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Development of A Dynamic Departure Time Choice Model based on
Heterogeneous Transit Passengers
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AxZ A EHold 23 B4 A AS7 AlgHold BYE ML, o] o8& B 7w FH A
A Az AY e st AdE 2Ee EA FPAES] e o] A3 (Heterogeneous)
o2 AR 7)&d ol4Hu Bty TAA HHE 433t B, FANES BLAT FHG AR
Q FeIEE JRva sPgEte Bok A4 AlBuEolde] sHedtES stRen, e oAl 7k2%gd el
2g< BAsA

N2 BPAES o|FH o2 /T Aee FAHeE /PR A3t 28 BEF Aol
Btk BYPAES FAHZ T A5 LAY AA AN 15 B¥E §PE0] 8T 4ES 3t
W, oldHeg JIAF A% M TR AgSAe] FEAL o] $3F AL e AR U
woh B3 BYPAEL FAAE /T A FUAT d™dat EdAcz veid £ R i
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of @& FAAJNSFeFH AT AR veivks MEA SFPES B8 F= EE 2o FE Aok
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1. M2

dEA 2299 wEEFEAIE AZE A ue
EPAE denFoZ Ams] Y3 Fde] a7HT
glon], ol ulg}t 72+ FwEFYY oje ARr|Y
£ E Hel7] 9% s uE% 2 (Transit network
model) 9l FHEP FoAol SUHT ok §9 A3
wEHe] A dtRy FYHE 48 5 3 F
AUA 71 E A2 H “q%“"ﬂ = AEE
ZEAE 2T & de £ ez Hrpta

Ut 2 A FHET PEH DEg] B AF=
A 2EFHA 583 5% (Road network) S

& A7l Hal 2 vt B2 g1 1 47 32X
ottt 83 wEgel daMe v 53 53
¥4 28 (Dynamic traffic assignment model)¥
BEF o8 712 AEHolHd 2¥(Simulation
model)o] EEe] o} tlFunEYe) udt 54
Aoy Al B o] 7]t Ea%% Aol AE=A|
2o, 71& A1T dFE HAH el B
o] AePe e FHd}= 7&‘3;‘4 HEns SINP Y

(Static transit assignment model)°] FHE o]

Fol gt}

ey, FEQ HIWE ol8d ususdy 54
< BAdtede A do. =29 aiibixz
Ay 94 T4 EAE /AR 7] wEd, o
g B8 BdA HEF AS 8% 5480 Ho
gAY 2AkgE| 0], o]& F T s A o
wgaty] oldvks A itk Ed, 71Ee] 6
JHEL YRR ol&AEC] o]4Helx FElHeoH
45 54 (homogeneous) olgte 7Mgdtel, wEY
of the 4HF FRE JRAn Fo Y FH S
Watkn 7. 58 388 SPuge die
ATEdM e FHFE 7ot #E) A (rationality)
7}7513 5}3}715 BRI E%’ﬂ oz ZT FIAE
HARIAE %

i

HQ} é‘%?s}%é"_ ILE%H

°l% 01%611 3k FHAES FEAL AYEA
4stnAt . AEERAES FUEAR

AT F8 HMFEe] WAE B8] A8 9
a. 7189 A7st 22 FYA 182 A4 woldelz

AR v)AA Algdol A (micro simulation) H<
HE skt 4 sdAES AR dE 5 4
AAER FHE 7RI glo] 4R old Ao, 2
Aol 43S FelMRt 283 dd FRE dE F
Shol 2 gtefAel AEE stdets Add Pl

(bounded rationality) 3ol gictm & 4= SiT}.
e 2de deusdt ddd o 2okl H&
°of 7best, # A7elME AsHEol &9 EEA
A ZA | 2 8el] 2Ho] B8AE Hrt=A @t
A A4S At @Y F(corridor) 2

