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Abstract: This paper focuses on travelers’ choice behavior of
park and ride or driving alone in commuting trips. Revealed
preference (RP) and stated preference (SP) surveys of car
drivers’ and public passengers’ mode choice behaviors are
performed in typical park of ride (PR) transfer station in
Shanghai. Based on survey data. influencing factors of PR
choice are analyzed. Two individual binary logit models are
established under smooth traffic state and congested state
respectively on whether car drivers will park and transfer to
metro. Model results show that young commuters with lower
income are more likely to choose PR. Whether a household
has elders or children influences PR choice significantly under

congested traffic. The results also indicate that commuters
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put more attention on travel cost when traffic is fluent.
However, they care more about time consumption and
comfortableness when traffic is congested. Furthermore, the
influence of time and cost sensitivity on PR choice behavior is

presented.

Key words: commuting trip; park and ride; behavior survey;

Logit model

{220 (park and ride, PR) 286 A2 4%
A5 U T S 3 i BT 1) 45 42 37 1 4 Sfe 3 52
AT G X AEE A T B B AR A RS
AR G O XSl R A RGE R Z —. B
T T A [RDRT 2 T ER 4y PR F A, 4 5 X
A AP RS T RN A O, R I e R 2
A LR | AR I AT A R B DL L
$iiE PR WS | g A 22 | 2 25 i 1) A RS,

TEIX —F B R 51T B0 8 A7 i 5 2 42
FXF PR PEAT Sy o 28 B b 75 TI7 S0 45 4 4 e oy
XHE E AT E PR T PR AT M RP R &
( revealed preference) 5 SP 8 & ( stated
preference) ., 25 G FIE T T £ PR 5 /15
Wi PRI 2R e JHL B R 0o 48 3fe 45 4 37 i 4 52 110 o fmy 4
B2 R PR OABHE 32 (1) 5 e A 2% FH A e K 0 A7
[ S5 HEAT T G it oM, 128 1 1 38 %38 1 A0 40 SR
BXF PRIEFEAT A FEI , 43 Bl ST 13X 2 FMOR R 52
AR 4R PR 80 H 25 )7 289 — 31 Logit A4,

AW ST BT 1 38 ) A TR AR B ofe IR 55
TEAE A2 30 38 W FHH 35 B X PR BEREAT S (0 52 W, %o
PR EFENG 5| B 278 Ao B e A% 22 0 A0l e A i 4
AR5 3t ARt 2 ) R R PR A% S BT PR
RGN I HRCR e it 2%

HAWH . FFARRFERE4 T S H (70631002) ; S H AR 45 4E 345 (70501023)
B—EF . mEMA77) A FlEEE, Tt FERGE T 7 3l R G B FL 5170 (B K 5 32l R 5.

E-mail: yunmp@ tongji. edu. cn

WIEE : XBEERE (1987—) , Lo, W4, FERFST 7 16 Jy 3838 T AT M. E-mail: liuxianwei87@yahoo. cn



1826 79k 2 % O K B D

10%

1 XERLRIA

FE N AME PR J5 18 AR 5T 2 55 PR 5 Uik
PAT A WF 5T PR i e 41k PR 75 3R T 4% 3 4>
J5 1.

7 PR J7 sk B 47 0 75 1, Hole™ 38 33 % 38 )
WATE BB A @S, T PR I 4 2 flb 4707
Y 30 Logit AR, 85 FE B M) /MR
A 2 DA T AR A5 2205 0 55 DR Hh A T3 5 e
PR A 3 520, TA A oL DX 455 25 B ol B 3 v 2 1
MITEE#E PR. Bos™ SR 2 215 B4 & 10 k5
THZEZEFEX PR WBEREAT R, F A far 2% Nijmegen
TR A 50 A Ny TR B SRS AT X PR
VM2 P 8 R e 1. Hess™ BFSE T S 35 42 %)
i 2238y AR RS R ST T TAE AT
VEPEAY 20 Logit MR, FH 1 78 45 40 2% A 2% 2
PP oL T S AT E B A S A TR PR 1Y)
TR, RS SE EA AT T AL T PR BEBRAT O
HENT T 2 SRR R ) AT R B ARY. RE R AT £ X
RS 2 A S AT TR T AR
R PR AT ARG, FE XA SR TSR o0 M, $2 4 T
HASEASE T . R L L nt b8k PR R 400
foil, @3 SP JH#E i RP 25 5 X PR 520 (K 2 f
FE43HT - FHESE T s bk PR AT A B PRAR Y.

