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ABSTRACT

The user-centered EV charging infrastructure construction policy the government is aiming for can
increase convenience for electric vehicle users and bring new electric vehicle users into the market.
This study was conducted to provide an in-depth understanding of the charging behaviors of actual
electric vehicle users, which can be used as basic information for the electric vehicle charging
infrastructure. Based on charging diary data collected for a week, the charging of electric vehicles
Received 24 October 2022 was analyzed on a daily and weekly basis, and sequence analysis and latent class analysis were used.
Revised 1 November 2022 As a result, five daily charging profiles and four weekly charging profiles were identified, which are
Accepted 7 December 2022 expected to contribute to revitalizing the electric vehicle market by providing key information for
decision-making by potential electric vehicle users as well for establishing user-centered charging
(© 2022. The Korea Institute of infrastructure policies in the future.
Intelligent Transport Systems. All
rights reserved. Key words : Electric vehicle, Charging behavior, Sequence analysis, Latent class analysis
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z S mel FA 28FH= AZte] Tk, A A4 T3 R4V} obd YAAE & FAA0|
FE o]F7] wEe €3 FHF7] 2 HE T WRTOE 53 TR Z e AN SoA
AA, AYA, oH FHVE ARl FHA D JA=AE olsst=rF 238t (Lee et al.,, 2020a; Lee et

al., 2020b). o] 5 A&3] olalsty] feiA e AT = A7 Y SF-FH-H LA 5o A=t H
A A7 Am 759 oEeos i diE F
(Park et al., 2017; Lee et al., 2020b).

A e FH9] JAZ 24 FAY d7E FAFEH Y AR S4BT ol T4 &5 AF #
AE "rgsty] ofHoe AE AUH, Wa71aak o] 8459 A7 = AEA A =%
oFs Adth F, o]Ee°] A7IAF o] 8 A AEEHA He ARMHE FHAH 2 T S
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0}9511:} Ji et al.(2015)= &0l obd FH o 7wkgk EA4& ‘1‘6381'0:], ATA| S 141 E—“&: @712}01] tH
H O0-D Ho|HE R3] d7|af ol FHe] B E2E Fokst & AL8atEe] AAHoR 97
& A712F 244 YAE EE5HHTE Van der Kam et al.(2020)2 =°13 3] A4 (negative binomial

regression model)¥} Th7|E 2] AHE A £ (MCA: Multi-criteria analysis)= 83l YEHE A7|3} FH49

EFSS BEXE AFI, A2 e T34 AA AA ot 1] Hagds AT
YT A2 BFe 27)8E E43Q AUz °‘Xl A o3k ‘5?7} E}" o] FofHtt.
Lee2013)= E2UEY A9} FAFLE /Mt d71ake] A= 2 3 AE S} vl 2 I1HPE o

H58kA] Fohe T U LS Hadsle §E5FHLY YAE 28 T e ?%‘% A A&

Lee and Jang(2016) AFTEE AR a1 o, SH4e] AEA&FH FH AV A 55 T4

o 713 FH4Y FEFEE ZA8HATE Ko et al.(2017) A= A&l A] —fv’:ﬂ 2 BAIE tde

g el 212 S o] g3l 1597t ol AAL 71283, A Al 7™ (maximum set covering)”] ] &

o] Y SHPEL AP &= Q= AVt ALY A2 E23YT B L F EAx £} B =
=z
EF

N

A& 28 1561401: sk Hdl AR ARl A Anlz A Yol A FHFL HlESs 210
A BEHQ WA JAE EEFP o, kA T YL °1£7<H JHH Atolell =
ojlt o3 J&ﬁﬂ 7} do] A AE Alddle F7F DadE AASIAT Kim(2020)2 SHSAIE FAE o
WEF 27 WHsle| wel A, P-Median, P-Center H 20 28 AA=+= é% 7] YA Aol &
H W 3FSATE Park et al.2022)2> A&AIE HIFAZ 31 2447 ke #7132 F44 2 d%- 75 AT
245 ol AT T AE Mg 1S AIE A7A A F2EE B, olE Bl
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2. MI|A O|SAt SHHEY AT

