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Abstract:  This paper investigates the effect of travel time variability on drivers wute choice behavior. A stated
preference survey is conducted to collect drivers hypothetical choice data between two alternative mutes with des-
ignated unequal travel time and travel time variability. A binary choice model is developed to quantify trade-offs
between travel time and travel time vanability across varous types of drivers. In the model travel time and travel
time variability are respectively measured by expectation and standard deviation of random travel time. The model
shows that travel time and travel time variability on a oute exert similaily negative effects on drivers mute choice
behavior. In particular; it is found that middle-age drivers are more sensitive to travel time variability and less like-
ly to choose a route with travel time uncertainty than younger and elder drivers. In addition it is shown that taxi
drivers are more sensitive to travel time and more inclined to choose a wute with less travel time. Drivers with rich
diiving experence are less likely to choose a wute with uncertain travel time.
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