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Structural Model: Passenger car users
Model: PCM3

structural Model: TRAVPC SOCPC + Gen Factors + SAM Factors
DA NI=20 NO=346 MA=KM

LA

SATPC ACPTPC BEHPC TRAVPC SOCPC IMPPC ATTDPC SOCNPC PERCPC INFOPC EFFPC
INDCPC EQUIPC REVPC PERBCPC MEANPC SOCIALPC EXPPC SAFEPC EMOTPC

KM

1.000
968 1.000

361 .506 1.000

-.091 -.052 -.014 1.000

.039 .053 .247 353 1.000

.004 -.025 .065 -.016 -.129 1.000

2194 297 .303 .033 .118 -.012 1.000

458 . 658 .375 -.045 .104 -.109 .280 1.000

-.038 .023 .090 -.005 .057 .205 .253 .059 1.000

018 .133 .052 -.062 -.023 .012 .007 .141 .006 1.000

927 629 .382 .011 .089 -.076 .260 .591 .052 .060 1.000

501 .443 380 .021 .096 -.018 .181 .385 .040 .055 .476 1,000

442 551 488 - 029 .016 .077 .162 .392 -.002 .102 .458 .409 1.000

413 484 469 010 .040 .215 .149 307 .122 .017 .353 .338 .400 1.000
138(1) 344 442 -.044 125 - 127 258 .313 .015 .035 .319 .238 .388 .110
-.064 -.132 -.136 -.053 -. 084 .304 -.125 -.115 .044 -.005 -.138 -. 127 .
124 -.187 1.000

-.036 -.112 - 1410 - 059 -.094 221 -.107 -.098 .059 .042 -.136 -.122 -.004
110 -.182 .763 1.000

.061 -.002 .063 -.038 -.027 .037 .037 .101 .054 .041 .115 .084 .101 .075
069 .091 .234 1.000

.004 -.055 -.057" -.080 -.155 .202 -.087 -.095 .014 .071 -. 053 -.100 .070
076 -.048 .433 .529 .190 1. 000

.028 -.062 .001 -.009 -.052 .119 .040 .029 .099 .006 .051 .051 .069 .123 -
.('3;'151 293 .462 .820 .308 1.000

2.9191 9.5420 13.5728 -299.9911 -28.9532 16.9945 3.1127 2.2457 12.5906
%.37(1)%861.8382 2.8728 9.3140 18.6256 2.2614 28.0633 12.9873 13.4366 3.9419

SD
1.1544 3,1532 3.8621 1217151 17,1978 2.2097 1.1172 1.0131 2.4310 .8177
8796 1,1195 2.5160 4.6398 9746 3.8770 2.0612 4.3323 .8650 3.1819
MO NY=3 NX=17 GA=FU,FR BE=SD,FI PS=DI,FR
REER D BER 1) BEEY)
Fl GA3,1%-GA3,1 )
FR GA(3, 12) GA!3,11) TD(12,12)
(=D
SE RS EF FS TV MI MR SS ND=3

LISREL Estimates (Maximum Likelihood)

BETA
SATPC ACPTPC BEHPC
SATPC
ACPTPC 0.109
(0. 148!
. 260
BEHPC . 0.124 0.014
(0.076)7 (0.090)
-1.63 0.151



GAMMA
TRAVPC
SATPC -0.066
(0.050)
-1.319
ACPTPC 0.001
(0.039)
0.027
BEHPC
GAMMA
INFOPC
SATPC -0.051
(0.042)
1191
ACPTPC 0.049
(0.034)
1.454
BEHPC
GAMMA
MEANPC
SATPC -0.047
(0.070)
-0.671
ACPTPC -0.071
(0.055)
-1.285
BEHPC

SOCPC

-0.047
(0.061)
-0.775

-0.065
(0.048)
-1.370

EFFPC

0.207
(0.058)
3.562

0.190
(0.046)
4.090

SOCIALPC

0.106
(0.075)
1.418

0.075
(0.060)
1,252

IMPPC

0.015
(0.046)
0.326

-0.004
(0.037)
-0.113

INDCPC

0.221
(0.054)
4.118

-0.006
(0.042)
-0.135

EXPPC

o
Q0.40§

-0.046
(0.063)
-0.718

Note: This matrix is diagonal.

SATPC

0.537
(0.047)
11.429

ACPTPC

0.339
(0.029)
11.721

BEHPC

0.375
(0.054)
6.994

ATTDPC

-0.008
(0.056)
-0.137

0.047
(0.044)
1.049

EQUIPC

0.017

(0.083)
0.205

0.123
(0.065)
1.878

SAFEPC

0.020
(0.051)
0.388

-0.007
(0.040)
-0.183

SOCNPC

0.112
(0.058)
1.932

0.304
(0.046)
6.613

REVPC

0.196
(0.054)
3.639

0.218
(0.044)
4.931

0.395
(0.069)
5.723

EMOTPC

-0.018
(0.087)
-0.201

-0.084
(01069)
1,222

Squared Multiple Correlations for structural Equations

SATPC
0.463

ACPTPC
0.661

BEHPC
0.625

Squared Multiple Correlations for Reduced Form

234

PERCPC

-0.097
(0.044)
-2.185

-0.031
(0.035)
-0.892

PERBCPC

0.347
(0.239)
1.449

0.249
(0.191)
1.305

1.081
(0.168)
6.428
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SATPC ACPTPC BEHPC
0.463 0.655 0.617

