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TW3. 3kbb, r&EHOH TV V7B, XA
koTHEZ 5.

K
Br=fu )= ) oy (16)
k=1

2T, ulZREMREE, o 3MEERIZ ML THS.
BB O EED gx THA LN TVWAER S, r&
HOY I 2L — MERIE IE | ax(ad) D X 5 127808
TIRXA=RIZELUTHRIEL 2570, FHHEMBEIE V.
BT, BRBOXE K #HYNRET ST, o
MOEBEDE—RX ¥ FEHREUST X —XEPLRD 2
CEMTEDZEDHSNATWS,
b) Kernel #E
Kernel #E1X, Figl7—XDe 2 77 AERDE
AT —AL L T2 OREMEZMAPERS % e i, &
BB 2BEEZED L5 LD TH 5.
Kemel #E T, 1 7y b7 b7y bOR®D
BRI OW TR T — 2 1S < FBE Bz, 4
7y FOBFIXBEATIE T Y P 7y MEERD B0
HIEE O B2 BBEIR 2 RD) ZIREL 2D, Rt
S LBWELNICHEEST % X5 BEBHT— 2D HE
FEROPICEREIETWL 2HIZ, 5260V
& h Db X T Ky(u) = Ky(—u) 2> [ Ky(u)du = 1 &7
§ Kernel B K, (1) & FV, BEHEECEIFE1T 5 16,
BEROEIRE 7L ORHIC BT % Kernel HEE DEFHE
Bk, %3 2 hicf TR AT E (R i) R
DO FICROSNT WS, HLENEEZSIZY
720, BEMEREET 20 % B4 (Preference) (23K
DHBDM, TR D SHNEEE (WTP) 12K 2 DH
WEBEVEHEL TBL IR ETH 5.
Preference Space vs. WTP Space BEHGERE T LD
Pefclx, FEGETEH (P DRSNS %
AT DR DRy L TERSINTE /2. 1
HERY 7 RF A HER T CIX, B TFBOEIRL AR EIRE
® ARUM L OBERUEIRE 70, B2,

Unjt = —QpPnjr t a;lxnjt + €t a7

ZRUE(LL, BIRT—X X DRDZ AT X =K DR
0,/d, 12 & - TR 2 SR> 2 2 & DIEHERITH - 7=
(@, © 2B E S DIEFSTEEL poje ISHHET 2 65R8C (FRAE
R, 6, : IATIRESE & 8 o 7B IREME x,; 1IS0HG
T ARE (BRI X7 by, € 0 N TFARIHE
ST VRXLIETHY, HEBMMENBICRR 2 RS 7%
16 S+ B EADBEAIZE L T Li and Racine™® I3 LW, E
Jz, NV R b OFECE, BHEIZBANY T— g VIEEN

Awvsihnsg. fT8E 7L L iTRIE D fmHEEt N O RF
EDILERAY 72 B ¥ LT Fosgerau and Fukuda®? 233 5.
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H5 Var (E,U-,) = p? (7‘1’2/6) PHE). 2D “Preference
Space” TEFR X N7=FHBEBTH 2.
SHEAOREMEL D, ETHEATr—NRT XA =&y,
TR (17) OMAZFRL THIEFIIEL L RN e D,
Unji = = (@n/tn) puji + /) Xpjr t Enji (18)
ZRICATH RSB T 25 2 a8 HEFTLE LTHOL
Z2ZedTES. HLRXAT) LBE2DRA8) TR,
YAOLHICHE S RAETE &, DD ETOMEAn T
= (=72/6) Lo TV B AR S, TIFS BIC
Ap = (@n/tt), €0 = (On/ptn), Wy =¢,/A, EHFEHDI L
T, KOESCRFT LD TE 3.

Unjr = —Anpnji + c;zxnjt +&njr = —AnPnji + (/lnwn)’xnjt +Enjr
(19)
X (19) DFERDS, “WTP Space” TEF X 7= F B
eE g, EREOREMEICT 2 R EEH w,
ZEENCRLIATHET L TH 5.

T, ACATEIT — &% (17) ORFEICEEDWTHE

ET 200, K19 ODREMICHEDINTHET 2D
DEWIE, 1THIE 71 MNL Z2RE 3 2R D 1o
WH s, Lirl, MXLZIELD T 5HA
RSB ZEZERERE S L2 BT 2B1IC1E, Wi
WEEREVWEDZHT. BRI, (1) 2hzidEl
MDTITHES 7 ¥ X LIRHE S Lottick-ThE
Zoh5iEE (REfER ) OFHDE—X > (D
—iR) DIEF T B IRE (Preference Space)’”, (2) u,
PIBICREO B LTEEI S Z 215 (RE
DI DRTHEYE (WTP Space) 00 ¥ \Wo iz k Sz
ZNOREDI D 2753, REffifEZIZCHE T2 (FRF)
TINEEEOREMAN A ZHET T 2 &5 REET B
T, FIT (1) ORTESICHIE L, WTP Space TD %F
X = ZEEDPMTOND X2 D00H 5.
Local Logit Fosgerau??%? (%, Kernel #£E 1235 < Lo-
cal Logit E7 VML, LiRD Preference Space <
WTP Space (23517 % I HiE 7311 O RFEERIHER 2 34
WO LUK TH 5. s DIFFETIX, ik
1T & B O —JBPED A THIE 415 Unlabelled X
RO SPIERFE: (AL EWGHEFR 0 2 ZBEVR
HFE 1 OB ZIHER) WO RNEZEEL TV,
ZNENORATRIE & BH % (10, c0), (11,¢1) TEL, [H]
BEDGAFER 1 BER LI & 1 GOEFE 0 Z5ER
L7 Z0) ZHS MEERZ y TRT GESRMFLD
At=ci—co<0<At=t —tg).

Fosgerau® Tld, fHAOIRITIH & &H 2 Z2ho
PRI a;y @ RSS2 HEETEw = a,/a.) 2R
FE L7z LT, WTP Space ETIAD/ 28T X b v

17 Ojeda-Cabral et al. o &, WERHEIMGEHEGCRIHEE HiED b 726 F
FEROMEZERDOFET — X2 FHWTHIEHR I L TW 5.



o R FEME{E w DA BEEL F,, 10 L TR D —IHERAY
3£ 51 (Local Logit) :

P@:l):PGv<—%§Ev):FW@) (20)

%5E®, Nadaraya-Watson #EE & (T8 b) ZIR) 10k
DWT F,, % Kernel #E T 2 FIEERELTWS 8,
Local Logit %, FHffifEDIEAN (w>0) ZIRET
%t REEMEEIC BT 2 ENBHEER x 35 2 58
FTHROBERAERBEN) 2LIRTX VY v 7 ITEET
ZZEMNTEZY. kB, /28T X MY v 7R
ERMMBEETEE LT, ZRIZTTIEER Lo#
EMIEE L v, 2D 728, Local Logit OH#EERG R %
HLIZ, ZRCED 74y LI T XN v 7 RH
AR ITEEDIDEE R DD, ZDIDD ) V%
Z X MYy 7 BRRETIIETFIES B IN TV 5.

