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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out to identify destination choice behavior for one—day use recrea-
tion areas. Previous positioning study was utilized to select 4 study areas, and the secon-
dary data were used for logit analyses.

The Hausman—McFadden test for IIA was conducted to examine whether conditional
logit models are valid methodology for this study. The results revealed that I[A assumption
among the study areas was violated; therefore, generalized binomial | and generalized
multinomial logit models were used in this study. In the binomial logit -analysis,. 2 to 5 inde-
pendent variables were included in the models: their p? values were from 0.1 to 0.323, and
accuracy of predictions were from 65.38 to 79.86 percent. In the multinomial logit analysis,
4 independent variables were included in the model: its p? value was 0.207, and accuracy of
prediction was 45.82 percent.

The results showed that the conditional logit should be used with caution because of the
IIA assumption. Several suggestions were described, mainly due to utilization of the secon-
dary data for this study.
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Rk AJQl iE gEHo Hgol Huld A



19944 104)

A-erripet el $1x18 & HERIRA Recreationfist el SBRIFITE) #ExECl MR BT 3

A E 50, k=1)E AAT}A,
I AR Uzl K- gidxEe] A
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74813, (4] 2)¢ A E ol & i
Bt —3H logit= =} Gt 2H logit o] Je
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P; 7

ik [exp(ZiB) ] ~
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ksl Rain], 2o X§E thAAE Ak
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ojck. —fik logitR W& HAHSHE,
k=140 Zi= (B X+ BXot+ BXA+
B+ B+ BeXh+BY - a)
k=2du): Ze= (BX4+ BEXht BEXi+
/324X22+ ,325)@1'*‘ ,stxaz"}‘ B - a)
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Bt X+ BX%+ By ea)olth
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ST
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BISZBlA=Bl5=:816:BI7=/921=622: %= fr= %=

33125322533=/334=337=0y

B'=p%=PF% B2=F4=5% BAEC] T
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3) DA fEe] AF
IA e BEA717 A3t d7AE 5
Holehn BUHE XU A7) AR e
FE A|5H(Stynes and Peterson, 1984), of#i¢}
28 Hausman— McFadden test for A (Hausman
and McFadden, 1981)24 tidAES 534&
BRIEH & R logitm RS AMEE 5 Utk
‘Hy 18— 6= 0 (A assumption is true.)
H; :not Hy
‘ts. i S=(6,—0y) * [cov(8:) — cov(f) |
(6:—6\
‘RR.:S is asymptotically distributed x* with
df.: tfeov(@,)— cov(8) T-[ocov(d) —
cov(f)]
6:78 QAA7F £FE 2 9% A
gto] sl mdoA, FEFHoE g
= Uy E9] B
Oc: A A7 X8 2dA 0%k #F
B
0. A5 iAol £3E mdleA 03]
HEfE (reK)
t . generalized inverse matrix, tr: trace of ma-
i ~

3. ZElof HHEI} Al s

Logit®de BE HAHER(maximum lkel-
hood estimation) 2.2 Z4kgtch o] W& 2159
£®E (7 9o 93, AEZ B A(n=50)d
= A BE AghlA OLS9) ez A€
t}(Aldrich and Nelson, 1984; Malhotra, 1984). 1
g, AAdges dgidA AYEET EREE
(exponential) Q1 ‘U552 FFAA(Z) 017 W&
o, AN} Ho] Alge AHH sHAo
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2 SEsd 9FgEe gt e ok =
I logite o] 74, 2de] X gilA S
T2 (4 6)& fgrshd dP)/dX= p(1—p) * by
o] €. olff p= 53 WAt H¥E &E
olz2 p(1-p)e #& T4 +ol7] Wi g
A EPWse Ab) Fie I dee 9%
2L, p(1—p) bl 2 JTFH 2718 v
2uisg

21 logitRAE, ()0l A= A=E
g2 BT tojn, (h)z ddA7t HddE &
€9 &8 Y lojgke 27kA] 27| Ftz 1
Fxjojof 3tH, (c) TIH logit 2 a3} 22 vk
& A olgigol A7l W, 2 A, k)
Zte] delgtE WAEA SHETY 3dE 3%
¥S gadoi(4 8).

