
Crowd-sensing commuting patterns using
multi-source wireless data: a case of Helsinki

commuter trains
1st Zhiren Huang

Dept. of Computer Science
Aalto University
Espoo, Finland

0000-0002-7868-1630

2nd Alonso Espinosa Mireles de Villafranca
Dept. of Built Environment

Aalto University
Espoo, Finland

0000-0002-4521-0234

3rd Charalampos Sipetas
Dept. of Built Environment

Aalto University
Espoo, Finland

0000-0002-9829-3483

4th Tri Quach
Dept. of Analytics and Research
HSL Helsingin seudun liikenne

Helsinki, Finland

Abstract—Understanding the mobility patterns of commuter
train passengers is crucial for developing efficient and sustainable
transportation systems in urban areas. Traditional technologies,
such as Automated Passenger Counters (APC) can measure the
aggregated numbers of passengers entering and exiting trains,
however, they do not provide detailed information nor passenger
movements beyond the train itself. To overcome this limitation
we investigate the potential combination of traditional APC
with an emerging source capable of collecting detailed mobility
demand data. This new data source derives from the pilot project
TravelSense, led by the Helsinki Regional Transport Authority
(HSL), which utilizes Bluetooth beacons and HSL’s mobile phone
ticket application to track anonymous passenger multimodal
trajectories from origin to destination. By combining TravelSense
data with APC we are able to better understand the structure of
train users’ journeys by identifying the origin and destination
locations, modes of transport used to access commuter train
stations, and boarding and alighting numbers at each station.
These insights can assist public transport planning decisions
and ultimately help to contribute to the goal of sustainable
cities and communities by promoting the use of seamless and
environmentally friendly transportation options.

Index Terms—mobile application, Bluetooth beacon, auto-
mated passenger counting, public transport, multimodal

I. INTRODUCTION

In today’s urban areas, public transportation (PT) plays
a crucial role in achieving sustainability goals by reducing
car usage and emissions [1], [2]. Commuter trains are an
important mode of transportation for many people, especially
in urban areas where distance, traffic congestion, and parking
can be a problem [3]. Understanding the mobility patterns of
commuter train passengers is therefore crucial for developing
efficient and sustainable transportation systems. Commuter
train ridership [4]–[7], travel time and distance distributions
[8], [9], access and egress modes [10]–[15], and the origin
and destination of commuter train trips [16] are all important
factors in understanding how people move within a city [17].

However, traditional methods for collecting this data, such as
travel surveys [18], are not only time-consuming and costly
but are also performed yearly or even more infrequently.
This makes it difficult to capture real-time or near-real-time
data. While Automated Passenger Counters (APC) can provide
aggregated information on the number of passengers entering
and exiting trains [19], [20], they do not provide detailed in-
formation nor passenger movements beyond the train system.
In addition, high costs of installing such devices often leads
to low penetration rates within PT systems. These limitations
make it difficult for transportation planners and managers to
make informed decisions about PT systems.

To overcome these limitations, we investigate the potential
combination of conventional APC data with an emerging
source of data that can provide a more detailed understanding
of passenger mobility. The new data source derives from the
pilot project TravelSense [21], led by the Helsinki Regional
Transport Authority (HSL). The project utilizes Bluetooth
beacons and HSL’s mobile phone ticket application to track
anonymous passenger multimodal trajectories from origin to
destination.

Since this type of door-to-door trajectory can be highly
sensitive with regards to privacy, several methods are applied
in collecting and in pre-processing the data in order to preserve
enough anonymity to avoid identification of individuals:

• The data collected derives from users who have explicitly
opted-in to share their mobility data with HSL. This
means that users need to turn on the travel data sharing
option in the settings by themselves.

• Each user’s mobile phone is assigned a random ID for
every day about which the user shares data. This prevents
tracking the same individual over several days.

• Spatial resolution for actual origins and destinations are
coarse grained and timestamps obfuscated for recogni-
tions outside the PT network.
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The challenge that arises is captured by the question:
does the sparseness of the data significantly affect its use-
fulness while also restricting its applications? We compare
the ridership deriving from TravelSense with the one from
APC to validate the TravelSense data representativeness. The
assumption is that if the comparison of ridership between the
two data sources shows high correlation, then other travel
patterns sensed from TravelSense (e.g., travel time and dis-
tance distributions, access and egress modes, the origin and
destination of commuter train trips) are also more reliable than
what the above-mentioned concerns might imply.

