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ABSTRACT

In this paper we address the issue of how an optimal sample size computation relates the

level of precision required for travel demand estimations and transportation planning. We

approach the problem by 1) deriving a theoretical solution, 2) developing a computational

procedure(algorithm) to implement the theoretical solution, and 3) demonstrating a practical

application. UItimately, we construct a formal scheme of optimal sample size computation for

use in travel data collection processes.

I. 2xH7]

gutdoz FRo 7|8 EPoEN mAAD

F) € =89 zuE The 3%th

November, 1992, Chicago, US.A.o} ¢F 5%,

3339 JUES £Y & YA 21H9 3
YRt ZAPIG BARR Roke $E0] 94
EA 8] whdole}.

North American Meeting of the Regional Science Association International,




76 Journal of Korea Transportation Research Society Vol. 12, No. 1, 1994

EAYL I8 TERAM FRe 278 2
Aohe AL 40| ook Juketd ZERA}
e gorst $£58 98] S35y gl
gt ZEAYINE ZARES} AHE 23
o] wel cheke 429 s} g 7@

FEXREY $EE T Tz 7EE
% ged e 2AXYY SPABE A&
£ AT gE shis E¥5243L 48 2
olt}. RFRAAEI FH5 420 2ejdn)
= ¥Eavle 292 5340 32X AU
9 dAngg. AEF 4gAY 2ESFedEH
RSP -SSP R —$OET - e AA)
o ol 7R FEaor BHL $o92Y
HZHAQ =M RYANE YEAR (input)
24 EYzAREs 3PF oz AEAE 9
etk Aotk thA] Lakw kAWRA e ZF
4w 0/D7he) "ERET 2K 7} g
24 Agate 3¢ AE 9evt o

B =2dNE 2F2AHO/D 2ADA EEa
77 B95e24K e Auxe] oFA s
Qed B B2AS BRI BE B945
237439 AUsE 0/DY FRIY) Bk ojy
2 129 kA QAR Bol gleut ¥ &
2oME 0/DY F¥ 279 FAREFY 3%
el FUEe] BAFR $3¢ 2323 Yok
Z Fa%F 2Nt QAJ(ALE B §
o AUEE 4AA7) AF AZEEY E
o9 AAsdok T WS delE Yoo
olZ 93 & =EANE UA 24 HE =
232, 1 0L o]2HQ HE Fay] A% A4
AN (LT Z)E AL, AXG viAge
2 g AXEAE AgA BET A2 #
g0l 4AA 1 %S A¥E)2 .

II. OlBX sl =&

AEAQ 494 2¥FedE7Ee H4T 9

aEGAY FAaEF FAA(link volume
estimates)9] AUTE 4T tHile A
s F9dd. F, 252, FPLARY, 53
WEey, sorgry 2 AP rgo|n. A
A 7z @AM e 1 A gAY A
Qqge wg RAojd. dAd FHRFFFHEA
Auze 59 713 53F A F99
Aol W soid 7FH FYF FAAY A
Ay Sud® 2 5YPRAFFANNY XS
Ao gt

olgA Eu mEzAgAdA HAE e
B35 ad 2o AR X HA Aoyl HE
of LA B89 718§ HF o2 AAse
2Ae 2EAYY glo] nl$ FoFd EAZ £
& 9ot d714 $2l7t ZEojopd FAlE 47
BEHE] EA FeIMY FRREY FESA
gt 2R oA} AlZbE £5%E FolME
ATty e oleid FYFoFAA FE
E FFES AN A8Me 4 2FE
(traffic zone)d|A EE 27| Avlz #okst
£ 71 Fe Ao

EAd g o]&4q YL ¢4 FAEZ
2729 EAHY FZF9A(standard error)E
Fate Aoz AZgd. FRAFFRAAY ¥
Z9H(Ee B i) wHasd 3
%9} FEA43YE (covariance matrix)-2 A4Hg
o224 FHA 1L, §9 o] FRAPIL VIFHF
T2 %) (0—D trip estimates)?] FEA3IH
2 2 A2 F U oA o] 2L o]&F
ol Aaupig Ao {8 B
FRAREFF(M) L NFRFIF(THY F5EA
4 (1) o] Ed753t

