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Tab.1 Descriptive statistics of the respondents’ socio-economic attributes

FEARHAE ik giit T B R E T AR E

& (41.3%) 3.69 3.93

P51
5 (58.7%) 3.80 4.07
20~30 (36.1%) 3.71 4.00
30~40 (41.1%) 3.83 4.04
U 40~50 (17.5%) 3.67 3.94
50~60 (3.8%) 3.89 4.17
60~70 (1.5%) 3.86 4.00
KU (18.8%) 3.58 3.99

g
o5 (81.2%) 3.80 4.02
5 (37.8%) 3.70 3.95

(Rt
HIEE (62.2%) 3.79 4.05
<12 (28.2%) 3.47 3.88
12~20 (30.7%) 3.81 4.05
FREFWN 20~30 (21.1%) 3.80 4.07
30~40 (11.9%) 3.96 4.07
40 (8.1%) 4.13 4.08
A EE (43.4%) 3.70 3.99

JEE
A EE (56.6%) 3.80 4.03
WIH KLU (4.2%) 3.80 4.15
B (17.5%) 3.70 3.92
=] KE (23.6%) 3.79 4.03
KE (47.6%) 3.79 4.03
ALK L (7.1%) 3.59 3.97
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Tab.2 The differences of statistical characteristics by different commuting modes

MATT N CPRREATRE P RyimEhEE g R EAREIME ANOVA (P {H)
iZ i 6.1% 25 min 1.3 km 4.0 4.1 0.464
HAT 4 4.2% 26 min 6.3 km 4.0 4.1 0.562
BEhZE 19.2% 28 min 5.7 km 3.9 4.0 0.071%*
A 10.0% 88 min 15.9 km 3.5 3.9 0.331
ik 31.9% 59 min 13.1 km 3.8 4.0 0.453
INRZE 24.2% 39 min 8.3 km 3.9 4.1 0.053*
HAbisC  4.4% 71 min 12.2 km 3.3 3.7 0.022%*

e REAKT N 10%, R EEKTPN 5%
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Tab.3 The hypotheses involved in the path analysis model

L5374 HARBBINRE RPN
H1 B E A Gt IR R L 87 L SCHR1]
H2 I P A A S e 7 s SCHR[L,7]



H3 T B B S T 3 N K SCHR[1,7]
H4 pENFEES AL BGHE N =N SCHR[1]
H5 T8 )y 7y 20k 3 i P TR SCHR[7]
H6 T8 )y 3 e 3 G SCHR[7.8]
H7 S e e e s 2 CHR[4,5,6]
HS EIN DN 3 AR E S Hd SCHR(1,2]
H9 B A S 2 R P R U A J SCHR[1,9]
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Fig.2 Initial model construction
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Tab.4 The goodness-of-fit of the initial model

fekx CMIN/DF  GFI AGFI  PGFI NFI RFI IFI CFI  RMSEA
MAE 3.989 0958 0.869 0.303 0.940 0.833 0955  0.953 0.079

EFAETEE  <5.000  >0.800 >0.800 >0.500 >0.800 >0.800 >0.800 >0.800 <0.080

WIEAE R RN A 25 TR B, PRI & 10 FE P bn A 6 2 HEFR (L ZER  (PGFI Al RMSEA) .
BRI, 5 T 20 i R A & R o R i B MRS I8 1 R AR (P B AT 2 90% B S R Y
BEER) , SCHUSEALERLE R TE. MRAEVIEHRAEI A SR, BRFHERENgRE, Wk
5 FiiRe

R 5 PR R R BRAR R

Table 5 Paths to be modified in the initial model

e ¥ 4% N CACTUEES G N7 P {H
PR AGATATE T 0.045 -1.355 0.176
5 BB 4 0.060 -1.477 0.140
(6 RN 0.045 0.332 0.740
3 J5 2R 20— Hh ik 0.074 -0.646 0.518
BB —/INREE 0.065 1.583 0.113
PEGI 1847 2238 )5 2 0.027 -0.228 0.820
HA—-BhEE 0.036 -1.320 0.187
P> A 0.027 -1.240 0.215
P 5l — Hh 2k 0.045 0.440 0.660
PES—/NRZE 0.039 1.756 0.179
BT 7 0.002 1.726 0.084
R 0.002 0.335 0.737
RN 0.002 -0.219 0.827
RS — 0.003 -1.073 0.283
R —/INREE 0.003 -0.939 0.348
FESSAT 3 ) 2 0.042 0.519 0.604
FEESBEE 0.055 1.232 0.218




