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B =52 HWRT HEAZF Vork-to-Home E¥ol tidt M2 AEEH, HEEXH F
# (stochastic equilibrium)& Eti2 ¥ F¥ufE7]Hel A3 Zojrt. (Id 1.1)e]
A HEo] AFAHQ FERY}E ©e| 24 o O BITRARE ohle} LwFIAY
U BITHE FEEES SAvidel ze{dch o] YA EMEE(base year)?]
Exo] SR U S EX0]§A] & o] &3le] BRAUFE HESZ Hit(projection)

P BREE A 7 ] aﬁmg | | B | ﬁg%}ﬂiﬁﬁ |
SO | Lt-l' Nl.-l —_ —_ Ll.' N'. Oi o y
T & |— T J lcw:f(i‘.r?.c‘)l
A | _
L \Y,
Lo =L, J
N = N
Yes | ZZ@EM | No —
EWMER ——>-|c=c l
[ -4 1.
— 8] B
c'=f(L',N")
1
No | BEXRD
< Fg?  p——
-------------------- i > Yes| >
%ty | L°N¢°

i) CROMMEMERL), o(WMME), t(lteration t), LILEFIMFM BUE) NBEEIF BUE).
CRITRA).

g3, B3 £5A4AFE EXE EREEY E3vY FE o2 WiifE(starting
values) & o] &3t BRIEES BECE #HHct olnf 2FAANE 1YL H$
o 23R 4 A9 Uy FHULYMARE EMct. 2 A7 FEHEKR U



3| AL Cochrane(Cochrane, 1975)0] A3 FPRY2} [IH R EFEX (consumer

surplus) @RS PRI O T HUste &3t

L 7iikd

2.1 B REBE

E dFoA thRoAE S HARS A (2.1)3 Ll
o Wig(é i) )
T”-E’_?m ! (2.1)

A7NN Tiy = iE2} j&EZ2] #A%F(expected) BITE
glcij) = i&3} jETY TR
Es = i&o® Yy WAsH= Hif(expected) BITH
wy=1 Lw™1 Nn' (2.2)

AN Lay = j& wild] EXo]§ FHAHS,
Ny = j&o 2oAA & £25AHnY £53T) F8A42
223 Ao] iRt ¥l g

Ya, 8n = Ui7)H4(parameters),

E dFel IS R(2.1)2 iE A FUAY jE AF U BEAES
Uehn, 28e] meRpy E#(stochastic choice)S EWSIIL glct.  olo oh3] 4
fES Uehls EXo] 2L thiyel F7Hx] BE(Putnan, 1991)2 8 FFHTh

ARGl E SBA7t ZEo] oz HBEE(t-1) FEB(activities)oll thdt o
Zd5(t) ¥Fu|Lo) uldst] REEY AR 1§ o8ty YUt 4 &

=¥ Exjo] Al (X 2.1>3} At}

H1) 2 dFolA BT/ (veasure of attractiveness) W WITRAEMS e W vi7id4 Ao o) B
BEM(ANLE, FALE, $3245, 2452 M@HLE ol (disaggregated) 9121}, Notation®]
TeslE 93l olF EAMWIUE. W of U F & Putman(1983) HE.



<E 2.0 #15FE taf BRI Aghl tafAK

Ry &5 +3FI AKX
. Ni
t t-1
EEA LHFHAR Lvy=L e (]
ERERR LHAAR Li=L§jl —per Et- ]
ﬁ*ﬁﬂ :f:ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁi& Ltcj*Lct:-jl[ Et- ]
cj
B) t-1 = 7IEUE, t=oJds
Le-y = j&24 $A&A(residential land) H3
Lu-y = j&2&] 718448 x| (basic industry land) ®3
Lery = j&2] AYg-L#](commercial land) W3
No = 3E AZY 2EAE
En-y = j& A Z9 71 814L 184 (basic industry employments)
Ecry = j& A A9 A& 1 &2t4(commercial employments),

2882 X 2.8 Zo] ZF &5 ER|o]gAlo] Log-Linear MultivariatesX.©.

B FE0] st

Ul Zp EoflA o] §H EX|TFHo| o] gIe¥t EXHARC} I, twEES 7

&2 FEANUA R BREMCL




CE 2.2> H2ER HHFAREL] AR LHFIAR

A% BS + 3F R
BEER LHAAR Lr=kil SLELENYNGLY
HAEEH LHAAR Le=gol SEGLELELE
[ JiE] +HF AR Lq=p0Ll£Elng3LI”]4Lg5
#) Ley = j& AdY My BITEE TH £E5A% AR
Ley = j&2&] My RAEREMEE Fio RXERAL AR
Loy = &2 Mtz BREMEE T5 fEAl @S

