F29% FE10H /- B R S 3 Vol. 29 No. 10
2012 4210 H Journal of Highway and Transportation Research and Development Oct.

2012

0

F

doi: 10.3969/j. issn. 1002 —0268. 2012. 10. 024

e RO RN EE F IR IR F R E

[EEN 122 71 . 3
/’%’zi}fé‘% ’ /’%ltf\‘?i ’ %/J\:‘F‘ ’ XIJ ﬁ%
(1. RZR2 R4k, BRpY PY% 7100645 2. SRS scdiskm LRARe, %@ JAL 230009;
3. BRGEF ARG PUMS AT, %8 S 230601)

HE: AT EFHBRT DNAEERAAFEZEABTT AP R E, RAELRTRE, RRT0 DAZHRIE, 2T H
I NAEBRARBTOE Z, BEBRAAABEE, REBL, £MERS RTEBREAZANETE, BKEEEYS.
RRBEY, BEBERRI B EREEABRAFE LR, HETRT P ORBDNAEIZERELFLLY,
FHETHEAPHEGE TR %, %A 185 AT 4, ST ERTERIE, HFLEREN. BAK
AR, BRARBKREIZEY ., LRI12EY . SHFERE3 HIEERETELERLH 5 H 21.6% ., 45.4% 5
33.0% ; HHALL A TR 2RO, RRMNA3.2%, T, ERAXK,

R BT, WMT R 125955, 12 5kH,; EETHA

RESSEKE: U491.7°1 XHERFRIRAG: A TEHD: 1002 -0268 (2012) 10 0137 —05

Selection Model of Car Parking Facility in Urban Central Region
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Abstract: In order to describe the influencing factors of parking facility selection behaviors for car drivers in
urban region quantitatively, based on the disaggregate theory and 700 investigation sample data, the
influencing factors of parking facility selection for car drivers were analyzed. Taking the individual attribute
and family attribute of driver, vehicle attribute and travel attribute as utility variables, taking the parking
facilities such as charge parking lot, free parking lot and illegal parking region as the alternative parking parts
of car drivers, the selection model of car parking facility in urban central region was set up, and its
corresponding variables and obtaining value method were determined. According to other 185 investigation
sample data, the accuracy of the proposed model was verified. The calculation result shows that (1) by using
the proposed model, the calculated proportions of charge parking lot, free parking lot and illegal parking
region are 21. 6% , 45.4% and 33. 0% respectively; (2) the absolute errors between calculation values and
statistical values are smaller, and the maximum error value is only 3. 2% . Therefore, the model is effective.
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Fig. 1 Flow chart of model
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