Goodness of Fit Statistics
De?rees of Freedom = 14

Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 15.221 (P = 0.363)
Normal Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi- Square ='14.890 (P = 0.386)
Estimated Non-centrality Parameter (NCP) = 0.890
90 Percent Confidence Interval for NCP = (0.0 ; 14.456)
Minimum Fit Function Value = 0.0441
Pos)ulanon D|screpanc¥ Function Value (FO) = 0.00271
ercent Confidence nterval for FO = FSO . 0. 441%
Root Mean Square Error of ApprOXImatlon (RM SEA) = 0.0139
90 Percent Confidence Interval for RMSEA = 0 . 0.0561)
P-Value for Test of Close Fit (RMSEA < 0.05) = 0.907

Expected Cross-Validation Index ( 1.362
90 Percent Confidence Interval for ECV (81299 ; 1.343)
ECV| for Saturated Model =
ECVI for Independence Model = 11535

Chi-Square for Independence Model with 190 Degrees of Freedom =

3743.603
Independence AIC = 3783.603
Model AIC = 446.890
Saturated AIC = 420.000
Independence CAIC = 3880.531
odel CAIC = 1493721
Saturated CAIC = 1437.752
F

Normed F it Index N’I\) = 0. 9
Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.995

Parsimony Normed F it Index P FI) : 0.0734
Comparative Fit Index (CFI : 1.00
Incremental Fit Index IF1) = 1.00
Relative Fit Index (RFI) = 0.945

Critical N (CN) = 661.560
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) = 0.00897

Standardized R\R =

. Goodness of Fit Index ( =
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFl) = 0.936
Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) = 0.0664

Correlation Matrix of Y and X

SATPC ACPTPC BEHPC TRAVPC SOCPC IMPPC

SATPC 1.000
ACPTPC 0.568 1.000

BEHPC 0.361 0.506 1.000
TRAVPC -0.091 -0.052 -0.021 1.000

SOCPC 0.039 0.053 0.212 0.353 1.000

IMPPC 0.004 -0.025 0.024 -0.016 -0.129 1.000
ATTDPC 0.194 0.297 0.308 0.033 0.118 -0.012
SOCNPC 0.458 0.658 0.388 -0.045 0.104 -0.109
PERCPC -0.038 0.023 0.083 -0.005 0.057 0.205
INFOPC 0.018 0.133 0.049 -0.062 -0.023 0.012
EFFPC 0.527 0.629 0. 398 0.011 0.089 -0.076
INDCPC 0.501 0.443 0.364 0.021 01096 -0.018



EQUIPC 0.442
REVPC 0.413
PERBCPC 0.461
MEANPC -0.064
SOCIALPC -0.036
EXPPC 0.061
SAFEPC 0.004
EMOTPC 0.028

0.551
0.484
0.545

-0.132
-0.112
-0.002
-0.055
-0.062

0.503
0.469
0.701
-0.140
-0.144
0.075
-0.045
0.001

Correlation Matrix of Y and X

ATTDPC SOCNPC

ATTDPC 1.000
SOCNPC 0.280
PERCPC 0.253
INFOPC 0.007
EFFPC 0.260
INDCPC 0.181
EQUIPC 0.162
REVPC 0.149
PERBCPC 0.395
MEANPC -0.125
SOCIALPC -0.107
EXPPC 0.037
SAFEPC -0.087
EMOTPC 0.040

1.000
0.059
0.141
0.591
0.385
0.392
0.307
0.461

-0.115
-0.098

0.101

-0.095

0.029

PERCPC

1.000
0.006
0.052
0.040
-0.002
0.122
0.043
0.044
0.059
0.054
0.014
0.099

Correlation Matrix of Y and X

EQUIPC

EQUIPC 1.000
REVPC 0.400
PERBCPC 0.575
MEANPC 0.023
SOCIALPC -0.004
EXPPC 0.101
SAFEPC 0.070
EMOTPC 0.069

Correlation Matrix of Y and

REVPC

1.000
0.174
0.124
0.110
0.075
0.076
0.123

SAFEPC EMOTPC

SAFEPC 1.000
EMOTPC 0.308

PS

1.000

PERBCPC

0
6
9

OHoI\JI\JO
O‘)O\I\IOOO

L.
0.
-0.
0.
-0.
0.
X

Note : This matrix is diagonal.

