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Prediction of route selection behavior for mixed road network

considering multi-class attributes
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Abstract: To explore the underlying causes of uneven path utilization in urban mixed road networks,
revealed preference (RP) and stated preference (SP) joint surveys were adopted to systematically collect
data on drivers' attributes and path choices in urban mixed road networks. Path choice models based on
random regret theory were developed, incorporating multidimensional path attributes and individual travel
characteristics, with scale effects introduced to enhance predictive accuracy. The results show that path
attributes such as distance, number of traffic lights, tolls, historical average travel time, additional time
during congestion, and the likelihood of congestion significantly influence path selection. Personal travel
frequency and historical path preferences also play critical roles in decision—making. The improved model
considering path attributes achieves a hit rate of 0.703, and the improved model integrated drivers'
attributes has a hit rate of 0.872, demonstrating superior fitting performance and predictive capability

compared to traditional models. The study results provides a quantitative basis for refined urban traffic
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management strategies and practical insights for optimizing personalized navigation services.

Key words: transportation planning and management; route selection behavior prediction; stochastic regret

minimization model; mixed road network; travel characteristics; route attributes

0 5 7

V22 BT 1) 38 66 p s PR % R AL 3 %
LR A B o BLSE H H L B R PR B R
AT 3E % (o AN S5 8 B 42 G PR A T 28
P S 3 I ARE IR A [R] AT A O I 2 B Y ik A
FER G 25 5 B A S8 T SR B K R AR ik
25 RGN A B A B H 528 . Btk
SR RTR0IN 25 2 AT A KT v DA T [ R < 3 T I 1Y
AR T8 s G-, XoF U A A i A B B AR I Y

H R, B 5% 35 X T I A% 6 45 DR 3 R0 RS A JR I
T Z W98 . BRI T S 5l i T
SEH 7 ARBL AL RSY T R A B AT IR AT B AR
T PEAT O 052 0 R 3R 5 A I A5 LR AT A i IR
Tz RS [ B A2 Y AR B S AT 40 28 i T
Je MR T 2 IR AT AR SR 2 P BE AL
FIP BB RY s Ahmad 5552 1Y, B2k BB PR R T
% R VR AR IR AT SR AT AT R ARt
AR B — RN E i Bt &40 A5
FSCAG PR 2R A 23 0 A7 38 B R 8 77 A EE RSP e
FEAIESE T AN [w) B 4 328 P A5 AL 1 A 00 A ey PR
GAKE V2R RZ R AT & BT N
VERE BRI 2 RN R R R
ey PR 2R R IS A o A i 25 S R T BRI R
HAR ST o

D ER T s SR = KA DO N=BT B/ S AL LRI
DX % I B AR BE B AT N I F A (R D B RIR S
W o PR — 2 AU T % R, S8 I Bl 45 R B A —
B, AR REE I8 Y PR QA ARL , TR SRR R TR B
7 YR A 0 T e DI S % 03X 3 T S B AR AT
Wl 55 25 R AT E i 22 SR B
FEIR A I P (1 B AR BRAT N XS T BR AR 5 S R Y
77 % 1) ) FH A Sy B B

AT T 2 AR A BRI 5, 0 R
47 K (Revealed preference, RP) 45 & [a] (Stated
preference, SP) & M A RAETR G BN T 2 421
A 35 T e A ] S 3 288 0 B ) I8 2 R AT O A
R Al e 45 540 L 43 A 52 ) 1 AT 9 B AR R R AT A Y

F R R BT 5 M o A TR T
Ja A LA BB AT 3 g S A B S 2 4 T A
B 55 HAD RS RN BE AT X LG, 15 TR 4R B R
B 1) 2B 5 1 5 Je R A A R AR TR R UK 4
e 5 3 4 B (I el O B R ok 51 N AR B
FEE XA TR] AT R AR A A 5 1 S R ) 2
B IR A B A o

1 B{ARIEPEAT 9 B 3R L

L1 THEERET %

Sl AT A7 1 A B R, RP R £ A
SPiRAE . Fr#E BT A X PR s sk 2 5E
B T P PR AT D E AT IR A 5 Jm o B ) R A R A
R A AT 00 8 32 1A a0 fof 2 45 L % fnn ey 2% B Y
R A