U

== = [exp(Zuf*— ZuBK)]

ik

U

= exp[{Zu(B4— Bkl M {Za(B— kz)}+:|

%, 3hel SYAFT WAzl UeA] |
FELS RHARE A AFEe 2olrt ‘e,
(@)thdA] ko] MedE F7H&EE7E A KR
o wEAY, e WA ko] dEYEE L
&7} kut melgs A8 A0 Yol &
4 =Pusst vHE 5 AR doE o
&g =& vehdn. wEbA SR lgit2d g
Ase ATt 4 dAER g sy F
717y AYEES P4 I AL oivnt
(Aldrich and Nelson, 1984).

II. RF A
1 A24E o A7PCidx| MY

AEiRet xSl HEH EHERA d=d
oMM E S W2 AAIF EAM Y (position-
ing) AT AA(HE, 19947, 10749 HERES 4
Jdo 2 F38 ERHAAT o1F FIMZ] 7}
F 5E 3 AedFY Rdds, @AANT
9, 82 U&ERE (o8t FF, |, ¥, WU

2) a7z APSAOH(E 1, 29 1),
B (199 ) ABE FEASU

(E 1) kA FImE

(29 : %)
e i 4 % FlFZ

A oA ‘Meggey 55.8

1 |E: A& ‘ooz 434

B: &9 ®Rdxy 405

2 D:ZHY= 634

H:.=gd= 239

[ &7 AI R34 765

3 F:&d9%4 477

C.itsd 424

G: agfad 24.1

4 (J:8Q WM& 212

1.4

| I
1.2+ +
! |
1.0+ +
0. 81 l
| D I
0.6+ H -
0. 41 1
| |
0.2+ CG +
0. 0{ £l {
0,2+ a E +
0.4l l
0.6 !
0. 8! !
i.ol J !
Ll !
Ll l
-1.4 -1.0 -0.6 -0.20.00.2 0.6 1.0 1.4

-1.2 -0.8 -0.4 0.4 0.8 1.2

(agn meE
2 X2o| WYy

A2FAA] (1994 A AE 10709 HegZF
1992134 WEF FHo] e e & S8A &
Q7] W&o, e SEAEL £ A7 o
AA Q) 4 HEERF 1 ol g o] 7|t WEd
Aoz gHEAT. ol Ude LI logitEH
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B4, Xe AR gho] stz A7 H
2 AT ERAte] AR QlTE A (socio—demo-
graphic) ¥E(a)e WE fEES £ 28
e 71EXE A "HE2 oY EAEE R
1kAI717] S8t A8 HF3ATh

@ fRAIfE(missing data) & EFSE A, Bt
(19949 8] ATFNA outlerz BHE A5 AA
stxch

@ ¥ KT BEIA & $HAlY] B8
F&Age Hsyt g7l gl AAsIATH

@ 4 HEERF 3R o) WER $EAA HE-
= a7t #x3] 7H5E7] ol A AR

@ 39| HEzke WES SHAELS 29 7}
FAE FUoH, 2 kS T SEAY A
B2 JdE A

3 sEpsel MY

L 2o x3g sHeAel e SHHESE B
HEA W, HEBhEAY W, Bttes XFl|
ste] AAEA, oo V€S FUIE AL
ek o] WeES HAEH(gravity mode)ol| A
prat olr]e} (Haynes and Fotheringham, 1984), A
g3 2ol it 71EL AFNME Lol 4F
S QACH(ZE, 1993; #L 1991, Fesenmaier, 1983,
Stynes and Peterson, 1984; Peterson, et al,, 1983).