1) =2 SHYX| 7|8t MI|X} SME] 24 o177

7|7} o] §AE FAOE T AR FAAH ATE AERAE B3l A &5, 73, AdH 54
< FH3 . BN+ H9U) t'}O"E}(Axsen et al.,, 2011; Schauble et al.,, 2017). Y¥t& 02 7|z} o] &A=
AT A % ol T2 MR A ofztel SRS THE Bol o}fﬂ(Axsen et al., 2011; Schzuble et
al,, 2017), 15-220%+= Aol A, F 5%= g =0y TXVJ T FEEAE ZL AYARAA FHsE FOE
UEFST). Morrissey et al.(2016)2 712} 4 7155 vfR O & ofdWE A7V|A} AHLAEC] THE Sl 7
AT Fe Fae FAH, 7HE Bol AMgstE SV 4L 55 TH719S S U Lee et al.
(2020b)2 A ZU o} A7NA} 2fAbE U oE HERAME AAISt, [7]A o] 8419 F4 %'l A
YE S ZAFStaL, 7)AF o] 8449 /\Pﬁl-"]?-%ﬁlf‘”* EA, AF A, B2 B4 2 A%
S| ABAS B35 Sutton et a1(2022)L AE A7 FFE B A4 U
o5 AZE B A8 2EAE @AY SRS ﬂﬁgﬁ}ﬂzP g o HAEE EVHEE EE =0, T4
Fao fFdsA t8str] Al AHgAr X3A SHBE s AAIA

)
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_>;L‘

196 QIR TSYUZ| =27 TI213, M62(2022H 129)
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Aol gt AEAETF obd, A GPS 718 ¥ FHdA: 7ES &83 FAYEH EHE GHIAT
PHEV #}#¢| GPS r—ﬂOlEiiTEi 25 F9 3, FHE &3 A", T 3 ol S AsE
o] PHEVS] F4 H|-8(TCO: Total Cost of Ownership)S #4383 4 &= WiEE] 27 2 A4 FH4 A
2 BeAol 3 =9 % 7135 ) thBjomsson and Karlsson, 2015). Mandev et al.(2022)& ©] =3} 7] ujhol A
©]-8-%|= Chevrolet Volt PHEV 10488tH<] o] &3 H & 43l 90% ©]/de] Apifo] ofztel SH =™, Ht
207 4qANZ ] & WA FHE S AT WekA PHEV Ao 34 A M4 WRteE AY A
b Faro] e oAt dEol tiek A7)k Fd4 AR ALS ARtk H7]AF By AR Qe
st FF FHAAEY 2 tolElE 8% T4 ZEAY F¥3 ATE ULEHEdA HZ JAPEH
I THHelmus et al., 2020) o] Ao A= 7F-AIQF SR E(GMM: Gaussian Mixture Model)S &-83t] F
RN AE B8 SHAFES EF3on, 77HA F1 FAHE A 6714 okt FHHYEE EESTE 1
gy 8577 ilﬂ oAgk 7|§kste] HAjo] o] Rolx H|FE FH7]9 FEFe WwFsHA Xt &F
B B 58S 2ABHA @ol AR tig sl ofEgol AT =3, SE-FHAH FHEH
291 e Peje] A EAS 1HskA b2 WS 283813 tJoh et al, 2001). ©| =
o ] L=

b R S |
543 9% F 2 dele ol FA0l Wasd Anke S48l e Y

m

3) 2j SXsE] BE ol
U)ol A Byun et al.(2013)2 FAX 9} AN oo AN 2R Lo Tl 7}AL9] A}k-S Xﬂ/\]
sto] 247) Ae P2 2L, ALY L o] &Ete] F

= I=]
A7 S B4 EA T Park et al.(2017)S AFES thA o

FAZ7F AXE A fF o weh AR o] &5 S AT 54579 5] B T
AT FGFAL AAE A o] &E0] Bdon, AEEE 9557 &F, EFAVE oA
o o]§Eo] T AL ‘4’5}""5} Lee et al.(2020b)& AEZALE B3 75 2 72 5739084 54
P& Ao, S5 T 19 ARTAE FAASTENYE S B9 =& Ol o] &
MoAe 3¢ T S &2k B4 dFY B9l SAYE T T2 s ¥, T T3