% I8 B RP V) A 0 K wT SR R R o 9 AR
B A — o R IR TSP R A RO AR B
£ 5 {ELRE B S R HE AT 0 B R AR SCR
SP A RP K& 98 A, 28U A7 3 e 1R 5 1 M P Y
BRAR e PEAT M HCE . RP I A B AT H Y
Ao ZEUEREAE D S I AT AR AL 5 SP i £ 3 E AR
ATRMB B 5T AT E AR R . R
P IO AP 1R
1.2 FHEESEIT

XFNE AT B AL 2 (R TERHIE 2R A DAY
SEVEHR 9 A& P EAT I8 AL 5 X0 T by S AT R AR L £
BTG BEE T 8 AR AT A A, AR BN
RLPTR o A, O T IR B A O A 22
[Fa) 355 0 08 B (8 B4, 7 ) 25 PP S 50 T kAR 2 2
SZVIHE W2 AT RO 0,008 B R o 4
HASH A MATH, 05 2 BE % B 45 R AL, 45
TR%

TEEAT SP i 2 1 S5 e T, 25 & 2 H A9 i
5 T fE 2 B B AR B, BT T P RR A R R
12 KB 55 25 TR A I IO v T % 2 R Y 2 R A
FI2E 50, O 13 B2 BN Rl A9 3 2R B AR A2 15
HPE . BARSE R IPRBRR DLIN A 2 TR

i 5 T 57 I e HOGS H A7 2 PR e R AT A
3R B AR B MR AT R R B0 R LIk



% 8 IR, F F RS RSB W IR AT A TN -+ 2069 -
| ETXRREXNABAERGH | ——  weussE |
I
|
RPYAZHHS | sesms | | | moEmEsw | | suEsEek |
pven ven ey | BoBRREYEGET S AT SR |
LB i s 47 BRI
RHERR AT Py e | e |
| | | nEmemsm
| T BB T R, SPRCAAE [ | K
1 H?E&EXUIL#EEE
Fig. 1 Data acquisition flowchart
®1 BBt
Table 1 Questionnaire design
%3 1l %3 Il
P — A
i TAE B H S5 A
A B I B2 4 %
REWFBH R H % A
BV EHH R I s th 45 6 hf7 A
CETION B 1] 22 52
TN I e S 8 7
REEAFIUA SR 5 /D B 1A 1B
5./ B 3 5 L

Q it

< ‘mmuﬁmme

// .
am  (Q#m

s
Q mmraIse

&

(b) TEIT 3 BN BRI - IR BF K2 (DY P B A IX ) s £k
E2 LEESESXE

Fig. 2 Practical scenario reference

(@RFFRZFGARR)- L IR

SR T AT AR B DO A AR R M A
Rl K- E, Ik 2 B s .

H T3 2 th 24> @ M 2 6] 5 A7 16 A B AR #6i
P, 75 2R G lk ik 56 B v 05 1k AT ST .
Xf— i 37 S R AR B, WG 2 2 187 Rl
S, LRA 75 TR AT A S T REE SR T IE A2 By

oo BT AR R R (L g T B T ) T
RUAH G, N AE 1E 38 ik i A R A5 IR i 1t
BPmr . i SPSS B4 A i 45 3 00, 156 vk 5L
TREE 16 R PSR IZ R B 3 5 1 ) 4
A MG BT 32 MG S R . Ak FE R G T A
W B X SR R R O [ 5t BB i T H AR



- 2070 - THKRXEFF

(T % k)

% 56 %

®2 BEBRERMEKE
Table 2 Scenario path attribute level

FARS 44 R BEPIRY RAEWIENES BTk
B K B /km 3 wHE o o
/A4~ nRetE/ % WA /min FrEEEHE] /min E4R S
- 8.5 e b i [ - 3 M 1A 1 S 25 20 40 4 1
uTm 10 W 378 M 1A 3 33 0 45 32 9 2
&M 12 [ 14 0 70 36 6 3
7K 20 e PR 14 10 45 40 15 1
20 km
L 22 o3 H T 38 50 0 70 54 10 2
30 e DR T [+ < S b TR 22 5 20 45 12 3

