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Abstract

The development of air-rail is the key to improve the efficiency of comprehensive transportation,
while passenger choice behaviour is deeply influenced by network technology. This paper combines
the features of digital services such as online ticketing system and e-payment, constructs a passen-
ger satisfaction index system that includes safety, comfort, convenience, flexibility and economy, and
analyses the choice preferences of air, high-speed rail and air-rail through SEM-Logit model. It is
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found that: convenience (e.g. intelligent ticketing, transfer navigation) is the core factor affecting
passengers’ choice of transport mode, when convenience rises by one statistical level, the proba-
bility of passengers choosing high-speed rail and aviation is 4.38 times and 2.25 times higher than
that of air-rail, respectively; and economy (e.g. dynamic fare strategy) is the outstanding ad-
vantage of air-rail. Based on the e-commerce perspective, strategies such as optimising the online
payment process, integrating customer data to enhance personalised recommendations, and using
social media for precision marketing are proposed to provide a digital upgrade path for air-rail op-
erators.

Keywords
Air-Rail, Network Technology, Travel Mode Choice, SEM-Logit Model

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|

W25t AT 7 T 1) SR 1 S R SR A AL A, MERRIE AR H4T 7 R BAT N E BT BUR I &
FAERAOEBUR, A EOERIR, TR AR SE e RIS A1) TE S B AR IR S I T
BRI R BRI N 3 2 A X S T R P A AU [2] . Yalong [3] KR & I8 B ARG 22 45 R4S
AJEEVE. AAMERETE M R AR AL, WOAE NGRS o (5 ERSS « I IE T S 5 T AL W 1 S
ZE[3]. WIS HRLE A RS P RIS IR, SRR A T e SR [ K Mo A IR
(i R, R BRI T B AR e Ty T AT BE BRURAT I IRD X A [R A A e e AT S HLA
BEM[A]. WAT RIS, AT SCAS EEA HAT I B AT AR B 0 S B AT R R [5]

TEA R AT 77 SRR AL b, B A G SCIR R 2 25 18 T RAZTE A 2 R e Bk R P g i A = i i 47
WRAT N, 12 BRIBCE A A POl R B AR & 8 BUR R AT B R AL . DRIk, AR SCHE 500 KM~1500
KM [FIRAEERT D . s s g pe R K FES p, IRHUHE S S BRRFIE . AT B MERRAE AN 38 E 77 5K
IR A5 R AIE = 7 THI A DR 30 e 2 AT SR BRAT N IEATAIF 9 . AR SCHE 22 RIS I 25 R s s gk R H 47 07
I T A B3I S ERIBE A 7T, DU S RN m B Se e R g o AT R, B IR HATE
FRPE R R A AR, SR SEML 45 & i, @b KisiiiR & AT i A, 3 — Dk
FHATIEBAT RN, NSRS IR RS BOR L.

2. [EEEITFEEWSE
2.1. 1&gt

N T RIS B iR R AT T AR FAT NI AG B, ANE N R S iR AT A . LA
Fe LAl R[6], ASCY I T A ARG KT R AR P W A, Wkt 2 A PE RN BRI A,
SKH 5 ANEAR BT B A HATIEBRAT N, Bl rh . BPiEth. (BHErE. RIGHEMENT . FE,
o =Pz 3 75 M AT A B (NI A AT T E A E . WK Likert7 ZiE R, LT 26 /0.
EIER RIS Z AT, el 58 ik, MR4E 74745 FM 25 715 8 A E bR AR -1 f o B AR )
NI 9 A, B 17 AN IER M, WS R WE 1B, HORER MEAR 590 1, fREE A
87.9%. SEM JIrifi i/ MEA 100 [7], ASCAEH SEM 73 #r A& (B8 R 2GR m&ELas
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Figure 1. Factors influencing travel mode choice behaviour
E 1. BITARERIT AR mER

2.2. BEWUER
2.2.1. HRMEGTSAR

HRIZ B B AT I FRAT R A R I HR PSS T A e 1 foRe iR RO — AT T I
SRR EEENAS AT RIRE LLEEOR, BB T SRR 45.90%:;

9 44.80%; P ERIKIE AT AR & LDy 9.30%.

