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Valuation of Perception Threshold of Waiting Time at Railway Station by Departure Time Choice Model Based on
the MNL model**

By Hironori KATO™  Hitoshi IEDA™  Keiichi ONODA™™

This paper aims to valuate the perception threshold of waiting time of rail-use-commuters. The departure time choice model based on

the MNLL model is used to formulate the traveler’s behavior when they commute from home to their work places via railway stations.

The arriving time of commuters at the railway station is observed is under an assumption that they minimize the waiting time by taking

accounts of their departure time from home and the operating schedule of railway at the station. As a result of statistical analysis, the
expected perception threshold of waiting time is around 4.5 to 5 min.




