Aplz B0 2 MElRE 97 Wt mY 75 43

Original Article

https://doi.org/10.12985/ksaa.2025.33.1.043
ISSN 1225-9705(print) ISSN 2466-1791(online)

Aul2 B0 g HEZE UX Wt 2Y 75
- GIS 7] 1 9AER 7Ee FAoE -

Aee’, Haa", ARF”

Developing a Vertiport Location Assessment Model based on

Service Objectives

- A GIS-Based Multi-Criteria Decision Making Approach -
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ABSTRACT

Urban air mobility (UAM) is an emerging transport system that operates above urban areas,
addressing urbanization-related challenges. As a critical component of UAM infrastructure,
vertiports require significant time and resource investment. Therefore, a systematic model is
essential for determining optimal locations. This study proposes a location assessment model
based on two primary service objectives: passenger transportation and emergency medical
services. The model follows a step-by-step assessment, integrating site constraints, user demand,
and facility supply with tailored evaluation criteria. To validate the model's applicability, an
empirical analysis was conducted in the Gyeongsangnam-do region. The analysis identified
optimal vertiport locations for passenger transport and emergency medical services. Prioritization
assessment demonstrated the practical utility and effectiveness of the proposed model.
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sSiUtE &3t TAFIS(urban air mobility,
UAM)Oll AlAIS] A4} 71eEo] H5Eal YItHChoi
et al., 2024). UAMZ 715852 0]257](electric
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A ZIA i, 718E A 53 T, AEIA S 5
T ARS ZF5ke 7geltHUAM Team Korea,
2021). ‘=4 WE Fo=d UAMS 11 87149
Sgste] ‘TA] 7F S ISk B uE AAR T
stal 219, AAM(advanced air mobility) 22 9]
)31 QITHKAIA, 2021; FAA, 2023).
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SEUehs UAME 433oa TQlok= ohH, I
71eS Arsta A FRE 9o (Y ZATS
WEK-UAM) 7I& 2E¥e mRdstglon 20254
UAM 8315 BHE ol Adsh] /gt thdy] A
?—9} 71&7pEe X151 OM(KAIA 2021; Jang et

., 2024). UAM “&-83}0] 43-& flsirte= 714 019
oﬂ BA A 9 J—JI_EJJ;-q/\]/\Eé]o] g og 2ok
o 7oy, =89}t EAS Hheget BE] X E(vertiport)
YA A 752 "534 g AolcKStraubinger et

al., 2020; Choi et al., 2024). HEJZEL 7|4k AJAd
E’Vﬂ Ao =2 ARAAIA Hlgo] FY== HH,

50| ghmH o]% A gt ofHo] ARtk Foll
A 1 9 s A 27] DAAREE FA ST
ABIA AR e J1E5te] ASSHAl A7 E ofof itk
(Kim et al., 2024).

HE|ZE QX&) q1Ho| e mAle 84 T
SHAME Efdoict. ARIAAE 4R, &5 5), &
AR QAAS Z9 EX 5 2 wEA gA(H =
A =9 WE YEA 5= tEAQ] A LR HE
RZEO Lot 284 5o wet e 84 gt
ZtHHong & Park, 2024). 2% 849} A 7ikaps:
T Qe FE2 371 75 ZEAIARA, BESHE T
T A= BAESIAY e S BARICR=
oA Aol 7ftE]ojok SHHKim & Park, 2022).

£ A= HEXZE JAAAES A% B7F 718 =
ZAAQ "Qof FEsto, GIS(geographic infor-
mation system) 7[8t] tf7]& QAFAA EA(multi-
criteria decision analysis, MCDA) 7|'H& -85 H
EZE A 7} BES 5013

H7F 22 Ax 9 =9 9ol BNS 5o dAb
FTHAE A% &, g SHA FAHEAE AEst
1 FHAE H|weke 24 M9 YJRIE AAsteE o}
At ot ‘ﬂE] E= B0 ot JAAA dApe} 7
Holl Zpo]7h U2 Aefsto], oA 253t 359w =
Hog -‘,l_ro}oq T 7 FH9 28 st qt
Aoz P35 B E‘:ﬂi e A9
o5 FPIRE E8slo] AFS FPoioich