4 FlBDWHEH

AREITIE, 2.3) F T L EEEZERE L2
TN W RN OWTER T 5.
a) BENEHGRADZEF

AR, BEREEERN ORIV, BENERE S
HLZA YTy FROZEY — LA 74 R =7
FRADHEL ) T4 PREINTVWS. K@ETEID
W OREFICTEBWTIE, BFELRWHIHOLE Y — B X
T B2EESOTIEL LT, SPIEEEZITV, K8
KT CBT 242 NO:EFEBZBFECERET L2
FWToHT - RS 2 2 e did A oiThb TE .
T, HENEIRY — 2L T, A7 7
0 —FI2 & D 2 OHRHZAMERINE R, MR
EFEE OB R 2 I Z {IThA T\ 5.

Krueger et al.%” TlX, 7 > 7~ ¥ REID H#jHlLY —
ERE 4 Ny =7 o HEEERY — v X OM AR
IZOWT SPIEZITW, MXL EFARIEHLZET L
A& D, EEEBABORENEEZER LS 2T,
ERFEOMNBIEIC X 2 ZRPEEHEOBIRD FERL
WFE e FAEMOBREICOVWTHL I LTV S.
%72, Abeetal.® TIX, SP 7 —XIZR LT, ABDR
B % £ L7 Ordered Logit E7 /LA L, ENE
179 2 HEERR Y — E AN D ZE T OWTHH S A
WLTW3. HEREIEY — B 21005 2 S ERES
AR AR E I BE 3 2 598 & L T, Steck etal.®?,
Kolarova et al.”?, Krueger et al.”?, Zhongetal.”® 23%

18 —7%5, Preference Space % {Ri L 7z Local Logit &7 /1%, ARUM O
7 X LI e DB Fe Z20EL, Py = 1) = | = Fe(-acAc—
AN IZE > THZ BN %, Fosgerau® 1%, Preference Space ¥
WTP Space Z#Z4 T Local Logit Z#E L, WeIfifE 7)1 O
FHYZ MRS S 2T L TWw 5.

19 Klein and Spady %3 1% x O EDRHINCERTHL I %, %
7= Fanet al. ) ZRATREGESRE TH % 2 & &2 2h 2 RE
L7zt 38T X MY v ZERTEZREEL TS, 2B, y o3
MEBTH 255 THERIHIC K 2 ETAHEIRRETH 5.
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h, Rk BENEFIFKRE > O3GERREHIMME & D725
DEFEEPRE XN TWS. £/, Kruegeretal.”™» T
i, 7YX LEICERAGERDNED XD FRRMERIT
ZERE L THIEE Y — Y 2ANDOZIAEBHEOHES
270, BRO 7 — A THEHERZ R T 22, #
FHREE D EDEICB W T B ED LTV S.
b) Mobility as a Service (MaaS) \DEHF

HENEREM 2 EH L EL Y 74— X DE
AWMZ T, &3GEY — L ADMBERLTH, RBFLHE
T 5 WV 7 MaaS B DRV — B REA O E[AHE
WBWTS, BENZEELLHMEBERE T V2 TEH
L7200 ihiu T 5. Guidon etal.” Tk, RAEHY
7% MaaS H— b 2 DFHEANCE S % SP &I LT
EAMOREMEEZEZER Lz MXLETVEBHL, —
PXNOXERELHEITT 22T, Maas —E X
ELTHAITRNERBEFRICOWTREEZ 52 T3,
¥ 72, Hoetal.”™ ° Hoetal.”® IZBWVWTH, FHEOTF
BICED, H—bRZHHT2EEHRT 2HE (BBF)
FEORERENESE) CENEMEIC X 2 ZR 2R
$ 3% 22T, MaaS ¥ —E RDFIHZEMARLEAICET S
HEEHALPIIL TV,
¢) E-Commerce ftix74 7> 3 A\ DELF

Oyama et al.”” 1%, E-Commerce (EC) F|F# DELEA
7 a VIEFATENCE S % SP 7 — & 2 VT MXL £
FAERMBRL, ZHEA T a v Ao —%2BRT 5
BRI 2 A HE O SN ERE ORI 51 &
HEFL T3, SPRAE T TEGEEM), kETo
H#, TEOXRREIE) St 3 20%EL 7> a
> DOEFER 2TV, BELERR oM<, #Hl -
P EE M FRFICE R L MXL 7 VEREL
TWw3. FRCIEBIHIEE MR CEL T, KX q6) 1Icko
{F=&AF) 7y RRaAH#E 21T, B-110R
T LT, ECHHEDEIFICKERANTZT 4 DD S
T ERIFGEICH ST LTV 3.

(5) HEHEDER

MXL EFLOHEEICHBNTIE, LEFEOICZS
RalL—Ya ERERITOBRERDD, ZOHEED
MNL & b EIHEAMPIRKEVWI e PHISN TV, &
7z, AR - MANORENEEZERT 2 Z L TET AL
B LT 2, TOWEHRAMIERTS. MXLET
ANDZD &S HHEE EOREICH LT, Beckeretal.”®
TlX, FBEEANRA SHEEIRIC X 289 X — REEFIEE
BELTWA. FIBRIC, Kruegeretal.” TiE, N4 X
FEEEHETLERAOCONDZERINA ZDE X %%
ALz DEIRAERO/NSWHEETIEZIRET 21,
AR - MANORE M EZER L X D EMERET L
WBWTHIEAMIVNE L SIS RE R HEE /715036



Relative Frequency
o
o

0 100 200 300
Value of Delivery Day Savings (JPY/day) [Unconditional]

K-1 EC FIFE DR HBUGHE N 3 2 RANSHAERED
R AHEERR (HBL : Oyama et al.”™)

REINTW5S. X 51T, Bansaletal.?? 13, EM 712
VA LERHRT — 2 LTEHE LFEEFEETOMEA
1§53 & & 72 Minorization-Maximization 7 /L= U X Al
& % L-MXL XU NM-MXL € 7L O @E#HE 7 1 a )
ALZRELTVD.

3. BEWAOEIRL DR

(1) FAROEE

BHIEHE 7V (Perturbed Utility Model: PUM) I3,
MRS e UTHE T 2 A OBECEIRITE 2, 28k
Bl o I EM e T L e LT 3 2 2
ERLUEERREETLVERZIDZ 2N TE S, PUM
DEARBIEILLTOBEDICRT N TES.

p(v) = arg max {q'v — F(q)} 21
qeA

ZIZT, plEEREOR T Ot L TER SN TV
v 7 285 A DR kL (Choice Probability Vector),
v IZEEIRBEOHA VT v VAR AL THD. *
72, BEECF 3HERALD q IS & > TOABRE X 5 M
#Bc, HEIREEL (Perturbation Function)® Xi%, T &
L ALELF (Preference for Randomization)3? ¥ FE{ZH 3.