odes @At g 3

AEEFe AN Aol wA
5949 ¢ JURIR hFaE

23 S AHEYES A

AA7A N
TP RY 2
A 2HEY

1. S8 MERE] 29

rf

Aol B efe} BAH vfrFe

F2 TP AZAY e 1L ¢
o, SEAQl AR S I wFYET I3
AL AEME ol2e o BAair). o
Howde ¥4 4 Z=MHY(day-to-day route
choice dynamics)°lgt &, Horowitz(1984)l
I3 A& ANEHAY. 1= 1A e 7Y
seta o8 B3l A2AY P FEIY (stochastic
process) 2.& FJ31%tt, 013 Chang® Mahmassani
(1988) XA EC] A FHE #e o=
7Mgeta, nEAAHE 549 YHE e FHEF
Azdloz Aolslg o™, Cascetta®t Cantarella
(1991)9] AtelMe 9 FAe Wt oy} 55
W(within-day)¢] 2 Hei7A= nact. oA
HE 2 Watling(1996, 1999)9] Ao ¥<
FA3E A}, Watlinge 2549 nE5%S &&3

T=

2 o ro

i

i
2 5
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o7 wFEIPeH, 7 aEF JAEe EPAL &
(state) & T&3to] o|g3 et HHE B4E
ergodice 2 Aot}

Aed AFEdMe nEY, 4Us P n
549 F3st 2 384 42E g5 e )
d FAEd usiMe #AE 4 ¥t 534
& AdE A st g B3 wEye A
goll e z}ale] A FEA =X, ol B
PAEN A EFHAste TF] EAs ole
ATAA AR FPulg sPEelAMe] FEA 7PN
A BelUR g Aoltd. 1y T Nakayama
$(1999, 2000, 2001)e A=Y ojAA, &
AES A e, BEAT FRE sk
wEFAANA “F4E 7Y (deluded equilibrium)”
Be7t =E2EE Elsrt. o] AT zt E3at
EL AZE ojdAH M E4E Zed, o 4 &
AAEC] JRIA R FASA AEI FYEd] el
A2 o2 F1e AL, ME e gy
= ZAXH, ofd utg} FUYI} wFERAIFNME M2
OE JdF F3ANH HH HF2ZE M 5 e
1ol Aok, & dPFME Nakayama 52 A+
o} ol 7zt Bz o]dAQl A EXE Ztn 9
=T L=

=

F;E]g':o]

2. liSnE S Z¥

A7 dEnEY FPMEE OF d752 A
F 7K BRE JUE 4 3tk 2% shie De Cea%t
Fernandez(1989. 1993, 1996)7F AA|& o] g}
7% (User Equilibrium, UE)71¥te] S8us 23
ol (]Y R §(1996), HEW S(1999)), th& &

= Spiess$t Florian(1989)¢] AAZ HA A
718H(Optimal strategy based)e] ZARME R o]
k. Axe] AL 59 J13AHTES EYete 29A
29 PN Bo= o8 18 e 4 B
PAEL nFE AsHE A wiFse e
2, =299 A4He B4 B &S adz
fAE L Sl W, TRl AS 7 o] 4Bl 7+
kel HA Ao 7z 7| BHALE i)
£ 428 dd3ivte A dE5Hed F4 Za9u)
2 AIHIE Aort dvka & 4= ok

ol 7|& ATEL UFE 2P U 2L

121

T3 dFns FPIUE BRI 9eH, 3
H7IReA 28& FEHeHche A7 U dE
S0l A ERE AZYE Wzhy 2] A%
A (headway)ol w2 Z+ AlZiE Wiy 2%
FuFA AN E g F2%
§ 2 7tstl e W EhslA
ojth, EF FAH o} gA Tl
A AR ol wEs o] st E#alrl A
AEE 2ta goke 7M. ol &AEY BHEAE,
4 YA MY = 2R o] &Eo] g

S dies AT ARl 1Y
ol it wetA AZAAldlE HYE (Penalty) &

g $HAEL Hu2 A4HEL 2 F
B5 WS Adsl 89, Rz d3a

FHEA F54A LN ALY A
FAE 7wz 3o WA NYngs 74
T At} olfF AAE A= dFuE &9
Ao g= A& we I WE(fluctuation), AAl
WAFEA | wapAlzE So] glot