PSRN 0.042 -0.595 0.552

JE— 2k 0.069 -0.473 0.637
FE—/NRE 0.06 0.283 0.777
IR IR —18 17 32 7 20 0.039 1.111 0.266
U UH— Bh 3 % 0.052 0.469 0.639
IS — NAEHE 0.039 -0.783 0.434
U AR — 1tk 0.065 0.334 0.738
TSI —NRZE 0.056 -0.520 0.603
P B — 3 B R 0.007 -0.209 0.834
AT A 18 77 T — 10 i = 0.226 1.609 0.108
B3 25— 1@ i = B 0.216 0.005 0.996
AT 0.216 0.793 0.428
bk — 38 B R 0.196 1.320 0.187
INRIE— B R 0.207 0.896 0.370
FEEFUN — F A8 K 0.018 -1.143 0.253
SRR — W AR R 0.004 0.173 0.862
i — WA IR 0.028 0.122 0.903

HAAKRE, X+ HL, B 72 MERASL, (E5RA PRl ke, A S
7 T R T, X R I Eetd 2 20 5 i Mo it B Sl Uy 3Rk B LU RS
XY H4, BRI N B B B EAR R R, E R el By s AT i B
8] A 7 2 RS, AT = 2 i o (R R i Il B S . X He, iy
it B 5 FCHRRE B AN 2 b 388 B T P 7 2E LR, BT 2 1) ) 9k 2 2 AR EILAE AN R i B 5
XS I 3 S P (B ANTR] T 280 e 2 B R R i S L L K K . 0T HO,
FRBELFWON < S AN [ 508 8 B0 11 2 U S A S8 A 5 RO T, IR W T Ao P 22 5
Y5 SRR B CT- He . BRI, FIERER i) HIL H4. H6 M1 HO #AEAER A
AL DL X LR B AT R EE S, TR A R i, I 3 R
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Tab.6 The goodness-of-fit of the modified model

izt CMIN/DF GFI AGFI PGFI NFI RFI IF1 CFI RMSEA

MAE 2.738 0.955 0915 0.509 0935 0.894 0958  0.957 0.060

W E I H <5.000  >0.800 >0.800 >0.500 >0.800 >0.800 >0.800 >0.800  <0.080

AR 7 P (RORSEEY (B ) 2R 5l P i T 0 (e Ho At 2 3 Ty 20 i 4y I A e
i SIRI, RELGRPEIR) , FHLFEIB TR

D B RIEFR S FEERN . EPIFERERR. FEFWRNES, E/NIER
Bl (02100 , MHEFRFHMAZE (-0.126) SERITASIE T (-0.121) LA
BN BEAL, FEFRN GBS st By OB B O R E S R P, S T
FNRZ (0.124) Adbek C0.116) g5, Bhahd: (-0.225) Ag4T=2id Jr il &
(-0.075) EARMFIAR I 22 P K S AR R e, T 25 D v RO 8 A8 i 3 A Fr) 22 i 7 s 5
A 2

2) i@ IR PR Z MBI B B, IR R @ AR SRR, @
e S, T8 B R T AR A 22 (0.216) S5k (0.224) , T FHBIZh % (-0.191) .



184773 A (-0.240) LAR/NARE (-0.079) MG/ X RMIEKIE S @EEH, At

I R L, AN 14T ACiE Ty AN IS A B R @ S . BLAh, B A 2
BIARFEE 7 A . BRASE (0.088) 4b, A @ B )5 2kt @ B [0 4 S . X
KW Z W IR E BN ML, A TE B & N WK, mE%E (0.438) . MIFE
(-0.378) « MBATAZIETTA (-0.304) FENIFERSELD

I BT A FEE S M T 1D LR P T S R D) L B AT ) W AR

E AR [0 0 300 B A P A I A (-0.152) 3K 7% W3R I 0 K DU S ) 308 3
FERBRT . TEETHEEES W SEAR R IEA GG R (0.528) , UERFRFFAS A Bl vl
DAt H W AR 3 T

4) ALGFRAL RIS P FEAASRR U 8 B ) U S AR A BRI . BRI
AP F AN T E . VAR T bk ARAH P FEA T A P & L RIS AN T C a8 AHE
FA B X — ABUEYAE S22 5 R P SO A N SERR G A m, St 7

—e

R7 BERERHMATER

Tab.7 The results of estimates of path coefficients

&2 PRI RS ArdEiRE P A
FEEFWN — 18758877 -0.121 0.008 ok
FEFWAN — BIizh%E 0.062 0.010 0.153
KEEFWN — AL -0.126 0.008 ok
FREFWRAN — itk -0.023 0.013 0.609
KEEFWN — NAFE 0.210 0.011 ok
P — 18T AL T -0.075 0.013 *
%0 — B -0.225 0.018 ok
P - ARH -0.047 0.013 0.292
20— ik 0.116 0.022 **
P — NRE 0.124 0.019 o
PRES 184722 T -0.240 0.001 ok
PR —Bhzh % -0.191 0.002 ok
PE->RAE 0.216 0.001 Kok
PR -k 0.224 0.002 Kok
FRES —/INAZE -0.079 0.002 *
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15— 1 Eh e [] 0.613 0.085 okok