e i@ D | PUM & [RS8 S 2 Fr o B TR E £
TOLRZGBITEIE 7 U H K D SR I N TV,

20w o> —H D SR BRAIESE 338D Tk, ER G o S T
i HEp NI DEROEARNT 1ITH-S %, MNL %% Shannon
Entropy Model %33 % KR ORRE L TE & FE ORMED &
HEHTE3 Z 2R, EENEESTHER L EE T 240
MNERE 5 X Tn5. KB, FEOEH2TL T Anderson
etal.® THRINTED, HETBUD NFZ7 4 0
% #4f % Entropy BAEUC X o TRE L - E#ES AR O R KL
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PUM ¥\ I iR TRE 4 72 & 4 TORKEREM T
DEBREET AN LD —BIICRBARETH L Z &
DPEMXNT-DIGEED I L TH B 2308 iz k
D ARUM™ %2 & LIEIEN Y T 2 DZ R HERUEIRE 7
NER—IRPHH TR T 2 Z e SAJREL 7o TV 5.
Bl ZE, =R - /NI3D % Andersonetal.’® DT> b
v —AISHFRIR » ARk IS, PMU IZEEREFNICBIT S
REVHEE OEFEIRITEI R T MR TE 27200
THL, A5 ORE SRR %2 £ oA OfERR
BITH 2 BEHELRT2ETLE LTOMR S A[EET
2330,

(2) HABBEAETIL
a) RKRIVEEEOD MNL E7/L
BEHES v/ Y - b =30 kb,
F(q)=nq'Inq (22)

WEkoTHEZX 2y, Rab{biTE 21) OfiEid MNL iz
ko TEHEZHNZ3D3,

exp(v;/n)
i expy/m)
ZZTnREANTIZT 4 BIFOFEEASVWERTIFAD
NRIRXA—ZTHYH, ARUM-MNL OFHHTIZ T > KX A
HDRA T =87 X — X OMWEITHE T 5.
b) RRHHEED 2-Level NL E7 /L

BEWHZ TEHO LS ITED S Z LT, Nested Logit
BOFEEHT 2 Z e TE 388,

L
F@=)n)" a;in(g)+1-n0) [Z q,-] In [Z q,]]
=1 jede Jjede jede
(24)
TIT, BEREES JIZE VSR LA %EE
JisJoy oo WL CDEITZ e BTE, XA J, 12X
BAn>0BE520N0TWE3DLT 5.

ZorE, MAOERIEICBIZEBENCGER LT
HINT 2 BIRERIIKXDONLRICE > THEZ NS,
(Zbell e”h/']l)m
ZhEJ{ e/ ‘ Z?:l (Zcelf euf/m))m ’

piwv) = Vied (23)

etilm

piv)= vjeJ (25)
o MEES YA LIAETIL (ARUM)

PUM & Z ORFKRIE ¥ U TRBITEI M Td KR
M5 EREDH 5 ARUM* ZEEL TS, FL X
Nielsen et al.3” [ RENTWB A, Hih —kiviese

HIE DRSS, Logit BLOFEBENC /2 2 ¥ Iz, RIHZI D
Logsum BB RICH 2 Z L REATWS. 7=, BN
O Verboven®® TlE, NL EF 2R L L EREOBIIHT
Hirbh, 63 2 RENHEEE OMARALRE,E R X
NTW3. g, ¥ — 28EROFEEETIITENTD, FHCHER
HMRAEL 7L A (Stochastic Fictitious Play) 3 OFsH O HT ARUM
& PUM OB EMER T STV 5.



%' d % T, ARUM DEHN :
pj(v) = fl (j = argmax {vj/ + sj/}) g(e)de (26)
7T

MR Q21 EHFMTH 2 Z e AiHEATWS (Z 2T,
2(e) X T Y B LRIANRY ML D2 EBREREERED.
d NYRILERETIL

Gentzkow ) 1%, BE DM DB DOHZENE (Complemen-
tarity: » M OFTFEIEZ 5 [[h5] &b 5 —FHOMD
TEDHEZ 2 (15 ] Filk) 2% Erlae R BRoERE 7 L
(Bundle Choice Model: BCM) 2 & #5EL, #HEX 7 4
7 (MEUA, 1 > &2—xv b) OEMEGITEIOET L
fLICEH LTV 5.

BCM & PUM OF#k7z 1 7 —RATH 5 Z 2% Allen
and Rehbeck3? 1CHDE/RZ 5. HEEMN 2 BEOH
e (BF 1 MU RO, M2 v MR oflE
BFOWEZEIRT 2R EEZ 5. BN “TTED
BV 1 OBES M2 DAES MAFEDRN D 4D
THY, WHdT%7 X LMAZUTTRENRT 5.

voo =0,
vio = u1(xy) + €10,
vo,1 = ua(x2) + £o,1,

V1,1 = V10 + Vo1 +E11-

Z VX L ey DM ORTENE (611 > 0) R (61 <
0) ZHET 5.

Tt E EFUTEIEZ 2 RXTRT bly = (y1,y2) T
K3, LT 2EEFHABBIIRATREINS.

2
Z v (xe) + (V1€10 + y2801 +yi2€11)  (27)
g

e) YXYFVIETI

et~y F U Z7DIRMTHIHN S, Fox et al.®V
X, ==~y Fr 7RI BT 2 EEEUERE 7L
FHFELTWED, ZOETILSH PUM OPEH TRl 3
% Z EDARETH % 9.

DRy F U ITETNZBIANEERE, (375
AF =z —VFIZBIIZ) DITRE eI EB¥ELD~y
F YT T BEDED] THD, 7, €{0,1} D MEERTHE
3. PFoxetal.®V 1%, FEEAREMA? &R0 DIED
H T, v FrIEREONEE AT § BRDE
AR ORZRAMT S 2R L.

maXE Ykt ik (xj,k)+ E Vjk€jk (28)
yeM & -
ok Jik

2L ARUM DIIRFRARI W) = [maxjey (v; + &) g(e)de DI
Wy LTERINZHE Fr(v) = "V T L, ZRERR
V2F (V) DEE LD DENDRIEETH % & &, HIHHEOMRHSY
XK 26) K (21) LFETH 2 Z L EEHIAT VS,

2 B @ATEI AN D BCM DA & L THEH - 7510 235 3.

BEFLAY—DHAPEER DRV ZE LTI LA Y —
MICHEETE2 %, TAZEETRELRSHAL VS,
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CZTMIBEID S 2~ v F U IRR—=2ERTITH
DEETH 5.
f) BEMTEE (Rational Inattention: RI) €7 )L

ANHEORESEME U THRERIERORNZE R 5.
ANDTEHRNEREINCIIBRA LD D, FHRUEHICE S %
IR b DFEEFAEEE T TORBREICHHET S
L #E 2 5EERERDREND, Sims™ OFHARE
HER)IRHTH 2. U, HROBEEICL->TED
2Ty R —0H30MEEEZ 2 2 IRF TR
PEERERICHI L WHREHTH D, FiT~ 7 okt
FTHERLTER. NADPEHEMNCAERICK 2R
AT A HMTH 5.

