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Abstract: In order to explore the park and ride demand behavior
characteristics, this paper analyzes the travel and transfer behavior
preference of the park-and-ride users by the revealed preference
and stated preference questionnaire in Beijing. The results show
that majority of park and ride users are middle or high income
commuters with full-time job.. The driving time from the depart-
ing area to the park and ride facility is mainly between 6 min and
30 min, and the riding time for the rail or bus is mainly between
30 min and 60 min. Using Kishi’ s Logit Price Sensitivity Meter
(KLP) method, the most acceptable transfer walking distance is
within 300 meters, and the most acceptable waiting time for rail or
bus is within 10 min.
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L3 FE A 41~70 min, HFFELLFILH 60%; 2
RRE, FANFLIEEFTHIRE L E04 31~60
min, H&, BMILEKTFRBIEIL, TEREHD
51~60 min FEEBIIL 32%, BER FERZLZ@MIL5E
BERMBHIAPOXWSREF, KBLBERES
TAEMNES NERGRFEE 1S4, FEEmMT
BT (A],

B4 AEEEHRTREEALNETRE, E6
min AR TEE, RiBEIEH63%, BMILIEA
88%; H KA 10~15min, KiBEFEILH27%, BIM
E3eh 12%, EniekEHRENERK, EREE
FERBRFREEEEAMNBARNE. BFETHK
FEEAMNNERK. SIEMBRRAAEZTE T
ZHEBAFEIR AN

B S b Fe b 3R S Bk R MR Fo R B4
BN FERBIEICHERTE 0 XFN 1 KA LB 551 4
42%F054%, TFEEMIE3E 90% ATk E F 1T
1255k, FRRE/N\BE&EHE% 1 SENMEN
By MERGE, BIN7T]RFRE.

3) EFRFEF RSB AN

DPEERFF RS EDHEE, GBTH
RIEFMFRREEE, NEoME 7T, %
EERFRE LR, B OXMF KA
BEFTRKIBEZ. BREEK; B9, FHH
TiHRREGRREFRSE, B AT RS HER
FibX zE, HERFRER/)N. HEHRLERH
X B FILE S0% B RESSERE, KBt
R SISERE¥42 A 3.8 km, @MIEFEH 3 km, X
—HERERIMEXARELRBF, BEEHRTE
FEAR 51 A 50% 5 KSEEFEARE A4 km A,

4) FEBRFRBEAERTTARR,

EEHREEFEAESNEREENEZRE
HEZWEREANBSHEXNFE, HEERE
HNESEERBRTAENBERAXRSKENE
Ko ARIUE AN AEBURE N E % (Price Sensitivity
Meter, PSM)E 1k H T HZ e R Z IR FEEE 51&
ERESEE . 1ZTTEREE R E RN DR RN E
RN, AMOEBRENINEARZ, 2 HRE
HMEXE, REBETEZNEXE. REMN
BaRMEEFMER", FAESEHERH#TE
3, BDRAIESIT A% UK E N E & (Kishi’s



RIE F: FERFREEREFRE

&3

Logit PSM, KLP)5 23 £y dh2k, RIBARZ:
XS FEARTEZREENNMEXE,

KA KLP JE T fEF R R REERENT
KITARE., NTFHRFEEMS, BREESHEREE
B e/ i iF, &CF)F SPIRE SR ik REFT
BEFK TR TREE B AR ZE A (8] A9 EBRSEE ., ME S
%D.9TUEH:': AEFHITIEB M B2+

RN N AEEBESD A4 150 mF1280 m, B
ﬂifi?ﬁéaf*ﬁ TEEESEE Ay _ERRFI O] TR R FTEE
BB LR, BEHR[OIMEXTR, &KAT
EZ¥RLITIEBER 300 m, 0] 3% 1R ZE R [B) T
1Y B 2 B9 P A 32 = X Y A9 B 8] 49 31 4 8 min A 10
min, RISEEZERESEE A ERM TR (8
SEEM ERR. Fit, TTEZARIEEEMERER
24975 20 min(OJ fTE L BRI AY 2 1)

e R e TR
. B / j
w FiEsulLpar i aat
BTG,
o < [ /
SRR e /
e
an®
¥
-8
I DELAR ey x I
o .ﬁ.uw‘ SaRErT — ]
nan mi msm-o {
Lx -
Gl - E - B¥ENE
¥.
REZ 3T E pe— ﬁ
BERUREE
w® ( L) R"T.";.‘_. 2nn
£l 1 SRums
[ Fa- RS
A tah
AR 2 .isnw |
= e Ay @ -4.1:. 28 “{".ﬂ |
\ S sgum ﬂ a { i
S
-\%‘“ Eamaa - - REEEE w3t 3;:\1-\ T
(3
o =lm- ]
RE ﬂ' Tam Y { 3t
\ i
L} LR EFI FATE . I | R
EPET-1 rm:l J"J_:;,,
| momn S FEL]
ﬁl Jije s i "’";l
ARG N
THERE \'Qn;,"ﬁ on-" Ty s.m".\

‘:\ \
AFUEA 22010 e _ TSV

Bl 6 Ri@sitEFERFEFTKEEDH

Fig.6 Spatial distribution of the attracted park
and ride demand at Tiantongyuanbei
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Fig.7 Spatial distribution of the attracted park
and ride demand of at Tongzhoubeiyuan
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Fig.8 Estimation of the acceptable transfer walking distance
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Fig.9 Estimation of the acceptable waiting time for rail or bus
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