAL is its basis in generally available data (i.e. related to population, house-
holds and employment). However, it is also noted that this reflects a weakness
of the approach; namely, that the framework does not account for land market
clearing processes (or, it follows, other market clearing processes).

● A recent development is METROPILUS, which is aimed at improving linkages
with geographic information system (GIS) databases and in revising the frame-
work towards greater system modularity. It operates within an ArcView shell,
which supports linkages with an ArcView GIS database, and is Windows
compatible (Putman, 1997).

MEPLAN

The MEPLAN framework is contained in proprietary software developed by
Marcial Echenique and Partners Ltd in the UK, a private consulting firm. It draws
on 25 years of experience in practical integrated urban modelling, with work on
the software package itself beginning in 1985. It has been applied to over 25
regions throughout the world, including Sacramento, California and the Cross-
Cascades Corridor in the US. Detailed documentation can be found in various
sources (Echenique et al., 1969, 1990; Echenique and Williams, 1980; Echenique,
1985; Hunt and Echenique, 1993; Hunt and Simmonds, 1993; Hunt, 1994).

MEPLAN is an aggregate model: space is divided into zones, quantities of
households and economic activities (called ‘factors’ or ‘sectors’) are allocated to
these zones, and flows of interactions among these factors in different zones give
rise to flows of transport demand. The heart of the framework is a spatially disag-
gregated input–output matrix, or social accounting matrix, extended to include
variable technical coefficients, labour sectors and space sectors. All economic
activities, including households, are treated as producing and consuming activi-
ties, with consumption patterns expressed using technical coefficients. Spatial
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disaggregation is accomplished by having the further production arising to
satisfy consumption allocated among the spatial zones according to discrete
choice models reacting to the prices for such production. The resulting interac-
tions among zones gives rise to the demand for travel.

Temporal change is simulated by considering sequential points in time. Space
(both land and floor space) is ‘non-transportable’ and must be consumed in the
zone where it is produced. The supply of space in each zone is fixed at a given
point in time. The technical coefficients for the consumption of space are elastic
with respect to price, and prices for space that ensure demand equates with
supply in each zone are established endogenously as part of an equilibrium solu-
tion established for each point in time considered. Prices for the outputs of other
sectors are established endogenously running back along the chains of produc-
tion–consumption. Travel demands arising for a given point in time are allocated
to a multimodal network using logit functions representing mode and route
choice, taking account of congestion. Transport disutilities feed back into the next
time period, representing lags in response to transport conditions. Exogenous
demand, which is analogous to the ‘Lowry’ (1964) basic sector, provides the initial
impetus for economic activity. Changes in study-wide exogenous demand and in
the quantity of space in each zone from one time period to the next fuel economic
change, with these changes allocated among zones.

Modelo de Uso de Suelo de SAntiago (MUSSA)

MUSSA is an operational model of urban land and floor space markets developed
by Professor Francisco Martínez for Santiago, Chile. It is ‘fully connected’ with a
thorough four-stage model (known as ESTRAUS); together, the combined models
are referred to as 5-LUT, and provide equilibrated forecasts of land use and travel
demand for Santiago. The model has been used to examine various transportation
and/or land-use policies, usually involving transit as a central component of the
policy. Documentation of the model is provided by Martínez (1992a, b, 1996, 1997,
2000) and Martínez and Donoso (1995). Notable features of MUSSA include the
following: 

● Consistently based throughout on an extremely rigorous and compelling
application of microeconomic theory.

● Equilibrium model of building stock supply and demand. Demand for build-
ing stock (whether by households or firms) is based on their willingness to pay
(WP). Buyers attempt to maximize their surplus (WP less price actually paid),
while sellers attempt to maximize the price paid. Building stock is supplied by
developers so as to maximize profits, given the apparent demand. Building
stock prices are endogenously determined within the equilibration process.

● Solves for a static equilibrium in the forecast year by adjusting the amount of
building stock supplied, a supply response, and consumers’ expectation levels
(expected utility to be obtained from their housing), a demand response, until
demand and supply balance. The model end state is path independent and
does not require solution for intermediate year results, although such interme-
diate results can also be generated.

● Uses traffic analysis zones as its spatial unit of analysis, thereby providing a
relatively fine level of spatial disaggregation. In addition, extensions to more
micro-levels of spatial analysis are being investigated (Martínez, 1997).

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
B
y
:
 
[
S
w
e
t
s
 
C
o
n
t
e
n
t
 
D
i
s
t
r
i
b
u
t
i
o
n
]
 
A
t
:
 
1
4
:
0
7
 
2
7
 
M
a
r
c
h
 
2
0
1
0



334 J. D. Hunt et al.

● Highly disaggregated relative to most other currently operational models. The
Santiago implementation has 65 household types and could be run using a
large weighted sample of observed households (and their associated detailed
attributes) in essentially a ‘static microsimulation’ format.

● Extensions are being investigated to incorporate zone-level environmental
impact (emissions) calculations into the modelling system (O’Ryan et al., 1996).

NYMTC-LUM

The NYMTC-LUM framework has been developed by Professor Alex Anas on
behalf of New York Metropolitan Transit Commission (MTC), New York, USA
(Anas, 1998). It is a simplified version of METROPOLIS, and the most recent of a
series of land use and housing market models developed by Anas over the last
two decades (Anas, 1982, 1992, 1994, 1995; Anas and Arnott, 1993, 1994; Anas and
Brown, 1985). Notable features of NYMTC-LUM include the following: 

● Consistently based throughout on microeconomic theory.
● Simultaneously models the interactions between residential housing, commer-

cial floor space, labour and non-work travel markets, with explicit representa-
tions of demand and supply processes in each case.

● Housing prices, floor space rents and workers’ wages are all endogenously
determined within the model and are used to mediate between demand and
supply processes within their relevant markets.

● Solves for a static equilibrium in the forecast year by finding the prices and
wages that cause demand and supply in the markets being modelled to
balance. The model end state is path independent and does not require solu-
tion for intermediate year results.

● Uses traffic analysis zones as its spatial unit of analysis (up to 3500 zones in the
New York application), thereby providing a very fine level of spatial disaggre-
gation relative to many other current models.

● In its current state of implementation, the model does not contain much disag-
gregation of its main behavioural units (households, employment, buildings).

● In its current implementation, the land-use component is not integrated with a
travel demand model. Rather, it is ‘connected’ to the existing MTC travel demand
model in terms of receiving as inputs model utilities from the MTC mode choice
model. This is similar to the case for DRAM/EMPAL, MUSSA and UrbanSim.