£ 4= 9A A3 J‘lLa sk EAGH= Al
g7t ZEAAL} Bl It JA] 8912 A
A= &85, GISE 7] J O AuA EAER 947
A7 T 7125 AR B Avet A
Holl 7]ofstarzt gk

P

Il. 012X u%

2.1 HE|ZE X| MF

HE|XE= Z]0|25E7]9] o]2kgo] AR E= EA|
T pxEm 23 9 uga AR Adeltt
(FAA 2022). HE|ZEQ] 7| 752 333 FAKsH

3, YA AFoAE ARAEAA, EH 847 1
ﬂ‘*‘r, HEZEE= F33 9] Ay IdE T4l
AR E AAE A0RE oiFE et YAE 1
S o HEZE AIoleE JidE V& FAt
asih= QAo YA AAe] HeE A7t LS|
S =31 ok

HE|ZEO] I3 A7 Tt BgollA HEd 4
Aort, A 1_§_ Aol tisixle IA 44 89
I o] £ 7R EY 4 Qlch

WA A7 82l It A= UAM 2871d2 E
2 3ttt Mendonca et al.(2022)2 NASAS] AAM
ecosystem working groups(AEWGs)OlA =&%
45071 ool HEIXE 15 IHARNS 1871 7H| AL
g2 Fgolo] AAsFALE  Vascik & Hansm-
an(2017)2 HEZE 7g9] Ak HES &
714 o|2tE A5, BEA Y] WA Aok, &% 5 ‘:H
T 84, 1F3 YENT 5] wE v8H SS9
= Ao A6t

821 2 AHE F8EE Brcke A7 49 o
e AAske FAoA o 71&E& 1Esks e
EY RS SHoE XY= 9t Fadhil(2018)
2 FFLAE 89} F5 SHOE FEo1L, AFH
OAL AAH(analytic hierarchy process, AHP)&
ARgste] 821 7F AdiE S8 EE ARESHITE Kim
and Park(2022)2 TAYDHA(focus group in-
terview, FGDE B3l ¥YA JFRAE =E5H,
AHP WHEZ B9 820 F8TE Hrleith
Jung et al.2021)9] 7= HE|ZE YR|9] 2 8
Q1 ALl ﬁxﬂﬂ 71&4, ARl 8Qls AlAlsh,
71Z£ AHP WHES HYsial Q9 7+ AS =4S
T3 YEYT EA(analytic network process,
ANP)}Z &9 S25%=E B7IskSich

HEJZE ] A4 i} AFo] I3t A= A
Aol A AAE YA FFLQ] 52 EHE N3

et Fadhil(2018)2 ot HEIZE $2 2219
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ang(2019)Z ol& 8¢} olF HEYIE FHoE
HE|ZE YAE Hrleksich. 52 AF TlolEe}
K-Means S22 E#(clustering)S E3l YAE A4
st Al 7HY ol AU & Jidste] HEZE
o] 2 o]FAIREY] &-849E FA45H3h
APATE A 2, HERZE AX|of w3l Tt
g oA At =SS SIS Table 1).
ok, Hrlof st A= 99l AlEul 9l 7H H9 W™
A2 Y= oH, YR H3E HHTE AFol
I A F2E oo PFEHISE & = AUk

o)

2.2 GIS 7|8 7= SMEFE 718

o

o]
¢ 18 rlo o o

HE|ZE 7] A% 32 oot 9t 8%
Hlwska, oy 7|&s aEste] 891 7 S84
7¥ohe Bt oAb 1ot o7& At
E49] 7|2o0] A5tk Aol HHY HijkS 4
of= 4 ®Ho|tHLee, 2000). = HAHAY] A4
A 711 7Ex7F ehlstE] 1, SJabEA ol FRkS
T3] o] tfsRRtel wet trlE ik A
Zolle] et Aei2 drkAoltiPark et al., 2000).
e AR Rt dijkE: 7Sk oA
SAFAH(multiple attribute decision making,
MADM)#} F3H719] theke: 7Hgoh= thed] oAbE™
H(multiple objective decision making, MODM)2.
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Table 1. Summary of relevant studies

