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Preference Analysis of Car Sharing Users Based on Structural Equation Model

WANG Zheyuan', WANG Yue?, LI Xing', QIAO Junjie'

(1. Chengdu Institute of Planning and Design, Chengdu Sichuan 610041, China; 2. Chongzhou Housing
and Urban-Rural Development Bureau, Chengdu Sichuan 611230, China)

Abstract: As a new travel service model, car sharing can bring more convenient choices for residents trav-
eling, but problems such as insufficient consideration of user preference have gradually emerged. Based on
online and offline questionnaire surveys, 14 latent variables and corresponding observational variables are
designed by combining with the theory of planned behavior, technology acceptance model, and deconstruc-
tive theory of planned behavior. On this basis, this paper develops a user preference model based on struc-
tural equation model to analyze the preference of shared car users in Chengdu. The results show that fac-
tors such as perceived safety, perceived fee level, and perceived facilities level have an indirect effect on
user’ s preference, while behavioral attitudes, subjective norms and perceived behavior control have a di-
rect effect on preference to use car sharing. In addition, the reasonableness of network location is a key fac-
tor influencing the user’ s preference, and accordingly, suggestions are provided for the reasonable layout
of the car-sharing network.
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MEARRAEX, MITASERREER
%, Ko Eunjeong & "1@ 1Y logistic [ JF & AY
PSR RZRERAAIEERAEA
BREMER, KAMH. "REREENHE
BEFTENEALAZAENEREAREY
Mio R.Curtale FYEFRAEZSHERGE—
I 1 (Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use
of Technology, UTAUT) ¥ @121, T
O ERRZNETEARENEME, %
KPHEZWARTARENKREEZ WA
=, HRAEMBEAMMDIATE, £&#
W FORFIH T AR M AR ZER,
DR T AR MEZERHE TIRFHE
TEMNZU Logit REFMEFX—HELTEN
BEEFRLY, FNZTEHTEEMS
7, RIREEFRENAZRERAETT
THEREFNBRE, T— P REFES
RENAEREMAZT R ERAFAEARER
FEMREE,

HA—TRIEHE RN HLZREFEA
RENTMERER, BOrFEXBEMTER
B AP ERRE#TET. XIE SR
THEMTREEN R ZREHREEHTSH
W, KMKIBEZ WX A B RIRIER,
R E A REMNRMNER T TRS M
EHRE. REVEzREMHRERLN T
ZAREAANBERSH TN, INAER
SEMIVAEERTMAZSENFERAR
B, BFRRBRANFERAZRENSE
MERSERZERZMW,

EXTHEREAFFEARRNHR
B, REVRETHYTAELHEAER
BRI ASE. EMMSEFREZ XS
ZRERFEAZRENEME, miTASEM
FIRAEFRRENT D — S B HME
MEZ, Flt, AFRETYTAER. &
AN ZEREM S ANBEIT T AER,
B=MITERRMEEMEZERENXR
RE, REF AENTRREXNLREEE
EHTIE DT, DREMESLH T HRE=E
AEAPNETRR, ARAAZREREA
R E M.

1 EBiCE
1.1 i RIfTAER

1T % 7 & 3 & (Theory of Planned
Behavior, TPB) @ —f v FI 2 B9 17 4 &

&, F1975FH 1. Ajzen F1 M. Fishbein”' 3£ (3]
Rl AIZERHF, TANKERERRK
INAZRMANEAREEE, MEAREX
SZHM=TEARNZmW, BTASE. EM
MSEF AT AR HI(TLE 1),

12 BAREER

F. D. Davis"" #& i 09 ¥ K % % 15 8
(Technology Acceptance Model, TAM) & 7 #7
APanfiE 2R ASMITRET A
BEANEBERZ — ZRERBFEAIRA
MEASHTRHEFEARBD N OTERN
HMBRAM. BRAMBEAM. TASE, X8
ZRTEMFEARRE. LFRTAE?2).

