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A verification of the logit route choice models by real traffic flow observation result*
By Masayuki ANDOU** = Jun-ichi TAKAYAMA*** -« Shoi-chiro NAKAY AMA****
In the traffic of the reality, the drivers choose the route according to not only the time required but also various factors.
To achieve an effective provision of social overhead capital and a comfortable traffic circumstance, it is necessary to select
the appropriate route choice model actually suited.
This study investigates the real traffic flow by taking a picture of the video from the sky with the helicopter, and verifies
the applicability of an existing logit route choice model.