&
Bononwonnn

J&o MEh H3y

j&ol golA 712t &x] v &

j&ol dlolA Ald&=] vl &

j&ol Solx FAH & ul&

j&2 2EXAY

& AZAel glold AASATHlow income group) FBats2

2521l Tt NS
Ney = J& AFA}ol
22 9xp4o] it v
Epy = j&o] QlolA jEAx HAY 7| EAYDE 142 22Fabsrof ol vlE
Eey = j2of QlolA jEAzl A3 FUYnEx4Y Fagatsof Uit v E
ko, 1....6, £o..... s, Po..... s = /M (parameters),

¢

Qloj Al T A5Z ¢ high income group) FWAE]

B a7 2ye) st (complexity) FETF BEF By ol WA FXAT

g wiagdslr)els) <E 2.3>3} ol 438 Yo = IFEIALL

(E 2.3 239 ggttol e B

"5 & H5h Wyl WA +HFIRARR
BpiRE Laj, Nij, Ny B (e 28)
oL kil Les, Noj moEs
B 11 Les, Noj IER + HmoEnY
B 1112 | La, N BUER + BmoERY

ﬁ) Loy = (L, Lz, Lyy)

Naj
Ly
Lz
Lay

(Nig, Nzg, N3y, Ngy)

j&¢] 71U 7Hs A (vacant developable land) |3
j&of alolA JIYx](developed land) BH u|&
j&2 &A= (residential land) HH

Ny = A A5 (low income) A%t FRat4
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Nzy = 22 45 (low middle income) gt F¥atg
N3y = 231 A% (high niddle income) A%t F3als
Ny = A5 (high income) gt BPals,

2.2 XEEMN £

£ Q3= Florian et al. (1975)ol &3l #A|¢H vl = FPuiE/ =6l AY
HS ATAA ;Ao iyt FPuiPe] FLIdct. 2 FE3Ps= A2.3) T

Min : V= %;; ,,logTﬁ%ant{xa}dx (2.3)

x| 32 FREERPeln, Ex 3L UE(user equilibrium) vl R & LIE}
dth. o) AYENe Aotz Tt 2o
t: ;T"FE,'
2T =N,
1
~Ty+ 2F k=0
Fa=2228 i kij
k i
20, Fii20

A7IH Ty = iE3} jETY UTVY
Ei 2R Fe Wdshe ZUTA8Y

#2) SRy, WURY I, 1= FAAUUYSES exp(-foi) S, HURY 1L ¢, 02 FA4HA ot
AN, e #io} i) SWHLR, o B & olZhE4E Uedo

#3) JIEVERH AJUETA] FARZINE B (activities)o] JEUEY 42 YAUE BS &Y
Exol g £5¥ Tyl TEAHELA)Y FZEAD Y| S(A1H8)E Exo[gTlTo] IS 2|5
U, g A2 ¥Fo] o] FOE FIHUCHA o FIUFL F|EY Ex |20 ohd AL EX|
ol &IY (M25%)ol 23 Bk oulql,



N; =JjEoE fU8: 7N D

Fiij = i&3 j&IN2] 8T kB 2E o83 B3

Fo = a¥3xe] B9

ta = aB3ge] YA

Ba,iy = 1, B aPF A7} &3} jENY kB ZA 0] 2= A
=0, 3= e B¢

o

3. BIRAEAY SolAY) PR 3 (Consuser Yelfare Theory)

3.1 BRI AEmEMW(Cunulative Distribution Function)

ol® ML M5 A (common underlying distribution) 2.2 & nf@e]
WILBK (independent samples)FolN 7h 2 A utel REMHAHE M (cunulative
distribution function)& ¥(u) = [F(u)]”e] &3] Fojx|o, o|uj F(u) o E352)
# Aol uktt ALY g RS ou)jic,

Hu)e EX 571 F2els ojate]l Huj F(u)9] gxtma] & o3 AyE=
2, H#l Exponential ol 2%} F(u)34=2] Approximationo] 7Hss}mg Al(3.1)z}

ol E@H}

Ww)=[F(w)]"=[1-¢ )" (3.1)

o710 HREIE 33} t}A] Series Expansiong o] &3}

ln[‘l’(u)]=—n[e'"("'1)+—%'e'2°("") N (3.2)