@ ArsjQ1T8t3 HE 7he] =& AHRAME(cor-
relation) & & &zl Aldoln, ©FELY] &
AHPL logited el 7Hge vl x| o2 (Aldrich
and Nelson, 1984), o]} #& ¥WFES 484 4
Zo2 A9tk

@ MUY FBH ZHo| & ¥grt HAAF
ZAo) %t AgH A9 FHA] L-53}
2 2 (Peterson, et al, 1983; Cadwallader, 1975), B
HE A3k

I Fd, 2EAEAR HrEe i dol, AgH
AEFE, A7 L FEE Kk EREE (ref-
erence group) FH o] SAHFHEE fake] TESH
Ho] MU BAMS HAAEZT obd A
27 Agg AHgsyen, E¥REY ¥y
IER &3tk 28u, 22EkHsecondary

data) & BHANE & A7 RAZ A3ty =Y
T ¢S (angle—item) 2. 2 ZA S Ak

4 X2

SAS¢} LIMDEPS B3t —3H % £IH logit
2Elg EAAch £ lgitm DS $he] Higk
& Hit(base) 0.2 AAFlojop o] 7153}
] &-of| (Aldrich and Nelson, 1984), o] &&o] F7t
Q] £H|E baseZ AUTKE 1).

Ase Bb#EERe s Jastgoh Joad =
do] FAEE 33 & Ac A WYL o}
A dHA YA 7] ol BE 17) o] W
HE FAlo) ARE-gHch(Malhorta, 1984). £ AT
&3] AME D s WHEQ lkelhood ratio sta-
tistic(LRS), p?9} #fl)(accuracy of prediction)S
FAlo) ALtk LRSE  AEA9) F—test
(Ho: BE AF9 L0 g AEHolH,
" R} u)=3 g e /MR REoIth o’ 3
=7t B2 75 09M 12 HIsh, At
AHS-ElE gtel B (logarithm)o]olA] HF =7}
ZrbsttietE R? 9] F7HEE o o9 £
th 029} 04 A}olg) p? g w9 w& HAYEE
Uehd th(Hensher and Johnson, 1981).

V. & R
1A REY 43

AFWAY T, Rol, 97, Do) IA
BES BEATIEA FAs] Asted, Xl o
Yo: 72 e AUY R s, adl
AT WEEE Al WF AIE ¥
Hausman—McFadden Testdl$ith. o] #HZE& 9
AAE @4 HRES BF ERAN M 2H
gt A LT, 3, WEEe] FHH A
S0} 3 fkeol XE 3 A% iy HE
gt ol H, FEHo2 Fodel Y& Y
+E5¢ 94 BAsor Brk S lgtm gl
7E AT FIRFRE multancous test) &2
YuFe §o4 @¥E B2 (Alich

dirie o
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(B 2) HHHIE
W o~ 4 W x % i S S | T F A 9 & & A 9
- T I DF 7 Prob DF Prob DF Prob DF Prob
INCPT | 3 2017 0.0002 2 00000 2 0.0000 2 03956
AGE 3 3038 0.0000 2 0.0000 2 0.0000 '
DISD 3 698 00726 2 00584 2 09671 2 00418
AA 3 1233 00063 2 00024 2 00016
Al 3 768 00532 2 00463 2 00286
DISI 2 00384
AGE: o], DiSD: Reste] Azl,  AA: #H9| vjexs,

Al 7o vjdE,  DISL &7ate A,
and Nelson, 1984), fre]de] W@ ®(E>0DE
& Y AASFAIHE 2). & o, T
&zo] A BES TEA7|=A AFE7] 9
sl (a) 4 Mgy ¥ 23, 2, ¢4, ¥
&2 ¥3H3 b)AAA Y md(Rd, &7, 9
& ¥3HoA FEFHog FoAo] U EYH
FEE ZARIET UnA] ¥ ASE 2L 87
o8 ZAZFs9gen, £H& baseo|7] Wi B
A& A=At

‘4 Mgk T 293 1 kel AE 2l
A FEHoz f4del e SHET Ak
2 35k (covariance) 1.2 A RES AFSE
A3, NEEA QA ASolMe AFIHdo] 7]
2 Q7 (p<005), ‘THA e’e} A A T
Sl AF7Hdel Z1A4HA REQrk o] A
© HA5} o] thE HEgke] Wil dFE v
Ae AL Auisly] Wi, £ AT AN
logit2 @& AL 4 gle A2 BHEHATh
‘4 fEEk £ RdoA fejAel e AeE
HE 3 H(AGE, AA, AD7t o] ZHFe B34
< kst Qo