Table 1. Descriptive analysis of traveler characteristics

1 REFHERAR 1 S5

W R AT iR B EE IR

AR AR AEL Hort
L GHRHIE
B 319 54.10%
P ) A%
g8 271 45.90%
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26~30 177 30.00%
31~35 163 27.60%
36~40 130 22.10%
A
18~25 83 14.10%
41~50 31 5.20%
50 DAk 6 1.00%
2 179 30.30%
AR R 140 23.80%
A N 83 14.10%
AL INA! 59 10.00%
HROP AR

HUMBEHFF A 52 53 9.00%
MEGEH 39 6.60%
TABLRR 31 5.20%
FHRIRN 7 6 1.00%
WA A 216 36.60%
AF 209 35.50%

HHE KA E
REKRLT 138 23.40%
L FRAERT 27 4.50%
5000~10,000 248 42.10%
5000 Jz LA R 205 34.80%

R 2L O

10,000~20,000 106 17.90%
20,000 LA | 31 5.20%

AT JEVERFAE
4 12 K 226 38.30%
4 3~4 Ik 189 32.10%
HAT AR B A 1~2K 103 17.60%
34 5~6 K 53 9.00%
R 1~2 1% 18 3.10%
THEUIK 191 32.40%
NG 163 27.60%

HAT H AR & .
IR 22 ER T 138 23.40%
P 45 AT 98 16.60%
1000~1500 KM 181 30.70%
500~1000 KM 163 27.60%
B — IR HATER 1500~2000 KM 118 20.00%
500 KM LR 87 14.80%
2000 KM LI 41 6.90%
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A AT 271 45.90%
BRE— R AT T 5 R IAT 264 44.80%
TS AT 55 9.30%

222 BHEST
A5 Cronbach FREUE FERG I 7 k5 WA A TR 56, Wk 2 Fios, BB &M a il
KF 07, Bafi¥) KT 0.8, RUHEEIEE.

Table 2. Reliability analysis
=2 EESH

. L e I FHpE 5 o {8
AR MERA & WA S pross - o
Yi: NEM=a2 4

w: 2tk Ya: W4 3 0.815 0.776 0.778
Ya: $EfR 4
Ya: WEEEFIE

wo: FREME Ys: JFEALEFIE 3 0.821 0.78 0.772
Yo: HEARETIE

Yor TR (E5E
Yo: TS B fEHE

. fEEEME 4 0.834 0.812 0.841
1 Yor S 4 I SAGHE
Yio: FRIA(HTR)EHE
Yoi: TEEIEIE R
Yi2: WHZERPERIG

ua: RGN N 4 0.771 0.723 0.817
Yia: FEARRIG
Yis: ZENE
us: GG Yie: FERTS G 3 0.748 0.704 0.729
Yir: ARG H
SRR 17 0.878 0.887 0.862

RO B2 AR T B AT PR, iR 3 poR, ASCHR AR 36 45 2R KMO K07, Sig./h1-0.05,
EEBATH T

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett’s sphericity test results
7= 3. KMO #0 Bartlett’s Bk 4018 25 R

KMO Ji & 0.844 0.861 0.862

IR TT 2790.809 2469.331 2916.136
Bartlett’s BRI S A 56 H A df 351 378 406
35 Sig. 0.000 0.000 0.000
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3. ERME
3.1. SEM $&RIzE

PREA R T RN fros, AR RFS0E OILE 4, SR £56 . n'5 e MBIAMX,

Table 4. Definition of symbols in models

F 4 BEEPHFSEX

s 7 X
& ANVEEAR R RITA AT EA I ER
n AR R WAEREGR o 4 E AR B H
B AT AR i 5 PN AR T ) 1 [ U3 R A R
r AN AR B 5 P AR AR 2 1A 1) [ U R B R
& X np TR MR R 22 W)
X & MWLMAR 2
Ay X & [ 5 2 o R
S X #% & RN 22 R i
Y 7 BRI AR &
A, AR EVEES Vesatits
£ Y ¥ SRR ZE N
SEN TR :
n=Bn+T&+¢ @)
AN A B T B R
X =AE+6 )
ARV B A
Y=An+e 3)
i & XN n ASWIIAR S, 250108 X, Xy, X, MIER@2)#e i v & Uk s
Xy Ax1
X2l Mg (@)
Xa Nxn
Ay Aygr o Ay BATIH— AL AL IR, #3308 & I RHIE RIS N
A
A — X1
M A+ Ay oot Ay
Ax2: xz
Ax1 T Axa Tt Ay %)
AXn: Zxa
Ax1tAx2 T T Ay
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E= A X +HALX, -+ AL X, (6)
32. BEBTERNSIN Logit #RE

AR AL FH BRV8 F8H fe KAG BB AR A 2 T Logit B8 (R BRIR LAy, [ 5 TV, AIBE LI &, 34 B AT
REHNABHY,, » (7). X@)FrR.
Uin :Vin + gin (7)