#4) 2 =F2 Cochrane(1975)ef 3] HAR 0|22 ¥ dF2 BHo| gwr $3, vwasjyc).



gt HRY AANE e Vo) zriw, SeriesolA H1H o]Fe] FHE EAY & o

SEE Yu)e thaz} ol Fe¥r

¥(u)= exp[-ne *“7] (3.3)
HY ofH jEo chs] KR (destination opportunities)?] 4 n;7} Tl g
°] 5|/ (measure of attraction)& UEIA:= Wiol WAISt= Rog 7R
nj=pW; (3.4)
2 jELe] FEo) o)
Uu)=expl-pW je 7] (3.5)
< Aol iELBRY jEOT KW 'WT(optimal trip)ol o WRE Wit
(consumer welfare)= 2 B3ollN LA HA uet A co] zlolz Fsirz
th olel wet siy = w - ciyE ol &3 R(3.5)& the Lol EHY 4 g}

(Cochrane, 1975).

¥ 3(s)=expl-pWje P¢ ey (3.6)

3.2 B—H¥ EHRHL BN
£B|2HER] o] E2] RPM iEo2RE BEBE 3 jEOE F3o] o|Fo]

A ERE JELE FTUY Y ATHE BAWALARO] oW T2 Fo 23} AT
= HUEAFEET Z ¥E} Ll gy 2 RS

Pr=[ V(o) [ I¥(s)]ds (3.7)

H5) TRahs 7| A& (origin zone) 22 FE 21418 8x|(welfare) $2 & Hrs}sh= 28 E(destination

zone) € A= A,



R(3.7)& BAWF iEo2Hy U HBTKE B2 P3P, iELEXH |

Zo0 20 HAFRITHE R(3.8)% 2 E—4K EHRZC] Ach

" -Becy

W
= O — =

TU El %Wke-ac* (38)

3.3 |\3EEE(consumer velfare) BIK2] Y
igo2HeE JEBTA 23 olFox:= BREMEL] Y RS HEY

(cumulative distribution function)+

¥i(s)= I}‘l’y(s) (3.9)

¥i(s)=expl-e *pe” ;W,-e “Pev) (3.10)

Moment Generating EEE{%} Gamma BE¥ 2] A& o]-&3PH,

i Py RREEALS

CW ;= —%—{Mm{pe ‘“JZW,-e “Pey

1975)

rr

a3 BE Tl thyt MAREMAL(Cochrane,

Zi:E,-[)&ln {pe llt?Wje ~beuy
714 Ei = iE AR F¥ALE,

=L
CW- B
o

igo2RE ofF F¥el

(3.11)

(3.12)

A oo, B, T, ZEit: WEOIBEZE A(3.12)& tha3 o] AP d 4 qlrh
1

CW=8(HEK)+ —[13— SB[ ZW e ]

(3.13)



3.4 BRENEE mKe U B

T R(3.5)00 A BREMEL, si5 = w - In(ciy)et AW, igogx

LE2HE j&o

2] BRHETE Tise thdat Zo) HMLAc

W'CT'B
Ti=Bi—spr o
k

(3.14)
iIELZHE L oW FYol it Fi5 BREMWAL(nean consumer welfare):
W i= - [+ In (pe " TW 1o ) (3.15)
J3EE BRE B o3t BAREBWRLS R(3.16)3} Zo] AW}
CW=6(H%B0+ - SEM[ZW ] (3.16)

{, B FH(Calibration)Z} #E(Solution Hethod)

<E 2.2>2] A2HY EXo]ERY A2 29| Log-Linear Regressionol 2]3] uj7j
& ZA%H, R(2.1)o] Wit 2t 2y¥¥ FahS Putmand} Ducca(Putman, 19803}
Putman & Ducca, 1978a, 1978b)ell 213t F¥H(trip end) By FrrhH g 2 L-5lo
+3E 9rl. o] Gradient Search® ¢a& 2 Non-Linear Optimization Procedured A}
€31 Urh <E 2.3 UERY S EolE FAAE L dWsd o3 g

o Wiexp(=Bc y)
Ty=E; JZW,-exp(-Bci;)

(4.1)
>°‘17]*‘] W= Ly" N1,'51 Nﬁs‘ (4.2)
q71A AHEE W4 9 oiAESe) e ALY uiel SUY.