2 I logt2 o] BE X o

fEREE #eldol fis(me>01) SYRUTE
by ERoAM A At HEERE —i IR
logit2d& FAHATHE 3). FuE AFE (Y
6)ell tsdste] 7 pERkEol e &EP)E A

Ao, SEETE F¥HE st
o, W&Ee Azlg Add, HHxg
Age gkl ERGE FHT T e T8
Heg BREHdY SEASY ¥rd FF

dgFdo] fEER the A Add wE 53
fEgkel st 2] gEgoln. $de At
Ve % jE=st 8 £5 WEd g8

FolAE Aoz Uggth Rl ArE 7t

& 78, Egmrt € +5, 283 AR W
&gl g2 W, VIS5 YEoTE dite

Aol A7LE-9] RETE 7H8L ol xe] Wil
BAagolrt. rhgel Afet A5S 4#Al
£7) &N (p<00001) =7Hg-9] niafAE A
45202 7133 R odolE AT
Fold A& b, Role] WEH o) Wy
79 #3A dA= ol gk

@3 A7t 7hE £F, gErt & 7
g IEEEe] FUsle v, 7S EEREE
FEFHe] EAE FAF FFE vA Ut W
&8 gz F7L dAAET g XA
o FlgAw s geme) G 242
o] Z7lel ejs) wESECl Fr)eka dlth
Bk7}o]  {ERAERRE A (low—involvement  product)el]
SeEe @ Y, AsEe Bl
28 FHEAECR =B (high—involvement
product) fEgkeld A& sk o9 & A
T o2 F Urh(Assael, 1984). 53] ‘A d4
7} Ri&E T A fE AE o] ol A o]3) €
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(¥ 3) =IF logt2@le| XAt Zn}

W 7 A = 5] gt 23 9 & &
ST A Prob A _F Prob A & Prob A T Prob
INCPT —2,6448 00000] —05247 03921 —1.7179 00035 —2.8505 0.0001
DIS 01725 00159 0.2288 00012 0.2252 0.0081

ATT 1.0294 0.0000 04004 0.0023 05937 0.0001 0.3840 00332
R1 —0.3984 00611

R3 04847 00876
SEX 05080 00162

CAR —0.6199 0.0035

REF 06194 00090| —0.8753 0.0006
AGE 00437 00001
LRS 032E—13 043E—08 0.288E—07 023E—10

o2 01 0.136 0.2805 0.323
BN 65.38% 67.87% 77.15% 79.86%

LRS: Likelﬂdeaﬁo}Statx’stjcgl %'9423, -

INCPT: 4%, DIS:fEzgate) Ag), ATT:HEske) =
R1:7}&o} 1% 3te) Ygol7l wE 24,

R3: QAR ThE RolMe) 7R BE B3 |
SEX:#, CAR:Z7hg 2%, REF: FHMBEIES] 9%, ARG: el

2= 0)

4 ek
Bl

e PESE

exp(—2.6448+ 0.1725-DIS+ 1.0294-ATT)

T+ exp(—2.6448+ 0.1725-DIS+ 1.0294-ATT)
@ 29 WEEE
exp(—0.5247+ 0.2288-DIS+ 0.4004-ATT— 0.3984-R1+ 0.508-SEX— 0.6199-CAR

"™ T4 exp(—05247+ 0.2288-DIS+ 0.4004-ATT— 0.3984-R1+ 0.508-SEX— 0.6199-CAR)
©® #3e] HEHE
exp(—1.7179+ 0.2252-DIS+ 0.5937-ATT+ 0.6194-REF)

" 1+4exp(—1.7179+ 0.2252-DIS+ 0.5937-ATT+ 0.6194-REF)

@ W&ES HEHE

exp(—2.8505+ 0.384:-ATT+ 0.4847-R3— 0.8753-REF+ 0.0437-AGE)

1T exp(—2.8505+ 0.384-ATT+ 0.4847-R3— 0.8753-REF+ 0.0437-AGE)