fi= ;:hf&ﬂ= ;TiiPQSH;: ;Tu ;p¥5ﬂ= %: a’ T

9714 hie $49 714 ig FA Bl EA
e 29732 (route) 54 B2 kE oj&3e



KWTRERE £ % H W 199

FEFolT Pie 1 g, F ig jol EAd
£ oY dg 325 39N 22 k9 2¥Fl
ARk y]goltt. § i & AA|WF(indicator
variables) 241 4] (2) 8} 2] A9 Ak
di= 183 Io] & i% &8 dZde %=
kel ¥d 3%
0 71g 2 (2)
AN af & FH=AWAY (network
equilibrium algorithm) & ] 43§ 713 %k ¥
A 79 713E 25T S ZFT W3
e 73t o R 25F ¥ge v
gt A2 2EE A 2EE j2 7t
= 593 A 73t ] Rele 8P vl
2 oujgith. oj7jA 4(1)& PP oz BH3
B A(3)7 g
f = AT 2(3)
714

T =(Tu, T =~ T}

— 11 1 i 12 12 12 7y
A= (@, a), - . ab af, af -, af, -~ af)

= fo == .fL)’

A43)eld g3 Ad A FUHEEF
(link cost function)d] A3 =Mujge] 2
sz FHAL, §8 Te SPuHE(ip distri-
bution) &) 2%z FHATH

2A9 A Fib7] A8 F2PPoA I
FEFERPAe A AF(confidence
intervals) & 738t7] 98} olARE TALEFF
A9 TEAYYL FEHRIE F. o] F 9
& o4 Afg AT & &5 2o] 39 o
714 EE 434 g el

Af = f — E()

AT =T - E(D

77

Aol o8 FAnEH (Y F&& 8L
& (4)8 2ol $27} gk, Ao ‘= FEY A
A (transpose) ] t}.

Cov(f) = E(Af Af’)

= E(A AT AT AA)
A E(AT ATHA
A Cov(T)A’ 2] (4)
Cov(f)9) Zoke 4(5)sh go) Vehd & 3t

Var(fi) Covifi,fp) - Cov(ff)
Cov(‘fz,fx) Var(f) - Cov(fafi)

Cov(fuf)) Cov(fifi) ~ Var(f)

o7)1A Varst Covis 24zt BAke] FEAHE 9
usn Le & 7424 Cov(f)e a7je L
xL3} gl 4(5)g g FEAGZo] ALH
W o] P AR = 8AEF T T
DmEFRAA B2 B2 (square root)
& HPogM FARFFFRPAY FELA |
(standard error)& A&g ¢ otk o|#A A
Ag FFOAE olgd FHuEF A9
EAA ATz confidence intervals)& ALY
& & o

oA FAREF AN FAFH VAT
e 2R FEAPY Cov(T) s ui4 9
AN 98 + Ae AYIAE /A ARE
& 9ee gtk 1Y 0/DRFFRAEAY
ZeAgEe 459 2 A4Ee SN
49§72 .

. O/D Ed=t SFxio| ZEM ¢

7158 (0/D) 9% 3N IpIAIY
o2y £2d 2N BA N1FIBAF(TY) 4%
& 9% us} 2823 (Generalized Gravity
Model)'g Ad oz 713 & AFH oz 44
#712 @,

il

i

F1) %"&ﬂ‘%‘@!i’-’%ﬂ’r s FPHe R4S, (U YLy e Azg A93R7E AL, U
REGA] A11Y A1E (5 195), 1993. 4.,PP. 55-66%=.



78 Journal of Korea Transportation Research Society Vol. 12, No. 1, 1994

N;E 7131 $3il #29 (observed) 3%
olg &1 ¢; = (¢, -, &®)VE FIANT,
syujgsoz  FAHE  FHEE (spatial
separation) ¥ ElZ} ¥  Auts} z—awt
2(6)3 go] ZEE

Ti = E(N;) = A(G) B()) Flew)

for all i€l and j€J 21(6)

714 Nye 45599 Poisson #EE Z&
T3 71432 (Ny7} Poisson £X& Z27] 4%
PazpEzde Smith, 1987& FZ) FAAY
4 Fle)e (N3 28 #5948 2 AL
2 7138

F(ciy) = exp[fcy] 2(T)

o}7)4] expe exponento] § 2 A(i), B(j)
£ ZRgolg Hetuetolt).

g9 =7t Ux(+J+K)Y =3 sjeiv
B 9EHA, B, 6)d ti@ 0/D ¥4 TH
Jacobian 33 7, #(6)% (N ENE &=
g 4 Qo gusl $YEydA 0/DFRFA
A9 28 siEiujel] g AR ZFaTy/o
AG)=B()Fi=Ti/A(), oTy/aB(j)=ADF;=
Ty/B*), 8Ty/ab=A(1)B(@)ciVF=cOT; ol
B2 Jacobian®g 4L 2] (8)F 2] =8

