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Tab.2 Examples of the hypothetical bicycle routes in axonometric view

HLBh % ZE it ik {(i5 = o

FiERAY BATELFE 5B FIRAT 5154 B3 EIRAT
HLAE b S it et L FAFF x

PLBh 2 BRI % & pi 2

AT IE SR A] 25 3 LA A WAy A7 3L AT Ve KT

i pgaRAl % i i i

B O LSS HEAL e

AR I9E 1§ =24 >54~ 3-54

H AR S HERCIN R N 2 YN &

THRE: £H0%.

N TP E R, f 63 HIEFB ML 7 BRGTH. WEEEPHNET: —RNPaE N NEE,
AR 2. AAANAWN S —BOEERRREAT IR 1EE, URESRATERES; —REMETHARIESE, WK1
B, B EEhI EAL TP, A IR SO B — 2D BB A Hh PRI ZEER A K B 3RE, AR A S R E R
MIZEER, RONHE 2 BOE R IR B, (AT 22 5 I B3R F87 AE Ri o ik (e s PR A2 P A HH AT H (9 — RN IR IR 2
s ATUAAE PSR e PR AU — 2%, AT LABRANIE,  EWRAE KT PR B R A AN I



12. BERBE, BERBMERT, RFEFTHIREBREPOB—RK?

HE— ' 1~24 ¥ — KikER B
BITEETHiE FERE 54%F. BaERIT
R NanE i ieE A
| asmazEn BREEEN | B =W LEHT
1-24 ATHE 5
i IR 3
¥ BARN BEALNE
HE— ot BAFE
i)
kiR
B ESRTREEFERLT
Fig.1 Scenario design of the virtual cycle route choice
THARR: £Ha%.
1. 3 HEicse

FIATE <R MR & LHEY, BN « MlE. BrRME. BB RE R . T NSNS 5%
CRAER NN, O TPl ARl A, g b EpERE, B0 VRSB TIb Uik, M RET 2014 47 A
THoacsE . Set ) Bl pA s SQlicde: — 2 i E REB X Rk hG. ARENREERX, EIgERESS; =
RAFINBTERR T =NEERs, dEZRSTENGBIEE DX N ERIIERE SRR ERELHET, fHEM08E
hEERRS S, DT EMNERERPITTE . SHAERITSS5 198 N, PMIHESTTSS 352 A, BREIESF 10542 K.
FEA, 36 2% HtEs 35 SLUTHSERAL 55 % 5 WAEATRT 5 RIE 56 % 5 5347 60 % IIBHRE HARRRT ZIF# .

2 BT SRR R S AT
2. 1 BT S

SR FH B Mk B AL v B Stk 1 — MR A 1B BRI A (generalized mixed logit model ) SKAAREMEIA (kL R, IF
T HSAT IR 3 A VAT LR R B B0 o AR mT DABOR BR BE A VAN 1o e B RIBE BRI I 52 17, AR e LAY 1y
FERRERE IR S B HERA I . AT FCIK) 2 H PR A5 B0 AT VPN AT AR IR e B, 0 HE (I

V,=a,time, +(a,voll, + ajvol2 +
atypel +agtype2 +agspl. +a.sp2. +
agsp3; +a,car; +awidthl, +

a, width2 +a,green. +aartl, +
aart2 )time; +aredl, + a,red2, +

aynatl, +a,nat2,



Horb: VioRBATH 1 AR § OPTREIRAS TR, AR A IE CERE 1 o ZRESH a FORMEERY, Ak
MR, ERUE LSRRI T, SRR SHIEEMbRMERE .. W5 PA HE 7T b B ) 2 A R TR R
ORI AR SIS BRI B, T AR % B R I AR AT A AL FE N R IR IR, S I AR SRAS B AR i B B R 0
AT o Qb e N & SEP AT, BIINERBA 1 B 3T ROz AR 56 3 2 10 . AR A B IS4 o AT R NG
AT AT FERT P LR o ZLZRIT AN ARSI B AR B AR = AR S, DR T 5 I AR ELR IR R

2. 2 MR

F Nlogits #AFMATHAILG, BRI RWER 3 , DR TESHNIIE, WEETRIFMMHPMEHNSE, Hiky
0% T ArvEE L AL S B, R 2R EPLE McFadden s Rho Square=0 . 3298 , FE[FIZEHIFATE T EERUIFRIZE B .

3 BMEAUSTELR
Tab.3  Main results of the model estmation
B i S A 10 4 i HE
i i HEEEE NG time -0.1409 <0.0001
' s voll 0.0327 <0.0001
At gt vol2 | 0.0230 <0.0001
* - 1; 0 -
FAT 46 Al typel | 0.0674 <0.0001
I . I*_-m_uz;u fql-'-?‘lé‘f_f _ type2 0.0573 <0.0001
| 995% BEh Rkt - 0 -
Y spl 0.0207 <0.0001
- f‘fﬂ- sp2 0.0192 <0.0001
kizk sp3 0.0073 0.0000
x - 0 -
P :‘1 car 0.0216 <0.0001
s = 0 -
RECRLI NS widthl 0.0223 <0.0001
HATFIERIE T2 13T | width2 0.0164 <0.0001
a1 AT - 0 -
Yy ;Q{{E green 0.0044 0.0067
AL - 0 -
Rkl art] 0.0169 <0.0001
fEyiH B T an2 _ 0.0072 0.0028
AL - | 0 -
1-24 red| ' 0.3293 <0.0001
ARSI R S 3-549 red2 0.3154 <0.0001
l >54 - 0 -
#50 2 Fe FT i natl 0.2394 <0.0001
ERishis ) S ONT nal2 -0.0095 0.8660
x - 0 -
T4 R i 4 10542
Log=likelihool -7639
Rho Square 0.3298
A R 0.4845
E; AMEFAAEREFHEL S4ATEF, REARNREGREDO, HiadkFehi NS 2 4k
THAE, LHa8.




BT BARSWER W QA E” XK, AR RS EIE BRSNS B E L, AR S MAR KN &
WL K 2 SR ERMAMMN KR, T ERBCE R R AN RO, SRR E RN AHIL AL, K23 Sener , 55 (2009 )
H % BOUSUT ST LAREAST S SEBRYTAT NG, A5 P S 22 A AR R E0nT e B 2 b

®H
0 02 04 06 08 1 1.2 14 16 18
g s—— e
(2T oL N e——
A
ETF 4L | ]
ShEhE AT | ]
HYUE, MEERTT
LA i —
Ry T
1 ES T S —
EE
P UK S e—
HERL A
AR T DN e—
% LR LN ——
ol 148 {7
EESE A T
R
DIl O e——
#rige T
BiEREE
12058 T
E R TR % 4 B s | -
>5 AT EEET | LT mBEz
250 R R P b !
AR AN ! [__ TR
AT H W e

B2 FEREZIHA
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