SATPC ACPTPC

0.537

Total and Indirect Effects

Total Effects of X on Y
SOCPC
-0.047

TRAVPC
SATPC -0.066

0.339

(0.050) (0.061)

-1.319

-0.775

BEHPC
0.375

IMPPC

0.015
(0.046)
0.326

coocococooso
cCoocococo oo
O 00 W G U1 U1 = RO
O O 00 W WM OO

INFOPC

1.000
0.060
0.055
0.102
0.017
0.063
-0.005
0.042
0.041
0.071
0.006

MEANPC

ATTDPC

-0.008
(0,058)
-0.13

0.016
0.040
0.294
-0.084

o o
DO OO
O OO

groT N
PO~

EFFPC

1.000
0.476
0.458
0.353
0.462
-0.138
-0.136
0.115
-0.053
0.051

SOCIALPC

1.000
0.234
0.529
0.462

SOCNPC

0.112
(0.058)
1.932

236

0.077
0.215

-0.088

0.304
0.221
0.037
0.202
0.119

INDCPC

1.000
0.409
0.338
0.421

-0.127
-0.122

0.084
-0.100
0.051

EXPPC

1.000
0.190
0.820

PERCPC
-0.097

(0.044)

-2. 185



ACPTPC -0.006 -0.071 -0.002
(0.039) (0.048) (0.037)
-0. 155 -1.474 -0.067
BEHPC 0.008 0.005 -0.002
(0.007) (0.011) (0.006)
1.226 0.453 -0.332
Total Effects of X on Y
INFOPC EFFPC INDCPC
SATPC -0.051 0.207 0.221
(0.042) (0.058) (0.054)
-1.191 3.562 4.118
ACPTPC 0.043 0.213 0.018
(0.034) (0.047) (0.042)
1.272 4.549 0.437
BEHPC 0.007 -0.023 -0.027
(0.008) (0.023) (0.016)
0.904 -0.996 -1.687
Total Effects of X on Y
MEANPC  SOCIALPC EXPPC
SATPC -0.047 0. 106 -0.033
(0.070) (0.075) (0.080)
-0.671 1.418 -0.407
ACPTPC -0.076 0.086 -0.049
(0.056) (0.060) (0.064)
-1.354 1.435 -0.765
BEHPC 0.005 -0.012 0.003
(0.011) (0.014) (0.011)
0.449 -0.853 0.303
Indirect Effects of X on v
TRAVPC SOCPC IMPPC
SATPC
ACPTPC -0.007 -0.005 0.002
(0.007) (0.007) (0.005)
-1.088 -0.772 0.322
BEHPC 0.008 0.005 -0.002
(0.007) (0.011) (0.006)
1.22¢ 0.453 -0.332
Indirect Effects of X on Y
INFOPC EFFPC INDCPC
SATPC
ACPTPC -0.006 0.023 0. 024
(0.005) (0.012) (0.013)

0.046
(0.045)
1.016

0.002
(0.008
0.18;

EQUIPC

0.017
(0.083)
0.205

0.125
(0.066)
1.873

0.000
(0.015)
-0.029

SAFEPC

0.020
(0.051)
0.388

-0.005
(0.041)
-0.127

-0.003
(0.006)
-0.404

ATTDPC

-0.001
(0.006)
-0.138

0.002
(0.008!
0.187

EQO1PC

0.002
(0.00 B!

0.316
(0.047)
6.716

-0.010
(0.028)
-0.340

REVPC

0.196
(0.054)
3.639

0.240
(0.043)
5.538

0.374
(0.059)
6.364

EMOTPC

0.0
(0.08

1
7
-0.20

—=~— oo

-0.086
(0.070)
-1.230

0.001
(0.013)
0.077

SOCNPC

REVPC

0.021
(0.011)

231

-0.042
(0.036)
-1.181

0.012
(0.009)
1.253

PERBCPC

0.347
(0.239)
1.449

0.287
(0.190)
1.515

1.042
(0.142)
7.359

PERCPC

-0.011
(0.007)
-1.552

0.012

(0.009)
1.253

PERBCPC

0.038
(0.027)



-1.046 1.857 1.908 0.200 2.009
BEHPC 0.007 20.023 -0.027 0.000 -0.021
(0.008) (0.023) (0.016) (0.015) (0.026)
0.904 -0.996 -1.687 S0.029 -0.813
Indirect Effects of X on Y
MEANPC SOCIALPC EXPPC SAFEPC EMOTPC
SATPC
ACPTPC -0.005 0.012 -0.004 0.002 -0.002
(0.008) (0.010) (0.009) (0.006) (0.010)
-0.630 1.219 -0.405 0.379 -0.198
BEHPC 0.005 .0.012 0.003 -0.003 0.001
(0.011) (0.014) (0.011) (0.006) (0.013)
0.449 -0.853 0.303 S0.404 0.077
Total Effects of Y on Y
SATPC ACPTPC BEHPC
SATPC
ACPTPC 0.1009
(0.048)
2.260
BEHPC .0.123 0.014
(0.075) (0.090)
S1.632 0.151

Largest Eigenvalue of B*B'

(Stability Index) is

0.028

Indirect Effects of Y on Y

SATPC
SATPC
ACPTPC
BEHPC 0.001
(0010,

0.149

ACPTPC BEHPC

1.402

-0.039
(0.055)
-0.716

238



(Measurement models)