A(4.1)of it B2 R(4.3)3} 22 Likelihood 45 o] 83l =S}



L=1pY (4.3)
J

N*;

i= x 4.4
AW P (4.4)
A7IM Ny =F Tiy = jEAF BRALS BWEY K
1
Ny =2 Ty = jEAF 8] FME K
1
niel R(4.3)oA N'y71 Pyofl REYHCHE R(4.5)2 FHHCL
L=T N (4.5)
thA] R(4.5)0] AREDE 3314
InL= ?len N*; (4.6)

aasle] N2l BAfES FMME Alolo]l BAY A (perfect fit)FE A3 0 LTS
$i= Likelihood Criterion Function& TrEE Ho] 7hsdltl. JF,
L= §N,-1n N*j- ‘JZN,-lnN,- (4.7)

o] ¥t N=NYy 22|31 L'=0¢] AN AcjXE Zh=tl wepA nisiEs Ztzte] o
n] & (partial derivatives)Ztel 07} E& L'9] Huighk& F3h= AR A ojspHs2
Zrol "L

thgo s 2 dFoA oAl FRERFY YU (solution method)S AHE
712 3k R(2.1)8 M(solution) 471 W& ZF Eol7l &olstA] Atk ol&
el Houston, TexasX|¥ AR 19980 F F4FHW, 457 BITE FEEEEILS
2 FAgslo] A 796712 &RE& 713 FEfRH(non-linear) #Fo] Hcrl. ol &7]
2J% RE O 2 A Successive Substitution Method7} A}&$T}H(Pearson, 1986). o] 4

ol &3tH ¢4 4379 BBA £5AF di3l Al RUWFEE BITHE £BEIHN

e T',;8) ZHES Tk ol¥ EMER] BIE EEIMEY T ,& EUR £ o

& AHA) IterationE-E R (2.1)o] tIAHI o] R T, 500 thsh Ecb. o] 33



2 kHA|} k+1HA 5] %Il oW EEiREY HEM{E(prespecified tolerence) LATF
2 dojAmzia] A&dch. T o] Wil £ Ay Fe= ged, o F$

" Newton’s Method®} Z& HA3t J o] ARL-X| oo} Ztr}(Pearson, 1986).

5, B

2 a7 #4ZAAE Tt B, 2FAA vl A(UAL/CTC 23) HMER
9] AS &3 B B/ITE /S el HH Iterations}t &3 FHEES L#HFE &
7S UER= LU Iterations 2t2te] Adjustment Speedol uwle} oj&|7)e] ztzt v} & 32t
22 Y RREBILDS Y ME((2E 5.1) BR), EESE 1, 11, 1119
79 MAPD(Maximum Absolute Percentage Deviation) 0.5%0]3} $=ZoA Bul iz
Aol BACl AL A—3 Global WREMALILS &3t ((I¥ 5.1) W <FE
5.2> ¥x). =3 FHY A2 HEMHE MolA Houston, TXXH(199&)2] 7 oA

3 A5G Hola o= AL AH Network AN R %= Erroro] HEY 7154o]

o RN =

k

BAA 2YAE 2, AFdze] TRl JIEIE EX|ol 8T
g g B3 £A5A3E E¥UY 123 & dxe] F¥H|-&(endogenous variable)
of &3} ZAA3IE CM(convex combination method) ¢ZEE ol€L A$E
(CAL/VTC 27) Aladle] F3do] #Agle] FPo] &=t v dAFdR9
Aol AGFdE] Exo] &Y W FYA £5AFE XY 2|3 AFIE
8] Bl goj g3 FAHLE AFH Z-F(VAL/VIC 23) dglgle]l ol Eds A
okgket.



<HE5.1> UAL/CTC ZZolN el MBF 2u|AF=] +HEY ZAA

2y ¥ Mo o™ I oM II oM III
o Ao A A S H H
MAPD [171 173 0% 0.11% 0,22%

&) UAL/CTC(Unconstrained Activity Location/Constant Travel Cost) ZZiolgh | PHLZA
AZ U] E¥Pu]&(exogenous variable)2 FFH Fhoe2 Folzl A, AF A EXol§
el g Bal ARASE EX o] A AFdxze] FulEo] FAILE
(simultaneously) ZAH. MAPD(Maximum Absolute Percentage Deviation)i= &' AT =}
E¥E Ueh)s HH Iterations$t £ £58 Ex|o]# X E Lehf: LU IterationsZte]
4%l (configuration type)'d APDZIE UIAE ustnl, EolA AR 42 67HA |
68¥z) Iterationod thdt ke, A@ A I Hfol gt BE Iterationsd] Au]aRH=]A]
= AR E I MEERY) M(BFFRY), A(Archervillex]¥: 5&), S(San Francisco
Bayx|¢: 30&), H(Houston, Texasx]®j: 199&),

