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Analyzing mode choice among transportation demand estimate procedures is complicated and
understanding characteristics of travelers is also difficult. Generally, it is well known that traveler
choose mode  considering  psychometric  factors and  characteristic  besides  socio—demographic
indicators. Accordingly, many researches has investigated on methodology that can be applied in
mode choice to reflect psychometric factor or specific preference. Latent Class Analysis among
various studies is recognized as the theoretically potential approach.

This study focuses on class segmented using latent class cluster to analyze impact that included
psychometric factors and characteristics on mode choice. It also provides evidence that mode choice
model for each class and mode choice model not considering latent class are different. This study
based on citizen’s stated preference and revealed preference on a new transit on the Han river
shows that latent class cluster analysis is the potential approach considering latent preference.
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