Matéjka and McKay®® 1%, Rt => v —»HH
HBIREEZRLTVE W0 B s, RIICHED ER
RO B2 E R LT AHEENE T T MNL BUEERGER
ETVEMEEL 2. X 51T Fosgerau et al.” 1, EED
ARUM & RI €7V ORI 2 SM 2 FGEA U 72, il
ZIWEMNLH D RIET NV, ZORELLTRDES
WERMLEh 3.

p'(v)= mag( {E(v - A) — A X Information Cost (IC)}
qe

= max {Z {amIv+a1ng°1-2g()In q(V)}u(V)}

veV
(29)
I TAREHRES X (IC) DMHMNNEEE 2R T
FEDRIRX =R, AZTVRLBT 7> aryieRT
HEARZ ML, u(v) 13 v OWERRNE, po 135 R D
HATHERN Y ML ERT.
ZORBELEEORIRD LS IG5 2 61 5.

p?er/A e(vj+log p?)/ﬂ
H(v) = — = - ,VYjieJ (30)
TS T gy

ZHUX, MNL DERANRZ M vy, j=1,...,J BZh
Fhinp) I 7 b LEREMAICHESC MNL €5
NERIRT 2D TE 5.

Matéjka and McKay®® 1%, HH% [FHRANZ-FNZ ]
%) Zflic RIET VO HERBMEG ZRL, KE
AR ILERE (AR FAR) ICHT 2 EHE
Bax s ERITINCKIITHELERE LTV .

g) BWERT A LER (Deliberate Randomization)

HOEGF 25 T X5 REVIRHIERGT (X =
ALTHFALVRE) BDRINTORWVIRKRETIX, A%
BEAZTHDOERE S VX LIHRD =D F 2R H
AT %. il 21X Nikhil and Paulo®” 1%, KED2ERGER
FNZBNTZD & 5 REIBHPRHA R D S5 %
FERENTR LT WS, 2D X5 IR TIE, A4 Tl
BB TERRERZITDT, MEMO2DZ
VR LIGEIRET>TWE (Thbb, 2 at%



DHDANDM B DELFHHFRHZATVWD) RS
BIEMTES.

PUM OHHIZBWT S, 25 Lz “lERT VX L
IANDEIF 2 F TERMELT A TETL
ft¥2ZenTE20,

h) vOEXRDOBERREOERE

MNL % %3 U ¥ 3% ARUM B OBEHOEIR £ 7L
T, @5, FBREEEGNOWTLOFEREICOWTD
ERIERIBDT O IO REL RS, 2RI L, PUM
T, —HOBRFEDADEDBIRERZHFOZ L %
RET 2 DAREL R o TV 5.

ZDEH—oDEMAHE LT, EEIBEED q 1B
T3 R ADGE I, EIREERD 0 L 72 2 5 IR
HFEREESICEETND LORETAERLBT S
HIATRET B % 3087,

(3) HEMBLRICED H—IERE

PUM 3R E I B 2 3L ((F8R o) B @
BexHWS Z 2T, ARUM, EIRMER, HARFRAR
M7z & OBGERIIBEMN T ZIAMEIC T2 Z e T E S,
MNL (2B L TiE, Z0& 2T BERIEER - /NIPY Iz
koTzryirmrbE—7ruyy METILOREENE
PRI T W23, 4 Fosgerau et al. % 12 & 2 —fi%{t
WEFE T v b (Generalized Inverse Logit: GIL) 12 & -
Tk > b v ¥ — R (Generalized Entropy) @
b TEDIEWY 7 ADOHRGEIRET VOE N, > =
7RO FRLEEBOHE AIEOWEL I A TVS. R
HiTlE, 3 MNLIZDOWTOHEMZ e TR L /-
¢, GIL o#HIc MBS ZEH T2 TLD
M—H R R A 5.
a) ARUM-Logit £ PUM-Shannon Entropy

WHW B HER Z > & L5 E TV (ARUM) 13,
WA DT "G u; =v; +€,¥je T & LUTE
BINZBDTHS. ZOLETVXLHe YA
HWERDATH 20D ST, IR j OFERERI
pi(v) = Pr(v; + € = maxi{ve + & | k € I}, Vje T I
EoTHERZZENTES. ¥/, HAEOBHEE
725 RFREEL (Surplus Function) 2 1&—fRICHARHR KRN
FITHRT L DTE, GO = E(maxjeyu;) RSN
100-102) X 512, HERBCEIRAUFRERIBIC BT % Roy O
1E5 2 % 3 % Williams-Daly-Zachary (WDZ) &
103109 1 b EE D ARUM 2B W TREIBE O AL
7 FMLDEIRIERNR Y ML E 5252 bHILNTY
5. ZhniX, H5W23 ARUM IZHHEOMHEETH 5.

Z 2T, ARUM DIfERIEY L TH Y NG ARGE S
% ¥, BEREEEE MNL I, BB 0 79 250T&

24 SRR AL AR BEAK (Choice Probability Generating Function: CPGF)
YIEINEZ b H B,

10
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S, vn 7Y LAXOMEERNNC X 2RI 5 MNL 2 52
b LI TWS. Fiz, REBEED> S ARUM
PR T 27 7a—F% X M5, McFadden' 0
Whi 3 G D5, GEV (Generalized Extreme Value)
ETINDHRFEDEEE TV (NL, Cross Nested Logit, Paired
Combinatorial Logit, Ordered GEV %) 23 E H X1 3.

—7, HEHREEREL D, MNL £ 71V OHRHR A A
(REPEOBG(v) = E(maxjey uj) = In (X ey ) Oy
HEBRE, v /v brE— (D115 G*(q) =
Yiegqilng; £ LTER BN 238D F 75653 o
D, v /v -2 +rVY—HPUZEORRNHEES
DHARKEMEORERE L LTHELNE Y = 7T
FEABIE MNL IC/2 226, X512, Yv /Y- tn
Y= PU O—FERM D EHEENHRZ by (25 25
BRT bVGIZFS 7 PEIBRRT ML) ITREZE
HRENTWVS,

DlEo X5, HE5EMBEE%E LT, ARUM-Logit &
PUM-Shannon Entropy 23—H L 7zfA%R & L TR S 1L
LZenansd (B-2).

b) GIL & PUM-Generalized Entropy

Fosgerau et al. ' Kz {f Fosgerau et al.”® (L{f&% “FMD”
LH&FE) 1X, ARUM & PUM DO OIEIRICEH L,
-2 DB ERRT — A2 LTEET % Generalized
Inverse Logit (GIL) ¥ Generalized Entropy (GE) D&%
PRERL: (R-3). ZAuckh, GEZEERE LTX
DIEFED 7 7 A DBERGEIRE 7T V2 E T % 2 A aE
g e T, JOH I 7 a kR A PE GG I
BOWOREREMER G EN LS sy
2v—7r v by 7HEEMBEIZ, XD —RI2DOR
7385 X — ZMETTER IR LTV, 2D~
EBIASBATEN AT ORI LT H D AEETH 5.

FMD® 1L L £ 7 V2R d . WAL X it
M5OI 2RI, BaMZBAL TWRLEWST
8% £ 345 (outside goods) ZFLE 0 TH/RL, 3
REES T j=0,1,...,0 D J+ 1 {HOEREDE
FNBeEZLY. Mjonig 7% s; L Lt &,
GIL ZXD LS ITEERT I EMNTES.