PEELANAZ 9% O O B S0 T 5 [R) L, fie 284 57 7
SR N 48 AR A& R A A ST s ]
P 3 A 3 /R o

®

@

or
Q “

B3 @E5ERETR

Fig. 3 Example of questionnaire scenario

F IR BN R L N T AR IR B2 B A L
PRI O 04k 34y B 3y ), A
[F) 5 3840 2 3B 4 PR B DN 25, 43 ) SR A% 1 A I AL
SATERHE S AT RRIE A B AR e B H L 3 0
IF) 5 1 % A2 3 5 ) RS == 40 ) ol 15,1617 4
o e R A [ e (i 1 o £ I 1 S T (R S
) 3 ] FE M 76 ) 5 Pl T A FABEEL E |
— BRI ) 3 19 i

®3 BEHERTH

Table 3 Example of questionnaire scenario

e
1 20 ey PR i 10 14 45 40 15
2 22 3 1A S 0 50 70 54 10
3 30 T LT - e AT T 5 22 20 45 12

1.3 HIERBNR4HD
1.3.1 ¥R

P AT 2024 4 1 EAT A XA E O
VT S, R IR) o B HEAT R A e Lk e 4 824
0y o XoF ) 35 B4 E AT A7 R0ME R 5, N Bk 28 22 AT
R RO IR KETXE BA S A BT
Bi R ]2 AN — 35 DL S AR 28 st a2 T 30 s 1 Al
B WMAFRBAERNE 6790, M EH RN
82% ,FEAE LI 10 8554,
1.3.2 WS T

AR SR 50 A B b i e R R T (S
JE 43 A0 FRAL BE RS 56 o R SPSS G2 it 43 M kA
i F Cronbach's Alpha {f #F 17 15 & 2 #7 , £
KMO F1 Bartlett £ 5 #F 17 %505 & 56, 5096 B4k b
LT F E A T RS R g, B BT

B R R R AR . BIRCRE
2T AR Z5 KL 1 ) LU A A s 8 B AR IR AR
RFFE BRSO BB A RO T REAR AN

S N R T = YN o = NS & = RO
FaTFEE
1.3.3 Bt

[1] 5 81 i 5 BRI Do s 5l o 32 15 I R B A
I TN I B TR A A VS o i A ) L
BARME B S AR R DL EATIC L

58, W0 kb 35 G 1] 4 B S B B B
SRR NS R N RSN SN IR il [ 3
IR IP 4 H | )6 50 L 3851 .679 17 5 4K
Jei , TE B g i 3 B T B RS 2 U E R IR
% A2 1 R 45 AR O — % B b B HE AT A B BDCRE
Ji 4 1) 35 804 TP 0 — A7 4% 23 SRy 0 IO 18 AR T R I
B e 2 A5 B T B B0 AL 28 81, Mo G AT v
BN 4 PR

28R Py s AT HE B 25 S R AR SOk
W7 s AT BB /T 20 km 19 32 1 3 (ZEREA
o7 L 3 5090) 1B S B X A S o 2 ik BROHE g i
J& AR B e H 3t 25 485 4%, BEALREER 70 % (BD