A= AT PHE AT 54
Mend AEWGs 3]9] Ax

Vascik & UAM 23 A<k 891

219 71HF A=EA =

Hansman 159 71 A5 AS Bt
) PR A7E 891 B4
Kim et al. FGI, AHP T 7‘;»] %7]_*'
Jung et al. ANP 290 7154 37t
Fadhil |AHP. GIS 718k t47]| a9 7SR B7t

o F W 2 AZEY
Lim & |K-Means, AL | JAAE AF &4
Hwang | 715t o]&A1z 24 | ¥ olF 84 £4

2 FE=EHTaherdoost et al., 2023). & Lo &
|ok= O AR Hol= Bd 1Y, BEugA 3
71, AHP 5o°] ARSEcHPark et al., 2000).

TIAEESY AR AHolN tIE HIPIHS
19709 7E =Y=9lem, 19909 o< GIS7H &
7+ EAES 9% B4 TR 1 7o) diiEd
A, B AHEARY AlAH-] GIS 7]5= &=°17]
Ak I e AR B4 ol ek A
SP= AcHLee, 2000).

Choi et al.(2004)2 FALAIE T =)o gt 9
Ao o1& A WS ARESIYeH,
Lee(2000)= £27] 7P JA5 AHL 1 GIS 7]
go] )& oxbEd e ARESHYITh Fadh-
il(2018) GIS 7|5te] o7& Arad Wi &8s}
of HERE QJRE AAstarAt 518tk

£ A= HEEE QAo 3 v JarEARY
EA4E wtgste] o] JaraAge] o3k 71HelA 4
g E8EE= AHPE F&si9ion, A=
(weighted linear combination method, WLC)S
ARgSte] 7FSAE HHder ¥, BUHRSE ARSIt
(Choi et al., 2004).

AP T &S EYg, B A oadt
22 a0 HEstact AA, AR 8219 4
3 B w7} opyzl, 7t W Z2AA Aol J
Zotart. B4, 4R 9214 7 AE AYATE
g0ty IR SHTS EskR] gk, 2y A
Wof] 8% 4= 9= 991E tpHFo|1 B R A
|otat. A, Az, =9, 35 SHS ITPFo=
g GIS 719H9] B7F ZaAALt §A4 Aedo|a
Bl 23k =EZ 9%t X3 ettt 9,
o7 5o FAFEUL AFAFLt= 2, Anla =
Hof| w2} o 253 IFYERE FEH P A

FozA BAE 4L UGSt
. HEIZE 2IX| T} 2%

B A7 oA 953t SRR Auls B
SH- e EE YA Wb WS AT AYATS
Bo AEls B0 we JAAge] G A
213} 9910] T2 FRES} tharks of Hstelel
o2 93} SFolze] Tt Wk W A
2] sheir.
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of2 28 AT W @ AVAY =5~ @
A 52— @ W FHA Y - @ FEA S
e R LT

$TARE T HYL 3ol © ATAY =
& - @ 94 FRA Y — @ FHA $4&9 B
e wN2 T,

3.1 o 258

o7 258 HEZE YRol= WEF, 9, A5
50| #£9 99107 Zk8stHFadhil, 2018; Jung et
al., 2021; Kim & Park, 2022). ohgt, 2=A9] Q=4
o= A% AIALY, Al 4R BFA 5 A9 35

S ESR thzbA e "Wasith B AT Y
A9 gifoz A ARG =9 WAy 7Fs40]

HE|ZE

2 oje Ausio] THAS AHT T, B SHolA
SR $9E Wl HEe AXRHFg. 1.

3.1.1 HE S0 UK HBHK|S £5

7t Z2A20] A HAE A= SHoA UA| A
G E Brlotal TEske FAgolct

HEJXLE QA& Ao AslAle g 299 |
A JAAN, EEE AARRS dE7E "gasit
(Hong & Park, 2024). & A= &= 719 HEL
AZ AR FE Aot shte HES AE W o]
2of At HEFEALH) o4 H3t EX] 8= A
2 A4 AARY o, e shke Rk S 2

e 58

a9 a0l
R % Zojg el

EX 82 Q9

Fig. 1. Location assessment process for
passenger transportation vertiport

AR ZoEdt 39 AARNS 1=sieith

A WA=, SEAYH gE ARG R o] §o
et £ AES SR EEAToA 2] 50]
Agdct. gt 8EAFY Ajt AL Al 2o
A xR A5t glo] HEXE AX7t AjtE= EX|
= AAA0l et AE7E Fasith 2 Ahs HER
EE A5 &5 ARl SRR 76k