J€EIJ (31
Z ZT, Flexible Generator'% ¥ & PRI 2 BIEL G 13,
G : (0,00)"*! = (0,00)" THBZLEEBEHTHD, »)
G B —RXFEXMETH 2 Z &, (i) InG DY 3 L1THIHIE
EPOMMTH S ZEBRESINT VWD, £z, HE
SIHARZ AR v I 2 OTiBEEER c e RDMZ S

25 McFadden ' TlZ, InG(e") = E(manEj Mj) LERINTVWS

ZEWEBEE R,
2 GW)+G*(Q)=q'V BHITED LD Z ¥ dREATWVWS 3D,
7T %5 X —ZHEEERE LR VAL, IR ERA LR

FTODNEHD F FiamE D TH MK bhin.
28 GAEEEAHRGR TIIA VT vy 7 ARZ P L R IEEN 5. HL

lnGj(s) =V;i—C,




Surplus as logsum

G(v) = E (maxjes uj) = In (Zjey e“J)

Ben-Akiva (1973), McFadden (1978),
Small & Rosen (1981)

|

ARUM with Gumbel

% 64 I AGHFEHRAARS - BEE
G*(q) = max{q'v - G(v)}
G(v) = max {v'q - G*(q)}

Convex
Conjugate

Williams (1977),
Daly & Zachary (1979)

Miyagi (1983, 1986)

Choice probability as
McFadden (1974) multinomial logit

u; =v; +€,Vj €T Entropy
e G (v) Demands Shannon entropy (negative)
i\V) = : el _ ) ]
9 Miyagi (1986) G*(a) = Z g;Ing;
evi . jieg
==, eT
Yieg € ! Miyagi (1983, 1986),

Legend:

: ARUM-Logit
: PUM-SE

: Duality

Anderson et al. (1988)

Representative consumer (Perturbed utility)

{Z viqj + G‘(‘l)}
Jj€T

J
: Z;:n 9 =

max
qEA

where A = {q € R]"!

1}

K-2 ARUM-Logit ¥ PUM-Shannon Entropy D%

T3 ZichFEEINLW. BIZIEGis) =55, F
Zbbns;=vi—c jeJ THIHEITIE, TEEEK
I MNL I2ZliIC72 2 Z e DB GICHERTZ 3.

FEHERY 72 ARUM TUERFIBIBUTEE DO W THE & e fifER
MEIRET L (FEETL) PEHINTEZ0ITH
L, GIL OF:RTIEREIRER & % BATRIC B 2 BIEL
G IZHE DN TRk A R BFECEIRB O FREE T LV E MRS
LZZeMA[REE B, F2, G OFIEMTSEY = 7T
HBZehs, hGRYEEEBYL RTToNh3%.

B G DEERFEDO—DZZ DR TH 5.
NF cHEEIL XN TIGM > = 7 DRIV HEGT
EFN100 2B WT, MNL ¥ NL DBEICR YL 7=
WERBEBNPEFEET S Z e RIN TS, K (31)
D G I1FHBEWEEM T T Closed-Form O 2>z &
MPRENTWS (Proposition 1in FMD). 7z )i
BEH=G'THKZS. Zors—kbxhiz> =7
IR o j(v) RORRERER CS nizhehn kA ThH
Z 5% (Proposition 2 in FMD®Y).

-
—

s-:a(v):ﬂjej (32)

T Skeq Hi (e¥)’

cmw:mb}ﬁwﬁ (33)
ke

AGBYDIWEMNLZ—bL7zdD, K33 Er ¥4
ERE—BALL7zdDTH 2 I e PEZICHERTE 3.
T/, Y27 ORMMN LIZELVWEWSHEE,2S, K
(31) BT 2ER ¢ [ FRFBIBITEHE LW (c = CS(v)
T HAtBHEN 5.

GIL Ti&, 4 ¥ F v 7 ANZ MBI %7 Y X F8 (T7%
DBEIFBIHIEEN) 3RE L72W (no mixing assumption).
2 = s Generalized “Inverse” Logit DR ¥ 72 o> T\ 5.

11

PUM ICLBRAREVEEEETILE LTOERL

GIL £ 7 /W%, PUM OMSHDOHCTRENHE S DR
MA@ LTvERMbT 2228 TES. 20
iz, M jofiittz p;, SRMOHER% 2, Fiffy
DIRASA % o TRZ 5. FiELSMHiis I b TH+5
KRKEWe & RRWHESE OEEZHBEEE XA T
ERT 3.

max {az+Zvjsj—ZsjlnGj(S)} (34)

g g
s.t. ijsj+zSy and Zs.,- =1
€T jeg
Zhu, BEHHBE F 2 TERS NS LT
Yrove—BE

)

(35)

F(s) = Q(s) = s InG(s)

TH R 7B ORARE L RS 2 Z e
AHETH 5.

¥7z, X (33) O—bRFIREE L X 34) O—{t=
e —RED, MNLICBTr A8y v/
Y-y e bE-FBBOBG%RD XS, MIEZORER
WKhdZrdrInTWws (K-3).
d) ARUM & O—Eit

EE D ARUM IZ BV TREIB DA RS TR
Iz, TLRZEDOMRBRRMHDA > 7 v 7 AR
7 M X IR DEIRER 2525 2 (WDZE
M) »Z0FFEHATLZLI1I2LD, ARUMIZGIL T
H2Z A EXNTWS (Proposition 5in FMD®).
—F, 2TD GIL A ARUM & 2572 0WAICHEEIH
72w, Z4UE, ARUM 23— Lo E D e 2 72
VWOIZXT L, —&80D GIL IZMEH DS Z & T
% 2%7:5T»H% (Proposition 3 in FMD®®).

(36)



Generalized Surplus

CS(v) =1In (Z Hp (e¥)

keg

|

ARUM
uj =vj+€,Y €T

Generalized
inverse logit
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CS(v) = max {v's — Q(s)}
) Q(s) = max {s'v|—-CS(v)}

Convex
Conjugate

Generalized entropy (negative)
—Q(s) = —s'InG(s)

InGi(s)=vj—¢c, j€J H=G!

Hj(e") .
si=0;(V)==—""""—,€T
J ]( ) ZkeJHk (ev) ‘

Legend:

: ARUM
: GIL
: Duality

Representative consumer (Perturbed utility)

max {az+ Zijj - Zsj lnG](s)}

JjeT JeT

s.t. ij5j+z§y and Zsj =1
J€T J€ET

K-3 ARUM & PUM-Generalized Entropy DK

@) BEERONSA—2HTE

GIL 1T X 2 BREBEK O E T, FERERIEEEMR
B 2 ENL I N D> = 7H#HEE DREH
F£TH % BLP (Berry-Levinsohn-Pakes) 7 7' —F 109
bbb, IDFRMIARTIX—2EHETE S X
IRETEBFETNVEIRMEL S 5.