IHW,FF RS 0y A I P 3K 1R AT A TR

2071 -

5

5
k'8

FRY

18~25%
26~30%
31~40%
41~50%
51~60%

3.09%

0.15%

ZHERE

4.71

VER=L N

25~30k

2.50%
6.6

48.75%
51.25%
13.40%
25.77%
46.54%
11.05%

%
38.73%
35.35%
21.21%

3%
13.84%
21.35%
31.52%
12.96%

4.57%
2.95%
4.71

IA

W1.18%

FEBBN

5~15w
15~20 w
20~25 w
25~30w
30~40 w
40~50 w

1.33%

%

53.61%

3.98%

9.87%
19.15%
19.29%
13.25%
15.17%
10.16%

78.35%

7.81%

50 wbh E

0 25

50 75 100

A4 /%

E4 HiEERELIT
Fig. 4 Descriptive statistics of data
R4 BIEREER

Table 4 Data encoding status

JE 3 %4

i3 155

AR E A

ARG 5
L7h% A
BEAE G
AT N

VI M

A R TP RIS AR 1.2.3
e % A IR AR A R 1, 75 0 0

— RN S — A5 T 48 g R

AARFRIR
YRl
HEAR BRI
PRIl

T S 2R (R e DR B DU A 15 5 v R R S R e 0 B 25 R T B 3) L

B R (JE 741)

B LTS ROk, i Bl R A T RE T LBk D S S I ] A A A 3 I AR T R I ]

Kt
&

s
e
K
n

o ZFERHIE (3L 851)

PO S AR BE BRI BB A R A A R BRI

o
o
=
i

— JA A AT AR AR HOH B A AT R R ORI A AT R N RO R A AT
AT ERY IRE TS 22 S D o AR R AT B S e /DR S A OB R /DR B A L 1

Dy s AT AR (3L 9 81))

3
B
¥
i

17 840 25 ) B T B2 Bobn a2 , TR A 4 o
PR [F] A7 5T A9 K0 T T R B AR

2 T ke U et

2.1 WFRFEER
F R, % A28 3 R R 32 3 A 3k 1 309 S 50 B

W BEMLROH B A PR O A B R AL AR
o SRR

S0 B 200 B M AL A% BE S R R T B
N7 BRSO B SR BN R R AL . BAESEBR A
NI 58 S BE B, AT 38 J0 R 3R AT B AR 1 BT
A JE A P, Logit #5284 X L 5 B ol 58 35 10



- 2072 - FHRRFFROL F R)

% 56 %

TEREAT M B 1A B . T Samal %Y R £ 10
Logit(Multi-nomial logit, MNL ) 5% %I 15 ] 4= 4% )
A AR PEAT B A 13,25 %,

26 9% 2% % Simon £ 1 T AT BRELHE AR A
e WL R R EE A (E R A R S R, T
W T ARG . R E B RN
A HOWE R Ak 7 B AN 2 O i s Ay
%M, Mahmassani fil Chang 3 J¢ {f Fi £ PR 2 14
1l A S U A 43 T 1) g R AT AT O

A A ER B — R Sl s
SR AT H PR AT O o A0 v iR AE T e A X
A3 FR B8 AN GE PR L AT B AN TR Y AU 25 2y
S AT R AR EE P . 2008 4F , Chorus 451 4
th T BE ML S M8 B /> 4k (Random regret minimiza-
tion, RRM) # #4  Ji5 ffg 38 1) e 36 AR 9 e 3]
A0 U, TR vh g S R R AR ]
BRI KR L B b e R LS A SR AT O . A SRR B
RRM 5 #Y iy $5 0 285 2R T4 &t A7 35 19 6 A2 52 B
PEFAT N . Belgiawan 25 Bl Fi -+ Hb 2k B 5
PEATIR G, 45 R UE B, RRM A5 A8 R 7R Y i 3300
K5 FE AT IR H] 68. 504 ¢

I Z2AF kIS e S AE 28 38 B B 5
B TP E R AT BR AR LR BS AR R EEAT
A7 W0 L AR IR AT ] 9 AR R BE AL
J Mg s /NG B B T B AR R L Zhu ST Bl
BE ML M 5/ NME BB BIFST T 98 & SR 0T 1Y A8 ik
AT N H ZE R E AT HE IR R Y. A
WEFE D 25 BN [ 38 3% 1R s s R T AT &
1) 6 2k TE 5 25 57 o

BR 1L TR AL T A BIR SR A B A A
RUAI AT 27 3 i T O B B8 AL 4 2% > I AH
KT IEAREFRAT A . (Bl T e A
AR 22, ME LA B AR e B AT O I 2 PR R
OB IREECE Y 30 i