PR it bk 77 1 » Farhan' ™ L4 36 B4 2 M 9
HIEHE A . % PR & i 47058, @7 1 PR
T P e il A R i Ve R 25 RGeS 584 PR R 4%
HEMA. T2 TR PR B0 AR R 0 R 2 I
FH %R S 03 2 30 I Sy 75 S S AR A5 B T RLE
233 9 ) fe e PR 45 2535 it it

PR 75 2R W00 75 18, Suson %5 AR 5T T e e vl 25
T S A R 2 4 e T SR AR AL I R . 32 Kk
SENOF ST PR i BT 7 2K L e 22 K JE A
FE T EESHOM A AR &, A F] PR 55K & i
JT s s, iASE Y T T PR 75k RP A4, 4
M PROISTESE & 04T M Fe i« A5 Hh 40 30 458 22 3%
FHJER4 0 H AT 2 e % PR — AN 522 i X ] 1)
WASATATS ] PR 2E8:4T R

AR R PR A SCWF ST HE 4L T 2%, SR
Fah U B 22 57, BEAY A 45 SR 0 TR BB
i b SR A ) U, LA S 9 o o oA T R ) 5K
PIHPIRASXT PR kA WA A % E PR 5
28 2 (Y B ) B %% R SR I AR RS . AR ST Bk

75 P R L 25 SRR S I TR A L B HT AR /Y
PR EFHL.

2 1EFE#GFE RP FHEREBIESH

2.1 FAERA

AWFFEAE L T ML A PR st A7 19 PR 47
N BRI AT T RIS A [ A SO AT R AE
PR R 55 FFAE A SR BERFIE 7 255

PRI E] 2011 4F 3 A 5 A . IR T HLE
ZGE 11526 3R 0k S PR 1424 (2010 4F
i T A AUE B B PRS2 —) JHLIE
S 2 S KT ALl 9 PR 42 423 0 A 07
5 R UL 0] 25 9 £ 14 07 32X BE S A TR A 3 2 7
T 50 B8 T RP JE A F1 SP i 4 2 S RRAS s
PAAE R GAL R IR 1 Fros. BEARUEH e T £ [l
JO7 AR ML R AT HEAT T3 U A L A Bk
) 202 ffy. 45 X G P-4 4R % O 26. 8 %, A
A e A (SP [l BB R RC A - BT U AEREA
HE 31, 800 A B B AT I A )R T
W ANHE s BAT —E AR,

x1 AEXNREAM

Tab.1 Composition of samples

WK N 2 Py 7 N, By%
P 198 5 119 60. 1
5'e 79 39.9

<1 200 66 33.3

A%/t 198 1 201~5 000 82 41.4
=5 000 50 25.3

IG5 I 3 1.5

F0lk A5t 65 33.3

5 [N PN 21 10. 8
el 10 FH 62 31.8
TA 23 11.8

oAl 21 10. 8

TE: N AR ELG N A ST AL

2.2 HERGITHR

PR A PR 2 #5155 75 A9 52 0 [N 3R L 520 [N 3%
BERE AT HEZ A5 AR B VPR Jr AT 42 1 9 T L
IIFELL Sz PR J5 2 B0 6 95 50 45 Oy i ik A7 480t
ST
2.2.1 jE#E PR 5EMFMIE N R T

ARAE P A H L PE 8 PR AT Y 32 B PR CREAR
122 B AT R4 L o5 5800 HUCH 5 2 [R]
FIAFAGH i &7 38 B2, 2303l i 42000 3306, [ 3 Iy
T PERE PR & 2506, BB H 46 3fe i) (58 ) A 1 A7)