G, BF 1k EGTHRERTbOL TS ¢
1,...,T). -85 j13 D EEOMMRE (d
1,...,D) ICXoTETA M FIF TR TEDD
DeEZL. TUENLZRHR—RAL LTHET S &
5 IR OB/ MR — >V B ZEARE R 7L — ¢
VIMEETHB. ok E, K (31) D GIL DFfET — 2
¥ LT, Fosgerau et al.”® 1%, 2X® IPDL (Inverse Product
Differentiation Logit) €7 /L EERL TV 5.

D D
InG;(s;0) = (1 —Z Md) 1n(sjt}*z Haln [ Z
d=1 d=1

keGa(j)
ZZTC, 0=, up) &, X0 < 1Dy >0,d =
,...,DTHBEIRFRAIRTA=%, Gu(j) IHFF
HAITESCH-N jOREST 27 L—T%2RL TNV,
BL, LT, Zh—D2T—2D 7 L—7
PRI 2bDERETS. b,

InGy (s;;0) = In(sg,) . (38)
IPDL X Nested Logit %! BLP & 7V % Z DRR T —
2 LTHET S EFOINV—Y 2T G()) R
BIZEoTOARINIGEITHY) FEETLTDH
%. L2 L7255 IPDL X, WY 5 LOMEERRE
P2 FPICRT Z EDAIRERET MG L 725 TED,
ZODEMKRTNL KD HJAEDET NV EF R 5. Fosgerau
etal.® T, BEIIT s, LARIRT X=X 0 D]

OBLP 7 0 —F OEBEBIMEIE LT Nevo ' 23523, 7z,
MOy UTHIE® 5335 3.

Skz) (37

12

DRNBERIZE D, IPGLIC & h oM oRE: - Hised
SRR NRE — U DRBAETH 2 Z e BHERL TV 3.
EBRD S X — & H#fEEIE, BLP & FRRICHEZR p),
ROHIEe =2 b > =7 In (2 ) v B AT S
B, r OMONAEEERER L, RIEERIEIEA X
N3, HEDDOEIFREILTOLBHTH 5.

D
Y
ln(s—ﬁ) = Xj,ﬁ—apj,+2udln(
d=1

0t

S jt

o )+§< (39)
Skegup )

DRI LN DT ORI j=1,...,J RUGHXT
Rehd~—Fvbr=1,..., TICHLTHEDIID. R
B SIS I DI, ZHE, BTORMARS
A =R L THRBEOREIGE RoTWna. T72bb
MXL ZXi5 ¥ L7z BLP'® ¥ 38 iz h | <5 X — &
TETCTIIHME R EHEE ORI R Z BB Y LTV,

X 512 Nielsen et al.3” Tl&, FddoF|D X 5 I1CHigE
ZRARDIGITR F 5 X 5 72 HED PUM % 0512, BLP
D K S BRI REEHEE OBUERTE 2 N e LI,
DR UEAFERRR/N RIEIC X 2ETEREOE O
PRI RXR—=RHEFEEHFEL TV 5.

() BETBDHANDER

DLEMEER U 7= & 902, BE I E S S BERGEIRE
T, FUYRLHAETAZAUET S EDIENS F
ADETNTH D, MOBOREESHEEOMEZ
FHCERT 5 i, NFTT 4 BFREERRED
Bk % 72 BR7E & B O Il 2 1t — AV 72 #H C Rl b AT AE 72
HERARTH 5. 1BV RO KEITENI DTN D
BEHEAIS RohTEh, ZhoLZHNTS.
a) BEBERETILDNT A —ZHETE

Fosgerau et al.'" Tl&, v b7 —27 LOIRKITE DK
A2 21 OEFRH DT TE T ML U 7 kEE



REFALEMEL TWD. PUM O —JHIZBEEZD D
DITERT 2 R ESWTHRELLTE Y, ET
FEEE I HLBI U TR DR LT R % SR E B AL
TRLTWS. g, F_HOEEBIBIIRD & 5 7%
BRI K D REEL L TV 3.

Fx)=L'{1+x)oln(1+x)-x} (40)

ZIZTxBUryr7a—RZ ML, LKV YIED
N7 ML, 1IZREED 1 OXZ L, #HE aob EN
ZMvatbDEZEBOEIOMLNT bLERT
ZOETMZ, (1) 7 —7EDREEIRBIH 7 — &
ZRWTR/DN RIS X 28RN HEEDTIRE, (2)
R R OBRAL D RETH 2 1L LT, —
ERORIRIC BT A m - 7u—yEEARE, B) VY
7 —RE 270 —REOEMM:, (4) BEIREZE
PABEL Wo 72ifF LWHEEZIEREZ TV 5.
b) First-Best ;2484

Kaneko et al. "' T, U > 7 R— 2 DFRBGEIRIEIT
HE7 e UCHEHSERDEZ D05 % Recursive Logit
(RL) E7 V1D RFREOMBICHS 7 v X LHDOR
EE % B R ATRE R ICHRER U7z BT, 1RMEL 72558
2w P —27 FI2BIT 3~ a 7 @M (Markovian
Traffic Equilibrium) 2 ORI B 2 FoliRHMER S %
BHLTWS. 3y b7 —272K2BT 3 RITEEE
DEMAZY > 7 R—Z2D PUM &4 7OBETRL,
Z DI HAACHEIEDIED, V> 7 R— 2D KEIRET
M BT B IRATRE DIEIC K Y ¥ 7 BB DO EIR
RERZMELTHIZICHE L3 X NEBOD 2T
DL a 7 ZEGEIREICEMTHE e 2R L
b2, BWVEENEDMEBIEEZ N—R & Lok
BRI E BRI RL TV 5.
¢ IRITEFREFEM T

Fosgerau and Jiang''¥ 1%, el O AHAER (RD)
ETIUVCHDE, RITRER D HERIICEE T 2 KT
B B IRATE OIEHRIES NS 2 FRINCE B L
FERALEIRE T VR MR L, (B o AR Rt
A 7 DITEE 7LD v e T IS FE A
HBEDESICELL S 2D00OMEH I 2IT> T\ 5.
(2) f) T/R L7z MNL £ RI £ 719 12K\ 7= i
XD, MITRERZBIORABIIHEICEL 25 Z %,
IEHIERR O BN E F AT 2 12 fE - THRITHE O FfS
MMETT2ZeREEHALMILTNS.

¥ 72 Jiang et al. 119 T, HEEA RIS HERNICEH T
2RI T I BV THATHE OFEEGEIRITENID RTE 7 LIS
S Z & ZARGE U 2R IAIFE MR ) € 7V % i
FLTWDE. ZOHE, BOPDORIEDRHI FIZBW
TiE, KW ZBLOERZERT 2 2 & THRNEED
KFT255bHBIERBLTVWS.
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4. HBHDIC

DUEMEE LT E X510, AT, FrcB g
CHEEMEOB N S, TEOBERGEIRT 7L DR R
M2 AERINIEFE L, FHED State-of-Art IS 125
5 Z AT, Ham, BEHCEIRET L0 VWTIEZER
2R U728 T8N oA, ARy b7 — 2 0k, 2
RLEIR D EDICH DI IC BV TIE, BEEEIN
DA DX F X RIFGERENRIN TV, REITIE,
L 2—DRIEERITO L DI, EEOHPEELEZ
5% OBHEFRDBLEICOVTHL 5.