5 HdEs, Ao ExE 13 Ao,
27| UAM2 AJAME[3F2](visual flight rules, VFR)
02 450m=*150m2] I EoflA HIPT A= oifH
TH{UAM Team Korea, 2021). UAM H[3jo] AStE]
= Y= FEerAolA Hgt VER AR =t
UAM ol Blgaes vefelogn a9 4= Stk
£ AFolAE HPIEt 450mE o, T FofETt
9] 300m ©olFs HAHFIE=E HEste] ST
150m o}39] AofEo] Eixst= AFS AR o=
275kt

Al fiAl=, UAMO] 59 ARE-S et 4A19] A
o g, IR FAIZ oA o]FojA]= H|F
Algreb, Mol 591 873t 2 A4
A 5 HFFEATFIL HPA S o°J“
o= 15t UAM HIP =S} S == TAEY
AEst

AR F7E AT AHQA FAR, dA] AHA Y
o] A2 7 8Rlof| 98l =&H ¥ IHEE
7122 #olol(layen)E 4% F, olE EAFCEA
FFHoR HHrt
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ojnt o
rulo r& rlr

o

BT, ARAo s ded go| TR,

1) 9l B4
2) B2 89 44 9 dolge] 43
3) 448 A wlo) mEs)

4) Z7r Wi A% Ay

5) W a7t B AY B2

TR YA it &
AE 59 a9 $2EE v

Fadhil(2018) o7
RIZ AABHAL, AHP 24
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LB e 494 g-goto] JFNE
7IsAE ALotE, 8919 tgske = SEEE
’“Z‘J?—?} THTable 2). ohetk, =jo]l S 7t Bt
foll= oig 820& HES 5= U= HolHE A

0}93@. Table 20|4= B¢ 2E H-E, £2 IF A
A @ 34 AH-(point-of-interest, PONO] thst &
I 7 At /AT o8 HE(KTX )
HAPE o] &, IR YH|Aleld BH A2 A5t
At

GIS 7I5te] t7]E Apad B4 Sttt 34 |
et Hlole= that 2ol Agth

24 29 282 23 AA0 mEt 100m T
A grid)E HAE FAo0R T & AE HE F
7t H9E Z= HolHE 2& AR gdstal, 82l
H Ho|HE F3oto] B4S #3519l AFEE o]
|, A JARH o8, TBA| HH|AlolA HA 7d
& 53 Zo] H(poinyd] FAo=E 4H Q2
B Yol It ARAT A3E wHgsto] @H%
AASFIHKim et al., 2001; Yang & Diez-Roux,
2012). B 54 B9 YRS A7tagdHolEHo]
A(KTDB)OIA gelst O/D +49] dlojeE #& 4
A= ggsto] A2 st

@4 A e AE e £HE AR 2E
3t} 715419 REdE thaat o] 3Rttt WA, &
7+ Tlolg zt £=2]9] ©ei7t Aolgte] wet Min-Max
Scaling& 2183t 0~1 Alol9] gho= 11 HAE &

olo

Table 2. Potential demand assessment method

WA FFeA k] e A
£S89l 5B

soes | SEEAOEA | oom 244 | 240

E7] 3H8 ug ZAA7} 100m &7+ | 17%

qeraelgeaps | A
B wE VB gy 400m W

HAZ(KTX )

o,

12%

A% ot

FRILEAA| oy 0% | 1.5km w | 10%
24 ZH(PON Wﬁ;ﬁiﬂﬂ“ 1.5??1]% 8%
g7 | FgATel & | 100m 24 | 5%
A 5%63 uﬁ?% O/b & =9 5%