By combining TravelSense data with APC data, we are able
to better describe and understand the commuting patterns of
train users. These insights can assist PT planning decisions and
ultimately contribute to the sustainability goals of cities and
communities by promoting the use of environmentally friendly
transportation options and by helping to enable seamless and
user-centric transport systems. The main contributions of this
study are:

• Utilization of the new data source, TravelSense, to
demonstrate how mobile data technologies can enhance
the power of sensing near-real-time PT states.

• Development of a data integration framework to capture
the commuting train mobility patterns for a metropolitan
region.

The paper is structured in two parts. First, we compare the
representativeness of the TravelSense dataset with commuting
train APC data; second, we combine the two sources to
understand the commuting patterns of train passengers.

II. STUDY AREA AND DATA

A. Study area

The Helsinki metropolitan area is approximately 770 km2

with a population of approximately 1.2 million inhabitants.
The local mobility services include fixed PT (metro, tram,
train, bus, and ferry), micro-mobility (shared e-scooters and
shared bicycles), and ride-hailing services (e.g., UBER), which
vary according to location. A map of the study area including
the PT network is presented in Fig. 1. Purple lines represent
the commuter train network.

HSL provides PT services for 9 municipalities (HSL area)
which, in addition to the capital region, include Siuntio,
Kirkkonummi, Sipoo, Kerava, and Tuusula [18]. To facilitate
PT trips HSL offers a mobile phone ticketing application that
provides travelers with information on PT operation (e.g., fare
zones, real-time PT vehicle locations, timetables, best routes,
delays, and PT news, among others).

B. Data

The datasets used in this paper (TravelSense and APC
counts) were provided by HSL. They correspond to the same
collection period from the 1st to the 30th of September 2021;
details are given below.

Fig. 1. The study area and the PT network including different transportation
modes: train (purple), subway (orange), tram (green), and bus (blue). Dash
lines represent four ticket zones based on thickness.

a) Automated Passenger Counters (APC): The APC sys-
tem of commuter trains records the number of passengers
entering and exiting train vehicles in real-time, making use
of sensors installed on-board commuter train vehicles. The
number of units installed varies from one to three units per
vehicle in Helsinki trains. The APC dataset records nine routes
and 45 train stations within the Helsinki PT network. It is
noted that in rare cases the APC devices do not operate
properly due to technical problems, and this leads to the
respective trip counts being imputed by the PT operator. The
percentage of imputed values is usually low and differs from
day to day, since the occurrence of technical problems is
random and unpredictable. In this study, the imputed counts,
which are based on historical data, are treated equally to real
counts.

b) TravelSense: The data collection infrastructure prin-
cipally relies on the HSL mobile ticketing app. Through the
app, a user’s device is able to recognise the Bluetooth low
energy beacons that are present throughout the PT network.
The app also uses the mobile phone’s GPS coordinates to
determine the grid cells through which the user moves. Finally,
the app also uses the activity recognition modules of the user’s
mobile phone to determine whether the user is still, walking,
cycling, or on board of a vehicle. To ensure high standards of
data privacy, devices are anonymised and given random IDs
every day for which data is shared, thus they are not followed
longitudinally. Furthermore, the GPS coordinates are resolved
only up to grid cells of 250m × 250m and timestamps of
locations outside the PT network are rounded to the nearest



Fig. 2. Data collection infrastructure of TravelSense.

quarter-hour.
The physical sources used in the data collection process can

be classified in the following way:
• Moving Bluetooth beacons. These are installed inside PT

vehicles (buses, trams, trains, metros and ferries).
• Portable devices. These are the users’ mobile phones,

which recognise the user activity and movement and
also recognise the Bluetooth beacons throughout the PT
network.

The HSL app logs beacon recognition and pushes this
information along with position and activity information to the
TravelSense servers. The TravelSense data collection system is
based on the framework described in [21] and [22]. Currently
the data collected is from users who have explicitly opted-in
to share their mobility data with HSL; they can choose to stop
sharing at any time.