1) LEa1—D#E
a) EEMICEALT

EARE - EANOREMICBE LT, MXL %5
T 2KEA T2 Mixture BIEF L, HBWE, khF—&F
VIv7vy Rt/ oI X M)y ZEMEREET
NOTERICE D, ZEREETHIEEZ X T &3 5558
RIRIF 0T 2 BRSHl E 0 BFEE 5310 % IE RIS = Dl
D HERNS B2 T AT E S Z e HMERE I . FRT, SP
FEZBEUNCERGTT 2 2 ik b, EHERY72 Preference
Space TOH#EFH TR <, X D EHENI WTP Space T
DATEHEET D FIREE 72 > TH D, K@ET vy =7 Mt
fifi> BRI OEBETDH, JLKFEEZHOICE S
LU 7= OHEGHFIRICHE W TE & L= [REAALD
TR TWVWB 20D,

WES® THIEMLEZX DI, EESIE, 25107
TENEA TORMEBE RN EINE Z e DERERIZ
TOHBLEZTVS, FHE, TuY =y MHio
FTREIICEEE WO BTk s LT
b, “MEANEORENEZ TDRE L THEGT L 7z B— DI
e & AR O BE M2 AR & LU THERT L 72 IR
flifEn 2 617607 CEIEED) REE" & i
X, MHTERVARLRRHISFELSES 2V, #
FHEE LoBBTH . B, BEEmEREAE D
AR EEEZHRIICE RS 2 22T, &bEHIk
SNTZGEBER (RHEFFREE) 1B 2 FERBONF
PE TS EME O MR, FRMED ZR2Z R L7 X
D RO ENMER~ — 7 T 4 ¥ R AGEBR D
ARy, X DFRENZAGAFRE T X Y PBORDF
flin BT 2 Z eI NE206TH 5.

ZO—5T, MANEEMECELTRZ 2, Z0iH
MERBERDR L, PRIEREICBVWTS GHEaxX
M DENZ) ZDEBEN/NZVE WV SRR D —HICE
Hohs., #HlziX, Kruegeretal.''” T, [AANEE
HEERBTIHE L LEWEETTHIRREESIZEE
HLoF, FHEARMSKIBICHEMT 22X MO KE
WZ 2 ERELTWA. %72, Hessand Train''® TlZ,



AR - EANOREN 2 EZER LI-ET LT, B
HOEWHEEMEES 2 7201130 D% > T
WMETHDIEPRBINTVWS., LrLENES, O
FTHhORE AT — R IcHSIERHTH 2. — A+
e b EINZBHOZREDNIEDG 25 H, F—HEA
o EMTER XN 2 ETEH T — X OiEH % RHICE
WA S A VDL aX R — AT 510120 2
B 2TEE s V@AM ERIZEV e I, HE
AR EREAERSD Z e NEENRS.

b) EHMICEELT

LEa—ThiRLze B0, BERIHE 7L (PUM)
XZORHRT — A LTINER S Y XA AET v
(ARUM) Z@&LTW5. PUM OIGHSHE & LTI,
(1) ISHAHESTHRET (CUE) £ 7LV ICBT 2 RENEE
FHOBIRFHED X b TR0, 2) FiEFEMTTOAN
M O B ERETEI O ERRLR, (3) KB 2ETE)
EFY VR BIT B87 X — ZHEEREEETE O
fthrerhEZ LN 3.

F3 ()L T, BHERZ CUE £ 7L (Bl 21X Ueda
etal.!2V) TIX, THZERZEERGEIR E A2 L, v
J vy br =8O PUM IC & o> TREMHIF DAL
HRIR A %2 5 E (L L MNL B o) 37 3R il 2R % 38 1Y
T30S FEIFELNTWS. HLU MNL TH 3 Z
e, SHIZER Y S L OZEMMHESEIEE B X .
Jebi@E D, GIL OFHHIE MNL R NL @& L7 & D
IRFROBEHCEIRE T NV EEHTE 22 s, ZERE
R M O EAMRAF M % Z#ICE EATRER T T AAND R
Bz AR ENS.

T (2) WKL T, PUMIZRI 21U & § 5 AMAT
B0 X £ X% A RRE A BRI T 2 I ELIR S B
ZENTED. HENPITARUM b THERPY) REIRET
NTH DD, TOBERICH 2 KAHRE ey BIRIEE
DERTO) BEREEROGHETH 23, it
L, RI & ORESHNRITEIE T UL, NEEENS
TOBREMBETE 2D TRV )  EER
EH CHB BHERNLERITEZ “BoTW3” Z
FRIRE LT A THS. FRCEEHEKE LTLL
Aushzd BEx) => b —RoEKErHWS L,
HEEHRREE WS BA» S, HRESORELEEL
T RHEFME T T OBEOERIRE 7L O BRIV 2 5 %

31 ARUM B DOFEHGEIRE F L OIRKRIV R AIEBBRETH 5 BT
W2E8 2 2EAR%ESD TIF, ARUM 2B % BETHO BIRER
WKCOWTOFLWIHRE SR Ww. —7, BEGERE T VT X
3 ZEHEHE M D R EAEE T H 5 Ben-Akiva and Lerman !
T, ARUM B 2#MEHEN D125 F 7 VX A RADIFER
%, (1) Unobserved attributes, (2) Unobserved taste variations, (3)
Measurement errors and imperfect information, (4) Instrumental (or
proxy) variables DPUDOTH 3 & LTWb. ZL T, (BEREE
BARE o TTIERL) FMEICL o TINSDBERDKHT
Hoehn, BREPUEEOITEIH “aiE” Mo & 3R
BIATENC “RX 27 WS REIT> TW 5.

% 64 BLAFEAMAREKRS - BRE

ZIENTEZEZLNS. JHUX, MITRREHH
PR AE BRI AR ¥, RHEFNEZ A 5 sG@BITEN 9 HT
NOHFHD RIS,

BEIZ ) I LT, IPDL E7LD & 5 IZHEER
BHBHIRD S, HEEZ R RIS X & %
T EMTED WO RHIE, —EOEERIAE T
OBENLHHETHZEZONS. ZDHE, AAD
JEEFHEIRITEI Tl R ~—F v P2k y =7
FHEEHET T2 221Xk, SHTIEHA RZEE v
T =ML hDEF I N TIREEINE Z 2N
%<, 25 LI KRESEH 7T — XIcE O KmFREERD
HEFICBWTEIMHESAMD 7 7 a —F 236 50E
HTx20[REMNE 2 5 5. 7z, Fosgerauetal.!®
DHITHEN Lz LD, BIREYIZELZLE ST, »
D, RLETNVUD @ X5 i st B e 2
Y LR WEIIEEEGEIRE F L D85 X — X HEEFED
R, EFBCBT2EAAEEDSVWEEZLNS.

