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Abstract

As an important part of the comprehensive transportation service network, long-distance road
passenger lines have long provided important basic support for the people to travel safely and
conveniently across regions. In order to improve the safe operation of inter-provincial road pas-
senger transport routes over 800 km and strengthen the management of in-transit route opera-
tion, this paper takes the managers of long-distance passenger transport routes as the target of
the survey, designs 12 categories with 58 evaluation indicators and conducts a questionnaire sur-
vey. Through a combination of Delphi and Precedence Chart methods, qualitative and quantitative
analyses were conducted to determine “whether the technical level of the vehicle meets the re-

”» o«

quirements of the standards”, “whether the vehicle driver has made any operational errors”, and
“whether the vehicle safety inspection system is implemented”. The main impact indicators on the
operational safety of passenger transport routes are “whether the vehicle safety inspection system
is implemented and whether pre- and post-trip inspections are carried out properly” and “wheth-
er prohibited goods and dangerous chemicals are transported in passenger transport vehicles”.
The study shows that the above indicators should be actively improved on a continuous basis to
enhance the safety management capacity and level of inter-provincial road passenger transport
routes above 800 km.
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1. 518

RE SV CEERE, M2kt . & mPCE. miE I AE N, 24X
BB K. TN 22 AR R 5 KR 5 8, BERCREUE ST e 4. MR8 s N R TR & K P 1
BB, @A BRI 2 A O, a2 B AR o 5 A0 i 22 A (W B S [1] . B AT sl A
PRI 55 AT, (R A BE RIS AT SR PR, EHEAR AW & . B E RS R AR 2020 44 %
T ABEIBIE, 2020 FEAMEIZRIER] 689,425 FI N, AWIRESHT-iaH 67.32 km, Az
IRTERALEL 1840.89 FiAN[2]. H— 7T, KRIEMIABEIEMEM R T 2 KKZ@EHK, 12018 4 11
H 3 HRAR “HIN GT75 22 g Sk == Im B HOKTE PR Al 7 [3141 2019 42 9 H 28 HAKAEN) “ Kk d
9+ 28" FEHE KIEEEACMEMN” [4], BIREH M=k MR E5UE TEZ N BT ke, Fik,
PG T A RIS P AEE R I8 FRARER D MU A R 2 A 2%

FIEA B R AERERE, ABKERBIERNRGEMAREZMN. SA%IKE 67.32 KTz
FRAHEL, ABK@RFEYELAm T REK, BEER, 2e2WEEEe, HERAERNZeRE. K
NN A B RIS YRLE I IE S PE 281 800 km B, X —HELRW RN A KIBKIBIRLL, Gt HiERy,
IS YL AR P e i AR RO AT R 4, 800 km K DA B BELR IR T N By, A 1.58 A/E[5]. AL
AMKIBRIZYEL W G R B P i fa AR BE T (6] Rk, AT MBKIEUEL FERGHE R, THE
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Haz &R, AW LA 800 km is BE A KRR 2 HELE N, Bt 72X Tabrik R, DKL
HKBRIZYIL ST E AN G, PR TE X R Z A . il /K 3E (Delphi) S5 7
F]¥Z:(Precedence Chart) /7 %40 45 G € S4B As BT AL, 2B = 22 febr, DU A KBRS
LM 2 s AT 5 E AR LR TR R A AR S .

2. WK

FUAT, BFX T8 B8 A2l H B AT, AFEK G - ph M Z8 TAR AL 7] Tobit [R1J95%[8]. Ordered
Probit BAY[91LA K Logistic [AIIH5RIK[10]58, X i BE A8 F M) E &40 B d BB i B . 4R B [11]3F 58
TRERIEOLU N BT SFC (Pl /1) 5 MM & FHUR A 28 DU a2 B8R (WARR) Z IR X &R, HiE A
FRPUIE /1 5 MO A FAFAAEIEAH R K R, 2 SFC ik BRI B I 7] LA R0 SO AR . F g <%
[12]35 T 2> 2 B S AP 1) A2 88 S OB SR P AN [R] 43 A 7 V200 58 18 S 5 A8 3 It & 2 [ AR AE IR SR IR IR N 23
BT, TR SE FEAS S SOR AE B 8 T . (e VR0 AT b, 228 T B X AR DR S 1 KT 9T . k0
SE[IS]MEE T A TR, RN, . EER SIEL. EHNRE AR EYS R R 2 AN R R,
FEREAT ) A AT, R 2 0 TR A B SR B IR /N o BREI[14TIA 9 2 B8 it L 2 o> Bl 22
), AT T o B L 2 A RS s DL AR AR SRR, SRR A R B SR . FhAE'E S [15] 0 F AR OC B
W EE A BRSNS E R R B R SRR KR, DL B AR A G K R .
FHA[16] ATR K iRy 2 B Y 132 Ab i 3 E 9T SR R, B 58 IR E W 5 Kk SERe ik & B itk 4
b A RS B 52 bR AEATIR N GE P24

