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Travel characteristics of rural residents under

different economic conditions
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Abstract. Since the characteristics of rural residents’ travel were seldom studied, with different e-
conomic conditions as the starting point, questionnaire was carried out among 129 villages with
more than 3 400 rural families and a total of 12 118 rural residents in China with simple random
sampling method. From the aspects of travel destinations, travel times, travel time and travel
space etc. characteristics of rural residents’ travel were analyzed comprehensively. The results
show that in the rural residents’ travel, shopping and visiting friends are the main purposes of
travel; in economically developed areas rural residents travel more often with shorter travel dis-
tance and travel time; while in economically less developed areas the travel times are fewer with
longer travel distance and averagely more travel time. The travel time in peak hours is about 3~
4 h. Travel volume in peak hours in the morning and evening is more than 60%; in different arca

and under different industrial structures,residents’ travel time is different with their way of life
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and the distributions of residents’ travel time will be different. 3 tab, 13 figs, 12 refs.

Key words: traffic engineering; transportation planning; resident travel characteristic; rural resi-

dent; travel time
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Tab. 1 Basic characteristics of survey samples %
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Fig.1 Income distributions in different rural areas
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Tab.2 Economic conditions of different rural areas
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Tab.3 Distribution proportion of rural residents’ travel purposes
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Fig. 2 Rural residents’ travel purpose proportion under

different economic conditions
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Fig. 3 Distribution of travel purposes under

different industrial structures in rural areas
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Fig. 4 Average rural residents’ travel times
each week in each province
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Fig. 5 Relationship between average travel

distance and travel times each week
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Fig. 7 Distribution of rural resident” travel modes

under different economic conditions
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Fig. 8 Distribution of rural residents’ travel modes

under different operation industries
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Fig. 10 Distribution of rural residents’ travel

spaces in different regions
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Fig. 11 Distribution of residents’ travel space

under different industrial structure

M 11 0] DU L A48 T B A7 28 8] 43 A
bR AR o A A [ R 2k B ELIRAE S th AT H
8 b, T 380 A PN At T I A A 1 0 B 5 5 AR T R
DX, JE RENAB A A AT L 24 P At T B
A A BB R TR B 3 4 M DX O A T Y
Wit 5 B L SR G ORI A S  FE R B X
248 A T B A A AT AR 2 TE O SR 6
T d R A S ER A,

3.5.2 HATE AR

TEXF A 8 R AT PR R AT 20 B i A7 I
FEAL A A R i) — g AT I AR BE T R A AR
W HRME DA R AT 07 XL AT B S RS [\ H AT
e AR A H > Ml 28 T K i KT L Ml DX A Jmy R AS 38 A B
Jro e . 2im Ty ) A B R W B G PE L R
PR M BRAR S B DUE T AT AE R, T
JE R AT AR E — & B PE Ir AT B A
A, AT FEBEE AN F . B 12 & R 47 28 [A]
S GE AR SR B T A M X RO Y AT
H 1 b R FR o3 #0263k BT DA 12 02 DR i R
B35 B3 i T BsF ] Sy o A B0 A5 0 s BB HE A I
Feor A Al

I 12 W] LA Y JE B335 B3k r A e fa]

36.34%

32.79%

16.94%

e A5/ %
553
=]

0.5hPAN

>2h 2h 1h 0.5h
N 43 Aii

& 12 ek JiE B 3 3k 3 i 6 43 A
Fig. 12 Time consumption distribution

of rural residents to reach county
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