120 R I T A TR T P07 S 1827
A PETHZE (). Hesz iR PR SYFHRYE N 21 ST hRiEZE N 8),

AT E AR BERE PR A =25 R CREAR SR 80) &4
FEAEF, 1 56 6. HUTE A H 1 1 1 4 3fe b iz
17 3920. 41 28 VoM NI Ry fte Tfe JUr it of ] <. e Ah s R
L% |49 3Fe J A M RAAI RS B R 1 22 0%,

2.2.2 SZUR R E LA

2 Pros, fE e &Rk PR ), A
A5 0 AT e B A RO AT RN D, e A
FERHTTEN N 2206, 55 T B AT R R A
13%6 TN A8 2 3R 5% 1) JRR AT R 3Fe Ji5 47 38 M 4
HEHEHR RSN 9%.

R2 REBEEEMREEERE (AR 199)
Tab.2 The most important factors for choosing
PR(samples 199)

RERERHNE HEEHBI/ Y
ST e s} ) 45
T o s> 21
BT RSB 9
e 3Fe J5 e J i 1 PR U 9
AT T AR b 2 75 B iz 13
HoA 3

2.2.3 REEZMEmEIE

X TRl A RE He 52 ) B 4 A 0 (8T 1D 3
FE10 70 « A RLAFIZ VI 5 590, i fg 2 30
TG+ d R LUF B2 U5 E U 1206, AR R 2
Vi AR N e s R B AT B (E D 14 J0 (hRifE 22
0 9) - Tk 3 B ) AR Y PR 420 3%

401
351
301
251
20
151
101

5_

0

PRI EL /%

ZViE L

5 10 15 20 30 40 50  >50
BZER/IT

1 gERZHEEEES (AR 200)
Fig.1 The highest acceptable parking fee(samples 200)

2.2.4 RH PR ATREHZ (B Bl 2 H]
AT B A 2 SO S PR SR IS
() e KA 2 R, P A 7 R AR 4 25 H I b i 22
30 7T 18] 5235 % % 1 PR 5 R REHE2 10 5 v 2 .
PRSI (E 2) BoR 36 %0 15215 # B4 32 10 i o 3%
FHAZ 20 Jt. MEESE 15 S0 30 JThY EL 4050k 26 %6
F1 2000, T 2B 30 JC LA b A2 U7 H AL EE
8%. 24 PR R P IR T2 2 AT 2/3 ) e R %
Bl B A S ek PROJEE RS B Z & T

SEH A 2/3.

40
< 35¢
§30—
EZS-
¥ 20f
R 15t
ﬂm 10_

10 15 20 30 35 40 45
SERT
F2 ®#EZNEELER (AL 197)
Fig.2 The highest acceptable all-in cost of PR

2.2.5 SR PR BE4EZ AR AT 1]

SHTE N X AN AE S PRONRE 9 f R %
FEIE A B 2 5 H A 22 1 h, gl %
Vi K] PR J7 2 REH 32 1) fie e IR 1.

3R T AT H EFRRY S AT O BN T
8T 60 min (53] 7504, K 42N T4 T 45 min
CE WA 3/ i 56 %0 8 H A 25 AEAt Al J&
R PR 2 U8 AN 2500, THE B o 572
% Th A EE 4% PROAERESZ 10 i RIS FERY I {E D 52
min(FrifEZE04 16). AT UL, BRAR AR5 /Y H A7 i € ml
REZ W] A2 4 ik PR J5 3k

401
< 351
§ 301
= 251
% 201
RS
ﬁm 10 -
R
0 30 45 60 70 80
B 18] /min
E 3 geEZMsKHITRIBE (FEARE199)
Fig.3 The maximum acceptable time-
consuming of PR(samples 199)
2.2.6 AFZCEIRE F PR 7 0365 58

R AN TR S AR XS PR B HEAT I 52 00
WL T 3 MhACHE ARSI A 55 » 43 3l e 1 el 1 L )
BEANEE IE  HRe A [F] B 18] R 3% FH A5 A8 o 3 5
fik. 3% 3 R, s A 2 Ui E AEAN R SRS T
MR PR J7 3 a4 AR R kR
ANERE PRI 2052 5 5 2 T e AR
YR A SN 4 FoR.