We use a python library tstrips developed in our previous
study [21] to process the TravelSense data. The information
is structured based on legs and trip chains, with the following
definitions:

• Leg – an individual segment within a trip chain recog-
nised by the data collecting system and pre-processing
as a discrete stage within the journey, either because
there are pauses in the movement, or there is a change
in recognised activity.

• Trip chain – a series of legs that have been recognised
by the system in pre-processing as being part of a single
journey. The end-points of trip chains are recognised by
prolonged periods of remaining in the same location and
no significant changes in activity.

These definitions are similar to those in the travel survey
operated by HSL [18], where the trip chain in this paper equals
the journey in HSL’s travel survey.

Fig. 3. Illustration of the leg and the trip chain.

III. METHODS

A. Preliminaries

Based on the definitions above, a trip chain is characterised
by the legs that make up each segment and the travel modes
used in each of them. A simplified view of a trip chain is
shown in Fig. 3, which highlights the main characteristics
with which we are concerned. Namely,

• Train leg – The leg’s traffic mode is the commuter train,
which contains the timestamp of entering and exiting
a train vehicle, as well as the boarding and alighting
stations.

• Origin & destination – The first grid cell of a chain
trip which contains a train leg is the origin of this
boarding station. The last grid cell of this trip chain is
the destination of the train leg’s alighting station.

• Access & egress mode – The traffic mode of the last leg
before the train leg is the access mode of this boarding
station. The traffic mode of the leg after this train leg is
the egress mode of this alighting station.

Fig. 4 shows the framework of this study and the arrows
show the data flow. Due to the limitation of paper length,
in this study, we focus on the data during weekdays. The
temporal factors (i.e., hours) are only considered in repre-
sentativeness check, while crowd-sensing results are presented
without temporal factors.

B. Representativeness validation

In order to determine the representativeness of the Trav-
elSense dataset, we compared it to ridership data collected by
APC. APC was chosen as the baseline data source since it
is installed on vehicle doors to capture the total number of
passengers. APC is shown to be a more reliable data source
when compared to other movable devices, such as mobile
phones [20] . To quantify the correlation between the two
datasets, the following three metrics were used:

• Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient (ρ) – to measure
how well the relationship between the two variables can
be described using a monotonic function. ρ ranges from
0 to 1.



Fig. 4. Framework of the proposed methodology.

• Pearson correlation coefficient (PCC) – to measure the
linear correlation between the two datasets. PCC ranges
from -1 to 1.

• R-squared (R2) – to measure the proportion of the vari-
ance of the ridership sensed from APC that is explained
by the ridership sensed from TravelSense by a given
model. In this study, linear regression was applied. R2

ranges from 0 to 1.

The ridership data was aggregated at the route and station
levels; the temporal factor – the hour of the day was also taken
into consideration.

C. Commuting patterns within the commuter train system

Since APC data only records aggregated data, it is difficult
to estimate travel features of a single trip, and therefore
it requires sophisticated methods in order to estimate OD
matrices of travel demand at the station level [23], [24].
TravelSense could help in calculating and inferring several
important commuting mobility features, such as:

• OD matrix – the number of passengers Tij from the
station i to the station j was inferred with the proportion
of passengers from the TravelSense whose train leg starts
and ends at those respective stops.

• Travel time distribution – the travel time of a train leg
was calculated by subtracting the time of boarding from
the time of alighting.

• Travel distance distribution – the geographic distance (aka
great-circle distance) of a train leg was calculated by the
boarding and alighting station coordinates.

• Travel flow distribution – the distribution of travel flow
Tij of OD pairs.

D. Mobility beyond the train system

The travel demand serviced by a train station is intrin-
sically tied to geography and the urban landscape. We use
TravelSense to investigate the relationship between passenger
loads with spatial (ODs) and behavioural (travel mode) char-
acteristics of journeys that use the train stations.

a) Origins and destinations identification: For each train
station, two lists of associated grid cells are compiled cor-
responding to origins and destinations journeys that use the
station. Three metrics are used to quantify the distributions of
origins and destinations:

• The number of grid cells N – the number of unique grid
cells associated with the train station k. N (o)

k represents
the number of unique origins of a boarding station k,
N

(d)
k represents the number of unique destinations of an

alighting station k.
• The Gini index G – which measures the inequality among

the values of a distribution [25]. Gini index values close
to zero indicate a more uniform distribution, while values
closer to one indicate higher inequality. G(o) measures
the inequality of the passenger numbers from boarding
stations’ origins and G(d) measures the inequality of the
passenger numbers to alighting stations’ destinations.