3 7';|.H1A-I

A712F S ol thet AFATE HES A3, AA A7)At o] §aE0] A KoM ojwdt 4
Hd F&e AU JA=AE olalisty] As8f shF T AE S Z29kd FF 8T ol €Y &9
o] FH ZE29d F¥S EFMe A7 AdHIlH =3 T4 F71E 18T T A TIRHEE~F)
= N ZARNE st A B4, €558 543 FHYEHTL of9A AFHEAE £48t, HH
A Azete] g 2ZAA ARE S EEshe A77F FAsith . #ddEnh & A= iRl B4, EF
-5 Ae, 2ea FA 9 Y Ar)a FASAE S AR o R & ArAF FujAtY] SAMEs FA45)
3, o]& Hig o R A Fyo] &Y VZAEE AT HdA 7E ATER AAEEE Atk
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. Q734
1. HOlE
£ ATE W73 ol 8AES PR FRUT FHAARY et 85, FYYA ARE Bl H&
StiTh HEEAE eehel 24 g0 AR om 20008 0-104 23)0) AAH ANHYT BEFEY
Homs 27] 1714 o84 Aol ARFAH R AP W AFE R8¢ el F3
RARRE 8199 5% FHE 4, 9F, £UY

FEFEHS AHE3IH THLee et al, 2020b). F 117959 SF
A7F SRR, o] 5 A AAA EAT FH, 5 2 S EALS <Table 1>7 200, 9] 2
U B ATl = Bag npel o] ) 7] A7)t o] §aHE- 30~40t] B o HlFo] a1, tHEA A
FAF HlFo] =& Z o0& YEITHLee et al., 2020a; Park et al, 2019).

<Table 1> Descriptive statistics of personal and owned electric vehicle characteristics of respondents

Pm:h“;zl;‘;gs;z:lde Contents (N=117)
Gender Male(81.2%), Female(18.8%)
Age 20s(5.1%), 30s(41.9%), 40s(41.9%), over 50s(11.1%)
Marriage Married(86.3%), Not married(12.8%), Other(0.9%)

Oceupation Office job(67.5%), Personal business(11.1%), Sales/Service(8.5%), Manufacturing(4.3%),
P Homemakers(6.0%), Others(2.6%)
Detached housing(12.8%), Multi-unit housing(6.0%), Apartments(76.9%), Others(4.3%)
Seoul(16.2%), Incheon(6.0%), Sejong(9.4%), Daejeon(5.1%), Daegu(7.7%), Pusan(0.9%), Ulsan(3.4%),
Kwangju(1.7%), Kangwon(4.3%), Kyeonggi(20.5%), Chungnam(2.6%), Chungbuk(4.3%),
Kyeongnam(3.4%), Kyeongbuk(6.0%), Jeonnam(4.3%), Jeonbuk(0.9%), JeJu(3.4%)
Hyundai Ioniq EV(11.1%), Hyundai Kona EV standard_406km(23.1%), Kia Niro EV
Standard_385km(15.4%), Kia Soul EV Noblesse 386km(1.7%), Kia Soul EV Prestige(4.3%), Chevrolet
Bolt EV_414km(16.2%), Chevrolet Spark EV_135km(0.9%), Renault SM3 Z.E._213km(1.7%), BMW

Housing type

Home location

EV Models
i3_248km(12.0%), Tesla Model3 long range/performance_499km(6.0%), Tesla Model 3
Standard_386km(2.6%), Tesla Model S Performance_451km(0.9%), Others(4.3%)

Purchase year 2014(1.7%), 2015(2.6%), 2016(2.6%), 2017(12.0%), 2018(37.6%), 2019(28.2%), 2020(15.4%)
Household Income
(Unit: 10.000won) less than 300 (20.5%), 300~500(33.3%), 500~700(22.2%), over 700(23.9%)
N of Vehicles in 137.6%), 2(52.1%), 3(7.7%), 4(2.6%)

Household

Weekdays 2.35, Weekend 2.07

Average number of trips
Home 42.1%, Workplace 27.5%, Mart & shopping mall 6.0%, Public facilities 2.5%, Movies & Gyms

Activity Location 2.6%, Tourist spot 1.6%, Hotel & Resort 04%, Others 17.2%
Average weekly charging Weekday : 2.53, Weekend : 1.06
frequency

Source : Modified from Lee et al.(2020a), p93, p98

AtzolH, FFwEATY < 2020 |} )6 wEA

D) FFAFATEH FEATY T GFE 020, 7ol 7)ukete] 3E
A FAdz T Aol EEENE

A AQART FEATU ANAA 845 Folo] BE o84

213, THI6=2(2022'H 128)
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9 ﬂpﬂa 34 AR W
371 AHE HIge] = YEhgten, S37] §4 TAAs 58 2 HiEd %Q%XJ] Hl <ol 7V =4
YERTE Z4 vlFo] 7P v Al 07 8-9A] E 0% 4~6A] ZolH, o] EFE T A AT o]
I} #Ho] e Aoz Hh
100
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<1 g o
|3 oA
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<Fig. 1> Overall Daily Charging Type
2. EMuty