¥, = diag(T) - M

. diag( 1/A(D), -, I/A(D, VB(1), ..,

VB - 1)
o714 diag(+)& 23] Yi(elements) S
Z+= t) 24 A (diagonal matrix) & YERATH 4
(8)¢] M9 P& ¢ § EolX 493 =
B&o] 3/ (1=J=3), F¥dds7} 27 (k
=2)¢ A% o e 2ol 8o

100100 cff cf
100010 cf
100001 cf off
010100 cfff cff
M=1010010 c c&
010001 cff &
001100 cff off
001010 c o
101001 cff &

(A, B, 8)9 tigt M'T9} Jacobian 33 (¥)
& 4(8)2 ¥ ek

¥ = M diag(T) - M

o diag(1/A(1), ..., I/A(D, 1/B(D), ...,

VBN, 1,1, ., D

ojm #ue) e (square matrix)9] A3 (rank)
o] 3&¢e] =7|(dimension)$} 2L 21 & %9-
% %8} 8 (nonsingular) | 2} 3T 137 &
Sdlx vAH 8 (singular)olgt@ct. ofd ’33
g9 fAUF 37t EAEY] A 1YL
full ranko]ojobut gt}. full rankd FHe] A
201 AYPRAAA B A% 2 A
o|t}. Jacobian®d (¥)& rank’} [+J+K~1
oln Fr|e I+J+K2A HAHHPo|tt. ¥A
82 M9 ranke [+J+K—-124 full rank”}
omz fUHE 24 Rt WA JB ¥V
£ full rank2 E7] 98X FF MeA R
(column)o| A3 I+J9A AFoA sl
d, dad BJ)E AANAN MeEe Mz2d
Hae Sl Wk 1 o, (9 ¥E M
YA Ma2 WA g8 (A, B, 6)d 3¢
MT && M'»N¢] Jacobian g3 oS 4
(10) =} #dh.

¢ = M + dag(l * Mo
. diag (1/A(1), ... , 1/A(D, 1/B(1), ...,
B(J-D, 1, 1, -, D

met MNd| @3 geisizdey e
wel (A1), -+, A(DB1),, B(J-1), 6,
-, 6,)°¢} Joacobian 8- ¢7'o] ).

#¥ 0/DEY @&H9 F£4 ¥ Cov(N)
£ 0/DEY 2347t A a7l S diag
(T)sh 2. dvaia golAq 0/D §Jd&A
(N—ij)&& A3=9Q Poisson®EXE 2 2

o2 J1Rsg7] Wt F,



ABTBEGE B +6 £ — % 1994

Cov(Ni Ny) = Ty if(i,j)=(p, d)
)

EF E(N;) =T;°]Z Var(Ny)=Tyolmz

Cov(M'N) = E(M’;NN'M,)
M’ E(NN")M(,,
= M'Cov(N)M,
M'idiag (T)Mey 4 (11)

ojFl guslZAny savely HLEHx
(Maximum Likelihood Estimates)?] FAl3)
g2 e 2ol fx8d. $4 0/DEYT B
SA 9 N9 22 Hge o g guislzan
¥ svete] e MRS AA, AB, AfF}
Exil '

(AA’, AB, AF") = 07-M',,AN  2](12)
o,

MyAN = MgN — E(M')N)

(AA’, AB, A8)=(A, B, §)—E(A, B, §)

2 Posial. 2w 2¥sjeue 23
(A'B0)9] Fgag8e 4(13)7 o) $&
o q71A & FHX] (estimate) F YERAT

E[(AA’, AB', A8')(AA’, AB’, 48]
E{07'M @AN(M @AN) (¢7)]
"L E [M aAN(M @AN) (¢71)]
07! Cov (M N (87Y)

o' M diag (TIM ((071)’

nmononon

4(10) 2.2 Bd=x ¢85 4(13)9] s o

+4& 2=t

diag (A1), ., A (1), B(D), .. B(J-1)11,...,1)

- (M (ndiag( TIM 17"+ [M ) diag( TIM ()]

- [ diag (A(D),...,A(D,B(1),...B(J-1),1,1,...,1)
< (M (2 diag( T)M o) 'I'

= diag (A(1),...,A(D),B(1),....B(J-1),1,1,..,1)

« (M () diag({ T)M @) "!

