Great Lakes Hyperloop
Feasibility Study Preview
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Distance Travel Time* Top Speed* Average Speed*
Route (miles) (minutes) (mph) (mph)

. Distance Travel Time* Top Speed* Average Speed*
Option 1 315 31:52 760 588 Route (miles) (minutes) (mph) (mph)
Option 2 330 4718 700 439 Option 1 139 24:04 525 339
Option 3 337 36:38 700 554 Option 2 142 18:58 525 447

*0.1 G acceleration
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Energy Consumption Comparison CO, Emissions Reduction*
Hyperloop moves at airplane speeds with high-speed rail With HyperloopTT system
efficiency. By incorporating renewable energy production like
solar panels, Hyperloop can generate more energy than it i
consumes within a year. 143 million tons decreased
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