Features of the model that facilitate its application by a transit property include:
use of small traffic zones as the spatial unit of analysis; access to detailed transit
network representations and mode choice models in the MTC travel demand
model; and the microeconomic structure of the model that permits a range of
economic evaluation measures to be computed (property values, consumers’
surplus, producers’ surplus, etc.). Earlier models have similarly been applied to
the evaluation of the impacts of the proposed South Corridor rapid transit line in
Chicago, Illinois (Anas and Duann, 1986), and the assessing the impacts of a range
of road and transit service changes in New York (using NYSIM) (Anas, 1998).

TRANUS

The TRANUS package is proprietary software developed by Modelistica in
Venezuela, a private firm run by Dr Tomas de la Barra. It draws on much the
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same modelling experience as MEPLAN, with the elements of the package first
coming together in the early 1980s. A key feature of TRANUS is the use of a
somewhat more restricted set of functional forms and modelling options within
the framework allowing a more set approach to model development relative to
MEPLAN. It has been applied to a number of regions in Central and South
America, and in Europe. TRANUS models of the Sacramento and Baltimore,
Maryland, USA, regions and Oregon have been completed or are under devel-
opment. For detailed documentation, see De la Barra (1982, 1989), De la Barra
et al. (1984) and Modelistica (1995).

UrbanSim

UrbanSim is an operational model of urban land and floor space markets devel-
oped by Professor Paul Waddell for Hawaii, Oregon and Utah, USA. A prototype
has been completed in Eugene-Springfield, Oregon. The model is designed to
work in conjunction with a traditional four-stage model in Eugene-Springfield,
and is being connected to a new activity-based travel model in Honolulu, Hawaii.
Although the initial development of the model was undertaken through the
consulting firm of Urban Analytics, further development and support of the
model is being done at the University of Washington. The model and software
has been placed in the public domain by the Oregon Department of Transporta-
tion, and the University of Washington will support its release and dissemination
through the Internet as part of an NCHRP Project 8-32(3), ‘Integration of Land-
use Planning and Multimodal Transportation Planning’. For documentation of
the model, see Waddell (1998a–c) and Waddell et al. (1998). Access to documenta-
tion and to the model is available at www.urbansim.org.

Notable features of UrbanSim include the following: 

● Uses a ‘WP’ framework similar in concept to that used in MUSSA, but differing
in significant aspects such as in not assuming equilibrium.

● Disequilibrium model of building stock supply and demand with annual time
increments. Demand for building stock (whether by households or firms) is
based on their WP, or bid (observed prices paid rather than hypothetical WP,
which is difficult to observe). Buyers attempt to maximize their surplus (WP less
price paid), while sellers attempt to maximize the price paid. Building stock is
supplied by developers so as to maximize profits, given the apparent demand.
Building stock prices are determined within the market clearing process, which
occurs at the submarket level of the traffic analysis zone and property type.

● Model operates as a dynamic disequilibrium in each year, with the supply
component developing and redeveloping individual land parcels on the basis
of expected profits (expected revenue less costs). Expected revenue is based on
prices lagged by one year, and new construction choices are not assumed to be
available for occupancy until the subsequent year. Demand is based on lagged
prices and current supply, and prices are adjusted based on the balance of
demand and supply in each submarket in each year. The model end state is
path dependent and requires a solution for each intermediate year.

● Demand side of the model uses traffic analysis zones as its spatial unit of anal-
ysis (271 zones in the Eugene-Springfield application, 761 in Honolulu, over
1000 in Salt Lake City, Utah), thereby providing a very fine level of spatial
disaggregation relative to many other current models. On the supply side, the
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model uses the individual land parcel as the unit of land development and
redevelopment, making this the only model to date to use the parcel as the
fundamental unit of analysis.

● Model is highly disaggregated relative to most other currently operational
models. The Eugene-Springfield implementation has 111 household types and
could be run using a large weighted sample of observed households (and their
associated detailed attributes) in essentially a static microsimulation format.

● Model is based on the analysis of policy scenarios that include comprehensive
land-use plans, growth management regulations such as urban growth bound-
aries, minimum and maximum densities, mixed-use development, redevelop-
ment, environmental restrictions on development, and development pricing
policies, as well as the range of transportation infrastructure and pricing poli-
cies handled by the linked travel demand models.

Detailed Considerations

In this section, the six selected models are compared in terms of their representa-
tion of the following: 

● Physical system being modelled (time, space, building stock, transport
system).

● Decision-makers (actors/agents) whose actions/choices determine the evolu-
tion of this physical system over time.

● Decision processes used by these actors.

To streamline what might otherwise be a very extended discussion, a series of
tables is used to summarize the attributes of each model. These contain a consid-
erable amount of information, much of which is not explicitly discussed in the
main body of the paper.

Table 1 presents some very general facts about the operational history and
availability of each of the six frameworks as packages for implementation. The
extent of operational experience varies dramatically. The packages run on a vari-
ety of platforms, although most are now typically PC based. Most are supported
by (at best) a small consulting group, which typically depends heavily on the
model developer. One exception is MEPLAN, which is supported by a fair-sized
consulting firm.

Table 2 summarizes how the six frameworks deal with the primary physical
entities within urban areas: time, land and developed space (buildings). In this
and subsequent tables, MEPLAN and TRANUS are grouped together due to their
common conceptual structures (with differences between the two models indi-
cated where necessary).

Five of the six are static equilibrium models, which either jump directly to the
end-year equilibrium state or are moved from one equilibrium point to the next in
typically 5-year steps. The exception is UrbanSim, which operates on a 1-year step
and which does not assume equilibrium. While equilibrium is a powerful and
convenient concept for modelling complex systems (since it provides the criteria
needed to solve for a future year system state), the assumption that urban areas
are in a state of equilibrium at any point in time is a very strong one. It is more
likely that urban systems are in a constant state of inertial adaptation, with actors’
decisions being based on both past system states/performance and anticipated
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future conditions. Thus, the UrbanSim approach of dynamically evolving the
urban system over a series of finer time steps in an incremental, adaptive process
possesses considerable intuitive appeal. Relatively little experience exits,
however, in integrated urban modelling (and, indeed, within all of transport
modelling) with disequilibrium-based, dynamic modelling, and more experimen-
tation with models of this sort would appear to be warranted.