TPUR
MODE
TTIME
ACTIME
TCOST
FREQ
Statistical Indlices
Chi-square =
GFi =

SEX
AGE
oCU
EDU
DPLC
WPLC
HHM
HHMO
HHM617
HHM 18
NVIHH
NMIHH
DABT
EDA
PINC
1 Statistical Indices
Chi-square =
GH -

2.566
0.998

(Private car users, PC)

240

( PO
(Travel characteristics, TRAV)
"Dttt
-0.216 0121 2189  0.076
-0.188 0.068 -2757  0.03
-0.040 0076  -0530  0.002
-0.605 0.087 -6.987  0.366
-0.399 0073  -545  0.159
-0.530 0.080 -6612 0281
N = 346
o = a = 006 Critical t-statistic= 2353
RMR = 00224  RMSEA = 00185
( PO
(Socioeconomic Impact, SOC)
§1 SD «
0.369 0.054 6.862 0.135
-0.268 0.048 -5.512 0.071
0.204 0.053 3835 0.042
-0.249 0.049 -5.074 0.063
0.008 0.063 0.127 0.0001
-0.073 0.044 -1.676 0.005
0.138 0.044 3147 0.020
0.110 0.049 2.245 0.012
6-17 0.106 0.044 2.409 0.011
18 0.090 0.044 2.054 0.008
-0.108 0.046 -2.359 0012
0.836 0.139 6.028 0.699
0.829 0.052 16,085 0.687
0.942 0.051 18473 0.888
-0.336 0.050 -6.715 0.113
N=346 5
57.267 4 +~ = a = 005 Critical t-statistic = 1.680
RMR = 00418  RMSEA = 0.00339

0.978
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( PO

3 (Important aims to reach, IMP)

FI SD t-stat

K2

IMPI 0525 0062 8462 0.284
IMP2 ' 0.771 0055 14106  059%
IMP3 0381 0058 6577 0.148
IMP4 0576 0053 10789 0332
IMP5 0.550 0054 10210 0302
IMP6 0.149 0059 2517 0.022
IMP7 0497 0056 8921 0.247
IMP8 0.362 0061 5897 0132
IMP9 0.639 0054 11905  0.409
IMP 10 0.628 0056 1109 0388
Statistical Indices N =346
Chi-square = 21.600 df 20 0.05 Critical t-statistic = 1725
GFl = 0.988 RMR = 00308  RMSEA = 0.00953
( PC)
4, (Problem perception, PERC)
! ) ', SD t-stat RJ
PCl 0.612 0060 10120 0375
PC2 / 0615 0058 10644 0378
PC3 ( 0520 0059 8847 0211
)
PC4 0621 0059 10589  0.386
PC5 0592 0059 998 0351
PC6 0.450 0063 7151 0204
PC7 0.645 0060 10804 0416
Statistical Indices N =346
Chi-square = 8.768 af = 9 a = 005 Critical t-statistic = 1833
GH = 099 RMR = 00182  RMSEA = 0.0192
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( PC)
5. (Awareness of equity, EQU1)
Limp
" SD t-stat R
! 1

EQT1 0.739 0.051 14469 0546

EQT2 0.027 0.062 0437 0001

EQT3 ( 0.824 0050 16342 0679

)

EQT4 0.046 0.067 0689 0002

EQT5 0.606 0055 10993 0367

EQT6 0.723 0052 13848 0522

EQT7 0.102 0.059 1723 0.010
Statistical Indices N =346
Chi-square = 8015 dd =6 a = 006 Critical t-statistic =~ 1.943
GF1 = 0993 RMR = 0.0228 RMSEA = 0.0001

( PC)
6. (Revenue allocation, REV)
"D ottt R

REV1 0.770 0048 16006 0593

REV2 0.876 0044 19769  0.768

REV3 ( 0.782 0047 16710 0611

)
REV4 0.710 0050 14276 0501
REV5 0.606 0.051 1189% 0367
( )

REV6 0.553 0052 10656  0.306

REV7 0.791 0047 16707 0625
Statistical Indices N =346
Chi-square = 10.690 di- = 8 a = 00 Critical t-statistic = 1.860

GH = 0991 RMR 00152  RMSEA = 0.0232
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(PO
T (The meaning of car use, MEAN)
SD R2
r
MCUI 0639 0051 12491 0411
MCU2 0708 0049 14399 0501
MCU3 0697 0050 14024 0484
MCU4 0849 0047 17900 0721
)
MCU5 ' 0613 0051 12003 0376
MCU6 0493 0053 9224 0244
MCU7 0728 0049 14968 0530
MCU8 0462 0057 8049 0214
MCU9 0749 0050 14840 0562
MCI) 10 0449 0056 8016  0.203
Mcul 0397 0055 7272 0157
Statistical Indices N =346
Chi-square = 28.103 ai = 28 a = 00 Critical t-statistic = 1.701
GFI = 098 RMR = 00248  RMSEA = 0.00869
(PO
8 (Social comparison, SOCIAL)
SD t-stat
SOCL 0616  0.052 11941 0.380
S0C2 0527 0053 9.909 0.278
S0C3 0914 0047 19.587 0.835
SOC4 0.780  0.049 15950 0.609
SOC5 040S  0.055 741 0.166
Statistical Indices N=346
r
Chi-square = 4265 df 4 a 006 Critical t-statistic= 2132