- diag (A(1), -, A (I),B(1), ..., B(J~1)11,...1)

4(14)e) A, B, 6, T §928x A, B8 T
£ Ut gutszevy s ey

79

A9 FEIYY L 92 + Ak g&A 0/DE
gF2Y FEIPY Cov(De ©g 4
(15) 9} Zo] =39}
Cov(T) =¥,Cov(A, B, 0)¥, 4 (15)
q74 g (A, B, &) @S T9
Jacobians} @24 4] (8)3 ).

V. AlbEx (2 na|E) 7Hw

A 27 2 3R M AN G 0|2 YL A
A2 HEs] A% AMANE e e @
Al AL 4 sl
A gAY 2418 O/DAEE o4,
AL Fao FRmER(link vol-
ume)-$ FF 3}

232 AN 248 asRd) YU
o) NIFE (3422089 & A,

43 1 7]& O/DSYEE o) 43X Unisizay
g sapiete] H934x 2 A, B, 0 7
82 =g O/DEAFFRR T Fao

A A3 A (14)E o) g5)H Yutsiza
29 stebele] 939 FEAY
3 Cov(, B, 9)& Axs % 0/D5Y
FHEAY FRA9Y Cov(D) & 4
(15) & ol ¢34 Al

A5 1 48 x=HuA (network  equilibrium) ¢
12]F, dAd  Frank— Wolfedt1g)&
% o834 Z 0/D 2FFo] Tz
Aol U g af & Ans.

A6 1 A2 A (4)E o] g3 FHuEFE
A To 223498 Cov(h)E Adst
i, o] P8 4 94 (diagonal ele-
ments) & FU2E HosH 4 77
AEF FRANY FAR FFEoH
(standard error) & #)4}+si}.

AA7 17 o) U ERI)E D24 (16)9)



80 Journal of Korea Transportation Research Society Vol. 12, No. 1, 1994

9z} A ol id dsjA Fch

7. sed o -7 (d) -:-a X (c_)ow I% RE -1{2191 niZolA

i Huigks AgozN 2FE 49 "33
g714 Te Fgt 19 @& @5 P (observed Eea7"g 2334

volume)ol2 T o205 (estimated vol- n; = max v [n})
ume)o]t}. se.(f) & 9 ¥2odolm ne 7 Hoigte #Ashe olfre ¢M FEx2dA 2
ol gft EEI7]0lt. ZE FolA /9 & A8 A=FEe) FHE4AYY BE QAT
oA AFEXY FEIUE(normal variate) 2 B9 3] "F23]" k=G £ 9A )
A, oA 95% FFZelA Zge 1.960]0). Ageld.
X8 ;A2 2](2)8) o] EAHE AW (e) AA (a),(b),(c),(d)E hAY9) RE 1%

+ 5 & olgdN £99 71 &id & (i=1, 2,5+, Dol che)q 5he gomm B
A FL37] nE AN 7390 o) £ A58 Y RE )8 AN

¢ HEZ7) n2HE nE5EC G E
718 2%%ke e & o 744
22 4g3d dgd 2o Foid 2%

V. AEXE

¥ =29 dA8E ddAgLe NgA AT

£ i s, Yol BH7IZIES 19919 &R BT
b &4 & o83 nff & 17218909, B 389
(a) 2 ;Z_ i i3] o4 E ol 88 ni & A QA= 517,218900]0, WAL 38.97km2.0 =X

P y A 207N BRI 2E 49A, A7
n’ = n X af _ TE2E 9ddd siget. 2dTe 23749 3
(b) Fol io] B3} ni & Thew o} AN A%oE Ulold glod Bozt AgNE 7la
. A2E @7do] B2T Y Fogk 407, N2
. £ 2T, domE A7)E AYA9 Fox g
() 919l (2)sh (b)) AL BE ATFHE  HEOANAY JAEE (27 1 F 2.
o os $EP. F ZE TR piEF