Vio =0 X = Zail Sim + Zbiqhiqn (8)
[ q

2 FE B rh K2 P i 25 HE AT A0 AR % 3R A R A s s g IR 3 AT S R8O BB gk, an () A
Vie = Izailsiln + Zbiqhiqn + ;Cikﬂikn )
q

JE IR R R PRV AR R AR o AR AME AR R AR N AR AR &, ana(10) PR .
Yin = Z G Tin T Sitn (10)
P

RIS B RAC TR, 42U, 20, Hiz i, PRESERSEHESE | M@ k% n ki
5 i Ml P,
P =P{U, 2U, i j|=P{V, +5, 2V, +&,,i# j|
(11)
= P{Zl“a"si,n ﬁL;biqhiqn +zk:ciknikn +E, > IZaj,sjIn Jr%:quhjqn +;Cjk77jkn +Ep,i# j}
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Figure 2. SEM-Logit model structure
B 2. SEM-Logit ##&145#
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fBBE % A A2 it 7 A O B B IBEALR Z DU A Gumbel 23Aii,  HAHEL AL, W] DA )6 5 18R
HZ I Logit B . 413X (12) o

eXp(zan Sim + zbiqhiqn + 2 CTln ]

P — | q k
ZeXp(zan Siin T Zbiqhiqn + zcikniknj
i i q P

AT 7 R — DR MR AL RE, AR BMARHE . AT R PERRIE . S8 AR S5 R AT 251
ZNFRI . FHLE, ARSI, BT R FAT AT B2 53 L £ 47 (8]
ML BHRHAEAN AT R YRR IL R T AR, W LAE RN, A S R KT R AR, AR AR
SOMLIN AR B B o 33X 2R AR B A IO I A58 IR 55 AN B A T M R R R Rk ok, R UTIR % ) B AT
IEAZAT Ny B EEAR R FE iR B R AL AR A B 734 ASCH SEML AR SERG U P 2 B o

4, RBIGER
4.1. SEM tERIZER

FIH AMOS #ffit 5 SEM HyZar R EE, il 3 s, MM AFIBAS R 5 Pros. H& 5
op EFIFRL EANFREEKTT, SRTH5 0 FREER.

(12)

Table 5. SEM model path coefficients of air-rail
5. ZTHKEKIS SEM BRI R RH

Path Estimate S.E. C.R.

ARS1 <een ek 0.718 0.04 7.282
ARS2 <--- & 0.730 0.039 7.361
ARS3 <--- A 0.683 0.037 6.544
ARC1 <--- P& 0.713 0.042 8.945
ARC2 <--- HIEE 0.650 0.038 8.228
ARC3 <en HIE M 0.654 0.041 7.269
ARN1 <--- fEHEME 0.699 0.043 8.845
ARN2 <--- fEHEME 0.633 0.04 8.222
ARN3 < fEHEME 0.680 0.041 8.667
ARN4 <--- fEHEME 0.635 0.039 8.236
ARF1 <--- RiEHE 0.728 0.041 9.167
ARF2 <--- Rig 0.664 0.04 8.57
ARF3 <--- Rig 0.608 0.039 7.939
ARF4 < RIG 0.685 0.04 8.765
ARE1 < 2k 0.617 0.034 5.818
ARE2 < Z 2 0.622 0.035 5.524
ARE3 < 2k 0.710 0.036 6.632
AR < 7ok 0.211 0.057 3.702
AR <--- FPIE M 0.135 0.077 1.753
AR e M 0.029 0.046 0.630
AR <--- RiG M 0.184 0.068 2.706
AR < U 0.215 0.046 4.674
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Figure 3. Path coefficient diagram of SEM model
& 3. SEM & B R Z R K E

\\

AR 471 A DR 7 R, T AR BT 2 R BRI AR 25 /K SP3BT s e e v B AR DO 2 55 M I
TP RAEVERERIEE . GBI R BN S BRSSP B R R K mf%3¢ﬁﬁ&ﬁ,
VO BTE I B AR R P R A R . S S L AR EARRR A, BAT R RN AR AT S 2
B R SKTE RERW, PR fE K20 500 0.617. 0.622 A1 0.710, i B % 51 G AT 4
PRI . (EFRAEAE =R AT 7 R b, Qorit e 2 BkiBkia MR s R 34, S BkIIZ B ikt
BROZEAT R A, IR AR, R RE AT R

