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Abstract

In recent years, China’s high-speed railway has developed rapidly, especially the official opening
of Kunming South Railway Station. It has had a huge impact on the choice of transportation mode
for the college students in Chenggong University City. With the gradual increase in disposable
funds and time, college students can frequently participate in various tourism activities. Therefore,
this paper takes the college students group in Chenggong University City as the research object,
and uses the questionnaire survey and statistical analysis method to sort out and study the trans-
portation modes selected by college students. Through statistical analysis, it is concluded that
high-speed rail has obvious advantages in short and medium-distance travel, and also has certain
advantages in long-distance travel; the six major influencing factors are safety, convenience, ra-
pidity, comfort, punctuality, and personal habits. College students tend to choose high-speed rail
travel; after the completion of the high-speed rail, the college students’ group attaches great im-
portance to the factors affecting different travels.
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SEH 2R KPR AT I 2D B AT IR0, A e 5 B AR 0 el SR ) BB ATk
2. MEREERSHERIR
2.1. WEXEEAR

B IUREWALVE TN X, T REE . WKE. BFE RN N, F 2005 4 12 F 28
HEaHE, b 24617 17, PR EMTXZ 24 A8, Hil, CAHMAY. smEKE. BRI
L mm RS R r AR AR B S T UT R R NI RS, TR LA % B E R Sl
W DIREX [7]

2.2. BiEKIR

TEWCEE . ARERAVAGN R A S SCRR 3 at b, 25 A ARHE 7S X IS BRTE L, 34 I8 5 BT E SR 25 1
TR . NIUE T P B 1A R, B R, X AR R ) AT e T E S T . 1
BRGNS NN OERGEE, BTN FE. BERE. ZEMEE D HEARAEESR. BT
e HRIRSE s B i MRS A AT A @ A T . R A U R 197 MR E IS, ARG
168 fir, HXF N 85.3%.

3. BRI
MFRBEFER G PRl FEe. BERE. AL XU J7 AT 8dE 24, dak 1 w5,

Table 1. Respondents’ socioeconomic characteristics statistics

1 ZIpEHLSEFFESRITER

KEEFTTEA B SHEBN A4
NEU/ A3 96/57.1% 72/42.9%

PRI N H/ Ee ) 53 94/55.95% 4 74144.05%

R 18 4LLLF 18-24 % 24 4Lk

NHUEED 1/0.6% 160/95.2% 714.2%
THHERY K& A F 7[¥kea
NHILLH) 35/20.8% 111/66.1% 22/13.1%

A LA 1000 76 AP 1001~2000 Jt 2001~3000 7. 3000 Jcbh b
NHU B 49/29.2% 104/61.9% 13/7.7% 201.2%

TEWCEE . ARER AN RS S SCRR 3t b, 25 A ARHIE TS X 1S BRTs e, 4 B 35 10T E SR 25 1
HTRENS. NRIERE WS, B TOEE, XS T S AR A
HBERS W NN OEAGE, SR, E. BERE. KEFEEM. AEARERR. HT%
FHRIURSE s 28 305 e Bk B se e K 2 A 2l AT 7 e B bR 3L ®] 197 frif & 45,
AR 168 1, HFH N 85.3%.

(1) HEEFHER 1

BHROAEREAR R K EEFTEHAE BB FIANECN 96 N, A BFEA S 57.1%; SMEHIANEL 72 N,
A A S 2 42.9%

(2) T

EROABREAST, ko4 N, 5 55.95%, ik 74 N, 5 44.05%. ARSI, PR g T
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Figure 1. Respondent’s travel expenses source ratio map
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Figure 2. Respondent’s travel mode ratio map
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Figure 3. The choice of college students’ travel modes under different travel
distances
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FIE 3 AT AR HATEE B, KA B8 @ 7 SR

TERL PR B AT TR, KA B r s @y Sk mgk. IREMEAKE, L, &
YT AT BN B TR, EBEAECE 71N, HE MR 42.3%; HIR, SRR E
KERINBAHZEAR KR, 40052 45 NF1 36 N, & A BFEAN 26.8%F1 21.4%; i CALAN FHAth 58 77 0
EENEOIRA 8N, & HAEBMFEARN) 4.8%.