TEIB B A . B8 07 PR J7 U I AR AR
(352 30,45 min) . A [ 25 2% &L PR 3% w5



1828 79k 2 % O K B D

10%

(30,21 70) , B E B FE PR 205 # (A7 1920475
A SSNMZVIH A PR J5 s (124 “ FEA AR
27 GRS UL TR R A R PR
AT FE. TR IE BB A ZE RIS L0 L B 4E PR
(9 LL 2 8 T B 2, 43 )k 2 76 0 i 78 V4. FHEE I
TEHATIAE R [R] L PR A 2% FH A2 A 1 12 A 1 2

T AT PRAT B B e g 4 . HC b 2 b %
PR LI 2804, 3 ZEmF . PR J5 SXU7E Hh A7 AR A
B L35 B A 15 2k PROAY LBl ik
5106, BMAKT |l B AC 3K FE 27 PR A FE]
T A 25 38 B A Tk PR

S

3 AEAZERSHES
Tab.3 Scenes of different traffic conditions
TH 50 R A Yy sclink
El J lfi 30 mina—qﬁﬁ% 30 ﬁ;
L %+ k (PR) 7% 45 min, 878 21 T (& %
16 77:+Hﬁ%9€ 5 J0).
“ B2 45 min, %7&: 41 913
EiiiEr EILFﬂLi’M%(PR) T 45 min, PAFE 21 L4
16 Jo+ ik 5 J0).
“H%7% 60 min, PAFE 47 I0;
2 “H2+H8: (PR 45 min, R 21 TS 4
16 JC+ Hudk 5 J0).
601
S 5ot 7 Eﬁ%ﬁ
= RS
Sl = Z s AR
% % = Z S ZXR S
5 = 7 %
Sl =S =\
il -8 -0 -
L]

B4 FRAZBERETHEESER (A 196)
Fig.4 The selection results in different

traffic conditions

3 BEMFEFITHERSIRE

3.1 EEEFEFEHRFEH I Logit IRH
MRIGEENUBON B IS . [ 8 42 I AT 38 T4 261
e AT 09 98 18 77 58 h AU B R B B R I A
SCAGE 18 B ]k 7 08 PR 7 UMt A 2,
BOBENE n EHITR (=12, 1fUK PR, 2 Uk
P H 2D B U, W U, /AR .U, =V, +

en (V, = Z@LXWL)y,\':PVH,j‘j)&% Borb iy [
50, 7@?@5{ k RSk AREEAS & X R PE

oAl

MRAEEER T PR XAy RP 182 B 76 v BE 1Y
S R 2R R AT O . AR O A 4 R g it o A T
2 TEAS AR PR 2R AR DG W0 2P BE BCZ U AT IR
(A A D VP IS O (VD R IE =5 A /N
#Z(K) ZE/AEZANO) . AZE IR 5] #3211 PR
A [R] FU B (T LA S A 25 2% JH 5 R4 32 PR B
P HAE (O SFAE ALY A 78 5. PR IE£RAT L
RUNF

Vie—=Vou=0+0A+01+0,M+
0K+ 0:0+0:T+0,.C
Y5 Logit ﬁﬂﬂ’ﬂﬁﬁfﬁ B n P PR 72X
1

Z_I)Eﬁ¢%$j\j Pl?l— Vl +evo :1—~—ei(vlniv2u).

P VA A T A5 0 B AR R Logit 11 U485 7Y (4 Jy
B2 M SPSS Ge i+ 43 # FF e 57 PR BEBEAT A A
Y. NI E Y PHET IE2E 3 R ASEIRAS T PR
MRS AL IEAT T hR o » 2 BRACHE H 5 i b JE i A5 A4 2%
SIEARE, B T A EE, S5 5 WAEmE,
Tt B JUT R AR SC %01 1 T 3 W A3 2E 2 MRS T Y
PR BEFRBAI bR 22 25 .

