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ABSTRACT

The main objective of this research is the development of a logit model of urban workers’ auto
ownership choice. For the utility specification, a variety of behavioral hypotheses about the factors which
affect the urban workers’ auto ownership choice are considered, Based on the behavioral hypotheses, a
binary logit model of auto ownership is estimated. Empirical estimation is based on a sample of workers

taken in Daegu City(1994).

The binary logit model of auto ownership developed in this paper provides reasonable results in terms
of behavioral and statistical considerations, Furthermore, this paper develops several submarket models of
auto ownership choice, Market segmentation was made using age, sex, income, home-to-work time
distance. It is found that the estimated results with market segmentation are also reasonable. Finally,

future directions of model development are suggested.
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Log likelihood -330.63 -302.91 = 2362
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Log likelihood -125.92 -170.91
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