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Database LUPP
Time period 2010-12-12 to 2017-12-09
Total No. of Trains 450000

Malmo - Hallsberg

No. of Trains 35410
Malmo to Hallsberg 16078
Hallsberg to Malmo 19332

No. of Delayed Trains 8760
Main variable departure delay : the difference between

actual departure time and scheduled
departure time from the yard
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Congestion at Arrival Yard

Number of Delayed Trains: 4591 Total Number of Trains: 17209
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Congestion at Arrival Yard

Number of Delayed Trains: 3064

Total Number of Trains: 18395
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* Preliminary results doesn’t show a relationship between the
congetsion and delay

» Congestion analysis for the whole dataset with a modified
parameter

» Analysing other assumptions of the model (railcar and loco
availability)
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Proceedings of 8th Transport Research Arena TRA 2020, April 27-30, 2020, Helsinki, Finland

A Departure Delay Estimation Model for Freight Trains
Niloofar Minbashi?, Markus Bohlin?, Behzad Kordnejad?
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