FEE R RAS T S8 e W R h X A AR
HEAT T HE— 25 0, Fe 2 B LA T B 35 A8 i AR AR
B AL T, CobRE a5 R W3R 4. 38,0 AR
i E KRN T 0. 05 AYAS T A i 2 AR i, UEBH L
TBHA R LA« WL EO) 24 AR A4 1
A B 118 1 S LT AR SR 1 AR Ak, — 210 Ky i o
RS R H ) 4D B ) A, O 250, 583, Cox &- Snell
R* il Nagelkerke R* Sy 1 7 $L & 0 B 119 25 248 45
435k 0. 089 F1 0. 119. ¥E#E PR A9HER Hy

F 4 EBEGERHER ST

Tab.4 Parameter estimation of model in the

smooth traffic flow

. , W s Em BE

s E
Lk E O Y I S AL
A —0.081 0.027 9.610 1 0002 0.919
<1200 1.165 0.456  6.538 1  0.011"* 3.206
P201<I<< oo 0387 0,022 1 0.881  1.059
5 000
=5 000 _ .
() 10. 507 2 0. 005
T 0.087 0.574  0.023 1  0.880 1.091
c 0.650  0.572 1290 1  0.086% 1.916
i 1884 1090  2.989 1 0.084 6581

TE: R S HE T S BGE /N T 0. 001, JF ARSI 7R AR UCEL 5 Ab
Ak
1

P, = (1. 8840, 084A1. 165110, 65C
1+ e (1 884-0. 081AF1. 165 F+0. 650




12

M G B AT TP R SR AT T S A 1829

1 I<1 200 9%

2 1 201<<I<5 000 JC
He, 1 3 PR IRX2 heBAE L

TEIE BRI FERAAT . S 8hn @ i b |28

HEAT T i — 2D 0 i SR AR LA B 3 AR A AR
B ALMK,O, T, CobrE 45 R DL 5, BRI 50 45
H—211 24 170. 919, Cox &. Snell R* 4 0. 153,
Nagelkerlke R? } 0. 236. 1E£E PR LR N
1

1 + e (1. 634—0. 049A+0. 779MH0. 924K—0. 917041, 484T)

{o I>>5 000 JC
I:

Plu:

1 1 1
M:{O’K:{O’O:{O”E\qj | 547 0 R

*5H EEREBEERERSHEMET
Tab.5 Parameter estimation of model in

the congested traffic flow
Frif it A B

At ‘ L E
< 0 1% H i K- @
A —0.049  0.025  3.85 1  0.050"* 0,952
<1200 0.438  0.658  0.442 1 0.506  1.550
1201<1< ,
= 000 0.697 0.461  2.292 1 0.130  0.498
I - -
5 0002 ) 5181 2 0.075
M HA)  0.779  0.444  3.088 0.079** 2.180

K Af) —0.924
O HF) —0.917

0. 456
0. 541

1
4.118 1 0. 042" 0.397
2.877 1 0. 090" 0.400

1
1
1

T 1. 484 0.797 3. 464 0.063** 4,411
C —0.679 0.706 0. 924 0.336  0.507
W 1. 634 1. 267 1. 663 0.197  5.123

3.2 EEMFEFITHEBEERSMN

PUEAS K 0. 1450 [ 2% 215 2 35 19 03
Frek. INF 4 Fk 5 Al DUA B i 3 MoK 4 R 240
/NT 0.1, BT SE s i 2N PR AT, K 4 2
I i E W IR A T R AR 2 R T LR =2 U5
AT /NN ) TP PR Al RE T AR R N 5y %
SRR Y e OGN AT S T AR LR T
5 000 JCHAJZAE RS IR AR 45 2R R YA B AT
i) FHE PR, H A 1 200 50 K DATF A ARE A3
£ PR B A A FERE 5 000 JTRL EYCAJZ R 3. 206 4.
TCRR A i ] SRR ) A2 4 % PR OB FE 5 A 1 3%
(0. 880) » 1Ml CCRR Ay 3% FAHURAR ) WX A LAY I 2%
SN (0. 086) » C 8K . i % B i 1] T 26 % PR 5
PR S8 BE W I AT TR E & 7 B 4 PR R ZIN R
JEB .