2) SBROREZE

Bgic, BREESLEESTOBSICRERET, chn
5DTEIET N OREERLIEHAREEICOWTOEE S
D RIRZ IR LT, A2z 0.

a) RRHERANDER

A V7 T B O BRI BT B AT R R HE
W22 OMAERSPRELICHEZOOH L. L LD
5, ZDOEZLIZ, EHEBEOT YV M LR ERNERYE L
TARE AR — 2 ORSRHEGm DO D & 5 1cbh .
T L, DHREREPHEE R ERED X — DL
CD &Sk« =7 ZHICER L-E%iHMAOHERI
Dizn. MXL E FIUE S FR LT — R0 LT b EA[E
BOMBE T VX LR L TERETE S0, &b
I T VALV DEWKRRHEGR 21T S 2 L 23A[RET
B2 FIZIEHRE - BH2D). 20 X5 RFFKEG O
EORIEEPEENS.

b) HWWFEREFLOEE - @S

ZHETOMARM - FEARREMNZE R L - HEHcE
REF NV, FISEIFEEORER DR HET S 57
DICHWHLNTE. 25 LEEAL L DBEBGER
EFANRLARX YR =T AT LI L TWBA[HEMIC
OWTIRBICER LD, RBFEE AT X bR
Ry LTRENDBIFHBHNCE DD 5 2R %EE
BLA 7 4 VR ¥ 7R A TOfTEIET L2
HENo0H 5. HWHEETHTHELBEARMTOR
EITE TR EA & 2 DA E LT IRIURTFE L
TATENMERE S 27 202 Ol - IS OB EE 2 Z
E RIS,



¢) ELABAIT O R

TEIE T VDT X — RHEERER D & BN 9D
3 Z e XEENORBERS N (REMiES R E) T
HYH, THITE I HMENEATDOBERN A DR E
WEEREET 370D, YOk TFT—&FEy b
HEE DSMBRBETH 2 D2 BERNICHS 2T %
EH D 5. I, ENREACOMERHEET & Ei DR
LM ORI RESAC B 5 2 1158 129120 £ 41T h
hoohbh, XL IEMPEFEINS.
d) BMBRITEIETILADER

Recursive Logit Z5fik 7 — 2 & L CTEET 2 BV
BOEIRE 7L 12D03, SEERDET b B TE 9 0
FHEE] 1281300 st 2 T 353, Jebod & B b fiEHEE
DR THHME R MER B OBIE EE2 S DHEN 2.
C OB R AR B 7012, SME 2 RINMER D o A
RIS KD % 72D DMHEZ AT 2 7 T a—F 13D 23
1990 D HIRIEX T W32, BEIHETS VD%
RO M SO R 2 EAT 2 2 TZ DGR
ZRIBRT 2 HEPY bHFEINTED, ICHAMOFE
DR 5.
e) THERMT TOERITIHDRIADH

PUM (R EDREH OIS ARTRIVIC IR E SR - e
RIYTHD I RZALBTEZETINTH 370, Eilk
FITEZ D, HFRZLER R EGEIRICB T 5 ik
TR REHEME AT 13 LIFHAR L DR 139 ke h
NS, HEFEME T TOZEFUTENCE T 2 FHEFWHI A
HICEHEEIND Z e 2LV,

HEE: BEEEHE VWO FICRIKEE S5 2 CHW-T
AREFHHEFAZE RIS, DEXOBILHL LT ET.
KX DONBEEID FDH512H7=D, FFIZ Mogens
Fosgerau [X (TR N—5 ¥ REEREF B i,
PB—EE D 2007~2008 FFI2 T >~ — 7 TRIRZICESN
HRB L LTHIEL TLURSHICE S ¥ T, H[FEMZE
L2l UCROBRRTEY, ArEEEY, BoEmEIcHE
T B LDk & R AR R ki S B TIEL b,
R DFRAN 22D [LHIZ R SIFFED 5 % < OHIHIEL %
ZITOVET. ABITHOPE S TXNET.
KRFXD 2. (4) ¢) TN LN, KUK (Z
W TERPBMEIR) & OEITH OO —H R
TY. BHE CHRHEENV L IEHOEERLET.
¥/, KD 3. OWNEIE, 2018 4, 2019 FFo «
ITEIE T VE O (HEARYE) BV THE—&EED
FR Uz ITEIET L & FONBER 233 e o TV
T ATEET VIS T 2R Lok A RERRH Y R
AT o TE PR IR R RZEHBIRD), 4 ARHA
K (RREHEREER), IWWABITR (BhBERFERR),
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BNENK EEREEINR), TEEK (RERFEH
B, WIEHEIK CREERKEMIER) 213 HE
FTERERIC, ZOLEBEY L TEHOEERLET.

i

a) MEXRFERBMHEDHD Legendre ZIBT DGR
Fosgerau and Bierlaire 3 (230 % Legendre ZJHF
DWEZE & MERB R (F 72130 BE) oaflo
7= DYLRFIEZFENT 5.
k XD Legendre ZIHRIIRD K S ITEFR I N 5.
Ly =1, Li(n=x
(ifk >2)
Li(x) ={(@k=DxLi1 ()~ (k=D L2} K.
Z D Legendre ZIHAUL, KD X5 REXMEHT 5.
o 0 ifm#k
f Ly (x)Li(x)dx = { )
-1 1 ifm=k
B, ZEHAALUIBWTREZ D 5 2 ZEMARNE
DfEZ RELIBHIEL L WVI XY v F2HD.
IR B DIEBIZAT S 72 DI X [0, 1] TEAST
BREH D BT, ZHREZLT D X 51215 25 19,
Li(x) = Y2k + 1 Li(2x - 1)
ZHHE DIEIE Legendre ZIHAIIRD X S 1cRENB.
Lix) =1, L= V32x-1),

(fk > 2)
Vak2 -1 k—1)V2k+1
Li(x) = r 2x - 1)Lk—1(x)—ﬁ14k—z(x)-
ZOrE, DUTOXIICERELRIED DD,
1 0 ifm#k
f L()Li(x)dx =
0 {1 ifm=k

b) Nadaraya-Watson #E£(C & % Kernel [E])F
y=Px)+n DB PC) % VT XY v 7 ITHEE
THHEEME TS (13KE). HIREDT —&K
42 F xo ROZDRFEATy DBRENZBIFET 3 &
Lz, BlllF—&%Ey b (xy)n=1,...,
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RECENT METHODOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENTS IN DISCRETE CHOICE
ANALYSIS: A SURVEY ON HETEROGENEITY AND PERTURBED UTILITIES

Daisuke FUKUDA and Hiroya SHIROMA

This paper reviews recent methodological developments in discrete choice analysis and discusses related
issues for their application to transport modeling and infrastructure planning. We especially focus on two
development directions: (1) user heterogeneity, and (2) concepts of perturbed utility. For heterogeneity, we
summarize some mixture models derived from mixed multinomial logit models and semi-nonparametric
structures especially for empirical applications of estimating the distributions of users’ marginal valuation
of attributes. Regarding perturbed utility, the generalized entropy, convex conjugate and demand inver-
sion would be the key concepts for comprehensively understanding the various aspects of discrete choices
including bounded rationallity. Finally we argue possible future research directions of choice modeling.
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