% 183 J g B AR S — RO E BB T 1 Tk
IR AT DL FE A AR B AT A R g AR 2 (L DF
My LB, T RE AR B AT A AE HEAT AT PSR Y
DI R BGEE A TR A 5 W bR R AT 25
Xof T 1E 6 28 AL AN R Ao PRIk, AR SR HT RRM
YA Sy fi A8 2o P AT R A A ) i i A R X L 3
Fr ek, JF4 5 800 B KA AL L3¢
2.2 ETRBENMBOKREIEZFER

RRM R A T e £, i i A7 &
A INFEMAT R BT R0 MA B

2, NI EjG=1,2, -, DHFEEE mnin=
1,2, -+, M) E B BUE , A [R5 %8 55 17 AR TR & 1 Y
fH 2, TUALER . & R, RN TEJRYE m )2 10 1) —
T BE PRI M (RIS £ 7 58 0, [ B il 32 48 5) L B -
Ry =max{0, 8, (2 — 21) | (1)
Koz, 2, N NEET R TEjEREEm
B EUAH 5 8, M 1Ak 2 50, 2R & 1t m X AE )5 1
B A DT Bk AR B s R S A i R AT R AR AE S
WS T EFEREm BRI T I7
%I R, = 0, 423 AAFAEIE I 2 | I A0
WAFEK G, MR ifeEEm Ly RH
LT IR R, >0, €K G
B M A Ja P 1) 30k B 5 M E 2, IF B
X L e T e v S (R 2R A g B R KA
KA R, T RARERE L U0 5 A

M
R,= nl'ljjx WZ:l max(O, [ﬁ:( Zjm T Z””))} (2)

ST A S MR A B X LU 1 JRR R 1 2%
Chorus"™#E3 (1) P a7 B AS 58 2250 v, Al 0,,,,
TX A 15 2 T ST 8] A (TRSAR AR 0 A1 ) L LA R
TE B P J8 R AAS B 5 TG AR B UL 25 3 1 S Bk, B

RI.,= max{O + Vons B +(230 — 20 ) + vm} (3)

0% 22 Wk A 57 A [R] 89 Gumbel 53 415 B

RIHIWIEE R A -
Ié}’;j:hl(l+exp[ﬂ,,z(zjm*zm)}) (4)
At In (14 exp( ) ) BB 5 R 4 45

Y 15 2] B9 RRM B A H A% i (9 104K eR
BB TALRY R S A, 2 B0 T AT A o R
e HR (D W FE A TSRS, A,
2 (4) B % %) K 2%, 24 B2, — x,,) <0
i, R R 5 2 B, — 24,) > O, TR 5 1
Y 8,( 2, — @) = O, 7R BEA 5 it R k8

M) LAE , — D R EHRE R 5 H
L A B P T S R AL T R A K B AE S PR G
B AT S0 Tk Oy S A R 2k U 5L A
RE R A, 5 ME ST B, % Chorus'™
SR A AR T R R B R A T A (4) e e
1 JE A TR A R

Rl= zj: zw: ln(l + exp[,@m(zjm — z,-,”)D +e

jFiLj=1m=1

(5)



% 8

THW,E AR L EREGRLEE WKL EE

AT Ay Tl < 2073 -

WS R AE Y B2 5 0T LA 05 e [R5 T
ST T3 G PN TE 7 22 T BB IS ML, 05 M 3B AN
T3 M TG 2% £ 18 301 ik 37 P (Independence of irrele-
vant alternatives, IIA) i35 , BV A4~ % & 7 58 Z (]
(Y RF T 3 43 OC 51 A B 52 3 At 3535 U7 SR I 52 ) o
2.3 EEREMMABHEE

AT e BE PR B AR T, XA [R) g PR (Can 0 3 A
W)E’J’Eﬁ%ﬂﬁj@rﬁrrﬁz%‘iﬂ’] M2 52 21 Y 1 %

S CAnF 38 17 00 5 FAl L0 A B 8] 55 ) (9 52 )
Wﬁﬂ,%ﬁéﬁ PE B B ] REAFAE 25 7, &5 Bk
SRR (AR 25 S E 7 AR R BRRN L BT DAAR
SCAE PN 00 B 2 U B 5 N R 25500 A B A
DU AT 25 X8 6 A% 1B 4 v (1) AN (] Jag 2 22 S (A s Ji)
B BRI A ) B S R A Ak X AR R T AT A