All six frameworks are zone based, with the three older models (ITLUP,
MEPLAN, TRANUS) typically being implemented using a very coarse zone
system (e.g. 50–100 zones for very large urban areas). MUSSA and NYMTC-LUM,
on the other hand, operate at the traffic zone level. UrbanSim uses two levels of
spatial detail: the traffic zone level for travel demand calculations, and the indi-
vidual parcel for land supply and demand calculations. The developers of
MUSSA are also experimenting with more micro-scale analysis capabilities, but
these are not operational at the time of writing.

The issue of spatial/demographic aggregation is, of course, important since it
affects: the extent of aggregation bias within the models (in the face of consider-
able heterogeneity within the actors being modelled); the ability of the model to
represent road and transit systems and their usage adequately (very large zones
do not provide an adequate basis for modelling transit system performance and
patronage); data requirements (greater disaggregation obviously implies
increased data needs); and computational effort (more, smaller zones require
greater computational resources to store and process the system state). In four of
the six models, the choice of spatial/demographic aggregation level generally
reflects design tradeoffs among these four issues. In the case of MEPLAN/
TRANUS, however, the spatially disaggregated input–output matrix tends to
impose limitations on the level of disaggregation which can be operationally
achieved, since the technical coefficients in the spatial input–output model
become unrepresentative/unreliable at the small zone level.

Five of the six models explicitly represent developed space in one way or
another. The exception is ITLUP, in which households consume land directly,
with no explicit representation of the built environment being maintained. In the
other models, developed space is represented through some combination of
‘units’ (i.e. housing units are used in MUSSA, NYMTC-LUM and UrbanSim) and
floor space (non-residential developed space is represented by floor space in all
five models, while MEPLAN/TRANUS also use floor space to describe residen-
tial housing as well).

Table 3 considers the representation of the transportation system. All six
frameworks use some form of multimodal transportation network model.
MEPLAN and TRANUS have built-in network modelling capabilities; MUSSA,
NYMTC-LUM and UrbanSim are ‘connected’ to stand-alone four-stage model-
ling systems; and ITLUP can function either way. In addition, at the time of
writing, UrbanSim is being developed to run with an activity-based travel model
in Honolulu.

In all cases, information passed from the network model to the land-use
component takes the form of various composite utility values derived from
random utility theory. These values are so-called ‘log-sum’ or ‘inclusive value’
terms taken from the logit models used in the travel demand model. MEPLAN/
TRANUS are more ‘integrated’ than the others in that composite utilities derived
from mode choice models are input to the land-use model, and the land-use
model simulates the spatial economic flows that are used to determine trip
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origin–destination tables. ITLUP also shares this feature, if run in ‘fully inte-
grated’ a fashion (although in most implementations, the DRAM/EMPAL
components are only used, ‘connected’ to a stand-alone four-stage travel model in
a fashion similar to the other models). The others (MUSSA, NYMTC-LUM,
UrbanSim) use the composite utilities derived from destination choice models,
either explicitly or implicitly, as inputs to the land-use model, and simulate trip
origin–destination tables within the transportation model. In general, the ability
of the integrated model system to analyse transportation policy impacts (on travel
or land use) depends on the quality and capabilities of the four-stage travel
demand model being used, rather than on the integrated modelling system per se.

As indicated above, a ‘fully integrated’ model is one in which the origin–desti-
nation trip linkages are determined within the land-use/spatial economic side of
the modelling system. Thus, for example, in TRANUS, place of residence–place of
work linkages are explicitly determined within the housing market model (i.e.
households are allocated to residential locations conditional upon their known
place of work). As a result, no work trip distribution model exists on the transport
side of the modelling system, which only has to deal with work trip generation,
mode choice and route assignment. In a ‘connected’ model, on the other hand
(e.g. MUSSA), households are allocated to residential locations based on (among
other factors) inclusive value-type employment accessibility terms, but the actual
place of work for a given household is not determined until a trip distribution
model is run within the transport side of the system.

Both approaches possess strengths and weaknesses. The fully integrated
approach possesses a certain amount of theoretical rigour/elegance. It also
ensures internal consistency between the land-use and transport components of
the modelling system. At the same time, the ‘connected’ approach is very practi-
cal, in that it means that an urban area can develop a land-use modelling compo-
nent that can be ‘bolted onto’ an existing travel demand model for the region. In
addition, the connected approach is not without its behavioural rationale. It
implies that residential location processes are relatively long run in nature and
depend upon a variety of factors, accessibility to work being only one. While the
fully integrated approach does not contradict this observation, it might be argued
that the connected approach facilitates more flexible approaches to modelling
residential location choices, perhaps among others.

All six frameworks can include transit explicitly, although the large-area zones
typically used in the older models (ITLUP, MEPLAN, TRANUS) clearly limit the
sensitivity of these models to transit system impacts; also, the internal travel
demand model with ITLUP does not include a transit assignment capability.
MEPLAN and TRANUS are the only frameworks that explicitly model goods
movements. Other modes (such as high-occupancy vehicle/car-pooling and
paratransit) typically are not represented; although, again, this is primarily a
function of the travel demand model used in a particular application.

Table 4 addresses treatment of the four types of actors of interest within an inte-
grated urban model: persons, households, private establishments (firms) and
public authorities. Private establishments are further subdivided into general,
developers and carriers, with the latter two categories being explicitly identified
due to the special roles that they play within the land-use–transport interaction.

None of the frameworks deals explicitly with individual persons, except to the
extent that individual trips are eventually generated on the transportation
networks: all six of the models are household based. An explicit representation of
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persons (in addition to households), however, would appear to be advantageous,
since many processes of interest within the urban system (in addition to travel)
are inherently person based (birth, death, labour force participation, etc.).

All six models treat public authorities as essentially exogenous generators of
public policy inputs to the model—transportation network changes, zoning
changes, etc. The partial exceptions are MEPLAN/TRANUS, which generally
have ‘Government’ as an explicit category in the input/output production
process and, hence, an endogenous supplier/demander of goods, services and
travel.

With respect to private establishments, most frameworks deal directly with the
location of employment, not firms. The exceptions are MUSSA and UrbanSim,
both of which explicitly model firms. All have some form of explicit representa-
tion of the building supply/development process, with the exception of ITLUP,
which has no supply-side representation. Carriers are not explicitly represented
in any of the models, except for MEPLAN and TRANUS, in which carrier cost
functions are explicit components of the production functions being modelled.

Table 5 summarizes the treatment of various markets of potential interest
within the land-use–transport system. Points to note concerning these markets
include the following: 

● Housing market. All frameworks include explicit representation of housing
demand–supply interactions with price signals, except ITLUP. ITLUP models
the demand side only, without endogenous prices.