1) oIF & AlZIHE SHEYE) =20 EM(SAITEIEA)

A2k SHNEH L Fgol wek Zol7) oy ZA= 30E(F A ) 20413 o)l F5H)
S HOE 3= E52E 3HF T YA AREE AdYste Ueue $4& AU Stk 48" & Q1Y
59 TS KA AFHE Ao, o] 2 Q3| /Qle] F F AEd &5 tole AHAAE 7R
o oA olgd &Fd T3 HHS F3seh] fsiAe SAH KAL) S84 1BE EE AHgol
2 23l (Wilson, 1998), B89 A3 wEswe] B4 5 27HA o4 A DEA LS 18 we ¢
2 AE EA % (Multi-Dimensional Sequential Alignment Method)©] 2 &}3}th(Joh et al., 2001; Joh, 2007). 3}
T F ZAYE E£3F o]y A&5HQ AFA dE F sholH, ol FHAR, AT AHLS ST o7
of e} o]F T FF2 AMHOE YEhdt) dF S0, 8o 283 T AL 0% FHE
& 5]

o
27F e, e F @2 AR S5 e dld A o5 A TS BeEd 5 Q7] Wl

L

2) 2718 TEMTEOR FRL 7] 413 AT (Chakaborty et al, 2019; Lee et al, 2020b)2¢ ojuig}, IEA Global BV
outlook(2022) BRI E EFHO 2 AL_HT Qe AUz} T RS F831H0S. ol AU|x 47 TEmTE
of wet SH7] AHE Aol 2L, £EE gAY WEd
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ok mhebd, B AP BT F AT FAYH Z2ode 525 A4 2559 09 £33
H, H,

P& 5 a8 $48 188 HHES &83tc Aol HAsitty #dsith

SAEAPHEANAE F AY SAES A= 288 HA =89 JYEE AT (distance) EE
H] A (dissimilarity) 2 8 2]ttt 7 7He] &AgjES YX|A1717] a4 oAl (substitution), 4 H-2HA)
(indel : Insertion and deletion) 55 %3l 7F&std], &5-53 #HEe FI3E M= AdE qEY F

A Az 8] AAY-AHA AR oE oA WS OS A E3oKSu et al., 2021). EEEEHE AR
(generalized Hamming distance)+= Gabadinho et al.2011)°] AIQHg 2R A tiA Ao 2 = £3ud
< YXA7|=H 23 vl (substitution cost) UEIN = HIFARE HZold o= (1) Zo] YyEeld
At

714 S,9 S& 47 AR the A Ah e gulela, SC(S,, S) ' S,% 5, YAA7IeE B
@ oAl M g-S oJulstn, o) 0-2 Ato] g AHATh P(S, | S)E S, HEe AelA #3E S,
of t+1ollA #ZFE &S on|Fth mebA o] gho] 13} SR SR Aol AT el S, HY
o v+l &4 oz A W] B2 AL AujaiH, o]= SC(S,, S,) #ol ZobA HlfAo] Ythe
A& gugtt. =& P(S, | S, P(S, | S,)9 g b=t

o] Agle EE Ug A" digiA 2 4 JoH, ol uEoE XE 7F diA HlE P4
(substitution cost matrix)= =& 4 Utk o] A P& vE o FHEHS YT ¢ 9on, B AT
_]

M= S5-5Y Hd F83 EHolA F2 Agshs AS5E FRHEY 5 il J94d AF 238 7]
H(AGNES: AGglomerative NESting)S 223} tHSu et al., 2021; McBride et al., 2019). H2 #3 o +& 2
A7l AsA e - U <" 3 8lRAMd 9] E(Within Sum of Square, WSS)¥ 3 W H+ HF-AM
o] 7 AR AT BFARD BlfAM ol vis] drbg fAREA] YRS ARl AlS(Silhouette
coefficients) & o] &3t4TE 7] #3FE A&t 107] 739 718712 H2EsGon, #3S Sodo
el WSS ghol aAl o154 v A-H AT vu S b 3 W] Aelrt AA @A He XA
< FRlste HHFF 5 AASAT |, 55 T o 3 WY FHAE YUY G SAE oA A}
2 EFste] A8t