GH = 09% RVR = 00140 RMSEA = 0.0240



ESI1
ESI2
ESI3
ESI4
ESI5
ESI6

ESI7
Statistical Indices
Chi-square =
GFl =

BC7
BC8

1 Statistical Indices
Chi-square =
GH =

7482
0.99%4

(The expression of self-identity, EXP)

df = 6 a =
RMR 0.0164 RMSEA =

(
(The emotional function of the car, EMOT)

( PC)

0.665
0.710
0.775
0.870
0.727
0.778

0.661

0.05
0.0351

PC)

0.248
0272
0.716
0512
1045
0564
0523
0472

D

0.051
0.050
0.047
0.047
0.048
0.047

0.056

tstat
|

12.962
14.107
16351
18530
15230
16.680

11.886

Critical t-statistic =

SD
0.060 4131
0061 4463
009 7.260
0.088 579%
0.128 8175
0.082 6.858
0.079 6631
0.074 6.3
Critical t-statistic =

244

0443
0504
0.600
0.757
0.529
0.605

0434

1943

R1

0061
0075
0513
0262
102
0319
0273
0223
N=346 1
1830



ACCL

ACC2

ACC3 r

ACC4

ACC5

ACC6

ACCT7
30%
ACC8

Statistical Indices
Chi-square = 10017 df
GFI = 0993 RMR

(

(The acceptability towards ALS, ACPT)

= 8
= 00234

0.746

0.028

0.810

0.045

0.612

0.731

0.098

0432

a = 005
RMSEA = 0.00650

PC)

SD

0.050

0.062

0.050

0.066
0.055

0.051

0.059

0.056

14113

0.462

16.324

0.685

11148

4217

1658

7.646

Critical t-statistic =

245

0.556

0.001

0.656

0.002

0.375

0.534

0.010

0.187

N = 346
1.860
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AS( PO
12 ALS (Behavioral intention to wards ALS, BEH)
Eat" 48§
SD t-stat R:
BEH 1 0.666 0.055 1201 0.445
BEH2 ( 0.691 0.053 12,922 0477
)
BEH3 0.643 0.056 11417 0414
BEH4 0215 0.059 3.646 0.046
BEH5 0.546 0.055 9.887 0.298
BEH6 (Car-pooling) 0.590 0.055 10.756 0.349
BEH7 0531 0.056 9.563 0.282
BEH9 (Park & Ride) 0.651 0.056 11.597 0424
BEH10 0.346 0.058 5.982 0.120
Statistical Indices N = 346
Chi-square = 25.128 df = 22 a = 005 Critical t-statistic = 1.717
GFI = 0984 RMR = 0.0289 RMSEA = 0.0001
(Public transportation riders, PB)
( PB)
1 (Travel characteristics, TRAV)
, SD t-stat R2
TPUR 0453 0123 3673 0.205
MODE 0.130 0.078 1.658 0.017
TTIME -0.235 0.079 -2.964 0.055
ACTIME -0.442 0121 -3.661 0.195
TCOST -0.099 0.078 -1.268 0.010
Statistical Indices N =493
Chi-square = 2509 = 2 (X = 005 Critical t-siatistic = 2.920

GFl = 0998 RMR = 00180 RMSEA = 0.0001
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( P
2. (Socioeconomic Impact, SOC)
2, SD t-stat R2
SEX 0.114 0.044 2.569 0013
AGE -0.071 0.045 -1597 0.005
ocu 0121 0.049 2461 0.015
EDU -0.076 0.049 -1545 0.006
DPLC 0.068 0.045 1527 0.005
WPLC 0027 0045 0610 Qo
HHM 0.887 0040 22278 0.787
HHMO 0.895 0040 22261 0.807
HHM617 6-17 0592 0.046 12941 0.353
HHMI8 18 0.837 0.042 19.994 0.701
NVIHH 0.355 0.045 7.884 0.126
NMIHH 0416 0.043 9.672 0.173
DABT 0.086 0.045 1.933 0.007
LDA 0.106 0045 2372 Qo
PINC 0,106 0044 2399 QAU
Statistical Indices N=493
Chi-square = 62.838 df = 6L a = 005 Critical t-statistic = 1671
GFI = 0983 RMR = 00328  RMSEA = 0.004
( PB)
3 (Important aims to reach, IMP)
sD t-stat R3
IMP 1 0.316 0.048 6.536 0.100
IMP2 . 0.660 0.044 14.902 0437
1MP3 0.369 0.048 7.702 0.136
1MP4 0.739 0.042 17.387 0.546
IMP5 1 0.686 0.043 15.828 0471
IMP6 0.197 0.050 3.946 0.039