E1 kTR
Fig.1 Theory of planned behavior
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B2 BAREZER

Fig.2 Technology acceptance model

3 BRI RIT AL
Fig.3 Deconstructive theory of planned behavior
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1.3 Bt RfT AR

S. Taylor F" it KT AER ERAE
SREBE ST RITABRHRTHE, 1=
7 R R 17 43218 (Decomposed Theory
of Planned Behaviour, DTPB), ¥—#Z £f#
WhzHTE, NEBH. EEEM@RE
AR E ML RERTANEREILE3),

1.4

HEMHRER
K. G. Joreskog'#2 HH FY &£ 1 75 FR AR BY

R1 BELERANTSHEXER

Tab.1 Description of latent variables and observed variables

BELE RUIRI
me BHS
S, RMANEWHTEERSBAASHE
Ps ;2% S, RMANEAATAERSEBIALE
PS,  BANRTEEINSERTEE
PCL, HBIAARZRERTHFEEE
PCL gig PCL,  BAWHTEENGREATE
PCL, BN TAEIRMMRE N S
pp TR PL BANARZAEERER
BAFE  pRL,  BIAAEERERBEEE
PU.  HETAEBATREWGHE
pU gﬁi PU.  HEAEHETRWEGFEENER
PU,  HEREBATREOBTAA
PEC, RIANRTAEMRAKBREATE
PEC ;g”ﬁ PEC.  RALAEFERAM RIS
PEC, RAAATAEMESNBERELE
o BE PO BURHEREARERTAIAFHS
BEYE  pe,  BERARTAEHAHAROFRETNA
g fm S BEEREEEELN BABERIEAEHS
e2h) S —EAUEAMMIAY, BRAERREZAEHT
w mE P BERAWS BABERAEAEHS
el PL  RMBAKIAN, BRIZEALEZRELT
T g%gg%%?ﬁiﬁ,ﬁiﬁaﬁ%ﬂﬁwﬁ
OO a4 . e
FC,  #EAEHSEAS B/ S BOEEAE
BB B BIRERRIALMAE
HHE SE,  BERGEMMbERARTRERT
] BA,  FUANERRZAELMIMNSEEEHTHR
BA I BA RUNEERSAEHABTBLMGHE
: BA,  RAMERRTAEAHTRIARH AR
o Em SN ENHRERLN, RARERRIREMS
HsE SN WREEMAING, REIZERARTRENT
e B PRO BREBERNEAFMES
HBER pRC,  EAREREMTERNAEIEER
UL HRBARESS, REESEAXTAERG
ul gg UL HRARTENS, REESEARSAERG
UL BRI M R

(Structural Equation Model, SEM) o] & 1k 7> #
BEEZENXR, FEHRATARNESE
W5 SEMHAEFENNEE. BEERIRE
T8, EMHTRELZASERN—RIE
B, TEAENERBMEMERRNER
BRIV, He, WERAFZLMHER, RiE
MNEEER, ERRBEESWNEE
ZEIMXR; EMREEBENEETEZE
P

MERBIFIARXA

r=NE+6,

y=~An+e,
KA =z AIMTANEE(BEE) IR EY
mE; y ARLTUNEE(RES)AEAEN
EE; &AIMTBEERMANEE; 7k
RETATEMMANEE; 0 h s TEFN
EREMEANEIE; ¢ Ay TEFNER
ZFFMBNEE; A AEWRELER, #
SMTUN R EEIIMTETE LB AR
B A HEMREBER, ARATTINEE
FERELTATE EMEE R

HEMRE R HIEERIAR A

=pp+IE+L,

7) (0 B, 0Yn) (0 &

7,=10 0 Ofn,|+|721E+]E 0,

7) \0 B2 O0\n,) \rs) &
RH: [ HRLTBELEEZ BIMEXREER
(mxn); T ASMIETEZEMNEXFEEE
FE(mxn), y AT EENEED; (ANE
IRZE AT R Y AERE o

2 TR ESERFPHTITAEE

21 HERELE
AT BB EINBMH A 1L Z R

RAERARRMNER, AXEAITWITAE
W BAREZER, BT RITAERMR
EMTERBEMERAXEE, HMET 14
NEE, RIESTHEFREY, ET—NEZ
EMEHELADIUNIMSIT R Fitt,
AXFEBRLEHBI RIS =TWN L E
HITRB, EMELTERRBIREAXN KA
PNEERE 1,