• The radius of gyration rg – which captures the charac-
teristic distance travelled by a person during a specific
time period [26]. At the population level, the radius of
gyration for boarding station’s origins is calculated by:

rg
(o)
k =

∑N
(o)
k

i=1 (dik × Tik)∑N
(o)
k

i=1 Tik

. (1)

where dik is the distance between the grid cell i and the
station k, Tik is the number of passenger from the grid
cell i to the station k. rg(d)k follows the same form of 1
but for alighting station’ destinations.

b) Access and egress modes identification: For each train
station, based on the TravelSense trips that use it to access and
egress the train network, we assign two vectors which capture
the travel modes of access and egress legs. We use eight
traffic modes in this study: bus, private car, cycling, subway,
train, tram, walking, and unknown. Therefore the length of the
access/egress mode vector is eight.

E. Data integration

A random forest model [27] is used to integrate the APC
ridership data with the crowd-sensing data from TravelSense.



TABLE I
CORRELATIONS BETWEEN TRAVELSENSE AND APC

Spatial Aggregation Temporal Aggregation Event Type Spearman PCC R2 Linear Regression
Weekday Boardings/Alightings 1.000* 0.991* 0.982 40.345×x-10932.415Route Hour Boardings/Alightings 0.985* 0.984* 0.967 40.084×x-271.740

Boardings 0.843* 0.919* 0.845 43.142×x-13325.953Weeday Alightings 0.836* 0.908* 0.824 43.664×x-12398.272
Boardings 0.888* 0.918* 0.842 42.847×x-531.369Station

Hour Alightings 0.874* 0.907* 0.822 41.860×x-451.766
* presents P-value less than 0.001.

From the crowd-sensing data a feature matrix is constructed
composed of the mode and OD data. For each station, the
vectors corresponding to travel modes, origins, and destina-
tions are concatenated into a single vector. The vectors for
all stations then compose the feature matrix for the whole
system. We use the random forest model to build a regression
for the ridership based on the travel modes and OD structure
associated with each station from the feature matrix. To obtain
more insights for understanding the commuting patterns, we
use two global model-agnostic methods: Permutation Feature
Importance (PFI) [28] and the Partial Dependence Plot (PDP)
[28].

In the PFI a feature is considered important if in the random
forest model it is frequently selected as a non-leaf node in
the decision trees that make up the forest. Therefore, the
importance of a feature can be quantified by the number of
times that the feature is selected as a non-leaf node divided
by the total number of non-leaf nodes.

PDP is used to measure the marginal effect of each feature
on the ridership. This is done by changing the value of each
studied feature in turn, while keeping the values of the other
features fixed.

IV. RESULTS

A. Representativeness of TravelSense

a) Route-level validations: Fig. 5(a) compares APC and
TravelSense boarding demand for nine train routes. The
correlation found between the two data sources is 0.991,
for Spearman’s rank correlation, and 0.982 using the PCC
value. This suggests that TravelSense is able to capture the
route’s ridership accurately. In Fig. 5(b) boarding counts are
aggregated hourly per route; there is a data point per hour for
each route. In this case Spearman’s rank correlation is 0.985
and PCC is 0.984. Therefore TravelSense can also sense the
temporal ridership trends for different routes.

b) Station-level validations: The demand at train stations
is different than for the routes. To properly capture the pas-
sengers that use a station we consider boarding and alightings
separately. In general the boarding and alighting numbers are
different for the same train station, additionally some stations
in Helsinki serve very large number of routes (e.g., Pasila and
the Helsinki central station). As shown in Table. I and Fig. 6,
with or without temporal factors, TravelSense both shows
high positive correlations between APC station ridership —
Spearman’s rank correlation ranges from 0.836 to 0.874 —

Fig. 5. Comparison of boardings between TravelSense and APC considering
(a) routes and (b) routes per hour.