IMP7 0473 0.048 9.904 0.224
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3 (Important ain's to reach, IMP)
1 ™ ™ D t—s&at - R
IMPS 034 0048 7.302 0125
IMP9 0.650 0045 14553 0424
IMP 10 072 0043 16.878 0521
Statistical Incices N=493
Chi-square = 24724 - =3 a = 006 Critical (-statistic= 1708
GH = 090 RMR = 00267 RMSEA = 0006
“( Pp
4. (Problem perception, PERC)
SD tstat R2
PC 0590 0.058 10263 0.349
P2 / 0.3%6 0.052 6.787 0127
PC3 ( 0509 0.052 9.84 0259
)
P4 0542 0053 1021 023
PC5 052 0055 9433 0274
PG 0570 004 10502 0326
PC7 0530 0.057 9313 0281
Statistical Incices N =43
Chi-square = 10997 df = 9 a = 006 Critical t-statistic= 1833

GH = 094 RVR 0.0206 RMSEA = 0024
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()
5 (Awereness of equity, EQUI)
il
SD t-stat R

EQTI 09% 019 4.99% 0990

EQM2 0127 0.050 2538 0016

EQT3 ( 187 0209 4958 105

)

EQT4 , 0017 0.044 -0.3% 0.0001

EQI5 0444 0.097 454 0197

EQT6 0549 0115 4.787 0301

EQT7 0014 0.038 0363 0.0001
Stetistical Indices N =493
Chi-square = 7136 df = 7 a = 006 Critical t-statistic=  1.8%
GH = 09% RVMR = 00194 RMSEA = 0011

( Pp

6 (Revenue allocation, REV)

SD «,1 R3

REVL ! 0.60 0.044 1550 0476
REV2 0.764 0041 18612 0534
REV3 0.8% 0041 21.876 0.802
REV4 0601 0042 16501 04r7
REVS 0517 0.044 11778 0.267
REVE 0462 0.045 10383 0213
REV7 ! 0.828 0.042 19587 0.6%6
Statistical Indices N=493
Chisquare = 8316 df = 7 a = 0 Critical t-statisic=  18%

GH 0.9% RMR

1
8
=
B

RMSEA = 0.01%
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( PB)
(The acceptability tonards ALS, ACPT)
o SD t-stat R3
. BamTTegen
ACCI 0564 0.046 12330 0319
ACC2 0599 0.046 12834 038
ACC3 0582 0045 13072 039
ACCA 0525 0045 11.5% 0277
1 .
ACC5 - 0.680 0043 15971 0462
ACC6 0834 0.040 20941 0.6%
ACCY 0.787 0.040 19474 0619
3%

ACC8 0518 0.045 11.386 0271
Statistical Indices N =493
Chisquare = 13164 df = 1 a = 006 Critical t-statistic= 1812

= 098 RVR = 00202 RMSEA = 00208

GH =
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(Resiclents, RS)

( RS)

1 (Travel characteristics, TRAV)
N SD t-stat RJ
TPUR 0741 0258 288 0549
MODE 0221 0087  25% 0.049
TTIME 0.264 0170 1552 0.070
ACTIME 0.269 0106  -25% 0072
TCOST 0.0% 0071 1343 0.009
Statistical Incices N=423
Chisquare = 196 df = 2 a = 00k Critical t-statistic = 2920
GH = 098 RMR = 00177 = RVSEA = 00502
( RS)
2 (Socioeconamic Inpact, SOC)
y Tl o et B R
SEX 0152 0051 3000 0.024
AGE 03% 0.089 a4 0155
o 0298 0.058 5134 0.089
EDU 0.157 0054 2906 0025
DPLC 0.245 0061 4809 0.060
WPLC 0.145 0.052 2784 0021
HHM 0812 004 18615 0.680
HLIMO 082 004 188% 0674
HHM6I7 tl 6-17 0.306 0051 5965 004
HHM 18 ! 18 0720 0.045 16053 0520
NVIHH 0.298 0.050 5964 0.0%0
NMIHH 0375 0.050 7572 0143
DABT 0161 0.050 328 0.026
LDA 0122 0.050 2423 0015
IINC 0171 0083 3234 0.029
Statistical Indices N =423
Chi-square = 42118 dr 4 a 0.05 Critical t-statisic = 1.684

oil 0.987 RVR 0.0352 RMSEA = 0.00893
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( RY
3 (Important ains to reach, IMP)
Vv
" 10 D t-sta R
IMPL 033 0.050 7.837 0155
IMP2 0.769 0043 17.80 0591
IMP3 0467 0.049 9574 0218
IMP4 06%4 0.046 15191 0483
VS 0671 0.047 14284 0450
IMP6 0257 0053 4865 0.067
IMP7 0715 0.045 1595 0512
IMPS 0534 0.048 11.066 0285
IMP9 0.79 0.043 18673 0.633
IMPIO 0.668 0.045 14790 0.465
Statistical Indices N =423
Chisquare = 22456 df =2 a = 006 Critical t-statistic= 1717
GH = 0939 RVR = 00230 RMSEA = 00117
( RS)
4 ] (Problem perception, PERC)
» » . ' SD t-stat R2
PC 0671 0.062 1080 0450
P2 ] / 034 0053 740 0155
PC3 ( 0533 0.053 10933 0.340
)
P4 0276 0.057 4820 0076
PC5 ] 0.3%4 0053 7433 0155
PC6 0742 0.060 1233 0550
RrC7 ] 0370 0053 6.957 0137
Statistical Indices N =423
Chi-square 1330 df - u 003 Critical t-stetistic=  17%6