2.2 [EF&ITHSEBIRIKE
BEESTECREWIBD: F—BOH
MNAANERHTRER, MAFEEERAT



HERF. FAMERETENS; £
e R e M. BB KRN
HKFEBTEERAMNEE, F—BHH
18] SR S 0 Y B2 [ 3 #R R = 25 T 4 it
TEE, HEFEEMA; FEIHIMRAX
A Z= 554 5 % 8 3 3k (Likert Scale) ¥ 171%
B, £O9FEMEHE, REREEEZENS
EM, AXRAL 5L TREHEEENA
R#f7. BN, PEEREZSAER,. &
ANARFEARARA. 2 HZBAF. MAZE/HHE
RERFA. S EAFELANEITAR
EMinE, WRIAEFASMHZEARNNHS
ABMHEZRENREER, RLEKT
1021 3 EREE,

23 HAHEITERE
23.1 BESH
R A Cronbach a(Alpha) RE1E A6
RWEREFEENER, BN TERMEK?2
o HAMERTH, EATEN
Cronbach o {EIYATF 0.7, iEAA[E)EEIEATT
AMEs. HHEHAE B M Cronbach ofE
H09, EXRFEERIENR, ELAD
Cronbach a {84 0.889, ZEJ1EZFSEER,
232 BESH
HMESIMHNEMETRIEERNER

*2 BEERFESRT
Tab.2 Statistics of latent variable reliability

%8 Iﬁﬁil
HEAN ofE
0.890
PCL R ZRKFE 3 0.773
PFL  RAHNEHEKFE 2 0.838
PU BAHE B 3 0.900
PEC A5 BT 3 0.894
PC RAMEA M 2 0.759
ST FRZm 2 0.845
PI BESEAL 2 0.748
FC EF &M 2 0.848
SE BFAAE 2 0.844
BA TASE 3 0.794
SN FWHTE 2 0.851
PBC  RRH{THI=H 2 0.738
ul ERER 3 0.894
IR 0.889

M, TEERMRIFr. BFH/HETR
HMNF0.712~0.927, ¥JKF0.5, Rk Lk
BETEEHENNTEZ AR RIFMNMERX
M BREREE. BIEEFREIMT AR
=NMETEMNKMOENF0.6~0.7 258, H
BT EMNKMOEHATF0.7, Eit, 9]
PUAA ER BT EBEHEE R, Bartlett Bk
BB EpYNTF0.05, RPEREFTE
FHERM; RIPAZRMEIKT 70%,
FEEX.

=3 WESTERRT

Tab.3 Statistics of validity analysis

B2 | #E WNE  EFOT KMO 18 Bartlett®k  Rit7TZE
EfS BEREK EREEp TEIRE%
PS, 0.894
PS B PS 0910 0.747 0.004 82.013
e : : : : :
PS, 0912
PCL, 0.797
pe B 0.892 0.742 0.021 79.741
/KT
PCL, 0.891
mape  PFL 0.827
ppL  EANE 0.700 0 76.024
WKE prL, 0.927
PU, 0.819
PU B PU 0.810 0.752 0.003 83.281
Sy : : : : :
PU, 0.809
PEC, 0913
pec  BA ppe 0.908 0.750 0 82.503
SR : : : :
PEC, 0.904
R PC, 0.736
PC e 0.715 0.002 77.685
R PC, 0.816
y sI 0.831
sI Et/& ‘ 0.726 0.015 76.588
S SL 0.752
=4 PIL, 0.768
PI Q;& 0.668 0.032 75.810
S PL 0.754
, FC, 0.832
FC {7 0.709 0 70.157
& FC. 0.766
- SE, 0.833
SE ??ﬁ 0.600 0.003 77.067
e SE. 0.762
BA, 0.818
BA i BA 0.804 0.748 0 82.493
{SJE 2 . 7 o
BA, 0.903
- SN 0.712
SNk ‘ 0.703 0.008 77.051
s SN, 0.801
msis  PBC 0.728
PBC “/’cﬂﬁl ' 0.697 0.016 76.094
AEH ppc, 0.831
U, 0.816
Ul gﬁ UL 0.909 0.749 0.002 82.514