O O 20
A7 UE 975 | 100m A | 3%

ESRITHEG. 1. 808 7FEXE Tefat 9] A%l
Ao 7AgRder AEUHEq. 2). 9719
/qL 29l9] #2318 I3t volEE 7159} Fotk,
= 8919 k& Lo =X 9] AR FHFE
AbERiTh

l- (

l-ﬂ

X( X Xmm
dex — Xmm (1)
A=Zw X, @)
03714,
A ¢ B3 e YA WARIS0<A<1)

w 7R
X0 QAE IR A
X ggacle] #E3hd @

WA 587k B NG ©l Axe] $44E 7]
52 82092 59 wad, olinde 0
9] A 0~19) W9l FFE W] At 4
S5 Folo] A4z MWL, A4l Het 4
ko Felaewe AR orlos Fea
E%2 o3%] ©|o] 2]e DBSCAN 714 283
o, 1ol 47t Be 49l 107 S48 (cluster)
£ Z&30] W FuAR APsAckEg. 2. oA
WA E2E AR FPL Teiko A g
ol £ Aolg 2E8 =k

oX O

o XA
=

A WA B FEA Agols], o IelA
jiom WezE 278
Aok, AHE FEAL
42 B oI e

SAE ChIZHI}

® o
°
°
wins zues L

DBSCAN 2E3} 3 49| 2T & FYEAE[A

b
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Fig. 2. Site suitability assessment method
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£ A= EASAQ2022)00A4 7idst o]2E—9 9 5
7139l A 43 FAAQ022)9] Aol wet EriE
(wingspan)= 7IE0= 15m2] 74| 2715 A83o=
H HEJZE F715 thgal o] AEsi9itt. HEzE=
FATO(final approach and takeoff area) 17§} 713
Vh= 7Pdskar, S AVt 71eF QlmEts 913t 31te
2 5mE 1 o, HE 42 57.5 mx45 m= Akt
ok 1 Ay, FEAe 2,587.5 nfE AkEE A"
FHA= T A Ao w2t B3k AlE g, =
AR, NEA 2ERE 9 A RS 5oE R
SIACHUBER Elevate, 2016, Hyundai E&C, 2023).
HE|ZE |32 AlT |oldE BrIshe 848A, o
A4 7R

B7) ) WA WAL A4E $EAS oo
3F 29| 2912 WSt FAolt
HEEE X WS YL AR BAA,

o
EA o8 7k, v R 4 e T vE S

oA wHWdst A=’ "astHMendonca et al,
2022). ok, Az} B8] 5848 st 27]
BrrACIA = BE A9 e E I3 820 ¥
7¥sHA] ofystal SE o] tisiivt AHAow 2§
gt ¥, SAEAE Bt

Jung et al.(2021)2 HEIZE XA QA0S
A, 7€, AEH SHoZ FHS & 8219 F4
T8 TEST £ e AfAToIN =53 57}
8207 F8EE B8ty I 821E B EX
HE2 EX g5 v EX] o]f 7tsAdes &
skl |, Al 8212 B7F 82104 ALttt

AAT= XA 8903 TSRS AR L
, W7HE e AdE it 7)) deliAe A9
ShA] it} & Al B7ME Yol HAE s A
Aetgon, A4, 5, ot 39A HAxef 747} 53, 37,
18& Fogozn 712S Got3rkTable 3). X
Aof] gk FAF1 B7F Y 71E2 theat 2ol
Z13ygict.

A A=, AAE S99 B7tEA, 943 89
2 EX gH H§, EA o]& 7teA, FEHeE +

o

Table 3. Priority assessment method for passenger transportation vertiport candidates

s 7 Wk F1EGE 54, % 34, o 19) 7
A s 18| B Gt mR e 15.3%
% SHARAY B BAA ol
5] ol A FGA, BRA, AERA
e | EA &R B % ¥ 15.3%
3t M2l
917 400m W ¥lagE @y | A R Lokm Wl A5 E= 1R 93]
424 ¥4 1.5km W X5kd @ 7|xpd| B 88 400m W e HARRA 91X 9.9%
o 5k A7He glol F ol
waan | aeme A gl gy LT 3% g viade 4 8ol
2 o4 | AtEme As gos g | o A $I AEHA A A 3 20.3%
3t PEF HIBE 4A 87
A BF 1% AP 52MW ol
AU 37 | 4 37 olv % B3 olf 49 26MW olat 6.6%
3 37 olf 49 e
A N 25
AE 8olg | HEZE A £3 % BURSAET 6.6%
3 A% 4HY, T 459
A iR A FAX GF vl
B QA | RAEAT IR A B 2 vz g age) 3AKY 94 27.6%
3t HIBAR 4 T FA49 9K
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Ao gt FAATIE 7IEe R Hstal, EA| o& 7t
T2 3 widel W §Y 7S st @
A AR A E 7102 HT 4= Qloh HEA
2 FH HFuE Que @ 7o s o 4= Qlth
o}7]ol A A9l 71%&2 1.5 km®t 400 mE &SI
tHKim et al., 2001; Yang & Diez-Roux, 2012).