1847 2838 J7 2 — il B[] -0.304 4.067 ok
BB ZE— I g [A] -0.438 3.768 ok
AT 7] 0.088 4.045 o
bk — 368 By b ) -0.256 3.610 ok
INRZE— T B ] -0.378 3.668 ok
Je8 BTy o (1) — 368 B0yl 7 -0.152 0.001 ok
3 55 T — W SE AR I 0.140 0.091 o
P 53— 3 W S A T 0.077 0.055 o
FFE— M AR K -0.097 0.084 *
U — W SE AR K -0.067 0.071 *
T 9 R P — AR S 0.528 0.032 ok

VE: xR EVEKTEN 10%, **EBEEKFR 5%, *#**+BEMEKTEN 1%

it FRgE R, ARRNHARX (D A (2) , K15 7 AFREE 7 ) B S AR
RO, FERETAS 1 0 8 77 X2k 438 X 208 S0 e PR R U SE AR R PR AR RICH S 45 Rk 8 I
WERRAIRRW], MH/NRE (0.03)  BATRZIET 0 (0.024) AbER (0.021) Xf W EAR
EATIE IR FENA ;T2 58 2530 B 37 1 2 L SE AR 4k T B ARk P (-0.007) , X i Fad i
P SEB BP0 A ARG 38 35 R () S B S T 8800 (AR, Whsh i@ i &
MERRK (0.035) {ERTAEEN 7 AL T i K, LoAl ARAT 2838 J7 A0k 3248 ik £ 7
FINEE. X2 TEEEHREREA. SRR, rTSEIlIRIMTHATSR S, [5h3)
B B B R R, TR T 7 AR R
& 8 WE T inFEn B SRR 5 W R S

Tab.8 The total effects of transport mode choice on commuting satisfaction and subject well-being

LY T B ) T e T A
NRZE -0.378%** 0.057%** 0.030%%*
Hhigk -0.257%** 0.039%+** 0.021 %%
AR 0.088%** -0.013%* -0.007**
Bhzh % -0.438%#* 0.067%** 0.035%**
84T ACE T = -0.304%+* 0.046%** 0.024%**

e RFEMEKTHN 10%, **BEFEHKTPHN 5%, **REHEKFHN 1%
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ARSORI R b E B R0 ) A, I AR R AR TR, fRoR T IEE)
TR LS U SRR R R R 5 AR LR 55 CAEA I TR EZEE R AR L, AT
PRUESE 1 2238 5 2 33 0T T8 3 3 S BN S SR AR K ) SR LR . 455K, (1R AT A0l
i CBAT. BATE) AUNRETr Al B EOSEAR R Se TH RA B 2 R, T
PO AZ 8 B N2 B A Bl S AN L SRR o e, ARt FU3d i I B 2 2 i ot
AR U SR B S THE R B o 3%, It 0 Bl T Bh s A2 O B RS KO R i sl
B N SR T A BRARE

HeF BRI HTEER, AT CAHEWTE BT NR M IRBCRIR ST, WA S TRk
FIEE NI SRR T A ST sEIHARBETT 2T AR 55« eI L S s B e it
KAEJRE, Bhah 477 A wT RERCN B 32 VGl i) iE 877 2. FEATBEE B A RIS AL T, Bhah
T — A A AR AR TN S H AL, I AT AT SELaR O fIRRR AT - Bt
bb, FENSEBHIEAL i AR I, BhEh 4 TR T LUK IBBE SO R AE . I, /5 ik —
AR A R ik 5 B Eh 2R e RIAR S A, i3k — D AR ARG Bl sh 2 s 4T B )
FE, AP 5] T E RAE A BhEh 4 AT o GIAnFEBIE ST I8k a5 AL B B RUR 1 A 33 Frpi &)
VS TREN R B L, 32— 2B 5T BEh ZE 5B SCE R A et S At st
Y, PRIEERBUNE SHEHIAUK & BB, 6T S8 B DX AL 80 42 & P AT
EAST AT S0, B R E A B AT R

JE R RAE A Bhah 2 hiAT B 2 S, (B IRN, R I 7RI SE 24
P DL E BT BN R R, X AR B TR R 3 i B i R &R, b
W LB RSl R L) 40%, SETC B BT A F R DR, R,
IR SR TN SEREAT M8 7T, DA IR IE RO A AT o AR SCERTT T AR A5 B AL IE T
BORA A E B B AT IEIEVEAT N, RFEEEAMRCE, BeEhah AT, Rt
EN 2R R AN A B A, B (e gt i v 2 ks A ik .
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