P 1 2 BRIDRIE A P T ] DS I e 75 1 38 B i 1 R AR R, X 3 AR ILLE M R I Bk v Bkl B
MUSH I FERTRE SR HE . 20 H PR f5 BE S (5 . 5255 ) S S R R FR DUAN 7 THT, AL R R
#5379 0.699. 0.633. 0.680 Al 0.695. £REH], FERTHIATAE eI [A) KN4 afe AN 08 (T 4 & S M ik 258
PR AR W DOk S BB B AT B AT A B A I S g B LA I S, B iR B AR
AR, (A IE I A B ) A SRR A A g TR B AN 3 R B 7 ) R A

B 6 AIAl, SFEtE A EREVER R BB K, R KIS EE 1 s o i 2 thAT iR & A AR
SEMEAERENE . A7IEME S ACL IR REUE 0.729, 5 AC3 Z IR HIH12 RHE 0.652, fEHENES AN3
Z IR R R K, N 0.602. FRE/EFANIA AT,  “HUAE P IRBEETIE” Al “BARETIE " 2{2E
RFEBEM S AT R ER R,  “HUERISLAEEE” ]2 52 ik A B s i 2N 3=
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Table 6. Path coefficients of air SEM model
2 6. 5 SEM HERIRIZ A

Path Estimate S.E. C.R.
AS1 <--- et 0.656 0.046 14.261
AS2 <-e- ey 0.513 0.042 12.214
AS3 <-e A 0.567 0.039 14.538
AC1 <-e AP 0.729 0.046 15.848
AC2 <--- FPIENE 0.601 0.048 12.521
AC3 <--- FPIENE 0.652 0.047 13.872
AN1 <--- P 0.526 0.048 10.958
AN2 <--- I 0.569 0.051 11.157
AN3 <--- N 0.602 0.032 18.813
AN4 <--- T 0.537 0.033 16.273
AF1 <--- RIEME 0.649 0.037 17.541
AF2 <-e- R 0.523 0.042 12.452
AF3 <--- RGN 0.595 0.04 14.875
AF4 < RiEPE 0.545 0.036 15.139
AE1 < 2 0.529 0.047 11.255
AE2 <-e- Sp 0.647 0.04 16.175
AE3 <-e- St 0.52 0.036 14.444
Air <--- ey 0.774 0.165 4.691
Air <--- FFEM 2.505 0.213 11.761
Air <-en M 1.402 0.383 3.661
Air <--- R 1.201 0.329 3.650
Air <--- LT 0.913 0.564 1.619

M 7 AIRL, ERRBRISHR 5 AR R P, R R IR S O E AR A A, TP
R AR R . AR, (E5EMES RN2 AHSCIRRSR, 122 eV N SN AR & RS2 fRIkE
W XKW, RS RRAT R, SRRSO R e MR IR BN E R HER, H,
“H B 5k 2 A B R R R BRI SR R T T, R BR O A 2 A R
ZAVER S RA M I ER . AL, MR TR EE GO RN, DU SRR A %
R AT IR

Table 7. Path coefficients of railway SEM model
7. BRER SEM fRBUBRZ R

Path Estimate S.E. C.R.
RS1 <-en et 0.63 0.043 14.651
RS2 <--- et 0.759 0.04 18.975
RS3 <em- ek 0.733 0.038 19.289
RC1 < AP 0.644 0.04 16.1
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i3k
RC2 <--- FIETE 0.586 0.04 14.65
RC3 <--- FPIETE 0.761 0.04 19.025
RN1 <--- I 0.782 0.039 20.051
RN2 <-e fHHENE 0.838 0.041 20.439
RN3 <-e fHEHENE 0.704 0.039 18.051
RN4 <-e- fEHENE 0.635 0.038 16.711
RF1 <--- RIETE 0.706 0.036 19.611
RF2 <--- RGN 0.671 0.039 17.205
RF3 <--- RGN 0.631 0.041 15.39
RF4 <--- Rig M 0.609 0.035 17.4
RE1 <--- 20l 0.545 0.044 12.386
RE2 <--- U 0.637 0.043 14.814
RE3 <-e- Zu 0.661 0.038 17.395
Rail <--- et 1.315 0.042 31.31
Rail <ee- figriid 1.068 0.037 28.865
Rail < M 2.072 0.035 59.2
Rail <--- RGN 1.035 0.048 21.563
Rail <--- U 1.016 0.054 18.815

GER TR S A R bn B S5 b e, — ek, RIGEAE RMSEA A1 RMR {53 /MF 0.05,
i CFl. AGIF. CFI. NFI. IFI F1 TLI {EN KT 0.90 [9]. A SEM R 3 B [# 58 fa bR 400k B FE 55
#HE, AR, S ETEARISEbrE L 8 Fs.