3 B logt2 @] HHEH iy

1) melo] HA

(F 2)9 4 gk T 2doA froldol o

£ EYAss gyd ol Rulele Az, A
o] wiEx, ¥ PN, MEEkE —i% %IH
logitz & Fikstgon dAE ZL FHE Y
ERQITHKE 4). FHl& basec]E2 BAME BEE
Al gkol o)t}
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&R} TER AX§ B HENRA RecreationffEzkee) SHBITE) Hezoll BHE B5T

9

(% 4) 1A bogt=go) Hi A

. e a2 oA MgH ANE Arg

H I A ki3 7 a0 & =
DF P Prob A4k Prob A%k Prob A5k Prob

INCPT 3 2017 | 00002 | —19363 0268 | —01234 [ 08566 | —76160 [ 0.0001

AGE 3 3038 | 00000 | 00117 | 03318 | 000593 | 05557 | 01300 [ 0.0000

DISD 3 698 | 00726 | 01969 | 00318 | —01787 | 00186 | —00378 | 08434

AA 3 1233 | 00063 | 07268 | 00008 | 00980 | 05379 | —00852 | 08384

Al 3 768 | 00532 | 00345 | 08369 | 03446 | 00134 | 00117 | 09733

LRS : 028E—12, 0% & 0207, B 4582%

I3 Ak=1) : Zf = —19363 + 00117-AGE — 0.1969-DISD + 07268:-AA + 00345-Al

3 7Hk=2) : Zgf: = —01234 + 0.00593-AGE — 0.1787-DISD + 0.098-AA + 0.3446-Al

ol & &(k=3) : ZB = —76160 + 0.1300-AGE — 00378-DISD + 00852-AA + 00117-Al

2 "k=4) : ZB = 0 + 0-AGE — 0-DISD + 0-AA + 0-Al

AGE:uel, DISD:gulste] Azl AA:7Hae) fjdx, Al: el ujgs

Zif* & —ik 25 logit2 A (Y 7)ol tihsted, i 7} Rk k€ R FEPDE FASFU

@ Ak=1: P, =
@ % #k=2): P,
® W&&k=3): P
@ % Yk=4): P
2) SYPulse) 3y
sYusge

exp(ZaBY)

exp(Zuf') +

eXD(ZizﬁZ) + exp(Zi3,6’3) +

exp(Zif?)

exp(ZuB*)

exp(ZuB*) +

exp(Zpfh) + exp(ZisB?) +

exp(Zisf?)

exp(ZuB*)

exp(Z,B*") +

exp(ZipB?) + exp(Zif?) +

exp(ZufB*)

exp(ZuB*)

exp(ZuBY) +

FgEe (4 8)9 AN F

(E 5) F HERzt SRS Al &ol

exp(ZpB?) + exp(Ziaf®) +

exp ( Zi4,8 9

AHEg, 2 R SyAse] Asd 2Ale

7

A XS ATHE 5).

W5 Avsl AvsJ TvsJ AvsD IvsD JvsD
AGE 0.00577 —0.1183 —0.12407 00117 0.00593 0.1300
DISD —0.0182 —0.1591 —0.1409 —0.1969 —01787 —0.0378
AA 0.6288 06416 0.0128 0.7268 0.0980 0.0852
Al —0.3101 0.0228 0.3329 0.0345 0.3446 00117

Avsl: kst @7,
Avsd: Bz R4,

Avs]: A7 A&E,
IvsD: 833 24,

Ivsd : @7 Rlga
JwsD: Q&z3 £y
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OEEER SR