cll = 091 RVR 0.0283 RMSEA = 00169
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(RS
5 (Anareness of equity, EQUI)
n
© D tstat R
EQI1 0.763 004 17.278 0583
EQT2 0521 0050 1032 0272
EQI3 ( 0.748 0045 16718 0559
)
EQT4 0292 0052 5557 0085
EQT5 0805 0045 17806 0648
EQT6 0828 0044 1876 0.686
EQT7 0.444 0.050 8953 0198
Statistical Indices N=423
Chi-square = 583 df =6 a = 005 Critical t-statistic= 1943
GH = 09% RVR = 000979 RMSEA = 0032
( RS)
6. 1 (Revenue allocation, REV)
SD tstat R
REVL 0.85%6 0.039 21704 0734
REV2 0.866 0.039 2120 0751
REV3 0.8%2 0038 23168 0.7%
REV4 0852 0.039 21585 0.726
REVS 0.748 0042 17.749 0563
REV6 0.799 0041 19467 0642
REV7 ' 0.834 0.039 2897 078l
Statistical Indices N =423
Chissquare = 15068 ad = 1 a = 005 Critical t-statisic= 1812
GH = 090 RVMR = 00116 RMSEA = 00232



ACCI

(The acceptability towerds ALS, ACPT)

3%

Statistical Incices
Ch-sqae = 15177 o
. - RVR

0.626

0.768

0.753

0.717

0.802

0.807

0.774

0511

254

SO tstat R

0045 13767 03%

0042 1825 0590

0.045 1682
0.044 16264
0.042 19166
0042 1904
0042 18439
0047  108%
Critical t-statistic =

054

0514

0.644

0.652

059

0261

N=
1733

423
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4
346
ALS (SAT)
ALS (ACPT)
(BEH)
(TRAV)
(SOC)
(IMP)
(ATTD)
(SOCN)
{ (PERC)
ALS (INFO)
ALS (EFF)
!
ALS (INDC)
(EQUI)
> (REV)
(PERBC)
R:
df
Chi-square

t-statistic al CL =0.05

1 *

SAT  ACPT
0139

(3144

0386+ 0068
(175)  (1299)
0094 0015
(2136)  (0.430)
0004 0020
(0099) (0556
002 002
(0494)  (0554)
0030 0.079*
(0657 (2154)
01314 0318
(443) (7.246)
0100 0038
(2317)  (-LOT)
0047 00
(1130)  (L502)
0212 0.189
(3780)  (4073)
0239 0007
(4886)  (0.160)
0006 0172*
(1L848)  (4073)
0176+ 0.185
(3668 (4652
0062 0033
(1323 (0857)
SAT  ACPT
0443 0,635

10
12170
1812

95%

BEH

0.275+
(5318)

0.149¢
(3232)

BEH
0.522

SAT

0009
(1196)

Chi-sguare/ df

GH

ACPT

0013
(-1.767)
0001
(00%9)

0003
(0489)
0.004
(0643)
0015t
(L929)
0.014*
(-1.865)
0007
(-1.064)

0.030¢
(2.417)
0033
(2.644)
0013
(L593)
0025¢
(2387)

0009
(1219)

RMR

NA

BEH

0,038
(-2.108)
00001
0022)

0,007
(0412)

0017
(0923)
0073*
(2697)
0,043
(-2.352)
0015
(-0.890)

0.097¢
(3738)
0.095*
(4.197)

0.050*
(2180)
0,082
(3658)
0027
(L408)

(PCML.)

SAT

0,130
(3.144)
035,
(8.219)
-0.094*
(-2136)
0004
(00%9)
0022
(0.494)
0,030
(0657)
03ty
(2443)
0,101+
(-2317)
0047
(1130)

*»

0330*
(4.8%6)
0.096*
(1849)
076t
(3.669)
0.062
(1323

ACPT

0068
(1299)
0029
(0.789)
0020
(0531)
0017
(0.463)
0,083
(2335)
0336+
(7619)
0052
(1463)
0044
(1291)

0319*
(4742)

0040
09%)

0.186*
(4383)

0,209
(5399)

0041
(L072)

1217
0.995
0.0105
0.996
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BEH

0,038
(2.108)
00001
(0022)

0007
(0412)

0.017
(0.923)
0.073¢

. (2.697)
-0.043¢
(-2.352)

005

(-0.890)
a 3'78%5;
0343+
(5.084)

0,050+
(2180)
0.082*
(3659)