(38 1) HBohMxIY YT

- animal 2R O oA
TR RS Sy D vl
SRR [P GR s sy

i N ﬁ\ 3 \

A L S

NN 5 — Nl (A

p /,- Ok { P o -

> b r |L 574 ]
i
k\ 1 ., iRl \ L

A //
2 3
A% W,

2 AW
N TR o
L‘[\{ 7é/ A:n&u ""':\’%* .}:"’ i i




ABLEBRGE F+248 F— % 1994

BAL ¢ wEEL BF 279 o2 4
AEAct. dAxGe] &L e 237
YPEL J1FEor AAHAH JBEL AE
Aot A7=AYY 7t AlET NG ES BETE
FHo2 B A, |, Hog Z7 Fo] 4719
o2 4R & w8 A8 AdT A
d9] 71& O/D F3FL 199034 A H&
Al REARARE wEoE JEHUY. T #

(28 2) 2HT X9 TE(retwork) £

81

& T2 AERIYI A HAIF A
AT a5F2A ARE AR

(29 2)e H4UAREA HeAl 2T
FEL(network)oln] 91719} ZAHZ (node) 3t
38674e] Frog olFold. FHEUN T
(link)E& 7180 2FF2APL ARER e
147749 FREE ARHAG

Hrn o ge- 140
cL'2  :3IngoW NYOALIN 3SUS 1661 :16SL OIUWN3JS
22 L c6 13140 wsiysanewey ex1g Sewsg (mwi3d0 ;133roud 2/3WW3
52°692/15° 912 X
ET TSN
SAOONTA
emm—r 1yg woubung
[
&
m—
h-g—o - ng oysosg
Q—_’-—’
2
. 137698
______ vadan ng duopbung
------ 43N0
SQOHS ML
VAR ULLE]
SSANGY
€ Vibv0 2NID 03130 ¥3sn
24P JHOAL3N 3548
Ll -
ZRFREFNe IFAYANATNAL £ AH8Elg ) 8 o83 QuinzEry B

EMME/29] 3 xAdu]3 2E (equilibrium net-
work assignment module)& o] &3] A&}
pils

#2 O/DEYES FREARF(RATNA

Ecf & e A, cf : In(E A)

WEere] 424N A, B, 08 739 A, 8,5

o M2ARE <E 1> 2 <EF 2>9 .
<E 2504 f0L ¢ , 89 P o B

ste}eletolct. ‘



82

Journal of Korea Transportation Research Society Vol. 12, No. 1, 1994

<E 1> Wuist E22 mejole (A, B)of ¥

——

—_—

409 95 A4 Cov(A, B, HE 1%

E s A B EHE A B
L(AALE) 0.26 28.61 13(tix4%) 0.08 3.85
) 0.10 8.90 14(441%) 0.14 17.64
LTAHLS) 0.07 10.62 15(442%) 0.11 7.71
4(3H7H2%) 0.04 3.16 16(AZ1E) 0.11 12.01
5(=%%) 0.15 31.68 17(hE2%) 0.06 6.48
6(F21%) 0.13 13.45 18(71E3%) 0.05 7.11
(¥82%) 0.06 8.36 19(E4T) 0.05 3.87
8(A41%) 0.27 19.21 20(A %) 0.02 2.09
9(AH42%) 0.10 11.26 21(49%) 0.04 5.94

10(HA1E) 0.08 13.11 22(£%1%) 0.05 5.04
11(QH2%) 0.13 14.17 23(=3F2%) 0.05 3.4
12(HA3%5) 0.10 4.95
<E 2> Yuis E2ay oj2ioiel(0) o FaE o} Cov(T)E 41(15)9] o8} 75t EMME/
Fn 0.2257612 29] FYCAYARES o83l o & 3T
~ A0 | mg 4@l od Cov(DE Rt E8
-85 (degree of freedom) 482 o~ N
Chi—Square o15.5469 Cov(D9 dZAg4e] HPae Hdld AT
Chi—Square Rauo 1.7751. 459 BEASE THYG. <& 3>&Hd

Ya% QTR BETNAEYY FRTUE
£ 1297 F29AE e Aot

<E 3> HEz T72ie YESNEY, FHNEY Y BEERR

(z+9] : PCU)

23 (inode—jnode) HERE2(F) HmE(T) FZEX}H Standard Error)
1850 — 2323 2419 5830 280.43
2323 — 1850 2669 3211 158.65
2323 — 1849 1204 4958 535.40
1849 — 2323 2416 2172 270.77
1849 — 1681 2398 4803 547.49
1631 — 1849 2497 1615 283.03
1681 — 1688 2300 3751 251.97
1688 — 1681 3580 1326 313.30'
1688 — 1700 2427 3521 283.47
1700 — 1688 3777 1722 713.19
1700 —» 1701 2442 3180 192.88
1701 — 1700 3040 1426 517.48