SE P73 Bt BE B8 4 M AR T 2 B8 M TR AR AE R ) e, 17 5 B0 B B TR B T SO T AT S e
PERSHIE o EVEWEF 9 B AU S h R Ak HE , EEF L DLE BB AR A5 R Ral . I I 45 & T DU E
B AFEANZ ZXREIP R, W e o 2 ERE. Bk, Bk, waidsk—eEtts e
GG H o TRAE A 7k DLSEBLA B 21818 B 2 4
3. i 800 km ZEE LB KIRF B ITAL IEfRIS it

NRKIERBHL L2 RGN EA ZZE . 22T G iR S — Bk, i 800 km i
PRI YE A T AR RIS, el A s, e MR R[17]. Bk, FAT& 78
800 km i A B K IR RIS HE L VPl fa by, B4E HARZ dEWZFHEARE (W 1), B 1 ar 50, #EN=5
N 12 KK, 1RbR=400r 9 58 FARZIR . ENE FEARIE A B4, A5, B2 2R NE TR
5y, Ws 1 AT eV I B AT AR, 1X i 800 km izt PR 4 250 BE 26 RS PR A B HE R 14 5 R} 2
PESEAE 7 HS B, W BRSO MR R
Table 1. Evaluation indicators about long-distance passenger transport line of the highway with distance of over 800 km
F= 1. i8 800 km mEE A BKIRE B L ITMhEHR

5z AL = fabr =
OFHEARERR B EIREMTEER
QFEMREBFRE CGEEZHIE) 56 8WIER.
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4, WL
4.1. fE/R3E(Delphi)ik

Delphi vt 0L KA EE, T 1946 4 HIEE =8\ ] HEH, HAR b2 —Fp 5t 44 R 14172 18] . Delphi
FFEHRETE I RAR, 8T RKE LR SO — PG RSB Goit, st
VAT S T0N[18]. 3@, Delphi v EASRIE N A LIFMRAEAH S 78 R I ARE SR 2 Bk AR
R, SEHOGHF AR AR BT N RAE R4, SRR G BRIV 45 0. 2k, HSUE R
N G 45 A BUEEAT JUES Sk, ST S — btk 238 HAT, Delphi v CLRCH B T AN PR 45
BWER iz —, TN T EE[19]. HE 2015 BB [21)% 7T . e 1 poR.

Figure 1. Operation diagram of Delphi method
[# 1. Delphi ;Z#BIERER
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4.2. ftFE(Precedence Chart)i%

It 5 i (Precedence Chart)/2& 35 [E 28 (P. E. Moody) T 1983 4E ¥ kIR ), F&ilid X £ H brpe 5 o)
REHEAT AR LU, B i 4 A 7 R AR PP 7 [22] o BEOT VAR 7B, RERBAL B E & o), LR
AbFEE I ). IR R BRI IR P IR 0 T TR AR ECR TR AT O T o B n N PPAN AR AR A E
H, 24 n AMaba Bt Lt R — A noxon (928 (B, SHRE. DIBMIERBXTLL, fie =&
WA, AR R E X . BHEITEZ, 1. 05, 0 =AMUEREKE, “17 RoRmHEMRK P
ERM—7, 8o “HARR” . CEBER7 07 WFRRHEDRBUN—T, BN CAERER o B
HHENIEN “0.5” , FRoRWFALLR “FSEZN” . BIEE EXAL% Eiks FRE TS5 M EINFEE,
BIAH A DR 3R A LA, o0 TR 3 () B LR S M E, P MR E 7 5 s F N ES R RS
[23]. DAt A s 2 fios, A oM FRIE bR AL “1” B €07, E ek TN 05,

Pl P2 P3 P4 P5

P1

P3

P4

P5

Figure 2. Blanket format for the Precedence Chart
E 2. MFEEN=aER

1% Precedence Chart yA [0 75 20, A AREIUR bR S AT RO AN, 285 700 5 M EHEBR iAS 2 1
HARPRHIRLE[24] . Precedence Chart 271 FARXS B ZEHEATST 70, BESKEL 7 XHEARAE R M, XARIE
ToME RS S AT EEE .