Fig. 6. Comparison of station demand between TravelSense and APC
considering (a) boardings per station, (b) alightings per station, (c) boardings
per station and hour (d) alightings per station and hour.

and is statistically significant (i.e., P-value is less than 0.001).
The R2 value of regression of hourly boardings is 0.842,
while for hourly alightings it is 0.822. There is a potential
in future works to scale the TravelSense data up according to
its regression with APC ridership data; the scaling amplitude



Fig. 7. Commuting mobility patterns based on TravelSense. (a) visualization of the OD matrix; (b) travel time distribution; (c) travel distance distribution;
(d) distribution of travel flows between OD pairs. In (b)-(d) the mean values are shown with dashed lines.

is around 43 (the coefficient of x, see Table. I) and gives
an idea of the penetration rate of TravelSense sharing among
rail passengers. However, it is noticed that in the raw data of
TravelSense, records of two train stations (i.e., the station at
the airport – Lentoasema and an adjacent one – Aviapolis) are
missing. Therefore, the data quality could be improved and
the level of improvement is yet to be explored.

B. Commuting patterns within the commuter train system

For the passengers that share their data, TravelSense makes
it possible to identify the exact vehicles and routes that they
use at the stations where they access and egress the rail
network. This information allows identifying passenger flows,
travel times, and travel distances which can not be done with
APC alone.

Fig. 7(a) shows a visualization of the OD matrix constructed
from TravelSense data. Generally, people living in the east of
both Helsinki and Vantaa are more reliant on commuter trains
than people who live in Espoo. The top two stations used are
Helsinki railway station and Pasila which are geographically
central and also serve most routes. Fig. 7(b) shows the travel
time distribution for train legs. The average travel time is about

nine minutes. According to HSL timetable data, the average
travel time between two adjacent stations is about 2.5 minutes
which means, on average, a train leg consists of between three
to four stops. Fig. 7(c) shows the travel distance distribution
for train legs. The average distance of commuter train trips
is 10.29 km, the average speed of commuter trains is around
69.5 km/h yielding the average travel time of nine minutes.

Broadly, these results are in line with HSL’s travel survey
[18], which reports individual journeys across all travel modes
took on average 24 minutes with an average journey length of
7.3 km. Therefore commuter train legs are shorter in time
while covering larger distances than an average journey, as
expected for the type of travel mode.

Fig. 7(d) shows the observed statistical distribution of travel
flows between station pairs. The average travel flow sensed by
TravelSense is 122 passengers and the maximum travel flow
sensed by TravelSense is 2,735 passengers.

C. Mobility beyond the train system

a) Origins and destinations for train stations: The com-
muter train system’s ridership is influenced by the origin and
destination of the trip chains (see Fig. 3) of the passengers.



Fig. 8. Distributions of boarding stations’ origins and alighting stations’ destinations. (a) Distributions of borading stations’ origins for five stations. From left
to right, Kirkkonummi (blue), Espoo (orange), Leppävaara (green), Malminkartano (red) and Tikkurila (purple). Gray solid lines represent the PT network,
the saturation of a grid increases with the increment of passenger numbers of origins; (b) Number of origin grid cells; (c) Number of destination grid cells;
(d) GINI index of origins; (e) GINI index of destinations; (f) Radius of gyration of origins; (g) Radius of gyration of destinations. Dashed lines in (b)-(g)
show mean values.

By identifying the grid cells from which the passengers start
and end their trip chains, the service coverage areas of stations
can be determined. Fig. 8 (a) illustrates the distribution of
boarding station’s origins for five different train stations, which
vary in number and geographical distribution.

The Tikkurila train station is a particularly noteworthy since
its origins are not only located around the station, but also
along the train line and bus lines, with several distant spots
(Purple grid cells in Fig. 8 (a)). The reason for this is partly
the location and function of this station in the PT network.
It is located in the center of 4th most populous municipality,
Vantaa, and also servea as a top-tier transfer hub [29] in the
HSL PT network design. It serves both local trains as well as
longer distance routes that are also used by commuters coming
into the capital region.

