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<Abstract>

The propose of this study is to analysis driver's behavior of traveler
information. This research made an attempt to explore driver’'s route
change behavior in the en-route stage. Model were developed for each
analysis with LIMDEP software which was developed by Willams H
Greene. Commuters’ transportation change in before trip stage are
affected by  their income, travel time, and incident information and
constant of this model showed their reluctance of change mode. This
was resulted from the inappropriateness of traffic information to general
commuters which is the main target of traffic information.
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