T WA=, 71e3 S99 B7IRA of7|ofA= HIY
A= A% 8o, A8 T2 8o, HERE {3
o £ AlF goldE BRI BAFRE= IA 54
7t FF ARE 7|2= 3T AT WS olE
I FH FY HiAE aEgt RS vt gt
ch. ZoliE 7}t 7152 BASAQ2022)0014 AASE HE]
RE FofEARMEHY] H8-S AMeth M FF2
HE|ZEO] A7t ol A= AN ot A9 Ag
a5 7t 879 HluE Fofl Bk, R=E =4
FFUEK-UAM) 7|& 25, oA AAE A 4
ZFA 52MWE 7]5EC 2 SFATHKAIA, 2021).

AEE S Hit A 902 ALt 4 d A
Y Ag 8R0S 1EstE, FFE 7IE0R gt
HIPAE Y FAXA &4 o5 E 7|E0& 7, Al
A A% 9R1E Uit

FIHoE THAERE PR 8Qlo wt Fof
H B7Hgol 7FsAE Fokal ilste] AFE HASE
AEgich 2E ASE 1048 vhEo Axg HEksha
griste] & FEAE A3t

3.2 298 HEZE

Sz BH| HEEEL 55 BAE WA S
Folz A8z 443 o5 & YT el 9

A5 Agsfof gtk 2 Avte AESaest st
HA AR ARIAS el xR o2 dAE SF
RS PR W FHEAR AAshs WS At
oh sbe] o7 & H29] Brbga 22, dAedl
o] @4 F7I= AHP A4S Zdsto] 220 715
AE MISHL o] F 7IEoR FHAE BIse] HF
PAE sk AAA 22 AR Fig. 3).

321 HE S0 UK HBHK|S £&

2 Aol T Aolee) wiAvt S39= =
29| HE|ZEO: P2 mRTaL Holrh F3<bd

Fig. 3. Location assessment process for
emergency medical vertiport

o] wet 113 450] sliE Selrt 148 5 9L
o}, YAAHIHE o)F el gtttk Tt 7
29 A9l mE BEE o7 £58 Sat wEx
Eo} thartky 5 @9 SFolR Wido] ¥
A5 oz 7o) Hx A4z L9 e 1
slo] 9ol HERES 94 A4E BRol 3T
£7] o]go] me Wro] Aoke 854 Ulth
g0l vEEe] tgt Ax Zwo) Woss
B} golg ARkt Ag3lel dA| AFAAS =

s

N

)

3.2.2 Ykt FEX| MY

SRS HElEES YA AY Bl 258
el mES} gel o} 528 Teshy okeck T,
SFIE UAMS] £-870d3 HERE 4Xo] Ba
244 WAe] BAjo thet mee ko] Esjor

s,

zt

Sa9E WNE o83t A o2 9= A
7oA QJmxlo] Fagt &, AXolA &
Sole o g APHnt. BAEAY= S5
7] WA S Aok, HY W B ol
o|A5AS A3 HMinistry of Health And Wel-
fare, 2016). UAME E-83t 3397 AH|A9 &
AL H3Pal QA Ao oilgd uel B A
SH9E8 HEXZELE 3= AYo] 73t W
ol AA|=|ofof qhrfar HQlt
A 7] wjxEEe R 279 87 B F 570 8
12 gt 1 uEts 7k AFS YR

o
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J
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EREo] dEe 1 i, JESeY 922 8 a3t og Fof /IFt9] RS At S59®
°E HEIZES] YAz Aol &2 oz 4T A2 Hels HE @719 28 A (Ministry of He-
T 3tk of7]eldE @] wiAgd e s A=A 2 alth And Welfare, 2016)°l Wzt HEJZEES W0
TETEEEY Aoy IF A] F, solM 7L E 70kmZ St thel, &A A A, sl
Z 3 HEREE V8 353 dAE FEAR A l3f A} o]Fo] Aofo] AER F2 FREHE AH]