2) 72+ ESMsEl T2l BN
T AP Z29YS B45] YEAE T FHEE ¥4 A e T2 83T Lee et
al., 2020a; Lee et al., 2020b). 1Y F T2 AT T2 34 E AI7HS &8
H‘E“F ol et Fd7] S8EA w3 dopd o Qloe IAE Ao
7 Z29d ENAAE g85te U $1 29U 73
N
A

%S.:

Eiﬂré @5 Ao o o5 §30] 4FY
ch F7 FAYY TE0d BAME 4 By A 2R 5
o], MlEd Tolde] WF wE 3t A BAo] wdd F JES STk

0{

200 PrRTSSIL| =27y TI213, M62(2022H 129)
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= 7 fFEoE Ayt EEHY, ol FHAE JASH F3¥E #5Y4U Aok
0~73] #ZH 1, AFE, A3FE % o9 2ok F, T4
0 H= 7l HH, ol A&AQ FA7 ol n3] #=
webA g FEj o] tlolHE o] &3t T SHAH FFES =EU]
a A4S Z8s)oF gith mepa B dFdAe 2ol EX EA
= AAASTHEN S 839 th(Vermunt and Magidson, 2002). ©]
(EFY7Y FAYEo] £ FES BHAHRE T2 F0, ol & 97
| = | S AJtH(Vermunt, 2010; Lee and Park,
@49 SHFEH 24 Ay EARET ol 553 ST dAH
Rom, old HZ uF Y AV|A} #AH AFAE EEstA o] &=L Q)
rJr(Lee et al., 2017; Hardman et al., 2019; Lee et al., 2020a; Lee et al., 2020b). ZAAIE THEN Y 212 )7
2ol et 4 ok kARl BYA xv= FAAZTE, ye " io tig N ¢ =1
TE Uehdth ehA, B =2oA ye A7AF ol 7 ARl @ S ZEIY #FY FolH, x

2020, A OJ ).

o~ - ST
= 38

EFusl 24 T2od T3 fys el S5 A oF Aehe FHAF oA BEE ge) ol
K T
f(yl) = ZP(I)H(!/H ‘ I) .................................................................................................... )
k=1 t=1

(2) CIEEX|AE] 3|7{2M(ITHA HZLHH)

FAASTRHEY 34 HIWHB-step approach)2 F 3TAIZ o] FAX=H|, 1AM = nle &3
7M€ 8% Y FAASTIEIY T5, 22 A E & Aol HH FAAZTHY £ FES
aAZ, 39 A= 2B AN EEEH SES TEHTE FEste] FHAAY] FAF AABAE FHs=
wAlelt. WA & 39 4= AIC(Akaike Information Criterion), BIC(Bayesian Information Criterion) <]
REAYE A7t genly o Sk meh drpg A A s e Sl AR & 71
o] 71 soldel wet gt o = dASA oA Hed, old wet REYo] AdEE £ At
oA At wehs], REAGES] A Fo] FAstA Folte Aol HH RYSE HAAHY, o=
B} THWHEANA WSSHE 7|E o E 2 &85+ Elbow WHEN FAGITE B3, EReFe AAAZS
9 3|4 7hed Ed A nHsEte HAE AAAT Y 7§ ZAAsta o] ARE uA S

3PAIE 29 A0 1A FES TEHUTE T, T SHPHC IdFS 1A= 82 FTHILe
2 g83te gAY IARY S AN Aotk B AT e BT (effect coding) 2]
g2 2 AN S &8s, ole AR 2ol ek & Ut

>« mlru r
i -
o

i

P(y —m | Zi) Lid
Don | o = log ( 7 )= B0 T Zlﬂmp*zip ............................................. A3)
p:

7

Ll

L

AZNIA e 2 7H%1O] m 73 FE9 SHAHE B FECIAL m 1DA]9AM =2d T2

ofj
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Fe 7S Yrlsta, Me T F9H SHAE S & n|grh =3 pe FHAY T,z FHULS ¥
gk olFA Anad 7IEE Z8s e setrE B,,= 71 tijle] EAlste IEhAl o
ARG t2A m’ & T3 e o2 RE FH9] S retE T nudS u
froletAl AwEE A& U OE zvalue?t FEIXITE webA, B3 Ao 243 e e J
el de o g sjAste Ao ofel, By tin] AiF o2 drpt xpol7} =Tt E A aof 3] wil,
él?_r b ApolE AR 0w EAMET|o] o] oy MtE EA = Agho] AtH(Vermunt, 2010; Lee et