In order to quantify the patterns of origins and destinations,
the three metrics described in section III-D0a were applied to
all train stations. As shown in the distributions of Fig. 8 (b)
and (c), stations have more diverse destination than origins.
Fig. 8 (c) and (d) show that the passenger numbers distribution
of origins is more concentrated than that of destinations. The
average radius of gyration for destinations (Fig. 8 (e)) is larger

than that of origins (Fig. 8 (f)), indicating that when leaving
the train station, passengers tend to travel to more remote
locations. This asymmetry suggests that trains are potentially
used earlier in the trip chain than other modes.

b) Traffic modes for access/egress to commuter train
stations: The traffic modes used by passengers to access
or leave a train station are crucial in designing a transfer-
friendly PT system. As shown in Fig. 9, walking is by far
the most commonly used mode of transportation to access
stations. Private car and bus are also commonly used modes.
Interestingly, they have similar proportions, with cars having a
narrower distribution (although more outliers). The proportions
of tram mode and subway mode are lower than 5%, because
only few train stations are easy to transfer to/from subways
or trams by the current PT network structure. It is noted that
modes designated as ’Other’ in TravelSense data are either
’running’, ’ferry’ or not recognized.

To further understand the mode choices of commuter train
passengers, here, we focus on studying the six proportion of
modes (cycling, private car, bus, tram, subway and train, see
Fig. 10). We use the Siuntio train station (labeled in Fig. 7)
as an example, where the main modes are bus and private



Fig. 9. (a) Proportions for access modes and (b) proportions for egress modes.

vehicle, most likely due to its location at the westernmost part
of the commuter train network, and more disperse residential
areas. It has the third largest radius of gyration of origins
(rg(o)siuntio = 5.87 > r̄g(o) = 3.52, the average) after Kerava
and Tikkurila. In terms of egress modes (Fig. 10 (b)), the bus
proportion is lower than for the access. There is also a larger
use of trains, suggesting that some passengers are traveling
beyond the Helsinki metropolitan area.

D. Data integration

The data integration step combines two data sources via
regression using a random forest model. The correlation given
by the R2 value for estimating the number of boardings is
0.935, and for the number of alightings, 0.934. Fig. 11 shows
that the contribution of the Gini index for destinations, G(d),
is the most important feature for both the boardings and
alightings. The second most important feature is the number
of destinations N (d), followed by G(o) and N (o) for origins.
Some access modes are also identified as having an impact
via PFI. Namely subway, tram, bus and cycling, in order of
imporatnce. This indicates that the destination of trip chains
has a larger influence on passengers’ choice of using trains
(i.e., whether passengers are willing to use commuter train
services or not). This is a hypothesis to be explored in future
research.

We note that radius of gyration and egress modes are shown
to play a minor role in the ridership model, which indicates
that the diversity in popularity destinations and origins is more
important than their spatial distribution.

PDP is then used to explore how the top eight previously
identified features affect the number of boardings and alight-
ings. Fig. 12 shows the sensitivity of the predicted ridership
to these features. We find that both alightings and baoardings
behave similarly, they increase quickly with the destinations,
N (d), in particular for values larger than 2100 and with the
number of origins when N (o) is larger than 840. As for
the Gini coefficients, ridership shows little change until G(d)

is larger than 0.56, from then on it rises sharply in steps.
Similarly for G(o) the threshold value is around 0.72, with a
sharp increase afterwards and a less marked step behaviour.

The importance of the features is reflected by the nonlinear
relationships to the ridership, the travel mode features show a

Fig. 10. (a) Mode vector of access modes and (b) Mode vector of egress
modes. Dotted line box shows the mode vector of Siuntio.

type of activation/deactivation, while for the OD features the
dependency exhibits more complex behaviour.

V. IMPLICATIONS OF PRACTICE

APC devices are a common technology for counting the
passengers entering and exiting PT vehicles. However, they



Fig. 11. Permutation feature importance for commuting patterns and ridership.

Fig. 12. Partial dependence plots for commuting patterns and ridership.

are often not installed in all vehicles of a specific mode or
route. Technical problems are common which can lead to gaps
in measurements. An additional limitation is the aggregated
nature of the information they provide which does not allow
detailed analyses nor further insights beyond the PT network.

Data from mobile devices, on the other hand, are more
promising, however, their low maturity and penetration within
PT networks presents a challenging task. The main challenge
is the low volumes of data requiring validation and scaling
in order to be trusted. Hence, their combination with more
conventional data sources is important, if not mandatory, for

the early stages of their implementation.
The results of our analysis of the TravelSense dataset

show that despite its limitations related with low volume
of information, it can indeed be scaled up using data from
conventional APC devices installed in all commuter trains
within the Helsinki network. While more thorough validation
is necessary (see [21]), it is shown to be representative.

