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Abstract

In order to study on reasonable attraction scope of sharing bicycle connected bus station, the ac-
ceptable feeder distance for residents and the reasonable attraction scope of bus station were
analyzed by using the questionnaire survey in Jinan. The results indicate that different feeder
processes accepted different feeder distances and the reasonable attraction scope is correlated
with age and occupation highly. In order to form a better system, sharing bicycle parking desire of
residents was analyzed and the suggestion on setting up parking point and formulating charging
policy is offered.
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Table 1. Statistical results of sample number
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Figure 1. Feeder process
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Figure 2. Statistical results of home-bus station
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Figure 3. Statistical results of station-station
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Figure 4. Statistical results of bus station-destination
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Figure 5. Statistical results of gender
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Figure 6. Statistical results of income
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Figure 7. Statistical results of occupation

7. Bkt R

1600

1400

1200

EIXIEE/m

800

600 r

400

1000

1423.75
1315.25
1214.75 1272.75 1500
L 1156.75
1224.5
1065.5 1097.5 1103.75 1000
750
<18 18~30 30~40 40~50 50~60 >60

F i

——-uh —me—ih-Uh G- B

Figure 8. Statistical results of age
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Figure 9. Parked point position
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