UL 0.900
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3.1 HREME

WEARRENHEREAFNERR
EHT T REME, B —ERERREN
HEARERAEAERNERRERAEMEEX
R, BHP-ERATEFEEIREFNBR

4 HERFEAEEREES

Fig.4 Model framework for car sharing use preference

4 RERE
Tab.4 Model assumptions

RERS

10

11

12

13

14

15

=

15
S,
S,
S;
S,
Ss
Se
S,
Sg

S,

BRERE
PS X PUFAEE IEEIEA
PCL X PU 77 & R[5 {E
PFL XY PUF7E & EE{E M
PSXJPEC 7 & IEmEA
PCL ¥ PEC F7E& R B 1EF
PFLX PECFZE & E@{EA
PECX PU & L {EM
PUX BA 7 E EE{EH
PECYf BA FHEE E@EA
PCXBAFE B EEEMA
SIS SN F77E & 1E (5] 1
PIXY SNFTEE IE ) 1EFA
SEX} PBCFEE EmEA
FCX PBC FEE EEEM
BAX UIfFHEE E@EA
SN UIFEEEE{ER
PBC X UIF#E & IEMEA

YW, B, AXHBAIELEHTSHR
1, BRETITHTAERHEEMERR
ENFERE, HEARAREZRENEHM
B RMMBN S AEHTERT, REEER
MW AERETELENAR, REHE
EMHEREEM PR HZREEAER
RE, EBAERME 4 PR
ERTENART, REXZRENE
ARk, WEBRMZEMN. BAKHE
KEMBIEEKFE=NEENTE, FiR
B AREZREGEX =N REEHHEBITL
TAERTRAMEANTRNZARILE
NP ZRE, FRITWTABERBITAS
E. ERIE. BATAEF=1EBEEH
—HRMAT I ERNERE,

3.2 REMRIE
EREREFARCERERF, BEr
HARTE—BLTENFT—EBTENLE
No RIFBEBX—4FE, HERITDIEBTEEZ
BESEALE S RGeS

3.3 REHE

Bt Amos B B T M ARV R
Bl (JLE 5), XA Ay A £7 0N 3 2 A5k
TIMNEERZE —MRELZ(Emor), B
FTREEAMTELEIBBENT . VHEEE
REFAREBREPHEGFERBNREE
2, DRliEHeled8, AT IHIHREIML
RELTRE, FREMMVBRRZRREE
EH s

HEHMHRBEINEENRNEBEREY
MHZREFARMBRETTHENSHE, &
BAILE E# K, RAREIESPRF AT A
M#E, AX4%SE CMIN/DF, GFI, PMR%
WMEEIRRASITRENIUEERN. BHE
IBIREEERWFKSFim. HHNFI, CFI,
IFI, TLI, RFIENME#RIE FTEALLE,
IEAREH KT 0.8, /NTF0.9, WHBIUEIEIR
— K, BERTUEZ, EEENERENS
jg; ™ P, CMIN/DF, GF, RMR, RMSEA,
AGFIEFR{EIRIL B FRAE, W IRIEEIFIEL
EEIEIE FRK, DITREMHE— PRI
2, At T XS REZ A EFRARRE
BT TR E

3.4 RBEMRL
RIBH AR X BRI WA AR B T4



[El5 SRRV IR EAELE

Fig.5 Initial model diagram of the structural equation

RS MRS ER
Tab.5 Initial model fitting results

UL

(e @)
e

P CMIN/DF  GFI RMR  RMSEA | AGFI NFI CFI IFI TLI RFI

#HE 0.018 3.988 0.438 0.976 0.158

FRESEE =05 <3 =0.8 <0.08 <0.1

0.344 0.805 0.825 0.856 0.893 0.861

o BESXE Amos i IR ME IEH5
#R (Modification Indices, MI) #1 ParChange &
AWMAERENEEERET B &
6)c MITERFRNFRFRIEFIRTVBREER
WARBI R, BARBMBERFETT
B TEES D, B, EERFFRIRER
Be36 37 FAEMK, WRAERKRERH
Be36 eI7TEIMBMBKER, BHAAZEZ
BFEEARRNER, BARBEBELT
BT 4 T B 276.367, T Par Change B
RMRBRBPRTOBEERRERPE
N, BAEBNBEEDAZETTERES
Do f54n, e36F0e37 By Par Change R FRM
Re36 M eI7TEUIMBEKER, BARRIELR