5 B FKIE ZEIRAE T BB BIbR 2 4521, AE 0%
X PR Ve (145 i 5 3 38 1 AR 2 — 2 T3 9K 2

AP A2 )38 B A ) Tk R PR A RS I TN
AN R E WA EEFL A X PR SR B,
A BEFC A 32 U5 8 B ) T8 PR, H e PRI 1
KW E A BEFR A Z Ui E R 2. 180 £, al g Ky
FEFE 4TS/ INR A - T PR, EE S 4210 AT T &
PE AR KRS . K A8 & .0 A8 xf PR ¥4 B 3%
SEM X AT F N B PR, X ] Bl Tl
% AC 38 3 B WS FE R Br S K R I A
P 2SI RS T R AN T E A
NG A B AN ) T B PR, B) AR R B
AR R e RS PR A I 35 5 W, 5 R] R8s OR 1) 32
Vi AR T R PR, SR, 2% A BUER U 8 1 ZE R
X PR E£E B 5200 A Tk 35, 1 10 I 75 T8 % b ZE st
IR B PR 2% 8002 PR IRHHE.

LA L 3E i FIdE2E 2 Fhag kA T 1) PR 85
BRI B 45 S n AAS DL R 8598 AR AR i e 2 Fhsg
MRS T 5275 k5 PR 4 A ¢ o BIVAE I 8/
AT ] F1E P PR. X438 50 W 5, 9 SOER AR B X
TR PR A 03552 W , 1T 75 18 [ 3% ZE i), B[R] f¢
JERR B X AR R (R 3 R ] LA 2 Ay TR 2
7 PR 51 1.

3.3 AfiE.#EA PRIEFHFMES

Shitt 2 T AN TR S RS T B 1) A0 B P R
FREEXT PR % £ A 6 11 52 i 22 53, 43 Hr 38 %3 i A
BEFRIRAS T PR e PR 248 5 1] (1] 50 B2 R0 2 11
TRURAR B 1Y) 56 R

TE K R A BRPEAR(E 26. 8, =0,
W52 38 7 B 8 PR AR P, Rl C HARfR A B, [7)
P E BRI I A=26. 8, M=0,K=0,0=
0, W75 235 ZERT BERE PR MESRE P BE T AR 1015
WK 5 Frs.

1.0r
1
s ool HEMN Pum ossiamn
B
= 0.8f
®
ﬁﬁ 0.7F .
& 0.6F B P1"=1+eo‘367 2-0.65C
: /_
) 0.5F
04 0.6 0.8 1.0 12 14

R S HTE L
E5 Z#ASHELEMNEERREFHRRNZN
Fig.5 T and C vs. PR choice probability

A LLR B 8 B R C K DL KGH FE % ZE R
T R, PE#E PR AL AR BOR, (H2 T Xf PR g4



1830

Al B 2 2 (A 9 BE 2 BO

10%

RS i) R R B vy, 2 0L b X0 7 e B B G E B 5
3 R 55 KA RIS AR D » A 2 i 52 3 1Yt AT
A IR B HD.

4 FHRRSEMETTE

1E BT R LAY PR vh X A 25 & /) PR 471 0 3
37 RP 4 Al SP &, I8 25 45 B i R 4 3 R E
FI B R PHAS 2 U7 & 8 PR B9 EZE R A X F
e e 45 26 3 ATV ) T I B AR i ot L i A N RERE
He 3z 4 afe Jr 2 o PR 0 11 2 B 2 . i LT I 52
ARG B2 W PR S8R4T . A LS R B
7 I8 RS g A 46 20 A7 U Sk R PR, E B
S PABT I ZEWT 4> A 7600 R T8 Y Z T #F A
EFE PR.