A7 HEREe OiE FeAdngda 438
P2 AAlSlo] skl Mahmassani $(1986)2
MEELA} S5 dgIEE S A=
& AT AFHEE FE2ER 2vA AYrde
AABIS T, Janson(1991)& 7P Euka|7ta)
3" =AAME e FF o433 (Dynamic
User Optimum, DUO) ZAEH 2¥& 7319
th. 3% Frank-WolfeZ@alelgd 7123 A@A9
TS ol g8l 71FH mEFo] P @
ZEAZME Ze A%E 13y 2¥E A
o} ¥, Ran §(1996)2 24 7|24d4e 2= =
S3oA DUO EN/ZA2AY ZAE 2949
HAA ) A2 FAsln, o}E B k|

J
Ak ok o 32

o

A2AY 2AE Y2 /0l WEREHC
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S2A AT giE] FEAEE A 1
7 Sumi $(1990)0] FFAHY =

9l YEAA dF FIAY W
1 duksl S28AIE) AP E B A LR
o g FTAZME HEFLE AXT A
o] g}, ojgld ATE FA W& uig #
YAEL o] gFolm FejHolm F5 FHA
71838k mEY i ARF FEE 7HA
o FAHd gAEAE ddtzn 3
oy EPR-F2A QALY AHFPE FpolE W
Gt FAAY olAHE BFU PgsAEe R
st ot

o e e
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X

- X{F SR 0{5‘:, R o
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W
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M. SHX7|H SXDEHO| gt
1. S8 XSIAY AIEY0IM 2F

2 AFddE 712 AFEe BAYES FH)

ekl EBAAE] FRAL M Aakd

el g WSEY WAS Hoh B BN 4
sl UAA ABHeld AMe Adsdh & AT

diM AATRe B4 AlEHCA BEL, )R A3k
%7 AlEE oA 28 (Dynamic transit passenger
simulation model, DTPSM)3} 2)%3 A3zt
AlEdo]A 2 #(Dynamic transit vehicle simulation
model, DTVSM) 2.2 7€t 23 <ad el
A9 Zol EPate Y (Day-to-day) FEHL} HA]
ZHWithin-day ®=% real-time) FEE 1y =S
AAA}. 7 BEES FAHFoE Y oLz
2,

1) A X|stEsZ AME2]0lM 2&(DTPSM)

A Ak $ARg e Zk s st 7)Ao
Ao gir1AIzE, B =AY BRAIRE aPa
Pale B 2 g AYste AW = §
& AMg, old FRE U Y(next day) &%
AZHe AEEE ¥ 288 AEZ ABHY, o
Z3o] oA kA IS A Hed
o] Aol s34 (Learning process) 2 Ea) o
Foize},

DTPSM< DTVSMel 8] Az ez 3had 72

——l Day-to day and within-day process —l—-—

_l Departure time choice model
""" Preference evaluating and momTSsEEEmt

Departure time choice

I

Dyoamic transit vehicle
simulation model

Dynamie transit
simulation model

1 |

ssasoad Lep-03-Aeq

v

Fl Learning & Induction process
Expected disutilities update and

Choice results evaluation

(a8 1) 84 HEus AZdoldzyge Jl2T=x

e

g zZt3 Qg 4 $4& vlE Foia AzbE&H
7124 ZEe#(time dependent OD)ell whet A}3
Ad(day=1)9 7137 F4 a8z LA A
Fech A3E 7147 S2ALE ol Ld e4S
of AYPAF| Aol =AM SHNR Ao g
AT, 71A 9ot} old FAF S N5 F A
o] 7t ZHdd =3 FlFdel FHA $AE
spxkA17) A B},

oxz

12

o
of

o

2) Sx X|sHAXIEY IS0l 2H(DTVSM)

A AAF ARl RPANE J1E UFLE
N EIEE DEE B IEIPERI R R L
Bo $A55Y §32 Ve AE 9o 54
oz B ~AFel g AFe wAe AYRY
FAAA 2%, F4, BN 7 ABe o 21
F B ARE 349 g5 A AP §
sl Faoks BES wHe) AN B
AR e B B AN ALE Fa Ws
o gEe tew 2y

Notation
I =418 3
JowA e 24
¢ A3 (time slice)
o @ AZh Aol(duration of each time slice)
T : ¥4 A4
hy @ AT (sec)
s; ¢ =4 19 A% F8E5%(km/h)
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w,. = 19 A

c® duUl FAA 7 H(sec)

st 0 A 1 AR Gl AR (sec)
xpe A 1S SHIE AF o9 $AS
Df® t xA re £@ 4 29 $AF 9 b7t F
A 57
P ol £3 9 o9 $AFR(= 2D}

