RBEREMEOCEMRLR : BRAERII—T U EDOLEHAR

/;
/L

TN VTR
VBRSPS KB TR R S A R I (T 113-8656

C

AR SR XA 7-3-1)

e
AWFEX, BARE AT 2—F & B/ RIT, EF—F EBHEOEESIEREIEA LoD, Ax D33
WELT 64 2 i 2 W E R Tk 2 2 L 2@ U T, Ax OBENCKT &2 F0E WL, mEOHE -
A DENEEE L OOHET S Z LITHW R D S,

Abstract
This research aims to analyze empirically the value of travel time particularly from a viewpoint of heterogeneity
among individual’s preference and to compare the analysis results in Japan with those in Sweden. A non-parametric
approach is used for estimating the distribution of value of travel time with the stated preference data collected in

Japan. This may contribute to better understanding of people’s way of thinking in travel time in both countries.
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