● Commercial floor space market. In general, the frameworks treat the demand–
supply of commercial floor space similarly to housing, making due allowances
for differences in the two types of space. Again, ITLUP is the only framework
without explicit supply–price components.

● Goods and services market. MEPLAN and TRANUS are the only frameworks
that explicitly consider the production and consumption of goods and services.
MUSSA obtains activity totals by sector from an external input–output model,
while UrbanSim somewhat similarly accepts exogenous inputs concerning
business growth and decline.

● Job market. In MUSSA and UrbanSim, worker–job linkages are determined by
the travel demand work trip distribution model. Labour markets are explicitly
modelled in MEPLAN, TRANUS and NYMTC-LUM. The labour market is
implicit in the ITLUP procedure. In ITLUP, MEPLAN and TRANUS, very little
distinction actually exists between the labour and housing markets (i.e. work-
ers are allocated from known employment locations to residences in essentially
a joint labour–housing market model).

● Personal transportation market. In MEPLAN and TRANUS, work, personal
business and other types of travel arise out of the spatial production–consump-
tion process. In ITLUP, three trip purposes (home-to-work; home-to-shopping;
work-to-shopping) are generated and distributed simultaneously with the
spatial allocation of households, i.e. all within the household allocation model
(DRAM). All other models use a conventional four-stage travel demand model.

● Goods movement market. MEPLAN and TRANUS are the only frameworks
with explicit goods movement representation.

● Transportation infrastructure market. All frameworks treat the supply of trans-
portation infrastructure and services as exogenous inputs. Demands for infra-
structure and services are implicit in the travel demand models.
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● Car market. The car market is treated exogenously and implicitly in all frame-
works. However, indirect mechanisms could be used to account, at least
partially or approximately, for car ownership. For example, households could
be categorized by car ownership level (with exogenous definitions of total
households by category), or the travel demand model could have an endoge-
nous car ownership sub-model (in principle, usually not currently in practice).

One other noteworthy difference between the models concerns the mechanism
used to determine prices within a given market (in particular, the housing
market). In MEPLAN, TRANUS and NYMTC-LUM, prices within a given (sub-)
market are adjusted so that short-run supply and demand balance within a given
time step are using a classical Walrasian equilibrium structure. UrbanSim uses
hedonic price functions to determine prices at each time step. MUSSA, on the
other hand, employs a ‘bid choice’ approach in which consumers bid for housing
in an attempt to maximize their consumer surplus, while suppliers accept bids in
an attempt to maximize profits. In this last, conceptually very attractive approach,
prices in each time step depend only on the outcome of this competitive, multi-
agent game, and not on an explicit balancing of supply and demand (Martínez,
1992b, 1997). Housing supply then changes as a longer-run, lagged response to
housing prices in the previous time period (a similar lagged supply response
occurs within UrbanSim).

Table 6 provides additional detail concerning these market processes in terms
of the allocation processes used to determine the spatial distributions of demand

Table 5c. Motivational framework (Part III)

Transportation infrastructure 
market Car (vehicle) market

ITLUP Exogenous supply, from public 
authorities (or other providers of 
transportation infrastructure)

Demand is implicit in the travel 
demand-forecasting models

Not considered explicitly in ITLUP, although 
could be reflected in DRAM trip-generation 
rates, modal split model and vehicle 
occupancy rates. However, an exogenous 
travel demand model (if used) could include 
an explicit car ownership choice sub-model

MEPLAN

TRANUS

Exogenous supply

Demand is implicit in the travel 
demand-forecasting models

Can have categorization of households by car 
ownership level, with exogenous transition 
among categories

MUSSA Exogenous supply

Demand is implicit in ESTRAUS

Implicit in the demographic inputs, which 
include forecasts of households by car 
ownership level

NYMTC-LUM Exogenous supply

Demand is implicit in the travel 
demand-forecasting models

Exogenous travel demand model could 
include car ownership choice sub-model

UrbanSim Exogenous supply

Demand is implicit in the travel 
demand-forecasting models

Can have categorization of households by car 
ownership level, with exogenous transition 
among categories or could have an car choice 
sub-model in the travel demand model
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and supply in each market. Demand functions are generally logit or nested logit
models. Supply functions vary in nature, but generally are based on some concept
of profit maximization. All models except UrbanSim solve for some form of equi-
librium in each time step. Of these equilibrium-based frameworks, all except
ITLUP use some form of endogenous price mechanism to equilibrate supply and
demand.

Note that across all integrated models (both the ones reviewed here and
others), housing/floor space supply models are probably the least well developed
of any component of the entire modelling system. Many reasons for this exist,
including the following: 

● A lack of good data, which has limited the quality of the analysis/modelling
that could be achieved.

● Complexity of the supply process and, hence, the difficulty of developing
strong theoretical insights into the process.

● Relatively few decision-makers involved in the building stock supply process,
which makes developing statistically reliable models difficult.

This last point is of particular importance. Relative to most processes of interest
(which typically involve thousands, if not millions, of individual decision-making
units, e.g. persons, households, businesses), the development industry in even a
large urban area may well consist of only a few hundred serious actors, of which
perhaps a few dozen (or less) are the dominant players in the industry. Under
such conditions, developing general models of building stock supply can be prob-
lematic, given the larger role that idiosyncratic factors may play in the observed
outcomes. This problem is further compounded by the very long-run nature of
the development process (which often stretches out over decades for large
projects) and its very open-ended nature (a large developer may be considering
projects in several urban areas, not just the one being modelled).

Table 6 also discusses the treatment of demographic processes. In general, none
of the frameworks handles demographic processes endogenously, although
UrbanSim appears to be moving in this direction. Demographics tend to enter in
terms of the nature and extent of household categorization, with control totals by
household category generally being exogenously determined. MUSSA and
UrbanSim are particularly noteworthy in this regard, since they support a very
high level of household disaggregation, in the limit including use of a weighted
observed sample of actual households in a virtual microsimulation framework.
Demographics play a major role in determining housing demand, labour supply,
travel demand, etc., and so an enhanced treatment of demographics within inte-
grated urban models would be welcome. In particular, the inability of many plan-
ning agencies to generate detailed forecasts of future year demographics often
limits their ability fully to exploit the capabilities of currently available disaggre-
gate travel models. If integrated urban models were available that could generate
credible future year demographic forecasts, this could provide a significantly
improved capability for generating estimates of travel demand.

