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The Study of the Egress Modes Affects to the Domestic Air and
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Abstract

from the city center, so they have the
problems of the location and need to the
egress modes to carry the passengers to the
destination. The study constructs the intercity
mode choice models and the egress mode
models to discuss the variables and explain
the passenger behavior from origin to
destination. The empirical study is the
Taipei-Tainan intercity trip. We survey the
respondents from several intercity mode
stations in Tainan. The research method is
the Nested Multinomial Logit Model
(NMNL) with revealed preference data (RP)
and stated preference data (SP). We use two
stage choice nest concept, the lower nest is
the egress mode choice and the upper one is
the intercity mode choice. The NMNL model
traditionally calculates the inclusive value in
the lower nest as an explanatory variable to
enter the upper one. In this paper, we also
discuss several concepts to calculate different
values as the egress service explanatory
variable. The empirical result shows the main
variables like as the travel time, travel cost,
waiting time, income, occupation, assess
service attributes. That means the advantage
egress mode service can significantly affect
the passengers preference for the intercity
mode choice. Evaluating the Air or HSR
egress service strategies, we can suggest
some opinions to domestic air and HSP
company to consider the important of the



egress mode service.

Keywords: Nested Logit Model, Intercity
Transportation, Egress Mode Service, Stated
Preference, Revealed Preference
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