Fo REUSIEIEIAE

Tab.6 Model correction index values

MI Par Change

e36<-->¢37 276.367 1.168
el8<-->¢l9 19.867 0.217
e5<-->e22 4.468 0.650
e2<-->e23 4.128 0.610

el<-->e4 4.336 0.050

H e36 F €37 zZ 8] B9 B 7 2= T it 4 1 A0
1.168, MmIRFAEE NI EE ., EXHE
BER, MARETEZEREEXRR
8, BRERSEMEAIREPITRER L
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RENXR, RAIERUAHRE FINSGEREE
MK FEMRETES BN EKFEMRES
EFEHTXR,

tboh, HAREERS, KM PEC->PU
B9 4% B ¥ {4 {& (estimate) 4 0.12, P{E 2}
0.022<0.05, PC--->BA HJ estimate {H &
0.13, P&} 0.016<0.05, BN RE{ER
1, HBERMBPAMENBRMEAMETES
BB, MEAMERHX—TER
BN AEFARCDEERENT N, &
TEZENPNAFELREARX, Bt
ERERRF, TEEMBRNNEEE, LK
EMEMRFHEEEIE 6 Frr.

6 MILRIERHFIERE

Fig.6 The optimized structural equation model

®T MALERRELIAE

Tab.7 The model fit value after optimization

T EMNRE X E IEfE iR 7 AT
=, PIE 407662005, L EHEMHEXK,
HAeEROHERER, K2 7T RFNEERN
A, MALERREIEERY, BHHA
& IE 48 7 # MI B #1 Par Change [E 535 B
TEREARES T, RPEESHIEHZ
&, FAEEFHTHIL.

3.5 BiFRi&

RIBFOE R Z REEX iR H By RIE
TR, SATERMNBERERBER
EA ANk 8 Fron, HHSE AfhitSHH
FREIRZE; CR ARKSITE, AR,

CMIN/DF GFI RMR RMSEA AGFI NFI CFI IFI TLI RFI

HE 0.766 2.632 0.926 0.059 0.067

FRAESERE =05 <3 =0.8 <0.08 <0.1

0.924 0.924 0.962 0.945 0.917 0.904




e RELE A IR AItE, & CR>1.96 %
AL EIFRAE; PREEEMAKFE,

R RAERLF, PEC—>PU f1PC->BA
P& EWMER, PrRURIE S7F{RIE S0
Bz, MERKEMNP{ELDN<0.05HCR>
1.96, RPEREYEFELIE, Fib, 52
Mzt BRANE KRR ML 2K 5T
BABRAMEB=EIERNFNE, FEEhEE
BIRAS AN EERNFEE; BRAE A
MBS AN ST T ASEE AR
6 ; FRFZIMFIELRR MR B FEHE
FEIEREM; BRMGENER XX
BRAfTAESEEEREm; TASE. £
MIERMBE I T ARFESNHZREFAR
a7 L IE [R50

8 BEZRBRBEEIEN R

Tab.8 Path coefficient and hypothesis testing analysis

4 BIRDTRER

4.1 FRRRZIEREI T

AXBISHEAERESA. EESAI
RREAXRSrEmpETHERERARE
ARENEETE, BEENAERABEZER
FRETEZ BNIRELEREREE; BEX
REMABRERENERE; BANALE
BERAMEESRAZM, £ZREFAER
HEEY R & A 2 X5 AR 15 UL AY 52 e 0 SR 40
FIFo

BITFROTH, BAMZEMPS. BAUK
#HIKFEPCL. BEANEHE/KFEPFL. BEANE A
MPU. BHHAMPEC. LRHFmSI. E
RBE O PL, {EH & FC AN E I AL BE SE WHE