DX 31 % T i A 2 2 BRAS e BIEESE T 2
PEFE PR A 30 Logit A4, 855 @7~ PR Jr =%+
ANAAT RN 5] e T H M ATE AERY 194, G
HARTE BRSO O IT S 5. R
b — A i AR B[R] A0 3% FH ABURR B X PR PEABE 3 1) 52
M 22 5, AR SCBETR LR IR T E AT Z M A C .

AR5 0 A S Ao AT L 9 A K, 5 O i
A —E W Ry BRAE. 8 i % 202 ASREA KL 7Y 20
1B AR AT A BE N GE i , (H A AR T &M =52,
FLON B Fa3 5 EDIE A 4518 2 A IE#.

A JEWEFE T 1]« ARAS B8 A A . ST A
() PR SEFEAT B 0 JF 45t i RG B , mXo) 90 A A 7Y 3
HEIE ;18 FIRRI ST B )7 i, XF PR #8847
(R 5Z I PR 28 HEAT A TR A 4087, M I TH PR R 48
YRR | 45 B R L ROR ot $ AL T 22 ELAR AT A7 1
B I R HE R PR RS F R,

S Xk

[ 1] Arne Risa Hole. Forecasting the demand for an employee park
and ride service using commuters’ stated choices [ J .
Transport Policy, 2004, 11(4): 355.

Hona Bos. Changing seats: a behavioral analysis of PR use[ D].

[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[S.1. J: Trail Research School, 2004.

Daniel Baldwin Hess. The effect of free parking on commuter
mode choice: Evidence from travel diary datel EB/OL]. [2011-
10-15 .
workingpapers/35Hess. pdf, 2001.

ZEMpse, R, ZErEL. KU PR RETLHAT A &)
Srfr——Lidb i ()], 280 is TR 5 0E B E
2004, 2(4). 77.

QIN Huanmei, GUAN Hongzhi, LI Yangbei. Analysis on the
choice behavior survey of the PR system in metropolis—a case
China [ ] J.
Engineering and Information, 2004, 2(4). 77.

REPR, B4R, AR TT BB A 45 4 e L £ 47 A P i
(7], BRI 2240 - BET R, 2008, 25(2): 206.

XIONG Ping, YANG Dongyuan. Application of disaggregated
model in park and ride choice behavior[J]. Journal of Shenzhen
University: Science & Engineering, 2008, 25(2): 206.
JEFRAC BREE. ot MRS AR A T O BRI AT LT ). IR
rgT, 2011, 32(5).: 76.

TANG Weicheng, CHEN Ying. Research on the mode choice of
subway park and ride in Nanjing[J]. Modern Urban Research.
2011, 32(5): 76.

Bilal Farhan. Evaluation, modeling and policy assessment for

http://lewis.  spa. ucla. edu/publications/

study in Beijing, Journal of Transportation

park-and-ride services as a component of public transportation
[D]. Columbus: The Ohio State University, 2003.

T2 T A5 2R e e 1R i R X0 I A 5 —— LA G 2 T O ]
[D]. P5%: K%K, 2009.

WANG Xin. Research on facilities planning of park and ride—

acase study in Xi’ an, China [D]. Xi’ an: Chang’ an
University, 2009.

Suson Handricks, Maren Outwater. Demand forecasting model
for park and ride lots in King county, Washington [J J.
Transportation  Research  Record: Journal of The
Transportation Research Board, 1998, 1623: 80.

FE T, XNFEVE. 1544 Tfeul O B B £ S 3 A 75 K Wi [T ].
KB R AR, 2005, 25(1): 60.

PEI Yulong, LIU Chunxiao. Park and ride station location and
its demand predicting[ J]. Journal of Chang’an University:
Natural & Edition, 2005, 25(1): 60.

K, EART, B F R R S E M
VA b i i Sl 4 AR s LT ] ST AciE - 2009, 7(2)
13.

ZHANG Rong, WANG Linping, YAN Zhebin. Park and ride
demand analysis and parking pricing: a case study of Shanghai
in rail transit park and ride operation[ J]. Urban Transport of

China, 2009, 7(2): 13.