Table 7 summarizes the abilities to respond to the typical range of policies that
might be of interest within an urban area. For each policy, a tick (✓ ) indicates that
the policy can (at least in principle) be represented and tested explicitly, whereas
a cross (✗ ) indicates that the structure/specification of the framework precludes
testing the given policy. A star (✶ ) indicates that the policy can be ‘implicitly’
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addressed (either through a proxy variable or through straightforward extensions
to the current modelling system). Finally, a diamond (♦ ) indicates that the only
way in which the framework can be made to respond to a given policy is through
user-defined, exogenous changes to model parameters.

Integrated urban models, in general, are intended to analyse policies relating to
land use, transport or other policies that might have significant impacts on either
land use or transport. Table 7 is divided into three sections, each corresponding to
these broad policy types. At the same time, regardless of type, policies can also be
categorized by the mechanism employed, namely pricing, infrastructure and
services (which involves both the supply of new infrastructure/services and the
operation of existing facilities), regulatory and education/marketing. These
generic policy categories define the rows of Table 7, with representative (but not
necessarily exhaustive) examples of specific policies being shown for each cate-
gory and type of policy.

In general, models developed using the frameworks reviewed here can
respond to a fair range of pricing and infrastructure/service-related policies. This
is not surprising given that these represent the traditional types of policies moti-
vating model development over the years. There are three important caveats to
this general observation. First, because ITLUP does not model land-use demand–
supply interactions explicitly, relative to the other models it is limited in its ability
to address land-use pricing and infrastructure policies. Second, while ITLUP,
MEPLAN and TRANUS are all shown as being able to address transit infrastruc-
ture and service policies, the large zone system typically used in these models
limits the sensitivity that these models can have with respect to transit. Third, the
extent to which a given model is sensitive to transportation policies depends criti-
cally on the specific travel demand model being used: and the full set of ticks
shown in Table 7b is appropriate only if a best-practice travel demand model is
used.

All the frameworks are much less able to address regulatory policies, especially
with respect to transportation. TDM and ITS impacts are generally not well
addressed. These limitations primarily reflect well-known weaknesses in the
four-stage travel demand modelling system, upon which these integrated models
heavily rely, rather than any fundamental problem with land-use models per se.
Thus, as operational travel demand models continue to improve (through the
efforts of TMIP and other research and development initiatives), such integrated
models can be expected to directly benefit as well.

Land-use regulation (zoning, urban growth boundaries, etc.) represents a
particularly important type of policy to be analysed by integrated urban models.
All six models can, in principle, deal with land-use regulation through the exoge-
nous imposition of constraints on development of certain types in given zones. As
noted above, ITLUP is less suited to analysing this type of policy than the others.
This is because different types/levels of regulatory constraints on land develop-
ment might have different impacts on prices (e.g. it is often argued that an urban
growth boundary might inflate housing prices compared with the no-boundary
case), and hence alter supply–demand outcomes within the urban area—some-
thing ITLUP will not be able to address due to its lack of an explicit supply side
and price determination process.

Not surprisingly, all the frameworks can reflect education/marketing policies
aimed at changing people’s values/attitudes only through exogenous changes in
the model parameter values, where these parameters are intended to capture
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decision-makers’ tastes and preferences. All models are calibrated against
observed, historical data. Given this, at best, they capture the behavioural prefer-
ences manifested in the historical data. To use these models in a forecasting mode,
it must be assumed that these behavioural preferences will also hold in the future.
While the increasing availability of time-series data (both panel and repeated
cross-sections) is beginning to provide the opportunity to study the evolution of
tastes and preferences over time, such research is a long way from providing
operational models of parameter formation and evolution.

Finally, Table 8 summarizes much of the previous discussion in terms of the
operational characteristics of the frameworks. Some key points to note are as
follows: 

● Historically, operational urban land-use–transport models have tended to be
quite aggregate spatially. The current trend among newer models is towards a
finer spatial scale, typically the traffic zone level. UrbanSim is the most disag-
gregate of the frameworks reviewed, modelling land development at the
parcel level and travel demand at the traffic zone level.

● Most frameworks are based on strong equilibrium assumptions. UrbanSim is a
noteworthy exception to this rule.

● Most applications of the frameworks are still very aggregate temporally, using
up to 5-year time steps. Again, UrbanSim is the exception to this rule in that a
1-year time step has been used in applications.

● Data requirements and implementation effort obviously vary, depending on
model complexity. But the development of any integrated urban land-use–
transport model requires significant investment in time and money.

● Significant on-going technical support is required to operate models developed
using these frameworks.

The bottom line for all integrated models is the extent to which they assist in the
evaluation of alternative urban policies. To do this, they must generate useful and
credible measures of system benefits and costs. As indicated in Table 8, all
systems reviewed provide considerable capability in this regard. The random
utility framework that underlies most of the model components is a major help in
this regard in that it readily permits the calculation of consumer surplus terms. In
addition, real estate prices (in all but ITLUP), land consumed by land-use type,
travel times and costs, roadway congestion levels, transit patronage, etc. are all
‘standard’ outputs from these models and provide useful measures of the effec-
tiveness for policy/project evaluation purposes. None of the models reviewed
explicitly computes atmospheric emissions, but, as with conventional travel
demand models, the travel outputs from an integrated model can be used to
provide inputs to a suitable vehicle emissions model. As also shown in Table 8,
the packages in general have, or are rapidly developing, graphical, GIS-based
user interfaces for the convenient retrieval, display and analysis of model results
(as well as input data preparation).

Summary of the State of Practice

Miller et al. (1998) present an extended discussion of integrated urban modelling
needs and design criteria. Emerging from this discussion is one vision for an
‘ideal’, ‘ultimate’ or ‘fully evolved’ modelling system. This conceptual modelling
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system is based on the set of axioms shown in Table 9 that the authors argue are
model properties towards which any integrated urban model should aspire. In
advancing these axioms as the basis for an ultimate model design, the authors are
not arguing that one model fits all, or insisting that all modelling efforts must
conform to this particular vision to be useful or acceptable. Indeed, Miller et al.
explicitly argue that many models (which differ in spatial and temporal detail,
modelling complexity, etc.) are required to address planning issues across the
wide range of urban areas that exist worldwide, and that different urban areas
can and should follow different development paths in improving their integrated
modelling capabilities, many of which may/should not end with this ultimate
model. In particular, these axioms imply a strong preference for a microsimula-
tion approach to modelling urban systems, which, while many researchers argue
appears to be an attractive approach to the problem, is not necessarily the only
expansion path for model development.2

Nevertheless, to provide some form of benchmark against which the current
state of operational models might be compared, it is felt that this ultimate model
provides a useful point of comparison. Table 10 attempts this comparison by
summarizing the general state of integrated urban modelling practice (as defined
by this review) with what might be viewed as an ultimate model with respect to
the modelling axioms of Table 9.