HF AT AR AR R AT R AR DA K B
AR B 3 32 g T b BERE T R T e
ANTRL AT A IR B 4R M B AT 6 7 A A R
22 BN 5B ML T BB AT 8. Y
JE G ) 35 A v B, A A A e R [ U R 22 S T A Y
S B A o Guilford & BE, 24 4035 1 0
KRBk NI A 8 b ) U R, i 5
0 SRR B L T AR SR R . it Y
A AR B M s T — A T ORI 1 Z [l 9 2
REE YRR JE B 22 R T e R S
AR
= > Zl

JjFiLj=1n

(ij - zinz)

1+ exp{ - + &
Zim

(6)
A I 75 2 B HL R eR R, B R RO R
N BEFL S s/ DMERE L (RRM-C) , WF P 7s -

( Zijmk T Z/imk)
RR ik E 2 In ﬂm * y + Eik
JjFi om z

1+exp

timk

(7)
KRR PR (75 kARG B M 3 5% ik
FERRAR i R BEDLIS M08 s R, R (A5 k1N IR
B 37 5N B PR PR AR 4 S MR 5 e R TR

P RS RN IR B M 3 55 R e PR R AR 1 B Bl AL
JEHFIR 2 520 — 2 N EEAE CRIBRAR jTE TR A m L
Y B 22

B L B BIL B 25 e A SRR T8 7 ] 7
A, 024 SR A Ji e de /IMELINE , AH 25 TR i (e A
BB fe RAR, T AT 2 e 7228 = A>3 50T X

18 1 B FEE R P W0 R BT
Pry=Prob(RR, < RR ., Yj7#i)=
exp(—RR,;)

J
Z exp<*RR,ﬁ,)
j=1

2.4 WENEMIEMRERBHE

HH Macfadden R* ., #71 % (Hit percent) i & f&
R AROCR . Ho, Macfadden R* i T i 1 45 4l
WA E, HAG N 0. 2~0. 4 B}, AT LA Ry 6 4 &
JE B 0T 5 Hit percent 7 £ 8 AL 5000 2R, o
HitR, HitR, \HitR; 73 il oy V& 1 45 2k i h 8,
BLRSK g 7 5 a0 s .

ARG T S BUE B 6 A AR B E AR A
K (8), TH5E A AT #3750 1 B ik
PR Py WF T HTA B ATE BEESE T Pru

(8)

R B AR B BB 25 5 0 M
émk: 1, PR/ikj‘jHij(ﬁHj‘ (9)
, HiAth
ﬁi‘z)’é,%&(ﬁf{mﬂ LR R S, T #E
AIE S P 18 B 455 SR 5 A 00 0 & SR R S — B, iR
PR S 0, 5 B L O — B, S=1; R
—Et,S=0, W Hit percent i+ AKX UF -
ZZS
HitR = —~= (10)
>
s
HitR, = } (11)

A HItR 2 A AR 3 HItR, 0 T e R B
MR A, N R TR ARG, =3, %
AN EEAS 5T R PR A HL

3 EBLLER KR o B

3.1 ETHREBMHMNEINERSN

H e, B 2.3 by 25 RUEE &80 Y Rl AL
Jri M di /N A B A% T B (RRM-C) 1 A7 2 A8t
I T W KA SR AL 11 AN Python 4 B2 SR Mg #5180 . 4K
Jii , 715 Macfadden R* Hit percent LA £ 455 % 41
A AU KR R A A A de K AR B 22 30 K
Logit A5 1 Fll & 25 18 RUEE 240 i) RRM 847 5 2 if
X, @2 W0 AR A B 3% 1728 & B
X L2 SR AR 5 R .



- 2074 - FHRRFFROL F R) % 56 %
x5 EEBREEMMERNLER
Table 5 Model results considering path attributes
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Table 6 Model results of the group integrating travel characteristics
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