4.3. Delphi-Precedence Chart 3%

TE TIN5 P45 4745, Delphi £ Precedence Chart ¥EER W 77, B —EWRRM: . Delphi i E M
PRI, 25 5 N I o BOW S S BUR i B2 5 8 1M Precedence Chart 23 1 &40t 2> R D £ 11

G ===
| EERRH | , : \

= ! ETiEtR ETiEh
Sl _’[ T ]_’[Hiﬁﬁ}

Figure 3. Delphi-Precedence chart implementation process
[& 3. Delphi-Precedence chart SEifEiE 32
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B FEPA S LA EFEARRIBCEAR R, AME I A FEARIRT L PRI, ASC2230K Delphi 725 Precedence
Chart i &, HEE ML R E LRI EEE, fSFRABERNER, BRgE - HANHE RS, X
URAE T AT A0 73 JE A Precedence Chart {250 F8 R T SEARHE I EUE, TG 2 HEFR OB D iR)etR
PSR AR R L, AT AT BT X PR T KU o 4R e KF o BARERAE A 3 B

5. Rl
5.1. FMH1ER

AUE FEEA WL R T S &k hE 800 km mEE AR KEFIEHLITIHAE, KH
Delphi-Precedence chart y7:% & 12 HEZE I KUV EAERR I PEAL, AT SEI e e At . NORIERE(E B E
My AIERHER, BEEIIR S P L I SEbrig g 5 0L, AHIE T A 15 DA i 3fe s 1) B iy AT KB St
VAR o H L SR 18 UL i R KR 2 A A BB ) AU P 4R AR (2 1) £1XF B8 Tildahs )= #EAT VP
fii, PPAGIEDUY “HRREZY | CHEEY DU AEZE”, BTN AR UESR I ST
A B FIB B IEN R R A, RN R SR BRI S SR IR 0], St 48 A 2k 25
5.2. THhGER

WA RGNS RRAT G, e Rk & 0E —48bs, “AFWEZE” I 4 9p, “HE” It 2
gy, CAREE” iF 15y HIIRATR 48 1A R B H I 58 NMEARIIS 0 HEAT S RS R TR R
FIEME ALAL A, Ay FERARBIEUE N 2 P
Table 2. Table of average indicator scores
2. BREHSES

TE‘*/% Al A2 A3 A4 A5 AS A7 A8 A9 AlO All AlZ
35> 3.24 3.12 2.72 3.00 2.40 2.12 3.12 3.20 3.00 2.80 2.92 2.08
fetr Az A Ais Ass Arr Asg Asg Ax Az Az Az Az
=5 2.72 2.76 2.16 2.36 2.16 2.28 2.40 2.08 2.00 2.56 1.88 2.20
TE‘*/]? A25 A26 A27 A28 A29 A3O A31 A32 A33 A34 A35 A36
1343 2.24 2.24 2.20 2.16 2.16 2.76 2.60 2.16 3.04 2.72 2.72 2.20
EEL Az Agg Agg Ao Ay A A A Ass Agg Agr Asg
=5 2.48 2.32 3.00 2.56 2.56 2.36 2.04 2.04 212 3.08 2.20 2.88
TE‘*/]? A49 A50 A51 A52 A53 A54 A55 A56 A57 A58

#4272 264 236 256 212 212 208 236  2.28 2.6

Bl 2 PRBIEE AL AL AL A HARQ)FIFEET HI), e a(1)2 1 0. 0.5 A1 1 Mk
K, flan 91, axn W90, MRIKSEHE. BTHIERZ . BB IE R 2R IAEA ST .

A1 0.5 & &3 R
A ay 0.5 A R
As 8 a3 05 - o 8358 @
: : 05 :
: : : : 05
Ay gy g, By 0.5
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$438(1) RIS AR Q)P AT HE, 1351 C,,C,,C,y-r,Cop, C, TR B F AR 1 5 24
%, BARBUE I 3 B

A1 A2 A3 . ASB
A1 0.5 &, A ot Qg & Cl
, a

Az ay 0.5 Ay e By JZ:; : Cz
As a3 a3 05 - e A58 = : = Ca 2)

- A N :

P : tor 05 é%J :
Asa gy Aggp Bggz v 0.5 Css

13— AN Cy iR, TSR I R AR B WK . R R LUA B C 18 70 fix i HLKZ Cas
/M Cosr IR 25 B 53 X 25018 HR LG 2R A 45 F I KURS: DA FE DR B 800 km Iz 2 B K IR ) & 4xis
B PR BN LB, 2 iR AN B B AT AR SRR SR A A B LA ZB ) o

Table 3. Indicator scores based on precedence chart

= 3. ERFE TS SMER

Ei=1 7 Ci C, Cs Cs Cs Ce Cs Cs Co Cio Cu Cr
=5y 57.5 55.0 415 50.5 30.0 9.0 55.0 56.5 50.5 46.5 485 55
EEEAN Cis Cus Cis Cis Ci7 Cis Cuo Cao Ca Ca Cas Cas
2497 415 450 135 27.0 135 23.0 30.0 55 15 34.0 0.5 18.0
EEEA Cas Cas Ca Cas Cao Cao Ca1 Cs, Cas Cas Css Css
5y 21.0 21.0 18.0 13.5 13.5 45.0 37.0 13.5 52.5 415 415 18.0
EEE 2 Ca7 Css Cso Cao Ca Ca Cus Cua Cus Cas Car Cus

E¥ix 415 38.5 27.0 34.0 9.0 9.0 55 27.0 23.0 37.0

¥ 3 15 EIM C,,C,,C,, -, Cog NG R TINBUT 5, 19 RIRA IR E 4, 4, Ay A » H L
REBUE N 4 FToR .