In Table 10, the ultimate in each aspect of model design is printed in italics,
followed by a summary of current practice in normal type. This format allows
current operational practice to be compared with an ideal, towards which the
discipline might reasonably be striving as it advances in understanding and
improvements in computing power become available. The exact nature of this
ideal is, of course, open for further consideration. Again, the point here is merely

Table 9. Integrated urban systems: modelling axioms

1. In referring to the urban system, the focus is on those elements that influence and/or interact with 
the transportation system. Notwithstanding, the model should be extensible as appropriate

2. Urban system consists of physical elements, actors and processes. The modelling representation of 
this urban system must contain all three of these

3. Transportation system is inherently multimodal and involves the flows of both people and goods
4. Markets represent the basic organizing principle for most interactions of interest within the urban 

area, providing price and time signals to producers (suppliers) and consumers (demanders) of 
housing, transportation services, etc.

5. Flows of people, goods, information and money through time and space arise as a derived 
demand from market interactions that are distributed in time and space

6. Urban areas are open, dissipative systems subject to external forces. As such, they never achieve a 
state of equilibrium

7. Future is path dependent. To generate a forecast year end state, the model must explicitly evolve 
the system state over time

8. Model must address both short- (activity/travel) and long-run (land development, transportation 
infrastructure, etc.) processes. There must be feedback/interaction between both processes

9. Some factors and processes are clearly exogenous to the urban system per se. Others may be 
treated as exogenous as a modelling strategy

10. Some activities within the urban area are ‘basic’ in the sense that they arise in response to external 
demand

11. Ideal model should be conceptualized at a very fine level of representation (i.e. analytical units) so 
as to maximize ‘behavioural fidelity’ in the representation of actors and processes, recognizing 
that any practical implementation probably will occur at higher levels of aggregation
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to characterize current operational practice against some ultimate in order to
develop a further appreciation of this current practice.

In assessing Table 10, as well as its predecessors, it must be recognized that an
attempt has been made to characterize the attributes and performances of models
based on the frameworks as they are typically implemented in practice. Any
specific application may either exceed or fall short of what has been depicted
here. Further, it has not been the objective of this review to pick ‘winners’ and
‘losers’; nor has it been the objective to appear to criticize what has been done
previously by comparing it against an ultimate (that is perhaps still unattainable).
Rather, the objective has been to achieve an assessment of current modelling prac-
tice that is as objective as possible. It is felt that the general state of practice is of
much more direct interest than the strengths/weaknesses of any particular
model. In any case, it would appear that the vast bulk of previous work on and
using these frameworks has been exemplary: progressive, fit to purpose and more
than appropriate under the circumstances.

Summarizing even further from Table 10, as well as from the discussion in the
previous section, several key points emerge, including the following: 

● All currently operational frameworks fall short of the ultimate by varying
degrees. Areas of significant shortfall in most models include: 
● excessive spatial aggregation;
● excessive reliance on static equilibrium assumptions (with associated

assumptions of large time steps and lack of path dependencies);
● overly aggregate representations of households and firms, as well as a lack

of representation of individuals as decision-making units separable from
their households;

● lack of endogenous demographic processes;
● lack of endogenous car ownership processes; and
● reliance on four-stage travel demand modelling methods.

● At the same time, current frameworks individually and collectively display
many strengths and generally provide a solid basis for further evolutionary
improvements. Strengths include: 
● generally strong microeconomic formulations of land and housing/floor

space market processes;
● coherent frameworks for dealing with land-use–transport interactions;
● multimodal transportation network analysis capabilities; and
● experience with developing and using large-scale urban land-use–transport

models.
● Despite the scope for significant evolutionary development among existing

frameworks, a new generation of integrated urban land-use–transport-model-
ling frameworks will need to be developed in order to realize the ideal. While
newer models such as MUSSA and UrbanSim point the way to more disaggre-
gate and/or more dynamic models, much research and development must be
undertaken to realize models based on the ideal framework. This will include
development of and experimentation with model structures that are explicitly
designed to operate in a more disaggregate, dynamic, non-equilibrium frame-
work.

It is arguable that integrated urban modelling has not progressed as far over the
past decades as one might expect, given the potential importance of these models
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for urban policy analysis (Timmermans, 2003). Many possible reasons for this
exist (Miller et al., 1998; Timmermans, 2003). Interest in integrated urban model-
ling, however, appears to be on the rise in recent years, and next-generation
modelling efforts such as ILUTE in Canada (Salvini and Miller, 2003;
www.ilute.com), ILUMASS in Germany (Moeckel et al., 2003), the TLUMIP work
in Oregon, USA (http://www.odot.state.or.us/tddtpau/modeling.html),
RAMBLAS in the Netherlands (Veldhuisen et al., 2000), as well as continuing
evolution of existing models such as UrbanSim (Waddell, 2002; www.urban-
sim.org) and MUSSA (Martínez and Donoso, 2001; www.mussa.cl), hold signifi-
cant promise for future developments in this regard.

Acknowledgements

The review was developed as work done for TCRP Project H-12 (Kriger et al.,
1998). A previous version of the paper was the basis for a presentation at the
Transportation Research Board Conference in January 1999.

Notes

1. The names of these frameworks and the software packages embodying them may be asserted by
others to be proprietary terms or trade marks. The use of these names here does not imply that
they have acquired for legal purposes any non-proprietary or general significance, nor is any other
judgement implied concerning their legal status.

2. A detailed discussion of the relative merits of microsimulation models relative to other modelling
approaches is well beyond the scope of this paper. Miller (2003), among others, presents an in-
depth discussion of the method and its strengths and weaknesses.

References

Anas, A. (1982) Residential Location Models and Urban Transportation: Economic Theory, Econometrics, and
Policy Analysis with Discrete Choice Models (New York: Academic Press).

Anas, A. (1992) NYSIM (The New York Simulation Model): A Model of Cost–Benefit Analysis of Transporta-
tion Projects (New York: Regional Planning Association).

Anas, A. (1994) METROSIM: A Unified Economic Model of Transportation and Land Use (Williamsville,
NY: Alex Anas & Associates).

Anas, A. (1995) Capitalization of urban travel improvements into residential and commercial real
estate: simulations with a unified model of housing, travel mode and shopping choices, Journal of
Regional Science, 35(3), pp. 351–375.