ABTBERE B4 £ — 9% 19%4

I3 <E 3>9 mzoxs f, e 4
(16)e] thdsted nig A2 dct. ol Zgte
L96(f4E 95%)2 Asig). o] ne 77
(link) 19 gj§ ZRSZA o]RLe w2}
(road—side survey) & AAlsls AL g
4712 AHE 4 Ak VAo AA8d] AN g
A4E& §8 BE5E XY FAFEIY) nE
78 A <E4>9 27,

< 4> nEEY NEEI7|

(£49) : PCU)
N EXE . EESE:
Eds 27| & s 227
1{(AAg) 1598 | 13(uix4%) 61
2(%5) 1611 | 14(9X41%) 115
3(FTH1F) | 2461 | 15(=4t2s) 348
4LTH2E) | 2440 | 16(7)Z1E) 583
5(3=3d%) 1615 | 17(7)%2%) 65
6(Hd1%) 3594 | 18(7)Z3%) 71
7(3¥2%) 3631 | 19(7)1F4 %) 40
8(441%) 4219 | 20(A13%) 33
9(H42%) 262 | 21(¥95) 22
10(HA1%) 65 | 22(E215) 69
11(tiAj2%) 53 | 23(=2%) 53
12(d=3%) 55

VI ZE 9 sSoiTapy|

HEAYE 4F 0/D AN BREL Y1
£ A% Q7Y 775l Ui dgHow He
Hi 3t} & SolA nF YL BAeTY
4-20% & FHstn 9,1;1_ 4= TRLY A4 o]
Bt ¢ 05% AE =& FELL 251y,
U F¢ BEE BTRE )2e ol¥gy

€ J¥elrt. a8u, nESedange) aug
Ol & = Y TERAWA Y ox= W
TS Aol 24 JEL WA Ro))
WEd AFAANN A28 FaEFd 23249

83

£ BT & e o] Wasy,

met, & =2ME BAd ZAHE 0/D 2
29 BE271 TEF J2E o] LA m%—?a
249 AUEE ANYS = Frasle
e MEe WL ANEAT. o] wie 44
= ZEAYL A% Fravle AR 3olN
719 0/D S} =R ek njx)
£ A4 (dad 229 $%, 2599 Fg)s
ZEjshed .

£ A7 44 Hgd glolMe] dANE o
3 2. $4, 3% gE37)9 w7} PCU
2 Azt o2 44 17 T4z aa
ahe ukelel B8 2% HAES Ya g Aol of
g 93] megolo} ¢ 99logs WELAG &
B, 70 ARAY, A7Y 975, 19T &
P4 58 SFUG. ol Y3 R PEos
A ANE 4 Q& AL B =B AA & 37
EE237) ANEAE 254Uz Hese &
W HF FRII)E Y, oo % Wt
ARAY, 197 £ 24, s7n 5o
2952 44, 474 w9y HA E‘% s 8
%} Folth. 3, BT AAFGAR oA
£ AFA anEY dajH FAEELE 4
Z3ger o5 AUy FRSE gaste
ST 75 ojoF BRo|Th

(l‘

i3 1 2 3

[1] &44(1993) "gwat £ 2y gejue) )
A2E A93971Y AL, djemEesA
AR A1 (5R195), 1993. 4, PP.
55—66.

[2] Boyce, DE. and Ashish Sen(1990),
Estimation Procedures for Transpor-tation
Network Equilibrium Models, in K.
Peschel, ed., Infrastructure and Space—
Economy, New York: Spinger—Verlag.



84 Journal of Korea Transportation Research Society Vol. 12, No. 1, 1994

[3] Rao, C. Radhakrishna(1973) Linear
Statistical Inference and Its Application,
New York: Spinger—Verlag.

[4] Sheffi, Yosef(1985) Urban Transpor-
tation Networks: Equilibrium 'Analysis
with Mathematical Programing Method,
Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice
—Hall.

[5] Smith, Tony E.(1987) Poisson Gravity
Models of Spatial Flows, Journal of

Regional Science, Vol 27, pp. 315—340.
[6] Weber, James and Ashish Sen(1985)
Sensitivity of Gravity Model Para-
meters, Journal of Regional Science, Vol
25, pp. 317—336.
[7] Yun, Seongsoon(1992) Maximum Like-
lihood  Estimation  Procedures  for
Generalized Gravity Model Parameters,
University of [Illinois at Chicago,
unpublished Ph.D Dissertation.