0027
(L408)
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ALS (SAT)
ALS (ACPT)
(BEH)
(TRAV)
(SOC)
(IMP)
(ATTD)
(SOCN)
(PERC)
ALS (INFO)
ALS (EFF)
ALS (INDC)
(EQUI)
(REV)
R
dr
Chi-square

t-statistic et CL - 006

*

SAT

0.191¢
(4.944)
0356+
(8373)
001
(-0.299)
0071
(-1.966)
0047
(1137)
0020
(0519)
0081
(1835)

0063
(-1.641)

0034
0921)

0227+
(5.003)

0314
(5.107)

0.150¢
(3316)

0.162¢
(3.696)

SAT
0.394

ACPT

0.005*
(1928)
0030
(09%)
0008
(0257)
0.075¢
(2.151)
002
067
0,204
(7828)
0024
(0.731)
0031
(L010)
0.151*
(384
0062
(L708)

0.181¢
(4.684)

0.115¢
(3076)

ACPT
0.566
8
7.659
1.860

95%

BEH

0.246*
(5572)

BEH
0.445

SAT

0018
(L79%)

GH
RMR
NA

ACPT

0002
(0.299)
0014
(1827)

0,009
(L108)

0,004
(0516)
0015
(L720)
0012
(-1.559)
0.006
(0.905)

0.041¢
(3552)

0.029*
(2754)

0.031*
(2960)

BEH

000L
(-0.082)
00%
(-1.828)

00
(L516)

0010
(0.645)
0.058*
(2616)
002
(-1730)
0016
(L102)

0.099*
(4810)
0.086*
(4.693)
0.073*
(3.648)
0.071*
(3.835)

Jmu
Chi-square/ df
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(PBMI)
SAT  ACPT
0.191*
(4.944)
0.374  0.005*
9.211)  (1.928)
0011 0.028
(0.299  (0.909)
0071 -0.006
(-1.966)  (-0.181)
0047 0.084*
(L137) (2350
0.020 0.026
(0519  (0.769)
008 0310
(18%)  (8.067)
0063 -0.036
(1641)  (-L076)
0.034 0038
(0921) (1189
0221¢ 0194
(5003  (4.946)
0214 0103
(5107)  (283)
0.50¢  0.209¢
(3316)  (5.350)
0.162¢  0.146*
(36%)  (3.856)
\ :;;
0.957
0.998
0.00815
0.998

BEH

0001
(0.082)
002
(-1828)

0069
(-1811)

0010
(0.645)
0.201*
(45%)
0026
(1730)
0016
(1101)
0.345*

(]
0.06*
(46%9)

0,073
(3649)

0.071*
(38%)
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(RSM1)

N =423 SAT ACPT  BEH SAT ACPT BEH SAT ACPT BEH

ALS (SAT)
0069 0069
ALS(ACPT) (1.280) ) ] (1.280)
BEH) 0244- 0024 0002 ] 0246° 0024
(4901)  (0586) (0533 (4959  (0.586)
(TRAV) 0044 0008 ] 003 01 0,044 0005 -0.011
(1306)  (0229) (0914) (1283 (1306)  (0141) (1289
0005 0057 00001 0003 005 0058 0003
(S0C) (0.164)  (-1613) (0163 (0319 (0164  (1620)  (0:319)
: 0070t 0042 0.108* 0005 0016 0070+ 0037 0.00
(IMP) (2132) (1174 (3258) (1097)  (L794) (213  (L04) (2709
0L 00% 0003 o0ou 0041 0059 001
(ATTD) (L212) ~ (L5%3) (0880) (1288 (1212 (1609  (L289)
s00K) 0096+ ~ 0415¢ 0007 0033 009  042¢ 0033
(2641)..  (10.432) (L15)  (L729)  (2641)  (10.665) (L729)
( PERC) 002 08 0076 0000 0002 0012 0047 0074
(0357)  (1306)  (2259) (0343 (0212 (037 (1281)  (2146)
0073 0040 0085 0005 0019 003 005 A
ALS (INFO) (2003  (-L.059) (-2576) (1092) (2001  (209) (1195  (-3030)
0100t 0265 0369 0007 003 0100 0272 0400
ALS (EFF) (2385  (5.760  (8.3%9) E (1128  (L997)  (2385)  (5939)  (9.34)
0429 00M4 0143 0029 0106+ 0429t 0073 0249
ALS (INDC) (10001)  (0.84)  (2970) ) (1269) (4492  (10001)  (1570)  (5.649)
0052 0099 0014 0052 0208 006 0152
(EQUI) — (1079 (2267) (1237)  (3510)  (4794) (1408  (3:446)
0171F 0412 00%8 002 0045 0171 0123F 0082
(REV) (4491)  (2637)  (0.966) (1231) (3374 (4491 (2978  (2108)
SAT  ACPT BEH
R: 0597 052 0585  Chi-square/ df 1346
elf 4 GFl 0938
Chi-square (% 2) 5.354 RVIR 0.00675
t-statistic at a =0.05 21 NFI 0.998

* 95%
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