Anas, A. (1998) NYMTC Transportation Models and Data Initiative, The NYMTC Land Use Model
(Williamsville, NY: Alex Anas & Associates).

Anas, A. and Arnott, R. J. (1993) Development and testing of the Chicago Prototype Housing Market
Model, Journal of Housing Research, 4(1), pp. 73–129.

Anas, A. and Arnott, R. J. (1994) The Chicago Prototype Housing Market Model with tenure choice
and its policy applications, Journal of Housing Research, 5(1), pp. 23–90.

Anas, A. and Brown, L. S. (1985) Dynamic forecasting of travel demand, residential location and land
development, Papers and Proceedings of the Regional Science Association, 56, pp. 37–58.

Anas, A. and Duann, L. S. (1986) Dynamic forecasting of travel demand, residence location, and land
development: policy simulations with the Chicago Area Transportation/Land Use Analysis System,
in: B. G. Hutchinson and M. Batty (Eds) Advances in Urban Systems Modelling, pp. 299–322 (Amsterdam:
North-Holland).

Anderstig, C. and Mattsson, L.-G. (1991) An integrated model of residential and employment location
in a metropolitan region, Papers in Regional Science, 70(2), pp. 167–184.

Brotchie, J. F., Dickey, J. W. and Sharpe, R. (1980) TOPAZ: General Planning Technique and Its Applications
at the Regional, Urban and Facility Planning Levels (Berlin: Springer).

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
B
y
:
 
[
S
w
e
t
s
 
C
o
n
t
e
n
t
 
D
i
s
t
r
i
b
u
t
i
o
n
]
 
A
t
:
 
1
4
:
0
7
 
2
7
 
M
a
r
c
h
 
2
0
1
0



374 J. D. Hunt et al.

Caindec, E. K. and Prastacos, P. (1995) A Description of POLIS. The Projective Optimization Land Use
Information System. Working Paper 95/1 (Oakland, CA: Association of Bay Area Governments).

De la Barra, T. (1982) Modelling regional energy use: a land use, transport and energy evaluation
model, Environment and Planning, 9B, pp. 429–443.

De la Barra, T. (1989) Integrated Land Use and Transport Modelling (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press).

De la Barra, T., Perez, B. and Vera, N. (1984) TRANUS-J: putting large models into small computers,
Environment and Planning, 11B, pp. 87–101.

Dickey, J. W. and Leiner, C. (1983) Use of TOPAZ for transportation–land use planning in a suburban
county, Transportation Research Record, 931, pp. 20–26.

Echenique, M. H. (1985) The use of integrated land use and transport models: the cases of Sao Paulo,
Brazil and Bilbao, Spain, in: M. Florian (Ed.) The Practice of Transportation Planning, pp. 263–286 (The
Hague: Elsevier).

Echenique, M. H. and Williams, I. N. (1980) Developing theoretically based urban models for practical
planning studies, Sistemi Urbani, 3, pp. 13–23.

Echenique, M. H., Crowther, D. and Lindsay, W. (1969) A spatial model for urban stock and activity,
Regional Studies, 3, pp. 281–312.

Echenique, M. H., Flowerdew, A. D. J., Hunt, J. D., Mayo, T. R., Simmonds D. C. and Skidmore, I. J.
(1990) The MEPLAN Models of Bilbao, Leeds and Dortmund, Transport Reviews, 10, pp. 309–322.

Eliasson, J. and Mattsson L.-G. (1997) TILT—a model for integrated analysis of household location and
travel choices, paper presented at the 8th Conference of the International Association of Travel
Behaviour Research, Austin, TX, USA, September 1997.

Gu, Q., Haines, A. and Young, W. (1992) The Development of a Land-Use/Transport Interaction Model;
Report 2 (Melbourne: Monash University).

Hunt J. D. (1994) Calibrating the Naples land use and transport model, Environment and Planning, 21B,
pp. 569–590.

Hunt J. D. and Echenique, M. H. (1993) Experiences in the application of the MEPLAN framework for
land use and transport interaction modelling, in: Proceedings of the 4th National Conference on the
Application of Transportation Planning Methods, Daytona Beach, FL, USA, May, pp. 723–754.

Hunt, J. D. and Simmonds, D. C. (1993) Theory and application of an integrated land-use and trans-
port modelling framework, Environment and Planning, 20B, pp. 221–244.

Kim, T. J. (1989) Integrated Urban Systems Modeling: Theory and Practice (Norwell, MA: Martinus
Nijhoff).

Kriger, D. S., Miller, E. J. and Hunt, J. D. (1998) Guidelines for Implementation and Use of Integrated Trans-
portation/Land-use Models. Report for TCRP Project H-12 (Toronto: University of Toronto Joint
Program in Transportation).

Landis, J. D. (1994) The California Urban Futures Model: a new generation of metropolitan simulation
models. Environment and Planning, 21B, pp. 399–422.

Lowry, I. S. (1964) A Model of Metropolis (Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corp.).
Mackett, R. L. (1983) The Leeds Integrated Land Use Transport (LILT) Model. Report SR 805 (Crowthorne:

UK Transport and Road Research Laboratory).
Mackett, R. L. (1985) Integrated land use—transport models, Transport Reviews, 5, pp. 325–343.
Mackett, R. L. (1990) MASTER Model (Micro-analytical Simulation of Transport, Employment and

Residence). Report SR 237 (Crowthorne: UK Transport and Road Research Laboratory).
Martínez, F. J. (1992a) Towards the 5-stage land use–transport model, in: Selected Papers of the 6th

World Conference on Transportation Research; Land Use Development and Globalization, Lyon,
France, July, pp. 79–90.

Martínez, F. J. (1992b) The bid-choice land-use model: an integrated economic framework, Environ-
ment and Planning, 24A, pp. 871–875.

Martínez, F. J. (1996) MUSSA: a land use model for Santiago City, Transportation Research Record, 1552,
pp. 126–134.

Martínez, F. J. (1997) Towards a microeconomic framework for travel behavior and land use interac-
tions, paper presented at the 8th Conference of the International Association of Travel Behaviour
Research, Austin, TX, USA, September 1997.

Martínez, F. J. (2000) Towards a land use and transport interaction framework, in: D. Hensher and K.
Button (Eds) Handbooks in Transport—Handbook 1: Transport Modelling, pp. 154–164 (The Hague:
Elsevier).

Martínez, F. J. and Donoso, P. P. (1995) MUSSA Model: the theoretical framework, in: Proceedings
of the 7th World Conference on Transportation Research, Vol. 2, Sydney, Australia, July,
pp. 333–343.