The representativeness of TravelSense data allows it to be
useful, either alone or in combination with other data, for
several applications. For example, TravelSense can be scaled
using historical data to fill the gaps in APC measurements
when APC devices have technical problems that hinder their
operation [20]. In addition, the representativeness of Trav-
elSense dataset allows for estimation of passenger flows within
the train network, and more specifically, the probabilities of
a passenger travelling to any station based on the boarding
station. Multiplying the probabilities from TravelSense data
within a given time period with the APC historical counts can
give estimated flows.

TravelSense was found to be useful for offering insights
on the movements of passengers outside the train network.
Such a notion can be utilized for a plethora of applications
within the transport sector, for instance in studies related with
multimodality and accessibility [30], [31]. Which would allow
for enhancing the understanding of travelers’ habits and their
connection to PT systems.

It is apparent from this study that mobile data are associated
with certain opportunities for PT systems, as long as there is
enough background for filling gaps they might have as a result
of their early introduction into the mobility sector. This study
offers several numerical outputs related with the train mobility
within Helsinki, but also insights on how such a dataset can be
utilized within PT and more specifically for commuter train
related applications. However, it is noted that the nature of
this dataset allows it to have several multimodal applications,
if properly processed and fused with additional information
and data sources [32]–[36].

VI. CONCLUSION

This study focused on using multi-source wireless data,
such as APC and the TravelSense mobile phone application,
in order to understand the commuting patterns in the Helsinki
metropolitan area. The representativeness of ridership data was
validated using both data sources, showing the ability of Trav-
elSense to sense near-real-time PT states. The combination of
the data sources provides in-depth information about origin
and destination locations, traffic modes used to access/egress
commuter train stations, and number of passengers boarding
and alighting at each station. The proposed data integration
framework could be used to inform PT planning decisions and
promote sustainable transportation options. This study high-
lights the potential of the multi-source wireless data approach
for efficient transportation management and operations with
an emphasis on smooth multimodality and sustainability.

Addressing several challenges associated with such dataset
and the presented integration framework (e.g., generating



commuting features manually) by means of different ap-
proaches (e.g., by considering applying cross-domain data
fusion methods, graph neural network models and transfer
learning methods) is part of future work. The potentials of
fusing or integrating this dataset with additional conventional
PT data sources (e.g., smartcard data and General Transit Feed
Specification (GTFS) data) are also envisioned extensions of
this study.
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Times and transfers in public transport: Comprehensive accessibility
analysis based on pareto-optimal journeys,” Computers, Environment
and Urban Systems, vol. 67, pp. 41–54, 2018.

[31] Weckström, C. et al. “Navigability assessment of large-scale redesigns
in nine public transport networks: Open Timetable Data Approach,”
Transportation Research Part A: Policy and Practice, 147, pp. 212–229.
2021.

[32] Zheng, Y. “Methodologies for cross-domain data fusion: An overview,”
IEEE Transactions on Big Data, 1(1), pp. 16–34. 2015.

[33] Huang, Z. et al. “Modeling real-time human mobility based on mobile
phone and transportation data fusion,” Transportation Research Part C:
Emerging Technologies, 96, pp. 251–269. 2018.

[34] Weckström, C. et al. “Assessment of large-scale transitions in public
transport networks using open timetable data: Case of helsinki metro
extension,” Journal of Transport Geography, 79, p. 102470. 2019.

[35] Wang, K. et al. “A two-step model for predicting travel demand in
expanding subways,” IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation
Systems, 23(10), pp. 19534–19543. 2022.

[36] Qiu, D. et al. “CityCross: Transferring attention-based knowledge for
location-based advertising recommendation,” in Proceedings of the 2022
23rd IEEE International Conference on Mobile Data Management
(MDM). Paphos, Cyprus: IEEE, pp. 254-261. 2022.


	I Introduction
	II Study area and data
	II-A Study area
	II-B Data

	III Methods
	III-A Preliminaries
	III-B Representativeness validation
	III-C Commuting patterns within the commuter train system
	III-D Mobility beyond the train system
	III-E Data integration

	IV Results
	IV-A Representativeness of TravelSense
	IV-B Commuting patterns within the commuter train system
	IV-C Mobility beyond the train system
	IV-D Data integration

	V Implications of practice
	VI Conclusion
	References