A= 3)

gZib, WRIETHE L R, BER 1 ER 8, ER 2, HR T LA ER 46 HEME R, 7%
FLEIA BN “EBRFER R BT RHERITEER” © “ERE R RN EREMA L BEn, &5
ARG« “HERRERHA CEMZMIE) 56 00IER” . “EhHELEMLZ AR,
RGN ERTERE” UL “HEEWMERABMEERY. BRI o X780 U
e 800 km iz B4 B K& 2 IS IR LR (1 22 4 I B, A OQ A BN G00f R A B A 2 B O3 B B 22, AONAE
MEHERLART, S8 RAT NFAEAITER T 2 SEEMA SRR . Rk, 75528t 2
NN EE SHIE KA A, AR EOR B R R, IR R BT, BRI
2 A AL
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Table 4. Weighting statistics for each indicator

4. BIENESRT

EEEEAY M A2 A3 v s A A7 A8 g 10
MEM  3.419 3.270 2.467 3.002 1.784 0.535 3.270 3.359 3.002 2.765
G A 12 13 A1 A5 16 Vo A1g g 20
&) 2.883 0.327 2.467 2.675 0.803 1.605 0.803 1.367 1.784 0.327
EEEEAY A2t A22 23 A2 A5 26 A2z g 29 430
ME/M%  0.089 2.021 0.030 1.070 1.249 1.249 1.070 0.803 0.803 2.675
EizE 2 31 A32 33 A3 Ags A3 A37 A3g 39 Aa
B E/% 2.200 0.803 3.121 2.467 2.467 1.070 1.873 1.457 3.002 2.021
EEEAN a1 Aaz a3 Aaa s Aag a7 ag ag s
&) 2.021 1.605 0.178 0.178 0.535 3.181 1.070 2.824 2.467 2.289

EEEEAY A5t 52 53 Asa Ass st As7 Asg

HH /% 1.605 2.021 0.535 0.535 0.327 1.605 1.367 2.200

6. &t
S K8 35 BF LR A AT 224, /8 800 km HE R A BR KR RIS TE K A BT h o J5 I A A ba

AP I T s il T E BN BOV R A T, 8T RN GAWHERTT 50T, BRAHE A KR
FIBHELI 12 RENRGHTF, HE AR R 58 Ui, Ny T MREIE AP G N & Fabr i) 2L,
fiti i Delphi-Precedence Chart 757%, K V#7552 B S &, DASRECSE I B ATHER I 20diE . F 7T
SRR, CEEARELRTAEENTEER”  “ERRTERER AN U B R, 2hH
BAERRIEOL” « “HWEGHA CEMZHIE) SFAMMIER” « “2HELrEmeefman ik, 2
B ERT R A" UL “RB RS A B AR . BRI FREXN KRR IS
FATIBATROMEOR, N 2l R O IR R B AR R BB BT AR I 2 A BKCT . ik, S Pr%is
YREGIZE Aok ] RT3 Hedie i 2 2K

1) ISR F P RIE ERPROUG A . AR BT SRR R R AT . FERFRETT &5 En
HEER A, BONSEXT IS M E B R A, SRR E SRILIES . g SR . A IR,
Tl 2 AR 2 E R As AT R DL A R 7 T A

2) BRI TAEN R R TR Fis TAE AN LR FISHIZ IS & MV A O o 518 A ARG B3 <
AR A A A AR N R R R L RR S 4R . RO R IE TARE N SRR I, AEE A RE
2R KGRI ST E B, (R zis TN SRR e Ll =57, sk R
TR R 5UTIE .

3) S FIBY LIS E AV KIN RRE ST . FHOE R A m A TR TAE, SHkEE R A%
IR AEST . A R IE YA TE A AL B R SRS M S SR 6 B, AR DME SOk A
IRFAE, WaOR E SRS RE P LUK SE 4, BT ER T AR, AIBUR, MORSEHUR e R
PR IR B F IR

JEAE AT B FE 800 km BL EAKIRFIBHEL LA IZHTIR D, i afe s e v Bk it it RO AT
ERIRTHELA B KB I IZAT LR R A B o BMATIL A ERTT. S =J7 PP HLA . 800 km
RUL B RFBILEE R USHER LR, SiaAdsiaisiik fRARS 11477 K g E# 5
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