Haoct. 9] BEAONE Hol7} ek S wgste] YA
3 29 EAAGT WEA0E TR,
32.3 33 58 $2X| M9 B} 7167 Zvat A8lA 2] ool e o

A7 948 WA T8 Jung et alQo2D)e] o MFEEC] A8 WA W R VIE 55 =8
2o sl Zvom THsian slad 2u ge AT FEA SIS MG wAstAA J1E
X 2w gAY Qe WEHEE Ado) g W  DelnE IES RUSINI 799 vive] we A
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Table 7. Result of priority assessment for passenger transportation vertiport candidates

Z]Cﬂ _‘8"_5]_1" EX] Q—E EX] 0]% @EL}\(; H]ﬁ(g%i ﬁé%‘] }\]:g_ %‘Z}-y /\] %7]- ;g—}r—
vl | M T4 8ol | FF | golyg [ A &= (109)
FAA] | A RAREHAS P A A A 5 A 5 A 8.34
BG4 E9 KTXY Ap A A % 4 = = 7.85
A8l 2y v }
3] J = = 3] 3] Al
A ohl =X A A 3 3 s s T 7.77
129
RESY R, 3 = | x4 3 4 1 5 | 8 | 754
BN S B A A of = A A 5 7.33
Z a Zoo}g‘ c1>—]———1—j: = = =] = =
A Sl o ¥ | % f s | & | & | 69
gl | S0k AEA ki z | e af 3 | 4| 4 | 650
UFA| ¥ A A A Bl A 5 st 5.97
g | A ezEed 2 | 4 | B | 4 3 3 | s | o | 459

AEgoz 7igA] masfgel vl Alsol ofztsol
V& Al a9 KTXY, Asf Zol=z|v|
dohg A 123 KTX M3 FAg2 £A
Z O =15 ARSI o 258 AsliMe F
4 271] ME|RZE AJdo] "agte] w2t X9 7F A
2ge 1T b, 59 FEAE FHAR] HERE
WA= AL & ot Asf AAEude] B, FA
FaoF F SHoAM eesint, JIFe] dd A
=, A7l e 71ed, AR SHdM W2 B7E
o} FH2] F A 7HE A B7RE I

4.2 859 HEEZE

sEE F49| HEXE UA] I} KLY LA

L 3eARA B Al 3] AE FEA
NS, SHEE BT

2 WA WA YA ARAG B Fig. 73 2
o, A ARALS AT APIE B FFETY
1o AASHYSPIAT APIFAEY B P By
g9 Al Fow BlEs

SR8 HElRES A Wiol W $08 1
Bt ghgol mek, A S 43T o
T 52 Pasle] HE|RE WHle] 28 FsAe Wt
1, 93} FAS AFsit B2t 2, 3 S
PE2 AP, ALY FREE 9 Qi
Shegelo] Ak FuAR AAHTKFg. 8)

O]o

r(

oft
o ok Kl

oF, ok

8328 HEIZE YX|He x|
[ 150m o4 Hoig
[ CLELED
B v
O zugs=

Fig. 7. Result of site constraints assessment for
emergency medical vertiport

A A S A FRA o B SHo] &
A9 WARA, B Q7oA AN B} i 7]
Fol uel 245 SFolRs WEEE FuAE 94
$9] A3H= Table 83} 2ch

WA BgSHSPRLel Bk BT MY &
o Aog I o7l UAM SFIz Aul
9l 70km W Bz Sl A vlgo] &
o R, A, ool SINsl, WEoRE T,
8A% 5 =4 Kojo] TN SFIR AL
AP} B2 A0 ogEt WaARe] AHNE
QI Aoz oIl Suzte] B YA gout,



54 Aele, 3, A%

Vol. 33, No. 1, Mar. 2025

Fig. 8. Candidates for emergency medical
vertiport
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