TL? : 2% c7t 9 o2 58 3¢ A (km)

d, s ¢+ 98Y a, 57 Al (km)

loer,at A a9l AFE=ZALF D BN 71
a1 & 2337 A A4 (km)

K. ' 24 1% 233 AF o 5L 5

744 (person)

e ¢ = g s AF o9 P ERE
D x.0 Ko

X, ¢ A 1S e AFF o9 AdeEES(State

variable)

1019 z}go] A1z o ol =2Ade

2019 QU AR F w0l AF F2
A (st)Boh AAY 2o AS

30|19 A FYPF

4o ko] 3AE Ve

[

15 ¥EES Agdte] A ABHIATREE &
4 gelz Ed} the 2ok

4 AAAF AEdold 34 (Dynamic Transit
Vehicle Simulation Algorithm)

For each vehicle,

[Step 1] Initialization & Vehicle generation

(1.1) Set time slice t=0

(1.2) Set x;,.=0, w;, =0, TLE=0, { 1y, ,=0 and
X,=1

(1.3) Generates a vehicle with specific head-
way h; from origin station and marks

the vehicle ¢

[Step 2] Passenger Boarding
(21) If Xl.c= 1, then Wy o= w,,c-l- A

(22) If D:]z > 0, then x1,5=x1,c+D7

123

(2.3) If w,. > st;, then set X, =2
Otherwise t=t¢+1 and go to (2.1)
(24) If xl,CZK,‘C, then x10=K,,C

(2.5) Calculates p; .= ch

[Step 3] Vehicle Running & Stop

(3.1) If X,.=2, then set TLi= TL%+[,,,, and
X;.=3

(3.2) If X;.=3, then TL:=TL%+s,a

(3.3) If TL¢—d, = 0, then set X,,=1 and
wi =0

Otherwise t=¢+1 and go to (3.2)

[Step 4] Passenger Unloading
(4.1) If X, =1, then

@ calculate /= TLE d,,
@ calculate x,,c=x,_c—D,'
@ recalculate #,,

[Step 5] Simulation Termination Check
(5.1) If station 6= J,, then set X,.=4 and di-
minish the vehicle ¢

Otherwise, a=5 and go to (Step 2]
end do

AZ NEYIMTH L (27 29 o] B4
2 39 + 9ok

(State 1] station arrival BAdAE z+ A7
2 7 9o AYshe AFES AEIY. B 4F
A e 2] o] HA Alzke] 5B ulE} AE
ol A7l ufiol Aitd =S AAZE 54
utgl AstsEle v, 7 AIREZEA Q) AR 2 F34)
e AFE Sl E FHoE ASRE HsA
Hol F Azt A7 wAR}, whebd 1ol
A Azt dolg RF FYT B3¢ J& ol
H o]#3 overshoot® ZOIE /.., .o A3t
olF kA o] ZolutE Yol ZLAIT).

(State 2] Station waiting ©A1S] A% F3A
AZE st BE AFE Goll AT o] AZbEe
sAe ggo] ojFolA = 7 £ o =i
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[State 1] station arrival

vehicle ¢ (x, = 4(person)) vehicle ¢-1 (x, ., = 2(person))

headwa

P P4
P3 Pé

{State 2] station waiting

vehicle e(x; . = 0) vehicle ¢-1

P7 P8 P22 P23

3] P4 | P28

Passeager arrival (P1-P9) Passenger arrival (P24-P25)

{State 3] running

vehicle ¢ vehicle ¢-1 (x, ., = 0

[ 1531 _ B B EE

Ps P P2 P23
P? P8 P P25
P9 P10 P26

(2 2) x|3td A A2

Passenger arrival (P26)

loj4 =+

w9 w2H(First in first out, FIFO) X}kl
gt Bk A Ao & F e 2k v
& s /b 2o, e AR Je] =g
"‘7—9%7‘ Mz g8 F4¢& e o4 a5z A
sl AR BHE v &ol wet AFY] d{&
S ol&F F gidm s wERT o=
2 EQuA Ry FHHAA &3 olE&He F
=y