R BRIENE IENBRERE
S1 PS4 PU IE [ #0 0.542
S2 PCL % PU IE[m £ 0.312
S3 PFL X} PU IF [a) £ 0.600
S4 PS Xf PEC IE 3] £/ 0.611
S5 PCL %} PEC IE[@ 1 0.735
S6 PFL X} PEC IE (@ 1 0.522
S7 PEC X} PU IE [a §1
S8 PU X} BA FE[@§ 08 0.352
S9 PEC X} BA IE[@§ M 0.683
S10 PCXfBA IE[m
Si1 ST SN IF =) 0 0.771
S12 PIXt SN IF &) 52 1l 0.600
S13 SE %t PBC IE [a] £ 0.284
Si4 FC % PBC IE[@ &0 0.843
S15 BA XY ULIER§ 0 0.800
S16 SN X Ul IE [ § i 0.362
S17 PBC X3 UL IE [ # 0.582

0.028 2472 ok Johva
0.184 2.243 0.080 Johva
0.036 3.634 ok Ava
0.028 4232 ok pAva
0.027 2.290 0.072 D&V
0.045 2.450 ok [pava
ENAva
0.154 2270 0.023 Johva
0.047 2.001 ok Johva
ENAva
0.035 3.295 ok Ava
0.036 3.077 0.052 D&
0.036 4779 ok D%
0.053 3.971 ook [phva
0.041 2.902 ok oAy
0.031 4.032 ok oAV
0.032 3.790 ok ohva

Sy PeRIRp<0.01,

®9 BRELEMNERITAUINEWER

Tab.9 The effect of each latent variable on the use of behavioral Ul

MR PS PCL PFL PU PEC SI PI FC BA SN PBC
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.80 0.36 0.58

HiENH 0
B 0486 0489 0454 0281  0.546

R3H 0.486  0.489 0454  0.281  0.546

0279 0217 0491  0.165 0 0 0

0279 0217 0491 0.165 0.800 0.362  0.582
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RAREEEEENA, MITASEBA. *
MHSE SN FUEKE14T A 124 PBC W £ =R
FARREEEESA. B, #RAHRE
REAANEREEFN, TN ERLANE
EX-Ea

42 WNEEXN B RETENTIEOHT

RIBRMAENEBTREDR, TS
BERTENEEFRER, #HimodrEnE
EXETENTNREE, E5FENNER
B4 o B S IR R IR T H R E B
PEARRNXE,

B % & M PS=0.87PS, +0.46PS, +
0.63PS;, PS, (BINAHZREARASEMA
SHENREEKA, RAPS WRMLE
MTENFNEA, BINELZEEEEN
ZEMEKERSAANBMZEM, Ml
EhnERREE.

B A U %k K E PCL=0.45PCL,+
0.51PCL,+0.84PCL,, PCL,(FEX$#ZR
ERHENNENEFRDNRELE R KR, TR
HREEXZAENNENERA AP
W BRI, MiganfEAREE,

B & i K S PFL=0.33PFL,+
0.83PFL,, PFL,(HINAHERERIBS
EfFENRHER, TRSRALZR
MRS (8] 6718 IR I A P B B ANE 7K S
Mg hnERREE .

[ 2% & W PI=0.48PI, +0.73PI, , PI,
(FREBEZIN A, BRIZFEAFEZARELT
HNEHRA, TRSRABABERANZMm
EREFREZ W, NmignERER,

2R SI=0.63S1,+0.59SI, , SI, (F
IS ERIND, BRNIZFERAFEZRES
MNRBRAR, TBIRANSHEZ WS
FERRF ERm, AmiginEREm,

B AE SE=0.74SE, +0.52SE, , SE,
(BTHBREBXZAENRABNEHREK,
TRERAAPNEZAENTBEERA
SREERABENE, NMiginEREmE.

& 38 F FC=0.39FC,+0.78FC, ,
FC,(REAREHESSHNM/E X 8
MEBEENERNEA. TRALEERE
HERAFEMARSARR RIS ZENEBRA
WHEEFREE, MmigmneERRE,

BANH AM PU=0.72PU,+0.70PU, +
0.72PU,, PU (EZEARETATHEALITH
ENFPU(HZARAETAT RO ITHRA)H
FERAR, TR A T AT 4R

B kIRF A A EEIE AR, Mmmigin
EARRE.

BHH AN PEC=0.73PEC, +0.72PEC,
+0.73PEC,, PEC,(BINAHZFAREHES
HEREEIE)M PEC, (BIAAHEREM
ERNBEREAERNARKEES. TR
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Fig.7 Statistics of perceived usability variables
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