FEH PR RS AT TR, B AR 2 aciE Ty Rt vk, it 69 N, A SFEA 41.1%; H
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%ﬁﬁ%n%- Hyogmsk, EHFANECN 28 N, HABEEARR 16.7%; MiEHAE . Wil k4 L HARAL

T RINEED, 56 Ny 11 AFI 2 N, & 5A AT 3.6%. 6.5%F1 1.2%.

R LRTIR, SRR A HORIE R AT, AR R AR Ol . fEKIE AT, KRR ER
At AT I R R b s ks 2 [9] . R AE L BE B I K 2 A T IR R R WA IE LR, HEm B TR
o Bl K R AR AT @ T A B A TR SPIE SIS Rt X — 20 7 AU i R TE R R & 1)
Fizthigh, EREKERETHTHHEAMHE LIS T,

4.2. AEFWEARTHRFEEZBEHLITHREWHAR

MR FERAEGNE RS SCER TR, BT et (EREE . PROEE. MERTEE. S5, ik
ﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁ\AAiﬁ%mﬁ%%%ﬁ SEMA R 2 A AT A2l 7 A MU AN E IR, RO sefti %
BIOEPE. BEPNRGIERE . XRIRIE T EARFEE RPN T, KA TEE PR T H RS 5
AL

(1) =&t

Mz 4 B (4% 2), m%mﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁi\,ﬂkﬁﬁ67k A RFEAR Y 39.9%:
HUGR ML,  (HHEBEEARD 32.7%; MWEKERZ, HHBEEARN 17.9%; SENRE, HHBEEART
9.5%. [Hith, TEFHRE LA TER, ﬁ%iﬁm?ﬁ% B, HUCONTEHL, R EONEIEAE, BENA
%,

Table 2. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of security factors

# 2. REFRFMTAFERITRBARERER

RE ek wHL it
N Bt AN#L Ep i AN#L Bt AN#L [ Ea
ik 16 9.5% 67 39.9% 55 32.7% 168 100.0%
ok 15 8.9% 78 46.4% 26 15.5% 168 100.0%
=ik 40 23.8% 19 11.3% 42 25.0% 168 100.0%
Rk 97 57.7% 4 2.4% 45 26.8% 168 100.0%

(2) fEgEdE
FERTFUESEME AR (LK 3), ZRERILEFESH RS F L, 153 RS AEAE AT IR ) T 13
R HUON L, SR BONIRG, R E K

Table 3. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of convenient factors

3. BEERRFMTAFELITRRARERER

RE 173 KL it
AN# HAat N4 Bk N4 Bt N4 Hat
ALk 37 22.0% 50 29.8% 69 41.1% 168 100.0%
B 23 13.7% 90 53.6% 28 16.7% 168 100.0%
Bk 48 28.6% 26 15.5% 19 11.3% 168 100.0%
g Epris 60 35.7% 2 1.2% 52 31.0% 168 100.0%
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Table 4. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of rapid factors
4 RIEFRRFZM T RKFEHITRBEARIEFERL

R ik KL it
N#L Hort NH Bt N4 Bt N¥ ER
Q) ek 4 2.4% 26 15.5% 136 81.0% 168 100.0%
R 2 1.2% 139 82.7% 19 11.3% 168 100.0%
B 59 35.1% 2 1.2% 5 3.0% 168 100.0%
Rk 103 61.3% 1 0.6% 8 4.8% 168 100.0%

(4) MR

FEREFCAERS PRI (36 5), K Bk Ve N B i B R 224 5 A RORE A B 8 58.9%;  HVOR ¥bL,
R BB 28%; I K ZE IR EAY MR T.7% 5.4%, L& ATl A, (EHERT PR Zem T, K2
A ) Tk Ak AT .

Table 5. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of punctual factors
=5 EREREZMTAFEHITRERFREFHER

R ik B Mt
N4 Bt N4 Hort NE Bt N4 Hor
it 9 5.4% 99 58.9% 47 28.0% 168 100.0%
i - 17 10.1% 60 35.7% 32 19.0% 168 100.0%
B 57 33.9% 8 4.8% 32 19.0% 168 100.0%
R 85 50.6% 1 0.6% 57 33.9% 168 100.0%

(5) &uFik
TSGR EEM T (WLF%E 6), KA TigFasr L Hl i im ks, HIRNRE; e NEgmm K
Hlo

Table 6. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of economic factors
6. ZFERFMTAFEHITRERFREFHER