[State 3) Running@AlAE vzl 448 w=Ae
&gl el AlzHdold] wiel abES Fegalzit,
gheb APl T Apeko] dF HAS) FA =23}
AU FH1E dolde A% S AXAA AEH
old BHH & T3]

10

ok oft off X o

[e]

—_

2. S SYAIZE ME RS

SHEL A9 F HEEE HAsATE A
itk sHgdth ddAes o HFA Ag
Holu ¥ F tiFns £ o8 ANNE 2%
shedl 7HE Fad MEES 2l SR, AU

7Y, Bt ERE, BAR 227 Soldh

Ae o585 dul di7lAz, 2AFE AA
a8y A EFE F 7 FEE HES 94
FE dg Hode v

1) 49| Ho|(Variable definition)
A7 AeEeygs) fEE Wee ofee 2.

0, A pe TN

D, D5 po] BATA

Dty day doll €4 pdl LA

T (O day d, AR tol] 28 57 p7t 73
g Al to] G} 71X (sec)

T?,(0: day d, Azt tol] &3 57 prt 7
gk Az o 2AF A A (sec)

Ti0 day d, A toll 88 52 prt 7
g3k A1 to] xRl FAAIZH(sec)

FHyH © day d, ATU toll 2L A prt 7
e A to] 2 Hd EF=
=max{ #;.)

75 DA pel ANEZ AR

VD : day d, A7 toll 2L 54 prt A
g3 A7 to] ¥ ES

T4 X0 day d, AR tol] 8% 54 pe Al

2K toll gt 7)o GuithZ] A T (sec)
TI(D: day d, AT toll 223 57 po Al

ZHR toll g 71 2AF R A (sec)
T (D 1 day d, AR toll EEE 57 pel A

ZHR toll thgk Z1d 2R B Az (sec)
T ¢ day d, A toll E2EE 57 pe Al

i ol g 71 AR A ERE
Vo : day d, AT toll EER 7
2 ol i 71 HIESE
© Ut : day d, AR toll 2% 5 pel Al
7t to] i3t preference function
Pt, &N po Az =AY
At XD ¢ day d, AR to] 2EE
A =EA
T8 1+ s pe] ABAARY JAAIVEA] T
s D EEE

4 po &



thEtmE&E x| ® 197 M52, 20014 10

B AN H83E SR 20 Aengo]
£ SPFRA e e QAR Folg,
CDARY a9 G AN, AR ao) ~
2744, 22l 9)3RY <ol AWY Ar) A &
ol

2) E3HAjZHHZ(Travel time variables)

(1) WA T (1)

Zt A p7t Qo B ARHEE 29 D)
S 2RE AA AF FE3I7R] Guleld 2l A
e s Ay dizlAztel 3t T4 (H 2 &
1gtc}. o] g2 DTPSM3 DTVSMe] AlEgo]A
<= &3 A3 Asrdct

S

(2) ZAFAAN( T ()

h7IAZEe] AlE ol dE B3 AtEed Hle) =
AEANAE 74 $49 BAA 23RS 2AEXA
Seroll dol AAGE Atslop At B ApoA
£ 49 FE2 Ran(1994)9 A7 Hustdo).
(18 3)ellA K e} Zo] $7 po] 22N AtY(H)
& FUARE D= el S dZINRE T (HF A
FAANL TI(HE dal 78 ¢ AUk =ZA| 710
AMEE od =HAL AT dFE AWEAA,
& Fabd4k(indifference endurance) 4,9 1ETh
9¥ =434 ZAAslE WhEl(early arrival penalty)
6_. A =M F= HdE](late arrival penalty)
6, 221 7 gAe] A = AL pr, 7o) BAE
olg# A po 2ABANA TI(HE AH 2
o] A4kgie},

1,40 I p

ALY = t+ T, )+ T4, f, DAt =t

N A
PoA P, PLA
»

»
T, 40 + T4 ALY

v

% -+

(O 3) S¥Rte| AHEX|H &

125

Ti=0_- (Pt,-d,~ At¥(?),
if, At{(d< Pt, - 4,
=0
if, Pt,_4,< At {1 < Pt,. 4,
=0, (At{D-d, Pt,),
if, Pt,+ 4,{ At 4D (1)