., 2020b). & AFoA = %Xd_ Z2ud 7o) FolE BRAFH o Z HQIly] $Iste] o] WS o] 83T
A HTHML 3-STEP approach)e &-835t9 =], ol JAATFY H4aF
ol £ &S THUTE 8T A M 2 %f& W o] TH(Vermunt,
2010; Lee and Park, 2020 A|Q18). =g, T ZHPe e} FHAE o] TAH AL z-values T3l
AFsAh

-t

1R Z AlZHHY 35X Z20i f8s 24 2o

o
Ofe

35 F A T ZE29Y B4 S 98 AT E AL R4139A o] Fo1F 01, TraMineR 37| 4]
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<Table 2> Latent Class Cluster Analysis Model Estimation Results

Models CESE; LL N. Par. BIC(LL) AIC(LL) AIC3(LL) illisr Entropy R®
Modell 1 -825.4 6 1679.3 1662.8 1668.8 0.000 1.0000
Model2 2 -771.2 13 1604.4 1568.5 1581.5 0.007 09192
Model3 3 -734.6 20 1564.4 1509.1 1529.1 0.048 0.8048
Model4 4 -720.2 27 1568.9 1494.3 15213 0.097 0.7338
Model5 5 -710.9 34 1583.8 1489.9 1523.9 0.151 0.6895
Model6 6 -705.7 41 1606.6 1493.4 1534.4 0.202 0.6605
Model7 7 -702.7 48 1634.0 1501.5 1549.5 0.215 0.6487
Model8 8 -700.3 55 1662.5 1510.6 1565.6 0.222 0.6485
Model9 9 -697.8 62 1690.9 1519.6 1581.6 0.240 0.6342
Model10 10 -695.5 69 1719.5 15289 1597.9 0.245 0.6315
T 9 T ZEAY F A WA 252 1A 6198 AAF ZEAIR, FF 4597MFE FHEHA
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<Table 3> Step 3 Model Estimation Results

Covariates Clusterl | z-value | Cluster2 | z-value | Cluster3 | z-value | Cluster4 | z-value

Intercept 6.099 0.547 -22.926 | -0.718 | -27.946 | -1.889 | 44.773 3.540

Socio-demogr Age 0.020 0.381 0.193 3.031 0.286 3.057 | -0499 | -4.502
aphic Female(1) 2.785 1.784 -2.884 -0.980 -2.518 -1.897 2.617 1.530

N of Vehicles 2.702 4.095 1.602 1.802 0.154 0.225 -4.459 -2.939

Vehicles Ownership period(month) | 0.144 4.620 0.099 1.617 -0.178 | -3.255 | -0.064 | -2.165
Electric Range 0.012 3.417 0.003 0.530 0.007 1.474 -0.022 -3.145

Charging anxiety distance | 0.017 3.998 -0.012 -1.007 0.001 0.138 -0.006 | -0.883
Home Private Charger

-3.523 | -3.260 9.233 6.023 -2.506 | -2.769 | -3.204 | -2.048

Charging installed(1)
Workplace Charger 3602 | 4087 | -8105 | -5.698 | 8288 | 4938 | 3419 | 3.606

installed(1)
Travel Weekday N_trips 2083 | 4600 | 0026 | 0060 | -1.010 | -1331 | -1.099 | -1.529
Behavior | Weekday Travel distance | -0.030 | -2582 | 0032 | -0786 | 0018 | 1071 | 0.044 | 2.082
(withElectric Weekend N_trips -1.342 | 5140 | 0058 | 0163 | 0.875 1509 | 0409 | 0.660
Vehicles) | \eekend Travel distance | -0.020 | -2.665 | 0.079 | 4965 | -0.064 | 4005 | 0006 | 0499
. Weekday Home 0005 | 0012 | 0093 | 0068 | 0434 | 0638 | -0532 | -Li82

Duration at

activity Weekday Workplace | -0.087 | 0239 | 0545 | 0460 | -0300 | -0.682 | -0.158 | -0.359
locations Weekend Home 20567 | -3575 | 0080 | 0377 | 0661 | 1892 | -0.174 | -0.713
(average) Weekend Workplace | -0437 | -3491 | 0341 | 1405 | 0743 | 3.021 | -0.648 | -2.822

* Bold marked : p-value < 0.05
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