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
B
y
:
 
[
S
w
e
t
s
 
C
o
n
t
e
n
t
 
D
i
s
t
r
i
b
u
t
i
o
n
]
 
A
t
:
 
1
4
:
0
7
 
2
7
 
M
a
r
c
h
 
2
0
1
0



Current Operational Urban Land-use–Transport Modelling Frameworks 375

Martínez, F. J. and Donoso, P. P. (2001) MUSSA: a land use equilibrium model with location externali-
ties, planning regulations and pricing policies, in: Proceedings of the 7th International Conference
on Computers in Urban Planning and Urban Management (CUPUM 2001), Hawaii, USA, 18–21
July.

Miller, E. J. (2003) Microsimulation, in: K. G. Goulias (Ed.) Transportation Systems Planning Methods and
Applications, pp. 12-1–12-22 (Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press).

Miller, E. J., Kriger, D. S. and Hunt, J. D. (1998) Integrated Urban Models for Simulation of Transit and
Land-Use Policies. Final Report, Transit Cooperative Research Project H-12 (Toronto: University
of Toronto Joint Program in Transportation). Available at: www4.nas.edu/trb/crp.nsf (Web
Document 9).

Miller, E. J., Noehammer, P. J. and Ross, D. R. (1987) A micro-simulation model of residential mobility,
in: Proceedings of the International Symposium on Transport, Communications and Urban Form, 2:
Analytical Techniques and Case Studies, pp. 217–234.

Miller, E. J. and Salvini, P. A. (1998) The integrated land use, transportation, environment (ILUTE)
modeling system: a framework, paper presented at the 77th Annual Meeting of the Transportation
Research Board, Washington, DC, USA, January 1998.

Modelistica (1995) TRANUS Integrated Land Use and Transport Modeling System; Version 5.0. Available
at: http://www.odot.state.or.us

Moeckel, R., K. Spiekermann, C., Schürmann and Wegener, M. (2003) Microsimulation of land use,
International Journal of Urban Sciences, 7(1), 14–31.

Nakamura, H., Hayashi, Y. and Miyamoto, K. (1983) A land use–transport model in metropolitan
areas, Papers of the Regional Science Association, 51, pp. 43–63.

O’Ryan, R., Martínez, F. J. and Larraguibel, L. (1996) A neural network approach to evaluating urban
policies: the case of Santiago, Chile, in: J. M. Baldasano and L. J. Sucharov (Eds) Urban Transport and
the Environment II, pp. 127–139 (Southampton: Computational Mechanics).

Oskamp, A. (1997) Local Housing Market Simulation: A Micro Approach (Amsterdam: Thesis Publ.).
Putman, S. H. (1983) Integrated Urban Models (London: Pion).
Putman, S. H. (1991) Integrated Urban Models 2 (London: Pion).
Putman, S. H. (1994) Integrated land use and transportation models: an overview of progress with

DRAM and EMPAL, with suggestions for further research, paper presented at the 73rd Annual
Meeting of the Transportation Research Board, Washington, DC, USA, January 1994.

Putman, S. H. (1996) Extending DRAM Model: theory–practice nexus. Transportation Research Record,
1552, pp. 112–119.

Putman, S. H. (1997) LINKAGES Newsletter of Integrated Transportation and Land Use Analyses
(Townsend, DE: S. H. Putman Associates).

Salvini, P. A. and Miller, E. J. (2003) ILUTE: an operational prototype of a comprehensive micro-
simulation model of urban systems, paper presented at the 10th IATBR Conference, Lucerne,
Switzerland.

Southworth, F. (1995) A Technical Review of Urban Land Use–Transportation Models as Tools for Evaluating
Vehicle Travel Reduction Strategies. Report 6881 (Oak Ridge, TN: Oak Ridge National Laboratory).

Timmermans, H. (2003) The saga of integrated land use–transport modelling: how many more dreams
before we wake up?, keynote paper at the 10th IATBR Conference, Lucerne, Switzerland.

Veldhuisen, K., Timmermans, H. J. P. and Kapoen, L. L. (2000) RAMBLAS: a regional planning model
based on the micro-simulation of daily activity travel patterns, Environment and Planning A, 32,
pp. 427–443.

Waddell, P. (1998a) The Oregon Prototype Metropolitan Land Use Model, in: Proceedings of the ASCE
Conference on Transportation, Land Use and Air Quality: Making the Connection, Portland, OR,
USA, May, pp. 549–558.

Waddell, P. (1998b) Final Report on the Oregon Prototype Metropolitan Land Use Model, Phase II. Report
(Salem, OR: Oregon Department of Transportation).

Waddell, P. (1998c) An urban simulation model for integrated policy analysis and planning: residen-
tial location and housing market components of UrbanSim, paper presented at the 8th World
Conference on Transport Research, Antwerp, Belgium, July 1998.

Waddell, P. (2002) UrbanSim: modeling urban development for land use, transportation and environ-
mental planning, Journal of the American Planning Association, 68(3), pp. 297–314.

Waddell, P., Moore, T. and Edwards, S. (1998) Exploiting parcel-level GIS for land use modeling, in:
Proceedings of the ASCE Conference on Transportation, Land Use and Air Quality: Making the
Connection, Portland, OR, USA, May, pp. 632–641.

Webster, F. V., Bly, P. H. and Paulley, N. J. (1988) Urban Land-use and Transport Interaction, Policies and
Models (Aldershot: Gower).

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
B
y
:
 
[
S
w
e
t
s
 
C
o
n
t
e
n
t
 
D
i
s
t
r
i
b
u
t
i
o
n
]
 
A
t
:
 
1
4
:
0
7
 
2
7
 
M
a
r
c
h
 
2
0
1
0



376 J. D. Hunt et al.

Wegener, M. (1982a) A multilevel economic–demographic model for the Dortmund Region, Sistemi
Urbani, 3, pp. 371–401.

Wegener, M. (1982b) Modeling urban decline: a multilevel economic–demographic model of the
Dortmund Region, International Regional Science Review, 7, pp. 21–41.

Wegener, M. (1994) Operational urban models: state of the art, Journal of the American Planning
Association, 60, pp. 17–29.

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
B
y
:
 
[
S
w
e
t
s
 
C
o
n
t
e
n
t
 
D
i
s
t
r
i
b
u
t
i
o
n
]
 
A
t
:
 
1
4
:
0
7
 
2
7
 
M
a
r
c
h
 
2
0
1
0


