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EVALUATION CRITERIA FOR TRANSIT IDEA PROPOSALS 
 
QUALITY OF INNOVATION: Is this an innovation likely to be used in practice?  Is there a potential for the concept to produce a significant innovation or 

advance in the state of the art or practice? 
POTENTIAL PAYOFF: Is this an important problem that the Transit IDEA program should investigate to benefit transit practice, and would the 

product be potentially practical for transit applications? 
RESEARCH APPROACH: Is the proposed approach technically credible and sound? 