4
i
&
_E
2

&
TEEEY T @7 HEFHEY IS
= Hoh WaAd, Bs ()3 PEEEY 22
SR W HESREY FasE Ho R o
2 BFEe HAe Wi 344 9% vAe
Aoz HHH W, B3 WHgxrt F7}
AU RE%e ATt ke 5 (@)FE B
BHEY FaEEE W WEHEY HESE
g waAY, £e O3 TEEES S5
EE ¥ BEREY IVEE B xof o] 2
AFES FHe] PEd 234 %L vAe
Aoz AU ol BEL 7 MR
WEE FPE 2 RS BEFEY It T
By e F1 3lor, o] 2 fEked AHA
BAZE gle Rdlete] Azt e Wi F
BH %L F2 YT KUY ol A H
AL Aoz, MEHRES HAH Rzt oA
olgg A ord MuxE FEHR AT
33 AThAL RS HEoloHEE, 1994a). viol
o 7t Bl HERES) ke I 4F
€ o AL A RetReou e Ask
t}.
@ (FH7 N&E)Y (B L&) vm
IA fREel AZA SAHAR0), WEES
THE fERkel el e wAA gk ole
RI&E0] A5y 54& =T Rl b,
B, @ Rde vd 53¢ 23 ol
o|E MEstFte] ZAo] sty WEolth. R&E
I wasiel W 8 @7e) YREEL, HAH
el fEE F71E £5 38 d%e we
o. a2y, ®uisty At sk £F ER
uol7t 371 5 $47 9% ¥ e
o2 vehgth ‘
® @Az 2, (373 2)E (W&
ZuD] vla
Relleh vlmste) 2, WFR WEE] WE
HEE Yo7t 3718 +5, AHn @4 o
=7t F7he wet 384 e de v
Zulstel A7t e sE FAAL FFE
I e Aoz ekt

N, ol

V. iR " R

B ATe Aethiret ikl UE % AR
= o] kel i MEHREY A93d5 S
% logitedz Ao tgn @S AE2E
=&t
1. A7) Rsity dud HEHRES A7dAY

Az A F, M logitm o] HE7ts

A HREGE wddly] 95k Hausman—

McFadden Testg2 IA EBEe 72Z34c. A

Z7A3 A HALUTEY AN FELS

e fiskEe] Aed ¥FE vAe e

#yEeng, vof B AT {FHH logit

2Ye AMESIE T Ao JFEHUASE Aol

t}.

2. —#% logit 2 A-g AMETo 2N FEHH logitR
2e 308 5 g9 AR Wl
B, HEEEe] Ad, fEEke] HE¥=Est vAE
FgE s FJsAck

3. —fi% —IH logitm @] Hg, 2— S/ W
FE AMSEte JIA0 BEERel WiE LR e]
gEgg FH5A FEE ZHEd % B
B2l W= 65.38%— 7986%E 4319
o, p%9] HYE 01— 03230

4. —f% 2IH logitw el 7%, FUYEE baseZ
sl A AMedTd) SAARF, £
&g Rudee HREEES 44 233
Ak o), Ruld=ele) Az, 2™ Mg
TY'e] gy, AT HErt 5
Hiez gel=Edon, mEle] BAS 45
82%, p%& 02070131t}

B Q3 5 BAHT FHE =g A

Abat A WY, 2R (EE, 1994° 4t 19947) & A}

£3197] W&l oz 2e AR Utk

L —f% —JE lgitedz BA% 3y Mg
3 2= e, HAFE(EH7F 44 01,
013624 ohE fEgkol viste ddirgez ¢
pig= g '

2. Qo) HeREE ski#E(Cadwallader, 1975)0] 2
Aol A X3 R E3lgod, dPee GLE
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AMETipee} FTakel HA%

B HERIRA Recreationfizt o] SRIBTE) HEEol RHSH S 11

—

N

- I logitREl& SYPAF

Al Ee

goz SAHAY. LHERE (multi—item
scale)ell o]t wij = = o] 4t (operationa -
lization) 7} u}&2]s}ch
SHHAFY A AME R
7shs]olo} #t.

FEE>01)&

. ZAge MY oz Qstd FEA7](sample size)

7b ZaERen, 1 e HES AIREY
Age vl 2 nEFATH

o] JFgHEL ot
7] fi8ted 2 fERAte) WEEAE AMSEiE
2, BE Mgkl g oA dgze
& F e s 23] ok

SR bl o3l dold 4 2
th &, 3% AA Ut Agg @ 3 a3
ol 88 & Jv YAAE ddsithy, of
d A E Xt HET 5 A nested
logitm @l o] Hgo] ulgz 3ch(Stynes and
Peterson, 1984).
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