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Shared mobility

Has the potential to:

= improve the flexibility of our transport system and, hence, accessibility
= increase the efficiency and utilisation of the transport system

= support the shift towards sustainable modes of transportation

And as such

= reduce car-dependency.

= strenghten the public transport system.
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Flexibility and accessibility

Average number of trips by hour of day per operator
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Increase the efficiency and utilisation
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Shift to sustainable mobility

GREEN
DEAL

DEELMOBILITEIT
EN WONEN

t%st Ik ben Ik ben Over de Deelnemende Nictiws Dedia eiviiri
it‘. Werkgever Werk C Bedrijven s 9

W

De testkaravaan komt

naar jouw bedrijf!

Test 2 weken gratis een duurzaam vervoermiddel om jouw
woon-werkverkeer op een andere manier te beleven.

University of Antwerp
l} Iracultyolliusmess
and Economics




Need for infrastructure
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International good practice
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International good practice
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https://sharedmobilitymap. uantwerpen be/

Shared Mobility Map
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Challenges

= A place in the city?

Micromobility: Geofencing: from freefloating to virtual drop zones and
speed limitations;

Carsharing: diverse policies, even at city level! Not efficient in such a
connected country

Public vs Private systems: supporting systems or competition?
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Challenges

A complex connection between shared (micro)mobility and public

transport

7.168.640 velo trips by 50.000+ users in 2024

~10 busses, 12h per day, entire year

Without the first/last mile, no bus or train

Without this scooter/bike, a bus or tram




Challenges

Histogram of travel time difference between shared micromobility and PT trip, by different times of day
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