A471M, 6 € 6+

QMM Pt Yitdoz Agloly s
A $AE RS 24T 6_9 9,9 @olu 4,9

e At Aolsk dnh 2t B AT
2 AQEY HgHE AR HoE Bdsin

Aeta, et ol s tagel wels
FAW Aol & Tk,

(3) 2 FHAZH T (0)3 ARJF(T ()

B G7olA A hs RP oz AlgHo|Xo] i
7t FRAPER AR BT T (90 A
Al BYANTE BE FH 2ZANT AriH E AN
Stedl® ol SHAT 7+ a9 HEE VIHAE
HigErnt, dutdog AakEy e A% fisu
AF Ti(0E R 938 oA gevn 73
o weEkA, e gl T() v SHA BAES
Ztet),

a2y, A ERETL 224 E A5y vES
2 ok Aolet 3T Ak wEhA, £ A7)
< 7 s4npt ARl @A Qi=(am endurance)
7,5 V2l Asta, 54 prt Ul AAF Al
TR= (07F 9,5 QolNE A% A QapaAd)
ggehe A BBARE T8 218 QAEE 7,0
g nEsld Sl BEE AT 7,09 3
Ble (23 49 o) adod o 99 23 &
ol g 2 BPAIZEY A JERAE Uehin,
Ty e NBIIRE B8z BEAZn} 47
p7t ARske AW EJ=(p, . =5, /K, )F 7V
2 #eg oo, max, eAEL TiH I} g,
Hrp we A9 Aol A¥e 77,(»E 22 oA}
Aol BgSAT Tt 9,5 ZTEPH, A 2y
SHARA HlE 2 %E drpdHe) wddit, F
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Perception
weight A x

1,6t

. e

n. 3
™ kA congestion leve}

’ Excess fevel

(38 4) Exol| chst AXIEF(T,(0)

T )32 tha3t 2ol AR Hr}

JO=1if ¥45(< g,
TD=1+w(TUD—np), if THD) 7, (2)

TS 54 2 dayriet $UE A B4
ke e EReEe] o 4y, ¥4
7€ Hl&89 Arle A7t sl £ e
ol d4AA ¥ Mt & ¢ ok

3) Z8 H|&S(ADU)Zt 7|l H|5E( EDU)

Z SAES dolA] A FPAN #E AFES
ol g3 zt Az sz I3l wel A AT
v #-8(Actual disutility, ADU)F 710 ¥ &&(Ex-
pected disutility, EDU)< AXgith 2d wage
7Nle] Bl E RG] gdd A AP AES ¥
F& & den, 7y HEgse YA I W
9] JAFAES dgsl 7+ & ok E d7elA
ol&3le 4 p9 BFA HES FF(ADU), Vive
21(3)3 2t}

VD=0, T% (D+B8, T,
+J,(0 - T4, (3)

A Aol @, 8,5 A WA 2AFAA
9 54 9 AFAZ, olF AFASE 2 ALk
ol7t Aok AT

57 pel 71 MESEDLIF, Vi) & 4@
o sjs AL & sk,

ViD=a, T (D+B, T2,
+ 1,0 TP (4)

A)e 2 ey AoiME A(3)FH RAlSE 2
A, To (0, T, Ti (D9 Bl A8l
< B3l At Bo] oflEt 54 p7t Ad(d~19)
7R AR BB Jd FYAREE Agsle
d&gct. ©, A9 7t FPAEE B3I Azt
FUsHA AP SR BEE 7 vjase
1hEe FA APE EYZ A4(5)~2(8)d 23
AR "t et

T (D=5 TEHD +U—95) TN D (5)

T¢,W=s-THNH +U—-9-THLXD (B)

TD=s- TS +A—-9)-THW@ (D

Tl (D=s- TIMD +(1-9-TIHD (8B

714, s g5es veido. 9 ’—‘4“9— %1%94
FE5AE S e A2 B F Juh 4¥ dF
€9 7$(Nakayama et al., 1999: 2000. 2001),
QAL BARAZL Adig /198 ¢ e Y5 (memory
days)% ARste A4 Jou 2 d7dis b

2 olHd(d-1)9 FPIAE B r|gsin
a2 o]de] BT tig |dES BT HAHQ
Fe 2 719k M sd

a) Aktol ofst MET Y
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