KE Rk KL Mt

N# [EFd4 N4 Bt N Bt N Bt
AL 49 29.2% 26 15.5% 9 5.4% 168 100.0%
5k 61 36.3% 31 18.5% 18 10.7% 168 100.0%
=ik 32 19.0% 94 56.0% 24 14.3% 168 100.0%
k% 26 15.5% 17 10.1% 117 69.6% 168 100.0%
(6) IiktE
FERIATETT (WA 7), KREAELEGR B AT 2 7 N, W) TR 25 WL, e ik A i K 4

S9pvivkE PN &1 PR 5
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Table 7. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of accessibility factors
F= 7. EMEREWTAFERITRESRNEFER

KE ik Tl it
N Bt AN# Hort N4 Bt N# [Ep
AR 77 45.8% 30 17.9% 45 26.8% 168 100.0%
E Sabviie 2 14 8.3% 64 38.1% 21 12.5% 168 100.0%
Bk 25 14.9% 58 34.5% 18 10.7% 168 100.0%
R Ja ik 52 31.0% 16 9.5% 84 50.0% 168 100.0%
(7) Fpdtk

MEFIEYEZ T (L FE 8), B RFEA A 56.5% 1 K224 KL NS — L B Acim T A, Hak
Rk (d 32.7%); YRR E K FE Rz LT WYL E e, 1A 8.9%F1 1.8%.

Table 8. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of comfort factors
8. FFEMEREW T AFERITRRAANEEFER

K S B! i
N Hor NEL HorH N [Ep A ANEL Horth
ALk 15 8.9% 55 32.7% 95 56.5% 168 100.0%
i - 15 8.9% 91 54.2% 46 27.4% 168 100.0%
=ik 41 24.4% 18 10.7% 12 7.1% 168 100.0%
Rk 97 57.7% 4 2.4% 15 8.9% 168 100.0%

8 ™A

EAN NSRBI (L 9), Ak vE. Whl. K%, Eilk%E, Hdmik., WisREZ
B EERMZEAR K. LiERE, RFEAENRFNCE T EAEE, HUUEEE K EM WL, &R
%,

Table 9. The choice of transportation mode for college students under the influence of personal habits
F 9. MAIREREM T REERITRESFNEFER

RE ek KL it
N# Hr N4 Bt N4 Bt N#L Hor
IRk 45 26.8% 51 30.4% 46 27.4% 168 100.0%
E Sabviie 2 23 13.7% 61 36.3% 31 18.5% 168 100.0%
W 38 22.6% 48 28.6% 21 12.5% 168 100.0%
A 62 36.9% 8 4.8% 70 41.7% 168 100.0%

e TR I o — MR R A ey 3, 0 B S IR R 45 WA A RS, ek 7 A e
[10]. TAFER, HFE raid kit b JEARIE, (A5 R SCE RIS R A A 1 ARAE AR, 3 X kil i 374 25 1
P BRI AR LB AR, IR (LM ki 8 2 e X Sl AT T AR AT A th e B 7= AR AR A
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S5 ESEBREDE, SRS REEMGE T i, BT 2 TR SR 0 R A A 10l AT Ty At et
AT 7B, A5 PR A

(1) =R Thag AT It R AR TP AR KL

X R A AR RO BB AT B B RS 7T, S AR R IAT IR TR, R
W%, ER@MATR, BEREFERAULATHRAERBRES, HikBsSki A B IO T WL, &
PEAE KR AT 208 U7 SR RIS, B E KA AR I AT 208 )7 s oSk, XU ke AR g
ATl T P B —E TS T

(2) JURHEZEFM T, KBRS A8l 14777 504 F

S KA AR T SRR U RT R, i RAE DA TEAZE BEEX KA R BB MRS, B4
RANKEMR R 224k, EErh. Pk, F@rh. #Emfh. DASIBEm T, Reed i m ik
R AT o

(3) BRI RE, KRR AN R i s DR 2R AR R AR

PR FEEFTAEL, AT 730, BOE AL AR B AN AR R KSR A i R PR Kk
TR, IR AERERE, KRR AN B R AR AR AR . BRI 5 5P
B, ZoME B AR N RIS 5 RN EAEME, ZrE A AR A E R R 2 AR

S E 3k
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