Table 8. Fitting statistics for structural equation modelling

8. G ERANBE S

AR SH R S 4k R
CMIN/DF 1~3 AthF5, 3~5 NRLF 1.27
RMSEA <0.05 M7, <0.08 M Ruf 0.031
RMR <0.05 N7, <0.08 MR 0.023
NFI >0.9 NiEFF, >0.8 R4 0.882
IFI >0.9 NiEF5, >0.8 NRLF 0.972
GFI >0.9 AT, >0.8 NRLF 0.942
AGFI >0.9 NiEF5, >0.8 NRGF 0.921
TLI >0.9 AT, >0.8 RAF 0.966
CFI >0.9 NitF, >0.8 HNRUF 0.972

4.2. SEM-Logit B&ERER
F AR A A ) S AU 45 RS B P KB IR AT RSB AR PR A, B AT, AT
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+

[as]
Es

?)

i

[T

ERIE AT = A IR ) RN B A an =0(13) . (14) .

Logit (%J = 24.905+ 2.0650cc + 3.131inc +1.76 fre +1.603aim —1.485dis

3

(13)
—3.282SF +1.273CF +2.249CV +5.4821F —3.710EC

Logit (%] =20.670+1.6110cc +1.736edu +1.334inc + 4.247 fre — 2.478aim

3

(14)
—4.562dis — 2.521SF +2.372CF +4.382CV +2.7861F —1.426EC

Ref, B Py P A BIAIRATER KB R BRI R BB IO, HP P+ P, =1.

H0(13). (14) AT, 3 M ik 20 6 2 10 I 4L e 0 B IR ML LB R . ORI B KT, th 7
PEALFE AT . AT E BRI AT BRI . b, VRIS T M B2 AT R N 2 . Bl
REBAF RSN T B AT, BRI E, RSP I RM N 2065, BN REUE N
3131, 7EMLAMBEEARBMER T, RIR R LT —AGKoF, R 7 % v PR A7 R
SRR KBS MR 2,065 %, WSRO EIF—ANGEH KT, iR i P s AT HOM % L e e
BRI OGRS 3,031 . A HUATHERA0 LI, AT EE B ORI AT B ORI O R L, B
A S R (R R 2 AT . ZE BRSSP T, AFIE T (TR PEA T M R A
A, el PRI REUE N . AT, 722 VERIZPRPE T, B8 2 b A A 2 s
Pt e — %, 7ERN(L4) T, A AT HR 0 A BB (R o B AT, ORI R R B B
KR Tr, SR R AT . 22T IR b, B AT S0 O S A i e, T
A7 B0 D 008 1 56 4 38 0 A B B ORI, e 2 [ S, F i 2 R 1 A0 75 S 1
IR, WA R L SR A A AT T A L, ek o b b, LR ILAEAT S . (I
AN R = AT

5. &

ACHEET M HARMEET 5, BFF TS Bk & s Bhipcis = Fhag il 77 sUR i & ik B AT L . @
it SEM-Logit BB HT R I: fEALSETT RIS, HERES BT 7 EFE 20 R ZHE, Bk
PAL s DR S kB 32 B A (V5 ThIA 38.6%); R HIAT IR LR, A 34 i 75 M U v ik (R %
MEZRIET: 27%), AR I8 i 240 1) 75 R IEC I (I FRME 005 41.2%); FEMRSSHFAELESE, [EHEME(B=0.742)5
GRS = 0.693) M4 A% LR REE R, A{EREMER T — AN Guih b, BBk S S R 7 )
IKIZ 1) 4.38 5411 2.25 fi5 .

BETHTHASWA, AUFRE DTN RN . ok, BlMENRESESRGLI “—
a7 B IS, BT E L. BRI BB A SRS RE A, 4G BT e
(W NR M 6255 MDA S8R IETE 40% 0L 1. Fk, @B SR i sl %, JTRE %
TE A B PO A A S, B LA S ) BE SC IS P A R . TR, B
AR WEARE G IF ARG HEE B, X AR iR Pk W + mET WA ES, R AR AR
CREGZERGSLE” , P EREEE REER VR B FMIEE, IR, e, @UCE R
L=, 8T AP B OSSN ZEM A, Ui R E Sl R =BRSS5 IR, B X s
BRI R 2 Bz 7 A F RS E . 8 BT S AR B E RS, ATA RS O
AEAE BNy SRR 22 R 45 W7 2 255 TR RS . X AN RE 05 K5 40 afe it 7] R AS ARG, 56 Al e 3o 99 4 A
IR (INBkE 2 Ay BIR)PETH PR, LR G S B IR R IO EU A AR A aT & i Rl =R
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