{HE5.2> CAL/VTC ZZAA ] MAF Au]2HEA] +=HEY A3H|

2y 3 SM o™ 1 oM II oM III
o Ay A A s H
MAPD 0% 0% 0% (11

&) CAL/VTC(Constrained Activity Location/Variable Travel Cost) XZio|gl 7] EUX 2] EX|o|&
Ny § BRa A5ASE EX0Y 223 dFAE] F3u]E(endogenous variable)od
o Sdxs H8ulilo] AASY, £V Evans7|'Y ¢l CM(convex combination method)
YRUEFL AHERE. oY ofold] UL <E 5107 A%

{35.3> UAL/VTC ZZAAle] SMAG L8|x5R] =324 HAI}A]

2y I SM oI oM II oM III
15 PO AL A A s s
MAPD L AE g As

#) UAL/VTC(Unconstrained Activity Location/Variable Travel Cost) &Zlo]3t oj& =2
Exolgvd Q $Ha £5AE EEY 223 4FIE9] F¥u|&(endogenous
variable)o] 23] fZ UL E8ujo| AAE ], £HH Evans7'J 2l CM(convex
combination method) ¥2e|&E AHEAS. IFold IF2 MAPD 20% o] Liehd,
ol2e] <fold] UL <E 5.0 AR,

—_ A —



Archerville region (5 zones)

Archerville region (5 zones)
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66 27
63 drrrmerrry 26
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teraliors
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San Francisco Bay region (30 zones)

Consumer Walfars (Unit: 1, 000, 000)

5 10 153 20 25 30 35 40 45 30 55 80
Iterations

——
1HH-1LU/COM

1.81 f’v
< 1.505 l

Consumer Welfars (Unit: 10, 000, 000)

Houston, TX region (199 zones)
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——

1HH=1LU cr;l
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1.515
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Hor ations
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NI EAEaE TN
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wl

NERANANARAREN
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25

Concumer Weifare (Unit: 1, 000)

(g) UAL/VTCS] HMIBA - A

(2% 5.1) 28y AnxpEx] $J2 AR

b. K

#2742 Work-to-Home FITEESFol cish tm Holeh & A7 REHS IA 4
71X & gepdrl.

Rz, LEAAAN(UAL/CTC 27) Uiyt B4Z deR2P e ZF A48 247
T o2 $HY AuAEAAXE AEY d, BRI I, I, 11 BE
MAPD(Maximum Absolute Percentage Deviation) 0.5%0]3}4=&ol|A] Global AB]X}Ex]zZk
& &gt o] AxE EBIPERY I, 11, 1118 F§ oW HelA Aol 9 =
& 4 9& 10| EE LY Disequilibrium F2Y FEA JIEAEE HEo] s}
THe Aoy 2 72 2oE S 4 vk 2dU £ 7Y ATt o= FE @
Ag wdshe Ao tiyt AFAERI JIEdE W FEET xR dWY AR

") o) X Esit,

T6) 2ok N EZTE &8 AZFFWA EXof g 7N E Equal Zone Trip-MakersAHold HAH S
Soj . ,



S, LFAN TANE olFdES] BT JEIEY ExolEIY L BY

2 AEASE EEY 223 3 d=e] S| 8 (endogenous variable)o 23] 2
A 3}%] COM(convex combination method) €i2|&& o|€MUE Z-F(CAL/VIC &) A
A%e] Hatdol @Al Byl s Ak

AR, ZERAA LA AFIEL] FPuEo] clFdre] Exo)gY U TN
£5A%Y EEY a3 oFdxe] gl 3 FAFez ZBY A
(UALNVTC Z37) olelglo] Bael wiysl=l ggtrh

Wl ® 978 AT @} Global Equilibriune] & F#iold REY A9,
EUnEEYo] @3 REY BRY M= wAsAE By

B, BAAN SIEYo) T BRSO olFo] A AUt A3 & A7 B
At el PFRHAS A A thazt o) fe¥ch

RA), Seluele] 29 £BE e HHA, A9% A0S BEo) duiez
B UE B33 BAESS RRETHE v ®A3) il & Ao Al
H& v} olof oIyt Aol Wasitt,

Sal, 2R Suold WAL BWuEsYol 22 WTRM (R ERCIT 2
&3l ko, Aol 219 BITEMEA W= Work-to-Home, Work-to-Shop,
Home-to-Shop Sof ti3] ztzte] m3o] Y3 Attraction FactorsE BEESIoiof ¥

Rojr}h.
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